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Abstract: To study the energy-dependent characteristics of thermodynamic and hydrodynamic
parameters, based on the framework of a multi-source thermal model, we analyze the soft transverse
momentum (pr) spectra of the charged particles (7, 7+, K, K™, p, and p) produced in gold-gold
(Au-Au) collisions at the center-of-mass energies \/syy = 7.7, 11.5, 14.5, 19.6, 27, 39, 62.4, and
200 GeV from the STAR Collaboration and in lead-lead (Pb-Pb) collisions at /sny = 2.76
and 5.02 TeV from the ALICE Collaboration. In the rest framework of emission source, the
probability density function obeyed by meson momenta satisfies the Bose-Einstein distribution,
and that obeyed by baryon momenta satisfies the Fermi-Dirac distribution. To simulate the pr
of the charged particles, the kinetic freeze-out temperature 7' and transverse expansion velocity
Br of emission source are introduced into the relativistic ideal gas model. Our results, based on
the Monte Carlo method for numerical calculation, show a good agreement with the experimental
data. The excitation functions of thermodynamic parameter 7' and hydrodynamic parameter S
are then obtained from the analyses, which shows an increase tendency from 7.7 GeV to 5.02 TeV
in collisions with different centralities.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The strong interaction, which was used to describe
the nuclear force between nucleons (protons or neutrons)
at the earliest stage of the universe evolution, is the
strongest one ﬂ, E], being 38 orders of magnitude greater
than gravity. As it differs from the atomic and molecular
scale interactions, scientists usually use quantum chro-
modynamics (QCD) to describe the strong interactions
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between particles below the size of a nucleus B—B] In re-
cent years, the research on “new state of matter”, formed
in relativistic heavy ion collisions, has attracted many sci-
entists in the field of high energy physics in the world ﬂa]

In extreme conditions, raising the temperature of the
system, or increasing its density, the QCD substance will
produce two particular phase transitions, one is the de-
confinement phase transition and the other is the chiral
phase transition H, |§] The former corresponds to the dis-
appearance of quark confinement, meaning that quarks
are free to move to other regions of the nuclear matter,
not just confined to the movement inside the nucleon.
The latter corresponds to the restoration of eigensym-
metry, that is, the kinetic mass becomes zero and the
quarks become as particles, close to zero-mass, while at


http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.03867v3

the same time, the existence of phase transitions indi-
cates the emergence of a new state of matter.

Observation of these two phase transitions in a high-
temperature dense region implies the transition of a sub-
stance to a state with quark-gluons as the fundamental
degree of freedom, and this new state of matter is named
quark-gluon plasma (QGP) ﬂg] In QGP expansion,
a lot of particles are produced, and finally they are mea-
sured in experiments. One may study the formation and
change of the new state of matter from the dynamic evo-
lution of the final state particles. Such a matter is usually
described by QCD phase diagram H, E], and the thermo-
dynamic properties of the system are expressed by the
temperature and the chemical potential of the baryons.

When the system undergoes phase transition and
reaches the equilibrium state of chemical and kinetic
freeze-out stage, the thermodynamic properties of the
final state particles can be studied, which is of great sig-
nificance to obtain the critical point of phase transition
and understand the characteristics of QCD. In addition,
under low temperature and high density condition, QCD
substance will form color superconducting state
through phase transition. The above two new states of
matter do not exist stably, and the heavy ion colliders
can be used to control the system state, which provides
a powerful tool for researchers to study the QCD phase
transition.

As an open question, the energy of the critical point
. One of them
is to study the energy-dependent relations or the excita-
tion functions of different parameters which include, but

is worth studying by various ways

are not limited to, the thermodynamic parameter T and
the hydrodynamic parameter Bp, Generally, an inflec-
tion point or sudden change in the excitation functions
implies the existence of critical point or a change of inter-
action mechanism. Experiments in relativistic heavy ion
collisions @, ] have provided a new chance for ones to
explore new matter and phenomena under extreme con-
ditions. Meanwhile, one may test different theories or
models and explain the new effects

The whole process of relativistic heavy ion collisions
can be divided into three stages: pre-equilibrium dy-
In the
collisions, a large number of particles are generated and

namics, viscous fluid dynamics, and free flow.

escaped. At the last stage of free flow (i.e. the stage
of kinetic freeze-out), one is curious whether the widely
used relativistic ideal gas model | can be applied.
If yes, escaped fermions should be subject to Fermi-Dirac
statistics and bosons follow the Bose-Einstein statistics.

