arXiv:2309.00512v1 [hep-th] 1 Sep 2023

Relativistic hydrodynamic fluctuations from an effective action: causality, stability, and the information current

Nicki Mullins,^{1, ∗} Mauricio Hippert,^{1, †} Lorenzo Gavassino,^{2, ‡} and Jorge Noronha^{1, §} 1Illinois Center for Advanced Studies of the Universe Department of Physics, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801, USA 2Department of Mathematics, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, TN, USA (Dated: September 6, 2023)

Causality is necessary for retarded Green’s functions to remain retarded in all inertial frames in relativity, which ensures that dissipation of fluctuations is a Lorentz invariant concept. For firstorder BDNK theories with stochastic fluctuations, introduced via the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism, we show that imposing causality and stability leads to correlation functions of hydrodynamic fluctuations that only display the expected physical properties at small frequencies and wavenumber, i.e., within the expected regime of validity of the first-order approach. For second-order theories of Israel and Stewart type, constructed using the information current such that entropy production is always non-negative, a stochastic formulation is presented using the Martin-Siggia-Rose approach where imposing causality and stability leads to correlators with the desired properties. We also show how Green’s functions can be determined from such an action. We identify a Z2 symmetry, analogous to the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger symmetry, under which this Martin-Siggia-Rose action is invariant. This modified Kubo-Martin-Schwinger symmetry provides a new guide for the effective action formulation of hydrodynamic systems with dynamics not solely governed by conservation laws. Furthermore, this symmetry ensures that the principle of detailed balance is valid in a covariant manner. We employ the new symmetry to further clarify the connection between the Schwinger-Keldysh and Martin-Siggia-Rose approaches, establishing a precise link between these descriptions in second-order theories of relativistic hydrodynamics. Finally, the modified Kubo- Martin-Schwinger symmetry is used to determine the corresponding action describing diffusion in Israel-Stewart theories in a general hydrodynamic frame.

I. INTRODUCTION

Much of modern theoretical physics is constructed from the framework of effective field theory (EFT); the idea that physical models can be systematically built, order-by-order in some expansion parameter, using effective degrees of freedom and symmetries [1, 2]. A classic example of this approach is fluid dynamics, which describes the late-time, long-wavelength evolution of some set of conserved quantities, such as energy, momentum, and particle (baryon) number [3]. In the non-relativistic limit, viscous fluids are traditionally studied using the famous Navier-Stokes equations [3], which are known to describe a wide range of physical phenomena [4, 5].

One key feature present in fluids is the existence of irreversible processes and, hence, dissipation. The fluctuation-dissipation theorem [6, 7] dictates that a thermal system with dissipation will also experience fluctuations in its thermodynamic quantities. Therefore, a complete EFT approach for hydrodynamics requires the proper inclusion of these fluctuations. Typically, thermal fluctuations are modeled by including stochastic sources in the hydrodynamic theory, resulting in stochastic partial differential equations [8]. While in principle such equations can be solved directly, much progress has been made by recasting the stochastic dynamics in a path integral form. Using this approach, the fluctuating hydrodynamic system is mathematically similar to a quantum field theory, allowing for powerful field theory techniques to be employed [9–13]. In fact, these techniques have been widely applied to study non-relativistic fluctuating systems [14]. However, fundamental challenges still abound when it comes to relativistic fluids.

∗ nickim2@illinois.edu † hippert@illinois.edu ‡ lorenzo.gavassino@vanderbilt.edu § jn0508@illinois.edu

Early attempts to generalize the Navier-Stokes equations to relativity were made by Eckart [15] and Landau and Lifshitz [3]. While the EFT construction of these theories is in principle similar to that of the Navier- Stokes equations, namely a first-order derivative expansion, they were later found to possess unphysical behavior signaled by causality violation [16]. Furthermore, such theories predicted that the number of collective modes in the shear and sound channels depends on the Lorentz frame, signaling that the global equilibrium state is unstable with respect to small perturbations [17]. This is especially problematic for the study of thermal fluctuations in this relativistic system, as it indicates that there can be fluctuations that will rapidly take the system away from equilibrium, never to return.

Historically, these issues of causality and stability were first repaired through the construction of the so-called second-order theories [18–20]. The latter, which we will refer to here as Israel-Stewart theory, is qualitatively different from the first-order theories of Eckart, and Landau and Lifshitz. In fact, in secondorder theories, dissipative contributions to the energy-momentum tensor and conserved currents obey their own dynamical equations of motion, which can be derived from a number of different approaches [20–25]. Therefore, when compared to first-order approaches, Israel-Stewart theory is said to possess an extended set of variables as it treats dissipative fluxes as legitimate new degrees of freedom in addition to the standard hydrodynamic variables. Israel-Stewart theory is currently the prevalent approach used in numerical studies of relativistic fluids, see e.g. [26].

Recently, it has become clear that first-order theories can also be causal and stable if one uses hydrodynamic fields defined in a way different than done by Eckart and Landau-Lifshitz. This recent development, due to Bemfica, Disconzi, Noronha, and Kovtun (BDNK) [27–31], relies on the fact [19, 20] that hydrodynamic quantities such as temperature, chemical potential, and fluid velocity are not uniquely defined out of equilibrium. A choice to define these variables always has to be made when writing the constitutive relations in a derivative expansion, and each choice is called a hydrodynamic frame [32]. This concept is systematically explored in BDNK theory via the introduction of a new set of transport parameters that parameterizes the choice of hydrodynamic frame. The resulting general equations of motion can be causal, strongly hyperbolic, and stable for a subset of these transport parameters [27–31, 33]. This implies that relativistic viscous phenomena can, in principle, be sensibly described using these generalized first-order theories.

Over the past several decades, there has been significant effort to include stochastic fluctuations in relativistic systems [32, 34–72]. These works have used a number of approaches, but much of the recent focus has been on the field theory techniques earlier used to study non-relativistic fluids. While some of this work has used the Martin-Siggia-Rose (MSR) approach [73, 74], many of the developments have focused on the Schwinger-Keldysh (SK) action on the closed time path [75–95]. In the latter, actions are constructed as an EFT from the underlying quantum mechanical system using the dynamical Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) symmetry [7, 78, 96]. This symmetry ensures that the nonlinear generalization of the fluctuationdissipation theorem holds [97], providing the benefit that actions can be constructed to account for nonlinear fluctuations.

In a previous paper [98], some of us developed a framework for studying thermal fluctuations that incorporated the recent developments concerning causality, stability, and dissipation in the relativistic regime described above. This work provided a generalization of the non-relativistic results of Fox and Uhlenbeck [99], using the so-called information current [100]. The framework was then used to study the inclusion of thermal fluctuations in a number of hydrodynamic models, including the case of Israel-Stewart theory in a general hydrodynamic frame [101] at zero chemical potential.

In this paper, we show how the work of [98] can be applied to construct effective actions for stochastic relativistic hydrodynamic models. Using the standard closed time path formulation, we show that in firstorder theories, imposing causality and stability leads to unwanted behavior of correlation functions and noise correlators. This appears because these effective theories are only hydrodynamically stable and entropy production is guaranteed to be non-negative only on-shell in the regime of validity of the first-order expansion. Using the MSR approach, we then construct an effective action in terms of the information current, such that the underlying dynamics are guaranteed to be stable off-shell due to the Gibbs stability criterion [102]. By understanding how this new effective action transforms under the relevant discrete symmetries (time reversal, parity, charge conjugation), we identify a new Z_2 symmetry, analogous to a KMS transformation, that leaves the action invariant. This is the covariant manifestation of the symmetry identified in [103], which is used here to formulate effective actions for hydrodynamic systems in the presence of non-conserved currents.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, stochastic fluctuations of a conserved current are studied in first-order BDNK theory using the Schwinger-Keldysh formulation. Motivated by several subtleties that appear in first-order theories, a new formalism for describing hydrodynamic fluctuations in Israel-Stewart, built using the information current, is presented in Sec. III. The effective action for this new approach is derived in Sec. III A, while the application of this approach to diffusion is presented in Sec. III B and III C. In Sec. IV, a modified KMS symmetry involving time reversal and parity is derived explicitly from the effective action. This symmetry is also obtained from microscopic approaches in Sec. IV B. Examples of this symmetry are applied to the problem of diffusion in Sec. IV D. Finally, for the sake of completeness, in Appendix A, we provide a review of the Schwinger-Keldysh theory for effective actions on the closed time path.

Notation: We use natural units ℏ = c = k_B = 1 and a 4-dimensional Minkowski spacetime metric g_{μν} with a mostly plus signature. Greek indices run from 0 to 3, lower-case Latin indices run from 1 to 3, and upper-case Latin indices run across the space of thermodynamic variables. The four-momentum is written as k^μ = (ω, k). To simplify the notation, we shall denote |k| = k when convenient.

II. EFFECTIVE ACTION FOR FIRST-ORDER THEORIES: RELATIVISTIC DIFFUSION

In order to illustrate the interplay between causality, stability, and the stochastic formulation of first-order hydrodynamic theories, in this section we consider a simple example involving the dynamics of a conserved current associated with a global U(1) symmetry. For simplicity, we assume that the conserved current J^μ is embedded in a medium with a constant background temperature T > 0 and constant flow velocity given by a timelike future-pointing 4-vector u^μ (normalized such that u^μu_μ = −1). We shall first discuss the case without noise and later implement stochastic fluctuations using the Schwinger-Keldysh approach.

The conserved current J^μ can always be decomposed as

J^μ = N u^μ + J^μ (1)

where J^μu_μ = 0. At first order in derivatives, assuming a constant temperature and flow velocity, the constitutive relations at first order in derivatives are given by

N = n + λ T u^α∂_α (μ/T ) (2) J^α = −T κ Δ^{αν} ∂_ν (μ/T ) where μ is the chemical potential, n = n(T, μ) is the equilibrium density, κ is the conductivity, Δ_{μν} = g_{μν} + u_μu_ν is the rank-two projector transverse to u^μ, and λ is, in this case where T and u^μ are constant, the single BDNK coefficient that parameterizes the hydrodynamic frame [28]. At first order, this coefficient can be shifted by a hydrodynamic frame transformation involving the chemical potential [28], i.e, by a field redefinition of the form μ → μ + α u^λ∂_λ(μ/T ), so that λ → λ + χα where χ = (∂n/∂μ)_T > 0 is the susceptibility and α is some coefficient. Within a first-order approach, κ is invariant under hydrodynamic frame transformations. Finally, we note that the dissipative corrections to the current vanish in global equilibrium.

The equation of motion for the chemical potential μ is simply given by the conservation of the current

∂_μJ^μ = 0 =⇒ T u^ν u^α∂_ν (λ∂_α(μ/T )) + T χu^ν ∂_ν (μ/T ) − T Δ^{να}∂_ν (κ∂_α(μ/T )) = 0. (3)

It is straightforward to determine the conditions under which the equation of motion above is causal. This is done by recognizing that the principal part of the second-order differential operator acting on μ/T is given by T (λ u^μu^ν − κΔ^{μν} ) ∂_μ∂_ν [104]. The corresponding characteristic polynomial is

T (λ u^μu^ν − κΔ^{μν} ) ϕ_μϕ_ν (4)

where ϕ_μ is the covector normal to the characteristic surface. Causality requires that the roots ϕ_μ = (ϕ_0(ϕ_i), ϕ_i) of the polynomial are real and ϕ_μϕ^μ ≥ 0 [31]. This occurs when 0 ≤ λ κ ≤ 1. (5)

Thus, one can see that causality imposes that λ cannot vanish and, in particular, assuming κ > 0, λ also cannot be negative. This result is in agreement with Refs. [30, 33]. Furthermore, if (5) is satisfied, the retarded Green’s function associated with this differential operator is guaranteed to vanish outside the future “lightcone” defined by the characteristic speed κ/λ [104, 105], and linearized disturbances around the constant μ state can decay towards equilibrium, regardless of the Lorentz reference frame used. This is what hydrodynamic stability means in a relativistic system. In other words, causality ensures that a subluminal disturbance cannot be Lorentz transformed in a growing one, guaranteeing that the thermodynamic arrow of time points to the future in all Lorentz frames, not only in the rest frame [106].

A standard Fourier analysis [17] of the equation of motion reveals that this system has a stable nonhydrodynamic mode with dispersion relation ω(k → 0) = −iχ/λ in the local rest frame of the system where u^μ = (1, 0, 0, 0). Then, we see that the BDNK coefficient regulates the dynamics by adding a stable nonhydrodynamic mode to the system that parameterizes our freedom to define the hydrodynamic variables out of equilibrium. Causality places an upper bound on the frequency of this non-hydrodynamic mode, which cannot exceed 1/D, where the diffusion constant is D = κ/χ.

It is instructive at this point to remind the reader of the role played by BDNK coefficients in the second law of thermodynamics. Using the canonical construction for the entropy current [32], one can use (3) to find ∂_αs^α = T ( κΔ^{αβ} − λu^αu^β ) ∂_α(μ/T )∂_β(μ/T ). (6) At this point, one would be tempted to say that the validity of the second law of thermodynamics requires that κ ≥ 0 and λ ≤ 0, which would be at odds with causality and stability. However, this reasoning is not correct, as explained in detail in [28]. The entropy current is frame invariant in first-order hydrodynamics and, thus, one cannot use it to place constraints on the frame-dependent coefficient λ. In fact, the only physical requirement that ∂_μs^μ must obey is that it is non-negative in the regime of validity of the first-order theory [107]. By implementing the derivative expansion for the on-shell quantities in (6), one can see that the term with λ actually represents a third-order contribution to the entropy production, which cannot be accurately determined in the first-order approach. Thus, non-negative entropy production only implies that κ ≥ 0, as expected. The coefficient λ parameterizes our ignorance about the UV and, as such, in the firstorder theory, it can be freely chosen to satisfy the causality and stability constraints. This choice should not affect predictions made using this theory (in the causal regime) if one stays in the regime of validity of first-order hydrodynamics. However, it should be noted that, since ∂_αs^α can become negative at large gradients, the total entropy does not play the role of a rigorous Lyapunov functional [102]. Hence, we cannot use thermodynamic techniques to construct a standard information current [108]. Indeed, at present, there seems to be no way of associating a meaningful information current to first-order hydrodynamics [65, 107].

