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So far a major source of uncertainty in the study of heavy-ion collisions arises from the early time
dynamics which includes initial state and pre-equilibrium dynamics. The state-of-the-art frame-
work, KsMPgST [1, 2|, employs non-equilibrium Green’s functions to propagate the initial energy-
momentum tensor to the hydrodynamic phase, yet currently only treats transverse plane dynamics
under boost-invariant conditions. In this work, we extend KgMPgST to include non-boost-invariant
responses to initial conditions, essential for accurately capturing the longitudinal structures observed
in heavy-ion collisions. Non-boost-invariant fluctuations on top of a homogeneous background
are evolved using (3+1)D response functions calculated in kinetic theory. To assess kinetic the-
ory’s transition towards hydrodynamic evolution, we systematically compare the out-of-equilibrium
shear-stress tensor from KgMPgST-3D with estimates based on Navier-Stokes hydrodynamics. Sub-
sequently, a comprehensive (3+1)D framework, McDIPPER+KgMP@ST-3D+CLVisc+SMASH, is
utilized to simulate the complete spacetime evolution of heavy-ion collisions. The sensitivity of key
observables, including longitudinal structure of anisotropic flow, to variations in the hydrodynamic

initialization time is thoroughly investigated.

I. INTRODUCTION

A multi-stage framework consisting of early-time dy-
namics, hydrodynamic expansion, and a hadronic after-
burner has been widely utilized in the study of relativis-
tic heavy-ion collisions [3, 4]. Recently, most models on
the market have been gradually evolving into full three-
dimensional formulations in order to describe the com-
plete space-time dynamics at each stage. For the ini-
tial state modeling, the transition is exemplified by the
developments from 2D frameworks such as TRENTo [5]
to TRENTo0-3D [6, 7], and from CGC-based models like
IP-Glasma [8-10] to 3D-Glasma [11, 12|, as well as by
newer implementations such as EKRT [13, 14]. For
the hydrodynamic stage, the evolution follows a simi-
lar path, from earlier 2D viscous hydrodynamics (e.g.,
VISHNU [15]) to modern (3+1)D frameworks such as
MUSIC [16, 17] and Trajectum [18]. Finally, for the
hadronic afterburner stage, publicly available models
such as UrQMD [19, 20] and SMASH [21-24] are already
formulated in full (3+1)D. One of the remaining chal-
lenges in this multi-stage picture lies in modeling the
pre-equilibrium dynamics, which bridges the gap between
the initial conditions and the onset of the hydrodynamic
expansion.

Starting from the initial state, parametric models, such
as the Glauber model [25-28] or TRENTo [5] model, only
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provide the initial energy or entropy density but miss
the remaining hydrodynamic fields, such as the flow ve-
locity and the out-of-equilibrium contributions. Micro-
scopic models, such as IP-Glasma and MCDIPPER, pro-
vide the full information of the initial energy-momentum
tensor. However, a theoretical description of the thermal-
ization process is still needed to evolve the initial energy-
momentum tensor to the point in time where a viscous
hydrodynamic description becomes applicable.

In order to describe this pre-equilibrium stage, simple
models such as free streaming [29, 30] and the gradient
expansion [31-33] have been employed to capture some
physics during the pre-equilibrium stage. However, de-
veloping a more realistic model remains an urgent task.
The pre-equilibrium framework, KeMPgST [1, 2|, pro-
vides a practical way to propagate the energy-momentum
tensor in a far-from-equilibrium initial state to a time
when viscous hydrodynamics becomes applicable and
some recent works [34-38| have already employed KgM-
P@ST in various contexts. The power and advantage of
KoMPgST comes from the fact that the non-equilibrium
kinetic evolution can be efficiently described using non-
equilibrium Green’s functions calculated in kinetic the-
ory, which consequently enables fast event-by-event pre-
equilibrium evolutions.

Considering the late time hydrodynamic behavior is
fully characterized by the energy-momentum tensor, the
central object of KeMPgST is to propagate the non-
equilibrium energy-momentum tensor 7" from an initial
time TgxT to a time Thydro when hydrodynamics becomes
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applicable, i.e.

T+ (TEKT7X)| — T (Thydro 7X) . (1)

out-of-equilibrium

The energy-momentum tensor T"" at (Thydro, X) is deter-
mined by the initial conditions at an earlier time TgxT
in a causal neighborhood of point x, which constraints
their position x’ to satisfy

|XI - X| <c (Thydro - TEKT) . (2)

Since for collisions of large nuclei, such as Pb and Au,
at RHIC and LHC energies, the time duration of pre-
equilibrium evolution A7 = T,yaro — TEkT is much smaller
than the typical size (R ~ 5 fm) of collision region,
long wavelength fluctuations within the causal circle are
small, whereas short wavelength fluctuations are typi-
cally washed out as the Quark Gluon Plasma (QGP)
equilibrates and becomes a hydrodynamically expanding
fluid.

Based on this separation of scales, the evolution of
energy-momentum tensor can be split into the expansion
of a longitudinally boost-invariant and locally transverse
homogeneous background and the propagation of respec-
tive perturbations around the background [1, 2|,

T (7’, x') = Tiy (1) +6TE (T, x') . (3)
By virtue of the scaling behavior found in kinetic the-

ory [1, 39], the non-equilibrium evolution of the back-
ground energy-momentum tensor (TW) can be described
by a universal attractor curve [40], if the time vari-
able (1) is scaled by the equilibrium relaxation time
Tr(T) = 4mnu/s - While the small perturbations around
the background can be described by linear response the-
ory,

5T“”(T x)
T, (1)

B
/d2x GW (x,%0,7,70) 757;7&0’){0)'
x (70)
(4)

where the non-equilibrium Green’s functions Ggg need to
be determined from the underlying microscopic theory,
using e.g. QCD kinetic theory.

However, the current implementation of KgMPgST
is limited to describe the dynamics in the transverse
plane, and therefore only applies at mid-rapidity. A full
three-dimensional description becomes essential in the
forward and backward rapidity regions of high-energy nu-
cleus—nucleus collisions, especially at lower collision ener-
gies, where the longitudinal structure of the final observ-
ables plays an important role. In this work, we extend
the state-of-the-art KgMPgST framework, to construct a
new framework for the three-dimensional pre-equilibrium
dynamics. KgMPgST-3D provides a smooth transition
from 3D initial conditions to (3+1)D viscous hydrody-
namics, thereby reducing the dependence of the hydro-
dynamic model on the initialization time Thyaro [32, 41].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
briefly introduce the solution to the kinetic theory un-
der the relaxation time approximation, and present the

corresponding response functions in both Fourier and co-
ordinate space, as well as their implementation in the
KgMPgST-3D framework. In Sec. III, we introduce the
(3+1)D framework employed to simulate event-by-event
heavy-ion collisions. This framework consists of the
MCcCDIPPER initial state model, the KgMP@ST-3D pre-
equilibrium dynamics, the CLVisc viscous hydrodynam-
ics, and the hadronic afterburner SMASH. In Sec. IV, we
first visualize the input and output of the KgMPgST-
3D framework. Then we examine the smooth transi-
tion from kinetic theory pre-equilibrium dynamics to hy-
drodynamic expansion by analyzing the evolution of hy-
drodynamic fields, including energy density, radial flow,
and momentum azimuthal ellipticity, and the hydrody-
namization of the out-of-equilibrium shear stress tensor
as well as the scaled time variable. Furthermore, we ex-
amine the sensitivity of final state observables, includ-
ing longitudinal structure of the multiplicity, mean trans-
verse momentum and anisotropic flow, to the hydro start-
ing time (Thydro). Finally, we summarize the findings and
point out possible directions for future work in Sec. V.

