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Abstract

We study the dissipative evolution of (0+1)-dimensionally expanding media with Bjorken symmetry using the Boltzmann equation
for massive particles in relaxation-time approximation. Breaking conformal symmetry by a mass induces a non-zero bulk viscous
pressure in the medium. It is shown that even a small mass (in units of the local temperature) drastically modifies the well-known
attractor for the shear Reynolds number previously observed in massless systems. For generic nonzero particle mass, neither the
shear nor the bulk viscous pressure relax quickly to a non-equilibrium attractor; they approach the hydrodynamic limit only late, at
small values of the inverse Reynolds numbers. Only the longitudinal pressure, which is a combination of thermal, shear and bulk
viscous pressures, continues to show early approach to a far-off-equilibrium attractor, driven by the rapid longitudinal expansion at
early times. Second-order dissipative hydrodynamics based on a gradient expansion around locally isotropic thermal equilibrium
fails to reproduce this attractor.
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1. Introduction. Hydrodynamics is an effective macroscopic
theory that describes long wavelength excitations in a fluid.
Generically it is expected to break down in systems with
very large spatial or temporal gradients, reflecting significant
changes in macroscopic variables over the length of one micro-
scopic mean free path. Recent years have witnessed a paradigm
shift in understanding the domain of applicability of modern
formulations of relativistic dissipative hydrodynamics [1–19].
A major cause of this shift stems from the success of these
hydrodynamic theories in describing final-state observables in
ultra-relativistic collisions not only of heavy ions, but also of
small nuclei such as protons [20–24] where perhaps one does
not expect the medium to locally thermalize. To better under-
stand its unexpected effectiveness even in such extreme situa-
tions an increasing number of studies have appeared that test
its performance in simplified situations where the underlying
microscopic dynamics can be solved exactly. If the medium
is weakly coupled, as is naively expected for a quark-gluon
plasma at extremely high temperature [25, 26], the relativis-
tic Boltzmann equation offers itself for a microscopic descrip-
tion. Following a long list of previous works comparing col-
lective dynamics from the Boltzmann equation with relativistic
fluid dynamics [8, 27–39], we here study the solution of the
Boltzmann equation in Relaxation Time Approximation (RTA)
[40] for a massive gas undergoing (0+1)-dimensional expan-
sion with Bjorken symmetry [41]. By breaking the conformal
symmetry imposed in most of the earlier works, we allow for
both nonzero shear and bulk viscous pressures, πηη and Π. We
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will explore the existence of an attractor in the 2-dimensional
plane spanned by the normalized viscous stresses π = π

η
η/P and

Π = Π/P where P the thermal pressure.
The work presented here was motivated by an ongoing inves-

tigation [42, 43] of the existence and properties of attractor so-
lutions to the second-order dissipative fluid dynamic equations
obtained by Denicol et al. [44] and Jaiswal et al. [45] for the
same system. To clarify some unexpected characteristics of the
solutions of the macroscopic hydrodynamic theory we had to
understand the (exact) solutions of the underlying microscopic
kinetic theory on which we report here.

We work in Milne coordinates, with proper time τ≡
√

t2 − z2

(where t is time and z the longitudinal Cartesian coor-
dinate), space-time rapidity η≡ tanh−1(z/t), and metric
gµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−τ2). In these coordinates Bjorken
flow appears static, uµ = (1, ~0), and all macroscopic quantities
depend only on proper time.

2. RTA Boltzmann equation for Bjorken flow. The single par-
ticle distribution function f (x, p) for a system of particles with
Bjorken symmetry depends on proper time τ, the transverse mo-
mentum pT ≡

√
(px)2 + (py)2 and the boost invariant momen-

tum variable w ≡ pη ≡ tpz − zEp [27], where Ep =
√

p2 + m2

denotes the on-shell energy of particles with mass m and 3-
momentum p. We here assume that it evolves according to the
Boltzmann equation with a collision term in the relaxation time
approximation (RTA):

∂ f
∂τ

= −
f − feq

τR(τ)
. (1)

We assume Boltzmann statistics such that the local equilibrium
distribution feq = exp(−pτ/T ), where T (τ) is the local tem-
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perature and pτ =