Let us now investigate the stochastic formulation of this problem using the Schwinger-Keldysh framework [85] (see Appendix A for a brief review). In particular, we follow the discussion and notation presented in [92], considering here a general hydrodynamic frame for the conserved current parametrized by λ [30]. The effective field theory is described using a phase field φ_r and an associated stochastic noise field φ_a [84], and background gauge fields A_{rμ} and A_{aμ}. The effective theory is constructed using the gauge invariant Stueckelberg-like combination B_{r,aμ} = A_{r,aμ} + ∂_μφ_{r,a}. Up to leading order in derivatives, the SK effective action S = ∫ d^4x L_{SK} is defined by the Lagrangian density given by

L_{SK} = nu^ν B_{aν} + iT (κΔ^{ρν} − λu^ρu^ν ) B_{aρ} [B_{aν} + iβ^αF_{rαν} + i∂_ν (μ/T )] , (7)

where the chemical potential and temperature are defined using β^α = u^α/T and μ/T = β^αB_{rα}, and F_{rαν} = ∂_αA_{rν} − ∂_ν A_{r,α}. This action satisfies S[B_r, B_a = 0] = 0, S[B_r , −B_a] = −S^∗[B_r, B_a], and the classical limit of KMS symmetry [92]. The classical equation of motion in Eq. (3), where J^μ is given by (1) and (3), is obtained by varying this action with respect to φ_a, and setting φ_a = 0, A_{aμ} = 0, and β^αF_{rαν} = 0.

It is convenient to write the Lagrangian density as follows

L_{SK} = J^μB_{aμ} + i T (κΔ^{μν} − λu^μu^ν ) B_{aμ}B_{aν} . (8)

This form makes it clear that the usual constraint employed in Schwinger-Keldysh approaches, Im S[B_r, B_a] ≥ 0, implies that κ ≥ 0 and λ ≤ 0. Since KMS symmetry dictates that these parameters are the same as the ones that appear in the classical equations of motion, requiring Im S[B_r, B_a] ≥ 0 implies that the corresponding classical dynamics, taken at face value, would be acausal and unstable. Now, one may argue that, since λ can be changed via a field redefinition (i.e., by changing the hydrodynamic frame), its value does not have an intrinsic meaning to first-order in gradients. Hence, it may seem natural that the inequality Im S[B_r , B_a] ≥ 0 should only constrain the frame invariant coefficient κ, leaving λ unconstrained. However, now we shall show that, just like λ > 0 is required to guarantee that the classical dynamics is covariantly stable, λ ≤ 0 is required for the stochastic fluctuations to be stable. The complementarity of the above conditions will lead us to the striking conclusion that first-order fluctuating hydrodynamics cannot be covariantly stable, at least within the present approach.

In order to show this, let us consider the Gaussian part of the effective Lagrangian, expanding around the equilibrium state with a constant chemical potential μ_0 [91]. For simplicity, let us also ignore the background gauge fields. Then, we can write the path integral weights explicitly:

|e^{iS} | = exp [ T ∫ d^4x (−κΔ^{νρ} + λu^ν u^ρ)∂_ν φ_a∂_ρφ_a ] (9) = exp [ T ∫ d^4k (2π)^4

(−κΔ^{νρ} + λu^ν u^ρ)k_ν k_ρ |φ_a(k^μ)|^2 ] , (10)

where in the second line we have expressed the integral in momentum space. Now, it is evident that, if λ ≤ 0, the quantity (−κΔ^{νρ} + λu^ν u^ρ)k_ν k_ρ is always negative, and the path integral weight is a regular Gaussian, where the equilibrium state φ_a = 0 is the absolute maximum. However, if we force the dynamics to be causal (so that λ > 0), then the Gaussian undergoes an inversion of convexity whenever |ω| > √ κ/λ |k|, i.e. for fluctuations outside the cone defined by the characteristic velocity. This implies that excitations of this kind, which are forbidden along classical solutions of the equations of motion, become favored when we turn on stochastic fluctuations since (−κΔ^{νρ} + λu^ν u^ρ)k_ν k_ρ > 0. When this happens, the equilibrium state ceases to be the most probable state, and it becomes unstable^1. This is a manifestation of the breakdown of the maximum entropy principle in first-order hydrodynamics, which makes off-shell fluctuations entropically favored over the equilibrium state [107]. Note that this is a problem also from a purely mathematical perspective because the path integral no longer converges since the weight grows like ∼ e^{+(...)φ2a} .

Let us now compute the field-field correlators (for λ ≤ 0). Under the assumptions mentioned above (i.e. expansion around an equilibrium state with constant chemical potential, and vanishing gauge fields), the free part of the effective action reads

L_{SK} = −φ_a [ λ χ u^ν u^ρ∂_ν ∂_ρδn − DΔ^{νρ}∂_ν ∂_ρδn + u^ν ∂_ν δn ] (11) + iT (κΔ^{νρ} − λu^ν u^ρ)∂_ν φ_a∂_ρφ_a, where we used δn = χδμ, with the coefficients evaluated in equilibrium. This leads to the following tree-level propagators, written in the local rest frame of the fluid for the sake of simplicity: ⟨δn(k^μ)φ_a(−k^μ)⟩ = 1 ω + i ( Dk^2 −^λ_χ ω^2 )

⟨φ_a(k^μ)δn(−k^μ)⟩ = −1 ω − i ( Dk^2 −^λ_χ ω^2 )

⟨δn(k^μ)δn(−k^μ)⟩ = 2T ( Dχk^2 − λω^2 ) ω^2 + (_λ χ ω^2 − Dk^2

)_2 = iT χ ω + i ( Dk^2 −^λ_χ ω^2 ) − iT χ ω − i ( Dk^2 −^λ_χ ω^2 ) ⟨φ_a(k^μ)φ_a(−k^μ)⟩ = 0. (12)

In this formalism, the propagator ⟨δn(k^μ)φ_a(−k^μ)⟩ should be retarded, ⟨φ_a(k^μ)δn(−k^μ)⟩ should be a purely advanced propagator, and ⟨δn(k^μ)δn(−k^μ)⟩ should be a sum of retarded and advanced parts. However,

1 We thank A. Jain for discussions about this point.

this would be simultaneously true in all inertial frames only if the equation of motion were causal (which would require λ > 0). Furthermore, only in causal systems, all inertial observers can agree on whether a disturbance caused by the noise is observed to cease and return the system to the equilibrium state or not [106]. If, instead, we modify a causal theory by performing some approximation in momentum space, then the propagators exit the lightcone [109], and one can always find two inertial observers who disagree on the chronological sequence of events within the disturbance. This leads to instability since, as pointed out in [106], if the chronology of events is not the same for all observers, the cause of a given signal can be delayed and the system can spontaneously create a disturbance by taking entropy from the equilibrium state and reversing the corresponding dissipative processes that would otherwise damp this perturbation.

Furthermore, we note that when λ = 0 the standard arguments from Hiscock and Lindblom [17] hold and the number of modes obtained from the poles of the propagator changes from one, in the local rest frame, to two in the case of a general u^μ with nonzero 3-velocity, with the new mode being an unstable non-hydrodynamic mode. Similar arguments hold for ⟨φ_a(p^μ)δn(−k^μ)⟩, with the new mode appearing on the wrong part of the complex ω plane, so that the function is not an advanced propagator anymore.

On the other hand, let us imagine that we could continue (12) to positive λ, thereby enforcing causal propagation, see Eq. (5). Then, the average ⟨δn(k^μ)δn(−k^μ)⟩ = ⟨|δn(k^μ)|^2⟩, which should be non-negative by construction, becomes negative for |ω| > √ κ/λ |k|. This is the kind of mathematical inconsistency that we always meet when we try to extend a Gaussian average

⟨x^2⟩ = ∫ R e^{−ax2} x^2dx ∫ R e^{−ax2} dx = 1 2a (13)

to negative a, signaling that the integral is indeed not converging. This again shows that stochastic fluctuations are well defined (in the rest frame) only for acausal frames. Therefore, we have reached an impasse: whether we choose a causal hydrodynamic frame or not, the fluctuations are always ill-behaved according to some inertial observers. Of course, the pathological modes are of high frequency, and they formally fall outside the regime of applicability of the theory. Hence, one must be careful when using the propagators in Eq. (12), especially when performing loops, to only remain in the regime of validity of the theory. The framedependent coefficient λ defines the corresponding cutoff energy scale χ/λ, defining the regime of applicability of the calculations.

This subtlety concerning the physical domain of propagators has interesting consequences for the noise correlator, as we show below. Let us first assume that λ = 0. This is the case where the propagator ⟨δnφ_a⟩ is not retarded in all Lorentz frames, but ⟨δnδn⟩ is positive semi-definite for all ω and k, even outside of the regime of validity of the theory. In this case, one can go from the Schwinger-Keldysh path integral to another path integral with noise as follows [85]. First, assume that one is in the local rest frame of the fluid and perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to a new variable ξ^i such that the following term in the action can be written as iT κ∂^jφ_a∂_j φ_a = i 4κT ξ^j ξ_j − ξ^j ∂_j φ_a. (14)

After this transformation, the path integral then becomes Z ∼ ∫ Dφ_rDφ_aDξ_j exp { i ∫ d^4x [ i 4κT ξ_j ξ_j − ξ^j ∂_iφ_a + J^μ∂_μφ_a ]} . (15)

The auxiliary variable φ_a now takes the role of a Lagrange multiplier, so it can be integrated out to obtain Z ∼ ∫ Dφ_rDξ_μ δ^{(4)} ( ∂_μJ^μ − ∂_iξ^i ) exp { − 1 4κT ∫ d^4x ξ^j ξ_j } . (16)

This describes our conserved current with a stochastic source,

∂_0J^0 + ∂_i(J^i − ξ^i) = 0, (17)

where the stochastic vector ξ^i is sampled from a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and two-point correlator given by

⟨ξ^i(x)ξ^j (x^′)⟩ = 2T κ δ^{ij}δ^{(4)}(x − x^′). (18)

Note that this correlator is positive semi-definite.

Now, imagine that one wants to perform the same calculation with λ = 0 but not in the local rest frame of the fluid, but with some arbitrary constant u^μ. In this case, one can decompose ξ^μ = −u^μ(u_ν ξ^ν ) + ξ^μ_⊥, where ξ^μ_⊥ = Δ^μ_ν ξ^ν , and the calculations proceed in the same way, leading to the noise correlator

⟨ξ^μ_⊥(x)ξ^ν_⊥(x^′)⟩ = 2T κ Δ^{μν} δ^{(4)}(x − x^′). (19)

When λ ≠ 0, we perform the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to find

iT (κΔ^{μν} − λu^μu^ν ) ∂_μφ_a∂_ν φ_a = i 4 ( 1 κT Δ^{μν} − 1 λT u^μu^ν ) ξ_μξ_ν − ξ^μ∂_μφ_a. (20)

The path integral then becomes Z ∼ ∫ Dφ_rDφ_aDξ_μ exp {∫ d^4x [ − 1 4 ( 1 κT Δ^{μν} − 1 λT u^μu^ν ) ξ_μξ_ν − iξ^μ∂_μφ_a + iJ^μ∂_μφ_a ]} . (21)

Clearly, this only makes sense when λ < 0 otherwise the path integral does not converge. Assuming λ < 0 one can integrate out φ_a to find Z ∼ ∫ Dφ_rDξ_μ δ^{(4)} (∂_μJ^μ − ∂_μξ^μ) exp { − 1 4 ∫ d^4x ξ_μ ( 1 κT Δ^{μν} + 1 |λT | u^μu^ν ) ξ_ν } , (22)

which describes our conserved current with a covariant stochastic source,

∂_μJ^μ = ∂_μξ^μ, (23)

where the noise vector ξ^μ is sampled from a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and two-point correlator given by

⟨ξ^μ(x)ξ^ν (x^′)⟩ = 2T (κΔ^{μν} + |λ|u^μu^ν ) δ^{(4)}(x − x^′). (24)

In this case, the noise correlator is positive semi-definite. However, this occurs only when λ ≤ 0, which precisely excludes the causal and stable region so the propagator ⟨δnφ_a⟩ is not retarded for all inertial observers.

The discussion above can be easily generalized to consider the full BDNK equations [27–31] including both the contributions coming from the energy-momentum tensor and the conserved current, and the same result will take place, namely: (i) in hydrodynamic frames where the dynamics is causal and stable, correlation functions computed using the Schwinger-Keldysh approach will only display the correct basic properties (e.g. ⟨δnδn⟩ being positive semi-definite) for ω and k in the domain of validity of the theory; (ii) in the causal and stable regime, one cannot rewrite the Schwinger-Keldysh path integral in terms of a simpler path integral describing the conservation law in the presence of noise, this can only be done in the acausal (hence, unstable [106]) regime.

