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We present numerical solutions of the semiclassical Boltzmann-Vlasov equation for fermion particle-
antiparticle production by strong electric fields in boost-invariant coordinates in (1 + 1) and (3 + 1)
dimensional QED. We compare the Boltzmann-Vlasov results with those of recent quantum field theory
calculations and find good agreement. We conclude that extending the Boltzmann-Vlasov approach to the
case of QCD should allow us to do a thorough investigation of how backreaction affects recent results on
the dependence of the transverse momentum distribution of quarks and antiquarks on a second Casimir

invariant of color SU(3).
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L. INTRODUCTION

In recent papers, we have presented numerical quantum
field theory calculations of the dynamics of fermion pair
production by strong electric fields with backreaction in
boost-invariant coordinates in (1 + 1) and (3 + 1) dimen-
sions [1,2]. The purpose of the present paper is to compare
these calculations with the results of numerical calcula-
tions using a semiclassical Boltzmann-Vlasov (BV) equa-
tion with a Schwinger source term for particle pair
creation. We find that in (3 + 1) dimensions this semiclas-
sical transport approximation works even better than it did
in (1 + 1) dimensions. With the confidence that this model
is working well for (3 + 1) dimensional quantum electro-
dynamics (QED), our program is to extend this calculation
to quantum chromodynamics (QCD), where recently it has
been shown that the WKB source term used by previous
studies of pair production using the BV equation neglected
an important term which depends on the second Casimir
invariant of SU(3) [3,4]. The BV equation is much quicker
to implement than the full field theory calculation and will
let us explore the parameter space quickly before we
perform more computer-intensive field theory calculations.

The model we are using for the production of the parti-
cles following a heavy ion collision is the so-called color
flux tube model. The color flux tube model assumes that
when two relativistic heavy ions collide multiple gluons
are exchanged which leads to the formation of a strong
color electric field. This model was studied extensively in
the 1980s by several authors. These include Bialas et al.
[5-10] and by Kajantie and Matsui [11]. The idea of using
a boost-invariant Bolzmann-Vlasov equation to study the
time evolution of the plasma formed by the produced
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quarks and gluons was first put forward by Bialis and
Czyz [5] and this was then generalized to include a
Schwinger source term by Gatoff, Kerman, and Matsui
[12]. At that time the validity of the BV approach was
not known. However, once field theory calculations of this
process were done in the 1990s [13], it was clear that
solving the BV equations with a Schwinger source term
was a reasonable approximation. In the original work on
QCD, the source term used was a WKB source term
proposed by Casher, Neuberger, and Nussinov [14], which
recently has been shown to be incorrect by Nayak and
collaborators [3,4]. For constant chromoelectric fields the
dependence on the second Casimir invariant can affect the
transverse distribution of produced particles by as much as
15% [15] which is a reason to correctly formulate the
transport approach for the QCD plasma evolution and
compare it to the field theory calculation.

Our discussion of the BV equation in boost-invariant
coordinates for (3 + 1) dimensional QED follows closely
in spirit work by Kluger et al. [16,17] and by Cooper et al.
[13]. We follow the method of solution used in these
previous papers. In Sec. II, we discuss the classical theory
for the boost-invariant coordinate system which we use in
this paper and develop the equations needed for solutions
of the BV equation. Numerical methods and results are
discussed in Sec. III, and conclusions given in Sec. I'V.

II. CLASSICAL THEORY

We wish to describe the dynamics of a relativistic par-
ticle of mass M and charge e interacting with an electro-
magnetic field in an arbitrary coordinate system. Let x*(s)
be the trajectory of a particle in space-time described
parametrically by the arc-length ds, defined by

(ds)* = g, ,(x)dxtdx*. 2.1
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The velocity four-vector u*(s) along the trajectory curve is
given by

d
ui(s) = = (s) WS, () =1, Q2)
and the Lagrangian is
1
L[xt+, ut] = EMM'M(S)MM(S) + eut(s)A,(x).  (2.3)
The canonical momenta p,,(s) are given by
oL
pu(s) = P k,(s) + eA, (x), (2.4)

where k,,(s) = Mu,,(s) is the kinetic momentum. In terms
of the kinetic momentum, Lagrange’s equation gives
dk, (s
MA = eF,,(x)k"(s), (2.5)
ds
where F,,(x) = d,A,(x) — d,A,(x) is the field tensor,
which satisfies the Maxwell equations,

aﬂ[\/_—F’“’(x)] = J"(x), (2.6)

where the current is the sum of convective and polarization
currents. The classical convective current is given by