This can be done if one assumes that the generated parti-

cles come from the equilibrium stationary source, though
the evolution process is represented by a perfect liquid.

However, because the process of relativistic heavy ion
collisions is very complex and the number of produced
particles is very large. It is possible that an equilibrium
stationary source is not enough to describe more charac-
teristics. One naturally thinks of a multi-source scenario,
the multi-source thermal model |28, ], which assumes
multiple equilibrium stationary sources, and there are
interactions among these sources. Due to the extreme
squeeze between projectile and target nuclei, a transverse
expansion of the interacting system (emission source) or
a transverse flow of the final state particles will appear,
which affects particle momentum and related quantities
in experimental spectra. One is also curious whether the
multi-source thermal model describes appropriately the
transverse flow.

In this paper, starting from the probability density
function of momenta in the relativistic form, we perform
numerical calculations in two steps to analyze the soft
transverse momentum (pr) spectra of the final state par-
ticles generated in high energy gold-gold (Au-Au) and
lead-lead (Pb—Pb) collisions measured by the STAR @7

@] and ALICE Collaborations @, @], respectively. The

thermodynamic parameter T' (kinetic freeze-out temper-
ature) and the hydrodynamic parameter Sp (transverse
expansion velocity) of the interacting system (emission
source) are extracted. In the first step, in the rest frame
of emission source, using a parameter T' , the mo-
mentum and its each component and energy are sampled
according to the assumption of anisotropic emission and a
given momentum distribution. In the second step, a new
transverse momentum distribution is obtained according
to the Lorentz transformation M] at a given fSr M]

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows.
Section 2 introduces the related theoretical distribution
and methods of calculations. The comparison and discus-
sion of the results are presented in Section 3. Finally, in
Section 4, we summarize and list our main observations
and conclusions.

II. FORMALISM AND METHOD

According to the multi-source thermal model @, @],
many emission sources are assumed to form in high en-
ergy collisions. FEach stationary emission source emits
isotropically particles in various directions. Furthermore,
at the kinetic freeze-out, we consider the relativistic ideal

gas model | for the escaped particles in the sta-



tionary source. The momentum (p’) distribution of the

emitted particles obeys the standard distribution ﬂﬂ, ],
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which is the probability density function. Here, N is
the number of particles, C' = (1/mZkT)[1/Ka2(mo/kT)]
is the normalization constant, Ka(mo/kT') is the modi-
fied second-order Bessel function correction, k = 1 is the
Boltzmann constant in the system of natural units, T
is the temperature of the emission source, and mg and
1 are the rest mass and chemical potential of the parti-
cle, respectively. When S = +1, 0, and —1, the func-
tion corresponds to the Fermi-Dirac distribution, Boltz-
mann distribution, and Bose-Einstein distribution, re-
spectively @]

Generally, if mg > p, the quantum effect plays a
small role, so we can ignore the influence of the chemical
potential when studying the momentum distribution in
collisions at higher energy. In case of my ~ u, the role
of the chemical potential increases significantly, and it is
necessary for us to distinguish the fermions and bosons.
For the case of mg < p, the absolute value, |\/p’? + m3—
w|, should be used to avoid y/p’2 +m3 — pu < 0 in low-
p’ region. In fact, p is small enough in this work and
the case of /p’2 +m3 — pu < 0 does not exist. Although
we may regard p as a free parameter, its value can be
obtained in different ways.

