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Abstract
Using the information current, we develop a Lorentz-covariant framework for modeling equilibrium fluctuations in

relativistic kinetic theory in the grand-canonical ensemble. The resulting stochastic theory is proven to be causal and
covariantly stable, and its predictions do not depend on the choice of spacetime foliation used to define the grand-
canonical probabilities. As expected, in a box containing N>5 particles, Boltzmann’s molecular chaos postulate is
broken with (almost exact) probability N−1/2, leading to a breakdown of the Boltzmann equation in small systems.
We also verify that, in ultrarelativistic gases, transient hydrodynamics already accounts for at least 80% of the
equilibrium fluctuations of the stress-energy tensor at a given time. Finally, we compute the correlators at non-equal
times for two selected collision kernels: That of a chemically active diluted solution, and that of ultrarelativistic
scalar particles self-interacting via a quartic potential. For the former, we compute the density-density correlators
analytically in real space, and dehydrodynamization of the stochastic theory is proven to occur whenever the mean
free path diverges at high energy.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The kinetic theory of gases is an insightful resource for all those who wish to model the statistical evolution
of non-equilibrium systems. Although most real-world substances escape the ideal gas approximation (on
which kinetic theory is based), several textbooks cite kinetic theory as the proof of principle upon which
statistical mechanics and hydrodynamics are built [1–3]. Indeed, together with the AdS/CFT correspondence
[4, 5], relativistic kinetic theory is currently our only means by which we can “guess” the analytical form of
the dissipative terms in hydrodynamic models of the quark-gluon plasma [6, 7].
Perhaps the most famous feature of kinetic theory is its rigorous irreversibility. In fact, according to

Boltzmann’s celebrated H-theorem, we can define, within kinetic theory, an entropy functional S that is
non-decreasing in time [8, 9]. Historically, the H-theorem constituted the first derivation of the second law of
thermodynamics from a microscopic (particle-based) model, and it set the foundations of modern statistical
mechanics. At the time of Boltzmann, the H-theorem was not welcomed by mathematicians, who set out
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FIG. 1. Visual proof of equation (1). A macroscopic state is the set of all microscopic states compatible with some
large-scale measurement outcome. Let N(A→B) be the number of microscopic states in A that evolve to B in a
time ∆t. By time-reversal symmetry, this equals the number N(B̄→Ā) of microscopic states in B̄ that evolve to Ā
during the same amount of time ∆t. Assuming equal probability a priori of the microstates for a given macrostate,
the probability of evolving to B starting from A is P(A→B) = N(A→B)/N(A), where N(A) = eSA is the number of
microscopic states in A. Analogously, the probability of evolving to Ā starting from B̄ is P(B̄→Ā) = N(B̄→Ā)/N(B̄),
with N(B̄) = N(B) = eSB . Equation (1) immediately follows.

to prove the inconsistency of strict irreversibility with Hamiltonian mechanics [1]. The two most famous
objections to the H-theorem, formulated at the time of Boltzmann, were Poincaré’s recurrence theorem,
according to which any closed Hamiltonian system that starts out of equilibrium undergoes cycles in and out
of equilibrium, and Loschmidt’s “reverse objection”, according to which, since the microscopic dynamics of
a gas is time-reversible, a dynamical process is allowed if and only if its time-reversed is allowed, meaning
that it should not be possible to argue irreversible dynamics from Hamiltonian mechanics alone.
Nowadays, we know that these objections are direct manifestations of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem,

according to which every system that exhibits relaxation towards equilibrium must also undergo spontaneous
fluctuations away from it. According to this understanding, the assumptions that led Boltzmann to prove
the H-theorem are only an approximation, and the second law of thermodynamics is a property of the most
probable macroscopic evolution, fixed some macroscopic initial information [10]. In fact, it is easy to show
(see figure 1) that the probability for a large system to transition from a macrostate A to a macrostate B is
related to the probability of the time-reversed process (from B̄ to Ā) by the following identity [11]:

P(B̄ → Ā)

P(A → B)
= eSA−SB , (1)

where SA and SB are the entropies of the respective states. If we assume that SB > SA, then, since the
entropy is proportional to the particle number N , the right-hand side of (1) decays like ∼ e−N . Therefore,
in the thermodynamic limit, the transition B̄ → Ā is effectively forbidden, and the entropy cannot decrease.
However, for finite values of N , both processes B̄ → Ā and A → B are allowed1, and small violations of the
second law of thermodynamics may occur. Such violations appear, to an observer who has access only to
macroscopic data, as random fluctuations.
The mathematical framework that implements (seemingly) stochastic fluctuations into Boltzmann’s trans-

port equation is known as fluctuating kinetic theory. In a non-relativistic setting, the theoretical foundations
of such framework are well-understood, see e.g. [12–14]. In relativity, the matter is less established, although
some initial works exist [15, 16]. Here, we provide, for the first time, a first-principle construction of relativis-
tic fluctuating kinetic theory, within the grand-canonical ensemble. The key tool that will allow us to carry

1 Indeed, Poincaré’s recurrence theorem is valid only for finite systems. In fact, the proof relies on the assumption that the
phase space shell E ≤ “Hamiltonian” ≤ E +∆E has finite volume [1].
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out a rigorous construction is the information current [17], whose existence automatically guarantees the
consistency of the resulting theory with relativistic thermodynamics [18–20], Lorentz-covariance, causality,
and stability. Using the procedure developed in [21, 22], symmetrized correlation functions can be obtained
using only the information current and the entropy production rate.

Earlier studies of the correlation functions of relativistic kinetic theory, both symmetrized [15, 16] and
retarded [23–25], were restricted to the relaxation time approximation. Furthermore, the main focus has
always been on the correlation functions of conserved quantities (sometimes in the hydrodynamic regime),
but there is no study of the structure of correlation functions of the kinetic distribution function itself.
By using the information current, we are able to evaluate the equal-time correlation functions of arbitrary
observables in any reference frame, without making any assumptions about the interactions. For dilute
solutions in the relaxation time approximation, non-equal-time correlation functions of both the distribution
function and the conserved currents are obtained analytically in real space. This can be done with both
a constant relaxation time, and a momentum-dependent relaxation time. We then show that correlation
functions in the full linearized Boltzmann equation can be obtained if the spectrum of the linearized collision
operator is known. Using the known spectrum for weakly interacting ultrarelativistic scalar particles [26],
we are able to obtain correlation functions in both the distribution function and conserved currents. This is
the first time such correlation functions have been obtained in the relativistic regime.

Throughout the article, we adopt the metric signature (+,−,−,−) and work in natural units c = ℏ =
kB = 1. For an observable f(x, p) that depends on both positions x and momenta p of the particles, we
adopt the following Fourier convention:

f(x, p) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4
eiqxf̃(q, p) . (2)

II. CONSTANT-TIME THEORY

In this section, we derive the probability distribution for fluctuations of an ideal relativistic gas at a given
time (or across a generic spacelike surface). Then, we use it to compute equal-time correlators of physical
observables.

A. The information current

We consider an ideal gas of conserved particles in weak contact with a heat and particle bath. The
(constant) intensive parameters that characterize the bath are its fugacity α⋆ and its inverse temperature
four-vector β⋆

µ [20, 27]. In thermodynamic equilibrium, the gas is in the relativistic grand-canonical ensemble
[28]. Thus, the probability for a certain macroscopic state Ψ to occur is

P(Ψ) =
eS(Ψ)+α⋆N(Ψ)−β⋆

νP
ν(Ψ)

Z
, (3)

where S(Ψ), N(Ψ), and Pµ(Ψ) are the entropy, particle number, and four-momentum of the macrostate Ψ,
and Z is the grand-canonical partition function. In kinetic theory, the macroscopic state Ψ is the profile of
the one-particle distribution function fp(x

µ) across a fixed Cauchy surface Σ. Thus, equation (3) reads

P[fp] = Z−1 exp

∫
Σ

(
sµ + α⋆Jµ − β⋆

νT
µν
)
dΣµ , (4)
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where sµ, Jµ, and Tµν are respectively the entropy current, the conserved particle current, and the (sym-
metric) stress-energy tensor, given by

sµ = −
∫

d3p

(2π)3p0
pµ (fp ln fp − fp) ,

Jµ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfp,

Tµν =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµpνfp.

(5)

Here, we are assuming Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics, and we are neglecting possible spin degeneracies. The
global equilibrium macrostate feq,p is, by definition, the most probable state. Any other state fp can be
conveniently decomposed as fp = feq,p(1 + ϕp), where ϕp is dimensionless, and it can be interpreted as the
fractional displacement from equilibrium. Then, we have that

P[ϕp]

P[ϕp=0]
= e−

∫
Σ
EµdΣµ ≤ 1 ,

with Eµ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfeq,p

[
(ln feq,p−1−α⋆+β⋆

νp
ν)ϕp+(1+ϕp) ln(1+ϕp)

]
.

(6)

The vector field Eµ is the so-called “information current”. The inequality in the first line (imposed on
arbitrary Σ) implies that δEµ/δϕp must vanish at ϕp = 0. This leads us to the expected formula for the

equilibrium distribution function: feq,p = eα
⋆−β⋆

νp
ν

. Therefore, the information current simplifies to

Eµ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfeq,p

[
(1+ϕp) ln(1+ϕp)− ϕp

]
. (7)

This expression is valid for arbitrarily large fluctuations. Note that, while ϕp is allowed to become arbitrarily
large in the positive direction, it cannot go below −1, because the distribution function fp is non-negative.

B. Breakdown of the Boltzmann equation for small systems

The Boltzmann equation is grounded on a delicate assumption, known as “molecular chaos”. In a nutshell,
molecular chaos assumes that the velocities of colliding particles are uncorrelated [1]. This allowed Boltzmann
to derive an entirely deterministic equation of motion for fp. Such equation predicts that, if a gas is initially
in the equilibrium macrostate feq,p, it cannot “jump” away from it spontaneously. On the other hand,
equation (6) tells that feq,p is only the most probable state, and the system explores all macrostates with
non-vanishing probability. It follows that the Boltzmann equation is only an approximation, and deviations
from molecular chaos must occur, as predicted by (1). Let us estimate the importance of these effects.
We set Σ to be a constant-time Cauchy surface. Then, equation (6) reduces to

P[ϕp]

P[ϕp=0]
= exp

∫
R6

−d3x d3p

(2π)3
feq,p

[
(1+ϕp) ln(1+ϕp)− ϕp

]
. (8)

To understand the physical content of this distribution, let us restrict our attention to a specific type of
fluctuation. Fixed an arbitrary phase-space region Γ ⊆ R6, we consider a perturbation of the form

ϕp(x) =

{
ϕ if (x,p) ∈ Γ ,

0 otherwise .
(9)

Then, in equation (8), the integral can be restricted to the region Γ, and the square bracket can be taken
out from the integral. Introducing the dimensionless quantity

Neq :=

∫
Γ

d3x d3p

(2π)3
feq,p , (10)
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FIG. 2. Grand-canonical probability (11) that a fluctuation of relative size ϕ can occur in a region of phase space
containing respectively 1 (black), 3 (blue), 10 (magenta), and 100 (red) particles at equilibrium. The standard

deviation
√

⟨ϕ2⟩ can be interpreted as the relative error that we commit if we assume that a volume element of gas
containing (on average) the given number of particles obeys the molecular chaos assumption. Such error is 114% for
1 particle, 60% for 3 particles, 32% for 10 particles, and 10% for 100 particles. For one mole, it is ∼ 10−10 %.

which is just the equilibrium number of particles in the region Γ, we finally obtain

P(ϕ)

P(ϕ=0)
= e−Neq

[
(1+ϕ) ln(1+ϕ)−ϕ

]
(11)

This can be interpreted as the probability for a fluctuation of size ϕ to occur in a portion of gas involving
Neq particles. In figure 2, we graph P(ϕ) for some selected values of Neq. The Gaussian approximation is
already quite good for 5 particles, so that we can write

P(ϕ) ≈
√

Neq

2π
e−Neqϕ

2/2 . (12)

The standard deviation of ϕ is, therefore, N
−1/2
eq , in agreement with [29, §113]. Since molecular chaos entails

that ϕ = 0 at all times in equilibrium, the standard deviation of ϕ can be interpreted as the relative error that
we make if we assume that a fluid cell containing Neq particles fulfills molecular chaos exactly [1]. Taking
20% as our maximum error bar for an acceptable description, we find that molecular chaos (and therefore
the Boltzmann equation) necessarily breaks down when the fluid cell contains less than ∼ 25 particles.

C. Gaussian fluctuations

As we saw in the previous section, if the system is not too small, the probability distribution of fluctuations
can be approximated as Gaussian. This corresponds to truncating the information current (7) to second
order in ϕp. The result is

Eµ ≈ 1

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfeq,pϕ

2
p . (13)

This vector field fulfills three properties. First, it is always timelike future-directed. This follows immediately
from the fact that the difference E0 − E1 is the integral of a non-negative definite quantity:

E0 − E1 =
1

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
(p0−p1)feq,pϕ

2
p ≥ 0 . (14)
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Second, it is evident that Eµ = 0 if and only if ϕ = 0. Finally, due to the H-theorem, we have that ∂µE
µ ≤ 0

along solutions of the linearised Boltzmann equation. It follows that the linearised Boltzmann equation is
causal [17], and the equilibrium state is covariantly stable against fluctuations [30], both deterministic and
stochastic [31].
Plugging (13) into the first line of (6), and taking Σ to be a constant-time hypersurface, we obtain the

Gaussian approximation of (8), namely

P[ϕp]

P[ϕp=0]
= exp

∫
R6

−1

2

d3x d3p

(2π)3
feq,pϕ

2
p . (15)

The two-point correlator associated with this probability distribution can be evaluated using basic techniques
for functional integration, giving the following:

⟨ϕp(x)ϕp′(x′)⟩ = (2π)3

feq,p
δ3(x− x′)δ3(p− p′) . (16)

D. Equal-time correlators of conserved currents

The equal-time correlator (16) can be used to compute the size of fluctuations of the conserved particle
current Jµ and of the stress-energy tensor Tµν . From the definitions (5), we find that the deviation of the
conserved currents from equilibrium is

δJµ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfeq,pϕp,

δTµν =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµpνfeq,pϕp.

