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Effective action for relativistic hydrodynamics from Crooks fluctuation theorem
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A new effective theory framework for fluctuating hydrodynamics in the relativistic regime is de-
rived using standard thermodynamical principles and general properties of non-equilibrium stochas-
tic dynamics. For the first time, we establish clear and concise conditions for ensuring that the re-
sulting effective theories are causal, stable, and well-posed within general relativity. These properties
are independent of spacetime foliation and are valid in the full nonlinear regime. Out-of-equilibrium
fluctuations are constrained by a relativistically covariant version of Crooks fluctuation theorem,
which determines how the entropy production is distributed even when the system is driven by
an external force. This leads to an emerging Zs symmetry responsible for imposing fluctuation-
dissipation relations for n-point correlation functions, which matches the standard constraints for

the Schwinger-Keldysh effective action.

Introduction—The relativistic expansion of the quark-
gluon plasma observed in high-energy nucleus-nucleus
collisions and its surprising fluid-like features [1] have
motivated significant developments in the study of rel-
ativistic fluids [2, 3]. Most strikingly, these features seem
to persist in smaller collision systems, such as proton-
nucleus or proton-proton collisions, despite their sig-
nificantly lower particle multiplicity [4]. The reduced
size of these systems suggests that thermal fluctuations,
which are usually neglected in state-of-the-art simula-
tions, should grow in importance and be included in their
hydrodynamic description [5]. Stochastic fluctuations are
also expected to be relevant for the hydrodynamic be-
havior of the quark-gluon plasma near the putative QCD
critical point [6, 7]. Thus, a consistent formulation of
relativistic fluctuating fluid dynamics is in order.

A fully general-relativistic description of fluctuating
hydrodynamics must preserve causality [§], in addition
to satisfying the second law of thermodynamics and non-
equilibrium fluctuation theorems [9-13] in a covariant
manner. Moreover, in the case of large deviations from
equilibrium, such as those expected in heavy-ion colli-
sions [14, 15], or large fluctuations, such as those ex-
pected in the neighborhood of a second-order critical
point [16], one should impose that these properties are
satisfied in the fully nonlinear regime.

In this Letter, we outline a new effective field theory
(EFT) procedure for describing fluctuating relativistic
fluids that uniquely meets the requirements above and
displays several other new desired features that are not
shared by any previous approach to this problem [17-31].
Our full EFT action can be specified by a single vector
generating current and a dissipative potential related to
entropy production. Causality and stability can be natu-
rally encoded in the properties of this generating current,
allowing for both to be imposed from the outset, unlike
in other approaches.

When the system is causal and stable, it is also guar-
anteed that the corresponding action will have a positive-
definite imaginary part, and the on-shell equations of
motion will be both symmetric hyperbolic and flux-
conservative. These properties ensure that the result-
ing dynamics are locally well-posed, i.e., given initial
data, solutions to the equations exist, are unique, and
depend continuously on the data [8, 32, 33]. This is
mandatory when considering fluctuations around non-
equilibrium solutions of the nonlinear equations of mo-
tion.

Nonlinear fluctuation-dissipation relations [34] are im-
posed through the Crooks fluctuation theorem [10, 11, 20,
35, 36], derived here in covariant form. In the absence of
external fields, this procedure is similar to that developed
in [37, 38], and Crooks’ theorem implies detailed balance.
By coupling external sources and fields to conserved cur-
rents, we find that our effective action after evaluating
the path integral satisfies a Zs symmetry, which is iden-
tical in form to the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) sym-
metry in Schwinger-Keldysh theory [28-31, 39-41]. No-
tation: We use h = kp = ¢ = 1, a mostly plus metric
guv, and anti-symmetrization as A, = Ay — Ay

Ideal hydrodynamics as a path integral—To set the
stage, let us consider the ideal hydrodynamics of a system
with an energy-momentum tensor T#” and current J* as-
sociated with a globally conserved U(1) charge. We as-
sume TH = (e+P)utu”+g" P and J* = nut, where € is
the energy density, P = P(e,n) is the pressure defined by
the equilibrium equation of state (EOS), n is the number
density, and u* is the timelike future-directed normalized
fluid 4-velocity. The conservation laws, V,T"" = 0 and
VuJ#* = 0, define the equations of motion for n, €, and
ut.

