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Viscosity, entanglement and acceleration
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The Minkowski vacuum in an accelerated frame behaves like a fluid that has not only a finite
temperature due to the Unruh effect, but also a finite shear viscosity. Moreover, the ratio of this
viscosity to the entropy density exactly satisfies the Kovtun-Son-Starinets (KSS) bound, inspired
by the string theory n/s = 1/4w. The origin of this viscosity is purely kinematical and is believed to
be related to entanglement introduced by the Rindler horizon. We directly calculate the viscosity,
entropy density, and their ratio for massless fields with spins 1/2 and 1. We show that locally the
ratio of viscosity to entropy density can be below the limiting value 1/47 at distances of the order
of the thickness of the membrane corresponding to the stretched horizon, and is described by the
universal function for different spins. In particular, on the membrane surface /s = 1/8.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the quark-gluon plasma at the RHIC accelerator [1] as a new state of matter, stimulated the study
of novel phenomena arising at the border of gravity with thermodynamics and hydrodynamics. An intriguing direction
is the search for the effects in the medium associated with black holes. This relationship between such different areas
can be substantiated either using holographical dualities [2], or within the framework of scenarios of emergent gravity,
see for example [3-6].

One of the foremost manifestations of the physics of black holes in the medium is the universal lower bound on the
ratio of shear viscosity n to entropy density s

n 1
2 (1)

A similar constraint on bulk viscosity ¢ was also predicted [7]

422(1_03), (2)

n p

where p is the number of space dimensions (in the usual four-dimensional Minkowski space p = 3), and ¢, is the speed
of sound.

Initially, the relation for viscosity was obtained for the black hole membrane (see [8] and references therein), the
viscosity of which is at the lower limit of (1)

n 1
s Arn’ 3)

After that, using methods of string theory [9-12] and the holographic principle, the existence of a universal constraint
(1) was put forward. The bound (1) is often called the KSS bound (by the names of the authors of [9], P. K. Kovtun,
D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets). It is believed that quark-gluon plasma is close to this bound [13-16]. To date,
the ratio 7/s has been studied very intensively from very different angles and in different systems, including cold
atoms [17], lattice QCD [13, 18], nuclear matter [19] and many other systems. Note that in a number of cases there
are indications of a possible violation of constraint (1), in particular, for the Gauss-Bonnet gravity [20-23] and in a
strongly coupled anisotropic plasma [24].

In recent years, much attention has been focused on another class of phenomena that also demonstrate the rela-
tionship between hydrodynamics and fundamental physics. Experiments with heavy ions indicate that matter in their
collisions is formed in a state with extremely high vorticity and acceleration [25]. Due to this a class of novel, believed
to be non-dissipative, transport phenomena, arise [26-28]. For example, in a vortical medium, the Chiral Vortical
Effect (CVE) was predicted, according to which there is a current along the vorticity. Moreover, it was shown that
this effect is closely related to the chiral quantum anomaly [26, 29]. Later, similar anomalous transport phenomena
caused by the gravitational chiral anomaly were also predicted [5, 30].

Various quantum statistical methods have been developed to study these effects of non-inertiality [31-33]. In
particular, the famous Unruh effect [34] was demonstrated using a quantum-statistical approach [6, 35]. However,
within this direction, the main efforts were aimed at studying equilibrium transport phenomena. And only recently
have works appeared that study the effects associated with dissipation or the shear tensor [36-38].

At this stage, a natural problem arises to also study dissipative phenomena in non-inertial systems. Interesting
result in this direction was obtained in [39]. It was shown that the thermal bath, considered in the Unruh effect, has
not only a temperature, but also a finite viscosity. This viscosity appears from the leading divergent contribution
coming from free fields and is assumed to be related to quantum entanglement. Moreover, for a Minkowski vacuum it
satisfies the lower bound (3). Note that the case of Rindler space, generally speaking, is not covered by the prediction
[9], since, to the best of our knowledge, there is no holographic duality for field theory in Rindler space.

As already noted, the minimal viscosity in (3) was first obtained using the membrane paradigm. In this context, it
is assumed that the black hole horizon has a finite thickness [, that is, we are talking about a stretched horizon. It can
be shown that the membrane satisfies the Navier-Stokes equation and has shear viscosity (3). Note however that there
is a significant difference between the derivation [8] and [39]. The first one considers the (mostly “classical”) properties



of the membrane itself. In contrast, the derivation [39] refers to a “quantum” fluid living above this membrane and
is based on a direct calculation using the corresponding quantum theory of a (scalar) field.

In our current work, we continue to study the dissipative properties of different quantum fluids living above the
Rindler membrane. We will generalize the derivation of [39] to the case of massless fields with spins 1/2 and 1 and
show that in all cases considered, the viscosity in the accelerated frame in the Minkowski vacuum state satisfies the
lower bound (3). We will also analyze the behavior of local quantities characterizing dissipative properties at a given
distance from the Rindler horizon and show that (3) is satisfied only on average, but is violated near the membrane.
Namely, at the outer boundary of the membrane (that is, on the stretched horizon) the ratio of viscosity to entropy
density turns out to be half the KSS bound 1/s = 1/8w. In parallel, we will show how entanglement entropy can be
calculated in all considered cases, using the approach to entropy from the relativistic spin hydrodynamics [40, 41].

The paper has the following structure. First, in Section II we will talk about the methods used and the theories
within which we work: Kubo formulas, the membrane paradigm, the approach to calculating entropy in Rindler space.
Then, in Section III, we briefly review existing viscosity results for scalar fields. Section IV presents original results
for Dirac fields. Shear viscosity (and entropy) for electromagnetic fields are calculated in Section V. Section VI shows
that in all cases considered, the bulk viscosity is zero. Section VII analyzes the results obtained, in particular, the
origin of the viscosity for free fields in the Rindler space and violation of the ratio (3) between local viscosity and
entropy on the membrane surface. Section VIII provides a conclusion and discusses possible further development.

We use the system of units e = i = ¢ = kg = 1, and the metric signature (+, —, —, —). The metric in the general
case will be denoted by g,.,,, and the Minkowski metric - by 7,,,. Quantum operators are denoted by the hat, e.g. O,
with the exception of field operators (¢, ¢, A, ...).

