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We investigate the possible thermalization process of the highly occupied and weakly coupled

Yang-Mills fields expanding along the beam axis through an evaluation of the entropy, particle
number, and pressure anisotropy. The time evolution of the system is calculated by solving
the equation of motion for the Wigner function in the semiclassical approximation with initial
conditions mimicking the glasma. For the evaluation of the entropy, we adopt the Husimi-Wehrl
(HW) entropy, which is obtained by using the Husimi function, a positive semidefinite quantum
distribution function given by smearing the Wigner function. By numerical calculations at
g = 0.1 and 0.2, the entropy production is found to occur together with the particle creation in
two distinct stages: In the first stage, the particle number and the entropy at low longitudinal
momenta grow rapidly. In the second stage, the particle number and the entropy of higher
longitudinal momentum modes show slower increase. The pressure anisotropy remains in our
simulation and implies that the system is still out-of-equilibrium.
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1 Introduction

Experimental studies at RHIC and LHC have provided phenomenological evidences of
formation of strongly coupled matter soon after the collisions of relativistic heavy ions, and
its evolution is well described by the hydrodynamics. The shear viscosity of the fluid in
those successful hydrodynamical models is so small [IH4] that the entropy produced in the
hydrodynamical stage is estimated to be about only 10% of the total entropy [3] [6]. Then
most of the entropy is expected to be created before the formation of the fluid [7]. We have,
however, only a poor grasp of the physical mechanism of such early entropy production
within the underlying Quantum Chromodynamics. Thus it is indispensable to elucidate the
entropy production mechanism in the pre-hydrodynamic stage for a deeper understanding
of the outstanding problem of why the hydrodynamics becomes applicable at the short time

after the collisions, 7 ~ 0.6 — 1 fm/c, known as the early thermalization puzzle [g].

Shortly after the contact of two nuclei, the produced matter is understood as a highly
occupied system consisting of weakly coupled but strongly interacting gluons [9-I3]. Such
gluonic matter, called a glasma, initially consists of an approximately boost invariant color
electric and color magnetic fields parallel to the collision axis. The fluctuations of this boost
invariant fields grow exponentially due to instabilities of the Yang-Mills theory [14H36].
The exponential growth of fluctuations should play a role in the isotropization of pressure
in the glasma [37, B8], and is also expected to drive entropy production in the glasma [39]
40]. Eventually, the grown Yang-Mills field is expected to decay into particles and to form
hydrodynamic fluid.

In order to investigate the real-time dynamics of the glasma, a semiclassical method is
widely used [29, 32} [38] 40-43]. In this method, the classical field equation of motion is solved
starting from the initial conditions containing quantum fluctuations, which is implemented
to evaluate real-time evolution of a Wigner function, a Wigner-Weyl transform of a den-
sity matrix in terms of the field variables and their conjugate momenta. Such semiclassical
description can be applied to real-time evolution of highly occupied and weakly coupled

systems [43], where a quantum effect gives only a small contribution.

It should be noted that some kind of coarse-graining is necessary in order to discuss ther-
malization in terms of the entropy based on the density matrix or the Wigner function or the
classical phase space distribution function defined microscopically. Exact quantum evolution
of a density matrix p is unitary, and thereby the von-Neumann entropy S = —Trpln p stays
constant. Analogously in classical systems, the phase space distribution function is constant
along the classical trajectory and the Boltzmann entropy, S = — [ dzdp/(27)P f In f with D

and f being the number of degrees of freedom and the classical distribution function, stays



constant due to the Liouville’s theorem. One of the ways to perform coarse-graining is to use
the entanglement entropy [44] 45], the von-Neumann entropy defined by a partially traced
density matrix. The time evolution of the partially traced density matrix is non-unitary and
then the entanglement entropy can grow in time. However, it is difficult to perform the par-
tial trace for many-body systems such as a field theory. Another way is to use the entropy
defined by the smeared density matrix or the Wigner function. The Husimi function, smeared
Wigner function within the allowance of the uncertainty principle, is positive semidefinite
and can be regarded as a probability density function in the phase space, and thus we can
define the entropy based on the Husimi function, which we call the Husimi-Wehrl (HW)
entropy [46H49]. The properties of the HW entropy in- and out-of-equilibrium have been
studied analytically in some simple models: For a harmonic oscillator with a quanta hw,
the HW entropy for the Gibbs ensemble is larger than the von-Neumann entropy but tends
to agree with that in the classical/high-temperature limit (A/7 — 0) [49]. In an inverted
harmonic oscillator, the growth rate of the HW entropy asymptotically converges to the
Kolmogorov-Sinai (KS) entropy, a sum of positive Lyapunov exponents [49], which implies
that the production of the HW entropy is related to the chaoticity and instabilities in its
classical counterpart. Both results suggest that the HW entropy can be a suitable guide to
investigate thermalization at least in classical or semiclassical systems.

In this article, we evaluate the evolution of the Wigner function of the highly occupied
and weakly coupled Yang-Mills fields with initial conditions mimicking the glasma in the
semiclassical approximation, and analyze its thermalization in terms of the HW entropy that
is obtained from the evaluated Wigner function. The semiclassical approximation method
adopted here is essentially the same as the so-called classical statistical approximation [29,
32, 38, [40-43] in the sense that the initial conditions are sampled by Monte Carlo method
and the classical equations of motion are solved. Our simulation is performed in the 7 —n
coordinate system, which represents a system expanding along the beam axis at the speed
of light. In Refs. [39, [40], the authors numerically showed that the HW entropy does grow
definitely by the classical dynamics of the Yang-Mills field, and that the growth rate of
the HW entropy is related to the intrinsic dynamics of the Yang-Mills theory, such as the
chaoticity and instabilities. It should be noted, however, that the previous studies were only
made in a static geometry with a focus on the thermalization by the intrinsic dynamics of the
Yang-Mills field. Thus it would be intriguing to examine whether their findings are robust
enough that they persist in an expanding geometry. The present work is an extension of
the previous analysis to the expanding system with some technical improvements: We give
an improved definition of the HW entropy in field theories that resolves two problems left

unsolved in Refs. [39, 40], over-counting gauge degrees of freedom and an ambiguity in choice



of smearing parameters. Another important development in this article is the evaluation of
the particle number and its relevance to the entropy production. The initial condition given
as the glasma-like one with quantum fluctuations may be described as the coherent state.
Then the deviation from the coherent state is realized in the subsequent time evolution. We
give an operator representation of the particle number created due to this deviation, and
investigate the relation of the entropy and particle number production. Moreover we provide
a theoretical basis of the numerical method for a precise evaluation of the HW entropy by
the test particle method, which was proposed in Refs. [39].

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. [2, we introduce the semiclassical description
of the real-time evolution of quantum systems based on the Wigner function, and give the
definition of the HW entropy, using a simple example: one-dimensional quantum mechanics.
In Sec. 3] we show how to numerically evaluate the HW entropy of a semiclassical field,
using the scalar theory in the Minkowski spacetime. In Sec. [4], we investigate the dynamical
production of the HW entropy in the semiclassical evolution of the SU(2) Yang-Mills field
in the expanding geometry. We also study other observables, pressure and particle number,
and discuss the relation between the HW entropy and them. In Sec. [5 we summarize this

article.

2 Formalism

In this section, we introduce the semiclassical description of the real-time evolution of
quantum systems based on the Wigner function, and give the definition of the HW entropy,
using a one-dimensional harmonic oscillator whose Hamiltonian reads H = p%/2 + w?22/2 =
w(ata + 1/2) with a = (wi + ip) /v 2w.

2.1 Semiclassical description of Wigner function

The Wigner function is defined as the Wigner-Weyl transform of the density matrix p(t),

fwwp) = [dy o+ L1 ote) o= yerim, (1)

To describe the semiclassical evolution of the Wigner function, we use the classical limit of

the von-Neumann equation,

%m@ﬁﬁ%%h@%% (2)

where {{, }} denotes the Moyal bracket. The Moyal bracket can be written as a power series
of K2,

{{H, fw(z.p)}} = {H, fw(z,p)} + OR?) , (3)



where {,} denotes the Poisson bracket. In the classical limit (A — 0), therefore, Eq.
reads the same form as the Liouville equation that is an evolution equation of a classical

distribution function,

%fW(‘rJ?) - {Hv fW(‘r7p)} : (4)

By combining the classical evolution equation given by Eq. with the semiclassical initial
condition given later in Eq. , we can describe the time-dependent Wigner function within
the semiclassical approximation, where quantum fluctuation effects up to O(h') are included.

We calculate an expectation value of the given observable @(i, p) through the following

relation,

(06.5)) =1 (O0.5)5) = [ dr Owlep)fwlap) )

where dI' = dzdp/(2w) is the integration measure and Ow(z,p) is the Wigner-Weyl

transform of (’j(:i‘, D),

Ow(r.p) = [ dy(+ 510G~ §) e )

In actual calculations in field theories, we may need to subtract the vacuum expectation

value and others to obtain the well-defined observables as discussed later.

