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Here I discuss som e in plicit assum ptions of m odem hydrodynam ic
m odels and argue that their accuracy cannot be better than 10-15% . Then
I form ulate the correct conservation law s for the uid em itting particles
from an the arbitrary freezeout EO ) hypersurface HS) and show that
the derived m om entum distrbution fiinction of em itted particles does not
contain negative contributions which appear in the fam ous C ooper¥rye
form ula. Further I analyze the typicalpifalls of som e hydro m odels trying
to altematively resole the FO problem .

PACS numbers: 2410Nz, 25.7549

1. Introduction. Relativistic hydrodynam ics is one of the m ost pow —
erfiil theoretical tools to study the dynam ics of phase transitions in nuclus
nuclus ocollisions at high energies. D uring last 20 years i was sucoessfiilly
used to m odel the phase transition between the quark gluon plasna QGP)
and hadronic m atter [1,2]]. So far, only within hydro approach and hydro
Ingpired m odels t waspossbl to nd the threem apr signals of the decon—

nem ent transition seen at SP S energies, ie. the K ink |§], the Strangeness

Hom K] and the Step [H]. N everthelss, from isbirth the hydrom odeling of
relativistic heavy ion collisions su ers from a few severe di cultieswhich T
discuss in thiswork along w ith the selfconsistent form ulation of relativistic
hydro equations.

2. Explicit and im plicit hydro assum ptions. Reltivistic hydro—
dynam ics is a set of partial di erential equations which describe the local
energy-m om entum and charge conservation [6]

@T, &bt = 0; T, &)= (st pelugue Peg @)
@Ng;x/t) = 05 N, &;t) = nrug : @)

Here the com ponents of the energy-m om entum tensor T, of the perfect
uid and its (baryonic) charge 4—current N, are given In temm s of energy
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density ¢, pressure pg, charge density nr and 4-velocity of the uid y.
This is a sin ple indication that hydrodynam ic description directly probes
the equation of state of the m atter under Investigation.

A susualto com plkte the system (1) and [2) it is necessary to provide

(A ) the initial conditions at som e hypersurface and

(B ) equation of state EO S).

T he tram endous com plexity of (A ) and (B ) transform ed each of them
Into a specialized direction of research of relativistic heavy ion com m unity.
However, there are several speci ¢ features of reltivistic hydrodynam ics
w hich have to be m entioned. In contrast to nonrelativistic hydrodynam ics
which is an exact science, the relativistic one, whik applied to collisions of
hadrons or/and heavy nucli, faces a few problem s from the very beginning.
Sincethe system created during the collision process is an alland short living
there were alw ays the questions w hether the hydro description is good and
accurate, and whether the created system themm alizes su ciently fast in
order that hydro description can be used.

C learly, these two questions cannot be answered w ithin the fram ew ork
of hydrodynam ics. O ne has to study these problem s in a w ider fram e, and
there was som e progress achieved on this way. However, there are several
In plicit assum ptionswhich are di cult to verify for the heavy ion collisions
HIC). Thus, we Inplicitly assum e that the EOS of In nite system may
successfully descrbe the phase transform ations In a nite system created
In ocollisions. The exact solutions of several statistical m odels both wih a
phase transition [/] and w ithout it [8] found for nite volum esteach usthat
in this case the analog of m ixed phase consist of severalm etastable states
which may transform into each other. Clearly, such a process cannot be
described by the usualhydrody which is dealing w ith the stable states.

Furthem ore, usually it is In plicitly assum ed that the m atter created
during the H IC ishom ogeneous. H ow ever, the realistic statisticalm odels of
strongly interacting m atter [9,[10] tell us that at and above the crossover
this m atter consists of Q GP bags w ith the m ean volum e of several cubic
fm . M oreover, them odelof Q GP bags w ith surface tension [9] predicts an
existence of very com plicated shapes of such bags above the cross-over due
to negative surface tension. N ote that the existence 0fQ GP bags of such a
volum e is supported by them odelof Q GP droplets [L1] which successfully
resolved the HBT puzzlesat RHIC.