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK AND METHODS
A. Rindler coordinates, Unruh effect and membrane paradigm

The Rindler coordinates have the well-known form [42]
ds* = p*dr? — dx* — dy* — dp?, (4)

where the connection with the Minkowski coordinates (¢,x,y,z) is described by the hyperbolic functions z = pcosh
and t = psinh 7. The spacetime with metric (4) is characterized by the event horizon at the origin of the p coordinate

Horizon :  ggo(p=0) =0. (5)

Let’s shift the horizon from the point p = 0 to p = [. and define the corresponding quantum field theory on the ray
p € [le,00). The surface p = 0 corresponds to a “true horizon”, and p = I, to a “stretched” one. Thus, the horizon
can be considered as a membrane of finite thickness

Membrane : 0< p<l,. (6)

The existence of such a membrane is a basic assertion of the famous membrane paradigm [8, 43, 44]. Let us briefly
recall the essence of the membrane paradigm, considering a real black hole as an example. The action for space with
a black hole looks like [8]!

1

5= Ton

/ d*z\/—gR + 8% / BrVERK + S matters (7)
where the first term with scalar curvature R corresponds to the Einstein-Hilbert action, the third - to the matter living
above the stretched horizon, and the second - to the surface term containing the integral over the outer boundary
of spacetime (not the stretched horizon) from the trace of the extrinsic curvature K. By examining the classical
equations of motion, considering the boundary terms (interior and outer) when varying, taking into account the
cutoff (6), it can be shown that the black hole membrane has hydrodynamic properties and obeys the Navier-Stokes
equation. At the same time, this membrane has a nonzero viscosity, which satisfies the bound (3). However, bulk
viscosity turns out to be negative in the case of a real black hole ¢ < 0. One can also study the membrane associated
with the Rindler horizon [39, 45].

! Unlike the rest of the text, in the formula (7) the definitions from [8] with the signature (—,+,+,+) and Newton’s constant Gy = 1
are used.



In the current paper, we will be interested not in the membrane itself, but in the quantum fluid living above a
stretched horizon, which, actually, corresponds to the third term S patter in (7). The key in this case is the well-known
Unruh effect [34, 42]. Let us consider the world line of an observer at rest in Rindler coordinates with constant
p,z,y = const. The proper acceleration and time for this observer are described by the Rindler coordinates

|a| = P_la Tproper = PT , (8)

where |a| = /=aFa, is the modulus of the proper acceleration a, = u”V,u,, and u, is the four-velocity of the
observer. This accelerated observer perceives the Minkowski vacuum as a medium with a temperature

_ lal

Ty =
U o’

(9)
which is the essence of the famous Unruh effect [34, 42], which is an analogue of the Hawking effect in the absence of
real space-time curvature (that is, it corresponds to the limit of vanishing Newtonian constant Gy — 0) . Thus, we
can talk about a medium, or thermal bath of particles above the Rindler horizon (similar to Hawking radiation) even
for a Minkowski vacuum state.

Our goal is to study the hydrodynamic properties of this thermal bath, which, as we will see, significantly depend
on the loop quantum field effects.

B. Kubo formulas for viscocity: application to the Rindler space

Let us consider a relativistic viscous fluid. One of the main quantities describing the hydrodynamic properties of
such a medium is the energy-momentum tensor (EMT), which looks like the sum of the EMT of an ideal fluid and
dissipative correction [46]

Ty = Tio® + T, (10)
The EMT of an ideal fluid with velocity ., is expressed in terms of energy density € and pressure p
Tuigeal = (5 +p)uuuu — P9uv - (11)

The form of the dissipative part is fixed by the second law of thermodynamics

Tudlfss = —n(Vuu, + Vyu, — u,u®Vau, — u,u®Vauy,) — (C - §77> VU (g — upuy) + (’)(V2u) , (12)
where 1 > 0 is the shear viscosity, and ¢ > 0 is the bulk viscosity, u,, is the four-velocity of the fluid, and V, is in general
case a covariant derivative. O(V?u) denotes terms of higher orders in gradients (for example, containing V,u, Vaug).
The non-negativity of n and ¢ follows from the second law of thermodynamics [46] and ensures thermodynamic
stability [47].

In this paper, we are primarily interested in shear viscosity 7. Transport coefficients in the general case can be
calculated using the linear response theory [48-50]. The corresponding formulas are called Kubo formulas. Shear
viscosity can be calculated using the Kubo formula containing the correlator of two EMT operators averaged over a
certain quantum state

7= lim = / A6t 0(t) [Ty (2), Ty (0)]) (13)

w—0 W

where 6(t) is the Heaviside step function, and Txy is the off-diagonal component of the energy-momentum tensor.
The appearance of two EMT operators can be understood, for example, if we consider that the effects of the velocity
derivatives 0,u,, can be obtained from the interaction vertex with the gravitational field g, T*" (see, for example,
[50]). We also note that according to (13), the shear viscosity n is described by the Fourier transform of a given
correlator, which contains, actually, the double limit w,q — 0, and initially tends to zero the spatial part of the
momentum ¢ — 0. This arrangement of limits reflects the dissipative nature of the corresponding transport coefficient
[51].
Passing to the Rindler space (4), we obtain from (13), according to [39]

n=rlim / o dyf / pip [ dxdydre T (01T (7, x5, /T3 (0,0,0. )0 (14)



where the integrals over dp and dp’ take into account that the fields do not penetrate inside the membrane. The
last integral [dp’ is due to the fact that viscosity is calculated per unit area of the horizon. We are interested in
the viscosity for the Minkowski vacuum |0)yg, that is, when T' = Tyy. Note that (14), unlike (13) (which contains a
retarded Green’s function), contains a Wightman function (see, for example, [52]), the transition to which is possible
in the limit w — 0 (for more details, see [39)]).

We will call the quantity obtained before the last integration [ dp’ in (14) local viscosity n1oc(p’)

n= /loo dp’ Mioc(p') - (15)

c

and the integrated quantity as global viscosity. We will return to discuss this in more detail in Section VIIC.
We will consider free fields, but as we will see, even for free fields viscosity arises (see discussion in Section VII A).
So, a typical correlator that we will calculate using (14), has the form, shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Feynman diagram corresponding to the calculation of shear viscosity using the Kubo formula (14).

C. Entropy in the Rindler space

To calculate the ratio (1), we also need to know the entanglement entropy density in Rindler space. We will follow
the approach used in particular in [40], according to which entropy density can be calculated as the derivative of
pressure at constant acceleration

p

57| (16)

Sloc =
where the subscript loc reflects that the quantity corresponds to a point at a certain distance from the horizon. It is
important that (16) contains the derivative at constant acceleration a,, = const. Therefore, as we will show later, the
|a|>T? term from pressure contributes to the entropy density for spins higher than 0. We will discuss this definition
of entropy in more detail in Section VIID.