(17)

Straightforward integration of (16) then gives

⟨δJµ(x)δJν(x′)⟩ = δ3(x−x′)

∫
d3p

(2π)3(p0)2
pµpνfeq,p ,

⟨δJµ(x)δT νρ(x′)⟩ = δ3(x−x′)

∫
d3p

(2π)3(p0)2
pµpνpρfeq,p ,

⟨δTµν(x)δT ρλ(x′)⟩ = δ3(x−x′)

∫
d3p

(2π)3(p0)2
pµpνpρpλfeq,p .

(18)

Note that, in the denominator of the momentum-volume form, the energy p0 appears to the second power,
and not to the first as usual. This implies that, if at least one of the indices in the correlators is time, we
recover the usual moments of the equilibrium distribution function, namely:

⟨δJ0(x)δJν(x′)⟩ = δ3(x−x′)Jν
eq ,

⟨δJ0(x)δT νρ(x′)⟩ = ⟨δJν(x)δT 0ρ(x′)⟩ = δ3(x−x′)T νρ
eq ,

⟨δT 0ν(x)δT ρλ(x′)⟩ = δ3(x−x′)Aνρλ
eq ,

(19)

where Aνρλ is the third moment of the distribution function. The other components of the correlators do
not have such a simple interpretation, and one needs to evaluate all the integrals explicitly.

E. Evaluation of the equal-time correlators in the ultrarelativistic limit

Let us compute all the components of the equal-time correlators in the ultrarelativistic limit, where all the

integrals admit an analytic solution. We will work in the equilibrium rest frame, so that feq,p = e
µ−p
T , where
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µ is the chemical potential, T is the temperature, and p = p0 is the magnitude of the three-momentum. In
this limit, the equilibrium particle density n, pressure P , and energy density ε are, respectively,

n =
T 3

π2
eµ/T , P = nT , ε = 3P . (20)

To lighten the notation, we express all correlators in the form ⟨δA(x)δB(x′)⟩ = δ3(x− x′)AB, and we just
provide the formula for the (constant) correlation amplitude AB. For the current-current correlator, we have

JµJν =

n 0 0 0
0 n/3 0 0
0 0 n/3 0
0 0 0 n/3

 . (21)

For the mixed current-energy-momentum correlator, we find

J0T νρ =

ε 0 0 0
0 P 0 0
0 0 P 0
0 0 0 P

 , J1T νρ =

0 P 0 0
P 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 . (22)

The correlators involving J2 and J3 are analogous to that involving J1, by isotropy. For the energy-
momentum correlators, we find

T 00T νρ = 4T

ε 0 0 0
0 P 0 0
0 0 P 0
0 0 0 P

 , T 01T νρ = 4T

0 P 0 0
P 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,

T 11T νρ = 4T

P 0 0 0
0 3P/5 0 0
0 0 P/5 0
0 0 0 P/5

 , T 12T νρ = 4T

0 0 0 0
0 0 P/5 0
0 P/5 0 0
0 0 0 0

 .

(23)

All the others can be recovered from the above ones using isotropy. For example, if we apply a 90o rotation
around the x2 axis, we find that T 23T 23 = T 12T 12 = 4TP/5, and T 33T 33 = T 11T 11 = 4Tε/5. The correlators
in general flow configurations and general statistics are discussed in Appendix A.

F. Comparison with the correlators of the Israel-Stewart theory

Since we have exact formulas for the equal-time correlators in kinetic theory, we can compare them with
the hydrodynamic correlators of relativistic transient hydrodynamics. The most widespread hydrodynamic
theory of this kind is the Israel-Stewart theory, whose information current is well-known [32, 33]. If we work
in the equilibrium rest frame, and consider an ultrarelativistic gas as above, the information density (in the
Landau frame) reads

E0 =
1

2

[
(δn)2

n
+

3n

T 2
(δT )2 − 4n δujδuj − b1δν

jδνj + b2δπ
jkδπjk

]
, (24)

where δuj , δνj , and δπjk are the fluctuations to the (Landau-frame) flow velocity, to the charge-diffusion
flux, and to the shear stress tensor, respectively. There is no bulk viscous stress because ultrarelativistic gases
are conformal. The background constants b1 and b2 are two second-order transport coefficients, whose exact
value depends on the procedure that one uses to derive hydrodynamics from kinetic theory (e.g. DNMR
[34], or IReD [35]). In fluid dynamics, the macroscopic state is the profile of Ψ = {δn, δT, δuj , δνj , δπjk}
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across a constant-time hypersurface, and the grand-canonical probability distribution is P(Ψ) = e−
∫
E0d3x

[17]. All the equal-time correlators can be evaluated by functional integration, and we find

nn = n , TT =
T 2

3n
, ujuk =

δjk

4n
, νjνk =

δjk

b1
. (25)

For the shear stress tensor, one needs to have extra care in performing the functional integration, due to the
constraints of symmetry and tracelessness, δπ[jk] = δπj

j = 0. Applying the same technique as in Appendix

B of [36], we find

πjkπlm =
1

2b2

[
δjlδkm + δjmδkl − 2

3
δjkδlm

]
. (26)

Since in the information density (24) all the perturbation fields are decoupled (i.e. statistically independent),

all the mixed correlators, e.g. nT and ujνk, vanish identically. Note that the equal-time correlators of the
ordinary fluid fields δn, δT , and δuj agree with the predictions of the standard theory of hydrodynamic
fluctuations [37].
We can use the correlators (25) and (26) to evaluate the correlators of δJµ and δTµν , which are expressed

in terms of the fluid variables Ψ as follows:

δJ0 = δn , δJj = nδuj + δνj , δT 00 = 3δP , δT 0j = 4Pδuj , δT jk = δP δjk + δπjk , (27)

where the pressure fluctation is δP = Tδn + nδT , and its correlator amplitude is PP = 4TP/3. The
amplitude of the current correlator turns out to be

JµJν =


n 0 0 0
0 n/4+b−1

1 0 0
0 0 n/4+b−1

1 0
0 0 0 n/4+b−1

1

 . (28)

The amplitude of the mixed correlator is

J0T νρ =

ε 0 0 0
0 P 0 0
0 0 P 0
0 0 0 P

 , J1T νρ =

0 P 0 0
P 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 . (29)

Finally, the amplitude of the energy-momentum correlator is

T 00T νρ = 4T

ε 0 0 0
0 P 0 0
0 0 P 0
0 0 0 P

 , T 01T νρ = 4T

0 P 0 0
P 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,

T 11T νρ =
1

3


12TP 0 0 0

0 4TP+2b−1
2 0 0

0 0 4TP−b−1
2 0

0 0 0 4TP−b−1
2

 , T 12T νρ =
1

2b2

0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0

 .

(30)

Comparing the kinetic correlation amplitudes with the hydrodynamic correlation amplitudes we find that
the two coincide if and only if

b1 =
12

n
, b2 =

5

8TP
. (31)

On the other hand, in the Israel-Stewart theory, b1 and b2 are related to the dynamical transport coefficients.
In particular, one has that b1 = τn/κ, where κ is the charge diffusivity, and τn is the diffusion relaxation

9



time, while b2 = τπ/(2Tη), where η is the shear viscosity, τπ is the shear relaxation time. Thus, equation
(31), if taken at face value, translates into a constraint relating the values of the relaxation times to the
first-order transport coefficients:

τn =
12κ

n
, τπ =

5η

4P
. (32)

If the transport coefficients are computed from the Boltzmann equation in the Anderson-Witting Relaxation
Time Approximation (RTA), the above relations are recovered exactly, see equations (168) and (169) of
[38]. This is not surprising, since the Israel-Stewart theory and the RTA describe the same off-equilibrium
dynamics. If, instead, we compute the transport coefficients using the full Boltzmann collision kernel, the
relations in (32) can still be recovered exactly, both within the DNMR [34] and the IReD [35] framework (for
a constant cross-section gas), but only if we limit ourselves to the 14-moment approximation. The reason is
that the Israel-Stewart theory itself can be viewed as a sort of “kinetic theory” with only 14 moments.

G. Fluctuations away from transient hydrodynamics

In general, one should not expect the equal-time correlators of a hydrodynamic theory to coincide with
those of a more microscopic description. In fact, hydrodynamics is only supposed to reproduce the low-
frequency behavior of the system, while the equal-time correlators contain all frequencies, since

⟨δA(t) δB(t′)⟩ =
∫
R

dω

2π
e−iω(t−t′)(δA δB)ω . (33)

However, the Israel-Stewart theory is not a conventional infrared theory. When interpreted as a transient
hydrodynamic theory, Israel-Stewart is expected to reproduce also a portion of the high-frequency spectrum
through the relaxation times, see [39], interpretation (iii). Clearly, a fluctuating theory with 14 degrees of
freedom (the Israel-Stewart theory) cannot reproduce all the complexity of a fluctuating theory with infinite
degrees of freedom (full kinetic theory). Hence, in the high-frequency regime, kinetic theory can “fluctuate
away” from the Israel-Stewart states, leading to a violation of equation (32). It is, therefore, instructive to
consider the following dimensionless numbers (subscripts: kt=“kinetic theory”, IS=“Israel-Stewart”):

zn =
(J1J1)kt − (J1J1)IS

(J1J1)kt
=

1

4
− 3κ

nτn
,

zπ =
(T 12T 12)kt − (T 12T 12)IS

(T 12T 12)kt
= 1− 5η

4Pτπ
.

(34)

In appendix B, we prove that, if the Israel-Stewart theory is consistent with kinetic theory, then both zn
and zπ must necessarily fall in the interval [0, 1] (i.e., kinetic theory fluctuates more than hydrodynamics).
For this reason, we can interpret zn and zπ as the percentage contributions to the fluctuations of the
corresponding fluxes (δνj for zn, and δπjk for zπ) coming from those degrees of freedom that are neglected
by transient hydrodynamics. Different derivations of Israel-Stewart dynamics from kinetic theory adopt
different interpretations for which fluctuations are “hydrodynamic” and which are “not hydrodynamic”2.
Thus, zn and zπ are theory-dependent.
For a constant-cross-section gas, the DNMR [34] values of zn and zπ (computed using 41 moments) are

respectively 6% and 20%. This means that DNMR states are responsible for 4/5 of the fluctuations of πjk,
and the remaining 1/5 comes from high-frequency degrees of freedom. Not surprisingly [39], IReD [35] does
significantly better in reproducing the high-frequency regime of kinetic theory, with zn = 2% and zπ = 4%.

2 The state-space of linearised kinetic theory is the Hilbert space L2(R6), whose elements are the functions ϕp(x) at a given
time. Each derivation of Israel-Stewart (e.g. DNMR) assumes a specific regime of applicability within kinetic theory. The
regime of applicability is a projector P on L2(R6), which returns 1 if the dynamics of the (conserved currents of the) state
is captured correctly by Israel-Stewart hydrodynamics, and 0 otherwise. If two theories a and b have different regimes of
applicability, they have different projectors, Pa and Pb. The behaviour of E0 across the image of Pa differs from that across
the image of Pb. Thus, different interpretations of transient hydrodynamics have different zn and zπ .
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This means that roughly 24/25 of the fluctuations of πjk come from IReD states, and only 1/25 escapes
hydrodynamics. It should be kept in mind that the entirety of the non-hydrodynamic contribution to the
fluctuations of νj and πjk is sensitive to the details of the interaction. If, instead of postulating a constant
cross-section, we compute the cross-section from scalar quantum field theory with a λφ4 interaction, non-
hydrodynamic contributions are more important, with zn = 10% and zπ = 17% (according to IReD [6]).
Overall, we see that Israel-Stewart thermodynamics already accounts for most of the kinetic fluctuations.

III. TIME-EVOLUTION OF LINEAR FLUCTUATIONS

Thermodynamics alone can only give us correlators between spacelike-separated events. If two events are
causally connected, their correlation depends also on the details of the dynamics of the system. In this
section, we discuss how to compute the two-point correlators of fluctuating relativistic kinetic theory at
non-equal times.

A. Causal theory of time-dependent fluctuations

It is useful to formulate the problem in an abstract way. Let the column vector Ψ(x) be a (possibly infinite)
list of non-equilibrium fields, which fully characterize the state of the gas at a given spacetime event x. In the
kinetic theory case, Ψ(x) = {ϕ1(x), ϕ2(x), ...} is the list of linear combination coefficients of any expansion
ϕp =

∑
A ϕA gA(p) on some basis {g1(p), g2(p), ...} of L2(R3). In the presence of random fluctuations, Ψ is

a solution of a linear stochastic differential equation of the form

L(∂µ)Ψ = ξ , (35)

where L(∂µ) is a linear differential operator, and ξ(x) is a stochastic noise term with zero average, i.e.
⟨ξ⟩ = 0. In kinetic theory, equation (35) can be interpreted as the Langevin generalization of the Boltzmann
equation, expanded on the fields ϕA(x). The solution of (35) takes the form

Ψ(x) =

∫
d4x′G(x−x′)ξ(x′) , (36)

where the matrix G is a linear-response retarded Green function, solution to the Cauchy problem{
L(∂µ)G(x) = I δ4(x) ,
G(x0 < 0) = 0 .

