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Pion, kaon, and (anti) proton production in U+U collisions at ,/sxn = 193 GeV measured with the
STAR detector
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We present the first measurements of transverse momentum spectra of 1, K*, p(j) at midrapidity (|y| < 0.1)
in U+U collisions at \/syN = 193 GeV with the STAR detector at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC).
The centrality dependence of particle yields, average transverse momenta, particle ratios and kinetic freeze-
out parameters are discussed. The results are compared with the published results from Au+Au collisions at
/SNN = 200 GeV in STAR. The results are also compared to those from A Multi Phase Transport (AMPT)
model.

I. INTRODUCTION

(T) and baryon chemical potential (up) can be accessed exper-

The experimental need to study the medium formed in high-
energy heavy-ion collisions is called for by theoretical predic-
tions from Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) ]. One
of the main motivations lies in the exploration of the QCD
phase diagram (11-13]. The phase diagram in temperature

imentally by varying the collision energy of heavy-ion colli-
sions ]. Earlier experimental results from the Relativis-
tic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) confirmed the presence of a hot
and dense deconfined medium dominated by partonic degrees
of freedom [2,[6-9]. The fluid of deconfined quarks and glu-
ons, called the Quark Gluon Plasma (QGP), undergoes a tran-
sition to a gas of hadrons. The measurements that evidence



the formation of the QGP are: suppression of high transverse
momentum (pt) hadron production in nucleus-nucleus colli-
sions relative to p+p collisions [18-29], the relatively large
value of elliptic flow (v3) associated with light quark as well
as strange quark carrying hadrons, and the inequality between
baryon and meson v, at intermediate pr ].

A complementary approach to study heavy ion collisions
at RHIC relies on varying the colliding system type, shape
and geometry. The initial stage dynamics is expected to be
reflected in the final state. Hence, the initial geometry and
shape of the colliding nuclei could provide insights into the
physics of the bulk properties of the system ]. With
such a motivation [é—é], the Solenoidal Tracker At RHIC
(STAR) took data in the year 2012 from uranium on uranium
(U+U) collisions at /sy = 193 GeV because Uranium nu-
cleus (9U?3®) is prolate in contrast to the nearly spherical
Gold nucleus (79Au'®7).

The prolate shape of the uranium nucleus is associated with
a long or major axis and a short or minor axis. Due to this,
very interesting orientations of the two colliding nuclei are
possible even for most central U+U collisions [@]. Among
all possible random orientations, three particular orientations
are worth noting. Those are termed as : tip-tip, body-body and
body-tip. Tip-tip refers to the configuration where the major
axes of the two colliding nuclei lie parallel to the beam axis
resulting in the tips of both nuclei colliding head-on. Body-
body collisions are those with the major axes perpendicular
to the beam axis and the minor axes parallel to the beam axis.
The body-tip orientation of the two colliding nuclei is straight-
forward from the above two explanations. Model calculations
suggest that a tip-tip collision leads to the production of the
highest particle multiplicity (43,1441, and the maximum trans-
verse particle density in U+U collisions could be 6% — 35%
higher than in Au+Au collisions (52,55, 156]. With all possi-
ble orientations combined, U+U collisions will still likely give
higher energy density and particle multiplicity.

This paper concentrates on the extraction of the bulk prop-
erties of the medium in U+U collisions at /sny = 193 GeV,
including all orientations of the colliding nuclei. The re-
sults presented here include the transverse momentum spectra,
the particle yields (dN/dy), the mean transverse momentum
({p1)), the particle ratios, and the kinetic freeze-out param-
eters. These results are obtained for ©, K= and p(p) as a
function of collision centrality. All the results are compared
to the corresponding published results of Au+Au collisions at
V3NN =200 GeV 591 A comparative study with AMPT
model [@] modified to incorporate the deformation of ura-
nium nucleus ] is also carried out.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II discusses
the STAR detector, event selection, centrality selection, and
particle identification (PID) procedures. Section III lists the
details of the various correction factors to obtain the trans-
verse momentum spectra of T, K= and p(j). The systematic
uncertainties associated with the measurements of the yields
are discussed in Sec. IV. The results in terms of pr spectra,
dN/dy, {pr), ratios of particle yields, kinetic freeze-out con-
ditions and comparison to model calculations are presented in
Sec. V. Finally in Sec. VI a summary is given.

II. EXPERIMENT AND DATA ANALYSIS
A. The STAR Detector

The results presented in this paper are from the analysis
of data collected with the STAR detector at RHIC [|El|] for
U+U collisions at \/snn = 193 GeV in 2012. The data are
obtained with a minimum bias trigger using the Vertex Posi-
tion Detectors (VPDs) 162,163] and Zero Degree Calorimeters
(ZDCs) [64,163]. The two VPDs are located at 4.24 < m| <
5.1. The VPDs also provide the start time of the collision
and the position of the collision vertex along the beam direc-
tion. The ZDCs are a pair of hadronic calorimeters placed
on either side of the beam pipe at a distance of 18 m from
the center of the STAR detector that detect hadrons emerging
at small angles (6 < 2 mrad) with respect to the beam axis.
Particle tracking is done using the cylindrical Time Projection
Chamber (TPC) [66] that is filled with P10 gas (90% argon
and 10% methane) and maintained at a pressure of 2 mbar
above atmospheric pressure. It functions in a uniform 0.5 T
magnetic field that is parallel to the beam axis. The TPC has
full 21 azimuthal coverage for a pseudorapidity range |n| <
1.0. Particles are identified in the TPC by their ionization en-
ergy loss per unit track length ((dE/dx)) along the particle
trajectory. The identification of particles at higher momentum
was achieved by including the Time Of Flight (TOF) detec-
tor [@, @] that surrounds the TPC cylinder. The TOF uses
a Multigap Restive Plate Chamber (MRPC) technology and
has pseudorapidity acceptance of |n| < 0.9 with full azimuthal
coverage [162, 167].

B. Event Selection

The criteria for minimum bias triggered event selection be-
gin with the identification of a primary vertex that is the com-
mon point of origin of tracks in an event. Conventionally the
Z-axis is taken to be along the beam axis with z = 0 at the
center of the TPC. The Z position of the primary vertex (V)
was constrained to be within |V;| < 30 cm. In addition, to re-
duce pile-up events, a cut of [V; —V,ypp| < 3 cm is applied.
Here V. ypp is the vertex position along the beam axis mea-
sured by the VPD. The plane perpendicular to beam direction
defines the transverse x-y direction. The radial vertex position

V,=
cluding interactions between beam and beam pipe. The num-
ber of minimum bias U+U collisions at ,/snn = 193 GeV anal-
ysed after these event selections is about 2.70 x 108.

