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Abstract

In this paper we investigate the low energy shear modes in fluid systems with spontaneously

broken translations by a specific holographic model. In absence of momentum relaxation, we find

that there exist two decoupled gapless modes in the transverse channel, one of which is purely

diffusive and the other corresponds to vortex like excitations. The diffusive mode is associated

with the conservation of momentum and the vortex mode can be viewed as the Goldstone mode of

the spontaneous symmetry breaking. Switching on an external source which breaks the translations

explicitly but weakly, the would-be gapless modes both get relaxed and acquire a tiny mass gap.

Finally, in the strong momentum relaxation regime, we find a (pseudo-)diffusive-to-sound crossover

that is set by a momentum gap.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In modern physics, symmetry principles play a crucial role in understanding laws of na-

ture. Using the language of effective field theory (EFT), theoretical physicists have been

attempting to classify and describe various different phases of condensed matter systems in

terms of symmetry and symmetry breaking patterns during past few decades [1, 2]. Such

an EFT treatment has not only resulted to be very convenient for applications but also pro-

vided new insights into some widely-observed phenomena and deepened our understanding

about them, for instance, the relationship between the rigidity of solids and the spontaneous

breaking of spatial translations, the Goldstone nature of acoustic phonons, etc [3, 4]. Never-

theless, broken translations should not be viewed as a sufficient criterion for distinguishing

solids from fluids in which there do not exist transverse phonons (propagating shear sound

modes) due to the lack of rigidity.1 One can manifestly show by EFT that if the system has

a larger symmetry group (called the volume preserving diffeomorphisms), it can no longer

resist shear deformations or mediate transverse sounds [1, 2]. Then, questions arise that

1 This statement works for low energy and long distance. However, shear propagating modes may still

survive at certain short distance in fluids and the related momentum scale is called the momentum gap

or “k-gap”. For a detailed discussion on this, one refers to [5].
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what is the difference between a fluid with spontaneously broken translations and a regular

one that is translationally invariant? Since transverse sounds do not exist in the former

either, what is destiny of the Goldstone modes in the transverse channel?

In this paper, we will address these questions by using the holographic method [6–11]. One

of the biggest advantages of holography is that the dissipative effects at finite temperature

can be simply resolved by black holes in one dimension higher [12]. Borrowing ideas from the

EFT formulation, one can now realize breaking of translations in isotropic and homogeneous

holographic models by imposing certain global internal symmetries and space-dependent

configurations about several scalars in the bulk which violates the diffeomorphism invariance

and gives gravitons an effective mass [13, 14]. During the past few years, depending upon

different setups, it has been widely investigated how the explicit breaking of translations

affects the transport properties in homogeneous holographic systems [15–31]. And more

recently, it was found that even the spontaneously broken translations can be realized by

choosing different UV boundary conditions in the same model which makes it possible to

introduce the phonon dynamics on boundary and compare the results from holography

with the experiments of cuprates [32–56]. The simplest model of this type is the so-called

holographic axion model in which the scalar sector satisfies an internal Euclidean symmetry

(see [57] for the most up-to-data review on this specific model). The discussions of this

work will be based on a holographic charged fluid model where the spontaneously broken

translations are realized by an axion-gauge coupling. It was introduced as an effective

model to describe momentum relaxation effects at the beginning [58, 59]. However, the

correct interpretation pointing to the spontaneous symmetry breaking(SSB) was unveiled

in a later work [60]. Since the longitudinal low energy excitations in fluids are not quite

different from those in solids, we will focus only on the transverse channel in this work.

The contents of the paper are organized as follows: In section II, we introduce the holo-

graphic bulk action, obtain the black hole solution and list two possible ways of breaking

translations in this model, explicit and spontaneous. In section III, the transverse low en-

ergy modes are investigated both in the purely SSB case and in the pseudo-spontaneous

breaking case by computing the quasi-normal modes (QNMs) of the black hole numerically.