√
p2

T + w2/τ2 + m2 is the particle energy in
the comoving frame. The relaxation time τR sets the timescale
for equilibration and is parametrized as τR = 5C/T where C
is a unitless constant. Eq. (1) can be converted into an integral
equation for f [27, 28]:

f (τ; pT ,w) =D(τ, τ0) fin(τ0; pT ,w)

+

∫ τ

τ0

dτ′

τR(τ′)
D(τ, τ′) feq(τ′; pT ,w), (2)

where fin is the initial distribution. The damping function

D(τ2, τ1) = exp
(
−

∫ τ2

τ1

dτ′

τR(τ′)

)
(3)

depends on the scattering rate 1/τR and controls the rate at
which the distribution function loses memory of its initial form.
Solving Eq. (2) involves an iterative process [27] for obtaining
the proper time evolution of the temperature by Landau match-
ing, i.e. by identifying T (τ) as the temperature of a fictitious
equilibrium state with the local comoving energy density ε(τ):

ε ≡ 〈(u · p)2〉 = εeq(T ) ≡ 〈(u · p)2〉eq ⇔ 〈(u · p)2〉δ = 0. (4)

Here 〈(. . . )〉 ≡
∫

p (. . . ) f , 〈(. . . )〉eq ≡
∫

p (. . . ) feq, and 〈(. . . )〉δ ≡∫
p (. . . ) ( f− feq) denote momentum moments of distribution

functions with integration measure
∫

p ≡
∫

d2 pT dw/[(2π)3τpτ].
Once the iteration for T (τ) has converged, the exact solu-
tion for f is obtained from the integral equation by numerical
quadrature, and the evolution of the energy-momentum tensor
T µν ≡ 〈(pµpν)〉 of the fluid can be obtained with arbitrary nu-
merical precision. The thermal (P), shear (πµν) and bulk (Π)
viscous pressures are obtained by decomposing T µν as

T µν = ε uµuν − (P + Π) ∆µν + πµν (5)

with πµνuν = π
µ
µ = 0. Here ∆µν ≡ gµν − uµuν is the spatial pro-

jector in the comoving frame, i.e. orthogonal to four-velocity
uµ. Bjorken symmetry dictates the energy momentum tensor
to be diagonal, T µν = diag(ε, PT , PT , PL), where PT and PL are
the effective transverse and longitudinal pressures, respectively.
They are expressed in terms of P, Π, and the single independent
shear stress tensor component π ≡ −τ2πηη as PT = P + Π + π/2
and PL = P + Π − π. The equilibrium pressure is given by

P ≡ −
1
3

〈(
m2 − (u · p)2

)〉
eq

= −
m2

3
〈(1)〉eq + ε/3. (6)

3. Kinetic bounds on shear and bulk stresses. As f (x, p)≥ 0,
the effective longitudinal and transverse pressures cannot be
negative in kinetic theory: PT = 1

2 〈p
2
T 〉 ≥ 0, PL = 〈w2〉/τ2 ≥ 0.

Also, the sum of equilibrium and bulk viscous pressures has
to be non-negative: P + Π ≡ 1

3 〈p
2
T + (w/τ)2〉 ≥ 0. Moreover,

the trace of energy momentum tensor satisfies T µ
µ ≡ m2〈(1)〉 =

ε − 3(P+Π) ≥ 0. For the normalized stresses π = π/P and
Π = Π/P we thus obtain the following four constraints:

Π +
1
2
π ≥ −1, Π − π ≥ −1, Π ≥ −1, Π ≤

ε

3P
− 1. (7)

Figure 1: The bounds imposed by kinetic theory on the scaled shear and bulk
viscous stresses π = π/P, Π = Π/P, for different choices of m/T . Solid black
lines are free-streaming trajectories, evolving from initial states indicated by
black crosses by following the arrows. Dashed black lines emerging from the
same black crosses represent free-streaming evolution backward in proper time.

Eq. (6) implies that for a noninteracting massive gas the en-
ergy density always exceeds three times the thermal pressure.
Eqs. (7) do not depend on Bjorken symmetry and hold for arbi-
trary collective flow profiles whose underlying dynamics admit
a kinetic description. They are also independent of the quantum
statistics of the constituent particles.

