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U sing num erical results from ideal and viscous relativistic hydrodynam ic sin ulations w ith three
di erent equations of state, for Au+ Au and Cu+ Cu collisions at di erent centralities and initial
energy densities, we explore the dependence of the eccentricity-scaled elliptic ow , v2=", and the
produced entropy fraction, S=S o, on the nal charged hadron m ultiplicity density dN ., =dy per
unit transverse overlap area S, (1=S )dN o, =dy. T he viscous hydrodynam ic sin ulations are perform ed
with two di erent versions of the Israel-Stewart kinetic evolution equations, and in each case we
investigate the dependence of the physical observables on the kinetic relaxation tine. W e nd
approxim ate scaling of vo=" and S=S ¢ with (1=S )dN .,=dy, w ith scaling functions that depend on
the EO S and, In particular, on the value of the speci ¢ shear viscosity =s. Sm all scaling violations
are seen even in ideal hydrodynam ics, caused by a breaking of the scale invariance of deal uid
dynam icsby the freeze-out condition. V iscous hydrodynam ics show s som ew hat larger scale-breaking

e ects that increase w ith increasing =s and decreasing system size and initial energy density. W e
propose to use precision studies of these scaling violations to help constrain the shear viscosity =s
of the quark-gluon plasn a created in relativistic heavy ion collisions.

PACS numbers: 25.75.q,12.38M h,25.75.Ld, 24.10N z

I. INTRODUCTION

R ecent num erical studies of relativistic hydrodynam —
ics for dissipative uids [1{4]have con m ed earlier es—
tin ates [5, 6] that the \elliptic" anisotropic collective

ow observed in non-central heavy—-ion collisions is very
sensitive to the shear viscosity of the m atter form ed In
such collisions. Since deal uid dynam ics (ie. the as-
sum ption that viscosity can be neglected ) providesa phe-
nom enologically quite successful description of m uch of
the soft hadron data collected from A u+ Au collisions at
the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) [7{9], this
In plies strong constraints on the shear viscosity to en—
tropy ratio =s [6, 10]and the them alization tin e scale
[11, 12] of the m atter In the collision reball. T he con—
clusion is that the quark-glion plasna (QGP) created
at RHIC is a strongly coupled plaam a w ith aln ost per—
fect Iiguid collective behavior [13{15]whose speci ¢ shear
viscosity is low er than that of any previously known real

uid and consistent with a postulated lower bound of

=s ~=(4 kg ) derived from the study of in nitely
strongly coupled conform al eld theories [16, 17] using
the AdS/CFT correspondence and corroborated by ear—
lier quantum m echanical argum ents based on the uncer—
tainty relation [18].

On the other hand, heavy-ion data at RHIC, SPS
and AG S also show that deal hydrodynam ics gradually
breaksdow n at larger in pact param eters, for am aller col-
lision system s, at low er collision energies, and away from
m drapidity (see O]fora review ). M uch of this can be at-
tributed to strong viscouse ects in the Jate collision stage
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after the Q G P has converted to hadrons [19]. H owever,
due to uncertainties in the initial conditions for the re-
ball deform ation, there is som e room left for a non—=zero
valie of the QG P viscosity [19]. To study this further
requires a viscous hydrodynam ic approach because the
tool used to describe the non-equilbbrium Jlate hadronic
dynam ics (a classical cascade) is not well suited for the
rapidly evolving, very dense m atter in the early collision
stages

The m otivation for the present paper is provided by
the wellknown system atic com parison of Voloshin et al.
[20, 21] of elliptic ow data with ideal uid dynam ical
predictions which suggests that the elliptic ow param —
eter v, scaled by the nnitial source eccentricity ", v,=",
w hile strongly deviating from idealhydrodynam icsat low
m ultiplicities, still scales w ith the nalm ultiplicity per
unit overlap area:

" S dy

V2 ichh_ 1)

For ideal uids the right hand side is a direct m easure
of the initial entropy density [22]. The scaling (1) in—
plies that all dependence on in pact param eter, collision
energy and system size can be, to good approxin ation,
absorbed by sin ply taking into accounthow these control
param eters change the nalhadron m ultiplicity density.
W e w ill call this observation sin ply \m ultiplicity scaling
of the elliptic ow",where \elliptic ow" is a shorthand
for the eccentricity-scaled elliptic ow vo,=" and \m ulti-
plicity" stands for (1=S )dN ., =dy.

Such a scaling is expected for deal uid dynam ics
w hose equations of m otion are scale nvariant and where
the eccentricity-scaled elliptic ow is therefore predicted
[23, 24] to depend only on the squared speed of sound,
Z =& , which describes the sti ness of the egquation
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of state (EO S) or \pushing power" of the hydrodynam i~
cally expanding m atter. Tt hasbeen known, how ever, for
m any years [25] that this deal- uid scaling is broken by
the nalfreeze-out of them atter: if hadron freeze-out is
controlled by hadronic cross sections (m ean free paths)
or sin ply param etrized by a critical decoupling energy
density egec Or tem perature Tyec, this introduces and ad-
ditional scale into the problem which is independent of
(or at least not directly related to) the initial geom etry
of the neball. This breaks the above argum ent based
on scale Invariance of the ideal uid equationsofm otion.
W e will show here that this also leads to a breaking of
the m ultiplicity scaling of v,=" not only in the m ost pe-
ripheral or low est energy collisions, w here freeze-out ob-
viously cuts the hydrodynam ic evolution short since the
freeze-out density is reached before the ow anisotropy
can fully buid up [25], but even In the m ost central col-
lisions at RH IC w here freeze-out still term inates the hy-
drodynam ic evolution before the elliptic ow can fully
saturate (see also [19]).

T he m ore interesting aspect of the experim entally ob-
served scaling is, how ever, its apparent validity in regions
where deal uid dynam ics does not work (these encom —
pass m ost of the available data [20]). M any years ago,
sim ple scaling law s for the centrality dependence of ellip—
tic ow werederived from kinetic theory in the dilute gas
Iim it, where the particles In the medium su er at m ost
one rescattering before decoupling [26, 27]; these can be
reinterpreted in temm s of m ultiplicity scaling for v,=".
T he dilute gas lin it is expected to hold for very an all
collision system s, very large im pact param eters or very
low collision energies. M ore recently, a successfuilattem pt
was m ade to phenom enologically connect the dilute gas
and hydrodynam ic lin its w ith a 1-param eter t involv—
ing the K nudsen num ber [28]. This tworksvery wellfor
Au+Au and Cu+ Cu data from RHIC , but predicts that
even In the m ost centralAu+ Au collisions at RHIC the
deal uid dynam ical lin it has not yet been reached and
ism issed by at least 25% [28]. In the presentpaperweuse
viscous relativistic hydrodynam ics to explore the m ulti-
plicity scaling of v,=" in the phenom enologically relevant
region. W e conclude (not surprisingly since m uch of the
availbble data is from regionsw here the viscous hadronic
phase plhysa large role [19]) that them ultiplicity scaling
data [20, 21] require signi cant shear viscosity for the
medim , but also that viscous hydrodynam ics predicts
subtle scaling violations which seem to be qualitatively
consistent w ith trends seen in the data (even if the ex—
perin entalevidence for scaling violations is presently not
statistically robust) and whose m agnitude is sensitive to
the speci ¢ shear viscosity =s. T his gives hope that fu—
turem ore precise data can help constrain the Q G P shear
viscosity through exactly such scaling violations.

