arXiv:2111.07406v1 [nucl-th] 14 Nov 2021

Model study of the energy dependence of the correlation between anisotropic flow and the mean transverse momentum in Au+Au collisions

Niseem Magdy,^{1, ∗} Petr Parfenov,^2 Arkadiy. Taranenko,^{2, †} Iurii Karpenko,^3 and Roy A. Lacey^{4, ‡} 1Department of Physics, University of Illinois at Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60607, USA 2National Research Nuclear University MEPhI, Moscow 115409, Russia 3Faculty of Nuclear Sciences and Physical Engineering, Czech Technical University in Prague, Břehová 7, 11519 Prague 1, Czech Republic 4Depts. of Chemistry & Physics, State University of New York, Stony Brook, New York 11794, USA

A hybrid model that employs the hadron-string transport model UrQMD and the (3+1)D relativistic viscous hydrodynamic code vHLLE, is used to investigate the beam energy dependence of the correlation coefficient ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) between the average transverse momentum [pT ] of hadrons emitted in an event and the square of the anisotropic flow coefficient v^2 . For Au+Au collisions, the model predicts characteristic patterns for the energy and event-shape dependence of the variances for [pT ] and v^2_n (Var([pT ]) and Var(v^2 )), and the covariance of v^2_n and [pT ] (cov(v^2 , [pT ])), consistent with the attenuation effects of the specific shear viscosity η/s. In contrast, ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) is predicted to be insensitive to the beam energy but sensitive to the initial-state geometry of the collisions. These observations suggest that a precise set of measurements for Var([pT ]), Var(v^2 ), cov(v^2 , [pT ]) and ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) as a function of beam-energy and event-shape, could aid precision extraction of the temperature and baryon chemical-potential dependence of η/s from the wealth of Au+Au data obtained in the RHIC beam energy scan.

Keywords: Collectivity, correlation, shear viscosity, transverse momentum correlations

I. INTRODUCTION

The collision of heavy nuclei at ultra-relativistic energies results in the creation of matter known as the quarkgluon plasma (QGP) [1–3]. A key aim of the heavy-ion programs at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) and the Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider (RHIC) is to chart the transport properties of the QGP as a function of temperature (T ) and baryon chemical potential (μ_B ). Over the last few years, considerable theoretical and experimental attention have been given to the extraction of the specific shear viscosity – the ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density η/s (T, μ_B ). This ratio characterizes the QGP’s ability to transport momentum and is commonly termed a final-state effect. Anisotropic flow (v_n) measurements, made as a function of collision centrality and transverse momentum (p_T ), have played a central role in such extractions. This is because they constrain the viscous hydrodynamic response to the spatially-anisotropic energy-density distribution produced in the initial stages of the collision [4–21].

Precision extraction of η/s (T, μ_B ) via model comparisons to flow measurements require robust constraints for the requisite estimate of the initial-state employed in the model calculations [22]. Such estimates have not been fully charted quantitatively. Recently, several works have sought to study the correlation coefficient ρ(v^2_n, [p_T ]) because it indicates different sensitivities to the initial- and final-states of the collisions [23–31] that could provide

∗ niseemm@gmail.com † arkadij@rcf.rhic.bnl.gov ‡ roy.lacey@stonybrook.edu

more stringent constraints for η/s (T, μ_B ). The correlation coefficient

ρ(v^2_n, [p_T ]) = cov(v^2_n, [p_T ]) √ Var(v^2_n) √ Var([p_T ])

, (1)

reflects the correlation between the n^{th}-order flow harmonics v_n and the average transverse momentum of the particles in an event [p_T ]. The p_T -fluctuations result from fluctuations in the initial size of the fireball [32, 33]. Thus, correlations between the average transverse radial flow and the v_n coefficients could encode crucial information on (i) the correlation between the size and the eccentricities in the initial state, and (ii) on the correlations of the strength of the hydrodynamic response with the flow coefficients. Note that v_n is eccentricity-driven while the [p_T ] is transverse-size-driven; that is, events with similar energy-density but smaller transverse-size [of the collision zone], generate more radial expansion and consequently, larger [p_T ] [33]. The correlation coefficient has also been shown to be sensitive to the correlations between the initial-size and the initial-state deformation of the colliding nuclei [30, 34, 35].