The corresponding energy density and pressure can be found from the mean value of the EMT operator

1 4
e = (Tw)iu"u”, p= _§<T/W>AW= (17)

where the projector operator is introduced A,, = g, — uuu,. Since we are considering the Minkowsky vacuum,
we can put after calculating the derivative in (16) T' = Ty = |a|/2w. If we then take into account that |a| = 1/p,
according to (8), then the entropy density will be a function only of the distance to the horizon

Minkowsky vacuum: $10c(7 = Ty, |al) Wiy S1oc(p) - (18)
a|—1/p

We will also be interested in the total enteropy per unit area of the horizon and therefore we will integrate it over
p from . to infinity

s = /OO dp s10c(p) - (19)

lC

Let us proceed directly to calculating viscosity and entropy for various field theories in Rindler space.



III. SHEAR VISCOSITY FOR SCALAR FIELD
A. Shear viscosity calculation

The case of a massless scalar field was considered in [39]. We will briefly describe the corresponding derivation for
viscosity, moving the more detailed description of the calculation to the next section, where we consider Dirac fields.

Let us consider the general case of the improved energy-momentum tensor of the real massless scalar field ¢ in four
dimensions in flat space-time [53]

§77;w§08a8a%0a (20)

1
7)nuuaa@8a@ - 2§(au81/30)<p + 2

where conformal symmetry is achieved at £ = 1/6. Note that since we are interested in the quantum average over the
Minkowski vacuum, the calculation can be performed in Minkowski coordinates with the metric 7,, and go to the
Rindler coordinates only before finding the Fourier transform of the matrix element.

Correlator (0|T,, (2)Tws(y)|0)m can be found using a scalar field propagator in the coordinate representation, which
is taken as the nghtman function. Since the theory is massless, the calculation is reduced to a simple multiplication
of propagators and vertices. As a result, we obtain

4 | 240(€-1/6)>

3 4qua,ﬁ( y) ! Iul/ocﬁ (‘T - y) s (21)

(01T, (@) Tap () 0)ma

where the first term corresponds to the universal two-point function with two EMT operators in conformal field theory
[54]

_ bubvbabs  1uabibs  Muabubs  musbvba  Mupbuba | Mpalus | Muslva  Muwlas
Twas®) = 505 = Tg50 T gm0 0 a0 s s 16 (22)
where
bu =y =Y, b =b>—ichy, (23)

and € > 0, — 0. The second term in (21) describes the deviation from the conformally symmetric form

f— (b) b b b bB nualzl/bﬂ _ nualzubﬁ . nuﬁlzl/ba . nl/ﬁlzp,ba + 77;“1777116 + 77;1467;]1/04 + 1377;1«1177(16
pes b12 10510 10p10 10p10 10510 8068 80b8 80b8
377W,babg 377a[3b#b1,
— - — — 24
100610 10b10 (24)

Note that the form of (22) and (24) up to coefficients in front of each term is in an obvious way can be fixed from
the dimensional and symmetry considerations. In accordance with the choice of the positive-frequency Wightman
function as the Green’s function, the poles in (22) and (24) are shifted upward from the real time axis.

It is interesting to note that the dependence on the conformal symmetry parameter £ goes away after the integration
in the horizon plane contained in the formula (14)

1
30m3(12 — (z — 2')2 — iet)3’

/dxdy (0T (£ %, v, 2) (0, 0,0, )] 0) (25)

which can be done explicitly by passing to polar coordinates. As a result, the following expression for “local viscosity”
(15) was obtained

1 p ot + 40712 — 5lE — 42207 + 1) n £ ”
i (p) = . (26)
240(p? — 12)4n?

The total viscosity (15) per unit area of the horizon, will be equal to

1
14407212

scalar __

7 (27)

The divergence when approaching the horizon at [, — 0 is typical for Rindler space, as we will see in the next
subsection.



B. Entropy calculation

Let us now turn to entropy. The mean value of the EMT of a gas of massless real scalar field with temperature T’
and acceleration a,, is well known [55, 56]

(Tpcatary = (WZ? - 4|86(L)‘;) (uuuy - A?t”’) . (28)

Note that we are limited to the conformally symmetric case £ = 1/6, since for arbitrary ¢ the energy-momentum
tensor becomes anisotropic [56] and it is not entirely clear how to find the entropy. The pressure in the fluid rest
frame, according to (17) and (28), has the form

1 (7r2T4 la|* ) . (29)

scalar

T,a)== —
PeT ) =350~ s
According to (16), the entropy density can be found as a derivative at constant acceleration. We obtain (in accordance
with [40])

_ 2273

sicalar (1) = <2

(30)

Note that the vacuum term |a|* from (29) does not contribute to the entropy. For the Minkowski vacuum, according
to (18), we obtain

1
scalar
= 31
Sloc (P) 1807Tp3 ( )
The total entropy per unit area of the horizon according to (19) will have the form
1
scalar
= ) 32
360712 (32)

C. Shear viscosity to entropy ratio

Note that both the entropy s and the viscosity 7 in (32) and (27) diverge in the limit [, — oo, which is typical for
the Rindler space. However, their ratio is finite and independent of I,
1
2 (33)

S Iscalar 47 '

Thus, in the case of scalar fields, the Minkowski vacuum corresponds to the minimum ratio of viscosity to entropy
(3)-

The ratio of local viscosity (26) to local entropy (31) is a function of the distance from the horizon and depends on
the thickness of the membrane [,

Noc 3p* [p‘* +4p%1.2 = 5l — 412 (202 + 12) In (lﬁ)}
(p) = f(p/lc) =

Sloc 471'(,02 - lg)4 ' (34)

where

xt(xt + 422 =5 —4(22%2 + 1) Inz)

fl@) = PR (35)

In the next two sections we will show that many of the discovered properties are universal for particles with higher
spins.

2 Temperature and acceleration are two independent parameters and point T' = |a| /27 corresponds to a concrete choice of the quantum
state of the system in the form of a Minkowski vacuum. Note also that, unlike (9), acceleration a, and velocity u, in (28) are related

to the medium, so the medium acts as a detector. In particular, this is evident in the equality <Tw,>(T =Ty) = 0, for details see [35].



