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Abstract

We revisit the general analytic solution space for relativistic (1 + 1)-dimensional hydrody-

namics for a perfect fluid flowing along the longitudinal direction. We work out the explicit one-

parameter family of interpolating flows between boost-invariant and boost-non-invariant regimes,

where a direct and simple dialing of the parameter at the level of solutions is possible. We also

discuss the construction of generalised rapidity distribution of entropy for such interpolating flows

at the level of potentials.
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1 Introduction

Relativistic hydrodynamics has been widely successful in describing collective phenomena in high

energy QCD and early universe physics. Based on experimental data obtained from relativistic

Heavy Ion Collisions (HICs) conducted both at the RHIC and LHC, we can confirm that a hot and

dense nuclear matter is generated during the initial stages of these collisions, commonly referred

to as Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP). It is astonishing that many physical phenomena associated to

QGP is well approximated by the almost perfect, strongly-coupled fluid picture of high energy

particle processes in these regimes. The problem of solving hydrodynamics in (1+1) dimensions has

subsequently receieved particular attention since for very high energy particles, rotational invariance

in the transverse directions make the flow effectively two dimensional. Depending on the rapidity

dependence of such a flow, one could classify the associated heavy-ion collision processes.

In general, there are two broad classes of solutions deemed most important in this regime, namely

the ones with and without manifest boost invariance. The boost invariant regime for a perfect fluid

was developed by Bjorken [1] (see also [2]) in his seminal work, which applies beautifully to the

central rapidity region of high energy collisions of relativistic heavy ions. Due to the symmetry pro-

tected nature, one can easily determine the four-velocity profile for the beam in question. Although

elegant in formulation, the Bjorken boost invariant predictions are hardly ever important for ex-

periments, where often Gaussian rapidity distributions dominate the data for the dense hot matter

produced in high energy collisions, giving rise to what is know as the Landau flow [3]. This has

been experimentally observed in high energy scattering events [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9]3. However lucrative,

exact analytic solutions of fluid equations in (1+1) dimensions remain scarce, and general solutions

spanning all parameter space is still hard to find even for benchmarking purposes.

Although given by very different regimes of parameter space in the fluid theory, both Bjorken

and Landau flow share something unique, in the sense they are obtained assuming the rapidity y for

3More extensive discussions on Landau flows appear in a number of works, including [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16].
This list is by no means exhaustive and the interested reader is requested to look at the references of these.
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the flow satisfies a harmonic equation for the lightcone kinematic variables, giving them the epithet

“Harmonic flows”. Using this connection, a family of solutions interpolating between Bjorken and

Landau regime (a generalised “in-out ansatz”) was put forward in [17]. In this work the authors

found out a way to write a solution for the (1+1) perfect fluid theory with arbitrary speed of sound,

that is valid in boost non-invariant regimes, but the invariance can be restored in a particular limit.

This structure is the main focus of the current manuscript.

In this work, we revisit the interpolating solution between the Bjorken and Landau regime,

taking extra care to provide a dialing parameter that seamlessly transform observables between the

two. We explicitly derive the one parameter dependent ansatz for the general solution which works

in both regimes. Further, we construct an exact interpolating entropy flow valid for both regimes

by using the formalism of the Khalatnikov potential [18]. The Khalatnikov formalism allows one

to replace the non-linear problem of hydrodynamic evolution with linear differential equations for

a suitably defined scalar potential. This gives us analytic control over the solution space in terms

of temperature and rapidity, which we then show can be used to define physical observables over a

larger parameter space.

The rest of the discussion is structured as follows: in section (2) we discuss some background

material on hydrodynamic equation in lightcone coordinates. In section (3) we rework the construc-

tion of the interpolating ansatz from the solution of these equations, which depends on a parameter

that appears as an integration constant. In section (4) we use this ansatz to find out the entropy

flow as function of the freeze-out temperature. In section (5) we further extend the parameter space

of our ansatz to take care of other classes of harmonic flow solutions. We end with some discussions

in (6).

2 The set-up: Hydrodynamic equations

Let us first review the basics of the formulation in a two dimensional (t, z) plane. We start by

setting up the basic hydrodynamic equations in the light cone variables given by z± = t ± z , a

coordinate choice appropriate for particles moving with speeds comparable to c, which we will set in

our convention to be fixed at 1 for the rest of the manuscript. The perfect fluid energy momentum

tensor is given by,

Tµν = (ϵ+ p)uµuν + pηµν , (1)

where, ϵ is the energy density, p is the pressure of the fluid and uµ is the four-velocity with uµuµ = −1.

