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We derive multicomponent relativistic second-order dissipative fluid dynamics from the Boltzmann
equations for a reactive mixture of Nspec particle species with Nq intrinsic quantum numbers (e.g.
electric charge, baryon number, and strangeness) using the method of moments. We obtain the
continuity equations for multiple conserved charges as well as the conservation equations for the
total energy and momentum in the single-fluid approximation. These 4 + Nq conservation laws
are closed by deriving the second-order equations of motion for the dissipative quantities in the
(10+ 4Nq)-moment approximation. The resulting fluid-dynamical equations are formally similar to
those of a single-component system, but feature different thermodynamic relations and transport
coefficients. We derive general relations for all transport coefficients and compute them explicitly
in the ultrarelativistic limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

Determining properties of strong-interaction matter from experimental data measured in high-energy heavy-ion
experiments at BNL-RHIC and CERN-LHC is largely based on relativistic fluid-dynamical modeling, see, e.g. Refs.
[1–5]. Consequently, relativistic fluid dynamics has become an indispensable tool in the description of the dynamical
evolution of relativistic nuclear collisions.

The state of the art of fluid-dynamical modeling of relativistic nuclear matter is based on the relativistic second-order
dissipative fluid-dynamical theory of Israel and Stewart [6]. This theory and method is based on the pioneering works
of Grad [7] and Müller [8] and was originally formulated for a simple fluid, i.e. a fluid with a single conserved charge. On
the other hand, one of the basic features of the fluid created in high-energy nuclear collisions is its multicomponent
nature. For example, hadronic matter produced in nuclear collisions consists of a multitude of different types of
hadrons, where each hadron species carries multiple intrinsic quantum numbers like baryon number B, electric charge
Q, and strangeness S. Therefore, a multicomponent extension of relativistic fluid-dynamical theories that explicitly
accounts for multiple conserved charges is required for a proper description of heavy-ion collisions.

Previous attempts to derive second-order fluid-dynamical equations of motion for relativistic multicomponent mix-
tures include the pioneering work by Prakash et al. [9], which is an extension of Israel-Stewart theory to multicompo-
nent mixtures, and the works by Monnai and Hirano [10, 11], which generalize the equations of Ref. [9] by including
additional second-order terms as well as providing Onsager’s reciprocity relations [12, 13] for the transport coefficients.
More recent developments by Kikuchi et al. [14] apply the renormalization-group method to rederive the second-order
equations of motion including additional second-order terms in the dissipative quantities resulting from the non-linear
part of the collision integral.

Furthermore it has been shown in Refs. [15–18] that many features of multicomponent systems depend on the
detailed coupling between the diffusion currents associated with different conserved charges. In addition, the mapping
between the state of the fluid and the corresponding momentum distribution of particles plays an important role [19,
20].

In this work, we present a derivation of multicomponent relativistic second-order dissipative fluid dynamics for
a reactive mixture of Nspec species with Nq conserved quantum numbers by generalizing the method of moments
established for single-component systems by Denicol et al. [21]. By summing the dynamical equations of motion

∗ fotakis@itp.uni-frankfurt.de

http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.11549v2
mailto:fotakis@itp.uni-frankfurt.de


2

describing the individual particle species we obtain a reduced set of equations corresponding to the so-called “single-
fluid” description of a multicomponent fluid. We derive the continuity equations for each conserved quantum charge as
well as the conservation laws for total energy and momentum in this single-fluid approximation. These 4+Nq equations
of motion are closed by providing second-order equations of motion in the (10 + 4Nq)-moment approximation for the
dissipative quantities. The latter equations are formally similar to the relaxation equations of a single-component
system but feature different transport coefficients, which contain the microscopic interactions of all components. Our
approach reproduces the results of Ref. [21] for a single-component fluid in the 14-moment approximation, i.e. for
Nspec = Nq = 1.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the Boltzmann equation, thermodynamic quantities in
local equilibrium, as well as fluid-dynamical quantities, both in and out of equilibrium. The definition of the local
rest frame, the matching conditions, and the conservation equations are also given. In Sec. III we derive the equations
of motion for the irreducible moments from the Boltzmann equation, linearize the collision term, and discuss the
Navier-Stokes limit and the order-of-magnitude approximation. Finally, the second-order dissipative fluid-dynamical
equations of motion in the (10+4Nq)-moment approximation are derived and discussed. We conclude this work with a
summary in the final section. Details of the calculations are delegated to several appendices. They also contain explicit
expressions for all second-order transport coefficients, as well as an explicit calculation of the transport coefficients in
the ultrarelativistic limit.

Throughout this paper we adopt natural units, ~ = c = kB = 1, and work in flat Minkowski space-time with metric
tensor gµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1). The time-like fluid four-velocity is denoted by uµ = γ(1,v)T , with normalization

uµuµ ≡ 1, where v is the three-velocity and γ = (1−v2)−1/2. In the local rest (LR) frame of the fluid, uµ
LR = (1,0)T .

The rank-two projection operator onto the three-space orthogonal to uµ is defined as ∆µν ≡ gµν − uµuν. We define
the projection of any four-vector Aµ onto the three-dimensional subspace orthogonal to uµ as A〈µ〉 ≡ ∆µ

νA
ν . The

generalization to projection tensors of rank 2ℓ, denoted by ∆µ1···µℓ
ν1···νℓ , is constructed using the elementary projection

operator ∆µ
ν . The irreducible symmetric, traceless, and orthogonal projection of a rank-ℓ tensor Aµ1···µℓ is denoted

as A〈µ1···µℓ〉 ≡ ∆µ1···µℓ
ν1···νℓ A

ν1···νℓ . For example, the rank-four symmetric, traceless, and orthogonal projection operator
is defined as ∆µν

αβ ≡ 1
2 (∆µ

α∆ν
β + ∆µ

β∆ν
α) − 1

3∆µν∆αβ , hence A〈µν〉 ≡ ∆µν
αβA

αβ .

The four-momentum of a particle of species i is denoted by kµi = (k0i ,ki)
T , which is normalized to the corresponding

species rest mass squared, kµi ki,µ = m2
i . The energy of a particle of species i is defined as Ei,k = kµi uµ, and coincides

with the on-shell energy k0i =
√

k2
i + m2

i in the LR frame of the fluid. The orthogonal projection of the four-momentum

is k
〈µ〉
i ≡ ∆µ

νk
ν
i , and in the LR frame it reduces to the three-momentum ki.

The comoving derivative D ≡ uµ∂µ of any four-vector Aµ = (A0,A)T is denoted by Ȧµ ≡ uν∂νA
µ = DAµ, while

the space-time four-gradient is ∇νA
µ ≡ ∆α

ν ∂αA
µ. Note that in the LR frame these relativistic space-time derivatives

reduce to the usual time and three-space derivatives, ∂tA
µ and ∇⊗A. Thus, the four-derivative is decomposed as ∂µ ≡

uµD+∇µ, hence the relativistic Cauchy-Stokes decomposition reads, ∂µuν ≡ uµu̇ν+∇µuν = uµu̇ν+ 1
3θ∆µν+σµν+ωµν .

Here we have defined the expansion scalar, θ ≡ ∇µu
µ, the shear tensor σµν ≡ ∇〈µ u ν〉 = 1

2 (∇µuν + ∇νuµ) − 1
3θ∆µν ,

and the vorticity ωµν ≡ 1
2 (∇µuν −∇νuµ), such that σµνuν = ωµνuν = 0.

Moreover, we label the conserved charge types in the system with the letter q, which will be treated as an index
running over B (baryon number), Q (electric charge), and S (strangeness) for the case a strong-interaction system.
For notational convenience, we employ the following notation for the sums over charge types,

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

≡
∑

q=B,Q,S

.

II. REACTIVE MIXTURES IN KINETIC THEORY AND FLUID DYNAMICS

In this section we first introduce the Boltzmann equation for a reactive mixture with special emphasis on the
collision term. Before we discuss fluid-dynamical quantities in local equilibrium and out of equilibrium, we study
thermodynamic quantities in local equilibrium. This is followed by a discussion of the matching conditions and the
choices for the local rest frame. Finally, we list the conservation equations of second-order dissipative fluid dynamics
for a multicomponent fluid.
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A. The Boltzmann equation for a reactive mixture

A mixture of Nspec different (elementary) particle species (i.e. different chemical components) is characterized by
the single-particle distribution functions for each particle species i, f (x, ki) ≡ fi,k, where we label the particle species
by a lower index i. The space-time evolution of the distribution function of species i is determined by the relativistic
Boltzmann equation [22, 23],

kµi ∂µfi,k ≡ Ci (x, ki) =

Nspec∑

j =1

Cij [f ] , (1)

where we neglect any external forces and assume binary collisions only for the sake of simplicity. For binary inelastic,
i.e. reactive collisions, the initial and final particles species may be different, i + j → a + b, such that the collision
term reads

Cij [f ] =
1

2

Nspec∑

a,b=1

∫

dK ′
jdPadP ′

b

(

W pp′→kk′

ab→ij fa,pfb,p′ f̃i,kf̃j,k′ −W kk′→pp′

ij→ab fi,kfj,k′ f̃a,pf̃b,p′

)

, (2)

where f̃i,k = 1 − aifi,k/gi, with ai = ±1 for fermions/bosons, and ai → 0 for classical particles, respectively. Here, gi
is the spin degeneracy of particle species i, while the Lorentz-invariant integration measure is dKi = d3ki/[(2π)3k0i ].
Here, the factor 1/2 corrects for the double counting when integrating over the momenta of particles in the initial
and final state [22].

The transition probabilities respect certain symmetry properties under exchange of particles in the initial and final

state, W kk′→pp′

ij→ab = W k′k→p′p
ji→ba , as well as the bilateral normalization property of the microscopic processes [22],

Nspec∑

a,b=1

∫

dPadP ′
b W

pp′→kk′

ab→ij =

Nspec∑

a,b=1

∫

dPadP ′
b W

kk′→pp′

ij→ab . (3)

In the absence of a reaction threshold, this relation is invariant under time reversal, W kk′→pp′

ij→ab = W pp′→kk′

ab→ij , i.e.

microscopic reversibility or detailed balance. In the case of a binary process the transition probability is [24, 25]

W kk′→pp′

ij→ab =
(2π)4

16
|Mij→ab(

√
s,Ω)|2 δ(4)

(
kµi + k′µj − pµa − p′µb

)
, (4)

where |Mij→ab(
√
s,Ω)|2 is the Lorentz-invariant transition probability averaged over incoming and summed over

outgoing spin states. It only depends on the total center-of-momentum (CM) energy squared, s ≡ (kµi + k′µj )2 =

(pµa + p′µb )2 and the solid angle Ω under which outgoing particles are scattered with respect to the direction of the

incoming particles, while the δ(4)-function ensures the conservation of energy and momentum in each binary collision.
The differential cross section in the CM frame, where ki + k′

j = pa + p′
b ≡ 0 and k0i + k′0j = p0a + p′0b ≡ √

s, is defined
via the invariant transition probability as

dσij→ab(
√
s,Ω) =

1

64π2s

pab
pij

|Mij→ab(
√
s,Ω)|2 dΩ , (5)

where the incoming pij and outgoing pab momenta in the CM frame are

pij ≡
1

2
√
s

√
(

s− (mi + mj)2
)(

s− (mi −mj)2
)

. (6)

We note that in the elastic limit pij = pab. We define the total (integrated over angles) cross section as

σtot, ij→ab ≡ 2πγab

1∫

−1

d cosϑ
dσij→ab(

√
s,Ω)

dΩ
. (7)

Here, the symmetry factor γab ≡ 1 − δab/2 accounts for the double counting when integrating over the momenta of
indistinguishable particles in the final state. In the case of isotropic scattering the differential cross section is

dσij→ab(
√
s)

dΩ

isotropic
=

σtot,ij→ab(
√
s)

4πγab
. (8)
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In the elastic limit the transition rates in Eq. (2) are defined as [22]

W kk′→pp′

ij→ab ≡ γij (δiaδjb + δibδja)W kk′→pp′

ij , (9)

where

W kk′→pp′

ij ≡ (2π)4

16
|Mij→ij(

√
s,Ω)|2 δ(4)

(
kµi + k′µj − pµi − p′µj

)
. (10)

Note that in the above expression we have already introduced the symmetry factor, even though we have not yet
integrated over the momentum. For later convenience, we can use Eqs. (5) and (8) to rewrite Eq. (9) in the case of
isotropic elastic scattering in terms of the total cross section defined in Eq. (7),

W kk′→pp′

ij→ab ≡ (δiaδjb + δibδja) (2π)6s
σtot,ij

4π
δ(4)

(
kµi + k′µj − pµi − p′µj

)
. (11)

B. Local equilibrium and associated thermodynamic quantities

In general the single-particle distribution function fi,k for every species i can be decomposed into an equilibrium

part, f
(0)
i,k , and an out-of-equilibrium part, δfi,k, as

fi,k = f
(0)
i,k + δfi,k , (12)

where the local-equilibrium distribution function of species i is given by the Jüttner distribution function [26],

f
(0)
i,k = gi

[

exp

(
Ei,k − µi

T

)

+ ai

]−1

. (13)

Due to detailed balance, the collision integral vanishes identically for the local-equilibrium distribution function [22].
Here, T ≡ 1/β is the temperature and µi is the chemical potential of species i as defined in the local rest frame. The
exact form of the non-equilibrium part of the distribution function δfi,k will be clarified later.

In various cases of interest such as in high-energy particle physics or relativistic heavy-ion collisions there are inelastic
collisions where the particle number corresponding to a given species is not conserved due to particle creation and
annihilation processes (i.e. various chemical reactions). Such strong-interaction matter is therefore described by a few
conserved intrinsic quantum numbers, such as electric charge, baryon number, and strangeness.

This means that in local equilibrium the chemical potential µi of a given particle i may be expressed in terms of
Nq chemical potentials of conserved quantum ”charges”,

µi ({µq}) ≡
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiµq = BiµB + QiµQ + SiµS , (14)

where {µq} ≡ {µB, µQ, µS}, with µB, µQ, and µS , being the baryon, electric and strangeness chemical potentials,
respectively, while Bi, Qi, and Si are the baryon number, electric charge, and strangeness of the respective particle
species i.

