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The equation of state of nuclear matter, momentum dependence of the effective interaction and
in-medium modification of elastic nucleon-nucleon cross-sections are studied by comparing theoret-
ical predictions for stopping, directed and elliptic flows of protons and light clusters in intermediate
energy heavy-ion collisions of beam energy between 150 and 800 MeV/nucleon to experimental data
gathered by the FOPI Collaboration. To that end, the dcQMD transport model was upgraded
by implementing medium modifications of differential elastic cross-sections guided by microscopical
model calculations, a medium modification factor of elastic transition amplitudes that depends on
the local density, isospin asymmetry and isospin projection of the scattering particles, a MST coa-
lescence algorithm applied at the local freeze-out rather than at the end of simulation and threshold
effects for elastic scattering. A multivariate analysis that takes into account systematic uncertainties
induced on model predictions by the coalescence afterburner leads to the following constraint for
the equation of state at 68 percent confidence level: compressibility modulus of isospin symmetric
matter K0 = 230+9

−11 MeV and slope of the symmetry energy L = 63+10
−13 MeV. The momentum de-

pendence of the isoscalar potential is found to be similar to that of the empirical optical potential,
with an effective isoscalar mass m∗ = 0.695+0.014

−0.018. The isovector potential displays a momentum de-

pendence corresponding to a positive neutron-proton effective mass difference ∆m∗
np = (0.17+0.10

−0.09)δ,
close to the world average for this quantity. A suppression of elastic nucleon-nucleon cross-sections
in symmetric nuclear matter at saturation by about 60% relative to vacuum values is deduced, in
qualitative agreement with microscopical results. A strong dependence of the suppression factor on
isospin asymmetry is evidenced, experimental data for isospin symmetric systems proving crucial
for this last conclusion.

PACS numbers: 21.65.Cd,21.65.Mn,25.70.-z

I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy-ion collisions (HIC) at intermediate energy
provide the opportunity to study different aspects of
the in-medium effective nucleon-nucleon interaction: in-
medium elastic nucleon-nucleon cross-sections [1–6], mo-
mentum dependence of the optical potential [7–15] and
equation of state (EoS) of both symmetric (SNM) [16–22]
and asymmetric nuclear matter (ANM) [23–31]. The last
topic, in particular the isovector component of the EoS,
commonly known as the symmetry energy (SE), has at-
tracted much attention during the last decade especially
since the advent of multi-messenger astronomy [32, 33]
which has offered the opportunity of measuring proper-
ties of neutron stars with greater accuracy [34, 35] and
opened the possibility of answering questions related to
the nature of matter at the core of such compact ob-
jects [36–39], in particular finding robust solutions to the
long-standing hyperon puzzle [40–43].

The interpretation of HIC observables measured in the
laboratory relies most often on transport models [44–
49] which contain the three above mentioned quan-
tities as ingredients. These represent three different
facets of the same underlying quantity, namely the in-
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medium nucleon-nucleon interaction, and can in prin-
ciple be determined using microscopic ab-initio mod-
els starting from the relatively well known two-nucleon
and three-nucleon interactions in vacuum [50–52] and
used as input in transport models. This is a daunt-
ing task, since HIC probe a wide range of densities,
isospin asymmetries and temperature or more generally
non-equilibrium states [53, 54]. While such approaches
are desirable and promising attempts in this direction
have been made [1, 55], the most often employed tech-
nique has been of the divide-and-conquer type [9, 16, 26].
Identifying observables that are sensitive to a particu-
lar model ingredient while being relatively insensitive to
others has made possible conclusions most often at qual-
itative level [56–58] and only rarely at a quantitative
one [16, 19, 26, 28, 30, 31].

A divide-and-conquer approach is applicable if no cor-
relations among transport model ingredients exist. This
is however valid only at most as a first approximation.
Correlations between in-medium cross-sections and the
optical potential emerge at fundamental level as aspects
of the same in-medium corrections of the NN interac-
tion encoded in nucleon self-energies. At higher level,
effective masses, which characterize the strength of the
momentum dependence of the optical potential, enter
in the expression of in-medium cross-sections [59–61].
Empirically, correlations between the momentum depen-
dence of the optical potential and compressibility modu-
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lus of SNM have been observed once theoretical predic-
tions have been compared to HIC experimental data [62].
Generally, a hierarchy of in-medium effects on HIC ob-
servables at intermediate energies can be evidenced: in-
medium corrections of cross-sections have the strongest
impact, followed by sensitivity to momentum dependence
of the optical potential, with EoS having the smallest ef-
fect. Residual dependence on the first two ingredients can
still have a noticeable impact even for the most carefully
selected observables for EoS related studies. This issue
has been most often circumvented by using information
from sources other than HIC (e.g. isoscalar component
of the optical potential [63, 64]). Nevertheless, a pos-
sible dependence of in-medium cross-sections on isospin
asymmetry has never been considered in HIC studies.

Two main categories of observables can be accessed ex-
perimentally in intermediate energy HIC: nucleonic and
particle production. Nucleonic rapidity distributions, in
particular stopping observables such as varxz (or vartl
in earlier studies) [65], are known to be mainly sensi-
tive to in-medium cross-sections, though a more careful
analysis reveals also a rather loose correlation between
the suppression factor of cross-sections and nucleon ef-
fective masses and some residual dependence on the EoS.
Collective flows, in particular the slope of directed flow
at mid-rapidity and rapidity or transverse momentum
dependent elliptic flow, have been traditionally used to
study EoS of both SNM [16, 19] and ANM [26, 28, 30],
but also effective masses [9] and indirectly in-medium
cross-sections due to correlations between directed flow
and stopping [3, 66].

Particle production studies were pursued as means
to access more exclusive information about the fireball
formed during HIC in relation to EoS studies above sat-
uration. In particular, kaon production appeared par-
ticularly promising due to the weak final-state interac-
tion with the dense nuclear medium and the magnifying
glass effect of emission below the vacuum threshold [67].
Measurement of K+ production in C+C and Au+Au at
800 MeV/nucleon impact energy [68] has allowed the ex-
traction of a soft constraint for EoS of SNM [57, 58].
Attempts to study the symmetry energy with kaon pro-
duction has revealed a lack of sensitivity in HIC relative
to infinite nuclear matter [69], yet to be understood in
detail, and insufficient experimental accuracy [70]. Pi-
ons are more copiously produced at intermediate energies
and both charged partners of the isovector triplet are eas-
ily accessible experimentally. Consequently, the charged
pion multiplicity ratio has been proposed for study of the
symmetry energy [71] but has initially lead to significant
confusion and contradictory results. It has been later re-
alized that inclusion of threshold effects [69, 72, 73] in
the collision term are required for a thermodynamically
consistent description [74]. A successful description of
SπRIT pion production data below threshold (Sn+Sn at
270 MeV/nucleon) was possible [31] once additional dif-
ficulties related to its sensitivity to baryonic resonance
potentials and the momentum dependence of the nucleon

Lane potential [75, 76] were understood and surmounted.

A large database of experimental data for HIC observ-
ables at intermediate energies for systems with different
isospin content over a wide range of impact energies has
been accumulated, most notably by the FOPI [65, 77–
79], HADES [80, 81], SπRIT [15, 31], KaOS [68, 82]
and a few other collaborations [11, 28, 83, 84]. Ad-
ditional systematic measurements, in particular scans
in impact energy, will be carried out in the near fu-
ture by ASYEOS2 [85] (AuAu at 250,400 and 800
MeV/nucleon) and HADES [86] (AuAu at 400, 600
and 800 MeV/nucleon) Collaborations at GSI, but also
SπRIT Collaboration at RIKEN. On a longer timescale,
measurements performed at FRIB and its proposed en-
ergy upgrade FRIB400 [87] have the potential to provide
additional valuable information.

Time is ripe to make use of this wealth of HIC exper-
imental data to their full potential and extract quanti-
tative information on all three aspects of the in-medium
NN interaction. To that end, a transport model that
can reliably describe both nucleonic and particle produc-
tion observables over a wide range of beam energies is
required. Ultimately, an estimate of the residual model
dependence, i.e. variation of results with the transport
model used, should also be determined. This last goal ne-
cessitates a significant community effort and is actively
pursued by several groups [88–93].

The present study aims at representing a first step to-
wards determining accurate information on the EoS of
nuclear matter above saturation density and other as-
pects of the effective in-medium nucleon-nucleon interac-
tion from HIC. The complexity of the analysis is kept
close to the lowest possible by restricting description
to only nucleonic observables over a narrower range of
beam energies than currently available. The main moti-
vation for such a limitation is to avoid systems for which
baryonic resonance degrees a freedom have an impact
on time evolution of the reaction. Using the transport
model of choice it was found that at impact energies
up to 800 MeV/nucleon the fraction of nucleons excited
into baryonic resonances, mainly ∆(1232), never exceeds
5% in mid-central HIC, in agreement with similar es-
timates [94]. Varying the ∆(1232) potential in nuclear
matter can have an impact on nucleonic flows in Au+Au
collisions at impact energies of 1.0 GeV/nucleon compa-
rable or even larger than experimental accuracy. Fixing
these quantities is most reliably achieved by describing
pion production [75, 76]. An extension of the current
study in this direction is postponed for a later date in
view of an existing tension between FOPI and HADES
experimental data for these observables [81] and needed
improvements of the transport model to robustly describe
reactions above 1.0 GeV/nucleon beam energy, see Sec-
tion IVB.

The FOPI Collaboration has performed systematical
measurements of HIC at beam energies from 0.09 to 1.5
GeV/nucleon. A large fraction of the available data set
consists of nucleonic observables such a stopping [65, 66],
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directed (v1) and elliptic (v2) flows [56, 77, 79]. Results
for particle production, in particular pions [78], but also
kaons, ϕ meson and other strangeness carrying hadrons
are also available. The FOPI database provides the most
extensive collection of experimental measurements of nu-
cleonic observables at intermediate impact energy and
therefore constitutes a natural first choice for EoS related
investigations. The only quantitative analysis to date
employing it [19] has made use only of rapidity depen-
dent elliptic flow data between 0.4 and 1.5 GeV/nucleon
concluding that K0=190±30 MeV at 68% CL. Directed
flow is an equally viable observable for investigations of
the EoS of SNM, however an outstanding tension between
constraints using directed and elliptic flow exists [16, 21].
In the seminal work of Danielewicz et al. [16] the slope of
directed flow at mid-rapidity favors a soft EoS with K0

in the range 167-210 MeV, while experimental data for
v2, overwhelmingly for reactions above 1.0 GeV/nucleon
beam energy, lend support to a stiffer EoS, with K0 ≈
300 MeV.

Experimental data for both v1 and v2 at reduced mid-
rapidity, |y/yP | ≤ 0.5, are considered in the present
work. The restriction on rapidity was imposed since
theoretical transverse momentum dependent proton di-
rect flow spectra away from mid-rapidity were found to
be contaminated by misidentified free protons, see Ap-
pendix A. Results for the stopping observable varxz are
also employed, as they provide strong constraints for
the in-medium modification factor of cross-sections [9].
Given the availability of data for both isospin symmet-
ric and neutron rich systems, varxz facilitates breaking
the degeneracy between isospin asymmetry independent
and dependent in-medium modification factors of elas-
tic cross-sections that would otherwise occur if only data
for isospin asymmetric (mostly 197Au+197Au) were in-
cluded. Directed flow data for 58Ni+58Ni play a similar
role.

