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D i�erential elliptic 
ow and particle spectra are calcu-

lated usingtheM PC elasticparton cascadem odelforAu+ Au

at E cm � 130 A G eV out to p? � 5 G eV/c. The evo-

lution is com puted from the parton transport theory, fol-

lowed by hadronization either via independent fragm enta-

tion orby im posing parton-hadron duality.W ith typicalfew

m b elastic cross sections, very large initialgluon densities,

dN g=d� � 15000,are required to reproduce the prelim inary

data ofSTAR and PHENIX atRHIC.Alternatively,thedata

can be reproduced assum ing m ore m oderate dN g=d� � 1000,

but with m uch larger elastic cross sections. In addition,we

show that the com puted spectra and elliptic 
ow are very

sensitive to the num ericalparticle subdivision necessary to

retain Lorentz covariance. Com putationally dem anding par-

ton subdivisionsof� 100� 1000 arerequired toobtain reliable

solutionsto theultra-relativistictransportequation forinitial

conditionsexpected atRHIC.

PACS 12.38.M h;24.85.+ p;25.75.-q

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Di�erentialelliptic
ow,v2(p? )= hcos(2�)ip? ,thesec-

ond Fourierm om entofthe azim uthalm om entum distri-

bution for�xed p? ,isone ofthe im portantexperim en-

talprobesofcollective dynam icsin A + A reactions[1]-

[13]. The discovery [14]ofa factoroftwo enhancem ent

ofelliptic 
ow in noncentralnuclearcollisions at RHIC

relative to SPS [15]hasgenerated even m ore interestin

this \barom etric" m easure ofcollective transverse 
ow.

In addition,prelim inary STAR data reported in [16]sug-

gestarem arkablesaturation property ofthis
ow athigh

p? with v2(p? > 2 G eV) � 0:15. This corresponds to

a factor oftwo azim uthalangle asym m etry ofhigh-p?
particle production relative to the reaction plane. This

collective e�ect depends strongly on the dynam ics in a

heavy ion collision and therefore should provide im por-

tant constraints about the density and e�ective energy

lossofpartons.

Predictionsofcollectiveelliptic
ow in non-centralnu-

clearcollisionswere �rstbased on ideal(nondisspative)

hydrodynam ics[1,2,6].Unlikeatlowerenergies,idealhy-

drodynam icsseem sto reproduce the (low pT < 2 G eV)

data [14]atRHIC rem arkably well. However,itfailsto

saturate at high p? > 2 G eV as indicated by the pre-

lim inary data [16].Thehydrodynam icresultswasfound

in [6]to be surprisingly insensitive to the choice ofini-

tialconditions,equation ofstate and freezeoutcriteria,

once the observed dN ch=d� was reproduced,leaving no

adjustable hydrodynam ic m odelparam eterswith which

the saturation property could be reproduced.

The lack of saturation in idealhydrodynam ics is of

coursedue to the assum ption thatlocalequilibrium can

be m aintained untila sudden freeze-outhypersurface is

reached. This idealization is certainly too strong out-

sidesom e�nitedom ain ofphasespacein heavy ion colli-

sions[17].The�nite transition ratescan be expected to

produce non-equilibrium deviations from the predicted

hydrodynam ic
ow pattern.CovariantBoltzm ann trans-

porttheory providesa convenientfram ework to estim ate

dissipative e�ects. The assum ption oflocalequilibrium

isreplaced by the assum ption ofa �nite localm ean free

path �(s;x) � 1=�(s)n(x). The theory then naturally

interpolates between free stream ing (� = 1 ) and ideal

hydrodynam ics(� = 0).

The previous calculations ofcollective 
ow from co-

variant transport theory [18{20]lead to too sm allcol-

lective e�ects. This was probably due the use ofper-

turbative Q CD cross sections and assum ed m ore dilute

parton initialdensitiesbased on HIJING [21].Recently,

denserparton initialconditionsweresuggested based on

gluon saturation m odels [22]. Initialgluon densities up

to �ve tim es higher than from HIJING were predicted.

Thequestion studied in thispaperiswhethersuch initial

conditionsm aybedenseenough togeneratetheobserved

collective
ow even with pQ CD elasticcrosssections.In

thisstudy,we explore the dependence ofelliptic 
ow on

initialconditions,orequivalently1,on the m agnitude of

partoniccrosssection.

W e note that hadronic cascade m odels supplem ented

with string dynam ics[4,10,11]also underpredictelliptic


ow because the spatialasym m etry is too sm allafter

hadronization togeneratetheobserved m om entum space

asym m etry. The reason is that hadronization through

stringsreducesthestrength ofpartoniclevelelliptic
ow.