To formulate this as a path integral, we assume that
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the state of the system' can be described by fields
¢* = (a, p*) together with a generating vector current
X*# such that TH (¢) = 90X /I, and JH(¢) = 0XH/Da.
The initial and final states, A and B, are specified by
macroscopic fields ¢ qy(z € ¥a) and ¢py(z € Ep),
over the initial and final spacelike hypersurfaces ¥4 and
Y.p, respectively. We want to recast the probability
P[A — B] of a macrostate A going into a macrostate B
as a path integral over ¢, considering conservation laws
as constraints. This can be done by introducing another
set of auxiliary fields ¢

B _
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where £ = —¢*V,, (0X*/0¢*). Conservation laws can
be recovered from this Lagrangian by variations with re-
spect to ¢*. They emerge, in the context of Noether’s
theorem, from the symmetry of the action under shifts
in ¢%.

Ideal hydrodynamics is implemented by the assump-
tion that [* is the only vector available so that the
most general expression for the generating current is
XH(p) = X(a,B?)p". Defining T = (—£%)"/? and
= aT, one can then use this X* to show that the
computed TH” and J* take their ideal hydrodynamics
form with n = (0X/0u)r, w* =T ", e=npu+Ts—X,
and s = (0X/0T),. Thus, the thermodynamic relations
emerge from this construction with X playing the role of
the pressure P of the system?. Finally, we remark that
since the path integral is obtained by integrating over
solutions of the equations of motion, this construction is
only possible if local well-posedness holds.

Dissipative hydrodynamics—Dissipative theories in-
clude nonconserved quantities that can be described in
this formalism by adding out-of-equilibrium variables @
to the set of dynamic fields ¢%, with their corresponding
auxiliary variables ¢®. The theory is specified by writing
a generating current X*(¢, ), according to the symme-
tries under consideration. Because 0X* /0o should not
be conserved, we add a dissipative potential Z(¢®, p®, %)
to the Lagrangian

- oOXH oOXH
L=—0%V, —— — 3"V, —— + i =Z(d%. 0% 3 9

(b #6¢a ¥ #aspa—i_l (d)v(/)a(p)v ()
which breaks the invariance of the action under shifts in
@®. This leads to the equations of motion

OXH OXH 0=
Viage e T

=0 and -V =0. (3)

dge

! In contrast to non-relativistic systems where the state is defined
at a fixed time in an unambiguous manner, in relativistic sys-
tems the state of the system is defined across a suitable spacelike
hypersurface [8].

2 We note the resemblance with divergence-type theories [42, 43].

Though only the first equation above encodes the con-
servation laws, both equations are still of conservative
form.3 In general, the last term in Eq. (2) can make
the system non-deterministic, as nonlinear terms in @“
will lead to equations of motion that are no longer con-
straints, but hold only on shell. This will be explored
later in this paper.

Causality—To  understand  causality, it is
useful to rewrite the equations of motion as
(O2°XH[0P20PY)V, @ = i 9Z/09%, where O = (47, p?)
denotes all the dynamical variables. The principal part
of this equation of motion is the left-hand side (as long
as = does not contain any derivatives), so causality
comes from the properties of the vector-valued matrix
0?2 X*H/0®*9P®, which is known as the characteristic
matrix [8]. Since 92X /0POP’ is a symmetric matrix,
when 02X°/0®?9®° is positive-definite the system of
partial differential equations is symmetric hyperbolic
[8]. Causality, in the full nonlinear regime, can be estab-
lished directly by checking when (92X*/0®20®%)Z*Z"
is timelike future-directed for any Z¢ # 0 [44, 45].
Finally, we note that symmetric hyperbolic systems have
a locally well-posed initial-value problem |8, 32].

The conditions concerning causality and local well-
posedness can be naturally implemented from the outset
at the level of the generating current without any ref-
erence to the other parts of the action. This should be
contrasted with other approaches, such as the Schwinger-
Keldysh formalism, in which conditions for causality have
to be determined on a case-by-case basis, and no sys-
tematic procedure within that approach is known that
ensures causality in the nonlinear regime.

Covariant stability—We define the entropy current s*
out of equilibrium in the non-ideal case as the Legendre
transform of X* [42]:

oXH

B YH _ o
s = XI - B (4)

This leads to Vs = —i@*0=/0p", which should be
non-negative on shell in agreement with the second law
since we consider an isolated fluid. As a matter of fact,
the dissipative potential = is responsible for both dissipa-
tion and fluctuations and is constrained by the second law
of thermodynamics. However, the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem [34, 39, 46] has not yet been enforced, so ad-
ditional constraints are necessary. These further con-
straints can be found from Crooks fluctuation theorem
[10, 11], which we discuss in the next section.

3 Comparing to the notation of [42], the generating current X* is
analogous to the vector x* while the dissipative potential is de-
termined in their notation by I, = i(0Z/9¢%)g_o. The structure
of a divergence-type theory, as defined in [42], can be determined
from x*, I, but a given divergence-type theory does not neces-
sarily correspond to a unique action.



