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We consider the evolution equations for the bulk viscous pressure, diffusion current and shear
tensor derived within second-order relativistic dissipative hydrodynamics from kinetic theory. By
matching the higher order moments directly to the dissipative quantities, all terms which are of
second order in the Knudsen number Kn vanish, leaving only terms of order O(Re™' Kn) and
O(Re™?) in the relaxation equations, where Re™" is the inverse Reynolds number. We therefore refer
to this scheme as the Inverse-Reynolds-Dominance (IReD) approach. The remaining (non-vanishing)
transport coefficients can be obtained exclusively in terms of the inverse of the collision matrix.
This procedure fixes unambiguously the relaxation times of the dissipative quantities, which are no
longer related to the eigenvalues of the inverse of the collision matrix. In particular, we find that
the relaxation times corresponding to higher-order moments grow as their order increases, thereby
contradicting the separation of scales paradigm. The formal (up to second order) equivalence with
the standard DNMR approach is proven and the connection between the IReD transport coefficients

and the usual DNMR ones is established.

I. INTRODUCTION

Formulating a causal and stable framework for rel-
ativistic dissipative hydrodynamics has been a long-
standing issue that has seen a series of improvements
in the last decade ﬂjﬁ] This problem is not merely aca-
demic, as dissipative fluid dynamics has been proven to
be a powerful effective theory in relativistic systems, such
as heavy-ion collisions @—Iﬂ] and relativistic astrophysical
processes [8-110].

While the relativistic Euler equations describing the
dynamics of the perfect fluid are unambiguously formu-
lated, their generalization to relativistic dissipative fluids
proves to be a formidable problem. In the nonrelativisic
case, the leading-order contribution to the Chapman-
Enskog expansion, i.e., the Navier-Stokes equations, yield
a suitable theory for viscous hydrodynamics which has
seen tremendous success ﬂl_1|] At this level, the dissi-
pative quantities, otherwise known as thermodynamic
fluxes ﬂﬂ], are fixed by constitutive equations to the
thermodynamic forces (expressed as gradients of the fluid
properties), thereby implying an instantaneous response
and an infinite information propagation speed, thus vio-
lating causality [12-15].

An approach attracting much interest in recent years
is to abandon the traditional (Landau or Eckart) match-
ing conditions, by which the energy and particle number
density of the system are equated to their fictitious local-
equilibrium counterparts. In contrast, general matching
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conditions can be exploited in the frame of a first order-
like theory closely resembling the Navier-Stokes formu-
lation in a way that guarantees causality and stability

2, 3, [16, 7).

In this paper, we focus on the more traditional ap-
proach of formulating a causal and stable theory of dissi-
pative hydrodynamics in the form of relaxation equations
for the dissipative quantities appearing in the particle
current and stress-energy tensor decompositions, namely
the bulk-viscous pressure II, the particle diffusion cur-
rent n*, and the shear-stress tensor 7#”. Such second-
order theories introduce relaxation times governing the
response of the dissipative quantities with respect to
changes in the fluid properties (e.g., pressure P, ratio
a = p/T between the chemical potential p and tem-
perature T', and four-velocity w*). This procedure sets
finite relaxation time scales of the approach towards the
corresponding asymptotic Navier-Stokes limits, thereby
rendering the formulation causal [1§].

Naturally, due to the microscopic nature of the coef-
ficients involved in second-order theories, an underlying
formulation has to be provided. Most works employ ki-
netic theory, since it provides a suitable limit of quan-
tum field theories in the semiclassical limit [19]. From
a thermodynamical perspective, the entropy current de-
scribing the entropy flow in second-order hydrodynamics
exhibits second-order terms, which are in principle cal-
culable from kinetic theory ﬂﬁ—lﬂ] or can be postulated
within the frame of extended irreversible thermodynam-
ics [22-127).

Even though the second-order formalism by Miiller,
Israel and Stewart m, @] has long been the most
widely used second-order theory, its equations of motion
were obtained by employing a non-orthogonal momen-
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tum space basis which cannot be used to systematically
account for all second-order terms, leading to inaccurate
expressions for the transport coefficients. This issue can
be resolved by considering the exact equations of motion
for the irreducible moments of the Boltzmann equation,
as has been done in the celebrated DNMR formulation
of relativistic dissipative hydrodynamics @, @—@] In
addition, this formulation provided a way to improve the
truncation by increasing the number of moments consid-
ered for a given tensor-rank, thereby moving from the
(lowest-order) 14-moment approximation to 23 moments
and beyond.

In the DNMR formulation [1, [32], the main idea con-
sists of obtaining a system of relaxation equations for
the eigenmodes of the linearized collision kernel, which
can then be related to the irreducible moments and thus
to the dissipative quantities. The evolution equations for
the dissipative quantities obtained in this procedure read

mll+1=-C0+T+K+R, (1a)
oM 4t = kTP + JH 4 KF 4+ R* (1b)
TR o = et 4 T L KM R, (1)

where 711, 7,, and 7, are the relaxation time correspond-
ing to II, n* and 7", respectively, while {, x and 7
are the bulk viscosity, diffusivity and shear viscosity co-
efficients, constituting the so-called first-order (Navier-
Stokes) transport coefficients. In this procedure, the re-
laxation equations for the dissipative quantities are de-
rived on the basis of a hierachical truncation with re-
spect to the inverse Reynolds number Re !, related to
the magnitude of the dissipative quantities (Re_1 ~
11|/ Py, |n*|/no, |7 |/ Py), as well as to the Knudsen
number Kn, which can be related to the magnitude of
gradients (Kn ~ ¢V A/Aq, where ¢ is a characteristic mi-
croscopic scale and A is a fluid property) or to the micro-
scopic mean free path (Kn ~ m1/L, 7,/L, 7/ L, where L
is a macroscopic length scale). By the above definitions,
the second-order terms JHt e, fCH1He and RH1 - He
collect all contributions that are of orders O(Re™" Kn),
O(Kn?) and O(Re™?), respectively. All third order terms
with respect to Kn and Re™', i.e., the terms of orders
O(Re™®), O(Re™?Kn), O(Re™'Kn?), and O(Kn?), are
neglected. It is thus implied that, besides the require-
ment that both Re™! and Kn are small, the above power-
counting scheme also assumes that they are of the same
magnitude, i.e., Kn ~ Re™!. It should be noted that in
general the magnitudes of Kn and Re™! need not be the
same, hence the regimes where only one of these quan-
tities is small and the other one is large lie outside the
domain of applicability of second-order hydrodynamics.
Such regimes may be probed using third-order hydro-
dynamics ﬂﬁ, @] or directly kinetic theory ﬂE, @,—@],
however in this paper we focus only on the second-order
theory.

