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We present a gravity dual to a quantum material with tilted Dirac cone in 2+1 dimensional spacetime. In this

many-body system the electronics degrees of freedom are strongly-coupled, constitute a Dirac fluid and admit

an effective hydrodynamic description. The holographic techniques are applied to compute the thermodynamic

variables and hydrodynamic transports of a fluid on the boundary of an asymptotically anti de Sitter spacetime

with a boosted black hole in the bulk. We find that these materials exhibit deviations from the normal Dirac

fluid which rely on the tilt of the Dirac cone. In particular, the shear viscosity to entropy density ratio is reduced

and the KSS bound is violated in this system. This prediction can be experimentally verified in two-dimensional

quantum materials (e.g. organic α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3 and 8Pmmn borophene) with tilted Dirac cone.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent condensed matter experiments have revealed inter-

esting electronic systems in which the low energy dynamics

of quasiparticles are described by the Dirac equation. The

band structure forms two cones with tips joining at the cor-

ners of the Brillouin zone in momentum space a.k.a. the

Dirac points. Near band crossing the Fermi surfaces shrink

to a point where electrons become effectively massless and

admit a linear dispersion relation (the speed of lights is re-

placed by an energy-independent Fermi velocity about few

hundredths of speed of light). These class of quantum mate-

rials are called Dirac materials or Dirac solids [1]. These ma-

terials can be two-dimensional sheets that support emergent

Dirac-like fermions in 2 + 1 dimensional spacetime or three-

dimensional materials that support Dirac/Weyl-like fermions

in 3 + 1 dimensional spacetime. The symmetries of the lat-

tice at the atomic scale plays an important role. The promi-

nent two-dimensional material is graphene [2]. The density

of electrons/holes in such materials can be externally tuned by

changing the chemical potential away from the tip of the cone

(the charge neutrality point). The chemical potential can be

tuned to very small values whereby the kinetic energy (size of

Fermi circle) becomes arbitrarily small and hence the ratio of

potential interactions to the kinetic energy can be arbitrarily

large. In fact, the Coulomb interactions are not screened ef-

fectively and the many-body system is strongly-coupled. Con-

sequently, one expects pronounced deviations from Landau’s

Fermi-liquid theory of non-interacting quasi-particles as was

confirmed in experiments [3].

In fact, with fast moving electrons/holes, the collision rate

among quasi-particles (equals inverse Planckian time) grows

linearly with temperature and is much greater than the rate

of momentum relaxation to phonons and impurities. It es-

tablishes a local thermodynamical equilibrium and show a

collective fluid-like behavior which can be describe by rela-

tivistic hydrodynamics equations. If the Fermi temperature is

smaller than the electrons temperature, we find a quantum-

∗ jafari@sharif.ir
† mahdi.torabian@sharif.ir

critical two-dimensional electronic system [4]. The quasi-

relativistic plasma of Dirac particles are expected to have

universal hydrodynamic transport properties. In fact, the

strongly-interacting Dirac fluid is close to a perfect fluid and

is expected to have a small value of shear viscosity.

Shear viscosity is the resistivity to establishing transverse

gradients in the fluid velocity and is a measure of strength of

interactions among excitations in a liquid. It results in dissi-

pations and a perfect fluid is the one with the least possible

viscosity. One would expect a theoretical lower bound on vis-

cosity of a quantum liquid at a given temperature. On dimen-

sional grounds, one would find for shear viscosity to entropy

density ratio
η
s ∼ h̄

kB
. The exact value cannot be computed

by conventional perturbative field theory techniques.

