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We present realistic estimates for the duration of the hadronic stage in central Au+Au reactions in
the RHIC-BES energy regime. To this aim, we employ a full set of coupled rate equations to describe
the time evolution of the system from chemical to kinetic freeze-out. Combined with the recently
measured data by the STAR collaboration on K∗/K ratios, we show that the previous estimates
substantially underestimated the duration of this stage due to the omission of the regeneration
of hadron resonances. We provide an improved relation between the K∗/K ratio at chemical and
kinetic freeze-out and the life time of the hadronic phase. The calculated improved life times are now
in line with estimates from other methods and are relevant for the NA61 and STAR collaborations
and for upcoming experiments at the FAIR facility.

I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy-ion collisions are today’s main tool to explore
the properties of hot and dense QCD matter [1]. A gen-
eral picture of the evolution of a heavy-ion collision con-
sists of an initial state, followed by an expansion of the
fireball (either composed of hadrons or quarks and glu-
ons) until the inelastic interactions cease. This point in
time is often referred to as the chemical freeze-out. Af-
ter the chemical freeze-out further (mainly elastic) colli-
sions happen until the system breaks-up (called the ki-
netic freeze-out) and the hadrons escape to the detector
[2, 3]. Measuring the duration of a heavy-ion collision or
the durations of the individual stages is still a challenge.
A well established tool to obtain information on the time
scales is Hanbury-Brown-Twiss (HBT) interferometry or
nowadays called Femtoscopy [4, 5].

An alternative way to study the duration of the
hadronic stage is based on the suppression of hadron res-
onances [2, 6–13]. The main idea is that hadron reso-
nances, e.g. the mesonic K∗, ρ, ϕ or the baryonic ∆,
Λ∗, Σ∗, etc. are created at the chemical freeze-out, sub-
sequently they decay and the experiment reconstructs
them from their hadronic decay products. The life time
of the hadronic stage can then be estimated from the rela-
tive suppression of the resonance over groundstate ratio,
because the decay products of a resonance that decays
rescatter after the chemical freeze-out until the end of the
kinetic stage, respectively until kinetic freeze-out. The
longer the life time of the hadronic stage, the more sup-
pression of the initial resonance yield is observed because
its decay daughters rescatter more leading to increased
signal loss. This suppression has been measured and used
to extract life times from GSI, to RHIC-BES and up to

the LHC [14–21], and the NA61 collaboration is further
currently investigating the K∗/K ratio in smaller sys-
tems [22]. Also an alternative scenario has been put for-
ward that does not assume a signal loss due to rescatter-
ing, but attributes the suppression to the cooling of the
hadronic system in partial chemical equilibrium which
suppresses the resonance yields via a substantially low-
ered freeze-out temperature, see e.g. [8, 23, 24]. This also
allows to estimate the duration of the hadronic stage and
is the approach we are going to follow in this work.
The idea of relating the life time of the hadronic phase

to the suppression of resonances was put forward by the
STAR collaboration [25, 26] to obtain a lower bound for
the duration of the hadronic rescattering phase in heavy-
ion collisions. Following their approach leads to the re-
lation(
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where h is a groundstate hadron, h∗ is the corresponding
resonance state, ∆thadronic is the life time of the hadronic
rescattering phase, τh∗ = 1/Γh⋆

vac is the (vacuum) life time
of the h∗ hadronic resonance and “CFO” and “KFO”
denote the chemical and kinetic freeze-out, respectively.
However, this picture is too simplified [13] as it assumes

that the interaction probability for the decay daughters
[6, 27] is large and the gain (regeneration) and loss rates
can be neglected during the hadronic stage.
Here we overcome these limitations by employing a full

set of kinetic equations to describe the resonance’s time
evolution:

Nh∗

kin−Nh∗

chem = (−Γh∗
Nh∗

−Lcoll+Greg)∆thadronic, (2)
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where the time is integrated from the chemical freeze-out
to the kinetic freeze-out (life time of the hadronic phase,
∆thadronic = tkin − tchem). Γh∗

is the width of the h∗,
Lcoll is the loss rate due to collisions of the h∗ and Greg

is a gain rate, e.g. h+ π → h∗.

