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Magnetic field induced neutrino chiral transport near equilibrium
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Based on the recently formulated chiral radiation transport theory for left-handed neutrinos, we
study the chiral transport of neutrinos near thermal equilibrium in core-collapse supernovae. We first
compute the near-equilibrium solution of the chiral radiation transport equation under the relaxation
time approximation, where the relaxation time is directly derived from the effective field theory of
the weak interaction. By using such a solution, we systematically derive analytic expressions for the
nonequilibrium corrections of the neutrino energy-momentum tensor and neutrino number current
induced by magnetic fields via the neutrino absorption on nucleons. In particular, we find the
nonequilibrium neutrino energy current proportional to the magnetic field. We also discuss its
phenomenological consequences such as the possible relation to pulsar kicks.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most important properties of neutrinos in the Standard Model of particle physics is the left-handedness.
Although neutrinos are expected to play important roles in the explosion dynamics of core-collapse supernovae, this
property has been neglected in the conventional neutrino radiation transport theory [1–5] applied so far; for recent
reviews on the theoretical aspects of core-collapse supernovae, see, e.g., Refs. [6–11]. It is thus important to study
the effects of chirality of neutrinos on the dynamics of the core-collapse supernova as pointed out in Ref. [12].
Recently, starting from the underlying quantum field theory, the authors of this paper have systematically con-

structed the neutrino radiation transport theory incorporating the effects of chirality. It is dubbed as the chiral
radiation transport theory [13]. Unlike the conventional neutrino radiation hydrodynamics, this theory explicitly
breaks the spherical symmetry and axisymmetry of the system by the quantum effects related to the chirality. More-
over, novel transport phenomena that have been missed in the conventional theory emerge, which may qualitatively
change the time evolution of the system. The construction of such a theory was made possible thanks to the recent
developments of the kinetic theory for chiral fermions, called chiral kinetic theory, in high-energy physics [14–29].
In this paper, based on this chiral radiation transport theory for neutrinos, we study the chiral transport of

neutrinos near thermal equilibrium in core-collapse supernovae. We first compute the near-equilibrium solution of
the chiral radiation transport equation under the relaxation time approximation, where the relaxation time is directly
derived from the effective field theory of the weak interaction. By using this solution, we then analytically derive the
nonequilibrium corrections of the neutrino energy-momentum tensor and current induced by magnetic fields through
the neutrino absorption on nucleons. In particular, we find the nonequilibrium neutrino energy current and neutrino
number current proportional to the magnetic field; see Eqs. (73) and (74). Although the asymmetric neutrino emission
induced by the strong magnetic field was also discussed in previous works in relation to the possible origin of the
pulsar kicks [30–39], this work is the first, to the best of our knowledge, to derive the explicit form of the magnetic
field induced energy-momentum tensor of neutrinos by systematically taking into account the effects of chirality of
leptons. This work, together with our previous work [13], also explicitly bridges the gap between the microscopic
theory of the weak interaction for neutrinos and the neutrino radiation hydrodynamics.
The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we review the chiral radiation transport theory for neutrinos. In

Sec. III, using the relaxation time derived from the effective theory of the weak interaction, we compute the near-
equilibrium solution of the chiral radiation transport theory. In Sec. IV, we derive generic expressions for the neutrino
energy-momentum tensor and current near equilibrium. In Sec. V, we compute the nonequilibrium corrections on the
neutrino energy-momentum tensor and current induced by the magnetic field. Section VII is devoted to discussions
and outlook.
Throughout this work, we assume massless neutrinos. We use the Minkowski metric ηµν = diag{+,−,−,−}. We

define the Levi-Civita tensor ǫµναβ = ǫ̂µναβ/
√−g, where ǫ̂µναβ denotes the permutation symbol and g represents the

determinant of the spacetime metric with the convention ǫ̂0123 = −ǫ̂0123 = 1. For a given vector V µ, the unit vector is
denoted by V̂ µ = V µ/|V | with V being the spatial component of V µ. We absorb the electric charge e into the definition
of the gauge field Aµ. We also introduce the notations A{ρBσ} ≡ (AρBσ +AσBρ)/2 and A[ρBσ] ≡ (AρBσ−AσBρ)/2.
After Sec. II, we take ~ = c = kB = 1 except where the ~ expansion is shown.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.13159v2
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II. CHIRAL RADIATION TRANSPORT THEORY FOR NEUTRINOS

In this section, we review the chiral radiation transport theory for neutrinos developed in Ref. [13] that will be
applied in the following sections. The general relativistic form of the chiral transfer equation with collisions for
left-handed neutrinos is given by1

[

qµ(∂µ − Γλ
µρq

ρ∂qλ)− ~c(DµS
µν
(n))∂ν + ~cSµν

(n)q
ρRλ

ρµν∂qλ

]

f
(ν)
q(n) = (1− f

(ν)
q(n))Γ

<
q(n) − f

(ν)
q(n)Γ

>
q(n) , (1)

Γ
≶
q(n) = (qν − ~cDµS

µν
q(n))Σ

≶
ν . (2)

Here, ∂µ and ∂qµ denote the spacetime and four-momentum derivatives, respectively, f
(ν)
q(n) = f

(ν)
(n)(x, q) is the

distribution function of the left-handed neutrino which generically depends on the frame vector nµ (see below),
Dµ = ∇µ − Γλ

µνq
ν∂qλ is the horizontal lift of ∇µ defined such that Dµq

ν = 0 with Γλ
µν the Christoffel symbol, ∇µ

is the covariant derivative ∇µVν = ∂µVν − Γλ
µνVλ for a vector Vν , S

µν
q(n) = ǫµναβqαnβ/(2q · n) is the spin tensor for

spin 1/2 fermions with nµ the frame vector satisfying n2 = 1, Rλ
ρµν = 2∂[µΓ

λ
ν]ρ + 2Γλ

α[µΓ
α
ν]ρ is the Riemann tensor,

and Σ
≶
µ are the lesser and greater self-energies. The emission and absorption rates are given by Remis = Γ</q0 and

Rabs = Γ>/q0, respectively. The terms related to the spin tensor Sµν
q(n) in Eqs. (1) and (2) that have been missed in

the conventional neutrino transport theory explicitly break the spherical symmetry and axisymmetry of the system.
Note that the dependence of the spin tensor Sµν

q(n) on the frame vector nµ emerges as a choice of the spin basis,

and consequently, f
(ν)
q(n) and Γ

≶
q(n) also depend on nµ [19, 20]. However, the physical quantities do not depend on the

choice of nµ at the end. Below we will always choose the frame vector nµ = ξµ ≡ (1,0) in the inertial frame, then
we have ∇µnν = 0, DµS

µν
(n) = 0, and Rλ

ρµν = 0, and all the corrections due to the chirality of neutrinos appear in the

collision term as Γ
≶
q = (qν − ~cSµν

q Dµ)Σ
≶
ν . Accordingly, we will not hereafter highlight the frame dependence of the

quantities, such as f
(ν)
q(n). In this case, the chiral radiation transport equation reads

✷if
(ν)
q =

1

Ei

[

(1− f (ν)
q )Γ<

q − f (ν)
q Γ>

q

]

, (3)

where ✷i is given by [5]

✷i ≡
1

c
∂ti +

µi

r2
∂rr

2 +

√

1− µ2
i

r

(

cos φ̄i

sin θ
∂θ sin θ +

sin φ̄i

sin θ
∂φ

)

+
1

r
∂µi(1− µ2

i )−
√

1− µ2
i

r
cot θ∂φ̄i

sin φ̄i . (4)

Here, we adopt the spherical coordinate system (r, θ, φ) for the position and (Ei, θ̄i, φ̄i) for the momentum of the
neutrino and the subscripts “i” stand for the quantities in the inertial frame. We also defined µi ≡ cos θ̄i. Note that
✷i may also be written in a more generic form via the horizontal lift, ✷i = q ·D/Ei.
For the collision term, we will focus on the neutrino absorption on nucleons νeL(q) + n(k) ⇋ eL(q

