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We extend the previously developed generally covariant formalism to include diffusion of conserved
charges. We construct a partition function with chemical potential, and calculate the dynamics of the
diffusion matrix in terms of the Ward identity enforcing charge conservation and linear response. We
comment on the differences between diffusion of conserved scalar charges and full viscous hydrodynamics,

and outline possible physical applications.
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I. THE PROBLEM OF RELATIVISTIC DIFFUSION

Relativistic diffusion is of considerable phenomenologi-
cal and theoretical interest, being the leading nonequili-
brium correction in transport of conserved charges in both
heavy ion collisions and neutron stars [1-4]. It is also an
important standalone aspect of the theoretical study of
nonequilibrium relativistic statistical mechanics.

It is often said [5-7] that diffusion is the simplest
hydrodynamiclike theory, because it is governed by a
conservation law equation, combined with thermodynam-
ics. However, diffusion has no flow but just, as the name
says, diffusive motion, A conserved current J,’s evolution
is defined by

0,0 =0,  J,=-DVu, (1)

where p is the chemical potential, a Lagrange multiplier
enforcing charge conservation of the equilibrium distribu-
tion. Just like in hydrodynamics, conservation laws and an
expression derivable from statistical mechanics, namely the
dependence of the diffusion coefficient D from the chemi-
cal potential y, is enough to close the equations and make
the system solvable from arbitrary initial conditions. The
form of D is usually thought to arise from a Kubo type
formula

D =timrim [ e® ([, (x.1),J,(0,0))dx.  (2)

k—0
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In the full local thermalization limit D — 0 no diffusion
occurs (physically “many” microscopic collisions stop the
particle).

This theory is much simpler than hydrodynamics [where
J, =Tpp, + O(0)... and p is the density while #, = u, /T
is the flow divided by temperature], as, because of the
absence of flow, its leading order form is linear, and solvable
exactly with Green’s functions techniques.

It also has the usual issues of theories based on thermal-
ization with Lorentz invariance and causality [8], and,
because of its simplicity, is a good laboratory to overcome
them. A usual way to address them is [9-14] via a
relaxational dynamics of the Maxwell-Cattaneo type

dji = - -
TQE-FJ =J = —-DVyu (3)

diffusion

which restores causality for a long enough 7, with respect

to v/ D at the price of promoting J, to an independent degree
of freedom with respect to ), albeit one with relaxational
dynamics only (if hydrodynamics is included, J, the
perpendicular component of J with respect to flow, has
the role of such a degree of freedom). However the Lorentz
invariance issue never really goes away, since there is a
“special” frame in which the chemical potential is defined.
At least in the microcanonical limit, the underlyng dynamics
should however be Lorentz invariant (and in the canonical
and grand canonical limit dynamics should be in terms of
the relative velocity between the system and the bath).

In [15-18] a way to restore Lorentz invariance was
proposed in the context of fluid dynamics: Since ideal fluid
behavior is equivalent to local ergodicity in any foliation
[17], one should be able to restore Lorentz invariance by
assuming any dissipative dynamics is locally indistinguish-
able from a fluctuation. Thus, if one treats fluctuations and
average values on the same footing, one can impose
Lorentz invariance by imposing such a local equivalence
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relation. In this work we shall apply this framework to the
simplified problem of diffusion. In Sec. II we qualitatively
describe the relationship between nonperturbative fluctua-
tions and general covariance; in Sec. III we show that the
issues described above can be clarified in this approach.
Finally in Sec. IV we discuss how our calculation fits in the
results of [15] as well as other approaches of relativistic
statistical mechanics. Finally, in the Appendix we make a
detailed comparison between the approach presented in this
work and the more usual expansion around a thermostatic
background on which gradient and Schwinger-Keldysh
effective theories are based.

