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A bstract
W e com pute the bulk viscosity  of high-tem perature QCD to lading order in powers of the
running coupling (). W e nd that it isnegligbl com pared to shear viscosity forany s that
m ight reasonably be considered am all. T he physics ofbulk viscosity n Q CD is a bit di erent than
in scalar ¢ theory. In particular, unlke In scalar theory, we nd that an old, crude estim ate of
r 15 % vﬁ 2 gives the correct order of m agnitude, where v is the speed of sound. W e also

nd that lading-log expansions of our result for are not accurate except at very am all coupling.
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I. NTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

Studies of collective ow at RHIC [1], particularly of elliptic ow, seem to be well de-
scribed by nearly ideal hydrodynam ics R]. In fact, it has recently been clain ed that these
experin ents prove that the quark-glion plagn a is the m ost nearly ideal uid known, w ith
a visoosity close to the conectured lower bound on viscosities n any system [3, 4]. Such
startling clain s should be tested n any way we have available. This requires studying ow
In heavy jon collisions using non-idealhydrodynam ics, that is, hydrodynam ics including vis—
cous e ects B]. It also would be valuabl to know asmuch aspossible about the theoretical
expectations for viscosity in the quark-glion plasm a.

In an ideal hydrodynam ical treatm ent, the evolution of the plasm a is detem ined by
stressenergy conservation, @ T = 0, togetherw ith an equilbrium equation of state which
relates the pressure to the energy density, P = P ( ). This should work whenever the
systam is locally In equilbbriim , which is the case In the lim i of arbitrarily slow Iy varying

ow velocity u; (X). W hen u; X) varies som ewhat in space, the uid will not be precissly
In local equilbrium , which will m odify the stress tensor. For sow ly varying u; (x), the
corrections to the stress tensor T;y can be expanded in gradients of u;. The leading order
corrections are param etrized by two quantities, the shear viscosity  and the bulk viscosity

2
Tiy= Peg( ) 33 @us+ @yuy 3 5@y 5T u; 1)

w here the expression is in plicitly w ritten In the instantaneous localrest fram e where To; =
0).

W hile we are really Interested In the viscosities and  of the quark-glion plasn a at
tem peratures T 200 M €V, where the theory is far from weakly coupled, we only possess
reliable tools for com puting dynam ical properties such as viscosities at weak coupling.t
H opefully, extrapolating these resuls to strong coupling should give the right ballpark for
the sam e quantities at m oderately strong coupling, w ith uncertainties of perhaps a factor of
a faw . Thism otivates investigating and at weak coupling.

In a relativistic system , on din ensionalgrounds, both and mustscakas ; / T.A
great dealof study has gone into the shear viscosity In Q CD . It hasbeen known for 20 years
that the param etric behavior is T=( 2logll= <) B, 10]; the kading coe cient was
closely estin ated In 1990 [11], and com plete results now exist both at lading logarithm ic
order [12] and full lading order [13] In the QCD ooupling . On the other hand, the
calculation ofthe bulk viscosity hasbeen com pletely neglected. To our know ledge, no paper
in the literature even correctly states what power of ¢ it is proportionalto. T he purpose
ofthis paper is to 1l this gap, by com puting the bulk viscosity in weakly coupled QCD at
lading order In 4, using kinetic theory. W e will only consider the case of vanishing (or
negligble) chem icalpotential, = 0.

In the next section, we w ill review the relevant physics of bulk viscosity, explaining why

1 The lattice is a rigorous nonperturbative tool for studying them odynam ic properties of the quark-glion
plasn a at strong coupling, but dynam ical properties such as viscosities are hard to study on the lattice;
sece for instance, Refs. [6{8].



the param etric behavior is

2T3 mg
5= T); — 0 (T T): 12
bgl= 1 ! T iogne g o e P 62

Herem ( refers to the heaviest zero-tem perature (current) quark m ass which is am aller than
or of order the tem perature T . W e use the subscript zero to em phasize that m ( represents
a zero-tem perature m ass and not a nitetem perature e ective quasiparticke mass. W e
w il see that the physics of buk viscosity is much richer than that of shear viscosity. In
particular, the confom al ancm aly (le. scaling violations) and the corrections to quasi-
particle dispersion relations due to interactions, both irrelevant for shear viscosity, are both
essential pieces of physics for bulk viscosity. Particle number changing interactions also
play a mudh larger roke in buk than In shear viscosity. T hese qualitative points have been
anticipated by the pioneering work of Jeon and Ya e [14, 15] on bulk visocosity In relativistic
? theory. H owever, we shall see Jater that there are som e signi cant qualitative di erences
between buk viscosity in ¢ theory and in QCD .
Section ITT w ill present the details of the calculation of buk wviscosity. O ur discussion
w ill at tin es be abbreviated, referring back to previous papers [12, 13], where much of the
technology hasalready been presented. W ew illend w ith a discussion In section IV . H owever,
for the i patient reader, we now present our main results. The coe cients, m issing In
Eg. 12), arepresented In FFig.1 and Fig.2. Here, N ¢ isthe number of avors ofquarks. In
Fig.1l,allquark avorsare assum ed to bem assless M g sI);inFig.2,allbut one avor

is assum ed to be m asskss, w ith that one avor'sm ass n the range T mg ;=2T .A
com parison of buk viscosity and shear viscosity for three m asslkess avors isgiven in Fig. 3
as a function of ;. The gure m akes clkar that neglecting bulk viscosity In favor of shear
viscosity isactually quite a good approxin ation, not only at weak coupling but probably also
at m oderately strong, physically interesting couplings. Fig. 4 show s the ratio = 2 , which
at very amall  approaches a constant w ith corrections given by powers of (log(= .)) ! .
T he dashed lne show s an old, crude estin ate of the ratio ofbulk to shear viscosity which
w illbe discussed in Sec. IV .

T hroughout this paper, we w ill not attem pt to profct our lkading-order resuls to cou—
pling higherthan ¢’ 0:3. In previous studies ofdi usion constants [13], it was found that
this is where di erent form ulations of the e ective kinetic theory, which were equivalent
at lrading-order in coupling, no longer agreed w ithin a factor of 2, suggesting a com plete
breakdown of the perturbative treatm ent ?

