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Linear stability of Israel-Stewart theory in the presence of net-charge diffusion was investigated in
[Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 116009] for the case of a massless, classical gas of noninteracting particles.
However, in that work only a vanishing net-charge background was considered. In this work, we
extend that study to the case of a nonvanishing background charge. We find that this effectively
results in a change of the numeric value of the charge-diffusion coefficient, in a way that when the
background charge goes to infinity, this coefficient can become at most four times its value at zero
background charge. We also extend the analysis of [Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 116009] by performing a
systematic parameter study in the plane of charge-diffusion coefficient vs. the coupling term between
shear-stress and net-charge diffusion. In this plane, we identify regions where the solutions remain
stable and causal and where they become acausal and/or unstable.

I. INTRODUCTION

Strong-interaction matter in extreme conditions of
temperature and density was present in the early Uni-
verse and still exists in the core of neutron stars. In the
laboratory, it can be created in collisions of heavy atomic
nuclei at ultrarelativistic energies. The bulk evolution of
matter created in such collisions can be well described
by relativistic dissipative fluid dynamics (for a recent
review, see Ref. [1], and refs. therein). However, the
straightforward relativistic generalization [2, 3] of non-
relativistic Navier-Stokes theory is acausal and unstable
[4]. The physical reason for this is that in Navier-Stokes
theory the dissipative currents, i.e., bulk viscous pres-
sure, net-charge diffusion current, and shear-stress ten-
sor relax instantaneously to the corresponding dissipative
forces, i.e., expansion scalar, gradients of thermal poten-
tial, and fluid shear tensor, respectively. In order to cure
this problem, Israel and Stewart developed a so-called
transient, or second-order, theory of relativistic dissipa-
tive fluid dynamics [5–7], which introduces certain time
scales over which the dissipative currents relax to the val-
ues given by the dissipative forces. Israel-Stewart theory
was shown to be causal and stable in the linear regime
[8–10], provided these so-called relaxation times are suf-
ficiently large, as demonstrated in Refs. [11, 12]. In these
works, the causality and stability of Israel-Stewart the-
ory was analyzed in the case of bulk and shear stress, ne-
glecting the effects of net-charge diffusion. Including net-
charge diffusion, linear stability and causality of Israel-
Stewart theory was addressed in Ref. [13] for the case of
a massless, classical gas of noninteracting particles, how-
ever, only for a vanishing net-charge background.

In this work, we extend the analysis of Ref. [13] in two
ways: (i) we consider the case of nonvanishing net-charge
background, and (ii) we perform a more systematic study
of causality and stability in the plane of net-charge dif-

fusion coefficient vs. coupling between shear-stress and
net-charge diffusion.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. II we re-
call the equations of motion of relativistic second-order
dissipative fluid dynamics. In Sec. III, these equations
are linearized in perturbations on a background which
has constant nonzero energy density, net-charge density,
and velocity, respectively. The perturbations of the fluid-
dynamical quantities are tensor-decomposed with respect
to the direction of propagation of the perturbation. We
find that a nonzero net-charge background only affects
the longitudinal perturbations, while the transverse ones
are the same as for zero net-charge background. In Sec.
IV we systematically analyze the dispersion relations of
the longitudinal perturbations in the plane of net-charge
diffusion coefficient vs. coupling between shear-stress and
net-charge diffusion. We identify various regions in this
plane: a region where the system is acausal and thus, in a
moving background, unstable, a region where the system
is stable and causal, and a region where the system is
unstable but remains causal. The latter two regions can
be further subdivided according to the specific behavior
of the dispersion relations, which differ qualitatively in
these regions. We conclude this work with a summary
and an outlook in Sec. V.

We use natural units ~ = kB = c ≡ 1 and work
in flat Minkowski space with metric tensor gµν =
diag(+,−,−,−). The spacetime four-vector is denoted
as Xµ ≡ (t,x)T and the four-wave number as Kµ ≡
(ω,k)T .
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II. SECOND-ORDER DISSIPATIVE FLUID
DYNAMICS

The basic equations of fluid dynamics are the conser-
vation laws for charge and energy-momentum,

∂µN
µ = 0 , (1)

∂µT
µν = 0 . (2)

In the Landau frame, the fluid four-velocity uµ follows
the flow of energy, such that the tensor decomposition
of the charge current and the energy-momentum tensor
reads

Nµ = nuµ + nµ , (3)

Tµν = εuµuν − (P + Π)∆µν + πµν . (4)

Here, n and ε are the charge density and the energy
density in the fluid rest frame, P is the pressure, Π is
the bulk viscous pressure, nµ is the charge diffusion cur-
rent and πµν is the shear-stress tensor. Furthermore,
∆µν ≡ gµν − uµuν is the projector onto the three-
space orthogonal to uµ. For further use we denote the
projection of a four-vector Aµ onto this three-space as
A〈µ〉 ≡ ∆µ

νA
ν .

Inserting Eqs. (3) and (4) into Eqs. (1) and (2), re-
spectively, and projecting Eq. (2) onto uµ and ∆µν , re-
spectively, we arrive at the tensor-projected conservation
laws,

0 = Dn+ nθ +∇µnµ − nµDuµ , (5)

0 = Dε+ (ε+ P + Π)θ − πµνσµν , (6)

0 = (ε+ P + Π)Duµ −∇µ(P + Π)

+ ∆µ
ν∇λπνλ − πµνDuν . (7)

Here, the comoving derivative of a quantity A is de-
fined as DA ≡ uµ∂µA, while the covariant spatial gradi-
ent is denoted as ∇µ ≡ ∆µν∂ν . Moreover, θ ≡ ∂µu

µ

is the expansion scalar, while σµν ≡ ∂〈µuν〉 is the
shear tensor. Here, the tracefree symmetrized projec-
tion of a rank-2 tensor Aµν onto the three-space or-
thogonal to uµ is denoted as A〈µν〉 ≡ ∆µν

αβA
αβ , where

∆µν
αβ ≡

1
2 (∆µ

α∆ν
β + ∆µ

β∆ν
α − 2

3∆µν∆αβ).

Equations (1) and (2) are five equations for four-
teen unknowns, such that we need to provide nine addi-
tional equations to close the system of equations of mo-
tion. In second-order dissipative fluid dynamics, these
are relaxation-type equations for the dissipative currents
Π, nµ, and πµν , which can be derived from an underlying

microscopic theory, e.g., the Boltzmann equation [14],

τΠDΠ + Π = −ζθ − `Πn∇µnµ − τΠnnµ∇µP
−δΠΠΠθ − λΠnn

µ∇µα+ λΠππ
µνσµν ,

(8)

τnDn
〈µ〉 + nµ = κ∇µα− τnnνωνµ

−δnnnµθ − `nΠ∇µΠ + `nπ∆µν∇απαν
+τnΠΠ∇µP − τnππµν∇νP − λnnnνσµν

+λnΠΠ∇µα− λnππµν∇να , (9)

τπDπ
〈µν〉 + πµν = 2ησµν + 2τππ

〈µ
λ ω

ν〉λ − δπππµνθ

−τπππλ〈µσν〉λ + λπΠΠσµν − τπnn〈µ∇ν〉P
+`πn∇〈µnν〉 + λπnn

〈µ∇ν〉α , (10)

with α ≡ βµ, β = 1/T , and ωµν ≡ (∇µuν − ∇νuµ)/2
being the fluid vorticity.