(37)

In the case of Gaussian fluctuations, all the relevant information is encoded in two-point correlators. Using
invariance under spacetime translations, we are, therefore, interested in the infinite matrix ⟨Ψ(x)ΨT (0)⟩.
Thus, let us right-multiply both sides of (35) by ΨT (0) and average. The result is

L(∂µ)⟨Ψ(x)ΨT (0)⟩ =
∫

d4x′ ⟨ξ(x)ξT (x′)⟩GT (−x′) . (38)

Now, let us assume that the noise is covariantly Markovian, i.e. ⟨ξ(x)ξT (x′)⟩ = Q δ4(x−x′), for some constant
matrix Q. Then we have the following:

L(∂µ)⟨Ψ(x)ΨT (0)⟩ = QGT (−x) . (39)

Finally, we can make a useful observation: If the evolution operator L(∂µ) is causal (which is guaranteed if
there is an information current), then GT (−x) is supported inside the past lightcone J−(0), see the system
(37). Therefore, if we evaluate (39) on a point x that falls strictly outside J−(0), the right-hand side vanishes,
so that

L(∂µ)⟨Ψ(x)ΨT (0)⟩ = 0 if x /∈ J−(0) . (40)

This tells us that, to evaluate the correlator ⟨Ψ(x)ΨT (0)⟩ for x0 > 0, we only need to solve the Boltzmann
equation without noise (i.e. (35) with ξ = 0), using the equal-time correlator as our initial data.
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B. Time-dependent fluctuations in kinetic theory

Combining the reasoning of the above subsection, with the results of subsection IIC, we can conclude that
the two-point correlator ⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩ is the (unique) solution of the following Cauchy problem:

pµ∂µ⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩ −
∫

d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
Kpp̄ ⟨ϕp̄(x)ϕk(0)⟩ = 0 , for t > 0 ,

⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩ =
(2π)3

feq,p
δ3(x)δ3(p− k) , at t = 0 ,

(41)

where Kpp̄ is the kernel of the corresponding linearised collision operator model. For negative times, one
can just invoke time-translation invariance: ⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩ = ⟨ϕp(0)ϕk(−x)⟩ = ⟨ϕk(−x)ϕp(0)⟩. We note that,
while the first equation of (41) is manifestly Lorentz-covariant, the second seems to pick a preferred frame.
Also, the distinction between positive and negative times depends on the frame of reference (outside the
lightcone). However, the full fluctuating theory is Lorentz-covariant. The proof is provided below.
Let us focus on the retarded correlator Cpk(x) = Θ(x0 − 0+)⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩. For both x0 < 0+ and x0 > 0+,

such correlator is a solution of the linearised Boltzmann equation without noise. In fact, for negative x0−0+,
it vanishes identically, and the Boltzmann equation holds as an identity “0 = 0”. For positive x0 − 0+, the
point x falls outside the past lightcone J−(0), and we can invoke equation (40). At x0 = 0+, the derivative
of Θ(x0 − 0+) contributes to ∂tCpk. Hence, recalling equation (16), we obtain

pµ∂µCpk(x)−
∫

d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
Kpp̄ Cp̄k(x) =

(2π)3

feq,p
δ4(x)p0δ3(p− k) , (42)

To derive the above equation, the infinitesimal positive number 0+ in the Heaviside step function is crucial.
The reason is that, since the event x = 0 belongs to J−(0), the right-hand side of (39) does not vanish at
x = 0, while it vanishes for x0 = 0+.
Equation (42) clearly shows us that, although we have picked a reference frame to construct the theory,

no physical prediction depends on this choice. In fact, recalling that the product p0δ3(p − k) is a Lorentz
scalar [40], we see that both sides of (42) are indeed Lorentz scalars. This implies that, although we need to
choose a hypersurface Σ to define the probability distribution (4), all the physical predictions, including the
second line of (41) are “Σ-independent”. Additionally, since the linear operator on the left-hand side of (42)
is causal (as it admits an information current), the support of Cpk(x) cannot exit the future lightcone J+(0).
Thus relativity of simultaneity does not introduce any time-ordering ambiguity in (41), because ⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩
is supported in the two-folded lightcone J+(0) ∪ J−(0).

C. Application: Diluted solutions in the relaxation-time approximation

Consider a highly diluted solution, and treat the solute species as the gas of interest, and the solvent species
as the heat bath. In this setting, binary collisions between particles of the solute (i.e. “gas-gas” interactions)
are negligibly rare, and all collisions in the gas are mediated by the solvent (i.e., the relaxation of the gas
is governed by “gas-bath” interactions). We also assume that the collisions give rise to chemical conversion
between the solvent and the solute, so that ∂µJ

µ
gas = −∂µJ

µ
bath ̸= 0. Then, working in the relaxation-time

approximation, the Boltzmann equation for the solute reads, in the rest frame of the solvent,

pµ∂µfp = p0
feq,p(α

⋆, β⋆
ν)− fp

τp
, (43)

where τp is a (possibly momentum-dependent) relaxation time. This is not the usual (Anderson-Witting)
relaxation-time approximation for one-component gases, because feq,p(α

⋆, β⋆
ν) is not a function of fp itself.

Instead, feq,p = eα
⋆−β⋆

νp
ν

depends solely on the intensive parameters {α⋆, β⋆
ν} of the solvent. This models

the fact that the relaxation is due uniquely to interactions with the bath, and particles in the gas are not
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“aware” of each other. Indeed, equation (43) enables direct transfusion of energy, momentum, and particle
number between the solute and the solvent, since ∂µT

µν
gas ̸= 0 and ∂µJ

µ
gas ̸= 03.

With the above choice of collision integral, the first equation of (41) becomes[
pµ∂µ +

p0

τp

]
⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩ = 0 , for t > 0 (44)

This can be viewed as an ordinary differential equation along the parametric geodesic xµ(λ) = xµ + pµλ/p0,
which can be solved analytically with the initial data in (41). The result is

⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩ = e−|t|/τp (2π)
3

feq,p
δ3(x− vt)δ3(p− k) , (45)

where vj = pj/p0 is the three-velocity4. The above formula has been extended also to negative times using
the symmetry ⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩ = ⟨ϕk(−x)ϕp(0)⟩. This gives rise to the absolute value in the exponent.

D. Density fluctuations in a (chemically active) diluted solution with constant relaxation time

We can use the correlator (45) to evaluate the density-density correlator of the solute at non-equal times.
Recalling equation (17), we obtain (in the rest frame of the solvent)

⟨δJ0(x) δJ0(0)⟩ =
∫

d3p

(2π)3
feq,p e

−|t|/τpδ3(x− vt) . (46)

To evaluate the integral explicitly, let us first assume that τp = τ does not depend on the momentum. If we
work in the ultrarelativistic limit, as in section II E, we obtain

⟨δJ0(x) δJ0(0)⟩ = ne−|t|/τ

4π|x|2
δ(|x| − |t|) . (47)

This describes a spherical wavefront that propagates at the speed of light, and decays exponentially over a
timescale τ . If, instead, we work in the non-relativistic limit (still with constant τp = τ), we obtain (m is
the mass of the constituents)

⟨δJ0(x) δJ0(0)⟩ = ne−|t|/τ

(2πTm−1t2)3/2
exp

[
− mx2

2Tt2

]
, (48)

which describes a Gaussian profile that expands with standard deviation proportional to t, and decays over
a timescale τ . In the intermediate regime, the result is more cumbersome:

⟨δJ0(x) δJ0(0)⟩ = nure
−|t|/τ t2Θ(t2−x2)

8π(t2−x2)5/2
m3

T 3
exp

[
− m |t|

T
√
t2−x2

]
, (49)

where nur is the equilibrium density in the ultrarelativistic limit, as given in equation (20). In figure 3, we
sketch the Minkowski diagram of ⟨δJ0(x) δJ0(0)⟩ for mildly relativistic gases.

3 In a relaxation time model where the relaxation time depends on particle momenta and local conservation laws are obeyed,
the ansatz for the collision term has to be modified [41, 42].

4 Note that the same result can be obtained using the covariant approach of [21, 22], guaranteeing that this correlator does
not depend on the choice of foliation used to define equal-time.
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FIG. 3. Minkowski diagram of the density-density correlator (49) on the two-dimensional spacetime plane y = z = 0
for mildly relativistic gases. The left panel refers to a solvent with T/m = 0.1, while the right panel refers to a solvent
with T/m = 0.5 (where m is the mass of the constituents of the solute). The colormap marks the intensity of the
correlator (white=large, blue=small). The lightcone has been highlighted in white.

E. The case of λφ4 relaxation time

In the previous subsection, we evaluated the density correlators assuming that τp is independent of mo-
mentum. However, that is not a realistic assumption within a QFT framework. Let us consider, instead, a
more interesting setting, where τp=τp0/T (with τ=const), which is the relaxation time of a gas with λφ4

cross-section. Then, our diluted solution reduces to the radiation hydrodynamic model considered in [43],
and equation (46) becomes

⟨δJ0(x) δJ0(0)⟩ =
∫

d3p

(2π)3
exp

[
µ

T
−p0

T
−|t|T
τp0

]
δ3(x− vt) . (50)

Working in the ultrarelativistic limit, the integral can still be solved analytically. The result is

⟨δJ0(x) δJ0(0)⟩ = n

4π|x|2
(|t|/τ)3/2K3(2

√
|t|/τ)δ(|x| − |t|) , (51)

where K3 is the modified Bessel function of the second kind. Taking the long-time limit of this correlator,
we obtain the following decay law:

⟨δJ0(x) δJ0(0)⟩ ∼ e−2
√

|t|/τ . (52)

As can be seen, the thermal correlations decay subexponentially, which is a manifestation of the dehydrody-
namization mechanism discussed in [24]. This phenomenon arises due to the existence of non-hydrodynamic
states with arbitrarily long equilibration timescales, as discussed in [44, 45]. Indeed, equation (52) shows
that, although these non-thermal long-lived states have a low probability of occurring, they are not fully
suppressed within the grand-canonical ensemble. This also explains why the existence of these states leads
to a divergence of the gradient expansion discussed in [43].
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IV. EVALUATING THE CORRELATORS FROM THE INFORMATION CURRENT

The full Boltzmann equation for a single-component gas is more complicated than that of infinitely diluted
solutions considered in section III C. For the former, there is in general no hope of obtaining an exact formula
for the ϕp correlator in real space. Instead, we need to work in Fourier space. For practical purposes, this
is not a strong limitation, since most applications involve the Fourier component of the correlators from the
start. Here, we discuss how one can derive the formula for the correlators directly from the knowledge of the
information current. Our strategy is a relativistically-covariant generalization [21, 22] of the Fox-Uhlenbeck
approach [13, 46].

A. Correlators in Fourier space

First, a bit of notation. By translation invariance, the correlator in Fourier space has the form

⟨ϕp(q)ϕ
∗
k(q

′)⟩ = (2π)4(ϕpϕk)q δ
4(q − q′) , (53)

where ϕp(q) is the Fourier transform of ϕp(x), and we are adopting the notation of [29], according to which

(ϕpϕk)q :=

∫
d4x e−iqx⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩ . (54)

We know that the integral is supported within the two-sided lightcone J+(0) ∪ J−(0) (recall the discussion
in section III B). Thus, we can decompose it as the sum of two integrals, over J+(0) and J−(0) respectively.
Using the symmetry ⟨ϕp(x)ϕk(0)⟩ = ⟨ϕk(−x)ϕp(0)⟩, we therefore obtain

(ϕpϕk)q = Cpk(q) + Ckp(−q) , (55)

where Cpk(q) is the Fourier transform of the retarded correlator introduced in section III B. If we Fourier
transform equation (42), we find that Cpk(q) solves the following equation:

feq,p ip
µqµ Cpk(q)−

∫
d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
feq,pKpp̄ Cp̄k(q) = (2π)3p0δ3(p− k) . (56)

Equations (55) and (56) fully determine the value of (ϕpϕk)q. For example, setting the collision kernel to be

Kpp̄ = − (2π)3

τp
(p0)2δ3(p− p̄), (57)

as in equation (44), we (correctly) recover the Fourier tranform of (45), namely

(ϕpϕk)q =
(2π)3

feq,p

2τpδ
3(p− k)

1 + τ2p (q
0 − v · q)2

. (58)

B. The covariant Fox-Uhlenbeck approach

Let us go back to the abstract framework of section IIIA. It can be rigorously shown [47, 48] that, if the
information current Eµ is timelike future-directed in all states, and the entropy production rate σ = −∂µE

µ

is non-negative definite, and we have Eµ = ΨTEµΨ/2, and σ = ΨTσσΨ (where Eµ and σσ are symmetric
matrices), then the linear operator on the left-hand side of equation (35) can be taken to be

L(∂µ) = Eµ∂µ + σσ . (59)

Under these conditions, the covariantly Markovian noise on the right-hand side of (35) has variance [21, 22]

⟨ξ(x)ξT (x′)⟩ = 2σσδ4(x− x′) . (60)
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This is the covariant generalization of Fox and Uhlenbeck’s formulation of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem
[13], as it states that systems with stronger dissipation have larger noise (which is responsible for fluctuations).
We remark that (60) is manifestly Lorentz-invariant.
In the kinetic theory case, we recall that the array of discrete variables Ψ = {ϕ1, ϕ2, ...} is the (infinite)

list of linear-combination coefficients of any given expansion ϕp =
∑

A ϕAgA(p), see section IIIA. Thus, it is
straightforward to verify that the matrix components of Eµ and σσ are, respectively,

Eµ
AB =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfeq,pgA(p)gB(p) ,

σAB = −
∫

d3p

(2π)3p0
d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
feq,p gA(p)Kpp̄ gB(p̄) .

