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We compute the linearised dispersion relations of shear waves, heat waves, and sound waves
in relativistic “matter+radiation” fluids with grey absorption opacities. This is done by solving
radiation hydrodynamics perturbatively in the ratio“radiation stress-energy”/“matter stress-energy”.
The resulting expressions ω=ω(k) accurately describe the hydrodynamic evolution for any k∈R.
General features of the dynamics (e.g., covariant stability, propagation speeds, and damping of
discontinuities) are argued directly from the analytic form of these dispersion relations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Every fluid is filled with a gas of thermal photons. Such photons must participate in the motion of the fluid, since
they can exchange energy and momentum with the other constituent particles. On Earth, the backreaction that
these photons exert on the motion of matter is usually small, and may be neglected. However, if one considers hotter
environments, such as stars (especially the most massive ones1), photons can become the main engine driving a flow.
The branch of fluid mechanics that studies the impact of thermal photons on the macroscopic motion of fluids is called
“radiation hydrodynamics”, and its applications span the whole field of relativistic astrophysics [2–11].

From a fundamental physics perspective, radiation hydrodynamics is also particularly interesting in that it is a hybrid
model, where matter is governed by fluid mechanics (relativistic or not), and radiation is governed by relativistic kinetic
theory [12]. Thus, solving the equations of radiation hydrodynamics requires solving the hydrodynamic equations for
the matter fields, coupled with the full Boltzmann equation for the radiation distribution function f(xα, pα), which
counts how many photons are found at a spacetime location xα and occupy a state with four-momentum pα [13,
§22.6]. This gives rise to a very rich phenomenology, which is usually not observed within hydrodynamics or ideal-gas
kinetic theory alone, but explicitly involves the combination of the two.
In this article, we study the collective excitations of radiation-hydrodynamic systems in full special relativity.

Specifically, we linearize the equations of motion about global equilibrium, and we compute the dispersion relations of
those quasi-normal modes that involve a fluctuation of the matter component. These are the so-called “hydrodynamic
modes” [14–20], and they are 5 in total, which can be classified as follows: 2 shear waves, 1 heat wave, and 2 sound
waves. We will show that, if (a) scattering is neglected, (b) the opacity is grey, and (c) the stress-energy tensor of
radiation is small compared to that of matter (e.g. R≲ 0.01, see footnote 1), then the linearised dispersion relations
are (ω=“frequency”+i× “growing rate”∈C, k=“wavenumber”∈R, τ =“photon mean free path”> 0):

Shear waves: ω(k) = −i
15Ds

2τ2
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2

3
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(kτ)2
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)
arctan(kτ)

kτ

]
, (1)

Heat waves: ω(k) = −i
3Dh

τ2

[
1− arctan(kτ)

kτ

]
, (2)

Sound waves: ω(k) = csk − i
15Ds

2τ2

[
1

3
− 1−icskτ

(kτ)2
+

(1−icskτ)
2

(kτ)3
arctan

(
kτ

1−icskτ

)]
, (3)

where Ds and Dh are two effective (radiation-induced) diffusivities, and cs is the sound speed of matter alone2. Then,
we will discuss the mathematical properties and physical implications of (1)-(3).
Some of the results of this article are not entirely new. For example, equation (2) for heat waves was computed

for the first time by Spiegel [21]. However, our work differs from the previous literature in two aspects. First, the
matter component is evolved self-consistently, and no dynamic constraint is assumed, while previous analyses make
restrictive assumptions on the flow. For example, Spiegel [21] holds the matter component at rest and, as a result, their
coefficient Dh is, strictly speaking, incorrect. Secondly, our treatment of both radiation and matter is fully relativistic.
This is especially important for sound waves, whose speed may become comparable to the speed of radiation itself.
Furthermore, in relativity, accelerations are sources of heat [22, 23], which increases the damping rate of sound waves.
Throughout the article, we work in Minkowski spacetime, with metric signature (−,+,+,+), and we adopt natural

units, such that c = ℏ = kB = 1. Greek indices run from 0 to 3 (with x0 = t), while Latin indices run from 1 to 3.

1 The dimensionless number that quantifies the importance of radiation-hydrodynamic effects in an astrophysical gas or plasma is the
ratio R = “Radiation pressure”/“Gas pressure” ∼ T 4/(nT ), where T is the temperature and n the gas number density (natural units
are adopted, so that c=ℏ=kB=1). For atmospheric air, one has R ∼ 10−11. In a star with mass M and composition µ, the ratio R is
related to Eddington’s β-parameter by the identity β = (1+R)−1, and we have R(1+R)3 ≈ 0.003µ4(M/M⊙)2 [1, §5.6].

2 Equation (3) is derived under the additional assumption that the isobaric thermal expansivity of the matter component vanishes.
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II. DERIVATION OF THE DISPERISON RELATIONS

In this section, we derive the dispersion relations (1)-(3) by solving the equations of radiation hydrodynamics.
As explained in the introduction, we are dealing with a “radiation+matter” fluid, i.e. an interacting mixture of two

distinct physical components: a material medium M with negligibly short mean free path, plus a radiation gas R of
photons with finite mean free path τ > 0.

A. The Matter (M) sector

The mediumM is an ideal fluid in local thermodynamic equilibrium (because its relaxation times are instantaneous),
with a well-defined flow velocity field uµ, and with thermodynamic fields {ρ, P, s, n, T, µ}, representing respectively
energy density, pressure, entropy density, baryon density, temperature, and baryon chemical potential. These fields
are related by usual thermodynamic identities, like the first law of thermodynamics, the Gibbs-Duhem relation, and
the Euler relation, respectively:

dρ = T ds+ µdn ,

dP = s dT + ndµ ,

ρ+P = Ts+ µn .

(4)

By assumption, the stress-energy tensor and baryon current associated with M are those of an ideal fluid:

Tµν
M = (ρ+P )uµuν + Pgµν ,

Jµ
M = nuµ .

(5)

B. The Radiation (R) sector

The kinetic state of the radiation component R is fully characterized by its invariant distribution function f(xα, pα)
[13], where pα is the photon four-momentum (with pαpα = 0). We assume that matter-radiation interactions occur
solely through the absorption and emission of photons by the medium M [see section I, assumption (a)]. Then,
recalling that M is in local equilibrium, the radiative Boltzmann equation for photons is given by [3, §92],

pµ∂µf =
pµuµ

τ
(f − feq) , (6)

where we recall that uµ is the flow velocity of the medium M . For simplicity, we make the standard “grey opacity”
assumption [see section I, assumption (b)], according to which τ is a constant, independent of pµ. Note that the
right-hand side of (6) can be divided into two parts. The part “pµuµf/τ” is the sink term describing absorption
processes, while the part “−pµuµfeq/τ” is the source term describing emission processes. As usual, the second term is
related to the first by the Kirchhoff-Planck relation [3, §72], according to which the source and the sink must cancel
out when radiation is in thermal equilibrium with matter, namely when f coincides with the Planckian distribution

feq =
1

e−βνpν − 1
(with βν = uν/T ) , (7)

where the field βν is the“inverse-temperature four-vector” [24–26] of the medium. The stress-energy tensor and baryon
current of radiation can be expressed in terms of the kinetic distribution function f as follows [3, §91][4, §6.3]:

Tµν
R = 2

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµpν f ,

Jµ
R = 0 .

