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In the stochastic formulation of viscous hydrodynamics, the velocity of a fluid ele-

ment fluctuates satisfying a similar relation to the quantum-mechanical uncertainty

relation. Using a non-relativistic toy model, we show that the presence of such a

velocity fluctuation increases the local anisotropy of the momentum distributions of

produced hadrons, and thus the collective flow parameters such as v2 is emphasized.

I. INTRODUCTION

After establishing the pictures of the almost ideal fluid and the strongly coupled quarks

and gluons in the deconfinement phase (QGP), the hydrodynamic description is considered

to be an indispensable tool for studying dynamics of the QCD matter produced in the

relativistic heavy-ion collisions. What we observe in experiment is however not such a

matter as a fluid (continuum medium) but the momentum distribution of the final observed

hadrons. Thus the fluid described by relativistic hydrodynamics should be mapped into

these hadrons. This mapping is known as the (kinetic) freeze-out process. It should be

emphasized that we cannot determine such observed hadrons only from the behaviors of the

fluid where microscopic degrees of freedom are already integrated out. The simplest form of

the freeze-out is known as the Cooper-Frye procedure[1].

In this standard procedure of the freeze-out, the fluid elements are considered to flow along

smooth streamlines, but this assumption is not obvious in viscous fluids. Viscosity is related
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to the heat production associated with the motions of constituent particles and should

comply with the fluctuation-dissipation theorem. It is thus natural to consider that the

motion of the viscous fluid element is influenced by thermal fluctuation. Indeed, the Navier-

Stokes-Fourier (NSF) equation can be derived by the optimization of an action defined

for fluctuating fluid elements. This method is called the stochastic variational method

(SVM) [2]. As for other variational approaches to formulate hydrodynamics, see Refs. [3, 4]

and references therein. We can show that the velocity fluctuation of the fluid elements is

characterized by an uncertainty relation which is analogous to the one in quantum mechanics

[5–7].

The velocity fluctuations are different in each hydrodynamic evolution and thus affects the

event by event (EbE) analysis of hydrodynamic models in relativistic heavy-ion collisions.

One example is the freeze-out procedure. The velocity of the fluid element on the freeze-out

hypersurface fluctuates and consequently so does the momentum distribution of produced

hadrons. Thus, we need to introduce the ensemble average for this velocity distribution.

Because of the uncertainty relation mentioned above, this velocity fluctuation is associated

with the square of the standard deviation of the momentum of the fluid element (σ
(2)
p ).

This is restricted by σ
(2)
x which reflects the inhomogeneity in the geometrical distribution

of the fluid. Therefore the standard freeze-out may underestimate the effect of the spatial

inhomogeneity of QGP and hence the anisotropy of produced hadrons which are measured

through the collective flow parameters vn.

In this paper, we discuss the effect of the velocity fluctuation of the fluid element to the

collective flow parameter v2. Unfortunately, the method to estimate the velocity fluctuation

is not yet established for relativistic fluids. Moreover there are several complexities to study

quantitative behaviors in relativistic heavy-ion collisions: the setup of initial conditions, the

choice of the equation of state (EoS) for the QCD matter, the after-burner, for hadronization,

etc. See for example, Refs. [8, 9] and references therein. We do not know yet the importance

of the velocity fluctuation and hence want to avoid such complexities, which can mask the

relation between the velocity fluctuation and anisotropy. To make this effect on v2 standout,

we thus choose an initial condition and EoS as simple as possible, and employ the sudden

freeze-out scenario with the Cooper-Frye formula in non-relativistic hydrodynamics. We

show that the presence of such a velocity fluctuation increases the local anisotropy of the

momentum distributions of produced hadrons, and thus the collective flow parameters such

as v2 is emphasized.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly summarize the derivation of

the NSF equation in SVM. The uncertainty relation satisfied for the motion of the fluid

element is discussed in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, the modification of the Cooper-Frye formula by

the velocity fluctuation is derived in a non-relativistic hydrodynamic model. The effect of

the velocity fluctuation for v2 is numerically calculated in Sec. V. Section VI is devoted to

summary and concluding remarks.

II. STOCHASTIC DYNAMICS OF FLUID ELEMENT

In this section, we briefly summarize the properties of the stochastic motion of the fluid

element in the NSF equation, following the review papers [4, 10, 11].

