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We apply an equal-velocity quark combination model to systematically study the transverse mo-
mentum (pT ) spectra of strange hadrons K0

S , φ, Λ, Ξ
−, Ω

−, Λ̄, Ξ̄
+ and Ω̄

+ at mid-rapidity in
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7, 11.5, 19.6, 27, 39, 54.4 GeV. Relative deviation between the

model calculation and experimental data of these eight hadrons is generally about 2-3% at
√
sNN =

27, 39, 54.4 GeV and in central collisions at 7.7, 11.5, 19.6 GeV. The deviation slightly increases up
to about 4% in the semi-central and peripheral collision at

√
sNN = 7.7, 11.5, 19.6 GeV. We sys-

tematically explain the dependence of two baryon-to-meson ratios Λ̄/K0
S and Ω/φ on pT , collision

centrality and collision energy by the property of quark pT spectra at hadronization. We derive
the analytic relations between RCP of hadrons and those of quarks, and we use them to naturally
explain the species and pT dependence of RCP of those strange hadrons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Strange hadrons are excellent probes of high-energy
collisions. The enhancement of strange hadrons was pro-
posed as a signal of quark-gluon plasma (QGP) formation
[1], and it was widely observed in relativistic heavy-ion
collisions at SPS, RHIC and LHC [2–4]. In recent years,
Beam Energy Scan (BES) experiments of STAR collabo-
ration at RHIC have obtained rich experimental data of
yield and transverse momentum (pT ) spectra of strange
hadrons in Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7-54.4 GeV

[5–9]. These experimental data contain valuable infor-
mation on the property of hot nuclear matter and QCD
phase transition at the finite baryon chemical potential,
the mechanism of hadron production at hadronization,
etc.

Existing theoretical studies on these newest data of
strange hadrons at STAR are mainly of the global infor-
mation on hadron freeze-out. Statistical model analysis
on yield data of strange hadrons obtain the temperature
and baryon chemical potential at the chemical freeze-
out of hadrons [5, 10]. Analysis on pT spectra data of
strange hadrons provide the kinematic freeze-out tem-
perature and collective radial flow at kinetic freeze-out
of hadrons [5]. There also exist phenomenological exten-
sion by introducing Tsallis statistics at kinetic freeze-out
to obtain a non-equilibrium parameter q besides the tem-
perature and radial velocity [11–13].

On the other hand, the microscopic mechanism of
strange hadrons production from the final-state parton
systems created in heavy-ion collisions at STAR BES en-
ergies is also necessary to be studied in details. For ex-
ample, we have known from the early heavy-ion collision
experiments at RHIC [14–18] that the quark combination
mechanism at hadronization is an effective mechanism to
explain the hadron production in relativistic heavy-ion
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collisions. How about the performance of this mecha-
nism at STAR BES energies? The answer is not com-
pletely clear since the existing theoretical studies and
comparison with the newest STAR data are relatively
lack [19–21]. Further studies are necessary for deeply
understanding the hadron production in heavy-ion col-
lisions at STAR BES energies, which can also serve as
the basis to better understand the hadron production in
heavy-ion collisions at lower energies in fixed target ex-
periments of STAR collaboration.

In this paper, we apply a quark combination model
[20, 22, 23] to carry out a systematic study on pT spectra
of strange hadrons K0

S , φ, Λ, Ξ−, Ω−, Λ̄, Ξ̄+ and Ω̄+ at
mid-rapidity in Au+Au collisions in different centralities
at

√
sNN = 7.7, 11.5, 19.6, 27, 39, 54.4 GeV. By a global

fit to experimental data for pT spectra of eight hadrons,
we study the performance of equal-velocity combination
(EVC) mechanism of constituent quark and antiquarks
at hadronization, and we study the significance of the
hadronization process imprinted in the final observation
of strange hadrons. We also study two baryon-to-meson
ratios Λ̄/K0

S and Ω/φ as the function of pT , where we
focus on the self-consistent explanation on the collision
centrality and energy dependence of two ratios by the
properties of quark pT distributions at hadronization. In
study of the nuclear modification factor RCP of strange
hadrons, we drive several analytic relations between RCP

of hadrons and those of quarks, and we use them to nat-
urally explain the species dependence of RCP of different
hadrons.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly
introduce the model we used in this paper. In Sec. III,
we show the global description of pT spectra of strange
hadrons in different centralities at

√
sNN = 7.7-54.4 GeV.

In Sec. IV, we discuss the centrality and collision energy
dependence of baryon-to-meson ratios. In Sec. V, we
study the nuclear modification factor of strange hadrons.
The summary is given in Sec. VI.
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II. A QUARK COMBINATION MODEL WITH

EVC

In this section, we briefly introduce a quark combi-
nation model used in this paper. The model was firstly
proposed in [22] based on the finding of the quark number
scaling property of hadronic pT spectra in pPb collisions
at LHC energy. Subsequently, this scaling property was
further found in pp and AA collisions at both RHIC and
LHC energies and the model was systematically tested by
the experimental data of hadronic pT spectra and elliptic
flow in those collisions [20, 23–28].

In the framework of quark combination mechanism,
the inclusive momentum distribution of baryon (Bj) and
meson (Mj) can be obtained by

fBj (pB) =

∫

dp1dp2dp3fq1q2q3 (p1, p2, p3) (1)

×RBj (p1, p2, p3; pB) ,

fMj (pM ) =

∫

dp1dp2fq1 q̄2 (p1, p2)RMj (p1, p2; pM ) .

