
SPECTRAL CLOSURE FOR THE LINEAR BOLTZMANN-BGK

EQUATION

FLORIAN KOGELBAUER AND ILYA KARLIN

Abstract. We give an explicit description of the spectral closure for the three-dimensional
linear Boltzmann-BGK equation in terms of the macroscopic fields, density, flow velocity
and temperature. This results in a new linear fluid dynamics model which is valid for
any relaxation time. The non-local exact fluid dynamics equations are compared to the
Euler, Navier–Stokes and Burnett equations. Our results are based on a detailed spectral
analysis of the linearized Boltzmann-BGK operator together with a suitable choice of
spectral projection.

1. Introduction

Since the invention of kinetic theory by Boltzmann [4] and Maxwell [30], the fundamen-
tal question arose: What is the connection between kinetic equations and the equations
for the motion of continua? Or, to phrase it differently: Can the governing equations of
fluid dynamics be rigorously derived from kinetic theory?

This problem has a long history. Famously, in his speech at the International Congress
of Mathematics in Paris in 1900, Hilbert proposed a program to derive the passage from the
atomistic view of fluids and gases to the motion of continua [21]. One interpretation of this
challenge, known as Hilbert’s sixth problem in this context, aims to prove the convergence
of kinetic models, such as the Boltzmann equation, to known hydrodynamic models such
as the Euler and the Navier–Stokes equations [36, 37, 38].

The derivation of hydrodynamics from kinetic models is often regarded as a closure prob-
lem where one seeks a self-consistent expression of the fluxes in the balance equations for
primitive (macroscopic) fields of mass density, momentum density and energy density. On
a formal level, a well-established approach to the closure problem is the Chapman–Enskog
expansion [12, 7, 8], where a Taylor series in powers of the Knudsen number (the molecular
mean free path to a characteristic flow scale ratio) is invoked. The lower-order approxi-
mations lead to compressible Euler and Navier–Stokes–Fourier systems. The undeniable
success of the Chapman–Enskog method is rooted in the evaluation of the phenomenolog-
ical transport coefficients, viscosity and thermal conductivity for a one-component gas, in
terms of the microscopic interaction potential between particles, as well as prediction of the
thermodiffusion effect in gas mixtures [5]. On the other hand, extension of the Chapman–
Enskog approximation beyond the classical Navier–Stokes–Fourier order, the Burnett and
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super-Burnett approximations [6, 8], encountered difficulties. Even in the simplest regime,
while linearized around a global equilibrium, the higher-order hydrodynamic closure may
exhibit an instability, as first shown by Bobylev [3] for the Burnett and the super-Burnett
approximations for Maxwell’s molecules. Since the global equilibrium is stable by way
of the dissipative nature of the Boltzmann equation, Bobylev’s instability is an artifact
brought about by the Chapman–Enskog procedure. The problem of higher-order hydro-
dynamics is exacerbated in the non-linear regime. Indeed, as pointed out by Slemrod [39],
convergence of a singular expansion to the leading-order equation is by no means obvious:
the formation of shocks might be an obstacle to global uniform convergence in the sense
of solutions [40]. Furthermore, the expansion of a non-local operator in frequency space in
terms of (local) differential operators may be problematic. As a remedy, Rosenau suggested
a non-local closure [35] based on rational functions rather than polynomial approximations
to the Chapman–Enskog solution.

A different approach is to address the problem of hydrodynamics from kinetics as a
problem of invariant manifolds. This viewpoint was first suggested in a short paper by
McKean [31] and expanded in a series of works by Gorban & Karlin [16, 18, 15]. For model
systems (Grad’s moment systems [19]), it was shown that the method of invariant mani-
fold is equivalent to exact summation of the Chapman–Enskog series to all orders [17]. We
term the latter case exact hydrodynamics since, once achieved, it furnishes the complete
characterization of the hydrodynamic limit of the kinetic equation and hence, the rigorous
and exact closure. In this setting, the problem remains non-trivial even in the linear case,
for infinite-dimensional problems. Accurate numerical solutions were found in [25], on the
level of the linear Boltzmann-BGK kinetic model [2], and extended to a finite-moment
approximation of the linear Boltzmann equation for Maxwell’s molecules in [9].

In this work, the derivation of the exact (valid to all admissible scales) linear hydro-
dynamics is considered in two consecutive steps. First, the slow invariant manifold is
identified as the linear subspace spanned over the hydrodynamic spectrum of the linearized
Boltzmann-BGK operator. This is achieved on the basis of the explicit solution to the eigen-
value problem presented recently in Kogelbauer & Karlin [28]. Let us refer to [20, 11, 33]
for qualitative results on the spectra of general linear kinetic operators, including the ex-
istence of hydrodynamic branches, critical wave number local expansions for small wave
numbers. In [26, 27, 29], explicit spectral calculations have been performed for several
kinetic models, including explict expressions of critical wave numbers and branch merging.
However, the knowledge of the spectrum alone is not the final step towards the derivation
of hydrodynamic equations. The next step is the projection of the dynamics onto the slow
manifold in terms of primitive variables, density, momentum and energy (or temperature).
To that end, we derive the hydrodynamic projection in two independent ways. First, we
demonstrate that all information about the projection is essentially encoded in a function
of eigenvalues, which we call spectral temperature. This direct computation uses specific
features of the BGK model. On the other hand, the hydrodynamic projection can be equiv-
alently derived on the basis of the Riesz spectral projector, a more general route applicable
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to a variety of linear kinetic problems. Both approaches are shown to be consistent with
one another, and resulting in the unique hydrodynamic projection. Let us emphasize that
we derive a closed-form expression for the transport coefficients in wave space (transport
operators in physical space) in terms of eigenvalues.

The structure of the paper is as follows: Preliminaries in Sec. 2 include the notation
and nomenclature, in particular, the plasma dispersion function is introduced. Some use-
ful properties of the plasma dispersion function necessary for the spectral analysis of the
linearized Boltzmann-BGK operator are collected in Appendix B for the sake of com-
pleteness. In Sec. 3, following the invariant manifold formulation of the closure problem
[18], we introduce the closure operator for a generic linear kinetic equation. While the
majority of derivations of hydrodynamics proceed in terms of primitive variables to solve
the invariance equation, our approach is different. We first recognize the slow invariant
manifold from the analysis of the spectral problem and, secondly, induce the dynamics on
this manifold in terms of primitive variables by a coordinate change from spectral vari-
ables to hydrodynamic fields. The realization of this program starts in Sec. 4 where we
first review analytical results on the spectral problem of the linearized Boltzmann-BGK
model [28]. Sec. 5 is devoted to the explicit construction of the coordinate change from
spectral variables to macroscopic variables, involving a single analytic function depending
on eigenvalues, called spectral temperature. In Sec. 6, we present the exact hydrodynamic
equations for each wave vector in frequency space, as well as in physical space. While, clas-
sically, the closure is obtained through transport coefficients relating the dynamics of the
macroscopic variables to each other, the exact hydrodynamic equations involve transport
operators with finite frequency support acting on the corresponding variables. Finally, in
Sec. 7, we compare the exact non-local hydrodynamics to local approximations such as
the Euler equation, the Navier–Stokes–Fourier system and the Burnett system. In partic-
ular, we recover the approximate slow dynamics obtained through the Chapman–Enskog
expansion. We conclude with a discussion in Sec. 8.

2. Notation and Basic Definitions

For a wave vector k ∈ Z3, k = (k1, k2, k3), we denote its wave number as

k := |k|=
√
k21 + k22 + k23. (2.1)

For a given wave vector k ̸= 0, we define a coordinate system with a component parallel
and with two components orthogonal to k by splitting any vector v ∈ R3 as

v = v∥ + v⊥, (2.2)

where v∥ = 1
k2
(v · k)k and v⊥ = − 1

k2
k × (k × v), which satisfies v⊥ · k = 0. This can be

achieved by a rotation matrix Qk satisfying k = Qk(k, 0, 0)
T to give

v = Qk(v∥, v⊥1, v⊥2), (2.3)
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where v∥ = v · k and (v⊥1, v⊥2) are the components of the unit base vectors of v⊥. The
matrix Qk can be determined by, e.g. the Rodrigues’ rotation formula [34]:

Qk =


k1
k −k2

k −k3
k

k2
k 1− k22

k2+k1k
− k2k3

k2+k1k
k3
k − k2k3

k2+k1k
1− k23

k2+k1k

 . (2.4)

For later calculations, we also define the 5× 5 block-diagonal matrix

Q̃k = diag(1,Qk, 1). (2.5)

We introduce the plasma dispersion function as the integral

Z(ζ) =
1√
2π

∫
R

e−
v2

2

v − ζ
dv, (2.6)

for any ζ ∈ C\R. The function Z is analytic on each half plane {ℑ(ζ) > 0} and {ℑ(ζ) < 0}
and satisfies the complex differential equation

dZ

dζ
= −ζZ − 1. (2.7)

As the name suggest, function (2.6) appears in plasma physics in the context of Landau
damping [14]. We collect further useful properties of the plasma dispersion function in the
Appendix B.

