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Rejuvenation of hydrodynamic transport in solids provides a new window to study collective motion of elec-
trons, where electrons behave like a viscous fluid akin to classical liquids. Experimental observations of such
exotic states have not been realized until recent years, and an on-going quest is to amplify the hydrodynamic
effect in electron fluids. Here we investigate the hydrodynamic properties of Dirac electron fluid in graphene
from a microscopic viewpoint, and elucidate a novel way to enhance electron hydrodynamics. In particular, we
present strong evidences that the shear viscosity of Dirac electrons can be enhanced by frequent electron-hole
collisions, through three distinct aspects: promoting electrons and holes around the Dirac point by disorder,
creating electron-hole shared zeroth Landau level by external magnetic field, and inducing electron-hole excita-
tions by dynamic deformation. We also study Hall viscosity, which is closely related to the geometric topology
and exhibits quantum behavior analogous to Hall conductivity. Therefore, our work demonstrates the exotic
landscape of hydrodynamic electronics in graphene, and presents experimentally relevant responses to quantify

the effects of electronic viscosity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Hydrodynamic behavior of electrons in solids has been pre-
dicted for decades', but only in the recent years has it be-
come a reality in two-dimensional materials, where many
signatures of viscous electron flows have been probed, such
as negative local resistance®3, superballistic flow*®, current
vortices’™, Poiseuille flow!'®!", Hall viscosity!> and viola-
tion of the Wiedemann-Franz law!>!#. Generally speaking, to
maximize hydrodynamic effects in experiment, so far there are
two main roads. One is to seek a material in which momentum
relaxing effects (e.g. electron-phonon scattering) are greatly
suppressed. In this respect, graphene becomes a promising
candidate to observe hydrodynamic phenomena, due to its ex-
tremely stiffness. The other way is, to create inhomogeneous
electron flows moving through artificial constriction geome-
try such as a narrow slit>, where hydrodynamic behavior is
generally expected. Beyond the above two ways, an ongoing
quest is to find more mechanism that can amplify the hydrody-
namic effect in electron fluids, which is not only conceptually
important but also practically relevant for experiment.

Most of existing studies on hydrodynamic effect focus on
the electron-electron collisions'>'7, and theoretical modeling
of viscous electron flow is usually based on the simulation
of Navier-Stokes equations'’~'°, where the prevalence of im-
perfection like disorder is usually overlooked. One plausible
reason is that disorder is always expected to disrupt collective
motions by introducing a momentum-relaxing collisions?*2!.
To date a systematic study of disorder effect on hydrodynamic
phenomena in experimentally relevant two-dimensional mate-
rials (e.g. graphene) is still lacking. On the other hand, it has
been known that disorder profoundly impacts carrier trans-
port in graphene. One novel example is the observation of
minimum conductivity in graphene??, originating from impu-
rity assisted resonant tunneling of massless Dirac fermions,
where the impurity induces significant potential barriers and
the systems are likely to split into a random distribution of
p-n junctions.>*2%. Hence, with this fact on hand, it is nat-
ural to ask to what extent hydrodynamic phenomena could

be promoted or symbiotic coexistence in disordered Dirac
electron fluids. We study the shear viscosity (17,) in disor-
dered graphene using analytic and numerical methods. Coun-
terintuitively, we discover an enhancement of viscosity for
Dirac electron fluid in the regime of low carrier concentra-
tions, which endows the graphene system with interesting, yet
mostly unexplored, static and dynmaic hydrodynamic behav-
ior.

Inspired from this peculiar behavior, we further investigate
the viscosity in graphene in the presence of a perpendicu-
lar magnetic field, since the zeroth Landau level around the
neutral point is shared by the electrons and holes. As ex-
pected, the shear viscosity around the Dirac point can be fur-
ther enhanced by an external magnetic field. These findings
are in stark contrast to those found in the conventional two-
dimensional ordinary electron gas (2DEG)?’, suggesting the
importance of the inherent electron-hole coherence around the
Dirac point of graphene. Away from charge neutrality, the vis-
cosity coeflicients tend to agree with those of Fermi liquids.
(For a detailed comparison please see Tab. I)

Going even further, we consider the dynamic situation. Dy-
namic deformation is introduced, which will result in transi-
tions between energy levels with an interval of dynamic fre-
quency. Thus, when the Fermi energy is lower than the dy-
namic frequency, the interband (electron-hole) transitions are
induced. The results in this regime show that shear viscosity is
positively related to frequency, in other words, shear viscosity
increases with more electron-hole collisions.

To fully understand the hydrodynamic properties of Dirac
electronic fluids, we also study the Hall viscosity (175), which
is closely related to the geometric topology and exhibits quan-
tum behavior analogous to Hall conductivity, in both static and
dynamic situations, with or without an external magnetic field.
In the presence of magnetic field, assuming good separation of
Landau levels, we find the contributions from the interband
transition counterparts E,_ — Eu. and E,, — E,o_,
which are same to dynamic shear viscosity, cancel each other
in dynamic Hall viscosity. This implies the electron-hole col-
lision effect is different for shear and Hall viscosity.



TABLE I. Analytic results of static shear (7,) and Hall (1y) viscosity of disordered graphene in the absence of magnetic field B = 0 and
presence of perpendicular magnetic field B = BZ. E is the Fermi energy, p is the density of states, 7 is the quasiparticle relaxation time, N is
index of Landau level, A is disorder scattering parameter, and ¢ is the distance between the Fermi energy and the nearest Landau level center.

In 2DEG, &, = % is the cyclotron frequency. In graphene, @, =

EI/v;

is effective cyclotron frequency. They are equivalent by introducing

effective mass m = |E|/ vi. in graphene. “Overlapped” and “Well Separated” are the regions divided by @.7 < 1 and @.7 > 1.

7, in the case B = 0

75 in the case B = BZ

ny in the case of B = BZ
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A. Static Shear Viscosity 7

We start our discussion from evaluating the static shear vis-
cosity ng in graphene using the linear response theory (see
Appendix I):

ny(E) = Re [ (E) - " (E)| (1)

with
h
LM _ L M
nME) = 45T |GHE)T o GM(E)T | )

where GIM denotes the retarded and advanced Green’s func-
tion, the stress tensor components are chosen as 7T; = Ty =
Ty, and the factor 4 denotes the degeneracy of spin and valley.
In the Boltzmann transport theory, the contribution from the
retarded-retarded (RR) channel is usually discarded. In this
work, we find 7%8 becomes as much relevant as the 7% one in
proximity to Dirac point.

In the following, we will calculate and analyze the shear
viscosity in the two cases: (1) in the absence of magnetic
field, B = 0; (2) in the presence of a magnetic field per-
pendicular to the xy-plane, B = BZ. The vertex corrections
of the Kubo formula for viscosity in both cases B = 0 and
B = BZ are proved to be zero due to short-range disorder
scattering in Appendix IV. A plausible explanation is given by
analogizing the vertex correction in Kubo formula to the trans-
port relaxation time correction in Boltzmann transport theory,
which is a scheme to distinguish the contributions of forward
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FIG. 1. (color online) (Left) Numerical result for the shear viscosity
7, as a function of Fermi energy in the absence of magnetic field.

dn(hv )2
A= n,-Vg
ing strength (see main text). (Right) Cartoon picture for hydrody-
namic flow for doped and undoped graphene.

is a dimensionless parameter characterizing the scatter-

scattering and back scattering. The Kubo formula for vis-
cosity is in nature a stress-stress correlation function and the
stress is an outer product of velocity and momentum. There-
fore, the effect of short-range disorder consisting of uniformly
distributed plane waves in the momentum space on viscosity
isotropic due to a nontrivial compensation between the veloc-
ity direction and momentum direction.

1. B=0

In the absence of magnetic field, the nt™ in Eq.(2) can be
analytically derived (see Appendix V). 74 finally arrives at

— 12 n? _ i
7r*AE) = §E°0T + 33p, Where T = i
particle relaxation time. The real part of 7%® approaches to
RenfR(E) = —Ih—;p, which is as much relevant as 7% in the
limit E — 0. The total real part of shear viscosity, therefore,

is the quasi-



is obtained as
’]s(E) =<k pPT (3)
T

If we plug the expressions of self-energy and density of states
(see Appendix III) into the above result, it can be rewritten as

ns(E) = AE? + %(ﬂ|E| + EAe? (@)

82 (hvr)?

The first term in Eq. (3) and Eq. (4) is in accordance with

that in 2DEG, and can also be written as $miiv I, where m

is the effective mass, n = f pdE =~ %pE is the average
charge density and [ = vy is mean free path. The second
term, which does not exist in 2DEG, is inversely proportional
to the quasiparticle relaxation time and implies the viscosity
will be enhanced by disorder potential near the Dirac point.
This is inconsistent with ordinary metals and classical flu-
ids, where impurities can pack to eliminate any sign of col-
lective behavior of particles. Similar to the minimal conduc-
tivity of graphene due to impurity assisted resonant tunnel-
ing through the electron-hole coherence and retarded-retarded
(RR) channel®®, this anomalous term in static shear viscos-
ity also mainly comes from the electron-hole coherence and
RR term. However, in distinction to the charge current, the
momentum current also contains single-particle contributions.
Thus, the disorder-assisted transport is significantly larger in
viscosity compared to conductivity.

In order to clearly see the effect of the anomalous term in
15, we also performed the numerical calculation of the Eq. (1).
The results for several different disorder strengths are illus-
trated in Fig. 1. The relationship between 7, and disorder
scattering can be divided into two regions with opposite be-
haviors. In the high energy region that we call the “normal
region”, n; decays rapidly with the increasing of disorder scat-
tering. This is consistent with the 2DEG and classical fluids.
In the low energy region roughly [—1.1eV, 1.1eV], which we
call “anomalous region”, n, has a peculiar enhancement in-
duced by disorder. It is well agree with the analytic prediction
in Eq. (3). Furthermore, the range of this “anomalous region”
is quite large, not just the interval extremely close to the Dirac
point, which is consistent with the hydrodynamic transport re-
gion detected in experiments>™. Intuitively, the different ob-
servation in doped and undoped graphene can be understood
by the pictures as illustrated in Fig. 1: In the updoped case
in the vicinity of Dirac point, electrons flow in the direction
opposite to the holes, and frequent electron-hole collisions
leads to enhancement of hydrodynamic behavior. While in
the doped case with a large Fermi surface, only one type of
carriers contributes so the hydrodynamic behavior should be
similar to the case of normal Fermi liquids.

