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Does quark-gluon plasma feature an extended hydrodynamic regime?
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We investigate the response of the near-equilibrium quark-gluon plasma (QGP) to perturbation at
non-hydrodynamic gradients. We propose a conceivable scenario under which sound mode continues
to dominate the medium response in this regime. Such a scenario has been observed experimentally
for various liquids and liquid metals. We further show this extended hydrodynamic regime (EHR)
indeed exists for both the weakly-coupled kinetic equation in the relaxation time approximation
(RTA) and the strongly-coupled N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills (SYM) theory. We construct a
simple but nontrivial extension of Mieller-Isareal-Stewart (MIS) theory, namely MIS*, and demon-
strate that it describes EHR response for both RTA and SYM theory. This indicates that MIS*
equations can potentially be employed to search for QGP EHR via heavy-ion collisions.

Introduction.—The properties of many-body QCD sys-
tems, particularly their behavior at different scales, have
fascinated the high-energy nuclear physicists for decades.
One prominent example of such a system is quark-gluon
plasma (QGP) that is created in heavy-ion collision
(HIC) [I]. The remarkable and nontrivial agreement
between hydrodynamic modeling and many results of
HIC [2 3] indicates that QGP, which is asymptotic free
at short distances, behaves as a near-perfect fluid at long
distances. However, much less is known about its prop-
erties at the intermediate scale where the characteristic
momentum is too large for a fluid description and is too
small to be treated perturbatively [4].

One central question in this context is how an equi-
librated QGP responds to an external disturbance with
varying gradients. When the perturbation varies slowly
in space and time, the hydrodynamic modes, such as
sound and shear modes, dominate the response after
a sufficiently long time. In this hydrodynamic regime
(HR), the medium’s behavior is described by viscous hy-
drodynamics. The description beyond HR, in general,
can be exceeding complex. It is commonly assumed
that dynamics in such situations involve a tower of non-
hydrodynamic excitations [5, [6].

Nevertheless, an alternative scenario may and does ex-
ist in condensed matter systems. Since the seminal mea-
surement in Ref. [7], there is mounting empirical evidence
showing that a variety of liquids and liquid metals, such
as liquid Zinc [§], Liquid K-Cs Alloys [9], can sustain
sound modes extending from HR to wavelengths com-
parable to inter-atomic separations, see Refs. [10, [11]
for reviews. Though the physical origins of those so-
called “high-wavevector” sound modes are still under
intensive investigation, they are found to be essential
for understanding the properties of the material at non-
hydrodynamic wavelength (e.g. Ref. [9]).

The above observations exemplify the situation that
the damping rate of hydrodynamic excitations remains
smaller than other excitations up to some critical

wavenumber ¢. beyond HR. In such an extended hydro-
dynamic regime (EHR), hydrodynamic modes still dom-
inate the response at a time scale longer than the inverse
of the gap (in damping rate) despite viscous hydrody-
namics is not expected to describe their dispersion. As
we shall see explicitly below, EHR exists in representative
microscopic theories such as the kinetic theory under re-
laxation time approximation (RTA) and the strongly cou-
pled N = 4 super-symmetric Yang-Mills theory in large
N, limit (SYM). This indicates the generality of EHR for
gauge theories, regardless of the coupling strength.

In this letter, we propose EHR as a conceivable sce-
nario for QGP. In the context of the far-from-equilibrium
stage of heavy-ion collisions, the extension of hydrody-
namics in describing bulk evolution is under intensive
study [12, [13]. Little attention has been paid to the
possibility that sound modes may dominate the near-
equilibrium response at a significant gradient. What
would we learn about QGP if such an EHR existed?
First, suppose so, the characterization of QGP at in-
termediate scales is simplified, that is, we can describe
medium properties in EHR with a few parameters such
as effective sound velocity and attenuation rate. Second,
it will fill the gap in our knowledge about the emergence
of QGP liquid from asymptotic parton gas.

Can we test the EHR scenario of QGP experimentally?
In HIC, the azimuthal asymmetries in the flow of pro-
duced hadrons v,, have been measured and are commonly
interpreted as the response to the initial eccentricity. In
smaller colliding systems, eccentricities are dominated by
shorter scale fluctuations and the EHR response can be
responsible for v, generation. In fact, describing ob-
served collectivity in those small colliding systems from
non-hydrodynamic transport has already attracted con-
siderable attentions [5] [6]. Besides, medium response to
jet propagation can be another channel to probe the EHR,
behavior. In Refs. [I4} [I5], it was found that energy and
momentum deposited by fast partons cause large gradi-
ent perturbations and the excited medium response is



correlated non-trivially with high-energy jet production.

