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Abstract: We solve the first-order relativistic magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) within

the linear-mode analysis performed near an equilibrium configuration in the fluid rest

frame. We find two complete sets of analytic solutions for the four and two coupled

modes with seven dissipative transport coefficients. The former set has been missing in

the literature for a long time. Our method provides a simple and general algorithm for the

solution search on an order-by-order basis in the derivative expansion, and can be applied to

general sets of hydrodynamic equations. We also find that the small-momentum expansions

of the solutions break down when the momentum direction is nearly perpendicular to

an equilibrium magnetic field due to the presence of another small quantity, that is, a

trigonometric function representing the anisotropy. We elaborate on the angle dependence

of the solutions and provide alternative series representations that work near the right angle.

Finally, we discuss the issues of causality and stability based on our analytic solutions and

recent developments in the literature.
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1 Introduction

Relativistic magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) has been developing as a framework to describe

various systems ranging from the femto-scale droplets realized in relativistic heavy-ion

collisions at RHIC and LHC [1–5] to the cosmological/astronomical scales. The latter

includes the accretion flows and jet formation near black holes [6–9], supernova explosions

[10–12], and the binary mergers of neutron stars (NSs) [13–16] and of NS-BH [17, 18] (see

also references therein). More recent developments include observations of the magnetic

inverse cascade with coupled dynamics of the magnetic helicity (and the fermion chirality)

[19–29] (see Refs. [30–32] for reviews).

In recent years, relativistic MHD was reformulated based on the conservation of the

magnetic flux [33–36] (see Ref. [37] for a review). On the other hand, the conventional for-

mulation is based on a coupled system of the Maxwell equation and the energy-momentum

conservation law, where both equations have the source terms stemming from the electric

current and the Joule heat and Lorentz force, respectively. This implies the presence of

non-conserved charges, i.e., gapped modes, involved in the conventional formulation. In

fact, electric fields are damped out or screened when systems approach equilibrium states.

The new formulation canonically follows the spirit of hydrodynamics, that is, conservation
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laws associated with symmetries. The magnetic flux conservation is identified as a conse-

quence of generalized concept of global symmetries called the magnetic one-form symmetry

[38].

In this paper, we focus on solving the set of MHD equations. We linearize the MHD

equations with respect to perturbative disturbances applied to an equilibrium state and

obtain the dispersion relations for the eigenmodes. This analysis, called the linear-mode

analysis, has been conventionally used to discuss causality and stability of hydrodynamic

theories [39–41] (see below for recent progress on causality and stability analyses). While

the linear-mode analysis was applied to the relativistic MHD in the recent literature [33, 42–

44], a complete set of solutions is still missing. The difficulty simply arises from the fact

that one needs to diagonalize a large matrix in the absence of a spatial rotational symmetry

broken by a magnetic field. In this paper, we develop an analytic algorithm for the solutions

search on an order-by-order basis in the derivative expansion and obtain the complete set

of analytic solutions. It is useful to obtain analytic solutions since the transport coefficients

and the equations of state are often not (precisely) known in individual systems. Moreover,

our method works as a general algorithm for the solution search, and can be applied to

general sets of equations based on derivative expansions.

The complete set of solutions consists of six gappless modes, which are known as a

pair of the Alfven waves and two pairs of the magneto-sonic waves. We fully include the

first-order derivative corrections that consist of three bulk viscosities, two shear viscosities,

and two electric resistivities. We focus on the Landau frame while a straightforward ex-

tension can be carried out for a general frame choice and general matching conditions of

hydrodynamic variables (see, e.g., Ref. [37] for discussions about these choices in MHD and

Ref. [44] for a recent linear-mode analysis without a specific choice). In the presence of the

anisotropic corrections, the solutions for the magneto-sonic modes had been only known

in the two particular limits where the momentum is oriented parallel or perpendicular to

a background magnetic field [33, 42, 44].

We further discuss the convergence of the small-momentum expansion by inspecting the

obtained solutions and find that the higher-order terms in the small-momentum expansion

diverge when the momentum is taken nearly perpendicular to a magnetic field. This issue

is caused by the presence of another small quantity, that is, a trigonometric function

representing the angle dependence. We find this issue both in the Alfven and magneto-

sonic modes. It can be a general issue in anisotropic systems. We identify the correct result

obtained from the original equations before the small-momentum expansion is performed,

giving a different result than that in the literature [33, 44]. We provide an alternative series

representation that correctly captures the anisotropy near the right angle.

Finally, we discuss the causality and stability of relativistic MHD. We show that the

phase velocities, that are called the Alfven velocities and the fast and slow magneto-sonic

velocities, are always smaller than the speed of light. This means that the linear waves

are causal within the ideal MHD. We also show that the first-order corrections, obtained

within the fluid rest frame, always provide damping effects on the linear waves as long as the

transport coefficients satisfy the inequalities required by the second law of thermodynamics.
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This is expected since MHD only contains dissipative transport coefficients.1 The absence

of growing modes indicates stability of an equilibrium state within the fluid rest frame

where the linear-mode analysis is performed. However, those conditions are not sufficient

to guarantee the causality and stability of dissipative hydrodynamics in general Lorentz

frames. It has been widely know that diffusive modes are acausal, leading to developments

of the Israel-Steward theory [45–47] (see, e.g., Ref. [48] for a review), and observers in

different Lorentz frames could see (unphysical) unstable modes (see, e.g., Ref. [49]).

Recent developments deepened our understanding of the issues of causality and sta-

bility. A stronger necessary condition for a stable dispersion relation was obtained from

complex analysis of a retarded propagator in general causal theories [50]. Then, it was

explicitly shown that, unless this necessary condition is satisfied, one finds a boost velocity

that transforms a stable mode in the fluid rest frame to an unstable mode in the boosted

frame [51, 52]. We briefly discuss a generalization of this crucial condition to anisotropic

systems including MHD. The reader is referred to recent related works [53–56] [57, 58] [59]

that may be classified in terms of employed criteria for causality and stability; with or

without specific choices of a flow vector and hydrodynamic variables; and with or without

the linearization. One is demanded to perform more analyses when including more con-

served charges such as a vector charge [60], magnetic field [43, 44, 61], axial charge [62, 63],

and/or spin [64–67].

This paper is organized as follows. We first recapitulate the recent formulation of

relativistic MHD in Sec. 2 and show a set of linearized equations in Sec. 3. In Sec. 4, we

introduce our method for the solution search. We elaborate on the convergence/breakdown

of the small-momentum expansion. In Sec. 5, we discuss causality and stability of MHD,

which is supported by Appendices. Finally, we conclude this paper in Sec. 6. Throughout

the paper, we use the mostly plus metric convention ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) and the com-

pletely antisymmetric tensor with the convention ϵ0123 = +1. Then, the fluid velocity uµ

is normalized as uµuµ = −1. We define the projection operator ∆µν = ηµν + uµuν such

that uµ∆
µν = 0. To specify the direction of a magnetic field, we introduce a spatial unit

vector bµ such that bµbµ = 1 and uµb
µ = 0 and accordingly another projection operator

Ξµν = ∆µν − bµbν such that bµΞ
µν = 0 = uµΞ

µν .

2 First-order MHD from the magnetic-flux conservataion

We recapitulate the formulation of relativistic MHD with the magnetic-flux conservation

[33–36] (see Ref. [37] for a review). While the magnetic flux is conserved in the absence of

a magnetic monopole, the electric flux can terminate at electric charges, implying that an

electric field is not a conserved quantity. The conservation laws for the energy-momentum

tensor Θµν and the (dual) electromagnetic field strength tensor F̃µν = 1
2ϵ

µνρσFρσ read

∂µΘ
µν = 0, ∂µF̃

µν = 0. (2.1)

1In the strict hydrodynamic limit, MHD does not contain the Hall terms due to the absence of net

electric charge density.
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Realizing the second equation as a conservation law for the magnetic flux led to a renewed

formulation of magnetohydrodynamics along with the symmetry guideline, but with a

generalized notion called the one-form symmetry.

