arXiv:2212.09787v1 [hep-th] 19 Dec 2022

December 21, 2022

Towards an effective action for chiral magnetohydrodynamics

Arpit Das,^{1, ∗} Nabil Iqbal,^{1, †} and Napat Poovuttikul^{1, 2, ‡} 1Centre for Particle Theory, Department of Mathematical Sciences, Durham University, South Road, Durham DH1 3LE, UK 2Department of Physics, Faculty of Science Chulalongkorn University, Bangkok 10330, Thailand

Abstract

We consider chiral magnetohydrodynamics, i.e. a finite-temperature system where an axial U(1) current is not conserved due to an Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomaly saturated by the dynamical operator F_{μν}F̃^{μν} . We express this anomaly in terms of the 1-form symmetry associated with magnetic flux conservation and study its realization at finite temperature. We present Euclidean generating functional and dissipative action approaches to the dynamics and reproduce some aspects of chiral MHD phenomenology from an effective theory viewpoint, including the chiral separation and magnetic effects. We also discuss the construction of non-invertible axial symmetry defect operators in our formalism.

∗Electronic address: arpit.das@durham.ac.uk †Electronic address: nabil.iqbal@durham.ac.uk ‡Electronic address: napat.po@chula.ac.th

Contents

I. Introduction 3 A. Comparison to other approaches 4

II. Equilibrium sector 6 A. Symmetries 6 1. 1-form symmetry in thermal equilibrium 7 B. Euclidean action 8 1. Gauge non-invariant term 10 2. Equations of motion 11 3. Physical consequences 12

III. Dissipative action 13 A. Combining theories using auxiliary fields 15 B. Chiral MHD phenomenology 17 C. Spatial derivatives 19

IV. Discussion and outlook 21

Acknowledgements 23

A. Useful identities and conventions 23 1. Differential form identities 23 2. Discrete symmetries 23

B. Equilibrium configuration from gauging procedure 24 1. Gauging U(1) symmetry in a theory with mixed anomaly 25

C. Defect operator insertion in equilibrium 27

D. Defect operator insertion in dissipative theory 28 1. Defect operator insertion 28 a. Dissipative Action 28 b. Non-invertible defect operator insertion 29

References 31

I. INTRODUCTION

The framework of hydrodynamics describes the long-distance dynamics of conserved charges fluctuating around a state of thermal equilibrium [1]. The structure of a hydrodynamic theory is (in principle) completely dictated by how the global symmetries of the system are realized in a state of thermal equilibrium. In general, we expect that given an understanding of the global symmetries, there should exist a precise algorithm to construct the corresponding effective hydrodynamic theory.

In this work we discuss some progress towards formulating an effective theory of the chiral magnetohydrodynamic plasma. This can be understood as a finite-temperature system with a U(1)_A current that is not conserved due to the Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomaly [2, 3], i.e. we have d ⋆ j_A = − 1 4π^2 F ∧ F , ∂_μj^μ_A = −k ϵ^{μνρσ} F_{μν} F_{ρσ} (1.1) where in this expression it is understood that we are examining a theory of dynamical electromagnetism, and that F_{μν} is the field-strength tensor of a U(1) gauge field. k can be understood as a quantized anomaly coefficient; e.g. if we consider ordinary QED with massless Dirac fermions^1 coupled to dynamical electromagnetism, we obtain this expression with k =^1_{16π2} .

We stress that in this expression the right-hand side is a dynamical operator; the situation where the right-hand side is an external source (and where there need not be any dynamical gauge fields) is usually called a ’t Hooft anomaly. The hydrodynamics of systems with ’t Hooft anomalies is already a rich and well-understood field [4, 5]; see [6] for a review.

The situation with an ABJ anomaly is at the moment somewhat less clear. Naively one might assume that as the current is not conserved, the corresponding symmetry is simply explicitly broken and plays no role in constraining the dynamics. This statement is somewhat too fast: indeed, recent work [7, 8] has shown that in such a system, one can construct topological defect operators that count the axial charge, but these defect operators no longer obey a simple group composition law – in other words the symmetry becomes noninvertible (a partial list of references on non-invertible symmetries in higher dimensions are [9–20]). This constitutes a precise non-perturbative characterization of the manner in which the ABJ anomaly deforms the naive classical symmetry, and makes clear that – at least in the vacuum – a system with an ABJ anomaly is in a distinct universality class to one with no U(1) symmetry at all. The understanding of the dynamical consequences of such a symmetry is still in its infancy; see e.g. [21] for an extension of Goldstone’s theorem to this

1 A single species of Dirac fermions also has a U(1)^3_A ’t Hooft anomaly which we will ignore in this paper; it could be included by using the well-understood technology for the hydrodynamics of ’t Hooft anomalies.

setting and [22] for gauging of such non-invertible symmetries.

The understanding of this non-invertible symmetry allows us to give a universal characterization of the chiral magnetohydrodynamic plasma: it is a system which realizes the non-invertible symmetry of [7, 8] at finite temperature. In this work we make some attempts at describing the plasma from this point of view. The existence of such non-invertible defect implies that there exist a conserved 2-form current J^{μν} and a 1-form current j^μ which satisfy the following Ward identity^2:

∂_μJ^{μν} = 0 ∂_μj^μ = k ϵ^{μνρσ} J_{μν} J_{ρσ} (1.2)

If the system admits a weakly coupled description in terms of a U(1) photon whose field strength is f_{μν} , then J^{μν} =^1_2 ϵ^{μνρσ}f_{μν} ; however we will not assume such a description in what follows. It is our understanding that any system which has vector and tensor fields that obey these two operator equations will allow the construction of the appropriate noninvertible defect operators; we will verify this in our constructions below. Our task is to understand how the symmetry structure (1.2) is realized in thermal equilibrium (and for small fluctuations around it).

A. Comparison to other approaches

The construction of the hydrodynamic description of a theory with an ABJ anomaly has a long history. For the convenience of the reader we briefly summarize some of this literature. Early work in describing MHD in the presence of a finite chemical potential μ_A for the axial charge includes [23]. They show the generic existence of instabilities in the presence of finite μ_A.

Ref. [24] constructs a description of the axial charge density in terms of an an effective dynamical axion θ. They work in the limit where the fluid velocity is frozen u^μ = δ^μ_t , and the presence of the dynamical axion means that the construction somewhat resembles an axial superfluid; in particular their equations of motion depend on spatial gradients of θ. A generalization of [24] to the case where the fluid velocity u^μ is dynamical can now be found in [25]. Upon taking the limit of small magnetic diffusivity (i.e. that controls the diffusion of 1-form current), they found that ∂_iθ dependence drop out of the equations of motion. This set of equations is what is generally referred to as chiral magnetohydrodynamics, and

2 Note that from here on we shall drop the subscript A from the non-conserved 1-form current j^μ since we shall be studying a general effective theory which is in the same universality class as that of QED at finite temperature.

has numerous astrophysics applications. A relativistic extension to a generic spacetime can be found in [26].

An interesting construction of dissipative chiral MHD from first principles using an entropy current was performed in [27]. The consistency of their derivative expansion required the anomaly coefficient k in (1.1) to be a small parameter of order O(∂^1). Another construction for the relativistic hydrodynamic description can be found in [28], where the effect of the anomaly on the electric charge current [4] is added to the Maxwell equation.

Finally, an equilibrium effective action for the theory with ’t Hooft anomaly organised with u^μ, T ∼ O(∂^0) with the background gauge fields be O(∂^0) and field strengths be O(∂^1) can be found in e.g. [29–31]. In [31] the U(1) current is weakly gauged, resulting in a system with an ABJ anomaly, and it was found that most transport coefficients receive radiative corrections.

One major difference between our work and those earlier is that the bulk of the literature assumes the existence of a U(1)^{(0)}_V vector electrical charge current, which is then coupled to dynamical electromagnetism in some manner, assuming some dynamics (e.g. Maxwell) for the electromagnetic sector. Philosophically, this can be thought of as weakly gauging a theory with a ’t Hooft anomaly to convert it into an ABJ anomaly.

From a modern point of view, however, the introduction of a photon which then interacts strongly with the plasma seems like an unnecessary intermediate step. An alternative approach is to attempt to bypass the weakly gauged construction completely, and simply directly attempt to describe the global symmetry structure, analogous to what was done for pure MHD in [32]. In this work we take some steps in that direction; i.e. we try construct an action-based approach to chiral MHD by realizing the symmetry structure (1.2) directly in a minimal fashion without constructing an electric charge current or coupling it to a Maxwell field.

Our work has something of an exploratory character; we do not write down the most general actions possible, rather constructing the simplest actions that display the required physics. We also always work in a limit where the fluid velocity and temperature are frozen. Nevertheless, we will see that this is sufficient to reproduce many aspects of chiral MHD phenomenology.

We now present a brief summary of the paper. In Section II, we study the equilibrium sector of the hydrodynamic theory by placing the theory on S^1 × R^3 and constructing an equilibrium generating functional. We study the decomposition of the symmetry breaking pattern under dimensional reduction and present an algorithm (order by order in the anomaly coefficient k) to compute the part of the action that is not invariant under gauge transformations of the axial source. We demonstrate that this construction leads to the chiral separation effect.

After analysing the equilibrium sector, next we move onto the dissipative sector in Section III. We construct a real time effective action using the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. We do this by “gluing” together two independent theories for the 0-form and 1-form sectors in a way that preserves the anomaly structure, resulting in a dissipative action whose variation results in the expected equations of motion. A shortcoming with this construction (described in detail below) is that we are unable to preserve the so-called “diagonal shift” symmetry that is present in usual hydrodynamic actions describing 0-form symmetries in a normal phase. We conclude with a brief discussion in Section IV.

Note added: Towards the end of this work, we received [33], which takes a different approach towards constructing an Schwinger-Keldysh effective action of the chiral plasma in Section III of this manuscript.

II. EQUILIBRIUM SECTOR

In this section, we develop an action which realises the finite-temperature equilibrium sector of a hydrodynamic theory which is in the same universality class as that of quantum electrodynamics (QED) at finite temperature. Since, this action would describe the equilibrium sector, it should not contain any time derivatives of the fields in it, by definition. We first review the symmetry structure of our theory.

