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Using num ericalresultsfrom idealand viscous relativistic hydrodynam ic sim ulations with three

di�erent equations ofstate,for Au+ Au and Cu+ Cu collisions at di�erent centralities and initial

energy densities,we explore the dependence ofthe eccentricity-scaled elliptic ow,v2=",and the

produced entropy fraction,�S=S 0,on the �nalcharged hadron m ultiplicity density dN ch=dy per

unittransverseoverlap area S,(1=S)dN ch=dy.Theviscoushydrodynam icsim ulationsareperform ed

with two di�erent versions ofthe Israel-Stewart kinetic evolution equations,and in each case we

investigate the dependence of the physicalobservables on the kinetic relaxation tim e. W e �nd

approxim ate scaling ofv2=" and �S=S 0 with (1=S)dN ch=dy,with scaling functionsthatdepend on

theEO S and,in particular,on thevalueofthespeci�c shearviscosity �=s.Sm allscaling violations

are seen even in idealhydrodynam ics,caused by a breaking ofthe scale invariance ofidealuid

dynam icsby thefreeze-outcondition.Viscoushydrodynam icsshowssom ewhatlargerscale-breaking

e�ectsthatincrease with increasing �=s and decreasing system size and initialenergy density. W e

propose to use precision studiesofthese scaling violationsto help constrain the shearviscosity �=s

ofthe quark-gluon plasm a created in relativistic heavy ion collisions.

PACS num bers:25.75.-q,12.38.M h,25.75.Ld,24.10.N z

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

Recent num ericalstudies ofrelativistic hydrodynam -

ics for dissipative uids [1{4]have con�rm ed earlieres-

tim ates [5, 6] that the \elliptic" anisotropic collective

ow observed in non-centralheavy-ion collisionsis very

sensitive to the shear viscosity ofthe m atter form ed in

such collisions. Since idealuid dynam ics (i.e. the as-

sum ption thatviscositycan beneglected)providesaphe-

nom enologically quite successfuldescription ofm uch of

the softhadron data collected from Au+ Au collisionsat

the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) [7{9], this

im plies strong constraints on the shear viscosity to en-

tropy ratio �=s [6,10]and the therm alization tim e scale

[11,12]ofthe m atterin the collision �reball. The con-

clusion is that the quark-gluon plasm a (Q G P) created

atRHIC isa strongly coupled plasm a with alm ostper-

fectliquid collectivebehavior[13{15]whosespeci�cshear

viscosity islowerthan thatofany previously known real

uid and consistent with a postulated lower bound of

�=s � ~=(4�kB ) derived from the study of in�nitely

strongly coupled conform al�eld theories [16,17]using

the AdS/CFT correspondence and corroborated by ear-

lierquantum m echanicalargum entsbased on the uncer-

tainty relation [18].

O n the other hand, heavy-ion data at RHIC, SPS

and AG S also show thatidealhydrodynam icsgradually

breaksdown atlargerim pactparam eters,forsm allercol-

lision system s,atlowercollision energies,and away from

m idrapidity (see[9]forareview).M uch ofthiscan beat-

tributed tostrongviscouse�ectsin thelatecollisionstage

�Correspond to song@mps.ohio-state.edu

afterthe Q G P hasconverted to hadrons[19]. However,

due to uncertaintiesin the initialconditionsforthe �re-

balldeform ation,there issom e room leftfora non-zero

value ofthe Q G P viscosity [19]. To study this further

requires a viscous hydrodynam ic approach because the

toolused to describe the non-equilibrium late hadronic

dynam ics(a classicalcascade)isnotwellsuited forthe

rapidly evolving,very densem atterin theearly collision

stages

The m otivation for the present paper is provided by

the well-known system atic com parison ofVoloshin etal.

[20,21]ofelliptic ow data with idealuid dynam ical

predictionswhich suggeststhatthe elliptic ow param -

eter v2 scaled by the initialsource eccentricity ",v2=",

whilestronglydeviatingfrom idealhydrodynam icsatlow

m ultiplicities,stillscales with the �nalm ultiplicity per

unitoverlap area:

v2

"
/

1

S

dN ch

dy
: (1)

For idealuids the right hand side is a direct m easure

ofthe initialentropy density [22]. The scaling (1) im -

pliesthatalldependence on im pactparam eter,collision

energy and system size can be,to good approxim ation,

absorbed bysim plytakingintoaccounthow thesecontrol

param eterschange the �nalhadron m ultiplicity density.

W ewillcallthisobservation sim ply \m ultiplicity scaling

ofthe elliptic ow",where \elliptic ow" isa shorthand

for the eccentricity-scaled elliptic ow v2=" and \m ulti-

plicity" standsfor(1=S)dN ch=dy.

Such a scaling is expected for ideal uid dynam ics

whoseequationsofm otion arescaleinvariantand where

the eccentricity-scaled elliptic ow isthereforepredicted

[23,24]to depend only on the squared speed ofsound,

c2s =
@p

@e
, which describes the sti�ness ofthe equation
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ofstate (EO S)or\pushing power" ofthe hydrodynam i-

cally expanding m atter.Ithasbeen known,however,for

m any years[25]thatthisideal-uid scaling isbroken by

the �nalfreeze-outofthem atter:ifhadron freeze-outis

controlled by hadronic cross sections (m ean free paths)

or sim ply param etrized by a criticaldecoupling energy

density edec ortem peratureTdec,thisintroducesand ad-

ditionalscale into the problem which is independent of

(oratleastnotdirectly related to)the initialgeom etry

ofthe �reball. This breaks the above argum ent based

on scaleinvarianceoftheidealuid equationsofm otion.

W e willshow here that this also leads to a breaking of

the m ultiplicity scaling ofv2=" notonly in the m ostpe-

ripheralorlowestenergy collisions,where freeze-outob-

viously cutsthe hydrodynam icevolution shortsince the

freeze-out density is reached before the ow anisotropy

can fully build up [25],buteven in the m ostcentralcol-

lisionsatRHIC wherefreeze-outstillterm inatesthe hy-

drodynam ic evolution before the elliptic ow can fully

saturate(seealso [19]).

The m oreinteresting aspectofthe experim entally ob-

served scalingis,however,itsapparentvalidity in regions

where idealuid dynam icsdoesnotwork (these encom -

pass m ost ofthe available data [20]). M any years ago,

sim plescalinglawsforthecentrality dependenceofellip-

ticow werederived from kinetictheory in thedilutegas

lim it,where the particles in the m edium su�er at m ost

one rescattering before decoupling [26,27];these can be

reinterpreted in term s of m ultiplicity scaling for v2=".

The dilute gas lim it is expected to hold for very sm all

collision system s,very large im pact param eters or very

low collisionenergies.M orerecently,asuccessfulattem pt

wasm ade to phenom enologically connectthe dilute gas

and hydrodynam ic lim its with a 1-param eter�t involv-

ingtheK nudsen num ber[28].This�tworksvery wellfor

Au+ Au and Cu+ Cu data from RHIC,butpredictsthat

even in the m ostcentralAu+ Au collisionsatRHIC the

idealuid dynam icallim ithasnotyetbeen reached and

ism issed byatleast25% [28].In thepresentpaperweuse

viscousrelativistic hydrodynam icsto explore the m ulti-

plicity scaling ofv2="in thephenom enologically relevant

region.W e conclude (notsurprisingly since m uch ofthe

availabledata isfrom regionswheretheviscoushadronic

phaseplaysa largerole[19])thatthem ultiplicity scaling

data [20, 21]require signi�cant shear viscosity for the

m edium ,but also that viscous hydrodynam ics predicts

subtle scaling violations which seem to be qualitatively

consistent with trends seen in the data (even ifthe ex-

perim entalevidenceforscalingviolationsispresentlynot

statistically robust)and whosem agnitude issensitiveto

the speci�c shearviscosity �=s.Thisgiveshopethatfu-

turem oreprecisedata can help constrain theQ G P shear

viscosity through exactly such scaling violations.