JOOnK(x) = e Z fdsu"(s)é“[x — x(s)] 2.7

where x(s) is a solution of the equations of motion, and the
sum goes over all species, particles, antiparticles, and
spins. The energy-momentum tensor densities for the par-
ticles #”(x) and field ®#”(x) are given by

t*7(x) = Z [dsu“(s)k”(s)é“[x — x(s)], (2.8a)

1
Orr(x) = Zg/_wF“BFaﬂ + FLa8*PFyg,. (2.8b)

The field energy-momentum tensor density satisfies

[V=80# (x)] = —F"7(x)J 5 (x). 2.9

\/_ /L

A. Trajectory solutions

We next find trajectory solutions to the equations of
motion in boost-invariant coordinates. The Cartesian set
of coordinates is designated by Roman letters: x¢ =
(t, x, v,z), with the metric 7, = diag(l, —1, —1, —1).
Boost-invariant variables are designated by Greek letters:

x* = (7, p, 6, n), where
t = 7coshy, z = 7sinhn,
(2.10)
Xx = pcosé, y = psiné,

with the metric
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g (x) = diag(l, —1, —p?, —77).

The kinetic momentum in boost-invariant coordinates is
then given by

dx*(s)

ke = (k7 kP, kY, k") = M — M(7, p', 6, 7).
Q.11)

Here a primed quantity means a derivative with respect to
s. The mass shell restriction requires

kk, = k2 — ki — [k,]/r]2 = M?,
where we have defined k| by
ki =k + [ko/pT = M?[p” + p?0"]

So k; = wy, x, (1), where

wr 1, (1) = K 2.12)

We restrict the vector potential and electric fields to be in
the 7 direction and depend only on 7, ie.. A,(x) =
(0,0,0,A,(7)). Then the only nonvanishing components
of the field tensor are given by

F,,(x) =—F,.(x) = 0d,A,(1) = —7E(7).

Here we have defined E(7) = —[d,A,(7)]/7. So then the
Newton equations (2.5) become

dk (s)
ds

+ [ky,/7F + M.

(2.13)

M —— = eE(1)k,(s)/7, (2.14a)

o dk,(s)

= e7E(7)k.(5), (2.14b)
with k, and k, constants of the motion. Using the fact that
k.(s) = Mdr/ds, Eq. (2.14b) becomes

d

E[kn(q-) + eA,(1)] =0, (2.15)
from which we conclude that p, = k,(7) + eA,(7) is a
constant of the motion. We can also define x and y compo-
nents of the transverse momentum by

k, = kP cos® — pk? sinf = M[p’ cosf — p6’ sinf]

= Mx/, (2.16)
ky, =k sind + pk® cos® = M[p'sing + p’ cosf]
In cylindrical coordinates,
k, = k| coso, ky, =k, sing, (2.18)

which defines the angle ¢. By computing the Jacobians of
these transformations, we show that volume elements are
related by
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dk ,dkg
dkydk, = ky dk, dp = .
o

(2.19)

B. Rapidity variables

It will be useful to define rapidity momentum variables
(7, y). These variables are defined by

k, = rcoshy, k, = rsinhy, (2.20)
which can be related to our boost-invariant set (k,, k,,) by
dx ax
k,=M—L="FEk, 2.21
" ds  dx, 2.21)
from which we find
k, = rcosh(n — y), (2.22a)
k,/T = rsinh(n — y). (2.22b)
On the mass shell, we have
kZ =k} —[ky/7P =r —k§ = M?, (2.23)

so on the mass shell, r = M| = ,/ki + M?2. The Jacobian
for this transformation is given by

R R Y
o)
dk,(dk,/7) = rdrdy. (2.25)
We note that on the mass shell, we have
E = M coshy, k, = M sinhy, tanhy = k_/E.
(2.26)

We will use this result in Sec. II C below.