II. PHYSICSOF BULK VISCOSITY
A . Basic picture
W hen a uid is unifom Iy com pressed, it leaves equilborium . The energy density rises,

but the pressure tem porarily rises by m ore than what is predicted by the equation of state?
Under uniform rarefaction, the pressure tam porarily falls further than is predicted by the

2 See 1n particularFig.4 ofRef. [13]atmp =T = 24 or 3—- avorQCD , which correspondsto <= 0:3.
3 T hat the pressure is higher during com pression and low er during rarefaction is dictated by the second law

ofthem odynam ics; if the pressure during com pression w ere low erthan in equilbbrium , one could construct
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FIG.1l:Buk viscosity form asslkessQCD at several values of N ¢, as a function of the coupling .
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FIG.2: Buk viscosity when i is dom nated by a single quark avor'sm ass, as a function of g,
for several values of N ¢.

a perpetualm otion m achine of the second kind, which rapidly com pressed a uid (encountering a lower
than them odynam ic pressure) and then slow Iy expanded a uid (encountering the fiilll therm odynam ic
pressure). This constraint, that  is positive, is another way of seeing that m ust be proportional to
the second power of the beta function (or other source of conform al nvariance breaking), since the beta

function can be of either sign.
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FIG . 3: Shear versus buk viscosity: =s and =s (s the entropy density) as a function of g, for
N = 3 QCD, neglecting quark m asses. Buk viscosity hasbeen rescaled by a factor o£1000.
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FIG.4: Theratio = ‘sl forN# 3 QCD, neglecting quark m asses. T he dashed line show s the crude
estinateof A1) wih 332).As ¢! 0 (and lading-og approxin ationsto the lrading-order resul
becom e applicablk), the ratio approaches the Iim it = 2 ! 0:973.

21l In the density and the equation of state. T he bulk viscosity quanti es the tin e Integral
of this extra shift In the pressure (per e-folding of expansion).

T he change In pressure occurs because the uid leaves equillbbriuim . The tim e scale for
weakly coupled QCD to relax towards equilbriim is set by the rate ’T og[l= ] for
a typical particle ¢ T) to random ize ftsm om entum p. The faster the uid equilbrates,
the nearer to equilbbrium it rem ains, so the an aller the shift in the pressure; therefore the
viscosity should be proportionalto = T°= 2g[l= ]. This naive estin ate tums out to
be param etrically correct for shear viscosity.

However, it isw rong forbulk viscosity. The reason isthat Q CD (at high tem peraturesand



away from m ass thresholds) is a nearly confom al theory, and the bulk viscosity vanishes
In a conform al theory, for two rasons. First, uniform oom pression or rarefaction is the
sam e as a dilatation transfom ation. In a confom altheory, a dilatation transfom ation isa
symm etry, and so the uid willnot leave equilbbrium . T herefore, m ust be proportionalto
the breaking of conform al nvariance.

Furthem ore, in a conformm al theory, even if the uid is out of equilbrium , the pressure
still does not deviate from the value given by the equation of state, which for a conform al
theory is exactly P = =3. This is just the tracelessmess of the stressenergy tensor n a
confom al theory. For instance, considerm assless  * theory,

L—}@ @ 4 1)
2 14

+ —
24

at nite Wwih ( +++) metrc convention]. T he EulerLagrange equation is,

T =@ @ L; T = @F = *: 2 3)

M ultiplying the Euleriagrange equation by showsthat T vanishesup to a totalderiva—
tive, which averagesto zero. Thisargum ent isonly awed because ofthe confom alanom aly,
which arisesbecause ofthe munning of with scale. The bulk viscosity coe cient w ill there—
fore contain ancther power of the an allness of conform al nvariance breaking

T hus, In a nearly conform altheory, the bulk viscosity coe cient  vanishes as the second
pow er ofthe departure from conform ality: one pow erbecause the departure from equiliorium
is an all, and another power because any departure from equilbbriim hasa an all in pact on
the pressure. For masskss QCD, confom al symm etry is broken by the running of the
coupling, ( ) 2, and so the buk viscosity is

3 2m3

sz7_ I LA 24)
s ogll= ;] bgl= ;]

as clain ed before. The presence of quark m asses also constitutes a breaking of conform al

nvariance provided m o < T (otherw ise there are no quarks in the therm al bath and the

In uence ofthe quark can be neglected) . In this case the pressure deviates from them assless

value by a relative amount  m3=T?, and

T3 m 2 m g
— — ¢ (2.5)
2ogll= ] T T 2lbogll= ]

For future reference, note that if one fom ally de nes the pressure as P = T ;=3 and
Inearizes the hydrodynam ic formula (1.1) about global equilbbriim P = P ( ), then the
bulk viscosity param etrizes

P vZ = r u; 2 .6)

)

where vy is the velocity of sound, given by vﬁ = @P4=0@ , and P and are the local
deviations of pressure and energy density.
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FIG .5: Exam ples of (a) number conserving and (b) num ber changing processes n 4 theory.

B. Number changing processes: C om parison with * theory

T here is one detail which this brief discussion has brushed over. V iscosities are typically
determ ined by the sbwest process which is required for relaxation to equillbbriim . Certain
departures from equilbrium can be very slow to equilbrate, due to the presence of aln ost—
conserved quantities.

For instance, when considering buk viscosity in scalar * theory, Jeon ©und [15] that
the total particke num ber equilbrates very slow Iy. T he dom inant process w hich random izes
m om enta and detemm ines the shear viscosity is shown in Fig. 5a, wih rate 2T. In
contrast, an exam plk process which changes particle num ber, required for bulk viscosity, is
shown In Fig. 5b. O ne m ight naively expect that the particle num ber changing rate from
such processes is “T, but this m isses a soft enhancem ent. Num ber change prin arily
occurs between low energy excitations, where Bose stim ulation increases the rate. The
correct estin ate is that the num ber of excitations relaxes at a rate 3T, but this is still
param etrically sm all com pared to the 2 | 2 scattering processes of F ig. 5a. This Jeads to
theresut / T in * theory, up to logarithm s [15]. In scalar theory, num berchanging
processes are the bottleneck forthe relaxation to equilbrium characterized by bulk viscosity.