In section IV, we conclude.
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II. HOLOGRAPHIC SETUP

In holography, fluids at finite density can be described by charged black hole geometries

with one extra dimension. The simplest case is the Reisner-Nordström(RN) black hole which

can be achieved from the Einstein-Maxwell action,

SEM =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
R− 2Λ− 1

4
F 2

)
, (1)

where R is the Ricci scalar, Λ is the negative cosmological constant which for simplicity is set

as Λ = −3 so that the AdS radius is normalized and F 2 = FµνF
µν with Fµν ≡ ∇µAν−∇νAµ,

strength of the Maxwell field that introduces a finite charge density on boundary.

In order to break the translations of the boundary system while retaining homogeneity, we

couple two massless scalars φI , I = x, y (which are called axions) to the Einstein-Maxwell

sector. This idea is quite similar as introducing the co-moving coordinates as dynamical

fields and imposing an internal shift symmetry in the EFT formulation of solids as well as

fluids [1, 2, 4]. Then, at the lowest order in derivatives, the terms containing axions should

be built in terms of

1

2
∂µφI∂νφ

J . (2)

We expect that the dual system is a fluid and define the kinetic term of axions as follows,

Z =
1

2

(
∂µφI∂µφ

I∂νφJ∂νφ
J − ∂µφI∂µφJ∂νφI∂νφJ

)
. (3)

Note that this term is just the determinant of the matrix 1
2
∂µφI∂µφ

J , which satisfies the

volume perserving diffeomorphisms [25]. Without loss of generality, one can also consider

the axion-gauge interactions that takes the form2

Tr
[
XF 2

]
≡ X µ

νF
ν
ρF

ρ
µ with X µ

ν =
1

2

∑
I=x,y

∂µφI∂νφ
I . (4)

Then, the bulk terms containing axions can be constructed as

SA =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
λZ +

J
4

Tr
[
XF 2

])
, (5)

2 Unlike another kind of coupling Tr[X ]F 2, this term does not contribute a finite shear modulus to the

boundary system in the absence of external magnetic field. Therefore, the boundary system is always a

fluid.
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where we require that the coupling constants λ ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ J ≤ 2/3 so that the dual

system avoids the problem of ghost [23], and obeys unitarity as well as causality [58].

In this model, there exists a homogeneous and isotropic black brane solution which in

Eddington-Finkelstein (EF) coordinates can be expressed as

ds2 =
1

u2

[
−f(u)dt2 − 2dtdu+ dxi

2
]
,

f(u) = 1− u3

u3h
+

1

8
u4α4λ− 1

8
u3uhα

4λ+
u4µ2

4u2h
− u3µ2

4uh
, (6)

and

A = At(u) dt, with At = µ− ρ u (7)

φI = αδIi x
i, (8)

where u = 0 and u = uh denote the boundary and horizon respectively, µ and ρ = µ/uh

correspond to the chemical potential and charge density on boundary. Note that the bulk

axions are dual to boundary scalar operators OI . Their space dependence hence implies

the breaking of translations. And the constant α in (8) is a parameter characterizing the

strength of the symmetry breaking. The black hole temperature and entropy density are

given by

T =
24− u4hα4λ− 2u2hµ

2

32πuh
, s =

4π

u2h
, (9)

which should be identified as the temperature and entropy density of the dual system.

As was pointed in previous work [60], near the AdS boundary u = 0, the general solution

of the scalar equations can be expanded as

φI(u, t, xi) = φ
(0)
I (t, xi) + φ

(1)
I (t, xi)u+ . . . for λ 6= 0,J = 0 (10)

and

φI(u, t, xi) = φ
(−1)
I (t, xi)u−1 + φ

(0)
I (t, xi) + . . . for λ = 0,J 6= 0. (11)

Then, in the first case above, the special solution (8) is the leading behavior of the UV

expansion and plays the role of external source of the operator OI , following the standard

quantization. On the contrary, the same solution becomes subleading in the second case

and now corresponds to a non-trivial condensate 〈OI〉 ∼ αδIi x
i which means the breaking of

translations is spontaneous. In consequence, this model can easily realize different ways of

the symmetry breaking via different settings on the bulk couplings.
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Next, we turn to the low energy spectrum that can be achieved by investigating pertur-

bations upon the background, gµν = ḡµν + δgµν , Aµ = Āµ + δAµ and φi = φ̄i + δφi, where the

quantities with bars are the background values. Without loss of generality, we choose the

momentum k to be parallel to the y-axis. Then, the transverse modes are associated with

