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We investigate the role of the chiral anomaly in hydrodynamic and crossover regimes of trans-
port in a Weyl or Dirac semimetal film. We show that the magnetic-field-dependent part of the
electric conductivity in the direction of the magnetic field develops an unusual nonmonotonic de-
pendence on temperature dubbed the anomalous Gurzhi effect. This effect is realized in sufficiently
clean semimetals subject to a classically weak magnetic field where the electron-electron scattering
dominates and the relaxation of the valley-imbalance charge density happens at the boundaries.
Moreover, the conditions for the realization of the conventional Gurzhi effect in hydrodynamic and
crossover regimes of transport in three-dimensional Dirac and Weyl semimetals are determined.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dirac and Weyl semimetals represent a unique class of
crystals where quasiparticles have a relativistic-like linear
dispersion relation in the vicinity of band-touching points
called Dirac points and Weyl nodes [1–3]. To describe the
properties of such materials, it is imperative to use the
corresponding relativistic-like equations, which resemble
those in quantum electrodynamics. This allows us to
realize several exotic effects in solid-state setups. We
focus on one such effect, namely, the chiral anomaly [4, 5].
The chiral anomaly appears as the breakdown of the

classical chiral symmetry via quantum effects. In the ab-
sence of electromagnetic fields, the numbers of left- and
right-handed Weyl fermions are conserved separately.
However, as was shown by Adler, Bell, and Jackiw [4, 5],
the conservation law of chiral (imbalance) charge breaks
down due to the chiral anomaly activated by electric and
magnetic fields. The chiral anomaly in a condensed mat-
ter setting was for the first time probed in superfluid
3He [6]; see, e.g., Ref. [7] for details of chiral anomaly
manifestations in liquid helium. As for solids, it was pre-
dicted in Ref. [8] that the chiral anomaly can affect the
conductivity of materials with a linear dispersion relation
in the vicinity of the band-touching points that are now
known as Weyl semimetals. The chiral anomaly activated
by electric and magnetic fields leads to the pumping of
chiral quasiparticles between the Weyl nodes of opposite
chiralities which results in accumulation of the chiral im-
balance (chiral charge) density. This allows for the chiral
magnetic effect current [9, 10] and, as a result, leads to
the decrease of the resistivity by the magnetic field known
as the “negative” magnetoresistivity phenomenon. Neg-
ative magnetoresistivity was observed in Weyl (transi-
tion metal monopnictides TaAs, NbAs, TaP, and NbP)
and Dirac (Na3Bi, Cd3As2, and ZrTe5) semimetals (see
Refs. [11–15] for reviews on anomalous transport proper-
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ties).
Among several transport regimes, the hydrodynamic

one has recently received significant attention. It is
realized when the electron-electron interactions domi-
nate over the scattering of electrons on impurities and
phonons. The hydrodynamic regime of charge and heat
transport in solids was proposed a long time ago in the
1960s [16–18]. The first experimental signatures of hy-
drodynamic transport were observed only three decades
later in the 1990s in a two-dimensional (2D) electron
gas of high-mobility (Al,Ga)As heterostructures [19, 20].
Among other effects, it was demonstrated that the resis-
tivity decreases with temperature [19, 20] if a hydrody-
namic regime is realized. This phenomenon is known as
the Gurzhi effect [16]. Later, the characteristic inverse-
square dependence of the resistivity on the channel size
was observed in the ultrapure 2D metal palladium cobal-
tate PdCoO2 [21], which agrees with the dependence ex-
pected for the Poiseuille flow of the electron fluid.
The realization of the hydrodynamic regime in

graphene [22–30] had a strong impact on the develop-
ment of electron hydrodynamics in solids [31, 32]. Re-
cently, signatures of the electron hydrodynamics were
also observed in three-dimensional (3D) Dirac and Weyl
semimetals. The experimental observation of the depen-
dence of the electric resistivity on the channel width and
the violation of the Wiedemann-Franz law with the low-
est Lorentz number ever reported indicate the hydrody-
namic transport regime in the Weyl semimetal WP2 [33].
Later, the hydrodynamic profile of electric current was vi-
sualized via stray magnetic fields in the Weyl semimetal
WTe2 [34]. We notice that these observations, however,
do not directly rely on the relativistic-like spectrum of
Weyl semimetals and demonstrate universal properties of
electron hydrodynamics. In addition to Dirac and Weyl
semimetals, strongly correlated systems such as kagome
metals may provide a platform for electron hydrodynam-
ics [35].
Motivated by the recent studies of electron hydrody-

namics, we propose to probe the salient feature of Weyl
and Dirac semimetals, namely, the chiral anomaly ac-
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tivated by an external static magnetic field, in crossover
and hydrodynamic regimes of transport. While the chiral
anomaly and the crossover regimes of transport were con-
sidered before, the corresponding studies were performed
separately. In particular, the role of the chiral anomaly
in a hydrodynamic regime was investigated in Ref. [36]
in a high-energy physics approach; see also Refs. [37–
40] for the hydrodynamic framework for chiral plasmas.
The finite-size effects, however, were not addressed. The
transport properties of 2D systems with relativistic-like
dispersion relation were studied in Ref. [41] in hydrody-
namic and diffusive regimes in the absence of magnetic
fields.

In this work, we combine two active research fields,
namely the chiral anomaly and hydrodynamic transport.
We predict that the part of the electric conductivity de-
termined by the chiral anomaly (anomalous conductiv-
ity) exhibits an analog of the Gurzhi effect dubbed the
anomalous Gurzhi effect. In this case, the conductivity
shows a nonmonotonic behavior with temperature: it de-
creases for small temperatures and grows for large ones.
The anomalous Gurzhi effect has a similar origin to its
conventional counterpart: in the hydrodynamic regime,
the valley-imbalance (chiral) charge density, which quan-
tifies the effect of the chiral anomaly, relaxes primarily
at the boundaries rather than in the bulk. Hence, the
anomalous conductivity is determined by the electron-
electron collisions and the size of the system. Since the
rate of the bulk internode scattering processes that relax
the chiral charge is usually much smaller than that for the
intranode ones, see, e.g., Refs. [42, 43], we expect that the
anomalous Gurzhi effect should be easier to realize than
the standard Gurzhi effect. As for the optimal experi-
mental conditions, the anomalous Gurzhi effect might be
observable in a clean film of a Weyl or Dirac semimetal
subject to a magnetic field applied along the surface of
the film. The surface of the film should be diffusive to
allow for momentum and chirality relaxation.

It is worth noting that the mechanism of the anoma-
lous Gurzhi effect resembles that of the anomalous non-
local transport in Dirac and Weyl semimetals [44–46],
where a valley-imbalance charge density induced by the
chiral anomaly is transformed into an electric current
away from the source. However, the role of boundaries
and the emergence of a hydrodynamic regime were not
investigated in these studies. An analogous mechanism
is also responsible for the anomalous penetration and
transmission of electromagnetic waves recently studied
in Refs. [47, 48]. Similar to the anomalous Gurzhi ef-
fect, the length scale for the nonlocal electromagnetic
response is determined by the diffusion length of the
valley charge imbalance. Furthermore, boundary con-
ditions can strongly modify the valley-imbalance charge
density near surfaces affecting a transmitted electromag-
netic field [47]. The dependence of the transport prop-
erties on temperature, however, was not investigated in
these works.

The paper is organized as follows. The phenomenol-

FIG. 1. A schematic model setup where static electric E and
magnetic B fields are applied along the film of a Weyl or Dirac
semimetal. The thickness of the film along the y direction is
L and the film is infinite along the x and z directions. We
force the chiral charge density N5(y) to vanish at the surfaces
of the film by the boundary conditions N5(y = 0, L) = 0.

ogy of the anomalous Gurzhi effect is provided in Sec. II.
In Sec. III, we define the model and briefly describe the
key equations of the chiral kinetic theory. The role of the
chiral anomaly in the hydrodynamic regime is considered
in Sec. IV. Section V is devoted to the study of transport
properties in the kinetic approach. The results are sum-
marized and discussed in Sec. VI. Technical details are
given in several appendices. Throughout this study, we
set kB = 1.

II. PHENOMENOLOGY OF THE ANOMALOUS

GURZHI EFFECT

Let us start with a qualitative derivation of the Gurzhi
effect and the anomalous Gurzhi effect. For illustrative
purposes, we consider a model of a Weyl semimetal with
two symmetric Weyl nodes. This is the case in, e.g., the
Weyl semimetal EuCd2As2 [49–51]. The model setup is
presented in Fig. 1 where static electric E and magnetic
B fields are applied along the film of the semimetal. The
thickness of the film along the y direction is L and the
film is assumed to be infinite along the x and z directions.
We make this assumption for simplicity. It should not
matter much (in comparison to experiments) as long as
the thickness of the film is much smaller than its width
and length.
To study the Gurzhi effect and the anomalous Gurzhi

effect, we calculate the electric current density J(t, r).
The dynamics of this current is nontrivial in Weyl
semimetals subject to a magnetic field and depends on
valley-even (electric) and valley-odd (chiral) perturba-
tions. Indeed, since there are two well-separated Weyl
nodes (valleys), we can introduce valley-even and valley-
odd charge (N(t, r) and N5(t, r), respectively) and cur-
rent (J(t, r) and J5(t, r), respectively) densities. The cor-
responding continuity equations read

∂tN(t, r) + (∇ · J(t, r))=0, (1)

∂tN5(t, r) + (∇ · J5(t, r))=−e3 (E ·B)

2π2~2c
− N5(t, r)

τei,5
,(2)

see also Refs. [12, 44]. The electric and chiral currents
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are

J(t, r) = σ0E−Deff∇N(t, r) +
e2µ5(t, r)

2π2~2c
B, (3)

J5(t, r) = −Deff∇N5(t, r) +
e2µ(t, r)

2π2~2c
B. (4)

