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Relativistic gravitational anomalies lead to anomalous transport coefficients that can be activated
at finite temperature in hydrodynamic and condensed matter systems with gapless, linearly dispers-
ing fermions. One is the chiral vortical effect (CVE), an anomalous chiral current along the system’s
rotation axis, expressed in terms of a gravimagnetic field in a rotating frame and a mixed gravita-
tional anomaly. Another one arises in the presence of hydrodynamically independent frame fields
(and spin-connection) and leads to the thermal chiral torsional effect (CTE). We discuss the relation
of CVE, CTE and gravitational anomalies for relativistic fermions from the perspective of non-zero
torsion and the Nieh-Yan anomaly. The DC transport coefficient induced by the two gravitational
anomalies are found to be closely related and equal. At level of linear response, their difference is
demarcated whether or not torsion is non-zero and the existence of non-metric degrees of freedom in
the hydrodynamic constitutive relations (with sources). In particular, the relativistic anomaly from
torsion is well defined, since instead of a removable ultraviolet (UV) divergent term, the (usually
IR) chemical potential or temperature scales enter. This is closely related to the CVE from the
4th order R2-gravitational anomaly and its appearance already in linear response. At the same
time, the torsional anomaly is 2nd order in gradients and directly contributes in linear response for
CTE, implying also the same for CVE. We clarify this and the hydrodynamic relations leading to
the torsional contribution when the currents depend on the frame fields and connection instead of
the metric. As an example where the two anomalies are sourced independently, we consider chiral
p + ip Weyl superfluids and superconductors at finite temperature. At low-energies in the linear
approximation, the system is effectively relativistic along a special anisotropy axis. The hydrody-
namics is governed by two velocities, normal velocity vn and superfluid velocity vs. The existence
of the two thermal anomalies in the condensate follows from the normal component rotation and
the dependence of the momentum density on the superfluid velocity (order parameter). In the CVE
the chiral current is produced by the solid body rotation of the normal component with (angular)
velocity vn = Ω × r. In the CTE, a chiral current is produced by the vorticity of the superfluid
velocity ∇× vs, which in the low-energy quasirelativistic effective theory plays the role of gravita-
tional torsion from the order parameter. In thermal equilibrium, 〈〈∇ × vs〉〉 = 2Ω on average and
the two gravitational anomaly currents cancel each other. This is an example of the Bloch theorem
for axial currents, prohibiting finite current in equilibrium, now satisfied as the cancellation of two
gravitational anomalies with independent sources: gravimagnetic rotation field and effective con-
densate torsion from vs. Although the latter represents physically the superfluid vorticity, similar
to the CVE, in the low-energy quasirelativistic theory it arises from effective torsion for the normal
component chiral fermions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Consequences and implications of field theoretic
quantum anomalies1–6 in the low-energy hydrody-
namic transport in chiral media have recently at-
tracted considerable interest with applications span-
ning ultrarelativistic quark-gluon plasmas in heavy-ion
collisions7–11, holographic phenomenology12–15 as well
as topological materials with protected quasirelativis-
tic chiral fermions including semimetals, superfluids and
superconductors17–40.

The quantum field theoretic anomalies are in four di-
mensions defined by triangle diagrams with gauge and
gravitational vertices and in the low-energy hydrody-
namic regime lead to the chiral magnetic (CME) and chi-
ral vortical effects (CVE) at non-zero chemical potential
and temperature7,10,41,42: The CME is a chiral current
along magnetic field at finite chemical potential(s), while

the CVE involves a chiral current induced by hydrody-
namic fluid flow with non-zero vorticity, e.g. the angular
momentum of a rotating chiral system. Intuitively speak-
ing, the CME is based on the analogy of (chiral) chemical
potential with (chiral) temporal gauge fields, whereas the
CVE rests in addition to the analogy of rotating frames
to (tidal) gravitational forces.

A physically transparent way to find such transport
coefficients is the requirement of positive entropy cur-
rent in the presence of anomalous sources, in accordance
with the second law of thermodynamics43. On the other
hand, resting on the analogy with gravity, the appear-
ance of the static, equilibrium anomaly transport coef-
ficients can be organized as an order-by-order deriva-
tive expansion of the hydrodynamic conservation laws
on non-trivial geometric backgrounds with sources44–47.
The gravitational (i.e. thermal39,48) CVE anomaly cur-
rent at linear order in response has been related to the
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gravitational anomalies15,47,49 that, at least naively, ap-
pear only at higher-orders in the hydrodynamic gradient
expansion. The precise way how higher-order anomalies
can contribute to the transport has lead to many useful
insights about relativistic and non-relativistic hydrody-
namics, e.g.50–58.

In a more recent development, there has been re-
newed interest in the field theoretic and hydrodynamic
anomalies with non-zero torsion (and relatedly, so-called
pseudo gauge fields) in systems with independent frame
fields and connection, in contrast to the metric. Sev-
eral authors have considered non-zero torsional transport
coefficients, given some assumptions beyond standard
relativistic field theory and/or finite chemical potential
and temperature59–78. The independent gravitational
anomaly term from torsion79–81, the Nieh-Yan anomaly
term82–87, is special in that it’s 2nd order in the gradients,
in contrast to the 4th mixed R2 gravitational anomaly
from topological anomaly polynomials, and appears with
a dimensionful scale parameter that is, apparently, non-
universal and unquantized. With considerable past and
more recent history, many authors have argued for and
against this term with varying and contrasting results,
especially whether a dimensionful ultraviolet (UV) scale
can appear in the anomaly coefficient. Here we are con-
tend to remark that this term is bound to vanish in rel-
ativistic systems, since there is a counter term available
that breaks no additional symmetries, while apriori such
a term is possible in non-relativistic systems with a cut-
off scale to low-energy chiral transport and fermions. See
the experimental identification of this chiral anomaly17,19

and how it can be matched consistently with the torsional
anomaly both at zero and finite temperatures66,71.

