2112.00781v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 1 Dec 2021

arXiv

Anomalous Gurzhi effect

P. O. Sukhachov!'* and Bjérn Trauzettel? 3

! Department of Physics, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06520, USA
2Institut fiir Theoretische Physik und Astrophysik,
Universitat Wiirzburg, 97074 Wiirzburg, Germany
3 Wiirzburg-Dresden Cluster of Excellence ct.qgmat, Germany
(Dated: December 1, 2021)

We investigate the role of the chiral anomaly in hydrodynamic and crossover regimes of transport
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 dependence on
temperature dubbed 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 condi-
tions 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 field theory. This allows us to realize
several exotic effects in solid-state setups. We focus on
one of such effects, 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 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 rela-
tion in the vicinity of the band-touching points that are
now known as Weyl semimetals. Due to the pumping
of chiral quasiparticles between the Weyl nodes of op-
posite chiralities in the presence of a magnetic field, the
chiral imbalance density is generated and the electric con-
ductivity in the direction of the field is enhanced. This
leads to the “negative” magnetoresistivity phenomenon
in which the resistivity is decreased by the magnetic field.
Negative magnetoresistivity was observed in Weyl (tran-
sition metal monopnictides TaAs, NbAs, TaP, and NbP)
and Dirac (NagBi, CdzAsy, and ZrTes) semimetals (see
Refs. [9-13] for reviews on anomalous transport proper-
ties).
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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 [14-16]. The first experimental signatures of hy-
drodynamic transport were observed only three decades
later in the late 1990s in a two-dimensional (2D) electron
gas of high-mobility (Al, Ga)As heterostructures [17, 18].
Among other effects, it was demonstrated that the re-
sistivity decreases with temperature [17, 18] if a hy-
drodynamic regime is realized. This phenomenon is
known as the Gurzhi effect [14]. Later, the character-
istic dependence of the resistivity on the channel size
was observed in ultra-pure 2D metal palladium cobal-
tate (PdCoOs2) [19], which agrees with the dependence
expected for the Poiseuille flow of the electron fluid.

The realization of the hydrodynamic regime in
graphene [20-28] had a strong impact on the develop-
ment of electron hydrodynamics in solids [29, 30]. 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 WP [31].
In addition, the hydrodynamic profile of electric cur-
rent was visualized via stray magnetic fields in the Weyl
semimetal WTey [32]. We notice that these observa-
tions, however, do not directly rely on the relativistic-
like spectrum of Weyl semimetals and demonstrate uni-
versal properties of electron hydrodynamics. In addition
to Dirac and Weyl semimetals, strongly correlated sys-
tems such as kagome metals may provide a platform for
electron hydrodynamics [33].

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-
tivated by an external static magnetic field, in crossover
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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. [34]
in a high-energy physics approach; see also Refs. [35-
38| 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. [39] in hydrody-
namic and diffusive regimes in the absence of magnetic
fields.

In this work, we combine two active research fields,
namely chiral anomaly and hydrodynamic transport. We
predict that the part of the electric conductivity deter-
mined by the chiral anomaly (anomalous conductivity)
exhibits an analog of the Gurzhi effect dubbed anoma-
lous Gurzhi effect. In this case, the conductivity shows
a nonmonotonic behavior with temperature: it decreases
for small temperatures and grows for large ones. The
anomalous Gurzhi effect has a similar origin to its con-
ventional counterpart: in the hydrodynamic regime, the
valley-imbalance (chiral) charge density, which quantifies
the effect of the chiral anomaly, relaxes at the boundaries
rather than in the bulk. Hence, the anomalous conductiv-
ity is determined by the electron-electron collisions and
the size of the system. Since the rate of the bulk inter-
node scattering processes that relax the chiral charge is
usually much smaller than that for the intra-node ones,
see, e.g., Refs. [40, 41], we expect that the anomalous
Gurzhi effect should be easier to realize than the stan-
dard Gurzhi effect. As for the optimal experimental con-
ditions, 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.

The paper is organized as follows. The phenomenol-
ogy of the anomalous Gurzhi effect is provided in Sec. II.
In Sec. I, 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. Through this study, we set
kp = 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 EuCdaAsy [42-44]. The model setup is
presented in Fig. 1 where static electric E and magnetic
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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 y direction
is L and the film is infinite along « and z directions. We force
the chiral charge density Ns(y) to vanish at the surfaces of
the film by the boundary condition Ns(y =0, L) = 0.

B fields are applied along the film of the semimetal. The
thickness of the film along y direction is L and the film is
assumed to be infinite along 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(¢,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(¢,r), respectively) and cur-
rent (J(¢,r) and J5(t, r), respectively) densities. The cor-
responding continuity equations read

ON(t,r) + (V- J(t,r)) =0, (1)
S(E-B)  Ns(tr)
2W2h20 B Tei,5

O,Ns(t,r) + (V- Is(t, 1)) = — (2)

The electric and chiral currents are

e2us(t, )
J(t, I‘) = O'QE - Deﬂ‘VN(t, I‘) + WB, (3)
e2u(t,r)
J5 (t,r) = —DeffVNf,(t,I‘) + W . (4)
Here, o9 = 2e2v(u)Deg is the electric conductivity,

v(p) is the density of states (DOS) per Weyl node, and
Deg = U%Teff /3 is the diffusion constant determined by
the effective scattering time 7., whose meaning will be
clarified later. In addition, u(t,r) and us(t,r) are electric
and chiral chemical potentials that quantify the corre-
sponding charge densities. The continuity relations and
the corresponding currents will be discussed in more de-
tail in Sec. IV A.

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 [45-47], see the terms x B.
These currents are crucial to couple dynamics of elec-
tric and chiral charges. Notice also that, in addition to



the inter-node electron-impurity scattering quantified by
Tei,5, the chiral charge density Ns(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. It is easy to verify that
the direct electric current along the surface of the film
reads as J| = oo ~ Teg ), see Eq. (3). If the intra-
node scattering is strong, i.e., the intra-node electron-
impurity scattering length le; = vp7e; is much smaller
than the film width L, the inter-node scattering length
lei,s = VFTei5, and the electron-electron scattering length
lee = VFToo, we have a conventional Drude relation for the
conductivity with 7eg = 7. The conductivity depends
weakly on temperature in this case.

