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Bd. Vasile Pârvan 4, Timis,oara 300223, Romania

3Incubator of Scientific Excellence–Centre for Simulations of Superdense Fluids,
University of Wroc law, pl. M. Borna 9, PL-50204 Wroc law, Poland

4Helmholtz Research Academy Hesse for FAIR, Campus Riedberg,
Max-von-Laue-Str. 12, D-60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany

We derive the transport coefficients of second-order fluid dynamics with 14 dynamical moments
using the method of moments and the Chapman-Enskog method in the relaxation-time approxima-
tion for the collision integral of the relativistic Boltzmann equation. Contrary to results previously
reported in the literature, we find that the second-order transport coefficients derived using the two
methods are in perfect agreement. Furthermore, we show that, unlike in the case of binary hard-
sphere interactions, the diffusion-shear coupling coefficients `V π, λV π, and τV π actually diverge in
some approximations when the expansion order N` → ∞. Here we show how to circumvent such
a problem in multiple ways, recovering the correct transport coefficients of second-order fluid dy-
namics with 14 dynamical moments. We also validate our results for the diffusion-shear coupling by
comparison to a numerical solution of the Boltzmann equation for the propagation of sound waves
in an ultrarelativistic ideal gas.

I. INTRODUCTION

Relativistic second-order fluid dynamics has become
an essential tool in the description of the space-time evo-
lution of high-energy phenomena, ranging from astro-
physical systems like accretion flows [1], stellar collapse,
gamma-ray bursts, and relativistic jets [2–5], to cosmol-
ogy [6] and relativistic nuclear collisions at BNL-RHIC
and CERN-LHC [7–12]. The space-time evolution of such
systems and the interactions among their constituents are
characterized not only in terms of an equation of state,
but also by non-equilibrium transport processes.

The conservation equations ∂µN
µ = ∂µT

µν = 0 for the
particle four-current Nµ and the energy-momentum ten-
sor Tµν provide 1 + 4 = 5 equations. For ideal fluids, the
conservation laws govern the evolution of the equilibrium
degrees of freedom in Nµ and Tµν , which are identified as
the particle number density n, energy density e, and fluid
four-velocity uµ, while the pressure is defined through an
equation of state, P ≡ P (e, n). For dissipative fluids,
the additional 3 + 6 = 9 degrees of freedom contained in
Nµ and Tµν are the bulk viscous pressure Π, the parti-
cle diffusion current V µ, and the shear-stress tensor πµν .
Together with the equilibrium fields, these quantities de-
fine the so-called 14 dynamical moments approximation
of relativistic fluid dynamics.

At first order in Knudsen number Kn, defined as the
ratio between the particle mean free path λmfp and a
characteristic macroscopic length scale L, the dissipative
quantities are given by the asymptotic solutions of more
general equations of motion, in a manner equivalent to
the Navier-Stokes equations. On the other hand, the
inverse Reynolds number Re−1 characterizes the ratio
of a dissipative to an equilibrium quantity, e.g., |Π/P |,

|V µ/n|, and |πµν/P |. In the Navier-Stokes limit, the dis-
sipative quantities, which are of first order in Re−1, are
algebraically related to the thermodynamic forces, which
are of first order in Kn. The first-order transport co-
efficients relating them measure different properties of
matter, such as viscosity, diffusivity, and thermal or elec-
tric conductivity. These are also found in the well-known
transport laws of Newton, Fick, and Ohm.

Starting from the seminal works of Müller [13] and Is-
rael and Stewart [14], it became evident that, in relativis-
tic fluid dynamics, second-order equations are required in
order to preserve causality and stability [13–19]. When
the irreducible moments are expressed accurately up to
second order in Kn, Re−1, or their product, new cross-
coupling transport coefficients emerge in the transport
equations. A systematic derivation of all transport coeffi-
cients is possible using an underlying microscopic theory,
e.g., kinetic theory.

In the 1910’s, Chapman and Enskog proposed a pro-
cedure to derive the equations of fluid dynamics from
the Boltzmann equation [20, 21]. While their method
is successful at first order, higher-order extensions yield
unstable equations, unless the dissipative quantities are
promoted to dynamical degrees of freedom [22]. These
problems were already recognized by Grad [23] in the
late 1940’s and led to a new framework known as the
method of moments in nonrelativistic kinetic theory.

Beyond the regime of applicability of relativistic fluid
dynamics (valid for small Kn and Re−1), kinetic theory
should be employed for the phase-space evolution of the
single-particle distribution function. Due to the momen-
tum degrees of freedom and the non-linear collision term,
kinetic theory is computationally more expensive. In the
early 1950’s, Bhatnagar, Gross, and Krook proposed the
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celebrated BGK relaxation-time approximation (RTA)
for the nonrelativistic Boltzmann equation [24]. The
RTA paradigm was extended to relativistic kinetic the-
ory, first by Marle [18, 25] for massive particles and then
by Anderson and Witting [18, 26] for both massive and
massless particles. The simplicity of the RTA allows to
derive analytical solutions of the relativistic Boltzmann
equation, e.g., for the Bjorken [27, 28], Gubser [29], and
Hubble flows [30]. Such solutions have served as bench-
marks for testing the validity of the equations of second-
order fluid dynamics [27–32]. The successful compari-
son between kinetic theory and fluid dynamics relies on
the correct implementation of the first- and second-order
transport coefficients, which is the topic of the present
work.

In this paper we re-derive the transport coefficients
arising in the Anderson-Witting RTA for the linearized
collision term [26]. We adopt the method of moments as
formulated by Denicol, Niemi, Molnár, and Rischke (in
the following reluctantly referred to as DNMR) [33], as
well as the second-order Chapman-Enskog–like method
introduced by Jaiswal and others [34–36]. For the DNMR
method, we actually study three different variants, as
explained in the following.

In the method of moments, the deviation δfk = fk −
f0k of the single-particle distribution function fk from
local equilibrium f0k is characterized in terms of its ir-
reducible moments ρµ1···µ`

r . In the standard DNMR ap-
proach, δfk is expanded in terms of an orthogonal basis
taking into account the irreducible moments ρµ1···µ`

r of
order 0 ≤ r ≤ N`. This expansion becomes complete in
the limit N` →∞, but truncating it at some finite order
N` yields an approximation and not an exact representa-
tion of δfk. Furthermore, the moments of negative order
r < 0 are not explicitly included in the expansion of δfk.
They are usually constructed in terms of those that are
included in this expansion, hence introducing an obvious
dependence on the truncation order N` that affects the
second-order transport coefficients explicitly.

In the simple case of an ultrarelativistic ideal gas, the
basis functions can be computed analytically to arbi-

trary order. The coefficients γ
(`)
r0 introduced in Ref. [33]

connecting ρµ1···µ`
−r to ρµ1···µ`

0 turn out to diverge when
N` → ∞. This behavior can be traced back to O(Kn)

contributions that are not contained in γ
(`)
r0 . Taking the

missing contributions explicitly into account following

Ref. [37] leads to corrected coefficients Γ
(`)
r0 , which still

remain functions of N`, but are no longer divergent.
As a second approach to compute the transport coef-

ficients within the DNMR framework, we also consider
the so-called shifted-basis approach, i.e., an expansion
of δfk where a shift s` is employed for the moments of
tensor rank `. This explicitly accounts for moments of
order −s` ≤ r ≤ N` in the expansion of δfk, such that
the representation of the negative-order moments with
−s` ≤ r < 0 becomes independent of N`.

Finally, due to the simple structure of the RTA colli-
sion term, the negative-order moments can be obtained

directly from the moment equations, without resorting to
basis-dependent representations. We refer to this third
DNMR-type method as the basis-free approach.

For completeness, we also employ the second-order
Chapman-Enskog method introduced in Ref. [34]. Our
results are in agreement with the N` → ∞ limit of
those obtained using the method of moments, but differ
from those reported in Refs. [34–36], obtained using the
second-order Chapman-Enskog method. We point out
that this discrepancy is due to the omission of second-
order contributions, which we derive explicitly.

We provide further validation of our results for the
RTA by an explicit numerical example focusing on lon-
gitudinal waves propagating through an ultrarelativistic
ideal gas, where the mixing of the shear and diffusion
modes is characterized by `V π. So far, this second-order
transport coefficient was reported as `V π 6= 0. How-
ever, comparing the numerical solution of the Boltzmann
equation [38] and the results of the second-order fluid-
dynamical equations confirms that, in RTA, `V π = 0.

This paper is organized as follows. We review the
method of moments applied to the relativistic Boltzmann
equation in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we derive the transport co-
efficients of second-order fluid dynamics using the RTA
for the collision term. In Sec. IV, we calculate these
transport coefficients for an ultrarelativistic ideal gas and
validate our results in Sec. V by comparison with the nu-
merical solution of the full Boltzmann equation in RTA
in the context of the propagation of longitudinal waves.
Section VI concludes this paper with a summary of our
results.

In this paper we work in flat space-time with met-
ric tensor gµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1), and adopt natu-
ral units ~ = c = kB = 1. The fluid-flow four-velocity
uµ = γ(1,v) is time-like and normalized, uµuµ = 1, such

that γ = (1 − v2)−1/2. The local rest frame (LRF) of
the fluid is defined by uµLRF = (1,0). The rank-two
projection operator onto the three-space orthogonal to
uµ is defined as ∆µν ≡ gµν − uµuν . The symmetric,
traceless, and orthogonal projection tensors of rank 2`,
∆µ1···µ`
ν1···ν` , are constructed using rank-two projection op-

erators. The projection of tensors Aµ1···µ` is denoted as
A〈µ1···µ`〉 ≡ ∆µ1···µ`

ν1···ν` A
ν1···ν` .

The comoving derivative D ≡ uµ∂µ of a quantity A

is denoted by Ȧ = DA ≡ uν∂νA, while the gradient
operator is denoted by ∇νA ≡ ∆α

ν ∂αA. Therefore, the
four-gradient is decomposed as ∂µ ≡ uµD + ∇µ, hence
∂µuν ≡ uµu̇ν+∇µuν = uµu̇ν+ 1

3θ∆µν+σµν+ωµν , where

θ ≡ ∇µuµ is the expansion scalar, σµν ≡ ∇〈µuν〉 =
1
2 (∇µuν +∇νuµ)− 1

3θ∆
µν is the shear tensor, and ωµν ≡

1
2 (∇µuν −∇νuµ) is the vorticity.

The four-momentum kµ = (k0,k) of particles is nor-
malized to their rest mass squared, kµkµ = m2

0, where

k0 =
√
k2 +m2

0 is the on-shell energy of particles. We
define the energy variable Ek ≡ kµuµ and the projected

momentum k〈µ〉 ≡ ∆µ
νk

ν , such that kµ = Eku
µ + k〈µ〉.

In the LRF, Ek = k0 is the energy and k〈µ〉 = (0,k) is
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the three-momentum.
Integrals over momentum space are abbreviated with

angular brackets, 〈· · · 〉 ≡
∫
dK · · · fk, 〈· · · 〉0 ≡∫

dK · · · f0k and 〈· · · 〉δ ≡
∫
dK · · · δfk. Here, dK ≡

gd3k/[(2π)3k0] is the invariant measure in momentum
space and g is the degeneracy factor of a momentum
state.

II. METHOD OF MOMENTS

In this section, we recall the method of moments intro-
duced in Ref. [33]. In Sec. II A, the equations of motion
for the irreducible moments are presented. The expan-
sion of δfk is discussed in Sec. II B, extending the stan-
dard DNMR approach of Ref. [33] to explicitly contain
moments with negative indices by using a shifted orthog-
onal basis. The power-counting scheme required to close
the system of equations of motion for the irreducible mo-
ments is discussed for the standard approach and the
shifted-basis approach in Secs. II C and II D, respectively.