II. FLUCTUATIONS AND GENERAL
COVARIANCE

The physical interpretation of this general covariance is
that ultimately the “‘microscopic physics” is ergodic for a
perfectly thermalized system, but, because of the “androm-
eda paradox” [19] such ergodicity is frame dependent. Only
by promoting Lorentz invariance to invariance under all
possible foliations does a Lorentz-invariant definition of
local equilibrium emerge [17]. This definition is micro-
canonical but can be generalized to the canonical [15]
ensemble provided fluctuations in the relative velocity
between the system and the bath are accounted for in a
Lorentz-invariant way. For dynamics to be generally covar-
iant, it has to be governed by the Ward identity. In [15] it
was shown that this identity, together with linear response,
was enough to specify the dynamical evolution of the
system provided the partition function defined at every cell
has a Gaussian form. Note that this does not mean that three-
point functions and higher are not there, but just that they
are exclusively functions of two-point functions, as shown
quantitatively in [13].

A simple justification of the Gaussian ansatz is that, since
general covariance requires fluctuations, this ansatz is the
simplest that can explicitly accommodate it. Furthermore,
Gaussian partition functions seem to work well even in
strongly coupled dynamics [20] and are also the only finite
width distribution which is a fixed point of renormalization
group flows [21] (a result similar to Donsker’s theorem in
mathematics); we believe it to be a reasonable ansatz in the
absence of critical points. What this means physically is that
taking the lattice spacing on which to define the Gaussian
partition functions to zero will not result in additional terms
but in the “flow” of the average and width to a specific fixed
point [21]. It is worth noting that, as shown in the Appendix,
existing thermostatic backreaction approaches [7,10,13] are
also Gaussian in the sense that “non-Gaussian terms” either
regularize the two leading cumulants (as in stochastic
diffusion), or just the first cumulant (when an effective
deterministic theory is written out as a gradient expansion,
reflecting the spectral analysis of the Kubo correlator).
Where our approach differs is that fluctuations are non-
perturbative, and the general covariance underlying the local

Lorentz invariance of the “ergodic” microscopic dynamics
is exact. This makes for a much more complicated dynam-
ics, where the whole ensemble needs to be evolved from
initial conditions (in [7,10,13] it is directly computable from
the action), but avoids a thermostatic background thereby
respecting the microscopic symmetries of the dynamics.
Note also that going beyond the Gaussian approximation
is possible, provided higher order Ward identities and
response relations are available.

Here we want to apply the methods of [15] to diffusion of
conserved charges. We would like to immediately clarify
that in a sense this is an academic exercise: The physical
applicability would be a system whose energy-momentum
fluctuation and dissipation scales are very short, but
conserved charge fluctuation and dissipation scales are
very long. We are not aware of such a system in Nature, for
instance in the cited nuclear and astrophysical application
[1-4] diffusion of conserved charge is of the same order as
diffusion of momentum.

Nevertheless, the importance of diffusion as the simplest
hydrodynamiclike theory motivates us to see how it looks
in this new ansatz, and also to see how the simplification of
diffusion with respect to full hydrodynamics reflects here.
As we shall see, indeed the simpler structure of diffusion
means the dynamics will have some qualitative differences.

ITII. GAUSSIAN FLUCTUATING GENERALLY
COVARIANT DIFFUSION

We consider J, to be an operator, endowed with a
partition function, whose conserved charge part is

Z = Trexp [— /): dZD(,qu”)} (4)

(where the trace denotes a functional integral over all
microscopic field configurations). Moreover, we postulate
that this partition function is approximately Gaussian,

(u = L))y = (o (x, 1))

D*(x,t)

z e |- | ®

Thus we obtain equations of motion for (J,,(x, 1)), D**(x, t)
from the following requirements:

(1) General covariance: (J,(x,1)), D" (x,t) should
transform covariantly under general space-time re-
foliations.

(2) Fluctuation/dissipation relation representing thermal
equilibrium: Locally, one cannot tell whether a
deviation from equilibrium is an ergodic fluctuation
or dissipative dynamics.

(3) Charge conservation for every element of the en-
semble: This will be enforced by a Ward identity.

