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No bulk thermal currents in massive Dirac fermions

Feng Liu,>* A. Daria Dumitriu-I.,">T and Alessandro Principil®
! Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Manchester, M18 9PL Manchester (UK)

We calculate the energy current flowing in the bulk of a (241)-dimensional system of massive
Dirac fermions and along a (141)-dimensional domain wall generated by flipping the sign of the
particle mass. We show that, at low temperatures and in the long-wavelenghth limit, the system does
not support a bulk thermal Hall current proportional to the temperature gradient. The only such
contribution is due to states localised at the domain wall. This puts an end to a controversy existing
in the literature and amends previous results obtained via first-order perturbation calculations.

Introduction—The thermal Hall effect mirrors the Hall
effect in the realm of energy transport, i.e. a trans-
verse heat current emerges when a temperature gradi-
ent is established. Such effect has been studied in a
variety of systems, such as multiferroics [1], topological
insulators [2], magnets [3-6], quantum spin liquids [7—
9], strongly-correlated systems [10, 11] to name a few,
and it also constitutes an important diagnostics of neu-
tral excitations. From a theoretical standpoint, ther-
mal responses can be calculated by using Luttinger’s
“trick” [12], by exploiting the equivalency that exists
in the linear-response regime between a non-flat metric
tensor (also termed “gravitational potential” in what fol-
lows, in analogy with the electric potential) and temper-
ature fluctuations in generating energy currents [12-14].
In this scheme, the Hamiltonian is perturbed by intro-
ducing a non-trivial metric tensor that couples to the
system’s energy density. The first derivative of the metric
tensor then defines the gravitational field (analogous to
the electric field and equivalent to the thermal gradient
within linear response) that generates the longitudinal
and/or Hall thermal currents [12-14].

Recently, a controversy has arisen about whether ther-
mal Hall currents proportional to the gravitational field
(i.e. to the temperature gradient) can be supported in
the system’s bulk [15-17], or whether such currents are
always proportional to higher-order gradients of the tem-
perature fluctuations [18-22]. Refs. [18, 19] were the first
to point out a fundamental difference between the charge
and thermal Hall effects. They showed that, in con-
trast to transverse charge currents that arise in response
to uniform electric fields, within a gravitational Chern-
Simons action no thermal Hall current is generated in
response to a uniform gravitational field (temperature
gradient) in the bulk of a (241)-dimensional gapped sys-
tem. This result was challenged by Refs. [15-17]. In par-
ticular, Ref. [16] found a bulk contribution proportional
to the first derivative of the gravitational potential, when
calculating the thermal Hall response to first order in the
metric tensor and in the long-wavelength limit.

More recent analytical and numerical works [20-22] are
in agreement with the earlier findings of Refs. [18, 19].
However, in deriving their results, Refs. [20-22] do not
follow the methods employed in [15-17]. It is therefore
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FIG. 1. The boundary located at ' = 0 separates

two (2+1)-dimensional bulk massive-Dirac-Fermion systems,
whose masses are equal but of opposite sign: negative in the
half-plane z' < 0 and positive in the half-plane z' > 0. A

boundary current jgdry flows along the edge, i.e. in the z2 di-

rection, and bulk currents j 5 flow across the boundary. These
currents satisfy the continuity equation given in Eq. (1). The
textured background represents a non-zero gravitational po-
tential.

unclear whether these latter works present shortcomings
that can be remedied to get results consistent with the
rest of the literature [18-22]. The scope of this work
is thus to put an end to such controversy by showing,
with an analytical calculation that closely follows that of
Ref. [16], that it is indeed possible to obtain the correct
results by including all-order contributions in the metric
tensor to the system’s free energy. By doing so, we show
that the bulk thermal Hall response proportional to a uni-
form gravitational field (temperature gradient) vanishes.
Thus, the thermal Hall response in the long-wavelength
limit features only boundary contributions.