The first terms on the right-hand sides of Eqs. (8) –
(10) are the Navier-Stokes terms, with the bulk-viscosity
coefficient ζ, the charge-diffusion coefficient κ, and the
shear-viscosity coefficient η. These terms are so-called
first-order terms, since they are proportional to gradients
of the primary fluid-dynamical variables α, β (or n, ε),
and uµ.

The coefficients of the first terms on the left-hand sides
of Eqs. (8) – (10) are the relaxation times τΠ, τn, and τπ
for the dissipative currents. These terms are of first or-
der in gradients of dissipative currents. If the dissipative
currents are counted as small quantities, i.e., being of the
same order as gradients, these terms are of second order.
Similar terms also appear on the right-hand sides of Eqs.
(8) – (10), with coefficients `Πn, `nΠ, `nπ, and `πn, re-
spectively. All of these terms will play a role in our linear
stability analysis in the next section.

The other terms appearing in Eqs. (8) – (10) are for-
mally also of second order in small quantities, since they
involve the products of a dissipative current with the gra-
dient of a primary fluid-dynamical quantity. However,
they are nonlinear terms in the sense of a linear stability
analysis, since they involve the product of perturbations,
and will thus be neglected in the following. We remark
that second-order dissipative fluid dynamics also features
additional second-order terms. These are either of second
order in the gradients of primary fluid-dynamical quan-
tities or of second order in dissipative currents [14, 15].
These terms have already been neglected in Eqs. (8) –
(10), since, for the same reasons as the other terms in
these equations, they will not play a role in a linear sta-
bility analysis.

III. LINEAR STABILITY ANALYSIS

In this section, we linearize the fluid-dynamical equa-
tions of motion (5) – (10), i.e., we consider small per-
turbations around a global-equilibrium state, with β0 ≡
1/T0, α0 = β0µ0, and a fluid four-velocity uµ0 , which is
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time-like and normalized, u0µu
µ
0 = 1. We also intro-

duce the projector ∆µν
0 ≡ gµν − uµ0u

ν
0 onto the three-

space orthogonal to uµ0 , as well as the comoving deriva-
tive D0A ≡ uµ0∂µA and the covariant spatial gradient
∇µ0 ≡ ∆µ

0ν∂
ν with respect to uµ0 . Analogously, the trace-

free symmetric rank-4 projection operator orthogonal to
uµ0 reads ∆µν

0αβ ≡
1
2 (∆µ

0α∆ν
0β + ∆µ

0β∆ν
0α − 2

3∆µν
0 ∆0αβ).

The pressure is obtained using an equation of state of
the form P ≡ P (α, β). Perturbations δP of the pressure
are therefore not independent of the perturbations δα
and δβ. Applying a standard thermodynamic relation for
perturbations around the global-equilibrium background
leads to

β0δP = n0 δα− w0δβ , (11)

where n0 ≡ n(α0, β0), w0 ≡ ε0 + P0, ε0 ≡ ε(α0, β0), and
P0 = P (α0, β0) are charge density, enthalpy density, en-
ergy density, and pressure of the global-equilibrium back-
ground. Choosing δα and δβ as the independent per-
turbations, we also express the perturbations in energy
density and charge density as

δε =
∂ε0

∂α0

∣∣∣∣
β0

δα+
∂ε0

∂β0

∣∣∣∣
α0

δβ , (12)

δn =
∂n0

∂α0

∣∣∣∣
β0

δα+
∂n0

∂β0

∣∣∣∣
α0

δβ . (13)

In the global-equilibrium state all dissipative currents
vanish, Π0 = πµν0 = nµ0 = qµ0 = 0, such that we obtain
for the independent perturbations

α = α0 + δα , (14)

β = β0 + δβ , (15)

uµ = uµ0 + δuµ , (16)

Π = δΠ , (17)

nµ = δnµ , (18)

πµν = δπµν , (19)

Note that, to first order in perturbations, we also have
the relations uµ0 δuµ = uµ0 δnµ = uµ0 δπµν = 0.

Inserting Eqs. (14) – (19) into Eqs. (5) – (10), and ne-
glecting terms of second order in perturbations, we arrive
at the following system of equations of motion,

0 =
∂n0

∂α0

∣∣∣∣
β0

D0δα+
∂n0

∂β0

∣∣∣∣
α0

D0δβ

+ n0∇0µδu
µ +∇0µδn

µ , (20)

0 =
∂ε0

∂α0

∣∣∣∣
β0

D0δα+
∂ε0

∂β0

∣∣∣∣
α0

D0δβ + w0∇0µδu
µ , (21)

0 = w0D0δu
µ −∇µ0

(
n0

β0
δα− w0

β0
δβ + δΠ

)
+ ∆µ

0ν∇0λδπ
νλ , (22)

0 = τΠD0δΠ + δΠ + ζ∇0µδu
µ + `Πn∇0µδn

µ , (23)

0 = τn∆µ
0νD0δn

ν + δnµ − κ∇µ0 δα
+ `nΠ∇µ0 δΠ− `nπ∆µν

0 ∇0αδπ
α
ν , (24)

0 = τπ∆µν
0αβD0δπ

αβ + δπµν − 2η∆µν
0αβ∇

α
0 δu

β

− `πn∇〈µ0 δnν〉 . (25)

We now solve the system (20) – (25) of linear partial
differential equations in Fourier space, i.e., we Fourier-
transform the perturbations as

δA(X) =

∫
d4K

(2π)4
δÃ(K) eiKµX

µ

, (26)

where A ∈ {α, β, uµ,Π, nµ, πµν}. Following Ref. [13] we
introduce the quantities

Ω ≡ uµ0Kµ , κµ ≡ ∆µν
0 Kν . (27)

Here, Ω and κµ correspond to the frequency and the wave
number of the perturbation in the rest frame of the back-
ground fluid velocity uµ0 . In Fourier space, the system
(20) – (25) then reads

0 = Ω

(
∂n0

∂α0

∣∣∣∣
β0

δα̃+
∂n0

∂β0

∣∣∣∣
α0

δβ̃

)
+ n0κµ δũ

µ + κµ δñ
µ , (28)

0 = Ω

(
∂ε0

∂α0

∣∣∣∣
β0

δα̃+
∂ε0

∂β0

∣∣∣∣
α0

δβ̃

)
+ w0κµ δũ

µ , (29)

0 = w0Ω δũµ − κµ
(
n0

β0
δα̃− w0

β0
δβ̃ + δΠ̃

)
+ κν δπ̃

µν , (30)

0 = (1 + iτΠΩ)δΠ̃ + iζκµ δũ
µ + i`Πnκµ δñ

µ , (31)

0 = (1 + iτnΩ)δñµ − iκκµ δα̃
+ i`nΠκ

µ δΠ̃− i`nπκν δπ̃µν , (32)

0 = (1 + iτπΩ)δπ̃µν − 2iη∆µν
0αβκ

α δũβ

− i`πn∆µν
0αβκα δñβ . (33)

Perturbations in the direction of the covariant wave num-
ber κµ will decouple from those orthogonal to κµ. In
order to see this, we now tensor-decompose all quanti-
ties with respect to κµ. To this end, we introduce the
projection operator

