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We study pair production from a strong electric field in boost-invariant coordinates as a simple model
for the central rapidity region of a heavy-ion collision. We derive and solve the renormalized equations
for the time evolution of the mean electric field and current of the produced particles, when the field is
taken to be a function only of the fluid proper time 7=Vt2—z2. We find that a relativistic transport
theory with a Schwinger source term modified to take Pauli blocking (or Bose enhancement) into ac-
count gives a good description of the numerical solution to the field equations. We also compute the re-
normalized energy-momentum tensor of the produced particles and compare the effective pressure, ener-
gy, and entropy density to that expected from hydrodynamic models of energy and momentum flow of

the plasma.

PACS number(s): 12.38.Mh, 25.75.+r

I. INTRODUCTION

A popular theoretical picture of high-energy heavy-ion
collisions begins with the creation of a flux tube contain-
ing a strong color electric field [1]. The field energy is
converted into particles as gg pairs and gluons are creat-
ed by the Schwinger tunneling mechanism [2-4]. The
transition from this quantum tunneling stage to a later
hydrodynamic stage has previously been described phe-
nomenologically using a kinetic theory model in which a
relativistic Boltzmann equation is coupled to a simple
Schwinger source term [5-8]. Such a model requires
justification, as does the use of Schwinger’s formula in the
case of an electric field which is changing rapidly because
of screening by the produced particles. Our aim in this
paper is to present a completely field-theoretic treatment
of the electrodynamic initial-value problem which exhib-
its the decay of the electric field and subsequent plasma
oscillations. This approach allows direct calculation of
the spectrum of produced particles from first principles
and comparison of the results with more phenomenologi-
cal hydrodynamic models of the plasma.

Although our approach is relevant to heavy-ion col-
lisions at best only during the period when the produced
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partons can be treated as almost free, the details of had-
ronization are not expected to affect the average flow of
energy and momentum. Hence information obtained
about energy flow in the weak-coupling phase where our
methods apply is translated to energy and momentum
eventually deposited in the detector. Using further had-
ronization assumptions, one can relate our results to the
particle spectrum of the outgoing particles.

Recently [9-12], we have presented a practical renor-
malization scheme appropriate for initial-value and quan-
tum back-reaction problems involving the production of
charged pairs of bosons or fermions by a strong electric
field. In those papers the electric field is restricted to be
spatially homogeneous, so that all physical quantities are
functions of time alone. The method used to identify the
divergences is to perform an adiabatic expansion of the
equations of motion for the time-dependent mode func-
tions. The divergence in the expectation value of the
current comes from the first few terms in the adiabatic
expansion and can be isolated and identified as the usual
coupling-constant counterterm. In this manner we were
able to construct finite equations for the process of pair
production from a spatially homogeneous electric field
and to consider the back reaction that this pair produc-
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tion has on the time evolution of the electric field.

In heavy-ion collisions, one is clearly dealing with a sit-
uation that is not spatially homogeneous. However, par-
ticle production in the central rapidity region can be
modeled as an inside-outside cascade which is symmetric
under longitudinal boosts and thus produces a plateau in
the particle rapidity distributions [13—-17]. This boost
invariance also emerges dynamically in Landau’s hydro-
dynamical model [18] and forms an essential kinematic
ingredient in the subsequent models of Cooper, Frye, and
Schonberg [19] and of Bjorken [16]. The flux-tube model
of Low [20] and Nussinov [21] incorporates this invari-
ance naturally.

Hence kinematical considerations constrain the spatial
inhomogeneity in the central rapidity region to a form
that again allows an adiabatic expansion in a single vari-
able, the fluid proper time r=(¢t2—2z2)!""2. In Landau’s
hydrodynamical model, one finds that after a short time
7, the energy-momentum tensor in a comoving frame is a
function only of 7. This is the essential assumption we
make that allows us to apply the methods of [9-12] to
the heavy-ion collision problem.

In our approach the initial conditions of the fields are
specified at 7=r,, that is, on a hyperbola of constant
proper time. The comoving energy density is a function
of 7 only.! Then the electric field must also be a function
solely of 7. We can apply the adiabatic regularization
method to identify and remove the divergences. The
simplification introduced by the boost symmetry allows
us to study the renormalization of this inhomogeneous
initial-value problem.

A remarkable feature of Landau’s model is the appear-
ance of a scaling solution in which v, =z /t. Alternative-
ly, requiring invariance under longitudinal boosts [16,19]
also leads naturally to a scaling solution. In models based
on Landau’s ideas, one also assumes that it is possible to
determine the particle spectra from the hydrodynamical
flow of energy momentum by identifying particle veloci-
ties with hydrodynamical velocities. Using our methods,
we can assess the validity of these assumptions. We cal-
culate numerically the evolution of the electric field in 7
and study the accompanying production of pairs. As it
turns out, the Boltzmann equation, when modified to
reflect quantum statistics correctly, does very well at
reproducing the gross features of the field-theoretic solu-
tion. This is not too surprising, since our field equations
are mean-field equations (formally derived in the large-N
limit) and hence are semiclassical in nature. The field-
theoretic treatment presented here is the first term in a
systematic 1/N expansion in the number of parton
species or quark flavors. The next order in the expansion
contains dynamical gauge fields as well as charged parti-
cles in the background classical field. Thus in the next
order one can study equilibrium due to scattering; one

IFollowing the usage in hydrodynamics, we shall continue to
refer to the coordinates 7 and 7= 1In[(z+z)/(t—z)] as the
fluid proper time and the fluid rapidity, respectively, or simply
as comoving coordinates.

could also calculate, for example, lepton production and
correlations in the evolving plasma from first principles.
These systematic corrections require the use of the
Schwinger-Keldysh formalism [22] and will be discussed
elsewhere.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II we
formulate electrodynamics in the semiclassical limit in
the (7,7) coordinate system corresponding to the hydro-
dynamical scaling variables. This curvilinear coordinate
system requires some formalism borrowed from the
literature of quantum fields in curved spaces, which we
review for the benefit of the reader unfamiliar with the
subject. In Sec. III we perform the renormalization of
the current using the adiabatic method of our previous
papers. This is needed as the source term for a finite
Maxwell equation of the particle back reaction on the
electric field. Section IV is devoted to the renormaliza-
tion of the energy-momentum tensor of the produced
pairs in the comoving frame. We also discuss there the
relationship to the effective hydrodynamic point of view.
The detailed results of numerical calculations in the
(1+1)-dimensional case for both charged scalars and fer-
mions are presented in Sec. V.

The paper contains three appendixes. In Appendix A
we present the necessary formulas used in computing the
particle spectrum from the time evolution of the field
modes. In Appendix B we prove that, for the boost-
invariant kinematics of this problem, the distribution of
particles in fluid rapidity is the same as the distribution of
particles in particle rapidity. In Appendix C we reformu-
late the problem in the conformal time coordinate, which
turns out to be somewhat more convenient for actual nu-
merical methods.

