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Chiral active materials are those that break both time-reversal symmetry and parity microscopi-
cally, which results in average rotation of the material’s complex molecules around their center-of-
mass (CM). These materials are far from equilibrium due to their local non-vanishing spin angular
momentum. In this paper we show that, unlike passive fluids, the non vanishing spin angular mo-
mentum brings about a difference between the CM momentum and the total momentum, which
accounts for the momentum of all atoms that compose the complex rotating molecules. This is in
stark contrast to equilibrium fluids where the CM stress and the total momentum are essentially
equivalent. In fact, we find that generally the CM dynamics are insufficient to describe the dynam-
ics of a chiral active material. The total momentum, other than being experimentally accessible in
simple rheological experiments, also imposes another constraint – its stress must be allowed to be
written in a symmetric way. We find that the latter imposes a relation between possible central-force
interactions and spin-spin interactions, and constraints the ammount of odd viscosities in the system
to the well-known odd (Hall) viscosity and the odd pressure.

I. INTRODUCTION

Active materials [1], in which energy is injected in the
microscale to create directed mechanical motion, break
time reversal symmetry (TRS) locally, and constantly
dissipate heat to maintain such motion [2, 3]. Much
progress has been made in studying achiral active mat-
ter where usually force dipoles generate the directed
motion [4–7]. Exciting novel behavior that cannot be
seen in passive fluids has been observed, from motility-
induced phase separation [8] to negative apparent vis-
cosity [9], new collective behavior [10, 11] and pattern
formation [12]. This had implication on the development
on new metamaterials [13–15] and on the understanding
of biological systems [1, 5, 7, 16, 17].

Recently, a new class of active materials attracted
much interest: Chiral active materials, in which TRS
and parity are broken locally [18–22]. Quite generically
this is a result of local injection of torques that also re-
sult in injection of angular momentum [23, 24]. Biol-
ogy offers a plethora of examples of chiral active ma-
terials [25–28], and recently these were also realized in
synthetic materials [18, 29–33]. A striking phenomenon
in these chiral active materials is the appearance of odd
viscosity [18, 21, 22, 34, 35], which is a non-dissipative
viscosity [18, 21, 22, 36] that couples the two direc-
tions of shear [37]. Avron showed that, as Onsager pre-
dicted [38, 39], odd viscosity can appear when TRS is
broken [40], but it is only compatible with isotropy in
2D. Although Onsager predicted that breaking of TRS
is sufficient in order for odd viscosity to appear, in all
work we are aware of parity is also broken, whether in
gases [41], plasmas [42, 43], quantum-Hall fluids [44–48],
or in chiral active materials due to local torques injected
at the particle level [19–21, 23, 34, 37, 49]. Importantly,

in structurally isotropic chiral active matter, odd viscos-
ity also appears in 3D [21, 22, 50] where angular mo-
mentum breaks rotational symmetry [51]. Recent work
on active materials propose new ‘odd’ terms (that break
TRS and parity) that are allowed by symmetry, even in
isotropic materials. In 2D these terms are the odd pres-
sure that couples vorticity with pressure and odd torque
that couples dilation with rotation [18, 36, 37].

When dealing with complex fluids in which the con-
stituents are not point-like atoms but rather complex
molecules composed of many atoms, the momentum of
each molecule is not simply its center-of-mass (CM) mo-
mentum. For example, a rigid body has three transna-
tional and three rotational degrees-of-freedom. In an
isotropic complex fluid composed of rigid complex par-
ticles, the extra degrees-of-freedom are captured via the
spin angular momentum (SAM) density in addition to
the linear momentum. Then, the total hydrodynamic mo-
mentum g = gc + 1

2∇ × ℓ (hereafter referred to as total
momentum for brevity), which also includes rotational
motion around the CM of the fluid molecules, captures
the momentum of all atoms [22] in the system in the hy-
drodynamic limit. The concept of total momentum is
not new. In the context of classical fields it was first in-
troduced by Martin et al. [52] and it is also known in the
quantum physics literature as the Belinfante-Rosenfeld
relation [53].

