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Johnson noise thermometry enables direct measurement of the electron temperature, a valuable
probe of many-body systems. Practical use of this technique calls for non-equilibrium generaliza-
tions of the Johnson-Nyquist theorem. For a hydrodynamic Corbino device, however, a näıve use of
the Shockley-Ramo theorem alongside the “Corbino paradox” leads to yet another paradox: bulk
velocity fluctuations cannot be measured by the contacts. In this work, we resolve the unphysi-
cal “Corbino Shockley-Ramo paradox” by correctly formulating the hydrodynamic Shockley-Ramo
problem. This allows us to properly formulate the problem of current noise in an hydrodynamic
multi-terminal device of arbitrary geometry, as well as validate a previously unjustified assumption
for rectangular geometry results. As an example, we compute the Johnson noise in a hydrodynamic
Corbino device, where we find a suppression of Johnson noise with magnetic field. This unusual
characteristic serves as a strong signature of viscous hydrodynamic behavior.

I. INTRODUCTION

The characterization and measurement of thermal
properties is a venerated tool in probing many-body sys-
tems in condensed matter and materials physics. For
instance, a sample’s thermal properties are reflective of
the nature of its quasiparticles, including those that are
charge-neutral. However, accurate metrology of many
modern devices requires accurate themometry at the
nanoscale. Specifically for electronic systems, one par-
ticular challenge is to disentangle phonon from the elec-
tron contributions to heat transport; with weak electron-
phonon coupling, the electron and phonon temperatures
might not even be equal.

One solution is Johnson noise thermometry: it allows
direct and isolated access to the electronic degrees of free-
dom. The simplest incarnation of Johnson noise ther-
mometry is a direct application of the Johnson-Nyquist
theorem (fluctuation-dissipation theorem). For a two-
terminal device with resistance R held at uniform elec-
tronic temperature T0, it says

lim
ω→0

R

2kB
⟨δI(ω)δI(t = 0)⟩ ≡ TJN = T0 (1)

where δI(t) is the charge current fluctuation at time t,
δI(ω) is its two-sided Fourier transform [1], and ⟨...⟩ de-
notes an ensemble average (time-average if ergodicity is
assumed). That is to say, a noise measurement of the
Johnson noise temperature TJN is equivalent to measur-
ing the equilibrium electron temperature T0. Further-
more, this thermometry technique requires no calibra-
tion; Johnson noise thermometry acts a primary ther-
mometer. This technique has been used to make record-
sensitive bolometers [2–6] and to measure of thermal con-
ductivity and heat capacity [7–9].

In many practical situations, including the applications
above, Eq. (1) does not apply since the electronic temper-
ature is not spatially uniform. Generalizations of Eq. (1)
were previously studied for ohmic devices [10–12], i.e.
where j(x) = σ(x)E(x) holds locally. However, increas-
ing interest in non-ohmic electronic systems call for fur-

ther generalizations. Hydrodynamic electron behavior,
for instance, has been experimentally demonstrated in
a number of materials, where the presence of viscosity
invalidates a local Ohm’s law [13–59]. Graphene specifi-
cally has served as the prime candidate for hydrodynamic
behavior due to its weak electron-phonon coupling, low
disorder, and strong electron-electron interactions [13–
46]. Hydrodynamic Johnson noise was recently studied
for the specific case of a two-terminal rectangular geom-
etry with current-bias heating [59], giving

δTJN ≡ TJN − T0 =
PRth

12
f (2)

where P is the input power, Rth is the two-terminal
thermal resistance, and f is a non-universal geometry-
dependent function which recovers f = 1 in the ohmic
limit. This demonstrated that the previous ohmic result
[11, 12] generically requires a correction by f in the pres-
ence of viscosity. Somewhat miraculously, for a rectan-
gular geometry this function f never causes a correction
larger than 40%; in particular, this result placed the sem-
inal measurements of Wiedemann-Franz violation [20] in
graphene, which näıvely used the f = 1 ohmic result, on
firm theoretical foundation.
While the rectangular geometry is sufficient to demon-

strate violation of Eq. (27), it critically misses subtleties
about hydrodynamic flow in general geometries. This
is strikingly displayed by the “Corbino paradox” [39–
41, 60], where a finite current locally dissipates heat de-
spite the absence of a local electric field. For the pur-
pose of noise measurements, this poses yet another corol-
lary paradox. The Shockley-Ramo theorem [61–66] states
that for a velocity source vs, the outgoing current ISRα
through contact α is given by

ISRα = nq

∫
∇ϕα · vs (3)

where ϕα is the resulting potential distribution when the
potential at contact α is set to unity and all other con-
tacts are grounded. Since a hydrodynamic Corbino de-
vice always has ∇ϕα = 0, a näıve application of Eq. (3)

ar
X

iv
:2

31
0.

