arXiv:2405.11023v1 [cond-mat.soft] 17 May 2024

Hydrodynamics of thermal active matter

Jay Armas,^{1, 2, 3, ∗} Akash Jain,^{1, 2, 3, †} and Ruben Lier^{1, 2, 3, ‡}

1Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of Amsterdam, 1090 GL Amsterdam, The Netherlands

2Dutch Institute for Emergent Phenomena, 1090 GL Amsterdam, The Netherlands

3Institute for Advanced Study, University of Amsterdam, Oude Turfmarkt 147, 1012 GC Amsterdam, The Netherlands

(Dated: May 21, 2024)

Active matter concerns many-body systems comprised of living or self-driven agents that collectively exhibit macroscopic phenomena distinct from conventional passive matter. Using Schwinger- Keldysh effective field theory, we develop a novel hydrodynamic framework for thermal active matter that accounts for local temperature variations and the ensuing stochastic effects. This framework provides a deeper understanding of energy balance, second law of thermodynamics, and thermostated steady states in active matter, while also addressing the systematic violations of fluctuation-dissipation theorem and detailed balance. We use our framework of active hydrodynamics to develop effective field theory actions for active superfluids and active nematics that offer a first-principle derivation of various active transport coefficients and feature activity-induced phase transitions.

1. LET THERE BE LIFE

The second law of thermodynamics posits that matter should move towards disorder, finally reaching a state of thermal equilibrium that maximises entropy. To postpone this ultimate fate of demise, living matter produces an excessive amount of entropy that is released to its surroundings as heat, thus allowing it to maintain its ordered state [1]. Living organisms achieve this by burning fuel at the cellular level, primarily adenosine-triphosphate (ATP), to maintain themselves at an operating temperature sufficiently higher than the ambient temperature, ensuring an uninterrupted outflux of entropy to the environment. These metabolic processes of creating and releasing entropy allow living organisms to undertake otherwise statistically unfavourable activities, like self-replication, adaptation, self-organisation, and spontaneous motion, and may be viewed as a local violation of the second law of thermodynamics. At macroscopic scales, this dynamics results in entirely new phases of matter, called active matter [2], of which living systems are the most prominent example, exhibiting collective behaviour distinct from their non-living passive counterparts.

The inherent non-equilibrium nature of active matter maintained via the entropy exchange with the environment and the self-driven nature of the microscopic constituents, leads to novel collective behaviour in the form of pattern formation, non-equilibrium phase transitions, breaking of fluctuation-dissipation theorems, and new forms of mechanical/elastic responses. These properties are manifested in a plethora of systems including

∗ j.armas@uva.nl † ajain@uva.nl ‡ rlier@uva.nl

active liquid crystals, active solids, and active gels. In particular, active liquid crystals with polar order exhibit a disordered/ordered flocking transition even in two spatial dimensions [3–7], while with nematic order activity can give rise to nematic turbulence with spectacular spatially modulated patterns at mesoscopic scales [8–13]. In turn, active solids may display odd-elastic responses that violate mechanical reciprocity [14] and may become susceptible to instabilites due to the presence of noise [15]. Besides being realised in biological systems, active matter may also be engineered using motile particles with inbuilt batteries, light-activated beads, mechanically/electrically driven systems [16], or designed using metamaterials [17] and colloidal particles [18, 19].

To arrive at macroscopic descriptions of phases of matter, one can use a bottom-up reductionist approach, starting from the microscopic constituents and their mutual interactions. This approach is often quite difficult and only really manageable for weakly interacting systems, using techniques such as kinetic theory and agent-based modelling [20, 21].^1 However, most collective behaviour in nature turn out to be largely agnostic to the underlying microscopic dynamics and are effectively described by a handful of collective variables, such as local temperature and density, and a few transport parameters, such as viscosity and conductivity. This allows one to take a top-down emergent approach, commonly known as hydrodynamics, to directly obtain effective theories for phases of matter based on the laws of thermodynamics and the underlying symmetries, such as rotations, translations, or number conservation, and the relevant symmetry breaking patterns. In this context, the most important guiding

1 An alternative bottom-up approach for strongly-interacting systems is holography [22–24], though the application of such methods to non-equilibrium open systems remains challenging.

principle for passive phases of matter is the local second law of thermodynamics, which requires that the local rate of entropy production must be non-negative everywhere throughout the system. Despite being just an inequality, this requirement is immensely constraining for hydrodynamic models as it needs to be satisfied for every possible configuration admitted by the system.

The lack of a local second law of thermodynamics allows for a wider range of transport properties in hydrodynamic models of active matter. In fact, active systems can bypass all and any of the usual constraints on transport imposed by the local second law, e.g. viscosity is not necessarily positive. The standard prescription to derive these novel effects is to incorporate a fuel source into the framework of hydrodynamics, e.g. in models of polar/nematic gels and viscoelasticity [5, 25–30]. Fuel consumption leads to novel contributions to the hydrodynamic constitutive relations, such as odd strains arising from interactions between non-reciprocal springs [14, 31– 33] and active nematic stresses in liquid crystals responsible for nematic turbulence [12, 13, 34]. In contrast with passive systems, active hydrodynamic constitutive relations induced by fuel consumption do not obey the usual fluctuation-dissipation theorems (FDTs) nor Onsager’s reciprocity relations [35–38] that are rooted in microscopic time-reversal dynamics.

The absence of standard fluctuation-dissipation statistics, microscopic time-reversibility, and a local second law of thermodynamics suggests a more phenomenological approach to active hydrodynamics based solely on the relevant symmetries for a given phase of matter. This viewpoint has been pursued in various works, for instance in the widely-studied Toner-Tu hydrodynamic model [3, 4] of active matter with polar order (see also [2] for a review of many hydrodynamic models of active matter). However, most active systems still operate relatively close to equilibrium, suggesting that instead of abandoning entirely the framework of passive hydrodynamics, one should depart from it slowly as the strength of activity is increased; see e.g. [39]. In light of this discussion, our aim is to develop a systematic framework for active hydrodynamics where the effects of activity are introduced perturbatively by means of a control parameter.

In pursuit of this goal, we are immediately faced with a challenge: any discussion of local entropy, producing or otherwise, cannot be made systematic without the introduction of the local temperature in active hydrodynamics. Despite their successes, none of the active hydrodynamic models developed previously are suitable for describing temperature as a local hydrodynamic variable. Neglecting the role of local temperature in such models may be sensible when the microscopic active agents are themselves too large to be affected by temperature fluctuations. On the other hand, active matter comprised of microscopic agents such as bacteria or molecular motors is susceptible to Brownian motion [40–42] and warrants a hydrodynamic description that accounts for local temperature variations.

The inclusion of local temperature in active hydrodynamics turns out to be more of a conceptual development than an incremental one. To set up a hydrodynamic model, one must first specify the global equilibrium state, or a global steady state for active matter, around which the hydrodynamic variables locally fluctuate. However, with a fuel source constantly injecting energy into the system, the local temperature rises indefinitely and such a steady state can never be achieved. The solution, as one may naturally guess, is to also incorporate an energy sink within the hydrodynamic model that can take away the excess energy. To model this, we take inspiration from a large body of literature developing hydrodynamic models with momentum and charge sinks [43–48]. However, energy sinks are conceptually different from momentum and charge sinks. In these latter cases, such sinks do not extract entropy from the system and thus may also occur in passive systems, whereas energy sinks cause entropy to be released to the environment. Interactions between the fuel source and the energy sink define the global steady state temperature of the active system, in turn determining the rate at which entropy is released to the environment.

Since active systems operate around non-equilibrium steady states, their dynamics cannot be well-described by deterministic models and one must also account for stochastic thermal noise. To this end, and to systematise the role of fuel source and energy sink in active hydrodynamics, we use the methodology of Schwinger- Keldysh effective field theory (SK-EFT) [49–55]. SK- EFT is a systematic symmetry-based effective action approach to hydrodynamics that has stochastic noise built into the framework. It features a discrete Kubo-Martin- Schwinger (KMS) symmetry that is responsible for imposing FDTs, Onsager’s relations, and the local second law of thermodynamics in passive systems. We propose a suitably generalised active KMS symmetry that allows for systematic violations of each of these requirements in terms of the rates of fuel consumption and heat loss, perturbatively controlled by the strength of activity. The proposal stems from the physical requirement that when an active system runs out of fuel and all external forces are turned off, dubbed the famine state, it must behave as an ordinary passive system. The active KMS symmetry can be understood as a field theoretic realisation of the principle of microscopic reversibility when subjected to external work [56, 57] as we demonstrate in our work.

We apply this new framework of active hydrodynamics to active superfluids and active nematics, while sketching potential extensions to several other active phenomena. We systematically study how active contributions may arise in the hydrodynamic constitutive relations, and cause violations of FDTs, Onsager’s relations, and the local second law of thermodynamics. Depending on the choice of parameters, these models admit activityinduced phase transitions between the ordered and disordered states and present the perfect opportunity for approaching active phase transitions [58] from a Wilsonian renormalisation group perspective.

A few recent works used EFT techniques for modelling certain aspects of active matter. In [27], a SK-EFT model for active nematics was constructed by including a fuel source, as done previously for conventional models of active hydrodynamics [5, 25]. In [59], a complimentary EFT approach to non-equilibrium systems based on the Fokker-Planck equation and stationary probability distributions was presented and applied to systems without time-reversal symmetry. However, these works have not addressed the aspects of active matter that drive this work, i.e. energy balance, local temperature variations, ambient temperature, or violations of the local second law of thermodynamics. Furthermore, [59] discussed a version of FDT applicable to states described by non-thermal stationary distributions, generalising previous work of [60, 61]. In contrast, we find that FDTs are violated for active matter in a thermostated steady state.

The structure of this work is as follows. In section 2, we develop the general hydrodynamic framework for active matter starting from the principle of energy balance and the existence of a famine state. In particular, we introduce the notion of active KMS symmetry in SK-EFTs and discuss how it relates to the systematic violations of the local second law of thermodynamics, FDTs, and detailed balance. Then, in section 3, we consider a simple toy model of active superfluids without momentum conservation, and discuss the salient features of our model such as active transport coefficients and activity-induced phase transitions. In section 4, we extend this construction to active nematics. We conclude in section 5 with a discussion of future directions. The paper is accompanied by two appendices, where we discuss the details of the SK formalism and the detailed construction of SK effective actions respectively.

2. A FIELD THEORY FOR ACTIVITY

2.1. Activity engines

Consider a physical system that burns fuel from a reservoir for energy that it uses to stay active. For instance, this may be ATP used by cells, food consumed by a bacterial population, or internal batteries of motile particles. Burning fuel produces heat proportional to the chemical energy differential ΔE at rate r_F. The energy balance can be summarised as

∂_tϵ + ∂_iϵ^i = ℓr_F ΔE − ℓr_Ek_BT_E , (1)

where ϵ and ϵ^i are the energy density and flux, while k_Br_E denotes the rate of entropy loss to the environment of ambient temperature T_E, and k_B is the Boltzmann constant. The parameter ℓ serves as a bookkeeping tool to keep track of any contributions tied to the in/outflow of energy. We will assume ℓ to be small, so that we remain in a regime where energy conservation is still approximately applicable. Depending on the underlying symmetry structure, we may also need to account for conservation equations, e.g. momentum, mass, or particle conservation, and Goldstone equations for spontaneously broken symmetries. We shall return to these considerations in detail later.

A homogeneous active steady-state is achieved when the energy r_F ΔE received from the fuel consumption in eq. (1) is balanced by the heat loss r_E k_BT_E. Assuming the rate of fuel consumption to be proportional to the chemical energy differential ΔE and that of entropy loss to the thermal gradient ΔT = T − T_E, where T is the system temperature, we may write down

r_F = ℓγ_FΔE , r_E = ℓγ_Ek_BΔT + . . . , (2)

where ellipsis denote further derivative corrections. For simplicity, we will assume r_F to not admit any derivative corrections throughout this work, which amounts to the physical assumption that the fluid does not backreact on the fuel burning process. Eqs. (1) and (2) together lead to the steady-state temperature T_0 to be

T_0 = T_E ( 1 + γ_F γ_E

ΔE^2 k^2_BT^2_E ) , (3)

which is above the ambient temperature as the system is subjected to a chemical gradient ΔE ≠ 0. It will be useful to identify some dimensionless measure for quantifying the strength of activity. There are two natural candidates: an external measure ℵ̂ = ℓΔE/(k_BT_E) that measures the amount of energy being injected by the fuel relative to the environment, and a dynamical measure ℵ = ℓ(T − T_E)/T_E that measures the operating temperature of the active system relative to the environment. In the steady state (3), the two are related by ℵ = ℓγ_F/γ_E ℵ̂^2.

When an active system runs out of fuel, i.e. ΔE = 0, it cools down to a global thermal equilibrium state with T_0 = T_E. We refer to this lack of fuel/food as the famine state. This state is effectively described by ordinary passive hydrodynamics, but with short-lived energy or heat fluctuations with the characteristic relaxation rate

Γ_ϵ = ℓ^2k^2_BT_Eγ_E c_v , (4)

where c_v = ∂ϵ/∂T the heat capacity. This story is analogous to the recently developed hydrodynamic framework for approximate or weakly explicitly broken symmetries, featuring approximately conserved relaxed charges [43– 48]. In this instance, the approximate symmetry is time-translations, associated with the approximately conserved energy density.

Instead of the activity being supported by a chemical engine, we may also consider other engines of activity, such as an external thermal gradient, electric fields, or mechanical forcing. If we remain agnostic of the details of the engine itself, many such physical scenarios merely amount to reinterpretations of r_F and ΔE. For example, consider a 2d active system driven by electric fields or mechanical forcing transverse to the plane [16, 18, 19, 62]. In these cases, r_F and ΔE may be interpreted as the transverse components of the charge flux/momentum density and electric fields/acceleration respectively. The source of driving may also be inhomogeneous in time and/or space, modelled by a non-constant profile for ΔE, e.g. ΔE ∝ sin(Ωt) for an oscillatory activity engine with frequency Ω. However, we will only consider homogeneous activity engines throughout this work for simplicity. Lastly, we may also consider external electric fields or mechanical forcing within the dimensionality of the active system, but this additionally requires one to introduce momentum sinks to balance the momentum imparted by the external fields. We will comment on this case towards the end of this paper.

2.2. Active KMS symmetry

Hydrodynamics describes the evolution of conserved charges in a physical system and is characterised by the constitutive relations for the conserved fluxes expressed in terms of the conserved densities, and possibly order parameters of spontaneously broken symmetries. In addition to symmetries, the construction of constitutive relations for a passive system is guided by physical requirements such as the local second law of thermodynamics [63] and the existence of local thermal equilibrium [64, 65]. However, active systems may freely dump entropy into the environment thereby violating the local second law. They also operate around non-equilibrium steady-states and typically do not admit stable thermal equilibrium states. To help us traverse this uncharted territory, we look towards Schwinger-Keldysh (SK) hydrodynamics [49–55], which is a recently-developed effective field theory framework for hydrodynamics that, in principle, applies arbitrarily far from equilibrium.

The primary ingredient in SK hydrodynamics is the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) symmetry. It is an incarnation of microscopic reversibility and ensures that the thermal correlators of hydrodynamic operators satisfy the fluctuation-dissipation theorems (FDTs) and Onsager’s reciprocity relations [35–38]. For two-point symmetric and retarded correlators, denoted G^S and G^R respectively, these statements read in Fourier space

G^S_{OO}′ = 1 iωβ_0 ( G^R_{OO}′ ∓ G^{R∗}_{OO}′ ) , G^R_{OO}′ = ±G^R_O′_O , (5)

where β_0 = 1/(k_BT_0), and O, O^′ represent the hydrodynamic operators of interest such as the conserved densities and fluxes. The upper/lower signs in eq. (5) apply when the time-reversal eigenvalues of the two operators are the same/opposite. Analogous statements apply for higher-point functions [38].

In the SK formalism, FDTs, Onsager’s relations, and their higher-point generalisations, are all realised via a discrete symmetry of the effective field theory, known as the KMS symmetry. In simplest terms, we introduce a pair of external sources, denoted s_r, s_a, that can be used to compute the expectation values of the operators O as well as their symmetric and retarded correlators, i.e. ⟨O⟩ = −iδ δs_a ln Z , G^S_{OO}′ = −iδ δs^′_a −iδ δs_a ln Z , G^R_{OO}′ = δ δs^′_r −iδ δs_a ln Z , (6)

and similarly for higher-point correlation functions. Here Z = ∫ DψDψ_a exp(i ∫ dt L) is the SK generating functional of the theory, with the Lagrangian L, and ψ, ψ_a collectively denote the physical and stochastic dynamical fields.^2 Heuristically, s_r can be understood as the true background fields and s_a as the associated thermal noise. The KMS symmetry can be stated as the invariance of the theory under a discrete transformation

s_r^{KMS}−−−→ η_Θ s_r ,

s_a^{KMS}−−−→ η_Θ ŝ_a ≡ η_Θ(s_a + iβ_0∂_ts_r) , (7)

where η_Θ denotes the time-reversal eigenvalue. Throughout this paper, the right-hand sides of KMS transformation are understood to be evaluated at (−t, ⃗x). The KMS symmetry is realised on the dynamical fields as ψ, ψ_a^{KMS}−−−→ η_Θψ, η_Θψ̂_a, where the explicit form of ψ̂_a depends on the model under consideration and will be discussed later in explicit examples. Depending on the application in mind, the KMS symmetry can analogously be defined for other kinds of reversibility symmetries involving combinations of spatial-parity and chargeconjugation, such as PT, CT, or CPT.

To describe an active system, we need two new ingredients in the SK framework: a fuel source and a heat sink, modelled using the external fuel and environment sources Φ^{F,E}_r and the associated noise partners Φ^{F,E}_a . Physically, these may be interpreted as the pair of external sources coupled to the rate operators r_{F,E} introduced in section 2.1, and for a homogeneous and non-stochastic fuel source and environment, take the value

Φ^F_r = −ΔE t, Φ^E_r = k_BT_E t, Φ^F_a = Φ^E_a = 0 . (8)

2 The physical dynamical fields ψ are not given a label r because they may generically differ from the r-type “average” fields used in the SK formalism; see appendix A.

For inhomogeneous profiles of ΔE or T_E, we can instead identify Φ^F_r = − ∫ dt ΔE and Φ^E_r = ∫ dt T_E.

To set up the active KMS symmetry, let us recall the hydrostatic principle which states that a passive system always flows towards global thermal equilibrium when coupled to time-independent non-stochastic background fields, i.e ∂_ts_r = s_a = 0. A crucial observation in this regard is that the external noise fields in such configurations remain zero under KMS transformation (7). While this need not generically apply to the fuel/environment fields, we do expect the system to flow to global thermal equilibrium in the famine state, ΔE = T_0 − T_E = 0, i.e. Φ^E_r = k_BT_0t, Φ^F_r, Φ^{F,E}_a = 0. Requiring that the KMS transformation leaves the noise fields vanishing in and only in the famine state, fixes the KMS transformation to

Φ^F_r^{KMS}−−−→ −Φ^F_r ,

Φ^E_r^{KMS}−−−→ −Φ^E_r ,

Φ^F_a^{KMS}−−−→ −Φ̂^F_a ≡ −Φ^F_a − iβ_0∂_tΦ^F_r ,

Φ^E_a^{KMS}−−−→ −Φ̂^E_a ≡ −Φ^E_a − iβ_0∂_tΦ^E_r + i , (9)

with time-reversal eigenvalues −1. Note the additional “i” shift in the KMS transformation of Φ^E_a. This is the active KMS transformation, suitable for describing outof-equilibrium systems coupled to a thermal bath. The fluctuations δΦ^E_r = Φ^E_r − k_BT_Et, δΦ^E_a = Φ^E_a satisfy the standard KMS symmetry (7) in the famine state, so the correlators in this state satisfy FDTs and Onsager’s relations. Departing from the famine state, the background field configuration itself breaks the KMS symmetry and the system has to settle in a non-equilibrium steady-state that causes violations of FDTs and Onsager’s relations in eq. (5). Note that the effective field theory still realises the active KMS symmetry (9), but it relates states with Φ^{F,E}_a = 0 to states with Φ^{F,E}_a ≠ 0. This is philosophically similar to how applying external magnetic fields to a rotationally-invariant theory leads to anisotropic lowenergy observables and rotations relate states with different orientations of external magnetic fields. Except that in our case, the active KMS symmetry maps physical steady states without noise in an active system to auxiliary stochastic states with nonzero noise.

As a final comment, we note that while the environment fields Φ^E_{r,a} are essential for our construction, the role of fuel fields Φ^F_{r,a} may instead be played by any of the other background fields s_{r,a} relevant to the system under consideration. The only requirement for driving activity is that ∂_ts_r ≠ 0. This may be achieved, e.g., via a second heat bath with a temperature different from T_E. Alternatively, one may consider background electric fields or mechanical driving, however, this introduces anisotropy in the system and also requires the introduction of a momentum sink to counter the momentum imparted by the external fields [62]. Lastly, apart from representing a fuel source such as ATP or food, the fuel fields Φ^F_{r,a} can also be used for modelling internal batteries of motile particles, or, in two dimensions, electric fields or mechanical driving transverse to the plane of the system.

2.3. Energy balance, unitarity, and the second law of thermodynamics

Just like the two copies of background sources, all the global symmetries in the SK framework are also doubled. The “r-type symmetries” ensure that the classical equations of motion are invariant under symmetry transformations, while the “a-type symmetries” are responsible for imposing the respective conservation equations. For instance, the symmetries relevant for energy balance are the doubled time-translations. The r-type time-translations act on all the fields as usual, i.e. f(t) → f(t + χ^t_r), for a constant parameter χ^t_r. Whereas, the atype time-translations only act on the a-type noise fields and mix them with the physical fields. Collectively denoting the background sources as s_{r,a} = (s_{r,a}, ℓΦ^F_{r,a}, ℓΦ^E_{r,a}), we have

s_a → s_a + χ^t_a∂_ts_r , (10)

for a constant parameter χ^t_a. The transformations of the noise dynamical fields ψ_a are more involved, depending on the particulars of the system under consideration, and will be discussed later. Using the standard Noether procedure, eq. (10) implies the balance of energy

∂_tϵ + ∂_iϵ^i = −O∂_ts_r − ℓr_F∂_tΦ^F_r − ℓr_E ∂_tΦ^E_r , (11)

which extends eq. (1) to account for the energy imparted or removed by time-dependent external fields.

The SK framework also features a set of constraints arising from the unitarity of the microscopic timeevolution operator [51, 55]. These are summarised as L | f_a →0 = 0 , L | f_a →−f_a = −L ∗, Im L ≥ 0 , (12)

where f_a represents all the a-type fields. To implement the second condition later in the text, it is useful to introduce the SK-unitarity operator

(. . .)^† = (. . .)^∗ | f_a→−f_a , (13) so that L^† = −L. In particular, f^†_a = −f^∗_a .

The KMS symmetry, energy balance, and the unitarity constraints, together conspire to give rise to the local second law of thermodynamics for passive systems [66]. This is the statement that there exists an entropy density s and associated flux s^i such that entropy is locally produced, i.e. ∂_ts+∂_is^i ≥ 0. However for active systems, owing to the additional “i” in the active KMS symmetry (9), one finds that the local second law modifies to

∂_ts + ∂_is^i + ℓk_Br_E ≥ 0 . (14)

As we would physically expect, this says that the entropy of an active system, plus the entropy lost to the environment, is locally produced. We will see how this works in specific examples later, while a general derivation of the active second law from the active KMS symmetry is presented in appendix A.4.