II. FRAMEWORK

To model the time evolution of the resonance pro-
duction and decay in the hadronic environment the
framework of partial chemical equilibrium (PCE) [28]
to describe the hadronic environment after the chemi-
cal freeze-out is a well established method. Here, the
total yield of stable hadrons is fixed by introducing non-
equilibrium chemical potentials [29, 30], while the yields
of resonances changes [23, 24, 31] and is being determined
by the relative equilibrium of decays and regenerations.
This means, we avoid the assumption of instantaneous
equilibration of nuclear reactions, as well as resonance
decays and regenerations. This is achieved by employ-
ing a set of coupled (reaction) rate equations describ-
ing the chemical composition of stable hadrons (pions,
kaons, (anti-)nucleons, Λs), as well as the hadronic res-
onances. Such a description of the chemical evolution is
well known in relativistic heavy-ion collisions (see e.g. for
(multi-) strange baryons [32–35]) and in astrophysics, see
e.g. [36].

Here we focus on the dynamics of the hadron reso-
nances, i.e. their decay and formation by the reaction
and employ the specific rate equations described in [24]:

h∗ ⇌ X + h . (3)

In the case of resonance decays, the change in the mul-
tiplicity of resonance h∗ with time t can be expressed
as

dNh∗

dt
= −⟨Γh∗→h+X⟩(Nh∗ − chXh∗ NhNX) (4)

where ⟨Γh∗→h+X⟩ can be interpreted as the (thermal
averaged) decay rate of h∗ → h + X, but also as a
scaled cross section for X + h → h∗. The factor cXh

h∗ =
N∗,eq

h /(N eq
X N eq

h ), given by the ratio of the multiplicities
in equilibrium, N eq

i , is dictated by the detailed balance.
Any N eq

i is calculated at full thermal and chemical equi-
librium. The contributions of resonance h∗ decays and
regenerations to the change rate of the multiplicities of
the decay products, dNX/h/dt, are given by the rhs. of
Eq. (4) with the opposite sign.

dNh/X

dt
= −

〈
σ

h+X→h∗ vrel
〉

V
(NhNX − ch

∗

hXNh∗) (5)

Note, that because of the detailed balance condition,
the cross section in (5) and the decay width in (4) are
related via,

〈
σ

h+X→h∗ vrel
〉

V
ch

∗

hX = ⟨Γh∗→h+X⟩. (6)

The decay rates employed are thermal-averaged values
derived from experimentally measured cross sections or
resonance decay widths sourced from Particle Data Ta-
bles [37].
The multiplicity ratio of resonances over their ground

state in heavy-ion collisions is calculated by including
the expansion and cooling of the fireball in the hadronic
phase. This involves a time dependence of the volume,
V (t), and the temperature, T (t). In the framework of
the PCE, the temperature T is obtained for a given (ex-
panding) volume V in such a way that the abundance of
each stable hadron species (including the resonance con-
tribution) is conserved. Furthermore, the total entropy
of the system is conserved, as are the net baryon num-
ber and the net strangeness. These relations provide a
set of non-linear equations that can be solved for any
T ≤ Tch in order to obtain the volume, V (T ), and the
chemical potential of each particle, µi(T ) (i = S, B, N, π
...). The initial conditions at Tch, namely V (Tch) and the
baryon and strangeness chemical potential, are obtained
from the standard parametrization

µB,ch(
√
sNN) =

1.308GeV

1 + 0.273GeV−1√sNN

(7)

Tch(µB,ch) = 0.166GeV − 0.139GeV−1 µ2
B,ch

− 0.053GeV−3 µ4
B,ch (8)

taken from [38] and we have parametrized the volume
at chemical freeze-out (based on the data summarized in
[39]) as

Vch(x) = (2351.7x2 − 10009.5x+ 13878.4)x−1.36 fm3.
(9)

where x ≡ ln(
√
sNN/GeV). The initial strangeness

chemical potential is obtained by forcing the total
strangeness to zero and solving the equation,