In this paper we consider the system of Fig. 1, i.e. a
(14+1)-dimensional boundary located at x! = 0 and ori-
ented along the direction x? which separates two (2+41)-
dimensional bulk massive-Dirac-Fermion systems. We
assume their masses in the two half-spaces, 2! > 0 and
2! < 0, to be equal in magnitude but opposite in sign,
as shown in Fig. 1. The continuity of energy currents
imposes that a bulk thermal Hall current must necessar-
ily exist to account for boundary anomalies. This is to

say that, if a (141)-dimensional current jgdry flows along



the boundary, then the bulk current j} flowing across the
boundary must satisfy the continuity equation [23]
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This equation is central in what follows in proving that
the bulk current jL(z') can only be proportional to the
derivative of the gravitational field (i.e. to the second
derivative of the temperature fluctuations).

On the contrary, the calculation of Ref. [16] suggests
that the boundary current is directly proportional to the
metric tensor. If this were true, according to Eq. (1), the
bulk thermal Hall current would be proportional to the
first derivative of the metric, and therefore to the tem-
perature gradient. However, these findings are derived
from lowest-order approximations of the quantities in-
volved: higher-order corrections could dramatically alter
this conclusion.

To show that this is indeed the case, we follow the
method used in Ref. [16] but we calculate contributions
to the thermal current to all orders in the gravitational
potential in the long-wavelength limit. We omit terms
in the boundary current that depend on the derivatives
of the metric, since such terms would correspond to con-
tributions to the bulk thermal Hall current proportional
to at least the second derivative of the gravitational po-
tential. Our all-order calculation shows that the long-
wavelength energy current flowing along a boundary lo-
cated at 2' =0 is
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i.e. it depends only on the uniform equilibrium temper-
ature T and does not contain any term proportional to
the gravitational potential itself (i.e. to the temperature
fluctuations away from equilibrium). According to the
thermal generalization of the Streda formula [24], we can
use the result of Eq. (2) to find the thermal Hall conduc-
tivity, Kay = sgn(m)nT/12. [16, 19, 24].

Eq. (2) implies that 62jgdry = 0 and therefore one
can immediately conclude that there is no bulk ther-
mal Hall current which is proportional to the gravita-
tional field (temperature gradient). Thus, by following
the same method presented in Ref. [16], our all-order cal-
culation corrects their approximate result. Going beyond
the long-wavelength approximation, one would include
contributions to the boundary energy current of Eq. (2)
that are proportional to the first derivative of the metric
tensor. These in turn translate, via Eq. (1), into leading-
order contributions to the bulk thermal Hall current that
are proportional to the second derivative of the temper-
ature fluctuations away from equilibrium. This result is
in agreement with the effective theories of Refs. [18, 20]
and numerical results of Ref. [21].

The model—The action for (2 + 1)-dimensional Dirac
fermions coupled to a gravitational field is (hereafter, we

set h =1) [25]
S = / . \/gq/_) {;(eﬂavaeﬂ - $Hryaeﬂa) —m 11[}’ (3)

where [ = [d’zdt and the covariant derivative ?N

(%u) acts on the right (left) two-component spinor field
. Explicitly, ?Mw = 3H1/J+['ya,’yg]wf5w/8, where 3#
is the derivative over the temporal (1 = 0) and spatial
(u = ,y) directions, while w *# = 6fe”ﬂll“zy/ —e'z0.e
is the spin connection [26]. Finally, the combinations
~041 %42 and 4° correspond to the usual Pauli ma-
trices o, o, and o, respectively. In Eq. (3), we have
introduced the metric g,,,, whose determinant, in modu-
lus, is g. The factor /g ensures invariance of the action
under changes of coordinates. Throughout this paper, we
use the Greek indices p,v = 0,1,2 and o, 3,... = 0,1,2
to denote the environment and locally flat (or internal)
coordinates, respectively. In what follows, when we re-
fer to space-like directions only, we will use the Latin
letters 4,7 = 1,2 for the environment coordinates, and
a,b = 1,2 for the internal coordinates. The Minkowski
metric in the locally-flat space-time is taken to be 7,5 =
diag(+1, —1,—1). The environment and flat metrics, g,
and 7,4, respectively, are related by a vielbein field e’
according to the identity [26] g, = efe/nep. From
Eq. (3), we define the energy-momentum tensor

1 48
—e 4
e (1)

and the Hamiltonian acting in an effectively locally-flat
space-time as
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H = /\/gwbeoayawwr?w%oa
—%ejav“?j + %%ﬂaeja + m]w. (5)