The passive statement of the local second law is obviously restored for a passive system where r_E = 0. It is also restored in the famine state when the source of activity is absent. To wit, when the possible sources of driving are absent, i.e. ∂_ts_r, ∂_tΦ^F_r = 0, and ∂_tΦ^E_a = k_BT_E is constant, eqs. (11) and (14) together imply that ∂_ts_{fam}+∂_is^i_{fam} ≥ 0, with s_{fam} = s − ϵ/T_E and s^i_{fam} = s^i − ϵ^i/T_E. Note that this does not work when the environment temperature T_E is varying in space or time. The spatial or temporal gradients of T_E act as thermal engines that drive the system away from the famine state. We shall only consider a homogeneous and stationary environment in this paper.

2.4. Microscopic reversibility and detailed balance

Let us take a quick detour to see how the (active) KMS symmetry relates to microscopic reversibility and detailed balance. Given that the system starts from an initial state ψ(t_i) = ψ_i at time t_i, the conditional probability distribution for it to follow a path ψ(t) until a final time t_f is given by a path integral over the noise fields

P(ψ|ψ_i, t_i) = 1 N ∫ Dψ_a exp ( i ∫_{tf} t_i dt L ( ψ, ψ_a, s_r, s_a ) ) , (15) with boundary conditions ψ_a(t_{i,f}) = 0. Using this, we can also obtain the conditional probability distribution for the system to transition to the final state ψ(t_f) = ψ_f by integrating over all the paths

P(ψ_f, t_f|ψ_i, t_i) =

∫_{ψf}

ψ_i

Dψ P(ψ|ψ, t_i) . (16)

The normalisation constant N in eq. (15) is fixed such that the probabilities add up, i.e. ∫ dψ_f P(ψ_f, t_f|ψ_i, t_i) = 1. Under KMS transformation, L^{KMS}−−−→ L−iβ_0∂_tΩ, where we have kept the possible temporal boundary term but the spatial boundary terms may be ignored. It is convenient to include a time-translation along with the timereversal transformation while implementing KMS on a finite time-interval, Θf(t) = η_Θf(−t + t_i + t_f), so that the interval maps to itself. Repeating the KMS transformation brings L back to itself, which requires that Ω does not contain any a-type noise fields and is even under time-reversal. Note that the definition of Ω is ambiguous because L can be redefined with arbitrary boundary terms. This may typically be fixed by requiring that L is invariant under all the relevant continuous symmetries without leftover boundary terms.^3 With this choice, Ω(ψ, t) = Ω(ψ, s_r(t)) can be interpreted as the grand canonical free energy distribution of states.

The KMS symmetry implies a relation between the probabilities of the original and time-reversed processes. Let us denote P_Θ(η_Θψ|η_Θψ_f, t_i) as the conditional probability for the system to start from ψ(t_i) = η_Θψ_f and traversing the time-reversed path Θψ(t) = η_Θψ(Θt), in the presence of time-reversed background sources η_Θs_{r,a}(Θt). Relegating details to appendix A.5, we find

P_Θ(η_Θψ|η_Θψ_f, t_i)

P(ψ|ψ_i, t_i)

= e^{β0ΔΩ−β0Wψ} , (17)

where ΔΩ = Ω(ψ_f, t_f) − Ω(ψ_i, t_i) is the free energy differential between the end states, and

exp(−β_0W_ψ) = ⟨ exp ( −β_0 ∫ dt d^dx W )⟩ ψ , (18)

denotes the dissipative work done on the system during forward path ψ(t), averaged over the thermal noise, i.e.

W = −O∂_ts_r + ℓr_FΔE + ℓr_E k_BΔT = − ( O∂_ts_r + ℓr_F ∂_tΦ^F_r + ℓr_E ∂_tΦ^E_a ) + ℓr_Ek_BT_0 . (19)

defined as the total energy supplied by the sources, fuel, and environment in eq. (11), minus the heat lost to the environment in eq. (14). Eq. (17) is the field-theoretic realisation of microscopic reversibility from non-equilibrium statistical mechanics [67, 68]. It states that, in the presence of activity, the likelihood of a process vs. its timereverse is no longer governed by just the free energy differential ΔΩ between the end states, but also the dissipative work W_ψ performed on the system [56, 60].

An equivalent statement for the transition probabilities can be obtained by summing over all paths, i.e.

P_Θ(η_Θψ_i, t_f|η_Θψ_f, t_i)

P(ψ_f, t_f|ψ_i, t_i)

= e^{β0ΔΩ−β0W} , (20)

where W is now averaged over all paths, defined as

exp(−β_0W ) =

∫_{ψf}

ψ_i

Dψ exp(−β_0W_ψ ) P(ψ|ψ_f, t_i) ∫_{ψf}

ψ_i

Dψ P(ψ|ψ_f, t_i)

. (21)

Eq. (20) is the generalisation of the principle of detailed balance in the presence of external work W . When all the background fields are time-independent and the fuel

3 In a nutshell, this means that the kinetic terms in the Lagrangian take the form f(ψ)∂_tψ_a instead of ψ_a∂_tf(ψ). The terms of the latter kind are typically only invariant under a-type global symmetries up to boundary contributions; see e.g. eq. (23).

source is turned off, i.e. ∂_ts_r, ΔE = 0, and the system temperature has equilibrated with the environment temperature, i.e. T = T_E, we recover the original statement of detailed balance [69, 70].

A consequence of detailed balance is that, in the absence of external driving or activity, a transition is more likely to occur than its time-reversal if it decreases the free energy. Since this statement applies for arbitrary states, a passive system left to its own devices will ultimately settle into the state with least free energy, known as the principle of thermodynamic stability. However, comparing free energies is not sufficient to determine the preferred state of an active system, and one must also account for the heat lost to the environment. In principle, one may use eq. (20) to determine the strength of activity required to induce an active phase transition to a state with higher free energy that is forbidden in passive systems. We leave such explorations for future work.

3. ACTIVE SUPERFLUIDS

To draw a qualitative picture of our framework, let us consider a toy model featuring a conserved number density n, together with the energy density ϵ. The energy balance and charge conservation equations can be summarised as

∂_tϵ + ∂_iϵ^i = E_ij^i − ℓr_F∂_tΦ^F − ℓr_E ∂_tΦ^E ,

∂_tn + ∂_ij^i = 0 , (22)

where j^i denotes the number flux. We have denoted the active contributions arising from the fuel and environment fields in blue for emphasis. We have also introduced the background U(1) gauge field sources A_t, A_i coupled to n, j^i that contribute to the energy balance equation via the associated electric field E_i = ∂_iA_t − ∂_tA_i. Charge conservation may be understood as a consequence of an underlying U(1) symmetry that acts on the background fields as A_t → A_t + ∂_tΛ, A_i → A_i + ∂_iΛ. We may also introduce background “clock fields” n_t, n_i coupled to ϵ, ϵ^i, however the resultant equations are quite involved due to non-linearities and we have relegated a full treatment to appendix A. Note that the energy balance equation in eq. (22) differs from our previous expression in eq. (11) by a redefinition ϵ → ϵ − A_tn, ϵ^i → ϵ^i − A_tj^i to make the equations gauge invariant.

Furthermore, our toy model consists of a complex scalar field Ψ charged under the U(1) symmetry as Ψ → Ψe^{−iΛ}. This can be used to study the superfluid phase where Ψ attains a nonzero expectation value ⟨Ψ⟩ = Ψ_0 and the U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken. The massless fluctuations of Ψ around the ground state are parametrised as Ψ = Ψ_0e^{iϕ}, where ϕ is the superfluid Goldstone field. Its dynamics is governed by the Josephson equation that will be determined in our formalism by varying the SK effective action, given in eq. (38).

3.1. Fields and symmetries

The primary dynamical ingredients in a SK-EFT featuring energy balance and charge conservation are: temperature T , chemical potential μ, and the partner stochastic noise fields X^t_a, φ_a. To accommodate the possibility of spontaneous symmetry breaking, we also introduce the complex scalar field Ψ and its stochastic partner Ψ_a. The background U(1) gauge field is doubled in the SK framework to A_{r,a t}, A_{r,a i}. We may identify A_{rt}, A_{ri} as the classical gauge field A_t, A_i and shall use the two notations interchangeably. The same holds for the doubled clock fields n_{r,a t}, n_{r,a i}.

The effective theory is invariant under doubled U(1) global symmetries as well as doubled time-translations discussed around eq. (10). The action of r-type timetranslations is given by time-diffeomorphisms on all the fields as usual; see appendix A. The remaining symmetries act on various dynamical and background fields as

X^t_a → −χ^t_a , φ_a → φ_a − Λ_a − X^t_a∂_tΛ_r , Ψ_{r,a} → e^{−iΛr} Ψ_{r,a} , A_t → A_t + ∂_tΛ_r , A_i → A_i + ∂_iΛ_r ,

A_{at} → A_{at} + ∂_tΛ_a + χ^t_a∂_tA_t − A_t∂_tχ^t_a ,

A_{ai} → A_{ai} + ∂_iΛ_a + χ^t_a∂_tA_i − A_t∂_iχ^t_a , n_{at} → n_{at} + χ^t_a∂_tn_t − n_t∂_tχ^t_a , n_{ai} → n_{ai} + χ^t_a∂_tn_i − n_t∂_iχ^t_a , (23)

while T , μ, n_t, n_i are invariant. In the following, it will be useful to define the quantities

N_{at} = n_t∂_tX^t_a + X^t_a∂_tn_t + n_{at} ,

N_{ai} = n_t∂_iX^t_a + X^t_a∂_tn_i + n_{ai} ,

B_{at} = ∂_tφ_a + A_t∂_tX^t_a + X^t_a∂_tA_t + A_{at} ,

B_{ai} = ∂_iφ_a + A_t∂_iX^t_a + X^t_a∂_tA_i + A_{ai} , (24)

which are invariant under eq. (23). We also define the gauge-covariant derivatives of the complex scalar fields as D_t = ∂_i ± iA_{rt}, D_i = ∂_i ± iA_{ri}, with positive sign for Ψ,Ψ_a and negative sign for Ψ^∗, Ψ^∗_a.

The KMS transformation of the background fields is given in eq. (7), whereas it acts as just as a time-reversal transformation on the physical dynamical fields, with the time-reversal eigenvalues summarised in table I. Note that the time-reversal acts oppositely on the real and imaginary parts of Ψ, so Ψ^{KMS}−−−→ Ψ^∗. The a-type noise

T-even T-odd x^i, ∂i t, ∂t n, ϵ, τ^{ij} j^i, ϵ^i, πi At, Aat, nt, nat, hij , haij Ai, Aai, ni, nai, v^i, v^i_a Φ^E , Φ^E_a, Φ^F , Φ^F_a T , μ, X^i_a X^t_a, φa, u^i Re Ψ, Re Ψa Im Ψ, Im Ψa, ϕ, ϕa Qij , Qij TABLE I. Time-reversal even and odd quantities used in this work. The r-type background fields are identified with the unlabelled ones. The director field qi and its noise partner qai may be time-reversal even or odd based on the system under consideration.

dynamical fields are taken to transform under KMS as X^t_a^{KMS}−−−→ −X̂^t_a ≡ −X^t_a − i (β − β_0) , φ_a^{KMS}−−−→ −φ̂_a ≡ −φ_a − i ( β(μ − A_t) − β_0μ_0 ) , Ψ_a^{KMS}−−−→ −Ψ̂^†_a ≡ Ψ^∗_a + iβD_tΨ^∗ − βμΨ^∗ ,

Ψ^†_a^{KMS}−−−→ −Ψ̂_a ≡ −Ψ_a − iβD_tΨ − βμΨ , (25)

where β = 1/(k_BT ). Here β_0 = 1/(k_BT_0) and μ_0 are the inverse global temperature chemical potential. Note that these transformations do not respect complexconjugation, but do respect the SK-unitarity operation (13). We can define the hatted-versions of the quantities in eq. (24) by replacing the a-type field with their hatted versions, such that f_a^{KMS}−−−→ η_Θf̂_a.

Finally, when activity is present, the a-type timetranslation symmetry requires that the fuel and environment background fields from section 2.2 appear in specific combinations

ΔE = −∂_tΦ^F_r, k_BT_E = ∂_tΦ^E_r ,

Π^{F,E}_a = ℓΦ^{F,E}_a + ℓX^t_a∂_tΦ^{F,E}_r , (26)

with the hatted versions

Π̂^F_a = Π^F_a − iℓβΔE , Π̂^E_a = Π^E_a − iℓβk_BΔT , (27)

so that Π^{F,E}_a^{KMS}−−−→ −Π̂^{F,E}_a .

3.2. Schwinger-Keldysh effective action

We are now ready to construct the SK effective action. As the simplest first step, we invoke a physical assumption that the active system under consideration only has control over how the heat is dumped into the environment and not on how it is drawn from the fuel source. This entails, e.g., that the rate r_F of fuel consumption does not depend on the thermodynamic variables T , μ, or their derivatives. In terms of the SK formalism, this means that the “fuel part” of the Lagrangian is fixed to the simple form

L_F = ik_BT γ_FΠ^F_aΠ̂^F_a , (28)

which respects all the SK symmetries in section 3.1 as well as the unitarity constraints in eq. (12). The coefficient γ_F appearing here is the same as we saw in eq. (2). Noting the composition of Π^F_a in eq. (26), we see that the fuel fields only talk to the fluid via T and X^t_a. This simple fuel Lagrangian is sufficient to obtain all the universal features of active hydrodynamics agnostic of the details of the fuel burning process. One may easily generalise eq. (28) if one wishes to simultaneously describe the fuel sector. By contrast, we shall allow the environment fields to non-trivially couple with all the hydrodynamic degrees of freedom.

Let us start with the “fluid part” of the SK Lagrangian depending only on the dynamical fields T , μ, and their noise partners. For example, we may write down

L_f = −ϵN_{at} + nB_{at} + ik_BT^2κN_{ai}N̂^i_a + ik_BT σB_{ai}B̂^i_a

+ ik_BT γ_EΠ^E_aΠ̂^E_a . (29)

The terms in the first line are comprised of the SK model for energy diffusion [71] and charge diffusion [72]. In addition to the densities n and ϵ, we have introduced the thermal conductivity κ, charge conductivity σ, and heat relaxation coefficient γ_E. All the coefficients are functions of the thermodynamic variables T and μ. Generically, we may also introduce a thermo-electric conductivity σ_× coupling the energy and charge sectors that has been considered in appendix B.1.

Next, we consider the “superfluid part” that contains the order parameter Ψ and its noise partner in addition to the hydrodynamic fields. Consider

L_Ψ = f_ΨD^iΨ ( D_tΨ^∗N_{ai} + iΨ^∗B_{ai} − D_iΨ^∗_a ) − ∂V ∂Ψ^∗ Ψ^∗_a

+ ik_BT σ_Ψ ( Ψ^∗_a − iμλ_{ϕE} k_BT_E

Ψ^∗Π^E_a )( Ψ̂_a + iμλ^{ϕE} k_BT_E

ΨΠ̂^E_a )

+ i T T_E f_Ψλ_{nE} Ψ^∗iD^iΨ ( B_{ai}Π̂^E_a − B̂_{ai}Π^E_a )

+ i T T_E a_E ( Ψ^∗Ψ̂_aΠ^E_a − ΨΨ^∗_aΠ̂^E_a ) − (. . .)^† . (30)

The last term denotes the SK-unitarity-conjugate defined using eq. (13). We have also introduced the superfluid density parameter f_Ψ, diffusion parameter σ_Ψ, and a few active parameters λ_{ϕE} , λ_{nE} , and a_E whose significance will be clear momentarily. Ψ is subjected to a potential V , which is a function of |Ψ|^2 = Ψ^∗Ψ and may take the representative form

V = a|Ψ|^2 + 1 2 a_4|Ψ|^4 , (31)

where a, a_4 are phenomenological parameters that determine the shape of the potential. All these coefficients may be functions of T and μ. A more exhaustive analysis of the allowed terms in the superfluid Lagrangian appears in appendix B.2.

One may check that the theory is invariant under the global symmetries in eq. (23). The first two conditions in eq. (12) are satisfied by construction, while the third one requires

κ ≥ 0 , σ ≥ 0 , σ_Ψ ≥ 0 , γ_{E,F} ≥ 0 , (32)

which guarantees the positivity of Im L. The KMS symmetry requires that n, ϵ, and f_Ψ are derived from the free energy density F via the thermodynamic relations

dF = −s dT − n dμ + f_Ψd(D^iΨ^∗D_iΨ) + ∂V ∂|Ψ|^2 d|Ψ|^2 ,

ϵ = T s + μn + F , (33)

where s is the entropy density. Noting these relations, one may verify that the SK Lagrangian is KMS-invariant up to a total derivative term −i∂_t(βF) that drops out from the effective action. Comparing with our discussion in section 2.4, we have β_0Ω = ∫ d^dx βF. Assuming f_Ψ to be independent of Ψ, the free energy density takes the familiar Landau-Ginzburg form

F = −p + f_ΨD^iΨ^∗D_iΨ + V , (34)

where p is the thermodynamic pressure of the fluid.

3.3. Spontaneous symmetry breaking

Extremising the SK effective action with respect to Ψ_a yields the equation of motion for the order parameter

D_tΨ = 1 σ_Ψ

D_i(f_ΨD^iΨ) − 1 σ_Ψ ( ∂V ∂|Ψ|^2 + ℵa_E ) Ψ + iμ (1 + ℵλ_{ϕE} ) Ψ , (35)

where ℵ = ℓΔT/T_E denotes the strength of activity. In general, the equation of motion also contains an auxiliary noise part, which is classically set to zero by extremising with respect to T , μ, and Ψ, provided that the atype background noise fields are turned off. This part is important in stochastic hydrodynamics when computing correlation functions of hydrodynamic operators. In the SK framework, however, correlation functions are computed directly using the effective action, so we do not need to concern ourselves with the explicit form of such stochastic corrections.

The qualitative behaviour of Ψ depends on the form of the potential V in eq. (31) and the coefficient a_E . If the combination a + ℵa_E > 0, the order parameter Ψ is gapped with the gap-scale (a + ℵa_E )/σ_Ψ and we are in the fluid phase. On the other hand, if a + ℵa_E < 0, the potential is minimised at

⟨|Ψ|^2⟩ = Ψ^2_0 = − a + ℵa_E a_4

, (36) thereby spontaneously breaking the U(1) symmetry and leading us to the superfluid phase.

Depending on the signs of the parameters a and a_E , the activity may induce or destroy the superfluidity order. In particular, if a > 0 and a_E < 0, the system exists in the fluid phase in the famine state and activity induces superfluidity beyond the critical scale

T_0 = T_E ( 1 − a ℓa_E ) , ΔE = k_BT_E √ − γ_E γ_F a ℓa_E . (37)

In contrast, if a < 0 and a_E > 0, the system already exists in the superfluid phase in the famine state and activity beyond the critical scale (37) destroys superfluidity. In the remaining two cases, activity does not alter the phase of the system. We should emphasise that our framework of active hydrodynamics is only really reliable for “small activity”, controlled by ℓ, so that we do not stray too far from thermal equilibrium. In this sense, strictly speaking, our model can describe active phase transitions when the famine state is already close to criticality, i.e the dimensionless ratio |a/a_E| is sufficiently small.

The U(1) phase of Ψ in the superfluid phase becomes a massless Goldstone mode. Parametrising the phase fluctuations as Ψ = Ψ_0e^{iϕ} in eq. (35), we can obtain the Josephson equation for ϕ, i.e.

ξ_t = λ_ϕμ + 1 σ_ϕ ∂_i ( f_sξ^i ) , (38)

where ξ_t = ∂_tϕ + A_t, ξ_i = ∂_iϕ + A_i are the superfluid potential and velocity respectively, and we have identified the superfluid density f_s and diffusion parameter σ_ϕ as

f_s = 2Ψ^2_0f_Ψ , σ_ϕ = 2Ψ^2_0σ_Ψ . (39)

The coefficient λ in front of the chemical potential term in eq. (38) is 1 for passive superfluids, but the presence of activity improves it to

λ_ϕ = 1 + ℵλ_{ϕE} , (40)

controlled by the active coefficient λ_{ϕE} . In other words, the superfluid Goldstone experiences a screened chemical potential λ_ϕμ in the presence of activity instead of the true thermodynamic chemical potential μ. This behaviour is reminiscent of the pseudo-spontaneous symmetry breaking pattern found in superfluids in the presence of approximate U(1) symmetry [45].

The Lagrangian (30) is useful for describing the dynamics of the full U(1) order parameter Ψ, together with the transition between the fluid and active superfluid phases. However, once we have settled into the superfluid phase sufficiently far from the phase transition point, we may integrate out |Ψ| and its noise partner to arrive at the lowenergy description exclusively for the massless Goldstone ϕ and the hydrodynamic degrees of freedom. In practice, this integrating-out procedure is quite technical, so a better strategy is to directly build the SK effective theory for ϕ from scratch. Since our construction is rooted in symmetries, the final effective description would be the same as that obtained after the integrating-out procedure, albeit up to renormalisation of coefficients and higher-derivative corrections. To this end, we introduce the noise field ϕ_a partner to the superfluid Goldstone, with the KMS transformation ϕ_a^{KMS}−−−→ −ϕ̂_a ≡ −ϕ_a − iβ(ξ_t − μ) . (41) In terms of this, we have

L_{sf} = f_sξ^i ( ξ_tN_{ai} − B_{ai} − ∂_iϕ_a )

+ ik_BT σ_ϕ ( ϕ_a + μλ_{ϕE} k_BT_E

Π^E_a ) ( ϕ̂_a + μλ^{ϕE}

k_BT_E

Π̂^E_a )

− ik_BT f_sλ_{nE} ξ^i ( B_{ai}Π̂^E_a − B̂_{ai}Π^E_a ) , (42)

that together with eq. (29) describes the superfluid phase. All coefficients appearing here may be functions of T , μ, and ξ^2 = ξ_iξ^i. One may check that this yields the correct Josephson equation in eq. (38). The low-energy thermodynamic relations are given as dF = −s dT − n dμ + 1 2 f_sdξ^2 ,

ϵ = T s + μn + F , (43)

which ensure the KMS symmetry. Assuming constant Ψ_0, it is straightforward to obtain eq. (42) from eq. (30) by setting Ψ = Ψ_0e^{iϕ} and Ψ_a = iΨ_0ϕ_ae^{iϕ}. More generally, Ψ_0 may be a function of T , μ, and ξ^2, in which case a more careful derivation is warranted as given in appendix B.2.

3.4. Constitutive relations and the second law

The energy balance and charge conservation equations in eq. (22) are obtained by extremising the SK effective action with respect to X^t_a and φ_a. The corresponding constitutive relations are given by ϵ^i = −f_sξ_tξ^i − κ ∂^iT , j^i = −λ_nf_sξ^i − σ ( T ∂^i μ T − E^i ) , (44)

where we have identified

λ_n = 1 + ℵλ_{nE} . (45)

In the presence of activity, the superfluid density f_s as observed by ϕ in eq. (38) is different from the superfluid density λ_nf_s as appearing in j^i in eq. (44). The source of activity in eqs. (38) and (44) is attributed to the heat exchange rates

r_E = ℓγ_Ek_BΔT − f_sλ_{nE} ξ^i ( T ∂_i μ T − E_i ) − μλ_{ϕE} ∂_i(f_sξ^i) , r_F = ℓγ_FΔE , (46) obtained by varying the SK action with respect to Φ^F_a and Φ^E_a respectively. We have recovered the rates in eq. (2) for our model, together with the higher-derivative corrections. Due to the simplifications in our toy model, we do not see any active corrections to the energy flux ϵ^i, but in general they also receive corrections similar to those in the charge flux j^i. Furthermore, in writing eqs. (44) and (46), we have already integrated out the magnitude |Ψ| of the order parameter. This is why the active parameter a_E from eq. (35) does not appear in eq. (46) explicitly and is hidden within the renormalisations of other active coefficients. A more comprehensive discussion of these considerations is presented in appendix B.2.

