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We study the one-dimensional boost-invariant Boltzmann equation in the relaxation-time approx-
imation using special moments of the distribution function for a system with a finite particle mass.
The infinite hierarchy of moments can be truncated by keeping only the three lowest moments that
correspond to the three independent components of the energy-momentum tensor. We show that
such a three-moment truncation reproduces accurately the exact solution of the kinetic equation
after a simple renormalization that takes into account the effects of the neglected higher moments.
We derive second-order Israel-Stewart hydrodynamic equations from the three-moment equations,
and show that, for most physically relevant initial conditions, these equations yield results com-
parable to those of the three-moment truncation, albeit less accurate. We attribute this feature
to the fact that the structure of Israel-Stewart equations is similar to that of the three-moment
truncation. In particular, the presence of the relaxation term in the Israel-Stewart equations, yields
an early-time regime that mimics approximately the collisionless regime. A detailed comparison
of the three-moment truncation with second-order non-conformal hydrodynamics reveals ambigui-
ties in the definition of second-order transport coefficients. These ambiguities affect the ability of
Israel-Stewart hydrodynamics to reproduce results of kinetic theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider a fluid of massive parti-
cles that mimics the matter created in the collision of
heavy nuclei at high energy. The matter is rapidly ex-
panding along the collision axis (the z-axis), and we as-
sume that this longitudinal expansion is invariant under
Lorentz boosts in the z-direction (so-called Bjorken sym-
metry [1]). We also assume that the matter distribution
is uniform in the transverse directions, i.e., in the plane
transverse to the collision axis. The problem is thus re-
duced to a 1+1 dimensional problem amenable to a very
detailed analysis. Our main interest is to understand,
within the framework of kinetic theory, the transition
between the early-time behavior of the system, which is
essentially collisionless, and the late time dominated by
collisions that lead eventually to the hydrodynamic be-
havior. There have been recently many studies of sim-
ilar systems (for recent reviews see [2–4] and references
therein, and for works more directly related to the present
study see [5–17]). This paper may be seen as an exten-
sion, to the case of massive particles, of a series of works
on systems of massless particles by two of the authors of
the present paper [6, 7, 12, 14]. It was shown in particu-
lar that, in the massless case, the dynamics is controlled
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by two fixed points of a nonlinear differential equation,
each fixed point being associated to a well identified dy-
namics: a fixed point characterizing the collisionless, free-
streaming motion of the particles, and the hydrodynamic
fixed point. In fact, as we shall recall in this paper, the
collisionless regime is itself governed by two fixed points,
referred to as stable and unstable. The relevant one is
the stable fixed point, which under the collisions, evolves
slowly towards the hydrodynamic fixed point at late time.
As in [14], we define the “attractor solution” as the par-
ticular solution that joins these two fixed points. This
solution represents approximately the evolution of the
stable free-streaming fixed point under the effect of the
collisions. All solutions eventually converge to this at-
tractor, sooner or later, depending on the initial condi-
tions. The vicinity of each of the two fixed points is easily
described either by a perturbation theory near the col-
lisionless fixed point, or the Navier-Stokes hydrodynam-
ics near the hydrodynamic fixed point. It is important
to realise that, as emphasized in [14], Israel-Stewart-like
conformal hydrodynamic theories capture the influence
of the collisionless fixed point, albeit only approximately.
This is the reason why Israel-Stewart like theories, when
applied to Bjorken flow, seemingly work well even when
extended into the collisionless regime, that is beyond the
range of validity of hydrodynamics. In fact, it was found
that a simple renormalization of a second-order trans-
port coefficient in such theories is sufficient to make them
capable of reproducing accurately the results of kinetic
theory [14].

The analysis of [6, 7, 12, 14] is based on special mo-
ments that take into account the angular distortions of
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the momentum distribution. These moments do not al-
low to reproduce the details of the momentum distri-
bution, but are sufficient to account for the independent
components of the energy-momentum tensor. In the case
of massless particles, the energy-momentum tensor has
only two components, the energy density and the differ-
ence between the longitudinal and the transverse pres-
sures. When particles are massive, an additional degree
of freedom appears, which is the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor. We need therefore three moments
to describe the system, three moments that turn out
to be simple linear combinations of hydrodynamic fields,
namely the energy density, and the shear and bulk pres-
sures. Although these moments obey equations that be-
long to infinite hierarchies of coupled equations, as was
shown in [12], the truncation that consists in keeping only
those equations that involve the hydrodynamic fields are
sufficient to obtain a quantitative description of the evo-
lution of the system. This is due to the specific fixed-
point structure of the collisionless regime that we have
recalled earlier, which is to some extent reproduced in
Israel-Stewart hydrodynamics. As we shall see in this pa-
per, the fixed-point structure identified in the collisionless
regime for the moments is unaffected by the mass1.

This paper bears some similarity with Refs. [16, 17, 21–
23]. Our analysis confirms some of the conclusions of [16,
17] where an ‘early-time attractor’ was shown to emerge
in the longitudinal pressure in kinetic theory, driven by
the fast longitudinal expansion. This feature emerges
naturally from our moment equations, as a consequence
of a specific decoupling of one set of moments from the
other set. We discuss this in Section IV A of the present
paper, where the fixed-point structure of the moment
set associated with the longitudinal pressure is analyzed.
However, we differ in our analysis from Refs. [22, 23],
where fixed points are looked for within the second-order
hydrodynamic flows. In our analysis, the essential fixed
points are associated with distinct physical regimes, the
collisionless and the hydrodynamic regimes, and we are
mainly concerned with the transition from one regime to
the other.

This paper is organised as follows. The next Section II
reviews the basic formalism. We extend the definition
of the moments of the distribution function that were
introduced in the massless case, and introduce a new
set of moments needed to account for the non-vanishing
trace of the energy-momentum tensor in the massive case.
Equations of motion for these moments are obtained in
the relaxation-time approximation for the collision inte-
gral. In the following short Section III we show how
generic properties of the collisionless regime are recov-
ered in terms of moments, and provide a first indication

1 The fixed-point structure that emerges in hydrodynamic equa-
tions [17] does not agree with the fixed-point structure in kinetic
theory for the choice of the second-order transport coefficients
obtained in [18, 19]. See Sections IV and V C, and Ref. [20] for
discussion on this issue.

on the free-streaming fixed points that play an important
role in our analysis. The Section IV is the main section
of the paper. There we show how the main results of
the massless case can be extended to the massive case.
In particular, we consider a simple three-moment trun-
cation where one keeps only those moments that identify
with hydrodynamic fields. We show how a simple renor-
malization of these three-moment equations allows us to
reproduce accurately the attractor of the exact kinetic
equation. In Section V, we show that the three-moment
equations contain viscous hydrodynamics as a limiting
case and we match the results to those of second-order hy-
drodynamics via a simple implementation of a Chapman-
Enskog expansion. We underline ambiguities that arise
in defining transport coefficients of second-order hydro-
dynamics. The final Section VI summarises our conclu-
sions. Appendix A contains details on the numerical im-
plementation. The roles of the mass and the anisotropy
of the initial distribution are discussed in Appendix B.
We provide the details on the Chapman-Enskog expan-
sion in Appendix C. The coefficients of gradient series
generated from moment equations and from second-order
hydrodynamics are compared in Appendix D.

II. KINETIC DESCRIPTION OF GAS OF
MASSIVE PARTICLES

We consider a fluid of particles of mass m undergoing
Bjorken flow along the z direction [1]. The symmetry
of the system implies that the single-particle distribu-
tion function f depends on space-time solely through the
proper time τ =

√
t2 − z2, and obeys the kinetic equation

[24] (
∂

∂τ
− pz

τ

∂

∂pz

)
f(τ, p) = C[f(τ, p)], (1)

where C[f ] denotes the collision integral. In the
relaxation-time approximation (RTA) Eq. (1) becomes(

∂

∂τ
− pz

τ

∂

∂pz

)
f(τ, p) = −f(τ, p)− feq(p0/T )

τR
, (2)

where τR denotes the relaxation time. In the present
work, we assume that τR is constant, independent of
time.

The equilibrium distribution in the r.h.s. of Eq. (2) is

a function of p0/T , where p0 =
√
m2 + p2 is the energy

of a particle with momentum p, and the temperature T is
determined from the requirement that the energy density
be the same whether calculated with the true distribu-
tion function f(τ, p) or with the equilibrium distribution
feq(p0/T ) (Landau matching condition). In this work,
we do not introduce any chemical potential that could
be associated to a conserved current.

The solution of the kinetic Eq. (2) exhibits generically
two regimes: a collisionless regime when τ � τR and
a collision-dominated (or hydrodynamic) regime at late
times, τ � τR. When the mass is chosen to be constant,
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as it is in the present paper, an unphysical regime may
be reached at late time. Indeed the equilibrium distri-
bution function feq, as well as all thermodynamic func-
tions, are functions of the ratio m/T . Since the tempera-
ture decreases as the system expands, this ratio becomes
eventually very large, and the particles become effectively
non-relativistic. One could correct for this unsatisfactory
behavior by introducing a thermal mass proportional to
the temperature [25–30]. This is however beyond the
scope of the present paper. We shall explore here only
situations where this peculiar regime is pushed to very
late times, of no relevance to the physics that we want to
discuss2.

A. General relations

The energy-momentum tensor can be obtained from
the single-particle distribution function as3

Tµν =

∫
p

pµpν

p0
f(τ, p) . (3)

Because of the Bjorken symmetry, this tensor has only
three independent components, the energy density ε(τ),
the longitudinal pressure PL, and the transverse pressure
PT , where

ε =

∫
p

p0 f(τ, p),

PL(τ) =

∫
p

p2
z

p0
f(τ, p),

PT (τ) =
1

2

∫
p

p2
⊥
p0

f(τ, p). (4)

The Landau matching condition mentioned above trans-
lates into the equation

ε =

∫
p

p0 f(τ, p) =

∫
p

p0 feq(p0/T (τ)), (5)

which determines the effective temperature T (τ) as a
function of time. The trace of the energy-momentum
tensor can be obtained by using the above equations:

Tµµ = ε− PL − 2PT = m2

∫
p

1

p0
f(τ, p). (6)

As the last equality shows, Tµµ is non vanishing if m 6= 0.
At equilibrium, PL = PT = P , where P is the equilibrium
pressure. The trace of the energy-momentum tensor is
then (Tµµ )eq = ε− 3P .

2 A thorough mathematical discussion of this regime has been re-
ported recently in [23].

3 Notation: ∫
p
≡

∫
d3p

(2π)3
.

Instead of using the variables ε, PL, and PT to rep-
resent the energy-momentum tensor, it is customary, for
systems close to local equilibrium, i.e., in the hydrody-
namic regime, to use instead the bulk (Π) and shear (φ)
pressures. These are defined as follows

PT = P + Π + φ/2, PL = P + Π− φ,

φ =
2

3
(PT − PL), P + Π =

1

3
(PL + 2PT ), (7)

where P , the equilibrium pressure, is related to the en-
ergy density by an equation of state, P = P (ε). In this
work we use the equation of state of an ideal classical gas
(with Boltzmann statistics). In terms of the distribution
function, these quantities are given by

P + Π =
1

3

∫
p

p2

p0
f(τ, p),

φ = −2

3

∫
p

1

p0

(
p2
z −

p2
⊥
2

)
f(τ, p), (8)

with

P =
1

3

∫
p

p2

p0
feq(p0/T ),

Π =
1

3

∫
p

p2

p0
(f(τ, p)− feq(p0/T )) . (9)

B. Sets of special moments

One can also express ε, PL, PT in terms of Ln-
moments, defined generally by [6, 7]

Ln ≡
∫
p

p0 P2n(cosψ) f(τ, p), ∀n ≥ 0 (10)

where cosψ ≡ pz/p0 = vz is the velocity of a constituent
projected along the z-axis, and P2n is the Legendre poly-
nomial of order 2n. Note that the integrand is even in
pz → −pz. The first two Ln-moments are

L0 =

∫
p

p0 f(τ, p) = ε , (11a)

L1 =

∫
p

p0 P2(cosψ) f(τ, p)

=
1

2

∫
p

1

p0
(3p2

z − p2
0) f(τ, p) =

3

2
PL −

ε

2
. (11b)

As is clear from these equations, the energy density ε and
the longitudinal pressure PL can be expressed in terms
of these two moments

ε = L0, PL =
1

3
(L0 + 2L1) . (12)

The transverse pressure involves in addition the trace of
the energy-momentum tensor

PT =
1

3

(
L0 − L1 −

3

2
Tµµ

)
, (13)
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which cannot be expressed solely in terms of the Ln-
moments. This involves another type of moments, which
we define as

Mn ≡ m2

∫
p

1

p0
P2n(cosψ) f(τ, p), ∀n ≥ 0. (14)

These moments Mn vanish when m = 0. The moment
M0 is equal to the trace of the energy-momentum tensor:

M0 = m2

∫
p

1

p0
f(τ, p) = Tµµ = ε− PL − 2PT . (15)

It follows that the fluid energy-momentum tensor of sys-
tems undergoing Bjorken flow can be written in terms
of the three moments L0,L1, and M0. Note that the
equilibrium value of the M0-moment is

Meq
0 = (Tµµ )eq = −2Leq

1 = ε− 3P 6= 0. (16)

Note also the relations

P + Π =
1

3
(L0 −M0) , φ = −2

3

(
L1 +

M0

2

)
, (17)

and more generally

Ln −Mn =

∫
p

p2

p0
P2n(cosψ) f(τ, p). (18)

In the massless case, the moments Ln with n ≥ 1 van-
ish for a spherically symmetric f(τ, p). They thus have
a simple geometrical interpretation, as their values re-
flect the deviation of the momentum distribution from a
spherical shape. This is no longer the case in the massive
case, as the moments Ln acquire a nonzero value even for
a spherical distribution, such as the equilibrium distribu-
tion function. This may be traced back to the fact that,
in the definition (10), cosψ denotes the projection of the
velocity on the z axis, and this takes values smaller than
one when m 6= 0. Thus the angular integration is not
“complete” (the complete momentum integration would
involve cos θ = pz/|p| instead of cosψ = pz/p0 = vz). To
illustrate this point, consider the moment L1. We have,
starting from the definition (10),

L1 =

∫
p

p0 P2(cosψ) f(τ, p)

=
1

2

∫
p

p0

(
3
p2
z

p2
0

− 1

)
f(τ, p)

=
1

2

∫
p

p0

(
3
p2
z

p2

(
1− m2

p2
0

)
− 1

)
f(τ, p)

=

∫
p

p0P2(cos θ) f(τ, p)− 3m2

2

∫
p

1

p0
cos2 θ f(τ, p)

= L̂1 −
3m2

2

∫
p

1

p0
cos2 θ f(τ, p). (19)

In going from the first line to the last, we have moved
from an integration over ψ to an integration over θ.