Notwithstanding, both the relativistic and non-
relativistic torsional anomalies can appear with the (usu-
ally) infrared (IR) temperature scale or chemical poten-
tials, similarly to the gravitational contribution to the
CVE and we focus here on these terms. Moreover, such
a finite temperature (chemical potential) term can be
“universal” as it rest on the anomaly related quantum
statistical properties, with the same caveats as the hy-
drodynamic CVE (CME). In this paper we discuss the
chiral torsional effect (CTE) from the perspective of the
analogy and similarity with CVE in relativistic systems
with chiral fermions. We find that the coefficient is non-
zero and directly related to that of the CVE (at the level
of linear response), and, in accordance with the previ-
ous results found with e.g. the simple Landau level ap-
proach to chiral torsional anomalies. In particular, re-
cent papers39,76 finding no torsional contribution can be
easily incorporated with our framework by noting that
when computing the linear response around flat space,
torsion has been actually set to zero with only non-zero
metric variations. This is equivalent to whether or not
frame fields and torsion appear in the hydrodynamics
and needs to be separately addressed at the level of the
constitutive relations in the presence of sources. Never-
theless, we find non-zero transport coefficients in the case

torsionful sources do appear.
Although a relativistic system (or gravity88) with tor-

sion remains to be identified in the real world, we note
that geometric torsion has been found to be inherent in
the hydrodynamics of many condensed matter systems,
including elasticity, see e.g.89–93, topological quantum
Hall and paired systems66,94,95, semimetals59–61,64,68,
crystalline insulators96,97 and in general non-relativistic
Newton-Cartan spacetimes98–100. As an example of
the difference and similarities of the two independent
anomaly sources, we discuss the two anomalies in a ro-
tating chiral (non-relativistic) p + ip Weyl superfluid
or superconductor with a normal component and vor-
tex lattice with vorticity and low-energy effective tor-
sion, respectively. This gapless system is not strictly
relativistic101 but instead, at low-energies, described by
spatially anisotropic Newton-Cartan geometry that iden-
tifies the origin of the effective torsionful quasiparticle
geometry in terms of the more directly familiar indepen-
dent hydrodynamic variables and symmetries. However,
in the linear approximation, the low-energy theory satis-
fies effective (local) Lorentz invariance along the special
anisotropy direction, therefore the ingredients for (rela-
tivistic) CVE and CTE can be applied if the rotation,
vorticity and torsion are along this special axis.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec.

II we review the CVE and chiral anomaly. In Sec. III
we discuss the gravitational anomaly perspective of CVE
and CTE. Sec. IV presents the Kubo formula argument
for CTE and its relation to CVE. Sec. V discusses the
cancellation of CVE and CTE in rotating chiral p + ip
Weyl condensates. Conclusions and Outlook end the pa-
per with an Appendix containing geometric formulas.

II. CHIRAL ANOMALY, CHIRAL MAGNETIC

AND VORTICAL EFFECTS

To set the notation and introduce the anomalous cur-
rents, we consider the low-energy, effective hydrodynamic
theory relativistic Dirac fermions in a chemical potential
of a low-energy hydrodynamic fluid, γ0µ→ γµµuµ

51,

Shydro[ψ, ψ
†] =

∫

d4x ψγµi(∂µ − iqAµ) + µψγµuµψ.

(1)

Here uµ is a local velocity field for a fluid element in its
rest frame, uµuµ = 1, a generalized chemical potential
in the low-energy effective hydrodynamical theory. As is
obvious, uµ enters similarly as a U(1) gauge field,

δS

δuµ
= µψγµψ = µJµ. (2)

Relativistically, the uµ couples to µJµ with units of
(energy-)momentum. The fermions are massless and can-
not equilibrate with the low-energy fluid velocity uµ: The
presence of the low-energy background fluid uµ singles
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out a preferred frame. Similarly, one can introduce an
axial chemical potential µ5γ

5 velocity field µ5u5µγ
5.

For now, we set µ = µ5 = µχ/2 and focus on single
right-handed fermion χ = +1 with a global (and local)
U(1). Calculating the anomalous current of (1), loosely
via the implied substitution qAµ → qAµ+µuµ, we arrive
to

Jµ
χ =

ǫµνλρ

8π2
(eAν + µuν)(e∂λAρ + µ∂λuρ). (3)

The gauge-invariant cross terms give the CME, e.g. in
the simplest case when uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0). Setting Aµ = 0,
we obtain the chiral vortical effect (at T = 0 and to lowest
order in µ)

Jµ
χ = cχ

µ2
χ

8π2
ǫµνλρuν∂λuρ, (4)

where cχ = +1 is the coefficient of the chiral U(1)
anomaly for right-handed fermions.

