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We investigate the influence of the equation-of-state (EoS) of nuclear matter on collective observ-
ables, the directed (v1) and the elliptic flow (v2) of nucleons and light clusters in heavy-ion collisions
at GeV beam energies employing the Parton-Hadron-Quantum-Molecular Dynamics (PHQMD) mi-
croscopic transport approach. Here the clusters are formed dynamically during the entire heavy-ion
collision by potential interaction between nucleons, including additionally deuteron production by
hadronic kinetic reactions. We employ three different EoS - realized via potential interactions: two
static EoS, dubbed ’soft’ and ’hard’, which differ in the compressibility modulus, as well as a soft
momentum dependent EoS, adjusted to pA elastic scattering data. We find that the momentum
dependent potential has different consequences for rapidity and transverse momentum spectra than
for flow coefficients. We obtain the best description of the HADES and FOPI data on the di-
rected and elliptic flow coefficients of protons and light clusters applying a momentum dependent
EoS. Moreover, we observe a scaling behavior of v2 versus pT with atomic number A. Finally we
demonstrate that flow observables can help to identify the cluster production mechanisms.

I. INTRODUCTION

The exploration of the nuclear equation-of-state (EoS)
is one of the major objectives in nuclear physics. Experi-
mentally its study started with the first heavy-ion exper-
iments at the Bevalac accelerator in Berkeley [1] , where
for the first time nuclear densities well above normal nu-
clear matter density could be obtained in the laboratory.
Later also complimentary information has been obtained
from the observed mass-radius relations of neutron stars
[2–5] and even more recently first attempts have been
made to obtain information about the nuclear equation-
of-state from gravitational waves [6, 7].

At densities well above normal nuclear matter den-
sity, ρ0, the EoS cannot be determined by nuclear matter
calculations because there the expansion schemes of the
Brückner G-matrix [8], as well as of the chiral perturba-
tion approach, break down [9]. Therefore, the theoretical
interpretation of heavy-ion experiments is the only way
to study the EoS systematically. In these experiments the
EoS is, however, not directly measured and consequently
it is a challenge for theory to identify those experimental
observables which are sensitive to the EoS and to predict
them with sufficient precision that a comparison with ex-
perimental results is meaningful. It turned out that at
beam energies around 1 GeV/nucleon, where, on the one
side, densities up to three times nuclear matter density

can be reached and, on the other side, meson produc-
tion is not very frequent, the nucleon dynamics is very
sensitive to the potential interaction, which is directly
related to the EoS of nuclear matter [9–20]. These stud-
ies revealed that - besides subthreshold kaon production
- the directed and elliptic flow are among the the most
promising experimental signals which can be used for the
determination of the EoS.

The theoretical prediction within microscopic trans-
port approaches is challenging since flow coefficients are
very sensitive not only to the employed potentials, which
reflect the equation-of-state, but also to the properties of
hadrons in the medium and their collisions. They depend
also strongly on the centrality of the reaction what makes
a detailed comparison with experiments complicated. In
addition, the signals are that tiny that different numeri-
cal realizations of the transport approaches start to play
a role.

To determine the EoS by analyzing the experimental
results with the help of transport approaches is there-
fore a complicated task. In earlier transport calcula-
tions the EoS had been considered as static and from
the first Plastic Ball data [1] it has been concluded that
the nuclear EoS is rather hard [21]. Later one realized
that the momentum-dependence of the nuclear interac-
tion [22] has a strong influence on the flow observables
[10, 11]. Static and momentum-dependent interactions,
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which yield the same EoS for cold matter, influence the
observables in heavy-ion reactions in a quite different way
- cf. the reviews [23–25]. The momentum dependence
of the nucleon-nucleon potential plays therefore a cru-
cial role when heavy-ions collide with a beam energy in
the GeV region [11, 15, 16, 26, 27]. Earlier calculations,
which include these momentum-dependent interactions,
point towards a soft momentum-dependent potential be-
tween baryons.

In the meantime the transport approaches have been
advanced and, even more important, several data sets
for Au+Au collisions at very similar energies from the
HADES and FOPI collaborations became available. In
these experiments also the directed v1 and elliptic v2 flow
of light clusters has been measured, which allows for the
first time to extend the EoS studies to light clusters. This
is possible despite of the fact that the origin of cluster
production at midrapidity is still debated. Even more,
the study of the flow of light clusters may help to identify
the way they are produced, as we will show in this article.

Light clusters at midrapidity have been found in heavy-
ion experiments from beam energies of a couple of hun-
dred MeV per nucleon up to the highest presently avail-
able energies of

√
s=5.02 TeV [28–32]. The slope of the

transverse momentum spectra of all particles at midra-
pidity is almost independent of the beam energy and in
the order of 100 MeV [33]. The excitation function of the
multiplicity is rather smooth [31, 34]. Both observations
point to an energy independent formation mechanism.
One of the challenges for theory is how such clusters,
weakly bound objects with a binding energy of the order
of a couple of MeV (and in the case of hypertriton as low
as about 130 keV), can survive in such an environment.

Several propositions have been advanced to understand
the production of light clusters at midrapidity:

i) Clusters are formed according to phase space at a
given temperature and a given chemical potential [35].
These statistical models assume implicitly that the clus-
ters are formed in a thermal environment and that after
creation they do not interact anymore. Statistical mod-
els are not able to make predictions on collective flow
without additional assumptions.

ii) Clusters are formed by coalescence [36–41] assum-
ing that after their last collision nucleons form clusters if
the relative distance between the entrained nucleons in
momentum and coordinate space is smaller than a given
∆r0 and ∆p0.

iii) Clusters are formed by the same potential interac-
tion [13, 42–44] which also determines the time evolution
of the baryons in the semi-classical heavy-ion transport
approaches.

iv) Deuterons are formed by three-body collisions like
NNN → dN and NNπ → dπ and destroyed by the
inverse reaction [44–46]. The cross sections for πd and
Nd are known but the rate for the inverse reaction can
only be obtained with additional approximations, which
differ in different approaches. The collisional production
of clusters is presently limited to deuterons.

Although there are observables which are sensitive to
these cluster production mechanisms, the presently avail-
able data do not allow for an experimental distinction on
the basis of the measured rapidity and pT distribution of
the clusters [47].

The goal of our study here is therefore twofold:
- to investigate the equation-of-state (EoS) of strongly
interacting hadronic matter, created in heavy-ion colli-
sions, by analyzing the directed flow v1 and the elliptic
flow v2 of protons and light clusters.
- to investigate whether the collective flow observables
v1 and v2 can distinguish between different theoretical
models for cluster production in heavy-ion collisions.

For this purpose we calculate v1 and v2 of protons
and different clusters as a function of rapidity y and
transverse momentum pT for different EoS and for dif-
ferent cluster production mechanisms employing Parton-
Hadron-Quantum-Molecular Dynamics (PHQMD), a mi-
croscopic transport approach [41–44, 47]. In the PHQMD
approach we have the possibility to compare the dy-
namical (potential + kinetic) and the coalescence pro-
duction mechanisms directly, because both are applied
to the same physical events and therefore the environ-
ment is identical. This allows to study directly the con-
sequences of the different production mechanisms. We
confronted our calculations with the experimental data
from the HADES [48, 49] and FOPI Collaborations [50]
at SIS energies. Also we relate our observations to recent
results of UrQMD [26, 51] and SMASH [27].

Our paper is organized as follows: we start with the
model description in Section II. In Section III we discuss
the consequences of the different EoS for heavy-ion dy-
namics at SIS energies. Our results on flow coefficients in
comparison to the HADES and FOPI data are presented
in Section IV. The comparison of the flow of deuterons for
different deuteron production mechanisms is discussed in
Section V while our findings are summarized in Section
VI. We will use the h̄ = c = 1 convention.

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION: PHQMD

The Parton-Hadron-Quantum-Molecular Dynamics
(PHQMD) [41–44, 47] is a microscopic n-body trans-
port model, which combines the characteristics of baryon
propagation from the Quantum Molecular Dynamics
(QMD) model [11, 13, 52, 53] and the dynamical prop-
erties and interactions in- and out-of-equilibrium of
hadronic and partonic degrees-of-freedom of the Parton-
Hadron-String-Dynamics (PHSD) approach [54–59]. We
refer to these papers for the details and discuss here only
the novelties and their consequences.
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A. Momentum-dependent potential

In the previous PHQMD calculations we employed a
static nucleon-nucleon interaction. In reality this interac-
tion is momentum-dependent as can be seen by analysing
the beam energy dependence of elastic pA scattering data
[60, 61]. Usually these data are analyzed by comparing
the data with solutions of the Dirac equation with scalar
Us and vector potentials with the zero component U0.
These are displayed in ref.[60, 61]. To obtain a nucleon-
nucleon potential, which we can employ in QMD type
calculations, we have to calculate first the Schrödinger
equivalent potential USEP [62]

USEQ(p) = Us +U0 + 2
mN

(U2
s −U2

0 )+U0

m

√
p2 +m2, (1)

where p is the momentum of the incoming proton in the
target rest system. Our fit of this potential is displayed
in Fig. 1 together with the points extracted from the
analysis of the pA scattering data in the framework of
the Dirac equation. There are no data available beyond
a proton kinetic energy of 1 GeV. We assume in our calcu-
lations that for larger energies the momentum-dependent
potential decreases according to our fit. This leads to un-
certainties at higher beam energies. The reactions, which
we study here, have a maximal beam energy of Ekin= 1.5
GeV.
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1 2 0

e x t r a p o l a t e d  e x p .  d a t a
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t (M
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)

p  ( G e V / c )
FIG. 1. Schrödinger equivalent optical potential Uopt versus
total momentum p of the proton extracted from pA collisions
[60, 61].

