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Abstract

We develop a general framework in the renormalization-group (RG) method for extracting
a mesoscopic dynamics from an evolution equation by incorporating some excited (fast)
modes as additional components to the invariant manifold spanned by zero modes. We
call this framework the doublet scheme. The validity of the doublet scheme is first tested
and demonstrated by taking the Lorenz model as a simple three-dimensional dynamical
system; it is shown that the two-dimensional reduced dynamics on the attractive manifold
composed of the would-be zero and a fast modes are successfully obtained in a natural
way. We then apply the doublet scheme to construct causal hydrodynamics as a mesoscopic
dynamics of kinetic theory, i.e., the Boltzmann equation, in a systematic manner with no
ad-hoc assumption. It is found that our equation has the same form as thirteen-moment
causal hydrodynamic equation, but the microscopic formulae of the transport coefficients
and relaxation times are different. In fact, in contrast to the Grad equation, our equation
leads to the same expressions for the transport coefficients as given by the Chapman-Enskog
expansion method and suggests novel formulae of the relaxation times expressed in terms
of relaxation functions which allow a natural physical interpretation of the relaxation times.
Furthermore, our theory nicely gives the explicit forms of the distribution function and the
thirteen hydrodynamic variables in terms of the linearized collision operator, which in turn
clearly suggest the proper ansatz forms of them to be adopted in the method of moments.
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1. Introduction

Dissipative hydrodynamic equation is a powerful means for describing the low-frequency
and long-wavelength dynamics of many-body systems, which are close to equilibrium state.
A typical equation is the Navier-Stokes equation, whose dynamical variables are five fields
consisting of temperature, density, and fluid velocity.

One of the problems inherent in the Navier-Stokes equation is instantaneous propagation
of information, i.e., the lack of causality, which is attributed to parabolicity of the equation
ﬂ, , , @] Here, the parabolicity is a character of diffusion equations containing first-order
(second-order) temporal-derivative (spatial-derivative) terms of dynamical variables. This
character plagues a relativistically covariant extension of the Navier-Stokes equation.

In 1949, Grad ﬂa] showed that the lack of causality could be circumvented within the
framework of kinetic theory, i.e., the Boltzmann equation by employing a method of mo-
ments, where an ad-hoc but seemingly plausible ansatz for the functional forms of the
distribution function and the moments leads to a closed system of differential equations as
the hydrodynamic equations. In particular, for the thirteen-moment approximation to the
functional forms, the resultant equation is similar to the Navier-Stokes equation but respects
the causality, because the character of the equation is hyperbolic instead of parabolic, with
finite propagation speeds. This thirteen-moment causal equation is called the Grad equa-
tion, whose dynamical variables are thirteen fields, i.e., temperature, density, fluid velocity,
viscous pressure, and heat flux.

In 1996, Jou and his collaborators ﬂa, B] called the description by the Grad equation
mesoscopic since it occupies an intermediate level between the descriptions by the Navier-
Stokes equation and the Boltzmann equation. In fact, the Grad equation has been applied
to various kinetic problems, e.g., in plasma and in photon transport B], whose dynamics
often cannot be described by the Navier-Stokes equation since the systems are not close
enough to the equilibrium state.

However, it has recently turned out that the dynamics described by the Grad equation
is not consistent with the Boltzmann equation in the mesoscopic scales of space and time.
In fact, numerical simulations ﬂﬁ] have shown that the solutions to the Grad equation are in
disagreement with those to the Boltzmann equation in the mesoscopic regime. Although a
lot of efforts have been made to reformulate the method of moments so as to get solutions
more faithful to the Boltzmann equation ﬂﬂ], the resultant equations are found to still violate
the causality, unfortunately m, E], @] Although various extensions of Grad’s theory has
been proposed |13, ,@] so as to circumvent the causality problem, the whole consistency
between the resultant equations and the solution of the Boltzmann equation in the meso-
scopic regime seems not yet achieved. Thus, it is still a challenge to construct the causal
hydrodynamic equation consistent with the Boltzmann equation.

The purpose of this paper is to construct the hydrodynamic equation that respects both
the causality and the consistency with the Boltzmann equation in the mesoscopic regime.
A natural approach to this end is to solve the Boltzmann equation faithfully in a way valid
up to the mesoscopic regime and extract from the solution a simpler equation describing the
mesoscopic dynamics of the Boltzmann equation. Here, we note that the faithful solution
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Figure 1: A schematic picture of the invariant/attractive manifold spanned by the zero and excited modes.
The solid and dashed lines denote the orbit of an exact solution to the microscopic (Boltzmann) equation,
and the asymptotic one on the invariant/attractive manifold spanned only by the zero modes, respectively,
while the surface shows the invariant/attractive manifold extended by incorporating excited modes. Under
the time evolution of the system, the exact solution starting from a point away from the surface is rapidly
attracted along the solid line to the surface, then after performing a fast motion on it, the solution approaches
the dashed line, and eventually shows a slow motion confined on it.

of the Boltzmann equation should lead to an equation that is free from any ansatz for the
functional forms of the distribution function and respects the causality that the underlying
microscopic theory possesses.

The problem we are facing is to solve a non-linear differential equation such as the
Boltzmann equation in an asymptotic regime and extract an effective action or equation
with a simpler form than the original one, which reproduces solutions in the asymptotic
regime. This is a reduction of the dynamics, and there are some powerful reduction theories
of the dynamics ] As a reduction theory, we take the “renormalization-group (RG)
method” ﬂﬁ 18, 19, 2d, 21, 24, 23, 24, 3, l2d, 7, 8, 2d, B3, @ The RG method as
formulated in Refs. ﬂﬁ 26, [27, . 29, 34, @ is a powerful tool for reducing evolution
equations based on the notion of attractive manifold or invariant manifold @ which the
dynamical variables approach to and after some time are eventually confined in. In fact,
the RG method ﬂﬁ @? @ Iﬁ @ @ @ has been applied to reduce kinetic equations to a
slower dynamics with fewer degrees of freedom, which is realized on the invariant manifold
asymptotically.

Hatta and the authors @ @ used the RG method to derive the Navier-Stokes equa-
tion from the Boltzmann equation. An essential point in the derivation of the Navier-Stokes
equation was to utilize five zero modes of the linearized collision operator, which form the in-
variant manifold on which hydrodynamics is defined; the would-be constant five zero modes,
corresponding to temperature, density, and fluid velocity, acquire the time dependence on
the manifold by the RG equation.

Thus, a basic observation presented in the extraction of the mesoscopic dynamics from
the Boltzmann equation is to include some excited (fast) modes as additional components
of the invariant/attractive manifold, because the mesoscopic dynamics is faster than hydro-
dynamics that is defined on the invariant manifold spanned by the five zero modes: Figure
[ gives a schematic picture of the invariant/attractive manifold composed of the (would-be)
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zero and excited modes.

Which excited modes should we adopt? In this paper, we try to determine the excited
modes based on the following basic principle in the reduction theory of the dynamics ﬂﬁ]
The resultant dynamics should be as simple as possible because we are interested to reduce
the dynamics to a simpler one. Here, we note that this principle is the very spirit of the
reduction theory of the dynamics ﬂﬁ], and here the term “simple” is used to express that
the resultant dynamics is described with a fewer number of dynamical variables and is given
by an equation composed of a fewer number of terms.

We demonstrate that this principle leads to the doublet scheme in the RG method, which
uniquely determines the number and form of the excited modes that should be included
in the invariant/attractive manifold on which the mesoscopic dynamics of the Boltzmann
equation is defined: The doublet scheme can be applied to a wide class of evolution equations.
We also demonstrate that the mesoscopic dynamics obtained by the RG equation contains
thirteen dynamical variables and respects the causality. We show that the form of the
resultant equation is the same as that of the Grad equation, but the microscopic formulae
of the coefficients, e.g., the transport coefficients and relaxation times, are different, and our
theory leads to the same expressions for the transport coefficients as given by the Chapman-
Enskog method ﬂﬁ] and also novel formulae of the relaxation times in terms of relaxation
functions, which allow a natural physical interpretation of the relaxation times. Moreover,
the distribution function and the moments which are explicitly constructed in our theory
provide a proper new ansatz for the functional forms of the distribution function and the
moments in the method of moments proposed by Grad.

We here remark that some results in the present paper have been announced in the
proceedings M] by the present authors. In the present paper, we shall make a detailed and
complete account on the derivations of the causal hydrodynamic equations together with
those of the microscopic expressions of the transport coefficients and relaxation times.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. Bl we describe the doublet scheme in the RG
method. In Sec. [3, we analyze the Lorenz model @] in the doublet scheme and demonstrate
the validity of the doublet scheme as a method for constructing the invariant/attractive
manifold that incorporates the excited modes as well as the would-be zero modes.

In Sec. Ml we give a brief but self-contained account of the Boltzmann equation and Grad’s
thirteen-moment approximation in the method of moments. In Sec. [, we present the causal
hydrodynamic equation and the microscopic representations of the transport coefficients and
relaxation times that are obtained with the doublet scheme in the RG method. The last
section is devoted to a summary and concluding remarks. In we give some
formulae used for the construction of the doublet scheme. In[Appendix B| we prove that
the mesoscopic dynamics obtained by the doublet scheme is reduced to the slow dynamics
described solely by the zero modes in the asymptotic regime after a time. In
we present the detailed derivation of the causal hydrodynamics as the mesoscopic dynamics
of the Boltzmann equation.



2. Derivation of mesoscopic dynamics from generic evolution equation with
doublet scheme in RG method

In this section, we develop a method on the basis of the RG method to extract the meso-
scopic dynamics from a generic evolution equation by constructing the invariant/attractive
manifold incorporating some appropriate excited modes as well as the zero modes of its
linearized evolution operator based on the following general principle of the reduction the-
ory of the dynamics ﬂ%] The resultant dynamics should be as simple as possible because
we are interested in reducing the dynamics to a simpler one. As mentioned in Sec. [l
we use this principle to derive an equation describing the mesoscopic dynamics, where the
number of dynamical variables and terms are reduced as few as possible. We will see that
this principle uniquely determines the number and form of the excited modes that should
be included in the invariant/attractive manifold on which the mesoscopic dynamics of the
evolution equation is defined.

2.1.  Fvolution equation

As a generic evolution equation, we treat a system of differential equations with two
non-linear terms, which represent the relaxation to a static solution and weak perturbation,
respectively. The equation reads

0
EXZZGZ(XM7XN)+€F’Z(X177XN)7 Z:]-aaNa (1)
which is also rewritten in a more convenient vector form
0
EX:G(X)JreF(X). (2)

In Eq. (@), the dynamical variables are represented by N-component vector X (1 < N < o),
whereas G(X) and F(X) are non-linear functions of X, and ¢ is introduced as an indicator
of the smallness of F'(X) that is finally set equal to 1; the vector X (¢) governed by Eq. (2]
without F'(X) relaxes to the static solution X*! under time evolution as

X(t — 00) - X, (3)
which is given as a solution to
G(X*) = 0. (4)

Here, we suppose that the static solution X°? is unique and forms a well-defined M-
dimensional invariant manifold with M being smaller than or equal to N. This means
that X is parametrized by M, integral constants C, with a =1, ---, Mjy;

X = X, -, Ouyy)- (5)
We first define the linearized evolution operator A by
0

Aij = a—AX,]GZ(Xl, ety XN) X:Xeq. (6)



We note that in accordance with Eq. (), A has M, eigenvectors belonging to the zero
eigenvalue, i.e., zero modes, and the dimension of the kernel of A is Mj; i.e., dim [ker A] = M.
In fact, by differentiating Eq. ({#l) with respect to the M, integral constants C,,, we have

A0X**/oC, =0, (7)
which means that ¢f defined by

g = IX“/IC,, (8)
are the M, zero modes. The invariant manifold is spanned by ¢ with a =1, ---, M.