In fluid mechanics it is common to describe the ve-
locity field dynamics using the Navier-Stokes equation,
which combines the conservation of linear momentum
and a constitutive relation between stress and gradients
of velocity. Since SAM density (which is always present
in non point-like molecules) generically relaxes fast com-
pared to the velocity field (it has a finite relaxation time,
i.e., it is non-hydrodynamic), conservation of total angu-
lar momentum requires the stress tensor to be symmet-
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ric in passive fluids. This is not the case in chiral active
matter. In these materials, energy is injected locally via
torques, which also results in injection of angular momen-
tum at the microscopic scale. Then, the SAM relaxes to
a non-vanishing value at hydrodynamic times and there
is no guarantee that the CM stress is symmetric. Never-
theless, the total momentum stress tensor can always be
written in a symmetric way [21, 22, 52, 54].

This poses a conundrum: What is the fluid stress? Is
it the CM stress or the total momentum stress? Or per-
haps they are equivalent? Clearly, the total momentum
stress, which accounts for the momentum of all atoms (in
the hydrodynamic limit) is the actual force on the sys-
tem boundaries, and is thus the stress that is accessible
experimentally in a rheological experiment [22]. The CM
stress can be accessed using other microscopic measure-
ments (e.g., mean-square-displacement of a tracer par-
ticle). Martin et al. [52] argued that in passive fluids
the difference between the total momentum and the CM
stress tensors is a microscopic quantity that has no hy-
drodynamic effects. In Ref. [22] we showed that this is
not the case in chiral active materials using a microscopic
(although very general) model.

In this paper we derive the most general viscosity
tensor phenomenologically using symmetry constraints
and physical constraints arising from conservation laws.
Specifically we utilize the notion of total momentum,
for which a symmetric stress tensor can always be
found [22, 52, 54]. This leads to constraints on the ‘odd’
part of the viscosity tensor, thus relating seemingly sepa-
rate terms, which constrain the type of interactions pos-
sible between particles in an odd fluid; two-body interac-
tion between particles CM and spin-spin interactions are
strongly coupled. As a consequence, at hydrodynamic
times one can only expect to measure two odd coeffi-
cients: The famous odd or Hall viscosity and an odd
pressure [36]. At short times, before the SAM relaxes,
one might get access to the so-called odd torque [36],
but stress measurements, that are always related to the
flux of total momentum (rather than the stress associ-
ated with the CM momentum), only provide access to
the odd viscosity and odd pressure (at all times).

As an answer to the conundrum posed above, we find
not only that the two stresses (the CM stress and the
total momentum stress) are not equivalent, even after
relaxation of SAM, but also that the CM dynamics can-
not fully describe the system (in general) as it does not
conserve total angular momentum.

In the next section (Sec. II) we define the model system
and show the result obtained microscopically for a non-
interacting fluid, Sec. II A. In Sec. III we discuss the most
general odd viscosity possible, including constraints from
the structure of the total momentum, Sec. IIIA. Then,
we eliminate the angular momentum in Sec. IV showing
that the CM description is insufficient for chiral active
fluids. We discuss our findings in Sec. V
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Figure 1. Schematic of our model system. Each molecule with
CM at rα (large blue spheres) is composed of some point-like
particles (small black spheres) located at rαµ with mass mαµ

and momentum pαµ. In this work we focus on the 2D case in
which the spin angular momentum direction is perpendicular
to the surface (out of the page in the figure).

II. MODEL

Consider an isotropic fluid composed of complex parti-
cles labeled by α (i.e., those that has at least two atoms
labelled by µ) as depicted in Fig. 1. The hydrodynamics
of such isotropic fluid can be described using conservation
of mass and momentum:

ρ̇+∇i (ρvi) = 0 , (1)
ġi +∇j(vjgj) = ∇jσij + fi , (2)

where ρ̂(r, t) =
∑

αµ m
αµδ(r − rαµ) is the mass density

and ĝ(r, t) =
∑

αµ p
αµδ(r − rαµ) is the total momen-

tum density. Here ρ(r, t) and g(r, t) = ρ(r, t)v(r, t) are
the coarse-grained fields, with v(r, t) being the velocity,
and f is an external force. Throughout this paper all
forces that conserve total linear momentum (active or
passive) are included in σ, such that only f is allowed to
break conservation of total linear momentum density (f
can also break conservation of total angular momentum
density as will be shown below). With this distinction,
the stress associated with the total momentum, σ, can
always be written as a symmetric tensor up to a term
1
2εijτ

ex where τ ex is an external torque that breaks con-
servation of total angular momentum density [55].

