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We develop a relativistic (quasi-)hydrodynamic framework, dubbed the gyrohydro-

dynamics, to describe fluid dynamics of many-body systems with spin under strong
vorticity based on entropy-current analysis. This framework generalizes the recently-
developed spin hydrodynamics to the regime where the spin density is at the leading
order in derivatives but suppressed by another small parameter, the Planck constant ~,
due to its quantum nature. Our analysis shows that the complete first-order constitutive
relations of gyrohydrodynamics involve seventeen transport coefficients and are highly
anisotropic.
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Introduction.— Hydrodynamics is a low-frequency and long-wavelength effective theory for

interacting many-body systems [1]. When incorporated with relativity, it has been applied

very successfully in astrophysics, cosmology, and relativistic heavy-ion collisions. For exam-

ple, relativistic hydrodynamics provides an important foundation for the understanding of

the core-collapse supernova explosions, the structures and bulk properties of neutron stars

and white dwarfs, the dynamics of accretion discs around compact objects, and the merging

process of binary neutron stars and black holes; see, e.g., Refs. [2–6]. In high-energy heavy-

ion collisions, relativistic hydrodynamics has become the ‘standard model’ to describe the

evolution of quark-gluon plasma created during the collisions; see e.g., Refs. [7–9].
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It is noteworthy that rotation of fluids, whether it is global or local (local rotation is

characterized by fluid vorticity), plays a crucial role in all of the systems mentioned above.

One of the critical consequences of rotation is spin polarization when the constituents of fluids

are spinful. In particular, the strongest fluid vorticity has recently been detected in heavy-

ion collisions [10]. Measurements of hyperon polarization [10–12] and vector-meson spin

alignment [13–15] in heavy-ion collisions have indicated strong spin polarization of quarks

and/or gluons in the quark-gluon plasma, supporting earlier theoretical ideas proposed in,

e.g., Refs. [16–21]. As such, it is desirable to develop a relativistic hydrodynamic framework

that deals appropriately with the spin degrees of freedom and the vorticity generation. Such a

framework may pave the way to quantitative understanding of spin transports in quark-gluon

plasma, supernova explosions, and so on. Specifically, it may be used to resolve the so-called

sign problem of the local spin polarization, that is, the discrepancy between the experimental

data for azimuthal-angle dependence of hyperon polarization and the theoretical calculations

based on thermal vorticity (see below for definition); see reviews [22–26] and references

therein for more details.

There have been great efforts on developing the framework of spin hydrodynamics [27–54].

In most of these developments, the spin and vorticity are considered to be of similar magni-

tudes as the shear viscous correction to the hydrodynamics, meaning that they are assumed

to be O(∂1) in terms of the derivative expansion. This is possible, since vorticity is the skew

gradient of velocity while the shear tenor is the symmetric gradient of velocity. Thus, one

expects that their strength may be comparable in magnitude. However, there is a significant

difference between the two: the shear tensor vanishes at the global equilibrium, whereas

vorticity does not. This implies that, on the physical ground, these two can be regarded to

be at different orders in derivatives in and near equilibrium (cf. Ref. [37] for another power

counting scheme based on the same consideration). Furthermore, the discovery of strong

spin polarization in the quark-gluon plasma also demands development of a hydrodynamic

theory with high spin density and vorticity.

Motivated by these observations, we will investigate a scenario in which vorticity is counted

as zeroth order in derivatives, whereas other types of gradients of thermodynamic quantities

are counted as first order in derivatives. The spin polarization induced by the zeroth-order

vorticity is also regarded as the zeroth order in derivatives, but we assume it to be suppressed

by another small parameter, i.e., the Planck constant ~ due to its quantum nature. We dub

the resultant framework gyrohydrodynamics.

As we will demonstrate, the constitutive relations in gyrohydrodynamics have much richer

structure than those in spin hydrodynamics [32, 34, 35, 43, 45, 46, 51–53]. Firstly, the

leading-order constitutive relation describes the anisotropic pressure induced by strong vor-

ticity. Besides, we find seventeen anisotropic transport coefficients: three bulk, four shear,

three rotational viscosities, four cross viscosities and three charge conductivities. Among

these transport coefficients, seven correspond to Hall-like transports, which do not induce

the entropy production. The appearance of the anisotropic transports is analogous to mag-

netohydrodynamics, but there are no Hall transports in magnetohydrodynamics in the strict

hydrodynamic limit [55, 56].