∆µν
κ ≡ gµν − κ̂µκ̂ν , (34)

where κ̂µ ≡ κµ/κ and κ ≡ √−κµκµ is the modu-
lus of the wave number. (Note that Ref. [13] defines
∆µν
κ with an additional term −uµ0uν0 , making it a two-

space projector onto the subspace orthogonal to both
κµ and uµ0 . This is not really necessary, as all vector-
and tensor-like perturbations in Eqs. (28) – (33) are al-
ready orthogonal to uµ0 .) Furthermore, the correspond-
ing symmetric traceless rank-4 projection operator reads
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∆µν
κ,αβ ≡

1
2 (∆µ

κ,α∆ν
κ,β+∆µ

κ,β∆ν
κ,α− 2

3∆µν
κ ∆κ,αβ). A four-

vector Aµ is then decomposed as

Aµ ≡ A‖κ̂µ +Aµ⊥ , (35)

with

A‖ ≡ −κ̂µAµ , Aµ⊥ ≡ ∆µν
κ Aν , (36)

and the decomposition of a symmetric rank-2 tensor Bµν

reads

Bµν ≡ B‖
(
κ̂µκ̂ν +

1

3
∆µν
κ

)
+Bµ⊥κ̂

ν +Bν⊥κ̂
µ +Bµν⊥ ,

(37)

with

B‖ ≡ Bµν κ̂µκ̂ν , (38)

Bµ⊥ ≡ −∆µλ
κ κ̂νBλν , (39)

Bµν⊥ ≡ ∆µν
κ,αβB

αβ . (40)

Upon tensor-decomposing Eqs. (28) – (33) with respect
to κ̂µ we obtain six equations for the perturbations par-
allel to κµ,

0 = Ω

(
∂n0

∂α0

∣∣∣∣
β0

δα̃+
∂n0

∂β0

∣∣∣∣
α0

δβ̃

)
− n0κ δũ‖ − κ δñ‖ ,

(41)

0 = Ω

(
∂ε0

∂α0

∣∣∣∣
β0

δα̃+
∂ε0

∂β0

∣∣∣∣
α0

δβ̃

)
− w0κ δũ‖ , (42)

0 = w0Ω δũ‖ − κ
(
n0

β0
δα̃− w0

β0
δβ̃ + δΠ̃

)
− κ δπ̃‖ , (43)

0 = (1 + iτΠΩ)δΠ̃− iζκ δũ‖ − i`Πnκ δñ‖ , (44)

0 = (1 + iτnΩ)δñ‖ − iκκ δα̃+ i`nΠκ δΠ̃ + i`nπκ δπ̃‖ ,

(45)

0 = (1 + iτπΩ)δπ̃‖ −
4

3
iηκ δũ‖ −

2

3
i`πnκ δñ‖ , (46)

three equations for the vector-like perturbations orthog-
onal to κ̂µ,

0 = w0Ω δũµ⊥ − κ δπ̃
µ
⊥ , (47)

0 = (1 + iτnΩ)δñµ⊥ + i`nπκ δπ̃
µ
⊥ , (48)

0 = (1 + iτπΩ)δπ̃µ⊥ − iηκ δũ
µ
⊥ − i

`πn
2
κ δñµ⊥ , (49)

as well as one equation for the tensor-like perturbation
orthogonal to κ̂µ,

0 = (1 + iτπΩ)δπ̃µν⊥

− i

9
κ
(
2η δũ‖ + `πn δñ‖

)
(∆µν

κ − u
µ
0u

ν
0) . (50)

Again following Ref. [13], we introduce the time scales

τη ≡
η

w0
, τκ ≡

κ
n̄0

, τζ ≡
ζ

w0
, (51)

where

n̄0 ≡
β0

4
w0 . (52)

In the case of a classical ultrarelativistic gas (i.e., with
equation of state P = n̄T = ε/3), n̄0 corresponds to
the total charge density. We then make all quantities
dimensionless, i.e., we measure all length and time scales
in units of τη. (Equivalently, we could have also measured
them in units of τκ or, in the presence of bulk viscosity, τζ .
However, taking the limit κ, ζ → 0 is then not possible.)
Furthermore, we measure quantities with the dimension
of energy density in units of w0 and quantities with the
dimension of density in units of n̄0. Consequently, the
dimensionful variables are transformed to dimensionless
ones as follows,

Ω̂ ≡ τηΩ , κ̂ ≡ τηκ , τ̂Π,n,π,κ,ζ ≡
τΠ,n,π,κ,ζ

τη
,

δX̃ ≡ δΠ̃

w0
, δξ̃µ ≡ δñµ

n0
, δχ̃µν ≡ δπ̃µν

w0
,

L̂nπ ≡
4`nπ
β0τη

, L̂πn ≡
β0`πn
4τη

,

L̂nΠ ≡
4`nΠ

β0τη
, L̂Πn ≡

β0`Πn
4τη

, (53)

For dimensionless variables, Eqs. (41) – (46) can be writ-
ten in the following matrix form,
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1
n̄0

∂n0

∂α0
Ω̂ β0

n̄0

∂n0

∂β0
Ω̂ −n0

n̄0
κ̂ 0 −κ̂ 0

1
w0

∂ε0
∂α0

Ω̂ β0

w0

∂ε0
∂β0

Ω̂ −κ̂ 0 0 0

− n0

4n̄0
κ̂ κ̂ Ω̂ −κ̂ 0 −κ̂

0 0 −iτ̂ζ κ̂ 1 + iτ̂ΠΩ̂ −iL̂Πnκ̂ 0

−iτ̂κκ̂ 0 0 iL̂nΠκ̂ 1 + iτ̂nΩ̂ iL̂nπκ̂
0 0 − 4

3 iκ̂ 0 − 2
3 iL̂πnκ̂ 1 + iτ̂πΩ̂





δα̃

δβ̃/β0

δũ‖

δX̃

δξ̃‖

δχ̃‖


=



0

0

0

0

0

0


. (54)

After introducing dimensionless variables, Eqs. (47) –
(49) for the transverse fluctuations look exactly like Eq.
(88) in Ref. [13], i.e., a nonzero background charge does
not influence these modes. We will therefore not con-
sider them further in the following. Furthermore, using
Eq. (46) one shows that the tensor-like fluctuation, Eq.
(50), obeys (after introducing dimensionless variables)

δχ̃µν⊥ =
1

6
δχ̃‖ (∆µν

κ − u
µ
0u

ν
0) , (55)

i.e., it follows the longitudinal fluctuation δχ̃‖. Thus, we
also do not need to consider this mode any longer. We
therefore focus exclusively on the longitudinal fluctua-
tions in the remainder of this paper.