The sam e does not occur In QCD  (at vanishing chem ical potentjaf), however, because
num ber changing processes are much m ore e cient in gauge theory. > The analog of Fig. 5
isFig. 6. Number change is relatively fast even am ong hard particles and occurs by 1$ 2
solitting ofa hard particle Into two otherhard particles during a sm alkangle collision, such as
depicted by Fig. 6b. T he an allkanglk oollision rate is of order (T, and the nearly collinear
an ission from such scatterings costs one extra factor of , giving a hard splitting rate

ﬁT . For com parison, the rate for a hard particlk to random ize itsm om entum through
25 2 collisions is of order gT log[l= ], which is Jarger by a logarithm . O ne m ight then
suppose that num ber change is still the bottleneck process forbuk viscosity oy a logarithm ),
that the relevant rate is therefore 2T rather than 2T bog[l= ], and that therefore there
should be no logarithm in the param etric omula Eq. (12) or . This tums out not to

4 For the Standard M odel at nite baryon number chem ical potential and nite quark mass mg, the
bulk viscosity would be very large. Com pressing the system changes the tem perature, which shifts how
much of the baryon number is stored in each quark type, n equilbriim . The actual distribution of
baryons between quark types approaches this equilbrium valie only by weak interactions, leading to a
bulk viscosity ‘m§=GZT’ r . T in caseswhere this is the rate-lin iting process. N ote how ever
that in the early universe =T 10 ° is negligble, while in a heavy ion collision weak interactions can
be neglected entirely and one should take the num bers for each quark type to be separately conserved.

5 See, or exam ple, Ref. [16] and the related discussion of photon B rem sstrahlung in Ref. [17].



(@ (b)

FIG . 6: Exam pls of (@) num ber conserving and () num ber changing processes in QCD .

be the case, though, because 25 2 scattering processes exchange gluons between hard and
soft m om enta e ciently, and soft gluon num ber changing processes are e cient enough to
prevent a particle number chem ical potential from developing. In section ITIE, we will
show that, because of Bose stinulation enhanoam ents for soft gluon em ission from hard
particles, the total rate of num berchanging processes per partick is O ( AT ), which is
param etrically faster than the O ( 2T log) ratesdiscussed above. It isthe atter, O ( 2T log)
rates that w ill therefore be the bottleneck for equilbration and which w ill detem ine the
QCD buk viscosity.

III. DETAILS OF THE CALCULATION
A . Overview

W enow proceed w ith the details ofthe calculation ofbulk viscosity. O urgeneralapproach
and notation will ©llow [2]. To begin, note that, at weak coupling, there are Iong lived
quasiparticles, and a kinetic theory treatm ent should be valid. The plagn a iswell described
by a phase space density for each partick type, £ X ;p), which can be expanded about a
Iocalequilbrium distribution f; x;p) as

f&ipit) = fq&;p;0)+ f1 ®X;piD

fa&ipi) = @l © W Ep p u&)l 1); 31)
w ith T! and 1 @) 2. The departure from equilbrium is detem ined by the
Boltzm ann equation,
Qf
TR xf= CI[]; 32)

w ith C [f] the collision integral. Above, E, and
Vp roEyp 33)

are the energy and velocity ofa particle with m om entum p 2 To study transport coe cients
such asvisoosity, we are interested in an alldepartures from equilbriim in the hydrodynam ic

® W e use the general ®m ula (3.3) Which can be understood as the group velocity ofa w ave packet] because
we would Ike to m ake a general treatm ent of quasiparticles w ith som e dispersion relation E,, and there
is no need at this point to specialize, or example, to E2 = p* + m *.

8



Iin it of slow varation in x and t. The left-hand side of (32) is explicitly an all because of
the derivatives, and so wem ay replace £ by f, there. T he collision term m ust be expanded
to rstorder, C [f]/ £, noting that C [fq]= 0 by localdetailed balance.

It is convenient to analyze the problm in a local region, choosing an approxin ate rest
fram e where u (x) and the variation of (t) can be taken tobe snall. To rst order in these
an all quantities, the derivatives appearing on the left-hand side of the B oltzm ann equation
are

@ fq&ipith= HELHL HELHIE ©OE, p uk)) ; 34)

where f; is the Bose or Fem idistrbution
HE)= " D1': 35)
T he departure from equilloriim , in the case ofbulk viscosity, arises because
r u X 6 0: 3.6)

In Sec. ITIB below, we will use the derivatives (34) and them odynam ic relations (in a
treatm ent slightly generalizing that of Jeon and Ya e [14]) to rew rite the keft-hand side of
the Boltzm ann equation (32) in the formm
a

Qt
for the case of isotropic com pression or expansion, relevant to bulk viscosity. Here, a is
a species label, and of ) represents how much a particke of type a and momentum p
contrbutesto the P vZ of 2.6).

The departure £f; from local equilbbrium , at linearized order, m ust also be proportional
to X x),and i is convenient to param etrize it as

f2xp)= ‘HH 0 £)X ®) *(PI: 3 8)

The finction (P j willbe a nontrivial finction of the m agnitude of momentum p P
but (n the local rest fram e) it is direction independent, because X is a scalar quantity.
De nihg

fi= £1 £)X &) F ) 37

S%P)= TE¢EEHA £); 3.9)
the Boltzm ann equation can be w ritten as

S%)=C TE); 3.10)

w ith C the lnearization of the collision Integral, which we willgive in Sec. ITID .
T hebulk visoosity isthen detem Ined asthe shift In the pressure nduced by the departure
from equilbbriuim . A swe shalldiscuss, this isan integraloverp of 2 tin esthe sam e source

S# already introduced,
Z
X a2
p
=0 . gse e S G611)
a

where . is the multiplicity of species type a. T he collision operator C is Hem itian under
this inner product, and we m ay formm ally w rite,

= s;Cc's : (312)

T his can then be treated varationally, by the techniques presented in Refs. [12, 13].



B. General formula for g (p)

Tt ram ains to detemm ine ¢, to establish the form of C, and to explain how the Integral
equationsw illbe solved. W ew illtreat of  rst, since it isthem ost di erent from the problem s
already addressed in Refs. [12, 13]. The second tem on the lefthand side ofEqg. (32) is

Vp ]%f = fo @ ﬁ) BiVp ;Y 444 (3 .13)
at linearized order. Specializing to isotropic com pression or expansion, r ;uy = ( 15=3)r u,
this becom es
- Vp P
ve xrf= £0 H)r u?: (3214)

Unlke the case of shear viscosity, the temm @.f is also nonzero; the com pression or
rarefaction of the uid causes is densiy, and therefore its tem perature, to change w ih
tin e. By the chain rul,

@Qf, d @Qf, d @( Ep)
—=——= —5( : 315
et dte ot B G-13)
N ow , stressenergy conservation In plies
@RT =20 ! Q. = ( +P)r u (316)
By standard them odynam ic relations,
dp
+ P = T— 3217)
dr
(recallthat P = F for a theory w ithout chem ical potentials), and by the chain rule,
d dp d 5
— = —— =v @P : (318)
dt dtdP
Combining (3.16) thru (318),
dp dp dp
- = xgr urE— = vir u—; (3.19)
dt dT d
and since the dependence of P on t isthrough its dependence, it ollow s that
d
—= V¥r u: 320
o A ( )

T herefore, combining (314), 315), and 320), the full kefthand side of the Boltzm ann
equation is

p ¥ é@( Ep)

@+vy x)fHh= HA Hr u 3 a 321)
C om paring to the de nition (3.7) ofg® (o), we detemm ine
E

<f‘<p)=p31‘y i@(@ o), (322)

10



A nice property of this form ula is that one can easily verify that the source vanishes in
a confom altheory. In a confom al theory, the only dim ensionfiil scale would be T, and so,
by din ensional analysis, E, must have the form E, = pF (@©=T) for som e function F . U sing
(33), 322), and the confom alresultvﬁ = %, onewould then nd g° () = 0.

