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Abstract

We study the causality and stability of the relativistic hydrodynamics when the spin degree
of freedom is included as a hydrodynamic field, by considering two specific models of spin-
hydrodynamics. A linear mode analysis for the simplest static background with no flow
velocity shows that the model of dissipative first-order spin-hydrodynamics remains acausal
and admits unphysical instabilities as reported for the relativistic Navier-Stokes (NS) equation.
Besides, the inclusion of the spin field in hydrodynamics can lead to new kinds of linear
modes in the system. These new modes also exhibit instability and an acausal behavior. The
second model of the spin-hydrodynamics that we have considered has no dissipative fluxes
and is equivalent to a particular second-order conventional hydrodynamics [1]. For a static
background, it is found that the linear modes of this model support the sound waves only.
However, when the background has constant vorticity, the model can have instability in certain
situations and the mode also has acausal behavior. It is found that the spin-dynamics have
an effect on the hydrodynamic response of the fluid. These findings point toward the need for
a causal and stable theory with spin as a hydrodynamic field to describe the spin-polarized

fluid.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Several new theoretical developments have taken place in relativistic dissipative hy-
drodynamics (see [2] for review) which is immensely successful in describing the data
from nuclear collisions at relativistic energies [3-5]. The inclusion of spin in the gen-
eral relativity is a long standing problem [6]. Recently, invigorating efforts have been
witnessed on the development of spin hydrodynamics [1, 7-42] after the experimental
measurement of the polarization of A hyperon [43, 44]. In particular it is required to
know - how the spin of the constituent particles is related with the fluid variable like
vorticity, symmetric gradients or magnetic fields. The shear stress of the fluid can give
rise to spin polarization in addition to vorticity and temperature gradient [45]. The
polarization of hadrons observed in non-central collisions of heavy ions at Relativistic
Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) at high centre of mass energies (\/snn) [43, 44] has been
attributed to the transfer of orbital angular momentum of the fireball to the spin po-
larization. A dependence of the local A spin polarization on the azimuthal angle in
the transverse plane of collision observed by the STAR collaboration [46, 47] can not
be explained by hydrodynamical models based on local thermal vorticity [48-50]. The
spin polarization as an independent relativistic hydrodynamic field was proposed as a
possible solution to this problem which has led to several new developments in the area
of relativistic spin hydrodynamics. It ought to be mentioned here that one can solve the
problem of local A spin polarization by considering a possible effect of shear induced
polarization [51] without incorporating any additional variable in hydrodynamics for
the spin. This was taken as an indication that the spin polarization (calculated at the
freeze-out surface at constant temperature) may have a negligible effect on the evolution
of the medium formed in heavy ion collisions [52].

It must be emphasized that the inclusion of spin observables in hydrodynamics opens
up an interesting possibility of developing a ‘classical’ tool for studying quantum effect in
a many-body system like quark-gluon plasma. Other new interesting developments are
the chiral hydrodynamics [53, 54] and the chiral vortical effects [55, 56]. In condensed
matter system also hydrodynamics with spin observables have found many interesting
applications (see [57] for a review).

The incorporation of the spin as a hydrodynamic field and its effect on the evolu-

tion of relativistic fluid is one of the most active area of contemporary research [7, 25].
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The evolution of the spin and other hydrodynamic fields (e.g. energy density, pressure,
velocity, etc.) are governed by the conservation of the total angular momentum along
with the other equations governing the conservations of energy-momentum and con-
served charges (net electric charge, net baryonic charge, etc). However, the definitions
of the energy momentum and spin tensors are not unique because of the presence of
‘pseudogauge’ transformation degrees of freedom [6]. Therefore, in spite of tremendous
efforts, the formulation of relativistic dissipative spin-hydrodynamics remains incom-
plete. One can obtain many different pairs of these tensors [6] through pseudo-gauge
transformation. This ambiguity can be illustrated through the following situation: At
the microscopic level energy-momentum tensor, defined for a system of particles with
spin, can have symmetric and antisymmetric parts where the antisymmetric part can
be attributed to spin. Now with the help of pseudo-gauge transformation one can de-
fine a new energy-momentum tensor [58] which is symmetric, the Belinfante tensor.
Recently it has been shown in [9] that the entropy currents under this transformation
are not equivalent in non-equilibrium situations. This is intriguing since this differ-
ence in expressions of entropy current imply that physics of the two situations are not
the same! Another interesting point of view was advanced in Ref. [1] where the au-
thors demonstrate that the second order conventional hydrodynamics is equivalent to
spin-hydrodynamics in the dissipationless limit. The demonstration, however, uses the
pseudogauge transformations along with the suitable generalization of the currents as-
sociated with the entropy and number densities. However, due to this equivalence, one
may think that perhaps one does not need to have spin hydrodynamics, since conven-
tional hydrodynamics suffices, which needs to be investigated. Apart from that we note
that the energy-momentum tensor for the second order conventional hydrodynamics
contains contributions from the fluid vorticity [59-61]. But the inclusion of vorticity
brings spin-dynamics in the hydrodynamic theory, since the presence of the finite vortic-
ity in the system can be regarded as a source of spin-polarization. This points towards
the requirement of a treatment, more than the conventional formulation, to account

the spin dynamics, with spin density as a independent hydrodynamic field.

It is well-known that the straightforward generalization of NS equation to the rela-
tivistic domain is problematic because it admits acausal and unstable solution [62]. It

is also known that these issues can be remedied by incorporating second order correc-



tions to the NS equation [61] if certain conditions are satisfied. It is to be noted that
this approach is not unique and there exists a variety of the other approaches to address
the issues related with the generalization of NS equation in the relativistic domain [63].
In the present work, we systematically analyze the issues related with causality and in-
stability in the spin-hydrodynamics presented in Refs. [1, 8]. The spin-hydrodynamics
equations presented in Refs. [1, 8] have very different structures and the linear-mode
analysis presented for them support very different modes. In Ref. [33], it is shown that
the causality for a particular kind of spin hydrodynamics can be restored only with a
second order term like Israel-Stewart’s theory [61].