Thesaturation and eventualdecreaseofv2 athigh p?
hassofaronly been predicted asaconsequenceofinelas-

ticparton energy loss[12,13].Thesecalculationsassum e

however the validity ofan Eikonalapproach at m oder-

ate pT � 10 G eV.In addition,the pQ CD com putable

1 The equivalence is due to the scaling property explained

in Section IIB.
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jetquenched parthasto be grafted phenom enologically

onto an e�ective \soft" non-perturbativecom ponentbe-

low pT < 2 G eV/c. Covariant transport theory is the

only self-consistenttoolto addresssim ultaneously both

the soft collective com ponent and the far from equilib-

rium high-p? com ponent. W hile the available parton

cascadem odelslack a technicalm eansto im plem entco-

variantinelasticenergy loss,itisofconsiderableinterest

tosolveelasticparton cascadetransporttheory togetin-

sightintothepossibledynam icalinterplay between these

two com ponents. For large enough elastic opacities the

collective
ow strength can certainly bereproduced [20].

Theoutstanding question wefocuson iswhetherthede-

viation ofhydrodynam ic 
ow and itssaturation athigh

p? can also beunderstood in thisdynam icalfram ework.

Forerunnersofthisstudy [18,20]com puted elliptic
ow

forpartonic system sstarting from initialconditionsex-

pected at RHIC.In this paper we extend those studies

in three aspects. W e com pute the p? -di�erentialellip-

tic 
ow v2(p? ). The consequences ofhadronization are

investigated,which isnecessary to com pareto theobser-

vations.Finally,weuserealisticdi�usenucleargeom etry

forthe initialconditions.

W e com pute the partonic evolution with M PC [23],a

newly form ulated,covariant,parton kinetic theory tech-

nique.M PC isan extension ofthecovariantparton cas-

cadealgorithm ,ZPC [24].BothM PC andZPC havebeen

extensivelytested [25,26]and com paredtoanalytictrans-

portsolutionsand covariantEulerand Navier-Stokesdy-

nam ics in 1+ 1D geom etry. A criticalfeature of both

thesealgorithm sistheim plem entation oftheparton sub-

division technique proposed by Pang [26,27].

ExtensionsofM PC to includeinelastic2 $ 3 partonic

processes[19]are underdevelopm ent. In thispaper,we

apply M PC in the pureelasticparton interactionsm ode

asin ZPC [28].

II.C O VA R IA N T PA R T O N T R A N SP O R T

T H EO R Y

A .Transport equation

W econsiderhere,asin Refs.[27,24,23,17],thesim plest

form ofLorentz-covariantBoltzm ann transporttheory in

which the on-shellphase space density f(x;p),evolves

with an elastic 2! 2 rateas

p
�

1
@�f1 =

Z

2

Z

3

Z

4

(f3f4 � f1f2)W 12! 34�
4(p1 + p2 � p3 � p4)

+ S(x;p1): (1)

Here W is the square ofthe scattering m atrix elem ent,

the integrals are shorthands for
R

i

�
R

g d
3
pi

(2�)3E i

, where

g is the num ber of internaldegrees of freedom , while

fj � f(x;pj).Theinitialconditionsarespeci�ed by the

sourcefunction S(x;p),which wediscusslaterin Section

III.

For our applications below, we interpret f(x;p) as

describing an ultrarelativistic m assless gluon gas with

g = 16 (8 colors,2 helicities). W e neglectquark degrees

offreedom becauseatRHIC gluonsarem oreabundant.

In principle,the transport equation (1) could be ex-

tended forbosonswith thesubstitution f1f2 ! f1f2(1+

f3)(1+ f4)and a sim ilaroneforf3f4.In practice,no co-

variantalgorithm yetexiststohandlesuch nonlinearities.

W ethereforelim itourstudy to quadraticdependenceof

the collision integralon f.

The elastic gluon scattering m atrix elem entsin dense

parton system sarem odeled by a Debye-screened form

d�

dt
= �0

�

1+
�2

s

�
�2

(t+ �2)
2
; (2)

where � is the screening m ass, �0 = 9��2s=2�
2 is the

totalcrosssection,which we chose to be independentof

energy.Forsm allvaluesof�,forward-peaked scattering

isfavored,while as� increasesthe angulardistribution

becom esm oreand m oreisotropic.Fora �xed totalcross

section2,the relevanttransportcrosssection is

�t �

Z

d�elsin
2
�cm =

Z

dt
d�el

dt

4t

s

�

1�
t

s

�

= �04z(1+ z)[(2z+ 1)ln(1+ 1=z)� 2] ; (3)

wherez � �2=s and s isreplaced by hsi= 17T 2
0.Thisis

a m onotonic function of� and m axim alin the isotropic

(� ! 1 )case.In the sm allangledom inated lim it,with

z � 1,�t=�0 � 4z(ln1=z� 2).