In the following sections, we change gears to consider the inclusion of stochastic fluctuations in secondorder, Israel-Stewart-type hydrodynamic theories where causality and stability in the linear regime can be demonstrated by properly defining a Lyapunov functional, which obeys the Gibbs stability criterion proposed in [102], and ensures off-shell stability in all inertial reference frames. This leads to the definition of the so-called information current [100], which we use to determine the probability distribution of spontaneous fluctuations in the equilibrium state in a consistent manner, independently of the inertial reference frame. These elements are used to construct a theory for describing stochastic fluctuations in Israel-Stewart relativistic fluids.

III. EFFECTIVE ACTION FOR ISRAEL-STEWART THEORIES

In [98], a means of determining the noise correlators of Israel-Stewart-like relativistic hydrodynamic systems was presented. This approach relies on the so-called information current [100], defined as E^μ = −δs^μ − α^∗_I δJ^{Iμ}, (25) where s^μ is the entropy current of the fluid, α^∗_I are equilibrium constants (which refer to the environment), J^{Iμ} are the different conserved currents associated with charges Q^I , and “δ” is an arbitrary finite perturbation of the equilibrium state. The information current tracks the net flow of information carried by perturbations around the equilibrium state. It is naturally related to the free energy, Ω, of a relativistic system by δΩ T = ∫ dΣ n_μE^μ, (26)

where Σ is an arbitrary spacelike hypersurface, and n^μ is the past-directed timelike unit normal to this hypersurface. This implies that the probability distribution for thermal fluctuations around equilibrium is given by w[δϕ] ∼ e^{− ∫ dΣ nμ Eμ} , (27) where δϕ is a vector containing the perturbations of each thermodynamic variable around the equilibrium state.

The information current in Gibbs stable systems has the following properties [100]:

i. E^μn_μ ≥ 0 for any past-directed, timelike unit vector n_μ.

ii. E^μn_μ = 0 if and only if the perturbation of each hydrodynamic variable, δϕ, is equal to zero.

iii. ∂_μE^μ ≤ 0.

Under these conditions, δΩ/T behaves as the Lyapunov functional used in the Gibbs stability analysis [102]. From the thermodynamic point of view, the Gibbs stability criterion ensures that any perturbation around equilibrium increases our knowledge about the microstates of the system. Furthermore, as shown in [100], the conditions above also guarantee causality in the linear regime. Finally, they also imply that the information current is unique [100].

As mentioned in Sec. II, working from Eq. (25) for first-order theories such as BDNK theory will yield an information current that does not have the properties mentioned above. This issue arises due to the fact that for such theories the equilibrium state will not be a maximum of the entropy [107]. This does not affect the on-shell properties of such theories but introduces new subtleties to the off-shell formulation.

The approach we will use to determine the noise correlators is constructed entirely from the information current. It has been shown in [108] that the equations of motion of any Gibbs stable relativistic linear system, as defined in [100], can be written in the form

(E^μ∂_μ + σσ + V_{asym}) δϕ = Ξ, (28)

where σ = δϕ^T σσδϕ is the entropy production, and V_{asym} is the anti-symmetric part of V. The noise correlators in this approach take the form

⟨Ξ(x)Ξ(x^′)⟩ = 2σσδ^{(4)}(x − x^′). (29)

This shows that the noise correlator scales with the entropy production, providing a very natural manifestation of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem. We will now determine the appropriate effective action to describe fluctuations in this system.

A. Martin-Siggia-Rose action

It has been shown by MSR in [12] how stochastic differential equations can be written in terms of a path integral over an effective action. This path integral then defines a generating functional for correlation functions in the stochastic system. This approach has been used recently to study relativistic hydrodynamic fluctuations from kinetic theory in Ref. [73]. We will now show that the results presented in [98] can be formulated in the same way.

Consider a system described by the equation of motion shown in Eq. (28). The average of any observable O that depends on the thermodynamic state of the system δϕ, can be written as the expectation value of a path integral ⟨O⟩ = ⟨∫ Dδϕ O δ^{(4)} [(E^μ∂_μ + σσ + V_{asym}) δϕ − Ξ] ⟩ . (30)

The delta function can also be written as a path integral by introducing a new set of auxiliary variables, δϕ̄, such that ⟨O⟩ = ⟨∫ DδϕDδϕ̄ O exp { −i ∫ d^4x δϕ̄^T [(E^μ∂_μ + σσ + V_{asym})δϕ − Ξ] }⟩ . (31)

Since the noise is Gaussian, this expression can be written as ⟨O⟩ = ∫ DδϕDδϕ̄ O exp [ − i ∫ d^4x δϕ̄^T (x) (E^μ∂_μ + σσ + V_{asym}) δϕ(x) +

− 1 2 ∫ d^4x d^4x^′ δϕ̄^T (x)⟨Ξ(x)Ξ^T (x^′)⟩δϕ̄(x^′) ] . (32)

The expectation value of a quantity constructed using thermodynamic fields can thus be written as a path integral of the form ⟨O⟩ = ∫ DδϕDδϕ̄ O e^{iSeff [δϕ,δϕ̄]}, (33) where the effective action is given by S_{eff} [δϕ, δϕ̄] = − ∫ d^4x δϕ̄^T ( E^μ∂_μ + σσ + Ṽ_{asym} ) δϕ + i ∫ d^4x δϕ̄^T σσ δϕ̄. (34) Here, we have inserted the noise correlator found in [98]. We note that this action was constructed in [110] in the absence of stochastic fluctuations. A similar result can be obtained using other equivalent approaches to determine the fluctuations. For systems with no asymmetric term, Ṽ_{asym} = 0, as is the case for most hydrodynamic models, the action is determined solely from thermodynamics.

The action in (34) describes the fluctuations of a multitude of relativistic systems. While here we will exclusively focus on applications in the context of Israel-Stewart theory, our results can be used to determine the properties of fluctuations in all of the different universality classes discussed in [108, 111], which categorize a myriad of physical systems ranging from heat conducting materials to relativistic superfluids and supersolids.

B. Israel-Stewart diffusion

In Sec. II, the thermodynamic fluctuations of a conserved current associated with a global U(1) symmetry were discussed using first-order BDNK theory [27–31]. Using the effective action constructed from the Schwinger-Keldysh framework [85], it was found that, if one imposes causality and stability, the correlation functions only display the expected physical properties for ω and k in the hydrodynamic regime. We now discuss how the new approach presented here can be used to determine the stochastic fluctuations in a hydrodynamic theory of a U(1) conserved current, in a general hydrodynamic frame, that is Gibbs stable according to the Gibbs stability criterion [102].

To construct this type of Gibbs stable hydrodynamic description of a conserved current, we follow the formulation of Israel-Stewart theory [20] in a general hydrodynamic frame worked out in [101]. We again consider a conserved current of the form

J^μ = (n + N )u^μ + J^μ, (35) where now not only n, but also N and J^μ are dynamical variables of the theory. The entropy current can be written up to second order in the degrees of freedom as,

s^μ = ( s − μ T N ) u^μ − μ T J^μ − u^μ 2T ( β_N N^2 + β_J J^λJ_λ ) , (36)

where β_N , β_J are new second-order transport coefficients. The second law of thermodynamics implies that the entropy production, σ = ∂_μs^μ is non-negative, indicating that it should be written as a quadratic form, σ = 1 T ( N^2 λ + J^αJ_α κ ) , (37)

where κ is the conductivity coefficient and λ is a new transport coefficient. The three new transport coefficients β_N , β_J , λ parameterize the hydrodynamic frame. This entropy production is non-negative if λ, κ > 0. Ensuring that the entropy production has this form requires the introduction of the relaxation equations, N λT = − β_N T u^α∂_αN − u^α∂_α ( μ T ) , (38)

J^μ κT = − β_J T Δ^μ_ν u^λ∂_λJ^ν − Δ^{μν} ∂_ν ( μ T ) . (39)

Following [100], the information current of this theory is then given by E^μ = −δs^μ − μ T δJ^μ = u^μ χT ( 1 2 δn^2 + δnδN ) + 1 χT δnδJ^μ + u^μ 2T ( β_N δN^2 + β_J δJ^λδJ_λ ) . (40)

We must now determine the conditions for this theory to be Gibbs stable following the criterion [102] so that the new theory of fluctuations developed in Sec. III can be applied.

To find the conditions, one needs to fulfill the three criteria mentioned before. Property ∂_μE^μ ≤ 0 is simple to obtain in this Israel-Stewart formulation since ∂_μE^μ = −σ, which implies that λ, κ > 0, precisely the condition for the entropy production to be non-negative mentioned above. The other two necessary conditions are restrictions on n_μE^μ, where n^μ is an arbitrary past-directed, timelike 4-vector. Any n^μ with these properties can be decomposed up to an arbitrary positive constant as

n^μ = γ(−1, v^i_n), (41)

where γ = (1 − v^2_n)^{−1/2} is the Lorentz factor, and v^2_n ≡ v^i_nv_{ni} < 1. Leaving n^μ in this general form, the local rest frame of the fluid can be taken so u^μ = (1, 0, 0, 0). Then, 2χT γ n_μE^μ = χβ_N ( 1 χβ_N δn + δN )_2 + χβ_J ( v^i_n χβ_J δn + δJ^i )_2 + ( 1 − 1 χβ_N − v^2_n χβ_J ) δn^2. (42)

The first two terms are non-negative when β_J , β_N ≥ 0; however, it is possible for them to be zero in a non-equilibrium state (for example χβ_J δJ^i = −v^i_nδn). The last term must therefore be nonzero for the second Gibbs stability condition to hold. Finally, the last term must be non-negative to guarantee that the first condition holds. Hence, the system satisfies the Gibbs stability conditions for 1 χβ_N + 1 χβ_J < 1. (43)

It is thus possible to construct a stable system according to the Gibbs stability criterion using a U(1) conserved current in this approach, so the new theory for fluctuations presented in [98] can be used. Note that this reduces to the theory of Sec. II in the limit where β_N , β_J → 0.

The equations of motion of this theory are written in the form

(E^μ∂_μ + σσ) δϕ = ξ, (44)

where ξ is a stochastic vector, δϕ = {δn, δN , δJ^μ}, and

E^μ = 1 χT u^μ u^μ Δ^{μν} u^μ β_N χu^μ 0 Δ^μ_ρ 0 β_J χu^μΔ^ν_ρ , (45)

σσ = 1 T 0 0 0 0^1_λ 0 0 0^1_κ Δ^μ_ν . (46)

The noise correlator is then fixed by Eq. (29) to be

⟨ξ(x)ξ^T (x^′)⟩ = 2σσδ^{(4)}(x − x^′). (47)

This noise correlator is now positive semi-definite in the Gibbs stable, and hence causal, regime. Using the MSR approach, an action for this theory can be determined from Eq. (34). Substituting the information current and entropy production above, one finds

L_{MSR} = − δn̄ χT (u^μ∂_μδn + u^μ∂_μδN + ∂_μδJ^μ) − δN̄ χT ( u^μ∂_μδn + β_N χu^μ∂_μδN + + χ λ δN ) − δJ̄^μ χT ( ∂_μδn + β_J χu^ν ∂_ν δJ_μ + χ κ δJ_μ ) + i λT δN̄^2 + i κT δJ̄^2.

(48)

The properties of this action will be discussed in Sec. IV D, including how it behaves under the KMS symmetry described in Appendix A 3.

We can now determine the form of the symmetrized correlators from the equations of motion as follows. In momentum space, the equation of motion takes the form D^{−1}_J (ω, k) δϕ(ω, k) = ξ, (49) with

D^{−1}_J (ω, k) = −iE^0ω + iE^ik_i + σσ. (50)

The correlator of δϕ is then given by

⟨δϕ(k^μ) δϕ^T (−k^μ)⟩ = D(k^μ)σσD^†(k^μ), (51)

where we have substituted the correlator of ξ. The nonzero correlators of hydrodynamic variables thus take the form ⟨δn(k^μ)δn(−k^μ)⟩ = χ^2T [ κλω^2 ( λβ^2_N k^2 + β^2_J κω^2 ) + ( κk^2 + λω^2 )] |iλω^2 + (i + λβ_N ω) (κk^2 − iχω) + κβ_J ω^2 (−iχ + λω − χλβ_N ω)|^2 , (52)

⟨δN (k^μ)δN (−k^μ)⟩ = T λ [ κ^2k^4 + ( χ^2 + κλk^2 ) ω^2 + χβ_J κ^2ω^2 ( −k^2 + χβ_J ω^2 )] |iλω^2 + (i + λβ_N ω) (κk^2 − iχω) + κβ_J ω^2 (−iχ + λω − χλβ_N ω)|^2 (53)

⟨δJ^μ(k^α)δJ^ν (−k^α)⟩ = κT ω^2Δ^{μν}_{αβ} [ χ^2 + λ ( κk^2 + λω^2 ) + χβ_N λ^2ω^2(χβ_N − 2) ] |iλω^2 + (i + λβ_N ω) (κk^2 − iχω) + κβ_J ω^2 (−iχ + λω − χλβ_N ω)|^2 + + κT 1 + β^2_J κ^2ω^2

Δ^{μν}_{(k)}

(54)

12 ⟨δn(k^μ)δN (−k^μ)⟩ = − χT λω^2 [ χ + κ ( −κβ_J k^2 + χκβ^2_J ω^2 + λβ_N k^2 )] |iλω^2 + (i + λβ_N ω) (κk^2 − iχω) + κβ_J ω^2 (−iχ + λω − χλβ_N ω)|^2 (55)

⟨δn(k^ν )δJ^μ(−k^ν )⟩ = κχT ω [ χ + λω^2 (κβ_J + λβ_N (χβ_N − 1)) ] Δ^μ_ν k^ν |iλω^2 + (i + λβ_N ω) (κk^2 − iχω) + κβ_J ω^2 (−iχ + λω − χλβ_N ω)|^2 , (56)

where Δ^{μν}_{(k)} = Δ^{μν} − Δ^μ_αΔ^ν_β k^αk^β/k^λk_λ is the projector orthogonal to k^μ and u^μ. These are the symmetrized correlators, but we would also like to obtain the retarded and advanced correlators.

