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The observed large elliptic flow (v2) of direct photons in relativistic heavy ion collisions challenges
us to explain. In this paper we consider only two sources of direct photons, prompt photons and
thermal photons. Prompt photons are calculated with QCD to next leading order, which fits well
the spectra at high transverse momentum (pt) region. Thermal photons are calculated with AMY
rate in a 3+1D viscous hydrodynamical evolution of the collision systems. Two types of initial
conditions, EPOS3 and IP-Glasma, are employed. Our results with IP-Glasma initial condition
agree with results in published work in most cases, and the difference tells the regions effected by
the absence of viscous correction in photon emission rate. Because both models are well constrained
with hadron data, the hydrodynamic evolution of collision systems in the two models have many
common. However, the transverse velocity of the collective motion are quite different. This makes
a big difference in the anisotropic emission of direct photon emission. The observed large elliptic
flow of direct photons is reproduced with EPOS3 hydrodynamic evolution.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Direct real photons serves as the most versatile tools
to study relativistic heavy ion collisions because they are
produced by various mechanisms during the whole space-
time history of the interacting system. The observation
of an unexpectedly large direct photon flow v2 (essentially
the same magnitude as hadrons) is a big challenge and
so far eludes full and coherent explanation[1, 2]. It is be-
lieved that thermal photons are emitted during the whole
evolution of the collision systems, especially stronger at
higher temperature at early stage, ie, in QGP phase,
but large v2 usually indicates late production at hadronic
phase. That’s why it is a big challenge to simultaneously
explain the experimental data of hadrons and photons,
such as pt spectra, v2 and v3 and so on.

Predictably, many theorists took up this challenge,
i.e., conferences and dedicated workshops[3–9]. A review
have been given in[10], where the v2 of direct photons
predicted by hydrodynamic models[11] and transport
models[12, 13] is lower than experimental data. Addi-
tional sources of direct photons are investigated at differ-
ent stages with different processes. First, from Glasma,
the pre-equilibrium stage [14, 15]. Since quarks becomes
substantial only at later stage of Glasma, a delayed chem-
ical equilibrium is helpful to increase photon v2 [15], but
not big enough to explain data[16]. A special photon
source from Glasma due to gluon fusion with a triangular
Feymann diagram is investigated [17]. This source gives
a visible v2 of produced photons, but not big enough to
explain the data. And, this gluon fusion process should
be confirmed by the experiments of hadronic collisions
where the background is much cleaner than heavy ion
collisions. By the way, gluon fusion process is also con-
sidered in the presence of a magnetic field[18]. In fact,

the correction to photon emission due to the existence
of external electro-magnetic (EM) fields excited by the
spectator nuclei of the incoming beam, has been investi-
gated, where the mean magnetic field strength has been
extracted from direct photon data[19]. Large v2 of di-
rect photons may imply an additional source at very late
stage, for example, a special process where a quark and
an antiquark binds into a meson state accompanying a
photon emission is introduced at hadronization stage [20].
This photon source can increase quite a lot photon v2, if
this process can be confirmed experimentally.

For the purpose of simultaneous explanation to the ex-
perimental data of hadrons and photons, successful event
generators which can explain already hadronic data are
employed to calculate photon production. We first take
EPOS3, where a 3+1D viscous hydrodynamics has been
employed to describe the collective motion of the collid-
ing system[21, 22]. This space-time evolution of colliding
system provides a convenient condition to calculate ther-
mal photon emission.

In order to understand the photon emission from
EPOS3, we do exactly the same calculation except re-
placing initial condition with IP-Glasma[23, 24]. The
IP-Glasma initial condition in a 3+1D viscous hydro-
dynamic evolution has been well investigated [16, 25].
Hadronic data have been well explained, however v2 of
direct photons is lower than experimental data. In fact
the effects of chemical equilibrium time [16], switch ini-
tial flow time[26] and viscosity correction[25], to photon
emission have also been investigated, very meticulous and
comprehensive. Model comparison will help us under-
stand the results.
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II. APPROACH

Prompt photons and thermal photons are considered
as the sources of direct photons in our calculation.

