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C ovariant description of kinetic freeze out through a nite space-like layer
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Abstract: The problem of Freeze Out (FO ) In relativistic heavy ion reactions is addressed. W e
develop and analyze an idealized one-din ensionalm odelofFO In a nite Jayer, based on the covariant
FO probability. The resulting post FO phase—space distribbutions are discussed for di erent FO
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PACS numbers: 24.10N z, 25.75.q

I. NTRODUCTION

T he hydrodynam icaldescription of relativistic particle
collisions was rst discussed m ore than 50 years ago by
Landau ] and nowadays i is frequently used in di er—
ent versions for sin ulations ofheavy ion collisions. Such
a sin ulation basically lnclides three m ain stages. The
Initial stage, the uid-dynam ical stage and the so-called
Freeze O ut FO ) stagew hen the hydrodynam icaldescrip—
tion breaks down. During this latter stage, the m atter
becom es dilute, cold, and non-interacting, the particles
stream tow ard the detectors freely, theirm om entum dis-
tribution freezes out. T hus, the freeze out stage is essen—
tially the last part of a collision process and the source
of the cbservables.

T he usual recipe is to assum e the validiy of hydro—
dynam ical treatm ent up to a sharp FO hypersurface,
eg. when the tam perature reaches a certain valie, Tro -
W hen we reach this hypersurface, all interactions cease
and the distribbution of particles can be calculated.

In such a treatm ent FO is a discontinuiy where the
properties of the m atter change suddenly across som e
hypersurface in spacetim e. T he generaltheory ofdiscon—
tinuiies in relativistic ow was rst discussed by Taub
_1]1. That description can only be applied to discontinu—
ities across propagating hypersurfaces, w hich have space—
ke, d d = 1), nom alvector. T he discontinuities
across hypersurfaces w ith tinelke, d d = 1), nor-
m al vector were considered unphysical. The rem edy for
this cam e only 40 years later in 1], generalizing Taub’s
approach forboth tin e-like and spacelike hypersurfaces.
C onsequently, it is possible to take into acoount conser—
vation law s exactly across any surface of discontinuity in
relativistic ow .

A s it was shown recently in [1,1], the frequently used
C ooper¥Frye prescription 1] to calculate post FO parti-
cle spectra gives correct results only for discontinuities
across tin e-lke nom alvectors. T he problem ofnegative

contrbutions in the C ooper¥Frye form ulawashealed by a
simplecuto , @ d ),proposed by Bugaev |]. How—
ever, this form ulation is stillbased on the existence ofa
sharp FO hypersurface, which is a strong idealization of
a FO layer of nite thickness [[l]. T hus, by assum Ing an
Inm ediate sharp FO process, the questions of nalstate
Interactions and the departure from localequilbrim are
¥eft unjisti ed.

T he recent paper | ,11] form ulates the freeze out prob—
Jem in the fram ew ork ofkinetic transport theory. T he dy—
nam icalFO description has to be based on the M odi ed
Boltzm ann Transport Equation M BTE), rather than
on the comm only used Boltzm ann T ransport E quation
BTE).TheM BTE abandons the localm olecular chaos
assum ption and the requirem ent of sn ooth variation of
the phase-space distrbbution, £ x;p), In spacetin e. This
m odi cation ofBTE ,m akes it even m oredi cul to sole
theFO problem from rstprinciples. T herefore, it isvery
In portant to build phenom enologicalm odels, which can
explan the basic features of the FO process.

T he present paper ain s to build such a sinple phe-
nom enological m odel. The kinetic approach presented,
is applicable for FO in a layer of nite thicknesswih a
space—like nom alvector. Tt can be viewed as a continua—
tion and generalization of 1,0, 1], T he kineticm odel
for FO in tim e-lke direction was discussed In a recent
paper ], however, the fully covariant m odel analysis
and the treatm ent are presented In 1].

In present work w e use stationary, one-din ensionalFO
m odels for the transparent presentation. Such m odels
can be solved sem ianalytically, what allow s us to trace
the e ects of di erent m odel com ponents, assum ptions
and restrictions applied on the FO description. W e do
not ain to apply directly the results presented here to
experin ental heavy ion collision data, instead our pur-
pose is to study qualitatively the basic features of the
FO process. W e want to dem onstrate the applicability
of the proposed covariant FO escape rate, and m ost in —
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portantly, to see the consequences of nishing FO 1n a

nie layer. Up to now, two extrem e ways of descrbing
FO wereused: (1) FO on an in nitely narrow hypersur-
face and (i) n niely long FO in volum e em ission type
of model. To our know ledge this is the rst attempt
to, at least qualitatively, understand how FO in nite
space-tin e dom ain can be sin ulated and what w illbe its
outcom e. In such stationary, one-din ensionalm odels the
expansion cannot be realistically lnclided, therefore it is
ignored.

In realistic sin ulations of high energy heavy-ion reac—
tions the full 3D description of expanding and freezing
out system should be included. This work is under ini-
tial developm ent.

II. FREEZE OUT FROM KINETIC THEORY

A kinetictheory describes the tin e evolution ofa single
particle distrdoution finction, £ (x;p) = f &;x;p°;p), 1
the 6D phase—space. To describe freeze out in a kinetic
m odel, we split the distrdbbution finction into two parts

- 14 14 ‘]:
f &x;p) = fix;p) + fr Xip) : 1€)

T he free com ponent, fr, is the distrbution of the frozen
out particles, while f;, is the distribution ofthe interact—
Ing particles. Initially, we have only the interacting part,
then as a consequence of FO dynam ics, f; gradually dis—
appears, whilke fr gradually builds up. In this paperwe
convert the description of the FO process from a sudden
FO, ie. on a sharp hypersurface, into a gradualFoO, ie.
In some nie spacetin e dom ain.

Freeze out is known to be a strongly directed pro—
cess 1], where the particles are allowed to cross the
FO layer only outwards, in the direction of the nom al
vector, d , of the FO hypersurface. M any dynam ical
processes happen In a way, where the phenom enon prop—
agates Into som e direction, such as detonations, de a—
grations, shocks, condensation w aves, etc. B asically, this
m eans that the gradients of the described quantity (the
distrbbution function in our case) in allperpendicular di-
rections can be neglected com pared to the gradient in the
given direction d ,ie.5 f d Q@ f. In such a situa—
tion these can be e ectively described asone-din ensional
processes, and the space-tim e dom ain, where such a pro-
cess takes place, can be viewed as a layer.