Measurements of the ρ(v^2 , [p_T ]) correlation coefficient have been reported for p+Pb and Pb+Pb collisions at √ s_{NN} = 5.02 TeV [36]. They indicate characteristic patterns which could provide important model constraints for the initial-state in these collisions. Similar constraints are anticipated from the wealth of measurements for different systems and beam energies underway at RHIC.

The correlation coefficient has also been investigated in hydrodynamic and transport models [26, 28, 29, 31, 37, 38]. However, a detailed mapping of its beam energy dependence is still lacking. Such a mapping could be invaluable for model comparisons to the wealth of measurements from the RHIC beam energy scan, resulting in improved constraints for the extraction of η/s (T, μ_B ).

Here, we use simulated events from a hybrid model [39] that employs the hadron-string transport model UrQMD and the (3+1)D relativistic viscous hydrodynamic code vHLLE, to chart the beam-energy and evenshape dependence of ρ(v^2 , [p_T ]) and its components (Var(v^2_n), Var([p_T ]) and cov(v^2_n, [p_T ])) in Au+Au collisions. The model studies, which incorporate the effects of both the initial- and final-state, compliments and extends our earlier study of ρ(v^2 , [p_T ]) in Au+Au collisions at √ s_{NN} = 200 GeV, with the AMPT and EPOS models [31].

The paper is organized as follows. Section II summarizes the theoretical model used to investigate the beam energy dependence ρ(v^2 , [p_T ]) and the details of the analysis method employed. The results from the model studies are presented in Sec. III followed by a summary in Sec. IV.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Models

The simulated events were obtained with a hybrid model [39] that employs the hadron-string transport model UrQMD [40, 41] for the early and late nonequilibrium stages of the collision, and the (3+1)D relativistic viscous hydrodynamic code vHLLE [39, 42] for the quark-gluon plasma phase. The latter uses an equation of state based on the Chiral model (XPT EoS), which has a crossover transition between the QGP and hadronic phases for all baryon densities. Fluid to particle transition, or particlization, is performed when the energy density ϵ in the hydro cells reaches the switching value ϵ_{SW} = 0.5 GeV/fm^3. The UrQMD hadronic cascade serves to generate the hadronic re-scatterings and decays. The initial state parameters, hydrodynamic starting time τ_0 and η/s in the fluid phase are tuned for each collision energy to reproduce the experimental bulk observables such as the (pseudo)rapidity distributions, transverse momentum spectra, and the elliptic flow coefficient for inclusive charged hadrons. Further details of the model and the model parameters are detailed in Ref. [39].

Events were generated for Au+Au collisions spanning a broad set of centralities for each beam energy selected in the range √ s_{NN} = 19.5 – 200 GeV. The observables were evaluated for charged hadrons with 0.2 < p_T < 2.0 GeV/c and pseudorapidity |η| < 1.0. The latter selection mimics the acceptance of the STAR experiment at RHIC. The new results obtained with the hybrid model are also compared to those obtained in our earlier work [31] which used the AMPT [43], and EPOS [44–46] models. Table I gives a summary of the models used and their associated parameters.

B. Analysis Method

The experimental ρ(v^2 , [p_T ]) correlation coefficient (Eq. 1) involves the evaluation of variances and covariances that employ two- and multi-particle correlations. These correlations could be subject to non-flow effects resulting from resonance decays, Bose-Einstein correlations, and the fragments of individual jets [47]. However, such non-flow effects are dominated by particles emitted within a localized η-region and can be minimized using the subevent cumulant method [48–51]. The efficacy of the method has been demonstrated for two- and multiparticle correlations [48, 49, 51].