′) + p(k′). We are
interested in the length scale much larger than the mean free path in the matter sector composed of electrons and
nucleons. In this case, ignoring the viscous corrections and the gradients of the temperature and chemical potentials,

we may decompose Γ̄
≶
q as

Γ̄≶
q ≈ Γ̄(0)≶

q + ~Γ̄(ω)≶
q (q · ω) + ~Γ̄(B)≶

q (q ·B), (5)

where Ō stands for a quantity O in local thermal equilibrium, ωµ = ǫµναβuν∂αuβ/2 is the vorticity, and Bµ =
ǫµναβuνFαβ/2 is the magnetic field defined in the fluid rest frame with uµ being the fluid four velocity and Fαβ

the field strength of the U(1) electromagnetic gauge field. The expression for the classical term Γ̄
(0)≶
q was derived

in Ref. [40], while the expressions for the quantum corrections Γ̄
(ω)≶
q and Γ̄

(B)≶
q were derived in Ref. [13] based

on the Fermi theory of the weak interaction under the nonrelativistic approximation for nucleons with the mass
Mn ≈ Mp ≈ M and the “quasi-isoenergetic” approximation that allows for the energy transfer up to O(1/M). Their

1 In this chiral radiation transport theory, neutrinos are treated as approximately massless and all quantum effects associated with the
small but finite neutrino mass are neglected.
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explicit expressions are

Γ̄(0)>
q ≈ 1

π~4c4
(

g2V + 3g2A
)

G2
F(q · u)3(1 − f

(e)
0,q )

(

1− 3q · u
Mc2

)

nn − np

1− eβ(µp−µn)
,

Γ̄(0)<
q ≈ 1

π~4c4
(

g2V + 3g2A
)

G2
F(q · u)3f

(e)
0,q

(

1− 3q · u
Mc2

)

np − nn

1− eβ(µn−µp)
, (6)

Γ̄(B)>
q ≈ 1

2π~4c4M

(

g2V + 3g2A
)

G2
F(q · u)(1− f

(e)
0,q )

(

1− 8q · u
3Mc2

)

nn − np

1− eβ(µp−µn)
,

Γ̄(B)<
q ≈ 1

2π~4c4M

(

g2V + 3g2A
)

G2
F(q · u)f

(e)
0,q

(

1− 8q · u
3Mc2

)

np − nn

1− eβ(µn−µp)
, (7)

Γ̄(ω)>
q ≈ 1

2π~4c4
(

g2V + 3g2A
)

G2
F(q · u)2(1− f

(e)
0,q )

(

2

Ei
+ βf

(e)
0,q

)

nn − np

1− eβ(µp−µn)
,

Γ̄(ω)<
q ≈ 1

2π~4c4
(

g2V + 3g2A
)

G2
F(q · u)2f

(e)
0,q

(

2

Ei
− β(1 − f

(e)
0,q )

)

np − nn

1− eβ(µn−µp)
, (8)

where GF is the Fermi constant and gV = 1 and gA ≈ 1.27 are the nucleon vector and axial charges, respectively. We
also introduced the Fermi-Dirac distributions

f
(i)
0,q =

1

eβ(q·u−µi) + 1
(i = n, p, e) , (9)

where β = 1/(kBT ) with T being temperature and µi chemical potentials for i = n, p, e, and nn/p =
∫

d3
k

(2π~)3 f
(n/p)
0,k

are neutron/proton densities.
Although q ·u ≈ Ei ≡ q ·ξ for the on-shell fermions, we rigorously distinguish between q ·u and Ei in the expressions

of Γ̄
≶
q above. This difference will become important in computing the neutrino energy-momentum tensor T µν

(ν) and

neutrino current Jµ
(ν) below since ∇µ(q · u) 6= ∇µEi = 0.

For a given f
(ν)
q , the energy-momentum tensor and current of neutrinos are given by [13]

T µν
(ν) =

∫

q

4πδ(q2)
(

qµqνf (ν)
q − ~cq{µSν}ρ

q Dρf
(ν)
q

)

, (10)

Jµ
(ν) =

∫

q

4πδ(q2)
(

qµf (ν)
q − ~cSµρ

q Dρf
(ν)
q

)

, (11)

where Dµf
(ν)
q ≡ Dµf

(ν)
q −Cµ[f (ν)

q ] with Cµ[f (ν)
q ] ≡ Σ<

µ (1−f
(ν)
q )−Σ>

µ f
(ν)
q and we introduced the notation (with setting√−g = 1 in flat spacetime)

∫

q

≡ 1

~3

∫

d4q

(2π)4
. (12)

The energy-momentum transfer from neutrino radiation to matter is dictated by the energy-momentum conservation
law

∇µT
µν
mat = −∇µT

µν
(ν) , (13)

where T µν
mat is the energy-momentum tensor of the matter sector composed of electrons, neutrons, and protons. In the

presence of the electromagnetic fields, the energy-momentum conservation law is modified to

∇µT
µν
mat = F νµ

(

J(p)µ − J(e)µ
)

−∇µT
µν
(ν) , (14)

where J(p)µ is the electric current of protons and Jµ
(e) = Jµ

R(e) + Jµ
L(e) is the electric current of electrons including the

contributions from both right- and left-handed electrons.
In addition, we also have the lepton current conservation, anomaly relation for the axial current, electric current
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conservation, and baryon current conservation, which are given by

∇µJ
µ
(e) +∇µJ

µ
(ν) = 0 , (15)

∇µJ
µ
5(e) −∇µJ

µ
(ν) = − 1

2π2~2
E · B , (16)

∇µJ
µ
(p) −∇µJ

µ
(e) = 0 , (17)

∇µJ
µ
(p) +∇µJ

µ
(n) = 0 , (18)

respectively, where Jµ
5(e) = Jµ

R(e)−Jµ
L(e) is the axial current of electrons, J

µ
(n) is the current of neutrons, andEµ = Fµνuν

is the electric field defined in the fluid rest frame. When the matter sector is in equilibrium, its state is characterized
by uµ, T , µp, µn, the electron (vector) chemical potential µe = (µeR + µeL)/2 and electron chiral chemical potential
µe5 = (µeR − µeL)/2.

2

So far, the governing equations are generic and are applicable even when the neutrino sector is far away from
equilibrium. In the following, we will consider the case where the neutrino sector is near equilibrium (which is the
case near the core of the supernova), and then its evolution is further characterized by the neutrino chemical potential
µν . Here, for simplicity, we assume that the matter sector and neutrino sector have the same temperature and fluid
velocity. In this case, the time evolution of the system, when ignoring the evolution of the dynamical electromagnetic
fields, is governed by Eqs. (13) and (15)–(18). In total, one has nine variables and eight conservative equations. To
form a closure for the equations and variables, we have to incorporate the β equilibrium condition, µe+µp = µν +µn.
In the presence of dynamical electromagnetic fields, we need to solve Eqs. (14) and (15)–(18) coupled to Maxwell’s
equation simultaneously.