W eshould caution thereaderthat,sim ilarto Ref.[28]

which used aconstant(tim e-independent)K nudsen num -

ber,ourviscoushydrodynam iccalculationsaredonewith

a constant(tem perature-independent)speci�cshearvis-

cosity�=s.Neitherassum ption isrealistic,and weexpect

�=sin particulartoshow strongtem peraturedependence

near Tc (the criticaltem perature for the quark-hadron

phase transition)and em erge from the phase transition

with m uch largervaluesthan in the Q G P phase. Com -

parisonsbetween the resultspresented here and experi-

m entaldata are therefore,atbest,indicative ofqualita-

tive trends,and im proved calculations,which in partic-

ularm atch viscoushydrodynam icsto a realistic hadron

cascade below Tc,are required before an extraction of

�=s from experim entaldata can be attem pted.

II. D ISSIPA T IV E FLU ID D Y N A M IC S

In thissection we briey review the viscoushydrody-

nam ic equationsthatwe solve,focussing on som edi�er-

ences in the form ulations used in previously published

papers[1{4]which weinvestigateherefurther.Fortech-

nicaldetails we ask the reader to consult these earlier

papers.

W e focus on system s with exact longitudinalboost-

invarianceand usethecodeVISH2+1 [3]to solvenum eri-

cally forthe expansion in the two dim ensionstransverse

to thebeam direction.Asin [1{4]weconsideronly shear

viscosity,neglecting bulk viscosity and heatconduction.

(Bulk viscosity m ay becom e large near the Q CD phase

transition [29{31]and should thusbeincluded in thefu-

ture before com paring viscous hydrodynam ics with ex-

perim entaldata.) VISH2+1 solvesthe conservation laws

forenergy and m om entum ,dm T
m n = 0 (wheredm isthe

covariantderivative in ourcurvilinear(�;x;y;�)coordi-

natesystem [32]),with the decom position

T
m n = eu

m
u
n
� p� m n + �

m n
;� m n = g

m n
�u

m
u
n
;(2)

together with evolution equations for the viscous shear

pressuretensorcom ponents�m n:

D �
m n = �

1

��
(�m n

�2��m n)� (um �nk+ un�m k)D uk

�
1

2
�
m n �T

��
dk

�
��

�T
u
k

�

� �
(m
a !

n)a
: (3)

Here D = um dm is the tim e derivative in the localco-

m ovingfram e,r m = � m ldlisthespatialgradientin that

fram e,and �m n = r hm uni= 1

2
(r m un+ r num )� 1

3
� m n�

(with thescalarexpansion rate�� dku
k = r ku

k)isthe

sym m etric and traceless velocity shear tensor. !m n =

r num � r m un is the vorticity tensor, and a(m bn) �
1

2
(am bn + anbm ) denotes sym m etrization. Even though

severalcom ponentsofthesym m etricshearpressureten-

sor �m n are redundant [32]on account ofits traceless-

nessand transversality to theow velocity um ,VISH2+1

propagatesall7non-zerocom ponentsand usesthetrace-

lessnessand transversalityconditionsaschecksofthenu-

m ericalaccuracy [3].

Fora conform ally sym m etric uid such as a m assless

quark-gluon gas,the tem perature T isthe only scale in

the problem and therefore � � s � T 3 and �� � 1=T,
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hence �T=�� � T 5. In this lim it the �rst term in the

second line ofEq.(3)can be written as[33]

�
1

2
�
m n �T

��
dk

�
��

�T
u
k

�

= +
1

2
�
m n

�
5D (lnT)� �

�
: (4)

Thisisthe form used in Ref.[1].

It hasrecently been argued [34{37]that the r.h.s. of

Eq.(3)should contain even m oreterm s,atleastforcon-

form aluids in the strong coupling lim it. W e willnot

pursuethispossibility here.

Equations(3)areknown as\Israel-Stewart(I-S)equa-

tions" and based on an expansion ofthe entropy pro-

duction rate to second order [33, 38{41](m acroscopic

approach) or, in a m icroscopic kinetic approach using

G rad’s14-m om entm ethod,ofthe phase-space distribu-

tion function to �rstorderin sm alldeviationsfrom local

therm alequilibrium [38,41,42](seealso [43]).By intro-

ducing a �nite and su�ciently large relaxation tim e � �

fortheevolution oftheshearpressuretensortowardsits

Navier-Stokeslim it�m n = 2��m n,these equationselim -

inate problem swith acausalsignalpropagation atshort

wavelengthsand theresultingnum ericalinstabilitiesthat

fam ously plague the relativistic Navier-Stokesequation.

A som ewhatdi�erentapproach tosolvingtheseproblem s

was developed by �O ttinger and G rm ela (�O -G ) [44]and

hasbeen used in [4];becausea com parison ofresultsob-

tained with the I-S and �O -G equationsisnon-trivial,we

willleavethatfora laterstudy.

Refs.[1{3]use di�erentversionsofEqs.(3). P.& U.

Rom atschke[1]use the fullsetofterm sdisplayed in (3)

which we labelas\fullI-S equation". The lastterm in

the second line ofEq.(3)involving the vorticity cannot

beobtained from them acroscopicapproach [32,40]since

itdoesnotcontribute to entropy production,butitfol-

lowsfrom the m icroscopickinetic approach [38,42].For

longitudinally boost-invariantsystem swith initially van-

ishing transverseow itiszero initially and wasfound in

[1]to rem ain tiny throughoutthe �reballevolution.W e

can thereforerem oveitfrom consideration when com par-

ing published resultsfrom the di�erentapproaches.The

�rstterm in thesecond lineof(3)arisesin thisform from

them acroscopicapproach (2nd orderentropy production

[32,40])butwasneglected in ourpreviouswork [3],fol-

lowing an argum entin [32]thatitis ofsecond orderin

sm allquantitiesand thereforesubdom inantcom pared to

the �rst two term s on the r.h.s. of Eq.(3). A sim i-

larargum entcan be m ade forthe lastterm in line 1 of

(3)(which doesnotcontributeto entropy production ei-

ther),butBaieretal. [42]pointed outthatthisterm is

needed to preserve the transversality of�m n during ki-

neticevolution.In Ref.[3]wethereforekeptallterm sin

the �rstline ofEq.(3)butdropped those in the second

line;we callthis here the \sim pli�ed I-S equation". In

Ref.[34]Baier etal. argued that for a conform ally in-

variantm edium ,such asa classicalm asslessquark-gluon

gas,the�rstterm in thesecond lineisneeded topreserve

theconform alinvarianceofthekineticevolution equation

and hence should notbe dropped. W e now understand

thattheargum entspresented in [32]toneglectallbutthe

�rstterm on the righthand side ofEq.(3)were atbest

super�cialsincethisterm involvesthedi�erencebetween

two �rst-orderquantitiesand thuspresum ably needsto

be counted assm allofsecond order.

Chaudhurifollowed in his work [2]the approach ad-

vertised in [32];as a result,in his procedure �m n m ust

be expected to evolve away from transversality. He cir-

cum vents this problem by evolving only the three lin-

early independent com ponents of �m n and com puting

the rest from the tracelessness and transversality con-

ditions[2]. The problem resurfaces,however,since now

theresultsforallcom ponentsof�m n m ustbeexpected to

depend on the choice ofindependentcom ponentswhich

areevolved dynam ically with thetruncated equation (3).

W hile these questionsawaitquantitative study we note

thatChaudhuri’sresults[2]appearto di�ersigni�cantly

from ours[3].

In the present paper we show m any com parisons be-

tween solutionsobtained byusingthe\fullI-S equations"

with thosefrom the\sim pli�ed I-S equations".Although

atsu�ciently long wavelengthsboth haveto agreein the

Navier-Stokes lim it �� ! 0 (up to issues ofnum erical

stability),as inspection ofEq.(3) readily shows,they

di�er for non-zero �� and willbe seen to exhibitdi�er-

ent degrees ofsensitivity to ��. This is ofphenom eno-

logicalim portance since �� for the Q G P is not known,

and a strong sensitivity to thisunknown param eterwill

negatively im pactourability to extractthe Q G P shear

viscosity �=s from experim entaldata.

