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We determine the behavior of an out-of-equilibrium superfluid, composed of a U(1) Goldstone
mode coupled to hydrodynamic modes in a Müller-Israel-Stewart theory, in expanding backgrounds
relevant to heavy ion collision experiments and cosmology. For suitable initial conditions, the
evolution of the hydrodynamic variables leads to a change in the potential of the Goldstone mode,
spontaneously breaking the symmetry. After some time, the condensate becomes small, leading
the system evolution to be well described via hydrodynamic attractors for a timescale that we
determine in Bjorken and Gubser flows. We define this new timescale as the attractor time and
show its dependence on initial conditions. In the case of the Gubser flow, we provide for the first
time a complete description of the nonlinear evolution of the system, including a novel nonlinear
regime of constant anisotropy not found in the Bjorken evolution. Finally, we consider the superfluid
in the dynamical FLRW (Friedmann-Lemaitre-Roberston-Walker) background, where we observe a
similar attractor behavior, dependent on the initial conditions, that at late times approaches a
regime dominated by the condensate.

I. INTRODUCTION

Superfluidity is a ubiquitous phenomenon found in diverse fields of physics, including high energy particle physics
[1, 2], condensed matter systems such as cold atoms [3] and the description of astrophysical objects such as neutron
stars [4]. Recently, there has been considerable interest in promoting the Goldstone mode to a state parameter to study
the interplay between such modes and hydrodynamic modes, for example in the case of the chiral phase transition [5–8]
as it may prove relevant in the search for the QCD critical point at the Beam Energy Scan experiment [9]. Moreover,
in certain systems, such as in heavy ion collisions with approximately boost-invariant flows [10], small systems of
strongly interacting fermions [11] or time dependent scattering length in cold atoms [12], it has been observed that
although the system is far from equilibrium, hydrodynamics remains a remarkably good description of the system
outside its naive range of validity, which can be explained in part due to the presence of hydrodynamic attractors (for
reviews, see [13, 14]). Thus, the question naturally arises of how hydrodynamic attractors change in the vicinity of a
superfluid phase transition.

In this work, we employ the formalism of [15], which builds on the Son-Nicolis approach [16, 17]. The central
premise is that we dynamically couple a U(1) scalar field to a fluid in an expanding background, whose dissipation is
governed by the Müller-Israel-Stewart (MIS) framework [18, 19]. The potential of the scalar field is chosen such that
the mass term is dependent on the energy density of the fluid, changing sign as the system passes a critical value.
The expansion of the background metric cools the system, eventually leading to the symmetry of the scalar field to
be spontaneously broken (see Fig 1).

More concretely, we study the boost-invariant Bjorken [20] and Gubser flow [21, 22] (see also the related exact
solutions in boost-invariant superfluid flows [23]), both of which have seen successful phenomenological exploitation
in heavy ion physics [24, 25], as well as the Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) background [26], a
cornerstone for describing the evolution of the early universe [27]. For a guide to the metrics used, see Fig. 2. In
these backgrounds, depending on the initial conditions, we see that the evolution of the superfluid is dictated by the
hydrodynamic attractor with unbroken symmetry at intermediate times, while at late times the system approaches
one of the symmetry breaking fixed points.

A key result of this work is the novel notion of attractor time, the interval of time that the dynamics of a system is
governed primarily by the attractor solution. Concretely, for the Bjorken flow, this occurs when the system is initially
in the unbroken phase (for systems with sufficiently large initial temperatures compared to the critical temperature,
T0 > Tc) and the condensate is at the minimum of the potential, σ = 0. As the condensate dynamics essentially
decouple, the system is governed by the hydrodynamic equations in an expanding background, which is denoted as
the hydrodynamic attractor. Eventually, as the system cools and the temperature drops, the potential transits to the
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FIG. 1. The condensate (red point) in the potential (4) at early times (blue) in the unbroken phase and for later times (orange)
in the broken phase. Due to the dependence of the mass term on the dynamical energy density, the system undergoes a phase
transition. At later times, the condensate can undergo oscillation as well (green) before it settles at the bottom of the potential
well.

broken phase and the condensate rapidly drops into a minimum. Thereafter, the evolution is no longer governed by
the attractor.

The usefulness of such a timescale can be demonstrated by considering a typical flow used to describe collider
experiments. In the typical example of a (normal) Bjorken fluid, the time the system is well described by the
hydrodynamic attractor is infinite. However, the physical system fails to have a hydrodynamic description as it freezes
out and undergoes hadronization at some finite time, indicating that the system has deviated from the hydrodynamic
attractor. Thus, our present model of expanding superfluid flow provides a picture of a fluid transitioning to a
non-hydrodynamic description.

Another important set of results is the first description of the evolution of the superfluid Gubser flow. The evolution
is qualitatively distinct to Bjorken flow, due in part to the difference in the expansion rate as a function of system
time:

∇ · u =

{
1/τ, Bjorken flow,

2 tanh ρ, Gubser flow,
(1)

where uµ is the fluid velocity, τ =
√
t2 − z2 is the proper time in Milne coordinates and ρ is the Gubser time coordinate

(whose relationship to Bjorken coordinates is given in (32)). A characteristic feature of Bjorken flow is that for
asymptotically large times, the expansion rate becomes small. This means that at late times, a gradient expansion is
sensible. However, Gubser flow at large times has a constant expansion rate, with only a gradient expansion sensible
near ρ = 0 [28], which in Bjorken coordinates corresponds to intermediate proper time. Another key difference is that
while Bjorken flow is a comoving frame which requires a transformation from Minkowski coordinates, Gubser flow
requires an additional conformal Weyl transformation. In other words, Bjorken space is Ricci flat, while Gubser has
positive curvature. We note in passing that Gubser flow has been predicted to be important for pp systems, especially
for two and four particle cumulants [29], with recent experimental evidence from the ALICE collaboration [30].