We stress that spin is not a conserved quantity due to the inherent spin-orbit coupling

in relativistic systems. As a result, spin density is not a strict hydrodynamic variable.
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Therefore, spin hydrodynamics and thus gyrohydrodynamics should be regarded as quasi-

hydrodynamics [57] or a hydro+ theory [58] valid in a regime where the relaxation time

of spin density towards its local equilibrium value is much longer than that of other non-

hydrodynamic modes [45]. To keep the notations simple, however, we will continue calling

spin density a hydrodynamic variable and gyrohydrodynamics a hydrodynamic theory.

Throughout the paper, we use the mostly-plus metric ηµν = diag(−1,+1,+1,+1), totally

anti-symmetric tensor ǫµνρσ with ǫ0123 = +1, and notations X(µν) = 1
2 (X

µν +Xνµ) and

X [µν] = 1
2(X

µν −Xνµ) for an arbitrary tensor Xµν .

Entropy current analysis for rotating spinful fluids.— The hydrodynamic equations follow

from Ward-Takahashi identities derived from symmetries of underlying microscopic theories.

In this Letter, we consider charged relativistic fluids that enjoy the translational, Lorentz,

and vector U(1) symmetries. These symmetries lead to the equations of motion,

∂µΘ
µ
ν = 0, ∂µΣ

µ
νρ = −2Θ[νρ], ∂µJ

µ = 0, (1)

where Θµν , Σµ
ρσ, and Jµ are the energy-momentum tensor, the spin current, and the charge

current, respectively. Note that the second equation follows from the total angular momen-

tum conservation ∂µJ
µ
νρ = 0 and a decomposition of the total angular momentum tensor

Jµ
νρ = Lµ

νρ +Σµ
νρ with Lµ

νρ = xνΘ
µ
ρ − xρΘ

µ
ν being the orbital angular momentum. We

choose the spin current Σµ
νρ to be totally anti-symmetric, motivated by Dirac fermions as

the microscopic carrier of spin.

We then introduce our dynamical variables — the energy density e, the fluid-four velocity

uµ, and the spin density σνρ — by

Θ(µν)uν = −euµ, uµΣ
µ
νρ = −σνρ, Jµuµ = −n, (2)

where we employed the Landau frame in defining the fluid velocity and the energy den-

sity [1] and normalize the fluid velocity as uµuµ = −1. The spin density σµν only has three

dynamical degrees of freedom (rather than six), as the totally anti-symmetric property

of the spin current forces σµν to satisfy the Frenkel condition [59] σµνu
ν = 0 in addition

to the anti-symmetric condition σνρ = −σρν . Consequently, three components of the spin

non-conservation law,

uρ∂µΣ
µ
νρ = −2Θ[νρ]u

ρ, (3)

give constraint equations rather than dynamical ones. This becomes manifest in the fluid

rest frame specified as uµ = (1,0), where Eq. (3) does not have any time derivative. In

the following, for notational simplicity we also use the dual variable σµ ≡ 1
2ǫ

µνρσuνσρσ (or

σµν = −ǫµνρσu
ρσσ), which satisfies σµuµ = 0.

We introduce entropy density s as a function of our dynamical variables e, σµν , n, and

define the conjugate variables — the inverse temperature β = 1/T , chemical potential µ,

and spin potential µνρ — as

Tds = de− 1

2
µνρdσνρ − µdn ⇔ β ≡ ∂s

∂e
, βµνρ ≡ −2

∂s

∂σνρ
, βµ ≡ − ∂s

∂n
. (4)

Since the spin density σνρ is transverse to the fluid velocity uµ, it is sufficient to assume that

the spin potential µνρ(= −µρν) and its dual µµ ≡ 1
2ǫµνρσu

νµρσ satisfy µµu
µ = 0 = µµνuν .