We also assume a linear equation of state connecting the two given by,

ϵ = gp (2)

where 1/
√
g is speed of sound in the fluid, and not to be confused with the metric tensor. Finally,

the hydrodynamic equation is nothing but the local conservation laws,

∂µT
µν = 0. (3)
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With the light-cone coordinates the partial derivatives become, ∂± = ∂
∂z±

≡ 1
2

(
∂
∂t ±

∂
∂z

)
and the

hydrodynamic equation takes the form,

∂±T
01 +

1

2
∂+(T

11 ± T 00)− 1

2
∂−(T

11 ∓ T 00) = 0. (4)

We also express the velocities in the light cone coordinate as u± ≡ u0 ± u1 = e±y; where y is the

rapidity, defined as,

y ≡ 1

2
ln

(
ϵ+ p

ϵ− p

)
=

1

2
ln

(
1 + v

1− v

)
. (5)

Substituting the definition of velocity and (2) in (4) we get,

g∂+ ln p = −(g + 1)2

2
∂+y −

g2 − 1

2
e−2y∂−y (6a)

g∂− ln p =
(g + 1)2

2
∂−y +

g2 − 1

2
e2y∂+y (6b)

Notice that these two equations are enough to fix all physical variables associated to the state of the

fluid. In general these sets of equations could be highly non-linear, but we may still be able to get

some exact solutions. Eliminating p using the above equations; we get a consistency condition for y,

∂+∂−y =
g2−1

4(1+g)2
{
∂−∂−[e

−2y]− ∂+∂+[e
+2y]

}
(7)

which in general can be thought of as a wave equation for the rapidity with a source term. This

consistency condition will give us the differential equation for finding out a general fluid flow profile.

These sets of equations (6)-(7) will be our main focus in this manuscript.

3 Interpolating flows: Boost and beyond

Before jumping to the general interpolating ansatz we will look at the Bjorken flow which would

help us build some intuition for the ansatz. Bjorken flow [1] is a statement about the velocity profile

of the fluid flow. Bjorken flow fluid profile is given by,

v(z, t) =
z

t
(8)

where, v(z, t) is the velocity of the fluid at the point (z, t). We urge the readers to be mindful,

that (8) is the definition of Bjorken flow and is slightly different from (5). The later is true for any

relativistic particle with velocity v. Substituting the above fluid profile in (5) we get,

y =
1

2
ln

(
ϵ+ p

ϵ− p

)
=

1

2
ln

(
t+ z

t− z

)
. (9)

People often re-write the above equation as y = η and use this as the definition of Bjorken flow.

Here, η is the “space-time rapidity” and defined as,

η =
1

2
ln

(
t+ z

t− z

)
. (10)
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In the light-cone velocity variables the equation looks like,

2y = lnu+ − lnu− = ln z+ − ln z− (11)

which signifies the equivalence of rapidity and space-time rapidity of the fluid flow. This simple

ansatz makes sure that the system is manifestly boost invariant, i.e. put into (6) the pressure of

the flow and other thermodynamic quantities do not depend on the rapidity. The form of the above

equation naturally motivates the generalised ansatz given by the following equation,

2y = lnu+ − lnu− = ln f+(z+)− ln f−(z−) (12)

were f± are arbitrary functions of the light-cone coordinates. Note that this is essentially a more

general statement about the fluid flow profile. With f± = z± we get back the Bjorken flow. It

should be immediately clear that a generic f± will break the boost invariance associated to Bjorken

ansatz. This non boost-invariant regime is sometimes called Landau flow [3] as discussed in the

introduction.

What remains to be done is to constrain forms of f± via the hydrodynamic equations. Substi-

tuting this ansatz in the consistency equation (7) we get for the functions f±,

f−∂−∂−(f−) = f+∂+∂+(f+) = A2/2 (13)

Thus both f+ and f− satisfy the identical equation,4

ff ′′ = A2/2, (14)

and A is a constant parameter. This in turn can be written as ,

[(f ′)2]′ = A2[ln f ]′ (15a)

⇒ f ′ =
√
A2 ln f + C (15b)

One can easily see that in the limit A → 0 the function f becomes linear in z, which is evident from

the differential equation (14) as well. This is our first encounter with an interpolating solution, that

reduces down to Bjorken flow.