We define the projection operator Py onto the kernel of A, which is called the Py space,
and the projection operator )y onto the Qy space as the complement to the Py space:
With the use of an inner product which satisfies the positive definiteness of the norm as

(¢, 2) > 0 with 1 # 0, we define

Mo
P = Z 903710_;5<90€,¢>, Qo =1-F, (9)

a7ﬂ:1

where 77070415 is the inverse matrix of the Py-space metric matrix g # defined by

" =(#F, @0)- (10)
It is easily verified that the following identity is satisfied:
<9087P0¢>:<LP8{7¢>7 (11)

with 1) being an arbitrary vector.

We assume that the other eigenvalues of A are real negative and negative eigenvalues
closest to zero are discrete. Accordingly we suppose that with the inner product A is self-
adjoint,

(Ay, x)= (¥, Ax), (12)

where 1 and x are arbitrary vectors. We will see that this self-adjoint nature of A plays an
essential role in making the form of the resultant equation simpler.

2.2.  Approzimate solution around arbitrary initial time

To obtain the mesoscopic dynamics of Eq. (2), first we apply the perturbation theory
to construct a solution to Eq. (Z), which represents the motion caused by the zero modes
and the excited modes. Let X(¢) be an yet unknown exact solution to Eq. () with an
initial condition given at, say, t = —oo: The solution forms an orbit X (¢) parametrized by
t. Then let us pick up an arbitrary point X (¢9) on the orbit. In accordance with the general
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Figure 2: A geometrical illustration of the perturbative construction of the invariant/attractive manifold
for the mesoscopic dynamics. In all the panels, the solid lines denote the orbit of an exact solution to the
generic evolution equation (2]), while the dashed ones represent the asymptotic one confined on the manifold
spanned by the zero modes, which can be identified by the zeroth-order analysis; this manifold is represented
as a surface presented in panel (b). The new surface shown in panel (c) represents the manifold modified
(extended) by incorporating some excited modes properly so as to a closed dynamics is obtained up to the
second-order of the perturbation, which is identified with the mesoscopic dynamics.

formulation of the RG method m, @, @, @], we try to construct a perturbative solution
X (t; tg) with the initial value set to X (¢y) at t = tq:
X (t=to; to) = X(to). (13)
Here, we have made explicit the ty dependence of X (t =to; to). It is noted that in the RG
method the initial value X (tp) and the RG equation applied to the perturbative solution
X (t; to) provide the invariant/attractive manifold and the reduced dynamics defined on it,
respectively.
The initial value as well as the perturbative solution are expanded with respect to € as

follows:

X(tit) = Xo(tsto) +eXu(t;to) +e Xa(tsto) +---, (14)
X(t)) = Xolto) +eX (o) + € Xaltg) +---. (15)

The respective initial conditions at ¢t = ¢y are set up as
Xt =ty; to) = Xi(t), 1=0,1,2,---. (16)

In the expansion, the zeroth-order initial value X o(to; to) = Xo(to) is supposed to be as
close as possible to the exact solution.

Substituting the above expansions into Eq. (2]), we obtain the series of the perturbative
equations with respect to e. Now we are interested in the slow behavior of the solution in
the asymptotic regime, and we suppose that the zeroth-order solution is given by a static
solution spanned by the zero modes; excited modes and the slippery behavior of the zero
modes (as given by secular terms) are to be incorporated in the first- and higher-order
solutions. Here, we carry out the perturbative analysis up to the second order, which is
necessary to obtain the mesoscopic dynamics.

Before entering the perturbative analysis, we illustrate in a geometrical way in Fig.
the way how the invariant /attractive manifold spanned solely by the zero modes is extended
or improved so as to accommodate whole the mesoscopic dynamics.
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The zeroth-order equation reads

O ~ ~
5 X0l to) = G(Xo(t: to)). (17)

As mentioned above, we are interested in the slow motion that would be realized asymptot-
ically as t — co. Thus we try to find a stationary solution satisfying

o ~
EXOQ; to) =0, (18)

which is realized when X (t; to) is the fixed point,
G(X(t; t9)) = 0. (19)

This is nothing but Eq. (@), and thus X (t; ty) is identified with X because of the
uniqueness of the static solution or fixed point which we have assumed:

Xo(t; to) = X%(to), (20)
accordingly
Xo(to) = Xo(t =to; to) = X(to). (21)

We note that X°4(¢y) depends on ty through the would-be M, integral constants C, (to) with
a=1, -+, My defined in Eq. ([@);

X (tg) = X*(C1(to), -+, Cu(to))- (22)
In the following, we suppress the initial time ¢y when no misunderstanding is expected.

2.8. First-order solution and doublet scheme

The first-order equation reads

o ~ -
SXi(t) = AX\ (1) + Fo, (23)

where the inhomogeneous term Fy is defined as
Fy=F(X*). (24)

With the use of the projection operators Fy and )y, we can obtain a general solution to

Eq. 23) as
Xi(t; tg) = e 4 (L — 1) Py Fo + (M7 — 1) A1 Qy Fy, (25)
with

Xi(to) = X1(t=to; to) = &, (26)
8



where ¢ is the integral constant. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that ¢ contains
no zero modes because such zero modes can be eliminated by the redefinition of the zeroth-
order initial value X 1. We note the appearance of the secular term proportional to t —ty in
Eq. (23), which apparently invalidate the perturbative solution when |t — ¢y becomes large.

For later convenience, let us expand eA(~%) with respect to t — ¢, and retain the terms
up to the first order as

X1(t; t0) =+ (t —to) (Ap+ Py Fo + Qo Fo). (27)

Here, the neglected terms of O((t — ty)?) are irrelevant when we impose the RG equation,
which can be identified with the envelope equation ﬂﬁ] and thus the globally improved
solution is constructed by patching the tangent line of the perturbative solution at the
arbitrary initial time ¢t — ;.

Now the problem is how to extend the vector space beyond that spanned by the zero
modes to accommodate the excited modes that are responsible for the closed mesoscopic
dynamics; let us call such the closed vector space the P; space, which is a subspace of
the Qo space. The vector fields belonging to the P; space constitute the basic variables
for the description of the mesoscopic dynamics together with the zero modes. Although it
is not apparent a priori whether such a vector space exists, the form of the perturbative
solution (27) itself nicely suggests the way how to construct the P; space, if we recall that
the basic principle of the reduction theory of dynamical systems is to reduce the original
equation to a closed system composed of a as small as possible number of variables and
equations. In our case, this principle is implemented by requiring that the tangent space
of the perturbative solution at t = ¢, should be spanned by a as small as possible number
of independent vectors. In fact the solution (27)) is nicely written as a linear combination
of the vector Py Fy belonging to the Py space and the three new vectors, i.e., ¢, A ¢, and
Qo Fy. Thus, we find that the minimal P; space that is closed can be constructed if the
following conditions are satisfied:

e A¢ and QQy Fy belong to a common vector space.
e The P, space is spanned by the bases of the union of ¢ and A ¢.

The first condition is restated as that ¢ and A~! Qo F should belong to a common vector
space; note that ¢ was defined to be orthogonal to the zero modes of A and hence belong
to the Qq space.

Thus one sees that the problem is reduced to calculate A~ Qo Fy and examine whether
it is spanned by a finite number of independent vector fields. It is, however, not possible to
perform this task for a generic Fy. Since our primary purpose is to develop a general theory
that is applicable to the reduction of the Boltzmann equation, we here just take the case
where A7 Qg Fy can be expressed in the following form, as in the case for the Boltzmann
equation and the Lorenz model,

My
AT QoFo = (A ¢l) fu, (28)
pn=1
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where f, with g = 1, ---, M; are linear independent functions of C' = (Cy, ---, Ciy);
fu = fu(C). Here the linear independence of f, means that the following statement is
satisfied:

My
d o' fu(C)=0, VC =o' =---=a™ =0, (29)

p=1

It is noted that ¢ can be generic vectors that are not necessarily an eigenvector of A. From
now on, we shall only consider a generic case where any ¢} is not an eigenvector of A.

We can take the M; vectors A1 (o} as the bases of the vector space spanned by A~! Qo F
and ¢. Accordingly, ¢ can be written as a linear combination of these bases as

p=> (A¢l)C (30)

Here we have introduced the M, integral constants C), as mere coefficients of the basis
vectors, which have the t; dependence C/ (ty) as C,(ty) does. We stress that the form of
¢ given in Eq. ([B0) is the most general expression that makes A ¢ and Qo Fy belong to a
common space provided that A~ Qg Fy takes the form given in Eq. (25)).

As is clear now, we see that the Py space is identified with the vector space spanned
by A7t @4 and ¢} with g =1, ---, M;. The pair of A~ ¢! and ¢/ are called the doublet
modes. The Qg space is now decomposed into the P; space spanned by the doublet modes
and the Q; space which is the complement to the Py, and P; spaces. The corresponding
projection operators are denoted as P; and ()¢, respectively, whose definitions are given by

My

Py = ) > AT i (AT ), (31)
m,n=0,1 p,r=1

Q1 = Qo— P (32)

Here, 771_n1w ., nas been introduced as the inverse matrix of the P;-space metric matrix given

by
= (AT e, AT ). (33)
We note that the direct use of the definitions (31 and (33]) leads to the following equalities:
(o, Prop) = (ol ¢), (A7l Piap) = (A7 ol ), (34)
with 1) being an arbitrary vector.

2.4. Second-order solution

The second-order equation is written as

0 Xolt) = AXlt) + Kt~ 1), (35)
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with the time-dependent inhomogeneous term given by

1 ~ ~ -
K(t—t) = 5B [ X1 (t5 to) » Xa(ts to)] + F1 Xu(t5 to). (36)
Here, we have introduced B and F; whose components are given by
J— Lg(x) F.. = ip.()() (37)
ijk = 8XJ an i X:Xeq7 lij = aX] i X:Xeq.

In Eq. (36]), we have used the notation

(Bl xD)i=>_ Y Byt xx, (38)

j=1 k=1

To obtain appropriate initial values and solutions with the motion coming from the Py
and Py spaces to Eq. (33), we utilize the formulae (A.4) and ([A5) given in
By setting R(t —ty) = K (t —to) in Egs. (A4)) and (A.5), we find that the initial value and
solution to Eq. (BH) read

Rolto) = ~Qu6(5) QK (3)|_ (39)
and
Xo(t;to) = (t—to) Py K(0)+ (t —to) (A—0/s) PLG(s) Qo K (s) o
(14 (= 10)9/05) @1 6(5) Qu K (5)| (a0

respectively. The derivation of this solution is presented in[Appendix A] where the complete
expression of the solution not restricted to ¢t ~ ty is given. In Eq. ({0), we have retained
only terms up to the first order of (¢ — ty), and introduced a “propagator”

G(s)=(A—0/0s)"". (41)

We notice again the appearance of secular terms in Eq. (0).

Summing up the perturbative solutions up to the second order with respect to €, we have
the full expression of the initial value and the approximate solution around ¢ ~ t; to the
second order:

X(t)) = X“+ep—c2Q1G(s) Qo K(s) 70+O(€3)> (42)

and

X(t,to) = Xeq+€[¢+(t—tQ)A¢)+(t—t0)PQFQ+(t—tQ)QQFQ:|

+ € [(t —t9) Po K(0) 4+ (t — tg) (A —0/0s) PLG(s) Qo K (s)

s=0

— (14 (t — 1) 9/0s) Q1 G(s) Qo K (s)
11

0} + O(€%). (43)

Ss=



We note that in Eq. ([3) the fast motion caused by the Q; space has been eliminated by
adopting the appropriate initial value ([42]).