The first requirement comes from the definition of the
global partition function using the Zubarev formalism:
Eq. (4) must hold for arbitrary cell choices d32,,. If %, is
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a spacelike four-vector [17,18],

2, = (1(x), %) = (e(¢1), b1-123) (6)

[in its own rest frame ¥, = (0, x,y, z)]its exterior derivative
[in its own rest frame dX, = (dV,0,0,0)] is timelike,
which also implies a general metric,

oz oz o/
0p; 0py O’
(7)

It then follows that, since g,, = 0X,/0%,, that general
covariancee automatically implies invariance under d3Zﬂ.

The linear response equation, written in a covariant form,
is therefore

dzu 3
d 2,4 = d¢1d¢1d¢1<€,wap‘€lu<

Juw = g5

T(Zo) = (J,(Z)) + / dzyD,,(Z,X)5A" (X)) dxy,
D, (E,2) = ([1u(Z0) ], (Zp))])- (8)

Note that if % is a spacelike direction, one can regard this
as an autocorrelation; if it is in a timelike direction, it will
be a linear response evolution subject to causality. The two
situations can be incorporated in the same object by
analytically continuing D, (Z,X') from X, to Z(1 + ie)
in the timelike direction, as in [5].

The left-hand side of Eq. (8) has a hat, because we have
an ensemble of configurations of J, at every point of
spacetime. We can therefore think of Eq. (8) as a repre-
sentation of a “typical” ensemble element. It will be the
average, plus a random term represented by a random exci-
tation of an auxiliary gauge field, represented by 5121”(26).
But now we have to remember that conservation of charge is
exact, true for every element of the ensemble but not just the
average.

We therefore contract Eq. (8) with a volume element, and
enforce charge conservation

d

d
= L o=0

J,(Z)d32H] = 0,
[V (Zo)d> 2] o

This means that there is a locally conserved quantity §Q(x),
defined and conserved at the ensemble level, which is also a
scalar under general refoliations,

8Q=(J,(Z0))d*Z +d*%+ / dz\D,, (X.X)5A"(Z}). (10)

Note that locally d°%,d¥, is a scalar, so d°%,d¥ reflects
“tidal” effects of metric deformations; therefore, it would
be a second derivative. However, 5A” is simply an auxiliary
field (in case of hydrodynamics [15] it is a physical metric
perturbation).

Physically, Eq. (10) means that in an arbitrarily defined
“fluid cell” one might observe momentary violations of
charge, which could be statistical fluctuations (one did not
know what the charge was in the first place) or diffusive
exchanges with the rest of the system. Changing the cell
definition (i.e. the foliation) changes the preferred inter-
pretation, but it should have no eftect on the dynamics. (This
interpretation ambiguity is at the heart of why the “androm-
eda paradox” ambiguity [19] does not affect dynamics. It
would if the system was purely deterministic.)

So, Q is the constraint between the average and fluctua-
tion of the ensemble that enforces Q conservation for each
element of the ensemble. For instance, the classic linear
response result Eq. (2.5) of [7] is reproduced for 6Q = 0
and a thermal background, d°%, = (d*x,0).

Equation (8) together with Eq. (10), together with a
Gaussian ansatz [which will mean ([J,(Z)/,(Z))]) is a
function of D, (x, )] will allow (J,)(x,), D,,(x.t) to be
integrated from an initial condition (J,,)(x, ty), D, (x. ty).
The dynamics will be foliation independent, although of
course the directions of (J,,)(x. #)), D,,(x, ty) will trans-
form covariantly with the foliation.

To see how it works, we note that 6A* is an auxiliary
field, whose energy density must be positive. Without loss
of generality, we therefore introduce a foliation metric'

SA,
VA AT

0%,
oz

&Y, = dx (11)

I

Equation (10) then becomes independent of auxiliary gauge
fields,

d3
dS—ZQZ (%)) + / JEhPED, (5.5) =0 (12)
u

D,, can be obtained from D, by the usual procedure [5,15]
( is the Fourier transform of f),

- DHY
D, = l M —-1). (13)
2i \D"(—ieXy, k)

Since dXydX,dX,d%; is a Lorentz scalar, one can see that
the integration measure is a Lorentz scalar times a unit four-
vector, ensuring the right transformation properties.