The paper is organized as follows: In the next section we first briefly introduce
the dissipative spin-hydrodynamics equations and for a simple initial state, we pro-
vide a linear-mode analysis. In section three, in dissipationless limit, we briefly in-
troduce the convention second-order hydrodynamics and its equivalence with the spin-
hydrodynamics. This section also includes the linear mode analysis for the two initial
states. First case corresponds to the stationary fluid while the second initial states
has non-zero but a constant vorticity in x & y directions. Section IV is devoted to the

summary and discussion.

II. DISSIPATVE SPIN-HYDRODYNAMICS
A. Structure

In the literature there are several ways to obtain equations of spin hydrodynamics.
The methods based on effective field theory, [31, 32], the entropy current analysis
approach [7] and the method of moments [21] were used to derive the equation of
relativistic spin hydrodynamics. In the present work we closely follow the approach
adopted in Ref. [8]. The conventional way is to define the energy-momentum tensor
O and the conserved “currents” of the fluid under consideration. To incorporate spin
within the hydrodynamic framework, one must consider the total angular-momentum
JreB as one of the conserved currents. The Noether current associated with Lorentz

transformation, J#*# has contributions from two different sources:

Jred = (z00M — gPEHe) 4 Tped, (1)

4



where ©#8 is the canonical energy-momentum tensor (EMT), 2« is the space-time four
vector and YX#*% is the spin tensor. The first term within the bracket on the right
hand side of Eq.(1) represents the contribution from orbital angular-momentum which
is conserved for symmetric ©#%. All the dissipative fluxes which one may encoun-
ters in the formulation of dissipative hydrodynamics will be denoted with a prefix, A.
Henceforth, ©# will be denoted by A©# and decomposed into symmetric (AGL) and

anti-symmetric (AG4") parts as follows:
AOM = AOH + ABH, (2)

Both the symmetric and the anti-symmetric parts of the canonical EMT contain infor-
mation about the dissipation and transport coefficients. Mathematical form of A©#
can be determined with the help of second-law of thermodynamics. The second term
on the right hand side of Eq.(1) is the spin term which arises due to the invariance of
the underlying field under Lorentz transformation [8] and can be identified with the
internal degrees of freedom. It is required that the spin term satisfy the condition
Sual = _Spfa

The spin-tensor can further be decomposed into two parts:
yHaB = gabyr 4 AYHB (3)

where, S®# is spin polarization density in the fluid rest frame and AX#*# is the spin
dissipation. Moreover, the current density j# for conserved charges (baryonic charge

for system formed in relativistic nuclear collision) can be written as,
" = nut + nt, (4)

where n is charge density at the fluid rest frame and n# is the charge diffusion, vanishes
in Eckart’s choice of frame.

Next, one can write EMT for the fluid as
O = O + AOH + AOM (5)
where, ©4" is the ideal part of the EMT which is given by,
O = eu'u” + PAM, (6)

where € and P respectively denote energy density and pressure of the fluid, u# represents

the fluid four-vector velocity. The signature metric of the flat space-time is taken here as



g = diag(—, +, +, +) with all the non-diagonal components to be zero. Such that the
projection operator A* = g + ytu” satisfies the condition: A*”u, = 0. The velocity
field u* satisfies the normalization condition u#u, = —~1. The quantites, P, ¢ and n are
related through the Equation of State (EoS).

Expressions for AGL” and A©GL” can be decomposed as [8, 64]

A = TIAM + hHu” + u*h? + 7 (7)

AOH = ghu” —utq” + o, (8)

where the scalar II, the vectors (h* and ¢*), the rank-2 tensors (7 and ¢*) are
the dissipation fluxes. All the dissipative fluxes in the canonical EMT individually
satisfy transversality condition with respect to the hydrodynamical velocity u# given
by : h#u, = ¢'u, = AW, = T7u,, = " = 0. The dissipation vector h# represents the
contribution to the energy flow that does not depend on the spin polarization, while the
vector g describes the dissipation due spin polarization. The tensor 74" is a symmetric
traceless tensor representing the shear-stress tensor without any effect of the spin-
polarization, whereas ¢#* is an antisymmetric shear tensor describing the dissipation
due to vorticity and spin-polarization. The mathematical forms of the scalar, vector
and tensor dissipative fluxes can be constructed in terms of g#”, the hydrodynamical
fields and the transport coefficients with the help of the second law of thermodynamics.
The transport coefficients can be determined from the underlying microscopic theories.

The equation of motions of a relativistic fluid with spin degrees are given by:

9,0 =0, (9)
0, JHP =0, (10)
9,j"=0. (11)

The second law of thermodynamics requires that the entropy current s# satisfies the

following condition:

Oys" > 0. (12)

From Eq.(11) and using the definition of total angular momentum (Eq.(1)), one gets

the equation for spin-dynamics as,
0,2 = -2A0H". (13)
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This equation indicates that the evolution of the spin is governed by the anti-symmetric
part of the EMT.
Next by using Eqs.(10) and (11) we obtain,

De = —(e + P)0 +u,d, [AO*] | (14)
(e + P)Dut = =AM, P — A9, AO (15)
DSP = —§°P) - 2A0%F - §,ATHP (16)

Dn = -n#, (17)

where, D = v*0, and 6 = J,u*. The first law of thermodynamics is generalized to

incorporate the spin density S* as [8]:

Tds = de— pdn —w,, dS" (18)

Ts=e+ P —pun—w,S" (19)

where s, 41 and w,,, respectively denote entropy density, (baryonic) chemical potential
and the chemical potential corresponding to the spin tensor. This requires spin to be
a conserved quantity. As described by Eq.(13), spin dynamics is governed by antisym-
metric part of the canonical EMT. Thus the incorporation of spin degrees of freedom
within a hydrodynamic framework requires that the relaxation time for spin density is
longer than the mean-free-time related to the microscopic scattering of the fluid parti-
cles [8]. From differential statement of the first law one can write space-time evolution
of entropy density as:

T'Ds = De - pDn — w,,, DS™. (20)