Here, σ0 = 2e2ν(µ)Deff is the electric conductivity,
ν(µ) is the density of states (DOS) per Weyl node, and
Deff = v2F τeff/3 is the diffusion constant determined by
the effective scattering time τeff , whose meaning will be
clarified later. Notice that in the model with symmetric
Weyl nodes, the parameters such as the Fermi velocity
vF , the DOS, and the effective scattering time are the
same in all nodes. In addition, µ(t, r) and µ5(t, r) are
electric and chiral chemical potentials that quantify the
corresponding charge densities. The continuity relations
and the corresponding currents will be discussed in more
detail in Sec. IVA.
The currents (3) and (4) have a standard form for the

diffusive regime albeit contain contributions related to
the chiral anomaly known as chiral magnetic and chiral
separation effect currents [9, 10, 52]; see the terms ∝ B.
These currents are crucial to couple dynamics of electric
and chiral charges. Notice also that, in addition to the
bulk internode electron-impurity scattering quantified by
τei,5, the chiral charge density N5(t, r) is not conserved
due to the anomalous ∝ (E ·B) contribution in Eq. (2);
see, e.g., Ref. [8]. This is a new element brought by the
topologically nontrivial electronic band structure of Weyl
and certain Dirac semimetals.
Let us first consider the conventional Gurzhi effect at

B = 0. Notice that, in the film geometry, see Fig. 1, all
variables depend only on y (i.e., the coordinate along the
surface normal in the film). It is easy to verify that the
direct electric current along the surface of the film reads
as J‖ = σ0E‖ ∼ τeffE‖; see Eq. (3). If the intranode
scattering is strong, i.e., the intranode electron-impurity
scattering length lei = vF τei is much smaller than the film
width L, the internode scattering length lei,5 = vF τei,5,
and the electron-electron scattering length lee = vF τee,
we have a conventional Drude relation for the conductiv-
ity with τeff = τei. The conductivity depends weakly on
temperature in this case.
However, as was conceived by Gurzhi in Ref. [16], the

hydrodynamic-like transport regime with τeff = L2/τee
is possible if lee ≪ L, lei, lei,5 and the scattering at the
surfaces of the film is diffusive. Therefore, since lee ∝
1/T 2 for T ≪ µ, the electric conductivity σ0 ∝ 1/lee
rises with temperature. This phenomenon is known as
the conventional Gurzhi effect.
As Gurzhi pointed out, the same result can be obtained

in the hydrodynamic approach by introducing the drift
velocity u(y) and solving the Navier-Stokes equation for
a steady flow:

ηkin∂
2
yu(y)−

u(y)

τei
=

e

meff
E. (5)

Here, ηkin ∝ τee is the kinematic viscosity, u(y)/τei de-
scribes the momentum relaxation of the fluid, and meff

is the effective mass whose explicit expression is not im-
portant now. The solution to Eq. (5) reads

u‖(y) = −eEτei
meff


1−

cosh
(

L−2y
2λG

)

cosh
(

L
2λG

)


 , (6)

where we introduce the Gurzhi length λG =
√
ηkinτei

and assume no-slip boundary conditions u‖(y = 0, L) =
0. Then, by using the hydrodynamic expression for the
electric current J(y) = Nu(y) and averaging over the film
width, we obtain the following averaged conductivity:

σ0 ∝
{

L2

12ηkin

, λG ≫ L,

τei, λG ≪ L.
(7)

The case λG ≫ L corresponds to the hydrodynamic
regime with σ0 ∝ 1/lee.
Now, let us turn our attention to the case with a non-

vanishing magnetic field B 6= 0 and focus on the anoma-
lous part of the electric current given by the last term
in Eq. (3). This part of the current is quantified by the
valley-imbalance charge density N5(y). To find the lat-
ter, we rewrite Eq. (2) as

Deff∂
2
yN5(y)−

N5(y)

τei,5
=

e3 (E ·B)

2π2~2c
. (8)

Its solution for the chirality-mixing boundary conditions
N5(y = 0, L) = 0 resembles that for the hydrodynamic
velocity (6), i.e.,

N5(y) = −e3 (E ·B) τei,5
2π2~2c


1−

cosh
(

L−2y
2λG,5

)

cosh
(

L
2λG,5

)


 , (9)

where we introduced the chiral Gurzhi length λG,5 =√
Deffτei,5. This result allows us to find the anomalous

part of the conductivity averaged over the film width:

σanom ∝ B2

{
L2

12Deff

, λG,5 ≫ L,

τei,5, λG,5 ≪ L.
(10)

Evidently, the behavior of the anomalous part of the
conductivity resembles that of the normal one given in
Eq. (7) albeit is controlled by different length scales.
Since τei,5 ≫ τei, it is possible to realize the regime
λG ≪ L and λG,5 ≫ L where the Gurzhi effect appears
only in the anomalous part of the conductivity. There-
fore, we dub this phenomenon the anomalous Gurzhi ef-
fect. We summarize the main transport regimes in Fig. 2.
The crucial difference between the anomalous σanom

and normal σ0 parts of the conductivity is that while
the latter is determined by momentum-relaxation pro-
cesses, the former relies on the chiral charge relaxation
(or valley imbalance equilibration). We consider strong
(lei,5 ≪ L) and weak (lei,5 ≫ L) relaxation of the chiral
charge in the bulk. In the former case, we have the con-
ventional result σanom ∝ τei,5 [53]. However, when the
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FIG. 2. Transport phase diagram of the system with three
main regimes: (i) Ohmic (λG ≪ L and λG,5 ≪ L), (ii) chiral
hydrodynamic (λG ≪ L and λG,5 ≫ L), and (iii) hydro-
dynamic (λG ≫ L and λG,5 ≫ L). Here, λG ∼

√
leelei and

λG,5 ∼
√

leelei,5 are Gurzhi and chiral Gurzhi lengths, respec-
tively, where lei, lei,5, and lee are the intranode, internode,
and electron-electron scattering lengths, respectively. Since
the intranode electron-impurity scattering length is usually
smaller than the internode one [42, 43], i.e., lei ≪ lei,5, the
regime λG & λG,5 (gray shaded region) cannot be realized.

bulk internode scattering is weak (lei,5 ≫ L), the chi-
rality relaxation occurs primarily at the surfaces of the
film due to the boundary conditions N5(y = 0, L) = 0.
In order to reach the surface, electrons move diffusively
across the film with the diffusion coefficient determined
either by intranode or electron-electron scattering rates.
Therefore, the qualitative result in Eq. (10) is applicable
in both dirty and clean regimes. The anomalous Gurzhi
effect appears only in the clean case.
Thus, the anomalous Gurzhi effect originates from the

diffusion of the chiral charge density due to the electron-
electron collisions and the relaxation of the chiral charge
that occurs predominantly at the boundaries.

III. CHIRAL KINETIC THEORY, BOUNDARY

CONDITIONS, AND COLLISION INTEGRALS

A. Kinetic equations and boundary conditions

In this section, we present the key equations of the chi-
ral kinetic theory (CKT) that will be used in the study of

the transport properties of the film. The current density
per Weyl node α is defined as [53–56]

Jα(t, r) = −e
∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3

{
vα,η − e

[
Ẽα,η ×Ωα,η

]

− e

c
(vα,η ·Ωα,η)B

}
fα,η(t, r,p)

≈ e
∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3

[
vα,η −

e

c
(vα,η ·Ωα,η)B

]

× nα,η(t, r,p)f
′
α,η(p). (11)

In the last equation, we left only the terms linear in the
perturbed distribution function [57]

fα,η(t, r;p) ≈ f (0)
α,η(p)− nα,η(t, r;p)f

′
α,η(p), (12)

where f
(0)
α,η(p) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function,

f ′
α,η(p) is its derivative with respect to energy, and η = ±
corresponds to conduction (η = +) and valence (η = −)
bands. The salient property of the CKT is the pres-
ence of Berry curvature Ωα,η = Ωα,η(p) that quantifies
the nontrivial topological properties in the semiclassical
approach. Further, vα,η = ∂pǫ̃α,η is the quasiparticle
velocity, ǫ̃α,η = ǫ̃α,η(p) is the quasiparticle dispersion re-
lation at the node α, B is the external magnetic field,
and Ẽα,η = E+ (1/e)∇ǫ̃α,η is the effective electric field,
which includes the contribution from the band dispersion
and the screened electric field. There is an additional
Zeeman-like term in the quasiparticle energy dispersion
relation ǫ̃α,η = ǫα,η − (B ·mα,η) [54, 55, 58], where mα,η

is the orbital magnetic moment [59]. The simultaneous
presence of the Berry curvature and magnetic field mod-
ifies the phase-space volume [54], which is quantified by
the term Θα,η = [1− e (B ·Ωα,η) /c]. In addition, −e is
the charge of the electron and c is the speed of light.