We will also use the thermal vector βµ ≡ βuµ in the subsequent calculations for brevity.
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To find the constitutive relations of strongly rotating spinful fluids, we rely on a power

counting scheme different from that for the conventional hydrodynamics. We count vorticity,

the other gradients, and spin density all differently: Spatial components of the (thermal)

vorticity ωµν ≡ ∂[µβν] (or its dual vector ωµ ≡ 1
2ǫ

µνρσuνωρσ) and the spin potential µνρ are

counted as O(∂0), while their difference (ωµν − βµµν) and the other gradients are counted as

O(∂1). Besides, we assume that the spin density is suppressed by another small parameter

~ as σνρ = O(~), while the vorticity-induced part of the spin potential is not. This designed

power counting scheme is motivated by two observations: (i) vorticity belongs to a family

of non-dissipative gradients that does not produce entropy, and (ii) the spin operator is

accompanied by the Planck constant since spin is a quantum object. As the spin potential is

not completely fixed by the vorticity, the three spin densities enjoy their intrinsic dynamics.

In our power counting scheme, the zeroth-order quantities that one can use for the tensor

decomposition are uµ, ω̂µ = ωµ/
√
ωνων , ǫµν = ǫµνρλuρω̂λ, and ηµν . Assuming the parity

symmetry1 and noticing the totally anti-symmetric property of the spin current, one may

parametrize the (non-)conserved currents as

Θµν = (e+ p1)u
µuν + p1η

µν + p2ω̂
µω̂ν + p3ǫ

µν + uµδqν − δqµuν + δΘµν ,

Σµνρ = ǫµνρλ(σλ + uλδσ),

Jµ = nuµ + δJµ,

(5)

where δΘµν , δqµ, and δJµ satisfy δΘµνuν = 0 = uµδΘ
µν and δqµuµ = 0 = δJµuµ. Note that

the constraint equation (3) with the above parametrization relates δqµ with the spin density

σµν as

δqν = −1

2
ǫµνρλuρ∂µ(σλ + uλδσ). (6)

In the following, we will express the so-far undetermined quantities in Eq. (5) in terms of

our conjugate variables βµ, µνρ, and µ. Those quantities are pa (a = 1, 2, 3) at O(1) and

δΘµν , δσ, and δJµ at O(∂). Then, the equations of motion (1) serve as a closed set of partial

differential equations.

To obtain the constitutive relations, we use the second law of local thermodynamics: There

exists an entropy current sµ satisfying ∂µs
µ ≥ 0 for any configuration of βµ, µνρ, and µ.

Expressing the entropy current as sµ = suµ + δsµ with the first-order correction δsµ, one

obtains constraints resulting from the condition ∂µs
µ ≥ 0 up to the second order in deriva-

tives ∂ and spin ~. This enables us to relate pa (a = 1, 2, 3) to the thermodynamic quantities

and determine the tensor structures of δΘµν , δσ, and δJµ, and δsµ. We first insert Eq. (5)

into the equations of motion (1). Contracting them with βν ,
1
2βµ

νρ, and βµ, we have

βDe = −β(e+ p1)θ − p2ω̂
µω̂ν∂µβ

ν − p3ǫ
µν∂µβν − δΘ(µν)∂µβν − δΘ[µν]∂µβν

− δqν(Dβν + ∂νβ) + ∂µ(βδq
µ),

−1

2
βµνρDσνρ = µµσν∂µβ

ν − 1

2
δσǫµνρλuλ∂µ(βµνρ) + ∂µ(βµ

µδσ) +
[

p3βµνρǫ
νρ + βµµνδΘ

[µν]
]

,

−βµDn = βµnθ − δJµ∂µ(βµ) + ∂µ(βµδJ
µ), (7)

1 For example, the parity-odd term uµω̂ν in Θµν is excluded in parity-even systems since the fluid
velocity uµ and the vorticity ω̂µ are parity-odd and parity-even, respectively.
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where we introduced D ≡ uµ∂µ and θ ≡ ∂µu
µ and eliminated δqµ using the constraint

equation (6). Applying the chain rule for s(x) = s
(

e(x), σνρ(x), n(x)) and using Eq. (7),

we rewrite the entropy production rate as

∂µs
µ = sθ + βDe− 1

2
βµνρDσνρ − βµDn+ ∂µδs

µ

= [s− β (e+ p1 − µn)] θ − (p2ω̂
µω̂ν − µµσν)∂µβν − p3ǫ

µν(∂µβν − βµµν)