In the presence of dissipative fluxes one decompose the entropy current as: s# =
sut + Ast and the velocity projection requires that Astu, = 0. [8]. In order to apply

the second law of thermodynamics, one takes divergence s* to get,
0,8t =s0+ Ds + 0, Ast. (21)

Now first we eliminate Ds from Eq. (21) by using (20) and then use Eqgs. (15),(16) and
(17) to obtain:

0,8" = BO{Ts - (e + P) + pin + wap S} — A", (Bu,)
—ASP9,(Bwag) + 2BwapAO;”
+0, (A" + Bu, AOM + Buwag AXFPY | (22)
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where 3 = 1/T is the inverse temperature. In Eq.(22), the term within {} vanishes due
to the first-law of thermodynamics given by Eq.(19). The last term on the right-hand

side can be made to zero by demanding
Ast = —Bu, AO" — Buw, g AXFP (23)

It is straightforward to check that Astu, = 0. The mathematical forms of the scalar,
vector and tensor dissipative fluxes (II, h#, g#, 7 and ¢*¥) appearing in Eqs.(7) and
(8) are required to be constrained by the second law of thermodynamics. The appro-

priate form of these fluxes are found to be [8]:

= 0
W = —w(Du + BAM,T),
¢" = -X(-Du" + BA*?0,T - 4w u,,),
T = 22nAMP O,
o = -2 [ S (A D - A 0,u) - AAK],
AT =y AR, (5%, (21)

where x, 17 and ( are respectively denote the coefficients of thermal conductivity, shear
viscosity and bulk viscosity, and the symmetric traceless projection normal to u# is
defined as, AL; = %(AgAg + AaAf - 2AMA,3) . The presence of spin polarization has
introduced two new transport coefficients such as A and . The coefficient A is related
with heat conduction associated with the new vector current ¢#, while coefficient v is
related with new stress tensor ¢#*” generated due to the inclusion of spin in the hydro-
dynamics. Moreover, g# gets a contribution from spin potential w#”. It is interesting
to note that if one identifies w”¥ as a vorticity, then the spin stress ¢** vanishes but
q" survives. Thus the effect of spin-polarization only remains in the vector current
associated with ¢¥.

Till now no power counting scheme is assumed in the derivation of the fluxes with
entropy that includes effect of spin current. We will consider two schemes: i) one as in
Ref. [8] where gradients are taken as: ~ O(9') = 0, and spin-chemical potential is taken
as ~ 0. In that case for 07 «< J, < 1, only AYHe = () at first order and other fluxes
remains intact in first order in Eq.(22). The other scheme of ordering of scale is for

uniform high rotation where the vorticity is of the order of d,, << 1 and other gradients



are of different scales but d,, is the highest relevant scale [1]. We discuss below how the
dispersion of linear perturbations is shaped for these two types of ordering of scales-
both for first the order spin hydrodynamics and the equivalent conventional second

order hydrodynamic theory.

B. Linear analysis

To understand the stability and causality issues, first we consider a equilibrium
background which has now flow velocity ufy = (-1,0,0,0). Here the subscript 0 denote
the value of a physical quantity of the background on which perturbation is placed
(but in the perturbations it represents the index to denote time(zeroth) component).
The addition, the background is assumed to be static and homogeneous and values of
spin-polarization and spin-potential tensors are considered to be zero. The background
equilibrium state is same as the one considered in Ref. [8]. We use Q as the generic
notation for hydrodynamic field with Qy and §Q representing their mean values and
fluctuation respectively. 0Q is regarded to be a function of space and time. In this
scheme one can write the perturbed velocity vector as ju# = (0,du). In the following
we consider the spin chemical potential of order ~ O(9') i.e., of the order of other
gradients (of w#, T, pu). This allows us to keep the order of vorticity same as the
order of the derivatives other perturbed quantities like du# or 07". This power counting

scheme is different than the one used in Ref. [1] in section III.

Here, first we note that, in absence of any spin-dynamics and conventional dissipa-
tion fluxes,under the linear perturbations scheme, under an background can support

only sound waves. Upon retaining only the terms which are linear order in perturbed



quantities, we get following set of equations:

0de K+ A

_ 0 2 i0
0= 5t hoV - du - (K )\)& (V)-du-( T YV2OT + 4N0;0w" | (25a)
25,0 i
0=(k+ )\)aaig - hoag? +(n+y)V20u' + (( +1/2-7)0'V - du
(k=A)ovieT dow™ y
$ e = PP+ AT 4D (25b)
_ 955" i0 _ X1g2 0 9o 2A,
0= 5 " 8w T Vew® + 2>\at5u T 06T, (25¢)
0= 05" o (@ sud - 55w — 46Ty - Xy, (25d)
ot Ty
o)
O:a—tn+n0V~5u. (25e)

where, hy = €y + Py is the enthalpy density of the initial state. By considering 69 =
50 exp(—wt + ik - x), one can convert the above differential equations into a set of linear
homogeneous algebraic equation. However, it is useful to consider the projections along
the unit wave-vector k to get the longitudinal modes and projection perpendicular to

k for obtaining the transverse modes. After considering such projections we get:

0=[-w+ M]& + [M]én + ik w Ty (5 = A) + ho|du,

o€T 0€T
+4ikNow, (26a)
~ w(k=-A) 2 2 4n
0= zk[ - cs]ée + [who +w To(k+ ) —k°(C+ —)]5up
0ET 3
+ik[m]5n — Dwdw (26b)
TQET p0 5
0= [who + W Ty(k + ) - K2 (7 + n)]5ut — ik TS — ANTpwduwg | (26¢)
0=[8y - wy, + %ki Sy — diykdu, (26d)
i o
r X1, 9] 20eA(ik)  20n(ik) e,
0=|8y-wxs+ ?Ok:Z_&upO e em Y 2 wdu, (26e)
0=|8y—-wxsp+ %kz Owyg + 2AThwduy (26f)
i o
0 = —wén + iknyou,, (26g)

980 951
where, x; = 52w and X, = 527

with ¢ and j denote spatial indices [8]. Here the subscripts

p and t respectively describe longitudinal and transverse parts. Further, we have used,