(2)

Here, fq1q2q3 (p1, p2, p3) is the joint momentum distribu-
tion function for q1, q2, q3 and fq1q̄2 (p1, p2) is that for
q1, q̄2. RBj (p1, p2, p3; pB) denotes the probability den-
sity for a given q1q2q3 with momenta p1, p2 and p3 form-
ing a baryon Bj with momentum pB. RMj (p1, p2; pM )
denotes the probability density for a given q1q̄2 with mo-
menta p1 and p2 forming a meson Mj with momentum
pM .

The hadronization is a non-perturbative process and
the combination kernel functions RBj and RMj are hard
to determine from the first principle calculation at the
moment. Inspired by the quark number scaling property
for hadronic pT spectra at LHC [22, 26, 29], we can take
the equal-velocity combination of constituent quarks and
antiquarks as the main feature of hadron formation. In
this case, we have

RBj (p1, p2, p3; pB) = κBj

3
∏

i=1

δ (pi − xipB) , (3)

RMj (p1, p2; pM ) = κMj

2
∏

i=1

δ (pi − xipM ) , (4)

Momentum fraction xi in baryon formula is xi =
mi/(m1 +m2 +m3) and that in meson formula is xi =
mi/(m1 +m2). mi is the constituent mass for quark of
flavor i, and we take ms =0.5 GeV, mu = md = 0.3
GeV. κBj and κMj are coefficients and independent of
the momentum.

For the joint momentum distribution of quarks and
antiquarks, we take the factorization approximation,

fq1q2q3 (p1, p2, p3) = fq1 (p1) fq2 (p2) fq3 (p3) , (5)

fq1 q̄2 (p1, p2) = fq1 (p1) fq̄2 (p2) . (6)

Substituting Eqs. (3)-(6) into Eqs. (1) and (2), we obtain

fBj (pB) = κBjfq1 (x1pB) fq2 (x2pB) fq3 (x3pB) , (7)

fMj (pM ) = κMjfq1 (x1pM ) fq̄2 (x2pM ) . (8)

We see that the momentum spectrum of hadron is sim-
ply the product of those of quarks at hadronization.
This simple form yields some interesting flavor correla-
tion among momentum distribution of different hadrons,
e.g, those at pT spectra [22, 26] and elliptic flows of dif-
ferent hadrons [30].

Coefficient κBj and κMj are independent of momentum
but dependent on quark numbers. To determine them
and clarify their physical meaning and importance, we
write Eqs. (7) and (8) as

fBj (pB) = Nq1q2q3κBjf
(n)
q1 (x1pB) f

(n)
q2 (x2pB) f

(n)
q3 (x3pB) ,

(9)

fMj (pM ) = Nq1 q̄2κMjf
(n)
q1 (x1pM ) f

(n)
q̄2 (x2pM ) , (10)

by introducing the normalized quark distribution

f
(n)
qi (p) = Nqifqi(p). At the same time, we write hadron

distribution as

fBj (pB) = NBjf
(n)
Bj

(pB) , (11)

fMj (pM ) = NMjf
(n)
Mj

(pM ) . (12)

Comparing Eqs. (9-10) and (11-12), we obtain

NBj = Nq1Nq2Nq3

κBj

ABj

, (13)

NMj = Nq1Nq̄2

κMj

AMj

, (14)

where

A−1
Bj

=

∫

f (n)
q1 (x1pB) f

(n)
q2 (x2pB) f

(n)
q3 (x3pB) dpB, (15)

A−1
Mj

=

∫

f (n)
q1 (x1pM ) f

(n)
q̄2 (x2pM ) dpM . (16)
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Clearly, κBj/ABj in Eq. (13) serves as the momentum-
integrated probability of q1q2q3 forming a baryon Bj .
κMj/AMj in Eq. (14) denotes that of q1q̄2 forming a me-
son Mj. Supposing that quark system doubles in size,
i.e., Nqi doubles, then after hadronization Nh should
also double. However Nq1Nq2Nq3 in Eq. (13) increases
8 times and Nq1Nq̄2 in Eq. (14) increases 4 times. There-
fore, probability κBj/ABj in Eq. (13) and κMj/AMj in
Eq. (14) should also play the role of the re-normalization
to guarantee the unitarity of the hadronization. Follow-
ing this argument, we can parameterize them as

κBj/ABj ≡ Pq1q2q3�Bj = CBjNiter
NB

Nqqq
, (17)

κMj/AMj ≡ Pq1 q̄2�Mj = CMj

NM

NqNq̄
. (18)

Here, Nqqq = Nq(Nq − 1)(Nq − 2) ≈ N3
q with Nq =

Nu + Nd + Ns in heavy-ion collisions is the combina-
tion number of all qqq. NB is the average number of all
baryons. Then, NB/N

3
q can denote the average proba-

bility of three quarks forming a baryon. The factor Niter

is the permutation number of q1q2q3, and equals to 1,
3, 6 for q1q2q3 with identical flavors, two identical fla-
vors, and three different flavors, respectively. CBj is a
refined parameter to account for the probability of form-
ing different spin state at quark combination. The meson
formula is similar. NM/NqNq̄ denotes the average prob-
ability of a qq̄ pair forming a meson. CMj account for the
probability of forming the meson with given spin state.