II. RESPONSE FUNCTIONS

Building on the foundational work of KsMPgST [1, 2],
in this work, we continue to assume that the back-
ground is locally transverse homogeneous and longitu-
dinally boost-invariant. Hence, the non-equilibrium evo-
lution of the background energy-momentum tensor TH”
remains identical to the original KsMPgST framework,
while the non-equilibrium response functions evolve the
full three-dimensional structure of the initial energy-
momentum tensor. Since the linearization is performed
on a boost-invariant and homogeneous background, the
3D response functions depend only on the differences
(x —x0,m —10), such that

oTHv

w = fdeO d770 Ggl[; (Xanax0777077_7 TO)
Ty n(7) -

5Ta  (70,%0,70)

xn(TO) ’

where the response functions, GZE (x,7,%0,70,T,70), can
be more easily solved in momentum space,

d*kydk,
2m)*  (6)
éf;; (kT, ky, T, TO,T:F (TO)) etk (x=x0) +kn (1-110) }

Ggl[; (X — X0, —="o, T, TOaT)TcT (TO)) =

where the longitudinal momentum is defined as k, =
|kr|7sinh(y — 7). So in momentum space, we have

61“”( ) 1, 571?6 (70)
7(? Y (k. k — -7
e(T) ( T’ 777T’T0) e (7o)

We note that the symmetries of the background constrain
the possible structure of the response functions, and it is

(7)



therefore advantageous to perform a decomposition into
different tensor structures.

A. Decomposition of response functions

Based on rotational symmetry in the transverse plane,
the response functions in momentum space for (scalar)
energy perturbations can be decomposed as follows.

GTT(kr, ky) = GE(|kr), |Ky))

CTL (ker, ky) = ~iGY (e, g l)

k|
~id ~ i A k 1k ’
G e ky) = G e D0V + G (e, ) -
G (kep, ky) = G (I, k) )
Grr (lem ) = =i G (e, ]

n
Xin k%"kﬁ ~v,m
GTT(kT’kU): GYS7 (|kT|7|kU|)
[kp| [y |

Similarly, in position space, the decomposition for energy
perturbations takes the following form.

GI7 (v,n) = G2 (], |n)

GTi(r,n) = —GY (Izf, In1)

Ir|
G, (e,) = GE (Jl nl) 69 + G (o, )

G (r,n) = G7 (|rl,|n])

G (x,m) = %G (Iel, nl)

I‘i I'j
I

i3 rin v
G7 (rm) = MGS’"(II‘L Inl)

The coordinate space Green’s functions are related to
their momentum space counterparts according to the
Fourier-Hankel transformation as follows.

G5 (e nl) = 55 [ kel cos(hy ) Jo (el IDG (fcel, k)

G (I nf) = 5o [ dlerlirldk, cos(k, ) (Rl G (erd, i)

G4 (el = gz acelcnld cos(s, ) | (T2 (el iy ) + 2RIV G e )

G (el nl) = 5 [ dlerlberldk cos(ky -n) Tl [ G2 (el ) (10)

1 oo ~
Gl nf) = 5 [ dkllicrldi, cos(k, - n) Jo (e )G (Jerl: )

s Ui e : s
Gl ) = g ) dlerlerlay sini -n) o (herlle) G2 (e )

v -n e . v
Gs’"(|r|7|ﬁ|)=mfo d|kr|[kr|dk, sin(k, - n)J (k|G (k] [ky])

In this work, the independent components of macroscopic
response functions G g will be calculated using kinetic
theory in the relaxation time approximation, which will
be explained in next section.

(

B. Response functions from kinetic theory in the
relaxation time approximation (RTA)

We will employ the Boltzmann equation in the relax-
ation time approximation,

. M
[70. 0, - 220, | 1(2.p) - RUAC)
T TR (]_1)

x [ £(2,0) = fo (0B (2))].

for a conformal system of ultra-relativistic massless
bosons, to calculate the response functions, as exempli-
fied in [42], and in selected cases also compare the RTA
results to calculations in QCD kinetic theory. We employ



Milne coordinates

H= (7—7 XTﬂ?) (12)

with metric g, = diag(1,-1,-1,-1/72), such that p* in
Eq. (11) denotes the four momentum

= (", pr,p") (13)

which can be parametrized as

" = (prcosh(y - 1), pr, = Smh(y ), (14)

In equilibrium, the distribution is assumed to be the
Bose-Einstein distribution,

Jfea(®) = eml_ 1

such that the equation of state is given by ecq(T") =

Veff g—;T‘l, where v is the effective number of degrees
of freedom. The relaxation time is determined by T'7g =
5ny/s, such that for a conformal system with constant
ratio of shear-viscosity to entropy density 7, /s, the relax-
ation time is inversely proportional to the temperature.

In principle, the distribution function can be decom-
posed into a background (fpa(7,pr,|py|)) that is lon-
gitudinally boost invariant and locally homogeneous in
the transverse plane, together with small perturbations
(6f(z,p)) around it

f(l',p):fBG(T7pT,|pn|)+6f($,p)~ (15)

Therefore, we obtain the Boltzmann equations for the
background and the perturbations, respectively,

)t (75|

-
70 fBG = g [fBG (T,pT7

pltauéf——féf puéu [(feq fBG)+2;:—féQ:| (16)
1 87 T
_ZT’RcsT[ — o e fBG)+§2feq].

where only the linear-order terms are retained for the
latter. Since the response functions are first derived in
Fourier space, we also rewrite the Boltzmann equation
for the perturbations into Fourier space to eliminate the
explicit spatial dependence, as follows:

ke [ dky
(2m)2 27 (17)
8fx (7., pn) el(terxtkan)

5f (7—7 Xﬂ%PTapn) =

The Boltzmann equations in Eq. (16) are then refor-
mulated using the method of moments, which transforms
the partial differential equations into a set of coupled or-
dinary differential equations. The quantities to be solved

are the moments E;" and §El ;. of the corresponding dis-
tribution function, defined as
d*pr 1/3, 7

B ) s [ 5 = (2m)?
" (p2:0n) o (.07, o)
sz (¢kaT,9n)x5fk(T,pT,pn).

Following [42], the resulting coupled ordinary differential
equations are numerically solved using the fourth-order
Runge-Kutta method.

Since large longitudinal momenta cannot be main-
tained at early times, and the non-equilibrium attrac-
tor of kinetic theory suggests that all initial conditions
eventually converge to the same evolution, we employ
an initial condition in which the longitudinal momentum
distribution is taken as a Dirac delta function.

(18)

fec (10.p7.01) = o Oy Cprdx’
where, due to the simplicity of the kinetic theory in relax-
ation time approximation, the concrete form of the initial
(transverse) momentum distribution dNy/ dn d*prd?x
is irrelevant.

By following the logic of KeMPgST [1, 2, 42|, the ini-
tial conditions for the linearized perturbations are taken
to correspond to a small shift of the typical transverse
momentum pr, free-streaming up to 7y, such that

5fk (TOupTvpn) == (|p3T|a|p (0) (|pT| pn))

. k
—i| BL=T 7, —k, arcsch( BL0
[pr] K Py
X e .