The AdS/CFT correspondence offers an alternative to

studying the strongly-coupled quantum many-body systems

through holographic dualities [5–8]. In this framework, a

strongly coupled gauge theory (large color and large ’t Hooft

coupling) is holographically dual to a weakly coupled clas-

sical gravity. Kovtun, Son and Starinets (KSS) conjectured

that there is a universal lower bound on shear viscosity to

entropy ratio, i.e
η
s ≥ 1

4π
h̄
kB

, in an infinitely strongly cou-

pled field theory with an Einstein gravity dual [9, 10] (see

also [11, 12]). The bound is respected by all known fluids in

experiments. The quark-gluon plasma [13] and cold atomic

Fermi gases in unitarity point [14], which are strongly cou-

pled systems, nearly saturate the bound and are closest to per-

fect fluids (see [15, 16] for review). There are also indications

that electrons in two-dimensional metals behave as a perfect

fluid [17]. It would be interesting to find both theoretical mod-

els or experimental samples that could saturate or violate the

bound. In fact the bound could be violated through modifi-

cations to Einstein gravity; for instance in higher-derivative

gravity [12, 18, 19], massive gravity [20] and axion/dilaton

gravity [21–26]. They correspond to field theory duals with

various corrections as well as with broken symmetries.

On the other hand, it turns out that there could exist quan-

tum materials with tilted Dirac cones [27–29]. The tilt of

the Dirac cone is a proxy for an emergent spacetime geome-

try [30, 31]. In fact, the low energy dynamics of electronic

degrees of freedom is given by a modified Dirac Hamilto-

nian and the effect of tilting can be represented via substitut-
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ing the Minkowski metric by a non-diagonal metric [31–33].

The new metric is attributed to an emergent spacetime geom-

etry [34].

In this paper we study the hydrodynamic limit of quantum-

critical electronic systems with tilted Dirac cones. This many-

body system is strongly-coupled and we expect to see a fluid-

like behavior. We propose a holographic gravity dual of the

system. We find interesting modifications in thermodynami-

cal variables and hydrodynamical transports compared to non-

tilt materials. In fact, we find that the shear viscosity to en-

tropy density ratio is reduced compared and the KSS bound

is violated in tilt fluids. It is known that the smaller the vis-

cosity, the higher the tendency to turbulent current flow. In

principle, this effect could be investigated in future experi-

ments. We see that computationally impenetrable problems

of strongly-coupled electronic systems can be approached us-

ing string theory techniques. In return, condensed matter ex-

perimentations set a valuable stage to verifying string theory

predictions.

The structure of the paper is as follows; In the next section

we introduce an AdS-Schwarzschild black-hole geometry as

the gravity dual to the tilted Dirac materials at finite temper-

ature. We compute temperature, entropy, energy-momentum

tensor and the shear viscosity of tilted Dirac material through

the holographic prescriptions. Finally, we summarize in the

last section with prospects for future experiments.

II. A HOLOGRAPHIC MODEL

In this section we propose a holographic model for 2+1 di-

mensional quantum materials tilted cones. These materials are

parameterized by two-parameter family of tilt deformations

(ζx, ζy). At the vicinity of the Dirac points the degrees of

freedom are semi-relativistic and are described by a deformed

Dirac Hamiltonian. It is found that these systems admit a co-

variant spacetime description with a non-trivial metric such

that the tilt effect can be implemented through using the fol-

lowing metric tensor (and its inverse)

gµν =

(

−1 + ζ2 −ζj
−ζi δij

)

, gµν =

(

−1 −ζi
−ζj δij − ζiζj ,

)

, (1)

in equations involving the Minkowski metric ηµν (and its in-

verse), where ζ2 = ζ2x + ζ2y and i = x, y. At long wavelength

and short frequency the electronic system behaves like a fluid

of Dirac particles (see [4, 35]). This many-body system is

strongly-coupled. In the holographic framework of AdS/CFT

correspondence, it is conjectures that there exist a classical

weakly-coupled gravity dual to such a system [5–8]. In this

setup, the three-dimensional field theory at finite-temperature

lives on the boundary of a four-dimensional spacetime with is

asymptotically AdS which has a black hole in bulk.