However, as was conceived by Gurzhi in Ref. [14], the
hydrodynamic-like transport regime with 7.g = L? /Tee
is possible if loe < L,lei, lei,5 and the scattering at the
surfaces of the film is diffusive. Therefore, since le o
1/T? for T < p, the electric conductivity og o 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:

mandZu(y) ~ 2 _ € g (5)

Here, nkin X Tee is the kinematic viscosity, u(y)/7e de-
scribes the momentum relaxation of the fluid, and meg
is the effective mass whose explicit expression is not im-
portant now. The solution to Eq. (5) reads

epng [ cosh (52
u(y) = — el . (%) , (6)

where we introduce the Gurzhi length Ag = \/fkinTai
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:

12
0 o< { 12Mxin’
Tei,

The case Ag > L corresponds to the hydrodynamic
regime with og o< 1/lge.

Now, let us turn our attention to the case with a non-
vanishing magnetic field B # 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

Aa > L,
Ag < L.

(7)
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FIG. 2. Transport phase diagram of the system with three
main regimes: (i) Ohmic (A¢ < L and Ag,5 < L), (ii) chiral
hydrodynamic (A¢ < L and Ag,s > L), and (iii) hydrody-
namic (Ag > L and Ag,5 > L). Here, Ag ~ Vl0eelei and
AG,5 ~ 4/leelei,s are Gurzhi and chiral Gurzhi lengths, re-
spectively, where lei, lei 5, lce are the intra-node, inter-node,
and electron-electron scattering lengths. Since the intra-node
electron-impurity scattering length is usually smaller than the
inter-node one [40, 41], i.e., lei < lei,5, the regime Ag 2 Aa,s
(gray shaded region) cannot be realized.

valley-imbalance charge density N5(y). To find the lat-

ter, we rewrite Eq. (2) as

Ns(y) _ ¢*(E-B)
Tei,5 27T2h20

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

L—2
oy =SB B [, ()]
s\Y) = 2m2h2c COSh( AL ) ’
2Aa,5

where we introduced the chiral Gurzhi length A\gs =

\/DegTei,s. This result allows us to find the anomalous
part of the conductivity averaged over the film width:

L

2
Tanom < B? { 12Dere?

Tei,5,

)\G,S > L, (10)
)\G,S < L.
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 Teis > Tei, it is possible to realize the regime
Ac < L and Ag5 > 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 oanom
and normal og parts of the conductivity is that while the



latter is determined by momentum-relaxation processes,
the former relies on the chiral charge relaxation (or val-
ley imbalance equilibration). The relaxation of the chiral
charge can occur either in the bulk (lei5 < L) or at the
surfaces (leis > L). In the former case, we have the
conventional result oanom X Teis [48]. However, when
the bulk inter-node scattering is weak, the chirality re-
laxation occurs at the surfaces of the film. In order to
reach the surface, electrons move diffusively across the
film with the diffusion coefficient determined either by
intra-node or electron-electron scattering rates. There-
fore, the qualitative result in Eq. (10) is applicable both
in 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
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 « is defined as [48-51]

e _
Jo(t,r) = —e;n/ ﬁ{v(w7 —e [Eam X Qam}
- %(vam : Qa,n)B} Fan(t,r,p)
d3
<o [ [ £ Qa8

nﬂcm(tarap).ﬁ;,n(p)' (11)
|

X

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

fam(t,rip) = fO) (D) — nam(t,r;) fo (D),  (12)

where féo%(p) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function,
fon(P) is its derivative with respect to energy, and n = +
corresponds to conduction (7 = 4) and valence (n = —)
bands. The salient property of the CKT is the pres-
ence of Berry curvature Q,, = Qq,(p) that quantifies
the nontrivial topological properties in the semiclassical
approach. Further, v, , = Opéa,, is the quasiparticle
velocity, €q,, = €a,,(P) is the quasiparticle dispersion re-
lation at the node «, B is the external magnetic field,
and E, , = E + (1/e)Vé,,, 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 €, 5 = €ay — (B - myg ) [49, 50, 52], where m,, ,,
is the orbital magnetic moment [53]. The simultaneous
presence of the Berry curvature and magnetic field mod-
ifies the phase-space volume [49], which is quantified by
the term O,y = [1 — e (B - Q4,,) /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 m, , and the renormalization of the phase-space
volume O,,, 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 [48-51]

Ortenn (7P fly(P) + [V = = (Vo Q) B| - Vi (6. 13D) 1 (P) = = Vs X B (Gpmay (£33 D)) £ (P)

= —¢ |(Vaw ' B) = = (E-B) (Vay Qan)| 4.(P) = I 0], (13)

where the collision integral is denoted by I [nq ]

In the case of the film geometry shown in Fig. 1, we as-
sume diffusive boundary conditions where quasiparticles
from different Weyl nodes are intermixed at the surfaces
y = 0, L. These boundary conditions are given by

Vany > 01 g pn(t,15p) =

1 Nw  .on T
dy’ do’
y=0 27TNW ;A v A

/

x sin @’ 9(—Ua)n,y)na,n(ta r;p, 0, ¢)

(14)

y=0

and

1 Nw  .on u
/ /
Vauny < 0 Na(t,r;p) v=L 27Ny Z /0 e /0

d
;o (15)

x sin 6§ e(vg,n,y)na,n(tv r;p, 0, ‘pl) =L
see also Refs. [18, 39, 54]. Here, vq 4 is the y component
of the quasiparticle velocity (i.e., normal to the surface
of the film), Ny is the number of Weyl nodes, and 6(z)
is the Heaviside function.