Let H denote a Hilbert space and let T : H → H be a linear operator with domain of
definition D(H). We denote the spectrum of T as σ(T) and its resolvent set as ρ(T). The
main operator Lk of this paper (to be defined later) will be defined on the Hilbert space

Hv = L2
v(R3, e−|v|2), (2.8)

together with the inner product

⟨f, g⟩v = (2π)−
3
2

∫
R3

f(v)g∗(v)e−
|v|2
2 dv. (2.9)

For later calculation and to ease notation, we define the following set of basis vectors:

e0(v) = (2π)−
3
4 ,

e1(v) = (2π)−
3
4 v1,

e2(v) = (2π)−
3
4 v2,

e3(v) = (2π)−
3
4 v3,

e4(v) = (2π)−
3
4
|v|2−3√

6
,

(2.10)

which satisfy the orthonormality relation

⟨ei, ej⟩v = δij , for 0 ≤ i, j ≤ 4, (2.11)
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where δij is the Kronecker’s delta. We bundle the basis functions (2.10) into a single vector

e = (e0, e1, e2, e3, e4). (2.12)

For a one-body distribution function f : T3×R3× [0,∞) → R+, we introduce the moments
of the distribution function f as

M(n)(x, t) =

∫
R3

f(x,v, t)v⊗ndv, (2.13)

where v⊗0 = 1, v⊗1 = v and

v⊗n = v ⊗ ...⊗ v︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−times

, (2.14)

for n ≥ 2 is the n-th tensor power. The moment defined in (2.13) is an n-th order symmetric
tensor, depending on space and time.
Given a vector X = (x1, . . . , xn), we denote the set of cyclical permutations of X as

⟳ (x1, . . . , xn) = {(x1, x2, . . . , xn), (x2, x3, . . . , xn, x1), . . . , (xn, x1, . . . , xn−1)}. (2.15)

For a matrix A, we denote its adjugate as adj(A), which satisfies A adj(A) = det(A)Id.
We denote the strip between −a and 0 as

Ra = {z ∈ C : −a < ℜz < 0} ⊂ C. (2.16)

3. The Closure Problem for the Linear BGK Equation

In this section, we recall the classical closure problem for kinetic equations in general
and illustrate it on the BGK equation in particular. First, we formulate the governing
equations suitable for our setting and illustrate the closure problems for the hierarchy of
moment equations. Subsequently, we define the closure operator and outline the relation
of the existence of a (slow) invariant manifold with an exact closure relation.

We will be interested in the three-dimensional BGK equation linearized around a global
Maxwellian:

∂f

∂t
+ v · ∇xf = −1

τ
LBGK[f ], (3.1)

for the deviation relative to the global Maxwellian f : T3×R3× [0,∞) → R, f = f(x,v, t)
and the BGK collision operator

LBGK[f ](x,v, t) =
(
f(x,v, t)− P5[f ](x,v, t)

)
. (3.2)

The projection operator P5 : Hv → Hv is defined as

P5f =

4∑
j=0

⟨f, ej⟩vej , (3.3)

i.e., the projection onto the first five basis vectors (2.10). Clearly, (3.3) defines an orthog-
onal projection with respect to (2.9). Integrating equation (3.1) in x shows that the five
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basis functions (2.10) are center modes (and the dynamic in these directions is conserved),
since

LBGK[ej ] = 0, for 0 ≤ j ≤ 4. (3.4)

Expanding f in a Fourier series

f(x,v) =

∞∑
|k|=0

f̂(k,v)eix·k, (3.5)

for the Fourier coefficients

f̂(k,v) =
1

(2π)3

∫
R3

f(x,v)e−ix·k dx, (3.6)

the linear operator in (3.1) can be unitarily conjugated to the family of operators

Lk = −iv · k− 1

τ
(1− P5), (3.7)

indexed by the wave vector k.
Because of the normalization of the basis functions (2.10), the relation to themacroscopic

variables density ρ, velocity u and temperature T is given by

ρ = ⟨f, e0⟩v = (2π)−
3
2

∫
R3

f(v)e−
|v|2
2 dv,

u = ⟨f, (e1, e2, e3)⟩v = (2π)−
3
2

∫
R3

f(v)ve−
|v|2
2 dv,

T =

√
2

3
⟨f, e4⟩v = (2π)−

3
2

∫
R3

f(v)
|v|2−3

3
e−

|v|2
2 dv,

(3.8)

which we bundle into a single vector

h =

 ρ
u√
3
2T

 . (3.9)

Because of the orthonormality relations (2.11), we prefer to work with the basis (e0, ..., e4).

To account for the prefactor
√

2/3 in the definition of the temperature in (3.8) in the
final (physically meaningful) dynamical equations, we have to multiply the last entries
accordingly.

3.1. The Closure Problem. Let us recall the classical closure problem for kinetic equa-
tions illustrated on the BGK equation.
Multiplying the BGK equation (3.1) with v⊗n and integrating in velocities gives the fol-
lowing hierarchy of moment equations

∂

∂t
M(n) = −∇ ·M(n+1) − 1

τ
M(n) +

1

τ
M

(n)
eq,lin, (3.10)
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where

M
(n)
eq,lin = M(0)⟨v⊗n, 1⟩+ ⟨v⊗n,v ·M(1)⟩+ 1

3
trace(M(2) − Id3×3)⟨v⊗n,

|v|2−3

3
⟩. (3.11)

Ideally, we would like to obtain a closed system for the first few moments, thus allowing for
a consistent dynamical description of macroscopic variables. As equation (3.10) illustrates,

however, will the rate of change of M(n) always be affected by the flux of the next moment

∇ · M(n+1) (the term M
(n)
eq,lin only comprises moments up to order two). Consequently,

there is no way to obtain a self-consistent moment system from the full dynamics of the
kinetic model (3.1).
As a way out of this inconvenient matter of facts, we can constrain the dynamics of our
system (3.1) by assuming that the full dynamics is given parametrically as a function of,
say, the five macroscopic variables

f(x,v, t) = F (ρ(x, t),u(x, t), T (x, t);v). (3.12)

Writing equation (3.1) a bit more abstractly as

∂f

∂t
= L[f ], L = −v · ∇x − 1

τ
LBGK, (3.13)

and denoting P⊥
5 = 1 − P5, assumption (3.12) corresponds to the existence of a linear

operator C : range P5 → range P⊥
5 , called closure operator, such that

f = (1 + C)P5f, (3.14)

and the dynamics of the macroscopic variables P5f can be written self-consistently as

∂P5f

∂t
= P5L(1 + C)P5f, (3.15)

while the closure operator C satisfies the condition of exact closure:

(CP5 − P⊥
5 )L(1 + C) = 0. (3.16)

Indeed, applying P⊥
5 to equation (3.13) and using assumption (3.14), we obtain

P⊥
5 L(1 + C)P5f =

∂

∂t
P⊥
5 f = C ∂P5f

∂t
. (3.17)

Using now the reduced dynamics (3.15), we arrive at

P⊥
5 L(1 + C)P5f = CP5L(1 + C)P5f, (3.18)

which is equivalent to (3.16). Since the operator L can be written as the direct sum over
operators Lk for k ∈ Z3, we effectively seek a closure operator for each wave vector by
writing f̂k = (1 + Ck)P5f̂k with

∂P5f̂k
∂t

= P5Lk(1 + Ck)P5f̂k, (3.19)

and the condition of being an exact closure at each wave vector:

(CkP5 − P⊥
5 )Lk(1 + Ck) = 0, (3.20)
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for k ∈ Z3.

Remark 3.1. Equation (3.20) for the closure operator is a special case of the invariance
equation, and is the cornerstone of any derivation of hydrodynamics from kinetic theory.
For example, the Chapman–Enskog method is based on a Taylor series expansion in terms
of a small parameter ϵ after a rescaling τ → ϵτ while the method of invariant manifold [16]
uses Newton-type iterations. Note that, even in the simplest linear setting addressed here,
the invariance equation (3.20) is non-linear (quadratic) in the unknown closure operator.
In [25], a numerical solution to (3.20) was obtained for the linear Boltzmann-BGK kinetic
model.

Remark 3.2. Below, we shall circumvent solving the invariance equation (3.20) directly.
Instead, the exact closure operator shall be determined in two steps. First, we identify the
slow invariant manifold based on the properties of the spectrum of Lk (for details on the
spectrum of the BGK equation, we refer to the following section). Indeed, for a certain
range of wave numbers 0 < k < kcrit,min, we will see that the spectral properties of Lk allow
us to define a closure operator Ck which has the property that a general solution (restricted
to k) approaches the dynamics of the Ck-constrained ensemble exponentially fast in time.
Second, we shall find a unique projection of the dynamics onto the slow invariant manifold
in terms of primitive variables. The latter step is the main aspect of this work.

4. Spectrum of the Linear BGK Equation and Spectral Closure

In this section, we first recall the properties of the BGK spectrum derived in [28]. This
involves the three families of modal branches (diffusion, acoustics and shear), as well as their
asymptotic behavior for small wave number. Then we define the hydrodynamic manifold
as the eigenspace associated to the hydrodynamic modes and define the spectral closure.
This will be achieved by a change of coordinates from spectral variables to macroscopic
variables, thus providing a solution to (3.20).
Because the hydrodynamic modes are slow, any trajectory of distribution functions (devia-
tions relative to the global Maxwellian in the linear case) will approach this linear manifold
exponentially fast in time. Consequently, the general moment dynamics (3.10) will be ap-
proximate exponentially well in time with the self-consistent moment system derived from
the spectral closure operator.

4.1. Properties of the Spectrum. In order to define the spectral closure for the BGK
system, we recall the most important implications of the detailed spectral analysis per-
formed in [28], including a complete description of the eigenvalues above the essential
spectrum for each wave number as zeros of a holomorphic spectral function, as well as
the Taylor expansion in wave number. We define the hydrodynamic manifold as a linear
combination of eigenvectors and derive the spectral dynamics on the manifold.
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(a) k = 0.7 (b) k = 1.2

Figure 4.1. Argument plot of the spectral function (4.2) for τ = 0.5 and
different values of k. The zeros of the function Σk,τ in the complex plane
define eigenvalues of the linearized BGK operator.

