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Hadronic phase and its dynamics in relativistic heavy-ion collisions are topics of immense discus-
sion. In this respect, resonances can play an important role in determining the characteristics of the
hadronic phase as they have sufficiently small lifetimes, which may be comparable to the hadronic
phase lifetime. The resonances produced at the QCD phase boundary undergo re-scattering and
regeneration processes within the hadronic medium. We use a 1+1D second-order viscous hydro-
dynamics for the evolution of hadronic medium to govern K∗(892)0 kinematics. Hydrodynamics
breaks down at the Knudsen number (Kn) limit: Kn > 1, where the mean free path becomes
sufficiently large compared to the system size and the particle yield gets preserved. Further, net
yields of K∗(892)0 & K are obtained at the kinetic freeze-out boundary, .i.e. Kn > 1. In the
current study, we predict hadronic phase lifetime and then the ratio of K∗(892)0/K is obtained,
which qualitatively agrees with the experimental data as a function of the final state multiplicity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Relativistic heavy-ion collisions provide a unique envi-
ronment to cradle various phases of QCD matter. The
formation of a hot and dense, locally thermalized decon-
fined phase of colorful partons known as Quark-Gluon
Plasma (QGP) is proposed in the very initial moments
(τ < 1 fm) after the collision. The color-neutral hadronic
medium comes into existence when the strongly inter-
acting quark-gluon plasma (QGP) phase gets exhausted.
It suggests a phase transition from a deconfined par-
tonic phase to a colorless hadronic medium. From ex-
perimental data it has been proposed that the QGP
phase behaves like a “perfect fluid” [1–4] with very low
shear viscosity (η) to entropy density (s) ratio close to
the AdS/CFT bound of 1/4π [5]. The QGP formed is
at a very high temperature which is assumed to evolve
based on hydrodynamic models before cooling down to
the chemical freeze-out temperature. At this tempera-
ture, all inelastic collisions stop, and the hydrodynamics
of QGP breaks down. This temperature is very close
to the critical temperature (Tc) for phase transition pre-
dicted by lattice QCD (LQCD) calculations [6]. Based
on this description, QGP lifetime can be estimated in
ultra-relativistic collisions [7, 8]. Meanwhile, using a sim-
ilar method to define the hadronic phase lifetime (time
elapsed between chemical and kinetic freeze-outs) be-
comes somewhat deceptive in the absence of a proper
kinetic freeze-out temperature. In this article, we pro-
pose that with the use of hydrodynamics and a proper
probe lifetime of the hadronic phase can be estimated.

Short-lived resonances decay via strong interactions
with a wide range of lifetimes which allows them to
be suitable probes for characterizing the properties of
hadronic matter produced in heavy-ion collisions ([9] and
references therein). If the resonances which are pro-
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duced at the chemical freeze-out boundary decay before
the kinetic freeze-out, then their decay products undergo
hadronic re-scattering leading to a decrease in their yield.
At the same time, pseudoelastic interactions between
hadrons can regenerate the resonances in the medium,
which increases their yields. Various transport and sta-
tistical thermal model calculations show that rescatter-
ing and regeneration processes significantly affect the fi-
nal state resonance yields [6, 10–14]. These effects make
them perfect probes to study the hadronic phase lifetime
as explored in Refs. [9, 15].

In our previous work [16], we explored the possibil-
ity of fluid dynamics in the hadronic medium. Knud-
sen number (Kn) can be used to study the possibility of
thermalization and applicability of hydrodynamics in a
medium. Low values of Kn (Kn << 1) indicate systems
with low gradients of hydrodynamic quantities, and thus
the system is close to equilibrium (high degree of ther-
malization) [17]. In this work, we use Kn to govern the
cooling of a hadronic medium from Tc using a second-
order 1+1D hydrodynamic model to obtain the hadronic
phase lifetime. We introduce a model for the evolution of
K∗(892)0 yield during the hadronic phase. This model is
used within the ambit of hydrodynamic evolution to ob-
tain the final K∗(892)0/K ratio, which is compared with
experimentally obtained data.

