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Abstract

In the last few years, recombination models have been used to describe hadronization in
heavy ion collisions, usually in combination with fragmentation processes. In this thesis we
present derivations of the hadron spectra and elliptic flow expressions that are found in the
recombination model by Fries et al. We conclude that this recombination model correctly
predicts an exponential part in the hadron spectra, if the parton phase is assumed to be
thermal. Furthermore, we conclude that this model predicts approrimate quark number
scaling of the elliptic flow.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Surprises at RHIC

In the last few years, many experiments with collisions of large nuclei have been performed
at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) at Brookhaven National Laboratory in New
York State. The hadrons that are produced after a heavy ion collision can provide us with
information about the existence of a hot and dense quark-gluon phase called Quark Gluon
Plasma: a state of total deconfinement of quarks and gluons. Such a parton phase could
exist for a short time after a high energy nucleus-nucleus collision, right before the hadrons
are produced from it. In the search for the Quark Gluon Plasma, some very surprising
experimental results were found:

e the hadron transverse momentum spectra seem to be built out of an exponential part,
followed around 4 — 6 GeV /¢ (depending on the hadron species) by a power law tail.

e the measured baryon-to-meson ratios were unusually large: for example, the ratio of
protons over positively charged pions is equal or above one for transverse hadron mo-
menta of over 1.5 GeV /¢, and remains approximately constant up to 4 GeV/ec.

e the amount of azimuthal anisotropy in the spectrum of produced hadrons (which is ex-
pressed in a quantity called elliptic flow, v5) depends on the particle species. Moreover,
the measured elliptic flows show quark number scaling: the elliptic flows of baryons and
mesons are related in a simple way to the elliptic flow of partons, by factors of three
and two, respectively (see the almost coinciding pion and proton data in figure 1.1).
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Figure 1.1: Experimental elliptic flow data from PHENIX, divided by 2 for pions (dots) and by 3 for protons
(squares), as a function of transverse momentum Pr/2 and Pr/3, respectively. The solid and dashed lines
represent calculations where the recombination model by Fries et al. [3] is combined with fragmentation
calculations.

1.2 Fragmentation and recombination models

These three experimental facts are striking because they do not fit a description of the
hadronization process in terms of fragmentation. In a fragmentation picture, perturbative
QCD is used to describe how a hadron is formed by a single parton that fragments into a
shower of particles containing the meson or baryon that we are interested in. A power law
hadron spectrum would be expected, as well as small baryon-to-meson ratios (e.g. a proton-
to-pion ratio of about 0.1) and the same elliptic flow values for any hadron species. In a
fragmentation process the produced hadron will only have a fraction of the momentum that
the fragmenting parton had.

An alternative is to view the hadronization process as a simple recombination process. The
basic idea in all recombination (or “ReCo”, or “coalescence”) models is that a hadron is
formed not by a fragmenting quark, but by two or three quarks from a hot and dense parton
phase (a Quark Gluon Plasma), that are close to each other both in space and in momentum
space. Put quite simply, three quarks flying along close to each other coalesce to form a
baryon, with a baryon momentum that is the sum of the three parton momenta. Gluons
are completely neglected in the description of a recombination process. QCD only plays a
background part, to ensure rapid thermalization of the after-collision parton phase, and also
to keep the two or three quarks together once they have recombined into a hadron. Since
the hadron momentum is now two or three times as high as the momenta of the constituent
quarks, the behavior of partons at a certain momentum is translated to comparable hadron
behavior at a momentum value that is two or three times as high. This intuitively makes
both the measured high baryon-to-meson ratios and the measured scaling of the elliptic flow



more natural.

Even though the basic idea of a recombination process is shared, rather different approaches
have been used to turn the basic principle into concrete predictions for the resulting particle
spectra (momentum distributions) and elliptic flows. For example, at Texas A&M! Monte
Carlo implementations (including the effect of resonance decays) of the recombination process
were developed, whereas at Duke, Minnesota and Kyoto? mainly analytical methods have
been used, assuming a thermal parton distribution. Another difference lies in the way the
connection between recombination and fragmentation is treated: the Duke/Minnesoto/Kyoto
group keeps the behavior of low momentum and high momentum partons strictly separated
(only “soft” partons are allowed to recombine and only high momentum partons are allowed
to fragment), whereas the Texas group also allows “hard” partons to coalesce.

This thesis follows closely one of the key articles on recombination by the group at Duke,
Minnesota and Kyoto (Ref. [3]), providing the reader with detailed and (hopefully) clear
derivations of the formulas in the article. In addition to this, we present plots of most of
the derived formulas. The main goal of this work is to investigate whether a recombination
model can explain the mentioned experimentally observed features in a satisfactory fashion.
The emphasis will lie on the treatment and derivation of the momentum dependence of the
elliptic flow, but attention is also given to the derivation of hadron momentum distributions.
Following the structure of Ref. [3], we will first treat a relatively simple homogeneous and
static ReCo model (chapter 2), followed by a more realistic description of coalescing partons
(chapters 3, 4 and 5).

V. Greco and C. M. Ko [13, 14, 21], among others.
2R. J. Fries, B. Miiller, S. A. Bass and C. Nonaka [1, 2, 3].



Chapter 2

A homogeneous, static model for
coalescing partons

2.1 Introduction

In this chapter we investigate a very simple (one might say simplistic) model for coalescence:
a box of volume V| homogeneously filled with quarks and anti-quarks of one species with a
phase space distribution w(p) that does not change during the hadronization process. Thus
the quark phase space distribution is not reduced when certain quarks coalesce to form a
hadron. Therefore one might call these quarks “quasi-free”. Furthermore, this model does
not include any relativistic effects.

It does however describe some of the key features that will interest us in a recombination
model: it allows us to calculate the hadron spectra and baryon-to-meson ratio that result
from the recombination of thermal quarks. An extensive derivation is presented for mesons,
followed by a more concise one for baryons. The question is of course, whether or not this
rather crude model can yield realistic physical results. Consequently, we will be mostly
interested in the information that can be deduced from leading order terms, and we will
approach these results with some caution. But at least we can get our feet wet and see how
a recombination process might work.

2.2 Overlap amplitude

To obtain information on coalescence into mesons in our volume, we have to calculate the
overlap between a two-parton state and a meson state. The spatial wave function 1 (x;, %)
for a two particle quark/antiquark state with momenta p; and ps can be derived from the



Schrodinger equation to be (see for example Ref. [5])
(x1,%Xs | Q pipa) = V! lProatpaxe) (2.2.1)

in which @ stands for “quark”. This wave function is easily seen to satisfy the normalization
requirement [ d*xd*zo|1)(x1,%2)|> = 1. For a meson of type M (consisting of a quark and

an anti-quark in a bound state with momentum P), the spatial wave function is
(x1,%3 | M P) = V72 PR o (y), (2.2.2)

where R = (x; + X2)/2 is the centre of mass coordinate, and y = x; — Xy is the relative
coordinate. The wave function ;; describes the “internal” physics of the meson, and there-
fore depends on the relative coordinate y. Demanding the meson wave function (2.2.2) to be
normalized leads to the following requirement for ¢,;:

/ &y | ouly)? = 1. (2.2.3)

Now we can calculate the squared overlap amplitude by making use of expressions (2.2.1)
and (2.2.2), and the definitions of R and y in terms of x; and x:

(Q pipz | M PP = |/d3as1d3x2 (Q pips | 1,5} (x1, %3] M P)J?

_ ‘ V3/2/d3x1d3$2 €i(P/27p1)'X1€i(P/27p2)'x280M(X1 . XQ)‘Z

= | V‘g/z/d3x1d3xz ¢!(P/27P1) %1 oi(P/2=p2) %2 </ @) @M(k)elk‘(xl_m)) ?

— d3k % - X % —p2—k)-x -
— | % 3/2/ (271')3 (/dgl'l G(P/2 p1+k) 1> </d3$2 e(P/Q p2—k) 2) ()OM(k)‘2

— (v éT]; ((21)°60(P/2 = p1 + k) (20)0C(P/2 = ps —K)) Gk

_ (27)6 (3) A 2

= S 109 — b~ p) furl(1 — p2)/2) (22.4)
with ¢y the Fourier transform of ¢y, using the convention ¢y (z) = (27) 73 [ d3k @ar(k)e™ ™.
Note that we are using Fourier transformations and Dirac delta functions as if the momenta
are continuous and space is unbounded. In fact we started this chapter by saying that we are
looking at a boxed world, of volume V. Demanding the wave function to still be single-valued
in a bounded space immediately leads to quantization of the momenta. Therefore, we should
really have used Kronecker deltas instead of Dirac delta functions. That is, we should really
change

s (p) —

o Sp.- (2.2.5)



But since Dirac delta functions are generally a little more convenient for our purposes, we will
continue to use them anyway, as well as integrations instead of summations over momenta.
However, now that we are faced with an expression containing the absolute value squared of
a delta function, we need to realize what this means in terms of Kronecker deltas:

Therefore, we write
Vv

SOP)P = —= s (p). 2.2.
16 (p)| Ok (p) (2.2.7)
With this our squared overlap amplitude simplifies to
2 _ 21)° N
(Qpip2 | M P)|" = V2 6(P —p1 — p2) [pum(a)]”, (2.2.8)

where q = (p; — p2)/2 is the relative momentum of the two quarks.

2.3 Momentum distribution

The total number of mesons of type M that are formed by coalescing partons in our volume
V' is related to the individual phase space densities of the partons and to the squared overlap
amplitude by

*P d’p1 d’p
(27)? (2m)* (27)°

where the three factors of V' arise from three integrations over space involving a space-
independent integrand. 'y, is the degeneracy factor of the meson of type M. It counts
the number of ways in which a meson of type M can be made out of quarks with different
quantum numbers. For example, for the pion we simply have C, = 1.

Ny = Coy V3 / w(pr)w(ps) [(Q pips | M P)[2, (23.1)

To obtain the momentum distribution for mesons, we write (2.3.1) as

ANy, V3 / Bp; dPps

Bp - O (2m)? (2m)3

B3P (27)3 (p1)w(p2) (@ pip2 | M P>|2. (2.3.2)

Now we can plug in the squared overlap amplitude (2.2.8):
dNM . vV / d3p1
BP M en)3 ) (2r)3

To work this out, first we perform a substitution of variables from p; to the same relative
momentum q we used in (2.2.8) by writing p; = 2q + ps:

ANy 1% / 2d%q

ap ~ v 23 | (2n)3

d*py w(p1)w(p2) 6 (P — p1 — pa) [Gu((P1 — P2)/2)]*. (2.3.3)

d*py w(2q + p2)w(ps) 6% (P — (2q + p2) — p2) |¢ar(a)]®




—Cu s [ it vat puten) 2092 (5 —a-p) ) loutal. 234)

We can perform the integral over py, using 2 §(2z) = §(z), to obtain
ANy v dqg (P 3 ,
= — — — % . 2.3.
=0 [ (5 +a)u (5 -a) leu@P @39)

2.4 Approximation

We assume that the absolute value of the wave function ¢, drops rapidly and approaches
zero when ¢ (by which T mean ||q||) becomes larger than a certain width Ajy;. This simply
means that the probability of finding values of the relative momentum of the two partons
that are larger than Ay, is very small. As a result of this assumption, the integral over q
in (2.3.5) will be dominated by contributions where ¢ is of the order of Ay, or smaller. We
are interested in the momentum distribution for large meson momenta, at least much larger
than Aj;. But then ¢ is much smaller than P in relevant contributions to the integral in
(2.3.5). Therefore we can approximate both phase space distributions in this integrand by
Taylor expansions up to second order:

w(g+q>—w< ) Zqﬁw( ) Zzlqlqjaaw(P)—i—O( 3, (2.4.1)
and
w (g _ q> —w (g) - iiqzﬁiw (g) + %]i 4i0; .05 (g) Lo, (242)

It is easy to see that in the product of these two expansions the terms of first order in ¢
cancel each other. We are left with a zeroth order term and a second order term:

(oo ) B S o B () B () e

2,7=1
(2.4.3)

2.5 Leading order term

The lowest order term in (2.4.3) is a constant with regard to q. We can immediately plug
it into our expression for the meson momentum distribution (2.3.5) and calculate the result.

10



We only need to perform a Fourier transformation to make connection with the normalization
requirement (2.2.3):

dNM> V / d*q (P>2 . )
=Cu w5 ) [m(q)l
( d*P leadlng order (27T)3 2

<g> ( / &’y oy (y) 6“”) ( / &’y o (z) 6“”)

_ (%)gw(g) o / Py [ @ @n) 89 - y) i) oul2

on s v (5) [ @vtentor=cu g (5) . @s)

Note that the only assumption regarding ¢, we have had to make to arrive at this result,
is that its absolute value drops rapidly for values of ¢ larger than Aj;. No other knowledge
of ¢wy; was needed. However, if we plug the g-dependent second order term from the Taylor
expansion into (2.3.5), we will have to use an expression for ¢,;. Of course we want a function
that shows the behavior mentioned in section 2.4. Therefore, we choose a Gaussian shape
with a width Aj;. In formula, with the appropriate normalization constant to suit (2.2.3),

9 3/2
Pr(@) = Noy e/ = ( /;L_ ) e /2N (2.5.2)
We take a thermal parton phase space distribution
2 /N,
w(p) =Ae P! = % <7Q) e /T, (2.5.3)

with Ng the total number of quarks in the volume V. This normalization is such that, if we
integrate the phase space distribution over both coordinate space and momentum space, we
get the total number of quarks in the volume:

o N. 2.5.4
However, it must be emphasized that in this simple model the interactions that in reality will
exist between partons are not taken into account: we are dealing with a volume filled with
a fixed number of quarks and anti-quarks. In our description no extra partons are produced
when the temperature parameter increases. So, whereas normally one would expect the
number of partons Ng to be proportional to 7% (see for example Ref. [6], p. 166), in this
simple model we take Ng to be a fixed number. As a result, the temperature parameter in
the derived formulas should not be taken too seriously. In our model it simply plays the part
of a scale for the momentum of the considered particles.