The qualitative picture of such a superfluid Gubser flow (see e.g. Fig. 6) begins with a region initially dominated
by an inviscid fluid with the condensate quickly dropping to the bottom of the potential (Region II). As the system
expands with increasing ρ, the dissipative contribution to the fluid becomes more pronounced (Region III) and
the anisotropy approaches a fixed ratio of dimensionless constants of the shear viscosity to the relaxation time,
χ →

√
Cη/Cτπ . This is in line with the standard MIS Gubser flow picture [28, 31]. At some later point, the

temperature drops low enough for the condensate to begin rolling down the potential well extremely slowly (Region
IV). Similar to the previous viscous hydro regime, this part of the evolution is characterized by a constant value of
the anisotropy, namely χ→ Cη/Cτπ . Finally, the condensate rapidly evolves to one of the minima of the potential at
late times (Region V).

In both the Bjorken and Gubser flow, the background metric was not a dynamical variable in the system. More-
over, both systems exhibit features relevant to early universe cosmology, namely the early time smoothening out of
inhomogeneities via the approach to the attractor [32] and late time inflation due to the exponential growth of the
condensate [33]. In this vein, we examined the superfluid in the FLRW background. Since gravity is dynamical in
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Minkowski

ds2 = −dt2 + dz2 + dx2
⊥

R = 0

Bjorken

ds2B = −dτ2 + τ2dη2 + dx2
⊥

R = 0

Gubser

ds2G = −dρ2 + cosh2 ρ dΩ2 + dη2

R > 0

FLRW

ds2FLRW = −dt2 + a(t)2dx⃗2

R ̸= 0

(17)

Weyl: ds2G = τ−2ds2B

and (32)

Weyl: ds2FLRW = a(η)2ds2

and dη = dt/a(t)

FIG. 2. Overview showing the relationships between the different backgrounds explored here. R denotes the Ricci scalar and
serves as an indication for the curvature of the spacetime.

this case, we have the Hubble parameter, H(t), as an additional dynamical degree of freedom. The expansion rate in
the FLRW background is

∇ · u = 3H(t). (2)

However, unlike in the Bjorken or in the Gubser cases, the existence of a long-lived attractor regime depends sig-
nificantly on the initial conditions, with the initial value of the condensate needing to be sufficiently small to see
the attractor. An important feature we see is that as the condensate falls into the bottom of the potential well, the
evolution is not complete: since both the background metric and the potential are dynamical, the scalar field oscillates
around its minimum for some period of time with exponentially decreasing amplitude (see Fig. 1). We should point
out that this behavior is also seen in the Bjorken flow for low enough friction in the scalar sector, which is however
exponentially suppressed for the Gubser superfluid.

The organization of the paper is as follows. We discuss the general covariant set-up in Section II, recapping the
discussion in [15]. We then turn our attention to the Bjorken and Gubser flow in Sections III and IV, respectively.
Finally, in V we discuss a model of our universe via a dissipative superfluid in the FLRW metric.

II. SET UP

We summarize our set up here. Note that it was first outlined in [15], complete with a derivation with a more
general kinetic term than we consider here and for a more general equation of state. We begin with an effective action
of the form:

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
p(T ) − 1

2
(DµΣ)(DµΣ)† − V (Σ, T, µ)

]
, (3)

where the gauge covariant derivative is Dµ = ∇µ+ igAµ, the gauge field is decomposed into the condensate and phase
Σ = σeiψ, and V is the symmetry breaking potential, given by

V (σ, T, µ) =
m0(T − Tc)

2
σ2 +

λ

4
σ4, (4)

in which Tc, λ > 0 and are both independent of T and µ.
By varying the effective action, we can immediately compute the ideal energy-momentum tensor

Tµνideal ≡
2√
−g

δS

δgµν
= ε uµuν + p∆µν −

(
∇µσ∇νσ + σ2DµψDνψ

)
(5)
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with ∆µν = gµν + uµuν and the conserved U(1) current

jµideal ≡
1√
−g

δS

δAµ
= Nuµ + σ2Dµψ, (6)

which we write as a sum of a normal and a coherent superfluid component. Note that in equilibrium, entropy
production is absent and that the Josephson condition is satisfied (u ·D)ψ = 0, i. e. (u · ∇)ψ = µ.

We are interested in studying the dissipative equations of motion. To this end, as detailed in [15], we require that
the requisite constitutive relations lead to the positive definite divergence of the entropy current. In our case, in the
fluid sector, we include dissipation via

Tµν = Tµνideal + Πµν , (7)

where Πµν is the dissipative tensor. It is customary to split Πµν into a transverse traceless piece, πµν , i.e. πµνgµν = 0
and πµνuµ = 0, and a bulk term with nonvanishing trace

Πµν = πµν + Π ∆µν , (8)

where the first term denotes the shear dissipation tensor, and Π denotes the bulk pressure. The stress tensor is
conserved

∇µT
µν = 0. (9)

Similarly, the ideal equations of motion for the scalar field, found by varying the action w.r.t. Σ = σeiψ, can be
modified by adding dissipative sources θ1 and θ2 to the equations of motion of σ and ψ respectively, so that

∇µ∇µσ − ∂V

∂σ
− σDµψD

µψ = θ1, (10)

∇µj
µ
ψ = θ2. (11)

The requirement of positive entropy production [15] constrains the dissipative sources to be

θ1 = −κ1(u · ∇)σ, θ2 = −κ2(u ·D)ψ (12)

where κ1 and κ2 are positive definite function of temperature T and µ.
Finally, in order to develop a MIS-type formulation, we simply replace the constitutive relations for πµν , Π and jµ

by the dynamical equations

τπ

(
u · ∇ +

4

3
∇ · u

)
πµν + πµν = −2 η σµν , (13)

τΠ (u · ∇) Π + Π = − ζ∇ · u, (14)

(u · ∇)(qµ + jµψ) +
1

τq
(qµ + jµψ) = − 1

τq
κ∇µ

(µ
T

)
, (15)

where η is the shear viscosity, the shear tensor is σµν := 1
2∆µα∆νβ(∇αuβ + ∇βuα) − 1

3∆µν∇αu
α and ζ is the bulk

viscosity. The shear and bulk relaxation times are given by τπ and τΠ, respectively. Note that we have included the
BRSSS improvement term [34] in the evolution of πµν to ensure positive entropy production.

In practice, the phase plays little role in the dynamics, quickly settling to a constant value. Thus, to simplify the
presentation, we will consider the case of zero chemical potential, which due to the Josephson constraint sets the
phase to a constant. We will return to this assumption in future work, particularly studying the O(4) phase transition
which has a more nuanced non-Abelian structure.

