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Recent works have revealed that matching conditions play a major role on general consistency
properties of relativistic fluid dynamics such as causality, stability and wellposedness of the equations
of motion. In this paper we derive transient fluid dynamics from kinetic theory, using the method
of moments as proposed by Israel and Stewart, without imposing an specific matching condition.
We then investigate how the equations of motion and their corresponding transport coefficients are
affected by the choice of matching condition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Relativistic fluid dynamics is an effective theory derived to describe the long-distance, long-time dynamics of a given
microscopic theory. It is applied in several fields of physics, from the description of neutron star mergers [1, 2] to the
hot and dense nuclear matter produced in ultra-relativistic heavy ion collisions [3-5]. Nevertheless, the theoretical
foundations of relativistic dissipative fluid dynamics remain open, still being topic of intense investigation [6, 7].

Relativistic generalizations of Navier-Stokes theory display physical and mathematical pathologies which practically
prevents its use in general applications. The main issue is that Navier-Stokes theory is acausal and displays intrinsic
instabilities [8] when perturbed around a global equilibrium state — an illness that cannot be corrected by adjusting
matching conditions or transport coefficients. An early attempt to derive a linearly causal and stable fluid-dynamical
theory was put forward by Israel and Stewart in the 1970’s [9, 10]. The main feature of Israel-Stewart theory is that,
instead of imposing constitutive relations relating the dissipative currents with derivatives of the velocity field, they
promoted the non-equilibrium fields to independent dynamical variables for which they derived relaxation equations.
Then, the requirements of linear causality and stability yield constrains on the relaxation times that are allowed in
the formulation [11-14]. Even so, in Israel-Stewart theories, existence and uniqueness of solutions are not guaranteed
in general curved spaces [15].

Recently, Bemfica, Disconzi and Noronha proposed a novel theory of fluid dynamics which is not derived following
the procedure outlined by Israel and Stewart [15-17]. Other aspects about this formulation were also investigated in
Refs. [18, 19]. In this approach, fluid dynamics is constructed from a generalized gradient expansion, which includes
both time-like and space-like gradients. This is in contrast to the traditional approach, used to derive Navier-Stokes
theory, which consists of an expansion only in space-like gradients. It was then demonstrated that a first order theory
in such generalized gradient expansion can lead to a causal and linearly stable theory as long as appropriate matching
conditions are imposed.

Matching conditions are constraints required to define the local equilibrium state of a fluid in the presence of
dissipation, i.e., they define the temperature, chemical potential, and velocity of a viscous fluid. These conditions
are an essential feature of relativistic dissipative fluid dynamics, since such theories are always constructed in terms
of an expansion around a fictitious local equilibrium state. The most well-known matching conditions are those due
to Landau and Lifshitz [20], often employed in simulations of ultra-relativistic heavy ion collisions [21-23], and those
due to Eckart [24], more convenient for Astrophysics applications [25]. However, the novel fluid-dynamical theory
derived by Bemfica, Disconzi and Noronha was shown to be acausal and linearly unstable exactly for those matching
conditions. This motivated the search and understanding of new matching conditions and their effect on the dynamics
of relativistic fluids.

In particular, the traditional Israel-Stewart equations must also display a dependence on matching conditions. This
dependence has been initially explored using a phenomenological derivation of fluid dynamics from the second law of
thermodynamics [26]. Given this scenario, it is also relevant to assess how the derivation of transient fluid dynamics
from kinetic theory, using the method of moments as proposed by Israel and Stewart, is affected by the different
choices of matching. Extending this derivation to be applicable to general matching conditions and investigating their
effects is the main goal of this paper.

The present text is organized as follows. In Sec. II we give an overview of the fluid-dynamical variables when
general matching conditions are employed. In section III, we relate the general fluid-dynamical variables to the single
particle distribution function. In Sec. IV we proceed to derive the system of coupled equations for the moments of
the single-particle distribution function, which is later, in Sec. V truncated using what we refer to as the 19 moments
approximation — a generalization of the 14-moment approximation for general matching conditions. Next, in Sec. VI
we use the relaxation time approximation proposed in Ref. [27] to simplify the collision integrals that appear in



the derivation of fluid dynamics from the Boltzmann equation. The final equations of motion to the fluid-dynamic
variables are portrayed in VII in the massless limit. Then, in Sec. VIII we proceed to give a concrete example of the
results for a restricted class of matching conditions for which one has vanishing particle density and particle diffusion,
which we label Exotic Eckart conditions. Section IX concludes the text.

Notation and conventions: We use (+ — ——) as the metric signature; natural units, so that h =c=kp = 1.

II. FLUID-DYNAMICAL VARIABLES

The main fluid-dynamical equations are the continuity equations related to the conservation of net-charge, energy,
and momentum,

9,N" =0,

1
9, T =0, M

where N* is the net-charge 4-current and T#" is the energy-momentum tensor.

The traditional fluid-dynamical variables are defined from the tensor decomposition of N* and T*" in terms of a
time-like 4-vector, u* — the fluid 4-velocity. This 4-vector is assumed to be unitary, u,u* = 1, and shall be formally
defined later using matching conditions. An irreducible tensor decomposition of these fields read

N* = nut + v#,
T = eufu’ — PA* + h*u” + hYut + 7,

(2)

where n, €, and P are the net-charge density, energy density, and isotropic pressure in the local rest frame of the
fluid (u* = (1,0,0,0)), respectively. Furthermore, we introduced the net-charge and energy diffusion currents, v*
and h*, respectively, and the shear-stress tensor, 7#*¥. For the sake of convenience, we also defined the projection
operator onto the 3-space orthogonal to u*, A* = g*” —utu”. These fields can be identified in terms of the following
projections of the conserved currents,

1
n=u,N", ¢=u,u,T", P=—-A,,T",
w w 35m 3)
vh = AUNY, b = APup T, o = AggT“ﬂ.

Above, we introduced the double, traceless, and symmetric projection operator A#8 = % (A“O‘A”ﬂ + A”‘J‘A“Q) —
%A“”Ao‘ﬁ.

Next, we define a fictitious equilibrium state with inverse temperature, 5 = 1/7T', and thermal potential, « = u/T,
where p is the chemical potential and T is the temperature. We then decompose the net-charge density, energy density

and isotropic pressure as

n = no(a, B) + on,
€= 60(0(7B) + 55a (4)
P = Py(a, B) + 11,

where ng, €9 and Py are the equilibrium net-charge density, energy density, and pressure, respectively, and are
determined from « and 8 using an equation of state. In this case, dn is a non-equilibrium correction to the net-charge
density, de is a non-equilibrium correction to the energy density, and II is the bulk viscous pressure. Naturally, at
this point these dissipative quantities are not specified, since it was not determined how the separation of the net-
charge and energy density into an equilibrium part and a non-equilibrium part is implemented. This will be done
by introducing additional constrains or matching conditions (which will complement those that will be introduced
to define the fluid 4-velocity). Once this task is performed, the temperature and chemical potential are obtained by
inverting the thermodynamic functions, no(«, 8) and eo(c, 8). Once these quantities are known, one can calculate
the thermodynamic pressure and obtain II.

