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Abstract. Relativistic heavy-ion collisions suggest that low momentum regions
of the observed particle spectra are thermal and hydrodynamic, while medium-
high momentum regions are non-thermal and perturbative. In this study, I
construct a hydrodynamic model of heavy-ion collisions by cutting off the medium-
high momentum contributions and investigate the phenomenological consequences.
Numerical simulations indicate that the temperature of the quark matter can be higher
at earlier times owing to the modification of the equation of state. It is also suggested
that direct photon elliptic flow can be sensitive to the momentum dependence of
thermalization.

1. Introduction

Heavy-ion collisions at relativistic energies can produce quark-gluon plasma (QGP)
[1-4], a deconfined quantum chromodynamic (QCD) matter that is considered to
have filled the early universe. BNL Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) [5-8] and
CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [9-11] have played pivotal roles in experimental
exploration of the properties of the QGP. The hot and dense medium is quantified as a
fluid with extremely small kinetic viscosity by the success of relativistic hydrodynamic
description of hadronic momentum distributions and their azimuthal momentum
anisotropies [12,13]. Observed large elliptic flow vq, which can be defined as the second
order Fourier coefficient of a transverse momentum (pry) spectrum, is considered as a
signature of fluidity because it strongly reflects the spatial anisotropy of the collision
system [14, 15].

Comparisons of hydrodynamic simulations and experimental data of pr spectra
[16, 17] indicate that low momentum particles below 2-4 GeV are thermalized and
participate in the soft medium. Medium to high momentum regions are, with several
exceptions such as the hydrodynamic models [18-20] based on nonextensive statistics
[21,22], explained by perturbative QCD approaches and are not considered to constitute
the medium. The particle spectra are quantitatively well-described by the combined
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model in a wide transverse momentum range [23-25]. However, most hydrodynamic
models assume thermalization of constituent particles at all momenta in the construction
of the equation of state and in the calculation of particle production, which can affect
the estimation of the observables in collider experiments.

Photons are also abundantly produced in relativistic heavy-ion collisions [26-38].
Inclusive photons are divided into direct photons and decay photons. The former
are emitted from the interacting QCD system while the latter are produced after the
system is decoupled. Since the QCD medium is transparent in terms of electromagnetic
interactions, direct photons are understood as an observable informative of the space-
time evolution of the system. Direct photon spectra and flow harmonics, on the other
hand, are not completely described by hydrodynamic models [39-41]. The situation is
known as the photon puzzle, and much efforts have been made to solve the issue and gain
a comprehensive understanding of photon production in nuclear collisions [42-102]. The
discrepancy between the theoretical estimations and experimental data of direct photon
pr spectra is visible at all momenta while that of direct photon v, and vs — the third
order Fourier coefficient known as triangular flow — is more apparent at higher momenta.
One of the difficulties of the puzzle is that the medium-high momentum photons are
mainly produced at early times in the time evolution but mechanisms that increase early
photon emission reduce vy and v3 because the flow anisotropy is underdeveloped at the
beginning. This implies that a momentum-dependent explanation is required.

In this study, I develop a hydrodynamic model assuming only low momentum
components are thermalized, which may be referred to, in analogy with low frequency
light in the visible spectrum, as a red hydrodynamic model for cutting off the
contributions of the particles with high momenta. The modified equation of state
is estimated based on hadron resonance gas and parton gas models. I show in
hydrodynamic model simulations that the medium temperature can be higher at early
times but the radial flow development is mostly insensitive to the cutoff. Direct photons
are affected by the modification of the medium evolution and the thermal photon
emission rate. Numerical simulations indicate that while the effect on direct photon
pr spectra is minimal, differential elliptic flow v9(p7) can be sensitive to the momentum
dependence of thermalization.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, I formulate a relativistic hydrodynamic
model with momentum cutoffs for the particles participating in the medium to describe
momentum-dependent thermalization. The equation of state is constructed accordingly
so that thermodynamic consistency is preserved for macroscopic variables. The results
of numerical estimations are shown in Sec. 3. Direct photon spectra and elliptic flow
are discussed. Conclusions and outlook are presented in Sec. 4. I use the natural unit
¢ =h =kp =1 and the mostly-minus Minkowski metric ¢g** = diag(+, —, —, —) in this
paper.
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2. Hydrodynamic model