11



With expression (2.5.3) for w(p), the leading term of the meson momentum distribution
(2.5.1) becomes

ANy Voo 7 Ch N2
=Cy A? PIT = = 212 ¢~ PIT, 2.5.5
< d3P )leadlng order M A (27T>3 ¢ 8 TGV ( )

2.6 Correction terms

Now we want to calculate the correction to (2.5.5), resulting from the rather large second
order term in the Taylor expansion (2.4.3). Let us first look at the terms in which ¢ # j. For
these, using the product rule, it is easy to calculate that

pip; (1 1\ _
9;0;0(p) = A ji (_+T> e PIT, (2.6.1)
Multiplying with w(p) and subsequently replacing p with P /2, we find
PP (2 1
_ g2 tit —P/T
w(P/2)0,0;w(P/2) = A= (ﬁ +T) e PIT, (2.6.2)
Similarly, we calculate (also for i # j)
PP
w(P/2)0;w(P/2) = QPQ—TJ? e PIT (2.6.3)
Now let us look at the case i = j. We use again the product rule to find
2 2P? P?
P/2)0i0w(P/2) = A* [ —— —P/T 2.6.4
w(P/2)0;0,w(P/2) = A ( PT+P3T+P2T2)€ , (2.6.4)
where no summation convention is intended. In the same way,
P2
w(P/2)0w(P/2) = A2t e /T, (2.6.5)

P12

Now we have all that we need to write out the total second order term of our Taylor expansion
(2.4.3). Simply gathering terms and using the definition of the dot product, we can write

3 P P P P PP\
5o (5 m (5) - (5o (5] z< H

1,7=1

2 p2 ¢ P,q;: P;
2 i -P/T __ 2 i 4545 —P/T _ 42 o~ PIT
+A Zq, ( P3T) e PIT =24 ZJ: <—P3T ) A
P)* ¢
— 2 2(q P/T 2 P/T. 266
A € 2A BT € (2:66)

12



If we plug the first term of (2.6.6), together with the Gaussian internal wave function (2.5.2),
into the momentum distribution expression (2.3.5), we get!

dNM 4 dsq (q ) P)2 — 272
=2 Oy A? P/T A2 —q?/A
( d3P >correction 1 MA (27T)3 / (277')3 P3T ¢ NM ¢ "
V e_P/T ( 2P2COS 9) 2
=2 A ¢*d / gdo LS8V —q?/ng,
N 58 @ / 7/ sm PoT
V —P/T 2
=2 2 A2 Lo 2 da a* ¢4 2/A2,
CMNM-A (27T)3 (27T)3PT ™ 3 /0 qq
14 e P/T 2 (3 V e PIT
=2 A 2me o | VT AL ) = O A? S A% (26
CuNy A @np @npPT XT3 <8\/E M) Cy A @ P M (2.6.7)
From the second term in (2.6.6) we get
dNM VvV d3q q2 B s
=-2C 2 LA =P/T A2 —q*/A
( d3P >correction 2 M A ( 7T)3 / (27T)3 PT € NM ¢ M
2 2 e_P/T o 4 - 2/A2
_ aogn 2V e S mas )= 30y, 42 e (2.6.8)
= M IV M (27T)3 (27T)3PT 8 M| — M (2,”)3 PT M- .0.

Adding (2.6.7) and (2.6.8), we find the total second-order correction to the leading order
term (2.5.5) to be

N —-P/T
<d M V¢ 2 (2.6.9)

=-2C L
ng )correction . A (27T)3 PT M

So, including this correction, the expression for the meson momentum distribution finally
becomes

dNys o Ve[| 28] 7 OuNE [, 28,
=M i U | - 2o
ap - A G TP |~ 8 TV P

(2.6.10)

2.7 Baryons

For baryons the derivation of the momentum distribution is analogous to the derivation
presented above. However, there are a couple of subtle differences. The wave functions are

(x1,%X2, X3 | Q@ p1,p2, ps) = V7 ¢lProatpexatpaxs) (2.7.1)

"Here I use the following integrals: [ df sinf cos?6 = 2 and [;* dq ¢* e0d’ = /=

13



for the three particle state, and
(x1,%2,%3 | BP) =V 12 PR pp(y, z) (2.7.2)

for the baryon state with momentum P. Clearly, we now need not one but two relative
coordinates: y = (x; + X2)/2 — x3 and z = x; — x3. Consequently, there are also two
associated relative momenta, q and s.

Using the same tools as in the derivation of (2.2.8) (i.e., plugging in a completeness relation
and Fourier transforming ¢p) the squared overlap amplitude is found to be

(27)°
VQ

8O (P —pi — p2 — p3) Pn(q,s)

(2

=55 09(P=pi—p>—ps) [on(a,5)f, (27.3)

|<Q P1,P2,P3 | B P>|2 = |

in which the relative momenta q and s turn out to be
2 (p1+ P2
_ > _ 2.74
a=3 ( 5 ps) (2.7.4)

:pl_pZ
—

and
S

(2.7.5)

The total number of baryons of type B is related to the individual phase space densities of
the partons and to the squared overlap amplitude by

d*P d3p1 d3P2 d3p3

2 2n ) @ (2 VPV w(P2)w(Ds) (Q pupa,ps | BRI, (276)

NB:CBV4/

so the momentum distribution reads

dN V d3 43 )
5 / (2:)13 (2:)23 d*ps w(py)w(pe)w(ps) 0¥ (P — p1 — ps — ps) |P6(a,s)|?

ap = v (27)3

oty [ (30 (B1-9a(5-) baar

(2.7.7)

Assuming again that |pp(q,s)|? rapidly approaches zero when ¢ or s becomes large, we can
make a Taylor approximation of the product of parton phase space distributions in both ¢
and s. The leading term of this approximation will be w(P/3)3, so the leading term of the

baryon momentum distribution will be

dNB> 1% (P>3
=B —Cp ——w(=) . (2.7.8)
( d*P leading order (27T)3 3

14



With the thermal parton phase space distribution (2.5.3) this becomes

dNp s Vo o ™ N
(ds—p)l i PN e =y BT9)
eading order

As in the previous subsection, corrections to this result can be calculated from higher order
terms of the Taylor expansion. In such calculations, the internal wave function can be
assumed to be a Gaussian, both with respect to q and with respect to s:

3/2
Pp(a,s) = Np e /M50 ¢=°/2052 — (4—W) e /2By 208 (2.7.10)
Ap1lAp2

2.8 Baryon-to-meson ratio

It is immediately seen, by comparing (2.5.5) and (2.7.9), that in this model for coalescence
the baryon-to-meson ratio is in leading order independent of hadron momentum. The ratio
only depends on the temperature parameter 7', on the parton density in our volume, and on
the degeneracy factors:

dNg B Cg # A3 e F/T 4 Cx B 2 No Cy (28 1)
ANy Oy g A2e7 P07 Cy T35\ V) Cy o
We can use this expression to estimate the ReCo proton-to-pion ratio in this model:
dN, 7 [(Ng\ C,
=== = 2.8.2
dN, T?’(V)C'7T (282)

Taking C, =2, Cr =1, T =175 MeV and Ng/V =3 fm—?, we would get an absurdly high
proton-to-pion ratio of 86. This value is not in accordance with experimental results from the
PHENIX collaboration [4] (it should be of the order of 1). Our unrealistic result is caused
by the fact that the normalization constant A = (72/T3)(Ng/V') does not drop out in the
baryon-to-meson ratio.

Note that the striking independence of the hadron momentum arises only when we assume a
thermal (exponential) parton phase space distribution. If in fact we have a power law parton
spectrum,

w(p) = A (£> , (2.8.3)
i

then the coalescence baryon-to-meson ratio will still depend on the hadron momentum, even
if we still only use the leading order terms of the momentum distributions:

AN CB @gs A(P/3p)7% 4 Cs (4P)‘“

ANy Cy s A2(Pf2p) 2 7 Oy \ 9

(2.8.4)
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2.9 Comparison with fragmentation

2.9.1 Fragmentation functions

If the formation of hadrons of type H in our volume would be governed by the process of
fragmentation instead of by coalescence, we would have the hadron momentum distribution

iNg VO [lde p
= o /O © Do_n()w <;> (2.9.1)

In this formula, Dg .y (z) represents the probability for a hadron of type H and with mo-
mentum P = zp to result from a fragmenting quark with momentum p. Therefore, Dg_. ()
is usually referred to as a “fragmentation function”. Fragmentation functions can be deter-
mined from experiments (for example, see Ref. [7]). A commonly used parametrization of
the fragmentation function (which is also used in Ref. [7]) is

Do .(2) = N2%(1 — 2)”, (2.9.2)
where values of N, a and (3 depend on the type of quark that is fragmenting and of course

on the type of meson or baryon that one is interested in.

For our purposes however, it will suffice to approximate expression (2.9.1), using a thermal
parton phase space distribution, by

# A <DH>67P/<Z>T, (293)

with the average values (Dy) and (z) both between 0 and 1.

2.9.2 Mesons from a thermal parton spectrum

Using approximation (2.9.3), and taking only the leading order term of the coalescence mo-
mentum distribution (2.6.10) into account, we can estimate that for mesons of type M

coalescence A C _ P 2 /N C P

conlescence A Cw_ —po-ipy - (No) Cw_ fsn (pgy
fragmentation A (Dyy) 3\ V ) (Du)

Note that the average value of z is smaller than 1, so the exponent is positive. Given this

exponential shape, one would expect that coalescence would become the dominant meson

production mechanism for mesons with large momenta, as soon as the ratio becomes bigger
than 1, whereas for small meson momenta fragmentation would dominate. The ratio equals

1 when
2 N, C
Tlog (5 (3) )

@

pP=

(2.9.5)
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But it is easily seen that the value of this “crossover” hadron momentum is negative, since

with realistic values for the temperature and the parton density, we find %i (%) 5—% > 1.
We can conclude that, in this model, coalescence dominates as the mechanism for producing

mesons, for every (positive) value of the meson momentum.

2.9.3 Baryons from a thermal parton spectrum

We can make a similar coalescence-fragmentation comparison for baryons. Here the depen-
dence on parton density is even stronger, because there are three factors of the parton phase
space density in the baryon momentum distribution (2.7.8), and still only one factor of w in
the fragmentation formula (2.9.1). Thus, the baryon coalescence-to-fragmentation ratio is

- - (z)

coalescence _A3 Cg CEa- 2 [ Ng 2 Cp  _rPa-1y
fragmentation A (Dp) B

__ | = - T (z) 2.9.
=7 oo e . (29.6)

and the transition momentum where coalescence takes over from fragmentation is

2
w2 (N C
o ([ (3)]" )

-1

P=-

(2.9.7)

1
(2)

This is again a negative number, so in this model recombination would dominate also for
baryons of any momentum.

2.9.4 Power law parton distribution

On the other hand, for a parton spectrum of the form w(p) = A(p/p)~* with a > 0, we find
the meson coalescence-to-fragmentation ratio

coalescence  Cy A (%) (B) ' (2.9.8)

fragmentation (D) \ (z 1

Clearly, in this case fragmentation will dominate as a production mechanism for large meson
momenta, because this ratio goes to zero for high values of P.
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Chapter 3

Momentum distributions in the ReCo
formalism

3.1 Introduction to the formalism

In this chapter, we describe mathematically the process of coalescence (or recombination,
ReCo for short), in a way that does not have the limitations of the simple model that was
discussed in the previous chapter. We use a relatively sophisticated method, that combines
the quantum mechanical density operator with a relativistic space-time description. In the
past, this method has also been employed to describe the coalescence of hadrons into small
nuclei after heavy ion collisions [8]. Of course, we will be interested in the earlier stage after
such a collision, in which partons coalesce to form hadrons.

One of the shortcomings of the model that was treated in the previous chapter was that it
was a static description of what happens inside a constant volume, whereas in reality one
would expect the volume to expand rapidly immediately after the heavy ion collision has
taken place. Therefore, in a more sophisticated description we should include this expansion,
using the concept of particle flow: the number of particles that crosses a unit surface element
of a cylindrical surface.

Furthermore, a homogeneous description of the recombining partons cannot be a generally
valid one. We must allow for a more general parton density. We shall use matrix elements
of the quantum mechanical density operator, which will subsequently be incorporated into
the definition of a so-called two-particle Wigner function. The role of this Wigner function
in the equations for the hadron momentum distribution will be similar to the role previously
played by the product of parton phase space distributions.

It will quickly become clear that there is a price that we have to pay for the increased realism
of our description of the recombination process. The simplicity and (relative) transparency
of the previous model are dropped in favor of more complicated-looking expressions and
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concepts. Later on however, we will want to make our results more concrete to be able to
make the connection with experiment. In order to achieve this, we will make assumptions
and simplifications which effectively bring us a bit closer again to the (more limited) model
of the previous chapter.