The SK structure outlined above conspires to give rise to the active modification to the second law of thermodynamics given in eq. (14). Using eq. (43), we find that

∂_ts + ∂_is^i + ℓk_Br_E = κ ( 1 T ∂_iT )_2 + σ T ( T ∂_i μ T − E_i )_2 + 1 T σ_ϕ ( ∂_i(f_sξ^i)

)_2

+ γ_E T ℓ^2k^2_BΔT^2 + γ_F T ℓ^2ΔE^2 ≥ 0 , (47)

where the heat flux is given as

T s^i = ϵ^i − μj^i + f_sξ^i(ξ_t − μ) = −κ ∂^iT + μσ ( T ∂^i μ T − E^i ) + ℵμλ_{nE}f_sξ^i . (48)

The positivity of the right-hand side of eq. (47) is guaranteed by the positivity constraints on the dissipative coefficients in eq. (32).

3.5. Linearised mode spectrum and violations of fluctuation-dissipation theorem

Let us use the SK-EFT for active superfluids developed in the previous subsections to compute the linearised mode spectrum and symmetric and retarded two-point correlation functions. We shall also see how activity gives rise to systematic violations of FDT in eq. (5). Consider the steady states of the hydrodynamic model

T = T_0 , μ = μ_0 , ϕ = λ_ϕμ_0t ,

X^t_a = φ_a = ϕ_a = 0 , (49)

with T_0 given in eq. (3). In particular, note that ϕ ≠ μ_0t as it would be in the thermal equilibrium state in the absence of activity. For illustrative purposes, let us turn off the cross-susceptibility, ∂ϵ/∂μ = 0, and assume that all the transport coefficients are constants. We also focus on states with a particular value of the chemical potential satisfying λ_ϕμ_0 = 0. Under these assumptions, the energy and charge fluctuations decouple from each other and give rise to a relaxed energy diffusion mode and a superfluid sound mode ω = −iΓ_ϵ − iD_ϵk^2 + . . . , ω = ±v_sk − i 2 (D_n + D_ϕ)k^2 + . . . , (50)

where we have identified the parameters

D_ϵ = κ c_v , D_n = σ χ , v_s = √ λ_nf_s χ , D_ϕ = f_s σ_ϕ , (51)

where χ = ∂n/∂μ denotes the charge susceptibility and c_v = ∂ϵ/∂T the heat capacity. The energy relaxation rate Γ_ϵ has been given in eq. (4).

The retarded and symmetric correlation functions can be obtained by varying the SK generating functional with respect to the doubled background sources; see eq. (6). For example, for the charge density correlators we find

G^R_{nn} = λ_nf_sk^2 − ( iω − D_ϕk^2 ) σk^2 (iω − D_nk^2) (iω − D_ϕk^2) + v^2_s k^2

, (52a)

G^S_{nn} = 2k_BT_0

|iω − D_ϕk^2|^2σ k^2 + λ^2_nf^2_s /σ_ϕ k^4 |(iω − D_nk^2) (iω − D_ϕk^2) + v^2_s k^2|^2 , = 2k_BT_0 ω Im G^R_{nn} + 2k_BT_0χD_ϕλ_{nE} v^2_s k^4 |(iω − D_nk^2) (iω − D_ϕk^2) + v^2_s k^2|^2

ℵ . (52b)

Note also that the symmetric correlator is strictly nonnegative because of the constraint on σ in eq. (32). However, these correlators violate FDT when activity is present, i.e. ℵ ≠ 0. We can similarly work out the other correlators involving j^i, ϵ, or ϵ^i.

4. ACTIVE NEMATICS

Having gained some insights using our simple toy model, we now proceed to apply our formalism of active hydrodynamics to a physically richer model of active matter, namely active nematics, with applications such as bacterial populations [73–76], microtubule-motor protein mixtures [77, 78], epithelial cells [79–81] and swarming sperm cells [82]. A nematic liquid crystal is characterised by the presence of long-range orientational order in a physical system, thereby spontaneously breaking the global rotational symmetry. The order parameter for nematicity is a symmetric traceless tensor Q_{ij} = ⟨a_ia_j − 1/d δ_{ij} ⟩_{micro}, constructed by averaging over the orientations a_i of all individual constituents with a^ia_i = 1. Note that Q_{ij} is invariant under the flip of individual orientations a_i → −a_i, hence the nematic phase describes elongated rod-like constituents without a defined head or tail. We will mostly be interested in a uniaxial nematic, where the individual constituents align themselves along a single macroscopic director field p_i, with p^ip_i = 1, i.e.

Q_{ij} = Q_0 ( p_ip_j − 1 d δ_{ij} ) , (53)

with Q_0 representing the strength of alignment [8].

The theory of active nematic hydrodynamics is characterised by the associated energy, momentum, and mass conservation equations taking the form

∂_tϵ + ∂_iϵ^i = − ℓr_F∂_tΦ^F − ℓr_E∂_tΦ^E ,

∂_tπ^i + ∂_j τ^{ij} = ℓr_F∂^iΦ^F + ℓr_E ∂^iΦ^E ,

∂_tρ + ∂_iπ^i = 0 , (54)

where we have introduced the mass density ρ, momentum density π^i = ρu^i, stress tensor τ^{ij} , with u^i being the fluid velocity. Note that, generically, the spatially inhomogeneous profiles of the fuel and environment fields Φ^{F,E} also impart momentum to the system in eq. (54), but these terms drop out for the homogeneous configuration in eq. (8). The conservation equations together can be seen as determining the dynamics of the fluid temperature T , fluid velocity u^i, and mass chemical potential μ. We still need an equation of motion for the nematic order parameter Q_{ij} , which will be obtained by extremising the SK effective action for the theory.

4.1. Fields and symmetries

Since we have introduced conserved momentum into our setup, we need to add new degrees of freedom in the SK framework, i.e. fluid velocity u^i and the associated noise field X^i_a, in addition to T , μ, X^t_a, and φ_a already introduced in section 3.1. Furthermore, to describe the nematic phase we need to introduce the order parameter Q_{ij} and its noise partner Q_{aij} . The dynamical fields realise doubled U(1) symmetry, and doubled space- and time-translation symmetries. The action of r-type spaceand time-translations is given as usual diffeomorphisms on all the fields. The remaining symmetries act as X^t_a → −χ^t_a , X^i_a → −χ^i_a , φ_a → φ_a − Λ_a − X^t_a∂_tΛ_r − X^i_a∂_iΛ_r , (55)

while leaving T , μ, u^i, Q_{ij} , and Q_{aij} invariant. We avoid introducing the associated background fields in the main text for simplicity, but a detailed treatment can be found in the appendices. We also restrict our attention to systems that feature Galilean boost symmetry. N_{at}, N_{ai} defined in eq. (24) are Galilean-covariant, but B_{at}, B_{ai} are not and we instead define

B_{at} = B_{at} + 1 2 N_{at}⃗u^2 , B_{ai} = B_{ai} + ∂_tX_{ai} − u_iN_{at} + 1 2 N_{ai}⃗u^2 , H_{aij} = 2∂_{(i}X_{aj)} − 2N_{a(i}u_{j)} . (56)

The chemical potential μ also needs to be improved to the Galilean-invariant mass chemical potential ϖ = μ + 1 2 ⃗u^2. Due to new spacetime symmetries, the definitions in eq. (26) also need to be modified to ΔE = − ( ∂_t + u^i∂_i ) Φ^F_r, k_BT_E = ( ∂_t + u^i∂_i ) Φ^E_r ,

Π^{F,E}_a = ℓΦ^{F,E}_a + ℓ ( X^t_a∂_t + X^i_a∂_i ) Φ^{F,E}_r . (57)

More details can be found in the appendices.

As with the superfluid model, the KMS transformation acts on the new physical dynamical fields u^i, Q_{ij} as merely a time-reversal transformation, with the timereversal eigenvalues given in table I, while the noise fields are taken to transform as X^i_a^{KMS}−−−→ X̂^i_a ≡ X^i_a + iβu^i, Q_{aij}^{KMS}−−−→ Q̂_{aij} ≡ Q_{aij} + iβ d dt Q_{ij} + iβ ( ∂_{[i}u_{k]}Q_j^k + ∂_{[j} u_{k]}Q_i^k ) , (58)

where d/dt ≡ ∂_t + u^i∂_i denotes the time-derivative long the fluid flow. The derivation of these transformations can be found in appendices A.2 and B.4.

To model a nematic liquid crystal, Q_{ij} and Q_{aij} need to be traceless. We can achieve this by including the following Lagrange multiplier terms in the SK Lagrangian

L_{tr} = tr(Q) tr(Q_a) + 1 2 tr(Q)^2 ( N_{at} + u^iN_{ai} + 1 2 H_{ai}^i ) , (59)

where the terms in the second line are necessitated by KMS. Therefore, tr(Q) and tr(Q_a) are set to zero onshell.

4.2. Schwinger-Keldysh effective action

We can use the ingredients outlined above to write down the SK effective action for an active nematic liquid crystal. The “fuel part” of the Lagrangian is still given by eq. (28), but with the modified definitions in section 4.1. The “fluid part” is given as

L_f = −ε ( N_{at} + u^iN_{ai} ) + ρ ( B_{at} + u^iB_{ai} ) + 1 2 ( ρ u^iu^j − F δ^{ij} ) H_{aij} + ik_BT^2κN_{ai}N̂^i_a + i 2 k_BT η H_{aij}Ĥ^{ij}_a + i 4 k_BT ( ζ −^2_d η ) H^i_{ai} Ĥ_{aj}^j + ik_BT γ_EΠ^E_aΠ̂^E_a + i 2 T T_E p_E δ^{ij} ( H_{aij}Π̂^E_a − Ĥ_{aij} Π^E_a ) . (60)

The passive contributions here are taken from [83], where we have introduced the internal energy density ε, mass density ρ, free energy density F, thermal conductivity κ, shear viscosity η, and bulk viscosity ζ. Among the active contributions, the γ_E term is analogous to the one in eq. (29), while p_E is a new term that would give rise to an active correction to pressure.

Moving onto the “nematic part”, the simplest SK Lagrangian for the order parameter Q_{ij} is written analogous to the superfluid model in eq. (30), but slightly more involved due to the tensorial structure of Q_{ij} . To wit

L_Q = K_Q∂^kQ^{ij} ( d dt Q_{ij} N_{ak} + 1 2 ∂^lQ_{ij} H_{akl} )

+ 2K_Q∂^iQ^{l[k}Q^{j]}_l ( ∂_kH_{aij} + ∂_ku_j N_{ai} + 2∂_{(i}u_{k)}N_{aj} )

− ( ∂V ∂Q_{ij} + K_Q∂^kQ^{ij} ∂_k ) Q_{aij} + ik_BT σ_Q ( Q^{ij}_a − 1 2 γ^{ijkl} H_{akl} )( Q̂_{aij} − 1 2 γ_{ijkl}Ĥ^{kl}_a )

+ i 2 k_BT ( λ_E Q^{ij} + a_E k_BT_E Q_{kl}γ^{klij} ) ( H_{aij}Π̂^E_a − Ĥ_{aij} Π^E_a )

− i T T_E a_E Q^{ij} ( Q_{aij}Π̂^E_a − Q̂_{aij} Π^E_a ) , (61)

where we have introduced a single elastic constant K_Q, nematic conductivity σ_Q, and the nematic shear coupling tensor γ_{ijkl} that is symmetric-traceless in the first two indices and symmetric in the last two. The potential V may depend arbitrarily on Q_{ij} . For instance, we may take a simple form [8]

V = 1 2 a tr(Q^2) − 1 3 a_3 tr(Q^3) + 1 4 a_4 tr(Q^2)^2 , (62)

where a, a_3, and a_4 are phenomenological parameters similar to eq. (31). The form of the potential is sufficient to describe the nematic phase in d ≤ 3 spatial dimensions, because higher-traces of Q_{ij} , i.e. tr(Q^n) for n ≥ 4, are not independent. We will need to account for these traces in higher-dimensions. The active coefficients a_E and λ_E play a similar role to their namesakes from the active superfluid model.

The SK Lagrangian outlined above is invariant under all the global symmetries of the SK framework. The Lagrangian also satisfies the conditions in eq. (12), provided that we demand

κ ≥ 0 , η ≥ 0 , ζ ≥ 0 , σ_Q ≥ 0 , γ_{E,F} ≥ 0 . (63)

Finally, the SK Lagrangian is KMS-invariant, provided that ε, ρ, and K_Q are related to F via the thermodynamic relations ε = T s + ρϖ + F , dF = −s dT − ρ dϖ + 1 2 K_Qd ( ∂^kQ_{ij} ∂_kQ^{ij} ) + ∂V ∂Q_{ij} dQ_{ij} , dε = T ds + ϖ dρ + 1 2 K_Qd ( ∂^kQ_{ij} ∂_kQ^{ij} ) + ∂V ∂Q_{ij} dQ_{ij} . (64)

With these in place, the SK Lagrangian is KMS-invariant up to a boundary term −i∂_t(βF)−i∂_i(βF u^i). Assuming K_Q to be constant, we arrive at the Landau-de Gennes free energy [8, 84, 85] F = −p + 1 2 K_Q∂^kQ_{ij} ∂_kQ^{ij} + V . (65)

The generalisation to multiple elastic constants is straightforward and has been discussed in the appendix.

4.3. Spontaneous symmetry breaking

The equation of motion for the nematic order parameter Q_{ij} can be obtained by extremising the SK effective action with respect to Q_{aij} . We find d dt Q_{ij} = 1 σ_Q ( H_{ij} − ℵa_EQ_{ij} ) + S_{ijkl} ∂^ku^l , (66)

where H_{ij} is the thermodynamic conjugate to Q_{ij} and S_{ijkl} is the generalised advection tensor, defined as

H_{ij} = ∂_k ( K_Q∂^kQ_{ij} ) − ∂V ∂Q_{ij} − (trace) , S_{ijkl} = Q_{k(i}δ_{j)l} − Q_{l(i}δ_{j)k} + γ_{ijkl} . (67) Whether the system ends up in the nematic phase or the fluid phase depends on the potential V in eq. (62) and the activity parameter a_E . The system admits a fluid phase for a + ℵa_E > 0 with ⟨Q_{ij} ⟩ = 0. Whereas, when a + ℵa_E <^{d−2}_{8d} a^2_3/a_4, the system admits a nematic phase with ⟨Q_{ij} ⟩ = Q_0 ( p^0_i p^0_j − 1/d δ_{ij} ) , where p^0_i is a fixed unit vector and Q_0 is given by [85]

Q_0 = a_3 |a_3| √ d (d − 1)a_4 × √ d − 2 8d a^2_3 a_4 + √ d − 2 8d a^2_3 a_4 − a − ℵa_E . (68)

Both the fluid and nematic phases are admitted in the overlapping regime 0 < a + ℵa_E <^{d−2}_{8d} a^2_3/a_4. In thermal equilibrium, the system prefers the phase with lower free energy, with a first-order phase transition between them at the coexistence point a_∗ =^{d−2}_{9d} a^2_3/a_4. We do not have the luxury to compare the free energies to determine thermodynamic stability of a non-equilibrium steady state in the presence of activity; see our discussion at the end of section 2.4. However, for small activity, we can expect the first-order phase transition to happen somewhere in the vicinity of a_∗ ≈^{d−2}_{9d} a^2_3/a_4.

Similar to our discussion for active superfluids around eq. (37), activity may induce or destroy the nematic phase transition when a and a_E have opposite signs.

The fluctuations of Q_{ij} in the fluid phase are gapped and the low-energy description is just given by the Lagrangian (60). In the nematic phase, however, we need to account for the Goldstone modes associated with the spontaneously broken rotation symmetry generators, parametrised in terms of the nematic director p_i given in eq. (53). The associated equation of motion can be read off from eq. (66) as d dt p_i = p̄^j_i σ_p ∂_k ( K∂^kp_j ) + ( p^{[k}p̄^{l]}_i + γp^{(k}p̄^{l)}_i ) ∂_ku_l , (69)

where p̄_{ij} = δ_{ij} − p_ip_j is the projector transverse p_i, and we have identified the Frank constant K, relaxation coefficient σ_p, and the shear coupling coefficient γ as

K = 2Q^2_0K_Q , σ_p = 2Q^2_0σ_Q , γ = 2/Q_0 d − 1 p_ip_kp̄_{jl}γ^{ijkl} . (70) The effects of activity are hidden within Q_0.

We can write down a low-energy effective theory for the director p_i directly, akin to the superfluid model in eq. (42). To this end, we need to define the KMS noise partner p_{ai} to the director, satisfying p^ip_{ai} = 0, with the KMS transformation

p_{ai}^{KMS}−−−→ η_Tp̂_{ai} ≡ η_T ( p_{ai} + iβ d dt p_i + iβ∂_{[i}u_{j]}p^j ) . (71)

Note that since the original nematic order parameter Q_{ij} has a p_i → −p_i symmetry, we are free to choose either time-reversal eigenvalue for p_i, p_{ai}. In terms of these, the active nematic Lagrangian takes the simple form

L_{nem} = − ( ∂F ∂p_i + ∂F ∂(∂_kp_i) ∂_k ) p_{ai} + ∂F ∂(∂_kp_i) ( d dt p_iN_{ak} + 1 2 ∂^lp_iH_{akl} )

+ ∂F ∂(∂_ip_{[k}) p^{j]} ( ∂_kH_{aij} + ∂_ku_j N_{ai} + 2∂_{(i}u_{k)}N_{aj} )

+ ik_BT σ_p ( p^i_a − γ 2 p̄^{ij} p^kH_{akj} )( p̂_{ai} − γ 2 p̄_{ij} p_kĤ^{kj}_a )

+ i 2 k_BT Q_0λ_E p^ip^j ( H_{a⟨ij⟩}Π̂^E_a − Ĥ_{a⟨ij⟩}Π^E_a ) , (72) with the normalisation conditions imposed by the Lagrange multiplier terms

L_{norm} = (p^ip_i − 1)(p^j p_{aj} ) + 1 4 (q^kq_k − 1)^2 ( N_{at} + u^iN_{ai} + 1 2 H_{ai}^i ) . (73)

The low-energy thermodynamic relations are given as ε = T s + ρϖ + F , dF = −s dT − ρ dϖ + 1 2 Kd ( ∂^ip^j ∂_ip_j ) , (74)

which ensure the KMS-invariance of the theory. As with the superfluid case, eq. (72) can be obtained from eq. (61) quite simply under the assumption that Q_0 is constant, by identifying Q_{ij} as in eq. (53) and Q_{aij} = 2Q_0p_{(i}p_{aj)}. For a non-constant Q_0, a more careful calculation needs to be performed to obtain the renormalisation of various coefficients appearing in eq. (72), which we leave for future work.

4.4. Constitutive relations and the second law

Extremising the SK effective action with respect to X^t_a, X^i_a, and φ_a, we recover the energy, momentum, and mass conservation equations, with the energy density ϵ = ε +^1_2 ρ⃗u^2, momentum density π^i = ρu^i, and mass density ρ. The associated energy flux and stress tensor

ϵ^i = ( ε + 1 2 ρ⃗u^2 − F + p_Eℓk_BΔT ) u^i + λ_EQ^{ij} u_j ℓk_BΔT − ∂^iQ^{kl}∂_tQ_{kl} − u_j ( γ^{klij} − 2δ^{k[i}Q^{j]l} ) δF δQ_{kl} − 2ηu_j ∂^{⟨i}u^{j⟩} − ζu^i∂_ku^k − κ ∂^iT − ∂_k ( X^{[ik]j} u_j ) , τ^{ij} = ρ u^iu^j − (F − p_Eℓk_BΔT ) δ^{ij} + λ_EQ^{ij} ℓk_BΔT + ∂^iQ^{kl}∂^j Q_{kl} − ( γ^{klij} − 2δ^{k[i}Q^{j]l} ) δF δQ_{kl} − η∂^{⟨i}u^{j⟩} − ζδ^{ij} ∂_ku^k − 2∂_kX^{[ik]j} . (75) The grayed out terms are total-derivatives and drop out of the conservation equations whose form is discussed in appendix B.4; the remaining contributions are sometimes referred to as the “canonical” constitutive relations. Note that while the full stress tensor is symmetric, the canonical part is not. The distinctive active feature in these constitutive relations ∼ λ_E Q^{ij} term in the stress tensor that is absent in passive nematics [85, 86]. The active contributions in blue may be attributed to the rates

r_E = ℓγ_E k_BΔT + p_E ∂_iu^i + iT a_EQ^{ij}Q̂_{aij} + ( λ_E Q^{ij} + a_EQ_{kl}γ^{klij} ) ∂_iu_j , r_F = ℓγ_FΔE . (76)

We can also reduce these constitutive relations in terms of the director p_i instead of the full Q_{ij} , but we do not perform this exercise here.

Using the thermodynamic relations in eq. (64), we can verify that the constitutive relations satisfy the second law of thermodynamics

∂_ts + ∂_is^i + ℓk_Br_E = κ ( 1 T ∂_iT )_2 + 2η T (∂_{⟨i}u_{j⟩})^2 + ζ T (∂_iu^i)^2 + 1 T σ_Q (H_{ij} )^2 + γ_E T ℓ^2k^2_BΔT^2 + γ_F T ℓ^2ΔE^2 ≥ 0 , (77)

where the heat flux is given by T s^i = ϵ^i − Fu^i − ( ϖ −^1_2 ⃗u^2 ) ρu^i − u_j τ^{ji} + K_Q∂^iQ^{kl} d dt Q_{kl} = T su^i + κ ∂^iT , (78)

The positivity of the right-hand side of eq. (77) follows from the constraints in eq. (63).

Having formulated the SK effective action and equations of motion for our thermal theory of active nematics, one may proceed as section 3.5 and perform a linearised analysis of the mode spectrum and correlation functions. This would also enable us to compute the violations of FDT analogous to eq. (52). Interestingly, active nematics suffer from a linear instability to splay or bend deformations arising from the τ^{ij} ∼ λ_E Q^{ij} term in the constitutive relations [12, 13]. This drives the system to a state of nematic turbulence [9–11], invalidating any linearised results. Therefore, we conclude our formulation of thermal active nematic hydrodynamics here and hope to return with insights on nematic turbulence in future work.

5. A BUZZ OF ACTIVITY

In this work we have developed a new hydrodynamic framework for active matter with local temperature fluctuations. The primary ingredient in this framework is the first law of thermodynamics, i.e. energy balance: while the internal energy of an active system is not necessarily conserved, it must be balanced by the work done by the fuel source that drives activity and the heat lost to the environment in the process. This means that to appropriately model the thermal fluctuations of active matter, we need to add both a fuel source and a distinct energy sink into the hydrodynamic framework, modelled in this work using the background scalar fields Φ^F and Φ^E respectively. In field-theoretic terms, these are seen as background sources coupled to the operators r_F and r_E , measuring the rates of fuel consumption and heat loss respectively. Another important ingredient that was used in our framework is the existence of a famine state: when an active system runs out of fuel, it must behave passively, i.e. it must obey the FDTs.

The SK-EFT formalism is perfectly suited for our purposes. It is a symmetry-based effective field theory approach to stochastic systems that, in principle, applies arbitrary far from equilibrium [49–55]. In particular, the energy balance and (non-linear) FDT requirements are built into the SK-EFT formalism through time-translation symmetry and discrete KMS symmetry. While an active system by itself is not invariant under time-translations, the symmetry does apply when acting simultaneously on the fuel/environment background fields; see [45–47] for a similar procedure for other symmetries. Furthermore, by requiring that the active system respects the original KMS symmetry in the famine state, we derived a new active KMS symmetry, which makes the SK-EFT formalism suitable for modelling active matter in contact with a thermal bath (see section 2.2).

The time-translation symmetry, active KMS symmetry, and the unitarity constraints built into the SK-EFT framework, together yield the second law of thermodynamics appropriate for active systems. The active second law of thermodynamics dictates that only the total entropy, i.e. the sum of the entropy of the system and the entropy lost to the environment, is increasing. This is unlike passive systems, where entropy increases locally (see section 2.3). We also explored how the active KMS symmetry is related to microscopic reversibility and gives rise to an active correction to the principle of detailed balance in terms of the work performed by the external fields, as well as the fuel/environment sources (see section 2.4).