In curved spacetime, the energy current is related
to the energy-momentum tensor via ji = /g7’,_, =
V990, 7" [19]. Because of the Lorentz invariance of mas-
sive Dirac fermions, 7#¥ = 7Y#. Thus, we can rewrite
Je = \/ggo,m“' = \/ggougi”ﬂf/. Assuming a perturba-
tion of the Luttinger’s type [12], the vielbein becomes [19]
e) =0 (1+¢y), and e = 6,*. In this case, the expec-
tation value of the energy current is given by [27]

-2 _ )2 g
Ju(r) = —(1+ ¢g(x)) 5ei(s) (6)

The partition function and the free energy are defined
according to the usual relations as Z = Tr (e’ﬁH) and
F = —B7'InZ, respectively. Here, Tr(...) denotes the
trace in the Fock space [28]. To derive these equations

we used that 6¢®, /6hZ = 0 and 6\/9/6h¢ = 0, which we




rigorously demonstrate to hold true for a perturbation of
the Luttinger’s type in [27].

Boundary fermions— Consider a boundary at ! = 0
between the gapped bulk at ' < 0 with negative mass
and that at #1 > 0 with positive mass (see also Fig. 1).
The boundary is extended in the whole 2 direction. The
Hamiltonian for boundary fermions can be derived by
employing the standard method used in [16]. Details are
given in [27] for completeness. The full Hamiltonian of
Eq. (5) is split it into three parts, H = fdQ:m/JT[Ho +
H1 + Ha|th, where

Ho = **705] ’yo‘g + = 8j767a§ja+m,
h = G~ Y
) (Wa/2)(in°y* 95 =0 j7°y),

— h* /2)

H, = *7‘[0+(1+

Ho = (1+0) L, o untwr®). (7)
Additionally, we defined e;* = 6 + h/2, ek, = ok, —
h*, /2 and /g = 1+h/2. We assume the deviations h, h,;*
and h*, in Eq. (7) to be small. Therefore, in the following
calculations we treat Hgy as the unperturbed Hamilto-
nian, while H; and Ho are treated perturbatively. We
assume that the metric depends only on z? near the
boundary. Thus, in Luttinger’s case [12], ¢4(z) = ¢4(z?).
Then the two directions z! and 22 are completely decou-
pled in the boundary Hamiltonian. The wave function of
the boundary mode obtained from the Hamiltonian g
then factorizes into the product of a plane wave in the
22 direction, 1¥y(2?), and of a two-components evanes-
cent spinor wave function in the z! direction, 1 (z!):
p(at, 2?) = Po(2?)p1(x'). The formal solution of the
evanescent spinor is given by [16]:

1 — axp |in! ’
wl(x)—eplw/o

The two-component spinor [s) corresponding to the
boundary state satisfies ivl|s) = sgn(m)|s), where
sgn(m) indicates the sign of the mass in the half-space
x! < 0. The other eigenstate of iy corresponds to a state
that cannot be normalized [16]. Therefore, the boundary
Hamiltonian obtained from the unperturbed bulk Hamil-
tonian Ho is Ho = isgn(m)da.

The derivation of the interaction terms H; and Ho
term is more involved. We therefore relegate it to the
Supplemental Material [27] and quote only the final re-

sult, i.e. Hi = C(x2)(—%(5>2 - %2)) and Hy = 0, with

1

dx’lm(x’l)] |s). (8)

C(xZ) — (h _ h% — h%) — %h (hzé + h%) ) (9)

N | =

where, according to our choice of mass signs, sgn(m) =
—1, i.e. the same as in [16].

We are now in the position to derive the effective
boundary free energy at finite temperature, and from

it the boundary energy current. To do so, we use
the Hamiltonian (7) to write the partition function as
Z = [Dy*Dipexp (—dery[¢*,¢,<]) with imaginary
time boundary action [28]

dery :/ w*(.’I}Q,T)(aT +7:lo+7:l1)w(x257-)7 (10)

where fLT = fOB dr [dz. Performing the integration
over the fermionic fields, the effective free energy func-
tional of the gravitational field is obtained as FP4Y[¢] =
pLSPAY[C]. The effective action can be expressed as
Shdry[¢] = Y2, Tr[(GoX)']/l, where the trace is to be
taken over real space x? and imaginary time 7 [27], up
to a constant which is independent of (. The inverse
Green’s function and self-energy in momentum space are
defined as Gy*(k, 7K', 7') = —0kx (0r + k) 5(7,7') and
Sk, K, 1) = [C(k = K)(k+K)/2]6(r, 7).

