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Abstract: We investigate whether early and late time attractors for non-conformal kinetic

theories exist by computing the time-evolution of a large set of moments of the one-particle

distribution function. For this purpose we make use of a previously obtained exact solution

of the 0+1D boost-invariant massive Boltzmann equation in relaxation time approximation.

We extend prior attractor studies of non-conformal systems by using a realistic mass- and

temperature-dependent relaxation time and explicitly computing the effect of varying both

the initial momentum-space anisotropy and initialization time on the time evolution of a

large set of integral moments. Our findings are consistent with prior studies, which found

that there is an attractor for the scaled longitudinal pressure, but not for the shear and bulk

viscous corrections separately. We further present evidence that both late- and early-time

attractors exist for all moments of the one-particle distribution function that contain greater

than one power of the longitudinal momentum squared.
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1 Introduction

One of the most important questions that has emerged in the last twenty years in the area of

far-from-equilibrium relativistic dynamics is to what extent can such dynamics be described by

relativistic viscous hydrodynamics. In this context, the construction of a set of exact solutions

to the relativistic Boltzmann equation in relaxation time approximation (RTA), despite its

relative simplicity, has proven to be very useful in assessing the quantitative reliability of

different dissipative hydrodynamical frameworks [1–6]. In addition, these exact solutions

have helped to understand the emergence of a far-from-equilibrium attractor in relativistic

transport theory that matches smoothly onto viscous hydrodynamics at late times but which

extends to earlier times when conventional linearized viscous hydrodynamics treatments break

down [7–38].

Although the majority of these references focused on conformal systems, some of these

works have considered whether or not attractors exist in non-conformal systems since in this

case more than one dimensionful scale appears in the problem [4, 13, 33–35, 39]. In this work
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we consider exact solutions of the RTA Boltzmann equation for a massive gas using the exact

solution obtained originally in ref. [3]. We extend this solution to allow computation of all

moments, Mnl, of the one-particle distribution using the moments introduced in ref. [20].

We also extend prior works by making use of the self-consistently determined temperature

and mass dependent relaxation time, τeq(T,m), and considering fixed specific shear viscosity.

In refs. [4, 13, 33–35, 39] either a constant relaxation time or conformal relaxation time

proportional to the inverse temperature was used. Finally, we systematically study both

the forward and pull-back (early-time) attractors by varying both the initial anisotropy and

initialization time and computing a large set of integral moments of the distribution function.

We will demonstrate that kinetic theory with an RTA collisional kernel possesses both

forward and pull-back attractor for moments containing greater than one integral power of

the longitudinal momentum squared (l ≥ 1). The existence of a forward attractor for such

moments is established by holding the initialization time and energy density fixed while

varying the initial momentum-space anisotropy using a spheroidal form for the initial one-

particle distribution function. Secondly, we establish the existence of an early-time (pull-

back) attractor for such moments by holding the initial anisotropy and energy density fixed

while varying the initialization time. As we will demonstrate, this implies that there does

not exist an early time attractor for the pressure-scaled shear and bulk viscous corrections

independently, however, the difference of the two does possess an attractor, which is consistent

with there being an attractor in the scaled longitudinal pressure. Our findings are fully

compatible with and extend those reported in ref. [33, 39].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In sec. 2, we review basic thermodynamic and

dynamic relations for non-conformal massive gases and extend the exact solution of the RTA

Boltzmann equation obtained in ref. [3] to all moments of the distribution function. In sec. 3

we collect analytic formula for the viscosity corrected distribution functions and moments

which are accurate to first order in hydrodynamic gradients using both the 14-moment and

Chapman-Enskog approximations. In sec. 4, we present our numerical results obtained from

the exact solution of the RTA Boltzmann equation. In Sec. 5, we present our conclusions and

an outlook for the future.

2 Setup

In this work we will make use of a previously obtained exact solution to the 0+1d RTA

Boltzmann equation for a massive gas with Boltzmann statistics. The non-conformal exact

solution was first presented in ref. [3] and extended earlier conformal exact solutions in a

Bjorken expansion scenario [1, 2]. We will extend the original work of ref. [3] to include

a relaxation time that self-consistently depends on both the temperature and mass of the

particle, whereas the original work considered a constant relaxation time or the limit of

low temperatures. Our solution also goes beyond the considerations of the recent work of

refs. [13, 33, 35] where a conformal relaxation time was used.

– 2 –



2.1 RTA Boltzmann equation

All results presented herein follow from the RTA Boltzmann equation in relaxation time

approximation

pµ∂µf(x, p) = C[f(x, p)] , (2.1)

where f is the one-particle distribution function, pµ is the particle four-momentum, and C is

the collision kernel

C[f ] =
p · u
τeq

(feq − f) , (2.2)

with uµ being the four-velocity of the local rest frame and a · b ≡ aµbµ. The quantity τeq

appearing above is the relaxation time, which will be precisely specified below. For the

equilibrium distribution, we will follow ref. [3] and assume a Boltzmann distribution1

feq = exp
(
−p · u

T

)
. (2.3)

Herein, we will assume Bjorken flow, in which case in Milne coordinates one has uτ = 1 and

ux,y,ς = 0, where τ is the longitudinal proper-time, τ =
√
t2 − z2, and ς is the spatial rapidity,

ς = tanh−1(z/t).

