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Abstract. We have investigated the build up of anisotropic flows withiparton cascade approach
at fixed shear viscosity to entropy densitys to study the generation of collective flows in ultra-
relativistic heavy ion collisions. We present a study ofithpact of a temperature dependgiis(T')

on the generation of the elliptic flow at both RHIC and LHC. &in we show that the transport

approach, thanks to its wide validity range, is able to dbeanaturally the rise - fall and saturation
of thevs(pr) observed at LHC.
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INTRODUCTION

The RHIC program at BNL has shown that the azimuthal asynymatmomentum
space, namely the elliptic flows , is the largest ever seen in HIC suggesting that an
almost perfect fluid with a very small shear viscosity to epyr density ratio, /s,

has been created [1]. The first measurement at LHC in Pb+PlY@&r&’ [2] shows
that the integrated elliptic flow as a function of collisiomeggy increase of about 30%
compared to the flow measured at RHIC energy of @&¥, while thev,(pr) measured

at LHC comparted to that of RHIC does not change indicatingarease in the average
transverse momentum. It remains to be understood if thimmaa equah /s of the
formed plasma or it is the result of different initial condits and possible larger non-
equilibrium effects.

The most common approach to study viscous correction ioustydrodynamics
at second order in gradient expansion according to theliStaevart theory [3, 4, 5].
This approach has been implemented to simulate the RHIGsicols providing an
upper bound forn /s < 0.4. Such an approach, apart from the limitation to 2+1D
simulations, has the more fundamental problem of a limitatge of validity inn /s
and in the transverse momentym. In these proceedings we discuss results within
the relativistic transport approach that has the advantade a 3+1D approach not
based on a gradient expansion in viscosity that is valid &sdarge n/s and for
out of equilibrium momentum distribution allowing a rellaldescription also of the
intermediatepr range. In thispr region viscous hydrodynamics breaks its validity
because the relative deviation of the equilibrium distidiu functiond f/ f,, increases
with p% becoming large already aty > 3T ~ 1GeV. In the following we will show
the results obtained with a parton cascade approach wher&dl is fixed to the
one of a free massless gass- 3P = 0 and the mean free path is finite. A more
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quantitative comparison with the experimental data woetglire the inclusion of mean
field dynamics associate to an equation of state) according to IQCD results [6].
A first step in this direction has been discussed in [7, 8] alkiile implementation of
a quasi-particle model [9] in the contest of transport thi@srin progress along lines
similar to [10].

THE PARTON CASCADE AT FIXED n/s

Our approach is a 3 1 dimensional Montecarlo cascade [11] for on-shell partons
based on the stochastic interpretation of the transitioe descussed in Ref. [12]. In
kinetic theory under ultra-relativistic conditions theesh viscosity can be expressed
asn = (4/15)p < p > A with p the parton density = [pg;,]~* the mean free path
and< p > the average momentum. Therefore considering that themntiensity for a
massless gas is= p(4— u/T), 1 being the fugacity, we get:

_ 4 <p>
150;,p(4—u/T)

whereay, is the transport cross section. In our approach we solvestagvistic Boltz-
mann equation with the constraint thipts is fixed during the dynamics of the collisions
in a way similar to [13] but with an exact local implementati@ more detailed discus-
sion of the method is in [11]. In fact fixing /s we can evaluate locally in space and
time the strength of the cross section(p,T) needed to havg /s at the wanted value
by mean of the following formula:

n/s (1)

o _ 4 <p> 1
" 15p(4—p/T)n/s

This approach is equivalent to have a total cross sectionhef form oy, =
K(p,T)0pocp > Opocp Where K takes into account the non perturbative effects
responsible for that value of viscosity. Note that this aggh have been shown to
recover the viscous hydrodynamics evolution of the bulkesyg4, 11], but implicitly
assume that also highy particles collide with largely nonperturbative cross gett
We show here that both at RHIC and LHC there are signaturdseadisappearence of
the large non perturbative physics with increasimng

(2)

Effect of temperature dependent 1 /s(T)

In our calculation the initial condition are longitudinadst invariant with the initial
parton density/N/dn(b = 0) = 1250 at RHIC andiN/dn(b = 0) = 2250 at LHC.
The partons are initially distributed in coordinate spacsoading to the Glauber model
while in the momentum space at RHIC (LHC) the partons with< pg = 2GeV
(pr < po=4GeV) are distributed according to a thermalized spectrum wittagimum
temperature in the center of the fireball &-23.57¢), while for pr > po we take the
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FIGURE 1. Different temperature dependent parametrizationsrfgs. The orange area take into
account the quasi-particle model predictionsrgs [9].

spectrum of non-quenched minijets according to standat@4dQCD calculations. We
also start our simulation at the timg= 0.6fm/c at RHIC andp = 0.3fm/c at LHC.