For the explicit calculation of the longitudinal modes
we consider an ideal gas of classical, massless particles,
i.e., the velocity of sound (squared) is c2s = 1/3 and the
bulk viscous pressure vanishes. Furthermore, w0 = 4P0,
n̄0 = P0β0, and from the thermodynamic identity (11)
and n0 = 2g/(π2β3

0) sinhα0, where g is the number of
internal degrees of freedom, we derive

∂n0

∂α0
= n̄0 ,

∂n0

∂β0
= −3

n0

β0
, (56)

∂ε0

∂α0
= 3

n0

β0
,

∂ε0

∂β0
= −3

w0

β0
. (57)

In this case, Eq. (54) reduces to



Ω̂ −3n0

n̄0
Ω̂ −n0

n̄0
κ̂ −κ̂ 0

3n0

4n̄0
Ω̂ −3Ω̂ −κ̂ 0 0

− n0

4n̄0
κ̂ κ̂ Ω̂ 0 −κ̂

−iτ̂κκ̂ 0 0 1 + iτ̂nΩ̂ iL̂nπκ̂
0 0 − 4

3 iκ̂ −
2
3 iL̂πnκ̂ 1 + iτ̂πΩ̂




δα̃

δβ̃/β0

δũ‖

δξ̃‖

δχ̃‖

 =


0

0

0

0

0

 . (58)

In order to obtain nontrivial solutions of this linear sys-
tem of equations one has to require that the determinant
of the coefficient matrix vanishes. This leads to the fol-
lowing condition:

0 =

[(
Ω̂2 − κ̂2

3

)(
1 + iτ̂πΩ̂

)
− 4

3
iκ̂2Ω̂

]
×
[
Ω̂
(

1 + iτ̂nΩ̂
)
− iτ̃κκ̂2

]
− 2

3
L̂nπL̂πn

(
Ω̂2 − κ̂2

3

)
κ̂2Ω̂ , (59)

where

τ̃κ ≡ τ̂κ

[
1− 3

4

(
n0

n̄0

)2
]−1

. (60)

Comparing Eq. (59) with Eq. (113) of Ref. [13], we ob-
serve that the only effect of a nonvanishing background

charge is that the relaxation time τ̂κ is replaced by τ̃κ.
Varying the background charge n0 from 0 to ±n̄0 (which
are the limiting values when α0 → ±∞), the relaxation
time τ̃κ assumes values from τ̂κ to 4τ̂κ, i.e., it becomes
at most four times longer than in the case of zero back-
ground charge.

For later purpose, we also write Eq. (59) in the form
of Eq. (114) of Ref. [13],

−AΩ̂5 + iBΩ̂4 + (1 + 2ASκ̂2)Ω̂3

− i

3
BDκ̂2Ω̂2 − 1

3
(1 + E κ̂2)κ̂2Ω̂ +

i

3
τ̃κκ̂

4 = 0 , (61)

where we defined

A ≡ τ̂π τ̂n , (62)

B ≡ τ̂π + τ̂n , (63)
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C ≡ τ̂n −
1

2
L̂nπL̂πn , (64)

D ≡ 1 +
3τ̃κ + 4

B
, (65)

E ≡ (4 + τ̂π)τ̃κ −
2

3
L̂nπL̂πn , (66)

M≡ E
3A

, (67)

S ≡ A+ 3τ̂π τ̃κ + 4C
6A

(68)

R ≡
√
S2 −M . (69)

These quantities correspond to those defined in Eqs. (90),
(91), (115) – (118) of Ref. [13], with the obvious replace-
ment τ̂κ → τ̃κ.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we discuss the solutions of Eq. (59)
or Eq. (61), respectively. These equations contain four

different parameters: τ̂π, τ̂n, τ̃κ, and L̂nπL̂πn. Further-
more, one can choose direction and magnitude of the
background velocity uµ0 .

In order to facilitate comparison with the results of Ref.
[13], we fix τ̂π = 5, τ̂n = 27/4 = 6.75, and τ̂κ = 9/16,
corresponding to a constant cross section in binary scat-
tering of particles. Thus, we will study the influence
of varying τ̃κ (from τ̂κ = 9/16 to its maximum value

4τ̂κ = 9/4) and L̂nπL̂πn on the solutions of Eq. (59). We
note that, for an ultrarelativistic gas of massless parti-
cles with constant cross section, kinetic theory in the 14-
moment approximation predicts `nπ = β0τn/20, `πn = 0

[14], i.e., L̂nπL̂πn = 0, while a summation of all moments
gives `nπ ' 0.02837β0τn, `πn ' −0.56960 τπ/β0 [16], i.e.,

L̂nπL̂πn ' −0.01616 τ̂π τ̂n. For τ̂π = 5 and τ̂n = 27/4, we

thus have L̂nπL̂πn ' −0.54538.
In order to keep the discussion as general as possi-

ble, we will also allow for a nonzero background velocity.
Without loss of generality, we take the three-velocity to
point into the x-direction, such that uµ0 = γ(1, V, 0, 0)T ,

with the Lorentz gamma factor γ ≡ (1 − V 2)−1/2. We
only study perturbations travelling in the same direction,
Kµ = (ω, k, 0, 0)T , such that

Ω̂ = γ(ω̂ − V k̂) ,

−κ̂µκ̂µ ≡ κ̂2 = γ2(ω̂V − k̂)2 , (70)

where we have used Eqs. (27) and (53).
We first discuss the general structure of the solution to

Eq. (61). Subsequently, we consider stability and causal-
ity in a background at rest, as well as in a moving back-
ground. Deriving analytically the solution in the limiting
cases of zero and infinite wave number allows to deduce
conditions which delineate the regions of (in)stability and

(a)causality in the τ̃κ − L̂nπL̂πn plane. Finally, we sup-
port our findings by showing the numerically computed
solutions for selected points in this plane.

A. General structure of solution to Eq. (61)

After inserting Eq. (70), Eq. (61) is a polynomial of
order five in ω̂ and thus has five solutions: two sound
modes, ω̂s±(k̂), one mode associated with charge trans-

port, ω̂α(k̂), one mode associated with charge diffusion,

ω̂n(k̂), and one mode associated with shear-stress, ω̂π(k̂).
(Note that Ref. [13] chooses a different notation, there the
sound modes are denoted as ωsound

± , while ω̂α → ωBL,−,

ω̂n → ωBL,+, and ω̂π → ωshear.) The first three are hy-

drodynamic modes, i.e., they vanish in the limit k̂ → 0,
while the latter two are non-hydrodynamic modes, i.e.,

they assume finite values in the limit k̂ → 0.

This can be best seen taking the background at rest,

V = 0, for which k̂ → κ̂ and ω̂i → Ω̂i, cf. Eq. (70), and
considering Eq. (61) for small wave numbers κ̂� 1. The
five solutions then assume the form

Ω̂s±(κ̂) = ± 1√
3
κ̂+O(κ̂2) , (71)

Ω̂α(κ̂) = iτ̃κκ̂
2 +O(κ̂3) , (72)

Ω̂n(κ̂) =
i

τ̂n
+O(κ̂2) , (73)

Ω̂π(κ̂) =
i

τ̂π
+O(κ̂2) . (74)

Equations (71) – (74) will help us to identify the modes
when solving Eq. (61) numerically.

B. Stability and causality in a background at rest

The stability and causality of the solution of Eq. (61)
in a background at rest was extensively discussed in Ref.
[13]. In essence, our case mirrors their results, except for
the obvious replacement τ̂κ → τ̃κ.

At κ̂� 1, all modes appear stable, cf. Eqs. (71) – (74).
However, Eq. (61) is of fourth order in the wave number
κ̂, while in a moving background it is of fifth order in

k̂ (because for V > 0 the fifth-order term Ω̂5 now also

introduces a fifth-order term k̂5). A moving background
allows to reveal an instability which is hidden for V = 0.
In order to see this, we will consider the solutions of

Eq. (61) for k̂ = 0 in the case of a moving background.
This was already done in Ref. [13] and we just repeat the
discussion for the sake of completeness in Sec. IV C.