The temporal components of the conserved currents provide the corresponding con-

served charges

e = uµuνΘ
µν , Bµ = −F̃µνuν . (2.2)

We postulate that these quantities satisfy the first law of thermodynamics

Ts = e+ p−HµB
µ, (2.3a)

Tds = de−HµdB
µ, (2.3b)

TDs = De−HµDBµ, (2.3c)

where we defined the temporal derivative D = uµ∂µ. The translational symmetry of

the system guarantees the conservation of the total energy density e that contains not only

matter contributions but also electromagnetic energy. The corresponding pressure p should

also be the total quantity.

To organize a closed system of equations, one needs to obtain the constitutive equations

that express the spatial components of the conserved currents by the conserved charges.

Based on the derivative expansion, the constitutive equations can be written down as

Θµν = euµuν + p∥b
µbν + p⊥Ξ

µν +Θµν
(1), (2.4a)

F̃µν = Bµuν −Bνuµ + F̃µν
(1) , (2.4b)

where we introduced a unit vector bµ = Bµ/
√
BνBν and the projection operator Ξµν =

∆µν − bµbν such that bµΞ
µν = 0 = uµΞ

µν ; Note that uµB
µ = 0 by definition (2.2). The

explicitly written terms exhaust the zeroth-order terms that can be constructed with the

available tensors in the absence of the vector and axial charges. The subscripts denote the

first-order corrections that will be constrained by the entropy-current analysis below.

We are in position to compute the divergence of the entropy current sµ = suµ + sµ(1),

where sµ(1) is the first-order corrections to the entropy current. It can be expressed with

the derivatives of the conserved quantities by the use of the first law of thermodynamics

(2.3). Then, using the equations of motion (2.1) together with the constitutive equations

(2.4), one finds that

∂µs
µ = s∂µu

µ +Ds+ ∂µs
µ
(1) (2.5)

= β(Ts− ϵ− p⊥ +HµB
µ)∂µu

µ − β
[
(p∥ − p⊥)b

µbν +BbµHν
]
∂µuν

−Θµν
(1)∂µβν + F̃µν

(1)∂µ(βHν) + ∂µ(s
µ
(1) + βuνΘ

µν
(1) + βωαβΣ

µαβ
(1) − βHνF̃

µν
(1)).

The leading-order terms in derivative describe the ideal MHD. For the entropy production

to vanish at the ideal order, one should have

p⊥ = p, (2.6a)

(p∥ − p⊥)b
ν +HνB = 0. (2.6b)
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The zeroth-order result can be summarized as

Θµν
(0) = ϵuµuν − pΞµν + (p−BµH

µ)bµbν , (2.7)

where Hµ = µ−1
m Bµ with µm being the magnetic permeability. The above result indicates

the pressure anisotropy induced by the Maxwell stress.

The second law of thermodynamics requires that the first-order corrections be semi-

positive definite. This condition is satisfied if individual contributions of thermodynamic

forces take semi-positive values in Eq. (2.5), i.e.,

−Θµν
(1)∂µβν ≥ 0, (2.8a)

F̃µν
(1)∂µ(βHν) ≥ 0. (2.8b)

These inequalities can be insured for general hydrodynamic configurations if the left-hand

sides are organized in bilinear forms, constraining the possible forms of the constitutive

equations as

Θµν
(1) = −Tηµνρσ∂(ρβσ), (2.9a)

F̃µν
(1) = −Tρµνρσ∂[ρ(βHσ]). (2.9b)

The fourth-rank tensors ηµνρσ and ρµνρσ can be constructed with the available tensors, uµ,

bµ, Ξµν , and ϵµναβ , as [33, 36, 37]

ηµνρσ =
(
bµbν Ξµν

)(ζ∥ ζ×
ζ ′× ζ⊥

)(
bρbσ

Ξρσ

)
(2.10a)

+2η∥(b
µΞν(ρbσ) + bνΞµ(ρbσ)) + η⊥(Ξ

µρΞνσ + ΞµσΞνρ + ΞµνΞρσ),

ρµνρσ = −2ρ⊥(b
µΞν[ρbσ] − bνΞµ[ρbσ]) + 2ρ∥Ξ

µ[ρΞσ]ν . (2.10b)

Note that we have chosen the Landau frame and the matching condition for the magnetic

flux such that e = uµuνΘ
µν
(0) and Bµ = −F̃µν

(0)uν (see a review article [37] for more detailed

discussions). Therefore, the tensors ηµνρσ and ρµνρσ are transverse to the flow vector uµ.

It will be an interesting extension to discuss stability and causality in a general frame and

matching conditions (see discussions in Sec. 5 and recent works [44, 53–55, 57, 58]).

Note also that we have ζ× = ζ ′× by virtue of Onsager’s reciprocal relation and that there

are no Hall terms in the charge-neutral systems. The two coefficients ρ⊥,∥ are identified with

the resistivities in the perpendicular and parallel directions with respect to the magnetic

field [33, 36, 37]. The second law of thermodynamics, i.e., the inequalities (2.8), basically

requires all the transport coefficients introduced above be semi-positive. An exception

is the off-diagonal component ζ× that does not have to be semi-positive definite since the

second law can be insured as long as the eigenvalues of the matrix are semi-positive definite.

In summary, one finds the inequalities

ζ⊥ ≥ 0, ζ∥ ≥ 0, ζ∥ζ⊥ ≥ ζ2×, (2.11)

η∥ ≥ 0, η⊥ ≥ 0, ρ⊥ ≥ 0, ρ∥ ≥ 0.
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3 Linear-mode analysis

In this section, we solve the first-order hydrodynamic equations for the small perturba-

tions near an equilibrium state, which is often called the linear-mode analysis. We apply

perturbations on top of equilibrium values uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) and Bµ = (0, 0, 0, B), where we

took the direction of the magnetic field along the z axis at the equilibrium without loss of

generality. Namely, the conserved charges are displaced from their equilibrium values as

e → e+ δe(x), uµ → uµ + δuµ(x), Bµ → Bµ + δBµ(x). (3.1)

We will linearize the hydrodynamic equations with respect to these perturbations. The

perturbation δBµ can have a perpendicular component to Bµ. We assume a linear relation

Hµ = Bµ/µm with µm being a constant in spacetime. For simplicity, we also assume that

the contributions of the matter and magnetic components to the equilibrium energy density

and pressure can be separated as

p = P +
B2

2µm
, e = ϵ+

B2

2µm
. (3.2)

The conservation law of the energy-momentum tensor (2.1) can be projected as

uν∂µΘ
µν = 0, Ξρ

ν∂µΘ
µν = 0, bν∂µΘ

µν = 0. (3.3)

Plugging Eq. (2.4) into the above and focusing on the linear-order in the perturbations,

one arrives at the linearized equations

0 = ∂0δϵ+
B

µm
∂0δB + h∂⊥µδu

µ
⊥ + (h− B2

µm
)∂zδuz, (3.4a)

0 = h∂0δux,y + c2s∂x,yδϵ+
B

µm
(∂x,yδBz − ∂zδBx,y) (3.4b)

−[(ζ⊥ + η⊥)∂
2
x,y + η⊥∂

2
y,x + η∥∂

2
z ]δux,y − ζ⊥∂x∂yδuy,x − (ζ× + η∥)∂z∂x,yδuz,

0 = c2s∂zδϵ+ (h− B2

µm
)∂0δuz (3.4c)

−(ζ× + η∥)∂z(∂xδux + ∂yδuy)− (ζ∥∂
2
z + η∥(∂

2
x + ∂2

y))δuz,

where the subscripts x, y, z denote the spatial components, but without minus signs from

the metric, i.e., (Bx, By, Bz) = (B1, B2, B3), (∂x, ∂y, ∂z) = (∂1, ∂2, ∂3), δuµ⊥ = (0, δux, δuy, 0).

The second equation for the transverse components have the rotational symmetry around

the magnetic-field direction. We also introduced the enthalpy h = e+ p = ϵ+ P +B2/µm

with the equilibrium values and the (squared) sound velocity c2s = δP/δϵ.