C. Green’s functions from the MSR action

A key benefit of the Schwinger-Keldysh approach is that it allows for the determination of Green’s functions, as described in Appendix A. To determine how the Green’s functions can be obtained from the MSR action presented here, we must relate the sources to those that appear in Schwinger-Keldysh theory. We will work in the Eckart frame, for which there is no out-of-equilibrium scalar (N = 0), for simplicity.

Generally, we expect that the sources should enter the effective action through a term of the form

S_{source} = ∫ d^4x (¯ A_μJ^μ − B_μJ̄^μ ) , (57)

where Ā_μ is the Schwinger-Keldysh source that couples to the physical current, while J̄^μ is some unknown auxiliary current and B_μ is its source. With these sources included, the equations of motion obtained by taking variations of the effective action with respect to δϕ̄ are given by

∂_μJ^μ − χT u_μB^μ = 0, (58)

∂^μδn + β_J χ 2 u^λ∂_λδJ^μ + 2χ κ δJ^μ + iχ κ δJ̄^μ − χT B^μ = 0, (59)

where we have defined δJ̄^μ = δn̄u^μ + δJ̄^μ. These couple to the field tensor in the correct way if

B^μ = β_ν F^{νμ}, (60)

where F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ is the field tensor. Inserting this in the source part of the effective action,

S_{source} = ∫ d^4x (¯ A_μJ^μ − β_ν F^ν_μJ̄^μ )

= ∫ d^4x (¯ A_μJ^μ + β_ν A_μ∂^νJ̄^μ ) . (61)

In Schwinger-Keldysh theory, this last part of the action should have the form −A_μJ^μ_a , so we can identify

J^μ_a = L_βJ̄^μ. (62)

A similar relation will be found in Sec. IV using the KMS symmetry. Here, however, we have found that the total action takes the form

S = S_{MSR} + ∫ d^4x (¯ A_μJ^μ + A_μL_βJ̄^μ ) , (63)

from which the various Green’s functions can be obtained by taking suitable variations.

We now explicitly calculate the retarded Green’s function for Israel-Stewart theory in the Eckart frame. This is simplest to do in matrix form, introducing ψ = {δϕ, δϕ̄}, and defining A, Ā by

A^T δϕ̄ = A_μJ̄^μ, Ā^T δϕ = Ā_μJ^μ. (64)

Working in Fourier space, the Lagrangian takes the form L = − 1 2 ψ^T ( 0 iE^μk_μ + σσ −iE^μk_μ + σσ 2iQ ) ψ − (¯ A iωA/T )_T ψ. (65)

The resulting path integral is a Gaussian with a source, so we can complete the squares and integrate over the fields δϕ, δϕ̄ to find that the generating functional is given by W [A_μ, Ā_μ] ∼ i (¯ A_{iω} T A )_† ( 0 iE^μk_μ + σσ −iE^μk_μ + σσ 2iQ )_{−1} (¯ A_{iω} T A ) . (66)

The Green’s functions can then be identified from components of the inverse matrix, with suitable factors of iω/T included. Note that this factor of ω/T is precisely the factor necessary for the fluctuation-dissipation theorem to hold. Here it appears due to the Lie derivative of Eq. (62).

Making the suitable variations, we find that the retarded correlators of the variables δn, δJ^μ take the form

G_R = ⟨δϕ^T δϕ̄⟩ = (_{χ2ω(κβJ ω+i)} κk^2 −iχω−κβ_J χω^2 κχωΔ^μ_ν k^ν κk^2 −iχω−κβ_J χω^2 κχωΔ^μ_ν k_μ κk^2 −iχω−κβ_J χω^2 κχω^2 Δ^{μα}Δ^β_ν k_α k_β /k^2 κk^2 −iχω−κβ_J χω^2 − κωΔ^μ_{(k)ν} i+κβ_J ω , ) (67)

where Δ^{μν}_{(k)} is the projector orthogonal to k^μ and u^μ. Using these retarded correlators, the retarded Green’s function for the current is found to be G^{μν}_R = χ^2ω (κβ_J ω + i) u^μu^ν + κχω(Δ^μ_αk_αu^ν + Δ^ν_αk_αu^μ) + κχω^2Δ^{μα}Δ^{νβ} k_αk_β /k^2 κk^2 − iχω − κβ_J ω^2 − κω i + κβ_J ω Δ^{μν}_{(k)}.

(68)

The advanced and symmetrized Green’s functions can be obtained similarly, and the fluctuation-dissipation theorem is verified through a comparison of the retarded and symmetrized Green’s functions. The approach used to obtain this Green’s function can be employed to study systems with other conserved quantities by determining the appropriate source term in the action.

In the first-order limit, our calculations reduce to the standard result up to a contact term. To see this, consider the retarded δn − δn correlator, G^{nn}_R = χ^2ω (κβ_J ω + i) κk^2 − iχω − κβ_J χω^2 . (69)

This can equivalently be written as G^{nn}_R = χκk^2 κk^2 − iχω − κβ_J χω^2 − χ, (70) A contact term, as appears here, is expected when determining Green’s functions by variational techniques [32]. Taking the first-order limit requires taking β_J → 0, so we are left with G^{nn}_R → χκk^2 κk^2 − iχω = χDk^2 Dk^2 − iω , (71)

where D = κ/χ and the contact term has been disregarded. This is now the standard result for the retarded Green’s function of non-relativistic diffusion [32].

This contact term must be accounted for when using the retarded Green’s function. For example, conservation of the current should imply that k_μG^{μν}_R = 0. However, performing this calculation with Eq. (68) we find that

k_μG^{μν}_R = −χk_μu^μu^ν . (72)

This apparent violation of the conservation law is solely due to the contact term found in Eq. (70). Such terms frequently appear in momentum-space conservation laws for correlation functions for relativistic fluids [32]. By simply ignoring the contact term, the retarded Green’s function can be written as G^{μν}_R = χκk^2u^μu^ν + κχω(Δ^μ_αk_αu^ν + Δ^ν_αk_αu^μ) + κχω^2Δ^{μα}Δ^{νβ} k_αk_β /k^2 κk^2 − iχω − κβ_J ω^2 − κω i + κβ_J ω Δ^{μν}_{(k)}.

(73)

This retarded Green’s function will obey the standard conservation law-induced Ward identity.

IV. DISCRETE SYMMETRIES FOR ISRAEL-STEWART THEORY

The observant reader might find the derivation in Sec. III A familiar. It is precisely equivalent to the discussion involving Hubbard-Stratonovich transformations in Sec. II, except in reverse. One might therefore expect that the action, Eq. (34), is equivalent to the Schwinger-Keldysh action. However, there are two key differences.

The first difference is that the Schwinger-Keldysh action is constructed to describe the dynamics of conserved quantities. For example, the action of Sec. II describes the evolution of a conserved current J^μ. For the MSR action constructed in this section, the dynamics can be written as

∂_μ(E^μδϕ) = −σσ − Ṽ_{asym}. (74)

The quantity E^μδϕ can thus be thought of as a non-conserved current. To understand the interpretation of this current, recall 1 2 δϕ^T E^μδϕ = E^μ = −δs^μ − α^∗_I δJ^{Iμ} . (75)

Upon taking a derivative of E^μδϕ, there will be a nonzero term from the entropy current, assuming the system is dissipative, and potentially an antisymmetric term from δJ^{Iμ} , depending on the theory. Assuming no antisymmetric term for simplicity, the non-conserved dynamics comes from the entropy production.

The results of this section can thus be thought of as an application of the Schwinger-Keldysh approach to second-order hydrodynamic theories. First-order theories, such as BDNK theory [27–29, 31], are directly amenable to the current Schwinger-Keldysh formalism [85] because their equations of motion stem from the conservation laws. On the other hand, Israel-Stewart-like theories have non-conserved elements of their dynamics baked into the equations of motion, so their Schwinger-Keldysh formulation will have to start from a different starting point. Our results, therefore, extend the idea of using KMS symmetry to the case of hydrodynamic systems in the presence of non-conserved currents.^2

The second key difference between the Schwinger-Keldysh and MSR approaches is that, in the former description, the “quantum” fields δϕ_a have well-defined physical meaning in terms of the closed time path contour, and known transformation properties under time reversal (see Appendix A 3). In the MSR formalism, however, the auxiliary fields δϕ̄ are introduced to enforce the equations of motion and have no deeper meaning a priori. Below we show that the action obtained from our information-current-driven approach obeys, with appropriate modifications, the standard properties expected from a Schwinger-Keldysh action, providing a dictionary between these two approaches.

To more directly compare, we need to determine whether our action satisfies the Schwinger-Keldysh constraints S[δϕ_r, δϕ_a = 0] = 0, S[δϕ_r, −δϕ_a] = −S^∗[δϕ_r, δϕ_a], (76) Im (S[δϕ_r, δϕ_a]) ≥ 0, (77)

2 A similar extension using a standard Schwinger-Keldysh approach is provided in [112] for Israel-Stewart theory. Where the approaches overlap, the results of that work agree with those presented herein.

S[δϕ_r, δϕ_a] = S[Θδϕ_r, Θδϕ_a + iΘL_β δϕ_r], (78) where Θ represents the transformation of δϕ under a discrete symmetry Θ of the problem which includes time reversal T , and L_β is the Lie derivative with respect to the timelike Killing vector of the system. The first two conditions are trivially satisfied for the action of Eq. (34) provided that δϕ_a → −δϕ_a when δϕ̄ → −δϕ̄. However, the final condition, known as the dynamical KMS symmetry, requires a nontrivial link between the two descriptions.

The KMS symmetry of the effective action is a remnant of the time reversal invariance of the microscopic theory (see Appendix A 3 for details). While the symmetry of the microscopic action, S_{micro}[Θδϕ_r, Θδϕ_a] = S_{micro}[δϕ_r, δϕ_a], is lost due to the coarse-graining in the macroscopic effective theory, it can be recovered by swapping the initial and final states in the construction of the effective action S_{eff} → S^Θ_{eff} , so that S^Θ_{eff} [Θδϕ_r, Θδϕ_a] = S_{eff} [δϕ_r, δϕ_a] is still a symmetry (up to boundary terms). In the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism, S^Θ_{eff} can be found by changing the closed time path contour so that the initial and final density matrices are interchanged, which has the same effect as appropriately transforming the variables δϕ_r and δϕ_a. In the classical limit, this transformation acts only in the “quantum” fields δϕ_a, and is given by the classical KMS symmetry of Eq. (78).

Here, rather than expecting that the auxiliary variables defined from the MSR action, δϕ̄, transform in the same way as the Schwinger-Keldysh variables δϕ_a, we obtain their transformation properties from the MSR action of Eq. (34) itself. We do so by observing how the MSR action transforms under the discrete symmetry Θ, and enforcing the principle of detailed balance. Our procedure is very similar to the one of Ref. [103], but it implements detailed balance in a way that is independent of the choice of space-time foliation.

A. Modified KMS symmetry for the MSR action from time reversal

Consider first the transformation δϕ → Θ δϕ alone. We take Θ to include both time reversal and parity. Because E^μ =^1_2 δϕ^T E^μδϕ is the information current, it transforms as E^μ → E^μ, and it follows that E^μΘ = Θ^T E^μ. By also demanding that the classical equation of motion in the absence of dissipation ( E^μ∂_μ + Ṽ_{asym} ) δϕ = 0 is preserved under Θ, we find that Ṽ_{asym} Θ = −Θ^T Ṽ_{asym}. On the other hand, as σσ is responsible for dissipation and the breakdown of the symmetry under Θ, the dissipative equations of motion must transform to ( E^μ∂_μ + Ṽ_{asym} − σσ ) δϕ = 0, which implies σσ Θ = Θ^T σσ.

To find how the auxiliary fields δϕ̄ transform, consider an effective Lagrangian of the form

L_{MSR} = −δϕ̄^T (E^μ∂_μ + σσ) δϕ + iδϕ̄^T Q δϕ̄, (79)

where the noise correlator 2 Q has been left arbitrary. Again, the application of Θ should not affect the ideal term, but should invert the dissipative one. Hence, we find that Θ takes δϕ̄ → Θδϕ̄ = −Θ δϕ̄, and thus δϕ̄ is of Θ-parity opposite to that of δϕ, analogously to the T -parity of canonically conjugate momenta. The Lagrangian above thus transforms as

L_{MSR}^Θ−→ −δϕ̄^T (E^μ∂_μ − σσ) δϕ + i δϕ̄^T Q_Θ δϕ̄, (80)

where we denote Q_Θ ≡ Θ^T Q Θ.