The relativistic hydrodynamic model with low momentum components is developed in
this section. I consider the situation where the thermal sector is mostly independent of
the non-thermal sector, as commonly assumed in a standard hydrodynamic model as
the observed particle spectra show a clear separation of description from hydrodynamic
to perturbative pictures depending on the momentum scale. Energy-momentum
conservation d,7" = 0 provides the equation of motion in the limit of vanishing
densities. The modifications of the QCD equation of state and the photon production
are discussed in the following sections.

2.1. Fquation of state

The equation of state is affected by the momentum cutoff for constituent particles.
I construct the equation of state based on the hadron resonance gas and parton gas
models. The grand-canonical partition function Z; would be expressed as
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where the thermodynamic correction is
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pe is the cutoff momentum, V is the volume, g; is the degeneracy factor, E; is the

d. =

energy, and T is the temperature. ¢ denotes particle species; u, d, s quarks and gluons
are considered in the QGP phase, and hadron resonances with wu, d, s components with
the mass below 2 GeV in the hadronic phase [103].

The hadronic pressure (Phaq) and the QGP pressure (Pggp) are connected as
follows [20]:

Phad(T) (T < TC)
P(T) = { Pace(T){1 — exp[—c(T' — T,)]} (4)
+Phad(Te) exp[—c(T — T¢)] (T'>T)
where the constant factor is
c= Plllad(TC) ’ (5)

Pocp(Te:) — Puaa(Te)
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Figure 1. (Color online) The equation of state with momentum cutoffs p. = 5, 4, 3,
and 2 GeV (dashed, dash-dotted, dash-double-dotted, and dotted lines, respectively)
compared to that without a cutoff (solid line).

which makes P(T') continuous and smooth at the connecting temperature T,. The
pressure of the hadron resonance gas is used up to 7, and then is exponentially damped
to the pressure of the parton gas above T,.. This prescription has advantages over the
conventional hyperbolic connection when the hadronic and QGP pressures have a gap
near the crossover region. It puts more emphasis on the hadron resonance gas model,
which is known to be consistent with lattice QCD simulations below the crossover
temperature, than on the parton gas model. Also, the Cooper-Frye prescription of
kinetic freeze-out [104] can be used below 7T, without suffering from the loss of entropy
density when applied to the hydrodynamic model. The difference between the resulting
equation of state in the limit of p. — oo and the lattice QCD data [105,106] is within
10% for the temperature range of 0.13 < 7" < 0.4 TeV when T, = 0.14 GeV. Other
state variables such as the energy density e and entropy density s are estimated using
thermodynamic relations s = dP/dT and e + P = T's.

The dimensionless pressure P/T* is shown in Fig. 1 for several different values of
p. with T, = 0.14 GeV. One can see that the effects of momentum cutoff are more
apparent at higher temperatures and mostly negligible in the hadronic phase for p. =
2-5 GeV. This implies that the space-time evolution of the medium is affected mostly
at early times in nuclear collisions where the temperature is high and the effects on the
energy-momentum matching of Cooper-Frye prescription at kinetic freeze-out is small.
The effect of cutoff becomes apparent not immediately above T, because the number
of mid-high momentum particles above p, is still small below around 0.3 GeV for the
current parameter range of p.. Thermodynamic quantities are the integration of thermal
distribution with weights, and the tail of the distribution has to be large enough for its
cutoff to become effective. It should be noted that the pressure P without dimensional
normalization monotonously increases as a function of the temperature in all cases, i.e.,
the entropy density s(7") is positive.
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2.2. Photon production

Electromagnetic probes are expected to be sensitive to the state of the hot QCD system
in early stages of nuclear collisions. In this study, direct photons are considered as the
target observable. I consider thermal photons and prompt photons as the conventional
sources of direct photons. Additionally, non-thermal contributions from medium-high
momentum components are considered because while they are not part of the medium,
they could still emit photons. Pre-equilibrium photons and hadron gas photons, which
are emitted before and after the medium formation are neglected to focus on the
modification of the hydrodynamic stage. The thermal photon contributions outside
the freeze-out hypersurface are included [64] to partially compensate for the lack of
post-equilibrium emissions.

