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We report the transverse momentum pT spectra of identified hadrons (π±, K± and p(p̄)) in
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7 - 39 GeV from A Multi Phase Transport Model with string melting

effect (AMPT-SM). During this study, a new set of parameters are explored to study the effect of
hadronic cascade by varying hadronic cascade time tmax = 30 fm/c and 0.4 fm/c. No significant
effect of this change is observed in the pT spectra of light hadrons and the AMPT-SM model
reasonably reproduces the experimental data. To investigate the kinetic freeze-out properties the
blast wave fit is performed to the pT spectra and it is found that the blast wave model describes
the AMPT-SM simulations well. We additionally observe that the kinetic freeze-out temperature
(Tkin) increases from central to peripheral collisions, which is consistent with the argument of
short-lived fireball in peripheral collisions. Whereas the transverse flow velocity, < βT > shows
a decreasing trend from central to peripheral collisions indicating a more rapid expansion in the
central collisions. Both, Tkin and < βT > show a weak dependence on the collision energy at
most energies. We also observe a strong anti-correlation between Tkin and < βT >. The extracted
freeze-out parameters from the AMPT-SM simulations agree with the experimental data as opposed
to earlier studies that reported some discrepancies. Whereas, no significant effect is found on the
freeze-out parameters by varying the tmax. We also report the pT spectra of light hadrons and their
freeze-out parameters by AMPT-SM simulations at

√
sNN = 14.5 GeV, where no experimental data

is available for comparison. Overall, the set of parameters used in this study well describes the
experimental data at BES energies.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Theoretical work utilizing quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) strongly suggests of the existence of a deconfined
state of quarks and gluons at high temperatures and/or
high baryon densities. Current theoretical models pre-
dict the possible existence of a QCD critical point, which
may occur at the edge of the boundary of the first order
phase transition at low temperatures and high baryon
number chemical potentials (µB) regions [1–5]. At the
QCD critical point, the transition behavior of ordinary
nuclear matter into an amalgamation of free quarks and
gluons, known as a quark-gluon plasma (QGP) changes
instantaneously. Beyond this critical point, in the regions
of relatively low µB and high T ’s, QCD additionally pre-
dicts a continuous and smooth crossover from the hadron
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gas phase to the QGP [6]. Description and explanation
of the space-time evolution of this deconfined matter is
inherently complex if only one or even many of the avail-
able theoretical models are used. This complexity arises
due to different degrees of freedoms involved under vari-
ous space-time coordinates.

Ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions are employed as
the main tool to study the deconfined state of nuclear
matter. QCD phase diagram can be mapped at various
temperatures and baryon chemical potentials to study
the different phases of matter. To accomplish this, the
relativistic heavy ion collider (RHIC) at Brookhaven Na-
tional Laboratory (BNL) undertook the Beam Energy
Scan phase 1 (BES-I) program from 2010 to 2017 and
reported on the Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7 - 39

GeV [7–12]. The main objectives of the BES program
include, mapping the QCD phase diagram, locating the
QCD critical point and finding the boundary region be-
tween the two phases.

The bulk properties of a collision system are essential
tools that provide information on how the system evolves
over time. These properties assist in our understanding of
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the expansion of the fireball resulting from the heavy-ion
interactions. In heavy-ion interactions, two possible sce-
narios of freeze-out are observed, the chemical freeze-out
and the kinetic freeze-out. During the chemical freeze-
out, the inelastic collisions between the hadrons stop,
which means that there will be no new bound states
produced after this stage. During the chemical freeze-
out, multiple thermodynamical models [13–16] provide
the means for the extraction of µB and chemical freeze-
out temperature (Tch). The chemical freeze-out stage
is followed by the kinetic freeze-out stage. The time of
the hadronic phase between chemical and kinetic freeze-
out is proportional to a parameter called hadron cas-
cade time (τHC). The study of kinetic freeze-out stage is
complex, however, it is vital to undertake because multi-
ple literature report various freeze-out scenarios [17–21].
Additionally, the kinetic freeze-out temperature (Tkin)
is directly related to QGP temperature, which depends
on the density or the number of participating nucleons.
Hence, the study of the increase in Tkin from central to
peripheral collisions make it vital to our understanding
of freeze-out [22, 23]. Earlier study [24] suggests a clear
discrepancy in the freeze-out parameters between AMPT
simulations and experimental data.