To find the analogue of the KMS symmetry for our MSR action, we look for a transformation of the form δϕ → Θ δϕ, δϕ̄ → −Θ δϕ̄ + i Θ O δϕ, (81) with O some differential operator, such that the effective Lagrangian is invariant up to a total derivative. Under this transformation, the Lagrangian becomes

L_{MSR} → L_{KMS} =L_{MSR} + 2 δϕ̄^T (σσ + Q_Θ O) δϕ + i δϕ̄^T (Q_Θ − Q) δϕ̄+ − i δϕ^T ( σσ + O^T Q_Θ ) O δϕ − i δϕ^T O E^μ∂_μδϕ. (82)

Therefore, the Lagrangian is invariant if Q = Q_Θ and O^T Q = Q_Θ O = −σσ and the last term is a total derivative. By employing the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, Q = σσ, one immediately finds that O = −I. This implies that the proper symmetry involving time reversal and parity is δϕ → Θδϕ, δϕ̄ → −Θδϕ̄ − iΘδϕ. (83) Here, we have derived this transformation by direct study of the MSR action, but it can also be obtained by invoking a physical principle, as discussed below.

B. Detailed balance condition and relation to the modified KMS symmetry

The tentative transformation rule in Eq. (81) can be completed and fully understood by considering the principle of detailed balance and imposing the correct equilibrium probability distribution [103]. A similar approach was also employed using Crooks theorem in [64] by considering infinitesimal variations of the foliation. The equilibrium probability distribution w[δϕ] found in (27) can be made stationary by imposing the following detailed balance condition^3:

P [δϕ_f (x ∈ Σ_f )|δϕ_0(x ∈ Σ_0)] w[δϕ_0] = P [Θδϕ_0(x ∈ Σ_0)|Θδϕ_f (x ∈ Σ_f )] w[δϕ_f ], (84)

where P [δϕ_f (x ∈ Σ_f )|δϕ_0(x ∈ Σ_0)] denotes the conditional probability distribution that the system is in state δϕ_f for x in some final hypersurface Σ_f given that it was in state δϕ_0 for x in some initial hypersurface Σ_0. Using Eq. (27), the condition in Eq. (84) can be written as

P [Θδϕ_0(x ∈ Σ_0)|Θδϕ_f (x ∈ Σ_f )] = e^− ∫ Σ_f Σ0 d^4x δϕ^T E^μ ∂_μ δϕ P [δϕ

f (x ∈ Σ_f )|δϕ_0(x ∈ Σ_0)]. (85)

Expressing the conditional probability distribution as a path integral,

P [Θδϕ_0(x ∈ Σ_0)|Θδϕ_f (x ∈ Σ_f )] = ∫_{Θδϕ0 (x∈Σ0)} Θδϕ_f (x∈Σ_f ) Dδϕ Dδϕ̄ e^{i ∫ d4x L}. (86) We would like to make the bounds of this path integral match those that will appear on the right-hand-side of Eq. (85) when both conditional probability distributions are written as path integrals. This can be done by flipping the bounds of this path integral and changing the integration variables as δϕ → Θδϕ, δϕ̄ → Θδϕ̄. This amounts to a full spacetime reversal, taking L[δϕ, δϕ̄] → L_{KMS}[δϕ, δϕ̄] ≡ L_Θ[Θδϕ, Θδϕ̄], where L_Θ is the Lagrangian transformed due to the swapping of the initial and final states:

P [Θδϕ_0(x ∈ Σ_0)|Θδϕ_f (x ∈ Σ_f )] = ∫_{δϕf (x∈Σf )} δϕ_0 (x∈Σ_0) Dδϕ Dδϕ̄ e^{i ∫ d4x LKMS} . (87) Expressing both sides of Eq. (85) as a path integral, we find that ∫_{δϕf (x∈Σf )} δϕ_0 (x∈Σ_0) DδϕDδϕ̄ e^{i ∫ d4x LKMS} = ∫_{δϕf (x∈Σf )} δϕ_0 (x∈Σ_0) Dδϕ Dδϕ̄ e^{i ∫ d4x}(^{L+iδϕT Eμ ∂μδϕ}). (88) Since the boundary conditions of the path integrals have been made the same and are arbitrary, this equality is satisfied only when the integrands are equal, which implies that

L_{KMS} = L + iδϕ^T E^μ∂_μδϕ. (89)

That is, for detailed balance to hold, the action of parity and time reversal on the effective action should shift the Lagrangian by a total derivative term that is determined from the stationary distribution of Eq.

3 The extension of the detailed balance principle to a microscopic symmetry Θ including parity is discussed in [113].

(27). This shift is provided by the transformation rule of Eq. (81). Comparing Eq. (89) to Eq. (82), we find that detailed balance is achieved by taking O = −I, where I is the identity. We also find that Q = σσ, which is the fluctuation-dissipation relation recently found in [98].

Hence, the proper Z_2 symmetry involving time reversal invariance for this action is then δϕ → Θδϕ, δϕ̄ → −Θδϕ̄ − iΘδϕ. (90) This symmetry should be used for the MSR action in Eq. (34) in place of the previous form of KMS symmetry discussed in the case of first-order theories. It provides a guide for the construction of effective actions for hydrodynamic systems where the equations of motion do not solely stem from conservation laws.

In the case of time-reversal even fields δϕ, the transformation rule in Eq. (90) could also be obtained following the procedure introduced in [103], by noting that the conjugate momenta corresponding to δϕ is π = −E^0δϕ̄ and taking the equilibrium distribution to be exp (−Φ), with Φ =^1_2 ∫ d^3x δϕ^T E^0δϕ. The corresponding symmetry transformation becomes π → −π + i μ, with μ ≡ −∂Φ/∂δϕ = E^0δϕ, thus recovering Eq. (90).

C. Mapping to Schwinger-Keldysh variables

From Eq. (90), the standard Schwinger-Keldysh variables, δϕ_a, δϕ_r, for the MSR action can be derived. Since the Schwinger-Keldysh action is invariant when these transform as δϕ_a → Θδϕ_a + iΘL_β δϕ_r, δϕ_r → Θδϕ_r, (91) the proper form of δϕ_a, δϕ_r as a function of δϕ̄, δϕ should transform in this manner under Eq. (90). This can be realized by defining δϕ_r = δϕ, δϕ_a = L_β δϕ̄. (92) This relationship between these variables should not be too surprising as the information current picture can arise due to making an order reduction with respect to the physical evolution equation, such as in Israel- Stewart theory. This order reduction can be generated via integrating by parts, which contributes a factor of L_β , as in Eq. (92). While these variables can in principle be used to write an action that obeys the standard KMS symmetry, Eq. (90) provides a much simpler way to determine if the action is KMS invariant. Note that the relationship between auxiliary variables recovers the correct form of the auxiliary current, Eq. (62), found in Sec. III C.

D. Modified KMS symmetry for Israel-Stewart diffusion in a general frame

We now consider the application of the modified KMS symmetry to Israel-Stewart diffusion in a general hydrodynamic frame. From the derivation above and Eq. (34), we find that the MSR action for the Israel- Stewart theory of diffusion is given by

L_{MSR} = − δn̄ χT (u^μ∂_μδn + u^μ∂_μδN + ∂_μδJ^μ) − δN̄ χT ( u^μ∂_μδn + β_N χu^μ∂_μδN + + χ λ δN ) − δJ̄^μ χT ( ∂_μδn + β_J χu^ν ∂_ν δJ_μ + χ κ δJ_μ ) + i λT δN̄^2 + i κT δJ̄^2.

(93)

This action is invariant under the modified KMS transformation, Eq. (90). To verify this, we consider the transformation δn → δn, δn̄ → −δn̄ − iδn, (94) δN → δN , δN̄ → −δN̄ − iδN , (95) δJ^μ → δJ^μ, δJ̄^μ → −δJ̄^μ − iδJ^μ. (96) Then, in the local rest frame, each term transforms to − δn̄ χT ( ∂_tδn + ∂_tδN + ∂_iδJ^i ) → δn̄ χT ( −∂_tδn − ∂_tδN − ∂_iδJ^i ) + − iδn χT ( ∂_tδN + ∂_iδJ^i ) , (97)

− δN̄ χT ( ∂_tδn + β_N χ∂_tδN + χ λ δN ) → δN̄ χT ( − ∂_tδn − β_N χ∂_tδN + χ λ δN ) + − iδN χT ( ∂_tδn − χ λ δN ) , (98)

− δJ̄^i χT ( ∂_iδn + β_J χ∂_tδJ_i + χ κ δJ_i ) → δJ̄^i χT ( −∂_iδn − β_J χ∂_tδJ_i + χ κ δJ_i ) + − iδJ^i χT ( ∂_iδn − χ κ δJ_i ) , (99)

i λT δN̄^2 → i λT ( δN̄^2 + 2iδN̄ δN − δN^2 ) , (100)

i κT δJ̄^2 → i κT ( δJ̄^2 + 2iδJ̄_iδJ^i − δJ^2 ) . (101)

Combining each of these, we find that L_{MSR} → − δn̄ χT (u^μ∂_μδn + u^μ∂_μδN + ∂_μδJ^μ) − δN̄ χT ( u^μ∂_μδn + β_N χu^μ∂_μδN + + χ λ δN ) − δJ̄^μ χT ( ∂_μδn + β_J χu^ν ∂_ν δJ_μ + χ κ δJ_μ ) + i λT δN̄^2 + i κT δJ̄^2.

(102)

Since the equation of motion for this conserved current cannot be written as a single second-order equation for the density δn, finding an action that is invariant under the standard KMS symmetry is difficult. In this form, however, the action can be easily determined from the information current and the entropy production, and it still transforms as expected under the appropriate modified KMS transformation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied how causality and stability manifest in the effective actions of fluctuating, relativistic, dissipative hydrodynamic systems. This is first explored through the example of diffusion in firstorder BDNK theory, investigated using the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. We showed that the correlation functions of hydrodynamic fluctuations only display the expected physical properties at small frequencies and wavenumber, i.e., within the expected regime of validity of the first-order approach, when causality and stability conditions are imposed. However, the corresponding generating functional does not converge in this case. This issue arises due to the fact that the equilibrium state is not a maximum of the entropy in such theories, which in principle allows for fluctuations to grow without bound. These off-shell subtleties do not affect the on-shell properties of the theory, which remain well-defined. Our results indicate that there are still unresolved issues when considering hydrodynamic fluctuations in relativistic first-order theories (already in the linear regime).

This motivated us to consider the new theory of relativistic fluctuations developed in [98] for Gibbs stable systems with an information current. In these systems, which include Israel-Stewart theories as an example, causality and stability hold, and the equilibrium state is guaranteed to be the maximum of the entropy in a covariant manner. These properties follow from the information current, which tracks the net flow of information carried by perturbations around the equilibrium state. By constructing a theory of fluctuations from the information current, these desirable properties are built-in, whereas other methods can seemingly fluctuate unstable systems with no obvious issues, as discussed in Sec. II. This class of systems is described by conservation laws and also additional equations of motion that describe the relaxation process associated with dissipative fluxes. Therefore, their dynamics is not solely given by conservation laws. Such systems have not been explored much from the perspective of Schwinger-Keldysh effective field theory. By using thermodynamic arguments, we provide a versatile approach for describing the stochastic fluctuations of relativistic systems that does not rely on microscopic dynamics.

In order to describe the fluctuations of Israel-Stewart theories through an effective action, at the linearized level, we showed in this paper that the following simple recipe can be applied:

i. Construct the information current and entropy production, starting from the underlying symmetries and degrees of freedom as explained in [108, 111].

ii. Derive the conditions for Gibbs stability using [102].

iii. Write the corresponding MSR effective action, Eq. (34).

iv. For the calculation of Green’s functions, introduce source terms of the form h̄^T δϕ + h^T L_β δϕ̄, with sources h and h̄, as exemplified in Sec. III C.

Since a general formula for the action is provided by Eq. (34) that holds for any information current and entropy production, the on-shell physics dictates the form of the effective action. In [108, 111] it is shown that the information current and entropy production can be determined using only knowledge of the tensor structure of the degrees of freedom, and which of these degrees of freedom are dissipative. This organizing principle can be extended to the results of this work, allowing for the straightforward construction of universality classes for fluctuating hydrodynamics, which may be hard to obtain using other approaches.

To compare this MSR action to the Schwinger-Keldysh action, we studied how it behaves under discrete symmetries. As expected, it was found that the MSR action is not invariant under the standard dynamical KMS symmetry of [85], since the standard transformation was only prescribed for conserved hydrodynamic fields. Rather, it was found that it obeys a new symmetry under time reversal and parity, which can be found from a direct examination of the action or using detailed balance [103]. This new symmetry can be used to determine the noise distribution of fluctuating relativistic systems constructed from an information current. We expect that this symmetry will be important to guide future research concerning the inclusion of nonlinear effects from fluctuations. In that case, one must determine the information current and entropy production beyond quadratic order and use the modified KMS symmetry of Sec. IV to determine the corresponding offshell terms, mirroring the procedure used in Schwinger-Keldysh theory [92]. Such a construction would also give a nonlinear probability distribution for fluctuations that could potentially be used in other approaches for solving stochastic systems [114].

The properties of this new MSR action were examined through the example of diffusion in the Israel- Stewart approach. In this example, the dynamics do not follow exclusively from the conservation law. We note that for such systems the Schwinger-Keldysh approach can in principle be applied, see [112]. The approach developed in this paper, based on the information current and its modified KMS symmetry, provides a simple framework that can be applied to any system with an information current satisfying the conditions of Sec. III.

By implementing the modified KMS condition developed in Sec. IV, one should be able to enforce the fluctuation-dissipation theorem at the full nonlinear level in extensions of our effective action beyond quadratic order. Moreover, the mapping to Schwinger-Keldysh variables presented in Sec. IV C enables one to compute general n-point Green’s functions, with the correct approach to equilibrium, via a similar approach to that of Sec. III C. The construction of a nonlinear MSR effective theory will be important for the renormalization of transport coefficients [38] and for investigating the renormalization-group flow of the newfound universality classes discussed in Refs. [108, 111].