The equations for F̃µν can be projected and linearized in the same manner. The

projected conservation law reads

uν∂µF̃
µν = 0, Ξρ

ν∂µF̃
µν = 0, bν∂µF̃

µν = 0. (3.5)
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The explicit forms of the linearized equations are obtained as

0 = ∂iδB
i, (3.6a)

0 = B∂zδux,y − ∂0δBx,y (3.6b)

−ρ′⊥T
[
∂z∂x,yδ(βBz)− ∂2

zδ(βBx,y)
]
+ ρ′∥T

[
∂2
⊥δ(βBx,y)− ∂x,y∂⊥µδ(βB

µ
⊥)
]
,

0 = −B∂⊥µδu
µ
⊥ − ∂0δBz + ρ′⊥T

[
∂2
⊥δ(βBz)− ∂z∂⊥µδ(βB

µ
⊥)
]
, (3.6c)

where we used an identity 0 = (uµ + δuµ)(B
µ + δBµ) = Bδuz − δB0 +O(δ2) and defined

ρ′∥ =
ρ∥

µm
, ρ′⊥ =

ρ⊥
µm

. (3.7)

It is useful to notice that the set of equations (3.6) contains only two independent dynamical

equations. The first equation (3.6a) does not contain a time derivative and is nothing but

the Gauss law constraint. Another redundancy can be identified with an identity

0 = ∂µ∂νF̃
µν = (Ξαβ − uαuβ + bαbβ)∂

α∂µF̃
µβ. (3.8)

This identify is satisfied by any antisymmetric tensor regardless of the actual components of

F̃µν , and serves as a sum-rule constraint on the set of equations (3.6). Then, we are left with

two independent dynamical equations and, correspondingly, the two spatial components of

δBµ.

The derivative of δβ in Eq. (3.6) can be expressed with that of δϵ with the help of a

relation obtained from the thermodynamic relation (2.3), that is,

δβ = − c2sβ

h−B2/µm
δϵ. (3.9)

To summarize the above equations in the Fourier representation, we introduce a per-

turbation in a single mode

δu(t, x, z) = δũ(ω, k⊥, k∥)e
−iωt+ik⊥x+ik∥z, (3.10)

and the same for δe and δB. Here, without loss of generality, we have set the transverse

coordinate system in such a way that the dependence on the y coordinate vanishes. Then,

the equations (3.4) and (3.6) can be cast into two separate matrix equations

(
A(0) + iA(1)

)(δBy

δuy

)
= 0, (3.11a)

(
M(0) + iM(1)

)


δϵ

δux
δuz
δBx

δBz

 = 0. (3.11b)
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The explicit forms of the first set of matrices are given as

A(0) =

(
ω Bk∥

h
v2A
B k∥ hω

)
, (3.12a)

A(1) =

(
ρ′⊥k

2
∥ + ρ′∥k

2
⊥ 0

0 η∥k
2
∥ + η⊥k

2
⊥

)
, (3.12b)

with the so-called Alfven-wave velocity

vA =
B√
µmh

. (3.13)

The explicit forms of the second set of matrices are given as

M(0) =


0 −k⊥B 0 0 ω

0 k∥B 0 ω 0

ω −hk⊥ h(v2A − 1)k∥ 0 h
v2A
B ω

−c2sk⊥ hω 0 h
v2A
B k∥ −h

v2A
B k⊥

−c2sk∥ 0 −h(v2A − 1)ω 0 0

 , (3.14a)

M(1) =



− Bc2s
h(1−v2A)

ρ′⊥k
2
⊥ 0 0 −ρ′⊥k∥k⊥ ρ′⊥k

2
⊥

Bc2s
h(1−v2A)

ρ′⊥k⊥k∥ 0 0 ρ′⊥k
2
∥ −ρ′⊥k⊥k∥

0 0 0 0 0

0 (ζ⊥ + η⊥)k
2
⊥ + η∥k

2
∥ (ζ× + η∥)k⊥k∥ 0 0

0 (ζ× + η∥)k⊥k∥ ζ∥k
2
∥ + η∥k

2
⊥ 0 0


.(3.14b)

We will solve these equations in the next section. For later use, we introduce an angle θ

measured from the direction of the magnetic field, and the momenta can be expressed as

k∥ = k cos θ, k⊥ = k sin θ. (3.15)

We also normalize all the viscous coefficients by the enthalpy, i.e.,

η′∥,⊥ =
1

h
η∥,⊥, ζ ′∥,⊥,× =

1

h
ζ∥,⊥,×. (3.16)

4 General solutions for the linearized equations

In this section, we solve the matrix equations (3.11) to obtain the dispersion relations of

the linear waves. The equations from the first-order hydrodynamics are accurate up to the

order k2, so that our goal is to obtain the dispersion relation up to this order. We will

obtain a complete set of analytic solutions with all the transport coefficients being free

parameters. This is useful since the magnitudes of the transport coefficients are often not

(precisely) known in individual systems. However, we also find that the small k expansion

poses an issue of convergence in anisotropic systems. We investigate the solutions near the

angle θ ∼ π/2 in detail and provide an alternative series representation that works well in

this regime.
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We first discuss the analytic solutions for Eq. (3.11a), which have been discussed in the

literature [33, 42, 44]. We elaborate on this simpler equation to point out the convergence

issue in the small k expansion for anisotropic systems. We demonstrate the issue by

comparing the limit of the angle θ → π/2 taken before and after the small k expansion

that does not agree with each other, and then identify the correct result, giving a different

result than that in the literature [33, 44]. We then provide a series representation that

correctly captures this limit as well as the corrections in k2 near this angle.

Then, we proceed to tackle the larger matrix in Eq. (3.11b), of which the solutions

have not been known in the literature. We will find the analytic solutions for the four

modes fully including the dissipative effects. We introduce our simple algorithm for the

solution search. We find that these modes also contain the convergence issue, and that the

result at θ = π/2 should be different than those in Refs. [33, 44]. An alternative series

representation is provided accordingly.

4.1 Alfven modes and issue of the small k expansion in anisotropic systems

The secular equation for Eq. (3.11a) is found to be

v2Ak
2
∥ − (ω + iρ̃k2)(ω + iη̃k2) = 0, (4.1)

where ρ̃ = ρ′⊥ cos2 θ + ρ′∥ sin
2 θ and η̃ = η′∥ cos

2 θ + η′⊥ sin2 θ. The solutions are readily

obtained as

ω = ±
√

v2Ak
2
∥ −

1

4
(ρ̃− η̃)2k4 − i

2
(ρ̃+ η̃)k2

= ±vAk∥ −
i

2
(ρ̃+ η̃)k2 +O(k3). (4.2)

We performed the small k expansion in the second line. These solutions are gapless in the

limit k → 0 and are known as the Alfven waves propagating along the equilibrium magnetic

field. Since η∥,⊥ ≥ 0, ρ∥,⊥ ≥ 0, these modes are damped out in time by an exponential

factor e−
1
2
(ρ̃+η̃)t. Without a parity-breaking effect, we have a pair of waves propagating in

opposite directions with the same damping rate.

Below, we elaborate on an issue of the small k expansion involved in the Alfven modes.

It is important to clarify this issue here because one will find the same issue in the other

matrix equation (3.11b) of which the analytic solutions have not been known. Anisotropic

systems may potentially share the same issue. We investigate the limit of angle θ → π/2,

i.e., the vanishing k∥ limit in Eq. (4.2). Taking the limit without performing the small k

expansion, one finds that

ω(θ =
π

2
) = ± i

2
|ρ̃− η̃|k2⊥ − i

2
(ρ̃+ η̃)k2⊥ = −iη′⊥k

2
⊥, −iρ′∥k

2
⊥, (4.3)

irrespective of the sign of ρ̃ − η̃. In this limit, these modes split into two distinct purely

diffusive modes. These two modes are still invariant under the parity transformation, i.e.,

k⊥ → −k⊥, because the linear term vanishes in this limit. One can trace back the splitting
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of the dispersion relations (4.3) to the original matrices (3.12). Taking the limit θ → π/2,

one finds that the matrix equation (3.11a) reduces to a diagonal form(
ω + iρ′∥k

2
⊥ 0

0 ω + iη′⊥k
2
⊥

)(
δBy

δuy

)
= 0, (4.4)

where the two perturbations δBy and δuy are decoupled from each other. One of the

dispersion relations (4.3) is for the flow perturbation damped by the shear viscosity, while

the other is for the magnetic flux diffusion by the resistivity.