A. Equations of motion for the irreducible
moments

The relativistic Boltzmann equation [15, 18] for the
single-particle distribution function fk reads

kµ∂µfk = C [f ] , (1)

where C[f ] is the collision term. Local equilibrium is
defined by C [f0] = 0, which is fulfilled by the Jüttner
distribution [39]

f0k = [exp (βEk − α) + a]
−1

, (2)

with α = µβ, where µ is the chemical potential and
β = 1/T the inverse temperature, while a = ±1 for
fermions/bosons and a→ 0 for Boltzmann particles. We
also introduce the notation f̄0k = 1− af0k.

In local equilibrium, the particle four-current Nµ
0 ≡

〈kµ〉0 and the energy-momentum tensor Tµν0 ≡ 〈kµkν〉0
of the fluid are

Nµ
0 = nuµ , Tµν0 = euµuν − P∆µν . (3)

The tensor projections of these quantities represent the
particle density, energy density, and isotropic pressure,

n ≡ Nµ
0 uµ = 〈Ek〉0 , e ≡ Tµν0 uµuν =

〈
E2

k

〉
0
,

P ≡ −1

3
Tµν0 ∆µν = −1

3
〈∆µνk

µkν〉0 , (4)

where the pressure is related to energy and particle den-
sity through an equation of state, P ≡ P (e, n) = P (α, β).

The irreducible moments of δfk are defined as

ρµ1···µ`
r ≡

〈
Erkk

〈µ1 · · · k µ`〉
〉
δ
, (5)

where r denotes the power of energy Ek and
k〈µ1 · · · k µ`〉 = ∆µ1···µ`

ν1···ν` k
ν1 · · · kν` are the irreducible ten-

sors forming an orthogonal basis [15, 33].
The out-of-equilibrium particle four-current and

energy-momentum tensor are defined as

Nµ ≡ 〈kµ〉 = 〈kµ〉0 + 〈kµ〉δ = (n+ ρ1)uµ + V µ , (6)

Tµν ≡ 〈kµkν〉 = 〈kµkν〉0 + 〈kµkν〉δ
= (e+ ρ2)uµuν − (P + Π) ∆µν + 2ρ

(µ
1 u

ν) + πµν ,
(7)

where the particle diffusion four-current and the shear-
stress tensor are defined by

V µ ≡ ∆µ
αN

α =
〈
k〈µ〉

〉
δ
≡ ρµ0 , (8)

πµν ≡ ∆µν
αβT

αβ =
〈
k〈µkν〉

〉
δ
≡ ρµν0 . (9)

In the Landau frame [40], the fluid flow velocity is
determined as the time-like eigenvector of the energy-
momentum tensor, euµ = Tµνuν , such that

ρµ1 ≡ ∆µ
αT

αβuβ =
〈
Ekk

〈µ〉
〉
δ

= 0 . (10)

Furthermore, in order to determine the chemical poten-
tial and the temperature, we apply the Landau matching
conditions [26],

ρ1 ≡ (Nµ −Nµ
0 )uµ = 〈Ek〉δ = 0 , (11)

ρ2 ≡ (Tµν − Tµν0 )uµuν =
〈
E2

k

〉
δ

= 0 , (12)

such that the bulk viscous pressure can be obtained as

Π ≡ −1

3
(Tµν − Tµν0 ) ∆µν = −1

3
〈∆µνk

µkν〉δ ≡ −
m2

0

3
ρ0 .

(13)
The comoving derivative of the irreducible moments,

ρ̇
〈µ1···µ`〉
r ≡ ∆µ1···µ`

ν1···ν` Dρ
ν1···ν`
r , is derived from the Boltz-

mann equation (1), leading to an infinite set of coupled
equations of motion. For the sake of completeness we re-
call these equations of motion up to rank 2, see Eqs. (35)–
(46) in Ref. [33],

ρ̇r − Cr−1 = α(0)
r θ +

G3r

D20
∂µV

µ −∇µρµr−1 + rρµr−1u̇µ

+
θ

3

[
m2

0(r − 1)ρr−2 − (r + 2)ρr − 3
G2r

D20
Π

]
+

[
(r − 1)ρµνr−2 +

G2r

D20
πµν

]
σµν , (14)
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ρ̇〈µ〉r − C〈µ〉r−1 = α(1)
r ∇µα+ rρµνr−1u̇ν −

1

3
∇µ
(
m2

0ρr−1 − ρr+1

)
−∆µ

α

(
∇νρανr−1 + αhr∂κπ

κα
)

+
1

3

[
m2

0 (r − 1) ρµr−2 − (r + 3) ρµr
]
θ +

1

5
σµν

[
2m2

0 (r − 1) ρr−2,ν − (2r + 3) ρr,ν
]

+
1

3

[
m2

0rρr−1 − (r + 3) ρr+1 − 3αhrΠ
]
u̇µ + αhr∇µΠ + ρr,νω

µν + (r − 1) ρµνλr−2σνλ , (15)

and

ρ̇〈µν〉r − C〈µν〉r−1 = 2α(2)
r σµν +

2

15

[
m4

0 (r − 1) ρr−2 −m2
0 (2r + 3) ρr + (r + 4) ρr+2

]
σµν + 2ρλ〈µr ω

ν〉
λ

+
2

5
u̇〈µ

[
m2

0rρ
ν〉
r−1 − (r + 5) ρ

ν〉
r+1

]
− 2

5
∇〈µ

(
m2

0ρ
ν〉
r−1 − ρ

ν〉
r+1

)
+

1

3

[
m2

0 (r − 1) ρµνr−2 − (r + 4) ρµνr
]
θ

+
2

7

[
2m2

0 (r − 1) ρ
λ〈µ
r−2 − (2r + 5) ρλ〈µr

]
σ
ν〉
λ + rρµνγr−1u̇γ −∆µν

αβ∇λρ
αβλ
r−1 + (r − 1) ρµνλκr−2 σλκ , (16)

where the irreducible moments of the collision term are

C
〈µ1···µ`〉
r−1 =

∫
dK Er−1

k k〈µ1 · · · kµ`〉C [f ] . (17)

In the above, αhr = −βJr+2,1/(nh), where the enthalpy
per particle is h ≡ (e+ P ) /n, while

α(0)
r = (1− r)Ir1 − Ir0 −

n

D20
(hG2r −G3r) , (18)

α(1)
r = Jr+1,1 −

Jr+2,1

h
, (19)

α(2)
r = Ir+2,1 + (r − 1)Ir+2,2 . (20)

The primary and auxiliary thermodynamic integrals,
Inq(α, β) and Jnq(α, β), respectively, are defined as

Inq =
(−1)q

(2q + 1)!!
〈En−2q

k (∆αβkαkβ)q〉
0
, (21)

Jnq ≡
∂Inq
∂α

∣∣∣∣
β

= β−1 [In−1,q−1 + (n− 2q) In−1,q] . (22)

Furthermore, in the above equations, we also introduced
the functions

Gnm = Jn0Jm0 − Jn−1,0Jm+1,0 , (23)

Dnq = Jn+1,qJn−1,q − J2
nq . (24)

The conservation of particle number ∂µN
µ = 0, energy

uν∂µT
µν = 0, and momentum ∆µ

β∂αT
αβ = 0 can be

written in the form

ṅ+ nθ + ∂µV
µ = 0 , (25)

ė+ (e+ P + Π)θ − πµνσµν = 0 , (26)

(e+ P + Π)u̇µ −∇µ(P + Π) + ∆µ
λ∂νπ

λν = 0 . (27)

In order to solve these equations, we have to provide
equations of motion for the dissipative quantities Π, V µ,
and πµν . In the next sections, we will show how to ob-
tain them from Eqs. (14)–(16) based on different series
expansions and approximations.

B. Expansion of the distribution function in
momentum space

The equations of motion for the primary dissipative
quantities ρ0 = −3Π/m2

0, ρµ0 = V µ, and ρµν0 = πµν also
include negative-order moments ρµ1···µ`

r<0 . From the right-
hand sides of Eqs. (14)–(16) (for r = 0) we observe that
these are

ρ−2 , ρ−1 , ρ
µ
−2 , ρ

µ
−1 , ρ

µν
−2 , ρ

µν
−1 . (28)

Note that these equations formally also involve the mo-
ments ρ1, ρ2, and ρµ1 , which, however, vanish due to the
Landau matching conditions and the choice of the Lan-
dau frame for the fluid velocity. Furthermore, there are
tensors of rank ` > 2. These are omitted in the follow-
ing, since they are of higher order in Knudsen and in-
verse Reynolds number, ρµνλ···r ' O(Kn2,Re−1Kn), see
Ref. [33] for a discussion.

Following the suggestions of Refs. [41–43] we consider
the expansion of δfk = fk − f0k with respect to a com-
plete and orthogonal basis,

δfk = f0kf̄0k

∞∑
`=0

N`+s`∑
n=0

ρµ1···µ`
n−s` E−s`k k〈µ1

· · · kµ`〉H̃
(`)
kn ,

(29)
where the factor E−s`k allows the expansion to contain
moments with negative energy index, hence naturally ac-
counting for all moments ρµ1···µ`

r with −s` ≤ r ≤ N`. In
general, N` and the shift s` can be set to different values
for each tensor rank `.

We note that Eq. (29) generalizes the expansion of
Ref. [33], recovering it when s` = 0. In the above and in
what follows, we use an overhead tilde ˜ to denote quan-
tities which differ from the ones introduced in Ref. [33].
When discussing the s` = 0 case, all overhead tildes will

be dropped, Ã
s`=0−−−→ A.

The coefficient H̃(`)
kn is a polynomial in energy of order
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N` + s`,

H̃(`)
kn =

(−1)`

`!J2`−2s`,`

N`+s`∑
m=n

ã(`)
mnP̃

(`)
km , (30)

where

P̃
(`)
km =

m∑
r=0

ã(`)
mrE

r
k (31)

is a polynomial of orderm in energy. The ã
(`)
mn coefficients

are obtained through the Gram-Schmidt procedure im-
posing the following orthogonality condition:∫

dKω̃(`)P̃
(`)
kmP̃

(`)
kn = δmn , (32)

where the weight ω̃(`) is defined as

ω̃(`) =
(−1)`

(2`+ 1)!!

E−2s`
k

J2`−2s`,`
(∆αβkαkβ)`f0kf̄0k . (33)

If N` →∞, the expansion (29) is exact. A finite N` +
s` < ∞ defines a truncation, i.e., the set of irreducible
moments ρµ1···µ`

r , −s` ≤ r ≤ N` used to approximate δfk.
Consequently, we must be able to recover any ρµ1···µ`

r

contained in this set from this particular truncation of
δfk. In order to see this, we define the function

F̃ (`)
∓rn =(−1)``!J2`−2s`,`

∫
dK ω̃(`)E±rk H̃

(`)
kn

=

N`+s`∑
m=n

m∑
q=0

J±r+q+2`−2s`,`

J2`−2s`,`
ã(`)
mnã

(`)
mq . (34)

Then, using Eqs. (5) and (29), any irreducible moment
with tensor-rank ` and of arbitrary order r can be ex-
pressed as a linear combination of the rank-` moments
appearing in the expansion (29):

ρµ1···µ`
±r−s` ≡

N`+s`∑
n=0

ρµ1···µ`
n−s` F̃

(`)
∓r,n

=

−1∑
n=−s`

ρµ1···µ`
n F̃ (`)

∓r,n+s`
+

N∑̀
n=0

ρµ1···µ`
n F̃ (`)

∓r,n+s`
. (35)

For indices satisfying 0 ≤ i, j ≤ N` + s`, we have

F̃ (`)
−i,j = δij by construction, hence Eq. (35) reduces to

an identity. On the other hand, for any r > 0, the mo-
ments ρµ1···µ`

−r−s` and ρµ1···µ`
N`+r

, which are not contained in the
expansion (29), can be expressed in terms of a sum over
those moments which do appear in Eq. (29).