T herefore, we develop a one-din ensionalm odel for the
FO process in a layer of nite thickness, L. W e assum e
that the boundaries of this layer are approxin ately par-
alle], and thus, the thickness of the layer does not vary
much. This can be justi ed, for example, n the case
when the system size is much larger than L. At the
Inside boundary of this layer there are only interacting
particles, whereas at the outside boundary all particles
are frozen out and no Interacting particles rem ain. N ote
that the nom alto the FO layer,d , can beboth space—
like or tim e-like.

The gradual FO model for the in niely long one-
din ensional FO process was presented in recent works
., 0, 0], W e are going to build a sin ilarm odel, but
now wem ake sure that FO is com pletely nished w ithin
a nite Jayer.

A . Freeze out in a nite layer

In kinetic theory the interaction between particles is
due to collisions. A quantitative characterization of col-
lisions is given by the m ean free path m fp.), giving the
average distance between collisions. Them fp., n fp, IS
nversely proportionalto the density, n fp 1=n x). If
wehavea nieFO layer, the interacting particles inside
thisdom ain musthavea nitem fp.DuringtheFO pro-—
cess, as the density of the Interacting particles decreases,
they are entering into a collisionless regin e, w here their

nalm fp. tendsto n nity, orat least, getsm uch larger
than the system size L. T he realistic FO process for nu—
cleons in a heavy ion collisions happens within a nite
spacetin e FO dom ain, which has a thickness of a few
niialm ean free paths [[1]]. Hence, one m ust realize that
the FO process cannot be fiilly exploited by the m eansof
the m fp. conocept, since we have to describe a process
w here we have on average a few collisionsper particle be—
fore freeze out. T herefore, this type of processes should
be analyzed by having also another characteristic length
scale di erent from them fp. In our case i should be
related to the thickness, L, of the FO layer.

R ecent con pcturesbased on strong ow and relatively
an all dissipation nd that the state where collective

ow starts is strongly Interacting and strongly correlated
while the viscosity is not large [l]. This indicates a
anallm fp., in the nteracting m atter, while at the sur-
face p¢p ! 1 . Several indications point out that in
high energy heavy ion reactions freeze out and hadroniza—
tion happens sin utaneously from a supercooled plagsn a
., 0, ). This could be m odeled in a way that pre-
hadron form ation and clusterization starts gradually in
the plasn a, and this process is coupled to FO In a -
nie lJayer. The FO is nished when the tem perature of
the interacting phase drops under a critical value and
all quarks cluster into hadrons, which no longer collide.
T his is the possble qualitative scenario w ith wellde ned

nite thickness L ofthe FO layer.

Now, ket us recall the equations describing the evolu—
tion in the sim ple kinetic FO m odel 0, [, 0], Starting
from a fully equilbrated Juttner distrbution, £5 (o), ie.
fis= 0;p) = £5 ) and fr (s= 0;p) = 0, the two com —
ponents of the m om entum distrbution develop in the
direction of the freeze out, ie. alongd , according to
the follow ing di erential equations:

@sfi (s;p)ds
Qsfr (s;p)ds

£ (S;PIW esc (SiP) I
+ £1 (SiP)W esc (S5P) 7 @)

where W o4 (S;p) is the escape rate goveming the FO de—
velopment and s= x d .Herex isa 4-vector having



its origh'® at the inner surface, S;, of the FO layer, see
Fig. . Tn order to obtain the probability to escape, or
a particle passing from 0 till s, P g (S), we have to inte—
grate the escape rate along a tra pctory crossing the FO
layer:

Z

£i(5;p) = £5 () exp dsW esc %0 = )
| = }

1 Pesc

The de nition for the escape probability was previously
given in 1], In tem s of collision or scattering rates,
where the FO processwas lasting in niely long. In our

nie layer FO description the quantity that de nes the
escape probability is the escape rate.

FIG .1: Thepicture ofa gradualFO processw ithin the nite
FO layer, in xdirection, ie. d = (0;1;0;0). The particles
are m oving in di erent directions outw ards, indicated by the
angle . The inside boundary ofthe FO Jlayer, S; (thick line)
indicates the points where the FO starts. T his is the origin of
the coordinate vector, x . W ithin the nite thickness of the
FO layer, L, the density of the interacting particles gradually
decreases (indicated by shading) and disappears at the outside
boundary, S, (thin line) ofthe FO layer.

To have a com plte physical FO nished at a nie
distance/tin e, we require: Pese ! 1, when s ! L. In
usual cascade m odels the probability of collision never
becom es exactly zero, and correspondingly P osc Neverbe—
com es exactly one, and the FO process lastsad in nitum .
This is due to the fact that the probability of collision
is calculated based on the them ally averaged cross sec—
tion, which does not vanish for them al, eg. G aussin,
momentum distrbutions. In reality the free or frozen

1A ny point ofthe inner surface, S;, can be considered as an origin,
since translations along S; do not change s, the projction of x
on the FO nom alvector,d ,aslongasS; and Sy are parallel,
as assum ed. O f course, this latter assum ption can be justi ed
only locally, in som e nite region, as it is clear from Fig. .

out particles have no isotropic them al distributions but
these distrbutions can be anisotropic and strongly con—
ned in the phase-space. This m eans that the collision
probability can be exactly zero and FO m ay be com pleted
In a nie spacetin e dom ain.
Tt seem s reasonable to param eterize the escape rate,
which has din ension one over length, In tem s of som e
characteristic FO length, °(s;p),

Wesc&® jp ;d ) ©°); @)

O(sip)
where the cuto factor, ( °) e d ), orbids the
FO ofparticles with m om enta not pointing outward [1].
This FO param eter, O(s;p), is not necessarily an aver—
age distance In space or duration In tine between two
subsequent collisions, like them fp. Them fp., tendsto
In niy as the density decreases, while the FO jist be-
com es faster in this 1im it. A ctually, the FO scale behaves
in the oppositeway to them fp. Thiscan be seen, forex-—
am ple, In a sin ple, purely geom etrical freeze out m odel,
w hich takes into acoount the divergence ofthe ow In a
3D expansion 1]. Both this and the phase transition
or clusterization e ect described at the beginning ofthis
section, lead to a nite FO layer L, even if them fp.,

mfp = 1=n isstill nite at the outer edge ofthis layer.

