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The PHENIX experiment at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider measured the second Fourier
component v2 of the direct-photon azimuthal anisotropy at midrapidity in Au+Au collisions at√
sNN = 200 GeV. The results are presented in 10% wide bins of collision centrality and cover the

transverse-momentum range of 1 < pT < 20 GeV/c, and are in quantitative agreement with findings
published earlier, but provide better granularity and higher pT reach. Above a pT of 8–10 GeV/c,
where hard scattering dominates the direct-photon production, v2 is consistent with zero. Below
that in each centrality bin v2 as a function of pT is comparable to the π0 anisotropy albeit with a
tendency of being somewhat smaller. The results are compared to recent theory calculations that
include, in addition to thermal radiation from the quark-gluon plasma and hadron gas, sources of
photons from pre-equilibrium, strong magnetic fields, or radiative hadronization. While the newer
theoretical calculations describe the data better than previous models, none of them alone can fully
explain the results, particularly in the region of pT = 4–8 GeV/c.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quark-gluon plasma (QGP) is a deconfined state
of quarks and gluons that arises from the principles of
asymptotic freedom in quantum chromodynamics, the
theory of strong interactions. Since the establishment of
the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) in the early
2000s, the formation of QGP has been well-documented
in relativistic heavy-ion collisions [1–4]. Photons serve as
a unique probe for studying the space-time evolution of
these collisions [5] as their mean free path is larger than
the system size and, hence, carry unaltered information
about the dynamics of the system as it explosively ex-
pands and cools. The photons of interest, those that do
not originate from hadron decays, are referred to as direct
photons. Sources of direct photons, ordered by emission
time, include (a) prompt photons produced in early hard-
scattering processes [6–8], (b) a number of possible mech-
anisms emitting photons before QGP is formed, such as
pre-equilibrium phase [9], the hot-glue scenario [10], the
Glasma state [11], the strong magnetic field created in
off-central collisions [12] etc, and (c) radiation from the
fireball of the QGP phase through hadronization until
kinetic freezeout of hadrons [8, 9, 13–18]; and final-state
effects, such as jet-medium interactions [19, 20].

Measurements of direct photons at RHIC [21–29] and
the Large Hadron Collider [30, 31] constrain initial condi-
tions, sources of photon production, emission rates, and
the space-time evolution of relativistic heavy-ion colli-
sions. In general, theoretical models are qualitatively
consistent with the observed large yields, azimuthal
anisotropy, and centrality dependence. However, they
do not describe the details of the data quantitatively (for
a review see [32]).

This study focuses on the azimuthal anisotropy of
direct-photon emission, which is highly sensitive to the

∗ Deceased
† PHENIX Spokesperson: akiba@rcf.rhic.bnl.gov

initial state of the fireball. Even slight modifications
can lead to significant variations in the final-state re-
sults [33]. Anisotropies arise in off-center heavy-ion col-
lisions, which create an elliptical interaction region, gen-
erating pressure gradients along the surface. These pres-
sure gradients drive an anisotropic expansion of the fire-
ball [34]. Photons emitted from the fireball will experi-
ence an anisotropic blue shift [8, 13–15, 35–37], depend-
ing on the time of emission. Prompt and early photons
will be largely unaffected, while photons from the ex-
panding hadron gas (HG) will experience the largest blue
shifts and thus the largest anisotropies. Other sources
of anisotropies may exist. For example, the strong, po-
larized electromagnetic fields created during heavy-ion
collisions might alter emission rates early in the colli-
sions [38–41]. These changes will depend on the direction
relative to the polarization of the fields, thereby creating
an anisotropy with respect to the reaction plane. Also
photon emission influenced by final-state effects, such as
jet quenching, will be altered differently depending on
the path length through the medium; again resulting in
an anisotropy [19, 20].
The quantity measured, in this context, is the Fourier

transform of the azimuthal distribution of photons [42,
43], which can be written as

dN

dpT d(ϕ−Ψk)
∝ 1 +

∑
n

vn,k cos(n(ϕ−Ψk)), (1)

where ϕ is the azimuthal angle in the global coordinate
system, and Ψk is the orientation of the k-th order event
plane in the given event, estimated from the distribution
of particles in a forward event-plane detector. The co-
efficients vn,k are the n-th harmonic with respect to the
k-th reaction plane. Except for the k = 2 event plane,
which is to first order the reaction plane, all other planes
result from density fluctuations in the incoming beams.
Statistics limits this study to the k = 2 event plane with
the leading coefficient v2,2 ≡ v2{Ψ2}, which we will refer
to as v2, and a minor contribution from v4,2 ≡ v4{Ψ2},