The most well known and used matching conditions are those proposed by Landau [20] and Eckart [24]. In the
Landau picture, the 4-velocity is defined as an Eigenvector of T*,,

THu =eu! < hM =0, (5)

which effectively eliminates any energy diffusion. While in the Eckart picture, the same quantity is defined from the
direction of the net-charge 4-current,

Nt =nut <= " =0, (6)



which effectively eliminates any net-charge diffusion. In both the Eckart and Landau pictures, the temperature and
chemical potential are defined in the same way, by simply eliminating any non-equilibrium corrections to n and &,

n=ng(a,f) < én=0,

_ _ (7)
e =eo(e, f) < de = 0.

We note that one can also use other types of matching conditions, even though they become rather nontrivial to

define. In particular, this task becomes rather complicated if the matching conditions use fields which are not among

the conserved currents. Nevertheless, this task can always be accomplished in kinetic theory and will be explained in

the following section.

In summary, for an arbitrary matching condition the conserved currents are decomposed as

N* = (ng + on)u* + v* ®)
T = (g0 + de)ut'u” — (Py + IN) AP + hHu” + hYut + 7h.

This tensor decomposition describes the conserved currents using a total of 19 degrees of freedom — 5 more than the
14 independent components of N# and T"”. This excess of dynamical variables comes from the additional variables
introduced: «, 3, and u* (the thermodynamic pressure does not enter this list, since it is specified by an equation
of state). As already explained, the matching conditions will provide additional constraints that will resolve this
over-determination of variables.

Inserting the tensor decomposition (7) into the continuity equations (1), one obtains the following dynamical
equations

o + 6n + (ng + 0n)0 + o' =0, (9a)
€0 + 0 + (€0 + 0e + Py + N0 — 70, + 9 b 4 u,h* =0, (9b)
(0 4 0e 4+ Py + )i — V*(Py 4 11) + h*0 + kAP D, + A*Y by, + AW 9o, = 0. (9¢)

Above, we defined the expansion rate § = 9,u*, the shear tensor o"” = Aggaauﬁ , the comoving time derivative
A= ut0, A, and the space-like gradient V# = A#9,. In order to close these equations, in addition to matching
conditions, we must also provide constitutive or dynamical equations for all the dissipative currents: on, de, I, v*,
h#*, and 7. In the following sections, we discuss how to determine these novel fluid-dynamical equations of motion
in a kinetic description, based on the relativistic Boltzmann equation.

III. BOLTZMANN EQUATION AND FLUID-DYNAMICAL VARIABLES

The Boltzmann equation is an equation of motion for the single-particle momentum distribution function, f(x,p) =
fp- Here, we consider the relativistic Boltzmann equation for identical classical particles undergoing 2-to-2 elastic
collisions,

PHOufp = /dQ Q' dP/pr’qu/(fpfp/ — fafa) = Clfpl, (10)

with p# = (y/m? + |p|?, p) being the 4-momentum and m the mass of the particles. We also introduced the Lorentz
invariant transition rate, Wy, q¢/. Since we are dealing with elastic collisions, the particle number will be exception-
ally conserved and will substitute the net-charge. Therefore, N* will now be used to refer to the particle 4-current,
with n being now identified as the particle number density in the local rest frame of the fluid and v* as the particle
diffusion 4-current.

The particle 4-current and the energy-momentum tensor are determined in terms of fp as [28],

NH = /de“fp,
(11)
™ = / dP pp” fp.

Fundamental properties of the collision term guarantee that N* and T"" satisfy the conservation laws (1) [28, 29].
Using these identities and Eqs. (2) and (3), we express the fluid-dynamical fields in terms of the single-particle



momentum distribution function,

1
nE/dPEpfp, EE/dPEf)fm P=-3

/ dP A pt'p” fo,
(12)

vt E/dppm)fpa = /dPEPpm)fp’ ™= /de<”p”>fp.

where Ep = u,p" is the energy of the particle in the local rest frame of the system and i) = AkpY is the projected
4-momentum.

We now consider the fictitious equilibrium state introduced in the previous section and introduce the local equilib-
rium single-particle distribution function for classical particles,

Jop = exp (o — BEp). (13)
For the sake of convenience, we further define the non-equilibrium component of fp,
0fp = fo — fop = fopPps (14)

quantified in terms of the new variable ¢,. We then define the remaining fluid-dynamical variables in the following
way,

1
5nE/dPEp5fp, 5ez/dPE§,5fp, M= —g/dPAWp#pvéfp. (15)

We now discuss the possible matching conditions that can be employed to define the local equilibrium fields, T,
u, and ut. First, we note that the Landau matching conditions, given in Egs. (5) and (7), can be expressed as the
following 5 constrains for d fp,

<Ep¢p>0 = 07 <E12)¢p>0 = Oa <Epp<'u>¢p>0 = Oa (16)

where here we introduced the notation for integrals over the local equilibrium distribution, (---)o = [dP(---) fop.
On the other hand, the Eckart matching conditions provide the following constraints,

(Epdpo =0, (E2dp)o =0, (p%dp) =0, (17)

.=
with only the last constraint being modified, in comparison with Landau’s matching conditions. In kinetic theory,
these set of constraints can be generalized in the following way

(9p0p) = 0, {hpop) =0, { app™ ) =0, (18)

where gp and hy, are linearly independent functions of £y, and gp, is an arbitrary function of E,. Once these functions
are specified, one determines the matching condition being employed. In general, we see that these matching conditions
are imposed using moments of 0 fp that are not contained in any conserved current. The Eckart and Landau pictures
correspond to exceptional cases, in which we actually define the local equilibrium state using components of N* and
T#¥. In this work, we shall simplify the general conditions (18) by assuming the following form for the functions gp,
hp, and ¢p,

9p = E, hp = B}, ¢p = EF, (19)

with ¢ # s, which include Landau and Eckart matching conditions as the particular cases where (¢, s,z) = (1,2,0)
and (g, s,z) = (1,2, 1), respectively. In the next section, we will derive equations of motion for the relevant irreducible
moments of the single particle distribution function fp.

IV. MOMENT EQUATIONS

In this work, the equations of motion for the dissipative components of N* and T"” will be obtained using the
method of moments. In this approach, one expands the single-particle momentum distribution function in momentum
space using a complete and orthogonal basis [30]. Such procedure expresses f(x, p) in terms of its irreducible moments

plahe = <E£p<“1 ...p#2>¢p> (20)

)
0
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where ¢p, is given in Eq. (14) and we used the irreducible tensors plir ... pred  defined from the following projection
of the tensor ptt ---phe, Alkire) = ABLEEAvi-ve  Here, AN E is a 20-rank tensor, constructed solely using
the projection operators A#, in such a way that it is symmetric under the exchange of the indices (1 - - - u¢) and
(v1---1vy), separately, and also traceless in each subset of indices. These projection operators were formally defined
and constructed in Ref. [28] and used extensively in Ref. [30].