Thus the system of equations can be closed without the
need for volume-preserving diffeomorphisms (as in [15]).
Also, in a sense the Ward identity and the fluctuation-
dissipation relation needed for the propagation of the
ensemble of J coincide, a feature of the much simpler

'Note that for the energy-momentum tensor this trick is
impossible, because it is a rank-2 tensor, necessitating volume
preserving diffeomorphisms [15]. On the other hand, in that case
the gravitational Ward identity acts as a further constraint, as seen
between Egs. (52) and (53) of [6].
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structure of J, with respect to T,,. Because flow and
comoving frames do not appear, the violation of general
covariance by the integration measure pointed out in [15]
(and argued heuristically there to be small) does not
appear here.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have achieved the aim set forward in Sec. II that
given an ensemble {J,, }, characterized by an initial value of
(Ju(x.19)), D,y (x. 1), Eq. (12), together with an analytical
continuation, it can be evolved [i.e. (J,,(x, 1)), D, (x,) can
be obtained for arbitrary ¢ > #;] in a generally covariant
way (i.e. the evolution of the ensemble as a whole will not
depend on the foliation chosen). For such a calculation,
however, the thermal spectral function of ([J, (k), J,(K')]) is
needed to arbitratry order (the thermal average can then be
transformed to arbitrary foliations using the tensor tech-
nique, see Figs. 2 and 3 of [15]). This is a good illustration
of the fact that the cumulant and gradient expansion do not
commute.

A numerical implementation of this model, just as of
[15], is therefore well beyond the scope of this work. As
shown in [15], however, such a dynamics has a simple
physical interpretation in terms of Crooks fluctuation
theorem [18]. Given a proper time dr*  d*oigma,d>s¥
(the constant of proportionality is a scale of the dimension
of a four-volume, hence a Lorentz scalar), the probability of
a configuration going forward P({up}, 7+ de|{up},7)
rather than in reverse P({up} .7+ dr[{up}.7) is the
exponential of the relative entropy, which in the case of
diffusion alone is related trivially to the chemical potential
via the susceptibility y,

P({uo} v +del{ug}' 1)
P({pg} +de|{ug}.7)

=exp[S({uo}) —S({uot)l (14)

where the entropy of a field of {4} defined locally in X is
defined in terms of the volume hypersurface element d32ﬂ
and its normal unit vector n,,

o) = [ azm o [ poTatpay (19

(in hydrodynamics $, would take the place of n,).

In the full local equilibration limit, D, — 0 and (J). is
conserved exactly as expected. Note that in this limit both
fluctuations and deviations from equilibrium vanish
together, as expected from the general covariance require-
ment. Close to local equilibrium, for small fluctuations
phenomena such as long-time tails should appear [12].
However, in parallel to [15], in a strongly coupled
regime with non-negligible fluctuations long-time tails
might become [ess likely, since fluctuations of the mean

background foliation cannot be neglected. Such fluctua-
tions would need to be subtracted from any long-time tail
signal and, analogously to ghosts in gauge theory corre-
lators, could weaken the “physically observable” tails
discussed in [12].

One can also view Eq. (12) as a Wiener process,

X, = ut + oW, (16)

with the role of X, = Q, — J,d°%, the drift y — (J,)d’Z,
and the stochastic variation £ — D, d*3¥*d®%). In such a
picture, the long-time evolution of (J,) must be, because of
general covariance, independent of the exact slicing of Z,.
It is clear that this requirement is exactly equivalent to the
property of hyperbolicity for the partial differential equa-
tion governing (J/,). Thus the requirement of strong
hyperbolicity [22,23] is more general than kinetic theory
embedding [24] and is inextricably linked with the Lorentz
invariance of the underlying dynamics. We note that the
nonrelativistic average only diffusion equation, much like
the nonrelativistic Navier-Stokes equation, lacks this prop-
erty, as expected since there absolute time and space have
quite different roles. It is thus not surprising that historic
development of diffusion and hydrodynamic equations
found it so difficult to accommodate local Lorentz invari-
ance, which nevertheless must be there since microscopic
properties that lead to approximate ergodicity are Lorentz
invariant. The missing ingredient was that fluctuations are
an integral part of the dynamics.