In a second step we have to get the two body interac-
tion between two nucleons. The Schrödinger equivalent
potential is obtained by averaging the two body potential
V (p,p1) over the Fermi distribution of the cold target
nucleons

USEQ(p) =
∫ pF V (p,p1)dp3

1
4
3πp

3
F

(2)

With ∆p =
√

(p01 − p02)2 we find that a functional form

V (∆p) = V (p01,p02) = (a∆p+b∆p2) exp[−c
√

∆p] (3)

In the Dirac analysis the vector potentials depend lin-
early on the baryon density in the nucleus . Therefore
we assume that the momentum-dependent part of the
two body potential has also a linear dependence on the
baryon density, and obtain finally:

V (r1, r2,p01,p02) = (a∆p+b∆p2) exp[−c
√

∆p] δ(r1−r2).
(4)

The δ function creates a linear density dependence. The
energy of the system is

E = ⟨ψ(t)|(T + V )|ψ(t)⟩

=
∑

i

[⟨i| p
2

2m |i⟩ +
∑
i̸=j

⟨ij|Vij |ij⟩]

=
∫
H(r)d3r. (5)

|ψ(t)⟩ =
∏

i |ψi⟩ is the n-body wave function, which is
taken as the direct product of the single particle wave
functions of the nucleons. The momentum-dependent
potential has been introduced in QMD type transport
approaches in Ref. [11] and explored later in Refs.
[13, 20, 26, 63] and for BUU type approaches in Ref.
[10] and has been widely applied later in different forms
[12, 14–19, 64, 65].

To include a momentum-dependent interaction in a
mean field approach is a challenging task and yield pos-
sibly other forces than in the QMD approach. This is
discussed in Appendix A. This one has to keep in mind
when comparing mean field (BUU) and QMD results.

The total potential energy of nucleons in PHQMD has
three parts, a local static Skyrme type interaction, a local
momentum-dependent interaction and a Coulomb inter-
action

Vij = V (ri, rj , ri0, rj0,pi0,pj0, t) (6)
= VSkyrme loc + Vmom + VCoul

= 1
2 t1δ(ri − rj) + 1

γ + 1 t2δ(ri − rj) ργ−1
int (ri0, rj0, t)

+V (ri, rj ,pi0,pj0) + 1
2
ZiZje

2

|ri − rj |
.

In QMD we use a single-particle Wigner density of the
nucleon wave function ψi, which is given by

f(ri,pi, ri0,pi0, t) = 1
π3h̄3 e− 2

L (ri−ri0(t))2
e− L

2h̄2 (pi−pi0(t))2
,

(7)
where the Gaussian width L is taken as L = 2.16 fm2.
The total one-body Wigner density is the sum over the
densities of all nucleons, whereas the ψ(t) in eq. 5 is
the n-body wave function, which is chosen in PHQMD
as the direct product of the single particle wave func-
tions. The corresponding single particle density at r is
obtained by integrating the single-particle Wigner den-
sity over momentum and summing up the contribution



4

of all nucleons:

ρsp(r, t) =
∑

i

∫
dpif(r,pi, ri0,pi0, t)

=
∑

i

( 2
πL

)3/2
e− 2

L (r−ri0(t))2
. (8)

The expectation value of the potential energy Vij , be-
tween the nucleons i and j is given by

⟨Vij(ri0,pi0, rj0,pj0, t)⟩ =

=
∫
d3rid

3rjVij(ri, rj,pi0,pj0)

×f(ri, ri0,pi0, t)f(rj, rj0,pj0, t). (9)

and the interaction density is given by

ρint(ri0, t) =
∑
j ̸=i

∫
d3rid

3rjd
3pid

3pjδ(ri − rj)

×f(ri,pi, ri0,pi0, t)f(rj,pj, rj0,pj0, t). (10)

In order to extend PHQMD to relativistic energies we
take into account the Lorentz contraction of the initial
nuclei. This is done in an approximate way, as explained
in Ref. [42], by introducing a modified single-particle
Wigner density for each nucleon i:

f̃(ri,pi, ri0,pi0, t) = (11)

= 1
π3 e− 2

L [rT
i (t)−rT

i0(t)]2
e− 2γ2

cm
L [rL

i (t)−rL
i0(t)]2

×e− L
2 [pT

i (t)−pT
i0(t)]2

e− L

2γ2
cm

[pL
i (t)−pL

i0(t)]2

,

which accounts for the Lorentz contraction of the nu-
cleus in the beam z-direction in coordinate and momen-
tum space by including γcm = 1/

√
1 − v2

cm, where vcm

is the velocity of projectile and target in the computa-
tional frame, which is the center-of-mass system of the
heavy-ion collision. Accordingly, the interaction density
modifies as

ρ̃int(ri0, t) → C
∑

j

( 1
πL

)3/2
γcme− 1

L [rT
i0(t)−rT

j0(t)]2

×e− γ2
cm
L [rL

i0(t)−rL
j0(t)]2

. (12)

For the energies considered here the relativistic correction
are not important.

B. Relation of the potential to the EoS of nuclear
matter

In infinite nuclear matter, momentum and position are
not correlated and one can calculate from the potential
the equation-of-state of cold nuclear matter. In infinite
matter the static part of the QMD potential is given, as
in [42], by

VSkyrme stat = α
ρ

ρ0
+ β

( ρ

ρ0

)γ

, (13)

to this the momentum-dependent part for cold nuclear
matter is added, which can be obtained by

Vmom(pF ) =
∫ pF

∫ pF dp3
1dp

3
2V (p2 − p1)

( 4
3πp

3
F )2

ρ

ρ0
. (14)

The Fermi momentum is a function of the density and
therefore one obtains the total strong interaction poten-
tial

VSkyrme(ρ) = VSkyrme stat(ρ) + Vmom(ρ). (15)

To calculate the energy per nucleon, we introduce U =∫
V (ρ)dρ . This allow to to write

E

A
(ρ) = 3

5EF ermi(ρ) + U

ρ
. (16)

This equation contains the 3 parameters α, β, γ, which
have to be determined. Two of them can be obtained by
the requirement that at normal nuclear density E/A =
−16 MeV. The third parameter is traditionally deter-
mined by fixing the compression modulus K of nuclear
matter, the inverse of the compressibility χ = 1

V
dV
dP ,

which corresponds to the curvature of the energy at
ρ = ρ0 (for T = 0):

K = 9ρdP
dρ

|ρ=ρ0 = 9ρ2 ∂
2(E/A(ρ))

(∂ρ)2

∣∣∣∣
ρ=ρ0

. (17)

Here P is the pressure of the system (P = ρ2 ∂E/A
∂ρ ). An

EoS with a rather low value of the compression modulus
K yields a weak repulsion against the compression of nu-
clear matter and thus describes ”soft” matter (denoted by
”S”). A high value of K causes a strong repulsion of nu-
clear matter under compression (called a hard EoS, ”H”).
The hard, the soft and the soft momentum-dependent
equations-of-state used in this study are illustrated in
Fig. 2 and the parameters for the three equations-of-
state are presented in Table I. Soft and soft momentum-
dependent EoS have for cold nuclear matter the same
E
A (ρ).

EoS α [MeV] β [MeV] γ K [MeV]

S -383.5 329.5 1.15 200
H -125.3 71.0 2.0 380

SM -478.87 413.76 1.1 200

a [MeV−1] b [MeV−2] c [MeV−1]
236.326 -20.73 0.901

TABLE I. Parameters of the potential used in PHQMD.

C. QMD Propagation

For the time evolution of the wave function we use
the Dirac-Frenkel-McLachlan approach [66, 67], which is
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FIG. 2. Equation-of-state for T = 0 for the hard (green line),
soft (blue line) and the soft momentum-dependent potential
(red line).

based on the variation

δ

∫ t2

t1

dt < ψ(t)|i d
dt

−H|ψ(t) >= 0 (18)

and has been developed in chemical physics. It has also
been applied in nuclear physics for QMD like models
[13, 53, 68, 69]. This approach provides the time deriva-
tives of the centers of the wave functions ri0,pi0. Being
a n-body approach it conserves the correlations in the
system and does not suppress fluctuations as mean-field
calculations do. Since clusters are n-body correlations
it is well suited to address their creation and time evo-
lution. With our assumption that the wave functions
have a Gaussian form and that the width of the wave
function is time independent, one obtains for the time
evolution of the centroids of the Gaussian single parti-
cle Wigner density two equations, which resemble the
equation-of-motion of a classical particle with the phase
space coordinates ri0,pi0 [13]. The difference is that here
the expectation value of the quantal Hamiltonian is used
and not a classical Hamiltonian:

˙ri0 = ∂⟨H⟩
∂pi0

˙pi0 = −∂⟨H⟩
∂ri0

. (19)

The Hamiltonian of the nucleus is the sum of the Hamil-
tonians of the nucleons, composed of kinetic and two-
body potential energy, which has a strong interaction and
a Coulomb part

H =
∑

i

Hi =
∑

i

(Ti +
∑
j ̸=i

Vij). (20)

The expectation value of the Coulomb interaction can
also be calculated analytically. The expectation value of

the Hamiltonian which enters Eq. 19 is finally given by

⟨H⟩ = ⟨T ⟩ + ⟨V ⟩ (21)

=
∑

i

(√
p2

i0 +m2 −m
)

(22)

+
∑

i

⟨VSkyrme(ri0, t) + Vmom(ri0,pi0t) + Vcoul(ri0, t)⟩.