A. Symmetries

Consider a massless QED at finite temperature, whose weakly coupled physics is described by the following Lagrangian, S[A, Ψ, Ψ] = ∫ d^4x ( − 1 g^2

F^2 + Ψ γ^μ (∂_μ − iA_μ) Ψ ) , (2.1)

where A is the dynamical gauge field and Ψ is a massless Dirac fermion and F = dA. The above action has a U(1)^{(0)} axial current, denoted by j^μ = Ψγ^μγ^5Ψ which is non-conserved, due to the ABJ anomaly, and a U(1)^{(1)} 2-form current, denoted by J^{μν} =^1_2 ϵ^{μνρσ} F_{ρσ} which is conserved due to the Bianchi identity. Furthermore, the non-conservation of the axial current obeys the following equation (see appendix C for details on how non-invertible defect insertion is equivalent to saturating the anomaly equation as in (1.1)), ∂_μj^μ = k ϵ_{αβρσ}J^{αβ} J^{ρσ}, ( where, k ≡ 1 16π^2 ) . (2.2)

Though we are inspired by massless QED, we will keep the constant k arbitrary in what follows. The partition function is a function of two sources a_μ and b_{μν} via Z[a, b] = ∫ D[A]D[Ψ]D[Ψ̄] exp ( −S + ∫ (⋆j ∧ a + ⋆J ∧ b) ) (2.3)

where ϵ^{μνρσ} (db)_{νρσ} ≡ j^μ_{ext} can be thought of as an external current insert to the system.

From here on, we will be agnostic to the details of the matter field except that it has the same global symmetry as the above theory. The equilibrium effective action we construct will be based only on the data encoded in the background field a and b. This has the same spirit as [29, 34, 35] albeit in a more simplified metric and equations of state.

1. 1-form symmetry in thermal equilibrium

Let us briefly review the notion of hydrodynamics with 1-form symmetries by considering ordinary MHD, i.e. a simple system in thermal equilibrium which has only a single 1-form symmetry (see [32, 36]). The 1-form conservation equation takes the following form,

∂_μJ^{μν} = 0, (2.4)

Since we are interested in finite temperature physics, let us put our theory on S^1 ×R^3 and we shall denote the S^1 direction as τ (the Euclidean time). Now let us see how J^{μν} decomposes in the dimensionally reduced theory on S^1 × R^3 . On R^3 we have,

U(1)^{(0)} 0-form symmetry → J^{iτ} → B^i = J^{iτ} is magnetic 3-vector, (2.5)

U(1)^{(1)} 1-form symmetry → J^{ij} → E^i = 1 2 ϵ^{ijk}J_{jk} is electric 3-vector. (2.6)

Now, in equilibrium, to leading order in derivatives, E^i vanishes and the U(1)^{(0)} symmetry is actually spontaneously broken in the normal phase of the theory (see [36]). So, for this spontaneously broken symmetry we will have a Goldstone mode which we denote by ψ (this Goldstone mode may be thought of as the unscreened magnetic field in the plasma). Furthermore, due to the above symmetry breaking, ψ has a shift symmetry of the form,

ψ → ψ + Λ_τ (x^i), (2.7)

where in the original theory, Λ_μ(x^i) is to be understood as a τ-independent 1-form symmetry parameter.

Now let us define the source for U(1)^{(0)} to be b_{iτ} . The transformation of b_{iτ} is as follows,

b_{iτ} → b_{iτ} + ∂_iΛ_τ , (2.8)

The source for U(1)^{(1)} is going to be b_{ij} with the following gauge transformation,

b_{ij} → b_{ij} + ∂_iΛ_j − ∂_j Λ_i. (2.9)

where (i, j, k) = (x, y, z) to be considered in M_3 = R^3 .

Let us now include the 0-form non-conserved axial current j^μ in our theory. It decomposes on S^1 × R^3 into j^τ and j^i. Note that the source for j^τ is a_τ and we define the source for j^i to be a_i which have the following gauge transformations,

a_τ → a_τ , (2.10) a_i → a_i + ∂_iλ. (2.11)

Note that due to the anomaly, the equilibrium action will “strictly” not be gauge invariant with respect to the gauge transformations given in 2.11, but this gauge non-invariance will be quite constrained by the anomaly equation given in 2.2 as we shall see below.^3 The gauge transformations 2.7 and 2.8 together indicate that B_i ≡ ∂_iψ − b_{iτ} is a gauge-invariant 3-vector. Furthermore, we also have the following gauge-invariant tensors: h_{ijk} ≡ (db)_{ijk} and H_{ij} ≡ (dB)_{ij} and (da)_{ij} . These will be the basic building blocks for our hydrodynamic equilibrium action.

B. Euclidean action

Let us develop an effective action which describes the equilibrium sector of our theory. For this, let us first note that, in our theory ψ is the only dynamical variable and a_μ, b_{μν} are sources for the currents j^μ and J^{μν} respectively. Furthermore, let us note that this equilibrium effective action should be separately C, P , T , CP and CP T invariant since the microscopic theory in 2.1 is invariant under each of these symmetries respectively. We tabulate in Table I the transformation of each of the sources under the discrete symmetries (see Appendix A 2 for details).

With this we can write down an effective action (upto O(∂^2)) for the equilibrium sector. We focus on the state where a, b, B are small. The first few terms in this expansion that

3 Note that in the dimensionally reduced 3d theory we formally have a new non-invertible symmetry arising from the non-conservation of the current j^i: d ⋆ j = k(⋆J^{iτ} ∧ ⋆J^{ij} ), (2.12) where one views J^{iτ} and J^{ij} as currents for U(1)^{(0)} and U(1)^{(1)} in the 3d theory respectively. Similar non-invertible symmetries have recently been studied in [37].

TABLE I: Discrete Symmetry Table

Symm. a_τ a_i b_{ij} b_{kτ} ∂_i P −1 +1 −1 +1 −1 T +1 −1 +1 −1 +1 C +1 +1 −1 −1 +1 CP −1 +1 +1 −1 −1

preserved all the discrete symmetries are as follow

S [ψ] = ∫ R^3 [ ⋆ ( 1 2 χ_A (a_τ )^2 ) + 1 2 χ_B (B ∧ ⋆B) + 1 2 χ_C a_τ (a ∧ da) + 1 2 χ_G a_τ (B ∧ dB)

+ 1 2 χ_I (H ∧ ⋆H) + 1 2 χ_K (da ∧ ⋆da) + 1 2 χ_N a_τ (⋆h) (B ∧ da) + 1 2 χ_O(⋆h) (h) + 1 2 χ_P a_τ (⋆h) (a ∧ dB) ] , (2.13)

The coefficient χ_A is the susceptibility of the axial charge sector and χ_B may be thought of as the susceptibility of the 1-form charge; physically it controls the amount of magnetic field produced in terms of a given 1-form chemical potential, which can be thought of as an applied external electric current [32]. In the above action, each of the coefficients should be allowed to be an even function of a_τ (and an arbitrary function of the 0^{th} order vector norm B^2). The extra explicit factors of a_τ render some of the coefficient functions odd under a_τ → −a_τ and guarantee the correct discrete transformation properties of the action. In the above action ‘⋆’ denotes the 3-dimensional Hodge dual; we reserve the notation ‘⋆_4’ for the 4-dimensional Hodge dual.

Finally, in this section we will seek to illustrate the minimum physics from imposing the anomaly constraint; let us then set all of the coefficients except χ_A, χ_B, χ_O to zero. Then we have,

S [ψ] = ∫ R^3

d^3x [ 1 2 χ_A (a_τ )^2 + 1 2 χ_B ( B_iB^i ) + 1 12 χ_Oh_{ijk}h^{ijk} ] , (2.14)

where we now further assume that the remaining χ_A, χ_B , χ_O are simply constants. This action, however, does not have the non-invertible symmetry as the insertion of symmetry defect operator is not topological, see Appendix C for further details. It turns out that the above action has to be modified by adding terms that are not gauge-invariant under (2.11) in a very specific manner. We will see that this is sufficient to reproduce some of the chiral MHD phenomenology.

1. Gauge non-invariant term

If the action above is gauge-invariant under transformations of the axial source (2.11) and it will not yield the Ward identity in the dimensionally reduced theory i.e.

∂_ij^i = k ϵ_{ijk}J^{ij}J^{kτ} . (2.15)

To remedy this issue, we modify the action (2.14) into the following form

S [ψ] = ∫ R^3

d^3x [ 1 2 χ_A (a_τ )^2 + 1 2 χ_B ( B_iB^i ) + 1 12 χ_O h_{ijk}h^{ijk} + k a_iV^i ] , (2.16)

where the V^i is an arbitrary vector that depends on a_τ , a^i, B^i, their derivatives and h = db. This is due to the fact that the action is invariant under the background gauge transformation of b_{ij} in (2.9). The currents in this theory can be written as

j^τ = δS δa_τ = χ_A a_τ , j^i = δS δa_i = k V^i + k δV^j δa_i a_j , , J^{iτ} = δS δb_{iτ} = −χ_B B^i + k δV^j δb_{iτ} a_j , J^{ij} = δS δb_{ij} = −ϵ^{ijk}∂_kf, (2.17a)

Notice that the constitutive relation for J^{ij} is a total derivative of a 3-form H^{ijk} = ϵ^{ijk}f. This is due to the fact that S can only depends on the the total derivative of b_{ij} . A pricise form of f in terms of V^i is f = ϵ^{ijk} [ χ_O 12 h_{ijk} + k 6 a_m ∂ (V^m) ∂(∂_kb_{ij} ) ] . (2.17b)

To find a form of V^i which yield the Ward identity (2.15), we perform a transformation a → a + dλ in the action (2.16) to obtain the Ward identity ∂_ij^i = k ∂_i [ V^i + δV^j δa_i a_j ] (2.18)

Demanding the r.h.s. of (2.18) to be the same as those in (2.15) and write J^{ij} in terms of f as in (2.17a), we find that ∂_i [ V^i + δV^j δa_i a_j ] = ϵ_{ijk}J^{ij}J^{kτ} = −2 [ ∂_i ( J^{iτ} f ) − f∂_iJ^{iτ} ] = −2∂_i(J^{iτ} f) (2.19)

where, to get the last equality, we use the conservation law ∂_iJ^{iτ} = 0 in (2.4) (upon dimensionally reduced on the thermal cycle). Substitute the form of J^{iτ} and f from (2.17a) and (2.17b) will provide us with a functional equation for V^i.

