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We argue that the ratio between the shear viscosity and the shear relaxation time, η/τπ, should
be defined as a thermodynamic quantity obtained from the equal-time symmetric correlator of the
shear-stress tensor. In kinetic theory, we show that this ratio does not depend on the type of
interaction. Similarly, an exact expression for this ratio is obtained for holographic gauge theories.
We also determine how stochastic fluctuations change η/τπ in transient relativistic hydrodynamics
and show that thermal fluctuations do not spoil causality and stability.

INTRODUCTION

Relativistic fluid dynamics is widely applied in high-energy nuclear physics to describe the hot and dense nuclear
matter produced in ultra-relativistic heavy ion collisions [1–3] as well as the highly compressed baryonic matter that
is produced in neutron star mergers [4]. These studies aim to understand how the thermodynamic and transport
properties of QCD matter change when subjected to extreme temperatures, pressures, and external fields (e.g.,
gravitational and electromagnetic fields). Such investigations have also considerably improved our understanding of
relativistic fluid dynamics itself [5], which can display qualitative differences from its non-relativistic counterpart,
the traditional Navier-Stokes theory [6]. In fact, the generalization of the Navier-Stokes equations to the relativistic
domain proposed by Eckart [7] and Landau and Lifshitz [6] display acausal behavior [8] which, when combined with
dissipation, invariably implies that its global equilibrium state is unstable against small perturbations [9–11], a general
result explained in [12].
Fluid-dynamical theories for relativistic fluids that can be linearly causal and stable when perturbed around global

equilibrium were first proposed by Israel and Stewart in the 1970s [13, 14]. In this type of theory, the dissipative
currents such as the shear-stress tensor, πµν , are not determined by constitutive relations, which to first order in
derivatives set πµν = 2ησµν [6, 7], where η is the shear viscosity and σµν is the shear tensor. Instead, the dissipative
currents satisfy additional equations of motion that describe how they may relax to their corresponding Navier-Stokes-
like constitutive relations. A novel set of transport coefficients determines the time scale over which this relaxation
process occurs: the relaxation times1. Neglecting other dissipative sources but shear viscosity, causality and stability
in the linear regime around equilibrium require that the corresponding shear relaxation time τπ is non-negative and
cannot be arbitrarily small compared to the viscous attenuation length η/(ε+P ) [20], where ε is the rest-frame energy
density and P is the thermodynamic pressure.
Relaxation times thus play an essential role in relativistic viscous fluid-dynamical frameworks [5] and their appli-

cations [1]. Nevertheless, the microscopic origin and interpretation of the relaxation time in relativistic fluids are
still somewhat controversial [21]. As a matter of fact, while the shear viscosity is determined unambiguously from
the retarded Green’s function via Kubo formulas [22], the relaxation time in causal and stable theories can still be
interpreted in several different forms. The microscopic origin of the relaxation time was discussed in Ref. [23] where it
was proposed that τπ should be generally determined by the slowest, purely imaginary and stable non-hydrodynamic

pole of retarded correlators in Fourier space. This interpretation was motivated by general properties of kinetic sys-
tems [23] and later played a role in the development of the DNMR formalism [24]. Another common interpretation
advocated in [25] is that τπ can be obtained from a Kubo formula derived from the series expansion of retarded
correlators in the infrared. In general, these different prescriptions do not give the same value for the relaxation time
coefficient [23]. Furthermore, both approaches have relevant shortcomings.
Determining τπ from the slowest non-hydrodynamic pole [23] makes sense, in principle, if the non-hydrodynamic

sector is strictly not gapless. However, there are examples where the correlator of the shear-stress tensor has a branch
cut extending all the way down to zero frequency, such as in weakly coupled λφ4 theory [26–28]. In fact, it has
been recently proven in [29] that the non-hydrodynamic sector is gapless in any relativistic kinetic theory whose

1 In the BDNK formalism [15–19], relaxation time coefficients may be defined in terms of hydrodynamic frame dependent coefficients,
which effectively parametrize the non-hydrodynamic sector and our ignorance about the UV properties of the underlying microscopic
theory.
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scattering cross-section vanishes at large energies. On the other hand, the determination of τπ from a Kubo formula
via a gradient expansion [25, 30, 31] does not exclude cases where τπ < 0 [32], which is problematic from the point
of view of causality and stability of the corresponding hydrodynamic theory. Additionally, it is known that thermal
fluctuations generate an ω3/2 term (where ω is the frequency) in the retarded Green’s function in Fourier space [33–36],
which makes the series nonanalytic at ω = 0 and formally implies that the τπ defined via a Kubo formula diverges
[35]. This was interpreted at the time as signaling the breakdown of second-order relativistic hydrodynamics [35].
Another consequence of this finding is that the fate of causality and stability in stochastic relativistic fluids was left
hanging in the balance, as the very parameter that controlled such properties apparently became ill-defined due to
the inexorable backreaction of the fluctuations present in a thermal medium.