Now we arrive at a crucial juncture in our computation. Since we want the solution for f to

go to eq(11) explicitly as we dial A to zero, we will set C = 1. Note, that this is where we differ

with the authors as discussed in the original paper [17], as for their case, a smooth interpolation by

4We drop the ± subscript of f whenever the equations are separately true for both. Primes would now on denote
derivatives w.r.t z± as per the case.
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dialing A only seems not possible. 5 So we finally have a new implicit form for the solution,

z =

∫
df√

A2 ln f + 1
(17)

This integral can be solved by brute force which gives us a complicated function which we will

present later. One can also expand the integrand in orders of A and then integrate to get results

perturbatively away from the Bjorken regime. Doing that we get,

z = f − 1

2
f(ln(f)− 1) A2 +

3

8
f
(
ln2(f)− 2 ln(f) + 2

)
A4 +O

(
A6
)
, (18)

which re-confirms that in the A → 0 limit we do get back the linear term 6. Another point to be made

here is about the dimensionality of A. Since rapidity y is a dimensionless parameter, eq(12) tells

us that we have freedom to choose the dimensions of the function f .7 Consequently the dimensions

of A from (13) is: [A] = [f ]
[
L−1

]
. Since for Bjorken flow the ansatz is simply f± = z±, a natural

choice is to set f to be of the dimensions of length which makes our interpolation parameter to be

dimensionless; which is also intuitive to some extent since the A gives us an effective dial. All in all,

we now have a one-parameter family of hydrodynamic solutions that should interpolate, according

to the value of A, between boost-invariant and non-invariant regimes.

Now that we have an idea about explicit form of f we can go ahead with calculating the ther-

modynamic properties of the fluid 8. Substituting the ansatz (12) in (6) we get,

g∂+[ln p] = −(1+g)2

4

f ′
+

f+
+

g2−1

4

f ′
−
f+

(19)

g∂−[ln p] = −(1+g)2

4

f ′
−
f−

+
g2−1

4

f ′
+

f−
(20)

From this we get by integrating,

g ln p = −(1+g)2

4
ln f+ +

g2−1

4
f ′
−

∫
dz+
f+

+∆−(z−) (21a)

g ln p = −(1+g)2

4
ln f− +

g2−1

4
f ′
+

∫
dz−
f−

+∆+(z+), (21b)

with ∆±(z±) being undetermined functions. The integrals on the R.H.S. can be evaluated using the

explicit form of the function in (15b). Indeed:∫
dz

f
=

∫
df

f

1

f ′ =

∫
d(ln(f))√
A2 ln f + 1

=
2
√
A2 ln f + 1

A2
+K =

2(
√
A2 ln f + 1− 1)

A2
(22)

5The authors of [17] set C = A2 log (H), where H is some arbitrary constant and get,

f ′ = A

√
ln

(
f

H

)
(16)

One can immediately see that we cannot recover the Bjorken flow at the level of solutions because as A → 0 the
integration constant C also vanishes and instead of eq(11) we end up with a constant f .

6Interested readers can check that the above is the expansion one gets if one expands the exact solution.
7If we are being stringent then in (17) we need to add another term to make it dimensionally correct. That is,

z =
∫
(
√

A2 ln(f/f0) + 1)−1/2df . Or one can also just work with a dimensionless f to begin with.
8One can also get the functional form by just integrating (17). The function is presented later in (28).
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for the integral to be finite9 as A → 0 we set the value of integration constant K = −2/A2.

Substituting this we get,

g ln p = −(1+g)2

4
ln f+ +

g2−1

2

(
√

A2 ln f− + 1
√
A2 ln f+ + 1−

√
A2 ln f− + 1)

A2
+∆−(z−) (23a)

g ln p = −(1+g)2

4
ln f− +

g2−1

2

(
√

A2 ln f+ + 1
√
A2 ln f− + 1−

√
A2 ln f+ + 1)

A2
+∆+(z+) (23b)

Comparing these to the expressions in (21) we can fix ∆±(z±):

∆±(z±) = −(1+g)2

4
ln f± +

g2−1

2

√
A2 ln f± + 1

A2
− g2−1

2

1

A2
, (24)

which also has the explicit information of A. Finally collecting all the terms gives us,

g ln p = −(1+g)2

4
ln(f+f−) +

g2−1

2

(
√
A2 ln f− + 1

√
A2 ln f+ + 1− 1)

A2
(25)

Using all of this, we can solve for the pressure and the rapidity in terms of the lightcone variables,

p(z+, z−) = p0 exp

{
−(1+g)2

4g
ln(f+f−) +

g2−1

2g

(
√
A2 ln f− + 1

√
A2 ln f+ + 1− 1)

A2

}
(26a)

y(z+, z−) =
1

2
ln

(
f+
f−

)
(26b)

The general solution of course depends on the rapidity variables. However, the solution for pressure

in the limit A → 0 goes to10,

p(z+, z−) = p0 (z+z−)
−(g+1)/2g = p0

(
τ

τ0

)−(g+1)/g

(27)

with τ as proper time, this is nothing but the solution for the Bjorken ansatz, as the boost invariance

of physical quantities is evident.