Empirﬁﬁ% for baryons, the chemical potential pp is
I,

given by

1.303

= 2
1+0.286\/SNN7 ( )
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where /sy is the collision energy (center-of-mass en-
ergy) per nucleon pair, and both up and /syy are in
GeV. Approximately, the chemical potential j, of the
proton is given by up, and the chemical potential g,
(1x) of the pion (kaon) is taken from a method based on
the yield ratio of negative to positive particles @]

For the convenience of subsequent calculations, we
use the Monte Carlo method ﬂa, @, @] to obtain the
momentum distribution and discrete values of each com-
ponent and energy. Let R; 23 be random numbers that
follow a uniform distribution in the range of [0, 1]. For a
discrete p’, it satisfies the momentum sampling:

p/ p/+5p/
/0 f(p/l)dpll < Rl < /0 f(p”)dp”, (3)

where dp’ is a small shift from p’ and f(p”) is just Eq. (1).
The azimuthal angle of the isotropic emission is obtained
by

90/ = 27TR25 (4)
and the emission angle is
¥ = 2arcsin\/Rs. (5)

Thus, in the rectangular coordinate system O-zyz,
where Oz axis is the beam direction and zOz plane is
the reaction plane, one obtains the xz-component of the
momentum,

pl, = p'sin’ cos ¢, (6)
and the y-component of the momentum,
Py, = p'sind’ sin ¢/, (7)
the transverse momentum,
P =p sind’, (8)
the z-component of the momentum,
p., =p cos?, (9)
and the energy,

E' = \/p?+mi. (10)

Now we consider the Lorentz transformation from the
stationary source to the expanding one, which is caused
by the interactions among multiple sources. Let . -
denote the components of the expansion velocity. We
have

1 / !
Dy = \/17_—[3%(% + B.E"), (11)
1 / !
py = ——=(p, + ByE'), (12)
1- 52
and
pe = (s, + B. ). (13)
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The transverse momentum is given by

1
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Here, (/B2+ 2 = pBr. Due to the small difference
between [, and f3,, we ignore this difference and take
Be = By for simplicity when describing the transverse
momentum spectrum. It should be noted that the differ-
ence cannot be ignored in analyzing anisotropic flow.

It should be noted that Eq. (13) contains only the
proper expansion, but not the longitudinal expansion or
motion of the emission source. If the longitudinal effect
is considered, we may use a larger (8, in Eq. (13). In this
case, the “expansion” of emission source is anisotropic in
the three dimensional momentum space, though the ex-
pansion can be taken to be isotropic in the transverse
plane when the transverse anisotropic flow is not the
topic of the present work.

In the transverse plane, if the interactions among var-
ious sources are considered, an anisotropic flow will be
observed. Although one may use 3, # /3, to describe the
transverse anisotropic flow, which results in anisotropic
p. and p, distributions, we may also have an alternative
method. In our previous work @], to extract the prop-
erty of transverse anisotropic flow, one may appropriately

revise Eqgs. (11) and (12) to be

Qg

Px = \/T—ﬂg(p; + ﬂzE/) + bx (15)
and
by = z (p; + ﬂuEl) + by (16)
1-— ﬂg

respectively. Here, the parameters a, and b, (a, and b))
describe the source’s expansion and displacement along
Oz (Oy) axis respectively.

Generally, a,, = 1 and b, , = 0 imply an isotropic
source. For an anisotropic source, a,, > 1 describes
an expansion, and by, > 0 (b, < 0) describes a dis-
placement along the positive (negative) direction [54].
Although a, , < 1 may describe a contraction in math-
ematics, the physics condition gives a,, > 1 in the ex-
pansion stage of the system. One may use the elliptic
flow

P2 — P

= feozp) = (%) (17)

to describe the strength of the transverse anisotropic

flow, where (...) denotes an average over the considered

data sample. Comparing with Sp, the influence of vy on

pr spectra is very small, which can be neglected in the
following analyses.

We would like to point out that, as a data-driven

work, the current analysis does not model any viscous

hydrodynamics approach. Instead, one may use the pr
spectra to extract some temperatures to describe the ex-
citation degrees of the system at the related stages, where
the temperatures are free parameters. In fact, the kinetic
freeze-out temperature 7" and transverse expansion veloc-
ity B of emission source used in this study are set as free
parameters. They describe the thermodynamic and hy-
drodynamic characteristics of the interacting system at
the stage of kinetic freeze-out respectively.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Comparison with data

To search for the energy of expected critical point of
hadronic matter transition to QGP, we may consider to
study the energy-dependent characteristics of thermody-
namic and hydrodynamic parameters, i.e. the excitation
functions of these parameters. This means that we have
to collect and fit a large number of data and display them
in lots of figures. In fact, incomplete data cannot give a
whole excitation function, and the information extracted
from the incomplete excitation function may be mislead-
ing. In the case of using lots of data and to make the
structure of this paper compact, we try to draw the same
kind of data in a figure.