0T = %56 - :—;571, where e = g—fp and €, = g—; inthe above equations.
n T
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Since the equations for longitudinal and transverse parts are decoupled, one can
treat them separately to obtain the dispersion relations for the linear mode. For the

longitudinal part,

M Ql = O, (27)
where,
o€
o,
Q= (28)
5(A)p0
on
and
% —w ikho + ikw(k — \) Aik\ _kQEE,;(;;A)
M = ik (Cg + %) who+w?(k+X) -k (¢ +3) —4\w __ikw:;%ﬂ)
i k? ikAen
—C%Vk;“\o -2 w WXb — % + 8\ 2eTT0
0 ’Lkno 0 —w
(29)

The nontrivial solution of this requires that determitant IM is zero, which for the lon-

gitudinal part gives the following four roots:

No€n

wy = (K+ M) T k2,

woy = xick + [(C%én) + A(eTlTO + ;—i) - 6’;2906};] k2,

s _i_? ' xf}okz’

wy = - (th 5 (30)

The spin transport coefficient A is associated with the heat conduction is seen to
be contributing together with the normal heat conduction characterized by coefficient
k. The acausal behavior seen in the conventional NS equation can also be seen in
the first equation. Parameter A also contributes in giving instability together with the
conventional heat conductivity x. Further it should be noted that A and s appears in
the denominator of the unstable mode. In the conventional first-order hydrodynamics,
this kind of unstable mode was discussed in Ref. [65] and which was regarded to be

unphysical. Next, for finite baryon density the sound mode mode wy; can be stable if the
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condition ([ (C;é)n) +A (ETITO + Z—%) > 6’;?06,70] ) is satisfied . If this condition is violated then
instability sets in as he conventional heat conduction can contribute towards increasing
pressure and that may result in having unstable mode. Interestingly, A also contributes
towards damping the sound modes described by wq;. In absence of conventional heat-
conduction i.e. k = 0, parameter A can give damping of the sound-wave. Finally,
the third in Eq. (30), is a new mode which has no presence in the conventional fluid
dynamics. This mode can be unstable when 8\ > %kz. Here we would like to note that
this mode can be made stable, if one introduces a term, (STLB) for the relaxation of S8
in the left hand side of Eq. (17), where, 7, is the spin-relaxation time. In addition ws

can also exhibit an acausal behavior for the sufficiently large value of wave-vector k.

Similarly the transverse parts in Eq (26)a-g can be written as,

Mt Qt = O, (31)
where,
(SU.t
Qt = &upt (32)
dwro
and
who +w?(k+ ) = k2(v+n) —4ivyk -4 w
M, = —-2ivk 8y + % - WX 0 m (33)
~2\w 0 wyxp — 22 + 8

By setting the determinant, IM; = 0 the following expressions for the dispersion relations

of the transverse modes are obtained:

(Y+1),4
Wi = k=,
1t I
A
Wot = _8_ + Xl kzv
Xo  Xolo
87 X1 2
=21 k
o Xs " TOXS 7
ho
- 4
W4y (H N >\) (3 )

Just like the four longitudinal modes in equation (30), there are four transverse
modes also. Modes wy; and wy have combination of the conventional and spin trans-

port coefficients. It is to be noted that coefficient 7 is associated with the tracesless
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part of anisotropic stress tensor ¢* in Eq.(24) and therefore it appears together with
shear viscous coefficient 7 in wy;. The group velocity associated with wy; can exhibit
acausal behavior. Such a behavior is well-known to exists in dispersion relation for
the relativistic NS equation|[for example see Ref. [64]]. Modes described by wsg; and ws;
are new and they have no analogue in conventional hydrodynamics. The mode wo,
is unstable if the condition 8\ > ’jé—ékz is satisfied. Expression for mode ws; is exactly
similar to the longitudinal mode wg; and the instability can be regulated by introducing
a spin-relaxation time. But the group velocity associated with wy; can still become
acausal for the sufficiently high values of k. Mode ws; is stable but it can have the sim-
ilar acausal behavior as wo;. However, the transport coefficient v contributes towards
giving a damping term which is independent of k. Finally, wy; gives an instability which
has same form as wy and this mode has counter part in the conventional relativistic

hydrodynamic theory.

Before we proceed to discuss the normal mode analysis in the dissipationless limit for
the model discussed in Ref. [1], few comments are in order. The new modes introduced
by the inclusion of spin-dynamics depends on the spin-transport coefficients v Aand y;.
The instability arising due to A can rather be controlled by introducing spin relaxation
time 7 provided the term with the relaxation time dominates over the term giving
the instability. This point of view was also discussed in Ref.[8]. It might be possible
to control the acausal behavior for modes wsg;, wo; and ws;. However this may require

an explicit calculation of the spin-transport coefficients. For example group velocity

X1
XbT0o

of mode wy; is 2 k. Now, if the coefficient of k is so small that the group velocity
can exceed the speed of light when the length scales associated with k are smaller than
the mean free path. This requires the explicit calculation of spin transport coefficients

using a microscopic theory.

There are new modes in spin hydrodynamics which has no counterpart in the conven-
tional limit, therefore, they are no way equivalent in general. This is a clear indication
that, for a general case where vorticity can take any value and there could be other
sources of spin polarization such as symmetric gradients and magnetic field, in that
case, the modified conventional hydrodynamics may not be equivalent to spin hydro-

dynamics. This will be further discussed in Section III.
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C. Instability and the heat flux

The term Du? appearing in the expression for heat flux can be replaced by using
the equation (Eq.(25b)) in favour of spatial gradient of pressure and other terms first
order in derivative. Thus if we keep only first order term in the heat flux with no time
derivative of the fluid velocity then it gets a correction from the first order dissipation.