W e consider the thickness of the layer L to be the
"proper" thickness of the FO layer, because it depends
only on Invariant scalar m atter properties like cross sec—
tion, proper density, velocity divergence, phase transition
or clusterization rates. T hese should be evaluated in the
LocalRest fram e (LR) ofthem atter, and since the layer
is nie, around the m iddle of this layer. The proper
thickness is analogous to the proper tin e, ie. tinem ea—
sured in the rest fram e of the particle, hence the proper
thickness is the thickness ofthe FO layerm easured in the
rest fram e attached to the fireeze out front, that is, the
Rest Fram e ofthe Front RFF ). Som e of the param eters
like the velocity divergence and the phase transition rate
describe the dynam ical changes in the layer, so these can
determm ine the properties, eg. the thickness, of the nite
layer. However, calculating I from the above m entioned
properties is beyond the scope of this paper, and L is
treated as a param eter in the follow Ing.

Let us consider the R est Fram e of the Front, w here the
nom al vector of the front points either in tin e, t, or in
space, x, direction, introducing the Hllow Ing notations? .
Indeed, ifd  is space-like the resulting equations can be
transform ed into a fram e where the process is stationary
hered = (0;1;0;0) and correspondingly s  x), whike
In the case ofa tim e-like nom alvector the equations can

T In e-like Space-like
d 170;0;0) (0;1;0;0)
s a x) t X
pP° @ p) p° p*
@s (d @ ) @t @x
O(s) %) % (x)



be transform ed Into a fram e w here the process is uniform
and tin edependent d = (1;0;0;0), s t). For sake
of transparency and sim plicity we w ill perform calcula-
tionsonly or FO in a nite layerw ith space-like nom al
vector In this paper, but m any interm ediate results can
and w illbe obtained in Lorentz nvariant way.

Inside the FO layer particles are separated into still
colliding or interacting and not-colliding or free particles.
T he probability not to collide w ith anything on the way
out, should depend on the num ber ofparticles, which are
In the way of a particle m oving outward in the direction
pP=7F jacross the FO layer of thickness L., see Fig. ll. If
we Pollow a particle m oving outw ard form the beginning,

x = 0), ie. the Inner surface ofthe FO layer, S1, to a
position x , there is still a distance

L S

s p

ahead of us, where [ is the angle between the nom al
vector and p=p J As this rem aining distance becom es
an aller the probability to freeze out becom es larger, thus,
wem ay assum e that the escape rate is inversely propor—
tionalto som e power, a, of this quantity [, ],

Based on the above assum ptions we w rite the escape
rate as:

a

1 L A s
(s ) 7)) ©)

Wese = — L S

w here this new Iy introduced param eter, , is the nitial,
ie. at Si, characteristic FO length of the interacting
matter, = O%s= 0;c0s , = 1). The powera is in u-
encing the FO pro l across the front. Indeed, calculat—
ing the escape probability, P esc, eq. ), w ith the escape
rate, given by eq. ll), we nd

L s

1 =cos p, (P)
Pesc=1 L 7
fora= 1, and
" V¥
L s, (cos p)* L+t
Pesce=1 exp— )ﬁ 1 I s ;

fora & 1. Thus, we see that for di erent a<values we
have di erent FO pro ls:

a= 1l:powerlkeFO,
a> 1: fast, exponential like FO,

a< l:nocomplteFO wihin the nite layer, since
Pesc doesnot tend to 1 as s approachesL .

In papers [, 0,1 ] the authors were using a = 1, and
werem odeling FO in an in nite layer. In order to study
the e ects of FO within a nite spacetim e dom ain, we
would like to com pare the resultsofour calculationsw ith
those of earlier works, therefore we shallalso takea = 1

In further calculations. It iseasy to check that ourescape
rate, eq. ), equals the earlier expression

ws
Pesc = (ps)

nL ! 1 Ini. Thus, them odeldiscussed in this paper
is a generalization of the m odels for n nitely long FO,
described in [, 00, 0], and allow sus to study FO in a
layer of nite thickness.

T he angular factor, cos ,, m axin ized the FO proba-
bility for those particles, w hich propagate in the direction
closest to the nom alofthe FO layer. FortheFO in tin e-
like directions, studied in 1], the angular factorwas 1.
T his factor, and correspondingly the escape rate, eq. W),
are not covariant. Furthem ore, this earlier form ulation
does not take into account either that the escape rate
of particles should be proportional to the particle veloc—
iy (the conventionalnon-relativistic lin it ofthe collision
rate contains the them alaverage < v > ). Let us con—
sider the sim plest situation, when the Rest Fram e of the
Front isthe sam easRest Fram eoftheGas RFG ), where
the ow velocity isu = (1;0;0;0). If freeze out prop—
agates in space-like direction, ie. d = (0;1;0;0), as
shown in Fig. W, then cos , = p*=Ppj Therebre, a
straightforw ard generalization of the escape rate, based
on the above argum ents, is

.. P P3_ pd .
oS p 3 ‘_'ij E_ — ; (6)

w here the rh s. of this equation is an invariant scalar in
covariant form . Now , we assum e that this sin ple gener-
alization isvalid for any space-lke or tin e-like FO direc—
tion, even when RFG and RFF aredierent 0,0 0,0 1.
Basad on the above argum ents, we can w rite the total
escape rate from eq. ) i a Lorentz nvariant® fom :

1 L P°
Wesc= — 1 s pu

©°); (7

which now opens room for general study of FO n rela—
tivistic ow in layers of any thickness.

Fom erFO calculationsin 0,00, ]were alw aysper—
formed in RFF . A I ing for sem ianalytical results and
transparent presentation, as well as In order to com pare
our results w ith fom er calculations, we will also study
the system evolution n RFF, but now this is only our
preference. In principle calculations can be perform ed in
any reference fram e. In m ore realistic m any din ensional
m odels, which will take into account the system expan-—
sion sin ultaneous w ith the gradualFO , it w illbe proba—
bly m ore adequate to work in RFG or in Lab fram e, and
our Invariant escape rate, eq. W), can be directly used
as a basic FO ingredient of such m odels.

3 Now, it is im portant that I is de ned as an invariant scalar, so
W esc is also an invariant scalar.



B. The Lorentz invariant escape rate

In this section let us study this new angular factor, in
m ore detail. W e will take the p-dependent part of the
escape rate, eq. M), and denote i as:

p d
pu

W )= P d ): ®)

In RFG, where the ow velocity ofthematter isu =
(1;0;0;0)rr¢ by de nition, W (o), is given as

d
W) = 2o
P

e d ) ; ©)
RFG

and it is sm oothly changing as the direction of the nor-
m al vector changes In RFG . This will be discussed In
m ore detail in the rest of this section.

