
ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

03
26

3v
3 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

7 
M

ay
 2

02
4

Generalized thermodynamic relations for perfect spin hydrodynamics

Wojciech Florkowski∗ and Mykhailo Hontarenko†

Institute of Theoretical Physics, Jagiellonian University, PL-30-348 Kraków, Poland

(Dated: May 20, 2024)

Generalized thermodynamic relations are introduced into the framework of a relativistic perfect
spin hydrodynamics. They allow for consistent treatment of spin degrees of freedom, including the
use of spin tensors whose structure follows from microscopic calculations. The obtained results are
important for establishing consistency between different formulations of spin hydrodynamics and
form the basis for introducing dissipative corrections.

Keywords: relativistic hydrodynamics, thermodynamic relations, spin dynamics

Introduction — Recent measurements of non-zero spin
polarization of hyperons [1–3] and vector mesons [4]
produced in relativistic heavy-ion collisions have trig-
gered broad interest in the spin polarization phenom-
ena in strongly interacting matter, for a recent review
see Ref. [5]. On the theory side, there exist several ap-
proaches to incorporate spin degrees of freedom into the
framework of relativistic hydrodynamics [6–29]. The lat-
ter has become the main theoretical tool used to describe
the spacetime evolution of strongly interacting matter
produced in heavy-ion collisions [30–32], hence, the in-
clusion of spin dynamics in the hydrodynamics formalism
seems to be an inevitable necessity.

A certain difficulty in developing the formalism of spin
hydrodynamics is the fact that there are different for-
mulations of this approach using different assumptions.
The differences appear already at the basic level of rel-
ativistic thermodynamic relations and definitions of the
fundamental macroscopic quantities such as the spin ten-
sor.

In this work we critically reexamine thermodynamic
relations used in perfect spin hydrodynamics of particles
with spin 1/2 and propose to introduce their generalized
forms that can be used for large values of the spin po-
larization tensor, ωµν , and with kinetic-theory motivated
forms of the spin tensor Sλ,µν . In this way, we remove a
gap between the works that use kinetic-theory concepts
as the starting point [33, 34] and the works that use phe-
nomenological expressions for the spin tensor and con-
struct dissipative corrections using the positivity of the
entropy production as the main physical ansatz [10, 16].

Interestingly, the new tensor forms of the thermo-
dynamic relations proposed in this work include terms
whose mathematical structure is typical for dissipative
corrections. In our case their presence is not related to
the entropy production but results from a richer descrip-
tion of the system that requires introduction of the spin
polarization tensor (reminding us of the structure of rel-
ativistic magnetohydrodynamics). An important conse-
quence of the fact that such terms appear at the perfect-
fluid level is that they should be taken into account in
theoretical constructions aiming at the development of
dissipative spin hydrodynamics.

Notation and conventions — For the Levi-Civita tensor
ǫµναβ we follow the convention ǫ0123 = −ǫ0123 = +1. The
metric tensor is of the form gµν = diag(+1,−1,−1,−1).
Throughout the text we make use of natural units, ~ =
c = kB = 1. The scalar product of two four-vectors a
and b reads a · b = a0b0 − a · b, where the three-vectors
are denoted by bold font.

Scalar and tensor forms of thermodynamic relations —

The fundamental thermodynamic relations used in stan-
dard relativistic hydrodynamics consist of the identity

ε+ P = Tσ + µn (1)

and the first law of thermodynamics

dε = Tdσ + µdn. (2)

Here ε, P , T , σ, µ and n are the local energy density,
pressure, temperature, entropy density, baryon chemical
potential, and baryon number density, respectively. The
identity (1) is a direct consequence of the extensivity of
energy, entropy and baryon number (they are all propor-
tional to the system’s volume). Equations (1) and (2)
imply the Gibbs-Duhem relation

dP = σdT + ndµ. (3)

In order to take into account dissipation effects, one usu-
ally rewrites Eqs. (1)–(2) in a tensor (four-vector) form.
This is achieved by multiplication of Eqs. (1)–(3) by the
local four-velocity of the fluid uµ, which leads to the fol-
lowing expressions

Sµ = σuµ = Pβµ − ξNµ + βλT
λµ, (4)

dSµ = −ξdNµ + βλdT
λµ, (5)

d(Pβµ) = Nµdξ − T λµdβλ. (6)