Motivated by the discussion above and other recent works [21, 37, 38], in this paper, we reassess the microscopic
interpretation of the relaxation time in transient relativistic fluid dynamics. We show how η/τπ can be defined as a
thermodynamic quantity given by the equal-time correlator of the shear-stress tensor computed in linear response.
This prescription for η/τπ can remain meaningful even if the non-hydrodynamic sector is gapless. In addition, η/τπ
defined in this form acquires purely thermodynamic meaning, being thus directly computable at weak coupling using
kinetic theory, strong coupling using holography, and also, in principle, on the lattice. We further determine the
backreaction of thermal fluctuations on η/τπ and η to find how the τπ defined using our new prescription is changed
at one loop order. Since our prescription differs from the one used in [35], τπ remains meaningful in the presence of
fluctuations even when ω → 0. Finally, we show that thermal fluctuations preserve the causality and stability lower
bound on η/τπ.

Definitions: We use a mostly minus Minkowski metric ηµν with coordinates xµ = (t,x) and natural units ~ = c =

kB = 1. The Fourier transform of a field, A(x), is always depicted as Ã(q). We adopt the following convention for
the Fourier transform,

Ã(q) =

∫

d4x exp (−iqµx
µ)A(x), (1)

A(x) =

∫

d4q

(2π)4
exp (iqµx

µ)Ã(q). (2)

The projection operator onto the subspace orthogonal to a unitary 4-vector uµ is defined as, ∆µν = gµν − uµuν . The
double, traceless, and symmetric projection operator is defined as,

∆µν
αβ =

1

2

(

∆µ
α∆

ν
β +∆µ

β∆
µ
α −

2

3
∆µν∆αβ

)

. (3)

Finally, the following notation is used for the traceless and symmetric projection of a rank-2 tensor, A〈µν〉 ≡ ∆µν
αβA

αβ .

NEW DEFINITION OF THE RELAXATION TIME

We consider a viscous fluid at zero chemical potential in 4-dimensional Minkowski spacetime with energy-momentum
tensor [6]

T µν = εuµuµ − P∆µν + πµν , (4)

where uµ is the 4-velocity (uµuµ = 1), and πµνuν = 0 and πµ
µ = 0. We use the Landau frame [6] and, for simplicity,

only shear viscosity effects are considered.

The dynamics of the fluid is defined by the conservation of energy and momentum, ∂µT
µν = 0, written here as

uµ∂µε+ (ε+ P ) ∂µu
µ + πµν∂µuν = 0 (5a)

(ε+ P )uλ∂λu
ν −∆νλ∂λP +∆ν

λ∂µπ
µλ = 0. (5b)

In transient fluid dynamics [14], the conservation laws are complemented with an additional hypothesis concerning
the nature of the shear-stress tensor. We follow Israel and Stewart [14, 39] and assume that πµν obeys a relaxation
equation

τπ∆
µν
αβu

λ∂λπ
αβ + πµν − 2ησµν +Oµν = 0, (6)
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where σµν = ∆µναβ∂αuβ is the shear tensor, and Oµν denotes higher-order nonlinear terms [24], which do not
contribute to linear response around equilibrium and are, thus, omitted. Causality and stability in the linear regime
provides the following simple constraint for the relaxation time [11, 20, 40, 41],

τπ ≥ 2
η

ε+ P
. (7)

In the nonlinear regime, where Oµν can contribute, causality conditions were obtained in [42].
To determine the relevant correlators, we assume the system is driven out of equilibrium by metric perturbations,

gµν = ηµν +hµν , that in principle can lead to disturbances on all the fluid-dynamical fields, {δε, δuµ, δπµν}. Since we
are solely interested in perturbations of the shear-stress tensor, we restrict ourselves to metric perturbations orthogonal
to uµ and traceless: uµhµν = ηµνhµν = 0. Finally, we further assume that unperturbed fluid is homogeneous and
isotropic.
For the sake of convenience, all our calculations will be performed in Fourier space, in terms of the Fourier trans-

formed fluid-dynamical perturbations {δε̃(q), δũµ(q), δπ̃µν (q)}. We then decompose the Fourier 4-momentum qµ in
terms of uµ,

qµ = Ωuµ + q
µ, (8)

where Ω ≡ uµq
µ and qµ ≡ ∆µ

ν q
ν . The linearized fluid-dynamical equations in Fourier space simplify dramatically,