C. The Boltzmann-Vlasov equation

We define a particle distribution function f(x, k) such
that the particle current density is given by (see, for ex-
ample, Calzetta and Hu [18])

NE(x) = f Dik# f(x, k), 2.27)

and the particle energy-momentum density tensor is given
by

i (x) = / DIK“ kY £(x, k), (2.28)

where

_ 2RO(ko)S8(k* — M?)d*k
- e
with R a degeneracy factor. For a single species of fermions

in (3 + 1) dimensions, counting particles, antiparticles,
and spin, R = 4. In a general coordinate system, the BV

Dk

(2.29)
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equation is given by (see, for example, Cooper et al. [13] or
Gatoff er al. [12])

9 J
k{a— — eFy, () a—ky}f(x’ k) = KCx k), (230)

where C(x, k) is a source term. Multiplying (2.30) by ./~ ¢
and integrating over Dk gives

1
—9 —oNH(x)| = C(x), 2.31
N ulV=gN# ()] = C(x) (2.31)
where
Clx) = f DKKOC(x, k). (2.32)
So if C(x, k) =0, particle number is conserved.

Multiplying (2.30) by k”./—g and integrating over Dk
gives

[V=gt*" (x)] = F"7(x)J,(x) = C"(x), (2.33)

1
—a
—g 'H

where

C’(x) = [Dkkok”C(x, k), (2.34)
and J,(x) = eN,(x). So if C(x, k) = 0, combining Egs.
(2.9) and (2.33), we see that with no source term, the total
energy-momentum tensor density,

TH(x) = t*¥(x) + O*”(x), (2.35)

satisfies a conservation law, T#”. M(x) = 0. For our case,
the source of particles is creation of particle-hole pairs via
the Schwinger mechanism, so the particle number is not
conserved and the energy-momentum tensor, using only
convective currents, is also not conserved.

In boost-invariant coordinates, we assume that the dis-
tribution function is a function of f(7, ky, k,) only. So
choosing a surface element in the direction of constant 7,
we have dX = 7d’x;dn where d’x; = pdpd@ is the
perpendicular area, and

R +oo k*f(r, k1, k,)
d*k dk, ————="1°
2m)3 ,[[ + /;oo K kal,kn(T)
(2.36)

where d’k; = kydk;d$ and w, , (7) is given by
Eq. (2.12). The u =0 component of (2.36) gives the

number of particles per unit “volume™ in boost-invariant
coordinates:

3
4'N() = 7Ny(7)
d’x, dn

R 0o
G f/ &2k, f; dk, f(r, ky, k).
(2.37)

NH¥ (1) =
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In terms of rapidity variables, Eq. (2.37) becomes

d°N = [rd*x dnlld*k dy] f %f)(r)

R
@y
X 8(r — M)k, f(r, ky, k)

R)3 [rdx dnl[dky dyloy, ., F(7, Ky, k).

(2.38)

"2

So the momentum distribution in rapidity variables is given
by

d°N
2 2
d xld kJ_dy

(277-)3/ dnwi, i f(7, ko, ky)

(277_ f dk,

But the only 7 dependence is through k,. Evaluating
Egs. (2.22) on the mass shell, we find

k, = TM sinh(n — ),

(2.39)

Wi, k, = M cosh(n —y),

(2.40)
so that for fixed y and &, we find
ok,
W = TWy k,» (2.41)
and (2.39) becomes
5
dzxfld?/;dy (277)3 f i, f(r, kL k,),  (242)

and is independent of rapidity.