In this study, we used the two-subevents method to evaluate the variance of v^2 . We use two separate η ranges defined as −1.0 < η_A < −0.35 and 0.35 < η_C < 1.0 to obtain the v^2 variance as:

Var(v^2 ) = v_2{2}^4 − v_2{4}^4, = C^2_2 {2} − C_2{4}, (2)

where v_2{2} and v_2{4} are the two- and four-particle elliptic flow correlations from the subevent method [48], C_2{2} = ⟨⟨2⟩⟩|_{A,C} = ⟨⟨e^{i 2(φA1 −φC2 )}⟩⟩, (3) v_2{2} = √ C_n{2} (4)

where ϕ_{A(C)} is the azimuthal angle of particles in the range η_A (η_C ). C_2{4} = ⟨⟨4⟩⟩|_{A,C} − 2⟨⟨2⟩⟩^2|_{A,C} , (5) v_2{4} =^4 √ −C_2{4} (6)

where, ⟨⟨4⟩⟩|_{A,C} = ⟨⟨e^{i 2(φA1 +φA2 −φC3 −φC4 )}⟩⟩. (7) The variance of the mean p_T , c_k ∼ Var([p_T ]) [52], computed in the range |η_B | < 0.35, can be given as:

c_k = ⟨ 1 Npair ∑ B ∑ B′ ≠B (pT,B − ⟨[pT ]⟩)(p_{T,B}′ − ⟨[pT ]⟩) ⟩ , (8) where ⟨⟩ is an average over all events. The event mean pT , ([pT ]) is then given as,

[pT ] = MB∑ i=1 pT,i/MB , (9) where MB is the number of tracks in subevent B.

The covariance of v^2 and the [pT ] (cov(v^2 , [pT ])) is obtained via the three-subevents method [36, 53] as,

cov(v^2 , [pT ]) = Re (⟨ ∑ A,C e^{i2(ϕA −ϕC )} ([pT ] − ⟨[pT ]⟩)_B ⟩) . (10)

The ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) correlation coefficient [23, 25–30] is then obtained via Eqs. 2, 8 and 10;

ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) = cov(v^2 , [pT ]) √ Var(v^2 ) √ c_k . (11)

Model η/s Initial state √ sNN AMPT 0.1 HIJING model 200 GeV EPOS 0.08 Flux tubes using Gribov-Regge 200 GeV multiple scattering theory hybrid 0.08 UrQMD model 200 GeV hybrid 0.08 UrQMD model 62.5 GeV hybrid 0.12 UrQMD model 27.0 GeV hybrid 0.15 UrQMD model 19.5 GeV

TABLE I. A summary of the models used [in this, and a prior study] and several of their associated parameters.

FIG. 1. Centrality dependence of v2{2} (a), v2{4} (b), v2{6} (c), and v2{4}/v2 {2} computed with the hybrid model for Au+Au collisions at √ sNN = 200 GeV for η/s = 0.08 and 0.24. The hatched bands represent the experimental data reported in Ref. [54].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The correlation coefficient ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) is obtained from the correlations and fluctuations of v2 and pT . Consequently, it is informative to investigate the dependence of the magnitude of v2 [and its fluctuations] on (i) η/s for a selected beam energy and (ii) the beam energy for a fixed system. Figure 1 shows a comparison of the centrality dependence of v2{2} (a), v2{4} (b) , v2{6} (c) and the ratios v2{4}/v2 {2} (d) obtained from the hybrid model simulations with η/s = 0.08 and 0.24. Panels (a), (b), and (c) show that the flow coefficients are sensitive to the η/s variations. However, panel (d) shows that the ratios v2{4}/v2 {2} are relatively insensitive to η/s . The hatched bands in panels (a), (b), and (d) which show the STAR measurements reported in Ref. [54], indicate comparable magnitudes for the experimental and simulated data. The ratios v2{4}/v2 {2}, give a measure of the strength of the elliptic flow fluctuations. They can be seen to vary with centrality suggesting that the flow fluctuations are eccentricity-driven and are roughly a constant fraction of v2{2}.

The beam-energy dependence of v2{2} (a), v2{4} (b) , v2{6} (c) and the ratios v2{4}/v2 {2} (d) are shown in Fig. 2.

FIG. 2. Centrality dependence of v2{2} (a), v2{4} (b), v2{6} (c), and v2{4}/v2 {2} (d) computed with the hybrid model for Au+Au collisions at √ sNN = 200, 62.4, 27 and 19.6 GeV.

The hatched bands represent the experimental data reported for √ sNN = 200 and 19.6 GeV in Refs. [54] and [55].

