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It is well known that a mixture of two chemical components undergoing one chemical reaction is
a bulk viscous fluid, where the bulk stress evolves according to the Israel-Stewart theory. Here, we
show that a mixture of three independent chemical components undergoing two distinct chemical
reactions can also be viewed as a bulk viscous fluid, whose bulk stress now is governed by a second-
order differential equation which reproduces the Burgers model for viscoelasticity. This is a rigorous
and physically motivated example of a fluid model where the viscous stress does not undergo simple
Maxwell-Cattaneo relaxation, and can actually overshoot the Navier-Stokes stress. We show that,
if one accounts for muons, neutron star matter is indeed a bulk viscous fluid of Burgers type.

I. INTRODUCTION

As a branch of fluid mechanics, “rheology” is the study the evolution of the stress tensor outside of the Navier-Stokes
regime [1]. To understand what this means in practice, consider the example of the bulk viscous stress Π. If a fluid
element undergoes a small time-dependent expansion, with expansion rate ∇µu

µ(t), where t is the proper time along
the element’s worldline, then we should be able to write (in a regime of linear response) an equation of the form [2]

Π(t) = −
∫ +∞

−∞
G(t′)∇µu

µ(t− t′)dt′ , (1)

where the kernel G(t′) is a Green-function. Now, the fluid is said to be “in the Navier-Stokes regime” [3] when the
expansion is so slow that we can approximate ∇µu

µ(t− t′) ≈ ∇µu
µ(t) over the support of G(t′), so that we have

Π(t) ≈ −ζ∇µu
µ(t) , (2)

where ζ =
∫ +∞
−∞ G(t′)dt′ is the bulk viscosity coefficient [4]. As we can see, in the Navier-Stokes regime all fluids

behave in a similar way [5], and the complexity of the function G(t′) is fully reabsorbed in the transport coefficient
ζ. However, outside of this infinitely slow regime, the details of G(t′) become important, and different fluids may
behave in very different ways, giving rise to a plethora of different possible mechanical models [6, 7]. The main goal
of rheology is to classify all fluids based on the detailed structure of their Green function [1].
The simplest example of a rheological model is the Israel-Stewart theory [8–10], which in non-relativistic rheology is

called “Maxwell model” [11–13]. It posits that the bulk stress obeys a relaxation-type equation of motion of the form
τuµ∇µΠ+Π = −ζ∇µu

µ (where τ is a relaxation time), which corresponds to choosing the following Green function:

G(t′) =
ζ

τ
Θ(t′)e−t′/τ . (3)

There are indeed many fluids that can be rigorously described (in some regimes of interest) by the Israel-Stewart
theory for bulk viscosity, e.g. two-temperature systems [14], diatomic gases [15], superfluids [16], and fluid mixtures
undergoing one single chemical reaction [17]. However, being a rheological model (i.e., arising from a specific choice of
G), the Israel-Stewart theory cannot share the same universal character as the Navier-Stokes equation (2). In fact, in
general there is no universal “Israel-Stewart regime”1 [19]. A fluid is either of Israel-Stewart type, or not, depending
on the dynamics of its non-equilibrium degrees of freedom [20, 21]. For example, a well-known alternative to the
Maxwell model is the Burgers model [12], whose Green function is the sum of two Israel-Stewart Green functions [22]:

G(t′) =
ζ(1)

τ(1)
Θ(t′)e−t′/τ(1) +

ζ(2)

τ(2)
Θ(t′)e−t′/τ(2) . (4)

The goal of this article is to provide a rigorous example of a relativistic bulk viscous fluid of Burgers type. We will
use the mathematical correspondence between chemistry and bulk viscosity [17] to show that a fluid mixture with

1 A commonly quoted derivation of the Israel-Stewart theory [18] consists of expanding ∇µuµ(t−t′) to linear order in t′, namely

∇µuµ(t−t′) ≈ ∇µuµ(t)− t′uα∇α[∇µuµ(t)], so that equation (1) becomes Π ≈ −ζ∇µuµ − buα∇α(∇µuµ), with b = −
∫+∞
−∞ G(t′)t′dt′.

