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Relativistic magnetohydrodynamics in the early
Universe

1. Introduction

In this work, magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) perturbations in the early Universe are
reviewed, described in general relativity over the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson—
Walker (FLRW) background metric for a homogeneous and isotropic expanding
Universe, according to the cosmological principle. As the focus is on the relativistic
MHD description, only a minimal review on cosmology is given in section 2] We
refer the reader to textbook references on cosmology, for example [I], 2], or [3] for a
recent textbook. For extended work on perfect fluids and electromagnetism in general
relativity, the literature is extensive; we recommend the reader the following textbook
references [4, [5] [6], [7, 8, [@].

The MHD equations in a cosmological expanding background have been studied
following the pioneering work of [I0, 11, 12]. In particular, the MHD equations
during the radiation-dominated era in the early Universe have been considered, for
example, to study the evolution of primordial magnetic fields [10], 13, 14, [15, [16} 17,
18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, B0], the production of gravitational
waves (GWs) from MHD turbulence [31), 32, [33], 34, 35 [36], 37, 38, 39 40], and the
chiral magnetic effect [41l 42] [43] 44, 45| 46| [47]. Excellent reviews on the generation,
evolution, and observational signatures of primordial magnetic fields exist in the
literature (cf. [20], 23] [48]). The aim of the present work is to review the MHD equations
in an expanding background, extending previous work to relativistic bulk motion and
presenting new results on the fully relativistic description of perfect fluids and resistive
MHD. In particular, we also show that previous work assuming the v* = (1 —u?)~! ~ 1
limit in the subrelativistic regime (see, e.g., [10, 20, 23] and references therein) ignores
time derivatives of v, which can lead to terms of order u?/¢, being ¢ a characteristic fluid
length scale, similar to the convective derivative term (u-V)u. Therefore, some of these

terms should not be ignored in a non-linear description of subrelativistic hydrodynamics



Relativistic magnetohydrodynamics in the early Universe 4

or MHD.
Some of the results in this review were covered in the lectures presented during the

)

EPFL course “Simulations of Early Universe Magnetohydrodynamics,” in particular the
theory lectures on “MHD in an expanding Universe,” lectured by one of the authors, as
a part of the six-week program “Generation, evolution, and observations of cosmological
magnetic fields” at the Bernoulli Center [§]

With the growing interest in studying the evolution of primordial magnetic fields,
fluid perturbations, and GWs, among others, in the early Universe, the results presented
in this review can be used for a broad range of cosmological applications. Many of
these studies have been performed in the subrelativistic limit using the open-source
PENcIL CODE [49], adapted to a radiation-dominated fluid with an equation of state
p = cp, where p is the pressure, p is the total energy density, and ¢ = 1/3 the
speed of sound, following the pioneer work of [10]. Current developments for including
relativistic MHD in an expanding background in PENCIL CODE are in progress by the
authors and collaborators. In addition, the open-source CosmoLattice [50, 51] is also
being developed to include an MHD description for early Universe studies [52), 53]. In
the current review, we present the theoretical framework for MHD studies in the early
Universe going beyond the currently studied subrelativisitc limit of bulk fluid motion,
and present new results that also lead to some corrections in the subrelativistic limit
that should be addressed in future studies.

In section 2, the FLRW geometry of an isotropic and homogeneous expanding
Universe is reviewed. This is considered to describe the metric tensor over which the
MHD conservation laws are studied. The perturbations on the metric tensor induced by
the velocity and magnetic fields are assumed to be subdominant, such that we can ignore
backreaction of the metric tensor perturbations in the MHD equations. In section [3] the
conservation laws of a fully relativistic perfect fluid in the absence of electromagnetic
fields in an expanding Universe are presented, briefly describing imperfect fluids (with
viscous and heat transfer contributions) in section Sound waves are studied in
section [3.5] In section [d, Maxwell equations in an expanding background are reviewed,
introducing the definitions of comoving electromagnetic fields and current density
(section [.2)), together with the covariant formulation of the generalized Ohm’s law
(section , required to describe the current density in relativistic fluids. In section ,
the MHD conservation laws for a relativistic charged fluid are described. Linear MHD
perturbations in an expanding Universe are studied in sections In section [5.6]
the Boris correction is introduced, which allows to correct the Alfvén speed when it
becomes relativistic, even in the subrelativistic limit of bulk flow velocities. We conclude

§ Bernoulli program |“Generation, evolution, and observations of cosmological magnetic fields”
(Apr.28-Jun. 7, 2024).


https://indico.cern.ch/e/cosmoMF
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in section [6l

In the present work, contributions from neutrino and electron free streaming below
the Silk damping scales are ignored. They have been studied in the literature (see [11} 12]
for pioneering work). The Silk damping scale becomes larger towards the onset of matter
domination in the early Universe and, hence, it needs to be taken into account to study
the correct evolution of large-scale primordial magnetic fields across the early Universe,
especially through the epoch of recombination. The effect of viscosity in this work is
only presented using the Navier-Stokes covariant description [I, IT], T2]. It is known
that this description leads to acausal fluid perturbations and a relativistic description
of viscous hydrodynamics is an active field of research (see, e.g., the review in [54]). For
the sake of simplicity, a fully relativistic causal description is not included in the present
review. At high energies, asymmetries between left and right-handed particles would
lead to a chiral induced current [55] that can produce vorticity and drive magnetic fields
in processes known as the chiral vortical and magnetic effects. The latter effect has
been studied in the context of primordial magnetic fields using MHD simulations (see

[41], 142, [43] for pioneering work). Chiral effects are also ignored in this work.

Conventions and notation

Natural units with ¢ = 1 and Heaviside-Lorentz units for electromagnetic fields are

considered along the text. In these units, the Maxwell equations are
oE=VxB-J, V-E=p.,, 0B=-VxE, V-B=0. (1.1)

In general, t and 7 are used for cosmic and conformal time, respectively. Derivatives
with respect to t and 7 are denoted by a dot (e.g., @) and a prime (e.g., a’), respectively.
The early Universe geometry is described by the homogeneous, isotropic, and spatially
flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric tensor, g,, = a*n,, with
N = mdiag{—1,1,1, 1} being the Minkowski space-metric tensor. We will assume that
the MHD perturbations are small compared to the background, such that their effect on
the metric does not feedback into the MHD equations. The signature is m (— + ++),
such that m = +1 allows to keep track of the signature-dependent quantities. Taking
m = 1, space-time intervals are spacelike and it is more commonly used in general
relativity, for example in [4, 5 8], while m = —1 yields timelike intervals and it is more
common in particle physics and cosmology, for example in [50, 3]. In section , a generic
signature will be considered, while in the remaining of the text, when the equations of
motion are computed, m = 1 will be used for compactness of the calculations as the
resulting equations of motion are not affected by the signature choice.

In most of the text, the coordinates are X° = 7 and X’ = 2! with z° being the

comoving space coordinates. Only in section 2] X is allowed to be a generic a-time, such
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that a®* dr, = dt, which reduces to cosmic or conformal when o = 0 or 1, respectively.

Relativistic MHD equations in an expanding Universe

For the impatient reader, let us present the set of relativistic MHD equations describing
the evolution of the total energy density p and the velocity field u, found in the present

work (see section , which, up to our knowledge, has not been considered in previous

work:
1+¢ 1—¢ 32 —1
O-lnp=—-——"-+-|V"- - -V)Inp+H— 1 2
ne 1—c§u2[ u+1—|—c§ (u: V) np+ 1—1—02( +u)
1 -f‘cot 2 u'ftot
(1 —2— 1.2
1—c§u2{ﬁ(+u) p ’ (1.2a)
Oru+ (u-V)u = ——Frrs C2V'U+621_Cg(u-V)lnﬁJr"H(BcZ—l)—&
. (I —cfu?)y* [ ° 1+ ’ p
2uc? u- fio 2 Vinp 1 fi
+ T ~f;t_ . 2P+ 2]};) (1.20)
(I+c)(1—cu?)  py l+cz o L+ py
where 7 corresponds to conformal time, a is the scale factor, and H = d'/a is the

conformal Hubble rate. The velocity field w corresponds to the peculiar velocity with
respect to the Hubble observer uw = dx/dr, i.e., comoving with the Universe expansion
(see section . The comoving energy density and pressure are p = a*p and p = a’p,
respectively, where a constant equation of state is considered to describe the comoving
pressure p = ¢2p. Comoving variables and spatial coordinates &, together with conformal
time, are chosen to exploit the conformal invariance of the equations for a radiation-
dominated fluid with 2 = 1/3 [10] (see section[3|and, in particular, section[3.2), as can be
seen by the fact that no dependence on a is left in (1.2d]) and (1.24) when ¢ = 1/3. Even

though the equations become conformally flat, the inclusion of a relativistic equation of

state ¢2 ~ O(1) requires to modify the MHD equations with respect to a fluid composed
by dust particles ¢ < 1, even in the limit of subrelativistic bulk velocities, u? < 1
[10]. Hence, the usual results for classical MHD systems, with ¢? < 1 and ignoring the
Universe expansion, need to be adapted to take these modifications into account.

The comoving four-force ft‘ét = aSfl, can correspond to any force applied to the
fluid and it appears from additional contributions to the stress-energy tensor than those
corresponding to a perfect fluid Tg‘fl’. In particular, we study in section the inclusion
of out-of-local-thermal-equilibrium effects like viscosity or heat transfer by incorporating

a deviatoric tensor I1*”, such that T = TI’)‘fV —II* yielding, for example, a viscous force

v
Vi1sc

study of MHD (see section . It can be described by incorporating the electromagnetic

= 0,I1"". The inclusion of electromagnetic forces to the fluid is required for the

stress-energy tensor, 7" — T" 4 Thy;, which yields the Lorentz force ff; = —0,Thy
(see section [5.2). When electromagnetic fields are included, (L.2d) and (1.24) have to



Relativistic magnetohydrodynamics in the early Universe 7

be solved together with Maxwell equations in an expanding background, which can be
expressed for the Hubble observer in the following way (using the temporal or Weyl

gauge Ay = 0),

0.A=-FE, 0,E=VxB-J, V-E=J°, (1.3)
where E, B , and J correspond to the comoving electric, magnetic, and current density
fields, and JO is the temporal component of the four-current (see section .
MHD equations in the limit of subrelativistic bulk motion

In the limit of subrelativistic bulk motion, u? < 1, which has been considered in previous

literature, and ( - ) reduce to

2u - fio
Olnp=—1+AV-u—(1-c)(u V)lnp—i—“];) —“f“—%(gcg—n, (1.4a)
du+(u-Viu=u 02V u+c _ z(u V)Inp _é+2—c2 f
— 1+ z p p (].‘I—CQ) tot
+uH (32— 1) — “ Vlnﬁ—l—ﬂ. (1.4b)
’ 14 ¢ (1+c2)p

We note that when ¢ ~ O(1), an additional term proportional to wc? appears in
the momentum equation, which does not appear in the usual MHD (i.e., in fluids
predominantly composed by massive particles, with ¢2 < 1), as well as modifications in
some coefficients of the different terms that depend on ¢Z. We note that this additional
term can lead to the production of vorticity when ¢ ~ O(1), even in the absence of
external forcing (i.e., for the modified Euler equations). Therefore, vorticity is no longer
a topological invariant, as for the usual Euler equations when ¢ < 1 [9]. This has
recently been pointed out in [57, 58] in Minkowski space-time, and extended to the
relativistic regime in [59]. Therefore, even when ¢? = 1/3 and the MHD equations
are conformally flat, one needs to incorporate the additional terms that appear as a
consequence of ¢ ~ O(1) in the system, leading to minor (but potentially relevant)
deviations with respect to usual MHD. A Hubble friction term proportional to H (3¢2—1)
appears when ¢ # 1/3 in both the momentum and energy conservation equations
as a consequence of the Universe expansion, breaking the conformal invariance of the
equations. Note that in the subrelativistic limit, the Hubble-dependent term in the
energy equation vanishes if one rescales p = a3+ ag it is shown in section The
terms fo and w- ftot correspond to energy dissipation and power exerted by the different
forces to the fluid. In addition, we find that 9,92, omitted in previous work (see, e.g.,
[10], 25, 82]), presents terms that are non-negligible even in the subrelativistic limit (see

section |3| and, in particular, section [3.4), yielding a modification in the coefficient of
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(w-V)Inp in the energy equation[| [see (L.4d)] and in the coefficient of w (w-V)In g in
the momentum equation [see ([1.48)].

2. Friedmann—Lemaitre—Robertson—Walker background

At large distances in our universe, the distribution of galaxies becomes homogeneous and
isotropic as we look farther away from us. This is known as the cosmological principle
and its strongest observation evidence is the uniformity of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB), with observed anisotropies in the CMB temperature being only of a
few parts in 10° [60]. Under the assumptions of homogeneity and isotropy, Einstein field
equations have an exact solution, corresponding to the Friedmann—Lemaitre—Robertson—
Walker (FLRW) metric tensor.

In this section, we give a brief review of the FLRW model that will be used in
the rest of this work to describe the background metric over which the equations of
motion for fluids and electromagnetic fields are described in an expanding Universe.
For further details on cosmology and general relativity, the reader is referred to the

extensive textbook literature in these fields, for example [4] [1], 2, [5, [8] 6] B3} [7, [@].

2.1. Geometry with cosmic time as X°

We can start choosing our space-time coordinates as X* = (¢,z') being ¢ the cosmic
time and « = z° the comoving spatial coordinates. The line element is described by the

metric tensor g"¥,
ds* = g, dX*dX", (2.1)

where g, reduces to the Minkowski metric tensor 7, = mdiag{—1,1,1,1} in special
relativity. In general relativity, the metric tensor is a dynamical variable, coupled to the
distribution of matter and energy via the Einstein equations that relate the space-time
geometry and the stress-energy distribution. However, exploiting the homogeneous and
isotropic geometry of the Universe at large scales, the dependence of g,, is reduced
to the time dependence of a scale factor a. Space-time can then be foliated in spatial
hypersurfaces that can have positive, negative, or zero curvature, depending on whether
the space line element can be given as a 3-sphere embedded in 4-dimensional Euclidean
space, as a hyperboloid embedded in 4-dimensional Lorentzian space, or directly as the
3-dimensional Euclidean space. Unifying all cases, the spatial contribution to the line

element is

2 B 1 - il

dl® = g;;da’ da? = a” ;5 da’ da? | with v;; = 6;; + km , (2.2)
|| We note that the corresponding correction to (3.4d) has been recently pointed out in [58] in Minkowski
space-time before this review has been made public.
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where k = 0 (flat), —1 (negative curvature), or 1 (positive curvature). Note that spatial
homogeneity and isotropy allow us to reduce the ten independent components of g, to
the scale factor a(t) and the curvature k. Based on CMB observations, the curvature
is very close to zero [61]. We will show in section how this justifies to assume zero
curvature of the FLRW geometry in the early Universe. Then, the line element can be

expressed as
ds? = —m(dt* + §;ja® da’ d2?) = —ma®(dr? + &;; da’ da?), (2.3)

where 7 is the conformal time, defined such that adr = dt, and a2z’ = 7!, being
respectively z comoving and 7? physical spatial coordinates. The physical velocity of
an object in an FLRW Universe is

dr? da? da?

s = —— = 3 2.4
pve = g~ O P =T TR (2.4)

where H = a/a and H = a’/a are the Hubble and conformal Hubble rates and determine

u

the rate of expansion of the Universe. The first term ax = x’ is the peculiar velocity
u, measured by a comoving observer, and rH = xH is the Hubble flow. In general, a
dot is used to denote derivatives with respect to cosmic time and a prime for derivatives
with respect to conformal time in the following.