2.2 Wigner function of a coherent state

We use a coherent state for the initial condition in actual calculations discussed later,
since a description with use of a coherent state is useful when the semiclassical approximation
is valid. A coherent state is an eigenstate of the annihilation operator a|a) = a|a), and is
represented as |a) = e“o‘|2/2eo‘dT|0> with |0) being the perturbative vacuum state; a|0) = 0.

The coherent state satisfies the minimum uncertainty relation, AxzAp = % With use of the

density matrix p := |a) (|, the Wigner function of the coherent state |a) is given by
y Y\ i (z—-2)° (-0
’ - d < 9 > < N _> " - 2 N N !
o) = [y (ot D) (alo=Byem —2ep | S IBZIL )

where z and p are the expectation values of the position and momentum, respectively, and
are related to the eigenvalue as a = (wZ + ip)/v/2w. The variances are given by (Ar)? :=
(al(@ — 2)*|a) = 1/(2w) and (Ap)* == (a|(p — p)?|a) = w/2.



2.3  Husimi- Wehrl entropy

The Husimi function is obtained by smearing the Wigner function in the phase space

within the allowance of the uncertainty principle,
falep.0) = [0 fwla )G la ~'op = 10 8
where G(z,p, o) is the Gaussian smearing function,
G(z,p,0) = 2e70% P/ 9)

where o is the smearing parameter. The Husimi function is normalized in the phase space
as [ dl fu(x,p,0) = 1. In addition, it is given as the expectation value of the density matrix
in a coherent state |a; o) defined as the eigenstate of the annihilation operator a = (0% +
ip)/V20, fu(x,p,0) = (a;0|p|o; o), and is positive semidefinite unlike the Wigner function.
Therefore, the Husimi function can be regarded as a probability distribution function in the

phase space. Then, we can define the Husimi-Wehrl entropy as

Suw (o) = —/deH(:L‘,p, o)In fu(x,p, o) . (10)

While there exists an ambiguity of the choice of the smearing parameter o in the Husimi
function, we unambiguously fix ¢ by imposing physically natural requirement in the later

section.

3 Husimi-Wehrl Entropy of scalar field in non-expanding geometry

Before proceeding with the study of the Yang-Mills field in the expanding geometry, we
show how to numerically evaluate the HW entropy of a semiclassical field, using the scalar
theory in Minkowski space-time as an example. All quantities in this section are normalized
by a spatial lattice spacing a.

3.1 Scalar Field Theory on Lattice

We consider the massless ¢? theory on a L? lattice whose Hamiltonian is given by
F 2 A 74
H = 2 (0 — 5 (V5o + 564 (11)

where V¥ = (9}, 08 OF) denotes a forward difference operator, and # = ¢ is the canonical

conjugate variable of ¢. Then, field variables for the free scalar field (A = 0) on the lattice



after the second quantization are given by

. 1 . 1 1 . ‘ ‘
b = LS ek = LS L (et gl o) ke (1)
k

i) = — 3 peikr = 3 %(dke—mkt_&ikew> gk (13)
where (¢g,7) are the Fourier transform of (¢(z),7(z)), a (di;) is the annihila-

tion (creation) operator for the free scalar field satisfying [dk,&L, =0k, and wg =

2\/ sin?(k1/2) + sin?(ko/2) + sin®(k3/2) is the eigenfrequency of the free field mode with
momentum k on the lattice.
The free part of the scalar theory can be interpreted as a set of harmonic oscillators,

whose Hamiltonian is given by

1oy 1 o2
Hiee = Y w (akak + ) Z H} = 5Hi + 5“’1%‘1)2 , (14)

k

where we have introduced the new canonical variables for each momentum mode, (g, Iz),

utilizing the annihilation and creation operators as

1

oy =
& V2w,

~ w
[ak n aH Tl = —i 7’“ [ak _ ajc] , (15)
or accordingly,

ap = (wk@)k + iﬂk)/\/ 20, - (16)

Now we can consider the Winger function fyw({®,II}) expressed in terms of ®j and
ITg. As the initial condition, we adopt the coherent state |{ag}) that is the eigenstate of
annihilation operators for the free scalar field, {ag}, and is given by the product of coherent
states of each mode, |[{ag}) = [ [ |ak). Accordingly, the density matrix is expressed as p(t) =
{ouw}){ar} = [Tk lok) [Te (|- Then, as shown in Eq (7), the Wigner function at the

initial time is given by the Gaussian function,
d/ o' o
W({CD7H}) = H/d@;@ <(I)k: + 7"’ ak> <ak ’ CI)k — 7k> e_ZHk(Dk

(Bp, — P I — I0;)2
- HQeXp { kA@k;c) (QECAHJQ } ’ 47

where the expectation values, ®j, and IIj, are the real and imaginary parts of the coherent
state eigenvalue, o = (W Pp + illg)// 2wk, and the variances, (Ad)? and (Allg)?, are



determined by the eigenfrequency wy, as wy = 1/[2(A®g)?] = 2(Allg)2. It is noted that the
spread of the initial Wigner function characterized by the widths, A®j and Ally, corresponds
to the zero-point oscillation of the vacuum if fluctuations of fields are regarded as particles.

We further define a Husimi function fz as a smeared Wigner function with the smearing

parameters {0y} set to eigenfrequencies {wy},

mH@EwDI/Dﬁmﬂﬁiﬂﬁq®—@ﬂ—wwb, (15)

where DI' = [[;, d®gdll/(27) is an integration measure and G({®,1I,w}) is the smearing

function defined as the product of single Gaussian smearing functions given in Eq.@,

G({(I)’Haw}) = HG(q)kaﬂkawk) . (19)
k

The HW entropy is finally given by

&mwmz—/mwﬂ@mmmmﬂ@mm» (20)

We here comment on the smearing parameter choice shown above. The HW entropy
Suw ({w}) defined with the smearing parameter {w} exhibits two remarkable and physi-
cally natural features, as shown in App. [D] at A = 0: The HW entropy Suw({w}) agrees
with the von-Neumann entropy Syxy = —Tr(plnp) in the high-temperature limit, and the
HW entropy Suw ({w}) per degrees of freedom in vacuum is unity, the minimum of the HW
entropy. These two features may justify to adopt the definition in weak coupling calculations.
In the later discussion of this section, we omit {w} in the expression of the HW entropy of
the scalar field: Sgw.

3.2  Numerical method

3.2.1 FEwvaluation of Wigner function using test particle method

In the actual evaluation of the Wigner function, we use the test particle (TP) method in

which the Wigner function is approximated by a sum of the delta functions,
1
W ({@,11}) = Nop D ]8Rk — Prei(1)5(I — My i(2)) (21)
ik

where each delta function specifies the coordinate of an independent particle (P ;, Ik ;)
which is generated so as to sample the classical field configurations (test particle config-

urations) according to the distribution of the Wigner function. The test particle method



assumes the positive semi-definiteness of the Wigner function, which is certainly true in the
time evolution of the Wigner function according to the Liouville equation shown in Eq.
starting from the positive definite initial condition like Eq. . The Winger function given
in Eq. should give an accurate sampling of the original Wigner function in the large
Nrp limit.

The test particles at initial time are generated according to the initial Wigner function

given in Eq (17)),
_ 1 _ Wk
Opi =g+ 4/ 5k My =T + /& (22)
2Wk: 5 2 5

where 557’2.[ are the random numbers obeying the normal Gaussian distribution. The time
evolution of each test particle is obtained by the classical equation of motion, ¢($) =
OH/On(x),7(x) = —0H/0¢(x). In the later discussion, we calculate an expectation value
of a given observable (5({&), ﬂ}), such as pressure and particle number, by using the test

particle expression of the Wigner function given in Eq. ,
@,11})) = O({®;, 1L, 23
(o(é.1my) NWZ (@5, 11}) (23)

3.2.2  Husimi- Wehrl entropy in test particle method

By substituting the Wigner function given in Eq. into Eq. , we obtain the Husimi

function in the test particle method,
o 11}) Gr.i( P, ) 24
(o, my) = Nmznkzmk (24)
Gr,i(Pp, i) = G(Pp — P i(t), g — g 4(1), wie) - (25)

Then the HW entropy in the test particle method is given by

HW == /DF[ ZHGk CI)k,,Hk hl ZHGk/ @k/ Hk:’) . (26)
J

The HW entropy is evaluated in the following three steps in our test particle method
which is elaborated from that adopted in the previous work. In the first step, we apply
identical test particle sets to functions both inside and outside the logarithmic function in

Eq. , and evaluate the HW entropy. We call this prescription the ”single test particle



method (sTP)”, and denote the HW entropy obtained by the sTP method as SIS;I%{,). In the
second step, we compute the HW entropy using two different test particle sets for functions
inside and outside the logarithmic function in Eq. . We call the second prescription
the ”parallel test particle method (pTP)”, and denote the HW entropy obtained by the
pTP method as Sﬁi\;\l,p Finally, we estimate the HW entropy by averaging SfiY and Sﬁ};&;,
Sﬁ%) = (SSTP pTP) /2. As proven in App. [C| we obtain the following inequality,

Sty < Saw < Shy - (27)

by assuming that numerical errors of the Husimi function, ATV = fI¥ — fiy oc 1/y/N7p, is
sufficiently small due to the large value of Npp, and that the odd-order contributions of
ATP to SSTP and SIF_)II\;\I,D disappear due to the numerical error cancellation, Moreover, it is
also shown in App. l that the numerical errors proportional to NTP cancel out each other
in S3iY, and SELY only contains (’)(NFEP) errors. Thus, for the sufficiently large Ntp, the

following nice equality holds,

Stiw = Suw + O(Np) - (28)

In the next section, we numerically calculate SETVS, SpTP and Sa at different numbers of

test particles, and discuss the validity of Eq. (27] . and Eq. (28 .