In the follow ing, we w ill take di erent typical points
of the FO hypersurface, A,B,C,D,E,F, sceFig. I
At these points, the nomn al vectors of the hypersurface,

d = (h;5Jk)rre s are given below .
A
t y e.
dop=(hi.jK) peg &
A t W
B x’ //,
oy
c
D x
E
u"- (1,000,
F
RFG x

FIG.2: A sinpl FO hypersurface in the Rest Fram e of the
Gas RFG:ftx]),whereu = (1;0;0;0)rrc , ncluding tin e~
like and space-like parts. T he nom alvector of the FO front,
d , is a tim elke 4-vector at the tin e-lke part and i is
changing am oothly into a space-like 4-vector in the space-lke
part. On these two parts of the hypersurface, in the Rest
Fram e of the Front RFF), d points into the direction of
the £ &%) -axis respectively. At pointsA, B, C,D, E, F,we
have di erent Rest Fram e(s) of the Front, RFF : [t/,x’]).

T o calculate the nom alvector fordi erent cases shown
in Fig.ll, we sin ply m ake use of the Lorentz transform a—
tion. T he nom al vector of the tin e-lke part of the FO
hypersurface m ay be de ned as the local t*-axis, whilke
the nom alvector of the space-like part m ay be de ned
as the local x%axis. Asd is nom alized to unity, its
com ponents m ay be interpreted n temmsof and v ,
w here = 911—7 So, we have:

A) d = (1;0;0;0), kadstoW ()= 1,
B) d = (1;v ;0;0), kadstoW (o) = ‘pogov bl
cy d = @+ ;1 ;0;0), where = @) 2,
0 X 0 X
1.ThiskadstoW ()= B € P,
D) d = 1 ;1+ ;0;0),where = 4 ) 2,
0 X 0 X
1.ThislkadstoW ()= w
©° + p*) © ),
E) d = v ;1;0;0), leads to
0 X
W) = — 5 v’ B,
F) d = (0;1;0;0), kadstoW () = B ©*).

T he resulting phase-space escape rates are shown in Fig.
B ©or the six cases described above.

Sim ilar calculations can be done In RFF,whered =
@;0;0;0) ora,B,C andd = (0;1;0;0) orD,E,F,
lading the Pllow ng values orwWw (o):

A) u = (1;0;0;0), radstoW @)= 1,
B) u = 1; v ;0;0), lradsto
W @)= ﬁr
C)u = @+ ; @ );0;0),where = (4 ) 2,
1. ThiskadstoW ) = + pX)fo Era
D) u = @+ ; @ );0;0),where = (4 ) 2,
1. ThiskadstoW (o) = + 4o px)fo T o0
®©*),
E) u = 1; v ;0;0), lradsto
WP s s 0%
F) u = (1;0;0;0), kadsto W () = 1;—0 ©*).

For these cases,A,B,C,D,E,F, in RFF the resulting
phase—space escape rates are shown in Fig. H.

Fis.l and M show that them om entum dependence of
the escape rate, uniform in point A, becom es di erent at
di erent points of the FO hypersurface, but this change
is continuous, when we are crossing the light cone, from
point C to point D . A though in RFF, Fig. B, it seem s
that there isa principaldi erence betw een spacelke and
tin e-lkeFO directions,duetothecuto (@ d ) func-
tion, but this isonly the consequence ofthe chosen refer—
ence fram ¢, ie. RFF isde ned In a way to stress the dif-
ference betw een these tw o cases, since going from C to D,
the nom alvectorhasa jump, ie.d = (1;0;0;0) goes
overtod = (0;1;0;0). Neverthekss, W (p) isa contin—
uous function aswe changed , and In other fram es, for
exam ple in RFG, Fig.ll, we can see this clearly.
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FIG . 3: The contour plots of the m om entum dependent part
of the escape rate, W (p), as in eq. M), presented in six sub-
plots at di erent points of the FO hypersurface. A 1l plots
are in RFG. For region A: d (1;0;0;0), and W (@)
is one unifom l, or B: d = (1;0:5;0;0), C: d =

(1:01;0:99;0;0), (rst row), D : d = (0:99;1:01;0;0),
E:d = 0:5;1;0;0),F:d = (0;1;0;0), (second row).
Them om enta are In units of particle m ass, i ].

A Cc
Qq;
2
> 0 v s“’#’
Qo =] b, é'*-qf
: N
N\
-2 0 0 2
D F
) ]
2> 0
-2
-2 0
FIG. 4: The contour plots of the m om entum dependent

part of the escape rate, W (o), in RFF. For region A:
u = (1;0;0;0), and W (o) is one unibm l, orB: u =

(1; 0:5;0;0), C: u = (1:01; 0:99;0;0), ( rst row),
D:u = (1:01; 0:299;0;0),E:u = 1;
(1;0;0;0), (second row). In cases D, E, F the escape
rate vanishes form om enta with pyx < 0. Them om enta are in
units of particle m ass,  ].

u =

C. The updated sim ple kinetic m odel

Now, using the new invariant escape rate, eq. W), we
can generalize the sim ple m odel presented in ,.,.],

0:5;0;0), F =

ie.egs. W), Dra nite spacetineFO layer:

L r° ... ds
Gsfids = ) —
L s pu
L ° ... ds
Gsfrds = f— o)
L s pu

Solving the rstequation we nd forthe interacting com —
ponent:

LB ©°)

fitsip) = £50)

L
s ( p): a1

Now, Inserting this result into the second di erential
equation, from egs. [, we obtain the FO solution,
w hich describesthem om entum distribbution ofthe frozen
out particles:
2 3
L s pu
L

£f50) 41

fr s;p) =

50 ©°): 12)

As s tends to L, ie. to the outer boundary of the FO

layer, this distrbution, depending on the direction of
the nom al vector (gpace-lke) or tin e-lke will tend to
the (cut) Juttner distrbution, f; (). This m eans that
(part of) the original Jutiner distrbution survives even
w hen we reach the outerboundary ofthe FO surface. To
rem edy this highly unrealistic resut, in B0, B8, B, B,
retherm alization in the Interacting com ponent w as taken
Into acocount via the relaxation tin e approxin ation, ie.
we insert into the equation for the interacting com po-—
nent a new tem , which describes that the interacting
com ponent approaches som e equilbrated (Jutiner) dis-
tribution, foq4 (), w ith a relaxation length, ¢:

L P° <. . ds

@sfids = P )H— (13)
L s pu
ds

+ [feq (S) ﬁ.]_ ’
0
L S ds
Qsfrds = P ©E°)f:— : (14)
L s pu

Let us concentrate on the equation for the interacting
com ponent. Here the rst term from eq. ), related to
FO , m oves the distribution out of the equilbbriuim , and
decreasesthe energy-m om entum density and baryon den—
sity ofthe Interacting particles. T he second term from eg.
), changesthe distribution in the direction ofthe ther—
m alization, while it does not e ect the conserved quan-—
tities. The relative strength of the FO and rethem al-
ization processes is determ ined by the two characteristic
lengths, and g.