0 = Vch

∑
j∈particles

sj nj(Tch, µB,ch, µS,ch), (10)

with sj denoting the strangeness of the corresponding
particle species and nj their density.
The time dependence of the volume is given by

the parametrization that incorporates longitudinal and
transverse expansion [40],

V (t) = Vch
t

tch

t2⊥ + t2

t2⊥ + t2ch
(11)
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Figure 1. [Color online] K∗/K ratio in Au+Au reactions as
a function of centrality in the energy range from

√
sNN = 7.7

GeV to
√
sNN = 39 GeV (shown from upper left to bottom

right). Full colored symbols with band denote the rate equa-
tion network calculations, while the open black symbols show
the experimental data from the STAR collaboration [26].

with t⊥ = 6.5 fm/c. We fix tch, based on previous
UrQMD calculations [41]. The centrality dependence of
the volume Vch is obtained by scaling the volume with
the number of charged particles. The value of t⊥ is kept
constant, as it has only minor influence on the final re-
sults. In the present work, all calculations assume an ini-
tial temperature and chemical potential for the chemical
freeze-out as provided by Eqs. (7), (8) for each individual
collision energy.

The network contains 23 rate equations, given by the
number of stable and unstable particles and antiparticles.
For further details, we refer the reader to [24].

III. FREEZE-OUT

Given the above described set-up, the rate equation
network is run for Au+Au reactions for the range of col-
lision energies recently investigated by the STAR collab-
oration, i.e. from

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV to

√
sNN = 39 GeV.

In Fig. 1 we show the K∗/K ratio in Au+Au reactions as
a function of centrality for the different collision energies
from

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV (upper left) to

√
sNN = 39 GeV

(lower right). Full colored symbols with bands denote the
rate equation network calculations, while the open black
symbols show the experimental data from the STAR col-
laboration [26]. One observes that the rate equation net-
work allows for a very good description of the measured
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Figure 2. [Color online] Kinetic freeze-out points of the K∗

resonances (colored circles with error bars) and their trajecto-
ries from chemical to kinetic freeze-out (colored dashed lines)
calculated with the rate equation network. Also shown are
thermal fits to experimental data, respective the chemical
freeze-out data, and their parametrization [38].

data.
Next we analyze the freeze-out position of the K∗ res-

onances and the trajectories of the system evolution in
the T − µB diagram. Fig. 2 shows the kinetic freeze-out
points of the K∗ resonances (colored circles with error
bars) in the phase diagram. Also shown are the trajec-
tories of the system (colored dashed lines) obtained from
the rate equations, starting on the chemical freeze-out
line and passing through the kinetic freeze-out points.
The calculated freeze-out points of the K∗ resonances
clearly fall below the chemical freeze-out points measured
in different experiments (black symbols).

IV. TIME EVOLUTION

After benchmarking the bulk properties, we focus now
on the time evolution and the duration of the hadronic
stage. Fig. 3 shows the time evolution obtained from the
full set of rate equations of the K∗/K ratio in central
Au+Au reaction from

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV to

√
sNN = 39

GeV. One generally observes that the time evolution is
rather similar for all investigated energies. It is, however,
of utmost importance that the time evolution is not just
an exponential decay as assumed by the STAR collabo-
ration (see Eq. 1). In strong contrast, the time evolution
of the ratio is essentially linear. This is due to the strong
contribution of regeneration, i.e. K+π → K∗ that coun-
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Figure 3. [Color online] Time evolution of the K∗/K ra-
tio starting from the chemical freeze-out time obtained from
the full set of rate equations in central Au+Au reaction from√
sNN = 7.7 GeV to

√
sNN = 39 GeV (denoted by differently

colored lines). The time at which the ratio matches the mea-
sured K∗/K value is denoted by a circle.