The Einstein gravity with a negative cosmological constant

−6/L2 in four dimensions has an AdS4 solution with with

curvature radiusL. There exist also solutions with black holes

in the interior which are asymptotically AdS. These gravita-

tional backgrounds represent the gravity duals of thermal field

theories. There is a three-parameter family of Schwarzschild-

AdS geometries in four dimensions which are parametrized

by the black-hole temperature and two boost factors along

two spatial dimensions of the boundary [36]. These are pre-

cisely the hydrodynamical variables about thermal equilib-

rium a fluid, namely T, uµ (with a normalization constraint

uµuµ = −1) in terms of which the fluid energy-momentum

tensor is written. In the other words, the metric solution in-

duces the boundary energy-momentum tensor. The solutions

are given by

ds2 =
1

L2z2

[

−f(z)uµuν+Pµν

]

dxµdxν+
L2

z2f(z)
dz2, (2)

where Pµν = ηµν + uµuν and the blackening factor f(z) =
1 − (z/zh)

3. The AdS boundary is locates at z = 0 and the

black hole horizon at z = zh.

To obtain the gravity dual of a tilted Dirac material we re-

place the Minkowski metric ηµν with metric gµν given in (1).

This insight is based on previous results that the tilted Dirac

system admit an emergent spacetime description which is en-

dowed with metric gµν (1). We take the black hole at rest

such that uµ = 1√
1−ζ2

(1,~0) and, for the sake of computa-

tional simplicity, we assume ζy = 0 (thus ζ = ζx) to find

ds2 =
L2

z2
dz2

f(z)
+

1

z2L2

[

− (1− ζ2)f(z)dt2 − 2ζf(z)dtdx

+
1− ζ2f(z)

1− ζ2
dx2 + dy2

]

. (3)

This metric solution sets the background above which we can

systematically study long scale fluctuations and responces in

the rest of the section.

A. Holographic Thermodynamics

In gauge/gravity duality, tinite temperature field theory is

dual to black hole thermodynamics in asymptotically AdS

spacetime. The Hawking temperature and the Bekenstein-

Hawking entropy of a black-hole are identified respectively

with the temperature and entropy in the field theory. To read

the thermodynamic quantities, we change the signature of the

metric by introducing the Euclidean time τ = it and simul-

taneously ζ̃ = iζ using the singularity approach [37]. The

relevant part of the metric reads as

ds2 ⊃ L2

z2
dz2

f(z)
+

1

z2L2

[

(1 + ζ̃2)f(z)dτ2+2ζ̃f(z)dτdx
]

.(4)

To avoid singularity at the horizon, τ must be periodic τ ∼
τ + β where β−1 = kBT . We introduce a new coordinate

r which measures distance from the horizon and a canonical

angular coordinate θ as

r =
2L√
3

√

1− z

zh
, θ =

3

√

1 + ζ̃2

2L2zh
τ. (5)
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The near horizon geometry is given in polar coordinates

ds2 = dr2 + r2dθ2 + · · · with θ ∼ θ + 2π. Then, we find the

temperature as

kBT =
1

L2zh

3

4π

√

1− ζ2. (6)

We observed a very pecular dependence of the field theory

temperature on the tilt parameters.

On the other hand, the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy is

given by the horizon area

SBH=
kB
h̄GN

1

4

∫

d2x
√

g(zh) =
kB
h̄GN

1

4L2z2h
√

1− ζ2
V2, (7)

where V2 is a two-dimensional area. Then, the entropy density

is s = SBH/V2. Again, we find a special dependence of the

entropy density on the tilt parameters which grows singular as

the tilt approaches to one.

We can also compute the field theory partition function

from the on-shell gravity action in Euclidean signature a al

holographic GKP-W relation [6, 7]

Z[ϕb] = exp
(

−Son−shell
E [ϕ(z = 0) = ϕb]/h̄

)

. (8)

As we integrate over infinite volume of the bulk the on-shell

action is divergent. We regularize the action by introducing a

cut-off at z = ǫ and the divergences are renormalized away

by adding counter-terms. In fact, we stay an ǫ distance from

the boundary, compute the bulk integral up to z ≥ ǫ and the

boundary terms at z = ǫ and finally take ǫ to zero.