Transverse momentum spectra of the final state par-
ticles generated in Au-Au and Pb—Pb collisions over an
energy range from 7.7 GeV to 5.02 TeV, measured by the
STAR M] and ALICE @, @] Collaborations, and
then performed a fitting analysis on them are displayed
in Figures 1-3. In order to compare the properties of
the pp spectra at all energies more comprehensively, we
limit the range of pr to be equal to or less than 3 GeV/c,
which falls into the soft pr region. Concretely, in the
fit, the spectra in the range of 0.2 < pr < 2.5 GeV/c
is used to exclude the contributions of resonance decay
and hard scattering process | as much as possible.
Different symbols represent the experimental data in dif-
ferent centrality classes, and the curves are our results
calculated by the Monte Carlo method. In addition, for
showing pr spectra more clearly in different centrality
classes, we indented the data to the power of 10 (such as
the numbers in parentheses in the legend). The length
of the gray rectangle in the figure represents the error of
pr, and the width represents the error of ppr spectrum
[(1/27pr)d? N/dydpr], which is the quadratic sum of the
statistical and systematic uncertainties.

Figure 1 shows the result of fitting analysis of p spec-



tra of negatively and positively charged pions (7~ and
7T) from central (0-5% or 0-10%) to peripheral (70-80%
or 40-80%) collisions using the Bose-Einstein distribution
embedded an expansion velocity. Panels (a)—(j) represent
the pr spectra at different collision energies shown in the
The closed (open) symbols and solid (dashed)
(71), and there is no distinc-

figure.
curves correspond to 7~
tion between 7~ and 7" in panel (j). The experimen-
tal data presented in panels (a)—(h) are quoted from the
STAR Collaboration for Au—-Au collisions, which shows
the mid-rapidity range of |y| < 0.1 ]; and the ex-
perimental data presented in panels (i) and (j) are col-
lected from ALICE Collaboration for Pb-Pb collisions,
whose mid-(pseudo)rapidity range is |y| < 0.5 @] and
In| < 0.8 @T The values of the free parameters T' and
Or extracted from the fits will be analyzed in next sub-
section. Following each panel, the ratios of Data/Fit are

given to show the quality of the fit.

Similar to Figure 1, Figures 2 and 3 show the pr
spectra of negative and positive kaons (K—, K%, or
K~ 4+ K™) and anti-protons and protons (p, p, or p+ p)
respectively M], where the spectra in Figure 2 are fit-
ted with the Bose-Einstein distribution with embedded
transverse expansion velocity and the spectra in Figure 3
are fitted with the Fermi-Dirac distribution with embed-
ded transverse expansion velocity. The related parame-
ters will be analyzed in next subsection.

From Figures 1-3 one can see that the Bose-
Einstein/Fermi-Dirac distribution with embedded trans-
verse expansion velocity can describe the soft py spectra
of light charged particles produced in high-energy Au—-Au
and Pb—Pb collisions at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Col-
lider and the Large Hadron Collider. In the description,
there are only two free parameters: the kinetic freeze-out
temperature 7" and the transverse expansion velocity Gr.
Compared with the general treatments in the commu-
nity, the present work has used a more clear picture and
a simpler distribution. In fact, the Bose-Einstein/Fermi-
Dirac distribution is the most basic one in the ideal gas
model.