We use Egs. (15) and (21) to find the following form of heat fluxes:

1 1 1
Mo _ nv nv 2
h I<L|:P+€ P+6—un]A 8VP+K7P+E—,[M’LP”A dyn+0(9%),
1 1 1
B _ nv nv nv 2
q )\[P+e—;m+P+e]A 8VP+)\7P+€_MHP“A Oyn + 4wt u, + O(07)(35)

where P, = g—ﬂT. We have used O*T = PLT(‘?”P - %Wn, where Pr = g—? . and P, =
98| For baryon free case i.e. for n =0 and P, = 0, we have h* = 0 + O(9?) and
T

g" = =250 P + O(0?). This is the situation considered in Ref. [8]. We consider the

general case with non-zero baryon density. In such situation the linearized equations

become:
dde K=\ K+ A (k+ )P,
0:—+hv~5u+c§( - )v256+7”v25n
ot 0' ho  ho—pono ho = pono
+4A0;0w™ (36a)
0=-hoV-du-hy 82: +(n+7y)V20u' + (¢ +n/2-7)0'V - du
oK+ A K= )8 ; (k=AN)P, 0
- - —d"0e - —F———0'0
E ( ho  ho— pono 5158 ‘ ho = pono ata "
- dow™ y
-0"0P + 4\ 5 40 ow™ (36b)
0650 0 X1 , 1 1 , 1P, ,
0= + 8w — 2= 72w - 2)c? (— + 7) 0'5e + 2 —"—0"6n (36¢
ot Ty ho  ho = pono 0~ HoMo (36¢)
0= 0059 _ 27(0"6u? - 0'ou? — 4ow") - XL g2, : (36d)
ot Ty
aon
OZW'F’RQV'(SU. (366)

In the above equations putting perturbations as 6Q = 50 exp(—wt + ik - x) we get,
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SN kA k(s + \) P | |
0 =de (—(l{;%i(ﬂ - ))—w)— "y duy, (ikhg) + 4idkéw(gTa
ho  ho = pong ho — pomo » (ikho) 872)

. A K=\ 4n
e o e A G )
10ekc; w T —— +ouy, (who ¢+ 3

+5n(ik)w(/<a -AN)P,

-4 wd b
h() — HoNo WOLp0 (37 )
0=0w (who —k2(y + 77)) — diykdwyy — Adwdwyg , (37¢)

k2 , 1 1\ 20n(ik)AP,
0=-dw (—w + —8)\)—25e ik)\c? (—+—)+— 37d
. X To ( ) ho = pono — ho ho = pono ( )

k2x1
0 = —0wyp (—wxb + - 8)\) , (37e)
Ty
k‘2X1 .
0 = dwpt (87 + T~ st) - 2iykduy (37f)
0

0 = —won + ikngdu, , (37g)

Following the same procedure as earlier we get the dispersion relations which are linear

in transport coefficients for longitudinal and transverse modes. The longitudinal modes

read:
no€n 2
A k*,
wis (K ’ ) erToho
+ A 2+ P,
Wy = *icgk + [(C ) + (2c§ _ o (puocs + Fr) )) ] k2,
2h0 €0 — MoNo + PO ho
8)\ X1 2
wy = —— + —k~, 38
T wlh (38)
and we have for the transverse modes:
S\
wyie=——+ X k2>
Xo  Xolo
(v+mn) 2
="k
Waot h() 9
87 X1 2
Wy = — + ——k=. 39
o Xs TOXs ( )

We find that there is no unstable modes of the form, w = —% [see the last equation

%5’
ot?

ho <5 85“ of Eq.(25b), which gives (who+w?Ty(k+))) in the coefficient of du, in Eq. (26b).

in Egs. (30)]. The appearance of this mode can be understood from the part (k+\)

(who +w?Ty(k+A)) =0 gives w = =2 The term (x+ )\)aafg originates in the equation

through the expression of heat flux in Eq. (24) where already a time derivative of velocity
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appears on the right hand side. If one replaces the time derivative in the expression of
heat fluxes in Eq. (24) using Eq. (15) and keeps terms first order in gradients, then with
that form of the heat flux is entirely first order in gradient of hydrodynamic fields, and
in that case, this unstable mode disappears. This unstable mode is there without the
spin case [62], here the presence of spin adds to that through its contribution to heat
flux through ¢#( or ). So the source of instability found by Lindblom and Hiscock [62]
is due to the presence of a second order correction entering in first order hydrodynamics
through the expression of heat flux which contains time variation of fluid velocity(Du#).
The second order effect in heat fluxes comes through Du#, because of its dependence
on gradients of the dissipative fluxes through the velocity equations, -gradients of the
first order dissipative fluxes being second order. Since the instability is related to the
expression of heat flux, it can be removed with proper redefinition of heat fluxes- as
already shown for spin-less case in Ref. [63]. However, there may be unstable modes
due to the presence of the spin polarization, wq; = —% + ﬁk? At first order, where the
term due to the spin dissipation is dropped by considering it second order- if the spin
potential is first order itself, then wy; = —% is always unstable. Of-course, this mode is
unstable only if y;, > 0, i.e., the direction of spin potential is along the spin polarization.
If the sign of x, depends on charges, helicity, chirality of particles, then this mode will
be able to separate out the contribution from opposite charges. However, if the spin

potential gets a contribution from the zeroth order, then even for species which gives

unstable contribution, the modes with |k| < 2, /% are stable.

Now, the question arises, which form of the heat fluxes are to be used in the first
order theory to avoid instability developed at w = —(:TO/\). One may argue that replacing
the time derivative of the velocity in heat flux is good enough solution to it. We note
that the form of heat flux that contains time derivative of the fluid velocity comes from
the positivity of four divergence of the entropy current, and that derivative contains
corrections from the first order of the dissipative fluxes through Eq. (15). Though the
contribution to the entropy is first order in dissipative fluxes (Eq. 23), the dissipative
fluxes are not restricted by this condition to be first order in the gradients of hydrody-
namic fields due to the presence of time derivative of the fluid velocity in the form of

-1 . (Kk+A)
h

fluxes. The time scale of growth of this instability is t ~ w . So for smaller &

and A, this may be very short, which means that, in very short time, the contribution
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from the second order would grow to lead to the instability. So the truncation of higher
order effects in heat fluxes may not be applicable in that situation. For general situa-
tion this demands a consistent second order theory. Instability of first order theory is
tamed only when the contribution of dissipation on the time variation of fluid velocity

(or acceleration) is negligible compared to that it gets from the pressure gradients.