V2+ V)2 was required to be less than 2 cm to avoid in-

C. Centrality Selection

The collision centrality is qualitatively a measure of the
overlap of the two colliding nuclei or, correspondingly, a mea-
sure of the number of colliding nucleons in the U+U colli-
sions. Quantitatively this is determined based on the measured
uncorrected charged particle multiplicity in the TPC over the



TABLE 1. The average number of participating nucleons (Npart), av-
erage number of nucleon-nucleon binary collisions (Nco) and num-
ber of events in different collision centrality classes in U+U colli-

sions at /sNN = 193 GeV.
Centrality (%)  (Npant) (Neont) Events (x 10°%)
0-5 4149 £6.0 1281.3 + 100 157

5-10 3554 +£13.9 1011.0 £49.7 17.8

10-20 2775+ 12.8  714.1 £46.6 36.0
20-30 1954 +£13.7 4359 +£42.5 35.5
3040 133.1 £13.6  253.5 £36.3 35.8
40-50 862+ 12.6 137.4 £28.6 35.1
50-60 52.6 £10.5 69.3 +20.3 33.7
60-70 29.4 £8.5 31.8 £11.8 334
70-80 147 +5.5 13.2+£7.0 25.9

full azimuthal coverage and within |n| < 0.5. This is termed as
Reference Multiplicity or simply Refmult in STAR. The cen-
trality selection is done by comparing the Refmult distribution
with a Monte Carlo Glauber model simulation [IE, @, @].
The MC Glauber model is based on charged particle mul-
tiplicity calculated using the two-component model with the
number of participants (Npart) and number of binary nucleon-
nucleon collisions (Ncop). In this analysis the minimum bias
events are divided into nine centrality classes with each class
representing the fraction of the total collision cross section
parametrized in terms of the number of participating nucle-
ons in the collision, (Npan), with the class 0-5% being the
class with the highest particle multiplicities and therefore, the
most central class. The nine classes are 0-5%, 5-10%, 10—
20%, 20-30%, 30-40%, 40-50%, 50-60%, 60-70% and 70—
80%. The events for 70-80% centrality class are corrected for
the trigger inefficiencies and 80—100% centrality is not used
in our analysis because of its significant trigger bias due to
vertex inefficiency at low multiplicities and the contamination
from electromagnetic interactions. Using the Glauber Model
Monte-Carlo simulations, the average number of participant
nucleons (Npg) and number of nucleon-nucleon binary col-
lisions (N.on) are evaluated. Systematic uncertainties on the
average quantities have been estimated by varying input pa-
rameters for the Glauber model as well as the total cross sec-
tion within &+ 5% and by using different density profiles for
the nucleons in the uranium nuclei used in the simulations
discussed in Ref. [|Il|]. These values for U+U collisions at
V3NN = 193 GeV along with the corresponding number of
events analyzed in each centrality bin are listed in Table [l
The U+U collisions allow measurements to a higher value of
<Npan> > 400 than in Au+Au collisions at /sy = 200 GeV
({Npart) =~ 350).

D. Track Selection

The quality of the tracks used in the analysis was assured
by employing the standard track selection process used in
STAR [@é, ]. The track selection criteria are tabulated
in Table [l To avoid intermixing of tracks from a secondary
vertex, the track must have a Distance of Closest Approach
(DCA) to the primary vertex of less than 3 cm. The number

TABLE II. Track selection criteria for the tracks used in the analysis.

Criterion type ~ Value
[yl <0.1
DCA <3cm
nFitPts > 25
nFitPts/nFitPoss > 0.52
ndE/dx > 15

of TPC points used to fit each track (nFitPts) was required to
be greater than 25 out of a possible maximum hits (nFitPoss).
The ratio of nFitPts to nFitPoss was required to be greater than
0.52 to exclude split tracks [Z0]. We also required greater than
15 measured points (ndE/dx) along a track to reliably calculate
(dE /dx). And, finally, the rapidity window chosen for this
analysis is |y| < 0.1 in order to have the largest pr coverage
for particle identification.

E. Particle Identification

The (dE /dx) measured in the TPC is used for particle iden-
tification and is a function of rigidity (momentum-to-charge
ratio) as shown in Fig. [T (left panel). The black solid curves
represent the theoretical value of (dE/dx) predicted by the
Bichsel formula [|fl|]. As visible from the figure, the bands
of charged pions, kaons, and protons start merging at higher
momentum. Hence, the TPC is extensively used to identify
pions, kaons, and protons up to pt of 0.8, 0.8 and 1.0 GeV/c
respectively. To extend particle identification to higher pt we
include TOF information for pions and kaons with pt above
0.4 GeV/c and for protons above 0.5 GeV/c. The right side
of Fig. [l shows the inverse of the particle velocity 1/p as a
function of p/q. The solid black lines are the mean values of
1/ for a particular particle species. The various bands remain
clearly separated up to momentum of 2 GeV/c.

The raw yields of particles identified using (dE /dx) from
the TPC are obtained using the z-variable @% as described in
Refs. [58,169]. For a particular particle type it is given by the
mathematical expression

o [ {dE/dx)
= (GG aig ) v

where X is the particle type chosen [e*, T+, K*, p(p) in
the present analysis] and (dE/dx)% is the theoretical value
of (dE /dx) obtained from Bichsel formula [[71] for the corre-
sponding particle. This gives the z-distribution for each parti-
cle species within |y| < 0.1 for a given pt and centrality bin.
The z distribution is then fitted by multiple Gaussians, cor-
responding to each particle species, as discussed in Ref. l69].
The yields are obtained as the area under the Gaussian func-
tion for a particular pr and centrality bin. To extract the raw
yields using the TOF, we employ the same technique as de-
scribed in Refs. [@, ]. For each detected particle we calcu-
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Left panel: The (dE /dx) distribution of charged particles as a function of momentum/charge (p/q) obtained from TPC
in U+U collisions at /snN = 193 GeV. The curves represent the expected mean value of (dE /dx) for the corresponding particles. Right panel:
1/B as function of p/q. The curves represent the theoretical values of 1/ for the corresponding particles.
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FIG. 2. The difference between p@EC and p¥c as function of p¥EC for pions (left), kaons (middle), protons (right) in 0-5% centrality U+U
collisions at ,/snn = 193 GeV. The errors are statistical only and within symbol size.

late a parameter (m?) defined as
2 T2
m2=p2(c —1), @)

where p, T, L, and c respectively represent the particle mo-
mentum, time-of-flight, path length of the particle and the ve-
locity of light. The m? distribution in a given pr and centrality
bin is fitted to the predicted m? distributions as discussed in
Refs. [@, IE]. In this way, the raw yields are extracted in dif-
ferent pt and centrality bins for each particle species studied
here.

III. CORRECTION FACTORS
A. Monte-Carlo Embedding Technique

The Monte-Carlo (MC) embedding technique is briefly de-
scribed below and can be found in detail in Refs [IE, @, ].

This technique is used to estimate the track reconstruction ef-
ficiency and acceptance of the detector. The MC tracks are
generated with flat pt and y distributions, to ensure equal
statistics in each pt bin. These generated tracks have trans-
verse momentum p¥€. The number of MC tracks is about 5%
of the measured multiplicity in each corresponding pj}’lc bin
and those MC tracks are mixed with the real data tracks at the
detector pixel level and allowed to pass through the response
of the STAR detector using the GEANT package [74]. These
events with embedded tracks are reconstructed like real events
taking into consideration all the detector effects.