2.2 Thermodynamic variables

For a single-component massive gas obeying Boltzmann statistics, the equilibrium thermody-

namic quantities are

n =
T 3

2π2
m̂2K2 (m̂) ,

s =
T 3

2π2
m̂2
[
4K2 (m̂) + m̂K1 (m̂)

]
,

ε =
T 4

2π2
m̂2
[
3K2 (m̂) + m̂K1 (m̂)

]
,

P = nT =
T 4

2π2
m̂2K2 (m̂) , (2.4)

with m̂ ≡ m/T and Kn being modified Bessel functions of the second kind. Above n is the

number density, s is the entropy density, ε is the energy density, and P is the pressure. These

satisfy ε + P = Ts and, from the above relations, one can determine the speed of sound

squared

c2
s =

dP

dε
=

ε+ P

3ε+ (3 + m̂2)P
. (2.5)

2.3 Relaxation time for a massive gas

For a massive system, the shear viscosity η can be expressed as [41–43]

η =
τeqP

15
κ(m̂) , (2.6)

1It is possible to investigate the emergence of attractors with underlying Fermi-Dirac or Bose statistics

using the exact solution presented in ref. [40]. We postpone this to future work.
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Figure 1. The non-conformal relaxation time modification factor γ (2.9) as a function of m/T .

with

κ(x) ≡ x3

[
3

x2

K3(x)

K2(x)
− 1

x
+
K1(x)

K2(x)
− π

2

1− xK0(x)L−1(x)− xK1(x)L0(x)

K2(x)

]
, (2.7)

and Ln(x) being modified Struve functions. For fixed specific shear viscosity, η̄ ≡ η/s, using

ε+ P = Ts one obtains

τeq(T,m) =
5η̄

T
γ(m̂) , (2.8)

with

γ(m̂) ≡ 3

κ(m̂)

(
1 +

ε

P

)
. (2.9)

Note that, in the massless limit, m→ 0, one has κ(m̂)→ 12, ε→ 3P , and γ → 1, giving the

usual conformal RTA relaxation time

τeq(T, 0) =
5η̄

T
. (2.10)

For small m̂, one has

γ(m̂) = 1 +
m̂2

12
− 13m̂4

288
+O

(
m̂5
)
, (2.11)

and in the large m̂ limit, one has

γ(m̂) =
m̂

5
+

7

10
+O

(
1

m̂

)
. (2.12)

In fig. 1 we plot γ(m̂). As can be seen from this figure, γ(m̂) goes to unity in the massless limit

and grows linearly at large m/T , which corresponds either to fixed temperature and large

mass or fixed mass and small temperature. The fact that γ(m̂) ≥ 1 implies that a massive

gas always relaxes more slowly to equilibrium than a massless one in physical units, however,

it is unclear a priori how things will change as a function of the rescaled time τ ≡ τ/τeq. We

note that the strong enhancement of the relaxation time at low temperatures modifies the

asymptotic approach to equilibrium.
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2.4 Exact solution for the distribution function and its solution

In this section we review the derivation of the exact solution presented in ref. [3] and derive

the integral equation obeyed by all moments of the distribution function. We also generalize

the results contained in that reference to the full set of integral moments.

In the case of one-dimensional boost-invariant expansion (0+1d), all scalar quantities

depend only on the longitudinal proper time τ . To describe boost-invariant 0+1d dynamics,

one can introduce a spacelike vector zµ, which is orthogonal to the fluid four-velocity uµ in

all frames and corresponds to the z-direction in the local rest frame of the matter [44, 45].

The requirement of boost invariance implies that f(x, p) may depend only on three vari-

ables, τ , w, and ~pT [46, 47], with the boost-invariant variable w defined by2

w = tpL − zE . (2.13)

Using w and ~pT one can define

v = Et− pLz =
√
w2 +

(
m2 + ~p 2

T

)
τ2 . (2.14)

Using these variables, one can write the energy and the longitudinal momentum as

E =
vt+ wz

τ2
, (2.15)

pL =
wt+ vz

τ2
, (2.16)

and the Lorentz-invariant momentum integration measure becomes

dP =
d4p

(2π)4
2πδ

(
p2 −m2

)
2θ(p0) =

dpL
(2π)3p0

d2pT =
dw d2pT
(2π)3v

. (2.17)

When written in terms of these variables, the 0+1d RTA Boltzmann equation takes a

particularly simple form [1–3]

∂f

∂τ
=
feq − f
τeq

, (2.18)

with τeq specified in eq. (2.8) and the equilibrium distribution function given by

feq(τ, w, pT ) = exp

−
√
w2 + (p2

T +m2)τ2

Tτ

 . (2.19)

The exact solution to eq. (2.18) is [1–3, 48–51]

f(τ, w, pT ) = D(τ, τ0)f0(w, pT ) +

∫ τ

τ0

dτ ′

τeq(τ ′)
D(τ, τ ′) feq(τ ′, w, pT ) , (2.20)

2In eq. (2.13), z is the spatial coordinate, which is not to be confused with the basis vector zµ.
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where f0(w, pT ) is the initial distribution function specified at τ = τ0 and the damping

function D is defined as

D(τ2, τ1) = exp

[
−
∫ τ2

τ1

dτ ′′

τeq(τ ′′)

]
. (2.21)

In the main body of this work, we will assume that the initial distribution function f0

can be expressed in spheroidally-deformed form [52, 53]

f0(w, pT ) = exp

[
−
√

(p · u)2 + ξ0(p · z)2

Λ0

]

= exp

−
√

(1 + ξ0)w2 + (m2 + p2
T )τ2

0

Λ0τ0

 , (2.22)

where ξ0 is the initial anisotropy parameter and Λ0 is the initial transverse momentum scale.