In this paper we compare the experimental data col-
lected at the Solenoidal Tracker at RHIC (STAR) ex-
periment to the data obtained using the A Multi-Phase
Transport model (AMPT) simulations. Here the kinetic
freeze-out temperature (Tkin) and the radial flow velocity
(βT ) parameters are extracted by fitting the AMPT-SM
simulation. The extraction is accomplished by fitting the
Blast-wave function to the simulated pT spectra of iden-
tified charged particles, π±, K± and p(p). The freeze-out
parameters are also studied as a function of centrality and
collision energy. Further, we used two values, 30 fm/c
and 0.4 fm/c, of the hadron cascade time, τHC , which is
referred to as tmax, in the AMPT-SM model.

The paper is organized as follows: Section II gives the
brief description of the AMPT model, followed by a re-
sults and discussion in section III and finally a conclusion
provided in section IV.

II. A MULTI-PHASE TRANSPORT (AMPT)
MODEL

In this section, a short description of the AMPT model
and its parameters are discussed. The AMPT model was
developed to study the dynamics of relativistic heavy-ion
collisions [25]. Further, this model has been extensively
used to study the particle properties at various energies
and for multiple colliding systems. Currently, two ver-
sions of the AMPT model, namely the default AMPT
and the AMPT with string melting (AMPT-SM) version
are in use. The default version of the AMPT was first
released around April 2004, whereas the AMPT-SM ver-
sion was introduced later [26, 27]. AMPT-SM version,
also called hybrid transport model, was developed with

four main components: the initial conditions, partonic in-
teractions, hadronization, and hadronic interactions [25].
The initial conditions are based on the Heavy Ion Jet
Interaction Generator (HIJING) model [28], which in-
cludes the initial spatial and momentum distributions of
minijet partons and the soft string excitations. When
the momentum transfer in the production of hard mini-
jet partons is greater than the threshold (p0 = 2 GeV/c)
the perturbative processes play an important role. While
soft strings are produced when the momentum transfer
is less than the threshold value.
The scatterings among partons are modeled by Zhang’s

parton cascade (ZPC) [29]. This currently includes only
two-body scatterings with cross sections obtained from
the perturbative quantum chromodynamics (pQCD) the-
ory with Debye screening mass in the partonic matter.
The scattering cross-section is mathematically given by:

σp ≈ 9πα2
s

2(t− µ2)2
(1)

where, σp is the parton-parton scattering, t is the Man-
delstam variable for four momentum transfer, αs is the
strong coupling constant and µ is the Debye screening
mass in partonic matter.
Once the interaction among the partons stop, in the

default AMPT version, the partons recombine with their
parent strings. This recombination results in the produc-
tion of hadrons utilizing the Lund string fragmentation
model [30, 31]. Whereas, in the AMPT-SM version, all
flavors of quarks and antiquarks (qq) take part in the
ZPC, and the hadronization takes place due to the quark
coalescence model. The quark coalescence model is re-
sponsible for the coalescence of the nearest partons to
form hadrons. Additionally, in the AMPT-SM version
more partons are produced per unit volume and the co-
alescence of quarks enhances the elliptic flow of hadrons.
Therefore, the AMPT-SM model is able to better de-
scribe the large elliptic flow with small parton cross sec-
tions at RHIC energies [26, 27]. The last component of
AMPT is hadronic interaction; the hadronic re-scattering
process is described by a hadronic cascade, and it is based
on A Relativistic Transport (ART) model [32]. The ART
model describes the dynamics of hadronic matter in-
cluding the meson-meson, meson-baryon, baryon-baryon,
elastic, and inelastic scatterings [32]. Final observables
from the AMPT model are obtained after the hadronic
interactions cease at a certain cutoff time (tcut). The
cutoff time (tcut) is when the observables (final results)
under study are considered stable and do not change sig-
nificantly due to further interactions. Hence tcut provides
the time limit for the hadronic interaction.
In this study, we use the AMPT-SM version with the