mailto:akiba@rcf.rhic.bnl.gov
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which we will refer to as v4.
In this paper, the PHENIX collaboration reports the

measurement of v2 for direct photons in Au+Au collisions
at RHIC at

√
s
NN

= 200 GeV using the high-statistics
data collected in 2014. Section II describes the exper-
imental setup, followed by data analysis in Section III.
Sources of systematic uncertainties are presented in Sec-
tion IV, and results are discussed in Sections V and VI.
Finally, a summary is given in Section VII

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND PHOTON
MEASUREMENTS

In 2014, PHENIX recorded 1.9×1010 Au+Au collisions
or events at

√
s
NN

= 200 GeV with the detector setup

shown in Fig. 1. Of these 1.25 × 1010 events passed all
quality and selection cuts in the present analysis. Col-
lisions were identified by a minimum-bias trigger that
requires coincident signals in two beam-beam counters
(BBC) [44] that are located on either side of the inter-
action point along the beam axis at z = ±1.44 m. Each
BBC is segmented into 64 Čerenkov counters that mea-
sure the number of produced charged particles and their
arrival time in 3.1 < |η| < 3.9. The timing informa-
tion provides the trigger and the z−position of the colli-
sion vertex along the beam direction with a resolution of
less than a centimeter. Only events that occurred within
±10 cm of the nominal interaction point are analyzed.
The particle multiplicity information is used to divide
events into 10% centrality classes.

The direct photon measurement is performed using
the electromagnetic calorimeters (EMCal) [45] in the
central-arm spectrometers. Each arm has 4 sectors
covering a total of 2 × 90◦ in azimuth and |η| <
0.35. Two types of calorimeters are used: 6 sectors
are lead-scintillator (PbSc) sampling EMCal and 2 are
lead-glass (PbGl) EMCal, which provide energy resolu-

tions of σE/E = 8.1%/
√

E [GeV]⊕5.0%, and σE/E =

8.7%/
√
E [GeV]⊕5.8%, respectively. Photon identifica-

tion is accomplished through cuts on shower shape, com-
paring the reconstructed showers to template electromag-
netic showers. A match of χ2 < 3 is required. The
selected photon sample covers a range of 0.5 < pT <
20 GeV/c.
The event plane, Ψ2, is measured with the two forward-

vertex (FVTX) detectors [46] of the PHENIX silicon-
vertex tracker. The FVTX extends the vertex track-
ing to the range of 1.2 < |η| < 2.2 (for tracks) and
1.0 < |η| < 3.0 (for clusters) and 2π in azimuth. Each
side has 4 stations in the beam direction with 48 individ-
ual silicon sensors. Each sensor contains two columns of
ministrips with 75 µm pitch in the radial direction and
lengths in the azimuthal direction varying from 3.4 mm
at the inner radius to 11.5 mm at the outer radius. The
FVTX has approximately 0.54 million strips on each side.
Ψ2 can be measured with a resolution of up to 75% for
semicentral events.

FIG. 1. Beam view and side view of the PHENIX detector
setup for the year 2014.

III. DATA ANALYSIS

The azimuthal anisotropy of direct photons vdir2 with
respect to the event plane Ψ2 is calculated from the mea-
sured anisotropy of all photon candidates vinc2 and that
of modeled photons from hadron decays vdec2 . Using the
fraction Rγ of the inclusive photon yield divided by the
yield of decay photons, the direct-photon anisotropy can
be calculated as

vdir2 =
Rγv

inc
2 − vdec2

Rγ − 1
. (2)

where all quantities are functions of photon pT . Each
term in Eq. 2 and Ψ2 are determined separately.

