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Abstract
We propose an algorithm for simulating stochastic relativistic fluid dynamics based on Metropo-

lis updates. Each step of the algorithm begins with an update based on ideal hydrodynamics.

This is followed by proposing random (spatial) momentum transfers between fluid cells, keeping

the total energy fixed. These proposals are then accepted or rejected using the change in entropy

as a statistical weight. The algorithm reproduces relativistic viscous hydrodynamics in the “Den-

sity Frame”, which is a formulation of viscous hydrodynamics we review and clarify here. This

formulation is first order in time and requires no auxiliary dynamical fields such as Πµν . The only

parameters are the shear and bulk viscosities and the equation of state. By adopting the 3+1 split

of general relativity, we extend the Metropolis algorithm to general space-time coordinates, such

as Bjorken coordinates, which are commonly used to simulate heavy-ion collisions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. Physical motivation

Nuclear collisions at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider and the Large Hadron Collider
exhibit remarkable collective flows which are well described by relativistic viscous hydrody-
namics without noise [1]. Current Bayesian fits to the rich phenomenology of hydrodynamic
correlations have provided increasingly quantitative constraints on the shear viscosity of
QCD and its equation of state [2–5]. Strikingly, the shear viscosity to entropy ratio is mea-
sured to be no more than four times a quantum limit of ℏ/4πkB, which was suggested by
gauge-gravity duality [6].
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In spite of this success, there are multiple physical motivations for developing stochastic
hydrodynamics in the relativistic domain. Indeed, the strength and importance of the
noise is proportional to the number of particles in the event N , leading to fascinating 1/N
corrections to hydrodynamics [7]. These corrections lie outside of the usual expansion in
the mean-free path to system size and must be computed from hydrodynamic loops or from
an appropriate set of hydro-kinetic equations [8, 9]. It is important to quantify these 1/N
corrections for nucleus-nucleus collisions where the number of produced particles is limited.

In fact, one of the striking findings from the LHC and RHIC is that proton-nucleus and
other small colliding systems exhibit collective flow-like correlations, although the number
of produced particles in these events is not very large [10, 11]. The stochastic character
of the hydrodynamic motion, which is a consequence of the finite number of particles, is
paramount for these colliding systems.

There are other motivations to develop stochastic hydrodynamics. For example, there are
ongoing searches for critical behavior in nucleus-nucleus collisions both at the LHC and at
the fixed target program in STAR [12–14]. Close to the critical point, modeling stochastic
fluctuations is essential to describing the physics. At high temperature and zero baryon
density there is an increasing evidence from lattice QCD that QCD is close to an O(4)
critical point, which describes chiral symmetry breaking [15]. The experimental evidence
for the remnants of O(4) critical dynamics is limited, but there are suggestive hints in
the production of soft pions [16]. At lower temperature and high baryon density, there
is developing evidence from the functional Renormalization Group (fRG) [17] and Taylor
series expansions in lattice QCD [18–20] that an Ising-like critical point should exist at a
temperature and baryon chemical potential of approximately T ∼ 85 MeV and µB/T ∼ 6.5.
This range of temperatures and chemical potentials can be probed by the STAR fixed target
program. However, in this range of collision energies particle production is negligible and
the number of particles in the event is limited by the number of nucleons in the incoming
nuclei, making this a particularly challenging domain for relativistic fluid dynamics, and a
domain where the evolution is decidedly stochastic.

B. The Metropolis algorithm for relativistic fluid dynamics

Our work is also motivated by recent conceptual and algorithmic advances in the study
of dissipative relativistic fluids. Stochastic processes in thermal equilibrium are naturally
modeled using a Metropolis-like algorithm which automatically respects the Fluctuation-
Dissipation-Theorem (FDT) [21–25]. The approach was used to simulate the dissipative dy-
namics of the chiral critical point [26, 27]. Recently, a pioneering paper used the Metropolis
updates to simulate the real time dynamics of the Ising critical point in QCD [28]. The
methods developed in the current manuscript share the same principles with the algorithms
used in these studies. First the system is evolved with a symplectic step of ideal hydro-
dynamics, and subsequently the conserved charges are randomly transferred between fluid
cells. These charge transfers are accepted or rejected using the entropy as a statistical
weight to complete the update. Such algorithms are fundamental in statistical mechanics
and it would be surprising, and profoundly disconcerting, if they were inapplicable to highly
boosted fluids.

The goal of the current work, which is a continuation of our recent study on relativis-
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tic advection diffusion equation [29], is to generalize the Metropolis update algorithm to
relativistic flows and to general coordinate systems.

First order dissipative fluid dynamics in the relativistic domain as envisioned by the
Eckart and Landau and Lifshitz (LL) is known to have generic instabilities [30, 31]. Ulti-
mately these instabilities arise because the divergence of the viscous stress tensor involves
second-order spatial derivatives. When the second-order derivatives are placed in a covariant
formalism, the equations of motion become second order in time, which leads to runaway
solutions and other pathology [30, 32]. Various approaches have been adopted to solve this
problem. One approach, as initiated Mueller and Israel and Stewart (MIS) [33–35], is to
add auxiliary dynamical variables to the system of evolution equations. There are many
variations of this approach [34–38], and each variant involves some additional fields, which
relax on a collisional timescale τπ so that the system evolves according to the first-order
hydrodynamics of Landau and Lifshitz at late times [39]. Indeed, in a linearized analysis the
auxiliary variables lead to gapped “non-hydrodynamic” modes, i.e. modes whose frequency
remains finite for k → 0. Essentially all practical simulations of dissipative relativistic fluids
have been based on variants of the MIS equations.

We will adopt a different approach to hydrodynamics that is truly first order in time and
has no non-hydrodynamic modes or additional variables. Recognizing that viscosity con-
trols the diffusion of momentum, its seems physically reasonable that randomly transferring
momentum between fluid cells, interspersed ideal hydrodynamic time steps, will correctly
reproduce the physics of viscosity. In trying to clarify this idea and to find compatibility
with Metropolis updates, we found the formulation of hydrodynamic without boosts a clari-
fying formalism [40–42]. In particular, we adopted the Density Frame formulation of Armas
and Jain [42] (which built upon earlier works [40, 41]) and found that it neatly fits with
the Metropolis updates used in statistical mechanics, even for relativistic flows in general
coordinates.

In theories without an underlying boost symmetry, hydrodynamics remains valid and is
formulated by writing down the fluxes as spatial gradients of the conserved charge densities1.
The resulting equations of motion are first order in time and second order in space. If the
fluid has Lorentz symmetry, then the coefficients of the gradient expansion are related to
each other, but the derivative structure of the equations of motion is unchanged. We have
previously investigated the stochastic relativistic advection-diffusion equation in the Density
Frame both theoretically and numerically [29]. Our goal here is to generalize this discussion
to the Navier-Stokes system, and, in a companion paper, to explore the Density Frame
numerically for deterministic hydrodynamic flows in 1+1d [43]. The companion paper uses
some of the formalism developed here.

The quickest way to derive the equations of motion of the Density Frame is to use lowest-
order equations of motion (ideal hydrodynamics) to eliminate time derivatives in the viscous
strains. The resulting equations of motion are not Lorentz invariant, but are invariant un-
der Lorentz transformations followed by a change of hydrodynamic frame. This is similar to
Heavy Quark Effective Theory in high energy physics, which is only covariant to specified
order in the 1/mQ expansion [44]. In essence, each Lorentz observer has his own hydrody-
namic frame. Indeed, the Density Frame is a unique hydrodynamic frame where the energy
and momentum densities measured on a single spatial slice, T 00(r) and T 0i(r), can be used to

1 An example of a fluid without a boost symmetry is a fluid flowing over a fixed surface.
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reconstruct the temperature and flow velocity of the fluid. In the Landau Frame for instance,
one would also need the viscous stress π0i on the slice, while in other approaches at least
two spatial slices are needed since the equations of motion are second order in time [45, 46].
The equations of motion in the Density Frame have no additional variables or parameters
beyond the shear and bulk viscosities and the equilibrium equation of state.

An outline of the paper is the following. In Sect. II we assemble the equations of motion
in the Density Frame. While this has been done already in [42], we feel that most readers
will benefit from the orthogonal discussion given here. In Sect. III we show how the non-
covariant Density Frame arises naturally as an approximation scheme for covariant kinetic
theory. Next in Sect. IV we formulate the stochastic evolution in the Density Frame as a
Metropolis update. For simplicity, in Sect. IVA we will first describe the algorithm in 2+ 1
Cartesian dimensions. Briefly, the procedure is the following. One first takes a step of ideal
hydrodynamics. Then a proposal is made for random spatial momentum transfers between
fluid cells, which keep the energy fixed. The proposed momentum transfers are accepted or
rejected using the entropy as a statistical weight. On average this procedure reproduces the
mean dissipative stress of the Density Frame, and the fluctuations inherent in the procedure
correctly reproduce the stochastic noise in the system. Then in Sect. IVB we show how the
algorithm extends to general coordinates with a specified foliation of space-time. The only
complication is that the (spatial) momentum transfers must be parallel transported from
the cell interfaces to the cell centers.