The second law of thermodynamics states that the en-
tropy of an isolated system always increases until equi-
librium is reached. In covariant notation, we can write
the total entropy in some spacelike hypersurface ¥ as
S[¥] = [ d%, s, where s is the entropy current. In
relativity, the second law must hold for any spacelike foli-
ation of spacetime X(7), which implies the non-negativity
of the entropy production rate V,s* > 0.

In an isolated system, the thermodynamic equilibrium
state corresponds to the state of maximum entropy tak-
ing into account the constraints from conserved quanti-
ties. Constraints on the total charge, energy, and momen-
tum can be imposed by Lagrange multipliers «, and [,
which couple to the conserved current J* and the energy-
momentum tensor 7. Therefore, Q[¥] = [(, dX, Q" is
minimized in equilibrium, with*

oxH oxH

Q= —st _OC*JM_ﬁ*VTHV = 5¢a 8@5(1 +90a 8(,0(1

_XH7

(5)
where §¢® = ¢% —¢% and ¢, = (o, Bi). We identify Q[X]
as the free energy, normalized by temperature, in the
hypersurface . The constrained current 2* is stationary
when §¢® = 0, and ¢* = 0. Furthermore, since the
Lagrange multipliers o, and £Y should only couple to
the total charge, energy, and momentum, we have that
Vo' =0and V.57 + V, 5, = 0. Hence, a = a,, p" =
B4, and ¢ = 0 defines the global equilibrium state.’

Combined with the second law of thermodynamics, the
conditions on a and B imply that V,Q* = -V, s# <0,
so that Q[X] can only decrease or stay the same, which
makes it a Lyapunov functional for any spacelike ¥ if
QF is timelike future-directed. If we also enforce that
QF is timelike future-directed and d¢ = p® = 0 is a
global minimum of n,Q* for any timelike past-directed
n*, it follows that the equilibrium state is stable for any
spacelike foliation of spacetime, and hence for any inertial
observer [47].

It is also possible to find novel connections between
causality and stability that hold in the full nonlinear
regime. Consider the 4-vector

o
aq)a ° (6)
<]

KM (®,0') = Q4() — Q4(D') + (8% — &)

This is defined such that if K* is timelike future-directed
for all ® and @', then n,Q" is a concave function for any
timelike past-directed vector n*. If the additional condi-
tion that ®¢ = (6%, ¢* = 0) is a global minimum of n,Q#

4 The current Q¥ is closely related to the information current de-
fined in [47, 48]. In fact, both currents agree at quadratic order
in deviations from equilibrium if we subtract from Q* its value
at equilibrium.

5 The Killing condition for 8 means that the background metric
guv used here must have a timelike Killing vector.

is imposed, the equilibrium state system is stable. This
is stronger than the standard Lyapunov stability condi-
tions since the properties of K#(®, ®’) require concavity
of Q" at all points in the space of dynamical variables,
not just around the equilibrium state.® However, these
conditions are useful because, if K* is timelike for some
®, ', then (92X /0P*ODP?)D*®" is also timelike. This
provides a new connection between stability and causal-
ity that holds in the full nonlinear regime.”

Crooks fluctuation theorem—So far, nothing guaran-
tees that the dissipative dynamics described by Eq. (2)
lead to the correct equilibrium probability distribution.
In the absence of external fields, the principle of detailed
balance ensures that the equilibrium distribution is a
fixed point of the stochastic dynamics by imposing that
the flow of probability due to any spontaneous fluctua-
tion is balanced by the reverse process [49]. Mathemati-
cally, this involves the comparison of the transition prob-
ability P[A — B] to the reversed transition probability
Pg[®B — ©A], where © is a discrete Zsg transforma-
tion including time reversal. Detailed balance has been
used to study fluctuating relativistic hydrodynamics in
the linear case [50] and nonequilibrium dynamics of non-
relativistic matter in [37, 38].

A more general statement, valid in the presence
of external parameters \(z), is given by the Crooks
fluctuation theorem [10, 11], which holds even far
from equilibrium. This theorem relates the probabil-
ity of a “trajectory” {®(z),A(z)}, given by P[P\ =
| Do et/ 'z V=g L(®.2:N) 4 the probability of the re-
versed trajectory. We enforce the aforementioned prop-
erty by imposing that

Pl®a(2) [ An(2)] = Po[Oa Pa(—z) [On An(=z)] €, (T7)

where we define @, (z) = O, P,(—x) and O\, (z) =
O A (—x), with ©,, O, = £1 denoting the parity of the
fields and external parameters® and we do not sum over
repeated indices. Above, the total produced entropy in
the spacetime region bounded by > 4 and X5 is denoted
by w= [ d*z\/—go. In terms of the entropy production
rate per unit volume o, Eq. (7) can be imposed by the
condition

Lo(OD,0D,0)) = L(D, P, \) —io. (8)

6 These conditions also ensure that Q# is stationary only in equi-
librium.

7 A stronger notion of stability is necessary to draw this connec-
tion than in the linear case [47]. For nonlinear systems, stability
against a perturbation around the equilibrium state is not equiva-
lent to stability against a perturbation around an arbitrary state.
This is why K#(®,®’) has two arguments, as it provides infor-
mation about what happens when the system is in state ® and
then it is perturbed to state ®’.