W e should caution the reader that, sin ilar to R ef. [28]
w hich used a constant (tin e<independent) K nudsen num —
ber, ourviscoushydrodynam ic calculationsaredonew ith
a constant (tem perature-independent) speci ¢ shear vis-
cosity =s. N either assum ption is realistic, and w e expect

=s In particular to show strong tem perature dependence
near T. (the critical tem perature for the quark-hadron
phase transition) and em erge from the phase transition
w ith much larger values than in the Q GP phase. Com —
parisons between the results presented here and experi-
m entaldata are therefore, at best, indicative of qualita—
tive trends, and i proved calculations, which in partic-
ular m atch viscous hydrodynam ics to a realistic hadron
cascade below T., are required before an extraction of

=s from experin entaldata can be attem pted.

II. DISSIPATIVE FLUID DYNAM ICS

In this section we brie y review the viscous hydrody-—
nam ic equations that we solve, focussing on som e di er—
ences In the form ulations used In previously published
papers [1{4]which we Investigate here further. For tech-
nical details we ask the reader to consult these earlier
papers.

W e focus on system s w ith exact longitudinal boost-
Invariance and use the code VISH2+1 [3]to solve num eri—
cally for the expansion in the two dim ensions transverse
to thebeam direction. Asin [1{4]we consideronly shear
viscosity, neglecting bulk viscosity and heat conduction.
(Bulk viscosity m ay becom e large near the QCD phase
transition [29{31]and should thus be included in the fu-
ture before com paring viscous hydrodynam ics w ith ex—
perin ental data.) VISH2+1 solves the conservation law s
for energy and m om entum ,d, T™ " = 0 (whered,, isthe
covariant derivative in our curvilinear ( ;x;y; ) coordi-
nate system [32]), w ith the decom position

Tmn:eumun pmn+ mn; mn:gmn umun;(z)
together w ith evolution equations for the viscous shear
pressure tensor com ponents ™" :

n mk)

+u D ux

1 m n T k
Zmr g —u
2 R 2

Here D = u" d, is the tin e derivative In the local co-
moving frame,r ™ = ™14, isthe spatialgradient in that
frame,and ™" =™ utt= 2 (@™ ut+ru" ) mn
(w ith the scalar expansion rate dxuf = ru*) is the
symm etric and traceless velocity shear tensor. !y, =
TalUn TnplU, Is the vorticity tensor, and a™ B
% (@" B + a"B" ) denotes sym m etrization. Even though
several com ponents of the sym m etric shear pressure ten—
sor ™" are redundant [32] on account of its traceless-
ness and transversality to the ow velocity u™ , VISH2+1
propagatesall 7 non-zero com ponents and uses the trace-
lessness and transversality conditions as checks of the nu—
m erical accuracy [3].

For a conform ally symm etric uid such as a m assless
quark-glion gas, the tem perature T is the only scale in
the problem and therefore s T3 and 1=T,
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hence T= T°. In this lin it the st term in the
second line of Eq. (3) can be w ritten as [33]

1

T
—mr g —uf =4+ ™% 5D (InT : (4
> K T ( ) (4)
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This is the form used in Ref. [11].

It has recently been argued [34{37] that the rhs. of
Eqg. (3) should contain even m ore temm s, at least for con—
formal uids In the strong coupling lin it. W e will not
pursue this possibility here.

Equations (3) are known as \IsraelStew art (I-S) equa-—
tions" and based on an expansion of the entropy pro-—
duction rate to second order [33, 38{41] (m acroscopic
approach) or, In a m icroscopic kinetic approach using
G rad’s 14-m om ent m ethod, of the phasespace distrbu-
tion function to st order n an alldeviations from local
them alequilibbrium [38,41,42] (see also [43]). By intro-
ducing a nite and su ciently large relaxation tine
for the evolution of the shear pressure tensor tow ards its
NavierStokesIm it ™" = 2 ™", these equations elin —
inate problem s w ith acausal signal propagation at short
wavelengths and the resulting num erical instabilities that
fam ously plague the relativistic N avier-Stokes equation.
A som ew hatdi erent approach to solving these problem s
was developed by O ttinger and Gm el (0-G) [44]and
hasbeen used In [4]; because a com parison of results ob-
tained w ith the IS and O 6 equations is non—trivial,we
w ill leave that for a later study.

Refs. [1{3]use di erent versions of Egs. (3). P.& U.
R om atschke [1]use the full set of term s displayed in (3)
which we label as \full IS equation". The last term in
the second line of Eq. (3) nvolving the vorticity cannot
be obtained from them acroscopic approach [32,40]since
it does not contribute to entropy production, but it fol-
Jow s from the m icroscopic kinetic approach [38, 42]. For
longitudinally boost-nvariant system s w ith initially van—
ishing transverse ow it is zero initially and was found in
[1]to rem ain tiny throughout the reball evolution. W e
can therefore rem ove it from consideration when com par-
ing published results from the di erent approaches. T he

rst term in the second line of (3) arises in this form from
the m acroscopic approach (2"¢ order entropy production
[32,40]) but was neglected In our previous work [3], fol-
Iow ing an argum ent In [32] that it is of second order in
an allquantities and therefore subdom inant com pared to
the rst o tetm s on the rhs. of Eq. (3). A sin i
lar argum ent can be m ade for the last term in line 1 of
(3) (which does not contribute to entropy production ei-
ther), but Baier et al [42]pointed out that this tem is
needed to preserve the transversality of ™" during ki-
netic evolution. In R ef. [3]we therefore kept all term s in
the rstline ofEqg. (3) but dropped those In the second
Iine; we call this here the \sim pli ed IS equation". In
Ref. [34]Baier et al. argued that for a conform ally in—
variantm edium , such as a classicalm assless quark-glion
gas, the rsttem in the second line isneeded to preserve
the conform alinvariance of the kinetic evolition equation
and hence should not be dropped. W e now understand

that the argum entspresented In [32]to neglect allbut the

rst term on the right hand side of Eq. (3) were at best
super cialsince thistemm involvesthe di erence between
two rstorder quantities and thus presum ably needs to
be counted as am all of second order.

Chaudhurd ollowed in his work [2] the approach ad-
vertised in [32]; as a result, In his procedure ™" must
be expected to evolve away from transversality. He cir-
cum vents this problem by evolving only the three lin-—
early independent com ponents of ™" and com puting
the rest from the tracelessness and transversality con-—
ditions [2]. The problem resurfaces, however, since now
the results forallcom ponentsof ™" m ustbe expected to
depend on the choice of Independent com ponents which
are evolved dynam ically w ith the truncated equation (3).
W hile these questions aw ait quantitative study we note
that C haudhuri’s results [2] appear to di er signi cantly
from ours [3].

In the present paper we show m any com parisons be—
tw een solutions obtained by using the \full I-S equations"
w ith those from the \sin pli ed I-S equations". A lthough
at su ciently long wavelengthsboth have to agree in the
N avier-Stokes lim it ' 0 (up to issues of num erical
stability), as Inspection of Eq. (3) readily shows, they
di er for non—zero and w il be seen to exhbit di er—
ent degrees of sensitivity to . This is of phenom eno-
logical I portance since for the QG P is not known,
and a strong sensitivity to this unknown param eter will
negatively in pact our ability to extract the QGP shear
Viscosity =s from experin entaldata.