III. IN IT IA L C O N D IT IO N S,FR EEZE-O U T ,

A N D EQ U A T IO N O F STA T E

Forthepresentstudy,weinitializetheexpanding �re-

ballin the sam e way as in Ref.[3],i.e. with vanishing

initialtransverseow and with an initialenergy density

pro�leproportionalto thetransversedensity ofwounded

nucleons,calculated from a Saxon-W oods nuclear den-

sity pro�lewith radiusand surfacethicknessparam eters

R 0 = 4:2fm , � = 0:596fm for Cu and R 0 = 6:37fm ,

� = 0:56fm forAu nuclei. The energy density pro�le is

norm alized by a param etere0 = e(�0;r= b= 0)giving the

peakenergydensityin thecenterofthe�reballforcentral

collisions(im pactparam eterb= 0). e0 isrelated to the

peak wounded nucleon density in the sam e collisionsby

a factor�which isassum ed to depend on energy butnot

on the size ofthe colliding nuclei. W e here consider e0
valuesthatlead to �nalm ultiplicitiescovering therange

accessible at RHIC and beyond,albeit perhaps not all

the way to the LargeHadron Collider(LHC).

Asofnow,the energy dependence of�cannotbe cal-

culated and m ustbedeterm ined em pirically from the�-

nalcharged hadron m ultiplicity dN ch=dy.SincedN ch=dy

counts the �nalentropy per unit ofrapidity,including

any entropy generated by viscouse�ects during the ex-

pansion,the value ofdN ch=dy corresponding to a given
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� willdepend on the viscosity �=s. W e willsee that

the am ountofentropy produced by viscouse�ectsaddi-

tionally depends on system size,im pact param eter and

collision energy,but that allthese dependences can,to

good approxim ation,beabsorbed in asinglescalingfunc-

tion,with param etric dependence on �=s,thatdepends

onlyon them ultiplicity density(1=S)dN ch=dy:sim ilarto

v2=", entropy production �S=S 0 exhibits approxim ate

\m ultiplicity scaling". However, this scaling function

turnsoutto benon-linear.Itthereforem odi�esthecen-

trality dependence ofthe produced charged m ultiplicity,

softening the observed increase with collision centrality

oftheproduced charged m ultiplicity perpairofwounded

nucleons,2
dN ch=dy

N part
. Exploration ofthis im portantissue

requires an accurate m odeling ofthe im pact param eter

dependence ofthe initialentropy density pro�le using,

say,the G lauberorcolorglasscondensate m odels.This

isbeyond thescopeofthepresentarticleand willbeleft

fora future study.

Followingthem ajorityofpreviousstudies[2{4,45,46],

the viscous shear pressure tensor is initialized with its

Navier-Stokes value �m n = 2��m n. O ther initialcon-

ditions were studied in [1,3],but the �nalobservables

were found to be insensitive to such variations[3]. The

kineticrelaxation tim e�� forthekineticevolution ofthe

shear pressure tensor is taken as �� = c��
B oltz
� where

�B oltz� = 6

T

�

s
is the kinetic theory value for a classical

gasofm asslessBoltzm ann particles[38]and c� isvaried

between 1

4
and 1.

Decoupling from the hydrodynam ic uid is im ple-

m ented by following the sam e procedure as described

in [3]. W e use the AZHYDRO algorithm [47]to �nd the

freeze-out surface at constant decoupling tem perature

Tdec = 130M eV and calculate the �nal hadron spec-

tra from the Cooper-Frye integraloverthissurface [48],

with adistribution function thataccountsfortherem ain-

ingsm alldeviationsfrom localtherm alequilibrium along

thatsurface [3,6].Resonancedecaysare neglected,and

only the elliptic ow ofdirectly em itted pionsisshown.

To estim ate the totalcharged hadron m ultiplicity, we

take the directly em itted positive pions,m ultiply by 1.5

toroughlyaccountform ultiplication byresonancedecays

at Tdec,then m ultiply by another factor 2 � 1:2 = 2:4

to account for the negatives and roughly 20% of �nal

charged hadronsthatarenotpions.A propercalculation

ofthe resonance decay chain is com putationally expen-

sive and,for a system atic study like the one presented

here thatrequireshundredsofrunsofVISH2+1,beyond

ourpresently availableresources.

Figure1 showsthethreeequationsofstate(EO S)ex-

plored in the present study. EO S I describes a non-

interactinggasofm asslessparticles,e= p=3.EO S Q isa

frequently em ployed equation ofstate[25]thatm atchesa

non-interacting quark-gluon gasaboveTc in a �rst-order

transition (M axwellconstruction) to a realistic hadron

resonance gas(HRG )in chem icalequilibrium below Tc,

using a bag param eterB to adjustTc to Tc = 164M eV.

SM -EO S Q isa slightly sm oothed version ofEO S Q ,see

0

2

p 
(G

eV
/f

m
3 )

0.1 0.2 0.3
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

c
s
2

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

e (GeV/fm
3
)

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

c s2

n
B
=0

EOS I

T (GeV)

c
s
2 =∂p/∂e

EOS Q 
SM-EOS Q
EOS L

(a)

(b)

FIG .1:(Coloronline)Theequation ofstate.Panel(a)shows

the pressure p as a function ofenergy density e and (in the

inset) the squared speed ofsound c
2

s =
@p

@e
as a function of

tem perature T. Panel(b) shows c
2

s as a function ofenergy

density e.

[3]for details. Since the discontinuities in the function

c2s(e) for EO S Q cause num ericalproblem s in VISH2+1

due to large velocity gradients near the interfaces be-

tween Q G P,m ixed phase and HRG ,we here use SM -

EO S Q .

EO S L m atches the sam e hadron resonance gas be-

low Tc sm oothly in a rapid cross-overtransition to lat-

tice Q CD data [49]above Tc. For the �t, the lattice

datawereplotted in theform p(e),interpolated and then

sm oothly joined to the p(e) curve ofthe HRG .As can

be seen in the upper panelofFig.1 in the inset, our

procedureisnotfully therm odynam ically consistentand

leads to a som ewhat di�erent tem perature dependence

ofc2s below Tc than for EO S Q and SM -EO S Q .Since

thisonly a�ectstheow dynam icsbelow ourdecoupling

tem perature ofTdec = 130M eV,we have not put any

e�ortinto correcting this.Forfuturecom parisonsofvis-

coushydrodynam iccalculationswith experim entaldata,

thechem icalequilibrium hadron resonancegasbelow Tc
em ployed here m ust be replaced by a chem ically non-

equilibratedhadrongaswhoseparticleratiosarefrozenin
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atthechem icaldecoupling tem peratureTchem � Tc;this

has well-known consequences for the �nalhadron spec-

tra and ellipticow which can notbeneglected [50].W e

postponethis,togetherwith a m orecarefuland therm o-

dynam icallyfully consistentm atchingtothelatticeQ CD

data,to a future study. W e note,however,thatEO S L

shown in Fig.1 isquite sim ilarto \EO S qp" studied in

Ref.[51].

IV . EV O LU T IO N O F M O M EN T U M

A N ISO T R O P IES:SIM P LIFIED V S.FU LL I-S

EQ U A T IO N S

It has been previously observed that the results of

Refs.[1]and [3]for the di�erentialelliptic ow v2(pT ),

although both based on theIsrael-Stewart2nd orderfor-

m alism ,seem ed to disagree,ourwork [3]showing m uch

stronger viscous suppression of v2 than that of P. &

U.Rom atschke [1]. The resolution ofthis discrepancy

was m ade di�cult by the fact that the two groups not

only used di�erent versions ofthe Israel-Stewart equa-

tion (3)asdescribed in Sec.II,butalso di�erentinitial

conditions,di�erentequationsofstate,and system sizes

(Cu+ Cu [3]vs. Au+ Au [1]). In [3]we noted in a foot-

note that the m ain reason for the observed di�erences

seem ed to bethedi�erentI-S equationsused by thetwo

groups.Aswe willsee,thisisonly partofthe story.In

thissectionsweexplorethisquestion furtherand lead it

to a com pleteresolution.

Figure2showsthetem poralevolution ofthetotalm o-

m entum anisotropy "p =
hT

x x
�T

yy
i

hT x x + T yy i
averaged over the

transverse plane1 for two collision system s (Cu+ Cu at

b = 7fm on the left,Au+ Au at b = 7fm on the right)

and three equations ofstate (EO S I (top),SM -EO S Q

(m iddle),and EO S L (bottom )). The blue dashed lines

atthe top indicate the resultfrom idealuid dynam ics,

the black and orange linesbelow show viscousuid dy-

nam icalresults. The black lines show solutions ofthe

fullI-S equations,the orange ones for the sim pli�ed I-

S approach; in each case severalvalues of the kinetic

relaxation tim e �� are explored. Note that our fullI-

S equations (3) do not use the identity (4) used in [1]

which strictly holdsonly forconform aluids(i.e.forthe

case ofEO S Iin Fig.2). W e have,however,tested the

two expressionson the left and rightofEq.(4) against

each otheralso fortheothertwo equationsofstate(SM -

1 N ote that "p as de�ned here includes the e�ects from both ow

velocity and shear pressure anisotropies [3]. In R ef.[3]we de-

noted it by "0p in order to distinguish it from the ow-induced

m om entum anisotropy
hT x x

0
�T

yy

0
i

hT x x

0
+ T

yy

0
i
which is based only on the

ideal uid part of the energy m om entum tensor and neglects

anisotropies in the local uid rest fram e caused by the shear

pressure tensor�m n .In the presentwork we drop the prim e for

convenience.