Note that hydrodynamic flow makes no appearance in
these equations. This is because hydrodynamic flow (or
more correctly f3,) can be thought of as the Lagrange
multiplier for the four-momentum current. But here we are
only concerned with a conserved scalar charge. In this limit,
because there is no flow, there is also no freedom to
redefine the flow frame, which is the basis for the general
covariance symmetry [16] on which this work is based.
However, the discussion here makes it clear that, as long as
the conversed charge is a Lorentz scalar and fluctuations are
included, general covariance is realized without consider-
ing the flow frame, just with the foliation.

However the absence of flow also implies that a notion of
local equilibrium in a purely diffusion theory is not
possible. This is not surprising: As shown in [8] the zeroth
law of thermodynamics, on which the notion of equilibrium
is based, can be defined relativistically via the existence of
a killing vector, which is equivalent to a hydrodynamic
flow velocity. Reference [8] also notes that this killing
vector can be defined only if the two volume cells exchange
energy momentum vis uncharged mediators, while diffu-
sion presupposes a conserved charge.

Away from the purely diffusive limit, in case both flow
and diffusion are present, and the partition function has the
form
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Z =Trexp [-d’Z,(B,T" () + ugJ*(¢))]

~exp [~Cppap

(2. 2)(T"(Z) = (T (EN)(TP(X) = (TP(X)))]

xexp [=Dy, (J4(2) = (JM(2)) (J*(Z) = (J*(Z))], (17)

the calculations goes much as before, but then the fluctuation tensor D, will be in the frame at rest with the flow, just like

the object C;ﬂw on which dynamics depends in [15].

The energy-momentum and conserved current term decouple but, because this frame is not in general the same as where

D, is diagonal, we will have [15]

InZ(s) = /Edan(Z), dZ(dz) — <mﬂ>_l x <\/Hi<1,.>2 xdetaﬂwaﬂ\)_l (18)
|

where C', as in [15], is the correlator in the rest frame with
respect to f3, and /4; are the eigenvalues (related to the
energy density and pressure). In the Wiener picture,
Eq. (16), we need two correlated four-vectors d%, and
f, to maintain Lorentz covariance. However, as long as
these vectors are chosen appropriately (as argued in [15])
the evolution will be independent of the choice of Z,. This
is a demonstration that f, can be somewhat arbitrary as
long as long-term averages in fluctuating hydrodynamics
obey hyperbolic partial differential equations, something
argued from the purely deterministic theory [22,23]. Note
that in the nonrelativistic limit hyperbolicity is not neces-
sary since there is a preferred foliation (that going forward
in the absolute time) and indeed nonrelativistic hydro-
dynamics is nonhyperbolic.

As in [15] the language seems very different from usual
hydrodynamics (the Appendix provides a matching), but it
is in fact representing the same thing, with the addition that
fluctuations are included nonperturbatively. In particular
the component of D, perpendicular to velocity is the one
associated with the diffusion constant in the usual Kubo
formulas,

1 .
D= lim - Im / e™kD | (£ = (1,x),£/(0,0)),
B.D'Y =0. (19)

However, in the full theory fluctuations in energy and
conserved charge will intertwine in a way depending on the
equation of state, leading to a complicated correlation
pattern between fluid cells not readily captured by such
asymptotic expansions. In analogy to [15], it is reasonable
to suppose that in the strongly coupled but fluctuating limit
D, is smaller than the Kubo value because the flow
fluctuations and diffusion fluctuations cancel out to some
extent when the physical J, T correlators are calculated
(this is a similar argument to the one used above to say that
long-time tails are suppressed).