As in the previous chapter, the derivations are presented in an extensive step-by-step manner
for mesons, followed by a more concise treatment of baryons. The main object in this
chapter will be to find expressions for the momentum distribution of mesons and baryons
that originate from coalescing partons. In the next chapter, we will use those expressions to
calculate the quantity that is known as “elliptic flow”, both for partons and for hadrons.

3.2 The quantum mechanical density operator

Starting point of our derivations concerning the meson momentum distribution, is the follow-
ing equation, which relates the quantum mechanical density operator p, to the total number
of mesons of type M [3, 8]:

NM:;/% (M P | pay | M P). (3.2.1)

This formula can be understood in the following way. The quantum mechanical expectation
value of the physical quantity associated with the operator p,; for a meson M in state | M P)
is

(M P | pay | M P). (3.2.2)

The indices a and b denote the quantum numbers of the two quark states that make up this
meson state. The physical interpretation of p,; is then such that we interpret

AP

(2m)3

(M P|paw | M P) (3.2.3)

as the expected number of mesons of type M (consisting of quarks with quantum numbers
a and b) that have their momenta in a three-dimensional momentum interval d*P around
P. Now equation (3.2.1) follows naturally, because the total number of mesons of type M
consists of mesons M of all momenta and of all possible combinations of quarks that make
up this particular meson.

Inserting two completeness relations into the right side of (3.2.1), we may write the total
number of mesons M as

BP . o e ol o e e
Ny = Z/ ok d*7) 7] dPry dPrh, (M P | Ty, T9) (F1, o | pap | ], ) (B1, 15 | M P).
a,b

(3.2.4)
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Next we perform a change of variables to i, = (12 +11,)/2 and 1}, = 1, — #),. This
leads to

N _Z/ TP iyt oy (MP|r LI +§>
/ / / / / /
X (r1+%,r2+% | ﬁab\rl—%,rz—%> <r1—%,r2—%2\MP>. (3.2.5)

It should be noted, however, that the use of these time-independent completeness relations
is associated with an equal-time approach.

3.3 Wigner functions

At this point we introduce the two-particle Wigner function W, (r1,re; p1, p2). It is defined
to be such that

ry ry ry r) / P*pr dpy —ipir!  —ipo-r
i ~ a - a5 - =/ = P P2ty Wa , I'2; ) .
(r1 + 5 T2t | pab | 1 5 T2 7 5 ) (2n)? (2ﬂ)3€ e »(r1,T2; P1, P2)
(3.3.1)
Furthermore, we define the internal meson wave function ¢,; through
ry r5 —iP-(R+R’/2) r’
<I‘1+E,I‘2—|—E|MP>:€ YM r_E ) (3.3.2)
where R, r; R’ and r’ are the usual centre-of-mass and relative coordinates:
RO = () +1}))/2;
r) = r&l) - rg). (3.3.3)
For the momenta, we define
P = pi+p
q = (p1—p2)/2. (3.3.4)
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With these definitions, (3.2.5) becomes

d3P d3 a3 )
Z/ P1 2]9)2 drid®r dPrydiryx
T

/

- , r L A , r’
x et P RIR/Y o (r — 5) e~PITL TP )7 (1) 1o pr, Pa) €8 BTRYD ) (I‘ + E)
/

d®P d3P d3q
_Z/ © BRBR Br dBr PR go}‘w(r—r—)x
(2m)3 2

/

*if’-R/fqu‘/ r I" f) f) T
x W [RYIR-Z.2 4 q= — r
e b ( + 5 29 +q 5 q| pmlr+

2
=Y / (d3p PP dq &R d*r d*r’ ( / *R e“P—f')'R’) X

2m)3 (2m)3 (2m)3

r P P _ r’ r
—iq-r - * -
X Wa <R+2 R - 3 +q,— 5 q) e Onm (r—l— 2) e (r 2) . (3.3.5)

-P)R' _

We can evaluate the integral over R’, which yields a delta function: [d*R’ ¢'®
(27)? 08 (P — P). Then we can integrate out this delta function, and we are left with

d3P d3 rP P
BREr W, (R+ R — -
Z/ / r b< +2 55t q)

L r r
X /d3r’ e "M on (r + 5) Op (r — 5) . (3.3.6)
Let’s define the function

/ /
®VW(r,q) = /d3 TeTT ), (r + %) On (r - %) . (3.3.7)

This function can actually be interpreted as the Wigner function of the meson of type M.
With this definition, we can immediately turn (3.3.6) into the following formula for the
momentum distribution of mesons of type M:

dN. d3q d3 r r P P
d®R w R R——; — — —q] oYV .
d3P 2/ / b( +2 272+q72 q) M(r7q)
(3.3.8)

3.4 Lorentz invariance

At this point, it is necessary to get our notation completely clear. From here onward, four-
vectors will be denoted by (for example) p or p#, and inner products of four-vectors by p - k
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or explicitly by p*k,. The metric tensor we will use is g = diag(1, —1, —1, —1). By p? we will
mean the inner product of the four-vector p and itself. On the other hand, three-vectors we
will keep on denoting by boldface symbols. In measures, like d®P, we will not use boldface
symbols for three-vectors, since the dimension is clear from the superscript on the d.

We replace the measure d®Pd®R by
d*Pd*R P -u(R)/E, (3.4.1)

which is manifestly Lorentz invariant at fixed R (P -u(R) is an inner product of four-vectors
and d®P/E is also Lorentz invariant, which can be derived from the fact that d*P §(P?— M?)
is Lorentz invariant). Here, the unit vector u(R) is future oriented. Future is defined as the
direction that is orthogonal to the hypersurface 3 (over which we integrate) which in turn
is defined by the hadronization volume. We check that in the case of u = (1,0,0,0) (which
defines a hypersurface of constant time), we simply have P - u/E = E/E = 1. Though
instead of the choice ¢t = constant, we will be interested in the hadronization hypersurface
described by the constraint that 7 = /1?2 — 22 is constant (see section 3.9).

3.5 Simplifications

There is a number of simplifications that can be made in expression (3.3.8). First, we
assume that the two-particle Wigner function W, can be factorized into two (classical) one-
particle phase space distributions w, and w,. This can be interpreted to mean that the phase
space distributions of the two coalescing partons are independent of each other before the
recombination process takes place [1]. Secondly, we replace the summation over the quantum
numbers a and b by a degeneracy factor C;. The assumption behind this action is, that the
parton phase space distribution is the same for each flavor. This means we can drop all a’s
and b’s. Summarizing these changes, we write

r r P P r P r P
Wa R+ R-5; +q.= — Cyw(R+ o — R-1;= —q).
% b( TRy Tey q>_> Mw( T3 2+q>w< 22 )

(3.5.1)

But there is more that we can do to simplify our meson momentum distribution. Let us
take a good look at the integrand of (3.3.8), but with the Wigner function W,, factorized as
described above. The spatial width of the meson Wigner function ®%, (which we will denote
by Ar) is determined by the width of the hadron wave function ¢j;. Since the width of
this hadron wave function (the typical size of a hadron) can be assumed to be small when
compared to the size of the total system at hadronization (which should be roughly the size
of a nucleus), we can say that the spatial width of ®¥ too, will be small when compared
to the size of the system at hadronization. So for both factors of the parton phase space
distribution, only the region where ||r|| & Ar, actually contributes to the outcome of the
integral. We can assume that the parton phase space distribution does not vary much in this
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small region of r, and consequently we may omit the r-dependence in both factors of w. The
effect of this reasoning can be written as

r P r P P P
With these two changes, our meson momentum distribution reduces to

ANy BRPu(R) [ dBqdr [ P w P
EW_CM/E 2y /(2@3 w R7§ q) Pp(r,q)w R,§+q - (3.5.3)

Since now the only remaining r-dependence is in ®}(r, q), it is natural to define

ol (q) = /d?’?“ ol (r, q), (3.5.4)

and we are left with the expression

E?ﬁ = CM/Z dSR(;)g<R> / (;Z:;g w (R; g - q) o (q) w (R; g + q) . (3.5.5)

3.6 Using light cone coordinates

We let the hadron momentum P define the z-axis of the so-called hadron light cone (HLC)
frame. Vector components that are orthogonal to this direction will be denoted by the
subscript “1”, so that we can use 1”7 as a subscript for vectors that are orthogonal to the
beam axis. We define light cone coordinates in the usual way, i.e.
0 z
A e 3.6.1
D ol (3.6.1)
0 z
_ p =P
= . 3.6.2
p 7 (3.6.2)
So for the hadron we have P* = (E + ||P||)/V/2, since P is in the z-direction in the HLC
frame.

We want to change variables in the momentum integral (3.5.5) to light-cone coordinates.
This means we have to replace our integration over the relative three-momentum q by an
appropriate integration over light-cone coordinates. To find out what this should look like,
we first reintroduce the three-momentum of one of the two partons in the meson,

k=P/2—q. (3.6.3)

Next, we note that, for any function F'(k),

/ d*k 2k° §(k* —m?) F(k) = / Pk dk° 2k° 5(K°% — (K* + m?)) F(K). (3.6.4)
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We can use the well-known identity 0(f(x)) = >, ‘Tgff(; f;f (where the x; are the zeros of f),
to work this out to

/d?,k 110 940 (5(k0+\/k2+m2) 6(k0—\/k2+m2)> ).

L 3.6.5
N NCETT (3.6:5)

But since we only integrate over positive values of k% (we do not take further parton inter-
actions into account), the first term will not contribute. Integrating out the remaining delta
function, we may conclude that

/ A 260 5(k? — m?) P(K) / &l F(k). (3.6.6)

On the other hand, using light-cone momenta, we can write

+ —
/d“k 2k° 6(k* —m?) F(k) = /dk* d*k* dk 2 % §(2ktk — Kk — m?) F(k)
2,1 o(k™ — (kﬂth))
_ /dk+ Pkt Ak VKT + k) A ()

1 (k+ (kL2+m2) 1 kJ_2 2
— /dk+ deJ_ E( + k+2k+ ) F(k) — /dkHr d2kj_ E 1+ % F(k)

~ + oo b
_/dk: - Fk). (307

where the last step is only justified if the function F'(k) is sufficiently small when k7 is small,
which it is indeed in our case (cf. expression (3.5.5)).

Combining equations (3.6.6) and (3.6.7), we find

/ 3k F(k) = / dk™ d*k* % F(k). (3.6.8)

This identity effectively enables us to replace the measure d®k in our integral (3.5.5) by
dk* d*k*/ V2. Furthermore, we define a new parameter, z, as the ratio of light-cone parton
momentum and light-cone hadron momentum:

kt = zPt. (3.6.9)

The resulting expression, in light-cone coordinates, for the spectrum of mesons of type M is
dNyy / d®*R P-u(R) [ dePtd?k,
=Cy
by

E d*P (2m)3 V2(2m)3

w(R;xPT k) &V (2, k) w(R; (1—z) P, —k).

(3.6.10)
In the argument of the second parton distribution factor, we have (1—z)P* and —k because
P/2+ q = P — k, so in light cone coordinates the + component becomes PT — zPT =

(1 — 2)P*, and the transverse components (transverse to P, not to the beam axis) become
0—-k, =—-k,.

24



3.7 Factorized meson Wigner function

Let us have a closer look at the spatially integrated Wigner function ®yf(q). From the
definition of ®})(r,q) it is easily seen that ®))(q) is in fact a real function, since it equals
its complex conjugate. Moreover, (because of its physical interpretation) it must be a non-
negative function. This means we can write it as the absolute value squared of another
function:

O}y (2, k1) = |oar(e, ko). (3.7.1)
Next, we make the following factorized Ansatz:

on (k1) = oar(2)QkL). (3.7.2)

We expect that the coalescing partons have their momenta almost entirely in the direction

of the resulting hadron. Therefore, we expect that the width of 2, which we will call A, is

small compared to PT. Furthermore, we assume that the variation of the parton distribution

w is small with respect to variations of k; within the small width A;. Then it is justified

for us to omit the k,-dependence in both factors of w. Consequently, the only remaining

k| -dependence is in the function (k, ), and we can integrate this out using the normalization
dePTd*k, _y

R OV (2, k) =1, (3.7.3)

leading to the result

B = O [ T [ wmear) o w(i -0 P). (1)

Remember we defined the parameter z as the ratio of light-cone parton momentum and
light-cone hadron momentum:

kt = zPt. (3.7.5)

We want to know what this means for the relation between z and the normal parton and
hadron momenta k and P. To find out, we plug in the definitions of k* and P*. Then

equation (3.7.5) reads
K+ k3 = z(E +||P|)). (3.7.6)

We can approximate the hadron energy E by using a Taylor expansion for large hadron

momentum ||P|]:
E= PP = [Pl 1+ 22~ py 4 2 AL (3.7.7)
|| P{| 2[|P|]

Assuming also a large parton momentum, we may similarly approximate
1 m?
KO = /I[Kk|]2 +m? ~ ||k|| + = ——. (3.7.8)
2 |[K]|
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With these approximations, equation (3.7.6) becomes

1 m? 1 M?
HkH+——+k3—x(|]PH+——+HPH), (3.7.9)
2 ||k|| 2||P||
or M2 )
m
IKl[ + K = 22]|P|| + O (a: ) Lo (_) | (37.10)
||P]| K]

Since A, the width of (k. ), is small (as was explained earlier in this section), we can
replace k3 by

[Ik|[ + O(AL), (3.7.11)
and we arrive at!
( M2> O<m2) O(AL) (3.7.12)
k=2P+0(x—= )+ — | + , 7.
[P]] I .

so x can also be interpreted as the “normal” momentum fraction of one of the two quarks that
coalesce into the meson of type M. We can replace P+ with P in the momentum distribution
integral (3.7.4) since we are looking at high hadron momenta. So for mesons of type M we
have

E — RS CECY
pp v /2 (27)?

and for baryons of type B, the resulting expression is

/0 dr w(R; 2P) |pp(2)|* w(R; (1 — z)P), (3.7.13)

dNB dO’R P U(R) . . i 2
Ed3P = CB/zW/Dgc w(R; 21 P) w(R; 2oP) w(R; x3P) |pp(z1, 29, 23)|7,
(3.7.14)

where the measure [ Dz stands for fol fol fol dry drydrs 6(xy + xg + 3 — 1).