III. INITIAL CONDITIONS,FREEZE-OUT,
AND EQUATION OF STATE

For the present study, we nitialize the expanding re—
ball in the sam e way as in Ref. [3], ie. with vanishing
Initial transverse ow and w ith an nitial energy density
pro le proportionalto the transverse density of wounded
nucleons, calculated from a Saxon-W oods nuclear den—
sity pro le w ith radius and surface thickness param eters
Rp = 42fm, = 0596 for Cuand Ry = 637,

= 056fm for Au nuclei. The energy density pro e is
nom alized by a param eter ey = e( ¢;r=0b=0) giving the
peak energy density in the centerofthe reballforcentral
collisions (In pact param eter b= 0). g; is related to the
peak wounded nucleon density in the sam e collisions by
a factor which is assum ed to depend on energy but not
on the size of the colliding nuclei. W e here consider e
values that lead to nalm ultiplicities covering the range
accessible at RHIC and beyond, albeit perhaps not all
the way to the Large Hadron Collider (LHC ).

A s of now , the energy dependence of cannot be cal-
culated and m ust be determ ined em pirically from the -
nalcharged hadron m ultiplicity dN o, =dy. Since dN 4, =dy
counts the nal entropy per unit of rapidity, including
any entropy generated by viscous e ects during the ex-—
pansion, the value of dN 4, =dy corresponding to a given



will depend on the viscosity =s. W e will see that
the am ount of entropy produced by viscous e ects addi-
tionally depends on systam size, In pact param eter and
collision energy, but that all these dependences can, to
good approxin ation,be absorbed in a single scaling func-
tion, w ith param etric dependence on =s, that depends
only on them ultiplicity density (1=S )dN o, =dy: sin ilarto
v,=", entropy production S=S ; exhibits approxin ate
\m ultiplicity scaling". However, this scaling function
tums out to be non-linear. It thereforem odi es the cen—
trality dependence of the produced charged m ultiplicity,
softening the observed increase w ith collision centrality

of the produced charged m ultiplicity per pair of w ounded
2 dN ¢p=dy
N pare

requires an accurate m odeling of the in pact param eter
dependence of the initial entropy density pro le using,
say, the G lauber or color glass condensate m odels. T his
is beyond the scope of the present article and w illbe left
for a uture study.

Follow ing them a prity of previous studies [2{4, 45,461,
the viscous shear pressure tensor is nitialized with its
NavierStokes value ™" = 2 ™" _ Other initial con-
ditions were studied in [1, 3], but the nal ocbservables
were found to be Insensitive to such variations [3]. The
kinetic relaxation tine  for the kinetic evolution of the
shear pressure tensor is taken as = c Bo¥ yhere

Boltz — £ is the kinetic theory value for a classical
gas ofm assless Boltzm ann particles [38]and ¢ is varied
betw een % and 1.

Decoupling from the hydrodynam ic uid is inple-
mented by follow ing 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
Tgee = 130M eV and calculate the nal hadron spec—
tra from the C ooperFrye integral over this surface [48],
w ith a distrdbution function that accounts for the rem ain—
Ing an alldeviations from localthem alequilibbrium along
that surface [3, 6]. R esonance decays are neglected, and
only the elliptic ow of directly em itted pions is shown.
To estin ate the total charged hadron multiplicity, we
take the directly em itted positive pions, m ultiply by 1.5
to roughly account form ultiplication by resonance decays
at Tgec, then multiply by another factor 2 12 = 24
to account for the negatives and roughly 20% of nal
charged hadrons that are not pions. A proper calculation
of the resonance decay chain is com putationally expen—
sive and, for a system atic study like the one presented
here that requires hundreds of runs of VISH2+1, beyond
our presently available resources.

Figure 1 show s the three equations of state (EO S) ex—
plored In the present study. EOS I descrlbes a non-
interacting gasofm assless particles,e= p=3. EOSQ isa
frequently em ployed equation of state [25]thatm atchesa
non-interacting quark-gluon gas above T, In a rstorder
transition (M axw ell construction) to a realistic hadron
resonance gas (HRG ) In chem ical equilbbrivom below T,
using a bag param eter B to adjust T¢ to Tc = 164M &V.
SM EO0 S Q isa slightly sm oothed version of EOS Q , see

nucleons, . Exploration of this in portant issue
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FIG .1: (Colbronline) T he equation of state. Panel (a) show s
the pressure p as a function of energy density e and (in the
inset) the squared speed of sound cﬁ = g—z as a function of
tem perature T . Panel (b) shows cﬁ as a function of energy

density e.

[3] for details. Since the discontinuities in the function
cﬁ (e) Or EOS Q cause num erical problem s in VISH2+1
due to large velocity gradients near the interfaces be-
tween QGP, m ixed phase and HRG , we here use SM —
EOSQ.

EOS L m atches the sam e hadron resonance gas be-
low T. smoothly In a rapid cross-over transition to lat-
tice QCD data [49] above T.. For the t, the lattice
data were plotted in the form p(e), nterpolated and then
an oothly pined to the p(e) curve of the HRG . As can
be seen in the upper panel of Fig. 1 In the inset, our
procedure is not fully them odynam ically consistent and
leads to a som ewhat di erent tem perature dependence
of & below T. than or EOS Q and SM -EO S Q . Since
thisonly a ectsthe ow dynam ics below our decoupling
tem perature of Tgee = 130M &V, we have not put any
e ort into correcting this. For futuire com parisons of vis-
cous hydrodynam ic calculations w ith experin entaldata,
the chem ical equilbrium hadron resonance gas below T.
em ployed here must be replaced by a chem ically non-
equilbrated hadron gasw hose particle ratios are frozen in



at the chem ical decoupling tem perature Tohen T.; this
has wellknown consequences for the nal hadron spec—
tra and elliptic ow which can not be neglected [50]. W e
postpone this, together w ith a m ore careful and them o-
dynam ically fully consistentm atching to the lattice Q CD

data, to a future study. W e note, however, that EOS L

shown In Fig. 1 is quite sim ilar to \EO S gp" studied in
Ref. [511].

Iv. EVOLUTION OF MOMENTUM
ANISOTROPIES:SIM PLIFIED VS.FULL IS
EQUATIONS

Tt has been previously observed that the results of
Refs. [1]and [3] for the di erential elliptic ow vy (por ),
although both based on the IsraelStewart 2°¢ order for-
m alism , seem ed to disagree, our work [3] show ing m uch
stronger viscous suppression of v, than that of P. &
U .Rom atschke [1]. The resoluition of this discrepancy
was m ade di cult by the fact that the two groups not
only used di erent versions of the Israel-Stewart equa-
tion (3) as described in Sec. I, but also di erent initial
conditions, di erent equations of state, and system sizes
(Cu+Cu [B]vs. Au+Au [1]). In [B]lwe noted In a foot-
note that the m ain reason for the observed di erences
seam ed to be the di erent I-S equations used by the two
groups. Aswe will see, this is only part of the story. In
this sections we explore this question further and lead it
to a com plete resolution.