We consider a slight generalization of this initial condition in app. A. For −1 < ξ0 < 0, this

corresponds to an initially prolate distribution in the local rest frame and, conversely, for

ξ0 > 0 this corresponds to an initially oblate distribution function. For ξ0 = 0, one obtains

an isotropic Boltzmann distribution function as the initial condition.

2.5 The integral equation obeyed by all moments

We will work with the following moments of the one-particle distribution function [20, 21]

Mnl[f ] ≡
∫
dP (p · u)n (p · z)2l f(τ, w, pT ) . (2.23)

In principle, powers of p2
T could also appear in a general moment, however, such moments

can be expressed as a linear combination of the two-index moment appearing above using

p2 = m2 to write p2
T = (p · u)2 − (p · z)2 −m2.

Some specific cases of Mnl map to familiar quantities, e.g., n = 1 and l = 0 maps to the

number density n =M10, n = 2 and l = 0 maps to the energy density, and n = 0 and l = 1

maps to the longitudinal pressure, PL. The transverse pressure, PT , can be obtained by using

p2
T = (p · u)2 − (p · z)2 −m2 to obtain PT =M20 −M01 −m2M00.

For a Boltzmann equilibrium distribution function, these moments reduce to

Mnl
eq(T,m) ≡Mnl[feq] =

2Tn+2l+2

(2π)2(2l + 1)

∫ ∞
0

dp̂ p̂n+2l+1

(
1 +

m̂2

p̂2

)(n−1)/2

e−
√
p̂2+m̂2

. (2.24)

We note that by changing variables to x ≡
√
p̂2 + m̂2 it is possible to perform this integral an-

alytically in terms of generalized hypergeometric functions, however, the resulting expression

is not straightforward to evaluate for integer-valued n and l. For this reason, it is typically

easier to simply evaluate it numerically.

In what follows, we will present results for these general moments scaled by their equi-

librium values, i.e.,

Mnl ≡ M
nl

Mnl
eq

. (2.25)
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In the late-time limit (τ →∞), if the system approaches equilibrium, then Mnl → 1.

In the general case, using the boost-invariant variables introduced earlier, one finds that

the general moments can be expressed as

Mnl[f ] =

∫
dw d2pT
(2π)3v

(v
τ

)n (w
τ

)2l
f(τ, w, pT ) ,

=
1

(2π)3 τn+2l

∫
dw d2pT v

n−1w2l f(τ, w, pT ) (2.26)

Taking a general moment of eq. (2.20) one obtains

Mnl(τ) = D(τ, τ0)Mnl
0 (τ) +

∫ τ

τ0

dτ ′

τeq(τ ′)
D(τ, τ ′)Mnl

eq(τ ′).

Evaluating the integrals necessary results in

Mnl =
D(τ, τ0)Λn+2l+2

0

(2π)2
H̃nl

(
τ0

τ
√

1 + ξ0
,
m

Λ0

)
+

1

(2π)2

∫ τ

τ0

dτ ′

τeq(τ ′)
D(τ, τ ′)Tn+2l+2(τ ′) H̃nl

(
τ ′

τ
,
m

T (τ ′)

)
, (2.27)

where

H̃nl(y, z) =

∫ ∞
0

duun+2l+1e−
√
u2+z2 Hnl

(
y,
z

u

)
, (2.28)

with

Hnl(y, x) =
2 y2l+1(1 + x2)

n−1
2

2l + 1
2F1

(
l +

1

2
,
1− n

2
; l +

3

2
;

1− y2

1 + x2

)
, (2.29)

where 2F1 is a hypergeometric function. Finally, specializing to the case n = 2 and l = 0 and

requiring conservation of energy ε(τ) = εeq(T ), also known as Landau matching, we obtain

the following integral equation

2T 4(τ) m̂2

[
3K2

(
m

T (τ)

)
+ m̂K1

(
m

T (τ)

)]
= D(τ, τ0)Λ4

0H̃
20

(
τ0

τ
√

1+ξ0
,
m

Λ0

)
+

∫ τ

τ0

dτ ′

τeq(τ ′)
D(τ, τ ′)T 4(τ ′)H̃20

(
τ ′

τ
,
m

T (τ ′)

)
.(2.30)

This is the integral equation obtained originally in ref. [3] with the understanding that

H̃20 = H̃2 defined therein. This equation can be solved iteratively for T (τ) and, once con-

verged to the desired numerical accuracy, the solution can be used in eq. (2.27) to compute

all moments.