3.8 Results for narrow longitudinal functions

To get further insight into the results of our calculations, in this section we make the ap-
proximation that the longitudinal distribution amplitudes ¢,/ (z) and ¢p(x1, z2, x3) are very
narrow and centered around the expected momentum fractions. Obviously, the limiting cases
for narrow functions are delta functions. For mesons, the natural choice is to assign a mo-
mentum fraction of 1/2 to each parton. Of course, for baryons we choose the value 1/3. Thus
we arrive at the following delta function approximations:

(@ = 4 ( - 1) , (38.1)

(05(21, 22, 25)]* = 0 (xl — §) 5 (x2 - g) . (3.8.2)

)—term is absent.

In Ref. [3], the O (ﬁ’;jl
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These lead to the expressions

ANy dog P-u(R) (. P P
E P = CM/E—(QF)?’ w (R, 2) w (R, 2) (3.8.3)
and AN dor P - u(R) 3 3 3
B — O-R U . - .
Ed3P = C’B/Z ) w (R, 3) w <R, 3) w (R7 3) ) (3.8.4)

3.9 The hadronization hypersurface

In order to be able to work out the integral in equations (3.7.13) and (3.7.14), we need a
parametrization of the hadronization hypersurface . We parametrize 3 as follows:

Rt = (t,x,y, z) = (7 coshn, pcos ¢, psin ¢, 7 sinhn), (3.9.1)

where our parameters p and ¢ are the usual cilindrical coordinates, and the parameter 7
is called the “space-time rapidity”, which is defined by n = %log (if—j) This definition is

analogous to the definition of the familiar rapidity variable y = %log (gﬁjgj).

We choose to look at hypersurfaces of constant proper time 7 = v/t2 — 22. The motivation
for this condition lies in the fact that we expect all particle distributions to be approximately
independent of the space-time rapidity n [10, 11]. If we introduce t* =t+ z and t~ =t — z,
we can write 7 = /12 — 22 as 7 = t* t7. A longitudinal Lorentz boost would transform

: 1— 1—
th =ttt =t +7 = \/1:552(t+z) = %ﬁ =t (3.9.2)

and

_ SV et - AT £ o P
- -t =t -z —m(t z) —1_515 e . (3.9.3)

It follows that 7 = ¢+ ¢~ is invariant under longitudinal Lorentz boosts. Therefore distribu-
tions are the same on hypersurfaces of constant 7.

Of course, we want to know what form the measure dog takes under the chosen parametriza-
tion. This can be calculated straightforwardly from the chosen parametrization by taking
the square root of the determinant of the pullback metric tensor:

dor = +/—det g dndpdo, (3.9.4)
where the 3 x 3 pullback tensor g is defined as
OR! OR"

72 = Dor 0

(3.9.5)
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with 7,5 € {0,1,2}. Remember that we chose the metric tensor g = diag(1,—1,—1,—1).
We explicitly calculate the components of the pullback tensor, choosing ¢° = 7, o' = p, and

o? = ¢

L omoRr ORGR | ORVOR
goo = 877 877 gul/_ 877 877 877 877 - n n= )
OR'OR' OR?OR? :
g1 = _8,0 p — 90 Op = —cos’ ¢ —sin® ¢ = —1;
OR'OR' OR?OR? :
G2 = 55 T 8 96 = —p’sin® ¢ — p? cos® ¢ = —p”;
gor = mo = 0;
Go2 = T2 = 0;
OR'OR' OR?OR?
Jio = 7o = — 90 96 0y 09 = pcos ¢sin ¢ — psin ¢ cos ¢ = 0. (3.9.6)
From this we conclude
—72 0 0
dor= |—| 0 =1 0 |dndpdp = /T%p?dndpdep = Tp dndpdp. (3.9.7)
0o 0 —p?

The unit vector normal to the hypersurface that we have defined, is parametrized by
u* = (coshn, 0,0, sinh ). (3.9.8)

To verify that this vector is indeed normal to the hadronization hypersurface, we show that
it is normal to all three tangent vectors to this surface:

coshn
OR" . 0
3_7)u“ = (rsinhn 0 0 7coshn) 0
—sinh7
(3.9.9)
= 7sinhncoshn — 7 coshnsinhn = 0;
(3.9.10)
coshn
OR" . 0
8_pu“ = (0 cos¢p sing 0) 0 =0;
—sinh7n
coshn
OR" ) 0
%u# = (0 —psing pcos¢p 0) 0 = 0. (3.9.11)
—sinhn
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For future convenience, it is useful to calculate the inner product p*u, of the parton four-
momentum and the four-vector normal to the hadronization surface. The parton momentum
four-vector can be parametrized, using the so-called transverse mass mr = \/m? + p2, as

p" = (mg coshy, pr cos @, prsin &, mysinh y). (3.9.12)

Here, y = %log (gﬁjgi) is the usual rapidity variable, which is indeed such that p° =

Vp?? — p3? coshy = mypcoshy and p* = mpsinhy. Now it is straightforward to calculate
that

p-u = plu,= p’u’ — p - u = my coshy coshn — myp sinh y sinhn
= mgcosh(n —y). (3.9.13)

3.10 The parton phase

To make our calculations more concrete, we should also take a closer look at the parton
phase immediately after the heavy ion collision. At low and intermediate values of the
transverse parton momentum py, we expect dominance of thermalized partons with a certain
temperature 1" that recombine into hadrons. In other words, we expect an exponential
spectrum. Therefore, we write the parton phase space distribution as?

w(Rsp) = ye T2 (g, g). (3.10.1)

In this formula, the chemical potential-dependent factor v = e*/T is called fugacity. The
product e~ /2A° f(p,¢) describes the space-time structure of the parton source. The first
factor is a broad Gaussian centered around zero space-time rapidity, the second factor de-
scribes the transverse shape of the source. We assume that the transverse distribution f is
homogeneous (equal to 1) as long as the radial coordinate p is smaller than a certain radius
po, and that it equals zero otherwise. One might say we view the source as a homogeneous
disc in the transverse plane, with radius py. We make use of the Heaviside function © and
write it as

f(p, @) =O(po — p). (3.10.2)

This will make it very easy to perform future p and ¢ integrals. Of course, the omission of a
¢-dependence of f can only be right in the case of central heavy ion collisions (zero impact
parameter). That is what we will be studying here; the alternative case, non-centrality, will
be treated extensively in the next chapter.

We want to know whether perhaps we can assume the Gaussian e~/22% {6 be so broad that
we can approximate it by the constant function 1. This will only be possible if the n*/2A?

2Note that we do not include a normalization factor in the formula for w(R;p). As a result, all momentum
distributions that we will derive from this parton phase space distribution are correct up to a normalization
factor.
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in the exponent is small when compared to p - v(R)/T. So let us first take a closer look at
this inner product. p is the four-momentum of the parton, and v(R) is the (dimensionless)
velocity vector of the parton flow. To be precise,

v*(R) = (coshny, coshnr, sinh ny cos ¢, sinh 7 sin ¢, sinh n;, cosh nr). (3.10.3)

It is possible to fix n;, = 7 (this is called a “Bjorken scenario”). In this chapter, ny (the
transverse rapidity of the flow) will be considered to be independent of the azimuthal angle
¢, just like the transverse distribution f mentioned earlier. Again, the independence of ¢
is a legitimate assumption only because we are studying central collisions here. In the next
chapter, we will have to allow for a ¢-dependence of the transverse flow. With the explicit
shape (3.10.3) we can write out the inner product:

pv = pu,=p""—p-v
= my coshnr(coshy coshn — sinh y sinh ) — py sinh ny(cos ® cos ¢ + sin $ sin @)
= my coshnr cosh(n — y) — prsinhny cos(p — P). (3.10.4)
We see that if we want to approximate the Gaussian e~ /20 by the constant function
1, a condition is that n*/2A? should be small when compared to mp coshnr cosh(n — y).

We can ensure this by choosing to look at the region around zero rapidity (y = 0), since
n*/2A2 << mqp coshn.

Summarizing, we can write down the approximated expression for the parton phase space
distribution that we will use in the following sections of this chapter, as

w(R;p) = e T (py — p). (3.10.5)

3.11 The parton spectrum at zero rapidity

For partons in thermal phase, the momentum distribution is

AN p-u(R)
Eo—Q — dop————= : 1.1
oG =0 [ ol (i), (311.1)

where the factor g = 6 (not to be confused with the metric tensor) counts the color and spin
degeneracy of the parton. We want to express this momentum distribution in terms of the
transverse momentum and the rapidity variable. To do this, we note that

d’p = d*py dp* = d*pr d(mg sinhy) = mg coshy d*pr dy. (3.11.2)

In the case of zero rapidity, y = 0, the momentum of the parton in the z-direction is zero:
p. = 0. As a consequence, its energy equals its transverse mass:

E% =m?+pj +p2 =m® +pp = mj. (3.11.3)
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If we now combine equations (3.11.2) and (3.11.3), we can write the left side of (3.11.1) as

AN
)

Eo  dNY

dNg
=0 " mycosh y d*prdy

y=0 B d2pT dy

(3.11.4)

y=0

Now let us look at the right side of (3.11.1) at y = 0. For the parton phase space distribution
we use expression (3.10.5). Furthermore, we can simply fill in the previously calculated
expressions for the inner products p-v and p - u:

p-u(R) L / mr coshn (
g /E dog Gn)? w(R;p) =gy | Tpdndpdg Ty

0 2w ) o'}
_ g&mj:' (/ dp p) </ d¢ e(pT sinh np cos(¢><1>))/T> (/ d77 COShT} ef(mT coshnp coshn)/T)
) 0 0 0

2 27 o0
_ gymrT Py / d¢ €(pT sinh ny cos(¢—®))/T / dT] COShT} 6_(mT coshr coshn) /T . (3115)
227 \J, 0

Because the integration over ¢ is from 0 to 27, and the integrand is a 2m-periodic function,
we may omit the —® in the cosine. To simplify our result, we can use the following definitions
of modified Bessel functions of the first and second kind (cf. appendix A to find out why
these are identical to the usual definitions of modified Bessel functions):

1 2
I = — [ d¢e = 3.11.6
6 = 5 [ doe, (3116

1 o
Ki(z) = 5/ dn coshn et (3.11.7)
0
So we end up with the parton spectrum
AN TA sinh h
o) T pr nr my cosnnr

=2 — | ———— | 4| —— 3.11.8
2prdy 0 gymr (27T)3 0 < T ) 1 ( T ) ) ( )

where Ar stands for the transverse area of the parton system, which is 7p.

3.12 The ReCo meson spectrum at zero rapidity

To calculate the resulting meson momentum distribution at zero rapidity, we start from
equation (3.7.13). As before in the case of partons, we can write the left side at zero rapidity

as
ANth E  dNt

&P |, My coshyd®Prdy

_ ANy
oo @Prdy

(3.12.1)

y=0
In the right side of expression (3.7.13) there are two factors of the parton phase space dis-
tribution. For these we want to use the simplified expression for thermal partons (3.10.5).
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However, we have to take great care in using the previously derived expression for p - v,
because that expression contains the transverse mass my of the parton with four-momentum
p. But the right side of equation (3.7.13) contains the product

w(R; xP) w(R; (1 — x)P) = A2 P/ o=p2o(B)/T (3.12.2)

which means that in the exponent we encounter a sum of two different four-momenta, both
multiplied by the same velocity vector:

pr-v(R) +p2 - v(R). (3.12.3)

Since the two partons have different transverse momenta (they can also have different masses,
but here we will assume that both have mass m), their transverse masses will be different as

well:
(mr)r = \/m?+ph, =/m?+ 2P}
(mr)e = \Jm?+phy, = \Jm? + (1 - )P (3.12.4)

Now that we are aware that the transverse masses of the two partons are not the same, we
can safely use equation (3.10.4) to write

p1-Uv(R) +pa-v(R) = /m?+ a?2P%coshnrcoshn — xPrsinhny cos(¢p — @)
+ \/m2 + (1 — 2)2P2 coshnr coshn — (1 — x) Prsinh iy cos(¢ — ®)
= ur(z, Pr)coshnycoshn — Prsinhnrcos(¢ — ®),

(3.12.5)

where pf! (z, Pr) := \/m?+ 22P} + \/m? + (1 — z)2P2.

Now we can work out the right hand side of equation (3.7.13):

—dURPu(R) 1 T W T X 2'(1] ] — X
Cur / o / dz w(B; 2P) oyt ()2 w(R; (1 — 2)P)

M h
Oy / rp dndpdg LTSN

(27)?