A phenomenological investigation of QGP EHR re-
quires extending the standard hydrodynamic modeling of
HIC to incorporate EHR response. To our knowledge, no
serious attempt to construct such a model has been made
to date. We shall write down a simple but nontrivial ex-
tension of Miieller-Isareal-Stewart (MIS) theory, which
we call MIS*, for this purpose. We shall demonstrate
that MIS* can successfully describe EHR response for dif-
ferent microscopically theories for the static and Bjorken
expanding background. We believe our construction rep-
resents an essential first step toward experimental search
for EHR.

EHR in weakly- and strongly-coupled theories.—
In this section, we consider a conformal and uncharged
system and focus on the response in the sound channel.

We begin with the RTA kinetic theory, where the dis-
tribution function f(¢,x,p) obeys
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“mostly plus” metric. The relaxation time 7 controls
the time scale at which f approaches the equilibrium dis-
tribution foq = ePPv where B and u* denote inverse tem-
perature and fluid velocity, respectively. For a conformal
liquid, 7R o< e /% with € being the local energy density.
As shown in Ref. [10], the dispersion of the sound mode
can be obtained from solving
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Here we use the dimensionless frequency tv = wv and
wave-vector ¢ = vq where v = 419/3(eo + po), with ng
the shear viscosity, €y the energy density and pg the pres-
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mensionless ratio C; = 7, /v is related to the shear re-
laxation time 7,. For RTA kinetic theory, v = 475/15
and Cr = 15/4 [16] while for SYM, v = 3/37,Cr =
3(2 —1log2)/2 [17].

Turning to SYM, we employ the AdS/CFT correspon-
dence which maps the correlator in the quantum field the-
ory in d-dimensional space-time into a classical general
relativity calculation in d 4+ 1 dimension. The excitations
in sound channel can be found by solving [18] [19]
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where Z(u) depends on radial coordinate u of the ex-
tra dimension ranging from the boundary u = 0 to
the horizon u = 1. Eq. has to be solved with the
boundary condition Z ~ (1 —u)~"™/3 as u — 1, cor-
responding to the in-falling wave at the horizon. Near
the boundary u = 0, the solution can be written as
Z(u) ~ A(q,0)(1+...) + B(q,0)u® + ... where the dots
denote higher powers of u, and A, B depend on tv,q. The
Dirichlet boundary condition A(q, o) = 0 gives the dis-
persion relation of excitations which we obtained numer-
ically by using the Mathematica notebook that was writ-
ten and made public by Jansen [20].

In Fig. we present the sound dispersion relation
w4 (q) = +v(q)g—iI'(q) in RTA kinetic theory (left) and
SYM (right). The phase velocity v and sound attenua-
tion rate I’ (rescaled by v) are shown in red solid curves
in the upper and lower panel, respectively. Also shown
are representative non-hydrodyamic excitations in black
dashed curve. For comparison, we consider dispersion of
excitations in sound channel in MIS theory [21] [22]

itog?

2 2 2
m _ - L —
SOt U TiCm)

=0, (4)

where sound velocity ¢2 = 1/3 for a conformal fluid. The
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solutions to Eq. includes a pair of sound modes and a
purely dissipative mode at finite C';. In the limit C; — 0,
Eq. reduces to the familiar expression in first-order
hydrodynamic w? —c? g% +itwg? = 0. Sound dispersion in
first-order hydrodynamics and MIS, obtained by solving
with C; = 0 and fixed C}, are shown in blue and
magenta curves, respectively, in Fig. [l Plotting them at
non-hydrodynamic gradient will tell us the regime where
conventional hydrodynamic theories cease to be a good
description of the response.

For RTA kinetic theory, the sound modes are gapped
from the non-hydrodynamic excitations, i.e. quasi-
particles with damping rate 7 ! up to a critical value
q. = 1.2 [16]. Far below g, the sizable difference from
first-order hydrodynamics is seen in damping rate and is
even more so in phase velocity even for ¢ > 0.2. There-
fore, 0.2 < g < 1.2 may be viewed as EHR for RTA
kinetic theory, noting that EHR does not have a sharp
boundary and hence the values quoted here are only for
illustrative purpose.