The transverse momentum spectra of prompt photons
in nucleus-nucleus collisions are calculated as [27]

dNpr

dy d2pt
= TAB(b){

∑
ab

∫
dxadxbGa(xa,M

2)

Gb(xb,M
2)

ŝ

π
δ(ŝ+ t̂+ û)[

dσ

dt̂
(ab → γ +X)

+K
∑
c

dσ

dt̂
(ab → cd)

∫
dzc

1

z2c
Dγ/c(zc, Q

2)]} (1)

where TAB(b) is the nuclear overlapping function at an
impact parameter b for each centrality, same as our pre-
vious work [28], Ga(xa,M

2) is parton distribution func-
tions (PDF) in proton, the elementary processes ab →
γ +X are Compton scattering qg → γq and annihilation
qq̄ → gγ and the second term covers high order contri-
bution with photon fragmentation functions Dγ/c(zc, Q

2)
being the probability for obtaining a photon from a par-
ton c which carries a fraction z of the parton’s momen-
tum. In our calculation, MRST2001 [29] PDF is em-
ployed and K=2 is used to take into account high order
contribution of hard parton production.

The transverse momentum spectra of thermal photons
can be written as

dN th

dy d2pt
=

∫
d4xΓ(E∗, T ) (2)

with Γ(E∗, T ) being the Lorentz invariant thermal
photons emission rate which covers the contributions
from the QGP phase [30] and HG phase [31], d4x =
τ dτ dx dy dηs being the volume-element, and E∗ = pµuµ

the photon energy in the local rest frame. Here pµ is the
photon’s four momentum in the laboratory frame, T and
uµ are the temperature and the local fluid velocity, re-
spectively, to be taken from the hydrodynamic evolution
of the collision system.

We consider thermal photon radiation from hydro ini-
tial time τ0 till the end whenever the region with en-
ergy density above eth in both EPOS and IP-Glasma
initial conditions. Local thermal equilibrium and chem-
ical equilibrium are assumed since τ0 in our calculation.
Due to the existence of dissipative forces in the viscous
hydro evolution, the phase space distribution of par-
tons/hadrons has a deviation from the distribution in full
(thermal, chemical and mechanical) equilibrium. The de-
viation can be estimated with the Boltzmann equation in
a relaxation time approximation. Thus photon emission
rate should be effected in both QGP and HG phase. At
present, not all processes of photon production in QGP
and HG phase are amenable to a calculation of viscous
(shear and bulk) corrections. For example, the AMY rate
covers the processes of all orders according to the hard
thermal loop calculation [30], while it is convenient to do

viscous correction to 2 → 2 processes, as list in [25]. Tak-
ing into account the uncertainty of the chemical equilib-
rium time and the temperature-dependence of viscosity,
viscous correction to photon emission rate is ignored in
our calculation.

In our calculation of thermal photon emission, the
space-time evolution of collision systems is governed by
the 3+1D viscous hydrodynamic equations. The numer-
ical solution[21] in EPOS3102 with equation of states is
kept the same for both initial conditions. In order to
calculate thermal photon production, we keep the hydro-
dynamic evolution till eth = 0.08 GeV/fm3.

EPOS initial condition is based on event generators[32,
33] in a relatively long history of constraining model pa-
rameters with experimental data from electron-positron
annihilation, lepton-nucleon scattering, hadron-hadron
interaction, hadron-nucleus interaction and nucleus-
nucleus interaction at various energies. For Au-Au col-
lisions at

√
sNN=200 GeV, multi-pomeron exchange oc-

curs, where hard pomerons obey perturbative QCD and
soft pomerons follow the phenomenological Gribov-style
treatment used in the pre-QCD time. Then pomeron in-
formation is turned into color tubes with size and energy
density distributed in the space. This becomes the hydro
initial condition of EPOS. The initial transverse flow at
τ0 = 0.35 fm/c is assumed to be zero.

In the case of IP-Glasma[23, 24], the fluctuating color
charges of the colliding nucleus are treated as the static
sources of the transverse color glass condensate (CGC)
fields. The CGC fields are determined by solving the
classic Yang-Mills equations. Constructing the energy-
momentum tensor of the CGC fields, one can get an
initial condition for hydro evolution. The mean trans-
verse distribution of the fluctuating color charges involve
the saturation scale Qs. Flow velocity is initialized at
τswitch = 1/Qs = 0.2 fm/c, earlier than hydro initial
time τ0 = 0.4 fm/c. Therefore, when we begin to count
thermal photons from τ0, the initial flow velocity is non-
zero.