Ωδε̃ = 0, Ωδũµ = 0, (9)

iΩτπδπ̃
µν + δπ̃µν = iηΩ∆µναβ h̃αβ , (10)

where we used that, up to first order in metric perturbations, uµδu
µ = 0 and uµδπ

µν = 0. As expected, we see from
the equations above that only the fluctuations of the shear-stress tensor become nontrivial.
The fluctuations of the energy-momentum tensor, δT̃ µν , can then be expressed as,

δT̃ µν = δπ̃µν − P h̃µν =
iΩη

1 + iΩτπ
∆µναβ h̃αβ −

P

ε+ P
h̃µν . (11)

Thus, the energy-momentum tensor fluctuations can be cast in the following form, typical of linear response theory,

δT̃ µν(q) =
1

2
G̃µναβ

R (q)h̃αβ(q), (12)

with the retarded Green’s function, G̃µναβ
R , defined as implied. The imaginary part of the retarded Green’s is then

identified as

Gµναβ = 2∆µναβ Ωη

1 + Ω2τ2π
= G (Ω)∆µναβ , (13)

where the Lorentz scalar G (Ω) is given by,

G (Ω) =
2Ωη

1 + Ω2τ2π
. (14)

The transport properties of the fluid related to the shear-stress tensor are contained in the spectral density G.
The usual expectation is that the behavior of the retarded Green’s function at low frequency will match those of
the underlying microscopic theory and determine the fluid-dynamical properties of the system. For instance, η, is
determined from the Kubo formula

2η ≡ lim
Ω→0

G (Ω, 0)

Ω
. (15)

As discussed previously, there are different prescriptions to determine the relaxation time. For instance, the relax-
ation time was investigated using the projection operator method [43]. In Ref. [23], the relaxation time is obtained
from the pole of the retarded Green’s function Gxyxy

R closest to the origin. Another possibility is to expand the
retarded Green’s function near the origin and define the relaxation time in terms of second derivatives Gxyxy

R [25, 30].
Naturally, in a fluid-dynamical framework, all these procedures lead to the same relaxation time. However, when
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applied to the retarded Green’s function of the underlying microscopic theory, these procedures yield different results
[23], with the setbacks discussed before.

In this work, we consider another definition for the relaxation time based on the following identity valid in transient
hydrodynamics, see (14),

1

τπ
≡

1

η

∫

dΩ

2π

G (Ω, 0)

Ω
. (16)

This is analogous to the f -sum rule discussed in [44]. We demonstrate that τπ defined in this way does not have the
setbacks discussed above and can be consistently extended to stochastic hydrodynamics. The integral in (16) is a
thermodynamic quantity, which is compatible with the phenomenological derivation of Israel-Stewart theory where
η/τπ can be understood as a thermodynamic susceptibility associated with shear stress [37, 39, 45–47].

The relaxation time defined in (16) can be calculated exactly in kinetic theory, where the retarded Green’s function
is obtained with linear response theory due to metric perturbation – the details can be found in the Appendix. The
integral in the right-hand side of (16) is then evaluated to be,

∫

dΩ

2π

G (Ω, 0)

Ω
=

1

10T

∫

d3k

(2π)3k0
f0k(1 + af0k)E

−1
k

k〈µ kν〉k
〈µ k ν〉, (17)

where kµ = (k0,k) is the particle’s 4-momentum, Ek = uµk
µ, and f0k is the equilibrium distribution, with a = +(−)

for bosons (fermions), and a = 0 for classical statistics. This result is universal in kinetic theory and does not depend
on the type of interactions. For massless particles, τπ simplifies considerably and is universally given by,

τπ = 5
η

ε+ P
, (18)

In particular, this holds for massless λφ4 scalar theory, which possesses gapless non-hydrodynamic modes [26–29].
Coincidentally, this is also the expression traditionally derived from kinetic theory using the method of moments
combined with the 14-moment approximation [23, 24]. It is interesting to note that the relaxation time calculated in
kinetic theory for massless particles using the alternative prescription via the gradient expansion [25] is not universal,
though it was shown to satisfy the inequality τπ ≥ 5η/(ε+ P ) [48].