III. NEAR-EQUILIBRIUM SOLUTION FOR THE CHIRAL TRANSPORT EQUATION

Based on the chiral radiation transport equation above, let us solve for the near-equilibrium distribution function
of neutrinos. In the following, we take ~ = c = kB = 1 except where the ~ expansion is shown.
We first consider the case of equilibrium state for neutrinos where the collision term vanishes,

(1− f̄ (ν)
q )Γ̄<

q = f̄ (ν)
q Γ̄>

q . (19)

We decompose the neutrino distribution function as f̄
(ν)
q = f

(ν)
0,q + ~f

(ν)
1,q , where ~f

(ν)
1,q denotes the quantum correction

on the classical distribution function in equilibrium, f
(ν)
0,q . It then follows that

Γ̄>
q

Γ̄<
q

≈
1− f

(ν)
0,q

f
(ν)
0,q

[

1−
~f

(ν)
1,q

f
(ν)
0,q (1− f

(ν)
0,q )

]

. (20)

From Eqs. (5)–(8) on the other hand, we have

Γ̄>
q

Γ̄<
q

≈ Γ̄
(0)>
q

Γ̄
(0)<
q

[

1 + ~(q · ω)
(

Γ̄
(ω)>
q

Γ̄
(0)>
q

− Γ̄
(ω)<
q

Γ̄
(0)<
q

)

+ ~(q · B)

(

Γ̄
(B)>
q

Γ̄
(0)>
q

− Γ̄
(B)<
q

Γ̄
(0)<
q

)]

= −
(1− f

(e)
0,q )
(

1− eβ(µn−µp)
)

f
(e)
0,q

(

1− eβ(µp−µn)
)

[

1 + ~
βq · ω
2q · u

(

1− 3q · u
M

)−1
]

(21)

2 When the finite electron mass me is taken into account, it attenuates µe5 by the chirality flipping process [41]. However, the following
discussion and our main results will not be affected even when µe5 = 0, and the effects of the electron mass on our results can be treated
as a perturbation in terms of me/µ ≪ 1.
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up to O(~). Comparing the right-hand sides of Eqs. (19) and (21) order by order in ~, we obtain

1− f
(ν)
0,q

f
(ν)
0,q

= −
(1− f

(e)
0,q )
(

1− eβ(µn−µp)
)

f
(e)
0,q

(

1− eβ(µp−µn)
)

, (22)

f
(ν)
1,q = −f

(ν)
0,q (1− f

(ν)
0,q )

βq · ω
2q · u

(

1− 3q · u
M

)−1

=
βq · ω
2q · u

(

1− 3q · u
M

)−1

∂βq·uf
(ν)
0,q . (23)

We accordingly obtain the equilibrium distribution function for neutrinos,

f̄ (ν)
q =

1

eh + 1
, (24)

where

h ≈ β(q · u− µν) + ~β
q · ω
2q · u +O

(q · u
M

)

, (25)

with µν the neutrino chemical potential that satisfies the β equilibrium condition µe+µp = µν +µn. For consistency,

we here drop the q · u/M correction since the O(1/M) corrections on Γ̄
(ω)≶
q are already neglected based on the

nonrelativistic approximation above. After dropping this term, f̄
(ν)
q above agrees with the equilibrium distribution

function in Refs. [19, 21].
When neutrinos are not in complete equilibrium but are close to equilibrium, we may rewrite the collision term in

the relaxation time approximation,

1

Ei

[

(1− f (ν)
q )Γ<

q − f (ν)
q Γ>

q

]

≈ −δf
(ν)
q

τ
, (26)

where δf
(ν)
q ≡ f

(ν)
q − f̄

(ν)
q is the fluctuation of the distribution function and τ = Ei/

(

Γ̄>
q + Γ̄<

q

)

denotes a momentum-
dependent relaxation time which describes how long the system returns to the equilibrium state. From Eqs. (19) and
(5), we find

τ ≈ Ei(1− f̄
(ν)
q )

Γ̄
(0)>
q

[

1− ~
Γ̄
(ω)>
q (q · ω)
Γ̄
(0)>
q

− ~
Γ̄
(B)>
q (q · B)

Γ̄
(0)>
q

]

. (27)

Solving Eq. (3), the perturbative solution of δf
(ν)
q is given by

δf (ν)
q ≈ −τ✷if̄

(ν)
q = −τ

q ·D
Ei

f̄ (ν)
q . (28)

By decomposing the relaxation time as τ = τ (0) + ~τ (1) via the ~ expansion, we have more explicit expressions

τ (0) =
Ei(1− f

(ν)
0,q )

Γ̄
(0)>
q

=
κEi(1− f

(ν)
0,q )

(q · u)3(1− f
(e)
0,q )

, (29)

τ (1) = − Ei

Γ̄
(0)>
q

[

f
(ν)
1,q + (1− f

(ν)
0,q )

Γ̄
(ω)>
q (q · ω) + Γ̄

(B)>
q (q · B)

Γ̄
(0)>
q

]

= −τ (0)
[(

2

Ei
+ β

(

f
(e)
0,q − f

(ν)
0,q

)

)

q · ω
2q · u +

q · B
2M(q · u)2

]

, (30)

with

κ ≡ π

G2
F(g

2
V + 3g2A)δn

, δn ≡ np − nn

1− eβ(µn−µp)
. (31)

Here, we used Eq. (23) with dropping the O(1/M) terms. Note that the relaxation time is directly derived from the
Fermi theory, which is the low-energy effective field theory of the weak interaction.
Some remarks are in order here. First, one may attempt to include the magnetic moments of nucleons neglected in
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Ref. [13]. Naively, we may take into account the effects of the nucleon magnetic moment by consistently replacing µi

by µi − siλi|B|/(2M) for i = n, p, where λi/(2M) is the magnetic moment and si = ±1 denotes the spin up or down.

This amounts to the replacement of f
(i)
0,k by

f
(i)
k ≈ 1

eβ[M−µi+~λi|B|/(2M)] + 1
≈ f

(i)
0,k

(

1− ~
siλi|B|
2MT

)

, (32)

for M − µi ≫ T and |B| ≪ MT . In such a case, one obtains an extra contribution from the magnetic field to the
relaxation time, τ = τ (0) + ~τ (1) + ~δτ (0), where

δτ (0) = τ (0)
|B|
2MT

∑

sp,sn

(

spλpnp − snλnnn

np − nn
+

snλn − spλp

eβ(µp−µn) − 1

)

. (33)

In this approximation, however, the nucleon wave functions do not include the magnetic field corrections. Hence,
a more systematic inclusion of the magnetic field corrections in the nucleon Wigner functions (in addition to the
distribution functions) would be necessary.3 For this reason, we do not consider the magnetic moment contributions
from nucleons in the present paper.
Second, one may also consider the elastic neutrino-nucleon scattering νℓL(q) +N(k) ⇋ νℓL(q

′) +N(k′). Nevertheless,

an analytic form for the collision term in the relaxation time approximation linear to δf
(ν)
q cannot be derived by

simply adopting the isoenergetic approximation. In light of Ref. [13], the collision term reads

(1− f (ν)
q )Γ(el)<

q − f (ν)
q Γ(el)>

q =

∫

p

δ(q′2)qµΠ
(NN)
p,µλ q′λ

(

f
(ν)
q′ − f (ν)

q

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

q′=q−p

+O(~) , (34)

where the O(~) terms are dropped here. (The detailed structure of Π
(NN)
p,µλ obtained from the isoenergetic approximation

can be found there.) When neutrinos are near equilibrium, one finds f
(ν)
q−p − f

(ν)
q ≈ δf

(ν)
q−p − δf

(ν)
q given p · u ≈

|p|2/(2M) ≪ q · u, where p is the momentum transfer. To obtain a nonvanishing collision term analytically, a further
assumption for the hierarchy between the neutrino momentum |q| and the momentum transfer |p| has to be imposed.
Moreover, it is necessary to consistently incorporate O(|p|/M) corrections and the recoil momenta on nucleons, which
are already neglected in the isoenergetic approximation. Therefore, we also do not include the elastic neutrino-nucleon
scattering in the present work for consistency.