2.5. RG improvement of perturbative expansion

We emphasize that the solution (@3] contains the secular terms that apparently invali-
dates the perturbative expansion for ¢ away from the initial time ¢5. The point of the RG
method lies in the fact that we can utilize the secular terms to obtain a solution valid in a
global domain as discussed in Refs. ﬂﬁ, @, @, , @, @, @] By applying the RG equation
to the local solution (3)), we can convert the set of the locally valid approximate solutions
to the solution valid in a global domain:

9 Xt 1)

to=t

which is reduced to

0 0
§X6q+€{—A¢+a¢—PoFo—QoFo}

s=0

+ € [— PyK(0)—(A—0/0s) PLG(s) Qo K(s)

+(9/0s) Q1 G(s) Qo K ()

} +O(*) = 0. (45)
s=0

It is noted that the RG equation (5) gives the equation of motion governing the dynamics
of the would-be integral constant C, in X and C’L in ¢. The globally improved solution
can be obtained as the initial value (Z2I)

xebalr)y = X(ty =1t)

= X+ep—Q1G(s) QK (s) +0(e), (46)

to=t

s=0

where the exact solution to Eq. (X)) is inserted. It is noteworthy that we have derived the
mesoscopic dynamics of Eq. () in the form of the pair of Eqs. (@& and ({gl): Equation
(6)) is nothing but the invariant/attractive manifold of Eq. (), and Eq. (43]) describes the
mesoscopic dynamics defined on it.

2.6. Reduction of RG equation to simpler form

We find that the RG equation ({H) includes terms belonging to the Q; space that do
not constitute the modes responsible for the mesoscopic dynamics. Although these modes
could be incorporated as noise terms to make a stochastic mesoscopic dynamics, such an
attempt is beyond the scope of the present work. Here we simply average out them to have
the mesoscopic dynamics as a regular differential equation. This averaging can be made by
taking the inner product of Eq. (@) with the zero modes 5 and the excited modes A~! !
used in the definition of ¢.

12



To this end, we first multiply the projection operators Py and P; from the left-hand side
of Eq. (#H) and we have

Py %Xeq + € lPO %(b - P FO] — Py K(0)+0(*) =0, (47)

0
6{—P1A¢+P1§¢—P1Q0Fo]

— P (A—-0/0s)PLG(s) Qo K(s)| +O(e®) =0, (48)

s=0

respectively. Here, we have used the fact that 0X°1/0t belongs to the Py space:

0 ey N LD
5 XT=) @55 Ca (49)

a=1

which is derived from Eqs. (8) and (22]).
Then, by taking the inner product of Eqs. ([@T) and [@S) with ¢§ and A~ ¢!, respec-
tively, we arrive at

0
(6. DX+ e)) —clgf FotcFig) = (5. Blo. o)) (50)
AT D) (ATl Pyt cFig) = (A7l Ag)
FES(AT G Blo. 8], ()

where we have omitted O(e?). In the derivation of Eq. (&l), we have used the following
identity:

(A7l (A —0/0s) PLG(s) Qo K (s)
= ((A-0/0s) A7 ot , PLG(s) Qo K(5)
(@ — A1t 0/0s), PLG(s) Qo K(s)
(" — AL D/8s), G(s) Qo K (s)
= ((A—0/0s) A", G(s) Qo K (s)

= (A7l (A= 0/05)G(s) Qo K (s)

)

s=0

)

s=0

)

s=0

)

s=0

)

)

s=0

( (e
( (e

(Aol Blo, @) + (A7 ol R ). (52)
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In Eq. (B2), we have used the self-adjoint nature of A shown in Eq. ([I2)), the identities given
by (34)), the definition of G(s) given by Eq. (#Il), and the relation derived from Eq. (B0);
K(0)=1B[¢, ¢] + F1 ¢. We note that the pair of Egs. (G0) and (GI) is also the equation
of motion governing C,, in X** and C}, in ¢, which is much simpler than Eq. (453).

Two remarks are in order here: (i) The mesoscopic dynamics given by Egs. (B0) and
(BI)) is consistent with the slow dynamics described solely by the zero modes in the asymp-
totic regime. A proof for this natural property of the mesoscopic dynamics is presented in
Appendix B] (ii) The doublet scheme in the RG method itself has a universal nature and
can be applied to derive a mesoscopic dynamics from a wide class of evolution equations,
as far as the equation can be written as Eq. (2)) and the linearized evolution operator A
is self-adjoint as shown in Eq. (I2). Since the Boltzmann equation and the Lorenz model
satisfy these conditions as will be seen in[Appendix C.I|and Sec. Bl respectively, the meso-
scopic dynamics of them can be extracted by the doublet scheme. We note that when all
the eigenvalues of the linear operator A are real numbers, there exists an inner product with
which A can be made self-adjoint. An extension of the doublet scheme to the case where A
has complex eigenvalues is left as a future problem.

3. Example: mesoscopic dynamics of the Lorenz model

In this section, we demonstrate how successfully the doublet scheme in the RG method
developed in Sec. 2l works to construct the invariant/attractive manifold that incorporates
the excited modes as well as the would-be zero modes. To this end, we adopt a simple
finite-dimensional dynamical system, i.e., the Lorenz model for thermal convection @]

The Lorenz model is given by

i = o(—r+y), (53)
= rr—y—xz, (54)
Z = xy-—bz, (55)

where z, y, and z denote the dynamical variables and ¢ > 0, » > 0, and b > 0 are model
parameters. For 0 < r < 1 there exists one steady state given by

(4) (z,9,2) = (0,0,0), (56)

while for 1 < r the steady states are (A) and

(B) (z,y,2) = (+\/b(r—1),+\/b(r—1),r—1), (57)
(C) (z,9,2) = (=V/b(r—1),=\/b(r —1),r = 1). (58)

The linear stability analysis ﬂﬁ] shows that the origin (A) is stable for 0 < r < 1 but
unstable for » > 1, while the latter steady states (B) and (C) are stable for 1 < r <
o(c+b+3)/(c —b—1)=r. but unstable for r > r,.

In this section, we examine the non-linear stability around the origin (A) for r ~ 1. In
other words, we are interested in the case where |r — 1| is small, say, less than 1, and hence
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the amplitudes of the dynamical variables (x, y, z) are small. Then it is found convenient
to rewrite the control parameter r» with a small quantity € as

r =1+ xé, (59)

with x = 1 depending on the sign of » — 1. Furthermore, it turns out that the amplitudes
of the dynamical variables scale in the order of €. So we set them as

(x,y,2)=¢(X,Y, Z). (60)

Then the Lorenz model given by Egs. (B3)-(53) is converted into

d 0 0
d—X:AX+e ~XZ |+ | xX |, (61)
t Xy 0
with X =X, Y, Z) and
-0 o 0
A = 1 -1 0 (62)
0 0 —b
The eigenvalues of A are found to be
)\1 = 0, )\2 =—-1-— ag, )\3 = —b, (63)
whose respective (right-)eigenvectors are
1 o 0
U1 - ]. y U2 - —1 y U3 - O . (64)
0 0 1

Since all the eigenvalues are real numbers, it is easily verified that the apparently asym-
metric linear operator A is made symmetric with respect to a suitably defined inner product,
which can be given with respect to the left-eigenvectors of A. Thus, we see that the Lorenz
model (1)) can be analyzed by the doublet scheme in the RG method developed in the last
section where the symmetric property of the linear operator A is assumed and utilized.

We pick up a point X (o) on an exact solution yet to be determined with some unspecified
initial condition, and try to construct a perturbative solution X (¢;t,) around t = t, with
X (tp) being set up with the initial value. We assume that the initial value i.e., the exact
solution and the approximate solution can be expanded with respect to € as follows: X (o) =
Xo(to) -+ EXl(tQ) -+ 62 Xg(to) + - and )((t7 to) = Xo(t, to) + EXl(t, to) -+ 62 Xg(t, to) -+

-+, which satisfy respective initial conditions Xl(t = to;tg) = X (tg) with [ =0,1,2,---.
Substituting these expansions into Eq. (€1l), we have a series of perturbative equations.
The zeroth-order equation reads
d

&Xo(t;to) = AX,(t; o). (65)
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Since we are interested in the asymptotic state as ¢ — oo, we take the neutrally stable
solution

Xo(t;to) = C(to)U1, (66)

where C(ty) is an integral constant and we have made it explicit that the solution may
depend on the initial time ty,. We note that C(ty) corresponds to C, (o) in the general case
discussed in Sec. @l with My = 1. The initial value corresponding to the solution (66) is

Xo(to) = Xot = to;to) = Cl(te)U,. (67)

We note that the Py space is spanned by the zero mode U .
The first-order equation reads

d - B}
EXl(t; to) = AX(t;to) + C*(to)Us, (68)

whose general solution may be written as

Xi(t;to) = e"TIX(tg) + (T — 1ATICP (ko) U
= Xa(to) + (t — o) (AX1(to) + C*(to)Us) + O((t — t9)*). (69)

As in the general case discussed in Sec. [2 we specify the initial value X (ty) so that the
dimension of the tangent space given by the term proportional to ¢ — t, of the solution (G9)
is as small as possible. This requirement is satisfied if AX(to) belongs to a space spanned
by Ujs. Thus we set

X () = ANULC (o) = —%U;J,C'(to). (70)

Here, C’(ty) is an integral constant corresponding to C (o) in Sec. B with M; = 1. In
accordance with the general scheme, the P; space is spanned by the doublet modes

Us, A7'Us. (71)

One notice that the doublet modes in the present simple case happen to belong to a common
space; recall that Uj is an eigenvector of A. Thus, the left vector U, belongs to the Q
space complement to the Py and P; spaces. The structure of the vector space is summarized
as follows:

Py U, (72)
P, Us, (73)
Q1 Us. (74)

The second-order equation reads

d - B}
&Xz(t; to) = AX(t; o) + K(t — to)
16
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with the time-dependent inhomogeneous term

C?(to)
b

K(t —ty) = xC(to) — C(to) { (1 —e bty e—b(t—to)%c’(to)] : (76)

A general solution to Eq. () is given by

Kotita) = A0 [Xalty) + Qu(A - 0/05) QIS Pt =0 o
(1= el 0) (~0/05) T RK ()1 (0Us = Un)|
4 (eAl—t0) _ t=t0)2/05) Py (4 _ 9/5)" 1@0 (s )liUWUl ~U)|
050, (A~ 0/05) QoK (s) 1 —(oU, = Us)| (77)

We can utilize the initial value X (o) to eliminate the unwanted fast motion caused by the
Q1 space as

Xg(to) = Xg(t = to, to) = —Ql(A - 6/88)_1Q0K(8) 1 ! O_(O'Ul - UQ) _
= —((-1=0) =05 K| (-T2, (78)
which leads to
v t—to s -1 1
Xy(t;tg) = (1 — ety (_9/9s) LK () ol +00’U1
— elt=t0)9/0s((_1 _ ) — 8/83)_1K(5)L:0 o (-U). (79)

We stop the perturbative analysis in this order.
Summing up the above solutions, the perturbative solutions and initial values are given

by

X(t:ty) = C(tO)U1+e[eA(t‘t0)A‘1U30’(to)+(eA(t‘t°)—1)A‘102(t0)U3]

+ 62 |:(1 . e(t_m)a/as)(—8/83)_1]((3) T O_UUl

— el (—1 — ) — 0/0s) K (s)| i U(—UQ)} , (80)
X(ty) = Ct))U;+ eA7TU3C (1)

vl = (c1-0) -0/ K )| (-], (31)
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respectively. Applying the RG equation dX (£;to)/dto|ty— = 0 to Eq. (&0), we have

CU, + e[ —U;C" 4+ A7'U3C" — C?U,

1
2| o 1N -1 - _
+e { K(O)1 +00U1 (=0/0s)((=1 — o) —0/0s) " K(s) o] +0( Ug)} 0
(82)
We can read off the Py and P; components from this expression as
T /

C = ¢ 1+0(xC+CC/b), (83)
C' = —bC’ —bC?, (84)

With these C'(t) and C’(t), the globally improved solution defined on the invariant/attractive
manifold is given by
X&) = X(tg=1t)
C(t)Ul + GA_lUgc,(t)