Then, one invokes equation (2) to approximate the second term: Π ≈ −ζ∇µuµ + bζ−1uα∇αΠ. However, it is evident that such
derivation works only in the Navier-Stokes regime (infinitely slow processes), and it cannot be invoked to justify the “universality” of
the Israel-Stewart theory in a rheological context. Indeed, from a rheological perspective, the model Π ≈ −ζ∇µuµ − buα∇α(∇µuµ) is
profoundly different from the Israel-Stewart theory, since its Green function is G(t′) = ζδ(t′)− b δ′(t′), which differs from (3).
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two non-conserved chemical affinities is “dual” to the Burgers rheological model for bulk viscosity. As a consequence,
a three-component fluid mixture of this kind cannot be described by the Israel-Stewart theory outside of the Navier-
Stokes regime (even close to equilibrium), but it requires the use of a different equation of motion for Π, which is
of second order in time. As a quick application, we shall also show that neutron star matter is indeed governed by
Burgers-type bulk viscous dynamics, if we account for the presence of muons.

Throughout the article, we adopt the metric signature (−,+,+,+), and work in natural units: c = kB = 1.

II. REACTING MIXTURES AS BULK VISCOUS FLUIDS

It is well known [4, 17, 23] that chemical mixtures undergoing chemical reactions can be rigorously “reinterpreted”
as bulk viscous fluids. In this section, we briefly review the proof, as given in [17].

A. The dynamics of a mixture

We consider a relativistic fluid mixture [24] with a single conserved particle current nµ (e.g. the baryon current)
and an arbitrary number of non-conserved currents nµ

a , where a is a chemical index. We assume that all the fluid
tensors are isotropic in the rest frame, defined by the four-velocity uµ ∝ nµ, so that the constitutive relations take
the form [24–27]

Tµν = (ρ+ P )uµuν + Pgµν ,

sµ = snuµ ,

nµ = nuµ ,

nµ
a = Yanu

µ ,

(5)

where Tµν is the stress-energy tensor and sµ is the entropy four-current. The scalar fields ρ, P , s and Ya are interpreted
respectively as the energy density, the pressure, the specific entropy and the a-th non-conserved fraction (all measured
in the rest frame). The thermodynamics of the fluid is most conveniently described in the“per-particle representation”.
In particular, defined the specific volume v = n−1 and the specific energy u = ρ/n, we write an equation of state of
the form u = u(s, v, Ya), whose differential reads [28] (we adopt Einstein’s convention for repeated chemical indices)

du = Tds− Pdv − AadYa , (6)

where T is the temperature and −Aa is the chemical potential of the species a. Since the fractions Ya are not
conserved, in chemical equilibrium we must have Aa = 0 (due to the maximum entropy principle [28–30]), so that
we can interpret Aa as reaction affinities [31, 32]. The equations of motion of the system are the conservation laws
∇µT

µν = 0 and ∇µn
µ = 0, and the particle production equations: ∇µn

µ
a = Ra. If the fluid is not too far from local

equilibrium, we can expand the reaction rates Ra to first order in the affinities, Ra = ΞabAb [33, 34], so that we have
the field equations

uµ∇µYa = vΞabAb . (7)

Given that particle fractions are invariant under time reversal, the Onsager-Casimir principle [35, 36] requires that
the reaction matrix Ξab be symmetric. Furthermore, it must also be non-negative definite, since the second law of
thermodynamics (∇µs

µ ≥ 0 [37]), combined with all other field equations, implies

Tuµ∇µs = vΞabAaAb ≥ 0 . (8)

Since the fractions Ya are not conserved, we can actually assume that Ξab is positive definite, and therefore invertible.
We call its matrix inverse Ξab, so that ΞabΞbc = δac .