The regularized gravitational action in a four dimensional

manifold with a boundary includes the Einstein-Hilbert ac-

tion, the Gibbons-Hawking boundary term and the counter-

terms [38–40]

SE=− 1

16πGN

∫ β

0

dτ

∫

z=ǫ

dx

[
∫ ǫ

zh

dz
√−g

(

R+
6

L2

)

−2
√−γK+2

√−γ
( 4

L
+ LR

)

]

. (9)

The boundary of AdS is now located at z = ǫ, the in-

duced metric on this boundary is γij = L2

ǫ gij(ǫ, x) and

K = γij∇inj is the trace of its extrinsic curvature. The non-

vanishing component of the unit outgoing normal vector at

the boundary is nz = L−1z
√

f(z). Then, via the method of

holographic renormalization we find

Son−shell
E = lim

ǫ→0
(SEH+SGH+Sc.t.)=− V2

16πGNkBTz3hL
4
.(10)

It is basically the Helmholtz free-energy F = −kBT lnZ =
kBSon−shell

E /h̄ in natural units. The entropy is computed

through S = −(∂F/∂T )V as

S = −kB
h̄

∂

∂T

(

TSon−shell
E

)

=
kB
h̄GN

1

4L2z2h
√

1− ζ2
V2,(11)

which gives (7). The entropy density is then s = S/V2.

The energy density ǫ = U/V2 = (F + TS)/V2 is

ε=
kBT

h̄

(

Son−shell
E − ∂(TSon−shell

E )

∂T

) 1

V2
=

kB
8πGN h̄z3hL

4
,(12)

and the pressure density p = −(∂F/∂V )T is computed as

p = −kB
h̄

∂(TSon−shell
E )

∂V
=

kB
16πGN h̄z3hL

4
. (13)

We find that ε = 2p via the holographic approach. Moreover,

we see that the tilted Dirac material satisfies the first law of

thermodynamics ε+ p = Ts.
The full boundary energy-momentum tensor can be read

from functional derivative of the on-shell gravity action in the

presence of the metric gij(0) as a source

〈Tµν〉=− 2
√
g(0)

δSE

δgµν(0)
= lim

ǫ→0

L

ǫ1/2
T γ
µν(ǫ) =

3L2

16πGN
g(3)µν , (14)

where T γ
ij is the energy-momentum tensor at ǫ computed with

the induced metric γ. The metric g
(3)
µν is read from the near

boundary expansion of the the asymptotically AdS metric

ds2 =
L2

z̃2

[

dz̃2 + gµν(x, z̃)dx
µdxν

]

, (15)

gµν(x, z̃) = g(0)µν (x)+z̃g
(1)
µν (x)+z̃

2g(2)µν (x)+z̃
3g(3)µν (x)+· · · ,

which is regular as z̃ → 0. We can rewrite the metric (3) in

the above form through a change of coordinate as

z =
z̃

L2(1 + z̃3

4L6z3

h

)2/3
, (16)

such that near the boundary and keeping leading orders in z̃
gives

ds2=
L2

z̃2

[

dz̃2 − (1− ζ2)
(

1− 2z̃3

3z3h

)

dt2 − 2ζ
(

1− 2z̃3

3z3h

)

dtdx

+
(

1 +
(1 + 2ζ2)

3(1− ζ2)z3h
z̃3
)

dx2 +
(

1 +
z̃3

3z3h

)

dy2
]

.

(17)

Then, the non-zero components of the energy momentum ten-

sor are

Ttt=
(1− ζ2)

8πGNz3hL
4
, T0x =

ζ

8πGNz3hL
4

Txx=
(1 + 2ζ2)

16πGN (1− ζ2)z3hL
4
, Tyy =

1

16πGNz3hL
4
.(18)

It can be easily seen that the energy-momentum is traceless

T µ
µ = 0. For the perfect fluid at rest, uµ = 1√

1−ζ2
(1,~0), in

the tilted Dirac background, the energy density and pressure

is given by

Ttt = (1 − ζ2)ε, Tyy = p, (19)

so we again find the equation of state ε = 2p.