Since we are interested in the effects of the chiral
anomaly on the transport properties, the magnetic mo-
ment mα,η and the renormalization of the phase-space
volume Θα,η can be neglected. As we discuss in Ap-
pendix D, these terms produce only subleading correc-
tions for certain transport regimes. This approxima-
tion significantly simplifies the calculations. By using
the expansion (12), the Boltzmann equation of the CKT
reads [53–56]

∂tnα,η(t, r;p)f
′
α,η(p) +

[
vα,η −

e

c
(vα,η ·Ωα,η)B

]
·∇nα,η(t, r;p)f

′
α,η(p)−

e

c
[vα,η ×B] · (∂pnα,η(t, r;p)) f

′
α,η(p)

= −e
[
(vα,η · E)− e

c
(E ·B) (vα,η ·Ωα,η)

]
f ′
α,η(p)− I [nα,η] , (13)
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where the collision integral is denoted by I [nα,η].
In the case of the film geometry shown in Fig. 1, we

assume diffusive boundary conditions where quasiparti-
cles from different Weyl nodes intermix at the surfaces
y = 0, L; i.e., the internode relaxation is fast at the
boundaries. These boundary conditions are given by

vα,η,y > 0 : nα,η(t, r;p)
∣∣∣
y=0

=
1

2πNW

NW∑

β

∫ 2π

0

dϕ′

∫ π

0

dθ′

× sin (θ′) θ [−vβ,η,y(p, θ
′, ϕ′)]

×nβ,η(t, r; p, θ
′, ϕ′)

∣∣∣
y=0

(14)

and

vα,η,y < 0 : nα,η(t, r;p)
∣∣∣
y=L

=
1

2πNW

NW∑

β

∫ 2π

0

dϕ′

∫ π

0

dθ′

× sin (θ′) θ [vβ,η,y(p, θ
′, ϕ′)]

×nβ,η(t, r; p, θ
′, ϕ′)

∣∣∣
y=L

; (15)

see also Refs. [20, 41, 60] for the boundary conditions
in two-dimensional systems. Here, vα,η,y is the y com-
ponent of the quasiparticle velocity (i.e., normal to the
surface of the film), NW is the number of Weyl nodes,
and θ(x) is the Heaviside function. The boundary condi-
tions (14) and (15) mean that quasiparticles moving away
from the boundaries have isotropic angular distribution.
Also, the numbers of impinging and outgoing quasiparti-
cles are the same. By multiplying Eqs. (14) and (15) with
the chirality of a Weyl node and summing over all nodes,
it is straightforward to see that the phenomenological
chirality-mixing boundary conditions N5(y = 0, L) = 0
introduced in Sec. II agree with those in Eqs. (14) and
(15).

B. Collision integral

Let us discuss the key features of the collision integral
I [nα,η]. The details are presented in Appendix B. We
take into account the scattering on disorder with local po-
tential and electron-electron collisions. In the relaxation
time approximation, the part of the collision integral re-
sponsible for the electron-impurity scattering reads

Iei [nα,η(t, r;p)] ≈
NW∑

β

nα,η(t, r;p)− nβ,η(t, r; p)

τα,β(p)
f ′
α,η(p),

(16)
where 1/τα,β(p) is the electron-impurity scattering rate
and nβ,η(t, r; p) is the distribution function averaged over
the momentum direction [61]. Intra- and internode scat-
terings correspond to terms with α = β and α 6= β in
Eq. (16), respectively.
In general, due to the presence of several nodes, the

scattering integral couples all NW kinetic equations. To
simplify our presentation, we consider a Weyl semimetal

in the presence of a symmetry between the pairs (α,−α)
of Weyl nodes of opposite chiralities. Moreover, we as-
sume that the pairs are well separated and that the elec-
tron dispersion around each of the nodes is determined by
the same parameters. In this case, τα,α(p) = τei(p) and
τα,−α(p) = 2τei,5(p). The model with two Weyl nodes
used in Sec. II is the simplest example of such a Weyl
semimetal.
Let us now turn our attention to electron-electron scat-

tering. We use the Callaway ansatz [20, 62]:

Iee [nα,η(t, r;p)] =
nα,η(t, r;p)− 〈nα(t, r)〉 − (p · u(t, r))

τee
× f ′

α,η(p), (17)

where

〈nα(t, r)〉 =
1∑

η η
∫
d3p f ′

α,η(p)

×
∑

η

η

∫
d3p nα,η(t, r;p)f

′
α,η(p), (18)

u(t, r) =
3

∑
η η

∑NW

α

∫
d3p p2f ′

α,η(p)

×
∑

η

η

NW∑

α

∫
d3ppnα,η(t, r;p)f

′
α,η(p).(19)

Notice that the Callaway ansatz is phenomenological and
does not follow from microscopic models. It has lim-
itations of the relaxation time approximation such as
the independence of the relaxation time on distribution
functions. However, it captures the main properties of
electron-electron scattering, namely the conservation of
electric charge per Weyl node and total momentum. Fur-
thermore, it significantly simplifies the solution of the
kinetic equations.

C. Linearized model

While the kinetic approach discussed before is general
and does not rely on the relativistic-like linear energy
spectrum of Weyl and Dirac semimetals, in our explicit
calculations and numerical estimates, we use a minimal
model with an isotropic linear spectrum. The effective
low-energy Weyl Hamiltonian in the vicinity of the Weyl
node α reads as

Hα = χαvF (p · σ) , (20)

where χα = ± is the chirality or, equivalently, the topo-
logical charge of the Weyl node, vF is the Fermi velocity,
and σ is the vector of the Pauli matrices acting on pseu-
dospin space. In this model, the Berry curvature Ωα,η

takes the form

Ωα,η = ηχα~
p

2p3
(21)
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and the DOS per Weyl node να(p) = ν(p) is

ν(p) =
p2

2π2~3vF
. (22)

In addition, since the quasiparticle energy does not de-
pend on the nodal index and the momentum direction,

ǫα,η = ηvF p, we have f
(0)
α,η(p) = f

(0)
η (p), f ′

α,η(p) = f ′
η(p),

and vα = v.
Finally, let us discuss the explicit expressions for the re-

laxation times in the linear model. For the local electron-
impurity scattering potential, the intranode scattering
time reads as

τei(p) = τei(pF )
p2F
p2

, (23)

where pF = µ/vF is the Fermi momentum. The same
expression albeit with τei(pF ) → τei,5(pF ) holds for the
internode scattering time τei,5(p). The intranode scatter-
ing time averaged over the Fermi surface is given by

τei = 〈τei(p)〉 = τei(pF )
µ2

µ2 + π2T 2/3
; (24)

see Eq. (18) and Appendix A. The temperature depen-
dence of τei has no qualitative effect on the conventional
and anomalous Gurzhi effects for T . µ and may be
omitted. However, in order to obtain the temperature-
independent resistivity in the Ohmic transport regime,
we retain the dependence on T in Eq. (24).
As for the electron-electron scattering time, we use the

following standard Fermi liquid expression:

τee =
~

µα2
eff

µ2

T 2
, (25)

which is qualitatively valid for T . µ. Here, αeff is the ef-
fective fine-structure constant that includes the effects of
screening. Unlike the electron-impurity scattering time,
the electron-electron scattering time changes rapidly with
T . In what follows, to simplify the calculations, we em-
ploy scattering times averaged over the Fermi surface.

IV. HYDRODYNAMIC APPROACH

A. General equations

To study the transport properties of the film of Dirac
or Weyl semimetal in a magnetic field, we start with the
hydrodynamic approach. The hydrodynamic equations
correspond to the conservation of total momentum, elec-
tric charge density per Weyl node, and energy. The de-
tails of their derivation for the case τee ≪ τei, τei,5 are
given in Appendix C. In this section, we focus on the
longitudinal response. Then, the Navier-Stokes equation
for quasiparticles with a relativistic-like dispersion rela-
tion reads
w0

v2F
∂tu‖(t, r) +

w0

v2F τeff
u‖(t, r)− ηdyn∆u‖(t, r) = N0E.

(26)

Here, u‖(t, r) =
(
Ê · u(t, r)

)
, Ê = E/E is the unit vector

in the direction of the electric field, ηdyn = w0τee/5 is
the dynamic viscosity [63], w0 = 4ǫ0/3 is the enthalpy
density, ǫ0 is the equilibrium energy density, and 1/τeff =
1/τei + 1/(2τei,5) is the scattering rate corresponding to
momentum relaxation.
We introduce the time- and coordinate-dependent

valley-even (electric) N(t, r) =
∑NW

α Nα(t, r) and valley-

odd (chiral) N5(t, r) =
∑NW

α χαNα(t, r) charge densities.
They satisfy the continuity equations (1) and (2), respec-
tively. In the latter, however, the chiral anomaly term
should be multiplied by NW /2. In the global equilib-
rium state, N(t, r) = N0 and N5(t, r) = 0. The explicit
expressions for the equilibrium thermodynamic variables
are given in Appendix A.
The linearized electric J(t, r) and chiral J5(t, r) current

densities read

J(t, r) = N0u(t, r)−Dee∇N(t, r)− vΩN5(t, r),(27)

J5(t, r) = −Dee∇N5(t, r)− vΩN(t, r), (28)

where we use Dee = v2F τee/3 and define the anomalous
velocity vΩ as

vΩ =
e

4π2~2cνeff(µ)
B. (29)

Here, the effective DOS νeff(µ) for the linearized spec-
trum reads

νeff(µ) =
µ2 + π2T 2/3

2π2~3v3F
. (30)

Notice that the terms ∼ τee, e.g., the viscosity ηdyn in
Eq. (26) and diffusion coefficient Dee in Eqs. (27) and
(28), require us to calculate first-order corrections to the
hydrodynamic equations; see Appendix C for details.
In what follows, we consider the steady regime and

the film geometry, see Fig. 1, where the hydrodynamic
equations are rewritten as

w0

v2F τeff
u‖(y)− ηdyn∂

2
yu‖(y) = NE, (31)

Dee∂
2
yN(y) = 0, (32)

Dee∂
2
yN5(y)−

N5(y)

τei,5
= −NW e2νeff(µ)vΩE. (33)

These equations should be amended with boundary con-
ditions. We employ no-slip boundary conditions (realized
for rough boundaries) where the electron fluid sticks to
the boundaries, u‖(y = 0, L) = 0 [64]. As for N(y) and
N5(y), we require that neither electric nor chiral charge
is accumulated at the boundaries, N(y = 0, L) = 0 and
N5(y = 0, L) = 0. This agrees with the absence of surface
charges and the boundary conditions (14) and (15).

B. Solutions and conductivity

Let us now solve Eqs. (31), (32), and (33). As one can
see, these equations decouple and can be solved indepen-



7

dently. We start with the Navier-Stokes equation (31),
whose solution is given by

u‖(y) =
v2F τeffN0E

w0


1−

cosh
(

L−2y
2λG

)

cosh
(

L
2λG

)


 , (34)

where

λG =

√
v2F

ηdynτeff
w0

=

√
leeleff
5

(35)

is the Gurzhi length. The scattering lengths are defined
by multiplying the corresponding scattering times by the
Fermi velocity, e.g., lee = vF τee. It is easy to check
that the conventional parabolic-like (Poiseuille) profile
u‖(y) ∝ y (L− y) is obtained in the case λG ≫ L.
As for the electric and chiral charge densities, the so-

lution to Eq. (32) is trivial, N(y) = 0. The chiral charge
density that satisfies Eq. (33) reads

N5(y) = −NW e2νeff(µ)τei,5vΩE


1−

cosh
(

L−2y
2λG,5

)

cosh
(

L
2λG,5

)


 .