(8)

The factor 2 in the definition of Tµν
R accounts for the spin degeneracy3. The baryon current Jµ

R of radiation vanishes
because the photon is its own antiparticle, and thus cannot carry conserved quantum numbers.

3 We define f as the average occupation number of single-photon states, and we assume that both spin polarizations have equal occupation.
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C. Linearised equations of motion

The dynamical degrees of freedom of radiation hydrodynamics are Ψ = {ρ, uµ, n, f}. Therefore, the conservation
laws ∂µ(T

µν
M +Tµν

R ) = 0 and ∂µ(J
µ
M+Jµ

R) = 0, plus the Boltzmann equation (6), are enough to fully determine the
evolution. We linearized all these equations of motion around a uniform equilibrium state with uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0),
ρ = const, n = const, and f = feq. The result is reported below:

ρ1 ∂tδρ+ (ρ+P )∂jδu
j +

∫
2d3p

(2π)3
pµ∂µδf = 0 , (9)

u1 (ρ+P )∂tδu
1 + ∂1δP +

∫
2d3p

(2π)3
p1

p0
pµ∂µδf = 0 , (10)

u2 (ρ+P )∂tδu
2 + ∂2δP +

∫
2d3p

(2π)3
p2

p0
pµ∂µδf = 0 , (11)

u3 (ρ+P )∂tδu
3 + ∂3δP +

∫
2d3p

(2π)3
p3

p0
pµ∂µδf = 0 , (12)

n1 ∂tδn+ n∂jδu
j = 0 , (13)

f1 τ

p0
pµ∂µδf + δf = feq(1+feq) p

νδβν , (14)

where “δΨ” is the linear perturbation to Ψ, and the boxes before the equations serve to keep track of which degree
of freedom is evolved by which equation. We search for solutions in the form of sinusoidal waves that propagate in

direction 1. This just means that we assume that all quantities have a spacetime dependence of the form ei(kx
1−ωt),

with k ∈ R and ω ∈ C. With this assumption, equation (14) reduces to

δf =
feq(1 + feq)p

νδβν

1− iωτ + ikτp1/p0
. (15)

Adopting the decomposition pµ = p0Ωµ, with Ω0 = ΩjΩj = 1, equations (9)-(13) become

ρ1 ωδρ− k(ρ+P )δu1 +
πT 5

15

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)Ωνδβν

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 , (16)

u1 ω(ρ+P )δu1 − kδP +
πT 5

15

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)Ω1Ωνδβν

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 , (17)

u2 ω(ρ+P )δu2 +
πT 5

15

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)Ω2Ωνδβν

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 , (18)

u3 ω(ρ+P )δu3 +
πT 5

15

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)Ω3Ωνδβν

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 , (19)

n1 δn

n
=

k

ω
δu1 , (20)

where we have evaluated the integral in the variable p0. The above equations are exact (within the model assumptions),
and they can be used to compute all the (gapless [18]) dispersion relations of radiation hydrodynamics. The integration
element d2Ω is the solid angle in spherical coordinates.
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D. Shear waves

Let us solve equations (16)-(20) for a transversal wave that fluctuates in direction 3, namely for a configuration such
that δu1 = δu2 = 0 ̸= δu3. Then, equation (20) immediately gives δn = 0. Furthermore, δβν = T−1(δT/T, 0, 0, δu3).
Therefore, we have

ρ1 ωδρ+
πT 4

15

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)(δT/T+Ω3δu3)

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 , (21)

u1 − kδP +
πT 4

15

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)Ω1(δT/T+Ω3δu3)

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 , (22)

u2 πT 4

15

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)Ω2(δT/T+Ω3δu3)

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 , (23)

u3 ω(ρ+P )δu3 +
πT 4

15

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)Ω3(δT/T+Ω3δu3)

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 . (24)

Equation (23) is an identity“ 0=0 ”due to the factor Ω2 (the second component of Ωj) in the integrand, which averages
to zero when integrated over the sphere. For a similar reason, the term Ω3δu3 averages to zero in equations (21) and
(22), which are simultaneously satisfied only when δT = 0 (which implies δρ=δP=0, since δn also vanishes). Hence,
we are left only with equation (24), where δu3 cancels out. Introducing the real dimensionless quantities Γ = −iωτ
and q = kτ , we obtain the following exact dispersion relation, expressed in an implicit form:

Γ +
2π2T 4

15(ρ+P )

[
2

3
+

1+Γ

q2
−
(
1+

(1+Γ)2

q2

)
1

q
arctan

(
q

1+Γ

)]
= 0 . (25)

This relation can be converted into an exact parametric expression {k(r), ω(r)}, see [27]. Here, we will examine the
limit of (25) when T 00

R /T 00
M ≪ 1 [see section I, assumption (c)], which will give us a simple formula for ω(k). To this

end, we first fix the value of q∈R\{0}, and treat it as a constant. Then, we define a small free parameter

λ =
2π2T 4

15(ρ+P )
∼ T 00

R

T 00
M

. (26)

This allows us to interpret Γ a function of λ, which may be Taylor expanded in λ, namely Γ(λ) = Γ(0)+λΓ′(0)+O(λ2).
To compute Γ(0) and Γ′(0), we only need to regard (25) as an implicit function F (λ,Γ(λ)) = 0. Setting λ = 0, we
immediately obtain Γ(0) = 0. Differentiating in λ at 0, we obtain

Γ′(0) = −∂λF (0, 0)

∂ΓF (0, 0)
= −

[
2

3
+

1

q2
−

(
1+

1

q2

)
arctan(q)

q

]
. (27)

Thus, we have an approximate formula for the frequency: ω = iλΓ′(0)/τ +O(λ2). Explicitly, this reads

ω = − i
2π2T 4

15(ρ+P )τ

[
2

3
+

1

(kτ)2
−
(
1+

1

(kτ)2

)
arctan(kτ)

kτ

]
+O(λ2)

= − i
4π2T 4

225(ρ+P )τ

[
(kτ)2 − 3(kτ)4

7
+

5(kτ)6

21
− ...