09
31

2v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  1
2 

O
ct

 2
02

3



2

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. A plot of representative geometries. a) An arbitrary
4-terminal geometry. b) The Corbino geometry.

gives Iα = 0 identically. This yields what we call the
“Corbino Shockley-Ramo Paradox”: a näıve application
of the Shockley-Ramo theorem implies that bulk velocity
fluctuations would never result in measured current fluc-
tuations at the contacts. This would unphysically imply
that current noise fails to measure anything about the
bulk Corbino device. Therefore, this Corbino Shockley-
Ramo paradox serves as a barrier to treating current
noise in arbitrary geometries, including the Corbino ge-
ometry.

In this work, we properly formulate the problem for
current noise in a multi-terminal device of arbitrary ge-
ometry, generalizing the boundary condition of Ref. 39.
Insodoing, we resolve the Corbino Shockley-Ramo para-
dox by introducing the “hydrodynamic Shockley-Ramo”
problem, analogous to original Shockley-Ramo problem
for electrons in free space. We begin by showing that our
formulation completely reproduces previous results in the
ohmic limit. Then, we explicitly solve for the Johnson
noise in a Corbino geometry under magnetic field. For
current-bias heating, we find that the correction f de-
creases with B in the viscous limit (see Fig. 2). This
provides a mechanism for the unusual experimental ob-
servation of Johnson noise suppression by magnetic field
in Corbino devices [67], which we argue is a novel and
sharp signature of viscous hydrodynamics. Finally, we
revisit the rectangular geometry and validate the previ-
ously unjustified “Shockley-Ramo assumption” made in
Ref. 59.

II. MATHEMATICAL SETUP

A. Generic ohmic-Stokes equations

We begin by treating the ohmic-Stokes problem in full
generality with a detailed discussion of the subtleties
around the Corbino paradox [39, 40, 60]. This mathe-
matical detour will provide a time-saving framework for
the results to follow. The generic incompressible ohmic-
Stokes equations on a connected domain Ω ⊂ R2 (see

Fig. 1) are given by

L[v] ≡ γv − ν∇2v − q

m
v ×B =− q

m
∇ϕ+ g (4)

∇ · v =0 (5)

where ν is the kinematic viscosity, q the hydrodynamic
charge, m the hydrodynamic mass, B = Bẑ the magnetic
field, and g a given forcing term (∇2v is the vector Lapla-
cian). The linear operator L[v] is used for notational
convenience. To finish the specification of the PDE, one
must supply boundary conditions. We assume that the
boundary ∂Ω can be split into two distinct categories:
Γw corresponds to sample walls and Γc = ∪αΓc,α corre-
sponds to the set of metallic contacts [68]. We take the
following BCs

v|Γw =0 (6)

v∥|Γc
=0 (7)

(ϕc − ϕ)|Γc =− σ′
nn[v]

nq

∣∣∣∣
Γc

= −2mν

q
K(n̂)(v · n̂)

∣∣∣
Γc

(8)

where v∥ is the velocity tangent to the boundary,
ϕc|Γc,α

≡ ϕcα is a fixed external voltage on each of the
contacts Γc,α, σ

′
ij [v] ≡ ∂ivj + ∂jvi is the viscous (devia-

toric) stress tensor, σ′
nn[v] ≡ σ′

ij [v]ninj for ni the out-
ward normal unit vector, andK(n̂) is the signed extrinsic
curvature relative to n̂ [69]. The final equality of Eq. (8)
can be derived using Eq. (5) [39, 70]. The no-slip condi-
tions Eq. (6-7) seem to be a reasonable approximation of
experiment [28, 30, 31, 41, 71] and are taken for simplic-
ity. The BC of Eq. (8) was first introduced in the electron
hydrodynamics literature by Ref. 39, though in the fluid
dynamics literature it has a lengthy history [70, 72, 73] as
they explored how to properly implement pressure-fixed
BCs on arbitrary domains. In what follows, we will re-
fer to the Ohmic-Stokes problem of Eqs. (4-8) with the
shorthand S(v;g, ϕcα).
The justification of Eq. (8) requires physical arguments

on the nature of the boundary Γc. At the interface, we ex-
pect current-density continuity. Furthermore, we assume
the metallic contact and only dissipates −∇ϕc · j power.
Then, upon multiplication by the normal current density
jn, we see Eq. (8) is nothing but a continuity statement
of energy-flux density across the boundary; Eq. (8) says
that energy transfer across the interface via the hydro-
dynamic flow is dissipationless [74]. In this light, we can
reframe the origin of the viscous “contact voltage drop”.
This voltage drop accounts for the “viscous energy” asso-
ciated with maintaining a finite σ′

nn, which is only non-
zero on locally-curved portions of the contact [39, 70].
For flat contacts or in the ohmic limit, we recover the
usual voltage-continuity BC ϕc|Γc