− δΘ(µν)∂(µβν) − δΘ[µν](∂[µβν] − βµµν)− δσ∂⊥µ(βµ
µ − ωµ)− δJµ∂µ(βµ)

+ ∂µ (δs
µ + βδqµ + βµµδσ + βµδJµ) +

1

2
ǫµνρσuρ∂µσσ(∂νβ +Dβν), (8)

where we used ωµDuµ = ∂⊥µω
µ − Tωµ∂µβ, following from a Bianchi-like identity

∂µ(ǫ
µνρσωρσ) = 0, and introduced ∂⊥µ ≡ (δ ν

µ + uµu
ν)∂ν . We also retained all the terms here,

i.e., Eq. (8) is exact and does not depend on the power counting scheme at this stage.

To implement our power counting scheme in a clear manner, we decompose µµ and σν into

the zeroth-order components along ω̂µ and the derivative corrections as

µµ = µ‖ω̂
µ + µµ

⊥, σν = σ‖ω̂
ν + σν

⊥, (9)

where σ‖ = O(~1) and σµ
⊥ = O(~1∂1) according to our power counting scheme. On the other

hand, the magnitude of the spin potential reads µ‖ = O(1) and µµ
⊥ = O(∂1) without the

suppression by ~ because the spin potential induced by vorticity is not suppressed according

to our assumption. The perpendicular components are higher order in derivative because they

vanish in the local equilibrium where the entropy production terminates with a condition

ωµν = βµµν . We then obtain the divergence of the entropy current up to O(~1∂2, ∂3) as

∂µs
µ = [s− β (e+ p1 − µn)] θ − (p2 − µ‖σ‖)ω̂

µω̂ν∂µβν − p3ǫ
µν(∂µβν − βµµν)

− δΘ(µν)∂(µβν) − δΘ[µν](∂[µβν] − βµµν)− δJµ∂µ(βµ)

+ ∂µ (δs
µ + βµµδσ + βµδJµ) +O(~1∂2, ∂3). (10)

Note that here one can safely drop the term δσ∂⊥µ(βµ
µ − ωµ) in Eq. (8), which is higher-

order in derivatives.

Constitutive relations of rotating spinful fluids.— We derive the constitutive relations up

to the first order in derivatives ∂ and spin ~ by requiring that the divergence of the entropy

current (10) respects the second law of thermodynamics.

Let us first consider the leading-order constitutive relation for the energy-momentum ten-

sor. The first line of Eq. (10) results from the non-dissipative terms, which we require to

vanish so that ∂µs
µ = 0 at the leading order. We find

e+ p1 = Ts+ µn, p2 = µ‖σ‖, p3 = 0, (11)

which relates the parameters pa (a = 1, 2, 3) with the thermodynamic quantities.

Equation (11) indicates that the leading-order energy-momentum tensor has anistropic

pressure induced by vorticity as

Θµν

(0) = euµuν + p⊥Ξ
µν + p‖ω̂

µω̂ν , (12)

where we introduced p⊥ ≡ p1 and p‖ ≡ p1 + µ‖σ‖ and the projection tensor Ξµν ≡ ηµν +

uµuν − ω̂µω̂ν . Note that one can express the first relation of Eq. (11) as e+ p‖ = Ts+ µn+
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µ‖σ‖ that captures the contribution of spin to the thermodynamic relation. The constitu-

tive relation (12) bears similarity with that for relativistic magnetohydrodynamics in which

the direction of magnetic field plays the role of ω̂µ and magnetization of the fluid induces

difference between p⊥ and p‖ [55, 56, 60–62].

We turn to the the first-order corrections to the constitutive relations. Requiring the local

second law of thermodynamics ∂µs
µ ≥ 0, we find

δΘ(µν) = −Tηµνρσ∂(ρβσ) − Tξµνρσ(∂[ρβσ] − βµρσ),

δΘ[µν] = −Tγµνρσ(∂[ρβσ] − βµρσ)− Tξ′µνρσ∂(ρβσ),

δJµ = −Tκµν∂ν(βµ),

δsµ = −βµµδσ − βµδJµ,

(13)

with the two viscous tensors ηµνρσ and γµνρσ , and conductivity tensor κµν . In addition, there

are “cross terms” given by ξµνρσ and ξ′µνρσ that convert the symmetric and antisymmetric

flow gradients to the antisymmetric and symmetric parts of δΘµν , respectively.2 Similar cross

terms have been discussed in the context of nematic liquid crystal [63] (see also Ref. [64] for

a review).