B. Energy Loss Correction

In the track reconstruction procedure, the Coulomb scatter-
ing and energy loss of a charged particle is corrected by as-
suming the pion mass for each particle track (58,169]. Thus, a
momentum correction is needed for higher mass particles such



as kaons and protons. This energy loss correction mainly af-
fects the particle yields at low momentum. A correction factor
is calculated for kaon and proton tracks from the Monte-Carlo
embedding data. The difference between the reconstructed
transverse momentum pXE€ and initial transverse momentum
p’}”c as a function of pITeEC estimates the energy loss correc-
tion track by track. The energy loss correction factor is found
to be independent of collision energy and centrality 58, l69].
A plot of this energy loss correction as a function of pREC is
shown in Fig. 2 for this analysis of U+U collisions at /sy =

193 GeV for pions, kaons, and protons.

C. Tracking Efficiency x Acceptance

A correction factor taking into account the inefficiency of
the detector in reconstructing tracks and its acceptance is ap-
plied to the pr spectra. The MC generated embedding sam-
ple provides this correction fraction for each particle species
in each centrality. It is given by the ratio of the distribution
of reconstructed MC tracks to initial generated MC tracks as
a function of p¥C in the selected rapidity window. The re-
construction efficiency shows a centrality dependence as it in-
creases from central to peripheral collisions. Figure [3 repre-
sents efficiency x acceptance as a function of pl{lc for recon-
structed pions, kaons, and protons in 0-5% centrality U+U
collisions at \/sNxN = 193 GeV. The raw pr spectra of each
particle species and centrality are corrected for the efficiency
X acceptance.

D. TOF Matching efficiency

The TOF detector surrounds the TPC detector within 1| <
0.9 and full azimuthal angle. Not all TPC tracks are detected
by the TOF detector, hence a track matching correction be-
tween TPC and TOF is needed. This correction factor is cal-
culated from data for each particle species. This is obtained
from the ratio of the number of tracks detected in the TOF to
the number of tracks in the TPC within the acceptance under
analysis (69]. This track matching efficiency typically varies
from about 60% (for central collisions) to 70% (for periph-
eral collisions) in U+U collisions at /sy = 193 GeV. The
pr spectra in each centrality are divided by this fraction for
each pr bin.

E. Pion Feed-down Correction

The yield of pions contains contributions from weak de-
cays of K? and A. Also, muons can be misidentified as pions
because of their small mass difference. Hence, a correction
factor estimating these weak decay contributions and muon
contamination to the pion yield is needed [58,169]. This is ob-
tained from MC simulation, where the events generated from
Heavy Ion Jet Interaction (HIJING) model [75] pass through
the STAR detector response using the GEANT package [ﬁ].
The events are reconstructed in the same manner as that of the

real data. In such simulations we have the initial parent parti-
cle information. From the final reconstruction, the secondary
pions and muons misidentified as pions are calculated. From
the final reconstruction we determine the fraction of the pions
that are really secondary pions or muons that are misidenti-
fied as pions. Therefore, the pion yields in each pt bin are
reduced by the fraction that are secondary pions and muons
identified as pions. The total pion feed-down fraction shows
only pt dependence with no centrality dependence. Its value
has a maximum of 15% at pt = 0.2 GeV/c and vanishes above
pt > 1.2 GeV/c. These values are similar to those reported in

Refs.[58, l6d].

F. Proton Background Correction

Energetic particles produced in the collision can interact
with the beam pipe and detector material producing secondary
protons. Because these secondary protons are produced far
from the primary vertex, they appear as a long tail in the DCA
distribution of protons. However, anti-protons do not have
this background and can therefore be used to estimate the pro-
ton background fraction by comparing the DCA distributions
of proton and anti-proton from the real data , @, , ].
In this method, protons and anti-protons are selected within
Ing,| < 2, where ng, is zx of protons divided by the (dE /dx)
resolution in the TPC. The proton background fraction is cal-
culated for each centrality and each prt bin. The proton back-
ground fraction is found to decrease with increasing pt value.
It shows a slight variation with collision centrality (decreases
towards central collisions). The proton background fraction is
maximum for low pt (= 9% for mid-central collisions) and
becomes almost negligible for pr > 1.2 GeV/c. It may be
noted that the proton and anti-proton yields reported here are
inclusive, i.e., feed-down contributions from weak decays are
not corrected for, similar to those measured in Au+Au colli-

sions at /snN = 200 GeV [@, , |ﬂ].

IV. Systematic Uncertainties

The systematic uncertainties associated with the results in-
clude contributions from the event and track selection criteria,
the PID procedure, the methods of estimation of correction
factors, and the errors associated with extrapolations with dif-
ferent functional fits to pt spectra. The errors associated with
all these sources are calculated and are added in quadrature.

The systematic errors associated with event and track se-
lection criteria are estimated by varying one selected criterion
while the other criteria are kept at their default values. The
event and track selection criteria with default and varied val-
ues are: 30 cm (default) < V; <40 cm; 2 cm < DCA < 3 cm
(default); 20 < nFitPts < 25 (default); and 10 < ndE /dx <
15 (default). In the identification of particle type, the fit range
of the Gaussian function for dE /dx, and the ng criteria used
in calculation of predicted m? distribution are varied (from
[ns| < 2to |ng| < 1). As another way to obtain the yields, bin
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TABLE III. Systematic uncertainties related to the yields of &, K, and
p(p) in U+U collisions at /sy = 193 GeV.

T K pp)
Cuts and PID 4% 5% 7%
Extrapolation 8% 9% 10%
Corrections 5% 5% 5%

Total 10% 11% 13%

counting is used and the resulting difference from the fits is
taken as part of the systematic uncertainties.

The procedure for calculation of dN/dy and (pr) involves
the fitting of the spectra by a suitable function to extrapolate
the spectra to the unmeasured pt region. The main source
of uncertainty on dN/dy and (pt) comes from this extrap-
olation. In order to estimate the uncertainty associated with
extrapolation, different fit functions are used. The default fit
functions used for pions, kaons, and protons are respectively
Bose-Einstein, mt exponential and double exponential respec-
tively [69]. For the systematic uncertainty estimation the used
functions are pt exponential, Boltzmann, and mt exponential
for pions, kaons, and protons, respectively (69]. The system-
atic uncertainties on the values of (pr) for pions, kaons, and
protons are estimated to be 9%, 10% and 10%, respectively.

In addition, a 5% estimated systematic uncertainty associ-
ated with the calculation of the detector efficiency and accep-
tance was added in quadrature to the statistical errors on the
PT spectra [@]. The systematic uncertainties associated with
the pion feed-down and proton background correction were
also estimated. While the contribution from the former is neg-
ligible, the latter adds a 6-7% systematic uncertainty to the
low pr part of the proton pt spectra. The different sources of
systematic uncertainties on the particle yields for all centrali-
ties are tabulated in Table[ITIl

The systematic uncertainty on the particle ratios are ob-
tained using the systematic uncertainty on the particle yields.
The correlated uncertainties, i.e., from efficiency, will cancel
out completely in the particle ratios. The systematic uncer-
tainties associated with the extrapolated fits also cancels out

for particle and anti-particle ratios.