Itisim portantto em phasize thatwhile the crosssec-

tion suggests a geom etrical picture of action over �-

nite distances, we use Eq. (2) only as a convenient

param etrization to describe the e�ective localtransition

probability,W .In thepresentstudy thisissim ply m od-

eled asdW =dt= sd�=dt.The particlesubdivision tech-

nique(seenextSubsection)needed to recovercovariance

rem oves allnotion ofnonlocality in this approach,just

likein hydrodynam ics.Thus,thecrosssections,e.g.,100

m b,used in thepresentstudy to sim ulateahigh collision

ratedo notim ply acausalaction ata distance.

B .Parton Subdivision

W e utilize the parton cascade m ethod to solve the

Boltzm ann transportequation (1). A criticaldrawback

ofallcascade algorithm sis thatthey inevitably lead to

2
To keep the totalcross section constant as a function �,

one ofcourse hasto adjustthe coupling �s accordingly.
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num ericalartifacts because they violate Lorentz covari-

ance. This occurs because particle interactions are as-

sum ed tooccurwheneverthedistanceofclosestapproach

(in the relative c.m .) isd <
p
�0=�,which corresponds

to action ata distance.

Acausal(superlum inal)propagation dueto action ata

distanceleadstoseverenum ericalartifacts.In particular,

the transverse energy evolution dE t=dy(�)and the �nal

asym ptotictransverseenergy perunitrapidity arefram e

dependent[17].

Torecoverthelocalcharacterofequation (1)and hence

Lorentzcovariance,itisessentialto use the parton sub-

division technique[27,24].Thistechniqueisbased on the

covarianceofEq.(1)underthe transform ation

f ! f
0
� ‘f; W ! W

0
� W =‘ (� ! �

0= �=‘): (4)

Them agnitude ofnum ericalartifactsisgoverned by the

diluteness ofthe system
p
�=�M F P ,which scales with

1=
p
‘ [26]. Lorentz violation therefore form ally vanishes

in the ‘! 1 lim it.In practice,very high � 100� 1000

subdivisions are needed [17]to obtain accurate num er-

icalsolutions ofthe transport equation (1) from initial

conditionsexpected atRHIC.

C .Scaling ofthe transport solutions

Subdivision covariance (4) actually im plies that the

transport equation has a broad dynam icalrange, and

thesolution forany given initialcondition and transport

property im m ediately provides the solution to a broad

band ofsuitably scaled initialconditions and transport

properties. This is because solutions for problem s with

‘ tim es larger the initialdensity dN =d�d2x? ,but with

one‘-th thereaction ratecan bem apped to theoriginal

(‘= 1)caseforany ‘.W em ustusesubdivision to elim i-

natenum ericalartifacts.However,oncethatisachieved,

we have actually found the solution to a whole class of

suitably rescaled problem s.

The dynam icalrange ofthe transportequation (1)is

furtherincreased by itscovarianceundercoordinateand

m om entum rescaling [17],leading to covariance ofthe

transporttheory under

f(x;p)! f
0(x;p)� ‘

� 3

p ‘f

�
x

‘x
;
p

‘p

�

;

W (fpig)! W
0(fpig)�

‘2p

‘x‘
W

��
pi

‘p

��

;

m ! m
0= m =‘p; (5)

where‘x and ‘p arethecoordinateand m om entum scal-

ing param eters,respectively. This m eans [17]that we

can scaleonesolution to othersprovided thatboth �=T0
and �0dN =d� rem ain the sam e (we cannot exploit co-

ordinate scaling because the nucleargeom etry is �xed).

Forexam ple,three tim esthe density with one-third the

crosssection leavesboth param etersthesam e,hencethe

resultscan be obtained via scaling withoutfurthercom -

putation.

In generalthe num erical(cascade)solution ofEq.(1)

tendsin the‘! 1 lim ittoward a covariantphysicalso-

lution thatdependson twoscales,�=T0 and �0dN =d�.In

an Eikonalpicture ofhigh-p? production,the distribu-

tionsareexpected to depend on theopacity orthem ean

num berofcollisionsin the m edium

hni=
L

�el
=

Z

dt
d�el

dt

Z

dz�

�

z;� =
z

c

�

�
dN

dy

�el

2�R2
G

log
R G

�0
; (6)

where �0 is the form ation proper tim e and R G is the

e�ectiveG aussian transversecoordinaterm sradius.