Clearly the moment L̂1 in the last line vanishes for a
spherical distribution: it plays the same role as the mo-
ment L1 in the massless case, as measuring the angular
distortion of the momentum (velocity) distribution. In
equilibrium, this contribution vanishes. The entire con-
tribution to L1 comes then from the second term and we
recover the result Leq

1 = −(1/2)Meq
0 already mentioned

in Eq. (16). The choice of the moments Ln’s, as defined
in Eq. (10), is motivated by the fact that these moments
obey nearly the same equations in the massless and the
massive cases, as we shall see shortly.

In kinetic theory, the positivity of the pressures and of
the trace of the energy-momentum tensor entails several
bounds on the various moments [16, 17]:

L1

L0
+

3

2

M0

L0
≤ 1 ,

L1

L0
≥ −1

2
, 0 ≤ M0

L0
≤ 1 . (20)

These bounds should be satisfied, in particular, by the
initial conditions. They should also be preserved during
the evolution. However, we shall see that some of them
may be violated when approximations are made, in par-
ticular in some truncation of the moment equations, or
in the context of Israel-Stewart hydrodynamics.

C. Equations for the L-moments and the
M-moments

By using well-known relations among the Legendre
polynomials and the definition (10) of L-moments, one
can recast Eq. (2) into the following hierarchy of coupled
equations for the L-moments [7]:

∂L0

∂τ
=− 1

τ
(a0L0 + c0L1) , (21a)

∂Ln
∂τ

=− 1

τ
(anLn + bnLn−1 + cnLn+1)− (Ln − Leq

n )

τR
,

(21b)

where the coefficients an, bn, cn are pure numbers given
by

an =
2(14n2 + 7n− 2)

(4n− 1)(4n+ 3)
,

bn =
(2n− 1)2n(2n+ 2)

(4n− 1)(4n+ 1)
,

cn =
(1− 2n)(2n+ 1)(2n+ 2)

(4n+ 1)(4n+ 3)
. (22)

These coefficients satisfy two important relations, valid
for any n

an + bn + cn = 2 , (23a)

anAn + bnAn−1 + cnAn+1 = An , (23b)

where

An = P2n(0) = (−1)n
(2n− 1)!!

(2n)!!
. (24)
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Note that a0 = 4/3, b0 = 0, c0 = 2/3, and A0 = 1. As
we shall see in the next section, these relations determine
the behaviors of the moments at late and early times in
the collisionless regime.

In deriving the equation for L0 in Eq. (21a), we used
the Landau matching condition, Eq. (5), to eliminate the
collision term ∝ L0 − Leq

0 . The equation for Ln (n ≥ 1)
differs from the corresponding equation in the massless
case, by the presence of the term Leq

n 6= 0 in its right-
hand side, which forces the moment Ln to relax to its
equilibrium value Leq

n . This equilibrium value can be
computed using the equilibrium distribution, which is
known once the temperature, or equivalently the energy
density, is known. This introduces an explicit nonlinear-
ity in the equations, since all the equilibrium moments
depend implicitly on L0. However, the equations for the
Ln-moments constitute a closed system of equations that
can be solved, independently of the M moments, in or-
der to obtain in particular the evolution of the energy
density (ε) and of the longitudinal pressure (PL) using
Eq. (12).

In order to obtain the evolution for the transverse pres-
sure PT , we need the evolution of M0, Eq. (15). This
equation is part of an infinite set of coupled equations
for the M-moments which can be derived in the same
way as those for the L-moments, starting from Eqs. (2)
and using the definition (14). One gets

∂Mn

∂τ
=−1

τ
(a′nMn + b′nMn−1 + c′nMn+1)− (Mn−Meq

n )

τR
,

(25)
Here the coefficients a′n, b

′
n, c
′
n are real constants given by

a′n =
2(6n2 + 3n− 1)

(4n− 1)(4n+ 3)
,

b′n =
4n2(2n− 1)

(4n− 1)(4n+ 1)
,

c′n = − (2n+ 1)2(2n+ 2)

(4n+ 1)(4n+ 3)
. (26)

They satisfy relations analogous to the relations (22) and
valid for any n,

a′n + b′n + c′n = 0 , (27a)

a′nAn + b′nAn−1 + c′nAn+1 = An . (27b)

Note that in Eq. (27b), the coefficients An are the same
as in Eq. (24), in spite of the fact that a′n, b

′
n, c
′
n differ

from an, bn, cn.
In the collisionless regime (τR →∞) the equations for

the M-moments decouple from those of the L-moments.
The collisions introduce a coupling between the two sets
of moments, via the presence of the equilibrium moments
Meq

n in the right-hand side of Eq. (25), which depend on
the energy density. Thus, in the presence of collisions, the
equations for the M-moments can only be solved after
one has solved the equation for the L-moments, in order
to obtain in particular the energy density.

Note that the mass does not appear explicitly in any of
these moment equations. The mass enters only through
the equilibrium distribution, i.e., the equilibrium values
of the moments, e.g., Leq

1 = −(1/2)(ε−3P ), and through
the initial conditions (see the discussion in the next sec-
tion and in Appendix A).

III. THE COLLISIONLESS REGIME

At this point, we examine how the equations for the
moments describe the collisionless regime. In particular,
we recall the observation, thoroughly discussed in [12] in
the case of massless particles, that simple truncations of
the L-moment equations capture the most important as-
pects of the dynamics of the lowest moments. Since, as
we have already emphasized, the equations for the mo-
ments are independent of the mass of the particles, this
property remains true in the present case of massive par-
ticles. It is connected to a specific fixed-point structure
of the operators in the left-hand side of Eq. (1) that de-
scribes the collisionless regime.

Observe first that the behavior of the moments in the
free-streaming regime can be determined directly from
the solution of Eq. (1) in which one ignores the collision
term in the right-hand side (or equivalently let τR →∞).
Let fin(p⊥, pz) denote the distribution function at some
initial proper time τin. Without any loss in generality4

we may assume that this initial distribution is isotropic,
i.e., fin(p⊥, pz) depends only on p0 =

√
p2
⊥ + p2

z +m2.
The solution of the collisionless equations at any time
τ takes then the form ffs(τ ; p⊥, pz) = fin(p⊥, pz(τ/τin))
[24]. Thus, at late time, τ � τin, the distribution be-
comes peaked around pz = 0. On the other hand, at
early time, τ � τin, the distribution becomes elongated
along the z axis. These two solutions will be associated
later with two fixed points of the free-streaming motion.

A simple calculation allows us to determine the
leading-order behaviors of the moments at early and late
times, starting from an isotropic initial distribution, as
just mentioned. To be specific, let us consider the energy
density. This is given by

ε(τ) =

∫
p

(
m2 + p2

⊥ + p2
z

)1/2
fin(p⊥, pz(τ/τin)), (28)

or, after a simple change of variable, by

ε(τ) =
τin
τ

∫
p

(
m2 + p2

⊥ + p2
z(τ

2
in/τ

2)
)1/2

fin(p⊥, pz).

(29)

4 In the calculation of attractor solutions in the next section, we
shall be led to consider anisotropic initial distributions. These
may be seen as resulting from free-streaming evolution from
an earlier time of isotropic distributions, or equivalently from
squeezing the longitudinal momentum by a scale factor ξ playing
the same role as τ/τin, namely choosing fin(p0) = fin(p⊥, pzξ).
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It is then straightforward to show that the leading be-
haviors of ε(τ) at late and early times are, respectively,

ε(τ � τin) ∝ 1

τ
, ε(τ � τin) ∝ 1

τ2
. (30)

In the late-time regime, the factor 1/τ reflects the
expansion, the excitations carrying typical energy ≈√
p2
⊥ +m2. The extra factor of 1/τ at early time origi-

nates from the fact that the energy of the excitations is
dominated by their longitudinal momentum that scales
as 1/τ .

It is not difficult to see that the same reasoning leads
to the conclusion that all the Ln moments share the same
behavior as that of the energy density at early and late
times, namely

Ln(τ � τin) ∝ 1

τ
, Ln(τ � τin) ∝ 1

τ2
. (31)

When we apply the same analysis to the M-moments,
one finds instead the behaviors

Mn(τ � τin) ∝ 1

τ
, Mn(τ � τin) ∝ const. (32)

As we show now, the same behaviors are recovered
from a simple analysis of the coupled equations for the
moments. To proceed, we rewrite the equations for the
moments as linear homogeneous matrix equations (with
here t ≡ ln(τ/τin))

∂t ~L = −G~L, ∂t ~M = −H ~M, (33)

where ~L and ~M are vectors in the infinite-dimensional
spaces spanned by the Ln and Mn moments, respec-
tively, and G,H are tridiagonal matrices with constant
elements.

The equations for the Ln moments are identical to
those of the massless case and have been studied exten-
sively in [12]. Let us recall that there are two (and only
two) real eigenvalues, already well approximated by a
two-moment truncation (i.e., setting L2 = 0 in the equa-
tion (21b) for n = 1), all other eigenvalues being com-
plex. The eigenvalues of the two moment truncation are
λ0 ' 0.93 and λ1 ' 2.21. These eigenvalues converge
slowly to their exact values (λ0 → 1, λ1 → 2) as one

increases the level of truncation. The eigenvector ~L cor-
responding to the eigenvalue (λ0 = 1) has all its compo-
nents proportional, Ln = AnL0. That this corresponds
to a solution can be seen immediately by substituting
Ln 7→ AnL0 in Eq. (21b) and using the relation (23b).
This solution, in which all moments decay as 1/τ , repre-
sents the generic behavior of the free-streaming moments
at late time, as discussed above. This behavior will be re-
ferred to, in the next section, as the stable free-streaming

fixed point. The components of the eigenvector ~L corre-
sponding to the eigenvalue (λ1 = 2) are Ln = L0. This
solution follows from the relation (23a), and corresponds
to the situation where all the moments decay as 1/τ2.

This behavior will be referred to, in the next section, as
the unstable free-streaming fixed point.

The equations for the Mn moments have a simpler
structure. They have only one real eigenvalue, which,
in the lowest-order truncation, i.e., keeping only the mo-
ment M0, is µ0 = 2/3. Truncation at higher orders in-
troduces new complex conjugate eigenvalues, with the
real eigenvalue µ0 appearing at every even truncation
(truncations at odd n give only complex eigenvalues),
eventually converging to µ0 = 1. The convergence is
very slow; e.g., when truncating the equations at n = 10,
µ0 ' 0.7, still far from 1. The components of the eigen-
vector corresponding to the eigenvalue (µ0 = 1) satisfy
Mn = AnM0, as can be verified from the relation (27b),
and all moments decay as 1/τ at late time. There exists
another relation (27a) between the coefficients of Mn-
moment equations. Using this relation in Eqs. (25), we
obtain a special solution in which all the Mn-moments
are equal and constant in time.