We have applied our hydrodynamic framework for active matter to two interesting examples, namely active superfluids in section 3 and active nematics in section 4. In both these examples, we discussed how coupling to fuel/environment sources may generate entirely new active transport parameters in the hydrodynamic equations that are forbidden for passive systems. These active parameters are entirely fixed in terms of the fuel consumption and heat loss rate operators, r_F and r_E . These coefficients characterise the explicit structure of FDT violation in frequency- and wavevector-dependent retarded and symmetric correlation functions.

Our hydrodynamic framework is particularly useful when the active system under consideration is operating sufficiently close to thermal equilibrium, meaning that the strength of activity ℵ = ℓ(T − T_E)/T_E is small, where ℓ is a small bookkeeping parameter. Assuming ℓ to scale on par with the spatial derivatives O(∂), which are treated as small in hydrodynamics, this allows us to systematically organise the active and passive corrections to the hydrodynamic constitutive relations order-by-order in derivatives. In sections 3 and 4, we have focused on leading-order active corrections, while we will comment on a few potentially interesting subleading-order corrections later in this section.

While we have focused our attention to simple models of active superfluids and active nematics for concreteness, the active hydrodynamic framework developed in this work opens up possibilities for symmetry-based systematic modelling of active phenomena far beyond these specific examples. We outline a few of these potential avenues in the following.

Dissipation vs response vs fluctuation: Ordinarily, as a result of FDT in a passive hydrodynamics, the transport coefficients controlling dissipation in the constitutive relations are the same coefficients controlling the strength of the retarded and symmetric correlators. However, this may no longer be the case in active hydrodynamics. Consider, for example, the fluid part of the superfluid effective action written in eq. (29). We may add to this new active terms of the kind −i T T_E ( σ^E_t T ∂^i μ T − σ^E_r E^i ) ( B_{ai}Π̂^E_a + B̂_{ai}Π^E_a ) , (79)

which modify the conductivity contribution in the flux to j^i ∼ −σ_tT ∂^i(μ/T )+σ_rE^i, where σ_{t,r} = σ+ℵσ^E_{t,r}. Switching off the superfluid part, the three kinds of conductivities, σ, σ_t, and σ_r show up differently in the retarded and symmetric correlators of density as

G^R_{nn} =

−σ_r k^2 iω − σ_t/χ k^2 , G^S_{nn} =

2k_BT_0σ k^2 |iω − σ_t/χ k^2|^2 . (80)

The “transport conductivity” σ_t controls the poles of both the retarded and symmetric correlators, and thus the linearised mode spectrum. On the other hand, the “response conductivity” σ_r and the “fluctuation conductivity” σ control the strength of retarded and symmetric correlators respectively. All three notions of conductivity may generically be different in an active system. We should note that for weak activity, ℓ ∼ O(∂), the terms in eq. (79) formally appear at O(∂^2) in the constitutive relations, which makes sense because these are active corrections on top of the already derivative suppressed dissipative corrections. Therefore, at least for weakly active systems, they are generically less important than the other active corrections considered in section 3.

A similar strategy may be employed for adding active corrections to viscosities in a hydrodynamic model with conserved momentum, i.e. −i T T_E ( η^E_t ∂^{⟨i}u^{j⟩} + 1 2 ζ^E_t δ^{ij} ∂_ku^k ) ( H_{aij}Π̂^E_a + Ĥ_{aij} Π^E_a ) , (81) that corrects the viscosity terms in the stress tensor as τ^{ij} ∼ −2η_t∂^{⟨i}u^{j⟩} − ζ_tδ^{ij} ∂_ku^k, where η_t = η + ℵη^E_t and ζ_t = η+ℵζ^E_t are the “transport viscosities”. Unlike conductivities, however, spacetime symmetries generically force the “response viscosities” to be the same as “transport viscosities”, while these may generically differ from the “fluctuation viscosities” η and ζ in an active system.

Staring at eqs. (79) and (81), we may notice that these are similar in form to the λ_{nE} term in eq. (30) or the λ_E term in eq. (61), except that the signs in the parenthesis are different due to different time-reversal eigenvalues. This is indeed the common theme for generating active corrections in the constitutive relations, by writing down cross terms with the activity sources; see [5, 25, 27].

Sign-indefinite dissipation: A consequence of the active corrections to the dissipative transport coefficients is that they may be sign-indefinite. Going back to the conductivity corrections in eq. (79), we note that neither of σ^E_t or σ^E_r are required to be non-negative by the SK unitarity constraints in eq. (12); only σ needs to be nonnegative. This is essentially requiring that the symmetric correlator, which computes the variance of a stochastic random variable, must be non-negative, while no such requirement exists for the retarded correlator in the absence of FDT. This is to say that σ_t or σ_r may turn negative for sufficiently strong activity. Interestingly, since σ_t controls the pole of the correlation functions in eq. (80), this also means that such active systems will become unstable for sufficiently strong activity. While a purely diffusive system becomes unstable as soon as σ_t turns negative, this feature is sensitive to the details of the mode spectrum. For example, the superfluid mode spectrum in eq. (50) remains stable until σ_t becomes sufficiently negative to overcome the Goldstone diffusion parameter D_ϕ = f_s/σ_ϕ. Similar considerations also apply for the transport viscosities η_t and ζ_t.

Odd viscosity and odd elasticity: Another class of active phenomena that has gained recent traction are odd viscosity and odd elasticity, which can arise in twodimensional parity-violating systems. For the former, let us consider the case where parity is broken but timereversal symmetry is present. In that case, odd viscosity is prohibited for passive systems, however for active systems one can add a term to the SK-EFT Lagrangian −i T T_E η̃ δ^{ik}ϵ^{jl}∂_{(k}u_{l)} ( H_{aij}Π̂^E_a + Ĥ_{aij} Π^E_a ) , (82)

where ϵ^{ij} is the 2d anti-symmetric Levi-Civita symbol. This results in an odd-elasticity term in the stress tensor of the kind τ^{ij} ∼ −2ℵη̃ δ^{k(i}ϵ^{j)l}∂_{(k}u_{l)}, which is forbidden by the Onsager’s relations in passive time-reversal symmetric hydrodynamics. Note that for weak activity, ℓ ∼ O(∂), the contribution in eq. (82) appears at O(∂^2). In contrast, odd-elasticity appears already at O(∂) at weak activity. Directly importing the form in eq. (82), we may write i T T_E K^o δ^{ik}ϵ^{jl}u_{kl} ( H_{aij}Π̂^E_a − Ĥ_{aij} Π^E_a ) , (83)

where u_{ij} is the strain tensor and the sign inside the parenthesis is + because u_{ij} is even under time-reversal symmetry. This results in the odd-elasticity contribution to the stress tensor that take the form τ^{ij} ∼ 2ℵK^o δ^{k(i}ϵ^{j)l}u_{kl}, introduced in [14].

Explicitly broken symmetries: Just like the explicitly broken time-translation symmetry, many active systems of interest also explicitly break other internal and/or spacetime symmetries. Examples include: broken number/charge conservation in Malthusian active matter [87– 89] where entities may replicate or die over time; broken spatial-translations and/or boosts when the system is subjected to physical barriers or friction [3]; broken rotations when subjected to electromagnetic fields or acceleration [16]; and also broken topological symmetries [47, 90, 91]. Explicitly broken or approximate symmetries can be modelled by introducing the appropriate sink background fields in the hydrodynamic framework [45, 47], just like Φ^E plays the role of an energy sink in our construction.

For instance, we introduce a momentum sink for broken spatial-translations in the form of a background scalar field Φ^I , one for each spatial direction, with the noise partner Φ^I_a in the SK framework. They feature the regular KMS transformation (7) with time-reversal eigenvalue +1, and take values δ^I_i x^i and 0 respectively for a homogeneous momentum source. The SK-EFT Lagrangian now contains new terms such as

ik_BT σ_ΦΠ^I_aΠ̂_{Ia} − i T T_E σ^E_{Φt} dΦ_I dt ( Π_{Ia}Π̂^E_a + Π̂_{Ia}Π^E_a ) , (84)

where Π^I_a = ℓΦ^I_a + ℓ(X^t_a∂_t + X^i_a∂_i)Φ^I , and ℓ is taken to collectively control all forms of explicit symmetry breaking. Together, they give rise to a contribution on the right-hand side of the momentum conservation equation in eq. (54), which for a homogeneous background configuration takes the form ∂_tπ^i ∼ −ℓ^2σ_{Φt}u^i, where ℓσ_{Φt} = ℓσ_Φ + ℵσ^E_{Φt}. Since σ_{Φt} must be strictly nonnegative for passive systems, provided that none of the other momentum-imparting background fields are turned on, the only allowed solution is u^i = 0. However, when activity is turned on, σ_{Φt} is no longer sign-definite and the momentum equation may admit other favourable solutions where σ_{Φt} goes to 0 instead.

This effect is most evident for fluids without boost symmetry, in which case the coefficients may take the form σ_Φ = A + B⃗u^2 and σ^E_{Φt} = A_E , with A, B > 0 and A_E < 0. When ℓA + ℵA_E > 0, the system prefers the solution with u^i = 0. Whereas, when ℓA + ℵA_E < 0, the system spontaneously picks a state with ⃗u^2 = −(A + ℵ/ℓ A_E)/B. This is precisely the structure underlying the Toner-Tu model of flocking [3]. Using the combination of broken translations, broken boosts, and activity, one may also generate all other terms in the Toner-Tu model; we leave an in-depth analysis for future work.

Active polar: In section 4, we studied active nematic liquid crystals described by the order parameter Q_{ij} , whose low-energy dynamics reduces to the director p_i, together with the constraint ⃗p^2 = 1 and p_i → −p_i symmetry. If we were to relax these, we may describe an active polar liquid crystal where the microscopic constituents feature distinct heads and tails [3–7]. The free energy density F now contains a potential V (⃗p^2) =^1_2 a ⃗p^2 +^1_4 a_4⃗p^4 that controls the transition between the ordered and disordered phases similar to our discussion in section 4.3. The explicit structure of the hydrodynamic description depends on the time-reversal eigenvalue of p_i, which the nematic phase is agnostic to on account of the p_i → −p_i symmetry. For example, p_i is time-reversal-odd if it models the individual spins of microscopic constituents or timereversal-even if it models the individual dipole moments.

For time-reversal-even p_i, the free energy density F may contain new terms at one-derivative order, e.g. f_1 p^i∂_iρ,^1_2 f_2 p^i∂_i⃗p^2, which contribute to SK-EFT Lagrangian in eq. (72) accordingly. They generate a number of new terms in the equation for ∂_tp_i in eq. (69), i.e. λ_2p_i∂_kp^k, λ_3∂_i⃗p^2, λ_4p_ip^k∂_k⃗p^2, λ_5∂_iρ, λ_6p_ip^k∂_kρ, with the coefficients λ_{2,...,6} fixed in terms of f_{1,2}. Importantly, the advective term like λ_1p^k∂_kp_i is forbidden in purely passive polar liquid crystals. By contrast, all these terms are forbidden in a passive polar liquid crystal for timereversal-odd p_i. These constraints may be overcome by introducing activity into the model, via new contributions in the SK-EFT Lagrangian −i T T_E ( λ_1p^k∂_kp^i + . . . ) ( p_{ai}Π̂^E_a ∓ p̂_{ai}Π^E_a ) , (85)

where the upper/lower sign is applicable for even/odd p_i under time-reversal. Note that even though activity can be used to generate every possible term in the equation for ∂_tp_i, casting both the even and odd cases on the same footing, the two scenarios remain qualitatively distinct. In particular, for weak activity, the terms allowed by passivity in either of these cases dominate over those only allowed by activity.

Along the same lines, we noted that passive polar dynamics sets the advective coefficient λ_1 = 0 for both timereversal even/odd p_i, and this must be generated purely from activity. This should be contrasted with the Toner- Tu model of flocking, where the role of the vector order parameter p_i is played by the velocity u^i of the individual constituents, as opposed to the fixed properties like spin or dipole moment. In this case, the passive dynamics is actually governed by the Navier-Stokes equations arising from momentum conservation and does allow for the advective term with λ_1 = 1 as seen from eq. (75). We need activity to make this term different from 1.

Electrically-driven fluids: Instead of a fuel source Φ^F , we may consider driving activity through one of the other background fields in the description, such as electric fields E_i in a charged fluid [62]. Since electric fields impart both energy E_ij^i and momentum E_in to the fluid, we are forced to include both the energy sink Φ^E_{r,a} and the momentum sink Φ^I_{r,a} introduced around eq. (84). Taking j^i = nu^i, energy and momentum balance leads to the steady states

T = T_E ( 1 + n^2E_iE^i ℓ^4k^2_BT^2_E γ_E σ_{Φt} ) , u^i = nE^i ℓ^2σ_{Φt}

. (86)

Starting from this steady state, it is possible to retrace the discussion in this paper and formulate a hydrodynamic theory which includes electric field driving-induced contributions that are not bound by the local second law of thermodynamics.

Active phase transitions: In sections 3.3 and 4.3, we discussed how the strength of activity may be used as a control parameter to induce phase transitions between the ordered and disordered states in our active hydrodynamic models that may be forbidden in passive systems. Active phase transitions are theoretically challenging because they do not have a notion of free energy minimisation and thus our usual theory of phase transitions based on Euclidean statistical field theory does not apply. The SK-EFT framework developed in this work perfectly sets the stage for a Wilsonian renormalisation group approach to study activity-induced phase transitions. While we have not pursued this line of inquiry in this work, we anticipate that the models proposed in this work will help further our understanding of active phase transitions and we plan to return to these considerations in future work.

Kinetic theory and holography: In this work, we have developed a systematic framework for constructing hydrodynamic models for active matter based on symmetries. However, such modelling typically features a number of undetermined transport coefficients that need to be fixed either through experiments or through an explicit microscopic calculation. At weak coupling, one can use the techniques of kinetic theory to derive the transport coefficients [20, 92]. It will be interesting to revisit this approach for thermal active matter in the presence of fuel source and energy sink, as done previously for hydrodynamics with momentum sinks [93].

However, our analytical tools are quite limited in the strong coupling regime where the hydrodynamic models are most reliable. Holography or the AdS/CFT correspondence provides an alternative route to derive the qualitative features of transport coefficients in a strongly coupled fluid, using a higher-dimensional gravitational theory [22–24]. However, the standard paradigm of holography only applies to relativistic systems, which has hindered its utilisation for studying active matter models that typically do not feature energy conservation. By contrast, the formalism of active hydrodynamics developed in this work systematically accounts for energy conservation and dynamical temperature, and while we have only applied this to non-relativistic systems, we do not anticipate any conceptual obstructions to extending these to relativistic systems. If so, it will be interesting to return to the prospect of active holography in another work.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank Dominik Hahn for helpful discussions. The authors are partly supported by the Dutch Institute for Emergent Phenomena (DIEP) cluster at the University of Amsterdam and JA via the DIEP programme Foundations and Applications of Emergence

(FAEME). The work of AJ was partly funded by the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Skłodowska-Curie grant agreement NonEqbSK No. 101027527. Part of this project was carried out during the “Hydrodynamics at All Scales” workshop at the Nordic Institute for Theoretical Physics (NORDITA), Stockholm.

[1] E. Schrodinger, What is life?: the physical aspect of the living cell (The Macmillan company, 1946).

[2] M. C. Marchetti, J. F. Joanny, S. Ramaswamy, T. B. Liverpool, J. Prost, M. Rao, and R. A. Simha, Hydrodynamics of soft active matter, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85, 1143 (2013).

[3] J. Toner and Y. Tu, Flocks, herds, and schools: A quantitative theory of flocking, Phys. Rev. E 58, 4828 (1998), arXiv:cond-mat/9804180 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[4] J. Toner, Y. Tu, and S. Ramaswamy, Hydrodynamics and phases of flocks, Annals of Physics 318, 170 (2005).

[5] F. Jülicher, K. Kruse, J. Prost, and J.-F.

Joanny, Active behavior of the cytoskeleton, Physics Reports 449, 3 (2007), nonequilibrium physics: From complex fluids to biological systems III. Living systems.

[6] J. Joanny and J. Prost, Active gels as a description of the actin-myosin cytoskeleton, HFSP Journal 3, 94 (2009), pMID: 19794818, https://doi.org/10.2976/1.3054712.

[7] P. Romanczuk, M. Bär, W. Ebeling, B. Lindner, and L. Schimansky-Geier, Active Brownian Particles. From Individual to Collective Stochastic Dynamics, European Physical Journal Special Topics 202, 1 (2012), arXiv:1202.2442 [cond-mat.other].

[8] A. Doostmohammadi, J. Ignés-Mullol, J. M.

Yeomans, and F. Sagués, Active nematics, Nature Communications 9, 3246 (2018).

[9] R. Alert, J.-F. Joanny, and J. Casademunt, Universal scaling of active nematic turbulence, Nature Physics 16, 682–688 (2020).

[10] R. Alert, J. Casademunt, and J.-F. Joanny, Active turbulence, Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics 13, 143 (2022).

[11] R. Assante, D. Corbett, D. Marenduzzo, and A. Morozov, Active turbulence and spontaneous phase separation in inhomogeneous extensile active gels, Soft Matter 19, 189 (2023).

[12] R. Aditi Simha and S. Ramaswamy, Hydrodynamic fluctuations and instabilities in ordered suspensions of selfpropelled particles, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 058101 (2002).

[13] S. Ramaswamy and M. Rao, Active-filament hydrodynamics: instabilities, boundary conditions and rheology, New Journal of Physics 9, 423 (2007).

[14] C. Scheibner, A. Souslov, D. Banerjee, P. Surowka, W. T. M. Irvine, and V. Vitelli, Odd elasticity, arXiv e-prints , arXiv:1902.07760 (2019), arXiv:1902.07760 [cond-mat.soft].

[15] F. Jülicher, J. Prost, and J. Toner, Broken living layers: Dislocations in active smectic liquid crystals, Phys. Rev. E 106, 054607 (2022), arXiv:2207.04562 [cond-mat.soft].

[16] D. Yamada, T. Hondou, and M. Sano, Coherent dynamics of an asymmetric particle in a vertically vibrating bed, Phys. Rev. E 67, 040301 (2003).

[17] S. Xiao, T. Wang, T. Liu, C. Zhou, X. Jiang, and J. Zhang, Active metamaterials and metadevices: a review, Journal of Physics D Applied Physics 53, 503002 (2020).

[18] W. F. Paxton, K. C. Kistler, C. C. Olmeda, A. Sen, S. K. St. Angelo, Y. Cao, T. E. Mallouk, P. E. Lammert, and V. H. Crespi, Catalytic nanomotors: Autonomous movement of striped nanorods, Journal of the American Chemical Society 126, 13424 (2004), pMID: 15479099, https://doi.org/10.1021/ja047697z.

[19] J. Palacci, S. Sacanna, A. P. Steinberg, D. J.

Pine, and P. M. Chaikin, Living crystals of lightactivated colloidal surfers, Science 339, 936 (2013), https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.1230020.

[20] L. Pitaevskii and E. Lifshitz, Physical Kinetics: Volume 10 , v. 10 (Elsevier Science, 2012).

[21] T. Vicsek, A. Czirók, E. Ben-Jacob, I. Cohen, and O. Shochet, Novel Type of Phase Transition in a System of Self-Driven Particles, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 1226 (1995), arXiv:cond-mat/0611743 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[22] J. M. Maldacena, The Large N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38, 1113 (1999), arXiv:hep-th/9711200.

[23] G. Policastro, D. T. Son, and A. O. Starinets, The Shear viscosity of strongly coupled N=4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills plasma, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 081601 (2001), arXiv:hep-th/0104066.

[24] S. Bhattacharyya, V. E. Hubeny, S. Minwalla, and M. Rangamani, Nonlinear Fluid Dynamics from Gravity, JHEP 02 (02), 045, arXiv:0712.2456 [hep-th].

[25] F. Julicher, S. W. Grill, and G. Salbreux, Hydrodynamic theory of active matter, Reports on Progress in Physics 81, 076601 (2018).

[26] K. Kruse, J. F. Joanny, F. Jülicher, J. Prost, and K. Sekimoto, Asters, vortices, and rotating spirals in active gels of polar filaments, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 078101 (2004).

[27] M. J. Landry, Active actions: effective field theory for active nematics, arXiv e-prints , arXiv:2309.15142 (2023), arXiv:2309.15142 [cond-mat.soft].

[28] A. C. Callan-Jones and F. Jülicher, Hydrodynamics of active permeating gels, New Journal of Physics 13, 093027 (2011).

[29] C. Duclut, S. Bo, R. Lier, J. Armas, P. Surówka, and F. Jülicher, Probe particles in odd active viscoelastic fluids: how activity and dissipation determine linear stability, arXiv e-prints , arXiv:2310.08640 (2023), arXiv:2310.08640 [cond-mat.soft].

[30] R. Lier, J. Armas, S. Bo, C. Duclut, F. Jülicher, and P. Surówka, Passive odd viscoelasticity, preprint 10.1103/PhysRevE.105.054607 (2021), arXiv:2109.06606 [cond-mat.soft].

[31] T. H. Tan, A. Mietke, J. Li, Y. Chen, H. Higinbotham, P. J. Foster, S. Gokhale, J. Dunkel, and N. Fakhri, Odd dynamics of living chiral crystals, Nature 607, 287 (2022).

[32] P. Matus, R. Lier, and P. Surówka, Molecular modelling of odd viscoelastic fluids (2024), arXiv:2310.15251 [cond-mat.soft].

[33] M. Han, M. Fruchart, C. Scheibner, S. Vaikuntanathan, J. J. de Pablo, and V. Vitelli, Fluctuating hydrodynamics of chiral active fluids, Nature Physics 17, 1260 (2021).

[34] Y. Hatwalne, S. Ramaswamy, M. Rao, and R. A.

Simha, Rheology of active-particle suspensions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 118101 (2004).

[35] L. Onsager, Reciprocal Relations in Irreversible Processes. I., Physical Review 37, 405 (1931).

[36] L. Onsager, Reciprocal Relations in Irreversible Processes. II., Physical Review 38, 2265 (1931).

[37] L. Landau, E. Lifshitz, and L. Pitaevski˘i, Statistical Physics, Course of theoretical physics No. pt. 2 (Pergamon Press, 1980).

[38] E. Wang and U. W. Heinz, A Generalized fluctuation dissipation theorem for nonlinear response functions, Phys. Rev. D 66, 025008 (2002), arXiv:hep-th/9809016.

[39] A. Amoretti, D. K. Brattan, and L. Martinoia, Thermodynamic constraints on polar active matter hydrodynamics, preprint (2024), arXiv:2405.02283 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[40] E. Lauga and T. R. Powers, The hydrodynamics of swimming microorganisms, Reports on Progress in Physics 72, 096601 (2009).

[41] H. Berg, E. coli in Motion, Biological and Medical Physics, Biomedical Engineering (Springer, 2004).

[42] J. Elgeti, R. G. Winkler, and G. Gompper, Physics of microswimmers—single particle motion and collective behavior: a review, Reports on Progress in Physics 78, 056601 (2015).

[43] E. Grossi, A. Soloviev, D. Teaney, and F. Yan, Soft pions and transport near the chiral critical point, Phys. Rev. D 104, 034025 (2021), arXiv:2101.10847 [nucl-th].

[44] L. V. Delacrétaz, B. Goutéraux, and V. Ziogas, Damping of Pseudo-Goldstone Fields, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 141601 (2022), arXiv:2111.13459 [hep-th].

[45] J. Armas, A. Jain, and R. Lier, Approximate symmetries, pseudo-Goldstones, and the second law of thermodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 108, 086011 (2023), arXiv:2112.14373 [hep-th].

[46] J. Armas, E. van Heumen, A. Jain, and R. Lier, Hydrodynamics of plastic deformations in electronic crystals, Phys. Rev. B 107, 155108 (2023), arXiv:2211.02117 [cond-mat.str-el].