Most of the discussion in this article is relevant to odd
fluids in any dimension. To make the discussion sim-
pler and to highlight the essential physics, we focus on
2D fluids. As was discussed in Refs. [21, 22], the total
momentum in an isotropic fluid can be written as

gi = gci +
1

2
εij∇jℓ , (3)
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where gc(r, t) = ρ(r, t)vc(r, t) is the coarse-grained CM
momentum and ĝc(r, t) =

∑
α pαδ(r − rα). Here, rα is

the position and pα =
∑

µ p
αµδ(r− rα) the momentum

of the molecule α center of mass. ℓ = ρĨΩ is the SAM
density where Ĩ is the moment of inertia per unit mass
(the moment of inertia density is I = ρĨ), and Ω is the
angular velocity.

The CM dynamics obeys Eqs. (1)-(2) with σ → σc

and v → vc, but because the CM stress tensor is not the
total momentum flux it can have antisymmetric parts as
will be discussed below.

A. Poisson-bracket results for non-interacting
spinning particles

When considering a system of non-interacting spinning
particles, it has been shown in Ref. [22] that using the
Hamiltonian H =

∫
dr

[
(gc)

2
/(2ρ) + ℓ2/(2I)

]
and the

Poisson-bracket formalism [56–58], odd viscosity natu-
rally emerges in the total momentum stress tensor:

σij = −Pδij +
(
ηeijkl + ηoijkl

)
∇lvk , (4)

where P (ρ) is the pressure and

ηeijkl = λδijδkl + µ (δilδjk + δikδjl) , (5)

ηoijkl = − ℓ

4

(
γo
ijkl − 2εlkδij

)
, (6)

with the usual [21, 34, 40, 43] odd viscosity tensor

γo
ijkl = εjlδik + εikδjl + εilδjk + εjkδil , (7)

such that the odd viscosity coefficient is −ℓ/4, and λ and
µ are constants.

On the same footing, it has been found [22] that the
CM stress tensor is quite different,

σc
ij = −Pδij + ηeijkl∇lv

c
k +

Γ

2
εij (Ω− ωc) , (8)

where ωc = 1
2∇ × vc is the rotation vector. The last

term in this equation is a dissipative antisymetric stress
that tends to make the fluid rotate in the same angular
velocity as its constituents.

III. GENERAL “ODD” STRESS

Up to this point all quantities were defined micro-
scopically. We proceed with a phenomenological ap-
proach [23, 36, 37] to write the most general CM stress
tensor. To first order in gradients it can be written as

σc
ij = −P (ρ, ℓ2, (vc)2)δij + ηijkl(ρ, ℓ, (v

c)2)∇lv
c
k

+ vck∇lχijkl(ρ, ℓ, (v
c)2) . (9)

The first term in the right-hand-side is the pressure,
which is usually only a function of the density, but it
could in principle include other terms that depend on
ℓ2 or v2. The second term is the usual viscosity tensor,
where usually only linear terms in |v| are kept. The third
term breaks Galilean invariance and is usually absent in
hydrodynamic formulations. Here we include this term
explicitly because we have shown in Ref. [21] that while
the total momentum dynamics obey Galilean invariance
(up to terms arrising from f), there is no guarantee that
the CM dynamics obeys it. Hereafter we only keep terms
to linear order in |v|. A fourth rank tensor in an isotropic
2D system has up to six independent coefficients [36, 37]:

ηijkl = ηeijkl +
ηo

4
γo
ijkl +

Γ

4
εijεkl

− ηAεijδkl − ηBεklδij , (10)

and similarly for χijkl. The terms ηB and ηA are some-
times refer to as odd pressure and odd torque, respec-
tively [36]. The Γ term is symmetric under ij ↔ kl and
is therefore dissipative (as is the regular dissipative vis-
cosity ηeijkl that has two coefficients, see Eq. (5)). This
term is the one that tends to make the fluid rotate with
the same angular velocity as its constituents, and thus
appear always in the form ∼ (Ω−ωc) [21, 22, 32, 34, 37].
To conclude, the CM stress tensor reads

σc
ij = −Pδij + εij

Γ

2
(Ω− ωc) + vck∇lχijkl (11)

+

[
ηeijkl +

ηo

4
γo
ijkl − ηAεijδkl − ηBεklδij

]
∇lv

c
k .