The particular structure of the moment equations for
the free-streaming evolution that we have briefly recalled,
with in particular the existence of simple fixed points
whose physical interpretation is transparent, plays an es-
sential role in the foregoing discussion. Note that the
notion of fixed point used here refers to the asymptotic
time dependence of the free-streaming moments at late
time, given by a power law independent of the mass. The
absolute values of the moments at late time depends on
the initial condition, and therefore on the mass. This can
be clearly seen for instance from the expression (29) of
the energy density: at late time, ε(τ) ∝ 1/τ where the
proportionality coefficient is given by an integral that
clearly depends on the mass.

IV. TRUNCATION AND FIXED-POINT
ANALYSIS

We shall now consider the equations for the three mo-
ments L0, L1, andM0 which fully represent the energy-
momentum tensor. We rewrite these equations here for
convenience

∂L0

∂τ
= −1

τ
(a0L0 + c0L1) , (34a)

∂L1

∂τ
= −1

τ
(a1L1 + b1L0 + c1L2)− (L1 − Leq

1 )

τR
, (34b)

∂M0

∂τ
= −1

τ
(a′0M0 + c′0M1)− (M0 −Meq

0 )

τR
, (34c)

where a0 = 4/3, c0 = 2/3, a1 = 38/21, b1 = 8/15, c1 =
−12/35, a′0 = 2/3, and c′0 = −2/3. Note that these
equations for L0,L1, and M0 are exact equations. But
in order to solve them we need to know the two mo-
ments L2 and M1. We shall discuss later convenient
approximations for these two moments. For brevity, we
shall often refer to the set of equations (34) as the three-
moment truncation. This includes the naive truncation
where we set simply L2 = 0 and M1 = 0, or more so-
phisticated approximations where we use easily available
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information on L2 and M1 to construct more accurate
approximations.

As we have observed earlier, the equations for the L-
moments decouple from those of the M-moments, and
they can be solved independently. We shall then first
analyze the solution of Eqs. (34a) and (34b), and then
proceed to the solution of Eq. (34c) for the momentM0.

A. The coupled equations for the moments L0 and
L1

1. The equivalent nonlinear equation and its fixed points

We start by reformulating the eigenvalue problem for
the moments L0 and L1 as an equivalent nonlinear equa-
tion, and then proceed to a fixed-point analysis [12].
Starting from Eqs. (34a) and (34b), we eliminate the mo-
ment L1 and get the following equation for the energy
density L0:

τ L̈0 +

[
1 + a0 + a1 +

τ

τR

]
L̇0 +

[
a0a1 − c0b1 + a0

τ

τR

]
L0

τ

− c0c1
L2

τ
=

1

2

c0
τR

(ε− 3P ), (35)

where we have used Leq
1 = − 1

2 (ε − 3P ) (see Eq. (16)).
We then transform this equation into an equation for the
quantity

g0 =
τ

L0

∂L0

∂τ
, g0 = −a0 − c0

L1

L0
. (36)

The left equation shows that, in the regimes where the
moments behave as power laws, g0 is the exponent in
that power law. The right equation, which follows imme-
diately from Eq. (34a), shows that g0 is directly related to
the ratio L1/L0. In the massless case, this quantity mea-
sures the pressure asymmetry. As already mentioned,
this is no longer the case in the massive case since the
pressure asymmetry, which can be measured more gen-
erally by the shear pressure φ = (2/3)(PT − PL), differs
from L1 (see Eq. (17)). The determination of the pres-
sure asymmetry requires, besides L1, also the estimate of
the moment M0, which we shall come to later.

When written in terms of g0, Eq. (35) becomes a non-
linear, first-order, differential equation that can be put
in the following form

w
dg0

dw
=β(g0, w),

−β(g0, w) =g2
0 + g0 [a0 + a1 + w] + a0a1 − c0b1 + a0w

− c0c1
L2

L0
− c0

2
w

(
1− 3

P

ε

)
, (37)

where w ≡ τ/τR, and we recall that the relaxation time
τR is taken to be constant in this paper. Since, in the
massive case, the pressure P is a (known) function of z ≡
m/T , we need to follow the evolution of z as a function of
time. This is easily obtained from g0 itself, since ε = L0

is a well defined function of z, i.e., L0(τ, z) = L0(z(τ)).
Using Eq. (36), we get

g0 =
w

L0

∂L0

∂z

∂z

∂w
=⇒ ∂z

∂w
=

L0

(∂L0/∂z)

g0

w
. (38)

The solution of these two coupled equations, Eqs. (37)
and (38), is conveniently analyzed in terms of fixed
points, that is, in terms of the zeroes of the function
β(g0, w).

At small time, w � 1, the function β(g0, w) is domi-
nated by the terms that do not depend on w: the terms
linear in w can be ignored in leading order, so that in
this regime the function β(g0, w) is independent of w.
The zeroes of this function correspond to the two fixed
points of the free-streaming evolution. The values of g0

at these fixed points coincide (to within a sign) with the
eigenvalues λ0 and λ1 mentioned in the previous section,
and they are independent of the mass. However, these
values depend on the moment L2. For instance, in the
naive truncation where one simply ignores the term pro-
portional to L2 in Eq. (37), the fixed point values are
respectively −0.93 and −2.21, as indicated in the previ-
ous section (note that these values are outside the bounds
mentioned in Eq. (20)). We shall return to the determi-
nation of L2 later in this section.

At late time, i.e., when w � 1, the dominant terms
are the terms linear in w, whose cancellation determines
the hydrodynamic fixed point g∗:

g∗ + a0 =
c0
2

(
1− 3

P

ε

)
. (39)

In the massless case, the right-hand side vanishes, and
the fixed point is given by g∗ = −a0 = −4/3. In the
general case, we have

g∗ = −1− P

ε
≈ −1− c2s, (40)

where we have used c0 = 2/3, a0 − c0/2 = 1, and in the
last step we have assumed that P/ε ≈ c2s. That this is a
good approximation can be inferred from Fig. 1(a) where
the two quantities P/ε and c2s are compared. In the mass-
less case, the hydrodynamic fixed point is a true fixed
point, independent of w. In the massive case, this fixed
point is a function of m/T , and therefore it evolves slowly
with time, varying from from g∗ = −4/3 as m/T → 0 to
g∗ = −1 as m/T →∞, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Because of
the expansion, the regime where m/T →∞ is eventually
reached at late time. As already discussed, this is not a
physically interesting regime, and in the forthcoming nu-
merical studies we shall restrict ourselves to cases where
this regime is pushed to very late time, i.e., at τ � τR.

2. Approximate attractor solution

The solution of Eq. (37) that starts from the (stable)
free-streaming fixed point at early times and reaches the
hydrodynamic fixed point at late times is what we de-
fined, in this context, as the attractor solution in [7]. A
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FIG. 1. The variation with m/T of c2s and P/ε (a) and of the hydrodynamic fixed point g∗ (b). In these calculations, we use
the equation of state of an ideal gas of massive particles.

good approximation of this solution can be obtained as
the location of the zero of the function β(g0, w) as a func-
tion of w, that is, as the function g0(w) implicitly defined
via the equation β(g0(w), w) = 0. This approximation,
and its validity, are thoroughly discussed in [14], and its
quality can be gauged from the plots in Fig. 2(a) corre-
sponding to the massless case, and the naive truncation
where L2 = 0. These attractor solutions are obtained
by solving Eq. (37) with initial value at win = 10−3

equal to g0 ≈ −0.92 (which is the value of the stable
free-streaming fixed point for L2 = 0). The small devia-
tion between the exact and approximate solutions occurs
when β(g0) = w dg0

dw is significant, i.e., in the transition
region that connects the free-streaming fixed point and
the hydrodynamic fixed point.

The hydrodynamic fixed point (39) depends on the
equation of state, but does not depend on the higher mo-
ments Ln≥2. In contrast, the free streaming fixed point
depends on higher moments through the value of the mo-
ment L2, as we have already observed. It follows that the
attractor solution depends on L2. Elaborating on the dis-
cussions presented in [7, 12, 14], we examine now various
approximate ways to handle L2, without having to solve
the full hierarchy of moment equations.

Let us start by noticing that while we do not know
L2 in general, we know its value in the vicinity of the
free-streaming fixed points (whose locations are known
exactly, namely g0 = −1,−2). To study the vicinity of
the stable fixed point (which eventually turns into the hy-
drodynamic fixed point under the effects of collisions), we
can then use the exact value of L2 near the stable fixed
point, L2 = A2L0 [12]. This has the effect of putting
the stable fixed point at the right place, i.e., at g0 = −1
(thereby eliminating the unphysical feature of a possi-
ble negative longitudinal pressure [12] that violates the
bounds stated in Eq. (20)). An alternative, and more
accurate, treatment of the term L2 consists in noticing
that [14]

− c0c1
L2

L0
= −c1c0

A2

A1

L1

L0
= c1

A2

A1
(g0 + a0), (41)

where Eq. (36) has been used. Referring back to Eq. (37),
We then observe that the term c1

A2

A1
can be absorbed into

a redefinition of a1,

a1 7→ ā1 = a1 + c1
A2

A1
=

31

15
. (42)

In the massless case, this second strategy is the preferred
one because it does not affect the behavior of the solution
near the hydrodynamic fixed point. Recall that in the
massless case, L2/L0 ∼ 1/τ2 at late time, which entails
that L2 does not contribute to the first-order transport
coefficient. In the first strategy, the constant term c0c1A2

leaves an imprint at late time, effectively correcting the
leading order viscosity coefficient (b1c0 7→ b1c0 +c0c1A2).
That is, it modifies the approach to the hydrodynamic
fixed point, which we want to avoid5. We shall follow a
similar approach in the massive case, with a slight modi-
fication needed to take into account the non vanishing of
the equilibrium moments in the vicinity of the hydrody-
namic fixed point.

In order to study how this adjustment of L2 modi-
fies the attractor solution, we plot in Fig. 2(b) the ap-
proximate solutions obtained by solving the equation
β(g0(w), w) = 0, together with Eq. (38), with and with-
out the adjustments of L2, and compare both choices
just discussed. To avoid the precise determination of
the last contribution in Eq. (37) we use the approximate
equation of state P/ε = c2s and treat c2s as a constant.
As anticipated the free-streaming fixed point is now well
reproduced, while the hydrodynamic fixed point is not
modified. The two adjustments of L2 yield very simi-
lar results. They differ only, slightly, in the transition
region between free streaming and hydrodynamics, that
takes place when τ ∼ τR, i.e., when the expansion rate

5 One may note that L2/L0 as given by Eq. (41) decays only as 1/τ
at late time, rather than 1/τ2. However, in practice this is of no
consequence since this behavior does not affect the leading-order
viscosity.
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FIG. 2. (a): The attractor solution g0(w) as a function of w ≡ τ/τR, for massless particles and in the truncation L2 = 0. The
(blue) solid curve represents the exact solution of Eqs. (37) and (38), while the (red) dashed curve is obtained by solving the
implicit equation β(g0, w) = 0 rather than Eq. (37). (b): Approximate attractor, obtained as the solution of β(g0, w) = 0 as a
function of w = τ/τR, for two values of the speed of sound assumed to be constant, c2s = 1/3 and 1/10. The (orange) full lines
are the solutions for L2 = 0, the (blue) dashed lines are obtained by setting L2 = A2L0. The (red) dotted lines correspond to
fixing L2 according to Eq. (42).

FIG. 3. The full curves represent the approximate attrac-
tor solution g0 obtained by solving the implicit equation
β(g0, w) = 0 together with Eq. (38). The dashed curves are
obtained by freezing P/ε at its value for w = 1. The dotted
curves represent the hydrodynamic fixed point, Eq. (40). The
green, blue, red, and orange curves, in this figure and all fig-
ures after this, correspond to z(1) = m/T (τR) = 0.01, 0.5, 1,
and 5, respectively.

is comparable to the collision rate. The speed of sound
also presents a transition region from the massless regime
to a non-relativistic regime, which occurs when m & T
(see Fig. 1(b) and the discussion after Eq. (39)). Since
we want to consider situations where the transition from
the collisionless regime to the collision dominated regime
takes place well before the systems enter the nonrela-
tivistic regime, we shall focus on cases where the ratio
m/T remains small for times τ ∼ τR, i.e. m/T (τR) . 1
(a larger value, m/T (τR) = 5, will also be considered in
order to exemplify the effect of a large mass).

We show in Fig. 3 the approximate attractor solutions
corresponding to values of z(1) = m/T (τR) ranging from
0.01 to 5 (solid lines). The characteristic drop of the at-
tractor for τ & τR, which marks the transition to the
collision-dominated regime and hydrodynamics, remains

clearly visible in all cases. However, the solutions even-
tually bend upward at large times, reflecting the drop
in the speed of sound (see Fig. 1(a)) as the temperature
drops and the nonrelativistic regime is approached. The
attractor then evolves in time according to Eq. (39), that
is, according to the evolution of the speed of sound (dot-
ted lines). In order to contrast this behavior with that
expected if the hydrodynamic fixed point was indepen-
dent of time, we have repeated the calculation by freezing
the ratio P/ε at the value it takes for τ = τR; the corre-
sponding solutions are shown as dashed curves. At late
time, they reach the fixed points given by Eq. (39) for
the corresponding constant values of the speed of sound
(see Eq. (40)).