In this paper, we only consider the production of
ground state meson JP = 0−, 1− and baryon JP =
(1/2)+ , (3/2)+ in flavor SU(3) group. We introduce a pa-
rameter RD/O to denote the relative probability of form-
ing decuplet baryon to octet baryon with the same quark
flavor, and introduce a parameter RV/P to denote the
relative probability of vector meson to pseudo-scalar me-
son with same quark flavor. Then CBj and CMj can be
written as

CBj =

{

1
1+RD/O

for JP = (1/2)+

RD/O

1+RD/O
for JP = (3/2)+

, (19)

except CΛ = CΣ0 = 1/
(

2 +RD/O

)

, CΣ∗0 =

RD/O/
(

2 +RD/O

)

, C∆++ = C∆− = CΩ− = 1, and

CMj =

{

1
1+RV/P

for JP = 0−

RV/P

1+RV/P
for JP = 1−

. (20)

Here, we take RV/P = 0.55±0.05 to reproduce the experi-
mental data of yield ratios K∗/K and φ/K in high energy
pp and pPb collisions [31, 32]. We take RD/O = 0.5±0.04
by fitting the experimental data of yield ratios Ξ∗/Ξ and
Σ∗/Λ in high-energy pp collisions [33].

For global production of baryons and mesons, i.e., NB

and NM , we have obtained their empirical solution [34],

NM =
x

2

[

1− z
(1 + z)

a
+ (1− z)

a

(1 + z)
a − (1− z)

a

]

, (21)

NB =
xz

3

(1 + z)
a

(1 + z)
a − (1− z)

a , (22)

N B̄ =
xz

3

(1− z)
a

(1 + z)a − (1− z)a
, (23)

where x = Nq + Nq̄ and z = (Nq −Nq̄) /x. a =

1 +
(

NM/NB

)

z=0
/3 characterizes the production com-

petition of baryon to meson at z = 0 and is tuned to be
a ≈ 4.86± 0.1 in relativistic heavy-ion collisions [35].

When quark distributions fqi (p) are given, momentum
distributions of hadrons fh (p) and their integrated yields
Nh can be directly calculated using the model. In order
to compare with experimental data, the decay contribu-
tion of short-life resonance should be also considered,

f
(final)
hj

(p) = fhi (p)+
∑

i6=j

∫

dp′fhi (p
′)Dij (p

′, p) . (24)

The decay function Dij (p
′, p) is determined by the decay

kinematics and decay branch ratios [36].

III. TRANSVERSE MOMENTUM SPECTRUM

OF STRANGE HADRONS

In this section, we use the above EVC model to cal-
culate pT spectra of strange hadrons at mid-rapidity in
Au + Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7, 11.5, 19.6, 27, 39

and 54.4 GeV, and make systematic comparison with the
experimental data [7–9, 37, 38]. First, we reduce the for-
mulas in the model to those in one-dimensional pT space
at mid-rapidity y = 0. The momentum distribution func-
tion f(p) reduces to f(pT ) ≡ dN/dpT and momentum in-
tegration in Eqs. (15) and (16) reduce to pT integration.

The model needs pT spectra of quarks and antiquarks
at hadronization fq(pT ) as the input, which are difficult
to obtain from first principle calculations. Here, we take
the following parametrization form for the normalized
quark pT spectrum

f (n)
q (pT ) = Nq (pT + aq)

bq



1 +

√

p2T +m2
q −mq

nqcq





−nq

,

(25)
where Nq is a normalized constant to assure
∫

f
(n)
q (pT ) dpT = 1. Parameters aq, bq, nq, mq, cq

control the shape of the spectrum. We also need
the numbers of quarks and antiquarks Nqi so that

fqi(pT ) = Nqif
(n)
qi (pT ) can be used to calculate pT

spectra of hadrons in our model.
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For hadron production at mid-rapidity at the studied
collision energies, we take the approximate isospin sym-
metry between up and down quarks, i.e., fu(pT ) = fd(pT )
and fū(pT ) = fd̄(pT ). We also assume the strangeness
neutrality fs(pT ) = fs̄(pT ) according to our previous
work [20]. Finally, we need three inputs fu(pT ), fū(pT )
and fs(pT ) to calculate pT spectra of light-flavor hadrons.
They are fixed by fitting experimental data of identified
hadrons in our model. Specifically, experimental data of
pT spectrum of φ are used to fix fs(pT ), i.e., quark num-
ber Ns and spectra parameters as, bs, cs, ms and ns.
Because experimental data for pT spectra of proton and
antiproton are available only at pT < 2 GeV/c [39], they
can only constrain pT spectra of up quarks in a narrow
range (pT,u . 0.8 GeV/c) and therefore we alternatively
use experimental data for pT spectra of Λ and Λ̄ which
cover a wider pT range to fix fu(pT ) and fū(pT ), respec-
tively. Results for quark pT spectra at mid-rapidity in
Au+Au collisions in different centralities at

√
sNN = 7.7,

11.5, 19.6, 27, 39, 54.4 GeV are shown in Figs. 1-3. Their
properties are discussed latter in studying the baryon-to-
meson ratios in Sec. IV and nuclear modification factors
of hadrons in Sec. V.