This article is organized as follows. Sec. II details
the formalism and methodology followed to estimate the
hadronic phase lifetime and K∗(892)0 yield. In Sec. III,
we present the results along with their discussion, and
Sec. IV summarizes our study.

II. FORMALISM

A. Statistical Hadronization

LQCD calculations predict the existence of a de-
confinement transition from hadronic to partonic con-
stituents for energy densities greater than 1 GeV
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fm−3 [18]. At zero baryochemical potential (µB), this
deconfinement transition is predicted again by LQCD
to be of crossover in nature [19] at a critical tempera-
ture, Tc ' 155 MeV [20–22]. As a result of confinement,
physical observables in QCD are required to be defined
in terms of hadrons. QCD thermodynamics has been
explained extensively with the help of simple statisti-
cal thermal models like the ideal Hadron Resonance Gas
(HRG) model with merely two parameters in the whole
game, namely the temperature of the system and the
baryochemical potential. According to ideal HRG, the
partition function for ith hadron in the Grand Canonical
Ensemble is given by [23]

lnZidi = ±V gi
2π2

∫ ∞
0

p2dp ln{1±exp[−(Ei−µi)/T ]}. (1)

Knowing the partition function, one can calculate the
pressure Pi, energy density εi, number density ni, and
entropy density si as given,

P idi (T, µi) = ±Tgi
2π2

∫ ∞
0

p2dp ln{1± exp[−(Ei − µi)/T ]}

(2)

εidi (T, µi) =
gi

2π2

∫ ∞
0

Ei p
2dp

exp[(Ei − µi)/T ]± 1
(3)

nidi (T, µi) =
gi

2π2

∫ ∞
0

p2dp

exp[(Ei − µi)/T ]± 1
(4)

sidi (T, µi) =± gi
2π2

∫ ∞
0

p2dp
[

ln{1± exp[−(Ei − µi)/T ]}

± (Ei − µi)/T
exp[(Ei − µi)/T ]± 1

]
(5)

In the above equations gi, Ei =
√
p2 +m2

i and µi are
the degeneracy, energy and chemical potential of the ith

hadron, respectively. µi is given by,

µi = BiµB + SiµS +QiµQ, (6)

where Bi, Si, and Qi are the baryon number, strangeness,
and electric charge of the ith hadron. Here, µB , µS , µQ
are the baryon, strange, and charge chemical potentials,
respectively.

Ideal HRG can be further extended by the inclusion
of van der Waals (VDW) repulsive interactions between
hadrons by considering a fixed volume to be occupied by
each hadron (Excluded Volume HRG (EVHRG)). If v =
16πr3h/3 is the volume occupied by each hadron where rh
is the hard-core radius, then the above-mentioned ther-
modynamic quantities are given by [23, 24],

P ev(T, µ) = κP id(T, µ), (7)

εev(T, µ) =
κεid(T, µ)

1 + κvnid(T, µ)
(8)

nev(T, µ) =
κnid(T, µ)

1 + κvnid(T, µ)
(9)

sev(T, µ) =
κsid(T, µ)

1 + κvnid(T, µ)
(10)

where κ is the excluded volume suppression factor given
by,

κ = exp

(
vP ev

T

)
. (11)

These models have been used extensively to study
particle production in nucleus-nucleus collisions. From
these studies, it has been observed that particle yields
in the final state can be explained with considerable
precision by these models at temperatures that are in
agreement with the phase transition temperature pre-
dicted by LQCD [6, 25, 26]. In the following, we use
the EVHRG model to determine the initial yields con-
sidering the chemical freeze-out temperature to be equal
to Tc = 156 MeV as given by the Wuppertal-Budapest
collaboration [21, 22].