Then, the FLRW metric tensor and its inverse when one chooses X" = t are

G = mdiag{—l,a2,a2,a2}, g,ul/ - mdiag{—l,a‘2,a_2,a_2}, (25)
with determinant g = detg,, = —a® We can use g,, to lower indices, such that
X, = guwX” = m(—t,a*x). The non-vanishing Christoffel symbols in the Levi-Civita

connection are

H

Féj = H(F; = 35;, F?j = a2 H(S” = (lHéij . (26)

As a reminder, the connection coefficients can be computed from the metric tensor as

FMVO’ = %gﬂ)\ (aag/\u + al/g)\a - a)\gua) . (27)

2.2. Conformal time as X°

Alternatively, one can consider conformal time as the X variable (this will be the usual
choice in the following sections), such that X* = (r,&), X, = ma?*(—7,x), and the

metric tensor components are
9 = a®>mdiag{—1,1,1,1} =a’n,, . (2.8)
Using conformal time as X°, the non-zero Christoffel symbols are

PO00 =M, Foij = H i, Fij() =H 5ij . (2.9)
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One can indistinguishably use cosmic or conformal time to find the conservations laws.

However, note that the metric and connection tensors depend on this choice and, hence,

it is crucial to be consistent with modifications of the choice of geometric variables.
Equation shows explicitly that g,, under FLRW geometry can be expressed

as a Weyl transformation of the Minkowski metric tensor,
g =a ", G = Ny - (2.10)

This property will be helpful to show how conservation laws are invariant under
conformal transformations in section [3| for a radiation-dominated perfect fluid, and in

section [ for electromagnetism.

2.3. Generic a-time 7, as X°

In specific situations, it might be useful to allow for a flexible definition of the time
variable, for example, the a-time used in CosmoLattice [50, 51], which is defined such
that a“dr, = dt, corresponding to cosmic and conformal time when o = 0 and 1,

00

respectively. For the choice X° = 7,, ¢%° = a** and goo = 1/a**, and the line element is

ds* = —m(a** d7} — a® da?) . (2.11)

In the present work, the equations of motion will be described as dynamic evolutions
in a generic a-time. However, we will keep X° = 7 in most of the text and will then
transform the equations of motion to the generic 7. Of course, the different choices of
X° do not affect the resulting equations of motion. When one chooses X° = 7, the
Christoffel symbols are [50]

Fgﬂ = OéHa, F?] — 072(0671)Ha 51]7 F’é)] - Ha 5; y (212)

wherdq] H, = (0,,a)/a = a® 'H.

2.4. Four-velocity

The four-velocity of a particle following a path X*(s) is

dXx*
b= . 2.1
v ds (2.13)

To find its exact form in units of the peculiar velocity v’ = dz’/dr, we note that the

line element can be expressed in the following way
2 v 2( 1.2 i .0 2 1.2 2 a’®dr?
ds® = g, dAX*dXY = —a®(d7” — §;;da’ da?) = —a’d7° (1 — u®) = — o (2.14)
9 Note that our H,, is denoted by H in [50], while we restrict # to the conformal Hubble rate in this

work.
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being w = dax/dr the peculiar velocity and v* = —(dt/ds)? = (1 — u?)~! the usual
Lorentz factor in special relativity. Hence, the four-velocity can be expressed as [10], O]
_dX® dX*dr

JH — — -
ds dr ds

=7(Lw)/a, (2.15)

where X = 7 is chosen to define the four-velocity. We will work with these components
of the four-velocity U* in the following sections. Using the peculiar velocity w but
choosing X° = ¢, the four-velocity is U* = v(1,u/a) [10, 12]. For any choice X° = 7,
the four-velocity is expressed as U* = ~(a~* u/a). In general, for any choice of

coordinates, one can express the four-velocity as

dx#  dX* dr, dt dx#
- — o 77 -«
U= o @as " an (2.16)
and define a velocity field u, = dx,/dr,, with a®@x, = r, where a = 0 yields the

physical spatial coordinates r* and the physical velocity upyys [see (2.4)]. However, such
a choice of the velocity and space-time coordinates would require a redefinition of the

Lorentz factor in FLRW, 7% = (1 — u?)™!, as the peculiar velocity u becomes
U=1uy+ (0 —1)Hyx,, (2.17)

which reduces to the relation between the peculiar and physical velocities in (2.4)) when
choosing a@ = 0. Therefore, only the choice & = 1 to define u allows to maintain the
special-relativity definition of the Lorentz factor.

Noting that the line element can be expressed as
ds?* = g*,dX,dX" = —m dX, dX", (2.18)
the normalization condition of U* is

Ury, = ———+t =—m. (2.19)

The four-acceleration is computed by parallel transport of the derivative of the
four-velocity along itself,
A* =U"D,U", (2.20)

where D,, defines the gravitational covariant derivative. Particles in free fall follow
trajectories that are determined by A* = 0 (in analogy to no acceleration in the absence

of forces in Newtonian physics), yielding the geodesic equation

dU#
ds

+I U"U*=0. (2.21)
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2.5. Covariant derivative

The covariant derivative has been introduced to define the four-acceleration, which can
be obtained by parallel transport of a vector along the curvature of space-time. The
reader is referred to excellent textbooks on general relativity that are available in the
literature, for a geometrical description of covariant derivatives [I], [3, [6 4, 5, [8, @], and
we directly provide useful expressions of the covariant derivative that will be used to
find the conservation laws in the following sections.

The covariant derivative of a rank-1 U” tensor can be computed as

1
D, U" =9,U" + UMY, , = \/—__gﬁu(\/_—g Uy, (2.22)

while the covariant derivative of a rank-2 TH*" tensor is

D,T" =9, T" +T%, T +T# T = Ou(V=gT") +1",, T,  (2.23)

1
N
where I'* are the Christoffel symbols, given in (2.9) for the FLRW metric tensor using
conformal time as the X° coordinate. We can directly find that for an antisymmetric
tensor F'* (for example, the electromagnetic Faraday tensor), the term I'V,_F"? vanishes

due to the symmetry of the connection coefficients in the lower indices.

2.6. Friedmann equations

The dynamics of the metric tensor and the stress-energy distribution is determined by

the Einstein field equation in general relativity,

T,

Gw/ + Aguu = ﬁ > (224)

p

where the reduced Planck mass is m> = 1/(87G) ~ 2.4 x 10'® GeV. The cosmological
constant A can alternatively be included as a vacuum energy density py.. contributing

to the stress-energy tensor 7),,. Let us start focusing on the Einstein tensor,
Gu = Ry — 3R (2.25)
where R, is the Ricci tensor and its trace R = R", is the Ricci scalar,
Ry, = O\, — 0,1, + 17\ 17, —T7 ,T%, . (2.26)

From this expression and using the Christoffel symbols of the FLRW metric tensor (see
(2.6) or (2.9) for X° =t or 7), one finds the non-zero components of the Ricci tensor,

Ry =3m—-="— (“— — 7—L2> : (2.27a)

] o k ) " .
le:m(9+2H2+2_>5zj:@(“_+7.[2+2k>52j, (2.270)
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where we have recovered the curvature k in the metric tensor (see, e.g., [1l 2 @, 3], for

details). The Ricci scalar is

' . I 6 p
R:R°0+Rzi:6m<g+H2+—2):—?(Q—Jrk). (2.28)

a a a a
We note that R;; o< g;; and R;y = 0 are expected based on homogeneity and isotropy.

The non-zero terms of the Einstein tensor are

k 3m
. 1
G =—-m 22+H2+£ =Dt —H2 i k). (2.290)
J a a? a? a

Finally, the stress-energy tensor of the Universe can be obtained taking into account
homogeneity and isotropy at large scales. Hence, Tp; = 0, and T}; o< g;; = m D g;; is the
isotropic pressure tensor. Furthermore, Ty = p is the background energy density. In the
reference frame of the Hubble observer U* = (1,0,0,0)/a, the covariant stress-energy
tensor is

™, =p+p)U'U, + mpg", = mdiag{—p,p,p, p}. (2.30)
This stress-energy tensor corresponds to the one for a perfect ﬂuidlﬂ with p and p
denoting the average pressure and energy density in the Universe as a function of time,
which will be determined by the particle content at each time. For an equation of
state with a constant ratio of pressure to density, p = wp, we can model a Universe

dominated by dust particles (matter domination) with w = 0, by massless particles

1
3

to introducing a cosmological constant A to explain the accelerated rate of expansion of

(radiation domination) with w = %, or by dark energy with w = —1, which is equivalent
the Universe at present time. The latter corresponds to a constant stress-energy tensor
TH = —m pyac g*. The order of magnitude estimate for the vacuum energy in quantum
field theory, however, differs by many orders of magnitude with respect to the critical
energy density of the Universe at present time, p%t /p.i ~ 10° [62].

Einstein field equations automatically imply the conservation of the stress-energy

tensor as, by construction, D,,G*” = 0 and, hence,
D,T" =0. (2.31)

For the perfect fluid description and a comoving observer U* = (1,0, 0,0)/a, the energy
equation[t] is found setting v = 0

D, T = a0, (a*T") + H(T® + 6,;,T7) =0=0,p+3(1 +w)Hp=0/[. (2.32)

* A perfect fluid is a fluid composed by particles in local thermal equilibrium, which follow a Maxwell-

Boltzmann distribution function fy.
* We note that for the derivation of the equations of motion we set m = 1 and X° = 7 for simplicity.

As the resulting differential equations for the fluid dynamic variables, e.g., p, are of first-order, we can

transform 9, = a'~*9;_ to allow for a generic a-time to be used in the equations.



Relativistic magnetohydrodynamics in the early Universe 14

This equation can be integrated to find

dp_ o [da,
== 3/@(1+ ), (2.33)

3 —4

304w) such that p ~ a2, a™*, a° for matter,

which, for a constant w, gives p ~ a~
radiation, and vacuum dominations. We note that the introduction of a cosmological

constant does not modify the energy equation as D, (Ag"”) = 0.

Finally, Friedmann equations are obtained introducing ([2.29d)—(2.30)) into (2.24)).

2 2 P
_ _k 2.34
H"=a 32 , ( a)
" 2 2
%:_#ﬁﬂjugw)ju%?:#p(l—(ﬂw)—k. (2.34b)
p p

Note that the curvature can be absorbed in the total energy density defining p, =

—3m2k/a?,

a2 a// a2

H? =H?’=—p — = —(p—3p). 2.35
a 3m§p, - Gmg(p D) (2.35)

These equations allow us to evolve the scale factor a as a function of 7 once that the
background p and p are known. Each of the energy contributions can be normalized to

the present-day critical energy density pe.ix = 3m12,H§, corresponding to a closed universe
with £ =0,

Qrad = Prod _ Q0 (afag)™, Qmat = Qo (a/ag) ™2, Qe = Qo (afag) ™2, (2.36)

crit

where the values at present time have been inferred from CMB observations as described
by the ACDM model (with a cosmological constant A and cold dark matter, CDM, and
baryons contributing to the matter content of the Universe) [61], 63], 64],

Q0] < 0.01, 0~ 9.4 %1077, Qo ~ 0.32 Qp = 0.68. (2.37)

Then, the Hubble rate as a function of the scale factor a can be expressed as a ratio to

its value at present time,
H*(a) = Hy [0 (a/ao) ™ + Qo (a/ag) ™ + Qo (a/ag) >+ Q| = Hy Qa) . (2.38)

As curvature decreases slower than matter with a ratio Q. /€, ~ a/ao, the relevance
of curvature in the total energy budget decreases at earlier times. Hence, it is safe to
set €2, = 0 in the early Universe. We note that going back in time, we find an era
of matter domination before A would become the dominant contribution, and an even
earlier period of radiation domination, since radiation decreases faster than matter, prior
to matter-radiation equality. The latter corresponds to the era of the Universe history

that we focus on in the present work.
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Assuming that at any time, the Universe is dominated by a single component,
can be solved to find the evolution of the scale factor with conformal time to be
a~ 720430 e a~ 72 ~ 7, and ~ —1/7 for matter, radiation, and Vacuu (dark-
energy) dominations. In terms of cosmic time, we find a ~ 2B+l je g ~ ¢2/3
~ t1/2 and ~ ef*, where we find the exponential expansion in vacuum domination,
corresponding to a de Sitter Universe, observed at present time, and considered during
the period of inflation in the early Universe.

Considering both matter and radiation near equality, such that p = p,, + p, =

2Peql(@eq/@)? + (aeq/a)?], we can find a solution

a(r) = aeq[(r/7)? + 2(r/7)], = \/;ejl, (2.39)

valid at epochs when mass and radiation contributions are almost equal, like, for

example, around the epoch of recombination, ay. ~ 9 x 107% which is close to

(oq ~ 3 % 1074,

3. Relativistic hydrodynamics in an expanding Universe

In this section, the equations of motion describing the energy density p and the velocity
field v in an expanding background are computed under the assumption that the fluid
is in local thermal equilibrium (LTE), i.e., for perfect fluids. Deviations with respect to
the LTE distribution will be considered in section [3.6] to include viscous effects and heat
fluxes, corresponding to the first-order description of imperfect fluids. In first-order
hydrodynamics, the viscous terms follow a Navier-Stokes description and heat fluxes
correspond to those described by Fourier’s law of heat conduction. As both corrections
lead to acausal fluids, they are not a satisfactory theory for relativistic imperfect fluids.
We briefly discuss this issue in section and defer the reader to the review [54] and
the textbook [9].

We will then extend the conservation laws to charged fluids in section [5] leading to
the equations of motion for magnetohydrodynamics (MHD). We are in general interested
in the situations when the Universe is dominated by radiation, such that ¢? ~ O(1), e.g.,

2
. =

we allow for a generic evolution of the scale factor a and a generic equation of state of

c 1/3 when all the fluid content corresponds to radiation particles. For generality,

the fluid perturbations p = c2p.
The fluid energy density can be decomposed into the energy density of massive and

massless radiation particles

£ = Pmat + Prad » (31)

# The evolution of the scale factor when w = —1is ag* —a~' = \/p/3 (T — 70) m,.
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where pmat = pm(1 + €), being p,, the rest-mass density and p,, ¢ the internal energy
density, and p;.q is the radiation energy density.