Now that we have stated the equations of motion of relativistic fluid mixtures, we can proceed to prove that such
substances are indeed bulk viscous fluids. In particular, we can show that, if the dynamics is sufficiently slow, solutions
of the fluid equations asymptotically relax [5] to the constitutive relations of the relativistic Navier-Stokes theory [38]
with only bulk viscosity.
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B. Bulk viscous behaviour of mixtures

For the analysis that follows, it is particularly convenient to treat the collection of fields φi = {uµ, s, v,Aa} as our
independent degrees of freedom. This means that we will regard all the physical tensors in (5) as functions of these
fields. In particular, all thermodynamic quantities f from now on are understood as functions f(s, v,Aa), and partial
derivatives are performed accordingly. For example, if we write ∂f/∂v, it is understood that the variables which are
held constant are s and Aa. If we write ∂f/∂Aa, it is understood that we are holding constant v, s and all other Ab

(with b ̸= a). Then, if the fluid is close to local thermodynamic equilibrium (i.e., if Aa are small), we can make the
following first-order expansions:

ρ(s, v,Aa) ≈ ρ(s, v, 0) +
∂ρ

∂Aa
Aa ,

P (s, v,Aa) ≈ P (s, v, 0) +
∂P

∂Aa
Aa .

(9)

Invoking equation (6), we immediately see that the partial derivative ∂ρ/∂Aa, being evaluated at Ab = 0, vanishes
(recall that ρ = u/v). This is a manifestation of the minimum energy principle [28]. The partial derivative ∂P/∂Aa

can be rewritten in a more illuminating form. In fact, defined the thermodynamic potential G = u + AaYa, we have
the differential dG = Tds− Pdv + YadAa, which can be used to derive the following Maxwell relation:

∂P

∂Aa
= −∂Ya

∂v
. (10)

Physically, this equation is telling us that the susceptibility of the pressure to chemical imbalances equals the sus-
ceptibility of the chemical fractions to a volume expansion. Combining these results together, we find that the stress
energy tensor in (5), expanded to first order in Aa, takes the (Eckart-frame [38–40]) bulk viscous form

Tµν = (ρeq + Peq +Π)uµuν + (Peq +Π)gµν , (11)

where we are adopting the notation feq(s, v) = f(s, v, 0) and we have introduced the bulk viscous stress

Π = −∂Ya

∂v
Aa . (12)

Let us now verify explicitly that the mixture indeed admits a Navier-Stokes regime where Π is given by (2). In order
to do this, first we use the chain rule to rewrite equation (7) as follows:

∂Ya

∂v
uµ∇µv +

∂Ya

∂s
uµ∇µs+

∂Ya

∂Ab
uµ∇µAb = vΞabAb . (13)

If we retain only the first order terms in Aa we have that the contribution proportional to uµ∇µs can be neglected,
see equation (8). Furthermore, we can use the equation ∇µn

µ = 0 to prove that uµ∇µv = v∇µu
µ [25], so that,

contracting both sides of (13) with nΞab (which is the matrix inverse of vΞab), we obtain

τabu
µ∇µAb + Aa = κa∇µu

µ ,

with τab = −nΞac ∂Yc

∂Ab
, κa = Ξab ∂Yb

∂v
.

(14)

By the relaxation effect [3], we know that in the limit of a very slow process the quantities uµ∇µAb are negligible
compared to Aa, so that Aa ≈ ka∇µu

µ. It follows that equation (12) can be approximated as Π ≈ −ζ∇µu
µ, with

ζ = Ξab ∂Ya

∂v

∂Yb

∂v
. (15)

Clearly, ζ is non-negative, because Ξab (and thus also Ξab) is positive definite. This completes our proof that a “slow”
fluid mixture obeys the Navier-Stokes constitutive relations for bulk viscosity.

III. BURGERS-TYPE VISCOUS DYNAMICS

In the case in which there is only one non-equilibrium fraction Y1, it can be proved that the bulk stress Π obeys the
Israel-Stewart field equation near local equilibrium [17, 21, 41]. Now we will show that, in a similar manner, when
there are two fractions Y1 and Y2, the near-equilibrium dynamics of the mixture reproduces the Burgers model.
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A. Linearized dynamics about incompressible flows

In what follows, we will restrict our attention to flows that are “almost incompressible”. This means that, fixed a
reference incompressible flow (i.e. fixed an arbitrary solution of the fluid equations with ∇µu

µ = 0), we will study
neighbouring compressible solutions to first order in perturbation theory around such reference incompressible flow.
This is needed because the Burgers equation is a linear rheological model, and it holds only for small ∇µu

