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Abstract
We study the generation and space-time evolution of fluid acceleration in heavy-
ion collisions using AMPT and UrQMD transport models combined with a
Gaussian smearing method. The peak proper acceleration reaches several hun-
dred MeV, with mild model dependence. Transverse acceleration points outward
and is strongest at the fireball boundary due to steep pressure gradients and low
enthalpy density—a persistent feature even at early times and low energies. Lon-
gitudinal acceleration shows strong collision-energy dependence: low-energy col-
lisions exhibit early deceleration from nuclear stopping, while ultra-relativistic
collisions produce sharp acceleration pulses from passing nuclei. The volume-
averaged acceleration is nearly centrality independent, as extreme acceleration
localizes at boundaries. These strong acceleration fields may have important
implications for QGP physics, including the Unruh effect mimicking a thermal
bath, potential influences on the chiral phase transition and deconfinement, and
contributions to spin polarization beyond vorticity.
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We study the generation and space-time evolution of fluid acceleration in heavy-
ion col-

lisions using AMPT and UrQMD transport models combined with a Gaussian
smearing

method. The peak proper acceleration reaches several hundred MeV, with mild
model de-

pendence. Transverse acceleration points outward and is strongest at the fireball
boundary

due to steep pressure gradients and low enthalpy density—a persistent feature
even at early

times and low energies. Longitudinal acceleration shows strong collision-energy
depen-

dence: low-energy collisions exhibit early deceleration from nuclear stopping,
while ultra-

relativistic collisions produce sharp acceleration pulses from passing nuclei. The
volume-

averaged acceleration is nearly centrality independent, as extreme acceleration
localizes

at boundaries. These strong acceleration fields may have important implications
for QGP

physics, including the Unruh effect mimicking a thermal bath, potential influ-
ences on the

chiral phase transition and deconfinement, and contributions to spin polariza-
tion beyond

vorticity.
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INTRODUCTION
Relativistic heavy-ion collisions provide a unique laboratory for studying quan-
tum chromody- namics (QCD) under extreme conditions [1, 2]. At sufficiently
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high collision energies, the energy density deposited in the interaction region is
large enough to create a deconfined state of quarks and gluons—the quark–gluon
plasma (QGP) [3–6]. Experiments at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC)
and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) have firmly established the existence of
this state, whose properties reveal that QCD matter at high temperature be-
haves as a strongly coupled, nearly perfect fluid [7–9].

In addition to producing QGP, heavy-ion collisions generate extremely strong
electromagnetic fields [10–17]. The magnetic fields in noncentral Au+Au colli-
sions at RHIC energies can reach eB � m2 𝜋, while in Pb+Pb collisions at the
LHC it can be an order of magnitude larger [10–13, 18–20]. Electric fields of
comparable strength arise due to particular nuclear charge distribution or fluc-
tuation [12, 13, 21–23] and from asymmetric collision systems such as Cu+Au
[24–26]. When coupled to local P- and CP-odd domains in QGP, these fields
induce anomalous transport phenom- ena, such as the chiral magnetic effect
(CME) [27, 28], chiral separation effect (CSE) [29, 30], and chiral electric sepa-
ration effect (CESE) [31–33]. Experimental measurements at RHIC and LHC
have reported signals qualitatively consistent with some of these theoretical
expectations, although the interpretation remains complicated by substantial
background contributions; see Refs. [34–38] for recent reviews.

In noncentral heavy-ion collisions, the initial angular momentum of the system
can reach J0 � 106 − 107�, a significant fraction of which is transferred to the
produced QGP fireball.