From the ratios of Data/Fit, one can see that in very
low pp region and around pr ~ 3 GeV/c, the fitting re-
sults underestimate the data in some cases. This means
that we need a very soft component for the contribu-
tion of resonance decay. Meanwhile, we need a hard
component for the contribution of hard scattering pro-
cess. Naturally, a multi-component distribution can be
applied for the whole pr region. Generally, for the ex-
traction of thermodynamic and hydrodynamic charac-
teristics of interacting system, the contributions of reso-

nance decay and hard process to the pr spectra should be
removed because the two contributions come from non-
thermal production and undergo non-expansion process.
Although other methods can describe the pr spectra, the
present work provides an alternative method in the de-
scription. It does have clear picture and methodological
significance.

B. Tendencies of parameters

To show the excitation functions of related parame-
ters and extract the variation tendencies of the functions,
we analyze the energy-dependent relations of related pa-
rameters for different centralities and particles in this
subsection. The excitation functions are related to the
search for the energy of expected critical point and the
change of interaction mechanism, which shows remark-
able scientific significance. In addition, we have used
a method closer to the relativistic ideal gas model
] than the blast-wave model @, @ i in fitting the
transverse momentum spectra. It is also interesting to
compare the results of two fittings.

Figure 4 shows the dependence of T on the collision
energy /Snn, centrality class (percentage), and particle
mass. From panels (a) to (i), the centrality classes are
0-5%, 5-10%, ..., 70-80%, respectively. The centrality
classes at 62.4 and 200 GeV are different in some cases
which shows in the panels. The closed (open) squares,
circles, and triangles represent the results for 7~ (77),
K= (K™T), and p (p), respectively. The weighted aver-
ages over the yields of different particles are shown by the
crosses. One can see that 7" increases generally with some
fluctuations as the increase of collision energy. From cen-
tral to peripheral collisions, T' has a slight decrease. In
central collisions, T" increases with the increase of parti-
cle mass, and in peripheral collisions the situation seems
to be different or ambiguous. The dependence of T" on
isospin is not significant.

Figure 5 is similar to Figure 4, but it shows the de-
pendence of B on the collision energy, centrality class,
and particle mass. One can see that fr increases gen-
erally with some fluctuations as the increase of collision
energy. From central to peripheral collisions, S has a
slight decrease. In central collisions, S does not change
significantly with the increase of particle mass, and in
peripheral collisions, Sr decreases with the increase of
particle mass. The dependence of 81 on isospin is also
not significant. Compared with T', Sp shows larger fluc-

tuations in the spectra, which is reflected by its errors.



It should be noted that the dependence of T' on cen-
trality is an open question at present, though Sr in-
creases with the increase of centrality. Based on the
blast-wave model [42], the STAR [3d,[31] and ALICE [35]
Collaborations shows that T decreases slightly with the
increase of centrality. However, our results show that T’
increases slightly with the increase of centrality. The dif-
ference is caused by different methods which also lead
to different values in parameters. In the blast-wave
model ], a self-similar and variant flow profile func-
tion is used. In the present work, we have used an invari-
ant flow velocity embedded in the relativistic ideal gas
model @] for the little bang process of relativistic
collisions, which is meaningful in methodology.

In central collisions, although a lower temperature
can be explained by a longer lifetime of the system, a
higher temperature can be explained by a higher exci-
tation degree. The result of the blast-wave model fitted
by the STAR Collaboration M] shows that 7" is almost
the same in the energy range from 7.7 to 39 GeV and it
is lower at 62.4 and 200 GeV. Our result shows that T
increases generally from 7.7 GeV to 5.02 TeV. Although
the results of both the fittings can be explained by us, it
is hard to determine which one is correct. In our opinion,
more model work is needed in the future for the complex
process of relativistic collisions.

C. Further discussions

Generally, the interacting system of relativistic heavy
ion collisions @, |£|] will experience two stages of freeze-
out, one is chemical freeze-out and the other is kinetic
freeze-out. The two kinds of freeze-outs possibly occur
simultaneously or non-simultaneously. It depends on the
sizes of chemical and kinetic freeze-out temperatures. In
fact, the system is suddenly frozen @, @] and the short-
lived resonances decay @], changing the kinetic spectra
of stable particles. The resonances of the system, gen-
erated during chemical freeze-out, decay rapidly, but the
system continues to evolve with elastic collisions between
hadrons, and the system will stay in the local thermal
equilibrium before kinetic freeze-out @] The particles’
transverse momentum spectra carry information about
it.