III. MIXED GRAVITATIONAL AND

TORSIONAL ANOMALIES

On the other hand, we can consider gravitational ac-
tion of Dirac fermions, understood as an effective action
in the hydrodynamic regime around a near-equilibrium
background with sources,

Sgrav[ψ, ψ] =

∫

d4xe ψeµaγ
ai(∂µ − i

2
ωµabγ

ab)ψ (5)

where gµν = eaµe
b
νη

ab in terms of the tetrad, eµa the in-

verse and ωµabγ
ab, γab = i

4 [γ
a, γb], is the spin-connection

in the spin 1/2⊕ 1/2 Weyl-representation. We consider
two cases here: when Seff = Sgrav[gµν ] depends only on
the metric gµν and when Seff = Sgrav[e

a, ω̂µ] depends on
eaµ and ω̂µ independently. To compare with Sgrav with
Shydro, we set gµν = ηµν + hµν , where hµν is small per-
turbation,

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν = dt2 − 2u · dxdt− dx2

and −ui = hti is a small velocity. In terms of
tetrads/vierbein gµν = ηabe

a
µe

b
ν ,

e0µ = (1,−u), emµ = δmµ

eµ0 = (1, 0), eµm = (um, δ
µ
m). (6)

The torsion free spin-connection corresponding to this
variation is collected in the Appendix. With non-
zero torsion, the connection is different. In terms of
variations99

δS =

∫

d4x e[T̃ µ
a δeaµ + sµabδω

ab
µ ]

=

∫

d4x e[T µ
a δeaµ + sµabδK

ab
µ ] (7)

=

∫

d4x e[T µ
a δeaµ + S µν

a δT a
µν ]

where

T̃ µ
a =

1

e

δS

δebν
, sµab =

1

e

δS

δωab
µ

, (8)

are the tetrad energy-momentum and (intrinsic) spin cur-
rents. The Ka

µb = (ω − ω̊)aµb is the contorsion tensor,
ω̊µ the Christoffel connection fully determined by eaµ and

S µν
a = 1

2ηabe
b
λ(s

µνλ − sνλµ − sλµν). The T̃ a
µ and T a

µ

differ by torsion and spin-current terms99. The different
variations arise when either ea and ωab are treated inde-
pendent, the ea and Kab or, finally, ea and T a. We shall
see blelow that around flat space, the different variations
of (7) are simply related.
These variations replace the metric variation with fixed

connection torsion free connection

δS =

∫

d4x e
1

2
T µνδgµν (9)

where T µν = 1
2 (e

µ
aT

aν +eνaT
aµ) is the symmetric energy-

momentum tensor and δgµν = eaµδeνa + eaνδeµa the sym-
metric variation. We have assumed that the Lorentz-
anomaly vanishes and T a

µ can be made symmetric, see
Sec. VI for discussions.

A. Gravitational anomaly

The hydrodynamic effective action Sgrav contains only
gravitational (geometric) fields. Now, to the lowest order
in the absence of torsion, the mixed chiral-gravitational
anomaly is given as

∇µJ
µ
χ =

dχ
768π2

eµνλρRα
βµνR

β
αλρ . (10)

For single right-handed chiral fermion with global U(1),
dχ = 1. This leads to the chiral vortical effect:

Jµ
χ = dχ

T 2

24
ωµ, ωµ = ǫµνλρuν∂λuρ . (11)

The chiral vortical effect and mixed gravitational
anomaly have the same coefficient, which follows
from free theory and holographic examples, see e.g.
Ref.15,16,50,54 and references therein. Above, we dis-
cussed this anomalous current induced by chemical po-
tential from the chiral anomaly with coefficient cχµ

2, be-
low the ∝ T 2 term with coefficient dχ is discussed via the
response to δgti around flat space and its relation to the
torsional anomaly. The connection is reviewed below at
level of linear response Kubo formula for free fermions.

B. Chiral torsional effect and Nieh-Yan

gravitational anomaly

There is also the chiral torsional effect (CTE)69,70 from
the mixed chiral-torsional anomaly (thermal Nieh-Yan
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anomaly71–74):

Jµ
5 = −tχ

T 2

48
ǫµνλρe0νT

0
λρ, (12)

Here tχ = dχ = 1 for a right-handed fermion, as is dis-

cussed below. In linear response, Jk
5 = tχ

T 2

48 ǫ
kijT 0

ij . The
connection to CVE follows in the simplest terms via the
identification uµ = uae

a
µ = e0µ, where ua = (1, 0, 0, 0).

Whence the CVE becomes

ǫµνλρuν∂λuρ = ǫµνλρuaube
a
ν∂λe

b
ρ = ǫµνλρe0ν∂λe

0
ρ. (13)

Relativistically uµu
µ = uaua = 1 and in the fluid rest

frame ua = (1, 0, 0, 0). We note that non-relativistically,
one usually fixes the time-like one form ua = (1, 0, 0, 0)
as the Newtonian clock form, whereas the velocity ua =
(1,u) is independent with spatial vorticity ∇× u.

IV. TORSIONAL KUBO FORMULA AND

CURRENTS

A. Kubo formula with torsion

Building on the earlier and recent work, let us present
the Kubo formula for the CVE and derive from thereon
its version with non-zero torsion. The CVE current is

Jµ
χ = σV

χ ǫ
µνλρuν∂λuρ (14)

where σV
χ is the chiral vortical conductivity. For ap-

plications, we are interested in the axial current J5 =
∑

χ χJχ = J+ − J−. Since uλ = htλ = (1, ui), its Kubo

formula reads (no sum over m)

σV
χ = lim

k→0

iǫijm
2km

〈J i
χT

tj〉(k)ω=0 (15)

where δS =
∫

d4x
√−gT tλhtλ. This is evaluated as

σV
χ = lim

k→0

iǫijm
2km

(16)

×
∫

d4k eik·(x−x′)θ(t− t′)〈[J i
χ(x), T

tj(x′)]〉ω=0.