2.6 Viscous corrections expressed in terms of moments

For comparisons to come, here we collect expressions for the viscous corrections written in

terms of the moments computed herein. We start by noting that the equilibrium pressure

can be expressed as

P = −1

3
∆µν

∫
dP pµpν feq =

1

3

[
M20

eq −m2M00
eq

]
. (2.31)
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where ∆µν is the projection operator onto the orthogonal to uµ. Next, we note that the bulk

viscous correction can be expressed as

Π = −1

3
∆µν

∫
dP pµpν (f − feq)

=
1

3

[
M20 −m2M00

]
− 1

3

[
M20

eq −m2M00
eq

]
= −1

3
m2
[
M00 −M00

eq

]
, (2.32)

where, in going from the second the third lines we have used Landau matching, which implies

that M20 =M20
eq. Scaling by the equilibrium pressure, one obtains

Π̃ ≡ Π

P
= −

m2
(
M00 −M00

eq

)
M20

eq −m2M00
eq

. (2.33)

From this we see that Π̃ is proportional to the difference of the n = 0 and l = 0 moment

from its equilibrium value. We note that, if M00 does not possess an attractor, this would

imply that Π̃ does not possess an attractor. To compute the shear correction, it is most

straightforward to start from

M01 = PL = P − π + Π , (2.34)

which results in

π̃ ≡ π

P
= 1−M 01 + Π̃ . (2.35)

We note that this implies that, if there exists an attractor for M 01, but not for Π̃, then π̃

will also not possess an attractor. This point was originally emphasized in refs. [33, 39].

3 Evaluation of the moments to first order in hydrodynamic gradients

In this section we will present expressions for the shear and bulk viscosity corrected distribu-

tion functions and resulting integral moments obtained using both the 14-moment [54–56] and

Chapman-Enskog [57, 58] approximations. In both cases, one can decompose the linearly-

corrected one-particle distribution function as

f = feq + δfshear + δfbulk . (3.1)

In the next two subsections we specify the 14-moment and Chapman-Enskog forms for δfshear

and δfbulk and evaluate the moments of each in order to obtain the corresponding approxi-

mations at first order in gradients.

3.1 14-moment approximation

In the 14-moment approximation, the viscous corrections to the distribution function for a

single component massive gas obeying classical statistics can be written as [59–62]

δfshear = feq
pµpνπ

µν

2(ε+ P )T 2
, (3.2)

δfbulk = −feq
β

βΠ

[
m2

3 p · u
−
(1

3
− c2

s

)
p · u

]
Π , (3.3)
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with β = 1/T and

βΠ =
5

3
β I

(1)
42 − (ε+ P )c2

s . (3.4)

The thermodynamic integral I
(1)
42 can be expressed as [58]

I
(1)
42 =

T 5m̂5

30π2

[
1

16

(
K5(m̂)− 7K3(m̂) + 22K1(m̂)

)
−Ki,1(m̂)

]
, (3.5)

with

Ki,1(m̂) =

∫ ∞
0

dθ

cosh θ
exp(−m̂ cosh θ) . (3.6)

For 0+1d boost-invariant Bjorken expansion as considered herein, one can write the shear

tensor in terms of one independent component π ≡ −πzz, with the other two diagonal com-

ponents determined by symmetry and the tracelessness of πµν , giving πxx = πyy = π/2. Note

that in this case, all dynamical variables only depend on the longitudinal proper time τ .

Navier-Stokes shear-viscous correction

For the case of 0+1d boost-invariant Bjorken expansion one has

δfshear,14−moment =
π̄

4
(
1 + P

ε

)
T 2

[
(p · u)2 − 3(p · z)2 −m2

]
feq , (3.7)

where π̄ = π/ε. Computing the moments of δf14-moment
shear one obtains

Mnl
shear,14−moment =

π̄

4
(
1 + P

ε

)
T 2

[
Mn+2,l

eq − 3Mn,l+1
eq −m2Mn,l

eq

]
, (3.8)

At first order in the gradient expansion, which corresponds to the Navier-Stokes (NS) limit,

one has

πNS(τ) =
4η

3τ
, (3.9)

and π̄NS = 4η̄
3τT

(
1 + P

ε

)
, which when written in terms of τ = τ/τeq, becomes

π̄NS =
4

15γ(m̂)τ

(
1 +

P

ε

)
, (3.10)

giving

Mnl,NS
shear,14−moment =

1

15 τ T 2 γ(m̂)

[
Mn+2,l

eq − 3Mn,l+1
eq −m2Mn,l

eq

]
. (3.11)

Navier-Stokes bulk-viscous correction

Taking the moments of eq. (3.3), one obtains

Mnl
bulk,14−moment = − β

3βΠ

[
m2Mn−1,l

eq −
(
1− 3c2

s

)
Mn+1,l

eq

]
Π . (3.12)
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To proceed, one can use the fact that Π = − τeq βΠ ∂µu
µ [58]. At first order, for boost-invariant

Bjorken flow, since ∂µu
µ = 1/τ , this reduces to

ΠNS = −βΠ/τ , (3.13)

giving

Mnl,NS
bulk,14−moment =

1

3 τ T

[
m2Mn−1,l

eq −
(
1− 3c2

s

)
Mn+1,l

eq

]
. (3.14)