[47] J. Armas and A. Jain, Approximate higher-form symmetries, topological defects, and dynamical phase transitions, Phys. Rev. D 109, 045019 (2024), arXiv:2301.09628 [hep-th].

[48] J. Armas and E. Have, Ideal fracton superfluids, SciPost Phys. 16, 039 (2024), arXiv:2304.09596 [hep-th].

[49] S. Grozdanov and J. Polonyi, Viscosity and dissipative hydrodynamics from effective field theory, Phys. Rev. D 91, 105031 (2015), arXiv:1305.3670 [hep-th].

[50] M. Harder, P. Kovtun, and A. Ritz, On thermal fluctuations and the generating functional in relativistic hydrodynamics, JHEP 07 (07), 025, arXiv:1502.03076 [hep-th].

[51] M. Crossley, P. Glorioso, and H. Liu, Effective field theory of dissipative fluids, JHEP 09 (09), 095, arXiv:1511.03646 [hep-th].

[52] F. M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and M. Rangamani, Topological sigma models & dissipative hydrodynamics, JHEP 04 (04), 039, arXiv:1511.07809 [hep-th].

[53] F. M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and M. Rangamani, Effective Action for Relativistic Hydrodynamics: Fluctuations, Dissipation, and Entropy Inflow, JHEP 10 (10), 194, arXiv:1803.11155 [hep-th].

[54] K. Jensen, N. Pinzani-Fokeeva, and A. Yarom, Dissipative hydrodynamics in superspace, JHEP 09 (09), 127, arXiv:1701.07436 [hep-th].

[55] H. Liu and P. Glorioso, Lectures on nonequilibrium effective field theories and fluctuating hydrodynamics, PoS TASI2017, 008 (2018), arXiv:1805.09331 [hep-th].

[56] G. E. Crooks, Nonequilibrium measurements of free energy differences for microscopically reversible markovian systems, Journal of Statistical Physics 90, 1481 (1998).

[57] G. E. Crooks, Entropy production fluctuation theorem and the nonequilibrium work relation for free energy differences, Phys. Rev. E 60, 2721 (1999).

[58] S. Shankar, S. Ramaswamy, M. C. Marchetti, and M. J. Bowick, Defect Unbinding in Active Nematics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 108002 (2018), arXiv:1804.06350 [cond-mat.soft].

[59] X. Huang, J. H. Farrell, A. J. Friedman, I. Zane, P. Glorioso, and A. Lucas, Generalized time-reversal symmetry and effective theories for nonequilibrium matter, preprint (2023), arXiv:2310.12233 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[60] A. Basu, J. F. Joanny, F. Jülicher, and J. Prost, Thermal and non-thermal fluctuations in active polar gels, The European Physical Journal E 27, 149 (2008).

[61] J. Prost, J.-F. Joanny, and J. M. R. Parrondo, Generalized fluctuation-dissipation theorem for steady-state systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 090601 (2009).

[62] A. Amoretti, D. K. Brattan, L. Martinoia, and I. Matthaiakakis, Non-dissipative electrically driven fluids, JHEP 05 (05), 218, arXiv:2211.05791 [hep-th].

[63] L. Landau and E. Lifshitz, Fluid Mechanics, Teoreticheskaia fizika (Pergamon Press, 1959).

[64] N. Banerjee, J. Bhattacharya, S. Bhattacharyya, S. Jain, S. Minwalla, and T. Sharma, Constraints on Fluid Dynamics from Equilibrium Partition Functions, JHEP 09 (09), 046, arXiv:1203.3544 [hep-th].

[65] K. Jensen, M. Kaminski, P. Kovtun, R. Meyer, A. Ritz, and A. Yarom, Towards hydrodynamics without an entropy current, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 101601 (2012), arXiv:1203.3556 [hep-th].

[66] P. Glorioso and H. Liu, The second law of thermodynamics from symmetry and unitarity, preprint (2016), arXiv:1612.07705 [hep-th].

[67] R. C. Tolman, Duration of Molecules in Upper Quantum States, Phys. Rev. 23, 693 (1924).

[68] R. Tolman, The Principles of Statistical Mechanics, Dover Books on Physics (Dover Publications, 1979).

[69] S. De Groot and P. Mazur, Non-Equilibrium Thermodynamics, Dover Books on Physics (Dover Publications, 2013).

[70] D. Chandler, Introduction to Modern Statistical Mechanics (Oxford University Press, 1987).

[71] X. Chen-Lin, L. V. Delacretaz, and S. A. Hartnoll, Theory of diffusive fluctuations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 091602 (2019), arXiv:1811.12540 [hep-th].

[72] A. Jain and P. Kovtun, Late Time Correlations in Hydrodynamics: Beyond Constitutive Relations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 071601 (2022), arXiv:2009.01356 [hep-th].

[73] F. Peruani, J. Starruß, V. Jakovljevic, L. Søgaard- Andersen, A. Deutsch, and M. Bär, Collective motion and nonequilibrium cluster formation in colonies of gliding bacteria, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 098102 (2012).

[74] R. Großmann, F. Peruani, and M. Bär, Mesoscale pattern formation of self-propelled rods with velocity reversal, Phys. Rev. E 94, 050602 (2016).

[75] D. Nishiguchi, K. H. Nagai, H. Chaté, and M. Sano, Long-range nematic order and anomalous fluctuations in suspensions of swimming filamentous bacteria, Phys. Rev. E 95, 020601 (2017).

[76] M. M. Genkin, A. Sokolov, O. D. Lavrentovich, and I. S.

Aranson, Topological defects in a living nematic ensnare swimming bacteria, Phys. Rev. X 7, 011029 (2017).

[77] F. J. Ndlec, T. Surrey, A. C. Maggs, and S. Leibler, Self-organization of microtubules and motors, Nature 389, 305 (1997).

[78] T. Butt, T. Mufti, A. Humayun, P. B. Rosenthal, S. Khan, S. Khan, and J. E. Molloy, Myosin motors drive long range alignment of actin filaments, Journal of Biological Chemistry 285, 4964–4974 (2010).

[79] C. Blanch-Mercader, V. Yashunsky, S. Garcia, G. Duclos, L. Giomi, and P. Silberzan, Turbulent dynamics of epithelial cell cultures, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 208101 (2018).

[80] M. Poujade, E. Grasland-Mongrain, A. Hertzog, J. Jouanneau, P. Chavrier, B. Ladoux, A. Buguin, and P. Silberzan, Collective migration of an epithelial monolayer in response to a model wound, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 104, 15988–15993 (2007).

[81] T. B. Saw, A. Doostmohammadi, V. Nier, L. Kocgozlu, S. Thampi, Y. Toyama, P. Marcq, C. T. Lim, J. M. Yeomans, and B. Ladoux, Topological defects in epithelia govern cell death and extrusion, Nature 544, 212 (2017).

[82] A. Creppy, O. Praud, X. Druart, P. L. Kohnke, and F. Plouraboué, Turbulence of swarming sperm, Phys. Rev. E 92, 032722 (2015).

[83] A. Jain, Effective field theory for non-relativistic hydrodynamics,

JHEP 10 (10), 208, arXiv:2008.03994 [hep-th]. [84] S. P. Thampi, A. Doostmohammadi, R. Golestanian, and J. M. Yeomans, Intrinsic free energy in active nematics (2015), arXiv:1510.06929 [cond-mat.soft].

[85] P. de Gennes and J. Prost, The Physics of Liquid Crystals, International Series of Monographs on Physics (Clarendon Press, 1993).

[86] P. M. Chaikin and T. C. Lubensky, Principles of condensed matter physics, edited by P. M. Chaikin and T. C. Lubensky (1995).

[87] J. Toner, Birth, Death, and Flight: A Theory of Malthusian Flocks, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 088102 (2012), arXiv:1108.4392 [cond-mat.other].

[88] W. Mather, O. Mondragón-Palomino, T. Danino, J. Hasty, and L. S. Tsimring, Streaming Instability in Growing Cell Populations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 208101 (2010).

[89] S. Mishra, R. Aditi Simha, and S. Ramaswamy, A dynamic renormalization group study of active nematics, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2010, 02003 (2010), arXiv:0912.2283 [cond-mat.soft].

[90] S. Shankar, S. Ramaswamy, M. C. Marchetti, and M. J.

Bowick, Defect unbinding in active nematics, Physical Review Letters 121, 10.1103/physrevlett.121.108002 (2018).

[91] L. Braverman, C. Scheibner, B. VanSaders, and V. Vitelli, Topological defects in solids with odd elasticity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 268001 (2021).

[92] A. Beris and B. Edwards, Thermodynamics of Flowing Systems: with Internal Microstructure, Oxford Engineering Science Series (Oxford University Press, 1994).

[93] A. Lucas and K. C. Fong, Hydrodynamics of electrons in graphene, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 30, 053001 (2018), arXiv:1710.08425 [cond-mat.str-el].

[94] J. Armas and A. Jain, Effective field theory for hydrodynamics without boosts, SciPost Phys. 11, 054 (2021), arXiv:2010.15782 [hep-th].

[95] J. de Boer, J. Hartong, E. Have, N. A. Obers, and W. Sybesma, Non-Boost Invariant Fluid Dynamics, SciPost Phys. 9, 018 (2020), arXiv:2004.10759 [hep-th].

[96] I. Novak, J. Sonner, and B. Withers, Hydrodynamics without boosts, JHEP 07 (07), 165, arXiv:1911.02578 [hep-th].

[97] E. Cartan, Sur les variétés à connexion affine et la théorie de la relativité généralisée. (première partie), Annales Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. 40, 325 (1923).

[98] E. Cartan, Sur les variétés à connexion affine et la théorie de la relativité généralisée. (première partie) (Suite)., Annales Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. 41, 1 (1924).

[99] K. Jensen, Aspects of hot Galilean field theory, JHEP 04 (04), 123, arXiv:1411.7024 [hep-th].

[100] K. Jensen, On the coupling of Galileaninvariant field theories to curved spacetime, SciPost Phys. 5, 011 (2018), arXiv:1408.6855 [hep-th].

[101] M. H. Christensen, J. Hartong, N. A. Obers, and B. Rollier, Torsional Newton-Cartan Geometry and Lifshitz Holography, Phys. Rev. D 89, 061901 (2014), arXiv:1311.4794 [hep-th].

[102] E. A. Bergshoeff, J. Hartong, and J. Rosseel, Torsional Newton–Cartan geometry and the Schrodinger algebra, Class. Quant. Grav. 32, 135017 (2015), arXiv:1409.5555 [hep-th].

[103] G. Festuccia, D. Hansen, J. Hartong, and N. A.

Obers, Torsional Newton-Cartan Geometry from the Noether Procedure, Phys. Rev. D 94, 105023 (2016), arXiv:1607.01926 [hep-th].

[104] E. Bergshoeff, A. Chatzistavrakidis, L. Romano, and J. Rosseel, Newton-Cartan Gravity and Torsion, JHEP 10 (10), 194, arXiv:1708.05414 [hep-th].

[105] M. L. Bellac, Thermal Field Theory, edited by M. L.

Bellac, Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics (Cambridge University Press, 2011).

[106] C. Jarzynski, Nonequilibrium equality for free energy differences, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 2690 (1997).

[107] C. Jarzynski, Equilibrium free-energy differences from nonequilibrium measurements: A masterequation approach, Phys. Rev. E 56, 5018 (1997), arXiv:cond-mat/9707325 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[108] H. Stark and T. C. Lubensky, Poisson-bracket approach to the dynamics of nematic liquid crystals, Phys. Rev. E 67, 061709 (2003).

Appendix A: Details of Schwinger-Keldysh formalism

In this appendix we give the details of the Schwinger-Keldysh (SK) formalism for active systems. The following discussion is a straightforward generalisation of non-relativistic SK hydrodynamics [83, 94] to include background thermal bath fields; see also [51, 53, 54] for the original relativistic formulation. We will employ a covariant notation for spacetime coordinates (x^μ) = (t, x^i), with the spacetime indices running over μ, ν, . . . = 0, 1, 2, . . . and the spatial indices running over i, j, . . . = 1, 2, . . .. Later in the SK construction in appendix A.2, we will also introduce worldvolume coordinates (σ^α), with the indices running over α, β, . . . = 0, 1, 2, . . .. Importantly, despite the covariant notation, our construction is entirely non-relativistic.

A.1. Non-relativistic geometries

We are interested in physical systems that feature global symmetries: time translations, spatial translations, spatial rotations, U(1) transformations, and possibly boosts. To keep track of the respective conserved currents, it is convenient to introduce the associated background fields. In non-relativistic setting without necessarily a boost symmetry, the appropriate structure is given by a curved Aristotelian background [94–96]. It features a clock-form n_μ coupled to the energy current ϵ^μ, a degenerate symmetric spatial metric h_{μν} coupled collectively to the momentum density π^μ (s.t. π^μn_μ = 0) and the symmetric stress tensor τ^{μν} (s.t. τ^{μν} n_ν = 0), and a U(1) gauge field A_μ coupled to the charge current j^μ. Since h_{μν} is degenerate, there exists a unique vector field v^μ such that v^μh_{μν} = 0, normalised as v^μn_μ = 1, which represents the preferred observer with respect to whom the notions of space and time are defined. We can also define an “inverse” spatial metric h^{μν} , satisfying h^ν_μ ≡ h^{μρ}h_{ρν} = δ^μ_ν − v^μn_ν and n_μh^{μν} = 0. Tensorial indices can be raised and lowered by contractions with h^{μν} and h_{μν} respectively. However, note that these operations are not generically invertible, e.g. X_μh^{μν} h_{νρ} ≠ X_ρ for some X_μ. We may introduce a spacetime connection on Aristotelian backgrounds given as

Γ^λ_{μν} = v^λ∂_μn_ν + 1 2 h^{λρ} (∂_μh_{νρ} + ∂_ν h_{μρ} − ∂_ρh_{μν} ) , (A1)

used to define a covariant derivative ∇_μ that acts on a mixed-index tensor as ∇_μX^λ_ν = ∂_μX^λ_ν + Γ^λ_{μσ} X^σ_ν − Γ^σ_{μν} X^λ_σ , and similarly for higher-rank tensors. Note that ∇_μn_ν , ∇_μh^{νρ} = 0, but ∇_μv^ν , ∇_μh_{νρ} ≠ 0. It is also convenient to define a gradient operator ∇^′_μ = ∇_μ + F^n_{μν} v^ν , where F^n_{μν} = 2∂_{[μ}n_{ν]} and analogously F_{μν} = 2∂_{[μ}A_{ν]}. This has the property that ∇^′_μX^μ = 1/ √ γ ∂_μ( √ γ X^μ), with γ = det(n_μn_ν + h_{μν} ).

The action of global symmetries can simply be realised as background diffeomorphisms x^{′μ}(x) and gauge transformations Λ(x) that act on various background fields as usual. In flat spacetime, the Aristotelian background fields take the trivial values n_μ, v^μ = (1,⃗0), h_{μν} , h^{μν} = ((0,⃗0), (⃗0, δ_{ij} )), A_μ = 0, which is only invariant under the global part of the transformations given as

t^′(x) = t + a^t ,

x^{′i}(x) = Λ^i_j ( x^j + a^j ) , Λ(x) = Λ , (A2)

where a^t, a^i are the parameters of spacetime translations, Λ^i_j ∈ SO(d) of rotations, and Λ of global U(1) transformations. This set does not contain the boost symmetry, which needs to be supplied separately when relevant.

To model active systems, we will also introduce the fuel and environment background fields Φ_{F,E} coupled to the rate operators r_{F,E} introduced in section 2

Given the effective action S of the theory, the conserved currents can be defined via taking variations with respect to the background fields δS = ∫ x −ϵ^μδn_μ + ( v^{(μ}π^{ν)} + 1 2 τ^{μν} ) δh_{μν} + j^μδA_μ + ℓr_EΦ^E + ℓr_FΦ^F , (A3)

where ∫ x is short-hand notation for the integral measure ∫ d^{d+1}x √ γ. We will denote the active contributions arising from the external baths in blue for emphasis. Requiring the symmetry transformations to leave the action S invariant, we are led to the conservation equations ∇^′_μϵ^μ = −v^μf_μ − τ^{μν} h_{λν} ∇_μv^λ , ∇^′_μ(v^μπ^ν + τ^{μν} ) = h^{νμ}f_μ − π_μh^{νλ}∇_λv^μ , ∇^′_μj^μ = 0 , (A4)

where we have identified the forces f_μ = −F^n_{μν} ϵ^ν + F_{μν} j^ν + ℓr_E∂_μΦ_E + ℓr_F ∂_μΦ_F . See [94–96] for more details on these conservation equations.

To describe a relativistic/Galilean system, we need to additionally impose the Lorentzian/Galilean boost symmetry on the background sources respectively. Specifically for Galilean systems, this is realised via the Milne transformations

v^μ → v^μ + b^μ , h_{μν} → h_{μν} − 2n_{(μ}b_{ν)} + n_μn_ν b^2 ,

A_μ → A_μ + b_μ − 1 2 n_μb^2 , (A5)

where b^μ is the boost parameter satisfying b^μn_μ = 0, and we have defined b_μ = h_{μν} b^ν , b^2 = b^μb_μ. The background fields n_μ and h^{μν} are Milne-invariant. The Aristotelian geometric structure with Milne transformations is called a Newton-Cartan geometry [97, 98]. Specialising to the flat background describe before eq. (A2), these transformations act on the spatial coordinates as

x^i → x^i − b^it , (A6)

as expected. Requiring the action in eq. (A3) to be Milne-invariant sets the charge flux equal to the momentum density, i.e.

j^μh_{μν} = π_ν , (A7)

as we expect for a Galilean system. We do not concern ourselves with relativistic systems in this work. Note that the connection (A1) is not Milne-invariant. In fact, no connection can be constructed out of the geometric structure at hand that is simultaneously Milne- and U(1)-invariant. However, one may write such a connection if provided with a Milne-invariant vector field, which in our case can be provided by the covariant fluid velocity u^μ, normalised as u^μn_μ = 1. The Milne-invariant connection can then be written as [99]

Γ^{gλ}_{μν} = v^λ∂_μn_ν + 1 2 h^{λρ} (∂_μh_{νρ} + ∂_ν h_{μρ} − ∂_ρh_{μν} ) + n_{(μ}F_{ν)ρ}h^{ρλ} + 1 2 ⃗u^λF^n_{μν} − ( ⃗u_{(μ} − 1 2 n_{(μ}⃗u^2 ) F^n_{ν)ρ}h^{ρλ} , (A8)

with the associated covariant derivative operator ∇^g_μ and the gradient operator ∇^{′g}_μ = ∇^g_μ + F^n_{μν} u^ν . Note that this connection is not a purely geometric object, but may be used to make the Galilean symmetry manifest where required. More details can be found in [83, 99–104].

A.2. Passive Schwinger-Keldysh formalism

We will start with a lightning review of the SK formalism for passive non-relativistic hydrodynamics constructed in [83, 94]. Readers familiar with the formalism may skim this discussion for the notation being used and proceed directly to appendix A.3.

Fluid worldvolume, dynamical fields, and global symmetries: SK field theories are defined on a closed-time contour, with leg “1” going forward in time and leg “2” returning backward in time to the initial state. Each leg of the contour is equipped with its own set of degrees of freedom and background fields. SK hydrodynamics is set up as a sigma-model on an auxiliary “worldvolume” with coordinates σ^α, where the dynamical fields live. To describe a passive fluid featuring conserved energy, momentum, and charge, the dynamical field content consists of a pair of coordinate fields X^μ_{1,2}(σ) defining two copies of “SK spacetime” and a pair of U(1) phase fields φ_{1,2}(σ). The subscripts label the respective legs of the contour. Depending on the system under consideration, each leg of the contour may also feature certain additional fields, for instance order parameters associated with spontaneous symmetry breaking, that we shall return to for specific applications.

SK hydrodynamics realises the global spacetime and internal symmetries independently on the two spacetimes. Each global symmetry comes in pairs and acts on each SK spacetime independently, i.e.

X^t_{1,2} → X^t_{1,2} + a^t_{1,2} , X^i_{1,2} → Λ_{1,2}^i_j ( X^j_{1,2} + a^j_{1,2} − b^j_{1,2}X^t_{1,2} ) , φ_{1,2} → φ_{1,2} − Λ_{1,2} , (A9)

We may also replace Galilean boosts with Lorentz boosts for relativistic systems, or skip them altogether for boostagnostic systems [94–96]. It is convenient to gauge these symmetries by introducing the Aristotelian background fields n_{1,2μ}(X_{1,2}), h_{1,2μν} (X_{1,2}), and A_{1,2μ}(X_{1,2}) on each SK spacetime, reviewed in appendix A.1, that transform under the global symmetries as usual. The action on the dynamical fields, on the other hand, is now given as simply

X^μ_{1,2} → X^{′μ}_{1,2}(X_{1,2}) , φ_{1,2} → φ_{1,2} − Λ_{1,2}(X_{1,2}) . (A10)

In practice, we can define objects that are invariant under global symmetries as simple pullbacks of background fields onto the fluid worldvolume, i.e.

n_{1,2α} = n_{1,2μ}(X_{1,2}) ∂_αX^μ_{1,2} , h_{1,2αβ} = h_{1,2μν} (X_{1,2}) ∂_αX^μ_{1,2} ∂_β X^ν_{1,2} , A_{1,2α} = A_{1,2μ}(X_{1,2}) ∂_αX^μ_{1,2} + ∂_αφ_{1,2} . (A11)

We have dropped the explicit dependence on worldvolume coordinates for clarity.

It is useful to introduce an average-difference basis f_r = (f_1 + f_2)/2, f_a = (f_1 − f_2)/ℏ for various dynamical and background fields. The average “r” combinations are understood as the “physical” macroscopic fields, while the difference “a’ combinations as the stochastic noise associated with them. Note that we have introduced an ℏ in the definition of a-type fields, implying that the magnitude of stochastic noise is taken to be at the quantum scale. However, we will see that these supposedly “quantum effects” will creep into stochastic classical dynamics due to the so-called KMS symmetry that mixes the classical and quantum degrees of freedom.

Fluid worldvolume symmetries: In addition to the global symmetries above, we also impose local diffeomorphisms σ^{′α}(σ) and U(1) gauge transformations λ(σ) of the worldvolume acting on the dynamical fields as

X^μ_{1,2}(σ) → X^{′μ}_{1,2}(σ^′(σ)) = X^μ_{1,2}(σ), φ_{1,2}(σ) → φ^′_{1,2}(σ^′(σ)) = φ_{1,2}(σ) + λ(σ). (A12)

All the global symmetry invariants in eq. (A11) are invariant under worldvolume gauge transformations, except for A_{rα} that transforms as A_{rα} → A_{rα} + ∂_αλ. Worldvolume diffeomorphisms act on all global symmetry invariants as usual.

The effective theory is also endowed with a thermal vector �^α(σ) and a chemical shift �_�(σ), transforming as

�^α(σ) → �^{′β} (σ^′) = �^β (σ)∂_β σ^{′α}(σ) , �_�(σ) → �^′_�(σ^′) = �_�(σ) − �^α∂_αλ(σ) . (A13)

Without loss of generality, we may partially fix the worldvolume symmetries to set �^α = (β_0,⃗0) and �_� = β_0μ_0, where β_0 = (k_BT_0)^{−1} is some reference global temperature and μ_0 is some reference chemical potential.