If the chemical and kinetic freeze-out temperatures
are nearly the same, one may consider that the two
If the two
freeze-outs occur at different time moments, the chem-

freeze-outs occur almost simultaneously.

ical freeze-out happens generally earlier than the kinetic

@], the Erlang distribution

freeze-out, and the chemical freeze-out temperature is
larger than the kinetic one. The temperature T extracted
from the present work is only the kinetic freeze-out tem-
perature. The chemical freeze-out temperature is not
available here, and we cannot give a comparison for the

two temperatures corresponding to the two freeze-outs.

Studying the traverse momentum (mass) spectra of
the final state particles, produced in relativistic heavy
ion collisions, is an effective and fast means to obtain
thermodynamic parameters of the system. The emission
source determines the transverse momentum spectra of
different kinds of particles. When the interacting system
is in the stage of kinetic freeze-out, the emitted particles
not only contain thermal motion, but also are affected by
the expansion of the system or the flow velocity of the
particles. Thermal motion reflects the transverse excita-
tion degree of the system, which can be reflected by the
kinetic freeze-out temperature 7. The expansion or flow
effect embodies the hydrodynamic feature of the system,
which can be represented by the transverse expansion or
flow velocity Br.

In the community, the transverse momentum spectra
have been studied extensively for different final state par-
ticles. The functions usually used in fitting the transverse
momentum spectra include the Tsallis distribution
], the Hagedorn func-
tion |65, @], etc. In the present work, we have adopted
the most basic function, the Bose-Einstein/Fermi-Dirac
distribution, in the relativistic ideal gas model and intro-
duced the transverse expansion velocity of the system to
analyze and fit the transverse momentum spectra of the
charged particles, 7=, 7+, K=, KT, p, and p produced in
Au—Au and Pb—Pb collisions at high energies, and obtain
the thermodynamic parameter 7" and the hydrodynamic
parameter Sr.

Our work shows that the excitation functions of T
and B increase with the increase of collision energy in
the concerned range from 7.7 GeV to 5.02 TeV. This
implies that the excitation and expansion degrees of the
interacting system are higher at higher energy. The inter-
action mechanism in the concerned energy range should
be the same, which involves the formation of hot dense
matter. There is no obvious evidence for the energy of
critical point being observed from this work. The energy
of expected critical point of hadronic matter transition
to QGP is possibly in the lower energy range. Because
the most basic function, the Bose-Einstein/Fermi-Dirac
distribution, in the relativistic ideal gas model is used,
and the transverse expansion velocity of the system is in-
troduced, we consider that the present work has a more



solid foundation than the other distributions or functions
used in the community. Moreover, there are only two free
parameters in the description of transverse momentum
spectra, which is also an advantage of the present work.

It should be noted that the present work shows differ-
ent tendencies of parameters on collision energy and cen-
trality from the blast-wave model used by the STAR
and ALICE Collaborations @, , E] The reason is
that different pictures and pr ranges are used in the two
methods. Except for the invariant Sp used in the present
work and variant 87 used in the STAR and ALICE Col-
laborations, the present work uses the data in a wider pp
range available in experiments and the STAR and ALICE
Collaborations used the data in narrow intermediate-pp
For example, the STAR Collaboration pointed
out that “the fit ranges used for pions, kaons, and pro-
tons are 0.5-1.35 GeV/¢, 0.3-1.35 GeV/c, and 0.5-1.25
GeV /¢, respectively”, for central Au-Au collisions at 14.5
GeV @]

Indeed, as mentioned by the STAR and ALICE Col-
laborations B, @], “the blast-wave model fits are very
sensitive to the py range used”. However, this is not the

range.

case of the present work. Although the resonance de-
cays contribute in low-pr range and the hard scattering
process contributes mainly in high-pr range, it is hard
to separate various ranges completely. In fact, the soft
thermal process has also large probability to contribute in
low-pr range and small probability to contribute in high-
pr range. In a wider pp range, the proportion of low-pr
is very large, though that of high-pr range is very small.