8 For instance, ©. = 1, as the energy density ¢ is even under parity
and time reversal.



Here, © includes a parity transformation, and it also acts
on the initial and final hypersurfaces ¥4 and X 5.

Now we determine how the auxiliary fields ® trans-
form under ®. The entropy production should be odd
and X* should be even under ®, so that the first term
in Eq. (8) can be recovered if @®,(z) = —0,P,(—x).
Next, we move to the transformation £L — Lg. This
transformation is required because the microscopic time-
reversal symmetry is broken by the change in the num-
ber of microstates in the stochastic process and its re-
verse. This is related to the second term in Eq. (8),
which must include the entropy production in the fluid,
Osys = Vs, and can also include some external en-
tropy production ey associated with the sources. To
obtain that term, we follow the procedure in [50] and
take Lo(®, @, \) = L(®,® —i®, \). This is sufficient to
satisfy Eq. (8) as long as = is left invariant, which leads
to the following transformation rule for the reversal of a
macroscopic process:

" — @zt A= e\, (9a)
P — O, P — O —iOP, (9b)
- - e, OXH

.:4—>»:4, L_);C""L(b V#W. (QC)

In the absence of external work, the Lagrangian in (8)
changes only by a boundary term and the relations in (9)
define the Zs symmetry associated with detailed balance
discussed in [37, 38, 50].

Comparing Egs. (8) and (9¢), we find that o =
—®*V,(0X"/0®%). From Eq. (4),

OXH we OXH
Vs = =V, = =5 VA — @ Vigga: (10)
so that we identify
0=V "+ Oy = -2V, (0X*/0D?), (11)

where ey = (OXH/OAN") VA" is the entropy produc-
tion in the reservoir responsible for setting the external
parameters and fields \". The integrated entropy pro-
duction is then w = Q[B] — Q[A]+ [ d*z /=g Texi. Thus,
we can identify oeyt as the work rate per unit volume
realized by the system, normalized by its temperature,
which connects our results to the standard form of the
Crooks fluctuation theorem [10, 11].

Diffusion with an electric field—Let us now apply our
approach to the case of charge diffusion in the pres-
ence of an Abelian gauge field A,. The entropy pro-
duced by the reservoir responsible for fixing A, should
be related to the work realized by the electric field,
and we take ooy = (0XM/0AY)V,A, = BHE,J"Y,
where JH = 0X"/Oa is the conserved current, and
F., = VA, is the field strength tensor. Thus, we
find that the gauge field couples to the generating cur-
rent as X* = ...+ B*J"1 A, and to the Lagrangian as

4

L=..-0V,[A,0(BHJ")/0d], where ... denotes
the terms that do not contain the gauge field.

The part of the Lagrangian that does not depend on
the sources can be constructed by specifying a generat-
ing current and using the symmetry transformations in
(9). For simplicity, we take §,, to be a constant timelike
Killing vector, in which case a suitable generating cur-
rent is X*(A, = 0) = P(a, j2) B* + aj*. The conserved
current is then J* = (9P/da)pH + j*, with j,6* = 0.
Expanding the dissipative potential to leading order in
the dynamical variables ¢ = o and p* = j#, we find that
the Lagrangian for this theory takes the form

opr

L=-aV,J" -V, <2 SBH A G\ + aAW)
(12)

52
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where k is an even function of the dynamical variables.
From this, we recover the conservation law and a stochas-
tic relaxation equation for the dissipative vector j#. We
note that the equations of motion are nonlinear. If we
interpret OP/0j2 as being proportional to 7/ for some
relaxation time 7, the equation of motion for j* is anal-
ogous to the relaxation equations seen in Israel-Stewart
transient hydrodynamics [51]. The steady state solution
is defined by either j# = 0 and V,,(«A*)+5, F* = 0, or
by a = a, and j* = k 8, F*, depending on the boundary
conditions. The first solution is the standard equilibrium
behavior for a diffusive system in an external gauge field,
while the latter defines Ohm’s law.