We consider a simple fluid composed of N constituent particles with mass m. The action

of the system is given by the sum of the contributions from each fluid element as

I[r(t)] =

∫ tf

ti

dt

∫
d3R ρ0(R)L(r(t), ṙ(t)) , (1)

where ti and tf are arbitrary initial and final times and

L(r(t), ṙ(t)) =

[
m

2

(
dr(t)

dt

)2

− ε

ρ

]
. (2)

where r(t) is the Lagrange coordinate of the fluid element and R = r(ti) denotes its ini-

tial position. We introduced the internal energy density ε and the number density of the

constituent particles ρ. Each fluid element involves a fixed number of constituent particles

which is conserved in the time evolution. Then the initial distribution of the fluid elements

is characterized by ρ0(R), normalized by N ,

N =

∫
d3R ρ0(R) . (3)

Applying the standard variation to this action, we obtain the Euler equation [12]

In SVM, the viscous effect is reproduced from the stochastic motion of the fluid element.

We now consider that the dynamics of the fluid is represented by a set of stochastic La-

grangian coordinates, denoted by r̂(t) where (̂) denotes a stochastic quantity. Suppose

that the time evolution is determined by the forward stochastic differential equation (SDE),

dr̂(t) = u+(r̂(t), t)dt+
√

2νdŴ+(t) (dt > 0) . (4)

The standard Wiener process is denoted by Ŵ+(t) which satisfies

E
[
dŴ+(t)

]
= 0 , E

[
dŴ i

+(t)dŴ j
+(t′)

]
= |dt|δt,t′δi,j , (5)
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where E[ ] is the ensemble average for the Wiener process. The intensity of the noise is

controlled by the parameter ν which characterizes thermal fluctuation. Note that the vector

field u+(x, t) does not necessarily coincide with the velocity field of the NSF equation.

The NSF equation is obtained by applying the stochastic variation to this action. For this,

the position of the fluid element in the Lagrangian is replaced by the stochastic quantity.

This replacement is not trivial because the stochastic trajectory is zigzag and then the left

and right-hand limits of the inclination of stochastic trajectories do not agree even in the

vanishing limit of dt. To perform the variational method for stochastic variables, we have

to distinguish these two limits. We then introduce another stochastic differential equation

which describes the backward time evolution. This is called the backward SDE and defined

by

dr̂(t) = u−(r̂(t), t)dt+
√

2νdŴ−(t) (dt < 0) , (6)

where Ŵ−(t) is another Wiener process which satisfies the same correlation properties as

Eq. (5) where |dt| = −dt. Following Nelson [13], the left and right-hand limits of the velocity

of the fluid element are defined by

D±r̂(t) = lim
dt→0±

E

[
r̂(t+ dt)− r(t)

dt

∣∣∣∣∣r(t)
]

= u±(r(t), t) . (7)

Here the expectation value is the conditional average for fixing r̂(t). In the above definitions,

we used r̂(t) is Markovian.

We impose that r̂(t) satisfies the forward and backward SDE’s at the same time. From

each SDE’s we can derive respective Fokker-Planck equations which are required to be

equivalent. From this, we find the consistency condition,

u+(x, t)− u−(x, t) = 2ν∇ ln ρ(x, t) . (8)

Using this condition, we can show that the two Fokker-Planck equations are reduced to the

same equation of continuity for ρ,

∂tρ(x, t) = −∇ · {ρ(x, t)v(x, t)} , (9)

where

v(x, t) =
u+(x, t) + u−(x, t)

2
. (10)

The velocity in the NSF equation is identified with v.
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The stochastic generalization of Eq. (2) is defined by replacing the kinetic term with D+

and D−,

Lsto (r̂,D+r̂,D−r̂) =

m
2

(D+r̂(t),D−r̂(t))M

 D+r̂(t)

D−r̂(t)

− ε

ρ

 , (11)

where

M =

 (1
2

+ αA
) (

1
2

+ αB
)

1
2

(
1
2
− αB

)
1
2

(
1
2
− αB

) (
1
2
− αA

) (
1
2

+ αB
)
 . (12)

In this replacement, we considered the most general quadratic form of the kinetic term and

thus two parameters αA and αB are introduced. These parameters are absorbed into the

definitions of the transport coefficients in hydrodynamics. See the discussion in Ref. [4]

for details. Although it is not explicitly expressed, the position of the fluid element in ε

and ρ are given by r̂(t). Note that what we can optimize is only averaged behaviors. The

stochastic action is thus defined by

Isto [̂r] =

∫ tf

ti

ds

∫
d3R ρ0(R)E[Lsto (r̂,D+r̂,D−r̂)] . (13)