The present study is a loose extension of Ref. [30],
the latest version of the dcQMD transport model [75]
is however used and upgraded. General features of the
model as well as details related to determination of in-
medium elastic NN cross-sections, modified Pauli block-
ing and MST coalescence algorithms are presented in Sec-
tion II. The main results of the paper are discussed in
Section III: the experimental data set and computation
algorithm are detailed, followed by a presentation of con-
straints on model parameters extracted from a fit to ex-
perimental data for v1, v2 and varxz. Special emphasis
is put on highlighting the importance of threshold ef-
fects, applying coalescence at the local freeze-out time
and isospin asymmetry dependence of in-medium cross-
sections. Section IV is devoted to a discussion of the im-
plications of describing the chosen experimental data set.
It starts with a quantitative estimation of the probed
density range and associated sensitivity, in Section IVA.
The latter part of Section IV consists of a presentation
of the extracted constraints for the EoS of both SNM
and ANM in Section IVB, in-medium elastic NN cross-

sections in Section IVC and momentum dependence of
the optical potential in Section IVD. Comparisons to mi-
croscopical model results and other empirical studies are
included. A section devoted to summary and conclu-
sions follows, Section V. Model predictions are compared
to the fitted experimental data set and several omitted
observables in Appendix A.

II. THE MODEL

A. The Transport Model

Heavy-ion collision dynamics is simulated using an up-
graded version of the dcQMD quantum molecular dy-
namics (QMD) model [75]. The general framework of
semi-classical description of heavy-ion collisions is briefly
described in the following, while most of the section is
devoted to a full account of upgrades.
QMD transport models provide an approximate solu-

tion to the time-dependent Schrödinger equation describ-
ing a system of N particles. By assuming the total wave-
function of the system to be the product of single-particle
wave-functions (Hartree approximation), it can be shown
that the time dependence of expectation values of single
particle operators is described by the classical Hamilton
equations of motion [47, 95]. For the position and mo-
mentum operators they read

dr⃗i
dt

=
∂⟨Ui⟩
∂p⃗i

+
p⃗i
m
,

dp⃗i
dt

= −∂⟨Ui⟩
∂r⃗i

. (1)

The average of the potential operator of particle i is de-
termined by averaging its Weyl transform, weighted by
the Wigner function, over the entire phase-space [95]. In
this work, the potential Ui is the sum of the Coulomb and
strong potentials. The latter carries explicit dependence
on density ρ, isospin asymmetry δ and momentum. The
full expression of the classical Hamiltonian to be used in
the above equations of motion reads

⟨H⟩ =
∑
i

√
p2i +m2

i +
∑

i,j,j>i

[
A+

2
+ τ̃i τ̃j

A−

2

]
uij

+
∑

i,j,j>i

[
C+ + τ̃i τ̃j C−

]
uij

1 + (p⃗i − p⃗j)2/Λ2

+
∑
i

B

σ + 1
[1− xτ̃i δi ]u

σ
i +

D

η + 1
[1− yτ̃i δi]u

η
i

+
∑

i,j,j>i

UCoul
ij (2)

where τ̃i=-τi/Ti, uij = ρij/ρ0 is the partial relative
interaction density [47, 96] of particles i and j with
ui =

∑
j ̸=i uij . Here Ti and τi denote the isospin and

isospin projection of particle i respectively. In this study
we require that the isoscalar and isovector resonance po-
tentials (only ∆(1232) for the considered range of im-
pact energy) are equal to those of the nucleon, a sim-
plification in comparison to Ref. [75]. Consequently, the
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11 free parameters in the expression above do not carry
an index denoting particle specie. They and an addi-
tional one (density ρ̃ at which the magnitude of symme-
try energy is fixed) can be thus determined by requir-
ing that certain properties of EoS of cold nuclear mat-
ter and momentum dependence of the interaction be de-
scribed [30]. To make the comparison with Ref. [30] com-
pletely transparent, shorthand notations A+/− = Al±Au

and C+/− = Cl ± Cu were used in the expression above.
Additionally, a new parameter η has been introduced to
enforce values larger than 1.0, whenever possible, for σ,
which provides certain technical advantages in the nu-
merical implementation of the model.

The scattering term includes elastic and inelastic two-
baryon collisions (N + N → N + N , N + N → N + R,
N + R → N + R′, etc.), resonance decays into a pion-
nucleon pair (R → N + π ) and single pion absorp-
tion reactions (π + N → R). Imposing energy conser-
vation at the level of this term induces threshold ef-
fects [69, 72, 73, 76, 97], which are required for thermo-
dynamic consistency [74]. This implies that final state
kinematics of a two-body collision, resonance decay or
pion absorption event is determined by taking into ac-
count the in-medium potential energy of all particles in
the system. Modification of in-medium cross-sections for
inelastic channels is treated as described in Ref. [75]. For
elastic nucleon-nucleon scattering the approach in that
reference is altered—, as described below, to resemble
the one used for inelastic channels more closely.

B. In-medium elastic nucleon-nucleon
cross-sections

The definition for differential cross-section of two-
particles scattering into a n-particles final state, in vac-
uum, reads [98]

dσ = (2π)4u−1
i |Mfi|2δ4(

∑
i

pi −
∑
f

pf )
∏
f

d3pf (3)

where ui represents the relative velocity of the two collid-
ing particles, while Mfi is the transition amplitude. For
the case of scattering of spin 1/2 particles, a final state
of multiplicity equal to 2 and using a spinor normaliza-
tion that leads to an expression for these quantities with
a leading term equal to one in the static limit [99], the
above expression can be simplified to read

dσ

dΩ
= (2π)4

m1 m2

ki
√
si

|Mfi|2
kf m1′ m2′√

sf
. (4)

Here m1,2 and m1′,2′ represent the rest masses of the
particles in the initial and final states respectively. The
labels i and f attached to the relative momentum k and
invariant mass s have the same meaning. The expression
was written in a form that anticipates the introduction of
medium modifications, however in vacuum the equality
si=sf does hold.

In-medium cross-sections can be defined in a sim-
ilar manner, with the four-momentum conservation
in Eq. (3) replaced by in-medium kinetic momentum
and in-medium single particle energy conservation. The
model described by the effective Hamiltonian Eq. (2)
contains only scalar interactions which implies that ki-
netic and canonic momenta are the same. In addition,
conservation of the total energy of the system is imposed,
which in general is not equivalent to conservation of single
particle energies of the scattering entities. Consequently,
the following expression for the in-medium differential
cross-section can be derived

dσ

dΩ
= (2π)4

m∗
1 m

∗
2

k∗i
√

s∗i
|M (med)

fi (ρ, δ, {τ})|2
k∗f m

∗
1′ m

∗
2′√

s∗f
.(5)

It is identical in form with Eq. (4), the only differences
being that vacuum masses are replaced by in-medium
ones everywhere in the kinematic factor (also in the ex-
pression of the relative momentum k and invariant mass
s) and the transition amplitude becomes a quantity that
can in principle depend on additional variables compared
to vacuum. The former are determined using the equa-
tions of motion Eq. (1) and thus depend on local den-
sity, isospin asymmetry, isospin projection of the parti-
cle and local momentum distribution (or temperature in
case of local equilibrium). For the latter we only keep
and explicit dependence on density, isospin asymmetry
and projection of the total isospin. A dependence on
the modulus of each particle’s momentum in the local
rest-frame of nuclear matter is in principle also possible
(for the case of an infinite isotropic system, for the case
of heavy-ion collisions the situation is more involved).
We nevertheless make the simplifying assumption that
the momentum dependence of medium-modifications of
cross-sections is fully captured through the appearance
of effective masses in Eq. (5). For the medium modified
scattering amplitude the following Ansatz is used

|M (med)
fi (ρ, δ, {τ})|2 =

1

2
(|M (vac)

fi (s̃i)|2 + |M (vac)
fi (s̃f )|2)

× exp [(α+ β1 δ + β2 (τ1 + τ2)δ)
ρ

ρ0
].(6)

At low densities this induces a medium modification fac-
tor of cross-sections that depends linearly on density, in
agreement with the low density theorem [100] and several
empirical determinations of in-medium elastic nucleon-

nucleon cross-sections [3, 4, 6]. M
(med)
fi in the expression

above is written in terms of the vacuum scattering ampli-

tude M
(vac)
fi evaluated at two different effective invariant

masses
√
s̃i and

√
s̃f , that are defined such that they are

above the vacuum threshold by the same magnitude as√
s∗i and

√
s∗f are above the in-medium threshold,√

s̃i,f − 2mN =
√
s∗i,f −

√
s∗th + Ui,f − Uth. (7)

The value of the threshold invariant mass s∗th is deter-
mined by the requirement that the relative momentum
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Distribution of successful two-body
elastic collisions in mid-central, unless otherwise specified,
AuAu collisions as a function of the relative initial state mo-
mentum k. The importance of threshold effects and change
of the centrality range is shown for Tlab=0.80 GeV/nucleon.

of the scattered particles is zero at constant total momen-
tum. The last two terms in the expression above account
for an effect due the momentum dependence of the po-
tential energy. The nucleon mass in vacuum is denoted
by mN .
At finite density the vacuum transition amplitude is

dressed by medium corrections. To compute these, a mi-
croscopical model is in principle needed. In a Feynman
diagramatic picture this amounts to adding medium cor-
rections to the initial, intermediate and final states of
the vacuum transition amplitude. The total transition
amplitude can then be computed as the coherent sum of
these three contributions. If the intermediate state con-

tribution and the interference terms are neglected the

final result for |M (med)
fi |2 is the incoherent sum of the

squares of medium corrected vacuum transition ampli-
tude in the initial and final states, with the medium cor-
rection only modifying the value of the invariant mass.
This approach only takes into account effects induced
by energy and momentum conservation in the medium.
Additional medium effects are in principle possible and
are simulated by allowing an explicit dependence of the
transition amplitude on density, isospin asymmetry and
total isospin projection, as introduced by the multiplica-
tive factor in Eq. (6). The a priori unknown parameters
α, β1, β2 will be determined from a comparison to exper-
imental data. They induce a density, isospin asymme-
try and isospin splitting of elastic nucleon-nucleon cross-
sections on top of similar effects induced by in-medium
conservation of energy and momentum and by effective
masses.