EO S Q and EO S L)which arenotconform ally invariant,

and found no discernible di�erences. O nly for a very

long relaxation tim e �� = 12�=sT (notshown in Fig.2)

did we see for EO S L a di�erence larger than the line

width,with ourresultfor"p lying slightly abovetheone

obtained with the conform alapproxim ation (4).

Com parison ofthe black and red linesin Fig.2 shows

that the sensitivity ofthe m om entum anisotropy "p to

the relaxation tim e �� issigni�cantly largerforthe sim -

pli�ed I-S equations(red)than forthefullI-S equations,

and that the ��-dependence of "p even has the oppo-

site sign for the two sets of equations. W ith the full

I-S equations, "p m oves slowly towards the idealuid

lim itas�� increaseswhereaswith thesim pli�ed I-S equa-

tions"p m ovesaway from theidealuid lim it,ata m ore

rapid rate,resultingin alargerviscoussuppression ofthe

m om entum anisotropy. In the lim it �� ! 0,both for-

m ulations approach the sam e Navier-Stokes lim it. The

di�erence between full and sim pli�ed I-S equations is

largestforEO S Iwhich isthe sti�estofthe three stud-

ied equationsofstate,causing the m ostrapid expansion

ofthe �reball. For this EO S,the sim pli�ed I-S equa-

tionsallow forthe largestexcursionsof�m n away from

itsNavier-Stokeslim it,causingasigni�cantand strongly

��-dependentincreaseofallviscouse�ects,including the

suppression ofthem om entum anisotropy (Fig.2)and el-

liptic ow (see Fig.4 below)and the am ountofviscous

entropy production (see Sec.VI).

Forthe othertwo equationsofstate,SM -EO S Q and

EO S L,thedi�erencebetween fulland sim pli�ed I-S dy-

nam icsism uch sm aller,ranging from � 5% forAu+ Au

to � 15% for Cu+ Cu for the largest�� value of6�=sT

studied here. Note thatthe viscoussuppression of"p is

m uch stronger for the sm aller Cu+ Cu collision system

than for Au+ Au. For SM -EO S Q and EO S L (which

yield rather sim ilar results for "p,with di�erences not

exceeding � 10% ),theresultsfrom thefullI-S equations

(black lines) are alm ost com pletely independent of��,

even forthe sm allCu+ Cu system .

The insetsin the two upperpanelsofFig.2 illustrate

the di�erent ��-dependences for "p in the fulland sim -

pli�ed I-S form ulations,by plotting the value of"p for

EO S I at a �xed tim e � � �0 = 4dm /c as a function

of��. O ne sees that,for the investigated range ofre-

laxation tim es,the��-dependenceislinear,butthatthe

slope has di�erent signs for the fulland sim pli�ed I-S

equations and is m uch sm aller for the fullI-S system .

Even though VISH2+1 cannot be run for m uch sm aller

�� values,due to num ericalinstabilitiesthatdevelop as

the Navier-Stokeslim it �� = 0 is approached,the lines

correspondingto thefulland thesim pli�ed I-S equations

areseen to nicely extrapolateto the sam eNavier-Stokes

point,asthey should. ForSM -EO S Q and EO S L,the

correspondinglinesm aynolongerbelinear,duetophase

transition e�ects,butare stillcharacterized by opposite

slopesforthesim pli�ed and fullI-S approaches,with al-

m ostvanishingslopein thefullI-S case.Thisagreeswith

�ndingsreported in [1,52].
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FIG .2: (Color online) Tim e evolution ofthe totalm om entum anisotropy "
0

p for two collision system s (left: Cu+ Cu;right:

Au+ Au),threeequationsofstate(top:EO S I;m iddle:SM -EO S Q ;bottom :EO S L),and threevaluesofthekineticrelaxation

tim e �� asindicated (dotted,dashed and solid curves,respectively).The insetsin the two top panelsshow the ��-dependence

ofthe m om entum anisotropy "p at�xed tim e � � �0 = 4fm /c.See textfordiscussion.

In Fig.3 thee�ectsofchanging thesystem size,EO S,

and form ofI-S equationson the di�erentialelliptic ow

v2(pT ) for directly em itted pions is shown. The largest

viscous suppression ofelliptic ow (by alm ost 70% be-

low the idealuid value at pT = 2G eV/c) is seen for

the sm allCu+ Cu system ,evolved with SM -EO S Q and

the sim pli�ed I-S equation. This is the result reported

by usin [3]. The m iddle panelofFig.3 showsthatthis

large v2 suppression isalm ostcutin halfby going from

Cu+ Cu to Au+ Au,thesystem studied in [1],even with-
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FIG .3:(Coloronline)D i�erentialelliptic ow v2(pT )fordirectly em itted pions(i.e. withoutresonance decay contributions),

com paring resultsfordi�erentcollisionssystem sand equationsofstate.(a)Cu+ Cu atb= 7fm with SM -EO S Q .(b)Au+ Au

at b = 7fm with SM -EO S Q .(c) Au+ Au at b = 7fm with EO S L.D ashed (solid) lines correspond to ideal(viscous) uid

dynam ics,with param etersasindicated.

outm odifying theEO S ortheform oftheI-S equations.

Changing theEO S from SM -EO S Q [3]to EO S L (which

is close to the one used in [1]) reduces the viscous v2
suppression by anotherquarter,from about40% to less

than 30% below the idealuid lim itatpT = 2. Finally,

replacing the sim pli�ed I-S equationsused in [3]by the

fullI-S equations em ployed by Rom atschke [1]further

reducesthe suppression from about28% below the ideal

uid to � 25% atpT = 2G eV/c.Thisisconsistentwith

the resultsobtained [1].

W econcludethatthebiggestcontribution to thelarge

di�erencebetween theresultsreported in Refs.[3]and [1]

arisesfrom the di�erentcollisionssystem sstudied,with

m uch larger viscous e�ects seen in the sm aller Cu+ Cu

system than in Au+ Au collisions. The next m ost im -

portantsensitivity is to the EO S;for the m ostrealistic

EO S studied here,EO S L,thedi�erencesbetween using

the fullorsim pli�ed I-S equationswith �� = 3�=sT are

only about10% on a relative scale,orabout3% on the

absolutescalesetby theellipticow from idealuid dy-

nam ics.Forsm aller��,thislastdi�erence would shrink

even further.

The sensitivity to details ofthe EO S docum ented by

the m iddle and right panels ofFig.3 gives an idea of

how welloneneedsto know the EO S ifonewantsto ex-

tract the speci�c shear viscosity �=s from experim ental

datausingviscoushydrodynam ics.O nem ightarguethat

the di�erence between a �rstorderphase transition im -

plem ented through SM -EO S Q and a sm ooth crossover

asin EO S L should be su�ciently extrem e to coverthe

m axim altheoreticaluncertainty.In thiscase,Fig 3 tells

us that the m axim altheoreticaluncertainty on the vis-

coussuppression ofv2 (and therefore on �=s)should be

about25-30% .Thisshould becom pared to thetheoreti-

calerrorintroduced by ourpresentuncertaintyoftheini-

tialspatialsource eccentricity ":" di�ersby about30%

between initializations based on the G lauber and color

glasscondensate (CG C)m odels[19,52{54],resulting in

a � 30% uncertainty ofthe totalm agnitude ofthe ellip-

ticow in idealuid dynam ics.W efurthercaution that

recentdiscussionsaboutthevalueofthecriticaltem pera-

tureforthequark-hadron transition [55,56]introducean

additionalm om ent ofuncertainty which is perhaps not

covered by the range between SM -EO S Q and EO S L

studied here.Therefore,whileweagreewith theauthors

ofRef.[52]thatthe uncertainty aboutthe initialsource

eccentricity dom inates overuncertainties related to dif-

ferent im plem entations of the I-S form alism , we think

that the EO S should not be discounted prem aturely as

a possiblesourceofsigni�cantadditionaltheoreticalun-

certainty in the extraction of�=s.