The shifts s` introduced in Eq. (29) are in principle ar-
bitrary. However, note that in the massless case infrared
divergences can appear due to negative powers of energy
E−s`k . In order to avoid these, the maximum possible
value of the shift is given by

smax
` = ` , when m0 = 0 . (36)

This corresponds to the orthogonal basis 1, v〈µ1〉,
v〈µ1 v µ2〉, . . . , v〈µ1 · · · v µ`〉 of Ref. [43], where

v〈µ〉 ≡ k〈µ〉

Ek
=
kµ

Ek
− uµ , (37)

while the generalization to rank-` tensors reads
v〈µ1 · · · v µ`〉 = E−`k k〈µ1 · · · k µ`〉. This velocity-based or-
thogonal basis is also convenient for calculating the non-
relativistic limits of the moments [43].

Finally, in the case of finite particle mass, the negative-
order moments appearing in Eq. (28) can be included in
Eq. (29) using the following parameters,

s0 = s1 = s2 = 2 , when m0 > 0 . (38)

C. Power counting in the standard DNMR
approach

One can show [33] that in the case of binary collisions
the linearized collision integral reads

C
〈µ1···µ`〉
r−1 = −

N`+s`∑
n=0

A(`)
r,n−s`ρ

µ1···µ`
n−s` , (39)

where −s` ≤ r ≤ N`. In the above, A(`)
rn ∼ λ−1

mfp is the

collision matrix while its inverse τ
(`)
rn =

(
A(`)

)−1

rn
is re-

lated to microscopic time scales proportional to the mean
free time between collisions.

This introduces a natural power-counting scheme in
terms of Kn and Re−1, allowing second-order fluid dy-
namics to be derived systematically from the equations
of motion for the irreducible moments. In particular,
we will apply this power-counting scheme also to the
negative-order moments.

As stated before, the equations of motion for the dissi-
pative quantities follow from Eqs. (14)–(16) by choosing
r = 0, i.e., the lowest-order irreducible moments appear-
ing in Eqs. (6)–(7). In this way, these moments are cho-
sen to be dynamical, i.e., they represent the solution of
the corresponding partial differential equations. How-
ever, since we are dealing with an infinite hierarchy of
moment equations, we are also obliged to determine the
remaining moments with r 6= 0.

Following Ref. [33] the moment equations for 0 < r ≤
N` are approximated by their asymptotic solutions as

ρr>0 ' −
3

m2
0

Ω
(0)
r0 Π +

3

m2
0

(ζr − Ω
(0)
r0 ζ0)θ , (40)

ρµr>0 ' Ω
(1)
r0 V

µ + (κr − Ω
(1)
r0 κ0)∇µα , (41)

ρµνr>0 ' Ω
(2)
r0 π

µν + 2(ηr − Ω
(2)
r0 η0)σµν , (42)

where the first-order transport coefficients ζr, κr, and ηr
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are

ζr ≡
m2

0

3

N0∑
n=0,6=1,2

τ (0)
rn α

(0)
n ,

κr ≡
N1∑

n=0,6=1

τ (1)
rn α

(1)
n , ηr ≡

N2∑
n=0

τ (2)
rn α

(2)
n . (43)

Here, Ω
(`)
rn diagonalizes the collision matrix A(`)

rn via

(Ω(`))−1A(`)Ω(`) = diag(χ
(`)
0 , χ

(`)
1 , . . . , χ

(`)
N`

), where with-
out loss of generality the eigenvalues are ordered as

χ
(`)
0 ≤ · · · ≤ χ

(`)
N`

and Ω
(`)
00 = 1 by convention.

We would like to point out that in the calculations
of Refs. [33, 44] expressions for the moments of nega-
tive order ρµ1...µ`

−r were used which neglect terms of order
O(Kn). These are obtained by substituting only the first
terms from the right-hand sides of Eqs. (40)–(42) into
Eq. (35), leading to

ρ−r ' −
3

m2
0

γ
(0)
r0 Π +O(Kn) ,

ρµ−r ' γ
(1)
r0 V

µ +O(Kn) , ρµν−r ' γ
(2)
r0 π

µν +O(Kn) ,
(44)

where the coefficients are

γ
(0)
r0 =

N0∑
n=0,6=1,2

F (0)
rn Ω

(0)
n0 ,

γ
(1)
r0 =

N1∑
n=0,6=1

F (1)
rn Ω

(1)
n0 , γ

(2)
r0 =

N2∑
n=0

F (2)
rn Ω

(2)
n0 . (45)

However, the neglected O(Kn) contributions to Eq. (44)
explicitly affect the results for the transport coefficients.
For instance, in Sec. IV, we show by an explicit calcula-
tion that, in the case of an ultrarelativistic ideal gas in the

RTA, all γ
(`)
r0 coefficients actually diverge when N` →∞.

On the other hand, taking the O(Kn) contributions into
account as described below, the modified coefficients will
remain finite in this limit.

In order to account for the neglected O(Kn) terms,
one first substitutes all terms from Eqs. (40)–(42) into
Eq. (35), see Ref. [37]. Then, one replaces the ther-
modynamic forces using the Navier-Stokes relations θ =
−Π/ζ0, ∇µα = V µ/κ0, and σµν = πµν/(2η0). We note
that this replacement is a matter of choice. If we did
not do this and just kept the terms as they appear, we
would obtain corrections to the transport coefficients of
the O(Kn2) terms computed in Ref. [44], while the other
transport coefficients would not change as compared to
their DNMR values. However, in Sec. V we will see by
comparison to the numerical solution of the Boltzmann
equation in RTA that the approach described above leads
to a better agreement with the latter, which justifies this
procedure. Ultimately, this leads to a cancelation of the

first and third terms on the right-hand sides of Eqs. (40)–
(42), such that

ρ−r ' −
3

m2
0

Γ
(0)
r0 Π , ρµ−r ' Γ

(1)
r0 V

µ , ρµν−r ' Γ
(2)
r0 π

µν ,

(46)

where the corrected DNMR coefficients are

Γ
(0)
r0 ≡

N0∑
n=0,6=1,2

F (0)
rn

ζn
ζ0

,

Γ
(1)
r0 ≡

N1∑
n=0,6=1

F (1)
rn

κn
κ0

, Γ
(2)
r0 ≡

N2∑
n=0

F (2)
rn

ηn
η0

. (47)

Recently a different approximation was suggested in
Ref. [37], called Inverse Reynolds Dominance (IReD).
This is based on a power counting without the diagonal-
ization procedure, i.e., without involving Eqs. (40)–(42)
as an intermediate step, but explicitly assuming that the
non-dynamical moments are approximated by

ρr>0 ' −
3

m2
0

ζr
ζ0

Π , ρµr>0 '
κr
κ0
V µ , ρµνr>0 '

ηr
η0
πµν .

(48)

Substituting these approximated values into Eq. (35) also
leads to the corrected DNMR results of Eqs. (46)–(47).
Note that similar approaches made in nonrelativistic [22]
as well as in multicomponent relativistic fluid dynamics
[45] are known as the order-of-magnitude approximation.

Comparing Eqs. (44)–(45) to Eqs. (46)–(47), it be-
comes clear that moments with negative order explicitly
depend on the value of the corresponding coefficients, i.e.,

γ
(`)
r0 or Γ

(`)
r0 . These approaches lead to transport coeffi-

cients that explicitly depend on the truncation order N`,
while only the latter (corrected) approach achieves con-
vergence when N` →∞. In other words, the correct rep-
resentation of the negative-order moments relies on an
expansion that includes an infinite number of positive-
order moments.

D. Power counting in the shifted-basis approach

Employing now the shifted-basis approach to explicitly
include negative-order moments in the expansion of δfk,
as discussed in Sec. II B, the relations (48) are generalized
in a straightforward manner to

ρr≥−s0 ' −
3ζr
m2

0ζ0
Π ,

ρµr≥−s1 '
κr
κ0
V µ , ρµνr≥−s2 '

ηr
η0
πµν . (49)
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The first-order transport coefficients in Eq. (43) now in-
volve summations also over negative indices:

ζr≥−s0 ≡
m2

0

3

N0∑
n=−s0,6=1,2

τ (0)
rn α

(0)
n ,

κr≥−s1 ≡
N1∑

n=−s1,6=1

τ (1)
rn α

(1)
n , ηr≥−s2≡

N2∑
n=−s2

τ (2)
rn α

(2)
n .

(50)

On the other hand, for any finite shift s` < ∞, there
are always negative-order moments that cannot be ac-
counted for in the expansion (29). These moments can
be computed as follows. For r > 0, Eq. (46) can be
generalized to yield

ρ−r−s0 ' −
3

m2
0

Γ̃
(0)
r0 Π ,

ρµ−r−s1 ' Γ̃
(1)
r0 V

µ , ρµν−r−s2 ' Γ̃
(2)
r0 π

µν , (51)

where

Γ̃
(0)
r0 ≡

N0∑
n=−s0,6=1,2

F̃ (0)
r,n+s0

ζn
ζ0

,

Γ̃
(1)
r0 ≡

N1∑
n=−s1,6=1̃

F (1)
r,n+s1

κn
κ0

, Γ̃
(2)
r0 ≡

N2∑
n=−s2

F̃ (2)
r,n+s2

ηn
η0

.

(52)

As discussed in Eq. (38), setting s` = 2 allows the
negative-order moments in Eq. (28) to be expressed us-

ing Eq. (49), without employing any N`-dependent Γ̃
(`)
r0

coefficients, however an explicit N` dependence still re-
mains at the level of the first-order transport coefficients
in their definitions, Eq. (50). As it will become clear in
the next section, the transport coefficients obtained us-
ing the shifted-basis approach will become independent
of the truncation order in the RTA.

III. TRANSIENT FLUID DYNAMICS IN THE
RELAXATION-TIME APPROXIMATION

We begin this section by discussing the Anderson-
Witting RTA in Sec. III A. The representation of
negative-order moments in the basis-free and shifted-
basis approaches are presented in Secs. III B and III C,
respectively, while the Chapman-Enskog method is em-
ployed in Sec. III D. The second-order transport coeffi-
cients for a neutral fluid and the additional coefficients
appearing in magnetohydrodynamics of charged, but un-
polarizable fluids are reported in Sec. III E and Sec. III F,
respectively.

A. The Anderson-Witting RTA

The Anderson-Witting RTA for the collision integral
reads [15, 18, 26]

C[f ] ≡ −Ek

τR
(fk − f0k) = −Ek

τR
δfk , (53)

where the relaxation time τR ≡ τR(xµ) is a momentum-
independent parameter proportional to the mean free
time between collisions. Substituting the above expres-
sion into Eq. (17) leads to

C
〈µ1···µ`〉
r−1 = − 1

τR
ρµ1···µ`
r . (54)

The matrices A(`)
rn , τ

(`)
rn , and Ω

(`)
rn corresponding to the

collision term (54) are diagonal,1

A(`)
rn =

δrn
τR

, τ (`)
rn = τRδrn , Ω(`)

rn = δrn . (55)

Using these results in Eqs. (14)–(16) and multiplying
both sides by τR gives

τRρ̇r + ρr = τRα
(0)
r θ +O(Re−1Kn) , (56)

τRρ̇
〈µ〉
r + ρ〈µ〉r = τRα

(1)
r ∇µα+O(Re−1Kn) , (57)

τRρ̇
〈µν〉
r + ρ〈µν〉r = 2τRα

(2)
r σµν +O(Re−1Kn) , (58)

where the higher-order terms on the right-hand sides
of Eqs. (14)–(16) were abbreviated by O(Re−1Kn) for
the sake of simplicity. This implies that all irreducible
moments in these terms are considered to be of order
O(Re−1), in accordance with our previous discussion.

We also point out that in the RTA all irreducible mo-
ments have the same relaxation time, τR, and hence there

is no natural ordering of the eigenvalues χ
(`)
r of the col-

lision operator, e.g., see Sec. II C. Even so, since τR is
of first order with respect to Kn, the second-order equa-
tions of motion for Π, V µ and πµν can still be obtained
by replacing all moments ρµ1···µ`

r 6=0 by their first-order ap-
proximations, as discussed in Secs. II C and II D.