This correllator was computed in15 for free fermions.

It is composed of two terms, σV
χ = σT̃

(0j) + σT̃
j0,

where we defined the torsional conductivity σT̃
(aµ) =

limk→0 iǫijm(km)−1〈[J i
χ, T̃

aµ]〉ω=0. This follows directly
from

T tj =
i

2
ψ(γ0∂j + γj∂t)ψ

=
1

2
(et0T̃

0
ig

ij + ejmT̃
m
t g

tt) (17)

=
1

2
(T̃ 0j + T̃ jt).

We make no distinction between the indices, as in linear
response eµa = δµa , g

µν = ηµν , and

T̃ a
µ :=

1

e

δS

δeµa

∣

∣

∣

∣

ω̂µ

= −ebµeνaT̃ ν
b . (18)

When torsion vanishes, we should use T 0j corresponding
to the metric variation δgµν = hµν , while for non-zero

torsion we should use T̃ µ
a and δeaµ. We now focus explic-

itly on the latter case with torsion.
The vacuum subtracted, finite result for of both

static correlators involving T̃ 0j and T̃ jt turns out to be
identical15,41, as k → 0 and nF (x) the Fermi distribution,

σT̃
(0j) = σT̃

(jt) =
1

8π2

∫ ∞

0

dqq[nF (q + µ) + nF (q − µ)]

=
µ2
χ

8π2
+
T 2

24
. (19)

From the definitions of T̃ a
µ and T̃ ν

b , evaluated on the

background (6) with non-trivial e0µ, this translates to

Jµ
χ = σT̃

(0i)ǫ
µνλρe0ν∂λe

0
ρ =

σT̃

2
ǫµνλρe0νT

0
λρ (20)

where σT̃ = cχ
µ2

χ

8π2 + dχ
T 2

24 .
We note that precisely the same distribution integral

for σT̃
(aµ) as in (19) was found utilizing the Landau level

approach68, there just with non-trivial spatial emµ , as ap-

plied to finite temperatures71,73. In hindsight, the same
conclusion follows of course trivially from the CVE with
e0i = ui and the assumption that torsion is non-zero (i.e.
ω̂µ = 0). This connection was first utilized in69. The
main result of76 is that

σV
5 (µ = µ5 = 0) = Tr(TA)R − Tr(TA)L = dA (21)

is the gravitational anomaly coefficient for Nf fermions
with TA the generators of a global symmetry G. For
a pair of U(1)χ Weyl fermions with opposite chirality

χ = ±1, we recover the axial σT̃
5 = σV

5 =
µ2+µ2

5

4π2 + T 2

12 , see
below.
In linear response around flat spacetime, the chiral vor-

tical and torsional responses are simply related with dis-
tinction only in the chosen hydrodynamic degrees of free-
dom (metric vs. tetrad and connection). Nevertheless,

the non-zero quantities σT̃
(aµ) in the correlation function

of the Kubo formula show explicitly that on torsional
backgrounds, the NY form contributes to the current
with the same DC coefficient. If torsion vanishes and
T̃ a

µ is symmetric, the CVE formula is recovered. This
is equivalent to that only T µν and the metric gµν enter
the response or more generally the hydrodynamic con-
stitutive relations with sources. In contrast, on torsional
backgrounds, T̃ µ

a and eaµ are the appropriate (hydrody-
namic) variables and sources.
This completes our review of the Kubo formula with

(and without) torsion. Next we discuss the connection
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of these results to the arguments of76, and in contrast
find explicit torsional currents in correspondence with

the finite σT̃ .

B. Chiral torsional currents

The above Kubo formula can be used to compute the
response to torsion. Following76, let us do non-zero vari-
ations of torsion in two independent ways: i) First vary-
ing the connection, holding the spin-connection fixed and
then ii) keeping the spin-connection fixed, varying only
the tetrad. This variations correspond to the indepen-
dent variables corresponding to the first two torsionful
variations in (7). Throughout, we will keep all other
sources absent, so that the current is zero only if torsion
does not contribute.
i) In this case δω is the only non-zero variation. Since

the tetrad is fixed, the spin-connection is then exclu-
sively (con)torsional and contributes only through an ax-
ial term from totatally antisymmetric torsion.
In more detail, the NY form is given as δ(ea ∧ T a) =

ea∧ δT a = ea∧ωa
b∧ eb, with δω contributing as effective

δA5, see e.g.85,

∇µ = ∂µ − iγ5
1

8
ǫ νρλ
µ δTνλρ ≡ ∂µ + iγ5δAT

5µ. (22)

In particular, for space like antisymmetric torsion, from
terms with δAT

5t, where the superscript reminds that this
axial field originates from variation of (con)torsion not

a gauge field or chemical potential. The result is that
torsion contributes to the current ⋆J5 = σT ea ∧ T a with
the coefficient:

J t
5 = σT

5 δA
Tt
5

=
1

8
σT
5 δ(ǫ

tijkTijk) (23)

= −1

4
σT
5 ⋆ (em ∧ δTm)t

where the last line defines the one form dual of the three
form ea ∧ T a, equal to em ∧ Tm in linear response. The
current is exclusively from the torsional NY term. It
vanishes if torsion is zero. With the relations (23) and
(22), the coeffiecient is found easily using

1

4
σT
5 =

1

4
〈J t

5J
t
5〉 =

1

4

dρ

dµT
5

=
µ2 + µ2

5

4π2
+
T 2

12
. (24)

equal to (19), now with space-like torsion. In contradis-

tinction with Eqs. (23) and (24), the quantity dρ
dµT

5

was

not included in coefficients cT⊥ in Eq. 21 of76. In ad-
dition, the various coefficients in Eqs. 28-33 of Ref.76

are different to (22) and contain zeroth order variations
from uµ. But the current with coefficient equal to the

charge susceptibility dρ
dµT

5

arises solely from torsion in the

absence of other sources. See also77.