Adding a Schwinger source term to the BV equation, in
boost-invariant coordinates the only nonvanishing compo-
nents of F,,(x) in our case are given in Eq. (2.13), so that
Eq. (2.30) becomes

{ P IA(T) 9

S } (r k1 k) = Clr ki k), (2.43)

where the source term is given by
C(r, ky, ky) = P(r, k)| eE(T)|S(7, k1 )8(k,,/7), (2.44)

with P(7, k, ) a Pauli suppression factor evaluated at k,, =
07

P(r, k) =1—-2f(7,k;,0), (2.45)
and S(7, k) is the Schwinger pair creation factor
S(r, k) = —In[1 — e~ KL +M)/IeE@], (2.46)

We solve Eq. (2.43) for f(7, ky, k,) using the method of
characteristics. In Sec. IT A, we found the particle trajecto-
ries and we showed that k(1) = p,, — eA,(7), where p,
is a constant of the motion. So the total derivative of

wkl,knf(T, ky,ky)
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fl7, ki, k,(7)] with respect to 7 is given by

dflr ky, k,(7)] _ LT k. ky(7)] —e 9A+(7)
i aT aT

ok,

Assuming that f(7, k|, kn) = 0, we then have

flrky, ky) = [T dr'T'P(7', k )|eE(7)|S(7, k)
70

X [k, + eA, (1) — eA, ()], (2.47)
which can be integrated to give
[ ky, ky) = D1 = 2f(,, ky,0)]
X S(7,, k1)O(1, — 79)O(7 — 7,). (2.48)
Here 7, are solutions of the equation
k, + e[A(T) — A(1,)] =0, for7y<7,=7 (249)

In order to step out f(7, k, k) as a function of 7, we first
solve (2.48) at k,, = 0,

f(r k00 =D [1 = 2f(r, ky,0)18(7,, k1)

X O(r, — 179)0(7 — 1,), (2.50)
where now 7, is a solution of the equation A(7,) = A(7),
for 7y <7, = 7. One such solution is for 7, = 7. Selecting

out this case, and setting ®(0) = 1/2, Eq. (2.50) becomes
S(T, kJ_)/2 + Z P(Tn, kJ_)S(Tn, kJ.)
T,<T

flr ks, 0) = 1+ S(7, ky)

(2.51)

With f(7, k;, 0) now known, we can solve Eq. (2.48) for
the full f(7, k, kn)' We show plots of slices of the distri-
bution function in Fig. 1 for a typical case. We see that
pairs of particles are created immediately at k,, = 0. Then
the field causes these particles to move in the positive k,,
direction, until the field drops to zero and reverses itself.
The oscillating structure of f(7, k;, 0), shown in Fig. 1(a)
is a result of excursions of the distribution function
f(7,0, k,) in the k,, direction, shown in Fig. 1(b), so that
at certain times, no particles are present at k,, = 0. The
initial electric field can be thought of as being produced by
positive and negative parallel plates far apart in the z
direction. Once particles are produced they try to neutralize
the electric field by moving in the appropriate direction.
This leads to a series of oscillations in both the electric field
and the current, which have increasing periods between
oscillations as the amplitude of the field decreases. This
also leads to an oscillation in the k, particle distribution
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FIG. 1 (color online).
f(1,ky,0) and f(7,0, k,) for a typical case with M =
A(’To) = 0, and E(’To) =4,

function. See Ref. [19] for an animation of the time evo-
lution of the particle distribution function, f(7, k, k).

D. Maxwell’s equations

The only nonvanishing components of F,, are given in
Eq. (2.13), so Maxwell’s equation (2.6) in boost-invariant
coordinates is given by

d,E(r) = 7J"(7) = —J,(7)/7,

with E(7) = —[3,A(7)]/7. There are two types of currents,
convection currents arising from the flow of particles and
vacuum polarization currents,

(2.52)

To(7) = I (1) + I3 (7). (2.53)

In a general frame, the convective current is given by the
charge e times the 7 component of the particle current N*
given in Eq. (2.27),

JN7) = eN, (1) = €kaknf(T, ki, k). (2.54)

Inserting the result for f(7, ky, k,) from Eq. (2.47) and
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integrating over k, gives

R [ . kg D/7)
J%OH(T)/TZWL kldklfTodT S NEKLAE

w; (7, 7)
,T/
x <_)p(7', kDIEG)IS(, kL), (2.55)
T
where we have put
ky(7', 7) = e[A(7) — A(7)], w (7', 7)
— K+ [k, D/ + M2 (256)

The polarization current is determined by finding the ap-
propriate current which, when added to the convection
current, gives energy conservation. In Sec. Il F below, we
found this current to be

I/ = sgnl B s

x jo kidkywp, o(P)P(r k)S(r ky),
(2.57)

in agreement with Eq. (5.8) in Cooper et al. [13].