Another important issue to note is that, in two situation the contribution of con-
ductivities in dissipation of sound modes are different. However, in both the cases the
dissipation of sound gets contribution from new transport coefficient(\) due the spin
polarization. For certain values of ng, this contribution may lead to a growth also and
condition for the growth is different for different form of heat fluxes. There is always
contribution from spin polarization in the transverse modes through . So the spin

polarization affects the dissipation in the system.

III. EQUIVALENCE OF SPIN HYDRODYNAMICS WITH SECOND ORDER
THEORY IN NON-DISSIPATIVE LIMIT

In the previous section, we have found that the first order spin hydrodynamics is
unstable and acausal, and the spin polarization has contribution to a instability which
has no counter part in conventional first order theory. As mentioned previously, it is
shown that in the non-dissipative limit the spin hydrodynamics is equivalent to a kind
of conventional second order theory [1]. It is interesting to investigate whether the
conventional second order theory gives the extra modes which arises only due to the
presence of spin polarization as seen in first order spin hydrodynamics. In the following,
first, we discuss how the structure of the equivalent second order theory in Ref. [1] can
resemble the spin hydrodynamics in its psudo-gauge transformed form. The symmetric

Belifento-Rosenfeld EMT with pseudo gauge transformation with the choice of gauge
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to be Svw = S (6, 36, 66|, we have
T = @M + %%(S“‘“’ — SHev — Grai)
- O 4 %aa(zaﬁw — ymar _ yyvan)
= %(@‘“’ +OH) — %%(Z“‘W + X))
= eutu” + PAM + TIA™ + h*u” + uth” + 7 — %%(u”S‘W +u”S)
—%8Q(AZW” + AYH)
= eu'u” + PAM + TIA™ + h*u” + uth? + 7 — %(&yu“)Sa” - %(&yu”)Sa“
—%(u“@aS‘W +u’ 0, SM) - %%(AEWV + ARV
_ eutu? + PAM + (T1 - éAApaa(AW) £ AP AR 4 (B — %aasau)uv
+ut(h” - %%SO"’) + 7 — %Aﬁ;@a(AZMP + AYPON) — %(8au“)5a”
(05 (40)
The term, £ (9,u")S® +1(9,u”) S can be decomposed as a combination that contains

Ar Srew, , and S{wy,. This transformation makes the spin tensor disappear from the

total angular momentum. However, to have 0,7 =0, we must have [9]

or, 0,0 (u*S* +u” S +u”S**) =0 (41)

This conditions act as equations required for the spin fields in pseudo-gauge transformed
situation.

From the above equations it is clear that if S® is connected to the vorticity, then
in the case where other kind of dissipation are negligible the EMT looks like that of a
second order theory, that contains second-order derivative in the expansion of EMT in

field gradients.

A. Structure of the equivalent second order theory

If the vorticity is the predominant gradient in the system, where other dissipative
gradient responsible for the transport are very small, for highly rotating fluid, with the

vorticity w,, = (A%, u, — A%0,u,) the symmetric energy-momentum tensor and the
y j22 2 12 14 12 y gy
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conserved charge current of a parity even plasma is written as [1]

TH = (e + PYulu” + Pgh” + AT (42)
ATH = gAMWWy, + arwhwyy, (43)
JY =nu’ + AJY, (44)
AJH = e ABO,W"P + o0, 3, (45)

where ag, ay, ¢; and ¢y are second order transport coefficients. For ideal evolution
(0,5"=0) these transport coefficients are related [1]. The assumption behind the struc-
ture of the theory is that the vorticity is the dominating scale over other gradients in
the theory. In certain cases this can be a physical situation, since for a uniform rotation
the vorticity can have arbitrary high values without entropy generation in the system.
However, in general, the local vorticity can have wide range of values and the gradient
appearing through the vorticity can be larger with significant entropy production. So
the assumption of the above theory is rather valid for a specific situation of high rotation
with lower gradient appearing in the vorticity. The scales are as follows: for the vortic-
ity wt ~ 8, with symmetric gradient, 0/ = Z(AGOqu, + AZquy) ~ Do ~ 0, OB ~ O
and spatial derivative of wt, § brings extra ¢’ such that diwr” ~ §d,, 0L0L8 ~ 0",
whereas for spatial derivative of 0* and « extra ¢ appear: J;0# ~ L0 a ~ 02, where
a=p/T and 9}, = A},0,. The assumption for the above theory in terms of these scale is

given by,
0 < § < 0y < 0,0 <52 < «<b,«<1. (46)

The energy-momentum conservation equation (9,7** = 0) and 9,J# = 0 can be

written as

De + (e + P)0 + agf(wwy,) — aswhu,d,wy, =0, (47)

(e + P)Du® + A0, P + ag( Du®)wwy, + agA™ 0, (ww,,)
+a105 (whwy,) =0, (48)
nd + Dn + 0,AJ" = 0. (49)

If we linearise the theory around a static equilibrium where the background quantities

are independent of space-time as considered in section II, then the contribution from
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the second order terms vanishes in the linearized form and consequently we have,

B,
270¢+ (ho)d0 = 0, (50)
(ho)%ua + AY,5P =0, (51)
0
nod0 + =dn = 0. (52)

If we consider the perturbation of the form §Q = §Qexp(-wt + ik - x), these leads to
ideal and stable propagation of perturbations with only longitudinal propagating modes,
wy = +icgk. So for the linear perturbation, the theory is causal and stable even without
any relation among the new transport coefficients for ideal evolution i.e., the theory
is stable and causal for linear perturbations irrespective of whether it is an ideal or
dissipative system. Now let us investigate whether the first order spin hydrodynamics
as discussed in Ref [8] gives the same dispersion in this order of scaling. If we put
the same order of scaling as in Eq. (46) with spin chemical potential tensor being
the vorticity -and it is the dominating order, then the spin hydrodynamics also has
no dissipation and we have only wy = +ic.k, since, then all the dissipative fluxes are
absent at that order, and the structure of EMT of ideal spin hydrodynamics becomes,
O = eutu? + PAM without any contribution from vorticity at all. So, in this scheme
of ordering of scales, since, the first order spin hydrodynamics becomes ideal, it bears
no problem of causality and stability.