= ϕ|Γc
. This perspec-

tive of energy-flux continuity allows us to readily gener-
alize the BC of Ref. 39 to multi-terminal ohmic-Stokes
devices [Eq. (8)] since ohmic dissipation and magnetic
field do not contribute to energy-flux.
It is important to ask if the ohmic-Stokes problem

S(v;g, ϕcα) is well-posed, i.e. if it has an existence-
uniqueness (and regularity) result. On physical grounds,
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an ill-posed PDE implies that it is an improper descrip-
tion of reality. As an example of an ill-posed PDE, set
γ = B = 0 and consider a Corbino geometry with the
näıve BC of ϕ|Γc

= ϕc|Γc
(instead of Eq. (8)) and a con-

stant voltage drop V across the contacts. Then, the so-
lutions are given by vr = I

nq
1

2πr for arbitrary constant I

and V ≡ 0. This is the “Corbino paradox” [60]: an arbi-
trary current is allowed to flow with no applied voltage
drop despite the fact that each choice of I dissipates a
different amount of energy. Thus, this näıve BC is un-
physical. More generally, it is known that this PDE with
the näıve BC is ill-posed so long as Γw = ∅ [75]. While
the demonstration of existence-uniqueness with the BC
of Eq. (8) is beyond the scope of this paper, it is known
that the vanilla Stokes equation (B = γ = 0) with these
BCs does indeed enjoy existence-uniqueness [73]. It is
therefore natural to conjecture that the extension to the
magnetic ohmic-Stokes case is also well-posed.

The primary quantity of interest in the ohmic-Stokes
problem is the total outgoing current Iα through contact
α. If our problem is well-posed, then we can express
the general solution v ≡ L−1

v [g, ϕcα] by a linear operator
L−1
v acting on the bulk forcing g and the set of contact

voltages ϕcα [76]. As a technical trick, we can choose
(sufficiently smooth) weighting potentials ψα on Ω such
that ψα|Γc,β

= δαβ and
∑

α ψα = 1 [77]. This partition
of unity affords us nice simplifications. First, we note

L−1
v

[
0, ϕcα

]
= − q

m

∑
α

ϕcαL−1
v [∇ψα, 0] (9)

via a redefinition of ϕ, where ϕcα are constants. Thus, the
partition of unity allows us to express the applied voltage
BC as a forcing term instead. Second, by multiplying
Eq. (5) by ψα and integrating by parts, we can express
the outgoing current Iα and conductance Gαβ as

Iα =Gαβϕcβ + nq

∫
dV∇ψα · L−1

v [g, δϕcβ ] (10)

Gαβ =− nq2

m

∫
dV∇ψα · L−1

v [∇ψβ , 0] (11)

where δϕcα ≡ ϕcα − ϕcα is the zero-mean component.
Since we are primarily interested in Iα, for our purposes
Eq. (10) constitutes the (abstract) solution to the ohmic-
Stokes problem. While utilizing these expressions in full
generality is manifestly just as difficult as solving the
generic ohmic-Stokes problem for L−1

v , we can still ob-
tain analytic results for some simple cases such as the
Corbino.

B. Hydrodynamic Shockley-Ramo Problem

With preliminaries out of the way, we set up the hy-
drodynamic Shockley-Ramo problem: in a ohmic-Stokes
sample, compute the total current through each contact
induced by current sources embedded inside the sample

bulk. The analogous problem was treated for the free-
space [61, 62] and ohmic [63–66] cases, where there is a
simple result known as the (generalized) Shockley-Ramo
theorem. The problem is formulated as follows. We con-
sider a given velocity source vs which drives a total ve-
locity v controlled by the following ohmic-Stokes PDE

L[v − vs] +
q

m
∇ϕ =0 (12)

∇ · v =0 (13)

v|Γw
=0 (14)

v∥|Γc
=0 (15)

−ϕ|Γc
=− 2mν

q
K(n̂)(v − vs) · n̂

∣∣
Γc

(16)

where we have set ϕc = 0. Physically, we interpret v−vs

and ϕ as corresponding to the velocity and electrochem-
ical potential of “internal carriers” of the sample; these
carriers obey the ohmic-Stokes equations of motion and
conspire to satisfy BC and incompressibility constraints.
By linearity, we can rewrite this into the ohmic-Stokes
problem S(v;L[vs],