B. Collision integral

Let us discuss the key features of the collision integral
I[nqay). 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

N N
~ Ne, (ta r; p) —ng, (tv r p) /
Iei [na, , I3 ~ ! ! «a ’
[ ,n(t r p)] ; Ta,,@(p) f m(p)
(16)

where 1/7,,(p) is the electron-impurity scattering rate
and g, (t, r; p) is the distribution function averaged over
the momentum direction [55]. Intra- and inter-node scat-
terings correspond to terms with @« =  and o # ( in
Eq. (16), respectively.

In general, due to the presence of several nodes, the
scattering integral couples all Ny kinetic equations. To
simplify our presentation, we consider a Weyl semimetal
in the presence of a symmetry between the pairs (o, —«)
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, 74,0 (p) = 7ei(p) and
Ta,—a (D) = 27ei5(p). The model with two Weyl nodes
used in Sec. IT 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 [18, 56]:

na,n(tar;P) — (na(t,r)) = (p-u(t,r))

Tee [na,n(tu r; p)] =

X fo.n(P), (17)
where
(alt,r)) = .
S [ & £, (p)
X Zn/d3pna,n(t,r;p)f&,n(p)a (18)

3
S, N [ dpp2 £, (p)

Nw
x> Z/ PP nay(t,15p) fo,(p).(19)
n a

u(t,r)

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 « reads as

Hy = Xavr (p ’ 0') ) (20)

where x, = =+ is the chirality or, equivalently, the topo-
logical charge of the Weyl node, vp is the Fermi velocity,
and o is the vector of the Pauli matrices acting on pseu-
dospin space. In this model, the Berry curvature €2, ,
takes the form

p
Qa,n = nXah2_p3 (21)
and the DOS per Weyl node v, (p) = v(p) is
2
_ p
I/(p) - 27T2h31)F . (22)

In addition, since the quasiparticle energy does not de-
pend on the nodal index and the momentum direction,
€a,n = nurp, we have f5(p) = £ (), f.,(p) = F3(p),
and v, = 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 intra-node scattering
time reads as

T (p) = Tes <pF>’]';—§, (23)

where pp = p/vp is the Fermi momentum. The same
expression albeit with 7ei(pp) — Tei,5(pr) holds for the
inter-node scattering time 7e; 5(p). The intra-node scat-
tering time averaged over the Fermi surface is given by

2

12+ m2T2/3 (24)

Tei = (Tei(p)) = Tei(pF)
see Eq. (18) and Appendix A. The temperature depen-
dence of 7,; has no qualitative effect on the conventional
and anomalous Gurzhi effects for 7' < p 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:

__hop?
 pale T

Tee (25)
which is qualitatively valid for T < p. Here, aeg 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. We assume that the electron-
electron scattering time is the shortest in the system,
Tee <K Tei, Tei,5, and, consequently, the deviations from
the ideal hydrodynamic distribution function with the
drift velocity u(t,r), where the energy is shifted by
(p-u(t,r)), are weak.

The hydrodynamic equations correspond to the con-
servation of total momentum, electric charge density per
Weyl node, and energy. The details of their derivation
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

w w
v_26tu” (t,r) + 2 uj| (t,r) — ndynAuH (t,r) = NE.
F F

(26)

Here, u)(t,r) = (E-u(t,r)), Nayn = WTee/5 is the dy-
namic viscosity, w = 4¢/3 is the enthalpy density, € is
the energy density, and 1/7eg = 1/7ei + 1/(27ei5) is the
scattering rate corresponding to momentum relaxation.

We introduce the time- and coordinate-dependent
valley-even (electric) N(¢,r) = ijw N, (t,r) and valley-
odd (chiral) N5(t,r) = Zivw XaNa(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 Ny /2. In the global equilib-
rium state, N(t,r) = N and N5(t,r) = 0. The explicit
expressions for the equilibrium thermodynamic variables
are given in Appendix A.

The linearized electric J(¢, r) and chiral J5(¢,r) current
densities read

J(t,r) = Nu(t,r) — Dec VN(t,r) — voN5(t,r), (27)
J5(t,r) = —Dee VN5 (t,r) — voN(t,r), (28)

where we use Dg = U%Tee /3 and define the anomalous
velocity vq as

e

ve = 4Am2h2cves (1)

(29)

Here, the effective DOS veg(p) for the linearized spec-
trum reads

24+ 7272/3
Veﬂ'(ﬂ) = a 2—7’;2h31)%/ (30)
Notice that the terms ~ 7, e.g., the viscosity 7dqyn in
Eq. (26) and diffusion coefficient D, in Egs. (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

w 2
v%rcﬁ-u” (y) — NaynOyu ) (y) = NE, (31)
N.
Dee; N5 (y) — ;—(15/) = —Nwe veg(p)vaE. (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 uj(y = 0,L) = 0 [57]. 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 Egs. (31), (32), and (33). As one can
see, these equations decouple and can be solved indepen-
dently. We start with the Navier-Stokes equation (31),
whose solution is given by

L—2y
wy (y) = viTeg NE - cosh (—2/\G ) 1)
” w cosh (ﬁ) ,
where

n'eff lcclc
o /ngwaﬁ =/ - (35)

is the Gurzhi length. The scattering lengths are defined
by multiplying the corresponding scattering times by the
Fermi velocity, e.g., lee = VpTee. It is easy to check
that the conventional parabolic-like (Poiseuille) profile
u(y) < y (L —y) is obtained in the case A\g > 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

cosh (5;27;)
Ns(y) = —Nwe?veg (1) Tei 5o B |1 — ————-&
cosh (2AG )

Q

L
- (36)
Here, we introduce the chiral Gurzhi length
leelei
AG,5 = \/ DeeTeis = Tﬁa (37)

cf. Eq. (35).