The discussion above makes it apparent why no equiv-
alent of the pseudogauge symmetry exists for one-currents

(this issue was discussed in [25]). A redefinition J, —
J, +0,B" (as made in [25]), where B* is a fully anti-
symmetric tensor, would be irrelevant since I',,3B* = 0.
Ultimately this reflects the metricity condition in
Riemmanian geometry, so changing ¥, would produce
no effect on the dynamics. This is of course not true if
the energy-momentum tensor is thought to have an anti-
symmetric component, representing a near-equilibrium spin
density. The analysis of this situation has been conducted
elsewhere [26].

The extension of the Gaussian approach to chemical
potential opens up the perspective to study systems with
phase transitions and critical points [27]. For this, how-
ever, one needs to explicitly go beyond Gaussian dynam-
ics [28], and consider partition functions containing
nontrivial skewness and kurtosis. This is in principle
possible along a more involved procedure of the one
outlined here, using fourth-order Ward identities and
quadratic response theories (four parameters, correspond-
ing to the four cumulants, second- and fourth-order Ward
identities, and linear and quadratic transport coefficients
should close the stochastic equations). However, in this
case the partition function cannot be integrated in closed
form, and the evolution equations are likely to be coupled
integro-differential equations. This is a much more
involved problem, left for future work.

In conclusion, we extended the formalism of [15] to
include diffusion of conserved charge quantities. This
reinforces the conclusions made in that work, namely that
for full covariance average quantities and fluctuations
must be considered on an equal bases, and for ideal
behavior the two must go to zero together respecting
conservation laws. As a result, it is not automatic that
systems with more degrees of freedom are also the closest
to local equilibrium.

We are in the process of extending this formalism further,
encompassing spin [26], multiple conserved currents with
nontrivial symmetry groups, and gauge symmetries [29],
and eventually to a nontrivial phase diagram.
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’ . / 1 u vy dk4 zkr iwt
Dﬂv(z»z) = _16(20 - ZO)GW(Z’Z) = <|J (Z)’] (Z )|> = (2 )4)(/41/ (Al)

where g7, is the absorptive part. It is convenient to work with the full complex dynamic susceptibility y,, = x,, + ix,,.- We
employ the Kramers-Kronig relation to evaluate the real and imaginary part,

d L (k, d J(k,
)(Wka)—P/ w)( @) , )(Wka)—P/ w)(,, w) . (A2)
o —z o' —w
Equation (8) becomes
A d3k (ki X! v/
J,(Z0) = (L (ENT + el 53" (54) (A3)
(271'
where 7 is the unit operator. Before applying the Laplace transformation, we perform the transformation indicated below,
dZy = &y x dt SA (z/)_/d—w, WX SA, (). (A4)
0 0 ) v\“~0 (2”)
In this way, we find
J (Z ) 2 I 4 / d[/ d3k zkr—iwt/ do' iw’taAv( /)
e —e 1)
0 0) (27) ] (2x)® X (27)
3 da) )( w(k’ w) "
= (J,(E W + &y | === 6A"(w). A5
(N +2 [ 2 5 ) (A3)
Assuming y,, as a smooth function of @, we can apply the identity
1 :
lim =P + ind(0 — w) (A6)
-0 —w— i€ W —w

where P is the principal value since the poles z are above the real axis

5" (k, j "
} [w] _ K (A7)
SA" (w) 0]
Rewriting (A7) as an expansion for large values of z, we get the analytical result
oI (k,z) i /da) i / dw i 0  dw
im-————==-y,,(k +— (ko) +— | o—yh,(k,o +—/7 (k@) + ... A8
7—00 5Ay(Z) Z)(ﬂ ( ) Z )(/4 ( ) Zz T )(/4 ( ) Z3 (Z_a)) )(/4 ( ) ( )

Following this idea, it is straightforward to determine the dynamical susceptibility
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(k,w) = b + KK + Auw®
o & 0+ DR~ (/PP ()] @ = (D/E)\/T(x.0)],(x.0)
K @&

T T (DR + &) — (DK — (I (x, 0)J,(x,0))*?) )

which matches standard derivations, for example [5].