IV. NEUTRINO ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR AND CURRENT

Given the near-equilibrium solution for f
(ν)
q , we are now able to evaluate T µν

(ν) and Jµ
(ν) according to Eqs. (10) and

(11). For neutrinos near local thermal equilibrium, we decompose

T µν
(ν) = T̄ µν

(ν) + δT µν
(ν) , Jµ

(ν) = J̄µ
(ν) + δJµ

(ν), (35)

where

T̄ µν
(ν) ≡

∫

q

4πδ(q2)
(

qµqν f̄ (ν)
q − ~q{µSν}ρ

q Dρf̄
(ν)
q

)

, (36)

δT µν
(ν) ≡

∫

q

4πδ(q2)
(

qµqνδf (ν)
q − ~q{µSν}ρ

q Dρδf
(ν)
q

)

, (37)

3 In previous works, e.g., in Ref. [37], the nucleon magnetic moment is included in nucleon response functions. However, the scattering
matrix element of polarized nucleons in vacuum is simply used, and the effects of the medium and the magnetic field on the scattering
matrix element are not fully taken into account.
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and

J̄µ
(ν) ≡

∫

q

4πδ(q2)
(

qµf̄ (ν)
q − ~Sµρ

q Dρf̄
(ν)
q

)

, (38)

δJµ
(ν) ≡

∫

q

4πδ(q2)
(

qµδf (ν)
q − ~Sµρ

q Dρδf
(ν)
q

)

. (39)

Note that Cρ[f (ν)
q ] ∝ uρ up to O(~0) with the matter sector in equilibrium, for which we have ~Sνρ

q Cρ[f (ν)
q ] = 0. Hence,

~Sνρ
q Cρ[f (ν)

q ] = O(~2) and it is neglected above.

Given f̄
(ν)
q , we may rewrite T̄ µν

(ν) and J̄µ
(ν) as [20]

T̄ µν
(ν) =

∫

q

4πδ(q2)q{µ
[

qν} − ~

2
β
(

ων}q · u− uν}q · ω
)

(1 − f
(ν)
0,q )

]

f
(ν)
0,q , (40)

J̄µ
(ν) =

∫

q

4πδ(q2)
[

qµ − ~

2
β
(

ωµq · u− uµq · ω
)

(1− f
(ν)
0,q )

]

f
(ν)
0,q , (41)

which lead to

T̄ µν
(ν) = ǫ(ν)u

µuν − p(ν)∆
µν + ~ξω(ν)

(

ωµuν + ωνuµ
)

, (42)

J̄µ
(ν) = N(ν)u

µ + ~σω(ν)ω
µ , (43)

where ∆µν ≡ ηµν − uµuν . When µν ≫ T , we find

ǫ(ν) = 3p(ν) ≈
µ4
ν

8π2
+

µ2
νT

2

4
+

7π2

120
T 4 , ξω(ν) ≈ −

(

µ3
ν

6π2
+

µνT
2

6

)

. (44)

N(ν) ≈
µ3
ν

6π2
+

µνT
2

6
, σω(ν) ≈ −

(

µ2
ν

4π2
+

T 2

12

)

. (45)

In this case, the contribution of antineutrinos is suppressed and the transport coefficients ξω(ν) and σω(ν) agree with
those in the chiral fluid including the contributions of both fermions and antifermions [19, 42–45]. In particular,
J̄µ
(ν) ∝ ωµ above is known as the chiral vortical effect [42, 46–49] and Eq. (45) correctly reproduces its transport

coefficient. Although the isoenergetic approximation breaks down at µν ≫ T [40], we assume sufficiently large µν

such that the antineutrino distribution function is comparatively negligible yet the isoenergetic approximation is still
valid.
On the other hand, inserting Eq. (28) into Eqs. (37) and (39), the nonequilibrium corrections for the neutrino

energy-momentum tensor and current become

δT µν
(ν) = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei

[

qµqν(τ (0) + ~τ (1))− ~q{µSν}ρ
q Dρτ

(0)
]

q ·Df̄ (ν)
q , (46)

δJµ
(ν) = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei

[

qµ(τ (0) + ~τ (1))− ~Sµρ
q Dρτ

(0)
]

q ·Df̄ (ν)
q . (47)

As Dµ is defined such that Dµq
ν = 0, it follows that DµF(q · u) = ∇µF(q · u) for an arbitrary function F(q · u).

Accordingly, we may replace Dµ by ∇µ when it acts on τ (0) or f
(ν)
0,q in Eqs. (46) and (47).

We now make a further decomposition, δT µν
(ν) = δT

(0)µν
(ν) + ~δT

(1)µν
(ν) , where

δT
(0)µν
(ν) = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei
qµqντ (0)q · ∇f

(ν)
0,q , (48)

δT
(1)µν
(ν) = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei

[

τ (0)q{µ
(

qν}q ·Df
(ν)
1,q − Sν}ρ

q Dρ

(

q · ∇f
(ν)
0,q

)

)

+ q{µ
(

qν}τ (1) − Sν}ρ
q

(

∇ρτ
(0)
)

)

q · ∇f
(ν)
0,q

]

(49)

correspond to the explicit classical and quantum fluctuations, respectively. However, as will be discussed later,

from the ~ corrections encoded in hydrodynamic equations of motion, δT
(0)µν
(ν) can also yield quantum corrections
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comparable to δT
(1)µν
(ν) . Similarly, we decompose as δJµ

(ν) = δJ
(0)µ
(ν) + ~δJ

(1)µ
(ν) , where

δJ
(0)µ
(ν) = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei
qµτ (0)q · ∇f

(ν)
0,q , (50)

δJ
(1)µ
(ν) = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei

[

τ (0)
(

qµq ·Df
(ν)
1,q − Sµρ

q Dρ

(

q · ∇f
(ν)
0,q

)

)

+
(

qµτ (1) − Sµρ
q

(

∇ρτ
(0)
)

)

q · ∇f
(ν)
0,q

]

. (51)

V. NONEQUILIBRIUM CORRECTIONS FROM MAGNETIC FIELDS

In this section, we derive the explicit forms of nonequilibrium corrections on the neutrino energy-momentum tensor
and current. Using

∇ρf
(ν)
0,q = −f

(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)(

qλ∇ρ(βuλ)−∇ρµ̄ν

)

,

Dρf
(ν)
1,q = −

f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

2q · u

[

(

qλ∇ρ(βωλ)−
βq · ω
q · u qλ∇ρuλ

)

− (1− 2f
(ν)
0,q )βq · ω

(

qλ∇ρ(βuλ)−∇ρµ̄ν

)

]

,

∇ρτ
(0) = τ (0)

[

−3qλ∇ρuλ

q · u + f
(ν)
0,q

(

qλ∇ρ(βuλ)−∇ρµ̄ν

)

− f
(e)
0,q

(

qλ∇ρ(βuλ)−∇ρµ̄e

)

−∇ρ ln δn

]

, (52)

where µ̄i ≡ βµi for i = ν, e, p, n, we can evaluate δT µν
(ν) and δJµ

(ν) explicitly. [Note again that the difference between

q ·u and Ei is essential here since ∇µ(q ·u) 6= ∇µEi = 0.] Nonetheless, the full δT µν
(ν) and δJµ

(ν) are rather complicated,

and here we will focus on the contributions due to magnetic fields in which τ (1) is involved.