Turning to SYM, we notice that the gap between sound
modes and non-hydrodynamic excitations, which are a
tower of quasi-normal modes, remains open for any q
under study (see also Refs. [19, 23]. Indeed, the latter
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Sound phase velocity (the upper panel) and damping rate I' (the lower panel) as a function of gradient q for RTA

kinetic theory (left) and N/ = 4 SYM in strong coupling limit. Both T'" and q are scaled by 7n/(3sT/4). The damping rate
of non-hydrodynamic excitations are shown in black dotted curves. The gap between those excitations and sound modes at
non-hydrodynamic gradient indicates the existence of extended hydrodynamic regime (EHR). The first-order hydrodynamic
and MIS results, shown in blue dotted and green dashed curves, respectively, fail to capture the key features of sound modes
in EHR. In contrast, for a given range of model parameters (in red bands), MIS* efficiently describes EHR sound propagation.

found that the gap only vanishes as ¢~!/3 at asymptotic

large q). The first-order hydrodynamics fails to describe
dispersion, notably for the phase velocity, for ¢ > 0.3.
So we conclude that the EHR also exists in SYM and
corresponds to q > 0.3. Besides, EHR can be identified in
other strongly coupled theories, e.g. Ref. [24]. We stress
that we analyze the near-equilibrium gradient expansion,
rather than the far-from-equilibrium bulk evolution. For
the latter case, the hydrodynamic description appears to
be unexpectedly reasonable even when the gradients are
large in the same SYM theory [25H29].

We summarize features that kinetic and SYM theory
share in the EHR, which, interestingly, are also seen in
various materials mentioned in the Introduction. First,
the phase velocity, or the “effective stiffness”, becomes
supersonic, v > 1/3. Second, the damping rate I'(g) is
always smaller than that of the first-order hydrodynam-
ics at fixed q. Those behaviors may be anticipated on
physical grounds as follows. As gradient q grows, more
and more d.o.fs fall out of equilibrium and can not re-
spond to the compression, resulting in larger stiffness i.e.
a larger effective sound velocity. At the same time, those
off-equilibrium d.o.fs would not contribute to the dissi-
pative process, leading to a smaller damping rate. The
above picture is admittedly speculative, but it illustrates
that studying sound propagation can be instrumental in
characterizing the medium properties in EHR.

Dynamical Models for EHR.— As noted in the In-
troduction, building dynamical models with EHR re-
sponse is necessary for searching for EHR through data-
modeling comparison. The commonly used MIS theory
or its variant, which includes corrections second order in
gradient, is not suitable for the present purpose. Indeed,
as already shown in Fig.[I} MIS results only give a mod-
est improvement as compared with first-order hydrody-
namics but generically under-estimates the attenuation
in EHR. One may consider adding higher order gradient
terms, see Refs. [30H33] for recent development on the
convergence of gradient expansion (see also Refs. [34H30]
for different attempts to improve hydrodynamics). Al-
though systematic in principle, doing so would result in
the proliferation of input parameters.

Instead, we aim at constructing a model such that a)
it reduces to viscous hydrodynamics in long-wavelength
limit; b) for a given microscopic theory, it could describe
sound propagation in EHR (or a least part of it) with a
minimum number of model parameters. Below, we pro-
pose an extension of the MIS equation, MIS*, containing
two key additional model parameters as compared with
first-order hydrodynamics and demonstrate it serves the
purpose. Our construction is partly inspired by the Hy-
dro+ framework [37].

The construction of MIS*.— Consider the decom-



position of the stress-energy tensor THY = T(’g; + T

where T(’(‘)'; = eutu?’ + pAH” denotes the the ideal fluid
energy-momentum tensor with A*Y = g + utu*. In
viscous hydrodynamics, the non-equilibrium corrections
to energy-momentum tensor, 7, becomes Wf‘l'j) = not,
where the shear strength is given by o#* = 0/ u”+0 u” —
(2/3)A" 0 with 0 = 0 - u, 0 = A*9,. The MIS theory
treats % as a dynamical variable which relaxes to wéﬁ”)
at time scale 7,. However, in EHR where the time scale
can be shorter than 7., 7* fall out-of-equilibrium and
does not contribute to the dissipation. As a result, EHR
sound is under-damped in MIS. To improve the descrip-
tion of sound propagation, in MIS*, we further divide
T into two parts
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and evolve 7y, my at different relaxation times 7., 7/, re-