B. Temperature evolution of the hadronic medium

The hadronic medium produced at chemical freeze-
out is still at a higher temperature and cools down with
time. The rate of temperature variation can be stud-
ied by solving the first and second-order fluid dynamical
equations [27–29] derived within the framework of causal
Müller-Israel-Stewart theory of dissipative fluid dynam-
ics [30–32]. In the 1+1D scaling solution we get [27, 28]

ds

dτ
=
s

τ

( φ

Tsτ
− 1
)

(12)

The perfect fluid, first-order, and second-order theories
are distinguished by φ, which defines the effect of viscous
terms, as given below

φ = 0, perfect fluid (13)

φ =
4η

3τ
, first-order (14)

dφ

dτ
= − φ

τφ
− φ

2

[1

τ
+

1

β2
T
d

dτ

(β2
T

)]
+

2

3β2τ
, second-order (15)

where τφ is the relaxation time due to shear viscous
component and β2 =

τφ
2η , η being shear viscosity. In

second-order theory, φ indicates the characteristics
of the system by measuring the change in η through
Eq.15. The solution of Eq.12 and Eq.15 can be obtained
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FIG. 1: Temperature evolution as a function of time for both
viscous first-order and second-order hydrodynamics compared
with the case for a perfect fluid. Initial temperature is taken
as Tc = 0.156 GeV to start the cooling law from the chemical
freeze-out [21, 22].

numerically for a viscous system. The initial conditions
for φ are calculated from the EVHRG model. Taking
the AdS/CFT lower bound for η/s = 1/(4π) [5], the
value of φ at τc is found as φc = sc

3πτc
with sc = s(τc).

Here τc is the time at T = Tc.

In the following, we consider the cooling of a massless
pion gas which is approximated to the cooling of an ex-
cluded volume HRG. In such a scenario, Eq.12 and Eq.15
are modified as [27],

dT

dτ
= − T

3τ
+

φ

12aT 3τ
(16)

dφ

dτ
= −σbT 3φ− 1

2

(1

τ
− 5

1

T

dT

dτ

)
+

8aT 4

9τ
, (17)

where the constants are defined as a = π2/30 and b =
3ζ(3)/π2.

The effect of transverse expansion is included in the
1+1D scaling solution for the partonic state by consider-
ing that transverse expansion begins at a temperature
defined at τtr > τ0; i.e. Ttr(τ0) [7, 8, 33] where τ0
is the initial thermalization time. In the present sce-
nario, we assume that hadronization takes place at a time
τc < τtr. Moreover, the actual τc is determined by con-
sidering transverse expansion. It is assumed here that
hadronization takes place when τtr = RT where RT is the
transverse radius obtained from MC Glauber model [34].

Considering τtr ∼= τc + RT
cs

√
2−1√
2

[33], the value for τc is

easily calculated by knowing RT and c2s = 1/3. Fig.1
compares the temperature evolution of first-order and

second-order hydrodynamic models along with the case
for a perfect fluid. It is clear that viscous terms make
cooling slower. The second-order theory is observed to
show a much faster cooling rate as compared to the first-
order theory.

Further, volume evolution is introduced by considering
an isentropic evolution of the medium [6]. The volume
profile of the medium V (τ, b) is given by,

V (τ, b) =
Vc(τc, b)sc(τc)

s(τ)
(18)

where, Vc(τc, b) = τtrAT (b) is the initial volume at τ0.
Here AT is the transverse overlap area obtained from
the MC Glauber model [34]. Transverse radius evolution
follows the method given in [33] where the effective radius
at a time τ > τi is given by,

R ∼= Ri

[
1 +

1

6

√
1

τi

(τ − τi)3/2

Ri

]
(19)

where τi is the proper time at the previous instant.
The validity of hydrodynamics is governed by the

Knudsen number (Kn). Knudsen number describes the
probability of collisions between the particles in the sys-
tem. Knudsen number, Kn << 1 demonstrates that
system size is larger than the mean free path indicating
thermalization. Therefore, it becomes feasible to study
the medium evolution under hydrodynamics. Knudsen
number is given by

Kn = λ/D (20)

where, λ = 1√
2nσ

is the mean free path of the system and

D = 2R is the characteristic system size. n and σ = 4πr2h
are the number density and the interaction cross section
within the particles of the medium. Hydrodynamic evo-
lution ends and equilibrium breaks down at the moment
when the mean free path becomes greater than the sys-
tem size, i.e. at Kn > 1.