Now, it should be noticed that the dispersion relations (4.3) are not reproduced by

the limit taken after performing the small k expansion in Eq. (4.2); The expanded result

instead yields two degenerate purely diffusive modes [33, 44]. This disagreement occurs

due to an invalid expansion of the terms containing k∥ = k cos θ that is not a small quantity

but is exactly zero when θ → π/2. Performing the small k expansion first and then taking

the limit θ → π/2, one finds that

ω(θ → π

2
) = − i

2
(ρ′∥ + η′⊥)k

2
⊥ ± lim

θ→π/2

∞∑
n=1

cn(ρ
′
∥ − η′⊥)

2n

(vA cos θ)2n−1
k2n+1
⊥ , (4.5)

where cn is the numerical coefficients. In the above expansion, one encounters divergence

of the higher-order terms as θ → π/2, which spoils the small k expansion near θ = π/2.

Clearly, the small k expansion and the limit of θ → π/2 do not commute with each other.

There is a transient angle θ (for a given k) where the propagating modes turn into

the purely diffusive modes. We investigate this transition below. The disagreement about

the limits originates from the ill-organized small k expansion when there is another small

quantity cos θ. In this case, we should specify which of k or cos θ is smaller before carrying

out an expansion. Then, one can organize two pairs of series representations:

ω = ±vAk∥ −
i

2
(ρ̃+ η̃)k2 +O

( k

| cos θ|
k2
)
, k̂ < | cos θ|, (4.6a)

ω = −ik2ρ′∥ − i
(
(ρ′⊥ − ρ′∥)k

2 +
v2A

η′⊥ − ρ′∥

)
cos2 θ +O(cos4 θ), (4.6b)

−ik2η′⊥ − i
(
(η′∥ − η′⊥)k

2 −
v2A

η′⊥ − ρ′∥

)
cos2 θ +O(cos4 θ), | cos θ| < k̂. (4.6c)

While the first expression is the same as the expansion in the second line of Eq. (4.2), it

should be emphasized that the correction terms are small only when k̂/| cos θ| < 1. When

| cos θ| < k̂, we find two expansions with distinct pure imaginary coefficients shown in the

second and third lines. They are smoothly connected to the two purely diffusive modes

(4.3) at θ = π/2. The inverse factor of (η′⊥ − ρ′∥) does not cause a divergence in general

unless fine-tuned. In principle, one needs to make a dimensionless expansion parameter

k̂ ≡ k/kc with an ultraviolet (UV) cutoff kc in order to compare the two small expansion

parameters. While kc is implicit in the transport coefficients, it is useful to explicitly

introduce kc so that one can maintain general values of the transport coefficients. The
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Figure 1. The dispersion relation of the Alfven modes. The original solution (blue-solid curves) in

Eq. (4.2) is compared with the small-k and small-cosine expansions in Eq. (4.6). The parameters

are fixed as indicated in the legend for illustration.

cutoff in general depends on details of the microscopic dynamics, or more precisely, how

we integrate out the UV degrees of freedom.

In Fig. 1, we plot the above series representations together with the original solution

shown in Eq. (4.2). We confirm the agreement between the small-cosine expansion (red-

solid curves) and the original solution (blue-solid curves) for the angle near θ = π/2. As

noted above, the small k expansion (dotted curves) breaks down as the angle approaches

θ = π/2. There is a critical angle where the real part, and thus the velocity, vanishes.

The critical angle is simply determined by the condition that the square root vanishes in

Eq. (4.2). Above the critical angle, the Alfven modes turn into purely diffusive modes, and

the degenerate imaginary parts split into two distinct values.

4.2 Magneto-sonic modes from analytic algorithm

In the previous subsection, we investigated the Alfven modes encoded in the matrix equa-

tion (3.11a). The analytic solutions for the other matrix equation (3.11b) have not been

know to the best of our knowledge, except for the solutions at the particular momentum

directions, i.e., k∥ = 0 or k⊥ = 0 [33, 42, 44]. It is challenging to obtain analytic solutions

including the higher-order corrections in k. If one invokes brute-force efforts, one has to

find general solutions for a quartic equation in ω, which is possible but is not an efficient

path to reach compact forms of solutions. Moreover, the solutions at k∥ = 0 suffer from the

issue of the small k expansion discussed in the previous subsection, giving rise to different

solutions in this limit than those obtained in Refs. [33, 44]. As in the Alfven modes, we

investigate the behavior near this limit carefully.

First, we provide a simple method for the solution search that works on an order-by-

order basis in k. This method serves as a general algorithm that can be applied to general

sets of hydrodynamic equations and any other equations based on derivative expansions

(see Ref. [68] for further applications), while we here focus on the quartic secular equation

in ω at k2 order. We note again that the secular equations for hydrodynamic equations, and

thus their solutions, are only accurate up to a given order in k. Thus, the order-by-order

algorithm is a suitable method for the solution search.
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We begin with the leading-order solutions by putting M(1) = 0. The secular equation

from M(0) is found to be

ω
[
ω4 − V2k2ω2 + v2Ac

2
sk

2k2∥

]
= 0, (4.7)

with V2 := (c2s + v2A) − c2sv
2
A sin2 θ ≥ 0. A trivial solution, ω = 0, originates from the

redundancy mentioned below Eq. (3.8). We exclude this trivial solution in the following

discussions. The leading-order dispersion relations are found to be

ω = ±v1k, ±v2k, (4.8)

where the two distinct velocities are given as

v1,2 =
1√
2

√
V2 ±

√
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ , (4.9)

where the upper and lower signs are for v1 and v2, respectively. These modes are two

pairs of counter-propagating waves called the fast and slow magneto-sonic waves. When

θ = 0, one of the pairs reduces to the Alfven waves (4.2) as required by the rotational

symmetry and the other pair reduces to the sound modes without modification of the

sound velocity because of the absence of a magnetic pressure according to the Gauss law

δBz = −k⊥δBx/k∥ = 0. In this limit, one finds that {v1, v2} = {cs, vA} when cs ≥ vA and

{v1, v2} = {vA, cs} when cs < vA.

It is important to note that a pair of counter-propagating waves acquires the same

dissipative corrections at k2 order in the absence of parity-breaking effects. Therefore, the

general solutions should be found in the forms

ω = ±v1k − iw1k
2, ω = ±v2k − iw2k

2, (4.10)

where w1,2 are independent of k and are determined below. Accordingly, one can make an

ansatz for the factorized form of the quartic secular equation as

fans(ω) = {ω − (v1k − iw1k
2)}{ω − (−v1k − iw1k

2)}
×{ω − (v2k − iw2k

2)}{ω − (−v2k − iw2k
2)}

+O(ω3k3) +O(ω2k4) +O(ω1k5) +O(ω0k6). (4.11)

The uncertainties at k3 order in each solution result in the uncertainties indicated in the

last line. These uncertainties are not of our interest here, since they are not improved

unless the constitutive equations are improved beyond the first-order derivative expansions.

The following computation is greatly simplified by identifying these irrelevant higher-order

terms and getting rid of them at this stage. Expanding fans(ω), we should only retain the

relevant terms as

fans(ω) = ω4 + g2(k)ω
3 + g3(k)ω

2 + g4(k)ω + g5(k), (4.12)

where gn denotes the n-th polynomial of k stemming from the expansion of Eq. (4.11). As

mentioned above, we should not, or do not have to, retain the terms higher than n that

could only be relevant beyond the first-order hydrodynamics.
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The ansatz (4.12) is matched to the secular equation from Eq. (3.11b). Consistently

to the above order counting, we only need to retain the terms at the same orders in k in

the secular equation. Then, the matching for the coefficients in the ω3 and ω1 terms lead

to coupled linear equations

v22w1 + v21w2 =
1

2
W1, (4.13a)

w1 + w2 =
1

2
W2, (4.13b)

The explicit forms of W1,2 are given as

W1 = η′∥

(
c2s cos

2(2θ) +
v2A sin2 θ

1− v2A

)
+ ρ′⊥c

2
s

1− v2A cos2 θ

1− v2A

+ζ ′∥
v2A

1− v2A
cos2 θ +

{
ζ ′∥ − 2ζ ′× + (ζ ′⊥ + η′⊥)

}
c2s sin

2 θ cos2 θ, (4.14a)

W2 = η′∥

(
1 +

v2A
1− v2A

sin2 θ
)
+ ρ′⊥

(
1 +

v2Ac
2
s

1− v2A
sin2 θ

)
+

ζ ′∥

1− v2A
cos2 θ +

(
ζ ′⊥ + η′⊥) sin

2 θ, (4.14b)

where all the viscous coefficients are normalized by the enthalpy as in Eq. (3.16). Note

that the coefficients in the ω2 and ω0 terms are automatically matched when one inserts

v1,2 in the leading-order solutions (4.9) because the unknowns w1,2 are not involved. It is

now a quite simple task to solve the above linear equations to find the solutions

w1 = −W1 − v21W2

2(v21 − v22)
, w2 = +

W1 − v22W2

2(v21 − v22)
. (4.15)

As expected in the ansatz (4.11), w1 and w2 are interchanged when we interchange v1 and

v2. The simple algorithm leading to these analytic solutions can be applied to general

equations based on derivative expansions even with higher-order terms in ω and/or k.