spectively. By design, we require 7. > 77 such that
in EHR regime, the typical time scale is comparable or
shorter than 7. but is much longer than 7). Conse-
quently, in EHR, 71'?” should approach a fixed form which
we take to be 'a"”. Here 7 < n controls the effective
viscosity. Explicitly, we propose the following equations
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where D = u-0 and R = —%71'5”9—}—. .. denotes other pos-
sible second order gradient terms which do not contribute
to the sound dispersion. In practice, we may fix the form
of R by requiring Eq. @ to become usual BRSSS sec-
ond order hydrodynamics [I7] or its variants in the limit
7 =0.

Eqs. (6), (7) together with 9,7"” = 0 constitute
MIS* equations, and are one of the main results in
this letter. In the time scale longer than 7., 7 —
(m =)o, 7" — n'o"’,R — 0 and hence MIS* re-
duces to the first-order fluid dynamics. If we take the
limit 77/ — 0, W?V becomes n'c"” and is no longer dy-
namical. This is the limit we shall use below for illus-
tration, though in a realistic simulation of MIS*, a finite
72 is needed to ensure causality. We expect that the dy-
namics in EHR should be sensitive to 7, 7. rather than
7/ as far as 7. > 7.

Sound mode in MIS*.—The excitations in the sound
channel can be obtained by linearizing MIS* equations

around a homogeneous and static background. In the
limit 77/ /7. — 0, we have
2 292 (1-9) 2
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where we have defined two dimensionless ratio (J,v) =
(0’ /n, 7L /7x). Note for 6 =0 and v =1, Eq. reduces

4

to Eq. . Similar to MIS theory, the excitations of
MIS* from Eg. includes a pair of sound modes and
a dissipative mode. The boundary of EHR in MIS* is
determined by the “level-crossing point”, ¢, where the
sound damping rate equals to that of dissipative mode.
In Fig. 3| in the Appendix. , we show the dependence
of dispersion on d,7. Thereby, we demonstrate that by
tuning them, MIS* has the flexibility and capability of
describing a class of sound propagation up to ¢...

The comparison between sound dispersion in MIS*

with that in RTA and SYM theory, as shown in Fig.
is encouraging. For the 0.2 < 4 < 0.3,0.7 < v < 0.9, we
find MIS* describes RTA sound mode well up to q values
around ¢, = 0.95. For SYM system, a different range
0.1 <6 <0.2,0.65 <y < 0.8.5 provides a reasonable de-
scription up to g, = 0.7. Given its simplicity, we do not
anticipate the MIS* covering the full EHR in the two mi-
croscopic theories. Notwithstanding, MIS* extends the
description from HR to a significant part of EHR in both
cases.
Bjorken expansion.—One advantage of MIS* is that
once its model parameters are fixed by matching to sound
dispersion, it can readily be applied to expanding back-
ground. To demonstrate this, we consider linearized re-
sponse for a boost-invariant Bjorken expanding back-
ground specified by the evolution of €y(7) vs. Bjorken
time 7. For simplicity, we concentrate on the case that
the perturbation only depends on y, the spatial vector
lying entirely in the plane transverse to z-direction (lon-
gitudinal direction). The response of T"” to external
disturbance is characterized by several independent re-
sponse functions [38], see also Appendix. Below, we
focus on the energy-energy response function G that
evolves the initial energy perturbation de(7’,y’) to

de(t,y) = /de' Gee(r;T,7") 0e(T',y) . (9)

where r = y — y’. To obtain G, in RTA equation, we
expand the distribution function f(r,y;p) = fo(m;p) +
0f(r,y;p). We first determined the background solution
fo(r; p) with a relaxation time 7r(7) = 6(7’)_1/4 start-
ing from 79 = 7r(79). Then the linearized RTA equa-
tion. is solved numerically to obtain G (k;7,7’) in
Fourier space. When transforming it back to the y space,
a smearing function exp {—k?/[2(4/70)?]} is applied to
regulate the integration at large k.