At low temperature, the Fermi distribution function
f(p) can be approximated using the Sommerfeld expan-
sion as f(p) =~ 0(—p) — (x2T?/6)ds(p)/dp. After some
lengthy algebra [27], we obtain the following complete
expression for the boundary free energy up to order T2
in the long-wavelength limit [29]

7TT2 o]

5 C(a?)
ﬁ dzx

o LHC(E?)

This equation is one of the central results of our paper. In
what follows we will use it to derive the boundary energy
current and show that it is independent of ¢, under the
long-wavelength approximation.

Energy current—We begin by recalling Eq. (6) which
bdry(zz) — _2[1+
bg(z )] (6FP¥[¢]/6h&(2?)). Therefore, the energy cur-
rent flowing along the boundary can be read off from the
boundary effective free energy in Eq. (11) as

P = (11)

we now spcmfy for the boundary case j

bdry 2y _ T2 (14 g(@%))? 6¢(a?)

jg o (x7) = - 5 (12)
12 (14¢(2))? sh(22)

The derivation of the functional derivative of ((z?) is in

general a difficult task. In [27] we have carried it out
for the case in which ((x?) is Luttinger’s gravitational
potential [12], i.e. a local dilation or contraction of space.
Setting ((2?) = ¢y4(x?) and we have found that

a¢(z?)
2( 2
5h0 (iE ) 6‘925“6(1_‘_(759))6#{1:5;,
Combining Egs. (12) and (13), we obtain the energy
boundary current under the long-wavelength approxima-
tion given previously in Eq. (2).
Finally, we can use Eq. (2) to calculate the sys-
tem’s thermal Hall conductivity based on the Streda for-
mula [16, 24, 30]. Because of the definition of energy



magnetization M% in terms of energy current [13], the
boundary energy current satisfies the relation j;dry =
—[ME(z! = +00) — Mj(a' = —oc0)] [16], we get M7 =
—sgn(m)nT?/24. Here, we restored the sign of the mass
m using the fact that the bulk energy magnetization
ME is odd under parity transformation, so it has op-
posite signs in the two half-planes: MZ(z! = —o0) =
—M%(2' = +00) [16]. Therefore, the thermal Hall con-
ductivity is then given by the thermal generalization of
the Streda formula [16, 24, 30] for the quantized thermal
Hall effect

OME 7T
a7 —sgn(m)ﬁ.

Rg =

(14)

This corresponds to a quantized thermal Hall conductiv-
ity with Chern number C' = sgn(m)/2.

Conclusion—

In this paper, we consider the boundary modes ex-
isting at a domain wall between two (2+1) dimensional
massive Dirac fermion systems of opposite masses [16].
By systematically resumming all-order contributions in
powers of the metric tensor at low temperature and in
the long-wavelength limit, we have obtained a rigorous
expression for the boundary free energy. From this, we
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Supplemental Material: No bulk thermal currents in massive Dirac fermions

S1. ENERGY CURRENT WITH FINITE TEMPERATURE

We consider the following model action for a (2 + 1)-dimensional Dirac fermion field coupled with a gravitational field
S = /dtde\/ﬁiﬁ 1(611&7&?“ - %M'yae“a) - m} P
= /dtde\/gw 2 a’yago + ]a’y"‘? 07*€’, ;%jv"‘eja — m] P

7

- R i 7 .
= /dtd%\/@/f 5600/7%30 —wo) — 5( 90 +wo)y el + iejcﬂa?j - igﬂaeja - m] (4

= /dtd2x\/§7j} 2 a’)/ago - = 807a60a:| ’L/) — /dtH (Sl)
Here, the covariant derivative ? " (% ) acts on the right (left) two-component spinor field 1. Explicitly,