δgtx =
1

u2
htx(u)e−iωt+iky, δgxy =

1

u2
hxy(u)e−iωt+iky,

δAx = ax(u)e−iωt+iky, δφx = φx(u)e−iωt+iky. (12)

For convenience, assuming the radial gauge, i.e. δgxu = 0, we obtain following linearized

equations,

0 =− 2J uαµ2htx + 2iJ uαµωax − 2iJ uµ2ωφx − 2α3λh′tx − J u2αµ2h′tx−

4iα2λωφ′x − 2iJ u2µ2ωφ′x − 2J uµ2fφ′xu− α2λf ′uφ′xu− J u2µ2f ′uφ′xu−(
2α2λ+ J u2µ2

)
fφ′′x, (13)

0 =− 2ikhtx − 2iωhxy + ikuh′tx + [−2f + u (2iω + f ′)]h′xy + ufh′′xy, (14)

0 =2J uα2µhtx − 4k2ax + 2J uα2
(
k2u− iω

)
ax + 2iJ uαµωφx − 4h′tx

+ J u2α2h′tx + 8iωa′x − 2iJ u2α2ωa′x − 2J uα2fa′x + 4f ′a′x

− J u2α2f ′a′x +
(
4− J u2α2

)
fa′′x, (15)

0 =i
{
u2ω

[(
4− Ju2α2

)
µax + α

(
2α2λ+ J u2µ2

)
φx
]
− 4ωh′tx − 4kfh′xy

}
+(

4k2 + 2u2α4λ+ J u4α2µ2
)
htx + 4kωhxy + u2α

(
2α2λ+ Ju2µ2

)
fφ′x, (16)

0 =8h′tx + 4ikuh′tx − u3
[(
−4 + J u2α2

)
µδ′x + α

(
2α2λ+ J u2µ2

)
φ′x
]
− 4uh′′tx. (17)

The UV expansions of htx, hxy and ax close to u = 0 are given by

htx = h
(0)
tx (1 + . . .) + h

(3)
tx u

3(1 + . . .),

hxy = h
(0)
xy (1 + . . .) + h

(3)
xy u3(1 + . . .),

ax = a
(0)
x (1 + . . .) + a

(1)
x u(1 + . . .),

(18)

Retarded Green functions can be read as

GRTtxTtx = (2∆− d)
h
(3)
tx

h
(0)
tx

= 3
h
(3)
tx

h
(0)
tx

, (19)

GRTxyTxy = (2∆− d)
h
(3)
xy

h
(0)
xy

= 3
h
(3)
xy

h
(0)
xy

, (20)

GRJxJx =
a
(1)
x

a
(0)
x

, (21)
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while the expression of GROxOx depends on the boundary condition of axions in the UV. Then,

all the correlators can be obtained once one solves (13)-(17). It is important to point out

that axions do not appear in (14) explicitly. As a result of that the graviton hxy still remains

massless and3

GRTxyTxy (ω, k = 0) = −iω s

4π
+ . . . , (22)

which implies that the shear modulus G (which is defined as the real part of the stress tensor

Green function at zero frequency) is vanishing. Therefore, the boundary system is indeed a

fluid with the shear viscosity touching the celebrated KSS bound [61, 62].

In general, the excitations can be extracted directly from poles of Green functions for

finite frequency and momentum. In holography, these poles coincide with the QNMs of black

holes [63, 64]. This allows us to turn the bulk equations into secular equations with complex

frequencies and real momenta, hence simplifying the numeric computation significantly.

III. LOW ENERGY SHEAR MODES

From now on, we will focus on the low energy modes in the transverse channel by com-

puting the lowest-lying QNMs. We begin our discussions with the purely SSB case, then

turn to the case in the presence of an external source.