I assume that the momentum-truncated thermal photon emission rate in the QGP
phase is expressed based on the small angle prescription [107,108], which takes account
of the quark pair annihilation and quark-gluon Compton scattering processes, as

dR), 4 2.919
QGP 2
By Ef ef—QaEMaslog (1+ = )

<) [

[fo@') + fo(0)],
(6)

where

hp) = ;{1 _ tanh (pA_pfc’Cﬂ, (7)

is the hyperbolic factor introduced for a smooth momentum cutoff. Ap. = 0.2p, is used.
The subscripts ¢ and g denote quarks and gluons. ey is the charge for the flavor f. The
couplings are set to ag; = 0.2 and agy = 1/137. The logarithmic factor is chosen so
that the result is consistent with those in Refs. [109,110] in the thermal limit.

The thermal photon emission rate in the hadronic phase is based on the massive
Yang-Mills theory [111,112] for the gas of light hadrons 7, K, p, K*, and ay [113-115],
whose explicit expressions of parametrization can be found in the above-mentioned
papers. They are truncated with the factor h(p) to imitate the lack of high pr
contributions.

The total thermal photon emission rate is calculated by connecting the QGP and
the hadronic rates as

UL PR | i

Bp 2 ATph d3p
1 T =Thn\1 dRSap
—11 h E
+ 2[ +tan ( ATph )] d3p ’ (8)

where Ty, = 0.17 GeV and ATy, = 0.17},,. Thermal photon spectra is estimated by
replacing E with p - u for taking account of the Lorentz boost before integrating over
the space-time volume.
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As mentioned earlier, medium-high pr components might also emit non-thermal
photons, which in conventional frameworks are estimated as thermal photons. Owing
to the lack of the complete description of this momentum sector, their contribution
would be estimated assuming the difference between the thermal rate at p. and that in
the limit of p. — oo represents the high pr contribution by introducing the effective
temperature deduced from the medium temperature,
ngigh _ EdRZh (OO) _ EdRZh (pc>7 (9)

d?p d*p d’p

E

i.e., high pr photons are conjectured as extra thermal photons and simply assumed to
have zero momentum anisotropy because the momentum sector is weakly-coupled. Such
a mock-up approach is sometimes employed in direct photon estimations; hadron gas
photons from the post-hydrodynamic stage have been estimated by thermal photons
outside the particlization hypersurface [64] and pre-equilibrium photons have been
treated similarly [116]. While this is a rather simplified approach, it has been suggested
that the direct photon yield from a hadronic transport model is roughly approximated
by the hydrodynamic approach [90].

In the context of the current study, this method could pose an upper limit for
the yield because strongly-interacting media might shine brighter than weakly-coupled
ones as the photon production via the ¢g annihilation and ¢(g)g scattering processes
involves the aa, factor. It could also provide a lower limit for the elliptic flow because the
thermal photons are diluted by the extra photons with zero anisotropy. The prescription
keeps the direct photon spectra mostly unchanged because the lack of thermal photons
is compensated by non-thermal photons. This might be improved by introducing a
transport model designed to describe the medium-high pr components in future.

Prompt photons are estimated using the parametrization based on the scaling of
p + p collision data [113] as

AN, Nco b
B _ 5 VS New _Pb
d3p (pr)® o GeV

(10)

Neon 18 the number of collisions and alij; is the inelastic cross section of nucleon-nucleon
collisions. They are also assumed to have no azimuthal momentum anisotropy.