2mν
q K(n̂)vs,n). Using Eq. (10), we

can write the solution as

ISRα = nq

∫
dV∇ψα · L−1

v

[
L[vs],

2mν

q
K(n̂)vs,n

]
(17)

This provides the proper generalization of the (ohmic)
Shockley-Ramo theorem [Eq. (3)] for ohmic-Stokes de-
vices. We see there are two effects contributing to the
measured current ISRα : a bulk forcing from the velocity
source L[vs] and a boundary potential (2mν/q)K(n̂)vs,n.
Furthermore, we avoid the previous paradoxical Corbino
conclusion of vanishing current for arbitrary velocity
source due to the presence of ψα; the electric potential
ϕα, especially for the Corbino when ϕα ≡ 0, does not
generally serve as a valid partition of unity ψα.
Furthermore, to obtain correct results (e.g. recover-

ing the Johnson-Nyquist theorem) we emphasize that the
voltage BC [Eq. (16)] must be chosen correctly. The jus-
tification of Eq. (16) is quite subtle, as it amounts to the
question of how to treat the velocity source vs “on the
boundary.” We argue as follows. Physically, we imag-
ine the velocity source is close to but not quite on the
boundary itself. Between the source and the bound-
ary, there are no more sources so that vs is continu-
ous and divergence-free in this “Knudsen” region. Thus,
the energy-flux transmitted by vs is precisely given by
the incompressible form of Eq. (8). We then take the
limit of the source-boundary distance to zero to “define”
the meaning of vs|Γc

. This vs energy-flux contribution
is subtracted in Eq. (16) to obtain the corresponding
energy-flux statement for the internal electrochemical po-
tential ϕ.

C. Noise problem formulation

To compute the current-current correlator for Johnson
noise, we proceed in two steps. First, we solve the hydro-
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dynamic Shockley-Ramo problem as formulated above.
This gives a relation between the (thermally-driven) bulk
velocity fluctuations and current fluctuations as mea-
sured by the contacts at t = 0. The result is used in
the initial condition for the time-evolution equation of
the correlation functions, which we dub the noise equa-
tion. Solving the noise problem in the ω → 0 limit, we
can finally obtain the current-current correlator as a func-
tion of the local temperature T (r). In particular, both of
these problems reduce to an ohmic-Stokes problem; once
formulated appropriately, one can apply Eq. (11) to give
the desired result.

To formulate the noise equation, we find it easier to
work with the “fluctuating states” formulation rather
than with Langevin forces [59, 78]. We assume that
the correlation functions obey the same time-dependent
equations of motion as their non-equilibrium counterpart.
Taking the Laplace transform of the time-dependent
ohmic-Stokes PDE and Wick-rotating to obtain the two-
sided Fourier transform, in the ω → 0 limit we have

L[⟨δvδI0,β⟩] =− q

m
∇⟨δϕδI0,β⟩+ 2⟨δvsδI0,β⟩ (18)

∇ · ⟨δvδI0,β⟩ =0 (19)

where we have suppressed the frequency argument δv ≡
δv(ω → 0) and have ignored thermal density fluctua-
tions to obtain incompressibility [79]. The noise source
⟨δvsδI0,β⟩ arises from the initial conditions [80], where
δvs is the source velocity and δI0,β = δIβ(t = 0) is
the initial current through contact Γc,β [81]. For BCs,
we set δϕc = 0 take the same no-slip and energy-flux
continuity BCs as Eq. (6-8) on the fluctuations δv and
δϕ. Thus, the noise equation reduces to solving the
ohmic-Stokes problem S(⟨δvδI0,β⟩; 2⟨δvsδI0,β⟩, 0) for the
current-current correlator ⟨δI0,αδI0,β⟩. Explicitly, the so-
lution reads

⟨δI0,αδI0,β⟩ =nq
∫
dV∇ψα · L−1

v [2⟨δvsδI0,β⟩, 0] (20)

To evaluate the initial condition ⟨δvsδI0,β⟩, we solve
the hydrodynamic Shockley-Ramo problem for δI0,β
using Eq. (17) and use the thermodynamic relation
⟨δvs,i(r)δvs,j(r′)⟩ = kBT

mn δ(r−r′)δij . We remark that this
formulation doesn’t require a thermal noise source; the
noise input is defined by the choice of ⟨δvs,i(r)δvs,j(r′)⟩.
To make concrete experimental predictions, we will

primarily be interested in non-equilibrium temperature
profiles generated by a current-bias heating [7–9, 20, 82].
Solving for T (r) proceeds in two steps. First, we solve
the ohmic-Stokes PDE S(v; 0, ϕc) with applied voltages
ϕc to obtain the velocity profile. This is used to compute
the local heating q[v] for use in the heat equation