Thus, the main equations of motion that we will consider are the energy momentum tensor conservation (9), the
equation of motion of the condensate (10), and the MIS equations (13) and (14). Additionally, in Sec. V, the metric
will be dynamical, which will lead to the inclusion of Einstein’s equations, which we will discuss there.

III. BJORKEN FLOW

In this section, we revisit the superfluid in the Bjorken flow, discussed in [15]. The metric is given by

ds2B = −dτ2 + dx2⊥ + τ2dη2, (16)
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where x⊥ denotes the transverse directions and η is the rapidity. These are related to the Minkowski space coordinates
(t, x, y, z) via

τ =
√
t2 − z2, tanh η =

z

t
. (17)

The evolution of the hydrodynamic and superfluid variables we study will be entirely given by the proper time, τ.
The equations of motion for the U(1) scalar field are given by (10) and (11). Explicitly in the Bjorken background
and denoting τ -derivatives via a prime, the scalar equations of motion now take the form

σ′′ +
σ′

τ
+ λσ3 +m0(T − Tc)σ − σψ′2 = −Cκ1

Tσ′, (18)

(σ2τψ′)′ = −Cκ2T
3τψ′. (19)

where we have defined

κ1 = Cκ1
T, κ2 = Cκ2

T 3, (20)

with Cκ1 and Cκ2 being dimensionless constants. For the hydrodynamic variables, we will only consider the evolution
of the shear tensor. A simple way to parameterize this is a diagonal form of πµν [35]

πµν = diag

(
0,

Π

2
,

Π

2
,− Π

τ2

)
. (21)

It is convenient to use the dimensionless pressure anisotropy χ := 3Π/4T 4. The conservation of the energy-momentum
tensor (7) provides the equation for the evolution of the temperature

τT ′

T
=

1

3
(χ− 1) +m0

σ2 + 2τσσ′

8T 3
+

τ

4T 3

(
Cκ1

σ′2 + Cκ2
T 2ψ′2

)
. (22)

Finally, the MIS equation (15), describing the evolution of the anisotropy, is given by

τχ′ +
4

3

(
χ− Cη

Cτπ

)
+ 4χ

τT ′

T
+

τ

Cτπ
χT = 0. (23)

where using conformality, we have defined shear viscosity η and τπ as,

η = CηT
3, τπ = CτπT

−1, (24)

with Cη and Cτπ being dimensionless constant. As such, we have a four-dimensional phase space given by T , χ, ψ′,
σ and σ′. Since we set µ = 0, the phase is given by a constant value and thus decouples from the dynamics.

We now briefly recap the results of [15] and then discuss the timescale between the two key regimes. The evolution
of the superfluid in the Bjorken flow is characterized by the choice of initial conditions. We will primarily focus
on the regime where T > Tc initially. Initially, the potential in this case has one minimum, which the condensate
quickly falls to, acquiring a value of σ = 0. As such, the fluid no longer is influenced by the condensate and the
dynamics of the system are that of the hydrodynamic attractor (see [35]). The attractor solution is characterized by
the temperature dropping like T ∼ τ−1/3. Once the temperature falls below Tc, the shape of the potential changes.
Eventually the condensate notices this and goes from the unstable local maximum at σ = 0 to one of the minima,
σ = ±σ∗. This occurs non-monotonically with the temperature rising as the condensate oscillates around its new
minimum. Finally, at late times, the system freezes, with the dissipative anisotropy, χ, disappearing, the condensate
attaining its final value of ±σ∗ and the temperature reaching a non-zero final value, t∗. That the system approaches a
non-zero temperature at late times is a surprising feature of the present model, which is not found in typical Bjorken
flow evolution in the absence of a condensate.

A typical evolution is shown in Fig. 3. In the broken phase, the condensate takes the following minimum

σ∗ =

√
m0Tc(1 − t∗)

λ
, (25)

where the asymptotic value of the temperature is

t∗ = lim
τ→∞

T (τ)

Tc
. (26)
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FIG. 3. Typical evolution for T (τ0) > Tc. The gray band denotes the region where the system is predominantly following
a hydrodynamic attractor behavior. The large τ behavior asymptotes to the gray dotted lines, namely the condensate tends
to −σ∗ as in (25) and the temperature tends to t∗ as defined in (26). Initial conditions at τ = 1 correspond to T0/Tc = 2,
σ0/Tc = 1.954, σ′ = 0 and χ = 1.

This final temperature to which the system approaches at late times is determined by the solution to the following
equation

1 − t∗
t3∗

=
8λT 2

c

3m2
0

. (27)

We define the timescale from the onset of hydrodynamic attractor behavior, τhyd, to the onset of the condensate
regime, τσ, via

∆τ = τσ − τhyd. (28)

We note that τhyd < τσ. We can measure this interval of time by observing when the condensate remains close to zero

|σ(τ)| ≲ 10−2. (29)

This is the region where the condensate has no input in the dynamics of the viscous fluid, whose temperature goes
like T ∼ τ−1/3 in this region.1 In Fig. 4, we show the generic duration of the attractor regime as a function of the
initial temperature. We initialize at τ0 = 1 with σ = 0.01, σ′ = 0, χ = 1. For the scalar field, we choose Cκ1 = 1,
while for the fluid, we work with Cη = 1/4π and Cτπ = (2 − log 2)/2π, arising from matching MIS hydrodynamics to
the holographic N = 4 Super Yang-Mills theory [35]. We see that the higher the initial temperature, the longer the
system remains trapped in the hydrodynamic attractor regime. In the limit of infinitely high temperature, τσ ≫ τhyd
and the ∆τ grows becomes infinitely large.

To interpret this timescale, it is helpful to think of a typical flow to describe heavy ion collisions. In the case of the
normal Bjorken fluid, the time the system is well described by the hydrodynamic attractor is infinite. However, the
physical system fails to have a hydrodynamic description as it freezes out and undergoes hadronization at some finite
time. Hence, this model provides a picture of a fluid transitioning to a non-hydrodynamic description, which we can
parameterize by ∆τ , the timescale which it takes for a Bjorken superfluid to escape the attractor regime.