Figs. 4-11 show model results for pT spectra of differ-
ent strange hadrons and their comparison with exper-
imental data [7, 8, 37, 38]. Besides three hadrons φ,
Λ, Λ̄ which are used to constrain quark pT spectra, re-
sults of other hadrons Ξ−, Ξ̄+, Ω−, Ω̄+ as well as K0

S
1 are shown as theoretical prediction. In addition, we
also calculate pT spectra of proton and antiproton and
find they are in good agreement with the available data
at pT < 2 GeV/c, which are not shown here since we
focus on strange hadrons in this paper. The system-
atic comparison between model results of eight strange
hadrons and their experimental data can effectively test
our model.

Considering that the pT coverage and statistical uncer-
tainties of experiment data of these hadrons are different
in different centralities and/or at different collision ener-
gies, here in stead of the standard χ2/ndf evaluation, we
use the relative deviation

D =
1

Ndata

Ndata
∑

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

y
(model)
i − y

(exp)
i

y
(exp)
i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(26)

1 The pT spectrum of K0
S is calculated as the equal weight mixing

of that of K0 and K̄0. In addition, because kaon mass is smaller
than the sum of constituent masses of down and strange quarks
used in this paper, the direct combination of down and strange
(anti-)quark is difficult to directly form the on-shell kaon. There-
fore, we modify the kaon formation in EVC mechanism as fol-
lows: The combination of up/down and strange quark has a large
probability (p1) to firstly form an intermediate resonance like
K∗(892) and then decays into the on-shell kaon and pion; it has
a small probabilities (p2) to directly from the on-shell kaon. Here,
we take p1 = 3/4 and p2 = 1/4 so that p1mK∗ + p2mK ≈ 0.8
GeV approximately equals to mu +ms and approximately satis-
fies energy conservation.

to quantify our model description. Here, y
(exp)
i is the

central value of experimental data. Index i runs over all
datum points of eight hadrons presented in Figs. 4-11
in the given collision centrality and at the given collision
energy. Results of D are shown in Table. I.

We see that the relative deviation D in the studied col-
lision centralities and collision energy range is generally
a few percentages. D at

√
sNN =19.6, 27, 39 and 54.4

GeV is about 0.02 in all collision centralities. D in semi-
central and peripheral collisions at

√
sNN =7.7 and 11.5

GeV is about 0.03-0.04, which is larger than, to a certain
extent, that in peripheral collisions at the two energies
and those at higher collision energies.

The small values of D indicate that experimental data
of pT spectra of these eight hadrons in Au+Au colli-
sions at

√
sNN=7.7-54.4 GeV can be self-consistently de-

scribed by our model. Such a global agreement there-
fore indicates the important role of EVC mechanism at
hadron production in these collisions. In the following
two sections, we further test our model by the baryon-
to-meson ratios and nuclear modification factors of iden-
tified hadrons, which are more sensitive to hadron pro-
duction mechanism in heavy-ion collisions.

IV. BARYON TO MESON RATIOS

Baryon-to-meson ratio is a sensitive physical quantity
to check the hadronization mechanism. RHIC experi-
ments at the early years had shown an enhancement of
baryon-to-meson ratios at the intermediate pT in heavy-
ion collisions. This enhancement is difficultly understood
in traditional fragmentation mechanism but can be natu-
rally described in quark (re-)combination mechanism. In
this section, we study Λ̄/K0

S and Ω/φ ratios at/in differ-
ent collision energies and/or centralities.

In Fig. 12, we show the results of Λ̄/K0
S as the func-

tion of pT in Au+Au collisions with different centralities
at

√
sNN = 7.7 − 54.4 GeV and compare them with ex-

perimental data [7, 37]. Experiment data of Λ̄/K0
S ratio

exhibit an obvious dependence on the collision energy and
centrality. We see an obvious decrease of the ratio with
the decrease of collision energy. From central collisions to
peripheral collisions, we also see the decrease of the ratio.
The decrease magnitude of Λ̄/K0

S with collision centrality
is generally slower than that with collision energy. For ex-
perimental data of the central and semi-central collisions
which have rich data points and cover broad pT range, we
always see a non-monotonic pT dependence of the Λ̄/K0

S

ratio. The solid lines are our model results. They are
generally in good agreement with experimental data. In
the following text, we explain the underlying physics for
the pT , collision energy and centrality dependence of the
ratio.

Firstly, we explain the non-monotonic pT dependence
of the Λ̄/K0

S ratio. We examine the property of quark
pT spectra shown in Figs. 1-3 which is parameterized in
Eq. (25). In the range pT,q . 1 GeV/c (i.e., at low pT for
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Figure 1. The pT spectra of u quark in different centrality in Au + Au collisions at
√
sNN=7.7, 11.5, 19.6, 27, 39, 54.4 GeV.
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Figure 3. The same as 1 but for s.

Table I. Relative deviation of theory and experiment for various collision centralities and energy in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN =

7.7-54.4 GeV [7–9, 37, 38].