The uncertainties associated with the kinetic freeze-out pa-
rameters have two contributions which are added in quadra-
ture. One of them is the uncertainty that is obtained during the
simultaneous fitting of pion, kaon, and proton spectra along
with their point-to-point systematic uncertainties. The second
is obtained by varying the fit range of the measured pr spectra.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
A. Transverse Momentum Spectra

The transverse momentum spectra in U+U collisions at
VNN =193 GeV forn™, n~, K*, K~, p and p within |y[ < 0.1
are shown in Fig. [ The spectra are shown in nine different
centrality classes 0-5%, 5—-10%, 10-20%, 20-30%, 30—40%,
40-50%, 50-60%, 60-70% and 70-80%. The data points
shown for 0.4 < pr < 2.0 GeV/c for pions and kaons and
for 0.5 < pt < 2.0 GeV/c for protons are obtained using both
the TPC and the TOF. In addition, the data points measured
using only the TPC are shown for 0.2 < pr < 0.8 GeV/c, 0.3
< pr < 0.8 GeV/c and 0.5 < pr < 1.0 GeV/c regions for
pions, kaons, and protons respectively. The 0.4 < pt < 0.8
GeV/e, 0.4 < pr < 0.8 GeV/c and 0.5 < pt < 1.0 GeV/c
for pions, kaons, and protons respectively are the overlap re-
gion containing data points measured using only the TPC and
also the data points using the TPC along with the TOF. For
each particle in Fig. @] the spectral shape in this overlapping
pT range is seen to smoothly join the data obtained using only
the TPC (low pt) and the data obtained using the TOF (high
pt). The curves represent the fit to the spectra, shown only
for 0-5% central collisions. The respective functions for pion,
kaons and protons are Bose-Einstein, mt exponential and dou-
ble exponential [69]. The particle yields (dN/dy) and average
transverse momenta ((pt)) are obtained from the measured
points in the pr spectra. For the unmeasured pr regions, the
contributions to the yield are extracted by extrapolating the fit
functions. The behavior of the pr spectra changes with cen-
trality. As can be observed from the Fig. @] the slopes of the
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spectra show a gradual flattening as one goes from peripheral
to central collisions. This is an indication of stronger radial
flow effects for particles with increasing centrality. A mass
dependence of the inverse slope of the pr spectra can also be
inferred as it increases with increasing mass of the particle.

B. Average Transverse Momenta

The slopes of the spectra can be quantified by (pr). The
(pr) for t*, K* and p is plotted as a function of (Npar) in
Fig. [ for U+U collisions at \/sxy = 193 GeV. For compar-
ison, the published results obtained in Au+Au collisions at
V3NN = 200 GeV are also shown [@]. Not shown explicitly
are the (pt) forn~, K~ and p which show identical behavior.
The (pr) increases gradually from peripheral to central colli-
sions as well as from pions to kaons and kaons to protons in
U+U collisions at \/sny = 193 GeV. The hadron mass depen-
dence of (pr) is indicates radial flow effect, which increases
from peripheral to central collisions. The (pr) are similar
for collisions between deformed uranium nuclei and spherical
gold nuclei for comparable values of (Npart). Moreover, using
U+U collisions the (pt) measurements have been made for
the highest (Npart) values observed at RHIC. The (pr) values
are listed in Table[[V]for U+U collisions at V/SnN =193 GeV.

C. Particle Yields

The total yield of a particle in a given centrality is obtained
by integrating the spectra over the full pt range. The yields
from the unmeasured region of the spectra are extracted us-
ing the functional extrapolation l6d). It is represented by the
observable dN/dy within rapidity |y| < 0.1. The normalised
dN /dy with (Npar)/2 of ©°, K™, p and p measured in U+U
collisions at \/sxn = 193 GeV as a function of (Npar) is shown
in Fig.l6l The results are compared with the published results
of Au+Au collisions at /sy = 200 GeV ]. The values
of dN /dy are listed in Table [Vl for U+U collisions at \/snN =
193 GeV.

The current data extends the measurements to a higher
value of Npart, with Ny extending above 400. Figure[6]shows
that the values of dN/dy per participating nucleon pair for
7, KT and p increase with average number of participant
nucleons in U+U collisions at y/snn = 193 GeV. Not shown
are the plots for #~ and K~ that show identical behavior to
7 and K. This signifies particle production having contri-
butions from both soft processes and hard processes involv-
ing nucleon-nucleon binary collisions. However the Ny de-
pendence is smaller for anti-protons, possibly due to annihi-
lation effects. The values of dN/dy are consistent between
U+U collisions at /sy = 193 GeV and Au+Au collisions
at \/ssn = 200 GeV within a similar range of (Npa) and
within the quoted systematic uncertainties. The comparison
between U+U and Au+Au collision systems was also reported
in Ref. [78] on the production of ©° and 1, where it was found
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TABLE 1V. {p) values in GeV/c for 1™, =, K™, K~ p, and p from U+U collisions at ,/sxN = 193 GeV within rapidity |y| < 0.1. The quoted

errors are the total systematic and statistical errors added in quadrature, which are dominated by the systematic errors.

Centrality (%) r o KT K- P p

0-5 0.449 +0.039 0.446 £ 0.038 0.686 4+ 0.066 0.685 4+ 0.065 1.004 + 0.101  1.003 + 0.101
5—10 0.445 £0.038 0.443 +0.038 0.684 + 0.065 0.682 + 0.065 0.969 £ 0.094 0.961 £+ 0.092
10—20 0.442 +0.038 0.439 £0.037 0.682 4+ 0.065 0.680 4+ 0.065 0.964 + 0.093 0.963 + 0.093
20—30 0.435 £0.037 0.432 +£0.036 0.676 +0.064 0.677 £ 0.064 0.944 £0.089 0.943 £+ 0.089
30—40 0.429 +£0.036 0.427 £0.036 0.667 +0.062 0.666 + 0.061 0.912 + 0.083 0.911 + 0.083
40—-50 0.421 £0.035 0.414 £0.034 0.654 +0.060 0.656 4+ 0.060 0.852 + 0.073  0.852 + 0.073
50—60 0.413 £0.034 0.404 +0.033 0.640 + 0.057 0.643 +£0.058 0.814 £0.066 0.813 £ 0.066
60—70 0.403 £0.032 0.398 £0.032 0.622 +0.054 0.623 +0.063 0.773 + 0.060 0.760 + 0.058
70— 80 0.396 £0.031 0.390 +£0.030 0.619 +0.054 0.617 £0.053 0.721 £0.052 0.702 £+ 0.049

that the yields of these particles show similar suppression in
U+U and Au+Au collisions relative to the binary scaled p+ p
collisions.

D. Particle Ratios

Particle yield ratios are measured in U+U collisions at
V/SNN = 193 GeV and compared with the published results
from Au+Au collisions at \/sxy = 200 GeV [@]. Ratios of
anti-particle to particle yields T~ /n", K~ /Kt and p/p as
a function of (Nya) in U+U collisions at /snn = 193 GeV
are shown in Fig. [l As a function of (Npar), the yield ra-
tios shown are all approximately constant and near unity. For
the 7 /7" yield ratios, this is an indication that the particle
production mechanism for T" and 7~ does not change signif-
icantly from central to peripheral collisions. For the K~ /K"
yield ratios, this suggests that K™ and K~ are dominantly pro-
duced through a pair production process. The p/p yield ra-
tios show a slight increase as the collisions change from cen-
tral to peripheral, which may be an indication that the baryon
stopping power is decreasing toward more peripheral colli-
sions. Within systematic uncertainties, these yield ratios agree
with t[%published results in Au+Au collisions at \/snN = 200
GeV [58]

Unlike particle yield ratios for K* /at, K~ /n~, p/at and
p/m as a function of (Npar) in U+U collisions at /snn =
193 GeV are presented in Fig. Earlier published results
from STAR in Au+Au collisions at \/syn = 200 GeV [@] are
also shown for comparison. The K*/n" and K=/~ yield
ratios gradually increase from peripheral to mid-central col-
lisions and saturate from mid-central to central collisions. It
could be due to strangeness equilibrium described in various
thermodynamical models (79, 180] as well as due to baryon
stopping at midrapidity [81-83]. The p/n* and j/n~ yield
ratios are essentially independent of collision centrality in
U+U collisions at /syn = 193 GeV. The behavior of all
these unlike particle yield ratios in U+U collisions at /snn =
193 GeV is similar, within the quoted uncertainties, to those
from the Au+Au collisions at \/sny = 200 GeV [@].