II. ELECTRODYNAMICS
IN COMOVING COORDINATES

A. Scalars

We consider first the electrodynamics of spin-0 bosons.
We shall use the metric convention (— + + +) which is
commonly used in the curved-space literature. The ac-
tion in general curvilinear coordinates with metric g, is

s=[d**xV—g[—g"(V,$)'V ,6—m¢

— 188" F,Fy ]

wFpo @.1)

where

v.$=(0,—ied, )¢, F,,=3,4,—9,4,. (2.2)
We use Greek indices for curvilinear coordinates and La-
tin indices for flat Minkowski coordinates.

To express the boost invariance of the system, it is use-
ful to introduce the light-cone variables 7 and 7, which
will be identified later with fluid proper time and rapidity.
These coordinates are defined in terms of the ordinary
laboratory-frame Minkowski time ¢ and coordinate along
the beam direction z by

z=rsinhn, t=rcoshy . (2.3)

The Minkowski line element in these coordinates has the
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form

ds?’=—d?+dx*+dy*+4dn? . (2.4)
Hence the metric tensor is given by

g,, =diag(—1,1,1,7) , (2.5)

with its inverse determined from g#’g,, =6f. This metric
is a special case of the Kasner metric [23].

For our future use we introduce the vierbein VZ, which
transforms the curvilinear coordinates to Minkowski
coordinates,

(2.6

where 1,,=diag{—1,1,1,1} is the flat Minkowski
metric. A convenient choice of the vierbein for the
metric (2.5) for our problem is

Cuw=ViVonu ,

v, =diag{1,1,1,7} , (2.7)
so that
Vg‘=diag[1,l,l,i ] . (2.8)
T
Thus the determinant of the metric tensor is given by
detV=vV—g =r1. 2.9)
The Klein-Gordon equation is
1 v/ _ o 24
7:—E‘Vu(g” VvV —g W, o—m=¢p=0, (2.10)
and Maxwell’s equations read
s gFm=jk, 2.11)
vi—g
where
jE=0C{—ie[¢d p—(3¢T)p]—2e2 A )} . (2.12)

Here @ denotes the operation of charge symmetrization
as discussed in [9].

We are interested in the case where the electric field is
in the z direction and is a function of 7 only. In Min-
kowski coordinates the only nonvanishing components of
the electromagnetic field tensor F,, are

F,=—F,=E(7). (2.13)
In the curvilinear coordinate system, we have
_dAy(7n) (2.14)
e dr ~’ )

where we have chosen the gauge A4 _=0 so that the only
nonvanishing component of 4, is 4,(7)= 4. Using the
relationship between the two coordinate systems, we find
that

For 1 d4

= . (2.15)

E(n= T T dr

In this gauge and coordinates, the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion becomes

1

R+ iar—;z—[a,,—ieA(T)]Z—ai —82+m?
T

é(1,m,x,y)=0. (2.16)

In order to remove first derivatives with respect to 7, we
define a rescaled field y by

1

X 2.17)
=X
The Klein-Gordon equation for y is then
32— L (3, —ied(nP— 1+ | 32 —52 +m?
T T2 [ n e (T)] 4 % 7 m
x(7,m,x,y)=0. (2.18)

We are interested in the solution of this field equation,
where A is regarded as a classical field determined by the
expectation value of the Maxwell equation (2.11). This
approximation ignores processes with photon propaga-
tors and can be shown [9] to be the leading order in a
large-N expansion, where N is the number of flavors of
the charged scalar field.

These equations are to be solved subject to initial con-
ditions at 7=7;. We need to specify the initial value of
the electric field and the density matrix describing the ini-
tial state of the charged scalar field. For the problem at
hand, it is sufficient to describe the charged scalar field by
the particle-number density and pair-correlation density
with respect to an adiabatic vacuum state [see (2.30)
below].

In the gauge we have chosen, there is homogeneity in 7
as well as in the directions x and y. This allows us to in-
troduce a Fourier decomposition for the quantum field
operator Y at proper time 7:

x(rmx)= [ [dK][fi(Page™ ™ + 1% (Dble %],

(2.19)
where
dk,d’k,
dkl=—2 = ,
Lkl (27)3
kx=k,nt+k;x , (2.20)
k =(k,,k,), x=(x,y).
The modes f, satisfy the equation
d2
dfz“ +0(7)f, =0, 2.21)
with
20, \—. 2 2 2 1
(N=my(n)+kitm*+—,
o (T)=m(T +m o
(2.22)

k,—eA
WW(T)EW—‘& .

We quantize the matter field by imposing commutation
relations at equal 7:
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t S 18k —x"
¢(T,n,xl),§i‘5_(7_’n,’x,l) _ (p—mn")6%(x;—x))
or r
(2.23)

Demanding that the usual commutation relations obtain,
for the creation and annihilation operators,

[by, bl 1= (2m)?%4k—k’) ,

in d spatial dimensions, we find that f, must satisfy the
condition

Film3f (1) —fi (1) fy(r)=

This latter condition is satisfied by a WKB-like parame-
trization of f:

lay,af]= (2.24)

(2.25)

—zf Q. (7")d T
[2Q,(7)]'?

exp

=iy (1)

— e
= a7 - @

fe=

Because of (2.21), Q, must satisfy the same differential
equation as appears in our previous papers [9-12]:

8, 3 02
e 3 (2.27)

The overdots denote differentiation with respect to .
The only nontrivial Maxwell equation in 4,.=0 gauge
is

1 d |1 d

= == A | =G .

gl e (r) | =™ (2.28)
In terms of the charge densities N, and N_ and the

correlation pair density F, we can write the Maxwell
equation as

[1+2N( )+2F(k)cos(2y,)] .

dE
_aL k]
Td ef[d 0,

(2.29)

The structure of (2.29) is similar to that of the equation

found for the homogeneous problem [9,10]. We have
used the definitions
(afa,)=02m)%%k—Kk')N (k) ,
(bt b_ ) =02m¥%4k—Kk')N_(k), (2.30)
(b_pay)=02m)%4 k—Kk)F(k) .
Note that we have taken N (k)=N_(k)=N(k) since

the current component j7 vanishes as a result of the
Maxwell equation (Gauss’s law)

j=e [N a0

1
V=g

—N_(k)]

(\/ —gF")= (2.31)

B. Fermions

Let us now turn to the same problem in Dirac electro-
dynamics. The Lagrangian density for QED in curvilin-

ear coordinates (found, for example, in [23]) gives rise to
the action

s= [d?"Ix(detV) :2— 7EV W+ = (\7"\1/) my

—im@\lf—iF F#

4 Fuv (2.32)
where [24]
VY=(9,+T,—ied, )V, (2.33)
and the spin connection ', is given by
T, =337V, B,V + TV, 30=1r%y"], (.34

with '}, the usual Christoffel symbol. We find that, in

our case (see [25]),
r,=r,=r,=o,
o3 (2.35)
Ly==r
The coordinate-dependent gamma matrices ¥ # are ob-
tained from the usual Dirac gamma matrices y“ via

yE=yVEx) . (2.36)
The coordinate-independent Dirac matrices satisfy
{(roy?y =29 (2.37)

From the action (2.32), we obtain the Heisenberg field

equation for the fermions,
7V, +m)¥=0, (2.38)

which takes the form

1 3 . _
0 aT_’__; +yl.al+—7;—(an—zeA")+m v=0.