E. Particle creation

The density of particles plus antiparticles at time 7 is
given by Eq. (2.37). Substituting our solution (2.47) into
this equation gives

TNy (r) = / kydk, f dk, f (7. Ky k)

@m)?

(2 )zf kldkl[ dr'7'P(7', k)

X |E(T)S(7, k). (2.58)

The rate of production of particles plus antiparticles can be
obtained by differentiating (2.58) with respect to 7 and
using the BV equation (2.43). This gives

d[TNy(7)] _ eR|E(7)|

"k, dk,P(r.k ko).
MO o [ sk P kst k)

(2.59)

The particle production in terms of rapidity variables is
obtained by substituting (2.47) into (2.42). This gives

d°N
2 2
d xJ_d kldy

(277)3 [ A7 7 P(e k DIEE)S(, k).
(2.60)

A picture of this distribution is shown in Fig. 8 as a
function of 7. Integrating (2.60) over k| gives
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=T = aNy(7)

A dy
(2 )2[ kldklf dT/T/P(T kJ_)

X |E(TIS(7', k1), (2.61)
where A | is the perpendicular collision area.

Using the fact that dN/dy and dN/dn are constant for
boost-invariant kinematics we can also reconstruct dN/dk,
by transforming variables using Eq. (2.26).

F. Energy-momentum tensor

The field energy-momentum tensor density is given by
(2.8b). For our case in boost-invariant coordinates, it is
diagonal and given by

®=1

w =5 diag(E?, E?, p’E?, —T°E?). (2.62)
The matter energy-momentum tensor is given by (2.28)

which we write here as

£, (1) = f Dk, k, f(7, k1, ky) (2.63)

= diag(e, p,,, p*po, T2 Py)- (2.64)

So in the boost-invariant system, the matter energy and
pressures are given by

= f Dkw} (7, ky, ky) (2.652)
Py = f DKK2f (7, k., kyy), (2.65b)
po= [ Dka/pPf(r kL k) (2650)
P = f Dk(ky, /) f (7, k1, ky). (2.65d)

Inserting the result for f(7, ky, k,) from Eq. (2.47) and
integrating over k, gives, for (2.65a) and (2.65d),

eR [+ L NG
:W_[O kldklﬁodkaL(T’T)(7>
X P(7, k D|E(TH|S(7', k), (2.66a)
_ eR [+ v k(e ) /TP (7
Py = (277_)2 _/;) ki dk —[7'0 dr wkl(Tl’ 7) (;)
X P(7, k DIE(THS(7', k). (2.66b)

where k, (7', 7) and w; (7', 7) are given in Egs. (2.56).
Multiplying the BV equation (2.43) by w} k,» and in-
tegrating over Dk, gives

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014011 (2009)

R 00 +o0 Wik, (7) af (7, ko, k)
—(277_)2j;) kdk, f_ dkn{ = L

T aT

af(r ki, k,,)}

ok,

+ eE('r)wkl,kn(T)

- % [ ksdip oy, o P S k),

(2.67)

For the first term in (2.67), we integrate by parts and note
that

0 <ka,k,7(T)) Wik, (7) N dy, k(1)
T— = —
aT T T aT
w T k 2
__Oun( /T (2.68)
T Ta)kbkn(T)

So the first term becomes simply

Jde E+p||

2.69
87’ T ( )

For the second term in (2.67), we integrate by parts over k,,
and get

E(7)J3"(1)

E(7)
—e— [Dkknf(f, ki, k,) = —%, (2.70)

where the convective current is given by (2.54). The last
term in Eq. (2.67) can be written as

E(nJy(7)/7, @.71)
where the polarization current JPOI(T) is given by
B0/ = sl B o
X fo kLdk w,, o(r)P(r, k1)S(r. k),
(2.72)

which is what we quoted in Eq. (2.57) in Sec. IID.
Combining the results in Egs. (2.69), (2.70), and (2.71),

and noting that the total current is given by Jn(T) =
Jen(r) + J(7), the energy density and longitudinal pres-
sure conservation equation reads

de et _ E(r)J,(7) _  9[E*/2]

or T T a7

, (2.73)

where we have used Maxwell’s equation (2.52). The total
energy density and longitudinal pressure is given by