2. Correlation function with relaxation time

To avoid violation of stability and causality, we assume diffusive forces to not turn on instantaneously and include the
relaxation time for a gradient to become a current. By enforcing charge conservation in (9), we can represent (3) in a
convenient form

o &
d3Q’_w - / &z, d3ZQ dZ0 (7, (%)) / Y / d=)D,,(=,%) (A10)

which yields

/d32,,/d20<|1ﬂ(0),ﬂ /dEO/d3Z [022 5<aizo—1)v2>}<jﬂ(zo)> = 0. (Al1)

Applying the Laplace transform and integrating by parts, we obtain
0 = 8A,(Z0)[(—iz + DK* = 222)J* (k, z) = J#(x,0)] + J#(Zo) (—iz — 12)5A, (2). (A12)
We write the current in function of the source

T (k, z) B iz +2%7)
6A,(z) (DK — iz —12%) — (1/2) /I (x,0)J,(x,0)

(A13)

According to (A7), the dynamic susceptibility of (A13) can be determined by performing an expansion for large values of z,

e o 0, 00) + 2 (00, .0+ O ) (A4

J(k,z) [i  iDk?
T2 TZ ‘L'Z

which matches similar theories developed for example in [9].

3. Correlation function with noise

We introduce random currents in equilibrium, so that the linearized constitutive relation for the current takes the form
when 7y # 0,

—Dﬁl/ + ak?k

(A15)

where 7 is the Gaussian stochastic vector in space-time with the ensemble average () = 0. Since we can separate the
noise from the low energy effective action, the effective action rises by integrating out the fast modes,

e_scff[xslow] — /Dxfaste_s[xslow+xfasl]’ (A16)

S[xslow + xfast] = S[xslow]

1
—|—2/dtdt’ Xpast (1) O(t, 1) Xt () + O3 ) (A17)

The generating functional now becomes
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7 = /Dé D¢D$, e_Seff[lﬁ,g;ﬁ]e_Sg[rk]

(A18)

where ¢ = (v;, 8T, u), assuming the initial conditions are uncorrelated. Since the noise is a Gaussian functional integral, its

probability distribution is

() :/Dge—sm...,

1 rié'l-_-er
Sé[l’] :E/dtddx<#]>

(A19)

where 6;; controls the strength of stochastic fluctuations. The rr two-point function is

(ri(x, )r(x', 1)) = Go(x — X' )6(t — 1)

(A20)

where G determines the strength of the noise. The representation of the correlation function in (A18) after the integration of

the noise (A19) is

G,y (Z.X)={JE)JE)) = / D¢ D (5(e.0o.m.))|J|eSeultdl j(2)J ()

(A21)

and the stress tensor and the current are given by the classical linear constitutive relations. Splitting the velocity
perturbations into Su = Su; + Suy, we have du! (o, k) =k - su/|k| and Suy(w,k) = du(w,k) — Su; (w, k). Evaluating
the effective action in (A21) and reading off the correlation functions,

ok?

n’k* (1 - iwty)

G (. k) = — -
s (0K = = atg) = Do

260>

11 —iwzy|*’

n*io(1 — ioty)

(e+ p)((0* = v2K*)(1 —iwTy) + ioDMk?)

(A22)

R _ iwo
6%, (w0 = (

— kY,
1 —iwty iw(e+ p)(1 —iwty) — D,J;k2>

(A23)

which can be matched to fluctuation-dissipation perturbative calculations [7].

4. Relation to the linear response approach
with thermostatic background

The current J# can generically be parametrized as

J=TJ5+ J* (A24)
where J’g is the bare current and [J* is a mixing between
fluctuations and perturbation not necessarily small. The
geometry conservation implies
d,J* = 0. (A25)
It is important to note that considering only the exponential

associated with D, we can rewrite the partition function
(17) as

Hv

Z = Zy(exp0=), (A26)

where  Zj = exp [=C,, . 5(Z. 2 )(T"(Z) — (T™(X'))) x
(TP () — (T*(X)))]. Instead of (A18), we are not going
to separate the fast and slow modes as (A16). It follows that

the free energy F' = —InZ can be expanded as
F=Y Fs Fy=-hnz, (A27)
k=0
__(=DF k
Fp=-— 7 ((J=Jg)*) (for k>1), (A28)