(2.39)
Variation of S with respect to 4, yields the semiclassical
Maxwell equation

1
Vi—g
If the electric field is in the z direction and a function of =

only, we find that the only nontrivial Maxwell equation is

1 dE(71)
T dT <[

3,V —gFW)= (2.40)

<j“>=—§<[@,7#\y]>.

7 "‘P]>=—2e7< (w10 3W]) . (2.41)

We expand the fermion field in terms of Fourier modes
at fixed proper time 7:

= [[dk] 3 [b, (k) (r)e e P™
+df (=K (1) “KTe TiPX] | (2.42)
The i, then obey
Voldr T | TV T m | i (1) =

(2.43)
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where 7, has been defined previously in (2.22). The su-
perscript + refers to positive- or negative-energy solu-
tions with respect to the adiabatic vacuum at 7=7,. Fol-
lowing [11], we square the Dirac equation by introducing

N ol d i

+_ | i L i3 s

lzlks Y dr 27 Y, kl y 77-7]+m Xs ‘/‘7‘_ .
(2.44)

The spinors y, are chosen to be eigenspinors of %3,

Y =AXs (2.45)

with A;=1 for s=1,2 and A,=—1 for s=3,4. They are
normalized:

Xix, =28, . (2.46)

The sets s=1,2 and s=3,4 are two different complete
sets of linearly independent solutions of the Dirac equa-
tion (see [11]). Inserting (2.44) into the Dirac equation
(2.43), we obtain the quadratic mode equation

d? o
[—1?+w§—zxsfr,, fi(n=o0, (2.47)
where now
op=m2+ki+m? . (2.48)

If the canonical anticommutation relations are im-
posed on the Fock-space mode operators, then the i,
must obey the orthonormality relations

Y U = ¥ =0,
(2.49)

5SS

o)
w v = e = ;0

where r,s=1,2 or 3,4. Using the orthonormality rela-
tions and (2.44), we find, for a given k and s,

wzf*afﬁ+j' *afB+i7\,sw(f*afB"f *afﬁ)z%aaﬁ ’
(2.50)

where a,f== refer to the positive- and negative-energy
solutions. Note that from the off-diagonal relationship
(a#PB) we can express the negative-energy solutions in
terms of the positive-energy ones. This fact we shall use
repeatedly in what follows.

Now we parametrize the positive-energy solutions f
in the same manner as in Eq. (3.1) of Ref. [11]:

1 T . ,
fﬁ;(r)‘-:Nksm';eXP{fo [—leS(T)

. (')
$ 2ka(7")

where €, obeys the real equation

i “ka _i ‘Q‘is +_Z\'i 57",,] _i 77%] —A ﬁn‘(‘)’ks
2 ‘Q'kS 4 ‘Qis 2y, 4 Qis ’ Qis

=oi(r)—Q, . (2.52)
Returning to the Maxwell equation and following steps
(2.27)—(2.30) of Ref. [11], we obtain

4
T == 2 3 [laRlGEmnlrl,

s=1
(2.53)

where we have taken the particle number N(ks) and
pair-correlation density F(ks) defined by the analogues of
Egs. (2.30) equal to zero for simplicity.

Using the normalization conditions (2.49) and (2.50),
we may express the mode functions and current in terms
of the generalized frequency functions Q,;:

O A7, |
—1

2 P= ot + 05, +

+ 20,7, Dy (2.54)

[see Eq. (3.7) of Ref. [11]].
IIT. RENORMALIZATION

A. Scalars

The renormalization of the equations of the last section
is straightforward and is accomplished by analyzing the
divergences in an adiabatic expansion of the differential
equation for Q,(7). We first present the regularization
for the scalar case, where (1, satisfies the differential
equation (2.27). The divergences of physical quantities
such as the current and energy-momentum tensor can be
isolated by expanding () in an adiabatic expansion. Up to
second order, this is given by

11 b 30t
Q o + 40*  80° -0
The unrenormalized Maxwell equation is
dE Ty
8L 1
T ef[dk]Qk(T){ +2N (k)
+2F(k)cos[2y,(T)]} . (3.2)

To study its renormalization in d =3 spatial dimensions,
we need to consider only the vacuum term:

T
Qk(T) )

dE
—T;:ef[dk] (3.3)

The adiabatic expansion (3.1) leads to
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k,—eAd by 3op
_TiE_=ef[dk]u 1 %
dr T Wy dof 8w}

+ e (3.4)

The first term in (3.4) is zero by reflection symmetry if we
J

choose fixed integration boundaries for the kinetic
momentum k, —eA,. The only divergent terms occur at
second order. (Higher terms in the expansion have more
powers of k in the denominator.) Using (2.22) and
reflection symmetry, the right-hand side of (3.4) can be
written as

i { Sed[(k,—ed)+1]
e [1dk)(k,—eap |4 __ed__ n % (3.5)
Twpy  4rwg 47°%0
Performing the k, and azimuthal angular integrations first, we obtain
A—A/T A
+ , 3.6
4877-2 f {k2+m2+1/47'2 273k} +m?+1/477) ] )

where we have inserted a cutoff in the remaining trans-
verse momentum integration. The logarithmically diver-
gent first term in (3.6) is

1 - A A 1

—A+— | |ln|— |—In |1+ 3.7
241 T " 4m 272 J 6.7

We recognize the cutoff-dependent infinite part as
e2e2r2E | (3.8)

dr
where

8e?=(1/247)In(A/m) (3.9)

is the usual one-loop charge renormalization factor in
scalar QED. Defining the renormalized charge via

ep=eX(1+e%8e?) '=e(1—e}8e?), (3.10)
and using the Ward identity eE =ex Eg, we may absorb
the divergence in the current into the left-hand side of the
Maxwell equation to obtain a finite renormalized equa-
tion suitable for numerical integration.

In the d =1 case, there is no transverse momentum in-
tegration, and the charge renormalization is finite. The
finite coefficient of the combination —A+ A /7 is 7
dependent and is given by

-1

) 1

m-+ 22

The standard result in 1+1 dimensions is

=(12wrm?)”1, and this is what is obtained for the spa-
tially homogeneous problem by our method as well [10].
Thus absorbing 8e? in the renormalization of the charge
[see (3.10)] leaves us with a (finite) 7-dependent coefficient
that is multiplied by the above combination, which ap-
pears now on both sides of the finite Maxwell equation,
just as in the three-dimensional case. This feature is
peculiar to scalars in the 7 coordinate. The actual nu-
merical solution of the scalar equations was performed in
the conformal time coordinate ¥ =In(m ) discussed in
Appendix C.