Figure 2 show s the tem poralevolution of the totalm o-

. " hT** T Y4
mentum anisotropy "o = mmrTvvs

transverse plane’ for two collision system s (Cu+ Cu at
b= 7fm on the kft, Au+Au atb= 7fm on the right)
and three equations of state (EOS I (top), SM EO0S Q
(m iddle), and EOS L (bottom )). The blue dashed lines
at the top Indicate the result from ideal uid dynam ics,
the black and orange lines below show viscous uid dy-
nam ical results. The black lines show solutions of the
full IS equations, the orange ones for the sin pli ed I-
S approach; In each case several values of the kinetic
relaxation tin e are explored. Note that our full I-
S equations (3) do not use the dentity (4) used In [1]
which strictly holds only for conform al uids (ie. for the
case of EOS Iin Fig. 2). W e have, however, tested the
tw o expressions on the left and right of Eg. (4) against
each other also for the other two equations of state (SM —

averaged over the

! Note that "y as de ned here includes the e ects from both ow
velocity and shear pressure anisotropies [3]. In Ref. [3]we de-
noted it by "g in order to distinguish it from the ow—-induced

nTE* T Y
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deal 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 ™" . In the present work we drop the prim e for
convenience.

m om entum anisotropy which is based only on the

EOSQ and EO S L) which are not conform ally Invariant,
and found no discemible di erences. Only for a very
long relaxation tin e = 12 =sT (not shown in Fig. 2)
did we see or EOS L a di erence larger than the line
w idth, w ith our result for ", lying slightly above the one
obtained w ith the conform al approxin ation (4).

C om parison of the black and red lines in Fig. 2 show s
that the sensitivity of the m om entum anisotropy ", to
the relaxation tin e is signi cantly larger for the sin —
pli ed IS equations (red) than for the ull IS equations,
and that the -dependence of ", even has the oppo-
site sign for the two sets of equations. W ith the full
IS equations, ", moves slowly towards the ideal uid
lim itas  increaseswhereasw ith the sin pli ed IS equa-
tions ", m oves away from the deal uid lim it, atamore
rapid rate, resulting in a Jarger viscous suppression of the
mom entum anisotropy. In the lim it ! 0, both for-
m ulations approach the sam e Navier-Stokes 1m it. The
di erence between full and simpli ed IS eguations is
largest or EO S I which is the sti est of the three stud-
ied equations of state, causing the m ost rapid expansion
of the reball. For this EOS, the sinpli ed IS equa-
tions allow for the largest excursions of ™" away from
its N avier-Stokes lin it, causing a signi cant and strongly

-dependent Increase of allviscous e ects, including the
suppression of them om entum anisotropy (Fig.2) and el-
liptic ow (see Fig. 4 below ) and the am ount of viscous
entropy production (see Sec.V I).

For the other two equations of state, SM -EO S Q and
EOS L, thedi erence between fulland sin pli ed IS dy—
nam ics ismuch sm aller, ranging from 5% forAu+Au
to 15% for Cu+ Cu for the largest value of 6 =sT
studied here. Note that the viscous suppression of " is
much stronger for the smaller Cu+ Cu collision system
than for Au+Au. For SM EO0S Q and EOS L (which
yield rather sim flar results for ",, with di erences not
exceeding  10% ), the results from the ull I-S equations
(black Iines) are alm ost com pletely independent of ,
even for the smallCu+ Cu system .

The Insets In the two upper panels of F ig. 2 illustrate
the di erent  -dependences for ", in the full and sim -
pli ed IS form ulations, by plotting the value of ", for
EOS Iata =xed tine o = 4dm /c as a function
of . One sees that, for the investigated range of re-
laxation tin es, the -dependence is linear, but that the
slope has di erent signs for the full and sinpli ed IS
equations and is much smaller for the full I-S system .
Even though VISH2+1 cannot be run for much am aller

values, due to num erical instabilities that develop as
the N avierStokes lin it = 0 is approached, the lines
corresponding to the fulland the sin pli ed I-S equations
are seen to nicely extrapolate to the sam e N avier-Stokes
point, as they should. For SM -EOS Q and EOS L, the
corresponding linesm ay no longer be linear, due to phase
transition e ects, but are still characterized by opposite
slopes for the sin pli ed and fulll IS approaches, w ith al-
m ost vanishing slope in the full I-S case. T hisagreesw ith

ndings reported In [1, 52].
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In Fig. 3 the e ects of changing the system size, EO S,
and form of I-S equations on the di erentialelliptic ow
v, (pr ) for directly em itted pions is shown. The largest
viscous suppression of elliptic ow (by aln ost 70% be-

low the

2G eV /c) is seen for

deal uid value at pr

the an all Cu+ Cu system , evolved with SM E0S Q and
the sin pli ed IS equation. This is the result reported
by usin [3]. Them ddle panel of F ig. 3 show s that this
large v, suppression is aln ost cut in half by going from
Cu+ Cu toAu+Au, the system studied in [1], even w ith—

n0
P

o= 4fm /c. See text for discussion .

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

-dependence
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dynam ics, w ith param eters as indicated.

outm odifying the EO S or the form of the I-S equations.
Changing the EO S from SM E0S Q [3]to EOS L (which
is close to the one used in [1]) reduces the viscous v,
suppression by another quarter, from about 40% to less
than 30% below the ideal uid linitatpr = 2. Finally,
replacing the sin pli ed I-S equations used in [3] by the
full IS equations em ployed by Rom atschke [1] further
reduces the suppression from about 28% below the ideal

ud to  25% atpr = 2G &V /c. This is consistent w ith
the results obtained [1].

W e conclude that the biggest contribution to the large
di erence between the results reported n Refs. [3]and [1]
arises from the di erent collisions system s studied, w ith
much larger viscous e ects seen in the smaller Cu+ Cu
system than In Au+Au collisions. The next most in —
portant sensitivity is to the EO S; for the m ost realistic
EO S studied here, EO S L, the di erences between using
the full or sin pli ed IS equations w ith = 3 =sT are
only about 10% on a relative scale, or about 3% on the
absolute scale set by the elliptic ow from ideal uid dy-
nam ics. For samaller , this Jast di erence would shrink
even further.

T he sensitivity to details of the EO S docum ented by
the m ddle and right panels of Fig. 3 gives an idea of
how well one needs to know the EO S if one wants to ex—
tract the speci ¢ shear viscosity =s from experin ental
data using viscous hydrodynam ics. O nem ght argue that
the di erence between a rst order phase transition in —
plem ented through SM EO0S Q and a an ooth crossover
asin EOS L should be su ciently extrem e to cover the
m axin al theoretical uncertainty. In this case, Fig 3 tells
us that the m axim al theoretical uncertainty on the vis-
cous suppression of v, (and therefore on =s) should be
about 25-30% . T his should be com pared to the theoreti-
calerror Introduced by our present uncertainty of the ini-
tial gpatial source eccentricity ": " di ers by about 30%
between initializations based on the G lauber and color
glss condensate (CGC ) models [19, 52{54], resulting in
a 30% uncertainty of the totalm agnitude of the ellip—
tic ow in deal uid dynam ics. W e further caution that

uid

recent discussions about the value of the critical tem pera—
ture for the quark-hadron transition [55, 56 ] introduce an
additionalm om ent of uncertainty which is perhaps not
covered by the range between SM -EOS Q and EOS L
studied here. T herefore, w hile we agree w ith the authors
of Ref. [52] that the uncertainty about the initial source
eccentricity dom inates over uncertainties related to dif-
ferent in plam entations of the I-S form alism , we think
that the EO S should not be discounted prem aturely as
a possible source of signi cant additional theoretical un—
certainty In the extraction of =s.