We note that due to the conformal scaling properties
of the Boltzmann equation in the relaxation time approx-
imation, the dependence on the relaxation time or cou-
pling constant can be completely eliminated by consider-
ing © = T(7)7/(47ny/s) as the relevant time variable [42],
thus making the Green’s functions universal functions of
the variables @, |kr|A7 and k, in Fourier space, and re-
spectively @,|r|/A7 and 7 in coordinate space.

(20)

1. Green’s functions in Fourier space

In Fig. 1, we show the evolution of the energy response
G (kr|AT = [kr|(T-70), ky) (upper panels) and the lon-
gitudinal momentum response G%"(|kr|AT,k,) (lower
panels) to an initial energy perturbation as functions of
transverse (Jkr|A7) and longitudinal (k,) wavenumber.
Different columns in Fig. 1 correspond to different evolu-
tion times @ = T'(7)7/(47ny[s). For the energy response,



at very early times, a free-streaming behavior is observed
(see App. A for more details), where the oscillations ex-
tend to large |kr|A7 values and exhibit an almost uni-
form pattern along the &, direction. As time evolves, the
response gradually decays, and only the low-wavenumber
modes eventually survive. In contrast, a longitudinal
momentum response to an initial energy perturbation
is absent at early times, as the momentum response
needs to build up dynamically. As the system evolves,
however, the response is gradually generated through
the energy gradients and increases over time, while re-
maining mainly concentrated in the low-wavenumber re-
gion. The additional response functions G} (|kr|AT, ky),
GL (kr|AT, ky), GLF(|kr|AT, Ky), G7(kt|AT, Ky) and
GY"(|kr|AT, ky) are presented in Fig. 15 of Appendix B.

2. Green’s functions in coordinate space

Based on the results in Fourier space, the response
functions in coordinate space are obtained through the
reverse Fourier transformation as defined in Eq. (10).
In practice, since only a finite set of discrete points in
Fourier space ([krt|AT,k,) are calculated within a lim-
ited region of the kinetic theory evolution, interpolation
between these points and extrapolation beyond the cov-
ered region (using the free-streaming approximation) are
performed to obtain a smooth Fourier transform as in
Refs. [1, 43]. Furthermore, Gaussian smearing kernels,
exp(-o?|k|*Ar?/2) and exp(—a%k%/?), are applied to
regulate the large wavenumber tails, at early times where
viscous damping of large kr and k, modes is not yet
present. If not state otherwise, in this work, we use
c=01,0,=0.1.

In Fig. 2, we show the evolution of energy response
G:(|r|/A7,n) (upper panels) and longitudinal momen-
tum response G2"(|r|/A7,n) (lower panels) to an ini-
tial energy perturbation as functions of |r|/A7 and 7.
At very early times, the energy response exhibits free-
streaming behavior resulting in a localized peak around
[r|/AT =1 and 7 = 0 as in the transverse plane the per-
turbation propagates at the speed of light (|r|/AT ~ 1),
while along the longitudinal direction, it remains nearly
a delta function (0(7n)), indicating negligible longitudi-
nal diffusion. As the system evolves, a finite longitu-
dinal width of the response appears due to the under-
lying diffusive dynamics, such that by the time @ ~ 1
when the system can be considered sufficiently close to
equilibrium for hydrodynamics to apply, initial pertur-
bations have spread around one unit in rapidity. By
spreading out, transversely and longitudinally, the over-
all magnitude of the response gradually decreases, where
at later times the Green’s function features an outer
peak signaling the outward transport of the initial en-
ergy perturbation as well as a central dip characteriz-
ing the wake. Wohile the longitudinal momentum re-

sponse, depicted in the lower panels vanishes at early
times, as the system evolves, the longitudinal momen-
tum is gradually generated by the energy density gra-
dients in longitudinal direction and increases over time.
The flow pattern shows inward motion around the dip
and outward motion around the peak. The remaining re-
sponse functions, namely GV(|r|/AT,7n), GLo(|r|/AT,n),
G (Iel/ATm), GU(|rl/AT,n), G2(|r[/AT,n) are pre-
sented in Fig. 16 of the Appendix.

3. Hydrodynamic constitutive relations

Since the non-equilibrium system approaches equilib-
rium over the course of its evolution, at late times, the re-
sponse functions from kinetic theory are expected to ap-
proach the hydrodynamic regime, in which the different
components are interrelated by the hydrodynamic consti-
tutive relations. By following the strategy of Ref. [1], we
can thus identify relations between different components
of energy-momentum tensor, which emerge in second or-
der hydrodynamics for small wavenumber perturbations.
Extending the analysis of Ref. [1] to include longitudinal
dynamics (k, # 0), we obtain the following relations be-
tween independent components of the response functions
for an initial energy perturbations

éi’é(Ta |kT|7k77) =
1-¢2 - 2 G5 (7, k|, k
(P n 77711 n Cs Trlv )\1 _ CsTrMoy |kT|2) s(Ta| T|7 17)

27 3 T2 2 T
2 244 1 k|G (T, k|, k
(G- St o et R oy
T T T +§Tk
~ 211/3 4\
GV (7, [kp|, |[K7|) = (anﬂCer/ — iy - L) x
T 3T
(22)

|kT|é§m(7—a |kT|7 ‘kUD T |kn|ég(7—? |kT|a |k7]|)

=ul —TT —k
T +T, T +1iT,

where, in order to match the underlying microscopic ki-
netic description, we have ¢2 = 1/3 and the transport
coefficients are taken as [44—46]

_ Oy
Tr= e+ P’
B 25773
~7(e+ P)’

(23)

In Fig. 3, we examine the constitutive relations,
Egs. (21) and (22) at scaled time @ »~ 2 or 5. The re-
sponse functions G%° and G obtained from RTA dy-
namics are compared with those (denoted as 2nd order
hydro) reconstructed from G2, G¥ and G5, G¥ accord-
ing to the constitutive relations at various |kr|AT or k.
Strikingly, as shown in the upper panels, the constitutive
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Figure 1: Evolution of the energy response (G3(|kt|AT, k,)) and longitudinal momentum response
(G3"(|kT|AT,E;)) to an initial energy perturbation as a function of |kp|A7 and k,. Different panels correspond to
different points in time. The color indicates the magnitude of respective response functions.
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Figure 2: Evolution of the energy response (G (|r|/A7,7)) and longitudinal momentum response (G5 (|r|/AT,7)) to
an initial energy perturbation as a function of |r|/A7 and 7. Different panels correspond to different points in time.
The color indicates the magnitude of respective response functions.
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Figure 3: Examination of the constitutive relations, Eqs.(21) and (22), at scaled times @ »~ 2 and 5. The response
functions G%° (upper panels) and G (lower panels) from RTA dynamics (denoted as RTA) are compared with

those reconstructed from G, GV and G%", G according to the constitutive relations at various [k|A7 or k,.

relation between the pressure, energy and momentum re-
sponses, Eq. (21), is well satisfied by @ = 2 for even for
relatively large wavenumbers |kt|A7 and k,. Conversely,
as shown in the lower panels, the hydrodynamic constitu-
tive relation between the longitudinal component of the
shear stress and momentum response, is much harder to
fulfill, except at very late times (@ ~ 5) and for rather
small wavenumbers |kr|AT, &k, $ 1, indicating that hydro-
dynamization is more difficult to achieve for the longitu-
dinal components of the energy-momentum tensor than
for the transverse ones.