The RH#¢ terms, derived in Ref. m], arise due to
quadratic terms appearing in the collision term. These

terms will not be discussed further in this work. The
JCH1He terms involve quadratic terms in the first order
gradients of the flow properties (e.g., oMrg?) ) or second
order gradients (e.g., A{V,0*"). Their transport coeffi-
cients were derived in Ref. @], however they are usually
disregarded because they give rise to parabolic equations
[39]. On the other hand, the terms in J##¢ are hy-
perbolic in nature and are fully compatible with special
relativity.

In this paper we show that it is possible to formulate
a theory of dissipative relativistic hydrodynamics setting
the non-causal contribution KH1'# to zero by construc-
tion. The basis of our analysis is the asymptotic match-
ing scheme proposed in Ref. @] in the context of mul-
tiple dynamical moments, as well as in Ref. [41] for the
case of multicomponent fluids. The scheme finds its non-
relativistic analogue in the work of Struchtrup m], and
it is sometimes called order of magnitude approach.

Except in the case of the lowest-order truncation, the
transport coefficients and the relaxation times obtained
in this scheme are different compared to those obtained in
DNMR. The two theories thus seem to yield, in general,
different equations. In this paper we establish the con-
nection between the two schemes and show that they are
equivalent up to second order in Kn and Re™!. By con-
sistently using the matching conditions to express ther-
modynamic forces in terms of dissipative quantities, we
show that all terms contained in I#*1"#*¢ in DNMR, can be
reabsorbed into the transport coefficients in J#1"#¢ and
the relaxation times, thus modifying the usual DNMR
transport coefficients. We therefore call our approach the
Inverse-Reynolds-Dominance (IReD) approach, as it con-
sists, effectively, in replacing O(Kn”) terms in favour of
O(Re™'Kn), making the inverse Reynolds number “dom-
inant” over the Knudsen number. The IReD equations
are formally equivalent to the DNMR ones. We will show
this by analytically establishing the connection between
the transport coefficients appearing in the two formula-
tions.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. [l we
review the DNMR formalism introduced in Ref. @], while
in Sec. [[ITl we discuss the IReD scheme, leading to van-
ishing KCH1 "¢ terms ﬂﬂ] Section [[V] addresses the con-
nection between the transport coefficients arising in the
TReD approach compared to the DNMR ones (techni-
cal details are relegated to Appendix [A]). Section [V] dis-
cusses the connection between the approach introduced
in Ref. [39] for the case of 23 dynamical moments and our
proposed IReD approach. In Sec. [VI we list the explicit
values for the transport coefficients in the limit of an ul-
trarelativistic ideal gas of hard spheres, demonstrating
the convergence of the method when including higher-
order moments. The general expressions for the trans-
port coefficients in the IReD approach are summarized in
Appendix[Bl Section [VIIl concludes this paper. Through-
out this paper, we use Planck units (¢ = h = kg = 1)
and the (+,—, —, —) metric convention. Our analysis is
restricted to second order with respect to Kn and Re™"



and we work under the assumption that Kn ~ Re™*

II. DNMR APPROACH

In this section, we review the DNMR formalism intro-
duced in Ref. @] The starting point of the analysis is
the Boltzmann equation,

k'O fic = Cf] (2)

where fix = fk( ) is the one-particle distribution func-

tion, k* = is the on shell four-momentum (k% =
(k%)? —k? = m? Whlle C | is the collision term. By the
H-theorem ﬂE ] acts by drawing the system

towards local thermodynamlc equilibrium, described by
the equilibrium distribution foy.

The deviation from equilibrium 0 fx = fx — fox can be
characterized in terms of its irreducible moments pkt = #¢,

defined as

plae — /dK Ekk<“1 --kM')éfk, (3)

where dK = gd®k/[(27)3k] is the Lorentz-invariant in-
tegration measure (g is the number of internal degrees of

freedom), while A re) = ABLTHE AV s the sym-
metrized and (for £ > 1) traceless projection of the ten-
sor AP M with respect to the fluid four-velocity u#. In
particular, the » = 0 moments can be related to the bulk
pressure I, diffusion current n* and shear stress 7" as
follows:

3

_ no_ pv
p077_2H7
m

ph=nt, = (4)

In the Landau frame, the charge current N* and stress-
energy tensor 7" admit the following decomposition:
N¥ = nut +n* | T = eufu” — (P +I1)AH 7t |

()
where A* = gl — yMu”. Since the particle-number
density n and energy density € are equal to their ficti-
tious equilibrium values (n = ng, € = p), the moments
p1 = on and ps = d¢ both vanish. In addition, the heat
flow WH = Aty T"» = p!' also vanishes by the Landau
matching condition, THu"” = eu*. Summarizing, in the
Landau frame the following moments are automatically
7ero:

pr=p2=py=0. (6)

Starting from the Boltzmann equation (2) and defin-
ing V# = A*9” and f = Df = u - df for an arbitrary
function f, the equations of motion for the irreducible mo-
ments p,, p* and pt¥ can be derived as shown in Ref. ﬂ],
leading to

e = Cros =a0 = T110 4+ 20, TG0 4 (1= D) s + 1oty = Vbl
2 [+ 2 — (= mp 2] 0, (a)
§) = O =1 4 gty + 21— mPply — (4 3)pk10 — ALV, + 7ot i
+ % [(2r = 2)m?p_y — (2r +3)p)] ol + % [m®rpr—1 = (r + 3)prsa ] 0
PR (g — QUL AONT) — 5V (e 1 — pra) + (= Dl on, (7D)
p) — ) =20 o - 2 [(2r + )2 — 2m(r — 1)) of) + 20}
ol A)prz — @+ Hmpy + (= Do ol + 2V, — w20 )
=2 [ s)pfy — ol | i) S [l ) - P~ 1] 6
+(r = 1)pl Y or, — ANV + rpl iy (7c)

where I" = V! a. Furthermore, 0., = V,u,y, wu =
10wy — Byuy) and 0 = J,u” denote the shear tensor,
vorticity tensor and expansion scalar, respectively, while

Cr(’i L *) represents an irreducible moment of tensor-



rank £ of the collision term, defined in analogy to Eq. (@)):
Clmie) = /dK Epkim . krOCf] (8)

Furthermore, Gnm = noJmo — Jn 1 OJm+1 0, an =
Int1,qn—1,9 — an, while J,4 = (8Inq/8o¢) represents
the derivative of I, with respect to a = /T at constant

inverse temperature 3, with

1

Lg=——"
T (2¢+ )N

/ dK B} (—APkoks) for . (9)

The first terms appearing on the right-hand sides of
Egs. (@) are given as

1
aﬁo) :(1 _ T)Irl —I.0— —[GQT(E + P) - GBT”] )
Dy
a _ __n
. Jr+1,1 c +P‘]T+211 ’
a§2) =Ir 421+ (7" - 1)IT+272 : (10)

The relations (7)) constitute a system of infinitely many
coupled equations, where the unknowns are the irre-
ducible moments p#1""#¢. In order to extract from here

the equations of motion for the dissipative quantities II,

n* and 7%, the collision term OB st be ex-

pressed in terms of ptt~#¢. This can be achieved by
introducing a decomposition of J fx with respect to the
irreducible moments,

oo Ny
Sfic= foforc » Y Hid o gy by, (11)
£=0 n=0

where fok =1—afok (a =1 for fermions, —1 for bosons
and 0 for classical particles) and Ny represent truncation
orders which in principle should be taken to infinity. The
functions Hl(iz are polynomials of order Ny in Fx and are
(ﬂiileﬁned such that Eq. [B) holds exactly for 0 < n < Ny

.