In general the evolution of the interacting com ponent
can be solved num erically or sam ianalytically, at every



step of the integration. Then, the change of conserved
quantitiesdue to FO should be evaluated using the actual
distrdbbution, f;(s;p) at the corresponding point s. For
the purpose ofthiswork, nam ely for the qualitative study
oftheFO features, it isenough to use an approxin ate so—
ution, sim flarly as twasdone in 0,100,000 ]. Thiswould
also allow us to m ake a direct com parison w ih results
of these older calculations. T hus, the evaluation of the
change of the conserved quantities is done analytically,
ie. f; (s;p) isapproxin ated w ith an equilbrium distrdbu-—
tion function f.q (s) w ith param eters, T (s);n (s);u (s).

T his approxin ation is based on the fact that In m ost
physical situations the overall num ber of particle colli-
sions vastly exceeds the num ber of those collisions, after
which a particle leaves the system or freezes out. This
allow s us to take that rethem alization? happens faster
than the freeze out, ie. that ¢ < or o . 0f
course, this argum ent is true only at the begihning of
the FO process, when the density ofthe interacting par—
ticles is still large. W hen s is close to L, ie. near the
outer hypersurface, the rst term in eq. [ll) becomes
m ore In portant than the retherm alization term because
of its denom inator, but aswe shall see in the results sec—
tion, particles freeze out exponentially fast and for large
s, when say 99% ofthem atter is frozen out, the errorwe
Introduce w ith our approxin ate solition can not really
a ect the physical situation.

------- )\0 =1A I
- )\0 =0.1A
—— 1 4(8) = exp(-s?)]]
D
0 2 6 8 10
s [A]
FIG.5: Numerical soutions of eq. [l ©r di erent o’s.

This solution was obtained using, foq = € s , test flinction,
for L = 10 . The results show that f; (s) approaches feq (s)
when 0

For illustration, let us take a test function, feq (s) =

e s’ , (We Ignore p dependence for the m om ent), which
is a am oothly and fastly decreasing finction®. T Fig. ll

4 The words "inm ediate rethem alization" used in a few earlier
publications, were badly chosen, m isleading and inappropriate.

5 In real calculations the s-dependence of feq (s;p) is calculated
from the energy, m om entum and baryon charge loss of the in-

we show the num erical solutions for the interacting com —
ponent for = and o = 0:1 The results show
that for the latter case we can safely take for the f; the
approxin ate solution [, B, B0 ]:

fi(s) = feqls) : 15)

D . Conservation Law s

T he goal of the freeze out calculations is to nd the
nalpost FO m om entum distribution, and then the cor-
responding quantities de ned through i, starting from
the initial pre FO distrbution. On the pre FO side we
can have equilbrated m atter or gas. Its local rest fram e
de nesthe RFG, see Fi. B. W e can alo de ne the ref-
erence fram e, which is attached to the freeze out front,
nam ely the RFF, see Fig. ll. These choices are usually
advantageous, but other choices are also possble.

Pre FO

T he orientation of the freeze out front n RFG is
v ;1;0;0)rrc -

FIG. 6:
given as, d =

Furthem ore, the conservation laws and the nonde—
creasing entropy condition must be satis ed [0]:

N d ]1=0; I d 1=0; Bd 1 0; @16
where A]= A 2Ay.ThepreFO sidebaryon and entropy
currents and the energy-m om entum tensor are denoted
byN,;S,;T, ,whilethepostFO quantitiesare denoted
byN ;S ;T

T he change of conserved quantities caused by the parti-
cle transfer from the interactingm atter to the freem atter
can be obtained in the ollow Ing way. For the conserved
particle 4-current we have

dN =dN, +dN,=0) dN, = dN;: @7)

1

teracting com ponent, where these losses are detem ined by the
m om entum dependence of the escape rate and the actual shape
of fj (s;p), as discussed here.



T hen, using the kinetic de nition ofthe particle current,
together w ith eqgs. [lll,ll), we obtain

Z 3
AN, ) = ds p—opp Ro e ) a8)
Z
ds L dp P s
= = — feq (8) ¢
T gP pa €0 e

Sin ilarly the change In the energy-m om entum is

7

ds L ok s

ar, )= — —Oppp P
L s p

©°) foq@):

19)
T he param etersofthe equilbriim (Juttner) distribbution,
feq (8), have to be recalculated after each step, ds, from
the conservation lawsasin 0,0, ].

i

S t &2
. o
Y.
N — RO
AN ROXe
~s~ "l
S .
. -’ do,
e o "1 Post FO
Pre FO AL x

FIG .7: The orlentation of the freeze out front n RFF, ie.
in tsown rest frame, isd = (0;1;0;0)rrr . In this frame
the gas has nonvanishing velocity In general.

The change of ow velocity, du; (s), can be calculated
using E ckart’sorLandau’sde nition ofthe ow, ie. from
dN; (s) ordT; (s) corregpondingly. Then the change of
conserved particle density is given by

and for the change of energy density we have

dej(s) = u ;;(s)dT; (s)u ;i(s): 21)

T he change of the tem perature of interacting com ponent
can be Hund from this last equation, eq. [, and from
the Equation of State (Eo0S). This closes our system of
equations.

Ifwe xtheFO direction to the x-direction, then egs.
M) can be rew ritten as:

Z
dx L d?
dN,; x) = — — P (22)
L x P°
pcos
cos £, Ho ¥
o E— ( p) feq ®;D)
and
Z 5
dr., ®) = % L d—pp o) (23)
* L x P°
PCos p

&  Jup cos 1) (cos ) feq®ip);
P

where, the four m om entum of particles isp = (po;p),
pP= Pjp* = pcos p,the ow velocity ofthe interacting
matter isu; =  (;v;0;0), = ==, u = Fjand
j= sign ) .