127 (3.11)

B. Fermions

We turn to the renormalization problem in the spin-1
case. The unrenormalized Maxwell equation is

d 'fks’z
T

d |1d4 |_
dr

T dr

2e2fdk](k +m2)h,

s=1

(3.12)

Replacing Q and Q with o and & on the left-hand side of
(2.52), we obtain the adiabatic expansion up to second or-
der:

1 ?
2 2 e .2 _ T
Q= Py mir+a |1 7
L3t at AEm A
4 ot 40° ® 20

(3.13)

Using this expansion in (2.54) allows us to express the in-
tegrand of (3.12) in the form

4 2
S (k2 +m?)(—2A, )'f‘“|

s=1
2

i 577' T n
_Rk(’f) >

n n"n
2(0k 4Cl)k

2 __
_ 2w, O — T

Ty

(3.14)
i

where R, (7) falls faster than o~ * and so leads to a finite
contribution to the current. Substituting (3.14) and using
the definition (2.22) of 7, and its first and second deriva-

n
tive into (3.12) yields
dE K4m? |, 4 5472
o dk A—2Z i
dr 272 f[ = k T Ta)i
—e [[dk]R(7)
__€ dE
- 677'2 m dr ef[dk]Rk(T) (3.15)

where A is again the cutoff in the transverse momentum
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integral which has been reserved for last.

The cutoff-dependent term on the right-hand side is
precisely the logarithmically divergent charge renormal-
ization in 3+1 dimensions. Defining e?
=(1/67*)In(A/m) as usual and shifting this term to the
left-hand side, we obtain

e9E (1+¢2%8e?)=—e? [ [dKkIR, (7

3.16
dT )7 ( )

after multiplying both sides of the equation by e. The re-
normalized charge is

(3.17)

and the Ward identity assures us that eg Er =eE. Hence
we obtain the renormalized Maxwell equation

dEg
dr

= —eg [ [dkIR, (1), (3.18)

where R, (7) is defined by Eq. (3.14) and the integral is
now completely convergent.

(0|T,.|0)=

2|~

43w atemive L

L
i

In the latter form, only the positive-frequency mode func-
tions appear, which is most useful for the adiabatic ex-

pansion below. Averaging over s=1,2 and s =3,4, we
may also write (4.3) in the form

4
OIT l0y==23 [(aklki+m)—"=I7i17. @4

s=1

This expression contains quartic and quadratic diver-
gences in 3+ 1 dimensions present even in the complete
absence of fields (the vacuum energy or cosmological con-
stant terms) and a logarithmic divergence which is relat-
ed to the charge renormalization of the last section. To
isolate these divergent terms, we express the integrand of
T,, as the sum of its second-order adiabatic expansion
and a remainder term:

Qs
-2 z (k3+m? —|ka|2
s=1
(m,+ed)?

2+ (ki +m) 5 +R k), 45)
4’1

2

> [l +m2)l e

IV. ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR
AND EFFECTIVE HYDRODYNAMICS

In our semiclassical calculations, we follow the evolu-
tion of the matter and electromagnetic fields. With these
quantities in hand, we can calculate, in addition to the
particle spectrum, other physical quantities such as the
energy density and the longitudinal and transverse pres-
sures. To obtain these quantities, we derive the energy-
momentum tensor in the comoving frame. We shall give
explicit formulas here only for the fermionic case.

The energy-momentum tensor for QED is obtained by
varying the action in (2.32). We find

TLOJal: \/____2? BZ’lSW Tferm10n+szL1 , 4.1)
with
on_ L r= _ I =
Tff:mlo _Z[W’V(pvv)\y]—Z[V(uw!yww] ’
TS =—(ig, FP°F,,+F,FF,) “2
8 uv po T pv) -

In the following we shall drop the superscript on the fer-
mion part of the energy-momentum tensor where it
causes no confusion to do so.

We are interested in calculating the diagonal terms of
the matter part of the energy-momentum tensor and in
identifying them with the energy and pressure in the
comoving frame. We begin with T,

ST

—* (4.3)
f
where R (k) falls off faster than ™~ so that the integral
over R__(k) is finite.

The first term in (4.5) gives rise to a quartic divergence
in three space dimensions (or a quadratic divergence in
one space dimension) independent of the electric field and
must be subtracted. The 7'rf7 term in (4.5) gives rise to a
quadratic divergence in three dimensions which must be
likewise subtracted. However, in one space dimension
this term yields a finite contribution to (0|T..|0) which
must be retained, since it is 7 independent, and cannot be
absorbed into a cosmological constant counterterm.
Strictly speaking, subtracting this term in three dimen-
sions can only be justified by using a coordinate-invariant
regularization scheme for formally divergent quantities,
such as dimensional regularization, where quartic and
quadratic divergences are automatically excised. Only in
such a scheme can one be certain that the divergence can
be absorbed into a counterterm of the generally
coordinate-invariant Lagrangian in (2.32). The net result
is that this term must be handled somewhat differently in
the three- and one-dimensional cases.
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The term which is linear in A vanishes when integrated
symmetrically. The term in (4.5) proportional to e? 4 2
logarithmically divergent in three dimensions and finite
in one dimension. In fact, it is precisely

A2
Se?— | (4.6)

277
where 8e? is given by (3.9) in three dimensions and by

(127m?)~ ! in one dimension. In either case, it can be ab-
sorbed into a renormalization of the electric energy term
of the stress tensor,

e

re=2s,

277
by charge renormalization.
tromagnetic term, it gives

4.7)

When added to the elec-

A _ Eg
(14+e2%et) A=z 14 ="K
RS 22 2

Thus the explicitly finite, renormalized (7,,) for the
combined matter and electromagnetic system is

(4.8)

£}
<T,T)——2—+f[dk]RTT(k), 4.9)
in three dimensions, where R (k) is defined in (4.5). In
one dimension the finite 773, term that must be retained in
the adiabatic expansion of (4.5) gives rise to an additional
(127772) ! on the right-hand side of (4.9).