Panels (a), (b), and (c) show that the experimental [54, 55] [hatched bands] and simulated flow coefficients are sensitive to the beam energy variations and follow a pattern similar to the one shown in Fig. 1. Such a pattern is to be expected if a significant change in η/s (T, μB ) results from a change in beam energy (cf. Tab. I). However, it is noteworthy that the stiffness of the EoS, the duration of the prehydrodynamic and hydrodynamic phases, and the nuclear passage time, all change with the beam energy and could influence vn. Panel (d) shows that the experimental and simulated ratios v2{4}/v2 {2}depend weakly on beam energy, suggesting that sizable variations of the beam energy do not strongly influence the flow fluctuations.

Figure 3 shows the influence of a change in the magnitude of η/s on the hybrid model results for Var(v^2 ) (a), √ c_k/⟨pT ⟩ (b), cov(v^2 , [pT ]) (c) and ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) (d). The simulated results are compared for η/s = 0.08 and 0.24 as indicated. The hatched bands show the values for Var(v^2 ) (a) and √ c_k /⟨pT ⟩ (b) evaluated from the experimental data published in Refs. [54] and [56]. Figs. 3 (a) and (c) show that an increase in the magnitude of η/s leads to a reduction in the magnitudes of Var(v^2 ) and cov(v^2 , [pT ]) over the full centrality range. By contrast,

FIG. 3. Comparison of the centrality dependence of the values for Var(v^2_n)_{dyn} (a), √ c_k/⟨pT ⟩ (b), cov(v^2_n, [pT ]) (c) and ρ(v^2_n, [pT ]) (d), computed for Au+Au collisions at √ sNN = 200 GeV with the hybrid model. Results are compared for η/s = 0.08 and η/s = 0.24 as indicated. The hatched bands show the values for Var(v^2 ) (a) and √ c_k/⟨pT ⟩ (b) evaluated from the experimental data published in Refs. [54, 56].

FIG. 4. Comparison of the centrality dependence of the values for Var(v^2_n)_{dyn} (a), √ c_k/⟨pT ⟩ (b), cov(v^2_n, [pT ]) (c) and ρ(v^2_n, [pT ]) (d), computed for Au+Au collisions at √ sNN = 200, 62.4, 27 and 19.6 GeV with the hybrid model.

the values for √ c_k/⟨pT ⟩ (b) and ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) (d) show little, if any, change with η/s . The implied insensitivity of ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) to η/s could result from a possible cancellation of the viscous attenuation effects in the ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) correlation coefficient.

Figure 4 shows the beam-energy dependence of Var(v^2 ) (a), √ c_k/⟨pT ⟩ (b), cov(v^2 , [pT ]) (c) and ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) (d). They indicate patterns which are strikingly similar to the ones which result from a change in η/s as illustrated in Fig. 3. As discussed earlier, such a pattern would be expected if a change in the magnitude of the beam energy results in a significant change in η/s (cf. Tab. I). These results suggest that measurements of the beam energy dependence of Var(v^2 ) and cov(v^2 , [pT ]) could provide important constraints for η/s while the measurements for ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) provide complimentary constraints for the initial-state eccentricity and its fluctations.

Figure 5 compares the centrality dependence of the values

FIG. 5. Comparison of the centrality dependence of Var(v^2_n)_{dyn} (a), √ c_k /⟨pT ⟩ (b), cov(v^2_n, [pT ]) (c) and ρ(v^2_n, [pT ]) (d) obtained with the hybrid, AMPT and EPOS models for Au+Au collisions at √ sNN = 200 GeV. The results for the AMPT and EPOS models are taken from Ref. [31]. The hatched bands represent the experimental data reported in Refs. [54, 56].

FIG. 6. Comparison of the q2-dependent of Var(v^2_n)_{dyn} (a), √ c_k/⟨pT ⟩ (b), cov(v^2_n, [pT ]) (c) and ρ(v^2_n, [pT ]) (d) computed for 10 − 50% central Au+Au collisions ( √ sNN = 200 GeV) obtained with the hybrid, AMPT and EPOS models. The results for the AMPT and EPOS models are taken from Ref. [31].

for Var(v^2 ) (a), √ c_k /⟨pT ⟩ (b), cov(v^2 , [pT ]) (c), and ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) (d) in Au+Au collisions ( √ sNN = 200 GeV) simulated with the hybrid, AMPT, and EPOS models. The comparison indicates good overall agreement between the models, suggesting comparable initial- and final-state effects in the three models for √ sNN = 200 GeV. The hatched bands in panels (a) and (b) represent the values estimated from the experimental measurements reported in Refs. [54] and [56]. They show good qualitative agreement with the corresponding simulated results as well.