3. Numerical results

The (241)-dimensional inviscid hydrodynamic model [56] is used to numerically
elucidate the effects of momentum limits on thermal components. Event-averaged initial
conditions for \/syny = 2.76 TeV Pb+Pb collisions are constructed using Monte-Carlo
Glauber model [117] at the impact parameter of 4.6 fm to imitate 0-20 % centrality
class events for demonstrative purposes. Full quantitative analyses including event-by-
event fluctuation will be discussed elsewhere. The initial time 7,y = 0.4 fm/c and

o,y = 65 mb are used. The initial energy density at the center of the medium is

eo = 126.6 GeV /fm®. The kinetic freeze-out temperature of Ty = 140 MeV is considered
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Figure 2. (Color online) Time evolution of (a) energy density, (b) pressure, and (c)
temperature at the center of the medium without momentum cutoff (solid line) and
with p. = 4, 3, 2.5, and 2 GeV (dash-dotted, dash-double-dotted, dashed, and dotted

lines, respectively).

to calculate the hadronic yields [104] before estimating the resonance decay effects [118]
for normalization. Thermal photon contributions within the extended hypersurface of
T = 110 MeV are taken into account to imitate the effects of hadron gas photons.

3.1. Space-time evolution of the medium

The time evolutions of the energy density, pressure, and temperature at the center of
the medium without a momentum cutoff and with p. = 4, 3, 2.5, and 2 GeV are shown
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Figure 3. (Color online) Time evolution of (u”) within the freeze-out hypersurface
without momentum cutoff (solid line) and with p. = 4, 3, 2.5, and 2 GeV (dash-dotted,
dash-double-dotted, dashed, and dotted lines, respectively).

in Fig. 2. The initial energy density is fixed for all cases. One can see that the energy
density is mostly insensitive to the momentum cutoff [Fig. 2 (a)]. The pressure, on
the other hand, is larger for smaller cutoffs as the deviation from conformality becomes
larger [Fig. 2 (b)]. The initial temperature, likewise, is higher for smaller p. because of
the reduction in the effective degrees of freedom for a given temperature [Fig. 2 (c)].
The effects of the momentum cutoff on the pressure and temperature are found to be
mostly negligible above p. ~ 4 GeV. The modification becomes small as the medium
temperature decreases and the results converge around 7 ~ 1 fm/c and T' ~ 0.3 GeV,
which is consistent with the expectations based on the equation of state shown in Fig. 1
that the thermodynamic relation between the temperature and the pressure/energy
density starts to deviate from that calculated without a momentum cutoff above T ~ 0.3
GeV when p. ~ 2 GeV.

Figure 3 is the time-like flow component u” averaged over the space volume within
the freeze-out hypersurface for different p.. The quantity deviates from unity in the
presence of the transverse flow because of the normalization condition v - u = 1 when
the longitudinal flow component u" = (. It increases as a function of time until the
peripheral regions start to freeze out. Despite the pressure differences at early times,
the flow development is found to be mostly independent of p., possibly because of the
quick convergence of the pressure and its gradients to the values in the p. — oo limit.
This implies that it would be difficult to distinguish the p. scenarios based on the
experimental data of hadronic production.

Radial flow starts to develop after around 1 fm/c, suggesting a Bjorken-like
longitudinal expansion of the medium [119] at early times. Semi-analytic expressions
for the time evolution of the thermodynamic quantities are discussed in Appendix A.



Hydrodynamic model of heavy-ion collisions with low momentum components 9

—_
o
o

_‘
<

d NYth/ZJtpTd pTdT]
2 a
w N

-
S
EN

— — -
o o S
o - [¢;]

dN",,o/2npTdpran
o

dNYth+pr+hig /2npTdprdn
> 3 3 3
o EN =) —~

—_
S
w

—
S
IS

0.5

Figure 4. (Color online) pr spectra of (a) thermal photons (b) thermal and prompt
photons, and (c) thermal, prompt, and high pr photons without momentum cutoff
(solid line) and with p. = 4, 3, 2.5, and 2 GeV (dash-dotted, dash-double-dotted,
dashed, and dotted lines, respectively).