D. Cluster production in PHQMD

In the PHQMD 3 mechanisms for the dynamical clus-
ters production are available:

1) potential mechanism: The attractive potential
between baryons with a small relative momentum keeps
them close together and can lead to a group of bound
nucleons. Such groups of comoving nucleons can be iden-
tified as clusters during the dynamical evolution, using
the advanced Minimum Spanning Tree (aMST) method,
as detailed in Ref. [44]. The MST [13] collects nucleons
which are close in coordinate space. At a given time t
a snapshot of the positions and momenta of all nucleons
is recorded and the MST clusterization algorithm is ap-
plied: two nucleons i and j are considered as “bound” to
a deuteron or to a larger cluster A > 2 if they fulfill the
condition

|r∗
i − r∗

j | < rclus , (23)

where on the left hand side the positions are boosted
in the center-of-mass of the ij pair. The maximal dis-
tance between cluster nucleons, rclus = 4 fm, corresponds
roughly to the range of the attractive NN potential. Ad-
ditionally, in aMST the clusters have to have a negative
binding energy EB < 0. It is important to highlight that
MST serves as a tool for cluster recognition, not a mech-
anism for ‘building’ clusters, since the QMD transport
model propagates baryons and not pre-formed clusters.

2) kinetic mechanism: Deuterons can be created
in catalytic hadronic reactions as πNN ↔ πd and
NNN ↔ Nd in different isospin channels. The quan-
tum nature of the deuteron is considered through an ex-
cluded volume which forbids its production if another
hadrom is localized in this volume. We project further-
more the relative momentum of the incoming nucleons
onto the deuteron wave function in momentum space.
These quantum corrections lead to a significant reduction
of deuteron production by kinetic mechanism, particu-
larly at target/projectile rapidities. We note that the ki-
netic deuterons are propagated explicitly in the PHQMD
as a degree-of-freedom (contrary to the nucleons in MST
clusters, which are propagated as nucleons. We refer the
reader to Ref. [44] for the details.

3) coalescence mechanism: Additionally to the dy-
namical cluster production by potential interaction and
kinetic reactions occurring during the whole time evo-
lution of the system, we have an option in PHQMD to
apply a coalescence procedure at the freeze-out time of
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the nucleons. We recall that the coalescence framework
in PHQMD is adopted from UrQMD [40] and described
in Ref. [41]. A proton and a neutron can form a deuteron
if their distance at the time, when the last one of the two
freezes out, in phase space is less than (see Ref. [41])
|r1 − r2| ≤ 3.575 fm and |p1 − p2| ≤ 285 MeV/c. These
radii have been fitted to data in order to reproduce the
deuteron multiplicity, if a spin degeneracy factor of 3/8
[41] is applied as in UrQMD [40]. Since the coalescence
procedure can be applied to the same events in which the
clusters can be identified by aMST it provides a unique
possibility for the direct comparison of the both produc-
tion mechanisms within the same code.

III. CONSEQUENCES OF THE EOS FOR
HEAVY-ION DYNAMICS AT SIS ENERGIES

Before we compare the PHQMD results to the experi-
mental data we discuss how the bulk properties in heavy-
ion collisions depend on the different EoS. To demon-
strate this we use Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A GeV.
We start with the maximum density attained during the
collision.

0 5 1 0 1 5 2 0 2 5 3 0 3 5

1

2

3

4
        E o S :

 S
 H
 S M

t  ( f m / c )

ρ B(t)/
ρ 0

  A u + A u ,  1 . 5  A  G e V ,  b = 5  f m ,  c e n t r a l  c e l l

FIG. 3. Time evolution of the normalized baryon density
distributions in the central cell for Au+Au collisions at b = 5
fm and Ekin = 1.5 A GeV. The blue lines ”S” correspond to
the PHQMD calculations with the ”soft” EoS, the green lines
”H” show the ”hard” EoS, the red lines the ”SM” represent
the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS.

In Fig. 3 we show the time evolution of the nor-
malized baryon density (to ρ0 = 0.168 nucleons/fm3)
in the central cell in Au+Au collisions for b = 5 fm at
Ekin = 1.5 A GeV. The calculations are done for three
different EoS: the blue lines ”S” correspond to PHQMD
calculations with the ”soft” EoS, the green lines ”H”
show the ”hard” EoS, the red lines ”SM” represent the
” momentum-dependent soft” EoS. One can see that the
baryon density in the central cell does not only depend
on the compression modulus - which determines whether
an equation-of-state is soft or hard - but also on the
momentum-dependence of the potential. Despite of be-
ing soft, the maximal density for the soft momentum-

dependent EoS is very close to that obtained for a hard
EoS and much lower than that for a soft EoS without
momentum-dependence. This has of course consequences
for the mean free path and quantities, which characterize
the collisions as directed flow v1.

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
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 = 1.5 A.GeV, 0.25 < b
 kin

Au+Au, E

PHQMD all protons
S H SM

FIG. 4. v1 of all protons (free and bound in MST clusters) for
Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A GeV for centrality 0.25 <
b0 < 0.45 as a function of time. The blue line ”S” corresponds
to the PHQMD ”soft” EoS, the green line ”H” – to the ”hard”
EoS, the red line ”SM” represents the momentum-dependent
”soft” EoS.

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
t (fm/c)

0

20

40

60

80

M
ul

tip
lic

ity

 < 0.45
0

 = 1.5 A.GeV, |y| < 0.5, 0.25 < b
 kin

Au+Au, E

PHQMD
S H SM

All protons
Free protons
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FIG. 5. Time evolution of the midrapidity multiplicities of
the protons and deuterons for Au+Au collisions at Ekin =
1.5 A GeV for centrality 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. The solid lines
are for the free unbound protons, the long dashed lines show
all (free + bound) protons, the short dashed lines present
deuterons. The deuteron lines are multiplied by a factor of
2 for better visibility. The blue line ”S” corresponds to the
PHQMD ”soft” EoS, the green line ”H” – to the ”hard” EoS,
the red line ”SM” represents the momentum-dependent ”soft”
EoS.

The azimuthal distribution of nucleons at the end of a
heavy-ion collisions can be analyzed by a Fourier series
with the flow coefficient vn, defined by

dN

dϕ
∝ 1+2v1cos(ϕ−ΨR)+2v2cos(2(ϕ−ΨR))+ ... (24)
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ϕ is the azimuthal angle of the particle measured with
respect to the event plane (or a ”reaction plane”) ΨR.
The flow coefficients vn, n = 1, 2, ... are defined with
respect to ΨR as average over all particles in all events
for a given centrality range [70, 71]:

vn =< cos(n(ϕ− ΨR)) > . (25)

In Fig. 4 we present the time evolution of v1 (for
ΨR = 0) for all protons (free and bound in clusters)
for the three EoS in the FOPI mid-centrality interval
(0.25 < b0 = b/bmax < 0.45) integrated over y > 0 and
pT . One can see that v1 for the soft EoS is considerably
smaller than that for the SM EoS, which is close to that
for a hard EoS. For SM v1 develops also earlier when the
two nuclei touch each other and before the system has
reached its maximum density. v1 for the hard EoS starts
slightly later when the system gets compressed. H and
SM have almost the same time profile although due to
very different origins: Whereas for the hard EoS it is the
density gradient which creates the in-plane flow, for the
SM EoS, which has a density gradient similar to the soft
EoS, it is the momentum-dependence of the potential,
which is at the origin for the increase of v1. v1 of the S
EoS develops later and does not reach the same maximal
value due to smoother density gradients.

This can be further illustrated by showing in Fig.
5 the time evolution of the midrapidity multiplicities
of the protons and deuterons for Au+Au collisions at
Ekin = 1.5 A GeV for the centrality 0.25 < b0 < 0.45.
Here the solid lines are for the unbound protons, the long
dashed lines show all (unbound + bound) protons, the
short dashed lines present deuterons. We see that the
number of deuterons stabilizes after freeze out and that
the number of deuteron for a S and SM EoS are very
similar and distinct from that of H EoS.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

y

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

1v

 < 0.45
0

 = 1.5 A.GeV, 0.25 < b
 kin

Au+Au, E

PHQMD
S H SM
Free All

p

FIG. 6. v1 of protons versus y0 for Au+Au collisions at
Ekin = 1.5 A GeV for the impact parameter range 0.25 <
b0 < 0.45. The blue line ”S” corresponds to the PHQMD
”soft” EoS, the green line ”H” – to the ”hard” EoS, the red
line ”SM” represents the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS.
The solid lines are for the free unbound protons, while the
dashed lines show all (free + bound) protons.

A second general observation concerns the in-plane
flow of clusters: we observe that the pT integrated in-
plane flow, v1, of finally unbound protons is smaller
than v1 of all (free + bound in clusters) protons for all
3 EoS. This is shown, as a function of y0 = y/ybeam,
in Fig. 6, which displays v1 for Au+Au collisions at
Ekin = 1.5 A GeV in the impact parameter range
0.25 < b0 < 0.45 . This observation contradicts the as-
sumption that the phase space distribution of clusters,
which contain N nucleons, is just a single proton dis-
tribution to the N ’th power and taken at a momentum
p/N : fN (p) = [f(p/N)]N .

It can be understood as follows: v1 of protons depends
on the position where they are located during the heavy-
ion collision. Those which are located at the transition
between participant and spectator region, where the den-
sity gradient is large, have the highest value of v1 whereas
for those which are at the center of the reaction, v1 is
close to zero. v1 created at the intersection between the
participant and spectator region is - by subsequent colli-
sions and the potential - shared with spectator nucleons.
They have the tendency to stay together and to form
spectator fragments, which have consequently a large v1.
The difference of v1 between free and all protons at for-
ward rapidity reflects therefore the lower probability to
find there nucleons coming from the participant regions
for clusters.