We also note that the integral in (16) also appeared in the so-called shear spectral sum rule derived in [49] using
linear response in the context of holographic strongly coupled gauge theories. In this case, vacuum contributions must
be subtracted when calculating the spectral function, which is a nontrivial procedure in gauge theories; see also [50].
The vacuum-subtracted result obtained in [49] is (using our notation),

∫

dΩ

2π

G (Ω, 0)

Ω
=

2ε

5
, (19)

which is valid for all strongly coupled gauge theories with a gravity dual for which η/s = 1/4π [51]. Thus, using the
new definition of τπ proposed here, one obtains the following universal relaxation time for this class of microscopic
theories,

τπ =
10

3

η

ε+ P
=

10

6

1

2πT
, (20)

which obeys the causality and stability bound. On the other hand, the relaxation time calculated using Kubo formulas
derived within a gradient expansion is not universal in holography. In N = 4 super Yang-Mills at infinite t’Hooft
coupling and number of colors, one finds τBRSSS

π = (2 − ln 2)/(2πT ) [25]. Additionally, we also note that Ref. [50]
investigated the shear sum rule in pure glue gauge theory on the lattice, showing that, in principle, similar calculations
of η/τπ could be done in QCD.

Finally, the integrals of the spectral function in Eqs. (17) and (19) diverge in Navier-Stokes theory. This implies
that Navier-Stokes theory can never describe this thermodynamic susceptibility. The crucial question that one may
pose is whether a hydrodynamic theory should be able to describe this feature. By introducing a relaxation time, we
showed above that transient relativistic hydrodynamics can capture this property. This is a fundamental difference
between these two hydrodynamic formulations.
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EFFECT OF THERMAL FLUCTUATIONS

The backreaction of thermal fluctuations changes the spectral density G and, consequently, the values of η and
η/τπ. These corrections will be determined here using the symmetrized correlator of the shear stress tensor in
transient relativistic hydrodynamics with noise [37, 52, 53].
We consider the linearized version of (5a), (5b), and (6) around a global equilibrium state, with constant and

uniform energy density, ε, and 4-velocity, uµ, and a vanishing shear stress tensor, πµν = 0. A stochastic source term,
Sµν , leads to spacetime dependent fluctuations in the dynamical variables, δε(x), δuµ(x), and δπµν(x) which, to first
order in the fluctuations, obey uµδu

µ(x) = 0 and uµδπ
µν(x) = 0. The Gaussian noise term satisfies 〈Sµν(x)〉 = 0,

where 〈. . .〉 denotes the equilibrium average, and its 2-point correlation function is given by [54]

〈Sµν(x)Sαβ(x′)〉 = 4ηT∆µναβδ(4)(x− x′), (21)

where T is the background temperature.
The corresponding linearized versions of (5a), (5b), and (6) in the presence of noise define the following set of linear

inhomogeneous stochastic PDE’s,

uµ∂µδε+
4ε

3
∂µδu

µ = 0 (22a)

4ε

3
uλ∂λδu

ν −
1

3
∆νλ∂λδε+∆ν

λ∂µδπ
µλ = 0 (22b)

τπu
λ∂λδπ

µν + δπµν − 2ηδσµν = Sµν . (22c)

To simplify the calculations, here we set the equation of state to be P = ε/3.
The general solution for each of the stochastic fields {δε(x), δuµ(x), δπµν (x)} is the sum of a homogeneous part,

which quickly decays with time2, and a particular solution that depends on the stochastic source, which then defines
the long time behavior of correlation functions. In this work, we are interested in the long-time effects induced by
fluctuations and, thus, we assume that t/τπ ≫ 1, which allows us to safely keep only the particular solutions in the
following. Those can be most easily found in Fourier space, as we explain below.
We now compute the connected symmetrized correlators of the energy-momentum tensor. In particular, we are

interested in the correlations in the shear channel, which emerge from the symmetric and traceless projection of T µν ,

T 〈µν〉 = δπµν + (ε+ P )δu〈µ δu ν〉. (23)

The relevant correlation function has the following general form,

Gµναβ = 〈T 〈µν〉 (x) T 〈αβ〉 (x′)〉 − 〈T 〈µν〉 (x)〉〈T 〈αβ〉 (x′)〉 = G (x− x′)∆µναβ . (24)

Above, G(x−x′) is a Lorentz scalar function that completely characterizes the energy-momentum tensor correlations
in the shear channel and can be determined from its following projection,

G (x− x′) =
1

5
∆µναβG

µναβ =
1

5
〈δπµν (x) δπ

µν (x′)〉+
2

5
(ε+ P )2∆µναβ〈δu

µ (x) δuα (x′)〉〈δuν (x) δuβ (x′)〉, (25)

where we used the standard factorization 〈A1A2A3A4〉 = 〈A1A2〉〈A3A4〉+ 〈A1A3〉〈A2A4〉+ 〈A1A4〉〈A2A3〉 to simplify
the 4-point functions. The second term is a non-linear contribution to the correlation function in terms of 4-velocity
correlators. The Fourier transform of the scalar correlation function is given by,

G̃ (q) (2π)
4
δ4 (q + q′) =

1

5
〈δπµν (q) δπ

µν (q′)〉

+
2

5
(ε+ P )2∆µναβ

∫

d4pd4p′

(2π)8
〈δũµ (p) δũα (p′)〉〈δũν (q − p) δũβ (q′ − p′)〉, (26)

where we work with Fourier transformed fields {δε̃(q), δũµ(q), δπ̃µν (q)}.