In principle, the leading-order corrections δT
(0)µν
(ν) and δJ

(0)µ
(ν) may also incorporate magnetic field corrections through

the hydrodynamic equations of motion that determine the temporal derivatives on thermodynamic parameters up to
O(~). Nevertheless, as will be shown in Sec. VI, the possible contributions are proportional to B · ∇⊥T and B · ∇⊥µ,
which are different from the forms of the viscous corrections originating from τ (1) that we are interested in here. For
the magnetic field induced corrections involving τ (1), we find

δT
(1)µν
(ν)B = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei
qµqντ (0)

q · B
2M(q · u)2 f

(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)(

qρqλΘρλ − q · ∇µ̄ν

)

, (53)

δJ
(1)µ
(ν)B = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei
qµτ (0)

q ·B
2M(q · u)2 f

(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)(

qρqλΘρλ − q · ∇µ̄ν

)

, (54)

where Θρλ ≡ ∇{ρβuλ}. We can decompose Θρλ and q · ∇µ̄ν as

Θρλ = uρuλΠ+ 2u{ρΠλ} +Πρλ, (55)

q · ∇µ̄ν = (q · u)Dµ̄ν + q⊥ · ∇µ̄ν , (56)

where

Π ≡ uρuλΘ
ρλ = Dβ, (57)

Πλ ≡ uρ∆λαΘρα =
1

2
(βDuλ +∇λ

⊥β), (58)

Πρλ ≡ ∆ρα∆λβΘαβ = πρλ +∆ρλθ, (59)

with πµν ≡ β∇{µ
⊥ uν} − ∆µνθ, θ ≡ β∇⊥νu

ν/3, D ≡ u · ∇ the temporal derivative in the fluid rest frame, and
vµ⊥ ≡ ∆µνvν for an arbitrary vector vµ.
By symmetry, we expect the following constitutive relations:

δT
(1)µν
(ν)B = δǫBu

µuν − δpBT∆
µν
B − δpBLB̂

µB̂ν + 2h
{µ
⊥ Bν} + 2u{µV

ν}
⊥ , (60)

δJ
(1)µ
(ν)B = δNBu

µ + σµν
B Bν , (61)
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where ∆µν
B = ∆µν + B̂µB̂ν , h⊥ · B = 0, and σµν

B uµ = 0. The explicit forms of these transport coefficients read

δǫB = 5δpBT = −5

3
δpBL =

κ

6M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

Bµ

(

βDuµ +∇⊥µβ − ∇⊥µµ̄ν

|q|

)

, (62)

hµ
⊥ = −κ∆µρ

B

30M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

(

βDuρ +∇⊥ρβ − ∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

, (63)

V µ
⊥ =

κ

2M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

[

∆µν

3

(

Dβ − θ − Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

− 2

15
πµν

]

Bν , (64)

δNB =
κ

6M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|2
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

Bµ

(

βDuµ +∇⊥µβ − ∇⊥µµ̄ν

|q|

)

, (65)

σµν
B =

κ

2M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|2
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

[

∆µν

3

(

Dβ − θ − Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

− 2

15
πµν

]

. (66)

The details of the derivation are shown in Appendix B. Here, all the temporal derivatives D on the thermodynamic
parameters should be replaced by spatial gradients via hydrodynamic equations shown in Sec. VI.
Note that δNB in Eq. (65) logarithmically diverges, but this may be regularized by the screening mass of the

neutrino in medium. By utilizing hydrodynamic equations shown in Eq. (102), one may replace Duµ by ∇µ
⊥T and

∇µ
⊥µ̄ for µ̄ = (µ̄e, µ̄p, µ̄n, µ̄ν) and drop the terms coupled to Dµ̄ν = O(~) as higher order corrections in the ~ expansion.

For simplicity, we assume ∇µ
⊥T and ∇µ

⊥µ̄ are suppressed and omit δǫB, δpB, h
ν
⊥, and δNB. The remaining terms are

then given by

V µ
⊥ = − κI1

15M

(

πµν +
5

2
θ∆µν

)

Bν , (67)

σµν
B = − κI2

15M

(

πµν +
5

2
θ∆µν

)

, (68)

where

I1 ≡
∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

=
T 2

4π2

[

eµ̄ν − eµ̄e

1 + eµ̄ν
+ (1 + eµ̄e−µ̄ν ) ln(1 + eµ̄ν )

]

, (69)

I2 ≡
∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|2
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

=
T eµ̄ν (2 + eµ̄ν + eµ̄e)

4π2(1 + eµ̄ν )2
. (70)

Note that the results in Eqs. (67) and (68) are independent of the nuclear equation of state.
Although the isoenergetic approximation may break down, it would be useful to extrapolate these results to the

regime µ̄e ≫ 1 and µ̄ν ≫ 1 to obtain more compact forms, which will be used for an order of estimate in Sec. VII. In
this regime, we find

I1 ≈ T 2

4π2

[

µ̄ν(1 + eµ̄e−µ̄ν ) + 1− eµ̄e−µ̄ν
]

, (71)

I2 ≈ T

4π2
(1 + eµ̄e−µ̄ν ) . (72)

When we further assume that µ̄n− µ̄p = µ̄e− µ̄ν ≫ 1 and uµ ≈ (1,v) with |v| ≪ 1, the explicit expressions for δT
(1)0i
(ν)B
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and δJ
(1)i
(ν)B can be simplified as

δT
(1)0i
(ν)B = δT

(1)i0
(ν)B ≈ − 1

72πMG2
F(g

2
V + 3g2A)

e2β(µn−µp)

nn − np
(∇ · v)µνB

i , (73)

δJ
(1)i
(ν)B ≈ − 1

72πMG2
F(g

2
V + 3g2A)

e2β(µn−µp)

nn − np
(∇ · v)Bi . (74)

Note that T 0i ∝ Bi and J i ∝ Bi are prohibited in usual parity-invariant matter by parity symmetry. However, these
chiral transport become possible in the present case due to the parity-violating nature of the weak interaction.

VI. HYDRODYNAMIC EQUATIONS OF MOTION

In this section, we present an explicit derivation of the hydrodynamic equations of motion for the system composed
of nucleons, electrons, and neutrinos. For simplicity, here we consider the hydrodynamic equations in the Lorentz
covariant form, which can reduce to a nonrelativistic expression with appropriate change of variables. It is also
sufficient to focus on the dissipationless terms for our purpose and we will ignore the dissipative terms, such as the
viscosity and conductivity.
The energy-momentum tensor, vector and axial currents for electrons in local thermal equilibrium read [42–45]

T µν
(e) ≡ T µν

R(e) + T µν
L(e) = uµuνǫ(e) − p(e)∆

µν + ~ξB(e)

(

Bµuν +Bνuµ
)

+ ~ξω(e)

(

ωµuν + ωνuµ
)

, (75)

Jµ
(e) ≡ Jµ

R(e) + Jµ
L(e) = N(e)u

µ + ~σB(e)B
µ + ~σω(e)ω

µ , (76)

Jµ
5(e) ≡ Jµ

R(e) − Jµ
L(e) = N5(e)u

µ + ~σB5(e)B
µ + ~σω5(e)ω

µ . (77)

Here, we have

ξB(e) =
µeµe5

2π2
, ξω(e) =

µe5

3

(

3µ2
e + µ2

e5

π2
+ T 2

)

, (78)

N(e) =
µe

3

(

3µ2
e5 + µ2

e

π2
+ T 2

)

, N5(e) =
µe5

3

(

3µ2
e + µ2

e5

π2
+ T 2

)

, (79)

σB(e) =
µe5

2π2
, σB5(e) =

µe

2π2
, σω(e) =

µeµe5

π2
, σω5(e) =

µ2
e + µ2

e5

2π2
+

T 2

6
, (80)

and, for a relativistic ideal gas of electrons,

ǫ(e) = 3p(e) =
1

4π2
(µ4

e + 6µ2
eµ

2
e5 + µ4

e5) +
T 2

2
(µ2

e + µ2
e5) +

7π2

60
T 4 . (81)

The vector and axial currents proportional to Bµ in Eqs. (76) and (77) are called chiral magnetic effect [50–53] and
chiral separation effect [54, 55], respectively.
The full energy-momentum tensor in local thermal equilibrium is thus given by

T µν
full = T µν

mat + T µν
(ν) = uµuνǫf − pf∆

µν + ~ξB(e)

(

Bµuν +Bνuµ
)

+ ~ξω(f)

(

ωµuν + ωνuµ
)

, (82)

where ǫf = ǫ(e) + ǫ(ν) + ǫ(p) + ǫ(n), pf = p(e) + p(ν) + p(p) + p(n), ξω(f) = ξω(e) + ξω(ν), and