3.2.8 Product ansatz

We need to make a further approximation, assuming the product ansatz for the Wigner
function in order to obtain the HW entropy in Eq. in the test particle method. While
the Husimi function is equivalent to the expectation value of the density matrix in the
coherent state and takes a value 0 < fg < 1, the Husimi function in the test particle method,
Eq. , takes a value fy > 27D /Nrp at one of the test particle phase-space coordinates,
(P, 1) = (Pp i, g ;), with Np = L3 being the number of degrees of freedom. Then the
required number of test particles is Nyp > 2¥0 in order to respect the fy range. As in this
example, in order to cover the 2Np dimensional phase space, we need a huge number of test
particles. We cannot prepare such sufficiently large numbers of test particle configurations

for large L.
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To circumvent this practical problem, we assume the product ansatz for the Wigner

function, a la Hartree-Fock approach,

fw{ @10} = [ A5 (Pe. Te) - f (g, TT) = NL > (2m)8(Pg — Ppi)6(IMg — i)
K

TP =
)

(29)

which means that there is no correlation between the wave functions of different momentum
modes. Under the product ansatz, the Husimi function is also nicely expressed as the product

of that of the single momentum mode,
1
fu{@,1m}) = [ fi(@r, Tk),  fE(Pr, ) = Noo > Gri(®p, TT) (30)
k i
which allows us to treat the multiple integration in Eq. as the sum of double integrations,

(1D, dT1
Siw = Sk, Sy = _/#f’g@k,nk)lnf’g(@k,nk) (31)
k

The product ansatz does not necessarily hold in interacting systems, since the interaction
generates correlations between different modes. The product ansatz for fy in Eq. tells
us that f’ﬁ is a partially traced distribution function,

fhon ) = [ ] S5 (o my). (32)

k'£k

Thus while we aim at calculating the entropy from the coarse-graining, the HW entropy
with the product ansatz given in Eq. is found to overestimate it by the amount of the
entropy resulting from the loss of the correlation caused by the partial trace of fy. So far,
the entropy increase caused by the use of the product ansatz have been tested only for a
few dimensional quantum system [39], and the entropy increase in such a case is found to be
around 20% of that from only the coarse-graining. However, the product ansatz is a kind of a
mean-field approximation like the Hartree(-Fock) approximation, and is expected to provide
a good approximation for a system with large degrees of freedom, such as a highly occupied

system, where fluctuations should be small.

11



3.8  Numerical results
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Fig. 1  The time evolution of the HW entropy of the scalar field with A = 1 on the 163
lattice. The red, blue and green line show the results for Np = 160, 240 and 320, respectively.

The lines with circles, triangles, and no symbols show the HW entropy evaluated by the sTP
method (S§LY), the pTP method (SPTP) and their average (S&Y), respectively.

Here we show the numerical results of the time evolution of the HW entropy of the scalar
field theory using the product ansatz with the coupling constant A = 1 on the 163 lattice with
the periodic boundary condition. The initial positions of test particles in the phase space
are generated according to the initial Wigner function given in Eq , where the initial

macroscopic fields (®g, IIg) are given so as to satisfy the following simple initial condition,

d(x) = Hsin <£(w + y)) , H(x)=0. (33)

The classical equation of motion for each test particle is solved by leapfrog integration. The
number of test particles is taken as Npp = 160, 240 and 320.

Figure [1{ shows the evolution of Slsg,l;, SpTP and SaTP per degrees of freedom at Npp =
160, 240 and 320. It is found that SIS{T\{; < SI%W always holds and the difference between
SSTP and SI%TV“}D becomes smaller as N1p increases, which is consistent with the inequality
shown in Eq. . Moreover, the Ntp dependence of SaTP at Npp = 160, 240 and 320 is
much smaller than those for SSTP and SI%W , and is only less than 2%, which indicates that
the equality shown in Eq. (28)) holds. In what follows, we adopt SaTP as the estimation of
Suw, Suw = Siiv -

The time evolution of the HW entropy shows the relaxation processes from a coherent
state to thermal equilibrium. At the initial time ¢t = 0, Spw starts from unity, which reflects

that the initial system is given by a coherent state. One sees that Syw first increases rapidly,

12



then shows only a gradual increase, and finally reaches some value and hardly changes. The
saturation of Syw indicates that the system reaches the thermal equilibrium. The final value
of Spw may be the HW entropy in the thermal equilibrium in the classical limit, which is

estimated as
Sehed 3.1 (34)

To compare with the thermal HW entropy shown in Eq. , we consider the classical
Gibbs ensemble of the free field,

wr®2 + 112
cleq ({(I) H})’/\ 0 X e —Hepoo/T _ HeXp [ k + :| ’ (35)

which gives thermal expectation values of observables in the classical limit at A = 0. Then,

we get the Husimi function,

w2®i+ﬂi}

(11,00 o o [ oxp | -5 (36)
k

(T + wi/2)

and the HW entropy,

St e o—Z{lJrln (Tt}—ik/z)} : (37)

k
Assuming that the system is in the thermal equilibrium after the HW entropy stops to
increase, we extract the temperature of the system through the equipartition relation
<7r(a:)2> =T that holds in thermal equilibrium in the classical limit. By substituting the
numerically extracted temperature 7" = 20 into Eq. 1} we obtain Sd'eq'| a—0 at the same
temperature as our simulation, ngevq"/\ ~ 3.2. This theoretical estimate and our

cl.
numerical estimation S eq

A=1,T=20
indicates that our snnulatlon parameter at A = 1 describes the relaxation to thermal equi-

~ 3.1 in Eq. agree well with each other, and it

librium in the weak coupling region of the theory. Note that since the HW entropy shown in
Eq. is based on the classical thermal equilibrium distribution, its entropy density has
the UV divergence in the continuum limit. To circumvent this problem, it is useful to use a
framework that can perturbatively take account of higher-order quantum effects, including
quantum statistical properties, such as the kinetic theory [50] and the two-particle irreducible
(2PI) effective action approach [5IH53]. Aside from these descriptions, several improved clas-
sical field methods have been proposed to manage the UV divergence: introducing counter
terms [54], integrating high-momentum modes assumed to be a heat bath [55] 50], taking
account of the explicit coupling of fields and particles [57], and considering a classical field

theory with quantum statistical nature [58].
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4  Husimi-Wehrl entropy of the Yang-Mills field in expanding geometry

Here we investigate the dynamical production of the HW entropy in the semiclassical
time evolution of the SU(2) Yang-Mills field in the expanding geometry. We also compute
the pressure and particle number, and discuss the relation between the HW entropy and
them. We make all the quantities dimensionless normalizing with the transverse spatial
lattice spacing a, and the 7 direction gauge field A, is normalized by the spatial lattice

spacing a, in 7 direction.

4.1 formulation

The evolution of the longitudinally expanding system is discussed using the 7-n
coordinate, (27, z!, 22, 2) = <7’ =Vt2—22 x, y, n= %ln ﬁ—i), with the metric, g, =
diag(1,—1,—1,—72). We consider the non-compact Hamiltonian in the Fock-Schwinger

gauge A =0 on a Li X Ly lattice,

_ 1 ral 2 a2 (2 nal (2 na2 (. .\2 2 ( pan(..\2 AN (.2
H= 2%7% (B (@) + B2(2)? + B (@) + B2(2)?) + (ay7)? (B™(@)? + B(2)%)]
(38)
The color electric and color magnetic fields are defined as
Ny . . 1 .
EY(z) = aym0:Af(z) (i=1,2), EY(r)=—0:A}(x), (39)

anT
. 1 .. R . 2 . . . R R .
BY(z) = §€Z]k 8;?14%({[) _ aIEA?(x) _ ngabc (A?(x) + A?(gj + k‘)) <A%(£E) + Af(z ‘|‘])>:|

(1=1,2,n), (40)

where 7 is the unit vector in the i-direction on the lattice. Here we show the expression of

the gauge field in terms of the annihilation and creation operators for the free Yang-Mills
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field [42], 59], which is shown in App.