These tensors are decomposed by the use of the order-one spatial tensors ω̂µ, Ξµν , and

ǫµν . The transverse, longitudinal, and Hall-like components read

ηµνρσ = ζ⊥Ξ
µνΞρσ + ζ‖ω̂

µω̂νω̂ρω̂σ + ζ×
(

ω̂µω̂νΞρσ + Ξµνω̂ρω̂σ
)

+ η⊥
(

ΞµρΞνσ + ΞµσΞνρ − ΞµνΞρσ
)

+ 2η‖
(

ω̂µΞν(ρω̂σ) + ω̂νΞµ(ρω̂σ)
)

+ 2ηH⊥

(

Ξµ(ρǫσ)ν + Ξν(ρǫσ)µ
)

+ 2ηH‖

(

ω̂µǫν(ρω̂σ) + ω̂νǫµ(ρω̂σ)
)

,

γµνρσ = γ⊥
(

ΞµρΞνσ − ΞµσΞνρ
)

+ 2γ‖
(

ω̂µΞν[ρω̂σ] − ω̂νΞµ[ρω̂σ]
)

+ 2γH
(

ω̂µǫν[ρω̂σ] − ω̂νǫµ[ρω̂σ]
)

,

ξµνρσ = 2ξ‖
(

ω̂µΞν[ρω̂σ] + ω̂νΞµ[ρω̂σ] + ω̂µΞν(ρω̂σ) − ω̂νΞµ(ρω̂σ)
)

+ ζH⊥

(

Ξµνǫρσ − Ξρσǫµν
)

+ ζH‖

(

ω̂µω̂νǫρσ − ω̂ρω̂σǫµν
)

+ 2ξH
(

ω̂µǫν[ρω̂σ] + ω̂νǫµ[ρω̂σ] + ω̂µǫν(ρω̂σ) − ω̂νǫµ(ρω̂σ)
)

,

κµν = κ⊥Ξ
µν + κ‖ω̂

µω̂ν + κHǫµν .

(14)

Those viscous tensor should satisfy the Onsager reciprocal relation stemming from the

time-reversal symmetry [65, 66]. Note that ω̂ is an odd quantity under the time-reversal trans-

formation. Then, the above tensors should satisfy the Onsager reciprocal relations ηµνρσ(ω̂) =

ηρσµν(−ω̂), γµνρσ(ω̂) = γρσµν(−ω̂), ξµνρσ(ω̂) = ξρσµν(−ω̂), and ξ′µνρσ(ω̂) = ξρσµν(−ω̂). The

last relation provides ξ′µνρσ in terms of ξµνρσ.

The terms appearing in the viscous and conductivity tensors can be classified into two

types according to their properties under the interchange between (pairs of) Lorentz indices

— (µ, ν) ↔ (ρ, σ) for the viscous tensors and µ ↔ ν for the conductivity tensor — without

2 The presence of the cross terms is expected from the properties of the Coriolis force F ∝ v × ω

with the velocity v and angular velocity ω. Operating derivatives on the Coriolis force, one finds a
nonzero divergence and rotation of the force, ∇ · F ∝ ω · (∇× v) and ∇× F ∝ (ω · ∇)v − ω(∇ · v),
induced by the rotation and gradient/divergence of v, respectively. Here, we assumed a constant ω
for demonstration.
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flipping the sign of ω̂. The first type, the terms having the subscript H, is anti-symmetric

under the index interchange. These are non-dissipative Hall-like terms, which do not con-

tribute to the entropy production. The other terms, i.e., those without the subscript H, are

symmetric under the index interchange, meaning that they are dissipative and contribute to

the entropy production. Among these, the bulk viscosity ζ× captures the non-equilibrium

correction to the anisotropic pressures p⊥ and p‖ in response to expansion or compression in

the parallel and perpendicular directions, respectively. Those two processes are reciprocal to

one another, and we required them to satisfy the Onsager reciprocal relation. As a result, we

find seventeen transport coefficients: three bulk viscosities ζ‖, ζ⊥, ζ×, four shear viscosities

η‖, η⊥, ηH‖
, ηH⊥

, three rotational viscosities γ‖, γ⊥, γH , four cross viscosities ξ‖, ζH‖, ζH⊥, ξH
and three conductivities κ⊥, κ‖, κH . Note that we do not include a possible transverse struc-

ture, Ξµ[ρǫσ]ν − Ξν[ρǫσ]µ, in γµνρσ since it identically vanishes according to the so-called

Schouten identity ηµγǫρναβ − ηργǫµναβ − ηνγǫρµαβ − ηαγǫρνµβ − ηβγǫρναµ = 0.