However,from thepointofview ofdissipativedynam -

ics via Navier-Stokes and Fokker-Planck equation, the

m orerelevantdynam icalparam eteristhee�ectivetrans-

portopacity

� �
�t

�el
hni= �th

Z

dz�

�

x0 + zn̂;� =
z

c

�

i : (7)

Theensem bleaverageoverinitialcoordinatesand direc-

tionsisim plied above.

In general,thetransportopacity isa dynam icalquan-

tity that we do not know untilwe solved the transport

equation for the set ofparam eters b,�0dN (0)=d�,and

�t=�0 (or equivalently,�=T0). However,as we can see

from Table I,for the range ofparam etersconsidered in

thisstudy itis(within 10% accuracy)proportionaltothe

productofthe two scales�0dN (0)=d� and �t=�0:

�(b;�0
dN (0)

d�
;
�t

�0
)� const� �t

dN (0)

d�
C (b): (8)

The nontrivial,im pact param eter dependent part C (b)

isthe num berofcollisionsperparton asa function ofb

with �0dN (0)=d� and �=T0 kept�xed.Itistabulated,for

exam ple,in section E)in TableI,in which casethecorre-

sponding proportionality constantis (�tdN (0)=d�)� 1 =

(0:91 m b � 210)� 1.

O fcourse,there is no a prioriguarantee that the so-

lutionsofEq.(1)depend only on thistransportopacity

param eter.However,aswewilldem onstratenum erically

below,this seem s to be the case to within � 10� 20%

accuracy forelliptic 
ow and the transverse m om entum

spectra out to 6 G eV/c for the param eters and initial

conditionsappropriateatRHIC energies.

III.N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S FO R T H E

PA R T O N IC EV O LU T IO N

In thisSection we presentelliptic 
ow resultsand p?
spectra forthe partonicevolution.
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Under the scaling (5) the di�erential elliptic 
ow

v2(p? )and the p? spectrum transform as

v2(p? )! v
0

2(p? )� v2

�
p?

‘p

�

dN

d2p?
(p? )!

dN

d2p?

0

(p? )= ‘
dN

d2p?

�
p?

‘p

�

: (9)

Hence elliptic 
ow depends on �t and dN =d� only

through the product �tdN =d�. O n the other hand,the

p? spectrum dependson �t and dN =d� separately.

ForAu+ Au collisions,the initialcondition wastaken

to be a longitudinally boost invariant Bjorken tube in

localtherm alequilibrium at tem perature T0 at proper

tim e �0 = 0:1 fm /c with uniform pseudo-rapidity � �

1=2log((t+ z)=(t� z)) distribution between j�j < 5.

The transverse density distribution was assum ed to be

proportionalto the binary collision distribution fortwo

W oods-Saxon distributions.Forcollisionsatim pactpa-

ram eterbthe transversebinary collision pro�leis

dN (b)

d�d2x?
= �jetTA

�

x? +
b

2

�

TA

�

x? �
b

2

�

; (10)

where TA (b) =
R
dz�A (

p
z2 + b2),in term s ofthe dif-

fuse nucleardensity �A (r). The pQ CD jetcrosssection

norm alization,�jet,and the tem perature T0 were deter-

m ined by�ttingthegluon m ini-jettransversem om entum

spectrum predicted by HIJING [21]for centralAu+ Au

collisionsat
p
s= 130A G eV (withoutshadowingand jet

quenching). This gives dN (0)=d� = 210 and T0 = 700

M eV.

Evolutionsfrom di�erentinitialdensities(butthesam e

density pro�le)can beobtained by varying thecrosssec-

tion only and usingthescalingpropertyexplained in Sec-

tion IIC.

Theevolution wasperform ed num erically with 40 and

100 m b isotropic crosssections,and with 3,40 and 100

m b gluoniccrosssectionswith �=T0 = 1.W eused parti-

cle subdivision ‘= 100 forim pactparam eters0,2,and

4 fm ,while ‘ = 220,450,1100,and 5000,for b = 6,8,

10,and 12 fm .

As em phasized in the previous Section,we willlabel

the results by the e�ective elastic transport opacity,�,

from Eq. (7) and b. Table I shows � for each sim u-

lation,determ ined directly from the average num ber of

cascade collisionsperparticle. In Table Iwe also intro-

duced lettercodesA)through F)asa quick referenceto

particularsubsetsofsim ulation param eters.W e willin-

cludethislettercodeon m ostlabelstogetherwith �,for

convenience.