following set of parameters, strong coupling constant (αs)
= 0.33 and the parton screening mass (µ) = 3.20 fm−1,
which gives the value of σp = 1.5mb using equation 1. We
also use an improved quark coalescence method for the
current study [33] and ART model for the dynamics of
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hadronic matter, however, we did not use the mean field,
which describes the potentials of hadrons, in the ART
model to carry out our analysis [34]. In the improved
quark coalescence method, the relative probability of a
quark forming a baryon rather than a meson can be con-
trolled by a new coalescence parameter rBM , which is
set to be 0.61 for our study. The rBM parameter well de-
scribes the proton yield dN/dy at mid-rapidity in central
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV as well as cen-

tral Pb-Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV [33]. Baryons

can be produced either in pairs (BB̄) or in combination
with mesons (BMB̄ ). This production of baryons is ex-
plained by a method called the popcorn method and it is
controlled in the AMPT-SM model by a popcorn param-
eter called PARJ(5). In this study, to control the relative
percentage of the BB̄ and BMB̄ channels the value of
PARJ(5) is changed from default value of 1.0 to 0.0.

III. ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY

This section focuses on the results obtained during this
study and then discusses the impact of these results. We
start with the results obtained for the transverse mo-
mentum (pT) of the identified charged hadrons and fol-
lowed by the results obtained for their kinetic proper-
ties, temperature (Tkin) and the transverse flow velocity
(< βT >).

A. Transverse Momentum (pT) spectra

In this study, using an improved version of AMPT-
SM model and σp = 1.5 mb, we obtain the freeze-out
properties of the identified hadrons in Au+Au collisions.
Motivated by the RHIC beam energy scan (BES-I) pro-
gram [14], 2 × 104 events were generated with the im-
proved AMPT-SM at the following

√
sNN = 7.7, 11.5,

14.5, 19.6, 27 and 39 GeV. The transverse momentum
(pT) spectra within the rapidity |y| < 0.1 of identified
hadrons are measured and the effect of hadronic inter-
action on the pT as well as the freeze-out properties are
studied by varying the hadronic cascade time (tmax).
Figure 1 shows the transverse momentum (pT) spectra

in Au+Au collisions of π±, K±, p and p̄ at midrapidity
|y| < 0.1 at

√
sNN = 19.6 GeV (upper panel) and 39 GeV

(lower panel) respectively from the improved AMPT-SM
model at given centralities, from most central (0-10%) to
increasingly peripheral values (10-20%, 20-40%, 40-6%
and 60-80%). In the fig. 1, solid symbols represent pT
spectra with tmax = 30 fm/c while open symbols rep-
resent tmax = 0.4 fm/c. This figure shows that the in-
variant yield of all the identified hadrons decreases from
central to peripheral collisions. The effect of hadronic
cascade is studied by changing tmax from 30 fm/c to 0.4
fm/c. However, comparing the results for two values of
tmax, 30 fm/c and 0.4 fm/c, shows no significant differ-
ence for the pT spectra. It is experimentally found that

the spectral shape of pT for colliding systems is exponen-
tial and for heavier particles such as the proton the slope
is flatter than the slope obtained for lighter particles such
as pions. This difference in the spectral shape is because
of the radial flow effects [14, 35, 36]. We also observe a
similar pattern for the pT spectra in our data as shown
in fig. 1.