3.2. Photon particle spectra

Transverse momentum spectra of photons at midrapidity are estimated in numerical
simulations. Figure 4 shows pr spectra of (a) thermal photons, (b) prompt and thermal
photons, and (c) direct photons estimated as the sum of prompt, thermal, and high pr
photons. The thermal photon spectrum is visibly reduced above p. once the cutoff is
introduced to the emission rate [Fig. 4 (a)]. The effect competes with that of higher
initial temperatures which is supposed to increase the spectrum for smaller p.. When
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combined with prompt photons, the cutoff effect becomes relatively small and reduces
the spectra only around 2-3 GeV because prompt photons become important above
around 3 GeV [Fig. 4 (b)]. Figure 4 (c¢) shows direct photon spectra where non-thermal
photons from the high momentum particles are included. It should be noted that the
high pr photons are mimicked by pseudo-thermal photons with medium-high momenta
and might be considered as an upper limit of high pr photon yields as the weakly-coupled
sector could emit less photons. While the spectrum is increased by a few percent for
smaller p. because the initial temperature is higher and the thermal photon contribution
becomes relatively larger, it is found to be mostly insensitive to the choice of the cutoff
momentum.

3.3. Photon differential elliptic flow

Differential elliptic flow of photons vJ (pr) at midrapidity are investigated in this section.
The azimuthal momentum anisotropy is estimated as
ANV

Uy (pT) = dN ) (11)
f ¢d¢pTd;Tdy

where ¢ is the azimuthal momentum angle and W is the event plane angle. Thermal
photons are the source of anisotropy here because prompt and high py photons are
assumed to be isotropic.

Figure 5 (a) shows thermal photon v, for different p.. It is visibly enhanced for
smaller values of p. because the photons above p, are late time contributions where their
momentum is Lorentz-boosted by the radial flow. Note that the number of thermal
photons are small above p.. Once prompt photons are added, vy is still enhanced by
the momentum cutoff around pr ~ 2-3 GeV when p. ~ 2-3 GeV but is suppressed
above those momenta [Fig. 5 (b)]. The contributions of high pr photons with zero
anisotropy further tend to reduce vy [Fig. 5 (c)]. Compared with the thermal limit
pe. — 00, the upper bound on the momenta of constituent particles might decrease
the overall momentum anisotropy because (i) the initial temperature is higher and the
number of early thermal photons with underdeveloped anisotropy increases and (ii) the
non-thermal contributions above p. do not have anisotropy. One should keep in mind
that the current estimation of high py photons is based on a pseudo-thermal photon
model and such photons could be produced less in experiments, that direct photon vy
might be less affected by the dilution of non-thermal photons. The results suggest that
whether the elliptic flow is enhanced or reduced could depend on non-thermal photons
from the medium-high py sector. It is also implied that direct photon v, might be an
observable sensitive to the momentum dependence of thermalization.

It should be noted that the results are shown to demonstrate the qualitative
behavior of the photon observables caused by the momentum cutoff and cannot be
compared quantitatively to experimental data because of the lack of event-by-event
fluctuations and viscous modifications, which would affect flow harmonics and, to smaller
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Figure 5. (Color online) Differential vy of (a) thermal photons (b) thermal and
prompt photons, and (c) thermal, prompt, and high pr photons without momentum
cutoff (solid line) and with p. =4, 3, 2.5, and 2 GeV (dash-dotted, dash-double-dotted,
dashed, and dotted lines, respectively).

extent, pr spectra. Those effects, on the other hand, are expected to be roughly
orthogonal to the the cutoff effects and can be studied independently.

4. Conclusion and outlook

I have developed the relativistic hydrodynamic model of heavy-ion collisions where the
medium is constituted by low momentum components because the experimental data
of high-energy heavy-ion collisions suggest that the system is thermalized only up to
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pr ~ 2-4 GeV. The QCD equation of state has been constructed using the hadron
resonance gas and parton gas models by introducing the upper limit p. on the momenta
of constituents. It has been found that the effect of the momentum limit on the
hydrostatic pressure is visible only in the QGP phase for the parameter range of p. =
2-5 GeV and becomes small for larger p..

Numerical hydrodynamic simulations of heavy-ion collisions have indicated that the
effects of the momentum cutoff on the thermodynamic variables such as the temperature
and pressure are mostly limited to early times before 7 ~ 1 fm/c when the initial time
is set as Thyq = 0.4 fm/c. The radial flow development is thus not much affected by the
choice of p.. It is also consistent with the observation that the effective temperature
that characterizes the radial expansion in heavy-ion collisions at RHIC and LHC are
0.2-0.3 GeV [120], because the equations of state at p. = 2-5 GeV have been shown to
converge below 0.3 GeV.