Now, making the use of the lesson from the Alfven waves discussed in Sec. 4.1, we point

out that the magneto-sonic modes also suffer from the breakdown of the small k expansion

near θ = π/2. This is again caused by another small quantity, cos θ, that induces divergence

in the higher-order terms in the small k expansion. When the cosine factor becomes small

near θ = π/2, one should use the small cosine expansion to get a correct result. To see this

issue, we first take the limit θ → π/2 in the velocities (4.9). In this limit, one finds that

v1(θ =
π

2
) =

√
c2s + v2A − c2sv

2
A, v2(θ =

π

2
) = 0. (4.16)

The slow magneto-sonic waves do not propagate in the perpendicular direction and become

purely diffusive modes. This implies the potential occurrence of the issue because, if there

were a linear term, the counter-propagating modes should have a degenerate damping rate
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because of the parity invariance. The damping rates w1,2 in the same limit read

w1(θ =
π

2
) =

1

2

(
η′⊥ + ζ ′⊥ + ρ′⊥(1− c2s)

2 v
2
A

v21

)
, (4.17a)

w2(θ =
π

2
)

?
=

η′∥

2(1− v2A)
+

ρ′⊥c
2
s

2v21(1− v2A)
. (4.17b)

Just below, we confirm that the above degenerate w2(θ = π
2 ) is not a correct result. To

get the correct result, we take the limit θ → π/2 in Eq. (3.14). Then, the matrix equation

reads
−i Bc2s

h(1−v2A)
ρ′⊥k

2
⊥ −k⊥B ω + iρ′⊥k

2
⊥ 0

ω −hk⊥ h
v2A
B ω 0

−c2sk⊥ hω + i(ζ⊥ + η⊥)k
2
⊥ −h

v2A
B k⊥ 0

0 0 0 h(1− v2A)ω + iη∥k
2
⊥




δϵ

δux
δBz

δuz

 = 0, (4.18)

where we used δBx = −k∥δBz/k⊥ = 0 from the Gauss law (3.6a). Similarly to the case of

the Alfven modes (4.4), one readily finds decoupling of a flow perturbation δuz of which the

dispersion relation is solely governed by the shear viscosity η∥. Diagonalizing the remaining

three modes and retaining the terms in the k2 order, the dispersion relations at θ = π/2

are found to be

ω1,2(θ =
π

2
) = ±v1k⊥ − i

2

(
η′⊥ + ζ ′⊥ + ρ′⊥(1− c2s)

2 v
2
A

v21

)
k2⊥ +O(k3⊥), (4.19a)

ω3(θ =
π

2
) = −

iρ′⊥c
2
s

v21(1− v2A)
k2⊥ +O(k4⊥), (4.19b)

ω4(θ =
π

2
) = −

iη′∥

1− v2A
k2⊥ +O(k4⊥). (4.19c)

Here, v1 = v1(θ = π/2) in Eq. (4.16) is understood. The fast magneto-sonic modes (4.19a)

remain propagating modes, and still have the degenerate damping rate that agrees with

w1(θ = π/2) in Eq. (4.17a). In contrast, the slow magneto-sonic modes reduce to the two

purely diffusive modes, and the damping rates split into two distinct ones that only depend

on either η′∥ or ρ′⊥. They are different from the degenerate damping rate w2(θ = π/2) in

Eq. (4.17b) that was shown in Refs. [33, 44].2

Now, we investigate the behaviors near θ = π/2. When cos θ < k̂, one should organize

a series representation with respect to cos θ, as we have discussed in Sec. 4.6. To find the

solutions in the series representations, one can apply the same algorithm introduced above.

Then, we find the solutions in the form

ωi(cos θ) = ω̃i −
ω̃3
iX3 + ω̃2

iX2 + ω̃iX1 +X0∏
i ̸=j(ω̃i − ω̃j)

cos2 θ +O(cos4 θ), (4.20)

2The same results as in Eqs. (4.19b) and (4.19c) are shown in Ref. [42], where the limits are taken for

θ → π/2 first and then k → 0.
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Figure 2. The dispersion relation for the slow magneto-sonic modes. Blue curves show the “exact

solution” obtained by Mathematica. Dotted curves show the small-k expansion in Eq. (4.15). Red

and green curves show the small-cosine expansion (4.20), instead. In the red curve, we further

expand the series coefficients up to k2.

where ω̃i on the right-hand side are the solutions for Eq. (4.18) at cos2 θ = 0, i.e., ω̃ =

ω(θ = π/2). It is interesting that the fast and slow sonic-modes, which were previously

labeled as ω1,2 and ω3,4, are mixed among themselves in the correction terms of order

cos2 θ. The explicit forms of Xi are given as

X0 = c2sv
2
Ak

4 + k6c2sρ
′
⊥

[
(ζ ′⊥ + η′⊥)−

2ζ ′×
1− v2A

+
ζ ′∥ − 2(2− v2A)η

′
∥

(1− v2A)
2

]
, (4.21a)

X1 = ik4
[v2A(η′∥ − ζ ′∥ + c2sρ

′
⊥)

1− v2A
− c2s(ζ

′
∥ + ζ ′⊥ − 2ζ ′× − 4η′∥ + η′⊥)

]
+

ik6

(1− v2A)
2
ρ′⊥

[
c2sv

2
A

(
ζ ′ 2× + 2ζ ′×η

′
∥ − ζ ′∥(ζ

′
⊥ + η′⊥) + 3η′∥(ζ

′
⊥ + η′⊥)

)
+(1− v2A)

(
ζ ′ 2× − ζ ′∥(ζ

′
⊥ + η′⊥) + 2η′∥(ζ

′
⊥ + ζ ′× + η′⊥)

)]
, (4.21b)

X2 = −c2sv
2
Ak

2 − k4

(1− v2A)
2

[
c2sv

2
Aρ

′
⊥
(
ζ ′∥ − 2(1− v2A)ζ

′
⊥ − (1 + v2A)η

′
∥ − 2(1− v2A)η

′
⊥
)

−(1− v2A)
{
ρ′⊥
(
v2Aη

′
∥ + (1− v2A)(ζ

′
⊥ + η′⊥)

)
+ζ ′ 2× + 2η′∥(ζ

′
⊥ + ζ ′× + η′⊥)− ζ ′∥(ζ

′
⊥ + η′⊥ + ρ′⊥)

}]
, (4.21c)

X3 =
ik2

1− v2A

[
ζ ′∥ − (1− v2A)(ζ

′
⊥ + η′⊥)− v2A(η

′
∥ + c2sρ

′
⊥)
]
, (4.21d)

These results should replace the naive small k expansion when cos θ < k̂.

In Fig. 2, we show the dispersion relations for the slow magneto-sonic modes. The

“exact solution” for Eq. (3.11b) is shown by blue-solid curves, of which the analytic forms

are obtained by an automated command in Mathematica; The complicated expressions

are not useful to be shown here. Note that the “exact solution” contains the higher-order

corrections beyond the k2 order and does not mean that it is the true goal for the first-order

hydrodynamics. As the angle approaches the right angle θ = π/2, the small k expansion,
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shown by dotted curves, deviates from the “exact solution” even at a fixed small value of

k. Instead of the small k expansion, the small-cosine expansion (4.20) should be effective

in this region as discussed above. The green curves show the small-cosine expansion (4.20)

without an expansion for the momentum k, while the red curves show the same expansion

but with a further expansion of the series coefficients up to k2. Both curves well reproduce

the branching in the imaginary part near the right angle. At θ = π/2, i.e., cos θ = 0,

the deviation between the green and red curves solely comes from the choice of ω̃i with or

without the higher-order terms in k in Eq. (4.20). When cos θ ̸= 0, the coefficients for the

cos2 θ corrections also contain the k dependence in Xi as well as ω̃i both in the numerator

and denominator.