Finding solutions to this is a well-posed but complicated task; while it seems possible that exact expressions should exist for arbitrary k we have not been able to find them. To make progress, we thus consider a formal expansion in the anomaly coefficient k:

V^i = V^i_{(0)} + k V^i_{(1)} + O(k^2) , (2.20)

Solving (2.19), order by order in k, we find that

V^i_{(0)} = χ_B χ_O 6 B^iϵ^{mpq}h_{mpq} = χ_Bχ_OB^i|h| , V^i_{(1)} = V^i_{(1)} = α 2 a^i + γ 2 (a · B) B^i (2.21)

where we denote |h| =^1_6 ϵ^{ijk}h_{ijk}, (a · b) = a_iB^i , α ≡ (χ^2_Oχ_B )|h|^2 and γ ≡ (χ^2_Bχ_0). Thus the action for non-invertible symmetry can be written as

S [ψ] = ∫ R^3

d^3x [ 1 2 χ_A (a_τ )^2 + 1 2 χ_B ( B_iB^i ) + 1 12 χ_Oh^2

+k a_i { χ_B χ_O|h|B^i + k 2 (χ_Oχ_B) [ χ_O|h|^2a^i + χ_B (a · B) B^i ] }] (2.22)

2. Equations of motion

We first derive the equations of motion for the ψ field,^{δS}_{δψ} = 0,

∂_lB_l + k χ_O∂_l (|h|a_l) = k^2 χ_B χ_O∂_l [a_l (a · B)] . (2.23)

We note the curious fact that due to the explicit presence of a_i factor in the above equation, the equations of motion is no longer invariant under transformations of the axial source a_i → a_i + ∂_iλ.

Such phenomena occur even in simpler systems; for example let us consider axion electrodynamics, whose action takes the form:

S_{axion}[θ, a] ∼ ∫ d^4x [ (dθ − a)^2 + θF ∧ F + F^2 + F ∧ b ] (2.24)

where F = da and b_{ρσ} is the source for the 2-form current J^{μν} ≡^1_2 ϵ^{μνρσ} F_{ρσ}.

The equations of motion for F from the above action are, d ⋆ F = F dθ, (2.25) Clearly, under a shift of the axion, θ → θ + Λ, the above equations of motion is no longer gauge-invariant, and it cannot be made so without spoiling gauge-invariance of the dynamical

U(1) gauge symmetry. This is arising from the existence of the gauge non-invariant term θF ∧ F in the action; here we see a similar phenomenon, except that we do not even have a degree of freedom analogous to θ in the action; rather the effect of the anomaly must be saturated using couplings to the axial source alone.

It seems possible that there is a more elegant way to couple a source to this current so that some sense of invariance under transformations of the source is preserved, perhaps using the non-invertible symmetry structure. See [22] for some recent work in this direction.

3. Physical consequences

In this section we interpret the result of the above section. Note that the magnetic field B is defined as, B^i = J^{iτ} and the electric field E is defined as E_i =^1_2 ϵ_{ipq}J^{pq}. Now recall from (2.17a) that the form of J^{pq} is greatly constrained; as J^{pq} =^{δS}_{δbpq} = −∂_m (H^{mpq}) for appropriately chosen H^{mpq}, we see that E_i ∼ ∂_iα̃ where H^{mpq} = α̃ ϵ^{mpq}. In other words, invariance under 1-form transformations of the source b_{ij} (2.9) is an extremely fancy way to demonstrate the elementary fact that in equilibrium, the electric field is always the spatial gradient of a potential. As is conventional, we will call this potential the electric chemical potential μ_{el}.

Putting in the specific expressions from above, we find (at O(k)),

E_m = ∂_mμ_{el}, (2.26)

where, μ_{el} ≡ − χ_O 2 α_1 − k 2 χ_B χ_O (a · B) , (2.27)

B_m = −χ_B B_m − k χ_Bχ_Oα_1a_m, . (2.28)

Note that in the absence of the anomaly, μ_{el} is simply proportional to h_{ijk}; this is the component of the applied source that corresponds to applying an external electric charge density ρ_{el} [32].

Using the above equations and (2.17a) we find (at O(k)), j^i = −2kJ^{iτ} f = k [ χ_Oχ_B α_1B^i + kχ^2_Oχ_B a^iα^2_1 + kχ_Oχ^2_B (a · B) B^i ] = 2kμ_{el}B^i, (2.29)

In other words, up to the order in k that we have been able to calculate, there is an axial current flow in the direction of the magnetic field, with coefficient precisely given by kμ_{el}. This is a well-known expression; it is the chiral separation effect [38–40], see also [6] for a review.

It is interesting to note that the coefficient of the chiral separation effect is given precisely by its value in the (ungauged) theory where we have a ’t Hooft anomaly; the nonlinear terms in k conspire precisely to make this possible. We stress that in our starting action we have chosen a minimal set of terms (2.14) to explore the physics from the anomaly. It seems entirely possible that adding more terms will alter this relation, as is expected from [31], who found that including dynamical electromagnetism generically renormalizes all transport coefficients. We leave investigation of this important issue to later work.

To conclude: here we constructed a Euclidean effective action that captures the simplest features of the axial anomaly. We demonstrated that it is possible (though somewhat cumbersome) to construct a generating function that saturates the anomaly equation; the resulting answers display the known physics of the chiral separation effect. We stress that we never weakly gauge electromagnetism; rather we simply directly discuss the universality class of the gauged theory.

III. DISSIPATIVE ACTION

In this section, we move beyond the equilibrium construction of the previous section and construct a dissipative action that realizes this anomaly structure. We will use the recently constructed formalism for finite-temperature dissipative actions [41–43]; see [44] for a review of this technology. Here we assume the reader already has some familiarity with that formalism. As we freeze the stress-energy sector we will require only a subset of the full technology. We will construct an effective action representing the symmetry structure described above, and we will see that already interesting physics appears at the first order in derivatives.

We note from the outset that while this does result in a useful action principle for obtaining the correct equations of motion, we do not currently feel that this is the most elegant formulation of the problem, for reasons explained below.

The strategy that we take is to first consider two theories which capture the dissipative dynamics of the charges associated with a conserved U(1) 0-form symmetry (with an associated axial charge current j^μ ) and a 1-form symmetry (with an associated magnetic flux current J^{μν} ). We then “glue” these two theories together in a manner which results in the U(1) 0-form symmetry being broken down in the manner described by the anomaly equation (1.2). We will see that the implementation of this structure is most convenient if we introduce some auxiliary fields; upon eliminating these fields we find (1.2) on-shell.

We begin with the Lagrangian densities for the two subsectors for the 1-form and 0-form sectors respectively:

L_0[a; θ] = iσ β A^2_{ai} + χ_AA_{a0}A_{r0} − σA_{ai}∂_0A_{ri} (3.1)

L_1[b; Φ] = iρ β G^2_{aij} + χ_B G_{a0i}G_{r0i} − ρG_{aij} ∂_0G_{rij} (3.2)

where we have A = a + dθ , G = b + dΦ . (3.3) where the time-component of the 1-form field Φ_t reduced to ψ in equilibrium configuration presented in Section II. The Lagrangian (3.1) and (3.2) each describes the charge diffusion process of 0-form and 1-form symmetry respectively. It is also follows that this is the most general Lagrangian in each sector that preserved all C, P and T symmetry at first order in derivative and quadratic order in amplitude of A and G see e.g. [44, 45].

Here and throughout we use a notation where lowercase letters are applied sources and uppercase or greek letters are dynamical fields. For illustrative purposes we work with the simplest possible actions, i.e. only keeping terms to quadratic order in the fields. (3.1) describes the diffusive dynamics of an ordinary 0-form conserved charge in terms of the scalar Stuckelberg θ, the construction is reviewed in [44]. (3.2) has recently been constructed in [45] to describe diffusive dynamics of the magnetic field in terms of a vector Stuckelberg Φ; it should be clear that it is a 1-form generalization of (3.1).

In general one obtains the currents through functional differentiation with respect to the sources: j^μ_{r,a} = δL δa^{a,r}μ J^{μν}_{r,a} = δL δb^{a,r}μν . (3.4)

As usual, the invariance of the action under the following combined transformations of the sources and dynamical fields:

a → a + dΛ(x) θ → θ − Λ(x) (3.5) b → b + dξ(x) Φ → Φ − ξ(x) (3.6)

(where Λ is a scalar and ξ a 1-form) implies conservation of the currents j^μ and J^{μν} as defined in (3.4).

Let us briefly discuss the physical interpretation of the coefficients appearing in the action above. ρ is the electrical resistivity; as stressed in [32], in a universal formulation of magnetohydrodynamics, it is ρ that is a fundamental transport coefficient, and not the electrical conductivity. In particular, ρ can be matched to microscopics through the following Kubo formula, in terms of the retarded correlator of the 2-form current J^{xy}.

ρ = lim_{ω→0} 1 −iω G^R_{xy,xy}(ω) (3.7) σ is the conductivity of the U(1) 0-form axial charge (and is unrelated to the vector electrical conductivity). χ_A and χ_B are charge susceptibility of 0-form and 1-form symmetry that appears in the zeroth derivative level of (2.13).