(61)

Hence, the stochastic equation (35), expressed in components, reads Eµ
AB∂µϕ

B+σABϕ
B = ξA, where the

summation over B is understood, and ξA is a stochastic noise with ⟨ξA(x)ξB(x′)⟩ = 2σABδ
4(x−x′), as

required by equation (60). If we express ξA as the integral of a noise distribution in momentum, i.e.

ξA =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
gA(p)ξp , (62)

the discrete system of equations Eµ
AB∂µϕ

B+σABϕ
B = ξA is equivalent to the stochastic Boltzmann equation feq,pp

µ∂µϕp − feq,p
∫ d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
Kpp̄ϕp̄ = ξp ,

⟨ξp(x)ξp̄(x′)⟩ = −2feq,pKpp̄δ
4(x− x′) .

(63)

Note that both sides of the equations above are Lorentz scalars, confirming that the resulting fluctuating
version of kinetic theory is manifestly Lorentz-covariant. Indeed, it was shown in [21] that if the linear
equations of motion (35) are obtained from the information current (as discussed above), the resulting
correlators of the dynamical variables, in this case ϕp, do not depend on the choice of spacetime foliation.

The system (63), expressed in Fourier space, will be used in section V to evaluate the correlators of the
full Boltzmann equation.

V. THE FULL FLUCTUATING BOLTZMANN EQUATION

Building on the knowledge acquired in the previous sections, we will now turn our attention to the evolution
of fluctuations arising from more realistic models for the collisions. To this end, we consider a system in
which only two-to-two scatterings occur, and quantum statistics effects can be neglected. In this case, the
relativistic Boltzmann equation in the full non-linear regime reads

pµ∂µfp =
1

2

∫
d3k

(2π)3k0
d3k′

(2π)3k′0
d3p′

(2π)3p′0
Wpp′↔kk′(fkfk′ − fpfp′), (64)

where we introduce the transition rate Wpp′↔qq′ = (2π)6sσ(s,Θ)δ4(p+p′−k−k′), σ(s,Θ) is the differential
cross section, s ≡ (kµ + k′µ)(kµ + k′µ) = (pµ + p′µ)(pµ + p′µ) is the square of the total energy in the zero-
total-momentum frame and we define Θ as the angle between the 3-momentum vectors p and k in the
zero-total-momentum frame. The cross-section contains information about the specific microscopic theory
of interest and its specific functional form greatly influences the non-equilibrium dynamics [8, 44, 45, 49].
In the linear regime, perturbations to the global equilibrium distribution for this system evolve through

the linearized Boltzmann equation

feq,pp
µ∂µϕp = feq,pL̂[ϕp]

≡ 1

2

∫
d3k

(2π)3k0
d3k′

(2π)3k′0
d3p′

(2π)3p′0
Wpp′↔kk′feq,pfeq,p′(ϕk + ϕk′ − ϕp − ϕp′),

(65)
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where we defined the linearized collision operator L̂, which is a linear functional of the relative deviation
function ϕp. In order to express the linearized Boltzmann equation in the form of Eq. (63), we must find an
integral kernel such that

feq,p

∫
d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
Kpp̄ϕp̄ = feq,pL̂[ϕp]. (66)

This is indeed achieved by the following manifestly symmetric integral kernel (details in Appendix C)

feq,pKpp̄ =
(2π)3

4

∫
d3k

(2π)3k0
d3k′

(2π)3k′0
d3p′

(2π)3p′0

×
{
p̃0Wpp′→kk′feq,pfeq,p′

[
δ3(k− p̄) + δ3(k′ − p̄)− δ3(p− p̄)− δ3(p′ − p̄)

]
+p0Wp̄p′↔kk′feq,p̃feq,p′

[
δ3(k− p) + δ3(k′ − p)− δ3(p̄− p)− δ3(p′ − p)

]}
.

(67)

Then, in Fourier space, the Boltzmann equation can be expressed as

feq,p[iΩEpϕ̄p + ipµq⟨µ⟩ϕ̄p]−
∫

d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
feq,pKpp̄ϕ̄p̄ = ξ̄p, (68)

where we define Ω = qµu
µ, Ep = pµu

µ, and q⟨µ⟩ = ∆µ
νq

ν , which is given in terms of the fundamental
projector ∆µν = gµν − uµuν . In the rest frame of the background fluid, Ω = q0, Ep = p0, uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0),

(q⟨µ⟩) = (0,q). From Eq. (63), the Fourier-transformed stochastic noise correlator reads

⟨ξ̄p(q)ξ̄∗p̃(q′)⟩ = −2(2π)4feq,pKpp̄δ
4(q − q′). (69)

Equation (68) is an inhomogeneous linear integral equation for ϕ̄p, whose solution can be found by expanding

ϕ̄p in the eigenfunctions of L̂. In the remainder of the section, we shall analyze a particular system, for which

the eigensystem of L̂ (the set of eigenvalues and eigenvectors) is known analytically. In this case, one can
also expand ξp in this basis and express the collision kernel Kpp̄ by a spectral expansion. This was already
recognized in the non-relativistic limit [13]. The obtention of the eigenfunctions, however, can be achieved
only in very rare instances. In the non-relativistic regime, this is the case of the so-called Maxwell particles.
Then, the eigenfunctions are expressible in terms of Hermite polynomials and spherical harmonics, but there
is not a closed expression for the eigenvalues [9, 50]. In relativistic systems, this was only recently achieved
in Ref. [26] for a system of weakly interacting massless scalar particles. In the remainder of this section, we
shall analyze the dynamics of fluctuations in Fourier space for the latter system.

A. Fluctuations for weakly interacting ultrarelativistic scalar particles

For a system of scalar particles described by the Lagrangian density L = 1
2∂µφ ∂µφ − (λ/4!)φ4, the

differential cross-section at leading order in the coupling is, σ(s,Θ) = g/s, with g = λ2/(32π). This specific
functional form for σ(s,Θ) enables the computation of the eigensystem of the linearized collision term (and
by extension of the kernel Kpp̄) in exact form, in contrast to what was described for the non-relativistic case.
Indeed, it was shown that the eigensystem is so that [26]

L̂
[
L(2ℓ+1)
n,p p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩

]
= χnℓL

(2ℓ+1)
n,p p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩,

χnℓ = −gneqβ

4

(
n+ ℓ− 1

n+ ℓ+ 1
+ δn0δℓ0

)
,

(70)

where L
(2ℓ+1)
n,p = L

(2ℓ+1)
n (βEp) denotes associated Laguerre polynomials [51, 52], neq = eα/(π2β3) is the

equilibrium particle density, α = µ/T is the thermal potential, and p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩ is the irreducible projection
of products of momentum. It is given in terms of projection tensors, p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩ ≡ ∆µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ p
ν1 · · · pνℓ . The 2ℓ-

rank tensor ∆µ1···µℓ
ν1···νℓ is constructed from the ∆µν = gµν −uµuν projectors in such a way that it is completely
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symmetric with respect to permutations in any of the indices µ1 · · ·µℓ and ν1 · · · νℓ, separately, and also
traceless within each subset of indices [8, 53] (see also Appendix D). One of the main properties of these
irreducible tensors is∫

d3p

(2π)3p0
p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩p⟨ν1

· · · pνm⟩H(Ep) =
ℓ!

(2ℓ+ 1)!!
∆µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ
δℓm

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
(∆µνpµpν)

ℓ
H(Ep), (71)

where H(Ep) is an arbitrary weight function assumed to be sufficiently regular so that the integral converges.
As we shall see in the remainder of section, the property above allows the separation of different tensor

components from a given equation by integration. The polynomials L
(α)
n form a complete set of orthogonal

functions, indeed, they can be normalized so that they are orthogonal with respect to the global equilibrium
distribution,

ℓ!

(2ℓ+ 1)!!

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
(∆µνpµpν)

ℓ
L(2ℓ+1)
n,p L(2ℓ+1)

m,p feq,p = A(ℓ)
n δnm ≡ (−1)ℓ

ℓ!

(2ℓ+ 1)!!

neq

2β2ℓ−1

(n+ 2ℓ+ 1)!

n!
δnm.

(72)
It is noted that the spectrum (70) contains basic properties of the linearized collision term: all eigenvalues

are non-positive5 and the zero-modes (i.e. the eigenfunctions L̂ with zero eigenvalue) correspond to linear
combinations of 1, pµ which are associated, respectively, to the conservation of particle number6 and of
4-momentum in the collisions. Namely, the zero modes correspond to the values (n, ℓ) = (0, 0), (1, 0) and

(0, 1), since L
(1)
0,p = 1 and pµ = Epu

µ + p⟨µ⟩ = (2L
(1)
0,p −L

(1)
1,p)u

µ +L
(3)
0,pp

⟨µ⟩. Another interesting feature of the
spectrum is that it is bounded from below and above,

− gneqβ

4
< χnℓ ≤ 0. (73)

When written in the eigenbasis (70), the problem of solving the integral equation (68) is simplified. To
explicitly see this, we shall expand the deviation function and the noise in the eigenfunction basis,

ϕ̄p =

∞∑
n,ℓ=0

Φµ1···µℓ
n L(2ℓ+1)

np p⟨µ1
· · · pµℓ⟩, (74a)

ξ̄p = feq,p

∞∑
ℓ,n=0

Ξµ1···µℓ
n L(2ℓ+1)

np p⟨µ1
· · · pµℓ⟩, (74b)

A(ℓ)
n Ξµ1···µℓ

n (q) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
L(2ℓ+1)
np p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩ξ̄p ≡ Ξ̃µ1···µℓ

n , (74c)

A(ℓ)
n Φµ1···µℓ

n (q) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
feq,pL

(2ℓ+1)
np p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩ϕ̄p ≡ Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n , (74d)

which conveniently separates the dependence on the Fourier variable qµ (Φµ1···µℓ
n , Ξµ1···µℓ

n , or equivalently

Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n , Ξ̃µ1···µℓ

n , which we shall refer to as the Fourier-Laguerre components of ϕ̄p and ξ̄p, respectively) from

the dependence on the momentum, pµ (L
(2ℓ+1)
n,p p⟨µ1

· · · pµℓ⟩) . In terms of the Φ-components, the Fourier-space
correlators read

⟨ϕ̄p(q)ϕ̄
∗
k(q

′)⟩ =
∞∑

n,ℓ,n′,m=0

1

A
(ℓ)
n A

(m)
n′

〈
Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n (q)Φ̃∗ν1···νm

n′ (q′)
〉
L(2ℓ+1)
n,p L

(2ℓ+1)
n′,k p⟨µ1

· · · pµℓ⟩k⟨µ1
· · · kµm⟩.

(75)

5 This is expected from the property that, given an arbitrary function of momentum Ap,
∫ d3p

(2π)3p0
feq,pApL̂[Ap] ≤ 0, which

is crucial to prove the non-negativeness of entropy production in the linear regime.
6 The particle number conservation is a consequence of the employment of the cross-section at leading order in the coupling λ.
Beyond this order, further processes which do not conserve the particle number emerge [26].
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Some of the Φ̃-components possess physical interpretation in terms of stochastic fluctuations around the
global equilibrium particle four-current and the energy-momentum tensor. In general, deviations from these
quantities can be expressed in Kinetic theory as

δJµ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfeq,pϕ̄p,

δTµν =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµpνfeq,pϕ̄p.

(76)

Then, shear-stress deviations can be identified as πµν = δT ⟨µν⟩, and, one can then compute from Eq. (74d)

that, since L
(5)
0,p = 1,

Φ̃µν
0 = πµν . (77)

Besides, from the fact that L
(3)
0,p = 1, and L

(3)
1,p = 4−βEp, it is seen that Φ̃µ

0 and Φ̃µ
1 are related to the particle

diffusion, νµ ≡ δJ⟨µ⟩, and to energy diffusion, hµ = uνδT
⟨µ⟩ν , associated with the fluctuations and, indeed,

Φ̃µ
0 = νµ, Φ̃µ

1 = 4νµ − βhµ. (78)

Similarly, since L
(1)
0,p = 1, and L

(1)
1,p = 2− βEp, and L

(1)
2,p = (1/2)[6− 6βEp + (βEp)

2], the scalar components

Φ̃1 and Φ̃2 can be related to corrections to the particle density, δn = uµδJ
µ, energy density δε = uµuνδT

µν ,
associated with the fluctuations,

Φ̃1 = 2Φ̃0 − βδn, Φ̃2 =
1

2

(
6Φ̃0 − 6βδn+ β2δε

)
. (79)

In case the particles of the system had mass m, Φ̃0 would be related to deviations to the trace of the energy

momentum tensor in equilibrium, gµνδT
µν = m2Φ̃0. Besides, it is noted, from expansion (74a) and Eq. (70),

that Φ0, Φ1, and Φµ
0 are the components associated with the zero-modes, L

(1)
0,p = 1, L

(1)
1,p = 2 − βEp, and

L
(3)
0,pp

⟨µ⟩ = p⟨µ⟩, respectively.