The first-order transport coefficients from Eq. (43) are

ζr = τR
m2

0

3
α(0)
r , κr = τRα

(1)
r , ηr = τRα

(2)
r . (59)

The DNMR coefficients (45) for the negative-order mo-
ments reduce to

γ
(`)
r0 = F (`)

r0 . (60)

1 The columns of Ω
(`)
rn can be permuted arbitrarily, since all of the

eigenvalues χ
(`)
r of the collision matrix A(`)

rn are equal to τR. For

the sake of simplicity, we choose Ω
(`)
rn to be diagonal.
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The coefficients (52) introduced in the shifted-basis ap-
proach are

Γ̃
(0)
r0 =

N0∑
n=−s0, 6=1,2

F̃ (0)
r,n+s0R

(0)
n0 ,

Γ̃
(1)
r0 =

N1∑
n=−s1,6=1̃

F (1)
r,n+s1R

(1)
n0 , Γ̃

(2)
r0 =

N2∑
n=−s2

F̃ (2)
r,n+s2R

(2)
n0 ,

(61)

where we introduced

R(`)
r0 ≡

α
(`)
r

α
(`)
0

. (62)

The corrected DNMR coefficients corresponding to
Eq. (47) are obtained by setting s` = 0 in Eq. (61).

The second-order equations of motion for Π = −m
2
0

3 ρ0,
V µ = ρµ0 and πµν = ρµν0 follow after setting r = 0 in
Eqs. (56)–(58). Here, the positive-order moments vanish
by the Landau-matching conditions and the choice of the
Landau frame for the fluid velocity, while the negative-
order moments are only required up to first order, since
they are always multiplied by terms of order O(Kn).

B. Basis-free approach for the negative-order
moments

A basis-free, first-order representation of the ir-
reducible moments can be obtained directly from
Eqs. (56)–(58):

ρr ' τRα(0)
r θ , ρµr ' τRα(1)

r ∇µα , ρµνr ' 2τRα
(2)
r σµν ,

(63)

where all O(Re−1Kn) terms (including those of the type

τRρ̇
〈µ1···µ`〉
r ) were neglected. Expressing the thermody-

namic forces θ, ∇µα, and σµν in terms of the r = 0
moments leads to

ρr 6=0 ' −
3

m2
0

R(0)
r0 Π ,

ρµr 6=0 ' R
(1)
r0 V

µ , ρµνr 6=0 ' R
(2)
r0 π

µν , (64)

where we have used Eq. (62). When r > 0, employing
Eq. (59) the relations (64) are seen to be identical to
the ones derived using the so-called IReD or order-of-
magnitude approaches, shown in Eq. (49). Note that the
relations (64) are valid for any r, including r < 0, without
having to calculate the negative-order moments through
sums over moments of the chosen basis, such as those

involved in computing γ
(`)
r0 and Γ

(`)
r0 , hence leading to a

direct basis-free approximation:

ρ−1 ' −
3

m2
0

R(0)
−1,0Π , ρ−2 ' −

3

m2
0

R(0)
−2,0Π , (65)

ρµ−1 ' R
(1)
−1,0V

µ , ρµ−2 ' R
(1)
−2,0V

µ , (66)

ρµν−1 ' R
(2)
−1,0π

µν , ρµν−2 ' R
(2)
−2,0π

µν . (67)

C. Shifted-basis approach for the negative-order
moments

We now consider the representation of the moments
in the shifted-basis approach discussed in Sec. II D. For
−s` ≤ r ≤ N`, replacing the first-order transport coef-
ficients in Eq. (49) by their RTA expression (59) repro-
duces Eq. (64). The moments with r < −s` are still
computed using Eq. (51).

When the mass m0 > 0 and s` = 2, the negative-order
moments from Eqs. (65)–(67) are identically reproduced.
In order to be able to apply the matching conditions ρ1 =
ρ2 = ρµ1 = 0, we have to make sure that these moments
are included in the basis. Thus, the truncation orders
must satisfy

N0 ≥ 2, N1 ≥ 1, N2 ≥ 0 . (68)

The smallest basis required to recover the RTA transport
coefficients comprises (N0+s0+1)×1+(N1+s1+1)×3+
(N2 + s2 + 1)× 5 = 32 moments. Accounting also for n,
e, and uµ, there are a total of 37 degrees of freedom, but
enforcing the matching conditions, this number is again
brought down to 32.

In the case m0 = 0, inspection of the equations of mo-
tion (14)–(16) for r = 0 reveals that only the negative-
order moments ρµ−1, ρµν−1, and ρµν−2 appear, which are per-
fectly compatible with the largest possible shift s` = `. In
this case, the smallest basis required to recover the RTA
transport coefficients comprises 3×1 + 3×3 + 3×5 = 27
moments. The total number of degrees of freedom is then
32 (including n, e, and uµ). This number is reduced by
5 due to the matching conditions and furthermore by 1,
since the bulk viscous pressure vanishes for ultrarelativis-
tic particles.

D. Chapman-Enskog method

In this section, we employ the Chapman-Enskog
method following Sec. 5.5 of Ref. [18] and establish the
connection with the method of moments employed in this
paper. The power-counting scheme is performed with re-
spect to a parameter ε ' τR/L ∼ O(Kn) formally iden-
tified with the Knudsen number, such that

δfk ≡ fk − f0k = εf
(1)
k + ε2f

(2)
k + . . . , (69)

while f
(0)
k ≡ f0k is the equilibrium distribution.
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The collision term is assumed to be of order O(ε−1),
which is implemented in the RTA model by taking τR/ε
to be of zeroth order with respect to ε. The Boltzmann
equation (1) in RTA, Eq. (53), is then expanded as, cf.
also Eq. (28) of Ref. [26],

∞∑
i=0

εi(kµ∂µfk)(i) = −εEk

τR

∞∑
i=0

εif
(i+1)
k , (70)

leading to an iterative procedure allowing f
(i+1)
k to be

obtained in terms of the lower-order terms f
(j)
k with 0 ≤

j ≤ i. The index i of the expansion order takes into
account the expansion of the comoving derivative, D ≡
uµ∂µ =

∑∞
j=0 ε

jDj , such that the ith order contribution

to the left-hand side of Eq. (70) reads:

(kµ∂µfk)(i) = k〈µ〉∇µf (i)
k + Ek

i∑
j=0

Djf
(i−j)
k . (71)

The operator Dj is introduced at the level of the ther-
modynamic variables α, β, and uµ via

Dα =

∞∑
j=0

εjDjα , Dβ =

∞∑
j=0

εjDjβ ,

Duµ =

∞∑
j=0

εjDju
µ , (72)

where the zeroth-order terms are

D0α =
nθ

D20
(hJ20 − J30) , D0β =

nθ

D20
(hJ10 − J20) ,

D0u
µ =

∇µP
e+ P

, (73)

while for j > 0,

Djα =
J20

D20

[
Π(j)θ − πµν(j)σµν

]
− J30

D20

[
∇µV µ(j) −

j−1∑
i=0

V µ(j−i)Diuµ

]
,

Djβ =
J10

D20

[
Π(j)θ − πµν(j)σµν

]
− J20

D20

[
∇µV µ(j) −

j−1∑
i=0

V µ(j−i)Diuµ

]
,

Dju
µ =
∇µΠ(j) −∆µ

α∇βπ
αβ
(j)

e+ P

− 1

e+ P

j−1∑
i=0

[
Π(j−i)Diu

µ − πµν(j−i)Diuν

]
. (74)

The first- and second-order corrections to f0k follow
from Eq. (70),

εf
(1)
k = − τR

Ek

[
k〈µ〉∇µf (0)

k + EkD0f
(0)
k

]
, (75)

ε2f
(2)
k = −ε τR

Ek

[
k〈µ〉∇µf (1)

k + EkD0f
(1)
k + EkD1f

(0)
k

]
.

(76)

We now seek to reproduce the equation

δḟk = −ḟ0k − E−1
k kν∇νf0k − E−1

k kν∇νδfk + E−1
k C[f ] ,

(77)
which follows directly from the Boltzmann equation (1)
(see Eq. (34) in Ref. [33]). At leading order, the left-

hand-side is δḟk ' εD0f
(1)
k , while the terms on the right-

hand side can be approximated via:

ḟ0k = D0f
(0)
k + εD1f

(0)
k ,

C[f ]

Ek
= − ε

τR

(
f

(1)
k + εf

(2)
k

)
.

(78)

Employing Eqs. (75)–(76), it can be seen that Eq. (77) is
recovered up to order O(ε1). Since the moment equations
(14)–(16) are derived from Eq. (77), the expressions in
Eqs. (75)–(76) will lead to the same equations, up to first
order in ε. Upon multiplication with τR, this is sufficient
to derive the second-order equations of fluid dynamics.
We note that the above conclusion was also established
in Ref. [46] for the tensor moments (` = 2).

The irreducible moments ρµ1···µ`
r of δfk are written as

ρµ1···µ`
r =

∞∑
i=1

εiρµ1···µ`
r,(i) , (79)

ρµ1···µ`
r,(i) =

∫
dK Erkk

〈µ1 · · · kµ`〉f (i)
k . (80)

The first-order contribution to the irreducible moments
can be obtained using f

(1)
k derived in Eq. (75), which can

be written in explicit form by computing the comoving
derivatives using Eqs. (73):

εf
(1)
k = τRf0kf̄0k

{
βθ

3Ek
∆αβkαkβ

+
nθ

D20
[J30 − hJ20 + Ek(hJ10 − J20)]

+

(
1

h
− 1

Ek

)
k〈µ〉∇µα+

β

Ek
k〈µ k ν〉σµν

}
. (81)

Plugging the above expressions into Eq. (80), using the
orthogonality relation (20) of Ref. [33], and focusing on
the ` = 2 case, we get

ερµνr,(1) = τRβσ
αβ

∫
dKf0kf̄0kE

r−1
k k〈µ k ν〉k〈α kβ〉

= 2τRβJr+3,2σ
µν = 2τRα

(2)
r σµν , (82)

where we employed βJr+3,2 = α
(2)
r , which follows from

Eqs. (20) and (22). Similarly,

ερµr,(1) = τR∇µα
∫
dKf0kf̄0kE

r
k

(
1

h
− 1

Ek

)
k〈ν〉k〈µ〉

= τR

(
Jr+1,1 −

Jr+2,1

h

)
∇µα = τRα

(1)
r ∇µα , (83)
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where we used Eq. (19), while with Eq. (18) the scalar
moments reduce to

ερr,(1) = τRα
(0)
r θ . (84)

It can be seen that the first-order Chapman-Enskog re-
sults agree with those in Eq. (63) obtained in the method
of moments, hence the negative-order moments are also
computed through Eqs. (65)–(67).

In the RTA, the equivalence between the Chapman-
Enskog method and the method of moments can be es-
tablished also at second order by reproducing the equa-
tions of motion (14)–(16). For this purpose, the left-
hand sides of the irreducible-moment equations can be
expanded with respect to ε using Eqs. (78) and (79) as

ρ̇〈µ1···µ`〉
r − Cµ1···µ`

r−1 =
ε

τR
ρµ1···µ`
r,(1)

+ ε

[
D0ρ

µ1···µ`
r,(1) +

ε

τR
ρµ1···µ`
r,(2)

]
+O(ε2) . (85)

The second-order contribution to the irreducible mo-
ments can be computed using Eqs. (76) and (80),

ε2ρµ1···µ`
r,(2) = −ετR∆µ1···µ`

ν1···ν`

∫
dK Erkk

〈ν1 · · · kν`〉

×
[
D0f

(1)
k +D1f

(0)
k +

k〈µ〉

Ek
∇µf (1)

k

]
. (86)

Taking the comoving derivative D0 outside the integral

provides D0ρ
〈µ1···µ`〉
r,(1) , such that

D0ρ
〈µ1···µ`〉
r,(1) +

ε

τR
ρµ1···µ`
r,(2)

= ∆µ1···µ`
ν1···ν`

∫
dK

[
D0

(
Erkk

〈ν1 · · · kν`〉
)]
f

(1)
k

−
∫
dK Erkk

〈µ1 · · · kµ`〉
[
D1f

(0)
k +

k〈µ〉

Ek
∇µf (1)

k

]
. (87)

The right-hand side of the above expression together
with the Navier-Stokes contribution from ρµ1···µ`

r,(1) gener-

ate all of the terms appearing on the right-hand sides of
Eqs. (14)–(16).