The influence of the shape and size of the collision systems on ρ(v^2_n, [pT ]) can be studied using the Event Shape Engineering (ESE) technique [57]. The ESE technique tests the sensitivity of the correlation coefficient to (i) the event-by-event fluctuations of the vn coefficients for a fixed centrality and (ii) shape variations of the collision system [58]. In the current study, the event-shape selections were conducted via fractional cuts on the reduced second-order flow vector (q2) distribution [57, 59]; Q2,x = ∑ i cos(2φi), (12) Q2,y = ∑ i sin(2φi), (13)

q2 = √ Q^2_{,x} + Q^2_{,y} √ M , (14)

where Q2 is the magnitude of the second-order flow vector determined within 1.5 < η < 2.5, and M is the multiplicity of charged hadrons in the sub-event used. Note that the correlators are constructed in subevents for |η| < 1.0 to guarantee the separation between the sub-events used to estimate q2 and ρ(v^2_n, [pT ]).

Figure 6 compares the q2% dependence of Var(v^2 ) (a), √ c_k/⟨pT ⟩ (b), cov(v^2 , [pT ]) (c) and ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) (d), for Au+Au collisions at √ sNN = 200 GeV, obtained with the hybrid, AMPT and EPOS models. The results for all three models are similar. However, they show a strikingly weak dependence for c_k (panel (b)) and an essentially quadratic dependence of cov(v^2 , [pT ]) and ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) on q2%. These dependencies suggests that ESE measurements taken in tandem with beamenergy dependent measurements, could provide new insights on initial- and final-state effects and facilitate precision extraction of η/s (T, μB ).

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have investigated the model predictions for the beam-energy and event-shape dependence of Var([pT ]),

Var(v^2 ), cov(v^2 , [pT ]) and ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) in Au+Au collisions, with a hybrid model that employs the hadron-string transport model UrQMD for the early and late non-equilibrium stages of the collision, and the (3+1)D relativistic viscous hydrodynamic code vHLLE for the quark-gluon plasma phase. The model predicts characteristic patterns for the energy and event-shape dependence of the variances for [pT ] and v^2_n (Var([pT ]) and Var(v^2 )), and the covariance of v^2_n and [pT ] (cov(v^2 , [pT ])), consistent with the attenuation effects of the specific shear viscosity η/s. By contrast, the correlation coefficient ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) is predicted to be insensitive to η/s but sensitive to the initial-state geometry of the collisions. These predictions suggest that a precise set of measurements for Var([pT ]), Var(v^2 ), cov(v^2 , [pT ]) and ρ(v^2 , [pT ]) as a function of beam-energy and event-shape, could aid precision extraction of the temperature and baryon-chemical-potential dependence of η/s from the Au+Au collisions obtained in the RHIC beam energy scan.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This research is supported by the US Department of Energy, Office of Nuclear Physics (DOE NP), under contracts DE-FG02-94ER40865 (NM) and DE-FG02-87ER40331.A008 (RL). A.T. and P.P. acknowledge partial support from RFBR under grant No. 18-02-40086 and from the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Russian Federation, Project “Fundamental properties of elementary particles and cosmology” No 0723-2020-0041. I.K. acknwowledges support by the Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports of the Czech Republic under grant ”International Mobility of Researchers – MSCA IF IV at CTU in Prague” No. CZ.02.2.69/0.0/0.0/20- 079/0017983.

[1] E. V. Shuryak, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 28, 408 (1978). [2] E. V. Shuryak, Phys. Rept. 61, 71 (1980). [3] B. Muller, J. Schukraft, and B. Wyslouch, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 62, 361 (2012), arXiv:1202.3233 [hep-ex].