Ignoring quadratic or higher-order terms in deviations
from equilibrium, the collision term can be represented
(to linear order) as

(12a)

Z A’rnpn ’

n= 0;&12

) = Z AS) ptt
n=0,#1
No
o = =N A@)

n=0

(12b)

(12¢)

where ASQ can be interpreted as the collision matrix. The
sums appearing above skip the moments which vanish
due to the Landau matching, as shown in Eq. (@).

The final step is to relate the irreducible moments
pw60 ‘¢ to those of order r = 0. This is the branching

point between the DNMR approach and the IReD ap-
proach presented in Sec. [IIl In the DNMR approach,
the basis of this construction is to seek a diagonalization
of A£
that

ensured by the matrix of eigenvectors Qm, such

(QO)TTAOQO = diag(x{, 0, ), (13)

where the columns of the diagonalization matrix Q) are

chosen such that the eigenvalues x( )

order,

appear in ascending

l Y4
W <xi? < (14)

With the above convention, it is possible to enforce a
separation of scales by which only the eigenvectors

Ny
Xénwue :Z(Q(Z)) 1 zn ‘e (15)
=0

(0

corresponding to the slowest scale x;’ remain in the

transient regime (the normalization of Qz(f) is such that
Qgé) = 1). The eigenvectors X!2;", corresponding
to larger eigenvalues xgi)o, are approximated by their

asymptotic (Navier-Stokes) values

(0) (1) (2)

XT>OZW97 X,’ft>02 (1)1#, X;L;OZ (2) s
(16)
where
No
0 0
g = Y (QO) e (17a)
§=0,#1,2
Ny
1 1 Q
A = 3" @W);talt (17b)
§=0,#1
N>
2 —1 (2
B =23 (@) tal? (17¢)
j=0
By this approximation, the irreducible moments

phhe = Zgio Q%ZX#T”W take the following form,

pr O -G-8, (s

o QW+ (ks — QW) 1m (18D)

w2 >7Tw+2(77 _Q< >77)0,W (159)

pi"“ ~O(Kn® Kn Re ™) | (184)
where the property X/ _ plhe

fo;om&mX#l...ue was employed. In the above,

the first-order transport coefficients (;, x; and n; are



computed via

m2 Mo

Gt S e, )

r=0,#1,2

Kon = Z Dall (19b)
r=0,#1
N2

U :Zﬂ(ﬁ)ag) ) (19¢)
r=0

with ( = (9, Kk = ko and 7 = 19. The inverse collision

matrix T,Efl) appearing above satisfies

Z 0~ mol

In what concerns the moments of negative order p**
(with » > 0), they can also be related to the d1551pat1ve
quantities via

T = @on - (20

e

Z}‘(@)pgl ‘e (21)

where the functions fr(f;) are defined as

Fo_ 4 AK forfox Bl HE (AP ko kg)!
o (2€+1)|| 0k .JOk B)

(22)
which follows after introducing Eq. (I0J) into Eq. [B]). Us-
ing now the asymptotic matching in Egs. ([I8]), we arrive
at

3 .
P—r = — W( (O) ’}/7(_0)9> ) (23&)
ol =m0 (23b)
p =B + 2P (23c)

(0)

The coefficients ~y, ©)

and 4, ' can be computed using the

functions }“,gfl) ,

No No
O = 3 FOY, 40 = Y FO«¢ -0,
n=0,#1,2 n=0,7#1,2
N1
S Foel, S F -0l
n:O,;él n=0,#1

A(2) — Z ]:(2)

2) _ Z]:@)ng 7

5

At this point, we remark that in the DNMR, approach ﬂ]

and in later papers ﬂﬁ the terms 4 A( ) are neglected, such
that the O(Kn) contributions to p’i 1M that should later
appear in the K1 #¢ terms are disregarded completely
ﬂﬁi In order to conform with the DNMR notation and
still stay accurate at first order with respect to both Kn

and Re™ ", the coefficient 7( ) should be replaced by

5© _%go>+ 50 _ Z FOCO  (250)
n= 07é12
_ L.
30 =7 240 = Z FOew (25b)
n=0,#1
N2
3B =@ 4 nv@) > FRe?, (25¢)
n=0

where we introduced the notation (also to be used in the
following section)

co_Sn em _Fa @ T (g
" Co " Ko " o
The same quantities are denoted in Ref. ﬂé_lj] by (= C,SO),

Fn = C,Sl) and 7, = C7(L2). With the above convention,
Eqgs. [23) becomes
3 ~/ v
== O, s,
(27)

which is similar, but not identical, to Eq. (67) in Ref. [1].
Finally, the evolution equations () for II, n* and 7w+

can be obtained by multiplying Eqs. (@) by Téf) and sum-
ming over r. The relaxation times 71, 7, and 7, are given
by the inverse of the smallest eigenvalues Xgé) of the col-
lision matrices A% [see Eq. ([3)]:

No

1 0
TI1 :(—0) = Z TOT)Qa("O) , (28&)
Xo r=0,#1,2
1 1) ~(1)
Tn :W = Z T( Qf«o 5 (28b>
Xo r= 0751
1
Tr :T) = 7‘0 s (28C)
0 r=0

where we remind that the normalization of an is such
that Q(()O) = 1. For completeness and for future reference,
we display below the complete expressions for the J#1 #¢
terms [1]],



J =—tunV -n—1pn - F = 0nnll0 — Ampn - I + A0, (29a)
TH = — Tyngw™ — 80 — Ly VPIL + o n AP N a7, + TunllF* — 1 e 7™V F),
— Annyo™ + NpnllIH — Aot 1, | (29Db)
JH :27'7771'§\“w”>A — OO — TMW)‘(“UK> + Aertllo™ — Topn P EY) 4+ 0, V50 4 A 1Y) (29¢)
where F* = V#P and I* = V*«a. We also display the ICH1#¢ terms, following the conventions of Ref. ﬂﬁ]
K =Crwuw™ + o0 ot + (0% + Gl - T+ GF-F+ (el - F4+GV-T+GV-F, (30a)
KH# =i10™ I, + Roo™ F, + isI"0 + 5aF 0 + fisw™ I, + #e AV, 0™ + 77V90 | (30b)
KM =i )y + oot + ﬁga/\Wo:) + ﬁ4g§\“wu>>\ T I 4 g EY)
+ G IR FY) 4+ g VHTY) 4 g VR EY) (30c)