A. The event plane Ψ2

The reaction plane of a collision is the plane defined
by the intersection of the beam direction with the impact
parameter of the two colliding nuclei. However, this is
experimentally inaccessible. It is instead estimated using
the event plane Ψ2 [43, 47] measured from the distribu-
tion of particles detected in the FVTX.
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The orientation of the event plane Ψ2 in global coor-
dinates is calculated using the azimuthal distribution of
the charged particle tracks reconstructed in the FVTX
for a given event. The components of the event-plane
vector Q are defined as Qx and Qy:

Qx =
∑
i

cos(2ϕi), Qy =
∑
i

sin(2ϕi), (3)

where (ϕi) is the azimuthal angle of the (i-th) particle.
The event-plane Ψ2 is then calculated as:

Ψ2 =
1

2
arctan

(
Qy

Qx

)
. (4)

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Centrality [%]

0
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0.2

0.3

0.4
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1) 2
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R
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(

 = 200 GeV
NN

sAu+Au, 

| > 1.0ηFVTX, |

FIG. 2. The event-plane resolution for different centralities
using the three subevent method.

The event-plane resolution Res(Ψ2) is calculated using
the combinations of three subevents. In this approach,
the event-plane angles from three independent detector
regions are compared. The resolution factor is given by

Res(Ψ2) =

√
⟨cos(2[ΨA

2 −ΨB
2 ])⟩⟨cos(2[ΨA

2 −ΨC
2 ])⟩

⟨cos(2[ΨB
2 −ΨC

2 ])⟩
,

(5)
where ΨA

2 ,Ψ
B
2 , and ΨC

2 are the event planes determined
from (A) tracks in the FVTX, (B) hits in the BBC de-
tector, and (C) tracks reconstructed in the central-arm
detectors. The event-plane resolution is shown in Fig. 2
as a function of centrality. The event-plane resolution
depends on the number of charged particles produced in
a collision and the size of the anisotropy of the charged-
particle production for a given centrality class. This leads

to a broad maximum near semicentral collisions, where
Res(Ψ2) reaches ≈75%. Towards more central collisions
it reduces to ≈50%; and as collisions become more pe-
ripheral the resolution drops to ≈40%.

B. Inclusive photon anisotropy vinc2

Showers in the EMCal are identified as photon can-
didates by comparing the shower shape to templates of
electromagnetic showers using a χ2 < 3 match. For a
given centrality and pT -range, the anisotropy of all pho-
ton candidates is measured directly by fitting the distri-
bution of azimuthal angles, ϕ, of the photons relative to
the event plane Ψ2. The functional form of the fit is given
as

dN

d∆ϕ
=

〈
dN

dϕ

〉
(1 + 2v2 cos(2∆ϕ) + 2v4 cos(4∆ϕ)) , (6)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4
φ Δ

42

44

46

48

50

52

54
310×

C
ou

nt
s

T
 versus pφΔFVTXA0n EP: dN/d

10 - 20
 < 4.50GeV

T
3.50 < p

T
 versus pφΔFVTXA0n EP: dN/d

Au + Au, sNN = 200 GeV

3.5 < pT < 4.5 GeV/c
10 − 20 %

Δϕ

Co
un

t[a
rb

.un
its]

FIG. 3. Sample plot of dN/d∆ϕ vs ∆ϕ. The red line is the
cosine fit used to determine v2.

where ∆ϕ = ϕ−Ψ2. An example is shown in Fig. 3. The
extracted parameter v2 underestimates the actual vinc2

because of the finite event-plane resolution. To obtain
vinc2 , v2 needs to be corrected with

vinc2 =
v2

Res(Ψ2)
. (7)

C. Decay photon anisotropy vdec2

The modeling of vdec2 is based on a fast simulation of
π0, η, ω, and η′ using the PHENIX decay generator,
which simulates mesons according to given input pT spec-
tra; decays them based on the known decay kinematics
and branching ratios; and aggregates the decay photons
in the PHENIX-detector acceptance.
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The mesons are generated with 0.1 < pT < 25 GeV/c,
|y| < 0.5 and 2π in azimuth. The pT distribution for π0 is
based on experimental data [48–50] fitted by a modified
Hagedorn function:

1

2πpT

dN

dpT
= A

(
e−amT−bm2

T +
mT

p0

)−n

, (8)

mT =
√
p2T +m2 −m2

π0 , (9)

where the parameters A, a, b, p0, n for π0 are given in
Table I.