Here we have introduced common notation: βµ = uµ/T ,

β =
√

βλβλ = 1/T , and ξ = µ/T . The tensors Nµ and
T λµ describe the baryon current and energy-momentum
tensor for a perfect fluid, namely, Nµ = nuµ and T λµ =
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(ε+ P )uλuµ − Pgλµ = εuλuµ − P∆λµ, where the tensor
∆λµ = gλµ − uλuµ projects on the space orthogonal to
flow.
Many formulations of relativistic spin hydrodynamics

as their starting points choose an extension of Eqs. (1)–
(3) that includes the spin polarization tensor ωαβ , the
tensor spin chemical potential Ωαβ = T ωαβ , and the
spin density tensor Sαβ . They read

ε+ P = Tσ + µn+ 1

2
ΩαβS

αβ, (7)

dε = Tdσ + µdn+ 1

2
ΩαβdS

αβ, (8)

dP = σdT + ndµ+ 1

2
SαβdΩαβ . (9)

We note that ωαβ , Ωαβ , and Sαβ are all rank-2 an-
tisymmetric tensors. Below we will use the following
parametrization of the spin polarization tensor [9]

ωαβ = kαuβ − kβuα + tαβ , (10)

where tαβ = ǫαβγδu
γωδ, and the four-vectors k and ω are

orthogonal to the flow vector u, namely, k · u = 0 and
ω · u = 0. By multiplying Eqs. (7)–(9) by uµ, we obtain

Sµ = Pβµ − ξNµ + βλT
λµ − 1

2
ωαβS

µ,αβ , (11)

dSµ = −ξdNµ + βλdT
λµ − 1

2
ωαβdS

µ,αβ , (12)

d(Pβµ) = Nµdξ − T λµdβλ + 1

2
Sµ,αβdωαβ . (13)

Here, we have introduced the spin tensor Sµ,αβ defined
by the expression

Sµ,αβ = uµSαβ (14)

which is an analog of the perfect-fluid forms of Nµ and
T λµ given below Eq. (6).
A direct consequence of Eq. (12) is that it implies the

entropy conservation for a system that conserves baryon
number, energy, linear momentum and spin, namely,
the conservation laws ∂µN

µ = 0, ∂µT
µλ = 0, and

∂µS
µ,αβ = 0 imply ∂µS

µ = 0. We note that the spin
conservation is a direct consequence of using a symmet-
ric energy-momentum tensor in the considered formal-
ism. In general, only the total angular momentum is
conserved, ∂µJ

µ,αβ = 0 with Jµ,αβ = xαT µβ − xβT µα +
Sµ,αβ , which implies ∂µS

µ,αβ = T βα − Tαβ. Thus, the
divergence of the spin tensor is determined by an an-
tisymmetric part of the energy-momentum tensor that
vanishes in our case.
The use of the expression (14) can be traced back to

the very first model of a spinning fluid by Weyssenhoff
and Raabe [35]. It was also used in Ref. [9], where the
first formulation of relativistic hydrodynamics for par-
ticles with spin 1/2 was proposed. The form (14) has

been subsequently used in many works that followed the
methods of Israel and Stewart (positivity of the entropy
current) to construct the framework of dissipative spin
hydrodynamics [10, 16, 36–39].
Although Eq. (14) has been used in numerous works,

its form disagrees with expressions for the spin tensor ob-
tained from the microscopic calculations [40] (and used
in the spin hydrodynamics formulations that directly re-
fer to kinetic theory [33, 41]). The latter usually lead to
a more complex structures. As an extension of Eq. (14)
we may consider the form

Sλ,µν = uλ [A (kµuν − kνuµ) +A1t
µν ] (15)

+
A3

2

(
tλµuν − tλνuµ +∆λµkν −∆λνkµ

)
,

where A,A1 and A3 are some scalar functions. In the
case A3 = 0, we reproduce Eq. (14). Moreover, for A =
A1 (with A3 = 0) we find that the spin density tensor
is proportional to the spin polarization tensor, namely
Sµν = Aωµν 1.
The above discussion indicates an important problem

encountered in the formulations of spin hydrodynamics
— a transition from Eqs. (7)–(9) to Eqs. (11)–(13) ob-
tained by the multiplication of Eqs. (7)–(9) by the flow
vector uµ is inconsistent with the use of a microscopically
derived spin tensor as the latter contains parts orthogo-
nal to uµ. Consequently, the formulations of spin hydro-
dynamics that start from Eqs. (7)–(9) and use the spin
tensor of the form (14) seem to be inconsistent with the
formulations based on the kinetic-theory arguments. In
this work we argue that the solution to the above prob-
lem lies in revising the thermodynamic relations (7)–(9).
Our reasoning is supported by an analysis of a kinetic
model presented below.