Fig. 1 illustrates the bounds (7) on the scaled shear and
bulk viscous stresses, together with free-streaming solutions
of Eq. (1) for zero collision term, to be discussed below. The
upper bound on Π/P is a function of ε/P and thus depends on
the particle mass through the ratio m/T . Solid blue, green and
red lines indicate this bound for m/T = 0.1, 1, 2, respectively.
For each m/T the bounds (7) form a triangle whose area
(marked by shadings in the corresponding color) defines the
shear and bulk stress pairs (π,Π) that can be realized in kinetic
theory. The allowed area grows with the particle mass m/T ,
permitting larger magnitudes for π/P and larger positive values
for Π/P as this ratio increases. For a conformal gas of massless
particles, m = 0, the bulk viscous pressure Π vanishes and the
allowed region shrinks to the line Π/P = 0. We emphasize,
however, that even for an arbitrarily small non-zero mass
m/T > 0, −Π can become as large as the thermal equilibrium
pressure.

4. Initial profile for large shear and bulk stresses. To create
a system with large initial bulk and/or shear stress we take an
initial distribution of the form

fin ≡
1
α0

exp

−
√

p2
T + (1 + ξ0)(w/τ0)2 + m2

Λ0

 . (8)

The parameter ξ0 sets the initial anisotropy in momentum
space, the slope parameter Λ0 controls the sharpness of the
distribution, and the normalisation parameter α0 ensures the
Landau matching condition at the initial time, ε0 = εeq(T0)
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for a prescribed initial temperature T0. Throughout this paper
we impose initial conditions at τ0 = 0.1 fm/c with initial
temperature T0 = 500 MeV. A sharp (Λ0/T0 � 1) but nearly
isotropic (ξ0 ≈ 0) initial distribution results in large negative
bulk stress (Π/P)0 and small positive shear stress (π/P)0.
A wide (Λ0/T0 � 1) and highly anisotropic distribution
reverses their relative size. Physically, substantial negative
bulk stress is obtained by populating the low momentum states
in phase-space with an arbitrarily large number of particles1

(by making both α0 and Λ0/T0 small) such that the isotropic
pressure P+Π ≈ 0 and the initial energy density ε0 is essentially
generated by the rest masses of the particles. In this sense
the distribution corresponding to Π/P ≈ −1 is reminiscent
of a Bose condensate. This suggests that quantum effects
become important near the lower corner of the allowed region
in Fig. 1, invalidating the Boltzmann approximation. However,
for the sake of comparison of kinetic theory with results from
hydrodynamics using transport coefficients derived from a
Boltzmann gas (as presented below), we will continue using
Boltzmann statistics throughout this paper. Note that for small
z0 ≡ m/T0, an upper bound on the normalised bulk that can be
generated by fin is given by Πmax ≈ z2

0/6. We take m = 50 MeV
for the particle mass such that m/T is initially small and at early
times the fluid’s equation of state and transport coefficients are
close to their conformal limits.

5. Free-streaming fixed lines and fixed points. The free-
streaming solution of Eq. (1) is simply ffs(τ; pT ,w) =

fin(pT ,w). Written in terms of the usual longitudinal momen-
tum variable pz in the fluid rest frame, all free-streaming solu-
tions, ffs(τ; pT , pz) = fin(pT , pz(τ/τ0)), become sharply peaked
in pz as time increases. That is why the solid black lines in
Fig. 1 all approach the line of vanishing longitudinal pressure,
PL = 0, eventually settling on it and following it towards larger
shear stresses π, driven by growing m/T . Thus, PL = 0 acts as
an attractive fixed line for all free streaming trajectories, charac-
terized by a longitudinal momentum dependence f ∼ δ(pz) for
the distribution function. – The dashed black curves in Fig. 1
are obtained by free-streaming the initial conditions backward
in proper time. They are all seen to be attracted by the point
(P
∗

T = 0,Π
∗

= 0), which clearly identifies it as a repulsive fixed
point for forward evolution.2 It is also clear that any system ini-
tialized on the PT = 0 line (corresponding to initial distribution
functions fin ∼ δ(pT )) stays on this line, moving towards zero
PL by longitudinal Bjorken expansion. However, any initial
state with even infinitesimally small positive transverse pres-
sure will move away from this line, identifying it as a repul-
sive fixed line. – The intersection of the two fixed lines PL = 0
and PT = 0 yields the fixed point (Π