Centrality 7.7 11.5 19.6 27 39 54.4

0 − 5% 0.0279 0.0170 0.0189 0.0166 0.0167 0.0214

5 − 10% 0.0442 0.0341 0.0265 0.0308 0.0240 0.0243

10 − 20% 0.0263 0.0226 0.0129 0.0121 0.0167 0.0226

20 − 30% 0.0265 0.0286 0.0174 0.0138 0.0120 0.0305

30 − 40% 0.0236 0.0285 0.0197 0.0134 0.0193 0.0248

40 − 60% 0.0412 0.0325 0.0159 0.0224 0.0181 0.0241

60 − 80% 0.0436 0.0411 0.0256 0.0205 0.0209 0.0228

quarks), quark pT spectrum behaves approximately as

dNqi/dpT ∝ pαi

T exp[−
√

p2T +m2
i /Ti], (27)

where the exponent parameter αi > 0 and slop parameter
Ti > 0. Then Λ̄/K0

S ratio in the low pT range (pT ≈

2− 3pT,q . 3 GeV/c)

Λ

K0
S

=
κΛfu(xupT )fd(xdpT )fs(xspT )

κKfs(x
′

spT )fū(x
′

upT )

= coe× pαu

T (28)

× exp

[

−
√

x2
up

2
T +m2

u

(

2

Tu
+

ms/mu

Ts

)]

× exp

[

+
√

x′2
u p2T +m2

u

(

1

Tū
+

ms/mu

Ts

)]

,

where we use αu ≈ αū to simplify the expression. Be-
cause the exponential terms change weakly with pT , the
behavior of Λ̄/K0

S ratio in the low pT range is therefore
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sNN=7.7-54.4 GeV. Symbols are experimental data [7, 37] and lines are results of our model.

mainly determined by pαu

T , which is a rapidly increasing
function.

In the range pT,q & 1 GeV/c, quark pT spectrum be-
haves approximately as

dNqi/dpT ∝
(

1 +
pT
ai

)−ni

, (29)

where the stretch parameter ai > 0 and and indices pa-
rameter ni > 0. In the studied collision energies and
centralities, a is about 1-5 and ni is about 6-20. Λ̄/K0

S

ratio in the range (pT & 3 GeV/c)

Λ

K0
S

=
κΛfu(xupT )fd(xdpT )fs(xspT )

κKfs(x
′

spT )fū(x
′

upT )

∝ (au + xupT )
−nu (30)

×
(

1 +
∆xupT

au + xupT

)nu
(

1 +
∆xspT

as + xspT

)ns

,

where ∆xu = x
′

u − xu = 0.1 with xu = 0.45 and ∆xs =

x
′

s−xs = 0.17 with xs = 0.63. Clearly, (au+xupT )
−nu is

the dominant term to drive Λ/K0
S ratio decrease with pT

and terms
(

1 + ∆xupT

au+xupT

)nu

and
(

1 + ∆xspT

as+xspT

)ns

only

weaken the influence of the first term to a certain. Com-
bining the effect of property of quark pT spectra in the
low pT range in Eq. (28) and that in the pT range in
Eq. (30), we now can understand the increase of Λ/K0

S

in the range pT . 3 GeV/c and subsequently its decrease
in the range pT & 3 GeV/c.

Secondly, we explain that the energy dependence of the
Λ̄/K0

S ratio shown in Fig. 12, see the model calculation
and experimental data in a row. There are two main
physical ingredients that influence the Λ̄/K0

S ratio. The
first is the relatively rapid increase of baryon chemical
potential with the decrease of collision energy. In our
model, an asymmetry factor of quark-antiquark number
is defined as

z =
Nq −Nq̄

Nq +Nq̄
, (31)

which closely relates to baryon chemical potential. z
causes the production asymmetry between particles and
antiparticles in our model [34]. At intermediate and low
RHIC energies, z is positive and is about z & 0.1. This
will suppress the production of anti-baryons. Therefore,
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Figure 13. (a) The collision energy dependence of NΛ̄/NK0
S

ratios at mid-rapidity (|y| < 0.5) in central Au + Au collisions
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√
sNN=7.7-54.4 GeV. The upper horizontal axis show z of

quarks; (b) NΛ̄/NK0
S

as functions of 〈Npart〉 from Au+Au

collisions at
√
sNN=7.7-54.4 GeV. Open symbols are experi-

mental data [7, 37] and solid symbols are model results .

the yield of Λ̄ is largely suppressed and this the main
reason for the decrease of Λ̄/K0

S with the decrease of
collision energy shown in Fig. 12. To illustrate it, we cal-
culate the yield ratio of Λ̄ to K0

S and after considering
the resonance decays we obtain

NΛ̄

NK0
S

=
7.74

(2 + λs)(1 + 0.12λs)
RB̄/M (z), (32)

where

RB̄/M (z) =
2z

3(1 + z)
[

(1+z
1−z )

a−1 − 1
] , (33)

with a ≈ 4.86 ± 0.1 leading to RB̄/M (z) ≈ 1
11 − 1

12 in

high energy collisions [34, 35]. According to the quark
pT spectra in Figs. 1-3, we can calculate z in at differ-
ent collision energies and the results of Λ̄/K0

S yield ratio
are shown in Fig. 13(a) and compared with experimental
data [7, 37]. We see that it decrease rapidly with the de-
crease of collision energy (i.e., the increase of z). This is
the main reason for the globally rapid decrease of Λ̄/K0

S

ratio as the function of pT shown in Fig. 12. Another
reason that influences the behavior of Λ̄/K0

S ratio as the
function of pT is the shape change of quark pT spectra,
which might not be clearly seen from Figs. 1-3. Actually,
the extended pT range of thermal behavior of quark pT
spectra in Eq. 27 shrink with the decrease of collision en-
ergy. This will also weaken the increasing trend of Λ̄/K0

S
ratio in the low pT range.