A .Elliptic 
ow results

Figures1 and 2 show the �nalasym ptoticgluon ellip-

tic 
ow as a function oftransverse m om entum for dif-

ferent im pact param eters. W ith increasing p? ,elliptic


ow increases untilp? � 1:5 � 2 G eV,where it satu-

rates,reproducing the pattern observed atRHIC.W ith

increasing im pactparam eter,elliptic 
ow �rstm onoton-

ically increases,then m onotonically decreases,showing a

m axim um at b � 8 fm . These features were universal

forallthe crosssectionswe studied. Also,asexpected,

elliptic
ow isa m onotonically increasing function ofthe

transportopacity,ifthe im pactparam eteriskept�xed.

Figure 3 shows the im pact-param eter-averaged gluon

elliptic 
ow as a function oftransverse m om entum for

di�erent transport opacities. The im pact-param eter-

averaged 
ow wascom puted via the form ula

v2(p? )�
2�

�b2m ax

Z bm ax

0

dbb

R
d� cos(2�) dN

d�d2p?
(b)

R
d� dN

d�d2p?
(b)

;

(11)

with bm ax = 12 fm . This, in fact, gives a som ewhat

sm aller
ow 3 than them inim um -biaselliptic
ow de�ned

by STAR as

v
ST A R
2 (p? )�

Rbm ax

0
bdb

R
d� cos(2�) dN

d�d2p?
(b)

Rbm ax

0
bdb

R
d� dN

d�d2p?
(b)

; (12)

which weights
ow in m orecentraleventspreferentially.

Figure 4 shows that subdivision scaling (4), hence

Lorentz covariance [17],is strongly violated for insu�-

cient particle subdivision. For the initialconditions for

Fig.4 (b= 8 fm ,� = 4:87),a particlesubdivision � 200

is needed to reduce num ericalartifacts to a reasonable

level.Thisalsom eansthatforb= 0,2,and 4fm ,‘= 100

isnotsu�cientif� > 4� 5.Unfortunately,wecould not

a�ord a highersubdivision com putationally.

Varying the m agnitude ofenergy losswe searched for

the drop in v2(p? )athigh p? predicted by calculations

based on parton energyloss[12,13].Although thesestud-

ies consider radiative energy loss,one expects a sim ilar

behaviorin caseofpurely elasticenergy lossatthelarge

opacitiesconsidered here.

Figure5 showsthedependenceofv2(p? )on thetrans-

portopacity fora�xed im pactparam eter.W evaried the

opacity by changing the screening m ass�.Asexpected,

elliptic
ow decreaseswith decreasing �.However,there

isno sign ofa drop athigh p? :within statisticalerrors,

the resultsareconsistentwith a constant
ow from 2 to

6 G eV transversem om entum .

3
Thisisoppositeto thecaseofidealhydrodynam ics,where

the STAR de�nition results in sm aller 
ow. The m ain rea-

son isthedi�erencebetween thehydro and thecascade v2(b)

shape.
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B .Particle spectra

Figures 6 and 7 show the �nalgluon p? spectra as

a function oftransport opacity and im pact param eter.

W hileHIJING densitieswith thepQ CD elasticcrosssec-

tion aretoo dilute(� � 0:01� 0:1)to producem orethan

� 10% quenching,aswe increase the transportopacity,

quenching \turnson" and by � � 7� 8 itisan orderof

m agnitudeatp? > 6 G eV.

Figure10 showsthat,unlikeelliptic 
ow which isalso

driven by the spatialanisotropy,the relevantparam eter

thatgovernsquenching is� alone. W ith 20% accuracy,

sim ulationswith very di�erentim pactparam etersagree

on the m agnitude ofquenching,provided � isthe sam e.

W hile the quenching dependson � only,the absolute

yield is proportionalto the initialdN =d�. Hence from

theabsolutely norm alized m easured spectrum ata given

centrality onecould extractboth �t and dN (0)=d�.

The p? spectra are very sensitive to particle subdivi-

sion,asshown in Fig.9.Forinsu�cientsubdivision,the

high-p? spectrum is \reheated" during the expansion,

which isclearly a num ericalartifact.Asthe subdivision

isincreased,\reheating" disappearsand,forthe partic-

ular param eters (b = 8 fm , � = 4:87), the spectrum

convergesfor‘� 250.