(36)
Here, we introduce the chiral Gurzhi length

λG,5 =
√
Deeτei,5 =

√
leelei,5

3
, (37)

cf. Eq. (35).
By using the electric current density given in Eq. (27),

we obtain the following normal σ0(y) and anomalous
σanom(y) components of the longitudinal conductivity
σ(y):

σ0(y) =
v2F τeffN

2
0

w0


1−

cosh
(

L−2y
2λG

)

cosh
(

L
2λG

)




λG≫L≈ 5N2
0 y (L− y)

2w0τee
, (38)

σanom(y) = NW e2νeff(µ)v
2
Ωτei,5


1−

cosh
(

L−2y
2λG,5

)

cosh
(

L
2λG,5

)




λG,5≫L
≈ 3NW e2νeff(µ)

(
vΩ
vF

)2
y (L− y)

2τee
. (39)

In order to investigate the Gurzhi effect and the role
of the chiral anomaly in it, we calculate the conductivity
averaged over the channel width. Let us start with the
normal part of the conductivity. We consider two char-
acteristic cases: (i) Ohmic regime λG ≪ L with a flat
profile of the current and (ii) Poiseuille regime λG ≫ L
with a parabolic-like profile. The averaged normal part
of the conductivity becomes

λG ≪ L :

∫ L

0

dy

L
σ0(y) ≈

v2F τeffN
2
0

w0

T≪µ∝ T 0, (40)

λG ≫ L :

∫ L

0

dy

L
σ0(y) ≈

5N2
0L

2

12w0τee

T≪µ∝ T 2. (41)

Evidently, the normal part of the electric conductivity
grows with T for λG ≫ L. This seemingly counterintu-
itive behavior is explained by the decrease of momentum-
relaxing scattering events with the rise of the electron
fluid viscosity ηdyn ∼ τee and is known as the Gurzhi
effect [16].

In the case of the anomalous part of the conductivity
given by Eq. (39), we derive

λG,5≪L :

∫ L

0

dy

L
σanom(y) = NW e2v2Ωνeff(µ)τei,5

T≪µ∝ T 0,

(42)

λG,5≫L :

∫ L

0

dy

L
σanom(y) =

NW e2v2Ωνeff(µ)L
2

12τee

T≪µ∝ T 2.

(43)

Similarly to the electrical conductivity at B = 0, the
anomalous part σanom increases with T at T ≪ µ; cf.
Eqs. (41) and (43). Therefore, in analogy with the Gurzhi
effect, we dub this phenomenon the anomalous Gurzhi
effect.

The result in Eq. (43) might look surprising because it
does not contain an internode scattering rate but depends
on the electron-electron scattering time τee. The latter
type of scattering does not relax the chiral charge and,
consequently, should not be crucial for the anomalous
transport. This apparent conundrum can be resolved by
noting that frequent electron-electron collisions prevent
electrons from reaching the boundaries which are the pri-
mary source for chirality relaxation in this regime. This
is reminiscent of the conventional Gurzhi effect where the
electron fluid relaxes its momentum at the boundaries.

Since λG ≪ λG,5 (see also Sec. IVC for the estimates),
it is possible to realize the mixed chiral hydrodynamic

regime with λG ≪ L ≪ λG,5. In this case, only the
anomalous Gurzhi effect is observed. The main regimes
of transport, namely (i) Ohmic (λG ≪ L and λG,5 ≪ L),
(ii) chiral hydrodynamic (λG ≪ L ≪ λG,5), and (iii)
hydrodynamic (λG ≫ L and λG,5 ≫ L) are schematically
shown in Fig. 2.

C. Numerical estimates

Let us compare the magnitudes of the normal σ0 and
anomalous σanom corrections to the conductivity and es-
timate them for realistic parameters. In our estimates,
we use the parameters vF ≈ 3× 107 cm/s, µ ≈ 20 meV,
τ5 ≈ 60 ps, τ ≈ 0.38 ps, NW = 24, and the dielectric
constant ε = 36 quoted in Refs. [42, 65, 66] for the Weyl
semimetal TaAs. In addition, we assume T = 50 K.
The effective fine-structure constant can be estimated as
αeff = e2/(~vF ε) ≈ 0.21.

Let us start with the Ohmic regime (λG ≪ L and
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λG,5 ≪ L). By using Eqs. (40) and (42), we obtain

σanom

σ0
= NW

(
vΩ
vF

)2
e2w0νeff(µ)

N2
0

τei,5
τeff

≈ 2

(
B

1 T

)2

.

(44)
It is important to notice that there is an upper limit for
the magnetic field for which the above estimate is applica-
ble. Indeed, the CKT is valid for nonquantizing magnetic
fields, B ≪ Buq = cµ2/(2e~v2F ) ≈ 3.5 T. Here, Buq is
the magnetic field at which the ultraquantum limit (i.e.,
only the lowest Landau level is populated) is reached.
For B ∼ Buq, the formation of the Landau levels must
be taken into account. The condition B ≪ Buq approxi-
mately corresponds to vΩ ≪ vF in Eq. (44). In a general
case of nonspherical Fermi surfaces, the estimate of the
upper limit for the magnetic field is given by a semiclas-
sically weak magnetic field Bsw ≈ 0.6 T [67]. The Hall
effect contribution to the conductivity can be ignored for
B . Bsw; see also Ref. [68]. The semiclassically weak
magnetic field provides the most conservative estimate
for the upper value of the magnetic field for which our
approximations hold.
In the case of the hydrodynamic regime (λG ≫ L and

λG,5 ≫ L), we obtain

σanom

σ0
=

3NW

5

(
vΩ
vF

)2
e2w0νeff(µ)

N2
0

≈ 7.7×10−3

(
B

1 T

)2

,

(45)
where we employ Eqs. (41) and (43). As one can immedi-
ately notice by comparing Eqs. (44) and (45), the relative
anomalous conductivity is τeff/τei,5 times smaller in the
hydrodynamic regime as compared to the Ohmic regime.
Because τei,5 ≫ τeff , it can be possible to achieve a chi-

ral hydrodynamic regime (λG ≪ L ≪ λG,5). In this case,
while the normal part of the conductivity σ0 is described
by the Drude-like expression (40), the anomalous part is
given by the hydrodynamic-like Eq. (43). The resulting
relative conductivity reads as

σanom

σ0
= NW

(
vΩ
vF

)2
e2w0νeff(µ)

N2
0

L2

leeleff
. (46)

Since this hybrid regime is valid for λG . L . λG,5,
the relative conductivity (46) takes intermediate values
compared to those in Eqs. (44) and (45).
Finally, we provide characteristic values for other pa-

rameters used in our calculations. In particular, the
Fermi wave length is λF = vF ~/µ ≈ 0.2 (1 meV/µ) µm,

the magnetic length is lB =
√
~c/(eB) ≈ 2.6 ×

10−2
√
1 T/B µm, the intranode electron-impurity scat-

tering length is lei ≈ 0.1 µm, and the internode electron-
impurity scattering length is lei,5 ≈ 17.8 µm.

V. KINETIC APPROACH

To address the transport properties in the crossover
regime and to support the conclusions reached in Sec. IV,

let us solve the Boltzmann equation without any assump-
tion regarding the electron-electron collision rate. We use
Eq. (13) and the collisions integrals given in Sec. III B.
In what follows, we treat the effects of the magnetic

field perturbatively. We start with the case B = 0 in
Sec. VA. The first-order corrections to the distribution
function and the anomalous part of the electric conduc-
tivity are calculated in Sec. VB.

A. Vanishing magnetic field

Let us proceed to the case B = 0. Since there is a
preferred direction along the electric field, the distribu-
tion function nα,η(y;p) is odd with respect to p → −p.
Therefore, it is convenient to parametrize the distribution
function nα,η(y;p) as nα,η(y;p) = −eE cos θ lα,η(y;p),
where θ is the angle between E and p. In the absence of
the magnetic field and boundaries, lα,η(y;p) corresponds
to the mean free path of electrons in conductors.
The electric current density is determined by the func-

tion lα,η(y;p) summed over all Weyl nodes and averaged
over angles, i.e.,

J‖(y) = −e2EvF
∑

η

∫ ∞

0

dp p2

(2π~)3
4π

3
l̃η(y; p)f

′
η(p); (47)

see Eq. (11) for the definition of current. Here,

l̃η(y; p) =
3

4π

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ cos2 θ lη(y; p, θ, ϕ)

(48)

is the function cos2 θ lη(y;p) = cos2 θ
∑NW

α lα,η(y;p) av-
eraged over angles. By introducing the following nota-
tions,

l̃(y) =

∑
η η

∫∞

0 dp p3 l̃η(y; p) f
′
η(p)

NW

∑
η η

∫∞

0
dp p4f ′

η(p)
, (49)

ltot = vF

(
1

τei
+

1

2τei,5
+

1

τee

)−1

, (50)

we rewrite the kinetic equation (13) at B = 0 as

sin θ sinϕ∂ylη(y;p) +
η

ltot
lη(y;p)−NW

ηp

lee
l̃(y) = NW .

(51)
The general form of the solution to the above equation
with the boundary conditions (14) and (15) is given as
an integral equation

l̃η(y; p) = ηNW

∫ L

0

dy′K1

( |y − y′|
ltot

)[
1 +

ηp

lee
l̃(y′)

]
,

(52)
where we introduce the following function,

K1

( |y − y′|
ltot

)
=

3

4π

∫ π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ
cos2 θ

sinϕ
e−

|y−y′ |
ltot sinϕ sin θ .

