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Relativistic second-order spin hydrodynamics: an entropy-current analysis
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We present a new derivation of Israel-Stewart-like relativistic second-order dissipative spin hy-
drodynamic equations using the entropy current approach. In our analysis, we consider a general
energy-momentum tensor with symmetric and anti-symmetric parts. Moreover, the spin tensor,
which is not separately conserved, has a simple phenomenological form that is antisymmetric only
in the last two indices. Apart from the evolution equations for energy density, fluid flow, and
spin density, we also find relaxation-type dynamical equations for various dissipative currents. The
latter are consistently derived within the second-order theory as gradient corrections to the energy-
momentum and spin tensors. We argue that this approach correctly reproduces the corresponding
Navier-Stokes limit of spin hydrodynamic equations. Throughout our analysis, the spin chemi-
cal potential is considered a O(9) quantity in the hydrodynamic gradient expansion and reduces
to thermal vorticity in the global equilibrium. New coefficients appearing in the generalized spin
hydrodynamic equations are undetermined and can only be evaluated within a proper underlying
microscopic theory of a given system.

I. INTRODUCTION

In non-central relativistic heavy-ion collisions, the average spin polarization of hadrons (e.g., A hyperons) is observed
along the global axis of rotation of the produced matter [1-9]. This result may suggest that constituents’ spin in
the hyperons is coordinated in a specific direction, implying that the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) contains non-trivial
vortical structures [10, 11], which in turn might be caused by the significant amount of orbital angular momentum
produced in such collisions [12, 13]. This phenomenon mimics the Barnett effect [14, 15] which displays the macroscopic
effect of a quantum spin. Various theoretical approaches have been explored to model the vortical structure of a QCD
plasma, e.g., hydrodynamic approach [16-24], relativistic kinetic theory [25-43], effective Lagrangian approach [44-47],
quantum statistical density operators [48-53], holography [54, 55], etc. Considering the triumphs of the relativistic
dissipative hydrodynamic frameworks in relativistic heavy-ion phenomenology [56-58], several extensions of relativistic
hydrodynamics with spin degrees of freedom for the vortical fluids attracted a lot of attention. The spin hydrodynamic
frameworks have a crucial role to play in understanding the collective spin dynamics of relativistic strongly interacting
plasma because they may link quantum mechanical features of matter with hydrodynamics.

To model the collective spin dynamics in relativistic spin hydrodynamic frameworks, in addition to the usual hydro-
dynamic quantities, e.g., the energy-momentum tensor (7%"), one also introduces the 3-rank spin tensor (SM*) [25].
The additional equations of motion resulting from the conservation of the system’s total angular momentum provide
information about the dynamical evolution of the spin tensor. One of the fundamental conceptual difficulties in for-
mulating a theory of relativistic dissipative spin hydrodynamics is the problem of “pseudo-gauge transformations”.
Pseudo-gauge transformations imply that the forms of the energy-momentum tensor and spin tensor are not unique.
In particular, for any energy-momentum tensor 7" satisfying the conservation equation, i.e., 9,7"" = 0, one can
construct an equivalent energy-momentum tensor 7’#" by adding the divergence of an antisymmetric tensor, namely
T'H = TH 4 9,®VF* [33, 59, 60]. Note that if ®Y#* is antisymmetric in the last two indices then 7' is also
conserved. The same construction of the spin tensor can also be obtained without affecting the conservation of the
total angular momentum. Different pseudo-gauge choices do not affect the conservation of total angular momentum
or energy-momentum, nor do these transformations have any impact on the global charges (i.e., the global energy,
linear momentum, and angular momentum). Various pseudo-gauge choices, e.g., the canonical, Belinfante-Rosenfeld
(BR) [61-63], de Groot-van Leeuwen-van Weert (GLW) [64], Hilgevoord-Wouthuysen (HW) [65, 66] forms and their
implications on the spin hydrodynamic framework are intensely debated in recent literature [17, 18, 20, 33, 52, 67, 68].

Without going into a specific microscopic theory, a model-independent dissipative spin hydrodynamic framework
can be obtained using thermodynamic consideration, which implies that for a dissipative system, entropy must be
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produced. This simple but rather powerful physical principle has been implemented very rigorously to obtain the
Navier-Stokes-like theory of dissipative spin hydrodynamic framework [16, 17, 20]. In this framework, the energy-
momentum tensor consists of symmetric as well as antisymmetric components. Moreover, following the earlier works
of Weyssenhoff and Raabe [69], one considers a simple phenomenological form of the spin tensor, which is only
antisymmetric in the last two indices SM¥ = u*S* [16, 17, 20]. Here u* represents the time-like fluid flow four
vector, and SH¥ represents the spin density in analogy with the number density. A linear stability analysis for this
phenomenological first-order spin hydrodynamic framework has been performed in Refs. [70, 71]. These analyses
show that in the fluid rest frame, the first-order spin hydrodynamic equations are generally unstable under linear
perturbation [70]. This is a rather interesting result because the instability manifests itself even in the fluid rest frame,
and the source of this instability is the spin equation of state that relates the spin density tensor (S*¥) to the spin
chemical potential (w*”). Strictly speaking, it has been argued that only the spin density perturbation components
§5% are responsible for the instabilities. Also an independent analysis of this framework, for a boost invariant system
indicates unstable behavior in the evolution of the temperature (T') and the spin chemical potential (w**) [72]. These
instabilities can be generic and the first-order (Navier-Stokes limit) spin-hydrodynamic framework can be highly
pathological. Second-order dissipative hydrodynamic frameworks have been argued to be free of stability as well as
causality issues [73-81]. We expect that such features will also remain intact for second-order spin hydrodynamic
frameworks. Such observation motivates us to go beyond the first-order theory.

In this paper, we construct a new second-order Israel-Stewart-like (IS-like) spin hydrodynamic framework using the
entropy current analysis [82-85]. Some efforts have been already made to derive the second-order spin hydrodynamic
equations from an underlying microscopic theory [86, 87] using spin-kinetic equations. Such a kinetic-theory approach
explicitly uses spin-dependent collision terms and is based on the moment method of kinetic equation. In this article,
we follow an alternative model-independent way based on the entropy current analysis to derive the second-order spin
hydrodynamic equations [82]. Various second-order hydrodynamic theories for ‘spin-less’ fluid, e.g., the Muller-Israel-
Stewart (MIS) approach [82, 88, 89], Denicol-Niemi-Molnar-Rischke (DNMR) approach [90, 91], Baier-Romatschke-
Son-Starinets-Stephanov (BRSSS) approach [92], Chapman-Enskog approach [93-95] etc., have been routinely used
to explain the heavy-ion collision data. Although different second-order hydrodynamic theories can have a similar
structure, they are not exactly the same which is reflected in the hydrodynamic evolution, particularly where the
gradients are large [96]. Such differences crucially affect their application to explain the heavy ion collision data.
These differences may also become evident for second-order spin hydrodynamic frameworks. The present calculation
can be considered as a complementary method to the kinetic theory approach to obtain spin hydrodynamic equations.