The dynamics of the SAM density can be generally
written as [23]

ℓ̇+∇j(v
c
jℓ) = τ ex − εijσ

c
ij +∇ ·C , (12)

where C is a couple-stress (the analogue of stress for an-
gular momentum) and it may contain active and/or pas-
sive terms [23]. Similar to f , here only τ ex is allowed to
break conservation of total angular momentum. We note
that τ ex can also include a friction term: τ ex = τ −ΓΩΩ.
In 2D the only vector (of an assumed isotropic system)
is v, hence C = ηC(r, t)v, where ηC can be a function of
r and t. Symmetry (Curie’s principle [39]) also tells us
that ηC = ηC(ρ, ℓ,v2). Here, the antisymmetric part of
the CM stress appears in the SAM dynamics as required
from the balance of angular momentum [23, 39]. Note
that in principle, active stresses can create antisymmet-
ric stresses that are not compensated by the appropriate
term in the ℓ dynamics. However, within our formalism,
these terms do not appear in σ, instead they appear in f .
Then using εijσ

c
ij = Γ(Ω−ωc)−2ηA∇·vc, the dynamics

for the SAM reads

ℓ̇+∇j(v
c
jℓ) = τ ex − Γ(Ω− ωc) + 2ηA∇ · vc

+ ∇ · (ηCvc) . (13)
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It is instructive to write the total momentum dynamics
that results from Eqs. (11) and (13), which assumes the
following form (see Appendix A):

σij = −Pδij + vk∇l

[
χijkl +

ℓ

2
εjlδik +

ηC

2
εilδjk

]
+η̃ijkl∇lvk +

1

2
εijτ

ex , (14)

with

η̃ijkl = ηeijkl +
ηo

4
γo
ijkl + ηBεlkδij +

ηC − ℓ

2
εilδjk . (15)

This is the most general total momentum stress tensor
using only structural symmetry arguments.

Equations (9), (11) and (13) seem to provide the most
general CM dynamics of isotropic chiral fluids. In the
following subsection we show that there are other con-
straints on the form of the total momentum stress tensor
of Eq. (14) that should be taken into account. These
constraints are shown to restrict the form of the ‘odd’
terms.

A. Symmetry is not the only constraint

So far we have only considered ‘structural’ symmetry
arguments. There are two other constraints that one
may impose: (i) Galilean invariance and (ii) a symmetric
stress tensor for the total momentum.

It is not clear to what extent Galilean invariance can
actually be imposed on active materials as there are ex-
amples in which it is broken (i.e., self advection of polar
order parameter [1, 2, 23] and also interactions with sur-
faces [59]). Nevertheless, assuming activity from inter-
actions with surfaces is encompassed in f and τ ex, and
if we assume that all other interactions only depend on
position and relative velocities, Galilean invariance can
only be broken by f or τ ex.

The second requirement is completely general, and is
nothing more than the statement that (disregarding f)
the total momentum is conserved (we note again that
active forces that conserve total momentum are included
in the stress while those that are not are written in f).
With this in mind, the stress associated with the total
momentum gi = gci + 1

2εij∇jℓ must be expressible as
a symmetric tensor, and the total momentum dynamics
should be Galilean invariant (up to f). The CM stress,
however, does not have these two constraints.

As shown in Appendix B we find that for the total
momentum stress to be symmetric we must have:

ηB = η̄B +
1

2

(
ηC − ℓ

)
, (16)

where η̄B couples rotation (i.e., the fluid vorticity) to
pressure, while ηB also contains a part that is related

to the odd viscosity that couples the two shear direc-
tions [37]. In order to have Galilean invariance we must
also have

χijkl = −ηC

4

(
γo
ijkl − 2εlkδij

)
. (17)

Taken together, the total momentum stress is

σij = −Pδij +
1

2
εijτ

ex

+

[
ηeijkl +

η̃o

4
γo
ijkl + η̄Bεlkδij

]
∇lvk . (18)

This result leads us to our first important conclusion: the
odd part of the viscosity looks like the well-known odd
viscosity [21, 22, 34, 40] with a modified odd viscosity,
η̃o = ηo + ηC − ℓ, and an ‘odd pressure’ term η̄B [36].
Because σ is related to the total momentum, this is the
stress that will be measured in, e.g., a rheology experi-
ment. Then, the forces exerted on a boundary of an odd
fluid are of the form of Eq. (18). We remark again that
this does not include any potential external surface forces
that are included in f .