teracts the decay of the K∗. Such a behavior is of course
expected by the principle of detailed balance and leads
to a substantial correction. We find an (essentially) en-
ergy independent slope parameter d(K∗/K)/dt ≈ −0.02
fm−1. This provides an improved method to infer the
life time of the hadronic phase from the experimentally
measured K∗/K ratio as follows:

∆thadronic =
(K∗/K)CFO − (K∗/K)KFO

0.02 fm−1 . (12)

We summarize our findings about the life time of the
hadronic phase ∆thadronic in Fig. 4. Here we show the
duration of the hadronic phase in Au+Au reactions from√
sNN = 7.7 GeV to

√
sNN = 39 GeV as a function of cen-

trality. The full circles with solid lines denote the calcu-
lation using the full set of rate equations including regen-
eration, while the colored open squares with error bars
show the results obtained by STAR [26], neglecting the
regeneration processes. One clearly observes that the in-
clusion of the regeneration process leads to a substantial
increase in the estimated life time of the hadronic phase.
The new estimates are also in line with previous estimates
for the life time of the hadronic stage that also suggest a
duration on the order of 4-8 fm/c [10, 42, 43] for similar
values of dNch/dη and using τemission ≈

√
Ro −Rs/β to

convert the HBT-radii to an emission duration [44].
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Figure 4. [Color online] Duration of the hadronic phase (i.e.
tkin − tch) in Au+Au reactions from

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV to√

sNN = 39 GeV as function of centrality. The full circles
with solid lines denote the calculation using the full set of rate
equations including regeneration, while the open squares with
error bars show the results obtained by STAR [26], neglecting
the regeneration processes.

V. CONCLUSION

We have analyzed the recent STAR data on the K∗/K
ratio measured in Au+Au reactions from

√
sNN = 7.7

GeV to
√
sNN = 39 GeV at various centralities. In con-

trast to the previously employed simplified estimates for
the life time of the hadronic stage based only on the reso-
nance decay time, we have shown that the results change
drastically, if one uses the full set of coupled rate equa-
tions. The main difference is that the K∗/K ratio does
not decrease exponentially, but the regeneration leads to
an essentially linear decrease over time. This in turn in-
creases the estimated duration of the hadronic phase to
meet the experimentally measured values. We show that
the hadronic life time estimated here is a factor of 2-4
larger then the STAR’s estimate and is now in line with
other estimates. The results are thus highly valuable for
the current investigation of the K∗/K ratio conducted
by the NA61 collaboration.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank A. Knospe and C. Markert for fruitful discus-
sion during the Strangeness in Quark Matter conference
2024 in Strasbourg. We further thank V. Vovchenko for
inspiring discussions about partial chemical equilibrium.



5

T.R. acknowledges support through the Main-Campus-
Doctus fellowship provided by the Stiftung Polytechnis-
che Gesellschaft (SPTG) Frankfurt am Main and more-
over thanks the Samson AG for their support. The com-
putational resources for this project were provided by the

Center for Scientific Computing of the GU Frankfurt and
the Goethe–HLR. Also this research has received funding
support from the NSRF via the Program Management
Unit for Human Resources & Institutional Development,
Research and Innovation [grant number B16F640076].

[1] A. Sorensen, K. Agarwal, K. W. Brown, Z. Chajecki,
P. Danielewicz, C. Drischler, S. Gandolfi, J. W. Holt,
M. Kaminski and C. M. Ko, et al. Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys.
134, 104080 (2024) doi:10.1016/j.ppnp.2023.104080
[arXiv:2301.13253 [nucl-th]].

[2] M. Bleicher and J. Aichelin, Phys. Lett. B 530, 81-87
(2002) doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(02)01334-5 [arXiv:hep-
ph/0201123 [hep-ph]].

[3] A. Andronic, P. Braun-Munzinger and
J. Stachel, Nucl. Phys. A 772, 167-199 (2006)
doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2006.03.012 [arXiv:nucl-
th/0511071 [nucl-th]].