3. Exact attractor solution

We turn now to a comparison with the exact solution of
the kinetic equation. The calculations in this section have
been performed for values of z(1) = m/T (τR) ranging
from 0.01 to 5, and initialized at time τin = 10−5τR with
a distribution peaked around pz = 0, corresponding to an
initial condition near the stable free streaming fixed point
(details of the numerical implementation can be found in
Appendix A). The resulting time evolutions of m/T , of
the ratio of the temperature to its initial value T/Tin, and
of the speed of sound squared c2s, are displayed in Fig. 4.
The increase of m/T as a function of time (Fig. 4(a))
follows from the decrease of the temperature (Fig. 4(c)).
The drop in the speed of sound, that accompanies the
transition to the nonrelativistic regime, occurs for τ &
τR when z(1) . 1, but is already significant at τ = τR
for z(1) = 5. The energy density decreases as in free-
streaming for τ � τR, i.e. ε ∼ 1/τ (Fig. 4(d)). Only
for τ & τR is the behavior affected by the mass, via the
dependence on the speed of sound.

The corresponding attractor solutions obtained from
solving the kinetic equations are plotted in Fig. 5 (solid
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FIG. 4. Exact kinetic evolution of (a) m/T , (b) c2s, (c) T/Tin, and (d) ε/εin, for attractor initial condition with the following
values of z(1) = m/T (τR) : 0.01, 0.5, 1, and 5.

curves). We compare them with the approximate attrac-
tors obtained from the truncated moment equations, us-
ing for L2 a slight generalization of Eq. (41) that will be
described shortly. The dashed lines that correspond to
these approximate attractors are indistinguishable from
the full lines. Also indicated in the figure are the results
obtained with the Navier-Stokes hydrodynamics. As can
be seen, this approximation reproduces well the attractor
solution for τ & τR. We recall now how this approxima-
tion is obtained.

The collision terms in all the moment equations, ex-
cept that for L0, involve the deviations of the moments
from their equilibrium values. These deviations are the
quantities that are expected to have a gradient expan-
sion, rather than the moments themselves (in the mass-
less case, since the equilibrium values of the moment van-
ish, the moments themselves have a gradient expansion).
The hydrodynamic fixed point has been already deter-
mined, and can be obtained by solving Eq. (37). We can
go one step further and use the gradient expansion to
quantify the approach to the fixed point, which is con-
trolled by Navier-Stokes hydrodynamics. To do so, we
consider first the equation for L1 and set L′1 = L1−Leq

1 .
By keeping the leading terms at large time we obtain, for
L′1,

L′1 = −τR
τ

(b1L0 + a1Leq
1 + c1Leq

2 )− τR
dLeq

1

dτ
. (43)

A similar analysis performed for M0 yields

M′0 = −τR
τ

(a′0M
eq
0 + c′0M

eq
1 )− τR

dMeq
0

dτ
. (44)

As we shall see in the next section these equations deter-
mine the shear and bulk viscosities, in agreement with
the leading order of the Chapman-Enskog expansion6.

It is interesting to see how these viscosities emerge from
Eq. (37). Assuming that g0(w) has a gradient expansion,
we set g0(w) = α0 + α1/w, and solve Eq. (37) to leading
order. We get

α0 = g∗,

α1 = b1c0 + c1c0
Leq

2

L0
− a0a1 − (a0 + a1)g∗ − g2

∗

+
3c0
2

(
c2s −

P

ε

)
g∗, (45)

where (recall Eq. (36))

g∗ = −a0 − c0
Leq

1

L0
. (46)

6 The last terms in Eqs. (43) and (44), that involve time derivatives
of equilibrium quantities, actually contain second-order contribu-
tions. See Sec. V C and Appendix D.
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FIG. 5. The attractor solution for g0: Comparison between
the exact solution of the kinetic equation (full lines) and that
of the two-moment truncation (dashed lines), with L2 given
by Eq. (50). The Navier-Stokes approximation (dotted lines)
is obtained from the gradient expansion of g0, g0(w) = α0 +
α1/w, with the coefficient α1 given in Eq. (48).

The last term in the expression above for α1 originates
from the variation of α0 = g∗ in the left-hand side of
Eq. (37). We have indeed

w
dg∗
dw

= −3c0
2

(
c2s −

P

ε

)
g∗. (47)

A simple calculation then yields

α1 = b1c0 + c0a1
Leq

1

L0
+ c1c0

Leq
2

L0
− c0

2
(1− 3c2s)g∗

= −c0w
L′1
L0
, (48)

where Leq
1 = −(ε − 3P )/2 has been used. One recovers

the result obtained earlier for L′1, Eq. (43), in particular,
near the hydrodynamic fixed point, g0(w) takes the form

g0(w) = −a0 − c0
L1

L0
= g∗ − c0

L′1
L0
. (49)

This analysis suggests that, in the massive case, in
order to get a good approximation of g0(w) in the vicinity
of the two fixed points, the stable free-streaming fixed
point and the hydrodynamic fixed point, we need to fix
L2 differently in either vicinity of the two fixed points.
The following simple interpolation provides an excellent
approximation to the exact solution:

L2 =
A2

A1
L1 + F(w)

(
Leq

2 −
A2

A1
Leq

1

)
, (50)

where F(w) = 1 − e−w/2. In the free-streaming regime,
F(w) → 0 and L2 → A2

A1
L1: the free-streaming fixed

point is correctly reproduced. For large w, F(w) → 1,
and L1 → Leq

1 , so that L2 → Leq
2 , as it should be near

the hydrodynamic fixed point. Although (50) provides
only a rough approximation to L2 in the transition region
between the two fixed points, this is enough to obtain
an excellent approximation to the full solution for the
attractor solution, as can be seen in Fig. 5 and will be
documented further later in this section.

B. The equation for the moment M0

In order to solve Eq. (34c), one may proceed again
by analysing the vicinity of the two fixed points of
Eq. (37). Consider first the stable collisionless fixed
point. We know that in its vicinity, the M-moments
are, like the L-moments, proportional to each other,
viz. Ln = An L0, Mn = AnM0, where An = P2n(0)
(A1 = −1/2, A2 = 3/8). Consider then the evolution
equation of the moment M0

∂M0

∂w
= − 1

w
(a′0M0 + c′0M1)− (M0 −Meq

0 ) . (51)

Near the stable free-streaming fixed point, as we just
argued, M1/M0 ' A1 = −1/2, and the last term ∝
(M0 −Meq

0 ) can be ignored when τ � τR. We get then

∂M0

∂w
' −M0

w

(
a′0 + c′0

M1

M0

)
= −M0

w
. (52)

Thus, in the vicinity of the stable free-streaming fixed
point the effect of the moment M1 can be accounted
for by a simple renormalization of the coefficient a′o, i.e.,
a′0 7→ (a′0 + c′0M1/M0) = (a′0 + c′0A1) = 1.

On the other hand, near the hydrodynamic fixed point,
M1 ∼ Meq

1 . We can then, as we did earlier for L2, use
a simple interpolation formula to connect the two fixed
points. The formula

M1 = A1M0 + F(w) (Meq
1 −A1Meq

0 ) , (53)

where F(w) = 1−e−w/2, analogous to (50) leads to an ex-
cellent agreement between the exact and the approximate
M0. This is illustrated in Fig. 6(a), where differences be-
tween the exact solution and that of the three-moment
truncation are hardly visible.

A noticeable feature of the plots in Fig. 6 is the fact
that collisions appear to play a role at times that are
much smaller than the collision time τR: the deviation
from the early time free-streaming behavior takes place
when τ . 0.01τR. To understand why this is so, we may
consider the plot in Fig. 6(b). This plots shows that at
early times, the rapid decay of M0 due to free stream-
ing, makes this moment eventually much smaller than
its equilibrium value Meq

0 . When |M0 −Meq
0 | reaches

its maximum, the effective expansion rate ∼ M0/τ is
of the same order of magnitude as the collision rate
∼ (Meq

0 −M0)/τR. From that point on the collisions
take over and force M0 to relax towards Meq

0 , a situa-
tion reached when τ ' τR as can be seen in Fig. 6(b).
Further decrease of M0 passed its maximum near τR is
correlated to that of Meq

0 with time.
The plot of the logarithmic derivative of M0,

h0 =
w

M0

∂M0

∂w
(54)

reveals another interesting structure (Fig. 7). The plot in
the left panel carries essentially the same information as
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FIG. 6. Evolution of (a) the moment M0 normalized with the initial value of M0, and (b) the relative deviation (M0 −
Meq

0 )/M0. Note that the curves from bottom to top (orange, red, blue, and green) in (a) correspond to z(1) = 5, 1, 0.5, and
0.01, respectively, while in (b), these appear in opposite order. The dotted line in panel (a) corresponds to the free-streaming
(FS) evolution from the same initial condition. The results of the three-moment truncation are hardly distinguishable from the
exact result.

FIG. 7. (a) Comparison of evolution of h0 for exact and renormalized equations for M0. The curves from bottom to top
(orange, red, blue, and green) correspond to z(1) = 5, 1, 0.5, and 0.01, respectively. (b) the evolution of h∗ as a function of
m/T .

that of the left panel of Fig. 6: at small time, h0 = −1, as
expected in the free-streaming regime. Then h0 exhibits
a maximum and at late time returns to a value close to
−1. Note that in the latter case, even though the power
law of the decay is the same as in the collisionless regime,
the physics is different. The situation is similar to what
happens to g∗ for large values of m/T , as illustrated in
Fig. 1(b). As we have already emphasized, the regime of
large m/T , necessarily reached at late time if the mass
is constant while the temperature decreases, is a nonrel-
ativistic regime where the pressure becomes vanishingly
small (P/ε ∼ 1/z → 0), and the particles follow the ex-
pansion without any intrinsic motion7.

In fact, values smaller than −1 are reached in the hy-

7 This non-relativistic regime has been referred to recently as an
“IR convergent point” in Ref. [23] which focuses on constructing
trans-series solutions around this particular point.

drodynamic regime. In this regime,

h0 → h∗ =
w

Meq
0

∂Meq
0

∂w
= (1− 3c2s)

(
c0
2
− a0

L0

Meq
0

)
=−

(
ε+ P

ε− 3P

)
(1− 3c2s). (55)

The evolution of h∗ as a function of m/T is shown in
Fig. 7(b). In the massless limit, we can use the small
mass expansion for 1− 3c2s = z2/12 +O(z3) and that for
1− 3P/ε = z2/6 +O(z3) to verify that

lim
z→0

h∗ = −
(

1 + P/ε

1− 3P/ε

)
(1− 3c2s) = − (4/3)

(z2/6)

z2

12
= −2

3
.

(56)
For large values of m/T , one can see from Fig. 7(b) that
h∗ goes below −1 for z & 2 and approaches −1 as z →
∞. The latter case corresponds to very large masses and
the non-relativistic regime that we have just discussed,
where the pressure and the speed of sound vanish. This
behavior of h∗ as a function of z = m/T explains the
behavior of h0 seen in Fig. 7(a) at late times, after taking
into account that z increases as a function of time.
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FIG. 8. Comparison of solutions (dashed lines) obtained with the three-moment truncation (with the interpolation (50, 53)
and the exact solutions of the full kinetic equation (solid lines). The initial time is τin = 10−5 τR. In panels (a), (c) and (e),
the curves from bottom to top (orange, red, blue, and green) correspond to z(1) = 5, 1, 0.5, and 0.01, respectively. In other
panels, the color code is the same, but the curves appear ordered in the opposite way.

C. Summary of results for the three-moment
truncation

In this subsection, we present a set of results that il-
lustrate the quality of the three-moment truncation as
compared to the exact solution. We start with attrac-
tor solutions, namely solutions that evolve from the free-
streaming fixed point at a small initial time. Then we
consider isotropic initial conditions as an example of more
general initial conditions.