B. Comparison with Experimental Results

Figure 2 compares the pT spectra of π+, K+ and p
at midrapidity (|y| < 0.1) in the most central (0-10%)
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 14.5 GeV (upper panel)

and 39 GeV (lower panel) respectively from improved
AMPT-SM simulations to that of STAR data [14]. The
results presented here are for tmax = 30 fm/c and tmax

= 0.4 fm/c. It is clear from fig. 2 that the invariant yield
of all the identified hadrons decrease with increasing pT.
When comparing the inverse slopes (pT/invariant yield)
of the three hadrons under study, π+, K+, p, we observe
that they follow the order p > K > π, which means that
the proton yield changes less than kaon and pion yields
when pT is varied by the same amount. Similar behaviour
is observed at other energies, i.e., 7.7, 11.5, 19.6 and 27
GeV. The negatively charged particles, π−, K−, p, not
presented in fig. 2 also show similar trends at all energies
which can be seen in fig. 1.
It is clear from fig. 2 that our simulation results well

describes the data from the STAR Experiment [10, 14]
for π+, K+ at

√
s
NN

= 14.5 and 39 GeV. From the lower
panel of fig. 2, we see that in the Model/Data ratio the
pT spectra of p is over-estimated particularly at low pT
bins (pT < 1 GeV/c) by the improved AMPT-SM model
with the set of parameters discussed in sec. II. However,
at pT > 1 GeV/c, the pT spectra of proton is well de-
scribed by the AMPT-SM model. Further, in the course
of this study we also compared the results at other ener-
gies

√
sNN = 7.7 - 39 GeV and we observe similar trends.

C. Kinetic Properties

The bulk properties of a medium can be systematically
studied by measuring the pT spectra of the hadrons. In
this study, we focused on the kinetic freeze-out properties
extracted from the pT spectra. As discussed above, the
kinetic freeze-out stage occurs when the elastic collisions
stop and spectra of the particles produced become fixed.
Important parameters used to study properties of the
system at this stage are the temperature (Tkin) and the
transverse flow velocity (< βT >), where Tkin gives the
temperature of the initial system and < βT > describes
the expansion of the system in the transverse direction.
The kinetic freeze-out parameters are extracted by fit-
ting the pT spectra with a Blast Wave (BW) model [37–
39] a hydrodynamics inspired model. The Blast Wave
model assumes that particles are locally thermalized with
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FIG. 1: The transverse momentum (pT) spectra of π±, K±, p and p̄ at midrapidity |y| < 0.1 in Au+Au collisions at√
s
NN

= 19.6 and 39 GeV from the AMPT-SM model at different centralities. The pT spectra is scaled by a factor of
10 for better visualization. Solid markers represents the pT spectra obtained from tmax = 30 fm/c, while open

markers shows the pT spectra from tmax = 0.4 fm/c.

a common Tkin moving with a common transverse flow
velocity < βT > [37, 39].
Assuming a radially boosted thermal source, with a

kinetic freeze-out temperature (Tkin) and a transverse
flow velocity (βT ), the pT distribution of the particles is
mathematically given by:

dN

pT dpT
∝

∫ R

0

rdrmT I0(
pT sinh ρ(r)

Tkin
)×K1(

mT cosh ρ(r)

Tkin
)

(2)

where mT =
√
p2T +m2 is the transverse mass of the

hadron species, ρ ≡ tanh−1β, and I0 and K1 are the
modified Bessel functions.

Figure 3 shows fit of the blast-wave function to the
identified hadrons pT spectra from the AMPT-SM model
in Au+Au collisions at

√
s
NN

= 14.5 GeV for tmax = 30
fm/c and 0.4 fm/c at centrality 0-10%, 20-40% and 60-
80%. The data-to-fit ratio is also shown in the bottom
panel. Tkin and < βT > are the fit parameters and n is

fixed to 1.0 for the current study. π± spectra is heavily
influenced by the resonance decays at low pT, hence the
pT spectra of π± are only fitted for pT > 0.5 GeV/c.