κ∇2T =− q[v] ≡ −ργv2 − 1

2η
(σ′

ij [v])
2 (21)

∂nT |Γw
=0 (22)

T |Γc
=T0 (23)

where ∇2T is the scalar Laplacian, κ is the thermal con-
ductivity, ρ = mn is the mass density, and η = mnν is
the dynamic viscosity. For BCs, we assume that the sam-
ple walls are insulating and fix all contacts to be held at
the ambient temperature T0. We remark that the heating
q[v] consists of two components - the usual ohmic Joule
heating term as well as a viscous heating term; in partic-
ular, q ̸= E · J as vividly demonstrated by the Corbino
paradox [39, 60].

III. EXAMPLES

A. Ohmic limit

We begin by warming up on the ohmic limit ν → 0
[83]. Eq. (4) simplifies immensely because the differen-
tial operator L ∝ ρij reduces to the resistivity ρij and
is easily inverted. Furthermore, there is a natural choice
for ψα ≡ ϕα, where ϕα is the potential when setting
ϕcβ |Γc,α

= δαβ to be unity only on Γc,α. First, from

Eq. (11) we recover 11

Gαβ =−
∫
dV σij(∂iϕα)(∂jϕβ) (24)

where we used the fact that
∫
dV∇ϕ·∇ϕα = 0 if ϕ|Γc,α =

0. Next, we treat the ohmic Shockley-Ramo problem
S(v;L[vs], 0). Using the same fact, Eq. (10) gives for the
outgoing current

ISRα = nq

∫
dV∇ϕα · vs (25)

Thus, we have recovered the ohmic Shockley-Ramo theo-
rem [Eq. (3)] [61–66]. Finally, we solve the noise problem
S(⟨δvδI0,β⟩; 2⟨δvsδI0,β⟩, 0). From the Shockley-Ramo
problem we see that 2⟨δvs,iδI0,β⟩ = −2kBT (r)

q
m∂iϕβ .

Again repeating the same procedure, we find

⟨δIαδI0,β⟩ = −2kB

∫
dV T (r)σij(∂iϕα)(∂jϕβ) (26)

recovering the result of Ref. [11] in the case of thermal
noise. For T = T0 we find that ⟨δIαδI0,β⟩ = −2kBT0Gαβ ,
recovering the Johnson-Nyquist theorem. From this
point, it is manifest that we completely reproduce previ-
ous ohmic results from our formulation [11, 12], including
the two-terminal result [12]

δTJN =
PRth

12
(27)

As previously mentioned, this is Eq. (2) with f = 1.

B. Corbino

We now turn to a Corbino geometry with contacts on
inner radius r0 and outer radius r1. In particular, Γw = ∅
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since the boundary only consists of contacts (see Fig. 1b).
As we will see, this geometry is particularly nice and ad-
mits an exact analytic solution. Instead of directly solv-
ing for L−1

v and using Eq. (10), we will obtain the total
current by performing integration tricks to avoid solving
for ϕ. For computing the total current or heating den-
sity, we only need deal with angular-averaged quantities.
In orthonormal polar (r, θ) coordinates, the ohmic-Stokes
problem [Eqs. (4-8)] reads∫

dr
(
L[vr] + ωcvθ

)
− 2ν

vr
r

∣∣∣∣r1
r0

=
q

m
V +

∫
drgr (28)

L[vθ] =gθ + ωcvr (29)

vr =
I

nq

1

2πr
(30)

ϕc − ϕ|Γc
=− mν

q

vr
r

∣∣∣∣
Γc

(31)

with the no-slip BC vθ|Γc
= 0, where ωc = qB/m

is the cyclotron frequency, the linear operator L[v] ≡
γ − ν

[
∂2rv +

1
r∂rv −

v
r2

]
, and X =

∫
dθ
2πX denotes an

angular average. In what follows, we drop the overbar
and implicitly assume all quantities are angular-averaged.
Notice that incompressibility immediately gives us the
solution for vr, where I is the constant radial current.
With the no-slip BCs, Eq. (29) decouples and can di-
rectly be solved for vθ. We denote the solution by
vθ = L−1[gθ] + ωcL

−1[vr] with the linear operator L−1.
Thus, Eq. (28) gives

IR =V +
m

q

∫
dr
(
gr − ωcL

−1[gθ]
)

(32)

R =
m

nq2

∫
dr(L+ ω2

cL
−1)

[
1

2πr

]
− mν

nq2
1

π

1

r2

∣∣∣∣r1
r0

(33)

where V = −ϕc|r1r0 is the (angular-averaged) applied volt-

age [84]. Since the L−1 operator is involved and not par-
ticularly enlightening, we will defer its evaluation.