Considering the group velocity of the modes in the
limit κ̂→∞ allows to test causality of the system. Defin-
ing

T± ≡
√
S ±R (75)

and inserting the Ansatz Ω̂ = cκ̂ + d + O(κ̂−1), one de-
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termines the solutions of Eq. (61) as

Ω̂0(κ̂) = i
τ̃κ
E

+O(κ̂−1) , (76)

Ω̂±±′(κ̂) = ±′T± κ̂+
i

A
3BT 4

± − BDT 2
± + τ̃κ

15T 4
± − 18ST 2

± + 3M
+O(κ̂−1) , (77)

cf. Eqs. (124) and (125) of Ref. [13]. Here, the index
±±′ stands for the four different combinations ++, +−,
−+, and−−, and thus parametrizes four different modes.
Together with the first solution Ω̂0(κ̂) one thus recovers
the five independent solutions of Eq. (61). It is, however,
not immediately obvious how these modes are related to
the ones at κ̂� 1, cf. Eqs. (71) – (74). As it will turn out,

Ω̂+±(κ̂) are the two sound modes called Ω̂s±(κ̂) in Eq.

(71), while Ω̂−−(κ̂) is always identical with the charge-

diffusion mode Ω̂n(κ̂) in Eq. (72). We will see below

that the assignment of the remaining two modes Ω̂0(κ̂)

and Ω̂−+(κ̂) with the charge-transport mode Ω̂α(κ̂), Eq.

(73), and the shear mode Ω̂π(κ̂), Eq. (74), depends on

the values of the parameters τ̃κ and L̂nπL̂πn.
Considering the imaginary parts of the modes in Eqs.

(76) and (77), the authors of Ref. [13] derived further
conditions for the stability of the system. In our case,
the analogous conditions read

(i) τ̃κ/E ≥ 0,

(ii) T± are real, and

(iii) ±(3BT 4
± − BDT 2

± + τ̃κ)/(12RT 2
±) ≥ 0.

Note that, in order to write condition (iii) in this form,
we have further simplified the denominator in the second
term on the right-hand side of Eq. (77). Clearly, since
A > 0, τ̃κ > 0, condition (i) is identical to the require-
ment thatM≥ 0, cf. Eq. (67). But then also R ≤ S, cf.
Eq. (69), and T− is real. We can therefore dispense with
condition (i), as it is contained in condition (ii). The last
condition (iii) is equivalent to the requirements

(iii.1) 3BT 4
+ − BDT 2

+ + τ̃κ > 0 , (78)

(iii.2) 3BT 4
− − BDT 2

− + τ̃κ < 0 . (79)

From Eqs. (76), (77) we observe that, provided T±
is real, i.e., condition (ii) is fulfilled, only the modes

Ω̂±±′(κ̂) possess nonvanishing real parts and thus are

propagating modes. In this case, the modes Ω̂+±(κ̂) are

the sound modes Ω̂s±(κ̂), with group velocities

lim
κ̂→∞

∂ReΩ̂s±(κ̂)

∂κ̂
= ±T+ . (80)

The modes Ω̂−±(κ̂) are the charge-transport and charge-

diffusion modes Ω̂α,n(κ̂), with group velocities

lim
κ̂→∞

∂ReΩ̂α,n(κ̂)

∂κ̂
= ±T− . (81)

This leaves Ω̂0(κ̂) ≡ Ω̂π(κ̂) as the nonpropagating mode.

As long as T− is real, Ω̂−+(κ̂) corresponds to the charge-
transport mode, and not to the shear mode. This changes
for imaginary T−. Causality of the system now requires
that

T± ≤ 1 , (82)

cf. Eq. (126) of Ref. [13].

C. Causality and stability in a moving background

We now generalize the results of the previous subsec-

tion to the case V > 0. The solutions for k̂ = 0 in a
moving background have already been discussed in Ref.
[13]. We just repeat the discussion here for the sake of

completeness. Considering Eq. (61) for k̂ = 0 leads to

three solutions ω̂s±,α(k̂ = 0) = 0, corresponding to the
two sound modes and the charge-transport mode. This is
analogous to the case when the background is at rest, cf.
Eqs. (71) and (72). The other two solutions correspond
to the shear and charge-diffusion modes,

ω̂π,n(k̂ = 0) = i
τ̃κV

4 + B(3−DV 2)±
√

[τ̃κV 4 + B(3−DV 2)]
2 − 12A(3− V 2)(1− 2SV 2 +MV 4)

6γA(1− 2SV 2 +MV 4)
. (83)

Note that there is a factor of 2 missing in the denominator
of Eq. (132) of Ref. [13]. Other than that, these solutions
are the same, except for the obvious replacement τ̂κ →

τ̃κ. In the limit V → 0, Eq. (83) reduces to

ω̂n(k̂ = 0) =
i

τ̂n
, ω̂π(k̂ = 0) =

i

τ̂π
, (84)
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as expected, cf. Eqs. (73) and (74). For V > 0, one must
have 1 − 2SV 2 +MV 4 > 0, otherwise one solution is
always unstable. The equality 1− 2SV 2 +MV 4 = 0 has
two roots V± = 1/T∓, and one must ensure that already
the smaller one, V− = 1/T+, is larger than one, or equiv-
alently T+ < 1, otherwise there exists a frame which
moves with a velocity V which fulfills 1/T+ < V ≤ 1.
But T+ is exactly the modulus of the asymptotic group
velocity of the sound modes, cf. Eq. (80), so this require-
ment is identical to the requirement that this asymptotic
group velocity remains causal. As already noted in Ref.

[13], the causality of the solution for k̂ →∞ implies the

stability at k̂ = 0, or vice versa, a violation of causality
would imply an instability.

In addition, one needs to makes sure that τ̃κV
4 +B(3−

DV 2) > 0. The equality τ̃κV
4 +B(3−DV 2) = 0 has two

roots,

V 2
± =

1

2τ̃κ

(
BD ±

√
B2D2 − 12τ̃κB

)
. (85)

Again, one must ensure that the smaller one is outside
the physical region, i.e., V 2

− ≥ 1, which leads to the re-
quirement τ̂π + τ̂n ≥ 2+ τ̃κ, cf. Eq. (139) of Ref. [13]. For
our choice of parameters, this implies τ̃κ ≤ 3+ 27

4 = 39/4.
Since τ̃κ is restricted to the range 9/16 ≤ τ̃κ ≤ 9/4, this
requirement is always fulfilled for the cases studied in this
work.