However, if the spin chemical potential, though being of the same order as the
vorticity, is not identical to it, (which is the case in a general situation, since the
symmetric shear and the magnetic field can also be the cause of spin polarization),
then the surviving dissipative fluxes from Eq. (24) are ¢* = 4\TwHu, and ¢* =
—27[%(A“0‘8au” - AY@0ut) — Afo‘AKwP’\]. In that case the linear analysis around the
static background gives the longitudinal modes linear in transport coefficients, wy; =

+ikc, and wey = i—: and transverse modes linear in transport coefficient, wqy; = i—: and

£/ (8veo+vk2xs+87P0)2-327v2k2 (~eoxs—PoXs ) +8ve0+vkZx s +87 Py
w2tl - 2(EOXS+POXS)

, which give acausal diffusion.
In such situations, these modes have no counter part in the conventional equivalent
hydrodynamics. Moreover, in a general situation, the hierarchy (Eq.46) will not be
respected, where the first-order spin hydrodynamics with dissipative evolution will lead
to instability and acausal diffusion. So the equivalence of this particular form of the

second order theory with the spin hydrodynamics is not for a general case, rather, only
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for ideal situation. In such situation, due to absence of entropy generation mechanism,
the structures become equivalent from last two term in Eqs. (40) and (42). This ob-
servation can be further understood from the observation that the pseudo-gauge trans-
formed entropy currents are physically inequivalent for non-equilibrium evolution as
found in [9]. So, in non-equilibrium situation, the pseudo-gauge transformed form of it
is itself not equivalent to the untransformed one. However, the equivalent conventional
hydrodynamics is equivalent to the pseudo-gauge transformed spin hydrodynamics in
ideal limit. Therefore, the conventional theory is expected not to be equivalent to the
untransformed form of the spin-hydrodynamics. This suggests that, in the presence
of spin field, instead of the conventional formulation, it requires separate treatment as
an independent field with the development of second order spin-hydrodynamics where
problem of acausality and instability are absent.

Whether in this prescription of scales, the hydrodynamics will be always causal and
stable or not, can be further understood from the linear analysis of the equivalent spin
hydrodynamics that allows ideal evolution as reported in Ref [1]. In the following we
investigate the dispersion structure of the spin hydrodynamics with ideal evolution as
given in Ref. [1].

The ideal counter part of the spin-hydrodynamic energy momentum tensor can be

written as Ref [1]

1
O = eutu” + PAM™ + h”u* + htu” - 58,12“”” : (53)
. X
th At ==wh0,0,
wi 5 5w 15}
and X% = SHu.

The h¥ given above vanishes at first order, for static background. To have non-zero
h¥ at first order we consider a rotating background with background-equilibrium fluid
velocity profile,

ug = (_1a0a0avz) ) (54)
o
and we consider 2 to be very small (such that v, can be treated in first order pertur-

bation).

Then, with S# = ywH” the linearized conservation equations become,
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0= Dyde + hoV - o + 20 XUO 2(0:0.)(8u - 5u) + U%at(ag + 02+ P)ou (55)

0 = hoDodu’ + 1)25“%5]3 + 5P + %(af)(wi N %(atal)aw“ N %wé@lv Su

5@2( O\ (6h" - 5hy)—%5hi, (56)

where w9 = —%Uz&zéui— %5i25ulalvz and dw' = %(8i5u7 —070ut) + % (6= 0, 0u — 5720, 0u’).

We have in w-k space, with 6Q = 6Qe-“t-k2) where ) stands for hydrodynamic
fields, (it is to be noted that before this we considered the perturbations to be of the
form 6Q) = 0Qe "+ So here onward the real part of w would correspond to (oscillatory

or) wave mode.)

k, (voxw) . 5 ) on (k. (voxwen)) 1 ( vokyk, . 9 19 )
= —_— |- -x- kz + k2
0 56( Toer +icsk 1L Toes +0u { X +zw( s+ )

k, k. 2
—ihg (w = k,v,) } - iéuy (x (Uolgj + iwkxky)) - ixéuz (Uolljfz Wk, Z)

~ k. (voxw) . o on (k, (voxwen)) 1 (vokyk, . 5 o
0 = Je (_74LT06T + zcsky) + LToer + 5uy{zx (7L +iw (k2 + l{;z))

xT'vz . k2
—ihg (w—l{:zvz)}—iéum (X(—”OkLk +zw/€m/{:y))—1x5uz( ”OL ik k)

0= —idec? (wv, — k) + ou, (—iho (w-k.v,) - k- (onigf ~ K ) 2zxw2k v, + iixwkfﬂ)

ke (vox) (ke =k ) 1 2 Iy w? (vox)
+0uy (— 1T 4zxw kyv, + §ZXkakz ST

ky (vox) (ke - ky) 1 2 L. w? (UOX)
+ouy, (— 1L 4 ixwkyv, + §zxwkykz + 5

voxwk, , voxwk, .
O=5ux(— 0>2<L +(60+p0)(zkm))+5uy( 0>2<L +(eo+p0)(zky))

+0u, ((eo +po) (k) + i(ik‘)kxwvz) —ide (w - k,v,)
0 = ng (ik;) v —ion (w - k.v.), (57)

where €, = 26| . We have used O*T = L0ore — 29un, where ep = 25| . In the followin
on T €T €T ’ orT n

we consider ng = 0 and ¢, = 0. If we consider only the perturbation which propagates
in z-direction then k, = k, = 0, then from the above equations, for energy perturbation

we get

2(w = k,v,) (—4ih0 (w-Fkv,)+ onkz + 2ixw?k, Uz)] 58)
k (4eo + kxwv, + 4P0)

0= (56[2i0§ (k, —wv,) +

22



In case of non-rotating static background, v, = vy = 0, then the above equation has
solution w = +c4k. This is same as that of equivalent conventional hydrodynamics of