E=¢€+ E2/2, ?” =p|— E2/2. (2.74)

Multiplying Eq. (2.73) by 7 gives an equation of state:
3,(7E) + T” = 0. (2.75)
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The p,(7) and py(7) pressures are equal. We can prove
this by introducing the integration variables ky = ky/p and
k, = k,/7, and putting

ka:Rf+wkldkl j‘-%—oo& 1
0 2 —00 2T Tk,

. ﬂ[ codhydkgdly 1
Qm?  Tpwy i,

dk ,dkydk 1
=k fff 2= —— e
(27) O fpk,
where now
o ir, =G+ B+ M (2T7)

From (2.65b) and (2.65c¢), we find for the pressures
P () = R[/] +o dk,dkedk, k2 f(7, k,, ke, kn)’

(277)3 wkﬂ’lgﬂ'lgn
P (T) =R [[[ +00 dkpdlz(?d]gn ’%f(% kp, ]g(}, ]E‘q)
6 - (277')3 a)kp]];g‘lzn )

50 p,(7) = py(7), as we claimed. Including the field pres-
sure, we see that the total pressures also satisfy the relation
P, (1) = Py(7), as required by conservation of the energy-
pressure tensor.

For the transverse pressure, we have

pL(r) = py(7) + pylr) = f DK f(r, k1. ky)

¢R +00 T k2
=—— ky dk [ dr' —+—
(277)2 -/;) + + To wkl (T/r T)

/
X (i)P(T', kOIE()IS(T, k). (2.78)
T
The shear pressure vanishes. In the next section, we com-
pare results of solving the BV equation with a quantum
field theory calculation in both (1 +1) and (3 + 1)
dimensions.

III. NUMERICAL METHODS AND RESULTS

The numerical procedure is as follows: we set R = 2 and
R =4 for (1 +1) and (3 + 1) dimensions, respectively,
and choose units suchthati = 1. Weset M = lande = 1,
and take 7o) = 1/M = 1. Then we set A(7y) =0, and
choose a value of E,. We set up a grid of values of k|
between 0 and kj .. and compute initial values for
Jy(79) and f(7o, k;,0). We also compute a value for
dJ,/dr at 7,. We can then take a fourth-order Runge-
Kautta step in 7 to find new values for A(7) and E(7), using
a linear interpolator for values of J, (7). We then compute
values for f(7,k;,0) from Eq. (2.50), J,(7) using
Eq. (2.55), and dJ,, /d at the new value of 7, and proceed
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in this way until we reach the final value of 7. This method
does not require computation of the full function
f(7,ky, k,) at the expense of an additional integral over
7; however f(7, k1, k,) can be computed at any point along
the way.

We consider the case when E,; = 4, and compare the
Boltzmann-Vlasov (BV) results with two sets of recent
quantum field theory (QFT) calculations done by us in
(I+1) and (3+1) dimensional QED [1,2].
Comparisons for (1 + 1) dimensional QED are shown in
Fig. 2 for A(7), E(7), and J(7), and in Fig. 3 for compo-
nents of the energy-momentum tensor. The BV calculation
misses the fine structure noticed in the oscillations of the
QFT electric current calculation, which has some features
of quantum tunneling in a two-well potential (see
Ref. [20]), but otherwise is close in magnitude. The two
calculations get out of phase for large times, but this does
not affect the calculation of the particle production which
is dominated by the early-time dynamics. The BV calcu-

300 T T T T T T T T T
200

100

A7)

-100 +

-200

-: BV 141 ——
2 H QFT QED 1+1

E(7)

J(1)
o

80 100 120 140 160 180 200
T

0 20 40 60

FIG. 2 (color online). Proper-time evolution of the electromag-
netic fields A(7) and E(7) and the electric current J,(7) for
boost-invariant coordinates in (1 + 1) dimensions. Solutions of
the BV equation are compared with results from the quantum
field theory (QFT) calculation discussed in Ref. [1]. Here we
choose M =1, ¢ = 1, A(7y) = 0, and E(7y) = 4.
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25 . . . . . . T T T