Extending the discussion of Ref. [13] we now study
causality in the moving frame. This requires an analysis

of Eq. (61) in the limit k̂ → ∞. We insert the ansatz

ω̂ = ck̂ + d + O(1/k) into this equation and derive to

order O(k̂5) the condition

(c− V )
[
A(c− V )4 − 2AS(c− V )2(1− cV )2

+
E
3

(1− cV )4

]
= 0 , (86)

while to order O(k̂4) we obtain

− 5Aγd(c− V )4 + iB(c− V )4 + 2ASγd(c− V )(1− cV )
[
3(c− V )(1− cV )− 2V (c− V )3

]
− i

3
BD(c− V )2(1− cV )2 − E

3
γd(1− cV )3 [1− cV − 4V (c− V )] +

i

3
τ̃κ(1− cV )4 = 0 . (87)

Using Eq. (67), it is easy to see that Eq. (86) has five
solutions, c0 = V , corresponding to an advected, non-
propagating mode, and

c±±′ − V
1− c±±′V

= ±′T± , (88)

or

c±±′ =
V ±′ T±
1±′ V T±

, (89)

where the notation ±′ again means that the two signs are
independent from those of ±. One readily recognizes the
relativistic addition theorem for velocities, which implies
that as long as 1 ≥ T± ∈ R and V ≤ 1, one also has
c±±′ ≤ 1. This, in turn, has the consequence that the
asymptotic group velocity

lim
k̂→∞

∂Re ω̂±±′(k̂)

∂k̂
= c±±′ ≤ 1 , (90)

i.e., all modes are causal. But the condition T± ≤ 1
is the same causality condition as for the case V = 0,
cf. Eqs. (80), (81). We now show that also the stability
conditions (i) – (iii) are identical to those for V = 0.

Inserting the solution c0 into Eq. (87), we obtain

d0 = i
τ̃κ
γE

, (91)

i.e., this mode is stable as long as τ̃κ/E ≥ 0, which is
the same as condition (i) in the case of a background
at rest (the additional factor γ ≥ 1 appearing in the
denominator of this equation does not affect this conclu-
sion). As discussed above, this is equivalent to demand-
ing T− ∈ R, which is one part of condition (ii), as this
implies S ≥ R, i.e., according to Eq. (69) M ≥ 0, and
therefore also E ≥ 0, cf. Eq. (67). We will see that, as

long as this is fulfilled, the stable mode ω̂0(k̂) corresponds

to the nonpropagating shear mode ω̂π(k̂). Once M < 0,
however, this unstable mode becomes the (nonpropagat-

ing) charge-transport mode ω̂α(k̂).
Finally, inserting c±±′ into Eq. (87) one obtains

d±±′ = ± i

γA
3BT 4

± − BDT 2
± + τ̃κ

12RT 2
± (1±′ V T±)

. (92)

The change in the corresponding result for the case V = 0
(condition (iii) above) is a factor γ(1±′ V T±) in the de-
nominator, which is positive as long as V ≤ 1, T± ≤ 1,
i.e., as long as causality of the asymptotic group velocities
is maintained. For stability, we thus have to demand the
same stability conditions (iii.1) and (iii.2) as in the case of
a static background, Eqs. (78) and (79). Vice versa, if one
of these conditions are violated, we have explicitly iden-
tified modes with a negative imaginary part, i.e., they
become unstable, although their asymptotic group veloci-
ties remain causal. For instance, if condition (iii.1) is vio-
lated, we have d+± < 0, which means that the two sound
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Figure 1: Different regions of (in-)stability and (a-)causality in the τ̃κ − L̂nπL̂πn plane. For explanations see text.

modes ω̂s±(k̂) become unstable. On the other hand, vi-
olation of condition (iii.2) implies that d−± < 0. Then,

as long as M ≥ 0, the modes ω̂α,n(k̂) become unstable.

OnceM < 0, one would expect that ω̂π,n(k̂) become un-

stable, because these modes correspond to ω̂−±(k̂), since,

as mentioned above, the nonpropagating mode ω̂0(k̂) is

now the charge-transport mode ω̂α(k̂) (which is also un-
stable). However, the situation is more subtle, as then T−
becomes imaginary. We will comment on what happens
in this case in the next paragraph.

Let us close the discussion of Eq. (92) by noting that,
once T± > 1, there exists a frame with velocity V < 1 for
which V T± can be larger than 1. Even when both con-
ditions (iii.1) and (iii.2) are fulfilled, this flips the sign of
the ±− modes, i.e., d±− can become negative, signaling
that the respective modes become unstable.

We close this general discussion of stable and unstable
modes by noting that T+ remains real for all choices of
parameters, no matter whether M is positive or nega-

tive. This implies that, at least for k̂ � 1, the two sound
modes are always propagating modes. However, when
M < 0, then, as just mentioned, T− becomes imaginary.
This means that the dispersion relation for the corre-
sponding modes, which are the charge-diffusion and the

shear modes, become ω̂−±(k̂) = ±i|T−|k̂+id−±+O(k̂−1).

The mode ω̂−+(k̂), which turns out to be the shear mode

ω̂π(k̂), is then stable, at least for |T−|k̂+d−+ > 0 (which

is always fulfilled for sufficiently large k̂), while the mode

ω̂−−(k̂), which is the charge-diffusion mode ω̂n(k̂), is al-

ways unstable, and even increasingly more so as k̂ grows.
As mentioned above, the nonpropagating mode is now

ω̂α(k̂), which becomes unstable since E < 0. Thus, ulti-
mately the charge-transport and charge-diffusion modes
are again the unstable modes, just as for E ≥ 0.

D. Exploring the parameter space

We are now ready to explore the space of parameters in
the τ̃κ−L̂nπL̂πn plane, see Fig. 1. In this figure, one dis-
tinguishes several regions where the dispersion relations
show different characteristics:

1. In the red region at the bottom, the asymptotic
group velocity of the sound modes T+ > 1, i.e.,
the system is acausal. As discussed after Eq. (84)
(cf. also Ref. [13]), while the system still appears
stable in a background at rest, a moving back-
ground reveals that the system is actually unstable
in this region. As discussed above, the sound mode

ω̂+−(k̂) ≡ ω̂s−(k̂) then becomes unstable.

2. In the gray region, condition (iii.1) is violated and,
as shown above, the two sound modes become un-
stable.
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Figure 2: The imaginary parts Im(Ω̂i) (upper row) and the real parts Re(Ω̂i) of the five longitudinal modes, i ∈ {s±, π, n, α},
for τ̂π = 5, τ̂n = 27/4 = 6.75, for the minimum and maximum values of τ̃κ, i.e., 9/16 (left column) and 9/4 (right column).

The sound modes Ω̂s± are shown by the solid yellow and red dotted lines, the shear mode Ω̂π by the dashed blue, the charge-
transport mode Ω̂α by the solid magenta, and the charge-diffusion mode Ω̂n by the dash-dotted green line, respectively. In the
lower row, the light cone is shown by the thin dashed black lines.

3. In the orange region, condition (iii.2) is violated,
and the charge-diffusion and the charge-transport
mode become unstable.

4. The dashed line is the upper boundary of the re-
gion where M ≥ 0. Above this line, T− becomes
imaginary and the charge-transport and the charge-
diffusion mode no longer propagate. They remain
unstable modes.

Despite these various instabilities, the asymptotic group
velocities for the propagating modes remain causal ev-
erywhere above the red region.

The system is stable and causal in the region above the
line marked T+ = 1 and below the curves marked (iii.1)
and (iii.2). This region can be further subdivided into
three regions:

5. In the blue region, the dispersion relations be-
have as in the left column of Fig. 3, i.e., Ω̂n(κ̂)

and Ω̂α(κ̂) propagate above a certain critical value

of κ̂, while Ω̂π(κ̂) remains a nonpropagating non-
hydrodynamic mode.