The triple differential spectrum can be written as a
Fourier series,

d3N

dy d2pt
=

d2N

2πpt dpt dy

(
1 +

∞∑
n=1

2vn cos(nϕ)

)
, (3)

where ϕ is the azimuthal angle of photon’s momentum
with respect to the reaction plane. In lab, experimental-
ists have to work hard to reconstruct the reaction plane
according to particles detected. While in model calcu-
lation, it is clearly defined to be the plane containing
the impact parameter and beam axis. The nth flow of
thermal photons is quantified by the harmonic coefficient
vn

vn(pt, y) =

∫
dϕ cos(nϕ)d3N/dy d2pt∫

dϕd3N/dy d2pt
. (4)

It is believed that the flow of prompt photons, vprn = 0.
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Therefore the flow of direct photons is calculated as

vn =
N th

N th +Npr
∗ vthn (5)

where N th and Npr stands for the number of thermal
photons and prompt in each given pt bin, respectively.

Here we discuss the origin of vn which describe the
anisotropic emission of photons. According to Eq. (2),
the momenta of emitted photons are isotropically dis-
tributed in the local rest frame. We observe photons in
the laboratory frame, while the local rest frame moves at
the speed uµ with respect to the laboratory frame. Here
uµ is fluid velocity obtained from solving hydrodynamic
equations of the collision system. To get the momenta of
emitted photons in the laboratory frame, Lorentz trans-
formations with fluid velocity should be done. So the
eccentricity of fluid velocity, makes the anisotropic emis-
sion of thermal photons directly. The space eccentricity
causes azimuthal anisotropies in transverse pressure gra-
dients which push the fluid to have the collective motion.

For the sake of model comparison, the eccentricity of
hydro evolution will be checked. The generalized space
eccentricity of order n reads

ϵr,ne
inΦr,n =

< rneinϕ >

< rn >
, (6)

here < ... > stands for an energy density weighted space
integral.

The momentum eccentricity provides a picture of the
dynamic buildup of the elliptic flow of bulk hadrons and
thermal photons. The generalized momentum eccentric-
ity of order n reads

ϵp,ne
inΦp,n =

< vneinϕv >

< vn >
, (7)

again < ... > stands for an energy density weighted space
integral.

The mean transverse flow vr is defined as energy den-
sity weighted space integral of the tranverse flow velocity

vr =

∫
ϵ
√
v2x + v2yd

3x∫
ϵd3x

, (8)

where energy density ϵ and flow velocity vx, vy are pro-
vided by the hydrodynamic evolution of the collision sys-
tem.

Because of Lorentz transformations between the two
frames, bigger vr can make the pt spectrum of thermal
photons harder, which means the temperature extracted
according to the inverse slope of the pt spectrum is higher
than the temperature of the fluid where photons are emit-
ted. Thus, bigger vr can enlarge the fraction of thermal
photons and increase the flow of direct photons according
to eq. (5).

The transverse flow vr itself is also important to make
big thermal photon flows vthn . We know that the mo-
mentum eccentricity provides a picture of the dynamic

buildup of the elliptic flow of thermal photons. The mo-
mentum eccentricity of order 2, ϵp,2, is noted as vhydro2

in our previous study [34]. In this study, Glauber ini-
tial condition makes a monotonous increase of ϵp,2 for
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN with centrality varying from

0-10% to 60-70%. But the v2 of thermal photons does
not increase monotonously. It decreases from 40-50% to
60-70% centrality because of the weaker and weaker vr.

III. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

We started with the pt spectra calculated with EPOS
initial condition, in Fig. 1. The results of direct pho-
tons (solid lines), prompt photons (dotted lines), and
thermal photons (dashed lines) from AuAu collisions at√
sNN = 200 GeV for centrality 0-20%, 20-40% and 40-

60 are compared with latest experimental data. Prompt
photons dominate high pt region and agree quite well
with the STAR data [35] (empty dots) for all three cen-
tralities. Thermal photons dominate low pt region and
almost agree with the PHENIX data [2] (full squares).

The spectra at pt <0.5 GeV/c are evidently lower than
data for all three centralities. This pt region is beyond
the power of present calculation which is obtained based
on perturbative theory and the approximation that the
energy of emitted photons is far greater than the tem-
perature of collision systems.

The pt spectra calculated with IP-Glasma initial con-
dition are shown in Fig. 2.

We first compare them with published results shown
in Fig. 6 of [16]. Pre-equilibrium emission is ignored by
us, but considered in [16], where this contribution never
dominates, lower than thermal photons at low pt, and
lower than prompt photons at high pt. So the compari-
son can be easily realized via the Data/Total ratio in the
lower panels. The comparison focuses on thermal pho-
tons. At low pt region, where thermal photons dominate,
our results are consistent with the published one, with ig-
norable difference due to the correction to emission rate,
pre-equilibrium emission, chemical equilibrium time and
so on. We notice that the pt spectrum of thermal photons
for centrality 40-60% is evidently very hard, especially at
the region of pt > 5 Gev/c. We note this as an upward
leg in pt-spectra and discuss later.