µ and Π.
Let us set up the perturbative expansion rigorously. We consider a smooth one-parameter family of solutions

{φi(ϵ), gµν(ϵ)} of the fluid equations coupled with gravity, where {φi(0), gµν(0)} is an incompressible flow, i.e.
∇µu

µ(0) = 0 across all spacetime. Such incompressible flow {φi(0), gµν(0)} may be both fast rotating and accel-
erating, and it may admit strong shear flows (and large gradients in general), but it does not expand. Note that we
are not assuming that the fluid itself is incompressible: We are just considering a particular incompressible solution
of the fluid equations (e.g. a star in hydrostatic equilibrium). Furthermore, we also assume that Aa(0) vanishes on
some initial Cauchy surface. Then, equation (14) implies that Aa(0) vanishes everywhere, meaning that the solution
ϵ = 0 is reversible: [uµ∇µs](0) = 0, and also Π(0) = 0, see equation (12). Thus, since by chain rule

uµ∇µf =
∂f

∂v
v∇µu

µ +
∂f

∂s
uµ∇µs+

∂f

∂Ab
uµ∇µAb , (16)

we see that all thermodynamic quantities f(s, v,Ab) are conserved along the flow worldlines: [uµ∇µf ](0) = 0.
Now, we linearise equation (14) to first order in ϵ, i.e. we differentiate (14) in ϵ and evaluate the result at ϵ = 0 [6].

This corresponds to studying (14) in a regime of small compression2. Introducing the compact notation Q := Q(0)
and δQ := dQ(0)/dϵ, for any field Q, we have the following linear dynamics:

τabu
µ∇µδAb + δAa = κa δ(∇µu

µ) . (17)

Here, τab and κa play the role of background quantities, as they are evaluated on the reference incompressible flow
(so that uµ∇µτ

a
b = uµ∇µκ

a = 0), while δAa and δ(∇µu
µ) are first-order perturbation fields. In the case of only two

non-equilibrium chemical fractions, equation (17) can be expanded into the system

τ11u
µ∇µδA1 + τ12u

µ∇µδA2 + δA1 = κ1 δ(∇µu
µ) ,

τ21u
µ∇µδA1 + τ22u

µ∇µδA2 + δA2 = κ2 δ(∇µu
µ) .

(18)

With some simple algebra, we can rewrite the equations above as follows:

(det τ)uν∇ν(u
µ∇µδA1) + (Tr τ)uµ∇µδA1 + δA1 = κ1δ(∇µu

µ) + (τ22κ
1 − τ12κ

2)uν∇ν δ(∇µu
µ) ,

(det τ)uν∇ν(u
µ∇µδA2) + (Tr τ)uµ∇µδA2 + δA2 = κ2δ(∇µu

µ) + (τ11κ
2 − τ21κ

1)uν∇ν δ(∇µu
µ) ,

(19)

where det τ and Tr τ are respectively the determinant and the trace of the matrix τ = [τab ]. Recalling equation (12),
we can finally combine the two field equations for δA1 and δA2 to have an equation of motion for δΠ of the form

λ2 u
ν∇ν(u

µ∇µδΠ) + λ1 u
µ∇µδΠ+ δΠ = −ζ δ(∇µu

µ)− χuν∇ν δ(∇µu
µ) , (20)

where ζ is given by equation (15), and

λ2 = det τ ,

λ1 = Tr τ ,

χ = (det τ)
∂Ya

∂v
(τ−1)abκ

b .

(21)

Equation (20) is the central formula of this manuscript. It tells us that, for a mixture with two non-conserved fractions,
the bulk viscous stress Π obeys an equation of motion that is of second order in time. This reflects the fact that there
are two algebraic non-equilibrium degrees of freedom (A1 and A2). Indeed, if one wants to solve equation (20), they
need to prescribe not only the initial value of Π, but also its initial time derivative, namely uµ∇µΠ.
We would like to stress that equation (20) is not an expansion in powers of “uµ∇µ ”. In fact, in the derivation, no

assumption was made about how fast the process is. The only approximation that we made was the linearization in
δAa and δ(∇µu

µ), which is an assumption on the amplitude of the perturbation, and not on its frequency. Indeed,
equation (20) well approximates (7) at all frequencies. Despite this, it is clear that the Burgers model remains
applicable also in dynamical regimes with small frequency and large amplitude, as it reduces to Navier-Stokes by the
relaxation effect [3], with the correct bulk viscosity coefficient ζ.