The Blast Wave is a model motivated from hydrody-
namics and its fit results are sensitive to the pT ranges
used for fitting [40]. The low pT part of the spectra is bet-
ter described by this model than the high pT region where
hard processes dominate [41]. For the current study, we
use the same value of low pT as previously reported by
ALICE and STAR experiments [37, 40] and we observe
that the pT spectra is well described by the Blast-wave
model. It seems that the deviation of BW fit to AMPT-
SM data for tmax = 30 fm/c is relatively large in 0-10%
and 20-40% centrality for pT > 1.4 GeV/c in case of π+

and K+. However, at 60-80% centrality this deviation
decreases and gives smaller value of χ2/NDF . On the
other hand, for tmax = 0.4 fm/c, the BW model well de-
scribes the AMPT-SM data for all hadron species at all
centrality classes and there is a constant deviation of the



5

0.5 1 1.5 2

2−10

1−10

1

10

210

-2 )
c

d
y 

(G
eV

/
T

p
/d2

)d
N

T
pπ2

ev
1/

(N

 STAR DATA

 c = 30 fm/maxt

 c = 0.4 fm/maxt

+πAu+Au 14.5 GeV, 

0.5 1 1.5 2

1

2

3

 
M

o
d

el
/D

at
a 0.5 1 1.5 2

2−10

1−10

1

10

210
+K

0.5 1 1.5 2
)c (GeV/

T
p

1

2

3
0.5 1 1.5 2

)c (GeV/
T

p

2−10

1−10

1

10

210
p

0.5 1 1.5 2

1

2

3

0.5 1 1.5 2

2−10

1−10

1

10

210

-2 )
c

d
y 

(G
eV

/
T

p
/d2

)d
N

T
pπ2

ev
1/

(N

STAR DATA 

 c = 30 fm/maxt

 c = 0.4 fm/maxt

+πAu+Au 39 GeV, 

0.5 1 1.5 2

1

2

3

 
M

o
d

el
/D

at
a 0.5 1 1.5 2

2−10

1−10

1

10

210
+K

0.5 1 1.5 2
)c (GeV/

T
p

1

2

3 0.5 1 1.5 2 )c (GeV/
T

p

2−10

1−10

1

10

210
p

0.5 1 1.5 2

1

2

3

FIG. 2: The transverse momentum (pT) spectra at midrapidity (|y| < 0.1) of π+, K+ and p for central (0-10%)
Au+Au collisions at

√
s
NN

= 14.5 GeV from AMPT-SM model with tmax = 30 fm/c and tmax = 0.4 fm/c. Solid
markers represent experimental data from STAR [14? ]. The bottom panels show the model-to-data ratios.

BW model from the AMPT-SM data for all centralities.
Overall, the BW model well describes the AMPT-SM
data.

The spectra for energies,
√
s
NN

= 7.7, 11.5, 19.6, 27
and 39 GeV are also fitted with the Blast-wave model
for both tmax = 30 fm/c and 0.4 fm/c. This procedure
is used to extract Tkin and < βT > and to study their
dependence on energy and centrality for the two values
of tmax. The results obtained are compiled in Table I for
tmax = 0.4 fm/c and in Table II for tmax = 30 fm/c.

The values of radial flow velocity, < βT > from Ta-
ble I and Table II are shown graphically in fig. 4 for
various energies and centrality classes. This figure addi-
tionally compares these values to the STAR experimental
data [42]. Solid color symbols represent the AMPT-SM
simulations while the open black symbols represent the
STAR experimental data. It is clear from the figure that
there is good agreement between data and simulation
for < βT > at all energies and centralities within sta-
tistical errors. All energies show a decreasing trend in
< βT > with an increase in centrality, where large val-

ues of < βT > in most central collisions indicate a more
rapid expansion. Figure 4 also shows similar trends for
both values of tmax which leads us to conclude that the
< βT > does not depend on the values of tmax. Even
though experimental data is not available for

√
s
NN

=
14.5 GeV, we observe a similar trend in our AMPT-SM
simulations for < βT > at this energy. Overall, there is a
good agreement between experimental data and AMPT-
SM simulations for both tmax = 30 fm/c and 0.4 fm/c.

