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Abstract. The adiabatic hydrodynamization framework [1, 2] is a promis-
ing framework within which to describe and characterize pre-hydrodynamic
attractors in a model-independent fashion. Using this framework, we define
a procedure to identify a time-dependent change in coordinates which reveals
a dynamical reduction in the number of active degrees of freedom. Applying
this procedure to the kinetic theory of a Bjorken-expanding gas of gluons in the
small angle elastic scattering limit, we are able to intuitively explain the self-
similar evolution of the gluon distribution function long before the applicability
of hydrodynamics, as well as the loss of memory of its initial condition.

Describing the far-from-equilibrium evolution of quark-gluon plasma (QGP) prior to the
applicability of a hydrodynamic description is vital to understanding how the matter produced
in relativistic nuclear collisions then rapidly acquires the features of a hydrodynamic fluid.
Studies of this pre-hydrodynamic stage using various methods, including classical field simu-
lations, kinetic theory, and holography, have discovered the existence of “attractor" solutions
to various simplified theories, as reviewed in Ref. [3]. That is, the hydrodynamizing plasma
is characterized by a rapid loss of sensitivity to the initial condition as it is driven towards a
preferred region of phase space whose subsequent evolution can be characterized by a small
number of quantities, far fewer than are needed to describe the myriad possible initial con-
ditions that are all driven to the same attractor. In the context of QCD kinetic theory under
Bjorken flow, provided the coupling is sufficiently weak, this has been understood through the
presence of universal scaling in the evolution of gluon and quark distribution functions. For
example, in the first stage of the bottom-up thermalization scenario [4], the gluon distribution
function takes the self-similar form

f (p, τ) = ταwS

(
p⊥τ−β, pzτ

−γ
)

(1)

where α = −2/3, β = 0, and γ = 1/3 are called scaling exponents. It was recently found [5]
that in QCD effective kinetic theory (EKT), a more general embodiment of this pre-thermal
scaling form holds prior to relaxation onto Eqn. (1), namely

f (p, τ) = τα(τ)wS

(
p⊥τ−β(τ), pzτ

−γ(τ)
)
. (2)

In this “pre-scaling regime”, the scaling exponents are time dependent, but knowledge of the
few scaling exponents still suffices to describe the evolution of the full state of the system.
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In Ref. [1], the Adiabatic Hydrodynamization (AH) framework was introduced as a means
to explain intuitively how and why rapidly Bjorken-expanding QGP loses sensitivity to all but
a small number of degrees of freedom. The AH hypothesis is that there exists a description of
EKT dynamics that is analogous to Schrödinger time evolution with an effective Hamiltonian
in which a small number of the lowest-“energy" modes are long-lived, while higher-“energy"
modes quickly die away. This framework has been applied to the over-occupied limit of
the small-angle scattering approximation and successfully explained the emergence of pre-
thermal scaling [2]. In this work, we will relax the assumptions made in Ref. [2], in so doing
demonstrating the robustness and generalizability of the AH framework.

1 Adiabaticity and Scaling

We shall consider a homogeneous Bjorken-expanding gas of interacting gluons described in
kinetic theory by the Boltzmann equation

∂

∂τ
f (p⊥, pz, τ) −

pz

τ

∂

∂pz
f (p⊥, pz, τ) = −C[ f (p⊥, pz, τ)] . (3)

The gluon distribution function f = f (p⊥, pz, τ) can always be written in the form

f (p⊥, pz, τ) = A(τ)w
(

p⊥
B(τ)

,
pz

C(τ)
, τ

)
= A(τ)w(ζ, ξ, τ) , (4)

where A(τ), B(τ), and C(τ) are time-dependent momentum rescalings. In principle, f can be
written in this form for any choice of A, B,C, but in the scaling regime there exists a choice
that eliminates the explicit time dependence in w, and the first derivatives of these scales,

α ≡
τ

A
∂A
∂τ
, β ≡ −

τ

B
∂B
∂τ
, γ ≡ −

τ

C
∂C
∂τ
, (5)

can then be interpreted as scaling exponents.
Using this form, we can recast the Boltzmann equation into the form

−∂yw = Heffw (6)

(where y ≡ log τ/τ0 is a convenient choice of time variable) because it turns the Boltzmann
equation into a pseudo-Schrödinger equation in which Heff is an operator that we will call
the “effective Hamiltonian". This operator will in general be a non-Hermitian and highly
non-linear operator, but nonetheless we can understand the rescaled evolution equation (6)
via the analogy with quantum mechanics. The presence of the sign -1 (rather than the usual
i) in this pseudo-Schrödinger equation has the important consequence that it allows us to
identify the long-lived degrees of freedom of the system as the lowest energy mode(s) of the
effective Hamiltonian. Specifically, if we express the rescaled state w of the system as a linear
combination of instantaneous eigenstates |n(y)⟩R of Heff with eigenvalues ϵn(y),

w(t) =
∑

n

an(y) |n(y)⟩R =
∑

n

ãn(y)e−
∫ y

dy′(ϵn(y′) |n(y)⟩R , (7)

one can show that the contribution to the superposition coming from all but the lowest-
eigenvalue states decays as ∼ e−ϵny if the evolution is adiabatic. That is, if

∂y log
ãn

ãm
≪ |ϵn(y) − ϵm(y)| . (8)