Before nding explicit expressions forE , and v .n QCD, kt usbrie y discuss the result
oro ). Thep tem representsthe changev, xf in the quasiparticle distribution
function due to free propagation. For all other transport coe cients we have com puted
[12, 13], this type of change was the appropriate \source" in the Bolzm ann equation, and
the collision integral was to be equated with it. But here the \source" has nonvanishing
energy, and energy is conserved. The oollision integral has an exact zero m ode associated
w ith energy conservation; therefore collisions w ill not erase the change in £, but will re—
distribute it until it looks lke a shift in the tem perature. T he size of the tam perature shift
is xed by energy conservation | that is, by the am ount ofenergy thep ytermm introduces.
T herefore, the true departure from equilbrium is the di erence between thisp ¥y source
term , and the tam perature shift which carres the sam e total energy. T his is the roke of the
second vﬁ@ ( Ep)=Q@ tem . In other words, considering the linearized collision operator C
as an operator on the space of departures from equilbriim £, we must proct the source
p g into the subspace orthogonalto the zero m ode of C (since the eigenvector of the zero
m ode is not actually a departure from equillborium ).

A sa chedk, we give a general dem onstration In Appendix A that the source term deter-
m ined by (322) indeed carries no energy In the quasiparticle approxin ation we have used
throughout. O nemay also eschew generality and instead directly check w ith the explicit
form ulas for of o) given In the next section.) In the appendix, we also discuss In m ore detail
why the quasiparticle approxin ation is justi ed for a leading-order calculation of the buk
viscosity.

W ith this n m ind, we can see why it is this sam e of (o) which is relevant in determm ining
the pressure shift due to the departure from equilibriim é % ) . N aively, the extra pressure
due to a departure from equilbrium f; ) should be % o fi ) p . However, a general
shift In the equilbrium distrbution function by f; lads to a shift n the energy. Buk
viscosity involves the di erence between the actual pressure, and the pressure determm ined
by and them odynam ics, P ( ). Therefore, wem ust subtracto (dP=d ) =§v , the shift
In the pressure due to the extra energy density contributed by f;. That is precisely what
the second temm in Eq. (322) does.

C. Speci c formula for g% (p)

Now we will determ ine In detail the form of (o) takes in QCD at weak coupling 1.
For sin plicity we w ill also take quark m assesm T , though nothing In principl stops us
from oonsidering the case of quark massesm g T . W e will assum e that there is at m ost
one quark species with non-negligble quark m ass, whith we denote M (. In this case, the

7 This subtraction is technically unnecessary if one has already profcted the source to be orthogonal to
the zero m ode, since then no shift in the energy would be produced. However, it is convenient, because
it allow s a symm etric treatm ent of the source and the pressure shift, as ism anifested by the sym m etric
appearance of S In (3.12).

11



energy of a quasiparticle excitation ofmomentum p  gT,to st order in g2, is given by

2 _ 2 2,
Eg =p+tm] ;

Crg°T? T?
mf;akquark]= mg;a+ % =m§;a+ g23 ;
T? 6+ N
m? glon] = (CA+thF)g2 = fngZ; (323)

6 12

wherem o, is them ass of quark species a. Themassesm; here are the corrections to the
large p dispersion relations® W e have w ritten these expressions in tem s of group C asin irs
5o that they can be evaluated for a general group, and have also given the specialization
to QCD, where the adpint Casin irC, = 3, and the ferm ions are In a representation w ith
Casin ir Cy = 4=3 and trace nom alization &= = 1=2. Here N ¢ is the num ber of light D irac
ferm ions, or half the num ber of W eyl ferm ions.

U sing these expressions, o becom es

1 2
= — 5 fpemd 3 24)
P
dm? )
2 2 1
I‘ﬁla ml ;a d(]I'lTZ) ’ (3.25)

which coincides w ith the results of Jeon and Ya e [14].
T he spead of sound can be determ ined by w riting out the tem perature dependence of the
pressure. At order g° and M £, the pressure of the QCD plasm a is R0]

P = a+b?[2=T2 T+ v 2T?;
2 2
a= — (&d, + TN = — (32+ 2INJ) ;
180( A £ ) 180( £)
1 1
b= — @dsCa + SNeCr)= —— 48+ 20N ) ;
288( A Ca 1 Cp) 288( £)
ldF ! (326)
C= _— =—,'
12 4

whered, = 8and dr = 3 arethedim ensions ofthe ad pint and ferm ion color representations.
Using = TdP=dT P ,one nds

d¢ dp=dT 1 2b a é
V= — = = == + o . 327
> d d=dT 3 9% @) 9aT? ' G27
up to 0 (@), 0 m3g°=T?), and O (n ;=T *) corrections. Here,
2 4 4
dg? g AN &  11C g 2N 33
) == — === = (3.28)
df <] 16 3 16 3
¥ Their relation to frequently-used zerom omentum masses aremi = mj=2 = 3m =2 for glons and
m? = 2mZ formassless quarks, wherem isthe Debyemass, mr is the analogous screening m ass for

quark exchange, and m ; is the plasm a frequency. For further details, see, for exam ple, Refs. [18, 19].
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is the beta fiinction ofQ CD , which enters on taking the tem perature dependence of ¢ into
acoount® . Sim ilarly, the quantities m? introduced earlier involve m 2 and (), and are

CpT?
m % [quark] = m(z),.a F4 «) i
Ca + Nst5)T?
m % gluon] = Ca 6ftF) ) : 329)
C ollecting these results, and m aking the approxin ation
1 p’ 2 2 1 2 1.2
= — — + m R moo; 330
¢ 5. 3 ¢ o DG ¢)p®  sml (3.30)
vald orm {=T?* land () 1,we nd
a Lo 2. Cr 2 m(ZJ'a 1
* = jvijp+ — AT 2 pt; (3.31a)
12 3
Cada + NdeC
= Jvip+ Azyﬁﬁfh = AT pt; (331b)

where
5@d Ca + 56 CrNy) (&) + 60d:M J=T?