+8Lw«4—w—aM$lK@gﬂlig—UﬂtF; (55)
or in terms of components
, o 1 , IR
r = eC+e 1+U{—1+0(X0—0/b)+m60(0 +C)}, (86)
y - 60_631i0{_1ia<xc—03/b)+m%c<c2+cf>}, (87)
- _62%0', (88)

with (z, y, z) = € X&°"" In the derivations of Eqgs. (86) and (87), we have used the
identity

(-1 —0) — 8/8s) VK () = ——(xC — C/b) — e

-1 (C*+C"C/b. (89)

b—(1+0)

To see what has been obtained, let us see a limiting case. From Eq. (&), we identify the
relaxation time of C” with 1/b. In fact, after the time evolution from ¢t = 0 to ¢t > 1/b, '
approaches to

C'=-C% (90)

Substituting C" = —C? into Eqs. (83), (8)-(8S), we obtain a closed equation with respect to
C and the invariant manifold parametrized by only C'. We note that these equations written
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Figure 3: A comparison of the numerical solution of the Lorenz model (the solid line) with the invari-
ant/attractive manifold given by the doublet scheme, i.e., Eqs. (B6)-(88]) for the parameter set b = 8/3,
o =10, e = 0.5, and x = +1 (the surface). The square and cross denote the steady states (fixed points) (A)
and (C), respectively, while the big dot with the coordinate (x, y, z) = (—0.297, —0.212, 3.437) indicates
the point from which the solution gets to be confined on the invariant/attractive manifold. The dashed line
shows the one-dimensional manifold given by imposing the constraint C' = —C?.
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Figure 4: The time dependence of x, y, and z with the initial value set at the big dot in Fig. [Bl for the same
parameter set as that in Fig. The dashed lines denote the numerical solution to the original equation
(6T)), while the solid lines the solution to the reduced equations (83]), (84), and (8a)-(8]). The two solutions
are hardly distinguishable.

by C' are the same as the reduced equations derived by employing the zero mode from the
outset @] We stress that the set of Eqs. (83) and (B4)) governing the dynamics of C'
and C" describes the mesoscopic dynamics of the Lorenz model, and the corresponding two-
dimensional invariant /attractive manifold is given by Eqs. (80)-(88). It might be interesting
to compare the present result with the previous ones obtained by various reduction theories,
e.g., the center manifold theory @, @? This is, however, beyond the scope of this section,
whose aim is to show the validity of the doublet scheme in the RG method. Thus, the
comparison with the previous works and a further analysis of the Lorenz model by the
doublet scheme will be reported elsewhere.

Let us compare a solution to the Lorenz model (&1l) with the solution to the reduced
equations (83)), (84)), and (RE)-(88) under the same initial condition. For this purpose, we
set the parameters of the Lorenz model as b = 8/3, 0 = 10, and ¢ = 0.5 and x = +1, which
gives r = 1.25. In this setting, the origin (A) is unstable, while the steady states (B) and (C)
are stable because 1 < r < r. ~ 24.7. In Fig. B, we present a numerical solution to Eq. (&Il
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whose initial values are (z, y, z) = (1, 5, 15), together with the two-dimensional manifold
described by Egs. (Ba)-(88) and the one-dimensional manifold that we obtain by imposing
the constraint C' = —C? on Eqs. (BG)-([88). It turns out that the solution is attracted to
the two-dimensional manifold at a rather early time, after which the solution remains on
it. Then it gets relaxed onto the one-dimensional manifold, and finally comes to the steady
state (C) asymptotically. In Fig. @ we demonstrate the time dependence of x, y, and z
derived by the original equation (€1l and that obtained by the reduced equations (83), (84)),
and (B0O)-(88)). We find that x(t), y(t), and z(t) by Egs. [&3)), (84)), and (8a)-(8Y) are almost
the same as those by Eq. (6I). Thus, we conclude that this good agreement ensures the
validity of the doublet scheme in the RG method.

4. Basics on Boltzmann equation

In this section, we give the basic notions and a brief summary of the previous works as
preliminaries so that the significance of the present work will become clear. First, a brief
account is given on the basic properties of the Boltzmann equation with a focus on those of
the collision operator. Then, we introduce Grad’s moment method and its thirteen-moment
approximation for the functional forms of the distribution function and the moments, and
present the explicit form of the Grad equation ﬂa]

4.1. Basic properties of Boltzmann equation
The Boltzmann equation that we consider in the present work reads

% folt, @) +v- Vot ) = Clflu(t, ). (o1)

Here, fy(t, ) denotes the distribution function defined in phase space (x, v) with ¢ and
x = (2!, 2%, 23) being the space-time coordinate and v = (v!, v?, v?) the velocity of the
one-shell particle whose mass, momentum, and energy are given as m, mw, and m |v|*/2,
respectively. The right-hand side of Eq. (@) is the collision integral,

ittt ) = 5 [ [ ] i wnfes,v)

X <f’l)2(t7 m) f’Ug(tv m) - f’U(t7 m) f’Ul(tv m))? (92)

with [, = [d°v. Here, w(v, v1|vs, vs) denotes the transition probability due to the mi-
croscopic two particle interaction. We note that w(wv, v1|vs, v3) contains the delta function
representing the energy-momentum conservation,

w(v, vi|vg, v3) x (MY +mvy —mvy —mus)
x S(m|v|*/2 +m|vi|*/2 — m |va?/2 — m |vs|?/2), (93)

and also has the symmetric properties due to the indistinguishability of the particles and
the time reversal invariance of the microscopic transition probability,

w(v, v1]vz, v3) = w(v2, V3|V, V1) = wW(v1, V|vs, V2) = wW(vs, V2|V, V). (94)
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It should be stressed here that we have confined ourselves to the case in which the particle
number is conserved in the collision process. In the following, we suppress the arguments
(t, ) when no misunderstanding is expected.

The property of the transition probability shown in Eq. (@4]) leads to the following
identity satisfied for an arbitrary vector yy,

e = 5L e

(pv + v, — Yv, — Pu,) (foy fog — fo foy)- (95)

A function @y is called a collision invariant when it satisfies

lﬁwvﬂﬂsz (96)

As is easily confirmed using the identity (@5) and the property [@3), v = 1, mwv, and
m |v|?/2 are collision invariants;

Angmmmmvmcwn:o, (97)

which represent the conservation of the particle number, momentum, and energy by the
collision process, respectively. We see that the linear combination of these collision invariants
given by oy = a+ b-mwv + cm|v|?/2 is also a collision invariant with a, b, and ¢ being
arbitrary functions of ¢ and x.

Using the Boltzmann equation (@I together with the collision invariants (1, mwv,
m |v]?/2), we have the following balance equations,

0
/ (1, mv, m |v|*/2) [—+’U~V]fv:0, (98)
v ot
which are reduced to the following forms expressed with the macroscopic variables
0
—p = —_V-(pV 9
5" V-(pV), (99)
o0 . 4 o
mpa\/l = —mpV . -VV' -V P (100)
0 L
P ot = —pV -Ve—-P'V'VI -V -Q, (101)

respectively. Here, we have used the Einstein summation convention for the dummy indices
for the spatial components. The particle density p, the fluid velocity V¢, the internal energy
density e, the pressure tensor P¥, and the heat current ¢ have the following microscopic
expressions, respectively;

p = /va, viE%/vvifU, e %/v%w—vffv, (102)
P = /vm(vi—Vi)(vj—Vj)fv, QiE/v%\v—V\Q(vi—Vi)fv. (103)
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It is noted that while these equations have the same forms as the hydrodynamic equation,
nothing about the dynamical properties is contained in these equations before the evolution
of the distribution function fy is obtained by solving Eq. (@T]).

In this kinetic theory, the entropy density s and current J, may be defined by

(s, JS)E—/U(l,v)fv (In fp — 1). (104)

Using Eq. (@), we have

GtV di= = [ o) Cle (105)

The above equation tells us that the entropy S(t) = [d*x s(¢, ) is conserved only if In fy is
a collision invariant, or a linear combination of the basic collision invariants (1, v, m |v|*/2).
In other words, the entropy-conserving distribution function is parametrized as

5 a2
exp {—M} = fou, (106)

f"’:n[m 2T

27TT:|

which is identified with the Maxwellian, i.e., the local equilibrium distribution function. The
quantities 7' = T'(t, ), n = n(t, ), and u = u(t, ¢) in Eq. ([I06) are the temperature,
density, and flow velocity with space- and time-dependence, respectively.

We note that for fy = fy,' the collision integral identically vanishes,

Clf*v =0, (107)

because of the identity derived from Eq. (@3):

o, vfos, v5) (S50 — £33 F50) = 0. (108)
Substituting fy = fq, into the balance equations ([@9)-(I0I]), we have
0
P -V - (nu), (109)
mn%ui = —mnu-Vu' -V (nT), (110)
n%(3T/2) = —nu-V3T/2)—nTV -u, (111)

where we have used the fact that Eqs. (I02) and (I03) are reduced to p = n, Vi = u’, e =
3T/2, PY =4§9nT, and Q' = 0, respectively. We remark that Eqs. (I09)-(ITI) are identical
with the Euler equation, which describes the fluid dynamics with no dissipative effects, and
e and P¥ are the equations of state of an isotropic dilute gas. Since the entropy-conserving
distribution function fy' reproduces the Euler equation, we see that the dissipative effect is
attributable to a deviation of fy from fy)".
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4.2.  Grad’s thirteen-moment approximation and Grad equation

In Grad’s theory ﬂa], the dissipative distribution function fq is first expanded around
the local equilibrium one fy' as

fo = fy' (1+ Qo). (112)
Substituting Eq. (II12) into the Boltzmann equation (@I, we have
e a e
gt g ol en = [ Lyeop g [ [ B steg e
(113)

where L,z is the linearized collision operator

)
Ly = ('Zq) 5fk0[f]

fie

f=fea
1 e

~ 2 / / / wW(v, vi|va, vs) foy Op, kg + Opgk — Ouk — Opyk): (114)
+JUV1 JUg JUS

and B, is the second derivative of the collision integral

52

j=fea
1
_ 5/ / / (v, V1[v2, V) (ks O + s Oks — Sk Ot — Ot k)
- JUV1 JUg JUS
(115)
with 5’0’43:53(,0_ )

To express @y in terms of hydrodynamic variables, let us introduce v-dependent quan-

tities 7y and Ji, defined by

7 = m AR 5ok sl (116)
and
% m 5 D i
Ji = (—|5'v| ——T) sv, (117)
2 2
with the peculiar velocity dv = v — w and the projection matrix
- 1 o o 2 .
Azykl = 5 (5zk 5]l 4 5@! 5]k o g St 5kl> (118)
Here, ﬁfg and j%] are identified as the microscopic representations of the viscous pressure

and heat flux, respectively. Thanks to the symmetry property of AUk ﬁfg is symmetric and
traceless:

Ty =f, 6975 = 0. (119)
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It is to be noted that 7% and Ji are orthogonal to the collision invariants as
<S07 ﬁ-zj >eq: <()07 Ji)eq:07 SO’U :]'7 mv? m|v|2/27 (120)

where the inner product for two arbitrary functions ¢y and yq is defined by
(V) X )eq E/ fo' Yo xv. (121)
v

With the use of the vector fields 74 and .Ji,, the conventional ansatz for the form of ®q
is expressed as

~i] _ij Ji Ji
"y 7 S = 3. (122)

Py = —17—7— ——
SR AR I OV L LD W

Here, 7 and J' are expansion coefficients which have a dependence on (¢, x) as well as
T, n, and u’; 79 = 7% (t, ) and J* = J'(t, ). The coefficients 7 and J* should be
interpreted as the viscous pressure and heat flux, respectively. It is noted that the total
number of independent components of T', n, u’, 7%/, and J is thirteen because without loss
of generality we can suppose that