]
+O(λ2) ,

(28)

where the series in the second line converges for |kτ | < 1. Direct inspection of the first term of such series allows us
to read out the diffusion coefficient [28] of shear waves, namely

Ds =
4π2T 4τ

225(ρ+P )
, (29)

and this finally leads us to the formula we were looking for (note that Ds/τ ∼ λ):

ω = −i
15Ds

2τ2

[
2

3
+

1

(kτ)2
−

(
1+

1

(kτ)2

)
arctan(kτ)

kτ

]
+O(D2

s/τ
2) . (30)

We stress that this formula is a good approximation of kinetic theory for arbitrary values of k ∈ R.
We also remark that (1) coincides with the corresponding formula of [27]. This is reassuring, since the analysis of

[27] was based on a purely geometrical argument, while here we have solved all the equations explicitly.
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E. Heat waves

Let us now derive the dispersion relation of heat waves. To this end, we go back to the original system (16)-(20).
However, this time, we consider a longitudinal wave, i.e. a sinusoidal perturbation with vanishing tranversal velocities:
δu2 = δu3 = 0. Then, the fluctuation to the inverse-temperature four-vector is just δβν = T−1(δT/T, δu1, 0, 0), and
equations (18)-(19) become trivial identities “ 0=0 ” (again, the integrals vanish because the components Ω2 and Ω3

average to zero when integrated over all angles). With the aid of the first law of thermodynamics [13, 29]

δρ =
ρ+P

n
δn+ nT δs , (31)

where s is the specific entropy of the fluid component, we can rewrite the system (16)-(20) as follows:

ρ1 ω δs+
πT 3

15n

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)(δT/T+Ω1δu1)

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 , (32)

u1 ω(ρ+P )δu1 − kδP +
πT 4

15

∫
S2

(ω−kΩ1)Ω1(δT/T+Ω1δu1)

1−iωτ+ikτΩ1
d2Ω = 0 , (33)

n1 δn

n
=

k

ω
δu1 . (34)

This can be viewed as a system in the fluid variables {δs, δP, δu1}, if one recalls the thermodynamic identities [18]

δT

T
=

κp

ncp
δP +

δs

cp
,

δn

n
=

δP

c2s(ρ+P )
− Tκp

cp
δs , (35)

where cp, c
2
s and κp are respectively the specific heat at constant pressure, the adiabatic speed of sound squared, and

the isobaric thermal expansivity (a.k.a. expansion coefficient) of the matter component. Thus, introducing again the
dimensionless quantities Γ = −iωτ and q = kτ , and defining a new small parameter [see section I, assumption (c)]

ν =
4π2T 3

15ncp
∼ T 11

R

T 11
M

, (36)

we can rewrite the system (32)-(34) in the following (exact) form:

ρ1 Γ = −ν

∫ 1

−1

Γ+iqξ

1+Γ+iqξ

[
1 +

κp

n
δP + ξcpδu

1

]
dξ

2
, (37)

u1

[
1+

Γ2

c2sq
2

]
δP − Γ2

q2
Tκp

cp
(ρ+P ) = i

nTν

q

∫ 1

−1

(Γ+iqξ)ξ

1+Γ+iqξ

[
1 +

κp

n
δP + ξcpδu

1

]
dξ

2
, (38)

n1 δu1 = i
Γ

q

[
δP

c2s(ρ+P )
− Tκp

cp

]
, (39)

where we have employed the linearity of the equations to formally set δs = 1.4 Similarly to what we did in the
previous subsection, we fix the value of q ∈ R\{0} (which may be large), and consider the list of functions X(ν) =
{Γ(ν), δP (ν), δu1(ν)}. We expand all such functions to first order in ν, i.e. X(ν) = X(0) + νX ′(0) + O(ν2). The
zeroth order is straightforward: equation (37) gives Γ(0) = 0, equation (38) gives δP (0) = 0, and equation (39) gives
δu1(0) = 0, which is what we expect from a heat wave in an ideal fluid. At first order, we find

4 In this way, we are also forcing the system to give us the heat wave as our only solution. In fact, the system (32)-(34) possesses three
linearly independent solutions, where two solutions are sound waves, and the remaining one is the heat wave. In the limit as ν → 0,
the sound waves become adiabatic, and thus have δs = 0. Therefore, if we set δs = 1, and Taylor-expand the system for small ν, we
automatically rule out the sound waves.
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ρ1 Γ′(0) = −iq

∫ 1

−1

ξ

1+iqξ

dξ

2
= −

(
1− arctan q

q

)
, (40)

u1 δP ′(0) = −nT

∫ 1

−1

ξ2

1+iqξ

dξ

2
= −nT

q2

(
1− arctan q

q

)
, (41)

n1 δu1′(0) = −i
Tκp

qcp
Γ′(0) = i

Tκp

qcp

(
1− arctan q

q

)
. (42)

Thus, we finally obtain

ω = − i
4π2T 3

15ncpτ

[
1−arctan(kτ)

kτ

]
+O(ν2) = −i

4π2T 3

15ncpτ

[
(kτ)2

3
− (kτ)4

5
+ ...

]
+O(ν2) ,

δP = − 4π2T 4

15cp(kτ)2

[
1−arctan(kτ)

kτ

]
+O(ν2) = −4π2T 4

15cp

[
1

3
− (kτ)2

5
+ ...

]
+O(ν2) ,

δu1 = i
4π2T 4κp

15nc2pkτ

[
1−arctan(kτ)

kτ

]
+O(ν2) = i

4π2T 4κp

15nc2p

[
kτ

3
− (kτ)3

5
+ ...

]
+O(ν2) .

(43)

From the truncation of ω(k) at order k2, we obtain the formula for the diffusion coefficient of heat waves, which reads

Dh =
4π2T 3τ

45ncp
. (44)

Similar to the shear case, we see that Dh/τ ∼ ν. Thus, the small-ν expansion is equivalent to the expansion for small
Dh/τ , and we finally obtain

ω = −i
3Dh

τ2

[
1− arctan(kτ)

kτ

]
+O

(
D2

h/τ
2
)
, (45)

which is what we wanted to prove. Note that, in the formula for the diffusivity coefficient Dh, the specific heat cp
is at constant pressure, and not at constant volume5, which would otherwise be denoted by cv. This distinction is
important because we are dealing with fluids (where indeed heat propagates with cp [30, §50]), while it would be
irrelevant in solids [31, §32]. We also remark that the dispersion relation given above well approximates kinetic theory
for all values of k ∈ R, including the optically thin limit |kτ | ≫ 1.
For completeness, let us comment on the physical interpretation of the perturbations to P and u1 provided in (43).