C .Transport opacity dependence

In this section we provide num ericalevidence for the

rem arkableinvarianceoftheresultson theactualangular

dependenceofthedi�erentialcrosssection (2).O nly the

transportcrosssection m om ent,(3)seem sto m atterfor

the problem considered hereasseen from Fig.10.

The reason that this sim pli�cation occurs is that for

the � and gluon energy range considered in these plots.

the transportopacity isactually high enough,thatlittle

m em oryoftheinitialgluon m om entum direction rem ains

after m ultiple scattering. Thus isotropic scattering and

� = T forward scattering both lead to essentially a ran-

dom reorientation ofallthe gluonsinvolved.

Toseethisin detail,weshow in Fig.12thatasidefrom

a sm all10% delta function com ponentdueto thegluons

in the\corona"surfaceregionthatescapewithoutrescat-

tering,thebulk ofthem inijetsundergoenough rescatter-

ingsthattheir�naldirection israndom ized. In Fig. 11

we show thatthe rapidity shiftofgluonsin each trans-

verse m om entum intervalconsidered hasthe form close

to one expected iflocaltherm alequilibrium occurred:

dP

d�y
=

Z

dm
2

? idyidm
2

? fm ? icoshyi m ? f cosh(yi+ �y)

�
1

4T 3
i

1

4T 3
f

e
� (m ? i cosh yi)=Tie

� [m ? f cosh(yi+ � y)]=Tf

=
�ycosh�y� sinh�y

sinh
3
�y

: (13)

This�nalrandom ization ofm om enta ishowevernotsuf-

�cient to ensure the validity oflocalequilibrium neces-

sary fortheapplicability ofnon-dissipativeEulerhydro-

dynam ics.Thiscan be seen from the dependence ofthe

transversem om entum spectra and elliptic
ow on the�-

niteopacity param eteritself.In thehydrodynam iclim it

� = 1 and as we showed in detailin a previous study

[17],the solutionsofthe transportequationsdi�ervery

m uch from ideal(Euler) hydrodynam ics. W hile no co-

variant3+ 1D Navier-Stokessolutionsareyetknown,our

transportsolutionsdem onstratethee�ectsofdissipation

through theirdependence on 1=�,which is e�ectively a

m easureofthe im portanceofviscosity.

Theinvarianceofthe transportsolutionsto theangu-

lar distributions for a �xed � indicate howeverthat we

arenotextrem ely farfrom thelocaltherm although dis-

sipative lim it. In particularthese solutionsare farfrom

the Eikonal(K nudsen)type dynam icsasconsidered for

exam plein [13].

A criterion forthe validity ofthe Eikonalapproxim a-

tion isthattheanglebetween theinitialand �nalparton

m om enta satis�es �� � 1,say �� < 0:1. For an en-

ergetic parton that undergoes N elastic collisions,this

angle can be approxim ated in an analogousway to ran-

dom walk as

h��i�

q

hsin2 ��i�

q

N hsin2 �cm i=
p
� ; (14)

where we used Eqs.(3)and (7)in the laststep.Hence,

forelasticcollisions,Eikonalapproxim ation isvalid only

forvery sm all� < 0:01 transportopacities.Even in the

m ost optim istic N = 1 case,this condition is satis�ed

only forz � �2=s< 4� 10� 4.Forcollisionswith typical

therm alpartons(s� 6E T,� = T),thisrequiresparton

energies E > � 500T,i.e.,severalhundred G eV in our

case.

Sim ilarconsiderationshold forN > 1 aswellbecause

the totalcross section does not depend on the parton

energy and therefore the num berofcollisionsisapprox-

im ately independent ofenergy. In Fig. 12 we dem on-

stratethattheEikonallim itbecom esm oreapplicableas

the parton energy increases. The higher the initialp? ,

thelesschangeoccursin theparton direction during the

whole evolution. O fcourse,the trend is weak because

thetransversem om enta wecould considerwereordersof

m agnitudebelow the100� 1000 G eV regim e.

W hatwe see with these resultsisthatthe pattern of

\jet quenching",as observed at RHIC via the suppres-

sion ofm oderatetransversem om entum particlesand the

saturation of elliptic 
ow above som e criticalp? , can

be reproduced ifsu�ciently high transportopacitiesare

postulated.

IV .R ESU LT S FO R H A D R O N S

Theresultsin thepreviousSection pertain to thepar-

tonic world. To com pare with experim entalresults,we
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have to m odel hadronization. Here we com pute the

hadronic observables from two di�erent hadronization

schem es.

A .H adronization via localparton-hadron duality

A sim ple hadronization m odel can be constructed

based on local parton-hadron duality. Following Ref.