Green’s functions—To compute correlation functions,
we need to introduce an extra source which couples to
J# directly, which we denote as /L, This implies that in
the presence of sources the Lagrangian becomes:

0

E:...-"-A#J#—&’avﬂ [W

(ﬁ[ﬂJ”)A,,} L (3)

Variations with respect to the gauge field A4, and the
source Au allow us to compute any Green’s function, as
well as their higher-order generalizations [34]. For in-
stance, the retarded Green’s function is

v _ 5<JM(I)> _ 52W[A#7A#]
CreN=SE 0 T iAWY

where W is the effective action defined by

eiW[A“,AM] = /D‘b D‘i eifd4:6 \/jgﬁ({),'i);Au,Ay). (15)

Every nonzero correlation function involves at least one
derivative with respect to /Lt, so the standard Ward iden-
tities hold.

From Egs. (8) and (13), we find that the effective action
is symmetric under the usual KMS symmetry expected



from effective actions on the Schwinger-Keldysh closed-
time path contour in the classical limit [28-31]:

A= e\,
M @M i@LsN,

(16a)
(16b)

with the external sources \, and )\, set to A, and /Lt,
respectively. The KMS symmetry in (16) indicates that
our effective action is compatible with A, and fl“ being
the symmetric and antisymmetric combinations of the
gauge fields defined on each branch of the Schwinger-
Keldysh contour, respectively.

Fluctuation-dissipation  theorem—The fluctuation-
dissipation theorem can be recovered by considering
the analytic structure of the path integral generating
function. After evaluating the path integral in Eq. (15),
the generating function should have the form

W~ NGPNp + NGEN + NG + ., (17)

where G (z,2'), G¥(z,2"), G (x,2") are some set of
correlation functions and G‘}%b = —G‘X)T. The ... con-
tains an infinite set of higher-point correlation functions.
The generating function should be invariant under the
symmetry in (16), which can be used to obtain relations
between these correlation functions. Applying this trans-
formation, we find that

W — MGENy + (iLaAaGY + NGH) N
+ Xa (GFiLaXe + GYN) + XNaGEiLsNy  (18)
+iLaAGYLiLs Ny + iLNGY Ny,

Upon Fourier transforming, we find that the generating
function is only invariant if the correlation functions are
related by

= Elm
w

k) = (e —a) G, (19)
If we identify Gasb,G‘}%b,G%b with the symmetrized, re-
tarded, and advanced correlation functions respectively,
this is the standard classical fluctuation-dissipation the-
orem [39, 46]. This result is entirely expected since the
path integral is invariant when the sources transform un-
der the classical KMS symmetry, as in [29-31]. This
procedure can be generalized to higher-point correlation
functions using standard arguments typically employed
on the closed-time path [34].

Building the action— We summarize here the steps
needed to build EFTs using our formalism®:

(S.I) Choose the relevant equilibrium and out-of-
equilibrium degrees of freedom P°.

9 Detailed applications of our formalism will be presented in an
upcoming companion paper.

(S.IT) Define the generating current X#(®): start from
the equilibrium equation of state and add the
most general out-of-equilibrium corrections up to
some maximum power in the dissipative fields ¢,
defining a systematic truncation scheme.'°

(S.IIT) Couple external sources to the corresponding
currents according to the transformation rules
in (9) or the symmetry in (16) (up to boundary
terms).

(S.IV) Construct the most general dissipative potential
= that is invariant under the symmetry in (9)
and contains all possible terms up to a maximum
power of ¢, p® that is equal to the power chosen
in step (S.II).

In general, constraints on the different couplings are nec-
essary to enforce physical evolution with the help of the
following conditions:

(C.I) Impose that K* in (6) is timelike future-directed
to enforce causality, symmetric hyperbolicity,
and stability of the equations of motion.

(C.II) Use (11) to find the conditions that guarantee
a non-negative total entropy production rate on
shell.

Conclusions—In this Letter, we introduced a new sys-
tematic effective theory approach to relativistic hydrody-
namics, and found conditions that lead to causal, sym-
metric hyperbolic, and stable evolution in the nonlinear
regime, out of equilibrium, for any valid spacetime foli-
ation. Stability for any foliation, together with the flux-
conservative nature of the equations of motion, makes the
resulting hydrodynamic theories well suited for numerical
simulations, including through Monte Carlo techniques
[53-57]. We also employed a covariant form of Crooks
fluctuation theorem to constrain the stochastic dynam-
ics in the presence of any prescribed spacetime dependent
couplings or external fields, also finding the condition for
positive on-shell entropy production in their presence.
This leads to couplings with external sources which dis-
play the dynamical KMS symmetry expected from EFT
in the closed time path.