4. From RTA to QCD: Comparison of energy response
Sfunctions at k7 =0 and k, =0

So far we have presented the calculation of (3+1)D
non-equilibrium response functions in kinetic theory in
the relaxation time approximation. One step further is to
calculate these response functions in QCD kinetic theory
by formulating the collision integrals for background and
perturbation contributions as

a7'fa,BG = _Ca[f]

24
Z—famf,;,a - 0C[1,5f;) 29

where the index a runs through all QCD species a = g, ¢, §

and the wavenumber vector is k = (kr,k,). The back-

ground collision integrals for QCD include both 2 < 2
elastic and 1 < 2 inelastic processes. The elastic colli-
sion process is calculated

1 1
C22[f1(B1) = — —— 25
N@) = 55 (25)
3 AlTocoo| M (Br, PolBs, Pa) P FES (1, Pol B3, Ba)

b,c,de{g,q5,dr}

up to leading order scattering in matrix amplitude square
|M8 (51, Pa|P3, Pa)|? for all possible processes a,b < c,d
with a,b,¢,d = g,q,q in QCD, and ng[)(ﬁl7ﬁ2|ﬁ3,ﬁ4) is
the quantum statistical factor. The inelastic radiation
process is calculated as

1 1
Ca7?f1(p) = Y > fo dz,
@ b,ee{g,q5,dr}
dare o _
d;m (p’ Z)Vanc(p|Zpa Zp) (26)
1dIs, p e /D Z
-3 b(iﬂz)VCFab(7|p7 7p)
23 dz z z z
1dIs, p _ D, z
_ - ab ¥ CFC(Elp, 2
23 dz (272)1/ ab(2|p Zp)
(27)

with effective inelastic rates dI'f.(p,z)/dz for all possi-
ble process a < b,c with a,b,c = ¢g,¢q,q in QCD in the



AMY framework [47], and FS (2|p, Zp) is the quantum
statistical factor. The detailed 1mplernentat10ns, includ-
ing numerical algorithms, can be found in our previous
papers [48, 49]. The perturbation components receive
contributions from variations of the scattering matrix el-
ements 6| M?|?, radiation rates §(dT'¢.(p, 2)/dz), as well
as the statistical factors 6 F C“j’ , 0F% and a more detailed
discussions of all the above quantities and their numer-
ical implementation will be provided in a forthcoming
paper [50].!

Evidently, the numerical calculations in QCD kinetic
theory are significantly more demanding compared to the
relaxation time approximation (RTA), and we will there-
fore only compare the results for the special cases k,, = 0
and |kT| = 0 depicted in the left and right panels of Fig. 4.
By inspecting the case of k, = 0, which characterizes
the transverse response, we observe no qualitative dif-
ferences between the behavior in QCD and RTA kinetic
theory, which is in line with earlier studies of equilib-
rium [51] and non-equilibrium response functions [42] in
different kinetic theories. When considering the longitu-
dinal dynamics of energy perturbations, depicted in the
right panel, we again observe the same qualitative behav-
ior between QCD and RTA kinetic theory. Differences
emerge at early times, where the results in QCD kinetic
theory show a stronger damping of the large k, modes,
which can be attributed to a difference in the initial con-
ditions, where for numerical convenience in the case of
QCD kinetic theory the simulations are initialized with a
large but finite momentum anisotropy, as opposed to the
infinite momentum anisotropy employed in RTA calcula-
tions. Due to this difference longitudinal energy diffusion
starts right away in the case of QCD kinetic theory, how-
ever at later times, where the system can sustain a larger
longitudinal pressure and longitudinal energy diffusion
becomes more and more pronounced the QCD and RTA
results are again in good agreement.

C. KgMPgST-3D

We proceed by embedding the three-dimensional re-
sponse functions discussed above into the pre-equilibrium
evolution model, KsMPgST, thereby constructing a com-
plete (3-+1)D evolution of the pre-hydrodynamic stage,
referred to as KeMPgST-3D.

Following the general formalism of KsMPgST [1, 2, 42]
outlined in Sec. I, we include the non-equilibrium re-
sponse functions discussed above to extend the descrip-
tion to (3+1)D. We aim to describe the evolution of
the energy-momentum tensor from 7gkT to Thydro at
any given point (xg,70). To this end, at the starting

1 Note that linearized perturbations in QCD kinetic theory have
already been studied in [51] to investigate hydrodynamic/non-
hydrodynamic modes in QCD, however, without providing tech-
nical details.

time TgkT, we first build the background as a Gaussian
weighted average around the point of interest,

_ —(x,—xO)Q -(n- no)
T (rexn) = [ i~ 1 =
Xo0,70 TEKT) = ’ /_27'(0'72] €
x T (TeKT, X,7) 5 (28)

where the arguments (xg,79) on the left-hand side are
rewritten as subscripts to emphasize that the back-
ground is locally transverse homogeneous and longitu-
dinally boost-invariant. In this work, the respective
Gaussian widths are chosen as ¢ = (Thydro — TEKT)/2,
o, = 3/2. In principle, all components of perturbations
around the homogeneous diagonal background energy-
momentum tensor T o,mo Should contribute to the input
of the subsequent hydrodynamic evolution. As a first
step, this work only considers the initial energy perturba-
tion 8777, (TekT,X,n) around the spatial point (xq,70),

XO Mo K
which is obtained as

0T no (TEKT, X, m) = T77 (TEKT, X, 1) = T;yno (TEKT()~ )
29
It should be noted that the double dependence on spatial
coordinates in 67y (TekT,X,n) reflects that the per-
turbation evaluated at point (x,7) generally varies with
the choice of the reference point (xq, 7).

With regard to the evolution of the background com-
ponents of the energy-momentum tensor during the pre-
equilibrium stage, the well-known hydrodynamic attrac-
tor behavior is used to infer the components of the back-
ground energy-momentum tensor at hydrodynamization
time as in Ref. [1, 2]. We will briefly summarize it here
again. In the study of background evolution, we only con-
sider the diagonal components of the energy-momentum
tensor, i.e. T = = diag (e, PT,PT, —Pr), and based on
the study of klnetlc theory [1], the background evolution
can be parametrized in terms of a single scaling function
E(&1q) for the energy density. In practice, the energy
density, transverse and longitudinal pressure at the hy-
drodynamic initialization time Thydro can be read off from
the following scaling functions

2

e =vygsTid € (na). (30)
2

Py = vy T, Pdna), (31)
7T2

Pr=v,5Th (8@ - 5P@w)). (32

where Tiq. denotes the overall energy scale and wiq = ——

is a scaled time variable, which is determined by the shear
viscosity and the ideal temperature Tiq (7; A7) as

4mn, /s
Tia.(T; A7)

Note that in contrast, to the more frequently used scaling

Z(T} the scaling variable wiq in KeMPgST

Teq(T; A7) = (33)

variable @ =
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Figure 4: Comparison of the energy response functions in QCD and in RTA for k, = 0 (left) and kr = 0 (right) at
three selected times.

is defined in terms of the ideal temperature [1]

_Ar
(rAp) 13’

1/3

Tia.(T; A7) = (34)

such that Tiq. behaves as 7/° at all times. The energy
scale Ap = (T7Y/ 3)212 is self-consistently determined from
the initial background energy density 777 (tgxT) and the
parametrization in Eq. (30) as

2

e(TEKT) = T;:(TEKT) T:é (TEKT; AT)

m
=V %
TEKTTid.(TEKT; AT)

dmny /s

x &g = (35)
By virtue of Eq. (30), the scaling variables are simply
related according to @ = ®1d51/4(d}1d), and as in the orig-
inal version of KgMPg¢ST we use @rq in the numerical
implementation.