∗
, π∗) = (−1, 0), where the

momentum distribution takes the spherically symmetric form

1This is permissible for systems without conserved particle number.
2As τ → 0, free-streaming solutions ffs = fin(pT , pz(τ/τ0)) become flat in

pz. Hence, the moments PT , PL, and ε ≈ 3P all tend to infinity. However,
the ratios PL/P → 3 and PT /P → 0 remain finite, leading to π/P → −2 and
Π/P→ 0. We emphasize that the vanishing of PT /P at the repulsive fixed point
does not imply that the system approaches transverse free-streaming during
backward evolution, i.e., ffs(τ ≈ 0) � δ(pT ).

f ∼ δ(|p|). Physically, this represents a system where all parti-
cles are at rest such that there is no pressure but only rest mass
energy. Of course, if a non-interacting system is initialised ex-
actly at this point, it will never evolve. However, if any momen-
tum component is only slightly nonzero, free-streaming will
move the system first to the PL = 0 line (by longitudinal expan-
sion), avoiding the point (Π

∗
, π∗) = (−1, 0), and then upwards

on this line to π → ∞ as T → 0 and m/T → ∞. The only
way to reach the fixed point at (Π

∗
, π∗) = (−1, 0) dynamically

is by initializing it with PT = 0 exactly and letting the non-zero
initial longitudinal pressure PL decay by longitudinal Bjorken
expansion. Therefore this point is a saddle point – attractive in
PL direction but repulsive in PT direction.

Note that for m, 0 the free-streaming system has no attrac-
tive fixed point at all: all initial conditions eventually hit the
PL = 0 line (“late time free-streaming attractor”) and then fol-
low it to (π,Π) = (∞,∞) as the ratio m/T grows beyond all
bounds. The system never thermalizes.

The free-streaming solution described in this section dom-
inates the RTA Boltzmann solution (2) for large Knudsen
number, i.e. for τ� τR(τ) = 5C/T (τ). For times τ� τR(τ) the
Knudsen number is small and the system thermalizes, follow-
ing the Navier-Stokes attractor. In conformal Bjorken systems
the early-time free-streaming dynamics joins smoothly the
late-time Navier-Stokes dynamics along a “far-off-equilibrium
attractor” which some versions of fluid dynamics describe
with excellent precision [1–19, 34–39]. To explore whether
this continues to hold true for non-conformal systems we
now contrast the results of this section with the early-time
attractor structure of second-order non-conformal viscous
hydrodynamics.

6. Second-order non-conformal hydrodynamics. For a mas-
sive gas undergoing Bjorken expansion, the second-order hy-
drodynamic evolution equations for the energy density and the
bulk and shear viscous stresses read [45, 46]

dε
dτ

= −
1
τ

(ε + P + Π − π) , (9)

dΠ

dτ
+

Π

τΠ

= −
βΠ

τ
− δΠΠ

Π

τ
+ λΠπ

π

τ
, (10)

dπ
dτ

+
π

τπ
=

4
3
βπ
τ
−

(
1
3
τππ + δππ

)
π

τ
+

2
3
λπΠ

Π

τ
. (11)

The transport coefficients βΠ, δΠΠ, λΠπ, βπ, δππ, τππ and λπΠ

are calculated from the RTA Boltzmann equation in second-
order Chapman-Enskog approximation [45]; they are functions
of m/T times a power of T corresponding to their dimension.

To compare the behavior of the solutions to these equations at
very early times with those in Sec. 5 we study the limit of large
Knudsen numbers τ� τR, corresponding to the free-streaming
limit.3 In this limit the temperature is high and we can use
transport coefficients evaluated in the m = 0 limit: βΠ

ε+P = 0,
δΠΠ = 2

3 , λΠπ = 0, βπ
ε+P = 1

5 , δππ = 4
3 , τππ = 10

7 , and λπΠ = 6
5 . Under

3Eqs. (9)-(11) were derived by expanding in powers of (small) Knudsen
number; we study them here for large Knudsen number to see how they fail.
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Figure 2: (Color online) Scaled time evolution of the (a) bulk and (b) shear
inverse Reynolds numbers, for isotropic initial conditions and two different
choices of the relaxation parameter C. Blue lines are solutions of the RTA
Boltzmann equation; magenta ones are obtained with second-order Chapman-
Enskog hydrodynamics. NS indicates the Navier-Stokes limit.

these approximations second-order non-conformal hydrody-
namics yields the following three fixed points for the pressure-
normalized viscous stresses:{

Π
∗
, π∗

}
= {0, 1.214}; {0,−2.64}; {−3.56,−1.56}. (12)

The first two agree with corresponding fixed points of second-
order conformal hydrodynamics where Π≡ 0; the third one
arises from non-conformality. These three fixed points may be
viewed as crude (hydrodynamic) approximations4 of the three
corners of the blue (m/T ≈ 0) triangular region in Fig. 1. For an
in-depth analysis of their nature we refer to Ref. [42].