2 This only holds if the theory is linearly causal and stable.
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Equations (22a)– (22c) can be solved in Fourier space, leading to the following leading-order expressions for the
shear-stress tensor and 4-velocity correlators,

〈δπ̃µν (q) δπ̃αβ (q′)〉 = 2ηT

[

4

3

(

Ω2 −
q2

3

)2

|Gsound(q)|
2

(

q̂
µ
q̂
ν +

1

2
∆µν

⊥

)(

q̂
α
q̂
β +

1

2
∆αβ

⊥

)

+
2∆µναβ

⊥

1 + τ2πΩ
2

(27)

−Ω2 |Gshear(q)|
2
(

∆µα
⊥ q̂

ν
q̂
β +∆µβ

⊥ q̂
ν
q̂
α +∆να

⊥ q̂
µ
q̂
β +∆νβ

⊥ q̂
µ
q̂
α
)]

(2π)
4
δ(4)(q + q′),

〈δũµ (q) δũν (q′)〉 =

[

4

3
Ω2 |Gsound(q)|

2
q̂
µ
q̂
ν − |Gshear(q)|

2
∆µν

⊥

]

2ηT q2

(ε+ P )
2 (2π)

4δ(4)(q + q′). (28)

Above, we defined the normalized wave-vector, q̂µ = qµ/q, and introduced the following retarded Green’s functions,

Gsound(q) =
1

(1 + iτπΩ)
(

Ω2 − q2

3

)

− 4
3 iτηΩq

2
, Gshear(q) =

1

(1 + iτπΩ)Ω− iτηq2
. (29)

We have checked that when τπ → 0, our symmetrized correlation functions reduce to the standard results obtained
using Navier-Stokes theory [22].
In the linear regime, only the shear-stress tensor correlator contributes, and we find that

G̃ (q) =
4ηT

5

(

Ω2 −
q2

3

)2

|Gsound(q)|
2
+

8ηT

5
Ω2 |Gshear(q)|

2
+

2

1 + τ2πΩ
2
. (30)

At vanishing wavenumbers, q = 0, the correlation function (30) simplifies to,

G̃(Ω, 0) =
4ηT

1 + τ2πΩ
2
. (31)

We note that G̃(Ω, 0) is directly related to the spectral density, G(Ω), calculated in the previous section via metric
perturbations, see Eq. (14),

G̃ (q) =
2T

Ω
G (q) . (32)

This is nothing but the fluctuation-dissipation relation [55, 56], and its recovery serves as a consistency check.
We now use the fluctuation-dissipation relation to re-express our definition of the transport coefficients as,

4ηT ≡ lim
Ω→0

G̃ (Ω, 0) ,
1

τπ
≡

1

2ηT

∫

dΩ

2π
G̃ (Ω, 0) . (33)

We note that the ratio η/τπ above is determined by the equal-time symmetric correlator of the shear-stress tensor.
The advantage of calculating transport coefficients using the symmetrized correlator, as in [35], is that incorporating
the leading order effects of hydrodynamic fluctuations becomes straightforward. This is done by simply considering
the nonlinear contributions to the correlation function from the 4-velocity correlators. In this case, the correlator at
vanishing q is given by the expression (computed in the local rest frame of the fluid),

G̃ (Ω, 0) =
4ηT

1 + τ2πΩ
2
+

256 (ηT )
2

135 (ε+ P )2

∫

dωd3p

(2π)4
p
4ω2 |Gsound(ω, p)|

2 (ω − Ω)2 |Gsound(ω − Ω, p)|2

+
56 (ηT )

2

15 (ε+ P )
2

∫

dωd3p

(2π)4
p
4 |Gshear(ω, p)|

2
|Gshear(ω − Ω, p)|

2

+
64 (ηT )

2

15 (ε+ P )
2

∫

dωd3p

(2π)4
p
4ω2 |Gsound(ω, p)|

2
|Gshear(ω − Ω, p)|

2
, (34)

where we used the leading order expression for the 4-velocity correlator,

〈δũµ (q) δũν (q′)〉 =

[

4

3
Ω2 |Gsound(q)|

2
q̂
µ
q̂
ν − |Gshear(q)|

2 ∆µν
⊥

]

2ηT q2

(ε+ P )2
(2π)4δ(4)(q + q′). (35)
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Corrections to the shear viscosity and relaxation time can be obtained by replacing (34) in (33). Performing the
frequency integrals exactly using the residue theorem and the momentum integrals with a hard UV cutoff Λ, one finds
the following leading-order expression for the shear viscosity,