Taking into account the constraints of Eqs. (16) and
(17), the most general CM stress is:

σc
ij = −Pδij + εij

Γ

2
(Ω− ωc)

−vck∇l

[
ηC

4

(
γo
ijkl − 2εlkδij

)]
+

[
ηeijkl +

ηo

4
γo
ijkl − ηAεijδkl

+

(
ηC − ℓ

2
+ η̄B

)
εlkδij

]
∇lv

c
k , (19)

which can also be written with the help of Eq. (13) as

σc
ij = −Pδij +

1

2
εij

(
τ ex − ℓ̇

)
(20)

−vck∇l

[
ℓ

4

(
γo
ijkl − 2εlkδij

)]
+

[
ηeijkl +

η̃o

4
γo
ijkl + η̄Bεlkδij

]
∇lv

c
k ,

where we have used Eq. (B1). The third term seems
to break Galilean invariance, but it can be verified that
when a boost (i.e., r → r − ut where u is a constant) is
also taken within the ℓ field, Galilean invariance is obeyed
also in the CM.

It is useful to identify the type of interactions that
lead to the various “odd” coefficients. By construction,
the origin of ηo, ηA, and ηB is two-body interactions be-
tween particles CM positions (central-force interactions),
while ηC originates in spin-spin interactions (non-central
force interactions). Examining the non-interacting re-
sults of Sec. IIA, we can separate the interacting and
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non-interacting contributions to the odd viscosity and
specifically to ηB . In the non-interacting case we have
ηo = ηC = ηA = ηB = 0, in which case accord-
ing to Eq. (16) we have η̄B = ℓ/2 and Eq. (19) re-
duces to Eq. (8). In the general interacting case, η̄B =
η̄BI+η̄BNI = ℓ/2+η̄BNI where η̄BI and η̄BNI = ℓ/2 are the
interacting and non-interacting parts of η̄B , respectively,
such that ηB = ηC/2 + η̄BI. There is no restriction on
the value of η̄BI.

Importantly, this means that the two-body central-
force interactions are strongly coupled to the spin-spin
interactions. It tells us that particles do not only ex-
change spins, but by doing so they also affect the vor-
ticity of the fluid, i.e., the orbital angular momentum.
This is of course not surprising, because even in a simple
two-particle collision of rotating particles, some of the
internal rotational energy is converted to orbital angular
momentum [60].

IV. CM STRESS AFTER ELIMINATION OF
SAM

Because ℓ is not hydrodynamic [21], it seems reason-
able that ℓ can be eliminated and that the CM dynamics,
after integrating out Ω, is sufficient to describe the system
dynamics. In such case, it is also expected that the CM
and total momentum dynamics coincide [52]. Although
in normal systems this is indeed the case, we show in this
section that in chiral active fluids, where ℓ relaxes to a
non-vanishing value in the hydrodynamic limit, the CM
description is generally insufficient as it does not obey
the balance of total angular momentum, and its stress is
not the same as the total momentum stress [22].

We eliminate the SAM by solving Eq. (13) in the hy-
drodynamic limit (long-wavelength low-frequency). The
solution that is detailed in Appendix C is valid for any
τ , even if it is inhomogeneous and not constant in time.
It essentially sets Ω̇ = 0 such that with the aid of the
continuity equation we find that

ℓ̇ ≃ −ĨΩ0∇ · (ρ0v) = −ℓ0∇ · v − ĨΩ0v · ∇ρ0 , (21)

where ℓ0 = I0Ω0 and Ω0 = τ(r, t)/ΓT with ΓT =
Γ + ΓΩ. Substituting Eq. (21) into Eq. (20) gives the
low-frequency long-wavelength dynamics of the CM mo-
mentum after relaxation of Ω. The CM stress tensor is
then

σc
ij = −Pδij +

1

2
εij

(
τ ex − Io

2
vc · ∇Ω0

)
+

(
ηeijkl +

ηo + ηC

4
γo
ijkl + η̄BIεlkδij

)
∇lv

c
k ,(22)

where τ ex = τ − ΓΩΩ and we have used η̄B = ℓ/2 + η̄BI.
Importantly, even after the relaxation of SAM, the CM

stress tensor still depends on the SAM density and does
not obey Galilean invariance (unless Ω0 is homogeneous).

After relaxation of the angular momentum, the viscos-
ity of the CM stress is very similar to that of the total
momentum, Eq. (18), where the difference is the kinetic
(non-interacting) contribution of Sec. II A that is propor-
tional to the SAM density ℓ0 (note that after relaxation
ℓ ≃ ℓ0 in Eq. (18)). The viscosity of σc is purely a result
of interactions, both central and non-central (spin-spin).