7 =it §Y g =, (123)

owning to the symmetric and traceless properties of ﬁfg in Eq. ([II9). The prefactors
5/(wM, wky and 3/(J*, J*) . in ®F have been introduced so that the followings are

eq q
satisfied:
ij ~ij 4G i % H®G
ﬂ-j__<7Tj7(I) >eq7 J __<‘]7(I> >eq7 (124)
where we have used the relations
~jj oA 1 ij ~ ~ T ¥ 1 ij / Ja  Ta
(7Y, 7%) = SNM(W”,“)W (J,J]>eq=§5j(c7 s I ) e (125)
~ij Tk _ % Akl _
<7T]7 J >eq - <J , T >eq_0' (126>

To determine the (¢, x)-dependence of the thirteen coefficients T, n, u’, 7, and J*,
one may utilize the Boltzmann equation (I13]), the inner product of which with any inde-
pendent thirteen variables dependent on v would give a closed system of equations for the
thirteen coefficients. Let us denote such a set of the thirteen variables by 5131;. In Grad’s
thirteen-moment approximation, the five collision invariants (1, m v, m |v|?/2) and the eight
quantities frfé and jrfj are adopted as Q_glgfvi

- m T 7
G = {1 mv. T o, 7, Ty | = 3o (127)

Here, it should be emphasized that this is merely a possible choice without any foundation.
The resultant closed equations consist of the five balance equations

/v(l,m'v,m|v|2/2) |:%~|»’U-V:| o1+ 0%) =0, (128)
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and the eight relaxation equations

0 A
[ @83 |5 o V| fraseg) = (@i, et
v
+ / / / ﬁ_,zé’ ka;l feq (I)G fleq (I)G7
(129)

where the following representation is used: [L®%], = [ L E Lok @ k

By carrying out the integration with respect to the velocities, Eqs. (I28) and (I29) are
reduced to the following equations which govern the dynamics of T, n, u?, 7%, and J':

9,
prii -V - (nu), (130)
mn%u = —mnu-Vu' -V (nT§ — 7", (131)
n 5(3 T/2) = —nu-V(3T/2)—(nT§ —a")V) +V'J, (132)
T = 2 nG o — 78 (315 +u- V) — (8, v
+ &l ”«9+/<;(2G i gk 4 (3G gkl (.U']>k+l‘f7(r Jt VJT+/<; ¢ gy,
+ bffm RS TRAR (133)

i i J
T = AGVT—Tf(a—

+ &G TR 4 kS

+u-v)ﬂ (G hpki

@ ﬂ_zkvk + K 1)GJ19+ Jk zk+ Jk
+ b5 R gk (134)

where AW = AWK AF ig traceless and symmetric tensor. The scalar expansion § = V - u,
the shear tensor o = AU Vkyl and the vorticity term w® = (Viu! — VJu')/2 have been
introduced. The characteristic properties of the moment method as a microscopic theory of
the hydrodynamics is dictated in the microscopic expressions of the transport coefficients
and relaxation times/lengths in Eqs G:IBED and G:IBZD For the sake of later comparison with
our results, let us just pick up ¢ and 7¢ (A% and 7¢), which denote the transport coefficient
and relaxation time associated with the viscous pressure 7% (the heat flux J?), respectively;
their microscopic representations in the moment method are given by

PR W R W C PO )
10T (#k, LAk 312 ( gk, ij>eq’
(79, 79), (Ji, J),
(7R LAk (JF, LJ*R)

The transport coefficients 7% and A\“ are to be identified with the shear viscosity and thermal
conductivity, respectively. It is well known, however, that the shear viscosity and thermal
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conductivity in the Grad equation are not in accord with those by the Chapman-Enskog
method [33]. In fact, the microscopic representations by Chapman and Enskog read

nCE = 1 <7¢(_l_7’ L*l ,ﬁ_l]> )\CE = 1

ot - it
10T o’ 372 (T 7

(137)

eq’

and one easily sees that n% # n°F and A“ # A\“F where L;}lk denotes the inverse matrix of
L.
vk

5. Reduction of Boltzmann equation to mesoscopic dynamics with doublet
scheme in RG method

In this section, we show that the doublet scheme developed in Sec. [ is naturally applied
to the Boltzmann equation to derive the causal hydrodynamic equation in the mesoscopic
scale, without recourse to any ansatz, although straightforward but somewhat tedious ma-
nipulations are inherently involved for the explicit calculations of the excited modes of the lin-
earized collision operator and so on; the detailed computations are presented in[Appendix C]
Then we clarify the desirable properties possessed by the resultant hydrodynamic equation
and the microscopic expressions of the transport coefficients and relaxation times.

5.1. Boltzmann equation with a form to which the doublet scheme can be applied

Since we are interested in the mesoscopic solution whose space-time scales are coarse-
grained from those in the kinetic regime, we solve the Boltzmann equation ([@I]) in the
mesoscopic regime where the space-time variation of fy(t, ) is small. To make a coarse
graining in a systematic manner, we convert Eq. (@) into

%fu :C[f]v —€’U'fov, (138)

where a parameter ¢ has been introduced to express that the space derivatives are small
for the system that we are interested in. Here, € is identified with the ratio of the average
particle distance over the mean free path, i.e., the Knudsen number.

In the present analysis, the perturbative expansion of the distribution function is made
with respect to € in the asymptotic regime where the system is supposed to show only
a slow and long-wavelength motion. Thus, the zeroth-order solution will be given as a
local equilibrium distribution function in this asymptotic regime, and then the first-order
perturbation caused by the spatial inhomogeneity will give rise to a deformation of the
distribution function, which dictates the dissipative effects. Thus, the above setting of the
small quantity in the perturbative expansion in the asymptotic regime just implements the
physical assumption that only the spatial inhomogeneity is the origin of the dissipation. It
should be emphasized here that this asymptotic analysis combined with the perturbative
expansion with respect to e successfully reduces the Boltzmann equation to the Navier-Stokes
equation in the hydrodynamic regime ﬂﬁ, @, @]
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It is easily recognized that the Boltzmann equation (I38]) has the same structure as that
of the generic equation (2)) to which the doublet scheme was developed. Indeed we can make
the following identifications

X ={f} . GX)={Clflo} , FX)={-v -V} (139)

by which Eq. (I38)) is converted into Eq. (). It is noted that the velocity v is interpreted as
an index of the vector, while we treat the space coordinate x as a parameter, in accordance
with the previous works @, @] From now on, let us omit {-}y.

5.2.  Causal hydrodynamics with doublet scheme in RG method and microscopic represen-
tations of transport coefficients and relazation times
Utilizing the identification (I39]), we can calculate straightforwardly the basic quantities
appearing in the doublet scheme, i.e., X*, A, B, Fo, F1, f., Ca, C},, ¢, and p for the
Boltzmann equation. Then, by substituting these into Eqs. (@6), (50), and (&l), we arrive
at the hydrodynamic equation as the mesoscopic dynamics of the Boltzmann equation.
The resultant invariant /attractive manifold is parameterized by the thirteen variables T,
n, u’, 77, and J' as

Ly (L,
2 T RG € T2 \RG

ig}obal _ %q |:1 + € :| + 0(62), (140)

and the equations that govern the dynamics of these variables are given by

gtn = —eV'(nu')+ O(e), (141)
n%u = —¢ [mnuj Vjui+vi(nT)] +EVirl 4+ O(e?), (142)
n %(3 T/2) = —e [n u' V'(3T/2) + nTViui] + € [ﬂ'ij Vil + ViJi] + O(€%), (143)

e = e2nfPol — RO (atJreu V) Ay VAL

T

c [(1 )RG zg9+/{2)RG k(i i)k +/{(3)RG k(i ik

HS}RGJ i T—i—/<;(2 RG 16 7d)y,

4+ BRG gkl gk | pRG G Jj]+0(63), (144)
eJ' = eV — et (ngeu-V)Ji— VAT

+ @ |kGRGah T 4 k§RG ik

+ kR T 4 gBRG gk ik fBIRG g ik L pRE 2k TR O(e%).(145)

RGUARG 7RG and 7RC are the transport coefficients and relaxation times, and (8§,

71"
1 23)RG e DRG  (13)RG (123)RG RG
(RC g R N N , DRG U BRGand bBS; are coefficients of the O(€?)
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terms. In Eq. (I40), we have presented the invariant/attractive manifold valid up to O(e)
for the sake of simplicity. A full expression valid up to O(€?) is given in [Appendix C.2]

Setting € = 1, we find that the form of Eqs. (I41])-(I45) is the same as that of the Grad
equation given by Eqs. (I30)-(I34), and hence our equation has the hyperbolic character
with the causality being respected, as the Grad equation does. We stress that Eqs. (I41)-
(I43)) are nothing but the causal hydrodynamic equation consistent with the Boltzmann
equation in the mesoscopic regime, which has been long sought for.

The microscopic representations of the transport coefficients and relaxation times in our
causal hydrodynamic equations read

1 . . 1 iy A

RG _— ~ 7 —1 ~d RG — ) -1 70

n = —10—T<7T],L ﬂ-j)eq’ A :—W<J ,L J >eq’ (]_46)
#4274 ji’ L2

TRG = —<Akl lAkl>eq, T})”GE—<A A>eq, (147)
(kt, LY ak) (JE, L1k

while those of the other coefficients are presented in [Appendix C.2] The transport coeffi-
cients in Eq. (I46]) perfectly agree with those derived in the Chapman-Enskog method

nRG — nCE’ )\RG — )\CE' (148)
Thus, it is manifest that our microscopic representation of the transport coefficients are
different from those by Grad given in Eq. (I3H). We note that the relaxation times in Eq.
(147 differ from those in the previous work and have novel representations.

To make the physical meaning of the microscopic representations of 7% and 7R clearer,
we convert the definitions in Eq. (I47) into the forms as the Green-Kubo formula in the
linear response theory. To this end, we utilize the following identity:

L, Ty = [ @), (o) (149

where we have defined (74 (s), Ji(s)) = [e*? (79, J')]y- It is noted that 7y (s) (Ji(s)) could
be interpreted as a “time-evolved” vector of 7y (Jg)) by Ly - Using Eq. ([49) with n = 1
or 2, we can obtain the compact forms for the transport coefficients and relaxation times as

e = / ds R.(s), AR¢ :/ ds Ry(s), (150)
0 0
RG IOO:ESSRW(S), G _ fOOZ(jssRJ(s)’ (151)
Jo ds R (s) Jods Ry(s)
where R;(s) and R;(s) are defined by
Lo ~ij I 7i
Re(s) = 25 (79(0), #9(5))oqr Rs) = 5 (10), J(5) (152)

It is noted that R.(s) and R;(s) denote the relaxation functions introduced in the linear re-
sponse theory. We remark that the formulae of 72¢ and 78 allow the natural interpretation
of them as the correlation times of R.(s) and R;(s), respectively.
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Here, we discuss the reason why the novel and natural microscopic expressions of the
relaxation times 72 and 7R¢ have been obtained, together with those of the transport co-
efficients in agreement with the Chapman-Enskog formulae. First of all, it should be noted
that our method is based on a faithful solution of the Boltzmann equation in the pertur-
bation theory as the Chapman-Enskog theory is, with the secular terms being resummed
by the RG method or multiple-scale method, although the latter method fails in deriving
the causal hydrodynamic equation. As for the relaxation times appearing in the causal
hydrodynamic equation, our microscopic expressions come from the forms of the excited
modes, i.e., [L7' 7]y and [L™' J'y, which are clearly different from 7 and Ji, adopted
just as ansatz in the conventional approaches. The present forms of the excited modes are
derived by solving the Boltzmann equation in a faithful manner based on the perturbation
theory with the secular terms resummed by the RG method. Indeed, the analytical forms
of our excited modes are constructed so as to solve the Boltzmann equation and represent
the relaxation process to the local equilibrium distribution function: The doublet scheme
in the RG method developed in Sec. [2 provides us with the powerful scheme for describing
the relaxation dynamics in the mesoscopic scale, and hence deriving the natural microscopic

RG

representations of the relaxation times 7R¢ and 7R¢. Thus, we are confident that we have

arrived at the correct formulae of the relaxation times for the first time.