A 1 ~a\ g i x| +v

Aj(r) = \/EZ(G,C’\AZ‘JC(T)@ (ke + 77)+h.c.> , (41)
1L Ak

- ) | 7| -~

Ak = o e 0 Fo b OHE () (42)
1 yi

. * T o g o a2

f4ik(7)ZZ——anka@/gE;GZ“” (0,kla;gvanﬁdk¢7?,kza;2VanQUkLT%-—Egﬁég/QWOUkLT)> ,

(43)

(2) Y S () 3 Wk, T0 +(2)

iy (sT) = /w o1/ )~ T + (o, mo)2 il (L TO) (44)

(2) [T ) ~ (wie, 70)° . (2)

Bilojay (@rLT) = /w . 223110, = Tl an)? £ (g 7o) Pl fan e T0) (45)

where wg, = 2\/ sin? ( %) + sin? ( ]"2—2) is a transverse frequency on the lattice, k; =
L SR - v . .

2e'2 sin % (i =1,2) and 7 = 2¢'2 sin 5 are the discrete Fourier transforms of the forward

difference operators in the i-direction and n-direction, 6Z-F and 871; , on the lattice, H® is

the Hankel function of the second kind and 7 is the initial proper time in our simulations.

Here the residual gauge degrees of freedom are fixed by the Coulomb type gauge condition,

(81A1 + 09 Ay + 7*28771477) = 0 [42]. Then the electric field, E, and the free part of the

T=T0
magnetic field, By, can be also expressed in terms of di)‘,

Ei(r) = — Z<dZA€2’i(T)ei(ki'wi+V")—1—h.C.> : (46)
A/ LiLn ANk
Bii(z) = €708 Ay () = —— > (ap By (el s e (47)
VLA Ly Nk

i (2 i i 2 g

(1) = Hi) o (w7 s () = H) o (wk, 7)o (48)
7 2 7% 7 (2 SOk

B(r) = H) (@i, )ep™, BRl(r) = H) (w, 7)™ (49)

~ ~ - 2
. T - - . * |l/‘ ~ ~ w
1,2 . ™ % * * 2,4 v ™5 ki
e = iayT, |—e?m (k3, —k7,0 gy = — —e?m | ki, ky, —— . 50
k n 46177 (27 1 )7 k Wk, 4% » Ve ¥ ( )
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By substituting Eq. and Eq. for the electric field and magnetic field in Eq.

respectively, we can obtain the free part of the Hamiltonian as

_ caMsan | L 1 o) GaM g
Hpee = Z |Ak| (ak G, +§) + 5 Z <Aka a k—i-A = ) , (51)
a,\k a,\k
T =7l ~ 9 2 (9 2
B = T (R, + 10/ ran)?) { Y o )} 4 G {80 o))
(52)

The first term of Eq. is asymptotically regarded as a set of harmonic oscillators,

> Arlag ot — 3w, ooy (53)
a,\,k a,\k

and thus we can define canonical variables that are asymptotically regarded as harmonic

oscillators,

. 1
boA = gt +ag] (54)

e = - ,/?T?—%ﬂ. (55)

In the same way as the scalar field, we consider the Wigner function for newly defined
canonical variables {(i), f[}, whose initial condition is given by the product of coherent states
of each mode, |{04Z’)‘ ) = TTaxs \az)‘%

w({®,1T}) = H/ (D/a)\<q)a)\ ‘I’Q ‘ a)\> <aZ)\

a,\k

q)/a/\ a ‘a
W5 >”‘b (56)

We also consider the Husimi function and HW entropy for {i), f[} with smearing parameters
that are taken as the same values as asymptotic eigenfrequencies {wg, }, fu({®,1I,w, }) and
Suw({w1 }). In the later discussion of this section, we omit {w, } in the expression of the
HW entropy of the Yang-Mills field: Spw.

4.2 Numerical results

Here we investigate the semiclassical evolution of the pressure, the HW entropy and
the distribution function of particles in the Yang-Mills theory on the 322 x 420 lattice with
periodic boundary condition. The coupling constant is taken as ¢ = 0.1 and 0.2 and the
longitudinal size of the system is taken as V,,(= L, x a,) = 2. The test particle positions in

the phase space at 7 = 7y are generated randomly according to the initial Wigner function
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shown in Eq. . It is shown in the next paragraph how to give the initial macroscopic
fields ((i)%)‘, ﬁZA). The classical equation of motion for each test particle is solved by leapfrog
integration. The number of test particles is taken as Npp = 96.

We prepare the initial macroscopic fields so as to mimic the the glasma initial condi-
tion [OHI3] as follows; the color electric and color magnetic fields are boost invariant and

parallel to the collision axis as,

’<&%)\>)2 s = 0a,1 (;/—;(51/,0) O% . |f<wkl)‘2 , (57)
<&?> S— <d@fj> rry (58)

where A is an arbitrary free parameter and f(wy ) is the transverse momentum distribution.
The boost invariance is guaranteed by ;/—25,,70, which is the lattice representation of the delta
function 6(v). The phase of <EL%A> varies randomly. Since the direction of <€Li/\> in the color
space is toward the 1 direction, the gauge field is also directed toward the 1 direction in

the color space, <121,)€‘> X 0g,1. Thus, the initial macroscopic magnetic field turns out to be

equal to its free part shown in Eq. , <B > = <l§0>
T=To

the contribution of fluctuations in <§ > is subtracted as the vacuum contribution or
T=T0

other divergences. Then, by substituting Eq. into Eq. and Eq. and utilizing
Eq. || we obtain the analytic expression of nonzero parts of Bk and <Ek> as

. Here, we assume that all

T=T0

(B8] = )] <mm/%;>&1%e (457 (wr, 7)) (59)
(Y] g = ()| - Gl [ e () (00
(B oy = ()] ey [ Re (B ) (61)
<Bgl> . <a?> - liaymk3)® &Re (HO >(%70)) : (62)
<B’%2> a=1v=0 <di/\> T=") (iayoki) &Re (HéZ)(kaTOD ’ (63)
() o ()], e () o
On account of the formula,
ReH(()Q)(z) =1 %2 +0(2?),



the transverse components of <Bk> and <Ek> are proportional to (wg N 70)2 when wg, 70 <

1, while the longitudinal components of <Bk> and <Ek> are independent of wy 79 in this
limit. Therefore, when wg 70 < 1, the transverse components are much smaller than the
longitudinal components.

We consider two different profiles of the initial macroscopic fields, which are distinguished
from each other by different momentum distributions f(wg, ): One f(wg, ) is given by a step

function, while the other is given by a difference of Gaussians as adopted in [60],

Type 1 |fi(wr, )l = O(Qs — wi, ) . (65)
2 2 2 2 2
Type 2 |f2<wkl)|2 — iQ_éS |:6—kJ_/2Qs _ e_kJ_/QS , (66)

where Qs characterizes the typical transverse momentum. We take Q)5 as Q79 = 0.1 < 1,
which implies that the macroscopic color electric and color magnetic fields are parallel to

the collision axis.

4.2.1  Pressure isotropization

The energy-momentum (EM) tensor is defined as

~

KO T, n 1 ” ”
T (@) = =g" Fp(2) Foo (2) + L—lgwg"‘ﬁg”“Fiy(w)Fﬁw(x) : (67)

To define the pressure and the energy density in the expanding geometry, two types of

subtraction are necessary [38],

€= % zm:g” <T77(x)>

denotes the average in the test particles with the initial conditions given

mac+fluc vac

- %Zgzz <Tii(w)> — 52-777% , (69)

oS () -5 (68)

mac+fluc vac

where <>mac+ﬂuc
in Eq. or Eq. (66, (),,. denotes the vacuum contribution, and «/7% is the remaining

divergence after subtracting the vacuum contribution; see App. [B]for the details.

In actual calculations, the vacuum contribution <T ““> is evaluated by the test par-
= 0.

vac
_ /11a)
= <Hk> _
T=To T=T0

Following Ref. [38], the remaining divergent part /72 is extracted phenomenologically by a

ticle method with the vanishing initial macroscopic fields, <<i>%/\>

fitting procedure as shown in App. [B]
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Fig. 2 The time evolution of the transverse and longitudinal pressures, P and F,, per
energy density ¢ of Yang-Mills theory in the expanding geometry on the 322 x 420 lattice,
with g = 0.1 and 0.2; the smearing parameter o is set by a constraint o/g? = 1000. The left
and right panels show the results with the initial condition of type 1 and 2, respectively. The
number of test particles is Npyp = 96. The lines with circles and triangles show P, /e and
P, /¢, respectively.

Figureshows the time evolution of the transverse and longitudinal pressures, P and P,
normalized by the energy density € at g = 0.1 and 0.2 for the two types of initial conditions.
It is noted that error bars are large at small QQs7 because large subtractions are needed. In
the initial stage with Q7 < (1 — 2), P, is negative, which reflects that the macroscopic color
electric and magnetic fields are parallel to the collision axis in the earliest stage. Then till
QsT < (2 —3), P| and P, tend to come closer, and there is no g dependence of their values at
this period. In the later stage with Q7 > (2 — 3), P| /e and P, /e gradually approach some
different constant values, respectively, with oscillatory behaviors, the amplitudes of which
become tiny in the large Q47 region. The ratio P,/ P, in the final stage clearly deviates from
unity; although it slightly gets closer for larger g (= 0.2) the difference between them is still
large, which means that the isotropization of the pressure is not achieved with ¢ < 0.2. In a
previous study based on the McLerran-Venugopalan model [38], such pressure isotropization
was found at ¢ = 0.5 and not at g = 0.1. Therefore, our results do not contradict their results.
It is noted that the nearly constant behavior of P| /P, at later times shown in Fig. [2| seems
consistent with the kinetics results [61]. Such consistency may imply that the semiclassical
description and the kinetic description commonly take into account one of the essential

processes in the Yang-Mills theory [62, 63].
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4.2.2  Creation and growth of (Husimi-Wehrl) entropy

1.18
1.16 02 ——
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1.01

114
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1.1
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1.06
1.04
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Syw/D.OF.
Syw/D.O.F.