(53)
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FIG. 3. Dependence of the resistivity ρ‖ on temperature for
a few values of the dimensionless impurity scattering length
lei,0 = lei(pF )/L at αeff = 0.2, λF = 0.001L, and NW = 24.
A rather small Fermi length is used to emphasize the features
of the result. The dashed vertical line corresponds to the
temperature at which lee = 2L.

The details of the derivation and the explicit form of the
solution used in the calculations are given in Appendix E.
The conductivity averaged over the film width follows

from Eq. (47),

σ‖ = − e2vF
6π2~3

∑

η

∫ L

0

dy

L

∫ ∞

0

dp p2 l̃η(y; p)f
′
η(p). (54)

The corresponding resistivity is defined as ρ‖ = 1/σ‖.
Numerical results for the resistivity as a function of tem-
perature are shown in Fig. 3 for several values of the
electron-impurity scattering length lei(pF ). The Knudsen
peak is clearly visible for lee ≈ 2L if lee . L, lei. The peak
gradually disappears with decreasing electron-impurity
scattering length. In the case of strong electron-impurity
scattering, lei ≪ L, lee, a temperature-independent diffu-
sive resistivity is obtained.

B. Role of the chiral anomaly

In this section, we address the effects of the chi-
ral anomaly on the electric conductivity. According to
Eq. (11), the anomalous part of the electric current is
even in the magnetic field and reads

Janom(y) = −e2

c

∑

η

η

NW∑

α

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
(v ·Ωα,η)Bf ′

η(p)

×n(1)
α,η(y;p) =

e2vF
4π2~l2B

B̂E
∑

η

η

∫ ∞

ΛIR

dp
˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(y; p)f

′
η(p).

(55)

In the last equation, we use the explicit expression for
the Berry curvature and define the function

˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(y; p) =

1

4π

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ l
(1)
5,η(y; p, θ, ϕ), (56)

where l
(1)
5,η(y;p) = −∑NW

α χαn
(1)
α,η(y;p)/(eE). Notice

that the infrared cutoff ΛIR ≃ ~/lB is introduced to reg-
ularize the momentum integral in Eq. (55). It originates
from the fact the CKT breaks down at small momenta
where e (Ωα,η ·B) /c & 1 [56]; see also Ref. [69]. The
cutoff is set to zero in convergent terms.

The function l
(1)
5,η(y;p) satisfies the following kinetic

equation,

η sin θ sinϕ∂yl
(1)
5,η(y;p) +

l
(1)
5,η(y;p)

ltot
−

〈
l
(1)
5 (y)

〉

lee

−
(

1

lei
− 1

2lei,5

)
l
(1)
5,η(y;p) = −NW

2

λ2
F

l2B

p2F
p2

, (57)

where the term on the right-hand side in Eq. (57) origi-
nates from the chiral anomaly.
The general form of the solution to Eq. (57) averaged

over the angles reads

˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(y; p) =

∫ L

0

dy′K2

( |y − y′|
ltot

)[
− NW

2

λ2
F

l2B

p2F
p2

+

(
1

lei
− 1

2lei,5

) ˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(y

′; p) +
〈
l
(1)
5 (y′)

〉]
. (58)

Here, we define

K2

( |y − y′|
ltot

)
=

1

4π

∫ π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ
1

sinϕ
e−

|y−y′ |
ltot sinϕ sin θ .

(59)
We present the anomalous part of the conductiv-

ity σanom averaged over the film width and the rel-
ative anomalous contribution to the resistivity 1 −
ρ‖(B)/ρ‖(B = 0) in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), respectively.
The conductivity σanom(B) follows from Eq. (55) where
the solution (58) is used. Evidently, the anomalous part
of the electric conductivity demonstrates a nontrivial de-
pendence on temperature and magnetic field. For small
magnetic fields, lB & L, the conductivity decreases for
small temperatures, reaches a local minimum, and then
grows again until a local maximum is reached. This de-
pendence originates from the first term in Eq. (58). The
local maximum gradually disappears for large magnetic
fields lB . L, where a growth of the anomalous conduc-
tivity at lee . L is observed, which can be expected from
the hydrodynamic analysis.
Therefore, while the calculations in the kinetic the-

ory confirm that the anomalous conductivity can increase
with temperature, see Sec. IVB for the analysis in the hy-
drodynamic regime, a few interesting features might be
realized in the crossover regime of transport. In partic-
ular, the nonmonotonic behavior of σanom might appear
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even in crossover and diffusive regimes. This nontrivial
dependence on temperature and the magnetic field is re-
lated to the cutoff-dependent term in the current (see
also the first term in Eq. (58)).

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we investigate the role of the chiral
anomaly in hydrodynamic and crossover regimes of trans-
port in a film of Dirac or Weyl semimetals. In the pres-
ence of an external static magnetic field applied parallel
to the surface of the film, it is found that the anomalous
part of the longitudinal resistivity with respect to the
magnetic field can demonstrate an analog of the Gurzhi
effect. In this case, the resistivity decreases with temper-
ature if electron-electron collisions dominate. This effect
is dubbed the anomalous Gurzhi effect.
By using the chiral kinetic theory, we develop hydro-

dynamic and kinetic approaches that include the effects
of chiral anomaly and electron-electron scattering; see
Secs. IV and V. Amended with appropriate collision in-
tegrals as well as diffusive boundary conditions, the ki-
netic approach is able to describe the transport proper-
ties of the film in different transport regimes determined
by electron-electron lee, intranode lei, and internode lei,5
electron-impurity scattering lengths.
It is shown that the anomalous part of the conductivity

σanom = σ(B)−σ(B = 0) is positive and demonstrates an
unexpected scaling with electron-electron and electron-
impurity scattering times; see Sec. IV for details. Instead
of the conventional linear dependence on the internode
scattering length σanom ∝ lei,5, the anomalous part of the
conductivity is inversely proportional to lee, i.e., σanom ∼
L2/lee, if electron-electron scattering dominates. Since
lee ∼ 1/T 2, the anomalous part of the conductivity can
grow with temperature.
The nontrivial scaling of the anomalous part of the

conductivity has a similar origin to that in the conven-
tional Gurzhi effect, where the electron fluid relaxes its
momentum at the boundaries. Naturally, the internode
chirality-mixing scattering that determines the anoma-
lous part of the conductivity takes place at diffusive sur-
faces in the anomalous Gurzhi effect. In order to reach
the surfaces, electrons in the bulk move diffusively with
the characteristic length scale determined by electron-
electron collisions ∼ L2/lee. This is in stark contrast to
the disorder-dominated regime where the characteristic
length scale is determined by the internode scattering in
the bulk, lei,5. No anomalous Gurzhi effect appears in
the latter case. Since the internode scattering length is
typically much larger than the intranode one [42, 43], we
expect that the regime with the anomalous Gurzhi effect
leelei,5 ≫ L should be more accessible than the one with
the conventional Gurzhi effect leelei ≫ L.
In addition to the hydrodynamic regime, the crossover

regime of transport is also investigated. In the absence
of the magnetic field, we generalize the study of the rela-

tivistic Gurzhi effect [41] to the case of 3D materials with
a relativistic-like quasiparticle spectrum. We find that
the longitudinal resistivity (in the direction along the
surface of the film) shows a nonmonotonic dependence
on temperature with a characteristic peak in clean mate-
rials lee ≪ lei; see Fig. 3. The position of the peak is de-
termined by the interplay between the electron-electron
scattering length and the thickness of the film L. No
well-pronounced peak occurs in the disorder-dominated
(Ohmic) regime lei ≪ lee, L. The anomalous part of
the conductivity in the crossover regime is also found
to be nontrivial: the shape of the temperature profile
depends noticeably on the magnetic field; see Fig. 4. Un-
like the conventional Gurzhi effect, the nonmonotonic de-
pendence of σanom is determined primarily by the Berry
curvature rather than the interplay between lee, lei, and
L. The growth with T predicted in the hydrodynamic
regime is observed for sufficiently strong magnetic fields
such that lB . L.
Finally, let us discuss the conditions for the experimen-

tal observation of the proposed effects. First of all, we
notice that the observation of the Gurzhi effect requires
sufficiently clean Weyl or Dirac semimetal to reach hy-
drodynamic or, at least, crossover regimes of transport.
The requirements for the anomalous Gurzhi effect are ex-
pected to be weaker because lei,5 ≫ lei. Furthermore, the
anomalous Gurzhi effect relies on the chiral anomaly ac-
tivated by the external magnetic field B applied parallel
to the surface of the film. Since the magnitude of the
effect scales quadratically with B, stronger fields facili-
tate the observation. Our results obtained in the chiral
kinetic theory, however, are limited to the case of clas-
sically weak magnetic fields or, in the case of spherical
Fermi surfaces, nonquantizing fields. The case of quan-
tizing fields requires a separate investigation and will be
reported elsewhere. In addition, we notice that the va-
lidity range of our results is limited to the case of small
temperatures such that the phonon contribution to the
collision integral can be neglected. Finally, while most of
our results were presented for the model with symmetric
well-separated Weyl nodes, the anomalous Gurzhi effect
should be observable in other models as long as the chiral
anomaly is realized. The order-of-magnitude estimates of
the relative conductivities and characteristic scales for re-
alistic parameters are provided in Sec. IVC. While the
anomalous contribution to the electric conductivity in
the hydrodynamic regime is weaker compared to that in
the Ohmic one, the effect might be still observable under
favorable conditions.
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Appendix A: Useful formulas and thermodynamic relations

In this appendix, we provide a few useful formulas and present the explicit expressions for the thermodynamic
variables used in the main text. We focus on the case of symmetric Weyl nodes with quasiparticle energies ηvF p,
where vF is the Fermi velocity, p is the absolute value of quasiparticle momentum, and η = + for conduction
and η = − for valence bands. By making use of the shorthand notation for the equilibrium distribution function

f
(0)
η (p) = 1/[e(ηvF p−µ)/T + 1], where µ is the chemical potential and T is temperature, it is straightforward to derive
the following expressions:

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
pn−2f (0)

η = −T n+1Γ(n+ 1)

2π2~3vn+1
F

Lin+1

(
−eηµ/T

)
, (A1)

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
pn−2 ∂f

(0)
η

∂p
=

T nΓ(n+ 1)

2π2~3vnF
Lin

(
−eηµ/T

)
. (A2)

Here, Γ(n) is the gamma function and Lin(x) is the polylogarithm function [70]. The following identities for the
polylogarithm functions are useful when taking into account the contributions from valence and conduction bands:

Li1 (−ex)− Li1
(
−e−x

)
= −x, (A3)

Li2(−ex) + Li2(−e−x) = −1

2

(
x2 +

π2

3

)
, (A4)

Li3(−ex)− Li3(−e−x) = −x

6

(
x2 + π2

)
, (A5)

Li4(−ex) + Li4(−e−x) = − 1

24

(
x4 + 2π2x2 +

7

15
π4

)
. (A6)

Let us proceed to the thermodynamic variables. In terms of the distribution function f
(0)
η (p), the electric charge
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and energy densities read

N0 = −e

NW∑

α

∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
f (0)
η (p) = eNW

T 3

π2~3v3F

[
Li3

(
−eµ/T

)
− Li3

(
−e−µ/T

)]
= −eNW

µ
(
µ2 + π2T 2

)

6π2v3F ~
3

,(A7)

ǫ0 =

NW∑

α

∑

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
vF pf

(0)
η (p) = −NW

3T 4

π2~3v3F

[
Li4

(
−eµ/T

)
+ Li4

(
−e−µ/T

)]

=
NW

8π2~3v3F

(
µ4 + 2π2T 2µ2 +

7π4T 4

15

)
, (A8)

where
∑NW

α denotes the summation over NW Weyl nodes,
∑

η stands for the summation over bands, and −e is the
charge of the electron. Notice that when summing over electrons and holes, one should subtract the contribution of
the Dirac sea, i.e.,

∑

η=±

ηf (0)
η (p) = f

(0)
+ (p)−

[
1− f

(0)
− (p)

]
. (A9)

Appendix B: Collision integrals

1. Electron-impurity collision integral

By using the Fermi golden rule (see, e.g., Ref. [71]), the electron-impurity collision integral is defined as

I [fα,η(t, r;p)] = −
NW∑

β

∫
d3p′

(2π~)3
Θβ(p

′)
2π

~
|Aα,β(p,p

′)|2 δ [ǫ̃α(p)− ǫ̃β(p
′)] [fα,η(t, r;p)− fβ,η(t, r;p

′)] , (B1)

where |Aα,β(p,p
′)| is the scattering amplitude between the Weyl nodes α and β, ǫ̃α(p) = ǫα,η − (B ·mα,η) is the

total energy dispersion, mα,η is the orbital magnetic moment, and Θα,η = [1− e (B ·Ωα,η) /c] corresponds to the
renormalization of the phase-space volume; see, e.g., Refs. [54, 55, 58] for details. In these expressions, Ωα,η = Ωα,η(p)
is the Berry curvature and c is the speed of light. In our studies of the chiral anomaly, we neglect the magnetic moment
and the phase-space renormalization, see also Sec. III A and Appendix D. Then, the collision integral given in Eq. (B1)
becomes

I [fα,η(t, r;p)] ≈
NW∑

β

∫
d3p′

(2π~)3
2π

~
|Aα,β(p,p

′)|2 δ [ǫα(p)− ǫβ(p
′)]

[
nα,η(t, r;p)f

′
α,η(p)− nβ,η(t, r;p

′)f ′
β,η(p

′)
]
. (B2)

Here, we parametrized the distribution function as

fα,η(t, r;p) = f (0)
α,η(p)− f ′

α,η(p)nα,η(t, r;p), (B3)

where f
(0)
α,η(p) is the standard Fermi-Dirac distribution function and f ′

α,η(p) is its derivative with respect to energy.
We assume a short-range impurity potential U(r) =

∑
j u0δ(r − rj) and neglect the matrix element ∼ (p̂ · p̂′),

which stems from the overlap of the wave functions. In this case |Aα,β(p,p
′)|2 ≈ nimpu

2
0/2, where nimp is the density

of impurities.
The intranode part β = α of the collision integral (B2) reads

Iintra [fα,η(t, r;p)] ≈
∫

d3p′

(2π~)3
π

~
nimpu

2
0 δ [ǫα(p)− ǫα(p

′)]
[
nα,η(t, r;p)f

′
α,η(p)− nα,η(t, r;p

′)f ′
α,η(p

′)
]

=
nα,η(t, r;p)− nα,η(t, r; p)

τei(p)
f ′
α,η(p). (B4)

Here, the intranode electron-impurity scattering rate is

1

τei(p)
=

π

~
ν(p)nimpu

2
0, (B5)
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the density of states (DOS) for the linear energy spectrum is

ν(p) =
p2

2π2~3vF
, (B6)

and the averaging over the angles is defined as

nα,η(t, r; p) =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

dϕ′

∫ π

0

dθ′ sin θ′nα,η(t, r; p, θ
′, ϕ′). (B7)

In the case of the internode scattering, the corresponding part of the collision integral reads as

Iinter [fα,η(t, r;p)] ≈
∑

β 6=α

∫
d3p′

(2π~)3
π

~
nimpu

2
0δ [ǫα(p)− ǫβ(p

′)]
[
nα,η(t, r;p)f

′
α,η(p)− nβ,η(t, r;p

′)f ′
β,η(p

′)
]

=
∑

β 6=α

nα,η(t, r;p)− nβ,η(t, r; p)

τα,β(p)
f ′
α,η(p). (B8)

Assuming the model with symmetric well-separated Weyl nodes used in the main text, there is a transfer only
between the nodes within the same pair, i.e., (α,−α). Then, by defining τα,−α(p) = 2τei,5(p), we rewrite the internode
collision integral (B8) as

Iinter [fα,η(t, r;p)] =
nα,η(t, r;p)− n−α,η(t, r; p)

2τei,5(p)
f ′
α,η(p). (B9)

We assume that τei,5(p) has the same functional dependence as τei(p) given in Eq. (B5).

2. Electron-electron collision integral

We describe the electron-electron collisions by using the Callaway ansatz [20, 62]:

Iee [fα,η(t, r;p)] = −fα,η(t, r;p)− f
(u)
α,η (t, r;p)

τee
. (B10)

Here, 1/τee is the electron-electron scattering rate and

f (u)
α,η(t, r;p) =

1

e[ǫα,η−µ−(u(t,r)·p)−δµα(t,r)]/T + 1
(B11)

is the hydrodynamic distribution function with the drift velocity u(t, r). As we will show below, δµα(t, r) is needed
to conserve the electric charge in each of the Weyl nodes separately. Indeed, the internode scattering usually involves
a large momentum transfer. Since the electron-electron collisions conserve momentum, they cannot lead to a transfer
between the Weyl nodes and, consequently, change the electric charge density in each of the nodes. It is worth noting
that we neglect Umklapp scattering, which does not conserve the total momentum. Finally, we use an electron-electron
scattering rate 1/τee averaged over momentum; see also Sec. III B.
In the linear response regime, the deviations from the local equilibrium are weak and one can use the following

expansion:

f (u)
α,η(t, r;p) ≈ f (0)

α,η(p)− [(u(t, r) · p) + δµα(t, r)] f
′
α,η(p). (B12)

Integrating over momenta, summing over all bands, and requiring that the electron-electron collision integral con-
serves the electric charge per Weyl node, we obtain

δµα(t, r) = 〈nα(t, r)〉 =
1∑

η η
∫
d3p f ′

α,η(p)

∑

η

η

∫
d3p nα,η(t, r;p)f

′
α,η(p). (B13)

The drift velocity u(t, r) can be found by demanding the conservation of the total momentum by the collision
integral, i.e.,

∑

η=±

η

NW∑

α

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
pIee [fα,η(t, r;p)] = 0. (B14)
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By using Eqs. (B10), (B12), and (B14), we derive

u(t, r) =
3

∑
η=± η

∑NW

α

∫
d3p p2f ′

α,η(p)

∑

η=±

η

NW∑

α

∫
d3ppnα,η(t, r;p)f

′
α,η(p). (B15)

The final result for the electron-electron collision integral (B10) is

Iee [fα,η(t, r;p)] ≈
nα,η(t, r;p)− 〈nα(t, r)〉 − (p · u(t, r))

τee
f ′
α,η(p). (B16)

Appendix C: Hydrodynamic equations

This appendix is devoted to the derivation of the hydrodynamic equations used in Sec. IV. In the case τee ≪ τei, τei,5,

we assume that the deviations from the ideal hydrodynamic distribution function f
(u)
α,η(t, r;p) are weak, i.e.,

fα,η(t, r;p) ≈ f (u)
α,η(t, r;p) + δfα,η(t, r;p). (C1)

Here, f
(u)
α,η (t, r;p) is given in Eq. (B11) and δfα,η(t, r;p) quantifies the deviations from it. In the linear response

regime, the fluid velocity is small u ≪ vF allowing us to neglect terms quadratic in u.
As in the main text, we focus on the model with well-separated pairs of symmetric Weyl nodes; see Sec. III C. Then,

the Boltzmann equation reads

∂tfα,η(t, r;p) +

{
−eE− e

c
[v ×B] +

e2

c
(E ·B)Ωα,η

}
· ∂pfα,η(t, r;p)

+
{
v − e [E×Ωα,η]−

e

c
(v ·Ωα,η)B

}
·∇fα,η(t, r;p) = I [fα,η] . (C2)

The collision integral is defined in Appendix B.
The general approach deriving the hydrodynamic equations is straightforward: one needs to calculate the moments

of the Boltzmann equation [64, 72, 73]. In what follows, we obtain the hydrodynamic equations in the zero- and
first-order approximations.