6. In the green region, the dispersion relations behave
as in the right column of Fig. 3, i.e., Ω̂π(κ̂) and

Ω̂n(κ̂) propagate, while Ω̂α(κ̂) remains a nonprop-
agating hydrodynamic mode.

7. In the small white band between these two regions,
the dispersion relations behave as in the middle col-
umn of Fig. 3, i.e., there is a range of intermediate
κ̂ values where the imaginary parts of Ω̂π(κ̂) and

Ω̂n(κ̂) become degenerate, while for larger values of

κ̂ the imaginary parts of Ω̂n(κ̂) and Ω̂α(κ̂) become
degenerate. Whenever this happens, these modes
develop a nonzero real part and start to propagate.

That the system behaves differently in these three re-
gions can only be found by an explicit calculation of the
dispersion relations. We have already summarized our
findings here; a more detailed discussion follows below.

In the following subsections, we will demonstrate the
validity of these results by explicitly calculating the dis-
persion relations at selected points in the τ̃κ − L̂nπL̂πn
plane. This is done by numerically solving Eq. (61) with
a root-finding algorithm. As was shown above, a non-
vanishing background velocity does not influence those
boundaries in this plane which can be calculated analyt-
ically, i.e., the solid red, orange, and black curves as well
as the dotted line. An exception is the white band in-
side the stable region. Our numerical solution of Eq. (61)
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shows that, for V > 0, this band tends to curve upwards
and gets wider as τ̃κ is increased. However, we do not
discuss this in further detail and restrict the following
discussion to the case V = 0. We note that our results
complement the investigations of Ref. [13], where in par-
ticular the violation of conditions (iii.1) and (iii.2) was
not further investigated.

1. L̂nπL̂πn = 0

In order to see the effect of varying τ̃κ from 9/16 to 9/4

most clearly, we first set L̂nπL̂πn = 0. In this case, the
last term in Eq. (59) vanishes and the sound and shear
modes result from the roots of the third-order polynomial
in the first bracket, while the charge-transport and dif-
fusion modes are given by the roots of the second-order
polynomial in the second bracket. All roots can be given
in closed analytical form [17], but we refrain from quoting
them explicity for the sake of brevity.

The real and imaginary parts of the five longitudinal
modes Ω̂s±(κ̂), Ω̂π(κ̂), Ω̂n(κ̂), and Ω̂α(κ̂) are shown as a
function of κ̂ in Fig. 2. The effect of varying the back-
ground charge n0, i.e., varying the coefficient τ̃κ, can be
seen by comparing the left and the right columns. We
only show results for the minimum value τ̃κ = 9/16 and
the maximum value τ̃κ = 9/4. The first case agrees with
the results shown in Fig. 4 of Ref. [13]. One observes that
a larger value of τ̃κ simply reduces the value of κ̂ where
the imaginary parts of the charge-transport and charge-
diffusion modes become degenerate and these two modes
start to propagate (as indicated by a nonvanishing real

part). For the case L̂nπL̂πn = 0, the sound and shear
modes are, of course, not affected by a variation of τ̃κ.

The sound modes are propagating modes for any value
of κ̂, which simply become attenuated at finite values of
κ̂. On the other hand, the charge-transport and charge-
diffusion modes become propagating only for sufficiently
large values of κ̂. In contrast, the shear mode never prop-
agates and is purely diffusive. All modes are stable, as
they all feature manifestly non-negative imaginary parts.

2. The stable region for L̂nπL̂πn 6= 0

We now investigate the stable region for nonzero values
of L̂nπL̂πn. To this end, we first keep τ̃κ at its minimum
value of 9/16 and take L̂nπL̂πn to be −0.25, −0.35, and
−0.45. The first value lies in the blue, the second in the
white, and the third in the green region of Fig. 1. The
results are shown in Fig. 3.

Comparing the left column of Fig. 3 with that of
Fig. 2, we first observe that decreasing the coupling term
L̂nπL̂πn from zero to −0.25 leads to an attraction of
the imaginary parts of the shear and the charge-diffusion
modes. Further decreasing L̂nπL̂πn to −0.35 we find that
the imaginary parts of these two modes become degen-
erate for an intermediate range of κ̂ values, see middle

column of Fig. 3. In this range, they assume small, but
nonvanishing real parts, cf. lower middle panel of Fig. 3,
indicating that they become propagating modes. Fur-
ther increasing κ̂, the degeneracy of the imaginary parts
of shear and charge-diffusion modes is lifted. The shear
mode remains nonpropagating for all larger values of κ̂,
while the imaginary parts of the charge-diffusion and
charge-transport modes again become degenerate, just as
in the previously discussed cases. Once this degeneracy
lifted, these modes start to propagate.

Further decreasing L̂nπL̂πn to −0.45, something pe-
culiar happens: as shown in the right column of Fig. 3,
the imaginary parts of the shear and the charge-diffusion
modes again become degenerate at some value of κ̂. How-
ever, this degeneracy is never lifted when increasing κ̂,
and these modes remain propagating modes for all larger
values of κ̂. In this case the charge-transport mode is the
one which remains purely diffusive, instead of the shear
mode which was purely diffusive for vanishing L̂nπL̂πn.
We remark that this behavior has also been seen in
Fig. 13 of Ref. [13] (for L̂nπL̂πn = −1). The transition to
this behavior, however, was not investigated by system-
atically decreasing L̂nπL̂πn from zero to larger negative
values, and our results can be seen as completing the dis-
cussion. This peculiar behavior can be observed also for
larger values of τ̃κ, but then the values of L̂nπL̂πn where
this happens (i.e., the white region in Fig. 1) decrease.

3. The unstable region for large L̂nπL̂πn

In the unstable region for large L̂nπL̂πn we identify
five regions where the dispersion relations behave differ-
ently. We select representative values for τ̃κ and L̂nπL̂πn
in these regions, shown by the crosses marked (a) – (e)
in Fig. 1, and explicitly compute the dispersion relations
at these points.
Point (a) is located at (τ̃κ, L̂nπL̂πn) = (1, 11) and the

corresponding dispersion relations are shown in Fig. 4.
As expected from the discussion of Fig. 1, at this point
only the charge-transport and charge-diffusion modes be-
come unstable as κ̂ increases. For the chosen parameters
this happens around κ̂ ' 0.8. The other modes all remain
stable. In particular, the shear mode Ω̂π(κ̂) is identified

with the nonpropagating mode Ω̂0(κ̂) from the analysis
of Eq. (61) at asymptotically large values of κ̂.

Point (b) is located at (τ̃κ, L̂nπL̂πn) = (0.7, 14) and
the corresponding dispersion relations are shown in Fig.
5. As we are in the region above the dotted line in Fig.
1, i.e., where T− becomes imaginary, we expect that, for

κ̂ → ∞, apart from the nonpropagating mode Ω̂0(κ̂) we

have two nonpropagating modes Ω̂−±(κ̂) with imaginary
parts ∼ ±κ̂. Figure 5 confirms this expectation, but con-
tains further details at intermediate values of κ̂ which
did not emerge in the asymptotic analysis of Eq. (61).
The shear mode is always a nonpropagating mode and
its imaginary part indeed grows ∼ κ̂ for large κ̂. There-



12

0 0.5 1
5̂

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2
Im

(+̂
i)

+̂,
+̂:
+̂n

+̂s!