A remarkable conclusion is that whenever the SAM
acquires a non-vanishing average value, the CM momen-
tum does not completely describe the system dynamics,
unlike the situation in passive fluids [22, 52]. This is seen
from two different aspects: (i) The CM stress tensor is
not equivalent to the total momentum stress, where even
the viscosities differ (compare Eq. (22) and Eq. (18)), and
(ii) the appearance of angular velocity in the dynamics of
the CM linear momentum contribute an antisymmetric
stress (that is not 1

2εijτ
ex), which breaks the balance of

total angular momentum.

V. DISCUSSION

A very useful method of formulating field theories is
by using conservation laws and system symmetries [58].
This gives relatively easy access to the phenomenology
of the system in question. Progress in identifying the
relevant ‘odd’ terms in the viscosity tensor was recently
done in both 2D [36, 37] and 3D [50]. This work relies on
structural symmetries and the conservation of the CM
momentum and identifies three odd terms in 2D: Odd
(Hall) viscosity, odd pressure, and odd torque [36].

In this paper we utilize another constraint, that was
not accounted for in previous work, which is the fact that
the total momentum stress tensor must be symmetric.
Importantly, this total momentum stress (see Eq. (18))
is the actual force on the system boundaries, and as we
showed, it is not equal to the CM stress, even after relax-
ation of SAM (see Eq. (22)). After such relaxation (which
happens in non-hydrodynamic times) the CM stress ac-
quires a very similar form to the total momentum stress,
where only two odd terms appear: odd viscosity (η̃o) and
odd pressure (η̄B). (The excitation spectrum of systems
that includes these two odd terms was analyzed Ref. [22].)

Yet, the CM and total momentum stresses are not
equivalent (even after SAM relaxation); The odd viscos-
ity and odd pressure in the total momentum have an
extra kinetic contribution ∼ ℓ0 [22] compared to the CM
stress. Furthermore, when the active torques are inho-
mogeneous the CM stress has an antisymmetric stress
(which does not appear in the symmetric total momen-
tum stress) that do not obey Galilean invariance and
seems to break conservation of total angular momentum.
Total angular momentum is of course conserved, but it re-
quires accounting for both the CM linear momentum and
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the SAM, even after SAM relaxation. This suggests that
the CM momentum is not sufficient to describe a system
in which the SAM relaxes to a non-vanishing value.

The odd torque (ηA), which is allowed by (structural)
symmetry, cannot be found using rheological experi-
ments, nor in experiments that can access the CM stress
in times longer than the relaxation of SAM. Neverthe-
less, in Ref. [37] a value for ηA was found from molecular
dynamic simulations (even though it was small) when a
uniform deformation was imposed with periodic bound-
ary conditions. This could be a consequence of the pe-
riodic boundary conditions together with measuring the
CM stress at time-scales smaller than the relaxation time
of the angular momentum density.

The odd viscosity that appears in the total momen-
tum is η̃o = ηo + ηC − ℓ0, which has three contributions:
(i) ηo that results from two-body interactions between
particles CM positions, (ii) ηC that is a consequence of
short-range spin-spin interactions, and (iii) a kinetic non-
interacting contribution that depends on ℓ0 and is always
present for spinning particles. Similarly, the odd pressure
term η̄B = ℓ0/2 + η̄BI has two contributions: A kinetic
contribution ∼ ℓ0 that is always present and a contribu-
tion that results from two-body center-force interactions
η̄BI. As discussed above, the CM stress (after relaxation
of SAM) contains only the interacting parts of the odd
viscosity and odd pressure.

From the CM point-of-view ηB is an odd pressure and
has no relation with the spin-spin interaction ηC . How-
ever, another important outcome from imposing the sym-
metry of the total momentum is that it imposes a relation
between the two-body center-force interactions and the
spin-spin interactions ηB = ηBI + ηC/2. A relation of
such is to be expected because when spinning particles
collide they exchange both linear and angular momenta,
where some of the internal rotational energy is converted
to orbital angular momentum [60]. It also shows that ηB
also includes terms that are related to the odd viscosity
rather than the odd pressure, which is ultimately η̄B .