A. Combining theories using auxiliary fields

We would now like to glue these two theories together so that j^μ is no longer precisely conserved, but instead so that we find the following expression in the final combined theory: ∂_μj^μ = kϵ^{μνρσ} J_{μν} J_{ρσ} (3.8) where this expression is now understood to hold on both legs of the doubled Schwinger- Keldysh contour, i.e. for the 1-type and 2-type fields individually. To do so, we introduce two new sets of auxiliary fields: two 2-forms Σ^{r,a} and two 1-forms C^{r,a}. These fields are useful to “unwrap” the non-linearities that are present in the anomaly equation; to obtain the physical currents they should be eliminated, as we do explicitly below. We thus consider the following combined action:

L[a, b; θ, Φ, Σ, C] = L_0[a; θ] + L_1[b + Σ; Φ] − 1 2 ( ϵ^{μνρσ} Σ^a_{μν} dC^r_{ρσ} + ϵ^{μνρσ} Σ^r_{μν} dC^a_{ρσ} ) + L_{anom}[θ, C], (3.9) where L_{anom}[θ, C] takes the form: L_{anom}[θ, C] = −k ( θ_1ϵ^{μνρσ} dC^1_{μν} dC^1_{ρσ} − θ_2ϵ^{μνρσ}dC^2_{μν} dC^2_{ρσ} ) (3.10)

Note the direct coupling to the Stuckelberg field θ clearly breaks its shift symmetry. It will often be useful for us to rewrite this action in the r − a basis: L_{anom}[θ, C] = k ( θ^a ( ϵ^{μνρσ} dC^r_{μν} dC^r_{ρσ} + 1 4 ϵ^{μνρσ} dC^a_{μν} dC^a_{ρσ} ) + 2θ^rϵ^{μνρσ}dC^a_{μν} dC^r_{ρσ} ) (3.11)

Varying the action with respect to θ^{1,2}, we find:

∂_μj^μ_1 = −kϵ^{μνρσ} dC^1_{μν} dC^1_{ρσ} (3.12)

We now note that the Σ fields couple to the 1-form sector as a direct shift of the external 2-form source b, i.e. always in the combination b + Σ. Thus the equations of motion for the auxiliary field Σ^{r,a} are determined by the variation of L_1 with respect to b: δ_ΣL_1 = δ_bL_1. This results in the following equations of motion: δL_1 δb^a_{μν} = 1 2 ϵ^{μνρσ} dC^r (3.13)

(and similarly for r ↔ a). However the left-hand side is by construction the 2-form current J^r (3.4). Thus we see that the role of the Σ fields is to simply to precisely correlate the C^{r,a} fields with the 2-form currents as: J^{μν}_{r,a} = 1 2 ϵ^{μνρσ} dC^{r,a}_{ρσ} (3.14) Inserting this into (3.12) we find exactly the desired expression (3.8); thus this construction always relates the non-conservation of the axial current with the magnetic flux in the correct fashion.

A modern understanding of (3.8) is that it permits the construction of topological defect operators that measure the axial charge [7, 8]; in Appendix D we verify that such defect operators can be constructed in this theory (indeed we have one such operator living on each of the legs of the Schwinger-Keldysh contour).

We note some facts about this construction:

1. The structure does not depend on the precise form of the 0-form and 1-form theories L_0 and L_1, but only on their invariances under symmetries.

2. As none of the new terms we have added introduce any couplings between the two legs of the time contour, the action is automatically invariant under the so-called KMS symmetry; this acts on all fields and sources ϕ as

ϕ_a(x) → Θϕ_a(x) + iβΘ∂_tϕ_r(x) (3.15) ϕ_r(x) → Θϕ_r(x) (3.16)

with Θ an anti-unitary symmetry representing time-reversal.

3. The action has a rather undesirable feature: it is not invariant under the “diagonal shift” symmetry in the scalar sector. To be more precise, in an action-based formulation of hydrodynamics one typically requires that the action be invariant under shifting the r-type Stuckelberg θ^r by an arbitrary spatially dependent phase, i.e.

θ^r(t, x^i) → θ^r(t, x^i) + λ(x^i) (3.17)

where λ(x^i) is an arbitrary function of space [41, 42, 46]. Invariance under this symmetry is generally required to forbid arbitrary spatial gradients of ∂_iθ^r in the action or constitutive relations; if this diagonal symmetry is broken then one should add such spatial gradients to the action, and we then generically end up in a superfluid phase for the corresponding symmetry (in this case U(1)_A).

In our construction, the non-anomalous part of the action (3.1) is invariant under the “diagonal shift” symmetry, but the anomalous part (3.11) is not. In the dual variables that we are using, it is not straightforward to make the action invariant under this diagonal shift. This is undesirable: in the case of the ’t Hooft anomaly, the interplay between the diagonal shift and the realization of the anomaly plays a very important role [47–49].

At the moment, we are unclear on the precise implications of breaking this diagonal shift symmetry. We will proceed with this action and find physically very reasonable results; however, as there is no symmetry preventing us from adding ∂_iθ^r terms to the action we cannot in good-faith call this an effective field theory; rather it is simply an action which one can use to obtain a consistent set of equations of motion. Given the unclear formal status of chiral MHD, this still seems to be of value, and we leave to the future a more refined understanding of the interplay of the diagonal shift symmetry and the non-invertible character of the axial anomaly.

B. Chiral MHD phenomenology

We now study some simple consequences of varying this action. From (3.4) above we have from the magnetic sector

J^{0i}_r = χ_BG̃_{r0i} J^{ij}_r = 2iρ β G̃_{aij} − ρ∂_0G̃_{rij} (3.18)

J^{0i}_a = χ_BG̃_{a0i} J^{ij}_a = ρ∂_0G̃_{aij} (3.19)

where we have defined a shifted G which takes into account fluctuations of the new auxiliary field Σ:

G̃ ≡ G + Σ = b + dΦ + Σ . (3.20)

Similarly, in the axial charge sector we have:

j^0_r = χ_AA_{r0} j^i_r = 2iσ β A_{ai} − σ∂_0A_{ri} (3.21)

j^0_a = χ_AA_{a0} j^i_a = −σ∂_0A_{ai} (3.22)

Finally, varying the action with respect to C^a, we find the following expression for Σ:

∂_{[ρ}Σ^r_{μν]} = 4k∂_{[ρ}θ^rdC^r_{μν]} (3.23)

When studying classical equations of motion it is self-consistent to set all a-type fields to zero after variation of the action; we have done this above. In the remainder of this section we will thus omit the “r” superscript on all quantities; everything that remains is an r-type field.

As usual, we now define the axial chemical potential to be

μ_A = A_0 = (∂_0θ + a_0) (3.24)

It is also convenient to define the following vector “chemical potential” for the 1-form charge:

μ_i = G̃_{0i} = (b + Σ + dA)_{0i} (3.25)

so that we can write

∂_0(b + Σ + dA)_{ij} = h_{0ij} + (dΣ)_{0ij} + ∂_iμ_j − ∂_j μ_i (3.26)

where h = db. We can then write the currents as

J^{0i} = χ_Bμ^i (3.27) J^{ij} = −ρ(∂_iμ_j − ∂_j μ_i + (dΣ)_{0ij} ) (3.28)

where we have set the sources h = db = 0.

We now see the first effect of the anomaly; the Σ field is now contributing to the spatial components J^{ij}; in a conventional formulation of the theory this component of the 2-form current is the electric field. We may explicitly find expressions for the currents by using (3.23) and (3.14) to eliminate dC and Σ. To this order in derivatives this is a linear set of equations that can in principle be straightforwardly solved; in practice the expressions are somewhat cumbersome.

We present first the answer assuming the the system is spatially homogenous (∂_i = 0). We set to zero all sources except for the axial source a_t. We then find:

(dΣ)_{0ij} = 4k(∂_0θ)ϵ_{ijk}J^{0k} (3.29)

which then leads to the following expressions for the currents

j^0 = χ_Aμ_A j^i = 0 J^{0i} = χ_Bμ^i J^{ij} = −2kρ (μ_A − a_t) ϵ^{ijk}J^{0k}

(3.30)

Let us examine the expression for J^{ij}; we see that the same transport coefficient ρ that determines the resistivity determines the strength of the electric field E^i ∼ kρ(μ_A − a_t)B^i. This is a manifestation of the chiral magnetic effect. In a more conventional weakly-gauged description, this arises from considering the vector current j^i_{el} ∼ kμ_AB^i and relating it to the electric field through the electrical conductivity E^i = σ_{el}j^i_{el}. However, in a formulation of MHD based only around symmetries, it is difficult to give a precise meaning to either j^{el} or σ_{el} [32]; here we see (as expected) that in this dual language the CME is controlled by ρ instead.

The equations of motion arise from varying the action with respect to θ and Φ, and are the (non)-conservation of the respective currents:

∂_μj^μ = kϵ^{μνρσ} J_{μν} J_{ρσ} ∂_μJ^{μν} = 0 (3.31)

Putting in the constitutive relations for the currents, we now find that μ_i is constant in time, but that μ_A necessarily evolves according to the following equation:

μ̇_A = −2k^2 ρ χ_A (J^{0i})^2(μ_A − a_t) (3.32)

Thus we find that μ_A relaxes towards the externally applied a_t with an exponential decay, i.e.

μ_A − a_t ∼ e^{−ΓAt} Γ_A = 2k^2 ρ χ_A (J^{0i})^2 . (3.33)

This equilibrium configuration is consistent with what one would get from gauging procedure shown in (B). It also allows us to make sense of the constitutive relation in Eq. (3.30) as a small expansion around equilibrium configuration in the late time limit where e^{−ΓAt} ≪ 1. This kind of procedure is common in the study of hydrodynamics with weakly broken global symmetry, see e.g. [50, 51] for recent discussions. The presentation of the decay rate Γ_A suggests a useful formula for it in the small J^{0i} limit, i.e.

Γ_A = c(J^{0i})^2 c =

2k^2 χ_A ( lim_{ω→0} 1 −iω G^R_{xy,xy}(ω) ) (3.34)

where we have used the Kubo formula for ρ (3.7).

We see that as t → ∞, an equilibrium configuration can have a nonzero value of J^{0i} (as dictated by the unbroken 1-form symmetry), but that μ_A will always be equal to a_t, and that even homogenous fluctuations around this value are damped. Of course for an ordinary conserved current fluctuations of μ obey a diffusion equation and are undamped in the homogenous limit.