Turning to the hydrodynamic Shockley-Ramo problem
S(v;L[vs],

2mν
q K(n̂)vs,n), we find that

ISRR =− 2mν

q

vs,r
r

∣∣∣r1
r0

+
m

q

∫
dr(L+ ω2

cL
−1)[vs,r]

− mωc

q

∫
dr(L−1L− 1)[vs,θ] (34)

We see explicitly that the hydrodynamic result is
quite different from the ohmic Shockley-Ramo theorem
[Eq. (3)]. We remark that the operator L−1L − 1 only
depends on the boundary data vs,θ|Γ; the corresponding
integral will vanish for the noise problem since the noise
input vanishes on the boundary.

Then, we solve the noise problem
S(⟨δvδI0,β⟩; 2⟨δvsδI0,β⟩, 0). After some algebra, we
find the Johnson noise temperature to be

TJN = T0 +
m

nq2
1

R

∫
dr(L+ ω2

cL
−1)

[
δT (r)

2πr

]
(35)

FIG. 2. A plot of f(B)/f(0) for r1/r0 = 4.5 in the Corbino
geometry. The dashed line corresponds to the ohmic λ = 0
value, while the solid thin line corresponds to the viscous
λ→ ∞ value. These curves are plotted against B/B0, where
the scale B0 = (m/q)(γ + ν/r20) is different for each curve.

FIG. 3. A plot of the limiting ratio f(∞)/f(0) as a function
of λ for r1/r0 = 4.5. The gray line denotes the ohmic λ = 0
value of f(∞)/f(0) = 1. At low λ, we see that it at first in-
creases, then dramatically drops around λ/r0 ∼ 1. This can
be understood as a crossover to viscous flow and viscous heat-
ing in the limit of large λ, where the Johnson noise decreases
since heating is less effective. We remark that there are nu-
merical errors at low λ due to the nearly discontinuous falloff
of the vθ profile near r0 and r1 (it is strictly discontinuous at
the boundary in the ohmic limit).

This yields a surprisingly simple result for the John-
son noise, arising from the fact that the equations in
this problem decouple. We remark that the voltage
BC [Eq. (16)] was critical in recovering the equilibrium
Johnson-Nyquist theorem, as it provides the nontrivial
boundary term in Eq. (34). At this stage, we see two
explicit effects of a finite magnetic field which affect the
Johnson noise. The first is to alter the magnetoresistance
R(B), and the second arises from altering the averag-
ing procedure (i.e. the ω2

cL
−1 term); while in the ohmic

limit these effects cancel, this is not generally true in the
hydrodynamic problem. Eq. (35) is valid for arbitrary
temperature distributions T (r); to get a better physical
sense of Eq. (35), below we specialize temperature pro-
files arising from current-bias heating.
To concretely evaluate the Johnson noise, we solve two
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PDEs: one for L−1 and one for δT (r) [85]. Defining f
using Eq. (2), in Fig. 2 we plot the numerical results [86]

for f(B)
f(0) against B for a fixed aspect ratio r1/r0 = 4.5

and various Gurzhi lengths λ ≡
√
ν/γ. We see that

f(B)
f(0) weakly increases on the ohmic side λ≪ r0, while it

strongly decreases on the viscous side λ ≫ r0. Further-
more, we see that these curves saturate in the B → ∞
limit due to the fact the flow profile reaches a limiting
shape with magnetic field. In Fig. 3, we plot the asymp-

totic value f(∞)
f(0) as a function of λ to more clearly depict

the λ-dependence of the correction function f .
We can qualitatively understand this behavior as fol-

lows, tracing through Fig. 3. For small λ, viscous cor-
rections to flow are weak but a viscous heating channel
emerges; this increases the total heating, and thus in-
creases TJN/P ∼ f(B). As one continues increasing λ,
viscous corrections to flow begin to dominate and the
ohmic heating is suppressed. Under a magnetic field,
these flow corrections cause heating to be concentrated
near the contacts; with a spiraling flow, the flow gradients
and thus viscous heating are maximal at the boundaries
because of the no-slip condition. This reduces the heat-
ing effectiveness and decreases TJN/P . Thus, we predict
a B-field suppression of TJN in the viscous hydrodynamic
regime. This result matches the experimental observa-
tions in Ref. [67].