After this brief introduction, in Sec. IT we discuss the Navier-Stokes theory of dissipative spin hydrodynamics using
the entropy current analysis. Once the Navier-Stokes theory is defined we next move to the construction of the
second-order Israel-Stewart theory of dissipative spin hydrodynamics in sec III. Finally, in Sec. IV we conclude our
results with an outlook.

In this manuscript, the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of a tensor X*” are denoted as X (“S '; = X)) =
(XM 4+ XV /2 and X(*Z; = X[l = (X# — X¥1) /2, respectively. We use the metric tensor of the signature g,, =
0123 _

diag(+1,—1,—1,—1) and the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor with the sign convention ¢ = —€o123 = 1.
The fluid four-velocity u* satisfies the normalization condition u*u, = 1. The projector orthogonal to u* is defined
as A* = g" — utu”; by definition A"y, = 0. Projection orthogonal to u" of a four-vector X* is represented as
X = AM X, Traceless and symmetric projection operator orthogonal to u# is denoted as X #) = AggXo‘ﬁ =
3 (A”QA”ﬁ + A AY, — %A””AQB) X8 Similarly, X (w1 = A{Z;]]Xo‘ﬂ =1 (A“aA”ﬁ — A”ﬁA”a) X8 denotes the
antisymmetric projection operator orthogonal to u*.  The partial derivative operator can be decomposed into two
parts, one along the flow direction and the other orthogonal to it, i.e., 9, = u,D + V,. Here D = u*0, denotes

the comoving derivative, and V, = A 9, is orthogonal to u”, i.e., u,V* = 0. The expansion rate is defined as
0 = 0, u”.



II. FIRST-ORDER RELATIVISTIC DISSIPATIVE SPIN HYDRODYNAMICS
A. Macroscopic conservation laws

Phenomenological derivation of hydrodynamics for a spin-polarized fluid is based on the conservation of energy-
momentum tensor 74" and total angular momentum tensor J 1 [25, 26],

9, TH =0, 1)

NI = 2T 4 5™ = 0, 2)

The total angular momentum tensor, JM¥ = LA 4+ §A¥ g the sum of the spin part, S, and the orbital part,
LM = 2 g7 In principle, T, and S** can be obtained from a more fundamental energy-momentum tensor
operator and spin operator of the underlying quantum field theory system. Utilizing Noether’s theorem from the
perspective of the quantum field theory of Dirac fermions, the microscopic canonical energy-momentum tensor is in
general asymmetric, and the corresponding spin tensor is totally antisymmetric [97]. We expect that the symmetry
properties of various microscopic currents will also be preserved at the macroscopic level. Due to the pseudo-gauge
transformation T, and SM" are not unique. Using the arbitrariness in defining the energy-momentum tensor and
the spin tensor, for phenomenological studies, one often uses an asymmetric energy-momentum tensor and a spin
tensor that is only antisymmetric in the last two indices [69]. The dissipative spin hydrodynamic framework with
the phenomenological form of the spin tensor has been discussed in Refs. [16, 17]. Moreover, it can be shown that
the phenomenological spin-hydrodynamic framework with the spin tensor which is antisymmetric only in the last two
indices can be obtained from a properly defined canonical spin-hydrodynamic framework with totally antisymmetric
spin tensor using a proper pseudo-gauge transformation [20]. In this work, we will first overview the first-order dissi-
pative phenomenological spin-hydrodynamic framework by considering the following forms of the energy-momentum
tensor and spin tensor,

T = Tl + TH + Tl = Tiey + 2hHy¥) 4 7 4 2gli vl 4 g, (3)

S)\,uv _ S)x,ul/ + S)\,uu _ )\S,uu + SA#U. (4)
The leading order contribution T(‘g)' in Eq. (3) has the form of the perfect fluid energy-momentum tensor,
Tlsy = eu'u’ — pA, o)

where ¢ is the energy density and p is the equilibrium pressure. The most general expression of TH” can contain terms
that are symmetric as well as antisymmetric under the p <> v exchange. Therefore, we decompose the dissipative
part of the energy-momentum tensor T’ (1) into a symmetric part T(“ V) = 2h(y?) 4 7"“’ and an antisymmetric part

T(” V) = 2¢l*u¥l + ¢, The vector h* represents the heat flow, while 7% is the symmetric part of the dissipative

correction such that 7#¥ = 7#¥ + II A#”. The tensor 7"" (the traceless part of 7#¥) is the shear stress tensor and II is
the bulk pressure. Analogously, ¢* and ¢*” are the antisymmetric dissipative corrections. These dissipative currents
satisfy the following conditions: h*u, =0, ™*u, =0, ¢*u, =0, ¢"’u, =0, 7*" = 7"#, and ¢"¥ = —¢"*. According
to the hydrodynamic gradient expansion ¢, p, and u* scale as O(9") or O(1). But h#, g*, 7#, and ¢*" scale as O(9).
The tensor S*¥ = —S¥* in Eq. (4) can be interpreted as the spin density, S* = u,S™¥, in analogy to the number
density [16, 17, 20]. Consequently, the spin density is a leading order term in the hydrodynamic gradient expansion,

e., S" ~ O(1). The first-order dissipative correction 5(1) satisfies uAS(l) = 0. Note that in general, u, (1)[3 # 0,

but due to the matching condition where S#* can be identified as the equilibrium spin density we consider u,S (1)5 =0.
The same matching condition also identifies € as the equilibrium energy density, i.e., T(‘;';u#u,, = 0. Using Egs. (3),

1 For simplicity, we assume that the system has no other conserved currents.



and (4) back into Egs. (1) and (2) we obtain spin hydrodynamic equations,
De + (e +p)f = -0 - h+ h"Du, +™0,u, — 0 - ¢ — q¢" Duy, + ¢* 0y u,,
=2h"Du, —V - (q+h) + 7" 0uu, + ¢"0,u,, (6)
(¢ + p)Du® — Vop = —(h - D)u® — h® — A®, Dh” — A%, 9,7
—(g-0)u™ +q“0 + A, Dq” — A%,0,0",
=—(¢g+h) -Vu*+ (¢ — h*)0 + A% Dg" — A%, Dh”
- Aauaﬂ’r#y - Aal/aﬂd)#ya (7)
ON(uPSH) + NS = =2(q"u” — ¢"ut + ). (8)

Due to the difficulty in specifying the flow velocity, frame choices are crucial in the setting of dissipative hydro-
dynamics?. In standard hydrodynamics (spinless fluid) a natural hydrodynamic frame choice is the Landau frame,
THu, = eu* with only a symmetric energy-momentum tensor. This implies h* = 0. But in the spin hydrodynamic
frameworks in general due to the presence of an antisymmetric component, one has two alternatives: (1) we can apply
the Landau frame choice but only in the symmetric part of T#”. This implies that h* = 0. (2) Instead of applying
the Landau frame condition only to the symmetric part of the T#”, we can also include the antisymmetric part. In
that case, we obtain h* 4 ¢* = 0. This immediately implies that we can have h* and ¢" nonvanishing but satisfying
together the Landau condition. In this paper, we will keep the discussions general without imposing any specific
frame condition, unless otherwise stated.