[22],we sim ply assum e that each gluon gets converted

to a pion with equalprobability for the three isospin

states.Sincem osthadronsarepions,weapproxim atethe

transverse m om entum distribution of negative charged

hadronswith thatofthe negativepionsas

fh� (p? )� f�� (p? )=
1

3
fg(p? ): (15)

W ith the above prescription, elliptic 
ow does not

change during hadronization,i.e., Figs. 1{5 show the

negative hadron 
ow aswell.Furtherm ore,the negative

hadron p? spectra can be obtained from Figs. 6{9 via

sim ply dividing by 3.Consequently,thescaling(9)holds

forthe negativehadron 
ow and spectra aswell.

In Fig. 3,the elliptic 
ow data by STAR are repro-

duced with a transport opacity �b= 0 = 23:9. For an

initialgluon density dN g(0)=d� = 1000,thiscorresponds

to �t � 14 m b,i.e.,to a totalcrosssection of�0 � 45m b

with � = T0. Ifwe took the pQ CD gg cross section of

3 m b with � = T0,thisopacity would correspond to an

initialgluon density ofdN g(0)=d� � 15000 that is con-

tradicted by the m uch sm allerobserved dN ch=d� � 600.

Thep? spectra providea m uch strongerconstrainton

the initialgluon density as their absolute m agnitude is

proportionalto it.Athigh opacities(� > � 5),the need

for high particle subdivisions poses a severe com puta-

tionalproblem ,thereforewecan reliably com pute parti-

cle spectra forsem i-centralcollisionsonly.Nevertheless,

the data m easured by STAR in centralcollisions,where

quenching due to parton energy loss is expected to be

m axim al,providesan im portantlowerbound on thepar-

ticle yields. Figure 6 shows that the elastic transport

opacities � < � 10 considered here are com patible with

thislowerbound.

O n the other hand, the cascade sem icentral results

seem to betoo farabovethecentralm easurem ents.Itis

unlikely thatgoing from sem icentralto centralcollisions

would giveusan orderofm agnitudeorm oreincreasein

quenching needed to reach the centralSTAR data. Ei-

therm uch higheropacities� � 10 than thoseconsidered

in thisstudy would be needed to reach the centraldata,

oritm ay even bethatwith thishadronization schem eit

isnotpossibleto reproducethedata even in the� ! 1

hydrodynam iclim it.

B .H adronization via independent fragm entation

Anotherpossible hadronization schem e isto fragm ent

thegluonsasindependentjets.Sincethem ajority ofthe

hadrons are pions,we consider only the g ! �� chan-

nelwith the next-to-leading-order fragm entation func-

tion com puted in Ref. [29]. W e take the scale factor

s � log(Q2)=log(Q 2
0) to be zero because the initialHI-

JING gluon distribution isalready quenched due to ini-

tialand �nalstate radiation.Also,since we do notcon-

sider soft physics,we lim it our study to hadrons with

p? > 2 G eV and hence fragm ent gluons with p? > 2

G eV only.

Figure 13 shows the �nalim pact-param eter-averaged

negativehadron 
ow asa function ofthetransportopac-

ity. The 
ow pattern and the m agnitude of the 
ow

are m uch the sam e as for partons in Fig. 3. Hence,

we getthe sam e constrainton the initialparam etersas

forhadronization via localparton-hadron duality.In the

p? < 2G eV regionthissim plecalculationdoesnotrepro-

duce the data because itdoesnotinclude contributions

com ing from softphysics.

The p? spectra of charged hadrons are shown as a

function ofthe elastic gg cross section and im pact pa-

ram eter in Figs. 14 and 15. In addition to quenching

because of energy loss, the �nalpion spectra are fur-

therquenched due to independentfragm entation. W ith

thisadditionalquenching,theparton cascaderesultsap-

proach theSTAR data,asindicated in Fig.16 forrather

extrem e �0(� = T)= 100 m b ifHIJING dN g=dy = 210

isassum ed orif�0 = 25 m b forEK RT dN g=dy = 1000

isassum ed. These elastic crosssectionsexceed the con-

ventionalfew m b pQ CD crosssectionsatthisscaleby at

leastan orderofm agnitude.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

W eapplied theM PC parton cascadealgorithm tosolve

covariantBoltzm ann transportand com putespeci�cnew

observables at RHIC. O ur focus was on the recently

m easured di�erential elliptic 
ow and charged hadron

p? spectra. W e also explored the di�erence between

hadronization schem es based on independent fragm en-

tation and localparton-hadron duality.