By using the electric current density given in Eq. (27),
we obtain the following normal oy(y) and anomalous
Tanom(y) components of the longitudinal conductivity



o(y):
L—2
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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 A\ < L with a flat
profile of the current and (ii) Poiseuille regime Ag > L
with a parabolic-like profile. The averaged normal part
of the conductivity becomes

L 2 2

d ot N

Aag < L / —yao(y) n VETel T TGH T°, (40)
o L w

L dy - SN2L? T<p , o
Ag > L /0 T oo(y) =~ Dwre x T (41)
Evidently, the normal part of the electric conductivity
grows with T for A\g > L. This seemingly counterintu-
itive behavior is explained by the decrease of momentum-
relaxing scattering events with the rise of the electron
fluid viscosity 7qyn ~ Tee and is known as the Gurzhi
effect [14].
In the case of the anomalous part of the conductivity
given by Eq. (39), we derive

L
d
Aol / Fumom(y) = Nwe v (W)res % T°,
0
(42)
L 2,2 2
d N . I
Ags>L: / —yUanom(y): we vg Ve (1) T§“T2,
o L 1270
(43)

Similarly to the electrical conductivity at B = 0, the
anomalous part oanom increases with 7' at T < p, cf.
Egs. (41) and (43). 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 inter-node scattering rate but de-
pends on the electron-electron scattering time 7... The
latter type of scattering does not relax the chiral charge
and, consequently, should not be crucial for the anoma-
lous transport. This apparent conundrum can be re-
solved by noting that frequent electron-electron collisions
prevent electrons from reaching the boundaries where the
chirality relaxation occurs. This is reminiscent of the con-
ventional Gurzhi effect where the electron fluid relaxes its
momentum at the boundaries.

Since Ag¢ < Ag 5 (see also Sec. IV C for the estimates),
it is possible to realize the mixed chiral hydrodynamic
regime with \¢ < L <« Ags. In this case, only the
anomalous Gurzhi effect is observed. The main regimes
of transport, namely (i) Ohmic (A¢ < L and Ag 5 < L),
(ii) chiral hydrodynamic (A\¢ < L < Ag;s5), and (iii)
hydrodynamic (Ag > L and Ag 5 > L) are schematically
shown in Fig. 2.

C. Numerical estimates

Let us compare the magnitudes of the normal oy and
anomalous ganom corrections to the conductivity and es-
timate them for realistic parameters. In our estimates,
we use the parameters vy ~ 3 x 107 cm/s, u ~ 20 meV,
75 ~ 60 ps, 7 = 0.38 ps, Ny = 24, and the dielectric
constant ¢ = 36 quoted in Refs. [40, 58, 59] for the Weyl
semimetal TaAs. In addition, we assume T = 50 K.
The effective fine-structure constant can be estimated as
et = €2/(hvpe) ~ 0.21.

Let us start with the Ohmic regime (A\q¢ < L and
Ag,5 < L). By using Eqgs. (40) and (42), we obtain

Tanom - N U_Q 2 ezwyeff(u) Teib 9 E 2
00 w VE N2 Toff 1T/ °
(44)

It is important to notice that there is an upper limit for
the magnetic field for which the above estimate is ap-
plicable. Indeed, the CKT is valid for non-quantizing
magnetic fields, B < Byuq = cu?/(2ehv?) ~ 3.5 T. Here,
Byq is the magnetic field at which the ultra-quantum
limit (i.e., only the lowest Landau level is populated)
is reached. For B ~ Byq, the formation of the Lan-
dau levels must be taken into account. The condi-
tion B < Byq approximately corresponds to vp < vq
in Eq. (44). In a general case of non-spherical Fermi
surfaces, the estimate of the upper limit for the mag-
netic field is given by a semiclassically-weak magnetic
field Bgw =~ 0.6 T [60]. The Hall effect contribution to
the conductivity can be ignored for B < Bgy; see also
Ref. [61]. The semiclassically-weak magnetic field pro-
vides the most conservative estimate for the upper value
of the magnetic field for which our approximations hold.

In the case of the hydrodynamic regime (Ag > L and
Aa,5 > L), we obtain

9 2
Tanom _ 3NW U_Q M ~ 7.7 10_3 E )
- 5 v N2 17T
(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 Teg/7ei 5 times smaller in the
hydrodynamic regime as compared to the Ohmic regime.

Because 7ei5 > Tefr, it can be possible to achieve a chi-
ral hydrodynamic regime (Ag < L < Ag,5). In this case,
while the normal part of the conductivity og 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

2 2 2
vo \ e*wreg(pn) L
=N —_ . 46

W <UF) N2 leolesr (46)

Uanom

g0

Since this hybrid regime is valid for \¢ S L < Ags,
the relative conductivity (46) takes intermediate values
compared to those in Egs. (44) and (45).

Finally, we provide characteristic values for other pa-
rameters used in our calculations. In particular, the
Fermi wave length is Ap = vph/p~ 0.2 (1 meV/p) pm,
the magnetic length is Ip = +/h¢/(eB) =~ 2.6 X
1072 /1 T/B pm, the intra-node electron-impurity scat-
tering length is le; &= 0.1 pm, and the inter-node electron-
impurity scattering length is le; 5 ~ 17.8 pm.

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. ITI B.

In what follows, we treat the effects of the magnetic
field perturbatively. We start with the case B = 0 in
Sec. V A. The first-order corrections to the distribution
function and the anomalous part of the electric conduc-
tivity are calculated in Sec. V B.

A. Vanishing magnetic field

Let us proceed to the case B = 0. Since there is
a preferred direction along the electric field, the dis-
tribution function nq,(y;p) is odd with respect to
p — —p- Therefore, it is convenient to parameter-
ize the distribution function n,(y;p) as nan(y;p) =
—eE cosfl,n(y; p), where 6 is the angle between E and
p- In absence of the magnetic field and boundaries,
lan(y; p) corresponds to the mean free path of electrons
in conductors.