In the present paper, we have not implemented the Metropolis algorithm numerically. In
a companion paper [43], we conducted a first numerical study of the deterministic Density
Frame hydrodynamics for 1+1 dimensional flows. These results are encouraging, and, in
some respects, show that the Density Frame is numerically more robust than other variants
of viscous hydrodynamics. Based on these deterministic numerical results, our previous
work on the relativistic stochastic advection-diffusion equation [29], as well as the strong
theoretical foundation of the Density Frame developed here and summarized in Sect. V,
we hope and expect that the proposed stochastic algorithm will be robust and effective for
simulating heavy-ion collisions and other physical systems.

II. THE DENSITY FRAME

First we will write down the equations of motion of hydrodynamics in the Density Frame
and in the process reproduce the form of the viscous tensor given in Eq. (90) of Armas and
Jain [42]. The presentation here is markedly different from [42], and we believe that most
readers will benefit from the added discussion. Further, the shear and bulk parts of the
viscous tensor are cleanly separated here, and the form of the Density Frame viscous tensor
has an evident mathematical structure, which was not clear (to us) in the original work.

A. Preliminaries

Hydrodynamics is an effective theory for the energy and momentum densities

(T 00, T 0i) ≡ (E ,M i) , (1)
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whose time evolution is given by the conservation laws

∂tE + ∂iM
i =0 , (2a)

∂tM
i + ∂jT

ij =0 . (2b)

In order to close the system of equations, the spatial stress tensor T ij must be specified as
a function of E and M i.

This specification is usually implemented with an intermediate set of parameters, βµ =
βuµ, which describe the inverse temperature and four velocity. In ideal hydrodynamics the
stress tensor has the functional form2

T µν(β) ≡ (e(β) + P(β))uµuν + P(β) ηµν , (3)

where P(β) and e(β) are the pressure and rest frame energy density of the equilibrium
equation of state. This equation for T µν(β) means that βµ is determined from the energy
and momentum densities,

E =T 00(β) , (4a)

M i =T 0i(β) , (4b)

and subsequently βµ is used to specify the spatial stress, T ij = T ij(β). In the Density Frame
the algebraic relations in eq. (4) define βµ(x) to all orders in the derivative expansion.

However, the Density Frame T ij receives viscous corrections of order ∂(iβj). Anticipating
the next sections, we will state the form of T ij without justification

T ij = T ij(β) + Πij where Πij ≡ −Tκijmn(v) ∂(mβn) . (5)

Here κijmn(v) is proportional to the viscosities of the system, and is a tensor formed with
vi, δij, and speed of sound c2s = dP/de. κijmn(v) is symmetric under interchange of i ↔ j
and m ↔ n and interchange of the index pairs, ij ↔ mn; its form will ultimately given by
eqs. (55) and (58) for the shear and bulk tensor respectively.

Next we will derive the form of entropy production in the Density Frame. The thermo-
dynamics of Density Frame is the same as an ideal fluid with velocity v. The entropy and
four momentum in a spatial volume V0 =

∫
dΣ0 are3

S = V0S, P µ = V0T
0µ , (6)

and micro-canonical equation of state S(P, V0) determines βµ(P )

dS = −βµ dP
µ + P β0dV0 . (7)

The Gibbs-Duhem relation follows from extensivity of the system

S = −βµT
0µ + Pβ0 . (8)

2 This equation has a small abuse of notation, which we follow throughout. The stress tensor T µν(βµ) is

a function of βµ = βuµ rather than just the scalar β. However, the pressure and energy density are only

functions of β =
√
−βµβµ.

3 The entropy per volume is S(E ,M) is numerically related to the rest fame entropy density parametrized

by β and the flow velocity, S = s(β)u0.

6



The Legendre transform of the entropy, S+βµP
µ, is the logarithm of the partition function,

lnZ(β), which is related to the pressure through the Gibbs-Duhem relation

lnZ(β) = P(β)β0V0 . (9)

The derivatives of the partition function determine the mean four momentum for a specified
βµ

d lnZ = P µdβµ + β0P dV0 . (10)

Using the equations of motion and these thermodynamic relations it is easy to show that4

∂tS + ∂j(Sv
j − βiΠ

ij) = ∂(iβj)

[
Tκijmn(v)

]
∂(mβn) . (11)

Thus the positivity of entropy production forces the matrix κijmn (with the rows and columns
labeled by the index pairs ij and mn) to be positive semi-definite.

The functional form of κijmn(v) is unfamiliar. As we will see it reflects the susceptibilities
of a boosted fluid, which will be recorded here for later use. The derivatives of the ideal
stress tensor form a generalized susceptibility5

X µνρ ≡ ∂T µν(β)

∂βρ

=
e + P
β

[
1

c2s
uµuνuρ + (uµ∆νρ + uν∆µρ + uρ∆µν)

]
, (13)

and also determine the ideal equations of motion

∂νT µν(β) = X µνρ ∂νβρ = 0 . (14)

Here we defined ∆µν ≡ ηµν + uµuν as the spatial projector. The thermodynamic suscep-
tibility, in a strict sense, is χµν ≡ X 0µν and describes the equilibrium fluctuations of the
densities T 0µ. The symmetry of χµν follows directly from the equilibrium partition function

χµν ≡ ∂T 0µ

∂βν

=
1

V0

∂2 lnZ(β)

∂βµ∂βν

. (15)

The inverse susceptibility determines the fluctuations of the corresponding Lagrange multi-
pliers βµ and reads

χ−1
µν =

∂βµ

∂T 0ν
=

β

(e + P)γ

[
c2s

1− c2sv
2

(
uµ +

1

γ
∆0

µ

)(
uν +

1

γ
∆0

ν

)
+∆µν

]
. (16)

The factor c2s/(1 − c2sv
2) has a simple interpretation. Indeed, the adiabat is defined by

lines of constant M i/S, and the first term in (16) reflects the derivatives of pressure on the
adiabat (

dP
dE

)
M i/S

=
1

γ2

c2s
1− c2sv

2
. (17)

This pressure derivative controls the speed of sound waves propagating transverse to the
fluid flow.

We have recorded the thermodynamic derivatives of a boosted fluid because they are
needed to evaluate the viscous stress tensor in the Density Frame, eq. (5). In the next
sections we will derive this tensor by making a change of frame from the covariant Landau
Frame.

4 One starts with ∂tS = −βµ∂tT
µ0, and then uses the conservation laws and the Gibbs-Duhem relation.

The ideal terms yield Svi, while βi ∂jΠ
ij yields the remaining terms after integrating by parts.

5 Here we used a relation between the speed of sound and the specific heat:

c2s =
dP
de

=
dP/dβ

de/dβ
=

e + P
TCV

. (12)
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B. Hydrodynamic frames

Consider hydrodynamics in a general fluid frame. The full energy-momentum tensor T µν

is decomposed into an ideal stress tensor plus viscous corrections

T µν(x) = T µν(β) + Πµν(β, ∂β) . (18)

However, the decomposition of the stress into its ideal and viscous pieces is not unique.
Indeed, the ideal stress tensor is determined by four parameters βµ(x) = β(x)uµ(x), whose
precise definition specifies the hydrodynamic frame. The total stress tensor is independent of
these intermediate parameters. The constitutive relations provide an approximate expression
for Πµν(β, ∂β) in terms of the derivatives of βµ(x) and starts at order ∂β.