2 If the incompressible solution {φi(0), gµν(0)} is stable, then linear-order perturbation theory is applicable at all times provided that
it is applicable on an initial Cauchy surface. If, instead, {φi(0), gµν(0)} is unstable, then perturbation theory applies only for a finite
amount of time (which depends on the Lyapunov exponent of the state), and the Burgers model may break down at late times.
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B. Recovering the Burgers Green function

Now we only need to show that equation (20) is indeed the Burgers equation for viscoelastic matter. In order
to do so, we must prove that its linear-response Green function is (4). The proof goes as follows. The matrices
−n∂Y/∂A = [−n∂Ya/∂Ab] and Ξ = [Ξab] are both symmetric and positive definite. Therefore, there exist an invertible
real matrix N = [N b

(a) ] and a diagonal positive definite matrix Λ = diag{τ(1), τ(2)} such that [42]

−n
∂Y

∂A
= N−1N−T , Ξ = N−1Λ−1 N−T . (22)

Then, the matrix Ξ−1 = [Ξab] decomposes into Ξ−1 = N TΛN , and we find

τ = Ξ−1

(
−n

∂Y

∂A

)
= N TΛN−T . (23)

Introducing the notation

ζ(1)

τ(1)
=

(
N b

(1)

∂Yb

∂v

)2

,
ζ(2)

τ(2)
=

(
N b

(2)

∂Yb

∂v

)2

, (24)

equations (15) and (21) can be rewritten as follows:

λ2 = τ(1)τ(2) ,

λ1 = τ(1) + τ(2) ,

ζ = ζ(1) + ζ(2) ,

χ = ζ(1)τ(2) + ζ(2)τ(1) .

(25)

Thus, if we work in a global coordinate system such that uµ = δµt on all events, equation (20) reduces to

τ(1)τ(2)∂
2
t δΠ+ (τ(1) + τ(2))∂tδΠ+ δΠ = −(ζ(1) + ζ(2)) δ(∇µu

µ)− (ζ(1)τ(2) + ζ(2)τ(1))∂t δ(∇µu
µ) . (26)

Let us now focus on the Green function (4). If we plug this choice of G(t′) into equation (1), we find that δΠ can be
expressed as the sum of two contributions, δΠ(1) and δΠ(2), each of which obeys an independent Israel-Stewart-type
equation:

(τ(1)∂t + 1)δΠ(1) = − ζ(1) δ(∇µu
µ) ,

(τ(2)∂t + 1)δΠ(2) = − ζ(2) δ(∇µu
µ) .

(27)

Applying the operator τ(2)∂t +1 to the first equation, and the operator τ(1)∂t +1 to the second equation, and adding
together the resulting formulas, we indeed recover (26). This shows that the dynamics described by (20) arises from
the Burgers Green function (4), which is what we wanted to prove.

C. Overdamped oscillations

If we set the right-hand side of (26) to zero (incompressible evolution), we find that the bulk stress obeys the
equation λ2∂

2
t δΠ + λ1∂tδΠ + δΠ = 0, which describes the dynamics of a damped harmonic oscillator [2]. Such

oscillator is necessarily overdamped, i.e. λ2
1 − 4λ2 ≥ 0, which follows from equation (25), and from the fact that τ(1)

and τ(2) are always positive. The implication is that the bulk stress cannot really “oscillate”. Instead, the evolution
of δΠ is the superposition of two exponential relaxations. Indeed, it is straightforward to show that the chemical
mixture has two non-hydrodynamic modes with purely imaginary frequency gap: ω(a)(k = 0) = −i/τ(a). This is not a
surprise, since it is well known that chemical oscillations are forbidden in the linear regime [43]. This is a consequence
of the Onsager symmetry of Ξab, which forces all non-hydrodynamic gaps to lay on the imaginary axis [7].