2. B#0

In the presence of a magnetic field perpendicular to the
graphene, we find the anomalous response of shear viscosity
remains. Here the discussion of the analytic expression of 7,
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FIG. 2. (color online) (a)Shear viscosity 7, as a function of Fermi
energy, fixed magnetic field strength B = 107 and different disorder

(v 2 . .
by 20, 50, 100, 500. Dashed lines in top pane

n V2
0
denote the predicted values of static shear viscosity of each Landau

level in the absence of disorder: 1, = (N? + 5N,0)#. The inset is

the same plot with a larger energy scope. (b) Static 7, vs E for fixed
A =15and B =0.1T, 0.2T, 0.5T, 1.0T, 1.5T.

scattering A =

for B # 0 is separated into two parts. When the Landau levels
are well separated, i.e. .7 > 1, we get

h
ny(E) = (N* + 5N,o>m(1 —2A&%) ®)

where € = (E — Eys)/2hw, characterizes the distance between
the Fermi energy and the center of nearest Landau level. The
predicted values of static shear viscosity at the center of Lan-
dau levels are quantized as n, = (N? + 6N,0)2ﬂr—§li. When the

Landau levels are overlapped (©.7 < 1), 54 is approximately
given by

1 E’r n?
M= gm—i35 + 352P

3+ 16027?
81 +4ai?r 327

1 +4@272

(6)

The first term in this result is consistent with the result for
2DEG?’, except for the cyclotron frequency &., which de-
pends on both magnetic field and Fermi energy in graphene
but only depends on magnetic field in 2DEG. Since the well



separated and overlapped regions are determined by the value
of @, the relation &, o % means that the separated region in
graphene is close to the Dirac point. The second term, which
can reduce to the anomalous term in Eq. (3) when @, — 0,
is positively related to both disorder scattering and magnetic
field strength according to the self-energy. After plugging the
self-energy function and density of states into the Eq.(6), the
static shear viscosity can be further evaluated by separated
the states into |E|/hw. > 1 and |E|/hiw. < 1. For the states
|El/fiw, > 1, the static shear viscosity is obtained as

(E) AE? 1+ 4026 nE 7
s = cos —
= R ok +4a) | 14422 “ ha,
ha _ 4n?E?
where @ = %% and 6 = e¢ 4w’ , The second term in the

above expression exhibits Shubnikov-de Haas-type oscilla-
tions, but the contribution of this term will be suppressed as £
increases since the parameters « and ¢ both decrease with E.
For the states |E|/Aiw,: < 1, which are in the vicinity of Dirac
point, the static shear viscosity can be approximately given by

3A v} ?
_ -Af2
ns(E) _—87r2h2v§, E.e + EoAl eB ©))

which is positively related to the strength of magnetic field.
In Figure 2 we show the numerical results of 7, in the pres-
ence of magnetic field, which are obtained by numerically
solving Kubo formula. As the Fig. 2(a) shown, the curves
of ny(E) with different disorder strength change from sepa-
rated peaks to Shubnikov-de Haas-type oscillations and then
to smooth, which is consistent with the prediction of analytic
solutions. From the inset in Fig. 2(a), one can also find an
anomalous disorder-induced shear viscosity enhancement be-
havior in the low energy region, similar to the case in the ab-
sence of a magnetic field. Furthermore, for the states near the
Dirac point, the shear viscosity can also be enhanced by mag-
nitude of the applied magnetic field B as shown in Fig. 2(b).
This behavior is contract to the 2DEG, where the static shear

2.
By 29
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viscosity decays with B as a function: 7,

B. Static Hall Viscosity 7y

The Hall viscosity is rooted in the gravitational anomaly,
which can be represented by the strain-induced Berry curva-
ture of wave function and therefore exhibit the striking phe-
nomenon of topology>!~33. Here, we focus on the static Hall
viscosity g in the presence of magnetic field perpendicular
to the graphene plane. It can be calculated by the real part of

Kubo formula with Tj; = Ty, Ty = 5(Txx — Tyy):
nu(E) = Re [nf*(E) - ™ (E) + njj(E)] 9)
where
i
M (E) = 45T [GHEN Ty — Ty)GM (BT | (10)
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FIG. 3. (color online) Top: dc Hall viscosity 7y as a function of

Fermi energy E for fixed magnetic field strength B = 107 and dif-
(v 2 .

2 = 50, 100, 500. Dashed lines
n; 0

denote the predicted values of Hall viscosity of each Landau level

sgn(E)2N2+2N+1)h
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ferent disorder scattering A =

in the absence of disorder: ny = . Bottom: different

contributions of 77y (see main text).

h dGR
ni(E) =4 | dwfTr [GR(a))(Txy - Tyy)%ny
GR
_ d(f)w)(Txy - Tyy)GR(a))Txy}
(11)

which is analogous to the Kubo-Streda formula of the Hall
conductivity. Compared with 7, the Kubo formula of ry has
an extra term 17'. '’ is strikingly different from terms "-¥ in
that it contains contributions from the entire Fermi sea, while
7™ only from electron states at the Fermi surface. Plugging
in the form of Green’s function, the analytic expression of the

total static Hall viscosity ny is

sgn(E)QN*+2N+Dh | pE? ~
_ anks Too, Tragr s DT> 1 12
nu(E) = | pid. TzEz . (12)
11240 otT<1

From this result, we find the behavior of static Hall vis-
cosity is somewhat similar to the Hall conductivity. It is also
quantized in the Landau level gaps where the density of states
vanishes, and has opposite signs for the electron states and
hole states. Additionally, g is not integral quantized but has
an additional 1/4, which is analogy to the additional 1/2 in
Hall conductivity of graphene, both of which are the hall-
mark of the chiral nature of graphene’*. Besides, we find that
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FIG. 4. (color online) (a-c) Numerical results of as shear viscosity 7
versus frequency 7Q in the disordered graphene at zero temperature
with Fermi energy: (a) E = 0eV; (b) E = 0.5¢V; and (c) E = 1.5¢V.
(d-e) Comparison of the contributions of electron-electron coherence
and electron-hole coherence for disorder scattering A = 20 and Fermi
energy corresponding to (a-c).

the quantized value is mainly contributed from the Fermi sea
states, i.e. TIZ~ With the overlap of the Landau levels, the
contribution from Fermi sea fades and the contribution from
Fermi surface states increases. Therefore, when the Landau
level gaps are smoothed by the decrease of @.7, the quantiza-
tion behavior of ny disappears.

In Figure 3, we show the numerical results of 77y for a fixed
magnetic field strength B = 107 and different disorder scat-
tering strengths: A = 50, 100, and 500 (top pane), and com-
pare the different contributions from UZRA and ’IZ atA =50
and 500 (bottom pane). For the extremely small scattering
A = 500 close to pure graphene, it can be clearly seen that
ny has a step structure. The height of the step in the Lan-
dau level gap is well consistent with the analytically predic-
sgn(E)2N2+2N+1)h

47rl§
strengthened, the plateau of the step structure shrinks due to
the broaden of Landau levels, and the center of plateau slightly
moves to zero energy due to the shift of Landau levels. Fur-
thermore, the contribution from Fermi sea n'! is fading away
with the overlap of Landau levels.

tion: ny = . When the disorder scattering is

C. Dynamic Shear Viscosity 77,(Q)

Next we turn to the dynamic shear viscosity ns(2) in
graphene, where Q is the frequency. Similar to the static shear
viscosity, we separate the calculation of dynamic shear viscos-
ity into two conditions: B = 0 and B = BZ.

1. B=0

In the absence of magnetic field, the analytic derivation of
ns(Q) is displayed in Appendix. VIII. When AQ — 0, the
dynamic shear viscosity 77,(Q2) reverts to the static shear vis-
cosity described in Sec. IT A. In this section, we will evaluate
the 77,(Q) under two other constraints at zero temperature: (1)
E~0 <« Qand (2)0 < Q <« E. Due to the electron-hole
symmetry in graphene, the condition for negative Q is sym-
metric to the case for positive Q and is therefore ignored. In
the regime of w < 0 < w + Q, the contribution from electron-
hole (e-h) coherence plays a dominant role. In contrast, in the
regime of 0 < w < w + Q, the electron-electron (e-e) coherent
contribution due to collisions of thermally excited carriers is
dominant.

In the e-h dominant region E < Q, the ,(Q2) is given by

Q1 161

n5(Q) = TM(E + BZ)’ (13)

In the e-e dominant region 0 < Q < E, the n,(€2) arrives at

E* (o AE?
M= S [X "Epaae)
f et

We compare and analyze these two results for dynamic shear
viscosity in the e-h dominant and e-e dominant regions from
both frequency-dependent and disorder effects perspectives.
We find that the dynamic shear viscosity 7, is positively cor-
related with frequency Q in the e-h dominant region, but neg-
atively correlated with frequency Q in the e-e dominant re-
gion. The dependence of 77,(€2) on disorder scattering is more
complicated. In the e-h dominant region, 7, is monotonically
increasing with the disorder scattering. When the e-h coher-
ence is dominant, however, 7, also relies on the Fermi energy.
As disorder scattering increases, 1, declines at 4E? > ’;—;Qz

and strengthens at 4E? < /;—292. This opposite behavior of
dynamic n, versus disorder scattering over different Fermi en-
ergy region is reminiscent of the static shear viscosity shown
in Fig. 1, where one finds similar behaviors in two different re-
gions: “normal region” (|E| > 1.1eV) and “anomalous region”
(El £ 1.1eV).

To clearly show the above properties of dynamic shear vis-
cosity, we also illustrate the numerical results of 7, vs Q in the
disordered graphene at zero temperature in Fig. 4(a-c), where
the Fermi energies are set to: E = 0eV, 0.5¢V, and 1.5¢V.
In the results of £ = 0.0eV which belongs to e-h dominant
region, 7, increases superlinearly with Q and decreases with
A, both behaviors are well agree with the analytic prediction
Eq. (13). In the case of E = 1.5¢V and low frequency , which
belongs to e-e dominant region, 7, drops sharply with Q, and
the 1,(Q2) curves of different disorder strengths have a cross.
These behaviors also meet expectation of Eq. (14). In the case
of E = 0.5¢V, the transition between the e-h dominant region
and e-e dominant region can be seen. The different transport
mechanisms for these Fermi energies are also demonstrated
by comparing of the contributions of electron-electron coher-
ence and electron-hole coherence in Fig. 4(d-e).
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FIG. 5. (color online). (a)(b) The numerical results of 7, vs Q for the
magnetic field B = 107 and Fermi energy: (a) E = 0.05¢V and (b)
E = 0.13¢V. (c)(d) The schematic representation of the transitions
correspond to the peaks T in (a)(b).