B. Thermodynamic relations

In the presence of dynamical spin degrees of freedom, the laws of thermodynamics can be generalized to [16, 17, 20],
e+ p=Ts+wapS,
de = Tds + wapdS™?,
dp = sdT + S*Pdwegs. (9)

Here, T is the temperature, s is the entropy density, and w,g can be interpreted as the spin chemical potential
conjugated to the spin density S*? such that S*# = dp/ Owqp at a fixed temperature T'. The spin chemical potential
is defined as a hydrodynamic variable in analogy with the chemical potential and distinguishes spin hydrodynamic
frameworks from the standard hydrodynamic theories. However, there is a fundamental difference between these
quantities. The chemical potential is only allowed in hydrodynamics if the corresponding current is conserved, e.g.,
baryon chemical potential in the presence of a conserved baryon current. But the presence of spin chemical potential
does not necessarily imply the conservation of macroscopic spin current. In the language of the quantum statistical
density operator framework [51], in local thermal equilibrium, the spin chemical potential can only be considered as
a Lagrange multiplier [98]. However, in global equilibrium, in the presence of an antisymmetric component of the
energy-momentum tensor, the spin chemical potential can be shown to be related to the thermal vorticity, w,, =
—%(8#5,, —0,8,) [98]. Here " = pu’ and f is the inverse temperature field.

Apart from the presence of spin chemical potential, the hydrodynamic gradient ordering of spin-related quantities
appearing in Eq. (9) has been discussed earlier. Fixing the hydrodynamic gradient ordering of w®? is not straightfor-
ward. Since it is expected that in global equilibrium the spin chemical potential can be expressed in terms of thermal
vorticity @, it is rather natural to consider w"” ~ O(9). But such a conclusion is only applicable if the energy-
momentum tensor is asymmetric [98]. This is a non-trivial aspect of the spin hydrodynamic framework as compared
to the standard hydrodynamic frameworks for spinless fluids. In standard hydrodynamics, the derivative correction
terms vanish at global equilibrium. But all gradient terms do not vanish in global equilibrium if we consider the
most generalized flow configuration, which is also true for spin-hydrodynamics. Using the framework of the quantum
statistical density operator, it can be shown that the most general flow configuration in global equilibrium, must fulfill

2 The energy-momentum tensor T“¥ can typically have 16 independent components in four dimensions. In dissipative hydrodynamics,
these 16 components correspond to €, p, ut, h* wH¥ II, g, and ¢*¥. Due to the equation of state, the variables € and p together give only
one unknown, while u#, h#* and g* have three independent degrees of freedom due to the conditions u#u, =1, h*u, = 0 and q*u, = 0.
Both 7#¥ and ¢*¥ are orthogonal to u*. But 7#" is symmetric and traceless. Hence, it has only five independent degrees of freedom.
The tensor ¢*” is antisymmetric, hence it has three independent components. The bulk pressure I is just a scalar representing one
degree of freedom. This counting summarizes to nineteen independent components in the T#” rather than sixteen. Therefore we have
the freedom to eliminate three degrees of freedom. The so-called frame choice or the definition of u* reduces the number of independent
components to sixteen.



the following conditions [99],

0uBy + 0B, =0, B, =b, +wnzr’, @ = —%(aﬂﬁy — 0,8,) = constant. (10)

Here g* = Bu*, B8 = 1/T, b, is a constant four vector. The 2-rank antisymmetric tensor w"” is the thermal
vorticity, and one can clearly observe that it scales as O(9) in the hydrodynamic gradient expansion. Thus, a generic
global equilibrium allows for O(9) terms in the flow configuration. Consequently, the gradient ordering of the spin
chemical potential w#” is a contentious issue in the setting of spin hydrodynamics and has serious ramifications for the
formulation of the spin hydrodynamic framework. A natural question could be raised here on how to connect S*¥ ~
O(1) and wy,, ~ O(0) when their hydrodynamic gradient orders do not match. This was recently discussed in Ref. [72]
as a new spin equation of state was constructed to match the gradient orders of S*” and w*” without any further
assumptions. Nonetheless, one can also consider different hydrodynamic gradient ordering of spin chemical potential,
particularly when the energy-momentum tensor is symmetric. A spin hydrodynamic framework was discussed in
Ref. [19] where the spin chemical potential is considered the leading order (O(1)) in gradient order expansion. In this
paper, we will only consider the spin hydrodynamic framework with w#” ~ O(9).

C. Constitutive relations for dissipative currents in the Navier-Stokes limit

We observe that while there are in total twenty two independent components of T and S*¥,| Egs. (6)-(8) constitute
only ten equations for the ten independent variables T', u*, and w*”. Note that, the hydrodynamic ordering of the term
(%\S AV i Eq. (8) is higher than the rest of the terms. Therefore, for the first-order dissipative theory, we can neglect

S’\*)”' However, to close Egs. (6)-(8), we still have to provide additional equations of motion for different dissipative

currents. This eventually reduces to finding constitutive relations satisfied by the tensors h*, ¢, II, ##*¥, and ¢"¥
in terms of T, u*, and w””. Such constitutive relations can be obtained using the condition that, for a dissipative
system, the entropy is no longer a conserved quantity but rather will be produced [16, 82]. The mathematical form of
the entropy current within the framework of dissipative fluid dynamics is, a priori, not known. As a result, it is not
trivial to obtain its evolution equation. However, one can proceed by first constructing the definition of the entropy
current in the absence of derivative correction terms, i.e.,

= BTl + B*p — B'wapS™Y. (11)

Note that such a definition of equilibrium entropy current correctly reproduces equilibrium thermodynamic relation (9)
if we identify s* = su*, where s is the equilibrium entropy density. For an interacting fluid, we can generalize the
definition of entropy current given above to incorporate dissipative terms. The non-equilibrium entropy current ansatz
up to first-order in hydrodynamic gradient expansion, i.e., in the Navier-Stokes (NS) limit can be written as,

sks = BT + B'p — PwapS"*”
= BTl + BLTHY + B'p — B'wapS°P — BuapSLy’
= s+ B, Tl +0(9%), (12)

where we make use of the equilibrium entropy current s* defined in Eq. (11). By imposing the second law of
thermodynamics, i.e., d,skg > 0, for Eq. (12), we can obtain the constitutive relations of the various dissipative
currents [16, 20],

IT = ¢4, (13)
W = —k (Dut — BVHT), (14)
g" = \(Du + BVIT — dwhu,) (15)

v __ 277041”, (16)

P =~ (Q“” + 28wtV ) ¥ (ZV[“u”] + 4w ><”>) . (17)

Here, all transport coefficients are positive, i.e., kK > 0, A > 0, 7 > 0, ¢ > 0, and v > 0. We define ¥ = 5v/2,
ot = Vkyr) — %GAW = Aggvauﬁ, Qv = gv “u”] = A“A,‘éa ﬁ Al and wm ) = AHAYB, 5. Tn these equations,



all the terms on the r.h.s. are of order O(9) in hydrodynamic gradient expansion. Equations (14)-(17) show explicitly
that at this level, the number of state variables T', u*, w*” perfectly matches the number of dynamical equations (6)-(8).
Note that if A =0, and v = 0, then all the dissipative currents associated with the antisymmetric part of the energy-
momentum tensor vanish. In this limit, if we consider the Landau frame choice, i.e., h* = 0, then nonvanishing
dissipative currents are 7", and II. Moreover, if we set w*” = 0, then the spin tensor also decouples from the
theory. This is the NS limit giving rise to the standard hydrodynamics of spinless fluid. Unfortunately, this first-
order spin hydrodynamic framework can be shown to be pathological as it can give rise to instabilities under linear
perturbations [70, 71]. This is not a desired feature for a hydrodynamic theory, particularly for phenomenological
applications.