TABLE I. Parameters for π0 for the modified Hagedorn func-
tion Eq. 8 to PHENIX data [48–50] from Au+Au collisions at√
sNN = 200GeV.

centrality A a b p0 n

(GeV/c)−2 (GeV/c)−1 (GeV/c)−2 GeV/c

min.bias 504.5 0.5169 0.1626 0.7366 8.274

0%–10% 1331.0 0.5654 0.1945 0.7429 8.361

10%–20% 1001.0 0.5260 0.1628 0.7511 8.348

20%–30% 750.7 0.4900 0.1506 0.7478 8.229

30%–40% 535.3 0.4534 0.1325 0.7525 8.333

40%–50% 364.5 0.4333 0.1221 0.7385 8.261

50%–60% 231.2 0.4220 0.1027 0.7258 8.220

60%–70% 118.1 0.4416 0.0559 0.7230 8.163

70%–80% 69.2 0.2850 0.0347 0.7787 8.532

80%–93% 51.1 0.2470 0.0619 0.7101 8.453

For η, the pT spectra are derived by scaling the π0

spectra with the η/π0 ratio, as detailed in [51]

E
d3Nη

dp3
= E

d3Nπ0

dp3
× η/π0 ×Rflow, (10)

where Rflow accounts for radial-flow effects, calculated as
the ratio of K±/π± in Au+Au collisions to that in p+p
collisions. This method incorporates world data for η/π0

and avoids the over-estimation from mT−scaling. The
momentum distributions for ω and η′ are obtained from
mT -scaling using Eq. 9. The normalization of ω and η′

are fixed at pT = 5 GeV/c to 0.9±0.06 and 0.25±0.075,
respectively [24].

The pT distributions are modulated with v2. For π
0 the

v2 is based on experimental data from Au+Au collisions
at

√
s
NN

= 200GeV for charged pions [52] and neutral
pions [53]. An empirical functional form, given by

v2
nq

= N1 tan
−1(αx) +N2(x

2 + βx)e−λx, (11)

x =
1

nq

(√
p2T +m2 −m

)
= KET , (12)

is fitted to the data, where the fit parameters are N1,
α, N2, β, and λ; nq is the number of valence quarks in
the particle (nq = 2 for mesons); KET is the transverse
kinetic energy; and m is the particle mass. The shape
was chosen so that v2 is zero at pT = 0 and a constant
asymptotic value at high pT , while allowing for a max-
imum at medium pT . An example is shown in Fig. 4.
Here and in all following figures statistical uncertainties
are shown as error bars, while systematic uncertainties
are shown as shaded bars or bands.

0 5 10 15 20
 [GeV]

T
p

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

2v

| < 0.5, 30-40%η|
 = 200GeVNNsAu+Au, 

PHENIX (a)

: PRL 105 1423010π

: PRC 93 051902±π

0 5 10 15 20

 [GeV/c]
T

p

0.8

1

1.2

R
at

io (b)

FIG. 4. Combined fit for neutral and charged pion v2 data
sets as a function of pT ; statistical errors are shown as bars,
systematic uncertainties as shaded area. The upper and lower
bounds of the fit, shown as band, are determined by an MC
sampling method.

The v2 of heavier mesons is assumed to follow the same
functional form as pions, scaled with KET according to
mass differences [52]:

v2(KEπ0

T ) = v2(KEη,ω,η′

T ). (13)

In the next step, all mesons are decayed to final states
containing photons, weighted by their branching ratios.
The photons are aggregated in bins of pT and for each
bin the dN/dϕ distribution is fitted to determine vdec2 .
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D. Determination of Rγ

Finally, the ratio Rγ , which is the inclusive photon
yield divided by the photon yield from hadron decays,
is needed to appropriately weight the inclusive-photon
contribution in Eq. 2. The ratio Rγ is determined from
a combined fit to data previously published by PHENIX
for Au+Au collisions at

√
s
NN

= 200GeV [23, 29]. The
data for 10% centrality bins are fitted with an empirical
functional form:

Rγ(pT ) = M0 +
M1

1 + em0(pT−m1)
, (14)

where M0, M1, m0, and m1 are the fit parameters. A
representative plot of Rγ versus pT , along with the fitted
curve and systematic uncertainties, is shown in Fig. 5.
The functional form has no direct physical meaning, but
was chosen to give a good representation of the data with
the following features. The value of Rγ is approximately
1.15 at pT ≈1 GeV/c, for all centrality ranges studied
here. Rγ then increases monotonically over the entire
pT range and saturates at very high pT . The value at
pT ≈18 GeV/c increases with centrality, consistent with
the larger suppression of π0 in more central collisions and
the absence of a nuclear modification for prompt photons.