Exact equations of motion for a generic Fourier-Laguerre component Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n can be derived by integrating

Eq. (68), with the eigenmoment basis,
∫
d3p/[(2π)3p0](· · · )L(2ℓ+1)

n,p feq,pp⟨µ1
· · · pµℓ⟩, and performing manip-

ulations involving the Laguerre polynomials and the irreducible tensors. Then, we can derive the following

linear system of equations for Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n (for details, see Appendix D),

i
Ω

β

[
−(n+ 1)Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n+1 + 2(n+ ℓ+ 1)Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n − (n+ 2ℓ+ 1)Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n−1

]
+ iq⟨µ⟩

[
Φ̃µ1···µℓµ

n − 2Φ̃µ1···µℓµ
n−1 + Φ̃µ1···µℓµ

n−2

]
− i

β2

ℓ

2ℓ+ 1
q⟨µ1

[
(n+ 1)(n+ 2)Φ̃

µ2···µℓ⟩
n+2 − 2(n+ 1)(n+ 2ℓ+ 1)Φ̃

µ2···µℓ⟩
n+1 + (n+ 2ℓ+ 1)(n+ 2ℓ)Φ̃µ2···µℓ⟩

n

]
− χnℓΦ̃

µ1···µℓ
n = Ξ̃µ1···µℓ

n , n = 0, 1, · · · , ℓ = 0, 1, · · · ,
(80)

where we consider that Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n ≡ 0, for n < 0. Besides, the stochastic noise Fourier-Laguerre components,

Ξ̃µ1···µℓ
n , can be shown to be correlated as (see also Appendix D)〈

Ξ̃µ1···µℓ
n (q)Ξ̃∗ν1···νm

n′ (q′)
〉
= −2(2π)4A(ℓ)

n χn,ℓδ
4(q − q′)δℓmδnn′∆µ1···µℓν1···νℓ . (81)

We note from Eq. (80) that the term proportional to χnℓ does not contribute for (n, ℓ) = (0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0),
for which χnℓ = 0. Besides, from that equation, it is seen that there is only coupling among Fourier-Laguerre
components with rank ℓ and ranks ℓ∓1 and among components with Laguerre indices n, n±1 and n±2. We
note that the tensor-rank coupling is erased in the limit where q⟨µ⟩ → 0. This limit encompasses fluctuations
which are spatially homogeneous with respect to background fluid, which is what we shall consider for the
reminder of this section.
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In the the limit where q⟨µ⟩ → 0, Eqs. (80) become

i
Ω

β

[
−(n+ 1)Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n+1 + 2(n+ ℓ+ 1)Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n − (n+ 2ℓ+ 1)Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n−1

]
− χn,ℓΦ̃

µ1···µℓ
n = Ξ̃µ1···µℓ

n ,

n = 0, 1, · · · , ℓ = 0, 1, · · · ,
(82)

It is readily seen that Eqs. (82) form a system of algebraic equations that are linear in Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n in which

the different tensor ranks are decoupled and that can be expressed in terms of a dimensionless tridiagonal
matrix in the Laguerre indices n, n′,

∞∑
n′=0

M(ℓ)
nn′Φ̃

µ1···µℓ

n′ = Ξ̂µ1···µℓ
n , n = 0, 1, 2, 3, · · · ,

M(ℓ)
nn′ = b(ℓ)n (Ω̂)δn′,n+1 + a(ℓ)n (Ω̂)δn′,n + c(ℓ)n (Ω̂)δn′,n−1,

a(ℓ)n (Ω̂) = 2iΩ̂(n+ ℓ+ 1)− χ̂nℓ, b(ℓ)n (Ω̂) = −iΩ̂(n+ 1), c(ℓ)n (Ω̂) = −iΩ̂(n+ 2ℓ+ 1),

(83)

where, in the above equation, we have employed the variables

Ω̂ =
Ω

gneqβ2
, χ̂nℓ =

χnℓ

gneqβ
= −1

4

(
n+ ℓ− 1

n+ ℓ+ 1
+ δn0δℓ0

)
, Ξ̂µ1···µℓ

n =
Ξ̃µ1···µℓ
n

gneqβ
, (84)

in which Ω̂ and χ̂n0 are dimensionless and Ξ̂µ1···µℓ
n has dimensions of T ℓ−2. We also define the dimensionless

quantity

Â(ℓ)
n ≡ A(ℓ)

n

β2ℓ−1

neq
= (−1)ℓ

ℓ!

(2ℓ+ 1)!!

1

2

(n+ 2ℓ+ 1)!

n!
. (85)

The correlators for the stochastic source components Ξ̂n can be obtained from Eq. (81) for ℓ = 0 and
definitions (74c) and (84) and they read〈

Ξ̂µ1···µℓ
n (Ω)Ξ̂∗µ1···µm

n′ (Ω′)
〉
= −2

(2π)4

gβ2ℓ
Â(ℓ)

n χ̂nℓδ(Ω− Ω′)δnn′δℓm∆µ1···µℓν1···νℓ . (86)

For tridiagonal matrices, an analytic formula for the inverse is known [54], and, indeed, we shall employ
for a matrix dimension truncation of rank N (or, equivalently, employing 0 ≤ n, n′ ≤ N − 1 in Eq. (83)),

[(M(ℓ))−1]ij =


(−1)i+jbi · · · bj−1θi−1φj+1/θN , if i < j

θi−1φj+1/θN , if i = j

(−1)i+jcj · · · ci−1θj−1φi+1/θN , if i > j

, (87)

where the coefficients {φi}i=1,··· ,N and {θi}i=1,··· ,N are obtained, respectively, through the following recursion
relations

φN+1 = 1, φN = aN−1, θ0 = 1, θ1 = a0,

φj = aj−1φj+1 − bj−1cjφj+2, j = N − 1, N − 2, · · · , 2, 1,
θj+1 = aj−1θj−1 − bj−2cj−1θj−2, j = 2, 3, · · ·N.

(88)

Once this inversion is performed, the Φ̃-Φ̃ correlators can be expressed in terms of Ξ̂-Ξ̂ correlators as〈
Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n (Ω)Φ̃∗µ1···µm

n′ (Ω′)
〉
= lim

N→∞

N−1∑
a,a′=0

[(M(ℓ))−1(Ω̂)]na[(M(m))−1(Ω̂′)]∗n′a′

〈
Ξ̂µ1···µℓ
a (Ω)Ξ̂∗µ1···µm

a′ (Ω′)
〉

= −2
(2π)4

gβ2ℓ
lim

N→∞

N−1∑
a=0

[(M(ℓ))−1(Ω̂)]na[(M(ℓ))−1(Ω̂)]†an′Â
(ℓ)
a χ̂aℓδ(Ω− Ω′)δℓm∆µ1···µℓν1···νℓ

≡ (2π)4
(−1)ℓ

β2ℓ

(
Φ̃nℓΦ̃

∗
n′ℓ

)
Ω
δ(Ω− Ω′)δℓm∆µ1···µℓν1···νℓ ,

(89)
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where we have employed the quantities defined in Eqs. (84) and (85) and defined the dimensionless correlator

amplitudes
(
Φ̃nℓΦ̃

∗
n′ℓ

)
Ω
. They have the property that

(
Φ̃nℓΦ̃

∗
n′ℓ

)
Ω
=
(
Φ̃∗

n′ℓΦ̃nℓ

)
Ω
=
(
Φ̃n′ℓΦ̃

∗
nℓ

)
Ω

and are

always real. We also note that, since the above correlator is proportional to δℓm, Fourier-Laguerre modes
with different tensor ranks are decorrelated, as expected.

In order to check the convergence of the procedure outlined above, in Fig. 4, we display some
(
Φ̃nℓΦ̃

∗
n′ℓ

)
Ω

correlator amplitudes as a function of Ω̂ for various truncation orders, N . In general, we see that already
for N = 5 the procedure yields results which are quantitatively close to the higher truncation orders. In

the upper panels of Fig. 4, we display the scalar correlator amplitudes
(
Φ̃00Φ̃

∗
00

)
Ω
and

(
Φ̃00Φ̃

∗
10

)
Ω
, which

are related to the zero-mode Fourier-Laguerre components Φ̃0 and Φ̃1 of the linearized collision term and to
the fluctuations in conserved currents (see Eqs. (79) and (89)). In the lower panels of Fig. 4, we display the

rank-2 tensor correlator amplitudes
(
Φ̃02Φ̃

∗
02

)
Ω
and

(
Φ̃02Φ̃

∗
12

)
Ω
, which are related to the Fourier-Laguerre

components Φ̃µν
0 and Φ̃µν

1 . We note that the former is related to shear fluctuations (see Eq. (77)) and the latter
is a non-hydrodynamic fluctuation. We see that the convergence of the scalar correlators is slightly slower
with respect to the rank-2 tensor correlator amplitudes. Additionally, the diagonal (n = n′) correlators (left

panels of Fig. 4) converge to a single peak structure centered at Ω̂ = 0, whereas the off-diagonal amplitudes

(right panels of Fig. 4) can have a more complex structure. In fact, the amplitude
(
Φ̃02Φ̃

∗
12

)
Ω
(lower-right

panel) possesses a double-peak structure with a sharp valley near Ω̂ = 0. Moreover, off-diagonal correlators
can become negative in certain regions, as it will be seen below.
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FIG. 4. Convergence of the correlator amplitudes
(

Φ̃nℓΦ̃n′ℓ

)
Ω

for successive truncations and with different values of

n and n′ in each panel. (Left-hand panels) Diagonal correlators. (Right-hand panels) Off-diagonal correlators.

In Figures 5 and 6 general aspects of the shape of the correlator amplitudes are assessed at fixed but
large (N = 125) truncation order. In Fig. 5, we display some diagonal scalar (ℓ = 0) and vector (ℓ = 1)
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correlator amplitudes normalized with their values at Ω̂ = 0. It is seen that for small |Ω̂| the distribution

becomes more sharply peaked as n increases and it broadens for large |Ω̂|. For ℓ = 1, however, we see that

the small |Ω̂| region where the amplitudes
(
Φ̃n,1Φ̃

∗
n,1

)
Ω

become sharply peaked is much smaller than the

ℓ = 0 case. In Fig. 6, we see the behavior of the off-diagonal amplitudes
(
Φ̃0,1Φ̃

∗
n,1

)
Ω
and

(
Φ̃0,2Φ̃

∗
n,2

)
Ω
. We

remind that Φ̃0,1 and Φ̃0,2 can both be related to vector and rank-2 tensor fluctuations in conserved currents

(see Eqs. (78) and (77), respectively), whereas the remaining modes Φ̃n,1 and Φ̃n,2 are, in general, related
non-hydrodynamic modes. We note that, overall, the higher the value of n, the smaller the typical value
of the amplitude is. This is sensible because the more distant the modes are in the hierarchy of Laguerre
moment equations (80) at fixed ℓ, the less correlated these modes are expected to be, since these equations

couple modes with Laguerre index n with n± 1. We also note that the typical value of
(
Φ̃0,1Φ̃

∗
n,1

)
Ω
decays

with n much slower than
(
Φ̃0,2Φ̃

∗
n,2

)
Ω
.
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FIG. 5. Diagonal eigenmode correlator amplitudes for N = 125. (Left-hand panel) ℓ = 0 correlator amplitudes.
(Right-hand panel) ℓ = 1 correlator amplitudes.
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FIG. 6. Eigenmode correlator amplitudes for N = 125. (Left-hand panel) ℓ = 1 correlator amplitudes. (Right-hand
panel) ℓ = 2 correlator amplitudes.
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Now, we turn our attention to correlators related to the deviations from the global equilibrium particle
four-current and energy momentum tensor. As a matter of fact, inverting Eqs. (77)–(79) these correlators

can be readily expressed in terms of the Fourier-Laguerre correlators
〈
Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n Φ̃∗µ1···µm

n′

〉
. Indeed,

β2⟨δn(Ω)δn∗(Ω′)⟩ = 4
〈
Φ̃0Φ̃

∗
0

〉
− 4

〈
Φ̃0Φ̃

∗
1

〉
+
〈
Φ̃1Φ̃

∗
1

〉
,

β3⟨δn(Ω)δε∗(Ω′)⟩ = 4
〈
Φ̃0Φ̃

∗
2

〉
+ 12

〈
Φ̃0Φ̃

∗
0

〉
− 18

〈
Φ̃0Φ̃

∗
1

〉
− 2

〈
Φ̃1Φ̃

∗
2

〉
+ 6

〈
Φ̃1Φ̃

∗
1

〉
,

β4⟨δε(Ω)δε∗(Ω′)⟩ = 36
〈
Φ̃0Φ̃

∗
0

〉
+ 36

〈
Φ̃1Φ̃

∗
1

〉
+ 4

〈
Φ̃2Φ̃

∗
2

〉
+ 24

〈
Φ̃2Φ̃

∗
0

〉
− 24

〈
Φ̃2Φ̃

∗
1

〉
− 72

〈
Φ̃0Φ̃

∗
1

〉
,〈

ναν∗β
〉
=
〈
Φ̃α

0 Φ̃
∗β
0

〉
,

β
〈
ναh∗β〉 = 4

〈
Φ̃α

0 Φ̃
∗β
0

〉
−
〈
Φ̃α

0 Φ̃
∗β
1

〉
,

β2
〈
hαh∗β〉 = 16

〈
Φ̃α

0 Φ̃
∗β
0

〉
− 8

〈
Φ̃α

0 Φ̃
∗β
1

〉
+
〈
Φ̃α

1 Φ̃
∗β
1

〉
,〈

πµνπ∗αβ〉 = 〈Φ̃µν
0 Φ̃∗αβ

0

〉
,

(90)

where we note that many of the above correlators vanish. First, as a consequence of Eq. (86), correlators
between currents with different tensor ranks (ℓ ̸= m in Eq. (86)) are zero. Second, some correlators are zero
due to the local conservation laws, expressed in Fourier space as iqµδJ

µ = 0 and iqνδT
µνuν = 0. Then, since

qµ = iΩuµ + q⟨µ⟩, we have that iΩδn = 0 and iΩ(δεuµ + hµ) = 0, in the homogeneous limit. Contracting
the latter with uν and ∆α

ν , we have, respectively, δε = 0 = hα. Thus, correlators involving δn, δε and hµ

vanish in the homogeneous limit, and this fact was confirmed numerically. For the non-vanishing correlators
in Eqs. (90), we have