[4] R. Hanbury Brown and R. Q. Twiss, Nature 178, 1046-
1048 (1956) doi:10.1038/1781046a0

[5] M. A. Lisa, S. Pratt, R. Soltz and U. Wiede-
mann, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 55, 357-402 (2005)
doi:10.1146/annurev.nucl.55.090704.151533 [arXiv:nucl-
ex/0505014 [nucl-ex]].

[6] G. Torrieri and J. Rafelski, Phys. Lett. B 509, 239-245
(2001) doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00492-0 [arXiv:hep-
ph/0103149 [hep-ph]].

[7] J. Rafelski, J. Letessier and G. Torrieri, Phys.
Rev. C 64, 054907 (2001) [erratum: Phys. Rev.
C 65, 069902 (2002)] doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.64.054907
[arXiv:nucl-th/0104042 [nucl-th]].

[8] C. Le Roux, F. S. Navarra and L. M. Abreu, Phys. Lett.
B 817, 136284 (2021) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136284
[arXiv:2101.07302 [hep-ph]].

[9] A. G. Knospe, C. Markert, K. Werner, J. Steinheimer
and M. Bleicher, Phys. Rev. C 104, no.5, 054907 (2021)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.104.054907 [arXiv:2102.06797
[nucl-th]].

[10] A. G. Knospe, C. Markert, K. Werner, J. Steinheimer
and M. Bleicher, Phys. Rev. C 93, no.1, 014911 (2016)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.93.014911 [arXiv:1509.07895
[nucl-th]].

[11] A. Ilner, J. Blair, D. Cabrera, C. Markert and
E. Bratkovskaya, Phys. Rev. C 99, no.2, 024914 (2019)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.99.024914 [arXiv:1707.00060
[hep-ph]].

[12] D. Oliinychenko and C. Shen, [arXiv:2105.07539 [hep-
ph]].

[13] A. Chabane, L. Engel, T. Reichert, J. Steinheimer and
M. Bleicher, [arXiv:2409.08639 [hep-ph]].

[14] J. Adams et al. [STAR], Phys. Rev. C 71, 064902
(2005) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.71.064902 [arXiv:nucl-
ex/0412019 [nucl-ex]].

[15] C. Markert, J. Phys. G 31, S169-S178 (2005)
doi:10.1088/0954-3899/31/4/021 [arXiv:nucl-ex/0503013
[nucl-ex]].

[16] B. I. Abelev et al. [STAR], Phys. Rev. C 78,
044906 (2008) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.78.044906
[arXiv:0801.0450 [nucl-ex]].

[17] G. Agakishiev et al. [HADES], Eur. Phys. J. A 49, 34
(2013) doi:10.1140/epja/i2013-13034-7

[18] A. G. Knospe [ALICE], J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 612, no.1,
012064 (2015) doi:10.1088/1742-6596/612/1/012064
[arXiv:1501.03797 [nucl-ex]].

[19] S. Acharya et al. [ALICE], Phys. Rev. C 99,
024905 (2019) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.99.024905
[arXiv:1805.04361 [nucl-ex]].

[20] S. Acharya et al. [ALICE], Eur. Phys. J. C 83,
no.5, 351 (2023) doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11475-1
[arXiv:2205.13998 [nucl-ex]].

[21] S. Acharya et al. [ALICE], Phys. Rev. C 109,
no.4, 044902 (2024) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.109.044902
[arXiv:2308.16119 [nucl-ex]].

[22] B. Koz lowski [NA61/SHINE], [arXiv:2409.20229 [nucl-
ex]].

[23] A. Motornenko, V. Vovchenko, C. Greiner and
H. Stoecker, Phys. Rev. C 102, no.2, 024909 (2020)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.102.024909 [arXiv:1908.11730
[hep-ph]].

[24] T. Neidig, K. Gallmeister, C. Greiner, M. Bleicher
and V. Vovchenko, Phys. Lett. B 827, 136891 (2022)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2022.136891 [arXiv:2108.13151
[hep-ph]].

[25] C. Adler et al. [STAR], Phys. Rev. C 66, 061901
(2002) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.66.061901 [arXiv:nucl-
ex/0205015 [nucl-ex]].