Now we compare the pt spectra calculated by us with
two initial conditions. The pt spectra from two initial
conditions are quite similar in general, except the upward
leg for centrality 40-60%.

In Fig. 3 the calculated elliptic flow v2 (upper panels)
and triangular flow v3(lower panels) of direct photons
(solid lines) and thermal photons (dashed lines) from
AuAu collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV for centrality 0-

20% , 20-40% and 40-60% with EPOS initial condition
are shown. Latest data points v2 and v3 of direct photons
from PHENIX[2] (squares) are shown as well. The ellip-
tic flow v2 of direct photons for all three centralities in
this calculation coincide with experimental data! The v3
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Figure 1: (Color Online) The transverse momentum spectra of prompt photons (dotted lines), thermal photons (dashed lines)
and direct photons (solid lines) from AuAu collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV for centrality 0-20%, 20-40% and 40-60% calculated

with EPOS initial condition are compared to STAR [35] and PHENIX [2] data.
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Figure 2: (Color Online) Same as Fig 1 but calculated with IP-Glasma initial condition.

of direct photons coincide with data for centrality 0-20%,
and slightly higher than data for centrality 20-40%. For
centrality 40-60%, the calculated curve meets the large
error bars of data. The calculated v2 and v3 differ very
little in pt dependence and centrality dependence, as the
system evolution is governed by the unitary hydrody-
namics. The measured v2 has an evident increase with
centrality, but v3 doesnot, if the error bars are shorten
with better measurements. Then physics reason beyond
hydrodynamics, ie, the EM fields, will show up, and a
simultaneous explain to v2 and v3 within the unitary hy-
drodynamics will become an extravagant expectation.

Come back to the hydro calculation. Why do not the

vn of thermal photons increase with pt monotonously?
Why vn show such a centrality dependence? The pt spec-
tra, v2 and v3 of thermal photons from AuAu collision of
40-60% centrality in Fig. 1 and Fig. 3 are decomposed
in Fig. 6 according to emission time. The time decom-
position in Fig. 6 (EPOS initial condition) and Fig. 7
(IP-Glamsma initial condition) is a direct presentation
the hydro evolution of collision systems shown in Fig. 5
via thermal photons. We will explain the obtained vn
of thermal photons and direct photons after introducing
them.

In Fig. 4 are shown elliptic flow v2 (upper panels)
and triangular flow v3(lower panels) calculated with IP-
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Figure 4: (Color Online) Same as Fig 3 but calculated with IP-Glasma initial condition.

Glasma initial condition. The calculated elliptic flow v2,
and also v3 are lower than PHENIX data for centrality
0-20% and 20-40%, consistent with published result[16].
However, the calculated v2 and v3 coincide with data for
centrality 40-60%, different from [16].

We come back to the upward leg mentioned in Fig. 2 for
this centrality. This is due to the existence of hot spots
in the collision system. Upward legs of pt spectra do not
appear if the energy densities of hot spots decrease grad-
ually. However, hot spots may have a cliff-style decline
of energy density due to viscous hydrodynamics. The ef-
fect of viscosity in smaller systems is stronger, because a
bigger pressure gradient produces a strong deviation from
mechanical equilibrium, ie, hot spots as subsystems. The
cliff-style decline of hot spots makes upward legs appear
in pt spectra, with more details shown in the time de-

composition in Fig. 7, at τ =0.4, 0.9, and 1.4 fm/c.
Viscous correction of photon emission rate may smooth

pt spectra and make upward legs disappear. The absence
of viscous correction to photon emission rate makes our
IP-Glasma calculation differ from [16] in peripheral col-
lisions, stronger at high pt region. The upward leg of
pt spectrum increases the fraction of thermal photons in
eq. 5, thus bigger vn than [16] for more peripheral colli-
sions. It provokes the competition between thermal and
prompt photon at high pt region. So a second increase
of vn of direct photons in AuAu collisions with 40-60%
centrality show up in Fig. 4.

The second increase of v2 and v3 direct photon in AuAu
collisions with 40-60% centrality is at quite high pt. vn at
this pt region is not measured and not plotted in previous
work [16]. This measurement may offer a good constraint
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of the viscous correction to photon emission rate, which
by now nobody has done perfectly.