Insights from kinetic theory — Let us turn now to the
discussion of a simple kinetic model that treats spin clas-
sically. It has been shown that for small polarization
tensor the results obtained with such a model are consis-
tent with the results obtained from the calculations using
a semiclassical expansion of the Wigner function [41].
In the classical treatment of spin [43, 44], one intro-

duces the internal angular momentum tensor sαβ de-
fined in terms of the particle’s four-momentum p (with
pµpµ = m2 being the particle mass squared) and spin
four-vector s

sαβ =
1

m
ǫαβγδpγsδ. (16)

Equation (16) implies that sαβ = −sβα and sαβpβ = 0.
The spin four-vector is orthogonal to four-momentum

1 Recently, the spin equation of state of the form Sµν = Aωµν has
been analysed and excluded [42] as leading to unstable behavior
of rest frame modes in the first-order [36, 37] and second-order
[38, 39] dissipative spin hydrodynamics.
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s · p = 0, hence we can write sα = 1/(2m) ǫαβγδpβsγδ. In
the particle’s rest frame (PRF), where pµ = (m, 0, 0, 0),
the four-vector sα has only space components, sα =
(0, s∗), with the normalization |s∗| = ‘. For particles
with spin 1/2 we use the value of the Casimir operator
‘
2 = 1/2 (1 + 1/2) = 3/4.
The basic object used in the kinetic theory is the phase-

space distribution function f(x,p). For particles with
spin, f(x,p) is generalized to a spin dependent distribu-
tion f(x,p, s). In local equilibrium, the spin dependent
distribution functions for particles (+) and antiparticles
(−) have the form 2

f±(x, p, s) = exp
(
−pµβ

µ ± ξ + 1

2
ωαβs

αβ
)
. (17)

where βµ, ξ and ωαβ are functions of space and time coor-
dinates x and play the same role as βµ, ξ and ωαβ defined
above. By integrating the equilibrium distribution func-
tions over momentum and spin degrees of freedom, one
obtains the macroscopic currents and tensors

Nµ=

∫

dP dS pµ
[
f+(x, p, s)− f−(x, p, s)

]
, (18)

T µν=

∫

dP dS pµpν
[
f+(x, p, s) + f−(x, p, s)

]
, (19)

Sλ,µν =

∫

dP dS pλ sµν
[
f+(x, p, s) + f−(x, p, s)

]
. (20)

Here we have introduced the integration measures in mo-
mentum, dP = d3p/((2π)3Ep), and spin space [41]

dS =
m

π ‘
d4s δ(s · s+ ‘2) δ(p · s), (21)

with the normalization
∫
dS = 2 that reflects two possi-

ble orientations of the spin 1/2.
In addition to Nµ, T µν, and Sλ,µν , we introduce the

entropy current using the standard Boltzmann defini-
tion [45]

Sµ =−

∫

dP dS pµ
[
f+

(
ln f+−1

)
+f−

(
ln f−− 1

)]
, (22)

which directly leads to the formula [46]

Sµ = T µαβα −
1

2
ωαβS

µ,αβ − ξNµ +Nµ, (23)

where we have defined the particle four-current

Nµ = coth ξ Nµ. (24)

2 Herein, we restrict our considerations to the classical Boltzmann
statistics.

Generalized thermodynamics — We reach now the key
moment of our discussion. It is important to realize that
Eq. (23) has exactly the same structure as Eq. (11) ex-
cept that the term Pβµ in Eq. (11) is replaced by Nµ.
Obviously, these two tensors agree in the spinless case.
Moreover, they also agree if only linear corrections in the
spin polarization tensor are included, as the spin effects
in both Nµ and Nµ start with the quadratic terms in k
and ω. However, in general we have Pβµ 6= Nµ. Thus,
Eq. (23) represents a generalization of the standard ther-
modynamic relation (11) to the case including the spin
degrees of freedom.
Starting from the definition (24), one can derive two

additional relations

dSµ = −ξdNµ + βλdT
λµ − 1

2
ωαβdS

µ,αβ , (25)

dNµ = Nµdξ − T λµdβλ + 1

2
Sµ,αβdωαβ. (26)

Equation (25) has the same form as Eq. (12), however,
with the spin tensor (14) replaced by the formula (15).
Equation (26) agrees with Eq. (13) only if we can again
set Pβµ = Nµ. Equation (25) also shows that the en-
tropy conservation is a direct consequence of three other
conservation laws: for baryon number, energy, linear mo-
mentum, and spin.
A set of Eqs. (23), (25), and (26) represents our first