1. Attractor solutions

Attractor solutions are shown in Figs. 8. As can be
seen, the agreement of the three-moment truncation with
the full kinetic theory is excellent for all quantities con-
sidered. The initial free-streaming regime is clearly visi-
ble in the plots of PL/L0, M0/L0 and φ/L0 (panels (a),
(b), (c)). The interpretation of panel (a) representing
PL/L0 follows that of the attractor solution discussed
earlier in this section (see Fig. 5). The two quantities are

indeed simply related: from Eq. (36) one deduces that
PL/L0 = −(g0 + 1). The isotropization of the pressure
at late time is confirmed in the plots of PL/P , PT /P and
also by that of φ/L0 = (2/3)(PT − PL)/L0 (panels (e),
(f) and (c)). The peculiar behaviors that can be seen in
panels (d) and (f) representing respectively the ratio of
the bulk pressure to the equilibrium pressure Π/P and
the equivalent ratio PT /P for the transverse pressure,
have the following origin. From the expression (17) for
P + Π one deduces

P

L0
+

Π

L0
=

1

3

(
1− M0

L0

)
. (57)

Near the free-streaming fixed point, both M0 and L0

behave in the same way (as 1/τ , see Sect. III), that is,
M0/L0 is a constant. Since M0 � L0 when the mass
is not too large, this ratio is very small at small time,
as shown in panel (b). This implies that as long as
M0/L0 ' 0, the bulk pressure is essentially determined
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FIG. 9. Comparison of solutions obtained with three-moment truncation (dashed lines) with exact kinetic theory (solid lines).
The initial distribution is isotopic at win = 10−5. The orange, red, blue, and green curves correspond to z(1) = 5, 1, 0.5, and
0.01, respectively. The dotted lines in the lower panels correspond to the free-streaming solution starting at the same initial
conditions.

by the equilibrium pressure, whose evolution is tied to
that of the effective temperature (via the Landau match-
ing condition), i.e., Π/L0 ' 1/3 − P/ε ' 1/3 − c2s. The
variation of c2s with time is shown in Fig. 4, and it ex-
plains the rapid rise of Π/L0 that can be observed in
panel (d) for small times and the largest value of the
mass (z = 5). Note that this feature occurs at times
when the dynamics are not yet describable by hydrody-
namics. Indeed, within the present sign convention, we
would anticipate Π to become negative once the hydrody-
namic regime is reached, which is indeed the case at late
time. However, when τ . τR, Π takes positive values,
which signals that kinetic, non-hydrodynamical effects
are playing an important role there. Note that the time
at which this transition takes place is about the same at
which the Navier-Stokes solution starts to deviate from
the exact kinetic solution, as seen in Fig. (5). A similar
discussion can be made for the transverse pressure. From
Eq. (13), one deduces that

PT
P

=
PT
L0

L0

P
,

PT
L0

=
1

3

(
1− L1

L0
− 3

2

M0

L0

)
. (58)

At small time, PT /L0 is constant, so that the nonmono-
tonic behavior of PT /P observed in panel (f) for z = 5
is to be attributed to that of the factor L0/P which can
be inferred from the plot in Fig. 1(a).

2. Isotropic initial conditions

We consider now solutions more general than the at-
tractor solutions, focusing for illustration purposes to the

case of isotropic initial conditions. In this case, the in-
terpolations that we used for attractor solutions need to
be altered since the initial evolution is governed by free
streaming starting away from the stable free-streaming
fixed point. We then modify the interpolation formula
(53) into

M1 =
(
1− win

w

)
A1M0+F(w)

[
Meq

1 −
(
1− win

w

)
A1Meq

0

]
,

(59)
which differs from Eq. (53) solely by the term

(
1− win

w

)
multiplying the coefficient A1. This term vanishes at
initial time win, making Min

1 → 0 at the initial time.
Similarly, we write the interpolation for L2 as

L2 =
(

1− win

w

) A2

A1
L1+F(w)

[
Leq

2 −
(

1− win

w

) A2

A1
Leq

1

]
.

(60)

In Fig. 9, we show the comparison of the exact solution
of the kinetic equation with that of the three-moment
truncation with the above interpolations forM1 and L2,
starting with an isotropic distribution at win = 10−5.
Again, the agreement between the exact solution and the
three-moment truncation is excellent. In fact, because
the initial time is small enough, the solution rapidly con-
verges to the free-streaming fixed point, and then evolves
along the attractor. We shall consider in the next section,
a larger initial time where this does not happen, that is
where the hydrodynamic fixed point starts to dominate
the evolution of the system before it has time to reach
the free-streaming fixed point (see Fig. 11).
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V. HYDRODYNAMICS

We shall now compare the three moment equations
to the second-order (Israel-Stewart) hydrodynamic equa-
tions, which we write in the form [18, 19]:

dε

dτ
= −1

τ
(ε+ P + Π− φ) , (61a)

dΠ

dτ
+

Π

τR
= −βΠ

τ
− δΠΠ

Π

τ
+ λΠφ

φ

τ
, (61b)

dφ

dτ
+

φ

τR
=

4

3

βφ
τ
−
(

1

3
τφφ + δφφ

)
φ

τ
+

2

3
λφΠ

Π

τ
. (61c)

Here βφ ≡ η/τR and βΠ ≡ ζ/τR are the first-order
transport coefficients related to the shear (η) and bulk
(ζ) viscosities. The second-order transport coefficients
δΠΠ, λΠφ, δφφ, τφφ, and λφΠ are dimensionless functions
of m/T given in Ref. [19]. The coefficients τφφ and δφφ
have in general distinct origin, but because of the symme-
try of Bjorken flow they only appear in the hydrodynamic
equations in the combination indicated in Eq. (61c).

A. Derivation of hydrodynamic equations from the
three-moment equations

There are strong similarities between the three-
moment equations (34) and the hydrodynamic equa-
tions (61). In fact we anticipate that these hydrodynamic
equations describe accurately the late-time behaviour of
the moment equations, which, as we have seen in the
previous section, provide an almost exact solution of the
kinetic equation (2). To make the connection more pre-
cise, we shall show how the hydrodynamic equations can
be derived from the moment equations.

Consider first the equation for the energy density,
Eq. (34a). By expressing the moments in terms of the
hydrodynamic fields, using the relations L0 = ε, L1 =
(1/c0)(PL− ε/3) = −φ/c0−M0/2,M0 = ε− 3(P + Π),
one obtains from Eq. (34a),

∂ε

∂τ
= −1

τ
(a0 ε+ PL − ε/3) = −1

τ
(ε+ P + Π− φ) ,

(62)
which is the same as the energy evolution equation (61a).
This is to be expected since this equation just translates
the energy-momentum conservation. Assuming that Π
and φ have a gradient expansion, such that Π ∼ 1/τ, φ ∼
1/τ in leading order, we can drop these terms at late
times. We then recover the ideal hydrodynamical evolu-
tion of the energy density that corresponds to the hydro-
dynamic fixed point (39). By keeping in the equation the
leading-order contributions to Π and φ, one obtains the
Navier-Stokes equation that controls the approach to the
fixed point. These leading-order expressions of Π and φ
will be recalled shortly.

Consider now the equation for Π, which we shall obtain
from Eq. (34c). We need

∂(ε− 3P )

∂τ
= (1− 3c2s)

∂ε

∂τ
, c2s =

∂P

∂ε
, (63)

and

Π = −(M0 −Meq
0 )/3, Meq

0 = ε− 3P. (64)

We then obtain from Eq. (34c)

dΠ

dτ
+

Π

τR
=

1

3τ
(a′0M0 + c′0M1) +

1

3
(1− 3c2s)

∂ε

∂τ
. (65)

We can go one step further and setM0 =Meq
0 −3Π and

M1 =Meq
1 +M′1, where Meq

1 is a known quantity, but
M′1 is unknown (in contrast to M′0 ≡M0 −Meq

0 ∼ Π).
One may, however, assume thatM′1, which measures the
deviation from local equilibrium, has a gradient expan-
sion with a leading order ∝ 1/τ . We then rewrite the
equation above as

dΠ

dτ
+

Π

τR
=

1

3τ
(a′0M

eq
0 + c′0M

eq
1 )− a′0

Π

τ
+
c′0
3

M′1
τ

+
1

3
(1− 3c2s)

∂ε

∂τ
, (66)

where ∂ε/∂τ can be expressed in terms of the hydrody-
namic fields using Eq. (62). This equation is still exact,
but it contains the unknown quantityM′1 (by unknown,
we mean a quantity that cannot be expressed naturally
in terms of the hydrodynamic fields). We shall deal with
it at a later stage. At this point, one can separate the
leading-order terms in 1/τ and get

Π =
τR
3τ

[
a′0M

eq
0 + c′0M

eq
1 − (1− 3c2s)(ε+ P )

]
, (67)

where we have substituted in Eq. (66) ∂ε/∂τ by its lead-
ing order contribution in Eq. (62). The expression for
the Navier-Stokes bulk viscosity follows

ζ =
τR
3

[
(1− 3c2s)(ε+ P )− (a′0M

eq
0 + c′0M

eq
1 )
]
, (68)

where the quantity within the square brackets stands
for 3βΠ (ζ = τRβΠ). Since no approximation has been
done, beyond the leading-order gradient expansion, this
should agree with the result obtained from the first-order
Chapman-Enskog expansion, and indeed it does, as we
verify in the Appendix C.

To obtain the evolution equation for φ we note that

φ = −c0L1−
1

3
M0, c0L′1 ≡ c0(L1−Leq

1 ) = Π−φ, (69)

and we combine the equations (34b) for L1 and (34c) for
M0. We obtain

dφ

dτ
=
c0
τ

(a1L1 + b1L0 + c1L2) +
Π− φ
τR

+
1

3τ
(a′0M0 + c′0M1) +

M′0
3τR

(70)

or

dφ

dτ
+

φ

τR
=

1

τ

[
− a1φ−

1

3
a1M0 + c0b1ε+ c0c1L2

+
1

3
a′0M0 +

1

3
c′0M1

]
. (71)
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Note the cancellation of the terms Π/τR. At this point,
we proceed as we just did for Π and set L2 = Leq

2 + L′2.
We then rewrite the above equation as

dφ

dτ
+

φ

τR
=

1

τ

[{
c0b1ε+

a′0 − a1

3
Meq

0 +
c′0
3
Meq

1 + c0c1Leq
2

}
− (a′0 − a1)Π− a1φ+

c′0
3
M′1 + c0c1L′2

]
.

(72)

This equation is still exact, but it contains the unknown
quantities, L′2 and M′1. It is nevertheless easy to isolate
the leading-order terms of the gradient expansion:

φ =
τR
τ

[
c0b1ε+

a′0 − a1

3
Meq

0 +
c′0
3
Meq

1 + c0c1Leq
2

]
.

(73)
The expression of the shear viscosity η follows from
the relation φ = 2c0η/τ . It agrees with that obtained
from the first-order Chapman-Enskog expansion (see Ap-
pendix C).

B. Second-order coefficients

We turn now to the second-order coefficients. By com-
paring the second-order terms in the equations (61b) and
(66) for Π (in which we substitute ∂ε/∂τ by its second-
order contribution in Eq. (62), we are led to the identifi-
cation

λΠφφ−δΠΠΠ =

(
1

3
− c2s

)
φ−

(
a′0 +

1

3
− c2s

)
Π+

c′0
3
M′1.

(74)
In order to extract from this the values of the transport
coefficients, we need to express M′1 in terms of Π and
φ, which can be done using the Chapman-Enskog ex-
pansion. Note that only the leading-order expansion of
M′1 is needed since it will be eventually multiplied by
a gradient (∼ 1/τ) in Eq. (66). With this in mind, the
identification of the coefficients of Π and φ in the above
equation yields

δΠΠ = a′0 +
1

3
− c2s −

c′0
3

Π∈M′1 ,

λΠφ =
1

3
− c2s +

c′0
3
φ∈M′1 , (75)

where the notation Π∈M′1 denotes the leading-order con-
tribution of M′1 to Π, and similarly for φ∈M′1 . These
contributions will be determined shortly.

Similarly, by comparing the second-order terms in
Eq. (61c) for the shear pressure φ with those of the exact
evolution equation (72), one gets

−
(

1

3
τφφ + δφφ

)
φ+

2

3
λφΠΠ =− a1φ− (a′0 − a1)Π

+
c′0
3
M′1 + c0c1L′2,

(76)

from which, using the same notation as above, we obtain
the following expressions of the transport coefficients

1

3
τφφ + δφφ = a1 −

c′0
3
φ∈M′1 − c0c1φ∈L′2 ,

λφΠ =
3

2
(a1 − a′0) +

c′0
2

Π∈M′1 +
3

2
c0c1Π∈L′2 .

(77)

We turn now to the explicit calculation of the leading-
order contribution ofM′1 and L′2 to Π and φ. As already
indicated, this can be done using the Chapman-Enskog
expansion (we refer to Appendix C for details). The
leading-order correction to the equilibrium distribution
function f eq(p0/T ) is written as

δf (1) =
τR
τ

1

p0

∂f eq

∂p0

[(
p2

3
− c2sp2

0

)
+

2

3
q2

]
= B + Sq2.

(78)
Here p2 = p2

z+p2
⊥, q2 = p2

z−p2
⊥/2, and p2

z = (p2+2q2)/3.
In the second equality, we have separated the radial and
angular deformation to the equilibrium distribution func-
tion, which we refer to as B and S respectively,

B ≡ τR
τ

1

p0

(
p2

3
− c2sp2

0

)
∂f eq

∂p0
, S ≡ 2τR

3τ

1

p0

∂f eq

∂p0
.

(79)
A simple calculation then yields

M′1 =

∫
p

m2

p0
P2(pz/p0)δf (1) = (M′1)B + (M′1)S

=

[
τR
τ

(
m6

2

∫
p

1

p5
0

f eq + c2sT
dMeq

1

dT

)]
B

+

[
τR
τ

(
2m6

5

∫
p

1

p5
0

f eq − 4

15
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 )

)]
S
,

(80)

where we have separated the contributions coming from
the terms B and S for a reason that we discuss now.