Hot spots with cliff-style decline also appear in EPOS
at initial time τ0 in AuAu collisions with centrality 0-
20%, the most central collisions, because of the superpo-
sition of a big number pomerons. A upward leg in the pt
spectrum shows up (blinks) at the moment.

In Fig. 5 successively are shown the time evolution of
the mean transverse flow vr, the temperature at the cen-
ter point, space eccentricity and momentum eccentricity
of order 2 and 3, for AuAu collisions with centrality 40-
60% from both initial conditions.

In the first panel, the centrality dependence of vr is
also shown. The same centrality dependence is obtained
from the two initial conditions, EPOS (dashed lines) and
IP-Glasma (solid lines): vr increase, from central to pe-
ripheral collisions. The reason is that a smaller size of
the collision system produces bigger pressure gradients
to push the collective motion and gain bigger vr. We
notice that vr has a different centrality dependence with
the employment of ideal hydrodynamics [34].

The initial flow velocity is zero in EPOS, so all dashed
lines start from the same point (τ = 0.35 fm/c, vr = 0).
But soon, vr in EPOS case are much bigger than IP-
Glasma.

In the other panels, we focus on centrality 40-60%,
where full squares stand for average results from EPOS
initial conditions, and stars for average results from IP-
Glasma initial conditions. A few random EPOS events
are also shown, and each event keeps the same color in
the five panels.

In the second panel is the evolution of tempera-
ture at the center point with Cartesian coordinates
(x,y,z)=(0,0,0). Generally the temperature decreases
with time in both models. Energy density in both models
agree with each other, on average.

In EPOS, very often, the center point is not the hottest
for 40-60% centrality, due to Pomeron distribution. This
point is heated by the hot dense matter nearby, seeing the
random event of the blue curve in this panel. There are
more details on initial conditions, especially for EPOS
case in [22].

Eccentricity of 2nd order and 3rd order are shown in
line 2 and line 3 of Fig. 5. The space eccentricity (left),
is comparable on average, because both EPOS and IP-
Glasma are related to Glauber distribution. But momen-
tum eccentricity (right) differs a lot in the two models,
due to different dynamical details in initial conditions.
For example, the ϵp,2 and ϵp,3, from IP-Glasma (stars)
are bigger than from EPOS (squares).

When hadrons emitted from the freeze-out super-
surface, Lorentz transformations with flow velocity are
also needed. Thus the momentum eccentricity makes
anisotropic hadron production. How can both models ex-
plain successfully the anisotropic production of hadrons,
ie, v2 of pions, with so different momentum eccentricity?
The reason is that the large transverse flow vecolity vr in
EPOS (shown in the first panel of this figure) compen-

sates its weaker momentum eccentricity. Therefore trans-
verse flow plays an important role, not only for photons
but also for hadrons. A balance between eccentricity and
flow velocity magnitude is required by both hadron and
photon data.

For a better understanding the results of thermal pho-
tons in Fig. 1-4, we decompose the contribution of ther-
mal photons emitted from AuAu collisions with centrality
40-60% according to the emission time. The strong emis-
sion occurs at early time, thus the decomposed results in
first 6 fm/c from τ0 are shown in Fig. 6 (EPOS initial
condition) and Fig. 7 (IP-Glasma initial condition) from
left to right, where time interval is 0.5 fm/c, with color
order: red, green, blue and yellow for the three columns,
and pt spectra (first line), v2 (second line) and v3 (third
line). Now it is easy to check the response to the hydro
evolution of collision system shown in Fig. 5.

For EPOS, the pt-spectrum at τ =0.35 fm/c is hard due
to high energy density from pomeron superposition. In
the later time, pt spectra change little with time, because
the increase of flow velocity vr compensates the decrease
of temperature. For IP-Glasma, vr is almost constant,
the pt spectra show the decrease of temperature neatly,
except hot spots make three upward legs as explained
above.
v2 and v3 are effected by both momentum eccentricity

and flow velocity magnitude. For example, in the first
2 fm/c, there is an increase of vr in EPOS, and increase
of momentum eccentricity in IP-Glasma, so v2 and v3
increase with time evidently in both models. In the later
time, vr and momentum eccentricity vary little, so do v2
and v3 of thermal photons, in both models.

Here we see, v2 and v3 of thermal photons emitted at
any τ increase with pt monotonously. Thus, in Fig. 4,
v2 and v3 of thermal photons from IP-Glasma increase
with pt monotonously as well. But why so different is the
pt dependence of thermal photon vn in EPOS, shown as
Fig. 3 ? What makes the centrality dependence —- vn
of thermal photons decrease more rapid in more central
collisions? The reasons are following.