The stochastic variation of this action leads to the following generalized hydrodynamics,

(∂t + v · ∇)vi = 2κ∂i
∇2√ρ
√
ρ
− 1

mρ
∂i

{
P −

(
µ+

η

D

)
(∇ · v)

}
+

1

mρ

D∑
j=1

∂j(ηE
ij) , (14)

where P is the thermodynamic pressure and

Eij =
1

2
(∂iv

j + ∂jv
i)− 1

D
(∇ · v)δij , (15)

η = 2αA(1 + 2αB)νmρ , (16)

κ = 2αBν
2 . (17)

Here D denotes the number of the spatial dimension. The second coefficient of viscosity µ is

obtained from the variation of the entropy density [12]. The first term on the right-hand side

is the additional term which does not appear in the NSF equation. This term is considered

to be important to discuss the surface effect and quantum fluctuation [4, 7, 10, 14–16]. In

the present work, however, we simply ignore this term by setting αB = 0 leading to κ = 0.

Then we find that the stochastic variation leads to the NSF equation. It is easy to confirm

that the above equation is reduced to the Euler equation in the vanishing limit of ν.
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III. UNCERTAINTY RELATION IN HYDRODYNAMICS

The fluctuation of the fluid element is washed away in the final result of the fluid equation

(14), but we can analyze its effect using the solution of the NSF equation and SDE’s in SVM.

The vector fields u±(x, t) are obtained from the NSF equation through the relation

u±(x, t) = v(x, t)± ν∇ ln ρ(x, t) , (18)

which is obtained from Eqs. (8) and (10). This depends on the noise intensity ν which is an

independent quantity of the shear viscosity η.

The fluctuation mentioned above is intimately related to the hydrodynamic uncertainty

relation. To see this, we define the standard deviation of the position of the fluid element

by

σ
(2)

xi
≡ d(δxi)2c , (19)

where δf = f(x, t)− dfc and

dfc =
1

N

∫
dDx ρ(x, t)f(x, t) . (20)

For the standard deviation of the momentum of the fluid element, we can introduce two

momenta from the stochastic Lagrangian,

p±(x, t) = 2
∂Lsto

∂D±r̂(t)

∣∣∣∣
r̂(t)=x

. (21)

The factor 2 in the definitions are introduced for a conversion to reproduce the classical

result in the vanishing limit of ν [4–7]. The appearance of the two momenta is attributed to

the fact that we cannot define the derivative of the stochastic trajectory uniquely. Therefore,

we assume that the standard deviation of the momentum is defined by the average of the

two contributions,

σ
(2)

pi
≡
d(δpi+)2c+ d(δpi−)2c

2
. (22)

Using these definitions and the Cauthy-Schwartz inequality, it is straightforward to show

the uncertainty relation in hydrodynamics

σ
(2)

xi
σ

(2)

pj
≥ m2 ξ4

ν2 + ξ2
δij , (23)

where ξ is the kinematic viscosity

ξ =
η

2mρ
. (24)
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This uncertainty relation corresponds to the Kennard inequality in quantum mechanics and

the shear viscosity plays a role of the Planck constant. The more general expressions of the

uncertainty relations in hydrodynamics are shown in Refs. [4, 5, 7]. This inequality indicates

that σ
(2)

pi
is affected by the spatial inhomogeneity of the fluid.

IV. MODIFICATION OF FREEZE-OUT PROCEDURE

Let us consider the non-relativistic approximation of the standard freeze-out procedure.

The fluid picture loose its validity when its energy density becomes lower than a critical value

and afterwards the fluid is replaced with the streaming of non-interacting produced hadrons.

This critical energy density is normally characterized by the freeze-out temperature TFO.

When the temperature of the fluid element is cooled down to TFO, we replace the element

with an ensemble of the ideal gas of observed hadrons. Then the momentum distribution of

the hadrons is calculated by using the Cooper-Frye formula,

E

c

dDNi

dpD
=

∫
Σ

dσ nµp
µf(x, p) , (25)

where c is the speed of light, f(x, p) is the phase space distribution of produced hadrons

and the four momentum pµ = (
√

m2c2 + p2,p) with m being the mass of a hadron. The

integral is implemented on the D + 1 dimensional hypersurface which is defined by the

space-time positions of the fluid elements at TFO. This hypersurface is called the freeze-out

hypersurface. The normal vector of the D+ 1 dimensional surface element dσ is denoted by

nµ.