Of course, the fact that variation of δµ5 ∼ δAt
5 is re-

lated to torsion follows from (22) and this is the reason
that the transport coefficient σ5 with chiral anomaly U(1)
contribution arises. This was merely due to a convenient
way to compute the response: The background varia-
tion of J t

5 for δAt
5 ∼ µ5 with gauge fields is physically

distinct from the (con)torsionful variation δωa
b ∼ δT a.

In the former, the background has no torsion, just a
source of A5, and, in the latter non-zero torsion is the
only non-vanishing source. In particular, there is no vor-
ticity du = 0, since δua = δea = 0. From the compu-
tation of CVE, the relation of the two responses is cor-
rect at the level of the linear response. The gravitational
anomaly term ∝ T 2 is “explained” by the contorsionful
spin-connection δω̂. When both µ, µ5 is non-zero, the
hydrodynamics for a consistent (gauge invariant) theory
need to be solved in addition, but the problematic vector-
like terms are distinct from those above.
ii) Now the second independent linear response varia-

tion with torsion. Here we take the one-form e0 = e0µdx
µ.

In general, ea (or ea) are varied with everything else fixed ;
in particular ω̂µ = 0 and constant ua = (1, 0, 0, 0).
These conditions set δT 0 = de0 6= 0. Now u = uae

a =
u0e

0. Then, following69,76,

⋆J5 = cvu ∧ du = cv(u0e
0) ∧ d(u0e0) (25)

= cvu
2
0e

0 ∧ de0 = cve0 ∧ de0 = cve0 ∧ δT 0. (26)

Again, one should assign this term exclusively to the
background vierbein; it is linear in torsion and variation
δu changes as function of δe0i only. This is the result origi-
nally by Khaidukov and Zubkov69. The consistent choice
is δua = 0 in order to compute the exclusively torsional
response probing non-zero δT 0; in the notation of76, the
argument gives simply cT‖ = cv but not “cT‖ = 0”.
The above variation ii) is essentially the same argu-

ment about the connection of CVE to torsional current
as the direct evaluation of the Kubo formula in (19) with
non-trivial e0. Combining the results i) and ii), we obtain
the Kubo formula result (19). On the other hand, if the
take the variation of the metric in terms of uµ = htµ to
linear order, it is impossible to maintain independently
at the same time δω̂µ 6= 0 and δeaµ = 0 (δua 6= 0) or
vice versa, although the variations are related in linear
response. Note that it is possible to consider the trans-
formation to the rotating frame via the non-homogenous
coordinate shift δΓλ

µρ
56, but this cancelled in δωa

µb up to
local Lorentz rotations. Similarly, from the identification
of P i with T

0
i or T

ti, the momentum cannot be indepen-
denty sourced with eai and ui. The latter was exclusively
used in76, see Eqs. (2), (8), (9). On the other hand, the
variation δgµν = htµ = uµ with zero torsion produces the
CVE with variations conjugate to momenta T ti, Eq. (9).
This completes the detailed comparison of the Kubo

formulas and chiral responses with and without torsion.
To conclude, in our view, some of the conclusions of76

(see also39) regarding torsion are not correct. In particu-
lar, torsion leads to non-vanishing, independent currents
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with similar DC anomaly coefficients as for CVE. We
have obtained the response in terms of explicit torsional
currents, equivalent to results of previous work, utilizing
the same linear response Kubo formulas. The only case
when torsion does not contribute, is when it vanishes for
the background (as is the case for the original Kubo for-
mula computations). Again, it is a separate problem to
ascribe the hydrodynamic degrees of freedom and con-
stitutive relations with sources for a particular problem
of chiral fermions and transport. Our results simply says
that when torsion (i.e. tetrad and connection) is an inde-
pendent hydrodynamic source variable, it activates chiral
currents at finite chemical potential and temperature in
relativistic systems. If only the metric enters, the re-
sponse in terms of the CVE follows.

V. TWO GRAVITATIONAL ANOMALIES IN

CHIRAL WEYL CONDENSATES

Let us now discuss CVE and CTE in terms of a system
where we believe both anomalies can be sourced indepen-
dently: non-relativistic, chiral p + ip paired condensate
with Weyl quasiparticles at gap nodes. We note that
while superficially both originate anomaly terms from ei-
ther normal component or condensate vorticity, the ar-
guments we presented above are of course independent
of this property. For more discussion, see Sec. VI.