V. MULTIPLICITY SCALING OF v,="IN
IDEAL AND VISCOUSHYDRODYNAM ICS

In this section we explore the m ultiplicity scaling (as
de ned in the Introduction) of the eccentricity-scaled el-
liptic ow v,=",com paring deal uid dynam icsw ith that
of nearm inim allly viscous uids with speci ¢ shear vis-

COSjtyE=O4—

A . EOS I:rconformal uidswith e= 3p

W e begin with the sinple case of a conform al uid
w ith the equation of statee= 3p (EO S I),w ithout phase
transition. In this case the speed of sound is a constant,
independent of tem perature T, cﬁ = % For the deal

uid case, naive scaling argum ents based on the scale in—
variance of the ideal uid equationsofm otion would thus
predict a constant v,=", independent of m ultiplicity den-
sity (1=S )dN Chlzody' (T he nuclear overlap area S is com —
puted as S = hx? ihy? i w here h: : i denotes the energy
density weighted average over the transverse plane.) T he
left panel n Fig. 4 clearly contradicts this expectation.
Freezeout at Tgec = 130M €V cuts the hydrodynam ic
evolution of the m om entum anisotropy ", short before
the elliptic ow has fully saturated. A s the left panel of
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FIG .4: (Color online) T he eccentricity-scaled elliptic ow v,=" asa function of charged m ultiplicity density, (1=S )dN o, =dy, for
a conform al uid with EOS I.Results for Cu+ Cu and A u+ Au collisions w ith two di erent initial energy densities at a variety
of In pact param eters, as indicated in the legend, are superin posed. Results from ideal uid dynam ics (a) are com pared w ith
those from viscous hydrodynam ics, using the full (b) and the sin pli ed (c) IsraelStew art equations, respectively. In all cases
approxin ate, but not perfect m ultiplicity scaling is observed (see text for discussion). In panels (b) and (c), the deal uid
results from the left panel are reproduced as gray sym bols for com parison.

the gure show s, this not only causes a strong suppres—
sion of v,=" at low m ultiplicity densities, w here the tin e
between beginning of the hydrodynam ic expansion and
freeze-out becom es very short,but it also breaksthem ul-
tiplicity scaling at high m ultiplicity density, albeit m ore
weakly. Ata xed valueof (1=S )dN 4,=dy, one sees larger
vo,=" form ore centralcollisions initiated at low er collision
energies (corresponding to sm aller ey param eters) than
form ore peripheral collisions betw een the sam e nucleiat
higher beam energies, and also for m ore central Cu+ Cu
collisions (w ith a rounder shape) than form ore peripheral
Au+ Au collisions (with a m ore deform ed nitial shape).
W e nd that the larger v,=" values can be traced di-
rectly to som ew hat longer lifetim es of the corresponding

reballs, ie. to the availability of m ore tin e to approach
the saturation valies of the m om entum anisotropy and
elliptic ow before reaching freeze-out. T hese freezeout
induced scaling violations In deal uid dynam ics disap-—
pear at su clently high collision energies (ie. large e )
w here the m om entum anisotropy has tin e to fully satu—
rate In allcollision system sand atall in pact param eters,
before freezing out.

The m ddle and right panels In Fig. 4 show the ana—
logous results for a m inin ally viscous uid with ¢ = %
and kinetic relaxation tim e = S—T . Consistent w ith
the discussion In the preceding section, the viscous sup-—
pression of the elliptic ow is seen to be stronger if the
sin pli ed IS equations are used (right panel) than for
the full I-S equation. (A Ithough not shown, the curves
in the right panel also show stronger sensitivity to the
valie of  than those In the m iddle panel.) A long w ith
the suppression of v,=" by shear viscosity we see the ap-
pearance of scale-breaking e ects that increase in propor—
tion to the overall suppression of elliptic ow : they are
larger in the right than In the m iddle panel. Shear vis—
cosity breaks the m ultiplicity scaling of v,=" because (as
shown in the preceding section) viscous e ects are larger
in an aller collision reballs. C onsequently, if we com pare

di erent collision system s that produce the sam e charged
m ultiplicity density (1=S )dN o,=dy, we nd smaller vo="
for Cu+ Cu than for Au+ Au collisions, and for periph-
eral Au+ Au collisions at higher collision energy than for
m ore central A u+ A u collisions at low er collision energy.

V iscous e ects also generate entropy, ie. they increase
the nalcharged m ultiplicity dN o, =dy. C om paring in the
m ddle and right panels of F ig. 4 the gray (shaded) sym —
bols from ideal uid dynam ics with the colored (solid)
sym bols for viscous hydrodynam ics, points correspond—
ing to the sam e collision system and in pact param eter
are seen to be shifted to the right. This enhances the
scaling violations: for a given collision system , in pact
param eter and collision energy, viscosity decreases the
eccentricity scaled elliptic ow vy=", pushing the corre-
sponding point downward in the diagram , and sin ulta-
neously increases the entropy, pushing the corresponding
point horizontally to the right. T he com bination of these
two e ects separates the curves for di erent collision sys-
tem s and energies farther in viscous hydrodynam ics than
n deal uid dynam ics.

B . Phase transition e ects: EOS Q and EOS L

Figure 5 show sthe analogous results if the uid evolves
under the In uence of an equation of state w ith a quark—
hadron phase transition, EOS Q (top row) or EOS L
(bottom row ). Again approxim ate m ultiplicity scaling
of v,=" is observed, but an all scalebreaking e ects are
visble in both ideal and wviscous hydrodynam ics. For
the equations of state w ith a phase transition, the scale-
breaking e ectsareactually larger in the dealthan in the
viscous case, ie. iIn viscous hydrodynam ics vo=" shows
ketter m ultplicity scaling than in ideal uid dynam ics!
W e interpret the large scale-breaking e ects in the deal

uld case as a com plication arising from interference be-
tw een the freeze-out process and the weak acceleration of
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FIG.5: (Coloronline) Same asFig.4,but for SM EOS Q (top row ) and EOS L (bottom row ). For the deal uid case (ad)
an extended range of ey values up to ey = 120G &V /f ° was studied, in order to show that v,=" eventually increases again at

higher collision energies [25].

m atter In the phase transition region. T his interpretation
is supported by a com parison between SM £0 S Q with
its rst-orderphase transition (upper left panelin Fig.5)
and the an ooth crossover transition in EO S L (lower left
panel): for deal uids, the scalebreaking e ects are ob-
viously larger for SM EO0 S Q than forEO S L.A salready
observed In [3], shear viscosity e ectively am ears out the
phase transition and reduces its e ect on the dynam ics.
In Fig. 5 this is clearly seen on the left side of each panel
(ie. at an all values ofsidg—ych ) where for the deal uid

v,=" show s a non-m onotonic peak structure [25] that is
com pletely gone in the viscous case.

Com paring Figs. 4 and 5,we seemuch sn aller di er-
ences betw een the fiull (m iddle panels) and sin pli ed -5
equations (right panels) for SM £0S Q and EO S L than
for EOS I. This is consistent with our observations in
Sec. IV where the largest di erences between full and
sinpli ed IS eguations was also seen for the rapidly
evolving reballs whose expansion is pushed by the very
sti EOS I.

Tt is interesting to observe that, for deal uids,EOS L
leads to about 10% more elliptic ow under RHIC con-
ditions than SM -EO S Q . The reason is that in the phase
transition region EOS L is sti er than SM EO0 S Q . This
plays an in portant role at RH IC because the softness of
the EO S near T, inhdbits the buildup of elliptic ow ex—
actly underRH IC conditions [25]. A sa corollary we note
that, f RHIC ellpptic ow data exhaust deal uid pre-

dictionsm adew ith SM EO0 S Q [8], they w illnot exhaust
deal uid predictionsbased on EO S L, thus leaving som e
room for shear viscous e ects.