Note that the normal vector of the freeze-out hypersurface is parallel to the gradient of

the temperature. The time component of the normal vector is proportional to c−1 and thus

the normal vector behaves as the space-like vector in the non-relativistic limit,

nµ =
1

|∇T |
(0,−∇T ) . (26)

In the calculation of the product pµnµ, however, we cannot drop the time component because

p0 ≈ mc, and thus we find

pµnµ ≈
m∂tT − p · ∇T

|∇T |
. (27)

Using these results, the non-relativistic limit of the Cooper-Frye formula is expressed as

dDN

dpD
=

∫
Σ

dσ

(
∂tT

|∇T |
− p · n

m

)
fboltz(x,p;vf ) , (28)
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where fboltz(x,p;vf ) is the Boltzmann distribution,

fboltz(x,p;vf ) =
g

(2π~)D
e
−

(p−mvf )2

kB(2m)TFO , (29)

with kB and g being the Boltzmann constant and the degeneracy factor, respectively. Here

vf is the velocity of the fluid element on the freeze-out hypersurface. When the fluid element

is deterministic and flows along the streamline, vf is given by the fluid velocity v(x, t). This

is the standard freeze-out procedure. We however know that the trajectory of the fluid

element fluctuates satisfying the uncertainty relation. Thus to take this effect into account,

we estimate the fluctuation of vf .

This velocity fluctuation is not equivalent to the momentum fluctuation characterized by

σ
(2)

pi
. Because the viscosity is the velocity-dependent force and thus the momenta defined

above are not parallel to the velocity. This is similar to the relation between the momentum

of the electric charge and the Lorentz force. The fluctuation of the velocity of the fluid

element at r̂(t) = x is defined by

I i(x, t) =
1

2

{
lim
dt→0+

E

[(
dr̂i(t)

dt
− vi(r̂(t), t

)2
∣∣∣∣∣r̂(t) = x

]

+ lim
dt→0−

E

[(
dr̂i(t)

dt
− vi(r̂(t), t)

)2
∣∣∣∣∣r̂(t) = x

]}
. (30)

Again, we used the conditional average. Substituting the forward and backward SDE’s and

using the consistency condition (8), this correlation function is given by

I i(x, t) = (ν∂i ln ρ(x, t))2 . (31)

Note that
[
dr̂i(t)/dt− ui±(r̂(t), t)

]
are proportional to the inclination of the Wiener pro-

cess, as is seen from Eqs. (4) and (6), and thus the distribution of these quantities are char-

acterized by Gaussian functions. This is not applicable to
[
dr̂i(t)/dt− vi±(r̂(t), t)

]
because

u±(x, t) 6= v(x, t) in general. We, however, assume that the deviation from the Gaussian

form is small and then the probability distribution is approximately given by

n(x,vf , t) =
D∏
i=1

√
1

2I i(x, t)
e−(vif−v

i(x,t))2/(2Ii(x,t)) , (32)

where we can confirm ∫
dDvf n(x,vf , t)v

i
f = vi(x, t) , (33)∫

dDvf n(x,vf , t)(v
i
f − vi(x, t))2 = I i(x, t) . (34)
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Due to the fluctuation of vf , the Cooper-Frye formula is averaged with this distribution

of the velocity fluctuation. In the end, the modified Cooper-Frye formula is given by

dDN

dpD
=

∫
dDvf n(x,vf , t)

∫
Σ

dσ

(
∂tT

|∇T |
− p · n

m

)
fboltz(x,p;vf )

=

∫
Σ

dσ

(
∂tT

|∇T |
− p · n

m

)
feff (x,p) , (35)

where the effective Boltzmann distribution feff (x,p) is introduced. This distribution is

characterized by “anisotropic temperature index” denoted by (T 1
AI , · · · , TDAI),

feff (x,p) =
g

(2π~)D

D∏
i=1

√
m

2kBT iAI(x, t)
e
− m

2kBTi
AI

(x,t)

(
pi

m
−vi(x,t)

)2

, (36)

T iAI(x, t) = TFO +
m

2kB
I i(x, t) (i = 1, · · · , D) . (37)

One can see that the anisotropic temperature index behaves as the temperature for each

spatial component.

V. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLE

In the following, we employ the natural unit where ~ = 1, c = 1 and kB = 1. Using

the modified Cooper-Frye formula (35), we study the effect of the velocity fluctuation to

the collective flow parameter v2 of the produced hadrons with a mass of the same order of

magnitude as that of pions, mπ = 0.7 fm−1. We consider the non-relativistic fluid described

by the NSF equation. For simplicity, we ignore the bulk viscosity by setting µ = − η
D

and

consider the 2+1 dimensional system, D = 2. Therefore we solve the coupled equations,

(∂t + v · ∇)vi = − 1

mπρ
∂iP +

1

mπρ

2∑
j=1

∂j(ηE
ij) , (38)

(∂t + v · ∇) ε = −
2∑

i,j=1

(Pδij − ηEij)∂jv
i , (39)

together with the equation of continuity (9). For the shear viscosity, we apply

η

2ρ
=

~
8π

. (40)

As is discussed in Ref. [7], this can be regarded as the Kovtun-Son-Starients (KSS) bound

[17] of the shear viscosity for the NSF equation. The corresponding Reynolds number is

given by Re ≈ 8 in choosing the typical scales of length and velocity by ∼ 1 fm and c,
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respectively. The initial 2-dimensional particle density and the initial energy density are,

respectively, chosen as

ρ(x, 0) = ρc exp

(
− x

2

R2
x

− y2

R2
y

)
fm−2 , (41)

ε(x, 0) = a(ρ(x, 0))5/3 fm−3 , (42)

with (Rx, Ry) = (4/3, 3) fm. We take EoS given by

P = b ρ5/3 fm−3 , (43)

and then the temperature is

T = b ρ2/3 fm−1 . (44)

These constants in the present calculation are chosen by

ρc = 7.9 fm−2 , (45)

a = 0.167 fm−1/3 , (46)

b = 0.11 fm−1/3 . (47)

In this choice, the maximum initial temperature is ∼ 0.5 fm−1. The freeze-out temperature

is set as

TFO = 0.4 fm−1 . (48)

It is worth observing the examples of the stochastic motion of the viscous fluid element,

which are shown in Fig. 1. The upper figures show the trajectories of the fluid element

for three different stochastic events starting from the same initial position (x(0), y(0)) =

(0, 2) fm. The left and right panels correspond to the x and y components of the trajectories,

respectively. The lower figures gives the trajectories from the initial position (x(0), y(0)) =

(0,−2) fm. These trajectories are obtained by solving the forward SDE (4) applying the

Euler-Maruyama method with dt = 0.001 fm. The vector field u+ is given by Eq. (18). The

intensity is chosen by ν = 0.2 fm. One can clearly see the fluctuating motions of the fluid

elements. The distribution of the trajectories of all fluid elements should reproduces ρ(x, t),

although the numerical check is not an easy task due to the necessity of an enormous number

of events.



11

FIG. 1: The upper figures show the trajectories of the fluid element for three different stochastic

events starting from the same initial position (x(0), y(0)) = (0, 2) fm, which are obtained

by solving the forward SDE (4). The left and right panels correspond to the x and y

components of the trajectories, respectively. The lower figures gives the trajectories from

the initial position (x(0), y(0)) = (0,−2) fm. The left and right panels correspond to the x

and y components of the trajectories, respectively. For these figures, we used ν = 0.2 fm .

The freeze-out hypersurface in our simulation is shown in Fig. 2. The form is analogous

to the shape of a fingertip. In the present simulation, all fluid elements pass through the

hypersurface in the short time period < 1 fm, but the fluid is accelerated around 30 % of

the speed of light on the freeze-out hypersurface.
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FIG. 2: Freeze-out hypersurface in the 2+1 NSF equation

The collective flow parameter v2 is defined by

v2(p) =

∫ 2π

0
dφ cos(2φ)d

2N
dp2∫ 2π

0
dφ d2N

dp2

, (49)

where (px, py) = (p cosφ, p sinφ) and the hadron spectrum d2N/dp2 is given by Eq. (35).

This modified spectrum depends on another parameter ν which can be chosen independently

of the parameters in hydrodynamics. It should be noted that Eq. (35) is reduced to the

standard Cooper-Frye formula in the vanishing limit of ν. As is seen from the forward and

backward SDE’s, ν is associated with the diffusion process in the fluid. In fact, ν coincides

with the diffusion coefficient in the Fokker-Planck equation. Therefore, in the application

to relativistic heavy-ion collisions, this quantity will be given by the diffusion coefficient

in QCD. In this paper, however, we use the non-relativistic toy model and are interested

only in the qualitative effect of the velocity fluctuation. For this purpose, we consider three

values of ν to see the ν dependence in v2. In Fig. 3, the momentum dependences of v2 are

plotted by the solid lines, which correspond to ν = 0.2 fm, 0.4 fm and 0.6 fm in order from

bottom to top. For the sake of comparison, v2 for the standard Cooper-Frye formula (that

is, ν = 0) is denoted by the dotted line. All lines are increasing function of the momentum.