A. Relativistic low-energy theory

We derive the low-energy theory for the normal compo-
nent Bogoliubov fermions and the superfluid in a rotating
vessel19. In rotating vessel, the normal component un-
dergoes solid body rotation with vn = Ω × r, which in
equilibrium is cancelled by a vortex lattice with spatially
averaged 〈〈vs〉〉 = vn over the unit cell.
Galilean transformations are x → x + vt. The super-

fluid free energy transforms as19

f → f [ρs, l,vs] + gs · v (27)

under small transformations v. Here for the chiral p-

wave ∆ = ∆0(m̂+ in̂) and l̂ = m̂× n̂. The total mass
current g = gs+gn transforms as g → g+ρv, leading to
ρn = ρ1− ρs. The quasiparticles are governed by [i∂t −
HBdG(k)]ψ with the Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian

HBdG(k) =

(

ǫ(k) 1
2{k,∆}

1
2{k,∆

∗} −ǫ(−k)

)

(28)

where ǫ(k) is the normal state dispersion counted from
the Fermi kF and the brackets {a, b} = ab+ ba preserve
hermiticity with (weakly) coordinate dependent param-
eters. We assume equal spin-pairing and suppress spin
indices. At the nodes E±kF l̂

= 0 are two Majorana-

Weyl nodes (with spin degeneracy). The quasiparticles

are momentum eigenstates transforming under Galilean
boost as,

Ek(v) = Ek + k · v. (29)

More generally, the normal state fermions transforms
Ψ(x, t) → eimv·xΨ(x + vt, t), to lowest order in v,
so the Bogoliubov fermions transform as ψ(x, t) →
eim(v·x−µt)τ0

ψ(x − vt, t). We generalize this to slowly-
varying∆(x, t) and local transformations µ,v in the gra-
dient expansion, leading to the linearized i∂t−HBdG close

to kF l̂ as

τaeµaDµψ = τaeµa [∂µ − iω̂µ]ψ = 0, (30)

where we redefined ψ → e−1/2ψ and ω̂µ = 1
2ω

ab
µ τab =

ω12
µ [τ1, τ2]/2 = m(−µ,v)τ3. The (torsionful) BdG spin-

connection is a Galilean boost connection with respect
to the Newtonian time, which for the BdG quasiparti-
cles acquires the form of a relativistic spin-1/2 connec-
tion in the 12-plane. This spin-connection coincides with
the combined p+ ip gauge symmetry U(1)L3−N/2

66. We

note that using the anisotropic Newton-Cartan data68, it
can be equivalently written as the sum of a mass-current

gauge field and a l̂-orthogonal Christoffel connection (sin-
gular in the presence of vortices). The spin-connection
is not needed here apart from the natural emergence of

non-zero torsion along l̂-direction66–68.
In summary, the (inverse) tetrads from (28) and (30)

are the linear expansion coefficients

eµ0 = (1,−v), eµ1 = (0, c⊥m̂),

eµ2 = (0, c⊥n̂), eµ3 = (0, c‖l̂), (31)

where c⊥ = ∆0/kF and c‖ = vF . Inverting this, we
obtain

eµ0 = (1, 0); eµ1 = c⊥(m̂ · v, m̂),

eµ2 = c⊥(n̂ · v, n̂), eµ3 = c‖(̂l · v, l̂). (32)

There is the preferred (superfluid)frame where the nor-
mal component quasiparticles are at rest vn = 0, i.e.
v = −vs. The metric is secondary, and determines the
shape of the linear Weyl dispersion (30).

B. Cancellation of vortical and torsional anomaly

currents

In rotating chiral Wey superfluid/superconductor (e.g.
3He-A) with two components, normal and superfluid:

vn = u = Ω× r, Ω =
1

2
ω, (33)

This produces the normal component CVE current J5 ∝
Ω from the CVE102, via the Greens function identity41,56

Gvn
(x,x′, k0) = e−

i
2
Ω3Σ3∂k0Gvn=0(x,x

′, k0) (34)
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where k0 is the frequency, Σ3 the spin-1/2 rotation ma-

trix along l̂ and we have specialized to Ω = Ω3l̂, so that
the system is effectively relativistic to linear order in k.
On the other hand, from the BdG Hamiltonian to the

linear order in vs, following
66, the geometry (31) induced

by the superfluid background is torsionful. We set µ =

µs = 0, v = −vs with ∂µl̂ = ∂µm̂ = ∂µn̂ = 0 and obtain
the spatial torsion

(⋆ea ∧ Ta)k =
1

c2⊥
ǫkijtemi ∂je

m
t +O(v2

s)

= − 1

c2⊥
ǫkij∂ivsj , m = 1, 2. (35)

where the terms l̂ · vs = 0 for the assumed vortex lattice
configuration, see the discussion below in Sec. VI. Note
that this term is subleading in gradients compared to66

but needs to be included, since ∇× vn = Ω is non-zero.
The combination of two gravitational anomalies gives

CTE + CVE:

Jµ
5 =

T 2

12
ǫµνλρ

[

1

2
ηabe

a
νT

b
λρ + uν∂λuρ

]

(36)

=
T 2

12c2⊥
(∇× vs − 2Ω) .