Type 1 ini. | d Type 2 ini. |

QT QT

Fig. 3 The time evolution of the HW entropy Syw per degrees of freedom with the initial
condition of type 1(left panel) and type 2(right panel). The other calculational conditions
are the same as in Fig. [2|

In Fig. , we show the time evolution of Sgyw = I?I%\I,D per degrees of freedom with g = 0.1

and 0.2 for the two types of initial condition. Firstly, we remark that Syw initially agrees
with unity with an error of less than 0.01%, which is in accordance with the fact that the
initial conditions are prepared as a coherent state. In the earliest stage with Qs7 < (2 — 3),
the HW entropy hardly increases, and then in the intermediate stage with Qs7 < (20 — 30),
it shows a rapid growth. Then it still does show an increases on average but with smaller
growth rate and an oscillatory behavior imposed. For both of the initial conditions, the larger
the coupling constant, the larger the growth rate of the HW entropy. In Ref. [39, [40], it was
shown in the semiclassical simulation with the non-expanding geometry that in the last stage
where the HW entropy production has been saturated with a small production speed, the
Yang-Mills field configuration is already close to that in equilibrium. It should be noticed,
however, that the similar slow production rate of the HW entropy seen in Fig. |3| does not
readily mean that the system is near equilibrium since the large anisotropy of the pressure
still remains in the present case with an expanding geometry, which may account for, at
least partly, the slow production rate of the entropy which is actually caused by a fact that

the system is still in a nonequilibrium state.
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4.2.3  Relationship of particle distribution and Husimi- Wehrl entropy

To understand the underlying mechanism of the HW entropy production, we investigate
the time evolution of the particle number as well as the HW entropy in piecewise with
respect to different longitudinal momentum modes with an interval |7[/A; = 0.2, where
Ay denotes the ultraviolet cutoff of the momentum. Figure {4 shows the entropy increase
after time evolution ASpyw = Suw — Ngof, in several longitudinal momentum intervals with
g = 0.1 and 0.2 for the two types of initial conditions. We find that the large HW entropy is
first produced in the lowest longitudinal momentum interval, [7|/A 5 < 0.2, which is followed
by an slow increase of the HW entropy in the higher longitudinal momentum intervals. Thus,
the rapid production of the HW entropy shown in Fig. |3| occurs in the low longitudinal
momentum modes.

To quantify the above observation, we analyze the effective particle-numbers, since one of
the proposed mechanisms of thermalization is the decay of the Yang-Mills field to particles.
We define an effective particleenumber N, as a function of the longitudinal momentum v

integrated over the transverse momenta as,

e (- ) -3)

ki \a
=S {<a;”a?> — {aty (agh) - %} . (70)

ki \a
Here we regard the creation and annihilation operators subtracted with their expectation
values as those operators for the particles under the background classical field. This will be a
reasonable description, since the particle number is counted to be zero for a coherent state,
where the HW entropy takes the minimum value. It should be noted that the last term of
—1/2 comes from the semiclassical treatment and the uncertainty relation. In a semiclassical
treatment, we cannot distinguish the order of the operators and the expectation value of
the symmetrized operator (Weyl product) is observed. For example, the expectation value
of the the number operator (a'a) is calculated as ((afa + aal)/2) = (w222 + p?)/(2w)) for
a harmonic oscillator, and its minimum value is 1/2 as long as the distribution respects the
uncertainty principle. Thus the nonzero N, signals the entropy production, when we start

from a coherent state initial condition.

In Fig. [5 we show the effective particle-number as a function of the longitudinal momen-
tum 7 at several values of 7. At the initial state which is set up to be a coherent state, we find

N, = 0 (not shown in the figure) as expected. In the earlier stage with Q47 = 10 (red curves),
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Fig. 4 The HW entropy increase after time evolution, ASgw = Sgw — Ngof, in several
longitudinal momentum intervals with g = 0.1 and 0.2 for the two types of initial condition.
The bin size in the longitudinal momentum is |7[/A; = 0.2. The left (right) panels show
the numerical results with g = 0.1(0.2), and upper (lower) panels are for the type 1 (type 2)

initial condition.

particles with the far lower longitudinal momenta dominate over those in other momentum
regions. At later times, particles with higher longitudinal momenta start to increase. The
early entropy production at the lower longitudinal momenta shown before thus naturally

understood to be associated with the low momentum particle production.

Comparing Fig. [] and Fig. [5] we find that the particle creation is associated with the
HW entropy production, and there are two distinct stages in the evolution of fields. In the
first stage, the particle number in the low longitudinal momentum region grows and the HW
entropy from the low longitudinal momentum modes increases rapidly. In the second stage,
the effective particle-number at higher longitudinal momenta grows and the HW entropy of

higher longitudinal momentum modes increases slowly.
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Fig. 5 The time evolution of the effective particle-number distribution N, as a function of
the longitudinal momentum # as defined in ([70)) with the two initial conditions and coupling
constants ¢ = 0.1 and 0.2. The upper-left and upper-right panels show the numerical results
for the type 1 initial condition of with ¢ = 0.1 and 0.2, respectively, while that of the lower

panels for the type 2 initial condition with the same g.

5 Summary

We have investigated the possible thermalization process of the highly occupied and weakly
coupled Yang-Mills fields in the expanding geometry through a computation of the entropy,
as given by the Husimi-Wehrl (HW) entropy, (an)isotropization of the pressure and the
particle production within the semiclassical approximation: The time evolution of the system
was obtained by solving the equation of motion of the Wigner function with use of the test
particle method; the Husimi function is obtained by smearing the evaluated Wigner function
in the phase space. The initial condition of the simulation was constructed so as to mimic

the glasma initial condition [9HI3], where the macroscopic color electric and color magnetic
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fields are boost invariant and parallel to the collisional axis. As such, we have considered
two types of initial condition whose momentum distributions are different from each other.

To obtain the HW entropy Spw defined in terms of the Husimi function, it was first
calculated by two different test particle methods, the one is called ”single test particle method
(sTP)” and the other is called ”parallel test particle method (pTP)”. The resultant values
thus obtained are denoted by Sﬁr&l,) and S%T\{;, respectively, and are shown to satisfy the
inequalities Sfy STP < Spw < S pTP . We have shown that the average value of them, Sﬁi\}}), turns
out to give an excellent estimate of Spw with numerical errors of O( TP) with N1p being the
number of test particles, SIE?ITV; = Saw + O(Ny ) while SSTP and Sﬁal; have numerical errors
of O(Ngp) S;T\;\F]’(pTP) Suw + O(Ngp). Nevertheless to circumvent the computational
difficulty in calculating the multiple integration in the HW entropy. we have taken the
product ansatz for the Wigner function.

Before proceeding with the study of the Yang-Mills field in the expanding geometry, the
above computational method was checked by applying it to the massless ¢* scalar theory
in Minkowski space-time. The numerical results in the scalar theory have indicated that
SSTP < Spw < SHW and SaTP ~ Sugw nicely hold. It has been found that Syw increases
rapidly, then the growth rate becomes moderate, and finally stops increasing and keeps
almost a constant value. The saturation of Spyw indicates the achievement of equilibration
of the system.

We have investigated the dynamical production of the HW entropy in the semiclassical
evolution of the Yang-Mills field in the expanding geometry at g = 0.1 and 0.2. We have
also shown the semiclassical evolution of the transverse and longitudinal pressures, P, and
P,. Up to Qs7 < (2—3), P, and P, have been found to approach each other, and there
is no g dependence at this time region. In the later stage with Q7 > (2 —3), P| and P,
have been found to approach some constant values slowly showing oscillatory behavior. The
amplitude of the oscillation becomes smaller at large Q7. The longitudinal pressure relative
to the transverse pressure, P,/ P, has been found to come slightly closer as g increases, but
a pressure isotropization was not achieved, which is not in contradiction with a previous
work [38] where a much larger coupling constant was used. After the earliest stage with
Qs < (2 — 3), where the HW entropy in the expanding geometry hardly increases, it grows
rapidly in the following time range, Qs7 < (20 — 30), and then increases more slowly in the
later stage with Q47 > (20 — 30). For both types of initial conditions, the growth rate of
the HW entropy at g = 0.2 is larger than that at g = 0.1. The slow HW entropy production
stage does not readily mean that the system is near equilibrium since the large anisotropy
of the pressure still remains in our simulations. Such a slow production far from equilibrium

is expected to be caused by the longitudinal expansion effect.
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We have defined the effective particle-number so that it represents the particle number
created due to the deviations from the coherent state, and have compared its time evolu-
tion and the time evolution of the HW entropy, in piecewise of the longitudinal momentum
mode. We have found that the effective particle-number and the HW entropy productions
are associated with each other, and there are two distinct time stages in the time evolution
of the Yang-Mills fields: In the first stage, the particle number distribution in the low lon-
gitudinal momentum region grows and the HW entropy of the longitudinal low momentum
modes increases rapidly, while in the second stage, the particle number distribution at higher
longitudinal momentum grows and the HW entropy of corresponding modes increases slowly.