In Fig. [2] we take 7/ = 279, meaning we are considering
the near-equilibrium expanding plasma rather than the
far-from-equilibrium one [39], and show G, at three rep-
resentative times A7 = 2,8,167) as a function of r/Ar
where A7 = 7 — 7/. The RTA response function are
then compared to first-order hydrodynamics (0, T"" with
Y = not?), MIS and MIS* theory, see our companion
paper for more details. The hydrodynamic curves match
with the kinetic ones at a very late time, say 7 = 167y,
but their differences are significant at those earlier times.
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FIG. 2. Energy-energy response function (9) (rescaled by the appropriate power of 7/7') as a function of r/A7 (AT =7 —7")
for the Bjorken expanding plasma. RTA kinetic theory, first order hydrodynamics and MIS theory results are shown in the
solid, blue dotted and green dashed curves, respectively. The response function of MIS*, computed from the same range of
model parameters 6, as used in Fig. [1| (left) to describe EHR sound dispersion, are plotted in the red band. Three values of T
are chosen to represent the response function at early, intermediate and late time (from left to right) with fixed 7" = 279, see
text. In hydrodynamic limit, the peak location of response function should approach cs = 1//3.

In particular, the peak of Gee,(r/AT)peak, approaches
¢s = \/1/3 as T increases, but is always larger than ¢y, in
accordance with supersonic nature of EHR sound prop-
agation. Rather than improving the description at early
times, the MIS theory introduces spurious shocks, see
also Ref. [40]. This can be understood by returning to
Fig. [1] where we see MIS underestimates the sound at-
tenuation in EHR. Remarkably, MIS* response function,
determined with the same range of parameters ¢, as
used to mimic EHR sound dispersion (see Fig. , agree
with RTA response from early to late times. Equally
impressive agreement is seen for the four other energy-
momentum response functions, see Fig. ] in Appendix. .
This convincingly indicates that describing EHR sound
propagation is key to characterize response beyond con-
ventional hydrodynamic regime, and MIS* serves that
purpose.

Summary.—To summarize, we consider the Extended
Hydrodynamic Regime (EHR) scenario for QGP, where
sound modes are gapped from other excitations at a non-
hydrodynamic gradient. We illustrate the existence of
EHR in RTA kinetic theory and strongly coupled N = 4
SYM. Our study is partly inspired by the observation of
EHR in a class of liquids and liquid metals.

In the view that EHR scenarios should be explored
experimentally in HIC, we construct hydrodynamic-like
equations, MIS* and demonstrate that it describes
sound propagation in RTA kinetic theory and strongly
coupled SYM theory in EHR. We also show the success
of MIS* in describing RTA response in a Bjorken expand-
ing medium. They together serve as proof of the prin-
ciple that MIS*, with suitable refinement, can be imple-
mented in future quantitative studies of small colliding

systems [41] and jet-medium interaction [14, [I5]. Do-
ing so allows us to identify observables sensitive to EHR
and subsequently gain crucial lessons about intermediate-
scale QGP through future data-model comparison.
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No. 89233218CNA000001). This work is also supported
by the Strategic Priority Research Program of Chinese
Academy of Sciences, Grant No. XDB34000000 (YY).

The model parameter dependence of MIS*
dispersion relation

We here illustrate the dependence of sound dispersion
relation from MIS* equations, constructed in the main
text, on the two essential model parameters §,r by solv-
ing Eq. (8) numerically. In Fig.[3|(left), we present results
with v = 1 but varying §. Note, in this case, MIS* re-
duces to the first order hydrodynamics for § = 0 and to
MIS for § = 1. In Fig. [3| (right), we further show the
dependence of the dispersion on v with fixed 6 = 0.2. As
we anticipated early, a larger v implies a greater attenua-
tion rate. We observe while MIS* results agree with first
order hydrodynamics and MIS in hydrodynamic regime
as they should, the sound propagation and attenuation
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FIG. 3. The sound velocity (the upper panel) and damping rate (the lower panel) as functions of rescaled momentum q with
different choices of §,v for MIS* equations. The results are obtained by solving Eq. . (Left): v =1 with § = 0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8;

(right): 6 = 0.2 with v = 0.5,1.0, 1.5.

are sensitive to the value of 4, .