Turning now to T,,, the matter part is given by

4
(0|T,,l0)=273 [[dk](k?+m>A,

s=1

ol &1

(4.10)

The adiabatic expansion of the integrand gives, in this
case,

4
> (kI+mAAm | f

s=1

2T g 5o
—_ 2 ’75—— T2, r(wf—m2)
Wy 2a)k 4Cl)k
+m, PR (T) . 4.11)

Inserting this into (4.10), we find again that the quadratic
and quartic divergences in three dimensions are indepen-
dent of the electric field and that the terms proportlonal
to A vanish, whereas the term proportional to 4 % again
renormalizes the electromagnetic contribution to the
energy-momentum tensor:

__A?

T%’:‘,——T . (4.12)
Therefore the fully renormalized total T,, in three di-
mensions is

(T,,)=—1E}7+7 [ [dk]m,Ry(7) . 4.13)

As for (T_.), there is a finite additional term in one di-
mension that must be added to this expression, which in

this case is equal to a constant (127) !
For the transverse components of the matter stress ten-
sor in three dimensions, we have

(T,)=(T,,)

d
lf*+ fks

= 2 f[dk]kZI

T s=1

A7, i 1P (4.14)

In a precisely analogous manner, one develops the adia-
batic expansion of the integrand, isolates the divergences
and the logarithmically divergent charge renormaliza-
tion, which combines with the electromagnetic stress,

A2
272

and arrives at the renormalized form for the total

TR=Tom= (4.15)

(T,,)»=(T,, ), which can be written as
2
1 ki 1.,
<Txx>_Ef[dk]m[er—ﬂ-an]+3ER ,

(4.16)

where R .. and R, have been defined previously. This re-
sult for the transverse components may be obtained by
consideration of the trace of the energy-momentum ten-
sor Tﬁ. From Egs. (4.9), (4.13), and (4.16), we note that
this trace vanishes as m —0.

Both the unrenormalized and renormalized total
energy-momentum tensors are covariantly conserved, so
that we have

™,,=( T”V;# dmatter T(TH7;,)e
(TH ) em= —Fpj"

In the boost-invariant proper time coordinates, one may
verify that this equation takes the form

m:O ’
(4.17)

T,, T
a.T +—+-1=

74T
7_3

wrd - (4.18)
If we follow the standard practice and define the energy
density and transverse and longitudinal pressures via

T,,=diag(€,p,,p,,p,7°) (4.19)

then the energy conservation equation takes the form

d(er)
dr

In most hydrodynamical models of particle produc-
tion, one usually assumes that thermal equilibrium sets in
and that there is an equation of state, py=p (€). For
boost-invariant kinematics v =z /t, all the collective vari-
ables are functions only of 7 and therefore p is implicitly
a function of €. In our field-theoretic model in the semi-
classical limit, there is no real scattering of partons and
thus one does not have charged particles in equilibrium
or a true equation of state. Hence the transverse and lon-

p=Ej, . (4.20)
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gitudinal pressures are different. In the next order in
1/N, there is parton-parton scattering and it remains to
be seen whether thermal equilibrium and isotropy of the
pressures will emerge dynamically. Nevertheless, even in
this order in 1/N one can define an effective hydro-
dynamics using the expectation value of the field theory’s
stress tensor (4.19). Formally introducing the auxiliary
quantities “temperature” and “entropy density”’ in a sug-
gestive way in analogy with thermodynamics via

€+p,=Ts, de=Tds , (4.21)
we find that the entropy density obeys
d(st) _ EJ,
—_—, 4.22
dr T ( )

Note that when the electric field goes to zero s7 becomes
constant. If p, also goes to zero with 7 faster than 1/7,
then e7 is constant when the electric fields goes to zero.

In standard phenomenological models of particle pro-
duction such as Landau’s hydrodynamical model, one
usually assumes that the hydrodynamics describes an iso-
tropic perfect fluid whose energy-momentum tensor in a
comoving frame has the form (4.19) with p,=p,. Then
one component of the energy conservation equation be-
comes

dist) _o

4.23
dr ( )

which is of the same form as (4.22) in the absence of elec-
tric field, with the difference that the isotropic pressure
enters into the definitions of the entropy density and tem-
perature of the fluid in (4.21). From these definitions one
can also calculate directly the entropy density in the
comoving frame as a function of 7 by

e cosh?y +p, sinh®p 0 0 (e+p j Jcoshn sinhn

0 p. O 0

ab_—
r 0 0 p, 0

(e+p,)coshnsinhyn O O € sinh?n+p I cosh?n

and recalculating dE,;, /d 7 again gives (4.26), where ()
is now explicitly calculable from the modes of the field
theory.

In hydrodynamic models, one assumes that hadroniza-
tion does not effect the collective motion. If all the parti-
cles that are produced after hadronization are pions, then
the number of particles in a bin of rapidity should be just
the energy in a bin of rapidity divided by the energy of a
single pion: namely,

6( Tf )Tf

dE
aN ___ 1 =g, . (4.28)
dn m,coshny dn m

m

To see if this formula is working in our parton domain,
we can instead use the mass of a parton in place of m

and check directly whether the spectrum of partons given
by

r 1 de
s(T)=exp [fo pare der’ : (4.24)
Since we follow the microscopic degrees of freedom, we
can also construct the Boltzmann entropy function in
terms of the single-particle distribution function in
comoving phase space. This is done in Appendix A.

Let us compare the energy spectra of the isotropic hy-
drodynamics with the results of our field-theoretic ap-
proach. One quantity we wish to determine is the
amount of laboratory-frame energy in a bin of fluid rapi-
dity, dE,,, /dm. For the isotropic hydrodynamics, in the
laboratory frame one can write the energy-momentum
tensor in the form

T%=(e+p)uub+pn?, (4.25)

where u’=coshn and u*=sinhy). Then -calculating
dE\,, /dn on a surface of constant proper time 7, we ob-
tain
dE _ f @ do
dn dng ’

do,= A ,(dz,—dt)= A 7,(coshn, —sinhn) , (4.26)
dElab _
dn = A e(1s)T,coshy ,

where A is a transverse size which in a flux-tube model
would be the transverse area of the chromoelectric flux
tube.

We show now that our microscopic hydrodynamics
gives an identical result, without any assumptions about
thermal equilibrium. In fact, transforming the result of
our field-theoretic calculation (4.19) to the laboratory
frame,

, (4.27)

dN _ elrp)Ty

2
2y - (4.29)

agrees with explicit calculation of particle number in the
field theory, as given in Appendix A.

In order for the formula (4.29) to be independent of 7,
we require that the electric field become vanishingly
small and that the pressure go to zero faster than 1/7 at
large 7. Indeed, we will find this is appi. <imately true in
the numerical simulations, the results o. which we will
present in the next section.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS IN 1+1 DIMENSIONS

In this section we present the results of solving the
back-reaction problem in two dimensions (proper time 7
and fluid rapidity ) and compare the results to a phe-
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nomenological Boltzmann-Vlasov model. In previous
calculations using kinetic equations in flux-tube models
[5-7], it was assumed that the Schwinger source term
(WKB formula) can be used by taking the electric field,
hitherto constant, to be a function of proper time. How-
ever, in the Schwinger derivation the time parameter
(which is not boost invariant) plays an implicit role.
Therefore it is not clear a priori if such a source term in
the kinetic equations represents the correct rate of parti-
cle production. From the experience obtained in the spa-
tially homogeneous case, we believe that if we know the
correct source term, a phenomenological Boltzmann-
Vlasov approach should agree with the semiclassical
QED calculation.