First, the initial flow velocity is set as zero in EPOS,
which makes vn = 0, n = 2, 3 for thermal photons emitted
at this time interval, shown as red lines which coincide
with the horizontal axis in the first column of Fig. 6.

Second, the pt-spectrum at τ =0.35 fm/c is hard, much
hard than later time, as shown in first column of Fig. 6,
due to high energy density from pomeron superposition.
The emission of the first time interval makes a big frac-
tion in thermal contribution. Comparing with emission
of later time, the fraction increases evidently with pt.
The more this fraction dominates thermal emission, the
lower vn of thermal photons obtained. The two factors
make the pt dependence of vn of thermal photons.

The pomeron number increases with centrality, and
their superposition makes hot spots at τ0 =0.35 fm/c
more possible. This also increases the fraction of emission
in the first time interval, and suppresses the vn of thermal
photons. This gives the centrality dependence of vn of
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thermal photons in EPOS. With a further suppression
from prompt photons according to eq. 5, we get the vn
of direct photons as shown in Fig. 3.

To show how strong is the effect from flow velocity,
we recalculated photon emission from AuAu collisions
at centrality 40-60% with EPOS initial condition, where
flow velocity is reduced to 50%, but energy density and
eccentricity kept. In Fig 8, the pt-spectrum, v2 and v3 of
thermal photons from AuAu collision at 40-60% shown
again, as dashed lines. The results from the reduced
flow velocity are shown as solid lines. The reduction of
flow velocity does not make an evident modification in
pt spectrum, but it can suppress strongly v2 and v3 of
thermal photons.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We investigated direct photon production in AuAu
collisions at

√
sNN=200 GeV with two photon sources,

prompt photons and thermal photons. Thermal photons
were calculated with 3+1D viscous hydrodynamical de-
scription of the collision systems, with two types of initial
conditions, EPOS and IP-Glasma.

Take into account of the uncertainty of the system evo-
lution, we ignored the viscous correction to the emission

rate, which seems to work well in general. The calculated
pt spectra of direct photons from both initial conditions
agree quite well with latest direct photon data, for all
centralities.

A upward leg of pt spectrum appears due to the cliff-
style decline of hot spots in viscous hydrodynamics and
the absence of viscous correction to photon emission rate.
The region is clear, pt >5 GeV/c, precisely, centrality 40-
60% AuAu collisions with IP-Glasma initial condition,
and centrality 0-20% AuAu collisions with EPOS initial
condition.

Our IP-Glasma results coincide with published work
in most cases, though the viscous correction to photon
emission rate is treated differently. The difference be-
comes visible in peripheral collisions (40-60%) and bigger
at higher pt, due to the upward leg of pt spectrum.

The observed large v2 of direct photons are nicely re-
produced with EPOS initial condition for all centralities.
The calculated v3 of direct photon are also within the er-
rors bar of experimental data. We understand the results
via comparing the hydro evolution from the two initial
conditions and the time-decomposition of the obtained
pt spectra, v2 and v3. We find that both the eccentric-
ity and magnitude of flow velocity are important for the
anisotropic direct photon production. With the same
eccentricity, magnitude of flow velocity can change the
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Figure 6: (Color Online) The time decomposition of pt spectrum (first line), v2 (second line) and v3 (third line) of thermal
photons emitted from AuAu collisions at

√
sNN=200 GeV at centrality 40-60%. Time interval is 0.5 fm/c, with color order:

red, green, blue and yellow for the three columns. Calculated with EPOS initial condition.
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Figure 7: (Color Online) Same as Fig. 6, but calculated with IP-Glasma initial condition.

emitted photon a lot. We remind the constraints to hy-
dro models, ie, the balance between eccentricity and flow
velocity, via not only hadron data, but via photon data
as well.

We understand the puzzle of direct photons to some de-
gree through this work, but there are still a lot unknown
to us. In EPOS, it is an ansatz that initial flow velocity
is zero. This ansatz is confirmed with direct photon data

to some degree. Suppose a strong emission at early time
from the collision system at the high temperature, and
a non-zero flow velocity (with some eccentricity), it will
produce a very big elliptic flow of direct photons. At the
other hand, the realization of thermal and chemical equi-
librium in our intuition is gradually. The pre-equilibrium
emission might be weak and ignorable. But zero flow ve-
locity seems a pain for thermalization.
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