Another remarkable piece of information we gain from the
numerical results is a link between dynamic and static shear
viscosities. We introduced “normal region” (|E| > 1.1eV) and
“anomalous region” (|E| < 1.1eV) when analyzing the static
shear viscosity. In the case of E = 1.5¢V, the increase of Q
can let available w cross the “normal region” into “anomalous
region”. The critical frequency is 7Q =~ 0.4eV, which quite
matches the cross point shown in Fig. 4(c).

2. B#0

In the presence of magnetic field B = BZ, the total dynamic
shear viscosity can be written as

3.2

I * W+ )
ns(sz):——z‘”lzf doe 2o >0+

nos' (15)

[ImGE (w + QIMGE , (W) + (w + Q & w)]

n+2,s'
At the well separated Landau levels region and zero tempera-
ture, it is evaluated as
Bw? o n+l

812 Q

B n,s,s’

|(fe, = f,0 (Q + Eniay —

ns(Q) =

Ens) + (Ens g En+2,s’)]
(16)
One can easily find that in this case the dynamic shear vis-
cosity is determined by the state transitions between Landau
levels, E,; < E,,y, where the level indices satisfy |m — n| =
and there is no restriction on s and s’ (see Appendix II). Sim-
ilar selection rule exists in the calculation of magneto-optical
conductivity in graphene, but in which level index of the al-
lowed transitions satisfies |m — n| = 13538,
In Fig 5(a-b), we show the results of 7,(Q2) as a function of
frequency Q. When the disorder scattering is extremely small,

ns(Q) shows a series of resonant peaks. These peaks corre-
spond to the transitions between the separated Landau levels.
Meanwhile, the schematic diagrams which can help us under-
stand the transitions in Fig 5(a) and (b) are given in Fig 5(c)
and (d). It can be seen from the numerical results combining
with the schematic diagrams that the transitions between the
same two Landau levels contributes the same intensity to the
resonance peak of n,; despite the location of Fermi energy. The
peaks T4, T3, and T4 in Fig 5(a) and (b) have same intensities
since they correspond to the same transitions in two cases, as
shown in Fig 5(c) and (d). The peak 7, in Fig. 5(b) is half
of that in Fig. 5(a) because the peak T, in Fig. 5(a) contains
the transitions Es_ to Ey; and E;_ to E3, but the peak T, in
Fig. 5(a) has only contributions from E;_ to E3,.

Another notable feature is the dependence on frequency Q.
For Q > 0, in the electron-hole (e-h) transitions, ﬂ o Q due

t0 BQ = |E, 12,y — Engl = 2 \nfiw,, but in the electron electron
e-e) transitions, 2L o Q3 since AQ = |Epyoy — Ens| & 2.
Q g v

This is also confirmed by the numerical results in Fig. 5(b),
where the 7, contributed by electron-electron transition tends
to diverge as  approaches zero. As the Landau levels gradu-
ally overlap, the peak of r,(€2) will drop and merge with oth-
ers, but as shown by the numerical results, the magnitude of
7, still maintains a general trend of decreasing with Q for the
e-e transitions and increasing with Q for the e-h transitions.

D. Dynamic Hall Viscosity 77;(2)

The Kubo formula of dynamic Hall viscosity is similar as
the one of the static shear viscosity except the finite frequency
Q. It is also divided into three parts as

na(Q) = Re[nf* @ - nf @ +nji@] a7
Then, we evaluate dynamic Hall viscosity at the well sepa-
rated Landau levels region and zero temperature,

P 2 n+1
Q_
nr(Q) 81% 0
n,s,s

Q- En+2,s' + Ens

(Q—Eppy + Epg)? +12 (18)
Q+ En+2,s’ - Ens

(Q+ Epay — Epg)* +17

{Z(fEMQ - fE.,)

+ (fEpny+0Q = JE,—0)

—(Ey © En+2,s')}

where the self-energy is assumed to be a small pure imaginary
number —iI". It is obvious that, at the limit Q — 0, the first
and second terms in the curly brace represent the Fermi sur-
face and Fermi sea contributions, which have been analyzed
in the section of static Hall viscosity. Here, we focus on the

s Q:FE)HZ 5 FEns
dependence of ny on Q. Since the term OFE, s 2By T in

Eq. (18) describes a kink with the center Q. = +(E,42.¢ —Eps),
we assume the Q in the distribution function multiplied by the
kind function tends to Q.. Thus, the dynamic Hall viscosity
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FIG. 6. (color online) (a) The schematic diagram of the allowed transitions in calculating dynamic Hall viscosity. (b) dynamic Hall viscosity
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can be further simplified as

3,2

Pw n+1
Q)~ —=
nH( ) Sﬂlé n,s,s’ Q

Q-E, .y +E,
(fEn+2,:’ - fEns) e 2’” 2
(Q - En+2,s’ + Ens) +T

- (Ens o En+2,x’)
19)

This expression is somewhat analogous to the evaluation
of dynamic shear viscosity in the well separated Landau lev-
els region. They have the same transition rule: n < n + 2,
but different types of transition function: delta structure for
n,(€) and kink structure for n5(€2). Another essential dif-
ferent between these two is the sign before the exchange
(Ens & Enia,¢). In the expression of 77,(€), it is a plus sign,
which means the addition of the counterparts. In the expres-
sion of ny(Q), however, it is a minus sign, so the counterparts
cancel each other out. Figure 6(a) shows the schematic dia-
gram of the transitions in a general case where the Fermi level
is assumed to fall in the gap between the Landau levels with
indices (n,+) and (n + 1,+). It is noticeable that there are
only four transitions left, as the others cancel out with their
counterparts under the exchange (ns) & (n + 2, s”).

The numerical results of dynamic Hall viscosity are shown
in Fig. 6(b-d). In Fig. 6(b), we plot dynamic Hall viscosity
ny vs frequency Q in the presence of magnetic field B = 107'.
The energies of the low-order Landau levels in this condition
are shown in Fig. 5(c)(d). For Fermi energy £ = 0.05¢V,
there is only one resonance kink structure around Q = 0.16eV,
which is consistent with the prediction of Eq. (19), since there
is only one single transition with frequency Q = 0.16¢V in
this case. For Fermi energy E = 0.13eV, there are three reso-
nance kink structures corresponding to the three single transi-
tions at: Q = 0.09¢V, 0.16¢V, and 0.31¢V. For Fermi energy

E = 0.18¢V and 0.22¢V, there should be four resonance kink
structures according to the Eq. (19). However, in the numer-
ical results, the lowest two resonance structure are partially
and fully overlap for E = 0.18¢V and E = 0.22¢V, since their
transition frequencies are too close together.

In Fig. 6(b), we plot gy vs E for different frequencies. In
Fig. 6(b), we plot a global dependence of 17;; on Q and E. Both
of these figures show how the static quantized Hall viscosity
should evolve into the dynamic Hall viscosity. The plateau
structure is retained, but the heights of the plateaus vary with
frequency and resonate around the frequencies that lead to sin-
gle transitions.

III. DISCUSSION

We have presented a microscopic theory on hydrodynamic
electronics in disordered graphene. We provide a unified de-
scription for both undoped and doped graphene, with or with-
out external magnetic fields. Surprisingly, we identify the
shear viscosity exhibits an anomalous enhancement around
the Dirac point. By considering the external magnetic field,
the shear viscosity can be further enhanced. These findings
are in remarkable contrast to the normal Fermi liquids, where
hydrodynamic properties are usually suppressed by disorder-
scattering or external magnetic field. Crucially, we present
what we believe to be compelling evidences that this anoma-
lous phenomena is from electron-hole collisions in the vicinity
of Dirac point.

The reason for selecting graphene as the platform to realize
hydrodynamics in the existing experiments mainly relys on
two facts. First, graphene is stiff so the electron-phonon scat-
tering is greatly suppressed. Second, typical mean-free path



due to electron-electron scattering could become the small-
est length scale above certain temperature in graphene, which
fits the Gurzhi condition for viscous electronic flow!. In
this context, the current work promotes a third viewpoint,
i.e. hydrodynamic phenomena can be further amplified due
to disorder-assisted electron-hole collisions in the vicinity of
Dirac point. So our study implies that undoped graphene is
ethereal for hydrodynamic electronics. Moreover, momen-
tum currents contains single-particle contributions compared
to charge currents, which makes the disorder-assisted effect
significantly larger in viscosity than that in conductivity. Un-
covering the critical relevance of hydrodynamic electronics
with electron-hole coherent collisions affords a unique link
between quantum-critical electron transport and the wealth of
fluid dynamics phenomena.

Furthermore, electrons in graphene behave as quasi-
relativistic gas of quasiparticles satisfying the relativistic

equation of motion, providing a playground to study relativis-
tic effects in fluid dynamics. In this work, we have shown that
the electron-hole coherence related to quasi-relativistic nature
of graphene results in numerous peculiar behaviors in both
static and dynamic viscosities. It calls for more careful stud-
ies on the Navier-Stokes equation due to relativistic effects in
describing the flow of Dirac electrons.
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I. METHODS
A. Definition of Shear and Hall Viscosity

The viscosity, which relates the viscous stress in a fluid to the rate of change of a deformation (i.e., strain rate), is defined in a
homogeneous Newtonian fluid by the following relation!,

Tij = Z Mijt = (D
ki
where 1;;1; 1S the viscosity tensor, 7;; is the stress tensor, A = %(g—';; + g—iﬁi) is the symmetric strain tensor and u; is the deformation

displacement along i-direction. In an isotropic system, 7;; is also symmetric so that 7 is symmetric under i <> jand k < [
Thus, n can be divided into symmetric and antisymmetric parts with respect to interchanging the first with the second pair of
indices. Based on these features, the viscosity tensor of a two dimensional isotropic system is characterized in a natural basis
n= YN0, ® 0y (a,b =0,x,z) by three coefficients!™

(§+77s NH ) (—nH m)
e $=s )y, Ns MH )y )
(_77"1 s ) (f—ﬂs —NH )
Ns TH Jy “na {1y ij

where the symmetric components under the exchange (ij < kI), { and 7y, denote bulk viscosity and shear viscosity, and the
antisymmetric components under the exchange (ij < kl), ny, denotes Hall viscosity. In an incompressible fluid (% = 0),
the stress becomes independent of £. Thus, the incompressible and isotropic fluids in two dimensions are characterized by two
coefficients one for the even part r7; and one for the odd part ny. 1, contributes to dissipation of energy, so it is also called
dissipative viscosity. 1y is dissipationless and only exist when time reversal symmetry is broken.