Total cross-sections can be obtained by integrating
Eq. (5) over the solid angle. For the type of interaction
chosen in Eq. (2) and ranges in parameter set used in this
study, the angular dependence induced by in-medium
correction in the flux and phase-space factor are mod-
erate. Consequently, the same expression can be written
for integrated cross-sections, with the solid angle depen-
dent transition amplitude replaced by an integrated one
that can be expressed in term of the corresponding vac-
uum quantities using an identical expression as in Eq. (6)
and the flux and phase-space factor evaluated for an ar-
bitrary orientation of the final state relative momentum.
In practice, the orientation provided by in-medium dif-
ferential cross-section distributions is used. The needed
vacuum integrated transition amplitudes are determined
using the expression for total vacuum cross-sections and
the parametrizations below for vacuum elastic np and
nn/pp cross-sections

σ(vac)
np =


790, p ≤ 0.15
91.00/(p− 0.0524)− 82.6− 371.05 p 0.15 < p ≤ 0.25
48.838/(p− 0.1278)− 173.46 + 274.94 p− 156.08 p2 + 31.18 p3, 0.25 < p ≤ 2.0
77.0/(p+ 1.5), p > 2.0

σ(vac)
nn,pp =


260.0, p ≤ 0.15
38.81/(p− 0.0520)− 181.56 + 327.22 p− 169.86 p2, 0.14 < p ≤ 0.8
174.13 + 559.68 p− 735.73 p2 − 401.02 p3 + 77.23 p4, 0.8 < p ≤ 2.0
77.0/(p+ 1.5), p > 2.0

In the above expressions p represents the projectile
momentum in the laboratory frame, expressed in units
of [GeV/c], while cross-section values are determined
in units of mb. The above parametrizations are iden-

tical to those introduced by Cugnon et al. [101] for
p ≥ 2.0 GeV/c. They have been adjusted below this
threshold to reproduce the latest experimental data set
[102], in particular below 200 MeV. In this region, the
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Density dependence of in-medium np (left panel) and pp (right panel) differential elastic cross-sections.
Numerical results of used parametrization are shown for combinations of three impact kinetic energies, Tlab=0.10, 0.25 and 0.60
GeV/nucleon (red, blue and green curves respectively), and three values for density, ρ = 0, ρ0, 2ρ0 (full, dashed and dash-dotted
curves respectively).

original Cugnon parametrization represents effective in-
medium cross-sections, without an explicit density or
isospin asymmetry dependence but displaying an isospin
dependence (as a result of the isospin dependence of vac-
uum values). This approach has the potential of intro-
ducing an unrealistic bias. Due to the rapid increase of
vacuum elastic cross-sections towards lower energies, in

particular σ
(vac)
np , they are kept constant below a certain

momentum p̃ which was chosen to be 0.15 GeV/c for both
np and pp channels. Lowering p̃ below this value has only
a small impact on the collision rate and its distribution
as a function of the relative momentum k even for HIC
of the lowest impact energy used in this study, Tlab=150
MeV/nucleon. A higher value has non-negligible impact
on the extracted medium modification of elastic cross-
sections, but the impact on other model parameters is
within the 1-σ range. Large values of cross-sections, as
induced by the above parametrizations, lead to an in-
crease of non-localities. However, for the magnitude of in-
medium cross-sections deduced from fitting experimental
data, see Section III B, the increase is moderate, relative
to that of Cugnon parametrization of cross-sections.

The distribution of two-body elastic collisions as
function of the relative momentum k in mid-central
AuAu HIC for several impact energies (0.15,0.4,0.8
GeV/nucleon) is plotted in Fig. (1). Besides a low energy
peak common to all impact energies, a high energy tail,
that becomes more prominent with increasing impact en-
ergy and extends beyond the ∆(1232) vacuum production
threshold at k = 0.36 GeV/c, is also observed. Switching
off in-medium effects in the collision term leads to a vis-
ible increase of the collision rate at the low energy peak
close to k = 0.15 GeV/c which is the result of strong
energy dependence of elastic NN cross-sections in that
region. About a quarter of collisions in the low energy
peak take place above saturation density and about half
of them below 0.5ρ0, the latter accumulating at a uniform

rate during the reaction. A similar analysis as performed
in Section IVA reveals that flow observables are sensi-
tive to the collision term evaluated at densities between
0.75 and 2.25 ρ0. Consequently, collisions at very low
density, of which an important fraction are spurious as
result of Pauli blocking algorithm becoming less efficient
with decreasing density, have no impact on the results of
this study. The high energy tail displays a stronger beam
energy dependence if inelastic collisions are added to the
collision rate and a much stronger impact of threshold
effects is observed at relative momenta close to the pion
production threshold.
We close the discussion of in-medium elastic colli-

sions by presenting the used angular distribution of final
states. We use the Cugnon parametrization of differen-
tial cross-sections in vacuum. Their in-medium modifi-
cation is taken to depend on density alone. The cho-
sen parametrizations have been tuned to qualitatively
agree with the microscopical calculations of Li and Mach-
leidt [103, 104] for pp and np scattering up to the pion
production threshold. With increasing density, differen-
tial cross-sections become more isotropic, a feature that is
reached at densities above ρ = 2.0ρ0. Extrapolations up
to an impact energy of 800 MeV/nucleon attest a similar
qualitative behavior. Since the algorithm of generating
these distributions is not amenable to be cast as a simple
parametrization, numerical results for several choices of
density and impact energy are provided in Fig. (2).

C. Pauli blocking algorithm

Previous versions of the model [30, 75] made use of
a Pauli blocking algorithm that included a surface cor-
rection term which increases the blocking probability of
two-body collisions of nucleons that are close to the sur-
face in either r− or p−space [63]. The correction was
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Comparison of theoretical values for cluster multiplicities for hydrogen (left panel) and helium (right
panel) isotopes in central (b<2.0 fm) AuAu collisions with impact energy in the range 0.15-0.8 GeV/nucleon with experimental
values (citation). The coalescence parameters were varied independently δr=3.0-4.0 fm and δp=0.2-0.3 GeV/c leading to
a systematical uncertainty depicted as a band for each cluster specie. Experimental values [105] are depicted by symbols.
Theoretical values for the choice δr=3.0 fm and δp=0.25 GeV/c are shown as full curves. Theoretical values determined by
employing the coalescence afterburner at the end of the HIC simulation are shown as dashed curves for the choice δr=4.0 fm
and δp=0.2 GeV/c.

applied to nucleons with a single particle energy of less
than 5 MeV, which induced a rather strong suppression
of two-body collisions for densities below 3ρ0. However,
in heavy-ion collisions high density is correlated with
temperature significantly above T = 0 MeV and thus a
strong surface correction term becomes unrealistic both
in r− and p− space in the hot fireball. This strong
suppression due to the surface term has also been evi-
denced recently in a comparison study of pion production
in HIC [93] as part of the Transport Model Evaluation
Project (TMEP), where Pauli blocking of QMD models
that use a surface correction term proved to be stronger
than in BUU-type models. Consequently, in this study,
the surface term is modified to only affect collisions in
cold and moderately warm nuclear matter by only en-
forcing it for local densities below 1.25 ρ0 and nucleon
momentum lower than the local Fermi momentum. The
latter requirement induces an isospin asymmetry depen-
dence. Pion ratios remain almost unchanged, while total
pion multiplicities increase by about 30% for SnSn colli-
sions at 270 MeV/nucleon as compared to the values re-
ported in [93]. The technical details of the (old) version
of the surface correction term are presented in Ref. [30].

D. Coalescence afterburner

Final state spectra of heavy-ion collisions are deter-
mined by employing the minimum spanning-tree algo-
rithm described in detail in Ref. [30]. In contrast to that
study, the coalescence algorithm is applied at every time
step during the reaction and identified clusters that do
not undergo collisions with free nucleons or other clusters

are considered to survive up to the end of the simula-
tion. It should be noted that this approach merely rep-
resents a book-keeping algorithm that corrects for spuri-
ous nucleon evaporation that plagues QMD type models
and has no impact on system dynamics. Consequently,
formed clusters are identified at the local freeze-out time
rather than at the end of the simulation (at t=150 fm/c in
this study) which allows for smaller values of the r-space
coalescence parameter δr=3.0-3.5 fm, as compared to the
study in Ref. [30]. It has been previously noted that a
very good description of experimental light cluster multi-
plicities can be achieved if unrealistically large values for
δr are adopted (≈10 fm) coupled with small values for p-
space cut-off δp. An increase of the distance between two
nucleons by 5 fm over a time span of 100 fm/c, that rep-
resents the duration between local freeze-out and end of
simulation, can be achieved if the relative speed between
nucleons is small relative to typical nucleon speeds (∆p ≈
0.05 GeV/c). Consequently, a choice between values of
δr that differ by a few fm (≤5 fm) induces a fine-tuning
of coalescence parameters that cannot be easily justified.
This offers support for an early identification of clusters
at the local freeze-out time.

A comparison of transport model predictions for light
cluster multiplicities (H and He isotopes) in central
AuAu collisions of impact energies in the range 150-800
MeV/nucleon to experimental values [105] is presented in
Fig. (3), using transport model parameters values set to
those determined from a fit of experimental data in Sec-
tion III B. Results obtained by applying the coalescence
algorithm at local freeze-out (bands) and final time of
simulations (dashed curves) are shown. For the former
case the coalescence parameters have been varied in the
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Parameter Range Explanation

m∗ [0.6,0.9] isoscalar effective mass

U∞ [25.0,125.0] strength of the isoscalar potential at p → ∞
K0 [165.0,355.0] compressibility modulus

α [-0.4,0.8] density dependence of elastic scattering transition amplitude

in symmetric nuclear matter

∆m∗
np/δ [-0.5,0.5] neutron-proton effective mass splitting

L [15,145] slope of density dependence of symmetry energy at saturation

β1 [-0.5,3.5] isospin asymmetry dependence of transition amplitude

β2 [-1.5,2.5] isospin splitting of nn and pp transition amplitudes

TABLE I: List of tunable quantities and range of their variation during the fitting procedure. Parameters α, β1 and β2 are
dimensionless, m∗ and ∆m∗

np are expressed in units of the vacuum nucleon mass mN , while V∞, K0 and L are expressed
in MeV. To obtain the desired momentum dependence of potentials or density dependence of the equation of state, certain
parameters of the effective Hamiltonian Eq. (2) are adjusted accordingly.

ranges δr=3.0-4.0 fm and δp=0.2-0.3 GeV/c, while for
the latter case the values used in deriving the central
result of Ref. [30] have been employed. When the coales-
cence algorithm is applied at the final time of the reaction
typical results emerge: proton multiplicities are overes-
timated while triton, 3He and 4He are underestimated.
Applying the coalescence algorithm at the local freeze-
out time improves the description visibly for all impact
energies, model predictions being in satisfactory agree-
ment to experimental data at impact energies equal to
or larger than 400 MeV/nucleon. Remaining deviations
at larger impact energies, as for example proton multi-
plicities, can be alleviated by adjusting transport model
parameters. A further improvement of the description
at the lower end of impact energies (150, 250 MeV) will
potentially require explicit cluster degrees of freedom in
the transport model [45, 106].

III. RESULTS

The FOPI collaboration has performed systematic
measurements of nucleonic [79, 105] and pionic observ-
ables [107] in HIC for systems of various sizes and
isospin content in the range of impact energies 0.09-
1.5 GeV/nucleon. The published database addresses di-
rected and elliptic flows as a function of either reduced
rapidity or relative transverse momentum for AuAu col-
lisions [79]. For mid-central collisions of reduced impact
parameter 0.25≤ b0 ≤0.45 results for transverse flow of
protons, deuterons, A = 3 clusters and α particles and el-
liptic flow of protons, deuterons and tritons (and for some
impact energies also α clusters) are available. Results for
protons in central and mid-peripheral collisions have also
been published. Experimental data for an extensive set
of stopping observables, in particular varxz for protons,
deuterons and tritons, has also been measured [105].