The value of δP can be calculated using equation (38) alone, which is a rearrangement of (17). The latter is just the
conservation of linear momentum in the longitudinal direction, ∂tδT

01 + ∂1δT
11 = 0. Since the “acceleration” term

∂tδT
01 ∝ ωδu1 vanishes to first order in ν, equation (17) implies that the perturbations to fluid pressure δP and to

radiation pressure δPR balance each other, i.e. δT 11 = δP + δPR = 0, so that the composite matter-radiation system
is kept at rest, in agreement with the discussion of Landau and Lifshitz [30, §50]. Indeed, for small q, the radiation
gas is in local equilibrium with the fluid (i.e. the black-body formulas apply), and we have, to leading order in ν,

δP = −δPR = −δ

(
π2T 4

45

)
= −4π2T 4

45

δT

T
= −4π2T 4

45cp
, (46)

which agrees with the second line of (43), in the limit q → 0.
The value of δu1 was calculated from equation (39), which is a rearrangement of the continuity equation (13). The

reason for this small correction to the flow velocity is simple: While the fluid elements are kept at constant pressure
(to first order in ν), their specific entropy s changes over time due to heat diffusion. Thus, the baryon density n also
varies in time, forcing the fluid elements to expand and contract by an amount that is proportional to the following
thermodynamic coefficient:

1

n

∂n

∂s

∣∣∣∣
P

=
1

n

∂n

∂T

∣∣∣∣
P

∂T

∂s

∣∣∣∣
P

= −Tκp

cp
, (47)

which indeed appears in the formula for δu1, see equation (43).

5 As mentioned in the introduction, equation (2) is formally identical to the quasi-static radiation transport equation given in [21], which
is commonly reported in textbooks [3, §100]. However, our coefficient Dh differs from that of [21] by the presence of cp (instead of cv)
in the denominator. This difference arises from the fact that we are evolving the velocity perturbation δu1 self-consistently, while in the
standard literature one just sets δu1 = 0 to simplify the problem.
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F. Sound waves

We are only left with the problem of computing the dispersion relations of sound waves. Since these waves are
longitudinal, the relevant system of equations is again (32)-(34). To simplify the calculations, we assume that the
expansion coefficient κp vanishes (see footnote 2). Thus, δT/T = δs/cp and δn/n = δP/[c2s(ρ+P )]. Furthermore,
we use the linearity of the equations to set δP = 1, which allows us to rule out heat waves (see footnote 4). Then,
introducing again the small parameter λ defined in (26), and adopting the notation w = ωτ and q = kτ , we obtain

ρ1 δs = − λ

nTw

∫ 1

−1

(w−qξ)

1−iw+iqξ

[
(ρ+P )

δs

cp
+

ξw

c2sq

]
dξ , (48)

u1 w2 = c2sq
2 − λc2sq

∫ 1

−1

(w−qξ)ξ

1−iw+iqξ

[
(ρ+P )

δs

cp
+

ξw

c2sq

]
dξ , (49)

As we did in the previous subsections, we fix q ∈ R\{0}, and view δs and w as functions of λ. At λ = 0, we have
δs(0) = 0 and w(0) = ±csq. We consider the “+” case for clarity. Then, we can take the total derivative of (48) and
(49) with respect to λ. This allows us to compute δs′(0) and w′(0). Below, we report only the formula for the latter:

u1 w′(0) = q

∫ 1

−1

(ξ−cs)ξ
2

1+iq(ξ−cs)

dξ

2
= −i

[
1

3
− 1−icsq

q2
+

(1−icsq)
2

q3
arctan

(
q

1−icsq

)]
. (50)

Thus, if we write explicitly the Taylor expansion w(λ) = w(0)+λw′(0)+O(λ2), we finally obtain the desired equation,

ω = csk − i
15Ds

2τ2

[
1

3
− 1−icskτ

(kτ)2
+

(1−icskτ)
2

(kτ)3
arctan

(
kτ

1−icskτ

)]
+O(D2

s/τ
2) , (51)

where Ds is the diffusion coefficient of shear waves, defined in equation (29). Just like the previous dispersion
relations, also the formula above remains a valid approximation of photon kinetic theory at arbitrarily large kτ .
However, differently from the previous cases, we have made here the additional assumption that κp = 0, which means
that the matter component is assumed not to expand when its temperature is raised at constant pressure.
We remark that cs and Ds do not coincide with the speed of sound and damping coefficient of the sound waves. In

fact, if we truncate the dispersion relation (51) to second order in kτ , we indeed obtain the usual sound-type long-
wavelength expansion ω = ctots k − iDak

2 +O(k2), but ctots ̸= cs and Da ̸= Ds. The zeroth-order transport coefficient
ctots is actually the “conglomerate” speed of sound (i.e. the speed of sound of the composite “matter+radiation” fluid),
while the first-order transport coefficient Da is the diffusivity of acoustic waves. The explicit formulas are, respectively,

ctots = cs

(
1− 5Ds

2τ

)
,

Da =
Ds

2
(3 + 5c2s) .

(52)

Let us verify explicitly that ctots is indeed the conglomerate speed of sound that we would obtain from thermody-
namics alone, treating photons as “honorary material particles” [3]. To this end, we need to consider a composite
“matter+radiation” system in thermal equilibrium, whose energy, pressure, and entropy are the sums of the matter
and radiation parts, e.g. ρtot = ρ+T 00

R

(
feq(T )

)
. Then, with the aid of (31), (35), and (36), and defined the imperfect

differentials /dQ = Tnds and /dW = (ρ+P )dn/n, we find that

dρtot = (1+ν) /dQ+ /dW ,

dPtot = ν /dQ/3 + c2s/dW ,

Tndstot = (1+ν)/dQ− 5Ds/dW/τ ,

(53)

where we recall that κp=0 by assumption. Hence, the speed of sound of the composite fluid is (recall that Ds/τ∼λ)

ctots =

(
∂Ptot

∂ρtot

∣∣∣∣
stot

)1/2

=

(
c2s +

5νDs

3τ(1+ν)

1 + 5Ds

τ

)1/2
ν,λ→0
= cs

(
1− 5Ds

2τ

)
+O[(ν+λ)2] , (54)

which is what we wanted to prove.
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III. OPTICALLY THICK AND OPTICALLY THIN LIMITS

Now that the dispersion relations (1), (2) and (3) have been formally derived, let us discuss their limiting behavior
as kτ → 0 (“optically thick” limit) and kτ → ∞ (“optically thin” limit)6.