IV. SHEAR VISCOSITY FOR DIRAC FIELD
A. Shear viscosity calculation

Let us now consider Dirac fields, also limiting ourselves to the massless case and using the same algorithm as in
the case of a scalar field. The Belinfante EMT for massless Dirac fields has the form

Ty = (07008 = 0,030 + 07,00 = 8,5%,0,0) . (36)

As before, we will take advantage of the fact that we are interested in the corresponding matrix element over the
Minkowski vacuum and calculate it in Minkowski coordinates, moving to Rindler coordinates before taking the Fourier
transform. The propagator in the coordinate representation has the form [52] 3

Supl) = (Ola(@) i (0)|0ns = =g Db (37)

- 272 (22 — dexg)?

where a,b are bispinor indices and the numerator contains convolution with Dirac matrices (yp) = v,p*. The Green
function (37) is the so-called Wightman function. The choice of such a Green function is due to the fact that (14)
also contains the Wightman function of two EMT operators. Note that the poles in (37) are shifted upward relative
to the real time axis Ret.

It is convenient to represent EMT in (36) (quantum operator) in split form

le(m) = lim Dab (5x1,3m)1!3a($1)1/)b($2) )

T1,L2—T

D (O, 0ay) = ~ (V2POL? — 7820 4+ 2P O%> — 7500 (38)

4 (
which is not regularization in this case, but is only necessary to take the derivatives out of the bracket. Substituting
(38) into (13), we obtain

(O (@) TasW)I0)n = lim Dy (9, 00 ) Dich (g1, 0y, ) (Ol (1) 80 (2) e (1) (y2) 0)ar (39)

T1,20 =T
Y1,y2—Y

Using Wick’s theorem [52] and limiting ourselves to considering only connected contributions, we obtain 4
<0|7Z}a(ml)wb@ﬁi’c(yl)wd(w)|O>M’connected = <0|1La(xl)wd(y2)|O>M<O|¢b(x2)1/36(yl)‘0>M
= Saa(®1 — Y2)Spe(z2 — Y1) - (40)
Substituting (40) into (39), we will have

(01T (2) T (1) 01 = fﬁtr{m S (570055 (b) — 7030, S (6)7aS(b) + 7,0, 5 (b)7595(b)
1000y S ()13 (5) = 7S (B) a0y DS (b) + 1055 (b)7a 0, S (b)
S (0)750a Dy S(b)w@ S1)750,S(b) + 7,0, S (07055 (b)
0050, (5725 (5) + 70, (5)750aS (b) — 1008, S (b)155(b)
7S (0)7205,5(5) + 7955 ()20, S (b) — 1S (b)750a0,5(b)

7,025 (0)750,5(8) | (41)

where we have again introduced the vector b, = x,, —y,,, and the derivatives are of the form 9,, = 9/9b". Substituting
(37) into (41), differentiating and taking a trace, we finally obtain

(O () s () O = 5 Tuvars (&~ ). (42)

3 One of the simple ways to obtain the Wightman function in the coordinate representation is to consider the well-known causal Feynman
propagators, integrate over the momentum (for example, using Eqgs. from [57]) and use the connection between the various Green
functions.

4 We use that (0|tg ()15 (0)]0) pr = Spa ().



where 7 is defined in (22).
Thus, we have found the necessary correlator and all that remains is to find its Fourier transform. We will now
substitute (42) into (14). It is convenient to integrate in the horizon plane (x,y) by passing to polar coordinates

X=rcos¢, y=rsing. (43)
After this we obtain

oo o) 2
/_ /_ dx dy (0T (£, %, v, 2) Ty (0, 0,0, 2)[0) M_/ rdr/ d¢> a:jﬁoj(%), (44)

where the designation is introduced o = —t2 + (2 — 2’)2 +ict. The integral over the angle ¢ can be taken in a trivial
way. The integral over r can be found directly, since due to the infinitesimal shift by an imaginary value in the
denominator, the integral over the real axis r does not contain the poles

00 27
PN 1
/ rdr/ do (0| Ty Ty |O)m = —5— - (45)
0 0

5m3as

The next step is to integrate over the Rindler time 7 in (14). To do this, let us pass in the corresponding integral to
the Rindler coordinates

o0 ) 1 oo eiTw
I = dret™ _ dr . 46
i /700 ¢ Basad [m 5m2(p2 + p'2 — 2pp’ cosh(T) + ieT)3 g (46)

The integrand contains poles at points located along two vertical lines

r=+mm 21 4ie)+2min n=0+1,42.., (47)
p

where the rule for bypassing the poles follows from the form determined by the infinitesimal shift ie7. The corre-
sponding poles are shown in Figure 2. Let’s close the contour by shifting 7 — 7 + 2mi. Since cosh(7 + 27i) = cosh(7)
and expliw(T + 27i)] = exp(iwT) exp(—27w), we can relate this contour integral Ir,; with the integral I of interest to
us

I= (1 — e_QWW)_llqu . (48)

The integral (46) can be found using Cauchy’s theorem. Ounly two poles 7 = :tln > fall inside the contour, as
shown in Figure 2

ITW

€
I = 2mi Res ’
e ; 770 5m2[p® + p? — 2pp/ cosh(T)]* ()
To==xIn =5

As a result, we obtain

—6w (p* — p'*) cos (w In 5) —2{(p* + p"*)(2 — w?) + 2p?p"*(4 + w?) } sin (w In £ )

= , 50
el — PP~ e o) o
According to (14) it is necessary to go to the limit w — 0
3/4_3p4+2p4+42/2+pl41nﬁ/
lim [ =~ oA gy (51)

w—0 5m2(p? — p'?)5

Note that in (51) there was mutual cancellation of the divergences 1/w from the two poles 79 = £In£. Now,

integrating explicitly over p (the integral is convergent), we obtain the following expression for the local viscosity (15)
(we replace p’ — p)

plpt 4 4p212 — 514 — 412(20% + 12)In ﬂ

Dir. _
Moc ac(p) - 40(,02 _ 13)4’/T2 : (52)

To find the global viscosity, it remains to take the integral over p according to (15), which converges within the chosen
limits and can be found directly

Dirac — 1
2407212

(53)
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Figure 2. Calculation of the integral (46) using Cauchy’s theorem. The integral I is calculated along the real axis, and the
integral It,n is along the closed contour (dashed blue line). The dots show the poles in the integrand in (46) taking into account
the rule for bypassing them.