5.83. Functional forms of distribution function and moments to reproduce causal hydrody-
namics by RG method
We can read off the form of the derivation ®¢ and the thirteen quantities gz_ﬁgv that
reproduce the causal hydrodynamic equations (I41])-(I45) as

(I)’U - [L_l ﬁij]’vﬂ-ij o [L_l jl]’v JZ = (I)RG (153)
T(&M L1 M) L(JE, L1k e v
g m ~1 ~ij -1 i —
P13 = {17 mw, D) ‘”‘27 [L 17T]]va (L 1J]'v} = _%(:;J (154)

It is obvious that ®F% and 5%% are different from ®$ and gg%v, respectively. We stress that
the set of ®R¢ and gz;%% provides the correct functional forms of the distribution function
and the moments to be used in the method of moments, which thereby should lead to the
causal hydrodynamic equation compatible with the Boltzmann equation in the mesoscopic
regime.

As a summary, we compare in Table [Il the basic variables and the functional forms of
the deformation of the distribution function to describe the mesoscopic dynamics in the
moment method formulated by Grad and that by the present doublet scheme, together with
the respective microscopic representations of the transport coefficients and relaxation times.

Finally, we point out that since the linearized collision operator L, ;. is specified by the
microscopic transition probablity w(v, v;|vs, v3), our ®5¢ and gg%% may happen to coincide
with @ and gg%v when the transition probability has some peculiar properties. We find
that such a coincidence is realized only when both 7y and Ji, are eigenvectors of L,z It
is well known that the linearized collision operator for the Maxwell molecules has such a
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Table 1: In the first raw: A comparison of the functional forms of deformation of the distribution function
fo= ,f,q(l + Py ) from the local one and the moments 5131; as the basic variables to describe the mesoscopic
dynamics in the present and Grad’s works. In the other raws: The resultant microscopic representations of
the shear viscosity 7, the thermal conductivity A, and the relaxation times 7, and 7; obtained in the two
works.

This work Grad’s work
o (L1 #19]y, m¥ (L7 T, J° g T Jy J!
N T S I TE L YN O W
v {1, mo, o, [L7 7], (L1, } {1.mv, 202, 75, Jy }
n ——1 (7 N P AZJ> — NS i >‘301]2
10T ed 10T (7kt, Lokt >eq
7o Ti 2
)\ 1 <JZ L_1 jl) _ ]- [(J ? J >eq]
3T2 e 3T2<jk7ij>eq
7_ _<AZ] LZAU)q B <,ﬁ.ij’,ﬁ.ij>eq
™ (7K L~ lﬂ-kl>eq (1 Lﬁ-kl)eq
] (Ji, -2 JZ)eq (J", Jl>eq
J - ~ ~ - < ~_
<J’C,L*1J’C>eq (J’LC,LJ"@eq

property @ . Thus, we conjecture that the method of moments with the use of our ®H¢
and ¢13'v can provide the causal hydrodynamic equation for generic systems with the particle
interaction not restricted to that of the Maxwell molecules type, wheras that of Grad may
be at most compatible with the Boltzmann equation only for the Maxwell molecules. It is
left as a future work to show that the conjecture is true, which may imply that the present
theory makes the correct and general method for constructing mesoscopic dynamics for a
given microscopic dynamics.

6. Summary and concluding remarks

In this paper, we have derived the mesoscopic dynamics from the Boltzmann equation on
the basis of the renormalization group (RG) method in a systematic manner with no ad-hoc
assumption: The mesoscopic dynamics as a reduced dynamics consists of two ingredients,
i.e., (a) the invariant/attractive manifold of which the reduced number of the variables
constitute a natural coordinate system and (b) a set of differential equations that governs
the time evolution of the variables. A basic observation presented in the extraction of
the mesoscopic dynamics from the Boltzmann equation is to include some excited (fast)
modes of the linearized collision operator as additional components for the invariant manifold
spanned by the zero modes, where the hydrodynamics is defined. We have newly developed
a general theory for extracting the mesoscopic dynamics on the basis of the RG method,
which is based on a simple but basic principle in the reduction theory of the dynamics:
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The resultant dynamics should be as simple as possible because we are interested to reduce
the dynamics to a simpler one. The newly developed theory is called the doublet scheme.
We have shown that the number and form of the excited modes that should be included in
the invariant/attractive manifold is uniquely determined by the doublet scheme. We have
used the Lorenz model to demonstrate the validity of the doublet scheme for constructing
the invariant/attractive manifold and the reduced differential equation for the mesoscopic
dynamics: The validness of the scheme is verified also numerically.

We have also demonstrated that the mesoscopic dynamics of the Boltzmann equation
obtained by the doublet scheme in the RG method respects the hyperbolic character, i.e.,
the causality, where the number of the dynamical variables is thirteen. We have shown
that the form of the resultant equation is the same as that of the Grad equation ﬂa], but
the microscopic formulae of the coefficients, e.g., the transport coefficients and relaxation
times, are different. It has turned out that our theory leads to the same expressions for the
transport coefficients as given by the Chapman-Enskog method ﬂﬁ] We have found that our
microscopic representations of the relaxation times differ from those of the previous work,
and can be converted into formulae written in terms of relaxation functions, which allow a
natural physical interpretation of the relaxation times. We have shown that the distribution
function and the moments which are explicitly constructed in our theory provides a new
ansatz for the functional forms of the distribution function and the moments in the method
of moments proposed by Grad. Furthermore, we have conjectured that the functional forms
of the distribution function and the moments in the previous work of Grad are valid only
for a specific interacting systems such as the Maxwell molecules, while our functional forms
can be applied to generic interacting systems not restricted to the Maxwell molecules.

It is interesting and important to present numerical simulations to elucidate that a
solution of the causal hydrodynamic equation obtained in this work is actually consistent
with that of the Boltzmann equation in the mesoscopic regime, even if the systems of interest
are generic interacting systems instead of the Maxwell molecules.

It is also interesting to apply the doublet scheme in the RG method to extract the
mesoscopic dynamics of the relativistic Boltzmann equation. This is because the fourteen-
moment approximation for the distribution function of the relativistic Boltzmann equation
proposed by Israel and Stewart ﬂﬁ, @], i.e., the most famous relativistically covariant ex-
tension of Grad’s thirteen-moment approximation, has encountered the same difficulty as
in the non-relativistic case: Numerical simulations by several groups @, ] show that the
dynamics described by Israel-Stewart’ s fourteen-moment equation is not consistent with
that of the relativistic Boltzmann equation in the mesoscopic regime. Indeed, we can show
M, Iﬂ, @] that the equation obtained by the RG method, which ensures the consistency
with the mesoscopic dynamics of the relativistic Boltzmann equation, respects the causality,
and the number of the dynamical variables are fourteen. We can also show that the form of
our fourteen-moment causal equation is the same as the Israel-Stewart’ s fourteen-moment
equation, but the formulae of the coefficients, i.e., the transport coefficients and relaxation
times, include in the equation are different and the microscopic representations of the coeffi-
cients are given as natural forms in terms of the relaxation functions as in the non-relativistic
case shown in this work.
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Finally, we note that the doublet scheme in the RG method itself has a universal nature
and can be applied to derive a mesoscopic dynamics from kinetic equations other than the
simple Boltzmann equation, e.g., Kadanoff-Baym equation ]
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Appendix A. Solutions to linear differential equation with time dependent
inhomogeneous term

In this Appendix, we present solutions of the linear differential equations with a time-
dependent inhomogeneous term.
Let us consider the solution of the equation given by

0
8tY< ) = AY(t)+ R(t —to). (A.1)
The solution reads
t t
Y (t) = A0 Y (1) + / dt' Py R(t' —to) + / At e Qo R(Y' — ty), (A.2)
to to

where we have inserted 1 = Py+ Qo in front of R(t' —ty). Substituting the following Taylor
expansion, R(t' — ty) = elt'~t0)0/0s R(s)‘ , into Eq. ([A2)) and carrying out integration

with respect to t/, we have

V() = eV (tg) + (1 %) (~0/05)7 By R(s)

sS=

+ (eAltt0) _ ot=10)9/93) (A — 9/95)71 Qy R(s)

= A Y (1) + Q) (A — 9/3s) ™' Qo R(s)

+ (1 — lt=0)9/95) (_5/9s) ™ Py R(s)

s=0

+ (eAltto) _ (t=10)0/95y P (A — 5/Ds) ™ Qy RY(s)

s=0

: (A.3)

sS=

— t=10)9/%5 () (A — 9/8s) " Qo R(s)

where 1 = Py + P, + @ has been inserted in front of (A — 9/9s)™' Qo R(s) in the second
line of Eq. (A.3). We note that the contributions from the inhomogeneous term R(t — tg)
are decomposed into two parts, whose time dependencies are given by e(:=%) and e(t=10)9/9s
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respectively. The former gives a fast motion characterized by the eigenvalues of A acting on
Q; space, while the time dependence of the latter is independent of the dynamics due to the
absence of A. Since we are interested in the motion coming from the Py and P; spaces, we
eliminate the former associated with the Q; space with a choice of the initial value Y (t¢)
that has not yet been specified as follows:

Y (to) = —Q1 (A —0/0s) ' Qo R(s) Y (A.4)
which reduces Eq. ([(A3) to
Y(t) = (1—et09/95)(_9/9s)~! Py R(s) »

+ (eA(t*tO) — e(tftO)a/as) P1 (A - 6/85)71 QO R(S)

s=0

— t10)0/95 () (A — 9/0s) ' Qo R(s)

(A.5)

Ss=

Equations ([A.4]) and (A.3) are nothing but the formulae we wanted.

Appendix B. Naturalness of mesoscopic dynamics: Consistency with slow dy-
namics as described with only zero modes in asymptotic regime

In this Appendix, first we derive the slow dynamics described only by the zero modes
from the generic evolution equation (2]) with the RG method for completeness, although a
detailed derivation can be seen in Ref. @] Then, we demonstrate that the mesoscopic
dynamics given by Eqs. (B0) and (&I) approaches asymptotically to the slow dynamics.

Appendiz B.1. Slow dynamics as described with would-be zero modes

As mentioned in Sec. 2] we first try to obtain the perturbative solution X to Eq. @)
around an arbitrary initial time ¢ = ¢, with the initial value X (to); X (t = t; to) = X (to).
We expand the initial value as well as the solution with respect to € as shown in Eqs. (I4])
and (&), and obtain the series of the perturbative equations with respect to e.