A third general observation is that the rapidity spec-
tra and and the slope of mid-rapidity pT -spectra depend
on the EoS. This is shown in Figs. 7 and 8, which dis-
play, from top to bottom, the rapidity distributions and
pT -spectra of free protons, deuterons for mid-rapidity
Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A GeV and a compi-
lation of free protons (yellow), deuterons (magenta), tri-
tons (green) and 3He (blue) in a logarithmic scale. S, H
and SM are presented by dotted, dashed and full lines, re-
spectively. The larger the mass of the cluster the broader
becomes the distribution. This indicates that the spec-
tator matter produces clusters more frequently than the
participant matter. We see here again that the S and
SM EoS produce about the same number of deuterons
and about 30% more than calculations with a hard EoS.
As follows from Fig. 7, the momentum-dependence of
the EoS has small influence on particles emitted close to
midrapidity, which originate from a fireball with a tem-
perature of about T ∼ 100 MeV. There, due to the same
compressibility, S and SM behave similarly. As shown
in the bottom plot of Fig. 7, this lower multiplicity for
a hard EoS is also visible for larger clusters. S and SM
produce around 30% more A = 3 clusters than H. The
sensitivity to EoS is also visible in the slope of pT -spectra
as shown in Fig. 8. The S EoS leads to much softer
transverse spectra of protons and light clusters compared
with the SM EoS and H EoS. We can conclude these gen-
eral observations with the remark that, depending on the
observables, the results of calculations with SM can be
close to that of H or close to that of S. This offers the
possibility, by comparing a multitude of observables, to
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FIG. 7. Rapidity distribution dN/dy of protons (upper),
deuterons (middle) and compilation of protons, deuterons,
tritons and 3He for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A GeV
for the impact parameter range 0 < b < 3 fm. The dotted
lines ”S” correspond to the PHQMD ”soft” EoS, the dashed
lines ”H” – to the ”hard” EoS, the solid lines ”SM” represent
the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS.

determine experimentally the momentum and density de-
pendence of the EoS.
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FIG. 8. Invariant pT spectra of protons (upper), deuterons
(middle) and compilation of protons, deuterons, tritons and
3He for mid-rapidity (|y| < 0.2) Au+Au collisions at Ekin =
1.5 A GeV for the impact parameter range 0 < b < 3 fm. The
dotted lines ”S” correspond to the PHQMD ”soft” EoS, the
dashed lines ”H” – to the ”hard” EoS, the solid lines ”SM”
represent the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS.

IV. THE PHQMD RESULTS IN COMPARISON
TO EXPERIMENTAL DATA

A. Directed and elliptic flow

We start now with the comparison of our PHQMD
calculation with experimental observables. In this study
we concentrate on the comparison of the PHQMD re-
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sults with the fixed target experiments at SIS energies,
HADES and FOPI, which have the advantage that they
can define the reaction plane with high accuracy due to
the HADES forward wall detector [49], and the FOPI 4π
geometry [28]. We study the directed flow, v1, and the
elliptic flow, v2 for Au+Au collisions, at three different
but neighboring energies around Ekin ≃ 1.2 GeV.

While in the theoretical model calculations the geom-
etry of each collision is well defined because the reaction
plane is linked to the coordinate system (i.e. ΨR = 0),
this is not the case for experiments, which measure only
a subset of the final hadrons in a selected part of the
phase-space. They are used to experimentally define the
so-called event plane angle ΨEP , which has a dispersion
around the ideal reaction plane angle ΨR. However, this
dispersion can be estimated from data and is used to
correct the measured raw flow coefficients. There are
different methods employed to extract these corrections
[70, 71]; they might affect the flow vn at large pT in dif-
ferent ways (cf. the study within the PHSD model in
Ref. [72]).

In this study we calculate the flow coefficients using
the theoretically defined reaction plane (ΨR = 0) and
compute the directed and elliptic flow as

v1 =< px

pT
>, v2 =<

p2
x − p2

y

p2
T

> (26)

where pT is the transverse momentum pT = (p2
x + p2

y)1/2

of the hadron with 4-momentum p = (E, px, py, pz).

B. Directed flow v1

The first coefficient v1, the directed flow, measures the
deflection of the projectile and target nucleons towards a
finite value of px, where x is the direction of the impact
parameter. The value of px is (per definition) positive for
particles with a positive rapidity and negative for those
with a negative rapidity. As discussed, the finite v1 can
have two origins: either the high density overlap zone of
projectile and target creates forces in transverse direction
or the momentum-dependent interaction deviates projec-
tile and target in transverse direction. The former hap-
pens when a high density is reached, the second when
projectile and target start to overlap and therefore the
momentum-dependent potential is strongest.

1. Comparison of the PHQMD v1 to the HADES data

We start with the comparison of the PHQMD results
for the directed flow v1 of protons and light clusters
with the experimental data from the HADES Collabo-
ration [49] for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23 A GeV
(√sNN = 2.4 GeV). We note that with ”protons” we
mean only ”free” protons (if not specified explicitly), i.e.
those which are not bound in clusters.

In Fig. 9 we show the PHQMD results for the directed
flow v1 of protons as a function of rapidity y for differ-
ent pT intervals for 20-30% central Au+Au collisions at
Ekin = 1.23 A GeV and for different pT cuts in compar-
ison to the HADES experimental data from Ref. [49].
The PHQMD calculations are done for three different
equations-of-state summarized in table I. In this plot and
in all the following plots the blue lines ”S” correspond to
the PHQMD calculations with the ”soft” EoS, the green
lines ”H” show the ”hard” EoS, the red lines ”SM” rep-
resent the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS; the colored
areas represent the statistical errors. Both, the theoret-
ical as well as the experimental rapidity distributions of
v1, are rather insensitive to the chosen pT interval. The
soft momentum-dependent EoS gives even a steeper slope
than the hard EoS and comes closest to the experimen-
tal data. The slope of the calculations with a soft EoS is
incompatible with the experimental data. We note that
the soft and hard EoS have been chosen as a boundary
of the values for the compressibility, which has been ob-
tained from studies of monopole vibrations [73], which
are sensitive to densities around normal nuclear matter
density, and early Plastic Ball data [1], which are sensi-
tive to much higher densities and could be explained by
a larger compressibility modulus [21].

In Fig. 10 we present the PHQMD results for v1(y)
of protons (top left), deuterons (bottom left) and tritons
(top right) in comparison to the HADES experimental
data [48] for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23 A GeV for
the pT interval 1.0 < pT < 1.5 GeV/c for hard, soft and
momentum-dependent EoS. In the bottom right figure we
display v1(y) separately for two mechanisms of deuteron
production: kinetic (yellow) and MST (violet).

Fig. 10 shows that the increase of the slope of v1(y)
with the size of the cluster, discussed in section III, is
confirmed experimentally. This points towards a forma-
tion of the deuterons close to the border of the overlap
region between projectile and target, where v1 of nucle-
ons is highest. Some of these PHQMD results are in line
with early findings in Ref. [11] and confirm recent calcu-
lations in Refs. [26, 65]. Also for clusters the inclusion of
the momentum-dependent interaction in a S EoS gives
even a steeper slope than a hard EoS and the results
come closer to the HADES experimental data. The cal-
culations reproduce also the slight non linear dependence
of v1(y) at large rapidities. The directed flow is rather
similar for kinetic and MST deuterons (bottom right).
Both show about the same v1(y). The slope of v1(y) for
tritons is still higher than that for deuterons and even a
soft momentum-dependent interaction underpredicts no-
ticeable the slope.

In Fig. 11 we show the pT dependence of v1 of protons
for 20-30% central Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23 A
GeV for different rapidity bins - −0.25 < y < −0.15
(upper) and −0.65 < y < −0.55 (lower) - calculated for
three EoS. One can see that the value of v1(pT ) increases
with increasing rapidity for all EoS, keeping the hierarchy
- soft, hard, momentum-dependent soft EoS. One can
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FIG. 9. The directed flow v1 of protons as a function of rapidity y for different pT intervals for 20-30% central Au+Au collisions
at Ekin = 1.23 A GeV for different pT intervals: 0.55 < pT < 0.6 GeV/c (upper left), 0.75 < pT < 0.8 GeV/c (upper right),
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dependent ”soft” EoS. The height of the filled areas represent the statistical errors. The HADES experimental data are taken
from Ref. [49].
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also see that the SM EOS provides the best description
of the HADES experimental data.

A similar behaviour of v1(pT ) holds for the light clus-
ters as demonstrated in Fig. 12, which shows the pT

dependence of the directed flow of deuterons (top) and
tritons (bottom) for the rapidity bin −0.25 < y < −0.15.
One can see that the directed flow v1(pT ) for the hard
EoS and SM EoS are closer to each other compared to the
corresponding proton case in Fig. 11 (middle), however,
well below the soft EoS, which substantially underesti-
mates the experimental data.

2. Comparison of the PHQMD v1 to the FOPI data

Now we step to a comparison of the PHQMD results for
the directed flow for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.2 and
1.5 A GeV with the FOPI data [50]. The FOPI Collabo-
ration presents the results using the following kinematic
variables:
- scaled rapidity y0:

y0 = y

yproj
, where y = 1

2 log
(
E + pz

E − pz

)
is the rapidity of a particle with energy E and 3-
momentum p ≡ p,

yproj = 1
2 log

(
EP + PP

EP − PP

)
is the projectile rapidity and EP , PP = PP,z are the
energy and momentum of the initial projectile nucleon in
center-of-mass system;
- scaled transverse momentum ut0:

ut0 = uT

uproj
,

where uT = βT γ is the transverse velocity of a particle
with velocity β = p/E, γ = 1/

√
1 − β2 and βT = pT /E,

while the projectile velocity is uproj = βP γP with βP =
PP /EP .
- the centrality is defined in terms of the scaled impact pa-
rameter b0 = b/bmax with bmax = 1.15(A1/3

P + A
1/3
T ) fm,

where AP , AT are the atomic numbers of projectile (P)
and target (T).