Now we introduce the ratio of chemical potential over temperature corresponding to particle species i as αi ≡ µi/T ,
as well as the ratio of chemical potential over temperature for the conserved quantum charges, αq ≡ µq/T . Applying
the chain rule, we obtain from Eq. (14)

dαi ({αq}) ≡
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

∂αi

∂αq
dαq =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qidαq , (15)

where the intrinsic quantum number of particle species i can also be obtained as qi ≡ ∂αi({αq′})/∂αq. Note that the
infinitesimal change in any variable A, here denoted by dA, can be interchangeably used for the comoving derivative,
DA, as well as the space-time four-gradient, ∇µA.

In local thermodynamic equilibrium, we define the following rank-n tensor moments of given power r ≥ 0 in energy
Er

i,k for any given particle species i as

Iµ1···µn

i,r ≡
∫

dKiE
r
i,kk

µ1

i · · · kµn

i f
(0)
i,k = 〈Er

kk
µ1 · · · kµn〉i,0 , (16)



5

where the angular brackets are the abbreviation of the integrals,

〈· · · 〉i,0 ≡
∫

dKi (· · · )i f
(0)
i,k . (17)

Following Ref. [6] we expand the equilibrium moments (16) in terms of the flow velocity and the associated orthogonal
projection operator, which leads to the following expression,

Iµ1···µn

i,r =

[n/2]
∑

m=0

(−1)
m n!

2mm! (n− 2m)!
∆(µ1µ2 · · ·∆µ2m−1µ2muµ2m+1 · · ·uµn)Ii,r+n,m , (18)

where n and m are natural numbers, while [n/2] ≤ n/2 denotes the largest integer divisible by two. The coefficient
n!/[2mm!(n − 2m)!] counts the number of distinct terms in the symmetrized tensor products ∆(µ1µ2 · · ·∆µ2m−1µ2m

×uµ2m+1 · · ·uµn). The coefficients Ii,r+n,m are thermodynamic integrals which only depend on αi and β,

Ii,nm (αi, β) =
(−1)

m

(2m + 1)!!

〈
En−2m

k (∆µνk
µkν)m

〉

i,0
, (19)

where (2m + 1)!! ≡ (2m + 1)!/(2mm!) is the double factorial of an odd integer.
The total derivative of the thermodynamic integrals with respect to the variables αi and β reads

dIi,nm =

(
∂Ii,nm
∂αi

)

β

dαi +

(
∂Ii,nm
∂β

)

αi

dβ

≡ Ji,nmdαi − Ji,n+1,mdβ, (20)

where we have defined the auxiliary thermodynamic integrals

Ji,nm (αi, β) ≡
(
∂Ii,nm
∂αi

)

β

=
(−1)

m

(2m + 1)!!

∫

dKiE
n−2m
i,k (∆µνk

µ
i k

ν
i )

m
f
(0)
i,k f̃

(0)
i,k . (21)

An integration by parts with df
(0)
i,k /dEi,k = −βf

(0)
i,k f̃

(0)
i,k leads to the following relation between the thermodynamic

integrals,

βJi,nm = Ii,n−1,m−1 + (n− 2m) Ii,n−1,m . (22)

Furthermore, with Eq. (15) we obtain from Eq. (20) an expression for the total derivative of the thermodynamic
integrals of species i in terms of the conserved quantum charges,

dIi,nm =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

(
∂Ii,nm
∂αq

)

β

dαq +

(
∂Ii,nm
∂β

)

{αq}
dβ

≡
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiJi,nmdαq − Ji,n+1,mdβ , (23)

from which follows
(
∂Ii,nm
∂αq

)

β

= qiJi,nm . (24)

For later use we define the thermodynamic integrals summed over all particle species, which we denote by Inm
and Jnm. Similarly, the thermodynamic integrals of conserved quantum charges, Iqnm, Jq

nm, as well as the auxiliary

thermodynamic quantities, Iqq
′

nm, Jqq′

nm, are defined as follows,

Inm ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

Ii,nm , Jnm ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

Ji,nm =

Nspec∑

i=1

(
∂Ii,nm
∂αi

)

β

, (25)

Iqnm ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

qiIi,nm , Jq
nm ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

qiJi,nm =

(
∂Inm
∂αq

)

β

, (26)

Iqq
′

nm ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

qiq
′
iIi,nm , Jqq′

nm ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

qiq
′
iJi,nm =

(
∂Iqnm
∂αq′

)

β

. (27)
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Now using Eq. (23) together with the above definitions, the total differential of the thermodynamic integrals summed
over all particle species as well as that of the thermodynamic integral of a specific conserved charge read

dInm ({αq} , β) =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

Jq
nmdαq − Jn+1,mdβ , (28)

dIqnm ({αq} , β) =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

Jqq′

nmdαq′ − Jq
n+1,mdβ . (29)

In terms of physical quantities, we identify the thermodynamic integral of particle species i with indices n = 1 and
m = 0 as the particle density, ni = Ii,10, while that with indices n = 2 and m = 0 is the energy density, ei = Ii,20.
From Eqs. (20) and (23) we then obtain the standard thermodynamic relations

dni ≡
(
∂ni

∂αi

)

β

dαi +

(
∂ni

∂β

)

αi

dβ =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiJi,10dαq − Ji,20dβ , (30)

dei ≡
(
∂ei
∂αi

)

β

dαi +

(
∂ei
∂β

)

αi

dβ =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiJi,20dαq − Ji,30dβ . (31)

From these results and Eqs. (25) – (27), or directly from Eq. (29), we may express the total differential of the density
of conserved charge q as

dnq ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

qidni =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

∂nq

∂αq′
dαq′ +

∂nq

∂β
dβ

=

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

Jqq′

10 dαq′ − Jq
20dβ ≡

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

(
T −1

)

qq′
dαq′ +

(
T −1

)

q0
dβ , (32)

and the total differential of the energy density as

de ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

dei =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

∂e

∂αq′
dαq′ +

∂e

∂β
dβ

=

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

Jq′

20dαq′ − J30dβ ≡
{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

(
T −1

)

0q′
dαq′ +

(
T −1

)

00
dβ , (33)

where we have defined the following inverse matrix,

(
T −1

)

qq′
≡







∂e

∂β

∂e

∂αq′

∂nq

∂β

∂nq

∂αq′







=







−J30 JB
20 JQ

20 JS
20

−JB
20 JBB

10 JBQ
10 JBS

10

−JQ
20 JQB

10 JQQ
10 JQS

10

−JS
20 JSB

10 JSQ
10 JSS

10







. (34)

Equations (32) and (33) can be solved for dβ and dαq,

dβ = T00de +

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

T0q′dnq′ , (35)

dαq = Tq0de +

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

Tqq′dnq′ . (36)

Note that the relations (32) and (33), or equivalently (35) and (36), encode the thermodynamic response of the
medium to perturbations and contain information about the chemical composition and/or the equation of state.
These thermodynamic relations will be used later in the equations of motion.
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C. Equilibrium fluid-dynamical quantities

The equilibrium moments (16), for r = 0 and for the tensor ranks ℓ = 1 and ℓ = 2, define the partial particle
four-current and energy-momentum tensor,

Nµ
i,0 ≡ Iµ

i,0 =

∫

dKik
µ
i f

(0)
i,k ≡ 〈kµ〉i,0 , (37)

T µν
i,0 ≡ Iµν

i,0 =

∫

dKik
µ
i k

ν
i f

(0)
i,k ≡ 〈kµkν〉i,0 . (38)

The tensor decomposition (18) of these quantities with respect to an arbitrary time-like normalized flow velocity uµ

and the projection operator ∆µν reads

Nµ
i,0 ≡ Ii,10u

µ = niu
µ , (39)

T µν
i,0 ≡ Ii,20u

µuν − Ii,21∆µν = eiu
µuν − Pi∆

µν . (40)

Tensor-projecting these quantities leads to the partial particle density, energy density, and pressure of species i,

ni ≡ Nµ
i,0uµ = 〈Ek〉i,0 = Ii,10 ≡ Ii,1 , (41)

ei ≡ T µν
i,0 uµuν =

〈
E2

k

〉

i,0
= Ii,20 ≡ Ii,2 , (42)

Pi ≡ −1

3
T µν
i,0 ∆µν = −1

3
〈∆µνk

µkν〉i,0 = Ii,21 ≡ −1

3

(
m2

i Ii,0 − Ii,2
)
. (43)

The sum over all particle species i of the partial equilibrium moments leads to the total particle four-current, the
conserved charge four-currents, and the energy-momentum tensor of the mixture,

Nµ
0 ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

Nµ
i,0 =

Nspec∑

i=1

niu
µ ≡ nuµ , (44)

Nµ
q,0 ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

qiN
µ
i,0 =

Nspec∑

i=1

qiniu
µ ≡ nqu

µ , (45)

T µν
0 ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

T µν
i,0 =

Nspec∑

i=1

(eiu
µuν − Pi∆

µν) ≡ euµuν − P∆µν . (46)

Note that in our case the conserved net-charge four-currents are simply the electric, the baryon, and the strangeness
four-current. The primary thermodynamic quantities of the mixture, i.e. the total number density, net-charge density,
total energy density, and total pressure, are obtained by summing over all constituents

n =

Nspec∑

i=1

ni , nq =

Nspec∑

i=1

qini , e =

Nspec∑

i=1

ei , P =

Nspec∑

i=1

Pi . (47)

The particle and net-charge number as well as the energy are extensive thermodynamic quantities, while the total pres-
sure of the mixture follows Dalton’s law of partial pressures.1 An equation of state determines these thermodynamic
quantities as functions of temperature and chemical potentials, i.e. nq = nq (T, µB, µQ, µS), e = e (T, µB, µQ, µS), and
P = P (T, µB, µQ, µS).

Note that in local thermodynamic equilibrium the individual particle four-currents, Nµ
0,i = niu

µ, as well as the

energy current of species i, T µν
0,i uν = eiu

µ, are parallel to each other. Therefore, all of these currents lead to the
same local rest frame of the fluid. Out of equilibrium the fluid-dynamical four-velocity can no longer be uniquely
defined. Nonetheless, without any loss of generality, a common flow velocity tied to a chosen local rest frame can still
be defined. The difference of fluid-dynamical quantities from their local-equilibrium form will be discussed next.

1 These relations hold for systems which can be described by kinetic theory, however they are violated once the Stoßzahlansatz [22] does
not apply, i.e. when long-range interactions or multi-particle correlations become non-negligible.
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D. Out-of-equilibrium fluid-dynamical quantities

Out of equilibrium, the distribution function differs from its local-equilibrium form by δfi,k = fi,k−f
(0)
i,k . Introducing

a similar notation for the momentum integrals as in Eq. (17),

〈· · · 〉i,δ ≡
∫

dKi (· · · )i δfi,k , (48)

and

〈· · · 〉i ≡
∫

dKi (· · · )i fi,k = 〈· · · 〉i,0 + 〈· · · 〉i,δ , (49)

cf. Refs. [21, 27], we define the irreducible moments of tensor-rank ℓ and energy-rank r of the deviation of the
single-particle distribution function from equilibrium for a given particle species i,

ρµ1···µℓ

i,r ≡ ∆µ1···µℓ
ν1···νℓ

∫

dKiE
r
i,kk

µ1

i · · · kµℓ

i δfi,k =
〈

Er
kk

〈µ1 · · · k µℓ〉
〉

i,δ
. (50)

Furthermore, we expand the distribution function fi,k around f
(0)
i,k as in Ref. [21],

δfi,k ≡ f
(0)
i,k f̃

(0)
i,k φi,k = f

(0)
i,k f̃

(0)
i,k

∞∑

ℓ=0

Nℓ∑

n=0

ρµ1···µℓ

i,n ki,〈µ1
· · · k i,µℓ〉H

(ℓ)
i,kn , (51)

where the irreducible tensors orthogonal to the four-flow are k
〈µ1

i · · · k µℓ〉
i = ∆µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ k
ν1
i · · · kνℓi . These tensors form

a complete and orthogonal basis in momentum space. The coefficient H(ℓ)
i,kn is a polynomial in energy of order Nℓ

defined as

H(ℓ)
i,kn =

(−1)
ℓ

ℓ! Ji,2ℓ,ℓ

Nℓ∑

m=n

a
(ℓ)
i,mn

m∑

r=0

a
(ℓ)
i,mrE

r
i,k . (52)

In principle, the expansion in polynomials in energy is an infinite series, i.e. Nℓ → ∞. However, we have already
introduced parameters Nℓ < ∞ (for each ℓ ≥ 0) at this point since we will truncate the series later on in order to derive

a fluid-dynamical theory. The coefficients a
(ℓ)
i,mn are calculated via the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure

and can be expressed in terms of thermodynamic integrals, see Ref. [21] for more details.
Thus, similarly to the equilibrium moments we define the out-of-equilibrium particle four-current and energy-

momentum tensor for particle species i as

Nµ
i ≡

∫

dKik
µ
i

(

f
(0)
i,k + δfi,k

)

= Nµ
i,0 + ρµi,0 = 〈kµ〉i,0 + 〈kµ〉i,δ ≡ 〈kµ〉i , (53)

T µν
i ≡

∫

dKik
µ
i k

ν
i

(

f
(0)
i,k + δfi,k

)

= T µν
i,0 + ρµνi,0 = 〈kµkµ〉i,0 + 〈kµkν〉i,δ ≡ 〈kµkν〉i , (54)

where Nµ
i,0 and T µν

i,0 were defined in Eqs. (39) and (40), respectively.
The tensor decompositions with respect to an arbitrary time-like normalized flow velocity uµ, summed over all

particle species, lead to the total fluid-dynamical quantities of the mixture,

Nµ ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

Nµ
i =

Nspec∑

i=1

[(ni + ρi,1)uµ + V µ
i ]

≡ (n + δn)uµ + V µ , (55)

Nµ
q ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

qiN
µ
i =

Nspec∑

i=1

[qi (ni + ρi,1)uµ + qiV
µ
i ]