A Iso the assum ption that the heavy Q GP bags (resonances) are stable
com pared to the typical lifetin e of the m atter created in the HIC is, per-
haps, too strong. T he recent resuls obtained w ithin the nite width m odel

[12] show that in a vacuum them ean width of a resonance ofmassM be-
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it grow s w ith the tem perature. At the m om ent it isunckar how the nie
width of Q GP bags and other in plicit assum ptions a ect the accuracy of
hydrodynam ic sin ulations, but from the discussion above it is clear that
their a priori accuracy cannot be better than 10-15 % [13, [14]. In fact,
from the hydro estin ates of the HBT radii at RHIC one concludes that,
depending on the m odel, the real accuracy could be between 30 % to 50 % .
C learly, the sam e is true for the hydro-cascade [L3, 14] and hydrokinetic
[L5] approaches. T hus, at present there are no strong reasons to believe that
these approaches are qualitatively better than the usualhydrodynam ics.

3. Boundary conditions. In addition to the assum ptions discussed
above, to com plte relativistic hydrodynam ics it is necessary to know the
oundary conditions which m ust be consistent w ith the conservation law s
[) and [2). The latter is known as the fieezeout problkm , and it has two
basic aspects [d]: (C 1) the hydro equations should be tem inated at the
FOHS ¢, (x;t) beyond which the hydro description is not valid; (C 2) at
the FOHS ¢, (x;t) all interacting particles should be converted into the
free-stream ing particles which go into detector w ithout collisions.

T he com plications com e from the fact that the FOH S cannot be found
a priory w ithout solving the hydro equations [Il) and [2). This is a conse—
quence of relativistic causality on the tim elke (1) partsofthe FOH SE

T herefore, the freeze-out criterion isusually form ulated as an addiional
equation (constraint) F x;t ) = 0 wih the solution t= t (x) which hasto
be inserted into the conservation law s and solved sin ultaneously w ith them .

T herewerem any unsucoessfiilattem ptsto resolve thisproblem (fortheir
Incom plete list see [L6]) by a priory im posing the form of the FOHS, but
allofthem Xd to severe di culties —either to negative num ber of particles
or break up of conservation laws. Themapr di culy is that the hydro
equations should be term inated in such a way, that their solution rem ains
unm odi ed by thisvery fact. In addition, thisproblem cannotbepostponed
to Jater tin es because at the boundary w ith vacuum the particles start to
evaporate from the very beghning ofhydro expansion, and this fact should
be acoounted by equations as well

T he hydrodynam ic solution of the FO problm was found In [L6] and
developed further in [L7]. This problem was solved after a realization of a
fact that at the t.l. parts of the FOHS there is a findam ental di erence
between the particlesof uid and the particles em itted from its surface: the
EOS ofthe uid can be anything, but it im plies a zero value of the m ean
free path, whereas, according to Landau [0], the em itted particles cannot
Interact at all because they have an In nite mean free path. Therefore,

! In this work I analyze the two din ensional hydro to which the fur din ensional one
can be always reduced. Then the tl. HS is de ned by the positive elem ent square
ds? = df dx? > 0, whereas the space-lke H S is de ned by ds® < 0.
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it was necessary to extend the conservation laws [Il) and [2) from a uid
alone to a system oconsisting ofa uid and the particles of gas em itted (gas
of free particke) from the FOHS. The resulting energy-m om entum tensor
and baryonic current (for a single particle species) of the system can be,
respectively, cast as

Toe ®iD) = ¢ T KD+ (T &iD); 3)
N &0 = ¢ Ne &) + Ny &iD); @)

where at the FOH S the energy-m om entum tensor of the gas T4 and its
baryonic current N g are given In tem s of the cuto distribution finction
[L6] of particles that have the 4-m om entum p

g T eq Xit;p) ed ); ©)
Z 3
d’p

Ty, &it) = — PP g&itip) ©d ) ; (6)
Po

Ny &it) = Ep eq ®itip) P d ) : @)

Here o4 (x;t ;p) denotes the equilbrium distribbution function of particles
and d are the com ponents of the external nom al 4-ector to the FOH S
r &;t) [L6,117].