Total Navier-Stokes viscous correction

Finally, by adding the shear and bulk corrections to the equilibrium result and scaling by

the equilibrium moments, we obtain the following expression for the scaled moments in the

Navier-Stokes limit within the 14-moment approximation

Mnl,NS
14−moment = 1 +

1

15 τ T 2 γ(m̂)

[
Mn+2,l

eq − 3Mn,l+1
eq −m2Mn,l

eq

]
Mn,l

eq

+
1

3 τ T

[
m2Mn−1,l

eq −
(
1− 3c2

s

)
Mn+1,l

eq

]
Mn,l

eq

. (3.15)

3.2 Chapman-Enskog approximation

Navier-Stokes shear-viscous correction

In the Chapman-Enskog approximation one has the following shear viscous correction [58]

δfshear,CE =
βfeq

2(u · p)βπ
pµpνπµν , (3.16)

where βπ = β I
(1)
42 . Following a similar procedure as was used for the 14-moment approxima-

tion, ones find that, in the Navier-Stokes limit, the moments of the shear viscous correction

become

Mnl,NS
shear,CE =

ε+ P

15 τ γ(m̂) I
(1)
42

[
Mn+1,l

eq − 3Mn−1,l+1
eq −m2Mn−1,l

eq

]
, (3.17)

with I
(1)
42 given in eq. (3.5) and γ(m̂) given in eq. (2.9).

Navier-Stokes bulk-viscous correction

The bulk viscous correction in the Chapman-Enskog approximation can be written as [58]

δfbulk,CE = − βfeq

3(u · p)βΠ

[
m2 −

(
1− 3c2

s

)
(u · p)2

]
Π , (3.18)

which is precisely the same form as the 14-moment approximation and hence the moments

reduce to eq. (3.14).
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Total Navier-Stokes viscous correction

Adding the shear and bulk corrections to the equilibrium result and scaling by the equilibrium

moments, we obtain the following expression for the scaled moments in the Navier-Stokes limit

within the Chapman-Enskog approximation

Mnl,NS
CE = 1 +

ε+ P

15 τ γ(m̂) I
(1)
42

[
Mn+1,l

eq − 3Mn−1,l+1
eq −m2Mn−1,l

eq

]
Mn,l

eq

+
1

3 τ T

[
m2Mn−1,l

eq −
(
1− 3c2

s

)
Mn+1,l

eq

]
Mn,l

eq

. (3.19)

4 Results

The integral equation (2.30) can be solved iteratively for T (τ) and, once converged to the

desired accuracy, this solution can be used in eq. (2.27) to compute all moments. For the

iterative solution, we discretized T (τ) on a logarithmic grid in time with 4096 points. We

consider two cases: (a) holding the initial energy density, ε0, and initialization time, τ0, fixed,

while varying the initial momentum anisotropy, ξ0; and (b) holding the initial energy density,

ε0, and the initial momentum anisotropy, ξ0 fixed, while varying the initialization time, τ0.

These two scenarios allow us to assess whether or not forward and early-time (or pull-back)

attractors exist, respectively. In both cases, we hold the specific shear viscosity η̄ = η/s fixed

during the entire evolution.3

In both cases, the initial energy density used corresponds to a massive gas at a tempera-

ture of T0 = 1 GeV and the final evolution time was held fixed at τf = 100 fm/c. Additionally,

in both cases we iterated the integral equation for 200 iterations, which allowed for conver-

gence of the result to 8 digits at all proper times. For case (a), we used τ0 = 0.1 fm/c and,

for case (b), we used ξ0 = 0. We consider three constant masses of m = 0.2 GeV, m = 1

GeV, and m = 5 GeV. We note that we have explicitly checked that the small mass limit our

results converge to the conformal limit presented in ref. [20]. The RTA-MASSIVE-CUDA code

used to generate all results can be obtained using ref. [63].

4.1 General moments

In fig. 2 we present our first results for the scaled moments as a function of rescaled time

τ = τ/τeq, which correspond to varying the initial anisotropy while holding the initialization

time and initial temperature fixed using a constant mass of m = 0.2 GeV. The relaxation

time used depends on both the mass and temperature as detailed in eq. (2.8). The non-

solid lines are specific initial conditions initialized at τ0 = 0.1 fm/c with T0 = 1 GeV and

α0 = 1/
√

1 + ξ0 ∈ {0.12, 0.25, 0.5, 1, 2}. The solid black lines correspond to the attractor

solution, the solid red lines are the first-order 14-moment predictions in eq. (3.15), and the

3We consider a slight generalization of this initial condition in app. A.
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Figure 2. Scaled moments Mnl as a function of rescaled time for the case m = 0.2 GeV. The

non-solid lines are specific initial conditions initialized at τ0 = 0.1 fm/c with T0 = 1 GeV and α0 =

1/
√

1 + ξ0 ∈ {0.12, 0.25, 0.5, 1, 2}. The solid black lines correspond to the attractor solution, the solid

red lines are the first-order 14-moment predictions in eq. (3.15), and the solid green lines are the

first-order Chapman-Enskog predictions in eq. (3.19).