We remark that this suppression of TJN with B-field
is challenging to explain in an ohmic or ballistic regime.
In the ohmic limit, where f = 1, this would imply Rth

increases with B-field. However, in a conventional Boltz-
mann picture, a magnetic field curves the path of elec-
trons. This increases path lengths, thus increasing scat-
tering and increasing electrical and thermal resistance. In
the ballistic limit, electrons do not thermalize nor signif-
icantly heat in the sample bulk; Johnson noise for ballis-
tic samples primarily proceeds from the well-thermalized
ohmic contacts. Under magnetic field, we still do not ex-
pect significant contribution to the Johnson noise from
the bulk and therefore rule out TJN suppression in this
regime [67]. We therefore conclude that TJN suppression
by magnetic field is a strong signature of viscous hydro-
dynamic behavior.

C. Rectangular geometry

Finally, we revisit the noise problem for the rectangu-
lar geometry at B = 0 as considered in Ref. 59. We
take Ω = [0, ℓ] × [0, h] with contacts Γc at x = 0, ℓ.
We again compute the total current by clever integration
tricks. Averaging over the x-component of the generic
ohm-Stokes equation, we find

(γ − ν∂2y)

[
1

ℓ

∫
dxvx

]
=− q

mℓ
V +

1

ℓ

∫
dxgx (36)

where V = ϕc|x=ℓ
x=0 and we have used ∂xvx|Γc

=
−∂yvy|Γc

= 0 from incompressibility and the no-slip BCs.

Thus, we have reduced the problem to an ODE with van-
ishing BCs for

∫
dxvx on the y-boundaries. Fourier tech-

niques allow us to solve for
∫
dxvx, and by extension

I = (1/ℓ)
∫
dV vx with basis sin(kπy/h). Therefore, we

have

I =GV +
nqh

γ

∞∑
k=1

1

1 +
(
kπλ
h

)2 1− cos kπ

kπ
ĝx;0,k (37)

G =
hσD
ℓ

(
1− 2λ

h
tanh

h

2λ

)
(38)

where σD = nq2/(mγ) is the Drude conductivity, ĝx;0,k ≡
2
hℓ

∫
dV gx sin

kπy
h is the corresponding Fourier compo-

nent, and λ ≡
√
ν/γ is the Gurzhi length.

We now turn to the solution of the noise problem.
First, we treat the hydrodynamic Shockley-Ramo prob-
lem S(v;L[vs], 0). Using Eq. (37) we find

ISR = nq

∫
dV

vs,x
ℓ

− nqh

∞∑
k=1

[∂x
∫
dyvs,x]

ℓ
0

1
λ2 + k2π2

h2

1− cos kπ

kπ

(39)

where the second term arises from integration by parts.
Notice that Eq. (39) only recovers the ohmic Shockley-
Ramo theorem [Eq. (3)] in the λ→ 0 limit due to the non-
trivial second term, where∇ϕα = ±1/ℓ for this geometry.
However, the second term only depends on the boundary,
so the noise input

⟨vs,x(r)I0⟩ =
q

m

1

ℓ
kBT (r) (40)

does indeed behave as if it obeys the ohmic Shockley-
Ramo theorem for this geometry. This fills in a subtle
unjustified assumption used in Ref. 59. For completeness,
solving the noise problem gives a Johnson noise temper-
ature

TJN =
R

Rohm

∞∑
k=1

1

1 +
(
kπλ
h

)2 1− cosmπ

mπ
T̂0,k (41)

where Rohm ≡ ℓ/(hσD), recovering the result of Ref. 59.
One can verify that for T = T0 one indeed finds TJN = T0
as a sanity check.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have resolved the subtleties of the
Corbino Shockley-Ramo paradox by correctly formulat-
ing the hydrodynamic Shockley-Ramo problem. This al-
lows us to properly formulate the equations for hydro-
dynamic current noise in arbitrary multiterminal geome-
tries and generalize previous ohmic results [10–12]; this
enables proper interpretation of Johnson noise thermom-
etry measurements in experimental setups [9, 20, 67]. We
utilize this formulation for a Corbino geometry under
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magnetic field, where we find a strong signature of vis-
cous heating in hydrodynamic flow: suppression of TJN
by magnetic field (see also Ref. [67]). We also validate
a previously unjustified Shockley-Ramo assumption in
Ref. 59 for a rectangular geometry.