Discrepancies between the results obtained using the
Chapman-Enskog method and the method of moments
were reported in the literature at the level of the second-
order transport coefficients. These discrepancies are in
fact due to the omission of certain second-order terms,
as we point out in detail in Appendix A.

E. Transport coefficients in the 14-moment
approximation

Here we recall the general form of the second-order
transport equations for Π, V µ, and πµν from Ref. [33],

τΠΠ̇ + Π = −ζθ + J +K +R , (88)

τV V̇
〈µ〉 + V µ = κ∇µα+ J µ +Kµ +Rµ , (89)

τππ̇
〈µν〉 + πµν = 2ησµν + J µν +Kµν +Rµν , (90)

where τΠ, τV , and τπ are the relaxation times, ζ = ζ0, κ =
κ0, and η = η0 are the first-order transport coefficients,
while J ,J µ, and J µν collect terms of order O(Re−1Kn):

J = −`ΠV∇µV µ − τΠV Vµu̇µ − δΠΠΠθ

− λΠV Vµ∇µα+ λΠππ
µνσµν , (91)

J µ = −τV Vνωνµ − δV V V µθ − `VΠ∇µΠ

+ `V π∆µν∇λπλν + τVΠΠu̇µ − τV ππµν u̇ν
− λV V Vνσµν + λVΠΠ∇µα− λV ππµν∇να , (92)

J µν = 2τππ
〈µ
λ ω

ν〉λ − δπππµνθ − τπππλ〈µσν〉λ + λπΠΠσµν

− τπV V 〈µu̇ν〉 + `πV∇〈µV ν〉 + λπV V
〈µ∇ν〉α . (93)

The tensors K, Kµ, and Kµν contain Kn2 contributions,
which will play no role in the following. The tensors R,
Rµ, and Rµν contain terms of order Re−2 originating
from quadratic terms in the collision integral, which are
absent in RTA.

We are now ready to determine the transport coeffi-
cients. For the sake of definiteness, we work within the
basis-free approach and note that similar results are ob-
tained when using the shifted-basis approach. The re-
sults obtained using the DNMR and corrected DNMR
approaches can be obtained by replacing

R(`)
−r,0 → γ

(`)
r0 , R(`)

−r,0 → Γ
(`)
r0 . (94)

While in the RTA, the relaxation times satisfy

τΠ = τV = τπ = τR , (95)

we will use τΠ, τV , and τπ explicitly for the sake of clarity.
The transport coefficients appearing in the equation for
the bulk viscous pressure are:

ζ = τΠ
m2

0

3
α(0)
r , (96)

δΠΠ = τΠ

[
2

3
− m2

0

3

G20

D20
+
m2

0

3
R(0)
−2,0

]
, (97)

`ΠV = τΠ
m2

0

3

[
G30

D20
−R(1)

−1,0

]
, (98)

τΠV = −τΠ
m2

0

3

[
G30

D20
−
∂R(1)
−1,0

∂ lnβ

]
, (99)

λΠV = −τΠ
m2

0

3

[
∂R(1)
−1,0

∂α
+

1

h

∂R(1)
−1,0

∂β

]
, (100)

λΠπ = −τΠ
m2

0

3

[
G20

D20
−R(2)

−2,0

]
. (101)
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The transport coefficients for the diffusion equation are

κ = τV α
(1)
0 , δV V = τV

[
1 +

m2
0

3
R(1)
−2,0

]
, (102)

`VΠ =
τV
h

[
1− hR(0)

−1,0

]
, `V π =

τV
h

[
1− hR(2)

−1,0

]
,

(103)

τVΠ =
τV
h

[
1− h

∂R(0)
−1,0

∂ lnβ

]
, τV π =

τV
h

[
1− h

∂R(2)
−1,0

∂ lnβ

]
,

(104)

λV V = τV

[
3

5
+

2m2
0

5
R(1)
−2,0

]
, (105)

λVΠ = τV

[
∂R(0)
−1,0

∂α
+

1

h

∂R(0)
−1,0

∂β

]
, (106)

λV π = τV

[
∂R(2)
−1,0

∂α
+

1

h

∂R(2)
−1,0

∂β

]
. (107)

Finally, the transport coefficients appearing in the equa-
tion for the shear-stress tensor are

η = τπα
(2)
0 , δππ = τπ

[
4

3
+
m2

0

3
R(2)
−2,0

]
, (108)

τππ = τπ

[
10

7
+

4m2
0

7
R(2)
−2,0

]
, (109)

λπΠ = τπ

[
6

5
+

2m2
0

5
R(0)
−2,0

]
, (110)

τπV = −τπ
2m2

0

5

∂R(1)
−1,0

∂ lnβ
, `πV = −τπ

2m2
0

5
R(1)
−1,0 ,

(111)

λπV = −τπ
2m2

0

5

[
∂R(1)
−1,0

∂α
+

1

h

∂R(1)
−1,0

∂β

]
. (112)

One also observes that when m0 > 0, all coefficients
except the first-order ones, ζ, κ, and η, involve the func-

tions R(`)
−r,0. These are related to the representation of

the negative-order moments, as indicated in Eq. (94).

F. Magnetohydrodynamics transport coefficients

Here we also consider the transport coefficients arising
from the Boltzmann-Vlasov equation using the method
of moments as derived in Refs. [47, 48], leading to the
equations of non-resistive and resistive magnetohydrody-
namics. Without repeating the details presented there,
we summarize the additional J µ1···µ`

em terms that appear
on the right-hand sides of Eqs. (91)–(93) due to the cou-

pling of the electric charge q to the electromagnetic field

Jem = −qδΠV EV νEν , (113)

J µem = q (δV EE
µ + δVΠEΠEµ + δV πEπ

µνEν)

− qδV BBb
µνVν , (114)

J µνem = −q
(
δπBBb

αβ∆µν
ακπ

κ
β + δπV EE

〈µV ν〉
)
. (115)

These are obtained from Eqs. (24)–(26) of Ref. [48] by
employing the Landau frame, i.e., Wµ ≡ ρµ1 = 0. In the
above the electric and magnetic fields Eµ and Bµ are
defined through the Faraday tensor Fµν and the fluid
four-velocity uµ via

Eµ = Fµνuν , Bµ =
1

2
εµναβFαβuν , (116)

while bµν = −εµναβuαbβ , bµ = Bµ/B, and B =√
−BµBµ is the magnitude of the magnetic field.
The corresponding transport coefficients proportional

to the electric and magnetic fields are obtained by re-

placing (τ
(0)
00 , τ

(1)
00 , τ

(2)
00 )→ (τΠ, τV , τπ) and γ

(`)
r → R(`)

−r,0.
These are

δV E = τV

(
−n
h

+ βJ11

)
, (117)

δΠV E = −τΠ
m2

0

3

[
G20

D20
−R(1)

−2,0 +
1

h

∂R(1)
−1,0

∂ lnβ

]
, (118)

δVΠE = −τV

[
2

m2
0

+R(1)
−2,0 −

1

h

∂R(0)
−1,0

∂ lnβ

]
, (119)

δV πE = τV

[
R(2)
−2,0 −

1

h

∂R(2)
−1,0

∂ lnβ

]
, (120)

δπV E = τπ

[
8

5
+

2m2
0

5
R(1)
−2,0 −

2m2
0

5h

∂R(1)
−1,0

∂ lnβ

]
, (121)

and

δV B = τV

[
− 1

h
+R(1)

−1,0

]
, δπB = 2τπR(2)

−1,0 . (122)

IV. RESULTS FOR THE IDEAL
ULTRARELATIVISTIC BOLTZMANN GAS

In this section, we analyze the classical, ultrarelativis-
tic limit of the transport coefficients listed in Eqs. (96)–
(122). In this limit, the bulk viscous pressure Π vanishes
and all related transport coefficients do not need to be
considered. We begin this section with an explicit com-
putation of the thermodynamic functions and the polyno-
mial basis focusing on the specific case s0 = s1 = s2 = 0.

We then compute the functions F (`)
rn , as well as the coeffi-

cients γ
(`)
r0 = F (`)

r0 , cf. Eq. (60), and Γ
(`)
r0 , cf. Eq. (61) with

s` = 0 (in which case Γ
(`)
r0 = Γ̃

(`)
r0 ). Finally, we report the

transport coefficients.



12

A. Thermodynamic functions

The equilibrium distribution of an ideal Boltzmann gas
is obtained by setting a = 0 in Eq. (2) and corresponds
to the Maxwell-Jüttner distribution:

f0k =eα−βEk . (123)

Since ∂f0k/∂α = f0k, Jnq = Inq by virtue of Eq. (22).
The Inq integrals can be expressed in terms of the pres-
sure P = geα/π2β4 as

Inq =
Pβ2−n

2(2q + 1)!!
(n+ 1)! . (124)

Using this result in Eqs. (19) and (20) gives

α(1)
r =

P (r + 2)!(1− r)
24βr−1

, α(2)
r =

P

30βr
(r + 4)! , (125)

allowing us to express the ratios R(`)
r0 from Eq. (62) as

R(1)
r0 =

(r + 2)!(1− r)
2βr

, R(2)
r0 =

(r + 4)!

24βr
. (126)

Therefore, when r = −1,−2 the above results reduce to

R(1)
−1,0 = β , R(1)

−2,0 =
3β2

2
, (127)

R(2)
−1,0 =

β

4
, R(2)

−2,0 =
β2

12
. (128)

B. Polynomial basis

We now construct the polynomials P
(`)
km and H(`)

kn for
the case s0 = s1 = s2 = 0 considered in Ref. [33]. By the
convention of Sec. II B the overhead tildes are omitted.
Substituting Eq. (124) for Inq into Eq. (33), we find

ω(`) =
2β2`−2E2`

k

P (2`+ 1)!
f0k , (129)

where (−∆αβkαkβ)` = E2`
k in the ultrarelativistic limit,

m0 = 0. Plugging this into the orthogonality relation
(32) with Ek = x/β gives

1

(2`+ 1)!

∫ ∞
0

dx e−xx2`+1P
(`)
km

(
x

β

)
P

(`)
kn

(
x

β

)
= δmn .

(130)
The above relation is similar to the orthogonality relation
obeyed by the generalized Laguerre polynomials,∫ ∞

0

dx e−xx2`+1L(2`+1)
m (x)L(2`+1)

n (x)

=
(n+ 2`+ 1)!

n!
δmn . (131)

Based on this analogy, the polynomials P
(`)
km(Ek) can be

expressed in terms of the generalized Laguerre polynomi-

als L
(2`+1)
m (βEk) as

P
(`)
km(Ek) =

√
m!(2`+ 1)!

(m+ 2`+ 1)!
L(2`+1)
m (βEk) . (132)

Given the explicit representation

L(2`+1)
m (x) =

m∑
n=0

(−x)n(m+ 2`+ 1)!

n!(m− n)!(n+ 2`+ 1)!
, (133)

the expansion coefficients a
(`)
mn appearing in the represen-

tation of P
(`)
km(Ek) from Eq. (31) are identified as

a(`)
mn = (−β)n

√
m!(2`+ 1)!(m+ 2`+ 1)!

n!(m− n)!(n+ 2`+ 1)!
. (134)

C. DNMR coefficients γ
(`)
r0

In this subsection we obtain a closed form for the coef-
ficients γ

(`)
r0 = F (`)

r0 . Starting from Eq. (34), we set s` = 0
and Jnq = Inq, with Inq from Eq. (124), and use Eq. (134)

for the coefficients a
(`)
mn and a

(`)
mq, which ultimately leads

to

F (`)
rn =

(−1)nβr+n

(n+ 2`+ 1)!