V . M U LT IP LIC IT Y SC A LIN G O F v2=" IN

ID EA L A N D V ISC O U S H Y D R O D Y N A M IC S

In this section we explore the m ultiplicity scaling (as

de�ned in theIntroduction)oftheeccentricity-scaled el-

lipticow v2=",com paringidealuid dynam icswith that

ofnear-m inim ally viscous uids with speci�c shear vis-

cosity
�

s
= O

�
1

4�

�
.

A . EO S I:conform aluids w ith e = 3p

W e begin with the sim ple case of a conform aluid

with theequation ofstatee= 3p (EO S I),withoutphase

transition.In thiscasethe speed ofsound isa constant,

independent oftem perature T,c2s = 1

3
. For the ideal

uid case,naivescaling argum entsbased on thescalein-

varianceoftheidealuid equationsofm otion would thus

predicta constantv2=",independentofm ultiplicity den-

sity (1=S)dN ch=dy.(The nuclearoverlap area S iscom -

puted asS = �
p
hx2ihy2iwhereh:::idenotestheenergy

density weighted averageoverthetransverseplane.) The

left panelin Fig.4 clearly contradicts this expectation.

Freeze-out at Tdec = 130M eV cuts the hydrodynam ic

evolution ofthe m om entum anisotropy "p short before

the elliptic ow hasfully saturated.Asthe leftpanelof
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FIG .4:(Coloronline)Theeccentricity-scaled ellipticow v2=" asa function ofcharged m ultiplicity density,(1=S)dN ch=dy,for

a conform aluid with EO S I.ResultsforCu+ Cu and Au+ Au collisionswith two di�erentinitialenergy densitiesata variety

ofim pactparam eters,asindicated in the legend,are superim posed. Resultsfrom idealuid dynam ics(a)are com pared with

those from viscoushydrodynam ics,using the full(b)and the sim pli�ed (c)Israel-Stewartequations,respectively. In allcases

approxim ate,but not perfect m ultiplicity scaling is observed (see text for discussion). In panels (b) and (c),the idealuid

resultsfrom the leftpanelare reproduced asgray sym bolsforcom parison.

the �gure shows,this notonly causesa strong suppres-

sion ofv2=" atlow m ultiplicity densities,wherethetim e

between beginning ofthe hydrodynam ic expansion and

freeze-outbecom esveryshort,butitalsobreaksthem ul-

tiplicity scaling athigh m ultiplicity density,albeitm ore

weakly.Ata�xed valueof(1=S)dN ch=dy,oneseeslarger

v2="form orecentralcollisionsinitiated atlowercollision

energies (corresponding to sm aller e0 param eters) than

form oreperipheralcollisionsbetween thesam enucleiat

higherbeam energies,and also form ore centralCu+ Cu

collisions(with aroundershape)than form oreperipheral

Au+ Au collisions(with a m ore deform ed initialshape).

W e �nd that the larger v2=" values can be traced di-

rectly to som ewhatlongerlifetim esofthecorresponding

�reballs,i.e.to theavailability ofm oretim eto approach

the saturation values ofthe m om entum anisotropy and

elliptic ow before reaching freeze-out.These freeze-out

induced scaling violationsin idealuid dynam icsdisap-

pearatsu�ciently high collision energies(i.e. large e 0)

where the m om entum anisotropy hastim e to fully satu-

ratein allcollision system sand atallim pactparam eters,

beforefreezing out.

The m iddle and right panels in Fig.4 show the ana-

logousresultsfora m inim ally viscousuid with
�

s
= 1

4�

and kinetic relaxation tim e �� =
3�

sT
. Consistent with

the discussion in the preceding section,the viscoussup-

pression ofthe elliptic ow is seen to be strongerifthe

sim pli�ed I-S equations are used (right panel) than for

the fullI-S equation. (Although not shown,the curves

in the right panelalso show stronger sensitivity to the

value of�� than those in the m iddle panel.) Along with

thesuppression ofv2=" by shearviscosity weseetheap-

pearanceofscale-breakinge�ectsthatincreasein propor-

tion to the overallsuppression ofelliptic ow: they are

largerin the rightthan in the m iddle panel. Shearvis-

cosity breaksthem ultiplicity scaling ofv2=" because(as

shown in thepreceding section)viscouse�ectsarelarger

in sm allercollision �reballs.Consequently,ifwecom pare

di�erentcollision system sthatproducethesam echarged

m ultiplicity density (1=S)dN ch=dy,we �nd sm allerv2="

for Cu+ Cu than for Au+ Au collisions,and for periph-

eralAu+ Au collisionsathighercollision energy than for

m orecentralAu+ Au collisionsatlowercollision energy.

Viscouse�ectsalsogenerateentropy,i.e.they increase

the�nalcharged m ultiplicity dN ch=dy.Com paringin the

m iddleand rightpanelsofFig.4 thegray (shaded)sym -

bols from idealuid dynam ics with the colored (solid)

sym bols for viscous hydrodynam ics,points correspond-

ing to the sam e collision system and im pact param eter

are seen to be shifted to the right. This enhances the

scaling violations: for a given collision system ,im pact

param eter and collision energy,viscosity decreases the

eccentricity scaled elliptic ow v2=",pushing the corre-

sponding point downward in the diagram ,and sim ulta-

neously increasestheentropy,pushing thecorresponding

pointhorizontally to theright.Thecom bination ofthese

twoe�ectsseparatesthecurvesfordi�erentcollision sys-

tem sand energiesfartherin viscoushydrodynam icsthan

in idealuid dynam ics.

B . P hase transition e�ects: EO S Q and EO S L

Figure5showstheanalogousresultsiftheuid evolves

undertheinuenceofan equation ofstatewith a quark-

hadron phase transition, EO S Q (top row) or EO S L

(bottom row). Again approxim ate m ultiplicity scaling

ofv2=" is observed,but sm allscale-breaking e�ects are

visible in both idealand viscous hydrodynam ics. For

theequationsofstatewith a phasetransition,thescale-

breakinge�ectsareactuallylargerin theidealthan in the

viscous case,i.e. in viscous hydrodynam ics v2=" shows

better m ultiplicity scaling than in idealuid dynam ics!

W e interpretthe largescale-breaking e�ectsin the ideal

uid caseasa com plication arising from interferencebe-

tween thefreeze-outprocessand theweak acceleration of
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FIG .5: (Color online)Sam e asFig.4,butfor SM -EO S Q (top row)and EO S L (bottom row). Forthe idealuid case (a,d)

an extended range ofe0 valuesup to e0 = 120G eV/fm 3 wasstudied,in orderto show thatv2=" eventually increasesagain at

highercollision energies[25].

m atterin thephasetransitionregion.Thisinterpretation

issupported by a com parison between SM -EO S Q with

its�rst-orderphasetransition (upperleftpanelin Fig.5)

and thesm ooth crossovertransition in EO S L (lowerleft

panel):foridealuids,the scale-breaking e�ectsareob-

viously largerforSM -EO S Q than forEO S L.Asalready

observed in [3],shearviscosity e�ectively sm earsoutthe

phase transition and reducesitse�ecton the dynam ics.

In Fig.5 thisisclearly seen on theleftsideofeach panel

(i.e. atsm allvaluesof 1

S

dN ch

dy
)where forthe idealuid

v2=" showsa non-m onotonic peak structure [25]that is

com pletely gonein the viscouscase.

Com paring Figs.4 and 5,we see m uch sm allerdi�er-

encesbetween thefull(m iddlepanels)and sim pli�ed I-S

equations(rightpanels)forSM -EO S Q and EO S L than

for EO S I.This is consistent with our observations in

Sec.IV where the largest di�erences between fulland

sim pli�ed I-S equations was also seen for the rapidly

evolving �reballswhoseexpansion ispushed by the very

sti� EO S I.