Energy-momentum response functions

Consider linearized energy and momentum propaga-
tion on top of a background Bjorken expanding plasma.
The stress-energy tensor can be split into a background
part and a perturbation part

T = T4 (7) + 5T (r,y). (10)
where T3"(7) only depends on the Bjorken proper time 7
and is diagonalized. We shall focus on the case that the
perturbation only depends on y, the spatial vector lying
entirely in the plane transverse to z-direction. For given
initial perturbation 6T** (1y, yo) at (7/,y’), we, following
Ref. [38], define the response function

§TH (1,y) = /d2y' Gisly -7 1) TP (y', 7).
(11)

where we have used fact that the response function de-
pend only on the different » = y — y'. If we concentrate
on the energy-momentum response to the initial energy
density 077" and initial transverse momentum density
8T (i = x,y), there are five independent components
which can be defined through the relation (Here and here-

after, we suppress the dependence on 7,7")

G::(T) = gee('r) 5 (123,)
G:lr (r) = P Gep(r) Gri(r) = P Gpe(r), (12b)
GTi(r) = P71 Gy (r) + (67 — #77) Gu(r).  (12¢)

Physically, Gy, describes energy density at 7 induced
by the momentum density disturbance projected along
direction 7 at initial time 7’ and other response func-
tions can be interpreted in a similar way. We are in-
terested in the response of the plasma near equilibrium,
so we take 71 > 19 where 7y denotes the thermalization
time. In practice, we first compute Ggg in Fourier space
k = (kz, ky) by solving linearized RTA kinetic equation
and then obtain response functions in real space with an
appropriate Fourier transformation.

We have conducted detailed numerical tests of MIS*
by further computing those response functions for the
first-order hydrodynamics, MIS and MIS* that we are
proposing. See our upcoming publications for further
details. The results for G¢p, Gpe, Gpp, Gy are shown in
Fig. @l They, together with the plot for G given in
the main text, demonstrate that there is indeed a large
space-time domain where MIS* works.

[1] K. Adcox et al. (PHENIX), Formation of dense partonic
matter in relativistic nucleus-nucleus collisions at RHIC:



T
T

0.00

-0.25

)2rGpe(r)

T
(z

)rGpp(r)

T
(v

)2rGedr)

T
T

(

AT=2TO AT: 81_-0 AT: 161—0
MIS*, 0.2 <6<0.3
07<y<0.9 'A
\
....... Hydro (1st) : ‘l
- MIS N x
VAR i
— RTA / A I
R

V3 1 0
AT

13 1 0
AT

13 1
AT

FIG. 4. The same as Fig. |2} but for the four other independent energy-momentum response functions defined in Eq. .

Experimental evaluation by the PHENIX collaboration,

Nucl. Phys. A 757, 184 (2005), jarXiv:nucl-ex/0410003|
[2] U. W. Heinz, Towards the Little Bang Standard Model,

J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 455, 012044 (2013), [arXiv:1304.3634

[nucl-th].

[3] B. Schenke, The smallest fluid on Earth, Rept. Prog.

Phys. 84, 082301 (2021), [arXiv:2102.11189 [nucl-th].

[4] W. Busza, K. Rajagopal, and W. van der Schee,

Heavy Ion Collisions:

The Big Picture, and the Big

Questions, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 68, 339 (2018),
arXiv:1802.04801 [hep-ph].

[5] A. Kurkela, U. A. Wiedemann, and B. Wu, Flow in AA
and pA as an interplay of fluid-like and non-fluid like exci-
tations, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 965 (2019), |arXiv:1905.05139


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.086
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0410003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/455/1/012044
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.3634
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.3634
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac14c9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac14c9
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.11189
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101917-020852
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.04801
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7428-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.05139

[hep-ph].

[6] A. Kurkela, A. Mazeliauskas, and R. Tornkvist, Collec-
tive flow in single-hit QCD kinetic theory, JHEP 11, 216,
arXiv:2104.08179 [hep-ph].

[7] J.R.D. Copley and J. M. Rowe, Short-wavelength collec-
tive excitations in liquid rubidium observed by coherent
neutron scattering, [Phys. Rev. Lett. 32, 49 (1974).

[8] M. Zanatta, F. Sacchetti, E. Guarini, A. Orecchini,
A. Paciaroni, L. Sani, and C. Petrillo, Collective ion dy-
namics in liquid zinc: Evidence for complex dynamics in
a non-free-electron liquid metal, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114,
187801 (2015).

[9] L. E. Bove, F. Sacchetti, C. Petrillo, and B. Dorner, Neu-
tron investigation of collective excitations in liquid k-cs
alloys: The role of the electron density, Phys. Rev. Lett.
85, 5352 (2000).

[10] T. Scopigno, G. Ruocco, and F. Sette, Microscopic dy-
namics in liquid metals: The experimental point of view,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 881 (2005).