C . V iscous suppression of v, : system atics

Even at the highest collision energies (or e, values)
studied In Figs. 4 and 5, the slope of v,=" as a func-
tion of Sidg—;h rem ains positive, ie. v,=" continues to
increase and evolve in direction of the asym ptotic deal

uld lim it. This in plies that at higher collision energies
the In portance of viscous e ects decreases. T his obser-
vations parallels the one m ade in [3], nam ely that w ith
increasing collision energy the pr range increases over
which viscous hydrodynam ic predictions for the single-
particle m om entum spectra can be trusted. T he reason
is In both cases that w ith increasing collision energy the
tin e until freeze-out grow s, and that (at least for con-
stant =s as assum ed here and in [3]) during the later
stages of the expansion shear viscous e ects are am all.

Figure 6 show s this m ore quantitatively. W e plot the
fractionaldecrease of the elliptic ow relative to its ideal

uid dynam icalvalue, (VEdeal vgiscous )= édeal, as a func—
tion ofm ultiplicity density. Larger m ultiplicity densities
lead to am aller viscous suppression e ects. Larger vis-
cosity results in stronger suppression of the elliptic ow .
T he suppression e ects are weaker if the full IS equa-
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tions are used than in the sim pli ed approach ofR ef. [3]
(which, as discussed In Sec. IV, also su ers from strong
sensitivity to ). For m inin al viscosity, =s = 1=4 ,
the pr <integrated elliptic ow v, in Au+ Au collisions at
RHIC is suppressed by about 20% . T he suppression is
larger at low er energies but willbe lessat the LHC .

D. A look at experim entaldata

Figure 7(a) shows the fam ous experin ental plot by
Voloshin [21]w ith provides em pirical evidence for m ul-
tiplicity scaling of v,=". The lnes labelled \HYDRO"
are sketches for expectations from ideal uid dynam —
ics, based on the calculations presented in [25] for v,
In Au+ Au collisions at xed in pact param eter b= 7Mm
as a function ofm ultiplicity (param etrized by ey). They
should be replaced by the curves shown in the left panels
of Fig. 5.

In Fig. 7(b) we present m ultiplicity scaling curves for
v,=" obtained from viscous hydrodynam ics w ith the full
IS equations. On a super cial level, the theoretical
curves show qualitative sin ilarity with the experin en—
taldata, giving correct ballpark num bers if one assum es

=s 024 3=4 . Interestingly, gnoring experim ental
error bars, one can see evidence for an all scaling viola—
tions in the experim entaldata whose pattem agreesw ith
the theoretical predictions from viscous hydrodynam ics
(see discussion at the end of Sec. VA ): the 625 A G&V
Au+ Au data lie slightly above the 200A GeV Au+Au
points, and the 200A G &V Cu+ Cu points fall slightly be-
low the 62:5A G&V Au+Au data. O f course, these ne
features of the experin entaldata are presently not sta—
tistically signi cant; m uch m ore precise data are needed
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to con m or digprove the theoretical predictions, but
upcom Ing high-statistic runs at RHIC should be able to
deliver them .

C loser inspection of the two panels in Fig. 7 shows,
however, that the theoretical scaling curves have the
wrong slope: on the left side of the plot, ie. for small
m ultiplicity densities, the data seem to point towards
lrger speci ¢ shear viscosities ; > 3 % w hereas
on the right side of the plt, or %dg—;h > 20fm 2,
the experin ental data require sm aller shear viscosities,
- < a2 4i But this is not at all unexpected:
C ollisions represented by points In the right half of the
plot correspond to high collision energies and large ini-
tial energy densities w hose expanding reballs spend the
largest fraction of their life in the OGP phase. Fire-
balls created iIn collisions represented by points in the
left part of the diagram have an aller initial energy densi-
ties and thus spend m ost of their tim e In the m uch m ore
viscous hadronic phase [19]. A m eaningfiil com parison
betw een theory and experin ent thusm ust necessarily ac-
count for the tem perature dependence of =s and itsdra—
m atic ncrease during the quark-hadron phase transition
[50]. Thiswould lead to scaling curves In Fig. 7(b) w ith
a larger slope that can better reproduce the data. W hat
one can say already now is that the high-energy end of
Fig.7 requires very sm all speci ¢ shear viscosity =s for
the Q G P, of the sam e order as the m inin al value postu—
lated in [16, 17] (unless the initial source eccentricity "
was strongly underestim ated in the experim entaldata).

VI. MULTIPLICITY SCALING OF ENTROPY
PRODUCTION IN VISCOUS HYDRODYNAM ICS

In the absence of shock waves, ideal uid dynam ics
conserves entropy. Correspondingly, the nalm ultiplic—
ity per unit rapidity is directly detemm ined by the to—
ta%jnjijal entropy per unit rapidity: ciliy = const:

o dxdys(x;v; o). Numerical discretization of the
hydrodynam ic evolution equations introduces a small
am ount of \num ericalviscosity" , how ever, w hich can not
be fully avoided. Tom Inin ize num ericalviscosity e ects,
the ux-corrected transport algorithm SHA STA used in
the num erical solution ofboth the ddealand viscous uid
equations [3, 47] an ploys an \antidi usion step" nvolv—
ng a param eter called \antidi usion constant" [57]. Nu—
m ericalviscosity e ects arem axin al if this param eter is
set to zero. In all our sin ulations we used 0.125 for the
antidi usion constant [57], resulting In about 0.3% en-
tropy production by num erical viscosity in the deal uid
case. In com parison w ith the O (10 15% ) entropy pro-—
duction in a viscous uid with m inim al shear viscosity
(see below ) this can be neglected?.

2 E ects from num erical viscosity depend on the spacing of the
space-tin e grid used in the sim ulation. For the results presented
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Sin flar to the second paper of Ref. [46], we com pute
entropy production by exploiting the proportionality of
nal entropy to nal charged m ultiplicity. W e com pute

in this paper weused x = vy = 0:1fm and = 0:04fm /c.
To check the e ects of num erical viscosity in the ideal uid case
we also perform ed sim ulationsw ith AZHYDRO where we either
set the antidi usion constant to zero or increased and decreased
the grid spacings ( x; y; )by a factor 2 to 4. To m axin ize
num ericalviscosity e ects,weused EO S Q with a strong rstor-
der phase transition w hich generates shocks and associated large
velocity gradients. W e found that decreasing the grid spacing
by a factor 2 has no visible e ect on the average radial ow of
the uid in central A u+ Au collisions but increases the m om en—
tum anisotropy of the ideal uid in peripheralA u+ A u collisions
atb= 7fm by 2 3% . A further reduction by another factor 2
doesn’t even a ect them om entum anisotropy any m ore, indicat-
ing that num erical viscosity e ects have been basically reduced
to zero. If we increase the grid spacing by a factor two, the ef-
fects are a bit lJarger: the total entropy production by num erical
viscosity increases by about 1% , the average radial ow 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 axin izing the num erical viscosity at xed grid spacing
by setting the antidi usion constant to zero. In this case the av—
erage radial ow in centralA u+ A u collisions again changes only
by 0.5% (which is negligible com pared to the strong increase in
transverse acceleration that we see in the viscous uid), but the
m om entum anisotropy is reduced by about 10% . In the nalpion
vy this is re ected by a pr -dependent reduction that increases
with pr , just like e ects from real shear viscosity [1{4, 6]; the
pr -Integrated pion elliptic ow is reduced by less than 4% even
in this extrem e case. W e conclude that num erical viscosity 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 of state studied here
w hich do not have a sharp phase transition, num erical viscosity
e ects on the elliptic ow do not exceed 1 2% and can thus be
neglected relative to e ects from real shear viscosity.