Now note that the generic form of functions f± can be integrated to get the following form,

f± = exp

{(
erfi−1

(
A z±√

π
e

1
A2

))2

− 1

A2

}
(28)

Here erfi−1 signifies an inverse imaginary error function11. Even though not obvious at first, we can

see these functions f± are staggeringly difficult to expand near A = 0, but the behavior becomes

more understandable from the expansion (18): the presence of ln(f) terms at every order makes

inverting the series very difficult as the equations become transcendental, but at the leading order

we just have f = z near A = 0. This fact can be checked by direct plotting of the generic solution as

well. Note that on the lightcones, i.e. z± = 0, this function is just e−
1

A2 . This means the pressure

becomes a pure constant on the lightcones and the flow becomes stationary.

9This can be easily seen by expanding the expression in orders of A.
10We have explicitly added the τ0 term for dimensional correctness in the expression for pressure.
11This is defined as the negative imaginary part of the regular real error function evaluated at an imaginary argument.

Despite the name the function is real when the argument is real.
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Finally we present the solution in a form often used in literature,

p(z+, z−) = p0 exp

{
1

A2

[
−(1+g)2

4g
(l2− + l2+) +

g2−1

2g
l−l+ +

g + 1

g

]}
(29a)

y(z+, z−) =
1

2A2

(
l2+ − l2−

)
(29b)

where, l± =
√
A2 ln f± + 1. Here, we have tried to keep the form of the expressions similar to the

original work [17]; but, note that the definition of l± is different here, and so is the extra g+1
g in the

expression of pressure. But more importantly, these expressions can be seamlessly interpolated to

the boost invariant regime. To round out this discussion, we show how the general solution based

on (28) is different from the boost invariant regime, via plotting the value of y/η for varying proper

time and varying A in figure (1) and (2).

η=
1

2

η=1

η=2

η=4

2 4 6 8
τ

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

y

η

Figure 1: The ratio of y/η has been plotted against the proper time τ for a constant A and varying
rapidity η. One can see that for large proper time all graphs show boost invariance as y/η asymp-
totically goes to one.

4 Entropy flow

Now that we have the pressure in terms of the lightcone variables and f±, one can calculate other

thermodynamic quantities using the standard relations,12

p+ ϵ = Ts ; dϵ = Tds ; dp = sdT (30)

where, p, ϵ and s are pressure, energy density and entropy density, respectively. The thermodynamic

relations here are closed using the equation of state (2); which essentially means that the speed of

sound is held constant in the analysis,

dp

dϵ
=

s

T

dT

ds
= c2s ≡ const. (31)

12We have assumed vanishing chemical potential.
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A=0.05

A=0.35

A=0.5

A=5

A=10

2 4 6 8
τ

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

y

η

Figure 2: The ratio of y/η has been plotted against the proper time τ for a constant η and varying
interpolation parameter A. Some we see that for smaller and smaller A values the graph becomes
flatter around 1 which is what we expect since we move towards the Bjorken flow limit.

Throughout the calculation the quantities p, ϵ and s are considered in the rest frame of the fluid.

With above equations one gets the following thermodynamic relations between the variables. The

constant speed of sound is as mentioned before: c2s ≡ p
ϵ = 1

g . We also define the quantity θ, related

to the temperature profile, as:

θ = log

(
T0

T

)
=

1

g + 1
log

(
p0
p

)
(32)

where p0 ≡ ϵ0
g T

g+1
0 . In this language the energy density is,

ϵ = gp = ϵ0

(
T

T0

)g+1

= ϵ0e
−(g+1)θ (33)

and for entropy we get,

s = s0

(
T

T0

)g

= s0e
−θ. (34)

One is generally interested in the distribution of entropy per unit rapidity ds/dy as it is a relatively

easily measurable quantity and further, it may be related to the multiplicity distribution of particles.

Since we have already found an one-parameter interpolating flow in the last section, it would be

only natural to look for a general interpolating formula for entropy distribution as well.