This leads to fluid vorticity (local rotation in the fluid) oriented approximately
perpendicular to the reaction plane [39–50]. Other mechanisms such as inho-
mogeneous expansion of the fire- ball [41, 51, 52], jet propagation [53, 54], and
strong magnetic field (via the Einstein–de Haas effect) can also create vorticity.
Vorticity plays an important role in anomalous transport phenom- ena such as
the chiral vortical effects (CVEs) [55–57], which generates vector and axial cur-
rents along the vorticity direction and may induce baryon number separation
and collective excitations such as the chiral vortical wave [58]. It also induce spin
polarization of baryons and spin alignment of vector mesons [59, 60]. Measure-
ments of global hyperon polarization at RHIC and LHC pro- vide compelling
evidence for the presence of sizable vorticity in heavy-ion collisions, motivating
extensive theoretical and phenomenological investigations; see Refs. [61–67] for
recent reviews.

From a hydrodynamic perspective, fluid acceleration and vorticity appear on
equal footing.

The vorticity pseudovector 𝜔µ serves as the natural analogue of the magnetic
field Bµ, while the acceleration vector aµ plays a role analogous to the electric
field Eµ. Although vorticity-induced effects have been extensively studied, fluid
acceleration in heavy-ion collisions has received com- paratively little attention,
despite the fact that the medium undergoes extremely strong accelera- tion,
which drives the rapid hydrodynamic expansion and gives rise to sizable radial

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303


flow as well as directed and elliptic flows observed at RHIC and LHC.

Acceleration is of particular interest because of its deep connection to the Unruh
effect [68]: an

observer undergoing constant proper acceleration a perceives the Minkowski
vacuum as a thermal state with temperature

(1.1)

In the context of heavy-ion collisions, it has been argued that partons may ex-
perience typical decelerations on the order of the saturation scale [69], Qs � 1
GeV, which corresponds to an effective Unruh temperature comparable to the
QCD critical temperature. A recent numerical study using the parton-hadron-
string dynamics (PHSD) framework further indicates that, during s = 4.5–11.5
GeV, the acceleration of the medium can the early stages of Au+Au collisions
at lead to an Unruh temperature TU that exceeds the thermodynamic temper-
ature T [70]. There- fore acceleration is not merely a kinematic feature but
a thermodynamic control parameter that could induce novel phase structures
in QCD matter. Notably, recent developments have employed Wigner func-
tion techniques [71, 72] and density operator formulations [73–76] to investigate
the thermodynamic properties of quantum systems in accelerating frame. In
addition, the effects of acceleration on the chiral phase transition and the de-
confinement phase transition have become subjects of intense study recently [77–
87]. For example, some effective models predict that accel- eration restores chi-
ral symmetry (similar to high temperature) [77, 78, 81, 86], while others argue
that it acts as a “refrigerator”enhancing symmetry breaking [85, 86].

The goal of the present paper is to systematically investigate the generation and
evolution of acceleration in heavy-ion collisions using the AMPT model [88] and
UrQMD model [89, 90]. We simulate the spatial and temporal distributions of
acceleration in realistic collision geometries, and examine the collision energy
dependence of acceleration. These results may provide valuable in- sights into
the thermalization of the QGP, the phase structure of QCD matter along the
acceleration axis, and the non-inertial effects in QCD matter.

The paper is structured as follows: In Sec. II, we provide a brief review of
acceleration in hydrodynamics. In Sec. III, we describe the setup of the numer-
ical simulations. The numerical results are presented in Sec. IV. Finally, we
summarize our findings in Sec. V. We use natural units where c = � = kB = 1
and the Minkowski metric is 𝜂µ𝜈 = diag(1, −1, −1, −1)

II. REVIEW OF ACCELERATION IN HYDRODYNAMICS

We consider a relativistic fluid with 4-velocity uµ = 𝛾(1, v) (normalized as u2
= 1) where v(x) is the local 3-velocity and 𝛾(x) = 1/(cid:112)1 − v2(x) is the
local Lorentz factor. All the information about the fluid motion is contained in
the gradient tensor of 4-velocity which can be decomposed

𝜕µu𝜈 = uµa𝜈 + 𝜎µ𝜈 + 𝜔µ𝜈 +
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𝜃Δµ𝜈,