C. Kinetic Formation model for K∗(892)0 mesons

Several resonance particles are produced in the final
state of pp and heavy-ion collisions with lifetimes varying
from 1.1 fm/c (f2(1270)) to 46.3 fm/c (φ(1020)). Such a
wide range in their lifetimes provides an excellent oppor-
tunity to use them as probes to study the system formed
in relativistic nuclear collisions [9, 35–38]. Out of these,
the K∗(892)0 meson occupies a sweet spot with a life-
time of 4.16 fm/c, making it a good probe to study the
hadronic phase and hadronic phase lifetime. If the reso-
nance decays within the hadronic phase, then the decay
products are subject to interactions before kinetic freeze
out, which alters their momentum and prevents their re-
construction (re-scattering) (K∗(892)0 −→ πK). Simi-
larly, hadrons in the medium can interact together to
form resonances that may live up to the kinetic freeze-
out allowing a successful reconstruction (regeneration)
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(πK −→ K∗(892)0). Thus it is imperative to include both
of these effects in the calculations while studying the final
resonance yields.

In this respect, we use a modified version of the kinetic
formation model used to explain the yield of J/ψ meson
in the final state [39, 40]. According to this model, the
final state yield of K∗(892)0 is given by,

Nf (τf ) = ε(τf )λD(τf )
[
Ni(τc) +NπNK

×
∫ τf

τc

ΓF [V (τ)ε(τ)λD(τ)]−1dτ
]

(21)

where λD(τ) and ε(τ) give the contribution due to nat-
ural decay and co-moving hadrons, respectively, to re-
scattering at time τ while ΓF gives the effect of regener-
ation. Ni(τc), Nπ and NK are the numbers of K∗(892)0

mesons, pions and kaons at chemical freeze-out deter-
mined from the EVHRG model, considering the initial
volume.

1. Decay

The re-scattering effect introduced in Eq.21 has been
modelled to include two different effects. K∗(892)0

mesons produced at chemical freeze-out can naturally
decay into pions and kaons. They might also decay
as a result of interaction with another particle within
the medium (co-moving hadron). We consider that the
K∗(892)0 meson is re-scattered in both cases. The con-
tribution due to natural decay is given by,

λD(τ) = exp(−τ − τc
τl

). (22)

τl is the lifetime of K∗(892)0 meson multiplied by the
Lorentz factor. In our calculations, we have considered

the Lorentz factor, γ ≈ 1.8 [9]. The effect of co-moving
hadrons is modelled based on the kinetic model [39, 40],

ε(τ) = exp
[
−
∫ τ

τc

ΓDNco[V (τ)]−1dτ
]

(23)

where ΓD is the decay rate averaged over the momentum
distribution of participants and is given by,

ΓD = 〈σcovrel〉K∗0,co. (24)

Here, σco = 4πr2h is the interaction cross section and vrel
is the relative velocity between the two particles.

2. Regeneration

Regeneration of K∗(890)0 is modeled in Eq.21 through
ΓF , which is given by,

ΓF = 〈σregvrel〉π,K . (25)
Here, σreg is the temperature-dependent regeneration
cross section at any instant and is given by [41],

σreg = 42.2
(T/Tc − 0.5

0.115

)1.83
exp

[
1.83

(
1− T/Tc − 0.5

0.115

)]
+4.95

(T/Tc − 0.5

0.407

)50
exp

[
50
(

1− T/Tc − 0.5

0.407

)]
(26)

where the critical temperature was taken to be Tc = 0.175
GeV.

The thermal averaged cross-section times relative ve-
locity in Eq.24 and Eq.25 is given by [16, 42]

〈σijvij〉 =
σ
∫
pipjEi dEi Ej dEj d cos θ f0i f

0
j ×
√

(Ei Ej−pipj cos θ)2−(mimj)2
Ei Ej−pipj cos θ∫

pipjEi dEi Ej dEj d cos θ f0i f
0
j

(27)

Ei and Ej are particle energies and are integrated in the
limit mi to ∞ and mj to ∞, respectively. The limit of
integration of cos θ runs from -1 to +1. f0i is the particle
distribution function which is given by

f0i = exp(−Ei − µ
T

) (28)

where Ei is the energy of ith particle, µ is the baryochem-
ical potential which is approximated to be zero in our
calculations, and T is the temperature.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The hadronic medium considered in this work consists
of all hadrons and resonances with masses up to 2.25 GeV
given in the particle data book [43]. Since the properties
of the medium depend only on the parameter rh, it has
to be chosen appropriately. The repulsive interactions
being mediated by ω meson and the range of interaction
being inversely proportional to the mass of the mediator,
we have chosen the hard-core radius, rh = 0.25 fm to in-
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corporate repulsive interactions. This radius is chosen to
be uniform for all hadrons. In the following, we consider
only the second order cooling scenario as the first order
solution is acausal and leads to unstable solutions [27].