B. Holographic Hydrodynamics

In this part we study the hydrodynamics of tilted Dirac ma-

terial using holographic dualities. In particular, among trans-

port coefficients, we compute the shear viscosity of the fluid.
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1. Shear viscosity, linear response and the Kubo relation

The energy-momentum tensor of a viscous fluid in the Lan-

dau frame is

T µν = εuµuν + pPµν + σµν , (20)

where Pµν = gµν + uµuν is the projection tensor and

uµuµ = −1. The dissipation tensor σµν includes the shear

viscosity tensor ηµνρσ which to the leading order in derivative

expansion can be reads from a general dissipation function

F =
1

2
ηµνρσuµνuρσ, (21)

where uµν = 1
2 (∇µuν+∇νuµ) and ∇ is the covariant deriva-

tive with respect to metric gµν . Then,

σµν = − ∂F

∂uµν
= −ηµνρσuρσ. (22)

In the Landau frame we have σµνu
µ = 0 which in the fluid

rest frameimplies σ00 = σ0i = 0. Thus, all dissipative ef-

fects are in σij which in a system with two spatial dimension

would only be σxy . The shear viscosity, as a phenomeno-

logical transport coefficient, parametrizes the response of a

system in thermal equilibrium to infinitesimal perturbations

by external source. Thus, to compute shear viscosity we ap-

ply homogeneous time-dependent metric fluctuations hxy(t)
and study the response of Txy in a fluid at rest. We must be

cautious that, whereas there is an intrinsic anisotropy and ex-

plicit violation of parity invariance, the other hydrodynamical

parameters including δp(t), δε(t)(=2δp(t)) and δvi(t) may be

perturbed too. Then, the corresponding perturbed components

of energy-momentum tensor are

δT 00=
2 + ζ2

1− ζ2
δp− 6pζ

(1− ζ2)
3

2

δvx, (23)

δT 0x=
3p

√

1− ζ2
δvx − ζδp, (24)

δT 0y=
3p

√

1− ζ2
δvy + ζphxy, (25)

where we have used δuµ = (− 1
1−ζ2

~ζ.δ~v, δ~vi) such that nor-

malizability condition gµνu
µuν = −1 is satisfied. The con-

servation of energy-momentum for homogeneous perturba-

tions, ∇νδT
νµ = 0, implies

∂0[δT
00, δT 0x] = 0, (26)

∂0δT
0y+

(

Γt
ty+Γx

xy)T
yy+2Γy

txT
tx
)

= 0. (27)

As the non-zero components of Christoffel connection (as-

suming ζy = 0) are

Γx
xy = −Γt

ty =
ζ

2
∂thxy,

Γt
xy = Γy

xt =
1

2
∂thxy, (28)

Γx
ty =

1

2
(1− ζ2)∂thxy,

then, the conservation equations imply

∂0δp = ∂0δv
x = ∂0δv

y = 0. (29)

It implies that the energy and pressure density are unperturbed

and the fluid remain at rest. Then, we compute the response

Txy to perturbation hxy to the leading order using (20) and

(22) as (note that hxy = −(1− ζ2)hxy)

δT xy = −p(1− ζ2)hxy −
ηxyxy

√

1− ζ2
∂thxy. (30)

In the Fourier space it implies

δσxy(ω) = iωηxyxy(ω)hxy(ω), (31)

where we dropped the delta function term from the first term

of (30). In the rest of the paper we define η = ηxyxy.

On the other hand, a la linear response theorem, each

transport coefficient is related to a retarded Green’s function.