[4] P. Danielewicz, R. A. Lacey, P. Gossiaux, C. Pinkenburg, P. Chung, J. Alexander, and R. McGrath, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 2438 (1998), arXiv:nucl-th/9803047.

[5] K. Ackermann et al. (STAR), Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 402 (2001), arXiv:nucl-ex/0009011.

[6] K. Adcox et al. (PHENIX), Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 212301 (2002), arXiv:nucl-ex/0204005 [nucl-ex].

[7] U. W. Heinz and P. F. Kolb, Statistical QCD. Proceedings, International Symposium, Bielefeld, Germany, August 26-30, 2001, Nucl. Phys. A702, 269 (2002), arXiv:hep-ph/0111075 [hep-ph].

[8] P. Huovinen, P. F. Kolb, U. W. Heinz, P. V. Ruuskanen, and S. A. Voloshin, Phys. Lett. B503, 58 (2001).

[9] T. Hirano and K. Tsuda, Phys. Rev. C66, 054905 (2002), arXiv:nucl-th/0205043.

[10] E. Shuryak, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 53, 273 (2004), arXiv:hep-ph/0312227.

[11] T. Hirano, U. W. Heinz, D. Kharzeev, R. Lacey, and Y. Nara, Phys.Lett. B636, 299 (2006), arXiv:nucl-th/0511046 [nucl-th].

[12] P. Romatschke and U. Romatschke, Phys.Rev.Lett. 99, 172301 (2007), arXiv:0706.1522 [nucl-th].

[13] M. Luzum and P. Romatschke, Phys.Rev. C78, 034915 (2008), arXiv:0804.4015 [nucl-th].

[14] P. Bozek, Phys. Rev. C 81, 034909 (2010), arXiv:0911.2397 [nucl-th].

[15] H. Song, S. A. Bass, U. Heinz, T. Hirano, and C. Shen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 192301 (2011), [Erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett.109,139904(2012)], arXiv:1011.2783 [nucl-th].

[16] J. Qian, U. W. Heinz, and J. Liu, Phys. Rev. C93, 064901 (2016), arXiv:1602.02813 [nucl-th].

[17] B. Schenke, S. Jeon, and C. Gale, Phys.Lett. B702, 59 (2011), arXiv:1102.0575 [hep-ph].

[18] D. Teaney and L. Yan, Phys. Rev. C86, 044908 (2012), arXiv:1206.1905 [nucl-th].

[19] F. G. Gardim, F. Grassi, M. Luzum, and J.- Y. Ollitrault, Phys.Rev.Lett. 109, 202302 (2012), arXiv:1203.2882 [nucl-th].

[20] R. A. Lacey, D. Reynolds, A. Taranenko, N. N.

Ajitanand, J. M. Alexander, F.-H. Liu, Y. Gu, and A. Mwai, J. Phys. G43, 10LT01 (2016), arXiv:1311.1728 [nucl-ex].

[21] N. Magdy, X. Sun, Z. Ye, O. Evdokimov, and R. Lacey, Universe 6, 146 (2020), arXiv:2009.02734 [nucl-ex].

[22] J. E. Bernhard, J. S. Moreland, S. A. Bass, J. Liu, and U. Heinz, Phys. Rev. C 94, 024907 (2016), arXiv:1605.03954 [nucl-th].

[23] P. Bozek, Phys. Rev. C 93, 044908 (2016). [24] G. Giacalone, J. Noronha-Hostler, and J.-Y. Ollitrault, Phys. Rev. C 95, 054910 (2017).

[25] G. Giacalone, B. Schenke, and C. Shen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 192301 (2020), arXiv:2006.15721 [nucl-th].

[26] P. Bozek and H. Mehrabpour, Phys. Rev. C 101, 064902 (2020), arXiv:2002.08832 [nucl-th].

[27] B. Schenke, C. Shen, and D. Teaney, Phys. Rev. C 102, 034905 (2020), arXiv:2004.00690 [nucl-th].

[28] G. Giacalone, F. G. Gardim, J. Noronha-Hostler, and J.-Y. Ollitrault, Phys. Rev. C 103, 024909 (2021), arXiv:2004.01765 [nucl-th].