In the present study in-medium cross-sections, momen-
tum dependence of the interaction and the equation of
state of nuclear matter are investigated by extracting val-

ues for certain model parameters from a comparison of
theoretical predictions for varxz, transverse and elliptic
flows to experimental data in mid-central Ni+Ni, Xe+CsI
and Au+Au collisions for five values of the impact en-
ergy Tlab=0.15, 0.25, 0.40, 0.60 and 0.80 GeV/nucleon.
We do not compare model predictions to experimental
data for the highest three available energies (1.0, 1.2 and
1.5 GeV/nucleon) since during such energetic collisions a
non-negligible fraction of nucleons are excited into reso-
nances which may have a non-negligible impact on reac-
tion dynamics at the level of the Vlasov term. The pres-
ence of resonance excitation channels still exerts a non-
negligible impact, as it will be shown in Section III B,
through the collision term, on the extracted values of
in-medium elastic collisions only. Ultimately, this issue
can be resolved by including pionic observables in the
fit, which will allow fixing the in-medium resonance po-
tentials and implicitly of in-medium modified inelastic
cross-sections. Such an extension of the study is post-
poned for a future work. At the lower end of available
energies (0.09 and 0.12 GeV/nucleon), experimental val-
ues for elliptic flow become uncertain and their potential
to constrain model parameters is thus limited. This is
coupled with an increasing importance of Pauli blocking
and higher fraction of heavier clusters in the final state as
the impact energies is lowered, features that QMD type
models have difficulties in reproducing.

A. Computational Method

To fulfill the stated goal of the study, simulations with
different values of eight of the model parameters have
been performed, the complete list and range of variation
are listed in Tab. (I). To keep the number of varied pa-
rameters to a minimum, the skewness of EoS of symmet-
ric matter and curvature parameter of SE are correlated
to the chosen values for K0 and L respectively by the fol-
lowing expressions: J0 = −600+3.125 ·(K0−165) [MeV]
and Ksym = −488+6.728 ·L [MeV]. These relations cor-
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Label Observables Reference

FOPI1 v1(y), |y| ≤ 0.5 for Z=1,2 clusters; M5 centrality A. Andronic et al.
197Au+197Au,129Xe+CsI, 58Ni+58Ni (0.25, 0.40) PRC 67, 034907(2003)

FOPI2 v1(y), |y| ≤ 0.5 for p, d, A=3 and α clusters; 0.25 ≤ b0 ≤ 0.45 W. Reisdorf et al.
197Au+197Au (0.25, 0.40, 0.60, 0.80) NPA 876, 1 (2012)

v2(y), |y| ≤ 0.5 for p, d and α clusters; 0.25 ≤ b0 ≤ 0.45
197Au+197Au (0.15, 0.25, 0.40, 0.60, 0.80)

v2(pT ), |y| ≤ 0.4 for p, d and α clusters; 0.25 ≤ b0 ≤ 0.45
197Au+197Au (0.15, 0.25, 0.40, 0.60, 0.80)

varxz varxz for p,d,t clusters; b0 ≤ 0.15 W. Reisdorf et al.
40Ca+40Ca (0.4, 1.0), 58Ni+58Ni (0.15, 0.25), 96Ru+96Ru (0.4, 1.0) NPA 848, 366 (2010)
96Zr+96Zr (0.4), 129Xe+CsI (0.15, 0.25)
197Au+197Au (0.15, 0.25, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8)

spectra longitudinal and transverse rapidity spectra for protons in Z ≤ 3 clusters W. Reisdorf et al.
40Ca+40Ca (0.4), b0 ≤ 0.15, |yL,T /yP | ≤ 1.25 PRL 92, 232301 (2004)

TABLE II: Experimental data set used to determine the 8 free parameters in Tab. (I). Impact energies for each system are
given, expressed in GeV/nucleon, in parentheses. Further details regarding cuts in rapidity or transverse momentum for flows
and centrality selection for each data set can be found in the corresponding references.

relate, for example, soft (stiff) values for L with negative
(positive) values for Ksym and are potentially unrealistic
since other choices, both at qualitative and quantitative
levels, are in principle allowed. Further comments on this
issue are provided in Section IVB.

The chosen region in the 8-dimensional parameter
space (see Tab. (I)) is probed by performing simulations
for 256 parameter sets, selected as uniformly distributed.
This is achieved by setting random values to each pa-
rameter and ensuring a minimum distance, in parameter
space, from previously accepted sets. The minimum dis-
tance cut-off is chosen such as to lead to a distribution as
close as possible to a uniform one for a reasonable number
of randomly generated candidates (≈ 106). Using theo-
retical predictions for the 256 parameter sets a model em-
ulator is built for each experimental data point included
in the fit. In practice, this is represented by the linear
combination of monomials of degree less or equal to n=2.
Tests with n=1 and n=3 have also been performed. The
former leads to an emulator with a larger model uncer-
tainty, while for the latter over-fitting becomes a problem
in certain regions of the probed parameter space. Emula-
tor’s robustness has been checked using the leave-one-out
cross-validation (LOO-CV) algorithm [108].

For each choice of parameters the transport model is
used to generate 5000 events which ensure a statistical
accuracy of theoretical predictions comparable to the ex-
perimental one. In addition, the dependence of model
predictions on coalescence model parameters is also con-
sidered. These are varied independently in the range
δr=[3.0,4.0] fm and δp =[0.2,0.3] GeV/c, generating 9
values for each observable. The value predicted by the
model is determined as the average of these 9 values,
while the variance is adopted as systematical uncertainty
at 68% CL. Clearly, the latter choice is rather arbitrary,

but is nevertheless fairly conservative. In fact, the so-
defined systematic error represents the most important
source of uncertainties for the extracted constraints of
the eight transport model parameters. In quantitative
terms, the systematic model uncertainty is three to four
times larger than the statistical one for v1 and two to
three times for v2. Probability distributions informing
about allowed values for fitted model parameters are de-
termined using the maximum likelihood method [109]
and employing a Monte-Carlo algorithm that combines
importance and stratified sampling [110] for an optimal
and fast probing of parameter space.

B. Fit to experimental data

The experimental data set used in this study to deter-
mine the free parameters of the dcQMD transport model
is presented in Tab. (II). It comprises data for rapidity
dependent directed flow v1(y) of Z = 1, Z = 2, proton,
deuteron, A = 3 and α fragments at mid-rapidity mainly
in Au+Au but also Xe+CsI and NiNi mid-central colli-
sions, rapidity (v2(y)) or transverse momentum (v2(pT ))
dependent elliptic flow for free-protons, deuterons, tri-
tons and α clusters in mid-central Au+Au collisions and
the stopping observable varxz for proton, deuteron and
triton fragments for 14 systems of various isospin con-
tent and impact energy. These three sets of data, la-
beled FOPI1, FOPI2 and varxz, respectively, make up
the “full” case mentioned in the following. A fourth
set of experimental data, labeled “spectra”, which only
includes longitudinal and transverse rapidity spectra of
protons in Z ≤ 3 fragments in central Ca+Ca collisions
at 0.4 GeV/nucleon, was used to asses the robustness of
the main result.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) PDFs of transport model parameter values for the “full” case for three different choices of coalescence
parameter ranges. Additionally, PDFs for each of the three data sets separately, FOPI1, FOPI2 and varxz, are shown. For
each parameter, the 68 % CL interval is shown by a shaded rectangular area. Average parameter values, 68 % and 95 % CL
intervals are listed in Tab. (III).

Results for transverse momentum dependent directed
flow v1(pT ) are also provided in Refs. [77, 79] for vari-
ous ranges of scaled rapidity within the interval 0.4 ≤
y/yP ≤ 1.1. It has proven however impossible to de-
scribe proton v1(pT ) for values of the scaled transverse
momentum pT /pP ≤ 1.0. In this region the model sig-
nificantly overshoots the experimental data, suggesting
contamination by deuterons and tritons. A similar ef-
fect, but not as severe, is observed for Z = 1 (but not
Z = 2) clusters which suggests that proton v1(pT ) is con-
taminated also by helium and possibly heavier fragments.
Additionally, in this low scaled transverse momentum re-
gion the systematic uncertainty due to variation of coa-
lescence model parameters is exceptionally high. A sim-
ilar effect is seen also for v1(y) for rapidities away from
mid-rapidity for Tlab > 0.2 GeV/nucleon and for almost
the entire rapidity range for Au+Au collisions at 0.15
GeV/nucleon. This type of problem is not completely un-
expected. In the mentioned range of rapidities particles
originating from the fragmentation process of spectators
are encountered and shortcomings of the simple coales-
cence model employed become apparent. Consequently,
available observables for |y/yP | > 0.5 have not been in-
cluded in the set of fitted data. Including them will result
in a much softer compressibility modulus, below the lower
limit, K0 = 165 MeV, simulated in the study. Compar-

ison of predictions for v1(pT ) to selected experimental
data are nevertheless presented in Appendix A.

The result of fitting the chosen experimental data sets
is shown in Fig. (4) as probability distribution functions
(PDFs) for each parameter. For the “full” case, PDFs
for three choices of the coalescence parameter ranges are
provided: the standard choice (δr=3.0-4.0 fm, δp=0.2-
0.3 GeV/c), a maximum ranges choice (δr=2.5-4.5 fm,
δp=0.15-0.35 GeV/c) and a choice consisting of definite
values for the two coalescence parameters (δr=3.0 fm,
δp=0.25 GeV/c). The first choice corresponds to a range
that best describe multiplicities of clusters with Z ≤ 2 in
central Au+Au collisions, see Fig. (3). The second one
includes suboptimal choices, while the third corresponds
to a close to optimal choice. The variation in the location
of the maximum of PDFs quantifies the potential residual
model dependence due to coalescence. It is seen to always
amount to less than one standard deviation.

Additionally, PDFs for model parameters for each of
the first three data sets in Tab. (II), fitted individually,
are also shown. The stopping observable varxz displays
significant sensitivity only to parameters that adjust the
in-medium correction factors of elastic cross-sections: α,
β1 and β2. A more detailed investigation, not shown
here, reveals that varxz imposes a correlation between α
and the iso-scalar effective mass parameter m∗. The ex-
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Full Full, No Threshold Effects

Parameter Average 68% CL 95% CL Average 68% CL 95% CL

m∗ 0.695 [0.677,0.709] [0.669,0.725] 0.684 [0.669,0.696] [0.654,0.718]

U∞ 104 [97,116] [86,124] 116 [111,124] [102,127]

K0 230 [219,239] [210,250] 228 [218,238] [208,246]

α -0.20 [-0.24,-0.16] [-0.27,-0.13] -0.10 [-0.15,-0.06] [-0.20,-0.02]

∆m∗
np/δ 0.17 [0.08,0.27] [0.0,0.36] -0.46 [-0.54,-0.44] [-0.54,-0.36]

L 63 [50,73] [41,85] 118 [107,134] [91,142]

β1 2.28 [1.92,2.59] [1.60,3.01] 2.77 [2.50,3.03] [2.18,3.25]

β2 0.03 [-0.52,0.28] [-0.60,1.12] 0.81 [0.50,1.21] [0.08,1.48]

TABLE III: Result of the fitting procedure that includes the first three sets of experimental data in Tab. (II) for two cases:
the full model and full model with threshold effects switched off. Average values for each of the 8 varied parameters and their
68% and 95% confidence level intervals are listed. Parameters U∞, K0 and L are expressed in units of MeV, while the rest are
dimensionless.