IV. GUBSER FLOW

Gubser flow is a time-dependent evolution of a many-body relativistic system, originally studied in the context of
relativistic heavy-ion collisions [21, 22]. The flow describes a boost-invariant medium undergoing longitudinal and

1Another method to extract the timescale can be found by comparing the superfluid temperature, T (τ), to the temperature, Thyd, of
a normal viscous fluid with a hydrodynamic attractor and finding the range of τ when∣∣T (τ)− Thyd(τ)

∣∣ ≲ 10−2. (30)

We found that such a condition gave similar results, but for certain parameter ranges (especially for short ∆τ), the condition (29) was
more robust.
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FIG. 4. The normalized timescale to go from the onset of hydrodynamic attractor behavior, thyd, to the onset of the condensate
dominated regime, tσ, as a function of the initial temperature. The other parameters are mentioned in text. Essentially, this
measures the region denoted by the gray band in Fig. 3.

radial expansion while preserving the rotational symmetry. In a conformal system, the flow can be studied by mapping
the Minkowski space R3,1 to a product of three-dimensional de Sitter space and the real line, dS3 ⊗ R, which make
the symmetry manifest. The explicit mapping to the dS3⊗R space is done via Weyl rescaling ds2 → τ−2ds2 followed
by a coordinate transformation of the Milne coordinates (see Fig. 2), which leads to the background

ds2G = −dρ2 + L2 cosh2 (ρ/L) (dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2) + L2dη2, (31)

where (ρ, θ) provides an alternate parameterization of the Milne coordinate (τ, x⊥) by

ρ = −Larcsinh

(
1 − q2τ2 + q2x2⊥

2qτ

)
, θ = arctan

(
2qx⊥

1 + q2τ2 − q2x2⊥

)
, (32)

where q that sets the transverse size of the colliding system (which we set to one), ϕ is the angular coordinate of the
plane transverse to the z-axis, η is the rapidity, and L is the de Sitter length.

A. Setup

In this background, the scalar equations (10) are

σ′′ + 2 tanh (ρ/L)σ′ + L2 λσ3 + L2m0(T − Tc)σ − σψ′2 = −LCκ1Tσ
′, (33)

(σ2 cosh2 (ρ/L)ψ′)′ = −LCκ2T
3 cosh2 (ρ/L)ψ′, (34)

where the prime denotes a derivative w.r.t. the time ρ/L.
We parameterize the dissipative tensor πµν via the diagonal form [31]

πµν = diag

(
0,

Π

2 cosh2 (ρ/L)L2
,

Π

2 cosh2 (ρ/L)L2 sin2 θ
,− Π

L2

)
. (35)

We then introduce the dimensionless quantity referred to as pressure anisotropy χ := 3Π/4T 4. We work in the

local rest frame of the Gubser fluid, where we take the four-velocity to be uµ = (1, 0⃗). Note that this generates a
non-trivial flow if one were to undo the Weyl rescaling and coordinate transformation back to the Milne coordinates.
The evolution equation of the temperature given by the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor (7) reads

T ′

T
= − tanh (ρ/L)

3
(χ+ 2) +m0

σ2 tanh (ρ/L) + σσ′

4T 3
+

1

4LT 3

(
Cκ1

σ′2 + Cκ2
T 2ψ′2

)
. (36)
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ρ

FIG. 5. The figure shows temperature T , condensate σ and pressure anisotropy χ for initial temperature T0 < Tc and T0 > Tc

at initial de Sitter time ρ0 = −20. The left plot shows the evolution of the system for T0 < Tc where T0 = 0.1Tc and the right
plot shows T0 > Tc with T0 = 1.5Tc. The dashed red curve shows the hydro-like behaviour of the system at some intermediate
de Sitter time ρ. For both the plots, other initial conditions are set to σ0 = 0.01, χ(ρ0) = 0.1 and σ′(ρ0) = 0. The parameter
used here are m0 = 1, Tc = 1, Cτπ = (2− log 2)/2π, Cκ1 = 1, λ = 1 and Cη/Cτπ = 0.42.

0 50 100 150

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

FIG. 6. The evolution of the anisotropy, χ, for Cη/Cτπ = 0.42 for T0 > Tc with the same parameters as in Fig. 5. The system
is initialized at ρ0 = −20 with initial conditions given by T0 = 1.5Tc, σ0 = 0.1, χ0 = 0.1 and σ′

0 = 0. We see that χ in the
regions III, IV and V takes the value χIII ≈ −0.648, χIV ≈ −0.148 and χfin ≈ −0.106, respectively.

and the MIS equation (15) is given by

χ′ +
4 tanh (ρ/L)

3

(
2χ+

Cη
Cτπ

)
+ 4χ

T ′

T
+
LχT

Cτπ
= 0. (37)

Using this set of equations, we study the evolution of the superfluid Gubser flow at a constant phase ψ for arbitrary
initial conditions. The remaining dynamical variables T , σ and χ, are a function of de Sitter time ρ/L only. Here we
have set L = 1 for the computation.

B. Results

Unlike the Bjorken superfluid discussed above and in [15], the evolution of the Gubser superfluid experiences similar
evolution if the system is initialized in the unbroken phase T0 > Tc or the broken phase T0 < Tc. In both phases,
the system in the intermediate de Sitter time (ρ = 0) evolves to the hydro-like behaviour followed by the formation
of condensate in the final state as shown in Fig. 5. Moreover, we observe that the evolution of the system depends
on the ratio Cη/Cτπ for a fixed Cκ1

, dividing the evolution into four or five distinct regions, which we labelled I-V
in Fig. 6. The richness of the dynamics in the Gubser superfluid flow is due in part to the interplay between the
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condensate and the anisotropy’s evolution per the MIS formalism, which leads to a set of nonlinear equations (36)
and (37).

The region I represents the initial state, which is non-universal. The regions II and V are similar to the Bjorken
case where II correspond to the inviscid hydrodynamics and V is the final state of the system when the condensate
has been formed. The new regimes III and IV emerge due to the nonlinear set of differential equations and depend
on the ratio of Cη/Cτπ . It is important to note that requiring a causal evolution sets an upper bound to the ratio
Cη/Cτπ [36]

Cη
Cτπ

≤ 1/2. (38)

Furthermore, the condensate’s dependence on the damping parameter Cκ1
plays a crucial role in determining the

timescale over which each region is spanned and the condensate’s evolution to the final region V. We first discuss in
details the behaviour of the system in each of the regimes for fixed Cκ1

. Afterwards, we will turn our attention to the
consequences of Cκ1

dependence on these regions and the condensate.