C. Spatial derivatives

We now allow nonzero spatial dependence, i.e. we allow ∂_i ≠ 0. It was demonstrated above that the equilibrium state takes the form:

μ_A = a_t J^{0i} = χ_B μ^i (3.35)

where all the fields are constant in space and time. We now consider linearized perturbations μ^i → μ^i + δμ^i, μ_A → μ_A + δμ_A around this background configuration. We find the following expressions for the currents:

J^{0i} = χ_B (μ^i + δμ^i) J^{ij} = −ρ (∂_iδμ_j − ∂_j δμ_i) − 2kρχ_B δμ_Aϵ^{ijk}μ_k (3.36) j^0 = χ_Aδμ_A j^i = −σ∂_iδμ_A (3.37)

where as before we have assumed that the external sources have vanishing field strength, i.e. da = db = 0.

These expressions are what one might expect on physical grounds; in particular we record the expression for J^{ij} in the conventional language of the electric field E^i:

E = ρ(χ^{−1}_B ∇ × B − 2k(μ_A − a_t)B) (3.38)

(where the first term receives contributions only from the fluctuations in B, whereas the second receives contributions from fluctuations in μ_A and the background in B).

We note that the equations of motion can be written only in terms of μ_A, and do not require explicit mention of the Stuckelberg field θ. This happens because θ enters only through ∂_tθ, and spatial gradients ∂_iθ do not appear; this can be traced back to the precise form of the expression (3.23) and (3.28). We note that this was not obviously guaranteed. In the usual formulation of effective actions for hydrodynamics this property is enforced by the diagonal shift symmetry. As we noted previously, our system does not have this symmetry, and it seems possible that at higher orders in non-linearities and/or derivatives spatial gradients of the Stuckelberg field will appear. We leave this possibility for later investigation.

As a simple application we study the dispersion relations in this framework. We orient the background field in the z direction μ^z and consider a fluctuation δμ^y with momentum q in the x direction^4, so that perturbations have the spacetime dependence e^{−iωt+iqx}. From (3.31) it is straightforward to find two modes ω_{1,2}(q). The expressions are somewhat cumbersome, so we record them in two limits. We assume^ρ_{χB} <^σ_{χA} , and we first present the “high” momentum limit:

ω_1(q) = −iq^2 σ χ_A ( 1 − 2k^2B^2χ_B ρχ_A − σχ_B 1 q^2

+ O(q^{−4}) ) (3.40)

ω_2(q) = −iq^2 ρ χ_B ( 1 + 2k^2B^2χ_B ρχ_A − σχ_B 1 q^2

+ O(q^{−4}) ) (3.41)

4 Had we set q to be in the direction parallel with μ^i, the two modes modes ω_1, ω_2 depends quadratically on q i.e. ω_1 = −

2iB^2k^2ρ χ_A − iq^2 σ χ_A , ω_2 = −iq^2 ρ χ_B . (3.39)

Here “high” means that q^2 ≫^{k2B2}_σ , i.e we are looking at scales higher than the scale determined by the anomaly. We see that in this regime the two modes are essentially those of the diffusion of conventional 0-form charge and that of magnetic field lines respectively, with the two diffusion constants set by D_a =^σ_{χA} and D_b =^ρ_{χB} ; i.e. in this regime we find the physics of the original non-anomalous model.

At low q we find instead the following interesting dispersion relations, which we expand in the first few orders in the spatial momentum q.

ω_1(q) =

−2iB^2k^2ρ χ_A − iq^2 ( ρ χ_B + σ χ_A ) + O(q^4) (3.42)

ω_2(q) = −i σ 2B^2k^2χ_B q^4 + O(q^6) (3.43)

We see that the 0-form diffusive mode is now gapped in the IR, as we saw above in (3.33). The leading momentum-dependence of this mode now has a dissipative character, where the dissipation rate is interestingly controlled by the sum of the diffusion rates of the original magnetic and axial charge sector respectively.

The second “subdiffusive” mode – which at high momenta becomes the diffusion of magnetic flux –interestingly starts at O(q^4) unlike the usual diffusion where ω ∼ −iq^2 commonly found in hydrodynamic systems. It should be noted here that the modes ω ∼ −iq^4 has been observed in various anisotropic systems with intricate symmetry structure such as a system with ’t Hooft anomaly at strong mangetic field [52], systems with conserved multipole moment [53, 54] and easy-axis Heisenberg spin chain with integrability-breaking perturbation [55] to name a few. Its physical origin seems to be tied to these somewhat exotic symmetry patterns and deserves further investigation.

We should also mentioned that, often in the chiral MHD literature, the system exhibits various kinds of interesting instabilities which have potential applications in astrophysical plasma. However, our focus is on the perturbation around equilibrium configuration and study how the system relaxed back to equilibrium. Had we chosen to perform a perturbation around constant μ ≠ 0 and a_t = 0, we will also find unstable solution as those in e.g. [23].

IV. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work we documented some progress towards a description of chiral MHD that relies only on the global symmetries. One of our results was be an expression for the lowfield limit of the chiral charge relaxation rate Γ_A. Our work suggests that in the limit of small B field, this expression is universal, and takes the form:

Γ_A = cB^2 c =

2k^2 χ_A lim_{ω→0} 1 −iω G^R_E z_{,E} z (k → 0, ω) (4.1) where we have rephrased (3.33) in terms of conventional electric and magnetic fields.

Formulas of this sort are well-known (see e.g. [56, 57]), but are usually presented in terms of the electrical conductivity σ_{el} instead, which makes sense only in a weakly-gauged description. Note that as ρ and not σ_{el} enters into this derivation, in principle this relation makes sense even when the electrodynamic sector is strongly coupled. Due to the issues with universality described earlier, we cannot claim that we have shown that this formula universally describes the decay rate. It is however in agreement with holographic results exhibited in [56], and it would be very interesting to compare it to recent lattice results [57, 58], where it may be possible to independently measure ρ and χ_A on the lattice. As described in those works, at the moment lattice computations for this prefactor are in disagreement with elementary hydrodynamic arguments based around a gauged vector current, and one might imagine that our more universal treatment is of value.

This expression suggests that as B → 0 the relaxation rate Γ_A vanishes. At this point we should note that we have been working in a classical theory and have not included any sort of fluctuations, i.e. we have essentially interpreted the operator ⟨JJ̃⟩ to be ⟨J⟩⟨J̃⟩. This is clearly only an approximation, and it seems possible that incorporating fluctuations could result in a B-independent contribution to Γ_A. This would then become the dominant effect at small B^5. We leave investigation of this important point to later work; for now we note that in the presence of some limit (e.g. large N) allowing classicality it can in principle be separated from the considerations discussed here.

We conclude with a brief symmary of our results. Had our symmetry simply be a product of explicitly broken 0-form U(1), with a lifetime (Γ_A)^{−1} and unbroken 1-form U(1) symmetry, one would expect the theory in the deep IR at t ≫ (Γ_A)^{−1} to only consist of a 1-form symmetry, i.e. to be indistinguishable from those in [32]. We show that the theory with a system with ABJ anomaly is differ from an ordinary MHD both in and out of equilibrium.

In the equilibrium sector, the physics that we get is that of the chiral separation effect (CSE). Surprisingly, the formula that describes the CSE on our case exactly matches with the one present in Eq.(4.15) of [6], where in the latter it was derived in a weakly-coupled way with non-dynamical electromagnetism. We see that if we correct for the electric and magnetic fields to O(k), then the functional form of the CSE remains the same. However, we have not presented the most general equilibrium action in the sense that it can have more terms in it and then one needs to check if the functional form of the CSE still remains same or if it receives correction (as shown in [31]) even after addition of more terms to the equilibrium action. We shall return this exercise in future. However, the crucial point to note here is that we get this chiral MHD phenomenology even though we never make any

5 We thank L. Delacrétaz for illuminating discussions on this point.

reference to electromagnetism.

In the dissipative sector, we derive the physics of the chiral magnetic effect. The coefficients appearing in this effect can be derived from Kubo formulae, as given in [32], and in this sense they are somewhat universal. However, the dissipative action is not invariant under a diagonal shift symmetry. We shall return to this point later in future to resolve this issue with the dissipative action. We also found that, while the density in ordinary MHD relaxed to equilibrium through diffusion process with ω ∼ −iq^2, a theory with ABJ anomaly relaxed to the equilibrium configuration through subdiffusion process with ω ∼ −iq^4. While this is not the first time that such a mode is found, it would be interesting to investigate whether or not it is signature of non-invertible symmetry of this type.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank M. Baggioli, L. Delacrétaz, A. Donos, I. Garcia-Etxebarria, S. Grozdanov, P. Kovtun, N. Lohitsiri and T. Sulejmanpasic for insightful discussions. We would like to thank H. Liu and M. Landry for correspondence. The work of NP and NI at Durham University is supported by STFC grant number ST/T000708/1.

Appendix A: Useful identities and conventions

1. Differential form identities

For completeness we record some identities involving differential forms:

d(ω_p ∧ η_q) = dω_p ∧ η_q + (−1)^pω_p ∧ dη_q (A1) ω_p ∧ η_q = (−1)^{pq}η_q ∧ ω_p (A2) ω_p ∧ ⋆η_p = η_p ∧ ⋆ω_p (A3)

The square of the Hodge star acting on a p form in n dimensions on a metric with s minus signs in its eigenvalues is ⋆^2 = (−1)^{s+p(n−p)} (A4)

2. Discrete symmetries

Here we record some background on the construction of Table I of discrete symmetries. Note that a^μ is the axial source and hence it is a pseudo-vector and has the same transformation under discrete symmetry as that of Ψγ^μγ^5Ψ. Next let us look at b_{μν} . Since b_{μν} is the source for the 2-form current, it couples in the action as ϵ^{μν} b_{μν} F_{ρσ}, where F_{ρσ} is the field strength of the vector gauge field. So, b_{ij} couples to F^{kτ} and B_k(= b_{kτ} ) couples to F^{ij}. F^{μν} being a 2-index object we will have the following transformations of its components under discrete symmetries, F^{kτ} will transform as Ψσ^{kτ} Ψ and F^{ij} will transform as Ψσ^{ij} Ψ. Once we have identified the above discrete transformations, we may now use standard results (e.g. those in [59]).