Since our choice of the initial conditions only mimic the glasma state, we should directly
take the McLerran-Venugopalan model in order to make the model more realistic [64]. It is
also a rather urgent subject to perform calculations at larger coupling constant such as g =
0.5 that is used in the previous calculation [38], thereby clarifying the coupling dependence

of the way of the thermalization process.
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A Second quantization of free gauge field in expanding geometry

In this Appendix, we present the second-quantized formulation of a free gauge field
in the 7-n coordinate, which is found convenient to analyze fluctuations in the expanding
glasma [42] 59] [65]. This appendix refers to [42].

First, we begin by showing the way of the second quantization in the continuum limit.
In this paragraph only, all quantities are not normalized by lattice spacings. The equation

of motion for the free gauge field, [D, F] = 0, describing the 7 evolution reads

1
010: A1 () + 0207 A () + ﬁﬁnaTAn(x) =0, (A1)

1 H2 1
<a$ +—0- - 92 — 03 — T—g> Ai(z) + 0; (81A1(x) + Dy Ao () + ﬁﬁ,,An(X)> =0, (A2

1 02 1
(03 - ;@ — 01— 5 - T—Z) Ap(z) + Op (81/41(1”) + 02 As(z) + ﬁanAn(X)) =0. (A3)
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For the Fourier modes with finite transverse momentum mode, the general solution satisfying
the Coulomb type gauge condition, (81A1 + O0pAg + 7_287,1477)
of the Hankel function,

3 . )
Z / d’k )\ 1 (,)A<T>el(kl.ml+yn) 4 52»(2)‘/4(4’))\(T)el(kl{l:L‘H/n)) , (A4)

= 0, is expressed in terms
T=T0

,u,k: w.k
A=1,2

AL DY) = ,ﬁ(o g, =k, )P (e 7) (A5)

Af;,fﬂ(f):—é (o,klaﬁ/z)(kg),kgaﬁ/”(/m), Vﬁ( /2>(/m)) , (A6)
kyr ki (1

(/2)(/~m) /k s H( 112) () — ij)? A (ke 7y) (A7)
170
kir 1 3 1

(/2) M)y (KiT0)” (1)

B (ky7) = /k B deaHy, (2) =~ 02— (km)ﬁw (k170) | (A8)

where k| = \/k% + k:g is a transverse momentum and f,)c"i is a given constant. The solution,
AS),:( )eilkL@itvn) s orthogonal to other solution having different indexes (N,4', k') #
(A7 /L? k)?

<A£i)lj<7')eik'm,AS/’),;\/<T>6%/.$) =0 ’ (Ag)

with respect to a scalar product defined as

(fu(@), gu(2)) = / d*zrg" (f(2)0rg0(2) — gu(2)0r f5(2)) - (A10)

If (N, k') = (A4, k), the scalar product is not vanished and is invariant under the 7 evo-
lution according to Eq. (A1))-(A3]). Since the second kind of Hankel function asymptotically

behaves as the positive frequency mode,

D (k1) —

exp [—z' (im . f) - T} (ko7 — 00) | (A11)

kT 4 2

we can obtain the expression of the second-quantized gauge field as the linear combination

of A\ (7 k) and ASP (7 k),

d3k A 1 x| v
w)= Z/ (2m)3 (agAﬁ,k(T)e (b isvm +h-0-> : (A12)
A
fulld]
Afj}c(T) = \/ge 2 AL—;{):)\(T) , (A13)
i, | = @m)0\ x ok — k) . (A14)
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Here we determine the normalization constant in front of AL+,2/\<T> in Eq. (A13) so as to

satisfy the ortho-normal condition,

<\Eew““ﬁz@“f)é(““”m’ \/g AR, (T)e%k:mwm)

= (27)36\ (kL — K\ )o(v — 1), (A15)

The procedure of the second quantization using such a scalar product is standard in Quan-
tum field theory in curved space-time. In our analysis, we only treat the finite transverse
momentum modes since the contribution of the 0 transverse mode decreases as the transverse
size of the system becomes large.

Next, we show the second quantization of the free gauge field on the space lattice with

the continuous time. The equation of motion reads

AP0, A () + 080, Ag(z) + - 2@3?8 Ay(z) =0, (A16)
77
2, 1 _BF_BF_&]?a}; ,
<3T + 7_87 81 81 82 82 Q%TQ A’L (13)
+ 0; (alBAl(x) + 0B Ay () + 2 zaij (X )) =0, (A17)

2 1 BoF _ gBoF 0,0y
(aT - ;37—31 O — 030y — # Ay(z)

+ 0; (alBAl(x) + 0B Ay (z) + Qa,‘fA (X )) =0, (A18)

a2
an™
where OZB denotes a backward difference operator in the i-direction. In much the same way

as the continuum case, we can get the expression of the second-quantized gauge field as

Ay(z) = — 3 (ag,igk(ﬂei(’“wﬁ”ﬂ) +h.c.> , (A19)
\/ L% Ly Nk

[a,ﬁ,az q = OOk (A20)

~ 1 Tzl 2

AL L (r) = sl i, b, O) L) (g, 7) (A21)

. 7w - @ ay o

A7) = “ayon, \ 30, (0 B, (Wkﬂ>7k20%(‘|a)|/an(“’"’f)’_FZ@(;/M(”’U)) '
(A22)
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By utilizing this expression, the electric field and the free part of the magnetic field are also

written in terms of the annihilation and creation operators,

Ei(z) =

\/127 Z (dﬁé’,ﬁ"i(T)ei(kL'wfr””) + h.c.) : (A23)
L5 Ly Ak

. 1 ..
Bi(z) = 54]’@85@(@ =

! Z(agzagi(ﬂei(kwﬁ"n)+h.c.> , (A24)

\/ LA Ly Xk

813:7i(7) = Hi(lzﬂ)l/an (WkLT)glls;i ) 8137i(7-) - Hi(lzﬁ)l/an (kaT)giyi ’ (A25)
B(r) = Hi) o (i, Der’™ s BRl(r) = H o (wr, Teg™ (426)

i - i 2
1,4 . T y >k ~ 24 v* P L N . wa_
€ =tayT, [——e> (ky, —ki,0 €. = — —e?m | ki, ko, —— . A27
k n 4% ( 2 1 )7 k ka 4@17 ) ) ¥ ( )

Solving Eq. 1} and Eq. 1) with respect to d,’;, we can write dg as the linear combination
of the Fourier modes, (Fg, Bg),

i

A1
2 7(2)% ( (2)*
w i|D|/a Wik T) iﬂa(wk T) *
w2 +y§7(m B (|2)|i By - Box(r)] + -(‘2)‘1 — [5; 'Ek(T)] :
by P Hijg) o, (@h1T) i91/ay (k1T
(A28)
5 i
A =
Wi, T
) AP (1) HD® (e 1)
Wi i|o|/a k * i|7|/a k %

(A29)

In actual calculations, we use these relations to transform (A, E) to (®,1I) through Eq.
and Eq. .

B Divergence in pressure and energy density

In this appendix, we show the remaining divergences in the pressure and energy density
after subtracting the vacuum contribution, and discuss how to subtract them. For conve-
nience, we use the following notation ()ini mac, which means the contribution of macroscopic

field part of the initial Wigner function to a given observable at the initial time 7y. For
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example, in the case of the Fourier transforms of the color electric and color magnetic

fields, (E})ini mac and (B})ini mac have been already given in Eq. —. Thus, the the
macroscopic field contribution to the initial pressure are given by

1 .
LS g (70)

\%4 Zx: Yt ( (Q?) ini mac

(Pn)ini mac ™ _(PL>ini mac —

anT . .
— __n Z [(E(m(:)j)Q)‘ ‘ + <Ban(x>2>. . }
2 .z n In1 mac 1 mac
el |,
A
2
SI2 o E :wkl|fl(kJ_)| (B1)
1=s k,
10* — 10° —
[Ra/(Pr )ini mac|(9=0.1) —=— 1 B0 /(Po )ini macl(@=0.1) ——
10° 5 /tEn dnimacli9=0-1) T > | 1By /Py i macl(@=01) ——
[Ba/(Pa)ini macl(9=0.2) —e— 10 IBOAPY )i mac|(g=0.2) —e—
"o an /(Pn )Im macl(g=0 2) + s |Pr] /(Pn)\nl macl(g:() 2) +
£ g
£ =
& &
~ ~
ftang g
10%
Mhanas e ot vegetutreliottottes oy
1072 ‘ Pooedcsoocecseces 10 ‘ ‘
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Fig.