V0 (3 + gl 18l )w, 1/_5”:15( = = 5l “5> (S2)
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From Eq. (S1), we define the energy-momentum tensor

1 68
T‘LL = eVaTlév = _euai ’ (SS)
Vi3
and the Hamiltonian acting in an effectively locally-flat space-time as
H = /de\/gl/; [;eoawawo—i— %wofyae — 56{{70‘? + %fy el —&-m} (]
= /dQ%\@wT Beow%“wo + %wﬁwowae - %6Jav0”/0‘7 + v°$ e+ mry } P. (S4)

In curved spacetime, the energy current and the energy-momentum tensor satisfy the following relationship

= \/§7'iy:o = \/ggO;ﬂJﬂ- (85)
Because of the Lorentz invariance of massive Dirac fermions, 7 = 7¥#. Thus, we can rewrite
) i (A7) W, 08
B = V990u™" = V9909 T, = —goug"™ e’ 5 - (S6)
o

Assuming a perturbation of the Luttinger’s type [19], the vielbein field becomes

e£ = 5,?(1 +dg), e; =96, (S7)
and therefore the energy current is given by
) 08
2 = — 9 = F— =2(1 2. S8
JE V990073 = (goo)es be (1+ o) oh (S8)

In these expressions, h, h;* and h/, are treated as generic deviations of the vielbein field and its determinant from
their value in a flat space-time:

e, = 0, +h/2,
el, = ot —ht, /2,
Vg = det(e;) =1+ h/2. (S9)

[e3%



Now, by substituting the specific expression of the action into Eq. (S8), we obtain

08 / 2 - {z 0 0 i 0 } ) /
0 At JG0 | e T — LT |- — 2 [am
Shi(ait)  ohl(w1) VI [5€an" G0 g 000 a0 =g s
- o—Ai/dtHZ—‘S%H. (S10)
Sh(z,t) Shé(x)

Here, we employed the relations &e’, /5hoé = 0 and 5\/§/5h02 = 0, which we rigorously demonstrate to hold true
for a Luttinger’s gravitational potential in Section S4. Besides, it should be noted that the final step of the above
derivation holds only in the case of a static vielbein field (independent of time), which is precisely the scenario we are
considering. Therefore, the expression of the energy current Eq. (S8) becomes

0H 0H
2(2) = =21+ ¢g)? —— = —(1 + ¢y)> ——. S11
@) =21+ 0 o5 =~k 5 (s11)

Thus, at finite temperature T, the expectation value of the energy current is given by

_ A4 dy(@))? e 2 OF 2 OF s
= B T~ A e g = (L ) (s12)
Here, we have introduced the partition function
2= (e ) = [ Dl w)es (-5%(u".0) .
B
5Pt ol = [ ar( [ a0t ot ) + B (). 0(0). (513)

and the free energy, according to the usual relation F' = —37!In Z. Equations (S12) and (S13) are the fundamental
results of this section, i.e. are the expressions that we will use in what follows to calculate the energy current. We
stress that these formulae remain valid for fermions living at an edge or a boundary between regions of space with
different physical properties (e.g., different masses). Since we are interested in the energy current carried by fermions
localised at a boundary, in what follows we will first derive the Hamiltonian and free energy of such particles.

S2. BOUNDARY HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we establish the boundary Hamiltonian using the same method as in Ref. [16]. Using the definitions
introduced in Eq. (S9), the Hamiltonian of Eq. (S4) is split into three parts

Ho = —%Voﬂﬂa 9+ % 9 7"y, +m,
h h . b a R = 0 a
M = ot (14) (/2% T - 18,00)

(R /270 (10w + wv®) | - (S14)

h 7 N )
Ho = (1 + ) [25t70(7awu =+ wlt'}/a) D)

2
We consider a boundary at z! = 0 between a gapped bulk of mass m < 0 (i.e. in the half-plane 2! < 0) and mass
m > 0 (i.e. in the half-plane z' > 0). The boundary is extended to the entire 2> space. This derivation is based on
an assumption that the metric depends only on 22 near the boundary. Then, z' and z? are completely decoupled in
the boundary Hamiltonian. The wave function of the boundary mode of the Hamiltonian H is a product of a plane
wave of the a2-coordinate and a two-components spinor wave function of the z!-coordinate