Now consider a new frame labeled by βν(x) and Πµν

T µν(x) = T µν(β) + Πµν(β, ∂β) ,

and its relation to our original frame, eq. (18). If βρ is redefined by an amount of order ∂β

βρ = βρ + δβρ (19)

the total stress tensor is unchanged. This means that Πµν and Πµν are related by

Πµν(β, ∂β) = Πµν(β, ∂β) + ∆Πµν(β, δβ) , (20)

where

∆Πµν(β, δβ) ≃ ∂T µν

∂βρ

δβρ = X µνρ δβρ , (21)

where we have recalled the susceptibility tensor of (13). Since Π is already first order in
derivatives, we may at first order neglect the differences between β and β when evaluating
Πµν , leading to

Πµν(β, ∂β) ≃ Πµν(β, ∂β) + ∆Πµν(β, δβ) . (22)

Certain combinations of Πµν(β) are invariant under the reparametrization of βµ. Indeed,
defining the scalar and tensor projection operators

Pµν ≡ −c2suµuν +
1

d
∆µν , and P̊ ρσ

µν ≡ ∆ρ
(µ∆

σ
ν) −

1

d
∆ρσ∆µν , (23)

we see that

Pµν ∆Πµν = 0 , and P̊ ρσ
µν ∆Πµν = 0 , (24)

after examining the form of X µνρ. Thus, we define the frame invariant bulk scalar and shear
tensors:

Πζ = Pµν Π
µν(β) , Πρσ

η = P̊ ρσ
µν Πµν(β) . (25)

Strictly speaking Pµν is not a projection operator. However, P̄ µν
ρσ ≡ ∆µνPρσ can play this

role, leading to the algebra of projections

P̊ µν
αβ P̊

αβ
ρσ = P̊ µν

ρσ , P̄ µν
αβ P̄

αβ
ρσ = P̄ µν

ρσ , P̄ µν
αβ P̊

αβ
ρσ = 0 . (26)
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1. Landau Frame

In the Landau Frame, the parameters βµ are chosen such that

βµT
µν = −e(β)βν , or βµΠ

µν(β) = 0 . (27)

As always, the viscous stress Πµν is expanded in strains ∂(µβν). However, not all of the
gradients in this set are independent, since the four ideal equations of motion X µνρ∂νβρ = 0
can be used to express temporal gradients uµ∂µβν in terms of spatial ones ∆ρ

µ∂ρβν to the
same order of accuracy. With these considerations in mind, the Landau Frame stress tensor
is written as [47]

Πµν = −TKµνρσ ∂(ρβσ) , (28a)

where

Kµνρσ =

[
2η

(
∆(µρ∆ν)σ − 1

d
∆µν∆ρσ

)
+ ζ∆µν∆ρσ

]
≡ Kµνρσ

η +Kµνρσ
ζ . (28b)

The two terms in (28) determine the frame invariant shear tensor Πµν
η and bulk scalar Πµν

ζ .

2. Density Frame

In the Density Frame, the parameters βµ are chosen such that

nµT
µν = nµT µν(β) , or nµΠ

µν(β) = 0 , (29)

where nµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) notates the lab frame6. With this choice, the energy per volume
T 00 = E and momentum per volume M i = T 0i determine the temperature and flow velocity
βµ. In all other hydrodynamic frames this data is insufficient to determine βµ. Πµν(β)
is expanded in the strains ∂µβν . However, using the ideal equations of motion we can
rewrite the temporal derivatives ∂tβµ appearing in the gradient expansion in terms of spatial
derivatives, ∂(iβj). Thus, the strains are written as

Πij = −Tκijmn∂(mβn) , Π00 = Π0i = 0 . (30)

In the next section, we will write down the explicit form of κijmn and identify the frame
invariants associated with the shear and bulk viscous tensors.

C. The Density Frame from the Landau Frame

In this section we will derive the Density Frame stress tensor from the Landau Frame
or any other frame where the stress takes the form of (28). Our first task is to rewrite
the strains ∂(µβν) in terms of the spatial strains ∂(iβj), using the lowest order equations of
motion to replace the time derivatives with the spatial derivatives. The next step is to use
the frame transformation rules given in (20) and (21), to zero out the temporal components
of the viscous stress, Π00 and Π0i.

6 See also section IVB and appendix A where the discussion is generalized to general foliation of space

time.
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Turning to our first task, the ideal equations of motion are

∂tT 0µ(β) + ∂jT jµ(β) = 0 , (31)

which can be written in terms of βν using the susceptibility matrix χµν

χµν∂tβν =− ∂T jµ

∂βρ

∂jβρ . (32)

The matrices entering in this expression are symmetric, which reflects an integrability con-
straint following from hydrostatic equilibrium and extensivity [48]. Indeed, symmetry of
these matrices can also be seen from the explicit expression for X µνρ in (13), which is totally
symmetric in µνρ. Using the symmetry to exchange ρ and µ in the RHS of eq. (32) and
multiplying by the inverse susceptibility χ−1

σµ = ∂βµ/∂T 0σ leads to

∂tβσ = −∂T jρ

∂T 0σ
∂jβρ . (33)

Now using the symmetry of the stress tensor T i0 = T 0i (which is a consequence of relativistic
covariance) we find finally

∂(µβν) ≃ κij
µν ∂(iβj) , κij

µν ≡
(
δi(µδ

j
ν) −

∂T ij

∂T 0ρ
δ0(µδ

ρ
ν)

)
. (34)

The transformation matrix κij
µν will be evaluated in explicit form shortly.

Examining the expression for the Πµν in the Landau Frame in eq. (28), we see that we
have completed half of our task – we have expressed the strains ∂(µβν) in terms of the spatial
data ∂(iβj). The next half is to make a frame change, using the rules given in (20) and (21)
to relate the Landau Frame to the Density Frame. This frame change zeros out the temporal
components of the viscous stress in the Landau Frame Π0ν yielding the Density Frame Πij,
where Π00 = Π0i = 0. From (21), we need to choose the frame shift δβµ so that

−χνρδβρ = Π0ν , δβρ = −χ−1
ρν Π0ν . (35)

With this choice the temporal components of Πµν are zero by construction, while the spatial
components are determined by the Landau Frame stress

Πij =

(
δi(µδ

j
ν) −

∂T ij

∂T 0ρ
δ0(µδ

ρ
ν)

)
Πµν . (36)

The frame change can also be neatly rewritten using the transformation matrix given in
eq. (34)

Πij = κij
µν Π

µν . (37)

Thus we have completed our task of expressing κijmn in (30) in terms of Kµνρσ in (28)

κijmn = κij
µν K

µνρσκmn
ρσ . (38)

In the following section the transformation matrix κij
µν will be evaluated in the explicit form,

and the noise matrix κijmn will be evaluated.
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D. Explicit evaluation of the viscous stress tensor in the Density Frame

The goal of this section is to determine the viscous stress tensor given in eq. (38) using
the transformation matrix defined in eq. (34). Evaluating the relevant derivatives involves
differentiating the ideal stress tensor

T ij(E ,M) =
M iM j

E + P(E ,M)
+ P(E ,M)δij , (39)

with respect to E and M i. The algebra is straightforward. It is beneficial to introduce
a number of algebraic structures associated with the comoving coordinates to make this
algebra transparent.

Comoving coordinates are defined relative to Cartesian-Minkowski coordinates,

t ≡ t , yi ≡ xi − vit . (40)

The coordinate differentials in the comoving frame are

dyi ≡ eiµdx
µ , with eiµ = δiµ − viδ0µ . (41)

We note that eiµu
µ = 0. The dot product between these differentials hij ≡ dyi · dyj acts as

an inverse metric in the comoving frame

hij ≡ eiµe
j
ν η

µν = δij − vivj . (42)

Straightforward differentiation shows that these objects appear naturally in the transforma-
tion matrix

κij
µν = ei(µe

j
ν) − hij ∂P

∂T 0ρ
δ0(µδ

ρ
ν) . (43)

Using the susceptibilities in (16), the pressure derivatives read

∂P
∂T 0ρ

δ0(µδ
ρ
ν) =− c2s

1− v2c2s

[
1

γ2
∆0

µ∆
0
ν − uµuν

]
. (44)

Now let us use the scalar projection operator, repeated here for convenience

Pµν ≡ −c2suµuν +
1

d
∆µν , (45)

to decompose κij
µν into its shear and bulk pieces. The part of Πij that reflects the shear

should vanish when contracted with the projector, i.e. PijΠ
ij
η = 0. By analyzing which

terms in (43) vanish when contracted with Pij, we find the frame transformation matrix can
be decomposed as follows

κij
µν =

(
ei(µe

j
ν) −

hij

⟨Ph⟩
(ePe)µν

)
+

hij

⟨Ph⟩
Pµν , (46a)

≡κ̊ij
µν + κ̄ij

µν . (46b)
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In eq. (46) we are using a compact matrix notation

(ePe)µν ≡ eiµPije
j
ν = − c2s

γ2
∆0

µ∆
0
ν +

1

d
∆µν , (47)

and using angular brackets to denote the trace

⟨Ph⟩ ≡ Pijh
ji = 1− c2sv

2 . (48)

Now when we apply the transformation matrix

Πij =
(̊
κij
µν + κ̄ij

µν

)
Πµν = κ̊ij

µν Π
µν
η + κ̄ij

µν Π
µν
ζ , (49)

we see that first term from (46b) projects out the frame invariant shear tensor Πµν
η , while

the second term projects out the frame invariant bulk scalar Πµν
ζ . Multiple identities, such

as

κ̊ij
µν = κ̊ij

ρσP̊
ρσ
µν , κ̄ij

µν = κ̄ij
ρσP̄

ρσ
µν , κ̄ij

ρσP̊
ρσ
µν = κ̊ij

ρσP̄
ρσ
µν = 0 , (50)

enforce the consistency of this decomposition. Further, these relations can be “undone” by
applying the projectors to the ij indices