T he in portant feature of equations [3)—[F) is the presence of several -
functions. The g= F x;t)) function ofthegasand =1 g function
ofthe uid can be explicitly expressed In term s ofthe FO criterion and can
autom atically ensure that the energy-m om entum tensor of the gas (liquid)
is not vanishing only in the dom ain where the gas (liquid) exists. On the
otherhand (@ d ) function ensuresthat only the outgoing particles leave
the uid dom ain and go to the detector. Such a form of the distribution
finction (@) not only resolves the negative particles paradox of the fam ous
CooperFfrye formula [L8] at the tl. parts of the FOH S, but it allow s one
to express the hydrodynam ic quantities of the gas of free particles in temm s
of the nvariant m om entum spectrum m easured by detector. I would like
to stress that the cut-o  distrdoution [B) was rigorously derived [16] w ithin
the sin ple kinetic m odel, suggested in [1L9].

4. The selfconsisten hydro equations. The analysis of Refs. [16,
17] show s that the equations ofm otion for the fi1ll system

@ Tee X;0)=0; @ N x;£)=0 @)
are split into two subsystem s

£ @Ty X0 = 0; f @ N, x;0) = 05 9)
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d T, &it) = d Tg xit); d Nex;t) = d Ng(x;t); 10)

since equations for the gas of free particlkes, @ Ty 0Oand @ N4 0, are
dentities due the fact that the tra fctories of free particles are straight lines.

Here Egs. [9) are the equations of m otion of the uid, whereas Eqgs.
[10) are the boundary conditions for the liquid at the FOH S.On the other
hand [I0) is a system ofthe nonlinear partialdi erential equations to nd
the FOHS ¢, (x;t) foragiven FO criterion. To ndtheFOHS ¢, X;t)
the solution ofthe uid equations[fl) should be used as an input for [10).

There is a fuindam entaldi erence between the equations of m otion [I])
of traditional hydrodynam ics and the corresponding equations [d) of hydro—
dynam ics w ith particle em ission: if the FOHS is found, then, In contrast
to the usual hydrodynam ics, the equations [9) autom atically vanish in the
dom ain where the uid is absent. Tn this way the equations [B)—[10) resole
the FO problem in relativistic hydrodynam ics.

In addition, as shown in [17] for a wide class of hadronic EO S these
equations resolve the usual paradox of relativistic hydrodynam ics of nite
system swhich isknown as a reooilproblem due to the em ission of particles.
T he Iatter m eans that a substantial em ission ofparticles from the t.l. parts
of the FOHS is expected to inevitably m odify the hydrodynam ic solition
interior the uid. However, this is not the case for a w ide class of realistic
EO S ofhadronicm atter because at the t.1. partsofthe FO H S there appears
a new kind of hydro discontinuity, the freeze—out shock [L6]. The FO shodck
is a generalization of the usual hydrodynam ic shock waves 20, 121] which
for the nonrelativistic ow s transform s into the usualhydrodynam ic shock.
As shown In [L7]] the supersonic FO shock is not only them odynam ically
stable, ie. In such a shock the entropy Increases, but also i propagates
Interior the uid faster than the Inform ation about the possble change of
hydrodynam ic solution.

5. Concluding rem arks. The hydrodynam ic solution ofthe FO prob—
Jem required an insertion of the boundary conditions into the conservation
law s for the uid and am itted particles. T he subsequent transport sim ula—
tions [22] show ed that the assum ptions of them alequillbrium at the FOHS
and an all width of the FO front at the tl parts of the FOHS are quie
reasonable, w hereas the m ain problem appears at the s1. FOH S where the
decay of shortly living resonances m ay essentially m odify the equilbriim
distrbution function. This problem , however, requires m ore com plicated
hydrokinetic m odels [L5] or even the kinetic approach w ith speci cbound-
ary conditions R3].

Further attem pts of the Bergen group R4] to in prove the suggested
hydro solution oftheFO problem werebased on thehand waiving argum ents
and, hence, they did not lad to any new discovery. Note also that from
tin e to tin e the erroneocus attem pts to resolve the FO problm appear
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25], but as usual they are running Into severe troubles. Thus, In 25] @nd
subsequent works) the arti cial -lke drains in relativistic hydrodynam ic
equations were nserted, which, besides other pifalls, In principle cannot
reproduce the nonrelativistic hydro equations even forweak ows.
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