ηLO = η +
17TΛ(ε+ P )

120π2η
, (36)

which reproduces3 the renormalization of the shear viscosity coefficient due to thermal fluctuations found in [35]. A
non-analytical contribution to G̃(Ω) is found at the next order in the expansion, recovering the well-known long-time
tail [34] term given by

G̃(Ω) ≈ 4TηLO −

[

7 +

(

3

2

)3/2
]

T 2(ε+ P )3/2

60πη3/2
Ω1/2, (37)

also found in [35]. This result illustrates the breakdown of the gradient expansion due to the backreaction of thermal
fluctuations. In fact, one can show that the corresponding non-analytical contribution to the full G̃xyxy

R leads to
an infrared divergent contribution [35] to the microscopic expression of the relaxation time computed via the Kubo
formula proposed in [25].
These issues will not appear when using the definition of relaxation time proposed in Eq. (33). In this case, thermal

fluctuations change η/τπ as follows:

η

τπ

∣

∣

∣

LO
=

η

τπ
+

TΛ3

6π2
. (38)

Given (36), the equation above implies that τπ as defined in our work is also renormalized by stochastic fluctuations.
We now verify if the renormalization of the transport coefficients spoils the causality condition (7), satisfied in the

absence of fluctuations. For this purpose, we calculate the effective energy density of the system in the presence of
fluctuations, defined from uµuν 〈T

µν〉 = ELO. Beyond leading order, the result is

ELO = ε+
4ηT

ε+ P

∫

dωd3p

(2π)4
p
2

[

2

3
ω2 |Gsound(ω, p)|

2 + |Gshear(ω, p)|
2

]

= ε+
TΛ3

2π2
. (39)

We can now determine

η

τπ(ε+ P )

∣

∣

∣

LO
=

η

τπ(ε+ P )



1 +
TΛ3

6π2(ε+ P )

1
(

η
τπ(ε+P )

)





[

1 +
TΛ3

2π2(ε+ P )

]−1

. (40)

One can see that η
τπ(ε+P )

∣

∣

∣

LO
never exceeds 1/2, if the corresponding tree-level result also respects this bound. This

suggests that the causality and stability properties of transient relativistic fluid dynamic theories are preserved once
the leading thermal fluctuation effects are considered. It would be interesting to extend the results of this work to
consider other sources of dissipation, such as bulk viscosity and diffusion [57].

CONCLUSIONS

Previous methods for determining the relaxation time from microscopic theories displayed intrinsic shortcomings
with and without the effect of thermal fluctuations. In this paper, we solve this problem by proposing another
prescription for computing the relaxation time: we demonstrated that η/τπ can be defined as a thermodynamic
quantity given by the equal-time correlator of the shear-stress tensor computed in linear response. This allowed us to
obtain an exact expression for η/τπ in kinetic theory that is universal, i.e., it is independent of the type of interactions.
Similarly, an exact and universal expression for the relaxation time was obtained for holographic gauge theories using
the so-called shear-spectral sum rule derived in Ref. [49]. In both cases, the resulting relaxation times lead to causal
and stable theories of transient hydrodynamics.

3 In these calculations, one assumes Λη/(ε+ P ) ≪ 1, as in [35].
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We further investigated our new definition of the relaxation time in stochastic transient hydrodynamics. In contrast
to previous methods, we demonstrated that our prescription for η/τπ remains meaningful even when considering
the backreaction of thermal fluctuations. As a matter of fact, we calculated the leading corrections to η and τπ
for a stochastic transient theory of relativistic hydrodynamics. We showed that thermal fluctuations preserve the
causality and stability lower bound on η/τπ in our prescription. This suggests that stochastic transient relativistic
hydrodynamics is a renormalizable theory.
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APPENDIX

We consider a relativistic dilute gas in global equilibrium with an inverse temperature β = 1/T , a thermal potential
α = µ/T , and a 4-velocity uµ. This system is then driven out of equilibrium by metric perturbations, hµν ,

gµν = ηµν + hµν , (41)

with ηµν being the Minkowski metric. For the sake of convenience, we consider homogeneous metric perturbations,
with only the following non-vanishing components in the local rest frame of the system, hxy (t) = hyx (t) 6= 0. In
the laboratory frame, such metric perturbations can be shown to be orthogonal to uµ, uµhµν = 0, and traceless,
ηµνh