To conclude, when treating chiral active fluids the CM
momentum is not sufficient to describe the system’s dy-
namics (see Eq. (22)). The proper description arises
when considering the total momentum that accounts for
all of the momentum, including rotations around the CM
of a complex molecule. The stress related to this total
momentum, which is experimentally accessible, is quite
different from the CM stress (although the ‘odd’ terms
have the same form, their magnitudes differ) and it can
always be written as symmetric, which imposes another
symmetry constraint on the viscosity coefficients. We
hope that this work will modify some of the concepts in
investigations of chiral active materials and specifically
odd viscosity that were so far focused on the dynamics
of the CM momentum.
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Appendix A: From CM stress to total momentum
stress

In this appendix we derive Eq. (14) from Eqs. (11) and
(13). We start by substituting Eq. (13) into Eq. (11)

ġci + ∇j(v
c
jg

c
j) =

1

2
εik∇k∇j

[(
ηC − ℓ

)
vcj
]

+ ∇j

[
− Pδij +

(
ηeijkl +

ηo

4
γo
ijkl − ηBεklδij

)
∇lv

c
k

+ vck∇lχijkl +
1

2
εij

(
τ ex − ℓ̇

) ]
+ fi . (A1)

Then, we convert the advection term

∇j(vjgj) = ∇j

[(
vcj +

1

2ρ
εjk∇kℓ

)(
gci +

1

2
εik∇iℓ

)]
= ∇j(v

c
jg

c
i ) +

1

2

(
εikv

c
j + εjkv

c
i

)
∇kℓ , (A2)

and find Eq. (15).

Appendix B: Total momentum stress constraints

In this appendix we derive the constraints due to the
total momentum stress, Galilean invariance, and symme-
try. Our starting point is Eq. (14). It is convenient to
proceed by converting the ηB term of Eq. (14) to a more
familiar form using

∇j [Xεlkδij∇lvk] = ∇j (Xεjkδil∇lvk)

+ (εjkδil − εlkδij)∇j (vk∇lX) , (B1)

where X(r, t) is an arbitrary function. This allows us to
write the total momentum stress as:

σij = −Pδij +
1

2
εijτ

ex +
[
ηeijkl +

ηo

4
γo
ijkl

+η̄Bεlkδij +
(
ηB − η̄B

)
εjkδil +

ηC − ℓ

2
εilδjk

]
∇lvk

+vk∇l

[
χijkl +

ℓ

2
εjlδik +

ηC

2
εilδjk

+
(
ηB − η̄B

)
(εjkδil − εlkδij)

]
. (B2)

Here we have introduced artificially η̄B , which is useful as
discussed in the main text. Clearly, to have a symmetric
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stress tensor we must have ηB − η̄B = 1
2

(
ηC − ℓ

)
such

that the total momentum stress can be written as

σij =

[
ηeijkl +

ηo + ηC − ℓ

4
γo
ijkl + η̄Bεlkδij

]
∇lvk

− Pδij + vk∇l

[
χijkl +

ηC

4

(
γo
ijkl − 2εlkδij

) ]
+

1

2
εijτ

ex . (B3)

In order to have Galilean invariance we must also have
χijkl = −ηC

4

(
γo
ijkl − 2εlkδij

)
, which leads to Eq. (18).

Appendix C: Elimination of SAM

Here we solve for Ω in the hydrodynamic limit. We
start by writing Ω = Ω0 + δΩ and ρ = ρ0 + δρ while
assuming that δΩ and δρ are of the order of ∇vc. Here
we include also possible friction with the surface such
that τ ex = τ − ΓΩΩ. We then have:(

∂t + ΓT /I0
)
Ω0 = τ(r, t)/I0 , (C1)(

∂t + ΓT /I0
)
δΩ = Φ(r, t)/I0 , (C2)

where

Φ(r, t) ≡ Γωc − I0v
c · ∇Ω0

+ 2ηA∇ · vc +∇ ·
(
ηCvc

)
, (C3)

I0 = Ĩρ0, and ΓT = Γ + ΓΩ. The solution to Eqs. (C1)-
(C2) is

Ω0(r, t) = Ω0(t = 0)e−T+

∫ T

0

τ(r, u)

ΓT
e−(T−u)du,(C4)

δΩ(r, t) = δΩ(t = 0)e−T+

∫ T

0

Φ(r, u)

ΓT
e−(T−u)du,(C5)

with T ≡ ΓT t/I0. In the hydrodynamic limit T ≫ 1 and
we are left with

Ω0(r, t) ≃ τ(r, t)/ΓT ; δΩ(r, t) ≃ Φ(r, t)/ΓT . (C6)

This solution is valid for any τ , even if it is inhomoge-
neous and not constant in time.
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