N∑̀
m=n

(m+ 2`+ 1)!

n!(m− n)!
Sm , (135)

where we introduced

Sm ≡
m∑
q=0

(−1)q
(
m

q

)
(q + 2`+ 1− r)!

(q + 2`+ 1)!
. (136)

In order to find Sm, we recall the definition of the Gauss
hypergeometric function [49],

2F1(a, b; c; z) =

∞∑
q=0

(a)q(b)q
(c)qq!

zq , (137)

where (a)q = Γ(a+ q)/Γ(a) is the Pochhammer symbol.
Using the property

(−m)q = (−1)q
m!

(m− q)!
, (138)

valid for m, q ≥ 0, we get

Sm =
(2`+ 1− r)!

(2`+ 1)!
2F1(−m, 2`+ 2− r; 2`+ 2; 1) . (139)

Note that the summation in Eq. (137) is truncated at
q = m since m!/(m − q)! vanishes when q > m. Using
now the identity [49]

2F1(−m, b; c; 1) =
(c− b)m

(c)m
, (140)
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we arrive at

Sm =
(2`+ 1− r)!(r − 1 +m)!

(2`+ 1 +m)!(r − 1)!
. (141)

Substituting Eq. (141) into Eq. (135) leads to

F (`)
rn =

βr+n

r + n

(−1)n(2`+ 1− r)!(N` + r)!

n!(r − 1)!(2`+ 1 + n)!(N` − n)!
, (142)

which is valid when r ≤ 2` + 1. When r > 2` + 1, the
integral in Eq. (34) becomes infrared divergent in the
massless limit, due to the negative power of Ek. However,
the only moments ρµ1···µ`

−r which enter the equations of
motion are those with r ≤ 2, see Eq. (28). In the massless
limit, the scalar (` = 0) moments ρ−2, ρ−1, and ρ0 are
not considered, so we do not need to discuss this case
any further. On the other hand, for the vector (` = 1)
and tensor (` = 2) moments this problem does not arise,
since there r ≤ 2 < 2`+ 1.

The validity of Eq. (142) can also be extended to
r ≤ 0, by replacing (r + n)(r − 1)! in the denomina-
tor by (r + n)Γ(r). Since Γ(r) has simple poles when

r = 0,−1,−2, . . . is a non-positive integer, F (`)
rn vanishes

whenever r ≤ 0 and r + n 6= 0. The value of F (`)
−n,n can

be obtained by taking the limit r → −n using

lim
r→−n

(r + n)Γ(r) =
(−1)n

n!
. (143)

Substituting the above into Eq. (142) gives

F (`)
−r,n = δrn , (144)

for N` ≥ r ≥ 0, which is the expected result, see discus-
sion after Eq. (35).

For ` = 1, 2 and r = 1, 2, the functions γ
(`)
r0 = F (`)

r0 are
obtained as

γ
(1)
10 =

β(1 +N1)

3
, γ

(1)
20 =

β2(1 +N1)(2 +N1)

12
, (145)

γ
(2)
10 =

β(1 +N2)

5
, γ

(2)
20 =

β2(1 +N2)(2 +N2)

40
. (146)

The above expressions diverge for N` → ∞. However,
in the following we will show that the corrected DNMR

coefficients Γ
(`)
r0 do not diverge and, at least in RTA, ac-

tually agree with R(`)
−r,0 listed in Eqs. (127) and (128).

D. Corrected DNMR coefficients Γ
(`)
r0

We now compute the corrected coefficients Γ
(`)
r0 in the

RTA from Eq. (61). Employing the expressions (126) and

(142) for R(`)
n0 and F (`)

rn , respectively, gives

Γ
(1)
r0 =

βr(3− r)!(N1 + r)!

2(r − 1)!N1!

N1∑
n=0

(
N1

n

)
(−1)n(1− n)

(n+ 3)(n+ r)
,

(147)

Γ
(2)
r0 =

βr(5− r)!(N2 + r)!

24(r − 1)!N2!

N2∑
n=0

(
N2

n

)
(−1)n

(n+ 5)(n+ r)
.

(148)

Defining the functions

SN (x; a) ≡
N∑
n=0

(
N

n

)
(−x)n

n+ a+ 1
, (149)

SN (x; a, b) ≡
N∑
n=0

(
N

n

)
(−x)n

(n+ a+ 1)(n+ b+ 1)
, (150)

we can express the coefficients (147), (148) as

Γ
(1)
r0 =

βr(3− r)!(r +N1)!

2(r − 1)!N1!

× [4SN1
(1; 2, r − 1)− SN1

(1; r − 1)] , (151)

Γ
(2)
r0 =

βr(5− r)!(r +N2)!

24(r − 1)!N2!
SN2

(1; 4, r − 1) . (152)

The functions SN (x; a) and SN (x; a, b) have an integral
representation

SN (x; a) =
1

xa+1

∫ x

0

dt taSN (t) , (153)

SN (x; a, b) =
1

xb+1

∫ x

0

dt tbSN (t; a) , (154)

where

SN (x) ≡
N∑
n=0

(
N

n

)
(−x)n = (1− x)N , (155)

by the binomial theorem. Using the definition of the
incomplete Beta function,

Bx(a, b) =

∫ x

0

dt ta−1(1− t)b−1 , (156)

one immediately concludes that

SN (x; a) =
1

xa+1
Bx(a+ 1, N + 1) . (157)

Setting x = 1 in the above expression, Bx(a, b) becomes
the complete Beta function B(a, b) [49],

B1(a, b) ≡ B(a, b) =
Γ(a)Γ(b)

Γ(a+ b)
, (158)

such that

SN (1; a) =

N∑
n=0

(
N

n

)
(−1)n

n+ a+ 1
=

a!N !

(N + a+ 1)!
. (159)
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In the case of SN (x; a, b), we can consider directly the
case x = 1 to find

SN (1; a, b) =

∫ 1

0

dxxb−a−1Bx(a+ 1, N + 1)

=
1

a− b
[B(b+ 1, N + 1)−B(a+ 1, N + 1)] . (160)

With the above, we arrive at

Γ
(1)
r0 =

βr(2− r)!(r + 1)

2

[
1− 8r(r +N1)!

(r + 1)!(3 +N1)!

]
,

(161)

Γ
(2)
r0 =

βr(4− r)!
24

[
1− 24(r +N2)!

(r − 1)!(5 +N2)!

]
. (162)

In the limit N1, N2 → ∞, Γ
(1)
r0 and Γ

(2)
r0 reduce to R(1)

−r,0

and R(2)
−r,0 given in Eqs. (126):

lim
N1→∞

Γ
(1)
r0 = R(1)

−r,0 , lim
N2→∞

Γ
(2)
r0 = R(2)

−r,0 . (163)

Setting now r = 1 and 2 leads to

Γ
(1)
10 =β

[
1− 4

(2 +N1)(3 +N1)

]
, (164)

Γ
(1)
20 =

3β2

2

[
1− 8

3(3 +N1)

]
, (165)

Γ
(2)
10 =

β

4

[
1− 24(1 +N2)!

(5 +N2)!

]
, (166)

Γ
(2)
20 =

β2

12

[
1− 24(2 +N2)!

(5 +N2)!

]
, (167)

which again reduce to the basis-free result (127), (128)
in the limit N1, N2 →∞.

E. Transport coefficients for the ultrarelativistic
ideal gas

We now employ the basis-free results (127),(128) for

R(1)
−1,0, R(2)

−1,0, and R(2)
−2,0. The ultrarelativistic limit of

the transport coefficients appearing in Eqs. (102)–(107)
is then obtained as

κ =
βP

12
τV , δV V = τV , λV V =

3

5
τV ,

`V π = τV π = 0 , λV π =
β

16
τV . (168)

Equations (108)–(112) reduce to

η =
4P

5
τπ , δππ =

4

3
τπ , τππ =

10

7
τπ ,

`πV = τπV = λπV = 0 . (169)

The coefficients in Eqs. (117)-(122) due to the electric
and magnetic fields read

δV E =
β2P

12
τV , δπV E =

8

5
τπ ,

δπB = βτπ , δV B =
3β

4
τV , δV πE =

β2

48
τV .

(170)

In the above, the coefficients involving the bulk viscous
pressures were omitted.

For the ideal ultrarelativistic gas, Eq. (126) can be
employed to show that

∂R(`)
r0

∂α
= 0 ,

∂R(`)
r0

∂β
= − r

β
R(`)
r0 . (171)

The above relations hold true also when r < 0 and in
particular also when R(`)

−r,0 is replaced by γ
(`)
r0 or Γ

(`)
r0 ,

since their dependence on α and β is identical to that

of R(`)
−r,0. Thus, one can conclude that in all approaches

mentioned here,

τV π = `V π , λV π =
τV
16
β − `V π

4
. (172)

Since the coefficients `V π, τV π, λV π, δπB , δV B , and

δV πE involve R(1)
−1,0, R(2)

−1,0, and R(2)
−2,0, their values will

differ between the various approaches discussed in the
present section. All other transport coefficients assume
the same values as in the standard DNMR approach. As
pointed out in Table I, when N` → ∞, the approach

based on Γ
(`)
r0 converges to the basis-free one employing

R(`)
−r,0. Conversely, the coefficients computed based on

γ
(`)
r0 diverge with the truncation order N`. We illustrate

these behaviours in Fig. 1 for the coefficients shown in Ta-
ble I. Note that in the 14-moment approximation, when
N0 = 2, N1 = 1, and N2 = 0, the results obtained using

the coefficients γ
(`)
r0 and Γ

(`)
r0 are identical and reproduce

those reported in Refs. [33, 48].

V. SHEAR-DIFFUSION COUPLING:
LONGITUDINAL WAVES

In this section, we consider the propagation of longi-
tudinal (sound) waves through an ultrarelativistic, un-
charged ideal fluid. The purpose of this section is to
compare the prediction of second-order fluid dynamics
using the various expressions of the transport coefficients
reported in Table I with that of kinetic theory in RTA.
While the former can be estimated analytically, the lat-
ter is obtained numerically using the method described
in Ref. [38]. Per definition, a sound wave is an infinites-
imal perturbation, such that it is sufficient to consider
the linear terms in the equations of motion. In the lin-
earized equations of motion for an ultrarelativistic, un-
charged fluid, only the coefficients `V π, `πV enter (as well
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`V π[τV ] = τV π[τV ] λV π[τV ] δV πE [τV ] δV B [τV ] δπB [τπ]

R(`)
−r,0 0 β/16 β2/48 3β/4 β/2

γ
(`)
r0

β

20
(1− 4N2)

β

20
(1 +N2) −β

2

40
N2(1 +N2)

β

12
(1 + 4N1)

2β

5
(1 +N2)

Γ
(`)
r0

6β(1 +N2)!

(5 +N2)!

β

16

[
1− 24(1 +N2)!

(5 +N2)!

]
β2

48

[
1− 24(1 +N2)!

(4 +N2)!

]
3β

4

[
1− 16/3

(N1 + 2)(N1 + 3)

]
β

2

[
1− 24(1 +N2)!

(5 +N2)!

]
TABLE I. The transport coefficients `V π, τV π, λV π, δπB , δV B , δV πE for an ultrarelativistic ideal gas. Their values are computed

by inserting R(`)
−r,0 from Eq. (126), γ

(`)
r0 from Eqs. (145), (146), and Γ

(`)
r0 from Eqs. (164)–(167). The relation between λV π and

`V π reported in Eq. (172) holds in all three cases. The results obtained using Γ
(`)
r0 agree with those obtained using γ

(`)
r0 and

R(`)
−r,0 when (N1, N2) = (1, 0) and when N1, N2 →∞, respectively.
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FIG. 1. Dependence on N2 = N1 − 1 of the coefficients (a) `V π = τV π, λV π for a neutral fluid; and (b) δV πE , δV B , δπB for a
charged fluid, computed using the approaches shown in Table I.