For homogeneous perturbations, namely zero-momentum-

transfer, linear response implies (in the Fourier space)

δTxy(ω) = GR
Txy,Txy

(ω)hxy(ω), (32)

where the two-point function is

GR
Txy ,Txy

(ω)=−iV2
∫

dteiωtθ(t)〈[Txy(t), Txy(0)]〉. (33)

Then, we compare equations (30) and (32) to find the so called

Kubo formula

η = −
√

1− ζ2 lim
ω→0

1

ω
ImGR

TxyTxy
(ω). (34)

In the next section, we follow the holographic approach to

computing the retarded Green’s function in a dual gravita-

tional theory.

2. Holographic retarded Green’s function and reduced η/s

Here we study the propagation of gravitational waves in

an asymptotically AdS spacetime with a Schwarzschild black

hole in the interior. The metric perturbation that helped to

study the response in energy-momentum tensor in the previ-

ous section has an interpretation in the holographic frame-

work; perturbations in boundary energy-momentum tensor

is dual to gravitational waves in the bulk. The holographic

renormalization helps to compute the one-point function in

the presence of a source. The leading and sub-leading terms

in the near boundary expansion correspond respectively to the

external source and the response. The retarded Green’s func-

tions are found by imposing in-falling boundary condition at

the horizon.

We consider time-dependent homogeneous metric pertur-

bation hxy(t,x, u) = hxy(t, u) which propagates in the bulk

and deform the metic as

ds2 = ds2AdS−BH + 2hxy(t, u)dxdy. (35)

We define a new coordinate u = z/zh such that u = 0 at the

AdS boundary and u = 1 at the black hole horizon. We apply
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a Fourier transformation along temporal direction and write

the perturbations as

hxy(t, u) =
1

L2u2

∫

dω

2π
φω(u)e

−iωt. (36)

Due to non-diagonal form of the metric on the boundary,

the ty-component of the Einstein equation is not satisfied as

Gty ∼ ζhw 6= 0. We can alleviate the problem if we con-

sider hty perturbation as well (we recall that for the sake of

simplicity we have set ζy = 0)

ds2 = ds2AdS−BH + 2[hxy(t, u)dx+ hty(t, u)dt]dy. (37)

Similarly, we apply a partial Fourier transformation such that

hty(t, u) =
1

L2u2

∫

dω

2π
ψω(u)e

−iωt. (38)

To be consistent with the dual field theory picture, this per-

turbation is vanishing on the boundary at u = 0. Then, the

Einstein equations imply

ψ′
ω = ζ

(1− u3)(1− u3)

1− (1− u3)ζ2
φ′ω , (39)

ψ′′
ω − 2

u
ψ′
ω + ζ

L4ω2

1− u3
φω = 0, (40)

φ′′ω − 2 + u3

u(1− u3)
φ′ω +

L4ω2(1− (1 − u3)ζ2)

(1− u3)2(1− ζ2)
φω (41)

= ζ
3u2

(1− u3)(1 − ζ2)
ψ′
ω,

where ′ is the derivative with respect to u. The above equa-

tions are consistent and Eqs. (39) and (40) imply Eq. (41). We

substitution Eq. (39) into the Eq. (40) to find

φ′′ω − 2 + u3 − 2ζ2(1− u3)2

u(1− u3)(1 − ζ2(1 − u3))
φ′ω (42)

+
L4ω2(1 − ζ2(1 − u3))

(1− u3)2(1 − ζ2)
φω = 0.

We solve Eq. (42) near the boundary as u → 0. The solution

in ω → 0 limit, up to the first order in ω, is

φω(u) = (c1 + d1ω)+(c2 + d2ω)(log
(

1− u3
)

+ ζ2u3). (43)

We can use a boundary condition at the boundary u = 0 such

that φω(u) = φ
(0)
ω that fixes c1 + d1ω. Then, the solution is

φω(u) = φ(0)ω [1 + φ(1)ω (log
(

1− u3
)

+ ζ2u3)], (44)

The coefficient φ
(1)
ω cannot be fixed using the near boundary

limit information, so we have to solve the Eq. (42) in the near

horizon limit.