The phenomenological Boltzmann-Vlasov equation in
3+ 1 dimensions can be written covariantly as

Df _ w3f _ . Bf _ o dN
L —pu & ppup, O —p g0 CX
Dr 14 ep uv Po8 dq0d3qd3p

ag* ap,
We shall write the transport equation in the comoving
coordinates and their conjugate momenta:

(5.1)

¢*=(1,%,9,1); Py=(PrPx:PysPy) - (5.2)

In order to write the invariant source term in these coor-
dinates, we begin with the WKB formula, which is

dN
[(—g)'%dq°d’q]d’p,
=1[11£2f(p,7)]e|E(T)]

m(m?+p?)
e|E(T)]

XlIn | 1+exp , (5.3)

if the (constant) electric field is in the z direction. The %
refers to the cases of charged bosons or fermions, respec-
tively. Our model for the spatially homogeneous case
consists of applying this formula even for a time-
dependent electric field. Here we will allow the electric
field to be a function of the proper time, writing

(F*F,)'?=|E(71)] . (5.4)

In the spatially homogeneous case, we assumed that
particles are produced at rest, multiplying the WKB for-
mula by 8(p,). This longitudinal momentum dependence
violates the Lorentz-boost symmetry. Here we assume

fpym== [drl12f(p,=0,7)]er |E(r")]

7rm2

X1 —_—
n e|E(7)]

1+exp

Thus the system (5.5) and (5.6) reduces to?
dE e?

8(p,—ed, (1) +ed, ().

A(r')— A(r)

[5-7] that the p, distribution is 8(p, ), which is boost in-
variant according to (B7). Assuming boost-invariant ini-
tial conditions for f, invariance of the Boltzmann-Vlasov
assures that the distribution function is a function only of
the boost-invariant variables (7,m—y) or (7,p,). The ki-
netic equation reduces to

of of
o +eFm.(T)apn
=+[1£2f(p,7)]eT|E(7)]
in | 1exp |~ TR g (5.5
| exp elE(r)] P - )

Turning now to the Maxwell equation, we have from
(2.28) that

dE _ . .
_T_d__; =~]"l =Jc1:]ond _|_]11>]o] , (5.6)
where j°°" is the conduction current and j§°1 is the po-

larization current due to pair creation [8,10,11]. The in-
variant phase space in the comoving coordinates is

1 d’p _ 4Py 5.7)
(—g)"%peg® (2m)?  (Q2m)7p,
Thus in 1+ 1 dimensions we have
dp
-cond — 7
]%On _.2ef ZﬂTprnf(pn’T) ’
ijIZL _dp_“" Df
" fFmY 2mwrp.. D7
(5.8)
=+[1£2f(p, =0,7)] "
Tm?
Xsgn[E(7)]ln | 1Zexp —m .

Assuming that at 7=r7; there are no particles, the solu-
tion of (5.5) along the characteristic curves

dp,,
ar =eF, (1)

(5.9

is

(5.10)

—7r—=x=

dr m? f:dT,[lizf(pn:O’Tl)]

TE

2
ssgn[E(7)]In

H1£2f(p,=0,m)]

1+exp

{[A(T)— A(D)P+72}12

m
|E(7)]

7|E(7")|In | 1£exp

|

T
|E()]

(5.11)

24 related derivation (but without the generality and fully covariance of the present one) for this model in terms of different vari-

ables can be found in [5-7].
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In the above expression and in the following, we intro-
duce the dimensionless variables

eE

eA— A, —2—>E, (5.12)
m

mr—r,

For scalar particles we carry out the calculations in
terms of the conformal proper time u (see Appendix C).
This gives us more control over the physics at very early
times, allowing us to choose a well-behaved initial adia-
batic vacuum, corresponding to the initial conditions

COOPER, EISENBERG, KLUGER, MOTTOLA, AND SVETITSKY

W ug)=w,(u,y) ,
o Ko (5.13)

Wk(uo):wk(uo) .

It is worth mentioning that the adiabatic vacuum in
terms of u is not identical to the adiabatic vacuum in
terms of 7; they are related by a Bogolyubov transforma-
tion. The variable u is regular and improves numerical
stability near the singular point 7=0.

For an initial adiabatic vacuum state, the renormalized
Maxwell equation is given by

< Ay
100 -l
-200 J
| |
-300 —‘rv*»——wﬁ —— . — e —i
25 0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0
u
4 S
|
34 FIG. 1. Conformal proper-time evolution of
(a) the gauge field A4 (u), (b) electric field E(u),
and (c) current j,(u), for scalar particles in di-
2 4 mensionless units [Eq. (5.12)]. The initial con-
ditions are that of adiabatic vacuum with
L respect to conformal u time at ¥ = —2 with in-
14 itial electric field E(u = —2)=4.0.
0 -
25 0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0
u
°T
4 4
24
- 0 1
24
-4 4
-6 - . y : —
25 0 25 5.0 7.5 10.0
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2 2

dE _ er/m w dk, 1 1
= k. —A — , 5.14
(ky ) Wkn(u) wkn(u) ( )

du l—eI%Sez —w 2T

where 8¢2=(12mm?)~!. Equations (5.14) and (C7) define the numerical problem for the boson case. In solving (5.14)
and (C7), we discretize the momentum variable in a box with periodic boundary conditions, kn—>i21rn /L, where
L =500 and n ranges from 1 to 3X 10*. The time step in u was taken to be 5X107%.

To compare the Boltzmann-Vlasov phenomenological model to the above semiclassical system, Eq. (5.11) is written in
terms of the conformal proper time variable u and becomes

FIG. 2. Conformal proper-time evolution of
(a) electric field E(u) and (b) scalar particle
current j,(u) with the same initial conditions
as in Fig. 1 (solid lines) compared to solution
of the Boltzmann-Vlasov equation (dashed
line). (c) and (d) are the same as (a) and (b) but
for initial adiabatic vacuum conditions at
u=0.
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FIG. 2. (Continued).
7.5 e ; . .
0 1 2 3 4 5
u
dE er ru Au')— Au) T
——=x du'[1X2f(p,=0,u’) E(u')|ln |1xexp |—=——
du m2 f“i [ fp'ﬂ ]{[A(u/)_A(u)]2+e2u}l/2| | p [E(u’)}
. ee? T
i[liZf(pn—O,u)] ngn[E(u)]ln lxexp | ——— , (5.15)
™m |E(u)]
4
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o4 N LTS - )
0 20 40 60 80 100
T FIG. 3. Proper-time evolution of the system

of (a) electric field E(7) and (b) fermion

current j, () for initial conditions at 7=1 with
initial electric field E(r=1)=4.0.
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T€

FIG. 4. Proper-time evolution of 7e(7) for
fermions.

where d A /du = —e*E.

In the fermion problem, we perform the simulations in
terms of 7, and in this case the semiclassical problem is
defined by Eq. (2.47) and by the Maxwell equation

2(e? /m?) 2 dk
s 3 [ SN 66

s=1

TdE('r) -
dr

1—e3de
In this (1+1)-dimensional problem, 8e’=(6mm?)” ],
Ay=1, and A,= —1. The time step in 7 was taken to be
0.0005 with the momentum grid the same as for the sca-
lar problem.