ǫ(i) = 2

∫

d3q

(2π)3
Eq

(

1

eβ(Eq−µi) + 1
+

1

eβ(Eq+µi) + 1

)

, (83)

p(i) = 2

∫

d3q

(2π)3
|q|2
3Eq

(

1

eβ(Eq−µi) + 1
+

1

eβ(Eq+µi) + 1

)

, (84)

with Eq =
√

|q|2 +M2 for i = p, n. The nonequilibrium corrections, such as δT µν
(ν), are responsible for higher-

order gradient terms in hydrodynamic equations and are hence dropped. To be more precise, the inclusion of δT µν
(ν)

in hydrodynamic equations will contribute to the terms at O(∇2
⊥) for classical transport and those at O(∇3

⊥) for
quantum transport, respectively, which are irrelevant in the present context. The same argument is applied to drop
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δT µν
(e) , δJ

µ, and δJµ
5 as nonequilibrium corrections in Eqs. (75), (76), and (77). The nucleon currents are given by

Jµ
(i) = N(i)u

µ, N(i) = 2

∫

d3q

(2π)3

(

1

eβ(Eq−µi) + 1
− 1

eβ(Eq+µi) + 1

)

, (85)

for i = p, n. When µi ≫ T , the antiparticle contributions are suppressed, and thus, N(i) = ni.
From the lepton current conservation, anomaly relation for the axial current, electric current conservation, and

baryon current conservation in Eqs. (15)–(18), we have

D(N(e) +N(ν)) + (N(e) +N(ν))∇ · u+ ~∇µ(σB(e)B
µ + σω(f)ω

µ) = 0, (86)

D(N5(e) −N(ν)) + (N5(e) −N(ν))∇ · u+ ~∇µ(σB5(e)B
µ + σω5(e)ω

µ − σω(ν)ω
µ) = −~

E · B
2π2

, (87)

D(N(p) −N(e)) + (N(p) −N(e))∇ · u− ~∇µ(σB(e)B
µ + σω(e)ω

µ) = 0, (88)

D(N(p) +N(n)) + (N(p) +N(n))∇ · u = 0, (89)

where σω(f) = σω(e) + σω(ν). In addition, the energy-momentum conservation in Eq. (14) gives

D [(ǫf + pf)u
µ] + (ǫf + pf)u

µ∇ · u− uµDpf −∇µ
⊥pf + ~

[

D(ξω(f)ω
µ) +∇ν(ξω(f)ω

νuµ) + ξω(f)ω
µ∇ · u

]

+~
(

ωµ → Bµ, ξω(f) → ξB(e)

)

= Fµν
[

(N(p) −N(e))uν − ~σB(e)Bν − ~σω(e)ων

]

. (90)

Here and below, “(ωµ → Bµ, ξω(f) → ξB(e))” denotes the terms obtained by such replacement for the corresponding
terms involving ωµ with the coefficient ξω(f). This equation can be decomposed into the longitudinal and transverse
parts with respect to uµ as

Dǫf + (ǫf + pf)∇ · u+ ~
[

ξω(f)uνDων +∇µ(ξω(f)ω
µ)
]

+ ~
(

ων → Bν , ξω(f) → ξB(e)

)

= ~
(

σB(e)E ·B + σω(e)E · ω
)

, (91)

(ǫf + pf)Duµ −∇µ
⊥pf + ~

[

ωµDξω(f) + ξω(f)ω · ∇uµ + ξω(f)ω
µ∇ · u+ ξω(f)(Dωµ − uµuνDων)

]

+~
(

ωµ → Bµ, ξω(f) → ξB(e)

)

= Eµ(N(p) −N(e)) + ~σω(e)ǫ
µναβωνBαuβ. (92)

More explicitly, we find

(N(e),T +N(ν),T )DT +N(e),µ̄e
Dµ̄e +N(ν),µ̄ν

Dµ̄ν + (N(e) +N(ν))∇ · u
+~∇µ(σB(e)B

µ + σω(f)ω
µ) = 0, (93)

(N5(e),T −N(ν),T )DT +N5(e),µ̄e5
Dµ̄e5 −N(ν),µ̄ν

Dµ̄ν + (N5(e) −N(ν))∇ · u
+~∇µ(σB5(e)B

µ + σω5(e)ω
µ − σω(ν)ω

µ) = 0, (94)

(N(p),T −N(e),T )DT +N(p),µ̄p
Dµ̄p −N(e),µ̄e

Dµ̄e + (N(p) −N(e))∇ · u
−~∇µ(σB(e)B

µ + σω(e)ω
µ) = 0, (95)

(N(p),T +N(n),T )DT + (N(p),µ̄p
+N(n),µ̄n

)Dµ̄p +N(n),µ̄n
D(µ̄e − µ̄e5 − µ̄ν) + (N(p) +N(n))∇ · u = 0, (96)

and

ǫf,TDT + (ǫf,µ̄(e)
+ ǫf,µ̄n)Dµ̄(e) − ǫf,µ̄nDµ̄e5 + (ǫf,µ̄p + ǫf,µ̄n)Dµ̄p + (ǫf,µ̄ν

− ǫf,µ̄n)Dµ̄ν + (ǫf + pf)∇ · u
+~
[

∇µ(ξω(f)ω
µ)− ξω(f)ωµDuµ

]

+ ~
(

ωµ → Bµ, ξω(f) → ξB(e)

)

− ~
(

σB(e)E ·B + σω(e)E · ω
)

= 0, (97)

(ǫf + pf)Duµ −∇µ
⊥pf − Eµ(N(p) −N(e)) + ~

[

ωµ(ξω(f),TDT + ξω(f),µ̄ν
Dµ̄ν + ξω(f),µ̄e5

Dµ̄e5) + ξω(f)(ω · ∇uµ + ωµ∇ · u)
+ξω(f)(Dωµ − uµuνDων)

]

+ ~
(

ωµ → Bµ, ξω(f) → ξB(e)

)

− ~σω(e)ǫ
µναβωνBαuβ = 0, (98)

where Fi,T ≡ ∂TFi and Fi,µ̄j
≡ ∂µ̄j

Fi correspond to the partial derivative with respect to T and µ̄j for an arbitrary

function Fi(T, µ̄j) and we have implemented µn = µe + µp − µν .
4 Here one may further replace the combinations

4 For generality, we here used µn = µeL+µp−µν and took into account the contributions of µe5. When chirality flipping occurs sufficiently
rapidly, we may simply set µe5 = 0 in these equations.
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Dωµ − uµuνDων and DBµ − uµuνDBν by other terms via the Bianchi identities.5 Note that N5(e),T = σB(e) =
σω(e) = ξB(e) = ξω(e) = 0 when µ̄e5 = 0.