Finally, we would like to comment on an important
difference between our formalism and the Schwinger-
Keldysh approach [27-31]. In the latter, both the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem and the conservation
laws also emerge from symmetry considerations. By
truncating the constitutive relations to first-order in

10 Out-of-equilibrium corrections can then be systematically imple-
mented via a power expansion in dissipative fields. This is sim-
ilar to the so-called “inverse Reynolds number” power counting
of DNMR theory [52].



derivatives, the Schwinger-Keldish approach leads to an
effective action for BDNK hydrodynamics [58-62]. How-
ever, in the presence of noise, one can show that the
imaginary part of the action is negative precisely in the
regime where the hydrodynamic theory is causal and sta-
ble [50, 63|, causing the stochastic path integral to be
ill-defined in that case. In the linear regime, this issue
can be circumvented by introducing additional UV reg-
ulators to the steady-state distribution [64, 65]. A pro-
posal to address this issue via the introduction of extra
fields in Schwinger-Keldish was worked out in [63]. How-
ever, in that work, no systematic procedure to remove
the issues mentioned above and ensure causality and lo-
cal well-posedness in a nonlinear regime was presented.
Our formalism uniquely resolves these issues by creating
a systematic framework that can be used to construct the
first effective field theories for stochastic systems whose
average evolution is manifestly causal and symmetric hy-
perbolic (hence locally well-posed). Furthermore, our
approach can also be used to consider relativistic fluc-
tuations around more general out-of-equilibrium steady
states, as it is not limited to near-global equilibrium
physics.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

A model for diffusion

To illustrate how the effective theory procedure described in this work can be used to construct well-posed theories
of relativistic fluctuating hydrodynamics, we return to the example of relativistic diffusion. Again, we take 5" to be a
constant timelike Killing vector so that the only dynamical conserved quantity is some conserved current J#. Then,
the relevant degrees of freedom are ¢* = {a} and ¢* = {j*}, and the generating current can be written as

Xt = P(a, j%)8" + aj* + I A,, (20)

for some external gauge field A,. As before, the resulting conserved current is given by J* = (9P/d«a)B" + j*, so we
can interpret j# as a transverse, dissipative correction to the conserved current. Using the leading-order dissipative
potential, the Lagrangian is again given by

— 7. 8P v . v i l/f. 7. . . — v 1
L=—avV,J" -5V, <2WB#A Ajix + aAF > + =AY (o +u) = 3vVa (BWAM Ax) + A, g, (21)
for some even function of the fields x. The resulting on-shell equations of motion are given by

v, <g—§ﬂ“ +j“> =V, J" =0, (22a)

opr

1
V,L (2WB#AV>\].A + aAP + ﬁ[#A)\]UAA) = E]U (22b)

To compare this to standard hydrodynamic equations of motion, we define the relaxation time 7 by (9P/93%) = T't /2,
in which case the relaxation equation becomes

1
Vi (Zut Ay + adt” + graN A, ) = —j. (23)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.150603
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.06006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.12.570
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.115.1342
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(63)90078-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.41.1855
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/15/3/015
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9708048
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(91)90063-E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.222302
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.03478
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.83.34
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.010606
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.14621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.056010
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.14778
https://books.google.com/books?id=DTHxPDfV0fQC
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.116019
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.00512
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(79)90130-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.114047
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.4551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.054512
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.03640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.014006
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.02433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.054037
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.06887
http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.04185
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.032301
http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.10608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.104064
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.06255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.104020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.12695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.08191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2020)067
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.04102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.021044
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2024)162
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.00511
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.13852
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.06776

This now resembles a flux-conservative version of the Israel-Stewart relaxation equation [51]. Constructing this
Lagrangian was rather straightforward; we simply posited the form of the generating current that provided the
standard conserved current and everything else followed from symmetry. However, we have not yet verified that this
is a well-posed theory by imposing physical constraints.

The second law of thermodynamics

The simplest constraint to enforce is that of positive entropy production, as required by the second law of ther-
modynamics. Recall that the entropy current is given by s#* = X* — ®%(9X*/0®%). For the diffusive theory with
generating current given by Eq. (20), the resulting entropy current is given by

opr

oP
H— o — 24277 ) BH ik
s (P Qs 27 (9j2> Br — aj”. (24)

Taking a derivative of this expression, using the equations of motion form Eq. (22), and adding the entropy production
from external sources gives the total entropy production according to

oxXH
g = VMSM + Oext = — P VMW . (25)
Using this, we find that the total entropy production is given by
L.
= —42, 26
o=—J (26)

Since j* is spacelike, it follows that the entropy production is positive-definite as long as k is a positive-definite
function of the fields. This is precisely equivalent to the stability condition that arises when we demand that the
imaginary part of the action is positive-definite. To see this, we simply note that ImL = j2/k.