The electric current density is determined by the func-
tion o, (y; p) summed over all Weyl nodes and averaged
over angles, i.e.,

[e'e] 2 T~
I = ~Bor S [ G L i o) (47)

see Eq. (11) for the definition of current. Here,
o7
I, 2(y;p) = / dnp/ dfsin 6 cos® 0 1,(y; p, 0, ¢)
(48)
is the function (E . f)) ’ l,(y; p) =

. 2
(E.f)) Zi\fw lan(y;p) averaged over angles. By

introducing the following notations
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ltot = vfF <_ + + _) ) (50)
Tei 2Tei 5 Tee

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

-1y p) = N (y) = N

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

L ) N
ly(y;p) = an/ dy' Ky (M) [1 + @L(y’)] :
0 ltot lee
52)

sin ' sin ¢ Oyl (y; p) +

where we introduce the following function

K, (Iy y |) / / docos JEESIT AN
liot Am sin ¢
(53)
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),

eﬁ;};’; Z/ / dp p*ly (y; p) fr(p)- (54)

The corresponding resistivity is defined as p| = 1/0y.
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 le; (pr). The Knudsen
peak is clearly visible for oo &= 2 L if lee < L, lo;. The peak
gradually disappears with decreasing electron-impurity
scattering length. In the case of strong electron-impurity
scattering, lo; < 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

e? Nw D
Janom(y)—_?znZ/W
QW BEZ / dpl()

(v Qa) By (p)

(1)

Ney(Y; P) = p) [y (D)

(55)
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FIG. 3. Dependence of the resistivity p| on temperature for
a few values of the dimensionless impurity scattering length
lei,0 = lei(pr)/L at aeg = 0.2, Ap = 0.001 L, 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 = 2 L.

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

= 2
15 (y:p) / ds@/ dosin 1) (y:p.0,¢), (56)
W (- - _ €] :
where Iy, (y;p) = E Xanan(y;p)/(eE). Notice

that the infrared cutoff Ajg ~ h/lp 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 (Qq,,-B)/c 2 1 [51]; see also Ref. [62]. The
cutoff is set to zero in convergent terms.

The function lgr)](y;p) satisfies the following kinetic
equation

1 (y;P) <lél)(y)>

nsin@singpaylélz(y;l))*‘ - -
) ltot lee
1 1 1) Nw A% i
_(L- z =—— 7 7
(lci 21&{)) sa(UiP) = —— B (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

o L , ) )
— Nw A% p
ls(f?](y;p)—/o dy' Ko (M) [__W_F F

ltot

1 1 ?/1/) ’. W,
(- ) S ()| 6

Here, we define
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Lot 47T smcp

(59)

We present the anomalous part of the conductiv-
ity Oanom averaged over the film width and the rel-
ative anomalous contribution to the resistivity 1 —
p|(B)/p (B = 0) in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), respectively.
The conductivity ganom(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, g 2 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 Ip < L, where a growth of the anomalous conduc-
tivity at lCC S L is observed, which can be expected from
the hydrodynamic analysis.

Therefore, while the calculations in the kinetic theory
confirm that the anomalous conductivity can increase
with temperature, see Sec. IV B for the analysis in the
hydrodynamic regime, a few interesting features might
appear in the crossover regime of transport. In partic-
ular, the nonmonotonic behavior of 0,0 might appear
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 properties
of the film in different transport regimes determined by
electron-electron le, intra-node le;, and inter-node lei 5
electron-impurity scattering lengths.

It is shown that the anomalous part of the conductivity
Tanom = 0(B)—0o(B = 0) is positive and demonstrates an
unexpected scaling with electron-electron and electron-
impurity scattering times; see Sec. IV for details. Instead
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FIG. 4. Dependence of the anomalous part of the conductivity cganom (panel (a)) and the relative anomalous contribution to

the resistivity 1 — p;(B)/p|(B = 0) (panel (b)) on temperature for several values of the magnetic length Iz = \/hc/(eB). In
all panels, we set Ap = 0.001 L, lei,0 = 100, lei,5/lei = 100, ctet = 0.2, and Nw = 24. The dashed vertical line corresponds to

the temperature at which lee = 2 L.

of the conventional linear dependence on the inter-node
scattering length oanom o lei 5, the anomalous part of the
conductivity is inversely proportional to lee, i.€., Canom ~
L? /lee, if electron-electron scattering dominates. Since
lee ~ 1/T?, the anomalous part of the conductivity can
grow with temperature.

The nontrivial scaling of the anomalous part of the
conductivity has a similar origin as in the conventional
Gurzhi effect, where the electron fluid relaxes its mo-
mentum at the boundaries. Naturally, the inter-node
chirality-mixing scattering that determines the anoma-
lous part of the conductivity takes place at diffusive sur-
faces. In order to reach the surfaces, electrons in the bulk
move diffusively with the characteristic length scale de-
termined 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 inter-
node scattering in the bulk, /s 5. No anomalous Gurzhi
effect appears in the latter case. Since the inter-node
scattering length is typically much larger than the intra-
node one [40, 41], we expect that the regime with the
anomalous Gurzhi effect loelei 5 > L should be more ac-
cessible than the one with the conventional Gurzhi effect
leclei > L.

In addition to the hydrodynamic regime, the crossover
regime of transport is also investigated. In absence of the
magnetic field, we generalize the study of the relativis-
tic Gurzhi effect [39] to the case of 3D materials with a
relativistic-like quasiparticle spectrum. We find that the
longitudinal resistivity (in the direction along the sur-
face of the film) shows a nonmonotonic dependence on

temperature with a characteristic peak in clean materi-
als lee K 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 lgi < 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 0apom is determined primarily by the Berry
curvature rather than the interplay between lee, le;, and
L. The growth with T predicted in the hydrodynamic
regime is observed for sufficiently strong magnetic fields
such that [p < 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 le; 5 > lei. Furthermore, the
anomalous Gurzhi effect relies on the chiral anomaly acti-
vated 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 facilitate the
observation. Our results obtained in the chiral kinetic
theory, however, are limited to the case of classically-
weak magnetic fields or, in the case of spherical Fermi
surfaces, non-quantizing fields. The case of quantizing
fields requires a separate investigation and will be re-



ported elsewhere. In addition, we notice that the valid-
ity 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. IV C. While the
anomalous contribution to the electric conductivity in
the hydrodynamic regime is weaker compared to that in
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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 nugp, where
v is the Fermi velocity, p is the absolute value of quasiparticle momentum, n = + for conduction and n = — for valence
bands. By making use of the shorthand notation for the equilibrium distribution function f7(70) (p) = 1/[elmvrP=m/T 1],
where p is the chemical potential and T is temperature, it is straightforward to derive the following expressions:

Pp s 0 T"HT(n+1) . /T

| G5 =g o (). (A1)
@ 020fi” T T +1) /7

/(271'71)3p Op - 2m2R3vi Lin (_eW ) (A2)

Here, I'(n) is the gamma function and Li,(z) is the polylogarithm function [63]. The following identities for the
polylogarithm functions are useful when taking into account the contributions from valence and conduction bands:

Liy (—e®) — Liy (—e™ ") = —u, (A3)
Lig(—e”) + Lig(—e™™) = —% (mQ + %2) : (A4)
Lis(—e®) — Lig(—e™®) = —% (22 +72), (A5)
Lig(—€”) + Lig(—e ") = —2—14 (:104 +2n%2? + %w“) : (A6)

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

Nw 3 3 2 22
B ) =i ) i )] =2
a 7

(2mh

2,3 13
6m2vyh

€= %Z/@f—g)ngféo)(p) = —Nw% [Lig (=) + Liy (—e/7)]
a 7

NW 4 2m2 2 77T4T4
=W _ 22T +
82 hAv3 (“ M T

(A8)

where Ejavw denotes the summation over Ny Weyl nodes, > stands for the 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,

ie.,

S nf0w) =10 - 1= 100

n=+

(A9)
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Appendix B: Collision integrals
1. Electron-impurity collision integral

By using the Fermi golden rule (see, e.g., Ref. [64]), the electron-impurity collision integral is defined as

I (t.7:p)] = Z [ 002 w08 p) — 6B [ (ori) — FrgltiB]. (B

where |A, g(p,p’)| is the scattering amplitude between the Weyl nodes « and £, €,(p) = €a,y — (B-my ) is the
total energy dispersion, m, , is the orbital magnetic moment, and O,, = [1 —e(B- Q) /c] corresponds to the
renormalization of the phase-space volume; see, e.g., Refs. [49, 50, 52] for details. In these expressions, Q4. = Qa,n(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. IIT A and Appendix D. Then, the collision integral given in Eq. (B1)
becomes

3 ™
I fun(tx:p)] Z o A s B Slea) — (0] [ (3B 5) — B 8] (32)

Here, we parameterlzed the distribution function as
fam(tv r; p) = f(gz(,)v)] (p) - f(;,n(p)nam(tv r p)v (B?’)

where f,go,)](p) is the standard Fermi-Dirac distribution function and f/, ,(p) is its derivative with respect to energy.
We assume a short-range impurity potential U(r) = >, uod(r — r;) and neglect the matrix element ~ (p-p’),

which stems from the overlap of the wave functions. In this case |Aq 5(p, p’ )P~ Nimpd /2, where niyp is the density
of impurities.
The intra-node part 8 = « of the collision integral (B2) reads

3/ T
T o)~ [ G5 Eing 8 e0(0) = (0] D (0552 (5) = 1015 B) 1)

o na,n(tv r; p) - m(ta r; p) /
- Tei (D) Jon(®) Y

Here, the intra-node electron-impurity scattering rate is

1 T 9
—— = —v(P)Nimp Uy, B5
Toi(p) A ( ) pP*0 ( )
the density of states (DOS) for the linear energy spectrum is

2

p
— B6
v(p) pECTE (B6)

and the averaging over the angles is defined as

27
Tlay (6,1, D) / dy’ / df’ sinb'ng,(t,r;p, 0, ¢"). (BT7)

In the case of the inter-node scattering, the correspondlng part of the collision integral reads as

B3y T
Tinter [fan(t, T3 P)] Z / 27:;; 3 hnlmpw [ea(p) — €8(0")] [P (t,r;P) [l (P) — g0 (t,150") f5.,,(0")]

— Z No ﬁ(t r; p) 5 (t r; p)f;m;(p) (BS)

B Ta,p (p)

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., (o, —«). Then, by defining 7, g(p) = 27i 5(p), we rewrite the inter-node
collision integral (B8) as

Linter [fomz(tv r;p)| = . L I;z'ci_;(:)am(t, = fl;n(p) (B9)

We assume that 7; 5(p) has the same functional dependence as 7e(p) given in Eq. (B5).
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2. Electron-electron collision integral

We describe the electron-electron collisions by using the Callaway ansatz [18, 56]:

Lo [fa,n(t, r; p)] _ fa,n(t, r p) - fnyu(tv r; p) ' (BlO)

Tee

Here, 1/7ee is the electron-electron scattering rate and

1

e D D) SR GII/T 1 1 (B11)

fn.,u(tv r; p) =

is the hydrodynamic distribution function with the drift velocity u(t,r). As we will show below, dp4 (¢, 1) is needed to
conserve the electric charge in each of the Weyl nodes separately. Indeed, the inter-node 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 1/7., averaged over momentum, see also Sec. ITI B.

In the linear response regime, the deviations from the local equilibrium are weak and one can use the following
expansion:

Fautep) = £ (p) = [(u(t,) - P) + Spalt,x)] f1 (). (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

S Bl b

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

Stta(tr) = (nalt, ) L S / 0Pt 75 D), (D). (B13)

Nw P
;772&:/ (27‘(5)3 pIee [fa,n(tvr;p)] =0. (B14)

By using Egs. (B10), (B12), and (B14), we derive

3 Nw
u(t,r) = Bppng ot (;.n ' 15
( ) Zn:i nzgw f d3pp2 &777(19) n_zin¥/ PP , (t p)f ’ (p) ( )

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

Ny (t,T;P) — (na(t,r)) = (p-u(t,r))

Iee [fa,n(tar;p)] ~ f(;.,n(p)' (B16)

Appendix C: Hydrodynamic equations

This Appendix is devoted to the derivation of the hydrodynamic equations used in Sec. IV. In the case Tee <K Tei, Tei 55
we assume that the deviations from the ideal hydrodynamic distribution function f, (¢, r; p) are weak, i.e.,

fn,a(tar;p) ~ fn,u(tar;p) +6fn,oz(t7r;p)' (Cl)

Here, fyu(t,r;p) is given in Eq. (B11) and df, (¢,r; p) quantifies the deviations from it. In the linear response
regime, the fluid velocity is small u < v allowing us to neglect terms quadratic in w.