Therefore, in the method of moments the problem of solving for the single-particle distribution function f(x,p)
using the Boltzmann equation is converted into solving an infinite tower of coupled differential equations for its
irreducible moments. These equations of motion were originally derived in Ref. [30], for the irreducible moments of
rank 0, 1, and 2, assuming Landau matching conditions. In this paper, we re-derive these moment equations following
the procedure outlined in [30], but for an arbitrary matching condition. We then obtain the following equations for
the scalar moments,

. ) 0 v
pr = riupi_y Vi + 5 [P = Dpra + (1 +2)pe] = (r = Dp 50,
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the following equation for the irreducible rank-1 moments,
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v ]' « 9 (a3 (03
(= Do+ 3V (mPpey — prsa) + 5 (74 3o — (r — i)
1 [e%
+ 20 [(2r +3)pf = 2(r — )m?pyl_] (22)
[7""!‘271 «a va' apj B« B  « 4 «a « e
_/650+P0 {A w0y’ + A hy + BPog" + hPwg™ + Sh®0 — VI + (de + )a
nIr—i—Q 1 1
Ly q— 1) e :<ET (@@ >7
< +1,1 60+Po) « p P [fp] 0
and the following equations for the irreducible rank-2 moments,
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Above, we defined the vorticity tensor w¥ = (9#u” — 9¥ut) /2 and also made use of the thermodynamic functions
[30]

1 q
In :7< *A)\U o ES 2q> ; Dn ) In— 7-[2 )
0= Qg AP BT Du = Intalntg = g (24)
Gnm = nOImO - Infl,OIerl,O'
We further used the identity
VHB = (novua — /BVHPO) s (25)

co+ Fo

which stems from the Gibbs-Duhem relation, to obtain the last term of the left-hand side of Eq. (22) and used the
notation

p§#1~"#z) = A g (26)

[ 2R



The above equations form a subset of an infinite tower of coupled differential equations mixing different irreducible
moments of various ranks. The subset of moment equations shown above (of rank 0, 1, and 2) are the ones that are
actually relevant to the derivation of fluid-dynamical equations, as originally shown in Ref. [30].

We note that some of the irreducible moments defined in Eq. (20) can be identified with the fluid-dynamical fields
introduced in the previous section. Namely, those are

1
Sn = Se = II= =(p5 —m?
n=p1, 0= P2, 3(P2 m”po), (27)
v =pg, b =pf, 7 = pg?.
Moreover, the general matching and frame conditions given by Egs. (18) and (19) can be written in a simple way
using this notation,

pq=ps =0, (¢ #3) (28a)
pk = 0. (28b)

For (¢,s,2z) = (1,2,0), one has Landau matching conditions. Meanwhile, taking (q,s,z) = (1,2,1) one imposes
Eckart’s matching conditions. As we can see, more general matching conditions lead to constraints that involve
non-fluid-dynamic fields.

Finally, we note that the moment equations derived above are not closed nor expressed in terms of fluid-dynamical
variables. In the next section we proceed to derive fluid-dynamical equations of motion from the moment equations
above by generalizing the well-known 14-moment approximation [9] to be consistent with arbitrary matching condi-
tions. We shall refer to this new procedure as 19-moment approximation, since fluid-dynamical approximations for
arbitrary matching conditions involve a total of 19 fields, instead of the usual 14.

V. TRUNCATION SCHEME: 19 MOMENTS APPROXIMATION

Our objective in this section is to derive a system of equations involving only the 19 fluid-dynamic fields
(n,dn, e, 0e, IL u*, v# h* ") from Egs. (21)-(23). Here, we shall follow the idea originally proposed by H. Grad
[31], in the non-relativistic regime, and later updated by Israel and Stewart [9] to the relativistic regime, and close
the moment equations by an explicit truncation of the momentum expansion of fp.

We expand the non-equilibrium correction ¢, in momentum using a complete basis made of irreducible tensors,
pl .. pre) - and orthogonal polynomials, Py), constructed using powers of Ey in such a way that PO(E) = 1. This
leads to [30],

(oo}

¢p = Z (I)il““.MPT(LZ)le © Py (29)
l,n=0

The basis elements satisfy the following orthogonality conditions,

064, y

J AP H B = A [ AP () H ) ”
B 30

( PO, Pg)) = AWg,.

¢
where H(Ep) is an arbitrary function of Ep and, for the second orthogonality relation, we used the notation

(6.0) = gz (A% D)’ Gy 31
T 20+ 1) Pubv) @p¥p ) - (31)

These orthogonality conditions allow us to express the expansion coefficients ®#1°#¢ in terms of the irreducible
moments defined in Eq. (20). However, this will not be required here since we shall follow the procedure originally
proposed by Israel and Stewart and truncate the moment expansion (29) by hand, in such a way that only a finite
number of expansion coefficients remain (in Israel-Stewart’s original approach, the truncation is performed in such
a way that 14 expansion coefficients remain). The remaining expansion coefficients will then be matched to the
fluid-dynamical fields. The truncated expansion is,

N() Nl
¢p =~ Z (I)nPéO) + Z (I)ﬁpr(ll)p<#> + (I)gypmpu)- (32)

n=0 n=0



We shall always set No = 1. On the other hand the truncation parameters Ny and N; will depend on the matching
condition employed. This happens because the matching conditions determine the number of independent scalar and
rank-1 fields that appear in the fluid-dynamical formulation. The maximum number of degrees of freedom that can
occur in fluid-dynamical theories with arbitrary matching conditions is 19 and, in such cases, we set (Ng, N1) = (4,2)
in order to enforce that we have 5 scalar fields, 3 vector fields, and one second-rank traceless tensor. Note that if we
were employing Landau matching conditions, the same truncation is performed with (Ny, N1) = (2, 1), leading to 14
independent degrees of freedom (since dn, dc and h* are set to zero in this matching procedure). By construction, in
this truncation scheme all irreducible moments, p#t#¢ of rank higher than two vanish. The irreducible moments of
rank 0, 1, and 2 will always be expressed in terms of the expansion coefficients ®,,, ®#, and ®+¥.

The next step is to determine the expansion coefficients using the definitions of the dissipative currents, given in
Egs. (12) and (15), and the general matching conditions provided in Egs. (28a) and (28b). This leads to a system
of algebraic equations that can be solved separately for the scalar, vector and tensor expansion coefficients. The
expression for the 2-rank expansion coefficient, ®(", is obtained by inserting the truncated moment expansion (32) in
the definition of the shear stress tensor given in Eq. (12). This leads to the simple relation,

THY THY
(1,1)2 214"

oy = (33)

The equations for the vector and scalar expansion coefficients are more complicated and will be discussed in the next
two subsections.