Correlation functions

We can verify that the fluctuation-dissipation theorem holds by considering tree-level correlation functions. At
linear order, the full Lagrangian can be written in the form

P (5q>a)T< 0 %VH—FEQZ,) (5q>b) . (5q>a)T <5ab 0 ) ()\b> o
- 5 Ha 2 xH - — Ho Ha b |
2 \6d —%Vﬂ + b 2i=,p 0P oD 0 5ab£ﬁ A
where 6@ X = [(xT?/2)60> + (7T /2k)j2] 8" + daj* is the linearized generating current, and Z4p is given by
_ (0 o0
(0,0 o

The resulting path integral is Gaussian, so it is possible to integrate out the dynamical variables ®, ®. Assuming a
Minkowski spacetime background, performing this integration, and Fourier transforming, we find that

M\ /0 0 —ixTw Ak R
o 1M 0 0 iAEY (—iZw—1)A Y
— g v K K i )
WX Al = 2 | FAa ixTw AW 0 0 —FAa |’ (29)
%)‘? —iAn k (ZEW - %) Ay 0 %AMV — TN

where w = utk,. The standard retarded, advanced, and symmetrized correlation functions can then be obtained by
taking variations with respect to suitable sources. Considering correlation functions in the chemical potential, we find
that

kk?/x 1
i (k) T2 (kk2 —ixTw — 7XTw?)  xT?’ (302)
kk?/x 1
G (k) = 30b
AT k) T2 (kk? + ixTw — 7xTw?) + X712’ (30b)
2kk?
3" (k) 5 (30c)

B |kk? — ixTw — TXTw?|?"
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This symmetrized self-correlation function (as well as GJS“J ") is positive-definite as long as &, T > 0, which is pre-
cisely the requirement we found from the second law of thermodynamics. Up to contact terms, these are the stan-
dard correlation functions for Israel-Stewart diffusion obtained in [50]. These correlation functions are related by
G = (iT/w)(GE* — G9™), which is the standard fluctuation-dissipation relation. As expected, the KMS symmetry
ensures that correlation functions obey the expected relations. Nonlinear correlations can then be understood using
perturbative techniques.

In general, the form of the symmetrized correlation functions can be determined from Eq. (27). We find that the
symmetrized correlation functions are given by

0° X} - 9°X} -
ab __ =—1 0
Gs' = < "ogagpe T ““C) = ( opdper e T “db) : (31)

where Efd denotes the inverse of Z.4; within the dissipative subspace. Recalling that the entropy production is
given by ¢?Z.,¢", the second law of thermodynamics requires that Z,;, is positive-definite within the dissipative
subspace. Note that =,; should be positive-definite in the dissipative subspace, not positive semi-definite so that all
the dissipative degrees of freedom contribute to entropy production. Since the inverse of a positive-definite matrix is
also positive-definite, the self-symmetrized correlation functions given by Eq. (31) are always positive-definite when
the second law of thermodynamics holds.

Causality, stability, and symmetric hyperbolicity

Causality can be understood by considering the properties of the characteristic matrix, 92X*/90®*9®®. For this
example of diffusion, the characteristic matrix is given by

UG S 2o Y+ A
ODaHPb 2 o P2B'u] + AR 46(]'2)2[3#']1/-])\ 4 Q%ﬂ“A'»‘

(32)

Given that the partial derivatives with respect to the dynamical fields commute, this matrix is symmetric. The
equations of motion are symmetric hyperbolic in a given frame if 92X°/0®*0®" is positive-definite. We will start by
considering the hyperbolicity conditions in the local rest frame, in which case 8* = (1/T,0,0,0) and j* = (0, j*), and

o’pP 2°P_ v
92 X0 1 < 302 23J23a] ) (33)

9PadP® T 2ai£2ﬁ 4 ?2)2g 7+ 255 A

Hyperbolicity in the local rest frame is enough to determine hyperbolicity in a general frame if the theory is causal,
which we will show below. This matrix is positive-definite if all of its leading principal minors are positive. We
therefore consider the series of determinants

2 v 0 2 2 2 2
S - L i) B YLy (R (34a)
8@“8@’ T3 952 | da? \ 952 d(52)? dadj?
0’P 8P 4 OP (0OP 0’P
d 4 v A — = 4+ 22— 4b
« ( e’ T g > 2 952 (a# o a(j?)?) / (340)
0’°P opP 2 OP
P BVEDN N2 s v
detAf;), (48(3 )2] Jt+ ZBjQA > < a7’ (34c)

where A€j)u is the projector orthogonal to both g# and j#. After this projection, the matrix is proportional to the
identity, so no further sub-matrices need be considered. Note that the proportionality constant in each case involves
a number of factors of (9P/d;%) that depend on the number of spatial dimensions. From these three determinants,
we can obtain the hyperbolicity conditions in the local rest frame

o0*p
W > 0, (35&)
oP
— >0 35b
572 > 0. (35D)

82P 2P 2P \?
> .
902 D(j2)2 = <8a8j2) (85¢)
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The first condition is the standard concavity of the equilibrium equation of state, the second enforces that the
relaxation time is positive-definite, and the final condition implies that (9%P/d(j?)?) > 0 which is another concavity
condition.