the nalm ultiplicity dN o, =dy for both idealand viscous
hydrodynam ics and then equate the fractional increase
In dN 4, =dy w ith the fractional increase In dS=dy. This
ignores a an all negative correction due to the viscousde-
viation of the distrbbution function on the freeze-out hy—
persurface from local equilbrium [38, 41]which slightly
reduces the entropy per nally observed particle in the
viscous case. T he realentropy production is thus slightly
an aller than calculated w ith our prescription. H ow ever,
since on the freeze-out surface the viscous pressure com —
ponents are am all [3], this correction should be negligble.

W e checked the above procedure by also directly in-—
tegrating the viscous entropy production rate @ s =
=2 over the space-tin e volum e enclosed betw een
the initial condition C auchy surface and the nal freeze-
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 () for central Au+ Au collisions. Since the esti-
mate from the nalmultiplicity gives a lower entropy
production value even w ithout accounting for the som e-
what an aller entropy per particle In the viscous case,we
conclide that entropy production due to num erical vis-
cosity m ust be a bit sm aller In the viscous uid than in
the deal one. This is not unreasonable, given the ob-
servation In [3] that, com pared to the deal uid case,
the physicalviscosity sm oothens the strong velocity gra-—
dients near the quark-hadron phase transition, thereby
presum ably also reducing the e ects of num erical viscos—
iy,
W e note that our viscous evolution starts earlier (at
o = 06M /c) than that of Ref. [46] (wWho use =
1fm /c). This earlier start results in Jarger entropy pro—
duction fractions. A sthe inset In Fig.8(b) show s,m ost of
the entropy is produced during the early stage of the ex—
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(Color online) Entropy production S, nom alized by the initial entropy S o, as a function of charged m ultiplicity
. Calculations with VISH2+1 were perform ed for Au+ Au and Cu+ Cu collisions at various In pact param eters

= 3 =sT , and three di erent equations of state (EOS I,SM EO0S Q ,and EOS L).
(b) Full IS equations. T he inset in panel (b) show s the entropy production as a function of tin e,

for central A u+ A u collisions w ith param eters as Indicated in the legend.

pansion. W e have con m ed that the di erence between

Ref. [46] and the work here is quantitatively reproduced
by the entropy generated during the tin e interval from

06 to 1.0fm /¢, which can be calculated to excellent ap—
proxin ation analytically [18] (using Eg. (D 3) in Ref. [3])
by assum ing boost-nvariant longitudinalexpansion w ith—
out transverse ow during this period.

Figure 8 show s the viscous entropy production S,
as a fraction of the initial entropy So, for Cu+ Cu and
Au+ Au collisions at various in pact param eters and col-
lision energies, as a function ofm ultiplicity density. O ne
observes approxin ate m ultiplicity scaling of the frac-
tional entropy production, w ith scaling functions that
depend on the equation of state and, for non—zero ki-
netic relaxation tin €, on the form of the Israel-Stew art
equations used in the simulation. As with =" we see
an all scalebreaking e ects, but generally the produced
entropy fraction show s better m ultiplicity scaling than
elliptic ow . The scale breaking e ects for the viscous
entropy production rate go in the sam e direction as w ith
elliptic ow insofaras,atthe sam evalneof ¢ L dN — , larger
collision system sand m ore centralcollisions produce frac—
tionally m ore entropy than am aller or m ore peripheral
collisions, due to their longer lifetin es before freeze-out.

For = 3 =sT, Figure 8 show s that the sin pli ed
IS equations (left panel) cause alm ost tw ice asm uch en—
tropy production as the i1ll I-S systam ! Figure 9 clari es
that, when the sin pli ed IS equations are used, entropy
production depends very sensitively on the kinetic relax—
ation tine , approaching the m uch sn aller and alm ost
com pletely  —Independent entropy production rates of
the full IS fram ework in the lim it ! 0. The large
am ount of extra entropy production for non-zero in
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FIG .9: (Color online) Sensitivity of the entropy production
ratio S=S o shown in Fi. 8 to the kinetic relaxation tine ,
for the A u+ A u collision system w ith ey = 30G &V /fn 3 (corre—
sponding to a collision energy of s 200A G &V ).The three
red curves (upper set) are for the sinpli ed Israel-Stewart
equations, the three black curves (lower set) for the full I-S
equations. Solutions w ith the full I-S equations produce less
entropy and show very little sensitivity to

the sin pli ed IS approach m ust thus be considered as
unphysical. T his is In portantbecause thisarti cialextra
entropy production (caused by unphysically large excur—
sions of the viscous shear pressure tensor ™" away from

itsNavierStokesvalue ™" = 2 ™" )manifests itselfas
additional charged hadron m ultiplicity in the observed



nal state (seen as a shift of all points in the left panel
of Fig. 8 tow ards larger values ofsidg—ych ). Since the nal
m ultiplicity is used to nom alize the nitial energy den—
sity ey, this causes a signi cant distortion of the initial
conditions corresponding to a given set of experim ental
data, a ecting their physical interpretation.

W e conclude that using the full I-S equations ism anda—
tory if one wants to m inin ize arti cial e ects of shear
viscosity on entropy production and elliptic ow in the
realistic situation of non—zero kinetic relaxation tim es.
(W e note that,while thevalueof fortheQGP created
at RHIC is presently unknown, it can obviously not be
zero.) From the right panelin Fig. 8 we see that this re-
m ovesm ost of the Jarge di erence In entropy production
between the rapidly exploding EOS I reballs and their
m ore leisurely expanding cousins that evolve under the
in uence of EOS Q orEOS L. Still, even for the full I-5
equationswesee1l5 25% di erencesbetween the entropy
production rates for EO S Q ( rst order phase transition)
and EO S L (rapid crossover transition). T he di erences
are largest for them ost centralA u+ Au and Cu+ Cu colli-
sionsat top RH IC energies. T he som ew hat sti er nature
of EO S L near T, causes the reballto expand faster and
w ith higher acceleration, leading to larger viscous e ects
than for EOS Q . The di erences In entropy production
caused by this variation of the EO S is of sin ilar m ag—
nitude as its e ect on the viscous suppression of v,="
discussed at the end of Sec. IV .