1. Zero-order hydrodynamic equations

Let us start with the zero-order hydrodynamic equations. In this case, we neglect δfα,η(t, r;p) in Eq. (C1). Then,
the continuity relations for charge and energy densities as well as the Euler equation are straightforwardly derived
by averaging the Boltzmann equation given in Eq. (C2) with the electric charge −e, quasiparticle energy ǫα,η, and
momentum p; see also the Supplemental Material of Ref. [74] for details of the derivation of the hydrodynamic
equations in Weyl systems.
The charge continuity equation is derived by using the ansatz (C1) with δfα,η(t, r;p) = 0 in Eq. (C2), summing

over the valence and conduction bands
∑

η η, and averaging over the momentum
∫
d3p. The final result reads

∂tNα(t, r) + (∇ · Jα(t, r)) = −χα
e3 (E ·B)

4π2c~2
− Nα(t, r)−N−α(t, r)

2τei,5
, (C3)

where Nα(t, r) is the partial charge density (electric charge density per Weyl node). The partial current density is

Jα(t, r) = N0u(t, r) + χα
e2µα(t, r)

4π2c~2
B. (C4)

Here, we used the effective chemical potential µα = µ + δµα(t, r) that contains the equilibrium value µ and the
nonequilibrium value δµα(t, r) induced via external perturbations. The subscript 0 corresponds to the global equilib-
rium values of thermodynamic parameters; see Eqs. (A7) and (A8).
In the model with symmetric well-separated Weyl nodes, δµα = δµ + χαδµ5 and it is convenient to separate the

electric and chiral densities in Eq. (C3). For this, we sum over all Weyl nodes in Eq. (C3) without and with multiplying
by χα. The result reads as

∂tN(t, r) + (∇ · J(t, r)) = 0, (C5)

∂tN5(t, r) + (∇ · J5(t, r)) = −NW e2νeff(µ) (E · vΩ) +
N5(t, r)

τei,5
, (C6)
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respectively. Here, the anomalous velocity vΩ is

vΩ =
e

4π2c~2νeff(µ)
B (C7)

and we define the effective DOS

νeff(µ) =
µ2 + π2T 2/3

2π2~3v3F
. (C8)

Then, linearizing in deviations, the electric and chiral charge densities are N(t, r) = N0 − eNWνeff(µ)δµ(t, r) and
N5(t, r) = −eNW νeff(µ)δµ5(t, r), respectively. The electric and chiral current densities read

J(t, r) = N0u(t, r)−N5(t, r)vΩ, (C9)

J5(t, r) = − [N(t, r)−N0]vΩ, (C10)

respectively.
Next, we present the Euler equation for the fluid velocity u(t, r). It is obtained by summing Eq. (C2) over valence

and conduction bands
∑

η η, multiplying it by p, integrating the resulting equation over momenta, and summing over
all nodes. The final result becomes

w0

v2F
∂tu(t, r) −N0E− 1

c
N0 [u(t, r)×B] +∇P (t, r) = −w0u(t, r)

v2F τeff
. (C11)

Here, w0 = ǫ0 + P0 is the enthalpy, P0 = ǫ0/3 is the pressure, ǫ0 is the energy density, see Appendix A for the
definitions, and 1/τeff = 1/τei + 1/(2τei,5).
Finally, the energy continuity equation is obtained by summing Eq. (C2) over the bands

∑
η η, multiplying by

ǫα,η = ηvF p, and integrating it over momenta. We obtain the following equation,

∂tǫα(t, r) + wα (∇ · u(t, r))− χανeff(µ)

2
(vΩ ·∇)

(
µ2
α(t, r) +

π2T 2

3

)
= 0, (C12)

where ǫα is the energy density per Weyl node (not to be confused with ǫα,η) and wα is the enthalpy density per Weyl
node. Since the second term in the above equation is already of the first order in deviations, we can use wα = w0/NW

in Eq. (C12). Summing over all Weyl nodes, we derive

∂tǫ(t, r) + (∇ · Jǫ(t, r)) = 0, (C13)

where the energy current density is

Jǫ(t, r) = w0u(t, r) −
µvΩ

e
N5(t, r). (C14)

2. First-order hydrodynamic equations

Let us derive the first-order corrections to the hydrodynamic equations; see Refs. [72, 73] for a general case as well
as Ref. [32] for the case of graphene. The first-order correction to the distribution function is determined from the
Boltzmann equation (C2) where the collision integral on the right-hand side describes the electron-electron scattering
in the relaxation time approximation; i.e., we assume that I[fα,η] ≈ −δfα,η(t, r)/τee. This approximation is valid in
the hydrodynamic regime, i.e., for τee ≪ τα,α, τα,−α. The correction δfα,η(t, r) follows from Eq. (C2):

δfα,η(t, r;p) = −τee

{
∂t − e (E · ∂p)−

e

c
[v ×B] · ∂p +

e2

c
(E ·B) (Ωα,η · ∂p) + (v ·∇)− e [E×Ωα,η] ·∇

− e

c
(v ·Ωα,η) (B ·∇)

}
f (u)
α,η(t, r;p). (C15)

The above result is used to calculate the dissipative corrections in the hydrodynamic regime, such as viscosity.
In calculating the dissipative coefficients, it is convenient to rewrite the time derivative in Eq. (C15) in terms of

the spatial derivatives. For this, we use the zero-order hydrodynamic equations derived in Appendix C1 as well as
the following expression,

∂tf
(u)
α,η (t, r;p) = − (p · ∂tu(t, r)) f ′

α,η(p) + (∂tNα(t, r))∂Nα
fα,η + (∂tǫα(t, r))∂ǫαfα,η. (C16)
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Then, we need to substitute the distribution function (C15) into the Boltzmann equation (C2) and evaluate the
corresponding moments. While being straightforward, the derived expressions are bulky. Therefore, we focus only on
a few terms that are relevant for longitudinal transport.
Let us first consider the contributions that give rise to the viscosity ∝ ηdyn∆u(t, r). The corresponding dissipative

corrections stem from two terms:

τee

NW∑

α

∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
p (v ·∇)wα (∇ · u(t, r)) ∂ǫαfα,η(p) ≈ τee

NW∑

α

w0

NW

∇ (∇ · u(t, r))
3

∂ǫα
∑

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
vF pfα,η(p)

= τeew0
∇ (∇ · u(t, r))

3
(C17)

and

−τee

NW∑

α

∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
p (v ·∇) (v ·∇) f (u)

α,η(t, r;p) = v2F τee
2∇ (∇ · u(t, r)) + ∆u(t, r)

15

NW∑

α

∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
pf ′

α,η(p)

= −τeew0
2∇ (∇ · u(t, r)) + ∆u(t, r)

5
. (C18)

The dissipative corrections given in Eqs. (C17) and (C18) lead to the conventional viscosity terms. The corresponding
Navier-Stokes equation reads

w0

v2F
∂tu(t, r)−N0E− 1

c
N0 [u×B] +∇P (t, r) = −w0u(t, r)

v2F τeff
+ ηdyn∆u(t, r) +

ηdyn
3

∇ (∇ · u(t, r)) . (C19)

Here, ηdyn = w0τee/5 is the dynamic viscosity.
Next, we calculate dissipative corrections in the continuity relations. We obtain the following correction:

eτee
∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
(v ·∇) (v ·∇) f (u)

α,η(t, r;p) = e
v2F τee
3

∆
∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
f (u)
α,η (t, r;p) = −Dee∆Nα(t, r), (C20)

where Dee = v2F τee/3. The partial current density including the first-order corrections reads

Jα(t, r) = N0u(t, r) + χαeδµα(t, r)νeff(µ)vΩ −Dee∇Nα(t, r). (C21)

Appendix D: Role of magnetization and phase-space volume corrections

In the main text, we investigate the role of the chiral anomaly neglecting magnetization and phase-space volume
renormalization corrections in the chiral kinetic theory [54]. In addition, we neglect the second-order corrections in
the magnetic field related to the inter-band effects; see Refs. [75, 76] for the field-induced corrections to the Berry
curvature and quasiparticle dispersion relation. Their explicit formulation in the case of Weyl semimetals is given in
Ref. [77]. In this appendix, we estimate the role of these corrections in the transport and compare the corresponding
contribution to the conductivity with that from the chiral anomaly.
To estimate the effect of the magnetization and phase-space volume renormalization corrections, we calculate one

of the corrections to the Drude part of current density due to the magnetization

Jcorr(t, r) = −e2τei

NW∑

α

∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3
v (E · ∂p)

(
ǫ
(1)
α,η

)2

2
f ′′
η (p) = −e2τei

NW∑

α

∑

η

η

∫
d3p

(2π~)3

{
vǫ(1)α,ηf

′′
η (p) (E · ∂p) ǫ(1)α,η

+ v

(
ǫ
(1)
α,η

)2

2
(E · ∂p) f ′′

η (p)

}
= e2

v2F τei
3

(
eB~vF

2c

)2
E

2π2~3vF

NW∑

α

∑

η

∫ ∞

ΛIR

dp

p
f ′′
η (p)

−e2
v2F τei
3

EB2 + 2B (E ·B)

20π2~3

(
e~vF
2c

)2 ∑

η

η

∫ ∞

0

dpf ′′′
η (p), (D1)

where ǫ
(1)
α,η = − (B ·mα,η) = ηevF p (B ·Ωα,η) /c, ΛIR is the infra-red cutoff, and we assume a linear dispersion relation

with symmetric Weyl nodes. Notice that the first integral is infra-red convergent after summing over the bands
∑

η.
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The integral over momenta in the second term in the last expression reads

∫ ∞

0

dpf ′′′
η =

η

v2FT

1

4T cosh2
(

µ
2T

) tanh
( µ

2T

)
. (D2)

For T ≪ µ, the correction to the longitudinal conductivity due to the magnetic moment and the renormalization
of the phase-space volume follows from the first term in the last expression in Eq. (D1) and can be estimated as

σcorr ∼ σ0 (vΩ/vF )
2
. This correction should be compared with the expressions for the anomalous conductivity given

in Eqs. (42) and (43).