E. Kinetic Freeze-out

The evolution of the system with time in high-energy
heavy-ion collisions takes the system through different stages.
Typically these stages are the QGP phase, the phase transi-
tion/crossover, the hadron gas phase, the chemical freeze-out,
and the kinetic freeze-out. This last stage fixes the particles’
momenta and they stream freely toward the detector. This
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193 GeV. The results are compared with Au+Au collisions at /sy = 200 GeV
uncertainties added in quadrature, dominated by systematic uncertainties.

The uncertainties represent total systematic and statistical

TABLE V. dN/dy values for t™, n~,K*, K~ p, and p from U+U collisions at \/sxy = 193 GeV within rapidity |y| < 0.1. The quoted errors
are the total systematic and statistical errors added in quadrature, which are dominated by the systematic errors.

Centrality (%) T T K™ K~ D p

0-5 3759 £37.6 377.9+37.8 583165 54.7 £ 6.1 385+50 29.2 £3.8
5—10 3154 £31.6 3160+ 31.6 480+54 46.0 £5.2 30.4 +£4.0 2234+29
10—-20 235.1 £23.5 2364 +£23.7 36.2+4.1 344 £38 214 +£28 16.7£2.2
20—-30 157.1 £15.7 1589 +159 249+28 23.5+£2.6 15.0 £ 2.0 11.7+ 1.5
30—-40 1024 +£10.2 1033 +103 158+1.8 153 £1.7 9.94 £1.29 7.92 £1.03
40—-50 60.9 £ 6.1 61.9+£62 959+1.07 913+1.02 6.21 £0.81 5.00 £0.65
50—60 355+ 3.6 36.6 3.6 528+£059 498+0.56 3.65+£047 2.97 £0.39
60—70 185+ 1.9 18719 259+£0.29 2374027 1.89 £0.25 1.54 £0.20
70— 80 8.35 +0.84 851£086 1.07+£0.12 1.01 £0.11 0.856+0.111 0.717 +0.093

stage is characterized by the kinetic freeze-out temperature 7}
and radial flow velocity .

The kinetic freeze-out parameters are usually calculated
from the hydrodynamics based Blast-Wave model (84). This
model assumes at each point in time a locally thermalised sys-
tem with temperature 7; and moving with a common radial
velocity . The transverse distribution of particles for such a
radially boosted system can be written as,

® .
dN 0(/ rdrmely (stmhp(r))
prdpr  Jo Tx
K (7"” CO;hp(r)) , 3)
k

where transverse mass mr = 4/ p%—l—mz, m being the mass

of the hadron; p(r) = tanh ™! B; Ip and K| are the modified
Bessel functions. We use a radial flow velocity profile of the
form

B=Bs(r/R)",

where Py is the surface velocity and r/R is the relative radial
position in the thermal source with n being the exponent of
the flow velocity profile. The average radial flow velocity (f3)
can be calculated as () = 2%”[3‘

Using the data shown in Fig. [ the kinetic freeze-out pa-
rameters are extracted separately for the data from each cen-
trality class by applying a simultaneous Blast-wave fit (16,69
to the 7=, K= and p(p) spectra for a given centrality class.
The results for one such fit to the 0-5% centrality class are

“)
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statistical uncertainties added in quadrature, dominated by systematic uncertainties.

shown in Fig. [ illustrated as overlaid on the ©*, K+ and p
spectra. Several general observations can be made. The Blast-
wave model is very sensitive to the pt range of the spectrum
used in the fit [85]. Specifically, the low pt part of the pion
spectra are mostly affected by resonance decays. Thus, the
pion spectra are fitted for pr > 0.5 GeV/c. In addition, the
Blast-wave model does not fit the high pt part of the spec-
tra [86].

The kinetic freeze-out parameters obtained from the Blast-
wave fits to the U+U collisions at /syn = 193 GeV are com-

pared with those reported for the Au+Au collisions at /snN =
200 GeV for a similar pr range [58,169] and are shown in
Fig. As mentioned earlier, the pion spectra are fitted for
pt greater than 0.5 GeV/c, while kaon and proton spectra are
fitted from the lowest available pt . Typically high prt values
are limited below 1.2 GeV/c. From the left panel showing T
vs. (Npart) it can be seen that 7} decreases with (Npar), while
the middle panel shows () increasing with (Npa). This sug-
gests higher rate of expansion as the collision centrality in-
creases. For peripheral collisions, this suggest a shorter-lived
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fireball [87]. The right panel shows the correlation between
Ty and (B) such that an increase in 7; corresponds to a de-
crease in () and vice-versa. In all three panels it is seen that
the values obtained from U+U collisions at \/snn = 193 GeV
are consistent within errors with those reported for the Au+Au
collisions at \/snN = 200 GeV [@]. The kinetic freeze-out pa-
rameters in U+U collisions at /sy = 193 GeV are listed in
Table[V1l

TABLE VI. Kinetic freeze-out parameters in U+U collisions at
V/SNN = 193 GeV. The quoted errors are statistical and systematic
errors added in quadrature.

Centrality 7; (MeV) (B) n xZ/ndf
0-5% 92+12 0.570£0.041 0.970 £0.074 0.097
5—-10% 94+12 0567 +£0.040 0.947 £0.152 0.043
10-20% 99 £12 0.553 £0.037 0.987 £0.153  0.042

20—-30% 105+ 11 0.529 £0.037 1.035+0.183 0.049

30—-40% 110 £10 0.493 +£0.036  1.180 £0.210  0.054

40—-50% 114+ 11 0.457 £0.031 1.449 £0.229  0.052

50-60% 121 £ 11 0.420 £0.030 1.564 +0.272  0.061

60—70% 128 £10 0.362 £0.021 2.292 £0.269 0.062

70—-80% 134+ 10 0.305+0.015 3.158 £0.554 0.102

F. AMPT Model Comparison

In this section, a detailed comparison of the STAR results
for U+U collisions at \/snxn = 193 GeV is done with_the
AMPT model calculations (version 2.25t7d and 2.26t9) [@].
The comparison of the AMPT model with results from
Au+Au collisions at \/syy = 200 GeV has been done in
Ref. [@]. Such a comparison allows us to constrain the rele-
vant partonic cross sections for the specific reactions.

In the AMPT model, the initial particle distribution is gen-
erated by the HIJING model [73]. For the results presented
here, the string melting version of the AMPT model is used
which incorporated partonic and hadronic interactions. To

12

TABLE VII. Parameter values in Lund string fragmentation and par-
ton scattering cross section for the three sets of AMPT data used in
this paper.