• Region II - Perfect Hydro

The region about ρ = 0 is when the system is dominated by perfect fluid-like behaviour. In this region, the
condensate and the anisotropy term quickly approach zero, and the system is solely governed by (36). The
temperature is given by

Tideal(ρ) = T0 cosh−2/3 (ρ/L) , (39)

where T0 is a positive constant at some initial time.

• Region III - Viscous hydro

The region with vanishing condensate is characteristic of conformal Israel-Stewart formalism of Gubser flow
[31, 37]. In this regime, the system exhibits high viscosity with a very low temperature. The equation that
governs this region is given by

χ′ +
4 tanh (ρ/L)

3

Cη
Cτπ

− 4

3
χ2 tanh (ρ/L) +

LχT

Cτπ
= 0, (40)

which is obtained by observing that σ2/T 3 → 0 and that although T → 0, T ′/T ̸= 0 and is given by (36). We
observe that the linear term in χ is almost negligible compared to the other terms due to the low temperature.
Thus, the solution to this equation in the limit χ′ → 0 and tanh (ρ/L) → 1 is given by

χIII = ±
(
Cη
Cτπ

)1/2

(41)

for any arbitrary initial conditions, as shown in Fig. 6.

• Region IV - Non-linear regime

Despite the zero condensate value and almost negligible temperature, the system in the subsequent region shows
a non-trivial evolution due to the non-vanishing ratio σ2/T 3, which otherwise was vanishing in the prior regions.
We observe that in this region, other ratios that were previously vanishing become important, particularly σ′/σ.

Hence, it is useful to rearrange the equations (tanh (ρ/L) has been set to one) to understand the system’s
behaviour associated with these ratios(

σ′

σ

)′

+
σ′2

σ2
+ 2

σ′

σ
+ L2 m0(T − Tc) + Cκ1T L

σ′

σ
= 0, (42)

T ′

T
+

1

3
(χ+ 2) − σ2

4T 3

(
m0 +m0

σ′

σ
+ Cκ1

σ′2

σ2

)
= 0, (43)

χ′

χ
+

4

3

(
2 +

Cη
Cτπχ

)
+ 4

T ′

T
+
LT

Cτπ
= 0. (44)

We proceed with equation (42) and impose the limit T → 0 which gives

σ = e−ρ/L cosh (
√

1 + L2 m0Tcρ). (45)
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FIG. 7. The figure shows the evolution of condensate σ(ρ) and the anisotropy χ(ρ) for different Cκ1 and fixed Cη/Cτπ = 0.42.
The inset in the left figure shows the approach of the condensate to zero depending on Cκ1 . Here, we have chosen the initial
condition for temperature and the condensate to be T0 = 1.5Tc and σ0 = 0.6Tc by keeping the rest parameters the same as
Fig. 5.

We have set the integration constant to zero without any loss of generality. Next, using the non-zero contribution
of the term σ2/T 3 we determine the constant ratio T ′/T for any ρ value in this region

T ′

T
= −2

3

(
1 −

√
m0TcL2 + 1

)
≡ tp. (46)

Using this ratio further in equation (44), we find the value of χ to be

χIV = − Cη
Cτπ

1

2 + 3tp
. (47)

Note that we can also determine the value of σ2/T 3 from equation (43)

(
σ2/T 3

)
const

=
4L(3tp + χIV + 2)

3
(
Cκ1

(
σ′

σ

)2
+ Lm0(σ

′

σ + 1)
) (48)

for any value of ρ in this region.

It is important to highlight that although the condensate is extremely small in this region, the evolution of the
anisotropy in this region depends not just on the fluid transport parameters but also on the parameters of the
condensate, namely m0.

• Region V - Formation of condensate

This final region corresponds to the broken phase of the system, which is associated with the formation of
the condensate, σ. The system in this region attains a constant temperature and is characterized by a pair of
symmetry-breaking fixed points similar to the Bjorken case [15]. However, in this case, the pressure anisotropy
also attains a finite value, which otherwise vanishes in the Bjorken superfluid. In this region at large ρ, the
derivatives go to zero, and we get the following set of algebraic equations

σ2
fin =

m0(Tc − Tfin)

λ
, (49)

χfin =
4Cη
3Cτπ

(
L Tfin
Cτπ

+
8

3

)−1

, (50)

T 3
fin =

3

4

m2
0(Tc − Tfin)

(χfin + 2)λ
, (51)

which we can solve to find a unique set of solutions.
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FIG. 8. The behavior of the attractor time, ∆ρ, as a function of initial conditions, namely σ0/Tc initially in the unbroken phase
T0/Tc = 1.5 (left) and as a function of T0/Tc with σ0/Tc = 0.01 (right), is essentially independent of the ratio of hydrodynamic
transport parameters Cη/Cτπ . Chosen parameters are λ = 4 and Cκ1 = 4.
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FIG. 9. Behavior of ∆ρhydro as a function of initial conditions, namely σ0/Tc (top left) and T0/Tc (top right). Unlike ∆ρ shown
in Fig. 8 (see the figure caption for parameters used here), ∆ρhydro depends on the ratio Cη/Cτπ . Bottom panel: rescaled
∆ρhydro with the ratio (Cη/Cτπ )

0.055 indicating a weak dependence on the ratio in this case.

C. Transition time from region II to region V

The above observation suggests a universal transition of the system from hydro-like behaviour to symmetry-breaking
fixed points for any arbitrary initial conditions. Following the discussion in the Bjorken section, we can also make an
estimate of the timescale of the Gubser hydro-like behaviour, which corresponds to region II, which we will denote
as ∆ρhydro and the transition time from region II to non-zero condensate region V, which we call ∆ρ. However, as
detailed above, due to the additional intermediate evolution, region IV, which is not present in the Bjorken case, we
cannot make a direct comparison between ∆ρ and the ∆τ defined in (28).
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We set the following requirements for the two timescales

σ(∆ρ) ∼ 10−3, (52)

χ(∆ρhydro) ∼ 10−3, (53)

where ∆ρhydro corresponds to the duration over which χ = 0, corresponding to the length of time the system is
undergoing inviscid hydrodynamic evolution. Meanwhile, ∆ρ is a closer proxy to ∆τ in (28), as it indicates the length
of time the evolution is not dominated by the condensate.