In the equilibrium state in the rotating cryostat, the
vortex lattice has spatially averaged vorticity 〈〈∇ ×
vs〉〉 = 2Ω, which corresponds to 〈〈vs〉〉 = vn = Ω × r

in equilibrium. That is why in the thermodynamic equi-
librium the two anomalies cancel each other, 〈〈J5〉〉 = 0.
The local currents exist in the vortex lattice, ∇ × vs −
〈〈∇× vs〉〉 6= 0. But the total current along the rotation
axis is zero.
This demonstrates that a thermal version of the Bloch

theorem103, i.e. the absence of particle current in equi-
librium, is applicable to the chiral vortical current (see
e.g. Ref.104 for the axial CVE current in 3He-A). Here
the Bloch theorem is found as the consequence of the
anomaly current cancellation in a chiral condensate with
normal component chiral fermions.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

By extending the hydrodynamic chiral gravitational re-
sponses to non-zero torsion we computed the linear re-
sponse Kubo formula with torsion and clarified the tor-
sionful hydrodynamic variations, uµ, gµν vs. eaµ, ω

a
µb. We

identify a simple reason why the CVE contributes at lin-
ear order with the gravitational T 2 term: it is directly
related to the mixed torsional graviational anomaly with
coefficient tχ = dχ. This complements the earlier
arguments with thermodynamic variations and back-
ground sources formulated in terms of T, µ, ui, gµν uti-
lizing the mixed gravitational R2 anomaly but with-
out torsion. In particular, recent work on anomalous
(non-)relativistic transport with vierbeins53,77 did not

take into account the presence of the Nieh-Yan anomaly
terms, see however67. The results we find with the rel-
ativistic Kubo formulas is in exact agreement with pre-
vious results, including the simple but physically com-
pelling Landau level approach68,73.

The relation of the CTE and CVE is reminiscent of the
gravitional anomalies in general: for example, it is known
that the non-conservation of the energy-momentum ten-
sor is not independent of the Lorentz anomaly (i.e. an-
tisymmetric T ab) and that the anomaly can be shuffled
from one to the other, as well as written in several equiv-
alent forms6. The choice where to place the anomaly
should be made in terms of the independent degrees of
freedom, the Lorentz and torsional anomalies being just
manifestations of the presence of degrees of freedom inde-
pendent from the metric. For hydrodynamic transport,
the essential difference is whether the frame fields and
connection enter the constitutive relations with sources
independently from the metric. In the DC limit both con-
ductivities are equal and constitute two parts: a chemical
potential term µ2 induced by the chiral gauge anomaly
and a T 2 term from the gravitational anomaly. In ret-
rospect, this fits perfectly in to the different ways of un-
derstanding torsion in terms of a momentum dependent
chiral gauge field corresponding to totally antisymmet-
ric torsion. Finally, in order to discern between the two
anomalies one can probe the finite frequency and momen-
tum conductivities, which are different for the CTE and
CVE, since the two independent contributions coincide
only in the DC limit. On the other hand, it is known
that the “anomaly quantization” of the CVE, and there-
fore also the CTE, is only valid to the lowest non-trivial
order O(k2) and that e.g. dynamical gauge fields con-
tribute to the conductivity50.

We discussed the two anomalies in the example of
non-relativistic chiral Weyl superfluids and superconduc-
tors, which in the low-energy approximation have chiral
(Majorana-)Weyl fermions on anisotropic are Newton-
Cartan geometries. Along the anisotropy direction and
linear approximation, the geometry is effectively rela-
tivistic and the relativistic CVE and CTE results can
be applied. The CVE is induced by the rotating normal
component, whereas the torsionful tetrad arises from the
superfluid component with vs. While CTE here superfi-
cially originates from condensate vorticity, we note that,
by Mermin-Ho relations, vs is related in hydrodynam-

ics to the order parameter frame fields eai = {m̂, n̂, l̂},
of which only the l̂ is a well-posed hydrodynamic vari-
able in addition to, µ, T, ρs, ρn,vs,vn (spin is neglected).
The perpendicular m̂, n̂-components contribute to vs

and represent gauge degrees of freedom in terms of
the combined orbital-phase symmetry of the superfluid
(superconductor)19. In the absence of relativistic sys-
tems with torsion, this comparison of the two anomalies
with independent experimentally available sources is the
best we can do. To see the relation of the two anoma-
lies, we had to “bias” vs with vn and go higher order
in gradients as compared to66. In this case, the absence
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of chiral currents in equilibrium is obtained by the can-
cellation of the two anomaly currents, spatially averaged
over the (unit cell) of the vortex lattice. To maintain the
validity of the relativistic approximation with spin-1/2

chiral fermions, we considered the case where l̂ is con-
stant and along rotation axis Ω, corresponding to pure
phase vortices105.

In real rotating chiral superfluid 3He-A, the vortex lat-
tice is created by quenching the critical rotation veloc-
ity whereby many different vortex lattices form quasi-
equilibrium thermal states, with barriers exceeding 5 or-
der of magnitudes compared to T . It is therefore ex-
pected that the anomaly can be “transferred” between

the l̂-vector, vs and vn components of the superfluid and
this choice is not gauge independent. It would be in-
teresting to study this non-relativistic problem from the
geometrical perspective. There is no particular hydrody-
namical reason to restrict to low angular velocities, tem-
peratures (compared to Tc), chemical potentials, where
relativistically, to higher orders41,56

J5 =

(

µ2

4π2
+
T 2

12
+

Ω2

48π2
− R

96π2

)

Ω+ . . . (37)

with R the scalar curvature in the plane perpendicular
to Ω. Even better, the higher-order terms should be
worked out in detail in terms of the full non-relativistic
geometry and compared to the low-energy (relativistic)
results and the regime of validity of the chiral transport
with Weyl fermions, including torsion74. The ensuing
effective hydrodynamic actions for the Goldstones should
be worked out in detail.