P̊ µν
ij κ̊ij

ρσ = P̊ µν
ρσ , P̄ µν

ij κ̄ij
ρσ = P̄ µν

ρσ , P̄ µν
ij κ̊ij

ρσ = P̊ µν
ij κ̄ij

ρσ = 0 . (51)

Notably the shear tensors vanish when contracted with Pij

Pij κ̊
ij
µν = 0 , (52)

which clearly identifies the shear component after the transformation to the Density Frame.
Finally, we record the viscous stress tensor in the Density Frame

Πij = −T
(
κijmn
η + κijmn

ζ

)
∂(mβn) , (53)

where κijmn
η and κijmn

ζ are given by

κijmn = κij
µν

[
2η

(
∆(µρ∆ν)σ − 1

d
∆µν∆ρσ

)
+ ζ∆µν∆ρσ

]
κmn
ρσ ≡ κijmn

η + κijmn
ζ . (54)

Using the available identities, explicit forms for these tensors can be determined and the
shear tensor reads

κijmn
η = 2η

[
h(imhj)n − hij

⟨Ph⟩
(hPh)mn − hmn

⟨Ph⟩
(hPh)ij +

⟨PhPh⟩
⟨Ph⟩2

hijhmn

]
, (55)

where

(hPh)ij = himPmnh
nj =− c2sv

ivj

γ2
+

hij

d
, (56a)

⟨PhPh⟩ = Pji(hPh)ij =
(d− 1)

d
(c2sv

2)2 +
1

d
(1− c2sv

2)2 . (56b)
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Here the metric hij is defined in (42), the scalar projector Pij is given in (45), and its trace
⟨Ph⟩ is notated with angular brackets and evaluated in (48). One can easily verify that

Pij κ
ijmn
η = Pmn κ

ijmn
η = 0 , (57)

as should be the case for the shear tensor. The bulk tensor is similar and evaluates to

κijmn
ζ = ζ

hijhmn

⟨Ph⟩2
. (58)

We can see the relationship between the bulk tensor in the Landau and Density Frames by
applying the projection operators leading to

P̄ µν
ij P̄ ρσ

mn κ
ijmn
ζ = ζ∆µν∆ρσ = Kµνρσ

ζ . (59)

Finally, we have checked that results for the shear and bulk tensors presented are consistent
with the (rather different) tensor decomposition of Eq. (90) of [42].

Having analyzed the change of frames between the Landau and Density Frames, we will
turn to relativistic kinetics and show how the unfamiliar and non-covariant form of the
Density Frame constitutive relation follows from a covariant microscopic theory.

III. THE DENSITY FRAME FROM RELATIVISTIC KINETICS

In this section we will show how the Density Frame arises naturally within relativistic
kinetic theory. Our goal is to show how the viscous stress tensor of the non-covariant Density
Frame is carried by the relativistic constituents in covariant kinetics. At a practical level of
simulating heavy ion collisions, we wish to show how the first viscous correction δf in the
Density Frame is related to the commonly used Landau-frame δf .

A. Preliminaries

Consider a bosonic system close to an equilibrium state parametrized by βν(x). The
phase space distribution function is decomposed into an equilibrium distribution plus a
viscous correction

f(x, p) = f0(β, p) + δf(β, δβ, p) , (60)

where the dependence on the spacetime coordinates is through βν(x). Here the equilibrium
distribution function is given by

f0(β, p) =
1

eβEp − 1
, (61)

where βEp = −pµβµ, and δf corrects this distribution order by order in gradients ∂β(x). As
with the total stress tensor discussed in Sect. II, the total phase space distribution f(x, p)
is independent of the intermediate parameters βν(x). In a new frame with βµ = βµ + δβµ,
the phase space density is unchanged, but is re-parameterized by β and δf

f(x, p) = f0(β, p) + δf(β, δβ, p). (62)
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To relate the two hydrodynamic frames, we follow Sect. II and expand in δβ, neglecting the
differences between β and β in δf , which is already first order. Thus

δf(β, δβ, p) ≃ δf(β, ∂β, p) + ∆f(β, δβ, p) , (63)

where

∆f =
∂f0
∂βµ

δβµ = f0(1 + f0) p
µδβµ . (64)

The shift δβµ is adjusted to reproduce the frame conditions. It is straightforward to see
that integrating ∆f over momentum to find the stress tensor reproduces the shift, ∆Πµν =
X µνρδβρ in (21), where

X µνρ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
f0(1 + f0)p

µpνpρ =
∂T µν

∂βρ

(65)

in kinetic theory.
The Boltzmann equation determines the time evolution of f(x, p) and is given by

pµ∂µf = −Cp[f ] , (66)

where Cp is the non-linear collision operator [49, 50], which vanishes in equilibrium, i.e.
Cp[f0(β)] = 0 for arbitrary βµ(x). The collision operator is linearized around an equilibrium
distribution to determine the first viscous correction. Defining7 χp from δf(p)

δf(p) ≡ f0(1 + f0)χp , (67)

the collision operator close to the equilibrium state takes the form [49, 50]

Cp[f0(β) + δf ] = Cp[f0(β)] + Cpk ◦ χk = Cpk ◦ χk . (68)

Here ◦ indicates the invariant integration over repeated indices,
∫
d3k/(2π)3k0, which defines

an inner product between two functions. Cpk is a linear positive semi-definite symmetric
operator with this inner-product. We note that Cpk has a zero mode

Cpk ◦ (kµδβµ) = 0 , (69)

since setting δf(k) = f0(1 + f0) k
µδβν is merely a shift in equilibrium, i.e. f0(β) + δf =

f0(β + δβ). The conservation law ∂νT
µν = 0 for linearized fluctuations around equilibrium

follows from (66) after exploiting the symmetry of Cpk and the zero mode.
To solve for δf in an approximate way we substitute f0 + δf into (66) and neglect terms

second order in derivatives to arrive at an integral equation for χk

pµpνf0(1 + f0) ∂µβν = −Cpk ◦ χk . (70)

The solution to the integral equation is not unique: if χp solves (70), then so does χp +
pµδβµ for an arbitrary δβµ. As discussed below, the frame conditions are used to fixed this
ambiguity, leading to a unique solution.

7 χp is the thermodynamic conjugate of f(p) as can be seen by expanding the entropy for a specific Fourier

mode sp = (1 + f(p)) ln(1 + f(p))− f(p) ln f(p) to quadratic order in δf [49].
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B. The Landau Frame

In the Landau Frame we use the ideal equations of motion

uµ∂µβ =βc2s ∂µu
µ , (71)

uµ∂µuν =
1

β
∆µ

ν ∂µβ , (72)

to eliminate uµ∂(µβν) from the strains with the approximation

∂(µβν) ≃
(
P̊ ρσ
µν + Pµν∆

ρσ
)
∂(ρβσ) . (73)

Substituting into (70) we arrive at an integral equation for χp

pµpν
(
P̊ ρσ
µν + P̄µν∆

ρσ
)
∂(ρβσ) = −Cpk ◦ χk . (74)

Finally, the Landau Frame condition,

−uµΠ
µν =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
Ep p

νδf(p) = 0 , (75)

fixes the zero mode ambiguity so that χp has a unique solution.

In the Landau Frame the final solution to the integral equation takes the form

δf(p) = −Tf0(1 + f0)
(
χ1(Ep) p

µpνP̊ ρσ
µν + χ2(Ep)∆

ρσ
)
∂(ρβσ) , (76)

where χ1(Ep) and χ2(Ep) are scalar functions, which are ultimately responsible for the shear
and bulk viscosities respectively. Neglecting the bulk viscosity for simplicity (and setting χ2

to zero), we determine the viscous tensor by integrating δf(p) over momenta,

Πµν =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
pµpν

p0
δf(p) =− TKµνρσ

η ∂(ρβσ) . (77)

Here the tensor structure Kµνρσ
η from (28) is determined by the following kinetic integrals

Kµνρσ
η =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
f0(1 + f0)χ1(Ep) p

µpνpαpβP̊ ρσ
αβ , (78)

which relate the shear viscosity to the solution of the integral equation χ1(Ep).