Next, we comment on extracting magnitudes of the transport coefficients by comparing

the linear-mode solutions with experiments/observations. Remarkably, the general solution

obtained in Eq. (4.15) is necessary to determine the cross bulk viscosity ζ×, which cannot

be determined with the limiting solutions at θ = 0, π/2 [33]. It is a cross quantity between

the parallel and perpendicular directions with respect to the magnetic field, and cannot be

induced along a single direction at θ ̸= 0 or π/2 (see Eqs. (4.17) and (4.22) below). Yet,

even with the complete solution, one cannot determine a separation between η′⊥ and ζ ′⊥ that

appears only in the sum in Eq. (3.14b) and the general solutions (4.14) accordingly. In the

Alfven modes (4.2), η′⊥ and ρ′∥ also appear in the sum in the small k expansion. However,

the dependence on these two transport coefficients is split in Eq. (4.3) at θ = π/2, and

they can be determined with the linear-mode solutions. The other pair η′⊥ and ρ′∥ appear

separately in the magneto-sonic modes in Eq. (4.19).

Before closing this section, it is also instructive to confirm the limit of θ → 0, π, i.e.,

k⊥ → 0. As mentioned below Eq. (4.9), one of the pairs should become degenerate with

the Alfven modes because of the rotational symmetry. When θ = 0, we have

W1(θ = 0) = η′∥c
2
s + ρ′⊥c

2
s + ζ ′∥

v2A
1− v2A

, (4.22a)

W2(θ = 0) = η′∥ + ρ′⊥ +
ζ ′∥

1− v2A
. (4.22b)

Then, we find that, when cs ≥ vA,

w1(θ = 0) =
ζ ′∥

2(1− v2A)
, w2(θ = 0) =

1

2
(η′∥ + ρ′⊥), (4.23)

and that, when cs < vA,

w1(θ = 0) =
1

2
(η′∥ + ρ′⊥), w2(θ = 0) =

ζ ′∥

2(1− v2A)
. (4.24)

In both cases, either of the pairs becomes degenerate with the Alfven modes (4.2). The

other pair is the sound modes damped by the bulk viscosity. The shear viscosity does not

contribute to the damping rate in this limit, differently from the usual sound modes in the

absence of a magnetic field.
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5 Causality and stability

In the last section, we have obtained the pairs of the Alfven waves (4.2) and the slow and

fast magneto-sonic waves (4.10). In this section, we show that the phase velocities of the

Alfven and magneto-sonic waves are always smaller than the speed of light and that the

first-order derivative corrections in those solutions (4.2) and (4.10) always act as damping

factors as long as the transport coefficients satisfy the inequalities (2.11) required by the

second law of thermodynamics. The former implies causality in the ideal MHD. The latter

implies a stability of equilibrium state in the fluid rest frame where the linear-mode analysis

has been performed in the last section.

However, the above two properties in general do not guarantee causality beyond the

ideal order or stability in an arbitrary Lorentz frame. We briefly discuss causality and

stability of relativistic MHD along with the recent developments in the literature.

5.1 The Alfven and magneto-sonic velocities in the ideal MHD

First, we focus on the linear terms in k, putting the higher-order terms aside. This is the

ideal MHD limit. We assume that the sound velocity satisfies an inequality

0 ≤ cs ≤ 1. (5.1)

We also assume that the Alfven velocity (3.13) satisfies an inequality

0 ≤ vA ≤ 1. (5.2)

The latter inequality is evident when the energy density and pressure are separated as

in Eq. (3.2), where the Alfven velocity reads v2A = B2/µm

ϵ+P+B2/µm
. This inequality should

hold unless a strong coupling between the matter and magnetic components significantly

reduces the total energy density and pressure.

Under the above inequalities, one can show that the velocities of the magneto-sonic

waves (4.9) satisfy the inequalities

0 ≤ v2 ≤ cs ≤ v1 ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ v2 ≤ vA ≤ v1 ≤ 1. (5.3)

Here, the relative magnitude between cs and vA is not assumed. A straightforward proof

is given in Appendix A.1. The inequalities in Eqs. (5.2) and (5.3) indicate that the Alfven

and magneto-sonic waves propagate with subluminal speeds in the ideal MHD.

5.2 Dissipative nature of the first-order corrections in the fluid rest frame

Next, we focus on the k2 terms in the dispersion relations. Since all the present transport

coefficients are dissipative in nature, the Alfven and magneto-sonic waves are expected

to acquire damping effects. We show that the pure imaginary k2 terms, which have been

found in the previous section, take definite signs as long as the transport coefficients satisfy

the inequalities (2.11) required by the second law of thermodynamics.

In the Alfven waves (4.2), it is clear that the pure imaginary coefficient in front of k2

is always negative for η∥,⊥ ≥ 0 and ρ∥,⊥ ≥ 0 required by the inequalities (2.11).
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The magneto-sonic waves also have the pure imaginary corrections at the k2 order.

The explicit forms of w1,2 in Eq. (4.15) are given as

w1,2(θ) =
∓1

2(v21 − v22)

[
η′∥

(
c2s cos

2(2θ)− v21,2 +
(1− v21,2)v

2
A

1− v2A
sin2 θ

)
+ρ′⊥

(
c2s − v21,2 +

(1− v21,2)v
2
Ac

2
s

1− v2A
sin2 θ

)
+ (η′⊥ + ζ ′⊥)(c

2
s cos

2 θ − v21,2) sin
2 θ

+ζ ′∥
V2 − v21,2 − c2s cos

2 θ

1− v2A
cos2 θ − 2ζ ′×c

2
s cos

2 θ sin2 θ
]
, (5.4)

where the upper and lower signs are for w1 and w2, respectively. As detailed in Ap-

pendix A.2, one can show that

w1,2(θ) ≥ 0, (5.5)

for any angle θ. This means that the pure imaginary corrections always take negative signs

[see the conventions in Eq. (4.10).] We note that the semi-positivity of w1,2 can be shown

irrespective of the sign of ζ ′× as long as the transport coefficients satisfy the inequalities

(2.11), none of which indeed specifies the sign of ζ ′×.

When the angle approaches θ = π/2, one should refer to the small-cosine expansions

in Eqs. (4.6) and (4.19) or (4.20). The leading-order terms of order cos0 θ, i.e., when

θ = π/2, indicate purely diffusive modes with definite signs. The cosine corrections are

expected to be smaller than these leading-order terms within the regions of validity for the

cosine expansions. Then, the signs should remain definite as seen in Figs. 1 and 2 with the

corrections.

The above inequalities imply that both the Alfven and magneto-sonic waves are damped

out by exponential factors for an observer in the fluid rest frame where the linear-mode

analysis has been performed. However, those inequalities are not sufficient conditions for

stability in an arbitrary Lorentz frame, but are necessary conditions. We discuss stability

and causality conditions in a more general perspective below.

5.3 Covariant stability in anisotropic systems

It has been known that diffusive modes in the first-order hydrodynamics are acausal and

that such diffusive modes, which are damped out in the fluid rest frame, can be transformed

into growing modes in a general Lorentz frame [40]. Relativistic hydrodynamic theories

containing such instability may not work in practice because the stability of local equilibria

in a certain reference frame, e.g., a lab frame as often interested, is not guaranteed. There-

fore, it is important to understand the origin of the instability and the necessary and/or

sufficient conditions for the covariant stability where the local equilibria are stable in any

Lorentz frame.