The centrality dependence of the kinetic freeze-out
temperature, Tkin is shown in fig. 5 as solid symbols,
whereas the STAR experimental data from Ref. [42] is
shown as open black symbols. There is a clear agreement
between Tkin obtained from AMPT-SM simulations and
the experimental data within statistical errors. It is also
observed that for AMPT-SM simulations Tkin increases
from central to peripheral collisions. This trend is as ex-
pected and is consistent with short-lived fireball in most
peripheral collisions [36, 42]. As mentioned above, no
experimental results at

√
s
NN

= 14.5 GeV for Au+Au
collisions are available, so a new measurement of Tkin
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FIG. 3: Blast-wave fits to hadron pT spectra in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 14.5 GeV from AMPT-SM model at

various centrality classes. Different symbols represent different centrality. Upper three panels (a)-(c) presents the pT
spectra for tmax = 30 fm/c and the lower three panels (d)-(f) presents the pT spectra for tmax = 0.4 fm/c. Solid
lines presents the results for Blast-Wave fit to the pT spectra. The data-to-fit ratio is shown at the bottom of each

panel.

at this energy from AMPT-SM simulations are given in
fig. 5. We observe that the Tkin also increases from cen-
tral to peripheral collisions. By comparing two different
values for the parameter tmax in AMPT-SM simulations,
we observe no significant difference in the value of Tkin.
Overall, there is a good agreement between the AMPT-
SM simulations and experimental data at all energies.

There is an additional interesting aspect, the central-
ity dependence of the fit parameters of figs. 4 and 5 that
is worth discussing at this point. We fitted a wide range
of centrality classes and observed that less radial flow is
developed in most peripheral collisions. This means that
there is lower freeze-out at higher temperatures, since
there exists a strong anti-correlation between freeze-out
temperature and flow [43], which can also be seen by
the slope of the pT spectra. This argument is consistent
with the expectation that the fireball created just after
the collision in most peripheral collisions, where a small
number of participating nucleons (Npart) take part in the
collision, do not have a longer lifetime and hence have
less time to build the radial flow. However, in pp colli-

sions one would expect little to even no collectivity [44].
It is clear from the figs. 4 and 5 that in most periph-
eral Au+Au collisions the transition is steeper, because
fewer Npart take part in the collision and hence produce
significant collectivity and a sizeable radial flow. This
argument also holds true for the AMPT-SM simulations
performed in the current study for both values of tmax.

Figure 6 shows the collision energy dependence of Tkin

in the upper panel and < βT > in the lower panel in
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7 - 39 GeV for 0 - 10% cen-

trality from AMPT-SM simulations when compared to
experimental data from STAR [42]. The APMT-SM sim-
ulation results presented here study the effect of hadronic
cascade time to the extracted parameters for tmax = 30
fm/c and 0.4 fm/c. It is observed that for both values
of tmax, Tkin and < βT > at 0-10% centrality show a
weak collision energy dependence and is almost constant
for

√
s
NN

= 7.7 - 39 GeV. Additionally, no significant im-
pact is observed on the kinetic freeze-out parameters by
changing the value of tmax at these energies. However,
it has been reported [23, 45] that Tkin decreases towards
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FIG. 4: Transverse flow velocity, < βT > as a function of centrality in Au+Au collisions at
√
s
NN

= 7.7 - 39 GeV
from AMPT-SM simulations for tmax = 30 fm/c and for tmax = 0.4 fm/c. The STAR data is from Ref. [42]. No

experimental data is available for
√
sNN = 14.5 GeV.
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FIG. 5: Tkin as a function of centrality in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 7.7 - 39 GeV from AMPT-SM simulations

for tmax = 30 fm/c and for tmax = 0.4 fm/c. The STAR data is from Ref. [42]. No experimental data is available
for

√
sNN = 14.5 GeV.

higher energies. There is a good agreement with the ex-
perimental data and the AMPT-SM simulations for all
energies. We also report the APMT-SM simulations at√
sNN = 14.5 GeV, where no experimental data is yet

available for comparison and we observe a similar trend
here as is present at other energies.