Itisinteresting to observethat,foridealuids,EO S L

leadsto about10% m ore elliptic ow underRHIC con-

ditionsthan SM -EO S Q .Thereason isthatin thephase

transition region EO S L issti�erthan SM -EO S Q .This

playsan im portantroleatRHIC becausethesoftnessof

the EO S nearTc inhibitsthe buildup ofelliptic ow ex-

actly underRHIC conditions[25].Asacorollarywenote

that,ifRHIC elliptic ow data exhaust idealuid pre-

dictionsm adewith SM -EO S Q [8],they willnotexhaust

idealuid predictionsbased on EO S L,thusleavingsom e

room forshearviscouse�ects.

C . V iscous suppression ofv2: system atics

Even at the highest collision energies (or e0 values)

studied in Figs.4 and 5, the slope ofv2=" as a func-

tion of 1

S

dN ch

dy
rem ains positive,i.e. v2=" continues to

increase and evolve in direction ofthe asym ptotic ideal

uid lim it.Thisim pliesthatathighercollision energies

the im portance ofviscouse�ects decreases. Thisobser-

vations parallels the one m ade in [3],nam ely that with

increasing collision energy the pT range increases over

which viscous hydrodynam ic predictions for the single-

particle m om entum spectra can be trusted. The reason

isin both casesthatwith increasing collision energy the

tim e untilfreeze-out grows,and that (at least for con-

stant �=s as assum ed here and in [3]) during the later

stagesofthe expansion shearviscouse�ectsaresm all.

Figure 6 showsthis m ore quantitatively. W e plotthe

fractionaldecreaseoftheellipticow relativeto itsideal

uid dynam icalvalue,(videal2 � vviscous2 )=videal2 ,asa func-

tion ofm ultiplicity density.Largerm ultiplicity densities

lead to sm aller viscous suppression e�ects. Larger vis-

cosity resultsin strongersuppression ofthe elliptic ow.

The suppression e�ects are weaker ifthe fullI-S equa-
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tionsareused than in thesim pli�ed approach ofRef.[3]

(which,asdiscussed in Sec.IV,also su�ersfrom strong

sensitivity to ��). For m inim alviscosity,�=s = 1=4�,

the pT -integrated elliptic ow v2 in Au+ Au collisionsat

RHIC is suppressed by about 20% . The suppression is

largeratlowerenergiesbutwillbe lessatthe LHC.

D . A look at experim entaldata

Figure 7(a) shows the fam ous experim entalplot by

Voloshin [21]with provides em piricalevidence for m ul-

tiplicity scaling ofv2=". The lines labelled \HYDRO "

are sketches for expectations from ideal uid dynam -

ics, based on the calculations presented in [25]for v2
in Au+ Au collisionsat�xed im pactparam eterb= 7fm

asa function ofm ultiplicity (param etrized by e0).They

should bereplaced by thecurvesshown in theleftpanels

ofFig.5.

In Fig.7(b)we presentm ultiplicity scaling curvesfor

v2=" obtained from viscoushydrodynam icswith the full

I-S equations. O n a super�cial level, the theoretical

curves show qualitative sim ilarity with the experim en-

taldata,giving correctball-park num bersifoneassum es

�=s � 0:24 � 3=4�. Interestingly,ignoring experim ental

errorbars,one can see evidence for sm allscaling viola-

tionsin theexperim entaldatawhosepattern agreeswith

the theoreticalpredictions from viscous hydrodynam ics

(see discussion atthe end ofSec.V A): the 62.5 A G eV

Au+ Au data lie slightly above the 200A G eV Au+ Au

points,and the200A G eV Cu+ Cu pointsfallslightly be-

low the 62:5A G eV Au+ Au data. O fcourse,these �ne

featuresofthe experim entaldata are presently notsta-

tistically signi�cant;m uch m oreprecise data areneeded

to con�rm or disprove the theoreticalpredictions, but

upcom ing high-statistic runsatRHIC should be able to

deliverthem .

Closer inspection ofthe two panels in Fig.7 shows,

however, that the theoretical scaling curves have the

wrong slope: on the left side ofthe plot,i.e. for sm all

m ultiplicity densities, the data seem to point towards

larger speci�c shear viscosities
�

s
> 3 � 1

4�
whereas

on the right side of the plot, for 1

S

dN ch

dy
> 20fm �2 ,

the experim entaldata require sm aller shear viscosities,
�

s
<
� (1� 2)� 1

4�
. But this is not at all unexpected:

Collisions represented by points in the righthalfofthe

plot correspond to high collision energies and large ini-

tialenergy densitieswhoseexpanding �reballsspend the

largest fraction of their life in the Q G P phase. Fire-

balls created in collisions represented by points in the

leftpartofthediagram havesm allerinitialenergy densi-

tiesand thusspend m ostoftheirtim ein them uch m ore

viscous hadronic phase [19]. A m eaningfulcom parison

between theory and experim entthusm ustnecessarilyac-

countforthetem peraturedependenceof�=sand itsdra-

m aticincreaseduring thequark-hadron phasetransition

[50].Thiswould lead to scaling curvesin Fig.7(b)with

a largerslopethatcan betterreproducethedata.W hat

one can say already now is that the high-energy end of

Fig.7 requiresvery sm allspeci�cshearviscosity �=s for

theQ G P,ofthe sam eorderasthe m inim alvaluepostu-

lated in [16,17](unless the initialsource eccentricity "

wasstrongly underestim ated in the experim entaldata).

V I. M U LT IP LIC IT Y SC A LIN G O F EN T R O P Y

P R O D U C T IO N IN V ISC O U S H Y D R O D Y N A M IC S

In the absence of shock waves,idealuid dynam ics

conservesentropy. Correspondingly,the �nalm ultiplic-

ity per unit rapidity is directly determ ined by the to-

tal initial entropy per unit rapidity: dN

dy
= const:�

�0
R
dxdys(x;y;�0). Num erical discretization of the

hydrodynam ic evolution equations introduces a sm all

am ountof\num ericalviscosity",however,which can not

befully avoided.Tom inim izenum ericalviscosity e�ects,

the ux-corrected transportalgorithm SHASTA used in

thenum ericalsolution ofboth theidealand viscousuid

equations[3,47]em ploysan \antidi�usion step" involv-

ing a param etercalled \antidi�usion constant" [57].Nu-

m ericalviscosity e�ectsarem axim alifthisparam eteris

setto zero. In alloursim ulationswe used 0.125 forthe

antidi�usion constant [57],resulting in about 0.3% en-

tropy production by num ericalviscosity in theidealuid

case. In com parison with the O (10�15% ) entropy pro-

duction in a viscous uid with m inim alshear viscosity

(seebelow)thiscan be neglected2.

2 E�ects from num ericalviscosity depend on the spacing of the

space-tim e grid used in the sim ulation.Forthe resultspresented
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FIG .7:(Coloronline)(a)The experim entalobservation ofm ultiplicity scaling forv2=",with data from Au+ Au,Pb+ Pb,and

Cu+ Cu collisions at RHIC,SPS and AG S [21]. (b) Theoreticalprediction ofapproxim ate m ultiplicity scaling from viscous

hydrodynam icsusing the fullI-S equations,forthree di�erent(constant)speci�c entropy values�=s= 0:08;0:16;0:24.

Sim ilar to the second paper ofRef.[46],we com pute

entropy production by exploiting the proportionality of

�nalentropy to �nalcharged m ultiplicity. W e com pute

in this paper we used �x = �y = 0:1fm and �� = 0:04fm /c.