Here, we briefly discuss the covariant stability for MHD with a slight extension of the

recent discussions by Gavassino for isotropic systems [51, 52]. We write the solutions for

the linear perturbations (3.10) in a covariant form

Ψ = Ψ̃e−ikµxµ
, (5.6)
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where Ψ is an eigenvector and the corresponding momentum kµ = (ω,k) satisfies a disper-

sion relation obtained from the (linearized) hydrodynamic equations. However, as we have

seen in the previous sections, the dispersion relations are not given in Lorentz-invariant

forms like the free-particle on-shell conditions in quantum field theories, which is due to

the derivative expansion. Therefore, we need to understand how the dispersion relations

are transformed by a Lorentz boost.

First, notice that, in dissipative hydrodynamics, the spatial component of the momen-

tum k develops an imaginary part in a general Lorentz frame due to the mixing between

ω and k under Lorentz boosts. For the general solution (5.6) to be covariantly stable, one

should have ℑm [kµx
µ] ≤ 0. For this condition to be satisfied for observers in the forward

light cone, the imaginary part of kµ should be a vector lying outside the forward light cone,

requiring that

ℑmω ≤ −|ℑmk| or (ℑmkµ)(ℑmkµ) = −(ℑmω)2 + |ℑmk|2 ≥ 0. (5.7)

Combining the above inequalities, one finds a necessary condition for the covariant stability

ℑmω ≤ |ℑmk| . (5.8)

This is an extension of the condition for an isotropic system obtained by Heller et al. from

the analytic property of a general retarded propagator in causal quantum field theory the-

ories [50] and interpreted by Gavassini as the covariantly stability condition for relativistic

dissipative hydrodynamics [52]. The inequality (5.8) is a stronger condition than that for

isotropic systems where there is essentially only one independent component of k. For

MHD, two of the three components should be treated independently as there remains a

rotational symmetry around the magnetic-field direction.

When there are dissipative effects, i.e., ℑmω ̸= 0, with ℑmk = 0 in the fluid rest

frame, one may consider successive multiple Lorentz boosts; The first boost generates

an imaginary part of k due to the mixing with ω, and the subsequent boosts require

the inequality (5.8) for the causal stability. The result of these successive boosts is not

equivalent to that of a single boost by a sum of the boost velocities, because of the non-

Abelian nature of the Lorentz group. In analogy with the discussion about the Thomas

precession [69], such a sequence of Lorentz boosts is required to move from one Lorentz

frame to another, e.g., from the rest frame of a fluid cell to the lab frame, when the fluid

cell is accelerated.

It is instructive to explicitly see the occurrence of instability when the inequality (5.8)

is not satisfied [52]. In fact, the dispersion relations turn into unstable ones when boosted

by a velocity

v =
ℑmk

ℑmω
, (5.9)

that satisfies |v| ≤ 1 when the inequality (5.8) is not satisfied. Boosting the imaginary

part of the momentum, one finds that

ℑmkµ → ℑmk′µ = γ(ℑmω − v · ℑmk,−γvℑmω + ℑmk +
(γ − 1)v · ℑmk

v2
v)

= γ(
(ℑmω)2 − |ℑmk|2

ℑmω
,0) . (5.10)
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This means that an observer in the new frame claims the existence of an unstable Fourier

mode because ℑmω′ > 0 and ℑmk′ = 0. Therefore, the inequality (5.8) is indeed necessary

for the covariant stability.

If the inequality (5.8) is satisfied in one of the Lorentz frames, it is, by construction,

satisfied in all the Lorentz frames connected by Lorentz boosts. Then, the covariant sta-

bility will be fulfilled if signals only reach observers inside the forward light cone, i.e., if

theories respect causality (see a theorem in Sec. III.B in Ref. [70]). However, it has been

known that, in dissipative hydrodynamics, signals reach observers outside the forward light

cone. The acausal tails of dissipative modes are not only illegitimate in relativity in the

first place but also observed as unstable modes outside the light cone (see a theorem in

Sec. III.A in Ref. [70]). This is because, for a spacelike separation (y − x)2 > 0, there is

a Lorentz boost that inverts the chronicle ordering as y0 − x0 → y′ 0 − x′ 0 = −(y0 − x0),

making the meaning of dissipation and growth observer-dependent concepts. Therefore,

the covariant stability is fulfilled only in causal theories. The first-order MHD is stable

in the fluid rest frame as shown above, but is not causal. The subluminal magneto-sonic

velocities (5.3) only serve as necessary conditions for causality once the dissipative effects

are included.

Causality is often a consequence of subtle cancellation among the acausal tails leaking

across the light cone. A well-known example is the Klein-Gordon field in quantum field

theory [71]. In Ref. [72], it is stated that any dispersion relation can leak across the

light cone unless a medium is not dispersive or, in other words, dispersion relations are

polynomials of the first order at most, i.e., ω(k) = a0+a1k (see also Ref. [50]). This implies

that inspecting each dispersion relation alone does not guarantee causality.3 Notions of

velocities for a single dispersion relation, such as the front velocity, the group velocity, and

the phase velocity, may be useful for screening apparently acausal theories, but do not serve

as a sufficient causality test; Besides, it should be noticed that the font velocity is defined

at the ultraviolet limit k → ∞ outside the hydrodynamic regime. Instead, it will be useful

to investigate causal structures of a set of partial differential equations with the method of

characteristics (see, e.g., Refs. [53, 73] and references therein), though it will require more

efforts in future works. It is worth adding that the covariantly stable condition (5.8) is

derived independently of any notion of velocities (see also Theorem 2 in Ref. [52] where a

criterion of causality is manifestly implemented without any notion of velocities).

6 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper, we investigated linear waves in relativistic magnetohydrodynamics in detail.

Especially, in Sec. 4.2, we provided a simple and general analytic algorithm for the solution

search. Based on this algorithm, we showed analytic solutions for the magneto-sonic waves

3The Israel-Stewart theory is one of such cases where the dissipative corrections, e.g., the viscous tensors,

are promoted to independent variables, and the conservation laws are cast into a larger set of the first-order

differential equations both in space and time (if the vorticity terms are neglected) [56]. Otherwise, one can

convert a set of second-order differential equations to that of first-order differential equations by introducing

auxiliary fields [55].
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that have been missing in the literature for a long time. The algorithm can be applied

to other hydrodynamic equations or any general set of equations based on a derivative

expansion. We will provide an application elsewhere [68]. Also, while we focused on the

Landau frame in the present work, it is interesting to investigate analytic solutions in a

general choice of hydrodynamic variables (cf. Ref. [44]).

On the other hand, we also found that the small-momentum expansion for the solutions

breaks down in MHD when the momentum direction is nearly or exactly perpendicular to an

equilibrium magnetic field. This issue occurs both in the Alfven and magneto-sonic waves

and stems from the competition between two small quantities involved in the solutions that

are the momentum and the trigonometric functions representing the spatial anisotropy in

MHD, i.e., a cosine function in the present convention. When the cosine becomes small near

the right angle, we found that the higher-order terms in the small-momentum expansion

diverge, spoiling the small-momentum expansion. The breakdown of the small-momentum

expansion can be a general issue emerging in anisotropic systems. We provided alternative

expressions of the solutions based on the small-cosine expansion in Eqs. (4.6) and (4.20)

that work accurately near the right angle as shown in Figs. 1 and 2.

Lastly, we investigated the issues of causality and stability in the first-order relativistic

MHD based on the analytic solutions. We showed that the Alfven and magneto-sonic

velocities are less than the speed of light and that the first-order corrections always act

as damping effects in the fluid rest frame. As mentioned in Sec. 5.3, these conditions

are, however, not sufficient for the covariant stability, i.e., the stability in all the Lorentz

frames. The main and general reason is that dissipative hydrodynamics exhibits acausal

propagation across the forward light cone. Such acausal signals can be observed as unstable

modes in the spacelike regions, indicating an imtimate connection between the issues of

causality and stability. So far, the method of moment expansion, which leads to the Israel-

Stewart theory, has been invoked in Refs. [74, 75] to formulate causal and stable MHD

(see also Ref. [37] for a review). It is yet left as an open question to formulate covariantly

stable MHD based on the magnetic-flux conservation (cf. Sec. 2). Other future works

include computation of the transport coefficients (see [76–86] for recent studies). These

developments will promote further numerical studies [1–5].
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A inequalities

A.1 Inequalities for the Alfven and magneto-sonic velocities

We assume that the equations of state satisfy the inequalities 0 ≤ cs ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ vA ≤ 1

as stated in Eqs. (5.1) and (5.2). Then, we show that the velocities of the magneto-sonic

– 21 –



waves (4.9) satisfy the inequalities (5.3), i.e.,

0 ≤ v2 ≤ cs ≤ v1 ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ v2 ≤ vA ≤ v1 ≤ 1. (A.1)

Here, the relative magnitude between cs and vA is not assumed.