The sensitivity of direct photons to the cutoff momentum has been investigated
numerically. Particle spectra of thermal photons have been found to decrease above
pr ~ p.. Adding prompt photons make the pr spectra mostly insensitive to the cutoff
because they dominate the spectra above pr ~ 3 GeV where thermal photons are
missing. When the conjectured high pr photons are added, pr spectra would be slightly
enhanced but remain mostly unaffected. Elliptic flow of thermal photons are enhanced
above p. because the small number of high-momentum thermal photons with relatively
large azimuthal momentum anisotropy are produced through the Lorentz boost of radial
expansion. vy of thermal and prompt photons combined are still enhanced around pr ~
2-3 GeV compared with that of the p. — oo case. If one assumes that non-hydrodynamic
high p7r components emit photons with no anisotropy, elliptic low can be reduced for
smaller values of p. depending on the multiplicity of the high pr photon emission because
those photon may have zero anisotropy. Early thermal photons with small momentum
anisotropy would also be increased owing to the higher initial temperature in this case.

The photon puzzle indicates that direct photon v, might need to be larger than
that calculated in conventional methods. This might imply that high p; photons
should not be abundant in the framework of the low-momentum hydrodynamic model.
Direct photon vy might be informative of the momentum dependence of thermalization
in heavy-ion collisions as they retain the information about the early stages of
hydrodynamic evolution.

Future prospects include the introduction of viscosity and event-by-event
fluctuations for qualitative and systematic comparisons with experimental data. It
could be interesting to obtain more quantitative analytical solutions of hydrodynamic
evolution in such situations [121-124]. Also, non-thermal photons from medium-high
momentum components might be more quantitatively described by using a weak-
coupling picture such as the partonic and hadronic transport models. One may simulate
the low momentum sector by a hydrodynamic model and the high momentum sector by
a transport model simultaneously and consider the exchange of energy and momentum
between the sectors at each space-time point. It would also be interesting to consider
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the time dependence of p. because particles would exchange momentum elastically and
inelastically. The model may be extended by introducing finite chemical potentials to
elucidate the momentum dependence of thermalization at beam energy scan energies.
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Appendix A. Semi-analytical expressions

One can obtain effective expressions for the time evolution of thermodynamic quantities
at early times. The equation of motion can be decomposed into
De = — (e+ P)V, u", (A.1)
(e + P)Dut = V*P, (A.2)
where the time-like and space-like derivatives are D = v*9, and V, = 9, — u,D.

Figure 3 suggests that the flow can be approximated by the Bjorken flow ™ = 1 before
1 fm/c. Then the equation of motion reduces to

d P

de_ e+ ” (A.3)

dr T
If the non-conformal pressure is expressed in terms of the energy density as

P(e) = co + cie, (A.4)
the analytic solution is

1 14+c
6(7') _ [CQ+€0( +Cl)](7—hyd/7—) CO_ (AB)

1+ C1

It should be noted that the expression of the type (A.4) would be valid only in a limited
energy density range because the pressure could become negative for a negative offset
parameter cg.

The results of numerical fits to the equation of state P(e) between 30 < e < 126.6
GeV/fm?, which would be relevant for the time evolution before 1 fm/c in the numerical
simulations in Sec. 3, are summarized in Table Al. The expressions (A.4) and (A.5),
supplemented with those parameters, give a reasonable description of the time evolution
of the pressure and energy density before 1 fm/c.

De 2 2.5 3 4 00
co (GeV/fm®) | —7.950 | —4.541 | —2.755 | —1.806 | —1.365
e 0.506 | 0.393 | 0.342 | 0.311 | 0.300

Table A1l. Fitting parameters for the equation of state with finite momentum cutoff.
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c1 can be interpreted as the effective sound velocity in the given energy density

range. The results suggest that it can increase as the momentum cutoff p. is lowered.
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