The zeroth-order equation is the same as Eq. (7). Since we are interested in the slow
motion realized asymptotically for t — oo, we adopt the static solution X as the zeroth-
order solution: X o(t; to) = X, which means that the zeroth-order initial value reads
Xo(to) = Xo(to, to) = X, B B

The first-order equation is %Xl(t; to) = AX4(t; to) + Fo, where A and Fy have been
defined in Eqs. (@) and (24]), respectively. A solution to the first-order equation reads

X1 (t: to) =0 1 X (405 to) + A1 Qo FO] 4+ (t—tg) Py Fy— A7 Qo Fy,. (B.1)

Here, P, denotes the projection operator onto the Py space spanned by the zero modes
@y, i.e., the kernel space of A, and @)y the projection operator onto the @y space as the
complement to the Py space.
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Since we are interested in the slow motion caused by the Py space, we eliminate the fast
motion coming from the Q, space with the use of the initial value X1 (fo; to) that has not
yet been specified as follows: X (to) X 1(to; to) = —A71 Qo Fy, which reduces Eq. (B.))
tOXl(t,to) (t—tQ)PQFQ—A QOFO N

The second-order equation is Xg(t to) = AXo(t; to) +U(t —ty), with

U(S)E B[SPQFQ—AilQQFo,SP0F0—AilQQFo]+F1($P0FQ—A71Q0F0),

(B.2)

1
2

where B and Fj have been defined in Eq. ([B7). With the use of the method developed in
we have a solution to the second-order equation as
s:O}

Xoltst)) = M [ Xaltys to) + (A 0/05) ' QU(s)

+ (1 — lt=10)9/9s) (_9/9s) "L Py U (s)

s=0

— t=0)9/9s (A — 9/0s) 7L Qu U (s)

(B.3)

As in the case of the first order, we eliminate the fast motion caused by the Qq space using
the initial value X (to; to) as follows: Xo(to) = Xa(to: to) = —(A — 9/ds)™* Qy U(s)‘ )

s=0
which leads to Xo(t; to) = (1 —et=10)2/05) (_9/9s) 1 PyU(s)| —elt=10)0/9s (A — 9/ds) !
QU(s)|

s—
ST . Ca. . . .
Summing up the solutions and initial values constructed in the perturbative analysis up
to O(€?), we have

X(ty) = X9—ecA Qo Fy—€(A—-0/05)"'QuU(s)| +O0(¢*), (B4)

s=0
X(t, to) = Xeq+€ |:<t—t0)P0FO —A1Q0F0:|
+ € {(1 elt=10)9/9s) (_9/9s) L Py U(s) »
— t=0)9/9s (4 — 9/0s) 7L QU (s) 50:| +O(€%). (B.5)

We note the appearance of the secular term proportional to t —ty, which invalidates the per-
turbative solution when |t — ;| becomes large. For obtaining the globally improved solution
from this local perturbative solution, we apply the RG equation 85(1(75; to)/0to|to=¢ = 0 to
Eq. (B.A): The RG equation reads

0 _
a(Xeq—EA lQoFo)—GP()FO

+ e | = RU(0) — (=0/0s) (A= 0/95)™ QuU(s)|
34
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which is the equation governing the slow motion of C, in X*®%.
By taking the inner product with the zero modes ¢§, we can convert Eq. (B.6) into

0 B o B
(0, E(Xeq—@‘l "QoFo))—e(p, Fo—eFy A7 Qo Fy)

1

= 525(9"37 BIAT Qo Fo, A7 Qo Fyl) + O(%). (B.7)

Here, we have used U(0) = %B (A1 Qo Fo, A1 Qo Fo] — F1 A~ Qo Fy, which can be de-
rived from Eq. (B.2).

Appendiz B.2. Proof for consistency of mesoscopic dynamics with slow dynamics

We should notice the time-scale separation between the fast motion of €, caused by
the Py space and the slow motion of C, by the Py space. Thanks to this separation which
becomes significant in the asymptotic regime, we can solve Eq. (&1) with respect to C’L with
C, being a constant, and obtain the closed equations with respect to C,, by eliminating CL
from Eq. (0).

Here, let us construct the solution €, valid up to O(1), which is sufficient for the deriva-
tion of the closed equation valid up to O(e?), because C}, enters Eq. (B0) as the O(€?) terms.
Such a €}, is governed by

My My

9
D (AT AT ) O = (el AT ) (G + £) + Ofe), (B.8)

v=1 v=1

where C, is treated as a constant. We note that ( A™' /', A71 %) is a positive definite
matrix, while { ¢, A71 ") is a negative definite matrix because the eigenvalues of A except
for the zero are supposed to be real negative as mentioned in Sec. 21l Thus, we find that
C’L approaches asymptotically to —f,:

C’L = —f.+ O(e), (B.9)
which is equivalent to
¢ =—A"QyFy+Ofe). (B.10)

Substituting Eq. (B.I0) into Eq. (&), we have the closed equation for C,, which is the
same as Eq. (B.7). We stress that the mesoscopic dynamics derived by the doublet scheme
has a natural property that it is consistent with the slow dynamics as described with only
the zero modes in the asymptotic regime.

Appendix C. Detailed derivation of explicit form of mesoscopic dynamics of
Boltzmann equation

In this Appendix, we present a detailed derivation of the mesoscopic dynamics of the
Boltzmann equation (I38]) based on the doublet scheme in the RG method developed in Sec.
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Appendiz C.1. Set up suited for doublet scheme

We build X, A, B, Fo, Fi, fu, Ca, C),, #f, and @ in the case of the Boltzmann
equation (I38) which are required for the doublet scheme.

With the use of Eq. (), we find that the static solution reads

3 _ 2
X(t) = F3s ) = nlas t0) | 5| e | - PHETELOIL] o)
which is nothing but the Maxwellian (I00) and satisfies C[f*l]y = 0 as discussed in Eq.
(I07). We note that the five would-be integral constants n(x; ty), T'(x; to), and w(x; to)
corresponding to C, () in Sec. @] are lifted to the dynamical variables by applying the RG
equation. In the following, we suppress («; ty) when no misunderstanding is expected.
Using Eq. (@), we have the linearized evolution operator A as

4]
A = —C = fo' L edy~1
i o] = B Lok ()
= g Lt e ) Gugpe £ 5 D ok i S )
(C.2)
Here, let us examine the properties of A. We define the inner product by
(Wox) = [ U oo = (U7 0, 07 (©3)
v

with 1y and xp being arbitrary vectors and the diagonal matrix f ok = Sy fv'- We note
that the norm through this inner product is positive definite,

(6, ) = /v< 9 () >0, 1 £0. (C.4)

It is noteworthy that A is self-adjoint with respect this inner product as

(v, Ax) = —51//”1/,02/,03 v, v1|v2, v3) fo' fo)

< () o + (o)™ oy — (fo) ™ by — (fih) ™" o)
< (5™ v + i)™ von = (o) ™ o — (f53)™" xwn)

= (Av¢, x), (C.5)

and real semi-negative definite;

(v, Ay) = —51//1]1/1]2/,03 w(v, v1|v2, v3) fy

< () o+ (50 oy — ()™ g — <f;g>—1¢v3)2
0. (C.6)
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Thanks to these properties of A, we can apply the doublet scheme presented in Sec. Pl to
extract the mesoscopic dynamics from Eq. (I38).
By differentiating fy,' with respect to n, u’, and T', we have the zero modes of A,

©5 = fo'eov = [/ ¥bly,  @=0,1,2,34, (C.7)
where
1, a =0,
oo = m o', o =1, (C.8)
" Juf - gT, -
with the peculiar velocity dv = v —w. It is noted that ¢, with a =0, -- -, 4 coincide with

the collision invariants shown in Eq. (@7), and the dimension of the kernel space of A is five,
ie., My=>.

With the use of p§y in Eq. (CX) and the inner product in Eq. (C3), we have the
Po-space metric matrix as follows:

P= {5, e / v v op = ¢ 07, (C.9)
with
0_ i=1,2,3 — 4_ 3 o
¢ =n, ¢ =mnT, ¢ 2nT. (C.10)
We note that ng‘ﬁ is a diagonal matrix, and hence 770_;5 = 0%%/c®. Thus, we have the

projection operators Py and )y given as

4
Pow Z f feq9007 >7 (Cll)
a=0
and QO =1- Po.
The perturbative term defined in Eq. (24]) now takes the form
3

Fy= —0f { V’n+(—|5 |2—§)?V’T+?5WV’M. (C.12)

Through the straightforward calculation shown in [Appendix C.3| we have

g Ny T
Afl QO FO — _[Afl feq ,ﬁ_l]]v % - [Afl feq Jz] \Y%

(C.13)

with 0 = A ¥yl We remark that Ji, and 7} are identical to the vector fields introduced
in the method of moments in Eqs. (IT6) and (II7), respectively. It is obvious that —¢% /T
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and —(V'T)/T? are linear independent functions of the hydrodynamic variables n, T', and
u’. Thus, we can read off ¢! and f, as

o = (o', o Jv), (C.14)
fu = (=0"/T. =(V'T)/T?), (C.15)

respectively. It is noted that the number of independent vector components of A~ Qg F is
eight, i.e., M, = 8, because of 0 = ¢7* and 67 0% = 0.
Correspondingly, we introduce eight integral constants
(@ to), J'(z; to), (C.16)
with the constraints

7 =gl §9 1 =0, (C.17)

We note that 7% and J* should be interpreted as the viscous pressure and heat flux, respec-
tively. Using 7% and J?, we can set C), equal to

Gl = (=5 [ ferme?, ATV feare?), =3 JI/(feaJe, AN fT)), (C.18)

which makes the deviation ¢ to be

(AT fea 7], } J { (AT [0 T -
= — 7w — = = J'. C.19
¢ é <feq ﬁ-ab’ A-1 feq ﬁ-ab) % <feq Ja’ A-1 feq J“) ( )

We note that the coefficients are needed for the normalizations { f*17%  ¢) = —n and
(feaJi, ¢) = —J' being satisfied.

A remark is in order here. A total number of the would-be integral constants 7', n, u’,
7% and J* are thirteen. Although this number is the same as that of the dynamical variables
introduced in the thirteen-moment approximation proposed by Grad, we mention that this
number and form of the dynamical variables have been automatically determined from the
Boltzmann equation by the doublet scheme in the RG method developed in Sec. Bl which
does not demand any ansatz at all in contrast to the traditional approaches. This agreement
strongly suggests the reliability of the doublet scheme in the RG method.

We find that the Py space is spanned by the doublet modes (fe 74, [A~! f474],) and
(fo' Jv, [A~L fea JAZ],U) Using the Pj-space vectors, we have the projection operators P
given as

m,n=0,1
+ > AT Ty g (AT T ), (C.20)
m,n=0,1
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and Q1 = Qo — P,. Here, 5%, and ;! denote inverse matrices of 7™ and 77" which are
the P;i-space metric matrices given by

1 - -
nrt = = (AT feaq AT fARtT ), (C.21)
1 o o
nTn = g <A—m feq J'l’ A—n feq JZ >’ (0.22)
respectively.
The definitions presented in Eq. ([B1) lead to
52
B - CUflo| = Bota (C.23)
5fk5fl f=fea v
Fi = —v- Vi (C.24)

An explicit form of B,z is given in Eq. (II5).

Appendiz C.2. Mesoscopic dynamics of Boltzmann equation with doublet scheme

Substituting X, A, B, Fo, I, fu, Ca, C,,, ¢f, and ! constructed in [Appendix C.J]
into Egs. (#6), (B0), and (5I), we obtain the mesoscopic dynamics of the Boltzmann equa-
tion. In this section, we use new vectors

» (A1 fead]

vy = v 2
v = %(feqﬁ-kl’ Aflfeqﬁ-kly (C.25)
- A—l eq Ti
Jy = — A [ (C.26)

F(featr, ATt fear)’
which reduce ¢ to the following simple form:
¢ =g + Ty (C.27)
First, we start with Egs. (B0) and (51J), which can be reduced to
(Pt o) = e f, Fo) = —e (Faf, K*0,(7H w4 J* 1)) + O(), (0.28)
and
€ (A7 e (77 JiY KR, (RF Tk JR JR))
= (ATE, T, Fo) e (AT (R, ), AGER R 4 T8I
+ ¢ ;< L@, ), BIEF AR 4 R R w4 ) 4 O(€),
(C.29)

respectively, where we have used the relation

0 0
|:§—€F1:|vk: [§+EUV:| 5Uk:KZkal“ (030)
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with the definitions

(Do, 01, O, O3) = ()0t eV, eV?, eV?), (C.31)
(Kogr Ky Koo Kop) = (1,0, 0%, 0%) . (C.32)

We note the presence of € in front of the spatial derivatives V!, V2, and V3. In the derivation
of Eq. ([C28), we have used the identity

1
§<feq(,08{,B[~kl kl+Jka Fmn mn+Jme]>
= / 0y ClAM 7k 4 J* ¥y = 0, (C.33)
v
where we have used the fact that ¢y, are collision invariants shown in Eq. (@7).