≡ (nq + δnq)uµ + V µ
q , (56)

T µν ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

T µν
i =

Nspec∑

i=1

[

(ei + ρi,2)uµuν − (Pi + Πi) ∆µν + 2W
(µ
i u ν) + πµν

i

]

≡ (e + δe)uµuν − (P + Π) ∆µν + 2W (µ u ν) + πµν . (57)
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The net-particle density, the net-charge density, the energy density, and the isotropic pressure of the out-of-equilibrium
mixture are

n + δn ≡ Nµuµ =

Nspec∑

i=1

〈Ek〉i ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

(ni + ρi,1) , (58)

nq + δnq ≡ Nµ
q uµ =

Nspec∑

i=1

qi 〈Ek〉i ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

qi (ni + ρi,1) , (59)

e + δe ≡ T µνuµuν =

Nspec∑

i=1

〈
E2

k

〉

i
≡

Nspec∑

i=1

(ei + ρi,2) , (60)

P + Π ≡ −1

3
T µν∆µν = −

Nspec∑

i=1

1

3
〈∆µνk

µkν〉i =

Nspec∑

i=1

[

Pi −
1

3

(
m2

i ρi,0 − ρi,2
)
]

≡
Nspec∑

i=1

(Pi + Πi) , (61)

with an equation of state relating the equilibrium quantities. Note that the latter were defined in Eq. (47), while the
partial pressure appearing in the last equation was defined in Eq. (43). Hence, it follows that the non-equilibrium
correction to the pressure, the so-called bulk viscous pressure of particle species i, is

Πi ≡ −1

3

〈
∆αβk

αkβ
〉

i,δ
= −1

3

(
m2

i ρi,0 − ρi,2
)
. (62)

The net-particle diffusion, the net-charge diffusion, and the energy-momentum diffusion currents are

V µ ≡ ∆µ
νN

ν =

Nspec∑

i=1

〈

k〈µ〉
〉

i
=

Nspec∑

i=1

ρµi,0 ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

V µ
i , (63)

V µ
q ≡ ∆µ

νN
ν
q =

Nspec∑

i=1

qi

〈

k〈µ〉
〉

i
=

Nspec∑

i=1

qiρ
µ
i,0 ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

qiV
µ
i , (64)

Wµ ≡ ∆µ
αT

αβuβ =

Nspec∑

i=1

〈

Ekk
〈µ〉
〉

i
=

Nspec∑

i=1

ρµi,1 ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

Wµ
i . (65)

Finally, the shear-stress tensor of the mixture is

πµν ≡ ∆µν
αβT

αβ =

Nspec∑

i=1

〈

k〈µ k ν〉
〉

i
=

Nspec∑

i=1

ρµνi,0 ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

πµν
i . (66)

Equations (58) – (66) represent the fluid-dynamical fields of the mixture, which (similarly as in chemical solutions)
is a combination of multiple particle species and where the number of particles of an individual species may or may
not be conserved. Originally, these fields constitute 14Nspec variables (10 for each energy-momentum tensor T µν

i and
4 for each particle current Nµ

i ). We assume that the mixture can be treated as a single fluid such that its space-time
evolution can be entirely determined in terms of the total energy-momentum tensor T µν and the charge four-currents
Nµ

q . This approach reduces the number of unknown fluid-dynamical fields to 10 + 4Nq.
2

Further, the out-of-equilibrium part of the distribution function δfi,k was expanded in terms of an infinite set of
independent irreducible moments ρµ1···µℓ

i,n , each of which obeys an equation of motion derived from the relativistic

Boltzmann equation (1) (see Sec. III). The dissipative fluid-dynamical fields, Eqs. (62) – (66), are defined in terms of
(some of) these moments, and thus are solutions of these equations of motion. The crucial step in the derivation of
fluid dynamics using the method of moments is to truncate the infinite set of equations of motion for the irreducible
moments, and thus also the series in Eq. (51), in a well-defined manner. To this end, the sums over tensor rank ℓ
and over powers of energy n in Eq. (51) are truncated. The latter is already implied by the truncation parameter Nℓ,
which depends on the respective tensor rank ℓ of the moment. The lowest possible truncation in ℓ and n is to account
for the lowest-order irreducible moments which explicitly appear in the energy-momentum tensor (57) and the charge

2 Note that, naively counting the number of unknowns, there are actually 15 + 5Nq degrees of freedom: 5 degrees of freedom (d.o.f.s) for
the Nq charge four-currents (nq, δnq , and 3 components of V µ

q ), and 4 scalar (e, δe, P , Π), 6 vector (uµ and Wµ), and 5 tensor d.o.f.s
(πµν) for the energy-momentum tensor. However, one d.o.f. is reduced by the equation of state, P = P (e, {nq}). Furthermore, 4 +Nq

additional d.o.f.s are reduced by the matching conditions, see Sec. II E.
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four-flow (56), namely ρi,0, ρi,1, ρi,2, ρµi,0, ρµi,1, and ρµνi,0. This leads to the truncation ℓ ≤ 2, and N0 = 2, N1 = 1, and

N2 = 0 in the series in Eq. (51). This is the so-called (10 + 4Nq)-moment approximation. As mentioned above, these
moments, however, further depend on other moments, which may also be of higher tensor rank (e.g. ℓ > 2). In Sec.
III C we discuss how to further truncate the set of equations of motion.

E. Matching conditions and local rest frames

In local equilibrium the thermodynamic state of matter is completely determined by a few scalar fields, namely a
common temperature T and the chemical potentials of the constituent particle species αi, which are in turn given by
the chemical potentials of the conserved charges αq via Eq. (14). A common way to determine these thermodynamic
variables in an arbitrary state (which is not too far from local equilibrium) is to demand that the net-charge densities
and the total energy density are the same as in some fictitious local-equilibrium reference state. These are the so-called
Landau matching conditions [28],

(
Nµ

q −Nµ
q,0

)
uµ ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

qi
(
Nµ

i −Nµ
i,0

)
uµ =

Nspec∑

i=1

qiρi,1 ≡ δnq = 0 , (67)

(T µν − T µν
0 )uµuν ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

(
T µν
i − T µν

i,0

)
uµuν =

Nspec∑

i=1

ρi,2 ≡ δe = 0 , (68)

where (Nµ −Nµ
0 )uµ ≡ ∑Nspec

i=1

(
Nµ

i −Nµ
i,0

)
uµ =

∑Nspec

i=1 ρi,1 ≡ δn 6= 0, since the total number of particles is not

necessarily conserved. Furthermore, Landau’s matching condition for the energy, Eq. (68), also leads to a simplification
of the bulk viscous pressure in Eqs. (61) and (62),

Π ≡ −1

3

Nspec∑

i=1

m2
i ρi,0 =

Nspec∑

i=1

Πi . (69)

We note that using the matching conditions (67) and (68), we can express some scalar moments by the others, and
thus reduce the number of scalar moments of the multicomponent mixture by Nq + 1.

The number of independent unknowns is further reduced once we choose a local rest frame, or equivalently a
definition for the fluid-dynamical flow velocity. The definition of Landau and Lifshitz [28] leads to the so-called
Landau frame, or energy frame, and requires that the total energy-momentum diffusion current of the mixture is zero,

Wµ ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

Wµ
i = 0 . (70)

This directly implies that T µνuν = euµ, meaning that the flow velocity uµ is the time-like eigenvector of the energy-
momentum tensor with eigenvalue e. This choice reduces the total number of unknowns by three and leads to additional
constraints between the remaining species-specific vector fields Wµ

i , i.e. there are only Nspec − 1 independent energy-
momentum diffusion fluxes in the mixture of Nspec different species. Note that Eq. (70) also implies that if the fluid
consists of a single component, i.e. Nspec = 1, there is no energy-momentum diffusion present in this frame. Unless
stated otherwise, the Landau frame is our choice for the local rest frame.

More traditionally, one may use Eckart’s definition [29] to fix the local rest frame by demanding that the overall
diffusion of one of the conserved net charges, say that of charge q⋆, in the mixture is zero,

Ṽ µ
q⋆ ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

Ṽ µ
q⋆,i =

Nspec∑

i=1

q⋆i Ṽ
µ
i = 0 , (71)

where quantities in this particular q⋆-charge frame are denoted by a tilde. However, in high-energy heavy-ion collisions,
where there are multiple conserved charges, which are not necessarily non-vanishing in all regions of space-time, the
definition of the rest frame according to Eckart is less suitable.

Nevertheless, in case of a single non-vanishing conserved charge q, the Landau and Eckart reference frames are
essentially equivalent, hence choosing one over the other is a matter of taste. Namely, the energy-momentum diffusion
current in the Eckart frame can be related to the charge diffusion current in the Landau frame via

W̃µ ≡ −hqV
µ
q , (72)

where we introduced the enthalpy per charge, hq = (e + P )/nq, see Appendix B for more details.
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F. Conservation equations

Due to the fact that in binary collisions the net charges as well as the energy and momentum of particles are
conserved, the equations of fluid dynamics of a mixture are derived from the Boltzmann equation (1) as

∂µN
µ
q ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

qi∂µN
µ
i =

Nspec∑

i=1

qi

∫

dKiCi = 0 , (73)

∂µT
µν ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

∂µT
µν
i =

Nspec∑

i=1

∫

dKik
ν
i Ci = 0 , (74)

where there are Nq independent charge-conservation laws. Note that due to inelastic collisions the number of particles
of species i is no longer conserved and the individual particle species satisfy rate equations, ∂µN

µ
i 6= 0. On the other

hand, for purely elastic collisions the numbers of particles are conserved, and the momentum integral over each partial
collision term vanishes separately, ∂µN

µ
i = 0.

With Eq. (56) the Nq charge-conservation equations (73) assume the form

∂µN
µ
q ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

qiD (ni + ρi,1) +

Nspec∑

i=1

qi (ni + ρi,1) θ +

Nspec∑

i=1

qi∂µV
µ
i

= Dnq + nqθ + ∂µV
µ
q = 0 , (75)

where in the last step we used the first Landau matching condition (67).
The conservation of energy of the mixture is obtained by projecting Eq. (74) onto uν and inserting Eq. (57),

uν∂µT
µν ≡

Nspec∑

i=1

D (ei + ρi,2) +

Nspec∑

i=1

(ei + ρi,2 + Pi + Πi) θ

+

Nspec∑

i=1

∂µW
µ
i −

Nspec∑

i=1

Wµ
i Duµ −

Nspec∑

i=1

πµν
i σµν

= De + (e + P + Π) θ − πµνσµν = 0 , (76)

where we have imposed the second Landau matching condition (68) and also fixed the local rest frame according to
Landau’s convention, Eq. (70).

Using these conservation equations to replace dnq and de in Eqs. (35) and (36) leads to the comoving derivatives
of the inverse temperature and the charge chemical potentials multiplied by the inverse temperature,

Dβ = −T00 [(e + P + Π) θ − πµνσµν ] −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

T0q′
[

nq′θ + ∂µV
µ
q′

]

, (77)

Dαq = −Tq0 [(e + P + Π) θ − πµνσµν ] −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

Tqq′
[

nq′θ + ∂µV
µ
q′

]

. (78)

Finally, projecting Eq. (74) onto ∆µ
β (which gives the momentum conservation of the mixture), and using Eqs. (68)

and (70) leads to

∆µ
β∂αT

αβ ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

(ei + Pi + Πi)Duµ −∇µ

Nspec∑

i=1

(Pi + Πi) + ∆µ
β∂α

Nspec∑

i=1

παβ
i

= (e + P + Π)Duµ −∇µ (P + Π) + ∆µ
β∂απ

αβ = 0 . (79)

This leads to an expression for the acceleration Duµ of the fluid. Noting that in local equilibrium the Gibbs-Duhem
relation holds in the form

βdP =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

nqdαq − (e + P )dβ , (80)
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we obtain

Duµ = − 1

β
∇µβ +

1

β(e + P )

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

nq∇µαq −
1

e + P

(

ΠDuµ −∇µΠ + ∆µ
β∂απ

αβ
)

. (81)

Let us recount the unknown variables and equations of the mixture. There are Nq conservation equations (75) for
nq and V µ

q , representing 4Nq variables. The conservation of energy and momentum of the mixture provides the four
equations (76) and (79), entailing e, Π, uµ, and πµν , which represent 10 variables in total, since the equation of state
already defines the pressure in terms of e and the nq’s. Thus, in a dissipative mixture of Nq conserved charges we
have only 4 + Nq conservation equations for a total of 10 + 4Nq unknown fields. The additional equations for the
dissipative fields Π, V µ

q , and πµν will be derived from the Boltzmann equation in the next section.

III. SECOND-ORDER DISSIPATIVE FLUID-DYNAMICAL EQUATIONS OF MOTION

In this section, we first derive the equations of motion for the irreducible tensor moments for particle species i. For
a single-component fluid, these equations were first given in Ref. [21]. Here, we extend them towards multicomponent
fluids. Then we linearize the collision term and discuss the Navier-Stokes limit as well as the order-of-magnitude
approximation, which provides a simple, and yet effective way to close the set of equations of motion. Finally, we
derive and discuss the second-order dissipative fluid-dynamical equations of motion.

A. Equations of motion for the irreducible moments

The equations of motion for the irreducible moments ρµ1···µℓ

i,r are obtained directly from the Boltzmann equation

(1) by multiplying it with Er
i,kk

〈µ1

i · · · kµℓ〉
i , integrating over momentum space, and taking the comoving derivative.