When ppa; < prag, then the fluid is dominated by radiation p =~ py.q, and the
pressure is described by the ultrarelativistic equation of state p.,q = cg Prad = Praa/3. For
the intermediate cases, when the fluid is composed by massive and relativistic particles,
the relation between the total pressure p = puat + Praq and the total energy density can
be assumed to be described by a constant ¢?, p = pc?. For such an equation of state, and
under the assumption that the particles in the fluid are coupled, such that the fluid can
be described with a common four-velocity U* (for interacting multifluid systems, see [9]
and references therein), the system of momentum and energy conservation equations,
D, T" =0, is closed, providing evolution equations for the peculiar velocity u and the
total energy density p, respectively. In this case, one can approximate the speed of

sound in the following way

2 _ Pmat + Prad ~ %prad _ 1/3
s P P 1+ pmat/prad

c (3.2)

On the other hand, when pr.q < pmat, the fluid is dominated by massive particles,
and p < pmat- In this case, the ideal gas equation of state relates the pressure and
the internal energy density, p = ¢ pmat € With a constant ¢? when one ignores entropy
variations. Therefore, as the equation of state does not directly relate p to the total p, the
system obtained from D,T"” = 0 is no longer closed. Hence, it is needed to introduce
= 0, with Jh.; = puatU*.

In the subrelativistic regime and ignoring the expansion of the Universe, the system

the rest-mass conservation law for coupled fluids, D, J.
of equations reduces to the usual Newtonian limit of mass, momentum, and energy

conservation equations (Euler equations)
Dip, + pV - u =0, pmDiu+Vp =0, pmDie +pV -u =0, (3.3)

where D; = 0; + (u - V) is the material derivative.

In the following, we will always assume that the pressure and total energy density
can be described by an equation of state p = c¢2p, i.e., that the radiation pressure is the
dominant contribution to the total one, such that the D, T"” = 0 conservation laws and
the equation of state already represent a closed system. Furthermore, we will assume
that the fluid perturbations are smaller than the background, such that they do not
feedback on the metric tensor. Hence, we will describe the fluid perturbations over
the FLRW background metric tensor described in previous section. For generality, we
allow the background energy density and pressure, p and p, to contain contributions in
addition to those from the fluid, p and p, such that the background equation of state w

does not need to be equal to 2.
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Simulations in the early Universe describing the dynamics of a radiation-dominated
fluid have been performed in the subrelativistic regime, e.g., in [10, 25, B2]. In these

works, the energy and momentum conservation equations used for a perfect fluid are

4

8Tlnﬁ:—§[v-u+(u-V)lnﬁ], (3.4a)
1

8Tu—|—(u-V)u:%[V-u—i—(u-V)lnﬁ}—ZVlnﬁ, (3.4b)

where p = a*p is the comoving energy density, and the comoving pressure is described
using the ultrarelativistic equation of state, p = ¢?p with ¢ = 1/3. In this case, the
fluid-conservation laws are conformally invariant [10] (see section [3.2). In the following,
we will present the derivation of these equations for a generic equation of state and will
extend them to include relativistic effects, as already presented in and .

Furthermore, we will show that these equations are required to be corrected (by the

terms indicated below in red) to [see (3.50d) and (3.508)],

4
O Inp = —g[v-u+§(u-V)1nﬁ}, (3.5a)
1
8T'u,+('u,~V)u:%[V~u+%(u-V)ln/ﬂ—ZVhlﬁ, (3.50)

due to the fact that the term &,u? presents non-negligible contributions in the
subrelativistic limit, which had been previously ignored, as a consequence of setting
v — 1 [10]. Note that 9,v* = v*9,u? is related to the conservation of the fluid (kinetic)
contribution to the energy density 7%, pun = (5 + p)y*u? (see section [3.1). Therefore,
it is proportional to the power exerted by the forces to the fluid, w - Vp + w - _f , which

yield terms of leading order also in the subrelativistic limit.

3.1. Stress-energy tensor of a perfect fluid

The stress-energy tensor of a perfect fluid has already been presented for the background

in (2.30),
™ =(p+p) U*U" + pg", (3.6a)

where we note that T now corresponds to the stress-energy tensor of the fluid
perturbations. In the following, we consider m = 1 and X" = 7 for compactness.
The stress-energy tensor can also be expressed in terms of the projection tensor
W =gt + UrU",

T = pU*UY + ph™” , (3.7)

where h#*” satisfies h**U, = 0. The different components of the stress-energy tensor are:
*T = (p+p)7*—p,  *T" = (prp)?u',  *TY = (p+p) 7y u'e?+ps? . (3.8)
In particular, the 7% component can be expressed as

T = (p+ p) V*u* + p = pan + p, (3.9)
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where we have used the relation v2u? = 42 — 1. We note that the first term corresponds
to the relativistic kinetic energy density piin = (p + p)y2u?.

The trace of the stress-energy tensor plays an important role in the conservation
laws, as we will see in the following. We first express the trace of the spatial components
as

T', = a®T6;; = (p + p)y*u® + 3p, (3.10)

such that the trace of the stress-energy tensor becomes
T=T,=T,+T,==@+p v’ —p+@+pu’+3p=3p—p.  (311)

When p = ¢?p with ¢ = 1/3, which corresponds to the ultrarelativistic equation
of state that describes a radiation-dominated fluid, the trace of the stress-energy tensor
vanishes. This condition implies that the equations of motion are conformally invariant,
i.e., they reduce to those in flat Minkowski space-time after a conformal transformation
[10].

3.2. Conservation laws of a perfect fluid

The conservation laws are obtained from ([2.31]),

v 1 174 14 ag
D, T" = _gaﬂ(\/__gTﬂ ) +1I7,, T =0, (3.12)
where D, is the covariant derivative [see (2.23))], d,, the partial derivative, \/—¢g = a* for
the FLRW metric tensor using X° = 7, and I, are the FLRW Christoffel symbols,

given in (2.9). The conservation laws correspond to the conservation of energy and

o

momentum when g = 0 and 4, respectively, and they characterize a closed system of
equations (for the energy density p and the peculiar velocity w) when the equation of
state relating the total energy density and the pressure is known, e.g., p = ¢Zp with a
constant ¢2. This allows us to study coupled fluids composed by radiation and massive

particles.

Conformal invariance and conservation laws

An important aspect of the conservation laws of perfect fluids is that they are
conformally invariant when the trace of the stress-energy tensor vanishes [10, [12].
To show this result, let us consider two metrics that are related by a conformal
transformation as g"* = Q?(x#) g". This corresponds, for example, to the FLRW metric
tensor g when we express the time coordinate as conformal time, where g = nt”

would correspond to flat Minkowskian space-time and = a~!(7) is the inverse scale
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factor. The conservation laws for a symmetric T"” given in a metric tensor g"” are
174 1 4 v a
DMTM = \/—__gau(\/ —g T“ ) + F ,uUTM
Q4 P _ v Ay o v 14
= \/T_gau(\/—ga YY) TV, T = 2770, InQ + T4 8" InQ, (3.13)

where f‘”u are the Christoffel symbols of the metric tensor ¢g*”. Introducing the

o

comoving stress-energy tensor T = Q=T we find
D,T" =0 < D;T" + Q727" 0*InQ =0, (3.14)

where Dj is the covariant derivative in the metric tensor .
As we have shown in (3.11)), the stress-energy tensor of a perfect fluid is traceless
when p = p/3. Then, the equations of motion become invariant under conformal

transformations for this case [10, 12 [65],
D, T" =0 < D;T" =0. (3.15)

In particular, for a homogeneous and isotropic expanding Universe, g" = n*” is the
Minkowski metric tensor, such that equations of motion are conformally flat, 8, 7" = 0.

For a generic speed of sound ¢?, the conservation laws become
oI +HT =0, 9,T"=0, (3.16)

where we have used Q = a~(7). The trace is T = 3p — p [see (3.11)], where we have also
defined p = a*p and p = a*p as the comoving energy density and pressure. Therefore,

the energy and momentum equations are directly found in conformal time using (3.16)),
T +0,T% =H (p—3p), 0. T" +9,T7 =0. (3.17)

This system of equations can be generalized to different geometries in general relativity,
following the so-called Valencia formulation (see [9] and references therein), where the
H(3p — p) term in the energy equation corresponds to the extrinsic curvature Kj;
contracted with the perfect fluid stress-energy tensor T;f in FLRW geometry [9)].

Note that these equations can be described for a generic a-time, by rescaling
d; — a'~?0,, (see footnote . Similarly, we can also rescale H — a'™“H, with

Ho = (0-,a)/a, such that the equations of motion become
0., T + 0~ 10,T% = Ho(p — 3p) O, T + a0, TV = 0. (3.18)

Note that for cosmic time, a~1d; corresponds to a derivative with respect to the physical

a—1

coordinate 7; = ax; and ‘H/a = H. In general, the factor a can be absorbed in a

A

space-coordinate )y = a™ " « with A = a — 1, which reduces to the physical coordinates
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when @ = 0. From now on, unless otherwise stated, we will always consider a = 1
for compactness of the resulting equations. To recover the expression for any a-time,
it is enough to recover the a® ' term in the divergence term ;7% and to substitute
H— Ha.

On the other hand, the rest-mass conservation law, given as D, J4 . = 0, becomes
conformally invariant when J* . = a*J" ., = a®pmary(1, ), as it can be directly inferred
from the covariant derivative. Then, pmat = @°pmat, and the comoving mass conservation

equation becomes

Or (VPrmat) + a®! YPmat V - U + a®! (w - V) (YPmar) = 0. (3.19)

Conservation laws for the physical (non-comoving) variables

We have found that the relevant rescaling of the stress-energy tensor components that
allows to find conformally flat fluid conservation laws when p = 3p is T = aT* and
we consider conformal time as the X" variable, such that the FLRW metric tensor maps
to the Minkowski one as ¢g"* = a~2n**. Let us now consider the conservation laws for the
physical (non-comoving) covariant stress-energy components 7°, = T%g,,, = a*> T,
(see , where the a? is due to the convention used, X° = 7) in an expanding
background

0., T% — a®* 10Ty = fuo = —Ha(3T% —T7,), (3.20a)
0r, 1% + a® 0T, = fri = —AHa T, (3.200)

where f4; corresponds to “effective” forcing terms that appear due to the expansion of

the Universe,

fio=Haldlp+p)V =2 —0],  fmi=—4Halp+ p)7 u;. (3.21)

Note that we do not distinguish between u' and u;, as u corresponds to the peculiar
velocity, and not to the spatial components of the four-velocity. The term that appears
in the momentum equation, proportional to H,wu is usually denoted as the Hubble
friction; see, for example, [11].

In the subrelativistic regime, when 4% ~ 1, the stress-energy terms in the trace
simplify to 7% = —p and T, = 3p, such that the equations of motion in and

(3.208) become

O (p7*) + a0 [(p+ p)u'] = =3Ha(p+ p) (3.22a)
Or, [(p+ )V '] + 0710, [(p+ p) u'? +pd] = =4 Mo (p+p)u’. (3.220)
We have kept the 7? terms in the derivatives of T and T°; because, as discussed at

the beginning of the section, 0,92 leads to additional subrelativistic terms for a generic

value of p/p = 2 that is only negligible for dust, p < p.
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Generic scaling and super-comoving coordinates

We have shown in section that the equations of motion of a perfect fluid are
conformally flat under the transformation T = aST* only when a = 1 (conformal
time) and p = p/3 (radiation-dominated fluid), and we have shown in section the
explicit form of the equations of motion for the physical covariant components TOH for
any a-time, 7,. In the following, we will allow for a generic scaling and explicitly show
which choice yields conformally flat equations.

Let us then consider a generic scaling of the fluid variables p = a®p, p = da?p,
and @' = a’u’, such that T% = ¢?a2T% and T = a?T9a2T". Due to the rescaling of
@', we need to split the spatial stress tensor in two components with different scaling,
T4 = T9 + $69, such that T9 = o274 = a2 (p 4+ p)y*uu/. The energy and
momentum conservation equations for this generic scaling become

9, T + >~ 1799,7% = f9., (3.23a)
Or, T + a® 1700, [(B + p)y*u'e + a®po"] = fiy, (3.23b)
where we find Hubble-dependent terms in both the energy and momentum equations,

that can be expressed as a Hubble forcing fff], proportional to H,,
fir = —Ha[B=B+a )G+ o)+ 85, fu=-Ha(4=B—08)T". (3.24)

To get rid of f}} for a relativistic bulk velocity with u? ~ O(1), the only possible choice

is 0 = 0, reducing to
Y = —Ha[(4— )G+ + (B— 15— 7). (3.25)
We further see that only for 8 = 4, the dependence on ¥? vanishes, yielding
fo =Ha(p—3p) = —HdT . (3.26)

For this choice (f = 4 and 0 = 0), the Hubble term in the momentum equation also
vanishes, f}l = 0. Furthermore, choosing a = 1, we get rid of all the dependence on
the scale factor and recover , as expected from the discussion in section , where
this corresponds to the choice that allows us to find conformally flat equations when
the trace of the stress-energy tensor vanishes. On the other hand, the conservation laws
reduce to those in and when no scaling is introduced, i.e., § =0 = 0.

In the following, we will in general choose f = 4, a = 1, and ) = 0 when we
deal with the relativistic conservation laws to exploit the conformal invariance of the
equations when ¢ = 1/3 and track the Hubble dependence when ¢ # 1/3.
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Subrelativistic limit

Alternatively, a different scaling that gets rid of the Hubble term in the energy equation,
f%, can be found when the fluid bulk motion is subrelativistic. This is a useful choice
when 3p # p in the subrelativistic regime, as it minimizes the appearance of Hubble-
dependent terms in the non-conservation form{f{| of the equations, and it is due to the
fact that a non-vanishing f}} in the energy equation will propagate to the evolution
equation for u because 0,p terms also appear in the momentum equation, as we will
see in section . We remind the reader that a choice yielding a vanishing f% was not
possible for relativistic flows.

Going back to (3.23d), if the fluid is taken to be subrelativistic, such that 72 ~ 1,

the Hubble-dependent term in the energy equation, f%, becomes

fir = —Ha[30+ (3~ 5)7] . (3.27)
Taking a constant equation of state p = ¢2p, this term can vanish when 8 = 3 (1 + ¢?)
for any value of ¢Z, and the remaining Hubble term in the momentum equation, f}{,
becomes

fi = —Ho(1 =32 —6) pi’. (3.28)
The energy equation becomes then conformally flat as long as &« — 1 — ¢ = 0, which
allows to get rid of the scale-factor dependent term in (3.23d), for example when o = 1

and 0 = 0, as discussed in previous section, which leads to

0,(7%) + (1 + &) di(pu’) = 0, (3.29a)
. o Oip fi 1—3¢
2, ( Fngiasd o _JH S S 295

where we are only left with a dependence on H, in the momentum equation,

corresponding to a Hubble friction term that will affect the velocity field evolution.

Super-comoving coordinates when ¢ < 1

In the previous section, we have chosen a = 1 and § = 0, which is a useful scaling
for subrelativistic bulk flows. Another choice that has been used in the literature
corresponds to the so-called super-comoving coordinates [11, [16 [67], and it is useful
to describe dust fluids with ¢ < 1.