Furthermore, the nonlinear extension of our effective theory construction should be relevant to investigate the dynamics of higher-order fluctuations [56, 57, 69, 115], which are phenomenologically relevant in the search for the QCD critical point [50, 116–122].

NOTE ADDED

During the final stages of this work’s completion, a draft of this paper was shared with A. Jain and P. Kovtun, and a draft of their work [112] was provided to us. Both works involve the study of effective actions for Israel-Stewart-like systems. The paper [112] focused on the corresponding effective field theory formulation through the Schwinger-Keldysh approach, while in this paper we focused on enforcing off-shell causality and stability constraints with the information current. Despite these differences in motivation, there are a number of similarities between our works, and both papers were further progressed through our mutual discussions. Here, we briefly summarize the similarities and differences of these papers, as well as what was developed during our correspondence.

Under the standard Schwinger-Keldysh formulation, the effective action is constructed using the underlying symmetries of the system and the corresponding conserved quantities. In Israel-Stewart theory, however, conservation laws are insufficient to describe the dynamics on their own. In this work, we circumvented this issue by using the information current which is constructed from thermodynamic quantities in a fashion that is natural for Israel-Stewart theory. On the other hand, in Ref. [112], extended irreversible thermodynamics is used to add new degrees-of-freedom to the first law of thermodynamics that generate the out-of-equilibrium terms of Israel-Stewart theory when the Schwinger-Keldysh action is derived. It was found during our correspondence that this approach is not sufficient to find a unique dynamical KMS symmetry, but rather the same action can be obtained from different models, leading to distinct realizations of the KMS symmetry. These are referred to as “alternate” prescriptions in [112], one of which recovers the modified KMS symmetry discussed in this work, in the linear case. By comparing the actions found in our work to those found in [112], an additional symmetry of the action Eq. (48) in the Landau frame was found that corresponds to the standard KMS symmetry. While this symmetry may seem preferable for comparison between these two approaches, it is more complicated to generalize when working from the information current.

In summary, we believe that the equivalence between our framework and the framework of [112] is a manifestation of the duality between thermodynamics and statistical mechanics. In fact, our approach is entirely “macroscopic”, as it assigns to the macrostates a probability distribution in terms of their hydrodynamic free energy (through the formula P ∝ e^{−Ω/T} ). On the other hand, the approach of [112] aims to compute all quantum correlators within an effective field theory formalism, and it claims a more direct connection with microphysics. We consider the agreement of the two methodologies as a strong confirmation of the self-consistency of both and of fluctuating relativistic hydrodynamics as a whole.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank A. Jain and P. Kovtun for sharing a draft of their work during the final stages of this work’s completion, for the many insightful discussions about this topic, and for providing comments on our manuscript. We also thank M. Kaminski, K. Jensen, N. Pinzani-Fokeeva, G. Torrieri, and A. Lucas for enlightening discussions about action principles for stochastic hydrodynamics. NM and JN are supported in part by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office for Nuclear Physics under Award No. DE-SC0021301 and DE-SC0023861. MH and JN were partly supported by the National Science Foundation (NSF) within the framework of the MUSES collaboration, under grant number OAC-2103680. MH and JN thank KITP Santa Barbara for its hospitality during “The Many Faces of Relativistic Fluid Dynamics” Program, where this work’s last stages were completed. This research was partly supported by the National Science Foundation under Grant No. NSF PHY-1748958. LG is partially supported by Vanderbilt’s Seeding Success Grant.

Appendix A: Schwinger-Keldysh approach

For the sake of completeness, in this appendix, we briefly review a few points concerning Schwinger-Keldysh effective field theory and its formulation on a closed time path (CTP) [10, 11, 85].

1. Path integrals in the closed time path

The CTP allows for the study of time-dependent thermal processes. Let us start from the case of unitary evolution. Consider, for instance, the following 2-point function in the Heisenberg representation: ⟨ ϕ̂_B (t_2) ϕ̂_A(t_1) ⟩ = tr { U_{(0,t2)} ϕ̂_B U_{(t2,t1)} ϕ̂_A U_{(t1,0)} ρ̂_0 } , (A1)

where ρ̂_0 is the thermal-equilibrium density operator and U_{(tf ,ti)} is the unitary evolution operator from time t_i to time t_f . Regardless of time ordering, this thermal average can be computed using the following generating functional:

e^{W [h1,h2]} = tr { U_{(T ,0)}[h_1] ρ̂_0 U_{(0,T )}[h_2] } = tr { U_{(0,T )}[h_2] U_{(T ,0)}[h_1] ρ̂_0 } , (A2)

where T > t_1, t_2 is some time far in the future. In the equation above, we have introduced sources h_1 and h_2 into the evolution operators U_{(T ,0)} and U_{(0,T )}, respectively. Note that U_{(tf ,ti)}[h_i] ≠ U_{(tf −ti,0)}[h_i], because the sources h_i are time-dependent, thus breaking time-translation invariance.

The functional derivative of U_{(T ,0)}[h] with respect to the source h^A evaluated at time t (with T ≥ t ≥ 0) is defined as follows: δU_{(T ,0)}[h] δh^A(t) = d dε | | | ε=0 U_{(T ,0)}[h_{Atε}] , (A3)

where (h_{Atε})^B (τ) := h^B (τ) + εδ^B_A δ(t − τ). If η > 0 is infinitesimal, we can write U_{(T ,0)}[h_{Atε}] = U_{(T ,t+η)}[h_{Atε}] U_{(t+η,t−η)}[h_{Atε}] U_{(t−η,0)}[h_{Atε}] . (A4) However, since the operators U_{(tf ,ti)}[h_{Atε}] are solutions of d dt_f U_{(tf ,ti)}[h_{Atε}] = −iĤ_{hAtε} (t_f ) U_{(tf ,ti)}[h_{Atε}] , U_{(ti,ti)}[h_{Atε}] = I, (A5) we have that (for η → 0^+) U_{(T ,t+η)}[h_{Atε}] = U_{(T ,t)}[h] , U_{(t+η,t−η)}[h_{Atε}] = I− i ∫_{t+η} t−η Ĥ_{hAtε} (τ)dτ + O(ε^2) , U_{(t−η,0)}[h_{Atε}] = U_{(t,0)}[h] . (A6)

Hence, plugging (A4) and (A6) into (A3), we obtain δU_{(T ,0)}[h] δh^A(t) = −i U_{(T ,t)}[h] ∂Ĥ_h(t) ∂h^A(t) U_{(t,0)}[h] . (A7)

Assuming that the perturbation to the Hamiltonian has the form h^Aϕ̂_A, we obtain

δU_{(T ,0)}[h_1] δh^A_1 (t) = 1 i U_{(T ,t)}[h_1] ϕ̂_A U_{(t,0)}[h_1] , δU_{(0,T )}[h_2] δh^A_2 (t) = 1 i U_{(0,t)}[h_2] ϕ̂_A U_{(t,T )}[h_2] . (A8)

The generating functional W allows for the calculation of the connected part of Eq. (A1) both for t_1 < t_2 and t_1 > t_2, respectively: ⟨ T_+ [ δϕ̂_B (t_2) δϕ̂_A(t_1) ]⟩ = 1 i^2 δ^2W [h_1, h_2] δh^A_1 (t_1)δh^B_1 (t_2) | | | |_{h1 =0}

h_2 =0

, (A9) ⟨ T_− [ δϕ̂_B (t_2) δϕ̂_A(t_1) ]⟩ = 1 i^2 δ^2W [h_1, h_2] δh^A_2 (t_1)δh^B_2 (t_2) | | | |_{h1 =0}

h_2 =0

. (A10)

Further, because the operator U_{(0,T )}[h_2] is applied after U_{(T,0)}[h_1] in the rightmost side of Eq. (A2), one can compute the same two-point function, regardless of time ordering by performing variations with respect to h^B_2 (t_2) and h^A_1 (t_1).

Equation (A2) admits a path integral representation in the CTP contour with an action S_{CTP} given by

e^{W [h1 ,h2]} = ∫ Dϕ_1 Dϕ_2 e^{i SCTP[ϕ1,ϕ2 ; h1 ,h2]} . (A11)

One can observe that the branch ordered forward in time corresponds to evolution of ket states in the density operator with U_{h1} (T , 0). Conversely, the branch ordered backward in time corresponds to evolution of bra states in the density operator with U_{h2} (0, T ).

Finally, it is convenient to introduce symmetric and antisymmetric combinations of sources and fields in the two branches of the CTP contour: ϕ_r ≡ 1 2 (ϕ_1 + ϕ_2) , ϕ_a ≡ ϕ_1 − ϕ_2 , h_r ≡ 1 2 (h_1 + h_2) , h_a ≡ h_1 − h_2 , (A12)

so that variations with respect to the sources yield the advanced, retarded, and symmetrized Green’s functions, respectively: 1 i^2 δW [h_{r,a}] δh_r(x_1)δh_a(x_2)

= G_A(x_1, x_2) , 1 i^2 δW [h_{r,a}] δh_a(x_1)δh_r (x_2)

= G_R(x_1, x_2) , (A13)

1 i^2 δW [h_{r,a}] δh_a(x_1)δh_a(x_2)

= G_S (x_1, x_2) . (A14)

2. Effective field theories in the CTP

In principle, one could integrate out fast modes to obtain an effective action for slow degrees of freedom, S_{eff}[ϕ^{slow}_{r,a} ; h^{slow}_{r,a} ], in the CTP or Schwinger-Keldysh contour:

e^{W [h1,2 ]} = ∫ Dϕ^{slow}_r Dϕ^{slow}_a (∫ Dϕ^{fast}_r Dϕ^{fast}_a e^{i SCTP[ϕfast,slowr,a ; hr,a]} ) (A15) = ∫ Dϕ^{slow}_r Dϕ^{slow}_a e^{i Seff [ϕslowr,a ; hr,a]} . (A16)

Henceforth, we will drop the superscript in ϕ^{slow}_{r,a} and h^{slow}_{r,a} , so as to make the notation simpler. The integration over fast degrees of freedom will be implicit whenever we work with S_{eff}[ϕ_{r,a}; h_{r,a}].

In practice, S_{eff}[ϕ_{a,r}; h_{a,r}] is often constructed in the spirit of an effective field theory. That is, by considering all the terms allowed by the relevant symmetries and physical constraints and then applying a truncation scheme to obtain a finite number of couplings. Besides constraints from microscopic theories, effective actions in the CTP must satisfy three requirements, for consistency. Because ρ̂_0 is Hermitian, taking the complex conjugate of Eq. (A2) exchanges the two branches of the CTP. Hence, −S^∗_{eff}[ϕ_r, ϕ_a; h_r , h_a] = S_{eff}[ϕ_r, −ϕ_a; h_r, −h_a]. For the path integral to be well defined, the stability condition Im S_{eff}[ϕ_r, ϕ_a; h_r, h_a] ≥ 0 must be satisfied, which can be proved from Eq. (A2) as a Cauchy–Schwarz inequality. Finally, because any unitary operation preserves the trace of the density operator tr{U ρ̂_0 U^†} = 1, one finds S_{eff}[ϕ_a = 0; h_a = 0] = 0.

3. Time reversal and Kubo-Martin-Schwinger symmetry

Because of the integration over fast modes, the evolution of ϕ_1 and ϕ_2 becomes intertwined, which reflects the fact that, in general, the evolution of the (reduced) density operator is no longer unitary (i.e., given by the von Neumann equation) after a partial trace. As a consequence of non-unitarity, time reversal symmetry is, in general, broken by dissipation. However, the symmetry properties of the microscopic theory under time reversal have important consequences for the effective action, which are discussed below.

Suppose the microscopic theory is invariant under a discrete Z_2 symmetry operation Θ, which includes time reversal. We assume as well that the system starts at time t = 0 from the equilibrium density matrix ρ̂_0 = e^{βαP̂ α} /Z, with β^α = u^α/T , u^α the 4-velocity of the medium, and T its temperature. Under Θ, the generating functional transforms according to

e^{W [h1,h2]} → e^{WΘ [Θ h1 ,Θ h2 ]} = tr { U_{(0,T )}[Θ h_2(x^α)] ρ̂_0 U_{(T,0)}[Θ h_1(x^α)] } . (A17)

Using the invariance of the microscopic theory under this transformation, we find how W [h_1, h_2] changes when Θ is applied to the sources h_{1,2}:

e^{W [Θ h1,Θ h2 ]} = e^{WΘ[h1,h2]} = tr { U_{(0,T )}[h_2(x^α)] ρ̂_0 U_{(T,0)}[h_1(x^α)] } (A18)

= tr { U_{(0,T )}[h_2(x^α)] ρ̂_0 ρ̂^{−1}_0 U_{(T,0)}[h_1(x^α − i β^α)] ρ̂_0 } (A19)

= tr { U_{(T,0)}[h_1(x^α − i β^α)] ρ̂_0 U_{(0,T )}[h_2(x^α)] } (A20) = e^{W [h1(xα+i βα),h2(xα)]}, (A21) where we use the fact that ρ̂_0 = e^{−i(i βαP̂ α)}/Z, with P̂^μ being the 4-momentum operator, performs a translation by an imaginary displacement iβ^μ.

In Eq. (A21), we observe that the original effective potential W [h_{1,2}] is not recovered when the microscopic symmetry Θ is applied to the sources h_{1,2}. The reason for that can be traced back to the fact that the time reversal exchanges the initial and final states. However, the equilibrium density matrix allows us to recover the original W [h_{1,2}] by making the following transformation:

h_1(x^α) → Θ h_1(x^α + i β^α), h_2(x^α) → Θ h_2(x^α). (A22)

Because of its relation to the usual KMS condition, the transformation above is called a KMS symmetry [78, 79, 84, 85]. It guarantees that the correct equilibrium partition function is recovered, and imposes the fluctuation-dissipation theorem at the nonlinear level.