Then, projecting onto ∆µ1···µℓ
ν1···νℓ , we obtain the equations of motion for the irreducible moments, i.e. an equation for

the comoving derivative ρ̇
〈µ1···µℓ〉
i,r ≡ ∆µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ Dρν1···νℓi,r . The irreducible moments of the collision term (2) are defined as

C
〈µ1···µℓ〉
i,r−1 ≡ ∆µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ

Nspec∑

j =1

∫

dKiE
r−1
i,k kν1i · · · kνℓi Cij [f ] . (82)

After some calculation the equation of motion for the irreducible moments of tensor-rank zero reads

ρ̇i,r − Ci,r−1 = α
(0)
i,r θ −

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′



Ji,r+1,0T0q′ −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiJi,r0Tqq′





(

∇µV
µ
q′ − V µ

q′ u̇µ

)

+
θ

3



m2
i (r − 1)ρi,r−2 − (r + 2) ρi,r − 3



Ji,r+1,0T00 −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiJi,r0Tq0



Π





+ rρµi,r−1u̇µ −∇µρ
µ
i,r−1 +



(r − 1)ρµνi,r−2 +



Ji,r+1,0T00 −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiJi,r0Tq0



πµν



σµν . (83)

This equation is different from Eq. (35) of Ref. [21], because thermodynamic relations are modified in mixtures with

multiple conserved charges as compared to a single-component fluid. Similarly, the transport coefficient α
(0)
i,r has

additional contributions given by the sums
∑{B,Q,S}

q when compared to Eq. (42) of Ref. [21],

α
(0)
i,r = −



Ii,r0 + (r − 1) Ii,r1 +

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′



Ji,r+1,0T0q′ −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiJi,r0Tqq′



nq′





−



Ji,r+1,0T00 −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiJi,r0Tq0



 (e + P ) . (84)
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The equation of motion for the irreducible moments of tensor-rank one is very similar to Eq. (36) of Ref. [21], except

for the first-order gradient term
∑{B,Q,S}

q α
(1)
i,r,q∇µαq,

ρ̇
〈µ〉
i,r − C

〈µ〉
i,r−1 =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

α
(1)
i,r,q∇µαq + rρµνi,r−1u̇ν −

1

3
∇µ
(
m2

i ρi,r−1 − ρi,r+1

)
+ αh

i,r∇µΠ

− ∆µ
λ

(
∇νρ

λν
i,r−1 + αh

i,r∂νπ
νλ
)

+
1

3

[
m2

i (r − 1)ρµi,r−2 − (r + 3) ρµi,r
]
θ

+
1

3

[
m2

i rρi,r−1 − (r + 3) ρi,r+1 − 3αh
i,rΠ

]
u̇µ + ρi,r,νω

µν

+
1

5

[
m2

i (2r − 2)ρi,r−2,ν − (2r + 3)ρi,r,ν
]
σµν + (r − 1) ρµνλi,r−2σνλ , (85)

where the transport coefficients are

α
(1)
i,r,q = qiJi,r+1,1 + αh

i,r

nq

β
, αh

i,r = −β
Ji,r+2,1

e + P
. (86)

Finally, the equation of motion for the irreducible moments of tensor-rank two is formally unchanged from Eq. (37)
of Ref. [21], only the species-specific index i is introduced here,

ρ̇
〈µν〉
i,r − C

〈µν〉
i,r−1 = 2α

(2)
i,r σ

µν +
2

15

[
m4

i (r − 1)ρi,r−2 − (2r + 3)m2
i ρi,r + (r + 4)ρi,r+2

]
σµν

+
2

5
u̇〈µ

[

m2
i rρ

ν〉
i,r−1 − (r + 5) ρ

ν〉
i,r+1

]

− 2

5
∇〈µ

(

m2
i ρ

ν〉
i,r−1 − ρ

ν〉
i,r+1

)

+ rρµνλi,r−1u̇λ − ∆µν
αβ∇λρ

αβλ
i,r−1 + (r − 1)ρµνλκi,r−2σλκ + 2ρ

λ〈µ
i,r ω

ν〉
λ

+
1

3

[
m2

i (r − 1) ρµνi,r−2 − (r + 4)ρµνi,r
]
θ +

2

7

[

m2
i (2r − 2)ρ

λ〈µ
i,r−2 − (2r + 5)ρ

λ〈µ
i,r

]

σ
ν〉
λ , (87)

where the coefficient α
(2)
i,r is also formally the same as in Eq. (44) of Ref. [21],

α
(2)
i,r = (r − 1) Ii,r+2,2 + Ii,r+2,1 . (88)

These are the equations of motion for the irreducible moments up to tensor-rank two for any particle species i. One
can show that in the case of a single-component fluid they reduce to the equations found in Ref. [21].

Furthermore, note that since the conserved quantities in fluid dynamics contain no tensors of rank higher than
two, the higher-rank tensors, ρµ1···µℓ

i,r = 0 for ℓ ≥ 3, in the equations of motion (85) and (87) will be neglected in the

following (see Sec. III C).

B. The linearized collision integral

Further progress requires the linearization of the collision integral (2) in the quantities φi,k = δfi,k/[f
(0)
i,k f̃

(0)
i,k ], such

that it simplifies to

Ci (x, k) ≃ 1

2

Nspec∑

j,a,b=1

∫

dK ′
jdPadP ′

b W
kk′→pp′

ij→ab f
(0)
i,k f

(0)
j,k′ f̃

(0)
a,pf̃

(0)
b,p′ (φa,p + φb,p′ − φi,k − φj,k′) , (89)

where the bilateral normalization condition holds and the equality f
(0)
i,k f

(0)
j,k′ f̃

(0)
a,pf̃

(0)
b,p′ = f

(0)
a,pf

(0)
b,p′ f̃

(0)
i,k f̃

(0)
j,k′ was used

[22, 23].
Using the linearized collision integral (89) one can show that the corresponding irreducible moments (82) of the

collision integral can be expressed in terms of a linear combination of irreducible moments, ρν1···νℓi,r , in a similar way

as in Eq. (50) of Ref. [21],

C
〈µ1···µℓ〉
i,r−1 ≡ −

Nspec∑

s=1

Nℓ∑

n=0

∞∑

m=0

(Ais,rn)
µ1···µℓ

ν1···νm ρν1···νms,n ,

= −
Nspec∑

s=1

Nℓ∑

n=0

(

A(ℓ)
is,rn

)

ρµ1···µℓ
s,n . (90)
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Here, we have defined the following tensors

(Ais,rn)
µ1···µℓν1···νm =

1

2

Nspec∑

j,a,b=1

∫

dKidK
′
jdPadP ′

bW
kk′→pp′

ij→ab f
(0)
i,k f

(0)
j,k′ f̃

(0)
a,pf̃

(0)
b,p′E

r−1
i,k k

〈µ1

i · · · k µℓ〉
i

×
[

δsiH(m)
s,knk

〈ν1
s · · · k νm〉

s + δsjH(m)
s,k′nk

′〈ν1
s · · · k′νm〉

s

−δsaH(m)
s,pnp

〈ν1
s · · · p νm〉

s − δsbH(m)
s,p′np

′〈ν1
s · · · p′νm〉

s

]

, (91)

where the polynomials H(m)
s,kn were defined in Eq. (52). These tensors can be decomposed and projected, hence one

finally obtains the collision matrix

A(ℓ)
is,rn =

1

2ℓ + 1
∆ν1···νℓ

µ1···µℓ
(Ais,rn)µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ , (92)

cf. Eq. (A18) of Ref. [21]. Note that in the case of a single-component system, i.e. Nspec = 1, the above equation

reduces to the diagonal components of A(ℓ)
is,rn. Hence, the particle species labels i and s can be dropped and we simply

recover the result of Ref. [21], C
〈µ1···µℓ〉
i,r−1

single→ C
〈µ1···µℓ〉
r−1 = −

∑Nℓ

n=0 A
(ℓ)
rnρµ1···µℓ

n .
The inverse of the collision matrix defines the so-called relaxation-time matrix,

τ
(ℓ)
si,nr ≡

(
A−1

)(ℓ)

si,nr
, (93)

where the matrix elements are proportional to the inverse of the mean free path between collisions λ−1
mfp. Therefore,

multiplying both sides of Eq. (90) by the relaxation-time matrix we obtain an important relation between the moments
of the linearized collision integral and the irreducible moments,

Nspec∑

i=1

Nℓ∑

r=0

τ
(ℓ)
si,nrC

〈µ1···µℓ〉
i,r−1 ≡ −

Nspec∑

i,s′ =1

Nℓ∑

r,n′ =0

τ
(ℓ)
si,nrA

(ℓ)
is′,rn′ρ

µ1···µℓ

s′,n′ = −ρµ1···µℓ
s,n . (94)

The infinite set of equations of motions for the irreducible moments contains infinitely many degrees of freedom.
In order to close the equations of motion for the mixture treated as a single fluid, the number of degrees of freedom
must be reduced and infinite sums must be truncated at some finite number.

One of the key features of transient fluid dynamics is that the corresponding equations of motion have a single time
scale that controls the transient behavior, e.g. relaxation towards equilibrium. On the other hand, the Boltzmann
equation has infinitely many of such time scales. Even in a single-component gas the modes corresponding to the
same tensor rank ℓ are coupled to each other and their dynamics depends on these infinitely many scales. In the
case of a mixture the situation is even more complicated as the modes corresponding to different particle species are
also coupled. The reason for this is that due to interactions between particles of different species the corresponding
moments are correlated, see Refs. [30, 31].

One possible way to reduce the number of degrees of freedom would be to generalize the approach of Ref. [21]
developed for a single-component system, and diagonalize the collision matrix to determine the slowest microscopic
time scales, i.e. the relaxation times that are relevant in our approximation, and the corresponding modes that
dominate the long-time dynamics of the fluid in the transient regime. This has the advantage that the relaxation
times that appear in the equations of motion could be explicitly identified as real microscopic time scales. However,
the downside of this method is the appearance of terms that are of second or higher order in gradients, denoted as
O(Kn2) in Ref. [21]. These terms can violate stability and causality of the theory. In principle, this can be cured by
introducing further independent dynamical variables, cf. for instance Ref. [32], but this is beyond the scope of the
current work. Instead, as discussed below, we will employ a slightly simpler approach, where the problematic O(Kn2)
terms do not appear.

C. The Navier-Stokes limit and the order-of-magnitude approximation

The explicit relation between the irreducible tensor of a given rank and the corresponding fluid-dynamical gradients

can be derived by multiplying Eqs. (83), (85), and (87) by the corresponding relaxation-time matrices, τ
(ℓ)
si,nr , and
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using Eq. (94). In this way, the following equations of motion for the irreducible moments of tensor rank ℓ = 0, 1,
and 2 are obtained,

Nspec∑

i=1

N0∑

r=0

τ
(0)
si,nr ρ̇i,r + ρs,n = −ζs,nθ + O(2) , (95)

Nspec∑

i=1

N1∑

r=0

τ
(1)
si,nr ρ̇

〈µ〉
i,r + ρµs,n =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

κs,n,q∇µαq + O(2) , (96)

Nspec∑

i=1

N2∑

r=0

τ
(2)
si,nrρ̇

〈µν〉
i,r + ρµνs,n = 2ηs,nσ

µν + O(2) , (97)

where O(2) denote all remaining second- and higher-order terms from the corresponding equations of motion for the
irreducible moments. These are terms which are at least of quadratic order in the Knudsen number, O(Kn2), or in
the inverse Reynolds number, O(Rn−2), or of linear order in their product, O(Kn Rn−1). Here, we have defined the
species-specific bulk-viscosity, diffusion, and shear-viscosity coefficients as

ζs,n ≡ −
Nspec∑

i=1

N0∑

r=0

τ
(0)
si,nrα

(0)
i,r , (98)

κs,n,q ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

N1∑

r=0

τ
(1)
si,nrα

(1)
i,r,q , (99)

ηs,n ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

N2∑

r=0

τ
(2)
si,nrα

(2)
i,r . (100)

Note that the definition of the bulk-viscosity coefficient differs by a factor of −m2
s/3 compared to Eq. (63) of Ref.

[21].

From here on, we will make the assumption that the irreducible moments ρi,r, ρ
〈µ〉
i,r , and ρ

〈µν〉
i,r are of the same order,

irrespective of the particle species. This implies that the sum over all species of these irreducible moments, i.e. ρr,

ρ
〈µ〉
r , and ρ

〈µν〉
r are also of the same order as the species-specific irreducible moments.

The so-called “order-of-magnitude approximation” is based on the first-order solution of the moment equations
(95) – (97), which is equivalent to the Navier-Stokes limit. In this limit, the irreducible moments are algebraically
related to terms of first order in Knudsen number, also called thermodynamic forces, multiplied by the corresponding
transport coefficients,

ρs,n = −ζs,nθ + O(2) , (101)

ρµs,n =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

κs,n,q∇µαq + O(2) , (102)

ρµνs,n = 2ηs,nσ
µν + O(2) , (103)

while all tensor moments of rank higher than two are at least of second order, ρµ1···µℓ
s,n ∼ O(2) for any ℓ > 2, see Ref.

[21] for details.
In principle, all irreducible moments are of first order in inverse Reynolds number, O(Rn−1), and thus formally

independent of the power counting in Knudsen number. The order-of-magnitude approximation, which is based on
the Navier-Stokes limit (101) – (103), assumes that the irreducible moments are of first order in Knudsen number,
O(Kn), i.e. the regime where the Knudsen and the inverse Reynolds numbers are of the same magnitude. This
defines a power-counting scheme, similar to the one described in Ref. [21], which helps to assign a certain order to the
various terms in the equations of motion. Then, all O(2) terms on the right-hand sides of Eqs. (95) – (97), as well
as the comoving derivatives on the left-hand sides are of second order in Knudsen number. The order-of-magnitude
approximation is very similar to the “order-of-magnitude method” in non-relativistic fluid dynamics [33].