The variation of Tkin with < βT > in Au+Au collisions

at
√
sNN = 7.7 - 39 GeV from AMPT-SM model for dif-

ferent centralities and different values of tmax are shown
in fig. 7. The colored symbols of different styles show the
AMPT-SM simulations, while open black symbols repre-
sent experimental data from STAR [42]. For all energies,
the figure shows that the centrality increases from left to
right. The < βT > shows a decreasing trend from central
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FIG. 6: Collision energy dependence of the extracted kinetic freeze-out temperature, Tkin (upper panel) and
transverse flow velocity, < βT > (lower panel) in Au+Au collisions at

√
s
NN

= 7.7 - 39 GeV from AMPT-SM model
for 0-10% centrality in blast wave fit to the pT spectra of identified hadrons.
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FIG. 7: Variation of Tkin with < βT > in Au+Au collisions at
√
s
NN

= 7.7 - 39 GeV from AMPT-SM model for tmax

= 30 fm/c (left) and tmax = 0.4 fm/c (left) for various centralities and energies. For a given energy the centrality
increases from left to right. The experimental data is from Ref. [42]. No experimental data is available for

√
s
NN

=
14.5 GeV.

to peripheral collisions indicating more rapid expansion in central collisions when compared to peripheral colli-
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sions for both values of tmax. On the other hand, Tkin in-
creases from central to peripheral collisions which is con-
sistent with the expectations that due to fewer Npart, a
fireball lives shorter in peripheral collisions [45]. Further,
similar to the experimental results, we observe that the
AMPT-SM simulations show a similar behaviour and the
parameters show a strong anti-correlation, i.e., a higher
Tkin corresponds to a lower < βT > and vice versa.
There is no significant effect observed by changing the
tmax value. Overall, the AMPT-SM simulations well de-
scribe the experimental data at all BES energies. Again,
we also report these parameters in Au+Au collisions at√
sNN = 14.5 GeV from AMPT-SM simulations where

experimental data is not yet published. Here we also ob-
serve similar trends as those observed at other energies.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we report the transverse momentum
pT spectra of identified hadrons (π±, K± and p(p̄)) in
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7 - 39 GeV from the im-

proved version of AMPT-SM model with a different set of
parameters. To study the effect of hadronic cascade time
on the pT spectra and freeze-out parameters we chose two
values of the parameter tmax, 30 fm/c and 0.4 fm/c and
the pT spectra presented here is for 0-10%, 10-20%, 20-
40%, 40-60% and 60-80% centrality classes. The AMPT-
SM simulation well describes the identified hadrons pT
spectra and we observe no significant difference between
the two tmax values.

We also studied the kinetic freeze-out parameters, Tkin

and < βT > extracted from the blast wave fit to AMPT-
SM simulations for both values of tmax and compared
it with available experimental data. We observed that
Tkin shows an increasing trend from central to periph-
eral collisions, which indicates a long-lived fireball for
central collisions when compared to peripheral collisions.
This is due to a large number of participating nucleons
(Npart) contributing in the collisions in central collisions.
On the other hand, < βT > shows a decreasing trend
from central to peripheral collisions, which indicates a
rapid expansion of the fireball in central collisions when
compared to the peripheral collisions. These parameters
show a weak dependence on the collision energy for both
tmax values in AMPT-SM simulations, which is consis-
tent with experimental data. The < βT > and Tkin

show a strong anti-correlation for both values of tmax,
i.e. lower value of < βT > corresponds to higher value of
Tkin, similar to the experimental observations.

Overall, the AMPT-SM model with the current set of
parameters reproduce the identified hadrons pT spectra
successfully. The pT spectra is not affected by change
in hadronic cascade parameter (tmax). The blast wave
model reasonably fits the AMPT-SM simulations and
the extracted kinetic freeze-out parameters are in good
agreement with the data obtained from the STAR ex-
periment. Further, no significant difference is observed

in the values of kinetic freeze-out temperature, Tkin and
the transverse flow velocity, < βT > by changing tmax.
With our set of parameters we do not see the discrepancy
between AMPT-SM simulations and experimental data
reported in earlier studies. Hence, we conclude that the
set of parameters used for this study better describes the
pT spectra and the kinetic freeze-out parameters mea-
sured by the STAR experiment. In summary, our study
provides a reference for Au+Au system scan and kinetic
freeze-out properties of hot and dense QCD matter cre-
ated in heavy-ion collisions at RHIC-BES energies.
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