P(at, %) = Yo (a®)hr (). (S15)



The boundary modes satisfy following equation [16]
(=7°y' 01 + m(a" )y )b (ah) = 0,
—i0] (@)% = m(a)gl )" =o. (S16)

Formally, the solution of (S16) is given by

bi(a) = exp [wi /0 x

Here, the two component spinor |s) corresponding to the edge bound states satisfies iy!|s) = sgn(m)|s), with sgn(m)
indicating the sign of the mass in the half-plane ' < 0. The other one corresponds to states that cannot be
normalized [16]. The boundary Hamiltonian for the unperturbed bulk Hamiltonian H, is

1

dx’lm(x’l)l [s). (S17)

Ho = (P1|Holr) = <1/11|(—§707131 +59 170y = Ly002F, 4 3 927092 + )|y

2
1§ 502 4= 5 5 i i —
= (s|— 5’}/0'72 da+ 3 0 97°7?|s) = isgn(m)gg — §sgn(m) 0o, (S18)
where we have used the relation iwi = —'yﬁﬁyé. The derivation of the interaction terms H; and Hs term is more

involved. We start by defining their corresponding boundary terms:

h h : 3
R = gt ol + (145 ) (Wa/D00113 T - 50 o),

fa = (145) 3 (08 0o b ) = Gl W D G b ). (19)

In order to project H1 and Ho onto the boundary mode, we need to consider the following three terms:

A = (W, /2)( wllfvovag -5 n%“|w1>

B = Bi+ By = ity (011727 Y1V [101) + iy (01 2 OY YA 1),

C = C1+ Co = iwpuy (W /2) (1|7 727" [1h1) + iy (B /2) (01 [0y 9y i ) (S20)
Notice that hJ, h, and w,as are just functions of 22, and wyag = —wyga. A is given by

A = (W11 5907 Fr = ST190 ) + (/21520 T = £ T )
= S22 ) + meay 'y ) + ()20 ) (B2~ Fa). (s21)

The first term in Eq. (S21) is zero since it contains following integral [16] (the integrand of which is an odd function)

/Z dz'tm(z') exp legn(m) /01

The second term in Eq. (S21) is nonzero for a = 0,2 due to the property of the two-component spinor |s)

1

da''m(z"* )] =0. (S22)

(s1°2%ls) = 1,
(sln*7'ls) = —isgn(m) (shr°ls) =
(s17°7°1s) = —sgn(m). (523)

Here we have used 71(76\3» = —’yﬁ'yi|s>. Therefore,

A= [(B3(a)/2) — sen(m) (W a?) /2] £ (8~ T2). (524)



Now we consider the terms B and C. It is readily apparent that the values of these matrix elements are

(s17%7%7%701s) = (slyPv170|s) = (s]y0r%y0421s) = 1,

(5770711 |s) = (s Py 190ls) = (s1799092921s) = (s1y%727 %A 0ls) = -1,

(5170727272 s) = (s17°709240s) = (s]707 v 22 ls) = (s]7072y vt |s) = sgn(m),

(s17°79707s) = (s17°727%40]s) = (s]707 9271 ]s) = —sgn(m), (S25)

with all other matrix elements being zero. Thus, for terms B and C:
By = 2i(wyp1 — wysp) + 2isgn(m) (wyap + wiis),
By = =2i(wypq — wasg) — 2isgn(m)(wyzy + wiis),
B =B+ By =0,
i = i(huiwuﬁi + h%wuoﬁ + sgn(m)[h’%wugo + huiwui?})’
Cy=—1 (hujo‘)p@i + hgw#()@ + sgn(m)[h%wuéo + hujwuiQDV
C=0C1+Cy=0. (826)

Based on this information, we can express the interaction terms H; and H, as

R = gllHalin) + (145 ) (22170 )

h(z?) i — 1 h(z? i = =
= (2 )(isgn(m)(gz — 02))+ 5(1 + (2 ))(h%(xz) - sgn(m)h%(:cz))i( Jqo— 02)
1 h(z?) i = =
= (= seimh(?) + (1 + ) eI 2) — 1, 2) ) (5 (T2 — 92),
1/ h\ 1 - 0 1% a . 0 a «