Figures 1 and 2 summarize the results of the numerical
simulations of charged scalar particles in 1+1 dimen-
sions. In Fig. 1 we show the time evolution of 4(u),
E(u), and j,(u) for the case of E(u=—2)=4 and
e?/m2=1. We see that in the first oscillation the electric
field decays quite strongly, in contrast with the spatially
homogeneous case [10]. In the latter the degradation of
the electric field results from particle production only. In
this inhomogeneous problem, our system expands, and
hence the initial electromagnetic energy density is re-
duced as a result of the particle production and this ex-
pansion. This degradation due to the expansion can be

100

120

inferred by solving a classical system of particles and an-
tiparticles that interact with proper-time-dependent elec-
tric field without a particle production source term. We
also note that the larger the initial field, the smaller the
period of oscillations.

In Fig. 2 we compare the time evolution of the phe-
nomenological model (dashed curve) with the result of
the semiclassical calculation (solid curve). Initial condi-
tions were fixed at u =—2 [Figs. 2(a) and 2(b)] and at
u =0 [Figs. 2(c) and 2(d)]. We see that there is good
agreement between the semiclassical solution and the
Boltzmann-Vlasov model. This agreement also holds for
different values of the initial electric field and for different
coupling constants. The Bose enhancement increases the
frequency, and hence a better agreement is achieved, as
expected. We conclude that the WKB formula with Bose
enhancement is a suitable source term for the boost-
invariant problem. It is worth mentioning that at very
early times of the evolution (before 7=1) the particle pro-
duction is negligible and the electric field falls very slow-
ly, as can be seen in Figs. 2(c) and 2(d).

In Figs. 3—-9 we present the numerical results for fer-
mions in 1+ 1 dimensions. In Fig. 3 we compare the time
evolution of the Boltzmann-Vlasov equation (dashed
curve) with the results of the semiclassical calculation

1.00

0.75 -

0.50 -

ple

0.25 -

-0.25

N

100

FIG. 5. Proper-time evolution of p /e for
fermions.

R

120
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2.0

1.5 4

dN/dn

1.0

0.5 4

FIG. 6. Proper-time evolution of dN/dy
for fermions.

(solid curve), where the initial conditions were fixed at
7=1. All succeeding figures refer to these same initial
conditions. In Fig. 4 we present the time evolution for 7€
where €e=T ... We see that at large 7 this quantity oscil-
lates around a fixed value. In Fig. 5 we show the time
evolution of p /e where p72=T7m. In this lowest-order
calculation, there is no true dissipation and no particular
equation of state emerges from the time evolution, al-
though there is some indication that p approaches zero
faster than €. In Fig. 6 we present the evolution of the
particle density dN /dn. After a short time (of order
7=15), the particle density reaches a plateau which does
not change much in the subsequent evolution. This is
consistent with the fact that the Schwinger particle
creation mechanism turns off rapidly as the electric field
decreases. In Fig. 7 we present the time evolution of
7€/(dN /dn). One can see that at large 7 there is some
indication that this ratio approaches the value of the
mass (we choose m =1), which agrees with the prediction
of the hydrodynamic model discussed in Sec. IV [see Eq.
(4.29)]. This lends support to the idea that the pion spec-
trum can be calculated using (4.28). Defining the
Boltzmann entropy by (A10) of Appendix A, we plot 7s
as a function of 7 in Fig. 8. Note that this quantity is
roughly constant after 7=20, by which time particle pro-
duction has nearly ceased [compare Fig. 6]. This agrees

100 120

with the result expected from the hydrodynamic point of
view [Eq. (4.23)]. Finally, in Fig. 9, we plot the effective
“temperature,” defined by the hydrodynamic relation
(4.21), but using the Boltzmann entropy of Fig. 8.

In conclusion, the present results using boost-invariant
coordinates fall into line with previous studies [10,11] of
boson and fermion pair production from an electric field
with back reaction. The renormalized field-theoretic cal-
culation is tractable, yielding oscillatory behavior for a
relativistic plasma, which can also be well described by
means of a classical transport equation with a source
term derived from the Schwinger mechanism modified by
Bose enhancement or Pauli blocking. For the boost-
invariant case, the electric field decays much more rapid-
ly than for Cartesian coordinates, where the sole decay
mechanism is transfer of energy to the produced pairs.
The ability to use the transport-equation approximation
for boost-invariant pair production justifies in part the
use that has been made of this method of description in
past studies of the production of the quark-gluon plasma
and opens the way for further applications in the future.
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APPENDIX A:
PARTICLE SPECTRUM OF FERMIONS

We present here the formulas for direct calculation of
the fermion particle spectrum in the adiabatic method.
For further discussion, see [11,12].

During particle production, particle number is not
conserved or even uniquely defined. In terms of the adia-
batic expansion of Secs. IIT and IV, however, a natural
definition of an interpolating particle-number operator
suggests itself. One may simply expand the field in terms

120

of the time-dependent creation and annihilation operators
of the lowest-order adiabatic vacuum,

Wix)= [[dk] 3 [a,(k;7)y;(1)e*™

+ef(—k;r)y Ty (1)e TR (A1)
where
+ 0 . .3 gfs
Yie= | TV gy s | Tivekemiyimythm X
(A2)

analogously to Eq. (2.44) of the text, but in which the ex-
act mode functions f fs obeying (2.47) are replaced by
lowest-order adiabatic mode functions gi;,. The positive-
frequency adiabatic mode function is given explicitly by
substituting w,(7) for Q,(7) in the expressions (2.51) and
(2.54) for £ in the text.

The adiabatic basis functions and the corresponding
Fock-space particle annihilation and creation operators
ay(k;7) and c:( —k;7) defined in this way are related to
those defined in (2.42) by a time-dependent Bogoliubov
transformation. This transformation is easily found by
using the Dirac inner product

FIG. 9. Proper-time evolution of the
effective hydrodynamical ‘temperature” for
fermions.

120
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(u,v)Ede“ﬁ77#v=fddx\/—_guTv . (A3)

Indeed, by substituting the two expansions of the field
operator in terms of the two different bases (2.42) and
(A1), we find

Sk T)=(p o (r)e X W)
=a(ks;7)b,(k)+B*(ks;7)d](—k) , (A4)

with

IB(ks;7)|*=1—|a(ks;7)|?