1
% / dr e—(,uT(x,PT)coshnTcosh'r]—PT sinh nr cos(¢p—®)) /T @2<p0 . p) |§Z5(.Z‘)|2
0

2 2T
P sin cos
= iy (gt ) ([ o errimeneor)
1 oo
% </ dl’/ dﬁ COSh?? efuT(x,PT)coshr]Tcoshn/T ‘¢(3§')’2)
0 0

A Prsinh ! Mz, P h
—CMMT(T2 )T 292 I (#)/ dz K, (”T (= ;)COS ”T) ()2, (3.12.6)
0
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We can conclude that the momentum distribution for mesons of type M at zero meson
rapidity now becomes

ANy o TAT Prsinhnp / 1 )
5| = CuMr2 I d kenr(z, P 12.
PPrdy|,_, ~ M ony 0( T | del on(@)Phae(w, Pr), - (3.127)

if we further define the function

cosh
ka(z, Pr) := K4 <,u¥(x,PT) TUT) . (3.12.8)

3.13 The ReCo baryon spectrum at zero rapidity

For baryons of type B, the derivation is completely analogous, starting from equation (3.7.14).
Now we simply have to deal with three factors of the parton phase space distribution, and
so we also get a sum of three inner products in the exponent:

w(R; 21P) w(R; 2,P) w(R; x5P) = 43 e~ PrHp2trs) v(B)/T (3.13.1)

Calculation of the expression in the exponent is easy, as it closely resembles the calculation
we did for the case of mesons:

(p1 +p2+ps)-v(R) = M?(fh Tg, x3, Pr) coshny coshn
— Prsinhny cos(¢p — D), (3.13.2)

where, predictibly, uf (21, 29, 23, Pr) :== /m2 + 23P2 + \/m? + 23P2 + \/m? + 23 P?. Here
we have made use of the fact that the three momentum fractions =1, x5 and x3 add up to
one, which is expressed in equation (3.7.14) by means of the delta function in the definition
of the measure Dz.

Using exactly the same methods as in the derivation of formula (3.12.7), this immediately
leads to

dN, TA Prsinh
WTde o = CBMT29’Y3 (QW)T3 I ( d T nT) /Dﬂ ¢B($17$27$3)|2k3($17$2,553,PT),
(3.13.3)
with the similar definition
cosh
kp(z1, 22,23, Pr) = K, (/.L?(xl,fﬂg,l'g,PT) TUT) ) (3.13.4)
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Chapter 4

Elliptic flow

4.1 Introduction

In this chapter we investigate the predictions that the recombination formalism of the pre-
vious chapter implies for the hadron elliptic flow as a function of transverse momentum. In
order to calculate the elliptic flow, we use expressions for the hadron momentum distributions
that are valid in the case of peripheral collisions.

4.1.1 The concept of elliptic flow

Let us look at the possibility that two heavy ion cores collide in a non-central collision. In
that case, we can define a non-zero quantity called impact parameter (the symbol is b), which
is simply the distance between the centers of the two colliding nuclei. We are interested in
the initial shape of the overlap region in the plane transverse to the beam direction, because
this will determine the shape of the hot and dense medium that exists immediately after
the collision has taken place. It is clear that the intersection of the two individual circular
regions will not be a circular one (see the picture in figure 4.1). Therefore, one should
expect the parton phase space distribution in the hot and dense medium to depend on
the azimuthal direction ® of the momentum of the particle that is detected, because this
direction determines the path length through the medium. This phenomenon is usually
called “azimuthal anisotropy.”

Closely related to the azimuthal anisotropy that exists with non-central collisions, is a quan-
tity called elliptic flow, usually denoted as v,. It can be seen as a measure for the amount of
azimuthal anisotropy. It can be defined as the second moment of the Fourier expansion of a
particle momentum distribution [12]:

dN

5 = vo(1 4+ 2v; cos(P) + 2w cos(2P) +...), (4.1.1)
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b

Figure 4.1: The geometry of a non-central collision of two ions. The parameters w(b) and I(b) that are used
in this section are defined as half the width and half the height of the overlap region (the shaded region),
respectively. So I(b) = y/R? — (b/2)? and w(b) = R —b/2.

or as [3, 13, 21]!
va(Pr) = (cos(2B)) — & dq)ff;;(jizfj dﬁg dry . (4.1.2)

The idea behind these definitions is as follows. Because of the shape of the intersection
region in figure 4.1, one would expect, for a given magnitude of the momentum, to detect
more particles in the two horizontal directions (& = 0 and ® = 7), than in the two vertical
directions (® = 7/2 and ® = 37/2). In other words, one would expect the momentum
distribution to show a certain amount of periodic behavior with a period of 7 radians with
the highest values reached at & = 0 and ® = 7, and the lowest values reached at ® = /2
and ® = 37/2 (the expected shape for a fixed value of Pr is depicted in figure 4.2). The
elliptic flow v, defined through equation (4.1.2), with values between 0 and 1, is a measure
for how much a certain momentum distribution “looks like” a cos 2.

N A

—

0 /2 Y

Figure 4.2: The expected momentum distribution as a function of the momentum angle @, for a fixed value
of the transverse momentum.

'Greco et al. [13, 21] use the seemingly different definition vy = ((P? — P2)/(P; 4 P2)). However, since
(P? — P2)/(P} + P?) = (P2 — P})/P} = (Py/Pr)*> — (P,/Pr)* = cos® ® — sin? @ = cos 2®, their definition
is in fact identical to (4.1.2).
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4.1.2 Fragmentation and elliptic flow

We want to use the definition (4.1.2) to calculate the elliptic flow as a function of transverse
momentum. The question is how exactly to make the hadron momentum distribution that
we plug into (4.1.2) dependent on ®. We should do this differently for hadrons that originate
from fragmentation and for hadrons that originate from recombination. We assume that the
former form from high transverse momentum partons (the perturbative tail of the parton
spectrum), whereas we assume that the latter are made by coalescing partons with lower
transverse momenta in a thermal phase. For hadrons that originate from fragmentation,
we can calculate the ®-dependence by calculating the energy loss that partons suffer when
travelling through the hot and dense medium that exists immediately after the heavy ion
collision (jet quenching). This energy loss depends on @ in the following way:
(L)

Apr(b, pr, ®) = e(b)\/p_?(l — acos29), (4.1.3)

where (L) is the average path-length. The energy loss €(b) can be parametrized as
1 — 67(2R7b)/R

1—e2 7

e(b) = (4.1.4)

and the geometrical constant « is defined as
_w(v) 1)
w(b) +1(b)’
The momentum distribution for hadrons from fragmentation can then be calculated with the

fragmentation formula (2.9.1), and the elliptic flow can be obtained by plugging the resulting
expression into (4.1.2).

(4.1.5)

4.1.3 Recombination and elliptic flow

For elliptic flow from coalescence we have to use a different method. This is what we will be
doing for the rest of this chapter: first we have to put in information about the anisotropic
behavior of the partons. Subsequently, we can use our recombination model with this parton
elliptic flow to derive what the elliptic flow of the resulting mesons and baryons will be.

Remember that we assumed that the involved partons are in thermal phase. After a collision,
hydrodynamic expansion [16] of the anisotropic overlap zone of the two nuclei (the shaded
region in figure 4.1) takes place. This expansion leads to a dependence of the transverse
parton flow rapidity ny on the azimuthal space angle . We model this dependence as

nr(¢) = np(1 — f(pr) cos 2¢), (4.1.6)
in which f(p;) is the “amplitude” of anisotropy, for which we choose the Ansatz
!
f(pr) = (4.1.7)

L+ (pr/po)?
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The motivation for this choice for f(pr) is twofold. Firstly, we need a function that becomes
small for large momenta, since we expect that faster partons will experience the anisotropy
less than slower ones (the distance they travel through the medium is more or less fixed so
their relative energy loss will be smaller). Secondly, the amplitude of anisotropy f(pr) should
equal « for small values of the parton momentum.

The values of % and pg in 7 (¢) can be obtained from comparison with results of experiments.
For our calculations in the next chapter, we will use the values 7% = arctanh(0.55) and
po = 1.1 GeV /¢, obtained from PHENIX measurements [17].
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4.2 Calculation of the parton elliptic flow

As a consequence of the ¢-dependence of the transverse flow, the parton spectrum will ac-
tually also depend on the azimuthal momentum angle we introduced earlier, ®. It is not
difficult to see in precisely what way the parton spectrum at zero rapidity will now depend
on ®. The first part of the derivation is the same as in section 3.12, up to the point where
the ®-dependence dropped out, except that the nr’s should be replaced by n(¢)’s:

th 2 2 oo
CQiNQ _ g'ymTTng / d(b ePT sinh (@) cos(¢—P)/T </ dn COSh?? e~ mT coshnr(¢) coshn/T) )
Pprdy|,_ 2(2m)3 J, 0

(4.2.1)
Now the —® in the cosine can’t be dropped, because with the nr(¢) in the exponent, we can
no longer use a substitution of variables to get rid of all ®s in the integrand. So, for our
calculations in this section, we have to leave it like it is:

dNtQh _ 2gymrTAr i o dg ePT sinh 77 (¢) cos(6—P)/T 9 [~ me coshnr(¢) (4.2.2)
d*prdy|,_, (2m)3 4w ! T T

From this expression, we want to calculate the parton elliptic low. By definition,

2 dNth
fo d® cos 2P (—dszQdy y—O)
. (4.2.3)

2m ANg:
fO do (d2pTdy y:O)
First we calculate the numerator. The factor of 2gymy7TAr/(27)3 is omitted, since it will be

cancelled by the denominator anyway. We are faced with both a ¢-integral and a ®-integral
that we have to perform. To work out the ®-integral, we can do a substitution of variables

O =P — ¢:
2 dNth
/ d®d cos 2P 5 Q
0 d*prdy y=0

2m 2
= ao < / 4D cos 2 T sinhnr () cos<¢>q>>/T) 2K, (M)
0

vo(pr) = (cos2®) =

T 4r T
1 2 2w ) , h
N ( / 4’ cos(20' + 2) ePT81nh"T<¢>C°S‘I’/T) K <M> . (4.24)
2w Jo 0 T
At this point we can use the following identity:
cos(2®" + 2¢) = cos 29’ cos 2¢ — sin 2P’ sin 2¢. (4.2.5)

Consequently, we get two terms in the numerator of the parton elliptic flow, one with the
cosines and one with the sines. However, the second term in (4.2.5) will not contribute, since
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it leads to a 27-periodic and odd term in the integrand:

2
/ d®’ sin 20" P sinhnr(9) cos /T _ / d®’ sin 2" eprsinhnr(@)cos /T _ (4.2.6)
0

—T

So, for the numerator of (4.2.3) we are left with

27 27
— / d¢ cos 2¢ / 4 cos 20! rr s (@ cose ) g (M cosh(9)
2m Jo 0 T

_ / " 6 cos 26 I, (M) K, (M) | (12.7)
; T T

The calculation of the denominator of (4.2.3) using expression (3.11.8) is very straightforward.
Again a factor of 2gymy7Ar/(27)? is omitted because it would be cancelled by the numerator

anyway. We write
27 h 27 2
/ AP dNtQ — i/ d¢ (/ dd ePT sinh nr(¢) cos(gﬁ—d))/T) 2K1 (mT cosh nT(¢)>
0 d*prdy y=0 am Jo 0 T

We finally arrive at a parton elliptic flow

; B [ d¢ cos2¢ Iy(prsinhnr(¢)/T) Ki(my coshnr(¢)/T)
) = g To(pr sinhe (9)/T) Kr(mpcoshme(@)/7) o2

4.3 Calculation of the meson elliptic flow

We want to compute the elliptic flow of mesons of type M through equation (4.1.2). This
means we have to take into account the fact that the thermal parton phase space distribution
that is featured in the parton spectrum, can no longer be assumed to be azimuthally isotropic.
In the previous section we did this by making the transverse flow explicitly dependent on ¢.
This time, however, we keep 7y = 1%, but we account for the azimuthal anisotropy of the
parton phase space distribution by using a factor of [1 + 2vs cos 29]:

w*(R; p) = w(R; p) [1 + 2va(pr) cos 20] (4.3.1)

with w(R;p) from equation (3.10.5). Here, vo(pr) is the parton elliptic flow. This method
will enable us to connect the hadron elliptic flow to the parton elliptic flow, which can be
measured experimentally. However, it must be said that expression (4.3.1) for the anisotropic

39



parton phase space distribution contains less information than the previously used expression
with nr as a function of ¢. There are two reasons why:

1. The factor [1 + 2vy cos2®] is an approximation of the whole Fourier series, in which
there could also be higher order terms featuring vy, etc. These higher harmonics have
indeed been measured; for experimental results on v, by the STAR Collaboration, see
Ref. [19].

2. Even if we take the full set of v,’s into account, not all space-time information is
contained. For a treatment of this problem, see for example reference [15].