Appendix B: Equilibrium configuration from gauging procedure

In this section, we will analyse the equilibrium configuration from the point of view of gauging the the anomalous U(1) symmetry. We will show that the gauging procedure put constraints on the equilibrium parameter of the ungauged theory. These kind of constaints are well-known but there are subtleties upon turning on the background fields gauge fields which play crucial roles in the perturbation around equilibrium configuration considered in the next section.

In the simplest example of a theory with anomaly-free 0-form U(1) global symmetry. The equilibrium partition function can be constructed in terms of thermodynamic quantities and background metric g_{μν} and background gauge fields a_μ as in [29, 34] namely^6

W_0 = − log Z_0 = ∫ d^4x √ g (p(T, g_{μν} , μ, f_{μν} ) + higher-derivative terms) (B1)

where μ/T = log ( exp (∫_{1/T} 0 dτa_τ )) is the U(1) holonomy around the thermal cycle τ and f = da is the field strength. From this, one can write the local expression for chemical potential as μ = u^μ (a_μ + ∂_μθ) (B2)

where u^μ is the unit vector along the thermal S^1 direction which, for flat space, is nothing but u^μ = δ^μ_τ . While it is common to choose a gauge where μ = u^μa_μ, it is possible to turn have nonzero chemical potential without external gauge field a_τ by choosing the parameter θ = μτ with a singularity at τ = 0 ∼ β. This distinction is important as the chemical potential and background a_τ corresponds to different quantities when the U(1) is the axial global symmetry. In this framework, the U(1) current can be written as

j^μ = 1 √ g δW δa_μ = ρu^μ + ∇_ν M^{μν} (B3)

6 In the convention of [29, 34], the field strength is treated as first derivative quantity. In this paper, however, we will treat it as zeroth derivative quantity as in [60]

where ρ = ∂p/∂μ and M^{μν} = ∂p/∂f_{μν} . In this configuration there is no relation between ρ and M^{μν} except that they depends on the arbitrary function p.

The story is quite different upon promoting the background a_μ to the dynamical gauge field A_μ. Upon doing this the partition function becomes

− log Z_{gauged}[b] = W_0 + W_{EM} + ∫ d^4xA_μj^μ_{ext} , W_{EM} = 1 4e^2 ∫ d^4xF_{μν} F^{μν} (B4)

with F = dA and ⋆j_{ext} = db is the external current. The equations of motion for A_μ implies that there is an additional relation δ δA_μ (W_0 + W_{EM} ) + j^μ_{ext} = 0 , ρu^μ + ∇_ν M^{μν}_{gauged} + j^μ_{ext} = 0 (B5)

where M^{μν}_{gauged} = δ(W_0 +W_{EM} )/δF_{μν} . We now see that there is a new relation between ρ and M^{μν}_{gauged} which does not exist before gauging. In a state where the electric field vanishes, this is nothing but the charge neutrality condition in plasma. It should also be noted that this form of the (B5) is applicable for arbitrarily nonlinear form of W_{EM} which may or maynot be the Maxwell action. One may view this relation as a generalisation of Guass and Ampere’s law.

1. Gauging U(1) symmetry in a theory with mixed anomaly

We will now consider how a constraint such as (B5) is modified when the ungauged theory has a mixed anomaly. We shall now consider a theory with mixed anomaly between vector U(1) and axial U(1) which yield the Ward identity (1.1) upon gauging. The ungauged theory partition function consist of

W_0 = W_{inv}[μ_A, μ_v, f_A, f_v] + W_{anom}[a, v, μ_A, μ_v, f_A, f_v] (B6)

where μ_A, a, f_A = da and μ_v, v, f_v = dv are chemical potential, background gauge field and field strength of the axial and vector U(1) global symmetry respectively. This action is not invariant with respect to the background gauge transformation and so do the consistent currents obtained via varying W_0 with respect to the the background gauge field. The invariant partition function W_{cov} can be made out of W_0 by attaching the 4d theory to a 5d bulk with the Chern-Simons term I_{CS} which satisfy dI_{CS} = kf_A ∧ f_v ∧ f_v, see e.g. [31, 61] for a modern summary. The covariant currents can be obtained via the usual variation j^μ_{a,cov} = j^μ_A + j^μ_{A,BZ} , j^μ_A = δW_0 δa_μ , j^μ_{A,BZ} = δI_{CS} δa_μ (B7)

and similar expression for j^μ_{v,cov} obtain by simply chaning a → v. The expression for j^μ_{A,cov} and j^μ_{v,cov} is well-known in the literature in the scheme where f_a, f_v are treated as first derivative derivative quantities. In our case, where we treat f as a zeroth derivative quantity and focus on the case of space with u^μ = δ^{μτ} and T be a constant, we find that j^i_{v,cov} = 2kμ_aB^i + ∂_j M^{ij} , j^i_{v,BZ} = 2ka_tB^i , M^{ij} = ϵ^{ijk} δW_{inv} δB_k (B8)

where B^i = ϵ^{ijk}(f_v)_{jk} is the background magnetic field at this stage.

Upon gauging the vector U(1) in 4d theory describes by W_0 i.e. promoting the background v to the dynamical gauge field V and add the source term and kinetic term as in (B4), the equations of motion for A_V implies that there is a condition on the consistent current

j^i_v + j^i_{ext} = 0 (B9)

We find that the spatial component becomes

∂_j M^{ij}_{gauge} + 2k(μ_A − a_t)B^i + j^i_{ext} = 0 (B10)

where M^{ij}_{gauge} = δ(W_{inv} + W_{EM} )/δF_{V,ij} with F_V = dV be the dynamical field strength. In the case where the partition function is dominated by magnetic field W_{inv} + W_{EM} = ∫ d^4x ( 1 2χ_B B_iB^i + subleading terms ) (B11)

with χ_B be the susceptibility of the 1-form U(1) density. In such a state, we find that, in the absence of the source.

ϵ^{ijk}∂_j B_k + 2χ_B k(μ_A − a_t)B^i = 0 (B12)

The relation (B12) must be satisfied for any theory with ABJ anomaly in a homogeneous configuration and it has very simple solutions. Upon contracting with B_i one finds that this relation implies

μ_A − a_t = 0 , B^i ≠ 0 or μ_A ≠ a_t , B^i = 0 . (B13)

The choice where μ_A − a_t = 0 is the only one that allows finite magnetic field and will be the equilibrium configuration of focus in the remaining of this work.

One may wonder, from the definition of chemical potential in (B2) why is it not possible for us to perform a background gauge transformation a → a + dλ to guarantee that μ is always a_t. There are at two ways to argue why is is not automatically satisfied. First of all, the current j^μ which coupled to a is not a conserved current due to the r.h.s. of (1.1) and thus the source a and a + dλ are not equivalent. Second, one can see from a Landau-level calculation for Weyl fermion, see e.g. [6]. There, the source a_t indicates the difference in energy at the tips of the right-handed and left-handed Weyl cone while the chemical potential μ is conjugate to the difference of occupation number between left- and right-handed fermions.

Appendix C: Defect operator insertion in equilibrium

In this section, we outline how the non-invertible defect leads to the Ward identity in (1.2). The non-invertible codimension-1 defect defined in [7, 8] is on a closed surface Σ can be written as D̂_{pN} (Σ) = exp [ i ∫ Σ ( 2πp 2N ⋆ j + A^{N,p}[⋆_4J/N] )] (C1)

with N and p mod N are two coprime and the 2-form J is the conserved current associated to the 1-form global symmetry. A^{N,p} is the Lagrangian density of the minimal TQFT with Z_N 1-form global symmetry with the 1-form Z_N anomaly parametrised by an integer p. In a particular case when p = 1, we have exp [ i ∫ Σ A^{N,1}[⋆_4J/N] ] = ∫ D[ā] exp [ i ∫ Σ ( N 4π ā ∧ dā + 1 2π ā ∧ ⋆_4J )] (C2)

This describes the fractional quantum Hall system as integrating out ā yield Ndā + ⋆_4J = 0 and resulting in Chern-Simons term with fractional coefficient p/N. The Chern-Simons living on the defect has a Z_N anomaly [62] which can be cancelled when attached to a bulk TQFT on M, such that ∂M = Σ, with the following action [63]

S_{bulk} = ∫ M ( N 4π B ∧ B + N 2π B ∧ dc ) (C3)

with c is the 1-form U(1) gauge field whose equation of motion forced B to be the a Z_N 2-form gauge field (to be identified with NB = ⋆_4J). The minimal TQFT A^{N,p} is then defined as a theory living on Σ = ∂M with coefficient of B ∧ B in (C3) from N/4π to Np/4π. The fusion algebra, which shows the non-invertibility D̂^p_N × D̂_−^p_N ≠ 1 can be found in [7, 8]. An alternative description for D̂ with the arguements p/N extended to U(1) valued can also be found in [21, 22].

A theory is said to have non-invertible global symmetry of this type when the operator D̂_{pN} (Σ) is topological. That is, one can continuously deform the surface Σ to Σ′ without changing the partition function. As a consequence, if we consider two nearby surface Σ, Σ^′ which enclosed a small fluid element living in a small (and topologically trivial) m_4 such that ∂m_4 = Σ ∪ Σ^′, we find that D̂(Σ) and D̂(Σ^′) are identical if only (consider p = 1 for simplicity) 1 = exp [(∫ Σ − ∫ Σ^′ ) ( 2π 2N ⋆ j + A^{N,1}[⋆_4J/N] )]

= ∫ D[ā] exp [∫ m_4 ( π N d ⋆ j + N 4π dā ∧ dā + 1 2π dā ∧ ⋆_4J )]

= exp [∫ m_4 ( π N d ⋆ j − 1 4πN J ∧ J )] (C4)

Converting the term in the parenthesis in components, we find the Ward identity (1.2).