While the energy attractor function &(&rq) is
parametrized as in Ref. [1], the auxiliary function P(@1q)
in Eq. (31) is readily determined by the energy balance
equation for Bjorken expansion, i.e. d.(re) = —Pp, such
that

P(@1a) = E(@1a) - 2014€" (W1a) - (36)

On top of the background field, the perturbations
dTH (x0,m0) at the hydrodynamic starting time Thydro
are determined by convoluting the pre-calculated linear
kinetic response functions, G%%, with the initial energy
perturbation as follows.

= [dzx dn

v
GIY (Xa 1,X0, 105 Thydro TEKT)

oTHY (Thydrm X0, 770)

—TT
Tx,n (ThydrO)

5TTT

X0,M0
—TT

Ty o (TERCT)
(37)

(TEKT, X, 1)

where the integration is confined to a causal region.
While in the transverse plane this restricts the inte-
gration to |x — xg| < A7 in the limit 79 — 0, there is
no limit on the rapidity separation | —ng|. Since the
Green’s functions themselves have a limited support in
both |x — xo|/A7 and |n - ng|, in practice we limit the
integration to |x — xo| < 1.3A7 and An < 3, which is suf-
ficient to account for all contributions.

Eventually, the full energy-momentum tensor is recon-
structed from the background and perturbations, as

—w
T" (Thydros X0510) = T'xy o (Thydro) + 6T (Thydro, X0, M0)-

(38)
In order to examine the dependence of hydrodynamic
model on the starting time Thydro, we will consider differ-
ent values of the hydrodynamization time,

Thydro = 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0, 1.2, 1.4, 1.6 fm.  (39)

and study the subsequent evolution up to the final state
hadronic observables. During the pre-equilibrium stage,
the ratio between shear viscosity and entropy is taken as
7y/$=0.16. Once we have the energy-momentum tensor
at Thydro, it is decomposed with energy density, flow ve-
locity and shear tensor in Landau frame which can be
directly input into the subsequent hydrodynamic expan-
sion,

T = (e + P)u"u” - Pg"" + m. (40)

We note that the regulator developed in Ref. [1] is also
utilized for handling the failure to find a local fluid rest
frame, especially at the edges or peaks of the medium
where the gradients are particularly steep.



III. APPLICATION OF KOMP®ST-3D: (3+1)D
FULL EVOLUTION OF HICS

Now that we have established KgMPgST-3D to per-
form the pre-equilibrium evolution, we can embed this
into a (34+1)D multistage framework employed for the
description of relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Prior to
the pre-equilibrium evolution, a saturation-based three-
dimensional initial state model, MCDIPPER, is utilized to
generate the initial conditions for KgMPgST-3D. Sub-
sequently, the event-by-event (3+1)D CLVisc hydrody-
namic framework [52-54|, which incorporates second-
order dissipative hydrodynamic evolution and a Cooper-
Frye hadronic sampler, is employed to simulate the
space-time evolution of the QGP medium and thermal
hadron production. Finally, the microscopic hadronic
cascade model SMASH is used to describe the subsequent
hadronic rescattering and decays. Before we turn to the
numerical results of such simulations, we briefly describe
the individual modules.

A. McDIPPER initial state model

The McDIPPER model [55, 56| provides a framework
for the initial energy and charge deposition in heavy-ion
collisions, formulated within the kp-factorization limit of
the Color Glass Condensate (CGC) effective theory. In
this approach, the initial energy density (e7)o is obtained
from the first moment of the gluon and (sea)quark dis-
tributions,

Ky~ dN, . Z dNy, ’
d?2xd?pdy Y d?xd?pdy
Y=
(41)
Here, the phenomenological normalization factor K|
is introduced to account for the normalization uncertain-
ties and higher-order corrections to gluon production in
accordance with Ref. [56]. In the present implementa-
tion, McDIPPER employs the single parton production
formulas computed at leading order (LO) to determine
the corresponding gluon and quark distributions.
For gluons, the single inclusive production originates
from radiative processes. Consequently, the gluon spec-

can be expressed as the integration of the

(eT)o=fd2p p|

dN,
trum, 7d2xd2;dy,
two momentum space dipole functions [57-59] of the pro-
jectile and target, in the adjoint representation, together

with a hard factor (see Refs. [60, 61])

dN, _(N3—1)/ q Pk ok’
d?>xd?pdy 4m3¢g2N. J (27)% (27w)2 p?
X D1 aqj(1,%,q) D2 aqj(2,%,k)
x (2m)%0(q+k - p)

(42)

Ip|
VSNN

where x5 = e*¥ denotes the light-cone momentum
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fraction in the projectile and target, g is the strong cou-
pling constant, and N, = 3 denotes the number of colors.

In the high energy limit, single inclusive quark pro-
duction arises from the stopping of the collinear quarks
inside the projectile (target) nucleus via multiple scatter-
ing off the color fields of the target (projectile) nucleus.

The corresponding quark spectra can be writ-

ten as [62, 63|

af
Y d?xd?pdy’

dN,, 2147 (21,P%,%) Dyun(22,%,P)
d?xd?pdy (2m)2
. 2247 (22, 9%, %) Diun(21,%, D)
(2m)? '

(43)

where q}“(wl /25 @Q?,x) represent the collinear quark dis-
tributions in the two nuclei, which in McDIPPER are
modeled as the incoherent sum of the parton distribu-
tions of individual nucleons, ¢%/™. Invoking isospin sym-
metry, the parton distribution functions of neutrons are
obtained from those of protons by interchanging u < d
quark flavors.

In this work, the dipole gluon distributions are mod-
eled using the impact-parameter dependent saturation
(IP-Sat) model [64, 65], where the fundamental dipole is

given by

7T2S2 2 2
Diun(2,%,8) = exp | -——as(p”) zg(z, n*) T(x) |-

2Nc
(44)
where g(z,u?) denotes the gluon distribution function
initialized at a scale g via the parametrization

zg(z,15) = agz ™ (1-2)>°. (45)

and evolved to further scales, u, via the Dokshitzer-
Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP) equation. By
assuming that local color correlations of charges in-
side the nucleus are Gaussian, the adjoint dipole can
be related to the fundamental one as D,qi(z,x,s) =
[Dfun(xaxvs)]CA/CF
throughout this work.

With the initial energy density specified, the energy-
momentum tensor for the subsequent pre-equilibrium
evolution is initialized as

, which is the relation employed

T = diag(e, e/2,¢/2,0) (46)

where only energy perturbations are present and
the strong pressure anisotropy of the above en-
ergy—momentum tensor indicates that the system at mgxr
is still far from local equilibrium and cannot be properly
described by viscous hydrodynamics, motivating the use
of KgMPgST.