IV. APPLICATION TO NEUTRON-STAR MATTER

Let us now discuss an interesting astrophysical application: bulk viscosity in neutron stars. It is well known that,
if neutrinos are not trapped, neutron star matter can be viewed as a fluid mixture of the kind discussed in section II
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[44, 45], where the conserved current is the baryon current, and the non-equilibrium fractions are the electron fraction
Ye and the muon fraction Yµ. The corresponding chemical affinities are the β-reaction affinities, i.e. Ae = µn−µp−µe

and Aµ = µn − µp − µµ, see Appendix A for a quick derivation.
It can be verified (both analytically [17, 41] and numerically [45]) that, if one neglects all muon contributions, the

near equilibrium dynamics of Π is accurately described by the Israel-Stewart theory3. This is indeed expected, since
there is only one independent non-equilibrium fraction (Ye), and the fluid falls into the Israel-Stewart universality
class [21]. However, it has also been verified numerically [45] that the Israel-Stewart approximation breaks down
completely (also close to equilibrium) if muon contributions are taken into account. Now we are in the position to
show that the correct viscous model for neutron-proton-electron-muon (npeµ) matter indeed is not the Israel-Stewart
theory, but the Burgers model, i.e. equation (20)4.
The analysis that follows formally applies only to hot (i.e. non-superfluid) neutron star matter, e.g. in proto-neutron

stars and neutron-star mergers [46]. However, superfluidity is not expected to change the hydrodynamic behaviour of
the bulk stress Π qualitatively [16, 47], meaning that also superfluid npeµ matter should behave in a similar way (at
least for what concerns bulk viscosity).

A. Dictionary with nuclear physics

Our goal is to prove that equation (20) exactly reproduces the results of Alford, Harutyunyan, and Sedrakian
[46, 48] about bulk viscosity in hot and dense npeµ matter. To this end, we need first to express the Burgers transport
coefficients λ2, λ1, ζ, and χ in terms of the quantities An, Ap, A1, A2, C1, C2, λe, and λµ introduced in [46, 48].
Comparing our formalism with that of [48], going through some simple (albeit tedious) algebra, one can show that,
in the ordered chemical basis {e, µ}, the following “dictionary relations” hold:

−n
∂Y

∂A
=

[
A1 An +Ap

An +Ap A2

]−1

,

−∂Y

∂v
=

[
A1 An +Ap

An +Ap A2

]−1 [
C1

C2

]
,

Ξ =

[
λe 0
0 λµ

]
.

(28)

Plugging these formulas into (15) and (21), and introducing the compact notation D = A1A2− (An+Ap)
2, we obtain

λ2 = (Dλeλµ)
−1 ,

λ1 =
1

D

(
A2

λe
+

A1

λµ

)
,

ζ =
[C1A2 − C2(An +Ap)]

2

D2λe
+

[C2A1 − C1(An +Ap)]
2

D2λµ
,

χ =
A2C

2
1 +A1C

2
2 − 2(An +Ap)C1C2

D2λeλµ
.

(29)

It is immediate to verify that our formula for ζ coincides with equation (43) of [48]. This confirms that the Burgers
model has the correct “infrared behaviour” in the Navier-Stokes limit.

B. Comparison of the effective viscosity coefficients

In order to compare the dynamics of the Burgers model with that of the multicomponent model of [46, 48], we need
to work in the same physical setting, and compare analogous quantities. The analysis of [46, 48] focuses on small
periodic oscillations, so that we need to set δQ ∝ e−iωt (note the different sign convention for ω in [46, 48]) for all

3 The fact that escaping neutrinos take energy away does not affect the outcome of the mathematical analysis we carried out till this
point. One only needs to correct the conservation law ∇µTµν = 0 with a luminosity term [44]: ∇µTµν = −Quν .