Theorem 4.1. The spectrum of the linearized BGK operator L with relaxation time τ
around a global Maxwellian is given by

σ(L) =
{
−1

τ
+ iR

}
∪

⋃
N∈Modes

⋃
|k|<kcrit,N

{λN (τ |k|)}, (4.1)

where Modes = {shear, diff, ac, ac∗} corresponding to the shear mode, the diffusion mode
and the pair of complex conjugate acoustic modes. The essential spectrum is given by the
line ℜλ = − 1

τ , while the discrete spectrum consists of a finite number of discrete, isolated
eigenvalues. Along with each family of modes, there exists a critical wave number kcrit,N ,
limiting the range of wave numbers for which λN exists. The modes {diff, ac, ac∗} all have
algebraic multiplicity one, while the shear mode has algebraic and geometric multiplicity
two. The eigenvalues (in dependence of the wave number k and the relaxation time τ) are
given as zeros of the spectral function:

Σk,τ (λ) =
1

6(ikτ)5
(Z(ζ)− iτk)2

×
(
ζ + 6ik3τ3 − ζ(ζ2 + 5)k2τ2 + 2i(ζ2 + 3)kτ − 4iZ2(ζ)((ζ2 + 1)kτ − iζ)

+ Z(ζ)(ζ2 − (ζ4 + 4ζ2 + 11)k2τ2 + 2ikτζ3 − 5))
)∣∣∣

ζ=i τλ+1
kτ

.

(4.2)

For a proof, we refer to [28]. A typical argument plot of spectral function (4.2) is shown
in Figure 4.1. For k = 0, the function (4.2) collapses to a multiple of λ5, recovering the
center spectrum (conserved quantities) of (3.1), see (3.4). Increasing k, the zeros of Σk,τ

branch out and decrease monotonically in their real parts.
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(a) Diffusion mode. (b) Shear mode.

(c) Acoustic mode.

Figure 4.2. Modal branches in dependence on the wave number (black
solid line) compared to the leading-order polynomial approximation (red
dashed line) for τ = 0.25 and the essential spectrum at − 1

τ (dotted black
line). The hydrodynamic branches terminate at the minimal critical wave
number kcrit,min (4.4).

Critical wave numbers for the branches are found to be [28],

kcrit(λshear) =

√
π

2

1

τ
≈ 1.2533

1

τ
,

kcrit(λdiff) ≈ 1.3560
1

τ
,

kcrit(λac)= kcrit(λ
∗
ac) ≈ 1.3118

1

τ
,

(4.3)
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In particular, we note that the critical wave number of the shear mode is minimal, which
implies that all three branches exists for 0 < k < kcrit and we set

kcrit,min = kcrit(λshear) =

√
π

2

1

τ
. (4.4)

The eigenvalues admit the following asymptotic expansions in terms of the wave number:

λdiff(k) = −τk2 +
9

5
τ3k4 +O(k6),

λshear(k) = −τk2 + τ3k4 +O(k6),

λac(k) = i

√
5

3
k − τk2 + i

7τ2

6
√
15

k3 +
62

45
τ3k4 +O(k5),

(4.5)

which can be seen from Taylor expanding λ in k and comparing powers in (4.2), see also
[28].

Remark 4.2. Since zero is a five-fold degenerate eigenvalue for k = 0, we do not expect - in
general - that the eigenvalues depend analytically on k. Spectral perturbation theory only
guarantees the expansion in a Puiseux series, i.e., a Taylor series in k1/5. For the BGK
equation, however, the fractional terms cancel out and only powers in k remain, which is
consistent with Ellis & Pinsky [11].

Remark 4.3. While the structure of the Boltzmann-BGK spectrum (4.1) agrees with and
is a special case of a more general linear Boltzmann equation [10, 33], the knowledge of
the spectral function (4.2) allows to discern more detailed analytical information about the
hydrodynamic spectrum, in particular, the accurate estimate for the critical wave numbers
(4.3).

Figure 4.2 shows the dependence of the modes on wave number in comparison to their
leading-order polynomial approximation in (4.5), which correspond to Euler and Navier–
Stokes equations.

There exists exactly five discrete, isolated eigenvalues of the operator Lk with an as-
sociated five-dimensional eigenspace, which we will call the hydrodynamic manifold. This
manifold will serve as our constraint to define a closure operator. Because the five eigen-
values are above the essential spectrum, any solution restricted to the given wave number,
will decay exponentially fast to the hydrodynamic manifold, rendering it a slow manifold.

In the following, we will be interested in the linear subspace generated by the eigen-
functions associated to ΛBGK = {λdiff , λac, λ

∗
ac, λshear} at each wave number k. To ease

notation, we bundle the eigenvalues in a vector (counted with multiplicity):

λ = (λdiff , λac, λ
∗
ac, λshear, λshear), (4.6)

and define the diagonal matrix
Λ = diag(λ). (4.7)

Also, we denote the set and vector of simple eigenvalues as

Λsimple = {λdiff , λac, λ
∗
ac}, λsimple = (λdiff , λac, λ

∗
ac). (4.8)
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For each wave vector k with 0 < k < kcrit,min, the eigenspace associated to the modes
spans a five-dimensional linear subspace, which we call the hydrodynamic manifold :

Mhydro,k = spanλ∈Λsimple
f̂λ(k)⊗ span{f̂λshear,1(k), f̂λshear,2(k)}. (4.9)

The hydrodynamic manifold (4.9) is invariant with respect to the flow generated by (3.1).
We write

f̂hydro(k,v, t) =
∑

λ∈Λsimple

αλ(t)f̂λ(v,k) + αλshear,1(t)f̂λshear,2(v,k) + αλshear,2(t)f̂λshear,2(v,k),

(4.10)
for a solution on Mhydro. The vector

α = (αλdiff
, αλac , αλ∗

ac
, αλshear,1

, αλshear,2
), (4.11)

is comprised of spectral variables or spectral coefficients.

4.2. Spectral Closure for the Boltzmann-BGK Equation. Given the hydrodynamic
manifold Mhydro,k for 0 < k < kcrit,min, which is spanned by the eigenvectors f̂λ, we define
the spectral closure as,

Cspectral : range P5|Mhydro,k
→ range P⊥

5 |Mhydro,k
,

Cspectral(P5f̂λ) = P⊥
5 f̂λ.

(4.12)

The closure operator (4.12), defined only on the Mhydro,k, maps - for each eigenvalue
- the first five moments of an eigenvector to the orthogonal complement on the same
eigenvector. The closure operator (4.12) is defined with respect to the spectral basis,
whereas the closure formalism (3.14) is defined with respect to macroscopic variables. To
obtain the corresponding change of coordinates, let us denote the first five elements of a
simple eigenfunction f̂λ as

η(λ) = P5f̂λ, (4.13)

while we write

η1(λshear) = P5f̂λshear,1, η2(λshear) = P5f̂λshear,2. (4.14)

Taking projections in (4.10), we have

ĥhydro(v, t) =
∑

λ∈Λsimple

αλ(t)P5f̂λ(v,k) + αλshear,1P5f̂λshear,1(v,k) + αλshear,2P5f̂λshear,2(v,k),

(4.15)
where we have suppressed the explicit dependence on the wave vector k. To ease notation,
we define the 5 × 5 matrix of spectral basis vectors for the BGK equation (see Theorem
4.1) as

H := [η(λdiff),η(λac),η(λ
∗
ac),η1(λshear),η2(λshear)], (4.16)

which allows us to write the macroscopic variables on the hydrodynamic manifold as

ĥhydro = Hα. (4.17)
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Since (4.17) is composed of eigenvectors entirely, the evolution on the hydrodynamic man-
ifold in terms of spectral variables simply becomes

dα

dt
= Λα, (4.18)

i.e., the spectral dynamics diagonalize completely since geometric and algebraic multiplic-
ity are equal for each mode.

To define the spectral closure for macroscopic variables, we define

Fλ = [f̂λdiff
, f̂λac , f̂λ∗

ac
, f̂λshear,1, f̂λshear,2], (4.19)

which implies that H = P5Fλ. Based on the coordinate change (4.16) and (4.19), the
closure operator in macroscopic variables then reads

Cspectralĥhydro = CspectralHα

= P⊥
5 Fλα

= P⊥
5 FλH

−1ĥhydro

(4.20)

provided that the inverse exists (which will be elaborated in Section 6).
We emphasize that the spectral closure for the BGK equation (4.20) is an exact (invariant)
closure in the sense of (3.20) by construction. Indeed, we find that evaluating (3.20) on

ĥhydro gives:

(CspectralP5 − P⊥
5 )Lk(1 + Cspectral)ĥhydro = (CspectralP5 − P⊥

5 )Lk(1 + Cspectral)Hα

= (CspectralP5 − P⊥
5 )LkFλα

= (CspectralP5 − P⊥
5 )FλΛα

= (CspectralH− P⊥
5 Fλ)Λα

= 0,

(4.21)

where in the third step, we have used that columns of Fλ are eigenvectors of Lk.