This can be understood further by performing an inverse-Reynolds expansion of the pressure, in which case we
define P = Py(a) + 25:1 P, (a)j?"/2n for some maximum power N. At leading order N = 1, one finds

0?X° P

det oo < o73 [2PFG + 57 (PP = 2(P)%) ] (36a)
azp U A arP v 2P1 2
det (48(].2)2] J +2@A ) X (T) s (36b)
0*P oP 2P
P - A 9T AVA &1
detAy, (43(]-2)23 7+ 250 ) x =, (36¢)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to «. If the term in parentheses becomes negative, then we can
always choose a value of j2 such that the determinant becomes zero. So, the determinant is only nonzero for all values
of a, 32 if PLPJ" > 2(Py)?.

From here, it is useful to take a brief detour to consider the stability of the equilibrium state. This can be considered
by deriving the conditions for the perturbation of Q* = §®*(0X"/0P*) — X# around equilibrium to be a Lyapunov
functional. All the conditions discussed in [47] hold by construction, except the condition that the perturbation of
QF around equilibrium should be timelike future-directed. For the leading order theory, we have

8 0 1 8 1 -2 .
"o oK _ z on iz iz
O = {<5a 5a PO) + 5 <5a e +P1>j }[3 + daj*. (37)

The conditions for perturbations of this vector to be timelike future-directed can be determined by contracting with
a timelike past-directed vector n* = (—1,n). A vector V* is then timelike future-directed if n,V* > 0 for all n with
n? < 1, so we compute

nu(QF —Qf) = ! [604% — 0Py + E (604% + P1> jQ} + dan;jt,

T Oa 2 Oa
e o (38)
1 <5 (9P1+P> T iy i +6a(9P0 15P Tn?da
= — | da— —n — - - .
o7 \"“0a T ) |50 T oo T° 20221 p)
Here, 6Py is given by 6Py = Py — Py(ayg). It follows that the system is stable if
oP;
6048—a =+ P1 > 0, (39&)
0P, oP; T
=9 _ - > _§a2.
(5a 90 5P0> (5a 50 +P1) 2 oo (39Db)

The first condition can only be simultaneously satisfied with the earlier hyperbolicity condition that P, Pj’ > 2(P])?
if P, is independent of a. Then, the hyperbolicity conditions reduce to Py > 0 and P; > 0. In general, hyperbolicity
and stability together will require that Py is independent of «, for any maximum power in the inverse-Reynolds
expansion N.

Symmetric hyperbolicity on its own is not sufficient to ensure a sensible relativistic initial value problem, as we
must also find the conditions for causality. These follow from the requirement that (92 X*/0®20®*)Z?Z" is a timelike
future-directed vector for any Z® # 0. Again, this can be shown by contracting the characteristic matrix with a timelike
past-directed vector in the form n* = (—1,n) with n? < 1. Then, causality follows from the condition

92X "

——__7°7b > 0. 4
n”a@a(’*)(l)b >0 (40)

This is equivalent to the statement that n,(0?°X*/0®*0®®) is a positive-definite matrix; here it will be easier to
prove this by showing that it has positive-definite eigenvalues. Again working at leading order in the inverse-Reynolds
expansion and taking the local rest frame of the fluid, we find that

o2xXr (Lpr
"ot (Tnj %5“) ’ (41)
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where we have assumed that P; is a constant in accordance with the stability and hyperbolicity conditions. The
unique eigenvalues of this matrix are given by

P
Ey = ?17 (42a)
B (prip+ V(B — P)? +4T?n2 ). (42b)
oT 0 0

The first eigenvalue Ejy is positive-definite when P; > 0, so we again find that the relaxation time must be positive.
The eigenvalue E is positive-definite when P}/, P; > 0, so we again find the convexity condition for the equation of
state. Finally, F_ is minimized when n? — 1, in which case we obtain the condition P} + Py > /(P — P1)2? + 4712,
which implies that

PPy > T2 (43)

This is the only causality condition that does not follow from hyperbolicity; it can be thought of as bounding the
minimum relaxation time for a given equation of state.