B. Entropy calculation

Let’s now move on to entropy. The mean value of the EMT for massless Dirac fields at zero chemical potential in
Rindler space has the form

g 2T T?|al?  17|al* AL
<Tul?/1rac> — ( + | ‘ o | |2>( aly, — a2 ) .
60 24 9607 3
This expression can be obtained either by quantizing fields in the (Euclidean) Rindler space [6, 55, 58], or in the usual
Minkowski space from statistical interaction with boost generator [6, 55, 59, 60]°. However, note that, unlike scalar

fields, (54) is expected to be valid only for T' > Ty due to the phase transition at T = Ty [61, 62].
The pressure (17) has the form

(54)

- 17727 T?|a)*>  17|al?
Dirac
T,a) = 7( - ) . 55
pT ) = 5T 24 96072 (55)
Using the definition (16), we obtain the entropy density
: w273 Tlal?
Dirac
T, a)= 56
S1OC ( 70/) 45 36 ( )
For the Minkowsky vacuum state, according to (18), we will have
r r 1
stoe (T =Ty, a) = s3se™ (p) = 30077 (57)
The total entropy per unit area of the horizon (19) will be
. 1
Dirac
= ) 58
8 60712 (58)

5 This correspondence indicates the duality of the quantum-statistical and geometric approaches [6].
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C. Shear viscosity to entropy ratio

The ratio of local viscosity (52) and entropy (57) for Dirac fields is equal to this ratio for scalar fields and is
determined by the same universal function (34), (35)

MNloc
Sloc

= f(p/le)- (59)

Dirac

Similarly for global quantities, the ratio of viscosity (53) and entropy (58) corresponds to the KSS bound

n

A= (60)

Dirac 47

V. SHEAR VISCOSITY FOR ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD
A. Shear viscosity calculation

Let us now consider the case of electromagnetic fields in the R¢ gauge and keep the gauge parameter & arbitrary.
The corresponding energy-momentum tensor is well known [53]

T =T + TG+ T,

1
Ty =—FuaF,* + inWF2 ,

1 1
T = Z{Aﬂa,,(BA) + A,0,(0A) — 1, [A*01(04) + 5(814)2] } ,
T £ = 0,80,¢ + 0,E0,c — 0w 0,e0°c, (61)

G .
where Tul\f corresponds to the usual Maxwell energy-momentum tensor, 7, corresponds the gauge-fixing terms, and

Tfyhost is the energy-momentum tensor of Faddeev-Popov ghosts. The usual notations F? = F,,, F*" and (0A) = 0,A”
are used. Propagators in the form of Wightman functions in the coordinate representation are also well known [63]

G (0) = 014 D) A OO = o (G 4 =)

8n2 \ x2 — iexg (22 —iexp)?
1 1
An2 22 —jexy’

G(z) = (0le(2)e(0)[0)mr = (62)
where the poles, as for scalar and Dirac fields, also raised upward relative to the axis of real time.

Let’s now move on to calculating viscosity. To do this, we first need to calculate the correlator (TT> Expanding
into different contributions from (61), we obtain

(1T, (2) Tap (9)10) ar = 1T (2) T3 ()10} ar + (0115 (@) T (9)10) ar + (O|T, 5 () T35 () |0) ar
+OI1T, 5 (@) TuE )00 ar + OIT 8 () T2 (1)[0)ar (63)

where we take into account in advance that the off-diagonal terms, where one of the vertices contains ngmt and
the other vertex contains the field A,, are equal to zero, since we are only interested in connected correlators. The
corresponding expansion is shown in the Figure 3.

In the general case, as already mentioned, for any conformally symmetric theory one should expect that the
correlator (T'T) has the form (22) up to an overall coefficient. Let’s calculate each of the contributions shown in the



12

™ ™
— 1 Xy Xy
U w30 T
M .8 .8 M
_|_ y y _i_ y Yy _|_
I ﬁ I
0 0
A
G G host host
T T Txgy os ‘.: Txgy 0os

Figure 3. Various contributions to photon viscosity, according to expansion (63). Contributions equal to zero according to (67)
are shown.

Figure 3. To do this, let’s present EMT operators in split form®

TN(@) =t DY, (0, 0n) AN 1) A”(r2)

To(x)= lm Dg (0, 00,) AN w1) AP (22),

T1,T2 =T VAP

Tp,gL?OSt (:Z?) = zllggnﬂz DELI/IOSt (611 ’ ai'z)é(xl)c(mQ) )

1
D%Ap(axl s 8322) = 577W(77Ap3§13§2 - 8§13§2) + npuaﬁlai2 - Tlxpaﬁlﬁfz - nk;tnpvaglagz + UAuaffl@? s

1 wi T T X ¥ Wi 1 ¥y T
Dﬁx\p(aﬂmaﬂ@) = E(Wa;a; + 10 O\ — 0032057 — 577W3,\18p2) J

D" (0, 0ny) = O3 0 + 02 05" — 005207, (64)

Wick’s theorem takes the form

<O|Au(xl)Ay(mQ)Aa(yl)Aﬁ(yZ)‘0>M7c0nnected = <O‘Au(1‘1)Aa(y1)|O>M<O|Av(x2)Aﬁ(y2)|O>M
(014, (21) Ap(y2)|0) a1 (0| Ay (x2) A (y1)0) a1
(0]e(z1)e(w2)e(y1)e(y2)|0) m connected = (01E(z1)c(y2)]0) a1 (0le(w2)e(y1)[0) as - (65)

Next, we substitute (64) and (65) into (63). For each term we obtain

T ~M/G . M/G M/G 4 / Ap’ N
OIT,/ G @) T3 ()|0har = lim D (e, 0Dy (Do, 0 )G G, + Gl G,
yiwyyzzﬂy
O E= )T 5 W) 00w = = lim  DE(Da, 00 )Dis™ (O 00,) Gy s Gy (66)

6 As before, splitting is not a regularization and only helps to work with derivatives. In this case, there is a certain arbitrariness regarding
which field is considered at point 1 or x2, on which, however, the final answer does not depend.
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where M/G means that the vertex is either Maxwellian or the gauge-fixing term (61). Next, we need to substitute the
form of D operators from (64) into (66), arrange the derivatives, and then go to the limit z1, 2 — 2 and y1,y2 — .
After this we use the form of the propagators (62). As a result, we obtain

16

>

O3 @) T35 )00x = G Tuwas(x — ),
O, (@) TG )I0)ar =0,
(017,65 (@) T35(1)[0)ar =0,
OSSO = g (“tet - Heatls  2eetuly  Mpgde Bl | T
+m§gém n 277;%8%;3 . 477%11;(16/3 B 4nab/all;uby> ’
(OIT,2 (@) T 5" (110 s = —(O1T,5 () TG ®)I0)ar (67)

Thus, the mixed contributions with one EMT operator 7™ and one TS are equal to zero. Also, ghosts and gauge
fixing terms mutually cancel each other, as shown in Figure 3. As a result, only the Maxwellian contribution remains,
which satisfies the general formula for the covariant two-point function

(01T (@) Tas )10V ar = O, (@) T3 (9)I0)ar = %Ilwaﬁ(x -y (68)