The first viscous correction can be written in terms of the frame invariant shear Πµν
η ,

δf(p) = f0(1 + f0)
1

2η
χ1(Ep) pµpνΠ

µν
η , (79)

which is the form normally adopted in practical simulations of heavy ion collisions. We will
show that similar form arises in the Density Frame.
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C. The Density Frame

In the Density Frame we use the lowest order equations of motion to eliminate ∂tβν from
the strains,

∂(ρβσ) ≃ κmn
ρσ ∂(mβn) , (80)

which when substituted into eq. (70) yields the integral equation in the Density Frame

pαpβ κmn
αβ ∂(mβn) = −Cpk ◦ χk . (81)

As in the previous section, we will focus on the shear viscosity and neglect the bulk
viscosity for simplicity. Motivated by the Landau Frame solution to the integral equation,
we write

δf(p) = −Tf0(1 + f0)
[
χ1(Ep) p

αpβ P̊ ρσ
αβ

]
κmn
ρσ ∂(mβn) + f0(1 + f0) p

µδβµ , (82)

with δβµ adjusted to reproduce the frame condition

Π0ν =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
p0pνδf(p) = 0 . (83)

This form clearly satisfies the integral equation, differing from (76) by a multiple of the zero
mode. Since without the zero mode the first term in (82) integrates to Πµν = −TKµνρσ

η ∂(ρβσ)

as in (78), we choose δβµ as in (35), leading to a solution which satisfies the frame conditions

δf(p) = −Tf0(1 + f0)
[
χ1 p

αpβP̊ ρσ
αβ − pα χ−1

αβ K
0βρσ
η

]
κij
ρσ∂(iβj) . (84)

Next we will evaluate the stress,

Πij =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
pipj

p0
δf , (85)

to verify that it has the Density Frame form. Using (78) and the intermediate result∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
f0(1 + f0) p

µpνpα χ−1
αβ =

∂T µν

∂T 0β
, (86)

following from (65), it is straightforward to see that

Πij = −T
[
κij
µν K

µνρσ
η κmn

ρσ

]
∂(mβn) = −Tκijmn

η ∂(mβn) , (87)

as expected.
Finally, we can find a Density Frame equivalent of the Landau result (79), by rewriting

(84) using the available identities in (51) as

δf(p) = f0(1 + f0)

(
χ1

2η
pµpν Π

µν
η − pµ χ−1

µν Π
0ν
η

)
. (88)

Here we expressed the viscous correction in terms of the frame invariant shear tensor, Πµν
η ≡

P̊ µν
ij Πij, evaluated entirely from the Density Frame stress Πij. We see, as expected, that the

viscous correction is the Landau Frame result plus frame shift of δβµ = −χ−1
µν Π

0ν
η .

To summarize, we have shown how the constitutive relation of the non-covariant Density
Frame in (5) follows as an approximation to relativistic kinetics. We also have expressed the
first viscous correction in the Density Frame in terms of the frame invariant shear tensor
which is formed with Πij, eq. (88). This should be compared with the Landau Frame result,
eq. (79). In the next section we will study stochastic hydrodynamics in the Density Frame.
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IV. STOCHASTIC HYDRODYNAMICS IN THE DENSITY FRAME AND THE

METROPOLIS ALGORITHM

In this section we will show that the stochastic hydrodynamics in the Density Frame is
naturally implemented using the Metropolis algorithm. Briefly, one takes a step of ideal
hydrodynamics. Then, one proposes spatial momentum transfers between fluid cells, with a
variance given by the Density Frame noise kernel κijmn(v). These proposals are accepted or
rejected using the entropy as the statistical weight. The procedure produces the dissipative
dynamics of stochastic relativistic fluid dynamics.

A. Cartesian coordinates in 2+1D

For simplicity, we will consider Cartesian coordinates in two dimensions, r = (r1, r2) =
(x, y), and discretize space into finite volume cells of size d2r. The evolution variables are the
lab frame energy density and momentum density (E ,M i), and the energy and momentum
in a fluid cell

(E, pi) = d2r (E ,M i) . (89)

The equations of motion are the conservation laws written in (2), where stress tensor is
decomposed into an ideal and viscous pieces. The viscous stress takes the form of an average
stress, discussed in previous sections, plus noise ξij

Πij = Π̄ij + ξij = −Tκijmn∂(mβn) + ξij . (90)

In order for the stochastic process to equilibrate to the probability distribution of the micro-
canonical ensemble,

P [E ,M ] ∝ exp

(∫
d2r S(E ,M)

)
δ

(∫
d2r T 0µ − Pµ

)
, (91)

the noise should respect the Fluctuation-Dissipation Theorem (FDT)〈
ξij(t, r)ξmn(t′, r′)

〉
= 2Tκijmn(v) δ(t− t′)δ2(r − r′) . (92)

Here Pµ is the total four momentum of the micro-canonical ensemble.
The form of the noise in the Density Frame can also be found by algebraically manipu-

lating the Landau Frame. In the Landau Frame the viscous tensor and noise are denoted
with an underline,

Πµν(x) = −TKµνρσ ∂(ρβσ) + ξµν , (93)

and variance of the noise takes the covariant form〈
ξµν(t, r)ξρσ(t′, r′)

〉
= 2TKµνρσ δ(t− t′)δ2(r − r′) . (94)

Since the noise in the Density Frame is related to the noise in the Landau Frame by the
frame change

ξij = κij
µν ξ

µν , (95)
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A B

D C
D AC

A B

FIG. 1. (a) Update of fluid cell A during the Metropolis step. dΣ(1)+ is the area of the right wall

of the fluid cell. (b) Proposed momentum transfers when updating cells ABCD due to noise ξij

living at the corner of the cell (see text). In three dimensions the reader should visualize a cube

with cells A′B′C′D′ above the ones illustrated. In this case the noise ξij is generated at the corner

of the cube at the intersection of three planes, dΣ(1) . . . dΣ(3).

it is a simple matter to show that〈
ξij(t, r)ξmn(t′, r′)

〉
= 2T

[
κij
µνK

µνρσκmn
ρσ

]
δ(t− t′)δ2(r − r′) , (96)

which reproduces (92) after noting (38). Generating the Landau Frame noise ξµν covariantly
and applying the transformation matrix as in (95) may be the easiest way to generate the
Density Frame noise ξij.

The proposed algorithm for stochastic hydrodynamics uses operator splitting. First, the
system is evolved with ideal hydrodynamics over a time ∆t,

∂tE + ∂iM
i =0 , (97a)

∂tM
j + ∂iT ij(β) =0 , (97b)

and then the system is evolved with a viscous step over the same interval

∂tE =0 , (98a)

∂tM
j + ∂iΠ

ij =0 . (98b)

Next we will show how the Metropolis algorithm can be used to implement the viscous step,
producing the correct mean and variance of Πij.

To show this, we integrate the viscous equations of motion (98) over the spatial volume
of a fluid cell (cell A with volume V0 = d2r) and over a time interval ∆t – see Fig. 1(a).
The change in the momentum of the cell during the viscous update is determined by the
momentum transfers through the walls of the fluid cell

(piA)t+∆t − (piA)t = (pi(1)+ + pi(1)−) + (pi(2)+ + pi(2)−) . (99)
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Here, for example,
pi(1)± = ∓∆t dΣ(1)±Π1i , (100)

is the three-momentum transfer across the (1)+ wall with area dΣ(1)+ (see figure). There is
no change in the energy

(EA)t+∆t − (EA)t = 0 . (101)

The Metropolis procedure consists of picking a corner of the lattice and updating cells
ABCD in a Metropolis accept-reject step (see Fig. 1(b)), for every group of four cells on the
lattice. Subsequently, the remaining three corners of cell A can be updated in an analogous
way.

In detail, we envision the noise ξij living on the corners of the lattice site (see Fig. 1(b)),
as in our previous study of the advection-diffusion equation [29]. A proposal for the stress
ξij is generated with the Density Frame variance〈

ξij(t, r)
〉
(0)

=0 , (102a)〈
ξij(t, r)ξmn(t′, r′)

〉
(0)

=
2T

∆t V0

κijmnδtt′δrr′ . (102b)

Here and below we notate an average over the proposed noise with ⟨. . .⟩(0). Associated with

the chosen corner are two walls8, dΣ(1) and dΣ(2). The proposed momentum flux through
the corner walls is, for instance,

δpi(1) = ∆t dΣ(1) ξ
1i , (103)

and the proposed update to the three-momentum for cells A and B are

piA → piA + δpiA = piA − 1
2
δpi(1) − 1

2
δpi(2) , (104a)

piB → piB + δpiB = piB + 1
2
δpi(1) − 1

2
δpi(2) , (104b)

with analogous results for neighboring cells C and D - see Fig. 1(b).
The change in entropy resulting from the proposed updates is

∆S =
∑

U∈ABCD

S[pU + δpU ]− S[pU ] ≃ −∆t V0 ξ
ij∂(iβj) . (105)

Here we expanded S to first order in the updates using ∂S/∂pi = −βi. The derivative in
(105) is a short hand notation for the discrete difference:

∂xβy ≡
1

2
[(βBy − βAy)/dx+ (βCy − βDy)/dx] . (106)

In the Metropolis scheme, the proposed updates are accepted if ∆S > 0, and are accepted
with probability e∆S if ∆S < 0. Because of this imbalance, the accepted proposals ξij