µν = 0. This type of perturbation will not modify the temperature, chemical potential and 4-velocity of the
system, leading solely to fluctuations of the shear-stress tensor, πµν .
The dynamics of a relativistic dilute gas is determined by the relativistic Boltzmann equation – an integro-differential

equation that describes the spacetime evolution of the local single-particle momentum distribution, f(t,x,k) ≡ fk.
The Boltzmann equation in curved space reads [58–62],

kµ∂µfk − kµkνΓi
µν

∂fk
∂ki

= C [fk] , (42)

with C [fk] being the collision term, kµ the particle 4-momenta, and Γλ
µν the Christoffel symbols

Γλ
µν =

1

2
gλα (∂µgαν + ∂νgαµ − ∂αgµν) . (43)

The metric perturbations will naturally modify the single-particle distribution function, which we write in the
following general form,

fk ≡ f0k

(

1 + f̃0kφk

)

, (44)

with f0k being the global equilibrium distribution,

f0k ≡
1

exp (βgµνuνkµ − α)− a
, (45)

and a = +(−) for bosons (fermions) or a = 0 when quantum statistics is disregarded. We also defined the quantity
f̃0k ≡ 1 + af0k. The function φk quantifies the deviations from global equilibrium and will be calculated in the
remainder of this section in the linear regime.
The linearized Boltzmann equation is obtained by disregarding any contribution that is quadratic or of a higher

power in metric fluctuations. The result is,

k̂µ∂µφk − βk̂µ∂µ
(

u0δk
0
)

+ βuλk̂
µk̂νδΓi

µν

∂k̂λ

∂ki
= −L̂φk, (46)

with L̂ being the linearized collision operator (in flat space) and δΓλ
µν being the linearized Christoffel symbol,

δΓλ
µν ≡

1

2
ηλα (∂µhαν + ∂νhαµ − ∂αhµν) . (47)

We further defined the fluctuation of the particle’s energy up to first order in metric perturbations, as

δk0 ≡ k0 − k̂0 = −
1

2k̂0
k̂αk̂βhαβ , (48)

where we introduced the following notation for the 4-momentum in flat space,

k̂µ ≡

(

√

|k|
2
+m2,k

)

. (49)

Finally, we remark that L̂ is a linear operator that vanishes when applied to quantities that are conserved in microscopic
collisions, e.g. L̂k̂µ = 0.
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Using Eqs. (47) and (48), we can simplify the linearized Boltzmann equation and recast it in the following form:

k̂λ∂λφk −
β

2
k̂〈α k̂ β〉uλ∂λhαβ = −L̂φk, (50)

where we also used the following result,

uλ
∂kλ

∂ki
= −

u0

k0
ki + ui. (51)

To write (50) in this form, we used that the metric perturbations are orthogonal to uµ and traceless. In Fourier space,
Eq. (50) becomes

(

iqλk̂
λ + L̂

)

φ̃k =
iβ

2
Ωk̂〈α k̂ β〉h̃αβ , (52)

with Ω ≡ uλk̂
λ being the frequency in the local rest frame of the system. We note that terms ∼ k〈µ k ν〉 are not zero

modes of L̂ and, thus, the operator iqλk̂
λ + L̂ can be inverted in this subspace. The particular solution for φ̃k can

then be cast in the following simple form,

φ̃k =
β

2

iΩ

iqλk̂λ + L̂
k̂〈α k̂ β〉h̃αβ . (53)

The kinetic expression for the energy-momentum tensor is,

T µν =

∫

dKkµkνfk, (54)

where dK ≡ d3k/[(2π)3k0]. Using the solution for the single-particle distribution found in the previous section, the
energy-momentum tensor fluctuations can be cast in the following form,

δT̃ µν =
1

2
G̃µναβ

R h̃αβ , (55)

and we identify the retarded Green’s function as

G̃µναβ
R = β

∫

dKf0kf̃0kk̂
µk̂ν

iΩ

iqλk̂λ + L̂
k̂〈α k̂ β〉 + contact terms, (56)

where we assume that qµ ∈ R. For the sake of convenience, we define the imaginary part of this Green’s function,

Gµναβ ≡ Im G̃µναβ
R = β Im

∫

dKf0kf̃0kk̂
µk̂ν

iΩ

iqλk̂λ + L̂
k̂〈α k̂ β〉. (57)

We note that the contact terms mentioned in Eq. (56) have no imaginary part and do not contribute to Gµναβ .
We now decompose the Fourier 4-momentum, qµ, in terms of its components parallel and orthogonal to the 4-

velocity, uµ,

qµ = Ωuµ + q
µ = Ωuµ + qq̂

µ, (58)

where qµ = ∆µνqν , q̂
µ = qµ/q, and qµq

µ = −q2. We note that for a static equilibrium state, uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), Ω = ω
and qµ = (0,q). We remark that all the following calculations will be performed in the limit of vanishing wavenumber,
q → 0. In this case, the imaginary part of the retarded Green’s function can be expressed in the straightforward form,