TABLE II. Absolute systematic uncertainties on vdir2 . Values
shown are selected pT and centralities. Positive and nega-
tive uncertainties are averaged here, but shown separately in
Figs. 7–9. In addition to the total uncertainty on vdir2 , also
given are the individual contributions due to uncertainties on
Rγ , v

inc
2 , and vdec2 , which are calculated using the same sam-

pling method but setting the other uncertainties to zero.

Uncertainty centrality pT [GeV/c ]

on vdir2 due to 2.5 5 10 15

total 0%–10% 0.023 0.018 0.015 0.025

30%–40% 0.05 0.03 0.035 0.06

50%–60% 0.08 0.08 0.06 0.09

Rγ 0%–10% 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.005

30%–40% 0.01 0.01 0.015 0.015

50%–60% 0.025 0.025 0.025 0.025

vinc2 0%–10% 0.016 0.016 0.014 0.023

30%–40% 0.04 0.024 0.03 0.06

50%–60% 0.035 0.037 0.04 0.08

vdec2 0%–10% 0.018 0.01 0.005 0.005

30%–40% 0.037 0.019 0.011 0.009

50%–60% 0.09 0.07 0.05 0.03

0 5 10 15 20
 [GeV]

T
p

0

1

2

3

4

γ
R

| < 0.5, 30-40%η|
 = 200GeVNNsAu+Au, 

PHENIX (a)

PRL 109 152302

PRC 109 044912
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FIG. 5. Sample plot of Rγ vs. pT ; statistical errors of the data
are shown as bars, systematic uncertainties as shaded area.
The fit, obtained using the Monte Carlo sampling procedure,
is given with systematic uncertainties shown as band.

IV. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

The systematic uncertainties on vdir2 are calculated
from the individual uncertainties on vinc2 , vdec2 , and Rγ .
Typical values are presented in Table II. There are mul-
tiple sources of uncertainty on each of these quantities.
The vinc2 for the inclusive-photon yield is determined

from the yield of photon candidates, which is not cor-
rected for detector effects. This is based on the premise
that the photon reconstruction efficiency does not depend
on ∆ϕ, the angle of the photon with respect to the event
plane Ψ2, and is independent of the source of the pho-
tons. The latter is only true if the showers of two decay
photons do not overlap.
The uniformity and independence of the reconstruction

efficiency with respect to the reaction plane is estimated
by comparing results obtained using only the EMCal in
the east and west arms respectively. The difference in
vinc2 is 2%–7%, depending on pT and centrality. There are
also uncertainties on vinc2 due to the accuracy with which
the event plane can be determined. This is estimated
by comparing different subevent combinations and found
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FIG. 6. Comparison of the measured anisotropy of inclusive
photon production vinc2 and the modeled anisotropy for pho-
tons from hadron decay vdec2 . Panels (a) through (f) repre-
sent 10% centrality selections from central to semiperipheral
collisions. Statistical uncertainties on vinc2 are shown as error
bars, while systematic uncertainties are shown as shaded bars.
For vdec2 a band covering the possible systematic variations is
given.

to be 1%–5%. The effect of shower merging is negligible
below a photon pT of 10 GeV/c, but the inclusive photon
yield from 10 to 20 GeV/c gradually decreases by up to
10%, as more and more of the showers from π0 → γγ
decay photons overlap.

Imperfections due to incomplete suppression of the
hadron contamination in the inclusive-photon sample are
estimated by varying the photon-identification cuts. The
analysis was repeated using different identification cuts
and the variation of the results was used as a measure to
estimate the uncertainty, determined to be ≈2%.

The uncertainties on vdec2 are dominated by the un-
certainties on the determination of v2 for π0. These are
determined through the fitting procedure, which uses a
Monte-Carlo sampling technique. In this approach, each
data point is given a Gaussian distribution according to
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FIG. 7. Anisotropy of direct-photon production vdir2 . Panels
(a) through (f) represent 10% centrality selections from cen-
tral to semiperipheral collisions. Statistical uncertainties on
vdir2 are shown as error bars, while systematic uncertainties
are shown as shaded bars.

its statistical uncertainty, and varied independently. All
data points of a given data set are also varied simulta-
neously within their correlated systematic uncertainties.
The resulting uncertainties, shown as bands in Fig. 6,
are largest at high pT and for the semiperipheral bin
where they reach 25%. The additional uncertainty on

vπ
0

2 arising from the event-plane determination is ≈3%.
The contributions to vdec2 from other mesons are small,
and the uncertainties introduced by the KET scaling are
estimated to be 2%. Other uncertainties are negligible.