Typically, the duration of the transition from region II to region V not only depends on the initial conditions and
the ratio Cη/Cτπ but also on Cκ1

. As we observe in the left panel of Fig. 7, with increasing Cκ1
, the condensate decays

slowly and takes zero value only for a short, intermediate time, thus influencing the duration of the region III-IV.
This is evident in the right panel of Fig. 7, where the anisotropy never reaches χIII precisely because the condensate
rolls so quickly to the bottom of the potential once the system enters the broken phase.

For T0 > Tc, we note that the ratio of hydrodynamic transport coefficients Cη/Cτπ has no effect on the length of
time it takes for the system to reach the condensate regime ∆ρ, see Fig. 8. We see that ∆ρ decreases with increasing
σ0 and saturates at large values of σ0. Similarly, for different T0 at a fixed σ0, the transition timescale increases for
large T0. This is not the case for ∆ρhydro, which depends on the ratio. However, this is rather weak, as can be seen
in the bottom panel of Fig. 9, where the ∆ρhydro curves with a wide range of Cη/Cτπ collapse into one when scaled

appropriately by a power of (Cη/Cτπ )
0.055

.
So far, there have been little distinguishing features between initializing in the broken or unbroken phases for Gubser

superfluid flow, compared to Bjorken flow. However, we see in Fig. 10, where T0 < Tc, that unlike in the initialization
in the unbroken phase seen in the left panels of Figs. 8 and 9, the timescales have a non-monotonicity as a function
of initial condensate. This can be explained by considering the potential, which is initially negative when T0 < Tc for
a range of initial σ0 and finally changes sign when V (σ0, T0) = 0. This occurs whenever

|σ0| ≤

√
2
m0(Tc − T0)

λ0
, (54)

as marked by grey in the bottom panel of Fig. 10. Initializing above this value then leads to agreement with the
tendency for T0 > Tc.

V. FLRW

We consider the flat FLRW background

ds2FLRW = −dt2 + a(t)2dx⃗2, (55)

where a(t) is the scale factor (see Fig. 2 for relationship to the other metrics discussed here). Since this metric is
dynamical, we implement Einstein’s equation by promoting our effective action (3) into the matter part Sm of the
Einstein-Hilbert action

SEH =
1

2κ

∫
d4x

√
−g (R− 2Λ) + Sm, (56)

where Λ is the cosmological constant, R is the Ricci scalar and κ = 8πG/c4 is the gravitational constant (which we
will set κ = 1). Varying the action leads to Einstein’s equation,

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν = κTµν , (57)

where Tµν is given by (7). We have one new dynamical parameter—the scale factor—for which we presumably need
one additional equation. We decide to use the (00) component of Einstein’s equation (57), which gives us the familiar
Friedman equation, in the fluid’s local rest frame

H2 =
κ

3
T 00 +

Λ

3
, (58)

where H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter. We will refer to this as the Hubble equation of motion.2

2We note that the other Friedmann equation is included automatically in the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor, which we
take as a dynamical equation.
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FIG. 10. The top left and right figure show the ∆ρ and ∆ρhydro, respectively, as a function of the initial conditions σ0/Tc for
T0/Tc = 0.5 (other parameters are the same as in Fig. 8). The bottom plot shows the potential as a function of initial condition
σ0 and T0. The grey shaded region marks when the condensate and the hydro timescale decrease before again increasing for
this choice of parameters.

A. Setup

In this section, we will work with the energy density instead as we will need to include bulk viscous effects by including
the bulk MIS equation (14). This is due to the fact that the shear tensor vanishes in the FLRW background. Thus,
the usual assumption of conformality that we used for the normal fluid in Bjorken and Gubser flow no longer holds
in FLRW.3 Hence, we are interested in general equations of states of the form

p = w ε, (59)

where w is a constant. Examples of typically studied equations of state include: w = 0 for dark matter, w = 1/3 for
radiation, w = −1 for dark energy, and w = 1 for stiff matter [38].

Now we consider the equations of motion. Setting ψ′ = 0 from the outset, the condensate evolution in the FLRW
flow, given by (10), is

σ′′ + 3Hσ′ + λσ3 +m0(ε1/4 − Tc)σ = −Cκ1 ε
1/4σ′ (60)

where the prime denotes a derivative w.r.t. the time t.
Finally, we work with the parametrizations

τΠ = Cτπ ε
−1/4, ζ = Cζ ε

3/4. (61)

where Cτπ and Cζ are dimensionless constants. The evolution of the energy density is given by the conservation of
the energy-momentum tensor (7)

ε′

ε
+ 3H(1 + w)(1 + χ) − m0(1 + w)

8w

3Hσ2 + 2σσ′

ε3/4

+
m0(3w − 1)

32w

σ2ε′

ε7/4
− Cκ1

σ′2

ε3/4
= 0. (62)

3Note that in the Bjorken and Gubser case, the energy density is related to the temperature via ε ∼ T 4 in four dimensions.
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The MIS equation (13), dictating the evolution of the anisotropy χ, is given by

(1 + w)χ′ + (1 + w)

(
ε1/4

Cτπ
+
ε′

ε

)
χ+ 3

Cζ
Cτπ

H = 0. (63)

Finally, writing out the Hubble parameter evolution (58), we have our last equation

H2 =
Λ

3
+
κ

3

(
ε+m0

ε1/4 − Tc
2

σ2 − m0 (w + 1)

8w
ε1/4σ2 +

1

4
λσ4 +

1

2
σ′2
)
. (64)

Upon inspection it can be seen that for w = 0 and w = −1 our equations reduce trivially. For the case of w = 0, the
Hubble equation of motion constrains either σ = 0 or ε = 0 both of which, in turn, leave us with only one evolution
equation for multiple variables thereby making our system of equations underdetermined. Similarly, when w = −1
the MIS equation for anisotropy constrains either H = 0 or ε = 0. The former leaves us with no evolution equation
for H and the latter leaves us with no evolution equation for ε. Thus, we will focus our attention to the cases w = 1/3
and w = 1.