On this note, we here for conceptual (and
calculational41,56) clarity interpreted the CVE ex-
clusively from the rotation Ω in the preferred frame with
torsion. For consistency of the background, the CTE
and CVE should be possible to understand solely in
terms of the tetrad/metric, where the both CVE source
vn and (torsionful) vs tetrad directly contribute. In case
of torsion, metric variations are superseded by those
corresponding to the tetrad and connection. Moreover,
Galilean invariance immediately suggests that vs − vn

should enter as the non-trivial component. Moreover,
the non-relativistic extension of CTE could explain
the T = 0 anomalous angular momentum terms in the
chiral p + ip system102. Other non-relativistic systems
where torsion is directly relevant are Weyl semimetals
with dislocations: in the continuum approximation, the
dislocation density arises from the torsion of globally
non-trivial tetrad variation δeaµ = ∂µu

a, where ua is now
the elastic displacement. In the case where ua is globally
continuous, the non-trivial field strength needed for
tetrads (or strain pseudo gauge fields) vanishes. In fact,
T a
µν is equivalent to “spatial vorticity” of the ua from

dislocations and the findings of this paper can be applied
with minimum alterations to axially twisted semimetals.
What is missing is the spatial analogy to the static,
equilibrium CVE and CTE is expected to play its role.

In addition to twisting, the corresponding bias for dislo-
cations could be the real geometry/gravitational field, in
the absence of rotation106. Nevertheless, see38 for some
recent considerations of the anomalous transport and
CME without dislocations (and therefore no effective
torsion).
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Appendix A: Curvature conventions with torsion

We discuss tetrads gµν = eaµe
b
νηab and connections

Γ̂µ, ω̂µ that are metric compatible ∇λgµν = ∇ληab = 0,

∇µe
a
ν = ∂µe

a
ν − Γλ

µνe
a
λ + ωa

µbe
b
ν = 0, (A1)

⇒ ωa
µb = eaλΓ

λ
µνe

ν
b + eaν∂µe

a
ν . (A2)

We can form the well-defined tensor one forms in the tan-
gent space ea = eaµdx

µ and ωa
b = ωa

µbdx
µ that transform

under local Lorentz rotations, the latter as a connection.
The tetrad and connection are a priori independent quan-
tities. and with field strength tensors that transform ho-
mogenously

T a = dea + ωa
µν ∧ eb = 1

2
T a
µνdx

µ ∧ dxν (A3)

Ra
b = dωa

b + ωa
c ∧ ωc

b =
1

2
Ra

µνbdx
µ ∧ dxν (A4)

where in the coordinate basis

T λ
µν = Γλ

µν − Γλ
νµ (A5)

Rλ
µνρ = ∂µΓ

λ
νρ + Γλ

µτΓ
τ
νρ − (µ↔ ν). (A6)

The curvature takes the usual form but depends on tor-
sion through Γλ

µν . Without loss of generality, we can set

Γλ
µν = Γ̊λ

µν +Kλ
µν (A7)

where Kλ
µν = 1

2 (T
λ
µν + T λ

ν µ − T λ
µν ) and Γ̊λ

µν [gµν ] is the
symmetric Christoffel connection fully determined by the
metric (or, equivalently, the tetrad eaµ). The analogous
formula holds for the metric compatible spin-connection
ω̂ = ω̊[ea] + ω̂K .

For torsionful spacetimes the two tensors T a and
Ra

b charaterize the geometry. We can regard ea, ωa
b

as independent but anothere option is to take ea and
(con)torsion T a (Ka

b) as the independent variables. The
corresponding variations are in (7).
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Appendix B: Torsional Nieh-Yan form

The Nieh-Yan form79 is exact and given in terms of
the 3-form with 1-form dual,

ea ∧ T a =
ηab
2
eaµT

b
νλdx

µ ∧ dxν ∧ dxλ, (B1)

⋆ea ∧ T a =
ηab
2
ǫ µνλ
ρ eaµT

b
νλdx

ρ (B2)

which are both (locally) Lorentz invariant tensors and
therefore well-defined, in contrast to standard Chern-
Simon like anomaly currents. The Bianchi identities with
torsion imply that

d(ea ∧ T a) = T a ∧ Ta − ea ∧ eb ∧Rab. (B3)

This is an independent closed curvature invariant form
that vanishes if and only if torsion is zero. See84 for a
discussion on the topological properties of the NY form
and anomaly.

Appendix C: Velocity perturbation

Around flat space, we perturb gµν as gµν = ηµν + hµν .
In the applications to CVE, hti = ui, with all other com-
ponents zero to linear order. The Christoffel connection

Γ̊λµν = gλρΓ̊
ρ
µν changes as

δΓ̊λµν =
1

2
(∂µhλν + ∂νhµλ − ∂λhµν) (C1)

δΓ̊tij =
1

2
(∂ihtj + ∂jhti) (C2)

δΓ̊itj = −1

2
(∂ihtj − ∂jhti) (C3)

δΓ̊itt = ∂thti. (C4)

The spin connection is

δω̊aµb = eaλδΓ̊
λ
µνe

ν
b + eaν∂µe

ν
b (C5)

= δΓ̊aµb + eaν∂µe
ν
b . (C6)

where eaν∂µe
ν
b = δa0∂µumδbm. We get

ω̊0tm = ∂tum, (C7)

ω̊0im =
1

2
(∂ium − ∂mui), (C8)

ω̊mtn =
1

2
(∂mun − ∂num). (C9)

These lead to T a
µν = 0 + O(u2) as expected. In the ab-

sence of torsion, the linear response to ui = h0i is to be
computed with the CVE Kubo formula.
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