7. Dynamics at finite Knudsen number. We now discuss the
evolution of the shear and bulk viscous stresses for finite relax-
ation time τR(τ) = 5C/T (τ), by comparing the exact solution
of the RTA Boltzmann equation (2) with its hydrodynamic
approximation (9)-(11). The discussion of the free-streaming
limit in Secs. 5 and 6 will help to understand the early-time
behaviour in the micro- and macroscopic approaches, as well
as their differences.
a. Dynamics with large initial bulk viscous pressure. Figure 2
shows the evolution of the bulk and shear inverse Reynolds
numbers, Re−1

Π
≡ Π/(ε+P) and Re−1

π ≡ π/(ε+P), as functions
of the scaled time τ ≡ τ/τR. To explore the strength of the cou-
pling between the bulk and the shear channels and the resulting
modification of the well-known attractor behavior exhibited by
Re−1

π in conformal fluids, we first study momentum-isotropic
initial conditions with vanishing shear stress ((ξ0 = 0 = π0) but
large negative bulk viscous pressure. For the lowest blue curves
in Fig. 2a we tuned Λ0 and α0 to generate Re−1

Π ≈ − 0.23,
close to its lower limit Re−1

Π
≥−0.25 (Π≥−1). Different line

styles correspond to different relaxation times τR = 5C/T , with
C = 3/(4π) (dashed) for a more strongly coupled and C =

10/(4π) (dotted) for a more weakly coupled fluid. Here and in
all subsequent figures blue curves represent solutions of kinetic
theory while magenta curves (shown for comparison) are the
predictions of second-order hydrodynamics, Eqs. (9)-(11), for
identical initial conditions. The somewhat thicker red dashed
lines show the corresponding first-order hydrodynamic (Navier-
Stokes) solutions, given by (Re−1

Π
)NS = −(ζ/s)/(τT ) in Fig. 2a

4Note that all three violate the bounds imposed by kinetic theory!

0.1 1 10
 τ /τ

R

-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

0

R
e-1 Π
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hydro

NS

0.1 1 10
 τ /τ

R

-0.2

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

R
e-1 π

RTA

hydro

NS

C = 10/4π C = 10/4π

(a) (b)

Figure 3: (Color online) Same as in Fig. 2 but for non-zero initial shear stress
(Re−1

π )0. Solid blue lines (RTA): kinetic theory; dashed magenta lines: hydro-
dynamics. All solutions use C = 10/4π.

and (Re−1
π )NS = 4

3 (η/s)/(τT ) in Fig. 2b, respectively. The spe-
cific shear and bulk viscosities are η/s = 5C I/

(
(ε+P)T

)
, ζ/s =

5C
[
5I/

(
3(ε+P)T

)
−c2

s
]
, where I ≡ (1/15)

〈
(pµ∆µνpν)2/(u·p)

〉
eq

and the squared speed of sound c2
s ≡ (ε+P)/

[
3(ε+P)+(m/T )2P

]
[45, 46]. Note that for m , 0 the specific viscosities are both
temperature dependent, albeit weakly so as long as m/T is
small.5 Since our initial m/T0 is small, the Navier-Stokes value
for Re−1

Π
shown in Fig. 2a (and also the one shown in Fig. 3a

below) is close to zero throughout the system’s evolution.
The solution with the largest |(Re−1

Π )0| corresponds to an ini-
tial momentum distribution where only states around |p| ≈ 0
are populated, thus it can hardly be shrunk any further by lon-
gitudinal expansion. As a result its evolution is dominated by
thermalizing dynamics which broadens its momentum distri-
bution from the beginning. Accordingly, in Fig. 2a the ki-
netic theory solutions with the largest initial |(Re−1