A. Optically thick limit of diffusive modes

We have already shown through equations (28) and (43) that, for small kτ , the dispersion relations of shear and
heat waves acquire the standard diffusive form ω = −iDk2 + O(k4τ4). Let us now confirm that the effective shear
viscosity η and the effective heat conductivity κ that one obtains in this limit agree with those provided by Weinberg
[6], who treated the whole “matter+radiation” system as an effective viscous fluid.
Let us first compute the shear viscosity coefficient η. To this end, we recall that the evolution equation of shear

waves in a relativistic viscous fluid (governed by relativistic Navier-Stokes [6, 22]) is

∂tδT
03 + ∂1δT

13 = (ρ+P )∂tδu3 − η∂2
1δu3 = 0 . (55)

We note that this has indeed the form of a diffusion equation, with shear diffusivity coefficient Ds=η/(ρ+P ) [6, §IId].
Thus, if we multiply both sides of (29) by ρ+P , we obtain an effective (Navier-Stokes-type) shear viscosity coefficient,

η =
4π2

225
T 4τ =

4

15
aT 4τ , (56)

where a = π2/15 is the usual radiation constant [32]. Equation (56) agrees with [6, 33, 34].
Let us now compute the heat conductivity coefficient κ. This time, it is enough to recall that the heat diffusivity

coefficient (as provided in textbooks [30, §50]) is Dh = κ/(ncp). Thus, multiplying both side of (44) by ncp, we obtain
the well-known formula for the radiative heat conductivity [35], in agreement with [6]:

κ =
4π2

45
T 3τ =

4

3
aT 3τ . (57)

B. Optically thick limit of sound modes

In section II F, we showed that, for small values of kτ , the dispersion relation of sound waves acquires the usual form
ω = ctots k− iDak

2+O(k3τ3), where ctots is the speed of sound of the total “matter+radiation” in local thermodynamic
equilibrium. Thus, to confirm that (3) has the expected optically thick limit, we only need to verify that the acoustic
diffusivity Da agrees with the (relativistic) Navier-Stokes prediction with the transport coefficients given in [6, 7]. It
can be easily verified that, when κp = 0, the acoustic diffusivity predicted by Navier-Stokes reads7

Da =
4
3η+ζ+Tc2sκ

2(ρ+P )
, (58)

where ζ is the bulk viscosity coefficient. Comparing (58) with (52), and invoking (56) and (57), we find that

ζ =
4π2

135
T 4τ =

4

9
aT 4τ , (59)

which agrees with the formula of [6, 7] since, in our fluid of interest,

∂Ptot

∂ρtot

∣∣∣∣
n

=
ν

3(1+ν)

ν→0−−−→ 0 , (60)

see equation (53). In conclusion, we confirm that, in the opticallly thick limit, radiation hydrodynamics reduces to
relativistic Navier-Stokes, and its transport coefficients {η, κ, ζ} are indeed those provided by Weinberg [6].

6 Here, the “optical thickness” refers to the geometry of the perturbation δΨ, and not that of the background state Ψ. In fact, the latter
is an infinite uniform fluid, so its optical thickness is infinitely large.

7 While the first two terms in the numerator of (58) are well-known, the third term is usually neglected. To see where it comes from,
consider that the perturbation to the momentum density is δT 01 = (ρ+P )δu1+δq1, where δq1=−κ(∂1δT+T∂tδu1) is the heat flux [36].
Since, in our case, δT ≈ 0 and ∂2

t ≈ c2s∂
2
x, we have that ∂tδT 01 ≈ (ρ+P )∂tδu1 − c2sTκ∂2

xδu
1, meaning that c2sTκ can be affectively

added to the bulk viscosity. Clearly, this is a purely relativistic effect. For more detials, see [6, Eq.s (2.55) and (2.57)]
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C. Optically thin limit of shear waves

If we take the limit of (1) as kτ → ∞, we obtain

ω(k) −→ −5iDs/τ
2 . (61)

We can explain this asymptotic behavior with the following simple model. Consider a periodic rectangular shear wave,
where layers with velocity δu3 alternate with layers with velocity −δu3. Suppose that at t = 0 the photons are in
thermal equilibrium with the medium (inside each layer). Then, suppose that they are released, and they travel at
the speed of light till time t ≈ τ , when they are absorbed by the medium. If kτ is large, the layers with alternating
velocity are very thin, compared to the distance traveled by the photons. Hence, the photons cross many layers before
being absorbed, and they roughly have 50 % probability of being absorbed by a layer that moves with velocity δu3

and 50 % probability of being absorbed by a layer that moves with velocity −δu3. This means that the part of the
fluid that moves with velocity δu3 loses half of its photons, and it receives half of the photons that were belonging to
the part of the fluid that moves with velocity −δu3. This leads to the following change in momentum density:

T 03(τ)−T 03(0) = −
(
Momentum of

photons lost

)
+

(
Momentum of

photons gained

)
= −1

2
(+T 03

R ) +
1

2
(−T 03

R ) = −T 03
R . (62)

Recalling that the parameter (26) is small, we have T 03 ≈ T 03
M = (ρ+P )δu3. Since the photons were initially in

thermal equilibrium with the medium, we have δT 03
R = 4aT 4δu3/3. Thus, dividing both sides of (62) by τ , we obtain

∂tδu
3 = −5

Ds

τ2
δu3 , (63)

which results precisely in the relaxation frequency (61). Equation (63) may be viewed as the “shear-wave analog” of
Newton’s law of cooling [3, §100].

D. Optically thin limit of sound waves

If we take the limit of (3) as kτ → ∞, we obtain

ω(k) −→ csk − 5iDs/(2τ
2) . (64)

To have an intuitive understanding of this behavior, we can invoke a similar model to the one we used for shear waves,
just replacing δu3 with δu1. Then, the calculation of the momentum exchange due to photons is the same as in the
previous subsection [equations (62) and (63)]. The only difference is that, now, the wave is longitudinal, and a change
in T 01 can also be caused by pressure gradients. Hence, equation (63) is now replaced by the following system:

∂tδP

ρ+P
+ c2s∂1δu

1 = 0

∂tδu
1 +

∂1δP

ρ+P
= −5

Ds

τ2
δu1 ,

(65)

where the first line is the continuity equation of baryons (with κp = 0). Combining these two equations, we obtain a
telegraph-type equation for the velocity:

∂2
t δu

1 + 5
Ds

τ2
∂tδu

1 = c2s∂
2
1δu

1 . (66)

The corresponding dispersion relations can be computed analytically. Recalling that we are working in the limit of
very large kτ , we obtain the desired dispersion relation,