[11] K. Trachenko and V. V. Brazhkin, Collective modes and
thermodynamics of the liquid state, Reports on Progress
in Physics 79, 016502 (2015).

[12] M. P. Heller and M. Spalinski, Hydrodynamics Beyond
the Gradient Expansion: Resurgence and Resummation,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 072501 (2015), arXiv:1503.07514
[hep-th].

[13] P. Romatschke, Relativistic Fluid Dynamics Far From
Local Equilibrium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 012301 (2018),
arXiv:1704.08699 [hep-th].

[14] Y. Tachibana, N.-B. Chang, and G.-Y. Qin, Full jet
in quark-gluon plasma with hydrodynamic medium re-
sponse, Phys. Rev. C 95, 044909 (2017).

[15] W. Chen, S. Cao, T. Luo, L.-G. Pang, and X.-N. Wang,
Effects of jet-induced medium excitation in «-hadron cor-
relation in A+A collisions, Phys. Lett. B 777, 86 (2018),
arXiv:1704.03648 [nucl-th].

[16] P. Romatschke, Retarded correlators in kinetic theory:
branch cuts, poles and hydrodynamic onset transitions,
Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 352 (2016), [arXiv:1512.02641 [hep-
th].

[17] R. Baier, P. Romatschke, D. T. Son, A. O. Starinets,
and M. A. Stephanov, Relativistic viscous hydrodynam-
ics, conformal invariance, and holography, JHEP 04, 100,
arXiv:0712.2451 [hep-th].

[18] P. K. Kovtun and A. O. Starinets, Quasinormal modes
and holography, Phys. Rev. D 72, 086009 (2005),
arXiv:hep-th/0506184.

[19] I. Amado, C. Hoyos-Badajoz, K. Landsteiner, and
S. Montero, Hydrodynamics and beyond in the strongly
coupled N=4 plasma, JHEP 07, 133, [arXiv:0805.2570
[hep-th].

[20] A. Jansen, Overdamped modes in Schwarzschild-de Sitter
and a Mathematica package for the numerical computa-
tion of quasinormal modes, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 132, 546
(2017), larXiv:1709.09178 [gr-qc].

[21] P. Romatschke, New Developments in Relativistic Vis-
cous Hydrodynamics, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 19, 1 (2010),
arXiv:0902.3663 [hep-ph].

[22] J. Hong and D. Teaney, Spectral densities for hot QCD
plasmas in a leading log approximation, Phys. Rev. C 82,
044908 (2010), |arXiv:1003.0699 [nucl-th].

[23] J. F. Fuini, C. F. Uhlemann, and L. G. Yaffe, Damping
of hard excitations in strongly coupled N/ = 4 plasma,
JHEP 12, 042, arXiv:1610.03491 [hep-th].

[24] M. Edalati, J. I. Jottar, and R. G. Leigh, Holography and
the sound of criticality, JHEP 10, 058 larXiv:1005.4075
[hep-th].

[25] P. M. Chesler and L. G. Yaffe, Boost invariant flow, black
hole formation, and far-from-equilibrium dynamics in N
= 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory, Phys. Rev. D 82,
026006 (2010)} arXiv:0906.4426 [hep-th].

[26] M. P. Heller, R. A. Janik, and P. Witaszczyk, The char-
acteristics of thermalization of boost-invariant plasma
from holography, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 201602 (2012),
arXiv:1103.3452 [hep-th].

[27] P. M. Chesler, Colliding shock waves and hydrodynamics
in small systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 241602 (2015),
arXiv:1506.02209 [hep-th].

[28] J. Casalderrey-Solana, M. P. Heller, D. Mateos, and
W. van der Schee, From full stopping to transparency in
a holographic model of heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 111, 181601 (2013), arXiv:1305.4919 [hep-th].

[29] J. Casalderrey-Solana, M. P. Heller, D. Mateos, and
W. van der Schee, Longitudinal Coherence in a Holo-
graphic Model of Asymmetric Collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett.
112, 221602 (2014), [arXiv:1312.2956 [hep-th].

[30] S. Grozdanov, P. K. Kovtun, A. O. Starinets, and
P. Tadi¢, Convergence of the Gradient Expansion in
Hydrodynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 251601 (2019),
arXiv:1904.01018 [hep-th].