8 As seen in the figure, half of the corner walls dΣ(1) and dΣ(2) constitute half of the walls dΣ(1)+ and

dΣ(2)+ of the fluid cell A. In three dimensions they would constitute one quarter of dΣ(1)+ and the factors

of one half in (104) would be replaced with one quarter.
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develop a mean value, determining the mean stress Π̄ij. The mean value of the proposals
ξij with the accept-reject step is

Π̄ij =
〈
ξij

〉
=
〈
θ(∆S)ξij + θ(−∆S)e∆Sξij

〉
(0)

, (107)

≃− (∆t V0) ∂(mβn)

〈
θ(−∆S) ξijξmn

〉
(0)

. (108)

In passing to the second line we have expanded e∆S ≃ 1 + ∆S and used (102a). Owing to
the symmetry of the proposal distribution under ξij → −ξij, proposals with ∆S < 0 occur
for exactly half of all the realizations of the noise. Thus the average of ξijξmn with the
restriction ∆S < 0 is half that of the unrestricted distribution in (102), and the mean stress
in the Density Frame reads

Π̄ij = −Tκijmn∂(mβn) . (109)

Given the mean stress, the mean momentum transfer to cell A from the first corner follows
from (104) 〈

δpiA
〉
= −1

2
∆t dΣ(1)+ Π̄1i − 1

2
∆t dΣ(2)+ Π̄2i , (110)

which reproduces exactly half of the update in (99). The remaining half comes from the
update of the lower right corner. A complete viscous update would (i) loop through the
upper right lattice corners, updating independent groups of four cells associated with this
corner as just described; (ii) Then proceed to the remaining corners of cell A and repeat the
process one at time. To avoid potential bias the order that the corners are updated should
be shuffled.

When combined with the ideal hydro step, the complete Metropolis algorithm reproduces
stochastic viscous hydrodynamics in the Density Frame, with mean viscous stress and noise
given in (90). We followed a similar algorithm when implementing the stochastic advection-
diffusion equation numerically in [29].

B. General Relativity and Bjorken coordinates

The procedure outlined in the previous sections for Cartesian coordinates readily extends
to general coordinates and to general relativity. Essentially the only change is that the
proposed momentum transfers must be parallel transported from the cell faces to the cell
centers before applying the accept-reject criterion. The definitions of energy and momen-
tum are based on the decomposition of the stress tensor according to the fiducial observer
associated with the adopted foliation of space time. Since our primary audience are heavy
ion physicists, we will first present the algorithm in Bjorken coordinates [51]. Then, in a
(somewhat long) appendix, we outline the steps in general coordinates, making full use of
the 3 + 1 decomposition of spacetime in general relativity.

In Bjorken coordinates, τ ≡
√
t2 − z2 and tanh η ≡ z/t, the metric is

ds2 = −dτ 2 + (dx2 + dy2 + τ 2dη2) . (111)

In comparison to a general coordinate system (see App. A), Bjorken coordinates have a lapse
of N = 1 and a shift of N i = 0, and the spatial metric at a fixed time-slice is flat

(3)ds2 = γij dr
i drj = dx2 + dy2 + τ 2dz2 , (112)
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where dri, with i = x, y, η, labels the spatial coordinates. The volume element is
√
g =√

γ = τ .
In Bjorken coordinates, the energy and momentum densities and the energy and momen-

tum in a fluid cell are, respectively,

(T ττ , T τi) ≡ (E ,M i) , with P µ = (E, pi) ≡ √
γ d3r T τµ . (113)

The conservation laws read

∂τ (τE) + ∂i(τM
i) + τ 2T ηη =0 , (114a)

∂τ (τM
i) + 2Mηδiη + ∂j(τT

ij) =0 . (114b)

As in previous sections the stress tensor consists of the ideal tensor T ij(β) and the viscous
stress, Πij. The average viscous stress for the Density Frame in Bjorken coordinates is the
same as Cartesian coordinates after replacing the usual derivatives with covariant derivatives:

Π̄ij = −Tκijmn∇(mβn) =− Tκijmn
(
∂(mβn) + βτΓτ

mn

)
. (115)

Here ∇iβj notates the covariant derivative. The only non-zero component of the Christoffel
connection in this expression is

Γτ
ηη = −Kηη = τ , (116)

which, in a more general context, reflects the extrinsic curvature Kij of the foliation of
space-time (see App. A).

In an operator splitting method, the system is first evolved over a time dτ with ideal
hydrodynamics, neglecting the dissipative stress and the noise in eq. (114). In a second step
the system is evolved over a time dτ with the Metropolis algorithm. The Metropolis step
should reproduce the subsequent viscous dynamics

∂τ (τE) + τ 2Πηη =0 , (117a)

∂τ (τM
i) + ∂j(τΠ

ji) =0 . (117b)

Integrating over a fluid cell and time interval ∆τ , we find

(EA)τ+∆τ − (EA)τ =− (∆τ V0) Γ
τ
ηη Π

ηη , (118a)

(piA)τ+∆τ − (piA)τ =(pi(η)+ + pi(η)−) + (pi(x)+ + pi(x)−) + (pi(y)+ + pi(y)−) , (118b)

where for instance,

pi(η)± = ∓∆τ dΣ(η)±Πηi , (119)

is the momentum transfer through the (η) wall. In comparison to the Cartesian case there
are two differences. First the energy associated with the adopted foliation, E ≡ T ττ , is not
conserved and changes due to the viscous stress. Indeed, this is the viscous contribution
to the longitudinal work, which is fundamental to heavy ion phenomenology [52]. Second,
the mean stress in (115) involves the covariant derivatives ∇(mβn). We will next show how
these differences are reproduced by parallel transporting the random momentum transfers
between the fluid cells.
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1. Updates and parallel transport

The proposed noise is generated at the corner of the fluid cell A, at the intersection of
the planes9 dΣ(1) . . . dΣ(3) as shown Fig. 1. The three-momentum transfer pi through the
surface with normal in the (1) direction is

pµ(1) = pi(1)e
µ
i , pi(1) = ∆τ dΣ(1) ξ

1i . (120)

Here we have introduce the spatial vectors, eµi ≡ (0, δµi ). The area of the surface is

dΣ(1) = ϵ1ij dr
idrj , (121)

where the epsilon symbol appropriate to the surface is ϵijk =
√
γ[ijk]. We also denote,

drµ(1) = dr1eµ1 as the change in spatial coordinate normal to the surface, so that, for instance,

V0 ≡ dr1dΣ(1) = τd3r , (122)

is the spatial volume of a fluid cell. The noise ξij is drawn from the proposed distribution
of the Density Frame as in (102).

In the update of cells ABCD and A′B′C′D′ (visualized in Fig. 1(b)), the proposals for the
momentum transfer between cells are parallel transported from the cell face to the cell center
along the appropriate links. For example, the three momentum transfer, pµ(1)/4, which is
transferred to B and removed from A at their common cell interface, is parallel transported
along the path connecting A to B, leading to the following increments to the four-momentum
of the cells A and B

pµ(1) → δP µ
B(1) = (δEB(1), δp

i
B(1)) ≡1

4

(
pµ(1) −

1
2
Γµ
ρσdr

ρ
(1)p

σ
(1)

)
, (123)

pµ(1) → δP µ
A(1) = (δEA(1), δp

i
A(1)) ≡− 1

4

(
pµ(1) +

1
2
Γµ
ρσdr

ρ
(1)p

σ
(1)

)
. (124)

We have notated the four-momentum increment with a capital letter δP µ because the energy
transfer during the proposal is non-zero as a result of parallel transport. Specifically, for a
Bjorken expansion the energy increments are

δEA(η) = −1
8
Γτ
ηη dr

η pη(η) , (125)

although the momentum proposals in (102) at the interfaces are purely spatial. This is
ultimately responsible for the shear stress in (117a) and the non-conservation of E in the
viscous step. The proposed four momentum updates in each cell as a result of the three-
momentum transfers at the interfaces are for example

PA →PA + δPA = PA + δPA(1) + δPA(2) + δPA(3) , (126a)

with analogous formulas for BCD and A′B′C′D′ – see Fig. 1(b).
The corresponding change in the entropy from these momentum transfers

∆S =
∑

U∈ABCDA′B′C′D′

S(PU + δPU)− S(PU) , (127)

9 One quarter of the plane dΣ(1) forms one quarter of the plane dΣ(1)+ of cell A visualized in Fig. 1.
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leads to

∆S =− ∇µβν e
µ
1e

ν
i dr

1pi(1) −∇µβν e
µ
2e

ν
i dr

2pi(2) −∇µβν e
µ
3e

ν
i dr

3pi(3) . (128)

In this expression ∇µβν is shorthand for the discrete approximation

eµ1e
ν
j∇µβν ≡ 1

4

[
eνj(βBν − βAν)/dr

1 − 1
2
Γν
ρσe

ρ
1e

σ
j(βBν + βAν)

]
+ (AB → CD) + (AB → A′B′) + (AB → C′D′) . (129)

Using the symmetry of the noise ξij = −ξji and noting (122), the change in entropy as a
result of the momentum transfers is

∆S = −∆τV0 ξ
ij ∇(iβj) . (130)

At this point we may just repeat the discussion surrounding eq. (107) and compute the
mean stress between fluid cells with the analogous result

Π̄ij =
〈
ξij

〉
= −Tκijmn∇(mβn) . (131)

Given the mean stress, the mean update of cell A as a result of the Metropolis increments
is

⟨δEA⟩ =− 1

8
(∆τV0) Γ

τ
ηη Π̄

ηη , (132)〈
δpiA

〉
=− 1

4
∆τ dΣ(η) Π̄

ηi − 1

4
∆τ dΣ(x) Π̄

xi − 1

4
∆τ dΣ(y) Π̄

yi . (133)

As in Cartesian coordinates, this reproduces the expected viscous Bjorken dynamics of the
Density Frame given in (118), after each of the eight corners of the fluid cell is visited.