Cross section ¢

Parameter 1.5mb 3mb 10 mb
a 0.5 055 22
b(GeV~2) 0.9 0.15 0.5

Ol 0.33 033 047
ufm™hH 32 2265 1.8

incorporate the deformation of uranium nuclei, the AMPT
model has been modified, as described in Ref. [@] and
briefly discussed below. The nucleon density distribution is
parametrized as a deformed Woods-Saxon profile 189]

. Po
P=1 +exp([r—R']/d) )
R =R[1+B2Y2(8) + Ba¥y ()] (6)

where pg is the normal nuclear density, R is the radius of
the nucleus, ¥;"(8) denotes the spherical harmonics, 0 is the
polar angle and d is the surface diffuseness parameter. For
the uranium nucleus R = 6.81 fm, d = 0.55 fm and the sur-
face deformation parameters By = 0.28 and B4 = 0.093 are
taken from Ref. ]. Various other published results hav-
ing studies performed using different Woods-Saxon profiles
can be found in Refs. [@, M]. In Ref. [@] optimiza-
tion of these parameters was done and the optimized param-
eters obtained were R = 6.86 fm, d = 0.42 fm, B, = 0.265,
and B4 = 0. It was found that for a given R, d and 3, are
anti-correlated. The tuning of parameter B4 did not affect
the results. Using the new parameters, the maximum dN/dn
value changed only slightly. In Ref. [91)), it was found that
there was negligible change in the Ny, values with respect
to the old parameters. N, values changed little but were
within the uncertainties. Hence, the different sets of param-
eters would lead to similar results on the particle production.
We have used three different calculations of AMPT calcu-
lated data [@], obtained from three different partonic cross
sections, for which the initial parameter settings are taken
from Refs. [@, @] and are shown in Table [VIIl Here, a and
b are the parameters in the Lund string fragmentation func-
tion [95] : f(z) <z 1(1 —z)lexp(—bm? /z), where z is the
light-cone momentum of the produced hadron with transverse
mass m | with respect to that of the fragmenting string. Fur-
ther, based on the Schwinger mechanism for particle produc-
tion in a strong field, the production probability is proportional
to exp(—mm? /), where K is the string tension, i.e., energy in
a unit length of string, and ¥ o< [b(2 +a)] .

The parton scattering cross section is ¢ ~ 9maZ/(2u?),
where o is the QCD coupling constant and u is the gluon
screening mass in QGP. The three calculated data sets are de-
noted as AMPTv1 1.5 mb, AMPTv1 10 mb, and AMPTv2 3
mb here and in the following three sections. The statistics an-
alyzed here in the AMPTv] 1.5 mb, AMPTv2 3 3mb set is
about 6 M and in the AMPTv1 10 mb set is about 0.4 M.
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uncertainties represent the total systematic and statistical uncertainties added in quadrature, dominated by systematic uncertainties.
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FIG. 11. (pr) of &%, KT and p at midrapidity (|y| < 0.1) as a function of (Npar) obtained for the three sets of AMPT calculated data (AMPTv1
1.5 mb, AMPTv2 3 mb and AMPTvl 10 mb) are shown along with the STAR results obtained in U+U collisions at \/sNn = 193 GeV. The
width of the bands corresponds to the statistical uncertainty associated with the calculation using the AMPT model.

1. Mean pt Comparison

The (pr) of @", K* and p as a function of (Npar) for
the three sets of AMPT calculated data are compared with
STAR results from U+U collisions at /sxy = 193 GeV in
Fig.[[Tl The {pr) values of all particles are underestimated by
AMPTv1 1.5 mb and AMPTv1 10 mb models. The AMPTv2
3 mb model describes the data from mid-central to central col-
lisions for t*. For K+ and p, the AMPTv2 3 mb model de-
scribes the data within uncertainties for all centralities.

2. dN/dy Comparison

The yields, dN/dy scaled by (Npar)/2 for the three cal-
culations of AMPT data are plotted as a function of (Npan)
as shown in Fig. For comparison, the measured values
obtained from U+U collisions at /snn =193 GeV are also
shown. For pions and kaons, the AMPTv1 10 mb case shows
decidedly better agreement with the measured values. For the
protons it is seen that agreement between the AMPT calcu-
lated values and the measurements depends on the central-

ity of the collisions with the AMPTv1 10 mb values agree-
ing better toward peripheral collisions while the AMPTvI 1.5
mb values agree better toward more central collisions. On the
other hand, in case of Au+Au collisions at \/sxy = 200 GeV,
the calculations from the AMPT 1.5 mb case show a better
agreement than the AMPT 10 mb case with the charged parti-
cle multiplicity density at midrapidity as in Ref. 193].

3. Particle Ratios Comparison

The various anti-particle to particle ratios as a function of
(Npar) obtained from measured data are compared to these ra-
tios that were calculated in the three AMPT data calculations
as shown in Fig [13] It is observed that these ratios have sim-
ilar values in all the AMPT cases and agree with STAR data
across all centrality classes.

Ratios of unlike particles obtained from the three AMPT
data calculations are compared with the STAR results and
presented in Fig.[[4 The K™ /n" and K~ /7~ ratios for the
AMPTv1 10 mb and AMPTv2 3mb cases are in good agree-
ment with the STAR data within errors while the AMPT 1.5
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/K" and p/p particle yield ratios at midrapidity (|y| < 0.1) as a function of (Npar) obtained for three calculations of

AMPT data (AMPTv1 1.5 mb, AMPTV2 3 mb, and AMPTv1 10 mb) are shown along with the STAR results obtained in U+U collisions at
/SNN = 193 GeV. The width of the bands corresponds to the statistical uncertainty associated with the calculation using the AMPT model.

mb case gives values significantly below the STAR data. For
the p/nt, p/n~ cases neither AMPT data set agrees with the
data over all centrality classes. The AMPTv1 10 mb data set
agrees better for peripheral collisions while the AMPTv1 1.5
mb and AMPTv2 3mb data set agrees better toward central
collisions.

VI. SUMMARY

Various basic bulk observables regarding identified parti-
cle production in U+U collisions at /syn = 193 GeV have
been presented. The transverse momentum spectra of T+, K=
and p(p) in midrapidity (Jy| < 0.1) have been measured for
nine centrality classes : 0-5%, 5-10%, 10-20%, 20-30%, 30-
40%, 40-50%, 50-60%, 60-70% and 70-80%. Other extracted
observables from pt spectra such as average transverse mo-
mentum ({pr)), particle yields (dN/dy), particle ratios, and
kinetic freeze-out properties are also presented as functions
of collision centrality or (Npar). These observables are com-
pared with the corresponding results from Au+Au collisions

at \/snn = 200 GeV and the AMPT model modified to incor-
porate the deformation of uranium nucleus.

The mean (pr) values for m, K, and p increase from pe-
ripheral to central collisions in U+U collisions at /sNN =
193 GeV. This is an indication of increasing radial flow ef-
fects in more central collisions. The increase in (pr) from &
to K and to p indicates that the radial flow effect increases
with particle mass.

The integrated particle yields dN/dy in midrapidity |y| <
0.1 of ©*, K*, and p do not scale with (Npay), but rather
they slowly increase from peripheral to central collisions in
U+U collisions at \/syy = 193 GeV. This indicates that, at
this energy, the particle production mechanism has contribu-
tions from hard processes involving nucleon-nucleon binary
collisions. In contrast, p shows no such dependence with cen-
trality of the collision.