Thirdly, we understand the centrality dependence of
Λ̄/K0

S ratio shown in Fig. 12, see the calculation re-
sults and experimental data in a column. As shown in
Fig. 13(b), the Λ̄/K0

S yield ratio changes weakly with col-
lision centrality at the studied collision energies. There-
fore, the weak change of z contributes small centrality de-
pendence to Λ̄/K0

S ratio as the function of pT . Actually,
the main influence ingredient comes from the change of
quark pT spectra at different collision centralities. From
Figs. 1-3, we see a clear shrink of thermal component for

quark pT spectra in peripheral collisions. This will cause
the increase of Λ̄/K0

S ratio in the low pT range stops at
smaller pT in peripheral collisions than that in central
collisions. The maximum value of Λ̄/K0

S ratio can reach
in peripheral collisions also smaller than that in central
collisions.

Fig. 14 show Ω/φ ratio as the function of pT in Au+Au
collisions. Here, Ω denotes Ω−+Ω̄+. Symbols are experi-
mental data [8, 9, 38] and lines are model results. We see
that our model results are generally in good agreement
with the experimental data.

The underlying physics for the non-monotonic pT de-
pendence of Ω/φ ratio in our model is quite similar with
that discussed in above Λ̄/K0

S ratio. The difference in
property between quark pT spectra in the small pT range
pT .1 GeV/c and that in range pT &1 GeV/c leads to
the Ω/φ ratio firstly increases with pT and then decrease
with pT . Because the production of Ω and φ involves
only strange (anti-)quarks, pT dependence of Ω/φ ratio
can be seen more clear by the slope of the ratio

[

ln
fΩ(pT )

fφ(pT )

]
′

= −1

6
pT [ln fs(ξ)]

′′

, (34)

with pT /3 < ξ < pT /2, which is obtained in our recent
work [27]. This equation means that the second deriva-
tive of the logarithm of strange quark spectrum deter-
mine the increase or decrease of the Ω/φ ratio. In Fig. 3
with logarithmic vertical coordinate, we can intuitively

see the sign of [ln fs(ξ)]
′′

is negative in the range pT,s . 1
GeV/c and is positive as pT,s & 1 GeV/c, which directly
causes the increase of Ω/φ ratio in the range pT < 2− 3
GeV/c and the decrease of the ratio as pT further in-
creases.

The collision energy dependence of Ω/φ ratio in
Fig. 14, see results and data in a row, is not strong.
This is mainly because the Ω/φ yield ratio, as shown in
Fig. 15(a), change weakly at the studied collision ener-
gies. The centrality dependence of Ω/φ ratio in Fig. 14,
see results and data in a column, is relatively obvious.
This is mainly because of the shape change of strange
quark spectrum in different collision centralities. From
Fig. 3, we see a clear shrink of thermal component for
strange quark pT spectra in peripheral collisions. This
leads to the relatively weak increase of the Ω/φ ratio in
the low pT range and the relatively smaller pT at which
Ω/φ ratio begins to decrease in the peripheral collisions.
The centrality dependence of Ω/φ yield ratio is shown
in Fig. 15(b). We see that Ω/φ yield ratio in central
collisions is larger than that in peripheral collisions to a
certain extent. This is because of the increase of strange
quarks fraction λs in central collisions. This will cause
the global increase of Ω/φ as the function of pT in central
collisions, in comparison with the Ω/φ ratio in peripheral
collisions.
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symbols are model results.

V. NUCLEAR MODIFICATION FACTOR RCP

The nuclear modification factor (RCP ) of the final
hadrons is an important physical observable to quantify

the difference between hadron production in central col-
lisions and that in peripheral collisions. RCP is defined
as

RCP (pT ) =

[(

dN2/2πpTdpT
)

/ (Ncoll)
]

central

[(dN2/2πpTdpT ) / (Ncoll)]peripheral
. (35)

Here Ncoll is the number of binary nucleon-nucleon col-
lisions determined from Glauber model [40]. In general,
RCP of hadrons in relativistic heavy-ion collisions has a
pT dependence. The property of RCP at high pT is driven
by jet quenching physics. In this paper, we focus on the
property of RCP of hadrons in the low and intermedi-
ate pT range, i.e., pT . 4 GeV/c for mesons and pT .6
GeV/c for baryons. The formation of hadrons in this
range in our EVC mechanism is by the combination of
soft quarks and antiquarks with low transverse momenta
pT,q . 2 GeV/c.

Because pT spectra of hadrons in EVC mechanism ex-
hibit relatively simple relationship with those of quarks
and antiquarks at hadronization, RCP of hadrons can
also exhibit some interesting properties relating to quark
flavor composition of hadron. Substituting Eq. (7) into
Eq. (35), we obtain
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RCP,Bj(pT ) =

1

N
(c)
coll

f
(c)
Bj

(pT )

1

N
(p)
coll

f
(p)
Bj

(pT )

=

1

N
(c)
coll

κ
(c)
Bj

f
(c)
q1 (xq1pT )f

(c)
q2 (xq2pT )f

(c)
q3 (xq3pT )

1

N
(p)
coll

κ
(p)
Bj

f
(p)
q1 (xq1pT )f

(p)
q2 (xq2pT )f

(p)
q3 (xq3pT )

=

(

N
(c)
coll

N
(p)
coll

)2 N
(c)
B

N
(c)3
q

A
(c)
Bj

N
(p)
B

N
(p)3
q

A
(p)
Bj

(

1

N
(c)
coll

)3

f
(c)
q1 (xq1pT )f

(c)
q2 (xq2pT )f

(c)
q3 (xq3pT )