important result. For spin polarized media, it should
replace the set of Eqs. (11)–(13). Strictly speaking,
Eq. (23) was derived for the first time in Ref. [46], how-
ever, in the subsequent papers only the terms linear in
ωµν were included that resulted in neglecting all the prod-
ucts (contractions) of the tensors ωµν and Sλ,µν . One
should emphasize that Eq. (23) holds for any values of
the spin polarization tensor. Equation (25) was used ear-
lier in the works that derived the form of the dissipative
corrections in spin hydrodynamics. However, in this se-
ries of investigations, to maintain the products of ωµν

and Sλ,µν in the formalism, it was assumed that Sλ,αβ

was of the form (14) with Sαβ being of the zeroth order
in ωαβ. These assumptions contradict the microscopic
results which suggest the form (15) with A3 6= 0. We
conclude this part of our discussion with the statement
that Eqs. (23), (25), and (26) should be used with at least
second order corrections in ω to include the spin degrees
of freedom in a non-trivial and consistent way 3.

Generalized scalar thermodynamic relations — The ar-
guments presented above indicate that the generalized

3 With only linear terms in ωµν included, we also obtain a consis-
tent description, however, with a rather trivial treatment of ther-
modynamic relations which reduce to a spinless case. Then, the
spin dynamics is determined by the hydrodynamic background
defined by standard hydrodynamic relations.
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tensor thermodynamic relations include currents and ten-
sors that contain parts orthogonal to the flow vector uµ.
Such terms typically appear in dissipative hydrodynam-
ics, however, in the spin hydrodynamics that may appear
at the perfect-fluid (entropy conserving) level.
It becomes clear now, that such orthogonal corrections

cannot appear if one starts from Eqs. (7)–(9) and mul-
tiplies them by uµ. Hence, a natural question arises, if
there exists an analog of such scalar thermodynamic re-
lations that is valid in the case of arbitrary ωµν and for
microscopically motivated spin tensor of the form (15).
In this case the baryon current Nµ has the structure 4

Nµ = n̄uµ + ntt
µ, (27)

where

tµ = tµνkν = ǫµναβkνuαωβ. (28)

The four-vector t is orthogonal to the vectors u, k and
ω. In the local rest frame (LRF), where uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0),
one finds that t = k × ω. The current Nµ can be ob-
tained from Eq. (24) that always holds for the Boltzmann
statistics. In analogy to Eq. (27) we find

Sµ = σ̄uµ + σtt
µ. (29)

The scalar functions n̄ and σ̄ depend on ξ, T, k2 and ω2.
In the spinless case, they reduce to standard densities
depending only on T and µ. The “transverse” compo-
nents (those with the subscript t) do not appear in the
spinless case as they are multiplied by tµ that vanishes
in the limit k, ω → 0.
The energy-momentum decomposition reads

T µν = ε̄uµuν − P̄∆µν + Pk k
µkν

+Pω ωµων + Pt (t
µuν + tνuµ), (30)

where ε̄ and P̄ depend also on ξ, T, k2 and ω2. Finally,
the form of the spin tensor is given by (15), which gives

1

2
ωαβS

µ,αβ = uµ(Ak2 −A1ω
2) +A3t

µ

≡ s̄uµ + stt
µ. (31)

The use of the above decompositions in (23) leads (af-
ter comparing the terms multiplying uµ and tµ) to two
equations

ε̄+ coth ξ n̄T = T σ̄ + µn̄+ s̄T, (32)

Pt + coth ξ ntT = Tσt + µnt + stT. (33)

4 Explicit calculations supporting the discussed decompositions
are given in the supplemential materials where the results of the
calculations including second-order corrections in ωµν are given.

In the spinless case, all terms in Eq. (33) vanish, while
Eq. (32) reduces to Eq. (1) – the term coth ξ n̄T becomes
equal to the equilibrium pressure of spinless particles.
In this way we arrive at our second main point. Our

analysis shows that Eq. (7) is not an appropriate start-
ing point for introducing thermodynamics of spin po-
larized media. We need at least two scalar equations,
Eqs. (32) and (33), to introduce mutual relations be-
tween functions describing densities of various physical
quantities.