Since the McDIPPER model does not include final state
interactions, we always assume the initial time 7gxr to
be very small, to account for kinetic final state inter-
actions in KgMPgST. In practice, we take the start-
ing time of the subsequent pre-equilibrium evolution as



mexT = 0.01 fm/c, however we expect our results to be
rather insensitive to the choice of initial time 7Tgyr.

We note that in this work, we will only examine the
applicability of our (3+1)D framework in the most cen-
tral 0-5% Pb+Pb collisions at \/Syny = 2.76 TeV. The
normalization factor K, = 2 in MCDIPPER is chosen to
approximately reproduce the charged particle multiplic-
ity at midrapidity.

B. CLVisc hydrodynamics

Following the pre-equilibrium evolution in KgMPgST-
3D, the subsequent space-time evolution of the QGP fire-
ball will be simulated in the CLVisc hydrodynamic frame-
work [52-54] which solves the energy-momentum conser-
vation equation,

8, T" =0, (47)

based on hydrodynamic constitutive equations for the
energy-momentum tensor T+ of the QGP. Since the
QGP medium remains out of local thermal equilibrium
throughout its entire evolution, dissipative corrections to
TH are evolved according to Israel-Stewart type equa-
tions [66]. Considering the conformal limit assumed in
the pre-equilibrium stage, the evolution of bulk pressure
in the QGP phase is ignored, while the shear stress tensor
is evolved according to

TWAZZDWQB + 7 =yt = Gppmt O - Tﬂﬂ’]‘rM”O';)

+3017Té”7r”>0‘.

(48)
Here D is the covariant derivative u*d,,, A*” is the spa-
tial projector gt —ufu”, V# = A9, 0 = O,ut is the
expansion rate and " is the symmetric shear tensor
2V<H4”>. The traceless tensor A#) = ARY A*P projects
out the part that is traceless and transverse to the flow
velocity using the double, symmetric, and traceless pro-
jection operator Al = i (AgA/’g + AZA“B) - AP A .
T, is relaxation times of shear tensor. &;r,7Trr and
(1 are second-order transport coefficients. The values
of relaxation time and transport coefficients are taken
from Ref. [67]. In this work, the specific shear viscosity
My /s is taken to be a constant value of 0.16 throughout
the hydrodynamic evolution, consistent with the value
used in KgMPgST-3D evolution. The equation of state
used in the hydrodynamic evolution is taken from the
HotQCD Collaboration [68]. This choice differs from the
equation of state employed in the KoMP@ST-3D pre-
equilibrium stage, where we assume a conformal equa-
tion of state e = 3P with an effective number of de-
grees of freedom veg = 40, chosen such that the result-
ing energy density e(T') approximately matches that of
high-temperature QCD [68, 69]. We note that this mis-
match between the pre-equilibrium and hydrodynamic
equations of state constitutes a systematic approximation
of our framework. Its phenomenological consequences
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will be reflected in the final observables and are implic-
itly included in the theoretical uncertainty of our results.

C. Particlization and after-burner

When the local temperature of the QGP fluid drops
down to the freeze-out temperature (T%,=0.154 GeV),
we use the Cornelius algorithm [70] to infer the hyper-
surface for the subsequent Cooper-Frye sampler. The
momentum of produced hadron is sampled from the fol-
lowing formula,

dN; g
dYprdprdp — (27)3

‘/Zp”dE#fcq(l C6f, (49)

where the thermal equilibrium contributions foq and out-
of-equilibrium correction 9 f; are given as,

fua - :

“exp[(p-u-Bup)/T]+1’ (50)
Y

6ﬁ=uiﬁ@£%%ﬁg.

We note that in this work, we oversampled each hydro-
dynamic event 1000 times to suppress non-flow effects
and reduce statistical fluctuations in final observables.
Once the hadrons are produced, a hadronic afterburner
SMASH [21-24] is employed to simulate final state inter-
actions between them.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we show the results from the (3+1)D
framework in which the MCDIPPER initial conditions
are evolved with the kinetic theory in KgMPgST-3D,
followed by hydrodynamic evolution in CLVisc and a
hadronic afterburner in SMASH. We first investigate
the smoothness of the transition from the early pre-
equilibrium stage of a heavy-ion collision to the subse-
quent hydrodynamic stage, by looking at averages and
profiles of the hydrodynamics fields. Subsequently, we
will also consider hadronic observables, and investigate
their dependence on the hydrodynamic initialization time
Thydro- 1IN order to scrutinize the effects, and not lose any
information in statistical averages, in this work, we will
only examine one single random event from MCDIPPER
in 0-5% Pb-+Pb collisions at \/syn=2.76 TeV.

A. Visualization of pre-equilibrium evolution

In order to gain intuition for the pre-equilibrium evo-
lution, we visualize the energy density and flow for the
McDIPPER initial condition, both in full three dimen-
sions (Fig. 5) and in two-dimensional slices (Fig. 6). The
three-dimensional energy density profile 7777 (x,y,7s)
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Figure 5: Three-dimensional energy density distribution
7T (x,y,ns) for the MCDIPPER initial condition,
shown before the kinetic-theory pre-equilibrium
evolution at TgxT = 0.01 fm (upper) and at the
hydrodynamic initialization time mydro = 1.0 fm (lower).
Arrows in the lower panel indicate the direction of the
energy-flow components (T7%, T7Y, 7T7").

from the MCDIPPER initial state model is evolved
with the kinetic-theory based pre-equilibrium solver
KgMPg@ST-3D from mggT = 0.01 fm to the hydrodynamic
initialization time Thyqro = 1.0 fm. In the lower panel of
Fig. 5, we also show the direction of initial energy flow
(T7, 77V 7T7") with black arrows where the magnitude
of the flow is omitted for a clearer illustration. All in
all, we observe both the spreading of the initial fireball
energy profile and the generation of initial flow, demon-
strating significant expansion during the pre-equilibrium
stage.

For a clearer view of the evolution during the pre-
equilibrium stage, Fig. 6 shows the energy density
Te(x,y,ns) in the transverse plane at n; = 0 (top) and
in the reaction plane at y = 0 fm (bottom). Again,
we can see how the onset of dissipation during the pre-
equilibrium phase results in a smearing of the energy den-
sity profile both in transverse plane and reaction plane.
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Figure 6: Time evolution of the energy density
Te(x,y,ns) during the kinetic-theory pre-equilibrium
stage, shown as two-dimensional cuts in the transverse
plane at 75 = 0 (top) and in the reaction plane at
y =0 fm (bottom).