Using the approximation (101) – (103) while summing over all particle species, and for the moment omitting O(2)
terms, we obtain the Navier-Stokes relations for the mixture. From Eq. (69) together with Eq. (101) the total bulk
viscous pressure of the mixture reads

Π ≡ −
Nspec∑

s=1

m2
s

3
ρs,0 =

Nspec∑

s=1

m2
s

3
ζs,0θ ≡ −ζθ . (104)
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Similarly, we obtain from Eq. (64) together with Eq. (102) for the conserved charge currents

V µ
q ≡

Nspec∑

s=1

qsρ
µ
s,0 =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

Nspec∑

s=1

qsκs,0,q′∇µαq′ ≡
{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

κqq′∇µαq′ . (105)

Finally, the shear-stress tensor of the mixture follows from Eq. (66) together with Eq. (103),

πµν ≡
Nspec∑

s=1

ρµνs,0 =

Nspec∑

s=1

2ηs,0σ
µν ≡ 2ησµν . (106)

Note that the first-order thermodynamic forces are the same for all particle species and for the mixture. Due to this
fact, we obtain the first-order transport coefficients of the mixture: the bulk viscosity ζ, the diffusion coefficients κqq′ ,
and the shear viscosity η,

ζ ≡ −
Nspec∑

s=1

m2
s

3
ζs,0 , κqq′ ≡

Nspec∑

s=1

qsκs,0,q′ , η ≡
Nspec∑

s=1

ηs,0 . (107)

Therefore, using Eqs. (101) – (103) together with the relativistic Navier-Stokes relations (104) – (106) we readily
obtain the following algebraic relations between the species-specific irreducible moments and the primary dissipative
quantities of the mixture,

ρs,n = ζ̄s,nΠ + O(2) , (108)

ρµs,n =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

κ̄(q)
s,nV

µ
q + O(2) , (109)

ρµνs,n = η̄s,nπ
µν + O(2) , (110)

where we introduced the normalized transport coefficients for each species,

ζ̄s,n =
ζs,n
ζ

, κ̄(q)
s,n =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

κs,n,q′
(
κ−1

)

q′q
, η̄s,n =

ηs,n
η

. (111)

Here,
(
κ−1

)

q′q
is the inverse of the diffusion-coefficient matrix defined in Eq. (107). We will use Eqs. (108) – (110) to

close the equations of motion (83) – (87) in the next section.

D. The equations of motion in (10 + 4Nq)-moment approximation

In the (10 + 4Nq)-moment approximation, we truncate the infinite set of moment equations (83), (85), and (87) in

the following way. We first multiply these equations with the corresponding relaxation-time matrices τ
(ℓ)
si,nr. Equation

(85) is also multiplied by qs, and all equations are summed over species. In what follows, we only consider the set
of equations for n = 0. In all terms we then substitute ρi,r, ρµi,r, and ρµνi,r by the dissipative quantities Π, V µ

q , and

πµν using Eqs. (108) – (110). Note that in this substitution the O(2) terms in Eqs. (108) – (110) become O(3) terms
and can be neglected together with other higher-order terms. In this way, we finally obtain a closed set of equations
of motion for the dissipative quantities Π, V µ

q , and πµν . Further, as discussed in Sec. II D, the (10 + 4Nq)-moment
approximation is the lowest-order truncation of the series in Eq. (51), where ℓ ≤ 2, and N0 = 2, N1 = 1, and N2 = 0.
It should be noted that, for ℓ ≤ 2, such a truncation in powers of energy (i.e. Nℓ < ∞) neglects infinitely many
contributions of order O(Kn) in Eq. (51). As shown in Ref. [21], however, systematically increasing the parameters
N0, N1, and N2 the values of the corresponding transport coefficients exhibit rapid convergence.

The resulting equation of motion for the bulk viscous pressure is

τΠΠ̇ + Π = −ζθ − δΠΠ Πθ + λΠπ π
µνσµν −

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

ℓ
(q)
ΠV ∇µV

µ
q −

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

τ
(q)
ΠV V µ

q u̇µ −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q,q′

λ
(q,q′)
ΠV V µ

q ∇µαq′ , (112)
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where we have defined the relaxation time and the bulk-viscosity coefficient as

τΠ = −
Nspec∑

s,i=1

m2
s

3

N0∑

r=0

τ
(0)
si,0r ζ̄i,r , (113)

ζ = −
Nspec∑

s=1

m2
s

3
ζs,0 ≡

Nspec∑

s,i=1

m2
s

3

N0∑

r=0

τ
(0)
si,0rα

(0)
i,r . (114)

All second-order transport coefficients appearing in Eq. (112) are listed in Appendix C 1.
Similarly, the equations of motion for the charge diffusion currents read

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

τq′q V̇
〈µ〉
q + V µ

q′ =

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

κq′q ∇µαq −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

τq′q Vq,νω
νµ −

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

δ
(q′,q)
V V V µ

q θ −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

λ
(q′,q)
V V Vq,νσ

µν

− ℓ
(q′)
VΠ ∇µΠ + ℓ

(q′)
V π ∆µν∇λπ

λ
ν + τ

(q′)
V Π Πu̇µ − τ

(q′)
V π πµν u̇ν

+

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

λ
(q′,q)
V Π Π∇µαq −

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

λ
(q′,q)
V π πµν∇ναq , (115)

where the relaxation-time matrix and the diffusion-coefficient matrix are

τq′q =

Nspec∑

s,i=1

N1∑

r=0

q′sτ
(1)
si,0r κ̄

(q)
i,r , (116)

κq′q =

Nspec∑

s,i=1

N1∑

r=0

q′sτ
(1)
si,0rα

(1)
i,r,q , (117)

and the second-order transport coefficients are listed in Appendix C 2.
The diffusion-coefficient matrix κqq′ has been evaluated for several hadronic and partonic systems in Refs. [16–

18]. In general, this matrix couples the diffusion current of a specific charge to all gradients of the charge chemical

potentials via V µ
q′ ∼ ∑{B,Q,S}

q κq′q ∇µαq + O(2). Due to this coupled diffusion, the density gradients in one charge

could lead to the local separation in another charge, as demonstrated in Ref. [16]. From the above equations of motion
one can see that such a coupling is also present in various second-order terms.

The equation of motion for the shear-stress tensor follows in a similar manner,

τππ̇
〈µν〉 + πµν = 2ησµν + 2τπ π

〈µ
λ ω ν〉λ − δππ π

µνθ − τππ πλ〈µ σ ν〉
λ + λπΠ Πσµν

−
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

τ
(q)
πV V 〈µ

q u̇ ν〉 +

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

ℓ
(q)
πV ∇〈µV ν〉

q +

{B,Q,S}
∑

q,q′

λ
(q,q′)
πV V 〈µ

q ∇ν〉αq′ , (118)

where the relaxation time and the coefficient of the shear viscosity are given by

τπ =

Nspec∑

s,i=1

N2∑

r=0

τ
(2)
si,0r η̄i,r , (119)

η =

Nspec∑

s,i=1

N2∑

r=0

τ
(2)
si,0rα

(2)
i,r , (120)

while the remaining second-order transport coefficients are given in Appendix C 3. The equations of motion (112),
(115), and (118) are of relaxation type and are identical to those found in Refs. [10, 11, 14]. For more details we refer
to the discussion in Appendix A.

As a simple example of a relativistic multicomponent system, we discuss an ultrarelativistic, ideal gas with elastic,
isotropic hard-sphere interactions and multiple conserved charges in Appendix F. While the transport coefficients
cannot be further reduced to simple and convenient forms, one may easily prove that one obtains well-known results
in the single-component limit [21].



18

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we have presented the derivation of relativistic second-order dissipative fluid dynamics for multicom-
ponent systems in the (10 + 4Nq)-moment approximation from the relativistic Boltzmann equation using the method
of moments. Starting from the relativistic Boltzmann equation for a multicomponent system we have obtained the
equations of motion for the irreducible moments for particle species i. In the single-fluid approximation for the
mixture, the sum of the dynamical equations of motion reduces to 4 + Nq conservation equations that are closed
by providing 6 + 3Nq relaxation-type equations of motion for the dissipative quantities. In such a mixture, where
the constituents in general carry multiple quantum charges (e.g. a proton carrying electric charge as well as baryon
number), the equation of state depends on multiple chemical potentials and temperature. With the help of a new
approximation scheme, the so-called order-of-magnitude approximation, we have derived a second-order dissipative
theory that does not contain terms of second order in Knudsen number, which are known to render the equations of
motion parabolic and thus acausal [21]. Furthermore, the irreducible moments of the deviation of the single-particle
distribution of each particle species from equilibrium are directly proportional to the total bulk viscous pressure Π,
the conserved charge-diffusion currents V µ

q , and the total shear-stress tensor πµν via Eqs. (108) – (110).
Similar to other works which treat multicomponent systems [10, 11, 14], in this theory the existence of multiple

conserved charges is manifest in the equations of motion Eqs. (112), (115), and (118). As expected we obtained
exactly the same equations of motion as found in earlier works [10, 11, 14].

Further, the coupled charge transport becomes explicit in the appearance of mixing terms in the equations of
motions, e.g. a dissipative current (Π, V µ

q , πµν) is coupled to any other gradient in chemical potential or diffusion
current. As a prominent example, instead of a diffusive Navier-Stokes term with only one diffusion coefficient κ as
in a single-component system, we obtain a Navier-Stokes term entailing a matrix of diffusion coefficients κqq′ , which
explicitly couples every diffusion current to all gradients in chemical potential. The appearance of a charge-coupled
Navier-Stokes term and potential implications for the transport of charge was discussed in Ref. [16] in the case of
relativistic nuclear matter.

The advantage of our derivation compared to other theories is that it yields explicit expressions for the transport
coefficients in terms of the linearized collision term. Since the mutual interactions of all particle species is contained
in the collision term, the multicomponent nature of the mixture is naturally encoded in the transport coefficients.

In the future, this theory will be used to revisit the transport of coupled charge in heavy-ion collisions initiated
in Ref. [16] in a more realistic manner. Especially, we expect that it will be relevant for the discussion of physics of
compressed baryonic matter at the future FAIR and NICA facilities or for the interpretation of recent results of the
isobar run at RHIC. We expect that the coupling of diffusion currents or the charge gradients to the bulk viscous
pressure and the shear-stress tensor may be important in future studies. Now that the explicit expressions of the
transport coefficients have been derived, they can be evaluated for nuclear systems. To this end, equations of state
from lattice QCD for non-vanishing chemical potentials may be used [34, 35]. At the same time, Eq. (51) provides
an expression for the so-called δf -correction needed for the freeze-out of the system at the end of the fluid-dynamical
phase during the simulation of a heavy-ion collision.
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Appendix A: Comparison to other works

In this appendix we perform a comparison of the second-order relaxation equations found in this paper, Eqs. (112),
(115), and (118), to earlier derivations of Monnai and Hirano [10] and Kikuchi, Tsumura, and Kunihiro [14].

Our second-order relaxation equation (112) for the bulk viscosity contains 8 terms in total, while Eq. (69) of Ref.
[10] contains 13 terms. Here, we recall this equation noting that uµ

E = uµ, while J = q and K = q′,

Π = −ζ∇µu
µ
E − τΠDΠ + χc

ΠΠΠ∇µu
µ
E + χΠππµν∇〈µuν〉

E

+
∑

J,K

χaK
ΠVJ

V J
µ ∇µµK

T
+
∑

J

χc
ΠVJ

V J
µ Duµ

E +
∑

J

χd
ΠVJ

∇µV J
µ

+
∑

J

χaJ
ΠΠΠD

µJ

T
+ χb

ΠΠΠD
1

T
− ζΠδeD

1

T
+
∑

J

ζΠδnJ
D
µJ

T
+
∑

J

χb
ΠVJ

V J
µ ∇µ 1

T
. (A1)

The difference between this equation and ours is due to the difference in the thermodynamic forces and the way
the comoving derivatives and space-time four-gradients are employed. In our derivation the comoving derivatives,
Dβ = D 1

T and Dαq = D µJ

T , do not appear explicitly since they were replaced using Eqs. (77) and (78), while
the space-time four-gradient of the inverse temperature, ∇µβ, is given by Eq. (81). The terms that are expressed
differently are in the third-line of the above equation (A1). Now, collecting these various terms one can show that
Eq. (A1) reduces to Eq. (112).

Similarly, we recall Eq. (77) of Ref. [14], which contains 11 terms,

Π = −ζθ − τΠ
∂

∂τ
Π −

M∑

A=1

ℓAΠJ∇ · JA + κΠΠΠθ + κΠππρσσ
ρσ

+ bΠΠΠΠ2 +

M∑

A,B=1

bAB
ΠJJJ

ρ
AJB,ρ + bΠπππ

ρσπρσ

+
M∑

A=1

κ
(1)A
ΠJ JA,ρ∇ρT +

M∑

A,B=1

κ
(2)BA
ΠJ JA,ρ∇ρµB

T
, (A2)

where we note that VA = Vq while A = q and B = q′. From these the terms in the second line are of second order
in dissipative quantities, i.e. of second order in inverse Reynolds number, originating from the non-linear part of the
collision integral. Note that such second-order terms were also obtained in Refs. [21, 36], but are neglected in our
study. The remaining 2 terms are formally the same, which can be seen using Eq. (81).

The relaxation equation (115) for the conserved charge current contains 12 terms, while Eq. (70) of Ref. [10] listed
below contains 19 terms,

V µ
J = κVJ

∇µµJ

T
+
∑

K 6=J

κVJVK
∇µµK

T
− τVJ

∆µνDV J
ν −

∑

K 6=J

τVJVK
∆µνDV K

ν

+
∑

K

χc
VJVK

V µ
K∇νu

ν
E +

∑

K

χd
VJVK

V ν
K∇νu

µ
E +

∑

K

χe
VJVK

V ν
K∇µuE

ν

+
∑

K

χaK
VJππ

µν∇ν
µK

T
+ χc

VJππ
µνDuE

ν + χd
VJπ∆µν∇ρπνρ +

∑

K

χaK
VJΠΠ∇µµK

T
+ χc

VJΠΠDuµ
E + χd

VJΠ∇
µΠ

+ χb
VJππ

µν∇ν
1

T
+ χb

VJΠΠ∇µ 1

T
+
∑

K,L

χaL
VJVK

V µ
KD

µL

T
+
∑

K

χb
VJVK

V µ
KD

1

T
+ κVJW

(
1

T
Duµ

E + ∇µ 1

T

)

. (A3)

After closer inspection, we observe that the first line contains two sums that are equivalent to our sums over charges,
while the additional 4 terms in the last line can be incorporated into already existing terms. Furthermore, the last
remaining term, κVqW (βDuµ + ∇µβ), may be expressed using Eq. (81), and hence is fully accounted for in our
approach.