Anti-particle to particle yield ratios are close to unity in
U+U collisions at /sy = 193 GeV, indicating pair produc-
tion is the dominant mechanism of particle production at max-
imum RHIC energy. Their values are also close to those
obtained from Au+Au collisions at /sny = 200 GeV. The
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K" /nt and K~ /m~ yield ratio increases from peripheral to
mid-central collision after which they saturate up to central
collisions. The p/nt and jp/T~ ratios do not show any sig-
nificant centrality dependence in U+U collisions at /snn =
193 GeV.

The kinetic freeze-out parameters are obtained from the si-
multaneous Blast-wave fit to T+, K*, and p(p) pr spectra in
U+U collisions at /sy = 193 GeV. The kinetic freeze-out
temperature 7; decreases from peripheral to central collisions
while the average flow velocity () increases from peripheral
to central collisions. This indicates a large radial flow effects
for central collisions and a short-lived fireball in peripheral
collisions. The extracted 7; and () values for similar (Npar)
values are consistent between Au+Au collisions at /SNy =
200 GeV and U+U collisions at /sy = 193 GeV.

A detailed comparison of integrated particle yields, mean
transverse momentum, and particle yield ratios from STAR
results in U+U collisions at \/snn = 193 GeV is carried out
with three cases of AMPT string melting corresponding to
parton-parton interaction cross sections of 1.5, 3, and 10 mb
that was also modified to incorporate the deformation in ura-
nium nucleus. (pr) obtained from the AMPTVI 1.5 mb and
AMPTvI 10 mb have lower values than STAR results for all
centrality classes while AMPTv2 3 mb could describe pions
from mid-central to central collisions and kaons and protons
for all centralities. The dN/dy from the AMPTv1 10 mb data
are closer to the STAR results for pions and kaons than the
AMPTv1 1.5 mb and AMPTv2 3 mb data. However, for pro-
tons, dN/dy in central collisions are better explained by the

AMPTv1 1.5 mb data but for peripheral collisions there is bet-
ter agreement with the AMPTv] 10 mb data. Anti-particle
to particle yield ratios are successfully explained by all of
the AMPT models implying that they are insensitive to these
changes in the parton-parton cross sections. The K /T yield ra-
tios from the AMPTv1 10 mb and AMPTvV2 3 mb cases agree
with the measurements for all centrality classes, whereas the
results from the AMPTvI1 1.5 mb case underpredict the STAR
results. In case of p/m ratios, AMPTv1 1.5 mb and AMPTv2
3 mb cases more closely explains the STAR results toward
central collisions while the AMPTvl 10 mb case seems to
be closer to STAR results for peripheral collisions. It can be
observed that the three AMPT model cases do not describe
all the observables presented here at all (Npan) values con-
sistently. The AMPTv2 3 mb model having smaller a and
b values describes the (pt) of data better than others for the
7+, K*, and p(p). The AMPTv]1 10 mb model having largest
cross section, describes the dN /dy of n, K=, and p(p) bet-
ter than the other cases. The antiparticle to particle ratios are
described by all the three model cases. These findings call
for further investigation into the AMPT model in terms of the
particle production mechanism and the collision dynamics.

We have compared the results from U+U collisions to those
from Au+Au collisions at similar center-of-mass energies, but
the colliding nuclei have different geometrical shapes and
hence different initial collision conditions. The presented
physical observables: dN/dy, (pt) , particle ratios, T and (j3)
are consistent between U+U and Au+Au for a similar range
of (Npare) values. This might suggest that, when all the dif-



ferent initial state orientations of the colliding uranium nu-
clei are combined in the analysis, the resulting final state val-
ues approximate what is observed from colliding spherically
symmetric nuclei. In other words, these observables are gov-
erned by the (Npar) for this analysis. In future experiments
involving colliding uranium nuclei, it would be interesting to
measure the different final state observables for identified ori-
entations of the colliding ellipsoidal uranium nuclei. It has
been suggested that this might be done for the most central
collisions where the different collision configurations can be
selected by a data driven method using selections based on
the probability distribution of the charged particle multiplicity
and the event anisotropy for U+U collisions [@]. In addition,
as discussed in Ref. [44], the spectator neutron measurements
can also be used to select certain initial configurations.

VII. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Jun Xu and Zi-Wei Lin for discussions related to
the AMPT results in the paper. We thank the RHIC Operations

16

Group and RCF at BNL, the NERSC Center at LBNL, and the
Open Science Grid consortium for providing resources and
support. This work was supported in part by the Office of Nu-
clear Physics within the U.S. DOE Office of Science, the U.S.
National Science Foundation, National Natural Science Foun-
dation of China, Chinese Academy of Science, the Ministry of
Science and Technology of China and the Chinese Ministry
of Education, the Higher Education Sprout Project by Min-
istry of Education at NCKU, the National Research Founda-
tion of Korea, Czech Science Foundation and Ministry of Ed-
ucation, Youth and Sports of the Czech Republic, Hungarian
National Research, Development and Innovation Office, New
National Excellency Programme of the Hungarian Ministry
of Human Capacities, Department of Atomic Energy and De-
partment of Science and Technology of the Government of In-
dia, the National Science Centre and WUT ID-UB of Poland,
the Ministry of Science, Education and Sports of the Repub-
lic of Croatia, German Bundesministerium fiir Bildung, Wis-
senschaft, Forschung and Technologie (BMBF), Helmholtz
Association, Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science,
and Technology (MEXT) and Japan Society for the Promotion
of Science (JSPS).

[1] E. V. Shuryak, Phys. Rept. 61, 71 (1980).

[2] M. Gyulassy and L. McLerran, Nucl. Phys. A 750, 30 (2005).

[3] J. P. Blaizot and E. Iancu, Phys. Rept. 359, 355 (2002).

[4] A.Bazavov et al., Phys. Rev. D 85, 054503 (2012).

[5] Y. Aoki, G. Endrodi, Z. Fodor, S. D. Katz and K. K. Szabo,
Nature 443, 675 (2006).

[6] I. Arsene et al. [BRAHMS Collaboration], Nucl. Phys. A 757,
1 (2005).

[7] K. Adcox et al. [PHENIX Collaboration], Nucl. Phys. A 757,
184 (2005).

[8] B. B. Back et al. [PHOBOS Collaboration], Nucl. Phys. A 757,
28 (2005).

[9] J. Adams et al. [STAR Collaboration], Nucl. Phys. A 757, 102
(2005).

[10] D. Kharzeev and M. Nardi, Phys. Lett. B 507, 121 (2001).

[11] K. Rajagopal and F. Wilczek, In At the frontier of particle
physics, Handbook of QCD, edited by M. Shifman (World Sci-
entific, Singapore), Vol. 3. [hep-ph/0011333].

[12] E. Laermann and O. Philipsen, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 53,
163 (2003).

[13] M. A. Stephanov, PoS LAT 2006, 024 (2006).

[14] STAR Note, https://drupal.star.bnl.gov/STAR/starnotes/public/sn0493.

[15] STAR Note, BES-II white paper,
https://drupal.star.bnl.gov/STAR/starnotes/public/sn0598.

[16] B. I. Abelev et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 81,
024911 (2010).