Generally speaking, subsequent calculations need not be performed, since (68) differs from (42) only in the general
coefficient and subsequent calculations exactly repeat calculations with the Dirac field (and the scalar field). All
that remains is to take into account the difference in the overall coefficient. Thus, we obtain for local viscosity an
expression similar to (52) and (26)

p | pt+4p212 — 512 — 412(20% + 12) ln(ﬁﬂ

hoton
Moo (P) = 20(p2 — 12)472 (69)
And the global viscosity, according to (15), is equal to
1
hoton __
e = 1207212 ° (70)

B. Entropy calculation

Let us now move on to calculating entropy. The energy density and pressure of electromagnetic fields with accel-
eration and temperature are known [55, 58, 64]

. Tt T%a?*  11a)? A
7 photony _ (77 _ )( L — ;uj). 71
T =+ 6~ qaom )\t = 3 (7)
The corresponding pressure (17) has the form
1/m2T*  T?al>  11|a)*
pzf(w 4 Tal” _ 1ial ) (72)
3\ 15 6 24072
We find the entropy density using the formula (16)
hoton 47T2T3 T|a|2
s PN |a]) = T + g (73)
For the Minkowski vacuum, using (18), we obtain
1
photon(p — 1y | = 1/p) = —— . 74
Sloc ( U?‘a| /p) 157T,03 ( )
Entropy per unit area of the horizon, according to (19) has the form
S photon _ 1 ) (75)

3072
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C. Shear viscosity to entropy ratio

The ratio of local viscosity (69) and entropy (57) in the case of photons is described by the same universal function
(34), (35), as for scalar and Dirac fields

Mloc ‘
Sloc photon

= f(p/le). (76)
The ratio of total viscosity and entropy satisfies (3)

Ui

- . (77)

S ‘photon 47

VI. BULK VISCOSITY

It is known that the bulk viscosity for a black hole membrane (just the membrane, not the fields above the
membrane) is negative [8], which perhaps indicates the inapplicability of the hydrodynamic approximation (valid on
large scales) to a black hole, which is a finite size object, for which there is no translation invariance. At the same
time, in the case of Rindler space, the area of the horizon is infinite, and it should be expected that in this case there
will be no such problem [39]. Moreover, assuming that the properties of the membrane correspond to the properties
of the fields above the membrane, we do not expect negative bulk viscosity for Unruh radiation too.

A prediction for bulk viscosity (2) was also proposed within the holographic approach. Let us now consider, as
before, a quantum fluid above the Rindler horizon. At an arbitrary speed of sound cg, the bulk viscosity can be found
using the following Kubo formula [65]

(= hm/ pdp/ o dp / dz dy dre™™ (0P (7, z,y, p)P(0,0,0, p')|0)rr (78)
P =219 + 3Tl (79)
If the speed of sound meets the conformal limit
2=1/3 = P=1¢, (80)
then the bulk viscosity can be found from the correlator of two EMT traces
(= g hmo pdp/ pdp’ / dz dy dre™ (0T} (7, ,y, p)T(0,0,0, p')|0)n1 - (81)
w—

le

For massless Dirac field (54)7 electromagnetic (61) and massless scalar field (28) at £ = 1/6 the speed of sound
satisfies the conformal limit (80). Indeed, in all these cases the energy density ¢ = (T, )utu” and pressure p =

—%(Tw)(g’“’ — utu”) satisfy ultrarelativistic equation of state e = 3p, due to which”

dp 1
2
T 9 3 (82)
and we can use the formula (81).

Let us first consider conformally symmetric scalar fields with £ = 1/6. In this case, the result is trivial and the bulk
viscosity vanishes, since already at the operator level (20) the EMT trace is equal to zero

Scalar: T[j =0 = <0‘T5T5|0>M =0 = (scalar =0. (83)

Let us now consider the Dirac fields. The trace of the EMT operator itself is equal to zero only at the classical
level on the solutions of the Dirac equation. Therefore, it is necessary to calculate the correlator. Actually, we have

7 For scalar fields at ¢ # 1/6 according to (28), the ultrarelativistic equation of state is violated (Tﬁ) = e—3p # 0. This could be expected
in advance, since at £ # 1/6 the conformal symmetry is broken. Moreover, anisotropy appears - the pressure turns out to be different in
different directions: along the acceleration and in the transverse plane. Because of this, generally speaking, one should talk about the
existence of two different speeds of sound [66].
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already calculated it in (42) and it is expressed through the universal tensor Z,,3, which has the following obvious
properties

I,u”aﬁ = Ipuaa =0. (84)
Therefore, we find that the bulk viscosity is zero
Dirac: (0|T4TY[0)m =0 = (Dirac = 0. (85)

Since for photons the correlator (68) is the same, up to a general coefficient, as for scalar fields (21) and for Dirac
fields (42), it is obvious that due to (84) the bulk viscosity will also be zero

Photon: (0|7%TY[0)m =0 = (photon = 0. (86)

In this case, already at the operator level, obviously, the Maxwellian part of the EMT immediately drops out, since
T{f/l, u =0 Thus, compensation occurs for the contributions of the gauge fixing terms and the ghosts

12

<0|TH Tghost,v|0>M = _<O|Té7#T(V},V|O>M = _W .

ghost, (87)
Thus, for fields living above the Rindler membrane, the problem with negative bulk viscosity (which arose for the black
hole membrane) has a trivial solution. Let us finally note that according to (2) for ¢2 = 1/3, the lower limit of bulk
viscosity is exactly zero, and the bound takes the form ¢ > 0. Thus, both shear and bulk viscosity lie simultaneously
at the lower limit in all cases considered.

VII. DISCUSSION
A. Unruh effect and KSS bound: resume

In this work, we considered the relationship between two different well-known effects - the universal KSS-bound (1)
and the Unruh effect. According to the Unruh effect, a medium similar to Hawking radiation appears in an accelerated
frame, which has a finite universal temperature (9). Now we can say that it also has a finite viscosity, the ratio of
which to the entropy density is also universal and equal to (3). Note that the Unruh effect has been studied in very
many works and continues to be the focus of attention (see, for example, [67]), but mostly only the thermodynamic
properties of Unruh radiation are considered. Now we can also say that Unruh radiation is the most ideal fluid with
minimal shear viscosity and the problem of detailed study of its hydrodynamic properties arises.

Note that the derivation made did not use the properties of the membrane itself or considerations from holography
in any way and is based on the direct application of the concrete quantum field theory and Kubo formulas. Moreover,
the derivation [39] and ours differs significantly from the well-known membrane derivation [8] briefly discussed in
Section II, in which it is essential that viscosity appears as a quantity visible to an infinitely distant observer. And
we directly calculate the viscosity at each specific point (see Subsection VIIC) using well-known statistical formulas
[48].