In order to get the explicit values of the transport co-
efficients, it is convenient to eliminate the factor τR/τ
that is multiplying both contributions to M′1, in favor
of the hydrodynamic fields Π and φ using leading-order
relations. There is obviously some ambiguity in doing so,
to which we return in the next subsection. Here, we note
that the factor τR/τ appearing in [· · · ]B in Eq. (80) arises
from the radial deformation of the equilibrium distribu-
tion function and is proportional to ∂µu

µ, where uµ is
the collective four-velocity of the medium. On the other
hand, the factor τR/τ that appears in [· · · ]S in Eq. (80)
arises from the angular deformation and is proportional
to ∂〈µuν〉 where the angular brackets, A〈µν〉 represent
the traceless symmetric projection of Aµν . It is therefore
natural to use Eqs. (81) and (82) for substituting τR/τ
in the first and second terms of the r.h.s of Eq. (80), re-
spectively. This is similar to the procedure followed in
[19], and this is the one that we adopt in this subsection.
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Thus, in the first term of Eq. (80), we replace τR/τ by
the leading-order (Navier-Stokes) expression for Π taken
from Eq. (67), i.e.,

τR
τ

=
3Π

[a′0M
eq
0 + c′0M

eq
1 − (1− 3c2s)(ε+ P )]

. (81)

A similar replacement for τR/τ in the second term on
r.h.s in Eq. (80) is done using the Navier-Stokes solu-
tion (73) for φ,

τR
τ

=
φ[

c0b1ε+
a′0−a1

3 Meq
0 +

c′0
3M

eq
1 + c0c1Leq

2

] . (82)

We then obtain the following expressions

Π∈M′1 =
3

[a′0M
eq
0 + c′0M

eq
1 − (1− 3c2s)(ε+ P )]

(
m6

2

∫
p

1

p5
0

f eq + c2sT
dMeq

1

dT

)
,

φ∈M′1 =
1[

c0b1ε+
a′0−a1

3 Meq
0 +

c′0
3M

eq
1 + c0c1Leq

2

] (2m6

5

∫
p

1

p5
0

f eq − 4

15
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 )

)
. (83)

Proceeding in a similar fashion for L′2, one obtains first the leading-order correction in the form

L′2 =

∫
p

p0 P4(pz/p0) δf (1) = (L′2)B + (L′2)S

=

[
τR
τ

(
c2sT

dLeq
2

dT
+

(Meq
0 −M

eq
1 )

3
− 7m6

8

∫
p

1

p5
0

f eq

)]
B

+

[
τR
τ

(
2

3
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 )−m6

∫
p

1

p5
0

f eq

)]
S
. (84)

Substituting the factors τR/τ by the appropriate factors (81) or (82), as we did for M′1, we get

Π∈L′2 =
3

[a′0M
eq
0 + c′0M

eq
1 − (1− 3c2s)(ε+ P )]

(
c2sT

dLeq
2

dT
+

(Meq
0 −M

eq
1 )

3
− 7m6

8

∫
p

1

p5
0

f eq

)
,

φ∈L′2 =
1[

c0b1ε+
a′0−a1

3 Meq
0 +

c′0
3M

eq
1 + c0c1Leq

2

] (2

3
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 )−m6

∫
p

1

p5
0

f eq

)
. (85)

This completes the determination of the second-order
transport coefficients. When the expressions (83) and
(85) are plugged into the formulae (75, 77), one obtains
explicit values for these coefficients. We have verified
that these values agree with those obtained using a sim-
ilar method in Ref. [19]. Note that in order to derive
these second-order coefficients, we needed only the first
order Chapman-Enskog expansion (i.e., only δf (1)). We
verify in Appendix D, by a direct solution of the moment
equations, that these coefficients reproduce correctly the
gradient expansion of the moments up to second order.

C. Ambiguity of second-order transport coefficients

We have observed in the previous section that the
equations for L0 and L1 decouple from the equation for
M0 (see the discussion after Eq. (23)). Since in the equa-
tion for the evolution of the energy density, Eq. (62), only
Π− φ enters, and since L1 is given by

L1 = Leq
1 +

1

c0
(Π− φ), (86)

one expects a similar decoupling of the hydrodynamic
equations. However, if one rewrites the hydrodynamics
equation (61b, 61c) in the form

d(Π− φ)

dτ
+

Π− φ
τR

= −1

τ

[
βΠ +

βφ
2

+

(
δΠΠ +

2

3
λφΠ

)
Π

−
(
λΠφ +

1

3
τφφ + δφφ

)
φ

]
,

(87)

the only way the above equation can be written com-
pletely in terms of Π− φ is if

δΠΠ +
2

3
λφΠ = λΠφ +

1

3
τφφ + δφφ, (88)

which does not hold.
To analyse the origin of this apparent discrepancy, let

us return to the equation for L′1,

∂L′1
∂τ

+
L′1
τR

= −1

τ

(
a1L′1 + a1Leq

1 + b1ε+ c1L2 + τ
dLeq

1

dτ

)
.

(89)
It is straightforward to verify that in leading order at
large τ , this equation reproduces the right combination of
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shear and bulk pressures compatible with the Chapman-
Enskog expansion of Π − φ. Beyond leading order, we
need a proper treatment of the moment L2. By using
Eq. (D3), one can rewrite Eq. (89) as

∂L′1
∂τ

+
L′1
τR

=− 1

τ

[{
a1Leq

1 + b1L0 + c1Leq
2

−
(
a0 + c0

Leq
1

L0

)
∂Leq

1

∂ε
L0

}
+

(
a1 − c0

∂Leq
1

∂ε

)
L′1 + c1L′2

]
,

=− 1

τ
[s1L0 + (a1 + t1)L′1 + c1L′2] . (90)

The coefficients sn, tn, un, vn are defined in Appendix D.
Both L′1 and L′2 are proportional to τR/τ . For L′1 we have
indeed, in leading order of Chapman-Enskog expansion,

L′1 = −τR
τ
s1L0. (91)

As for L′2, it is given, at the same order by Eq. (C28),
viz.

L′2 =− τR
τ

[
c2sT

∂Leq
2

∂T
+Meq

0 −M
eq
1 −

15m6

8

∫
p

f eq

p5
0

]
L0

=− τR
τ
s2L0. (92)

This expression of L′2 differs from that used in the previ-
ous subsection, where the contributions of bulk and shear
were separated. We shall see shortly that this leads to
values for transport coefficients that differ from those ob-
tained in Ref. [19], while preserving the overall gradient
expansion. Eq. (91) allows us to express the gradient
τR/τ in Eq. (92) in terms of L′1

L′2 =
s2

s1
L′1. (93)

Substituting this expression in Eq. (90) one obtains an
equation where only L′1 appears,

∂L′1
∂τ

+
L′1
τR

= −1

τ

[
s1L0 +

(
a1 + t1 +

c1s2

s1

)
L′1
]
. (94)

That is, Eq. (94) can be read as an equation for Π − φ,
decoupled from the M-moments. It is tempting to look
at the contribution of L′2 to the second order coefficients
as a renormalization of the coefficient a1

a1 7→ a1 + t1 + c1
s2

s1
, (95)

somewhat analogous to (42). There is, however, a pro-
found difference with what is achieved in Eq. (42), where
a1 is adjusted so that the collisionless fixed point is ac-
curately reproduced. Here, in Eq. (95), the correction
can be viewed as a mass correction to the second-order
transport coefficient a1 (this correction indeed vanishes

in the massless limit). In the case of massless particles,
the correction (42) to a1 is sufficient to obtain an excel-
lent agreement between kinetic theory and second-order
hydrodynamics. However, in the massive case, as we have
abundantly discussed in the previous section, a nonuni-
form renormalization is needed to account for the differ-
ent behaviours of L2 in the vicinity of the collisionless
and hydrodynamic fixed points. This is what is imple-
mented in the three-moment truncation, and is shown in
the previous section to yield excellent results.

Having achieved the decoupling, we turn now to the
equation for M0, which we write for M′0 =M0 −Meq

0 ,

∂M′0
∂τ

+
M′0
τR

= −1

τ
[u0L0 + a0M′0 + v0L′1 + c0M′1] .

(96)
At this point, we could proceed as we did earlier for L′1,
and exemplify another ambiguity present for the Bjorken
flow. However, this is not necessary since our main goal
has been achieved already with the study of L′1. We
shall then use the contributions ofM′1 to Π (Π∈M′1) and
φ (φ∈M′1) in Eq. (83) in the previous section. By doing
so, one keeps the coefficients δΠΠ and λΠφ the same as
in Eq. (75). Therefore, the evolution of bulk pressure is
obtained as

dΠ

dτ
+

Π

τR
= −1

τ

[
−u0

3
L0 + δΠΠΠ− λΠφφ

]
, (97)

which is the same as (61b) since βΠ = −u0

3 L0.
Evolution of shear stress obtained from Eqs. (94, 97)

is

dφ

dτ
+

φ

τR
=

1

τ

[(
s1c0 −

u0

3

)
L0 −

(
a1 + t1 +

c1s2

s1
− λΠφ

)
φ

+

(
a1 + t1 +

c1s2

s1
− δΠΠ

)
Π

]
. (98)

Note that (s1c0 − u0/3)L0 = 4βφ/3. At this point, we
define the new transport coefficients (cp. Eq. (77))

a1 + t1 +
c1s2

s1
− λΠφ ≡ δφφ + τφφ/3, (99)

3

2

(
a1 + t1 +

c1s2

s1
− δΠΠ

)
≡ λφΠ, (100)

in terms of which Eq. (61c) for φ takes the form

dφ

dτ
+

φ

τR
=

1

τ

[
4

3
βφ −

(
δφφ +

τφφ
3

)
φ+

2

3
λφΠ Π

]
.

(101)
The comparison of these new coefficients with the ones

obtained previously is shown in Fig. 10. As can be seen
in this figure, the combination of coefficients δφφ + τφφ/3
is hardly modified, but the change in λφΠ can be sub-
stantial for small values of m/T . The latter coefficient is
important in understanding the effect of the bulk pres-
sure in the evolution of the shear pressure; see Ref. [31]
for a detailed study. We remark here that the change
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FIG. 10. Comparison of second-order transport coefficients
obtained in Ref. [19] with those obtained in Sec. V C. The
coefficient τφφ + δφφ/3 obtained in Ref. [19] (solid blue) and
in this work (red dashed) differ only slightly. However, the
coefficient λφΠ (dot-dashed green) differs substantially in the
small-mass limit from the value of λφΠ obtained in [19] (black
dotted line).

in the value of this coefficient has little effect on the hy-
drodynamical evolution for the initial conditions that we
have considered. This is because the bulk pressure re-
mains small during the evolution, and therefore the term
λφΠΠ is negligible.

Finally, it should be emphasized that the coefficients
of the gradient series of Π and φ, that is the coeffi-
cients of the expansions of Π and φ in inverse powers
of w = τ/τR, remain unchanged in the reshuffling of the
various second-order hydrodynamic quantities considered
in this section (see Appendix D 2). A detailed analysis of
the ambiguities that arise in second-order hydrodynam-
ics, and their implications, will be discussed in a separate
work [20].