[29] S. H. Lim and J. L. Nagle, Phys. Rev. C 103, 064906 (2021), arXiv:2103.01348 [nucl-th].

[30] (2021).

[31] N. Magdy and R. A. Lacey, Phys. Lett. B 821, 136625 (2021), arXiv:2105.04879 [nucl-th].

[32] W. Broniowski, M. Chojnacki, and L. Obara, Phys. Rev. C 80, 051902 (2009), arXiv:0907.3216 [nucl-th].

[33] P. Bozek and W. Broniowski, Phys. Rev. C 85, 044910 (2012), arXiv:1203.1810 [nucl-th].

[34] G. Giacalone, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 202301 (2020), arXiv:1910.04673 [nucl-th].

[35] G. Giacalone, Phys. Rev. C 102, 024901 (2020), arXiv:2004.14463 [nucl-th].

[36] G. Aad et al. (ATLAS), Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 985 (2019). [37] P. Bożek and R. Samanta, Phys. Rev. C 104, 014905 (2021).

[38] G. Giacalone, B. Schenke, and C. Shen, (2021), arXiv:2111.02908 [nucl-th].

[39] I. A. Karpenko, P. Huovinen, H. Petersen, and M. Bleicher, Phys. Rev. C 91, 064901 (2015).

[40] M. Bleicher et al., J. Phys. G 25, 1859 (1999), arXiv:hep-ph/9909407.

[41] S. A. Bass et al., Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 41, 255 (1998), arXiv:nucl-th/9803035.

[42] I. Karpenko, P. Huovinen, and M. Bleicher, Comput. Phys. Commun. 185, 3016 (2014).

[43] Z.-W. Lin, C. M. Ko, B.-A. Li, B. Zhang, and S. Pal, Phys. Rev. C72, 064901 (2005), arXiv:nucl-th/0411110 [nucl-th].

[44] H. J. Drescher, M. Hladik, S. Ostapchenko, T. Pierog, and K. Werner, Phys. Rept. 350, 93 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0007198.

[45] K. Werner, I. Karpenko, T. Pierog, M. Bleicher, and K. Mikhailov, Phys. Rev. C 82, 044904 (2010), arXiv:1004.0805 [nucl-th].

[46] K. Werner, B. Guiot, I. Karpenko, and T. Pierog, Phys. Rev. C 89, 064903 (2014), arXiv:1312.1233 [nucl-th].

[47] J. Jia and S. Mohapatra, Phys. Rev. C 88, 014907 (2013), arXiv:1304.1471 [nucl-ex].

[48] J. Jia, M. Zhou, and A. Trzupek, Phys. Rev. C96, 034906 (2017), arXiv:1701.03830 [nucl-th].

[49] P. Huo, K. Gajdošová, J. Jia, and Y. Zhou, Phys. Lett. B 777, 201 (2018), arXiv:1710.07567 [nucl-ex].

[50] C. Zhang, J. Jia, and J. Xu, Phys. Lett. B792, 138 (2019), arXiv:1812.03536 [nucl-th].

[51] N. Magdy, O. Evdokimov, and R. A.

Lacey, J. Phys. G 48, 025101 (2020), arXiv:2002.04583 [nucl-ex].

[52] B. B. Abelev et al. (ALICE), Eur. Phys. J. C 74, 3077 (2014).

[53] C. Zhang, A. Behera, S. Bhatta, and J. Jia, (2021), arXiv:2102.05200 [nucl-th].

[54] J. Adams et al. (STAR), Phys. Rev. C 72, 014904 (2005).

[55] L. Adamczyk et al. (STAR), Phys. Rev. C 86, 054908 (2012).

[56] J. Adam et al. (STAR), Phys. Rev. C 99, 044918 (2019). [57] C. Adler et al. (STAR), Phys. Rev. C66, 034904 (2002), arXiv:nucl-ex/0206001 [nucl-ex].

[58] B. Abelev et al. (ALICE), Phys. Lett. B 719, 18 (2013), arXiv:1205.5761 [nucl-ex].

[59] J. Schukraft, A. Timmins, and S. A.

Voloshin, Phys. Lett. B 719, 394 (2013), arXiv:1208.4563 [nucl-ex].