In order to study the effect of the kinetic freezeout on theegation of the elliptic
flow we have performed two calculations one with a constam 4 = 1 during all
the evolution of the system (red dashed line of Fig.1) thewofshown by black solid
line in Fig.1) with 4rtn /s = 1 in the QGP phase and an increasing in the cross over
region towards the estimated value for hadronic mattey 4 = 8 [14]. Such an increase
allows for a smooth realistic realization of the kinetiodze-out. In Fig. 2 it is shown the
elliptic flow v2(p7) at mid rapidity for 20%- 30% centrality for both RHIC Au+Au at
/s = 200GeV (left panel) and LHC Pb+Pb gf's = 2.76TeV (rhigh panel). As we can
see at RHIC energies, left panel of Fig. 2, thas sensitive to the hadronic phase and
the effect of the freeze out is to reduce iheof about of 25%, from red dashed line to
black solid line in left panel of Fig. 2. For ther range shown we get a good agreement
with the experimental data for a minimal viscositys ~ 1/(4m) once the f.o. condition
isincluded. At LHC energies, right panel of Fig. 2, the scenis different, we have that
thev, is less sensitive to the increaserpfs at low temperature in the hadronic phase.
The effect of large /s in the hadronic phase is to reduce thedy less than 5% in the
low p7 region, from red dashed line to the black solid line in rigabel of Fig. 2. This
different behaviour of, between RHIC and LHC energies can be explained looking at
the life time of the fireball. In fact at RHIC energies the lif@e of the fireball is smaller
than that at LHC energiesfb:/c at RHIC against the about 1@ /c at LHC. Therefore
at RHIC the elliptic flow has not enough time to fully develoghe QGP phase. While
at LHC we have that the, can develop almost completely because the fireball spend
more time in the QGP phase.

Due to this large life time of the fireball at LHC and the largstial temperature is
interesting to study the effect of a temperature dependenge’s. In the QGP phase
n /s is expected to have a minimum gf/s ~ (4m)~* close toT¢ as suggested by IQCD
calculation [15]. While at high temperature quasi-paetichodels seems to suggest
a temperature dependence of the foms ~ T9 with o ~ 1— 1.5 [9]. To analyze
these possible scenarios fgy's in the QGP phase we have considered two different
situation one with a linear dependencerds = T /To = (£/&)Y* (blue line) and the
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FIGURE 2. Differential elliptic flow v2(p7) at mid rapidity for 20%- 30% collision centrality. On the
left panel, the orange band indicate RHIC results measweRiTBR and the orange points on the right
panel are the LHC results measured by the ALICE collabanatata taken by [2]. The red dashed line is
the calculation with 4 /s = 1 during all the evolution of the fireball and without the fzeeut condition,
while the black blue and green lines are calculations withiiclusion of the kinetic freeze out and with
4mmn /s =1, 4rn /s O T and 4 /s O T? in the QGP phase respectively.

other one with a quadratic dependence4s = (T /To)? = (/&)Y ? (green line) where

g0 = 1.7GeV / fm? is the energy density at the beginning of the cross over nsgithere
then /s has its minimum, see Fig.1. At RHIC energies thés essentially not sensitive

to the dependence gf/s on temperature in the QGP phase, see the blu and green lines
in the left panel of Fig. 2. However the effect on average taorease the value of but

at low pr < 1.5GeV thevy(pr) appears to be insensitive fys(7') while a quite mild
dependence appears at higherwhere however the transport approach tends always to
overpredicted the elliptic flow observed experimentallyLAC energies the build-up

of v, is more affected by thg /s in the QGP phase and on average it is reduced of about
a 20%. In any case still a strong temperature dependengésitnas a small effect on
the generation of, we found that with a constant or at most linearly dependent on

n /s the transport approach can describe the data at both RHICHGdat least up to

pr ~ 2GeV. However the transport approach should keeps its valitbty @t highepr,

but as previously said, the agreement with data seem to \westhg > 2GeV both at
RHIC and LHC. We discuss the underlying reasons in the neticse