III. TOWARDS SECOND-ORDER SPIN HYDRODYNAMICS
A. Entropy current for the second-order theory

Historically, it is also well known that even for the spinless fluid, the relativistic NS theory is ill-defined because
it can contain instabilities when perturbed around an arbitrary global equilibrium. The relativistic NS theory is
unstable in the sense that small departures from equilibrium at one instant of time will diverge exponentially with
time. The time scale of these instabilities can be short, which may affect the time evolution of the system [74, 100].
We emphasize that in the comoving frame or in the rest frame, Landau’s theory of dissipative hydrodynamics (for
spinless fluid) is stable. However, the generic instability manifests itself in a Lorentz-boosted frame. Subsequently,
it has been argued that such instabilities are intrinsically related to the acausal nature of the NS theory [81]. Since
the NS equations are not intrinsically hyperbolic, they allow for perturbations that propagate at an infinite speed.
These fundamental problems provide overwhelming motivation to prohibit the practical application of relativistic
NS theory. To incorporate dissipative effects consistently in fluid dynamics without violating causality, second-order
theories are constructed, e.g., Israel-Stewart (IS) theory, etc. The IS second-order theory contains new parameters
compared to the NS theory. Kinetic theory calculations have been used to show that these new parameters are
nonvanishing and if these parameters are chosen appropriately then the dynamical equations governing the evolution
of linear perturbations form a hyperbolic system of equations. Second-order dissipative hydrodynamic frameworks
for spinless fluid have been argued to be free of stability and causality issues [73-81] which makes IS theory more
acceptable as a viable hydrodynamic theory. We expect that such features will also remain intact for second-order
spin hydrodynamic frameworks 3. Similarly to the NS theory here we also follow the entropy current analysis to derive
the second-order spin hydrodynamic equations. In this approach once again we start with the entropy current for an
arbitrary nonequilibrium state near equilibrium [82],

sty = BT + B'p — BwasS"*P + Q¥
= ﬁvT(%l; + ﬁﬂp - ﬂ“waﬁsaﬁ + ﬂuT(ﬁl; - ﬂwaﬁsétla;ﬁ + Q,u7
= sks — BwapSly)” + Q" (18)

Here siq contains the first-order corrections (O(9)). The term BwQBSé‘lo)‘B is second-order (O(9?)) in the hydrodynamic
gradient expansion. Such a term does not appear in the NS limit, see Eq. (12). Novel information about new spin
dissipative currents is embedded in S()‘l‘;y (Eq. (4)). The term Q* is a general four vector containing terms up to
second order (O(9?)). However, the form of Q* is not completely arbitrary as it contains all second-order terms
composed of h#, T 11, g, ¢*¥, and S Flo)‘ﬁ . The form of Q* is constrained by the condition that entropy is maximum
in the equilibrium state. Contracting Eq. (18) with u# we immediately obtain, sig — s = u,Q", where sig = u,sg.
The condition that sig < s implies u, Q" < 0 (see Appendix A for details). Before we introduce the most general
expression of Q" we first express Sé‘lo)‘ﬁ in terms of irreducible tensors. Recall that the first-order correction to the spin

tensor satisfies uMSé‘lo)‘B = (0 and it is antisymmetric in the last two indices. Therefore, the most general decomposition
of Séo)‘ﬁ in terms of irreducible tensors takes the form [101] (see Appendix B),

e’ = qulonrle + 2u[%(“sf)’] T 2u[%(“£] 1 @HoB, (19)

3 In the present calculation we develop the second-order theory for spin-hydrodynamics. Its stability and causality properties require
extensive investigation which we will address in future works.
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The new dissipative currents related to spin @, T(“S ';, T(’Z ';, and ©#°% are of first-order in derivative expansion O(9).
The currents satisfy the following properties: uﬂr("g = u#T(‘;f = u,0rf = O;T('Lj; = T(i‘)‘,T(‘fg = —7’5;;, T(S;; =0,
oHaB — _gmba U#G“aﬁ =0, ua®"# = 0, and uﬁeﬂaﬁ = 0. Now we can express @* in terms of all possible
second-order combinations of dissipative currents respecting the constraint v - Q <0,
Q" = u" (aI1? + aom™'mry + ash™ha + asq qr + asd™ dr,)

+ u# (&1‘1>2 + &27’()‘\;;7’(8))\1, + ZLgTéll;T(a)ky + C~L4@>\aﬁ@)\aﬁ)

- (BUTIR + bam oy, + by By, + ballg? + b5 g, + bt g, )

- (Br®I 4 ol By, + Bty + i + bt 0, + el an )

+ (107 Pag + 20 114)05)

+ (c30°PH A GBI + 1015 + c50°PH A5 0 + 6O T 0p)

+ ( @aﬁ#qb g+ cg©O” ﬁ‘uT( )QB) (20)
We define a;, a;, b;, Bi, and ¢; to be dimensionful coefficients. While it is clear that due to u- @) < 0 the a(a) coefficients

have definite signatures with a1 <0, a2 <0,a3>0,a4 >0,a5 <0,a; <0, a2 <0, az <0, ag > 0, there are no such
sign constraints on b;, b;, or ¢;. Although a kinetic theory approach may indicate the sign of these coefficients.