The lowest-eigenvalue states can then be identified as long-lived modes. If the system is close
enough to the ground state |0⟩R of Heff , the condition (8) is approximately equivalent to [1]

δn
A =

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ⟨n|L ∂y |0⟩Rϵn − ϵ0

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≪ 1 . (9)

If ∂y |0⟩R = 0, meaning that δn
A = 0, the adiabaticity condition (9) is satisfied strictly; in

this case, if w has reached its ground state it is independent of τ, and this condition is strictly
equivalent to scaling. The condition (9) as written makes precise the notion of |0⟩R, the ground
state of Heff , changing slowly and adiabatically; when this condition is satisfied, approximate
scaling is obtained. In this way, the AH picture provides an intuitive understanding of how
and why attractors arise and of their subsequent evolution in those kinetic theories to which
it applies. In the next Section, we take advantage of this picture by identifying an appropriate
choice of rescalings A(y), B(y),C(y) to minimize δn

A, maximizing adiabaticity. In so doing,
we shall demonstrate that the AH picture applies more broadly than was known previously
and illuminate the underlying rescaled attractor behavior.

2 Adiabaticity in the Pre-Thermal Attractor

In our work [6], we apply this framework to QCD EKT in the small-angle scattering limit,
and consider only elastic scatterings; in this limit the collision kernel is [7, 8]

C[ f ] = −
(
g4

s N2
c

4π

)
log

(
pUV

pIR

) [
Ia[ f ]∇2

p f + Ib[ f ]∇p ·

(
p
p

(1 + f ) f
)]
, (10)

where

Ia ≡

∫
d3 p

(2π)3 f (1 + f ), Ib ≡

∫
d3 p

(2π)3

2
p

f . (11)

We take the UV cutoff pUV to be B(y) since this should represent the typical momentum scale,
and take the IR cutoff pIR to be the Debye mass mD =

√
2Ncg2

s Ib. We neglect for convenience
the term proportional to Ib f 2 in C[ f ]. This kinetic theory is a generalization of Ref. [2] in
that we include all terms included in that work, plus the term proportional to Ib∇ · p̂ f . Upon
casting f into the rescaled form (4), we find the effective Hamiltonian

Heff = α + βζ∂ζ + (γ − 1)ξ∂ξ − q
[

1
B2

(
1
ζ
∂ζ + ∂

2
ζ

)
+

1
C2 ∂

2
ξ

]
−
λ

p

(
2 + ζ∂ζ + ξ∂ξ

)
. (12)

Let us also make for convenience the approximation p ≈ p⊥ = Bζ. Assuming an appropriate
choice of time-dependent rescalings, the system’s evolution can be approximately expressed
in terms of a convenient set of left and right basis states,

ψ(R)
i j = pi(ζ)q j(ξ)e−(ξ

2/2+ζ), ψ(L)
i j = pi(ζ)q j(ξ), (13)

allowing us to write the effective Hamiltonian in matrix form,

Hik
jl = ⟨ψ

L
i j|H|ψ

R
kl⟩ =

∫
d2ζdξ
(2π)3 ψ

L
i jHψ

R
kl (14)

Given this matrix form of Heff , we can at each time solve for its instantaneous eigenstates and
eigenvalues. Let us then choose B(y),C(y) at each point so as to minimize ⟨∂y |0⟩R |∂y |0⟩R⟩,
and choose A(y) to set the ground state energy to zero. This differs from the work done in
Ref. [2] in that here no analytic expressions for the eigenstates are known, and adiabaticity is
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Figure 1: In these two panels, we display the results from three different calculations of
the time evolution of the scaling exponents α, β and γ, all starting from the same initial
conditions. The dashed curves in both panels show scaling exponents calculated numerically
in Ref. [2] by averaging exponents extracted from moments of the Boltzmann equation, along
the lines first done in Ref. [5]. The left panel is taken from Ref. [2]; the solid curves in
this panel show scaling exponents found via a less generic variant of the adiabatic picture
that applies only in a kinetic theory with a simpler version of the Fokker-Planck collision
kernel than that we have used in this work. The solid curves in the right panel are the result
of our calcualtion. They show the evolution of the scaling exponents found by optimizing
adiabaticity at every time step via the procedure described in the text.

not exactly satisfied. However, both here and in Ref. [2], the adiabatic framework is able to
reproduce scaling exponents found by calculating moments of the Boltzmann equation; this
is shown in Fig. 1. Our results, illustrated by the solid curves in the right panel of Fig. 1,
demonstrate that the AH picture provides a quantitative description of the pre-hydrodynamic
attractor in a more general kinetic theory, which has required us to optimize adiabaticity in a
context in which it is not guaranteed.

AH is a promising framework for intuitively explaining how and why scaling and attrac-
tor behavior arises long before hydrodynamization. In this work we have demonstrated the
robustness of the connection between pre-thermal scaling behavior and adiabatic hydrody-
namization, generalizing its applicability. The AH setup used in these proceedings has the re-
maining limitation of assuming p ≈ p⊥, which prevents the use of this setup once the system
begins to isotropize. In upcoming work [6], we will expand the application of this framework
to a yet more general scenario, allowing us to reproduce the scaling seen in every phase of
the bottom-up scenario [4], connecting the early-time scaling behavior to hydrodynamization
seamlessly, with the entire evolution described adiabatically.
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