36 2(4dy + TdeN¢)

Here, theM § in (3.32) appears in the q for every species, but them § . in the second tem of

(331la) only contributes to the possbly m assive quark, orwhich my,, = M ¢ . Note that, as
prom ised, ¢ is proportional to the source of confom al invariance violation, either the beta
finction orthe current quark m ass. Because S / genters quadratically in Eq. (3.12),we see
that willdepend quadratically on the size of confom al variance breaking, as clain ed.

jv ii= (332)

D . Variationalm ethod and the collision integral

It ram ains to specify the form of the ocollision integral, and to explain how it will be
Inverted to establish usihg Eq. (312). Since the details here are rather sin ilar to the
previous literature [12, 13], we w ill be som ew hat brief n our discussion. First, de ne an
Innerproductasin Eq. (3.11) (summ ation over soecies label and Integration overm om enta) .
Then the Boltzm ann equation and bulk viscosity can be fom ulated variationally; de ne

Q () i S - ;C (3.33)

and cbserve that Q= = Owhen satis esthe Boltzm ann equation (3.10). Furthem ore,
the value (3.12) of is2Q evaluated at this extrem um :

= 2Qm ax + (3 -34)

° W e are in plicitly taking Td=dT holding =T xed. But we would get the sam e answer if we perfom ed
the dervative holding  xed; n writihg g?[ ? = T?] . Eq. (326), what we really m ean is that there is
explict dependence in the g* tem , of ®Hm B () log(T?= ?)T*. Hoding  xed, (F) arises from
the T derivative of this logarithm .
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A varationalAnsatz for willgive a owerbound on the value of the extremum which will
In prove rapidly as the varationalbasis is increased. T herefore, we w rite a m ultiparam eter,
linear Ansatz or (), In tem s of a set ofbasis functions. A swe w ill discuss m om entarily,

) / patanallmomenta, and grows no faster than B=T at largep . Therefore, we
use a slight m odi cation of the basis functions considered in [12],

meK m 1
m = — = 1:::K : 335
©) T+ ) 2 m (3.35)
The function @2 () is then assum ed to be of fom ,
X
)= ~ m ) (3.36)

X
;S = ~ S0
am
X
;¢ = ~acEh by 337
alm n
w here Z
S}i a m (P)Sa (P);
ZP
Cah - n®C®LE; (3.38)

p

where C® m eans the collision integral r species a when species b is out of equilbbrium by
the am ount indicated by *. Considering S? to be a rank N K colmn vector S’ and C2°,
tobeaNK N K m atrix, where N is the num ber of possbilities for the species index a,
the buk viscosity (3.12) is

=sc 's: 339)

In practice, N = 2 (quarksvs.gluons) ifallquarks arem asskss, and N = 3 (n assive quark
vs. m assless quarks vs. glions) if one quark species ism assive.
T he detailed form ofC isgiven in Ref. [13],'° which we sum m arize here for com pleteness:

Z
ca® gx # S eoikip%k)Fe ) Pe+xk  P° K9
cder PkP%C
O KL £EOIL £ K9]
m (p) ac_l_ m (k) ad o CpO) ae m (kO) af
) k)T L) LK)
3 X 1
rg 4 de’dpdk . ©%pik) © p KEEIL £ EIL £K)]
cde

m (pO) ac o (P) ad m (k) ae n(po) bc n(p) d n(k) be . (340)

10 see speci cally Egs. (222) and 223) ofRef. [13]w ith .y Tplhoed by ° (p) to specialize to the isotropic
(L= 0) angular dependence relevant to bulk viscosity, and then de ne C2® asin (3.38) ofthis paper.

m n
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A 11 factors ofthe num ber of degrees of freedom ofeach species are In plicitly included in these
sum s! The detailed expressions rthe 28 2 amplitudeM and the e ective 1$ 2 splitting
fiinction 1 two appendices of Ref. [13] and w ill not be reproduced here. In treating the
kinem atics of these processes, we have neglected the m asses of all extemal states, which is
consistent w ith our approxin ation, m g T . In principle there is no cbstack to treating
the casem g T , but we have not done so, prim arily out of Jaziness.

Besides the di erence in the source, which we have already stressed, the other di erence
between buk and shear viscosity calculations is in the angular dependence of in the
collision integral. For shearviscosity, fwasnot , (o) which appeared above, but , @) 8:p;.
(See, orexam ple, Ref. [13] for a discussion in the conventions ofthispaper.) W hen suitably
averaged over the indices ij, this led to angular factors of P, (cos px) In the crosstem
between , () and , k), or stance, where P, (x) = (3x® 1)=2 is the second Legendre
polynom ial. Since buk viscosity arises due to X = r u, a scalar quantity, this angular
dependence is absent. T hism akes the calculation ofthe collision integral som ew hat sim pler,
but it does add two com plications involving zero m odes of the collision operator, to which
we now tum.

E. ZeromodesofC

The rst term in the collision integral (3.40), corresponding to 2 $ 2 processes, has
two exact zero m odes, corresponding to all %) / 1 and all ® () / p, corresponding
to particle num ber conservation and energy conservation, respectively. The second tem ,
corresponding to collinear 1 $ 2 processes, breaks particle num ber but still has the zero
m ode corresponding to energy conservation. T herefore, the collision m atrix C w ill have a
zero m ode, and can potentially have a second approxin ate zero m ode to the extent that
the2$ 2 tem islargerthan thel $ 2 tem . Since the collision Integralm ust be inverted
In evaluating Eq. (339), we must address the exact zero m ode. W e w ill see that m aking
a leading-log expansion of bulk viscosity (if such is desired) requires treating the 2 $ 2
tem as lamger, by a logarithm , than the 1 $ 2 tem forp T . In order to understand
why num berchanging processes are not a bottleneck for equilbbration, and to understand
expansions n fJog (1= )] !, we will need to address the approxin ate zero m ode as well.
Both of these zero m odes are soeci ¢ to the case of isotropic (), and neither is relevant
to the analysis of other standard transport coe cients such as shear viscosity and avor
di usion constants.