A. Vector components

Equations for the vector expansion coefficients, ®F, @}, and ®4, are obtained by inserting the truncated moment
expansion (32) into the definitions of v* and h*, given in Eq. (12), and also into the matching condition (28b). This
will lead to three distinct equations that can be cast in the following matrix form,

(1,1) 0 0 Pl "

(P, Bo)y (P By 0 o | = . (34)
1

(P B2 (P, EZ) (PSY EZ) )\ @ 0

Thus, once this equation is inverted, ®f, ®}, and @4, will be expressed as a linear combination of v* and h*. The
final inverted expressions are given in Appendix A.

It is important to be careful when applying this inversion procedure using either the Eckart (z = 0) or the Landau
(z = 1) matching conditions. In the case of Eckart’s picture, the first and third equations depicted (in matrix form)
above become identical and, thus, one of them has to be removed. Similarly, in the case of Landau’s picture, the
second and third equations depicted above become identical and one of those has to be removed. This effectively
corresponds to modifying the truncation of the moment expansion (32) by taking Ny = 1. This new procedure,
specific to these two matching conditions, will lead to the following equation for ® and @/

( (PE})’}ELM (Pl(l)(v)Ep)l ) (gg ) B ( }?” ) ' (35)

< (Ps(}),,llzjlp)l (Pl(l)(,)Ep)l ) <$£}> = (V(; ) : (36)

B. Scalar components

e Eckart Matching Conditions

e Landau Matching Conditions

Equations for the scalar expansion coefficients, @y, ®;, @5, 3, and 4 are obtained by inserting the truncated
moment expansion (32) into the definitions of dn, de and II, given in Eq. (12), and also into the matching condition



(28a). This will lead to five distinct equations that can be cast in the following matrix form,

0 0 0 0 0
<P(§)7EP)O (Pl()7EP)O <P2()7EP)O (P.?E)7EP)O (sz)vEP>O
0 0 0 0 0 P 1)
(PO( )’E‘%)o (Pl( )7E12’)0 (PQ( )’Ef’)o (Ps( )’Ef’)o <P4( )’E‘z’)o <I>(1J JZ
]3(0)7 E2 _ m2 13(0)7 E2 _ m2 13(0)7 E2 _ m2 13(0)7 E2 _ m2 13(0)7 E2 _ m2 (1)2 _ 3110
0 P 0 1 P 0 2 p 0 3 p 0 4 p 0
) 7og ©) 7o ©0) 7og 0) 7o 0) g @5 0
(PO 7Ep)o (Pl 7Ep)o (P2 7Ep)o (P3 7Ep)o (P4 ’Ep)o Dy 0
(r"5),  (Vm),  (BVg) (RVE), (ROE),
(37)

Thus, once this equation is inverted, ®q, &1, P, P3, and ®, will be expressed as a linear combination of dn, de, and
II. The final inverted expressions are given in Appendix A.

Similarly to what occurred when obtaining the vector expansion coefficients, it is important to be careful when
applying this inversion procedure using either the Eckart or the Landau (¢ = 1, s = 2) matching conditions. In this
case, the first and second equations depicted (in matrix form) above become identical to the last two equations, thus,
the last two should be removed. This is implemented by modifying the truncation of the moment expansion (32) by
taking Ny = 2. This new procedure, specific to these two matching conditions, will lead to the following equation for
q)o, (I)l, and @22

e Landau or Eckart matching conditions (¢ =1, s = 2)

<P0(O) ’ Ep) 0 (Pl(o ’ p) <P2(O) ’ Ep) 0 D 0
(pgox Eg)o (P(O EQ) (PQ(O), Eg)o gl - (1)I . (38)
(PéO)’ EIQ’ B m2)0 (Pl(o ’ m2)0 (PQ(O)’ EIQ’ - m2>0 i ’

Similar problems will occur to matching conditions with either (¢ or s = 1) or (¢ or s = 2). In the first case, one of
the matching conditions will lead to an equation identical to the first equation depicted in (37). While, in the latter
case, one of the matching conditions will lead to an equation identical to the second equation depicted in (37). Thus,
in each case, one of the conditions must be removed. As before, this is implemented by modifying the truncation of
the moment expansion (32) by taking Ny = 3. This new procedure, will lead to the following equation for ®q, @4,
(I)Q, and @32

e Matchings with dn = 0 but de 0 (¢ =1, s # 2)

), (0, (), (), )

(PéO)’ EE’ B m2)0 (Pl(O)’ EE’ B m2)0 (PQ(O)’ EE’ B m2)0 (Ps(())7 EIQ’ B m2)0 q)? 311
(PéO)aEp)O (Pl(o),Ep>0 (PQ(O)’EP)O <P§O)7Ep)o % = 8 . (39)
(r0m),  (P0m), (), (A0m), )

e Matchings with dn # 0 but e =0 (¢ =2, s # 1)
), ), P, ),

(o), (o), (o), () | () ()
( PO Ez) ( PO Ez) ( PO Ez) ( PO, Eg) Dy 0
N U N T N A A

"PJo "PJo

There is yet another case to be considered, corresponding to the limit of massless particles, m — 0. In this case,
the energy-momentum tensor becomes traceless, T%, = €9 + de — 3Py — 3II = 0, effectively removing one degree
of freedom from our system. This will affect all the matching conditions displayed so far in this subsection. The
matching conditions associated to bulk viscous pressure become redundant and must be removed. Also, we remove
one additional scalar term from the corresponding moment expansion of ¢p. In this case, we re-write each matching
procedure described above as:



e Massless limit: General frame

(PSO)’EP)O (Pl(O)’Ep>o (PQ(O)’EP)O (P3(O)’Ep>0 D on
(PéO)aEf))O (Pfo)vEg)O (PQ(O)’EIQ’)O (ngo),Ef))O o, _ Se . (41)
(R Ey), (P”m8), (R7mg) (PEg) |\ 32 )\
(R0, 55), (P7m3), (P0m3), (R5) )
e Massless limit: on =0but de A0 (¢ =1, s # 2)
(P()izj’EE’)O (P{Zj’Ef’)o (PQEZ;’EI%)O Dp B de
(R Bp), (POBp) (A B) [ @] =0 | (42)
(), (), s, )\
e Massless limit: 6n # 0 but de =0 (¢ =2, s # 1)
(P(O)’E ) (P(O)’E ) (P(O),E ) (P(O),E
(i), (), (), (0m) | (2] ().
(P50)7E1i)o (Pl(O)’Eg)o (Pz(O)’EE’)o (P?EO)’E:’)O b ’

It is important to notice that in the m — 0 limit, the Landau or Eckart matching conditions simply imply that
&y = ®; = 0. This is indeed what is observed in the traditional 14 moment approximation. Explicit solutions for
the ®,, coefficients are provided in Appendix A. Furthermore, we remark that, in the massless limit, the orthogonal
polynomial basis P,(lg) reduces to the n-th order associated Laguerre polynomials Lg“l) [32].