To understand the origin of the O(Re 'Kn) and
O(Kn?) terms, we note that the asymptotic matching in
Eqs. (I8) replaces the irreducible moments [originally of
order O(Re™1)] with O(Re™") and O(Kn) terms propor-
tional to (IT,n*,7"") and (@, I",c""), respectively. At
the level of Egs. (), the former terms make O(Re™'Kn)
contributions, while the latter ones give rise to O(Kn?)
terms. This can be easily seen in what concerns the terms
appearing on the right-hand side of Eqgs. (@), since there
the irreducible moments always come with O(Kn) coeffi-
cients. Additional contributions arise from the comoving
derivative of the irreducible moments appearing on the
left-hand side of Egs. (). We illustrate this by consider-

ing the particular example of the tensor moments p<” v)
Taking the comoving derivative of Eq. (I8d) leads to

pir = Qi) 4 Qe 2Dl (e - )
+2n(C® — 0P)5) L O(Re 'Kn?), (31)

where 652) = 1n,/n was introduced in Eqgs. (28). The
first term in Eq. (B1) gives rise to the relaxation time 7,
via Eq. (28d). To leading order, the comoving derivative
Df = f of a thermodynamic function f = fla,B) is of
order O(Kn), since

: af of -
f=+-a+ 98
= (Hﬁ + Hgé) 6 + O(Re 'Kn), (32)

where H and H are defined in Eq. (A2H), while & and
3 are given in Eqs. (AIh,b). Thus, the second term of
Eq. @) is of order O(Re™*Kn), contributing to J**. In
contrast, the third and fourth terms are of order O(Kn?),
thus contributing to KCH”.

As mentioned in the introduction, the K1 "#¢ terms
are traditionally ignored in the literature, either because
they vanish in the 14 moment limit, or because they lead
to parabolic equations of motion M] In the following

section, we rederive the evolution equations () such that
JCH1#e yanish identically by construction.

III. INVERSE-REYNOLDS-DOMINANCE

(IRED) APPROACH

In this section, we discuss the derivation of the evo-
lution equations () for the case when the terms of sec-
ond order with respect to Kn vanish, H1#¢ = 0. The
derivation is identical to that presented in the previous
section, up to Eqgs. (IZ). The main difference compared
to the DNMR approach is at the level of the asymptotic
matching. In this section, we bypass the diagonalization
of the collision matrix via the matrix Q%Z Multiplying

Eqgs. (@) by 78 and summing over r, we arrive at [41]

No

>

r=0,#1,2

Db+ pn = —gne +O(KnRe ), (33a)

Z D gt — o T* + O(KnRe ™),
r=0,#1

(33D)

No
S22 1 g 30,0+ DA,
r=0

(33¢)

where the first-order transport coefficients (,, k, and
1, were introduced in Egs. (I9). Note that the comoving
derivatives on the left-hand sides of Egs. ([B3]) are of order

O(Kn Re ') as well. Neglecting terms of this order, we
obtain straightforwardly from Egs. ([B3)
3 174 174
P~ —5Cal,  ph= kM phY = 2m, 0t (34)
m

while p/* ~ O(Kn? Kn Re™'). The above relations
establish the correspondence between quantities of orders
O(Re™ ') and O(Kn) appearing on the left- and right-
hand sides, respectively. We now exploit this correspon-
dence in order to eliminate the O(Kn) terms appearing



[IReD] Diffusion: Relaxation times [DNMR] Diffusion Inverse eigenvalues

N1 70 Amip] 7oz Pntp] TsPenip] 7ot Pmip] N1 D6”] ™ Punp] 6] o] D1 Dontp] 65”1~ Penr)]
1 9/4 - - - 1 9/4 - - -

2 2.076 2.419 - - 2 2.59 1.629 - -

3 2.076 2.435 2.565 - 3 2.575 1.961 1.413 -

4 2.079 2.438 2.568 2.680 4 2.573 1.85 1.597 1.304
00 2.084 2.440 2.570 2.681 00 2.572 1.847 1.586 1.451
[IReD] Shear: Relaxation times [DNMR] Shear: Inverse eigenvalues

N 7r.0Pmtp] Tt Pmtp] Tr2Pintp]  7r3Pmtp] || Ve 06”1 Pantp] 1™ Pant] D) Phantp] D7 1" Pty
0  5/3 _ - - 0 5/3 - _ -

1 1.649 1.785 - - 1 2 1.364 - -

2 1.654 1.788 1.902 - 2 2 1.646 1.241 -

3 1.655 1.789 1.902 2.001 3 2 1.650 1.477 1.176
o0 1.656 1.789 1.902 2.001 o0 2 1.650 1.484 1.386

TABLE 1. (left) Relaxation times 7n;» and 7x; corresponding to the vector and tensor moments p,n and pt”, respectively,

obtained for various values of the truncation orders N1 and No =

N7 —1. (right) Inverse eigenvalues [Xr )] Land [xr )]_1 shown

in descending order. The relaxation times and inverse eigenvalues are expressed in units of the mean free path Amgp = 1/(no),
where n is the local particle-number density and o is the (constant) collision cross-section.

in the DNMR matching prescription shown in Eqs. (I8]).
Specializing the above relations to the case n = 0 and us-
ing Egs. (@) allows the thermodynamic forces 6, n* and
oM to be replaced by the dissipative quantities II, n*
and 7%, leading to the asymptotic matching equations
—%CS))H, P~ cMnk | ph ~ i

(35)
where the coefficients Cff) were introduced in Eqgs. (26]).
Eqgs. (8) naturally hold also when n = —r < 0 by iden-
tifying

Pn =

Ny
) =30 =3"Fhch (36)
n=0

Where W,(-Z) was introduced in Eqgs. (25) and the function

]-'m is defined in Eq. (I?ZI) Equations ([B5) relate the
higher-order moments p/'l'* to the zeroth-order ones.
As mentioned in the mtroducmon, a similar approach was
proposed under the name of the order of magnitude ap-
proach in Ref. [42] in the case of non-relativistic fluids,
as well as in Ref. [41] for multicomponent relativistic flu-
ids. In the following, we will refer to this approach as
the Inverse-Reynolds-Dominance (IReD) approach, for
reasons that will become apparent.