To check the e�ects ofnum ericalviscosity in the idealuid case

we also perform ed sim ulationswith A ZH Y D RO where we either

setthe antidi�usion constantto zero orincreased and decreased

the grid spacings (�x;�y;��)by a factor 2 to 4. To m axim ize

num ericalviscosity e�ects,weused EO S Q with a strong �rstor-

derphase transition which generatesshocksand associated large

velocity gradients. W e found that decreasing the grid spacing

by a factor 2 has no visible e�ect on the average radialow of

the uid in centralA u+ A u collisions but increases the m om en-

tum anisotropy ofthe idealuid in peripheralA u+ A u collisions

at b = 7fm by 2� 3% . A further reduction by another factor 2

doesn’teven a�ectthe m om entum anisotropy any m ore,indicat-

ing that num ericalviscosity e�ects have been basically reduced

to zero. Ifwe increase the grid spacing by a factor two,the ef-

fectsare a bitlarger:the totalentropy production by num erical

viscosity increasesby about1% ,the average radialow atb= 0

changes by 0.5% ,and the m om entum anisotropy experiences a

relative suppression of about 5% . The largest e�ects are seen

when m axim izing the num ericalviscosity at �xed grid spacing

by setting the antidi�usion constantto zero.In thiscase the av-

erage radialow in centralA u+ A u collisionsagain changesonly

by 0.5% (which is negligible com pared to the strong increase in

transverse acceleration that we see in the viscous uid),butthe

m om entum anisotropy isreduced by about10% .In the�nalpion

v2 this is reected by a pT -dependent reduction that increases

with pT ,just like e�ects from realshear viscosity [1{4,6];the

pT -integrated pion elliptic ow is reduced by less than 4% even

in thisextrem e case. W e conclude that num ericalviscosity does

not increase transverse acceleration but suppresses m om entum

anisotropy sim ilar to real shear viscosity. For the param eters

used in this paper,and for the equations ofstate studied here

which do not have a sharp phase transition,num ericalviscosity

e�ects on the elliptic ow do not exceed 1� 2% and can thus be

neglected relative to e�ects from realshearviscosity.

the�nalm ultiplicity dN ch=dy forboth idealand viscous

hydrodynam ics and then equate the fractionalincrease

in dN ch=dy with the fractionalincrease in dS=dy. This

ignoresa sm allnegativecorrection dueto theviscousde-

viation ofthedistribution function on thefreeze-outhy-

persurface from localequilibrium [38,41]which slightly

reduces the entropy per �nally observed particle in the

viscouscase.Therealentropy production isthusslightly

sm allerthan calculated with ourprescription.However,

sinceon thefreeze-outsurfacetheviscouspressurecom -

ponentsaresm all[3],thiscorrection should benegligible.

W e checked the above procedure by also directly in-

tegrating the viscous entropy production rate @ � s =

������=2�overthespace-tim evolum eenclosed between

theinitialcondition Cauchy surfaceand the�nalfreeze-

out surface. This m ethod results in slightly larger en-

tropy production, the relative di�erence am ounting to

about 0.7% (or about 0.07% in the absolute value of

�S=S 0) for centralAu+ Au collisions. Since the esti-

m ate from the �nalm ultiplicity gives a lower entropy

production value even withoutaccounting forthe som e-

whatsm allerentropy perparticlein theviscouscase,we

conclude thatentropy production due to num ericalvis-

cosity m ustbe a bitsm allerin the viscousuid than in

the idealone. This is not unreasonable,given the ob-

servation in [3]that,com pared to the idealuid case,

thephysicalviscosity sm oothensthestrong velocity gra-

dients near the quark-hadron phase transition,thereby

presum ably also reducing thee�ectsofnum ericalviscos-

ity.

W e note that our viscous evolution starts earlier (at

�0 = 0:6fm /c) than that of Ref. [46] (who use �0 =

1fm /c). Thisearlierstartresultsin largerentropy pro-

duction fractions.Astheinsetin Fig.8(b)shows,m ostof

theentropy isproduced during theearly stageoftheex-
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FIG .8: (Color online) Entropy production �S,norm alized by the initialentropy S 0,as a function ofcharged m ultiplicity

density 1
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. Calculations with VISH2+1 were perform ed for Au+ Au and Cu+ Cu collisions at various im pact param eters

and collision energies,using �=s = 0:08,�� = 3�=sT,and three di�erentequationsofstate (EO S I,SM -EO S Q ,and EO S L).

(a)Sim pli�ed I-S equations.(b)FullI-S equations.Theinsetin panel(b)showstheentropy production asa function oftim e,

forcentralAu+ Au collisionswith param etersasindicated in the legend.

pansion.W e havecon�rm ed thatthe di�erencebetween

Ref.[46]and the work hereisquantitatively reproduced

by the entropy generated during the tim e intervalfrom

0.6 to 1.0fm /c,which can be calculated to excellentap-

proxim ation analytically [18](using Eq.(D3)in Ref.[3])

byassum ingboost-invariantlongitudinalexpansionwith-

outtransverseow during thisperiod.

Figure 8 shows the viscous entropy production �S,

as a fraction ofthe initialentropy S0,for Cu+ Cu and

Au+ Au collisionsatvariousim pactparam etersand col-

lision energies,asa function ofm ultiplicity density.O ne

observes approxim ate m ultiplicity scaling of the frac-

tionalentropy production, with scaling functions that

depend on the equation of state and, for non-zero ki-

netic relaxation tim e,on the form ofthe Israel-Stewart

equations used in the sim ulation. As with v2=" we see

sm allscale-breaking e�ects,but generally the produced

entropy fraction shows better m ultiplicity scaling than

elliptic ow. The scale breaking e�ects for the viscous

entropy production ratego in thesam edirection aswith

ellipticow insofaras,atthesam evalueof 1

S

dN ch

dy
,larger

collisionsystem sand m orecentralcollisionsproducefrac-

tionally m ore entropy than sm aller or m ore peripheral

collisions,dueto theirlongerlifetim esbeforefreeze-out.

For �� = 3�=sT,Figure 8 shows that the sim pli�ed

I-S equations(leftpanel)causealm osttwiceasm uch en-

tropy production asthefullI-S system !Figure9 clari�es

that,when thesim pli�ed I-S equationsareused,entropy

production dependsvery sensitively on thekineticrelax-

ation tim e��,approaching them uch sm allerand alm ost

com pletely ��-independent entropy production rates of

the fullI-S fram ework in the lim it �� ! 0. The large

am ount ofextra entropy production for non-zero �� in
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FIG .9: (Color online) Sensitivity ofthe entropy production

ratio �S=S 0 shown in Fig.8 to thekineticrelaxation tim e��,

fortheAu+ Au collision system with e0 = 30G eV/fm 3 (corre-

sponding to a collision energy of
p
s� 200A G eV).Thethree

red curves (upper set) are for the sim pli�ed Israel-Stewart

equations,the three black curves (lower set) for the fullI-S

equations. Solutions with the fullI-S equationsproduce less

entropy and show very little sensitivity to ��.

the sim pli�ed I-S approach m ust thus be considered as

unphysical.Thisisim portantbecausethisarti�cialextra

entropy production (caused by unphysically largeexcur-

sionsoftheviscousshearpressuretensor�m n away from

itsNavier-Stokesvalue�m n = 2��m n)m anifestsitselfas

additionalcharged hadron m ultiplicity in the observed
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�nalstate (seen asa shift ofallpointsin the leftpanel

ofFig.8 towardslargervaluesof 1

S

dN ch

dy
).Sincethe�nal

m ultiplicity is used to norm alize the initialenergy den-

sity e0,this causes a signi�cantdistortion ofthe initial

conditions corresponding to a given setofexperim ental

data,a�ecting theirphysicalinterpretation.

W econcludethatusingthefullI-S equationsism anda-

tory ifone wants to m inim ize arti�ciale�ects ofshear

viscosity on entropy production and elliptic ow in the

realistic situation of non-zero kinetic relaxation tim es.

(W enotethat,whilethevalueof�� fortheQ G P created

at RHIC is presently unknown,it can obviously not be

zero.) From therightpanelin Fig.8 weseethatthisre-

m ovesm ostofthelargedi�erencein entropy production

between the rapidly exploding EO S I�reballsand their

m ore leisurely expanding cousins that evolve under the

inuence ofEO S Q orEO S L.Still,even forthe fullI-S

equationswesee15� 25% di�erencesbetween theentropy

production ratesforEO S Q (�rstorderphasetransition)

and EO S L (rapid crossovertransition).The di�erences

arelargestforthem ostcentralAu+ Au and Cu+ Cu colli-

sionsattop RHIC energies.Thesom ewhatsti�ernature

ofEO S L nearTc causesthe�reballto expand fasterand

with higheracceleration,leading to largerviscouse�ects

than for EO S Q .The di�erences in entropy production

caused by this variation ofthe EO S is ofsim ilar m ag-

nitude as its e�ect on the viscous suppression of v2="

discussed atthe end ofSec.IV.