[26] M. Abdallah et al. [STAR], Phys. Rev. C 107,
no.3, 034907 (2023) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.107.034907
[arXiv:2210.02909 [nucl-ex]].

[27] G. Torrieri and J. Rafelski, J. Phys. G 28, 1911-
1920 (2002) doi:10.1088/0954-3899/28/7/346 [arXiv:hep-
ph/0112195 [hep-ph]].

[28] H. Bebie, P. Gerber, J. L. Goity and H. Leutwyler,
Nucl. Phys. B 378, 95-128 (1992) doi:10.1016/0550-
3213(92)90005-V

[29] X. Xu and R. Rapp, Eur. Phys. J. A 55, no.5, 68 (2019)
doi:10.1140/epja/i2019-12757-7 [arXiv:1809.04024 [nucl-
th]].

[30] V. Vovchenko, K. Gallmeister, J. Schaffner-Bielich
and C. Greiner, Phys. Lett. B 800, 135131 (2020)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135131 [arXiv:1903.10024
[hep-ph]].

[31] B. Tomasik, P. Hillmann and M. Bleicher,
Phys. Rev. C 104, no.4, 044907 (2021)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.104.044907 [arXiv:2107.03830
[nucl-th]].

[32] P. Koch, B. Muller and J. Rafelski, Phys. Rept. 142,
167-262 (1986) doi:10.1016/0370-1573(86)90096-7

[33] H. W. Barz, B. L. Friman, J. Knoll and H. Schulz, Nucl.
Phys. A 484, 661-684 (1988) [erratum: Nucl. Phys. A
492, 663-663 (1989)] doi:10.1016/0375-9474(88)90315-6

[34] J. Noronha-Hostler, C. Greiner and I. A. Shovkovy,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 252301 (2008)



6

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.252301 [arXiv:0711.0930
[nucl-th]].

[35] J. Noronha-Hostler, M. Beitel, C. Greiner and
I. Shovkovy, Phys. Rev. C 81, 054909 (2010)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.81.054909 [arXiv:0909.2908
[nucl-th]].

[36] E. W. Kolb, Front. Phys. 69, 1-547 (1990) Taylor and
Francis, 2019, ISBN 978-0-429-49286-0, 978-0-201-62674-
2 doi:10.1201/9780429492860

[37] P. A. Zyla et al. [Particle Data Group], PTEP 2020,
no.8, 083C01 (2020) doi:10.1093/ptep/ptaa104

[38] J. Cleymans, H. Oeschler, K. Redlich and S. Wheaton,
J. Phys. G 32, S165-S170 (2006) doi:10.1088/0954-
3899/32/12/S21 [arXiv:hep-ph/0607164 [hep-ph]].

[39] A. Andronic, P. Braun-Munzinger and J. Stachel, Acta
Phys. Polon. B 40, 1005-1012 (2009) [arXiv:0901.2909

[nucl-th]].
[40] Y. Pan and S. Pratt, Phys. Rev. C 89, no.4, 044911

(2014) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.89.044911
[41] T. Reichert, G. Inghirami and M. Bleicher, Eur. Phys.

J. A 56, no.10, 267 (2020) doi:10.1140/epja/s10050-020-
00273-y [arXiv:2007.06440 [nucl-th]].

[42] Q. Li, M. Bleicher and H. Stocker, J. Phys. G
34, 2037-2044 (2007) doi:10.1088/0954-3899/34/9/012
[arXiv:0706.2091 [nucl-th]].

[43] G. Graef, M. Bleicher and Q. Li, Phys. Rev. C
85, 044901 (2012) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.85.044901
[arXiv:1203.4071 [nucl-th]].

[44] M. Lisa, Acta Phys. Polon. B 47, 1847 (2016)
doi:10.5506/APhysPolB.47.1847 [arXiv:1607.06188 [nucl-
th]].


	Determining the Duration of the Hadronic Stage at RHIC-BES Energies via Resonance Suppression Using a Full Set of Rate Equations
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Framework
	Freeze-out
	Time evolution
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References