On the other hand, Eq. (78) of Ref. [14] contains 14 terms, of which the last 2 are of second order in inverse Reynolds
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number, while the other terms are formally the same,

Jµ
A =

M∑

B=1

λAB
T 2

h2
∇µµB

T
−

M∑

B =1

τAB
J ∆µρ ∂

∂τ
JB,ρ − ℓAJΠ∇µΠ − ℓAJπ∆µρ∇νπ

ν
ρ

+ κ
(1)A
JΠ Π∇µT +

M∑

B=1

κ
(2)AB
JΠ Π∇µµB

T
+

M∑
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κ
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JJ Jµ

Bθ +

M∑

B =1

κ
(2)AB
JJ JB,ρσ

µρ + κ
(3)AB
JJ JB,ρω

µρ

+ κ
(1)A
Jπ πµρ∇ρT +

M∑

B =1

κ
(2)AB
Jπ πµρ∇ρ

µB

T
+

M∑

B =1

bAB
JΠJΠJµ

B +
M∑

B=1

bAB
JJπJB,ρπ

ρµ . (A4)

The relaxation equation (118) for the shear-stress tensor contains 10 terms, while Eq. (71) of Ref. [10] contains 12
terms

πµν = 2η∇〈µuν〉
E − τπDπ〈µν〉 + χc

πππ
µν∇ρu

ρ
E + χd

πππ
ρ〈µ∇ρu

ν〉
E + χπΠΠ∇〈µuν〉

E

+
∑

J

χc
πVJ

V
〈µ
J Du

ν〉
E +

∑

J

χd
πVJ

∇〈µV
ν〉
J +

∑

J,K

χaJ
πVJ

V
〈µ
J ∇ν〉µK

T

+
∑

J

χb
πVJ

V
〈µ
J ∇ν〉 1

T
+
∑

J

χaJ
πππ

µνD
µJ

T
+ χb

πππ
µνD

1

T
. (A5)

Here the last 3 terms that are expressed using Dβ, Dαq, and ∇µβ, may once again be incorporated into other terms.
Finally, Eq. (79) of Ref. [14] contains 13 terms. The last 3 are of second order in inverse Reynolds number, while

the remaining 10 terms are formally similar to ours,

πµν = 2ησµν − τπ∆µνρσ ∂

∂τ
πρσ −

M∑

A=1

ℓAπJ∇〈µJ
ν〉
A + κπΠΠσµν +

M∑

A=1

κ
(1)A
πJ J

〈µ
A ∇ν〉T +

M∑

A,B=1

κ
(2)BA
πJ J

〈µ
A ∇ν〉µB

T

+ κ(1)
πππ

µνθ + κ(2)
πππ

λ〈µσν〉
λ + κ(3)

πππ
λ〈µων〉

λ + bπΠπΠπµν +
M∑

A,B=1

bAB
πJJJ

〈µ
A J

ν〉
B + bππππ

λ〈µπν〉
λ . (A6)

Appendix B: Eckart frame

In most textbooks and relevant publications the local rest frame and the fluid four-velocity are chosen according to
Eckart [29], since this choice intuitively follows the non-relativistic interpretation of physical quantities. On the other
hand, all our results are given relative to the local rest frame of Landau. In this appendix, we will elaborate on the
differences.

We may choose to define a different time-like normalized flow vector, ũµ, and hence a local frame of reference different
from the previously chosen local rest frame (the Landau frame) given by uµ. The ũ-frame is related to the u-frame
by a Lorentz transformation. If we assume that the difference between the frame vectors is small, ũµ − uµ ∼ O(1),
we may write

ũµ = uµ + wµ + O(2) . (B1)

Computing the normalization of ũµ up to order O(1),

ũµũµ = uµuµ + 2uµwµ + wµwµ = 1 + 2uµwµ + O(2) , (B2)

and demanding that ũµ is also normalized, we conclude that wµ must be orthogonal to uµ, uµwµ = 0. The projection
operator onto the three-space orthogonal to ũµ is

∆̃µν ≡ gµν − ũµũν = ∆µν − 2u(µw ν) − wµwν = ∆µν − 2u(µw ν) + O(2) . (B3)

The tensor decomposition of the primary fluid-dynamical quantities with respect to ũµ leads to results similar to
the tensor decompositions listed in Eqs. (56) – (57),

Nµ
q ≡ ñqũ

µ + Ṽ µ
q = ñq (uµ + wµ) + Ṽ µ

q , (B4)

T µν ≡ ẽ ũµũν − (P̃ + Π̃)∆̃µν + π̃µν + 2W̃ (µ ũ ν)

= ẽ uµuν − (P̃ + Π̃)∆µν + π̃µν + 2(ẽ + P̃ )w(µu ν) + 2W̃ (µu ν) + O(2) , (B5)
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where we have explicitly applied Landau’s matching conditions from Eqs. (67), (68). We have also made use of Eq.
(B1) and the fact that all dissipative quantities are ∼ O(1). The physical quantities follow from similar projection
operations as in Eqs. (58) – (66).

Furthermore, one can show that neglecting corrections of order O(2), the net-particle density, conserved net-charge
density, energy density, equilibrium and bulk pressures, as well the shear-stress components are equal in both local
rest frames,

ñq = nq , ẽ = e , P̃ = P , Π̃ = Π , π̃µν = πµν . (B6)

Note that the quantities without tilde are taken in the Landau frame and are not identical with the corresponding
quantities when the frame is not yet specified.

The choice of the local rest frame changes the diffusion currents orthogonal to the flow velocity, i.e. the so-called
peculiar velocities. In Eckart’s definition of the local rest frame, for one conserved charge q it is required that

Nµ
q ≡ nqũ

µ and Ṽ µ
q ≡ 0 , (B7)

where nq = Nµ
q ũµ and Ṽ µ

q = Nν
q ∆̃µ

ν . This means that according to the definition of Eckart, there is no net-charge
diffusion current of charge type q in its own local rest frame. Now, comparing this with the form of Nµ

q in the Landau
frame leads to

Nµ
q ≡ nq (uµ + wµ)

!
= nqu

µ + V µ
q . (B8)

Thus, for an observer in Landau’s local rest frame the particles are diffusing with peculiar four-velocities proportional
to the net-charge diffusion current,

wµ =
V µ
q

nq
. (B9)

Since the dissipative quantity V µ
q ∼ O(1), this is consistent with our assumption that wµ ∼ O(1). Up to terms of

order O(1), the energy-momentum tensor (B5) reads

T µν ≡ e ũµũν − (P + Π)∆̃µν + πµν + 2W̃ (µ ũ ν)

= e uµuν − (P + Π)∆µν + πµν + 2(e + P )w(µu ν) + 2W̃ (µu ν) . (B10)

Using this result together with Eq. (B9) and comparing it to the energy-momentum tensor in the Landau frame,

T µν = e uµuν − (P + Π)∆µν + πµν , (B11)

leads to the total energy-momentum diffusion current W̃µ = ∆µ
αT

αβuβ in the Eckart frame,

W̃µ ≡ −e + P

nq
V µ
q ≡ −hqV

µ
q . (B12)

This relates the total energy-momentum flux seen in the Eckart frame to the diffusion flux of charge q observed in
the Landau frame.

Finally, we give the four-flow of the charges q′, of which the diffusion currents were not chosen to vanish by Eckart’s
choice (B7) (i.e. q′ 6= q). Using the fact that the charge densities nq′ are equal in both frames, we obtain the condition

Nµ
q′ = nq′ (uµ + wµ) + Ṽ µ

q′
!

= nq′u
µ + V µ

q′ . (B13)

Employing Eq. (B9), we arrive at an expression for the diffusion currents as observed in the Eckart frame:

Ṽ µ
q′ = V µ

q′ −
nq′

nq
V µ
q . (B14)

Note that for the case q = q′, we again recover the requirement by the Eckart frame definition for the charge q, Eq.
(B7).

Appendix C: Transport Coefficients

In this appendix, we list all second-order transport coefficients in the equations of motion (112), (115), and (118).
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1. The coefficients in the bulk viscosity equation

The second-order transport coefficients in the equation of motion (112) for the bulk viscous pressure are

δΠΠ =

Nspec∑

s,i=1

N0∑

r=0

m2
s

9
τ
(0)
si,0r



m2
i (r − 1) ζ̄i,r−2 − (r + 2) ζ̄i,r − 3



Ji,r+1,0T00 −
{B,Q,S}
∑

q

qiJi,r,0Tq0









+

Nspec∑

s,i=1

N0∑

r=0

m2
s

3
τ
(0)
si,nr

{B,Q,S}
∑

q

∂ζ̄i,r
∂αq



Tq0 (e + P ) +

{B,Q,S}
∑
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Tqq′nq′





+
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N0∑
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m2
s

3
τ
(0)
si,nr

∂ζ̄i,r
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T00 (e + P ) +

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

T0q′nq′



 , (C1)

λΠπ = −
Nspec∑

s,i=1

N0∑

r=0

m2
s

3
τ
(0)
si,0r



(r − 1) η̄i,r−2 + Ji,r+1,0T00 −
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 , (C2)

ℓ
(q)
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Nspec∑
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N0∑
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m2
s

3
τ
(0)
si,0r
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τ
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 , (C4)
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. (C5)

2. The coefficients in the charge diffusion equations

The coefficients in the equations of motion (115) for the charge diffusion currents are:

δ
(q′,q)
V V = −

Nspec∑

s,i=1

q′s
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τ
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si,0r
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τ
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3. The coefficients in the shear-stress equation

The coefficients in the equation of motion (118) for the shear-stress tensor are:

δππ = −1
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Appendix D: Comparison to a single-component fluid

In previous works the transport coefficients in the equations of motion were calculated in a similar manner as
explained in this paper. In order to facilitate a comparison and for the sake of completeness we recall the notational
convention and provide some basic relations.

For an arbitrary function of energy, F (Ei,k), the irreducible tensors satisfy the following orthogonality condition
[22],

∫

dKiF (Ei,k)k
〈µ1

i · · · kµℓ〉
i k

〈ν1
i · · · kνn〉i =

ℓ! δℓn
(2ℓ + 1)!!

∆µ1···µℓν1···νn
∫

dKiF (Ei,k)
(

∆αβk
α
i k

β
i

)ℓ

. (D1)
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Therefore, for a given species i, any irreducible moment of tensor rank ℓ of arbitrary order r ≤ 0 may be expressed as
a linear combination of irreducible moments of the same tensor rank ℓ, but with different power of energy n as

ρµ1···µℓ

i,r =

Nℓ∑

n=0

ρµ1···µℓ

i,n F (ℓ)
i,−r,n . (D2)

where for r, n ≥ 0, F (ℓ)
−r,n = δrn. Therefore, for r → −r, we obtain

ρµ1···µℓ

i,−r =

Nℓ∑

n=0

ρµ1···µℓ

i,n F (ℓ)
i,r,n , (D3)

where using Eqs. (21) and (52) we defined the following coefficient similar to Eq. (66) of Ref. [21],

F (ℓ)
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Therefore, using these results one can also show that the expansion coefficients are related as

n′

∑

m=0

Ji,r+m+2ℓ,ℓ

Ji,2ℓ,ℓ
a
(ℓ)
i,n′na

(ℓ)
i,n′m = δrn′δrn , (D5)

which in the case of a single-component system is equivalent to the matrix equation provided in Appendix E of Ref.
[21].

Truncating these expressions in the (10 + 4Nq)-moment approximation, hence using Eq. (D3) with the summation
limits N0 = 2, N1 = 1, N2 = 0 for the various tensor ranks, we obtain the following relations,
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N0∑

n=0

ρi,nF (0)
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, (D6)

ρµi,−r ≡
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ρµνi,−r ≡
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ρµνi,nF
(2)
i,r,n ≈ πµν

i F (2)
i,r,0 , (D8)

Furthermore, using Eqs. (D6) – (D8) for irreducible moments with positive r we obtain similar relations by replacing
−r → r .

On the other hand, summing Eqs. (D6) – (D8) over species, the irreducible moments of the mixture also lead to
the expressions for a single-component fluid in the Landau frame,

ρ−r ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

ρi,−r =

Nspec∑
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r + O(1) , (D9)

ρµ−r ≡
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ρµi,nF
(1)
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ρµν−r ≡
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Nspec∑

i=1
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n=0

ρµνi,nF
(2)
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single→ πµνγ(2)
r + O(1) , (D11)

where the coefficients γ
(ℓ)
r are listed in Ref. [21] for the case of a single-component fluid, i = Nspec = 1.

Notice that moments with negative power of energy are expressed as a linear combination of moments with positive
r which represent the coupling between moments even for simple fluids with a single conserved charge. On the
other hand in mixtures the summations over all particle species lead to further couplings, which renders the above
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expressions rather difficult to use. To circumvent this we have introduced the order-of-magnitude approximation in
Sec. III C to express the negative moments and their sums.

Furthermore, in order to compare the irreducible moments to Eqs. (108) – (110), we have to demand

Πζ̄1,−r = Πγ(0)
r , πµν η̄1,−r = πµνγ(2)

r , (D12)

and since we are dealing with a single charge, say q, then V µ
q = qV µ and hence

V µ
q κ̄

(q)
1,−r = qV µγ(1)

r . (D13)

Appendix E: Performing the collision integrals

In order to evaluate the transport coefficients first we need to calculate the irreducible moments (90) of the collision
term (2). These moments are related to the entries of the collision matrix defined in Eqs. (91) – (92). For the sake of
convenience we define the following tensor, similarly as in Ref. [21],

Xµ1···µℓν1···νℓ+m

sijab,r ≡ Lµ1···µℓν1···νℓ+m

sijab,r − Gµ1···µℓν1···νℓ+m

sijab,r , (E1)

where the loss term is

Lµ1···µℓν1···νℓ+m

sijab,r ≡
∫

dKidK
′
jf

(0)
i,k f

(0)
j,k′E

r−1
i,k kµ1

i · · · kµℓ

i

(

kν1i · · · kνℓ+m

i δis + k′
ν1
j · · · k′νℓ+m

j δjs

)

×
∫

dPadP ′
b W

kk′→pp′

ij→ab f̃ (0)
a,pf̃

(0)
b,p′ , (E2)

while the gain term is

Gµ1···µℓν1···νℓ+m

sijab,r ≡
∫

dKidK
′
jf

(0)
i,k f

(0)
j,k′E

r−1
i,k kµ1

i · · · kµℓ

i

×
∫

dPadP ′
b W

kk′→pp′

ij→ab f̃ (0)
a,pf̃

(0)
b,p′

(

pν1a · · · pνℓ+m
a δas + p′

ν1
b · · · p′νℓ+m

b δbs

)

. (E3)

Therefore, once we have evaluated the corresponding X -tensors, the elements of the collision matrix A(ℓ)
is,rn in Eq.