B1

The Q79 dependence of the initial pressure after subtracting the vac-
uum contribution and the macroscopic field contribution, P; = % > e ii <T“(x)> T
mat+tlu

%Zx Gii <Tii(1:)>vac — (P)ini mac, normalized by (P;)ini mac- These calculations are per-
formed at at ¢ = 0.1 and 0.2 for two types of initial condition. The red (blue) line with
circles shows the transverse pressure at g = 0.1 (0.2). The red (blue) line with triangu-
lar points shows longitudinal one at g = 0.1 (0.2). The result in the left (right) panel is
calculated with the type 1 (2) initial condition.

In Fig. [BI we show the Q479 dependence of the initial pressure after subtracting the

vacuum contribution and the macroscopic field contribution,
. 1 » 1 »
P = _ § “<T“ > __E “<T“ >
! Vv - Ju (x) mat-+flu |4 - Jii (l’)

normalized by (P;)ini mac at ¢ = 0.1 and 0.2 for two types of initial condition. We find
that 77/( Py)ini mac‘ diverges as (Qs7p) 2 since the Qs79 dependence of ‘Pn/(
is reproduced well by the fitting function fpow(®Qs70) = Apow/ (QST())Q.

- (B)ini mac

vac

(B2)

n)ini mac

We also find that
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ﬁL/(PL)ini mac| diverges as In% Qg7 since ]-:’l/(PL)im mac| data lie on the fitting curve

flog(QsTO) = Blog In? (QSTO) + Clog~
Here, we briefly explain how to remove the remaining divergence at any 7 based on the
method presented in Ref. [38]. As seen above, the remaining divergence in P, at 7 = 719 is a

logarithmic function of 7y and is much smaller than the initial macroscopic field contribution,
Blog 1112 (QSTO) > ’(PL>ini mac| : <B3)

Thus, we assume to neglect the remaining divergence in P| at any 7. Then we can define

the subtracted energy density and pressure as

~

== 5 (T 0) e~ > Sore (T7),, —oanl®) . (B

mac+fluc
1 “s
P=g Y0 (TVw)

where aqiy (7) represents the divergence that should be removed. The energy density also has

mac—+fluc

1 i o
72 G <T (x)>vac—5l,nadlv(t), (B5)

the remaining divergence because of the relation between the energy density and pressure,

e = Py + P> + P,. By using the conservation law in the boost invariant longitudinal (Bjorken)

expanding geometry, de/01 = —¢ + P, /7, we obtain the evolution equation for «,
dadiv 2O‘div
= — . B6
dr T (B6)

By solving the differential equation, we find agjy(7) = a/72, where « is a constant. As seen
above, we can obtain a(7p) as a(79) = Apow/(Qs70)? by the fit. Thus, we use @ = Apow in

actual calculations.

C Evaluation by test particle methods

An integral I consisting of a function H(I") that is evaluated by test particle methods is

expressed as

I= / A F(H(T)), (1)

where I' denotes the phase space point under consideration. In general, H(I") evaluated
with i-th set of test particles, which is represented as H;(I'), has numerical errors dH;(I")

depending on the phase space point I' as
H;(I') = H(T") + dH;(I"). (C2)
Note that each H(I") that enters the integral I can be evaluated with different and indepen-

dent sets of test particles. (When all the test particle sets are identical, it is called the single
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test particle method.) Then, under the condition dﬁH < 1, the integral I can be expanded
as a series of dH;(T"),

= / drF(H) + Y / ArF' Ny dH dHE dHEY, (C3)
i1,i2,...iN

where F’ denotes coefficients in the expansion, and I' in the functions are omitted. We here
consider the situation where the integrals of the odd-order terms of dH disappear due to
numerical error cancellation as [ dTdH*"(T')G(T") = 0, which would be justified when pos-
itive and negative contributions of dH;(T") equally enter in the integration as [ dl'dH;(I') =0
and G is smooth enough. In such a case, only even-order terms contribute to I’s numerical

€eIrors as

I= / drF(H)+ > / ArF' ;N v dH dHE dHEY, (C4)

i1,i2,..,iN €even

and the number of terms is greatly reduced.
Let us proceed with the evaluation of a HW entropy based on test particle methods. A
HW-entropy S can be expressed as

S =— / dTH(T) In H(D), (C5)

with a Husimi function H(I"). With the parallel test particle (pTP) method in mind, S can

be written as
s = — / dTHy (T) In Ha(T')
_ / dD(H(T) + dH, () In(H(T) + dHy(T)) | (C6)
which is further expanded as
S = / ATH(T) In H(T) — / dTdH, (1) In H(T) — / dTd Hy(T)

dH,(I)dH(T) dH3(T) dH,(D)dH3(T)
—/dr (D) +/dr—2H?(F) +/dr 2H(F)2 e (C7)

when 4 <« 1. In the case where H(T') is a Husimi function, we have confirmed the equal-
ity [dTH(I') = 1 numerically holds in a good accuracy, which indicates that positive and
negative contributions of dH;(I") equally enter in the integration, and the integrals of the

odd-order terms of dH is expected to disappear due to numerical error cancellation as
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[dDdH*"H(T)G(T) = 0, since G(T') is a function of H(I'), which is a smooth Gaussian-
smeared function. Such error cancellation has been numerically confirmed at least in the
calculations presented in this paper, and we can leave only even-order terms of dH.

For the single test particle (sTP) method, the errors in and outside the logarithmic
function are identical (dHy = dHz) and S leads to the form,

SoTP — / AT H(T)In H(T) — / dr‘gg((rr)) . (C8)

For the parallel test particle (pTP) method, dH; and dHy are independent, and

dH2(T)
pTP _ _ 2V
S / ArH (D) In H(T) + / A (C9)
holds. We finally obtain the inequality,
S5TP 5 < gPTP, (C10)

When the test particles used for evaluating In H(I") are common in sTP and pTP methods,
the entropy evaluated with Ntp — oo can be obtained as

SSTP 4 SpTP

S 2

+O(N;R), (C1)

where we make the reasonable assumption, dH o 1/+/Nrp.

D Choice of the smearing parameter

Here we show how the HW entropy defined in Eq. , in which the smear parameters
are set to the eigenfrequencies, behaves for the Gibbs state and vacuum state of the free
field.

We first discuss the HW entropy defined in Eq. for the Gibbs ensemble of the

free field, pféfﬁbs o e Htree/T Tn this case, the total density matrix, pg‘fgbs, can be written

as the product of the Gibbs ensembles of one-dimensional harmonic oscillators, pg?f;bs =
h.o.
& p}Clii()Bbs e < Tk e H™/T Then the total Husimi function can also be written as the

product of the Husimi functions for each degree of freedom,

free - HfH(q)k,Hk;,Wk) h. . (Dl)

f— — 0.
=PGibbs L P=PGibbs,k

ful{e. ILw})
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Therefore, the total HW entropy, Suw| p=plree. is given by the sum of the HW entropy for

each degree of freedom,

free

=PGibbs

_ free

=PGibbs

Siw(eh)] . == [ PL(@. L) ful(® L))

__h.o.
P=PGibbs,k

dPgdll
-y / VT o (@, T, ) In fn (B, T, )
k

= Suwlen)| (D2)
k

P=PGibbs,k

On the basis of the discussion of the HW entropy of an one-dimensional harmonic oscillator
with the smearing parameter being set to its eigenfrequency, which is given in Sec. 5 in

Ref. [49], the HW entropy for each degree of freedom, SHW(wk)‘ . , is found to be
P=PGibbs k
larger than the von-Neumann entropy Syn (: —Tr(pR% s I PR k)> obtained from the

same density matrix, but to agree with it in the high-temperature limit,

Saw (Wk) ‘ vo >SN (D3)
P=PGibbs,k P=PGibbs,k
lim SHW (wk) ‘ Lo = lim SVN heo . (D4)
T—oo P=Plibbs e L 700 P=Pibbs, k

Accordingly. the same relationship holds for for the total HW entropy and the von-Neumann

entropy given as a sum of harmonic oscillators,

SHW({w})) oo = SUN| (D5)
P=Pt P=PL

lim SHW({M})) = lim S| (D6)
T—o0 p:pkree T—00 p:pkfee

oo = Dok SVN . - This shows that the HW entropy Supw({wk}) adopted
=Pk P=PGibbs,k

in our study agrees with the von-Neumann entropy in the high-temperature and weak-

where SN
p

coupling limit.
Next, we show that the HW entropy defined by Eq. takes the minimum value 1 for

the perturbative vacuum state as

Suw({w}) > us<{w}>\|O> o=t (D7)

To show the above inequality, we utilize the theorem given in Refs. [60, [67] stating that,

in general, the HW entropy for given conjugate variables (Z,p) and smearing parameter o
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takes the minimum value 1 for the coherent state |a;o) defined as the eigenstate of the
”annihilation operator”, a@ = (o0& + ip)/v/20:

Suw (o) > Saw(o) = 1. (D8)

|laso) (a0

Then, one sees that the HW entropy with the smearing width {wg} automatically takes the

minimum value 1 for the coherent states [{ag}; {wk}) defined by the annihilation operators

{a} given by (L6)), as

Suw ({w}) > Suw({w}) (D9)

=1
Hogi{wr ) ({or b {ws

Such coherent states [{ag}; {wk}) include the perturbative vacuum state |0) since it is an

eigenstate of ag (ag|0) = 0), and then

Siw({}) 2 S ()] | =1 (D10)

generally holds.