In the near horizon limit u → 1 Eq. (42) is simplified as

follows

φ′′ω − 1

1− u
φ′ω +

L4ω2

9(1− u)2(1 − ζ2)
φω = 0, (45)

For the ansatz φω ∼ (1 − u)m we find

m = ±i L2ω

3
√

1− ζ2
, (46)

We impose incoming/infalling boundary condition at the hori-

zon by choosing the negative sign. Thus, the solution close to

the horizon is

φω(u)∼ 1− i
L2

3
√

1− ζ2
ω log

(

1− u3
)

. (47)

The above solution is valid when 1 − u ≪ 1 and

log(1− u) ≫ 1. In the limit ω log(1− u) ≪ 1, by com-

paring Eqs. (44),(47), the near boundary solution is given by

φω = φ(0)ω

(

1 + i
L2

3
ω
√

1− ζ2u3
)

≡ φ(0)ω fω(u). (48)

Given the above solution, we use Eq. (39) to find ψω(u) as

ψω = ψ(0)
ω +i

L2

3
ζ
√

1− ζ2ωφ(0)ω u3≡ ψ(0)
ω +φ(0)ω gω(u).(49)

Using the solutions to the equations of motion, we can com-

pute the regularized on-shell gravity action on the boundary.

The GKP-W relation [6, 7], in Euclidian signature, gives the

one-point function

〈σxy〉 = lim
ǫ→0

∂Son−shell
reg

∂φ
(0)
xy

. (50)

In the Lorentzian signature, we apply a related prescription

[41]. We bring the on-shell gravity action into the following

form

Son−shell
reg = V2

∫

dω

2π
φ(0)ω F(ω, u)

∣

∣

∣

u=1

u=ǫ
φ(0)ω , (51)

and then according to the recipe [41], the retarded Green’s

function is

GR(ω) = −2 lim
ǫ→0

F(ω, ǫ), (52)

In the following, we compute the action terms up quadratic

terms in perturbations. Here we use the action (9) this time in

the Lorentzian signature.

a. The Einstein-Hilbert action by expanding action up

to the second order, we have (momentarily 8πGN = 1)

S(2)
EH=

2V3
L4

(

1− 1

ǫ3

)

+
V2
L4

∫

dω

2π

[( 1

ǫ3
− 1

)

(1− ζ2)φωφ−ω − 3(1−ζ2)
2ǫ2

φ−ωφ
′
ω

+
3

2ǫ2
ψ−ωψ

′
ω +

( 3− 2ζ2

2(1− ζ2)
− 1

ǫ3

)

ψωψω

− 3ζ

2ǫ2
ψ−ωφ

′
ω − 3ζ

2ǫ2
φωψ

′
ω + 2ζ

( 1

ǫ3
− 1

)

ψ−ωφω

]

. (53)

We have regularized the on-shell action via a non-zero ǫ.
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b. The Gibbons-Hawking term The boundary term up to

second order on perturbations is computed as

S
(2)
GH= −3V3

L4

(

1− 2

ǫ3

)

+
V2
L4

∫

dω

2π

[

3
(1

2
− 1

ǫ3

)

(1− ζ2)φωφ−ω

+
2

ǫ2
(1− ζ2)φ−ωφ

′
ω +

2ζ

ǫ2
(φ−ωψω)

′ − 2

ǫ2
ψ−ωψ

′
ω

−3
( 2

ǫ3
− 1

)

ζφ−ωψω + 3
( 1

ǫ3
− 1

2

)

ψ−ωψω

]

. (54)

c. The counter terms The counter terms up to quadratic

terms are found as

S(2)
c.t.=

2V3
L4

(

1− 2

ǫ3

)

−4V2
L4

∫

dω

2π

[(1

4
− 1

2ǫ3

)