〈
ναν∗β

〉
≡ − (2π)4

β2
(νν∗)Ω,kt δ(Ω− Ω′)∆αβ ,

〈
πµνπ∗αβ〉 ≡ (2π)4

β4
(ππ∗)Ω,kt δ(Ω− Ω′)∆µναβ ,

(91)

where the subscript kt denotes that the amplitudes stem from kinetic theory. This notation will be useful
for the comparison with fluctuating Israel-Stewart below. Besides, from Eqs. (89) and (90), we find that

(νν∗)Ω,kt =
(
Φ̃0,1Φ̃

∗
0,1

)
Ω
and (ππ∗)Ω,kt =

(
Φ̃0,2Φ̃

∗
0,2

)
Ω
. And thus the behavior of these amplitudes with Ω̂

can be seen in Figs. 5 and 6.
Now we compare the amplitudes in Eq. (91) with their counterparts computed within Israel-Stewart

hydrodynamics. Then, analogously with subsection IIG, we define

zn(Ω) =
(νν∗)Ω,kt − (νν∗)Ω,IS

(νν∗)Ω,kt

, zπ(Ω) =
(ππ∗)Ω,kt − (ππ∗)Ω,IS

(ππ∗)Ω,kt

(92)

where (νν∗)Ω,IS and (ππ∗)Ω,IS denote Israel-Stewart correlator amplitudes,

(νν∗)Ω,IS =
2κβ2

1 + τ2nΩ
2
,

(ππ∗)Ω,IS =
4ηβ3

1 + τ2πΩ
2
,

(93)

which can be obtained from the results of Ref. [21]. For the values of the transport coefficients, we consider
κ = 3/(gβ2), τn = 60/(gneqβ

2), η = 48/(gβ3), and τπ = 72/(gneqβ
2) computed in Ref. [6] for the φ4 theory

employing the IReD truncation scheme. Then, we see that for Ω̂ = 0, zn(Ω) = 0 = zπ(Ω), thus hydrodynamic
fluctuations coincide with the kinetic theory fluctuations in this regime. This result is sensible given the fact
that the hydrodynamic behavior should emerge in the limit of small frequencies. Indeed, in Ref. [45] the

23



shear viscosity and shear relaxation time displayed above for φ4 theory emerge from the full linear response

function by expanding it in the Ω̂ → 0 limit. For larger values of |Ω̂|, we see that both zn(Ω) and zπ(Ω)
increase, but always ranging values below 1, as it happened in subsection IIG for fixed time fluctuations.
But here they reach values that are larger than the values zn = 10% and zπ = 17% reported there. We

also remark that zn(Ω) ≈ zπ(Ω) in a region around Ω̂ = 0, but, in general, zn(Ω) > zπ(Ω) and thus the
particle diffusion current hydrodynamic fluctuations departs farther from the kinetic theory fluctuations
when compared with the shear-stress fluctuations.

zn(Ω)

zπ(Ω)
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FIG. 7. Relative difference between hydrodynamic and kinetic theory fluctuation amplitudes for particle diffusion
and the shear-stress tensor (see definition in Eq. (92)).

Having the correlators
〈
Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n (Ω)Φ̃∗µ1···µm

n′ (Ω′)
〉
, one can also recover the full fractional deviation func-

tion correlators ⟨ϕ̄p(q)ϕ̄
∗
k(q

′)⟩. As a matter of fact, using Eqs. (75) and (89) we obtain (details also in
Appendix D)

⟨ϕ̄p(q)ϕ̄
∗
k(q

′)⟩ = (2π)4

n2
0β

2

∞∑
n,n′,ℓ=0

1

Â
(ℓ)
n Â

(ℓ)
n′

(
Φ̃nℓΦ̃

∗
n′ℓ

)
Ω
L(2ℓ+1)
n,p L

(2ℓ+1)
n′,k (β|p|)ℓ(β|k|)ℓ ℓ!

(2ℓ− 1)!!
Pℓ(cos θ)δ(Ω− Ω′)

≡ (2π)4
(
ϕ̄pϕ̄

∗
k

)
Ω
δ(Ω− Ω′),

(94)
where Pℓ(x) are the Legendre polynomials and cos θ ≡ (p · k)/(|p||k|). In the left-hand panel of Fig. 8, we
display the behavior of the above-defined correlator amplitude with β|p| = 1, β|k| = 1 and truncate the
above sum in n and n′ at N = 15 and the sum in ℓ at ℓmax = 10. There, we see that, as expected, the

amplitude is largest for θ = 0 for all values of Ω̂. Then, it decreases for larger angles until for θ = π the
amplitude becomes fully negative. The amplitude becomes very small for θ = 3π/4 in comparison with the
other angles displayed.
Finally, we compare the λφ4 correlator amplitudes with the amplitude computed in Sec. IVA for diluted

solution RTA model. To this end, we express the result in Eq. (58) as (in the homogeneous limit, q⟨µ⟩ =
(0,q) = (0,0) and Ω = q0 in the local rest frame)

(ϕpϕk)q ≡ (ϕpϕk)Ω,RTAδ
3(p− k) =

(2π)3

feq,p

2τpδ
3(p− k)

1 + τ2pΩ
2

, (95)

where we employ τp = [4/(gneqβ
2)]Ep, which is the momentum-dependent RTA timescale associated to

the λφ4 interaction, computed in Ref. [26]. By comparing the above equation with Eq. (94), we already
see that the RTA amplitude strictly enforces that p and k are identical, thus θ = 0, while the full λφ4

amplitude entails a non-trivial distribution both in θ and in the vector magnitudes |p| and |k|. Besides,
in the left-hand panel of Fig. 8, we see that the normalized fluctuation amplitude of RTA is qualitatively
different from the one of the full λφ4 interaction in the linear regime. Thus, we see that the RTA model
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cannot accurately represent the complete φ4 fluctuations in this regime. This discrepancy is increased by the
fact that the RTA model employed to compute Eq. (58) does not conserve the solute particle four-current
nor their energy momentum tensor, while the λφ4 model conserves these quantities (at leading order in the

coupling constant). Indeed, the RTA collision kernel obtained in Ref. [26] from the spectral expansion of L̂
contains counter-terms that are essential for the local conservation laws [41].
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FIG. 8. (Left-hand panel) Fractional deviation correlator amplitudes as a function of Ω̂ for some values of the angle
θ ≡ arccos[(p · k)/(|p||k|)] for β|p| = 1, β|k| = 1. (Right-hand panel) Comparison with normalized RTA correlation
amplitudes.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

It is well known that any dissipative system will also experience fluctuations around the equilibrium state.
While these fluctuations are most often studied for macroscopic systems such as Brownian particles [55] and
viscous fluids [37], they will also appear in any dissipative microscopic theory. This leads naturally to kinetic
theory, which produces entropy according to Boltzmann’s H-theorem. Using thermodynamic arguments,
made consistent with relativity through the so-called information current [17], we constructed both the
equal-time and dynamical correlators for the distribution function of relativistic kinetic theory. It is found
that the linearized relativistic Boltzmann equation can be obtained using only the information current (or
equivalently the entropy current and conserved currents) and entropy production rate, as in theorem 1 of [47]
when the antisymmetric term vanishes. This means that, at a linear level, the correlators stemming from
kinetic theory arise from purely thermodynamic considerations, just like the ones in Israel-Stewart theory.
The fully nonlinear information current of equation (7) is manifestly timelike future-directed, vanishes only

in equilibrium, and has non-positive divergence due to the H-theorem. This implies that the resulting free
energy is thermodynamically consistent, and it plays the role of a Lyapunov functional for the Boltzmann
dynamics. Therefore, kinetic theory is stable [17] in the fully non-linear regime. Furthermore, following the
argument of [17], we conclude that non-linear deviations from equilibrium cannot expand faster than light
(which in the linear regime implies causality). This provides a simple physical perspective on existing stability
and causality proofs for the relativistic Boltzmann equation [56]. Due to the symmetric hyperbolic nature of
the linear Boltzmann equation (when truncated to a finite but arbitrarily large number of moments), these
results also imply the existence of solutions for certain initial data [57].
Since the information current can be constructed directly from the entropy current and conserved currents,

without any reference to the collision operator, spacelike-separated correlation functions do not depend on
the interactions. This allows for several important universal observations to be made about fluctuations in
relativistic kinetic systems. By studying the properties of the nonlinear equilibrium probability distribution
as the number of particles is reduced, we found that fluctuations become large when there are ∼25 particles
in a given fluid cell. This indicates that fluctuations should be significant for small systems in heavy-ion
collisions when there can be as few as ∼5 charged particles in a given fluid cell [58]. Working from equal-
time correlation functions in the distribution function, correlation functions involving a conserved current
and energy-momentum tensor were determined. By demanding that the equal-time correlation functions
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of Israel-Stewart match those of kinetic theory, the relaxation times can be identified in a way that is
independent of the interactions. This is the choice of relaxation time that maximizes the fluctuations of
Israel-Stewart, while in general kinetic theory has a more complete high-frequency spectrum allowing it to
fluctuate more.

At non-equal times (or more precisely, for timelike separated spacetime points) we presented two methods
of determining correlation functions. The first is to solve the equations of motion using the equal-time
correlation functions as initial conditions. This approach was used to study fluctuations of a dilute solution
in the relaxation-time approximation, in which case the correlation function of the distribution function was
determined analytically. It is found that the correlation function propagates in time with an exact velocity
given by the momentum. Using this result, we solved for the correlation function of the density of the
solute. With a constant relaxation time, this correlation function decays exponentially with time; whereas
with a relaxation time that is linear in p0, the correlation function decays with the exponential of the square
root of the time. This subexponential decay appears due to gapless modes that appear in the spectrum of
the momentum dependent relaxation time. The other approach for determining correlation functions is the
relativistic Fox-Uhlenbeck procedure used in [21, 22, 31]. In this procedure, a stochastic source is included in
the equations of motion, and the distribution of this source is determined such that the system relaxes to the
correct equilibrium probability distribution. In the case of the linearized Boltzmann equation, the correlator
of this stochastic source is covariantly white and proportional to the kernel of the collision operator.

Using the exact spectrum of the linearized collision operator for weakly interacting ultra-relativistic scalar
particles with a λφ4 interaction [6, 26, 59, 60], dynamical correlation functions of the linearized Boltzmann
equation were studied. These correlation functions can be expanded in terms of the eigenfunctions of the
linearized collision operator, reducing the problem to that of inverting a tensor equation for the coefficients of
this expansion. In the homogenous case, this becomes a matrix expression that can be inverted numerically.
The self-correlation functions are sharply peaked at zero frequency and decay as the magnitude of the
frequency increases. Correlation functions involving higher-order moments decay at a faster rate near zero,
but at large |Ω| the higher order moments dominate. Unlike in the relaxation-time approximation, correlation
functions of the distribution function, ⟨ϕ̄p(q)ϕ̄

∗
k(q

′)⟩, have a three dimensional structure, depending on the
angle between p and k. The correlation functions are maximized when this angle is zero; however, as the
momenta become anti-parallel, it was found that the correlation function eventually becomes negative. It
follows that the magnitude of correlations is not minimized when the momenta are anti-parallel, but rather
at some intermediate point. At zero frequency the correlation functions of conserved currents exactly match
those of Israel-Stewart theory, while at non-zero frequencies Israel-Stewart under-predicts the magnitude of
correlations (using transport coefficients obtained in the IReD scheme in [6]).

These results highlight the utility of the information current. By formulating the Boltzmann equation
through its relativistic free energy, causality, stability, and symmetric hyperbolicity are guaranteed (when
truncated to finite moments). The Gibbs stability implied by the existence of a well-defined information
current further ensures that the system is stable against small perturbations such as those generated by
thermal fluctuations. In this sense then, using the information current as the basis for a stochastic theory
ensures that the resulting dynamics are well-posed. By simply using natural definitions of the entropy
current and conserved current from a distribution function, and assuming the H-theorem is satisfied, the
information current can be used to recover the linearized Boltzmann equation. Since the linearized Boltzmann
equation can be obtained directly from the information current, it follows that the correlation functions of the
distribution function do not depend on the definition of equal-time [21]. We can then think of the linearized
Boltzmann equation as being the most general well-posed equation of motion for a distribution function, in
the linear regime. The only piece of information that is missing in this construction is the form of the kernel,
which is determined by the interactions. Unlike the standard derivation of the Boltzmann equation, starting
from the information current also fully defines the corresponding stochastic theory in a natural way.

The same ideas that we have used to include fluctuations in kinetic theory have also been used to study
fluctuating hydrodynamics [21, 22, 31]. However, the connection between fluctuating kinetic theory and
hydrodynamics has not yet been explored from this perspective. Do the standard procedures of deriving
hydrodynamics from kinetic theory also yield a well-defined stochastic theory? We intend to answer this
question in future works.
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Appendix A: Information current for quantum statistics and massive particles

For the sake of completeness, in this Appendix, we shall generalize the discussion put forward in Sec. IIA.
Namely, we shall consider here a non-co-moving reference frame and that the particles of the system may be
either bosons or fermions. As in Sec. II A, the probability of realization of a given macrostate described by
the single-particle distribution function profile f(x, p) is given by the functional (see also Eq. (4))

P[fp] = Z−1 exp

∫
Σ

(
sµ + α⋆Jµ − β⋆

νT
µν
)
dΣµ , (A1)

In the present case, the entropy four-current and the conserved currents are expressed in terms of the
distribution function by

sµ = −
∫

d3p

(2π)3p0
pµ

(
fp ln fp +

f̃p
a

ln f̃p

)
,

Jµ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfp,

Tµν =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµpνfp,

(A2)

where we made use of the definition f̃p = 1 − afp, and a = +1 (−1) if the particles are fermions (bosons).
The corresponding expressions for classical particles are recovered if one sets a → 0. It is noted that only the
definition of sµ changed with respect to Eq. (5). In this setting, the deviations around global equilibrium
are more adequately parametrized by the deviation function

ϕp =
fp − feq,p

feq,pf̃eq,p
, (A3)

which implies that one expresses fp and f̃p, respectively, as fp = feq,p(1+f̃eq,pϕp) and f̃p = f̃eq,p(1−afeq,pϕp).
As before, the information current can be identified by considering the ratio between the realization of a
configuration with finite deviation from global equilibrium and the realization of equilibrium itself,

P[ϕp]

P[ϕp=0]
= e−

∫
Σ
EµdΣµ ,

Eµ = −
∫

d3p

(2π)3p0
pµ
{
feq,pf̃eq,pϕp ln(feq,p) + feq,p(1 + f̃eq,pϕp) ln(1 + f̃eq,pϕp)

−f̃eq,pfeq,pϕp ln(f̃eq,p) +
1

a
f̃eq,p(1− afeq,pϕp) ln(1− afeq,pϕp) + (−α+ βνp

ν)feq,pf̃eq,pϕp

}
.