In summary, we have shown how Metropolis updates reproduce the mean viscous stress
in the Density Frame, eq. (115). The stochastic nature of the algorithm automatically
reproduces the noise. When these stochastic updates are complemented with the symplectic
steps of ideal hydrodynamics, the stochastic fluid motion is correctly evolved.

V. OUTLOOK

In the previous sections we outlined in detail how the Metropolis algorithm and the
Density Frame formulation of viscous hydrodynamics can be combined to form a tool for
simulating stochastic viscous fluids in heavy ion collisions and general relativity. However,
we have stopped short of actually simulating the stochastic dynamics in this work. Clearly
this is the next step, and it is a step that is well motivated by the current manuscript, our
previous theoretical and numerical work on the stochastic advection-diffusion equation [29],
and a companion paper [43], where we simulated the deterministic Density Frame dynamics
in 1+1 dimensions.

From a theoretical perspective the Density Frame is attractive, representing relativistic
hydrodynamics in its purest form. Indeed, the Density Frame is the only formulation of
relativistic viscous hydrodynamics that has no additional parameters beyond the shear and
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bulk viscosities and the equation of state. It combines a symplectic step of ideal hydro-
dynamics with a viscous step that fits nicely into the framework of dissipative stochastic
processes (see for example [21, 25]). For this reason the approach is particularly useful for
simulating dynamical critical phenomena. Indeed, this paper was inspired by our own sim-
ulations of the O(4) critical point in QCD for non-expanding fluids at rest [27]. Recently,
in a pioneering paper, Chattopadhyay, Ott, Schaefer and Skolkov simulated the real-time
dynamics of the liquid-gas critical point in QCD using an approach that is similar to the
algorithm suggested here, although again the simulation was limited to non-expanding fluids
at rest [28]. Given the outlines of our work and [28], it should be possible to simulate both
the O(4) and liquid-gas critical points in the relativistic and expanding Bjorken geometry
used in heavy ion collisions. We also hope to investigate the fascinating renormalization
group properties of two dimensional stochastic fluids [7], which would provide an interesting
test of the proposed algorithm.

In summary, this work and a companion paper [43] strongly motivate a Metropolis im-
plementation of the Density Frame description of stochastic relativistic fluids. One can
imagine using powerful variants of Metropolis algorithm, such as Hybrid Monte Carlo [23],
to simulate the stochastic evolution of the QGP close to its critical points and in small
systems.
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Appendix A: The Metropolis algorithm in general coordinates

1. Preliminaries

The formalism of the Density Frame and the Metropolis updates fit naturally within the
3+ 1 split of general relativity. The material presented here is standard and we recommend
the review article [53]. The space time metric is decomposed as follows

ds2 = −N2dt2 + γij(dx
i +N idt)(dxj +N jdt) . (A1)

In the foliation of space-time, each slice at fixed coordinate time, Σt, has coordinates yi.
The vector normal to the surface of constant coordinate time is nµ and the vectors tangent
to the surface are eµi. In the preferred coordinate system xµ = (t, yi)

eµi =
∂xµ

∂yi
= (0, δµi ) , nµ =

(
1

N
,−N i

N

)
. (A2)

The dual basis is chosen such that ejµn
µ = 0 and that

ejµe
µ
i = δji . (A3)
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In component form
eiµ = (N i, δiµ) , nµ = (−N, 0, 0, 0) . (A4)

The spatial projector is
γµ

ν ≡ eµie
i
ν = gµν + nµnν , (A5)

and is used below to decompose vectors and tensors into their spatial and temporal compo-
nents according to the fiducial observer of the space-time foliation.

The thermal velocity βµ = βuµ is decomposed as follows

βµ = eµiβ⃗
i + βτnµ , (A6)

where βτ = −n · β and note βi ̸= β⃗i. The four velocity is decomposed as

uµ = γvieµi + γnµ , (A7)

and thus the three velocity recorded by the fiducial observer is

vi =
1

N

(
N i +

ui

u0

)
, (A8)

where ui/u0 is the coordinate velocity.
The stress tensor is decomposed into its temporal and spatial parts

T µν = Enµnν + 2M in(µe
ν)
i + S ijeµie

ν
j . (A9)

A four momentum vector with spatial and temporal components is notated with a capitol
letter P µ and is decomposed as follows

P µ ≡ −√
γ d3r nνT

µν = Enµ + pieµi , (A10)

note that P i ̸= pi.
Covariant derivatives with the full 4-metric of the manifold gµν are notated ∇ and with

traditional semi-colon notation:

βµ
;ν ≡ ∇νβ

µ = ∂νβ
µ + Γµ

ρνβ
ρ . (A11)

Covariant derivatives with respect to the three metric γij are written with Dj and with a |j
notation. Thus for three vectors a ∈ Tp(Σ)

ai |j ≡ Dja
i = ∂ja

i + (3)Γi
kja

k . (A12)

We will also need the Lie derivative for four dimensional vectors and forms

Lwv
µ = wρ∂ρv

µ − vρ∂ρw
µ , Lwvµ = wρ∂ρvµ + vρ∂µw

ρ , (A13)

and for three dimensional vectors and forms a, b ∈ Tp(Σ):

Lab
i = aj∂jb

i − bj∂ja
i , Labi = aj∂jbi + aj∂ib

j . (A14)

The distinction between the Lie derivative in three and four dimensions will be clear from
the context.
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Consider a vector that is purely spatial such as the three-momentum, pµ ≡ pieµi. When
this vector is parallel transported from one point to another on the spatial slice of the folia-
tion, it will not remain spatial. The extrinsic curvature determines the temporal component
after parallel transport

pµ;ν e
ν
i = eµj p

j
|i − nµpjKji . (A15)

The extrinsic curvature can be written as

Kij = −nµ;ν e
µ
ie

ν
j = Γµ

ijnµ = −NΓt
ij . (A16)

2. Covariant conservation laws

We use the 3 + 1 decomposition of space-time, and write out the covariant conservation
laws∇νT

µν = 0, with the decomposition of T µν in (18). The equation of energy conservation
reads [53] (

∂

∂t
−N i∂i

)
(
√
γE) +√

γ Di(NM i) +NM iai −N
√
γKijS ij = 0 , (A17)

where ai = (1/N)∂iN and the momentum conservation equation is(
∂

∂t
− LN⃗

)
(
√
γM i)− 2N

√
γKi

j M
j +NEai +√

γ Dj(NS ij) = 0 . (A18)

The spatial stress S ij is decomposed into its ideal and viscous pieces

S ij = T ij(β) + Πij . (A19)

In general coordinates the mean stress involves the covariant derivative

Π̄ij = −Tκijmnβm;n , (A20)

which can be written in several informative forms

βi;j = βµ;ν e
µ
ie

ν
j = β⃗i|j − βτKij = (Lβgµν) e

µ
ie

ν
j . (A21)

The second form β⃗i|j − βτKij expresses the relevant derivatives in terms of the spatial data
of the foliation and is the most important in this context. The last form shows that if βµ

is a Killing vector of the metric the viscous strains vanish [48]. In the Density Frame only
the spatial components of the thermal-metric Lie derivative are used to parameterize the
viscous stress.