The super-comoving coordinates are found for the choice a = 3/2, which allows to
absorb the Universe expansion in the time coordinate when the Universe is matter-

dominated, a ~ t*? ~ 79 Then, keeping f = 3(1 + c2), f% vanishes when

11 The distinction between conservation and non-conservation forms is described in section Note
that both forms describe conservation laws and the only difference is based on how the terms are
explicitly described and, hence, discretized for a particular numerical scheme [66, ©9]. Both forms

converge to the same numerical results in the continuum limit.
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§ = a—1 = 1/2. We note that the relation between the Lorentz factor and @' is
not the same as in Minkowski space-time: 7% = (1 — a=232%) 1.

For a generic background equation of state w, this choice corresponds to setting
a = 3 (14+w)/2 to compensate for the evolution of the scale factor, and 6 = (1+3w)/2.

The resulting momentum equation is

~ ~i ~ ~i~7] w a’tﬁ f;z 5 — 30? - §w ~~7
0., (py*u") + 0;(py*u'a’) + a't? T+ 1 —|—Hc2 =—H, # pu'.  (3.30)

We find that there is an additional a dependence in front of the pressure gradient, as a

consequence of § # 0. When ¢ < 1, we can neglect p < p and hence, p and p become

decoupled in the equations, allowing us to separately rescale ' = al™3wp = g4+3wtdsy),
leading to the following energy and momentum equations,
Orn (%) + B1(51") = 0, (3.310)
O, (pY20") + 0;(pu'?) + Oiff = fiy = —2Ho (1 — 3w) pir’, (3.310)

where the only Hubble friction term remaining is on the right-hand side of the
momentum equation, proportional to %7—[@. These equations allow to use an a-time
that follows the Universe expansion with a minimal dependence on the scale factor.

On the other hand, if we allow for a flexible a-time in the ¢ < 1 case, it is possible
to recover conformally flat fluid equations in the subrelativistic regime. Going back to
generic a and J, using B = 3 (1 + ¢2) ~ 3 and p = a?*¥p (notice that before we had
already set 0 = (1 4 3w)/2), we find that the momentum equation is

Or, (p7*0) + a® 71700, (pu'e + pV) = fip = —Ho (1 — 8) pii’. (3.32)

To get rid of the Hubble friction, we can choose 6 = 1. The remaining scale factor

a=1=9 wwhich becomes one for

dependence in the energy and momentum equations is a
the choice @« = 14+ § = 2. The resulting conservation laws then become completely

independent of the scale factor,
Ors(57) + 0P = 0, 0, () + 0y(pa) + Ip = 0. (3.33)

For this choice, f = 3, the rest-mass conservation law is also conformally flat if we take

Pmas = @7 pmat [see (3.19)] and it reads,
Or. (VPmat) + a* 105 (Prmartt’) = 0. (3.34)

To summarize, for dust fluid particles, when ¢? < 1, we can in general choose = 3
and 6 = a — 1 to get rid of fg, and modify the scaling of the pressure, p = a>t?°. We
can then either choose @ = 3(1 4+ w)/2 and § = (1 4+ 3w)/2 to compensate for the

Universe expansion a = 7,, resulting in a Hubble friction f}{ = —%’Hoé (1 — 3w) pa'.
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This choice generalizes the super-comoving coordinates suggested for w = 0 [11, 16}, [67].
Alternatively, we can get rid of the Hubble friction setting a = 2 and § = 1, which
differs from the super-comoving coordinates.

Different rescalings might be useful in different circumstances, depending whether
we want to use results from usual fluid dynamics exploiting the conformal invariance of
the equations, or whether we prefer to use a time variable that evolves compensating
for the evolution of the scale factor, yielding then an additional Hubble friction term in

the usual hydrodynamic equations.

3.3. Conservation form of relativistic hydrodynamaics

The equations of motion found in section together with an equation of state p = c2p,
already constitute a system of equations that can be solved to compute the stress-
energy tensor components T [see (3.17)]. Furthermore, for any generic scaling of the

fluid variables, as described in section [3.2] we can express the energy and momentum

conservation equations as [see (3.23d) and (3.230)]
Op, T a1 0, T" = fl (3.35)

where f}‘l are the Hubble-dependent terms that appear due to the expansion of the

Universe [see (3.24)],
fh=Ha(4=B)p+ )P +(B=1p—p],  [y=-Ha(4=5)T".  (3.36)

We have set § = 0 for convenience, as other choices of § decouple the T% component that
depends on '@’ to the isotropic pressure tensor pé” and modify the relation between
~% and @?. These equations are expressed in the so-called conservation form, which is
more compact than the non-conservation form of relativistic hydrodynamics that we
will discuss in section [already presented in ([1.2d) and (1.2#)]. The latter has the

advantage that it directly solves for the primitive fluid variables p and u‘, while in the

conservation form the primitive variables are reconstructed non-linearly from the stress-
energy components 7%. Note that this terminology only refers to the structure of the
equations and it is related to the conservation of fluxes at the discrete cell in numerical
simulations [9], with particular relevance for finite volume methods [66]. However, both
forms describe the same conservation laws of the fluid and, hence, they are equivalent in
the continuum limit. For a particular application, it is not always obvious which form
is more suitable. Hence, it is useful to test and compare the numerical solutions using
both methodologies.

In general, a system of partial differential equations is said to be in the conservation

form if it is expressed as

0, U+ 0;8% = F*, (3.37)
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Figure 1: Ratio r = V/T%T% /T of a perfect fluid as a function of the Lorentz factor
7 for different values of ¢z = p/p.

for an array of variables U?, fluxes S% and forces F'®. In the case of perfect fluids,
Uk =T SHi = qoLTHi and FH = fﬁ,

The conservation form requires to express the primitive variables p and v’ in terms
of the variables T% to compute T%. Once that we have a closed form for the fluxes T
and forces fﬁ, in terms of T%, we can solve the system in . Assuming a generic

but constant equation of state ¢ = p/p, we first compute the following variables,

70— (145 (1 -
and define the ratio
) g B 2 B V(72— 1)
(7002 2 \2 2 \2’
T8 (v-i)  (v-h)

which is shown in figure[1] as a function of v for different values of ¢2. We note that for

2

14 c2

S

) : TOTY = (14 2)?p*y*?, (3.38)

(3.39)

this relation to be valid we require § = 0, as any rescaling of u’ would affect the relation

between 2 and «?. This equation can be solved for ~2,

21 12r26§+14r2 G
LT =) 1+ c2 (1+ 2)?

S

, (3.40)

where we take the positive root of the quadratic equation to ensure ¥ > 1. The
primitive variables can be expressed in terms of 7% and ~? as
00 . T T0i { 2 }

7 S

~: :—:~—1 _—
P+ — " T Ut Tol (1t

(3.41)
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such that the flux 7% is
0if0
(1 +c2)py?

Using this formalism, the non-linear relativistic system of equations can be solved

T = [(1+ )7 Pud +267) = FpiY. (342

evolving the T components and then the primitive fluid variables p and u’ can be

reconstructed from TOH.

Conservation form in the subrelativistic limat

In the subrelativistic limit, 7> — 1 and the components of the stress-energy tensor

become

. . . . A
00 _ ~ 07 __ 2\ ~ 1 1)
™ =p, T = (1+¢)pu’, T =152 7

+ 2T 5% (3.43)

These relations are tempting due to their simplicity, as they already relate 7% with 7,
allowing us to solve for the system in its conservation form. However, we have already
pointed out that the term 0,72 lead to additional terms in the energy conservation
equation that are not negligible in the subrelativistic regime, as we will show explicitly
in section Therefore, when we set v — 1 to express 7% in terms of T, we are
indirectly setting 9,v% — 0 and hence, ignoring potentially relevant terms. To recover
these terms, let us approximate up to first order in r2 = T 70 /(T00)2,

2

2oL op. (3.44)

(1+¢2)
The r? — 0 limit is equivalent to the subrelativistic limit, as can be seen in figure .

Then, substituting 42 up to first order in 72 into 7%, we find

2 2
7 = (1 5, TVi=(1+&+—— )pu 3.45
( +1+C§)p, < et e ) (3.45)
which allows us to express T% up to first order in 72,
. 1 TT0 r?c? ~ 7 i
T9 = - 1 : T 1 — 57 +O(r"). 3.46
1+¢2 700 ( +1+c§>+cs 1+¢2 +007) (3:46)

This relation includes the next-to-leading-order term in r2. Hence, it takes into account
the corresponding corrections in 7% and leads to the correct subrelativistic limit.

To show this, let us expand the conservation laws of for conformal time in
terms of p and wu, as we will do for the full relativistic system in section [3.4.2] to find

the non-conservation form of the equations,

0rp+ 750" + (L4 ) diiu) = Ty (3.470a)
P 2 Fi
ig ~ | = i pu ~ i Cs ~ f
u' 0-p+ poru’ + m8ﬂ°2 + 05 (pu'’) + o Oip = ] —|—H02 . (3.470)
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Note that the next-to-leading-order term is proportional to 0,72, which can be expressed

as
0r? = (14+2)?0,7% = (1 + &) Y?0u = (1 + ) 0,u* + O(rt) . (3.48)
Therefore, taking the product of u! with the momentum equation, and keeping only

leading-order terms, we find

02 ) uzfz
~a7' 2:_ = Zai~ H’
pot =1yt Ty e

(3.49)

N[

where the right-hand side corresponds to the work done by the pressure gradient,
c2u - Vp, and external forces, u - f u. As expected for perfect fluids, the work done by
these forces is a reversible process and, hence, they do not produce entropy [6§].
Equation shows that neglecting the next-to-leading order term r? in the
stress-energy tensor components in is equivalent to ignoring terms that are non-
negligible in the subrelativistic limit. Substituting this term back in the energy and

momentum conservation equations, we find

p = 2 2 > fl?l u-fpg
Ormp=—(1+)V-u—-(1-c)(u-V)lnp+ 22—, (3.504)
p 7
Dot (u- Vi =u|dV ut @ % (. V)np 2 u-f
T . = C . cc— = . np— 28 ] .
i Sl—f—Cg P p (1+Cg)p H
G fu
ey : 3.50b
I+’ T areys (3.500)

This set of equations is equivalent to the one presented in the introduction; see
and , in the absence of external forces. They generalize the set of equations
used in previous work to values of the speed of sound different than ¢ = 1/3 but still
relativistic, i.e., ¢ ~ O(1), introducing terms that break conformal invariance. These
equations also include corrections to the energy (also pointed out in [58]; see footnote
4)), and to the momentum equations with respect to previous work. These equations
are in a non-conservation form as they are not explicitly written in the form of .
In the next section, we compute the relativistic version of the conservation laws in the
non-conservation form, explicitly corresponding to equations for the primitive variables

p and u.

3.4. Non-conservation form of relativistic hydrodynamics

The non-conservation form 1is obtained expressing explicitly the stress-energy
components in terms of the primitive variables, p and u. In the following, the extension
of the system of equations given in and to the fully relativistic regime
is done, up to our knowledge, for the first time for a perfect fluid in an expanding
background. For compactness, we set « = 1 and 6 = 0 in the following, but the

equations can be generalized to any rescaling choice.
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3.4.1. Relativistic equations

Energy equation

Let us start with the equation of energy conservation taking (3.35)) for u =0,

O[5+ p)y* = B] + [ (B + p)y*u’] = fir.- (3.51)

We divide the equation by (p + p)v?,

£0
(5 + P L (3.52)

O

0 In[(+ 7] ~ =

In terms of a constant speed of sound p = ¢2p, we find

C2 fo
1-—S5 19,1 1 Vou—(u-V)In(p?) + —TH (3,
[ irc )7]6 np + 0, In~? V-u—(u-V) n(p7)+(1+cg)572 (3.53)
We can express the coefficient of 9, Inp as (1 + c?u?)/(1 + ¢?). Hence,
O-Inp + e 2828
:_—1+C§ [V -u+ (u-V)In(?)] +—f2] (3.54)
L+ cu? P 1+ 22)p? :

As mentioned above, previous work considered this expression directly taking the
subrelativistic limit v ~ 1 for ¢ = 1/3 and § = 4, such that f% = 0 (see, e.g.,
[10, 25, 32]). However, as shown in previous section, 9,7 cannot be neglected in the
subrelativistic regime. In the following, we will keep all relativistic terms to find the
relativistic conservation laws. Then, to double check the equations found in the previous
section [see and (3.508)] we will take the subrelativistic limit directly from the

relativistic equations expressed in their non-conservation form.

Momentum equation

We now proceed to compute the momentum equation, given by the spatial components

of (3:39),
0T + 05T = 0:[(5+ p)y*u'] + 0;[(p + p)y*u'n + p07] = [y (3.55)

where we note that f}{ = 0 when [ = 4, but we keep it for generality. We then divide
by (p + p)v?* and find

o fu
@+p)v?  (P+p)?

Oru' +u' 0 In[(p+p)y* ] +0; (u'n’ ) +u'? 05 In [ (p+p)y* ] + - (3.56)
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We now again use a generic constant equation of state p = ¢2p,
dru+ (u-V)u+u[d,np +9,ny*+V-u+ (u-V)In(p?)]
C2 1 fH
=—— Vhp+-——"=. 3.57
Trae” " T asy (3:57)
Again, we note that previous work have considered the subrelativistic limit of this
equation using v ~ 1 for § = 4 such that f}{ = 0 (see, e.g., [10, 25, 32]). Similar as
for the energy equation, the subrelativistic term contained in 0,72 will also enter the
momentum equation.
We can now use the energy equation [see (3.54))] to get rid of 0, In p in the relativistic

momentum conservation,
u 2 2, 2 2 ~ 2 JE b
A ey G0y’ + 6V utd (u V) n(p?) - =2

02 1 fH

—35 _ _Vinp —.
A+ P riras

ou+ (u-V)u=

(3.58)

Evolution of the Lorentz factor

In order to get rid of the 9, In~? term that appears in both the energy and momentum
equations, an evolution equation for the Lorentz factor can be computed from the

momentum equation, by contracting it with the velocity field wu,

0, Inv? = 720.u* = 2v%*u - O,u

=2 20 1V ut  (u- V) () — L2
1+C§u2 S S S ﬁ
202 2 ufH
2 £ p
—2y u.(u-V)u—1+C§(U'V)mp+1+c§ p (359)

To simplify the computation, we first note that V In(py?) = V In p+ V In~?2, such that
(w-V)In(py?) = (u-V)Injg+ (u-V)Iny? = (u-V)Inp+27%u - (u- V)u. (3.60)

Hence, we finally find

10 1n72:; u? c2V~u—f—% —C—g(u~V)lnﬁ
O = T [ ) T aran
1+ 1 w-fyg
+1—c§u21+c§ F —7u-(u- V)u. (3.61)

Relativistic energy and momentum equations

We can now substitute (3.60) and (3.61)) into the equations of energy [see (3.54])] and

momentum [see (3.58)] conservation to find their fully relativistic non-conservation
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forms:
" 1+ —a .
&lnp:—l_—cgjﬂ[v-ule_i_Z; (u-V)lnp} + F, (3.62a)
1 2
8Tu+(u~V)u:m[2V ’U;-'-Csl C;( V)lnﬁ+7—l(3cz—1)
CQ S S
s .62b
Al (3.62b)

where we have combined the Hubble forcing terms that appear in the energy and the

momentum equations, as they simplify to the following terms

0 3 2 2
0 _ Jh o o U Ju| _ S HA+)B v
Fir =1 — o [ > (1+u?) 2—ﬁ } = Hp T , (3.63)
. u o 22 w-fy 1 fu 3¢2—1
Fi—-_ -  |(_IH s —_ = 3.64
i (1—0§u2)72( s tira 5 )T iradm  Goamp e (B8

making the momentum equation to be independent of the value of 5. On the other
hand, the Hubble term FY in the energy equation depends on 3 and only for 3 = 4 and
¢2 = 1/3 it vanishes in the fully relativistic case. For 3 = 4, the contribution from the

Hubble expansion to the energy equation becomes

1+ u?
1 — c2u?