An im portantcom m entrelatesto the negativeoverall

slopeofthescaling curvesforentropy production shown

in Figs.8 and 9:Sinceperipheralcollisionsproducerela-

tively m ore entropy than centralcollisions,and the pro-

duced entropy is reected in the �nalcharged hadron

m ultiplicity,thecollision centralitydependenceofhadron

m ultiplicities is altered by viscous e�ects. W hen vis-

cous e�ects are accounted for,the charged m ultiplicity

dN ch=dy willrisem oreslowlyasafunction ofthenum ber

ofparticipantnucleonsN part than foran idealuid with

the sam e set ofinitialconditions. In a G lauber m odel

param etrization ofthe initialconditions[8]thistem per-

ing e�ectwillhave to be com pensated forby increasing

the \hard" com ponentin the initialentropy production.

i.e. the com ponent that scales with the density ofbi-

nary collisionsand isthusresponsible forthe non-linear

increaseofdN ch=dywith N part.In thecolorglassconden-

sateapproach [58]thisnon-linearriseiscontrolled by the

centrality dependenceofthesaturation m om entum scale

Q s,with no free param eters to tune. It rem ains to be

seen whetherthesuccessoftheCG C m odelin describing

the centrality dependence ofdN ch=dy [59]survives the

inclusion ofentropy (or m ultiplicity) producing e�ects

resulting from shearviscosity during the evolution from

the initialCG C to the �nally observed state.

V II. C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

The m ain m otivation for the work presented in this

paperwasprovided by theexperim entally observed m ul-

tiplicity scaling oftheellipticow,shown in Fig.7a,and

itsdeviation atlow m ultiplicitiesfrom idealuid dynam -

icalpredictions.W e saw thatm any ofthe observed fea-

tures are qualitatively consistentwith viscoushydrody-

nam ic calculations as presented in this paper,and that

thesam ecalculationsalsopredictapproxim atem ultiplic-

ity scaling for viscous entropy production. O ur studies

revealed,however,thateven foridealuid dynam icsthe

m ultiplicity scalingoftheellipticow isnotperfect,with

sm allscaling violationsintroduced by thefreeze-outpro-

cesswhich cutstheevolution ofellipticow short.Even

atRHIC energies,wheretheellipticow alm ostsaturates

before freeze-out,kinetic decoupling truncates the m o-

m entum anisotropy atvaluesslightly below theirasym p-

toticsaturation value,and thedeviationsdepend on the

sizeofthecollidingnucleiand thedeform ation ofthe�re-

ballcreated in thecollision through thetim eavailablefor

building elliptic ow beforefreeze-out.

Shearviscosity stronglysuppressesthebuild-up ofm o-

m entum anisotropy and elliptic ow,especially for low

m ultiplicity densities,i.e. at large im pact param eters,

low collision energies or for sm allsizes ofthe colliding

nuclei. This changes the slope ofthe m ultiplicity scal-

ing curveforv2="butpreserves,to good approxim ation,

itsgeneralscaling with 1

S

dN ch

dy
.Violationsofm ultiplicity

scaling forv2=" are som ewhatlargerforthe viscousex-

pansion than forthe idealuid (especially with EO S I),

butrem ain sm allenough tobeconsistent,within statisti-

calerrors,with theexperim entalobservation ofapproxi-

m atescaling.Theslopeoftheapproxim atescalingcurve

and thespread around thiscurvecaused by scalingviola-

tion increasewith thevalueofthespeci�cshearviscosity

�=s and can thusbe used to constrain it.

Speci�cally,the observed scaling violations have the

following features: At �xed m ultiplicity density 1

S

dN ch

dy
,

viscous hydrodynam ics predicts slightly larger elliptic

ow v2="forlargercollision system sorm orecentralcol-

lisionsthan forsm allernucleicolliding atsim ilarenergy

orm ore peripheralcollisionsbetween sim ilar-size nuclei

colliding athigherenergy.Largerv2=" valuesareassoci-

ated with longerlifetim es ofthe corresponding �reballs

before freeze-out and thus also with larger relative en-

tropy production. This correlatesthe scaling violations

for v2=" observed in Figs.5 and 7 with those for the

relative entropy production �S=S 0 seen in Fig.8. The

pattern ofthepredicted scaling violationsshowsqualita-

tiveagreem entwith experim ent,although higherquality

data are required to render this agreem ent statistically

robustand quantitative.

For a �xed (i.e. tem perature independent) ratio �=s,

the slope ofthe m ultiplicity scaling curve for v2=" does

notagreewith experim ent{ thecurvespredicted by vis-

cous hydrodynam ics are too at. The slope can be in-
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creased by allowing �=s to increase at lower tem pera-

tures: For sm allm ultiplicity densities (very peripheral

collisionsorlow collision energies),the data seem to re-

quire
�

s
> 3� 1

4�
,whereasatlargem ultiplicity densities

they appear to constrain the speci�c shear viscosity to

values of
�

s
<
� (1�2)� 1

4�
. W hile this is qualitatively

consistentwith the idea thatin high-m ultiplicity events

the dynam ics is dom inated by the Q G P phase (whose

viscosity would thus have to be sm all, of order 1=4�)

whereas low-m ultiplicity events are predom inantly con-

trolled by hadron gasdynam ics(which ishighly viscous

[19]),m uch additionalwork is needed to turn this ob-

servation into quantitative constraints for the function
�

s
(T).

The present study also resolves questions that arose

from severalrecentpublicationsofviscoushydrodynam ic

calculationswhich seem ed to yield di�erentresults. W e

explored the e�ects of using di�erent im plem entations

of Israel-Stewart second order theory for causal rela-

tivistic viscoushydrodynam ics,by com paring the \sim -

pli�ed Israel-Stewart equations" previously used by us

[3]with the \fullIsrael-Stewartequations" im plem ented

by P.& U.Rom atschke [1]. For the \sim pli�ed" ap-

proach we found a strong sensitivity ofphysicalobserv-

ables on the presently unknown kinetic relaxation tim e

�� fortheviscousshearpressuretensor�m n,in contrast

to a m uch weakerand basically negligible��-dependence

in the \full" approach. For non-zero �� the \sim pli�ed

I-S equations" allow for large excursions of�m n away

from its Navier-Stokes lim it �m n = 2��m n. These ex-

cursionsarearti�cialand disappearin theNavier-Stokes

lim it�� ! 0which can,however,notbestably sim ulated

num erically.They causelargeviscoussuppression e�ects

for the elliptic ow and large am ounts ofextra entropy

production (i.e. extra �nalhadron m ultiplicity). From

ourstudy weconcludethatthe\sim pli�ed I-S approach"

should be avoided,and thata reliable extraction of�=s

from experim entaldata m andates the use of the \full

Israel-Stewart equations" [1,52]. (It is,however,per-

m issibleto usetheconform aluid approxim ation [1,34]

forthe\fullI-S equations" even iftheuid’sEO S isnot

conform ally invariantsincethedi�erenceswerefound to

be negligible.)

In com paringourpreviouswork [3]with thatofothers

we also identi�ed other factors that signi�cantly inu-

ence the creation of elliptic ow and thus help to ac-

countforthe observed di�erences. Fora realistic equa-

tion ofstate thatim plem entsa quark-hadron transition

(here SM -EO S Q and EO S L),itturnsoutthata m uch

m ore im portant e�ect than using the correctversion of

Israel-Stewart theory is the size ofthe colliding nuclei.

At RHIC energies and for a realistic EO S,the viscous

suppression e�ects for v2=" in Cu+ Cu collisions are al-

m ost twice as large as for the larger Au+ Au collision

system . Non-negligible di�erencesin the am ountofvis-

cous v2 suppression arise also from details in the EO S,

with a sm ooth crossoverasim plem ented in EO S L giv-

ing 25-30% lesssuppression than a �rst-ordertransition

as in SM -EO S Q .Com pared to system size e�ects and

EO S uncertainties,the di�erences between \sim pli�ed"

and \full" I-S theory are relatively sm all,a�ecting the

viscousv2 suppression atthe 10% levelrelative to each

other.(Thequoted percentagesarefora uid with m in-

im alviscosity �=s = 1=4� and m ay be largerforhigher

viscosity.) The largest uncertainty,in any case,is con-

tributed by our present lack ofknowledge ofthe initial

source eccentricity which contributesa theoreticalerror

band ofup to 30% on an absolutescaleforv2 [19,52{54].

W e �nally com m entthatthe m ultiplicity dependence

ofviscous entropy production predicted by viscous hy-

drodynam ics (see Fig.8) willm odify the centrality de-

pendence ofcharged hadron production. Thisissue will

be studied m orequantitatively in a forthcom ing paper.
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