Now we show the explicit form of each terms in Egs. (C.28) and (C.29) one by one: The
first and second terms in the left-hand side of Eq. (C28) read

(
0
ETie a =0,
(g, gy = mn e, = (C34
%o > ot mgatu, a =1, .
T/2 =4
0 237/, a4
(—eV - (nu), a=0,
e(fhey, Fo) = —emnu-Vu' —eVi(nT), o =1, (C.35)
( —enu-V(3T/2)—enTV -u, a=4,

respectively. The first and second terms in the right-hand side of Eq. (C.29) read
(AT fURY, TN, Fo) = e(f7Y, J), AT Qo Fo)

= (e2nd"’, e AV'T), (C.36)
€<A_1 feq (ﬁ_ij’ jz)’ A(%klﬂkl+jk Jk)) _ (_Eﬂ_ij’ —EJi), (037)
where we have defined
1 . . 1 . .
= ___ [ fedzu —1 peq ~ij — __—  / geq Ti —1 req 7i
N=—qop (FORY AT ), A= —oms (fJ AT T, (C.38)

We note that the transport coefficients 7 and A given by Eq. (C.38]) accord with nRG and ARG
in Eq. (I46) on account of the inner product defined in Eq. (I2I]) and A~ = fea L=t (fea)~!

The term in the right-hand side of Eq. (C.28)) is more complicated than the other terms.
First, we expand this term as

(IR, KP QA+ TH ) = e |0,(Qo [ RM g, A 4 )

— Qo [ K" gy, 7 M 4 T T*)|,(C.39)
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where we have inserted )y in the final stage of the expansion because ﬁfg and j%] belong to
the Qg space and this insertion does not change the results.

Then, with the direct manipulation based on the definitions (C.g)), ([C20), (C31)), and
(C.32), we can show the following identities:

[Qo f1 K ¢l = 0, (C.40)
(0, a=0,
Qo fUK Gy = o Fo, =], (C.41)
\ fo Jv, a=14
(0, =0,
[Qo [ K" 0u]y = § 0, a =i, (C.42)
| € fv' ok o =4

We note that a detailed derivation of Eq. (C4I)) is presented in[Appendix C.3| Substituting
these into Eq. (C39), we have

0, a =0,
e( [y, K'"O (ﬂ'kl a4 gk Jk)> —e2 Vil o =1, (C.43)
—E (VI 4 7h %) o = 4.
Substituting Eqs. (C34), (C35), and (C43) into Eq. (C28), we have the balance

equations as

0

5" = € V- (nu) + O(e), (C.44)

mn %u = —¢ [mnu V' + Vin T)} +EVIr 4+ 0, (C.45)
gt(?)T/Q) = —¢ [nu-V(3T/2)+nTV-u} + € [Vij+7Tjkajk] + O(e%).

(C.46)

We emphasize that Eqs. (C.44)-(C48]) describe the slow motion of n, u’, and T, because
the time derivative of them is O(e), as is manifest.
The term in the left-hand side of Eq. (C.29) reads
6<A71 feq (,ﬁ_ij’ jz) KHO ( ~kl k:l_'_Jk Jk)>
= (2T n (77, Kro, (7" 7% + J* J5Y ), T2 X (J', K" 0, (7" 7™ + J* J%))).(C.47)
Using the expansions
(79, K* 0,7« + JF Ry = (&9, K* &) oM + (7Y K“@ ) !
(7K TR0, T8 (79 KR, TR JF(C.48)
(J', Kr o (7 a4 T gR))y = (JF, KM RN 91 4 (T, KM 0,7 ) oM
+{(J, KPRy 0, T+ (T K19, J%) IR, (C.49)
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we proceed to the further analysis of Eq. (C4T). First, the first and third terms in the
right-hand side of Eqs. (C.48)) and (C.49) read

(7, Ky gt = 2; (§t+eu V) (C.50)
(79 K" J¥)9,J" = 2T (C.51)
(J', Kraky g, = € 73 Ae AN v (C.52)
(Ji, KRy 9,00 = %TJ<;+EU V)J’ (C.53)
respectively, where
27T - - 1
Ty = Tn(fr”,fr”> an(A FARY | ATY feagiy, (C.54)
o= DA Ty = o e a e g, (C.55)
ley = @(fr”, OK'J) = oy (AT R 0K AT 1), (C56)
by = T2>\<JZ SKI 7Y = ﬁ(Alfeqji,éKjAlfeqﬁ“), (C.57)

with 5K’i}k = 0v' 6y In Egs. (CH4)-(CED), we have used the following identities:

g 1 .. ~
(79, 7%) = S AT(E", 7, (J', Jh) = 3(5”“(J Jm), (C.58)
. ~ 1 .. ~
(79 sK™JF) = 5Mm’wfrab,5K“Jb>, (C.59)
~ 1 .. ~
(J, 0K RN) = S AT, 5Kb7~rab> (C.60)

(79 JFY = (J, 7y = (79 sK™ 7MYy = (J', K™ J*) =0.  (C.61)

We find that the relaxation times 7, and 7, given by Egs. (C.54]) and (C.55) agree With 7RG
and 7R in Eq. ([41), respectively, using the inner product (I2I)) and A~ = fe4 L=t (fed)~!
The coefficients £,; and £, defined in Egs. (C.50) and (C.57) denote the relaxation lengths.

Next, we consider the second and fourth terms in the right-hand side of Egs. (C.48) and
(C49). These terms contain the temporal and spatial first-order derivatives of n, T', and u’.
The temporal derivatives can be converted into the spatial derivatives with the use of the
balance equations (C.44])-(C.46), and there exists € in front of the spatial derivatives. Thus,
we can represent the above terms as the quantities of O(e),

1 g 8 o

,KP oMYy = —e—— XU (7Y K1 0,J") = 62

< 8 > 2T7] T <7T ) aﬂ‘] > €2T77 wJ (06)
~ 1 i Ti T 1 i

(J', Kro,akty = —6T2)\Xﬁf, (J', K"0,JF) = —e TQAXJ@ (C.63)
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Their explicit forms are given by
X:T]Wkl _ Aijkl 9 + Azyac Acbkl ( 0_ + 5(3) w? )’
X:rjf - Aijak (K'WJ VGT + /{7'(2} Va”)?
X}]jrl _ Aiakl ( (1) vaT + 552) Voen )
X% = 5ZkI{JJ9+/~€JJO' +/-€(3)wi,
with § = V -, 0 = AR k! and wi¥ = (Viu/ — Viui)/2. Here, the coefficients ),

5532, 5532, ngl}, 553, 5972, /Qf,%i, /Qf]l}, /QE,Q}, and 55,3} are defined by

Aijkl -

Y = = (7Y, ((6"/3) K" 8/ou’ — (2T/3)0/0T —nd/on)7™),  (C.68)
2Tn
Aijac Acbkl Aijbc Acakl _ 2 Aijk:l 5ab

k2 = * — 3 (79, §K"0/0ub 7Y, (C.69)

12T n

Aijac Acbkl o Aijbc Acakl )

k3 = — 5 (7 §K*0/oub 7™, (C.70)

4Tn

Aijak: B ~

0 = — (77, (6K® /AT — (1/m) d/du®) J*), (C.71)
TN
Aijak B ~

3 = — (77, (6K*9/dn — (T/mn)d/du®) J*), (C.72)
TN
Aiakl .

KD = — (J', (6K*0/9T — (1/m) d/du®) 7, (C.73)
-
Aiakl -

KD = — (J', (5K*9/0n — (T/mn) d/du®) 7), (C.74)
=
5ik . ~

Ky = — (J', ((0/3) 6K 0/0u’ — (2T/3)0/0T —ndjom) J*),  (C.75)
T2\
Alkab

K2 = (J', 6K“0/oud J*), (C.76)
T2>\
ia Sbk b Sak . B

W = ST O sk g out . (C.77)

T T2

The second term in the right-hand side of Eq. (C.29) reads

62

<A—1 feq (ﬁ_ij’ jz)’ B[ kl kl+Jk Jk ~mn mn+Jme]>
= (P bppg AU Mgl 2 NIRLTE T 2 by TF). (C.78)

DO | —

We note that brrr, brss and by.; denote the coefficients in the non-linear terms of 7% and
J', whose definitions are given by

brnn = 770;12 AR (AT feagid  BIAT feaghm ATE feagmy, (C.79)
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1

berr = qgprys AU (AT R, BIAT! g AT ), (C.80)
1 . N .
birs 0T AT CATL feaJi  BIATY feaght AT fea Ji]). (C.81)

By substituting Eqs. (C.36) and (C.47) together with Eqs. (C.48))-(C.53), (C.62)), (C.63),
and (C.78)) into Eq. ([C.29), we have the relaxation equations as

P 62’[]0‘“ — €T, <_+€U'V>7TU—EQEWJAUmkaJk+€2X7er7flﬂ'kl+€2X;]f<]k

ot
+ €2 by, AVKL ghmoml 2y AWK TR U4 O(e%), (C.82)
‘ . 0 . . . _
€S = VT —ery (o teu V)J =y ARt @ X X
+ € Iy ik Tk 4 0(63). (C.83)

Finally, we present an explicit form of the invariant/attractive manifold. Equation (46])
can be reduced to

—1 peq ~ij ij —1 peq Ti i
global eq [A f @ ]’Uﬂ- [A f J]’UJ
v T Jv +6{ 2T DY
_ 1
—€[Qi (A~ 0/05)" Qo (5 BIAs), w(s)] + Faui(s)| _ Jy +O(E),
(C.84)
where
[eAs A1 feq ﬁ.z‘j]vwij [eAs A1 feq jz]v Ji
= Py F
w’l)(S) 2T'f} Tz)\ +S[ 0 0]’0
et oAy ot et DA T O
T T2
Substituting n = T}RG, A= ARG 7 = TEG, T = T§G, lry = f%}, lie = fl}fa
/{537;2’3) _ I{g?%z,:s)RG’ ngz) _ I{sz)RG’ /{517;2) _ KS17;2)RG’ K9j2’3) _ H51j2,3)RG’ b — b%;m

bryy = ORG,, bypy = BRG, A~1 = fea [ =1 (fea)=1 and explicit forms of X¥¥ XYF X% and

T

X% into the balance equations ([C.44)-(C4G), relaxation equations ([C82) and (C.83)), and
invariant /attractive manifold (C.84]), we arrive at Eqs. ([4)-(I45), and (I40).

Appendiz C.3. Detailed derivation of explicit form of excited modes

In this section, we present the detailed derivation of A~ Q, F, whose explicit form is
given by Eq. ([CI3). Because Qg F takes the form

1 . ) ) 1 . .
VT = [Qo K" [ gy = V',

Qo Fo=—[Qo K’ e gog],v % Vin — [Qo K’ J ‘Pé]'v T2
(C.86)
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with K7 ) = 070y, the calculation of A™ Qg Fy can be reduced to that of [Qo K* f*4 ¢l
First, we utilize Py = 1 — Qo in Eq. (CII) and K’i}kz = U Oyp + 5K;Jk to expand
[Qo K* 951y as

[Qo K [0 ¢5]q = [Qo0K" [ @iy = 6K [ f Z S oy = 7 Mﬁm (C.87)
with
MPe = (fg), 0K f0) / o P 00" Py (C.88)

We note that M5 can be calculated as
MOiO _ M024 M]zk: M410 M4z4 _ O (089)
MY = MI® =nT§, M™ =MW =nT?§". (C.90)
Then, substituting the above M? into Eq. (C.87), we have
0, a =0,
‘ U AR SR st oa=7
[Qo K" [* )y = § 7 . I (C.91)
IS <% |dv]* — 5 T) ', o =4,
which is identical to Eq. (C.4I). By combining Eq. (C91)) with Eq. (C.86), we obtain
A_l QO FO in Eq m
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