Fi=— H (32 —1). (3.65)

The system of and is found to be remarkably simplified after the
procedure described in this section, as one finds that their modification with respect
to their subrelativistic counterpart is restricted to the prefactors (1 — c?u?)~' and
(1 —u?)(1 — 2u?)~! in the energy and momentum equations, respetively, as well as
an additional y~2 = 1 — 42 in the force terms in the momentum equation (i.e., pressure

gradient and Hubble forcing).
3.4.2. Subrelativistic limat

We can now take the u? < 1 limit of (3.62d) and (3.624) to find the subrelativistic

versions of the energy and momentum equations,

Olnp=—-(1+)V-u—(1-)(u-V)Inp+H[B-3(1+)], (3.66a)
1 2
orut (u-Vu=u|2V- u+csl+C;(u~V)ln,5+’H(3cz—1)
c? 3 ¢
- C2v1np, (3.660)

S

which is equivalent to the system of (3.50d) and (3.500)) found in the previous section.
As already discussed, comparing (3.66d) and (3.664) to the equations used in

previous work for a radiation-dominated fluid with ¢ = 1/3 and 8 = 4, such that
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fi =0 [see (3.4d) and (3.4H)], we find a different coefficient for one of the terms in both
the energy and the momentum equations, as indicated explicitly in (3.5d) and (3.50).
This is due to the fact that, if we take the subrelativistic limit u? < 1 of (3.59)), we find

2¢2
lim 8, InA? = ——2
aritit 1+

(w-V)ngp, (3.67)

which shows that even though ~? — 1, its time-derivative contains a term of linear
order in uw and, hence, it cannot, in general, be neglected. Note that this argument
is equivalent to the one we gave in section to justify the need to keep terms of
order 72 in the conservation form to recover the correct subrelativistic limit. Only when
c? = 0 (i.e., matter-dominated fluid), this term can be neglected in the subrelativistic
limit. This term implies the following correction in (3.4d) and with respect to the

equations found when v — 1 and 0,y — 0 in previous work,

1 — 2
(u-V)lnﬁ—>1+z;(u~V)lnﬁ, (3.68)

in both the energy and momentum equations. In the subrelativistic limit, the Hubble
contribution to the energy equation is
7
p
Hence, as discussed in section[3.2] contrary to the fully relativistic case, it is now possible

=H[B-3(1+c)]. (3.69)

to choose f = 3 (1 + ¢2) to get rid of f%. Then, the conservation equations become

Orlnp=—1+AV-u—(1-c)(u-V)lng, (3.70a)
u+(u-Viu=u ch-u+cgllz§(u-V)lnﬁ+H(3c§—1)
2
— :c§V1nﬁ’ (3.700)

for which the Hubble friction only appears in the momentum equation. This set of

equations is equivalent to the one given by (13.294) and (3.298).

3.4.8. Conservation laws for specific values of c?

Let us now consider two special cases: radiation (¢ = 1/3) and matter (¢ < 1)

dominated fluids.

Equations for radiation-dominated fluid

For ¢2 = 1/3, the relativistic energy and momentum equations are

aTlnﬁ:—3_u2[V-u+%(u-V)lnﬁ]+7—[(6—4), (3.71)
GTu—ir(u~V)U—m[V~u+%(u'V)lnﬁ}—#Vlnﬁ, (3.72)
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where the momentum equation is conformally flat for any choice of 3, while the Hubble

term in the energy equation vanishes for g = 4. The conservation laws reduce to those
of (3.5d) and (3.50) in the subrelativistic limit.
Equations for matter-dominated fluid

For ¢? < 1, the fluid equations become those for usual hydrodynamics with an additional

Hubble friction term that takes into account the Universe expansion,

O-np+V-(ulnp)=H(B—3+u?), (3.73a)
uH Vp

Orut (u-Viu=—— — — 3.73b

(u- V) %5 (3.73b)

where the Hubble friction that appears in the momentum equation is independent of
the choice of 3. In the subrelativistic limit, the equations reduce to
Vi
O-np+V-(ulnp)=H(5—-3), 8Tu+(u-V)u:—u’H——~p. (3.74)
P
Then, for subrelativistic flows with ¢ < 1, it is clear that it is more convenient to
choose 8 = 3 in the scaling, as it allows to get rid of the Hubble term in the energy

equation.

3.5. Sound waves

In this section, linear perturbations of the perfect fluid equations of motion are studied.
For this purpose, we consider that the homogeneous background energy density evolves
with the scale factor as p ~ a3 (7% [see section for a background equation of state
p = wp. Let us consider perturbations p; and w over the background at rest. The
energy and momentum equations up to first order in perturbations are [see and
(3.660)],

Orpr=—(1+) oV -u+H[B-301+c)] o, (3.75a)
02 Vﬁl 2
= — 5 - ]_ . b
o-u T+ 7 +uH (3¢ —1), (3.75b)
where gy = a®>*®) 5 corresponds to the comoving background, independent of 7. In

first place, we note that the correction described in previous sections, which applies to
the term u - V In p does not affect the linearized equations but it can become relevant
in the non-linear regime. Secondly, it is convenient to choose 8 = 3 (1 +¢?) to get rid of
the Hubble friction in the energy equation, such that p; = a’p;. We note that ¢ and
w are not, in general, required to be equal, allowing the total energy of the Universe
to contain the fluid together with additional contributions. In terms of the normalized
energy density perturbations A, defined such that
2

B 1 ! 3 (c2—w)
)= _ : 3.76
rdm Arap” (3.76)
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where (1 + ¢?) po is the comoving background enthalpy, the energy and momentum

equations are
ON=~-V u, Oru=uHM (32 —1) - V. (3.77)

We note that for any other choice of 3, the energy equation would present an additional

source term
B-3(1+c)
1+4¢2

One directly finds from the momentum equation that fluid perturbations are aligned

OA=—-V - u+ (3.78)

with the gradients of the energy density perturbations. Equivalently, in Fourier space,
u = u”lAc. On the other hand, perpendicular fluid perturbations follow an exponential
decay (for ¢ < 1/3) or growth (for stiff equation of state ¢ > 1/3) due to the Hubble

friction,
uy =y (7o) exp[(Scz - 1)/ H(T') dT/} : (3.79)

Combining both energy and momentum equations, we find wave equations for A and

(expressed in momentum space k),
PN — (32— 1) HON+ 2PN =0, (3.80a)
Puy— (32 = 1) HOruy + [2k* — H'(3¢2 — 1)]y = 0. (3.800)

When ¢ = 1/3, the system reduces to free-propagating sound waves, whose dispersion

2 = 2k?. When ¢ # 1/3, the sound-wave perturbations present a time-
dependent Hubble friction (3¢2—1) H 8,U%, with U* = {\, u}, and the parallel velocity

field has an additional modification to the angular frequency w? — w? — H' (3¢ — 1),
2

relation is w

where w? = c2k?. In general, for a background equation of state p = wp, when w > —1/3

we can express the Hubble rate and its derivative in the following way

a' 2771 , 2772
a 143w’ # 1+ 3w (3:81)
Therefore, the homogeneous wave equations for A and u; become
N =20\ [T+ wXA =0, (3.82a)
uj| = 20u) /T + (W + 20 /7%y =0, (3.820)

where o = (3¢2 — 1)/(1 + 3w). The analytical solutions are

1 1
Mwr) = e (Wn)7 2T 1(wr) e (W) 2Y 1 (wr), (3.83a)
1 1
up(wr) =c3 (Wr)2J  1(wT)+es (W)Y 1 (wT), (3.830)
o—% o5

where J, and Y, are the Bessel functions of the first and the second kind, respectively.
Figure shows the evolution of A\ for arbitrary initial conditions such that c; = 0 for

different values of ¢ and w.
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Figure 2: Evolution of the sound wave perturbations A\ for an arbitrary choice of the

initial conditions, ¢, = 0. Free-propagating waves are found when ¢z = 1/3.

3.6. Imperfect fluids

The zero-th order approximation in hydrodynamics has been used in section [3| to
characterize perfect fluids. It is valid under the assumption that the distribution function
f of the fluid particles is the one found in thermal equilibrium, i.e., the Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution (see [9] for details on the relativistic equilibrium distribution
functions). The perfect fluid description holds when the collisions in the system are
frequent, such that they drive the fluid parcels to local thermal equilibrium (LTE)
in a time-scale g, /v that is shorter than those characterizing the fluid, being v the
typical particle velocity. This corresponds to the limit of small Knudsen number, Kn
= lnfp/L < 1, where [, is defined as the mean free path of the fluid particles and L a
characteristic length scale of the fluid fields.

In section [3.6.1] the distribution function is expanded using the Knudsen number
as the perturbative parameter, following Chapman-Enskog theory [69]. This allows
to describe imperfect fluids in the first order hydrodynamic approximation, leading to
Navier-Stokes equations describing viscosity, and to heat fluxes, described by Fourier’s
law of conductivity. In section [3.6.2] the Navier-Stokes and Fourier’s heat flux are
presented in a covariant relativistic formulation, following the classical irreversible
thermodynamics (CIT) approach, also known as first-order theories [70, 56, O]. A
known problem of the CIT approach is that it leads to fluid perturbations that are
allowed to propagate at unbounded speeds, violating the postulates of special relativity.
This is a consequence of the parabolic nature of the diffusion operators that appear in
Navier-Stokes viscosity ¥V 2u and Fourier’s law kK V2T, being v and & the shear viscous
coefficient and the conductivity.

A possible solution is to introduce relaxation times 7, to the equations, motivated

by the results found in kinetic theory, as proposed in [71] for the heat flux,

7.0-q + q = —kV*T, (3.84)
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where the inclusion of the 7,.0.q term makes the equation hyperbolic, and hence,
respecting causality, as it introduces a response time to changes in the temperature.
Following the pioneer work of [72, [73], leading to the Israel-Stewart equations, dynamical
equations for the transport coefficients (e.g., shear and bulk viscosity, and conductivity)
are introduced together with relaxation times, also known as the Maxwell-Cattaneo form
of the relativistic viscous hydrodynamic equations [9, [54]. For example, the deviatoric

viscous tensor is described using the following dynamical equation
019 4 TV = T1% | (3.85)

where 1:[1-]- corresponds to the deviatoric viscous tensor found under the CIT approach
(see section [3.6.2)). These models are known as extended irreversible thermodynamics
(EIT), or second-order theories. They are an active topic of research (see the review
[54]) and go beyond the scope of this work.

For simplicity, we will restrict ourselves to the CIT approach to describe Navier-
Stokes viscosity and will ignore heat fluxes in the following. Under this simplified
approach, one then needs to carefully check if superluminal velocity fields appear in
the simulations as a consequence of the viscous modelling. Furthermore, we will only
consider the Navier-Stokes contribution to the momentum equation in the subrelativistic
limit for simplicity. For simulations of early Universe MHD after the onset of radiation
domination and before recombination, the actual values of the viscosity are very small
[74], 20], usually orders of magnitude below values of the viscous coefficients that can be
realized in a realistic simulation (see, e.g., [10, 13|, 25, 4], [32] 37, [38, [44]). Therefore, a
viscous term is usually introduced to provide stability to direct numerical simulations, by
introducing a damping scale near the Nyquist frequency, which realistically reproduces
the large-scale dynamics as long as the resolution is enough to provide a developed
inertial range between the integral and the damping scale, determined by the Reynolds
number. In these situations, as the simulations are not resolving for the microphysics
at small scales, the relativistic description is not expected to affect the dynamics and
this approach is sufficient.

For further details on relativistic hydrodynamics of imperfect fluids we recommend

the reader [54, 0] and references therein.
3.6.1. First-order imperfect subrelativistic fluids

Viscous effects and heat fluxes arise due to collisions of the fluid particles that deviate
the distribution function with respect to LTE, such that df/dt # 0. The resulting

distribution function can be expanded in terms of the Knudsen number

FOXPp") = fo(X",p!) + (X", p") + O(Kn?), (3.86)
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where p# is the four-momentum, fy is the LTE distribution (e.g., Maxwell-Boltzmann,
or Maxwell-Jiittner in the relativistic limit [9]) and §f is the first-order perturbation in
the distribution function. This approach corresponds to Chapman-Enskog theory [69].
It provides a hydrodynamic description for imperfect fluids using the Knudsen number
as the perturbative parameter. In particular, the Knudsen numbers based on the shear
stress and the heat flux yield Navier-Stokes viscosity and Fourier law’s conductivity,
respectively. In the subrelativistic limit, the contribution to the momentum equation
due to first-order imperfect fluids is described by an additional contribution to the
stress-energy tensor T;; = Tf}f — II;;, where II;; is the deviatoric viscous stress tensor
[56] 74, [68], @, [75], B

K

p+p

0 = V - u is the fluid expansion scalar, 0 = S — 206", and SV = L(9'u! + du’) is

the rate-of-strain tensor. The (kinematic) shear and bulk viscous coefficients are v and

=2v0" +(057, (3.87)

¢, respectively.
A particular choice of the viscous coefficients is such that the stress-energy tensor
trace is zero, keeping the conformal invariance discussed in section [3.2]  This is
accomplished when the bulk viscosity vanishes, ( = 0, as ¢°;, = 0. This is usually
known as the Stokes assumption [68]. We note that the comoving rate-of-strain tensor
is ,
ou’
oxX,

Hence, an appropiate choice of the comoving kinematic viscosity is 7 = v/a.

9 = a1V ~ a®vp a'vpVu. (3.88)

The contributions to the energy equation due to heat fluxes ¢; is described by an
additional contribution to Tjy = Tz%f + ¢;, and ¢; = —k0;T, where k is the thermal
conductivity. Furthermore, a viscous dissipation term I1%S;; appears in the right-hand
side of the energy equation [68, 9. It represents the irreversible conversion of mechanical
to thermal energy through the action of viscosity. The inclusion of these terms to the
equations described in previous sections for a perfect fluid leads to the Navier-Stokes
equations, together with Fourier’s law of heat conduction. As these correspond to out-
of-equilibrium effects, both V - g and 1Y S;; are irreversible processes leading to an

increase of entropy.