Just as W [h_{1,2}] corresponds to a trace over the final density matrix, the effective action S_{eff}[ϕ_{1,2}; h_{1,2}] contains a partial trace over fast degrees of freedom. One can enforce Eq. (A22) at the level of the effective action by imposing that S_{eff}[ϕ_{1,2}; h_{1,2}] is invariant under Eq. (A22) supplemented by the change

ϕ_1(x^α) → Θ ϕ_1(x^α + i β^α), ϕ_2(x^α) → Θ ϕ_2(x^α), (A23)

up to boundary terms — that is, up to total derivative terms in the effective Lagrangian.

If powers of ℏ are restored, the imaginary displacement promoted by ρ̂_0 becomes iℏβ^μ. In the classical limit ℏω ≪ T , where ω is the typical energy scale, Eqs. (A22) and (A23) become

h_r(x^α) → Θ h_r(x^α), h_a(x^α) → Θ (h_a(x^α) + iβ^α∂_αh_r (x^α)) , (A24) ϕ_r(x^α) → Θ ϕ_r(x^α), ϕ_a(x^α) → Θ (ϕ_a(x^α) + iβ^α∂_αϕ_r(x^α)) , (A25)

where we have changed to r and a variables. Equations (A24) and (A25) define the KMS symmetry in the classical limit [78, 79, 84, 85].

[1] Steven Weinberg, The Quantum theory of fields. Vol. 1: Foundations (Cambridge University Press, 2005).

[2] Steven Weinberg, The quantum theory of fields. Vol. 2: Modern applications (Cambridge University Press, 2013).

[3] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Fluid Mechanics, Second Edition: Volume 6 (Course of Theoretical Physics), 2nd ed., Course of theoretical physics / by L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Vol. 6 (Butterworth-Heinemann, 1987).

[4] Hannes Alfvén, “Existence of electromagnetic-hydrodynamic waves,” Nature 150, 405–406 (1942). [5] Stephen B. Pope, Turbulent Flows (Cambridge University Press, 2000).

[6] Herbert B. Callen and Theodore A. Welton, “Irreversibility and generalized noise,” Phys. Rev. 83, 34–40 (1951). [7] Ryogo Kubo, “Statistical mechanical theory of irreversible processes. 1. General theory and simple applications in magnetic and conduction problems,” J. Phys. Soc. Jap. 12, 570–586 (1957).

[8] E. M. Lifshitz and L. P. Pitaevskii, Statistical Physics Part II - Volume 9 (Course of Theoretical Physics) (Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford, UK, 1980).

[9] Gordon Baym and Leo P. Kadanoff, “Conservation Laws and Correlation Functions,” Phys. Rev. 124, 287–299 (1961).

[10] Julian S. Schwinger, “Brownian motion of a quantum oscillator,” J. Math. Phys. 2, 407–432 (1961). [11] L. V. Keldysh, “Diagram technique for nonequilibrium processes,” Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 47, 1515–1527 (1964). [12] P. C. Martin, E. D. Siggia, and H. A. Rose, “Statistical Dynamics of Classical Systems,” Phys. Rev. A 8, 423–437 (1973).

[13] Jean Zinn-Justin, Quantum Field Theory and Critical Phenomena; 4th ed., International series of monographs on physics (Clarendon Press, Oxford, 2002).

[14] U. Weiss, Quantum Dissipative Systems, Series in modern condensed matter physics (World Scientific, 2008). [15] Carl Eckart, “The thermodynamics of irreversible processes. iii. relativistic theory of the simple fluid,” Phys. Rev. 58, 919–924 (1940).

[16] G. Pichon, “Étude relativiste de fluides visqueux et chargés,” Annales de l’I.H.P. Physique théorique 2, 21–85 (1965). [17] William A. Hiscock and Lee Lindblom, “Generic instabilities in first-order dissipative relativistic fluid theories,” Phys. Rev. D 31, 725–733 (1985).

[18] Ingo Müller, “Zum Paradoxon der Wärmeleitungstheorie,” Zeitschrift fur Physik 198, 329–344 (1967). [19] W. Israel, “Nonstationary irreversible thermodynamics: A causal relativistic theory,” Ann. Phys. 100, 310–331 (1976).

[20] W. Israel and J. M. Stewart, “Transient relativistic thermodynamics and kinetic theory,” Ann. Phys. 118, 341–372 (1979).

[21] R. Baier, P. Romatschke, D. T. Son, A. O. Starinets, and M. A. Stephanov, “Relativistic viscous hydrodynamics, conformal invariance, and holography,” JHEP 04, 100 (2008), arXiv:0712.2451 [hep-th].

[22] G. S. Denicol, H. Niemi, E. Molnar, and D. H. Rischke, “Derivation of transient relativistic fluid dynamics from the Boltzmann equation,” Phys. Rev. D85, 114047 (2012), [Erratum: Phys. Rev.D91,no.3,039902(2015)], arXiv:1202.4551 [nucl-th].

[23] I. Mueller and T. Ruggeri, Rational Extended Thermodynamics (Springer, 1998).

[24] D. Jou, J. Casas-Vazsquez, and G. Lebon, Extended Irreversible Thermodynamics, 3rd ed. (Springer, 2001) p.

463.

[25] Lorenzo Gavassino and Marco Antonelli, “Relativistic liquids: GENERIC or EIT?”

Class. Quant. Grav. 40, 075012 (2023), arXiv:2209.12865 [gr-qc].

[26] P. Romatschke and U. Romatschke, Relativistic Fluid Dynamics In and Out of Equilibrium, Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics (Cambridge University Press, 2019) arXiv:1712.05815 [nucl-th].

[27] F. S. Bemfica, M. M. Disconzi, and J. Noronha, “Causality and existence of solutions of relativistic viscous fluid dynamics with gravity,” Phys. Rev. D98, 104064 (26 pages) (2018), arXiv:1708.06255 [gr-qc].

[28] Pavel Kovtun, “First-order relativistic hydrodynamics is stable,” JHEP 10, 034 (2019), arXiv:1907.08191 [hep-th].

[29] Fábio S. Bemfica, Fábio S. Bemfica, Marcelo M. Disconzi, Marcelo M. Disconzi, Jorge Noronha, and Jorge Noronha, “Nonlinear Causality of General First-Order Relativistic Viscous Hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D 100, 104020 (2019), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 105, 069902 (2022)], arXiv:1907.12695 [gr-qc].

[30] Raphael E. Hoult and Pavel Kovtun, “Stable and causal relativistic Navier-Stokes equations,” JHEP 06, 067 (2020), arXiv:2004.04102 [hep-th].

[31] Fabio S. Bemfica, Marcelo M. Disconzi, and Jorge Noronha, “First-Order General-Relativistic Viscous Fluid Dynamics,” Phys. Rev. X 12, 021044 (2022), arXiv:2009.11388 [gr-qc].

[32] K. Kovtun, “Lectures on hydrodynamic fluctuations in relativistic theories,” INT Summer School on Applications of String Theory Seattle, Washington, USA, July 18-29, 2011, J. Phys. A45, 473001 (2012), arXiv:1205.5040 [hep-th].

[33] Nick Abboud, Enrico Speranza, and Jorge Noronha, “Causal and stable first-order chiral hydrodynamics,” (2023), arXiv:2308.02928 [hep-th].

[34] Esteban Calzetta, “Relativistic fluctuating hydrodynamics,” Class. Quant. Grav. 15, 653–667 (1998), arXiv:gr-qc/9708048.

[35] Pavel Kovtun and Laurence G. Yaffe, “Hydrodynamic fluctuations, long time tails, and supersymmetry,” Phys. Rev. D 68, 025007 (2003), arXiv:hep-th/0303010.

[36] Jörn Dunkel and Peter Hänggi, “Relativistic Brownian motion,” Phys. Rept. 471, 1–73 (2009), arXiv:0812.1996 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[37] J. I. Kapusta, B. Muller, and M. Stephanov, “Relativistic Theory of Hydrodynamic Fluctuations with Applications to Heavy Ion Collisions,” Phys. Rev. C 85, 054906 (2012), arXiv:1112.6405 [nucl-th].

[38] Pavel Kovtun, Guy D. Moore, and Paul Romatschke, “The stickiness of sound: An absolute lower limit on viscosity and the breakdown of second order relativistic hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D 84, 025006 (2011), arXiv:1104.1586 [hep-ph].

[39] Clint Young, “Numerical integration of thermal noise in relativistic hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. C 89, 024913 (2014), arXiv:1306.0472 [nucl-th].

[40] Avdhesh Kumar, Jitesh R. Bhatt, and Ananta P. Mishra, “Fluctuations in Relativistic Causal Hydrodynamics,” Nucl. Phys. A 925, 199–217 (2014), arXiv:1304.1873 [hep-ph].

[41] C. Young, J. I. Kapusta, C. Gale, S. Jeon, and B. Schenke, “Thermally Fluctuating Second-Order Viscous Hydrodynamics and Heavy-Ion Collisions,” Phys. Rev. C 91, 044901 (2015), arXiv:1407.1077 [nucl-th].

[42] Koichi Murase and Tetsufumi Hirano, “Hydrodynamic fluctuations and dissipation in an integrated dynamical model,” Nucl. Phys. A 956, 276–279 (2016), arXiv:1601.02260 [nucl-th].

[43] J. I. Kapusta and C. Young, “Causal Baryon Diffusion and Colored Noise,” Phys. Rev. C 90, 044902 (2014), arXiv:1404.4894 [nucl-th].

[44] Yukinao Akamatsu, Aleksas Mazeliauskas, and Derek Teaney, “A kinetic regime of hydrodynamic fluctuations and long time tails for a Bjorken expansion,” Phys. Rev. C 95, 014909 (2017), arXiv:1606.07742 [nucl-th].

[45] Yukinao Akamatsu, Aleksas Mazeliauskas, and Derek Teaney, “Bulk viscosity from hydrodynamic fluctuations with relativistic hydrokinetic theory,” Phys. Rev. C 97, 024902 (2018), arXiv:1708.05657 [nucl-th].

[46] Azumi Sakai, Koichi Murase, and Tetsufumi Hirano, “Hydrodynamic fluctuations in Pb + Pb collisions at LHC,” Nucl. Phys. A 967, 445–448 (2017).

[47] M. Stephanov and Y. Yin, “Hydrodynamics with parametric slowing down and fluctuations near the critical point,” Phys. Rev. D 98, 036006 (2018), arXiv:1712.10305 [nucl-th].

[48] Mauricio Martinez and Thomas Schäfer, “Hydrodynamic tails and a fluctuation bound on the bulk viscosity,” Phys. Rev. A 96, 063607 (2017), arXiv:1708.01548 [cond-mat.quant-gas].

[49] Mayank Singh, Chun Shen, Scott McDonald, Sangyong Jeon, and Charles Gale, “Hydrodynamic Fluctuations in Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collisions,” Nucl. Phys. A 982, 319–322 (2019), arXiv:1807.05451 [nucl-th].

[50] Marlene Nahrgang, Marcus Bluhm, Thomas Schaefer, and Steffen A. Bass, “Diffusive dynamics of critical fluctuations near the QCD critical point,” Phys. Rev. D 99, 116015 (2019), arXiv:1804.05728 [nucl-th].

[51] M. Martinez and Thomas Schäfer, “Stochastic hydrodynamics and long time tails of an expanding conformal charged fluid,” Phys. Rev. C 99, 054902 (2019), arXiv:1812.05279 [hep-th].

[52] Koichi Murase, “Causal hydrodynamic fluctuations in non-static and inhomogeneous backgrounds,” Annals Phys. 411, 167969 (2019), arXiv:1904.11217 [nucl-th].

[53] Xin An, Gokce Basar, Mikhail Stephanov, and Ho-Ung Yee, “Relativistic Hydrodynamic Fluctuations,” Phys. Rev. C 100, 024910 (2019), arXiv:1902.09517 [hep-th].

[54] M. Martinez, T. Schäfer, and V. Skokov, “Critical behavior of the bulk viscosity in QCD,” Phys. Rev. D 100, 074017 (2019), arXiv:1906.11306 [hep-ph].

[55] Krishna Rajagopal, Gregory Ridgway, Ryan Weller, and Yi Yin, “Understanding the out-of-equilibrium dynamics near a critical point in the QCD phase diagram,” Phys. Rev. D 102, 094025 (2020), arXiv:1908.08539 [hep-ph].

[56] Xin An, Gökçe Başar, Mikhail Stephanov, and Ho-Ung Yee, “Evolution of Non-Gaussian Hydrodynamic Fluctuations,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 072301 (2021), arXiv:2009.10742 [hep-th].

[57] Xin An, Gökçe Başar, Mikhail Stephanov, and Ho-Ung Yee, “Fluctuation dynamics in a relativistic fluid with a critical point,” Phys. Rev. C 102, 034901 (2020), arXiv:1912.13456 [hep-th].

[58] Aritra De, Christopher Plumberg, and Joseph I. Kapusta, “Calculating Fluctuations and Self-Correlations Numerically for Causal Charge Diffusion in Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collisions,” Phys. Rev. C 102, 024905 (2020), arXiv:2003.04878 [nucl-th].

[59] Azumi Sakai, Koichi Murase, and Tetsufumi Hirano, “Rapidity decorrelation of anisotropic flow caused by hydrodynamic fluctuations,” Phys. Rev. C 102, 064903 (2020), arXiv:2003.13496 [nucl-th].