The obtained result raises a number of questions. For example, if we slightly increase the temperature, creating
free particles in the inertial frame, then it would seem that this could abruptly lead to infinite viscosity? However,
if we approach this problem in this way, then the question arises about the rule for summing viscosities in a two-
component-like system, which is quite nontrivial. In particular, if we assume that this rule will be similar to the case
with electric current in a parallel circuit, where the inverse resistences are summed, then adding a component with
infinite viscosity will not lead to a explosive growth of “total viscosity”. We hope to explore this issue in more detail
in the future.

B. “Entanglement viscosity”

An obvious central question is the origin of the observed dissipative properties. However, the answer is not entirely
clear. Indeed, it would seem that we are considering free fields, that is, an ideal gas. Therefore, viscosity has an
essentially “kinematic” nature, not dynamic (associated with interaction). However, here the question immediately
arises - it is well known that the shear viscosity of an ideal gas is formally infinite 7 — oo (see for example [65]), since
it is determined by the mean free path 1 ~ [ e, which tends to infinity [ e — 00.
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However, it is necessary to take into account that we are considering a system in space with a horizon. The existence
of a horizon generates entanglement, which, in particular, creates the entanglement entropy. In [39], it was suggested
that entanglement is also a source of viscosity (27), (53), (70), i.e., one can speak about “entanglement viscosity”.

This view is supported by some indirect indications. In particular, it is known that the horizon entropy can be
calculated either using the Bekenstein-Hawking formulas or as the entanglement entropy for fields in a space with a
horizon. Although the two methods lead to somewhat similar results (for example, both entropies are proportional
to the area of the horizon, see [68, 69]), the exact relationship between them remains not entirely clear. In particular,
while the Bekenstein entropy is universal, the entanglement entropy depends on the type of particles (see, for example,
(32), (58), (75)).

In (33), (60), (77), actually, just the entanglement entropy appears in the denominator, and we obtain a corre-
spondence with the KSS-bound. It is natural to assume that the value in the numerator is also associated with the
entanglement.

Moreover, the “entanglement viscosity”, like the entanglement entropy, turns out to be different for different types
of fields. Indeed, despite the fact that for all the fields considered the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy satisfies (3),
the viscosities themselves (27), (53), (70) differ

scalar __ 1 Dirac __ i photon __ 1 (88)

6" 12" = 1440722

In this sense, if viscosities (88) are similar to entanglement entropy, one can assume that the membrane viscosity
calculated on the basis of (7) in [8] is more similar, on the contrary, to Bekenstein-Hawking entropy. However, in
both cases of “entanglement viscosity” and the viscosity of the membrane itself [8], ration (3) is fulfilled. So we can
say that there is a correspondence or duality between the properties of the membrane and quantum fluid living above
this membrane. It would be of interest to study this duality in more detail.

There are other indications of the relationship of the obtained viscosity with the horizon. The existence of a horizon
is known to lead to irreversibility - falling into a black hole is irreversible - which is closely related to irreversibility in
statistical physics [70]. The latter is precisely responsible for dissipation. Thus, apparently, viscosity (88) is associated
with the irreversibility introduced by the Rindler horizon. For example, the existence of a horizon may lead to the
situation that one of the particles in the particle-antiparticle pair born from the vacuum may be absorbed by the
horizon, forming a fluctuation above the horizon, which could potentially also be a source of frictional forces, as is
considered in the context of superfluidity [71].

C. Local and global viscosities

From our analysis it follows that the relation /s = 1/47 is satisfied only for averaged or global quantities (33),
(60), (77). Global viscosity (27), (53), (70) as well as total entropy (32), (58), (75), correspond to the unit area
of the horizon. Generally speaking, one could expect in advance that the relation (3), initially obtained from the
physics of black holes, will be associated precisely with the integrated quantities per unit area of the horizon (in [39]
this statement about the correspondence of the properties of the membrane and physics in volume is introduced as a
hypothesis or postulate).

Note that 7 ~ 1/I2, and s ~ 1/I2, diverges as the inverse power of the membrane thickness .. Such behavior of
entropy s ~ 1/12 in (32), (58), (75) is typical [72], and it is well known that, generally speaking, it can depend on
the calculation scheme (for example, on how the cutoff of integrals associated with the membrane is introduced). An
obvious manifestation of this is the dependence on the I, parameter. Note, however, that the ratio n/s is apparently
an invariant result. In particular, it does not depend on the parameter [., which does not even need to tend to zero
and can be left arbitrary.

However, if we do not take the last integral in (14) [ dp, then the corresponding quantities will describe viscosity
and entropy at a certain distance p from the horizon. We called the corresponding quantities “local shear viscosity”
and “local entropy”.

We have written down local viscosities for various fields in the formulas (26), (52), (69). Similarly, for local entropy
the formulas are given in (31), (57), (74). One can see, that for different fields, viscosity (and entropy) differ only by
an overall coefficient, multiplied by the same universal function. The relation of local quantities 11oc/S10c = f(p/lc) is
described by a rather nontrivial function of the form (34). It is noteworthy that this function turns out to be universal
for all types of fields considered (and also, apparently, for a wider class of theories, see Subsection VIIE).

Let us analyze in more detail the dependence of 71oc/S10c 0n the distance to the horizon. The corresponding graph
is shown in Figure 4. Let us list the main conclusions:
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Figure 4. The ratio of local viscosity to local entropy according to (34). The corresponding ratio is shown as a blue solid line.
Dashed lines indicate concrete values of nioc/S10c at p = l. (green), p = lo = 1.66... 1. (orange) and p — oo (red). The region
corresponding to the membrane 0 < p < [, is shaded gray, that is, the area between the extended and true horizons.

e Locally, the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy can be either greater or less than 1/4w. In particular,
Noc/S10c(p) < 1/4m for p < 1.66...1. (the corresponding value ly = 1.66...1, can be found numerically as
the root of the equation f(ly/l.) = 1/4m).

e In particular, on the membrane surface, when p = ., the ratio is half the KSS bound, that is Z%(p =1.)= é.

e On the contrary, for p > [. the ratio turns out to be higher 1=¢(p — co) — 2. Note that this limit does not
depend of neither p nor [..

e Analytical continuation inside the membrane shows that at the true horizon the ratio tends to zero Z:—":(p —
o0) = 0.

In conclusion, we note that the “local bulk viscosity”, due to (83), (85), (86), is obviously equal to zero, like the
global one, in all the considered cases.