4 With analogous calculations to those presented here, it is straightforward to show that the Burgers approximation holds also in the case
of trapped neutrinos, provided that the matter is in the slow lepton-equilibration limit [46, 48]
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quantities δQ, where the frequency ω ∈ R is not necessarily small, in the sense that we may also have |ωτab | ≫ 1.
Then, equation (20) becomes

δΠ = − ζ − iχω

1− iλ1ω − λ2ω2
δ(∇µu

µ) . (30)

If we plug (29) into (30), we obtain a complicated formula for δΠ, which is different from the corresponding equation
(37) of [48]. The reason is that, in section II B, we have defined Π as the deviation of the total pressure from the state
of chemical equilibrium, while Alford, Harutyunyan, and Sedrakian quantify Π as its deviation from the pressure at
frozen fractions (see also [49]). Hence, we are just comparing different physical quantities. However, if our analysis is
correct, the effective viscosity coefficient ζeff(ω), defined by the relation ζeff = −Re[δΠ/δ(∇µu

µ)], must be the same,
since its value can be inferred from the free-energy dissipation rate [13, 17, 23]. Indeed, from equation (30), we get

ζeff(ω) =
λeλµ

{
λe[(An +Ap)C1 −A1C2]

2 + λµ[(An +Ap)C2 −A2C1]
2
}
+ ω2(λeC

2
1 + λµC

2
2 ){

λeλµ[A1A2 − (An +Ap)2]− ω2
}2

+ ω2(λeA1 + λµA2)2
, (31)

which perfectly agrees with equation (40) of [48]. This shows that npeµ matter is accurately described, at all hydro-
dynamic frequencies, by the Burgers model. Needless to say that, instead, the Israel-Stewart theory, whose effective
viscosity coefficient is a Lorentzian function, ζeff(ω) = ζ/(1+ω2τ2) [17], cannot reproduce equation (31), unless λe or
λµ vanishes or diverges.
The astrophysical example of npeµ matter discussed above shows that bulk viscous fluids of Burgers type are not

a mere mathematical conjecture. They exist in nature. More importantly, deviations from both Navier-Stokes and
Israel-Stewart enter the formula for ζeff(ω), thereby modifying the dissipation rate of sound waves. Whether these
effects have a measurable impact on the damping rate of neutron star oscillations is left as a future direction of
investigation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

All fluids are non-Newtonian. The question is whether the hydrodynamic process under consideration explores
frequencies for which a gradient expansion like (2) is applicable. When this is not the case, conventional relativistic
hydrodynamics (as it is formulated e.g. in [18]) ceases to exist, and we enter the domain of rheology. In a rheological
context, there is no hope for a universal theory applicable to all fluids. Instead, one deals with a population of different
universality classes [20] (called “rheological models” [1]), of which the Israel-Stewart theory [8] is a famous example.
In neutron stars, the relaxation time associated to β-processes is slow [23] (being governed by the weak interaction)

and it may become comparable to the timescale of the hydrodynamic processes occurring, e.g., in a merger [50, 51].
Hence, we need rheology. We have proved that, if one accounts for the presence of muons, the rheological model
that properly describes the dynamics of the bulk stress in neutron-star matter near local equilibrium is not the
Israel-Stewart theory (or Maxwell model), but the Burgers model for viscoelasticity:

λ2 u
ν∇ν(u

µ∇µΠ) + λ1 u
µ∇µΠ+Π = −ζ∇µu

µ − χuν∇ν(∇µu
µ) . (32)

The four transport coefficients λ2, λ1, ζ, and χ can be expressed in terms of nuclear reaction rates and susceptibilities
through equation (29), where An, Ap, A1, A2, C1, C2, λe, and λµ are computed in [46, 48]. More in general, we have
shown that any reactive mixture having one single conserved current and two non-conserved independent fractions
can be reinterpreted (near local equilibrium) as a bulk viscous fluid of Burgers type. The formulas for the transport
coefficients, expressed in terms of the chemical kinetic coefficients, are reported in equations (15) and (21).
Viscous fluids of Burgers type are particularly interesting from a fluid-dynamical perspective because they exhibit

qualitative behaviours that are strictly forbidden within Israel-Stewart phenomenology. In particular:

(i) A bulk viscous fluid of Burgers type can be out of local thermodynamic equilibrium also when Π = 0. From a
“chemistry perspective”, this is obvious. It happens whenever