Ha = (145 ) (0 08 G+ ) = lin W D G b)) =0, (521
where we have used the property of spin connection coefficient w,ng = —wugq. It is interesting to note that the spin
connection part vanishes in this case, which means that boundary fermions are always massless, regardless of the form
of the metric. In the main text, we (IEwe chosen sgn(m) = —1. In what follows we will use this sign of the mass term.
In this case, Hi = C($2)(—%(32 — 93)), Ha =0, with

1 1
C(z?) = 3 (h(xQ) — hQQ(x2) — hzﬁ(xQ)) — Zh(xQ) (hzé(xz) + hQO(IQ)) , (S28)
and we obtain the boundary Hamiltonian
~ 1= e 1= <~
i = [dsula®) (= 5(F2 - 52+ ()5 (T2 - 52)))ala?). (529)

S3. BOUNDARY FREE ENERGY

We now derive the effective boundary free energy at finite temperature. To do so, we use the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S29)
to write the partition function as

Z= [ DurDexp (=87 w,dl) = [ Do Dep (~SE [T U] - SIWTL0.C). (830)
Here,
) 6 o io id
syl = [ i [ateet) [&—;Wgaﬁ] bla®,7),
5 a0 0
Sy = [ [ 4t [—;cw)axﬁ;wc(x%] v, 7). (531)



Performing the integration over the fermionic fields, the effective free energy functional of the gravitational field is
obtained as

Tr[(GOE)l]7 (832)

NE
o~ =

ShV[) = BRI =

=1

where the trace was taken over real space 2 and imaginary time 7. This expression is exact up to a constant that
we have neglected, since it does not contribute to the thermal current. In Eq. (S32), the inverse Green’s function and
self-energy in momentum space, G Land %, respectively, are defined as

Gal(va; k/aT/) = _5k',k' (87' + k) 5(7-7 T/)y
k+k

Sk, K 7)) =C(k—K) S(r, 7). (S33)

To calculate the free energy of Eq. (S32), we first consider the terms corresponding to I = 1,2. For [ = 1, we get
1603 = [ a1
dp
o / _ / dap 534
Z o= =P | 2Pl (S34)

where ((z?) is given in Eq. (S28). At low temperatures, the Fermi distribution function f(p) in Eq. (S34) can be
approximated using the Sommerfeld expansion as

72T? dé(p)
6 dp

f(p) = 6(—p) — (S35)

We immediately see that when this expansion is plugged into IV, it takes the form

7T2 2 T 2
10 = 5 [ Ry =5 [ 320 (00-0 - TS ) = Za T (536)

Here, A is a large constant that is independent of temperature. We neglect its effect, since it produces a contribution
to the free energy that is independent of temperature. In fact, the first term on the right-hand side of IV [i.e.,
the one proportional to 6(—p)] produces a contribution to the free energy which is independent of temperature, and
therefore we can neglect it [31]. On the other hand, the second term of Eq. (S36) is proportional to the temperature
and must be retained. Therefore,

T2
GoY] = 57 / ¢ (a2). (S37)
For the term with [ = 2 in Eq. (S32), we can write
1 . 2 2
STlGP) = [ 51 [ drapen= o)), (539)
Y3

where, for ¢ =0,

2 B [dpdf(p
ZL/ zwn /27r dp (839)

We only need to consider II(g) at ¢ = 0 because, from Eq. (S38), it can be readily seen that if II(q) is expanded in
powers of g. In that case, the contributions due to higher-order terms are proportional to higher-order derivatives of
¢(2?). However, the primary focus here is on contributions to the free energy that do not contain such derivatives,
and therefore we will neglect these terms in what follows and set ¢ = 0 in II(g):

5/dp b d < . 252613;)) 5LT2 (S40)




Here, we used the Sommerfeld expansion given in Eq. (S35), thus

STlGP) = [ 51 [ draen= M mo)e)ce?) = [ dnoee? )= BT [ s cayisa)

Let us now consider the coefficients of order { > 2 in Eq. (S32). Since, as shown above, we only need to consider
coeflicients at ¢ = 0, the [-th order term of the expansion can be generally represented as