Now that we calculated all the expansion coefficients, for all possible matching procedures, we can express all
moments of rank-0, 1, and 2 in terms of (dn, €, de, IT, v#, h* w#¥). In the massless limit, this will lead to,

Pﬁy ~ K:S:)ﬁ—rﬂ_uu7
Pl KO BTk 4 K BT, (44)
pr = K§) Y 0n + K5 527 e

As already mentioned, moments of rank 3 or higher simply vanish in this approximation. The expressions for the ther-

modynamic coefficients ICZ(,T), ICSn), IC((;:L), IC((;;) depend on matching and will be provided in Appendix A. The coefficient

ICSrT) is matching independent and is given by,

I,
K = grtd2 (45)
Iy

VI. COLLISION TERM APPROXIMATION

Now that we have explicitly truncated the moment expansion, we can derive the fluid-dynamical equations. In this
regard, the most challenging part is simplifying the moments of the collision term, that appear in Egs. (21)—(23).
For this purpose, we shall introduce another approximation, the so-called relaxation time approximation [31, 33—
36]. We note that, since we are considering a derivation of the fluid-dynamical equations for arbitrary matching
conditions, the traditional relaxation time approximation [36], proposed by Anderson and Witting, will not suffice.
This approximation does not guarantee that the conservation laws related to particle number, energy and momentum
are satisfied. Instead, we follow the novel relaxation time approximation presented in [27], which is free from such

flaws. This approximation reads,
E Ep E
Clfpl = 22 fop |69 - <¢p’?’g)° - <¢p’?;P1>°P - (%’”sp(m)op (46)
p - Op p (1’%)0 (Pl,&ﬁ’l) 1 (1 &) (1) | -
0 1

)TR
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Above, we introduced the new polynomial Py defined in such a way that it is orthogonal to Ep/Tg,

(Pl, EP)O =0. (47)

TR

We further consider the following parametrization for the relaxation time,
E vy
TR = tR (;) s (48)

where tg has no energy dependence. In this case, in the massless limit, 151(0)(Ep) = ngfv)(BEp) =—BE,+(3—7),

where Lg{l) denotes the n-th associated Laguerre polynomial. In this formulation of the relaxation time approximation,
an energy-dependent 7 can be used with any matching condition [27] — something that is not possible when employing
the Anderson-Witting approximation for the collision term.

Using this approximation for the collision kernel, the moments of C[f] can be computed in a straightforward manner.
In the following, we shall calculate the relevant moments of the collision term solely in the massless limit. In this
case, the scalar moments of the collision term become

- I(r+2-79) (r=1)
dPE™"1C - —_— —2)p1—ny — B——Lpo_ , 49
/ P [fp] t IB-Y {p Y + ﬂr_lrl(g _ ’7) (T )pl Y 5(3 . 'Y)p2 Y ( )
the irreducible rank-1 moments of the collision term become
1 1 T(r+4—7)

dPE}"'p — |pr_ . — ¢ 50
/ [fp] tRﬁ’Y |:pr—'~,/ ﬂr_l P(E) _ '7) pl—'y:| ’ ( )

and the irreducible rank-2 moments of the collision term become

1
r—1, (e, B) ~ af

[apE el ~ -, (51)

Once the truncation of the moment expansion is applied, these collision integrals will be expressed solely in terms
of on, de, I1, v, h*, and w*¥. The general form of these terms are

/dPE;—IC[fp} ~ —Con — ¢ de,
/ dPEL 'p(@Cfy] = — v — e he, (52)

/ dPEL ' pP Clfp] = — C 78,

The transport coefficients C((f), a = on, ¢, v, h, and m will depend on the choice of matching conditions and the
approximation imposed to the collision term. They can be found comparing Eqgs. (49), (50), and (51) with Eq. (44),
leading to

ef) = - lﬁ” {’ng_wﬂL;(Tf;é ’L)) [( o)y BHK‘%—W)H’

e — - m ﬂrrlJ;(Zg v)) [( o)y BH f;i”)}}’

V= [’“ e a o
e = ﬁr [ =) 1_1 F(;(ﬂg47)v) (- w]

C(T)——@ (=),

and can be explicitly calculated by inserting the truncated moment expansion for ¢, into the collision integrals. We
shall calculate explicit expressions for these transport coefficients in the next section, where we compute the relaxation
times for the equations of motion.
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VII. EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR THE DISSIPATIVE CURRENTS — MASSLESS LIMIT

In this section we derive the equations of motion for the dissipative currents in the massless limit. This implies that
any effects due to the bulk viscous pressure will not be considered. Nevertheless, we note that, for a general matching
condition this does not necessarily imply that this quantity vanishes — it is simply replaced by de as II = de/3. The
equations of motion that will be derived in the following will provide closure for the equations of motion for ng, g,
and u obtained from the conservation laws, see Egs. (9a)- (9c¢).

A. Shear-stress tensor

The equation of motion for the shear stress tensor is obtained by taking » = 0 in Eq. (23) and substituting the
results derived in Eqs. (44) and (52). One then obtains,

Ky 8 2 4 10
7:_ = I (50 + de) ot — 24 pv) + ngh”) — §7r””0 — 2wa<“7r”>a — 7‘704(“771/)“, (54)

7'T<IW> +

where the shear relaxation time is identified as 7, = 1 /07(70). The shear relaxation time is then given by,

1 T6-9)1
. - 55
Tr 120 tR ( )

If v = 0, we recover the traditional and well known result 7, = tgr. We note that this transport coefficient is
independent of the choice of matching condition employed.

B. Particle and energy diffusion 4-currents

The equation of motion for the particle diffusion 4-current is obtained from Eq. (22) by taking r = 0 and substituting
the results derived in Egs. (44) and (52). We then obtain,

b (1) p
S{m) _ ph v B R = n
v 4 + T, 41 12

1 1
Vh¢a —4¥on — BA”VVQ (B + §V“5n — v —w v — gaa“l/o‘

B8 4 1 4 (56)
+ = | A® 0,7 + h%a ! + hPw ) + -hH0 — —VHie + —oeu” |,
4 3 3 3
where we defined the time scales 7, = 1 /C£O) and 7, = —f/ [4C}(LO)]. These transport coefficients depend on the

choice of matching condition employed. In addition, when deriving this equation we have approximated the moment
o =~ (B/5)m, using Eqgs. (44) and (45). It is also important to notice that, in the Landau frame, h* = 0 and this
equation becomes an equation of motion solely for v*, with 7,, corresponding to a relaxation time. Meanwhile, in the
Eckart frame, v* = 0, and this equation becomes an equation of motion solely for h*, with 7, corresponding to a
relaxation time. Overall, in the massless limit, we have that,

e Landau frame (z = 1)