20

15

T &(1)

10

BV I+l ——
QFT QED 1+1

Py(0)/ &(1)

0.2 L L L L
0 20 40 60 80

100 120 140 160 180 200
T

FIG. 3 (color online). Proper-time evolution of the energy-
momentum tensor (matter energy and longitudinal pressure)
for boost-invariant coordinates in (1 + 1) dimensions.
Parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

lation predicts larger energy density and longitudinal pres-
sure, but about the same ratios of energy density to
pressure.

In Figs. 4 and 5 we compare the BV results to the QFT
results for (3 + 1) dimensional QED. We note that the
fields, currents, energy density, and pressures all track
very well together. The agreement between the BV and
QFT calculations is better in (3 + 1) than in (1 + 1) di-
mensions, suggesting that the extra degrees of freedom
perform some smoothing. In (3 + 1) dimensions we do
not observe dephasing between the BV and QFT results
at late times, at least as far as our calculations were carried
out. Again, the BV calculation predicts larger values for
the energy density and longitudinal pressure, but the trans-
verse pressure for both calculations are fairly close to each
other. There is no fine structure present in the (3 + 1) QFT
results for the electric current, as discussed in Ref. [2].

In Fig. 6, we show the particle plus antiparticle produc-
tion per unit rapidity for the two calculations. In (1 + 1)
dimensions, the particle plus antiparticle productions per
unit rapidity for both calculations are very close, aside

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014011 (2009)

A(t)/

BV 3+l ——
2t QFT 3+1

4 L L L L

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200

T

FIG. 4 (color online). Time evolution of the electromagnetic
fields A(7)/7 and E(7) and the electric current J,(7) for boost-
invariant coordinates in (3 + 1) dimensions. Solutions of the BV
equation are compared with results from the quantum field
theory (QFT) calculation discussed in Ref. [2]. Here we choose
M=1,e=1, A(ry) =0, and E(7y) = 4.

from the fine structure. In (3 + 1) dimensions, the BV
calculation predicts a slightly larger production than in
the QFT results, which is consistent with the fact that the
BV electric current depicted in Fig. 4 is slightly larger than
the QFT current. Just, as in QFT, particles are being created
corresponding to the field gradients, with the major con-
tribution coming from the initial field gradient. Subsequent
smaller step increases are observed before the particle
density saturates.

Comparison of the late time (7 = 200) transverse parti-
cle plus antiparticle distributions for the BV and QFT
calculations are shown in Fig. 7. The results are very close.
Finally, in Fig. 8, we show the BV calculation for the entire
time evolution of the transverse particle plus antiparticle
distribution, which are very similar to the one reported in
Ref. [2], except for an approximate 5-10% difference in
magnitude. For 7 greater than about 80, there is no appre-
ciable change in the shape of the distribution function, as
expected, since by that time all particles have been pro-
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FIG. 5 (color online). Time evolution of the matter energy (€),
longitudinal pressure (p)), and transverse pressure (p,) for
boost-invariant coordinates in (3 + 1) dimensions, with the
same parameters as in Fig. 4.
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g
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< QFT 341 -woner
< sl |
0
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FIG. 6 (color online). Time evolution of the particle plus
antiparticle density distribution function for boost-invariant co-
ordinates in (1 4+ 1) dimensions, dN(7)/dy, and in (3 + 1)
dimensions, (1/A,)dN(7)/dy, respectively. In (3 + 1) dimen-
sions, the BV calculation predicts slightly more particle produc-
tion.
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(1/A,) dN(x
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0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

FIG. 7 (color online). Long proper-time (7 = 200) transverse
particle plus antiparticle distribution function, (1/A)d*N(r =
200)/d*k | dy, for boost-invariant coordinates in (3 + 1) dimen-
sions.

(1/A ) dB3N(r)/(d2k , dy)

S N B~ N

o 40 8 120 160 200

T

FIG. 8 (color online). Time evolution of the transverse particle
plus antiparticle distribution function, d*N(7)/d*k,dy, for
boost-invariant coordinates in (3 + 1) dimensions.

duced by the field. See Ref. [19] for an animation of the
complete distribution function for this case f(7, k|, k).