O ur m ain result is that extrem ely large densities

and/or elastic parton cross sections, �totdN =d� � 80

tim estheHIJING estim ate,areneeded to reproducethe

elliptic 
ow data [16]. Hadronization via localparton-

hadron duality doesnotreproduce the rapid fallseen in

the spectra at high p? . However,the charged hadron

p? spectra obtained afterhadronization via independent

fragm entation com pare wellto the m easured spectra as

long assuch extrem eelastic transportopacitiesarepos-

tulated.

Theresultsalsodem onstrateclearlyhow �niterelation

ratesin A + A m anifestin m ajordeviationsfrom hydro-

6



dynam ictransverse
ow e�ectsattransversem om entum

pT > 2 G eV.Thepattern ofquenching found with M PC

issurprisingly sim ilartothatobtained in thetwocom po-

nentm odelofG VW [13]. The m ain di�erence between

the M PC resultspresenthereand thoseofG VW isthat

the laterinclude an estim ate forradiativeenergy lossin

an Eikonalform alism and aphenom enological\hydrody-

nam ic"com ponent.Itisknown thatradiativeenergyloss

ofultra-relativisticpartonsism uch largerthan elasticen-

ergy lossin a m edium with a �xed density.In G VW the

sam equenching pattern wasobtained with m orem odest

initialdensities dN g=dy � 500 using sm allpQ CD elas-

tic ratesbecause the induced gluon radiation associated

with m ultiple elastic collisions is large enough to com -

pensatefortherelatively sm allelastictransportopacity.

In M PC thesam elevelofquenchingcan only beachieved

by increasing the elastic opacity arti�cially by an order

ofm agnitude. Therefore the presentstudy con�rm sthe

expectation thatelasticscattering aloneisnotenough to

generatethedegreeofcollectivityobserved now atRHIC.

V I.O U T LO O K

Theresultspresented hereunderscoretheurgentneed

todevelop practicalconvergentalgorithm stoincorporate

inelastic 2 $ 3 processes. Prelim inary work in Ref.[19]

indicated a ratherslow convergencetowardsLorentzco-

varianceusing theparticlesubdivision technique.Unlike

the ‘� 1=2 convergence in 2 ! 2,a m uch slower� ‘� 1=5

convergence is expected in 2 $ 3 processes even when

nonlocalform ation physics(�t> �h=�E )isneglected.

In addition,a covariantapproxim ation to Boltzm ann

transporttheory is needed to overcom e the overwhelm -

ing com putationaldi�culty in the high opacity regim e

even forelastic scattering where particle subdivisionsof

severalhundred to thousand arerequired.

Finally,we note that allresults in this paper pertain

to hom ogeneous initialconditions. In Ref.[30],it was

shown thatjetsinduce largenonstatisticallocal
uctua-

tionsthatm ayevolvein aturbulentm anner.A transport

study ofthe evolution from such inhom ogeneous initial

conditionswould beinteresting to com pareto theknown

hydrodynam icsolutions.
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A ) �0 = 100 m b,T0=� = 1 B ) �0 = 100 m b,T0=� = 0

b [fm ] hni � b[fm ] hni �

0 33.0 10.1 0 35.8 23.9

2 31.7 9.72 2 34.3 22.9

4 28.1 8.61 4 30.2 20.1

6 23.0 7.05 6 24.0 16.0

8 15.9 4.87 8 16.3 10.9

10 8.16 2.50 10 8.23 5.49

12 2.15 0.66 12 2.18 1.45

C ) �0 = 40 m b,T0=� = 1 D ) �0 = 40 m b,T0=� = 0

b [fm ] hni � b[fm ] hni �

0 13.4 4.11 0 13.7 9.13

2 12.9 3.95 2 13.2 8.80

4 11.4 3.49 4 11.6 7.73

6 9.26 2.84 6 9.38 6.25

8 6.37 1.95 8 6.44 4.29

10 3.23 0.99 10 3.27 2.18

12 0.86 0.26 12 0.86 0.57

E) �0 = 3 m b,T0=� = 1 F) various,b= 8 fm

b [fm ] hni � �0 [fm ] T0=� hni �

0 1.00 0.31 60 1.54 9.51 1.84

2 0.96 0.29 16 0 2.55 1.70

4 0.85 0.26 100 1.40 15.9 3.43

6 0.69 0.21 100 2.21 15.7 1.94

8 0.47 0.14 100 4.43 15.5 0.718

10 0.24 0.074

12 0.064 0.020

TABLE I. Param etersand transportopacity foreach transport

solution com puted via M PC forthe present study.
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