Nij =00 ®00+n(0,®0,+0,®0,) +Np(0, @0, —0,Q0;) =

B. Strain Deformation, Stress Tensor

In the following, we derive the expression of the stress tensor in two ways. On the one hand, we associate the spatial strain
transformation of the system with the unitary transformation of the Hamiltonian and derive the stress in quantum-mechanical
theory. On the other hand, we simulate graphene by a symmetric 241 dimensional Dirac field and obtain the stress tensor based
on the Noether’s theorem combining symmetrization procedure of Belinfante.

a. Quantum-mechanical theory of stress In quantum-mechanical theory, the stress is considered to be an intrinsic property
of the quantum-mechanical ground state of matter response to deformation’, so we start from using the unitary transformation in
Hilbert space to describe the deformation . The Hamiltonian of the charge carriers of graphene near the half filling is described
by a two-dimensional massless Dirac particles with the speed of light replaced by vy,

H=vio-p 3)

where o = (0, 0y) are the Pauli matrices of pseudospin. In the presence of magnetic field, the Hamiltonian is changed by
p—oII=p+ecA.
the infinitesimal spatial deformation can be described as

Ou;
X o X, = x; + ul(x) = ug; + —uxj +o(x%) 4)
ij )

where ug; corresponds to the translation so that is ignored here, and the repeated indices are summed in all cases. Then the
matrix of deformation transformation (2’ = Ax) can be derived as®

1 1
A=1+ E/l,-ﬂ,-(xja,- + x,-6j) - Zr,-j(x,-ﬁj — xﬂ,-ﬁ,-) (5)

where we introduced strain tensor 4;; and rotation tensor r;;:

1 614,‘ 61/!]‘ (’)ui auj
A= (G S = 6
1=3G Yo T ey o, ©



It is noticed that the strain tensor is symmetric (4;; = A;;) and the rotation tensor is antisymmetric (r;; = —rj). Based on
this infinitesimal transformation, we can define two generators, strain transformation generator J;; and rotation transformation
generator L;; which is the well-known angular momentum:

1
Jij = —5ipj+xipi)i - Lij = Xipj = Xjpi (N

Respectively, the strain transformation generator is symmetric (J;; = J ;) and the rotation transformation generator is antisym-
metric (L;; = —Lj;). Thus, one can parametrize the representation of spatial strain transformation S(4) in terms of the strain
transformation generator as

S() = e MTulh ®)

Then, the deformed Hamiltonian is obtained by using time-dependent unitary operator S[A(¢)]’

oS idij 0A;;
H,H)=SHS ' +ih—S8'=H- “[9:.,H J .
W) =SHS™ +1i 3t8 o (T Hl+ — =T ©))
Thus one can obtain the integral stress tensor by the fundamental thermodynamic relation for deformed bodies>?
OH, i
Ty = de'Tij = "o, = %[jij,H] (10)

Substituting the Hamiltonian Eq.(3) into the above equation and performing Fourier transformation, the symmetric stress tensor
is obtained as

v
Tij = ?f(O'in +0;pi) (11)

which does not contain the effect from disorder potential since that one strains the electron liquid rather than the host materials'®.

In the presence of magnetic field, the spatial strain transformation should couple a gauge transformation S(1) — S()e”7¢.
Respectively, the Eq. (10) becomes T;; — %e‘%f [T, H Je#¢. It is obvious that the stress tensor under magnetic field is obtained
byp > II=p+eA.

Above, we obtained the stress tensor based on the thermodynamics of deformation, in fact, the Eq. (10) is equal to the
definition in a metric compatible Riemannian manifold 7, = 2% ({% 1 where the small deformations strain tensor is replaced
by the fundamental metric tensor, which have the relation 4;; = %(gi ; — 6;j). The ¢;; plays the role of the fundamental metric
tensor for undeformed region whose geometry corresponds to a flat Euclidean Space'?.

Another thing worth noting is that for the same stress tensor T;;, the strain transformation generator f;; that satisfies the
relation, T;; = é[jij,H], is not unique. In some previous work!>!4, scientists established a strain transformation generator
including strain transformations in pseudospin of graphene as jl’l = —%{x,-, pj}+ %[a’i, o], and they acquired the same stress
tensor as Eq.(11). The similarity between J;; and jl’J is that they are both symmetric'>. The latter is closer to the symmetrization
procedure of Belinfante in field theory, which we will simply derive in 2+1 dimensional Dirac field.

b. Belinfante stress-energy-momentum tensor in field theory The symmetric stress tensor can also be arrived from Belin-
fante stress-energy-momentum tensor in field theory. We start with a symmetric Lagrangian density of a 2+1 dimensional Dirac
field

i I —
L= Ehvfwa“(aﬂ— 0, 12)

where i = /o is adjoint of the field ¥, D, = (0y,1, V) is the covariant derivation in time-space coordinate, the Dirac matrices
are chosen as

7 =0y 0 =ioy; 7F = —ioy; (13)

which satisfy Clifford algebra {#,5"} = 2g".
Based on the Noether’s theorem, one can obtain the canonical stress-energy-momentum tensor'':

__9L Ty
00u) 00,) (14)

i _ —
=§hvftpo"'“(8v -0

[y

Y+ 0"y



By adding the divergence of a Belinfante tensor B*"" antisymmetric in the first two indices (B**” = —B**”):
1 ;
B = e 154, (15)

one can obtain the Belinfante stress-energy-momentum tensor as
) =T" + 8,B™”

i [_., — — > — (16)
= | 5487 = 07 + 67 (9" — 9|y

Here, T%O represents the energy density, T%i the momentum density (or energy flux density) and Tg the stress tensor. Since this
stress tensor is derived for the Lagrangian density, the integral form of T’é is consistent to the result Eq. (11).

C. Kubo Formula of Viscosity

Since we have got the expression of the deformed Hamiltonian and stress tensor, the viscosity defined in Eq. (1) can be
evaluated by the linear response theory?,

N sy , y 1 Oap()
(Tij) (1) = - lf ar'o(t — ' X[T;j(1), Tu(t")] o )
“ ’ ’ 6/106801) (]7)
=f dr' Xiju( —1t') a7
where
Xiju(t = 1) = =i0(t — £ )[Ti(0), Tu()]) (18)
is stress-strain correlation function and (- - - ) means average over disorder. The Fourier transformation of it is
Xu@) =1 [ a7, 0. Tulpe (19)
0

where Q* = Q + i0*. We can express Eq.(19) in an additional equivalent form as stress-stress form by using time-translation
invariance and the relation

00 ]
f Tul=He®"dr = f Fulne ™ ds
0 —c0

. (20)
i [FuO + [ Tt ar
—iQ* 0
based on
i NI
Tij= 21T Hl = === @b
Thus the response function can rewritten as
1
Xiju(@) = {730, Tu(O))
(22)

+ f du([T;;(0), Tu<0>]>e"“”}
0

where the first term, which is called a contact term analogous to the diamagnetic conductivity, contributes to the bulk viscosity>'.

In this work we focus on the shear and Hall viscosity, we then obtain the viscosity to be

1 o0 O+
i) = &7 j(; dK([Tij(2), Tu(O))e' ™! (23)



which is called Kubo formula of viscosity. The calculation of Eq. (23) is similar to the current-current correlation function,
which have been detailed discussed in some books of many-body quantum theory'”!8, so here we only briefly outline some
significant steps. To calculate this stress-stress correlation function, one can transform it into Matsubara function by analytical
continuations: Q" — iQ, and it — T,

f dt(T . Tij(1) T (0))e™ ™" (24)

11
ikl (i) = =
ikt (1€2) 110, o

where the factor % origins from dt — %d‘r, and 8 = ,(BLT For the disordered system, the integrand can be evaluated by the

perturbation expansion as

(T " @O T (W(0) Ty (0)Ugo

(T:T;j(1)Tu(0)) = (25)
e (Updo
where the factor % origins from dt — %d‘r, and 8 = ,{BLT For the disordered system, the integrand can be evaluated by the
perturbation expansion as
(T @ Ty (@Y(0) Ty (0) Up)o
(T, T (1) Ti(0)) = ~—= 4 PR - -T{T;;G(0)TuG(-1)) (26)

(Ug)o
where a closed fermion loop always gives a factor of -1 and the trace of a product of Dirac matrices, (- --) means the disorder

average, Ug = T, {exp[— foﬁ dr’ V(T’)]} is the time evolution operator in Matsubara formalism, and G is Matsubara Green’s

function. Plugging Eq. (26) into Eq. (24), we get

11 Ao
M) = = 255 | dre™TTHTGOTuG(-)
=—;lQ oy f dr f dri - Z D SN TG (0 TG (—11))
1 27
== 719 7 BZ f dr f dt1 e WK T GO TG (=T1))oe ™™
1
=== lQ v LS T Gig + 19, TuG i)

ign

where we have inserted a imaginary time integral foﬁ o(ty — 7)dt; and changed 6(t; — 7) by a frequency summation
éZiqn e~ Here, iq, = i(2n + 1)r/B denotes Fermi frequency and iQ, = i2nx/B denotes Boson frequency. Then, we
use the techniques for summations of Matsubara Green’s functions with known branch cuts. According to the summation of ig,,
one can introduce a contour integral

d
1= SEGE 060 (8)
C1+Cr+C3 Tl

where f, = exp[ﬂ(w+E)]+1 is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function and the contours are shown in Fig. 1, since for variable z the
branch cut (also singularity line) of G(z) is real axis, z = Rez = w, and the branch cut of G(z + iQ,) is z = w — iQ,. On the one
hand, we calculate I by residue theorem

.
1= ; ol G, + i0,)Glian) = Eq] Glig, + )G iq,) (29)

On the other hand, we calculate I by separating contour integrals

“d
1= f 2 F@6( + 6@
oo 2mi

Ny
. f T F@G(E + 2GR
2= w—iQ,+i0* o 4T

z=w—iQ,—i0*

(30)

< d
+ f —zw.f (2G(z +1Q,)G(2)
Tl

—0o0

> d
v [ Sarwee 066
z=w+i0* Tl

o0 z=w—i0*

= f ) %f (WIG(w +i0M)G(w - i) - Gw - 0)G(w - i) + G(w + IQ)G(w +i07) — G(w + iQ)G(w — i07)]
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FIG. 1. Contour integral with two branch cuts: z = Rez = w and z = w — i€Q,,.