We first remark that Egs. (35) is equivalent to the orig-
inal DNMR matching in Egs. (I8). This can be seen by
replacing § = —I1/(, I" = n*/k and o™ = 7" [(2n)
and noting that the error introduced by these replace-
ments can be neglected since it is of higher order than
the terms shown in Eqs. (I8). By using the relations (35)
in the equations of motion ([B3]), we can replace all irre-
ducible moments appearing on the right-hand side by the
dissipative quantities IT, n*, and 7", with the neglected

terms being of order O(Kn? Re™!). Furthermore, setting
the index n = 0 in Egs. (33), we obtain the relaxation
equations (1) with KHr#¢ = (. The JH1"H terms re-
tain the form in Egs. (29) and the transport coefficients
arising there are identical in form to those derived in the
DNMR formalism and reported in Ref. ﬂ with the ex-
ception that all instances of Q% should be replaced by

C,(- ) (also 7,(- ) should be replaced by % C(e))ﬂ
(DNMR) (IReD)
o — co (37a)
O — ¢, (37
Jome — 0. (37¢)

The expressions for the transport coeflicients obtained
using the IReD approach are summarized in Appendix[Bl
The above prescription holds also for the computation
of the relaxation times. Replacing Q%) with ¢ "
Egs. [28), we arrive at

No

T = Z TOT)C(O

r=0,#1,2
Ny

e %

r=0,#1

(38a)

e, (38b)

YU

N2
_E : (2
Tnr = 7'07
r=0

(38¢)

1 See Appendix C of Ref. ﬂé__lﬂ for explicit expressions in the case
of a multicomponent fluid.



Upon performing the replacements in Eqs. (37), the val-
ues of the transport coefficients arising in the IReD ap-
proach will be different from those computed using the
DNMR approach. This is clearly the case for the coeffi-
cients of the O(Kn?) terms, which vanish identically in
the IReD approach. We will come back to the relation
between the IReD and DNMR transport coefficients in
the next section.

The matching procedure in Egs. (BE]g eliminates the
JCH1 e terms which are of order O(Kn”), retaining the
JHke terms of order O(Kn Re™') and thereby trading
one power of Kn for a power of Re™!. This is clear when
considering the terms appearing on the right-hand side of
Eqs. (@) [see also the discussion before Eq. [BII)]. The co-
moving derivatives of the irreducible moments appearing
on the left-hand side of Eqs. (7) make only O(Re™'Kn)
contributions. To see this, we reconsider the comoving
derivative of the tensor moments with the asymptotic
matching in Eqs. (35),

pi) = c@zlm) L CRA v L ORe™'Kn?) . (39)

The first term contributes to the relaxation time 7,
via Eq. B8d). As indicated in Eq. (32), ¢ is of
order O(Kn), such that the second term is of order
O(Kn Re™), contributing only to J*”. We have thus
established that the O(Kn?) terms vanish identically un-
der the asymptotic matching in Egs. (35). For this rea-
son, we refer to this approach as the Inverse-Reynolds-
Dominance (IReD) approach.

The connection between the IReD relaxation times in
Eqgs. (B8) and the eigenvalues of A%Z is lost, therefore one
may wonder about the fate of the separation of scales. In
order to analyse the timescales associated with higher-
order moments, it is convenient to introduce the coeffi-

. 0 .
cients C%;)T via

K
o= et et o)
such that Cr(fz) = C,(f) reduces to the coefficients intro-
duced in Egs. (26). To obtain the evolution equations for
the irreducible moments p!% ", all the other irreducible
moments should be written in terms of these ones via
formulas analogous to Eqs. (35,

(0)

pn=Cpr s Pl =Cllplt,  phv =CRlpk” . (41)

n;rpr

With these relations, we can apply the same procedure
that was employed to yield Eqs. () and obtain

3
Tt + pr = —5Go0+ O(KnRe™ ), (42a)
Tna P + pl =k, I" + O(KnRe 1) | (42b)
TP+ p =2n,.0" 4+ O(KnRe ™) , (42¢)

where the omitted terms on the right-hand side are of
the same structure as Eqgs. [Z9). The relaxation times

appearing above are given by equations analogous to
Eqgs. (38), with Cﬁe) = Cﬁ% replaced by Cg,)}:

No

Tin = Z T,S?C,E?}l, (43a)

Tum =y TWCE), (43b)

N2
Trm = Z T,SQT)CS?% . (43c)
r=0

Setting n = 0 in the above equations reproduces Egs.
B8). The ordering of the relaxation times thus obtained
clearly depends on the details of the (inverse of the) col-
lision matrix. For definiteness, we report in Table [l the
first four relaxation times in comparison to the first four
eigenvalues Xﬁf’ obtained for the case of an ultrarelativis-
tic ideal gas interacting via a constant cross-section o (to
be discussed in Sec. [VT)). It can be seen that the separa-
tion of scales principle invoked in the DNMR approach no
longer holds, being in fact reversed. The relaxation times
obey the inequality Ty.0 < 741 < ---, for all x € {n, 7}
(the bulk sector does not contribute to the dynamics for
a gas of massless particles).

Based on the above analysis, it becomes evident that
demanding that the O(Kn?) terms vanish gives relax-
ation times which are not compatible with the separation
of scales concept. Conversely, enforcing the separation of
scales as done in DNMR (by setting 71 = [x((jo)]_l, etc)
introduces in principle terms of order O(Kn?) in the evo-
lution equations for the dissipative quantities. Despite
this difference, the DNMR and the IReD approaches are

equivalent, as we will show in the next section.

IV. CONNECTION TO DNMR

As discussed in Sections [l and [T} the IReD approach
yields relaxation equations for IT, n* and 7* for which
CHrte = (0. Since the DNMR and IReD approaches
are both exact to second order in Kn and Re™!, they
must coincide up to (and including) terms of second or-
der. In order to distinguish between the transport coeffi-
cients arising in the two approaches, we will use a tilde ~
to denote transport coefficients computed in the DNMR,
approach. Keeping in mind that the first-order trans-
port coefficients (,, Kk, and 7, are exactly the same in
the two approaches, being given by Egs. (I9), the goal of
this section is to prove the following equivalence:

mll—J =mll-J-K, (44a)
ol — g =z pl) g e , (44b)
o) g — 5 ) T CH 7 (44c¢)

where the O(Kn?) terms are absent on the left-hand side
by virtue of the IReD asymptotic matching.
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TABLE II. Comparison between the transport coefficients

arising in the IReD approach (left column) and those arising
in the DNMR approach. The partial derivatives are taken
by considering @ = Bu and 8 as independent variables and
h = (e + P)/n is the specific enthalpy. The notation H and
H is introduced in Eq. (A2H)

The detailed comparison will be carried out in Ap-
pendix [Al Here we will put forth the key points and focus
on the modification of the relaxation times. This modifi-
cation arises due to terms in JCH* "¢ that originate from
p'ﬁ“ L), Focusing on the DNMR asymptotic matching
for the case of the tensor moments, we multiply Eq. (31

by TéT)

Zfo(f)m

and sum with respect to r:

) Z (2) Q(Q)