0 ̸= A2 = −∂Y1/∂v

∂Y2/∂v
A1 , (33)

see equation (12). However, from the perspective of an effective viscous description, this is highly non-trivial,
because it implies that the stress Π can spontaneously depart from zero even during an incompressible flow, and
in the absence of external agents (see figure 1, left panel). Another consequence is that the entropy production
rate in Burgers materials is not proportional to Π2 (even close to equilibrium), because irreversible dynamics
can occur also at zero Π.
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FIG. 1. Two solutions of the linearised Burgers equation 3Π̈(t) + 4Π̇(t) + Π(t) = ΠNS = const whose qualitative behaviour
is forbidden within Israel-Stewart hydrodynamics. Left panel: An incompressible flow (ΠNS = 0) where the viscous stress
spontaneously departs from zero. This can happen because the Burgers equation is of second order, so that, even if Π(0) = 0,

we can set Π̇(0) = 1. Right panel: Stress overshoot. The bulk stress does not relax directly to ΠNS = 1/2, but it temporarily

evolves above it. This happens if the initial value of Π̇ is larger than 1/2, in which case the bulk stress reaches ΠNS “too fast”.

(ii) Since equation (32) is of second order in time, the assumption of Extended Irreversible Thermodynamics [52–54]
that the bulk stress Π just “relaxes” towards its Navier-Stokes value, ΠNS = −ζ∇µu

µ, is violated by Burgers
materials. For example, we can have a situation where Π overshoots ΠNS (see figure 1, right panel). Indeed,
the possibility of a stress overshoot in viscoelastic materials has been observed experimentally [55, 56], and
it is predicted by many holographic models [13]. The analysis we carried out here sheds new light on this
phenomenon, as it reveals that stress overshoots occur in all those thermodynamic systems that have (at least)
two non-equilibrium degrees of freedom which relax on timescales τ(1) ̸= τ(2) of the same order of magnitude.

We would like to stress that, for linear deviations about equilibrium, the field equations of the Burgers model are
mathematically equivalent to the field equations of the chemical mixture. This implies that, if the equation of state of
the mixture is thermodynamically consistent [29, 57–59], then the corresponding Burgers model is necessarily causal
[60], covariantly stable [30, 61, 62], and symmetric hyperbolic [36], at least in the linear regime.

At this point, one may wonder whether it is necessary that we implement the Burgers model into numerical codes
which describe neutron star oscillations and mergers. In practice, this is not needed. In fact, the Burgers model is
a near-equilibrium approximation of the chemical evolution of npeµ matter (see section IIA). Numerical codes that
explicitly track the chemical fractions Ya already exist [51, 63, 64], and they will automatically reproduce the detailed
Burgers dynamics in the appropriate regimes. Indeed, our analysis shows that, even close to local equilibrium, effective
viscous theories such as Israel-Stewart [9] or BDNK [40] (whose bulk sector is equivalent to that of Israel-Stewart [65])
may not be reliable, and it is always “safer” just to track all chemical components explicitly. On the other hand, we
believe that the Burgers model can be a handy tool in analytical models of neutron star oscillations, since it is easier
to implement the backreaction of chemistry onto the flow directly as an effective viscous sector.
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Appendix A: Affinities of neutron star matter

Since the energy of escaping neutrinos is not accounted for, the differential of the energy density of npeµ matter is

dρ = Tds+ µndnn + µpdnp + µedne + µµdnµ , (A1)

where T is the temperature, s is the entropy density, µi and ni are chemical potentials and densities of neutrons (n),
protons (p), electrons (e), and muons (µ). If we enforce charge neutrality, i.e. np = ne+nµ, and if the only conserved
density is the baryon number n = nn + np (because neutrinos can carry away lepton number), the differential above
can be rewritten as follows:

dρ = Tds+ µndn− Aedne − Aµdnµ , (A2)

where Ae = µn−µp−µe is the affinity of the reactions p+e → n+ν and n → p+e+ ν̄, while Aµ = µn−µp−µµ is the
affinity of the reactions p+ µ → n+ ν and n → p+ µ+ ν̄ [44]. If we switch to quantities per baryon, we immediately
see that the differential of the specific energy u has the form (6), i.e.

du = Tds− Pdv − AedYe − AµdYµ . (A3)
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