This “hydrodynamic observable” depends on the presumed (1 + 1) dimensional hypersurface

through which the flow is considered. One can consider all sorts of surfaces such as a fixed proper

time surface or fixed time surface. A particularly interesting hypersurface is the one corresponding

to a fixed temperature. It allows us to follow the evolution of the fluid from a high temperature inital

state towards a final low temperature state which is often associated to the freeze out temperature.

It essentially is the temperature/surface where the system starts to lose its fluid nature and starts

behaving more like particles.

We go about calculating the entropy distribution using the method of Khalatnikov potentials [18]

9



13 as the calculations are much simpler in this case, and further allows to devise exact solutions for

entropy flow in (1 + 1) hydrodynamics. We start from (4) and using the thermodynamic relations

in (30), we can write,

∂+

(
e−θ+y

)
= ∂−

(
e−θ−y

)
≡ ∂+∂−Φ (z+, z−) (35)

The first equality above can to be seen as a curl of a the quantity Q⃗ = (e−θ−y, e−θ+y) = (u−T, u+T )

being put equal to zero. Therefore, Q⃗ can be written as a divergence of a scalar potential Φ as

above. The consistency relation then dictates:

∂±Φ(z+, z−) ≡ u∓T = T0e
−θ∓y. (36)

This scalar Φ can be related to another potential via a Legendre transformation, called the Khalat-

nikov potential. However, as argued in [20, 21], one can derive all physical quantities from Φ itself.

Substituting p from our interpolating solution (29) we get in the (θ, y) variables,

θ =
1

A2

[
(1+g)

4g
(l2− + l2+)−

g−1

2g
l−l+ − 1

g

]
(37a)

y =
1

2A2

(
l2+ − l2−

)
(37b)

To calculate the scalar potential Φ we write,

∂Φ

∂l±
=

∂z±
∂l±

∂Φ

∂z±
=

2T0

A2
exp

(
l2± − 1

A2
− θ ∓ y

)
(38a)

=
2T0

A2
exp

(
g − 1

4A2g
(l+ + l−)

2 − g − 1

A2g

)
(38b)

where we have used (17) and (29). This gives us a differential equation which can be easily solved

to get an interpolating version of the potential, again in terms of imaginary error functions:

Φ = 2
√
πe

− (g−1)

A2g
T0

A

√
g

g − 1
erfi

[
1

2A

√
g − 1

g
(l+ + l−)

]
(39)

l+ + l− in the above equation can be calculated from (37) to be,

l+ + l− =
√
2g

A2θ +
1

g
+

√(
A2θ +

1

g

)2

− (A2y)2

g

1/2

(40)

Finally, as discussed in [20], one can substitute the potential into the following relation to get entropy

13See the english translation of the original paper [19].
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per unit rapidity as a function of the temperature,

dS

dy
(θ, y) =

s0
2gT0

e−(g−1)θ∂θΦ(θ, y) =
s0

2gT0
e−(g−1)θ

(
∂l+
∂θ

∂Φ

∂l+
+

∂l−
∂θ

∂Φ

∂l−

)

=
s0√
2g

exp

g − 1

2A2

(1

g
−A2θ

)
+

((
1

g
+A2θ

)2

− A4y2

g

)1/2

− 4


1 +

(
1

g
+A2θ

)((
1

g
+A2θ

)2

− A4y2

g

)−1/2
 (41)

Note that this is in general a gaussian Landau-like distribution in rapidity.

With this we have derived a one parameter expression of entropy flow over a constant temperature

surface that interpolates between Bjorken and Landau regimes. Taking an A → 0 limit of this

expression is not trivial. But, an easier way is to take the limit earlier in the derivation (say (37));

with this one gets the following expression for the potential at the Bjorken regime,

Φ = T0τ0
2g

(g − 1)
exp ((g − 1)θ) (42)

And the entropy flow as expected is constant in this limit,

dS

dy
(θ, y) = s0τ0 (43)

This serves as a check for our calculation for the general potential.