Up to O(~0), it is easy to show that

DT = − ǫf + pf
ǫf,T

∇ · u+O(~) , (99)

Duν =
∇ν

⊥pf
ǫf + pf

+O(~) =
pf,T∇ν

⊥T +
∑

µ̄ pf,µ̄∇ν
⊥µ̄

ǫf + pf
+O(~) , (100)

for µ̄ = (µ̄e, µ̄p, µ̄n, µ̄ν), and Dµ̄i vanish at O(~0). Here we further assumed the local charge neutrality N(p) = N(e).
In fact, the conservation of electric current in Eq. (88) is satisfied by the local charge neutrality when µe5 = 0. When
µe5 6= 0, on the other hand, a local electric charge fluctuation can be induced at O(~). For relativistic ideal gases, one
can find ǫf = 3pf , pf,T = 4pf/T , pf,µ̄e = N(e)T , and pf,µ̄ν

= N(ν)T , which yields

DT = −T∇ · u
3

+O(~) , (101)

Duµ =
∇ν

⊥T

T
+

T

4pf

[

(N(e) + βpn,µ̄n)∇ν
⊥µ̄e + β(pp,µ̄p + pn,µ̄n)∇ν

⊥µ̄p + (N(ν) − βpn,µ̄n)∇ν
⊥µ̄ν

]

+O(~) . (102)

These hydrodynamic equations up to O(~0) were employed to obtain the explicit expressions of δT µν
(ν)B and δJµ

(ν)B in

Sec. V.
As briefly mentioned in Sec. V, however, the magnetic field can also be involved through the temporal derivatives D

on the thermodynamic parameters when incorporating ~ corrections. Therefore, we need to work out the leading-order
corrections in ~ expansion as well, which are shown in Appendix A. For simplicity, we here set µ5e = 0. In this case,
the magnetic field is only involved in Eq. (94) for the hydrodynamic equations when taking Eµ = ωµ = 0. For such a
correction, one finds

~∇µ

(

σB5(e)B
µ
)

=
~

2π2
Bµ
(

∇⊥µµe − µeDuµ

)

. (103)

Here, we used the relation

∇ · B + 2E · ω +BµDuµ = 0, (104)

which follows from the Bianchi identity ∇µF̃
µν = 0 and the decomposition F̃µν = ǫµναβuαEβ − uµBν + uνBµ. By

further substituting the expression of Duµ from Eq. (102), we conclude that Eq. (103) only contains B · ∇⊥T and
B · ∇⊥µ terms, and thus, δT µν

(ν)B and δJµ
(ν)B are not affected when assuming ∇⊥µT = ∇⊥µµ = Eµ = ωµ = 0.

VII. DISCUSSIONS AND OUTLOOK

Let us now consider the possible phenomenological implications of the results above. Here, we will focus especially
on the neutrino momentum density T i0

(ν)B in Eq. (73). We can estimate the kick velocity of the core due to this

contribution as

vkick ∼
δT i0

(ν)B

ρcore
, (105)

5 From the decomposition ∂[µuν] = ǫµναβu
αωβ + 1

2
(uµDuν − uνDuµ) and the Bianchi identity ǫµναβ∂α∂[µuν] = 0, we can derive [21]

Dωµ
− uµuνDων = −ωµ∂ · u+ ω · ∂uµ

−
1

2
ǫµναβuβ∂νDuα .

Similarly, from the decomposition Fµν = ǫµναβu
αBβ

− uµEν + uνEµ and the Bianchi identity ǫµναβ∂αFµν = 0, we have

DBµ
− uµuνDBν = −Bµ∂ · u+ B · ∂uµ

− ǫµναβ
(

uβ∂νEα + uνEαDuβ

)

.
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where we assumed the homogeneous core mass density ρcore and constant δT i0
(ν)B there for an order of estimate. Taking

nn − np ∼ 0.1 fm−3, µn − µp ∼ 100 MeV, µν ∼ 100 MeV, T ∼ 10 MeV, typical length scale for the variation of the

hydrodynamic variables, L ∼ 10 km, |v| ∼ 0.01, and ρcore ∼ M(nn + np) with nn + np ∼ 0.1 fm−3, we obtain

vkick .

(

B

1013-14 G

)

km/s . (106)

(The reason why this should be regarded as the upper bound will be described shortly.) In order to account for the
observed pulsar velocity vkick ∼ 102 km/s (see, e.g., Refs. [56–59]) solely from this contribution, the required magnetic
field at the core is of order 1015-16 G.6 However, this estimate should be taken with care because it depends sensitively
on the choice of the parameters.
From Eq. (73), one might think that for a given magnetic field, vkick becomes arbitrarily large if (µn − µp)/T

becomes sufficiently large. In fact, this is not the case because for a sufficiently large (µn − µp)/T , the mean free
path ℓmfp would become larger than the typical length scale of the system, as can been seen from Eq. (31), where κ
increases when (µn − µp)/T increases. Then the assumption that neutrinos are near equilibrium would break down.
This means that the kick velocity is bounded from above for a given magnetic field because of the hydrodynamic
approximation.7 On the other hand, the chiral radiation transport theory itself is applicable to neutrinos even far
away from equilibrium, in which case such a limitation is not present. It is thus necessary to investigate the fully
nonequilibrium contribution of this mechanism to provide a more realistic estimate.
Although we have highlighted the neutrino chiral transport induced by the magnetic field near equilibrium in this

paper, there are also other neutrino chiral transport induced by the vorticity and gradients of temperature and chemical
potential. One expects that these chiral effects would further modify the nonlinear hydrodynamic evolution of the
supernova, such as the turbulent behavior. For example, chiral/helical transport phenomena lead to the tendency
toward the inverse energy cascade even in three dimensions, as analytically and numerically shown in Refs. [60, 61]
(see also Refs. [62, 63] in the context of the early Universe).
We also note that neutrino chiral transport far away from equilibrium is not captured by the relaxation time

approximation adopted in the present paper. In fact, even though the net momentum flux is generated for near-
equilibrium neutrinos by magnetic fields, it is not guaranteed that these neutrinos can escape from the protoneutron
star. This neutrino momentum flux could be canceled by the back reaction of the matter sector, and then there
could be no significant emission asymmetry. The emission asymmetry might rather be caused by neutrinos outside
the neutrino sphere, where the near-equilibrium approximation is not applicable. In order to see the consequences of
fully nonequilibrium chiral effects, it would be eventually important to perform numerical simulations of the chiral
radiation transport theory for neutrinos in the future.
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are also different from the previous results although the final order of estimate itself is comparable to Ref. [30] among others.
7 Parametrically, T i0

(ν)B
may be expressed as

T i0
(ν)B ∼

(

ℓmfp

L

)

µ3
ν

M
Bi . (107)

Then the near-equilibrium condition of neutrinos (L & ℓmfp) leads to the upper bound of vkick as

vkick .
µ3
νB

Mρcore
∼

(

B

1013 G

)

km/s . (108)

for µν ∼ 100 MeV.
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Appendix A: Leading-order corrections

The leading-order corrections of the energy-momentum tensor and current of neutrinos read

δT
(0)µν
(ν) = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei
qµqντ (0)f

(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)(

qρqλΘρλ − q · ∇µ̄ν

)

, (A1)

δJ
(0)µ
(ν) = −

∫

q

4πδ(q2)

Ei
qµτ (0)f

(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)(

qρqλΘρλ − q · ∇µ̄ν

)

. (A2)

By symmetry, we expect the following constitutive relations:

δT
(0)µν
(ν) = δǫ(0)uµuν − δp(0)∆µν + 2u(µζ

ν)
⊥ + χµν

⊥⊥, (A3)

δJ
(0)µ
(ν) = δN (0)uµ + jµ⊥, (A4)

where uµζ
µ
⊥ = uµj

µ
⊥ = 0 and uµχ

µν
⊥⊥ = χµν

⊥⊥uν = 0. All these components can be computed via

δǫ(0) = 3δp(0) = uµuνδT
(0)µν
(ν) , ζν⊥ = uµ∆

ν
ρδT

(0)µρ
(ν) , χµν

⊥⊥ = ∆µ
ρ∆

ν
λδT

(0)ρλ
(ν) , (A5)

δN (0) = uµδJ
(0)µ
(ν) , jµ⊥ = ∆µ

ρδJ
(0)ρ
(ν) . (A6)

Their explicit expressions are given by

δǫ(0) = 3δp(0) = −κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

1− f
(e)
0,q

(

q̂ρq̂λΘρλ − q̂ · ∇µ̄ν

|q|

)

= −κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

1− f
(e)
0,q

(

Dβ − θ − Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

, (A7)

ζν⊥ = −κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

1− f
(e)
0,q

q̂ν⊥

(

q̂ρq̂λΘρλ − q̂ · ∇µ̄ν

|q|

)

= κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

3
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

(

βDuν +∇ν
⊥β − ∇ν

⊥µ̄ν

|q|

)