A. Hydrodynamic mode and frozen Goldstone mode

As was pointed out in the previous section, when we set λ = 0 and J 6= 0 in the bulk, the

translations are spontaneously broken. For this case, the blackening factor and the black

hole temperature simply reduce to

f(u) = 1− u3

u3h
− µ2u3

4uh

(
1− u

uh

)
, T =

3

4πuh
− µ2uh

16π
, (23)

which is exactly the same as the RN black hole. Based on this, QNMs of the fluctuating

fields, δax, δhtx, δhxy, δhux and δψx can be computed numerically and all the gapless modes

have been plotted in Fig.1.

3 The axion-gauge coupling modifies the equations of other components of gravitons. Then, it affects the

thermoelectric transport in the dual system. For its impacts on the charge transport, one refers to [60].

7



momentum

diffusion

transverse

Goldstone

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
k/T

-0.30

-0.25

-0.20

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

Im(ω)/T

FIG. 1: The motion of the lowest-lying QNMs along the imaginary axis with the increase of k

by fixing λ = 0 and J 6= 0. Left: Imaginary part of the frequency of the QNMs with fixed

T/µ = 1 and µ/α = 1, k ∈ [0.005, 0.1] (yellow to blue). Right: Imaginary parts of the frequency

as functions of k/T .

From the numeric data, there are two gapless modes: The first one is a purely diffusive

mode, ω = −iD⊥k2, where one can easily check the diffusion constant is controlled by the

shear viscosity in the way that D⊥ = η
χPP

with the momentum susceptibility χPP = ε+ p =

3
2
ε. Here, ε and p are the energy density and thermodynamic pressure. Obviously, this mode

is associated with the conserved total momentum and the value of D⊥ perfectly matches

with that in the RN black hole since the gauge-axion coupling modifies neither η nor χPP .

On top of this, there is an extra gapless mode that has a trivial dispersion relation, ω = 0.

This mode is however absent in the RN case and should be viewed as the direct consequence

of the symmetry breaking.

To manifest the existence of such a mode more, we compare our numeric result from

holography with the prediction from viscoelastic hydrodynamics that is given by [40]

ω± = − i
2
k2
(
ξ⊥ +

η

χPP

)
± k

√
G

χPP
− k2

4

(
η

χPP
− ξ⊥

)2

+ . . . , (24)

where the shear Goldstone diffusion can be written as

ξ⊥ = GX, (25)

with X ≡ limω→0 ω ImGROxOx(ω, k = 0) which in holography can be expressed as an analytic

function of horizon and UV data [40]. In the regime where G is sufficiently small comparing
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with k, the two gapless modes get decoupled as follows,

ω+ = −i η

χPP
k2 +O(iG), ω− = −iξ⊥k2 −O(iG). (26)

In fluids, the shear modulus G is exactly vanishing. Then, the decoupling limit above can

always be reached for arbitrary value of k. As a result, the fluidity kills not only the real

parts of the dispersion relations (24) but also the imaginary part of the ω− mode in the way

that ξ⊥ → 0 as G → 0, which completely recovers the numeric result of the holographic

model.4 Since it is a directly consequence of the spontaneous symmetry breaking, we call

the gapless mode ω− = 0 transverse Goldstone mode in contrast to [65].

Unlike acoustic phonons, such a transverse excitation with zero gradient energy obeys

the equation of motion of a quantum mechanical free particle (instead of an oscillator)

whose general solution is linear in time. Thus, this can be viewed as the linearized limit

of a vortex in constant rotation [66]. For this reason, one can refer this kind of modes as

“infinitesimal vortices” 5. Since they do not feature wave or diffusive behaviors, as was

verified in [67] with the field theory method that they do not appear as poles in correlators

of physical observables. Moreover, the impact of the vortex on charge transport was also be

investigated in holographic models with the same gauge-axion coupling [68].

Another interesting issue is to check whether the diffusion constant ξ⊥ obeys the lower

bound that was proposed by Hartnoll earlier [69]. Obviously, it will strongly violate the

bound when we choose the butterfly velocity as the characteristic velocity [70], in contrast

to the crystal diffusion in the longitudinal channel [71]. However, the bound does work if

the speed of sound (which is zero here) is used to bound the diffusion.