5 General harmonic flow solutions

As discussed in preceeding sections, the solution (26) and (28) are one parameter solutions for

the equation (7). But we can actually do better. The anstaz (12) solves the equation (7) but a

homogeneous version thereof,

∂+∂−y = (∂2
t − ∂2

z )y = 0. (44)

Such family of flows, as alluded to in the introduction, are called “Harmonic flows” as physical

rapidity is a harmonic function of the lightcone kinematic variables. Note that in our setup both

l±(z±) are harmonic functions and so is y by consequence. If we keep the integration constant C in

(15) instead of fixing it, we could get a bigger family of solutions parameterized by both A and C

values. With the constant C explicitly carried along, eq (28) and (29) become,

f± = exp

{(
erfi−1

(
A z±√

π
e

C
A2

))2

− C

A2

}
, (45)
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and similarly for other quantities:

p(z+, z−) = p0 exp

{
1

A2

[
−(1+g)2

4g
(l2− + l2+) +

g2−1

2g
l−l+ + C

g + 1

g

]}
(46a)

y(z+, z−) =
1

2A2

(
l2+ − l2−

)
(46b)

where we use new variables l± =
√
A2 ln f± + C. Note immediately that if we could put C = 0, the

g+1
g term in the pressure goes away.

One can also calculate the entropy flow with these larger family of harmonic flow solutions. Using

the above equations we get,

∂Φ

∂l+
=

∂Φ

∂l−
=

2T0

A2
exp

(
g − 1

4gA2

(
(l+ + l−)

2 − 4C
))

(47)

Finally, one can use this to get entropy per unit rapidity as a function of the temperature,

dS

dy
(θ, y) =

s0
2gT0

e−(g−1)θ∂θΦ(θ, y) =
s0

2gT0
e−(g−1)θ

(
∂l+
∂θ

∂Φ

∂l+
+

∂l−
∂θ

∂Φ

∂l−

)

=
s0√
2g

exp

g − 1

2A2

(C

g
−A2θ

)
+

((
C

g
+A2θ

)2

− A4y2

g

)1/2

− 4C


1 +

(
C

g
+A2θ

)((
C

g
+A2θ

)2

− A4y2

g

)−1/2
 (48)

One can now reproduce the solutions presented in [17] and [20] by setting A = 1 and C = 0.14

dS

dy
(θ, y) =

s0√
2g

exp

[
g − 1

2

(
−θ +

(
θ2 − y2

g

)1/2
)](

1 + θ

(
θ2 − y2

g

)−1/2
)

(49)

In fact, in this limit, one notes that:

l+ + l− =
√
2g
(
θ +

√
θ2 − y2/g

)1/2
, (50)

which leads to the so-called singular behaviour at y → ±csθ. We must note here that this is a very

special instance in the solution space. In general any flow derived from (47) would be a Harmonic

flow solution.

6 Discussions and conclusions

In this work, we discussed a refinement of the generalized fluid ansatz that unifies the Landau and

Bjorken approaches to studying relativistic hydrodynamics. The full equations of motion can be

solved for longitudinal flows effectively in (1+1) dimensions, including free parameters which act as

dials between different regimes of physical flows. We found out explicit expressions with arbitrary

speed of sound for the physical observables in this case, and also worked out the entropy distribution

14We emphasize this once again that with C = 0 one cannot go to the Bjorken regime in any limit, not at least just
by dialing parameters.
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in rapidity evaluated at different freeze-out temperatures. The harmonic property of the rapidity in

hydrodynamic regime gives a large parameter space for viable solutions in this case.

This note was merely to clarify the construction of the interpolating ansatz between boost in-

variant and non-invariant regimes. There are various questions and intricacies that remain in the

discussion of exact solutions in (1 + 1) hydrodynamics. An immediate question, for example, is

the nature of the free parameter A. In principle this parameter measures the distance between the

space-time rapidity and the kinematical rapidity, which coincide in the case of boost invariance.

A very interesting recent geometric perspective into the problem of Bjorken physics comes from

Carrollian symmetries [22], which are basically speed of light going to zero limit of the relativistic

cousin thereof [23, 24]. The highly ultrarelativistic nature of heavy-ion flows can be approximated

as an effective c → 0 expansion of relativistic hydrodynamics, where Bjorken flow has been shown

to emerge at the leading order. This connection has also been extended to 3+1 dimensional Gubser

like flows in [25, 26]. It remains to be seen whether this Carrollian picture can be connected to an

effective parameter dialing as done in the current work.

Outside of mathematical intrigues, non-boost invariant exact solutions are very important to

construct. As we saw in this work, for the non-boost invariant regime, a generic ansatz for the

f± could be solved for, however not all corners of the parameter space has been explored in the

literature. The full solution works out as an imaginary error function, and one could find out other

physically interesting regimes for the parameter space of the solution, for example the ones found

in [27]. Further, one may be able to connect to the discussion in [21], where the authors found an

infinite-dimensional linear basis of exact solutions that potentially classifies all families of solutions

in (1 + 1) dimensions. We hope to come back to some of these questions in future work.
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