— — 57

Ty 6 tR’ ( )
e Eckart frame (z = 0)

1 Id-n9)1

S S A 58

Th 6 tr (58)

We now obtain an equation of motion for the energy diffusion 4-current, h*, which is required when arbitrary
matching conditions are employed. Here, we extract this equation using the same moment that was employed in the
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matching procedure itself, see Eq. (28b). Therefore, we use Eq. (22) taking r = z and substitute the results derived
in Eqgs. (44) and (52). This leads to the following equation of motion,

3 2 (o :
(;4; it 4 e 1 e pr = 2252 (2 +2)1(z — )Via + 2812 KE Dok,

1 1
_ 5(2 +3)’L'L’u [/B_ZK:((;LJFU(SH-‘FBl_Z’C&iJA Sel — ICSTz—l)AuavV [Bl—zﬂua] + gvu |:/8_Z’C((§j1+1 5n +ﬂ1 zIC (z+1) 5

(Z + 3)' av «@ «@ 4 1 4 .
+ o151 AR Qo™ + h%c ! + hw P+ gh“é) — ngs + gdsu“ .

(59)
We note that in the Eckart frame, where we have z = 0, the equation above reduces to Eq. (68b) as expected. The

coefficients CIEZ})L read,
e General frame (z #0,1)
(r=DBTT(r—y+4)(=2v+7—2)
62 ’

r—1)BYT(r—y+4)2y—r+2z-1)
24(z — 1) ’

BrtRCY) =

( (60)
Brf 1tRC}(lT) —

For matching conditions in which neither diffusion 4-current is set to zero, Eqs. (56) and (59) can be diagonalized
with respect to the time-like derivative terms 7 and h.

C. Non-equilibrium corrections to particle and energy densities

We now derive the equations of motion satisfied by dn and de. Since we are only considering the massless limit,
an equation of motion for II is not required, since this quantity is completely determined by de. We note that
such additional equations are not necessary for Landau or Eckart matching conditions since, in these pictures, the
nonequilibrium corrections to particle and energy density simply vanish. Similarly to the procedure adopted for the
rank-1 moments, we extract the equations for dn and de using the same moments that were employed in the matching
procedure, see Eq. (28a). Therefore, we use Eq. (21) taking r = ¢ and r = s # ¢, leading to

(g+1)! (771)5}#((1“) (1— b + LV (£-1) 6 0+ 00m)

Ba—1 2 634—2 pa-1 2
(q + ) 1 ]'_L/L 4(5 0 af o hH . 1—(1K:(q—1) " 2—qK:(Q*1)h/L (61)
T 65q2( —a) | w T 308 0 =T 0ap Oy —quu(ﬁ oV B h )

Vi (B 9KGDui + g2a V) — (g = D)FR IS D g, = —Con — e,

and

G 1) sn+ S0 e+ S (2 0) om0 40,00

Bs—1 \2 632 gt A2
1! 4 ' .
N (;;_Q) (1 _ 3) (366 9 _ WQBUQQ + 8uhu + “uhu) _ Sil,u (61*S/C1(/871)V“ + ﬂ27S}C§£ 1)h“> (62)
P (ﬂl_s,cgs_w + 52_s;c§f’”h~) — (s = 1B v g,, = —Cn — 5D se.

Note that we obtain coupled equations of motion for dn and de, even in the linear regime. When employing a matching
condition that renders on = 0, but with de # 0, (i.e. ¢ # 1,2 and s = 1) Eq. (61) becomes a relaxation-type equation
for de. Furthermore, for s = 1 Eq. (62) simply reduces to the continuity equation associated to the conservation of
particle number, see Eq. (9a). In this setting, we identify the following expression for the relaxation time of de,

e Matching Conditions with on =0, de 20 (¢ =1, s #1,2)

i 653_2 (s) _ I(s—~v+2)

e (s+ D (s—1) % = D(s+2)tg
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Similarly, if we consider matching conditions in which dn # 0, but de = 0, (ie. ¢ # 1,2 and s = 2) Eq. (61)
then becomes a relaxation-type equation for on. Furthermore, for s = 2 Eq. (62) reduces to the continuity equation
associated to the conservation of energy, see Eq. (9b). In this case, we identify the following expression for the
relaxation time associated to dn,

e Matching Conditions with dn # 0, e =0 (¢ =2, s #1,2)

I gt (5) _ Tls=7+2)
R o _ | (64)
Ton  (s+1D)(s/2-1) °" T(s+2)tg
For the remaining matching conditions, the collision integrals are given by,
e General matching én # 0, e #0 (¢ # 1,2, s £ 2,1)
—2)(3 —1I'(q — 2
ﬁqfltRcéq) _ (q )( Y +s ) (q Y + ),
" 2(s—1) (65)
gi-zppe - (4= DBy +s=2T(g=7+2)
R 6(s—2) '

For these more general matching conditions (g, s # 1,2) the timescales above cannot be interpreted as relaxation
times for these fields. If one desires to obtain them, one must first diagonalize the equations of motion (61) and (62).
Then, two other relaxation times arise for these coupled system of differential equations.

Equations (56),(59), (61) and (62) reduce to the traditional Israel-Stewart equations [9] if one fixes Landau matching
conditions (g, s,z) = (1,2,1) [30]. But since we are using a more general relaxation time approximation [27], we can
now calculate the transport coefficients of Israel-Stewart theory considering relaxation times that depend on energy.
In Fig. 1 we show the relaxation times 7, 7, (Landau matching condition) and 75, (Eckart matching condition), as a
function of v. We see that 7, vanishes at v = 4 as a result of the divergence of the integrals involving the Laguerre
polynomials — this comes about when one wants to find z"~7 as a combination of Lg“l)(x) for r =0, vy = 4 and
¢ = 1. For values above this critical one, the relaxation times become negative, evidencing the breakdown of the RTA
in Eq. (46). In its turn, for an analogous reason, 7, vanishes at v = 6. Finally, we note that all relaxation times
become identical and equal to ti for v = 0.

100F — 1,/tg i
- - - T /tg=T4ltg
10 1
-~
N\
\

1t \

\
0.10} '
|

|
0.01} I
-1 0 1 2 3 4

Y

FIG. 1: (Color online) The relaxation times for Landau/Eckart matching conditions as a function of .