B. Results

The evolution of the system in the FLRW background can be characterised via three distinct regions, I-III,
depending on the initial condensate σ0 at time t0 = 0 and the ratio Cζ/Cτπ . The first region I is the usual non-
universal initial condition-dependent regime at time t0. Region II is characterised by the existence of an attractor-like
behaviour when the anisotropy, χ, tends to −1. The approach of the anisotropy to this limit depends on σ0 along with
the ratio Cζ/Cτπ . The final region III is associated with the symmetry breaking fixed points similar to the Bjorken
and Gubser cases.

To develop some intuition before studying the complete FLRW evolution with a condensate, we will warm up by
studying the following in a FLRW background: inviscid hydrodynamics, viscous hydrodynamics and a perfect fluid
with a condensate. For concreteness, unless otherwise stated, the parameters we work with are

w = 1/3, Cκ1 = Λ = Tc = m0 = κ = 1. (65)

• Inviscid hydrodynamic regime: σ = 0 and χ = 0.

We begin by setting condensate and anisotropy to zero, which corresponds to the FLRW perfect fluid. In this
scenario, the energy density and Hubble parameter obtained from equations (62) and (64) are given by

ε(t)ideal = −Λ

κ
sech2

{
1

2

√
Λ
[√

3(w + 1)t
]}

,

H±(t)ideal = ±
√

Λ

3
tanh

{
1

2

√
Λ
[√

3(w + 1)t
]}

, (66)

respectively. The integration constant is set to zero without any loss of generality. We see that at late times
H±(t) approaches

lim
t→∞

H±(t) = ±
√

Λ

3
, (67)

while ε(t) approaches zero. This region corresponds to the perfect fluid-like behaviour of the flow where one can
express the energy density in terms of scale factor a(t)

ε(t)ideal = ε0 a(t)
−3(w+1)
ideal . (68)

In the limit of late times, a(t) is given by

a(t) = a0e
H±

constt, (69)

and the corresponding energy density reads as

ε(t)ideal = ε0e
−3(1+w)H+

constt. (70)
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FIG. 11. The dissipative fluid in FLRW with σ = 0. Left: the anisotropy always converges to χ = −1 at late times given by
the red dashed line for arbitrary initial conditions and parameters. Right: The Hubble parameter H(t) approaches a distinct
final value depending on w, for fixed Λ and Cζ/Cτπ . For the choice of parameters, see (65) and Cζ/Cτπ = 2.

• Viscous hydrodynamic: σ = 0 but χ ̸= 0.

In the viscous hydrodynamic case, we observe that for arbitrary initial conditions, the anisotropy χ(t) always
approaches −1 for late times, irrespective of the parameter choice, while the energy density ε(t) and the Hubble
parameter H(t) approach a constant value depending on the choice of parameters as shown in Fig. 11. In this
case the late-time region is characterised by the following set of solutions obtained from (62)-(64)

χ = −1, (71)

ε = −Λ

κ
+ (w + 1)2

(w + 1)2 +
√

(w + 1)4 − 36κΛCζ
4

2
(
3Cζ

2κ
)2 , (72)

H± = (w + 1)

√
(w + 1)2 +

√
(w + 1)4 − 36C4

ζκΛ

3C2
ζ

√
6κ

. (73)

• Perfect fluid with condensate: σ ̸= 0, χ = 0.

Here we consider a perfect fluid coupled to a dynamical condensate. The small but finite initial condensate
leads to three distinct regions, where the first region is the usual initial condition-dependent region. The second
region is associated with the perfect fluid regime, following the solution (66). Characteristically, the energy

density is vanishing, while the Hubble parameter tends to
√

Λ/3. Curiously, this holds even for larger values
of the condensate, as can be seen in the left panel of Fig. 12. However, initializing with large values of the
condensate means that the system never has the chance to undergo perfect fluid evolution, as shown in the right
panel of Fig. 12.

The final region is when the system evolves to one of the symmetry-breaking fixed points given by the solution
to

ε
3/4
fin =

m2
0(Tc − ε

1/4
fin )

8wλ
, (74)

σ2
fin =

m0 (Tc − ε
1/4
fin )

λ
, (75)

H2
fin =

m2
0κ(ε

1/4
fin − Tc)

12λ

(
(w + 1)ε

1/4
fin

2w
− (ε

1/4
fin − Tc)

)
+

Λ

3
+
κ

3
εfin. (76)

Note that the above system of equations is solvable in closed form. However, as the solution is not particularly
illuminating, we leave the above equations as they are.
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FIG. 12. The evolution of condensate σ(t), energy density ε(t), the Hubble parameter H(t) for inviscid case for two different
initial conditions of the condensate with parameters given by (65). Left: sufficiently small values of the condensate lead to an
intermediate regime described by the perfect fluid, given by (66). Right: for larger initial values of the condensate, the system
is dominated by the condensate and has no intermediate perfect fluid-like evolution.

• Full system: σ ̸= 0 and χ ̸= 0.

We now turn our attention to the full system. We observe that for small but finite initial condensate, as shown in
the top left panel of Fig. 13, the system in the region II behaves predominantly like in the viscous hydrodynamic
scenario where χ = −1 rather than the perfect fluid-like behaviour observed in the case of Bjorken and Gubser
flow. In this region, the energy density ε(t) and the Hubble parameter H(t) follow the expression (72) and (73).

However, as mentioned above, for large initial condensate and low viscosity, before the system reaches the
attractor, it evolves to the condensate-dominated region of symmetry-breaking fixed points whose equations are
given by

ε
3/4
fin =

m2
0(Tc − ε

1/4
fin )

8wλ(1 + χfin)
, (77)

χfin = − 3CζHfin

(w + 1)ε
1/4
fin

, (78)

and the final values for the condensate and the Hubble parameter are the same as in the perfect fluid plus
condensate (76) and (75). Note that there are no closed form solutions to the above system of equations. It
should be noted that, subject to the condition that εfin > 0 and σfin, χfin, Hfin ∈ R, there exists a unique
solution.

Another visualization of the dynamics can be seen in the phase space plot Fig. 14, where the energy density is
plotted parametrically against the condensate. We see that the energy falls dramatically and quickly approaches
its minimal value, when the anisotropy is at χ = −1. Moreover, irrespective of the choice of σ0, the condensate
inexorably evolves to larger values, never decreasing to zero, which would indicate the onset of the attractor
regime.