T he presence of an exact zero m ode In the ocollision integral is not problam atic, precissly
because the source S carries precisely zero energy, and so is orthogonal to the zero eigen—
vector. T herefore, our previous expressions should be understood as valid in the subspace
orthogonal to the zero m ode of C. In practice our basis of functions [ are not restricted
to this orthogonal subspace. But the collision Integral can be rendered invertble w ithout
changing itsbehavior n the orthogonal subspace by adding a constant tin es the progction

11 In the convention ofRef. [13], the sum s (no averages) overallinitialand nalcolors are incluided in M F
and , and each ofthe indices adef in the explicit sum s above denote glionsvs.di erent avorsofquarks
vs.di erent avors of antiquarks.
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operator for the pure tam perature uctuation (the zero m ode);
Z

Z
&p &£k
cohobocEh+ -

WEpmquga £) b WEkn(khfé’a £)
(341)

or any positive . This renders C invertible; and while C ! is dependent, C' ' $ is not,
since S has zero progction onto the m odi ed direction. In our num erical evaluations we
have checked explicitly that the determm ined value of hasno sensitivity to the added value
of .

N ext, consider the possible approxin ate zerom ode, 2 (o) a constant, corresgponding to a
chem icalpotential orparticle num berl? F irst note that the constant valuem ust be the sam e
for fam jonic and bosonic species, because the set 0f2 $ 2 processes Includes ferm Jonic pair
annihilation to gluons, which contributes at leading logarithm ic order. H owever, no elastic
2 $ 2 scattering processes w ill drive a com m on chem icalpotential for both quark and gluon
num ber to zero. For the case of buk viscosity In=~ * theory it was found that this played
amaprrok in sstting the bulk viscosity [14]. In that theory, / 1 isan approxim ate zero
m ode of the full collision operator: ( £ ) for = 1 isparam etrically sn all com pared to
typical hard collision rates!®

However, for the bulk viscosity ofQ CD , this wouldbe zero m ode actually plays no rolk:
the expectation ( £ ) for = 1 is param etrically large rather than sm all com pared to
typicalhard scattering rates. T he reason is that, w hile num ber changing collinear processes

(the second term 1n Eqg. (3.40)) are subdom nant to 2 $ 2 processes at generic m om enta,
they are very fast at producing and destroying soft gluons. To see this, ket us estin ate the
total rate for a hard particle to produce a soft gluon of m om entum k by B rem sstrahlung.
Combine (i) theO (°T) rate for amn allanglke scattering, as in F ig. 6a, tin es (i) a factor of g

for absorbing or em itting the additionalgluon in Fig. 6b, tin es (iil) an initialor nal state

factorof £ k) orl £ (k) forthat gluon, and (i) a m om entum Integral dk=k (responsible
for the logarithm ically Jarge rate of soft brem sstrahlung em ission in vacuum ). £ k) T=k
for am allk, and the result for the number changing rate 193 is then'®

Z Z

dk dk
2% dT —fk gT?

P : (3 .42)

12 By \particle number," we m ean the sum of quark, antiquark, and glion num bers, not a di erence lke
quark m inus antiquark num ber.

13 Thispem itsa sin pli cation in 4 theory whereby one can avoid solving an integralequation and instead
determ Ine the lading-orderbulk viscosity from a sin ple expectation value ( £ ) for / 1 [14].

14 T vacuum , there is an additional logarithm ic factor forbrem sstrahlung from an ultra-relativistic partick|
a collinear logarithm  d’k, =k? I (g=m ), where g is the m om entum ~transfer in the underlying 2 ! 2
collision. In our case, the m ost frequent collisions are the sn allangle ones, whose in pact param eter is

lim ited by D ebye screening, and g m gT so that there is no collinear log enhancem ent.
13 Fork T, the Landau-Pom eranchuk-M igdal (LPM ) e ect plays no rolk in glion em ission, as discussed

qualitatively in Sec.52 ofRef. [19]. Thisisdi erent than the case of soft photon em ission due to the O (T )
them alm ass and scattering of the em itted gluon, either ofwhich, fork T, causes loss of them ultiple—
collision coherence that producesthe LPM e ect. Here isa quick argum ent: For an allk, the intemalhard
particle line in Fig. 6b iso -shellin energy by an amountoforder E = E .y E, Ey mZ+ %3 )=@k).
T he fom ation tin e ofthe gluon isthereforeoforder (E) ' . k=m? k=(T?),which issm allcom pared
to the tin e 1= (T ) between collisionswhen k  T.
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T he infrared divergence of the Integralw illbe cut o by the e ective them alm assm gT
of the am itted gluon, so that

4m 2
gT
e - gT : (3.43)

A s discussed earlier, this is param etrically faster than the O (*T log) rate to redistrbute
m om enta between soft and hard particles, which is the bottleneck which detem nes bulk
viscosity. The totalrate (2% for creating or absorbing soft particles can therefore be taken
as fom ally in nite for the purpose of a krading-order calculation ofbulk viscosity.

T he sam e result can also be cbtained, w ith som e di culty, from Eqg. (3.40) ofthis paper
together w ith egs. B1-B6) of Ref. [13], whith detem ine the solitting functions . In par-
ticular, thek  pbehavior of  ©%pk) and & ©%pk) is GT )p?=k. Ifwe substitute

= n= = lmhtgthel$ 2tem inEq. 340),thek integration forp T then gives
the linear divergence  dk=k? of (3.42).

This m eans that a chem ical potential is actually very rapidly them alized by number
changing processes. Any (k) which Allsm oreweakly than (k) / k at sanallk will lead to
a divergent ocollision rate, m eaning that such departures from equilbrium are so e ciently
equilbrated that we need not consider them . T herefore we should restrict our Ansatz for
to only functions which are linear or higher powers ofk In the soft region. This justi es our
choice in Eg. (335). W ithin this subspace of functions , the 2 $ 2 part of the collision
Integral has only one zero m ode, that associated w ith energy conservation, which we have
already discussed. Therefore the snall ¢ behaviorwillindeed be / 2T*=log[l= .], and
one can perform an expansion in logarithm s of the coupling if desired.

F. Expansion in log[l= ¢]

In Ref. [L3]twasshown that an expansion In Inverse powersofIn[l= ]Jworks surprisingly
well at an all values of , if it is carred to next-to-leading order. A s we have jist seen,
there is no obstack to m aking a sin ilar expansion here. W e have done so, by follow ing
the procedure describbed In detail in Ref. [13], but we nd that the expansion works m uch
Jess well than in the case of shear viscosity and num ber di usion. The reason is that the
dom inant physics In shear viscosity and num ber di usion is angke change. The charge g In
that case is 1 or P jtin es a nontrivial function of anglk. T he departure from equilbbrium ,

(), has nontrivial angular dependence, but tums out to have very sim ple p jdependence,
SO a one param eter A nsatz works very well. In a next-toJeading log treatm ent, one xesthe
P jdependence of (p) using the leading-dog part ofthe 2 $ 2 processes and evaluates the
collision integralusing this xed form of (). This works because this functional form of

(o) is essentially correct, whatever collision processes are Involved.