(

1

N
(p)
coll

)3

f
(p)
q1 (xq1pT )f

(p)
q2 (xq2pT )f

(p)
q3 (xq3pT )

=

(

N
(c)
coll

N
(p)
coll

)2 N
(c)
B

N
(c)3
q

A
(c)
Bj

N
(p)
B

N
(p)3
q

A
(p)
Bj

RCP,q1(xq1pT )RCP,q2(xq2pT )RCP,q3(xq3pT ). (36)

In the third line, we have used Eq. (17). In the last
line, we extend Eq. (35) to quarks at hadronization. By
rewriting

NB

Nq
=

2

1 + z

z

3

(1 + z)a

(1 + z)a − (1 − z)a
= gB(z), (37)

we finally obtain

RCP,Bj (pT )

=
A

(c)
Bj

gB(zc)

A
(p)
Bj

gB(zp)

(

N
(c)
coll/N

(c)
q

N
(p)
coll/N

(p)
q

)2

(38)

×RCP,q1(xq1pT )RCP,q2(xq2pT )RCP,q3(xq3pT ).

We see that RCP of baryons directly relates to the prod-
uct of those of quarks. gB(zc)/gB(zp) is only slightly
smaller than one because zc in central collisions is slightly
greater than zp in peripheral collisions. Coefficient

A
(c)
Bj

/A
(p)
Bj

is slightly smaller than one because quark pT
spectra become steeper to a certain extend when collision

impact factor becomes large. Coefficient

(

N
(c)
coll/N

(c)
q

N
(p)
coll/N

(p)
q

)2

is slightly greater than one because Ncoll ∝ N
4/3
part in

Glauber model [40] and Nq ∝ Npart in our model. There-
fore, coefficients in right hand side of Eq. (38) is about
one and the product of RCP of quarks dominates RCP

of baryons.

Applying Eq. (38) to Ω, we have

RCP,Ω(pT ) =
A

(c)
Ω gB(zc)

A
(p)
Ω gB(zp)

(

N
(c)
coll/N

(c)
q

N
(p)
coll/N

(p)
q

)2

R3
CP,s

(pT
3

)

.

(39)

A similar derivation for φ meson gives

RCP,φ(pT ) =
A

(c)
φ gM (zc)

A
(p)
φ gM (zp)

(

N
(c)
coll/N

(c)
q

N
(p)
coll/N

(p)
q

)

R2
CP,s

(pT
2

)

,

(40)

where gM (z) =
1

1− z

[

1− z
(1 + z)

a
+ (1− z)

a

(1 + z)
a − (1− z)

a

]

.

Fig. 16 show RCP of Ω and φ between centrality
0 − 10% and centrality 40 − 60%. Symbols are exper-
imental data [8, 9, 38] and lines are model results which
are directly calculated from the numerical results of pT
spectra of Ω and φ in Figs. 9-11. We see that model re-
sults in Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 19.6, 27, 39 and

54.4 GeV are in good agreement with experimental data.
Applying Eqs. (39) and (40), we can naturally ex-

plain the different pT dependence of experimental data
for RCP of Ω− and φ. As shown by Eqs. (39) and (40),
RCP,Ω(pT ) and RCP,φ(pT ) in the EVC mechanism relate
to the third and second power of RCP,s(pT ). Now, we
examine the behavior of strange quark RCP,s(pT ), which
can be calculated with Eq. (35) by strange quark pT
spectra in Fig. 17 and the results are shown in Fig. 17.
We see that RCP,s(pT ) increases with pT in the range
0 < pT . 1 GeV/c and turns to decrease with pT in the
range pT & 1 GeV/c. Because pT,φ = 2pT,s, RCP,φ(pT )
should increase with pT in the range pT . 2 GeV/c and
then turns to decrease with pT as pT & 2 GeV/c. Be-
cause pT,Ω = 3pT,s, RCP,Ω(pT ) should increase with pT
in the range pT . 3 GeV/c and turns to decrease with pT
as pT & 3 GeV. Moreover, because RCP,Ω(pT ) relates to
the third power of RCP,s(pT ) but RCP,φ(pT ) relates to
the square of RCP,s(pT ), RCP,Ω(pT ) can not only keep
the increase trend in the larger pT range but also reach
higher magnitude, which are just seen in experimental
data.

In view of this good agreement and simple expressions
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Figure 16. RCP (0-10%)/(40-60%) of Ω−
+ Ω̄

+, φ , at mid-rapidity (|y| < 0.5) in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN=7.7-54.4 GeV.

Symbols are experimental data [8, 9, 38] and lines are results of our model.

for Ω− and φ in Eqs. (39) and (40), we can further build
a correlation

R
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is close to one. Fig. 18 show the results of Eq. (41)
for experimental data of Ω and φ. The coefficient Mq

is 1.16, 1.15, 1.18 at three collisional energies, respec-
tively. The deviation of the Mq from 1 is due to the
influence of three parts. Numerical calculations give

the (A
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RCP of K0
S , Λ and Ξ in the EVC mechanism are

RCP,Λ(pT ) (43)
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RCP of these hadrons not only depend on the RCP

of strange quarks but also depend on that of up/down
quarks.