To analyse the equilibrium of a theory with non-invertible symmetry, we can put it on a manifold S^1×R^3 as in Section II. In this case, let us consider a local fluid element in m_4 which also contain the thermal cycle S^1. The topological condition (C4) implies the (dimensionally reduced) Ward identity (2.15)^7. Notice that, had the equilibrium partition function only consist of susceptibility of 0-form and 1-form global symmetry and thus described by the action S = ∫ d^3x [ 1 2 χ_A(a_τ )^2 + 1 2 χ_B (B_iB^i) ] . (C5)

i.e. when χ_O in (2.14) is turned off, the topological property (C4) is trivially satisfied. This is because both j^i and ϵ_{ijk}J^{iτ} J^{jk} vanishes identically. However, as one turned on χ_O in (2.14), then j^i = 0 but ϵ_{ijk}J^{iτ} J^{jk} = 2χ^i_B∂_if ≠ 0 which means that the non-invertible defect is not topological (see (2.17) for the notation). Thus, the action with nonzero χ_A, χ_B and χ_O has to be modified in a nontrivial way as demonstrated in Section II B 1.

Appendix D: Defect operator insertion in dissipative theory

1. Defect operator insertion

In this section we shall discuss defect insertions in the dissipative action given in 3.9. Following [44] we have, (1, 2) as the two degrees of freedom in Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. Also, in the r − a basis, the “r” type fields are somewhat like the physical fields and the “a” type fields are somewhat like noise. So, to go from here to the equilibrium phase we neglect the time derivatives and put ϕ_a = 0. The basic transformation among the two bases is,

ϕ_r = 1 2 (ϕ_1 + ϕ_2) , ϕ_a = (ϕ_1 − ϕ_2) , (D1)

ϕ_1 = ϕ_r + 1 2 ϕ_a, ϕ_2 = ϕ_r − 1 2 ϕ_a. (D2)

a. Dissipative Action

Let us consider the dissipative acion in the main text, i.e. (3.9)

L[a, b; θ, Φ; Σ, C] = L_{MHD} + L_a − 2 (Σ_a ∧ dC_r + Σ_r ∧ dC_a) + L_{anom}[θ, C]. (D3)

7 It is possible that, upon dimensionally reduced on the thermal S^1, the non-invertible defect in (C1) will give rises to codimension-0 and codimension-1 defect in three dimensions similar to those in [37]. This is an interesting future direction, however we will only consider the consequence of (C4) at the level of the Ward identity in this work.

where a, b denote external sources, θ, Φ denote dynamical fields and Σ, C are auxiliary fields or Lagrange multipliers. The 1-form currents as follows,

j_r = δS δa_a , j_a = δS δa_r , (D4)

where S is now to be understood as the dissipative action. Similarly, we obtain the 2-from currents as,

J_r = δL δΣ_a = dC_r , J_a = δL δΣ_a = dC_a . (D5)

This implies in terms of these new C_r and C_a fields, the currents J_r and J_a are now identically conserved.

The part of the action that involves the axial charge fluctuation can be written in the 1, 2 basis as follows

L_a = iσ β A^2_{ai} + χ_AA_{a0}B_{r0} − σA_{ai}A_{ri,0}, (D6) = iσ β [ A^2_{1i} + A^2_i − 2A_{1i}A_{2i} ] + χ_A 2 [ A^2_{1t} − A^2_t ] − σ 2 [A_{1i} (A_{1i,t} + A_{2i,t}) − A_{2i} (A_{1i,t} + A_{2i,t})] , (D7)

where A = a + dθ. Similar decomposition can also be done in for the MHD part i.e.

L_{MHD} = iρ β_0 G̃^2_{aij} + χ_BG̃_{a0i}G̃_{r0i} − σG̃_{aij}G̃_{rij,0}. (D8) where G̃ = b + dΦ + Σ, as well as the Lagrange multiplier

Σ_a ∧ dC_r + Σ_r ∧ dC_a = Σ_1 ∧ dC_1 − Σ_2 ∧ dC_2 . (D9)

For this action to be compatible with the non-invertible defect, we have to add additional terms L_{anom} of the following form

L_{anom} = −4K (θ_1dC_1 ∧ dC_1 − θ_2dC_2 ∧ dC_2) . (D10)

At this stage, K can be any function of thermodynamic quantities which may or may not has to do with the constant k = 1/16π^2 in the Ward identity. Here, we will show that, for the defect insertion to be consistent, the function K must be a constant and equal to k.

b. Non-invertible defect operator insertion

Due to the doubling of the degrees of freedom we now have two defect operators constructed as in [7, 8]. Inserting the non-invertible defect turns the Schwingker-Keldysh generating function into Z = exp (−iS)) → Z^′ = D̂_1D̂_2 exp (iS) (D11) where D̂_1 and D̂_2 are

D̂_1 = ∫ D[ā_1] exp (∫ M ( 2π 2N ⋆ j_1 + N 4π ā_1 ∧ dā_1 + 1 2π ā_1 ∧ dC_1 )) , (D12)

D̂_2 = ∫ D[ā_2] exp (∫ M ( 2π 2N ⋆ j_2 + N 4π ā_2 ∧ dā_2 + 1 2π ā_2 ∧ dC_2 )) , (D13)

where if M = R^3 then defect is inserted at t = 0 (temporal insertion) and if M = R^{1,2} then defect is inserted at z = 0 (spatial insertion).

We shall assume that, apriori, to begin with, all fields are smooth across the defects. Let us first consider inserting the non-invertible defect at z = 0. The currents involves in this analysis are, j_{rz} = δS δa_{az} = 2iσ β A_{az} − σ∂_tA_{rz}, j_{az} = δS δa_{rz} = σ∂_tA_{az} , (D14)

or in the 1,2 basis, we have

⋆j_{1z} = j_{rz} + 1 2 j_{az} = 2iσ β (A_{1z} − A_{2z}) − σ∂_t (A_{2z}) , ⋆j_{2z} = j_{rz} − 1 2 j_{az} = 2iσ β (A_{1z} − A_{2z}) − σ∂_t (A_{1z}) .

(D15)

Consider the equation of motion of θ_1, θ_2 in the presence of the non-invertible defect, we get 4K dC_s ∧ dC_s + 2iσ β [θ_1 − θ_2]_{,zz} + 2iσ β ( 2π 2N ) d dz δ(z) + (. . .) = 0 , (D16)

where s = 1, 2. Here (. . .) includes terms with less than two z derivatives. Both equations yield the solution

Δ(θ_1 − θ_2) ≡ (θ_1 − θ_2) | | |_{z+ϵ} − (θ1 − θ2) | | |_{z−ϵ} = − 2π 2N (D17)

The equation of motion for ā_1, ā_2, we have

Ndā_s + dC_s|_{z=0} = 0, (D18)

which can be used to replaced dā_s in terms of dC_s. Finally, C_1’s and C_2’s equations of motion are

2dΣ_s + 8Kd (θ_sdC_s) + (−1)^s dā_s 2π δ(z) = 0, (D19)

Combined all the equations of motion together, one finds that, K = 1 16π^2

, (D20) where note that, when s = 1 and s = 2, (D19) is satisfied by the following conditions Δθ_1 = − π N , Δθ_2 = 0 , and Δθ_1 = 0 , Δθ_2 = π N , (D21) respectively.

So, in order for the theory to be compatible with non-invertible defect insertion we see that K = k.

Similar analysis can be done for the defect insertion localised in the time direction at t = 0, with j^z_{r,a} in (D14) replaced by j^t_{r,a}, and results in (D20) without giving additional constraints.

[1] L. Landau and E. Lifshitz, “Fluid mechanics. 1987,” Course of Theoretical Physics (1987) . [2] S. L. Adler, “Axial vector vertex in spinor electrodynamics,”

Phys. Rev. 177 (1969) 2426–2438.

[3] J. S. Bell and R. Jackiw, “A PCAC puzzle: π^0 → γγ in the σ model,”

Nuovo Cim. A 60 (1969) 47–61.

[4] D. T. Son and P. Surowka, “Hydrodynamics with Triangle Anomalies,”

Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 (2009) 191601, arXiv:0906.5044 [hep-th].

[5] Y. Neiman and Y. Oz, “Relativistic Hydrodynamics with General Anomalous Charges,” JHEP 03 (2011) 023, arXiv:1011.5107 [hep-th].

[6] K. Landsteiner, “Notes on Anomaly Induced Transport,”

Acta Phys. Polon. B47 (2016) 2617, arXiv:1610.04413 [hep-th].

[7] Y. Choi, H. T. Lam, and S.-H. Shao, “Non-invertible Global Symmetries in the Standard Model,” arXiv:2205.05086 [hep-th].

[8] C. Cordova and K. Ohmori, “Non-Invertible Chiral Symmetry and Exponential Hierarchies,”

arXiv:2205.06243 [hep-th].

[9] D. Gaiotto and T. Johnson-Freyd, “Condensations in higher categories,”

arXiv:1905.09566 [math.CT].

[10] M. Koide, Y. Nagoya, and S. Yamaguchi, “Non-invertible topological defects in 4-dimensional Z_2 pure lattice gauge theory,” PTEP 2022 no. 1, (2022) 013B03,

arXiv:2109.05992 [hep-th].

[11] Y. Choi, C. Cordova, P.-S. Hsin, H. T. Lam, and S.-H. Shao, “Noninvertible duality defects in 3+1 dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D 105 no. 12, (2022) 125016, arXiv:2111.01139 [hep-th].

[12] J. Kaidi, K. Ohmori, and Y. Zheng, “Kramers-Wannier-like Duality Defects in (3+1)D Gauge Theories,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 no. 11, (2022) 111601,

arXiv:2111.01141 [hep-th].

[13] B. Heidenreich, J. McNamara, M. Montero, M. Reece, T. Rudelius, and I. Valenzuela, “Non-invertible global symmetries and completeness of the spectrum,” JHEP 09 (2021) 203,

arXiv:2104.07036 [hep-th].