Conservation form of Navier-Stokes equations

In MHD simulations of the primordial plasma in the radiation-dominated era of the
early Universe (see, e.g., [10, 25, 32]), Navier-Stokes description for viscosity has been
used (ignoring heat fluxes), which leads to the inclusion of (3.87) in the momentum
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equation [see (3.35)],

O, Tyi + O Tyf = fiy + 0119 = fiy + flsse (3.89)
Then, the viscous force corresponds to the divergence of the deviatoric tensor and takes
the following form, where we already normalize with the enthalpy p+ p as this term will
appear in the momentum equation, and assume a homogeneous  for simplicity,

ajﬁij foe V- (Qﬁ[ﬁ‘f‘ﬁ] ‘7)

= = =0 (Vu+iVO+2(c-V)In[p+p]). (3.90

'y, using the conformal transformation

Note that the comoving shear viscosity is 7 = a~
[T = STI%. To solve this system in the conservation form, one can follow the procedure
described in section to relate Tg% to Tgf“ , and then construct the viscous force from
(13-90)), where the velocity field can be obtained from Tsf“ using . Then, the viscous
force can be included in the force array F® in , as well as any additional forces that
might be exerted on the fluid (e.g., electromagnetic fields, as we will see in section .

The energy equation would also include the effect of viscous dissipation [see (i3.35])],

5j§fi + ajT;?f = fir + 1557 = fir + Fhee (3.91)
where -
ﬁ =2089S; - 206”. (3.92)

Non-conservation form of Navier-Stokes equations

In the following, we include the viscous force f*_ in the non-conservation form of the
energy and momentum equations, studied for perfect fluids in section (3.4l To find
the effect of viscous forces, we first note that this term leads to an additional term
in the evolution equation of the Lorentz factor [see , where we can generalize

fl’} — ffl + f*  due to the modifications in the momentum and energy equations,

visc

2 1+ u- fy wr o fo
O, In~? — 0, In~? s = vise 3.93
n Y Jr1+c§1—c§u2 p 1—c2u? p (3.93)

where the viscous forces are given by (3.90)) and (3.92)). While the term corresponding to

0

visc

force fvisc does not vanish in general in the subrelativistic limit. Therefore, its inclusion

the viscous energy dissipation is relativistic, the term corresponding to the viscous

can impact the energy and momentum equations and has not been considered in previous

work. However, when the shear viscosity is small, this term can be neglected.
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The resulting relativistic energy and momentum equations are

aTlnﬁz—ll_LCiQ[ u+:z§(u.vmnﬁ}+fg,
e _1@2 { V; (1+u%) =2 %1 : (3.94a)
st (ueVpu= [V el S e g e 1) - L
+(1 —CEUQ)VZ 12‘:203 u‘P{cViSC - 140—303 V;lﬁ 1Jic§ j;yls; (3.948)

Note that this system of equations can be generalized to any set of external forces fggt
by setting fL .. — fio.

In the subrelativistic limit, we find

Olnp=—-1+)V-u—(1-)(u-V)lng+H[B-3(1+)]

) Cf
+ Visc_2,u’ -{:WSC’ (395@)
p p
, 1 —c2 Fo
du+ (u-Viu=u|lV- u—l—csl+ > (u- V)lng+H(3cZ - 1) — Vplsc
26 u'fvisc C2 1 fvisc
— Vi 3.95b
e T e (3.950)

where the last term in the momentum equation is the term that had been included in
previous work (see, e.g., [10, 25, 32]). We note that f.. is proportional to j (1 + ¢2)
[see (3.90)], such that the prefactors 1/[(1 + c2)p] in the momentum equations cancel
out. On the other hand, the dissipation and work done by the viscous forces have not
been included in previous work, under the assumption that the shear viscosity is very
small [74].

3.6.2. Covariant formulation of Navier-Stokes viscosity

In the following, the Navier-Stokes description of viscosity in an appropriate
relativistic covariant formulation is described. For a covariant formulation of the heat
transfer contribution to the stress-energy tensor, see [II, [IT]. The viscous contribution to
the stress-energy tensor is described by the deviatoric viscous stress I[1#” in the following
way [4, 1T, [76], 54],

1
I = 200M" + GBI, o = 5" — On", (3.96)

where 6 = D, U, is the relativistic dilatational coefficient. S*” is the relativistic rate-of-
strain tensor,

S = — (kD U" + h**D,U") , (3.97)

l\DIr—l
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where h*” = g" 4+ UMUY is the spatial projection tensor [76] [77, ©9]. We can rearrange

(3.96) in the following way
2
" = 2vS* + oh*” (Q — §V) (3.98)
The term o*” is traceless by definition,

o, =S, — Lot =0, (3.99)

while the bulk viscosity yields an additional term with trace (6h*, = 3¢, which
corresponds to the trace of the viscous stress tensor, in the same way as for the relativistic

Navier-Stokes viscosity,
I, =3¢0 . (3.100)

Therefore, only when the bulk viscosity is zero, the equations of motion of a radiation-
dominated imperfect fluid in an expanding background are conformally flat [12]. As

done in the previous section, we will assume the Stokes’ hypothesis, setting ( = 0,
1" = 2vS" — 20vhH (3.101)

which corresponds to the relativistic extension of (3.87). Subtracting the deviatoric
tensor 1" to the stress-energy tensor of a perfect fluid TH = TI‘)‘;’ —II", we can express
the relativistic energy and momentum equations from ({3.35]),

O- Tyt + 0iTot = fly + o™ = fly + flie.. (3.102)

visc

The solution to this system of equations is complex as it involves time derivatives of
the primitive variables in the viscous forces. The time derivatives over II° and II%
leads in fact to second-order derivatives of the fluid variables v and w in the energy and

momentum equation.

4. Standard Electromagnetism: Maxwell equations

In order to describe the dynamics of charged fluids, we first need to introduce Maxwell
equations in an expanding Universe that will later be coupled to the equations of motion
of the fluid, following an MHD description. In the following, we set the time-like
signature (— + ++), i.e., m = 1, set X° =7, and a = 1, for simplicity.

4.1. Faraday tensor and covariant electromagnetic fields

We will only consider the U(1)gy sector of gauge fields as the classical electromagnetic

fields, such that we describe electromagnetism at temperature scales below the
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electroweak symmetry breaking. At larger temperatures, the electroweak force is
described by the group of symmetries SU(2);, x U(1)y. An Abelian U(1) gauge field
AP = (x, A") can be described using the Faraday tensor,

F,=90,A,—0,A,, (4.1)

which is, by definition, conformal invariant, i.e., F,, = D,A, — D,A,. The covariant

electromagnetic fields can be defined in the following way [76), [77]
E,=F,U", B,=F,U", (4.2)

where F,, = %EWQBF @8 is the Faraday dual tensor, and U* represents the four-
velocity of the observer that measures the electromagnetic fields. This definition of
the electromagnetic fields allows us to describe the fields as tensors, as the usual
electromagnetic fields are not invariant under Lorentz boosts. In fact an electric field
can be transformed into electric and magnetic fields, and viceversa in a boosted reference

frame. We note that the covariant electric and magnetic fields are orthogonal to U*,
E,U" =B, U"=0. (4.3)
Inverting (4.2)), one finds [76, [77]
F,, = EuesB*U? +U,E, —U,E,,  F" =E"PU,Es+U'B" —U"B". (4.4)

The covariant and contravariant Levi-Civita tensors are

A4 1 4 — 4
Eref = — /__gg“ = —a et aﬁa E,ul/oz,@ = \/__gguua,é’ = a45uuo¢67 (45)
where e*® = ¢,,,5 is the usual Levi-Civita symbol, taking a value of one for even
permutations of puraf with respect to 1230, —1 for odd permutations, and 0 when two

indices are repeated. The contraction of two Levi-Civita tensors is
E"”’\"EWQB = —E“VA"»EWW = 52% = 6252 — 6252 : (4.6)

In 3d we will define E¥* = E%/* and omit the index 0. For the comoving Hubble
observer with U* = (1,0,0,0)/a, we find the usual definitions of the electromagnetic
ﬁelds, EO = Bo = O, and

CLEZ' = -FiO = VZX — aTAi, aB; = lgijka‘lek = %giijjk =V X A. (47)

i 2

We denote as x the scalar potential and A the vector potential. Due to the
U(1) symmetry of the gauge field A,, we have freedom to choose a gauge, as any

transformation of the type x — x + 0% and A — A + V1 maintains the physical
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degrees of freedom (the electric and magnetic fields) the same. Raising indices with the

FLRW metric tensor g,, we find
E'=a%E; B'=a%B;. (4.8)
From (4.7)), we also note that
Fyj = a’eijpB* = agiBy . (4.9)

The electromagnetic fields measured in the reference frame of a fluid with peculiar
velocity w = da/d7r with respect to the Hubble observer, such that U* = ~(1,u;)/a,
have the following components

E'=~/a*(E-u,E+ux B), (4.10a)
B*=~/a*(B-u,B—uxE), (4.100)
where E;, = aE; and B; = aB; are the comoving components of the electromagnetic

fields,
Ei = CLEZ‘ = CL3Ei = Eo, Bz = CLBZ' = CLgBi = %Eﬁ‘jk}?jk . (411)
We note that the spatial components of the covariant electromagnetic fields EF* and
B* are not equivalent to the fields boosted to the fluid reference frame,
E =~vyE+uxB)—(y-—1)(E-u)u, (4.12a)
B =~vB-vxE)—(y—1)(B-u)u. (4.12b)

4.2. Conformal invariance and comoving electromagnetic fields

Once we have defined the comoving electromagnetic fields in an expanding Universe, let
us proceed to describe Maxwell equations, which are found from minimization of the

electromagnetism action,
S= / da /=g L(A", 9,A") (4.13)
where the Lagrangian in electromagnetism is [56), [7]
L=—L1P"E, + A, (4.14)

and an effective current J* is introduced to model the current density produced, for
example, by the charged particles in a plasma. Notice that the term J*A, does not
lead to a gauge invariant definition of the Lagrangian. However, the current density
J# is assumed to describe a sector whose interaction with the gauge fields is written

in the minimal coupling scheme, such that the term J*A, is included in the gauge
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invariant kinetic term of this additional sector (with A, coming from the gauge covariant
derivative) [78].
Minimizing the action of (4.13)) in a curved space-time yields the Euler-Lagrange

equations,

oL oL
D, — =0. 4.15
{8(8,,/1“) } 0A, (4.15)
For the first term, we find
10F* Fy,
- =" 4.16
4 0(0,A,) ’ (4.16)
which allows us to find the covariant formulation of Maxwell equations,
1
DyF" = —=0,(vV/—gF") = J*". (4.17)

V=9

We have already shown in section that when the trace of a conserved symmetric
tensor vanishes, the equations of motion are invariant under a conformal transformation
between two metric tensors g = Q%*(z*)g". On the other hand, the covariant
derivative of an antisymmetric tensor can always be conformally transformed, as the
term in depending on the connection coefficients vanishes.

Since the FLRW metric tensor maps to the Minkowski one as ¢ = a™?n"* when
the X° coordinate is set to conformal time, Maxwell equations in a FLRW expanding

Universe are equivalent to those in flat space-time under the conformal transformations
Fr = gt P oand J# = gt Jr [79],

O, Fr = Jr (4.18)

Furthermore, we will show in section [5| that the stress-energy tensor contributions from
electromagnetism are traceless (which is always true for an antisymmetric Faraday
tensor). Therefore, as long as the trace of the stress-energy tensor associated to the
fluid vanishes, which occurs for radiation-dominated fluids, then the MHD equations
will be conformally flat [10].

The electromagnetic fields under this transformation become [12]
B,=aB,, E,=aE,. (4.19)

From these expressions, we find B; ~ 1/a and B ~ 1/a® such that the energy density
B;B® ~ 1/a*, which is compatible with the evolution of radiation-like particles in a
FLRW Universe. As expected, the decay of the electromagnetic energy density is
absorbed in the comoving magnetic fields, B;B; = B2 ~ a°. The equivalent result
applies to the electric field. We also note that the comoving fields can be expressed
from the covariant terms of the Faraday tensor (Fy; and Fj;) and hence, the covariant

gauge field components A, are already comoving with a.
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To express the magnetic field in the rest frame we introduce the orthonormal basis

of tetrads e’(“;) with the properties
g‘“’eé)el&) = Mij » nijeé)el(j) =g", (4.20)

such that the magnetic field can be expressed as B* = B; eé‘i) [77, 20]. Then, one finds

that By = B° = 0 and the spatial components become the comoving magnetic field,
B;i=B'=aB'~1/d*, (4.21)

used in [10}, [12]. Hence, the comoving magnetic field is B; = a®>B; = aB;. We also define

the comoving electric field as Ei = ak;.

4.8. Covariant generalized Ohm’s law

To describe the current density, we introduce the covariant formulation of the generalized
Ohm’s law [77]
JH = pU" + o B, (4.22)

where p. and o are the charge density and the conductivity, respectively, as measured
in the fluid reference frame. We note that they are both Lorentz scalars obtained by
projecting J* in the parallel, J*U, = —p., and transverse, J, " = ok, directions
with respect to U*. Notice that U* in the generalized Ohm’s law corresponds to the
fluid four-velocity. Let us first consider a fluid in rest U* = (1,0,0,0)/a, such that the

components of the four-current are
Jt = (pe/a,cFy/a®) = J* = (pe, 5 E;), (4.23)

where we have defined the comoving charge density and conductivity, p. = a®p. and
0 = ao, respectively.
For a fluid with a peculiar velocity w with respect to the Hubble observer,

U" = ~(1,u;)/a, the components of the comoving four-current density are
JH :’y(ﬁe+6E-u, pett + 6[E + u X B]) (4.24)

This current density is the one that will enter Maxwell and the fluid equations of motion
when we consider charged fluids with peculiar velocities u with respect to the Hubble

observer.

4.4. Mazxwell equations in an expanding Universe

We now present the Maxwell equations, computed in the reference frame of the Hubble
observer with U* = (1,0,0,0)/a. Let us start with Gauss’ law, found when p = 0 in
(4.18]),

OF" =V -E=J"=(p. +6E -u)=p./y+u-J, (4.25)
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where J° corresponds to the comoving charge density of a fluid with peculiar velocity w
measured by a Hubble observer, and the last equality is found applying Ohm’s law [see
(4.24)]. Note that in the subrelativistic limit w - J ~ u? < 1 and we recover J° — j,.