.

as some coefficients in Kµ and Kµν , which, however, play
no role in our investigation, see comment after Eq. (93)).
Since `πV vanishes in all approaches considered here, we
will refer only to the coefficient `V π listed in Table I, for
which we summarize the results below:

Basis-free: `V π = 0 , (173)

DNMR: `V π =
β

20
(1− 4N2)τV , (174)

Corrected DNMR: `V π =
6β(N2 + 1)!

(N2 + 5)!
τV . (175)

In addition, we recall the result reported in Ref. [35], ob-
tained using a second-order Chapman-Enskog approach:

Ref. [35]: `V π =
β

4
τV . (176)

We note that the result `V π = 0 was also obtained in
Ref. [50] using a Chapman-Enskog–like approach.

Since the corrected DNMR value lies between the
DNMR (for N2 = 0) and basis-free (for N2 → ∞) re-
sults, we will not consider it explicitly in what follows.

Instead, we will contrast the basis-free prediction to pre-
dictions due to Ref. [35] and to the DNMR prediction,
where for illustrative purposes we choose N2 = 2, leading
to `V π = −7βτV /20.

This section is structured as follows. In Sec. V A, we
derive the equations of motion for sound waves. The
resulting dispersion relations are computed in Sec. V B.
The analytical solutions and the numerical results are
discussed in Sec. V C.

A. Second-order equations for longitudinal waves

We assume that the background fluid is homogeneous
and at rest, while the perturbations travel along the
z axis. The velocity of the perturbed fluid is uµ =
γ(1, 0, 0, δv) ' (1, 0, 0, δv), where |δv| � 1 is assumed
to be small. For simplicity, the transverse motion lead-
ing to so-called shear waves is not taken into account.
The properties of the background fluid are

e = e0 + δe , n = n0 + δn , (177)
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where again |δe|/e0, |δn|/n0 � 1. The diffusion vector
V µ and shear-stress tensor πµν can be described in terms
of only two scalar quantities, δV and δπ, as follows:

V µ =δV (δv, 0, 0, 1) , (178)

and

πµν =δπ


δv2γ2 0 0 δvγ2

0 − 1
2 0 0

0 0 − 1
2 0

δvγ2 0 0 γ2

 , (179)

where the properties uµV
µ = uµπ

µν = πµµ = 0 were
employed. Since both δV and δπ are related to gradients
of the fluid, they are of the same order of magnitude as
the perturbations. In the linearized limit, V µ and πµν

reduce to

V µ ' δV (0, 0, 0, 1) , πµν ' δπ diag

(
0,−1

2
,−1

2
, 1

)
.

(180)
Noting that the expansion scalar θ and the shear tensor

σµν reduce to

θ = ∂zδv , σµν = diag

(
0,

1

3
,

1

3
,−2

3

)
∂zδv , (181)

while

∆λ
µ∇νπµν = ∂zπ

λz = δλz ∂zδπ , (182)

the conservation equations (25)–(27) become

∂tδn+ n0∂zδv + ∂zδV =0 ,

∂tδe+ (e0 + P0)∂zδv =0 ,

(e0 + P0)∂tδv + ∂zδP + ∂zδπ =0 . (183)

The equations of motion for δV and δπ can be obtained
from Eqs. (89),(90) and (92),(93) by ignoring terms that
are quadratic with respect to the perturbations:

τV V̇
〈µ〉 + V µ =κ∇µα+ `V π∆µν∇λπλν ,

τππ̇
〈µν〉 + πµν =2ησµν + `πV∇〈µV ν〉 . (184)

Using V̇ 〈µ〉 ' δµz ∂tδV , π̇〈zz〉 ' ∂tδπ and noting that
`πV = 0 by virtue of Eq. (169), we find

τV ∂tδV + δV =− κ∂zδα+ `V π∂zδπ ,

τπ∂tδπ + δπ =− 4η

3
∂zδv , (185)

where δα = 4
n0
δn − 3

P0
δP . We shall employ the Knud-

sen number Kn ∼ |kτV |, |kτπ| � 1 for power-counting
purposes in order to simplify some of the expressions ap-
pearing in the following sections.

B. Mode analysis

Now we perform the analysis of Eqs. (183) and (185)
at the level of the Fourier modes corresponding to
e−i(ωt−kz), introduced for a quantity A(t, x) as

A(t, x) = A0 +

∫ ∞
−∞

dk
∑
ω

e−i(ωt−kz)δAω(k) , (186)

where A0 is the constant background value of A, while
|k| = 2π/λ is the wavenumber (not to be confused with
the particle momentum kµ from the previous sections)
and ω ≡ ω(k) is the angular frequency, whose real part
gives rise to propagation. A negative imaginary part of
ω leads to damping of the mode. A positive imaginary
part would lead to an exponential increase and thus to an
instability. Applying the above Fourier expansion leads
to the matrix equation


−3ωk 4P0 0 0 0

1 − 4ω
k P0 1 0 0

0 4η
3 − i

k −
ω
k τπ 0 0

0 n0 0 −ωk 1

− 3κ
P0

0 −`V π 4κ
n0
− i
k −

ω
k τV




δPω(k)

δvω(k)

δπω(k)

δnω(k)

δVω(k)


= 0 . (187)

The modes supported by this system can be found by
setting the determinant of the above matrix to 0. Since
`πV = 0, the (δP, δv, δπ) sector decouples from the
(δn, δV ) sector and the determinant factorizes as

(k2 − 3ω2)(1− iωτπ)− ik2ω

P0
η =0 , (188)

ω(1− iωτV ) +
4ik2

n0
κ =0 . (189)

The (δP, δv, δπ) sector contains the two sound or acous-
tic modes as well as a shear mode, while the (δn, δV )
sector contains a mode associated with particle-number
transport (in the non-relativistic context called thermal
mode) and a diffusive mode. While the sound modes and
the thermal mode are hydrodynamic modes (i.e., the fre-
quency vanishes for zero wavenumber), the shear and the
diffusive modes are non-hydrodynamic modes (i.e., the
frequency does not vanish for zero wavenumber).

Equations (188) and (189) agree with Eqs. (4.19) and
(4.13) of Ref. [38] when identifying ω = −iα and κ =
λ/16. Therefore, the dispersion relations ω ≡ ω(k) are
identical to those identified in Eqs. (4.14) and (4.20)–
(4.22) of Ref. [38]. Labeling the acoustic and shear modes
as ω±a and ωη, respectively, we have

ω±a = ±|k|cs;a − iξa, ωη = −iξη , (190)

where the argument k was omitted for brevity. The quan-
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tities appearing above are defined as

cs;a =
1

2|k|τπ
√

3

{
1

Rη

[
1− k2τ2

π

(
1 +

η

τπP0

)]
−Rη

}
,

ξa =
1

3τπ

{
1− 1

2Rη

[
1− k2τ2

π

(
1 +

η

τπP0

)]
− Rη

2

}
,

ξη =
1

3τπ

{
1 +

1

Rη

[
1− k2τ2

π

(
1 +

η

τπP0

)]
+Rη

}
.

(191)

Here, the function Rη is defined as

Rη =

{
R<η , τπ < τπ,lim ,

−R>η , τπ > τπ;lim ,

R<η =

[
1− 3|k|τπ

√
Rη,aux + 3k2τ2

π

(
1− η

2P0τπ

)]1/3

,

R>η =

[
−1 + 3|k|τπ

√
Rη,aux − 3k2τ2

π

(
1− η

2P0τπ

)]1/3

,

(192)

with

Rη,aux = 1 +
2

3
k2τ2

π

(
1− 5η

2P0τπ
− η2

8P 2
0 τ

2
π

)
+
k4τ4

π

9

(
1 +

η

P0τπ

)3

. (193)

In the above, the value τπ,lim discerning between the two
branches for Rη is given by

τπ,lim =
1

|k|

(
1 +

η

P0τπ

)−1/2

, (194)

where η/(P0τπ) is independent of τπ since η ∼ τπ. Ap-
plying the power-counting scheme mentioned above, we
observe that cs;a ' cs + O(Kn2), with cs = 1/

√
3

the speed of sound, while ξa ' k2η
6P0

+ O(Kn3), and

ξη ' 1
τπ
− k2η

3P0
+O(Kn3).

The thermal and diffusive modes, ω−κ and ω+
κ , respec-

tively, are

ω±κ = −iξ±κ , ξ±κ =
1

2τV

1±

√
1− 16k2κτV

n0

 ,

(195)

and agree with Eq. (4.14) of Ref. [38]. A power-counting

analysis reveals that ξ−κ ' 4k2κ
n0

+O(Kn3) and ξ+
κ ' 1

τV
−

4k2κ
n0

+O(Kn3).
With the dispersion relations at hand, we can now

compute the mode amplitudes. Focusing first on the
thermal and diffusive modes, it is not difficult to see that
δP±κ (k) = δv±κ (k) = δπ±κ (k) = 0, while the amplitude of

the diffusion current can be linked to that of the density
fluctuations via

δV ±κ (k) = − iξ
±
κ

k
δn±κ (k) . (196)

In the sound and shear sector, the amplitude of the pres-
sure fluctuations can be defined as an independent vari-
able, while the other amplitudes can be expressed as

δvω(k) =
3ω

4kP0
δPω(k) , δπω(k) =

(
3ω2

k2
− 1

)
δPω(k) ,

δnω(k) =

[
3n0

4P0
+

i`V π(3ω2 − k2)
4ik2κ
n0

+ ω(1− iωτV )

]
δPω(k) ,

δVω(k) =
iω

k

`V π(3ω2 − k2)
4ik2κ
n0

+ ω(1− iωτV )
δPω(k) , (197)

where ω is either ω±a or ωη. From the above, it is clear
that a non-vanishing value of `V π introduces acoustic
and shear modes into the diffusion current, allowing the
diffusion current to propagate by means of the sound
modes. Thus, the basis-free result `V π = 0 can be distin-
guished from the Chapman-Enskog and DNMR results
`V π 6= 0 by considering the propagation of a simple har-
monic wave, which we discuss below.

C. Numerical results

At initial time t0 = 0, we consider

n(t0, z) = n0 , P (t0, z) = P0 + δP cos(kz) , (198)

while δv(t0, x) = δπ(t0, z) = δV (t0, z) = 0. This initial
state can be implemented by setting

δPω(k′) =
δPω

2
[δ(k′ − k) + δ(k′ + k)], (199)

with
∑
ω δPω = δP . This allows the solutions for

δP (t, z), v(t, z), and δπ(t, z) to be written as

δP (t, z) = cos(kz)
∑
ω±
a ,ωη

δPωe
−iωt ,

δv(t, z) =
3i

4kP0
sin(kz)

∑
ω±
a ,ωη

ωδPωe
−iωt ,

δπ(t, z) = cos(kz)
∑
ω±
a ,ωη

(
3ω2

k2
− 1

)
δPωe

−iωt . (200)

Imposing the initial conditions from Eq. (198) leads to∑
ω±
a ,ωη

δPω = δP ,
∑
ω±
a ,ωη

ωδPω = 0 ,

∑
ω±
a ,ωη

ω2δPω =
k2

3
δP , (201)
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Ṽ
d
(t
)/
δP

0

kt

`V π = −7τRβ/20
`V π = 0

`V π = τRβ/4
Exact RTA
Eq. (209)

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.06

0.07

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

(δP0/P0 = 10−3)

(kτR = 0.25)

(b)

−
Ṽ
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FIG. 2. Time evolution of −Ṽd(t)/δP0 for the initial condi-
tions in Eq. (198). The numerical solutions of the linearized
equations (183) and (185) are shown using lines and symbols
for various values of `V π. The dashed black lines show their
approximate analytical solution given in Eq. (209). The nu-
merical solution of the Boltzmann equation in RTA is shown
with the solid red line. All results are obtained for kτR = 0.1
(a) and 0.25 (b) and we considered δP0/P0 = 10−3.

which admits the solutions

δP±a =± k2 + 3ωηω
∓
a

6|k|cs;a(ω±a − ωη)
δP ,

δPη =−
k2(1− 3c2s;a)− 3ξ2

a

3[k2c2s;a + (ξa − ξη)2]
δP . (202)

For small Kn, we have

δP±a =
δP

2
± i|k|ηcs

4P0
δP +O(Kn3) ,

δPη =
k4ητ3

π

9P0
δP +O(Kn6) . (203)

To correctly assess the role of `V π, we first note that for
the shear mode, the factor 1− iωητV ' 1− τV

τπ
+O(Kn2).