Using the parton distribution (4.3.1), the spectrum of mesons of type M at zero rapidity
from equation (3.7.13) becomes

dN}y dog P-u(R) [
=C o3 d R;xP)[1+2 P 2P
d*Prdy|,_, M/E (27)3 /0 x w(R; xP) [1 + 2vy(2Pr) cos 29|

X |par(2)]? w(R; (1 — 2)P) [1 + 203((1 — x) Pr) cos 2®] . (4.3.2)

Note that the momenta P and (1 — z)P share the same angle ®, since both momenta are
scalar multiples of the vector P. For convenience, we define

VM(z,P) = [1 + 2vy(xPr) cos 2] [1 + 2v5((1 — z) Pr) cos 29]
=1+ 2[ve(2xPr) +v3((1 — 2)Pr)] cos 2® + 4vy (2 Pr) vo((1 — x) Pr) cos® 20
=1+ 20(x, Pr) cos 2® + 4&(x, Pr) cos® 20, (4.3.3)
in which
o(z, Pr) = ve(xPr) + v2((1 — x) Pr), (4.3.4)
and

ﬁ(x,PT) :’UQ(ZL’PT) ’Ug((l —Z‘)PT). (435)

When we proceed to calculate the meson elliptic flow, the three terms in (4.3.3) will initially
lead to three terms in the numerator of (4.1.2) and three terms in the denominator. Each
of these six terms we will now calculate explicitly. As in the partonic case of the previous
section, we first calculate the numerator of the meson elliptic flow, which is

o AN} o dog P-u(R
/ d® cos 2® 5 M :CM/ dd COSQQD/ UR—EL()
0 PPrdy|,_, 0 s (@n)

X/o dz w(R; zP)|¢n (z) > w(R; (1 — 2)P) VM(z,P). (4.3.6)
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Again making use of the phase space distribution of thermal partons (3.10.5), the first term
of VM(z,P) leads to a term

21 o
i d® cos 2@/ do eF'r sinhy cos(¢—2)/T
a7 J, 0

1 o)
X / d:L‘/ dn coshn e~ (#:Pr) coshar coshn/T \par(2)> (4.3.7)
0 0

(We omit the factor of CpyMr7TAr 27%/(27)3 in our calculations, since this factor will be
cancelled by the denominator.) In principle, we are allowed to perform the ¢-integral of the
exponent before we perform the ®-integral. But then the ®-dependence in the cos(¢ — D)
disappears just as it did in section 3.11, since a 27-periodic odd integrand is integrated over
its whole period. This means that in all following calculations we can pretend that the —®
in the cos(¢ — ®) is not there, which will lead to the presence of the simplest modified Bessel
function Io(pesinhnr/T) in every term of both the numerator and the denominator of the
hadron elliptic flow. We write (4.3.13) as

1 2m Prsinh !
( / i cosm) o Iy (#) / dx 2kt (2, Pr) |oar(2) 2, (4.3.8)
0

Am 0

but fOZTr d® cos2® = 0, so this whole first term vanishes.

The second term of (4.3.3), on the other hand, does make a non-zero contribution to the
numerator of (4.1.2):

2m o
i dd C082 29 / dgb €PT sinh ny cos(¢p—P) /T
4r Jo 0

1 00
X / dz QU(LU, PT)/ dn COShT} e—ﬂgf(w,PT) coshnr coshn/T |¢M(«r)’2
0 0

1 2m Py sinh
:_( / o coszgcp) on Iy (_")
4 \ Jo T

1
X / dx 20(z, Pr) 2k (2, Pr) |oa(2)]?
0

/ dz 20(z, Pr) 2kp(z, Pr) |6 (2)]?

0

1
:—-7T-27TIO<

Prsinhnp
4

T

: 1
= 2w I (%) / dz o(z, Pr) ky(z, Pr) |6 (2))?. (4.3.9)
0
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But the third term of (4.3.3) leads to a vanishing term again:

1 2w

2
— dd cos® 2<I>/ do ePr sinhny cos(¢—®)/T
47 J, 0

1 oo
X/ dx 4§(x,PT)/ dn coshn e~H7 (@.Pr) coshnr coshn/T |par(2)?
0 0
2w .
= i </ dd cos® 2@) 21 Iy (M)
47 \ Jo T
1
X / dx A&(z, Pr) 2ky(z, Pr) |ar(2)]* = 0, (4.3.10)
0

since fozw d® cos®2® = 0. So the total numerator of (4.1.2) for mesons is simply given by the
contribution that we calculated from the cos? 2®-term:

; 1
2m I (PT%nhnT) / dx o(x, Pr) ky(x, Pr) |¢M($)|2 (4.3.11)
0

The denominator of (4.1.2) for mesons is

m dNth o dop P -u(R)
dd M =C dd / S Sh A
/0v (dQPTdy y:O) M 0 = (271')3
1

X /0 dx w(R; 2P)|on (z)? w(R; (1 — 2)P) VM(z,P). (4.3.12)

The first term of (4.3.3) immediately leads to the first denominator-term

27 2 1 oo
i dq)/ d(ﬁ 6PTsinhnT cos(¢><1>)/T/ d&?/ dn COShT] efll%[(%PT) coshnp coshn/T ’¢M(x)’2
0 0 0

a7 J,
. 1
— o I, (M) / d kar(z, Pr) o ()] (4.3.13)
T 0

The second term of (4.3.3) leads to a vanishing term:

2T o
i / dd cos 2P / do o Pr sinhnr cos(¢—®)/T
47 0 ]

1 oo
X / dx 20-(1:7 PT)/ dn COSh?7 e*ﬂé!f(ﬂc,PT)coshnTcoshn/T ‘¢M($)|2
0 0

=0 (4.3.14)
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Finally, the third term of (4.3.3) leads to the following contribution to the denominator of
(4.1.2):

27 ot
i / dd cos® 2d / dgp ePrsinbirr cos(¢—®)/T
47\ Jo 0

1 [e's)
) / dx 4¢(x, Pr) / dn coshp e+ (mPr)coshur coshn/T g, ()2
0 0

Prsinh 77T)

47

- / dx 4&(x, Pr) 2k (2, Pr) |ou(z)|?

0

1
:—-7T-27TIO<

— 4 ], (W) / i &(x, Pr) kar(w, Pr) o (). (4.3.15)
0

So the denominator of the meson elliptic flow is

21 Iy (Prsinhnr(¢)/T) / dz |par(2)|? [1 + 2¢(z, Pr)] kas(z, Pr). (4.3.16)

We end up with

_ 2n (Prsinhnr(¢)/T) [ dx |pum(x)|? o(z, Pr) kn(z, Pr)
21 Iy (Prsinhnp(¢)/T) [ dx | ¢ar(x)|? [1 + 2&(x, Pr)] ks (z, Pr)
_ Jdz| éu(@)? [va(xPr) + va((1 — 2) Pr)] ku(x, Pr)
Jdx | par(x)|? [1 4 2ve(xPr)ve((1 — 2)Pr)] kn(x, Pr)

vy" (Pr)

(4.3.17)

4.4 Calculation of the baryon elliptic flow

Of course we also want to know the elliptic flow for baryons. The calculation follows the same
steps as the one for mesons. We start from expression (3.7.14), which contains three factors
of the parton phase space distribution w. We make these azimuthally anisotropic again by
replacing all three of these factors by

w*(R;p) = w(R; p) [1 + 2va(pr) cos 28], (4.4.1)

with the appropriate momenta. The result is

dNJtBh dURPu(R)
dPrdy|,_, = CB/Z @ /Dmi w(R; x1P) [1 + 2v9(x1 Pr) cos 29|
x w(R; 2oP) [1 + 2vy(29 Pr) cos 20] w(R; z3P) [1 + 2vy(23Pr) cos 20] |¢ (1, 22, 23) .

(4.4.2)
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Analogous to V™ in the previous section, we define?

VB(2s, P) = [1 + 2uy(21 Pr) cos 2®] [1 + 2vy(22Pr) cos 28] [1 + 2vy(w3Pr) cos 20]
=1+ 2¢(w;, Pr) cos 2® + 49(x;, Pr) cos? 2® + 8x(z;, Pr) cos® 20, (4.4.3)

where

C(wi, Pr) = wa(@1Pr) 4 va(w2Pr) 4 va (w3 Pr),
19(1‘1‘, PT) = ’Ug(l'lpT)UQ(ZL’QPT) —f- UQ(ZL‘l.PT)UQ(I'ng) —|— UQ(JZQPT)UQ(ZL‘g.PT), and
x(xi, Pr) = wo(21Pr)va(xoPr)va(asPr). (4.4.4)

The numerator of the baryon elliptic flow is then

27 dNth 27 d P.
/ d® cos 2P 5 B = C’B/ dd COSQCI)/ UR—;L(R)
0 d PTdy y=0 0 b (27T>

X/Dx w(R; 21 P)w(R; 2oP)w(R; 23P)|pp(2:)|? VP (2, P). (4.4.5)

The first term of VZ(x;, P) leads to a vanishing term since fozﬂ d® cos2® = 0:

2m 2T
L / d® cos 2d / d¢p ePrsinhnr cos(¢=2)/T
47\ Jo 0

X /Dx/ dn coshn e 8 @oPrycoshnrcoshn/T | (2.2 — () (4.4.6)
0

(Again, we omit all factors of CpMpTAr 273/(27)? in our calculations) The second term of
(4.4.3) does make a non-zero contribution to the numerator of the baryon elliptic flow:

27 2
i / d® cos? 20 / do o Prsinhng cos(¢—2)/T
4\ Jo 0

< / Da 2(x:, Pr) / dn coshp e lwPr)coshar ol T | ()2
0

1 Prsinh
=57 2m I <TTT]T> /Dx 2 (i, Pr) 2kg(x;, Pr) |pp(z:)?

=2m Iy <PT%Hh77T> /Dx C(wi, Pr) kp(zi, Pr) |¢p(x:)|*. (4.4.7)

2To keep things from looking too complicated, we use the shorthand notation z; := x1, z2, x5 throughout
this section. No summation is intended if an expression contains more than one x;.
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But the third term of (4.4.3) leads to a vanishing term again:

1 2w

2
— dd cos® 2<I>/ do ePr sinhny cos(¢—®)/T
47 J, 0

x / D 4¢(w, Pr) / dn coshn e~# e Pt coma/T | (02
0

=0, (4.4.8)

since fo% d® cos®2® = 0. The fourth and final term in (4.4.3) results in a non-zero contri-
bution of

2 o
i / dd cos* 2® / dgp ePr b cos(¢—®)/T
47\ Jo 0

< [ Dasx(wiPr) [y coshy e @i g )
0
1 3 Prsinh
= =gy, (2T / Da 8x(x1, Pr) 2kp(x:, Pr) |p(x:)|
4T 4 T

— 671, (%) / Da x(wi, Pr) kp(zs, Pr) |65(z) 2. (4.4.9)

So the total numerator of (4.1.2) for baryons is given by the sum of the two non-zero contri-
butions (4.4.7) and (4.4.9):

The denominator of (4.1.2) for baryons is

m AN 2m dor P -u(R)
d® B =C / d® / e
/o (dZPTdy y:g> ")y s (2m)?

X/Dx w(R; 2,P)w(R; 2oP)w(R; 23P)|pp(x) > VE(xs, P). (4.4.11)

The first term of (4.4.3) immediately leads to the first denominator-term

2w 2w
i (/ d@) / d¢ ePTsinhnTcos(qi)—(D)/T/Dx /OO dn Coshn 6_“¥($i’PT) coshnp coshn/T |§Z§B(ZE1)|2
0 0 0

41
— 21 I, (W) / Da kp(zi, Pr) |6p(z:)% (4.4.12)
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The second term of (4.4.3) leads to a vanishing term:

2w o
i / d® cos 29 / do ePrsinhnr cos(¢—@)/T
47\ Jo 0

X /Dx ZC(xi,PT)/ dn coshn ¢ H2 (@i, Pr) coshnr coshn/T |ps(z:)|?
0

= 0. (4.4.13)

The third term of (4.4.3) leads to the following contribution to the denominator of (4.1.2):

2T 2
L / d® cos? 20 / dgp ePrsinbr cos(¢—®)/T
AT \ Jo 0

X / Dz 40(w:, Pr) / dip coshy e 5P ot o/ g, ()]
0

Prsinhnp

1
:—'7T'27T10< T

- ) / Dar 40, Pr) 2k (zs, Pr) |6 (i)

— 4 I, (W) / Da (x5, Pr) kp(zi, Pr) |op(z)]% (4.4.14)

Finally, the fourth and final term of (4.4.3) leads to a vanishing term:

27 2
i / d® cos® 2P / do P sinhnr cos(¢—@) /T
41\ Jo o

x / D 8x(x, Pr) / dn coshy e FlwPr)cosharcoshalT | (2
0

—0. (4.4.15)

So the total denominator of the baryon elliptic flow is

2 Iy (Prsinhnp/T) / Dz |pp(x:)|* [1 + 20(zi, Pr)] kp(xi, Pr). (4.4.16)

We conclude that the elliptic low for baryons is given by

,UB(P ) = 2 Iy (Prsinhnr/T) fDx |5 (;)|? [C(2i, Pr) + 3x (@i, Pr)] kp(x;, Pr)
2 o Iy (Prsinhg/T) [ Da |op(x:)2 [1+ 20(xy, Pr)] kg (wi, Pr)
[ Dz |pp(x1, 22, 23) |7 [v2(21Pr) + va(22Pr) + va2(x3Pr) 4 3va(21 Pr)va(22 Pr)vy (23 Pr)] kp(zi, Pr)

- f DI |¢B(ZL’1, T, $3)|2 [1 + 2(U2(ZL’1PT)UQ(ZL‘2PT) + U2($1PT)U2(ZL'3PT) —+ UQ(ZEQPT)U2<J]3PT))] kB(ZL‘Z‘, PT)
(4.4.17)
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4.5 Quark number scaling

To get further insight into the results of our calculations, we make use again of the ap-
proximation that the longitudinal distribution amplitudes ¢y (z) and ¢g(x1, zo, x3) are very
narrow and centered around the expected momentum fractions of x = 1/2 for mesons and
xr1 = w9 = x3 = 1/3 for baryons (see section 3.8):

ou(@)|* = 0 (w - %) , (4.5.1)
(dp(T1, 22, 23)]7 = & (xl - %) 6 (a:Q — %) . (4.5.2)

With these approximations, the hadron elliptic low immediately becomes

1Pr) +vy(iP 20y (1P
ot (pr) = RSO AT Bl (45.3)
1 -+ 21}2( PT)U2(§PT) 1 -+ 2U2(§PT>
for mesons, and
B Ug(%PT) + Uz(é ) + (%) ( PT) + 37)2(%PT)U2(%PT)’U2<%PT>
vy (Pr) = i 1 1 1 1
1+ 2(U2<§PT>U (gP ) + vo ( PT)UQ(gPT) + UQ(gPT)UQ(g.PT))
3ve (2 Pr) + 3uy (3 Pr)3
_ 3ulsPr) + 3w, o

1+ 6U2<%PT)2
for baryons.