[17] P. Braun-Munzinger, J. Stachel, Nature 448, 302-309, (2007).

[18] C. Adler et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 89,
202301 (2002).

[19] C. Adler et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 90,
082302 (2003).

[20] J. Adams er al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 91,
172302 (2003).

[21] J. Adams er al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 92,
052302 (2004).

[22] B. I. Abelev et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 97,
152301 (2006).

[23] B.I. Abelev et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 655, 104
(2007).

[24] J. Adams et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 97,
162301 (2006).

[25] S. S. Adler et al. [PHENIX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 91,
072301 (2003).

[26] I. Arsene et al. [BRAHMS Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 91,
072305 (2003).

[27] B. B. Back et al. [PHOBOS Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 578,
297 (2004).

[28] K. Aamodt ef al. [ALICE Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 696, 30
2011).

[29] S. Chatrchyan et al. [CMS Collaboration], Eur. Phys. J. C 72,
1945 (2012).

[30] K. H. Ackermann et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett.
86, 402 (2001).

[31] C. Adler et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 87,
182301 (2001).

[32] C. Adler et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 89,

132301 (2002).

[33] J. Adams et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 92,
062301 (2004).

[34] J. Adams et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 95,
122301 (2005).

[35] B. I. Abelev et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 99,
112301 (2007).

[36] L. Adamczyk er al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,
062301 (2016).

[37] L. Adamczyk et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 118,
212301 (2017).

[38] B. Alver et al. [PHOBOS Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 98,
242302 (2007).


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0011333

[39] S. S. Adler et al. [PHENIX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 91,
182301 (2003).

[40] B. B. Abelev er al. [ALICE Collaboration], J. High Energy
Phys. 06 (2015) 190.

[41] H. Masui, B. Mohanty and N. Xu, Phys. Lett. B 679, 440
(2009).

[42] M. R. Haque, M. Nasim and B. Mohanty, Phys. Rev. C 84,
067901 (2011).

[43] M. R. Haque, Z. W. Lin and B. Mohanty, Phys. Rev. C 85,
034905 (2012).

[44] V. Bairathi, M. R. Haque and B. Mohanty, Phys. Rev. C 91, no.
5, 054903 (2015).

[45] L. Adamczyk et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 118,
012301 (2017).

[46] G. Agakishiev et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett.
108, 072301 (2012).

[47] A. Adare et al. [PHENIX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 98,
162301 (2007).

[48] A. Adare et al. [PHENIX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 101,
162301 (2008).

[49] A. Adare et al. [PHENIX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,
222301 (2018).

[50] L. Adamczyk et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 115,
222301 (2015).

[51] J. Adam et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,
132301 (2018).

[52] U. W. Heinz and A. Kuhlman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 132301
(2005).

[53] A. J. Kuhlman and U. W. Heinz, Phys. Rev. C 72, 037901
(2005).

[54] A. Kuhlman, U. W. Heinz and Y. V. Kovchegov, Phys. Lett. B
638, 171 (2006).

[55] C. Nepali, G. Fai and D. Keane, Phys. Rev. C 73, 034911
(2006).

[56] C. Nepali, G. Fai and D. Keane, Phys. Rev. C 76, 051902(R)
(2007); 76, 069903(E) (2007).

[57] T. Hirano, P. Huovinen and Y. Nara, Phys. Rev. C 83,
021902(R) (2011).

[58] B. I. Abelev et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 79,
034909 (2009).

[59] J. Adams er al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 92,
112301 (2004).

[60] Z. W. Lin, C. M. Ko, B. A. Li, B. Zhang and S. Pal, Phys. Rev.
C 72, 064901 (2005).

[61] K. H. Ackermann et al. [STAR Collaboration], Nucl. Instrum.
Meth. A 499, 624 (2003).

[62] W.J. Llope et al., Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 522, 252 (2004).

[63] W.J. Llope et al., Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 759, 23 (2014).

[64] C. Adler, A. Denisov, E. Garcia, M. J. Murray, H. Strobele and
S. N. White, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 470, 488 (2001).

[65] C. Adler, A. Denisov, E. Garcia, M. Murray, H. Strobele and
S. White, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 499, 433 (2003).

17

[66] M. Anderson et al., Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 499, 659 (2003).

[67] J. Wu et al., Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 538, 243 (2005).

[68] L. Adamczyk et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 94, no.
6, 064904 (2016).

[69] L. Adamczyk et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 96, no.
4, 044904 (2017).

[70] M. Calderén de la Barca Sanchez, Ph.D. thesis (Yale University,
2001) (unpublished), arXiv:nucl-ex/0111004.

[71] H. Bichsel, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 562, 154 (20006).

[72] M. Aguilar-Benitez et al., Z. Phys. C 50, 405 (1991).

[73] M. Shao, O. Y. Barannikova, X. Dong, Y. Fisyak, L. Ruan,
P. Sorensen and Z. Xu, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 558, 419 (2006).

[74] V. Fine and P. Nevski, Proc. CHEP 2000, 143 (2000).

[75] X. N. Wang and M. Gyulassy, Phys. Rev. D 44, 3501 (1991).

[76] C. Adler ef al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 4778
(2001); 90, 119903(E) (2003).

[77] C. Adler et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 87,
262302 (2001).

[78] U. Acharya et al. [PHENIX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 102,
n0.6, 064905 (2020).

[79] M. Kaneta and N. Xu, larXiv:nucl-th/0405068.

[80] J. Cleymans, B. Kampfer, M. Kaneta, S. Wheaton and N. Xu,
Phys. Rev. C 71, 054901 (2005).

[81] F. q. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 489, 273 (2000).

[82] F. q. Wang and N. Xu, Phys. Rev. C 61, 021904 (2000).

[83] P. Braun-Munzinger, J. Cleymans, H. Oeschler and K. Redlich,
Nucl. Phys. A 697, 902 (2002).

[84] E. Schnedermann, J. Sollfrank and U. W. Heinz, Phys. Rev. C
48, 2462 (1993).

[85] B. Abelev et al. [ALICE Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 88,
044910 (2013).

[86] G. Wilk and Z. Wlodarczyk, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 2770 (2000).

[87] U. W. Heinz, |arXiv:hep-ph/0407360.

[88] A. Nandi, L. Kumar and N. Sharma, Phys. Rev. C 102, no.2,
024902 (2020)

[89] K. Hagino, N. W. Lwin and M. Yamagami, Phys. Rev. C 74,
017310 (2006).

[90] Q. Y. Shou, Y. G. Ma, P. Sorensen, A. H. Tang, F. Videbzk and
H. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 749, 215-220 (2015).

[91] A. Adare et al. [PHENIX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 93, no.3,
034903 (2016).

[92] A. Adare et al. [PHENIX Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 93, no.2,
024901 (2016).

[93] J. Xu and C. M. Ko, Phys. Rev. C 84, 014903 (2011).

[94] G.L.Ma and Z. W. Lin, Phys. Rev. C 93, no.5, 054911 (2016)

[95] Z. w. Lin, S. Pal, C. M. Ko, B. A. Li and B. Zhang, Phys. Rev.
C 64, 011902 (2001).

[96] A. Goldschmidt, Z. Qiu, C. Shen and U. Heinz, Phys. Rev. C
92, no. 4, 044903 (2015).


http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0405068
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0407360