-1 -1
TGy = [ [astast - daiiess (i ase — i ap)et | Cabeteh) - cGat)
j=1 j=1
= U [ e’
l
U = Z/ ( k) : (S42)

Following Hertz’s approach [32], we convert the above equation into a contour integral and perform the Matsubara

sum, which gives
B / dk i a1
= - . 4
Ui 2772 7{ (l -1 27rk ! (k) (43)

Here, f(™) (k) denotes the nth derivative of the function f(k). Substituting Eq. (S35) into Eq. (S43) and using the
property of Dirac delta function as mentioned above, it is possible to show that

RO ) = —ka0D ) — TR0k = — (<12 R0 Da(k) - T (1) (k)
= —(~D)!(k) <l'k:2 26TZu> = (71)”11!(%1 ”QGTQ)(S(;@), (S44)
such that we have
= (-0 2 [ 00 = (- s e (545)
Therefore, the contribution from the Ith order term is given by
TTGo)] = 0T [t = sy [aatca) (546)

By summing these contributions together as dictated by Eq. (S32), we obtain the following complete expression for
the boundary free energy

LTQ * (=)

bdry _ A
P = gy L Ty

(S47)

This equation is one of the central results of our paper.

S4. FUNCTION DERIVATIVE OF ZETA FUNCTION

Due to the property of vielbein field [26]: e,*e”, = 0" e“B = 45 and Eq. (S9), we define

w € wo

1+hl/2 hi/2  hE/2
Hypo = e = h/2  14+hi/2  hij2 |,
r/2 hij2 1+n2)2
1—h0/2 —nl /2 —h%/2
Ag, = e=| —h%/2 1-hY/2 —n%/2 |. (S48)
0 1 2
—h%/2  —hY /2 1-h%)2



Obviously, H.A = A.H = 1. Using this, we can express 1/, in terms of h;*. To calculate the functional derivative of
¢(x?), we need the three terms h, h207 and h%:

2
h%

+hdndh 2 — 2hthE — hOhth? + ah? + 2h0h2 — hOhGhE + 2h h2 + hoﬁhfhf).

Loy o, pip5 4538 hy=t
5 (20 + hilnd = ndn?) (1+3)
1 ~ N ~ ~ ~ ~
2-3 (4421 = nPhd + 20 + ndn) (14
1 “ N ~ ~ ~ A
2-3 (4 +2ht — hih2 4 2n2 + hllh;) (1 +
Lo, 0 40,5, 052 hy~t
5(2h1—h2h1+h1h2><1+§) :

oo, 0,1 40,1 hy~t
5 (20 + byt = hh ) (14 5)

X
Ay -1
5)

(S49)

1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ N ~ ~ N N ~ N
: (4h0° — 9 Oht + 4ht + 2ndht — 2nOR2E — hORIRE + hORIRE

(S50)

Using Eq. (S49) and Eq. (S50), these terms and their functional derivatives (under Luttinger’s gravitational pertur-

bation) are as follows:

h2ﬁ($2) = Oa
e0=50(1+py),e,0=00
hzﬁ(iﬂz) = Oa
e‘?:é“ﬁ(l+¢g),e“@:6‘f
h(z?) = 2¢,(2%),
e0=60(1+py),e,0=00
5h26(x2) B 1
202y 1 2)’
Shg'(22) e0=0,0(1+dg),e,r=6¢c T 09(a?)
2 2
6h?(x ) ~ 0
ohg (a?) e, 0=60(14¢4),e,0=5,2
Sh(x? _ 0
2,2 o
Ohg'(z) e,)=0,(1+pg),e,r=0,"

Combined with Eq. (S28), the functional derivative of (z?) is given by

3¢(z?)

She («?)

- (1+

)t (- ) =i

She (22)

(S51)

1 1
2+ 20,(22) 2 (852)

This is exactly the result shown in the main text. Using the same approach, it can be easily demonstrated that

ShY. (x>
) _,

e9=60(1+¢y).e,0=50

e0=00(1+¢),e,0=60

6“0:5u0(1+¢g),e#‘1:§u“

which proves that de®, /6hZ = 0, for a = 0,1,2.

(S53)
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