Remark 4.4. Because of the existence of a critical wave number for each branch of eigenval-
ues (4.3), a full set of five eigenvalues only exists up to kcrit,min. For k > kcrit,min, the modes
vanish one by one, which implies that the full set of five macroscopic variables cannot be
resolved uniquely any longer. In particular, the matrix H might not be defined as a square
matrix (4.16), but much rather as a rectangular matrix. Also, the inverse appearing in
(4.20) has to be understood as a generalized inverse (e.g., pseudo-inverse). Implications of
this degeneracy shall not be further discussed in this paper.

Next section will be devoted to the explicit calculation of the basis matrix H (the
invertability of H will be discussed in Section 6). Through a simple linear change of
coordinates, we then obtain the dynamics for the macroscopic moments.
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5. From Spectral Coordinates to Macroscopic Variables

In this section, we construct the exact spectral closure for the BGK equation based
on the knowledge of the spectrum (4.1). We derive the coordinate change from spectral
parameters to the primitive, macroscopic variables (i.e., the basis matrix H) in two consis-
tency ways: First, we derive a general algebraic from of the first five moments of a simple
eigenfunction from the interplay of the linear transport and collision operators. This analy-
sis will be specific for the BGK equation and depends on the specific form of the projection
operator (3.3).
Secondly, we use analytical spectral calculus and Riesz projections to obtain the same re-
sult and to show consistency of the two approaches. We emphasize that the approach via
spectral projections, although equivalent, can be be applied to a more general setting as
well.
Before we proceed, let us collect some notation and results from [28] regarding the spec-
tral problem of the linearized Boltzmann-BGK operator (3.7), which will be useful in the
following two subsections. We define the Green’s function matrices as

GL(z, n,m) = ⟨(iτv · k− P5 − z)−1en, em⟩v,
GS(z, n,m) = ⟨(iτv · k− z)−1en, em⟩v,

(5.1)

which satisfy the equation [28],

GL = GS +GLGS . (5.2)

Assuming det(Id−GS) ̸= 0, equation (5.2) can be solved to get

GL = GS(Id−GS)
−1 = (Id−GS)

−1 − Id. (5.3)

From [28] we know that the matrix z 7→ GS(z) can be conjugated using the rotation matrix
(2.5):

GS(z)|z=ikτζ − Id =
1

iτk
Q̃k(G(ζ)− iτk)Q̃T

k , (5.4)

where the matrix G(ζ) reads,

G(ζ) =


Z(ζ) 1 + ζZ(ζ) 0 0 ζ+(ζ2−1)Z(ζ)√

6

1 + ζZ(ζ) ζ + ζ2Z(ζ) 0 0 ζ2+(ζ3−ζ)Z(ζ)√
6

0 0 Z(ζ) 0 0
0 0 0 Z(ζ) 0

ζ+(ζ2−1)Z(ζ)√
6

ζ2+(ζ3−ζ)Z(ζ)√
6

0 0 ζ3−ζ+(ζ4−2ζ2+5)Z(ζ)
6

 , (5.5)

while ζ 7→ Z(ζ) is the plasma dispersion function (2.6). Furthermore, the spectral function
(4.2) is related to Green’s matrix GS (5.1) as [28],

Σk,τ (ζ) = det(GS(z)− Id)|z=ikτζ . (5.6)

With (5.4), (5.5), (2.5) and (2.4), the determinant in (5.6) is evaluated easily to get the
closed-form expression for the spectral function (4.2) obtained in [28].
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5.1. Spectral-to-Hydrodynamic Coordinate Transform by Spectral Tempera-
ture. An eigenvector f̂λ of (3.7) with eigenvalue λ satisfies the equation

−iv · kf̂λ − 1

τ
f̂λ +

1

τ
P5f̂λ = λf̂λ, (5.7)

or, equivalently,

f̂λ =
P5f̂λ

τλ+ 1 + iτv · k
. (5.8)

We emphasize that the numerator in (5.8) is always non-zero for the range of k for which
λ is defined since

−1

τ
< ℜλ(k) < 0, (5.9)

for 0 < k < kcrit,min. Projecting equation (5.8) via P5 gives the following implicit equation
for the first five entries of an eigenvector:

η(λ) =

〈
e(v) · η(λ)

τλ+ 1 + iτv · k
, e(v)

〉
v

. (5.10)

Writing η = (η1, η2, η3, η4, η5) and integrating (5.7) over v implies the relation

−ik · (η1, η2, η3) = λη1, (5.11)

or, equivalently, in terms of the splitting (2.2):

(η1, η2, η3) =
iλη1
k2

k+ (η1, η2, η3)⊥. (5.12)

Using the Green’s functions matrices (5.1), we can rewrite (5.10) as a functional eigenvalue
problem:

η(λ) = GS(−τλ− 1)η(λ), (5.13)

which, in the light of (5.4), can be rewritten as

Q̃T
kη ∈ ker(G(ζ)− ikτ), (5.14)

for i(1 + τλ) = kτζ. Given the structure of (5.5) and the definition of the modes through
(4.2), we immediately see that

η1(λshear) = Q̃k


0
0
1
0
0

 , η2(λshear) = Q̃k


0
0
0
1
0

 , (5.15)

since the middle block in G(ζ) decouples from the other part of the matrix (which of course
corresponds to the factorisation in (4.2)).

To obtain the structure of the simple eigenvectors, we first assume, by rescaling f̂λ accord-
ingly, that

⟨f̂λ, 1⟩v = 1. (5.16)
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We note that, using (5.12), that columns one two and five of (5.5) are scalar multiples of
each other for (η1, η2, η3)⊥ = 0. Consequently, for a simple eigenvalue λ, we can set

η(λ) =

 1
iλ
k2
k

θ(λ)

 , (5.17)

for some function λ 7→ θ(λ). We call the basis vectors (5.17) for a simple eigenvalue k-
aligned.
Since the two eigenvectors for the shear mode are complete explicit (5.15), all non-trivial
information of the spectral closure is encoded in the function λ 7→ θ(λ), which we call
spectral temperature. Since we know the structure of a simple eigenvector (5.17), we can
derive a formula for the spectral temperature as follows. Using (5.17), we take an inner
product of (5.8) with e4 to find

θ(λ) =

〈
1 + i λ

k2
k · v + θ(λ)e4(v)

τλ+ 1 + iτv · k
, e4(v)

〉
v

, (5.18)

which can be solved to

θ(λ) =

1
k2

〈
k2+iλk·v

τλ+1+iτv·k , e4(v)
〉
v

1−
〈

e4(v)
τλ+1+iτv·k , e4(v)

〉
v

. (5.19)

Expression (5.19) can then be evaluated explicitly for each simple λ. We refer to Subsection
6.1 for an explicit formula and properties of θ.
In the next subsection, we will give an alternative derivation of (5.17) and (5.15) using
spectral projections to emphasize consistency.

5.2. Spectral-to-Hydrodynamic Coordinate Transform by Riesz Projections. In
the following, we show that the the spectral basis (5.15) and (5.17) obtained in the previous
section can be derived equivalently through spectral calculus. Indeed, for any set of discrete,
isolated eigenvalues k 7→ ΛBGK(k) ⊂ C, depending on wave number, we can define the Riesz
projection as

PΛ = − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(ΛBGK)

(Lk − w)−1 dw, (5.20)

where Γ(ΛBGK) is a simple contour in the complex plain, encircling the full spectral set
ΛBGK = {λdiff , λac, λ

∗
ac, λshear} once in positive direction. From analytical spectral calculus

[22], we know that (5.20) is indeed a projection, whose range is given by the invariant
subspace (generalized eigenspace) associated to ΛBGK. In particular, we see from (4.15),
it follows that

H = − 1

2iπ
P5

∮
Γ(ΛBGK)

(Lk − w)−1 dw P5. (5.21)

Remark 5.1. Here, we have assumed that the five basis vectors e are mapped to five linearly
independent vectors on Mhydro(Λ) (which is indeed the case for the BGK equation). For
a more general kinetic model, this might not be the case and a non-invertability of the
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spectral basis in terms of the macroscopic variables would indicate a restriction of the
hydrodynamic dynamics for the given range of wave numbers.

Setting w = − 1
τ (z + 1), the resolvent transforms according to

(Lk − w)−1 =

(
−iv · k− 1

τ
+

1

τ
P5 +

1

τ
(z + 1)

)−1

= −τ (iτv · k− P5 − z)−1 .

(5.22)

Using the second resolvent identity together with (5.22) and dw = − 1
τ dz, we can then

write:

PΛem = − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(ΛBGK)

(Lk − w)−1em dw

= − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

(iτv · k− P5 − z)−1em dz

= − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

(iτv · k− z)−1em + (iτv · k− z)−1P5(iτv · k− P5 − z)em dz

= − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

(iτv · k− z)−1
4∑

j=0

⟨(iτv · k− P5 − z)−1em, ej⟩vej dz

= − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

4∑
j=0

GL(z,m, j)(iτv · k− z)−1ejdz,

(5.23)

where we have set

Γ(ΛBGK) = −1

τ
(Γ(Λτ ) + 1). (5.24)

With the notation (2.16), we have that w ∈ Ra ⇐⇒ z ∈ R1. Using relation (5.2)
between the Green’s function matrices GS and GL together with the fact that z 7→ GS(z)
is holomorphic in R1, we arrive at

⟨Pλem, en⟩v = − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

4∑
j=0

GL(z,m, j)⟨(iτv · k− z)−1ej , en⟩vdz

= − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

4∑
j=0

GL(z,m, j)GS(z, j, n)dz

= − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

(GL(z)GS(z))n,mdz

= − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

GL(z, n,m)dz

=
1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

[(GS(z)− Id)−1]n,mdz.