(A4)

From the imposition that equilibrium is the most probable macrostate, we have that δEµ/δϕp|ϕp=0 = 0,

that leads to ln(feq,p/f̃eq,p) = −α+ βνp
ν which implies

feq,p =
1

e−α+βνpν + a
, (A5)
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which is the Bose-Einstein (Fermi-Dirac) distribution for a = −1 (a = 1). Hence, the information current in
the present case is given by

Eµ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfeq,pf̃eq,p

{
(1 + f̃eq,pϕp)

f̃eq,p
ln(1 + f̃eq,pϕp) +

(1− afeq,pϕp)

afeq,p
ln(1− afeq,pϕp)

}
. (A6)

and the probability of realization of a fluctuation with deviation ϕp is given by

P[ϕp]

P[ϕp=0]
= exp

{
−
∫
R6

d3x d3p

(2π)3
feq,pf̃eq,p

[
(1 + f̃eq,pϕp)

f̃eq,p
ln(1 + f̃eq,pϕp) +

(1− afeq,pϕp)

afeq,p
ln(1− afeq,pϕp)

]}
,

(A7)
which reduces to Eq. (8), as a → 0. Considering a box-like perturbation as in Eq. (9) leads to a considerably
more complicated distribution than that in Eq. (11), which in the present case cannot be expressed in terms

of the equilibrium number of particles in the region enclosed by the box because of the feq,p and f̃eq,p factors
in the logarithms. On the other hand, in the Gaussian regime, the corresponding distribution for the box
perturbation is

P[ϕ] =

√
1

2π

∂Neq

∂α
exp

{
−1

2

∂Neq

∂α
ϕ2

}
, (A8)

which is to be contrasted with Eq. (12). There, the variance of the distribution is given in terms of Neq

and allowed to estimate that the Boltzmann equation should not be adequate to be employed for systems
with less than 25 particles, given the threshold for errors to be 20 %. In the present case, a similar criterion
leads to ∂Neq/∂α ≲ 25, which means that the Boltzmann equation should not be applicable for systems
with quantum statistics in regimes where the typical number of particles varies drastically with the thermal
potential. In particular, for bosons (a = −1), since the Bose-Einstein distribution diverges at a finite value of
|p| if α > m/T (and so does ∂Neq/∂α), the Boltzmann equation should not be applicable when the chemical
potential is close to the mass of the particle.

Now we turn our attention to gaussian fluctuations in generic configurations. Expanding the integrand in
the exponential of Eq. (A6) up to quadratic order, we have

P[ϕp]

P[ϕp=0]
= exp

{
−
∫
R6

1

2

d3x d3p

(2π)3
feq,pf̃eq,pϕ

2
p

}
. (A9)

from which the equal-time ϕ-ϕ correlator can be computed to be

⟨ϕp(x)ϕp′(x′)⟩ = (2π)3

feq,pf̃eq,p
δ3(x− x′)δ3(p− p′) . (A10)

From that, we can compute correlations between fluctuations in deviations of the particle four-current and
energy-momentum tensor

δJµ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµfeq,pf̃eq,pϕp,

δTµν =

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
pµpνfeq,pf̃eq,pϕp.

(A11)
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as it was done in the main text. These correlations can be expressed as

⟨δJµ(x)δJν(x′)⟩ = δ3(x−x′)JµJν ,

⟨δJµ(x)δT νσ(x′)⟩ = δ3(x−x′)JµT νσ,

⟨δTµν(x)δTσλ(x′)⟩ = δ3(x−x′)TµνTσλ .

JµJν =

∫
d3p

(2π)3(p0)2
pµpνfeq,pf̃eq,p,

JµT νσ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3(p0)2
pµpνpσfeq,pf̃eq,p,

TµνTσλ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3(p0)2
pµpνpσpλfeq,pf̃eq,p,

(A12)

which can be expressed in terms of the generic thermodynamic integrals

Jnq =
1

(2q + 1)!!

∫
dP (−∆µνp

µpν)
q
En−2q

p feq,pf̃eq,p (A13)

and whose tensor structure must be constructed from uµ and gµν , which are the only tensors present after
integration in momentum space. As a matter of fact, irreducible expressions for Eq. (A12) can be derived
using the identities

pµpν = E2
pu

µuν +
1

3

(
∆αβpαpβ

)
∆µν + 2Epu

(µp⟨ν⟩) + p⟨µpν⟩,

pµpνpσ = E3
pu

µuνuσ + 3E2
pu

(µuνp⟨σ⟩) + 3Epu
(µp⟨νpσ⟩) + Ep

(
∆αβpαpβ

)
u(µ∆νσ) + p⟨µpνpσ⟩

+
3

5

(
∆αβpαpβ

)
p(⟨µ⟩∆νσ),

pµpνpσpλ = E4
pu

µuνuσuλ + 4E3
pu

(µuνuσp⟨λ⟩) + 6E2
pu

(µuνp⟨σpλ⟩) + 2E2
p

(
∆αβpαpβ

)
u(µuν∆σλ)

+ 4Epu
(µp⟨νpσpλ⟩) +

12

5
Ep

(
∆αβpαpβ

)
u(µ∆νσp⟨λ⟩) + p⟨µpνpσpλ⟩ +

6

7

(
∆αβpαpβ

)
∆(µνp⟨σpλ⟩)

+
2

15

(
∆αβpαpβ

)2
∆µνσλ +

1

9

(
∆αβpαpβ

)2
∆µν∆σλ,

(A14)
where the parentheses denote the symmetrization in the enclosed indices, taking into account the trivial
permutations among momentum and the uµ indices, explicitly, we have

2u(µp⟨ν⟩) = uµp⟨ν⟩ + uνp⟨µ⟩, (A15a)

3u(µuνp⟨σ⟩) = uµuνp⟨σ⟩ + uµuσp⟨ν⟩ + uσuνp⟨µ⟩, (A15b)

4u(µuνuσp⟨λ⟩) = uµuνuσp⟨λ⟩ + uµuνuλp⟨σ⟩ + uµuλuσp⟨ν⟩ + uλuνuσp⟨µ⟩, (A15c)

6u(µuνp⟨σpλ⟩) = uµuνp⟨σpλ⟩ + uσuνp⟨µpλ⟩ + uλuνp⟨σpµ⟩ + uµuσp⟨νpλ⟩ + uµuλp⟨σpν⟩

+ uσuλp⟨µpν⟩, (A15d)

where analogous expressions are valid for u(µp⟨νpσ⟩), u(µ∆νσ), p(⟨µ⟩∆νσ) (with respect to Eq. (A15b)),
u(µuν∆σλ), u(µp⟨νpσpλ⟩), u(µ∆νσp⟨λ⟩) (wrt Eq. (A15c)), ∆(µνp⟨σpλ⟩) (wrt Eq. (A15d)), respectively. Besides
that, we employ the fact that ∫

dP En
p p

⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩feq,pf̃eq,p = 0, (A16)

for ℓ ̸= 0, which is a consequence of Eq. (71). Then, we finally obtain

JµJν = J10u
µuν − J11∆

µν , (A17a)

JµT νσ = J20u
µuνuσ − J21u

(µ∆νσ), (A17b)

TµνTσλ = J30u
µuνuσuλ − 6J31u

(µuν∆σλ) + 2J32∆
µνσλ +

5

3
J32∆

µν∆σλ. (A17c)
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Appendix B: Properties of the z-parameters

In the linear regime, we can classify all kinetic states using two scalar variables, H (“Hydrodynamic”) and
N (“Not hydrodynamic”). The number H quantifies the cumulative amplitude of the excited modes that
can be described using the Israel-Stewart theory, while N quantifies the cumulative amplitude of excited
modes that escape the Israel-Stewart description. We can treat each point of the {H,N} plane as a larger
macrostate, which has a probability e−E(H,N) of being occupied. In the Gaussian limit, the most general
function E(H,N) takes the form

E =
1

2
(H,N)

[
1 a
a 1

](
H
N

)
, (B1)

provided that we adopt some natural units for H and N . Thermodynamic stability requires the cross-term
a to belong to the interval (−1, 1). Explicit evaluation of the Gaussian integrals gives[

⟨HH⟩ ⟨HN⟩
⟨NH⟩ ⟨NN⟩

]
=

1

1− a2

[
1 −a
−a 1

]
. (B2)

Thus, the kinetic-theory prediction for the H correlator is ⟨HH⟩kt = (1−a2)−1. Instead, computing ⟨HH⟩
within the Israel-Stewart theory corresponds to constraining N to zero in equation (B1) (i.e. summing only
over the H states), giving the hydrodynamic correlator ⟨HH⟩IS = 1.

Now, let A be the linear perturbation to an arbitrary physical observable. Within the two-dimensional
space of macrostates (H,N), it should be possible to express A in the form A = AHH + ANN , for some
linear-combination coefficients AH and AN (not necessarily positive). Then, we find that

⟨AA⟩kt =
A2

H − 2aAHAN +A2
N

1− a2
,

⟨AA⟩IS = A2
H .

(B3)

Therefore, the z-parameter associated with A is

zA =
⟨AA⟩kt − ⟨AA⟩IS

⟨AA⟩kt
=

(AN−aAH)2

(AN−aAH)2 + (1−a2)A2
H

∈ [0, 1] , (B4)

which is what we wanted to prove.
The above proof relies on a coarse-graining, where we replace all the detailed degrees of freedom of the

system with two scalars {H,N}. There is no loss of generality in this procedure, as long as E is appropriately
increased to account for the degrees that are lost in the process. However, for completeness, let us also provide
the proof that zA ∈ [0, 1] when H and Z are column vectors (i.e. list of variables). In this case, we have

E =
1

2
(HT , NT )

[
P Q
QT R

](
H
N

)
,

A = AT
HH +AT

NN ,

(B5)

where P and R are symmetric positive definite matrices, Q is a rectangular matrix, and AH and AN are
column vectors. The correlators of the fundamental variables now read[

⟨HHT ⟩ ⟨HNT ⟩
⟨NHT ⟩ ⟨NNT ⟩

]
=

[
P−1 + P−1QZQTP−1 −P−1QZ

−ZQTP−1 Z

]
, (B6)

with Z = (R−QTP−1Q)−1. Therefore, the A correlators read

⟨AA⟩kt = AT
HP−1AH + (AN−QTP−1AH)TZ(AN−QTP−1AH) ,

⟨AA⟩IS = AT
HP−1AH ,

(B7)
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As before, the Israel-Stewart correlators are computed assuming that N does not fluctuate (i.e. forcing
N = 0 in the Gaussian integral). Note that, since the matrix Z coincides with the correlator ⟨NNT ⟩kt, it
must be positive definite. Clearly, P−1 is positive definite too. Thus, the z-parameter of A reads

zA =
(AN−QTP−1AH)TZ(AN−QTP−1AH)

AT
HP−1AH + (AN−QTP−1AH)TZ(AN−QTP−1AH)

∈ [0, 1] , (B8)

completing our proof.