Finally, the uncertainties on Rγ are estimated through
the fitting procedure, similar to the process used for the

vπ
0

2 uncertainties. An example is given as the band in
Fig. 5. Depending on pT and centrality the uncertainties
are estimated to vary from 5% to 30%. Most uncertain-
ties are correlated across different centrality ranges. The
uncertainty from the event-plane determination is a scale
uncertainty, while all other uncertainties are correlated in
pT .
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The vdir2 is calculated from vinc2 , vdec2 , and Rγ using
Eq. 2. Due to the nonlinear dependence on Rγ , uncer-
tainties are asymmetric unless vinc2 = vdec2 . To address
this, the sampling procedure developed in [25] was ap-
plied. Each component of the calculation of vdir2 is mod-
eled as a Gaussian distribution with its uncertainty as the
width. Using these distributions, many calculations of
vdir2 are performed, producing a probability distribution
for vdir2 . Asymmetric systematic uncertainties are deter-
mined from ∆+

vdir2

and ∆−
vdir2

, the difference between the

two vdir2 values where the probability reaches half of the
maximum value to the vdir2 value at the maximum prob-
ability. The uncertainties are quoted as 2∆±

vdir2

/2.35.

V. RESULTS

The values of the inclusive photon anisotropy vinc2 and
the expected anisotropy vdec2 of photons from hadron de-
cays are compared in Fig. 6, which shows six 10% cen-
trality classes from 0%–10% to 50%–60% of Au+Au colli-
sions at

√
s
NN

= 200GeV. The pT range extends from 1
to 20 GeV/c, which significantly increases the range pre-
viously accessible, pT < 5 GeV/c [25] and 10 GeV/c [22].
For all pT , vinc2 is smaller than vdec2 , however below
4 GeV/c the difference is small and within uncertain-
ties. Above pT > 4 GeV/c, vinc2 is visibly lower than the
vdec2 for most cases, signaling a substantial contribution
of direct photons from a source that does not exhibit an
anisotropy with respect to the event plane. This is con-
sistent with the expectation that prompt photon produc-
tion would dominate in this pT range and these photons
are not expected to have an anisotropy.

The values of vdir2 , calculated from vinc2 , vdec2 , and Rγ

using Eq. 2, are depicted in Fig. 7. For pT < 4 GeV/c,
vdir2 is large and very similar to v2 observed for pions [52].
The value increases up to ≈2–3 GeV/c, where it has a
broad maximum. While vdir2 decreases towards higher
pT , nonzero vdir2 values seem to extend to well beyond
4 GeV/c in pT . Only above 8–10 GeV/c, vdir2 becomes
consistent with zero.

The maximum value vdir2 reaches is ≈0.16 for the semi-
central event selection of 30%–40% centrality or Ncoll

≈200. The centrality dependence of the peak value is
shown in Fig. 8(a). Although the systematic uncertain-
ties are significant, because they are correlated, the data
establish a decrease of vdir2 towards higher and lower val-
ues of Ncoll. At high pT > 10 GeV/c, the direct-photon
anisotropy is consistent with zero over the entire range
from central to semiperipheral collisions with Ncoll ≈ 50,
as seen in Fig. 8(b).

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The data are consistent with previous publications [22,
52], as can be seen in Fig. 9, where the data are aggre-
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0.2

〉
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r
 v〈
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T

2 < p

0 200 400 600 800 1000
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0.05

0.1

0.15

〉
2di

r
 v〈

(b)PHENIX
 = 200 GeVNNsAu+Au 

 < 20 GeV/c
T

10 < p

FIG. 8. Average azimuthal anisotropy for two different pT
ranges as a function of centrality, here represented by the
number of binary nucleon-nucleon collisions Ncoll. Panel (a)
shows the range from 2 to 3 GeV/c where the anisotropy
is maximal. Panel (b) shows the high pT range from 10 to
20 GeV/c, where the photon is dominated by prompt pro-
duction through hard scattering processes. For each point
statistical errors are represented by lines, while systematic
uncertainties are shown as shaded band.

gated for 0%–20% and 20%–40% centrality and compared
directly to previously published data. For these two cen-
trality bins also a number of theoretical calculations of
the direct-photon anisotropy exist, covering the pT range
up to 5 GeV/c.