FIG. 5: (Color online) PDFs of α derived from fitting varxz
data for each cluster species separately. Combined result for
all 14 systems is shown by the full curve.

perimental data set FOPI1, consisting of directed flow
data v1(y) at mid-rapidity, exhibits noteworthy sensi-
tivity to in-medium cross-sections and isoscalar effective
mass. The FOPI2 data sets presents sensitivity to all pa-
rameters, which is to a large extent due to the transverse
momentum dependent elliptic flow v2(pT ). The differ-
ence in the favored values for in-medium cross-section
between these two sets of data is the result of including
v1(y) observable for NiNi collisions in the former, which
underlines the importance of studying systems with dif-
ferent average isospin asymmetry.

By comparing “full” and FOPI2 cases a correlation
between K0 and α + β1 is noticed. The large differ-
ence between the preferred values for α for the two cases
is due to the stronger in-medium suppression of cross-
sections for light isospin symmetric systems required to
describe varxz observables, in particular for CaCa at 0.4

GeV/nucleon, see Fig. (5). It is seen that, on average,
CaCa favors α ≈ −0.4 while for AuAu α ≈ 0.1. The
other two parameters fixing in-medium cross-sections, β1

and β2 display almost flat distributions for separate sys-
tems (not shown). As a result, in-medium cross-sections
in CaCa HIC are suppressed by an additional factor 0.6
as compared to AuAu. There are several possible expla-
nations for this apparent strong effect.

A first possibility is related to a potentially less effi-
cient Pauli blocking algorithm in lighter systems due to
stronger fluctuations induced by lower total number of
particles. Tests reveal that this is in fact the case, how-
ever Pauli blocking in Ca+Ca system is less effective by
only about 10% as compared to AuAu. A second pos-
sibility is a more subtle systematic uncertainty induced
by the coalescence model, since used varxz data are only
available for protons, deuterons and tritons. To test this
hypothesis, varxz data for CaCa at 0.4 GeV/nucleon are
replaced by longitudinal and transverse proton rapidity
spectra for fragments with Z ≤ 3 [66], which are close
to coalescence invariance. The results, see Fig. (6), show
an impact on both α and K0 well within the 68% CL
interval. Removing CaCa varxz (or rapidity spectra)
from the fit leads to lower value for K0 (the average
value K0=205 MeV is slightly outside the 95% CL in-
terval for the full case) and milder suppression of cross-
sections α = −0.14. Removing additionally NiNi and
RuRu varxz has stronger impact on final values, the
PDFs for both α and K0 becoming bimodal, which can
be traced back to the values favored by the FOPI1 and
FOPI2 data sets if fitted separately, see Fig. (4). Impor-
tant impact is observed also on the preferred values for
β1 and β2.

At third source of possible uncertainties is the impact
parameter range. Due to finite number fluctuations, im-
pact parameter determination for light systems is uncer-
tain [78]. To investigate this possibility the impact pa-
rameter range for simulations of central CaCa and NiNi
collisions is changed from the standard one, b0 ≤ 0.15,
to either b0 ≤ 0.075 or b0 ≤ 0.225. The impact on both
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Sensitivity of the compressibility modulus K0 to varxz for isospin symmetric systems and uncertainties
in the impact parameter determination for light systems. Some impact on the in-medium modification of cross-sections in
isospin asymmetric matter is also observed. Curve color codes the list of data included in the fit (variations of the “full” case by
removing or replacing varxz for CaCa at 0.4 GeV/nucleon with proton longitudinal and transverse rapidity spectra for Z ≤ 3
for the same reaction; a case with the varxz data for all (nearly) isospin symmetric systems is also shown). Curve styles denotes
different reduced impact parameter ranges for simulated CaCa and/or NiNi systems. Shaded areas correspond to the 68% CL
level ranges of fitted parameters for the “full” case.

K0 and α is not negligible, particularly for the latter
choice, but is confined to the 68% CL interval. This is
the result of a strong dependence of varxz on impact pa-
rameter [65]. Additionally, the impact of the rapidity cut
on rapidity spectra has been checked. Including only the
region of spectra with |yL,T |/yP ≤ 0.75 lead to a con-
straint for K0 and α similar to the case “full (no varxz
CaCa)” in Fig. (6). This is understandable, since varxz
is determined mainly by the region of rapidity spectra
0.75 ≤ |yL,T |/yP ≤ 1.25. It is concluded that the“full”
case result is robust, however potential systematical un-
certainties of magnitude comparable to the 68% CL in-
terval due to less effective Pauli blocking algorithm and
uncertainties in the experimental determination of the
impact parameter for light systems cannot be excluded.

The relevance of several model ingredients is studied
by determining their impact on PDFs, see Fig. (7). In
previous studies [30] the coalescence model has been ap-
plied at the end to the evolution of the system, typically
at t=150 fm/c at which moment the system had reached
its asymptotic state. As shown in Section IID this has
strong impact on cluster multiplicities which is reflected
strongly on the favored magnitude of in-medium cross-
sections and momentum dependence of the interaction
in both isospin SNM and ANM. The impact on the com-
pressibility modulus is large, the average value K0=175
MeV is close to the lower limit of the 99.8% CL inter-
val of the full result. The impact on the value of L is
surprisingly small.

Another important model ingredient is the inclusion of
threshold shifts that arise in dense matter as results of
the momentum dependence of the interaction. They lead
to strong effects for particle production close to thresh-
old and are crucial for the description of pion produc-

tion in HIC and study of the SE using pionic observ-
ables [69, 72, 73, 76]. Their impact for elastic NN col-
lisions is expected to be smaller and previous estimates
support this idea. Due to the particular momentum de-
pendence of the interaction (more attractive at lower mo-
menta in rest frame of NM) elastic collisions for parti-
cles with the same kinetic momentum as in vacuum are
above the in-medium threshold by a larger amount of
energy than in vacuum. Since elastic vacuum NN cross-
sections decrease with increasing invariant mass, one ex-
pects that the effect of threshold effect on in-mediumNN
cross-section is to decrease them. This effect is compen-
sated by a larger value of α during the calibration of the
model to experimental data. This expectation is con-
firmed for both the isoscalar and isovector channels, see
Fig. (7). The impact on the momentum dependence of
the interaction result in both the isoscalar optical and
isovector Lane potential becoming more repulsive at large
momenta. The impact on ∆m∗

np is particularly impor-
tant, omission of threshold effects leading to a negative
value for this parameter, in conflict to most studies in
the literature. The favored average value of the slope
parameter L = 118 MeV and its PDF depart from the
full result at more than 95% CL. Numerical results for
average values of all 8 parameters, as well as their 68%
and 95% CL intervals for this case are listed in Tab. (III).

Lastly, the impact of in-medium modifications of in-
elastic NN cross-sections has been estimated. For sim-
plicity, values of effective masses entering in the expres-
sion of cross-section (incoming flux and final-state phase-
space factor) are set to vacuum ones. This results in an
increase of cross-sections by a factor that is most often
below 2. This effect is expected to be compensated by
a lower value of α in the isoscalar, which is indeed ob-
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FIG. 7: (Color online) PDFs of model parameter values for the “full” case and three additional scenarios: coalescence applied
at the end of simulations, threshold effects switched off and modification of inelastic NN cross-sections. For each parameter,
the 68 % confidence level interval is shown by a shaded area. Average parameter values, 68 % and 95 % CL intervals are listed
in Tab. (III).

FIG. 8: (Color online) Impact of setting β1 = 0.0 and β2 = 0.0, ∆m∗
np=0.0 and U∞=75 MeV sequentially on EoS parameters

K0 and L and in-medium modification factor of elastic NN cross-section in SNM α.

served, see Fig. (7). In the isovector channel the opposite
holds. The impact on the density dependence of EoS of
SNM and ANM is found to be small. The momentum de-
pendence of the isoscalar and isovector potentials is mod-
ified to a slightly more repulsive one at high momenta,
see Fig. (7).

The necessity of fitting parameters β1, β2, ∆m∗
np and

U∞ is addressed in Fig. (8). They are set, in sequence,
either to zero (the first three) or to their usual values

(U∞= 75 MeV [30]). Isospin dependence and splitting
of transition amplitudes are switched off simultaneously
due to a strong correlations between values of β1 and
β2. The impact on K0 and α amounts to approximately
two standard deviations. The slope of SE L is signifi-
cantly less affected. Setting ∆m∗

np=0.0 has little effect
on parameters α, K0 and L, its impact on the isoscalar
effective mass m∗ is however close to one standard devi-
ation (not shown). Lastly, setting U∞=75 MeV affects
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all three parameters, particularly K0 (three standard de-
viations), but also L (two standard deviations). This
last point underlines the importance of momentum de-
pendence of interactions for EoS studies and the need to
employ one that is compatible with heavy-ion data over
the entire range of probed momenta.

IV. DISCUSSION

The implications of the results of previous section are
presented by determining the sensitivity of flow observ-
ables to the EoS of SNM and ANM followed by a pre-
sententation, in comparison with available results in the
literature, of the contraints for EoS, in-medium elastic
cross-sections and momentum dependence of the optical
potential deducted in this study.

A. Probed densities

The process of heavy-ion collisions consists of two main
stages: compression, while at the core of the reaction re-
gion a fireball with peak density in the 1.5-3.0ρ0 range is
formed, depending on impact energy, followed by an ex-
pansion phase during which the system attains its final
state comprised of free-nucleons and clusters and when
densities below saturation are also probed. Final val-
ues of observables of interest are the result of accumu-
lated effects during the entire history of the process. It
is of interest to know which range in density has the
largest impact and what is the average, with respect to
sensitivity, probed density. To this end, it is important
to recognize that observables are functional of the EoS,
(in-medium) cross-sections, optical potentials and other
quantities. The sensitivity with respect to the EoS at
a particular density ρ̃ can be defined as the functional
derivative of the observable of interest with respect to
the EoS

dO
dE/N

(ρ̃) = lim
ε→0

1

2ε

[
O
(
E/N(ρ) + εδ(ρ− ρ̃)

)
(8)

−O
(
E/N(ρ)− εδ(ρ− ρ̃)

)]
or

dO
d(E/N)′

(ρ̃) = lim
ε→0

1

2ε

[
O
(dE/N

dρ
(ρ) + εδ(ρ− ρ̃)

)
(9)

−O
(dE/N

dρ
(ρ)− εδ(ρ− ρ̃)

)]
.