We again use operator splitting and first evolve ideal hydrodynamics written in (A17)
and (A18) for a time ∆t, approximating the stress S ij with the ideal stress T ij(β). This is
followed by a stochastic viscous updates, which should evolve

∂

∂t
(
√
γE)−N

√
γKijΠ

ij =0 , (A22)

∂

∂t
(
√
γM i) +

√
γ Dj(NΠji) =0 , (A23)
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over a time ∆t to incorporate the viscous correction. Noting that

√
γ Dj(N Πij) = ∂j(N

√
γΠij) +N

√
γ (3)Γi

kjΠ
kj , (A24)

we follow the general strategy of flat space and Bjorken coordinates, and integrate the
equations of motion over a fluid cell, leading to the update rule for the energy conservation

(EA)t+∆t − (EA)t = (N∆t V0)KijΠ
ij , (A25a)

and momentum conservation

(piA)t+∆t − (piA)t =
(
piA(1)+ + piA(1)−

)
+
(
piA(2)+ + piA(2)−

)
+
(
piA(3)+ + piA(3)−

)
. (A25b)

Here, for example,

piA(1)± =∓N∆t dΣ(1)±Πi1 − 1
2
(N∆t V0)

(3)Γi
j1Π

j1 , (A26)

is a momentum increment to cell A resulting from a momentum transfer across the corre-
sponding cell wall dΣ(1)±, which was subsequently parallel transported to the center of cell
A. We will briefly describe how the Metropolis algorithm reproduces this dynamics in the
next section.

3. Metropolis dynamics in general coordinates

This section parallels Sect. IVB closely and thus we will be quite brief. The proposed
noise follows eq. (120) and eq. (102) with the following replacements and identifications:

(∆t or ∆τ) → N∆t , V0 ≡
√
γ dr1dr2dr3 . (A27)

The momenta in the fluid cells are updated by parallel transporting the momentum transfers
from the cell interfaces back to the cell centers. For example, the three momentum pµ(1)/4
given to B and removed from A at the cell interface is then parallel transported along the
link connecting A to B as in (123). However, in general coordinates the decomposition into
energy and three momentum increments must be generalized:

δP µ
A(1) ≡ δEA(1)n

µ + δpiA(1)e
µ
i . (A28)

This yields the increments

δEA(1) =
1
8
Kj1 p

j
(1) dr

1 , (A29a)

δpjA(1) =
1
4

(
−pj(1) −

1
2
(3)Γj

k1 p
k
(1) dr

1
)
, (A29b)

which reflect the parallel transport rules given in (A15) and (A16). The complete increment
for cell A is

δEA =δEA(1) + δEA(2) + δEA(3) , (A30)

δpiA =δpiA(1) + δpiA(2) + δpiA(3) . (A31)
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Using the thermodynamic derivative

∂S
∂P µ

δP µ = −βµ δP
µ = βτδE − β⃗i δp

i , (A32)

the change in entropy from the updates for cells ABCDA′B′C′D′ is analogous to (127) and
yields

∆S = −∆t V0 ξ
ij∇(iβj) = −∆t V0 ξ

ij
(
D(iβ⃗j) − βτKji

)
. (A33)

From here it is straightforward to apply the discussion in (107) to show that the mean stress
has the required form

Π̄ij =
〈
ξij

〉
= −Tκijmn

(
D(mβ⃗n) − βτKmn

)
. (A34)

Given the mean stress, the mean update of cell A as a result of the Metropolis increments is

⟨δEA⟩ =
1

8
(N∆t V0)Kij Π̄

ij , (A35)〈
δpiA

〉
=
1

4

[
(−N∆t dΣ(1) Π̄

1i − 1
2
(N∆t V0)

(3)Γi
k1Π̄

k1) + (1 → 2) + (1 → 3)
]
. (A36)

Finally, after updating all cells in the lattice with the first corner, and then repeating the
process for the additional seven corners of the fluid cells, the Markov chain reproduces the
expected viscous dynamics of the Density Frame given in (A25). When the viscous step is
combined with the ideal step outlined in (A17) and (A18), the stochastic viscous fluid is
correctly evolved.

[1] U. Heinz and R. Snellings, Collective flow and viscosity in relativistic heavy-ion collisions,

Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 63, 123 (2013), arXiv:1301.2826 [nucl-th].

[2] J. E. Bernhard, J. S. Moreland, and S. A. Bass, Bayesian estimation of the specific shear and

bulk viscosity of quark–gluon plasma, Nature Phys. 15, 1113 (2019).

[3] G. Nijs, W. van der Schee, U. Gürsoy, and R. Snellings, Transverse momentum differential

global analysis of heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 202301 (2021).

[4] D. Everett et al. (JETSCAPE), Multisystem bayesian constraints on the transport coefficients

of qcd matter, Phys. Rev. C 103, 054904 (2021).

[5] M. Heffernan,Quantification of the Quark-Gluon Plasma with statistical learning, Ph.D. thesis,

McGill U. (2023).

[6] P. Kovtun, D. T. Son, and A. O. Starinets, Viscosity in strongly interacting quantum field

theories from black hole physics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 111601 (2005), arXiv:hep-th/0405231.

[7] P. Kovtun, Lectures on hydrodynamic fluctuations in relativistic theories, J. Phys. A 45,

473001 (2012), arXiv:1205.5040 [hep-th].

[8] Y. Akamatsu, A. Mazeliauskas, and D. Teaney, A kinetic regime of hydrodynamic fluctuations

and long time tails for a Bjorken expansion, Phys. Rev. C 95, 014909 (2017), arXiv:1606.07742

[nucl-th].

[9] X. An, G. Basar, M. Stephanov, and H.-U. Yee, Relativistic Hydrodynamic Fluctuations,

Phys. Rev. C 100, 024910 (2019), arXiv:1902.09517 [hep-th].

28

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-102212-170540
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.2826
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0611-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.202301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.103.054904
https://escholarship.mcgill.ca/concern/theses/0r967886q
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.111601
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0405231
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/45/47/473001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/45/47/473001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.5040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.014909
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07742
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07742
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.024910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.09517


[10] A. Adare et al. (PHENIX), Measurements of elliptic and triangular flow in high-

multiplicity 3He+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 142301 (2015),

arXiv:1507.06273 [nucl-ex].

[11] V. Khachatryan et al. (CMS), Evidence for Collective Multiparticle Correlations in p-Pb

Collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 012301 (2015), arXiv:1502.05382 [nucl-ex].

[12] ALICE (ALICE), Letter of intent for ALICE 3: A next generation heavy-ion experiment at

the LHC , Tech. Rep. (CERN, Geneva, 2022) 202 pages, 103 captioned figures, 19 tables,

arXiv:2211.02491.

[13] Expression of Interest for an ALICE ITS Upgrade in LS3 (2018).

[14] L. Du, A. Sorensen, and M. Stephanov, The QCD phase diagram and Beam Energy Scan

physics: a theory overview, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 33, 2430008 (2024), arXiv:2402.10183 [nucl-

th].

[15] O. Kaczmarek, F. Karsch, A. Lahiri, L. Mazur, and C. Schmidt, QCD phase transition in the

chiral limit (2020) arXiv:2003.07920 [hep-lat].

[16] E. Grossi, A. Soloviev, D. Teaney, and F. Yan, Soft pions and transport near the chiral critical

point, Phys. Rev. D 104, 034025 (2021), arXiv:2101.10847 [nucl-th].

[17] W.-j. Fu, J. M. Pawlowski, and F. Rennecke, QCD phase structure at finite temperature and

density, Phys. Rev. D 101, 054032 (2020), arXiv:1909.02991 [hep-ph].

[18] S. Borsanyi, Z. Fodor, J. N. Guenther, R. Kara, S. D. Katz, P. Parotto, A. Pasztor, C. Ratti,

and K. K. Szabo, QCD Crossover at Finite Chemical Potential from Lattice Simulations, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 125, 052001 (2020), arXiv:2002.02821 [hep-lat].

[19] A. Bazavov et al. (HotQCD), Chiral crossover in QCD at zero and non-zero chemical poten-

tials, Phys. Lett. B 795, 15 (2019), arXiv:1812.08235 [hep-lat].

[20] D. A. Clarke, P. Dimopoulos, F. Di Renzo, J. Goswami, C. Schmidt, S. Singh, and K. Zambello,

Searching for the QCD critical point using Lee-Yang edge singularities, PoS LATTICE2023,

168 (2024), arXiv:2401.08820 [hep-lat].

[21] R. Fox and G. Uhlenbeck, Contributions to non-equilibrium thermodynamics. i. theory of

hydrodynamical fluctuations, Physics of Fluids 13 (1970).

[22] P. J. Rossky, J. D. Doll, and H. L. Friedman, Brownian dynamics as smart Monte Carlo

simulation, The Journal of Chemical Physics 69, 4628 (1978).

[23] S. Duane, A. Kennedy, B. J. Pendleton, and D. Roweth, Hybrid monte carlo, Physics Letters

B 195, 216 (1987).

[24] G. D. Moore, The Sphaleron rate: Bodeker’s leading log, Nucl. Phys. B 568, 367 (2000),

arXiv:hep-ph/9810313.
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