Physical spacetime formulation: The worldvolume picture of SK hydrodynamics with two copies of spacetimes is theoretically neat and appealing. However, for practical purposes, it is more transparent to move to a single physical spacetime formulation, defined via x^μ = X^μ_r (σ). We can use pullbacks with respect to this map to define objects that are invariant under the fluid worldvolume diffeomorphisms. Due to the non-linear nature of the theory, the relations between the average-difference quantities on the worldvolume and those on the spacetime are quite non-trivial. However, the relations simplify in the classical (ℏ → 0) limit, i.e. N_{rμ} = ∂σ^α ∂x^μ n_{rα} = n_{rμ} + O(ℏ) , N_{aμ} = ∂σ^α ∂x^μ n_{aα} = n_{aμ} + £_{Xa} n_{rμ} + O(ℏ) , H_{rμν} = ∂σ^α ∂x^μ ∂σ^β ∂x^ν h_{rαβ} = h_{rμν} + O(ℏ) , H_{aμν} = ∂σ^α ∂x^μ ∂σ^β ∂x^ν h_{aαβ} = h_{aμν} + £_{Xa} h_{rμν} + O(ℏ) , B_{rμ} = ∂σ^α ∂x^μ A_{rα} = A_{rμ} + ∂_μφ_r + O(ℏ) , B_{aμ} = ∂σ^α ∂x^μ A_{aα} = A_{aμ} + ∂_μφ_a + £_{Xa} A_{rμ} + O(ℏ) , (A14)

up to quantum corrections, where £_{Xa} denotes a Lie derivative along X^μ_a . These quantities will be used as building blocks to construct the SK effective action. The fluid worldvolume gauge transformations become the diagonal spatial shift symmetry on the physical spacetime, acting only on B_{rμ} among these building blocks, i.e. B_{rμ} → B_{rμ} + ∂_μλ. We can define the physical spacetime thermal vector β^μ and chemical shift Λ_β as

β^μ = �^α ∂x^μ ∂σ^α(x) , Λ_β = β^μ∂_μϕ_r + �_� , (A15)

These objects are dynamical and can be used to define the local temperature k_BT = 1/β, fluid velocity u^μ = β^μ/β, and chemical potential μ = (Λ_β + β^μA_{rμ})/β, where β = √ β^μn_{rμ}. The compromise for passing onto the physical spacetime formulation is that the r-part of the physical spacetime diffeomorphisms (A10) becomes non-manifest and takes the form x^μ → x^{′μ}(x), which acts on various fields on the physical spacetime as diffeomorphisms according to their tensor structure.

For convenience, we introduce the collective notation

Dynamical fields: ψ = ( β^μ , Λ_β ) , ψ_a = ( X^μ_{r,a} , φ_{r,a} ) , Currents: O_{r,a} = ( ϵ^μ_{r,a} , 2v^{(μ}_r π^{ν)}_{r,a} + τ^{μν}_{r,a} , j^μ_{r,a} ) , Background fields: s_{r,a} = ( −n_{r,aμ} ,^1_2 h_{r,aμν} , A_{r,aμ} ) , Global symmetry invariants: Ψ_{r,a} = ( −N_{r,aμ} ,^1_2 H_{r,aμν} , B_{r,aμ} ) , (A16)

which will be useful in the forthcoming discussion. These sets are appropriately extended in the presence of additional degrees of freedom parametrising spontaneous symmetry breaking.

For later use, let us record the action of global symmetries (A10) on various dynamical and background fields. As noted above, the r-type diffeomorphisms in eq. (A10) act as usual on all the fields. Whereas, a-type diffeomorphisms only act on the a-type fields, i.e.

s_a → s_a + £_{χa} s_r , X^μ_a → X^μ_a − χ^μ_a , (A17)

while leaving φ_a invariant, where χ^μ_a denotes the parameter of a-type diffeomorphisms. The r-type and a-type gauge transformations act on the U(1) sector as

A_{r,aμ} → A_{r,aμ} + ∂_μΛ_{r,a} , φ_r → φ_r − Λ_r , φ_a → φ_a − Λ_a − X^μ_a ∂_μΛ_r . (A18)

One may check that these symmetries leave the quantities in eq. (A14) invariant.

SK generating functional: The fundamental object of interest in non-equilibrium field theory is the SK generating functional Z[s_r, s_a], which can be used to probe various non-equilibrium operators via the variational formulae such as those in eq. (6). In SK hydrodynamics, the generating functional is obtained by performing a path integral of the effective action S[ψ, ψ_a, s_r, s_a], as in

Z[s_r, s_a] = ∫ Dψ Dψ_a exp ( iS[ψ, ψ_a, s_r, s_a] ) . (A19)

In practise, the effective action may be construct using the building blocks Ψ_{r,a}, u^μ, T , and μ, arranged order-by-order in derivatives. Varying the effective action with respect to the two types of sources, we can read out the associated operators δS = ∫ x O_r · δs_a + O_a · δs_r . (A20)

The O_r operators (obtained by varying with respect to s_a) can be understood as physical, while the O_a operators (obtained by varying with respect to s_r) as their stochastic noise counterparts. The classical constitutive relations are given by O = O_r|_{fa→0}. One may check that the associated conservation equations (A4) are obtained by extremising the action with respect to ψ_a dynamical fields, while varying with respect to ψ fields yields the equivalent equations for the stochastic noise.

The SK generating functional is required to satisfy the following three conditions

Z[s_r, s_a = 0] = 1, Z[s_r, −s_a] = Z^∗[s_r, s_a] , Re Z[s_r, s_a] ≤ 0 , (A21)

arising from generic properties of quantum field theories defined on a closed-time contour. More details regarding the underlying physics can be found in the review of [55]. These conditions can naturally be extended to the effective action as given in eq. (12). We can arrange S as a series in powers of Ψ_a, in which case the three conditions mean that: S must at least be linear in Ψ_a, the terms with even-powers of Ψ_a must be imaginary, and these imaginary terms must be arranged into a quadratic form with non-negative coefficients.

Dynamical KMS symmetry: While the SK conditions (A21) are satisfied for arbitrary non-equilibrium field theories defined on a closed-time contour, the SK generating functional Z[s_r, s_a] for a thermal system is also required to satisfy a discrete dynamical Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) symmetry. Let us assume that the microscopic theory underlying our hydrodynamic features a discrete symmetry Θ that includes the time-reversal transformation T. Depending on the physical system under consideration, this could be just T, or some combination involving spatialparity charge-conjugation transformation such as PT, CT, CPT. The KMS symmetry is defined as the invariance of the Schwinger-Keldysh generating functional Z[s_r, s_a] under a transformation of the background fields^4

s_1(x)^{KMS}−−−→ Θs_1(x) , s_2(x)^{KMS}−−−→ Θs_2(x + iℏ Θβ_0) , (A22)

where the Θs_2 is evaluated on the complex spacetime arguments x^μ + iℏ Θβ^μ_0 , with β^μ_0 = u^μ_0 /(k_BT_0) being the thermal vector associated with the inertial equilibrium observer. More details can be found in e.g. [55, 105]. For classical non-equilibrium field theories valid at small frequencies ω ≪ k_BT_0/ℏ, the classical truncation of the KMS symmetry is more relevant, given by

s_r^{KMS}−−−→ Θs_r + O(ℏ) , s_a^{KMS}−−−→ Θŝ_a ≡ Θ (s_a + iβ^μ_0 ∂_μs_r) + O(ℏ) . (A23)

The action of KMS symmetry on the dynamical fields is naturally defined on the the fluid worldvolume as

X^μ_1 (σ)^{KMS}−−−→ ΘX^μ_1 (σ), X^μ_2 (σ)^{KMS}−−−→ ΘX^μ_2 (σ + iℏ Θ�) − iℏ Θβ^μ_0 ,

φ_1(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θφ_1(σ), φ_2(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θφ_2(σ + iℏ Θ�) . (A24)

Importantly, the extra constant contribution in the transformation X^μ_2 is taken so that KMS symmetry preserve the equilibrium configuration X^μ_{1,2}(σ) = δ^μ_ασ^α, φ_{1,2}(σ) = 0. In the physical spacetime formulation in the classical limit, these give rise to

β^{μ KMS}−−−→ Θβ^μ + O(ℏ) , X^μ_a^{KMS}−−−→ ΘX̂^μ_a ≡ Θ (X^μ_a + i(β^μ − β^μ_0 )) + O(ℏ) ,

φ_r^{KMS}−−−→ Θφ_r + O(ℏ) , φ_a^{KMS}−−−→ Θφ̂_a ≡ Θ (φ_a + i£_β φ_r) + O(ℏ) . (A25)

These transformation properties induce the following dynamical KMS transformation on the building blocks of the effective action

Ψ_r^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΨ_r + O(ℏ) , Ψ_a^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΨ̂_a ≡ Θ̂(Ψ_a + i£_βΨ_r) + O(ℏ) , ψ^{KMS}−−−→ Θψ + O(ℏ) . (A26)

Galilean hydrodynamics: The SK setup so far has been boost-agnostic, i.e. it applies to systems that may or may not possess a boost symmetry. To describe a Galilean system, we also need to impose the Milne boost symmetry (A5) on the two sets of spacetime background fields (n_{1,2μ}, h_{1,2μν} , A_{1,2μ}) independently [83]. In the classical limit, Ψ_r

4 We use the convention Θf(x + z) = η^Θ_f f(Θx + z^∗), where η^Θ_f is the Θ-eigenvalue of f, and we have defined Θt = −t and Θx^i = ±x^i depending on whether Θ includes the spatial parity transformation P. Similarly, Θ∂f(x + z) = η^Θ_{∂f} ∂f(Θx + z^∗).

fields only transform under the diagonal Milne boosts that act in the same way as eq. (A5). Milne boosts act quite complicatedly on the Ψ_a fields, though we can write down the combination H_{aμν} = H_{aμν} + 2N_{r(μ}B_{aν)} − 2N_{a(μ} ( ⃗u_{ν)} − 1 2 N_{rν)}⃗u^2 ) , (A27)

that is Milne-invariant together with N_{aμ}. Here ⃗u^μ = u^μ − v^μ denote the spatial components of the fluid velocity, with ⃗u_μ = H_{rμν} ⃗u^ν , and ⃗u^2 = ⃗u^μ⃗u_μ is the fluid velocity squared. We can also use this to define a Galilean-invariant version B_{aμ}, i.e. B_{aμ} = H_{aμν} u^ν −^1_2 N_{rμ}H_{aρσ} u^ρu^σ , used in eq. (56). Furthermore, the chemical potential μ defined in eq. (A15) is not Galilean-invariant and we instead need to improve the definition as βϖ = β ( μ + 1 2 ⃗u^2 ) , (A28)

known as the mass chemical potential. The definitions of fluid velocity and temperature are already Galilean-invariant.

This finishes our lightening review of the formal aspects of passive non-relativistic SK hydrodynamics. Next, we will discuss how to introduce activity into the framework. Later in appendix B, we will see these concepts applied to particular examples.

A.3. Active ingredients

To extend the SK framework discussed above to active hydrodynamics, we need to introduce the background fuel and environment fields on each spacetime Φ^{F,E}_{1,2}(X_{1,2}) from section 2.2. The pullbacks onto the worldvolume are defined simply as

�^{F,E}_{1,2} = Φ^{F,E}_{1,2}(X_{1,2}) , (A29)

that are evaluated on the worldvolume coordinates σ^α. We can define the average-difference basis of these worldvolume fields �^{F,E}_{r,a}, which can be further pulled onto the physical spacetime defined by identifying x^μ = X^μ_r , denoted as Π^{F,E}_{r,a}. In the classical limit, the objects Π^{F,E}_{r,a} are related to the background fields Φ^{F,E}_{r,a} as

Π^{F,E}_r = ℓΦ^{F,E}_r + O(ℏ) , Π^{F,E}_a = ℓΦ^{F,E}_a + ℓ£_{Xa} Φ^{F,E}_r + O(ℏ) . (A30)

We have included a factor of ℓ in these definitions for later convenience. The SK effective action S[ψ, ψ_a, s_r, s_a] is constructed similar to the passive case, where s_{r,a} = (s_{r,a}, Φ^F_{r,a}, Φ^E_{r,a}) contains the fuel/environment background fields as well, and is still required to satisfy the conditions in eq. (12). The SK generating functional Z[s_r, s_a] is defined similarly to eq. (A19).

We impose the regular KMS symmetry (A22) on the fuel fields

Φ^F_1(x)^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΦ^F_1(x) , Φ^F_2(x)^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΦ^F_2(x + iℏ Θβ_0) . (A31)

The qualitative point of departure from passive hydrodynamics is the new active KMS symmetry imposed on the environment fields, i.e.

Φ^E_1(x)^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΦ^E_1(x) , Φ^E_2(x)^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΦ^E_2(x + iℏ Θβ_0) − iℏ . (A32)

The activity arises because of the additional −iℏ term in the KMS transformation of Φ^E_2. This term is similar to the additional term introduced in the KMS transformation of X^μ_2 in eq. (A24), which was required to ensure that the equilibrium configuration X^μ_{1,2}(σ) = δ^μ_ασ^α is preserved by KMS. Whereas, the additional term here means that the environment field configuration Φ^E_{1,2} = T_Et is only preserved by KMS when T_0 = T_E , i.e. the system temperature is same as the environment temperature. Recall from eq. (3) that T_0 −T_E ∝ ΔE^2 in an active steady state, meaning that the environment field configuration is never preserved by KMS when the fuel is available to provide heat. Accordingly, the fuel field configuration Φ^F_{1,2} = −ΔE t is also only preserved by KMS when the fuel chemical differential is absent, i.e. ΔE = 0. This also means that retarded and symmetric correlation functions computed in a state with T_0 ≠ T_E or ΔE ≠ 0 will not satisfy FDTs. Eq. (A32) implies a KMS transformation for the F^{F,E}_{r,a} fields as

Π^F_r^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΠ^F_r + O(ℏ) , Π^F_a^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΠ̂^F_a ≡ Θ (Π^F_a + i£_βΠ^F_r) + O(ℏ) , Π^E_r^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΠ^E_r + O(ℏ) , Π^E_a^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΠ̂^E_a ≡ Θ (Π^E_a + i£_βΠ^E_r − i) + O(ℏ) . (A33)

We should emphasise that the full Schwinger-Keldysh generating functional Z[s_r, s_a] for active hydrodynamics respects the KMS symmetry. However, this symmetry is “spurious” in the sense that it non-trivially relates a fuel and environment configuration Φ^F_2 = −ΔE t, Φ^E_2 = k_BT_Et to another configuration Φ^F_2 = −ΔE t − iℏΔE/T_0, Φ^E_2 = k_BT_Et − iℏΔT/T_0, shifted by imaginary terms that are nonzero in the presence of activity.

A.4. Second law of thermodynamics

In this appendix, we discuss how the local second law of thermodynamics emerges from the SK formalism and, in particular, how the derivation gets modified in the presence of activity. The derivation presented here differs slightly from the one given originally in [66], but essentially follows the same line of reasoning. Comparing the a-type time-translations in eq. (11) against the KMS transformations eqs. (7) and (9), we make a crucial observation that the inhomogeneous shift piece in the KMS transformations of s_a and Φ^F_a can be undone by an imaginary a-type time-translation with χ^t_a = −iβ_0. This does not apply to our environment field Φ^E_a, due to the additional “i” term in the active KMS transformation. Let us denote the combined transformation of the noise dynamical fields under KMS and this imaginary a-type time-translation as ψ_a → Θ(ψ_a + ig_r) = Θ(X^μ_a + iβ^μ, φ_a + i£_βφ_r ). The SK Lagrangian, L = ∫ d^dx L(ψ, ψ_a, s_r, s_a), is invariant under this combined transformation, up to a total derivative term, leading to ΘL ( Θψ, Θ(ψ_a + ig_r), Θs_r, Θs_a )| Φ^E_a →Φ^E_a−i = L(ψ, ψa, sr, sa) + i∂tN t(ψ, s_r) + i∂_iN^i(ψ, s_r) . (A34)

Note that repeating the KMS symmetry takes L back to itself, meaning that N^t, N^i do not contain any a-type noise fields and have time-reversal eigenvalue +1, −1. Also, note that the total-derivative terms need to be imaginary to preserve L^† = −L from eq. (12).

Since eq. (A34) is valid for any field arguments, we can evaluate it at Φ^E_a → Φ^E_a + i and ψ_a → ψ_a − ig_r, and use the second condition in eq. (12), to find Im [ ΘL(Θψ, Θψ_a, Θs_r, Θs_a) ]

= Im [ L ( ψ, ψ_a−ig_r, s_r, s_a )| Φ^E_a →Φ^E_a +i + i∂tN

t(ψ, s_r) + i∂_iN^i(ψ, s_r) ]

= 1 2 Im [ L ( ψ, ψ_a−ig_r, s_r, s_a )| Φ^E_a→Φ^E_a +i − L ∗( ψ, ψ_a+ig_r, s_r, s_a )| Φ^E_a→Φ^E_a −i ] + ∂_tN^t(ψ, s_r) + ∂_iN^i(ψ, s_r) = 1 2 Im [ L ( ψ, ψ_a−ig_r, s_r, s_a )| Φ^E_a→Φ^E_a +i + L ( ψ, −ψ_a−ig_r, s_r, −s_a )| Φ^E_a→Φ^E_a −i ] + ∂_tN^t(ψ, s_r) + ∂_iN^i(ψ, s_r) . (A35)

Note that the expression in the first line is merely the time-reversed Im L evaluated on time-reversed field arguments. The third condition in eq. (12) requires Im L to be non-negative for all possible field configurations, so this expression must also be non-negative. As for the last line in eq. (A35), we can set s_a, Φ^F_a → 0 and Taylor expand the two L terms in their remaining a-type arguments ψ_a ± ig_r and Φ^E_a ± i. The 0th order pieces in these expansions vanish due to the first condition in eq. (12), i.e. L vanishes when all a-type arguments are turned off. The 1st order pieces are quite important, but they turn out to be independent of ψ_a and Φ^E_a, taking the form 1 2 Im [ . . . ] (1st order) = 1 2 Im [ (ψ_a − ig_r) δL δψ_a + (Φ^E_a + i) δL δΦ^E_a + (−ψ_a − ig_r) δL δψ_a + (−Φ^E_a + i) δL δΦ^E_a ] + ∂_tN^t_{(1)} + ∂_iN^i_{(1)} = −g_r δL δψ_a + δL δΦ^E_a

+ ∂_tN^t_{(1)} + ∂_iN^i_{(1)}

= ℓr_E + ∂_tN^t_{(1)} + ∂_iN^i_{(1)} , (A36)

where we have identified possible total-derivative terms left over after integration-by-parts. In the last line, we have used the classical equations of motion δL/δψ_a = 0, and identified ℓr_E = δL/δΦ^E_a. This is how r_E makes its way into the second law statement. The fields ψ_a and Φ^E_a appear first in the 2nd order pieces. Denoting O(ψ^m_a , (Φ^E_a)^n) terms in the Lagrangian as L ∼ (−i)^{m+n+1}L_{(m,n)}ψ^m_a (ℓΦ^E_a)^n, where L_{(m,n)} may be a differential operator, we have 1 2 Im [ . . . ] (2nd order) = 1 2 L_{(2,0)} ( ψ^2_a − g^2_r ) + ℓL_{(1,1)} (ψ_aΦ^E_a + g_r × 1) + 1 2 ℓ^2L_{(0,2)} ( (Φ^E_a)^2 − 1 × 1 ) . (A37)

Similarly, we can find kth order terms as 1 2 Im [ . . . ] (kth order) = k∑ m=0 1 m!(k − m)! L_{(m,k−m)} Im ( (−i)^{k+1}(ψ_a − ig_r)^m(ℓΦ^E_a + iℓ)^{k−m} ) . (A38)

If we assume Gaussian noise, meaning that the Lagrangian is at most quadratic in noise fields, the expansion ends at the 2nd order. In this case, we may evaluate eq. (A35) at s_a, Φ^F_a → 0, ψ_a → g_r, and Φ^E_a → −1, which kills the 2nd order contributions from eq. (A37), and we arrive at the desired statement of the second law of thermodynamics

∂_ts^t + ∂_is^i + ℓk_Br_E = Δ ≥ 0 , (A39)

with 1 k_B s^t = N^t + N^t_{(1)} , 1 k_B s^i = N^i + N^i_{(1)} , 1 k_B

Δ = Im [ ΘL ( Θψ, Θg_r, Θs_r, {0, 0, −ℓ} )] ≥ 0 . (A40)

This argument also works in the presence of non-Gaussian noise, but we need to find the appropriate substitution values for ψ_a and Φ^E_a that sets the 2nd and higher order terms in eq. (A38) to zero, possibly up to total-derivative terms that correct the entropy density and flux. In practise, we can solve for ψ_a and Φ^E_a order-by-order in derivatives. Typically, the potential corrections from the kth order terms only affect the constitutive relations at O(∂^{k−1})|_{k>2}, and thus we can safely ignore these for our purposes. A more comprehensive non-perturbative derivation of the second law from the SK formalism can be found in [66].

A.5. Microscopic reversibility

In this appendix, we give the details of the derivation of microscopic reversibility in eq. (17) from the SK path integral. The conditional probability distribution for the system to traverse the time-reversed path Θψ(t) = η_Θψ(Θt), given that it starts at Θψ(t_i) = η_Θψ_f, in the presence of time-reversed background sources η_Θs_{r,a}(−t), is given by the path integral

P_Θ(Θψ|η_Θψ_f, t_i) = 1 N ∫ Dψ_a exp ( i ∫_{tf} t_i dt L ( Θψ, Θψ_a, Θs_r, Θs_a ) ) . (A41)

To relate this to the probability distribution of the forward path, let us consider the following manipulations of the SK path integral ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i dt L ( Θψ, Θψ_a; Θs_r, Θŝ_a ) ]

= ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i dt L ( Θψ, Θψ̂_a; Θs_r, Θŝ_a )]

= ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i

dt Θ ( L ( ψ, ψ_a; s_r, s_a ) + β_0∂_tΩ(ψ, s_r) )] , = e^{β0ΔΩ} ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i dt L ( ψ, ψ_a; s_r, s_a ) ] . (A42)

In the first step, we have changed the path integration variables, ψ_a → ψ̂_a, which is legal provided that ψ̂_a(t_{i,f}) = 0. The precise physical interpretation of this, of course, depends on the model under consideration and the KMS transformation properties of the ψ_a fields. In hydrodynamic models, this typically means that the initial and final states are at the same temperature and chemical potentials, see eq. (25), and β_0 is equal to the initial/final inverse temperature. In the second step, we have used the KMS symmetry of the Lagrangian, while in the final step we have performed the coordinate relabelling t → −t + t_i + t_f . We have almost arrived at a relation between the original and time-reversed path probabilities, except that the path integrals in the first and last lines are evaluated at different values of the noise sources. To bring them in the same form, consider evaluating eq. (A42) at s_a → s_a − iβ_0∂_ts_r, Φ^F_a → Φ^F_a − iβ_0∂_tΦ^F_r, and Φ^E_a → Φ^E_a − iβ_0∂_tΦ^E_r + i. This converts the noise sources in the first line to just Θs_a, while those in the last line will get shifted as ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i dt L ( Θψ, Θψ_a; Θs_r, Θs_a ) ]

= e^{β0ΔΩ} ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i dt L ( ψ, ψ_a; s_r, s_a + iβ_0w_r )]

= e^{β0ΔΩ} exp [ β_0 ∫_{tf} t_i

dt d^dx w_r · iδ δs_a ] ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i

dt L(ψ, ψ_a; s_r, s_a) ] , (A43) where we have introduced the notation w_r = −(∂_ts_r, ∂_tΦ^E_r, ∂_tΦ^E_r − k_BT_0). In the second step, we have represented the shifts in the a-type sources as Taylor series expansion in variational derivatives. Note that the a-type sources couple to the respective operators O = (O, ℓr_F , ℓr_E), so we can replace the variational derivatives with the appropriate operators insertions, leading to ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i dt L ( Θψ, Θψ_a; Θs_r, Θs_a ) ]

= e^{β0ΔΩ} ⟨ exp [ −β_0 ∫ dt d^dx O · w_r ]⟩ ψ ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i

dt L(ψ, ψ_a; s_r, s_a) ]

= e^{β0ΔΩ−β0Wψ} ∫ Dψ_a exp [ i ∫_{tf} t_i

dt L(ψ, ψ_a; s_r, s_a) ] . (A44)

The notation ⟨. . .⟩_ψ denotes that the averaging is only done over ψ_a fields for fixed ψ. This yields the microscopic reversibility relation in eq. (17). Furthermore, by integrating eq. (A44) over all paths

∫_{ψf}

ψ_i Dψ, we recover the active

detailed balance relation in eq. (20).