B. Evolution equations

We argued that for the NS theory the dissipative currents h*, ¢*, 7", II, and ¢** can be expressed in terms of
fundamental hydrodynamic variables T, u*, and w"”. This conclusion is obtained using the condition 9, skq > 0. But
for the second-order theory, various dissipative currents are considered independent variables. This is evident from
the fact that we have constructed second-order terms in sig in terms of these dissipative currents. Therefore, to close
the hydrodynamic equations, we also need the evolution equation for these dissipative currents, which can be obtained
using the condition that 9,s{g > 0. Taking the divergence of sjq and using spin-hydrodynamic equations, it can be
shown that (see Appendix C for details),

9 SIS = T (1a) (OuBy +2Bwpw) + 8#[31,T(‘f;) O (Bwagp) Sétlo)éﬁ +0,Q". (21)

Notice that for the global equilibrium condition S(“lo)‘ﬂ =0, Q" = 0. Moreover, d,sjs = 0 implies the most general

global equilibrium conditions (10), i.e., the spin chemical potential converges to thermal vorticity, le., wu — %ww

with 3, = u, /T satisfying the Killing condltlon d(uByy = 0. Using the explicit expressions for T, (15), T(‘f;) and S8

Eq. (21) can be written as (see Appendix D for details),
dusts = — B (BV T — Duy,) + Bt o, + BI10
— Bq" (ﬁvMT + Duy, — 4‘*"#1/“”) + M (QHV + Qﬁw<u><V)>
—20uV?(Bwag) — 27“’6 A5V (Bwap) = 27(‘£uaABg]]Vy(ﬁwap)
 Opap A AN, (B 0,2 (22)

As alast step, we need to investigate the term 9, Q" which can be done using the expression of Q* given in Eq. (20).
A straightforward calculation gives,

0,Q" = ha A% + qoB* + 105CY? +TID 4 &P
aB aB (e
+ OF + 700 Gas + T(y Hap + Oap, I (23)
In the above equations, scalars D and F, vectors Ag and Bg, and tensors Cp., Euv, Guv, Huw, and Z,,5 are defined

in Appendix E. Note that the dissipative fluxes multiplying these quantities satisfy the following properties: h* and
q" are orthogonal to u*, 7" and T(‘; l)' are also orthogonal to u* as well as symmetric and traceless, ¢p*” and T(‘; '; are
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orthogonal to u* as well as antisymmetric, ©#*# is antisymmetric in the last two indices and orthogonal to the fluid
flow in all the indices. Using these properties Eq. (23) can be expressed as,

3, Q" = ho A + 4o B + 71,5C P L TID + ¢ s 1A

+ OF + 100G ap) + Tomy Hofap)) + Oapy TP, (24)
The quantities A, Bl ¢leB) gl glaB) 2{aBl) and Z{{B)") satisfy the following constraints,
Al = A% A uy A =0, (25)
B = A% Bg;  u B =0, (26)
v 1 v 1% 2 v (07 «
C(a,@} = AZ,@C#V = B <A#O¢A gt A‘uﬂA o gAagA‘u > CWJ; U C<a3> =0; ¢ ﬁC<aB> =0, (27)
NP v Av : aBl) _
Eonn = A6 = 3 (A, — A% A% ) Eus ualle) <o, (28)
g(aﬁ) = Aggg,uu; uag<aﬁ> = 0, gaﬁg<aﬁ> = O, (29)
N _1 v v . afl) _
Hiasy = Al Mo = 5 (Ara%; = A% A% ) Hys uaH19PD =0, (30)
T (B () = AO‘“A'@”AWIW(;; un I8P ) = 0, UBIW)(,@)(V) =0; u7I<O‘><B><7> —0. (31)

Using Eq. (24) in Eq. (22) the full form of the divergence of entropy current in the second-order theory can be written
as

Ousts = — Bh* (5VMT — Duy, — TA(#)) + gt (UIW + TC(W)) +pIL(0 +TD)
= Ba" (BV,T + Duy — dw” = TBy) + 6™ (v + 28wy ) + )
+ @ [-2uV? (Bwag) + F + 745 [—2uaﬁlng(ﬂwap) + g(uﬁ)}
+ 7oy {_2“%{7»5]] Vo (Bwap) + H([uﬁ])} +ened [—A‘saﬁpﬁwﬂv(ﬁwap) + I<u><a><5>} (32)

Similarly to the NS theory the condition d,sjs > 0 gives us the following relations involving various dissipative
currents appearing in the energy-momentum tensor,

I =((0+TD) (33)
[ NO— (Du“ — VAT + TAW) (34)
q" =\ (Du“ + BVIT — 4wy, — TB<“>) (35)
T = 2 (U”” + TC<“”>> (36)
P = (Quu 428w g([w])) _ (37)
Analogous relations for various dissipative currents appearing in the spin tensor can be expressed as,
D=y (—2uavﬁ(ﬂwa5) + F) (38)
T(l{S/; = 2 [_ua (AWAPB + AYBAPE _ ;AWAHB> V., (Bwap) + g(uB)} (39)
T(A;lj = X3 [_ua(AWApﬁ — AVBAPIYY . (Bwayp) + H([uﬁ])} (40)
QB = _y, {—A‘so‘Apﬂvay(Bw(;p) + I<u><a>(ﬂ>} , (41)

Here 1, X2, X2, and x4 are new spin-transport coefficients 4. Using Eqs. (33)-(41), in Eq. (32) we obtain the following

4 It is worth mentioning that expressions similar to the first terms appearing on the right-hand side in Eqgs. (38)-(41) were also obtained
using the first-order spin hydrodynamic approach considering the spin chemical potential leading order (O(1)) in hydrodynamic gradient
expansion [19]. However, such formalism [19], is intrinsically different from our approach of formulating the first-order spin hydrodynam-
ics [20, 70, 72] as we consider wy,, ~ O(9). In our formalism, the derivative corrections to the spin tensor Egs. (38)-(41) don’t contribute
to the Navier-Stokes theory. This is one of the novel features of our spin hydrodynamic theory, where the nontrivial contribution of the
dissipative parts of the spin tensor starts to contribute to the entropy current at the second order and beyond. Finally to avoid any
confusion, Egs. (38)-(41) are dynamical equations, i.e, they contain the currents and their spacetime derivatives. Therefore, one should
not get confused with the naive gradient counting at this level where all terms of Egs. (38)-(41) are not of second-order in gradients. As
we will see later, this feature will allow us to recover the Naiver-Stokes spin-hydrodynamic equations [20, 70, 72].



condition,
B B B p L
— Eh#h“ — XQ“Q# + 2—777"'# Ty + ZHQ + ;Qb# Puv
+ L o2 + L ety + iT‘”’T - i@#aﬁe s =0. (42)
X1 Xz () T T e

This immediately implies that k > 0, A > 0,7 >0, >0~ >0, x1 >0, xo >0, x3 > 0, and x4 > 0. We
emphasize that the presence of D, A, B ) and (W) in Egs. (33)-(37) shows that for the second order
theory the constitutive relations of II, h*, ¢, 7" and ¢** are not simply expressed by Eqs. (14)-(17) in terms of
basic hydrodynamic variables, T', u* and w*”. Therefore in the second order theory II, h*, ¢, 7 and ¢"* should
be considered as independent hydrodynamic variables along with 7', u* and w””. The evolution equation of new
hydrodynamic variables can be obtained from Egs. (33)-(37). Using explicit expressions of D, AW, B C) and
Elr) we can write the evolution equations of different dissipative currents as,