In our opinion, we should use the pr range as wide
as possible in the extraction of kinetic freeze-out param-
eters from the spectra of soft process. This means that
we have to give a consideration to exclude the contri-
butions of resonance decay and hard process to the pr
spectra. However, the boundary in the spectra of differ-
ent processes is not completely separate. After weighing
the pros and cons |, we take pr = 0.2-2.5 GeV /¢
in this work.

Before summary and conclusions, we would like to
point out that the equation of state effects (for the in-
teracting medium) on the pp spectra are not considered
into the analysis. The reason is that the assumption of
isotropic stationary emission source is applicable, which
implies a small influence of the mentioned effects. How-
ever, if one studies the anisotropic elliptic flow, the in-
teractions among various sources should be considered.
This means that the density of the interacting medium
is varying, and then the pressure, temperature, viscosity,
and other quantities are changeable in different local re-

gions. These changes are partly reflected by anisotropic
elliptic flow which can be described by a, , and b, or
different 3, and f3,, in the multi-source thermal model
appropriately.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Based on the framework of a multi-source thermal
model, we have analyzed the soft transverse momentum
spectraof 7, 7+, K—, KT, p, and p produced in Au-Au
collisions at /syny = 7.7, 11.5, 14.5, 19.6, 27, 39, 62.4,
and 200 GeV, measured by the STAR Collaboration, and
in Pb-Pb collisions at /syn = 2.76 and 5.02 TeV, mea-
sured by the ALICE Collaboration. In the rest frame-
work of emission source, the probability density function
of meson momenta satisfies the Bose-Einstein distribu-
tion, and that of baryon momenta satisfies the Fermi-
Dirac distribution.

Considering the interactions among multiple sources,
the emission source has an expansion velocity or the par-
ticles have a flow velocity. To simulate the transverse
momentum spectra, the kinetic freeze-out temperature
and transverse expansion velocity of emission source are
introduced. The numerical results, calculated by the
Monte Carlo method, are in good agreement with the
experimental data of the STAR and ALICE Collabora-
tions. The excitation function, and the centrality and
particle mass dependences of kinetic freeze-out tempera-
ture and transverse expansion velocity are obtained from
the analyses. Being the most basic function, the Bose-
Einstein/Fermi-Dirac distribution with the introduced
transverse expansion velocity implies that the present
work has a solid foundation.

This work does not support the current view that
the kinetic freeze-out temperature decreases with the in-
crease of collision energy in the considered energy range.
In fact, our work shows that the kinetic freeze-out tem-
perature and the transverse expansion velocity increase
generally with the increase of collision energy. The ex-
citation functions of the two parameters do not show a
particular structure. This implies that the interaction
mechanism in the concerned energy range is the same,
though the degrees of excitation and expansion of the
system are higher at higher energy. The same mechanism
involves the formation of hot dense matter. If existing,
the energy of expected critical point of hadronic mat-
ter transition to quark-gluon plasma is below the present
energy range.

This work also does not support the current view that



the kinetic freeze-out temperature in peripheral collisions
is higher than that in central collisions. On the contrary,
our work shows that with the increase of centrality from
peripheral to central collisions, both the kinetic freeze-
out temperature and the transverse expansion velocity
have a slight increase. This implies that the degrees of
excitation and expansion of the system in central col-
lisions are higher. The reason is that more energy are
deposited in central collisions due to the involvement of
multiple nucleons.

In addition to energy and centrality dependences,
with the increase of particle mass, the kinetic freeze-out
temperature increases and the transverse expansion ve-
locity decreases in some cases. This reflects the char-
acteristics of the evolution of hydrodynamic system, in
which massive particles are leaved in the early stage at
high temperature.

When looking forward into the future, in order to
search for the critical point of deconfinement phase
transition from hadronic matter to QGP, it is very
necessary to study the process of high energy collisions

in lower energy region. The several ongoing heavy ion
experiments at a few GeV performed around the world
will answer this issue. We look forward to the new

results.
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Figure 5. Same as Figure 4, but showing the dependence of the transverse expansion velocity Sr on the collision energy /syn,

centrality, and particle mass. The average fr ((8r)) is the weighted average over the yields of different particles.
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