B. Pseudo-Goldstone mode

Now, let us consider how the two gapless modes behave when we turn on an external

source that breaks translations explicitly but weakly which amounts to set J � λ 6= 0

4 Note that the derivation of the hydrodynamic result (24) is in principle based on the assumption of low

frequencies and small momenta and valid to order k2. However, our numeric result shows that it still

works very well for rather large values of k.
5 Vortices in superfluids are gapped. On the contrary, the vortex configurations in ordinary fluids can be

arbitrarily mild, involving only infinitely low momenta, which implies that these degrees of freedom should

be included in the low energy description together with other gapless modes.
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in the bulk. From the field theory perspective, once the spontaneously broken symmetry

is approximate, the would-be massless excitation gets slightly gapped which is now called

pseudo-Goldstone. In the presence of weakly explicit breaking, the low energy poles at zero

momentum can be derived using the hydrodynamic formulation [72, 73],

(Ω̄− iω)(Γ− iω) + ω2
0 = 0, (27)

where Γ is the rate of the momentum relaxation and Ω̄ denotes the phase relaxation whose

origin was widely discussed in recent studies of holography [74, 75] as well as effective theories

[76–79] and ω0 is called the pinning frequency related to the mass of the pseudo-Goldstone.6

Solving Eq. (27) we obtain a pair of modes,

ω± = − i
2

(Ω̄ + Γ)± 1

2

√
4ω2

0 − (Γ− Ω̄)2, (28)

which are associated with the relaxed momentum and Goldstone.

For ω2
0 < (Γ− Ω̄)2/4, both of the two modes are damping, lying along the imaginary axis.

At ω2
0 = (Γ − Ω̄)2/4 = 0, they collide on the imaginary axis, and then move off the axis

when ω2
0 > (Γ− Ω̄)2/4 acquiring a non-trivial real part of the frequency in their dispersion

relations. In the last case, we find massive excitations in the spectrum. The behavior

described in (28) is in perfect agreement with what we see in the holographic model. The

details have been exhibited in Fig.2.

Since the three patterns above are determined from the competition of the three param-

eters in (27) and (28), it is necessary to analyze how they depend upon the strength of SSB

and explicit symmetry breaking(ESB). To do so, one can introduce two scales 〈SSB〉 and

〈ESB〉 to characterize the two kinds of symmetry breaking just as in the solid case [44]. The

explicit breaking of translation should be related to the mass of the spin-1 graviton

m2
UV = λα2 (29)

in the UV so that momentum is relaxed on boundary. Therefore, it is naturally to identify

that

〈ESB〉 ≡ mUV =
√
λα. (30)

6 In viscoelastic hydrodynamics, ω2
0 = G

χPP
m2, where m is the “bare mass” of the pseudo-Goldstone in its

Lagrangian [73]. However, this formula seems not working for fluids, as it has been clearly found in some

previous work that the pinning effect also exist in these systems with a zero G [60, 65].
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In the weakly broken case, i.e., 〈ESB〉 � T , the scaling of the momentum relaxation rate

can be identified as [19, 80, 81]

Γ =
λα2

4πT
∼ 〈ESB〉2

T
. (31)

Since the SSB is holographically realized by the J coupling, the associated scale can be

defined as

〈SSB〉 ≡
√
Jα. (32)

-0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.05 0.10 0.15
Re[ω]/T

-0.04

-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

Im[ω]/T

0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06

1

β

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

Im[ωcoll]/T

FIG. 2: Left: The motion of the lowest-lying modes on the complex plane. We fix J = 0.25,

λ = 0.003125, k = 0, α/µ = 1 and dial T/µ ∈ [0.003, 0.5] (green-blue). Right: The collision

frequency as a function of 1/β ≡ (λ/J )
1
2 where the red dots are the numeric data extracted from

QNMs and the solid line is the fitting result. Here, we fix T/µ = 0.1. When β � 1, the collision

always happens in the hydrodynamic regime, i.e., |ωcoll| � T .