(5.25)
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By relation (5.6) and by applying the Residue Theorem, we find that

⟨Pλem, en⟩v = − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

[(Id−GS(z))
−1]n,mdz

= − 1

2iπ

∮
Γ(Λτ )

Σ−1
k,τ (z)adj(Id−GS(z))dz

=
∑

λτ∈Λτ

Resz→λτΣ
−1
k,τ (z)adj(GS(z)− Id).

(5.26)

For a simple eigenvalue λτ , the function Σ−1
k,τ has a pole of order one at λτ and

⟨Pλem, en⟩v ∼ adj(GS(λτ )− Id), (5.27)

where ∼ indicates equality up to multiplication by a complex number, while at the shifted
shear mode λshear,τ , the function Σ−1

k,τ has a pole of order two and

⟨Pλem, en⟩v = Resz→λshear,τ
Σ−1
k,τ (z)adj(GS(z)− Id)

= lim
z→λshear,τ

d

dz

[
(z − λshear,τ )

2Σ−1
k,τ (z)adj(GS(z)− Id)

]
= lim

z→λshear,τ

[
(z − λshear,τ )

2Σ−1
k,τ (z)

]′
adj(GS(λshear,τ )− Id)

+ lim
z→λshear,τ

(z − λshear,τ )
2Σ−1

k,τ (z)
[
adj(GS(z)− Id)

]′
∼ lim

z→λshear,τ

[
adj(GS(z)− Id)

]′
,

(5.28)

where prime denotes the derivative d/dz, and where we have used that adj(A) = 0 if
dimkerA ≥ 2. The formula

adj(AB) = adj(B)adj(A), (5.29)

in combination with (5.5) allows us to simplify (5.26) further:

adj(GS(z)− Id) =
1

(iτk)4
Q̃kadj(G(ζ)− iτk)Q̃T

k . (5.30)

For a simple isolated eigenvalue λ, the kernel of G is one dimensional and hence, there
exists a complex function ζ 7→ g(ζ) and a complex vector function ζ 7→ a(ζ) such that

adj(G(ζ)− iτk) = g(ζ)a(ζ)⊗ aT (ζ), (5.31)

and consequently,

adj(GS(z)− Id) =
1

(iτk)4
Q̃kadj(G(ζ)− iτk)Q̃T

k

=
g(ζ)

(iτk)4
Q̃k(a(ζ)⊗ aT (ζ))Q̃T

k

=
g(ζ)

(iτk)4
[Q̃ka(ζ)⊗ (Q̃ka(ζ))

T ].

(5.32)
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From (5.31) it suffices to know one row or column of adj(G(ζ)− iτk) to deduce adj(GS(ζ)−
Id) completely. Indeed, the last column of adj(G(ζ)− iτk) can be calculated easily and we
set

a(ζ) =


iτk√
6
(ζ + (ζ2 − 1)Z(ζ))

1√
6
(1 + ikτζ)(ζ + (ζ2 − 1)Z(ζ))

0
0

−1− k2τ2 − ikτζ − (ikτ + ζ + ikτζ2)Z(ζ)

 . (5.33)

A lengthy but elementary calculation shows that,

d

dζ
adj(G(ζ)− iτk)

∣∣∣∣
ζ=i

τλshear+1

kτ

=


0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 A 0 0
0 0 0 A 0
0 0 0 0 0

 , (5.34)

for the non-zero complex number

A = −
iλshear

(
k4τ4 + (λshearτ)

4 + (τλshear)
3 + λshearτ

3k2
)

6k
, (5.35)

which gives, again, the two basis vectors (5.15) for the eigenspace associated with the shear
mode.

In conclusion, we see that the approach via Riesz projections is equivalent to direct
calculations performed in the previous section. Indeed, dividing the vector in (5.33) by
its first entry, we recover the form (5.17) of the basis vectors for the simple eigenvalues -
the exact form of the fifth entry will be determined in the following section. Similarly, we
have shown that evaluating the complex residue around the two-fold degenerate eigenvalue
λshear in (5.34) produces the same basis vectors as (5.15). In the following section, we will
put these basis vectors together to give an explicit description of the coordinate change
from spectral variables to macroscopic variables.

6. Hydrodynamic Equations from Spectral Closure

In this section, we derive the evolution equations for the macroscopic variables (3.9)
explicitly, based on the change of coordinates (4.17). First, we analyze the spectral tem-
perature in more detail. As a next step, we describe the transport coefficients arising in
the hydrodynamic equations qualitatively and show explicitly how they relate to the eigen-
values.

6.1. Properties of the Spectral Temperature. In this subsection, we derive an explicit
expression of the spectral temperature and prove some symmetry properties. To this
end, we could either evaluate the quotient (5.19) or just divide (5.33) by its first entry.
Indeed, consistency of the two expressions can be checked easily and we proceed by dividing
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Figure 6.1. Argument plot of the spectral temperate for k = 1.5 and
τ = 0.5, showing two complex conjugate zeros from the numerator in (6.1).

(5.33) by iτk√
6
(ζ + (ζ2 − 1)Z(ζ)) to recover the k-aligned form (5.17) with explicit spectral

temperature

θ(λ) =
i
√
6
(
k2τ2 + iζkτ + Z(ζ)

(
ζ + i

(
ζ2 + 1

)
kτ

)
+ 1

)
kτ (ζ + (ζ2 − 1)Z(ζ))

∣∣∣∣∣
ζ=i τλ+1

τk

=

√
6
((

k2τ2 − τλ(τλ+ 1)
)
Z
(
i(τλ+1)

kτ

)
− ikτ

(
k2τ2 − τλ

))
(k2τ2 + (τλ+ 1)2)Z

(
i(τλ+1)

kτ

)
− ikτ(τλ+ 1)

.

(6.1)

Function (6.1) is an analytic function on the strip R 1
τ
, see Figure 6.1.
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Using (B.6) from Appendix B, we find that

Z

(
i
τλ+ 1

kτ

)∗
=

[
i

√
π

2
e−

ζ2

2

[
sign(ℑζ)− erf

(
−iζ√
2

)]∣∣∣∣
ζ=i τλ+1

kτ

]∗

= − i

√
π

2
e−

ζ2

2

[
−sign(ℑζ)− erf

(
iζ√
2

)]∣∣∣∣
ζ=−i τλ

∗+1
kτ

= − i

√
π

2
e−

ζ2

2

[
−sign(−ℑζ)− erf

(
−iζ√
2

)]∣∣∣∣
ζ=i τλ

∗+1
kτ

= −Z

(
i
τλ∗ + 1

kτ

)
,

(6.2)

which implies that

θ(λ)∗ =

√
6
((

k2τ2 − τλ(τλ+ 1)
)
Z
(
i(τλ+1)

kτ

)
− ikτ

(
k2τ2 − τλ

))
(k2τ2 + (τλ+ 1)2)Z

(
i(τλ+1)

kτ

)
− ikτ(τλ+ 1)

∗

= −

√
6
((

k2τ2 − τλ∗(τλ∗ + 1)
)
Z
(
i(τλ∗+1)

kτ

)
+ ikτ

(
k2τ2 − τλ∗))

− (k2τ2 + (τλ∗ + 1)2)Z
(
i(τλ∗+1)

kτ

)
+ ikτ(τλ∗ + 1)

= θ(λ∗).

(6.3)

In particular, we conclude that θ|R⊆ R. This symmetry property will be useful in the
following subsection, where we evaluate the spectral temperature on the simple eigenvalues
to determine the change of coordinates (5.21) explicitly.

6.2. Hydrodynamics in k-space. Using the k-aligned basis vectors (5.17) and (5.15),
the change of coordinates from spectral to macroscopic variables (5.21) takes the form,

H = Q̃k


1 1 1 0 0

i
kλdiff

i
kλac

i
kλ

∗
ac 0 0

0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1

θ(λdiff) θ(λac) θ(λ∗
ac) 0 0

 . (6.4)

Its determinant is given by

detH =
i

k
[(λdiff − λ∗

ac)θ(λac) + (λac − λdiff)θ(λ
∗
ac) + (λ∗

ac − λac)θ(λdiff)]

=
i

k

(
− 2i(ℑλac)θ(λdiff) + 2iℑ[(λac − λdiff)θ(λ

∗
ac)]

)
=

2

k

(
(ℑλac)θ(λdiff)−ℑ[(λac − λdiff)θ(λ

∗
ac)]

)
,

(6.5)

which defines a real-valued function of wave number. A plot k 7→ detH(k) is shown in
Figure 6.2, which already indicates theH is invertible for all wave numbers 0 ≤ k ≤ kcrit,min.
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Figure 6.2. The determinant of the change of coordinates H for 0 ≤ k ≤
kcrit,min at τ = 0.25.

Using (4.18) and the invertibility of H, the dynamics for the macroscopic variables on the
hydrodynamic manifold are then given by

∂ĥhydro

∂t
= HΛH−1ĥhydro. (6.6)

Remark 6.1. We remark that the change of coordinates (6.4) on the hydrodynamic manifold
does not involve any expression depending on the shear mode λshear explicitly (see (5.15)).
The closure operator, however, will inevitably involve terms that depend on λshear as well.
In particular, the hydrodynamics (6.6) depend on the shear mode through Λ.

Remark 6.2. We note that the hydrodynamics (6.10) could be extended beyond the minimal
critical wave number by setting λN (k) = −1/τ for k > kcrit,N. Even though, strictly
speaking, the eigenvalue does not exist beyond that point, we can, nonetheless, define the
hydrodynamic equations by requiring the decay rate of a mode to coincide with the overall
minimal decay rate −1/τ .