34



References

[1] P. F. Kolb, J. Sollfrank, and U. W. Heinz, Phys. Rev. C 62, 054909 (2000).
[2] P. Huovinen, P.F. Kolb, Ulrich W. Heinz, P.V. Ruuskanen, and S.A. Voloshin, Phys. Lett. B 503, 58 (2001).
[3] D. Teaney, J. Lauret, and Edward V. Shuryak, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 4783 (2001).
[4] T. Hirano, and K. Tsuda, Phys. Rev. C 66, 054905 (2002).
[5] H. Song and U. W. Heinz, Phys. Rev. C 78, 024902 (2008).
[6] R. J. Fries, B. Muller and A. Schafer, Phys. Rev. C 78, 034913 (2008).
[7] B. Muller, and A. Schafer, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 20, 2235 (2011).
[8] U. W. Heinz, and P. F. Kolb, Nucl. Phys. A 702, 269 (2002).
[9] L. D. McLerran and R. Venugopalan, Phys. Rev. D 49, 2233-2241 (1994).
[10] L. D. McLerran and R. Venugopalan, Phys. Rev. D 49, 3352-3355 (1994).
[11] L. D. McLerran and R. Venugopalan, Phys. Rev. D 50, 2225-2233 (1994).
[12] A. Kovner, L. D. McLerran and H. Weigert, Phys. Rev. D 52, 3809-3814 (1995).
[13] A. Kovner, L. D. McLerran and H. Weigert, Phys. Rev. D 52, 6231-6237 (1995).
[14] E. S. Weibel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2, 83 (1959).
[15] S. Mréwezyiiski, Phys. Lett. B 214, 587 (1988) [Erratum: Phys. Lett. B 656, 273 (2007)].
[16] S. Mrowczynski, Phys. Lett. B 314, 118 (1993).
[17] J. Randrup and S. Mréwczynski, Phys. Rev. C 68, 034909 (2003).
[18] P. Romatschke and M. Strickland, Phys. Rev. D 68, 036004 (2003).
[19] P. Romatschke and M. Strickland, Phys. Rev. D 70, 116006 (2004).
[20] P. B. Arnold, J. Lenaghan and G. D. Moore, JHEP 08, 002 (2003).
[21] G. K. Savvidy, Phys. Lett. B 71, 133 (1977).
[22] S. G. Matinyan and G. K. Savvidy, Nucl. Phys. B 134, 539 (1978).
[23] A. Iwazaki, Prog. Theor. Phys. 121, 809 (2009).
[24] N. K. Nielsen and P. Olesen, Nucl. Phys. B 144, 376 (1978).
[25] H. Fujii and K. Itakura, Nucl. Phys. A 809, 88 (2008).
[26] H. Fujii, K. Itakura and A. Iwazaki, Nucl. Phys. A 828, 178 (2009).
[27] P. Romatschke, and R. Venugopalan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 062302 (2006).
[28] P. Romatschke, and R. Venugopalan, Eur. Phys. J. A 29, 71 (2006).
[29] P. Romatschke, and R. Venugopalan, Phys. Rev. D 74, 045011 (2006).
[30] J. Berges, S. Scheffler, and D. Sexty, Phys. Rev. D 77, 034504 (2008).
[31] J. Berges, D. Gelfand, S. Scheffler, and D. Sexty, Phys. Lett. B 677, 210 (2009).
[32] K. Fukushima, and F. Gelis, Nucl. Phys. A 874, 108 (2012).
[33] J. Berges, S. Schefler, S. Schlichting, and D. Sexty, Phys. Rev. D 85, 034507 (2012).
[34] J. Berges, and S. Schlichting, Phys. Rev. D 87, 014026 (2013).
[35] S. Tsutsui, H. Iida, T. Kunihiro and A. Ohnishi, Phys. Rev. D 91, 076003 (2015).
[36] S. Tsutsui, T. Kunihiro and A. Ohnishi, Phys. Rev. D 94, 016001 (2016).
[37] K. Dusling, T. Epelbaum, F. Gelis, and R. Venugopalan, Phys. Rev. D 86, 085040 (2012).
[38] T. Epelbaum, and F. Gelis, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 232301 (2013).
[39] H. Tsukiji, H. Iida, T. Kunihiro, A. Ohnishi, and T. T. Takahashi, Phys. Rev. D 94, 091502 (2016).
[40] H. Tsukiji, T. Kunihiro, A. Ohnishi, and T. T. Takahashi, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2018, 013D02 (2018).
[41] J. Berges, K. Boguslavski, S. Schlichting, and R. Venugopalan, Phys. Rev. D 89, 074011 (2014).
[42] J. Berges, K. Boguslavski, S. Schlichting and R. Venugopalan, Phys. Rev. D 89, 114007 (2014).
[43] J. Berges, K. Boguslavski, S. Schlichting, and R. Venugopalan, JHEP 05, 054 (2014).
[44] J. Eisert, M. Cramer, and M. B. Plenio, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 277 (2010).
[45] S. Ryu and T. Takayanagi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 181602 (2006).
[46] K. Husimi, Proc. Phys. Math. Soc. Jpn. 22, 264 (1940).
[47] A.Wehrl, Rev. Mod. Phys. 50, 221 (1978).
[48] A.Wehrl, Rep. Math. Phys. 16, 353 (1979).
[49] T. Kunihiro, B. Miiller, A. Ohnishi, and A. Schafer, Prog. Theor. Phys. 121, 555 (2009).
[50] P. B. Arnold, G. D. Moore and L. G. Yaffe, JHEP 01, 030 (2003).
[51] J. Berges, AIP Conf. Proc. 739, 3 (2004).
[52] G. Aarts and J. Berges, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 041603 (2002).
[63] Y. Hatta and A. Nishiyama, Nucl. Phys. A 873, 47 (2012).
[64] G. Aarts and J. Smit, Phys. Lett. B 393, 395 (1997); Nucl. Phys. B 511, 451 (1998); G. Aarts, G. F. Bonini

and C. Wetterich, Phys. Rev. D 63, 025012 (2001).
[65] D. Bodeker, L. D. McLerran and A. V. Smilga, Phys. Rev. D 52, 4675 (1995).

35



[56]
[57]

C. Greiner and B. Muller, Phys. Rev. D 55, 1026 (1997).

A. Dumitru and Y. Nara, Phys. Lett. B 621, 89 (2005); A. Dumitru, Y. Nara and M. Strickland, Phys. Rev.
D 75, 025016 (2007);

A. Ohnishi, Hidefumi Matsuda, Teiji Kunihiro and Toru T. Takahashi, PTEP 2021, 023B09 (2021).
T, Epelbaum and F. Gelis, Phys. Rev. D 88, 085015 (2013).

Y. V. Kovchegov, Nucl. Phys. A 692, 557-582, (2001).

A. Kurkela and Y. Zhu. Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 182301 (2015).

A. H. Mueller and D. T. Son, Phys. Lett. B 582, 279 (2004).

S. Jeon, Phys. Rev. C 72, 014907 (2005).

A. Kovner, L. D. McLerran and H. Weigert, Phys. Rev. D 52, 6231-6237, (1995).

K. Dusling, F. Gelis, and R. Venugopalan, Nucl. Phys. A 872, 161, (2011).

E. H. Lieb, Commun. Math. Phys. 62, 35 (1978).

E. A. Carlen, Journal of Functional Analysis 97, 231 (1991).

36



	1 Introduction
	2 Formalism
	2.1 Semiclassical description of Wigner function
	2.2 Wigner function of a coherent state
	2.3 Husimi-Wehrl entropy

	3 Husimi-Wehrl Entropy of scalar field in non-expanding geometry
	3.1 Scalar Field Theory on Lattice
	3.2 Numerical method
	3.2.1 Evaluation of Wigner function using test particle method
	3.2.2 Husimi-Wehrl entropy in test particle method
	3.2.3 Product ansatz

	3.3 Numerical results

	4 Husimi-Wehrl entropy of the Yang-Mills field in expanding geometry
	4.1 formulation
	4.2 Numerical results
	4.2.1 Pressure isotropization
	4.2.2 Creation and growth of (Husimi-Wehrl) entropy
	4.2.3 Relationship of particle distribution and Husimi-Wehrl entropy


	5 Summary
	A Second quantization of free gauge field in expanding geometry
	B Divergence in pressure and energy density
	C Evaluation by test particle methods
	D Choice of the smearing parameter