B. Hydrodynamic fields

Next, to examine the transition from the kinetic pre-
equilibrium stage to hydrodynamics, we first consider the
transversely averaged hydrodynamic fields, namely the
energy density, radial flow, and momentum anisotropy,
at midrapidity and in the forward rapidity regions. The
averaged energy density and radial flow, are defined as

[ dPxuTe- el

3/4 = 51

(Te )"75 fd2qu€ ( )
[ d*xuTe-v,

= 52

(’UL)’ﬂs /dzxu"e ( )

where the radial flow is defined as v, = \/vZ+vZ and

/ d?x denotes an integral over the transverse coordi-
nates. The azimuthal momentum anisotropy is con-
structed from the transversely integrated stress tensor
as

[T#], = f dPxuT T (53)

V(== - (], + a[Tev)?
(7o, + (1],

(54)

ep(7) =

In Fig. 7, we present the averaged transverse profiles of
the energy density (re®*), transverse velocity (v,) and
momentum eccentricity €, as a function of evolution time
7 at midrapidity (n,=0) and forward rapidity (s = 5) for
different hydrodynamization time Thydqro. We find that
the evolution of energy density (re**) in midrapidity
and forward rapidity shows only a very weak dependence
on the hydrodynamics initialization time T,yqdro, With the
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Figure 7: Transverse average of red! 4. transverse velocity v, and momentum eccentricity as a function of time 7 in
midrapidity (7s=0) and forward rapidity (ns =5). The three average fields are plotted for different hydrodynamic
initialization time Thydro-

tiny differences originating from the switch from a con-
formal equation of state to a realistic QCD equation of
state [71, 72]. On the other hand, we find that the evo-
lution of the radial flow is almost independent of the hy-
drodynamic initialization time Tynydro, €xcept for the very
early initialization at Thydro = 0.4 fm. This means the
kinetic theory captures well the rapid rise in the radial
flow at early times which ensures a smooth transition to
hydrodynamic regime. However, when we look at the
time evolution of the momentum eccentricity ¢,, an evi-
dent dependence on hydro starting time is found for both
midrapidity and forward rapidity as in previous (2+1)D
pre-equilibrium evolution [1]. This indicates that KgM-
PgST cannot generate a momentum anisotropy €, com-
parable to that in the hydrodynamic evolution. While
the origins of this behavior are still under active investi-
gation, one possible explanation would be that £, could
be sensitive to non-linear effects of fluctuations which
are not included in the linearized treatment of KgM-
P@ST [1]. The equivalence between kinetic theory and
hydrodynamics at the hydrodynamization time Thyqro €n-
sures that the above examined averaged hydrodynamic
fields are insensitive to the choice of the hydrodynamic
starting time, especially for energy density and radial
flow. We now proceed to test whether this insensitiv-
ity also holds for the local distribution of hydrodynamic
fields. In Fig. 8, we show the spatial distributions of the
energy density 7e¢** and the flow velocity vy (or vy, ) at
the time slice Tous = 2 fm in the transverse plane (left
panels) and along the longitudinal direction (right pan-
els). The different curves stand for different hydrody-
namic transition times Thydro. Again, we find that the lo-
cal structure of 7e** and the flow velocities exhibit only
a very weak dependence on the hydrodynamic initializa-
tion time Tyydro both in transverse plane and longitudinal
direction, indicating a well-controlled matching between
the pre-equilibrium dynamics and the subsequent viscous
hydrodynamic evolution in full (3+1) dimensions.

C. Hydrodynamization

As in Ref. [1], the approach of kinetic theory towards
hydrodynamic regime can be assessed by comparing the
out-of-equilibrium components of the energy-momentum
tensor to the corresponding estimates in first order dissi-
pative hydrodynamics. In Figs. 9, we compare the out-
of-equilibrium shear stress tensor 7#*¥ with the Navier-
Stokes estimate at different hydrodynamic initialization
times Thydro = 0.8, 1.0, 1.2 fm. Here we take the trans-
verse diagonal component and the longitudinal momen-
tum component as examples, while the remaining compo-
nents of the shear tensor are shown in App. C. We find
that both the transverse and longitudinal components
of the shear stress tensor from kinetic theory agree well
with the hydrodynamic estimate over most of the colli-
sion region, both in the transverse plane and along the
longitudinal direction, except near sharp edges where the
small gradient assumption breaks down. This indicates
that the evolution of the system can now be smoothly
matched onto hydrodynamics.

In Fig.10, we also present the scaled evolution time
variable &g = 7Tiq/(47n,/s) at different hydro starting
times. Since previous studies [1, 2, 39, 73, 74| have shown
that values of wiq > 1 indicate that the system can be de-
scribed by hydrodynamics, we find that the central region
in the transverse plane and the midrapidity region along
the longitudinal direction enter the hydrodynamic regime
for sufficiently large times, while deviations still persist
at the edges of fireball where the local energy density is
significantly smaller.

D. Final observables

Finally, we move on to investigate the effect of a consis-
tent description of the early time dynamics on the final
observables in heavy-ion collisions. Since we observe a
smooth matching from the pre-equilibrium to the hydro-
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Figure 8: Local profile of energy density 7e*/* and flow velocity v, (or vy, ) for different hydrodynamics transition
times Thydro in transverse plane (left panels) or longitudinal direction (right panels).

dynamic stage, we expect that, for reasonable values, the
choice of the matching time 7,y4r, does not significantly
affect the final state hadronic observables.

We first demonstrate the effects of hydrodynamiza-
tion time Thydro on the pseudorapidity dependence of the
charged hadron multiplicity in Fig. 11. Overall, the mul-
tiplicity shows only a very weak dependence on Thydro
across rapidity direction when KgMPgST-3D is used to
describe the early stage of the medium evolution. The
slightly decreasing trend in dNg,/dn is already antici-
pated by the corresponding behavior of (7’63/ 4), and can
be traced back to the mismatch between the equations
of state used in the pre-equilibrium stage and in the
subsequent hydrodynamic evolution. However, for vari-
ations of Thydro between 0.8 and 1.6 fm this effect is less
than 1 percent. Similarly, the examination of radial flow,
quantified by the mean transverse momentum of charged
hadrons in Fig. 12, also shows only marginal sensitiv-
ity to the hydrodynamization time 7,yqr, over the whole

rapidity range, at the level of about 2%. This tiny dif-
ference can be attributed to the slight variation of the
multiplicity in each case. If the overall normalization is
consistently tuned to reproduce the experimental mul-
tiplicity, the residual variation in the mean transverse
momentum can be further suppressed.

The anisotropic flow coefficients, which are among the
most widely studied observables in heavy-ion collisions,
are also examined for different durations of the pre-
equilibrium stage in Fig. 13. The upper panel shows
the transverse momentum dependence of the second-
and third-order flow coefficients at midrapidity, while
the lower panel displays the rapidity dependence of the
anisotropic flow for various hydrodynamization times
Thydro- In this work, the pr and 7 differential anisotropic
flow (v and wvs) are computed with the event plane
method as follows.

1 <COS’I’L (¢ B (I)nA)> + <COS’I’L ((b B (I)nB))

vn(pr) = 2
2 Veosn (@4 - Pnp)

(55)
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Comparison of the out-of-equilibrium shear stress tensor with the Navier-Stokes estimate

hydrodynamics initialization times Thydaro = 0.8, 1.0, 1.2 fm.
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(cosn(p—Pnpa))
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cosn(p—P, cosn(p-,,
on(n) = { 3 (‘Qcosﬁ()gl@fj) 2D =0 (56)
(cosn(6-@up)) n>0

\/cosn(fI’nAAIDnB) ’

where (---) denotes the average over all particles of inter-
est, ¢ is the azimuthal angle of particle of interest and
®,4(B) is the event plane of two reference subevents,
chosen as 3 < 7%t < 5 and -5 < n%sf < -3 in the differ-
ential flow coefficients. In order to suppress short range
non-flow correlations, the 17 dependence of the anisotropic
flow is evaluated in the following way: particles at +n are
correlated with reference particles from the backward re-
gion, while particles at —n are correlated with reference
particles from the forward region. Since we only consider
a single event, the differential observables as functions of
pr and 7 exhibit visible statistical fluctuations. Never-
theless, the curves remain very close to each other, both
in their py dependence and over the entire rapidity range,
indicating only a weak sensitivity of anisotropic flow to
Thydro Within our setup.