Ref. [1]. However, for small rotation and small vy, we get

kovo {(cZ - 2) - 3/4x0cikZ}  ivoxokZ

= skz -
Wi = £C 5 3L
= (59)
wWo =
? XOkzvz’

where, o = hio So, from the first two term of the above dispersion relation for wy it is
evident, that in the presence of rotation of the background the propagation speed gets
modified due to the presence of spin polarization arising from the vorticity (through non-

dR IxcZk2v. .
zero x). | Z(]:’l)| = X%Shozv - 2c2v, £ ¢, +v,. This means that for k, >

2/ c2v,-2(%cs)—2v,+2
3 /Xocsv/or
| > 1, i.e, the sound propagation becomes acausal. The third term tells about the

decay of the mode, though we have taken ideal evolution as in Ref [13], and this term
may lead to instability for a background rotation for which v, is negative. However, this
decay through the diffusion is acausal due to k2 dependence of this term. This means
that in the non-dissipative limit the prescribed spin hydrodyamics in Ref. [13] may
lead to acausal and unstable propagation. However, that implies that the equivalent
second order theory, being equivalent may lead to acausality and instability for rotating
background. The second mode is a wave mode whose propagation speed is inversely
proportional to x that is, to vorticity to spin conversion strength, and also reduces with
increasing rotation. The speed of this mode is higher for lower k., that means, such
modes with longer wave lengths propagates faster. This mode is there even if the sound
mode is not there (¢; = 0).

Apart from these modes, there are other modes. Taking sum of the first two equations

of set of equations given in Eq. (57), we get,
1
0= il (du, + ouy) (460kzvz — degw + 4Pk, v, + xwk? - 4P0w) . (60)

This gives the wave mode other than the sound as

4k, v,

= 1
4 - xok? (61

w

However, if we keep k, =k, (which follows from 6h* = 0, where §h* = 0 comes from 0h° =

0 and 0h° = 0 follows from the expression of h” in Eq. (53)) and make the perturbation
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of energy and z-component of velocity zero, then from the first two equations we get,
0= (du, - ouy) (—460 (w—k,v,) + 4Pk, v, + xwk? - 4P0w) {(—460 (w=k.v,) + 4Pk, v,
+2xwk? + ywk? - 4P0w}. (62)

This gives two modes

4u,k,
Wy =———
! 4 - Xok’g
4u,k,
wo Y (63)

T4 2y0k2 - xk2
These modes are wave-like mode and vanishes when there is no rotation of background
(v, =0). So for non-rotating homogeneous-static background, the conventional hydro-
dynamics of Ref. [1], its equivalent ideal spin hydrodynamics have only sound modes.
However, in the case of constant uniform rotation the spin hydrodynamics may become
unstable and acausal. So this equivalence in general makes the conventional second
order theory unusable, in the sense that it corresponds to a acausal form of the spin

hydrodynamics.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In the present work, we have carried out a linear mode analysis for the two differ-
ent set of equations of the relativistic spin-hydrodynamics to study the issues related
with the stability and causality. For the case of dissipative spin-hydrodynamics it is
found that the inclusion of spin-dynamics introduces new modes and instability to the
hydrodynamics. In this case, the spin-hydrodynamics seems to have the similar kinds
of pathologies as reported in the literature of relativistic NS equation [62]. We have
investigated the origin of the kind of instability in the theory discussed in Ref. [62]
and the origin is found the form of the heat fluxes. The spin dissipative dynamics is
characterized by three transport coefficients: i) v (associated with the shear-stress), ii)
A (associated with heat conduction) and y; (associated with the spin-dynamics). In
the absence of regular dissiapation (, nand x = 0, in the longitudinal modes discribed

by Eq. 30, the first two modes exhibit acausal behaviour as |d°;1k’21| can exceed the speed

of light. Similar behaviour can be seen in the regular relativistic NS equation also (see
Eq. 30 with ¢, nand x = 0). The third mode (in Eq. 30) is a new-mode, which is con-

ditionally unstable and it can also have the acausal behaviour. The fourth mode (in
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Eq. 30) is purely an unstable mode and it has counter part in the relativistic NS equa-
tion (see the last mode in Eq. 30 with ¢, nand x = 0). The transverse modes described
by Eq. 34 also exhibit acausality and instability. Here the second and third equations
are the new modes arising due to the spin dynamics. In this case also the transport coef-
ficient A can drive the instability under certain conditions. It is evident from the modes
that the presence of spin polarization affects the hydrodynamic responses through new

coefficients in spin hydrodynamics.

We also studied the stability of the dissipationless spin-dynamics described in Ref. [1].
In this case the linear-mode analysis was performed for the following two background
states of the fluid velocity: i) when the fluid was static and ii) when the fluid was
having a constant vorticity. For the first case it is shown that the fluid supports only
the sound waves. In the second case, the background velocity is in z-direction with
constant vorticity in x and y directions. In this case, it is possible to study the normal
Fourier modes in z direction. The normal modes for this case are described by Eq. 59.
Here, the first equation may give an instability for vy < 0. But the reason for the
instability can be attributed to the source of free energy provided by the finite flow
velocity of the background. The flow velocity can also alters sound speed. However, if
we calculate |fl—‘,;’i|, which may exceed the speed of light. There is an equivalent second-
order dissipationless conventional hydrodynamical theory as reported in Ref. [1]. The
underlying pseudo-gauge transformation may give the similar kind of dispersion relation
described by Eq. 59. These issues make the conventional second-order theory in Ref. [1]
and its equivalent spin-hydrodynamics inadequate to describe the hydrodynamics with

the spin for a general situation.

Thus we have analysed acausal behaviour and unphysical instability arising in the
relativistic spin-hydrodynamics. We believe that our linear analysis shows that rela-
tivistic spin-hydrodynamics faces similar issues faced by relativistic NS equation but
the spin-dynamics brings in new complexities. This points towards the need for causal

and stable theories with the spin density as an independent hydrodynamic field, which
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are free from such issues, to describe the spin dynamics for spin-polarized fluid.
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