As in the main text, we focus on the model with well-separated pairs of symmetric Weyl nodes, see Sec. 111 C. Then,
the Boltzmann equation reads

€ 62
Ot fn,a(t,T;p) + {—GE TG [vxB]+ ?(E ’ B)Qam} “Op fn.a(t,r;p)
+{V = e [B X Qo) = S(v+ Qa)B) - Vfaltxip) = I [fyal (C2)
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The collision integral is defined in Appendix B.

The general approach deriving the hydrodynamic equations is straightforward: one needs to calculate the momenta
of the Boltzmann equation [57, 65, 66]. 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 6 f;, o (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 e, ,, and
momentum p; see also Supplemental Material of Ref. [67] for details of the derivation of the hydrodynamic equations
in Weyl systems.

The charge continuity equation is derived by using the ansatz (C1) with 0 f, «(t,r;p) = 0 in Eq. (C2), summing
over the valence and conduction bands Zn n, and averaging over the momentum f d3p. The final result reads

e3 (E-B) ~ Na(t,r) = Noa(t,r)
Am2ch? 2Tei 5 ’

O Ny (t,r) + (V- Ju(t, 1)) = —Xa (C3)

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

e’ pa(t,r)

Ja (t, I') = Nou(t, I') + Xa 47T2ch2

(C4)
Here, we used the effective chemical potential p, = p + dpa(t,r) that contains the equilibrium value p and the
nonequilibrium value 1, (¢, r) induced via external perturbations. The subscript 0 corresponds to the global equilib-
rium values of thermodynamic parameters.

In the model with symmetric well-separated Weyl nodes, dun = dp + xadps 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 Xa. The result reads as

ON(t,r)+ (V-J(t,r)) =0, (C5)
2 N5 (tv I')
8tN5(t, I‘) + (V . J5(t,r)) = —NWe Vcﬁ"(,u) (E . VQ) + T7'5, (06)
respectively. Here, the anomalous velocity vgq is

e

ve A2 chPveg (1) (€7)
and we define the effective DOS
2 22
 pt+meT/3
Veﬂ'(ﬂ) - 27T2h31)§’; (08)

Then, linearizing in deviations, the electric and chiral charge densities are N(t,r) = Ny — eNwveg(p)dpu(t,r) and
Ns(t,r) = —eNwves (1)dps(t, 1), respectively. The electric and chiral current densities read

J(t,r) = Nou(t,r) — N5(t,r)vq, (C9)
J5(t,r) = — [N(t,r) — No|va, (C10)

respectively.
Next, we present the Euler equation for the fluid velocity u(¢,r). It is obtained by summing Eq. (C2) over valence
and conduction bands Zn 7, multiplying it by p, integrating the resulting equation over momenta, and summing over
all nodes. The final result becomes
1 t,
%@u(t,r) — NoE = —No [u(t,r) x B] + VP(t,r) = _woult,r)
F

(C11)

2
Vi Teff

Here, w = € + P is the enthalpy, P is the pressure, € is the energy density, see Appendix A for the definitions, and
1/Teﬂ‘ = 1/Tei =+ 1/(27-ei,5)-
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Finally, the energy continuity equation is obtained by summing Eq. (C2) over the bands Zn n, multiplying by
€a,n = NUFP, and integrating it over momenta. We obtain the following equation

Orea(t,r) + we (V- u(t,r)) — %ﬂ(“) (vo - V) (ui(t,r) + W23T?> =0, (C12)

where €, is the energy density per Weyl node (not to be confused with €, ;) and wq 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 w, = wo/Nw
in Eq. (C12). Summing over all Weyl nodes, we derive

Oee(t,r) + (V- J(t,r)) = 0, (C13)
where the energy current density is

Je(t,r) = woul(t,r) — %%( r). (C14)

2. First-order hydrodynamic equations

Let us derive the first-order corrections to the hydrodynamic equations; see Refs. [65, 66] for a general case as well
as Ref. [30] 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[f, o] & —0fy a(t,r)/Tec. This approximation is valid in
the hydrodynamic regime, i.e., for Tee < Ta,a,Ta,—a. The correction ¢ f, o(t,r) follows from Eq. (C2):

e e?
Ofan(t,r;p) = —ch{at —e(E-0p) — - [vxB] -0p+ - (E-B)(Qayn - 0p)+(v-V)—e[ExQq,]-V

e
— 2 (V- Q) (B V) }fralt.rip). (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 Sec. C 1 as well as the following
expression

8tfn,u(t7 r; p) == (p : (%u(t, r)) f(;,n(p) + (3,5Na(t, r))aNQ fn,a + (8t€a(tv r))aea fn.,a- (016)

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 the longitudinal transport.

Let us first consider the contributions that give rise to the viscosity o naynAu(t,r). The corresponding dissipative
corrections stem from two terms:

Nw

TeeZZ | P e 9V w0 o) = e 3 0, S [ et
= Tocwo—v 84 '3u(t’ ) (C17)
and

mZZ [ s (v V) V) Fyaltorip) = v 29 (V- utn) + due) 55 5, =
:_Teewozv (V- u(t,r)) + Ault,r) C o)

5

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

1 t n
w—206tu(t, r) — NgE — =Ny [u x B]+ VP(t,r) = —w + naynAu(t,r) + ldyn (V-u(t,r)). (C19)
Ve c Vi Teff 3




16

Here, 7qyn = WoTee/D is the dynamic viscosity.
Next, we calculate dissipative corrections in the continuity relations. We obtain the following correction:

@ 2 Tee 3
€Tee ;77/ ﬁ (v -V)(v-V) foult,r;p) = eUF3 A ;77/ ﬁfmu(t,r;p) = —Dee AN, (t, 1), (C20)

where Dee = ’U%Tee /3. The partial current density including the first-order corrections reads