Gµναβ (Ω, 0) = β Im

∫

dKf0kf̃0kk̂
〈µ k̂ ν〉 iΩ

iΩEk + L̂
k̂〈α k̂ β〉 ≡ G (Ω)∆µναβ , (59)

where we defined the energy in the local rest frame of the system, Ek ≡ uµk
µ, and introduced the Lorentz scalar

function,

G (Ω) =
β

5
Im

∫

dKf0kf̃0kk〈µ kν〉
iΩ

iΩEk + L̂
k〈µ k ν〉. (60)
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The integral over momentum defined above exists and, thus, can be, in principle, exchanged with the operation of
taking the imaginary part. Before doing so, we rewrite the expression for G factorizing Ek from the denominator and
defining the operator D̂ ≡ E−1

k
L̂,

G (Ω) =
β

5
Im

∫

dKf0kf̃0kk〈µ kν〉
iΩ

iΩ+ D̂
E−1

k
k〈µ k ν〉. (61)

We then take the imaginary part of the integrand4, to find

G (Ω) =
β

5

∫

dKf0kf̃0kk〈µ kν〉
Ω

Ω2 + D̂2
D̂(E−1

k
k〈µ k ν〉). (62)

The transport properties of a fluid related to the shear-stress tensor fluctuations emerge from G. For instance, the
shear viscosity coefficient, η, is determined from the vanishing frequency limit of the ratio G (Ω) /Ω,

2η = lim
Ω→0

G (Ω)

Ω
=

β

5

∫

d3k

(2π)
3
k̂0

f0kf̃0kk〈µ kν〉
1

L̂
k〈µ k ν〉. (63)

Naturally, an actual value for the shear viscosity can only be obtained once the operator L̂ is specified, describing
a particular choice of interaction. Nevertheless, the calculation of the shear viscosity is often very complicated since
the linear operator L̂ must be inverted. This procedure must be carried out numerically in most cases. We note
that for massless and classical scalar fields self-interacting via a quartic potential, the spectrum of L̂ was determined
analytically in Ref. [63]. For instance, it was shown that k〈µ k ν〉 is an eigenfunction of L̂, i.e., L̂k〈µ k ν〉 = χk〈µ k ν〉.
The eigenvalue χ was determined exactly,

χ =
g expα

12π2β2
, (64)

where we further defined g = λ2/(32π), with λ being the coupling constant. For this interaction, the shear viscosity
can then be calculated analytically from the Kubo formula,

η =
β

10χ

∫

dK f0kk〈µ kν〉k
〈µ k ν〉 =

48

g
T 3. (65)

This result is identical to the shear viscosity calculated in [63], for the same system, which serves as a consistency
check.
Next, we calculate the integral over frequency of G (Ω) /Ω,

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

2π

G (Ω)

Ω
=

β

5

∫

dKf0kf̃0kk〈µ kν〉

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

2π

1

1 +
(

ΩL̂−1Ek

)2 L̂
−1k〈µ k ν〉. (66)

The integral over frequency can be calculated analytically using the relation,
∫

dΩ

π

1

1 + (Ωx)2
=

1

|x|
. (67)

We then obtain the final result,
∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

2π

G (Ω)

Ω
=

β

10

∫

dKf0kf̃0kk〈µ kν〉
1

L̂−1Ek

L̂−1k〈µ k ν〉 =
β

10

∫

dKf0kf̃0kE
−1
k

k〈µ kν〉k
〈µ k ν〉. (68)

The remarkable aspect of this expression is its universality: the collision operator exactly disappears from the expres-
sion, and this integral of the retarded Green’s function becomes a purely thermodynamic function. In the massless
limit, χ can be calculated explicitly in terms of the energy density and pressure,

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

2π

G (Ω)

Ω
=

ε+ P

5
. (69)

4 We use the traditional technique of multiplying the numerator and denominator of the integrand by −iΩ + D̂ so that the denominator
is real. This is possible since D̂ and Ω commute.
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In the main text, we argued that transient fluid dynamic theories satisfy this relation exactly, leading to a redefinition
of the shear relaxation time. In this case, we obtained the following expression for η/τπ,

1

τπ
=

1

η

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

2π

G (Ω, 0)

Ω
, (70)

with the shear viscosity being determined by the usual Kubo formula. In kinetic theory, we then obtain the universal
expression for the ratio η/τπ,

η

τπ
=

β

10

∫

dKf0kf̃0kE
−1
k

k〈µ kν〉k
〈µ k ν〉. (71)

In the massless limit, this leads to the following microscopic expression for the relaxation time,

τπ =
5η

ε+ P
. (72)
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