Based on the comparison of the Eq. (29) and Eq. (30), we can rewrite Eq. (27) as

. * dw . . . .
1ijrr (1) = I R %f(w)TdTijQ(w +i0)TuG(w — iQ,) — Ti;G(w — I0) TG (w — iQ,) 31)
+T;G(w + iQ)TuG(w + i07) = Tj;G(w + i) TuG(w — i07))
Finally, we do the analytical continuity iQ, — Q + i0* and get
11 < dw o i . .
N () == —— 5= o TTijG(w + 10 TuG(w — Q —i07) - T;;G(w — i07")TuG(w — Q = i07)
1 QV J_ 2ni
+ T,‘jg(a) +Q+ 10+)Tk1§(w + 10+) - Tijg(w +Q+ lO*)Tklg(w - 10+)>
1 “d
= o7 @ T TG @) TG (@ = Q) = TG (@) TG (@ = Q)
+T; jGR(a) + Q)Tk,GR(a)) - T;;GR(w + QTuG* (w)) (32)
1 * dw
=- Q_(VTI N Equ—Q(TijGR(W + QTG (w) — T;;GM(w + QTG (w))

+ fw<T,~,~GR<w + QTuGR (W) - T;;G*(w + QTG (w))

=— —Tr f (fmg FoXTiGR TuG: = TG TuGA)Y + f.(Ti;GR o TuGR - T;,GA

w+Q

TuG)

w+Q

In the limit Q — 0, 7;%(£2) can be reduced into two different forms under shear and Hall conditions. In the case of shear
viscosity, we reserve the real part of 7;%;(€2) and choose T;; = Ty = T, so that

7,(Q = 0) = - lim Qi(vReTr [ : d—‘”[( fira = f)(TyGR (TG = TyG2, T G2) 33
+ fu(TyGR TG — T G2 T, GA)]
Based on the relation
ReTr[T,,G2, ,T,yG2] = ReTr[T,,G® ., T,,G"] (34)
the term in the second line of Eq. (33) is canceled, and Eq. (33) can be rewritten as
75(Q = 0) = - lim %ReTr I ) ‘;‘7‘: Joro = Jo g VG TGl — Ty GR (T, GF) (35)

For the zero temperature, limg_,o % = —0(w — E) where E is Fermi energy, the above expression can further reduced as

n5(Q — 0) = Z:q, ReTH{ T GR(E)T o GA(E) = T G (E)T o G*(E)] (36)



This is the Eq.(1) in the main paper.
On the other hand, in the case of Hall viscosity, we reserve the real part of ;,(€2) and choose T;; = Ty, Ty = (TXX = Tyy),
so that

. h “ dw g Tu—Ty A Ta—=Ty
(€ — 0) = - lim Q—(VReTr Iw g{[(fuﬁﬂ = Jo (T GmeG =T Gw+QTGw)
Txx Txx -T

- T,
TG - TG4 261

+ SuAToG S

w+Q

. h “ dw
=- glzlg}) QTVRCTI' Ioo E{(fw-kﬂ - fw)[G§)+Q(Txx - Tyy)Gf)Txy - Gf)(TXX - yy)Gw+Q xy]

+ fw [Gf)JrQ(Txx - yy)GR Xy GR(Txx - yy)GerQ ]}

. h dw f Q — fw
= - glzlgz) (T/ReTl’f 47T @t %) [GR+Q(Txx - Tyy)GfJTxy - Gﬁ(TXX )))Gw+Q ]

(37

GR. ., -GR GR Gk
- fw [Gf)(Txx - T\rv)LTxy L(Txx - Tyy)GﬁTxy]}
> Q Q
where we have used the relations
ReTt[T G2, o(Txx — Ty,)GA] = ReTt[GR (T, — T),)GR T ] (38)

Joro—fo _
Q

For the zero temperature, limg_,o —0(w — E) where E is Fermi energy, the Eq. (37) can further reduced as

h
nu(Q - 0) =7-—Re [THGREXT s = Ty )GME)Ty = GREN T = Tyy)GE Ty

39)
dGR AGR (
+ f dwf,[GR(T,, - Ty)— T d—cj(Txx—Tyy)Gi‘;Txy]}

which is the Eq.(9) in the main paper.
D. Eigenbasis of the Pure System and Disorder-induced Self-energy

In the absence of magnetic field, the eigenvalues and eigenstates of the pure graphene are

Eps = shvsk (40)

eik~r 1
Wiy(r) = (rlks) = «/ﬂ( it ) )

where s = + denotes the chiral and A is the area of sample. The basis formed by W, is called (k, s)-basis. In this basis, the
components of stress tensor 7'y, and T, — T,, which will be used in the calculation of shear and Hall viscosity, are written as

Ik
Ty(k) = T(O'Z sin 26, — o, cos 26,) 42)

Tox(k) = Tyy(k) = hv k(o cos 26y, + oy sin 26,) 43)

Then, we consider the graphene in the presence of a magnetic field perpendicular to the graphene, B = BZ. The corresponding
vector potential is given by A = Bxj satisfying Landau gauge. The eigenenergy and eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in the
magnetic field are

Engs = shoo Vi s=+1; n=0,1,2,-- (44)

and

lI’n,kl\.,s(xa )’) =

@ [0 60, )'s n=0
JLT{ \/%( —ISPn-1 ks Pk, )T; n#0 )



with

1 (X
G, (X) = /We </B+zgk,\.)z/2Hn(i + k) (46)
: B

where Ig = Vh/eB is magnetic length, w, = 2y /1 is cyclotron frequency. The basis formed by Wik, is called (n, ky, 5)-basis.
In this basis, the components of stress tensor Ty, and Ty, — T}, are written as

(n,ky, SITyln, k5, s7)

0; n=n =0
.y hw, . _ ’
=0k, k, _fsh%)\@(so»"’—z’ D @
o lsrééo,n—z; n* O’ n=0

;%(ZS Vi — 16’1”“"2 —is’Vn+ 16}1,11’—2); n,n" #0

<n’ k > S|Txx - Tyy|n/a k;’ S’)

0; n=n=0
1 hw, . _ ’
iy —s hﬁéo‘n/_z’ n=0,n#0 (48)
>y =52 6,20} n#0,n =0

V2
—(sVn =18y p2+ S Nu+ 18,y p12);  n,n’ #0

which can be easily derived by the second quantization shown in Appendix. II.
The disorder V(r) we considered is a short-range random potential having form in the r-space as

Ni
V(r) = Z Vis(r — ;) (49)

with random strength distribution satisfying V(r)=0and V(r)V(r') = n,-VSé(r—r’), where == stands for averaging over disorder
realizations, Vg is the variance of impurity strength, and n; = N;/V is the concentration of impurity. In the following, we show
the analytic expression of self-energy function based on self-consistent Born approximation (SCBA) (details in Appendix III),
and express the density of state in term of self-energy.

a. In the absence of magnetic field B =0 At first, we evaluate the self-energy with SCBA in the absence of magnetic field

_ 2(hvy)? E-X
XE) = — f dkk(E_Z)2 — (50)

dn(hv)? . . . .. . . .
ﬂ;;{ " is the dimensionless parameter characterizing the scattering strength. The solution of the above self-consistent
o

equation in weak disorder limit is given by’

where A =

ImS(E) = —E,e 4/ - %lEI 1)

where E,. ~ 7.2¢V is the energy cutoff. The density of states in terms of self-energy is given by

o(E) = ImZ(E) (52)

B 2A
2 (hvy)?

b. In the presence of magnetic field B # 0 In the presence of magnetic field, we write the SCBA equation of self-energy in
Landau quantized (n, k,, s)-basis,

(hw.)®
L(E) = (n,ky, sIVG(E)VIn, ky, s) = A ; Gs(E) (53)
where G,(E) = (E — synhw. — X)~! is the Green’s function in the (n, ky, s)-basis. w, = \/EVf/lB is cyclotron frequency,
Ig = Vh/eB is magnetic length. Similar to the case of 2DEG, we consider the graphene in the presence of magnetic field in two
classes: “Well Separated” region, where the Landau levels are well separated with each other, and “Overlapped” region, where
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the Landau subbands broaden and overlap with each other due to the disorder scattering. While the criterion distinguishing these
two regions in 2DEG is the product of the cyclotron frequency, which is determined by the magnetic field, and the relaxation

time, which is determined by the disorder strength, in graphene, due to the uneven distribution of Landau levels, it should also

2
consider the location of the Fermi level. Thus, we introduce an effective cyclotron frequency @, = %, which can tend to the

expression of cyclotron frequency in 2DEG, i.e. &, = %, by using effective mass m = 28 Then the “Well Separated” region
vy

and “Overlapped” region are divided by Q.7 > 1 and Q.7 < 1
In the region of well separated Landau levels, we get

=t
ImX(E) = —hw, A & (54)

where the Fermi energy E is assumed locating close to the Landau level Eys and the distance is characterized by the £ =
(E = Eng)/2hw,.
In the region of overlapped Landau levels,

2
_ —AR2 (hw,) T nE
ImZ(E) = —Ece - W - Z'El 1+ 26cos h~C (55)
_ 4n2E?
where 6 = e At
In this condition, the density of states is expressed as
2 24
P(E) = ———= ——=ImX(E) (56)

2 (o,

II. SECOND QUANTIZATION OF GRAPHENE IN THE PRESENCE OF MAGNETIC FIELD

One can second quantized the Hamiltonian of graphene in the presence of magnetic field as

H=_i f drh(;c (b0 — buo™) 57)

where b, = \%(165 +¢) is ladder operator, [z = V/hc/eB is magnetic length, w, = \/zvf /1 is cyclotron frequency, & = x/Ip+Igk,
dimensionless length scale, and o* = o + ioy. The eigenenergy and eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in the magnetic field are

Ey ks = sho, Vi, s==x1; n=0,1,2,--- (58)
and
eik,\‘y ( 0, ¢0,ky )T ) n= 0
\Pn,ky,s(xa )’) = 1 . T (59)
VL | 5 (—ispu1k» Sur, ) : m#0
where the ¢, satisfies
bing, = Vn+ 1niin: b-dur, = Vndp14: b-dox, =0 (60)
In previous section, we have got the stress tensor of graphene with nonzero magnetic field
Vf e
T,‘jZ E(H[U’j+nj0'[); H=p+zA 61)
Here, we shall rewrite them in the (n, k,, 5)-basis. At first, we express 7T, in terms of ladder operators b, as
v eB hve X
Txy =—f[Px0'y + (py + —x)oy] = _f[_laxo-y + (ky + 7)0’,(]
2 c I
hoe, 62
= [<i(b- = by )oy + (b- + by)o] (62)