+ 26 ) Z 2 (C? -
r=0

2
50)) +

where we omitted second-order terms proportional to ="
and " that lead to contributions to J** and K*”. The
summation with respect to r can be performed in favor of
the DNMR and IReD relaxation times 7, and 7, intro-
duced in Eqs. (28d) and (B8d), respectively. Performing
the same steps for the scalar and vector moments, we
arrive at

No

> b=

3 Y
W[THH*C(TH*TH)G‘F"'],
r=0,#1,2

Ny
Z To(i)pf“m :ﬁmw + k(T — f-n)ﬂu) +n
=0 7£1

Z 7-07 p7

) Lo (1 — )
(46)

Employing now the first-order (Navier-Stokes) relations

(9=—1+0(Kn®KnRe™!),  (4Ta)
kIM =n* 4+ O(KHQ, KnRe™), (47b)
2no™ =7 + O(Kn® KnRe™'),  (47¢)

to eliminate the thermodynamic forces in favor of the cor-
responding fluxes, it can be seen that the second terms
in Eqgs. (6) lead to the replacement of the DNMR re-
laxation times (711, 7, 7 ) by the IReD ones (711, T, 7r ),
e.g.

7-7r7.7'<1“/> + 277(7-# - 7:71')&0“/)

= 7o) — (Tr — ;ﬂ)ﬂu'/ﬂ 4

) (48)

where the neglected terms are of third order.

The above discussion hints that the key to connecting
the DNMR transport coefficients to the IReD ones is to
look at the comoving derivatives of 6, I* and o*”. The
full expressions are derived in Appendix [Al Here we just
reproduce the terms that hold the key to establishing
the connection between the DNMR, and IReD relaxation
times, namely

0 :W“/\WW\ + (49a)
I'(;L) =—wt], +--- , (49b)
o) — w)\<ﬂwl’>)\ 4+ ... (49C)

The terms shown on the right-hand sides have no cor-
respondent in the JH1#¢ terms (except for the case of



wh¥T,, which can be related to w*“n, /k), therefore the
coefficients of these terms appearing in 1 #¢ will mod-
ify the relaxation times appearing on the left-hand side

of Egs. (). Focusing on the tensor sector, one can use
Eq. @9d) together with o ~ 7 /27 to establish

FwMH o ,;7_7177%(!“’) + ;%ZWW N (50)
where the dots indicate the O(Kn?) terms which were
omitted in Eq. @Jd). The coefficient 7, /2 of —{#)
represents exactly the difference between the IReD and
DNMR relaxation times. Performing the same steps for
the scalar sector, we arrive at

T =T + C—Cl ) (51a)
e =Fp + ;7—717 . (51b)

In the case of the vector relaxation time, the term
RswH¥ I, must simultaneously account for the change of
the relaxation time on the left hand side (in the term
7.2("), as well as in the first term appearing in J*,
namely 7,w"”n,. Since both terms have equal weights,
they get one half of kzw"” I, each, such that

Tn =Tn+ — . (51c)

2K

WX in ICHY acts by changing 7

Likewise, the term 7j40,
in the term 2%7r7r)\(“w">)‘ appearing in JH . The resulting
relaxation time is indeed equal to 7, given in Eqgs. (&1]) by
virtue of the equality 74 = 27); established by Eq. (122)
of Ref. [29].

The relations in (BI]) can be explicitly checked by not-

ing that [29]

=2 D e~ Q) = 2 — 7). (520)

where the DNMR (with tilde) and IReD (without tilde)
relaxation times arise by virtue of Egs. (28) and (38]),
respectively.

Table [Mlsummarizes the connection between the trans-
port coefficients appearing in the IReD and DNMR for-
mulations. While in this section we focused the discus-
sion only on the relaxation times, the procedure to ob-
tain the results reported in Table [ is similar in spirit,
involving straightforward but tedious algebra, which is
sketched in Appendix [Al
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V. CONNECTION TO DENICOL ET AL. [39]

In this section, we discuss the connection with Ref. M],
where the parabolic I#1"#¢ are eliminated in the context
of multiple dynamic moments. Without reviewing all the
details of this work, we recall only the matching formulas
given in Eq. (20) of Ref. @],

Pl =M A o5

T

L

(53a)
(53b)

which address only the vector and tensor moments, since
the work is focused on massless constituents for which the
scalar moments are irrelevant. Eqs. (G3al) and (53L) can
be supplemented naturally with an equivalent equation
for the scalar moments,

3
— AT+ A s

p: _—
T m?2 0

(53¢)

The coefficients )\5? appearing above are given in Eq. (21)

of Ref. [39] for £ =1,2 as

(1) _Qgé)m — leo)fig (1) _leo)mo — Ky

Ay = ;A = . (54a)
0 leo)lﬁo — Ko ? leo)lﬁo — Ko
a®p —o® O®p —

A =T T 0 N3 2o 0 T ()

2 2
Q) no —m Q) no —m
In the case of the scalar moments, the relevant coefficients
read

(0) _Qé%)é} e 0) _95%)41) — ¢
0 ’ r3 — oy -
Q) o — ¢ 05 — G

As shown in Ref. @], the above matching prescription
succeeds in reproducing K = K* = KH” = 0, which is
identical to the desideratum of our IReD approach. The
connection with the current approach can be established
by downgrading the moments p3, pb and p{” from being
dynamical (i.e., separate degrees of freedom) by using the

(54c)

matching formulas ps = —(3/m2)CSVTL, pb = c§Ynk and
o= C§2)7r“” given in Eqs. (B5). Noting that
Ao 07N =0, (550)
Mo + 03 =V, (55D)
Aa + N =) (55¢)

it is clear that Eqgs. (B3) reduce to Egs. (B8] for all values
of r.

VI. EXPLICIT VALUES IN THE
ULTRARELATIVISTIC LIMIT

We now explicitly evaluate the IReD transport coef-
ficients reported in Appendix [B] for an ultrarelativistic
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Number of moments K To[Amtp] OnnlTn] AnnlTn]  Anx[Tn]  lox[Tn) Tow [Tn]
14 3/(160)  9/4 1 3/5  B/20  B/20 /80P
23 21/(1280) 2.0759 1 0.85806 0.0677423 0.0306455 0.00766133/P
32 0.16054/0 2.0761 1 0.88847 0.0690608 0.0290648 0.00726613/P
41 0.15959/0  2.0794 1 0.89501 0.0692408 0.0286778 0.00716923/P
00 0.158925/0 2.0838 1 0.89862 0.0692735 0.0283713 0.00709273/P

TABLE III. Transport coefficients for the diffusion current n* arising in the IReD approach for an ultrarelativistic ideal gas
interacting via a constant cross-section o for various truncation orders. We use the convention No = N; + 1 = N3 + 2 and the

total number of moments is 5N2 + 3N1 + No + 9.