[14] Y. Choi, C. Cordova, P.-S. Hsin, H. T. Lam, and S.-H. Shao, “Non-invertible Condensation, Duality, and Triality Defects in 3+1 Dimensions,” arXiv:2204.09025 [hep-th].

[15] K. Roumpedakis, S. Seifnashri, and S.-H. Shao, “Higher Gauging and Non-invertible Condensation Defects,” arXiv:2204.02407 [hep-th].

[16] L. Bhardwaj, L. E. Bottini, S. Schafer-Nameki, and A. Tiwari, “Non-Invertible Higher-Categorical Symmetries,” arXiv:2204.06564 [hep-th].

[17] Y. Hayashi and Y. Tanizaki, “Non-invertible self-duality defects of Cardy-Rabinovici model and mixed gravitational anomaly,” JHEP 08 (2022) 036, arXiv:2204.07440 [hep-th].

[18] G. Arias-Tamargo and D. Rodriguez-Gomez, “Non-Invertible Symmetries from Discrete Gauging and Completeness of the Spectrum,” arXiv:2204.07523 [hep-th].

[19] Y. Choi, H. T. Lam, and S.-H. Shao, “Non-invertible Gauss Law and Axions,”

arXiv:2212.04499 [hep-th].

[20] R. Yokokura, “Non-invertible symmetries in axion electrodynamics,”

arXiv:2212.05001 [hep-th].

[21] I. García-Etxebarria and N. Iqbal, “A Goldstone theorem for continuous non-invertible symmetries,” arXiv:2211.09570 [hep-th].

[22] A. Karasik, “On anomalies and gauging of U(1) non-invertible symmetries in 4d QED,”

arXiv:2211.05802 [hep-th].

[23] M. Joyce and M. E. Shaposhnikov, “Primordial magnetic fields, right-handed electrons, and the Abelian anomaly,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 79 (1997) 1193–1196, arXiv:astro-ph/9703005.

[24] A. Boyarsky, J. Frohlich, and O. Ruchayskiy, “Magnetohydrodynamics of Chiral Relativistic Fluids,” Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 043004, arXiv:1504.04854 [hep-ph].

[25] I. Rogachevskii, O. Ruchayskiy, A. Boyarsky, J. Fröhlich, N. Kleeorin, A. Brandenburg, and J. Schober, “Laminar and turbulent dynamos in chiral magnetohydrodynamics-I: Theory,” Astrophys. J. 846 no. 2, (2017) 153, arXiv:1705.00378 [physics.plasm-ph].

[26] L. Del Zanna and N. Bucciatini, “Covariant and 3 + 1 equations for dynamo-chiral general relativistic magnetohydrodynamics,” Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 479 no. 1, (2018) 657–666,

arXiv:1806.07114 [astro-ph.HE].

[27] K. Hattori, Y. Hirono, H.-U. Yee, and Y. Yin, “MagnetoHydrodynamics with chiral anomaly: phases of collective excitations and instabilities,” Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 6, (2019) 065023, arXiv:1711.08450 [hep-th].

[28] N. Yamamoto, “Scaling laws in chiral hydrodynamic turbulence,”

Phys. Rev. D 93 no. 12, (2016) 125016, arXiv:1603.08864 [hep-th]. [29] N. Banerjee, J. Bhattacharya, S. Bhattacharyya, S. Jain, S. Minwalla, and T. Sharma, “Constraints on Fluid Dynamics from Equilibrium Partition Functions,” JHEP 09 (2012) 046, arXiv:1203.3544 [hep-th].

[30] K. Jensen, “Triangle Anomalies, Thermodynamics, and Hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 125017, arXiv:1203.3599 [hep-th].

[31] K. Jensen, P. Kovtun, and A. Ritz, “Chiral conductivities and effective field theory,” JHEP 10 (2013) 186, arXiv:1307.3234 [hep-th].

[32] S. Grozdanov, D. M. Hofman, and N. Iqbal, “Generalized global symmetries and dissipative magnetohydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D95 no. 9, (2017) 096003,

arXiv:1610.07392 [hep-th].

[33] M. Landry and H. Liu, “A systematic formulation of chiral anomalous

magnetohydrodynamics,” To appear.

[34] K. Jensen, M. Kaminski, P. Kovtun, R. Meyer, A. Ritz, and A. Yarom, “Towards hydrodynamics without an entropy current,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012) 101601,

arXiv:1203.3556 [hep-th].

[35] J. Armas and A. Jain, “One-form superfluids & magnetohydrodynamics,” JHEP 01 (2020) 041, arXiv:1811.04913 [hep-th].

[36] N. Iqbal and N. Poovuttikul, “2-group global symmetries, hydrodynamics and holography,”

arXiv:2010.00320 [hep-th].

[37] J. A. Damia, R. Argurio, and L. Tizzano, “Continuous Generalized Symmetries in Three Dimensions,” arXiv:2206.14093 [hep-th].

[38] A. Vilenkin, “Cancellation of equilibrium parity violating currents,”

Phys. Rev. D 22 (1980) 3067–3079.

[39] M. A. Metlitski and A. R. Zhitnitsky, “Anomalous axion interactions and topological currents in dense matter,” Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 045011, arXiv:hep-ph/0505072.

[40] G. M. Newman and D. T. Son, “Response of strongly-interacting matter to magnetic field:

Some exact results,” Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 045006, arXiv:hep-ph/0510049. [41] M. Crossley, P. Glorioso, and H. Liu, “Effective field theory of dissipative fluids,”

arXiv:1511.03646 [hep-th].

[42] P. Glorioso, M. Crossley, and H. Liu, “Effective field theory of dissipative fluids (II): classical limit, dynamical KMS symmetry and entropy current,” JHEP 09 (2017) 096,

arXiv:1701.07817 [hep-th].

[43] F. M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and M. Rangamani, “The eightfold way to dissipation,”

Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 201601, arXiv:1412.1090 [hep-th].

[44] H. Liu and P. Glorioso, “Lectures on non-equilibrium effective field theories and fluctuating hydrodynamics,” PoS TASI2017 (2018) 008, arXiv:1805.09331 [hep-th].

[45] S. Vardhan, S. Grozdanov, S. Leutheusser, and H. Liu, “A new formulation of strong-field magnetohydrodynamics for neutron stars,” arXiv:2207.01636 [astro-ph.HE].

[46] S. Dubovsky, L. Hui, A. Nicolis, and D. T. Son, “Effective field theory for hydrodynamics:

thermodynamics, and the derivative expansion,” Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 085029,

arXiv:1107.0731 [hep-th].

[47] P. Glorioso, H. Liu, and S. Rajagopal, “Global Anomalies, Discrete Symmetries, and Hydrodynamic Effective Actions,” JHEP 01 (2019) 043, arXiv:1710.03768 [hep-th].

[48] F. M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and M. Rangamani, “Effective actions for anomalous hydrodynamics,” JHEP 03 (2014) 034, arXiv:1312.0610 [hep-th].

[49] S. Dubovsky, L. Hui, and A. Nicolis, “Effective field theory for hydrodynamics:

Wess-Zumino term and anomalies in two spacetime dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D 89 no. 4, (2014) 045016, arXiv:1107.0732 [hep-th].

[50] S. Grozdanov, A. Lucas, and N. Poovuttikul, “Holography and hydrodynamics with weakly broken symmetries,” arXiv:1810.10016 [hep-th].

[51] M. Stephanov and Y. Yin, “Hydrodynamics with parametric slowing down and fluctuations near the critical point,” Phys. Rev. D 98 no. 3, (2018) 036006,

arXiv:1712.10305 [nucl-th].

[52] M. Ammon, S. Grieninger, J. Hernandez, M. Kaminski, R. Koirala, J. Leiber, and J. Wu, “Chiral hydrodynamics in strong external magnetic fields,” JHEP 04 (2021) 078,

arXiv:2012.09183 [hep-th].

[53] A. Gromov, A. Lucas, and R. M. Nandkishore, “Fracton hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. Res. 2 no. 3, (2020) 033124, arXiv:2003.09429 [cond-mat.str-el].

[54] J. Iaconis, A. Lucas, and R. Nandkishore, “Multipole conservation laws and subdiffusion in any dimension,” Physical Review E 103 no. 2, (2021) 022142.

[55] J. De Nardis, S. Gopalakrishnan, R. Vasseur, and B. Ware, “Subdiffusive hydrodynamics of nearly integrable anisotropic spin chains,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 119 no. 34, (2022) e2202823119.

[56] A. Das, R. Gregory, and N. Iqbal, “Higher-form symmetries, anomalous

magnetohydrodynamics, and holography,” arXiv:2205.03619 [hep-th]. [57] D. G. Figueroa and M. Shaposhnikov, “Anomalous non-conservation of fermion/chiral number in Abelian gauge theories at finite temperature,” JHEP 04 (2018) 26,

arXiv:1707.09967 [hep-ph].

[58] D. G. Figueroa, A. Florio, and M. Shaposhnikov, “Chiral charge dynamics in Abelian gauge theories at finite temperature,” JHEP 10 (2019) 142, arXiv:1904.11892 [hep-th].

[59] M. Peskin and D. Schroeder, An Introduction to Quantum Field Theory. Westview Press, Chicago, 1995.

[60] P. Kovtun, “Thermodynamics of polarized relativistic matter,” JHEP 07 (2016) 028,

arXiv:1606.01226 [hep-th].

[61] K. Jensen, R. Loganayagam, and A. Yarom, “Anomaly inflow and thermal equilibrium,” JHEP 05 (2014) 134, arXiv:1310.7024 [hep-th].

[62] D. Gaiotto, A. Kapustin, N. Seiberg, and B. Willett, “Generalized Global Symmetries,” JHEP 02 (2015) 172, arXiv:1412.5148 [hep-th].

[63] P.-S. Hsin, H. T. Lam, and N. Seiberg, “Comments on One-Form Global Symmetries and Their Gauging in 3d and 4d,” SciPost Phys. 6 no. 3, (2019) 039,

arXiv:1812.04716 [hep-th].