ω(k) = ±csk − i
5Ds

2τ2
, (67)

which is exactly what we were looking for. Note that, while in the optically thick limit the group velocity of (3) is
the combined speed of sound ctots of matter+radiation, in the optically thin limit it is the speed of sound cs of matter
alone. This is because, at small kτ , matter and radiation are tightly coupled and oscillate together, while, at large
kτ , radiation effectively decouples and just spreads around uniformly, so that only matter oscillates.
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E. Optically thin limit of heat waves

If we take the limit of (2) as kτ → ∞, we get

ω(k) −→ −3iDh/τ
2 . (68)

Also here, there is a simple explanation. Consider a periodic rectangular heat wave, where layers with temperature
perturbation δT alternate with layers with temperature perturbation −δT . For simplicity, we set κp = 0, so thermal
expansion can be neglected. At t = 0, the photons are in local equilibrium with the fluid. As before, they then travel at
the speed of light till t ≈ τ , when they are absorbed. Again, if kτ is very large, the layers with alternating temperature
are very thin and the photons roughly have 50 % probability of being absorbed by a layer with temperature T + δT
and 50 % probability of being absorbed by a layer with temperature T−δT . This means that the part of the fluid
that has temperature T+δT loses half of its photons, and receives half of the photons coming from the part of the
fluid with temperature T−δT . The resulting change in entropy density is (entropy is conserved in the linear regime):

δs0(τ)−δs0(0) = −
(

Entropy of

photons lost

)
+

(
Entropy of

photons gained

)
= −1

2
(s0R + δs0R) +

1

2
(s0R − δs0R) = −δs0R . (69)

Recalling that the parameter (44) is small, we have s0 ≈ s0M = ns. Since the photons were initially in thermal
equilibrium with the medium, we have δs0R = δ(4aT 3/3) = 4aT 2δT . Thus, dividing both sides of (69) by τ , we obtain

∂tδs = −3Dhδs/τ
2 , (70)

which results precisely in the relaxation frequency (68). Equation (70) is just Newton’s law of cooling [3, §100].

IV. MATHEMATICAL DISCUSSION (DIFFUSIVE MODES ONLY)

A. Covariant stability of shear and heat waves

A dispersion relation ω(k):C→C is said to be“covariantly stable” if it cannot be Lorentz-transformed into a growing
Fourier mode [36, 37]. It was proven that ω(k) is covariantly stable if and only if Imω(k) ≤ |Im k| for all k complex
[38]. This is equivalent to requiring that the function G(q) = |Imq|−ReΓ(q) be non-negative for all choices of q ∈ C.
If we write q = qR+iqI , with qR, qI ∈ R, the quantity G is a function from R2 to R, whose explicit form is

Shear waves: G(qR, qI) = |qI |+ λRe

[
2

3
+

1

(qR+iqI)2
−
(
1+

1

(qR+iqI)2

)
arctan(qR+iqI)

qR+iqI

]
; (71)

Heat waves: G(qR, qI) = |qI |+ νRe

[
1− arctan(qR+iqI)

qR+iqI

]
. (72)

See Figure 1 for the 3D plots of these two functions. It turns out that, for shear waves, G is non-negative all the
way to λ ≳ 2.5. Thus, the dispersion relation (1) is covariantly stable also outside its formal regime of applicability.
Instead, for heat waves, G always becomes infinitely negative near q = ±i, meaning that (2) is not covariantly stable.

FIG. 1. Graph of the function G(qR, qI) according to equation (71) (left panel) and (72) (right panel), for λ=2.5 and ν=0.3.
The blue plane marks level 0. If the orange surface deeps below the plane, the dispersion relation is not covariantly stable.
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The fact that the dispersion relation for heat waves becomes unstable (in some boosted frame [38]) is a signal that,
for q ≈ ±i, our formal derivation of (2) breaks down. This is no surprise, since both (1) and (2) were derived assuming
that q was real. To understand the origin of the problem, consider again the integral in equation (37). If we set q = i,
and expand around Γ = 0, the denominator 1+Γ+iqξ becomes 1− ξ. When this happens, the integral diverges, since∫ 1

−1

dξ

1 + Γ− ξ
= ln(2+Γ)− ln Γ

Γ−→0−−−−→ +∞ . (73)

It follows that, when we look for an approximate solution of the system (37)-(39) with q = ±i, the equations
F (Γ, δP, δu1, ν)=0 are irregular at (0, 0, 0, 0), and the assumptions of the implicit function theorem do not hold.
Acknowledging that the dispersion relation (2) of heat waves is not covariantly stable should not prevent us from

using it. In fact, equation (2) remains a good approximation of kinetic theory whenever δs is a superposition of
modes with k ∈ R. More precisely: Equation (2) can be used to compute δs(t, x) for t > 0 whenever δs(0, x) has
a well-defined Fourier transform. Note that, since −3Dh/τ

2 ≤ Imω ≤ 0, the spatial profile of δs has a well-defined
Fourier transform at t > 0 if and only if it has a well-defined Fourier transform at t = 0.

B. Causality considerations

It was recently shown [39] that, in a dispersive (stable) system, there is no way to assign a notion of causality to
a single dispersion relation ω0(k). In fact, it was proven in [39] that (independently from the system’s details) the
collective excitation δΨ0(t, x) that propagates according to ω0(k) can never be localized, so it is not possible to define
a speed of propagation. For example, suppose that the collective excitation of interest is a heat wave, and we have
constructed an initial state such that the temperature perturbation δT (0, x) is contained within a finite region of
space. Then, the perturbation δY (0, x) to some other quantity Y (e.g., the heat flux) must cover the whole space.
Let us confirm that this general result applies also to radiation hydrodynamics. We take, as our collective excitation

of interest, the heat waves, with dispersion relation (2) (shear and sound waves are analogous). We assume that the
initial temperature perturbation δT (0, x) has compact support, and we study the initial perturbation to the radiation
energy density, δT 00

R (0, x). Using (8) and (15), we find that, to first order in ν,

δT 00
R (0, x)

4aT 3
=

∫
dq

2π
eiqx/τ δT (q)

arctan(q)

q
. (74)

Now, since δT (0, x) is compactly supported, its Fourier transform δT (q) is an entire function of q∈C [40, Th 7.1.14].
Hence, the Fourier transform of δT 00

R (0, x) is the product of an entire function with the function arctan(q)/q, which
has two branch cuts, starting at q = ±i. It follows that the Fourier transform of δT 00

R (0, x) cannot be entire, meaning
that the support of δT 00

R (0, x) is unbounded (again by [40, Th 7.1.14]). For example, if δT (0, x) ∝ δ(x), then
δT 00

R (0, x) ∝ −Ei(−|x/τ |)/2, where Ei is the exponential integral Ei, which has infinite support, see figure 2.
In summary: It is impossible to simultaneously localize the perturbations to the fluid temperature T and to the

radiation energy density T 00
R without turning on some additional excitation mode that does not follow (2), like, e.g.

a non-hydrodynamic mode [19]. If all collective excitations that do not follow (2) are set to zero, the propagation of
δT (t, x) is governed by seemingly non-local dynamics, because the relationship (74) between δT and δT 00

R is non-local.
Such non-locality does not violate relativistic causality, because (74) describes a correlation, not a direct causation.