VIII. CONCRETE EXAMPLE: EXOTIC ECKART FRAME

For the sake of clarity, we now derive fluid-dynamical equations considering more specific matching conditions. We
impose matching conditions in which the particle diffusion current is expressed as

NP = ngut, (66)
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as is usually the case of the Eckart frame, but the energy density does not follow the equilibrium equation of state
de # 0. These matching conditions were first mentioned in Ref. [17] and we shall refer to them as Exotic Eckart
frame. In practice, these set of matching conditions are implemented by taking (g, s,z) = (1,s,0), s # 1,2. In this
scenario, the continuity equations for T#” and N* become

’fL() + n00 = 0, (67&)
c 4
€+ de + 3 (eo + 0¢) 0 — ¥, + O, R* — 4tk =0, (67b)
4 1 4 -
3 (0 +0e) i — 2V (0 +0e) + "0 + W0l + h¥w/!' + A 4 ABQu ™ = 0. (67c)

The equations of motion for the non-equilibrium correction to the energy density, de, the energy diffusion 4-current,
h*, and the shear-stress tensor, 7" considerably simplify and read,

: ) 4 Aoen , A 14
e+ 25 = —Coe g — DEm oy gy Dl iy py— 2R iy o — ZEy g (68a)
Tse 3 Tse Tse Tse Tse
. ht Py 1 1 4 1 1
plw) o 2 — _ZOgm —rvY, Wy Py — = A VB _ Vot — B oM — —hEO + —VHSe — —8eVH P,
+Th BVa+57T Va+20P07r 0~ Vam ol Wy~ 3 +3V € 35V 0,
(68b)
hd 1% ﬂ-#u 8 17 1 v 2 v 4 v V) 10 V)
4 T (€0 + be) o™ — ﬁh“‘v )Py + 3V<“h ) — gw“ 0 — 2w M — 70’0(“71' o (68c)
where we defined the following transport coefficients,
>\657r _ 6 K(sz) 1
Te (s+11 ™ ’
Mo _5=2 (1 hoen) _3 (s 2K (69)
Tse 4 Tse 2(S+1)!($71)7
Toeh 1 Asen 2

Tse 2Py TscPys—2

and the remaining coefficients can be found in Egs. (55), (58) and (63). Besides, the corresponding K-coefficients
were previously introduced in Egs. (44) and (45). When deriving Eqgs. (68a), (68b) and (68c) the equation of motion
for u* was employed,

APy = VFPy + -+, (70)

to replace the 4-acceleration by the space-like gradients of pressure. In this procedure, third-order terms in the
dissipative currents and/or gradients were neglected. As it can be seen above, all the couplings can be obtained if the
matching-dependent transport coefficients Asep, and As. are known. Below, we show their values for the most simple
examples of Exotic Eckart matching conditions, s = 0, 3, 4.

s=0|s=3|s=4
>\6a7r Tse —7/10 1/2 11/10
Asen|[Tse]| —1/4 | 5/16 | 3/4

TABLE I: Couplings in units of 7s. for s = 0, 3,4 Exotic Eckart matching conditions.

Next we plot in Fig. 2 the relaxation times as a function of « for the Exotic Eckart matching conditions for
s = 0,3,4. First, we notice that pg, chosen to vanish for s = 0, is a non-fluid-dynamic moment only in the massless
limit. Otherwise, as seen in Eq. (27), it is part of the bulk viscosity. Choosing it to vanish in general implies that
non-equilibrium corrections do not change the trace of the energy-momentum tensor, 67} = 0, a condition known to
define the Stewart frame [37]. For s = 0, one can see that 75, vanishes at v = 2, for the same reason already discussed
in the previous section for 73, and 7,,. This further constrains the range of validity of the collision term ansatz of Sec.
VI. We note that, in general 75. vanishes for larger values of v = s + 2. Once again for v = 0 all the relaxation times
reduce to tg.
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FIG. 2: (Color online)The relaxation times for Exotic Eckart matching conditions.

Bjorken flow

In order to further assess the consequences of the present formulation, we solve the fluid-dynamical equations
in the highly symmetric, longitudinally boost-invariant Bjorken background [38] assuming Exotic Eckart matching
conditions. In this scenario, it is convenient to use Milne coordinates 7 = v/#2 — 22 and = tanh™'(z/t) so that the line
element of Minkowski space reads ds? = dr%—dx?—dy?—72dn?. In these coordinates the only non-vanishing connection
components are I'], = 7, I'], =TI’} = 1/7 and a stationary fluid in these coordinates, (u”,u",u¥,u") = (1,0,0,0),
translates into a longitudinally boost-invariant expanding fluid in the usual coordinate system. The system is also
assumed to be invariant under reflections around the longitudinal axis, implying that any 4-vector that is orthogonal
to the fluid 4-velocity is identically zero. Therefore, the energy diffusion 4-current vanishes exactly, h* = 0, as well as
any space-like derivative of a scalar field, e.g. V#Py = V#a = 0 . The coordinate system and the symmetries of the
problem further imply that the shear tensor and the shear-stress tensor can be written in the following simple form,

1 1 2
P o= di 0,——,——, —
v 1ag<, 37’ 37'737')’

(71)
. Tw
m, = diag (0, —5 *5,7'() .
Finally, the expansion rate in this coordinate system is given by 6 = 1/7.
With the assumptions above, Egs. (67b), (68a), and (68c) can be cast in the following matrix form,
. 4 1 1 [ Asen
€0 F o H(EE)) (e 0
se |+ o 4, 1 Asen se | =10, (72)
. 3T Tse T Tse
77 _16 16 38 1 m 0
45T 45T 217 Tr

where we identify that the only matching-dependent transport coefficients that remain are 75. and Ase,. We note that
the equation of motion for the particle density, (67a), simply decouples from the equations above in Bjorken flow and
will not be considered in the following [39]. We solve these equations assuming that the fluid is initially in equilibrium,
§e(1o) = m(7p) = 0, with an initial time of 79 = 0.1 [tg]. The initial equilibrium energy density is ¢g = 1 fm~*. All
results are shown in units of ¢tz and, thus, they do not depend on the actual value employed for this quantity.

In Fig. 3 we show the time evolution of the total energy density and the normalized longitudinal component of the
shear-stress tensor as a function of 7. These results are actually matching independent since Egs. (9b) and (54) depend
solely on the total energy density, ¢ = g9 + de, in Bjorken flow. Nevertheless, we see that the energy-dependence of
the relaxation time does play a role on the time evolution of € and w. The effect of increasing ~ is to increase the
timescale at which the fields evolve towards equilibrium. Increasing 7 also enhances the maximal value reached by
the normalized longitudinal component of the shear-stress tensor.

In Fig. 4 we plot solutions of de as a function of 7, for several choices of Exotic Eckart frames, i.e., s = 0,3,4 and
different values of v. We see that the strong longitudinal expansion leads to a significant de, that increases to be
20-30% of the equilibrium energy density. Furthermore, this quantity depends significantly on the choice of matching
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condition, which may even lead to a change of its sign: the solution leads to positive corrections to g¢ for s = 0, and
then negative for s = 3,4. This change of sign can be explained by the fact that the dynamics of de is dictated by
its coupling with the shear-stress tensor and the transport coefficient that quantifies this coupling, Ascr, is negative
when s = 0 and changes to positive at s = 3 (see Table I). Figure 4 also shows that the dynamics of de can depend
significantly on the energy dependence of the relaxation time, here dictated by the parameter . This effect can be
traced to the effect of v on the relaxation time 7s., shown in Fig. 2. This dependence is significantly affected by the
matching condition.