Fig. 19 shows RCP of Λ, Ξ and K0
S in Au+Au colli-

sions at six collisional energies. Symbols are experimen-
tal data [7, 37]. Lines of different kinds are our model
results which are calculated from their model results of
inclusive pT spectra shown in Figs. 4-8. We see that the
experimental data of three hadrons exhibit some hierar-
chy properties. Compared with RCP of Λ and Ξ, RCP of
K0

S at
√
sNN = 19.6− 54.4 GeV reach the maximum at

a smaller pT (i.e., pT ≈ 1.5− 2 GeV/c) and is lower than
those of Λ and Ξ as pT & 2 GeV/c. RCP of Λ is smaller in
magnitude than that of Ξ to a certain extent but is quite
similar with the latter in the global pT dependence. Our
model reproduce these hierarchy properties. The last few
points of RCP for K0

S at
√
sNN = 7.7 and 11.5 GeV in

range pT & 2 GeV/c are close to those of baryons, which
is beyond the model expectation.

Using Eqs. (43)-(45) and RCP of quarks shown in
Fig. 18, we can naturally explain the experimental data
of RCP of Λ, Ξ and K0

S. We see that RCP of u, ū and s
are all dependent on pT . RCP of (anti-)quark increases
with pT at low pT and turns to decrease with pT as pT &
1 GeV/c. RCP of K0

S relates to the product of two quark
RCP , and therefore RCP of K0

S reaches the maximum at
pT ≈ 2 GeV/c. RCP of Λ and Ξ relate to the product of
three quark RCP , therefore they reaches the maximum
at pT ≈ 3 GeV/c and the maximum values are higher
than that of K0

S. This is quite similar to the case of Ω
and φ discussed above. We also see from Fig. 18 that
RCP of strange quarks has a stronger non-monotonic pT
dependence than that of u and ū. In addition, because
the fraction of strange quarks (i.e., λs = Ns/Nū) in cen-
tral collisions is higher than that in peripheral collisions,
RCP of strange quarks is globally higher than that of u
or ū to a certain extent. Since Ξ has two strange quarks,
RCP of Ξ has a stronger pT dependence than that of Λ
and is globally higher than that of Λ.

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have applied an equal-velocity
quark combination to systematically study pT spectra
of strange hadrons K0

S , φ, Λ, Ξ−, Ω−, Λ̄, Ξ̄+ and Ω̄+ at
mid-rapidity in Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7, 11.5,

19.6, 27, 39 and 54.4 GeV. The model was proposed in
[22, 29] by inspiration of the quark number scaling prop-
erty of hadronic pT spectra in pp and pPb collisions at
LHC energies and has a series of successful applications
in describing hadron production in pp and pPb collisions
at LHC as well as AA collisions at both RHIC and LHC
[20, 23–28]. Application of this model to STAR BES
energies can further test the universal property of the
hadronization in different collisions. In the study, we
focus on the self-consistent explanation on pT spectra
of strange hadrons at STAR BES energies. Therefore
we not only carried out the global comparison with pT
spectra data of these hadrons but also concentrated on
baryon-to-meson ratios and nuclear modification factor
in the low and intermediate pT range which are sensitive
to hadronization mechanism.

We firstly carried out a global fit to experimental data
of pT spectra of strange hadrons. The model has three
quark inputs, i.e., fu(pT ), fū(pT ) and fs(pT ). We used
the data of Λ, Λ̄ and φ to fix them and subsequently
calculated pT spectra of K0

S , Ξ−, Ω−, Ξ̄+, Ω̄+ and com-
pared them with experimental data. We evaluated the
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Figure 19. RCP of K0
S , Λ+Λ̄ and Ξ

−
+Ξ̄

+ (0-5%)/(40-60%) at mid-rapidity (|y| < 0.5) in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN=7.7-54.4

GeV. Symbols are experimental data [7, 37] and lines are results of our model.

relative deviation between model calculation and exper-
imental data of these eight hadrons. We found that the
relative deviation is generally about 2-3% at

√
sNN =

27, 39, 54.4 GeV and in central collisions at 7.7, 11.5,
19.6 GeV. The deviation slightly increases up to about
4% in semi-central and peripheral collision at

√
sNN =

7.7, 11.5, 19.6 GeV. These results indicate that our model
can give a globally consistent explanation on pT spectra
of these strange hadrons at the studied collision energies.

We studied the dependence of two baryon-to-meson
ratios Λ̄/K0

S and Ω/φ on pT , collision centrality and col-
lision energy. By classifying the property of quark pT
spectra in the range pT . 1 GeV/c and that in the range
pT & 1 GeV/c, we provided an intuitive explanation on
the increase of two ratios in the range pT . 2− 3 GeV/c
and their subsequent decrease at larger pT . Combining
the extracted quark pT spectra at hadronization, we fur-
ther discussed the quark level origin of the change of
global magnitude and the movement of peak position of
two ratios in different collision centrality and at different
collision energies.

We studied the nuclear modification factor RCP of
strange hadrons. Taking advantage of the analytic fea-

ture of EVC mechanism, we derived the analytic expres-
sion for RCP of hadrons and found that RCP of hadrons
can be written as the product of those of quarks at
hadronization besides some pT -independent coefficients.
Using these analytic formulas, we gave an intuitive expla-
nation on the difference between RCP of meson and that
of baryon, including the difference in peak position and
peak value of the RCP . In addition, the hadron species
dependence of RCP of Λ, Ξ, Ω can be also naturally un-
derstood by considering the property of RCP of quarks
at hadronization.
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