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
0.0
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0.4

0.6
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x/τ

δTR
00

4 aT3Q

FIG. 2. Radiation energy density associated to a heat wave (with dispersion relation (2)) whose temperature fluctuation is a
Dirac delta centered in the origin, namely δT (x) = Qδ(x/τ). Note that the divergence of δT 00

R (x) in the origin is logarithmic.
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C. Evolution of jump-discontinuities

The dynamics of jump-discontinuities and wavefronts depends on the asymptotic behaviour of the dispersion rela-
tions ω(k) in the UV limit (i.e. at large k). In fact, jump-discontinuities of the fluid variables manifest themselves,
in Fourier space, as infinitely long tails (which decay like ∼ 1/k), and such tails are multiplied by a dynamical factor
e−iω(k)t that determines the time-dependence of the jump structure. For example, the ordinary diffusion equation

(ω∼ − ik2) suppresses all power-law tails at any t > 0, since it multiplies them by a Gaussian factor ∼ e−k2t. As a
result, discontinuities and wedges are immediately smoothed out at positive times [41, §2.3.3]. By contrast, Catta-
neo’s theory of diffusion [42] multiplies the UV tails by a factor ∼ e(iak−b)t, so jump-discontinuities travel with speed

a ∼
√
D/τ ̸= 0 (called “second sound speed” [32]), and their magnitude decays exponentially at rate b.

Interestingly, the analytical dispersion relations (1) and (2) of diffusive modes in coupled radiation-matter systems
exhibit a different behaviour from both ordinary diffusion and Cattaeo diffusion. In fact, at large k, the frequency
is just ω ∼ −ib, meaning that jump-discontinuities stand still at their initial location (no second sound), and their
amplitude decays exponentially by a factor ∼ e−bt. This behavior is well-illustrated by the numerical example in figure
3, where we compare a solution of the usual diffusion equation (∂tδT = Dh∂

2
xδT ) with initial data δT (0, x) = Θ(1−x2)

and the corresponding solution of radiation hydrodynamics,

δT (t, x) =

∫
R

sin(k)

πk
eikx−iω(k)tdk , (75)

computed using the dispersion relation (2). As can be seen, discontinuities evolve quite differently. The interested
reader can see [27] for a similar calculation with shear waves.
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FIG. 3. Evolution of the discontinuous temperature profile (75) with dispersion relation (2) (blue) compared with ordinary
diffusion, ω(k) = −iDhk

2 (red). The initial data (dashed black) is δT (0, x) = Θ(1 − x2), and we work in spacetime units so
that τ = 1. Each panel is a snapshot at a different time, respectivly Dht = 0.1 (up-left), 0.5 (up-right), 1 (down-left), 50
(down-right). Note that the down-right panel differs from the others in that (a) the range of both axes is different, (b) we are
no longer plotting the initial data, and (c) the blue curve is now dashed, since nearly overlaps the red one.
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V. COMPARISON WITH M1 CLOSURE PREDICTIONS

A widely used approximation in radiation-hydrodynamic simulations is the M1 closure scheme [11, 43–49]. This
approach only tracks the first two moments of the radiation distribution function, namely {εR(xα), F ν(xα)}, which
represent respectively the radiation energy density and the radiation energy flux in the local rest frame of the medium
(with F νuν = 0). The radiation stress-energy tensor, then, is approximated as follows:

Tµν
R =

4

3
εRu

µuν +
1

3
εRg

µν + Fµuν + uµF ν +
3χ−1

2
εR

[
FµF ν

FαFα
−gµν+uµuν

3

]
, (76)

where χ is the Eddington factor [43, 44], which is assumed to be a function of the scalar FαFα/ε
2
R. The last term

in (76) is the closure, since it expresses the radiative stress tensor as a function of {εR(xα), F ν(xα)}. To derive an
equation of motion for εR and F ν , one can just combine (6) with (8), which results in an exact balance law:

∂µT
µν
R = −1

τ
(εR−aT 4)uν − 1

τ
F ν . (77)

Let us compare the hydrodynamic dispersion relations of this approximate“fluid-type”model of radiation with (1)-(3).

A. Linearised radiation-hydrodynamic equations with M1 closure

Let us linearize equation (77), together with the usual conservation laws of energy, momentum, and baryons. In all
approaches of interest, one assumes that, for small F ν , the Eddington factor can be expanded as χ ≈ 1/3+z FαFα/ε

2
R,

for some number z. Hence, in the linear regime, the pressure anisotropy in (76) vanishes, and the M1 closure reduces
to the Eddington approximation. Introducing the notation δE = δεR/εR and δF j = δF j/εR + 4δuj/3, we obtain the
following system:

ρ1 ω δs =
aT 3

n

[
k δF1 − ω δE

]
, (78)

u1 ω δu1 − k
δP

ρ+P
=

aT 4

ρ+P

[
k
1

3
δE − ω δF1

]
, (79)

uj ω δuj = −ω
aT 4

ρ+P
δF j (for j = 2, 3) , (80)

n1 δu1 =
ω

k

δn

n
, (81)

ε1 (1−iωτ)δE = 4
δT

T
− ikτδF1 , (82)

F 1 (1−iωτ)δF1 = −1

3
ikτδE +

4

3
δu1 , (83)

F j (1−iωτ)δF j =
4

3
δuj (for j = 2, 3) , (84)

where, as usual, we have assumed that all perturbed fields have a spacetime dependence of the form eikx
1−iωt.

B. Shear waves

In [49–51], it was argued that the optically thick limit of a radiation-hydrodynamic system with M1 closure is a
viscous fluid, with the same values of ζ and κ as in [6], but with η = 0. Hence, the damping of shear waves cannot
be correctly described by M1 models. Indeed, it was shown in [27] that shear waves with M1 closure do not decay.
This can be seen directly from the system (78)-(84). The two pairs of degrees of freedom {δu2, δF2} and {δu3, δF3}
fully decouple from all other degrees of freedom, and their fluctuations are shear modes, governed by equations (80)
and (84). We find that the state δF3(k) = 4δu3(k)/3 solves equations (80) and (84) with ω(k) = 0 for all k, meaning
that M1 fluids possess shear wave solutions that survive forever, in sharp contrast with (1).
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FIG. 4. Comparison between the dispersion relation (2) computed directly from the radiative transport equation (blue) and the
dispersion relation (85) computed assuming M1 closure (red). Left panel: Imaginary part of the dispersion relations, where the
reference dashed line is ordinary diffusion, i.e. ω = −iDhk

2 (the real part vanishes in all models). Right panel: Temperature
profile δT (t, x) at time t = τ2/(2Dh), with initial data δT (0, x) = Θ(1 − x2) (dashed line). The Fourier integral representing
both solutions is reported in equation (75). As in figure 3, the spacetime units are chosen such that τ = 1.