Jo(t,r) = Nou(t,r) + xa€Opin(t,r) Ve (1) va — Dee VN, (L, 1). (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 [49]. In addition, we neglect the second-order corrections in
the magnetic field related to the inter-band effects; see Refs. [68, 69] 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. [70]. 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

1) New
Coun 1" 2 d3p (1) g1 (1)
Jcorr(t r —e? Tei E 0 ) Tfa,n(p) = —€ Tei Z Z n (271'71)3 Vea,nfn (p) (E ’ ap) €an
a
(653%)2 Bi d
’ E.O 7 _ ’UFTCI b & / ap £
+v 2 ( p)fn(p)} 3 2% 27T2h3’UFZZ A P n
UFTm EB? + 2B (E - B) eth / "
d, D1
3 50273 Z pfy (1), (D1)
where 6827 =—(B-m,,) =nevrp (B - Qqu,y) /c, Ar 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 Zn'
The integral over momenta in the second term in the last expression reads

1
dpf!" = ! tanh D2
/0 Pl 03T AT cosh? (&) an ( 2T) (D2)

For T' < p, 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

Tcorr ~ 00 (va/ ’UF)2. This correction should be compared with the expressions for the anomalous conductivity given
in Egs. (42) and (43).

In the case of the Ohmic regime (Aq5 < L and Ag < L), we have 0corr/Tanom ~ Tei/Tei 5, see also Eq. (42). Since
Tei,5 > Tei, the corrections due to the magnetization and the phase-space volume corrections are not important. For
the chiral hydrodynamic regime (Aq < L < Ag.5), we obtain that oeorr/Ganom ~ (Aa/L)?, see also Eq. (43). This
is a small correction if A\g < L. Finally, in the hydrodynamic regime (Ag > L and Ag 5 > L), the corrections due
to the chiral anomaly and the magnetization are comparable ocory/Tanom ~ 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 of the kinetic equations

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

L ) 5
In(y;p) = an/ dy' K, ('yl Y |) [1 + ?—pl(y’)} : (E1)
0 tot ee
where
27
1, (y; p) / dgp/ dfsin @ cos® 01,(y; p, 0, »), (E2)
ly — /| / / cos? V=V ;.
K ( I = do g e EEE (E3)
Il / dp p*Ly(y;p) £ (p E4
(y) = NS, nfo BT Z )I0(p), (E4)
1 1 1\!
liot = VF <— + + —> . (E5)
Tei 2Tei,5 Tee

All scattering lengths are introduced by multiplying the scattering time with the Fermi velocity, e.g., lee = VpTee.
To solve the integral equation (E1), we use the following expansions:

P =3 Tl (T2, (E6)

Inn(p) = 2_76"’0/ dy L, (y; p) cos (@) (ET)

S afn () () ()

which rely on a symmetry with respect to the center of the film y = L/2; see also Ref. [39]. Integrals over y and ¢y in
Eq. (E8) can be straightforwardly calculated. We obtain

20 2 —14+e ¢
K (p) = > / / a9 Cs?i SD . =) 7 )
(1) 9 cos2 0 € [26e ¢ 4+ £(€ - 2) + 4n°n?]
K., (p) = L/ / sin ¢ (52 + 47r2n2)2 ) (ElO)
(1) kl cos2 0 262 (e=€ — 1)
Knm(p) L/ / s1n<p 52 + 471'2712) (52 + 47T2m2)’ (Ell)

where we used the shorthand notation £ = L/ [(liot sin ¢ sin 6).
By using Eqgs. (E6)—(ES8), the integral equation (E1) can be rewritten as

(5nm + 5n05m0) im,n(p) = WNWKf(zln)z(p) <6m0 + @zm) . (E12)

lee
By introducing vectors 1o = {1,0,0,...}, I,(p) = {io)n(p),l~17n(p),l~2,n(p),...}, and [ = {ZO,L,ZQ,...}, as well as
defining matrices
Unm = 6mn + 0modno (E13)
and

QW =U'K, (E14)

we obtain

i) = i@ (104 727) (E15)
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By averaging over momentum, see Eq. (E4), and solving for [, we obtain

ee

B 1N L
L= Nw (1—NWPQ(1)Z_) nQM 1. (E16)

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

I;(p) = nNw QW

ee

J 1IN
1+NWZ— (1—N pQ™ z ) nQ(”] 1o. (E17)

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

component of l~77 (p), ie., l~n_’0(p). In addition, while the matrices formally have infinite dimension in Eq. (E17), we
restrict their dimension to 5 X 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 Sec. E1. In
particular, we solve the integral equation

=~ L / 2 ~
y—y AL D 1 1
lé?%@;p):/o dy' K (7' ™ ') [—N —QZ§—F+(Z 21,5>lé?%(y’;p)+<lé”<y’)>], (E18)

ei

where pp = p/vp, Ap = I/pr, g = \/hc/(eB),

2
l / dcp/ d9s1n6‘l( 2 (WD, 0, 9) (E19)

and the average (...) is defined in Eq. (B13). In addition, we use similar expansions to those given in Eqs. (E6)—(ES8)

with the replacement
vy
K, ly — v/l K, ly — vl / / do e Tiotsmpsmd (E20)
ltot ltot 47T SanO

In the matrix notation, we have

A2 .
lé}%(p):—Nwﬁp—gQ(”l o+ eQ(Q) <l§1)>. (E21)

Here, we define the following matrix:

. A 1 TN o]t s

Performing the averaging, we find <lél)>. Then, the final result for the solution to the integral equation Eq. (58)
reads

5 Nw X2 [ 02 o oo [ L igen] /Phs
) (p) = — ZZgF{p—g“Q(%EW 1—E<Q(2)> 57Q7) o (E23)

For the momentum-independent scattering lengths, <Q(2)> = Q(Q) and

P 1
(%) =t 21
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where we used the expressions presented in Appendix A.
As in the case of zero order in the magnetic field, see Sec. E 1, the anomalous part of the conductivity averaged over

the film width depends only on the zeroth component of lélfl (p). In addition, we restrict the dimension of matrices in
Eq. (E23) to 5 x 5.
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