+̂s+

L̂n:L̂:n = !0:25
~=5 = 0:5625

0 0.5 1
5̂

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

Im
(+̂

i)

+̂,
+̂:
+̂n

+̂s!

+̂s+

L̂n:L̂:n = !0:35
~=5 = 0:5625

0 0.5 1
5̂

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

Im
(+̂

i)

+̂,
+̂:
+̂n

+̂s!

+̂s+

L̂n:L̂:n = !0:45
~=5 = 0:5625

0 0.5 1
5̂

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

R
e(
+̂

i)

+̂,
+̂:
+̂n

+̂s!

+̂s+

L̂n:L̂:n = !0:25
~=5 = 0:5625

0 0.5 1
5̂

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

R
e(
+̂

i)

+̂,
+̂:
+̂n

+̂s!

+̂s+

L̂n:L̂:n = !0:35
~=5 = 0:5625

0 0.5 1
5̂

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

R
e(
+̂

i)

+̂,
+̂:
+̂n

+̂s!

+̂s+

L̂n:L̂:n = !0:45
~=5 = 0:5625

Figure 3: The imaginary parts (upper row) and real parts (lower row) of the five longitudinal modes, for τ̂π = 5, τ̂n = 27/4 =

6.75, the minimum value of τ̃κ = 9/16, and the three values L̂nπL̂πn = −0.25 (left column), −0.35 (middle column), and −0.45
(right column). Line modes are the same as in Fig. 2.
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(lower panel) of the five longitudinal modes, for τ̂π = 5, τ̂n =

27/4 = 6.75, τ̃κ = 1, and L̂nπL̂πn = 11 (corresponding to
point (a) in Fig. 1). Line modes are the same as in Fig. 2.
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Figure 5: The imaginary parts (upper panel) and real parts
(lower panel) of the five longitudinal modes, for τ̂π = 5, τ̂n =

27/4 = 6.75, τ̃κ = 0.7, and L̂nπL̂πn = 14 (corresponding to
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Figure 6: The imaginary parts (upper panel) and real parts
(lower panel) of the five longitudinal modes, for τ̂π = 5, τ̂n =

27/4 = 6.75, τ̃κ = 1.1, and L̂nπL̂πn = 24 (corresponding to
point (c) in Fig. 1). Line modes are the same as in Fig. 2.

fore, asymptotically Ω̂π(κ̂) ≡ Ω̂−+(κ̂). The two unsta-
ble modes are again the charge-transport and charge-
diffusion modes, and for κ̂→∞ we have Ω̂α(κ̂) ≡ Ω̂0(κ̂)

and Ω̂n(κ̂) ≡ Ω̂−−(κ̂), with both modes nonpropagat-
ing. However, there is a region of intermediate values of
κ̂ where the imaginary parts of the latter modes become
degenerate and they develop nonvanishing real parts, i.e.,
are propagating modes.

Point (c) is located at (τ̃κ, L̂nπL̂πn) = (1.1, 24) and
the corresponding dispersion relations are shown in Fig.
6. These closely resemble the situation in Fig. 5, how-
ever, with the major difference that now also the two
sound modes become unstable, since we are in the region
in Fig. 1 where condition (iii.1) is violated. Comparing
Figs. 5 and 6 one notices that in the former figure, the
imaginary parts of these modes are slightly above the
zero line, and thus they are stable, while in the latter
figure they are slightly below, and thus unstable. This
confirms all expectations from our analysis in Sec. III.

Point (d) is located at (τ̃κ, L̂nπL̂πn) = (1.6, 18) and
the corresponding dispersion relations are shown in Fig.
7. Here, the shear mode is the stable, nonpropagating
mode Ω̂0(κ̂), while all other modes are propagating, but
unstable modes.

Point (e) is located at (τ̃κ, L̂nπL̂πn) = (2, 12) and the
corresponding dispersion relations are shown in Fig. 8.
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Figure 7: The imaginary parts (upper panel) and real parts
(lower panel) of the five longitudinal modes, for τ̂π = 5, τ̂n =

27/4 = 6.75, τ̃κ = 1.6, and L̂nπL̂πn = 18 (corresponding to
point (d) in Fig. 1). Line modes are the same as in Fig. 2.

At this point, the shear mode is again identified with
the stable, nonpropagating mode Ω̂0(κ̂), while all other
modes are propagating. Only the two sound modes are
unstable modes, while the charge-transport and charge
diffusion modes are stable, since we are in a region in
Fig. 1 where condition (iii.1) is violated while (iii.2) is
fulfilled.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have studied the stability of relativis-
tic second-order dissipative fluid dynamics in the linear
regime. We have extended the investigations of Ref. [13]
to the case of a nonzero background charge. We have
found that the transverse modes are not influenced by a
nonzero background charge at all. For the longitudinal
modes of a system consisting of noninteracting, massless,
classical particles, the only effect of a nonzero background
charge is that the transport coefficient τ̂κ appearing in
the dispersion relations is replaced by τ̃κ, cf. Eq. (60).
Varying the background net-charge from 0 to ±∞, τ̃κ
changes from τ̂κ to 4τ̂κ.

Further extending the analysis of Ref. [13], we have

identified different regions in the τ̃κ−L̂nπL̂πn plane. For
very large negative values of L̂nπL̂πn, the system be-
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Figure 8: The imaginary parts (upper panel) and real parts
(lower panel) of the five longitudinal modes, for τ̂π = 5, τ̂n =

27/4 = 6.75, τ̃κ = 2, and L̂nπL̂πn = 12 (corresponding to
point (e) in Fig. 1). Line modes are the same as in Fig. 2.

comes acausal, which implies an instability in a moving
background, in agreement with the results of Ref. [13].

Increasing L̂nπL̂πn, we have found a stable and causal
region, which is further subdivided in three parts. In
particular, we found a narrow band in the τ̃κ − L̂nπL̂πn
plane where the dispersion relations exhibit a peculiar be-
havior. There is a range of κ̂ values where the imaginary
parts of the shear and the charge-diffusion mode become
degenerate, while their real parts become nonzero. Fur-
ther increasing κ̂, the shear mode again becomes a non-
propagating non-hydrodynamic mode, while the imagi-

nary parts of the charge-transport and charge-diffusion
modes become degenerate, indicating that they develop
into propagating modes. We also investigated the re-
gion of positive values of L̂nπL̂πn bounded from below
by the conditions (78) and (79), where the system re-
mains causal, but exhibits unstable modes. These con-
ditions correspond to Eqs. (129) and (130) of Ref. [13],
where they were not further investigated. This region
can again be subdivided into five parts characterized by
a qualitatively different behavior of the various disper-
sion relations. We have studied these analytically in the
limit of vanishing and large wave numbers and confirmed
the results by an explicit numerical solution of Eq. (61).

This work can be extended along several lines. For in-
stance, one could study a gas of massive particles and also
include the effect of the bulk pressure. In this case, how-
ever, one has to consider the system (54) of longitudinal
perturbations, which features an additional equation as
compared to the simpler case (58), where the bulk pres-
sure was neglected and the particles were assumed to be
massless and classical. A further line of extension is to
include the effect of electromagnetic fields, e.g., based on
the equations of motion derived in Refs. [18, 19]. Pre-
liminary work in this direction neglecting, however, the
effects of charge transport and diffusion was already done
in Ref. [20].
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