solid green lines are the first-order Chapman-Enskog predictions in eq. (3.19). To obtain the

two first-order curves, we evaluated eqs. (3.15) and eq. (3.19) using the temperature evolution

obtained from the exact solution. The attractor lines (black solid line) were obtained by

initializing the system at τ0 = 0.01 fm/c with a high-degree of momentum anisotropy of

α0 = 1/
√

1 + ξ0 = 0.1, corresponding to ξ0 = 99. We note that in this figure and similar

panel figures that follow, the fact that the scaled momentM 20 is equal to one at all times is

due to energy conservation and any deviations from one allow us to gauge the suitability of

the discretization used and the convergence of the iterative solution.

As can be seen from fig. 2, all moments collapse towards the first-order viscous hydrody-

namics predictions at late times, with lower-order moments typically converging more quickly

than higher-order moments. For the case of moments with l = 0, the two first-order schemes

Chapman-Enskog and 14-moment coincide identically. For moments with l ≥ 1, we find that,

for m = 0.2 GeV, the first-order Chapman-Enskog approximation form for the one-particle

distribution function performs better than the 14-moment approximation, particularly for

high-order moments. That said, it is important to emphasize that both fail at early times,
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Figure 3. Scaled moments Mnl as a function of rescaled time for the case m = 0.2 GeV.

The non-solid lines are specific initial conditions initialized with T0 = 1 GeV and ξ0 = 0 at

τ0 ∈ {0.01, 0.02, 0.04} fm/c. Line styles are the same as in fig. 2.

with the time scale for breakdown of each scheme becoming larger for higher-order moments.

As demonstrated in ref. [20], this continues to be the case if one includes second-order viscous

corrections, with only resummed dissipative schemes such as anisotropic hydrodynamics [64–

69] being able to more reliably describe the early-time features of all scaled moments (see in

particular the improved schemes introduced in refs. [39, 68]).

Considering earlier times, in fig. 2 we see that for all moments with l ≥ 1 there are

indications of a non-equilibrium attractor that extends to very early times. For the moments

with l = 0, however, we observe that, although the solutions tend towards the attractor,

the approach appears to be slower and there doesn’t seem to be a complete collapse of the

solutions as seen for l ≥ 1. Finally, we note that for higher-order moments, we see a very

rapid collapse to their respective attractors, indicating that the high-momentum region of the

one-particle distribution function quickly approaches a universal form. This is very similar

to what occurred in the conformal case [20, 68]. In those works it was noted that the reason

for the slow hydrodynamization of the l = 0 moments was due to a two-component form of

the exact one-particle distribution function, which includes free-streaming and thermalizing

components, with the former being highly squeezed along the pz axis but eventually decreasing
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Figure 4. Scaled moments Mnl as a function of rescaled time for the case m = 1 GeV. Initial

conditions and line styles are the same as in fig. 2.

in amplitude to a point that it becomes negligible.

In order to better understand whether an early-time attractor exists in this case, in fig. 3

we present the case of holding the initial anisotropy and temperature fixed while varying the

initialization time for, again, m = 0.2 GeV. In this figure, the non-solid lines are specific initial

conditions initialized with T0 = 1 GeV and ξ0 = 0 at τ0 ∈ {0.01, 0.02, 0.04} fm/c. The other

line styles are the same as in fig. 2. As can be see from figure, there clearly exists an early-time

attractor for all moments with l ≥ 1. In the moments with l = 0 we see a slower approach to

the attractor solution, however, the three specific solutions shown approach a semi-universal

result at fairly early times in the evolution. For moments with l ≥ 1 we observe that the rate

of approach of all specific solutions to the attractor are the same, being associated with the

free-streaming period of the evolution.

Turning next to figs. 4 and 5 we present the result of varying the initial anisotropy and

initialization times in the case that m = 1 GeV. As before, the initial temperature is held fixed

at T0 = 1 GeV meaning that, in this case, the temperature is always less than or equal to the

mass at all times. From these figures, we see again that there exists both a forward attractor

and a pull-back attractor for moments with l ≥ 1 and that moments with l = 0 have a slower

approach to their respective attractors. Despite this, the results are still semi-universal after
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Figure 5. Scaled moments Mnl as a function of rescaled time for the case m = 1 GeV. Initial

conditions and line styles are the same as in fig. 3.

a short time. With respect to the first-order hydrodynamical forms, we once again see that

for higher-order moments, the Chapman-Enskog form provides a more quantitatively reliable

asymptotic result than the 14-moment approximation for the higher-order moments, however,

both first-order results break down at early times as was seen previously.

Finally, in figs. 6 and 7 we present the result of varying the initial anisotropy and initial-

ization times in the case that m = 5 GeV. Once again, the initial temperature is held fixed

at T0 = 1 GeV. For this case the temperature is always small compared to the mass scale.