The two expressions above are equivalent since know-
ing the derivative of a function is equivalent to know-
ing the function up to an arbitrary constant. In the
case of the EoS, we have fixed the binding energy at
saturation density for SNM and the magnitude of SE
at ρ=0.1 fm−3. The former is disadvantageous, from a

FIG. 9: (Color online) Sensitivity of rapidity dependent di-
rected flow v1(y) of protons to the density dependence of SNM
as function of density for mid-central (0.25 < b0 < 0.45)
AuAu collisions. Color codes impact-energy of the projec-
tile, while line style denotes range of rapidity: mid-rapidity
(“mid y”) and projectile rapidity (“proj y”) correspond to
0.0 ≤ y/yP ≤ 0.5 and 0.5 ≤ y/yP ≤ 1.0 respectively. For
all cases a cut in transverse momentum was also applied:
pT /pP ≥ 0.4.

computational point of view, when the main contribution
to sensitivity originates from the mean-field propagation
through terms proportional to the derivative of the en-
ergy per nucleon with respect to density, as is the case
for the sensitivity to the EoS of SNM and that of SE pro-
portional with the gradient of local density (drift term).
It can however be used when threshold effects have a
strong impact on observables (e.g. particle production
close to threshold) or for the term in the mean-field con-
tribution involving the SE and the gradient of the local
isospin asymmetry (diffusion term). For the purpose of
this study, the latter definition is more useful, as it in-
duces a local modification of either L0 (slope of the EoS
of SNM) or L in the vicinity of target density ρ̃.
In practice, the Dirac δ function appearing in Eq. (8)

and Eq. (9) is replaced by a Gaussian of width η. To ac-
count for the modification of the interaction, the follow-
ing terms are added to the expression of the Hamiltonian
of the system in Eq. (2)

∆⟨HL0
⟩ =

∑
i=n,p

ε

2

[
Erf

( ũ
η

)
− Erf

( ũ− ui

η

)]
(10)

∆⟨HL⟩ =
∑
i=n,p

ε

2
τ̃i δi

[
Erf

( ũ
η

)
− Erf

( ũ− ui

η

)]

for SNM and SE respectively. The two additional pa-
rameters η and ε take the following values: η=0.125 while
ε=0.01 GeV and ε=0.05 GeV for SNM and SE sensitivity
calculations respectively. It should be noted that sums
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FIG. 10: (Color online) Sensitivity of rapidity dependent directed flow v1(y) (left panel) and transverse momentum dependent
elliptic flow v2(pT ) (right panel) of protons to the density dependence of symmetry energy as function of density for mid-central
(0.25 < b0 < 0.45) AuAu collisions. In both panels color denotes impact energy of the projectile. The same details as in
Fig. (9) are in order for v1(y) (left panel). For v2(pT ) (right panel) “low pT ” and “high pT ” correspond to 0.4 ≤ pT /pP ≤ 1.2
and 1.2 ≤ pT /pP ≤ 2.0 respectively. A cut in rapidity, 0.0 ≤ y/yP ≤ 0.4, that mirrors the experimental filter was also applied
in this case.

in each correction term run only over nucleons. Also,
the reduced density ui should only include contributions
from nucleons in case NN and N∆ interactions are dif-
ferent (see [75]). Clearly, as more nucleons are excited
to resonances, the sensitivity to pure nucleonic EoS is re-
duced.

We start by reporting the sensitivity to L0(ρ̃) of di-
rected flow of protons, see Fig. (9). Calculations for
AuAu collisions at three impact energies 0.15, 0.4 and
0.8 Gev/nucleon have been performed. The values listed
in Tab. (III) for the eight free model parameters for the
full case, including threshold effects, have been used. The
rapidity interval 0.0 < y/yP < 1.0 has been split into two
regions for which results are presented separately. The
dominant contribution to sensitivity is found to originate
at sub-saturation densities. However, with increasing im-
pact energy, a larger fraction of sensitivity is found at
densities above ρ0. At 0.8 GeV/nucleon there is compa-
rable sensitivity to the density intervals [1.0,2.0]ρ0 and
[2.0,3.0]ρ0. Clearly, if the EoS of SNM is accurately
known below ρ0 then the EoS around 2ρ0 and above can
be extracted from HICs of increasing impact energy. At
densities close to 1.25ρ0 the sensitivity vanishes for all
cases, which is the consequence of the existence of the
saturation point where the isoscalar component of the
force vanishes. The crossing density is larger than ρ0 as a
result of the migration of the saturation density towards
higher values as temperature increases. Similar results
were obtained for other flow observables, v1(pT ), v2(y)
and v2(pT ). Additionally, other particle species, in par-
ticular n, d, t or A = 3 and α, display similar sensitivity

to K0(ρ̃). It should be stressed again that the expres-
sion in Eq. (9) is a functional of EoS, cross-sections and
other quantities. For example, changing in-medium elas-
tic cross-sections to be closer to vacuum ones, by setting
α=0.2, the sensitivity of v1(y) to suprasaturation densi-
ties for projectile rapidity particles is strongly reduced,
however it survives at mid-rapidity.

A similar calculation for L(ρ̃) is reported in Fig. (10).
A somewhat different behavior is found for directed and
elliptic flow of protons, hence results for both v1(y) and
v2(pT ) are shown. The former probes only sub-saturation
densities, while the latter shows sensitivity up to about
1.5ρ0. The same result, not shown here, was obtained
for other Z ≥ 1 clusters. The situation appears more
promising for neutrons: mid-rapidity v1(y) probes den-
sities up to 1.5ρ0, while v2(pT ) for large transverse mo-
menta probes densities up to twice saturation. As before,
simulations at three different impact energies were per-
formed: 0.15, 0.40 and 0.80 GeV/nucleon. Surprisingly,
no sizable dependence on the impact energy was found
for any clusters, including neutrons.

A proper understanding of the difference between sen-
sitivity for SNM and ANM can be achieved by deter-
mining the average, over nucleons, of the magnitude of
force in the Vlasov term of the equations of motion in a
sphere of radius R = 3 fm located at the origin of the
coordinate system, see Fig. (11). The evolution of the
system is presented as trajectories in the force-density
plane in each panels. In panel a) the total force (includ-
ing Coulomb) and its strong isoscalar and isovector com-
ponents are shown for mid-central Au+Au collisions at



16
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FIG. 11: (Color online) Average trajectories of HIC in the force-density plane for matter in a sphere of radius R=3.0 fm
located at the origin of the coordinate systems. The force is determined as average, over nucleons, of the modulus of force in
the Vlasov term. Panel a) shows trajectories of the total (including Coulomb), strong isoscalar and isovector for mid-central
AuAu collisions. The two components of the isovector force, the drift and diffusion terms, are also shown explicitly. Panels
b), c) and d) present trajectories of the isoscalar, diffusion and drift components for mid-central AuAu collisions at five beam
energies.

400 MeV/nucleon beam energy. The two components of
the isovector force, the drift and diffusion terms are also
shown explicitly, the former being negligible in relative
terms. The isoscalar component provides the dominant
contribution to the total force.

Panels b), c) and d) of Fig. (11) present trajectories
in the force-density plane for each of the three compo-
nents of the strong force (isoscalar, diffusion and drift)
in mid-central Au+Au collisions for five beam energies:
150, 250, 400, 600 and 800 MeV/nucleon. A clear dif-
ference is observed between the isoscalar and isovector
components. The former shows a strong dependence on
beam energy: at maximum reached density the isoscalar
force at 800 MeV/nucleon is about three times stronger
than at 150 MeV/nucleon. In contrast, the isovector dif-
fusion term becomes moderately weaker with increasing
beam energy, while the drift term stay approximately the
same. These trends are related to similar trajectories in
the ∇ρ-ρ, ∇δ − ρ and δ∇ρ− ρ planes respectively.

The observed behavior of the isoscalar and isovector
components of the force appears in one-to-one correspon-
dence with the beam energy dependence of sensitivity of
flow observables with respect to EoS of SNM and ANM
respectively. Loosely speaking, the latter is obtained by
integrating the force over the duration of the evolution.
The entire process of compression-expansion during HIC
requires less time with increasing impact energy. Con-

sequently, the strong dependence of isoscalar effects on
beam energy, shown in panel b) of Fig. (11) is expected
to become quenched. An analysis, with similar results,
of the collision term, which exhibits a dependence on the
interaction through threshold effects, has also been per-
formed. Changing the density dependence of the SE to
a stiff one, L=123 MeV and Ksym=340 MeV leads to
stronger isovector forces, increasing with density. The
drift component of the force now exhibits an important
dependence on beam energy (however the diffusion term
does not), yet flow sensitivities to SE do not mirror this
behavior.

B. Equation of state

One of the central results of the study are values for
the compressibility modulus K0 of SNM and the slope
parameter L of SE at saturation: K0 = 230+9

−11 MeV

and L = 63+10
−13 MeV at 68% CL. They were obtained

by making certain ad-hoc assumptions regarding their
correlation with higher order coefficients, the skewness
J0 and the curvature Ksym parameters respectively, see
Section IIIA. The latter was a posteriori justified given
that the SE term mainly probes densities close to satura-
tion, see Fig. (10), and its value is fixed below saturation
S(0.1 fm−3)=25.5 MeV. For SNM matter the sensitiv-
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FIG. 12: (Color online) Comparison of the constraints obtained in this work for the density dependence of EoS of SNM (left
panel) and SE (right panel) to other analysis of HIC data and ab-initio calculations, see text for a detailed explanation.

ity in the vicinity of the saturation point vanishes but
becomes stronger close to 2ρ0 with increasing impact en-
ergy, see Fig. (9). Consequently, the quantity probed
is a linear combination of K0 and J0 (depending on the
average density probed), which may be in conflict with
the assumed correlation between them.

Existing independent constraints for SNM below ρ0
can be used to disprove such a possibility. Certain static
properties of nuclei, such as radius and mass, probe on
average densities close to ρc=0.11 fm−3, called crossing-
density following the empirical observation that predic-
tions for the EoS using available functionals are (nearly)
the same in that region. It was subsequently shown that
giant monopole resonances in an isotopic chain probe the
third derivative of the energy density at the crossing-
density, labeled M , rather than the compressibility mod-
ulus at saturation [111, 112]. It can be conveniently de-
termined from the expression M = 3ρK ′(ρ)|ρ=ρc

, where
K ′ is the derivative, with respect to density, of compress-
ibility K(ρ). Comparison with experimental data for the
centroid of giant monopole resonances (GMR) in 120Sn
and 208Pb leads to M=1100±70 MeV.

The result of this study for SNM implies M = 1110+40
−50

MeV at 68%CL, in excellent agreement with the GMR
value. It would be of interest to redo the analysis re-
ported in Section III B with K0 and J0 varied indepen-
dently, particularly since the GMR result implies a fine-
tuning of K0 rather than J0. Preliminary work in this
direction, to be reported elsewhere, indicates a correla-
tion between the two parameters that indeed favors a
moderately stronger dependence of J0 on K0 than as-
sumed in this work (see Section IIIA), but with minor
impact on the density dependence of EoS of SNM in the
probed range.

The density dependencies of EoS of SNM and SE up
to twice saturation density determined in this study are
presented in the left and right panels of Fig. (12) re-
spectively. Comparisons to previous studies based on

HIC data, rapidity dependent elliptic flow of free pro-
tons and light clusters for SNM [19] and neutron-to-
proton or neutron-to-charged clusters elliptic flow ratios
for SE [28, 30], are shown. The present result for SNM
is compatible with findings using IQMD to describe the
v2n observable for proton, deuteron, triton and 3He, but
much more accurate. Including rapidity dependent data
outside the central rapidity region, as is the case with
v2n, softness the EoS, which may explain the difference
in the central values of the two studies. Additionally, to
our best knowledge, vacuum elastic NN cross-sections
are used in IQMD which is another potential source of
differences (see also the discussion about the Cugnon
parametrization of elastic cross-sections at the end of Sec-
tion II B).