Potential perturbation <> gauging a symmetry <> current
emerges naturally. The n-point Green’s function computed
using the variational formulas reads as

<Jﬂ(r1,x1)...Jﬂ(x,,,tn)> =5A

n

o"InZ

(A29)

iy -0A,

Xnslp
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We implement a geometric constraint on the kinematics of the Green’s function to restore the general covariance

— 75(2l Z) (A*V <();L > + A'uvy<a/4FM>2 + Avv1<al/Fﬁﬂ>Z) } =0 (A3O)

{v,p(z, ¥) - S

where as usual F,, = d,A, — d,A,. We first examine the analytical characteristics of (4) and since we are able to use the
ansatz (5), the propagator takes the form

Dy = Pu(X)f(B.Jy 0. ). (A31)

where the projector is P,, o D, and the function f has a Gaussian form,
feo~ ] e [—%(ﬂ@@) — (PM(EE))DW(EW, EE)IHER)) = EE) | (A32)
2(x),2(x)

To compute the transport coefficient, we perform a perturbative expansion in (5) step-by-step,

1 ’?InZ
an:an|O—5é,E/ 94,94, ,

[((Z) = HEMVE) = E]+ -

Since the two currents are not symmetric and obey different directions between X and X', curvature arises from the global
geometric structure of the manifold instead of torsion,

Dag(J* = (J))(JP = (JP)) = Dipy x diag(1 23.4)" % €1 x diag(&1234) (A33)

where €#7? is the Levi-Civita tensor. Performing a lorentz transformation in the eigenvalues of the current
= ) = Mdiaglias)s A= exp| [ Lao | (A%
where A€ O(1,3). Let us change the solutions from lab to the comoving frame

domEo=n,  Aa=E3=0, Al ~(1,0) (A35)

where n,, is the equilibrium charge density
Z~ / Hda) exp [~w,,@*D}f], Dl = (A2)(AL)Dyyp. (A36)

Integrating in both sides to obtain the Green’s function

5(2 -X%) B
= =g (Alv/t<a/1F;w>z +Aﬂvu<a/4FM>z +A v/l<ayF/1;4>z> (A37)

where g = det(g,, ). The divergence of an antisymmetric tensor and the covariant divergence of an antisymmetric tensor can
be written as

/ dz'V,D*(2,3) = / dx

0.(«/—qF" d,(/—gJ*
VﬂFﬂ” _ M — /"OJD VMJ” — M =0. (A38)
\/—_g \/—_g

Using F,’j/1 = 0, In \/—g and applying in (A30), we finally find
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Q= / dx [VMD””(E,Z’) +H0\/_gz%5AﬂvaJﬁ€” ke ”}

where Q" is a constant of motion. The Helmholtz free
energy (A27) can be expanded in a Taylor series. The
thermodynamic form is

2
F(N) = F(Ny) +% <g—]\£) . V(éN)2 + O(5N)*  (A39)

and defining 6N = N — N,y the density fluctuation is

2p kT
W2 - W2 = kv 2L — i
ou v
Pz
AT ATg) ~——| d5,dS,.  (A40
= < a /7’> aAaaA/,v o at=p ( )

The covariantized version is

oD, 0%,0%,
+ =
oD,, ' 0A,0A,

(A41)

The transport coefficients in terms of our previous results
are given via the usual Kubo formulas

2

- 0° -~
i~ limk™' Im D', TQMNE_I)%/C_ZIIH@D;I. (A42)

k—0

This shows how the usual calculations on a thermostatic
background match with the nonperturbaive approach
developed in this work. Of course, in a hydrostatic back-
ground thermal field theory techniques can be used to
calculate “non-Gaussian” corrections in the form of higher
order Feynman diagrams, as was done in [7,10,13] and
others. In such calculations however non-Gaussianities
appear as corrections to Gaussian parameters, since they
enter into the propagator.
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