1»\
0.100¢
(&g + 0¢) (T)
& (TO) 0.010}
0.001¢
011 015 1 5 16 56
T/tR

14 (g + 0¢) (1)

(a) Total energy

0.30
0.25
0.20
3r(n) 0.15
0.10

0.05

o

0.5

1

1/ tR

(b) Anisotropic pressure

FIG. 3: (Color online) Solutions of the transient equations for different values of v to the energy density and the
normalized anisotropic pressure as a function of 7/t for the exotic Eckart matching conditions with s = 0. The

former is dynamically normalized by ¢ + P = (4/3)(gg + d¢)
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Solutions of the transient equations for different values of v to the effective temperature and
chemical potential as a function of 7/tr for Landau matching conditions.

IX. CONCLUSION

In this work we derived the Israel-Stewart equations of relativistic dissipative fluid dynamics from the Boltzmann
equation assuming general matching conditions. For this purpose, we considered a single component gas of massless
particles. This derivation was performed by generalizing the traditional 14-moment approximation to situations when
neither the Landau nor Eckart matching conditions are imposed.

The equations of motion derived are coupled relaxation equations for the non-equilibrium fields (dn, de, v*, h*, T#"),
with dn and de being new dissipative quantities that may appear when general matching conditions are employed.
Assuming the relaxation time approximation we calculated microscopic expressions for all the transport coeflicients
that appear in the fluid-dynamical equations derived in the massless limit. For the sake of illustration, solutions of
these novel equations of motion were calculated using Bjorken flow and Exotic Eckart matching conditions. There we
can see that the dynamics of de varies appreciably with the choice of matching condition. In particular, for the rapidly
expanding system described in the Bjorken flow, we see that the nonequilibrium correction to the energy density may
achieve large values.

It still remains to be verified if the equations derived in this work can be constructed to be linearly causal and
stable, as happens when Landau or Eckart matching conditions are employed. Furthermore, we hope to derive these
equations of motion without the assumption of massless particles and for a general collision term. These tasks will
be left to future work.
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Appendix A: Approximation of non-fluid-dynamical and collision term moments

In the moment equations (21), (22) and (23) we see that the fluid-dynamical fields are coupled to non-fluid-dynamical
moments such as the p"; that appears in the equation of motion for v*. In their turn, the collision term moments in

Egs. (49), (50) and (51) involve the pi ¢ which are in general non-integer moments of the one-particle distribution

function. Thus, we must be able to approximate these moments in terms of fluid-dynamical fields. This task was
partially performed in Sec. V and shall be complemented in this Appendix.

We start by substituting the truncated moment expansion for ¢p, Eq. (32), into the definition of an arbitrary
irreducible moment, Eq. (20), leading to

No
pr~ Y (Ep, Py @y,
n=0

Ny
Py~ Z(E;Prgl))l @57
n=0
P x (Ep, 1) B
The integrals (E;, P,(f)) ¢ can be computed analytically in the massless case, where the orthogonal polynomials reduce
to associated Laguerre polynomials, L™ In this case [32],

1l (—=1)"HT(r + DI (r + 20 + 2)

@0+ D232 T (n+ )l (—ntr 4 1) 0 (A2)

(£, P{V)e =

where we remind the reader that Py is the thermodynamic pressure, which is given by Py = e®/(7%3*). We note that,
ifr+2(4+2=0,-1,-2,---, the expression above diverges.

Next, we follow the steps outlined in Sec. V, one writes the expansion coefficients @5, ®f, @', @4, D¢, D1, Do, D3, Py
as a linear combination of the fluid-dynamical fields. This procedure depends on the matching condition employed
and yields the following results,

o Eckart frame:

o = O = — A
0 O’ 1 4P0h ( 3)
e Landau frame:
1 1
O = ——vh, P =——1F (A4)
0 Py
e General frame:
1 1 8 2 8
O = ——vt, P =——1vt 4 ——ht ®)=-——v* 4 — T hH A5
o= TR TRV iR 2T TIRY Taz—0m (45)
Now, for coefficients related to the scalar variables, we have,
e Matching conditions with on =0, de 20 (¢ =1 and s # 1,2)
) 1) 2 9
Pp=-—— % g =% g, = % (A6)

1 2
8—2507 5—260’ 8—280
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e Matching conditions with én # 0, de =0 ¢=2 and s # 2,1

@O: 25 57”7 ¢1:S+16£7 ®2: 2 6£ (A7)
s—1ng s—1ng s—1ng
o General frame ¢,s # 1,2,
qs on qs oe
P, V. A . A
T g-D-Dne (g-2)(s-2) <0
o _(gs+g+s—1)dn qs Jde
YT 2= D(s—1) no  (q-2)(s—2) e (A8)
(g+s—1) dn (g+s—2) de
B, —o T2 J O o TS T
(q=1D(s—1)no  (¢—2)(s—2)e0
6 on 6 oe
b3 =

(@=D(s—1no (a-2)0(s—2)e

Now we proceed to approximate the non-fluid-dynamical moments as
e~ K,
plt KD BTV I B TR (A9)
pr & K5 BY T 0n + KCSD B2 e

As the expressions for the ® components in terms of the fluid-dynamical fields depend on matching conditions chosen,
so do the K coefficients. Hence, for the coefficients related to the scalar fields

o Generalized matching (¢ =1 s # 2)
z—1)(s=2)I'(z+2)

K = 6(s — 2) ‘ (A10)
e Generalized matching (¢ =2 s # 1)
K = (= 2)(2(5_5)15(2 +2) "
e Generalized matching (g, s # 1,2)
/ng) (2=2)(¢g—2)(z = s)['(2 +2)
" 2(g—1)(s—1) ’
o) _ = Dg—2)(s = 2)0(z +2) (A12)
o 6(q — 2)(s — 2)

We should notice, again, that the coefficients above are not needed if one uses Landau/Eckart matching conditions.
As for the coefficients related to the vector fields they read

e Landau matching
1
Kl = —5(s = DP(s+4). (A13)
e Eckart matching
(s) _ 1
K, = ﬁsf(s +4). (A14)

o Generalized matching z # 0,1

) (s=1D(s—2)I'(s+4)
v 62 )

sy _ s(z—8)(s+4)
K= 24(z — 1)

(A15)
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As for the collision term moments, [ dPEIT)_lp“‘1 el fp], taking the prescription (46) into account, one must
approximate the moments pi*#* where 7 is not a integer in general. We can do so with the expressions (A9) with
r — 1 — 7, then, Egs. (53) can be derived.
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