Qs + Ay,

+* dfks

ks;7)=2
alks;7) dT dr

. ve d
l}‘sﬂ.n gks*Efl:;

+oig it fi ] - (AS)

Squaring this expression and usmg (2.51) and its analogue
for the adiabatic mode function g, we arrive at

e+ A,

=411 Pl M og—72) {(Qy — 0 )*+

The expectation value of the number operator with
respect to the adiabatic Fock-space operators in (Al) is
then simply the sum over s =1,2 or s =3,4 of

N(ks,7)=N_ (ks)|a(ks;7)|?
+[1—N_(ks)]|B(ks;7)|?
+2Refalks;T)B(ks;7)F(ks)} . (A7)

For initial conditions which correspond to the adiabatic
vacuum,

Qs (1) =y (1) ,
. (A8)
Oy (o) =ady(7g)
one can choose N,(ks)=F(ks)=0 and thus
N, (ks,7)=|B(ks;7)|%. Hence the time-dependent parti-

cle number defined by (A7) with (A6) has the property of
starting at zero at 7=0 if the initial state is the adiabatic
vacuum state. At late times, when electric fields go to
zero, it approaches the usual out-state number operator.
Thus we can identify the phase-space density as

dN

f(ky,,ka)EW

=Bk, k,7)|* . (A9)

The quantity defined in this way from first principles of
the microscopic quantum theory agrees quite well (after
coarse graining) with the single-particle distribution func-
tion f(p,7), obtained by solving the Boltzmann-Vlasov
equation (5.1). From the single-particle distribution, one
can construct the Boltzmann entropy density in the
comoving frame:

Mﬂ=—Tf

dk . dk,

o) {(FInf+(1—FHHin(1—7)} .

(A10)

If f approaches a Fermi-Dirac equilibrium distribution at
late 7, then this Boltzmann entropy will agree with the
quantity (4.24) defined by the energy-momentum tensor
in Sec. IV.
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APPENDIX B: FLUID RAPIDITY
AND PARTICLE RAPIDITY DISTRIBUTIONS

In hydrodynamical models one has a purely phenome-
nological description in terms of the collective
variables—energy density, pressure, and hydrodynamic
four-velocity. Using a criterion for hadronization such as
those described by Landau [18] and by Cooper, Frye, and
Schonberg [19], one determines the particle spectra by
making a further assumption that at breakup the fluid ve-
locity is equal to the particle velocity. In our field-
theoretic treatment, no such further assumption is needed
as long as boost invariance holds and we determine the
particle spectrum along a surface of constant 7. In this
appendix we will show the equivalence dN /dm=dN /dy.

One ingredient in the proof is the fact that the trans-
formation of coordinates to the (7, 7) system is a transfor-
mation to a local frame that moves with constant velocity
tanhn with respect to the Minkowski center-of-mass
frame; i.e., the comoving frame is not accelerated with
respect to the Minkowski frame. Because of this, the to-
tal number of particles counted in that frame is the same
as the number of particles in the Minkowski frame of
reference. The second ingredient is that in order for the
phase-space volume to be preserved under our coordinate
transformation, we need to ensure that the transforma-
tion in phase space is canonical in the classical sense of
preserving Poisson brackets.

Consider then the coordinate transformation

1 t+z
(22172 =1
(t°—z)"%, 7 2ln |
(B1)
=Et/t—pz/T, py,=—Ez+ip .
The Poisson brackets are defined as
(4,5]—34 88 234 9B 03B 34 , 34 3B
’ op o0x OE or Jp Ox 3t OFE
(B2)

The Poisson brackets of these quantities are
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{r,m}=0, {py.p.}=0,
{pr7i=—1, {ppni=1.

We see that the above transformation is canonical.

The phase-space density of particles can be derived as
shown in Appendix A, and it is found to be 1 indepen-
dent. In order to obtain the rapidity distribution, we
change variables from (7,k,) to (z,y), where y is the par-
ticle rapidity:

P el (B4)
YT E—K,
Thus we have
dN dN
=J , B5
dndk,dk dx, dy dzdkdx, (B5)
where the Jacobian is
S ok, /dy 9k, /dz 3k, an 56
" |9m/3y 9m/dz | 9y oz
P, and p, can be rewritten as
p,=m cosh(n—y);
(B7)

pn,=—7msinh(n—y) .

The particle spectrum is calculated at a fixed value of T,
and so nm=arcsinh(z /7)=m(z). Thus, functionally, at
fixed 7 we have

pyted, =k, =k, [n(z)—y]. (B8)
The chain rule then gives

Oky | _Oky 3y _ Ok, 3y

. B
dz |, Oon Oz dy Oz (B9)

At constant 7, then, |J|=dz/dk,1, which leads to the
desired result

dN _dN
dy dm
Since the right-hand side of (A9) is 7 independent,

dN /dn is flat in 7. From (B10) we conclude that the dis-
tribution dN /dy is flat, as expected.

(B10)

APPENDIX C: SCALAR ELECTRODYNAMICS
IN CONFORMAL COORDINATES

Since 7=0 is a singular point of our equations, we find
it convenient to introduce the conformal time coordinate
-3
u via

3In the radial Schrédinger equation, a singularity at r=0
prevents straightforward application of the WKB method. The
transformation » =ryexpu maps the singularity from the origin
to — oo and enables one to use the WKB approximation in
terms of the new variable u [26]. Our situation is different, be-
cause in the vicinity of the singular point 7=0 we can still use
the adiabatic expansion in terms of 7; the variable u is still help-
ful in avoiding numerical difficulties.

mr=et* . (C1)
In 1+ 1 dimensions the line element reads
eZu
ds’=—di*+dz’=—(—du’+dn’) . (C2)
m

The transformation from the Minkowski ¢,z coordinates
to the Kasner u,”n coordinates is conformal. We shall
refer to u as the conformal proper time.*

Instead of expanding the field y as in (2.19), we expand
the field ¢ with the mode functions g, = f; /V'7, which
satisfy

d’g, 1 dgy [k, —ed(D]
—_ 2_’__77___‘___ =0,
a? 1 dr | 2 8i(m)=0
(C3)
where m2 =k?+m?. In terms of u, the mode equation is
d’g
© Fwiu)g (u)=0, (C4)
du
where
m?
wiu)=—e>+[k,—ed(u)]. (C5)
m

We parametrize g, in a WKB-like ansatz,

g (u)= exp —iquk(u’)du’

1
\/ZWk(u )

and again the real mode functions W), satisfy the
differential equation

.lk___+W =w2(u) , c7
2 W, 4 w? k=wi(u) €N

where the overdot now denotes differentiation with
respect to u. The Maxwell equation for an initial vacuum
state is now

-4, (c8)
or
d*4 dA k,—eA, (u)
—2u n_ n | n n
e ™ - e [[dk] W)
(C9)

Performing the adiabatic expansion of W (u) for large
k, we find

2
d*4, _d4,

d*4, _,d4
du? du

du? du

—2u

e —2u

e28e?

+finite terms , (C10)

where

4For a general Kasner metric, the conformal time is defined as
Neont = fT[( —g)!"2]17 173, where g is the determinant of (2.5).
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8e?= (C11)

4 InA/m
T

in 3+ 1 dimensions and

Se?= (C12)

1
12rm?
in 1+ 1 dimensions, as expected. Note that the renormal-
ization procedure introduces no additional interactions,

in contrast with (3.11) in (7, 7) coordinates.
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