For buk viscosity, on the other hand, the charge of changes sign as a function of the
particke’s m om entum , as the 1=p and p temtm s in Eq. (331) change relative in portance.
The 1=p tem is also Jarger for glions than for quarks, due to their lJarger them alm asses;
therefore, over m ost ofthe m om entum range the quarks and glions display opposite depar-
tures from equilbbriim . ITn QCD, the physics of buk viscosity is prin arily the physics of
re-arranging the p jdependence of partick distributions. T his iswhat the num ber changing
1 $ 2 processs do best; so they play a much larger role In buk viscosity than in shear.
Tndeed, unlike the case of shear, dropping the 2 $ 2 processes and retaining only the num ber
changing ones would still give a nite answer for | which in fact tums out to be w ithin
a factor of 2 of the leading-order answver over m ost of the range of  we have considered.
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L —--—-- 12 processes only / 1

L All processes 2 ]
L upper curves: quarks a
lower curves: gluons

x(arbitrary units)

Momentum p/T

FIG.7: Colr online) Functional form of (p) as a function of p, shown for quarks and glions
IhmasskessN¢g= 3QCD at g= 053 (ocrmp=T = 1). The three curves are the functional form
using the leadingdog 2 $ 2 processes only, using the num ber changing processes only, and using
all processes.

QCD,N¢=|Leadingdlog A INLL =T | 15 o= §T3
0 0.443 7.14 151
2 0.638 757 282
3 0.657 777 286
4 0.650 793 279
5 0.622 8.06 263
6 0577 817 242
TABLE I: Next-tokading Iog buk viscosty, = A 2T3=h[ =mpland cakulbted using only

num ber changing collinear processes, 13 2. AILN ¢ quarks are taken to bem assless.

H owever, the detailofhow they rearrange them om entum distrioutions is di erent than for
the elastic processes. T herefore the detailed p dependence of (o) is quite di erent ifonly
the krading-dog 2 $ 2 processes are considered, than ifthe fall collision Integralisused. W e
Mustrate this di erence In F ig. 7. This lim its the range of validity of the expansion in logs
to the regine where the 2 $ 2 processes are much faster. But aswe jaust said, the1 $ 2
processes are m ore in portant to bulk viscosity than to shear, so this requires the logarithm
actually to be lJarge. T herefore the expansion In logs works poorly and should not be used
In treating bulk viscosiy.

A nother consequence of the quite nontrivial form of (o) is that several basis fiinctions
must be used to get accurate num erical values of . For instance, we need at least 5 basis
functions to get 0:1% accuracy, som ething acoom plished w ith two basis functions for shear
visocosity. Forthis reason, the results presented in Fig.1 and F ig. 2 are \onky" good to about
0d1% .
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FIG.8: (Color onlne) Buk viscosity , plotted against mp rather than ¢ formasskessQCD.
T he dotted curves are the lrading-log resuls; the dashed line on the right is the resul neglecting
everything but num ber changing collinear processes.

For com plteness, Tabl I lists the st two ooe cients In an expansion In lading logs
formasslkessQCD :

A 273

=B oy’ ™Mb = i Bhonl= 0+ INAGT: (3.44)

The table also contains the coe cient = C  2T° we would cbtain ifwe ignored all2 $ 2
processes and considered only the number changing processes. To disply the futility of
using the next-toJleading log results, we com pare them with the leading order resuls in
Fig. 8. The failure of the next-toJeading log approxin ation by a factor ofat krast 1.5 for
Neg= 3or6atmp 11T corresoondsto 0:05.

Iv. DISCUSSION

T he physics ofbulk viscosity In QCD is very interesting. The QCD plagn a leaves equi-
Ibriim under com pression or rarefaction only due to confom al symm etry breaking, and
the bulk viscosity depends quadratically on the size of conform al sym m etry violation (either
through quark m asses or the beta function). To nd the departure from equilbbriuim one
must include the forward-scattering corrections to dispersion relations, and m ust account
carefully for the shift in the plasn a tem perature. The departure from equillbbriim due to
com pression is of opposite sign forhigh and low m om entum excitations, and of opposite sign
at Interm ediate m om enta p T for quarks versus gluons. C ollinear solitting processes ac—
tually dom Inate the equilbration of the plasm a exospt at very sm all coupling, although
In the form al weak coupling lin it, equilbration should be logarithm ically dom inated by
2 $ 2 scattering, annihilation, and C om pton prooesses| w ith the proviso that soft gluon
bram sstrahlung is also ncluded, since it prevents the developm ent of a cham ical potential
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for particle number. Putting this physics all together, one nds that the buk wviscosity
at Jeading-log order (ie. r exceptionally sm all coupling) is IT3=Iogll= ], with a
Jleading ocoe cient of about 1. M ore practically, however, one can see from Fig. 1l that the

com plete result to lading order in powers of ¢ isroughly ’ 02 2T° forany reasonablk
perturbative value of ¢ (002 . 4. 03).

T he practical in port of buk viscosity n QCD is very lim ited, however, n the regin e
w here a perturbative treatm ent hasany hope ofapplicability. W e nd thateven for = 1=3,
the bulk viscosity is hundreds of tin es an aller than the shear viscosity. In practice, this
m eans that bulk viscosity can be neglected, whenever shear viscosity plys a rok. For
Instance, the decay of a sound wave depends on the combination + 4 =3; so onem ay drop
the tem to a very good approxim ation. The expanding QCD plasna in an ulra-high
energy heavy ion collision is expected to be quite anisotropic, so shear viscosity again plays
a role and bulk viscosity can be ignored. Sim ilarly, while the expansion ofthe QCD plasn a
in the early universe should have been nearly isotropic, any ow s in the presence of a phase
jnterfaoe| the only circum stances where nonequilbrium behavior m ay leave records in the
early unjverse| are expected to be quite anisotropic, and again shear viscosity w illlbe m ore
In portant than bulk.

Besides the quite elegant physics involred in the bulk viscosity ofQCD , it also provides a
nice exam ple ofthe dangers of interpreting scalar eld theory asa toy m odel forgauge theory,
wih playing the mle of?. lh masslkess * theory, Jeon and Ya e showed [14, 15] that
the shear visoosity behaves as T= 2, whik buk visoosity behaves as T g’ 1= 1.
For shear visoosity, the scalar theory provides a successfil toy m odel, m issing only the
logarithm ic dependence. Forbulk viscosity, although som e of the physics is the sam e, scalar

eld theory is a m iskading guide to gauge theory, getting even the power of the coupling
wrong. The di erence arises because num ber-changing processes in scalar theory are slow
com pared to processes which redistribute hard momenta (rate 3T vs. 2T); in QCD, they
are fast ( 2 °T vs. ’T).