1I 1 -
DIl + — =— ﬁ |:ﬁ9 + a11160 + I1Daq + (1 — lnh)h'uv‘ubl — bl(l — th)h‘uDu# + blvﬂh“ + lnqq‘uvub4
I 1
— Ii1gbaq" Duy, + b4V uq" + lon©°™ Ay, Vo ez — lonczAa, 0" Du, + 30,5V, 071 (43)
(k) h 1 Iz Iz Iz Iz Iz Iz 7 Iz Ap
Dh\W + — = — G ﬁ(Du o AY T)+a3h 0 + h* Das + lpIIVP Dy + b1 VHIL — bylpgplIDu* + L™ Vb
Th 3

+ bg AR VA7 — bole, T Dy + Lpn ™ Vabs 4 b3 AR V™ — bslgn¢™ Duy + lon ®VH by
+ 01V 0 = bilon®Dut + Lr y 70 Vaba + ba AV, VAt — boly w7(ty Dun + Len7 (5 Vabs

+ by AR VT = bslr, w7y Dua | (44)
T
D¢t + L =5 |BBVT + Du¥ — 4w u,) = a1g"0 — ¢ Day — (1 = g IV by — by VP11
Tq 4

+ bs(1 = Ing)TIDuF — (1 = Ly )TV abs — bs AP Vam™ + bs(1 — Lng) 7 Duy — 1sg¢™ V \bg
— DA, VAN + belpg ™ Dus — Log®V by — b4V ® + balog®Dut — L o704V bs

— B5A#UV)\T(>;I)/ + l~)5ZTSqT();'L)LDU)\ lr, qT( )VAbG - bGA“ V)\T ot bﬁlq-aq'r( )Du)\ (45)
s 1 v " ) iR D)
D\ 4 :—2— Bot + asOt” + 7w Dag—l—(l—lﬂ—h)h v bg—bg(l—lﬂ—h)h Kk Du
Tr ag
+ 0o VR 4 10 BV b — Lrgbsg P Du) + bsV g + 16,0V 4y
—lorca® ) Dy, + C4Va®<””>o‘] , (46)
o 1
Dyl 4 & —— — { (QW 4 28w ) + az06™ + ¢ Das + (1 — lon) V4 bs
T¢ as
— bs(1 — Lgn)hl” Durl + by AR TR 1 (1= 15" VM bg — b(1 — Iq)q” Du
+ b6 ALV + 10,0 Vaer — loge1 O Duy + cs AR V107 + kg, 01AT 7
— I;(_)¢C7@[#U])\D’UJ)\ + C7A{Z;}]]V)\®[a5])\:| . (47)
In the above equations, the relaxation times of various dissipative quantities are defined as, 1 = —2a1(7T > 0,

Th = 2a3kT > 0, 74 = 2a4\T > 0, 7 = —4aonT > 0, and 74 = —2a5y > 0. Moreover we deﬁne Dhimw) = = A* Dh”,
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D¢ = A" Dq¥, Drl#) = AZZDWO‘B, and Dg{H]) A[W] D¢*?. The dissipative currents appearing in the spin
tensor also satisfy similar relaxation type equations,

o 1 - - -
DO+ — == {_ 2"V (Bwap) + @10® + @Dy + (1 — lop)h"V by — (1 — lgp)bih* Duy, + bV h*
P 1

+ (1= lon)q"Vubs — (1 — lag)bag" Duy + b4V 0¢" + loa©" Ay, YV, c5

—loncsNau©°" Du,, + c5AapV,, 071, 48
H BV

nz
T B O N S I (N AP _ 2 NP AR S o WYy
D7y’ + P T [ u (A APY + ATA 3A A ) Vo (Bwap) + G207( ) + 7 Daa

s

+ (1 = L)WV by — bo(1 — L)W DU + 0 VR + (1 = 1,,4)¢ MV bs

—(1- l;S,])l;g,q<“Du”> + b5V Hg") 4 l@TS®<MU>)\V)\Cﬁ — Z@TSCG(")<HV>>\D’U/)\ + V0N (49)

T 1
Drlh ¢ B — 2 [ —UO(ATAY = AV AP, (Buay) + a0 + T Dias + (1 — Ly, )AL Vb
Trq 20,3

= b3(1 — L n) bl Du + b ALAVIERT 4+ (1= 1, 4)ql Y bg — b (1 — L7, g)q" Du
+ BGA{Z;]]V[QQ'@] +lor, OMVyco — lor, 2O Duy + CzA%Z;]]V,\G’\QB + kor, OV g

— ];@Tan@[HVP‘DuA + CgAtg]]VA@[aﬂ])‘ , (50)
(a) (p)(v) S 1 ) v e apv apy s Voo
DO H + - = 20, — A°FAPY ATV (ﬂw(;p) + a400" + 0" Day + (1 — l@¢)¢” V%
[S) 4

— (1= log)c10" Du® + e A® A AV gy + (1 = Loz, )Ty Ve

1= lor, )early; Du® + 2 A AP AV Ty + (1 = lom) TTAH Ve
— lon)esIAYME Dyl 4 cg AT + (1 — log)PAYHTYes
—lo<p)C5<I>AO‘[“Du + es ACVIID 4 (1 — g )m i vHley

1= lox)eam® W Dutl 4 ca AT AP AT ) + (1 = lor, )70 Ve
1- lOTS)CGT( [)”Du + e AT AP AT 7 ) + (1 — keg )PV e

1 — kog)er¢®# Dut) 4 cr A AF AV L By + (1 — Kor,) ([)“v"l

(
—(
-1
-1
—(
—(
—(

— (1 — k@TQ)CgT&[)#DuU] + CgAaaA“bAVCV[CT(a)ab] . (51)

In above equations, DT(<SV> = AWDTO‘f D (%W A{ZZ] DT(O;f, DO W) = A AL AV DO ;.. Various spin-
relaxation times can be identified as, 7¢ = —2d1x1 > 0, 7r, = —2a2x2 > 0, 7, = —2a3x3 > 0, and 7¢ = 2a4x4 > 0. In
comparison to the first-order spin hydrodynamics, one of the most important features of the second-order theory is the
presence of relaxation times corresponding to various the dissipative currents. The time scales within which dissipative
currents respond to hydrodynamic gradients are represented by these relaxation times. These relaxation times are
expected to make the second-order theory free from any problems appearing from acausality and hydrodynamic
instability. However, such an important feature of the second-order theory comes at a price. With respect to the
first-order theory, there are more parameters or transport coefficients in the second-order theory. Although Eqgs. (43)-
(47) and Egs. (48)-(51) are all relaxation type equations, but there is a striking difference between these equations.
Note that Eqgs. (43)-(47) contain terms of O(9) and O(9?) on both sides. But this is not true for Egs. (48)-(51).
The right hand sides of Eqgs. (48)-(51) does not contain terms of the order O(9). This is because the dissipative
parts of the spin tensor do not contribute to the entropy current analysis at the Navier-Stokes limit where all the
dissipative currents are expressed as O(9) terms. To check the consistency of the formalism, it is natural to look for
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the Navier-Stokes limit of the second-order theory. This can be achieved by ignoring all second-order terms in the
hydrodynamic gradient expansion in Eqs. (43)-(51). In this limit, we retrieve back the constitutive relation of various
dissipative currents associated with the energy-momentum tensor, e.g., from Eq. (43) we find, after ignoring all O(5?)
terms,