To respect the second law, the dissipative transport coefficients must satisfy a set of

inequalities,

ζ⊥ ≥ 0, ζ‖ ≥ 0, ζ⊥ζ‖ − ζ2× ≥ 0,

η⊥ ≥ 0, η‖ ≥ 0, γ⊥ ≥ 0, γ‖ ≥ 0, η‖γ‖ − ξ2‖ ≥ 0,

κ⊥ ≥ 0, κ‖ ≥ 0.

(15)

On the other hand, the signs of the seven coefficients ηH⊥
, ηH‖

, γH , ζH‖, ζH⊥, ξH , and κH are

not constrained by the second law, as they do not contribute to the entropy production just

like the Hall transports in relativistic magnetohydrodynamics [55, 56, 60–62]. Those non-

dissipative transports arise due to strong vorticity, which can be interpreted as an analogue of

strong magnetic fields [67]: The Coriolis force does not do work, similarly to the Lorentz force

by magnetic fields. One clear difference from the Hall transports in magnetohydrodynamics

is that those transport coefficients in gyrohydrodynamics are even under charge conjugation

and can have non-vanishing values for neutral fluids.

Summary and Outlook.— In this Letter, we have reported the phenomenological deriva-

tion of the constitutive relations for spinful fluids with strong vorticity. It is formulated in

the “spin hydrodynamic regime,” where spin density enjoys its intrinsic dynamics as the

energy-momentum and vector charge densities do. We have found the leading and next-to-

leading order constitutive relations that capture the spin dynamics intertwined with rotating

fluid dynamics as well as the anisotropic pressure and transport phenomena induced by

the strong vorticity. We have obtained seventeen transport coefficients: three bulk viscosi-

ties ζ‖, ζ⊥, ζ×, four shear viscosities η‖, η⊥, ηH‖
, ηH⊥

, three rotational viscosities γ‖, γ⊥, γH ,

four cross viscosities ξ‖, ζH‖, ζH⊥, ξH and three conductivities κ⊥, κ‖, κH . A subset of the

transport coefficients should satisfy the positivity constraint (15), while there are no such

constraints on the Hall-like transport coefficients.

The entropy-current analysis leaves the seventeen transport coefficients as phenomenolog-

ical parameters. The theoretical evaluation of these parameters can be carried out on the

basis of either the linear-mode analysis or the Green-Kubo formula [68–72], both of which

are regarded as the matching conditions for the (quasi-)hydrodynamic description. Deriving

such matching conditions for the seventeen transport coefficients and evaluating them with
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microscopic theories (such as quantum chromodynamics) are important outlooks in line with

the present Letter.

We investigated the formulation with the totally anti-symmetric spin current that is moti-

vated by the canonical spin current of Dirac fermions, while previous works do not necessarily

assume this tensor structure (e.g., Ref. [32]). One may always redefine the spin current and

energy-momentum tensor operators — or change what one calls spin current and energy-

momentum tensor operators — without modifying the form of their equations of motion

via the so-called pseudo-gauge transformations [73–75] (see, e.g., Refs. [37, 76, 77] for recent

discussion). This may lead to another definition of a spin current operator which is not

necessarily totally anti-symmetric. It may be worth investigating what the resulting hydro-

dynamic equation looks like with a different choice of the spin and energy-momentum tensor.

Besides, strong vorticity can give rise to intriguing phenomena in spinless case as well. Inter-

ested readers can find discussions in Ref. [37] for possible anisotropies in constitutive relations

and in, e.g., Ref. [78] for the modification of thermodynamics in a 2 + 1 dimensional fluid.

We leave all these issues as future works.
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