O ne consequence of slow particle num ber changing rates for scalar theory, ocbserved by
Jeon and Ya e, was that the buk viscosity did not m atch the crude estin ate

15 ¥ ¥)° 41)

that had previously been m ade for scalar theory in the literature R3]1° (T his sam e relation
was found earlier by W einberg for a photon gas coupled to hot m atter R4].) H owever, these
sam e estin ates tum out to be param etrically correct orQCD , reproducing (12). m QCD,
the bottlenedk rate is the sam e forboth shear and bulk viscosity,

V. i=0 @) +0@mi=T? 42)
isam easure ofthe deviation from conformm alsym m etry, and thisdeviation is squared, just as
discussed In section TTA . O ne could reproduce (4.1) from the derivation ofbulk viscosity In
this paper and of shear viscosity in Ref. [13]1by (i) keeping only the jv 2jtem in the source
term (331), and (i) m aking a relaxation-tim e approxin ation of the collision operator as a

16 A sin ilar estin ate was m ade by Ref. 9] but di ers by a factor of 2. The di erence is likely due to the
Incorrect identi cation of the shear viscosity , by a factorof2, n Eq. 2.39) ofRef. P].
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rate (o) that is the sam e rbulk viscosity and shear viscosity.!’” T Fig. 4, the estin ate
(41) is shown by the dashed lne for the lradingorder result (332) for % xé . It does
reasonably well at estin ating the order ofm agnitude of our result orbulk viscosity.

It is interesting that there are certain strongly-coupled but nearly confom al theordes
which nd a param etrically di erent dependence on % xﬁ than (4.1). In certain theories

w ith gravity duals that m ake them am enable to calculation,'® Ref. RP5] nds % ¢ .
This result is di cult to understand from the picture of viscosity developed in weakly—
coupled el theories and provides an interesting conosptual puzzle for understanding bulk

viscosity In strongly-coupled but nearly-conform al theordes.

A cknow ledgm ents

W ewould like to thank Larry Ya e and Sangyong Jeon for usefiill conversations. W e also
thank Larry Ya e and A ndrei Starinets for goading us into nally doing the calculation.
This work was supported, in part, by the U S.D epartm ent of Energy under G rant No.D E -
FG 02-97ER 41027, by the N ational Sciences and Engineering R esearch C ouncil of Canada,
and by le Fonds N ature et Technologies du Q uebec.

APPENDIX A:ORTHOGONALITY OF S TO THE ENERGY ZERO M ODE

In this appendix, we verify that the source derived in this paper, given by (3.9) and
(322), is orthogonal to the energy-changing zeromode (o) / E, discussed In section ITIE .
Speci cally, we show that (S;E ;) = 0 at the order of our calculation. That s,

Z
X d’p P ¥ @(E)

—— 5
a (2 )3 0( f)) 3 @

E, = 0: @1)

T his can be checked directly using the Q CD —speci ¢ form ulas of Sec. ITIC, but it is Instruc—
tive to give a m ore general argum ent.

Us@fp= £@0 $£)Q(E,)andv, = r E, to rew rite the orthogonality condition as
Z Z
X d3p T B VZX d3p
a (2 )3 EEpp :%fO_ s a WEP@ fO- (A2)

a

W e then need the follow ing two, slightly subtle equilbriim relations, which we w ill discuss
below :
Z

X dFp T
@p = a WEEPP Bfo; @A3)
3 Xa Z d3p '
Q = a WEP@ fo. @Ad4)

17 Speci cally, the ratio of the sources in the two cases then becomes g =g = j v 23 The relaxation-tin e
approxination s € 1) = () (). Ushg = 20nax o, Dom G34) and = H0max ,, .
from Ref. [13], one then cbtains = = 15§=¢f = 15jvZ¥.

18 For other bulk viscosity results in strongly interacting theordes, see Ref. R6].
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T he orthogonality relation is then equivalent to the equilbbriim relation
QP Y@ = 0; @5)

which is satis ed because vi = dP=d = @P)=@ ). R
p Forgthe rest of this appendix, we will use the short-hand notation to stand for

.. @Pp=e ).

D eriving general relations for pressure and energy density and their derivatives In a gas
of quasiparticles is slightly subtle because the e ective energies E , of the quasiparticles
depend on tem perature and include the e ects of Interactions w ith other quastparticles.
The energy density isnot smply = E f;, for exam ple, because this expression su ers
the ugual H artree problem of doubk-counting the interaction energy. Rnd, if actually
were E_ fy, we would not get (A 4) because there would be an additional term where the
@ hittheE[.] Asdiscussed in Refs. 21, 22], one sin ple solution to this problem is to start
w ith the entropy density S rather than P or . Up to higherorder corrections which we
shall review in a m om ent, the entropy density of a quasipartick gas is given by the naive

dealgas fomula,
Z Z

S = Sidea1= (Pidear T ideal) = %p v+ E, fo= %Epp rfo; (A 6)
w here the last step follow sby integrating the temm involving v, = r E, by parts. Starting
from this form ula for the entropy, we can then use the them odynam ic relation S = @;P to
write @ P = TS and cbtain A 3).

To get the ormula for @ , it is convenient to st use wfy = TryIndd %) and
Integrate by parts to rew rite @A 6) as
Z
S = [ mh@ &+ EfH]: @A)
T hen use the the them odynam ic relations = TS P and @P = T°S to write
@ =@(@s) @p=TQSs: (A 8)

Usof A7) for S then produces the desired formula @A 4).

It ram alns only to discuss the approxin ations that have been used in this analysis. In
evaluating the entropy, the treatm ent of the system as an ideal gas of on-shell propagating
quasiparticles breaks down at order g° and above. (See, or instance, the analysis in Ref.
P2]) But i is adequate to cbtai the O (%) and the O () tem s In the entropy. For
m assless Q CD , that m ight sound inadequate, because the breaking of conform al invariance
isan O (g*) e ect. For exam ple, the e ective energy of a hard quark is given by

E2/ P+id@T?=p + 18 ()T?+ 1 og" ()T’ h(@= )+ ; @9

and it is the last term which breaks conform al invariance. H owever, this O (g*) conform al
breaking log is determ ined by know ledge of the O (%) contribution; any O (g°) or additional
0 (@*) controutions to them odynam ic quantities will be conform al, up to corrections of
0 (@°), and so will not contribute to the leading-order bulk viscosity.
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