4 6 8 10 12
1/3>η/dch<dN

0

2

4

6

8

10

 (
fm

/c
)

τ

Second Order

ALICE Pb-Pb, 5.02 TeV

FIG. 2: Hadronic phase lifetime obtained from our calcula-
tions and are compared with the results obtained for Pb-Pb√
sNN = 5.02 TeV collisions at ALICE [9].

Knudsen number is an important parameter as it indi-
cates the applicability of hydrodynamics in the medium.
As discussed in Sec.II B, we have used this parameter to
obtain the endpoint for hydrodynamics (τf ). Finding τf
allows us to estimate the hadronic phase lifetime simply
by calculating the difference between the initial and final
time. In Fig.2, we depict this hadronic phase lifetime and
compare it with the results obtained in 5.02 TeV Pb-Pb
collisions at LHC [9]. A reasonable agreement is observed
between our calculations and the experimental results.

Further, we attempt to explain the final state ratio
of K∗(892)0/K obtained in heavy ion collisions. Fig.3
compares the values obtained in our calculations to the
experimentally obtained K∗(892)0/K ratios obtained in
various experiments [9, 44]. It is to be noted that “ND”,
“CMD”, and “R” stand for natural decay, co-moving
hadrons induced decay, and regeneration effects, respec-
tively. The individual effects of the regeneration, decay
due to co-moving hadrons, and natural decay are explic-
itly shown. It can be observed that the K∗(892)0/K
ratio in the final state is mostly governed by the natural
decay process. It can also be seen that both co-moving
hadrons-induced decay and regeneration effects play im-
portant roles at high multiplicity bins, while their impact
on low multiplicities is marginal. Our study suggests that
these effects must be considered while using resonances
as a probe to study the hadronic phase produced in rel-
ativistic nuclear collisions. The effect of the absence of
natural decay, which is shown here, is very similar to hav-
ing a very large lifetime for the resonance particle, like

4 6 8 10 12
1/3>η/dch<dN

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

/K0
K

*

ND + CMD + R ND + R

ND + CMD CMD + R

Pb-Pb, 5.02 TeV Au-Au, 200 GeV

Au-Au, 62.4 GeV Cu-Cu, 200 GeV

Cu-Cu, 62.4 GeV

FIG. 3: The estimated ratio of K∗(892)0/K obtained using
our model is compared with the results from ALICE and
RHIC with different colliding species [9, 44]. The effect of
each term in our calculation is individually explored (color
online).

in the case of φ meson, for which it has been observed
that the ratio remains constant over different centrality
classes [9].

IV. SUMMARY

We have considered a hydrodynamic description of the
hadronic phase produced in relativistic nuclear collisions
based on the dimensionless parameter, Knudsen num-
ber (Kn). Kn being a measure of interactions within
the medium can indicate the possibility of fluid dy-
namics within a system. It is observed that the life-
time obtained through a hydrodynamic description of
the hadronic phase in our calculations in confirmity with
the results obtained from accelerator experiments. The
hadronic phase lifetime is observed to increase with the
system size or the final state multiplicity from around 1
fm for peripheral up to ≈ 6 fm for central heavy-ion col-
lisions. We believe these results would help in the tuning
of the MC event generators for the inclusion of a finite
hadronic phase lifetime with chemical freeze-out followed
by the kinetic freeze-out at the LHC energies. The yield
of K∗(892)0 mesons is sensitive to the medium and hav-
ing a lifetime comparable to that of the hadronic phase,
is found to be well explained in the considered model.
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