[31] S. Grozdanov, P. K. Kovtun, A. O. Starinets, and
P. Tadi¢, The complex life of hydrodynamic modes,
JHEP 11, 097, larXiv:1904.12862 [hep-th].

[32] M. P. Heller, A. Serantes, M. Spaliriski, V. Svensson,
and B. Withers, Hydrodynamic gradient expansion in
linear response theory, Phys. Rev. D 104, 066002 (2021),
arXiv:2007.05524 [hep-th].

[33] M. P. Heller, A. Serantes, M. Spaliniski, V. Svensson, and
B. Withers, Convergence of hydrodynamic modes: in-
sights from kinetic theory and holography, |SciPost Phys.
10, 123 (2021)| larXiv:2012.15393 [hep-th].

[34] M. Lublinsky and E. Shuryak, Improved Hydrodynamics
from the AdS/CFT, Phys. Rev. D 80, 065026 (2009),
arXiv:0905.4069 [hep-ph].

[35] M. P. Heller, R. A. Janik, M. Spaliniski, and
P. Witaszczyk, Coupling hydrodynamics to nonequilib-
rium degrees of freedom in strongly interacting quark-
gluon plasma, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 261601 (2014),
arXiv:1409.5087 [hep-th].

[36] M. P. Heller, A. Serantes, M. Spaliniski, V. Svensson,
and B. Withers, Relativistic hydrodynamics: a singulant
perspective, (2021), arXiv:2112.12794 [hep-th].

[37] M. Stephanov and Y. Yin, Hydrodynamics with paramet-
ric slowing down and fluctuations near the critical point,
Phys. Rev. D 98, 036006 (2018), [arXiv:1712.10305 [nucl-
th].

[38] A. Kurkela, A. Mazeliauskas, J.-F. Paquet, S. Schlicht-
ing, and D. Teaney, Effective kinetic description of
event-by-event pre-equilibrium dynamics in high-energy
heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 99, 034910 (2019),
arXiv:1805.00961 [hep-ph].

[39] S. Kamata, M. Martinez, P. Plaschke, S. Ochsenfeld, and
S. Schlichting, Hydrodynamization and nonequilibrium
Green’s functions in kinetic theory, Phys. Rev. D 102,
056003 (2020)}, arXiv:2004.06751 [hep-ph].

[40] J. Hong, D. Teaney, and P. M. Chesler, The Wake of a
Heavy Quark in Non-Abelian Plasmas : Comparing Ki-
netic Theory and the AdS/CFT Correspondence, Phys.


https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.05139
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)216
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.08179
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.32.49
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.187801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.187801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.5352
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.5352
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.881
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/79/1/016502
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/79/1/016502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.072501
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07514
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07514
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.012301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.08699
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.044909
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.12.015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.03648
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4169-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.02641
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.02641
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/04/100
https://arxiv.org/abs/0712.2451
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.086009
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0506184
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/07/133
https://arxiv.org/abs/0805.2570
https://arxiv.org/abs/0805.2570
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/i2017-11825-9
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/i2017-11825-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.09178
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218301310014613
https://arxiv.org/abs/0902.3663
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.82.044908
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.82.044908
https://arxiv.org/abs/1003.0699
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)042
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.03491
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2010)058
https://arxiv.org/abs/1005.4075
https://arxiv.org/abs/1005.4075
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.026006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.026006
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.4426
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.201602
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3452
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.241602
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.02209
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.181601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.181601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.4919
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.221602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.221602
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.2956
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.251601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.01018
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)097
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.12862
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.066002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.05524
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.6.123
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.6.123
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.15393
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.065026
https://arxiv.org/abs/0905.4069
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.261601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.5087
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.12794
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.036006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.10305
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.10305
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.034910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.00961
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.056003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.056003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.06751
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.064903

Rev. C85, 064903 (2012), larXiv:1110.5292 [nucl-th]. Nucl. Part. Sci. 68, 211 (2018), |arXiv:1801.03477 [nucl-
[41] J. L. Nagle and W. A. Zajc, Small System Collectivity in ex].
Relativistic Hadronic and Nuclear Collisions, Ann. Rev.


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.064903
https://arxiv.org/abs/1110.5292
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101916-123209
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101916-123209
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.03477
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.03477

	 Does quark-gluon plasma feature an extended hydrodynamic regime? 
	Abstract
	 Acknowledgments
	 The model parameter dependence of MIS* dispersion relation  
	 Energy-momentum response functions  
	 References