D. Definition of entropy

There are various approaches to determining entropy in spaces with a horizon [70, 72]. We followed the “thermody-
namic” definition from the relativistic spin hydrodynamics [40, 41], according to which in a medium with spin density
SHY = 4, SV where SM is the mean value of the spin tensor, the differential thermodynamic relation for pressure
is modified

1
dp = sdT + ndu + §S“de,“, , (89)

where w,,,, is the so-called spin potential. This potential, generally speaking, may not be associated with four-velocity
gradients; however, in the case we are considering, the system is in global thermodynamic equilibrium [40, 73], due to
which w,, = a,u, — a,u, (the psedovector component of wy,, vorticity w, = £&,va3u,0u” = 0 equals zero in our
case). Assuming also that the chemical potential is zero p = 0, we obtain from (89) the key formula (16).

The results we obtained (33), (60), (77) demonstrate the advantage of this approach to entropy, since it allows us
to obtain an exact match with the KSS bound (3).

It is interesting to compare entropy for different types of particles. We obtain, according to (32), (58), (75)

Sscalar _ lsDirac _ 1 Sphoton — 1 (90)

6 12 36072’
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which corresponds to the ratios for viscosities (88).

Note also that there is a significant difference in calculating viscosity and entropy in terms of the methods used.
Viscosity can be calculated without going beyond the Minkowski vacuum, as described in sections III-V, where
all results were obtained, in fact, from well-known propagators in the Minkowski vacuum. In contrast to this to
calculate entropy according to (16), we need to deviate a little from the Minkowski vacuum, considering the state
with temperature T' = Ty +dT (we only considered the case dT' > 0). However, we see that the “thermal” calculation
of entropy is consistent with the “vacuum” calculation of viscosity, leading to the ratio n/s = 1/4n (however, it is to
be expected that problems may arise for higher spins, where the limiting value may differ from the exact one [74]).

E. General case of conformal field theory

Thus, for various field theories - with spins 0, 1/2 and 1 -, the ratio of viscosity to entropy satisfies the KSS bound
(3). Also, in all the cases considered, the ratio of local quantities (34) turns out to be universal. A natural question
is how general is this result?

As was noted earlier, the function

(/T ()T (0) 001 = €L () (91)

has a universal form for any conformal field theory up to a general coefficient ¢ [54]. This coefficient is determined by
the central conformal charge of the corresponding field theory [75].

Considering that, as can be seen from Sections ITI-V, all further calculations of viscosity are based only on the use
of the expression for the correlator (91), it is obvious that for any conformal theory

n~cll?. (92)

If the entropy density in the Rindler space were also proportional to the central charge s ~ ¢/I2, then one could claim

that /s = 1/4x holds for any conformal field theory. This is well known in the case of AdS/CFT duality: the entropy
of a heated gas is proportional to the conformal charge for conformal theories that have a dual description, based on
string or brane theory [75]. However, up to our knowledge, this issue has not been so well studied for the Rindler
space. o

Finally, since for any conformal field theory the correlator (0|7}, 7% 3|0)n has the form (91), for which the convolution
is zero (84), then the bulk viscosity will also be zero eont = 0.

VIII. CONCLUSION & PERSPECTIVES

There are various views on the essence of the Unruh effect. In particular, it can be considered just as the response of
an accelerated (Unruh-DeWitt) detector to the Minkowski vacuum, thus being a property of the detector itself. The
results obtained, however, are an additional argument in favor of “thermal bath view” that in an accelerated system a
real thermal medium appears (see, for example, [6, 35, 59]), possessing not only a finite temperature, but also nonzero
viscosity 8. The corresponding viscosity is kinematic in nature and is presumably related to entanglement.

In more detail, we considered free quantum fields living above a membrane describing the horizon of an accelerated
reference frame. We have calculated the shear viscosity at the Unruh temperature, i.e. for the Minkowski vacuum, for
massless fields with spins 1/2 and 1 (while spin 0 was considered earlier). We have also calculated the entanglement
entropy density in all these cases, using the thermodynamic definition through pressure derivative. The ratio of
averaged or global quantities, related to a unit area of the horizon, correspond to the lower bound predicted in the
KSS-ratio, i.e. /s = 1/4w. Thus, the universality of this ratio for various field theories is directly shown. Arguments
are given in favor of the universality of the relation in the more general case of conformally symmetric theories.

At the same time, the ratio of local quantities characterizing shear viscosity and entropy density at a finite distance
p from the Rindler horizon changes as a function of this distance. The horizon is considered as a membrane of finite
thickness .. In particular, we show, that on the membrane surface the ratio of local shear viscosity to local entropy
is less than the KSS bound: 710¢/S10c = 1/8, i.e. half the limit from string theory. And, conversely, asymptotically,
at large distances p > [. from the horizon, this ratio is higher than the KSS bound: 710¢/$10c = 3/47. In general, the
ratio of local quantities is described by the function, which turns out to be universal for all the considered theories of
massless fields (with spins 0, 1/2 and 1).

8 Of course, there is no contradiction between the results of different approaches and the difference appears at the level of interpretations.
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We also calculated the bulk viscosity, which it turned out to be zero, in contrast to the black hole membrane, where
on the “classical level” (that is, for the membrane itself) the bulk viscosity was negative.

Thus we see that the limit /s = 1/47 is realized precisely for the Minkowski vacuum, e.g. when T' = Ty, and
for T > Ty, when the state is heated, one could speculate that /s > 1/4x, so the limit /s > 1/47 may coincide
with the limit 7' > Ty for the (minimal) boundary temperature of the accelerated medium [35]. On the other hand,
the analytic continuation to the region T' < Ty was investigated in [61, 62], where it was shown that T = Ty is the
critical temperature. It can be expected that the KSS-limitation may be violated for T' < Tyy. We plan to explore
these possibilities in the future.

Note also that at present, various transport effects arising in moving media studied using quantum-statistical and
hydrodynamical methods [29, 31, 76, 77]. It is shown that they lead to effects observed in heavy-ion collisions (e.g.,
in hadronic polarization). Recently, in a number of examples [5, 6, 35], a duality was shown between effects of this
kind and phenomena in spaces with non-trivial geometry, that is, statistical distributions in Minkowsky space “know”
about the properties of spaces with horizon and/or curvature. It would be interesting if a similar duality existed for
the dissipative properties of a quantum fluid living above a membrane. In particular, the considered case with T' = Ty
is expected to be realized in heavy-ion collisions in the boundary region between the core and the corona of a fireball,
as was recently shown explicitly by the direct phenomenological modeling [78].
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