In the presence of both ESB and SSB, one can introduce the following dimentionless

parameter for simplicity,

β ≡ 〈SSB〉
〈ESB〉

=

(
J
λ

) 1
2

, (33)

representing the ratio of the two scales. Then, the pseudo-spontaneous breaking regime

implies that β � 1. In this regime, we find the following scaling of the collision point(see

the right panel of Fig.2),
|ωcoll|
T
∝ 1

β
� 1. (34)

Since we set a small λ so that Γ is sufficiently small comparing with the other parameters,

we will neglect its effects and extract ω0 and Ω̄ from (28) by fitting with the numeric data.

The dependence of ω0 on 〈ESB〉 and 〈SSB〉 has been plotted in Fig.3 and shows that

ω2
0 ∝ 〈ESB〉〈SSB〉, (35)
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reminiscent of the Gell-Mann–Oaks–Renner(GMOR) relation relation firstly discovered in

QCD [82], and also has been touched in some studies of holography recently [54, 83]. More-

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20

< ESB >

T

0.5

1.0

1.5

ω0
2

T
2

0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70

< SSB >

T

0.010

0.015

0.020

0.025

ω0
2

T
2

FIG. 3: Dependence of ω2
0/T

2 on 〈ESB〉/T and 〈SSB〉/T . Left: We have set J = 0.25 and

λ ∈ [0.00001, 0.01]. Right: We have set λ= 0.0001 and J ∈ [0.03, 0.65]. In both panels, we have

fixed α/µ = 1 and T/µ = 0.1.

over, the scaling of the phase relaxation

Ω̄

T
∝ 〈ESB〉
〈SSB〉

=
1

β
, (36)

has also been shown in Fig.4. Then, in the pseudo-spontaneous regime with β � 1, we have

ω0

Ω̄
∝ 〈SSB〉

T
β1/2 � 1 (37)

which means the pinning frequency dominates the real part of (28), therefore can be treated

as the physical mass of the pseudo-Goldstone modes.

C. Dispersion relation and k-gap

In the final subsection, we will discuss the dispersion relations of the shear modes for finite

momentum. The numeric result has been displayed in Fig.5. We also start the dicussions

with the pseudo-spontaneous case, i.e., supposing β is sufficiently large. We find that the

dispersion relations of pseudo-Goldstone modes for small k are given by

ω± ≈ ±
√
ω2
0 −

(Γ− Ω̄)2

4
− i
(

Ω̄ + Γ

2
+D⊥k

2

)
+ . . . (38)

in the pseudo-spontaneous regime. Apart from the real part, imaginary part has a pseudo-

diffusive like scaling which implies that the pseudo-Goldstone is coupled with the momentum

12



0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1

β

1

2

3

4

Ω

T

FIG. 4: Dependence of Ω̄/T on β for T/µ = 0.1 and α/µ = 1.

and may have a contribution to the transport. This is different from the purely SSB case

where the Goldstone is completed frozen. When k/T is large and increased, these two modes

move towards the imaginary axis of the frequency, collide, split and move in the opposite

directions on the imaginary axis again.

Moreover, if we increase 〈ESB〉 more and more, the pseudo-spontaneous breaking pattern

breaks down duo the significant effect of Γ. Meanwhile, the mass of the pseudo-Goldstones

get smaller and smaller. When the value of β is down to certain critical value βc, two

sound modes emerge. These two modes are, nevertheless, a result of fine-tuning. Once we

increase 〈ESB〉 further, they will be destroyed and become pseudo-diffusive at low momenta

and propagating at high momenta which is similar as the purely explicit breaking pattern

[19, 20]. In this case, the associated value of momentum kg that separates the two behaviors

is called a k-gap. Scalings of the emergent sound speed v and kg have been fixed by the data

in Fig.6,

v ∼ 〈ESB〉
〈SSB〉

, k2g ∼
〈ESB〉
〈SSB〉

. (39)

However, the origin of such an emergent sound speed due to the ESB of translations still

remains mysterious.
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FIG. 5: Diperstion relations of the lowest-lying modes for J = 0.25 , α = 1, T/µ = 0.1 and

λ ∈ [0.0001, 0.15], i.e. β ∈ [0.65, 50] (yellow-blue). The critical value of β can be fixed as βc ≈ 3.049.