Instead of integrating over all paths, let us only integrate eq. (A44) over the paths and final states that require a fixed amount of work, W_ψ = W_0, averaged over all the initial states drawn from the free energy distribution

w(ψ, t) = exp ( β_0F (t) − β_0Ω(ψ, t) ) , F (t) = −1 β_0 log ∫ dψ exp ( − β_0Ω(ψ, t) ) . (A45)

This recovers Crook’s fluctuation theorem for non-equilibrium processes [57]

P_Θ[−W_0]

P[W_0]

= exp (β_0ΔF − β_0W_0) , (A46)

where ΔF = F (t_f) − F (t_i) and P[W_0] is the total probability of the forward trajectories that require work W_0, given by P(W_0) = ∫ dψ_idψ_f w(ψ_i, t_i) δ(W_ψ − W_0) P(ψ|ψ_i, t_i) . (A47)

Lastly, we can integrate eq. (A46) over all W_0 to obtain the Jarzynski equality [106, 107], relating the average work done during a process to the differential of total free energy ⟨ exp (−β_0W ) ⟩ = exp(−β_0ΔF ) , (A48)

where the averaging is understood over all processes and all final states drawn from the w(ψ_i, t_i) distribution. This equality can also be obtained directly from the active detailed balance condition in eq. (20) by integrating over the initial states from the w(ψ_i, t_i) distribution.

Appendix B: Details of Schwinger-Keldysh effective actions

In this appendix, we use the SK formalism from appendix A to construct effective action descriptions for various active systems that appear in the bulk of this paper. As in the main text, we assume the coupling between the fluid and fuel sectors to be minimal for simplicity, physically meaning that the fluid only uses the heat provided by the burning of fuel but does not back-react on the burning process itself. For concreteness, we will also choose Θ = T to set up the KMS symmetry and only work in the classical limit. For parity-preserving systems, this is equivalent to the choice Θ = PT as well.

We will organise the effective field theory in a double perturbative expansion in small derivatives, controlled by ∂_μ, as well as small activity, controlled by ℓ. For concreteness, we take ℓ ∼ O(∂) and we take the derivative ordering of various background and dynamical fields as follows n_μ, h_{μν} , A_μ ∼ O(∂^0) , n_{aμ}, h_{aμν} , A_{aμ} ∼ O(∂^1) , Φ^{F,E} ∼ O(∂^{−1}) , Φ^{F,E}_a ∼ O(∂^0) , u^μ, T, μ ∼ O(∂^0) , X^μ_a , φ_a ∼ O(∂^0) . (B1)

In the presence of spontaneous symmetry breaking, we will also need to choose a derivative ordering for the associated order parameters and Goldstone fields, which we will address when we get there. We will ignore O(∂^3) and higherorder terms in the SK effective action. In terms of the constitutive relations, this means that we will ignore O(∂^2) and higher contributions to the conserved currents and rate operators.

B.1. Active diffusion

Let us start with a simple toy model of active diffusion without conserved momentum, where the only relevant ingredients are the energy and charge conservation. We take the momentum sector to be trivial by setting u^i = 0, X^i_a = 0, h_{μν} = ((0, 0), (0, δ_{ij} )), and h_{aμν} = 0. This further implies v^μ = (1/n_t, 0) and h^{μν} = ((n_kn^k/n^2_t , −n^j /n_t), (−n^i/n_t, δ^{ij} )). The relevant conservation equations are ∂_μ(n_tϵ^μ) = F^n_{tμ}ϵ^μ − F_{tμ}j^μ − ℓr_E∂_tΦ^E − ℓr_F∂_tΦ^F , ∂_μ(n_tj^μ) = 0 , (B2) which generalise eq. (22) in the presence of n_μ. Note that √ γ = n_t and ∫ x = ∫ dt d^dx n_t when h_{μν} is flat.

Truncating the effective theory to at most quadratic order in a-type fields, and assuming minimal coupling to the fuel sector, we can write down a simple effective Lagrangian for active diffusion L = −ϵ u^μN_{aμ} + n u^μB_{aμ} + ik_BT −N_{aμ} B_{aμ} β_E Π^E_a

⊺ T κh^{μν} σ_×h^{μν} 0 σ_×h^{νμ} σh^{μν} 0 0 0 γ_E /β^2_E −N̂_{aμ} B̂_{aμ} β_EΠ̂^E_a

+ ikBT γF Π^F_aΠ̂^F_a , (B3)

where β_E = 1/(k_BT_E). We have introduced the energy density ϵ, charge density n, thermal conductivity κ, charge conductivity σ, thermo-electric conductivity σ_×, and active coefficients γ_{E,F} . All coefficients appearing here are functions of T and μ.

The action (B3) is manifestly invariant under the spacetime global symmetries and worldvolume gauge symmetries. It also trivially obeys the first two SK conditions in eq. (12), while the third one requires T κ ≥ σ^2_×/σ , σ ≥ 0 , γ_{E,F} ≥ 0 , (B4) which is sufficient to set Im S ≥ 0 order-by-order in derivatives, i.e.

β Im L = ( T κ − σ^2_× σ ) ( N_{aμ} + O(∂^3)

)_2 + σ ( B_{aμ} − σ_× 2σ N_{aμ} + O(∂^3)

)_2

+ γ_E (Π^E_a)^2 + γ_F (Π^F_a)^2 ≥ 0 , (B5)

where . . . denote higher-derivative corrections. The squares of vector objects above are understood appropriately contracted with h^{μν} . The terms in the first line in eq. (B3) are KMS-invariant provided that the charge density n and energy density ϵ satisfy the thermodynamic relation (43); we may check that the KMS variation of these terms is given as −ϵ u^μ i£_βN_{rμ} + n u^μ i£_βB_{rμ} = i ( − ϵ u^μ∂_μβ + n u^μ∂_μ(βμ) ) = i n_t ∂_t(βp) , (B6)

which drops out from the effective action as a boundary term.

The classical constitutive relations may be obtained by varying the effective action with respect to the associated a-type background fields and setting all the a-type fields to zero. We find ϵ^μ = ϵ u^μ − T κ V^μ_ϵ − σ_×V^μ_n, j^μ = n u^μ − σ V^μ_n − σ_×V^μ_ϵ , r_E = γ_Eℓk_BΔT , r_F = γ_FℓΔE , (B7) where we have introduced the notation

V_{nμ} = T ∂_μ μ T − F_{μν} u^ν , V_{ϵμ} = 1 T ∂_μT + F^n_{μν} u^ν . (B8)

Turning off F^n_{μν} and σ_×, we recover the “fluid part” of the constitutive relations presented in eq. (44). The “superfluid part” will be discussed in the next sub-appendix.

B.2. Active superfluids

SK effective action: To model an active superfluid, we need to introduce the associated order parameter for each SK spacetime, i.e. a pair of complex scalar fields �_{1,2}(σ). We take these to transform under the worldvolume U(1) symmetry, i.e. �_{1,2} → e^{−iλ}�_{1,2}. In the physical spacetime formulation, the associated average-difference basis can be used to define

Ψ_{r,a} = e^{iφr} �_{r,a} + O(ℏ) , (B9)

which we met in section 3. These derived fields are invariant under the worldvolume U(1) symmetry but instead transform under the diagonal part of the spacetime U(1) symmetry. The action of KMS is defined as

�_1(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θ�^∗_1(σ), �_2(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θ�^∗_2(σ + iℏ Θ�) , �^∗_1(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θ�_1(σ), �^∗_2(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θ�_2(σ + iℏ Θ�) , (B10)

with the time-reversal eigenvalues +1. In the classical limit, this leads to

Ψ_r^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΨ^†_r + O(ℏ) , Ψ_a → −ΘΨ̂^†_a ≡ Θ (Ψ^∗_a + iβ^μD_μΨ^∗_r − βμΨ^∗_r ) + O(ℏ) , Ψ^†_r^{KMS}−−−→ ΘΨ_r + O(ℏ) , Ψ^†_a → −ΘΨ̂_a ≡ −Θ (Ψ_a + iβ^μD_μΨ_r + βμΨ_r) + O(ℏ) , (B11)

where the dagger operation has been defined in eq. (13) and is comprised of a complex conjugation together with a sign-flip of the a-type fields. We shall identify Ψ_r with Ψ.

The derivative counting for the order parameter is a bit subtle. To begin with, we take Ψ ∼ O(∂^0), Ψ_a ∼ O(∂^1). However, the U(1) phase of Ψ is a massless Goldstone mode whose spacetime derivatives need not be small, so we take Im(Ψ^∗D_μΨ) ∼ O(∂^0) but keep Re(Ψ^∗D_μΨ) ∼ O(∂^1). Lastly, since Im(Ψ^∗u^μD_μΨ) = μ|Ψ|^2 + . . . due the Josephson equation (38), we will take the difference (u^μD_μ − iμ)Ψ ∼ O(∂^1), which also ensures that Ψ̂_a ∼ O(∂^1) in eq. (B11).

Using the new ingredients outlined above, the SK effective Lagrangian for an active superfluid can be constructed by generalising eq. (B3) as L = − ( ϵ u^μ − f_ΨΞ^μ_ϵ ) N_{aμ} + ( n u^μ − f_ΨΞ^μ ) B_{aμ} − 2f_Ψ Re[D^μΨ^∗D_μΨ_a] − 2 ∂V ∂|Ψ|^2 Re[Ψ^∗Ψ_a]

+ ik_BT V^⊺_a

T κ^{μν} σ^{μν}_× −λ_{ϵE}f_ΨΞ^μ_ϵ −σ_Ψλ_{ϵϕ}D^μΨ^∗ −σ_Ψλ_{ϵϕ}D^μΨ σ^{νμ}_× σ^{μν} −λ_{nE} f_ΨΞ^μ −σ_Ψλ_{nϕ}D^μΨ^∗ −σ_Ψλ_{nϕ}D^μΨ λ_{ϵE} f_ΨΞ^μ_ϵ λ_{nE} f_ΨΞ^μ γ_E/β^2_E a_EΨ^∗ a_EΨ σ_Ψλ_{ϵϕ}D^ν Ψ^∗ σ_Ψλ_{nϕ}D^ν Ψ^∗ −a_EΨ^∗ 0 σ_Ψ σ_Ψλ_{ϵϕ}D^ν Ψ σ_Ψλ_{nϕ}D^ν Ψ −a_EΨ σ_Ψ 0

V̂_a

+ ik_BT γ_FΠ^F_aΠ̂^F_a , (B12)

where for compactness we have identified Ξ^μ = 2 Im[Ψ^∗D^μΨ], Ξ^μ_ϵ = 2 Re[u^λD_λΨ^∗D^μΨ]. The vector V_a given by

V_a = −N_{aμ} B_{aμ} β_EΠ^E_a Ψ_a − iγ_{ϵϕ}D^μΨN_{aμ} + iγ_{nϕ}D^μΨB_{aμ} + iβ_Eμλ_{ϕE} ΨΠ^E_a −Ψ^†_a + iγ_{ϵϕ}D^μΨ^∗N_{aμ} − iγ_{nϕ}D^μΨ^∗B_{aμ} − iβ_Eμλ_{ϕE} Ψ^∗Π^E_a

, (B13)

and the hatted version V̂_a is given as usual by converting all the a-type fields with their hatted versions. The Lagrangian has been designed to identically satisfy the first two conditions in eq. (12), as well as the KMS-symmetry. In particular, using the thermodynamic relation in eq. (33), whereby D^iΨ^∗D_iΨ is replaced with the covariant version h^{μν} D_μΨ^∗D_ν Ψ, we can verify that the KMS variation of the terms in the first two lines add up to a total derivative − ( ϵ u^μ − f_ΨΞ^μ_ϵ ) i£_βN_{rμ} + ( n u^μ − f_ΨΞ^μ ) i£_βB_{rμ} − 2if_Ψ Re[D^μΨ^∗D_μ (β^μD_μΨ − iβμΨ)] − 2i ∂V ∂|Ψ|^2 Re[Ψ^∗ (β^μD_μΨ − iβμΨ)] = −i ( T ϵ£_β 1 T − T n£_β μ T + f_Ψ£_β (D^μΨ^∗D_μΨ) + ∂V ∂|Ψ|^2 £_β|Ψ|^2 )

= − i n_t ∂_t(βF) . (B14)

Note that some entries in the coefficient matrix in eq. (B12) are antisymmetric because of the time-reversal transformation contained within the KMS transformation. We have chosen to represent the possible symmetric cross-couplings between the Goldstone and other sectors in the definition of V_a instead, which will turn out to be convenient later. The thermal/charge conductivity matrices are allowed to admit anisotropic pieces for a superfluid, e.g.

σ^{μν} = σ h^{μν} + σ_{anis}D^{(μ}Ψ^∗D^{ν)}Ψ , (B15)

and similarly for κ^{μν} and σ^{μν}_× . The non-negativity of the imaginary part of L imposes ( T κ^{μν} σ^{μν}_× σ^{νμ}_× σ^{μν} ) ≥ 0 , σ_Ψ ≥ 0 , γ_{E,F} ≥ 0 , (B16)

which upgrades the inequality constraints in eq. (B4). The non-negativity of a symmetric matrix means that all its eigenvalues are non-negative.

Equations of motion and constitutive relations: The equation of motion for the order parameter arising from this model takes the form

u^μD_μΨ = 1 σ_Ψ ( H_Ψ − ℵa_EΨ ) + iλ_ϕμΨ − (λ_{ϵϕ} + iγ_{ϵϕ}) V^μ_ϵ D_μΨ − (λ_{nϕ} + iγ_{nϕ}) V^μ_nD_μΨ

= iλ_ϕμΨ − i (γ_{nϕ}V^μ_n + γ_{ϵϕ}V^μ_ϵ ) D_μΨ + 1 σ_Ψ

S_Ψ , (B17)

where ℵ = (T − T_E)/T_E and we have introduced the notation

H_Ψ = D^′_μ(f_ΨD^μΨ) − ∂V ∂|Ψ|^2 Ψ , λ_ϕ = 1 + ℵλ_{ϕE} ,

S_Ψ = H_Ψ − ℵa_EΨ − σ_ΨD^μΨ (λ_{ϵϕ}V_{ϵμ} + λ_{nϕ}V_{nμ}) . (B18)

More discussion can be found in section 3.3. The constitutive relations are given by

ϵ^μ = ϵ u^μ − λ_ϵf_ΨΞ^μ_ϵ − T κ^{μν} V_{ϵν} − σ^{μν}_× V_{nν} + λ_{ϵϕ} Re[S_ΨD^μΨ^∗] − γ_{ϵϕ} Im[H_ΨD^μΨ^∗] , j^μ = n u^μ − λ_nf_ΨΞ^μ − σ^{μν} V_{nν} − σ^{μν}_× V_{ϵν} + λ_{nϕ} Re[S_ΨD^μΨ^∗] − γ_{nϕ} Im[H_ΨD^μΨ^∗] ,

r_E = ℓγ_Ek_BΔT − β_Eλ_{ϵE} f_ΨΞ^μ_ϵ V_{ϵμ} − β_Eλ_{nE} f_ΨΞ^μV_{nμ} − β_E a_E σ_Ψ

Re[S_ΨΨ^∗] − β_Eμλ_{ϕE} Im[H_ΨΨ^∗] ,

r_F = ℓγ_FΔE . (B19)

where we have identified

λ_ϵ = 1 + ℵλ_{ϵE} , λ_n = 1 + ℵλ_{nE} . (B20)

Integrating out the order parameter: It is instructive to integrate out the magnitude of the order parameter and express the theory exclusively in terms of the Goldstone ϕ identified via Ψ = |Ψ|e^{iϕ}. The equation of motion for the magnitude is given as u^μ∂_μ|Ψ| = − 1 σ_Ψ ( ∂V ∂|Ψ|^2 + f_Ψξ^μξ_μ + ℵa_E ) |Ψ| + γ_{nϕ}ξ^μV_{nμ}|Ψ| + γ_{ϵϕ}ξ^μV_{ϵμ}|Ψ| + O(∂^2) , (B21) where ξ_μ = ∂_μϕ + A_μ. Assuming that |Ψ| = Ψ_0 is the zero of ∂V/∂|Ψ|^2 + f_Ψξ^μξ_μ + ℵa_E, we can solve this equation at leading order in derivatives to find ∂V ∂|Ψ|^2 + f_Ψξ^μξ_μ = σ_Ψg_ϵξ^μV_{ϵμ} + σ_Ψg_nξ^μV_{nμ} + 1 2Ψ^2_0 g_ξ∇^′_μ(Ψ^2_0f_Ψξ^μ) − ℵa_E + O(∂^2)

=⇒ |Ψ| = Ψ_0 + 1 2Ψ_0 σ_Ψg_ϵξ^μV_{ϵμ} + σ_Ψg_nξ^μV_{nμ} +^1_{2Ψ20} g_ξ∇^′_μ(Ψ^2_0f_Ψξ^μ) − ℵa_E V^{′′}(Ψ^2_0) + f^′_Ψ(Ψ^2_0)ξ^μξ_μ

+ O(∂^2) (B22)

where we have used the definitions in eq. (39) and treated Ψ_0 as a function of s, n, and ξ^2 = ξ^μξ_μ (as opposed to T , μ, and ξ^2) to define

g_ϵ = γ_{ϵϕ} − 2μ

∂ ln Ψ_0 ∂ξ^2 , g_n = γ_{nϕ} − 2

∂ ln Ψ_0 ∂ξ^2 , g_ξ = −2Ψ^2_0σ_Ψ

∂ ln Ψ_0 ∂n . (B23)

After |Ψ| has been integrated out, these parameters renormalise various thermodynamic variables and transport coefficients in the low-energy description as T | |_{ren} = T + ∂Ψ^{20} ∂s ( σ_Ψg_ϵξ^μV_{ϵμ} + σ_Ψg_nξ^μV_{nμ} + 1 2Ψ^2_0 g_ξ∇^′_μ(Ψ^2_0f_Ψξ^μ) − ℵa_E ) , μ | |_{ren} = μ + ∂Ψ^{20} ∂n ( σ_Ψg_ϵξ^μV_{ϵμ} + σ_Ψg_nξ^μV_{nμ} + 1 2Ψ^2_0 g_ξ∇^′_μ(Ψ^2_0f_Ψξ^μ) − ℵa_E ) , f_s | |_{ren} = Ψ^2_0f_Ψ + 2 ∂Ψ^{20} ∂ξ^2 ( σ_Ψg_ϵξ^μV_{ϵμ} + σ_Ψg_nξ^μV_{nμ} + 1 2Ψ^2_0 g_ξ∇^′_μ(Ψ^2_0f_Ψξ^μ) − ℵa_E ) , κ^{μν} | |_{ren} = κ^{μν} + 2 T Ψ^2_0σ_Ψ

(g_ϵ + λ_{ϵϕ}g_ξ)^2

1 + g^2_ξ ξ^μξ^ν , σ^{μν} | |_{ren} = σ^{μν} + 2Ψ^2_0σ_Ψ (g^n + λ^{nϕ}g^ξ)^2 1 + g^2_ξ ξ^μξ^ν , σ^{μν}_× | |_{ren} = σ^{μν}_× + 2Ψ^2_0σ_Ψ (g^ϵ + λ^{ϵϕ}g^ξ)(g^n + λ^{nϕ}g^ξ) 1 + g^2_ξ ξ^μξ^ν , σ_ϕ | |_{ren} = 2Ψ^{20}σ^Ψ

1 + g^2_ξ , λ_{ϵϕ} | |_{ren} = λ_{ϵϕ} − g_ϵg_ξ , λ_{nϕ} | |_{ren} = λ_{nϕ} − g_ng_ξ , λ_{ϕE} | |_{ren} = λ_{ϕE} − a^Eg^ξ μσ_Ψ , λ_{ϵE} | |_{ren} = λ_{ϵE} − a^E g^ϵ μf_Ψ , λ_{nE} | |_{ren} = λ_{nE} − a^Eg^n f_Ψ

. (B24)

Eliminating |Ψ| using eq. (B22) and performing the renormalisations in eq. (B24), we can obtain the Josephson equation for the Goldstone phase

u^μξ_μ = λ_ϕμ + 1 σ_ϕ ∇^′_μ(f_sξ^μ) − λ_{ϵϕ}ξ^μV_{ϵμ} − λ_{nϕ}ξ^μV_{nμ} + O(∂^2) ≡ λ_ϕμ + 1 σ_ϕ S_ϕ . (B25)

We have dropped the renormalisation labels “ren” for clarity. Similarly, we find the constitutive relations

ϵ^μ = ϵ u^μ − λ_ϵf_su^ν ξ_ν ξ^μ − T κ^{μν} V_{ϵν} − σ^{μν}_× V_{nν} + λ_{ϵϕ}ξ^μS_ϕ + O(∂^2) , j^μ = n u^μ − λ_nf_sξ^μ − σ^{μν} V_{nν} − σ^{μν}_× V_{ϵν} + λ_{nϕ}ξ^μS_ϕ + O(∂^2) , r_E = ℓγ_Ek_BΔT − β_Eλ_{ϵE} f_su^ν ξ_ν ξ^μV_{ϵμ} − β_E λ_{nE} f_sξ^μV_{nμ} − β_E μλ_{ϕE} ∂_μ(f_sξ^μ) + O(∂^2) , r_F = ℓγ_FΔE . (B26)

Goldstone effective action: If we are interested in the low-energy description of the superfluid phase sufficiently far away from the critical point, instead of introducing the pair of order parameters �_{1,2}(σ), we may directly introduce the phase fields �_{1,2}(σ) on the SK worldvolume, transforming under the worldvolume U(1) symmetry as �_{1,2} → �_{1,2} − λ. These can be used to define the physical spacetime fields

ϕ_r = φ_r + �_r + O(ℏ) , ϕ_a = �_a + O(ℏ) , (B27) where ϕ_r shifts under the diagonal U(1) spacetime symmetry while ϕ_a is entirely invariant. The KMS transformation is defined simply as

�_1(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θ�_1(σ), �_2(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θ�_2(σ + iℏ Θ�) , (B28)

with time-reversal eigenvalues −1. In the classical limit, this gives

ϕ_r^{KMS}−−−→ Θϕ_r + O(ℏ) , ϕ_a^{KMS}−−−→ Θϕ̂_a ≡ Θ (ϕ_a + iβ^μξ_μ − iβμ) + O(ℏ) . (B29)

We can write down the low-energy effective action as L = − ( ϵ u^μ − f_su^ν ξ_ν ξ^μ ) N_{aμ} + ( n u^μ − f_sξ^μ ) B_{aμ} − f_sξ^μ∂_μϕ_a

+ ik_BT −N_{aμ} B_{aμ} β_E Π^E_a ϕ_a + β_Eμ_E Π^E_a

⊺ T κ^{μν} σ^{μν}_× −λ_{ϵE}f_su^λξ_λξ^μ −σ_ϕλ_{ϵϕ}ξ^μ σ^{νμ}_× σ^{μν} −λ_{nE}f_sξ^μ −σ_ϕλ_{nϕ}ξ^μ λ_{ϵE}f_su^λξ_λξ^ν λ_{nE} f_sξ^ν γ_E/β^2_E 0 σ_ϕλ_{ϵϕ}ξ^ν σ_ϕλ_{nϕ}ξ^ν 0 σ_ϕ

−N̂_{aμ} B̂_{aμ} β_EΠ̂^E_a ϕ̂_a + β_Eμ_EΠ̂E_a

+ ik_BT γ_F Π^F_aΠ̂^F_a , (B30)

which is much simpler than the one in eq. (B12) and gives rise to eq. (42) in the main text.