(92) can be obtained by calculating the following projections:

A(ℓ)
is,rn =

1

2

Nℓ∑

n′ =n

n′

∑

m=0

(−1)ℓ a
(ℓ)
s,n′na

(ℓ)
s,n′m

ℓ! (2ℓ + 1)Js,2ℓ,ℓ

Nspec∑

j,a,b=1

uνℓ+1
· · ·uνℓ+m

∆µ1···µℓ
ν1···νℓ (Xsijab,r)

ν1···νℓ+m

µ1···µℓ
. (E4)

In order to evaluate the dPadP ′
b integrals of the loss term it is useful to choose the center-of-momentum (CM) frame

to perform the integration over the transition rate W kk′→pp′

ij → ab . The total momentum involved in binary collisions,

Pµ
T ≡ kµi + k′µj , defines the Mandelstam variable

s ≡
(
kµi + k′µj

)2
=
(
pµa + p′µb

)2 ≡ Pµ
T PT,µ . (E5)

The CM frame is defined such that

√
s ≡ k0i + k′0j = p0a + p′0b ≡ P 0

T , (E6)

0 ≡ ki + k′
j = pa + p′

b ≡ PT . (E7)

In the following, we use the following substitutions,

x ≡ p0a + p′0b ,
dx

x
=

|p| d|p|
p0ap

′0
b

, (E8)

and

|p| =
1

2x

√
(
x2 −m+

)(
x2 −m−

)
, (E9)
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where |p| = |pa| = |p′
b|, and m± ≡

(
ma ±mb

)2
. Therefore, the second integral in Eq. (E2) leads to

Pab ≡
∫

dPadP ′
b W

kk′→pp′

ij→ab f̃ (0)
a,pf̃

(0)
b,p′ =

1

2

1

16(2π)2
|M̄ij → ab|2f̃ (0)

a,
√
s
f̃
(0)

b,
√
s

√
(

1 − m+

s

)(

1 − m−
s

)

, (E10)

where we introduced the notation

f̃
(0)

i,
√
s
≡ 1 − ai

exp
(

β
√

m2
i + s

4

(
1 − m+

s

) (
1 − m−

s

)
− αi

)

+ ai

. (E11)

Now using this result the remaining integral in Eq. (E2) can be calculated. For later use we define the angle-integrated
transition probability:

|M̄ij → ab(
√
s)|2 ≡

∫

S2

dΩ |Mij → ab(
√
s,Ω)|2 = 2π

∫ π

0

dϑ sinϑ|Mij → ab(
√
s, ϑ)|2 , (E12)

where ϑ is the scattering angle in the reaction plane defined as

cosϑ =
(kµ − k′µ)

(
pµ − p′µ

)

(kµ − k′µ)
2 . (E13)

The integral in Eq. (E3) is more tedious. Here, we restrict ourselves to isotropic scattering processes, hence all

integrals only depend on the normalized total momentum P̃µ
T ≡

(
kµi + k′µj

)
/
√
s. We also introduce the corresponding

projection operator ∆µν
P = gµν − P̃µ

T P̃
ν
T orthogonal to the total momentum, ∆µν

P P̃T,ν = 0. Therefore, similarly to the
thermodynamic integrals in Eq. (18), we decompose the integrals in terms of the normalized total momentum and
the associated orthogonal projection operator,

Θν1···νn
a ≡

∫

dPadP ′
b W

kk′→pp′

ij→ab f̃ (0)
a,pf̃

(0)
b,p′ p

ν1
a · · · pνna

=

[n/2]
∑

m=0

(−1)m
2−mn!

m!(n− 2m)!
∆

(ν1ν2
P · · ·∆ν2m−1ν2m

P P̃
ν2m+1

T · · · P̃ νn)
T Ca,nm , (E14)

where the coefficients are

Ca,nm ≡ (−1)m

(2m + 1)!!

∫

dPadP ′
b W

kk′→pp′

ij→ab f̃ (0)
a,pf̃

(0)
b,p′

(
∆P, αβ p

α
ap

β
a

)m
(

P̃T, α pαa

)n−2m

=
(−1)m

(2m + 1)!!

1

16(2π)2
|M̄ij → ab|2f̃ (0)

a,
√
s
f̃
(0)

b,
√
s

sn/2

2n+1

[(

1 − m+

s

)(

1 − m−
s

)] 2m+1

2

×
[

4m2
a

s
+
(

1 − m+

s

)(

1 − m−
s

)]
n−2m

2

. (E15)

Appendix F: Classical, ultrarelativistic system with hard-sphere interactions in (10 + 4Nq)-moment

approximation

In this appendix we evaluate the transport coefficients of the theory in the (10 + 4Nq)-moment approximation
(N0 = 2, N1 = 1, and N2 = 0) for a classical (ai → 0), ultrarelativistic (mi/T → 0) multicomponent gas with elastic
hard-sphere interactions, for which the transition rate is given by Eq. (11). Equivalently, in Eqs. (E10) and (E15) we
can just replace

1

16(2π)2
|M̄ij → ab|2 = (δiaδjb + δibδja) sσtot , (F1)

with σtot,ij ≡ σtot = const. With this replacement, we obtain for Eqs. (E10) and (E15)

Pab =
1

2

(

δiaδjb + δibδja

)

s σtot , (F2)

Ca,nm =
1

2

(

δiaδjb + δibδja

) (−1)m

(2m + 1)!!

s(n+2)/2

2n
σtot . (F3)
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Furthermore, according to Eqs. (47), P =
Nspec∑

i=1

Pi is the total pressure of the system, and it fulfills the ideal gas laws

e = 3P and ni = βPi.

1. Collision matrix and its inverse

In the following we evaluate the collision matrix (E4) for the vector and tensor moments. The scalar moments play
no role since their transport coefficients are proportional to mass, and therefore vanish in the ultrarelativistic case.
In these calculations we make use of the ultrarelativistic limit of Eq. (E5), leading to s = 2ki,µk

′µ
j .

Furthermore, in the classical limit, we express the thermodynamic integrals in terms of the partial pressure of the
respective species,

Ji,nm = Ii,nm =
1

2

(n + 1)!

(2m + 1)!!

1

βn−2
Pi , (F4)

where the thermodynamic integrals are related by

Ii,n+2,m = m2
i Ii,nm + (2m + 3) Ii,n+2,m+1 . (F5)

Following Eq. (D5) the relevant expansion coefficients in the (10 + 4Nq)-moment approximation are:

a
(ℓ)
i,00 = 1, ∀ ℓ ≥ 0 , (F6)

a
(1)
i,11 =

β

2
, a

(1)
i,10 = − 4

β
a
(1)
i,11 = −2 . (F7)

a. Tensor moments (ℓ = 2): The only relevant contraction of the X -tensor reads

Nspec∑

j,a,b=1

∆µ1µ2ν1ν2Xµ1µ2ν1ν2
sijab,r =

4

9
σtot

Nspec∑

j =1

[
(
2δis − δjs

)
Ii,r+4,0Ij,10 +

2

3

(
δis + δjs

)
Ii,r+3,0Ij,20

]

, (F8)

and therefore the elements of the collision matrix (E4) for the tensor moments read in (10 + 4Nq)-moment approxi-
mation (note that N2 = 0)

A(2)
is,00 =

1

2

a
(2)
s,00a

(2)
s,00

10 Is,42

Nspec∑

j,a,b=1

∆µ1µ2ν1ν2Xµ1µ2ν1ν2
sijab,0

=
σtot

45Is,42

Nspec∑

j =1

[
(
2δis − δjs

)
Ii,40Ij,10 +

2

3

(
δis + δjs

)
Ii,30Ij,20

]

. (F9)

Expressing this in terms of the pressure, we obtain

A(2)
is,00 =

σtotβ

5

Nspec∑

j =1

PiPj

Ps

(
4δis − δjs

)
=

σtotβ

5
(4δisP − Pi) , (F10)

and in the single-component limit (Nspec → 1), where Pi ≡ P0 = n0/β, we reproduce the result from Ref. [21]:

A(2)
11,00 → A(2)

00 =
3

5
σtotn0 . (F11)

Here, Eq. (F10) defines the entries of an Nspec-dimensional rectangular, regular matrix. The elements of its inverse
are:

τ
(2)
si,00 =

5

σtotβ

1

12P 2
(3δsiP + Ps) . (F12)
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b. Vector moments (ℓ = 1): The relevant contractions of the X -tensor for the vector moments are

Nspec∑

j,a,b=1

∆µ1ν1Xµ1ν1
sijab,r = σtot

Nspec∑

j =1

(δjs − δis)

(

1

3
Ii,r+1,0Ij,20 + Ii,r+2,0Ij,10

)

, (F13)

Nspec∑

j,a,b=1

∆µ1ν1uν2Xµ1ν1ν2
sijab,r = σtot

Nspec∑

j =1

[
2

9
(2δjs − δis) Ii,r+1,0Ij,30

+
4

9
(δjs + δis) Ii,r+2,0Ij,20 +

6

9
(δjs − 2δis) Ii,r+3,0Ij,10

]

, (F14)

thus the elements of the collision matrix (E4) read in the (10 + 4Nq)-moment approximation (where N1 = 1):

A(1)
is,r0 = −1

2

1∑

n′ =0

n′

∑

m=0

a
(1)
s,n′0a

(1)
s,n′m

3 Is,21

Nspec∑

j,a,b=1

uν2 · · ·uν1+m
∆µ1ν1Xµ1ν1...ν1+m

sijab,r

= − σtot

6 Is,21

Nspec∑

j =1

{
(

a
(1)
s,00a

(1)
s,00 + a

(1)
s,10a

(1)
s,10

)

(δjs − δis)

(

1

3
Ii,r+1,0Ij,20 + Ii,r+2,0Ij,10

)

+ a
(1)
s,10a

(1)
s,11

[
2

9
(2δjs − δis) Ii,r+1,0Ij,30 +

4

9
(δjs + δis) Ii,r+2,0Ij,20 +

6

9
(δjs − 2δis) Ii,r+3,0Ij,10

]}

, (F15)

and

A(1)
is,r1 = − 1

2

1∑

m=0

a
(1)
s,11a

(1)
s,1m

3 Is,21

Nspec∑

j,a,b=1

uν2 · · ·uν1+m
∆µ1ν1Xµ1ν1...ν1+m

sijab,m

= − σtot

6 Is,21

Nspec∑

j =1

{

a
(1)
s,11a

(1)
s,10 (δjs − δis)

(

1

3
Ii,r+1,0Ij,20 + Ii,r+2,0Ij,10

)

+ a
(1)
s,11a

(1)
s,11

[
2

9
(2δjs − δis) Ii,r+1,0Ij,30 +

4

9
(δjs + δis) Ii,r+2,0Ij,20 +

6

9
(δjs − 2δis) Ii,r+3,0Ij,10

]}

. (F16)

After some calculations, the relevant matrix elements read in terms of pressure:

A(1)
is,00 = −4

9
σtotβ

Nspec∑

j =1

PiPj

Ps
(δjs − 2δis) =

4

9
σtotβ (2δisP − Pi) , (F17)

A(1)
is,10 = −1

2
σtot

Nspec∑

j =1

PiPj

Ps
(δjs − δis) =

1

2
σtot (δisP − Pi) , (F18)

A(1)
is,01 = − 1

18
σtotβ

2

Nspec∑

j =1

PiPj

Ps
(δjs + δis) = − 1

18
σtotβ

2 (δisP + Pi) , (F19)

A(1)
is,11 = −1

2
σtotβ

Nspec∑

j =1

PiPj

Ps
(δjs − δis) =

1

2
σtotβ (δisP − Pi) . (F20)

Equations (F17) – (F20) are the elements of the four Nspec-dimensional rectangular block matrices of the (2Nspec ×
2Nspec)-matrix A(1). Its single-component limit (Nspec = 1) is consistent with Ref. [21]:

A(1) ≡
(

A(1)
11,00 A(1)

11,01

A(1)
11,10 A(1)

11,11

)

=
1

9
σtotβP0

(
4 −β
0 0

)

. (F21)

We observe that the A(1) matrix is singular even in the single-component limit. This is due to the momentum-
conservation equation. In order to construct the inverse matrix τ (1), we follow the steps presented in Appendix G by
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introducing the reduced matrix Ã(1) (therefore effectively removing the irreducible moment ρµ1,1), inverting it, and

adding zero elements corresponding to the originally removed rows and columns to that inverse, yielding τ (1). We
illustrate this procedure in the single-component limit. The reduced matrix and its inverse then just consist of one
entry,

Ã(1) =
4

9
σtotβP0 , and τ̃ (1) =

9

4

1

σtotβP0
. (F22)

Adding zero elements yields the final inverse

τ (1) =
9

4

1

σtotβP0

(
1 0
0 0

)

. (F23)

In the multicomponent case, we find the following entries of the 2Nspec-dimensional rectangular inverse matrix:

τ
(1)
si,00 =

9

68βσtotP 2
(8δsiP + 9Ps) , (F24)

τ
(1)
si,01 =

2

17σtotP
(δsi − δsNspec

) , (F25)

τ
(1)
si,10 =

18

17σtotβ2P 2
(1 − δsNspec

) (Ps − δsiP ) , (F26)

τ
(1)
si,11 =

32

17σtotβP
δsi(1 − δsNspec

) . (F27)

We note that the elements τ
(1)
si,nr are indeed constructed in a way that they vanish in the cases n = 1 and s = Nspec,

or r = 1 and i = Nspec (i.e. the row and column which was originally removed from A(1)). We remind the reader that
adding these zeros simplifies our notation in this work.