The FOPI measurement of v1 covers different sub-
regions in the (y0, ut0) plane. Here we present the
PHQMD results for v1(y0) for ut0 > 0.4 and for v1(ut0)
for 0.4 < |y0| < 0.8 for the centrality bin 0.25 < b0 < 0.45
(3.34 < b < 6.022 fm).

Figs. 13 and 14 show the directed flow v1 of protons,
deuterons, A = 3 clusters and 4He as a function of y0
for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.2 and 1.5 A GeV, re-
spectively, for u0 > 0.4 and the impact parameter range
0.25 < b0 < 0.45 (3.34 < b < 6.022 fm) in comparison to
the FOPI experimental data [50]. One can see that for
all clusters as well as for protons the soft EoS underes-
timates also the FOPI data. The difference between the

hard and the soft momentum-dependent EoS are small
for ut0 > 0.4 and the hard EoS leads to slightly larger
v1, in contradistinction to the calculation for the HADES
data Fig. 10.

That these findings are not trivial is shown in the bot-
tom panel of Figs. 13 and 14, which display v1(y0) for a
SM EoS for different cluster sizes in comparison with the
experimental results. We observe a strong dependence of
the slope of v1(pT ) on the cluster size, which has been
discussed in section III and which is indeed seen in the
experimental data.

In Figures 15 and 16 we present the PHQMD results
for v1 of protons, deuterons, A = 3 and 4He as a function
of ut0 for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.2 and 1.5 A GeV,
respectively, for 0.4 < y0 < 0.8 and the impact parameter
range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45 in comparison to the FOPI data
from [50]. We note that the FOPI data were measured in
a positive rapidity hemisphere. However, we reflect the
FOPI data v1(ut0) → −v1(ut0) for the better comparison
to the HADES results. One can see a splitting of v1(ut0)
with EoS, however, the behaviour is not monotonic - at
low ut0 v1 with the hard EoS is larger while at large ut0
the SM EoS gives larger v1 for protons; this tendency is
seen also for clusters. This is summarized on the lower
plot for the SM EoS.

As follows from Figs. 13 - 16, the PHQMD calcula-
tions provide a qualitative description of the experimen-
tal data also for the FOPI data in rapidity as well as in
uto . The form of the different v1(uto) and v1(y0) spec-
tra at Ekin = 1.2 and 1.5 GeV are similar, in theory as
well as in experiment, and the deviations between the-
ory an experiment are also almost energy independent.
Also the FOPI data show that v1(uto) and v1(y0) depend
substantially on the cluster size. This is as well repro-
duced by PHQMD calculations. Despite of the different
centralities, the different observables and the different ac-
ceptance ranges, one might compare the calculations for
the HADES and FOPI data and come to the conclusions
that for all cluster sizes the theoretical v1(y), v1(y0) and
v1(pT ), v1(ut0) calculations with SM are slightly below
the data in all these experiments.
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FIG. 10. v1 of protons (upper left) and deuterons (lower row) and tritons (upper right) as a function of rapidity for 20-30%
central Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23 A GeV for 1.0 < pT < 1.5 GeV/c. The blue lines ”S” correspond to the PHQMD
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kinetic (yellow line), MST (violet line) as well as the v1(y) of all deuterons (red line, identical to the SM result on the lower
left plot). The HADES experimental data are taken from Ref. [48].
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FIG. 13. v1 of protons (upper left), deuterons (upper right), A = 3 (middle left) and 4He (middle right) as a function of
y0 for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.2 A GeV for ut0 > 0.4 and the impact parameter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. The blue
line ”S” corresponds to the PHQMD ”soft” EoS, the green line ”H” – to the ”hard” EoS, the red line ”SM” represents the
momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The plot on the lower row shows the compilation of v1(y0) for protons, deuterons, A = 3
clusters and 4He for the SM EoS. The FOPI experimental data are taken from Ref. [50].
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FIG. 14. v1 of protons (upper left), deuterons (upper right), A = 3 (middle left) and 4He (middle right) as a function of
y0 for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A GeV for ut0 > 0.4 and the impact parameter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. The blue
line ”S” corresponds to the PHQMD ”soft” EoS, the green line ”H” – to the ”hard” EoS, the red line ”SM” represents the
momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The plot on lower row shows the compilation of v1(y0) for protons, deuterons, A = 3 clusters
and 4He for the SM EoS. The FOPI experimental data are taken from Ref. [50].
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FIG. 15. v1 of protons (upper left), deuterons (upper right), A = 3 (lower right) and 4He (lower left) as a function of ut0
for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.2 A GeV for 0.4 < y0 < 0.8 and the impact parameter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. The blue
line ”S” corresponds to the PHQMD ”soft” EoS, the green line ”H” – to the ”hard” EoS, the red line ”MS” represents the
momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The FOPI experimental data are taken from Ref. [50].
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FIG. 16. v1 of protons (upper left), deuterons (upper right), A = 3 (middle left) and 4He (middle right) as a function of ut0
for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A GeV for 0.4 < y0 < 0.8 and the impact parameter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. The blue
line ”S” corresponds to the PHQMD ”soft” EoS, the green line ”H” – to the ”hard” EoS, the red line ”SM” represents the
momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The plot on the lower row shows the compilation of v1(ut0) for protons, deuterons, A = 3
clusters and 4He for the SM EoS. The FOPI experimental data are taken from Ref. [50].
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C. The elliptic flow v2

The second Fourier coefficient in the azimuthal dis-
tribution (24) - the elliptic flow v2 - measures whether
matter is preferably emitted in the reaction plane (posi-
tive v2) or perpendicular to the reaction plane (negative
v2). At SIS energies, considered here, v2 is negative. In
former times this has been interpreted either as the ab-
sorption of participant nucleons by the spectator matter
or as squeezing of the nucleons perpendicular to the re-
action plane.

More detailed studies have revealed, however, that the
origin of v2 is more complicated [63] and that in reality
3 different processes contribute to the building of the v2
[74]. Participant nucleons entering the spectator mat-
ter have to have a positive px component (if the spec-
tator is located in positive x-direction). This positive
px component gets lowered by finite angle collisions with
spectator nucleons, creating an overall negative v2. In
addition, nucleons sitting in y-direction at the tip of the
overlap region, feel a very strong density gradient in y-
direction (from about twice nuclear matter density to
vacuum) and get therefore considerably accelerated in y-
direction. This yields also a negative v2. Finally, the
compressed matter of the overlap region, which is not
spherical in transverse direction and approaches with in-
creasing beam energy an almond shaped form, develops
an outward non-isotropic pressure, which accelerates the
participant nucleons outwards, preferably in x-direction
due to the geometry. The v2 is then an image of the ini-
tial eccentricity in coordinate space and is positive. This
is the mechanism which dominates v2 at higher energies
but it is already present at the energies considered here.
Collisions and potential interactions contribute both to
v2 and therefore it is a challenge for every transport ap-
proach to reproduce the experimentally observed v2 val-
ues quantitatively.

1. Comparison of the PHQMD v2 to the HADES data

The PHQMD results for v2(y) in comparison with the
HADES data [49] are presented in Fig. 17 for pro-
tons for 20-30% central Au+Au collisions at Ekin=1.23
A GeV for different pT intervals: 0.55 < pT < 0.6
GeV/c (upper), 0.75 < pT < 0.8 GeV/c (middle) and
0.95 < pT < 1.0 GeV/c (lower). We obtain, in agree-
ment with the SMASH results [65], that a soft and a hard
EoS cannot reproduce the observed proton elliptic flow,
whereas the momentum-dependent interaction gives re-
sults which come close to the experimental HADES data
[49], but still under-predict v2 close to midrapidity inde-
pendent of the pT bin.

In Fig. 18 we show v2 of protons (top left), deuterons
(bottom left) and tritons (top right) as a function of ra-
pidity for 20-30% central Au+Au collisions at Ekin =
1.23 A GeV for 1.0 < pT < 1.5 GeV/c in comparison to
the HADES data [48]. The bottom right plot shows the
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FIG. 17. v2 of protons as a function of rapidity y for 20-30%
central Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23 A GeV for different
pT intervals: 0.55 < pT < 0.6 GeV/c (upper), 0.75 < pT < 0.8
GeV/c (middle) and 0.95 < pT < 1.0 GeV/c (lower). The blue
lines ”S” correspond to the PHQMD calculations with the
”soft” EoS, the green lines ”H” show the ”hard” EoS, the red
lines ”SM” represent the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS.
The HADES experimental data are taken from Ref. [49].

v2(y) of deuterons for the SM EoS produced by different
mechanisms: kinetic (yellow line), MST (violet line) as
well as the v1(y) of all deuterons (red line, identical to the
SM result on the lower left plot). One can see that the
v2(y) from kinetic and MST deuterons are rather similar
(similar to v1(y) - cf. Fig. 10 ).