, (A8)

χµν
⊥⊥ = −κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

1− f
(e)
0,q

q̂µ⊥q̂
ν
⊥

(

q̂ρq̂λΘρλ − q̂ · ∇µ̄ν

|q|

)

= κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

1− f
(e)
0,q

[

∆µν

3

(

Dβ − θ − Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

− 2

15
πµν

]

, (A9)

δN (0) = −κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

(

q̂ρq̂λΘρλ − q̂ · ∇µ̄ν

|q|

)

= −κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

(

Dβ − θ − Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

, (A10)
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jµ⊥ = −κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

q̂µ⊥

(

q̂ρq̂λΘρλ − q̂ · ∇µ̄ν

|q|

)

= κ

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

3|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

q̂µ⊥

(

βDuµ +∇µ
⊥β − ∇µ

⊥µ̄ν

|q|

)

. (A11)

Appendix B: Evaluations of δT
(1)µν

(ν)B and δJ
(1)µ

(ν)B

In this appendix, we provide the derivations of Eqs. (62)–(66). Given the decomposition of Θµν in Eq. (55), one

may write δT
(1)µν
(ν)B and δJ

(1)µ
(ν)B as

δT
(1)µν
B = −

∫

d3q

(2π)3
q̂µq̂ντ (0)

q̂ ·B
2M

f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

|q|
[(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

+ q̂ρ⊥

(

2Πρ −
∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

+Πρλq̂
ρ
⊥q̂

λ
⊥

]

, (B1)

δJ
(1)µ
(ν)B = −

∫

d3q

(2π)3
q̂µτ (0)

q̂ · B
2M

f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

[(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

+ q̂ρ⊥

(

2Πρ −
∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

+Πρλ q̂
ρ
⊥q̂

λ
⊥

]

. (B2)

All the relevant coefficients of the decompositions in Eqs. (60) and (61) can be calculated via

δǫB = uµuνδT
(1)µν
(ν)B , δpBT = −1

2
∆BµνδT

(1)µν
(ν)B , δpBL = −B̂µB̂νδT

(1)µν
(ν)B ,

hµ
⊥ = − 1

|B|B̂ρ(∆B)
µ
νδT

(1)ρν
(ν)B , V µ

⊥ = ∆µ
ρuνδT

(1)ρν
(ν)B , (B3)

and

δNB = uµδJ
(1)µ
(ν)B, σµν

B Bν = ∆µ
ρδJ

(1)ρ
(ν)B, (B4)

where we used ∆Bµν∆
µν
B = 2.

When evaluating the integrals, we also use the following useful relations for an arbitrary function F(|q|):
∫

d3q

(2π)3
q̂µ⊥q̂

ν
⊥F(|q|) =

∫

d3q

(2π)3

[

z2B̂µB̂ν − (1− z2)

2
∆µν

B

]

F(|q|) , (B5)

∫

d3q

(2π)3
q̂µ⊥q̂

ν
⊥q̂

ρ
⊥F(|q|) =

∫

d3q

(2π)3

[

z3B̂µB̂νB̂ρ − z(1− z2)

2

(

B̂µ∆νρ
B + B̂ν∆µρ

B + B̂ρ∆µν
B

)

]

F(|q|) , (B6)

where z ≡ −B̂ · q̂⊥ = B̂ · q̂. One then finds

δǫB = −
∫

d3q

(2π)3
τ (0)

q̂ · B
2M

f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

|q|
[(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

+ q̂ρ⊥

(

2Πρ −
∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

+Πρλq̂
ρ
⊥q̂

λ
⊥

]

=

∫

d3q

(2π)3
τ (0)

z2

2M
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

Bρ(2|q|Πρ −∇⊥ρµ̄ν)

= − κ

6M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

Bµ

(

βDuµ +∇⊥µβ − ∇⊥µµ̄ν

|q|

)

, (B7)

δpBT = −1

2

∫

d3q

(2π)3
(1− z2)τ (0)

q̂ · B
2M

f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

|q|
[(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

+ q̂ρ⊥

(

2Πρ −
∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

+Πρλq̂
ρ
⊥q̂

λ
⊥

]

=
1

2

∫

d3q

(2π)3
τ (0)

(1− z2)z2

2M
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

Bρ(2|q|Πρ −∇⊥ρµ̄ν)

=
1

5
δǫB , (B8)
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δpBL =

∫

d3q

(2π)3
z2τ (0)

q̂ ·B
2M

f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

|q|
[(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

+ q̂ρ⊥

(

2Πρ −
∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

+Πρλq̂
ρ
⊥q̂

λ
⊥

]

= −
∫

d3q

(2π)3
τ (0)

z4

2M
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

Bρ(2|q|Πρ −∇⊥ρµ̄ν)

= −3

5
δǫB , (B9)

hµ
⊥ =

∫

d3q

(2π)3
z2τ (0)

q̂µ⊥ − zB̂µ

2M
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

|q|
[(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

+ q̂ρ⊥

(

2Πρ −
∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

+Πρλ q̂
ρ
⊥q̂

λ
⊥

]

= −1

2

∫

d3q

(2π)3
τ (0)

z2(1− z2)

2M
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

∆µρ
B (2|q|Πρ −∇⊥ρµ̄ν)

= − κ

2M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

∆µρ
B

15

(

βDuρ +∇⊥ρβ − ∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

, (B10)

V µ
⊥ = −

∫

d3q

(2π)3
q̂µ⊥τ

(0) q̂ · B
2M

f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

|q|
[(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

+ q̂ρ⊥

(

2Πρ −
∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

+Πρλq̂
ρ
⊥q̂

λ
⊥

]

=

∫

d3q

(2π)3
τ (0)

z2

2M
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

|q|
[

Bµ

(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

−
(

(1 − z2)ΠµρBρ +
(3− 5z2)

2
BµB̂νΠ

νρB̂ρ

)

− (1− z2)

2
Πρ

ρB
µ

]

=
κ

2M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

[

∆µν

3

(

Dβ − θ − Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

− 2

15
πµν

]

Bν ,

δNB = −
∫

d3q

(2π)3
τ (0)

q̂ · B
2M

f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

[(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

+ q̂ρ⊥

(

2Πρ −
∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

+Πρλq̂
ρ
⊥q̂

λ
⊥

]

=

∫

d3q

(2π)3
τ (0)

z2

2M
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

Bµ

(

2Πµ − ∇µµ̄ν

|q|

)

=
κ

6M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|2
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

Bµ

(

βDuµ +∇⊥µβ − ∇⊥µµ̄ν

|q|

)

, (B11)

σµν
B Bν = −

∫

d3q

(2π)3
q̂µ⊥τ

(0) q̂ ·B
2M

f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

[(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

+ q̂ρ⊥

(

2Πρ −
∇⊥ρµ̄ν

|q|

)

+Πρλq̂
ρ
⊥q̂

λ
⊥

]

=

∫

d3q

(2π)3
τ (0)

z2

2M
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)

[

Bµ

(

Π− Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

− (1 − z2)πµρBρ −
5(1− z2)

2
θBµ

]

=
κ

2M

∫

d3q

(2π)3
f
(ν)
0,q

(

1− f
(ν)
0,q

)2

|q|2
(

1− f
(e)
0,q

)

[

∆µν

3

(

Dβ − θ − Dµ̄ν

|q|

)

− 2

15
πµν

]

Bν . (B12)
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124 (2018), 1711.09733.


	I Introduction
	II Chiral radiation transport theory for neutrinos
	III Near-equilibrium solution for the chiral transport equation
	IV Neutrino energy-momentum tensor and current
	V Nonequilibrium corrections from magnetic fields
	VI Hydrodynamic equations of motion
	VII Discussions and outlook
	 Acknowledgments
	A Leading-order corrections
	B Evaluations of T(1)()B and J(1)()B
	 References