Π )0| exhibit
monotonic growth towards equilibrium. In contrast, distribu-
tions corresponding to initial states with |(Re−1

Π )0| . 0.2 first
shrink in longitudinal momentum owing to the rapid longitu-
dinal expansion before thermalizing dynamics takes over. As
a result, these blue curves decrease slightly before turning to
approach the late-time NS limit. One notes that the hydrody-
namic curves (in magenta) do not describe the kinetic theory
trajectories very well and initially decrease for all initial condi-
tions. For large negative initial values for Re−1

Π
they even drop

below the physically allowed kinetic theory limit Re−1
Π
≥−0.25,

leading to negative total longitudinal and transverse pressures.
Turning to the shear stress in Fig. 2b, one sees the familiar

pattern that strong longitudinal expansion renders the initially
isotropic momentum anisotropic, leading to a shear inverse
Reynolds number that initially increases until thermalizing
processes drive it back down. The maximum shear stress
developed by the system before the Bjorken expansion rate
falls below the microscopic relaxation rate is smaller for the
strongly coupled fluid. It also decreases with the magnitude
of the initial bulk viscous pressure. This is because for initial
distributions that are already sharply peaked around |p| ≈ 0
it is more difficult for the longitudinal expansion to generate
sizeable momentum space anisotropies. Also, Fig. 1 shows that
solutions starting from the lower part of the allowed triangular
region can only generate comparatively small shear stresses
during the early-time free-streaming dynamics (which moves

5ζ/s vanishes in the limit m/T → 0.
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the system towards the PL = 0 line) before collision-induced
momentum isotropization drives the system again away from
that line [42]. – An important feature of Fig. 2b is that shear
stress trajectories with different initial bulk viscous pressures
repel each other initially and collapse on the late-time hydro-
dynamic Navier-Stokes attractor only at τ& 3. This contrasts
strongly with the pattern observed in conformal systems where
(in the absence of bulk viscosity) trajectories with different
initial shear stresses rapidly approach an early-time attractor on
a much shorter time scale controlled by the initialization time
τ0. This difference will be studied more in Fig. 3. Finally, we
note that the hydrodynamic curves (magenta), while sharing
this absence of an early-time attractor, do not agree well with
the kinetic theory solutions, especially in the bulk sector.
b. Dynamics with small bulk viscous pressure. For small
bulk viscous pressures one naively expects to recover the
known attractor structure of conformal systems. Fig. 1 shows
that, for small initial m/T0, selecting initial conditions with
large magnitude of the shear stress forces small initial bulk
viscous pressures. Some evolution trajectories for such initial
conditions are shown as solid blue lines in Fig. 3 for C = 10/4π.
(Please note the magnified vertical scale in the left panel!).
For comparison, the magenta curves are the corresponding
trajectories from second-order hydrodynamics. Panel (a) shows
that the bulk stress evolution is qualitatively similar to the
initially momentum-isotropic case, except for the much smaller
magnitudes of |(Re−1

Π )0|. There is no evidence of an early-time
attractor – convergence with the late-time NS attractor does
not occur until τ& 3. Panel (b) shows the same for the shear
inverse Reynolds number: Even though the bulk inverse
Reynolds number never exceeds a few percent, the early time
attractor found for the shear stress in conformal systems is
destroyed by bulk-shear coupling in Eqs. (9)-(11).6 Again,
convergence with the late-time attractor is delayed until τ& 3,
and at early times second-order viscous hydrodynamics really
does not provide a very good approximation of the underlying
kinetic theory.7 Figs. 2 and 3 together establish that it is the
magnitude of Re−1

Π , and not of m/T , which plays the dominant
role in controlling the system’s deviation from conformality.
c. Early-time attractor. With neither shear nor bulk stress evo-
lution controlled by an early-time, far-off-equilibrium attrac-
tor, is there any such attractor at all in non-conformal systems?
The answer is: Yes. The key to finding it is the realization in
Sec. 5 above that in Bjorken flow the RTA Boltzmann equation
is approximately free-streaming at early times, and that the line
PL = 0 acts as an attractor for this approximate free-streaming
dynamics [36, 37]. Whereas in conformal systems undergoing
Bjorken flow the longitudinal pressure PL (or rather its devi-
ation from the thermal pressure P(ε)) and the shear stress π
are equivalent physical quantities and mutually interchangeable
(which means that PL and π share a common attractor), this is
no longer true in non-conformal systems. We will now show

6For an in-depth mathematical analysis of the early-time behavior of the
trajectories shown in Figs. 2 and 3 see [42].