As seen from Fig. 18, the PHQMD results for protons,
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FIG. 18. v2 of protons (upper left) and deuterons (lower row) and tritons (upper right) as a function of rapidity for 20-30%
central Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23 A GeV for 1.0 < pT < 1.5 GeV/c. The blue lines ”S” correspond to the PHQMD
calculations with the ”soft” EoS, the green lines ”H” show the ”hard” EoS, the red lines ”SM” represent the momentum-
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kinetic (yellow line), MST (violet line) as well as the v1(y) of all deuterons (red line, identical to the SM result on the lower
left plot). The HADES experimental data are taken from Ref. [48].
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deuterons and tritons with the soft EoS substantially un-
derestimate v2(y) at this interval of large pT . The hard
EoS leads to an underestimation of the proton v2 (similar
to the results in Fig. 17 for the intervals of smaller pT ,
while the SM EoS gives a good description of the HADES
data for the proton v2, deuterons and tritons which agree
within 10% with the experimental data. For the latter
two v2(y) are rather similar for the SM and hard EoS.
This result agrees with the UrQMD calculations with a
hard EoS in Ref. [26], but in tension with the SMASH
results [65], where a hard EoS gives a larger v2 than ob-
served experimentally. We note that in these calculations
deuterons are determined by coalescence.

The transverse momentum distribution of v2 is pre-
sented in Fig. 19 for protons (top), deuterons (middle)
and tritons (bottom) as a function of pT for rapidity in-
tervals |y| < 0.05 (left column) and −0.45 < y < −0.35
(right column) for 20-30% central Au+Au collisions at
Ekin=1.23 A GeV. First of all we observe a strong pT de-
pendence of v2(pT ) and a strong dependence on EoS for
all clusters and both rapidity intervals. For both rapidity
intervals the soft EoS leads to a substantial underestima-
tion of the HADES data on v2(pT ) for protons, deuterons
and tritons and the deviation grows with increasing pT .
For the hard EoS the HADES data of the proton v2 at
high pT are not reproduced, what is in line with SMASH
results [65]. The soft momentum-dependent EoS brings,
however, v2 close to the experimental data. Whereas for
protons v2(pT ) is different for a H and a SM EoS, for
deuterons and tritons they yield almost the same result,
at forward as well as at mid rapidity. A hard EoS gives
deuterons more v2 than protons and brings the calcu-
lations closer to the experimental data. This has also
been observed in UrQMD calculations in Ref. [26]. It is
interesting to note that the functional form of the exper-
imental v2(pT ) for protons, deuterons and tritons is dif-
ferent, especially for in −0.45 < y < −0.35 interval. The
PHQMD calculations reproduce qualitatively the forms
as well as the values of measured v2(pT ).

Fig. 20 presents the elliptic flow scaled by the atomic
number - v2/A as a function of the transverse momentum
of a nucleon in the cluster pT /A for protons, deuterons
and tritons at midrapidity |y| < 0.05. The scaled
v2/A(pT /A) is almost independent of A.

This scaling behavior of v2/A(pT /A) has been observed
by the HADES collaboration [49, 75]. For the deuterons
or tritons this means that their azimuthal distribution
can be obtained by assuming that two nucleons, with an
azimuthal distribution as seen for the protons, combine
to a deuteron and, correspondingly, to larger clusters. We
note that a similar scaling behavior of v2 with the num-
ber of ”constituents” has been predicted in Ref. [76] for
the v2 of mesons and baryons with the number of valence
quarks (i.e. 2 for mesons and 3 for baryons). This ’con-
stituent quark number scaling’ has been observed exper-
imentally in central Au+Au collisions at RHIC [77, 78].

As follows from Fig. 20, the PHQMD calculations
show that in this scaled presentation of v2 the difference

between the v2(pT ) distributions for protons and clusters
is reduced substantially but we do not observe a perfect
scaling, as the data show for pT < 0.8 GeV/c (we note
also that we have a limited statistics in our simulations).
Our v2 for the SM EoS is also lower than that observed
experimentally - in line with Fig. 19.

2. Comparison of the PHQMD v2 to the FOPI data

We step now to a comparison of the PHQMD results
with the experimental data from the FOPI Collaboration
[50]. To allow for a better comparison with the HADES
data we have changed the representation of v2 from the
FOPI Collaboration by plotting v2 instead of −v2, as
done in Ref. [50]. In Figs. 21 and 22 we show the elliptic
flow (v2) of protons, deuterons and 4He as a function of
the scaled rapidity y0 for Au+Au collisions at Ekin=1.2
and 1.5 A GeV for ut0 > 0.4 and the impact parameter
range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45 for three EoS. One can see that
for the both energies the v2 of protons is underestimated
for all 3 EoS in the considered ut0 interval, as was the
case for the HADES data. The SM EoS gives the largest
v2, followed by the hard EoS. The lowest elliptic flow
comes from the soft EoS. For deuterons and tritons the
hard EoS gives slightly larger v2 values than the SM EoS
while the soft EoS gives the lowest contribution. The
deuterons are best described by a H EoS whereas the
triton data are very close to a SM EoS.

In the lower right plot of Fig. 22 we compile of v2(y0)
the experimental results and the theoretical prediction
with a SM EoS for protons, deuterons, A = 3 clusters
and 4He. This shows that the rapidity distributions of
v2 for the different cluster differ significantly. This is
qualitatively reproduced by the PHQMD calculations, for
the clusters even better than for the free protons.

As already stated, the v2(y0) coefficients for the FOPI
data in Figs. 21 and 22 are shown for the selected interval
of ut0. The results for v2(y0) for ut0 > 0.4 can be better
understood if one studies the uto dependence of the flow
explicitly.

The experimental and the PHQMD results for v2(ut0)
at midrapidity, |y0| < 0.4, are shown in Figs. 23 and 24.
These figures show the v2 of protons, deuterons, tritons
and 4He as a function of the scaled transverse momen-
tum ut0 for the 0.25 < b0 < 0.45 impact parameter range
for Au+Au collisions at Ekin=1.2 and 1.5 A GeV, respec-
tively. One can see that for protons the v2 dependence
on ut0, as predicted by PHQMD, is much stronger than
that for the experimental data, an observation which is
a bit surprising in view of the fact that for the HADES
data the pT dependence of v2 is reasonably well described
by PHQMD calculations with a SM EoS. This explains
the mismatch of v2(y0) between theory and experiment
in Figs. 21 and 22, where the lower ut0 boundary is 0.4.
The deviation is stronger for large ut0, i.e. for the region
which is selected for Figs. 21 and 22. The v2 depen-
dence on uto of the experimental data for deuterons and
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FIG. 19. v2 of protons (upper row), deuterons (middle row) and triton (lower row) as a function of pT for rapidity intervals
|y| < 0.05 (left column) and −0.45 < y < −0.35 (right column) for 20-30% central Au+Au collisions at Ekin=1.23 A GeV. The
blue lines ”S” correspond to the PHQMD calculations with the ”soft” EoS, the green lines ”H” show the ”hard” EoS, the red
lines ”SM” represent the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The HADES experimental data are taken from Ref. [48, 49].

tritons is well described by PHQMD employing a hard
EoS, which results in slightly larger values of v2 than the
SM EoS, while the soft EoS underestimates clearly v2 for
protons and clusters.

The plot on the lower row of Fig. 23 shows the compila-
tion of v2(ut0) for protons, deuterons, tritons and 4He for
the SM EoS at Ekin= 1.2 A GeV in comparison with the
experimental data. Also the FOPI data show a nontrivial
dependence of the slope on the mass of the clusters. The
difference between protons and clusters is substantially
reduced if one displays v2/A instead of v2 as one can see

from the bottom right panel of this figure. We see for
the FOPI data now an almost perfect scaling of the cal-
culation for ut0 < 0.8 in the PHQMD calculation (which
is also present if we replace ut0 by pT ), whereas the data
do not show such a scaling. In Fig. 24 we display only
the compilation because the error bars are too large for
that a scaling presentation is meaningful.

Comparing the PHQMD calculations with the data
sets from HADES and FOPI one can conclude that over-
all the PHQMD calculations describe qualitatively the
features of the data. For both data sets we observe, us-
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FIG. 20. The elliptic flow scaled with atomic number v2/A
versus scaled pT /A for protons, deuterons and tritons for 20-
30% central Au+Au collisions for |y| < 0.05 at Ekin=1.23 A
GeV. The HADES experimental data are taken from Ref. [48]
and scaled with A.

ing a SM EoS, a slight underestimation of the slope of
v1(y) for protons as well as clusters. For the v1(pT ) the
situation is more complex. For the HADES data the SM
calculation underestimates slightly the v1(pt) at high pT

but reproduces the functional form whereas the PHQMD
calculation with a SM EoS agree with the FOPI v1 data
for A = 3 and 4He at large uto but miss the functional
form of v1(ut0).