In the case of the Ohmic regime (λG,5 ≪ L and λG ≪ L), we have σcorr/σanom ∼ τei/τei,5, see also Eq. (42). Since
τei,5 ≫ τei, the corrections due to the magnetization and the phase-space volume corrections are not important. For

the chiral hydrodynamic regime (λG ≪ L ≪ λG,5), we obtain that σcorr/σanom ∼ (λG/L)
2
; see also Eq. (43). This

is a small correction if λG ≪ L. Finally, in the hydrodynamic regime (λG ≫ L and λG,5 ≫ L), the corrections due
to the chiral anomaly and the magnetization are comparable σcorr/σanom ∼ 1. While we expect that our qualitative
conclusions about the anomalous Gurzhi effect should hold even in this case, the quantitative details might be different.

Appendix E: Solution to the kinetic equations

In this appendix, we discuss the technical details of the solution to the kinetic equations presented in Sec. V.

1. Vanishing magnetic field

We start with the case of a vanishing magnetic field. As we discuss in the main text, the general form of the solution
to the kinetic equation (51) reads

l̃η(y; p) = ηNW

∫ L

0

dy′K1

( |y − y′|
ltot

)[
1 +

ηp

lee
l̃(y′)

]
, (E1)

where

l̃η(y; p) =
3

4π

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ cos2 θ lη(y; p, θ, ϕ), (E2)

K1

( |y − y′|
ltot

)
=

3

4π

∫ π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ
cos2 θ

sinϕ
e−

|y−y′ |
ltot sinϕ sin θ , (E3)

l̃(y) =
1

NW

∑
η η

∫∞

0
dp p4f ′

η(p)

∑

η

η

∫ ∞

0

dp p3 l̃η(y; p)f
′
η(p), (E4)

ltot = vF

(
1

τei
+

1

2τei,5
+

1

τee

)−1

. (E5)

All scattering lengths are introduced by multiplying the scattering time with the Fermi velocity, e.g., lee = vF τee.

To solve the integral equation (E1), we use the following expansions:

l̃η(y; p) =

∞∑

n=0

l̃n,η(p) cos

(
2πny

L

)
, (E6)

l̃n,η(p) =
2− δn,0

L

∫ L

0

dy l̃η(y; p) cos

(
2πny

L

)
, (E7)

K(1)
nm(p) =

2

L

∫ L

0

dy

∫ L

0

dy′K1

( |y − y′|
ltot

)
cos

(
2πny

L

)
cos

(
2πmy′

L

)
, (E8)

which rely on a symmetry with respect to the center of the film y = L/2; see also Ref. [41]. Integrals over y and y′ in
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Eq. (E8) can be straightforwardly calculated. We obtain

K
(1)
00 (p) =

3

2π
L

∫ π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ
cos2 θ

sinϕ

2
(
ξ − 1 + e−ξ

)

ξ2
, (E9)

K(1)
nn (p) =

3

2π
L

∫ π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ
cos2 θ

sinϕ

ξ
[
2ξe−ξ + ξ(ξ − 2) + 4π2n2

]

(ξ2 + 4π2n2)2
, (E10)

K(1)
nm(p) =

3

2π
L

∫ π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ
cos2 θ

sinϕ

2ξ2
(
e−ξ − 1

)

(ξ2 + 4π2n2) (ξ2 + 4π2m2)
, (E11)

where we used the shorthand notation ξ = L/ [(ltot sinϕ sin θ).
By using Eqs. (E6)–(E8), the integral equation (E1) can be rewritten as

(δnm + δn0δm0) l̃m,η(p) = ηNWK(1)
nm(p)

(
δm0 +

ηp

lee
l̃m

)
. (E12)

By introducing vectors 10 = {1, 0, 0, . . .}, l̃η(p) =
{
l̃0,η(p), l̃1,η(p), l̃2,η(p), . . .

}
, and l̃ =

{
l̃0, l̃1, l̃2, . . .

}
, as well as

defining matrices

Ûnm = δmn + δm0δn0 (E13)

and

Q̂(1) = Û−1K̂, (E14)

we obtain

l̃η(p) = ηNW Q̂(1)

(
10 +

ηp

lee
l̃

)
. (E15)

By averaging over momentum, see Eq. (E4), and solving for l̃, we obtain

l̃ = NW

(
1−NW pQ̂(1) 1

lee

)−1

ηQ̂(1)10. (E16)

The final result for l̃η(p) in Eq. (E1) reads

l̃η(p) = ηNW Q̂(1)

[
1 +NW

ηp

lee

(
1−NW pQ̂(1) 1

lee

)−1

ηQ̂(1)

]
10. (E17)

Notice that the conductivity averaged over the film width, which is defined in Eq. (54), depends only on the zeroth

component of l̃η(p), i.e., l̃η,0(p). In addition, while the matrices formally have infinite dimension in Eq. (E17), we
restrict their dimension to 5× 5 in our numerical calculations presented in the main text. We have checked that the
increase of the matrix dimension does not lead to any noticeable changes in the results for the parameters used in
calculations.

2. Nonzero magnetic field

The solution to the kinetic equation at a nonzero magnetic field is obtained along the same lines as in Appendix E 1.
In particular, we solve the integral equation

˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(y; p) =

∫ L

0

dy′K2

( |y − y′|
ltot

)[
−NW

λ2
F

2l2B

p2F
p2

+

(
1

lei
− 1

2lei,5

) ˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(y

′; p) +
〈
l
(1)
5 (y′)

〉]
, (E18)

where pF = µ/vF , λF = ~/pF , lB =
√
~c/(eB),

˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(y; p) =

1

4π

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ l
(1)
5,η(y; p, θ, ϕ) (E19)
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and the average 〈. . .〉 is defined in Eq. (B13). In addition, we use similar expansions to those given in Eqs. (E6)–(E8)
with the replacement

K1

( |y − y′|
ltot

)
→ K2

( |y − y′|
ltot

)
=

1

4π

∫ π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ
1

sinϕ
e−

|y−y′ |
ltot sinϕ sin θ . (E20)

In the matrix notation, we have

˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(p) = −NW

λ2
F

2l2B

p2F
p2

Q̂(2)10 +
1

lee
Q̂(2)

〈
l
(1)
5

〉
. (E21)

Here, we define the following matrix:

Q̂(2) =

[
Û −

(
1

lei
− 1

2lei,5

)
K̂(2)

]−1

K̂(2). (E22)

Performing the averaging, we find
〈
l
(1)
5

〉
. Then, the final result for the solution to the integral equation Eq. (E18)

reads

˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(p) = −NWλ2

F

2l2B

{
p2F
p2

Q̂(2) +
1

lee
Q̂(2)

[
1̂− 1

lee

〈
Q̂(2)

〉]−1 〈
p2F
p2

Q̂(2)

〉}
10. (E23)

For the momentum-independent scattering lengths,
〈
Q̂(2)

〉
= Q̂(2) and

〈
p2F
p2

〉
=

1

1 + π2T 2/µ2
, (E24)

where we used the expressions presented in Appendix A.
As in the case of zero order in the magnetic field, see Appendix E 1, the anomalous part of the conductivity averaged

over the film width depends only on the zeroth component of
˜̃
l
(1)
5,η(p). In addition, we restrict the dimension of matrices

in Eq. (E23) to 5× 5.
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Ẽα,η ×Ωα,η

]

f
(0)
α,η(p) in Eq. (11) corresponds to the anomalous Hall effect [78, 79]. It is irrelevant for our

study of the chiral anomaly in time-reversal symmetric materials or for certain orientations of the Weyl nodes in materials
with broken time-reversal symmetry. Some of the effects related to the anomalous Hall effect in hydrodynamic regime in
Weyl semimetals are discussed in Refs. [80, 81].

[58] M.-C. Chang and Q. Niu, Berry phase, hyperorbits, and the Hofstadter spectrum: Semiclassical dynamics in magnetic
Bloch bands, Phys. Rev. B 53, 7010 (1996).

[59] In addition to the magnetic moment correction (B ·mα,η), there are also terms quadratic in magnetic field that originate
from the inter-band corrections [76, 77].

[60] C. Beenakker and H. van Houten, Quantum Transport in Semiconductor Nanostructures,
Solid State Phys. - Adv. Res. Appl. 44, 1 (1991).

[61] In Eq. (16), we neglect the angular dependence in the matrix element of the disorder potential. This does not qualitatively
change our results.

[62] J. Callaway, Model for Lattice Thermal Conductivity at Low Temperatures, Phys. Rev. 113, 1046 (1959).
[63] Since we focus on the case where electric and magnetic fields are directed along the film, the Hall-type components of the

viscosity tensor, which can appear in a magnetic field, do not affect the transport properties and can be omitted.
[64] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Fluid Mechanics (Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford, 2013).
[65] F. Arnold, M. Naumann, S.-C. Wu, Y. Sun, M. Schmidt, H. Borrmann, C. Felser, B. Yan, and E. Hassinger, Chiral Weyl

pockets and Fermi surface topology of the Weyl semimetal TaAs, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 146401 (2016).
[66] J. Buckeridge, D. Jevdokimovs, C. R. A. Catlow, and A. A. Sokol, Bulk electronic, elastic, structural, and dielectric

properties of the Weyl semimetal TaAs, Phys. Rev. B 93, 125205 (2016).
[67] A semiclassically weak magnetic field corresponds to ωcτei = 1, where ωc = ev2FB/(cµ) is the cyclotron frequency.
[68] I. M. Lifshitz, M. I. Azbel, and M. I. Kaganov, The theory of galvanomagnetic effects in metals, JETP 4, 41 (1957).
[69] V. A. Zyuzin, Magnetotransport of Weyl semimetals due to the chiral anomaly, Phys. Rev. B 95, 245128 (2017).
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