Gauss’ law provides a constraint on the electric field and, when expressed in terms
of the gauge field A, = (x, 4;), it yields

0.(V-A)=0,I' =V - J°, (4.26)

where I' = 0;A; is the divergence of the vector potential. Ampere’s law is found from

taking p = 1,
QE® 4 0,F1 = 0. E4+V xB=J". (4.27)
Taking the divergence of Ampere’s law, we find the charge conservation equation
Ot =0,J° +0,J =0, (4.28)

which is a direct consequence of the antisymmetry of the Faraday tensor: Guj“ =
8M3,,F W = 0. In terms of the gauge field components A,, we find a second-order

differential equation in time for A;,
O?A; — 0.Vix + Vil — V24, = J; (4.29)

which can be solved for a particular gauge choice x = x(A4;). We note that this equation
can be obtained directly from (4.27)) from the Faraday tensor components, or taking into
account that B; = V x A and using the following vectorial identity

Vx(VxA)=-VA+V(V-A). (4.30)

4.5. Induction equation

In the early radiation-dominated Universe, after inflation, the conductivity becomes
very large [74], 20]. In this limit, it is possible to neglect the displacement current 0. E;
and the charge density p. with respect to the conductivity, as commonly done in MHD.

This can be understood introducing Ohm’s law in Ampere’s law,
(8, +76)E +vpu=—6ux B+ V x B. (4.31)

Comparing the two terms in brackets, we find that the displacement current can be
neglected when the time scale of the electric field oscillations is longer than the Faraday
time Tparaday = 7/7 [80], where 7 = 1/ is the comoving magnetic diffusivity. Under

this assumption, we find

VxB=J=vpu++v(E+uxB). (4.32)
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We note that this is valid in the large conductivity limit unless the frequency of the
electric field oscillations becomes very large.

At this stage, although not necessary, it is useful to introduce the remaining Maxwell
equations using Bianchi identities. However, they can also be directly obtained from
the relations of the vector potential A and the electromagnetic fields given in (4.7). For
this purpose, we note that any Faraday tensor described in terms of a gauge field A,

satisfies the Bianchi identities,

1
F[,u,l/;cr] = 5 (F,uy;a + Fo’,u;zx + Fzzo;,u - Fu,u;a - Fcn/;,u - F,uo;z/)

= Fw/;a + Fau;u + Fya;u =0. (433)
Contraction of these identities with %E“m"’ yields a conservation law for the dual

Faraday tensor.
D,F" =0. (4.34)

Noting that F*” is equivalent to F* under the transformation EF* — —B* and
B¥ — E* then the Gauss’ law for magnetic fields and the Faraday’s law can be obtained

under this transformation, setting the magnetic sources to zero,
V-B=0, 08,B=-VxE. (4.35)

We note that these laws are obtained due to the invariance of the Faraday tensor over
coordinate transformations and they do not add new dynamics. Indeed, we find that

these equations are trivially satisfied when we introduce the gauge field A,,,
V.- B=V-(VxA =0, 9VxA=VxVx-VxE=-VxE. (436)

In the limit of large conductivity, when the displacement current can be neglected,
we can introduce Ohm’s law in Faraday’s law to find the induction equation for the

magnetic field
0;,B=-VxE=Vx(uxB-7J/y+ipu)~V x (uxB)+iV>B, (4.37)

where the approximation holds in the subrelativistic limit for neutral plasmas (g, = 0).

In terms of the vector potential, the induction equation is

DA=ux(VxA)+L(V2A-VD)+ijpu~uxB—il,  (4.38)
Y

where we note that the vector potential has a gauge freedom as discussed before.
4.6. Summary

In this section, the comoving Maxwell equations in the reference frame of the Hubble
observer U* = (1,0,0,0)/a have been described,

V-E=J°, V-B=0, O.E=V xB-J, 0.B=V x E, (4.39)
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where the components of the current density can be given from the generalized Ohm’s

law for a fluid with peculiar velocity w, charged density p., and conductivity &,

J=pe/y+u-J, J' =76(E+ux B)+vp.u. (4.40)
In the limit of large conductivity, the displacement current can be neglected,
yielding J =V x B, and simplifying the system to one dynamical variable, described

by the induction equation,
0,B =V x (ux B) +7V?B + 7.V x u—ij (1 —u?)(J x V), (4.41)

where the last term can be expressed as J x V7 = (V- V)B — (B - V)y. The electric
field is
E=iJ/y—uxB—ipu. (4.42)

5. Relativistic MHD in an expanding Universe

In section [3] the equations of motion of a fluid with zero current density have been
presented. In the present section, charged fluids are described. In this case, the equations
of motion become coupled to Maxwell equations, studied in an expanding background
in section [d The equations of motion are described in an expanding homogeneous and
isotropic FLRW background, and the results are extended with respect to previous work
to relativistic peculiar velocities, presenting the set of equations for the stress-energy
components 7% (conservation form) and for the fluid primitive variables p and u (non-
conservation form), together with the electromagnetic fields E and B. As in previous
sections, we consider X° = 7, m = 1 (space-like signature), and a = 1 in this section,
for compactness.

In previous numerical work using the PENCIL CoODE (cf. [10, 25 82]), the MHD
equations were considered for a radiation-dominated fluid with ¢? = %, such that the
system of equations becomes conformally flat (see discussions in sections [3.2] and [3.4.3)).

The equations were considered in the subrelativistic limit of fluid perturbations,

&mﬁ:—évnuﬂpvm@+%mﬁ+u(jxéﬂ, (5.1a)
8Tu+(u'V)u:%(V'u+u~Vln,5)—%[ﬁjQ—i—u-(ij)}
AV SixByliv. (piva), (5.1b)

i 1 p

where the 2V - (pro) corresponds to a Navier-Stokes description of the viscosity,
as discussed in section in the subrelativistic limit. We have already shown in
sections and that this system of equations is missing a few corrections in the

purely hydrodynamical limit (i.e., in the absence of electromagnetic fields) and have
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extended the equations to the full relativistic regime. Furthermore, these equations
have been extended to include Hubble friction terms for deviations of ¢? with respect
to 1/3, and to include contributions to the energy density due to the work exerted
by the viscous force as well as irreversible viscous dissipation through f,fisc, within the
subrelativistic Navier-Stokes description, presented in section|3.6.1l Taking into account

these corrections, indicated in red, we will find in this section the following subrelativistic

MHD equations (for ¢2 = 1/3) [see (5.33d) and (5.334)],

0-np= [V -ut hu-V)inj] +%[ﬁj2—u- (J x B)]. (5.20)
8T'u,—|—(u~V)u:%[V‘u+%(u~V)lnﬁ} —%[ﬁj2+éu~ (jxé)]
1 3 = = 2 s
—ZVlnp+4—ﬁJ><B+EV-(pya), (5.2b)

where the viscous work and dissipation contributions to the energy equation, F2%_ . and

visc
0
visc?

the reason for the corrections in the electromagnetic terms is again due to subrelativistic

have been neglected as in previous work for comparison. As we will show below,

contributions of 9, In~?2.

In the following, we also extend the MHD equations including electromagnetic
stresses in the equations of motion in the fully relativistic regime and show similar
corrections that apply in the subrelativistic limit. We will consider the situations when
the displacement current can be neglected and when it cannot be neglected. In the
former case, the system of fluid equations are closed with the induction equation (see
section ,

0,B=V x(uxB-nJ), J=VxB. (5.3)
On the other hand, when the displacement current cannot be neglected, the fluid

equations need to be solved together with Maxwell equations (in the Weyl gauge, Ay = 0)

0.B=-V x E, 0.E=VxB-J, V-E=J°, (5.4)

and with the generalized Ohm’s law,

J=6(E+uxB)+pu. (5.5)
Furthermore, in this case, it is more convenient to express the Lorentz force in (5.24)
and (5.28) in terms of the electric field, as it is now a computed dynamical variable.

5.1. Electromagnetic stress-energy tensor

The stress-energy tensor from electromagnetism can be directly computed from the
Lagrangian taking into account that Einstein equation is obtained from the Einstein-

Hilbert action,
oL

T = g = 25

(5.6)
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where the Lagrangian of electromagnetism is given in (4.14]), leading to the following
stress-energy tensor
EM o Ao
T;u/ = Fp, FI/O - igm/F F/\O’ . (57)

The electromagnetic stress-energy tensor is traceless
T =TH = —F" F,, + 19" F " F\, = 0. (5.8)

Therefore, the equations of motion in an expanding FLRW Universe are conformally

flat when the fluid is radiation-dominated with ¢} = 3 making the trace of the total

stress-energy tensor to vanish. The comoving electromagnetic stress-energy tensor is
T,E/M — QQTEVM _ GQFMJ Fya . lenuuaZlF)\OF)\U ) (59)

The contraction of the Faraday tensor is

a4F’\UF)\0 = 2a4F0iFm + CL4FijEj = -2 E2 + 57ﬁjl€7ﬁjk-§kél = -2 <E~2 — BQ) . (510)
The comoving components of the electromagnetic stress-energy tensor are
T = a°FOF° — La'F F,, = {(E* + B?), (5.11a)
Ty = —a’FYF', = Ejei, B, = (E x B);, (5.110)
T];JM = CLGFiOFjO —+ (IGFﬂFjl - %0,4F)\OF)\U 5ij = —EzEJ — Bléj + %(Sz](EQ + B2) y (5110)
corresponding 7% to the electromagnetic energy density, 7% the Poynting vector, and
T the electromagnetic stresses.

The equations of motion are then equivalent to those in (3.89)) and (3.91)), or (3.35)

in the absence of imperfect fluid contributions, after including the electromagnetic stress-

energy tensor components,

O, T + 9, T = f 4 f~ (5.12)

visc ?
where TH = TH + Tlff”, being Trﬁ‘fy = (p+ p)UHU"Y — pgh the stress-energy tensor of
a perfect fluid. We note that, as before, the equations of motion are conformally flat
when =4, a =1, and p = 3p.
5.2. Lorentz force in covariant formulation

The electromagnetic contribution to the conservation laws in an expanding background

can be recast in the following way,
aNT}gI\V/[ - _fﬁor = _jupuuv (513)

where we have defined the comoving Lorentz force f/ = a'ff = J,F"™. Let us proof

that the Lorentz force is equivalent to —8“THEVM (in Minkowski space-time for brevity),

— 0Ty = —0, (FFF” , — Ly FA ) = —FY,0,F" = F", J7 = f*. (5.14)



Relativistic magnetohydrodynamics in the early Universe 49
We have introduced Maxwell equations 9, F*? = —J? and used the following relation

F*0,F,, = 10,(F* F\,) = sF"9,F,, . (5.15)

To prove this relation, we first exploit the antisymmetry of the Faraday tensor to write

FF (0, Fyo — 30,F ) = s F* (0, Fy0 — 0,F 5 + 0,F,,) . (5.16)

Then, we can apply Bianchi identities 0, F,, + 0, F, 4+ 05 F),, = 0, to finally prove ((5.15)),

Fr(0,Fyo 4+ 30, F ) = —3F* (0, F sy + 0,F,) =0, (5.17)

which is zero as it corresponds to the product of a symmetric and an antisymmetric
tensor. The proof is equivalent in expanding background due to conformal invariance.

The components of the Lorentz force are

fgor:jiFOi:E'J,

fi,=JoF°+ F7 = J°E+J xB. (5.18)
As in the case of imperfect fluids with viscous forces, the temporal component of
the Lorentz force corresponds to irreversible energy dissipation, Joule heating, which
converts electromagnetic into thermal energy.

When the displacement current can be neglected, Ohm’s law can be used to express

f0 in terms of B and J,
fBor:E'j:ﬁJQ—i_u'jXB; (519)
where we have considered the subrelativistic limit and assumed a neutral plasma with
pe = 0 for simplicity.
Note that we can alternatively show the relation 0,Tfy; = — fr.. component by

component using Maxwell equations, and these relations will be useful in the following.
Let us start with v = 0,
O, Tons + 0 T0a; = 10, (E? + B?) + €,50,(E; B))
=E-(,E-VxB)+B-(0,B+VxE)-E-J=—f . B(520)
For the component v = 7, let us first compute the time derivative of the Poyntig flux
using Maxwell equations, 0, FE =V x B—J and 0,B = -V x E,
O, T = 0-(E x B) = €, B0, E; + €, E,;0. By
— B,;0;B; — B;0;B; — E;0,E; + E;0;E; — (J x B);. (5.21)
Then, 9,T#, becomes
0, Toas + 0;Tih = 0,(E x B); — 0;(EiE;) — 8;(B;B;) + 16,(E* + B?)
— —E;(V-E)-Bi(V-B)—(J x B); = —fi,,, W (5.22)
where we have used Gauss laws, V - E=J%nd V- -B=0.
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5.3. Conservation form of the MHD equations

The MHD equations of motion given in already represent a solvable system
expressed in the conservation form. We can evolve these MHD equations, solving for
T = T% + T®; and T = T% + TY, as the dynamic variables, after describing
T =T+ Tg\ as a function of T, as done in section 3.3 for the perfect fluid system.
As we know the relation between the ratio r and the Lorentz factor in terms of T% for
the perfect fluid, given in (3.39)), one finds

,  THTY _ (T% — E x B) (T" - E x B) _ - (5.23)

5 .

@’ (T~ o’ ()

where the electromagnetic energy density is ppv = %(EQ + 32), and we have used an
equation of state such that p = ¢?p. Hence, once that the electromagnetic fields are
known, 72 can be computed, and then solve for the Lorentz factor using , such
that the T% can be computed in the following way

19 = Ty + T = Ty + [(1+ il +20)5. (5.24)
with
~ Tgfo TOO — ﬁEM i Tgfz TOi — E X B (5 o5 )
= = s u = — = — . a
P+ -2 (+d)y-a I+2)p? (+a2)p?

This procedure allows us to compute the fully relativistic system of MHD equations in
their conservation form.

An alternative conservation form of the MHD equations is found exploiting the fact
that the divergence of the electromagnetic stress-energy tensor can be expressed as the
Lorentz force, 9, Ty = — fr., as seen in section Then, the conservation laws can
be expressed in the following way,

O Tot + 0TI = fig + flie + fLo (5.26)

pf — visc
where the components of the Lorentz force are given in (5.18).

In this case, the dynamical variables are the perfect fluid components of the stress-
energy tensor, while the extrinsic curvature, the Lorentz force, and the Navier-Stokes
viscosity act as external forces. This system can be directly computed as described
above, and in section [3.3] after we have computed the electromagnetic fields.

The equations of motion of the stress-energy components are coupled to Maxwell
equations and the generalized Ohm’s law, which have been described in section 4] We
then need to solve the MHD equations coupled to the Maxwell equations, as given in
, to evolve the electric and magnetic fields, together with the equations of motion
of TH or TI’;O, and Ohm’s law that describes the components of the current density,

given in ({4.40)).
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When the displacement current can be neglected, V x B = J, and it is enough
to evolve the magnetic field using the induction equation, given in , where Ohm’s
law has already been applied to describe the electric field in Maxwell equations. The
electric field can then be computed using .