C. Heat waves

The M1 closure scheme is known to describe heat propagation quite accurately, both in the optically thick and in
the optically thin limit [11]. Indeed, the dispersion relation (2) and its M1 analogue are textbook material [3, §100].
Let us briefly summarize the result.
The derivation of the dispersion relation in M1 systems is analogous to that in section II E, namely set δu2 = δu3 = 0,

and δs = 1. Introduce the small parameter ν defined in equation (36), and expand all variables to first order in ν.
We do not report the intermediate steps (which are not so enlightening) and we just provide the final formula:

ω = −i
Dhk

2

1+(kτ)2/3
+O

(
D2

h/τ
2
)
, (85)

where Dh is the same diffusivity coefficient appearing in (2), whose value is provided in equation (44). The behavior
of the M1 model in the optically thick limit (kτ→0) is consistent with the radiative transport equation. Also the
optically thin (kτ→∞) limiting behavior is accurate, since ω → −3iDh/τ

2, in full agreement with equation (68). This
implies that discontinuities shrink with the correct relaxation rate, as can be seen from figure 4, right panel. The
discrepancy between (2) and (85) is only relevant in intermediate regimes, where the M1 closure overestimates the
damping rate (and therefore the diffusive nature) of heat waves, see figure 4, left panel.

D. Sound waves

The dispersion relation of sound waves in M1 fluids can be computed from (78)-(84) following the same procedure
as in section II F. This involves setting 0 = δu2 = δu3 = δP − 1, and carrying out a perturbative expansion in the
parameter λ, defined in equation (26). Assuming that κp = 0, one obtains the following formula (see figure 5):

ω = csk − i
15Ds

2τ2

[
1

3
− 1−icskτ

(kτ)2 + 3(1−icskτ)2

]
+O(D2

s/τ
2) , (86)

whose optically thin limit agrees with (3). For optically thick waves, we have ω(k) = ctotM1k−iDM1k
2+O(k3τ3), with

ctotM1 =

(
1− 5Ds

2τ

)
cs ,

DM1 =
5

6
(1 + 3c2s)Ds .

(87)

Comparing (87) with (52), we see that the M1 closure gives the correct conglomerate speed of sound (i.e. ctotM1 = ctots ),
but not the correct acoustic diffusivity (i.e. DM1 ̸= Da). This is expected, since M1 fluids have vanishing shear
viscosity [49]. Indeed, one would obtain the correct value of DM1 by simply setting η = 0 in equation (58).
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FIG. 5. Comparison between the dispersion relation (3) computed directly from the radiative transport equation (blue) and the
dispersion relation (86) computed assuming M1 closure (red). The black dashed line is the Navier-Stokes limit ω = ctots k−iDak

2,
whose coefficients are given in (52). We have made the following choices: cs = 1/3, and Ds/τ = 1/10.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have solved the equations of relativistic radiation hydrodynamics in the linear regime, under the assumptions (a),
(b), and (c) listed in the introduction. Both matter and radiation have been evolved self-consistently, the former being
subject to fluid-dynamical conservation laws, and the latter being governed by the relativistic Boltzmann equation.
This led us to the dispersion relations (1), (2), and (3), which are exact to first order in the dimensionless parameters
Ds/τ and Dh/τ , whose magnitude scales like that of the ratios Tµµ

R /Tµµ
M .

The dispersion relation of shear waves agrees with our recent calculation in [27]. The dispersion relation of heat
waves agrees with that of Spiegel [21], with the specific heat cp in place of cv (just as in ordinary fluid mechanics [30]).
To the best of our knowledge, the formula for the dispersion relation of sound waves in special relativity is completely
new, although it is derived under the additional assumption that the matter component does not expand as it absorbs
heat (see footnote 2). Despite this limitation in the thermal properties of the matter sector, the radiation sector
is evolved exactly, and all radiative corrections to sound propagation (e.g. radiation pressure, radiative viscosity,
radiative heat transport, and acceleration-driven heat) are accurately captured, also at relativistic sound-speeds.
What do we learn from equations (1)-(3)? In our opinion, the most important insights come from the observation

that all three dispersion relations were computed directly from the exact linearized radiative transport equations
(9)-(14) alone, with the aid of perturbation theory techniques. This allows us to apply the “machinery” of theoretical
relativistic fluid mechanics [52–55], and draw the following conclusions about radiation hydrodynamics as a whole:

• The dispersion relations (1)-(3) are the hydrodynamic poles of the retarded linear response Green function of
photon kinetic theory. Hence, if we expand them in Taylor series for small wavenumbers, i.e. ω(k)=

∑
n ank

n,
there is a one-to-one correspondence between the Taylor coefficients an and the infinite list of Chapman-Enskog
transport coefficients of linearised radiation hydrodynamics [14, 56–58]. In other words, the full knowledge of
the Chapman-Enskog expansion (up to infinite order) is contained within (1)-(3).

• The radius of convergence of the Taylor series ω(k) =
∑

n ank
n is simply τ−1 for the diffusive modes, while it is

τ−1/(1+cs) for the sound modes. This implies that the Chapman-Enskog expansion is well-defined (in rigorous
mathematical terms [14, 56]) in the linear regime [20]. Furthermore, the radiation mean free path τ marks the
breakdown scale of the viscous hydrodynamic approximation.

• Given that the Taylor series of ω(k) has a finite radius of convergence, the dispersion relations (1)-(3) propagate
matter waves faster than light [39]. However, this does not entail superluminal signaling. In fact, if the initial
wave profile at t = 0 is built as a superposition of hydrodynamic excitations that obey (1)-(3), then the initial
radiation field is not compactly supported. Hence, some radiation “forerunners” are visible to all observers
already t = 0, and the matter wave transports no new information.

• The transport coefficients η, κ, and ζ computed byWeinberg [6] coincide with those computed from our dispersion
relations, and the latter coefficients are those that one would obtain from the respective Kubo formulas [59, 60].

• The sign of the term (kτ)4 in equation (28) shows that the Super-Burnett approximation (i.e. third-order viscous
hydrodynamics [61]) is unstable in fluids with radiation.
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