B.3. Active hydrodynamics

We now construct the SK effective action for active Galilean hydrodynamics including momentum conservation; the relevant discussion for passive Galilean hydrodynamics can be found in [83]. Truncating the effective theory to at most quadratic order in a-type fields, we can write down a simple effective action for active Galilean hydrodynamics S = ∫ x −ε u^μN_{aμ} + 1 2 (ρ u^μu^ν + p h^{μν} )H_{aμν}

+ ik_BT −N_{aμ} 1 2 H_{aμν} β_E Π^E_a

⊺ T κh^{μρ} 0 0 0 2η h^{μ⟨ρ}h^{σ⟩ν} + ζh^{μν} h^{ρσ} p_Eh^{μν} 0 −p_Eh^{ρσ} γ_E /β^2_E −N_{aρ} 1 2 Ĥ_{aρσ} β_EΠ̂^E_a

+ ikBT γFΠ^F_aΠ̂^F_a . (B31)

Note that we have used the Milne-invariant quantities H_{aμν} from eq. (A27). Angular brackets denote a symmetrictraceless contribution. The effect of activity is slightly more pronounced in this case compared to the simple diffusion model, because of the p_E term that will act as an active correction to pressure.

As with the diffusion model, the action (B31) is consistent with the SK conditions in eq. (12), provided that we impose the inequality constraints on the leading-order diagonal dissipative coefficients

κ ≥ 0 , η ≥ 0 , ζ ≥ 0 , σ_F ≥ 0 , σ_E ≥ 0 . (B32)

The thermodynamic terms in the first line in eq. (B31) are KMS-invariant up to a total derivative term, i.e.

−ε u^μi£_β N_{rμ} + (ρ u^μu^ν + p h^{μν} ) ( 1 2 i£_βH_{rμν} + N_{rμ}i£_βB_{rν} − i£_βN_{rμ} ( ⃗u_ν − 1 2 N_{rν} ⃗u^2 ))

= i ( −T (ε + p)£_β 1 T + T ρ£_β ϖ T + p √ γ £_β √ γ )

= i∇^′_μ ( p β^μ ) , (B33)

where we have used (the non-nematic versions of) the thermodynamic relations in eq. (64) with F = −p. The terms in the second line in eq. (B31) are manifestly KMS-invariant.

We can vary the effective action (B31) with respect to the a-type background fields to read off the associated constitutive relations

ϵ^μ = ( ε + 1 2 ρ⃗u^2 ) u^μ + (p + p_Eℵ)⃗u^μ − T κ V^μ_ϵ − η σ^{μν} ⃗u_ν − ζ ⃗u^μ∇^′_λu^λ , τ^{μν} = ρ ⃗u^μ⃗u^ν + (p + p_E ℵ)h^{μν} − η σ^{μν} − ζ h^{μν} ∇^′_λu^λ , j^μ = ρ u^μ , π^μ = ρ⃗u^μ , r_E = ℓγ_Ek_BΔT + β_Ep_E ∇^′_λu^λ , r_F = ℓγ_FΔE , (B34)

where we have used V_{ϵμ} from eq. (B8) and further identified the fluid shear and vorticity tensors

σ^{μν} = 2h^{σ(μ}∇^g_σ u^{ν)} − 2 d h^{μν} ∇^{′g}_λ u^λ = 2h^{σ(μ}∇_σ u^{ν)} + 2⃗u^{(μ}h^{ν)ρ}F^n_{ρσ} u^σ − 2 d h^{μν} ∇^′_λu^λ , ω^{μν} = 2h^{σ[μ}∇^g_σ u^{ν]} = 2h^{ρ[μ}h^{ν]σ}∂_ρ⃗u_σ + F^{μν} − 1 2 F^{μν}_n ⃗u^2 . (B35)

Note that the shear tensor is Galilean-invariant, as has been manifested using the Galilean-covariant derivative defined using the connection in eq. (A8).

B.4. Active nematics

To model an active nematic liquid crystal in the SK framework, we need to introduce the doubled order parameters Q_{1,2αβ} , defined to be purely spatial, i.e. �^αQ_{1,2αβ} = 0. These fields are taken to be invariant under all the global spacetime symmetries, invariant under worldvolume gauge transformations, and covariant under worldvolume diffeomorphisms. The action of KMS symmetry on these fields is defined as

Q_{1αβ} (σ)^{KMS}−−−→ ΘQ_{1αβ} (σ), Q_{2αβ} (σ)^{KMS}−−−→ ΘQ_{2αβ} (σ + iℏ Θ�) , (B36)

with time-reversal eigenvalue +1. In the physical spacetime formulation, the associated average-difference basis can be used to define the spacetime order parameter and the associated noise field via Q_{r,aμν} = ∂_μσ^α∂_ν σ^β Q_{rαβ} , such that β^μQ_{r,aμν} = 0. We can obtain the KMS transformation of these fields in the classical limit as Q_{rμν}^{KMS}−−−→ ΘQ_{rμν} + O(ℏ) , Q_{aμν}^{KMS}−−−→ ΘQ̂_{aμν} ≡ Θ (Q_{aμν} + i£_βQ_{rμν} ) + O(ℏ) . (B37) We shall identify Q_{rμν} with Q_{μν} for the rest of this discussion. It is also useful to define a shifted noise field Q_{aμν} = Q_{aμν} − Q^ρ_{(μ}H_{aν)ρ} + n_{(μ}Q_{ν)}^ρu^σH_{aσρ} , β^μQ_{aμν} = 0 , (B38) using H_{aσρ} was defined in eq. (56). This has been used in section 4.

The nematic order parameter is generally taken to be traceless. However, it is a bit subtle to implement this as a constraint in the SK formalism because the traces h^{αβ}_{1,2}Q_{1,2αβ} involve the dynamical spacetime fields X^μ through the pullback maps and yield highly non-trivial dynamical constraints to be implemented in the path integral. On the other hand, since �^α is a fixed timelike vector, the constraints �^αQ_{1,2αβ} = 0 are linear and can easily be implemented. As it turns out, we can actually use tr(Q_a) = h^{μν} Q_{aμν} as a Lagrange multiplier to set tr(Q) = h^{μν} Q_{μν} to zero onshell. To this end, consider the contribution to the action

L_{tr} = tr(Q) tr(Q_a) + 1 2 tr(Q)^2 ( 1 2 h^{μν} H_{aμν} + u^μN_{aμ} ) . (B39)

The second term is required so that eq. (B39) is KMS-invariant up to a total-derivative boundary term^i_2 ∇^′_μ(β^μ tr(Q)^2)). The equations of motion for tr(Q) and tr(Q_a) mutually set each other to zero onshell, as desired, and any contribution from eq. (B39) identically drops out. For the remainder of this appendix, we will consider these constraint to have been implemented and consider both Q_{μν} and Q_{aμν} to be traceless.

Nematic thermodynamics: Let us take a quick detour to study nematic thermodynamics in the presence of background sources, which forms the backbone for the thermodynamic contributions to the SK effective Lagrangian we saw in eq. (61). For simplicity, let us assume that the free energy density F only depends on Q_{μν} , its first Galileancovariant derivative ∇^g_λQ_{μν} and the thermodynamic parameters T and ϖ, mutually contracted using h^{μν} , and does not depend on any higher-derivatives. Specialising to flat space, an example of such a free energy is given in eq. (65). Generally, we may express the variations of F as δF = −s δT − ρ δϖ + ∂F ∂Q_{μν} δQ_{μν} + ∂F ∂∇^g_λQ_{μν} δ∇^g_λQ_{μν} + ∂F ∂h^{μν} δh^{μν} = −s δT − ρ δϖ + δF δQ_{μν} δQ_{μν} − 2 ∂F ∂∇^g_λQ_{μν} δΓ^{gρ}_{λμ}Q_{ρν} + ∂F ∂h^{μν} δh^{μν} , (B40)

where we have utilised the Galilean connection introduced in eq. (A8). This is a generalisation of the thermodynamic relation in eq. (64). Since F is a scalar, the variations are not all independent and satisfy ∂F ∂h^{μν} = ( h^ρ_{(μ}h_{ν)σ} + 2n_{(μ}h_{ν)σ} v^ρ ) ( ∂F ∂Q_{τ σ} Q_{τ ρ} + ∂F ∂∇^g_λQ_{τ σ} ∇^g_λQ_{τ ρ} + 1 2 ∂F ∂∇^g_σ Q_{τ λ} ∇^g_ρQ_{τ λ} ) , and 2 ∂F ∂Q_{σ[ν} Q_σ^{μ]} + 2 ∂F ∂∇^g_λQ_{σ[ν} ∇^g_λQ_σ^{μ]} + ∇^{[μ}_g Q_{σλ} ∂F ∂∇^g_{ν]}Q_{σλ} = 0 . (B41)

One may check that these identities are satisfied for the variations arising from the free energy specified in eq. (65). Acting on eq. (B40) with £_β , we can deduce − 1 √ γ £_β (√ γ F ) = −ε u^μ£_β n_μ + (ρ u^μu^ν − F h^{μν} ) ( 1 2 £_βh_{μν} − £_β n_{(μ}⃗u_{ν)} )

+ ∂F ∂∇^g_μQ_{τ λ} ( u^ρ∇^g_ρQ_{τ λ}£_βn_μ + ∇^ν_g Q_{τ λ} ( 1 2 £_β h_{μν} − £_β n_{(μ}⃗u_{ν)} ))

+ 2 ∂F ∂∇^g_μQ_{σ[ρ} Q_σ^{ν]} ( ∇^{′g}_ρ ( £_β h_{μν} − 2£_βn_{(μ}⃗u_{ν)} ) + h_{λν} ∇^g_ρu^λ£_β n_μ + 2h_{λ(ρ}∇^g_{μ)}u^λ£_β n_ν )

− ( ∂F ∂Q_{μν} + ∂F ∂∇^g_λQ_{μν} ∇^g_λ ) ( £_β Q_{μν} − ( £_β h_{μρ} − 2£_βn_{(μ}⃗u_{ρ)} ) Q^ρ_ν ) . (B42)

In deriving this, we have used the variations of the Galilean-invariant connection

δΓ^{gλ}_{μν} = u^λ∇^g_μδn_ν + 1 2 h^{λρ} ( 2∇^g_{(μ} ( δh_{ν)ρ} − ⃗u_{ν)}δn_ρ − δn_{ν)}⃗u_ρ ) − ∇^g_ρ ( δh_{μν} − 2⃗u_{(μ}δn_{ν)} )) + δn_{(μ} ( ∇^g_{ν)}u^λ − h^{λρ}h_{ν)σ}∇^g_ρu^σ ) + h_{ρ(μ}∇^g_{ν)}u^ρh^{λσ} δn_σ + (. . .)^λ_μ n_ν + (. . .)^λ_ν n_μ , (B43)

evaluated at fixed β^μ and up to some temporal terms that do not affect our results.

Effective action: The SK effective Lagrangian for an active nematic liquid crystal can be written as L = −ε u^μN_{aμ} + 1 2 (ρ u^μu^ν − F h^{μν} ) H_{aμν} − ( ∂F ∂Q_{μν} + ∂F ∂∇^g_λQ_{μν} ∇^g_λ ) Q_{aμν} + ∂F ∂∇^g_μQ_{τ λ} ( u^ρ∇^g_ρQ_{τ λ}N_{aμ} + 1 2 ∇^ν_g Q_{τ λ}H_{aμν} ) + 2 ∂F ∂∇^g_μQ_{σ[ρ} Q_σ^{ν]} ( ∇^g_ρH_{aμν} + h_{λν} ∇^g_ρu^λN_{aμ} + 2h_{λ(ρ}∇^g_{μ)}u^λN_{aν} )

+ ik_BT −N_{aμ} 1 2 H_{aμν} Q_{aμν} −^1_2 γ_{μν}^{τ λ}H_{aτ λ} β_E Π^E_a

⊺ T κ^{μρ} 0 0 0 0 η^{μνρσ} 0 p_Eh^{μν} + λ_E Q^{μν} 0 0 σ^{μνρσ}_Q −a_EQ^{μν} 0 −p_Eh^{ρσ} − λ_E Q^{ρσ} a_EQ^{ρσ} γ_E /β_E

−N_{aρ} 1 2 Ĥ_{aρσ} Q̂_{aρσ} −^1_2 γ_{ρσ} τ λĤ_{aτ λ} β_EΠ̂^E_a + ik_BT γ_FΠ^F_aΠ̂^F_a . (B44)

The first two lines are KMS-invariant up to a boundary term −∇^′_μ(Fβ^μ + (. . .)^μ) due to eq. (B42). The remaining terms are manifestly KMS-invariant. Here we have introduced the thermal conductivity matrix κ^{μν} , viscosity tensor η^{μνρσ} , nematic conductivity tensor σ^{μνρσ}_Q , and the nematic shear coupling tensor γ^{μνρσ} . Note that these may have anisotropic components due to the nematic order. Assuming the nematic to be uniaxial,^5 they take the general form κ^{μν} = κ h^{μν} + κ_1Q^{μν} , η^{μνρσ} = 2η h^{ρ⟨μ}h^{ν⟩σ} + 2η_1 ( h^{ρ(μ}Q^{ν)σ} + Q^{ρ(μ}h^{ν)σ} − 2 d (Q^{μν} h^{ρσ} + h^{μν} Q^{ρσ}) ) + η_2Q^{μν} Q^{ρσ} + ζ h^{μν} h^{ρσ} + ζ_1 (Q^{μν} h^{ρσ} + h^{μν} Q^{ρσ}) , σ^{μνρσ}_Q = σ_Q h^{ρ⟨μ}h^{ν⟩σ} + σ_{Q,1} ( h^{ρ(μ}Q^{ν)σ} + Q^{ρ(μ}h^{ν)σ} − 2 d (Q^{μν} h^{ρσ} + h^{μν} Q^{ρσ}) ) + σ_{Q,2}Q^{μν} Q^{ρσ} , γ^{μνρσ} = γ_1h^{ρ⟨μ}h^{ν⟩σ} + γ_2 ( h^{ρ(μ}Q^{ν)σ} + Q^{ρ(μ}h^{ν)σ} − 2 d (Q^{μν} h^{ρσ} + h^{μν} Q^{ρσ}) ) + γ_3Q^{μν} Q^{ρσ} + γ_4Q^{μν} h^{ρσ} . (B45)

The coefficients κ_1, η_1, η_2, ζ_1, σ_{Q,1}, and σ_{Q,2} may be understood as anisotropic viscosities and conductivities in the nematic phase. Whereas, γ_1, γ_2, γ_3 are the nematic tumbling parameters that characterise the coupling of Q_{μν} to the fluid shear tensor σ^{μν} , while γ_4 to the fluid expansion ∇^′_μu^μ. A kinetic theory computation for 3d incompressible nematics predicts 3γ_1/2 = γ_2 = −γ_3/2 ≡ ξ [8, 84, 92]. In the active sector, we have introduced new coefficients λ_E , a_E, and γ_E that will play similar roles to their namesakes from the superfluid model.

Constitutive relations: The equation of motion for the nematic order-parameter reads u^λ∇^g_λQ^{μν} = Γ^{μνρσ}_Q ( H_{ρσ} − ℵa_EQ_{ρσ} ) + S^{μνρσ} h_{σλ}∇^g_ρu^λ , (B46)

where we have defined

H^{μν} = − δF δQ_{μν} + 1 d h^{μν} ( h_{ρσ} − 2n_μ⃗u_ν + n_μn_ν ⃗u^2 ) δF δQ_{μν} , Γ^{μνρσ}_Q σ^Q_{λτ ρσ} = h^{⟨μ}_λ h^{ν⟩}_τ , S^{μνρσ} = γ^{μνρσ} + Q^{ρ(μ}h^{ν)σ} − Q^{σ(μ}h^{ν)ρ} . (B47) Similarly, we can obtain the constitutive relations for an active nematic liquid crystal

ϵ^μ = ( ε + 1 2 ρ⃗u^2 ) u^μ − (F − ℵ p_E) ⃗u^μ + ℵλ_EQ^{μν} ⃗u_ν − T κ V^μ_ϵ − η^{μνρσ} ⃗u_ν h_{σλ}∇^g_ρu^λ + S^{ρσμν} H_{ρσ}⃗u_ν − ∂F ∂∇^g_μQ_{τ λ} v^ν ∇^g_ν Q_{τ λ} − ∇^{′g}_ρ ( X^{[ρμ]ν} u^σ ) h_{νσ} , τ^{μν} = ρ ⃗u^μ⃗u^ν − (F h^{μν} − ℵ p_Eh^{μν} − ℵλ_E Q^{μν} ) − η^{μνρσ} h_{σλ}∇^g_ρu^λ + S^{ρσμν} H_{ρσ} + ∂F ∂∇^g_μQ_{ρσ} ∇^ν_g Q_{ρσ} − ∇^{′g}_ρ X^{[ρμ]ν} , j^μ = ρ u^μ , π^μ = ρ⃗u^μ , r_E = ℓγ_EΔE_E + β_Ep_E ∇^g_μu^μ + β_Eλ_E Q^{μν} h_{μλ}∇^g_ν u^λ − β_E a_E Γ^{μνρσ}_Q Q_{μν} ( H_{ρσ} − ℵa_E Q_{ρσ} ) , r_F = ℓγ_FΔE , (B48) where we have used the identities in eq. (B41) and defined

X^{[ρμ]ν} = 2 ∂F ∂∇^g_{[μ}Q_{ρ]σ} Q_σ^ν + 2Q_σ^{[μ} ∂F ∂∇^g_{ρ]}Q_{σν} + 2 ∂F ∂∇^g_ν Q_{σ[ρ} Q_σ^{μ]} . (B49)

One may verify that the stress tensor τ^{μν} in eq. (B48) is symmetric, but we have cast it in the canonical form by isolating a total-derivative improvement term ∇^{′g}_ρ X^{[ρμ]ν} that identically drops out from the conservation equations in flat spacetime. The remaining “canonical” stress tensor is asymmetric [8, 108]. Similarly, the last term in the energy current ϵ^μ drops out from the conservation equations in flat spacetime.

Around a uniaxial nematic state, we can parametrise the fluctuations of the order parameter as

Q^{μν} = Q_S ( p^μp^ν − 1 d h^{μν} ) + Q^{μν}_T , (B50)

5 A uniaxial nematic order parameter satisfies the identity 2Q^{μ[ν} Q^{ρ]σ} +^2_d Q^{μ[ν} h^{ρ]σ} +^2_d h^{μ[ν} Q^{ρ]σ} +^2_{d2} h^{μ[ν} h^{ρ]σ} = 0, which can be used to eliminate higher-rank polynomial tensor structures.

where ⃗p^2 ≡ p_μp^μ = 1, p_μQ^{μν}_⊥ = h_{μν} Q^{μν}_⊥ = 0. The Q_S and Q^{μν}_T components of the order parameter are gapped and can be integrated out setting them to Q_0 and 0 respectively. This leaves us with an equation of motion for the director p_μ that takes the form

u^λ∇^g_λp^μ = − 1 σ_p δF δp_μ + ( p̄^{μ[σ} p^{ρ]} + γp̄^{μ(σ}p^{ρ)} ) h_{σλ}∇^g_ρu^λ , (B51)

where p̄^{μν} = h^{μν} − p^μp^ν , and we have identified

σ_p =

4Q^2_0 d − 1 p_μp_ρp̄_{νσ} σ^{μνρσ}_Q = 2Q^2_0σ_Q + 2Q^3_0 d − 2 d σ_{Q,1} , γ = 2/Q_0 d − 1 p_μp_ρp̄_{νσ} γ^{μνρσ} = 1 Q_0 γ_1 + d − 2 d γ_2 . (B52)

Director theory: Following cue from our superfluid discussion, we can also write down a SK description for the nematic director directly. To this end, we introduce the doubled spatial director fields p_{1,2α}, satisfying �^αp_{1,2α} = 0, transforming under the KMS symmetry as

p_{1α}(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θp_{1α}(σ), p_{2α}(σ)^{KMS}−−−→ Θp_{2α}(σ + iℏ Θ�) , (B53) with time-reversal eigenvalue +1. The director and its noise partner on the physical spacetime are defined as p_{r,aμ} = ∂σ^α ∂x^μ pr,aα, such that β

μp_{r,aμ} = 0, with the KMS transformation in the classical limit

p_{rμ}^{KMS}−−−→ Θp_{rμ} + O(ℏ), p_{aμ}^{KMS}−−−→ Θp̂_{aμ} ≡ Θ (p_{aμ} + i£_βp_{rμ}) + O(ℏ) . (B54) Furthermore, it is useful to define the shifted noise director given by

p_{aμ} = p_{aμ} − 1 2 H_{aμν} p^ν + 1 2 n_μu^σH_{aσν} p^ν , β^μp_{aμ} = 0 , (B55)

To impose the normalisation of p_μ, we can introduce the Lagrange multiplier terms similar to eq. (B39), i.e.

L_{norm} = (p^μp_μ − 1)(p^ν p_{aν} ) + 1 4 (p^μp_μ − 1)^2 ( 1 2 h^{μν} H_{aμν} + u^μN_{aμ} ) , (B56)

which are KMS-invariant, and set p^μp_μ = 1 and p^μp_{aμ} = 0 onshell.

An argument similar to that employed for eq. (B42) can be used to show − 1 √ γ £_β (√ γ F ) = −ε u^μ£_β n_μ + (ρ u^μu^ν − F h^{μν} ) ( 1 2 £_β h_{μν} − £_βn_{(μ}⃗u_{ν)} )

+ ∂F ∂∇^g_μp_λ ( u^ρ∇^g_ρp_λ£_βn_μ + ∇^ν_g p_λ ( 1 2 £_β h_{μν} − £_βn_{(μ}⃗u_{ν)} ))

+ ∂F ∂∇^g_μp_{[ρ} p^{ν]} ( ∇^{′g}_ρ ( £_β h_{μν} − 2£_βn_{(μ}⃗u_{ν)} ) + h_{λν} ∇^g_ρu^λ£_βn_μ + 2h_{λ(ρ}∇^g_{μ)}u^λ£_β n_ν )

− ( ∂F ∂p_μ + ∂F ∂∇^g_λp_μ ∇^g_λ ) ( £_βp_μ − 1 2 £_β h_{μρ}p^ρ + £_βn_{(μ}⃗u_{ρ)}p^ρ ) , (B57)

for a free energy density F that only depends on T , ϖ, p_μ, ∇^g_λp_μ, and h^{μν} . This allows one to immediately write down the effective action L = −ε u^μN_{aμ} + 1 2 (ρ u^μu^ν − F h^{μν} ) H_{aμν} − ( ∂F ∂p_μ + ∂F ∂∇^g_λp_μ ∇^g_λ ) p_{aμ} + ∂F ∂∇^gμp_λ ( u^ρ∇^g_ρp_λN_{aμ} + 1 2 ∇^ν_g p_λH_{aμν} ) + ∂F ∂∇^gμp_{[ρ} p^{ν]} ( ∇^g_ρH_{aμν} + h_{λν} ∇^g_ρu^λN_{aμ} + 2h_{λ(ρ}∇^g_{μ)}u^λN_{aν} )

+ ik_BT −N_{aμ} 1 2 H_{aμν} p_{aμ} −^1_2 γp̄^λ_μp^τ H_{aτ λ} β_E Π^E_a

⊺ T κ^{μρ} 0 0 0 0 η^{μνρσ} 0 p_E h^{μν} + λ_E p^{⟨μ}p^{ν⟩} 0 0 σ_pp̄^{μρ} 0 0 −p_Eh^{ρσ} − λ_E p^{⟨ρ}p^{σ⟩} 0 γ_E/β_E

−N_{aρ} 1 2 Ĥ_{aρσ} p̂_{aρ} −^1_2 γp̄^λ_ρ p^τ Ĥ_{aτ λ} β_EΠ̂^E_a + ik_BT γ_FΠ^F_aΠ̂^F_a , (B58) yielding eq. (72) in the main text.