[60] Marlene Nahrgang and Marcus Bluhm, “Modeling the diffusive dynamics of critical fluctuations near the QCD critical point,” Phys. Rev. D 102, 094017 (2020), arXiv:2007.10371 [nucl-th].

[61] Travis Dore, Jacquelyn Noronha-Hostler, and Emma McLaughlin, “Far-from-equilibrium search for the QCD critical point,” Phys. Rev. D 102, 074017 (2020), arXiv:2007.15083 [nucl-th].

[62] Lipei Du, Ulrich Heinz, Krishna Rajagopal, and Yi Yin, “Fluctuation dynamics near the QCD critical point,” Phys. Rev. C 102, 054911 (2020), arXiv:2004.02719 [nucl-th].

[63] Esteban Calzetta, “Fully developed relativistic turbulence,” Phys. Rev. D 103, 056018 (2021), arXiv:2010.14225 [gr-qc].

[64] Giorgio Torrieri, “Fluctuating Relativistic hydrodynamics from Crooks theorem,” JHEP 02, 175 (2021), arXiv:2007.09224 [hep-th].

[65] Travis Dore, Lorenzo Gavassino, David Montenegro, Masoud Shokri, and Giorgio Torrieri, “Fluctuating relativistic dissipative hydrodynamics as a gauge theory,” Annals Phys. 442, 168902 (2022), arXiv:2109.06389 [hep-th].

[66] Aleksandr Petrosyan and Alessio Zaccone, “Relativistic Langevin equation derived from a particle-bath Lagrangian,” J. Phys. A 55, 015001 (2022), arXiv:2107.07205 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[67] Aritra De, Chun Shen, and Joseph I. Kapusta, “Stochastic hydrodynamics and hydro-kinetics: Similarities and differences,” Phys. Rev. C 106, 054903 (2022), arXiv:2203.02134 [nucl-th].

[68] Maneesha Pradeep, Krishna Rajagopal, Mikhail Stephanov, and Yi Yin, “Freezing out fluctuations in Hydro+ near the QCD critical point,” Phys. Rev. D 106, 036017 (2022), arXiv:2204.00639 [hep-ph].

[69] Xin An, Gokce Basar, Mikhail Stephanov, and Ho-Ung Yee, “Non-Gaussian fluctuation dynamics in relativistic fluid,” (2022), arXiv:2212.14029 [hep-th].

[70] Navid Abbasi and Sara Tahery, “On the correlation functions in stable first-order relativistic hydrodynamics,” (2022), arXiv:2212.14619 [hep-th].

[71] Zenan Chen, Derek Teaney, and Li Yan, “Hydrodynamic attractor of noisy plasmas,” (2022), arXiv:2206.12778 [nucl-th].

[72] Kenshi Kuroki, Azumi Sakai, Koichi Murase, and Tetsufumi Hirano, “Hydrodynamic fluctuations and ultracentral flow puzzle in heavy-ion collisions,” (2023), arXiv:2305.01977 [nucl-th].

[73] Nahuel Mirón Granese, Alejandra Kandus, and Esteban Calzetta, “Field Theory Approaches to Relativistic Hydrodynamics,” Entropy 24, 1790 (2022), arXiv:2210.07422 [hep-ph].

[74] Navid Abbasi, Matthias Kaminski, and Omid Tavakol, “Ultraviolet-regulated theory of non-linear diffusion,” (2022), arXiv:2212.11499 [hep-th].

[75] Sašo Grozdanov and Janos Polonyi, “Viscosity and dissipative hydrodynamics from effective field theory,” Phys. Rev. D 91, 105031 (2015), arXiv:1305.3670 [hep-th].

[76] Pavel Kovtun, Guy D. Moore, and Paul Romatschke, “Towards an effective action for relativistic dissipative hydrodynamics,” JHEP 07, 123 (2014), arXiv:1405.3967 [hep-ph].

[77] Michael Harder, Pavel Kovtun, and Adam Ritz, “On thermal fluctuations and the generating functional in relativistic hydrodynamics,” JHEP 07, 025 (2015), arXiv:1502.03076 [hep-th].

[78] Michael Crossley, Paolo Glorioso, and Hong Liu, “Effective field theory of dissipative fluids,” JHEP 09, 095 (2017), arXiv:1511.03646 [hep-th].

[79] L. M. Sieberer, A. Chiocchetta, A. Gambassi, U. C. Täuber, and S. Diehl, “Thermodynamic Equilibrium as a Symmetry of the Schwinger-Keldysh Action,” Phys. Rev. B 92, 134307 (2015), arXiv:1505.00912 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[80] Felix M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and Mukund Rangamani, “Adiabatic hydrodynamics: The eightfold way to dissipation,” JHEP 05, 060 (2015), arXiv:1502.00636 [hep-th].

[81] Felix M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and M. Rangamani, “Topological sigma models & dissipative hydrodynamics,” JHEP 04, 039 (2016), arXiv:1511.07809 [hep-th].

[82] Felix M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and Mukund Rangamani, “Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. Part I: BRST symmetries and superspace,” JHEP 06, 069 (2017), arXiv:1610.01940 [hep-th].

[83] Kristan Jensen, Natalia Pinzani-Fokeeva, and Amos Yarom, “Dissipative hydrodynamics in superspace,” JHEP 09, 127 (2018), arXiv:1701.07436 [hep-th].

[84] Paolo Glorioso, Michael Crossley, and Hong Liu, “Effective field theory of dissipative fluids (II): classical limit, dynamical KMS symmetry and entropy current,” JHEP 09, 096 (2017), arXiv:1701.07817 [hep-th].

[85] Hong Liu and Paolo Glorioso, “Lectures on non-equilibrium effective field theories and fluctuating hydrodynamics,” PoS TASI2017, 008 (2018), arXiv:1805.09331 [hep-th].

[86] Xinyi Chen-Lin, Luca V. Delacrétaz, and Sean A. Hartnoll, “Theory of diffusive fluctuations,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 091602 (2019), arXiv:1811.12540 [hep-th].

[87] Kristan Jensen, Raja Marjieh, Natalia Pinzani-Fokeeva, and Amos Yarom, “A panoply of Schwinger-Keldysh transport,” SciPost Phys. 5, 053 (2018), arXiv:1804.04654 [hep-th].

[88] Jan de Boer, Michal P. Heller, and Natalia Pinzani-Fokeeva, “Holographic Schwinger-Keldysh effective field theories,” JHEP 05, 188 (2019), arXiv:1812.06093 [hep-th].

[89] Felix M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and Mukund Rangamani, “Effective Action for Relativistic Hydrodynamics:

Fluctuations, Dissipation, and Entropy Inflow,” JHEP 10, 194 (2018), arXiv:1803.11155 [hep-th]. [90] Jewel K. Ghosh, R. Loganayagam, Siddharth G. Prabhu, Mukund Rangamani, Akhil Sivakumar, and V. Vishal,

“Effective field theory of stochastic diffusion from gravity,” JHEP 05, 130 (2021), arXiv:2012.03999 [hep-th]. [91] Akash Jain, “Effective field theory for non-relativistic hydrodynamics,” JHEP 10, 208 (2020), arXiv:2008.03994 [hep-th].

[92] Akash Jain and Pavel Kovtun, “Late Time Correlations in Hydrodynamics: Beyond Constitutive Relations,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 071601 (2022), arXiv:2009.01356 [hep-th].

[93] Christiana Pantelidou and Benjamin Withers, “Thermal three-point functions from holographic Schwinger- Keldysh contours,” JHEP 04, 050 (2023), arXiv:2211.09140 [hep-th].

[94] Matteo Baggioli, Yanyan Bu, and Vaios Ziogas, “U(1) quasi-hydrodynamics: Schwinger-Keldysh effective field theory and holography,” (2023), arXiv:2304.14173 [hep-th].

[95] Can Onur Akyuz, Garrett Goon, and Riccardo Penco, “The Schwinger-Keldysh Coset Construction,” (2023), arXiv:2306.17232 [hep-th].

[96] Paul C. Martin and Julian S. Schwinger, “Theory of many particle systems. 1.”

Phys. Rev. 115, 1342–1373 (1959).

[97] Enke Wang and Ulrich W. Heinz, “A Generalized fluctuation dissipation theorem for nonlinear response functions,” Phys. Rev. D 66, 025008 (2002), arXiv:hep-th/9809016.

[98] Nicki Mullins, Mauricio Hippert, and Jorge Noronha, “Stochastic fluctuations in relativistic fluids: causality, stability, and the information current,” (2023), arXiv:2306.08635 [nucl-th].

[99] Ronald Forrest Fox and George E. Uhlenbeck, “Contributions to non-equilibrium thermodynamics. i. theory of hydrodynamical fluctuations,” The Physics of Fluids 13, 1893–1902 (1970), https://aip.scitation.org/doi/pdf/10.1063/1.1693183.

[100] Lorenzo Gavassino, Marco Antonelli, and Brynmor Haskell, “Thermodynamic Stability Implies Causality,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 010606 (2022), arXiv:2105.14621 [gr-qc].

[101] Jorge Noronha, Michał Spaliński, and Enrico Speranza, “Transient Relativistic Fluid Dynamics in a General Hydrodynamic Frame,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 252302 (2022), arXiv:2105.01034 [nucl-th].

[102] Lorenzo Gavassino, “Applying the Gibbs stability criterion to relativistic hydrodynamics,” Class. Quant. Grav. 38, 21LT02 (2021), arXiv:2104.09142 [gr-qc].

[103] Jinkang Guo, Paolo Glorioso, and Andrew Lucas, “Fracton Hydrodynamics without Time-Reversal Symmetry,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 150603 (2022), arXiv:2204.06006 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[104] Y. Choquet-Bruhat, General Relativity and the Einstein Equations (Oxford University Press, New York, 2009). [105] R. M. Wald, General relativity (University of Chicago press, 2010).

[106] Lorenzo Gavassino, “Can We Make Sense of Dissipation without Causality?” Phys. Rev. X 12, 041001 (2022), arXiv:2111.05254 [gr-qc].

[107] Lorenzo Gavassino, Marco Antonelli, and Brynmor Haskell, “When the entropy has no maximum: a new perspective on the instability of the first-order theories of dissipation,” Phys. Rev. D 102, 043018 (2020), arXiv:2006.09843 [gr-qc].

[108] Lorenzo Gavassino, Marcelo M. Disconzi, and Jorge Noronha, “Universality Classes of Relativistic Fluid Dynamics I: Foundations,” (2023), arXiv:2302.03478 [nucl-th].

[109] Lorenzo Gavassino, Marcelo M. Disconzi, and Jorge Noronha, “Dispersion relations alone cannot guarantee causality,” (2023), arXiv:2307.05987 [hep-th].

[110] Lorenzo Gavassino, Marco Antonelli, and Brynmor Haskell, “Symmetric-hyperbolic quasihydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D 106, 056010 (2022), arXiv:2207.14778 [gr-qc].

[111] L. Gavassino, M. M. Disconzi, and J. Noronha, “Universality Classes of Relativistic Fluid Dynamics II: Applications,” (2023), arXiv:2302.05332 [nucl-th].

[112] Akash Jain and Pavel Kovtun, “Schwinger-Keldysh effective field theory for causal and stable relativistic hydrodynamics,” in preparation (2023).

[113] E.M. LIFSHITZ and L.P. PITAEVSKI, “Chapter i - kinetic theory of gases,” in Physical Kinetics, edited by E.M. LIFSHITZ and L.P. PITAEVSKI (Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford, 1981) pp. 1–88.

[114] A.L. Barabási and H.E. Stanley, Fractal Concepts in Surface Growth (Cambridge University Press, 1995). [115] Swagato Mukherjee, Raju Venugopalan, and Yi Yin, “Real time evolution of non-Gaussian cumulants in the QCD critical regime,” Phys. Rev. C 92, 034912 (2015), arXiv:1506.00645 [hep-ph].

[116] M. A. Stephanov, “Non-Gaussian fluctuations near the QCD critical point,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 032301 (2009), arXiv:0809.3450 [hep-ph].

[117] Christiana Athanasiou, Krishna Rajagopal, and Misha Stephanov, “Using Higher Moments of Fluctuations and their Ratios in the Search for the QCD Critical Point,” Phys. Rev. D 82, 074008 (2010), arXiv:1006.4636 [hep-ph].

[118] Swagato Mukherjee, Raju Venugopalan, and Yi Yin, “Universal off-equilibrium scaling of critical cumulants in the QCD phase diagram,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 222301 (2016), arXiv:1605.09341 [hep-ph].

[119] Marcus Bluhm et al., “Dynamics of critical fluctuations: Theory – phenomenology – heavy-ion collisions,” Nucl. Phys. A 1003, 122016 (2020), arXiv:2001.08831 [nucl-th].

[120] Grégoire Pihan, Marcus Bluhm, Masakiyo Kitazawa, Taklit Sami, and Marlene Nahrgang, “Critical net-baryon fluctuations in an expanding system,” Phys. Rev. C 107, 014908 (2023), arXiv:2205.12834 [nucl-th].

[121] D. Almaalol et al., “QCD Phase Structure and Interactions at High Baryon Density: Continuation of BES Physics Program with CBM at FAIR,” (2022), arXiv:2209.05009 [nucl-ex].

[122] Rajesh Kumar et al. (MUSES), “Theoretical and Experimental Constraints for the Equation of State of Dense and Hot Matter,” (2023), arXiv:2303.17021 [nucl-th].