For v2(y) the functional form of the data is similar in
all three data sets and reproduced qualitatively as well by
PHQMD calculations, best for a SM EoS which under-
estimates nevertheless the v2, especially at midrapidity.
The PHQMD calculations for the three data sets, i.e. for
Au+Au for 1.23 A GeV from the HADES Collaboration
and for 1.2 and 1.5 A GeV from the FOPI Collaboration,
show a similar functional form. Please note, that the
HADES and FOPI data presented here are for different
centrality ranges. While the HADES data is measured
for 20-30% most central events, the FOPI event selec-
tion is for the impact parameter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45,
roughly corresponding to the 6-20% most central events.
Differences in the quality of agreement between PHQMD
calculations and data might therefore to some extend be
attributed to the different methods of centrality defini-
tion, which should be modeled in a more detailed fashion
in the future.
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FIG. 21. v2 of protons (upper), deuterons (middle) and 4He
(lower) as a function of the scaled rapidity y0 for Au+Au colli-
sions at Ekin=1.2 A GeV for ut0 > 0.4 and the impact param-
eter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. The blue lines ”S” correspond
to the PHQMD calculations with the ”soft” EoS, the green
lines ”H” show the ”hard” EoS, the red lines ”SM” represent
the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The FOPI experimen-
tal data are taken from Ref. [50].
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FIG. 22. v2 of protons (upper left), deuterons (upper right) and 4He (lower left) as a function of the scaled rapidity y0 for
Au+Au collisions at Ekin=1.5 A GeV for ut0 > 0.4 and the impact parameter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. The blue lines ”S”
correspond to the PHQMD calculations with the ”soft” EoS, the green lines ”H” show the ”hard” EoS, the red lines ”SM”
represent the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The lower right plot shows the compilation of v2(y0) for protons, deuterons,
A = 3 clusters and 4He for the SM EoS. The FOPI experimental data are taken from Ref. [50].
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FIG. 23. v2 of protons (upper left), deuterons (upper right), tritons (middle left) and 4He (middle right) as a function of
scaled transverse momentum ut0 for |y0| < 0.4 and the 0.25 < b0 < 0.45 impact parameter range for Au+Au collisions at
Ekin=1.2 A GeV. The blue lines ”S” correspond to the PHQMD calculations with the ”soft” EoS, the green lines ”H” show
the ”hard” EoS, the red lines ”SM” represent the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The left plot in the lower row shows the
compilation of v2(ut0) for protons, deuterons, tritons and 4He for the SM EoS; the right plot shows the scaled v2/A(ut0). The
FOPI experimental data are taken from Ref. [50].



25

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
t0u

0.1−

0.05−

0

2v

 < 0.45
0

| < 0.4, 0.25 < b
0

 = 1.5 A.GeV, |y
 kin

Au+Au, E

PHQMD
S H SM

FOPI data

p

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
t0u

0.2−

0.15−

0.1−

0.05−

0

0.05

2v

 < 0.45
0

| < 0.4, 0.25 < b
0

 = 1.5 A.GeV, |y
 kin

Au+Au, E

PHQMD
S H SM

FOPI data

d

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
t0u

0.2−

0.1−

0

2v

 < 0.45
0

| < 0.4, 0.25 < b
0

 = 1.5 A.GeV, |y
 kin

Au+Au, E

PHQMD
S H SM

FOPI data

t

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
t0u

0.4−

0.2−

0
2v

 < 0.45
0

| < 0.4, 0.25 < b
0

 = 1.5 A.GeV, |y
 kin

Au+Au, E

PHQMD
S H SM

He4

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
t0u

0.2−

0.15−

0.1−

0.05−

0

2v

 < 0.45
0

| < 0.4, 0.25 < b
0

 = 1.5 A.GeV, |y
 kin

Au+Au, E

FOPI data
p d
t

PHQMD SM
p d
t He4

FIG. 24. v2 of protons (upper left), deuterons (upper right), tritons (middle left) and 4He (middle right) as a function of scaled
transverse momentum ut0 for |y0| < 0.4 and the 0.25 < b0 < 0.45 impact parameter range for Au+Au collisions at Ekin=1.5
A GeV. The blue lines ”S” correspond to the PHQMD calculations with the ”soft” EoS, the green lines ”H” show the ”hard”
EoS, the red lines ”SM” represent the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The plot on the lower row shows the compilation of
v2(ut0) for protons, deuterons, tritons and 4He for the SM EoS. The FOPI experimental data are taken from Ref. [50].
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V. SENSITIVITY OF v1 AND v2 OF
DEUTERONS ON THE PRODUCTION

MECHANISM: MST + KINETIC VERSUS
COALESCENCE

In this section we investigate the sensitivity of the flow
observables v1 and v2 to the deuteron production mecha-
nisms. For that goal we compare the PHQMD results for
the ”default” scenario, where deuterons are produced by
the kinetic + MST mechanisms, to the coalescence mech-
anism. We stress that the PHQMD is a unique laboratory
for such a comparison since all scenarios are integrated
in the same code and applied to the same events.
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FIG. 25. Upper plot: Comparison of the v1(y) of deuterons
produced by kinetic + MST mechanisms (solid lines) with
the coalescence mechanism (dashed lines) for 20-30% central
Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23 A GeV for 1.0 < pT < 1.5
GeV/c. Lower plot: The comparison of v1(pT ) of deuterons
produced by kinetic + MST mechanisms (solid lines) with
the coalescence mechanism (dashed lines) for 20-30% central
Au+Au collisions for −0.25 < y < −0.15. The blue lines
”S” correspond to the PHQMD calculations with the ”soft”
EoS, the green lines ”H” show the ”hard” EoS, the red lines
”SM” represent the momentum-dependent ”soft” EoS. The
color coding for the coalescence results is the same but in
dark colors. The HADES experimental data are taken from
Ref. [48].

In the upper plot of Fig. 25 we present the comparison
of v1(y) of deuterons produced by the ”default” scenario
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FIG. 26. Upper plot: Comparison of the v1(y0) of deuterons
(upper right) produced by kinetic + MST mechanisms (solid
lines) with the coalescence mechanism (dashed lines) for
Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A GeV for ut0 > 0.4 and
the impact parameter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. Lower plot:
Comparison of v1(ut0) of deuterons produced by kinetic +
MST mechanisms (solid lines) with the coalescence mecha-
nism (dashed lines) for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A
GeV for 0.4 < y0 < 0.8 and centrality 0.25 < b0 < 0.45 The
color coding is the same as in Fig. 25. The FOPI experimen-
tal data are taken from Ref. [50].

in PHQMD - kinetic + MST mechanisms (solid lines,
as shown in Figs. 10 and 12, respectively) to the co-
alescence mechanisms (dashed lines in dark colors) for
20-30% central Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23 A GeV
for 1.0 < pT < 1.5 GeV/c. The lower plot of Fig. 25
shows a similar comparison for v1(pT ) for the rapidity
interval −0.25 < y < −0.15. Both deuteron production
scenarios are confronted with the HADES data [48]. One
can see that the v1 of kinetic + MST deuterons is slightly
larger than those from coalescence for all EoS, which is
in line with our findings in Ref. [47] that the nucleons,
identified as being a part of deuterons by coalescence and
by MST, are only partially identical.

Figure 26 shows - similar to Fig. 25 - a comparison of
v1(y0) and v1(ut0), but with respect to the FOPI data
[50]. The results for the kinetic + MST mechanisms are
the same as in Figs. 14 and 16, respectively.

The upper plot of Fig. 27 displays the comparison of



27

0.6− 0.4− 0.2− 0 0.2 0.4 0.6
y

0.2−

0.1−

0

0.1

2v
 < 1.5 GeV/c

T
 = 1.23 A.GeV, 20-30%, 1.0 < p

 kin
Au+Au, E

PHQMD
S H SM

HADES data
MST + kinetic
Coalescence

d

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2
 (GeV/c)

T
p

0.3−

0.2−

0.1−

0

0.1

2v

 = 1.23 A.GeV, 20-30%, |y| < 0.05
 kin

Au+Au, E

PHQMD
S H SM

HADES data

MST + kinetic
Coalescence

d

FIG. 27. Upper plot: Comparison of v2(y) of deuterons
produced by kinetic + MST mechanisms (solid lines) with
the coalescence mechanism (dashed lines) for 20-30% central
Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23 A GeV for 1.0 < pT <
1.5 GeV/c. Lower plot: Comparison of v2(pT ) of deuterons
produced by kinetic + MST mechanisms (solid lines) with
the coalescence mechanism (dashed lines) for 20-30% central
Au+Au collisions for |y| < 0.05. The color coding is the same
as in Fig. 25. The HADES experimental data are taken from
Ref. [48].

v2(y) of deuterons produced by kinetic + MST mecha-
nisms (solid lines) to the coalescence mechanism (dashed
lines) for 20-30% central Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.23
A GeV for 1.0 < pT < 1.5 GeV/c. The lower plot of Fig.
27 shows a similar comparison for v2(pT ) for rapidity
interval |y| < 0.05. The both deuteron production sce-
narios are confronted with the HADES data [48]. The
results for the kinetic + MST mechanisms are the same
as in Figs. 18 and 19, respectively.

Figure 28 shows - similar to Fig. 27 - comparison of
v2(y0) and v2(ut0) but with respect to the FOPI data [50]
for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A GeV for ut0 > 0.4
and the impact parameter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. The
results for the kinetic + MST mechanisms are the same
as in Figs. 22 and 24, respectively.

We find a substantial difference in the flow results on
v1 and v2 obtained with the standard PHQMD calcula-
tions, which include kinetic and MST deuterons, to those
obtained with the coalescence mechanism as used in the
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FIG. 28. Upper plot: Comparison of v2(y0) of deuterons
(upper right) produced by kinetic + MST mechanisms (solid
lines) with the coalescence mechanism (dashed lines) for
Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A GeV for ut0 > 0.4 and
the impact parameter range 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. Lower plot:
The comparison of v2(ut0) of deuterons produced by kinetic
+ MST mechanisms (solid lines) with the coalescence mech-
anism (dashed lines) for Au+Au collisions at Ekin = 1.5 A
GeV for |y0| < 0.4 and centrality 0.25 < b0 < 0.45. The color
coding is the same as in Fig. 25. The FOPI experimental
data are taken from Ref. [50].

UrQMD and SMASH models. This observation demon-
strates that the flow coefficients v1 and v2 are very sen-
sitive to the production mechanisms (calculated within
the same model) and can complement the information
which can be derived from dN/dy and pT distributions
[47], both of which can help to identify experimentally
the origin of the deuteron production in heavy-ion colli-
sions.
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VI. SUMMARY

In this study we have investigated the sensitivity of
the directed flow v1 and elliptic flow v2 of protons and
light clusters on the EoS at SIS energies. Our study is
based on the PHQMD microscopic transport approach
which has been extended by implementing a momentum-
dependent interaction in terms of a potential. This al-
low us to study three EoS, i.e. a soft (S), hard (H) and
soft momentum-dependent (SM) EoS, where the S and
SM potentials share the same compressibility modules of
K = 200 MeV (defined for the infinite strongly interact-
ing matter), while the hard EoS has a compressibility
module of K = 380 MeV.