D. Some results and discussion

We end this section on hydrodynamics by comparing
results obtained by solving the second-order hydrody-
namic equations (61) with those obtained from the exact
solution of the kinetic equation. Such a comparison is
illustrated in Fig. 11 for two physical quantities, the lon-
gitudinal and the transverse pressures, respectively PL
and PT . Also shown in Fig. 11 is the approximate so-
lution of the kinetic equation with the three-moments
equations (34) using the interpolation (59, 60). As can
be seen in Fig. 11, left panels, the approximate solu-
tion is nearly indistinguishable from the exact solution.
This is so in spite of the fact that, for the rather large
initial time τin = 0.1 τR that is used here, the colli-
sions play a role very early on and prevent the system
to reach the free-streaming fixed point before entering
into the hydrodynamic regime (this is to be contrasted
with the study presented in the previous section, see in
particular Fig. 9, where the free-streaming fixed point is
reached well before the system enters the hydrodynamic

FIG. 11. The longitudinal (PL) and the transverse (PT ) pres-
sures, normalized to the energy density L0, as a function of
time. The initial condition is set at τin = 0.1τR, with an
isotropic distribution function. Left panels: three-moment
truncation with interpolation (59, 60)) (dashed lines), and
exact kinetic theory (solid lines). Right panels: solutions
of hydrodynamic Eqs. (61) (dashed lines) and exact kinetic
theory (solid lines). The dotted lines in all panels repre-
sent the (exact) free-streaming evolution, reaching the free-
streaming fixed point values at late times (for massless par-
ticles, PL → 0, PT → 0.5L0). The red and green lines corre-
spond to z(1) = 1 and 0.01, respectively.

regime). Remarkably, as can be seen in the right pan-
els of Fig. 11, the exact results are also well reproduced,
albeit with less accuracy, by second-order hydrodynam-
ics. In particular, a short free-streaming regime is seen
in both the kinetic description and in the hydrodynamic
one. There is of course nothing typically “hydrodynamic”
here. As we have already emphasized, hydrodynamics
becomes a valid description only for times τ & τR (see,
e.g., Fig. 5). As discussed in [14] the origin of this par-
ticular behavior of “second-order hydrodynamics” may
be traced back to the specificity of the Israel-Stewart ap-
proach, the time derivative of the viscous pressure cap-
turing approximately some of the features of the colli-
sionless regime of the expanding system. In fact, with
the chosen initial conditions, we do not see the unphysical
feature of the (uncorrected) Israel-Stewart approach: had
we started the evolution with smaller values of the longi-
tudinal pressure, one would have observed an excursion
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of the system into a region of negative longitudinal pres-
sure (corresponding effectively to the free-streaming fixed
point as approximated by the Israel-Stewart approach
[12, 14])8. Of course this unphysical feature is cured in
the three-moment truncation by using the simple inter-
polations presented in the previous section which, in the
case of massless particles, amounts to a simple renormal-
ization of a second-order transport coefficient [14]. We
have not considered this correction in the present case be-
cause that would mean essentially duplicating what we
have done for the three-moment truncation which, as we
have shown, captures accurately the dynamics from the
collisionless to the hydrodynamic regimes and involves
essentially the same degrees of freedom as hydrodynam-
ics.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have extended the analysis of Refs. [6,
7, 12, 14] to the case of massive particles. We have shown
that the two moments of the distribution function, L0

and L1, that represent in the massless case, the energy
density and the shear pressure, must be complemented
in the massive case by a third moment,M0, equal to the
trace of the energy-momentum tensor. We have shown
that the equations for L0 and L1 decouple from that of
M0 and can be solved independently in order to get, in
particular, the energy density, needed as input to solve
the equation for M0. The fixed-point structure that de-
termines the dynamics in the massive case emerges en-
tirely from the equations for L0 and L1 which can be
transformed into a nonlinear differential equation similar
to that obtained in the massless case. The free-streaming
fixed points are unchanged, while the hydrodynamic fixed
point is modified to take into account the dependence of
the speed of sound on the equation of state. The vicin-
ity of the hydrodynamic fixed point is described by the
Navier-Stokes equation with viscosities that can be de-
duced in leading order from the Chapman-Enskog expan-
sion. In this work, we have assumed that the mass of the
particles is a constant and have restricted ourselves to
situations where the evolution is stopped at times where
the ratio m/T remains sufficiently small to avoid entering
too deeply into the non-relativistic regime.

As was the case for massless particles, a simple renor-
malization, whose goal is to correct for the neglect of
the infinite tower of higher moments, allows us to repro-
duce accurately the exact result of kinetic theory within a
three-moment truncation. This three-moment truncation
contains as a limiting case the hydrodynamic equations.
We have discussed in particular how the second-order
hydrodynamic equations emerge from the three-moment
truncation, and pointed out potential ambiguities in the

8 Large deviations from kinetic theory may be observed in hydro-
dynamics at early time for initial conditions that yield large bulk
pressures [17].

definition of some of the second-order transport coeffi-
cients. These ambiguities are connected, in part, with
a possible decoupling of the equations of second-order
hydrodynamics that, to the best of our knowledge, was
never considered before.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank Chandrodoy Chattopadhyay for
helpful discussions and insightful comments. This work
was started when RSB visited IPhT, Saclay in the
summer of 2019. RSB and SJ acknowledge the kind
hospitality of IPhT, Saclay and NISER, Bhubaneswar
where parts of this work were completed. RSB
and AJ would like to thank the Department of Sci-
ence and Technology, India for the research grant no.
SERB/CRG/2019/000807. RSB and AJ acknowledge
the support of the IFCPAR/CEFIPRA-funded project
no. 6403. ZC and LY are partly supported by National
Natural Science Foundation of China through grant No.
11975079.

Appendix A: Exact solution of the RTA Boltzmann
equation

The solution of the kinetic equation (2) can be formally
written as [24, 32, 33]:

f(τ ; p⊥, pz) =D(τ, τin)fin(p⊥, pzτ/τin)

+

∫ τ

τin

dτ ′

τR(τ ′)
D(τ, τ ′) feq(p⊥, pzτ/τ

′),

(A1)

where

D(τ2, τ1) = e−(τ2−τ1)/τR . (A2)

Here fin is the initial distribution function at proper time
τin and feq is the equilibrium distribution, taken to be a
Boltzmann distribution at a local temperature T (τ) that
is determined by the Landau matching condition:∫
p

√
m2 + p2 f(τ ; p⊥, pz) =

∫
p

√
m2 + p2 exp

(
−
√
m2 + p2

T (τ)

)
.

(A3)

Together with Eq. (A1) for f , Eq. (A3) allows the nu-
merical determination of the temperature at each time,
via an iterative procedure [32–34]. To proceed, it is con-
venient to express all momenta in units of the mass m,
and solve Eq. (A3) for the ratio z(τ) ≡ m/T (τ):∫
p̄

√
1 + p̄2 f(τ ; p̄⊥, p̄z) =

∫
p̄

√
1 + p̄2 exp

(
−z(τ)

√
1 + p̄2

)
,

(A4)

where pi = mp̄i and
∫
p̄
≡
∫

d3p̄
(2π)3 . Note that we do not

need to specify the initial mass and temperature, but
only the ratio z(τin).
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Once z(τ) has been obtained, we can use it to calculate
the normalized moments Ln and Mn. For instance, Ln
is given by

Ln(τ)

m4
= D(τ, τ0)

∫
p̄

√
1 + p̄2 P2n

(
p̄z
p̄0

)
fin

(
p̄⊥,

p̄zτ

τin

)
+

∫ τ

τin

dτ ′

τR(τ ′)
D(τ, τ ′)

∫
p̄

√
1 + p̄2 P2n

(
p̄z
p̄0

)
feq

(
p̄⊥,

p̄zτ

τ ′

)
,

(A5)

and a similar equation holds for Mn.
In order to provide more details on the numerics, con-

sider the attractor solutions discussed in Section IV. The
initial distribution is chosen to describe the vicinity of
the stable collisionless fixed point, i.e., it is peaked in the
z direction. We use the simple function

fin(p⊥, pz) = exp

(
−
√
m2 + p2

⊥ + ξ2p2
z

Λ

)
. (A6)

where the parameter ξ mimics a free-streaming evolu-
tion till the initial time, and Λ characterizes the typical
momentum scale (see the next Appendix). We choose
ξ2 = 104, and m/Λ = {1.38 × 10−4, 6.88 × 10−3, 1.41 ×
10−2, 1.115 × 10−1} at τin = 1 × 10−5 fm/c to obtain
z(τ) from the Landau matching condition (A4) for the
green, blue, red, and orange curves, respectively (m/Λ is
tuned to get the desired value of m/T at τ = τR). We set
w = τ/τR. Starting from an initial guess for z(w) on 300
nonuniform grid points in w in the interval {win, 600}, we
numerically iterate till the maximum error (evaluated at
these 300 grid points) between two subsequent iterations

is ≤ 0.01% for z(w), i.e., max
∣∣ zn−zn−1

zn

∣∣ (n represents

the nth iteration) evaluated at these 300 grid points is
≤ 10−4. We then evaluate Ln using Eq. (A5) and simi-
larly for Mn.

Appendix B: More on initial conditions

In this appendix, we comment on the role of the mass
and of the anisotropy of the initial momentum distribu-
tion of the particles.

Let us first consider an isotropic distribution. We as-
sume that such a distribution is characterized by a single
momentum scale Λ (e.g., Λ can be the saturation mo-
mentum Qs; alternatively, one may associate Λ to the
initial effective temperature, making use of the Landau
matching condition). In other words, we assume that

fin = fin(p0/Λ) where p0 =
√
p2 +m2 is the energy of a

particle.
With such a distribution, the energy density and the

trace of the energy-momentum tensor are easily evalu-
ated. We have

εin(m) =

∫
p

√
m2 + p2fin(p0/Λ) ≡ Λ4 g(m/Λ), (B1)

and

Min
0 (m) = m2

∫
p

1√
m2 + p2

fin(p0/Λ) ≡ m2Λ2 h(m/Λ),

(B2)

where g and h are dimensionless functions of m/Λ, which
have finite limits when m → 0. All the non-trivial mass
dependence is contained in these functions.

These expressions of εin andMin
0 show that when m�

Λ, Min
0 is parametrically much smaller than the energy

density. In the opposite limit, m� Λ, the system is in a
non-relativistic regime and

εin(m� Λ) ≈
∫
p

(
m+

p2

2m

)
fin(p0/Λ) = ninm+

3

2
Pin,

(B3)

and

Min
0 (m� Λ) ≈ m

∫
p

fin(p0/Λ) = ninm. (B4)

We have set

nin =

∫
p

fin(p0/Λ), (B5)

and Pin is the initial pressure. In this limit, Min
0 . εin.

The transition to this non-relativistic regime occurs when
m ∼ Λ. As already mentioned in Section II, we are not
interested in this unphysical regime, so we shall assume
that m� Λ.

Some of the numerical calculations presented in this
paper involve an anisotropic initial distribution of the
form (A6) where ξ controls the anisotropy (a large value
of ξ corresponding to a distribution that is peaked in the
z direction). We assume m � Λ. Without too much
effort, one can estimate the parametric dependence of
various physical quantities on the parameters Λ and ξ.
In the limit of a large anisotropy (required to initialize
the flow near the stable free-streaming fixed point), ξ is
large. It provides then a cutoff on the pz integration of
order Λ/ξ. The transverse momentum is cut off at the
scale Λ. One can then easily estimate the initial energy
density and the moment Min

0 . We get

εin '
1

12

Λ4

ξ
, Min

0 '
m2

4π2

Λ2

ξ
. (B6)

The energy density can also be estimated from an equi-
librium distribution with temperature Tin, and Landau
matching then allows us to determine Tin. We get

εin '
T 4

in

8π2
,

Tin

Λ
'
(

2π2

3ξ

)1/4

' 1

ξ1/4
. (B7)

Similarly, we can calculate the corresponding equilibrium
value of M0. We get

M eq
0 '

m2T 2
in

8π2
,

Min
0

Meq
0

' 1

ξ1/2
. (B8)

These simple estimates are useful to understand the order
of magnitude of quantities discussed in Section (IV B).
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Appendix C: Chapman-Enskog expansion

The deviation of the distribution function f from its
equilibrium value f eq(p0/T ) at late time can be calcu-
lated using the Chapman-Enskog expansion. In leading
order, this is given by (see, e.g., Ref. [12])

δf (1) =
τR
τ

(
p2
z

p2
0

− c2s
)
p0
∂f eq

∂p0
, (C1)

where we have used the leading-order relation

d lnT

d ln τ
= −c2s . (C2)

Using this expression of δf (1), one can easily calcu-
late the leading-order contributions to the bulk and shear
pressures. One finds

Π =
1

3

∫
p

p2

p0
δf (1)

=
τR
3τ

{(
1

3
− c2s

)∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

p4

p2
0

−m2c2s

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

p2

p2
0

}
,

(C3)

and

φ = −2

3

∫
p

(
p2
z

p0
− p2

⊥
2p0

)
δf (1) = − 4

45

τR
τ

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

p4

p2
0

.

(C4)
We have used the shorthand notation for the three-
momentum integration

∫
p
≡
∫

d3p
(2π)3 . The momentum

integrals can be reduced to integrals over the equilib-
rium distribution function by integrating by parts, af-
ter making the change of variables p = m sinh θ and
p0 = m cosh θ. We get∫

p

∂f eq

∂p0

p4

p2
0

=

∫
p

f eq

(
p4

p3
0

− 5
p2

p0

)
,∫

p

∂f eq

∂p0

p2

p2
0

= −
∫
p

f eq

(
2

p0
+
m2

p3
0

)
. (C5)

These integrals can in turn be expressed in terms of the
equilibrium values of the moments. We have indeed

Meq
0 =

∫
p

m2

p0
f eq = ε− 3P,

Meq
1 = −1

2

∫
p

m4

p3
0

f eq,

Leq
2 = −1

2
Meq

0 −
7

4
Meq

1 , (C6)

so that∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

p4

p2
0

= −3(ε+ P ) + 2(Meq
0 −M

eq
1 ), (C7)

and ∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

p2

p2
0

= − 2

m2
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 ). (C8)

Combining all these results, one obtains the leading-order
contributions to Π and φ in the form

Π =
τR
3τ

[
(3c2s − 1)(ε+ P ) +

2

3
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 )

]
,

φ =
τR
τ

[
16

45
ε− 4

15
Meq

0 +
8

45
Meq

1

]
. (C9)

One verifies easily that these expressions agree with those
given in the main text (see Eqs. (67) and (73)). In order
to verify directly the expression of L′1 given in the main
text, it is useful to recall the Landau matching condition∫
p
p0δf

(1) = 0, which is easily verified:∫
p

p0δf
(1) =

τR
τ

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0
p2

0

(
p2

3p2
0

− c2s
)

= −τRT
τ

[
∂P

∂T
− c2s

∂ε

∂T

]
= 0. (C10)

We have used dP/dε = c2s and

p0
∂f eq

∂p0
= −T ∂f

eq

∂T
. (C11)

To proceed systematically in forthcoming calculations, it
proves convenient to set

p2 = p2
z+p2

⊥, q2 = p2
z−

p2
⊥
2
, p2

z =
1

3
(p2+2q2). (C12)

Then,

δf (1) =
τR
τ

1

p0

∂f eq

∂p0

[(
p2

3
− c2sp2

0

)
+

2

3
q2

]
= B + Sq2.