It is easy to show that V2 ≥ 0 by comparing the magnitudes of the two terms in V2 as

(c2s + v2A)
2 − (c2sv

2
A sin2 θ)2 = c4s + v4A + c2sv

2
A(2− c2sv

2
A sin4 θ) ≥ 0. (A.2)

Then, it is obvious that v1,2 ≥ 0.

Next, we show that v1,2 ≤ 1. Comparing the two sides, one finds that

(2− V2)2 −
√

V4 − 4v2Ac
2
s cos

2 θ
2

= −4(1− v2A)(1− c2s) ≤ 0. (A.3)

Note also that 2 − V2 = (2 − c2s − v2A) + c2sv
2
A sin2 θ ≥ 0. Then, one can conclude that

v1,2 ≤ 1.

Lastly, we show the relative magnitudes of v1,2 to cs and vA. The difference between

v1,2 and cs reads

c2s − v21,2 = (c2s −
1

2
V2)∓ 1

2

√
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ. (A.4)

The relative magnitudes of the two terms is examined as

1

22
(
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ
)
− (c2s −

1

2
V2)2 = (−v2A cos2 θ − c2s + V2)c2s

= (1− c2s)v
2
Ac

2
s sin

2 θ

≥ 0. (A.5)

Therefore, the sign of the difference in Eq. (A.4) is determined by that of the square-root

term regardless of the sign of the other term. Then, one can conclude that v2 ≤ cs ≤ v1.

By the same token, one can examine the difference

v2A − v21,2 = (v2A − 1

2
V2)∓ 1

2

√
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ. (A.6)

The relative magnitudes of the two terms is examined as

1

22
(
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ
)
− (v2A − 1

2
V2)2 = (−c2s cos

2 θ − v2A + V2)v2A

= (1− v2A)v
2
Ac

2
s sin

2 θ

≥ 0. (A.7)

Then, one can conclude that v2 ≤ vA ≤ v1.

Following the above proof, we conclude the inequalities (5.3).
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A.2 Dissipative corrections in the fluid rest frame

The next-to-leading order solutions in the magneto-sonic modes (4.10) are obtained with

w1,2 given in Eq. (5.4). Here, we show that w1,2 ≥ 0 for the transport coefficients that satisfy

the inequalities (2.11) required by the second law of thermodynamics. In the following

discussion, one can forget about the positive overall factor like 1/(2(v21 − v22)) that is

irrelevant for examining the signs of w1,2.

We begin with the terms associated with the bulk viscosities ζ∥,⊥,×. Picking up these

terms from w1,2 in Eq. (5.4), we have

wζ
1,2 := s1,2ζ⊥ + t1,2ζ∥ + uζ× , (A.8)

where

s1,2 = ∓(c2s cos
2 θ − v21,2) sin

2 θ, t1,2 = ∓
V2 − v21,2 − c2s cos

2 θ

1− v2A
cos2 θ,

u = ±2c2s cos
2 θ sin2 θ. (A.9)

One can show that s1,2 ≥ 0 and t1,2 ≥ 0 as we will see later. Assuming these positivities

for the moment, one finds that

wζ
1,2 ≥ 2

√
s1,2t1,2ζ∥ζ⊥ + uζ× . (A.10)

Further examining the relative magnitude of the two terms on the right-hand side, we have

4s1,2t1,2ζ∥ζ⊥ − (uζ×)
2 ≥ (4s1,2t1,2 − u2)ζ2× = 0 , (A.11)

where we used the inequality from the thermodynamic constraint (2.11) and the explicit

forms of s, t, u that, in both cases, lead to (4s1,2t1,2−u2) = 0. Therefore, one can conclude

that wζ
1,2 ≥ 0 as long as s1,2, t1,2 ≥ 0 irrespective of the sign of u.

To show that s1,2 ≥ 0, one can arrange it with the explicit forms of v21,2 as

s1,2 = ∓
(
c2s cos

2 θ − 1

2
V2
)
+

1

2

√
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ. (A.12)

As for t1,2 ≥ 0, one can focus on the numerator

(1− v2A)t1,2 = ∓(V2 − v21,2 − c2s cos
2 θ)

= ±
(
c2s cos

2 θ − 1

2
V2
)
+

1

2

√
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ. (A.13)

In both cases, one can show that the square-root term is always larger than the absolute

value of the first term, that is,

1

22
(V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ)− (c2s cos
2 θ − 1

2
V2)2 = −c2s cos

2 θ(v2A + c2s cos
2 θ − V2)

= c4s sin
2 θ cos2 θ(1− v2A)

≥ 0. (A.14)
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Therefore, we have shown that s1,2 ≥ 0 and t1,2 ≥ 0, and accordingly that wζ
1,2 ≥ 0.

We have three remaining terms associated with η′∥, ρ
′
⊥, η

′
⊥. The last one η

′
⊥ only appears

with ζ ′⊥ in Eq. (5.4), so that we have already shown the positivity of this term just above.

We examine the remaining two terms below. The coefficients in front of ρ′⊥ is arranged as

∓1

1− v2A

[
(1− v2A)(c

2
s − v21,2) + (1− v21,2)v

2
Ac

2
s sin

2 θ
]
. (A.15)

According to the inequalities (A.1) for the velocities, the right-hand side is semi-positive

definite for v2. As for v1, one can arrange the expression between the square brackets as

(1− v2A)(c
2
s − v21)− (1− v21)v

2
Ac

2
s sin

2 θ

= c2s(1− v2A + v2A sin2 θ)− v21J

=
[
c2s(1− v2A + v2A sin2 θ)− 1

2
V2J

]
− J

2

√
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ, (A.16)

where J = 1 − v2A + v2Ac
2
s sin

2 θ. Comparing the magnitudes of the two terms, one finds

that[ J
2

√
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ
]2

−
[
c2s(1− v2A + v2A sin2 θ)− 1

2
V2J

]2
= v2Ac

2
s(1− v2A)(1− c2s)

2 sin2 θ

≥ 0 . (A.17)

This means that the sign of the left-hand side in Eq. (A.16) is determined by that of the

square-root term, which is negative. Therefore, for both w1,2, one can conclude that the

coefficients in front of ρ′⊥ are semi-positive definite in Eq. (A.15).

Lastly, the coefficients in front of η′∥ in Eq. (5.4) can be arranged as

±1

1− v2A

[
(1− v2A cos2 θ)v21,2 − {(1− v2A)c

2
s cos

2(2θ) + v2A sin2 θ}
]
. (A.18)

Inserting the explicit forms of v1,2, we have

(1− v2A cos2 θ)v21,2 − {(1− v2A)c
2
s cos

2(2θ) + v2A sin2 θ} = K1,2 + L. (A.19)

where

K1,2 = ±1

2
(1− v2A cos2 θ)

√
V4 − 4v2Ac

2
s cos

2 θ, (A.20a)

L =
1

2
(1− v2A cos2 θ)V2 − (1− v2A)c

2
s cos

2(2θ)− v2A sin2 θ, (A.20b)

where the upper and lower signs from v1,2 are for K1 and K2, respectively. Examining the

relative magnitude of the two terms, one finds that

K2
1,2 − L2 =

1

4
(1− v2A) sin

2(2θ)
{
v2A − c2s(2− v2A) cos(2θ)

}2 ≥ 0. (A.21)

This inequality, together with (1−v2A cos2 θ) ≥ 0, means that the overall signs in Eq. (A.19)

are determined by that of K1,2. Then, one can conclude that the coefficients in front of η′∥
are semi-positive definite for both w1,2.

– 24 –



From the above, we conclude that the magneto-sonic modes (4.10) are damped out

by the semi-positive damping factor w1,2 given in Eq. (5.4). We emphasize that the semi-

positivity of w1,2 has been shown irrespective of the sign of ζ ′× as long as the transport

coefficients satisfy the inequalities (2.11), none of which specifies the sign of ζ ′×.
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