The SE result of this study is compared with anal-
yses of two dedicated experimental measurements ac-
complished by the FOPI-LAND [26, 83, 113] and
ASYEOS [28] collaborations. Ratios of elliptic flows of
isospin partners are better suited for the study of SE as
sensitivity to isoscalar model parameters and systematic
uncertainties of experimental data related to the reac-
tion plane determination are significantly reduced. This
explains, in part, the better accuracy of the ASYEOS re-
sult [28] compared to this study. Adding the less accurate
neutron-to-proton elliptic flow ratios determined by the
FOPI-LAND collaboration has allowed the extraction of
both L and Ksym parameters from experimental data,
at the expense of larger uncertainties above 1.5ρ0 using
a previous version of dcQMD [30]. The accuracy of the
present study is in-between the two extremes: it about
twice less accurate at 68% CL compared to the ASYEOS
analysis but the 95% CL constraint is more accurate than
the combined FOPI-LAND and ASYEOS constraint.

Results of a restricted set of ab-initio calculations em-
ploying different techniques but all relying on chiral inter-
actions at various orders in the effective expansion, as in-
dicated by label, with or without ∆(1232) degrees of free-
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FIG. 13: (Color online) Pressure as a function of density
for cold neutron star matter (δ = 0.93) obtained in this
study, compared with results from other three sources: as-
trophysics [119], chiral perturbation theory [120] and nuclear
physics measurements (structure and HICs) [121]. The re-
striction of this study’s result by imposing thermodynamics
stability conditions is depicted by dashed curves, clearly vis-
ible only for the lower limit.

dom are also displayed in Fig. (12): coupled-clusters (CC
N2LOsat) [114], many-body perturbation theory (MBPT
N3LO) [115], self-consistent Green’s functions approach
(SCGF N3LO) [116] and Brueckner-Hartree-Fock (BHF
N3LO∆/N2LO∆) [117]. Predictions for the density de-
pendence of SE energy are shown only for the last two
models. The N2LOsat interacting is fixed by fitting radii
and binding energies of selected nuclei up of mass A=25,
which allows a reasonable description of saturation prop-
erties of SNM already at third order in the effective ex-
pansion [118]. Including ∆ baryon degrees of freedom in
the two-body and three-body interactions at fourth and
respectively third order in perturbation theory facilitates
a more precise description of the empirical location of the
saturation point. It may appear that all ab-initio pre-
dictions are outside the 95% CL interval of HIC results
for SNM. In fact, a careful evaluation of uncertainties of
ab-initio calculations demonstrates that for the MBPT
N3LO model the empirical saturation point of SNM is
slightly outside the 95% CL interval, while the 1σ uncer-
tainty in binding energy reaches approximately 5 MeV
at twice saturation density [115]. For SE the situation
is better, the 1σ uncertainty at 2ρ0 is close to 2.5 MeV.
Finally, it was shown in the same study that all deter-
mined quantities, including K0 and L, carry additional
systematic uncertainties induced by the employed reg-
ularization scheme, in particular the cut-off parameter
value, that are significantly larger by at least a factor of
two than those quoted above.

Astrophysical constraints are often presented by plot-
ting pressure of cold neutron star matter (NSM) as a
function of density. In Fig. (13) the 95% CL result for
pressure of nearly pure neutron matter (δ=0.93) is shown

using the constraints extracted in Section III B for the
correlation distribution of K0 versus L. Results from
three other sources, astrophysics [119], a combination of
nuclear structure and HIC derived constraint [121] and
ab-initio quantumMonte-Carlo calculations based on two
and three-body chiral nuclear forces [120] are shown for
comparison. The astrophysics result relies on experimen-
tal detection of gravitational waves emitted in the pro-
cess of neutron-star mergers and indirect measurements
of radii and maximum masses of neutron stars, being the
most uncertain of the four at densities above 1.5ρ0. Both
nuclear physics and ab-initio calculations constraints rely
on a minimum sets of astrophysics input (maximum al-
lowed masses for NS), causality and thermodynamic sta-
bility of NS matter to reject EoS’s with either very soft
or very stiff behavior at high densities. For comparison,
the impact of thermodynamic stability (∂P/∂ρ ≥ 0) for
the dcQMD FOPI constraint is shown by dashed curves.
The impact is visible only on the lower limit at densities
above 1.5ρ0. The dcQMD result is most accurate in the
region slightly above half-saturation density as a conse-
quence of fixing the symmetry energy at ρ=0.10 fm−3 and
of the imposed, but a posteriori proven realistic, correla-
tion betweenK0 and J0. The impact of varying S(ρ=0.10
fm−3) on pressure should be assessed in a future study.
The NSM EoS obtained in this study agrees well with the
other three constraints over the entire range of densities
below 2ρ0 and particularly so below saturation where it
is most accurate.
Adding FOPI-LAND, ASYEOS and the very recent

SπRIT [122] data sets for nucleonic observables to the
list of fitted observables has the potential to further in-
crease accuracy of SE and will be pursued in a future
study. Pionic observables represent a promising addition
for improving accuracy of constraints in the vicinity and
above 1.5ρ0. To make good use of the full potential of
existing [31, 81] and near future available experimental
data sets for this type of observables, planned to be mea-
sured by the SπRIT and HADES collaborations, dcQMD
has to be improved in several ways: channels allowing
non-resonant pion production and nucleonic resonance
decay into final states containing two pions have to be
included either from scratch or in a manner consistent
with momentum dependent interactions. They are cru-
cial for a realistic description of pion emission close to
threshold and above 1 GeV/nucleon impact energy re-
spectively over the entire range of measured rapidities
and transverse momenta of multiplicity spectra.

C. In-medium cross-sections

In-medium modification of elastic NN cross-sections
is presented in Fig. (14). The left panel shows the ratio

σ
(med)
np /σ

(vac)
np in SNM at T=0 MeV as function of the

kinetic energy of the colliding pair at zero total momen-
tum for several densities. The suppression is stronger at
higher densities and displays a mild dependence on the
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FIG. 14: (Color online) (Left Panel) In-medium modification factor of elastic NN cross-sections in cold (T=0.0 MeV)
symmetric nuclear matter of specified density as function of the kinetic energy of the pair Tlab. Open triangles and open squares
represent result of microscopical calculations at saturation density for np [103] and pp [104] elastic scattering respectively. (Right
Panel) In medium elastic NN cross-sections in cold ANM (δ=0.2) at saturation density as function of Tlab. Bands indicate
the 68% CL due to uncertainties of ∆m∗

np and β2 parameters; σmed
np does not dependent on β2 and the sensitivity to ∆m∗

np is
negligibly small being of second order. In all cases the total momentum of the two-nucleon pair in the rest frame of NM is set
to zero.

kinetic energy of the pair at the lower end of this variable.
The latter is seen to be induced by threshold effects as
a result of the interplay between the energy dependence
of transition amplitudes and momentum dependence of
the interaction that induces a momentum dependence of

effective masses. For ρ = ρ0 the ratio σ
(med)
pp/nn/σ

(vac)
pp/nn is

also shown. Differences with respect to the np case orig-
inate from the dissimilar energy dependence of vacuum
transition amplitudes.

Microscopic calculations of in-medium elastic NN
cross-sections in SNM up to pion production threshold
using the Dirac-Brueckner Hartree Fock approach have
been reported in Ref. [103, 104] and are shown in the
left panel of Fig. (14) for saturation density. The in-
medium reduction factor is similar to the one extracted
from HIC observables for values of Tlab close to 50 MeV
for all isospin channels but displays a stronger energy
dependence particularly in the nn/pp channel overshoot-
ing the values obtained in this work at Tlab=300 MeV.
A possible explanation of this behavior is related to the
minimalistic in-medium modification of transition ampli-
tudes adopted in this work: they were assumed to depend
only on density and isospin asymmetry, a potential mo-
mentum dependence induced by Pauli blocking of inter-
mediate states has not been accounted for. A similar
calculation performed by a different group [123] exhibits
stronger suppression of cross-sections at low kinetic en-
ergies and a smaller reduction relative to vacuum values
above Fermi momentum. This is due to a modification
of the optical theorem induced by Pauli blocking of in-

termediate states which also requires a revision of the
expression for cross-sections. Such effect has not been
account for in Refs. [103, 104] or the present study.
At densities above saturation, microscopic calculations

favor a stronger reduction only for low kinetic energies
of the colliding pair, more so for np than nn/pp. Out-
side that region the reduction factor shows either a small
dependence (np) or an increase (nn/pp) with density to-
wards vacuum values which are reached at twice satu-
ration density for the latter case. Clearly, the simple
parametrization for in-medium modification of transition
amplitudes together with the monotonic dependence of
effective masses on density cannot mimic such a com-
plex behavior. A sensitivity study, similar to the one
described in Section IVA for the EoS, shows that flow
observables are sensitive to in-medium cross-sections in
a range between half and twice saturation density with a
maximum in the vicinity of 1.25ρ0. This offers support
for the observed better agreement between the HIC and
microscopical model results at densities close to satura-
tion.
The right panel of Fig. (14) presents in-medium elastic

NN cross-sections at saturation density for isospin asym-
metric nuclear matter (δ=0.2) compared to vacuum ones.
A stronger suppression at lower kinetic energies is ob-
served, which also exhibits a stronger energy dependence
compared to isospin symmetric matter. A small splitting
of nn and pp cross-sections, σ∗

nn > σ∗
pp, is favored by

HIC data, which is however compatible with no splitting
already at 68% CL. Microscopic calculations generally
favor a positive splitting of pp and nn cross-sections at
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FIG. 15: (Color online)(Left Panel) Isoscalar optical potential at saturation density as a function of nucleon momentum from
four sources: HIC (this study), empirical Hama potential [124], microscopical DBHF [125] and χFT [51] calculations (Right
Panel) The same as in the left panel but for the symmetry (Lane) potential. The shown empirical Lane potential depicts a
parametrization [126] of analyses of nucleon-nucleus scattering experiments at beam energies below 100 MeV.

saturation in isospin asymmetric matter [127–129]. A
variation of its sign with density has been reported [127],
with σ∗

nn > σ∗
pp at densities close to ρ0/2 for certain val-

ues of the relative momentum of the colliding pair. A
positive splitting of pp and nn cross-sections in dcQMD
can be enforced by either choosing negative values for
∆m∗

np or positive ones for β2 enough to compensate the
tendency in the opposite direction of other parameters,
mostly β2 and ∆m∗

np respectively.

D. Momentum dependent potentials

A comparison of the momentum dependence of the op-
tical potential at saturation density deduced in this work
with results of microscopic calculations [51, 125] and em-
pirical information [124, 126, 130, 131] is presented in
Fig. (15). The left and right panels show the isoscalar
and the isovector (Lane) components respectively. A
good agreement between the HIC isoscalar optical po-
tential and the empirical (Hama) one is observed for
larger values of momenta. A moderate discrepancy ex-
ists for momenta close to Fermi momentum and below.
A better agreement can be obtained by setting the effec-
tive isoscalar mass to m∗=0.55 mN , in strong disagree-
ment with the value obtained for this parameter in Sec-
tion III B. In contrast, DBHF calculations are closer to
the empirical Hama potential at low momenta and start
to deviate above Fermi momentum, being generally more
attractive than the HIC result. The χFT isoscalar opti-
cal potential [51] agrees well with both HIC and empiri-
cal result over the restricted range of momenta for which
calculation are available.