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented here results of a nonequilibrium BV
calculation of the time evolution of the quasiparticle dis-
tribution function for quarks in the presence of a proper-
time evolving electric field with a Schwinger pair creation
term in boost-invariant coordinates in (1 + 1) and (3 + 1)
dimensions. We have then compared these results with
recent QFT calculations. Our one-dimensional results
agree with previous results in Ref. [13] and give reasonable
agreement with the field theory calculations when short
time scales are averaged over. What is initially surprising is
thatin (3 + 1) dimensions, the short time scale fluctuations
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are not present in the field theory calculations so that
agreement between the exact and the BV approximation
for many macroscopic variables such as the time evolution
of the electric field and the effective energy density and
pressures are quite good. The two methods differ in the
particle production rate by about 5-10%, mostly at low
momentum transfers.

It is at first quite surprising that the BV results are so
close to the QFT results. A first-principles approach to
deriving a BV-like equation for the exact field theory
equations in scalar electrodynamics in (1 + 1) dimension
has been given in Ref. [21] where obtaining a local Vlasov
source term from the nonlocal equation for the adiabatic
number operator seemed to follow from phase decoherence
of the quantum density matrix. In (3 + 1) dimensions we
would imagine that this phase decoherence would occur
more quickly than in (1 + 1) dimensions, which would
make the quantum to classical transition quite rapid. This
would then be the reason why the semiclassical approach
presented here works better in (3 + 1) than in (1 + 1)
dimensions.

The fact that the BV calculations are computationally
much faster than solving the field theory equations makes
them a good candidate for extending this work to the case
of QCD, where the computer time required for a full QFT
calculation can become prohibitive for an exhaustive in-
vestigation of the two SU(3) Casimir invariants parameter
space. If the BV approach with the correct Schwinger
source term proves to be as accurate in QCD as in QED
then it would be very helpful in exploring parameter space
so that the Casimirs dependence for the transverse distri-
bution function can be better understood for the case when
backreaction is included. We intend to explore this possi-
bility in a subsequent publication.

In obtaining our solution we have assumed we are in a
longitudinal boost-invariant regime (see, for example,
Bjorken [22]). This happens when we can neglect any
longitudinal sizes initially because of extreme Lorentz
contraction in the longitudinal direction. This means that
the electric field is independent of the fluid rapidity n, with

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 014011 (2009)

the longitudinal fluid velocity given by v, = z/t. So,
breaking this symmetry would greatly complicate the cal-
culation. For the constant field case, Martin and Vautherin
[23] studied the effects of both a transverse radial cutoff on
the electric field as well as a finite longitudinal size for the
electric field using a Balian-Bloch expansion of the Green
functions. This of course ignored backreaction effects.
Maintaining boost invariance, in the sense that physical
quantities are independent of the fluid rapidity n, it is still
possible to explore the consequences of having the electric
field initially confined to a particular radius, namely, the
transverse size of the ion. This was studied in a local-
equilibrium electrohydrodynamic approximation by
Gatoff, Kerman, and Matsui [12]. In this case, all physical

quantities become functions of both p = /x> + y* and 7,
but are independent of 7. One also generates an angular
component By of the magnetic field as a result of
Maxwell’s equations. One then finds that both the plasma
and background fields undergo transverse expansion. In
this electrohydrodynamic limit, Gatoff ef al. chose an
initial profile for the electric field given by E = Ey[1 —
(p/R)*1"/2, where R is the radius of the nuclei in a head-on
collision, and vanishing initial magnetic field. Their calcu-
lations showed that transverse collective flows were small
compared to the large amount of kinetic energy in the
longitudinal motion. Repeating this calculation for the
initial nonequilibrium conditions we have studied here is
something we intend to undertake in the future. Another
important ingredient for making this calculation relevant to
experimentalists is to convert the single particle parton
distribution functions into semi-inclusive distribution func-
tions for hadrons, which requires an afterburner using
experimentally determined fragmentation functions.
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