Values of the parton elliptic flow are usually quite small (smaller than 0.1, see also section
5.2.1 and Ref. [3]), so we can neglect quadratic and higher-order terms. This leads to the
famous quark number scaling law:

v (Pr) = 2u5(Pr/2), (4.5.5)
and

vy (Pr) = 3uy(Pr/3). (4.5.6)
It can be summarized as

vy (Pr) = nvy(Pr/n), (4.5.7)

where n is the number of valence quarks and anti-quarks that constitute the hadron of type
h. In other words, the meson (baryon) elliptic flow is simply the sum of the elliptic flows of its
two (three) constituents, where all two (three) parton elliptic flows are evaluated at the one
half (one third) of the meson (baryon) transverse momentum, i.e. precisely the momentum
that we assumed them to carry, through (4.5.1).

Note that we have derived this scaling law using an approximation with narrow longitudinal
amplitudes ¢y (x) and ¢p(x1,22,23). In the next chapter, we investigate (among other
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things) wether or not this quark number scaling also holds for realistic, broad amplitudes.
As mentioned in section 1.1, experimental results from PHENIX on elliptic flow have indeed
shown that this scaling law is obeyed by pions and protons, down to Pp-values of about
500 MeV /¢ (see figure 1.1). Recent experiments show that it is also obeyed by other mesons,
such as the ¢-meson [20].

4.6 Including fragmentation

We have calculated the elliptic flow that results from recombination processes. If, for a
certain value of the transverse hadron momentum, we also want to include the elliptic flow of
hadrons that originate from fragmentation, we would ideally use the total hadron spectrum
AN |2 Pp = ANT /d?> Pp + dN* /d? Pp in the definition of elliptic flow, expression (4.1.2).
However, in practise it is more convenient to use the purely ReCo elliptic flow and the purely
fragmentation elliptic flow. Of course we cannot just add them up to obtain the total elliptic
flow; we need a sensible weight factor. In order to achieve roughly the same result as we
would get by using dN® /d? Py = AN /d>Pr + dN¥ /d* Py in (4.1.2), we have to define the
weight factor as o

r(Pr) = ANT/d Py . (4.6.1)

dNE/d>Pp + dNF |d?Pr

The total elliptic flow is then given by the weighted sum of the ReCo and fragmentation
elliptic flows:

UQ(PT) = T(PT)Ué%(PT) + (1 — T(PT))UQF(PT) (462)
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Chapter 5

A graphic look at the results of the
ReCo formalism

5.1 Introduction

Because most of the formulas that we derived in the previous two chapters contain rather
complicated elements (such as modified Bessel functions and integrations that have yet to
be executed), they are not easy to appreciate in an intuitive way. Therefore, it is useful to
employ numerical methods to obtain concrete results. As we will show in this final chapter,
plots of the derived expressions for the ReCo spectra and elliptic flows offer much insight in
the physical implications of our recombination model.

A note on the constants in the formulas: for all our numerical calculations in this chapter we
have used the values ¢ = 6, v =1, py = 9 fm, % = arctanh(0.55), py = 1.1 GeV/¢, Cr =1,
Cp, =2, m =260 MeV, M, =139.6 MeV and M, = 938 MeV.

5.2 Momentum distributions

5.2.1 Partons

We start with a look at the parton spectrum from equation (3.11.8). A plot with a loga-
rithmic vertical scale is shown in figure 5.1!. It shows the parton spectrum in the transverse
momentum region where we expect recombination to be the dominant hadronization process
(up to pr = 6 GeV). Clearly, this parton spectrum closely resembles a thermal (exponential)
distribution. This is hardly surprising, since we calculated the parton spectrum (3.11.8) from

'We have devided every plotted momentum distribution in this chapter by 27 times the transverse parton
or hadron momentum.
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relation (3.11.1),

dN% p-u(R)
Eo—2 = = w(R; 2.1
e = /2 do (i), (5.2.1)

with an explicitly thermal parton phase space distribution w(R;p) = ye 7 B/TQ(py — p).

%_ (GeV?)
27pt dpt thermal parton momentum distribution
0.1
0.001 |
0. 00001 ¢
1 2 3 4 5 g Pt (V)

Figure 5.1: Transverse momentum distribution of partons at T' = 175 GeV on a logarithmic scale.

5.2.2 Pions

Next, we turn to the pion spectrum, depicted in figure 5.2. It is a special case of expres-
sion (3.12.7):

der 7'7Tp PT sinh 7’]0 1
= CxMr2g7" oy - / dz| ¢r(2)|*kr(, P 5.2.2
dszdy'y 2 i () [an st 622

h 0
kn(z, Pr) : ((\/m2 22P2 + \/m2 2P2) COST”T) . (5.2.3)

In figure 5.2, two lines are shown, corresponding to two different choices for the shape of the
longitudinal amplitude ¢,(x). One is a shape which we will also refer to as the broad pion
amplitude. It is maximal for z = 1/2 (equal light cone momentum fractions of the partons),
but it does allow for some dispersion of the momenta:

¢Erroad(x> — 30z (1—x). (5.2.4)

with

The resulting pion spectrum is the solid line in figure (5.2). Another informative choice is the
delta function approximation, which we introduced in section 3.8. In this approximation, the
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amplitude is so narrow that only equal light cone momentum fractions of 1/2 are allowed:

() = § (x _ %) ‘ (5.2.5)

The resulting pion spectrum if we plug this delta function into the general pion expression,
is easily seen to be

d N parrow PR Prsinhnp cosh n?
— | =CMp2gy* 2 Ky (\/4m2+ P2 ——L ). (526

It is depicted as the dashed line in figure (5.2). Note that on this logarithmic scale, the
two pion spectra almost coincide, especially for larger transverse momenta. More about the
comparison between broad and narrow longitudinal amplitude after we have discussed the
proton spectrum (figure 5.3).

d? N,

-3
2aprazp BV

for broad & narrow anplitude

0.001 ¢

0. 00001 |

Pr (GeV)

Figure 5.2: Transverse momentum distribution of pions. Shown are the results using a realistic, broad
longitudinal amplitude (solid line) as well as the results using a narrow amplitude (dashed line).

5.2.3 Protons

For protons we make a similar distinction between a broad proton longitudinal amplitude
and a narrow one. A properly normalized broad amplitude is

gb;)road(ml’l,% ZL‘3) == 12\/ 35 Tl Ty 3. (527)

51



We have used this amplitude in combination with the general proton spectrum that is given
through equation (3.13.3) by

dN, 3 TTPE Prsinhn$. 2
Eredy, -, P Gy P\ | el oyt )Py, 3o, ),
(5.2.8)
with
h 0
kp (1, 2o, 23, Pr) = K, ((\/m2 + 2P} + \/mz + 23 P} + \/m2 + x%P%> COSTUT 7
(5.2.9)

to obtain the solid line in figure 5.3. Just as in the pion case, we have also plotted the spectrum
using a narrow amplitude approximation. The appropriate delta function amplitude is

1 1
|¢;arrow(x1’x27x3)|2 =4 <I1 — _> ) <Q;2 — —) . (5210)

3 3
It leads to
( N narrow T7Tp2 Prsinh 770 cosh nr
—dQPTdy o pVT2G7Y (27T)3 0 T 1 m* —+ T T ( )
d? -3
2 1Py d2 Pr GV for broad & narrow anplitude
0.1
0.001 ¢
0. 00001 ¢
Pr (GeV)

Figure 5.3: Transverse momentum distribution of protons. Shown are the results using a broad longitudinal
amplitude (solid line) as well as the results using a narrow amplitude (dashed line).

Both proton spectra are shown in figure 5.3. Summarizing the first three plots, we see that
in a recombination model the formed pions and protons almost exactly inherit the thermal
behavior that we assumed of the coalescing partons. Figure 5.4 shows that for not too high
Pr values the derived ReCo pion and proton spectrum closely resemble thermal spectra of
T = 300 MeV, even though as input we used a thermal parton phase at T'= 175 MeV.
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ratio of pion vs. thermal spectrum (T=300 MeV) ratio of proton vs. thernal spectrum (T=300 MeV)

Pr (GeV)

Pr (GeV) 2 3 4 5

0.9

0.9 0.8

Figure 5.4: Ratio of the ReCo hadron spectrum and a thermal spectrum at T = 300 MeV for pions and
protons, respectively.

5.2.4 Narrow vs. broad amplitude

On first sight there doesn’t seem to be a big difference between the use of a narrow amplitude
or a broad one. Upon closer inspection of figures 5.2 and 5.3 though, we see that the use
of a narrow amplitude is not as good an approximation in the proton case as it was in
the pion case. We can make this observation more clearly visible by plotting the relative
difference of the spectra using broad and narrow amplitudes. We define this relative difference

straightforwardly as
dNbroad
d? Prdy
y=0
d(Pr) =
dNbroad
d2Prdy

le’laI‘I‘OW
T d2Prdy

=0 (5.2.12)

y=0

We have plotted this fraction both for pions and for protons in figure 5.5. It shows us four
important facts about the use of a delta function approximation for the longitudinal pion or
proton amplitude:

1. deviations are significantly larger for protons than they are for pions;

2. the relative difference is mostly negative, meaning that the narrow amplitude approxi-
mation yields slightly too high results;

3. deviations are smaller than 20% for all transverse momenta larger than 1 GeV;

4. the relative difference is significant for small momenta; the narrow amplitude approx-
imation becomes a good approximation for transverse hadron momenta larger than
6 GeV. This has to do with the fact that the problems that exist with the violation of
energy conservation in recombination processes, are less important for large Pr [3, 8].
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Figure 5.5: Relative difference between using a realistic, broad amplitude and a narrow (delta function)
amplitude to calculate the hadron spectrum. This relative difference is shown for the pion spectrum (solid
line) and for the proton spectrum (dashed line).

5.2.5 Pions vs. protons

We also plotted the pion spectrum and the proton spectrum together (figure 5.6), using
only the broad amplitude spectra. In order to be able to compare their respective shapes,
we have modified the normalization of the proton spectrum to make it assume the same
value as the pion spectrum at Pr = 1 GeV. Apart from some differences at low Pr (caused
by mass effects), it is striking that the two lines have almost the exact same slope. This
can be understood directly from formulas (5.2.2) and (5.2.8): in principle, the transverse
mass My = \/M? + P? in the prefactors of both formulas makes up for a large part® of the
difference between pions and protons, since M, = 139.6 MeV and M, = 938 MeV. But if
the transverse hadron momentum becomes large when compared to the hadron mass M,
the mass difference does not matter anymore since then we have My ~ Pr for any hadron
species. In other words, it follows from our ReCo model that, for high hadron momenta, there
is almost no distinction between pions and protons (except in the normalization factor).

Of course, we can also compare the pion spectrum and the proton spectrum by looking at their
ratio as a function of transverse hadron momentum. In figure 5.7, we see the calculated ReCo
proton-to-pion ratio as a function of transverse hadron momentum. The most interesting line
is the solid one, since it was made using the (more realistic) broad amplitudes (for protons
as well as for pions). This time, we have deduced the missing normalization constant from
a comparison of our pion and proton spectra and experimental data [18]. This means that
the values of the ratio in figure 5.7 should be the real physical values. The most interesting
part of this plot is for transverse momenta of roughly 4 — 6 GeV, where the shape of this

20f course, the other differences are in the used longitudinal amplitudes and in the exponents in the
definitions of k, and k,.
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d2 N
2 Py dPr?
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pi ons vs protons, common starting point at 1 GV

0.001 ;

0. 00001 ¢

Figure 5.6: Pion spectrum (solid line) and proton spectrum (dashed line), both from a broad amplitude
calculation. The normalization of the proton spectrum has been modified in such a way, that both spectra
have the same starting point at Pr = 1 GeV.

ReCo proton-to-pion ratio more or less matches the experimental results from PHENIX [4].
Unfortunately, the predicted values in figure 5.7 are consistently too high, as they should be
around 1. The matching with experimental data improves for higher momenta, when also
fragmentation processes are taken into account [3]. Fragmentation predicts a proton-to-pion
ratio of about 0.1, so it drags the recombination proton-to-pion ratio down in the momentum
region where it is dominant.