Impact of high pr partons on v,

In our approach we have that,; = Ko,ocp therefore we have large cross section
independently of thepy of the colliding particles. But we know that particles with
high energies should collide with the pQCD cross sectiomrtter to take into account
the proper scattering cross section for hard collisions xtenel our previous approach
allowing for aK factor that depends on the invariant energy of the colligi¢) which
gives the connection between the non pertubative inteiqdtiilk and the asymptotic
pQCD limit. We choose this function in such a way that at higkrgiesK (s) — 1 and
we get the correct assumed pQCD limit. For the funckdr) we choose an exponential
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FIGURE 3. Left: vo(pr) at mid rapidity for 20%- 30% collision centrality at RHIC. The dashed lines
are the calculations witk = const and for 41 /s = 1 and 4w /s O T with f.0. respectively for black
and blue curves while the solid lines are the same but K{#/A?). Right:v,(pr) at mid rapidity and for
20%— 30% collision centrality at LHC with the same legend, daketafrom [2].

form K(s/N\?) = 1+ ye_s//\z, whereA is a scale parameter that fix the energy scale
at which the pQCD behaviour begins to be reached. Whifgays the same role of
K in the old calculations and it is determined again in ordekeep fixed locally the
n/s. Therefore we can repeat the same procedure as describleel pmelvious section
but now withor,; = K (s//\z)UpQCD. Due to its physical meaning we of course expect
N\ to be greater than@V, in particular we have performed different calculation for
different value ofA and we have obtained that fér> 4GeV the elliptic flow becomes
less sensitive to the value of the parameteiSpecifically in our calculation we have
considered the valuk = 4GeV. As we can see at RHIC energies, left panel of Fig. 3, we
have thatk (s/A?) does not affect at all the(pr) for pr < 2GeV, in other words high
pr parton at RHIC energies does not affect the generation of;tbéthe bulk. Instead
we have a reduction of the for pr > 3GeV and with the inclusion oK (s/A?) the v,
becomes a decreasing functionggf for pr > 3GeV in perfect agreement with what is
observed experimentally (orange band). In Fig. 3 (right)oempare in a large range
thevy(pr) at LHC energy with (solid) and without (dashed) the inclasid an energy
dependenk factor and for two T dependence of thes. We notice that the two sets of
experimental data refer to different methodvefmeasurements, namely[2] (circle)
andv,[4] (square) and our theorethical results should be compared[4p because
event-by-event fluctuations are not considered. As we caraseHC energies the,
is sensitive t& (s//A?) already apr ~ 1.5GeV quite lower than the RHIC case, in other
words the many higlpy partons that we have at LHC energies affect the generation of
thev, of the bulk. Similar results we have when we includg/a(7) in the QGP phase.
At low p7 the raise of the, is an effect of a strong interacting fluid with a very small
viscosity. In this regime we have that particles with Ipy interact non perturbatively
with large cross sections and therefore we get a descriptiagreement with hydrody-
namics. With the increase of thye of the partons the pQCD limit begins to be important
and forpr > 3—4GeV the elliptic flows starts to be a decreasing functioppfThe dis-
appearance of the non perturbative effect significantlgcas$f thevo(pr) making faster



and stronger~{ 20— 25%) the fall in the elliptic flow in the range@V < pr < 8GeV.
Finally for p7 > 8GeV in our calculation seems to appear the saturation ofiremi-
larly to the experimental data and typical of a path-lenglima@ism as in jet quenching
models [16]. An analysis with better statistics is requiredthis range ofpy the only
effect is that given by the pQCD limit.

CONCLUSION

We have investigated within a transport approach at fixédthe effect of a temperature
dependent)/s at RHIC and LHC energies. At RHIC we have seen that the dllipti
flow is more sensitive to the kinetic freeze out (hadronicgeflaand still of 25% of
vo depends on it. At LHC we get an opposite effect, nearly alhtheomes from the
QGP phase and the/s of the hadronic phase is irrilevant. We get for both at RHIC
and LHC a good agreement with the data when the mfio~ 1/(4m) or a linear T
dependence is considered, in general we observe not a kngéigity of v, to the T
dependence in /s. Furthermore we have seen that at LHC the large ammount ti€lear
with pr > 4GeV /¢ interacting nearly perturbatively cannot be neglectea ifiterplay
between perturbative and non-perturbative behaviour seéefmave an important effect
on the generation of, at intermediatg; and it could explain the rapid raise and fall of
va(pr) in 0 < pr < 8GeV /c shown in the experiments.
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