(1− ζ2)φ−ωφω

+ζ
(1

2
− 1

ǫ3

)

φ−ωψω +
( 1

2ǫ3
+

1 + ζ2

2(1− ζ2)

)

ψ−ωψω

]

.(55)

The full regularized on-shell gravity action is found by

adding above three contributions

Son−shell
reg = S(2)

EH + S(2)
GH + S(2)

ct =
V3
L4

+
V2
L4

∫

dω

2π

[

− 1− ζ2

2
φ−ωφω +

1− ζ2

2ǫ2
φ−ωφ

′
ω

− 2 + ζ2

2(1− ζ2)
ψ−ωψω − 1

2ǫ2
ψ−ωψ

′
ω

+
ζ

2ǫ2
ψ−ωφ

′
ω +

ζ

2ǫ2
φ−ωψ

′
ω − ζφ−ωψω

]

.(56)

To be consistent with Eq. (30), the boundary value of ψω is set

to zero in Eq. (49).Then, the on shell action (56) is simplified

in terms of φ
(0)
ω as

Son−shell
reg =

V3
L4

+
V2
L4

∫

dω

2π
φ
(0)
−ωF(ω, ǫ)φ(0)ω , (57)

where

F(ω, ǫ)= −1− ζ2

2
f−ωfω +

1− ζ2

2ǫ2
f−ωf

′
ω

− 2 + ζ2

2(1− ζ2)
g−ωgω − 1

2ǫ2
g−ωg

′
ω

+
ζ

2ǫ2
g−ωf

′
ω +

ζ

2ǫ2
f−ωg

′
ω − ζf−ωgω, (58)

Then, the Lorentzian prescription to computing the one-point

function (52) (after restoring 8πGN and zh) implies

GR
TxyTxy

=
1

16πG4L4z3h

[

(1− ζ2)− iωL2zh
√

1− ζ2
]

.(59)

Then, the shear viscosity is read from (34) as

η =
1− ζ2

16πG4L2z2h
. (60)

Finally, using above equation and either (7) or (11) the shear to

entropy density ration for the tilted Dirac material is computed

η

s
=

h̄

kB

(1− ζ2)
3

2

4π
. (61)

Apparently, the Dirac fluid of electrons/holes in a quantum

matter with tilted Dirac cones has a reduced η/s compared to

the KSS bound. It is a pronounced violation of a universal

bound in perfect fluids. Interestingly, it approaches zero by

double scaling (increasing entropy and decreasing shear vis-

cosity) as the tilts goes to one. Among other things, it could

result in a turbulent flow of quasi-particles. It is a major pre-

diction for the tilted Dirac systems in a holographic frame-

work. It can be verified in sophisticated condensed matter

experiments studying two dimensional materials.

III. CONCLUSION

In this paper we presented a holographic gravity dual to

a strongly-coupled electronic system with tilted Dirac cones.

Applying the holographic techniques, we computed the free

energy, energy-momentum tensor and the shear viscosity of

the effective Dirac fluid. We find abnormal behavior in ther-

modynamic variables and hydrodynamic transports for the

tilted Dirac materials. They are sensitive to the tilt parame-

ter of the quantum system.

In principle, deviations from the normal Dirac materials can

be examined in condensed matter playgrounds especially that

the low sensitivity in the observables can be compensated by

high values of the tilt parameters. Candidate quantum materi-

als with two-dimensional tilted Dirac cone to verify our pre-

diction are the organic conductor α-(BEDT-TTF)2I3 salt [27]

which is experimentally available and 8Pmmn borophene [28]

which is predicted to have tilted Dirac cone. It is possible to

tune the chemical potential of the organic conductor to an ap-

propriate range and dopp it in the Dirac fluid regime to get a

feasible platform to checking the violation of the KSS bound.

It is extremely interesting that techniques from high en-

ergy physics offers a solution to an impenetrable problem of

a strongly-coupled condensed matter system and in return the

latter offers a playground to test the predictions of the former.
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