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
1/β0.10

0.12

0.14

0.16

0.18

0.20

0.22

0.24

v

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
1/β0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

[kg ]
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FIG. 6: The scalings of v and kg. Here, we have set T/µ = 0.1, α = 1 and J = 0.25 and

β ∈ [0.65, 50].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we investigate low energy transverse excitations of a simple holographic

fluid model with spontaneous broken translations. In the purely spontaneous breaking case,

there are two decoupled gapless shear modes one of which is diffusive and associated with

the conserved momentum. The other is the Goldstone mode of the symmetry breaking that

behaves like gapless vortices.

Then, we switch on an external source to break the translations also explicitly. When

the effect of momentum relaxation is weak, the would-be gapless modes are coupled and

form a pair of slightly gapped pseudo-Goldstone modes via colliding on the imaginary axis

14



of frequency. We verify that the mass of the pseudo-Goldstone modes satisfies the GMOR

relation. Their lifetime is characterized by the phase relaxation which comes from breaking

simultaneously the translations and global internal shift symmetry [75]. When the momen-

tum relaxation is strong enough, we find that the picture of pseudo-Goldstones breaks down

and the mass of the shear modes becomes smaller as the increase of the relaxation rate.

Finally, they become massless and generate a k-gap that sets a (pseudo-)diffusion-to-sound

crossover which is similar as the purely ESB case.
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[59] M. Baggioli, B. Goutéraux, E. Kiritsis, and W.-J. Li, JHEP 03, 170 (2017), arXiv:1612.05500

[hep-th] .

[60] W.-J. Li and J.-P. Wu, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 243 (2019), arXiv:1808.03142 [hep-th] .

[61] P. Kovtun, D. T. Son, and A. O. Starinets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 111601 (2005), arXiv:hep-

th/0405231 .

[62] L. Alberte, M. Baggioli, and O. Pujolas, JHEP 07, 074 (2016), arXiv:1601.03384 [hep-th] .

[63] D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets, JHEP 09, 042 (2002), arXiv:hep-th/0205051 .

[64] E. Berti, V. Cardoso, and A. O. Starinets, Class. Quant. Grav. 26, 163001 (2009),

arXiv:0905.2975 [gr-qc] .

[65] M. Baggioli and S. Grieninger, JHEP 10, 235 (2019), arXiv:1905.09488 [hep-th] .

[66] S. Endlich, A. Nicolis, R. Rattazzi, and J. Wang, JHEP 04, 102 (2011), arXiv:1011.6396

[hep-th] .

[67] B. Gripaios and D. Sutherland, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 071601 (2015), arXiv:1406.4422 [hep-th]

.

[68] Y. Liu, X.-J. Wang, J.-P. Wu, and X. Zhang, (2022), arXiv:2201.06065 [hep-th] .

18

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2020)097
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.09662
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)037
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.01725
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)013
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.10774
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.13124
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.14855
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)027
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.05343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)131
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.07225
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.031024
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.12301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)014
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.05810
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11433-021-1681-8
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11433-021-1681-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.01892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2016)122
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.01067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2017)170
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05500
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6761-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.03142
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.111601
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0405231
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0405231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2016)074
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.03384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/09/042
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0205051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/16/163001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0905.2975
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)235
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.09488
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP04(2011)102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.6396
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.6396
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.071601
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.4422
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.06065


[69] N. Pakhira and R. H. McKenzie, Physical Review B 91 (2015), 10.1103/physrevb.91.075124.

[70] M. Blake, R. A. Davison, and S. Sachdev, Phys. Rev. D 96, 106008 (2017), arXiv:1705.07896

[hep-th] .

[71] M. Baggioli and W.-J. Li, SciPost Phys. 9, 007 (2020), arXiv:2005.06482 [hep-th] .

[72] Y. Kats and P. Petrov, JHEP 01, 044 (2009), arXiv:0712.0743 [hep-th] .
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