Our findings are summarized as follows:

• The PHQMD calculations confirm the earlier find-
ings that the equation-of-state has a strong in-
fluence on the rapidity and on the transverse
momentum-dependence of v1 and v2 of protons and
light clusters created in heavy-ion collisions at SIS
energies.

• The momentum-dependence of the equation-of-
state, realized via a momentum-dependent poten-
tial acting between baryons, has a strong influ-
ence on v1 and v2 of protons and clusters. A soft
momentum-dependent interaction yields v1 and v2
values which are close to that obtained for a hard
EoS and quite different from those obtained with
a static soft EoS, despite of the fact that the soft
and soft momentum-dependent potentials share the
same compressibility (cf. Table 1) for cold nu-
clear matter, whereas that of a hard EoS is much
larger. Because we know from elastic pA collision
that the nucleon-nucleon potential is momentum-
dependent, the theoretical analysis of the flow coef-
ficients with only static nucleon-nucleon potentials
leads to misleading conclusions of the compressibil-
ity of nuclear matter.

• The comparison of the PHQMD calculations with
a S, H and SM equation-of-state shows that the
best description of the experimental proton data on
v1, v2 at SIS energies, i.e. for Au+Au at Ekin=1.23
A GeV measured by the HADES collaboration as
well as for Au+Au at Ekin=1.2 A GeV and 1.5 A
GeV measured by the FOPI collaboration, is ob-
tained by calculations with the soft momentum-
dependent interaction. For light clusters calcula-
tions with a SM and a H EoS provide quite similar
results. The soft static EOS with a compression
modulus of K = 200 MeV is not supported by the
considered three sets of experimental data.

• The PHQMD results with a SM EoS slightly under-
predicts the measured v1 and v2 values, so the ex-
perimental data suggest that the compressibility of
a SM equation-of-state, used in our calculations, is

slightly too low. A Bayesian analysis may help to
fix the compressibility which describes best the set
of data.

• v1(y) and v2(y), as well as v1(pT ) and v2(pT ), of
light cluster are rather different from that of pro-
tons, in the experiments as well as in PHQMD cal-
culations, which qualitatively reproduce the data.
At midrapidity we find that v1/A and v2/A scale
as a function of pT /A confirming the experimental
findings.

• The flow data are therefore a tool to study in which
phase space regions clusters are produced during
the heavy-ion collision.

• Deuterons determined by MST+kinetic have other
v1 and v2 coefficients than that produced by coa-
lescence. The difference is sufficiently large that it
may help to identify the cluster production mech-
anism realized in nature.

The PHQMD calculations (as well as recent calcula-
tions by SMASH and UrQMD) reproduce the functional
form of the experimental data and come also quantita-
tively close to the experimental results. This is a great
achievement of transport approaches because especially
v2 is an observables which depends in a sensitive way on
many features of these models, i.e. the potential, the re-
alization of collisions as well as the initial distributions
of the projectile and target nucleons in coordinate and
momentum space.

To make further progress for the determination of the
equation-of-state a better agreement of the event selec-
tion in theory and experiment has to be achieved, i.e. the
impact parameter cuts have to be replaced by a central-
ity determination in line with experimental acceptance
and procedure. Also the systematic error for v1 and v2 in
the different theoretical approaches has to be established,
which includes the uncertainties due the different numeri-
cal set-ups as well as due to the different implementations
of the momentum-dependent potential in mean-field and
QMD calculations.

However, if one includes the analysis of subthreshold
kaon production [79, 80], all observables, which have
been so far identified as sensitive to the nuclear EoS,
point towards a soft momentum dependent EoS, maybe
with a compressibility modulus slightly higher than that
used presently for a soft equation-of-state. For neutron
star physics, where the momentum dependence of the
nucleon-nucleon potential is much less important, heavy-
ion collisions delivers the message that the equation-of-
state of cold symmetric matter for densities below 3ρ0 is
soft with a compressibility modulus slightly higher than
that used for a soft equation-of-state.
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Appendix A: Momentum-dependent interaction in
BUU versus QMD type models

In this Appendix we recall the conceptual differences
in the realization of momentum-dependent potentials in
QMD and BUU type approaches, which are essential for
the interpretation of the experimental flow data. This
has the consequence that, even if the same momentum-
dependent potential is applied in QMD and BUU mod-
els, the final results for the observables might differ which
complicates the determination of the EoS. This is due to
the following reasons:
– as discussed in Section II A-C, the QMD equations-
of-motion describe the propagation of single-particle
wave functions in terms of Gaussian Wigner densi-
ties. There the two-body momentum-dependent poten-
tial V (p0i,p0j) depends on the momenta of each pair of
interacting particles i, j - cf. Eq. (3), defined in the A+A
”calculational” frame (which is usually taken as the ini-
tial nucleon-nucleon center-of-mass frame).
– the BUU equations describe the propagation of a
single-particle phase-space distribution of nucleons, em-
ploying a one-body (mean-field) Hamiltonian. The po-
tential interaction is realized by density-dependent and
momentum-dependent potentials. The latter is a func-
tion of the momentum of the considered particle with
respect to the local cell at rest. We note that the BUU
equations can be cast into a relativistic form contrary to
the QMD equations, where the time evolution of the pa-
rameters is given by a variational principle based on the
n-body Schrödinger equation.

The BUU equations are solved with a finite time-step
method (employed also in the PHQMD/PHSD) using the

test-particle method, where one ”physical” (initial) nu-
cleon is presented by a swarm of N point-like test parti-
cles. This can be realized either via the parallel ensemble
algorithm as in the PHSD (where test particles can col-
lide only with others from their own ensemble and a com-
munication between ensembles only occurs via mean-field
quantities - density and energy density) or in the com-
bined ensemble method as in SMASH (where all test par-
ticles are combined in one ensemble and nucleon-nucleon
cross sections are scaled by 1/N.

In the BUU the mean-field quantities - baryon, scalar
and energy densities - are computed on grid cells in co-
ordinate space. The forces, acting on test particles, are
then a function of the density gradient of neighboring
grid cells. For a sufficient number of test particles per
nucleon this gives very stable results. As far as single
particle observables are concerned, the QMD and BUU
equations lead to very similar results - as tested in the
PHQMD/PHSD framework.

However, the collective observables - such as flow co-
efficients - are more sensitive to the different treatment
of the momentum-dependent interaction, since the flow
starts to develop when the nuclei touch each other and
where the relative momentum between target and pro-
jectile nucleons is large.

FIG. 29. Schematic presentation of the particle motion in the
central cell of heavy-ion collision during the initial stage.

As an example, let’s consider a cell in the nuclear over-
lap zone at the beginning of a A+A collision, when the
nuclei just touch each other. This is schematically illus-
trated in Fig. 29. Since the initial nucleons from the tar-
get (violet dots) and the projectile (red dots) are moving
with approximately the same magnitude of the velocity,
but in opposite direction (let’s neglect the Fermi mo-
tion for simplicity), the matter in the cell is practically
stopped, i.e. the average velocity in the cell is close to
zero. Assume that a nucleon, let’s call it ”test” nucleon
(green dot), enters such cell with momentum pi in the
calculational frame, which is practically identical to its
momentum in center-of-mass frame of the cell, since the
cell velocity is close to zero in our example. The key
point is that the forces acting on this ”test” nucleon are
different in BUU and in QMD.

Indeed, in BUU the momentum dependent force is cal-
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culated relative to the matter at rest, i.e. in the center-
of-mass frame of the cell, and is thus (for nonrelativistic
kinematics) proportional to

FBUU = F (pi − ⟨pcell⟩) ≈ F (pi).

because ⟨pcell⟩ is zero in the example above.
In QMD the forces depend on the relative mo-

mentum between two interacting nucleons FQMD =
⟨
∑
F (pi − pj)⟩. Since in the considered cell about 50%

of nucleons are moving towards to the ”test” nucleon,
their momenta are orthogonal and approximately equal,
such that the force acting on the ”test” nucleon is pro-
portional to FQMD

1 = ⟨F (pi − pj)⟩ ≃ ⟨F (pi + pi)⟩ ≃
⟨F (2pi)⟩. The other 50 % of nucleons are comoving with
the ”test” nucleon with approximately the same paral-
lel momentum. Therefore, the force acting on them is
FQMD

2 = ⟨F (pi −pj)⟩ ≃ F (0) and hence is equal zero for
the momentum-dependent potential considered in Fig. 1.
The total force acting on the ”test” nucleon in QMD is

then

FQMD = 1
2(⟨FQMD(0)⟩ + ⟨FQMD(2pi)⟩) ≈ 1

2 ⟨F (2pi)⟩.

Consequently, only if the form of the momentum-
dependent potential is such that F (pi) ≃ 1

2F (2pi), the
forces in BUU and QMD are identical. For the realistic
optical potential of the form of Fig. 1 this is not the
case. For a non-central cell the situation is more com-
plex. Whether the momentum-dependent potential gives
initially more repulsion in BUU or QMD depends on the
beam energy.

Due to this different realization of the momentum-
dependent interaction in QMD and BUU type transport
approaches, like the SMASH model [27], we do not expect
exactly the same results for the flow coefficients v1 and v2
in heavy-ion collisions, even if in cold nuclear matter or
for p-A collisions in the target rest frame the momentum-
dependent interaction gives identical forces in both ap-
proaches.
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