7In Ref. [42] it is shown that a modified version of anisotropic hydrodynam-
ics provides much better agreement with kinetic theory.
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Figure 4: (Color online) Evolution of the scaled longitudinal pressure obtained
from the RTA Boltzmann equation with C = 3/4π for vanishing initial (Re−1

π )0
(blue dashed lines), and with C = 10/4π for vanishing (blue dashed-dotted
lines) and non-vanishing (Re−1

π )0 (blue solid lines). The corresponding magenta
curves are obtained using second-order hydrodynamics. The thicker red dashed
line is the first-order NS solution with C = 10/4π.

that for the RTA Boltzmann equation with Bjorken flow the ex-
istence of the attractive “fixed line” PL = 0 for free-streaming
dynamics entails for the full solution with non-zero collision
term an early-time attractor for the longitudinal pressure PL,
but that this does not also imply the existence of such attractors
for the shear and bulk viscous stresses. In other words, only
PL = P+Π−π (or, equivalently, Π−π) has an early-time attractor,
and it is driven by the approximately free-streaming dynamics
at early times of the RTA Boltzmann equation in Bjorken flow.
As a corollary, similar early-time attractors are not expected in
other systems in which the early-time dynamics is not domi-
nated by free-streaming.

Figure 4 shows the evolution of the scaled longitudinal
pressure PL = PL/P from the RTA Boltzmann equation as a
function of the scaled time τ = τ/τR.8 The blue dashed and
dash-dotted lines correspond to isotropic initial conditions
using C = 3/(4π) and C = 10/(4π), respectively, whereas
the blue solid lines are obtained using C = 10/4π with
anisotropic initial distributions.9 The corresponding solutions
from second-order hydrodynamics are plotted in magenta
for comparison. All kinetic theory solutions are seen to join
already at early times τ. 0.5 a universal attractor that starts
from PL/P≈ 0 at τ0→ 0. As the system begins to isotropize
this universal curve approaches unity, joining the first-order
hydrodynamic NS attractor at τ& 4. The hydrodynamic
trajectories, on the other hand, do not exhibit a universal
early-time attractor; universality is only seen after they join the
NS attractor at τ& 4. Clearly, second-order hydrodynamics is
not a very accurate approximation of the underlying kinetic
theory when τ < 3.

8. Summary. We studied the evolution of dissipative flows
for a non-conformal (0+1)-dimensional expanding system

8A slightly different quantity, A1 ≡ −1 + Re−1
π − Re−1

Π
(note the different

normalizing factor) was previously explored in Ref. [9]. Its fixed point structure
at early times is non-universal. It was shown in [9] that A1 shows late-time
attractor behavior when plotted versus the ‘gradient strength’, Γ = τ/γs where
γs = [(4/3)η + ζ]/(ε + P).

9These initial conditions are identical to those used in Figs. 2, 3.
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whose microscopic dynamics is governed by the RTA Boltz-
mann equation. It was shown that the introduction of even
a small mass (in units of the temperature) can generate large
bulk viscous pressure and substantially affect the shear stress
evolution via bulk-shear coupling. No attractor behavior is
observed in the normalised bulk stress channel. Moreover, the
well-known universal early-time attractor for the normalised
shear stress observed in conformal systems is disrupted once
Π, 0. Only the combination (P+Π−π)/P, i.e. the normalized
longitudinal pressure PL = PL/P, continues to exhibit universal
early-time attractive behavior, driven by the strong longitu-
dinal flow at early times which renders the RTA Boltzmann
dynamics effectively free-streaming. The attractor solution for
PL/P smoothly joins early-time longitudinal free-streaming to
late-time equilibrating dynamics, and initial deviations from
this attractor relax to it via power-law decay, driven by the
rapid longitudinal expansion. Second-order non-conformal hy-
drodynamics was found to be unable to describe this early-time
attractor behavior of the underlying RTA Boltzmann kinetics;
however, a modified version of anisotropic hydrodynamics to
be reported in [42] avoids this failure for systems undergoing
Bjorken flow.
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