E. Changes of the conserved current and
energy-m om entum tensor

In this section we show new analytical results for the
changes of the conserved particle current and energy-—
mom entum tensor. T he form ulae are analogous to those
from ref. [0, 00], but now they are calculated w ith the
Lorentz invariant angular factor from eq. l). W e show

dn; (s) = u; (8)AN; (s); (20) results for both m assive and m assless particles.
|
( h .
0 B dx L n B (0;b) , T
dN; ®) = — I x 22 2 G, @)+T 2 bu(l+ JjKi@ Kb
h i A ©) )
uB L+ Ko@) Kofib) + u® 2@+ Db @  3) 37 © >
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where,a= 2 ,b=a ,Ab) = 2+ 2b+ Ble *,B b) =
16+ 6b+ 30+ ble Pandn = 4 T3a’K; @) 95—
is the particle density, g is the degeneracy factor while,
G m)H Mm) K @b),K @), 0;b)arcde ned in Ap-
pendix A . Note that the x-dependent factor L=(L X)
is just a muliplier n these calculations, and tends to
uniy if we are dealing wih an in nitely long FO, as in
ool B, B

ITII. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section we calculate the post FO distrbutions
and com pare the results to form er calculations presented
in 0,00, ]. Thee ect oftwo m ain di erences due to
the new Lorentz invariant escape rate, eqg. W), is to be
checked:

—the in nite, 1 ),FO layeror nie, L),FO layer,

— the sin ple angular escape rate, P , or the covariant
escape rate, W .

W e perform ed calculations for a baryonfree m assless gas,
where we have used a sinplk EoS, e = 55 T?, where

s = 1—; The change of tem perature is calculated
based on thisEoS and eq. [l . There are no conserved
charges in our system , consequently we use Landau’s def-
Inition ofthe ow velociy []:

_ ; &) ATy &) uy &) .
dui;Landau ®) = e ®) + P; ) 7 (26)
where ;, ®)=g U ®)u; (x) is a profctor to the

plane orthogonal to u; x), whilk e; (x) and P; (x) are
the local energy density and pressure of the interacting
com ponent, ie. T, )= (61 &K)+ P;X))u; X)u; &)
P; x)g .A detailed treatm ent of E ckart’s ow velociy
can be found in [, 1.

For such a systeam we nally obtain the follow Ing set
ofdi erential equations:

2

dinT = —3 arl®  2vdr’* + vdT* @7)
SB
3
av = YT vdT?® + (1 + v¥)dTP*  vdT
SB

W e w ill present the resuls for four di erent cases:

P; : W eusethe sin pl, but relativistically not Invariant
angular factor, cos , in the escape rate,

oS p

P, = pcos ) :

The system is characterized by an In nie FO
length (Up to %Xu ax = 300 In calculations). The
results are shown in Figs. [l ). This is the
sam em odelas in o, B0, ).

10

P : Next, we are using the sin ple angular factor, but
in this case nsidea nieFO layer,L = 10 ,

L oS
L X

Py = fpcos ) :

The results are shown in Figs. [, I, ) .

W1 : Then, we are dealing w ith the new Lorentz invari-
ant angular factor in the escape rate and with an

In nite FO IJength, X ax = 300 ,

1 pcos
pu

W, = pcos ) :

The results are shown in Figs. |, I, 1IN, ) .

W : Finally we present the prim ary resuls of this pa—
per, using both our new improvem ents, ie. the

covariant escape rate ofeq. D),

1 L

cos
WL:_ P P
L X

P u

pcos ) :

The results are shown in Figs. |, I, 1IN, N .

In the case of FO in the in nite layerthe factor, L=L x),
was replaced by 1. W e presented the siuation at a dis—
tance of X, ax = 300 , where the am ount of still inter—
acting particls is negligble.

For the particular cases when we are dealing w ith an
In nte FO, ie. P; and W, , orwih nie layerFO,
ie. Py and W 1, the resuls are plotted together. T hus,
In one gure the focus is on the consequences caused by
the di erent angular factors.

Thin lines always denote the cases wih sinpl rela—
tivistically not invariant angular factor, these corresoond
to P; and Pp . Thick lines always correspond to cases
w ith covariant angular factor, W ; and W ;.

Allthe guresare presented in the RFF .

A . The evolution of tem perature of the interacting
com ponent

The st set of gures, Figs. [ll,ll, show s the evolution
of tem perature of the Interacting com ponent, in fact the
gradual cooling of the interacting m atter, or the di er-
ent cases, P, ;P ;W and W .

First, on all guresm atter with larger (positive) ow
velociy, vy, cools faster. This is caused by the m om en—
tum dependence of the escape rate, which basically tells
that faster particle in the FO direction, will freeze out
faster. T hus, the rem aining interacting com ponent cools
down, since the m ost energetic particles freeze out m ore
often than the slow ones. O focourse, for larger niial ow
velocity, vp, In the FO direction, there are m ore particles
moving in the FO direction w ith higher m om enta in av—
erage, than fora smaller ow velociy.

Now, comparing Fig. Ml with Fig. ll, we can see the



di erence between nie and in nite FO dynam ics. In a
nite Jayer the cooling of interacting m atter goes iIncreas—
Ingly fasterasFO proceeds, whilk for FO in in nite lJayer
the cooling gradually slow sdown asx Increases. T he rea—
son isthe factor, L=(L x),which speedsup FO asL x
decreases, and foroes it to be com pleted within L.
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FIG . 8: The tem perature of the interacting com ponent in
RFF for a baryonfree m assless gas, calculated wih the two
escape rates: P;  (thin lines) and W, (thick lines), for an
in nitely ong FO, Xm ax = 300 ). The initial tem perature is
To= 170 M &V, vp is the nitialvelocity n RFF .
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FIG. 9: The tem perature of the interacting com ponent in
RFF, calculated w ith the two escape rates: P, (thin lines)
and W 1, (thick lines), ora nie, (L = 10 ), FO layer. The
initial tem perature isTg = 170 M €V, vy is the initial velocity
in RFF.

The di erence between P and W escape rates com es
from the denom inator, which isp° in case of P andp u
In case of W . This di erence leads to a stronger cooling
for the escape rate P which isbigger than W , if vy § 0.
T his can be seen wellat later stagesofin nitely ongFO,
Fig. B, particularly for the positive initial ow velociy.
In allother cases the di erence between old and new an-—

11

gular factors is Insigni cant, what supports our "naive"
generalization of the angular factor.

B. The evolution ofcomm on ow velocity of the
interacting com ponent

The second set of qures, Figs. [l ll, show s the evo-
lution ofthe ow velocity ofthe interacting com ponent.