Summary and conclusions — In this work we have in-
troduced generalized thermodynamic relations into the
framework of a relativistic perfect spin hydrodynamics.
They allow for a consistent treatment of spin degrees of
freedom, including the use of spin tensors whose structure
follows from microscopic calculations. The obtained re-
sults are important for establishing consistency between
different formulations of spin hydrodynamics. They also
form the correct starting point for introducing dissipa-
tive corrections. In the future investigations, the explicit
results obtained herein may serve as a reference point for
comparisons among other approaches aiming at the con-
struction of the entropy current in spin hydrodynamics,
in particular, those that directly refer to the underlying
quantum field theory [47].
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SUPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

TENSOR DECOMPOSITION OF THE EQUILIBRIUM CURRENTS

1. Baryon current

To derive Eq. (27) and find explicit forms of the coefficients n̄ and nt, we start with Eq. (18) and use the expression
(17) for the spin dependent equilibrium distribution functions. Expanding the exponential function up to the second
order terms in the spin polarization tensor ωαβ we find

Nµ = 2 sinh ξ

∫

dP pµe−p·β

∫

dS

[

1 +
1

2
ωαβs

αβ +
1

8
(ωαβs

αβ)(ωσγs
σγ) + · · ·

]

= 2 sinh ξ

∫

dP pµe−p·β

[

2 +
1

8

∫

dS(ω : s)(ω : s)

]

= 4 sinh ξ

∫

dP pµe−p·β

[(

1 +
‘
2

12
ωαβωαβ

)

+
‘
2

6m2
pαpβωγ

αωβγ

]

= 4 sinh ξ

(

1 +
‘
2

12
ω : ω

)∫

dP pµe−β·p

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Zµ

+
2‘2 sinh ξ

3m2

∫

dP pµpαpβe−β·p

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Zµαβ

ωγ
αωβγ . (34)

Here we use the notation ω : s = ωαβs
αβ and ω : ω = ωαβωαβ = 2(k2 − ω2). The integral over the spin degrees of

freedom is done according to the rules given in Ref. [41]. We have underlined the integrals that define the tensors
Zµ and Zµαβ , whose explicit forms are taken from Ref. [48] and divided by (2π)3, since our integration measure dP
includes this extra factor in the denominator. The intermediate steps of the calculations include the contractions

uαuβuνωγ
αωβγ = −k2uν (35)

and

(gµαuβ + gµβuα + gβαuµ)ωγ
αωβγ = 2ωµ

γk
γ − 2k2uµ + 2ω2uµ = (2ω2 − 4k2)uµ + 2tµ, (36)

which leads to the decomposition

Nµ = (n0 + nk
2 + nω

2 )u
µ + ntt

µ. (37)

Here the coefficients n0, n
k
2 , n

ω
2 , and nt have form:

n0 =
2 sinh ξ

π2
z2T 3K2(z), nk

2 = −
2 ‘2 sinh ξ

3π2
zT 3K3(z)k

2, nω
2 = −

‘
2 sinh ξ

3π2
zT 3 [zK2(z) + 2K3(z)]ω

2, (38)

nt = −
2 ‘2 sinh ξ

3π2
zT 3K3(z), (39)

where z = m/T and Kn(z)’s are the modified Bessel functions of the second type. The coefficients n0 describes the
baryon density of a relativistic spinless gas.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2019.07.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.04409
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https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-010-0939-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.044910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.09655
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2024.138533
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.05789
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0348-8165-4
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2. Particle current Nµ

The baryon current is the difference of the particle and antiparticle currents, Nµ = Nµ
+ −Nµ

−. The particle current
Nµ is the sum Nµ = Nµ

+ +Nµ
−. Since we consider Boltzmann statistics in this work, Nµ and Nµ are related as in

Eq. (24). We note that throughout this work we consider µ 6= 0 (ξ 6= 0).

3. Energy-momentum tensor

When considering the energy-momentum tensor, we start with the definition (19) and use expressions for the tensors
Zµν and Zµναβ given in Ref. [48]

T µν = 4 cosh ξ

(

1 +
‘
2

12
ω : ω

)∫

dP pµpνe−β·p

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Zµν

+
2 ‘2 cosh ξ

3m2
ωγ

αωβγ

∫

dP pµpνpαpβe−β·p

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Zµναβ

. (40)

The main part of algebra involves the contraction Zµναβωγ
αωβγ , which contains three terms:

(gµνgαβ + gµαgνβ + gανgµβ)ωγ
αωβγ = −gµν(ω : ω) + 2ω (µ

γ ων)γ

= (4ω2 − 2k2)gµν − (2k2 + 2ω2)uµuν − 2(kµkν + ωµων) + 4u(µtν),

(gµνuαuβ + gµαuνuβ + gανuµuβ + gµβuαuν + gβαuνuµ + gβνuµuα)ωγ
αωβγ

= −k2gµν + (2ω2 − 6k2)uµuν + 4u(µtν),

and

uµuνuαuβωγ
αωβγ = −k2uµuν . (41)

Here the small round brackets denote symmetrization of the indices. In this way we arrive at Eq. (30),

T µν = (ε0 + εk2 + εω2 )u
µuν − (P0 + P k

2 + Pω
2 )∆µν + Pkk

µkν + Pωω
µων + Pt(t

µuν + tνuµ), (42)

where:

ε0 =
2 cosh ξ

π2
z2T 4 [zK3(z)−K2(z)] , (43)

εk2 = −
2 ‘2 cosh (ξ)

3π2
zT 4 [zK2(z) + 5K3(z)] k

2, εω2 = −
‘
2 cosh (ξ)

3π2
zT 4

[
zK2(z) + (z2 + 10)K3(z)

]
ω2, (44)

P0 =
2 cosh ξ

π2
z2T 4K2(z), (45)

P k
2 = −

4 ‘2 cosh ξ

3π2
zT 4K3(z)k

2, Pω
2 = −

‘
2 cosh ξ

3π2
zT 4 [zK2(z) + 4K3(z)]ω

2, (46)

Pt =
2 ‘2 cosh ξ

3π2
zT 4 [K3(z)− zK4(z)] , Pk = Pω = −

2 ‘2 cosh ξ

3π2
z T 4K3(z). (47)

Obviously, the quantities ε0 and P0 correspond to the energy density and pressure of spinless particles, respectively.
We also have P0 = coth ξ n0T , which is the relativistic version of the Clapeyron equation.
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4. Spin tensor

Finally, we consider the spin tensor Sλ,µν and again express it in terms of the tensors Z:

Sλ,µν = 2 cosh ξ

∫

dPpλe−p·β

∫

dSsµν
[

1 +
1

2
ωαβs

αβ

]

= 2 cosh ξ

∫

dPpλe−p·β 1

2
ωαβ

∫

dSsµνsαβ

=
4 ‘2

3m2
cosh ξ






z2T 2ωµν

∫

dP pλe−β·p

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Zλ

+ ων
α

∫

dP pλpαpµe−β·p

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Zλαµ

− ωµ
α

∫

dP pλpαpνe−β·p

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Zλαν






. (48)

To obtain the final form, we need the explicit expression for Zλαµων
α−Zλανωµ

α. In this case, it is useful to introduce
the tensor

tλµν = ωνλuµ − ωµλuν + gλµkν − gλνkµ. (49)

Then, the spin tensor Sλ,µν can be written as

Sλ,µν = A1u
λωµν +A2u

λu[µkν] +
1

2
A3t

λµν (50)

where

A1 =
2 ‘2 cosh ξ

3π2
zT 3 [zK2(z) + 2K3(z)] , A2 =

4 ‘2 cosh ξ

3π2
z2T 3K4(z), A3 = −

4 ‘2 cosh ξ

3π2
zT 3K3(z). (51)

Which is consistent with the decomposition used in Ref. [46]. Moreover, with A = A1 − A2/2 − A3 we reproduce
Eq. (15).

5. Entropy current

Starting from the formula

Sµ = T µαβα −
1

2
ωαβS

µ,αβ − ξNµ +Nµ (52)

and using the orthogonality conditions t · u = k · u = ω · u = 0 as well as the contractions

1

T
T µαuα =

ε̄

T
uµ +

Pt

T
tµ (53)

and

−ξNµ +Nµ = (coth(ξ)− ξ)Nµ = (coth(ξ)− ξ)n̄uµ + (coth(ξ)− ξ)ntt
µ (54)

we find

1

2
Sµ,αβωαβ = s̄uµ + stt

µ. (55)

The forms of s̄ and s̄t are given in (31). Then, we have the next form of entropy current

Sµ = σ̄uµ + σtt
µ. (56)

Where coefficients hold:

σ̄ =
ε̄

T
+ (coth ξ − ξ)n̄− s̄, σt =

Pt

T
+ (coth ξ − ξ)nt − st, (57)

which agrees with Eqs. (32) and (33).