Note that we can also solve Maxwell equations in terms of the gauge field A,

ensuring the divergence-free condition V - B =0. For a generic gauge,
0.A=Vy—E, 0.E=—-V?A+VIl—J, O.T =V —J°, (527

where y is the electrostatic potential, which can be arbitrarily chosen due to the gauge

freedom, and I' = V - A. The induction equation in terms of A is

RA=ux(VxA) -igJ+Vyx, J=-V>A4+VI. (5.28)

5.4. Non-conservation form of the relativistic MHD equations

5.4.1. Relativistic equations

The computation for the non-conservation form of the fluid equations follows an
analogous calculation to those of sections and [3.6, where we now include the
clectromagnetic Lorentz forces, setting f*  — fl. = f“. .+ fI' in and .
The relativistic energy and momentum MHD equations are (already presented in the
introduction in (1.2d)) and (1.24)))

3 1+¢? 1—c? _ 0
1 ﬁot 2 U'ftot
— (1 -2 —= 5.29
1—c§u2[ﬁ( + ) D ’ ( a)
8Tu+(u'V)u:L c2V«u—|—621_cz('UuV)lnﬁ+?’—l(362—1)—ftoot
e Tre S 7
2uc? u- fior 2 Vlnﬁ+ 1 Fiot (5.200)

TTraU-ad) pp 1+ 2 1td i
The energy conservation equation contains irreversible Joule heating, already introduced
in previous work with PENCIL CODE, while it also contains the work exerted by the
Lorentz and viscous forces, which convert thermal energy into kinetic energy when

u - ftot > 0 and kinetic into thermal when u - f tot < 0.

Evolution of the Lorentz factor

Similarly as for perfect and imperfect fluids, the time derivative of the squared Lorentz

factor contains subrelativistic terms. The generic time derivative of the Lorentz factor,
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in the full relativistic regime, is obtained setting by adding fﬁ‘or to the Hubble and

viscous forces in (3.61)) and (3.93)), respectively

2 1+ccuu- fL u? fo
d:Inv* — 9, In~” = — Lot 5.30
n n +1—1—031—03112 p 1—c2u?® p (5:30)

In the subrelativistic limit, the contributions to 9, In~? due to electromagnetic forces
(and any other potential forces in the system) are then non-negligible,

263 2 u - ftot

lim 0,1 = -V)Inp 31
Jim 0 n~? 1+C§(u V) np—i—l_ch F (5.31)
5.4.2. Subrelativistic limit of the MHD equations
The subrelativistic limit of (5.29d) and (5.290) is
Ormp=—-14+)V-u—(1-¢)(u-V)Ing+H[B-3(1+)
O .
o g Fuo (5.32a)
p p
2 1 _ Cg ftoot
du+(u-Viu=u|cV- 'u,+cSl+ S(u- V)lng+H (32 —1) — =&
Cs P
2uc2u'ftot c? 1 ftot
: — Vin 5.32b
1+¢ p 1+ 2 1+c§ ) ( )

In particular, when the displacement current can be neglected, and there are no
charge densities (p. = 0), can be used for fﬁor, and the Lorentz force is given in
. Then, using the Navier-Stokes description for the viscous forces [see and
(3-92))], one finds the following system of equations for the subrelativistic MHD in an

expanding background,

Ormp=—-14+)V-u—(1-¢)(u-V)Inp+H[B—-3(1+c)]

1, = ~ o~
[0 - u (I X B)] + P (5.33a)
2 o 1—¢ 0
du+(u-Viu=u|c V- u+csl+02(u V)ilnp+H B —1) — Gl
ul. = 1-¢2 ~ 2 3
_u : B)| - 5 w1
ﬁ{J+1+CE ( ) Ty Y mp
1 JxB 2 .
1+ ;V'(”p")- (5.33b)
where
’ 41 + 2
Frise =2 (1+CS)(S”SU—§92)—(—chS)V-(ﬁﬂa), (5.34)
p
4 c?

Goise = 27 (1 + ) (SY Sy — 36°) — =V (o). (5.35)
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5.4.3. Conservation laws for specific values of c?

As done in section for perfect fluid hydrodynamics, let us now consider two

1

specific cases: ¢? = 3 and 2 < 1. We set 3 = 4 for the rescaling of the energy density

(see section [3.2)).

Equations for radiation-dominated fluid

For ¢2 = 1/3, the relativistic energy and momentum equations are

. _ 3f0 3 -
8T111p:—3_u2[v~u+%(u~V)lnp———ftﬁt(1+u2)+2—ﬁu~ftot], (5.36a)
8u+(u-V)u:L[V-u—kl(u-V)lnﬁ—i’)&qLiu-f ]

i (3 — u?)y? 2 poo2p
1 - 3 =
—WVIHp + W ftot . (536b)

Equations for matter-dominated fluid

For ¢2 < 1, the MHD equations become
2 -
O-np+ V- (ulnp) =H1+u*) + 21 +u?) - Zu- fror, (5.37a)
P P

Vi o F
bt (u-vyun Tl
A Y S L

(5.37b)

5.5. Transverse Alfvén waves

In this section, we study one of the most relevant waves in an MHD system, the
transverse Alfvén waves, with the objective to show how does the Alfvén speed depend
on the equation of state ¢ and show how the Alfvén speed can become superluminal
when one neglects the displacement current, even if the bulk motion is subrelativistic.
This issue can be fixed using the Boris correction, which will be discussed in section [5.6]

For simplicity, we will ignore dissipative effects like viscosity and magnetic
diffusivity and consider a neutral plasma with p. = 0. We also neglect the Hubble
friction, which vanishes for a radiation-dominated fluid and, otherwise, it complicates
the computation of the perturbations due to the time-dependence of the Hubble rate H.
However, the procedure to compute the perturbations including the expansion of the
Universe would be equivalent to the one presented in section 3.5l For this reason, in this
section and section we drop the tildes in the comoving variables, as the Universe

expansion is neglected. Then, the subrelativistic ideal MHD equations (with g = 4) are
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see (5:33d) and (5:330)

1
Ormp=—-14+)V-u-—(1-¢)(u-V)lnp—-u-(J x B), (5.38a)
p
orut (u-Viu=u|’V -u+c _Cz(u V)In —El_cgu (J x B)
T - S S1+C§ P /)1—1-63
c? 1 JxB
———VI . 5.38b
1+4¢2 np+1—|—c§ p ( )

When the displacement current can be neglected, the magnetic field evolutions is

governed by the ideal induction equation,
0,B =V x (u X B) : (5.39)

Let us consider linear perturbations above a background homogeneous magnetic
field By = Byé,, B = By + B e*® T 4y = ue**=7 5 = po + p1eF T where
the perturbations occur in the direction of the homogeneous magnetic field and in the

plane perpendicular to it, k = kjé, + k,é,. The induction equation yields,

—kjus
WBl =—k x (’U,l X Bo) = B[) —k’”lby . (540)
kLuy
The current density is in this case
k1B, — kB,

_kLBx
such that the Lorentz force components are (up to first-order), f,. =0, and

fLor =JxB= 'LBO kf”By — kJ_BZ . (542)
0

Note that w - f1o only contains terms of second order.
Transverse Alfvén waves correspond to fluid perturbations in the direction
perpendicular to both k and B, i.e., u,. The momentum equation in this direction,

neglecting all terms of second or higher order, is

B, By

Wy + kH—(l n Cg)po

=0 = up(w* — kfvx) =0, (5.43)

which corresponds to transverse Alfvén waves with group speed

vy = _ B (5.44)
P+ '
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Note that in regions where the energy density is very small or the magnetic field is very
large, the Alfvén speed can grow unbounded, leading to superluminal speeds. This is a
consequence of neglecting the displacement current, as indicated in [81], and the Alfvén
speed can be corrected including the Boris correction in the momentum equation, as we

will show in the next section.

5.6. Boris correction for relativistic Alfvén speeds

In MHD simulations, it is common to neglect the displacement current, as the
conductivity is usually larger than the oscillation frequency of the electric field (see
section . However, we have shown that the resulting Alfvén waves can propagate
faster than the speed of light, independently of the values of the bulk velocity [see
(5.44)]. To correct this effect in the limit of subrelativistic bulk motion, u? < 1, the
Boris correction was proposed in [81]. In the following, we reproduce Boris correction
adapted to the MHD system in an expanding Universe with a relativistic equation of
state p = ¢?p. Note that in this section, all the assumptions taken to study Alfvén waves
in the previous section are dropped, and only recovered at the end of the section when
the application of Boris correction to Alfvén waves is taken into account.

In first place, note that the Lorentz force that appears in the momentum equation

can be recast in terms of the divergence of the electromagnetic tensor, fﬁor = —8HT]§’1(/I
[see (5.22))],
fi = —0,(Bx B, +0,[E'E + BB — L59(E 4 B)]. (5.45)

In the limit of ideal MHD (7] — 0), we can set E = —u x B from Ohm’s law, such that
quadratic terms in E; are proportional to u? and, hence, of a higher order than the time
derivative of the Poynting vector and the magnetic stresses.

Then, the subrelativistic momentum equation in this limit can be expressed as [see

(5-330)],

(ux B) x B 2 p1—¢f ~ 2 0
Or|u= ey | T UGV et e VI HEE — 1) — G
u =) 1—C§ ~ ~ 1 VP
(e . _Z . B)| — _ 4
(w-V)u ﬁ[nJ Firaw (I ] e (649

where the total pressure tensor P incorporates the isotropic fluid pressure, the deviatoric

viscous stresses, and the magnetic field pressure,
Pi’ = péij -2 (1 + Cz) ﬁﬁaij — BzB] + %5@'32 . (547)
The term in the left-hand-side of (5.46|) can be expressed as [81], 82] [83]

(uxé)xﬁ_

w - (1+2)p =u(l+ U/i) - Ui(i’ . u)l; = Uy [51‘3' + Ui((sij — le;])} , (5.48)
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where we have defined the Alfvén speed v2 = B2/[(1+¢2)5] and b = B /v, is the unitary

magnetic field. In matrix form, this can be expressed as

(ux B) x B 5 o
olu———"S—| =0ul|l I-0bb)|, 5.49
which has the following inverse
[T+02(I—bb)] " = — 4 [T —02ya(b'T — bb)] | (5.50)
1 —y40v3b
where 74 = (1 + v3)7! is the relativistic Alfvén correction. Then, the momentum

equation can be expressed in the following way,

Do = ——2 [T — v3ya(b T — bb)] x RHS(u), (5.51)
1 — yav3b?

where RHS(w) is the right-hand side of (5.46)). In the limit b2 < 1, the inverse of the
matrix in ([5.50) reduces to [83]

[+ 03 (I —bb)] ™" =T — yav} (I — y.abb). (5.52)
Hence, in this limit the momentum equation can be expressed as
0-u =RHS(u) + Feo»r (5.53)
where F,, is the Boris correction for relativistic Alfvén speeds (in the <1 limit),
Foorr = —yav3 (I — v4bb) x RHS(uw) . (5.54)

Let us now focus on Alfvén transverse waves, studied in section [5.5, under this
correction. When we include the subrelativistic term of the displacement current, i.e.,
the time derivative of the Poynting vector, in the momentum equation, the additional
term in leads to the modification of the left-hand-side d,u — fygl O-u (see

applied to direction perpendicular to the homogeneous magnetic field), where

1

- 5.55

YA

is the relativistic correction to the Alfvén speed. Then, the dispersion relation in ([5.43|)
becomes
Uy (w? — k‘ﬁviw;) =0, (5.56)

and the transverse Alfvén speed gets corrected: v; — viya < 1 [R1], ensuring

subluminal propagation of the MHD perturbations.
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5.7. Magnetosonic waves

In this section, we focus on the perturbations introduced in section when the velocity
field is in the plane perpendicular to the transverse Alfvén waves, i.e., the plane defined
by the direction of the perturbations and the direction of the homogeneous background
magnetic field. As done for sound waves in section we define the energy density
fluctuations, A = (p1—po)/[(1+¢2)po]. In the linearized theory, the energy equation does
not contain contributions from the electromagnetic fields, as they are of higher-order
and one finds [see (3.77)],

A= ——. (5.57)

w

The momentum equation in the y-direction, parallel to the perturbations, k 1, 1s

, ) kyBy, — k. B,
—Zwuy’)/A = Zk C)\‘i"lm 0,
= u, (W — kK ya + k‘ﬁcf'm) — usk 1 kyc2y40, (5.58)

where we have defined the magnetosonic speed ¢ = ¢ + v%, and already introduced

the Boris correction. The momentum equation in the parallel direction to By is
—iwu.y ' = =i kN = us (WP — kfcdya) —ugkikyciya = 0. (5.59)

Hence, in matrix form, the perturbations can be expressed as

2 2.2 c2
w® — k*civa + k:”cS’yA —/ﬂku CsvA Uy _ 0 . (5.60)
_kLkHCs’YA kHCS U, 0

The eigenvalues of the equation yielding the dispersion relation are obtained when the

determinant vanishes
wt — Wik + k‘zkz UAC 74 =0. (5.61)

This expression corresponds to magnetosonic waves. The solution to the dispersion

relation is

=k’ + ’yAk\/ k% chy — kjjvics. (5.62)

The two solutions to the dispersion relation correspond to the fast and slow magnetosonic
waves in the plasma, for the positive and negative signs, respectively.
In particular, the perturbations propagating at an angle 6 with respect to the

homogeneous magnetic field can be described setting k: / k? = cos? 0,

w® = IyakPcl £ va k:2\/4 . —cos?Ovic2. (5.63)
In the perpendicular direction, 6§ = 7/2,

w? = yak?c, (5.64)
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6. Conclusions

In the present work, the relativistic magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) equations for
perfect fluids in the early Universe are reviewed, studied in an expanding background
described by the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric tensor under
the assumptions of homogeneity and isotropy of the early Universe.

The MHD equations in an expanding background presented in this review are
relevant to study the dynamics of the primordial plasma during the epoch when the
Universe was dominated by radiation. For example, the dynamics of primordial magnetic
fields, cosmological phase transitions, and gravitational wave production, among other.

The relativistic equations for perfect fluids have been presented both for the
purely hydrodynamical system (i.e., in the absence of electromagnetic fields or for
non-conducting fluids) and for the MHD system, and in the conservation and non-
conservation forms. In the former, the T% components of the stress-energy tensor
are dynamically evolved, and then the fluid primitive variables, i.e., the comoving
energy density p and the peculiar velocity w, are then reconstructed from 7°*. In
the non-conservation form, the equations become more complicated but the primitive
variables can be directly evolved in the system. The effects due to deviations of the
distribution function with respect to local thermal equilibrium, i.e., imperfect fluids,
are also briefly discussed, as well as their extension to relativistic imperfect fluids.
However, for simplicity, only the Navier-Stokes subrelativistic description for viscous
effects is considered in the resulting MHD equations presented in section 5] Up to our
knowledge, we present the expressions for the non-conservation form of the relativistic
MHD equations for the first time.

We present the subrelativistic limit of the MHD equations and find that in previous
work, the omission of time derivatives of the Lorentz factor also neglected terms that
are predominantly subrelativistic. The inclusion of these terms slightly modify some
of the coefficients that appear in the conservation laws. The corrections in the present
work might be relevant for early Universe studies and should be addressed in the future.

Finally, we have discussed linear perturbations in the hydrodynamic system, i.e.,
sound waves, and in the MHD system, i.e., Alfvén and magnetosonic waves. We describe

the Boris correction that allows to consider relativistic Alfvén speeds.
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