In both casesthe ow velocity of the Interacting com —
ponenttendsto 1,becausetheFO pointsto thepositive
direction and particlesw ith positive m om enta freeze out.
T hus, them ean m om entum ofthe rest m ust becom e neg—
ative.
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FIG.10: The ow velocity of the interacting com ponent in
RFF for a baryonfree m assless gas, calculated w ith the two
escape rates: P; (thin lines) and W ; (thick lines), for an
in nitely ong FO, ®m ax = 300 ). The initial tem perature is
To= 170 M &V, vp is the nitialvelocity n RFF .

Velocity [c]
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FIG.1ll: The ow velocity of the interacting com ponent in
RFF, calculated with the two escape rates: P (thin lines)
and W, (thick lines), ora nite, L = 10 ), FO layer. The
initial tem perature is To = 170 M &V, vy is the initial velocity
in RFF.



Comparing Fig. lll wih Fig. lll, we can see again
that n a nie layer the ow velocity decreases faster
and faster asFO proceeds, whik ©orFO in In nite layer
the velocity change gradually slow s down as x increases.
T he reason is the L=(L x) factor, as discussed above.

The di erence between the evolution of the ow ve-
locity, due to the di erent angular factors, is again not
signi cant, supporting is generalization.

C. The evolution of the transverse m om entum and
contour plots of the post FO distribution

The next set of gures, Figs. ], ll, show s the evo-
Iution of the transverse m om entum distribution, while
Figs. lll, I, present the contour plots of the post FO
mom entum distrbution, orw ; and W, . W e have pre-
sented a one-din ensionalm odelhere, but we assum e that
it is applicable for the direction transverse to the beam
In heavy ion experin ents. The presented plots should
be qualitatively com pared to the transverse m om entum
distrbbutions of m easured pions.

f(p) [arbitrary units]

FIG .12: The Iocal transverse m om entum (here py) distribu-
tion for a baryonfreem assless gas at (py = 0), calculated w ith
the two escape rates: P; (thin lines) and W ; (thick lnes),
foran in nitely ongFO , Xn ax = 300 ). The nitialparam e~
tersarevy = 0and Tp = 170M €V .T he transverse m om entum

spectrum is obviously curved due to the freeze out process.
T he slope of the transverse m om entum distribution increases
aswe are approaching In nity.

W hat we see is that allthe nalpost FO m om entum
distrbutions are essentially the same. This is very in —
portant outcom e from our analysis, which we w illdiscuss
below . A Iso, one can see that resulting post FO distribbu-
tions are non-therm aldistributions, as it hasbeen shown
already in 0,0, ], they strongly deviate from expo-
nential form in the low m om entum region. T he increase
In the nalFO spectra over the them aldistribution for
low m om enta is connected to the fact that at late stages
ofthe FO process, the interacting com ponent is cold and
its ow velociy is negative. So, i contrbutesonly to the
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low m om entum region ofthe post FO spectra.
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FIG . 13: The post FO distrbution, fr x;p), In RFF. The
calculations were done w ith the Lorentz Invariant escape rate,
Wi, ,Pran in nitely ong FO, Xmax = 300 ). The subplots
correspond to x = 1 ; 10 ; 300 respectively. The initial
param eters are vp = 0 and To = 170M &V . Contour lines are
given at values represented on the gure. The maxinmum is
increasing with x as indicated in Fig. . The distrbution
is asym m etric and elongated in the FO direction. Thism ay
Jead to a Jargepr enhancem ent, com pared to the usualJuttner
assum ption used In m any earlier calculations as a post freeze
out distrdbution . N ote that ff (x;p) does not tend to the cut
Juttner distribbution even at very large x.

f(p) [arbitrary units]

FIG .14: The Iocal transverse m om entum (here px) distrbu-
tion for a baryonfreem assless gas at (py = 0), calculated w ith
the two escape rates: Py, (thin lines) and W ; (thick lines) for
a nie, L = 10 ), FO layer. The iniial param eters are
vo= 0and To = 170M &V .

These results were obtained in a stationary one-
din ensionalm odel w ith a single ow velocity. In real-
ity di erent space-tim e sections of the overallFO layer
arem oving w ith respect to each other w ith considerable
velocities, ie. v 02 0{7. Therefore, the superpo—
sition of these parts of the FO layer wash out the very
sharp peaks at an all m om enta, whilk the curvature at



higherm om enta, although it is an aller, m ay persist even
after superposition. T here are severale ects m entioned
in the literature, which can cause such a curvature. T he
e ects discussed in this section, arising from kinetic de—
scription, m ay contribute to the curvature ofthe spectra,
but we need a m ore realistic f1ll scale, nonstationary 3—
din ensionalm odel to estin ate the expected shape ofthe
Pt spectra In m easuram ents. C onsequently, both the con—
tribbutions of space-like and tin e-like sections of the FO
layer have to contribute.
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FIG.15: The post FO distrbution, fr x;p), In RFF. The
calculation wasm ade using the covariant escape rate, W  for
a nie, L = 10 ), FO layer. The subplots correspond to
x = 01 ; 1 ; 10 respectively. The iniial param eters are
vo = 0 and Tgp = 170M &V . Contour lines are given at values
represented on the gure.

D . Freeze out in layers of di erent thickness

In this section we show the results of calculations per—
form ed w ith W ;, escape rate, ordi erent nite FO layer
thicknesses. Som e resuls of such an analysis have also
been presented In [1].

In Figs. lll, I, we present the evolution of the tem —
perature and ow velocity of the interacting com ponent
forL =2 ;5 ;10 ; 15 . W e plt the resulting curves
as function of x=L, what allow s us to present them all
In one gure. W e clarly see, and this agrees also w ith
our previous com parison to In nitely long FO, that by
Introducing and varying the thickness of the FO layer,
we are strongly a ecting the evolution of the interacting
com ponent.

W e can also study how fast the energy density of the
interacting com ponent is decreasing, see Fig. [ll. Sihce
there is no expansion in our sim ple m odel, the evolution
ofthe energy density is equivalent to the evolution ofthe
totalenergy ofthe rem aining interactingm atter. W e can
see that the decrease of the energy density of the inter—
acting com ponent is exponentially fast, what justi esour
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way of getting approxin ate an solution for the nteract-
ing com ponent, see section M.
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FIG .16: The evolution of the tem perature of the Interacting
com ponent In RFF, for a baryonfree m assless gas, calculated
with the W, escape rate for di erent FO layer thicknesses
L =2,;5;10 ; 15 . The initial param eters are vop = 0:5
and Top = 170M &V .
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FIG .17: The evolution ofthe ow velocity of the interacting
com ponent In RFF, for a baryonfree m assless gas, calculated
with the W escape rate for di erent FO Jlayer thicknesses
L =2,;5;10 ; 15 . The initial param eters are vop = 0:5
and Top = 170M &V .