We further observe that the increase of v2 is enhanced for larger ν. This is an interesting

behavior because one would normally expect that fluctuation has a tendency to homogenize

systems.

This intriguing result is attributed to the behavior of the anisotropic temperature index

(37). In Fig. 4, the anisotropic temperature indices on the freeze-out hypersurface are

shown for ν = 0.2 fm at a fixed time t = 0.4 fm. The left and right panels are the x and
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FIG. 3: The momentum dependences of v2 are plotted by the solid lines, which correspond to

ν = 0.2 fm, 0.4 fm and 0.6 fm in order from bottom to top. For the sake of comparison,

v2 for the standard Cooper-Frye formula (that is, ν = 0) is denoted by the dotted line.

y components of the anisotropic temperature index, respectively. The x component T xAI

becomes maximum for larger |x|. This is because (∂x ln ρ)2 is maximized for the largest

values of |x| in the present simulation. The variation of the anisotropic temperature index

is the order of a few percent at maximum. Nevertheless, this small change enhances the

production of hadrons with larger value of px, sensitively. The same discussion is applied

to the y component T yAI . The change of T xAI is larger than that of T yAI , and hence the ratio

px/py of the produced hadrons increases for larger ν. This is the reason why v2 increases by

the influence of the velocity fluctuation.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we studied the effect of the velocity fluctuation in the behavior of the collec-

tive flow parameter v2. In the standard hadronization scenario of relativistic hydrodynamic

models, the fluid elements are assumed to flow along smooth streamlines. In viscous fluids,

however, the motion of the fluid element fluctuates thermally and this fluctuation is char-

acterized by an uncertainty relation which is analogous to the one in quantum mechanics.

This velocity fluctuation reflects the local spatial anisotropy of the fluid distribution and

thus the final hadron spectrum is modified.
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FIG. 4: The anisotropic temperature indices are shown for ν = 0.2 fm at a fixed time t = 0.4 fm.

The left and right panels are the x and y components of the temperature, respectively.

The x (y) component T xAI (T yAI) becomes maximum for larger |x| (|y|).

In the present non-relativistic toy model, the velocity fluctuation along a certain spatial

direction is characterized by the corresponding gradient of the fluid distribution. Therefore

the velocity fluctuation becomes significant in the domain where the distribution of the

fluid changes rapidly. This effect is characterized by the anisotropic temperature index,

which is a parameter to represent anisotropy in the momentum distribution of the produced

hadrons. To be more specific, due to the velocity fluctuation, the temperature of each spatial

component in the Cooper-Frye formula is replaced with the corresponding component of the

anisotropy temperature index. As a result, we found that the collective flow parameter v2

increases in the present initial condition. Our result is not applicable to see the quantitative

influence to the physics of relativistic heavy-ion collisions, but the observed behavior deserves

attention because we normally expect that fluctuation homogenizes systems and thus does

not contribute to the enhancement of anisotropy such as v2.

We used the simple Gaussian distribution for the initial condition. When we apply the

present analysis to the more complex geometrical distribution, we will gain a new insight

from correlation of the collective flow parameters. For example, the distinction of finite v3

flows between a global triangular anisotropy and the presence of hot spot in the peripheral

region is not clear [18, 19]. The velocity fluctuation may clarify the difference of the pT
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dependence in v3 and the correlations among vn in these scenarios.

The velocity fluctuation is attributed to the non-differentiability of the trajectory of

the fluid element. A similar non-differentiability will appear in relativistic fluids of each

collisional event. In fact, the Dirac equation can be interpreted as the stochastic particle

motion satisfying the Poisson process [20–22]. However, a particle-like localized state is

known to be difficult to define in relativistic quantum systems [23]. Indeed, the elementary

degrees of freedom are described by fields, not by particles in relativistic quantum field

theory. Therefore, to apply the present idea to relativistic fluids, it might be necessary to

develop a new hydrodynamic model based on a field theory [24]. In the present framework,

the fluid element is stochastic but hydrodynamics itself is deterministic. It is thus interesting

to consider how the velocity fluctuation is modified when hydrodynamics becomes stochastic

[25]. These generalizations are left as future tasks.
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