From these figures, we see again that there exists both a forward attractor and a pull-back

attractor for l ≥ 1. Similar to the other cases, we find that moments with l = 0 don’t seem

to possess early-time attractors and, based on fig. 7, we see that not even a partial collapse of

the different initialization times occurs until around τ/τeq ∼ 3. However, we still see a rapid

collapse to an attractor for all moments with l ≥ 1. In particular, we call attention to the

panel showing M 01, which is equal to the ratio of the longitudinal pressure, PL, divided by

the equilibrium longitudinal pressure, Peq,L = P . A similar collapse of PL/P was reported in

refs. [33, 39], where a conformal relaxation time was employed and a smaller mass of m = 0.2

GeV was considered. Here we have considered even larger masses of 1 and 5 GeV and reached

the same conclusion, namely that there is an attractor for PL/P and we have extended this
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Figure 6. Scaled moments Mnl as a function of rescaled time for the case m = 5 GeV. Initial

conditions and line styles are the same as in fig. 2.

conclusion to include all moments with l ≥ 1.

4.2 Bulk and shear viscous corrections

We now turn to extractions of the shear and bulk viscous corrections from the general moments

using eqs. (2.35) and (2.33), respectively. In fig. 8, we present the scaled shear viscous

correction π/P as a function of rescaled time τ/τeq. The top row shows the result of varying

the initial anisotropy and the bottom row shows the result of varying the initialization time.

These correspond to the same initializations shown in figs. 2 - 7. Columns from left to right

show the cases of m = 0.2, 1, and 5 GeV, respectively. The non-solid curves are specific runs

and the solid curve shows the first-order Navier-Stokes prediction given in eq. (3.9). As these

figures demonstrate, as the mass is increased, there no longer exists an early time collapse of

the solutions to a unique attractor curve and the solutions only fully collapse once one enters

the region describable by first-order viscous hydrodynamics.

We turn next to fig. 9 where we present the scaled bulk viscous correction Π/P (2.33) as

a function of rescaled time τ/τeq. The rows and columns are the same as in fig. 8. The non-

solid curves are specific runs and the solid curve shows the first-order Navier-Stokes prediction

given in eq. (3.13). As can be seen from the top row of this figure, only for the smallest mass

shown of 0.2 GeV do we see a semi-universal result at early times in the top row and, for the
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Figure 7. Scaled moments Mnl as a function of rescaled time for the case m = 5 GeV. Initial

conditions and line styles are the same as in fig. 3.

largest mass of 5 GeV, we only see signs of a collapse to a semi-universal curve just prior to the

onset of the applicability of first-order hydrodynamics. The bottom row of this figure shows

that if one reduces the initialization time while holding the initial temperature fixed, there

is no early-time attractor and, on top of that, even the late time Navier-Stokes result is not

unique. This should be contrasted with fig. 8 where one sees that the late-time Navier-Stokes

results for the non-conformal shear collapse to a single line. Interestingly, as can be seen from

the bottom row of fig. 9, as the mass is increased, the late-time Navier-Stokes curves begin to

collapse to a unique curve, however, there is no indication of a unique early-time attractor.

In order to put the results for the scaled shear and scaled bulk corrections in a more

easily comparable form, in fig. 10 we present both in the same panels so that the magnitude

of the non-universal behavior can be visualized. In this figure, the black solid lines are the

scaled shear correction. and the red dashed lines are the scaled bulk correction. The rows

and columns are the same as in fig. 8. As the bottom right panel, in particular, demonstrates,

there is a non-trivial cancellation between the shear and the bulk corrections even when the

magnitude of the bulk correction is relatively large.

Finally, as was observed in refs. [33, 39], a cancellation of the non-universal features of

the scaled shear and bulk corrections occurs, resulting in a universal attractor for the scaled
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Figure 8. Scaled shear viscous correction π/P from eq. (2.35) as a function of rescaled time τ/τeq.

The top row shows the result of varying the initial anisotropy and the bottom row shows the result

of varying the initialization time. These correspond to the same initializations shown in figs. 2 - 7.

Columns from left to right show the cases of m = 0.2, 1, and 5 GeV, respectively. The non-solid curves

are specific runs and the solid curve shows the first-order Navier-Stokes prediction given in eq. (3.9).
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Figure 9. Scaled bulk viscous correction Π/P from eq. (2.33) as a function of rescaled time τ/τeq.

The rows and columns are the same as in fig. 8. The non-solid curves are specific runs and the solid

curve shows the first-order Navier-Stokes prediction given in eq. (3.13).

longitudinal pressure, PL/P = M 01
which can be clearly see in figs. 2 - 7. Such a can-

cellation occurs in all moments with l ≥ 1 as these figures demonstrate implying that the

high-momentum part of the distribution quickly approaches a universal form. This observa-
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Figure 10. Scaled shear and bulk viscous corrections from eqs. (2.35) and (2.33), respectively, as

a function of rescaled time τ/τeq. The black solid lines are the scaled shear correction. and the red

dashed lines are the scaled bulk correction. The rows and columns are the same as in fig. 8.

tion is once again in accordance with the finding of refs. [33, 39], where they presented plots

of the scaled-time evolution of the full one-particle distribution function.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have confirmed and extended prior works that studied whether or not

attractors exist in non-conformal kinetic theory. We did this by making use of an exact

solution of the boost-invariant Boltzmann equation in relaxation time approximation. This

exact solution is expressed in terms of an integral equation that can be solved numerically

by the method of iteration and we derived an integral expression for general moments that

allowed us to obtain their time evolution after having solved for the time evolution of the

system’s temperature. Associated with this paper we have released the code used for our

studies as a publicly available package [63]. Using this method, we studied the time evolution

of a large set of integral moments of the one-particle distribution function, varying both the

initial momentum-space anisotropy and initialization time, while holding the initial energy

density fixed. We considered three different values of the mass and our main results are

presented in figs. 2 - 7. From the time evolution of the general moments, we were able to

compute the exact time evolution of both the shear and bulk viscous corrections to the one-

particle distribution function and we presented these in figs. 8 - 10, where we compared them

to their corresponding expressions at leading-order in the gradient expansion.