Number of moments n Tr[Amip] Trr[Tr]  AxnlTn]  Oxn(Tr]  Lan[Tx] Trn[Tr]

14 4/(30) 5/3 10/7 0 4/3 0 0

23 14/(11c8) 1.6494 1.6850 0.23622/8 4/3 —0.47244/8 —0.47244/(BP)
32 1.2685/(cB) 1.6540 1.6936 0.21580/8 4/3 —0.54342/8 —0.54342/(8P)
41 1.2678/(0B) 1.6552 1.6944 0.20890/8 4/3 —0.56014/8 —0.56014/(8P)
o0 1.2676/(cB) 1.6557 1.6945 0.20503/8 4/3 —0.56960/8 —0.56960/(8P)

TABLE IV. Same as Table [[TIl for the shear stress 7"".

ideal fluid of hard spheres, interacting via a constant
cross-section . The procedure for performing the calcu-
lations is identical to the one introduced in Ref. ﬂ] and
will therefore not be repeated here. Following Ref. [1], we
report the values of the coefficients obtained by employ-
ing 14, 23, 32 and 41 moments. In addition, we report
convergence (0o) values for the transport coefficients,
which are obtained by employing high-precision arith-
metics using MATHEMATICA [45] with Ng—2 = N; —1 =
Ny = 100. The values of the transport coefficients re-
lated to the diffusion current n* and shear stress /¥ are
reported in Tables [Tl and [V] respectively. The tables
showing these transport coefficients for 0 < Ny < 100, as
well as the relaxation time and inverse eigenvalues listed
in Table [l can be accessed as supplementary material
46]. Naturally, we do not report transport coefficients
for the bulk viscous pressure II, since, for massless parti-
cles, the bulk sector does not make any contribution.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered the connection between
the transport coefficients arising in the standard DNMR
and the IReD approach. We show that the transport
coefficients appearing in the JH1#¢ terms [accounting
for all O(KnRe™') contributions] receive modifications
coming from the original K1 "#¢ terms. Moreover, the
relaxation times in the IReD approach differ from the
DNMR ones, being given as a combination of the DNMR
relaxation time and a second-order transport coefficient
coming from the KCH1"#¢ terms.

In the process of absorbing the KCH1'#¢ terms, we ob-
tained relaxation times which are no longer constrained
to satisfy the separation of scales. In particular, for the
case of the ultrarelativistic hard sphere ideal gas, we

found that the relaxation times of the dissipative quan-
tities II, n* and 7" are smaller than those correspond-
ing to higher-order moments. For the same system, we
also reported accurate values for all transport coeflicients
(corresponding to the limits Ny, N1, No — 00) appearing
in the vector and tensor sectors.

Due to their parabolic nature, the C#1"#¢ terms which
are quadratic in Kn may lead to violations of causality,
as pointed out in Refs. ﬂ, @], and are therefore cus-
tomarily omitted. Our work provides the foundation for
hydrodynamical theories which are free of such terms,
while retaining second-order accuracy with respect to Kn
and Re™!. The absence of parabolic terms in the IReD
approach may help in deriving the entropy current from
kinetic theory. Such an analysis was performed in the 14-
moment approximation \ ], where the parabolic
terms are absent also in the DNMR approach. Extending
the analysis beyond 14 moments (e.g., when N; — 00)
remains an open problem representing an interesting av-
enue for future research.
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Appendix A: Equivalence between IReD and DNMR

In this appendix we report the calculations leading to
Table mm We will manipulate the terms appearing in the
K, K* and KM terms (B0) with the purpose of absorbing

them into the corresponding j P1ie terms, thus infer-
ring the connection to the coefficients obtained in the
IReD approach. We will employ the same notation as in
Sec. [[V] by which the DNMR quantities will be denoted
with a tilde . The main idea is to trade one power of Kn
for one power of Re™*. This is done using the Navier-
Stokes asymptotic matching ([@T) between the thermo-
dynamic fluxes II, n* and 7 and the thermodynamic
forces 6, I* and o"”.

As already mentioned in Sec. [[V] all terms appearing
in ICH1 e can be related to those appearing in J#1 ¢,
with the exceptlon of Clwww” and mw,\<“w )A appear-
ing in K and IC*“’, respectively. We also include here
the rsw”¥ I, term for reasons that will become apparent.
These terms can be related with the comoving derivatives
of the thermodynamic forces, as suggested in Eqgs. (49]).
We start this section by deriving this latter equation.

We first recall Egs. (39)-(41) from Ref. [1],

. Jooll0 — J300,n*  Jag
& =HO + Lo A Ala
Doy Do a (Ala)

. — J10H9 - Jgoaﬂn'u JlO
=HO + — —a"o,,, Alb
b Do Do a (ALb)

FH HIT — AM b _ TIgk — whvq,,
_FrV PAVACY o ut — v . (Ale)
e+ P

where H (introduced in Eq. (I18) of Ref. [29]) and # are
defined as

Joo(e + P) — Json

H= , A2a

Do (A2a)

7= It D) = hon (A2b)
Dy

while J,,, and D, are introduced above Eq. ().
The comoving derivative of § = 9, u* can be computed
as follows:
0 =0,u" —

(Dun) (@ ). (A3)
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Noting that 8, = Vit — i@ and (9,uy)(@ uk) =
(V,un)(Vrur), we find

0= —i-u+ Vau® — (Vau)(V,u®). (A4)
In the case of I* = V*q, the comoving derivative gives

I = Ar9”a + VFa — (VHuY)(0,a). (A5)

Projecting the above using A* and noting that A#AY =
—utuy, we arrive at

I = —gkté + Vha — (VR (A6)

Finally, the comoving derivative of o#" = Agg@o‘uﬂ can
be written as

oM = AR o uP + V) — ALY (0%uM) (0au’).  (AT)

Using V*u” = 0P 4+ w? + %HA”"J, the last term can be
expressed as
v v 2
Agg(@o‘uk)(&\uﬂ) = Mg )>\ + Wy )>\ + 50“”9. (A8)

Projecting Eq. (A7) using AL} and using A<W =

AP ug + A”)\u Uq, We arrive at

F) = i) ) _ gAng?) M) 2wy
. . (A9)
where we also used the property Ag’;aauﬁ = Aggvauﬁf
ulrar),
Using Egs. (&) to leading order in Kn and Re™" leads
to:
) v v 1 2
0 =wwy, — ot oy, — §9
2(5 4+ P) 4+ ﬂJgo DaoH
il I A et B I-F
c+ P +P)
V-F
e+ P’
. OH 10H 1
I = _grvrp, 4 prg (25 4 =22 =
ot (a 98 3>
Fro 9(BH) u
- QPR owv L, + HVH
crp op A
Sy = _ Mugny | Zgomr _ oMugnh
_ 206+ P)+ ﬁJ3OF(uFV> _ Do 7{npv)
(e+P)3 (e+ P)3
\VA 2
. A10
e+ P ( )
Using Egs. (A10) to replace w’”w,, w'*I,, and

wMrw¥) ) in Egs. @B0) gives



K =60+ (52 + 61) oo + (53 + %51) 0% 4 Cal - T + (65 +C
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2(E+P)+6J30)F-F
(e+ P)3