2. Transport coefficients

Now that the collision matrix has been determined, we can proceed to calculate the transport coefficients of the
theory. We remark that the scalar moments have not been discussed since the bulk viscous pressure vanishes identically

in the ultrarelativistic (massless) case, Π ≡
Nspec∑

s=1

m2
s

3 ρs,0 = 0. The coefficients in the (10+4Nq)-moment approximation

(N0 = 2, N1 = 1, N2 = 0) have been defined in Sec. III D and Appendix C. We evaluate them in the ultrarelativistic
scenario, where all mass terms vanish. Since the transport coefficients are defined via the coefficients listed in Eqs.
(98) – (100), these have to be evaluated first. For this, we introduce short-hand notations for the charge concentration
of type q, and the concentration of the charge combination qq′ in the system, respectively:

cq ≡
Nspec∑

j =1

qj
Pj

P
, and cqq′ ≡

Nspec∑

j =1

qjq
′
j

Pj

P
. (F28)

Further, the derivatives in temperature and chemical potential of the weighted partial pressures of a classical gas read

∂

∂β

(
Pi

P

)

= 0 and
∂

∂αq

(
Pi

P

)

=
Pi

P
(qi − cq) , (F29)

and from this the derivatives in the charge concentration follow

∂cq
∂β

= 0 and
∂cq
∂αq′

= cqq′ − cqcq′ . (F30)
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respectively. The relevant expressions for the vector and tensor moments are then obtained from Eqs. (98) – (100) as:

ηs,0 ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

N2∑

r=0

τ
(2)
si,0rα

(2)
s,r =

4

3

Ps

P

1

σtotβ
, (F31)

κs,0,q ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

N1∑

r=0

τ
(1)
si,0rα

(1)
i,r,q =

8

17 σtot

Ps

P

(

qs −
77

128
cq

)

, (F32)

κs,1,q ≡
Nspec∑

i=1

N1∑

r=0

τ
(1)
si,1rα

(1)
i,r,q =

26

17σtotβ
(1 − δsNspec

)
Ps

P
(qs − cq) . (F33)

From this, the shear viscosity and the diffusion-coefficient matrix immediately follow:

η ≡
Nspec∑

s=1

ηs,0 =
4

3

1

σtotβ
, (F34)

κqq′ ≡
Nspec∑

s=1

qsκs,0,q′ =
8

17 σtot

(

cqq′ −
77

128
cqcq′

)

. (F35)

It should be noted that the derivative of the above diffusion coefficients in inverse temperature, and therefore also
from its inverse, vanishes,

∂

∂β
κqq′ = 0 and

∂

∂β

(
κ−1

)

qq′
= 0 . (F36)

We note that the result for the shear viscosity is the same as in Ref. [21], while the diffusion coefficients are different
since they depend on the various charges in the system, which are not taken into account in a single-component
approach. However, in the limit where there is only one conserved particle species in the system (i.e. Nq = 1
and qs = 1 and therefore cq = cqq′ = 1), the obtained expression is equivalent to the value derived in Ref. [21],
κ = 3/(16σtot). We also remark that from the above equation we read off that the diffusion-coefficient matrix is
symmetric, κqq′ = κq′q as shown by the Onsager reciprocal relations[12, 13]. The relevant weighted base coefficients
then read

η̄i,0 ≡ ηi,0
η

=
Pi

P
, (F37)

η̄i,−1 ≡ F (2)
i,1,0η̄i,0 =

β

5

Pi

P
, (F38)

κ̄
(q)
i,0 ≡

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

κi,0,q′
(
κ−1

)

q′q
=

8

17σtot

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

(
κ−1

)

q′q

Pi

P

(

q′i −
77

128
cq′

)

, (F39)

κ̄
(q)
i,1 =

26

17βσtot

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

(
κ−1

)

q′q

Pi

P
(q′i − cq′ )

(
1 − δiNspec

)
. (F40)

For the relaxation times defined in Eqs. (116) and (119) we get:

τπ =
5

3

1

σtotβP
, (F41)

τq′q =
9

68βσ2
totP

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′′

(
κ−1

)

q′′q

(
784

153
cq′′q′ −

4741

2448
cq′′cq′

)
single→ 9

4

1

βσtotP
. (F42)

We again note that also the relaxation-time matrix is symmetric, τqq′ = τq′q. It is further apparent that the shear
relaxation time is equivalent to the value derived in Ref. [21]. In the case where only one conserved particle species
is present (see above), such an equivalence is also recovered for the diffusive relaxation time, τq = 27/(64βσ2

totPκ) =

9/(4βσtotP ), as indicated with the notation “
single→ ”. In the following we will keep this notation, and continue with
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the second-order coefficients. For the coefficients in the shear-stress tensor equation, defined in Appendix C 3, we get:

δππ =
4

3
τπ , (F43)

τππ =
10

7
τπ , (F44)

ℓ
(q)
πV =

52

51

1

β2σ2
totP

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′

(κ−1)q′q

(

cq′ − q′Nspec

) PNspec

P

single→ 0 , (F45)

τ
(q)
πV = 4β

∂

∂β
ℓ
(q)
πV − 7ℓ

(q)
πV

single→ 0 , (F46)

λ
(q,q′)
πV =

∂

∂αq′
ℓ
(q)
πV +

β

4
cq′

∂

∂β
ℓ
(q)
πV − 2cq′ℓ

(q)
πV

single→ 0 . (F47)

For the coefficients in the vector equations of motion (see Appendix C 2) we derive:

δ
(q′,q)
V V =

1

βσ2
totP

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′′

(
κ−1

)

q′′q




640

867
cq′q′′ −

17551

55488
cq′cq′′ +

52

289
(cq′q′′ − cq′cq′′ )

4P

β



T00 +
β

4

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′′′

T0q′′′cq′′′









− 4

βσ2
tot

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′′







∂

∂αq′′





{B,Q,S}
∑

q′′′

(
κ−1

)

q′′′q

(
196

289
cq′q′′′ −

1109

2312
cq′cq′′′

)




+
162

289
cq′

∂

∂αq′′





{B,Q,S}
∑

q′′′

(
κ−1

)

q′′′q
(cq′q′′′ − cq′cq′′′ )













Tq′′0 +
β

4

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′′′

Tq′′q′′′cq′′′




single→ τq . (F48)

λ
(q′,q)
V V =

9

68βσ2
totP

{B,Q,S}
∑

q′′

(
κ−1

)

q′′q

(

2768

765
cq′′q′ −

20879

12240
cq′′cq′

)

single→ 3

5
τq , (F49)

ℓ
(q′)
V π =

9

80σtotP
cq′

single→ β

20
τq , (F50)

τ
(q′)
V π = ℓ

(q′)
V π

single→ β

20
τq , (F51)

λ
(q′,q)
V π =

28

85

1

σtotP

(

cqq′ −
295

448
cqcq′

)
single→ β

20
τq . (F52)

Note that the coefficient τnπ from Denicol (2012) [21] was defined as τnπ
single

= 1
ǫ+P τ

(q′)
V π , which then yields τnπ = β

80τq.

Therefore, in the single-component limit we retrieve the same coefficients as in Ref. [21].

Appendix G: Inverting the collision matrix

For the calculation of the transport coefficients, the inverse of the collision matrix A(ℓ) ≡
(

A(ℓ)
ij,rn

)

from Eq. (90)

must be calculated. In the tradition of Ref. [21], we provide a detailed discussion of the derivation of the linearized
collision term (see Appendix E) and its inverse. In this section, we show that the collision matrix is singular in the
cases ℓ = 0 and ℓ = 1 due to the conservation of energy-momentum and charge. While in the single-component system
the construction of the inverse was immediately clear [21], in the case of a multicomponent system such a construction
is not obvious.

The conservation equations (73) for the various charges imply that certain moments of the Boltzmann equation
vanish,

Nspec∑

i=1

qiCi,0 =

Nspec∑

i=1

qi

∫

dKik
ν
i ∂νfi,k ≡ 0 . (G1)
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Similarly, projections of the conservation law (74) for energy and momentum give

Nspec∑

i=1

Ci,1 =

Nspec∑

i=1

∫

dKiEi,kk
ν
i ∂νfi,k ≡ 0, (G2)

Nspec∑

i=1

C
〈µ〉
i,0 =

Nspec∑

i=1

∫

dKik
〈µ〉
i kνi ∂νfi,k ≡ 0 . (G3)

These relations imply that a subset of row (or column) vectors of the collision matrices A(ℓ) are linearly dependent.
Since the irreducible moments ρµ1···µℓ

i,r are in principle independent of each other, Eq. (90) implies that the following
linear combinations of the elements of the collision matrix must vanish:

0 =

Nspec∑

i=1

qiA(0)
is,1n , (G4)

0 =

Nspec∑

i=1

A(0)
is,2n , (G5)

0 =

Nspec∑

i=1

A(1)
is,1n . (G6)

This means that the conservation laws render the collision matrix for the scalar moments, A(0), and the vector
moments, A(1), singular. We note that the tensor moments (ℓ = 2) are not affected, and thus A(2) is in principle
regular. For a meaningful fluid-dynamical theory, an equivalent description of the above discussed collision matrices
has to be found such that they are rendered invertible, and at the same time their microscopic information is not
altered. The linear dependence further implies that Nq + 4 equations need to be removed from the set (83), (85), and
(87) of equations of motion, i.e. Nq + 1 scalar moments ρi,r and one vector moment ρµi,r (three equations). In the case
of the vector moments, the choice of the frame provides a relationship between the vector moments, and it allows us
to eliminate one of them from the equations of motion entirely.

For the Landau frame, from Eq. (70) we have

ρµNspec,1
= −

Nspec−1
∑

i=1

ρµi,1 , (G7)

while in the Eckart frame we could impose via Eq. (B12) ρµNspec,1
= −hq

Nspec∑

i=1

qiρ
µ
i,0−

Nspec−1∑

i=1

ρµi,1. As before, we proceed

in the Landau frame. With the help of Eq. (G7), we can write:

Nspec∑

s=1

N1∑

n=0

A(1)
is,rnρ

µ
s,n =

N1∑

n=0, 6=1

Nspec∑

s=1

A(1)
is,r0ρ

µ
s,0 +

Nspec−1
∑

s=1

A(1)
is,r1ρ

µ
s,1 + A(1)

iNspec,r1
ρµNspec,1

=

N1∑

n=0, 6=1

Nspec∑

s=1

A(1)
is,r0ρ

µ
s,0 +

Nspec−1
∑

s=1

(

A(1)
is,r1 −A(1)

iNspec,r1

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(⋆)

ρµs,1
!

=

N1∑

n=0

Nspec∑

s=1

Ã(1)
is,rnρ

µ
s,n . (G8)

First, we note that the term marked with (⋆) vanishes for s = Nspec. Therefore, we can extend the last sum to run

up to s = Nspec. In the last step of the above equation, we introduced the matrix Ã(1), which is a reduced version

of the matrix A(1) with the row corresponding to r = 1 and i = Nspec and the column corresponding to n = 1 and
s = Nspec, respectively, removed, i.e. its elements read:

Ã(1)
is,rn = A(1)

is,rn for n 6= 1 , and Ã(1)
is,r1 = A(1)

is,r1 −A(1)
iNspec,r1

. (G9)

Then, Ã(1) is an (Nspec ·N1 − 1)-dimensional, rectangular, regular matrix.
An explicit example for the construction of the corrected matrix is given in Appendix F in the case of an ultra-

relativistic gas mixture. We further note that we are free to choose which irreducible moment ρµi,1 we remove from
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the set of equations of motion, and thus we could have chosen any line and associated column (corresponding to that
particular moment) to be removed (e.g. ρµλ,1 instead of ρµNspec,1

).

Once the reduced collision matrix Ã(1) is obtained it can be inverted. This yields the reduced inverse τ̃ (1) of
dimension Nspec ·N1 − 1. In order to make the inverse τ (1) equivalent to the one of dimension Nspec ·N1 introduced
in Eq. (93), and in order to keep a simple notation regarding the summations over the indices r and s in all equations
following that definition (e.g. Eqs. (95) ff.), we add zero-element row(s) and column(s), which correspond to the ones

originally removed from the matrix Ã(1). For instance, in the case of the vector moments this means that we add
a zero row for r = 1 and i = Nspec, and a zero column for n = 1 and s = Nspec. Due to the zero-element row and
column, the removed irreducible moment ρµNspec,1

, even though it formally still appears in the equations following Eq.

(95), effectively does not contribute anymore.
The procedure is analogous for the removal of the Nq + 1 scalar moments. The energy- and charge-conservation

laws provide Nq + 1 relations for the linear dependence of the row vectors of matrix A(0). These are given by Eqs.
(G4) and (G5). In order to remove the corresponding moments, we impose the Landau matching conditions,

Nspec∑

i=1

ρi,2 = 0 , and

Nspec∑

i=1

qiρi,1 = 0 . (G10)

The corrected matrix Ã(0) is then an (Nspec ·N0 −Nq − 1)-dimensional, rectangular, regular matrix and its elements
can be written as:

Ã(0)
is,rn = A(0)

is,rn for n 6= 1, 2 , Ã(0)
is,r1 = A(0)

is,r1 −
qs
qλ

A(0)
iλ,r1, and Ã(0)

is,r2 = A(0)
is,r2 −A(0)

iλ,r2 , (G11)

where again i 6= λ for r = 1, 2, and s 6= λ for n = 1, 2. It should be noted that the Nq charge-conservation laws and the
Nq matching conditions associated to the net-charge densities only allow for the removal of moments corresponding
to species λ with non-vanishing charge of type q, qλ 6= 0. This can be understood by noting that the above relations
(G11) are not well-defined when qλ = 0. In order to simplify the notation in this work, we construct the inverse τ (0)

as an (Nspec · N0)-dimensional, rectangular matrix, which is the inverse of Ã(0) and contains zero elements for the

rows and columns which were removed from A(0).
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