A cumbersome but elementary calculation shows that

HΛH−1 = Q̃k


0 −ik 0 0 0
C1 C2 0 0 C3

0 0 λshear 0 0
0 0 0 λshear 0
C4 C5 0 0 C6

 Q̃T
k , (6.7)
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for the following cyclic quantities

C1 =
1

k2 detH

∑
(λ1,λ2,λ3)∈⟳λsimple

λ1λ3(λ1 − λ3)θ(λ2),

C2 =
i

k detH

∑
(λ1,λ2,λ3)∈⟳λsimple

(λ2
1 − λ2

3)θ(λ2),

C3 = − 1

k2 detH

∏
(λ1,λ2,λ3)∈⟳λsimple

(λ1 − λ2),

C4 =
i

k detH

∑
(λ1,λ2,λ3)∈⟳λsimple

λ2(λ1 − λ3)θ(λ1)θ(λ3),

C5 =
1

detH

∑
(λ1,λ2,λ3)∈⟳λsimple

(λ3 − λ1)θ(λ1)θ(λ3),

C6 = − i

k detH

∑
(λ1,λ2,λ3)∈⟳λsimple

λ1θ(λ1)(λ2 − λ3),

(6.8)

where we have used the notation for cyclical permutations outlined in (2.15). In Appendix
A, an explicit expansion of the quantities in (6.8) is performed. We can show that C1, C3

and C4 are purely imaginary numbers, whereas C2, C5 and C6 are purely real numbers.
Thus we set

C1 = ic1, C2 = c2, C3 = ic3, C4 = c4, C5 = ic5, C6 = c6, (6.9)

for cj ∈ R, 1 ≤ j ≤ 6, and the full hydrodynamics become

∂ĥhydro

∂t
= Q̃k


0 −ik 0 0 0
ic1 c2 0 0 ic3
0 0 λshear 0 0
0 0 0 λshear 0
c4 ic5 0 0 c6

 Q̃T
k ĥhydro. (6.10)

Figure 6.3 depicts the coefficients (6.9) in dependence of wave number (compared to the
Navier–Stokes–Fourier approximation, see Section 7).

In summary, the hydrodynamic equations in k-space are explicitly related to the spectral
problem for the linear part through the six transport coefficients {cj}1≤j≤6.

6.3. Hydrodynamics in real space. Let us transform equation (6.10) back to physical
coordinates. To this end, we note that

Qkdiag(C2, λshear, λshear)Q
T
k = λshearId3×3 +Qkdiag(C2 − λshear, λshear, λshear)Q

T
k

= λshearId3×3 +
1

k2
(C2 − λshear)k⊗ kT ,

(6.11)
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(a) Coefficient c1 in depen-
dence on k.

(b) Coefficient c2 in depen-
dence on k.

(c) Coefficient c3 in depen-
dence on k.

(d) Coefficient c4 in depen-
dence on k.

(e) Coefficient c5 in depen-
dence on k.

(f) Coefficient c6 in depen-
dence on k.

Figure 6.3. The transport coefficients calculated in Section A in depen-
dence on wave number (0 ≤ k ≤ kcrit,min) for τ = 0.25 (solid black line) com-
pared to its leading-order approximation at the origin (Navier–Stokes/Euler,
dashed red line).

where we have used the definition of Qk in (2.4). Consequently, in physical space, the
right-hand side of equation (6.10) translates to a linear integral operator, which can be
written as

∂

∂t

 ρ

u

T

 =

 −∇ · u
I1(∆)∇ρ+ Ishear(∆)u+ I2(∆)∇(∇ · u) + I3(∆)∇T

I4(∆)ρ+ I5(∆)∇ · u+ I6(∆)T

 , (6.12)

where the integral operators {Ij}1≤j≤6 and Ishear are related to (6.8) via Fourier series,

multiplication/division by
√

3
2 and the rotation matrix (2.5). The differential operates are

to be understood with respect to x and ∆ = ∇ · ∇ is the Laplacian. We also have used
symmetry properties k 7→ −k from the explicit form in Appendix A and the symmetry of
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eigenvalues.

Remark 6.3. Let us summarize the derivation of the non-local, exact hydrodynamics (6.12).
The construction begins the evaluation of the eigenvalues by finding zeros of the spectral
function (4.2). Since they are given explicitly as the solutions of a transcendental equation,
we can analyse them use them in the further analysis. Indeed, up to the minimal critical
wave number, there always exists a five-dimensional invariant plane spanned by the eigen-
vectors of Lk. Using these eigenfunctions, we can construct the spectral closure (4.20) and
define the coordinate change (5.21) from spectral variables to macroscopic variables. Once
this is achieved, we can write down the exact hydrodynamic equations on the hydrody-
namic manifold (6.10), which will attract all generic trajectories exponentially fast. The
properties of the transport coefficients (6.9) can then be analysed in detail.

Remark 6.4. Since we posed the governing equations (3.1) on the three-dimensional torus,
only finitely-many wave numbers contribute in the hydrodynamic equation (6.10). Con-
sequently, the action of the integral operators {Ij}1≤j≤6 and Ishear can be written the
convolution with an integral kernel of the form

Kj(x) =

kcrit,min∑
k=0

K̂j(k)e
ix·k, (6.13)

where 1 ≤ j ≤ 6 or j = shear and for coefficients K̂j(k) ∈ R. Because of the symmetry

properties of the eigenvalues, we actually have that K̂j(k) = K̂j(k
2), corresponding to the

dependence of Ij on the Laplacian ∆ only. An effective approximation of the coefficient

functions K̂j will be discussed in a forthcoming paper.

The quantities c2, λshear are viscosity terms, while the term c6 can be regarded as non-
local (wave-number dependent) version of the thermal diffusivity. We may re-introduce
units by scaling according to

x 7→ L−1x, k 7→ Lk, v 7→ v−1
thermalv, τ 7→ t−1

thermalτrelax, (6.14)

for a specific length scale L, the thermal velocity vthermal, the thermal time tthermal and the
relaxation time τrelax. Given the Boltzmann constant kB ≈ 10−23m2kgs−2K−1, a specific
particle mass m and a reference temperature T0, the thermal quantities are defined as

tthermal = L

√
m

kBT0
, vthermal =

√
kB
m

T0. (6.15)

We also define the mean-free path length as

lmfp = τL = τrelaxvthermal. (6.16)

The macroscopic variables re-scale according to

ρ 7→ ρ−1
0 ρ, u 7→ v−1

thermalu, T 7→ T−1
0 T, (6.17)
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where ρ0 is a reference density and T0 is a reference temperature. We note that the
transport coefficients (6.9) can be written as

c1(k, τ) = kc̃1[(τk)
2], c2(k, τ) = τ−1c̃2[(τk)

2], c3(k, τ) = kc̃3[(τk)
2],

c4(k, τ) = τ−1c̃4[(τk)
2], c5(k, τ) = kc̃5[(τk)

2], c6(k, τ) = τ−1c̃6[(τk)
2],

(6.18)

see also the asymptotic expansions (7.4) in the next section. Finally, the hydrodynamic
equations (6.10) can be cast in the form

∂ρ

∂t
= −ρ0∇ · u,

∂u

∂t
=

kBT0

mρ0
I1[l2mfp∆]∇ρ+

1

τrelax
Ishear(l2mfp∆)u+

l2mfp

τrelax
I2(l2mfp∆)∇(∇ · u) + kB

mτrelax
I3(l2mfp∆)∇T,

∂T

∂t
=

T0

ρ0τrelax
I4[l2mfp∆]ρ+ T0I5[l2mfp∆](∇ · u) + 1

τrelax
I6[l2mfp∆]T,

(6.19)

where the integral operators {Ij}1≤j≤6 and Ishear are defined through Fourier series and
(6.18).

7. Comparison to Existing Fluid Models: Small Wave-Number Limit

In this section, we compare the exact hydrodynamic system (6.10) to fluid models derived
from the Chapmann–Enskog expansion. Because of the coupling between the wave number
and the relaxation time through eigenvalues and the k-aligned spectral basis (6.4), the
terms of the Chapmann–Enskog series correspond to an expansion in wave number (4.5).
We write

λ(k) =

∞∑
n=1

λnk
n, (7.1)

for any of the four modal branches, for the Taylor expansion of a mode in terms of wave
number. Invoking (7.1) into the the spectral temperature (6.1) and using the asymptotic
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expansion (B.16) (in the limit k → 0), we can expand

θ(λ(k)) ∼

√
6
((

k2τ2 − τλ(τλ+ 1)
)
Z
(
i(τλ+1)

kτ

)
− ikτ

(
k2τ2 − τλ

))
(k2τ2 + (τλ+ 1)2)Z

(
i(τλ+1)

kτ

)
− ikτ(τλ+ 1)

∼

√
6
((

k2τ2 − τλ(τλ+ 1)
) (

− kτ
i(τλ+1) −

(kτ)3

[i(τλ+1)]3
+O(k5)

)
− ikτ

(
k2τ2 − τλ

))
(k2τ2 + (τλ+ 1)2)

(
− kτ

i(τλ+1) −
(kτ)3

[i(τλ+1)]3
+O(k5)

)
− ikτ(τλ+ 1)

∼ −
√

3

2

(
λ2
1 + 1

)
−
√

3

2
kλ1

(
τλ2

1 + 2λ2 + 3τ
)