"y ) N
(Graps ) F Gy 1+<<s—€jp>v F, (Al1a)
~u:7@'u ~7@ pv pv o 18_7{71 H
K 2]+<H1 2)” Ly a0 F+{H3+2<6a+h66 5) 1"
N fs  OBH)] iw s B s o awe e [, B3 .
+[n4 2e+ D) 05 Fr+ S, + RV, o™ + (Fr+ S H ) VIO, (A11b)
~ 2
K = — it + (m - gm) O™ + (i1 — i) M0y + o 'w + s 14 1Y)
~ - 2(5 + P) + ﬁJ3Q - - DgoH
_ e pv) _ T v
i ("6 " Py > ! ("7 B <e+P>3>
+ VT + (779 + %) VHEY) (Allc)

Using the relations (I5) and (I8) in Ref. [29] relating (s
and (s to (7, one can see that the coefficients in front of
F-F and V- F vanish identically. Similarly, the relations
(124) and (127) in Ref. [29] between 7, 79 and 7j; im-
ply that the coefficients in front of F*F¥) and V{#FY)
also vanish. This is consistent with, and indeed required
by, the equivalence between the IReD and DNMR ap-
proaches, since no such terms appear in either J or J**.
For this reason, the coefficients (5, (s, 7 and 79 do not
appear in Table [1l

Comparing the above to Egs. [B0), it can be seen that
aside from the new terms proportional to 0, I" and
o) the coefficients of these terms ((y, &5 and 7;) ap-
pear in several other terms. To compare with the coef-
ficients obtained in the IReD approach, the thermody-
namic forces 0, I* and o"” can be expressed in terms of
the thermodynamic fluxes II, n* and 7" via the asymp-
totic Navier-Stokes constitutive relations in Eqs. (@1).
During this procedure, the comoving derivatives of the
thermodynamic forces give rise to comoving derivatives
of the thermodynamic fluxes, as well as to derivatives of
the transport coefficients:

. 1 1
1) =) 2—2,-; , (A12b)
1 w
gl ——glm) - Ty (A12¢)
21 21

where the comoving derivative of a function depending
on the fluid properties 8 and a can be computed via
Eq. (32)).

The emergence of comoving derivatives of the thermo-
dynamic forces in Egs. (A12) leads to modifications of the
relaxation times 71, 75, and 7, as indiciated in Eqgs. (&1]).

Furthermore, since the quantities in KH1*#¢ are of second

order in Kn, the matching in Eqs. ([#7) reduces them to
quantities of order O(KnRe™ '), which are then absorbed
into the JH1#¢ terms. By this procedure, the original
transport coefficients appearing in J#*"#¢ are modified.
Since the procedure stays accurate at second order with
respect to Kn and Re™', the modified transport coeffi-
cients must exactly agree with those obtained in the IReD
approach. To illustrate the connection between the orig-
inal and the modified transport coefficients, let us focus
on some examples concerning the terms in KF. Starting
from

- v
Vo ZOA Y, — Rt
2n

\Y
277 v77 ’

ReAM V0 (A13)
it can be seen that the first term is of the same form as
L A¥\ V7 and will thus lead to the following modifi-

cation of this transport coeficient:
(A14)

The relation above can be validated using the explicit
expressions for £, and kg, which we reproduce from
Eq. (C9) in Ref. [1] and Eq. (115) in Ref. [29], respec-
tively:

7 ﬁJT-'rQ 1
i = A
021 e+ P
Ni—2
1 2
- Z ér)+295+)1,o, (Al5a)
=0
Ni—1
2
==2 Z To 7‘+1 50)77) (A15b)

(2) .

Replacing v, in the expression for e with '752) defined



in Egs. (23) (see also the discussion around this equa-
tion), we arrive at

5 K6 (2) (1 ) BIry2,1
gnfr = -
T 0% +T%;1 e+ P
Ni—2

_ Z (1) ~2)
0T+2 r+1’

which is exactly the expression for ¢, following the iden-
tification given in Eqs. (37) applied to Eq. (AT5a) [see
also Eq. (BS)].

The second term in Eq. (A13) gives rise to:

T E, On + 7T, (@ + l@) .
e+POolng 0 hop

(A16)
The terms on the right-hand side have the same form
as the terms —\, 7", and —7,,7""F, appearing in
J*, thus leading to a modification to these latter two
transport coefficients (A, and T,.).

It is worth noting that using the above procedure may
lead to ambiguities. To illustrate such situations, let us
focus on the term &10"”1,, which can contribute to both
— Ao I, and to —Apnn, oM, since

TVoyn = —

THY

Ny
oI, ~ I, ~ o —

(A17)

Taking the first equality would modify only :\m, whereas
taking the second equality modifies \,,,,. The decision on
how to distribute the contribution from &; to A,r and
Ann can in principle be made by looking at the explicit
expression for &1, reported in Eq. (I10) of Ref. [29]. An-
other possibility is to acknowledge that this apparent am-
biguity can be identified also in the form of J#, allowing
the two terms A\, 7" I, and \,,,0""n, to be merged into

a single one:
v
ﬂ) 1,

- 2 -
~ <Ann + _77>\n7r> an,,
K

(A18)

K ~ ~

Xnna“”nu + S\Mﬂ"“’L, ~ (—)\nn + An

[\
=

Choosing to express all terms in the form ¢#n,,, we ob-
tain:

2n < 2n ~ ke (On  10dn
—Anr = Ann Ane

P i o (aa MY

K

)\nn +

The above discussion summarizes the key points re-
quired to obtain the relations presented in Table[[ll While
Eqgs. (AT4) and (AT9) refer only to the modifications of
the 0, Apn and A\, coefficients, the relations involving
the other coefficients can be derived following the same
steps using straightforward but lengthy algebra, which
we do not present here explicitly.
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Appendix B: Second-order transport coefficients in
the IReD approach

In this appendix we give the transport coefficients of

the IReD formalism. In what follows, we identify C(_ET)L =
n, as in Eq. @6). For the bulk pressure we have:

Mo m27’(§2) TC(I) T 6051_)1 . Ggr
)

THn = 2,3+ T T 9mB T D
(B2)
No (0) (0)
+ 2 ocC —oC
Sy — or (0) r r
TITT T_gl QTOT 3 CyV+H 90 +H a5
m? (0) m? Gy,
——r-1C", — — B3
3 (T ) r—2 3 DQO ) ( )
N (1) (1)
)\H = — m_2 zo: (0) aCTfl l acrfl (B4)
" 3=, or dav h 08 ’



For the particle-diffusion current:
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Finally, for the shear-stress tensor we have:

N1 (1) (1)
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