(C13)
The calculation of L′1 goes then as follows (P2(x) =
(3x2 − 1)/2)

L′1 =
1

2

∫
p

p0

(
3
p2
z

p2
0

− 1

)
δf (1)

=
1

2

∫
p

1

p0
(p2 + 2q2)(B + Sq2) =

1

2

∫
p

1

p0
(Bp2 + 2Sq4)

=
τR
2τ

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

1

p2
0

[(
p2

3
− c2sp2

0

)
p2 +

2

3
q4

]
=
τR
2τ

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

[
p4

p2
0

(
1

3
− c2s

)
−m2c2s

p2

p2
0

+
2

15

p4

p2
0

]
,

(C14)

where in going to the second line, we have used the Lan-
dau matching condition, and in the last line we have
used

∫
p
q4f(p) = 1

5

∫
p
p4f(p). One recognizes the inte-

grals that contribute to Π and φ, respectively, and then,
remembering that L′1 = (Π − φ)/c0 one recovers the ex-
pression of L′1 given in the main text (Eq. (43)).

In order to determine the second-order transport coef-
ficients, we need the expressions of L′2 and M ′1. Consider
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first M′1. We have

M′1 =
1

2

∫
p

m2

p0

(
3
p2
z

p2
0

− 1

)
δf (1)

=
m2

2

∫
p

1

p3
0

(
p2 + 2q2 − p2

0

)
δf (1)

=
m2

2

∫
p

1

p3
0

[
−m2B + 2Sq4

]
=
m2

2

τR
τ

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

[
−m

2p2

p4
0

(
1

3
− c2s

)
+ c2s

m4

p4
0

+
4

15

p4

p4
0

]
.

(C15)

There are new integrals to evaluate. The first one is∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

p2

p4
0

= −3m2

∫
p

f eq

p5
0

. (C16)

The integral in the last term in Eq. (C15) can be reduced
by using p2 = p2

0 −m2. We get∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

p4

p4
0

= −
∫
p

f eq

(
5
p2

p3
0

− 3
p4

p5
0

)
= −

∫
p

f eq

(
2

p0
+
m2

p3
0

− 3
m4

p5
0

)
, (C17)

so that

m2

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

p4

p4
0

= −2(Meq
0 −M

eq
1 ) + 3m6

∫
p

f eq

p5
0

. (C18)

The integral in the middle term in the last line of
Eq. (C15),∫

p

∂f eq

∂p0

m4

p4
0

= m2

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

p2
0 − p2

p4
0

=

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

(
m2

p2
0

− m2p2

p4
0

)
. (C19)

The last of the two integrals in this expression is known
(see Eq. (C16)). To calculate the first integral we use
(C11) and get∫

p

∂f eq

∂p0

m2

p2
0

= −T ∂

∂T

∫
p

f eqm
2

p3
0

=
2T

m2

∂Meq
1

∂T
. (C20)

By combining these previous results we get

M′1 =
τR
τ

[
9m6

10

∫
p

f eq

p5
0

+ c2sT
∂Meq

1

∂T
− 4

15
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 )

]
.

(C21)
Consider next L′2. We have (with P4(x) = (3− 30x2 +

35x4)/8).

L′2 =

∫
p

p0

8

(
3− 30

p2
z

p2
0

+ 35
p4
z

p4
0

)
(B + Sq2). (C22)

The first term (∼ 3p0) does not contribute because of the
Landau matching condition. We are left with

L′2 =
1

8

∫
p

[
−10

p0
(p2 + 2q2) +

35

9p3
0

(p2 + 2q2)2

]
(B + Sq2)

=
1

8

∫
p

{
B
[
−10

p2

p0
+

35

9p3
0

(p4 + 4q4)

]
+ S

[
−20

q4

p0
+

140

9

p2q4

p3
0

+
140

9

q6

p3
0

]}
. (C23)

We shall evaluate separately the two contributions from
B and S. We have

L′2B =
1

8

∫
p

B
[
−10

p2

p0
+

35

9p3
0

(p4 + 4q4)

]
=
τR
8τ

∫
p

∂feq
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(
p2

3
− c2sp2

0

)[
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p2

p2
0
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35

9p4
0
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p4 +

4

5
p4

)]
=
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8τ

∫
p

∂feq
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p2

(
1

3
− c2s
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−m2c2s

] [
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8τ

∫
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∂feq
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1

3
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p4
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[
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p2

p2
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p4
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0
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=
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8τ

∫
p

∂feq
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{(
1

3
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− 7m2 p
4

p4
0
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[
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0

]}
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By using the expressions for the momentum integrals
given above, we finally get

L′2B =
τR
8τ

[
9(ε+ P )

(
1

3
− c2s

)
+

(
8

3
− 14c2s

)
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 )

− 7m6

∫
p

f eq

p5
0

]
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τR
8τ

[
3(ε+ P ) +

8

3
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 )− 7m6

∫
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f eq
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0

− c2s {9(ε+ P ) + 14(Meq
0 −M

eq
1 )}
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c2sT

∂Leq
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For the S contribution, we get

L′2S =
1

8

∫
p
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0
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, (C26)

where we have used
∫
p
q6f(p) = 2

35

∫
p
p6f(p). We have
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therefore

L′2S =
τR
12τ

∫
p

∂f eq

∂p0

[
−4

p4
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Finally,

L′2 =
τR
τ

[
c2sT

∂Leq
2

∂T
+Meq

0 −M
eq
1 −

15m6

8

∫
p

f eq

p5
0

]
.

(C28)
The expressions given above for M′1 and L′2 are not

unique, as is clear from the expressions given in Eq. (C25)
for L′2B. They can be transformed by using various iden-
tities. For instance, we have

T
∂Leq

2

∂T
=

3

8
T
∂ε

∂T
− 9

8
(ε+ P )− 7

4
(Meq

0 −M
eq
1 ), (C29)

which is easily derived by using Leq
2 = − 1

2M
eq
0 − 7

4M
eq
1

together with the following identities

T
∂

∂T

(
Meq

1 +
Meq

0

2

)
=Meq

0 −M
eq
1 , (C30)

and

T
∂P

∂T
= ε+ P = Ts, s =

dP

dT
= c2s

dε

dT
. (C31)

From these last two relations, we also get

T
∂Meq

1

∂T
= −T

2

∂ε

∂T
+

3

2
(ε+ P ) +Meq

0 −M
eq
1 . (C32)

Appendix D: Gradient expansion

In this Appendix, we compare the coefficients of the
gradient series for Π and φ obtained on the one hand from
the moment equations (34), and on the other hand from
the second-order hydrodynamic equations (61). We show
that the values of these coefficients agree up to second
order, independently of the choice made for the second-
order transport coefficients discussed in Section V C.

1. Moment equations

In order to study the hydrodynamic regime, we rewrite
the moment equations in terms of the deviations L′n of
the moments Ln from their their equilibrium values Leq

n ,
with L′n ≡ Ln−Leq

n for n > 0 (L′0 = 0). The Ln-moment
equations can then be recast in the form

∂L0

∂τ
=− 1

τ
[ā0L0 + c0L′1] ,

∂L′n
∂τ

=− 1

τ

[
sn L0 + tn L′1 + anL′n + bnL′n−1 + cnL′n+1

]
− L

′
n

τR
, ∀n ≥ 1, (D1)

where ā0 =
(
a0 + c0

Leq
1

L0

)
= 1 + P/ε. The coefficients

sn, tn are functions of m/T , and are given by

sn = an
Leq
n

L0
+ bn

Leq
n−1

L0
+ cn

Leq
n+1

L0
− ā0

∂Leq
n

∂ε
,

tn = −c0
∂Leq

n

∂ε
. (D2)

To obtain these equations, we have used the following
relation

∂Leq
n

∂τ
= −1

τ

[(
a0 + c0

Leq
1

L0

)
∂Leq

n

∂ε
L0 +

(
c0
∂Leq

n

∂ε

)
L′1
]
,

(D3)
which follows from the fact that the equilibrium values of
the moments can be considered as functions of the energy
density, from which they acquire their time dependence.
Similarly, the Mn-moment equations can be written as

∂M′n
∂τ

= −1

τ

[
un L0 + vn L′1 + a′nM′n + b′nM′n−1

+ c′nM′n+1

]
− M

′
n

τR
, ∀n ≥ 0, (D4)

where M′n ≡Mn −Meq
n , and

un = a′n
Meq

n

L0
+ b′n

Meq
n−1

L0
+ c′n

Meq
n+1

L0
− ā0

∂Meq
n

∂ε
,

vn = −c0
∂Meq

n

∂ε
. (D5)

We assume that L′n and M′n admit a gradient expan-
sion, i.e., an expansion in τR/τ = 1/w, starting at order
1/w. For the L′n moments, we write

L′n
Leq
n

=

∞∑
k=1

α
(k)
n

wk
. (D6)

We note that α
(k)
n is a function of m/T . Using this ex-

pansion in Eq. (D1) and collecting terms of O(1/w) and
O(1/w2), we get

α
(1)
1 = −s1

ε

Leq
1

,

α
(2)
1 = −

[
(∆ + ā0 − a1)s1 − c1s2 − t1s1

+ ā0

(
∂s1/∂z

∂ ln ε/∂z

)]
ε

Leq
1

,

α
(1)
2 = −s2

ε

Leq
2

, (D7)

where ∆ = 1 − d ln τR
d ln τ

9. To derive these coefficients, we
considered the evolution equations for L0,L′1, and L′2.

9 The analysis of this section holds even for a time-dependent re-
laxation time.
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Thus to order 1/w2, we have

L′1 = − 1

w
s1ε−

1

w2

[
(∆ + ā0 − a1)s1 − c1s2 − t1s1

+ ā0

(
∂s1/∂z

∂ ln ε/∂z

)]
ε+O(1/w3).

(D8)

For the massless case, all sn, tn, un, vn vanish except s1 7→
b1. Further, ā0 → a0 and L′1 → L1. For constant τR
(∆→ 1) the gradient expansion reduces then to

L′1 = − 1

w
b1ε−

1

w2
(1 + a0 − a1)b1ε, (D9)

which agrees with [12].
Similarly, the gradient expansion ofM′n can be written

as

M′n
Meq

n
=

∞∑
k=1

γ
(k)
n

wk
. (D10)

The coefficients are obtained to be

γ
(1)
0 = −u0

ε

Meq
0

,

γ
(2)
0 = −

[
(∆ + ā0 − a′0)u0 − c′0u1 − s1v0
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)]
ε
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0

,
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(1)
1 = −u1

ε
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1

. (D11)

Therefore, up to second order,

M′0 = − 1

w
u0ε−

1

w2

[
(∆ + ā0 − a′0)u0 − c′0u1 − s1v0

+ ā0

(
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∂ ln ε/∂z

)]
ε+O(1/w3).

(D12)

The gradient series for Π and φ can be obtained from
Eqs. (D8, D12). Since Π = − 1

3M
′
0, we obtain:

Π =
1

w

(u0

3

)
ε+

1
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3
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3
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(D13)

From the relation φ = − 1
3M

′
0 − c0L′1, we obtain

φ =
1

w
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+O(1/w3). (D14)

2. Second-order hydrodynamics

We now turn to the hydrodynamic equations and as-
sume that φ and Π admit the gradient series

φ

ε
=

∞∑
k=1

Sk
wk

,
Π

ε
=

∞∑
k=1

Bk
wk

. (D15)

The coefficients Sk,Bk are dimensionless functions of
m/T . These can be determined by plugging the expan-
sions (D15) into the hydrodynamic equations and iden-
tifying the various orders in 1/w. One gets
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(D16)

With these coefficients, one can then calculate the gradi-
ent expansions of φ and Π. One gets
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1

w

4βφ
3

+
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3
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3
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(D17)

We have checked (numerically for a large range in
m/T ) that the expansions of φ and Π given in Eqs. (D13,
D14) and Eq. (D17) coincide, whatever choice one makes
for the transport coefficients δφφ + τφφ/3 and λφΠ (the
coefficients λΠφ and δΠΠ being the same in the two cases
considered in Sect. V C). We have indeed

4

3
(δφφ + τφφ/3)βφ+

2

3
λφΠβΠ =

4

3
(δφφ+τφφ/3)βφ+

2

3
λφΠβΠ .

(D18)
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