_foe (0 b,
T2 \b_ O
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The components of stress tensor (n, ky, s|T|n’, k;, s") can be separated into three classes:

)n=n =0
N hwc |¢1,kv>
<0, ky|Txy|0, ky> —61(}‘,,](;. ) ( 0 <¢0,k}-| )( 0 (63)
=0
i)n=0,n"#00rn=0,n =0;
hwc . ’
(nkyS|T |0k} :6k).,k{._‘/_( is{Pn-1k, (Duk, )( |¢3{"‘> )
2V2 (64)
s T 5 0
=Ls n-20k, K,
247 ek
Similarly,
110 ./ th
<Oky|Txy|I’l kys Y= —is 2—\/5503,,/_2(5](}_,@ (65)
(i) n # 0 and n’ # 0;
<n1 k)‘s S|TX)’|n/9 k:’ S’>
hw, (. Nn' + 1|¢n’+l i)
=6 —— =14, nk, o
Kk g (is(@u1al (Duk,| )( s N = Tl ) (66)
fiw,
= s V= 02 = i V4 16,2000
In a same way, we can express T, and T, in terms of b. as
. _ Ly
Tyx = —ihv0soy = =i (b- —by)oy 67)
' 2lp
eB hvy
T,, =vip, + — = b_+b
v = Ve(py + - X)oy \/EIB( +by)oy (68)
Thus
T =Ty = ihwc( b b+ ) (69)

Based the expression of eigenstates Eq. (59) and the relations Eq. (60), the (n, ky, s|Tx — Ty,In", kj, s) can be given in three
classes:

)n=n =0
(0, ky|Txx — Ty,|0, k7)) = 0. (70)
(i)n=0,n #0o0rn+0,n =0;
/AN VA /hwc
(0, ky|Txx - Tyyln P ky, s’y =-s \/550,11’—25/()',1;(, (71)
, hw,
(n, ky, $ITxx — Tyyl0, kj) = —5—=0,-2,00k,k, (72)

V2
(iii) n # 0 and ’ # 0;
(n, ky, s|IT . — Tyyln', k;, )

hoe  —— —
== ;) (S n— 1611’,11—2 +5 Vn+ 15n’,n+2)6k),,k;.

(73)
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III. SCBA OF SELF-ENERGY
A. B=0

In the absence of magnetic field, the self-energy function based on self-consistent Born approximation (SCBA) is evaluated
as

S(E) =2 OZf G(ks, E) = "Zf _mVe [ &k L
QP ()2 E - E,cv S 2 J QuPE-hvk-3 E+hvk-3

d*k E-X niVy fdk E-X (74)
=n; =
0 (2m)% (E - X)* — (hvsk)? 2n (E - Z)? — (hvsk)?
2(hvy)? E-X
_2vp) f dkk
A (E = X)? = (hvsk)?
Since self-energy independent with momentum, it can be integrated as
(E-%)  -E;
X(E)=- 1 75
(B)= === o (75)
Then, we assume ReX(E) — 0, and evaluate ImX in two limits.
For |[E| <« [ImZ],
ImX, —E?
ImE ~ — In . — ImX=-E.e*? 76
M7 N iy m ¢ (76)
For |[E| > [ImZ]|,
E -E2? E E? E E.
x—-—-In—4——"-——=-—-In—-"-— 2In — + E 77
AN san(B)0r © A M emem g |20 g T msen(E) 77
s
= ImX = ——|E| (78)
A
Combining the results in two limits, we can get
ImE = —E.e 42 - %|E| (79)
B. B=BZ
Then, we evaluate the self-energy in the presence of magnetic with SCBA,
Lk, s(E) =(n, ky, sIVG(E)V(n, ky, s5) = Z Kn, ky, sV, k;, s )G g5 (E)
n ky,s’
=nVg Y Gy (E)| ) f dr¥], (MW (M, W(r)\lln,k).,s(r)‘
n,s' | k|
2 [ dk; T
V2 Y G (E) f = f AX] (Wi 0 (O, (W ()
" ) » (80)
Y2 X T , ’
—n,VO Z Gn',s’(E) f 271_12 dx‘l’nk b(x)q}n k (X )ll‘n k R (X )‘\Pn,ky,s(x)}

—is'p_1 (), ., , , —is¢,-1(x’)
=3 12 ZG,, Y(E)j‘dxd)c N isgp1(x) ¢u(x) )( ¢n/(x,1) )( is'¢p_1(x") ¢n'(X))( ¢n(x1/) )

Sals) l;’ Gty = 2L i X nE)

B n.s
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It is clear to see that self-energy due to short-range scattering is Landau index (n, ky, s) independent but only depends on Fermi
energy.

In the region of well separated Landau levels, the Fermi energy is close to the Nth Landau level which is well separated from
others. The self-consistent equation can be reduced as

fiw,)? E — Eyg — ReX
ReS = (hw,) ns — Re @)
24 (E = Ens — Re2)? + (Im2)?
(hw,)? ImS

ImX = (82)

2A (E - Eys — ReX)? + (ImX)?

[1
ReX(E) = hiw.e; ImXE(E) = —hw, A g2 (83)

which is shown in Eq. (54) in the main paper.
In the region of overlapping Landau levels, we rewrite self-consistent equation as

1

and solved as

= LTS &
Then, we introduce a integral
. 1
I= Idzf(z) cot(rz) with f(2) = E 2 a2 (85)
and rewrite Eq. (84) as
2 (o)
== fm) (86)
n=0
If we do the integral over circle |z] — oo,
1< (E-3%)
0=1= Zﬂl{;nzz_;x)f(l’l)_cot [ﬂ' (ha)c)z }} (87)
so that
(E-3)
Z fn) = ncot[ o } (88)

n=-—00

When |E|/Aiw. > 1, the summation over n in Eq. (88) can be safely extended from n = —co to n = co. By using Eq. (87), the
equation of self-energy becomes

E - 2ik
ReX + iImX ~ cot[ (E ] = —i% [(E — ReZ) — iImX] {1 + ZZ exp[
=1

2
oy o )2(15 ReX — iImX) ]} (89)

One can only keep k = 1 since the exponential term is decaying with the increase with k. Meanwhile the real part of self-energy
is ignored.

ImX ~ ——E
A

2
1 +26cos (72‘17rE)2] (90)

When |E|/fiw, < 1, we evaluate the self-energy as

o Im (Im)? (hw)?
ImX> ~ — IT {ﬂ' C0t|: (ha)( )2 } Z (ImZ)z + n(hwc )2}

ImX)? E?
Azncotﬂ(m ) +1n -
(hw.)? (ImX)? 91)
_(hw,)? E;

“mze " (Imx)?
(o) 4 _ e ()

E2 (ImX)?
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The last equation can be rewritten as z = we" which is the definition of Lambert W function, thus

hw, hw,)?
S U [EL.eA/Z + %} ©2)
W [(hgg)' €A] c€
where W(x) is Lambert W function. Combining the results in two limits, we can get
2
_ —A/2 (hw,) ys n|E|
ImX = —E.e - W - ZlEl 1+ 26cos h&)c (93)

IV.  VERTEX CORRECTION
A. B=0
The “dressed” vertex function TA%M can be obtained by Bethe-Salpeter equation. In the absence of magnetic field, we write
the Bethe-Salpeter equation in (k, s)-basis
2 1./

#LM _ d’k
TEM(k, E) = Ty (k) + f G

Vi(k - KU, U G*(K . EXTEY (K, EYGM (K, E)U}, Uy, (94)
where U}; U} denotes the spin rotation while momentum changing

1 iA0 1 _ NG
(1+e 1-e ) 95)

Ulek’ = | 1=t ] 4 itd

with A8 = 6y — 6, and V>(k — k') = n,-Vg with n; and Vj) denoting the concentration and strength of impurity for short-range

disorder. In order to solve this self-consistent equation, we start with the first order approximation in the following

d’k’

(2m)?

niVS d*k’ hvek ( 1+ €80 [ —eitd )( gt )( sin20,  icos 20y )( M )( 1+ | — 7it0 )
gL o

F(1),LM _ 2
Tk, E) =n;V;

Ui U GH(K', E)T (K YG" (K, E)U,, Uy,

Ty Qm2 2 \1-€8 1+¢%0 —icos 260, — sin 26y 1—e™9 1 4700
_, nng A’ K’ ihvfk
4 ) on2 4

I+ e’:Ae)gi (1- efAe)gf 2Ok +A0) -1 1 + 2Ok +00) 11 (1+ e"j“’)g% (1- e‘{”)g?
(1 — gl (1 +¢f)gt 1 =1 =1 J|\ (1 —e7™9)gM (1 + e 20)gM

=0

(96)
Since the Bethe-Salpeter equation is a self-consistent iterative equation, we can get the vertex correction of shear viscosity to
zero in the presence of short-range disorder.
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B. B=BZ

In the presence of magnetic field, we rewrite the Bethe-Salpeter equation in (n, ky, s)-basis. Similar to the case of B = 0, we
start with the first order of corrected stress tensor

(n. ky, SITQ 1K, 57
=(n, ky, sS\IVGT,,GV|r’, y,s)
= > DL Ok sIVIR K S )G o0 K T S )G o K VIR K 57

” "
n” ks n'" ,k\, R

2
:anO Z Z Gn”,S'/Gnm,SW(nN’ S“|Txy|n”/, s//,>6k;’,k;,” |:fd'rl11k (’r)\yl’l” k// s (7')‘{’ " k’,",s”’ (r)‘{’n/,k;v,.f/(r)

n.ky,s
n// ’k;’/’s// n/// ,k_(,",é"”

=n;Vy G g G (", 8" | Tyln””, 5"’
0 s s Y

11 G 11t It
nw.s

nw,s

e iky eik;,’y + e—ik(fy e—ik;,y
Z f dxdy¥] , () =P k.0 (D) =], 1 ()= W gy ()

T s O Y O W O

:nivg Z Z Gnn"annm"w(n",s”|Txy|n'",s'">

7 ) "
n',s" s

1 e .
. Z f dxdye " ©EIYT (O a0 (O, (Wi (1)
g ) '

97)
1
2
= Vioik D D Gur G s Tl 5™y | = f AW Wk (O o (W ()
'y g ;

n’,s" n' s

" " 4 /// d'x
=nV3d i, D, D Gy G g, s" Tyl )[Ml f dx¥) 0¥ s (O ()t ()

n.ky,s
B

n',s" """