Figurelll show s the nalpost FO transverse m om en—
tum distrbution for di erent L. D espoite the di erences
In the evolution of the interacting com ponent, all the

nalpost FO distributions look the sam e and are practi-
cally indistinguishable. The di erence between the result
fora FO layerasthin asL = 2 and that orL ! 1
lim i shows up only in the low m om entum region, and
it is not signi cant enough to allow us to resolve layers
ofdi erent thicknesses from experin ental spectra. T hus,
the thickness ofthe FO layer does not a ect, aswe have
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FIG . 18: The evolution of the energy density of the inter—
acting com ponent in RFF, for a baryonfree m asskess gas,

s = 2=lO, calculated with the W, escape rate for di er—
ent FO layer thicknessesL = 2 ; 5 ; 10 ; 15 . The initial
param eters are vp = 0:5 and To = 170M &V .

seen already in the previous section, the nalpost FO
distrbution, which is in fact the m easured quantity!

Iv. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this paper we presented a sin pli ed, but still non-
trivial, Lorentz invariant freeze out m odel, which allow s
us to obtain analytical results in the case of a m assless
baryonfree gas. In addition the m odel realizes freeze out
wihin a nite freeze out layer.

W e do not ain to apply directly the results presented
here to the experim entalheavy ion collision data, instead
our purpose was to study qualitatively the basic features
of the freeze out e ect, and to dem onstrate the applica—
bility ofthis covariant form ulation ©orFO In nite length.

I Figs. I, I, and Figs. I, M, we com pare re—
suls, wih the sinple, cos ,, angular factor, and w ith

}; i . The di er
ences are Insigni cant, supporting our generalization.

A s i has been indicated in the previous publications
., B, ], the nal post FO distrdbutions are non—
equilbrated distrbutions, which deviate from themm al
ones particularly in the low m om entum region. The nal
spectra have a com plicated form and were calculated here
num erically. In Jarge scale (eg. 3-din CFD ) simulations
for spacelke FO the C ancelling Juttner distribution ],
m ay be a satisfactory analytical approxim ation.

Our analysis show s that by introducing and varying
the thickness of the FO layer, we are strongly a ecting
the evolution ofthe interacting com ponent, but the nal
post FO distrbutions, even for an all thicknesses, eg.
L = 2 , ook very close to our results for an in nitely
Iong FO, rstobtained in [, 0, B ].

T he results suggest that ifthem easured post FO spec—
trum is curved, as shown in Fig. I, then i doesn’t

the Lorentz invariant angular factor,
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m atter how thick FO layer was, and we do not need to
m odelthe details of FO dynam ics In sin ulations of colli-
sions! O nce we have a good param etrization of the post
FO spectrum (asym m etric, non-them al), it is enough to
w rite dow n the conservation law s and non-decreasing en—
tropy condition w ith this distrdbution fiinction 1], @nd
probably with som e volum e scaling factor to e ectively
acoount for the expansion during FO ). T his C ooper¥rye
type of description can be viewed from two sides. From

experim ental side, when we know the post FO spectra,
we can extract Infom ation about the conditions in the
Interacting m atter before FO . In theoretical, eg. uid
dynam ical, sin ulations such a procedure would allow us
to calculate param eters of the nal post FO distrbu-
tions to be com pared w ith data. In this way our results
m ay justify the use of FO hypersurface in hydrodynam i-
calm odels for heavy ion collisions, but w ith proper non—
them alpost FO distrbutions.

At the sam e tin e, while the naldistribution, £ (), is

not sensitive to the kinetic evolution, otherm easurables,
egoecially the two particle correlation function m ay be
m ore sensitive to the details and extent of the FO pro-
cess.
The m odel can also be applied to FO across a layer
w ith tim e-lke nom al. W hilke several of the conclisions
can be extended to the tim e-lke case, it also requires still
additional studies | 1].

For realistic sin ulations ofhigh energy heavy-ion reac—
tions the 111 3D description of expansion and FO ofthe
system should be m odeled simulaneously. W e believe
that our invariant escape rate, can be a basic ingredient
of such m odels.
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APPENDIX A

The de nition of K, (z;w) function is:
Z
n dx e X (X2 f)n %;

w

2"n!

en) !’

Ky (z;w) =

Al
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FIG .19: Finalpost FO transverse m om entum (here px) distrdbutions for the FO layers of di erent thicknesses. C alculations
were done for baryonfreem assless gasw ith escaperateW , orL = 2 ;5 ;15 andwith W ; (thick line). The initialconditions
arethesame asin Figs. ll,Ill: To = 170 M &V, vy = 0:5. D istrbutions for the di erent FO layer thicknesses are very sim ilar,
w ith som e di erence in the low m om enta region, which is shown in m ore detail in the "zoom iIn" subplot. The two thick lines
correspond to som e e ective thermm al distribbutions, w ith the corresponding param eters displayed In the plot legend. T hese are
shown to illistrate the di erence between obtained post FO distributions and themm al distributions.

where iIn thecaseofw = zandn > 1 the above form ula
w i1l Jead to the m odi ed Bessel function of second kind,

Values of these functions for (n = 1;2) are given below :

Z 1
K » (z). Furthem ore, the inde nite integral [11] is: 1 2 .
G, 0) = — d 0;—pQ 6
7 1 ) CEN is}e Tp( ju) @6
z @;z) o+ ;z)
z ' @;z)dz= i A2 = %(1 Ju) 3 ;
3
Z 1
where (n;z) isthe Incom plete gamm a function: G, ) = i dpp 0;—p@d Ju) @7
7 | z T4 T
m;z) = att* te *: @3) = 2—34(1 Ju) 4

The analytically not integrable functions G, m) and
H, fm) are de ned as:

In the general calculation of the integrals in RFF, we
change variables from p to z as given below :

2 z
1 a2 " ' P
G, ) = Tnvz dpp p*+ m? A 4) dpf)e T( PPrm? Jup) @8)
. ° 7
0;— 2 + 2 —jup ; = 4 Z z
’ I m ’ =7 T dz u P— e
T T b ) 2
h D 1
and f T@Guz 3 z2 &)
1 Z 3 Z 1 ,
Hy ) = 53 dpp™ "t @5) + 3T dz u+t Jpm— e?
P R p_ "4
0;j— p?+m?2 Jup f T (Juz+ z2 &) ;
T T
L P
In the masskess Ilin i, we have the G,, 0) = H, 0). wherez= ( p?+m? Jup)=T,a=m=T andb= a.
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