Appendix C: Properties of the linearized collision operator and the collision kernel Kpp̃

In the present Appendix, we shall display the details of the derivation of Eq. (67), which expresses the
linearized collision term as a symmetric kernel Kpp̃. In fact, linearizing Eq. (64), we have

feq,pp
µ∂µϕp = feq,pL̂[ϕp]

≡ 1

2

∫
d3k

(2π)3k0
d3k′

(2π)3k′0
d3p′

(2π)3p′0
Wpp′↔kk′feq,pfeq,p′(ϕk + ϕk′ − ϕp − ϕp′),

(C1)

In order to express the linearized Boltzmann equation in the form of Eq. (63), we must find an integral kernel
such that

feq,p

∫
d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
Kpp̄ϕp̄ = feq,pL̂[ϕp]. (C2)

To this end, first, from the definition (C1), we can derive that

feq,pL̂[ϕp] =
(2π)3

2

∫
d3p̃

(2π)3p̃0

∫
d3k

(2π)3k0
d3k′

(2π)3k′0
d3p′

(2π)3p′0
p̃0Wpp′→kk′feq,pfeq,p′

×
[
δ3(k− p̃) + δ3(k′ − p̃)− δ3(p− p̃)− δ3(p′ − p̃)

]
ϕp̃,

(C3)

where we have used the filtering property of the Dirac delta. On the other hand, using more elaborate
properties of the linearized collision, we derive

feq,pL̂[ϕp]

=
(2π)3

2

[∫
d3p̃

(2π)3p̃0
p0 δ3(p− p̃)

] ∫
d3k

(2π)3k0
d3k′

(2π)3k′0
d3p′

(2π)3p′0
Wpp′↔kk′feq,p̃feq,p′(ϕk + ϕk′ − ϕp − ϕp′),

=
(2π)3

2

∫
d3p̃

(2π)3p̃0
d3k

(2π)3k0
d3k′

(2π)3k′0
d3p′

(2π)3p′0
p0δ3(p− p̃)Wp̃p′↔kk′feq,p̃feq,p′(ϕk + ϕk′ − ϕp̃ − ϕp′),

=
(2π)3

2

∫
d3p̃

(2π)3p̃0
d3k

(2π)3k0
d3k′

(2π)3k′0
d3p′

(2π)3p′0
p0Wp̃p′↔kk′feq,p̃feq,p′

×
[
δ3(p− k) + δ3(p− k′)− δ3(p− p̃)− δ3(p− p′)

]
ϕp̃,

(C4)
where, in the final equality, the self-adjoint property of the linearized collision term has been employed, i.e.,
for given arbitrary functions of the momentum Ap̃ and Bp̃,∫

d3p̃

(2π)3p̃0
Ap̃feq,p̃L̂[Bp̃] =

∫
d3p̃

(2π)3p̃0
Bp̃feq,p̃L̂[Ap̃] (C5)

Then, we can express the linearized collision term as a manifestly symmetric integral kernel by taking the
average of Eqs. (C3) and (C4),

feq,pL̂[ϕp] =
(2π)3

4

∫
d3p̃

(2π)3p̃0
d3k

(2π)3k0
d3k′

(2π)3k′0
d3p′

(2π)3p′0

×
{
p̃0Wpp′→kk′feq,pfeq,p′

[
δ3(k− p̃) + δ3(k′ − p̃)− δ3(p− p̃)− δ3(p′ − p̃)

]
+p0Wp̃p′↔kk′feq,p̃feq,p′

[
δ3(k− p) + δ3(k′ − p)− δ3(p̃− p)− δ3(p′ − p)

]}
ϕp̃,

(C6)
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from which Kpp̃ can be readily identified.

Appendix D: Details of the obtention of the Fourier-Laguerre component equations

Given the role played by the linearized collision term in dynamical fluctuations in Kinetic Theory (see
e.g. (63)), it is convenient to perform expansions in the eigenbasis of this linear operator. This basis is
given in terms of projected tensors, p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩ ≡ ∆µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ p
ν1 · · · pνℓ . The 2ℓ-rank tensor ∆µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ p
ν1 · · · pνℓ

is constructed from the ∆µν = gµν − uµuν projectors. Explicitly, it reads [8]

∆µ1···µℓν1···νℓ =

⌈ℓ/2⌉∑
k=0

Cℓk

Nℓk

∑
℘µ℘ν

∆µ1µ2 · · ·∆µ2k−1µ2k∆ν1ν2 · · ·∆ν2k−1ν2k∆µ2k+1ν2k+1 · · ·∆µℓνℓ , (D1)

where ⌈ℓ/2⌉ is the largest integer not exceeding ℓ/2, and we define the combinatorial factors

Cℓk = (−1)k
(ℓ!)2

(2ℓ)!

(2ℓ− 2k)!

k!(ℓ− k)!(ℓ− 2k)!
, (D2a)

Nℓk =
1

(ℓ− 2k)!

(
ℓ!

2kk!

)2

. (D2b)

which guarantees that it is symmetric with respect to permutations in any of the indices µ1 · · ·µℓ and ν1 · · · νℓ,
separately, and also ∆µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ g
νjνk = 0, ∀ j, k = 1, . . . ℓ [7, 8, 53].

The eigenbasis is also given in terms of Laguerre polynomials (see Eq. (70)). Then, it is conve-
nient to express the fluctuating equations of motion (68) in terms of the Fourier-Laguerre moments

Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n (q) ≡

∫
(d3p/[(2π)3p0])feq,pL

(2ℓ+1)
np p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩ϕ̄p. These can be obtained by integrating Eq. (68)

with L
(2ℓ+1)
np p⟨µ1

· · · pµℓ⟩. From this first step, we obtain

iΩ

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
feq,pEpL

(2ℓ+1)
n,p p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩ϕ̄p + iq⟨µ⟩

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
feq,pL

(2ℓ+1)
np p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩p⟨µ⟩ϕ̄p

− χnℓΦ̃
µ1···µℓ
n = Ξ̃µ1···µℓ

n ,

(D3)

In order to express the above equation solely in terms of the Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n -moments themselves, we shall make use

of the following identities

βEpL
(2ℓ+1)
n,p = −(n+ 1)L

(2ℓ+1)
n+1,p + 2(n+ ℓ+ 1)L(2ℓ+1)

n,p − (n+ 2ℓ+ 1)L
(2ℓ+1)
n−1,p , (D4a)

p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩p⟨µ⟩ = p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓpµ⟩ +
ℓ

2ℓ+ 1
(∆αβp

αpβ)∆µ1···µℓ
ν1ν2···νℓ

∆ν1µp⟨ν2 · · · pνℓ⟩, (D4b)

L(2ℓ+1)
n,p = L(2ℓ+3)

n,p − 2L
(2ℓ+3)
n−1,p + L

(2ℓ+3)
n−2,p , (D4c)

(βEp)
2L(2ℓ+1)

n,p = (n+ 1)(n+ 2)L
(2ℓ−1)
n+2,p − 2(n+ 1)(n+ 2ℓ+ 1)L(2ℓ−1)

n,p + (n+ 2ℓ+ 1)(n+ 2ℓ)L(2ℓ−1)
n,p , (D4d)

where Eqs. (D4a), (D4c), and (D4d) can be derived from the basic properties, xL
(α)
n = −(n + 1)L

(α−1)
n+1 +

(n + α)L
(α−1)
n , L

(α)
n = L

(α+1)
n − L

(α+1)
n−1 , of the Laguerre polynomials [51, 52]. In its turn, Eq. (D4b) can

be derived from the symmetry properties of the irreducible tensors. Namely, we know that it is symmetric,
traceless, orthogonal to uµ in all of the indexes µ1 · · ·µℓ of the tensor p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩p⟨µ⟩ and it is orthogonal
with respect to uµ in index µ. This tensor can then only obey this symmetries if it is expressed as a linear

combination of p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓpµ⟩ and ∆µ1···µℓµ
ν2···νℓp

⟨ν2 · · · pνℓ⟩,

p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩p⟨µ⟩ = Ap⟨µ1 · · · pµℓpµ⟩ +B∆µ1···µℓ
ν1···νℓ

∆ν1µp⟨ν2 · · · pνℓ⟩. (D5)

Contracting this equation on both sides with ∆
λ1···λℓ+1

µ1···µℓµ yields p⟨λ1 · · · pλℓ+1⟩ = Ap⟨λ1 · · · pλℓ+1⟩, which fol-

lows from the properties ∆
λ1···λℓ+1

µ1···µℓµ∆
µ1···µℓµ

ν1···νℓ+1 = ∆
λ1···λℓ+1

ν1···νℓ+1 and ∆
λ1···λℓ+1

µ1···µℓµ∆
µ1···µℓµ

ν1···νℓ =
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0 [61]. The former property means that when the projector is acted twice this is the same as acting once,
whereas the latter is derived from the definition of the projector, Eq. (D1), in which every term in the
summation has at least one fundamental ∆µν projector fully contracted with the 2ℓ+ 2-rank projector.

Alternatively, contracting the linear combination with pµ1
· · · pµℓ−1

gµℓµ, we have [ℓ!/(2ℓ − 1)!!] = [(2ℓ +

1)/(2ℓ − 1)][(ℓ − 1)!/(2ℓ − 3)!!]B, which follows from p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩p⟨µ1
· · · pµℓ⟩ = [ℓ!/(2ℓ − 1)!!](∆µνp

µpν)ℓ,

∆µ1···µℓµ
ν1···νℓ+1gµℓµ = 0, and ∆µ1···µℓ

ν1···νℓ∆
ν1µgµℓµ = [(2ℓ + 1)/(2ℓ − 1)]∆

µ1···µℓ−1
ν1···νℓ−1∆

ν1µ. Hence, B =
[ℓ/(2ℓ+ 1)](∆µνp

µpν). Equation (D4b) is thus established. Afterwards, this equation is combined with the
identity ∆µνp

µpν = −E2
p , which is valid for massless particles, and we derive

i
Ω

β

[
−(n+ 1)Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n+1 + 2(n+ ℓ+ 1)Φ̃µ1···µℓ
n − (n+ 2ℓ+ 1)Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n−1

]
+ iq⟨µ⟩

[
Φ̃µ1···µℓµ

n − 2Φ̃µ1···µℓµ
n−1 + Φ̃µ1···µℓµ

n−2

]
− i

β2

ℓ

2ℓ+ 1
q⟨µ1

[
(n+ 1)(n+ 2)Φ̃

µ2···µℓ⟩
n+2 − 2(n+ 1)(n+ 2ℓ+ 1)Φ̃

µ2···µℓ⟩
n+1 + (n+ 2ℓ+ 1)(n+ 2ℓ)Φ̃µ2···µℓ⟩

n

]
− χnℓΦ̃

µ1···µℓ
n = Ξ̃µ1···µℓ

n .
(D6)

Now we turn our attention to the computation of the correlators of the stochastic components Ξ̃µ1···µℓ
n (q).

First, we substitute the expansion (74b) in Eq. (69) for the Fourier correlators and integrate with the basis

elements L
(2ℓ+1)
np p⟨µ1

· · · pµℓ⟩ and L
(2ℓ+1)
n,p′ p′⟨µ1

· · · p′µℓ⟩〈
Ξ̃µ1···µℓ
n (q)Ξ̃∗ν1···νm

n′ (q′)
〉
=

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
L(2ℓ+1)
np p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩

〈
ξ̄∗p̃(q)ξ̄p(q

′)
〉
L
(2ℓ+1)
np̃ p̃⟨ν1 · · · p̃νm⟩

= −2(2π)4δ4(q − q′)

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
d3p̄

(2π)3p̄0
L(2ℓ+1)
n,p p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩feq,pKpp̃L

(2ℓ+1)
n,p̃ p̃⟨ν1 · · · p̃νm⟩

= −2(2π)4δ4(q − q′)

∫
d3p

(2π)3p0
L(2ℓ+1)
n,p p⟨µ1 · · · pµℓ⟩feq,pL̂[L

(2ℓ+1)
n,p p⟨ν1 · · · pνm⟩]

= −2(2π)4A(ℓ)
n χn,ℓδ

4(q − q′)δℓmδnn′∆µ1···µℓν1···νℓ ,

(D7)

where from the first to the second equality we employed Eq. (69), and from the second to the third equality, we
employed the property (C2), which defines the kernelKpp̃. We note that the above equation is independent of

the interaction if one “forgets” for a moment that L
(2ℓ+1)
n,p denote Laguerre polynomials. In deriving Eq. (D7),

we have only used the fact that the linearized collision term possess eigenvalues χn,ℓ whose corresponding

eigenvectors possess finite norm A
(ℓ)
n .

Finally, from Eqs. (75) and (89), we compute the following expression for the correlators of the fractional
deviation from equilibrium in Fourier space

⟨ϕ̄p(q)ϕ̄
∗
k(q

′)⟩ =
∞∑

n,ℓ,n′,m=0

1

A
(ℓ)
n A

(m)
n′

〈
Φ̃µ1···µℓ

n (q)Φ̃∗ν1···νm

n′ (q′)
〉
L(2ℓ+1)
n,p L

(2ℓ+1)
n′,k p⟨µ1

· · · pµℓ⟩k⟨µ1
· · · kµm⟩

= (2π)4
∞∑

n,n′,ℓ

(−1)ℓ

β2ℓ

1

A
(ℓ)
n A

(ℓ)
n′

(
Φ̃nℓΦ̃

∗
n′ℓ

)
Ω
L(2ℓ+1)
n,p L

(2ℓ+1)
n′,k p⟨µ1

· · · pµℓ⟩k
⟨µ1 · · · kµℓ⟩δ(Ω− Ω′).

=
(2π)4

n2
0β

2

∞∑
n,n′,ℓ

1

Â
(ℓ)
n Â

(ℓ)
n′

(
Φ̃nℓΦ̃

∗
n′ℓ

)
Ω
L(2ℓ+1)
n,p L

(2ℓ+1)
n′,k (β|p|)ℓ(β|k|)ℓ ℓ!

(2ℓ− 1)!!
Pℓ(cos θ)δ(Ω− Ω′),

(D8)

where Pℓ(x) are the Legendre polynomials and cos θ ≡ (p·k)/(|p||k|). In the last step of the above derivation,
we have employed the fact that

p⟨µ1
· · · pµℓ⟩k

⟨µ1 · · · kµℓ⟩ =

⌈ℓ/2⌉∑
s=0

Cℓs (∆
µνkµkν)

s
(∆µνpµpν)

s
(∆µνkµpν)

ℓ−2s

= (−1)ℓ|p|ℓ|k|ℓ
⌈ℓ/2⌉∑
s=0

(−1)s
(ℓ!)2

(2ℓ)!

(2ℓ− 2s)!

s!(ℓ− s)!(ℓ− 2s)!
(cos θ)

ℓ−2s
= (−1)ℓ

ℓ!

(2ℓ− 1)!!
|p|ℓ|k|ℓPℓ(cos θ),

(D9)
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which follows from definition (D1) (see also Eq. (7.28) from Ref. [53]) and the following representation of
Legendre polynomials

Pℓ(x) =
1

2ℓ

⌈ℓ/2⌉∑
s=0

(−1)s
(
ℓ

s

)(
2ℓ− 2s

ℓ

)
xℓ−2s (D10)

and the identity (2ℓ)! = 2ℓℓ!(2ℓ− 1)!!.
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