_n V
2 12 6/(‘, Z Z Gn",x”Gn”',x’”<n”’s//lTxy|nm’sm>fdxdx,

1 : —l.S”(ﬁn//, (xl) - 17 ’ ’ _isl(ﬁn’f ()C)
7 (st ¢n(x))( o) )(zs 1 () ¢n~/(x))( o) )

n V2 44 7’ 7’ 117 /
8 12 61( kY Gn”,s”Gn”’,s’”<n s S |Txy|n s S > dxdx

[55" Gu-1(X)B-1(X) + Gn()bnr (X)LS""S" B -1 (X )b -1 (X) + b (X)) (X)]

_n V2
8 12 61( N4 Z Z Gn",s”Gn”',s”’<nN» sﬂlTxy|n,Ns s"')fdxdx'

n',s" """

[(SS, s+ 1)6n n’én” T+ ss’ 6}111 +16n” w1l T s's’ 611 n— lén" n'’ — 1]

where the disorder average is reflected in the relation

(n, ky, s\VIn” ki, s X' k7, s VIR kS, ") = fdrdr"{’zkv SV iy s (r)‘I‘n,,, K, o TV )y gy o (1)
f drdr’ V(r)V(r’)‘I—’n k Y(7')‘1’,1//,k;f,xu (r)‘{’l,,,’k,v,,’s,,, (r')‘I‘nr,k;,S/ (r") (98)
=n;Vy f T SPRNCOL MATRACOL AR (s MR o

e

The corrected stress tensor is zero (n”’, s ”ITX) [n",s"") =0, since (n”’, s”|Txy|n""", s is finite only when n”" = n"" £ 2.
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V. DERIVATION OF STATIC SHEAR VISCOSITY 7, IN THE PRESENCE OF B =0

32
FAE) =—L f dkk’ 1 + 1 ! + 1
s 872 E—nvk—3F  E+hvk—SK)\E—hvk—34  E+hvsk—2A
R i E - 3R E-34
"o (E — SR — (hw k)2 (E — SA)2 — (hv k)2
Ty k) hv k) |
=12(E—2R)(E-2A)fdkk (v k) - (v k)
i (E—XFY2 — (hvk)2  (E—ZA)2 — (hwsk)? | (E — 2AY2 — (E — SR)?
i (E - ReZF)? + (Imx)? (E - 3R)?
_ dkkIm
272 2Imy(E — Rezk) (E — R — (hv k)2
i (E - ReZF? + (Imx)? f E -3k f E -3k
- E-Rex) | dkkl ~Im2 | dkkR
272 2ims(E —Rexh) | \F T Re M E =R =z | E =202 = (ke
i (E —ReZf)? + Imx)? n? A
“om 2Imu(E —Rexk) | TR~ Imzz(hvf)2 Rex
E? + (ImE)?
N Al el NG
“Toimx. PP
=1E2p‘r + h—zp
8 327
99
v 1 1 2 E - 3R — (v k)? — (E — TR)?
Rer™(E) =Re—7 dkk3( -+ R) = —Re%(E—zR)zfdkk( y - Gy~ € - )
87T E—thk—Z E+thk—Z 271' [(E_ER)z_(hvfk)z]
h 1 E - 3R)?
= —Re-—(E - zf) fdkk = s — fdkk ( ) >
h E-3XR (E - ZR)?
=—Re—(E -3 | dkk -R
ol )f [(E "SRR (hvfk)2] “anne
B E -3k
~— L Imx | dkk
T f [(E — SR - (hvfk)Z]
hZ
T
(100)

where we have used the SCBA of self-energy

E — YR/A A
dkk = sRiA 101
f (E = ZRIA — (vsk)? — 2(hvy)? (101)

the relation between density of states and self-energy

_ 4 R _ 4 E -3k
p(E) = —ﬂTr[ImG (E)] = = fkdklm [(E ZSR — Gk (102)

and ignored the real part of self-energy ReZ — 0.
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VI. DERIVATION OF STATIC SHEAR VISCOSITY 7, IN THE PRESENCE OF B # 0

3,2
e = ;‘;2 Z(n + D(eRehs + 8Fagh)
h* 22( ‘D) E-XR E-3xA .\ E-3R E-34
a2y 24 (E — 2R — n(hwo )2 (E — T4 — (n + 2)(hwo )2 (E — TR — (n + 2)(iwe)? (E — A2 — n(hiw,)?
UL Z( + 1)(E - ERY(E - 4 1 1 - 1
4r2l3 " (E=ZA)? = (E = ZR)? = 2(hw.)* | (E = ZR)? — n(hw.)*  (E = X4)? = (n + 2)(iw,)?
1 1 1
T E—3R? —(E 32 — 2(han)? [(E —3A2 “n(fiw)?:  (E—-XR2 —(n+ 2)(hwc)2]}
_Pw? —(hw,)* R/ A A Ay R R
- 8n23 {4(E TReDAmD) + ()t | F 0 +2 ZZ; 8a) +(E =20 + 2 Z‘ &
2i(E — ReX)ImX Ry A A g wAvVR R
* HE _ReD2(mEy + Gyt | F 0 Z )~ (=00 * Z 2ng")]}
B —(hw, " %
“8n2 {4(E “ReD2(AmD)? + (hayt |0 T R Z oG = 2ms Z me.
. 2i(E — ReZ)ImX —4i(E - ReX)ImX
4(E — Re2)2(Im2)? + (iw.)* | (E — ReX)? + (ImX)2
2i(E — ReX)ImX (E —ReX)? + (ImXZ)? | _. R ) R
 HE RS 3 ) ) 2iImx Z ReGR. — 2i(E — ReX) Z ImGR,
_h (Fiw.)* R 2EImE (fiw,)? AEImY
T 8n212 {4E2(1m2)2 + (hwo)* [ZImE Z MG |+ B2 (me)? + (o) | B2+ (Imz)2]

N 2EImY
4E2(ImE)? + (hw,)*

[E? + (ImZ)’] lZE > ImGF,

ns

|

h 4077 [h ol 4272 8E2(ImX)? 1 L
= 2 2.2 —p(B)|+ 22 2 | T ~22[ (_)] _(E)
8m2ly | 1 +4at? [T 2 1 +4@27? | (hw:)*[AmX)? + E?] 1 + 42t
1 Epr . 1+ 8at?
T8 1+da | 327 1+ 4ot
(103)
B w? E-3R E-3R
RR - 1 e 1
)= 212 Z(" + Dengnia = = Zn:(" ) TSR e (E =SR2 — (1 4 ),
1 1
= 1)(E — =R? -
e 212 Z(" + I ) [(E “IR —n(hw R (E — SR — (n + 2)(hew,)?
(104)

212(E ZR)(g0+22gn)——2—lz(E ZR)ZG

n>1

g ImZZImG +i(E - ReZ)ZImG ] —Ep(E)

where we used the SCBA of self energy ReX(F) = (h“’“) >ns ReG,(E) and then assumed ReX — 0, applied the express1on of

hw
and introduced @, = ﬁ which can

density of states p(E) = 212 > s IMGR (E) and qua31partlcle relaxation time 7(E) = —%,

transform to the cyclotron frequency in 2DEG by using the effective mass m = 2V—E,

2
n

, 5. (105)
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VII. STATIC HALL VISCOSITY 7, AND /!

i3
1l6 (:12 Z(n + 1) [Gh, (E)GY(E) - GL (E)GM, (E)]

B n,s,s’

= 212 Z(n +1)

B n

E - 3R E—3A ~ E - 3R E-3A
(E =IR)?2 — (n + 2)(hw)? (E — A2 —n(hw)?  (E = ZR)? — n(fiw.)? (E — 4?2 — (n + 2)(hw,)?

zh3 2 (E - ZRYE -4 1 1

4n2 Z( — IR — (E = T4 = 2(hwe)? [ (E = T4 = n(hwe? (E = ZR)? = (n + 2)(fiw, )2
~ (E - ZR)(E -3 1 ~ 1

(E —3A)? — (E — ZR)?2 = 2(hw,)? | (E - ZR)? — n(hwe)?  (E — ZA)? — (n + 2)(hw, )?

th 2 1
4R Z( { S =B -5 2wy & 208~ E T

1
- (E-T) - (E -7 - 200, (B~ =N~ (E - ZR)gf}ﬂ]}

h3 2 Z( 2i(E — Re)ImE — (hw,)*
ey 4(E — ReX)2(ImX)? + (hw,)*

2i(E — ReX)ImZ + (fiw,)?
4(E — ReZ)2(ImX)? + (iw,)*

i w? { 2i(E — ReX)ImE

[(E - =Ryl - (B - =)k,

|(E -5k - (E - ZR>gﬁ+z]}

4(E — ReX)?(ImX)? + (fiw,)*

(E -2l + D 285 + (E -2 + ) 2g:3>}
n>1 n>1
(hw,)®
+
4(E — ReZ)2(ImX)? + (iw.)*

(E=2")ef + > 2ngh) — (E-2F)g) + ). 2ng12)]}

n>1 n>1

_iPw? 2i(E — ReZ)ImE | .
82l {4(E T ReD2UmE) + (i)t | )Z Gy + (E =X )Z G (106)
(ho,)? ok ]
+ TE Rezpamey v Gy |E ~EV08 - (B -Gy
(fw.)® E-SNE-FV ¢ E-INE-V o 4
" 4(E - ReZP(mIP + (heo,)? (hw,)? Z G (hw,)? Z e

[2(15 —ReY) Z ReGR - 2Im3z )’ Imes}

87212 | 4(E — Re2(ImE)? + (fiw,)*
(hw,)? 4i(E — ReZ)ImX
" 4(E —Rex)’(ImX) + (hw)* | (E — Rez)? + (Imx)?
(hw,)? (E - ReX)? + (ImE)? , R
2i(E - ReX) > ImGR - 2iImE > ReG
+ 4(E _ ReZ)Z(ImE)Z + (h(l.)c)4 (h(L)C)Z ( €. )Z m ns um ; € ns
i w? 2iEImE (hwe)? 4;EImZ
~—" —2ImZ Y ImGR <
872l {4E2(Im2)2 +(hwc)4[ m Z s\ ¥ 32 (Im2)? + (hw)? | E2 +(1m2)2]
E? + (ImX)> R
2E ) ImG
AE2(Im) + () |~ Z S
3,2 2 _ 2 _ 2
_ n’ws (hw,) 2EImX N E< — (ImX) _E Z G fs
47212 | 4E*(ImD)? + (hw.)* | E? + (ImD)2 |~ 4E2(ImE) + (how, )
hoo 4t 1 1 @12 h
=5 o 2| 2E R ~ z[Ez_(_)z]p
22l 1 + 40T =+ 5 41 +4at 2t