A good agreement between the HIC and the empiri-
cal results for the momentum dependence of the Lane
potentials is observed, see right panel of Fig. (15). The
decrease of its repulsion with increasing momentum is
due to a positive value for ∆m∗

np. A negative value for
this parameters, as suggested by several analyses of HIC
observables using the ImQMD transport model [13, 15],
would lead to an opposite behavior, in stark contrast
with the empirical Lane potential. It was shown in Sec-
tion III B that the inclusion of threshold effects in elastic
nucleon-nucleon collisions is crucial for obtaining a posi-
tive neutron-proton effective mass splitting. Microscopic
DBHF calculations [125] are in good agreement with both
HIC and empirical results but deviate from the former at
very low momenta. The χFT Lane potential [51] is gen-
erally less repulsive but still in good agreement with the
empirical one.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The dcQMD transport model is employed to study
several aspects of the in-medium nucleon-nucleon inter-
action, namely in-medium modification of elastic cross-
sections, momentum dependence of the optical poten-
tial and equation of state of nuclear matter. This
study is a first step towards making use of the extensive
database of heavy-ion collisions results to its full poten-
tial for the purpose of extracting accurate information
on these quantities. To that end, theoretical predictions
are compared to experimental data for stopping observ-
able varxz, directed and elliptic flows at mid-rapidity
measured by the FOPI collaboration for intermediate en-
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ergy HIC. In order to keep the analysis close to the sim-
plest possible, the upper limit of the beam energy range
is restricted to 800 MeV/nucleon with two unimportant
exceptions. Below this limit the fraction of nucleons ex-
cited into resonances, mostly ∆(1232), in mid-central col-
lisions is less than 5%. Consequently, the impact of the
poorly known resonance potentials on nucleonic observ-
ables such as collective flows is minute. As the impact
energy is raised above 1.0 GeV/nucleon resonance po-
tentials affect nucleonic observables by a non-negligible
amount, requiring an extension of the analysis to include
pionic observables. Owing to an outstanding discrep-
ancy between FOPI and HADES collaborations results
for pion multiplicities and the present omission in dc-
QMD of resonance decay channels with two pions in the
final state, inclusion of experimental data at impact en-
ergies of 1.0 GeV/nucleon and above is postponed for a
future study.

Several ingredients of the model are improved. Firstly,
accurate parametrizations of vacuum elastic nucleon-
nucleon cross-section experimental data are built and
used. Previously used parametrizations, such as the
well known Cugnon one, include an effective density and
isospin asymmetry independent in-medium modification
at low impact energies, particularly in the neutron-proton
channel. Instead, we use an ad-hoc change of transition
amplitudes by a multiplicative factor that depends on
density, isospin asymmetry and isospin projections of the
colliding particles, supplemented by threshold effects. In-
medium modification of differential cross-section guided
by results of microscopical calculations are also imple-
mented. The surface term of the Pauli blocking algo-
rithm is modified to account for the fact that high den-
sity is correlated with high temperature in heavy-ion re-
actions and consequently its strength diminishes above
saturation. Finally, the coalescence algorithm is applied
continuously during the time evolution of the reaction,
leading to an early identification of clusters at the local
freeze-out time, rather than at the end of the reaction as
in previous versions of the model. This approach corrects
spurious emission of free nucleons in QMD type models
and leads to a visibly improved description of light clus-
ter (H ans He isotopes) multiplicities in central collisions,
in particular at impact energies of 400 MeV/nucleon and
above.

Varied parameters of the model are determined by a
fit to the following set of experimental data measured
by the FOPI collaboration: proton, deuteron and tri-
ton varxz for 14 systems of various isospin content with
impact energies between 150 and 1000 MeV/nucleon; ra-
pidity directed flow for Z = 1 and Z = 2 fragments at
250 and 400 MeV/nucleon beam energy in mid-central
NiNi, XeCsI and AuAu collisions; rapidity dependent di-
rected (p, d, A=3 and α clusters) and elliptic flow (p, d
and α clusters) and transverse momentum elliptic flow
(p, d and t) in mid-central AuAu collisions of impact
energy between 150 and 800 MeV/nucleon. Transverse
momentum dependent directed flow spectra, while avail-

able experimentally, are not included in the fit since the-
oretical values for protons are contaminated by heavier
clusters. This also represents the motivation to restrict
rapidity dependent observables to the mid-rapidity part
of spectra.

Eight free model parameters are determined employ-
ing a multivariate analysis that takes into account sys-
tematic uncertainties induced on model predictions by
the coalescence afterburner. Three of them are used to
adjust in-medium elastic nucleon-nucleon cross-sections
in isospin symmetric and asymmetric matter. For the
latter case, dependence on isospin asymmetry as well as
a possible splitting of nn and pp cross-sections are con-
sidered. A suppression of elastic nucleon-nucleon cross-
sections in symmetric nuclear matter at saturation den-
sity by about 60% relative to vacuum values is deduced,
in qualitative agreement with microscopical calculations.
A strong dependence of the suppression factor on isospin
asymmetry is evidenced together with a positive split-
ting, though compatible with no effect already at 68%
confidence level, of nn versus pp cross-sections in isospin
asymmetric matter. Experimental data for light isospin
symmetric systems (stopping in CaCa, NiNi, RuRu and
to a lesser extent directed flow in NiNi) are found im-
portant for a precise determination of in-medium cross-
sections and breaking of a degeneracy between parame-
ters that control in-medium modification of cross-sections
depending on density and isospin asymmetry that would
occur if only neutron rich systems were considered.

Other three model parameters control the momen-
tum dependence of the optical potential and are related
to the isoscalar nucleon effective mass (m∗), neutron-
proton effective mass splitting (∆m∗

np) and strength
of the isoscalar potential at infinitely large momentum
(U∞). The following values are deduced at 68% confi-
dence level: m∗ = 0.695+0.014

−0.018, ∆m∗
np = (0.17+0.10

−0.09)δ and

U∞ = 104+12
−7 MeV. They lead to isoscalar and isovector

(Lane) optical potentials that are in reasonable agree-
ment with empirical constraints and microscopic calcula-
tions (both DBHF and χFT). Threshold effects are found
to be crucial for obtaining a positive value for ∆m∗

np that
agrees with the world average for this quantity. Fixing
U∞ at less repulsive values used in the literature (e.g. 75
MeV used in previous studies) has a significant impact
on the extracted density dependence of the equation of
state (EoS). The compressibility modulus of symmetric
nuclear matter (K0) and slope of the symmetry energy at
saturation (L) are affected at the level of three and two
standard deviations respectively. Using a momentum in-
dependent Lane potential (∆m∗

np=0.0) has very little im-
pact on any of the other parameters with the exception
of m∗ which is impacted at one standard deviation.

The remaining two parameters are used to vary com-
pressibility modulus of symmetric nuclear matter (K0)
and slope of the symmetry energy at saturation (L). The
symmetry energy is fixed at two thirds saturation den-
sity using a value extracted from nuclear structure exper-
iments: S(0.10 fm−3) = 25.5 MeV. The extracted con-
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straint at 68% confidence level reads: K0 = 230+9
−11 MeV

and L = 63+10
−13 MeV. Inclusion of transverse momentum

dependent elliptic flows are found crucial for obtaining a
good accuracy. Applying the coalescence model at the
local freeze-out time has a large impact on the favored
value for K0 but not L. In contrast, threshold effects
are seen to have a sizable impact on L but less so on
K0. The latter is related to a correlation between K0

and in-medium modification of elastic cross-sections in
symmetric nuclear matter, which is constrained by stop-
ping observables that are less affected by threshold ef-
fects. Omitting varxz from the fit results in strong im-
pact of threshold effects on K0 as well. The deduced
density dependence of EoS of SNM and ANM compare
well to existing empirical and first-principle theoretical
results.

Lastly, the probed density is determined by comput-
ing the functional derivative of flow observables with re-
spect to the equation of state. It is found that, qualita-
tively, all cluster species probe sub-saturation and supra-
saturation densities equally well, however elliptic flow is
better suited for the study of symmetry energy above
saturation than directed flow. The same distinction does
not hold true for the EoS of SNM. The sensitivity of flow
observables to the EoS of SNM shows a maximum above
saturation density whose location is correlated with beam
energy. In particular, at 800 MeV/nucleon beam energy
the maximum is located close to twice saturation den-
sity. This offers the prospect of studying this quantity
at ever higher densities by increasing impact energy. In
contrast, the sensitivity to symmetry energy shows no
discernible dependence on beam energy. This difference
in behavior is the result of the suppression of the drift
term of the isovector force due to favored close to lin-
ear dependence of SE on density and sub-unitary value
of isospin asymmetry. The dominant isovector diffusion
component shows no such dependence as a result of de-
pendence of the gradient of isospin asymmetry with beam
energy that compensates the increase of symmetry energy
with density. Consequently, studying the symmetry en-
ergy at higher densities will have to rely on finding more
suitable observables and improving experimental accu-
racy rather than increasing beam energy.
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Appendix A

Predictions for nucleonic observables and their com-
parison with experimental data are provided in this Ap-
pendix. Model parameters are set to the values extracted
in Section III B from a fit of varxz, directed and elliptic
flows of nucleonic observables to experimental data, see
table Tab. (III). Comparison to the experimental data
sets FOPI1 and FOPI2, see Tab. (II) for details of kine-
matic restrictions, are extended away from mid-rapidity
up to y/yP ≤ 1.0. Predictions for transverse momentum
dependent v1, which are available, but were not used in
Section III B due to contamination of theoretical proton
spectra by clusters (see Fig. (20)), are also provided.

Comparison of theoretical values for varxz for protons,
deuterons and tritons to their experimental counterpart
is provided in Fig. (16). Theoretical values display un-
certainties comparable to the experimental ones as result
of variation of coalescence parameters δr and δp. Results
for directed flows for Z = 1 and Z = 2 fragments are pre-
sented in Fig. (17) and Fig. (18). None of the data points
of the latter set, comprising of transverse momentum di-
rected flow spectra was not used in the fit. Results for
directed and elliptic flows of (depending on either rapid-
ity or transverse momentum) of individual cluster species
are show in Fig. (19) (rapidity dependent v1), Fig. (20)
(transverse momentum dependent v1), Fig. (21) (rapid-
ity dependent v2) and Fig. (22) (transverse momentum
dependent v2). Also in this case, transverse momentum
dependent v1 spectra were not used to fit model param-
eters. Uncertainties of flow predictions are depicted as
bands in the mentioned figures. They are given by the
sum, in quadrature, of statistical and systematic uncer-
tainties. The latter is the result of variation of coales-
cence parameters.
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FIG. 22: (Color online) Theoretical predictions for transverse momentum dependent v2 of protons, deuterons and tritons are
compared to experimental data [79], see Tab. (II) for additional details. The same comments as for Fig. (17) apply.
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