We remark that hydrodynamic materials may prove
ideal as highly sensitive noise thermometers due to the
tunability of the Lorenz ratio and of the correction factor
f [59]. Clever non-traditional geometries [9] have already

been utilized to great effect to measure thermal proper-
ties with Johnson noise techniques. We leave further ex-
ploration of geometrical effects on noise in hydrodynamic
devices and its optimization for noise thermometry ap-
plications to future work.
Acknowledgements – I deeply thank Brian Skinner,
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Appendix A: Corbino Calculational Details

To evaluate TJN requires us to evaluate L−1, i.e. we must solve L[u] = g with homogeneous u|Γc
= 0 BCs [89]. In

the viscous γ → 0 limit, we can integrate the ODE directly to obtain an analytic result

lim
γ→0

L−1[g] =vp(r)−
r1vp(r1)− r0vp(r0)

r21 − r20
r

+
r20r

2
1

r21 − r20

(
vp(r1)

r1
− vp(r0)

r0

)
1

r
(A1)

vp(r) ≡− 1

ν

1

r

∫ r

dr′r′
∫ r′

dr′′g(r′′) (A2)

where the particular solution vp is defined via antiderivatives; to fix the integration constants, one can arbitrarily fix
the lower integration bound.

We also need to evaluate the temperature profile T (r) under current-bias heating. Under a constant voltage bias V ,
the problem is rotationally symmetric; all quantities are equivalent to their angular average. With the help of L−1,
we know v from Eq. (29) and Eq. (30). This allows us to evaluate the heating density q with Eq. (21). Furthermore,
rotational symmetry allows us to solve the heat equation by direct integration. The temperature profile is given by

δT (r) =Tp(r)− Tp|r1r0
ln r

r0

ln r1
r0

− Tp(r0) (A3)

Tp =− 1

κ

∫ r

dr′
1

r′

∫ r′

dr′′r′′q(r′′) (A4)

where again Tp is a particular solution defined by antiderivatives.
We summarize the explicit results in the viscous limit γ → 0 below.

vθ =
I

nq

ωc

2πν

[
c1r + c2

1

r
− 1

2
r ln r

]
(A5)

q =
mν

nq2
I2

(2π)2

[
4

r4
+
(ωc

2ν

)2(
1 +

4c2
r2

)2
]

(A6)

T =
mν

nq2κ
I2

1

(2π)2

[(
1

r20
− 1

r2
−
(

1

r20
− 1

r21

)
ln r

r0

ln r1
r0

)

+
ω2
c

4ν2

(
1

4

[
−(r2 − r20) + (r21 − r20)

ln r
r0

ln r1
r0

]
− 4c2 ln

r

r0
ln

r

r1
+ 4c22

[
1

r20
− 1

r2
−
(

1

r20
− 1

r21

)
ln r

r0

ln r1
r0

])]
(A7)

R =
mν

nq2

[
1

π

(
1

r20
− 1

r21

)
+
ω2
c

ν2
1

16π

(
r21 − r20 + 8c2 ln

r1
r0

)]
(A8)

where c1 = 1
2
r21 ln r1−r20 ln r0

r21−r20
and c2 = − 1

2
r20r

2
1

r21−r20
ln r1

r0
. Furthermore, the function f is given by

f =
12

ln s

a0 +
(

ωcr
2
0

ν

)2
a2 +

(
ωcr

2
0

ν

)4
a4(

R0 +
(

ωcr20
ν

)2
R2

)2 (A9)
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FIG. 4. A plot of f(B) for s = 4.5 in the Corbino geometry. The dashed line corresponds to the ohmic λ = 0 value,
while the solid thin line corresponds to the viscous λ → ∞ value. These curves are plotted against B/B0, where the scale
B0 = (m/q)(γ + ν/r20) is different for each curve.

where

a0 =
−(s2 − 1)2 + 2(s4 − 1) ln s

4π2s4 ln s
(A10)

a2 =
3(s2 − 1)3 − 4s2(s2 − 1) ln2 s− 8s2(s2 + 1) ln3 s

64π2s2(s2 − 1) ln s
(A11)

a4 =
−3 + 3s4 + 76s2 ln s

2048π2
− (s2 − 1)2

512π2 ln s
− 5s2(s2 + 1) ln2 s

256π2(s2 − 1)
+
s4 ln3 s(−3 + ln2 s)

96π2(s2 − 1)2
− s4(s2 + 1) ln4 s

32π2(s2 − 1)3
(A12)

R0 =
1

π

(
1− 1

s2

)
(A13)

R2 =
1

16π

(
s2 − 1− 4s2 ln2 s

s2 − 1

)
(A14)

and s ≡ r1
r0

is the aspect ratio and R = mν
nq2r20

(
R0 +

(
ωcr

2
0

ν

)2
R2

)
.

In Fig. 4, we plot f(B) as a function of magnetic field for s = 5. At B = 0, we see that f(0) is significantly enhanced
for large λ/r0. The value of this peak depends on the aspect ratio s and diverges in the s→ 1 limit. This ultimately
results in a finite value for TJN since this divergence is compensated by the fact that Rth → 0. This is strikingly
different from the ohmic case, where TJN → 0 since Rth → 0 as s→ 1.
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