1 o1E?
a1+ a0’
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7 w? , n+2,5(@)
Hi(E) %ffwde(nH) Gl (@) '”( L@ _ 68 )4]
i} 1 ~(1-8,%) 1 —(1-8,%)
“8n22 f f@do ) (n+1) @=3F — Eppy (@ —3R—Epy)?  w—3R—E,y (w—zR—Emz,x)z]

nss’
1h3w2 1 1 1 2
= | dof(w)[-(1 -38,% n+1 -
87T21123 f f( = ) Z( )Ens’ - En+2,s [w — 3R — En+2,s w—XR— Enx'}

nss’

iRw? 1 —(1-3,%) ~(1-3,%)
B 871'21% fdwf(w) Z(n i 1) {Ens’ - n+2 s |:(("-) R — En+2 s) " (‘U - XR— En‘v’)2:|

nss’

2(1 —9,%) 1 1
+ —
(Ens' - En+2 s)2 w — ZR - nv - ER - En+2,s

1 1

_ lh (1 0 2:)En+23 (1 _awZ)Ens
“8n f dwf (“’)Z('” 1){ (@—2F — Epny)?  (@—3K = Ep)?

h En+ A Ens
" &er fda)[ ) Z(n+l) 2 ]

] + 2(1 =0,2)(n+1) 5

-XR - En+2,s w—-XRk - Ens
1 1
2
+ 4ﬂ212 fda)f(w)(l —GU,Z)%:(H+ =

_ZR_Ens _w_ZR_En+2,s:|
E—XxR E-3xR
= +1 + -2
212 Z( )[E—ER—E E-3R-E, ]

B ns n+2,s

ih 1 1
d 1-9,% 1)? -
477212f wrex )%1('” Vo-*-E, w—ZR—E,st}
__ME-ZH 2n + 6,,0)GR (E 1 d 1-8,% 12GR G
=- WZ( n+0wGLE) + Z(n 1)+ 212 wfw)1 - )Z(n+ 7 [GR (@) - GR., ()]
ns ns
(107)
where we have used
1 En+2 s 1 _EVlS'
; = ; 108
Z: E,y — En+2 s (hw )2 zsl E,y - En+2,s (hwc)2 ( )
n+1

= 109
Z (Em' - En+2 3) Z (Ens’ — Ln+2, 5)2 (hwc)2 ( )

We assume ReX — 0, and the real part of nH is

Renj; = {E Z(Zn + 6,,0)ImGR(E) - 2 f dwf()(1 - 0,%) Z(n +1)? [ImGE (w) - Imeﬂ,S(w)]} (110)

87r2l§

Since the broaden of the Landau level will strikingly affect the value of ImG® (w) — Imef 2.5 (@)s the real part of TIZ is evaluated
in the separated Landau levels region and overlapped Landau levels region, respectlvely
In separated Landau levels region,

h
ni(E) ~ 2 % %: nlmGY (E) + prcT f dof(w) Z(n + 1)? [6(w = Eng) = 6(w — Enyas)]
hno B3
:'47_[212 (ha))2 ZImG (E) + Sgn(E)— IZ(n + 1)2 Z(n i 1)2 (111)
? e B n=0
_Ep

+ E—2N2+2N+1
sgn( )4 12( )

160, 2

- ZR - Ens - w — ZR - En+2,s

)
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where

E -X)? E-Z
G = G Y G G N 1) (112)

ns

In overlapped Landau levels region,

" WE -xF) =Ry R
Ren!(E) = Z nImGX (E) - f dwf(w)Z(4n+5,,,o)Ime(w)

4 212 212
. E R h .
~47T21129 Tho)? ;ImG,”(E) 212 fdwf(a)) oz Z ImG} (w) (113)
___h s 2% )
= 2(ha))2E p(E) + o) fo dww p(w)

Since p(w) oc ImX(w) o< w in this region, the above equation is approximately vanished,

3
EpE) + 2 _EPE) (114)

B
Rergyy(E) = T2(hw)? (hwo)? 4
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VIII. DERIVATION OF DYNAMIC SHEAR VISCOSITY 7,(Q) IN THE PRESENCE B =0

i rE 2Aw+Q -3k 2w - 5M
Rer;(Q) =Re 2f f dki ( . wr) (A‘;’ _ ) .
QJra (+Q -3 P — (k) (= ZM)? — (hv k)
—Re h3v§” f o (w+ Q-0 o)W -I) dw f dkk? ! - !
2m2Q Jp_o (w+Q — E )P — (w—ZM)? (w—=ZM? — (k) (w+Q- b )P — (hvgk)?
Re T fE (w+Q-3t w-3M) J fdkk (w—ZM)? (W+Q-3k )
22Q Jpo (w+Q 2L, )2 — (w— M) (@—ZM2 — (k2 (w+Q—ZE )2 — (k)

[ -2sl — (w+Q-35 )5k

SCBA h fE (w+Q- 2L+Q)(“) ) w A
2m2Q Jp-a (w+Q—3E )2 —(w—ZM)2"  2(fvy)?

A E (W+Q -3 Hw-3IM)
=Re— d w+Q w _ ZM ZM + Q ZL Z
4n2 i3 Q) L Q w(w + Q- ZL L) — (w—ZM)? [(w w) (@ ey, w+Q]

A E [w+Q-3L -3M  Q-3L 43M
el [ it 0%,
167127'1va E-Q Q-3 +IM 2w+ Q-Xk [ -3IM
2w +Q

—-zMy - (2L+Q +IMy

[(ZLm + )00 Coua —Zo )]

ReZ—0 A ‘ 2w+ Q + il Q-+ irLM
v e d - o | 20T 2w + )TH + riV
327r2hv§Q f w( Q+ ir'tM 2w+ QO+ ZTEM) [F207° T2 + i(Cw + I LMy

A E
=Re————— dw | -2TEMTEM 1w + QrEM 4+ QriM
3212V Q f (-2r e = )
QQw + Q) + TIMTIM _j[Qw + QM — QI'EM] QQw + Q) + TEMTIM 4 j[Qw + Q)I'EM — QIEM]
Q2 + (TEMy? Quw + Q) + (I'M)?
A fE Jo { -2QQw + QUMM _ ([TIM2(TEMY? 4 [2w + QTEM]? — [QIEM]?
3212 hviQ Q2 + (TLMy2
_—20Qw + QUMY — 2TEM2(TEMY? — (2w + QTEM)? + [QIEM]?
Quw + Q)? + (TEM)2
__ A fE Jo { [Qw + QUM — QUM — 2TV [Q2 + (PEM)?)
327r2hv§Q Q2 4 (kM2
[Qw+ QUM — QriMP - 2T [Q2w + Q) + (Y )2]}
Quw + Q) + (I'kM)?
__ A fE doo J oty _ riy2 4 [Qw + QI — QriM)2
1672730 B * 2

1 1
Q>+ (TEM)2 — Qw + Q)? + (TEM)? }}
(115)

+XMand —rtM = 3L

_sm
At first, we consider the condition E =~ 0 < Q so that w < 0 < w + Q. Combining the analytic solutions of self-energy, one
can get

where we have introduced —il':" = &

_iTRA =3R4 3A = Ty + %(w +Q)—Ty+ %w] - —i%(Zw +Q)
—iTR =3R4 = [T, + %(a) +Q)+ T — %w] = —i(2T + %Q)

w+Q

Rk gk T R T (116)
TR =Ef ¢ + Zf = ~illo + Z(@+ Q)+ To - 0] = ~i2lo + 79

—iFR =3R 3R = [Ty + %(w +Q)-T)+ %w] = —i%(Zw +Q)
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so that
0 RA RA72
[Qw + QIR — QrRA) 1 1
Renf(Q dw { (TRY? — (R4 4 + - }}
L T zh 1672120 fﬂ w{ 0 2 Q2+ (MR Quw+ Q)2 + (TF4)2
0 2
1 1
dw{ Ty + Q)Z —Qw+ Q) + 222w + Q)* —— -
16ﬂ2hv 10 f o { ’ A? 0 X+ Q2+ 77 (1 +5)Qw + Q)?
To-0 1 (0 5
~ d -Qw+Q
16hv2Q fgw (0 + Q)
1
16hv§. 3A
| (117)
and
A 0 [Qw + QIR — QrERY2
RenfR(Q) v —————— dw (TRRY? — (TRRy2 4 —5Qw +Q
o156 16m°71v7.Q IQ w{( =) -0 2 Qz FRR Cw+Q)
A n n [Z2Qw + Q)* - Q2L + ZQ)]?
=— —Qw+ Q) - (2T + ~Q)* + 4 A
16220 fld‘“{AZ( W+ )7 = QLo + )7+ 207
A bg
-2 Toor,+ Xa 118
16m°12Q.2 (@0 + 24 (118)
_ A a2 Q3 (T + 7TQ)2 O+ 2 Q3 n(Z LT Q)Qz QL+ Q)2 ﬂQZ(ZF N ﬂ'Q)
T 16mm2Q A% 3 0T A 210 Ao 0 2 0" A
To—0 0? 1 2
Clem2| 2 SA

Thus the total real part of dynamic shear viscosity in the condition £ ~ 0 <« Q is

Q? (1 16 1
16hv]2, 2 154

15(Q) = Ren®(Q) — Ren™¥(Q) = -) (119)

Then, we consider the condition 0 < Q <« E so that 0 < w < w + Q. Combining the analytic solutions of self-energy, one can
get

. ) Py s s
—ir®*A =3k L+ 34 = il + T@+ Q) -To - 2wl =-i7Q
—iTRA =3 _3A = _i[r, + %(a) +Q) + T+ %w] = —i[2T + %(260 + Q)]
(120)
—iTRR =R 43R = [T + %(w +Q)+T) + %w] = —i[2T, + %(210 + Q)]

. T s T
—ir®® =3k -2 = —i[ly + 7@+ -To- 2wl = -iZQ
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so that
E RA RA72
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__A g
16712th2, A2

where we have used on shell assumption fEE_Q dw =Q f O0(w — E)dw. Thus the total real part of dynamic shear viscosity in the
condition 0 < Q <« E'is

AE? (n? E?
s(Q) = Renf®*(Q) — Renff(Q) = ol 123
75(Q) = Rer{(Q) - Ren{"(Q) 22?2 (A2 EqQr y 4p? =
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