Finally, we comment on smaller values of dissipative transport coefficients. In this case, the condensate does not
roll to the bottom of the potential, but instead overshoots it due to the smaller amount of friction. As can be seen
in the left panel of Fig. 15, the final value of the condensate, σfin, is approached via a decaying, oscillatory manner.
Taking the local maxima of the oscillatory part of the σ solution, which we denote as red points in the left panel of
Fig. 15, we can fit the exponential decay to σfin by

σdecay = σfin + σa e
−σb t. (79)

We see in the right panel of Fig. 15 that the decay to the final value of the condensate is controlled by the friction
coefficient Cκ1

, essentially with σb ∝ Cκ1
for small Cκ1

.
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FIG. 13. The evolution of the full system in the FLRW background. The top two plots show the evolution of the full system
for different initial condensates σ0 at fixed ε0 = 2 and Cζ/Cτπ = 2. The red-shaded region marks the second region II where
the system approaches the attractor given by the dashed red line |χ| = 1. The bottom plot shows the χ behaviour for different
ratios Cζ/Cτπ and fixed initial condensate, σ0 = 10−4 and energy density ε0 = 2. The choice of parameters we work with is
given by (65).
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FIG. 14. Phase space plot in the FLRW background. The initial energy density is set to ε0 = 2 and initial anisotropy to
χ = 0.1, with parameters given by (65) and Cζ/Cτπ = 2. The green dots denote the initial conditions. The red dashed line
shows the corresponding value of energy density, ε = 0.1039 when χ = −1. The red dots correspond to the final fixed points
of the system, σ± = ±0.4934.



18

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

FIG. 15. Left: The decaying amplitude σdecay of a typical solution for the condensate σ given a small Cκ1 , with the initial
conditions ε0 = 0.1, σ0 = 0.1, σ′

0 = 0 and χ0 = 0. The dotted line represents the fit (79) through the local maxima which are
denoted with red points. Here we have taken the parameters (65) with Cζ = 1/10, and Cκ1 = 0.01. Right: The behaviour of
the decay parameter σb (see (79)) which increases as a function of Cκ1 .

VI. DISCUSSION

In this work, we study superfluids, consisting of a normal fluid component and a scalar field that undergoes
spontaneous symmetry breaking in a variety of expanding backgrounds. We primarily focused on spacetimes of
particular interest to high energy particle physics, namely the boost-invariant Bjorken flow and the radially expanding
boost-invariant Gubser flow. It is key to point out that in these spacetimes, we did not require any slow roll assumption:
for a large class of arbitrary initial conditions (essentially T > Tc), the system would evolve following a certain generic
behavior. Namely, this would involve a hydrodynamic-like evolution as the condensate fell into its minimum in
the unbroken phase and a late time regime characterized by the condensate rolling into the new minimum in the
broken phase. Furthermore, noting the similarities between our discussion of expanding systems undergoing a phase
transition, we turned our attention to a cosmological model of a phase transition, namely FLRW with a scalar field.

We defined the notion of attractor time, the length of time a system is trapped by the hydrodynamic attractor,
before the condensate falls into a minimum in the broken phase at late times and studied its duration by varying the
initial conditions. We found that in the Bjorken and Gubser case, the attractor time grew as a function of the initial
temperature. Furthermore, we see that in the FLRW case, the existence of an attractor regime depended heavily on
the initial value of the condensate.

Moreover, we provided the first complete picture of a superfluid Gubser flow. The evolution differed significantly
from the superfluid Bjorken flow, which for T0 > Tc would approach the attractor regime at intermediate times before
domination by the condensate at late times. The Gubser superfluid evolution for an appropriate choice of parameters
from initial conditions first began with a regime dominated by perfect fluid hydrodynamics around ρ = 0 with vanishing
anisotropy until viscous MIS effects became important. In this regime, the anisotropy took a value related to the
ratio of hydrodynamic transport coefficients, namely (Cη/Cτπ )1/2. Following the viscous hydrodynamic evolution,
we characterized a unique intermediate stage, arising from the nonlinearities of the equations, where although the
temperature and condensate were small enough to potentially be negligible, the anisotropy took a constant value
proportional to the ratio of hydrodynamic transport coefficients, Cη/Cτπ . Finally, at late times, the dynamics become
dominated by the condensate. Thus, we are able to quantify the asymptotic values that the system tends to, which
can be expressed entirely in terms of the viscous transport coefficients.

There have been a number of simplifications in the present work to make a tractable model, which in subsequent
works can be relaxed. For example, the dynamics presented here are completely classical: after the condensate
falls into a minimum, it remains there for all time. In the present work, there are no false vacuums nor is there
tunneling. A fully quantum treatment would require the inclusion of tunneling [39], which is outside the scope of this
work. Moreover, although in the class of models considered here there is a stage of the evolution where the system
temperature increases which bears resemblance to reheating [33], we leave such cosmological interpretations to future
work. This would be interesting in the case that gravitational wave experiments like LISA find evidence for a first
order cosmological phase transition [40].

An important simplification that we made was to consider vanishing chemical potential. This was in part to simplify
the presentation as the U(1) phase plays little role in the overall dynamics of the system. However, looking ahead to
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the full O(4) case necessary for the description of the chiral phase transition [5–8, 41], the non-Abelian phase could
have non-trivial dynamics. Since the phase would have the interpretation of the different species of pions, this could
be an important input in the predicted abundances of pion production [6].

Looking further ahead, it would be interesting to explore superfluids in a UV-complete theory, outside of the hy-
drodynamic approximation. This can be implemented by including a sector with spontaneous symmetry breaking in
a strongly coupled system, such as the well-known holographic Bjorken flow [42, 43] and the recently developed holo-
graphic Gubser flow [44, 45]. In the same vein, our present work has hydrodynamic transport coefficients as constants,
whereas finite coupling corrections to transport coefficients in holographic models are known [46]. Another option
would be study weakly coupled kinetic theory in the relaxation time approximation [47–49], where hydrodynamic
attractors have been previously studied [32, 50].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank Matej Bajec, Eduardo Grossi, Sašo Grozdanov, Micha l Heller, Ayan Mukhopadhyay, Enrico
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