It is sometimes argued that a recombination model naturally leads to a high proton-to-pion
ratio. This view is usually inspired by the thermal shape of the parton spectrum, figure 5.1.
The reasoning goes as follows: for a proton with a given value of Pr, one needs three partons,
each with momentum pr ~ Pr/3. For a pion with momentum Pr, one needs two partons of
momentum pr &~ Pr/2. That is, each one of these two partons has a larger momentum than
Pr/3. Therefore, these two partons are lower down the slope of the parton spectrum than
the proton-forming partons. In this way, we could conclude that we can estimate for any
value of transverse momentum we get relatively many protons and few pions. However, we
need to realize that in estimates of the hadron spectra we should use three or two factors of
the parton spectrum. For the conclusion of the above reasoning to be valid, d*Ng/dp% has
to be sufficiently high-valued to ensure that indeed

2 3 2 2
¢ No Y Lt . (5.2.13)
dpy |y —rr dpy |y —rr

But, as we mentioned in section 3.10, we have not taken a normalization factor of w(p) into
account, so our model really does not say anything about the numerical values of the derived
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parton spectra; we really only have derived information about the dependence of the spectra
on transverse momentum. This means that our recombination model does not guarantee
that condition (5.2.13) is satisfied.

proton-to-pion ratio  proad vs narrow anplitude

‘ ‘ ‘ ~ Pr(GeV
> P T ( )

1.6

Figure 5.7: The ReCo proton-to-pion ratio, calculated from the separate proton and pion spectra. The solid
line represents the proton-to-pion ratio using broad longitudinal amplitudes for both protons and pions. The
dashed line shows the ratio resulting from a narrow amplitude calculation.

5.3 Elliptic low and quark number scaling

5.3.1 Partons

In this section, it is convenient to work with a scaled impact parameter variable £ = b/2R,
instead of with the impact parameter itself. Clearly, £ can run from 0, which means a central
collision, to 1, which means an extremely peripheral collision. We rewrite the width w(b)
and length [(b) of the intersection region in terms of ¢:

w = R-— 9 1 - i) = —¢), and (5.3.1)

[ = /R Ry[1- 23 V1-g. (5.3.2)

In the resulting expression for «, the common factor of R drops out:

wol _1-6-y1-¢& (5.3.3)
TwHl 1-¢r/1-¢ o
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We start this section by looking at the parton elliptic flow (figure 5.8) that we calculated
(equation (4.2.9)). Remember that we more or less put this information into the recombi-
nation model ourselves (which is why the plot carries the title “ReCo parton elliptic flow”,
even though obviously no recombination processes take place). For example, the decreasing
behavior (after the elliptic flow reaches its maximum) is something we forced through our
choice for the function f(pr) (see section 4.1); we wanted to ensure that fast partons experi-
ence the anisotropy in the expansion less than slower ones. The elliptic flow increase at the
start (from pr = 0 up to pr =~ 2 GeV) can simply be explained by the fact that there cannot
be anisotropy for zero momentum partons.

Furthermore, it is informative to see that for increasing values of the (scaled) impact pa-
rameter we find larger azimuthal anisotropies. This could be expected, since a large impact
parameter means a very peripheral collision and therefore a more significant anisotropy in
the expansion.

Va2 ReCo parton elliptic flow

0.06F |/ ~=~-_
0.04 [}, -

0.02lli 7~ - T

Figure 5.8: The parton elliptic flow for (from top to bottom) £ = 0.8, £ = 0.6, { = 0.4 and £ = 0.2.

5.3.2 Pions

Let us find out what the pion elliptic flow in equation (4.3.17) looks like in a plot. It is
pictured in figure 5.9 for £ = 0.4, and in figure 5.10 for four values of the impact parameter.
In the first of these two pictures, also the pion elliptic flow of equation (4.5.3), resulting from
the use of the delta function amplitude, is shown. It reaches higher values than the more
realistic (and more complicated) elliptic flow with broad amplitude. In other words, more
momentum dispersion leads to a lower peak anisotropy. Comparing the narrow amplitude
approximation in figure 5.9 with the parton ellipic flow at £ = 0.4 in figure 5.8, leads to the
observation that pions more or less seem to inherit the elliptic flow behavior of the coalescing
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partons, apart from a factor of two. We will come back to this apparent scaling effect at the
end of this chapter.

V2

0.08

0.04+

ReCo pion elliptic flow

Pr (GeV)

Figure 5.9: The pion elliptic flow at £ = 0.4, resulting from equation (4.3.17) using a broad amplitude (solid
line) and a narrow (delta function) amplitude (dashed line).

V2

0.25¢

ReCo pion elliptic flow

10

Figure 5.10: The pion elliptic flow at (from top to bottom) £ = 0.8, £ = 0.6, £ = 0.4 and £ = 0.2, assuming
a broad amplitude. As in the parton case, a larger impact parameter directly leads to more anisotropy.

5.3.3 Protons

Unfortunately, the fact that the parton elliptic flow (4.2.9) consists of integrations involving
Bessel functions, made it necessary for us to use fits to this function in order to be able to
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calculate the resulting proton elliptic low through the multi-dimensional integrals in equa-
tion (4.4.17). The proton elliptic flow at & = 0.4 made in this way, using three different?
fits to the parton elliptic flow, is shown in figure 5.11. We see that the resulting elliptic flow
behavior is identical for all three fits, except for a bump at Pr ~ 0.7 GeV. It may have to do
with the steep slope of the original parton elliptic flow in this transverse momentum regime
(see figure 5.8).

Even though all three lines in figure 5.11 have this bump, its size varies strongly, even if we
only vary the size of the data set that is used to generate the fit! So it is uncertain whether
this bump has any physical relevance or whether it is just an artefact of our numerical
calculations. Therefore, in the following plots of the proton elliptic flow, we use only one of
the fitting methods (i.e., an interpolation function with a relatively large data set) and we
show only the results for Pr > 1 GeV.

V2 ReCo proton el liptic flow

0.075}
0.05f |/
0.025/

Pr (GeV)

Figure 5.11: The proton elliptic flow at £ = 0.4 with a broad amplitude, resulting from three different fits to
the parton elliptic flow: a 47th order polynomial fit (solid line) and two interpolating functions made with a
relatively small data set (large dashes) and a large data set (small dashes).

In figure 5.12, we show the (arguably) best broad amplitude proton elliptic flow curve together
with the narrow amplitude approximation (4.5.4). As was the case with pions, we see that the
peak elliptic flow value is considerably smaller with momentum dispersion (broad amplitude)
than it is when the parton momenta are exactly Pr/3.

In figure 5.13, the broad amplitude proton elliptic flow is plotted for four values of the
impact parameter. As before with partons and pions, we see that for protons the elliptic flow
is almost proportional to the impact parameter.

3We do not show a plot containing the three fits and the original parton elliptic flow, because the deviations
between the used fits and the original parton elliptic flow are smaller than 0.1%
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Va2 ReCo proton elliptic flow
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Figure 5.12: The proton elliptic flow at £ = 0.4, resulting from a calculation using a broad amplitude (solid
line) and a narrow (delta function) amplitude (dashed line).

Va2 ReCo proton elliptic flow

Figure 5.13: The proton elliptic flow at (from top to bottom) £ = 0.8, £ = 0.6, £ = 0.4 and £ = 0.2, assuming
a broad amplitude.

5.3.4 Quark number scaling

The most interesting pictures in this chapter are undoubtedly figures 5.14 and 5.15. In these
plots, quark number scaling is tested by simply plotting the pion and proton elliptic flows of
the previous sections scaled with factors of two and three respectively (see section 4.5). The

scaling law (4.5.7) read
vy (Pr) = nva(Pr/n). (5.3.4)
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If this law would be exactly obeyed by the pions and protons in our model, the three lines
in figure 5.14 and figure 5.15 would completely coincide. But to arrive at (4.5.7) from the
general elliptic flow expressions (4.3.17) and (4.4.17), we took two crucial steps:

1. we used the narrow amplitude approximation;

2. we neglected terms that involved the parton v, to quadratic and higher order with the
argument that the parton elliptic flow is smaller than 0.1 anyway.

Now it is easy to understand from the formulas why we have not found exact quark number
scaling in figures 5.14 and 5.15: to arrive at figure 5.14, we used the narrow amplitude
approximation, but we did not neglect higher order terms. Therefore, it shows a small
violation of the scaling law. With figure 5.15, we took neither of the two steps since we used
broad amplitudes and all terms in the numerator and dominator of the hadron elliptic flow
were taken into account. It should therefore not be surprising that it shows a much larger
violation of quark number scaling. Although this prediction of violation of the quark number
scaling when using broad amplitudes is not mentioned in Ref. [3], it was recently discussed in
Ref. [21]. It is interesting to note that the predicted violation of scaling is largest for protons,
not only with realistic broad amplitudes but also in the narrow amplitude approximation.
However, all predicted deviations are smaller than 20%.

Actually, it is also intuitively natural that the use of broad amplitudes is linked to violation
of quark number scaling. Remember that the use of broad amplitudes simply means that
the coalescing quarks are allowed to have different instead of equal momenta, as long as
they add up to the hadron momentum. An intuitive way of explaining the measured quark
number scaling in terms of recombination processes, would be to paint a picture in which the
coalescing quarks each bring in their own elliptic flow and their own transverse momentum
Pr/2 or Pr/3 and consequently the resulting hadron of momentum Py inherits their elliptic
flow behavior. But this is saying that the momenta of the coalescing quarks are equal, so
we should not be surprised if a picture in which the quark momenta are unequal leads to a
violation of this effect.

It is very important to note that one of the main experimental observations that led to
the interest in recombination models for the hadronization process in the first place, was
the observed quark number scaling (e.g., figure 1.1). However, it now turns out that the
recombination model of Ref. [3] does not predict exact quark number scaling if realistic
broad longitudinal amplitudes are used. This may weaken the support for this recombination
model, and perhaps recombination models in general. It could provide us with a way to
falsify this recombination model: if future elliptic flow measurements point to exact instead
of approximate quark number scaling, it would prove that something is wrong with this
model.
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Figure 5.14: The parton elliptic flow (solid line) together with scaled narrow amplitude calculations of the
pion (large dashes) and proton (small dashes) elliptic flows.

scaling, broad anplitude
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Figure 5.15: The parton elliptic flow (solid line) together with scaled broad amplitude calculations of the
pion (large dashes) and proton (small dashes) elliptic flows.
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Chapter 6

Conclusions

The hadron spectra and baryon-to-meson ratios that were found in heavy ion collision ex-
periments at RHIC are not in agreement with fragmentation as the dominant hadronization
mechanism for transverse hadron momenta smaller than 4 —6 GeV /c. Moreover, the hadron
elliptic flows seem to be linked by quark number scaling, which is not expected in a fragmen-
tation picture either. These disagreements led to the introduction of recombination models,
which describe how quarks from a hot and dense phase after the collision, coalesce in a simple
way to form hadrons.

We have investigated the recombination model by Fries et al. [3]. This recombination model,
when combined with fragmentation processes for high transverse momenta, correctly de-
scribes the measured hadron spectra. It can also account for the unusually large baryon-to-
meson ratios that have been found. However, a realistic recombination model, in which the
coalescing quarks are allowed to have different momenta, only predicts approximate quark
number scaling of the elliptic flow. Deviations stay within 20%, but this feature could weaken
the support for recombination models.
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Appendix A

Modified Bessel functions

A.1 Modified Bessel functions of the first kind

The most common way to define the so-called modified Bessel functions of the first kind is
(fOI' n e Zzo)

1 s
L,(z) := —/ dp cos(ng) e 2%, (A.1.1)
T Jo
We can rewrite the right side of this definition in the following way:
L[ - L[ brcoso-m) _ L [ ¢
— | dp cos(np) e *? = — [ dp cos(np) e T = — d¢é cosn(& +m) e**
T Jo T Jo TJ .
1 [° 1[0
- —/ dé (—1)" cos(ng) e = / —dg¢ (—1)" cos(ng) e*«s?
™ —Tr
1 ™
= —/ dp (—1)" cos(ng) e*¢=¢ = / dp (—1)™ cos(ng) e*<*=?
T™Jo
1 2
= — dp (—1)" cos(ng) e*?. (A.1.2)
2 Jo

It immediately follows that, for the specific functions Iy, I5, I4 and Ig, the resulting alternative
(but equivalent) definitions are

1 2m
- zcos ¢,

Ih(2) o, doe ; (A.1.3)
1 2

L(z) = — dg cos(2¢) e*<*=?; (A.1.4)
2 J,
1 2

Li(z) = — do cos(4¢) e*<5?; (A.1.5)
27 Jo
1 2m

Is(z) = — d¢ cos(6¢) €= (A.1.6)
2m Jo
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A.2 K, a modified Bessel function of the second kind

The modified Bessel function of the second kind K is usually defined as

Ki(2) = 1 z/oo dCe /2 — 1. (A.2.1)

2

We can rewrite the right side of this definition in the following way:

1 o 1 >
- z/ dCe /(2 -1 = 3 z/ d(coshn) e *<*M14 [cosh?n — 1
1 0

2

1 e

= 5/ dn (z sinhn e_ZCOSh”) sinhn
0

1 00 o

_ 5 (_ezcoshnsinhn|0 4 / dn COSh’r] ezcoshn)
0

1 > —z cosh

= 3 0 + dn coshn e ). (A.2.2)
0

Hence an alternative but equivalent definition of K is

1 oo
Ki(z) = 5/ dn coshn e™ s, (A.2.3)
0
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