−
√

3

2
k2

(
3τλ2

1 (λ2 + τ) + 2λ1λ3 + 3τλ2 + λ2
2 + 3τ2

)
+

√
3

2
k3

(
3τ3λ3

1 + 3τλ1

(
−2τλ2 − λ2

2 + τ2
)
− 3τλ2

1λ3 − λ3 (2λ2 + 3τ)
)

+O(k4),
(7.2)

for k sufficiently small. Plugging (7.2) together with (4.5) into (6.4) leads to the following
asymptotic expansions for the closure coefficients (6.8):

C1 ∼
ik

(
357k6τ6 + 991k4τ4 − 1620k2τ2 − 900

)
60 (7k2τ2 + 15)

+ h.o.t.,

C2 ∼
k2τ

(
203k4τ4 + 520k2τ2 − 600

)
30 (7k2τ2 + 15)

+ h.o.t.,

C3 ∼ −
ik

(
7k2τ2 + 30

)2
60 (7k2τ2 + 15)

+ h.o.t.,

C4 ∼
k4τ3

(
4437k4τ4 − 89k2τ2 − 3000

)
90 (7k2τ2 + 15)

+ h.o.t.,

C5 ∼ −
ik

(
2523k6τ6 + 1670k4τ4 + 360k2τ2 + 450

)
45 (7k2τ2 + 15)

+ h.o.t.,

C6 ∼ −
k2τ

(
203k4τ4 + 1150k2τ2 + 750

)
30 (7k2τ2 + 15)

+ h.o.t.,

(7.3)
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for small k, here h.o.t. indicates terms of higher order in k, either polynomials or rational
functions of k. Expanding the quotients in (7.3) in Taylor series around zero, we obtain

C1 ∼ −ik − i
4

3
τ2k3 +O(k5),

C2 ∼ −4

3
k2τ +

16

9
τ3k4 +O(k6),

C3 ∼ −
√

2

3
ik +O(k5),

C4 ∼ −
√

2

3

10

3
τ3k4 +O(k6),

C5 ∼ −i

√
2

3
k − i

1

3

√
2

3
τ2k3 +O(k5),

C6 ∼ −5

3
τk2 − 16

9
τ3k4 +O(k6),

(7.4)

for small k.

At first order in k, (7.4) shows that we have recovered the Euler equation,

∂

∂t

 ρ̂
û

T̂


Euler

= Q̃k


0 −ik 0 0 0

−ik 0 0 0 −ik
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 −i23k 0 0 0

 Q̃T
k

 ρ̂
û

T̂

 (7.5)

while at second order in k, we recover the Navier–Stokes equation in wave space:

∂

∂t

 ρ̂
û

T̂


Navier−Stokes

= Q̃k


0 −ik 0 0 0

−ik −4
3τk

2 0 0 −ik
0 0 −τk2 0 0
0 0 0 −τk2 0
0 −i23k 0 0 −5

3τk
2

 Q̃T
k

 ρ̂
û

T̂

 (7.6)

Transforming back according to (2.4) and summing to Fourier series gives the well-known
expressions

∂

∂t

 ρ

u

T


Euler

=

 −∇ · u
−∇(ρ+ T )

−2
3∇ · u

 (7.7)

as well as

∂

∂t

 ρ

u

T


Navier−Stokes

=

 −∇ · u
−∇(ρ+ T ) + τ∆u+ τ

3∇(∇ · u)

−2
3∇ · u+ 5

3τ∆T

 (7.8)
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Let us comment on the third-order approximation of (6.10) in k, the Burnett equation:

∂

∂t

 ρ̂
û

T̂


Burnett

= Q̃k


0 −ik 0 0 0

−ik − i43τ
2k3 −4

3τk
2 0 −ik

0 0 −τk2 0 0
0 0 0 −τk2 0
0 −i23k − i29τ

2k3 0 0 −5
3τk

2

 Q̃T
k

 ρ̂
û

T̂


(7.9)

or, equivalently, in physical space

∂

∂t

 ρ

u

T


Burnett

=


−∇ · u

−∇(ρ+ T ) + 4
3τ

2∇∆ρ+ τ∆u+ τ
3∇(∇ · u)

−2
3∇ · u− 2

9τ
2∆∇ · u+ 5

3τ∆T

 (7.10)

We compare equation (7.10) with p. 105 equation (34) in [43], the non-dimensional
linearized Burnett equation for a more general ellipsoid-statistical BGK (ES-BGK) kinetic
model of Holway [23],

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · u = 0,

∂u

∂t
+∇(ρ+ T )−∆u+

1

3
∇(∇ · u)− 4

3
∇∆ρ− 3b

3
∇∆T = 0,

3

2

∂T

∂t
+∇ · u− 5(1− b)

2
∆T − (1− b)(1− 5b)

3
∆∇ · u,

(7.11)

where parameter b is related to the Prandtl number Pr = 1
1−b . Since the ES-BGK model

reduces to the BGK model with Pr = 1 for the BGK equation, we find that equation (7.11)
is exactly the same as system (7.10) for b = 0 and τ = 1.

Remark 7.1. As a special feature of the BGK equation, we find that the coefficient k 7→
C3(k) (7.4) happens to be very close to the Euler approximation, deviating only at order
k5. This explains that there is no contribution of temperature in the non-classical terms in
the Burnett approximation, which also implies that the Burnett approximation is globally
stable. Indeed, the cubic terms enter only through C1 and C5, which are purely imaginary,
and thus only contribute to the higher-order wave motion, not altering the amplitude
dynamics. This, of course, is merely a coincidence for the BGK system, since the Shakhov,
Maxwell and Hard-Sphere model are not expected to share that property, leading to the
Burnett stability. We conjecture that this is due to the temperature coupling back to the
velocity dynamics with opposite sign, producing an unstable term.

Remark 7.2. Since the equations (6.10) are linear and derived as the invariant dynamics
of a globally well-posed system (3.1) (which is linear itself), the exact hydrodynamics are
obviously hyperbolic as a Cauchy problem. The decay rates of solutions on the hydrody-
namic manifold, however, will be weaker than the decay rate of a general solution, as the
hydrodynamic eigenvalues are negative but larger than the general relaxation time in real
part.
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8. Conclusions and Further Perspectives

We have given an explicit and complete description of the full, non-local hydrodynamic
closure of the BGK equation. Based on an explicit description of the spectrum of the
linear BGK operator [28], we obtain an invariant, slow manifold as the space spanned by
the hydrodynamic eigenvectors. On this manifold, we are able to explicitly define a closure
operator relating the spectral dynamics to the dynamics of the macroscopic variables (den-
sity, velocity and temperature) through a linear change of coordinates. The full non-local
dynamics are compared to the Euler, the Navier–Stokes–Fourier and the Burnett equations
(which may be obtained through the Chapman–Enskog expansion) and full consistency is
demonstrated in the small wave-number regime.
The explicit form of the transport coefficients in (6.10) allows us to derive effective ap-
proximations in frequency space through polynomials matching both derivatives of the
eigenvalues close to zero and the essential spectrum in combination with cut-off functions
in wave number. These effective approximations will be non-local as well (involving the
convolution with a Dirichlet-type integral kernel), while considerably simplifying the form
of the transport coefficients, thus rendering them an interesting candidate for linear gaseous
hydrodynamics across all Knudsen numbers.
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Appendix A. Explicit Form of the Closure Coefficients

In this section we expand the cyclical expressions for the closure coefficients (6.8) ex-
plicitly. This allows us to infer the purely imaginary/real nature in (6.9).

We expand the first relation in (6.8),

C1 =
1

k2 detH

[
λdiffλ

∗
ac(λdiff − λ∗

ac)θ(λac) + λacλdiff(λac − λdiff)θ(λ
∗
ac) + λ∗

acλac(λ
∗
ac − λac)θ(λdiff)

]
=

2i

k2 detH

[
λdiffℑ[λ∗

ac(λdiff − λac)θ(λac)]− |λac|2(ℑλac)θ(λdiff)
]
,

(A.1)

to find that C1 is purely imaginary.
We expand the second relation in (6.8),

C2 =
i

k detH

[
(λ2

diff − (λ∗
ac)

2)θ(λac) + (λ2
ac − λ2

diff)θ(λ
∗
ac) + ((λ∗

ac)
2 − λ2

ac)θ(λdiff)
]

= − 2

k detH

[
ℑ[(λ2

diff − (λ∗
ac)

2)θ(λac)]− 2(ℜλac)(ℑλac)θ(λdiff)
]
,

(A.2)
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to find that C2 is purely real.
We expand the third relation in (6.8),

C3 = − 1

k2 detH
(λdiff − λac)(λac − λ∗

ac)(λ
∗
ac − λdiff)

=
2i

k2 detH
|λdiff − λac|2(ℑλac),

(A.3)

to find that C3 is purely imaginary.
We expand the fourth relation in (6.8),

C4 =
i

k detH

[
λac(λdiff − λ∗

ac)θ(λ
∗
ac)θ(λdiff) + λdiff(λ

∗
ac − λac)θ(λ

∗
ac)θ(λac)

+ λ∗
ac(λac − λdiff)θ(λac)θ(λdiff)

]
=

2

k detH

[
ℑ[λac(λdiff − λac)θ(λac)θ(λdiff)] + λdiff(ℑλac)|θ(λac)|2

]
,

(A.4)

to find that C4 is purely real.
We expand the fifth relation in (6.8),

C5 =
1

detH

[
(λ∗

ac − λdiff)θ(λdiff)θ(λ
∗
ac) + (λac − λ∗

ac)θ(λac)θ(λ
∗
ac) + (λdiff − λac)θ(λdiff)θ(λac)

]
=

2i

detH

[
θ(λdiff)ℑ[θ(λac)(λdiff − λac)] + (ℑλac)|θ(λac)|2

]
,

(A.5)

to find that c5 is purely imaginary.
We expand the sixth relation in (6.8),

C6 = − i

k detH

[
λdiffθ(λdiff)(λac − λ∗

ac) + λacθ(λac)(λ
∗
ac − λdiff) + λ∗

acθ(λ
∗
ac)(λdiff − λac)

]
=

2

k detH

[
λdiffθ(λdiff)(ℑλac) + ℑ[λacθ(λac)(λ

∗
ac − λdiff)]

]
,

(A.6)

to find that C6 is purely real.