M= =580 = 0. (52)

Similarly constitutive relations for h*, ¢*, 7" ¢** can be obtained from Eqs. (44), (45), (46), and (47) respectively.
These expressions will match Eqgs. (14)-(17). However if we ignore all O(9?) terms in Eqs. (48)-(51) then we observe
that @ = 0+ 0(5?), T(*;l)' =0+ 0(9%), T(lf;; =0+ 0(9?), @ = 0+ O(9?). This immediately implies that at the
Navier-Stokes limit gradient correction terms to the spin tensor do not contribute to the entropy production, and
S’(O‘l*; ¥ can only be obtained for the second order theory.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we show a new derivation of the second-order dissipative spin hydrodynamic equations. This formu-
lation is based on the positivity of the entropy production for a dissipative system. We consider an energy-momentum
tensor which is asymmetric and the spin tensor has a simple phenomenological form where it is only anti-symmetric
in the last two indices. One can retrieve the correct Navier-Stokes limit as well as global equilibrium conditions. Our
calculations can be used to study macroscopic spin evolution and possibly it will help us to solve the puzzle related
to the longitudinal polarization of Lambda particles in a dynamical way. But this requires a proper numerical im-
plementation of spin hydrodynamic equations along with appropriate initial conditions and hadronic freezeout. One
immediate future task would be to study the stability and causality analysis to pin down the region of applicability
of this theory. Although we have obtained relaxation time like hydrodynamic equations it lacks a proper understand-
ing of the microscopic theory. This is manifested in large numbers of unknown transport coeflicients and relaxation
times. Note that a dissipative hydrodynamic theory captures the long wavelength and long-time behavior of a system
away from equilibrium. On the other hand transport coefficients encodes the microscopic physics at a length scale
smaller than the domain of applicability of hydrodynamics. The estimation of various relaxation times and transport
coeflicients is very important for phenomenological applications. Only a bottom-up approach to spin-hydrodynamic
where one obtains a spin-hydrodynamic equation using a kinetic theory approach can bridge this problem. Finding
an equivalent kinetic theory approach without further assumptions will be a good direction to explore as a future
task.
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National Science Centre Grant Nos 2018/30/E/ST2/00432 and 2020/39/D/ST2/02054. RB acknowledges the financial
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Polish National Science Centre (NCN) Sonata Bis grant 2019/34/E/ST3/00405 and the International Max Planck
Research School for “Quantum Dynamics and Control”.

Appendix A: Constraint on the form of Q"

Contracting the second-order entropy current (18) with the fluid four-velocity, and using the fact that S Flo)‘ﬁ =0,
we get

UuSty = upshg + uu Q. (A1)
Substituting the form of skg (12) in the above equation, we have
Uy shs = uy, [s“ + B,,T(’f; + (9(82)} +u,Q",
= u, st +u,Q". (A2)
Utilizing the perfect-fluid energy-momentum tensor (5), and replacing the form of the entropy current s* (11) we find,
Uy Stg = Uy (B,,T(*g)' + Bfp — ﬁ“wQBSO"B> + u, Q"
uy [Bu (e + p)uru” — Bupg"” + B*p — BrwapS™] + u,Q”,
=8 [(s—l—p) —waﬁSo‘ﬂ + u, QM. (A3)
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Finally, using the generalized first law of thermodynamics (9), we obtain
uyu St = s + u, QM. (A4)
Employing the fact that entropy is maximum in equilibrium, we obtain the constraint on Q*, i.e,

u, Q" <0. (A5)

Appendix B: Decomposition of an arbitrary 3-rank tensor antisymmetric in last two indices

Let us consider an arbitrary three-rank tensor ¢ antisymmetric in last two indices. Employing the decomposition
of its first index into the parts transverse and parallel to four-velocity, one has

Qz))\,uv — g)\ad)a,uv — (u)\ua + A)\a)(ba,uu
_ u)\,y,uu + A)\a¢am/
= w4 (B1)

Here we define antisymmetric tensor v = u,¢“*”. This immediately implies that F'¥ = wu,y"" satisfies F'- u = 0.
In the next step, we proceed with the decomposition of y**

= g#pﬁypy = (ufu, + A#p)”YpU =u'FY + ”Y<#>U
— WhFV 4+ gulﬁ(u)p = Wt FY 4+ (u”up + AVP)WW’)

=yl FY + uuuﬂ(mp + ) (B2)
It can be easily shown that u”up*y“‘)f) = —u”F*. Therefore, v* has the form,
A =yt FY — Y F* 4 7(#)(1')_ (B3)

Now, let us consider the last term in Eq. (B1),
¢(>\>W — g“p¢<’\>’”’ = (u'u, + A“p)¢<’\>”” — u“up¢<’\>”” + ¢(>\><H>V (B4)
Defining up¢<’\>”” = —YM . implies uy¥* = 0. Therefore,
¢(>\>W — ¢</\>(M>V — UtV
- g”aqS()‘><“>o‘ —ultaMv
= N W) oy N e _ v
— ¢<>\>(#>(V> NIPHS SN (B5)
Using Egs. (B2) and (B5) in Eq. (B1) we obtain,
qy\;w = (u“F” —u’F* 4+ 7(u)(lj)) IS S ) oL ¢<>\>(M>(V>' (B6)

Here we can introduce S* = u*FY — v’ F* + ~{) ") Noticing that S*¥ is an antisymmetric tensor that can also
be decomposed as S* = utKk” — u’k* + e“mﬁuawlg, with w -k = 0 and v - w = 0, we identify F¥ = k%, and
W) = ervabBy g [102]. Since $#¥ is asymmetric (not antisymmetric!) and orthogonal to u# it can also be
decomposed into symmetric (Zé‘:)) and antisymmetric (Zé‘:)) parts. The symmetric part can be further decomposed

into a trace (X) and a traceless part (Eé“ U>). Finally, we obtain the following expression,

¢A,uu _ ,UJ)\S,UJ/ + (,UJUA)\,LL _ ,qu)\u) Y4 (uvz<)\ﬂ> _ u#EO‘V)) 4 (UUE)\# _ u#zg\a’/)) + d)()‘) (k) (l’> (B?)