An In portant comm ent relates to the negative overall
slope of the scaling curves for entropy production shown
in Figs. 8 and 9: Since peripheral collisions produce rela—
tively m ore entropy than central collisions, and the pro-
duced entropy is re ected In the nal charged hadron
m ultiplicity, the collision centrality dependence ofhadron
m ultiplicities is altered by viscous e ects. W hen vis-
cous e ects are accounted for, the charged m ultiplicity
dN o, =dy w illrisem ore slow Iy asa function of the num ber
of participant nucleons N .+ than foran deal uid with
the sam e set of initial conditions. In a G Jauber m odel
param etrization of the Initial conditions [8] this tem per-
ing e ect will have to be com pensated for by increasing
the \hard" com ponent In the initial entropy production.
ie. the com ponent that scales with the density of bi-
nary collisions and is thus responsible for the non-linear
increase ofdN o, =dy w ith N p.,+ . In the colorglassconden-—
sate approach [58]this non-linear rise is controlled by the
centrality dependence of the saturation m om entum scale
Q 5, with no free param eters to tune. It rem ains to be
seen w hether the success of the CG C m odel in describing
the centrality dependence of dN (,=dy [59] survives the
inclusion of entropy (or multiplicity) producing e ects
resulting from shear viscosity during the evolution from
the nitialCG C to the nally observed state.
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VII. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

The main m otivation for the work presented in this
paper w as provided by the experim entally observed m ul-
tiplicity scaling of the elliptic ow , shown in Fiy. 7a,and
itsdeviation at low m ultiplicities from ideal uid dynam -
ical predictions. W e saw thatm any of the observed fea-
tures are qualitatively consistent w ith viscous hydrody—
nam ic calculations as presented in this paper, and that
the sam e calculations also predict approxin atem ultiplic—
ity scaling for viscous entropy production. O ur studies
revealed , how ever, that even for ideal uid dynam ics the
m ultiplicity scaling of the elliptic ow isnot perfect, w ith
an all scaling violations introduced by the freeze-out pro—
cess which cuts the evolution of elliptic ow short. Even
atRH IC energies,w here theelliptic ow aln ost saturates
before freeze-out, kinetic decoupling truncates the m o-
m entum anisotropy at values slightly below their asym p—
totic saturation value, and the deviations depend on the
size of the colliding nucleiand the deform ation ofthe re-
ballcreated in the collision through the tin e available for
buiding elliptic ow before freeze-out.

Shear viscosity strongly suppresses the buid-up ofm o-
mentum anisotropy and elliptic ow , especially for low
m ultiplicity densities, ie. at large In pact param eters,
low collision energies or for amn all sizes of the colliding
nuclei. This changes the slope of the m ultiplicity scal-
ing curve for v,=" but preserves, to good approxin ation,
its generalscaling w ith % dg—;h .V olations ofm ultiplicity
scaling for v,=" are som ew hat larger for the viscous ex—
pansion than for the deal uid (especially with EO S I),
but rem ain an allenough to be consistent, w ithin statisti-
calerrors,w ith the experin ental observation of approxi-
m ate scaling. T he slope of the approxin ate scaling curve
and the spread around this curve caused by scaling viola-
tion Increase w ith the value of the speci ¢ shear viscosity

=s and can thus be used to constrain it.

Speci cally, the observed scaling violations have the
follow ing features: At xed multiplicity density Sidg—yc“ ,
viscous hydrodynam ics predicts slightly larger elliptic

ow v,=" for larger collision system s orm ore centralcol-
lisions than for sm aller nuclei colliding at sim ilar energy
or m ore peripheral collisions between sim ilar-size nuclei
colliding at higher energy. Larger v,=" values are associ-
ated w ith longer lifetin es of the corresponding reballs
before freeze-out and thus also with larger relative en-—
tropy production. T his correlates the scaling violations
for v,=" ocbserved In Figs. 5 and 7 with those for the
relative entropy production S=S g seen in Fig. 8. The
pattem of the predicted scaling violations show s qualita—
tive agreem ent w ith experin ent, although higher quality
data are required to render this agreem ent statistically
robust and quantitative.

Fora =xed (ie. tam perature independent) ratio =s,
the slope of the m ultiplicity scaling curve for vp,=" does
not agree w ith experin ent { the curves predicted by vis-
cous hydrodynam ics are too at. The slope can be in—



creased by allow ing =s to increase at lower tem pera—
tures: For small multiplicity densities (very peripheral
collisions or low collision energies), the data seem to re-
quire - > 3 ;- ,whereas at large m ultiplicity densities
they appear to constrain the speci ¢ shear viscosity to
values of — < (1 2) 4-. W hile this is qualitatively
consistent w ith the dea that in high-m ultiplicity events
the dynam ics is dom inated by the Q GP phase (whose
viscosity would thus have to be small, of order 1=4 )
w hereas low -m ultiplicity events are predom inantly con—
trolled by hadron gas dynam ics (which is highly viscous
[19]), much additional work is nesded to tum this ob-—
servation Into quantitative constraints for the function
=(T).
’ T he present study also resolves questions that arose
from severalrecent publications of viscous hydrodynam ic
calculations which seem ed to yield di erent results. W e
explored the e ects of using di erent Im plem entations
of IsraelStewart second order theory for causal rela—
tivistic viscous hydrodynam ics, by com paring the \sin —
pli ed Israel-Stewart equations" previously used by us
[3]w ith the \full Israel-Stew art equations" im plem ented
by P. & U.Romatschke [1]. For the \simpli ed" ap-
proach we found a strong sensitivity of physical observ—
ables on the presently unknown kinetic relaxation tim e
for the viscous shear pressure tensor ™", in contrast
to a m uch weaker and basically negligbble -dependence
n the \full" approach. For non-zero the \sin pli ed
IS equations" allow for large excursions of ™" away
from its Navier-Stokes Iimit ™" = 2 ™", These ex-
cursions are arti cialand disappear in the N avier-Stokes
Iim it ! Owhich can, however,notbe stably sin ulated
num erically. T hey cause large viscous suppression e ects
for the elliptic ow and large am ounts of extra entropy
production (ie. extra nal hadron multiplicity). From
our study we conclude that the \sin pli ed I-S approach"
should be avoided, and that a reliable extraction of =s
from experin ental data m andates the use of the \full
Israel-Stew art equations" [1, 52]. (It is, however, per-
m issble to use the conform al uid approxin ation [1, 34]
for the \full IS equations" even if the uid’s EO S isnot
conform ally invariant since the di erences were found to
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be negligible.)

In com paring our previouswork [3]w ith that of others
we also denti ed other factors that signi cantly in u-
ence the creation of elliptic ow and thus help to ac—
count for the observed di erences. For a realistic equa-
tion of state that In plam ents a quark-hadron transition
(here SM £0S Q and EO S L), it tums out that a m uch
m ore in portant e ect than using the correct version of
IsraelStew art theory is the size of the colliding nuclei.
At RHIC energles and for a realistic EO S, the viscous
suppression e ects for v,=" in Cu+ Cu collisions are al-
m ost twice as large as for the larger Au+ Au collision
system . Non—mnegligble di erences in the am ount of vis-
cous v, suppression arise also from details in the EO S,
with a am ooth crossover as inplemented in EO S L giv—
ing 2530% less suppression than a rstorder transition
asn SM-EOS Q .Compared to systam size e ects and
EO S uncertainties, the di erences between \sim pli ed"
and \full" IS theory are relatively am all, a ecting the
viscous v, suppression at the 10% level relative to each
other. (T he quoted percentages are fora uid with m in—
malviscosity =s = 1=4 and may be larger for higher
viscosity.) The largest uncertainty, in any case, is con—
tributed by our present lack of know ledge of the nnitial
source eccentricity which contributes a theoretical ervor
band ofup to 30% on an absolute scale forv, [19,52{54].

W e nally comm ent that the m ultiplicity dependence
of viscous entropy production predicted by viscous hy-
drodynam ics (see Fig. 8) will m odify the centrality de-
pendence of charged hadron production. This issue will
be studied m ore quantitatively n a forthcom ing paper.
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