Our conclusions from this study are consistent with those found by the authors of

refs. [33, 39], namely that there exists both late- and early-time attractors for the scaled
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longitudinal pressure PL/P , while these do not exist separately for the shear and bulk vis-

cous corrections. In terms of the moments, this is manifested in the fact that moments with

l = 0 for the n values considered herein (n ≤ 3), do not seem to possess an early-time at-

tractor. In order to assess the approach to the late-time hydrodynamic attractor, we derived

expressions for the viscosity-corrected one-particle distribution function to leading order in the

gradient expansion (Navier-Stokes limit) within both the 14-moment and Chapman-Enskog

approximations. We found that, for small masses, the first-order Chapman-Enskog form was

quantitatively more reliable at late times than the 14-moment approximation, particularly for

higher-order moments; however, for larger masses, the two approximations resulted in quan-

titatively similar results when compared to the exact solutions. Finally, in order to connect

to standard viscous hydrodynamics corrections, we extracted the time evolution of both the

shear and bulk viscous corrections from the exact solution. One new observation on this front

is contained in fig. 9, where it can be seen that the bulk viscous correction at first-order in

gradients does not collapse in the late-time, Navier-Stokes, limit.

As to the practical implications of our results we note that, in the conformal case ref. [16]

demonstrated that even the l = 0 moments possessed a universal forward attractor and that

this implied that there was an attractor for the full one-particle distribution function. In

the non-conformal case, the authors of Ref. [39] presented results for the full one-particle

distribution function, finding that apart from slower convergence to the attractor at very low

longitudinal momentum, it exhibited attractor behavior as well. Although their study was

restricted to a conformal relaxation time, our work indicates that the same conclusion would

be reached with a non-conformal relaxation time.

Finally, as to the implications for heavy-ion phenomenology, it has been shown that in

the conformal case the existence of a longitudinal pressure attractor can be used, e.g. to

constrain the initial energy density of the QGP [70] and electromagnetic emissions [71]. Since

the arguments therein only rely on their being a longitudinal pressure attractor, it seems

that they would go through unchanged. Our results, at worst, indicate that may be some

additional uncertainty associated with such treatments if, in the future, they were to rely

on attractors existing also in the case l = 0. Because of this, the overarching idea to use

attractors in this manner would still be sound. This is due to the fact that, when considering

the forward attractor with phenomenologically relevant initialization times, e.g. 0.1 fm/c,

we still see a universal collapse to the forward attractor for all moments with l 6= 0 and a

semi-universal collapse for the moments with l = 0 (see e.g. figs. 2). This semi-universality

would introduce a small degree of uncertainty in the conclusions compared to the conformal

case, but would not make this a useless exercise.

Looking to the future, it would be very interesting to see if the conclusions contained

herein can be extended to the case of a quasiparticle Boltzmann gas with temperature-

dependent masses. Such a picture underpins quasiparticle anisotropic hydrodynamics and

allows it to make use of a realistic non-conformal equation of state [43, 72–75]. It will also be

interesting to see if these findings are modified if one includes the effect of dynamical 2+1D

and 3+1D expansion [13] and thermal noise [76]. We leave these considerations to future
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works.

Acknowledgments

We thank Chandrodoy Chattopadhyay and Ulrich Heinz for discussions. H.A. was sup-

ported by the Deanship of Scientific Research at Umm Al-Qura University under Grant

Code 22UQU4331035DSR01. M.S. was supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office

of Science, Office of Nuclear Physics under Award No. DE-SC0013470.

A Generalized initial condition

In this appendix we present results obtained using the generalized spheroidal initial condition

introduced in ref. [39]

f0(w, pT ) =
1

γ0
exp

[
−
√

(p · u)2 + ξ0(p · z)2

Λ0

]
, (A.1)

where γ0 allows us to independently vary the initial shear and bulk corrections. Since there

are now three independent parameters to vary, we consider here varying all of them simulta-

neously, while holding the initial energy density fixed to that of an isotropic equilibrium gas

with m = 1 GeV and T0 = 1 GeV. In figs. 11 and 12 we present the evolution of the scaled

moments and viscous corrections resulting from such a scan. As these figures demonstrate,

as with the spheroidal initial conditions used in the main body of the text, there does not

seem to be a pull-back attractor for moments with l = 0 nor the viscous corrections π and Π,

while both forward and pull-back attractors are still evident for all moments with l 6= 0.
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