For τV = τπ = τR, this is of order O(Kn2), while it is
of order O(Kn0) when τV 6= τπ. Focusing now on the
particle-number fluctuations, we may write δnω(k′) =

δnω
2 [δ(k′ − k) + δ(k′ + k)], where the amplitude of the

corresponding acoustic and shear modes are obtained up
to second order in Kn as

δn±a '
n0

2P0

(
3

4
± 3i|k|cs

8P0
η +

k2

n0
`V πη

)
δP ,

δnη '
k2τRn0

n0η − 12P0κ
`V πηδP . (204)

For the diffusion current, we write δVω(k′) =
− iδVω2 [δ(k′ − k)− δ(k′ + k)], where

δV ±a ' ±
ik3csδP

2P0|k|
`V πη , δVη '

kn0δP

n0η − 12P0κ
`V πη .

(205)

The amplitudes of the thermal and diffusive modes δn±κ
can be found by noting that

δn(t0, z) ' cos(kz)

[
3n0δP

4P0
+ δn+

κ + δn−κ

+

(
1 +

τRn0P0

n0η − 12P0κ

)
k2

P0
`V πηδP

]
,

δV (t0, z) '
sin(kz)

k

(
k2n0`V πηδP

n0η − 12P0κ
+ ξ+

κ δn
+
κ + ξ−κ δn

−
κ

)
,

(206)

where only terms up to second order with respect to Kn
were shown. Imposing δn(t0, z) = Vd(t0, z) = 0 gives

δn±κ ' ±
n0ξ
∓δP

P0(ξ+
κ − ξ−κ )

(
3

4
+
τRk

2P0`V πη

n0η − 12P0κ
+
k2

n0
`V πη

)
∓ k2n0

(n0η − 12P0κ)(ξ+
κ − ξ−κ )

`V πηδP , (207)

while δV ±κ = ξ±κ δn
±
κ /k. Noting that

ξ+
κ ξ
−
κ =

4k2κ

n0τR
, ξ+

κ − ξ−κ =
1

τR

√
1− 16k2κτR

n0
, (208)

we obtain δV (t, z) as

δV (t, z) ' kn0δP

P0
sin(kz)

[
|k|
n0
cs`V πηe

−ξat sin(kcs;at)

+
P0`V πη

n0η − 12P0κ

e−ξηt − τR ξ+
κ e
−ξ+κ t − ξ−κ e−ξ

−
κ t√

1− 16k2κ
n0

τR


+
κ

n0

(
3 +

4τRk
2P0`V πη

n0η − 12P0κ
+

4k2

n0
`V πη

)
e−ξ

+
κ t − e−ξ−κ t√

1− 16k2κ
n0

τR

]
.

(209)

It can be seen that `V π introduces an oscillatory piece in
the diffusion current. In order to facilitate the analysis,



19

we introduce the amplitudes δ̃e, δ̃v, δ̃π, δ̃n, and δ̃V via δ̃e(t)δ̃π(t)

δ̃n(t)

 =
k

π

∫ 2π/k

0

dz

δe(t, z)δπ(t, z)

δn(t, z)

 cos(kz) , (210)

(
δ̃v(t)

δ̃V (t)

)
=
k

π

∫ 2π/k

0

dz

(
δv(t, z)

δV (t, z)

)
sin(kz) . (211)

The linearized equations (183) and (185) are then solved
as a set of ODEs by replacing

∂z (δe, δv, δπ, δn, δV )→ k
(
−δ̃e, δ̃v,−δ̃π,−δ̃n, δ̃V

)
.

(212)
Figure 2 shows the results obtained using the values of
`V π = −7βτR/20, 0, and βτR/4, as given by the DNMR

approach based on γ
(2)
1 with N2 = 2 (174), the basis-

free approach (173), and in Ref. [35], respectively. The
numerical results are compared with the analytical pre-
diction (209), shown with dashed black lines. The small
discrepancies seen in panel (b) are due to the approxima-
tions made in deriving Eq. (209). Additionally, we also
show with the solid red line the numerical solution of the
Boltzmann equation (1) with the Anderson-Witting col-
lision model (53), obtained as described in Ref. [38]. The
basis-free and RTA results are in excellent agreement,
confirming that for the RTA, `V π = 0.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we computed the transport coefficients
of second-order relativistic fluid dynamics from the rel-
ativistic Boltzmann equation in the relaxation-time ap-
proximation (RTA) of the collision term.

Employing the method of moments, the irreducible
moments for a negative power of energy, the so-called
negative-order moments, are usually expressed in terms
of the ones with a non-negative power of energy using a
kind of completeness relation, which becomes exact in the
limit when the truncation order N` → ∞. Focusing on
the 14-dynamical moments approximation, we then con-
sidered different approaches to relate the negative-order
moments ρµ1···µ`

−r to the zeroth-order ones: (i) the origi-
nal DNMR approach [33], which features the coefficients

γ
(`)
r0 , cf. Eq. (45), (ii) a corrected DNMR approach [37],

which employs the coefficients Γ
(`)
r0 of Eq. (47), (iii) a

so-called shifted-basis approach, which includes a certain
set of negative-order moments in the expansion basis, cf.
Eq. (52), and (iv) a basis-free approach tailored to the
RTA, cf. Eq. (64).

The shifted-basis approach acknowledges the impor-
tance of the negative-order moments by including them
explicitly in the expansion basis. The magnitude of the
shifts s` for the irreducible moments of tensor rank `
are defined by the lowest-order moment ρµ1···µ`

−s` , which

must be explicitly accounted for in the expansion. Set-
ting s` = 2 for the m0 > 0 case and s` = ` when m0 = 0
leads to perfect agreement with the basis-free approach.

Furthermore, we checked our results for consistency
by employing the Chapman-Enskog approach presented
in Ref. [18]. Using the properties of the RTA collision
model, we showed that the Chapman-Enskog method and
the method of moments are equivalent up to second or-
der. We also showed that the discrepancies reported in
Ref. [34, 35] are due to the omission of second-order con-
tributions in these latter references.

In the context of an ultrarelativistic ideal gas, we com-

puted γ
(`)
r0 and Γ

(`)
r0 explicitly for ` = 1, 2 and r = 1, 2.

We showed that γ
(`)
r0 and all transport coefficients that

depend on it, i.e., `V π, τV π, λV π, as well as δπB , δV B ,
δV πE , diverge with the truncation order N`. Even though

the coefficients Γ
(`)
r0 also depend explicitly on N`, they

converge towards the basis-free results when N` →∞.
Finally, we validated our results in the context of lon-

gitudinal waves propagating through an ultrarelativistic
ideal gas. Our result `V π = 0 for the coefficient respon-
sible for the coupling to the shear-stress tensor in the
equation for the diffusion current is in perfect agreement
with numerical simulations of the RTA kinetic equation.
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Appendix A: Second-order Chapman-Enskog
method

Recalling the notation introduced in Refs. [34, 35], the

distribution function is written as fk = f0k+δf
(1)
k +δf

(2)
k .

The correction δf (i) is obtained as

δf
(i)
k =

(
− τR
Ek

kµ∂µ

)i
f0k . (A1)

Due to the expansion of the comoving derivative D =∑∞
j=0 ε

jDj in Eq. (71), it is clear that δf
(i)
k contains con-

tributions of order i, i+1, . . . . This should be contrasted

with the expansion in Eq. (69), where εf
(1)
k and ε2f

(2)
k

contain solely terms of first and second order with respect
to ε, respectively, see Eqs. (75) and (76).

For example, using Eq. (A1) together with Eq. (71) to

compute δf
(1)
k , it becomes clear that it can be written in

terms of εf
(1)
k and higher-order contributions as

δf
(1)
k = εf

(1)
k − τR

∞∑
i=1

εiDif0k

= εf
(1)
k − ετRD1f0k +O(ε3) , (A2)

where we recall that τR is of the same order as the book-

keeping parameter ε. The second-order term δf
(2)
k can

be obtained as

δf
(2)
k = ε2f

(2)
k + ετRD1f0k +O(ε3) , (A3)

where the second term on the right-hand side makes also
a second-order contribution, being explicitly given by

D1f0k = f0kf̄0k

[
D1α− EkD1β − βk〈µ〉D1uµ

]
. (A4)

The discrepancy between the results derived in the
present paper and those reported in Refs. [34, 35] arises
because the second-order contribution −ετRD1f0k to

δf
(1)
k was neglected in these latter references. Due to

this omission, the resulting distribution function reads

f̂k ≡ f0k + (δf
(1)
k + ετRD1f0k) + δf

(2)
k +O(ε3)

= fk + ετRD1f0k +O(ε3) , (A5)

where fk = f0k + εf
(1)
k + ε2f

(2)
k . In the above and hence-

forth, we use an overhead hat f̂k to denote quantities
that arise when the −ετRD1f0k term is omitted from

δf
(1)
k , as considered in Refs. [34, 35]. Using Eqs. (79)–

(80) with f
(i)
k and f̂

(i)
k , we can evaluate the difference

ρµ1···µ`
r − ρ̂µ1···µ`

r at second order as

ρµ1···µ`
r − ρ̂µ1···µ`

r ' −ετR
∫
dK Erkk

〈µ1 · · · kµ`〉D1f0k .

(A6)

In the case of the scalar moments, we find

ρ0 − ρ̂0 = −τR
G20

D20
(Πθ − πµνσµν)

− τR
G30

D20
(V µu̇µ −∇µV µ) +O(ε3) , (A7)

ρ1 − ρ̂1 = −τR(V µu̇µ −∇µV µ) +O(ε3) , (A8)

ρ2 − ρ̂2 = τR(Πθ − πµνσµν) +O(ε3) , (A9)

where (74) was employed to replace D1α and D1β. Since
ρ1 = ρ2 = 0 according to Eqs. (11)–(12), it can be seen
that ρ̂1 and ρ̂2 will in general not vanish. By the same
reason, a non-vanishing energy-momentum flow Wµ =
ρµ1 appears:

ρµ1 − ρ̂
µ
1 = −τR

(
∇µΠ−∆µ

α∇βπαβ −Πu̇µ + πµν u̇ν
)

+O(ε3) . (A10)

Equations (A8)–(A10) show that due to second-order in-
consistencies, the Landau matching conditions (11), (12)
and the Landau frame (10) are no longer satisfied, hence
violating the conservation of particle number and energy-
momentum in the RTA.

The dissipative quantities also show discrepancies,

Π− Π̂ =
τRn

βD20
(hJ10 − J20)(Πθ − πµνσµν) (A11)

+
τRn

βD20
(hJ20 − J30)(V µu̇µ −∇µV µ) +O(ε3) ,

V µ − V̂ µ = −τR
h

(
∇µΠ−∆µ

α∇βπαβ −Πu̇µ + πµν u̇ν
)

+O(ε3) , (A12)

while πµν − π̂µν = O(ε3). From the above relations, it
can be seen that the transport coefficients δΠΠ, λΠπ, τΠV ,
`ΠV , `VΠ, `V π, τVΠ, and τV π are modified as follows:

(
δΠΠ

λΠπ

)
=

(
δ̂ΠΠ

λ̂Ππ

)
− τRn

βD20
(hJ10 − J20) , (A13)(

τΠV
−`ΠV

)
=

(
τ̂ΠV
−ˆ̀

ΠV

)
− τRn

βD20
(hJ20 − J30) , (A14)

`VΠ

`V π
τVΠ

τV π

 =


ˆ̀
VΠ

ˆ̀
V π

τ̂VΠ

τ̂V π

+
τR
h
. (A15)
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