V. SUMMARY & OUTLOOK

In this work, we developed the framework KgMPgST-
3D to describe the (3+1)D pre-equilibrium dynamics of
HICs. Based on non-equilibrium response functions cal-
culated in kinetic theory in the relaxation-time approxi-
mation, we include the transverse and longitudinal struc-
ture of the response to initial energy perturbations on top
of a longitudinal boost-invariant and transversely homo-
geneous background. We confirmed that the newly devel-
oped pre-equilibrium model, KsMPgST-3D, provides a
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Figure 12: Sensitivity of the mean transverse
momentum of charged hadron to hydrodynamization
time 7 hydro-

smooth transition from 3D out-of-equilibrium initial con-
ditions to (3+1)D near-equilibrium viscous hydrodynam-
ics. For example, the pre-equilibrium dynamics based on
kinetic theory consistently capture the entropy produc-
tion and the radial flow generation. More importantly,
the hydrodynamization can be achieved in most of the
collision region, not only in the transverse plane but also
in the longitudinal direction. Subsequently, we embed
the pre-equilibrium model into a (3+1)D framework to
describe the full evolution of heavy-ion collisions, namely
McDipPER+KgMPgST-3D+CLVisc+SMASH. We find
that the above framework only shows a marginal de-
pendence on the hydrodynamic initialization time Thydro-
The longitudinal structure of dN/dn, (pr) and va 3(n)
shows little sensitivity to hydrodynamization time Tydro-

The development of a consistent theoretical framework
for (3+1)D simulations of the space-time dynamics of
heavy-ion collisions significantly improves the power of
phenomenological studies, as a detailed exploration of
the transverse and longitudinal dynamics could signifi-
cantly improve the extraction of QCD transport coeffi-
cients from anisotropic flow measurements. Our newly
developed KgMPgST-3D framework reduces the uncer-
tainty associated with the theoretical description of the
early pre-equilibrium phase, e.g. by eliminating the de-
pendence on the matching time to hydrodynamics, and
can therefore be an important tool for future investiga-
tions.

In the future, there are still several improvements that
can be done in this direction. For example, a more
realistic input of response functions from QCD kinetic
theory is still needed to improve the description of pre-
equilibrium dynamics. In addition, it is also important
to include the response to initial energy, momentum, and
tensor perturbations simultaneously for a comprehensive
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17

propagation of information from initial conditions. Al-
though these aspects are conceptually straightforward,
they are computationally expensive. We also aim to ex-
plore the applicability of the KgMPgST framework by
pushing the simulations to smaller system sizes and lower
collision energies, where the duration of pre-equilibrium
dynamics can become comparable to the system size.
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Appendix A: Energy response functions in
free-streaming limit

In this section, we will give the analytical results of 3D

response functions under free-streaming limit. In this
case, the Boltzmann equations are
anBG (T7pT7p7]) =0, (Al)

TaTéfk(T7pT,p77) = 6fk(T7pTap77)
(ZTknPn - Z:kT'pT)~ (A2)
P p

The solutions to them can be easily written down as

fBG(T7pT7pT]) :fBG(TO7pT7p?7)7 (A?))

. PTT PTTQ
—iky, | arcsch—L——arcsch
"( Pn P

5fk(T7pT7p7]) = 5fk(7—07pT7p7])e

P (JATAAATR) )

Following in the usual assumption in Ref. [75], the initial
distribution is taken as

e
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where cos = p,/(mop) and p* = p% +p%/r§.
—TT
Hence, the background (7' (7)) evolution in free-
streaming limit is

7T Ve dp deT
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where x = cosf and a = £272/72 -~ 1. We plot the back-
ground evolution in free-streaming limit in Fig. 14. It is
found that a highly anisotropic initial distribution (large
€) tend to approach Bjorken solution e(7) ~ 1/7. If
we further assume 7‘/7’0 > 1, we can obtain T77(7) o<

24 arctan/€2-1
(2) &+ Pge and T (n0) o g + 00—

Based on the definition of the perturbation,
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T ) =gy [ G (A8

pp”
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we express various responses to initial energy perturba-

tion 8T7 7 (10) o< 27 * (5% + % v_§12‘—1) as follows.
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where we assumed 7/79 > 1, £ > 1 and a common pref-
actor of perturbations is omitted here.

Utilizing the definition of response function,

ST (1)
T (1)

ST (7o)

Gg; (kTa k?’nT? TO) =

/ (A10)

we derived various response functions in Fourier space.
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Figure 14: Evolution of the background energy density
in the free-streaming limit.
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The response functions in coordinate space can be
also obtained via the reverse Fourier transformation in
Eq. (10).

6(fr[-7) ¢
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(GLO(kAT, k,) and G7(kAT,k,)) and shear stress re-
sponse (GL*(kAT, k,) and GU"(kAT,k,)) to an initial
energy perturbation as a function of kA7 and k,,.

2. In position space

In Fig. 16, we show the evolution of the transverse mo-
mentum response (GY(r/AT,n)), the pressure response
(G(r/AT,n) and G7(r/AT,n)) and shear stress re-
sponse (GY*(r/AT,n) and GYV"(r/A7,n)) to an initial
energy perturbation as a function of /A7 and 7.

G5 (Iel,Inl) = G (|el, Inl) = GL" ([l Inl) = —
T 0(r[-7)  [nl¢
T w2t (1+n262)2’

25(rl-7)
g (P (A1)

G2° (Irl,nl) = 0.

G2 (e ) = =G (el ) =

T2 GU(Irl, Inl)

Appendix B: More images of response functions
1. In Fourier space

In Fig. 15, we show the evolution of the transverse mo-
mentum response (Gy(kAT,ky)), the pressure response

T (1+ 77252)2’ Appendix C: Comparison of more components of

shear stress tensor to their Navier-Stokes estimates

In Fig. 17, we compare the remaining components of
the out-of-equilibrium shear stress tensor 7#¥ with their
Navier-Stokes estimates at different hydrodynamics ini-
tialization times Thydaro = 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0, 1.2 fm. We
find that most of them agree well with the hydrodynamic
estimate over most of the collision region, both in the
transverse plane and along the longitudinal direction,
except the component related to longitudinal response.
However, the overall magnitude of these discrepancy is
relatively small. This indicates that it is safe to pass
these components to subsequent hydrodynamic simula-
tions.
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Figure 15: Evolution of transverse momentum response (GY(kAT,k,)), pressure response (GL°(kAT,k,) and

G"(kAT,k,)) and shear stress response (GL* (kAT k,) and GV (kAT,k,)) to an initial energy perturbation as a
function of kA7 and k,,. Different panels correspond to different points in scaled time variable.
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Figure 16: Evolution of the transverse momentum response (G (r/A,n)), the pressure response (G%°(r/A7,n) and
G"(r/A7,n)) and shear stress response (G4*(r/AT,n) and G¥"(r/AT,n)) to an initial energy perturbation as a
function of /A7 and 7). Different panels correspond to different points in scaled time variable.
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Figure 17: Hydrodynamization of more components of shear stress tensor
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