(s) (s) (@)
One may check that the number of degrees of freedom (DOF) matches for the quantities on both sides of the above

equation. The tensor ¢ has in total 24 DOF. At the same time, S** has 6 DOF, and ¥ is a scalar, hence it has

only one DOF. Eég )V> is symmetric, traceless, and orthogonal to the fluid flow vector, hence it has 5 DOF, while E’(‘:)

is antisymmetric and transverse to the fluid flow, hence it has 3 DOF. Finally, ¢* (") is antisymmetric in the last
two indices and orthogonal to flow vector in all indices, hence it has only 9 DOF.
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Appendix C: Derivation of Eq. (21)

We start with the entropy current given in Eq. (18),

sts = BT +pB" — PuwapS'’ + Q"
= Ousls = T" 0By + Bu0 T + 0u(pB) — S**P 0 (Bwap) — BwapduSH’ + 0,Q"
= 0, (pB") + Tl 0uBy — Sl 0 (Bwap) + (B + 2Bwy) Tliay + Tl OBy
- Sﬁf;ﬂau (Bwap) + 0uQ". (c1)

To obtain the last line of the above equation we used the hydrodynamic equations (1) and (2). Moreover, using
thermodynamic relations it can be easily shown that,

a”(pﬁ”) + TMU Hﬁu - (ﬁwa,@) =0, (02)
which, when used in Eq. (C1), leads to Eq. (21), i.e.,

Ousts = OBy + 2Byu) Tiioy + T 0u By — S{1" 0u(Bwas) + 0,Q". (C3)

Appendix D: Derivation of Eq. (22)

We start with Eq. (21),

Opss = 00+ 2 Ty + T8 08— S50, ) 5,0
= 2BwHVT(liI;) la) Mﬁl’ + THV HBU S(H]O)lﬂaﬂ (ﬁwa,@) + auQ”- (Dl)

Using the explicit form of T, (1 ) and T(’i ) it has been already shown in Ref. [20] the first three terms in the above
equation can be expressed as,

Qﬂwa(‘il;) 1a) OBy + T(1, (1s) Ouby
= — Bht (BV#T — Du#) + gt oy, + F110
— B¢" (BV T + Du,, — 4wy u”)
+ M (Qu + 28BA%, AP wap) (D2)

Here we defined €2, = AQMABV(?[QBM = BV|,u,). The tensor o, = V(,u,) — HAW is traceless, i.e. o, =0, and
orthogonal to the fluid four velocity, i.e. o*”u, = 0= o*u,. Now let us cons1der the fourth term in Eq. (D1),

—S14570u(Bag) = — (20229910 4 2ulort) 4 2ule ] 1 €147 9, (Bup)
= — 20l APPIOVY , (Bwagp) — 2u[°‘7'(*; u(Bwag) — 2ul® T(a) V. (Bwap) — OF*PY ,(Bwag)
== 20u"V7 (Bwas) — 2u" 7] Viu(Bas) — 20TV (Bap) — OV u(Bap)
= —20uV* (Bwag) — Tup(s)u <AWM’ + AVBARP AMW> V., (Bwap)
— Tub(a u (AWABP AHPAB’Y) v’y(ﬁwap) _ @MQBAO‘&A'@’)AMVW(BWM) (D3)
Using Egs. (D2) and (D3) in Eq. (D1) we find,

Ousts = — ph* (BV T — Duy,) + " o, + 110
— Bq" (BV, T + Duy, — dwpu”) + ¢ (Qu + 28A°%, AP wap)

— 2<I>u°‘Vﬁ(ﬁwa5) — Tup(s)U (AWAPB + AVBAHP _ ;A’YPAﬂﬁ) V., (Bwap)

= Tup(a)u” (AWABP - AWABW) Vi (Bwap) = GuaﬂAaéABpvav(ﬁwép) + 9,.Q". (D4)
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The first step in deriving the following scalars, vectors, and tensors starts by taking the partial derivative of Q*
in Eq. (20). Note that the partial derivative of the parameters a;, a;, b;, b;, and ¢; is not zero. The next step is to
collect all terms having common dissipative current. In such a process, one can encounter terms of two different

dissipative currents, for example, ‘m,,, h* V#by'. For that, we’ve introduced the constants [ and [ such that
T b Vb = L BV be + (1 — Lpr ) m RV by
Following the above procedure we obtain,
D =a,1160 + TIDay + 2ay DI+ (1 — Iy, )h*V by — by (1 — lrap)h* Dy, + b1V b 4 l11gq" V uba
— Irgbag" Dy + bsV uq" + lon©®% Ay, Vo ez — lonczAa, 0% Du, + 30,5V, 0%PH,

A" =ash*0 + h* Das + 2a3 Dh* + lgpIIVFAby + b1 VAIL — bylmnILDu” + Lipm™ NV abo + ba VM
— bolen T Duy + Lo ™V abs + b3V ad™ — balynd™ Duy + lon®V by + by VH® — bylg, ®Dut
+ ZTShTél;vABQ + BQVATél; — BQ[TShTél;DUA + lTahTéll;V)\i)g + l;gv)\T(Aa‘; — i)glNTahT():l'L;DU)\.
B" =a4q"0 + ¢" Day + 2a4Dq" + (1 — lig) IIV# by + by VHIT — by (1 — l}lq)HDu“ +(1- lﬂ-q)ﬂ)\’uvag,
+ b5 Vam™M — b5 (1 — Leg) T Dy + Lpg ™V abg + bV ad™ — belygd™ Duy + log®VH by + by V! ®
— l~74l~q>q<I>Du“ + lquT(AS‘)‘V)\lN% + l~)5V)\T(>\S'L)L — l~)5l~7-sq7'(>\;;DU)\ + lTaqT()(‘l’;VAi)g + BGV)\T(i\S — i)GiTaqTéll;DU)\.

CH =anfr"” + 7 Dag + 2a9 D" + (1 — L)WYV by — bo(1 — L )WY Dut) + by VHRY)
+ 1nq@ VP bs — lrgbsq” Dur) + b5V ") 4 10,0V yey — lorca® P Duy, 4 ¢4V, 0

EM =a50¢" + " Dag + 2a5 DA™ + (1 — Lyn) RV bz — by (1 — Ign)hY Du) 4 b3 VIR
+ (1= lpg) g VM bg — b(1 — 159)q"” Du) 4 bsVIH g + 1640 M Vre1 — logc1OMY Duy,
+ CgvAQ)\Ml + k@qb@[‘“’”VA@ - ];3@¢C7@[“V])‘Du>\ + C7V>\®UW]>‘ .

F =a10® + ®Day + 241 DP + (1 — lop)h*V b1 — (1 — laop)bih* Duy, + b1V, h* 4+ (1 — log)q" V uba
— (1 — l~q>q)l~)4q“Du# + Z)4V‘uqﬂ + l@.:b@al“’Aa#VU65 — lN(_)HC5Aa#®aM/DUl, + %AMV#@“W.
G =as07() + (1 Déig + 22 D7{2) + (1 = Lrn )R VM by — by (1 = L n )R Dut) + bV #h?)
+ (1= 1,)q " VPbs — (1 — I;.)bsq” Dur) 4 b5V ") + 1o, @AV ¢ — Lo, c60 M)A Duy,
+ e VAN
MM =a30r() + 7/ Daig + 2a3 D) + (1 — Lo )WYV bs — bg(1 — I, 1 )A” Dutd + by VI-pY)
+ (1= 1rg)q" VMg — b6 (1 — I, )" Du + b Vg + o7, 0V xca — lor, 20 Du,
+ CQV)\GMW + k(—)q-a@[#y]AV)\Cg - I;(_)Tan@[‘uU])\DU)\ + CgV)\@UW]A .
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