The value of vdir2 reaches a maximum for all central-
izes ≈2–3 GeV/c. Model calculations of thermal pho-
tons emitted from the rapidly expanding QGP and HG
phases [8, 13–15, 35] also show a peak structure at sim-
ilar pT . A representative calculation of the QGP plus
HG contributions [9], is shown in Fig. 9 to illustrate this
point. However, the values of vdir2 and the direct-photon
yields associated with them are generally found to be too
low [52] to explain the data. This mismatch is part of the
“direct-photon puzzle” [32].

In the multimessenger approach [9], contributions from
the pre-equilibrium stage have been added to those of the
QGP and HG, seen in Fig. 9 as the dotted line. While
these contributions can increase the anisotropy and seem



10

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

 [GeV/c]
T

p

0

0.1

0.2
2di

r
v

(a)

 = 200 GeVNNsPHENIX Au+Au 

0-20% PRL109 (2012) 122302
PRC94 (2016) 064901
this paper

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

 [GeV/c]
T

p

0

0.1

0.2

2di
r

v

(b)

20-40% Radiative Hadr.
EM Fields
Multi Mess PreEqui.
Multi Mess. QGP+HG

FIG. 9. Azimuthal anisotropy for 0%–20% (a) and 20%–40%
(b). Again statistical errors are represented by lines, while
systematic uncertainties are shown as shaded band. Some
data points were moved slightly in pT for clarity. The data
is compared to previous measurements [22, 25] as well as to
different theoretical models including pre-equilibrium contri-
butions in the multimessenger model [9], modifications to such
a scenario by the magnetic field present in the reaction vol-
ume [41], or radiative contributions at hadronization [37].

to extend anisotropies further in pT , the modeled values
for vdir2 remain too low. One possible additional source
could be a radiative contribution from the hadroniza-
tion [37]. Adding this contribution to the emission from
QGP and HG may achieve a more quantitative descrip-
tion of vdir2 at low pT [37], given in Fig. 9 as dashed line.
However, the vdir2 that the radiative hadronization adds
is limited in its pT reach to well below 4 GeV/c, whereas
sizable vdir2 values are experimentally observed at higher
pT .
Another conjectured source is the modified emission

due to the electromagnetic fields created in the colli-
sion. Various aspects of possible modifications have been
studied [38–41]. In a recent paper [41] it has been ar-
gued that the anisotropy of direct-photon emission may
increase significantly, even when the fields are already
substantially reduced in strength. Within the system-
atic uncertainties, considering this effect on top of the
multimessenger approach with pre-equilibrium contribu-

tions leads to a promising agreement over the previously
measured pT range up to 4 GeV/c, as seen in the fig-
ure. In addition, this source may generate substantial
vdir2 even at higher pT . It should be noted, however, that
PHENIX also measured substantial third order Fourier
component v3 for direct photons [25], which is not dis-
cussed in [41], while earlier calculations of magnetic pho-
ton emission predicted vanishing v3 [54]. The calculation
of magnetic field effects [41] includes all sources from the
multimessenger approach [9], but does not consider ra-
diative hadronization, while the radiative hadronization
calculation [37] ignores pre-equilibrium and magnetic ef-
fects. It would be interesting to see the results of a cal-
culation with all those conjectured sources included.

VII. SUMMARY

To summarize, PHENIX presented the measurement
of the azimuthal anisotropy of direct photons in Au+Au
collisions at RHIC at

√
s
NN

= 200 GeV, extending the

range to pT of 20 GeV/c. The dependence of the vdir2 data
on pT and centrality may help set additional constraints
and distinguish between proposed sources. For example,
the contribution from radiative hadronization would be
driven by the anisotropy and temperature of the source
at hadronization. In contrast, emission modified by the
electromagnetic fields would be sensitive to earlier times,
higher temperatures, and the centrality dependence of
the strength of the created fields.
Finally, at high pT > 10 GeV/c, the direct-photon

anisotropy is broadly consistent with zero for all central-
izes. Unlike π0 or jets, prompt photons are not quenched,
and thus should be unaffected by the collision geometry.
The absence of an anisotropy supports the interpretation
that direct photons in this pT region are predominantly
prompt photons from initial hard scatterings.
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