Appendix B. Properties of the Plasma Dispersion Function Z

In the following, we collect some properties of the plasma dispersion function Z, defined
through the integral expression (2.6). In our presentation, we will closely follow the calcu-
lations performed in [28].
First, let us derive an expression of the integral (2.6) in terms of less exotic functions. To
this end, we rely on the identities in [1, p.297]. Let

w(ζ) = e−ζ2(1− erf(−iζ)), ζ ∈ C, (B.1)

which satisfies the functional identity

w(−ζ) = 2e−ζ2 − w(ζ), ζ ∈ C. (B.2)
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Function (B.1) is called Faddeeva function and is frequently encountered in problems re-
lated to kinetic equations [14]. We then have that

w(ζ) =
i

π

∫
R

e−s2

ζ − s
ds, ℑζ > 0, (B.3)

and, by relation (B.2), we have for ℑζ < 0:

i

π

∫
R

e−s2

ζ − s
ds = − i

π

∫
R

e−s2

(−ζ) + s
ds

= − i

π

∫
R

e−s2

(−ζ)− s
ds

= −w(−ζ)

= e−ζ2 [−1− erf(−iζ)].

(B.4)

Consequently, we obtain∫
R

1

s− ζ
e−

s2

2 ds =

∫
R

e−s2

s− ζ√
2

ds

= iπ
i

π

∫
R

e−s2

ζ√
2
− s

ds

=

iπe−
ζ2

2

[
1− erf

(
−iζ√

2

)]
, if ℑζ > 0,

iπe−
ζ2

2

[
−1− erf

(
−iζ√

2

)]
, if ℑζ < 0,

(B.5)

where in the first step, we have re-scaled s 7→
√
2s in the integral. Written more compactly,

we arrive at

Z(ζ) = i

√
π

2
e−

ζ2

2

[
sign(ℑζ)− erf

(
−iζ√
2

)]
, ℑζ ̸= 0. (B.6)

An an argument plot together with an modulus-argument plot of Z are shown in Figure
B.1. Clearly, Z is discontinuous across the real line (albeit that Z|R exists in the sense
of principal values as the Hilbert transform of a real Gaussian [14]). The properties

|Z(ζ)|≤
√

π

2
, for ζ ∈ C \ R,

0 < argZ(ζ) < π for ℑ(ζ) > 0,

−π < argZ(ζ) < 0 for ℑ(ζ) < 0,

(B.7)
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(a) Argument Plot of Z (b) Modulus-Argument Plot of Z

Figure B.1. Complex plots of the function Z.

are easy to show and can be read off from the plots (B.1) directly as well.
We also note that

lim
ζ→0,ℑζ>0

Z(ζ) = i

√
π

2
,

lim
ζ→0,ℑζ<0

Z(ζ) = −i

√
π

2
,

(B.8)

as can be seen from (B.6).
Function (B.6) satisfies an ordinary differential equation (in the sense of complex analytic
functions) on the upper and on the lower half-plane. Indeed, integrating (2.6) by parts
gives

1 =
1√
2π

∫
R
(v − ζ)

e−
v2

2

v − ζ
dv = −ζZ +

1√
2π

∫
R
v
e−

v2

2

v − ζ
dv

= −ζZ − 1√
2π

∫
R

e−
v2

2

(v − ζ)2
dv = −ζZ − d

dζ
Z,

(B.9)

which implies that Z satisfies the differential equation

d

dζ
Z = −ζZ − 1, (B.10)

for ζ ∈ C \ R. Formula (B.10) can also be used as a recurrence relation for the higher
derivatives of Z.
Since we will be interested in function (B.6) for ℑζ positive and negative as global functions,
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we define

Z+(ζ) = i

√
π

2
e−

ζ2

2

[
1− erf

(
−iζ√
2

)]
,

Z−(ζ) = i

√
π

2
e−

ζ2

2

[
−1− erf

(
−iζ√
2

)]
,

(B.11)

for all ζ ∈ C. Both functions can be extended to analytic functions on the whole complex
plane via analytic continuation.
Recall that the error function has the properties that

erf(−ζ) = −erf(ζ), erf(ζ∗) = erf(ζ)∗, (B.12)

for all ζ ∈ C, which implies that for x ∈ R,
erf(ix) = −erf(−ix) = −erf(ix)∗, (B.13)

i.e, the error function maps imaginary numbers to imaginary numbers. Defining the imag-
inary error function,

erfi(ζ) := −ierf(iζ), (B.14)

for ζ ∈ C, which, by (B.13) satisfies erfi|R⊂ R, it follows that for x ∈ R:

ℜZ+(x) = −
√

π

2
e−

x2

2 erfi

(
x√
2

)
, ℑZ+(x) = −

√
π

2
e−

x2

2 , (B.15)

similarly for Z−(x).
Next, let us prove the following asymptotic expansion of Z+:

Z+(ζ) ∼ −
∞∑
n=0

(2n− 1)! !

ζ2n+1
, for |arg(ζ)|≤ π

2
− δ, ζ → ∞, (B.16)

for any 0 < δ ≤ π
2 , see also [24]. The proof will be based on a generalized version of

Watson’s Lemma [41]. To this end, let us define the Laplace transform

L[f ](ζ) =
∫ ∞

0
f(x)e−ζx dx, ζ ∈ C, (B.17)

of an integrable function f : [0,∞) → C.
Lemma B.1. [Generalized Watson’s Lemma] Assume that (B.17) exists for some ζ = ζ0 ∈ C
and assume that f admits an asymptotic expansion of the form

f(x) =
N∑

n=0

anx
βn−1 + o(xβN−1), x > 0, x → 0, (B.18)

where an ∈ C and βn ∈ C with ℜβ0 > 0 and ℜβn > ℜβn−1 for 1 ≤ n ≤ N . Then L[f ](ζ)
admits an asymptotic expansion of the form

L[f ](ζ) =
N∑

n=0

anΓ(βn)ζ
−βn + o(ζ−βN ), v, ζ → ∞, (B.19)

for any real number 0 < δ ≤ π
2 , where Γ is the standard Gamma function.
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For a proof of the above Lemma, we refer e.g. to [13]. Classically, Lemma (B.1) is
applied to prove that the imaginary error function admits an asymptotic expansion for
x ∈ R of the form

erfi(x) ∼ ex
2

√
πx

∞∑
k=0

(2k − 1)! !

(2x2)k
, for x > 0, x → ∞, (B.20)

see also [32], based on the classical version of Watson’s Lemma, whose assumptions are,
however, unnecessarily restrictive [42].

For completeness, we recall the derivation of (B.16) based on Lemma B.1. First, let us
rewrite erfi as a Laplace transform using the change of variables t =

√
1− s with dt = ds

2
√
1−s

erfi(ζ) =

∫ 1

0

d

dt
erfi(tζ) dt =

2ζ√
π

∫ 1

0
et

2ζ2 dt =
2ζ√
π

∫ 1

0
eζ

2(1−s) ds

2
√
1− s

=
ζeζ

2

√
π

∫ 1

0

1√
1− s

e−sζ2 ds =
ζeζ

2

√
π

∫ ∞

0

χ[0,1](s)√
1− s

e−sζ2 ds.

(B.21)

From the Taylor expansion of the Binomial function, we know that

1√
1− s

=

∞∑
n=0

(
−1/2

n

)
(−s)n =

∞∑
n=0

4−n

(
2n

n

)
sn, (B.22)

which allows us to apply Lemma (B.1) with βn = n+ 1 and an = 4−n
(
2n
n

)
, thus leading to

erfi(ζ) ∼ ζeζ
2

√
π

∞∑
n=0

4−n

(
2n

n

)
Γ(n+ 1)ζ−2(n+1)

∼ eζ
2

√
π

∞∑
n=0

(2n)!

4nn!
ζ−2n−1

∼ eζ
2

ζ
√
π

∞∑
n=0

(2n− 1)! !

(2ζ)n
,

(B.23)

for ζ → ∞ and |arg(ζ)|≤ π
2 − δ, 0 < δ ≤ π

2 . This is consistent with formula (B.20) for the
limit along the real line. Finally, we arrive at the following asymptotic expansion for Z:

Z+(ζ) ∼ i

√
π

2
e−

ζ2

2 −
∞∑
n=0

(2n− 1)! !

ζ2n+1
, for |arg(ζ)|≤ π

2
− δ, ζ → ∞, (B.24)

which is, of course, equivalent to

Z+(ζ) ∼ −
∞∑
n=0

(2n− 1)! !

ζ2n+1
, for |arg(ζ)|≤ π

2
− δ, ζ → ∞, (B.25)

since |e−ζ2 |2= e−2(x2−y2) → 0 for ℜζ = x → ∞.
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