(2.1)

where Δµ𝜈 = 𝜂µ𝜈 −uµu𝜈 is a projector to the directions transverse to uµ, 𝜃 =
𝜕µuµ is the expansion rate of the fluid, 𝜎µ𝜈 = (1/2)(∇µu𝜈 + ∇𝜈uµ − 2𝜃Δµ𝜈/3)
is the shear tensor with ∇µ = Δµ𝜈𝜕𝜈,

𝜔µ𝜈 = (1/2)(∇µu𝜈 − ∇𝜈uµ) is the kinematic vorticity tensor, and

= u𝜈𝜕𝜈uµ

(2.2)

is the 4-acceleration of the fluid with 𝜏 the proper time of the fluid element.
Therefore, the 4- acceleration is the time-like projection of the 4-velocity gradient
representing the curvature of the fluid element’s worldline. Note that aµ is
transverse to uµ, a ・u = 0. It is worth writing down the components of aµ
explicitly, aµ = $�2(�$2v・a, a + $�$2a・vv), so that in the non-relativistic limit
aµ � (v ・a, a), where

• v ・∇v

(2.3)

is the 3-acceleration of the fluid.

The relativistic equation of motion comes from the conservation of the energy-
momentum ten- sor, 𝜕µT µ𝜈 = 0. Projecting this conservation law orthogonal
to the fluid velocity isolates the equation for acceleration (neglecting viscous
terms):

𝜖 + P

(2.4)

where 𝜖 is the energy density and P is the pressure. This is the relativistic Euler
equation showing that for ideal fluid the spatial gradient of pressure accelerates
the flow.

We discuss some interesting consequences related to 4-acceleration aµ. (1) It is
well known that, in non-relativistic ideal hydrodynamics, when the acceleration
is a spatial gradient of some scalar function, vorticity cannot be generated. This
is easily seen from the vorticity equation,

(𝜕t + Lv)𝜔 = ∇ × a,

(2.5)

where 𝜔 = (1/2)∇ × v is the non-relativistic vorticity 3-vector, Lv represents the
Lie derivative along the stream line. When a = ∇𝜙 with 𝜙 an arbitrary function
the right-hand side vanishes and Eq. (2.5) thus states that the vorticity is frozen
in the fluid flow. This is the local form of the Kelvin’s circulation theorem. For
relativistic case, if aµ is a spatial gradient of a scalar function, aµ = ∇µ𝜙 with
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𝜙 = ln w (w is a scalar), then the vorticity defined by Ωµ𝜈 = w𝜔µ𝜈 cannot be
created. In fact, it is straightforward to derive the following evolution equation
for Ωµ𝜈,

(LuΩ)µ𝜈 =

d ln w

Ωµ𝜈 + wΔ𝛼
𝜈 ∇[𝛼a𝛽],

(2.6)

where A[µ𝜈] � (1/2)(Aµ𝜈 − A𝜈µ). When aµ = ∇µ ln w, the right-hand side
vanishes. From Eq. (2.4) one finds that this happens when the pressure is solely
a function of energy density, P = P (𝜖) (barotropic condition) and thus 𝜙 is
obtained as 𝜙 = (cid:82) dP/(𝜖 + P ). Therefore, if initially vorticity is zero, it
remains zero for ideal barotropic flow. This is the relativistic generalization of
Kelvin’s circulation theorem.

(2) Though it is natural to expect that it is the vorticity to polarize spin in
the QGP fluid, the acceleration can actually also polarize spin. This is
a relativistic effect, similar to that for a moving body both the magnetic
field B and electric field E can magnetize since the moving body feels an
additional induced magnetic field given by −v × E with v the moving
velocity. In fact, at global equilibrium (or local equilibrium), the so-called
thermal vorticity �µ𝜈 = −(1/2)(𝜕µ𝛽𝜈 − 𝜕𝜈𝛽µ) leads to the following mean
spin vector in phase space [91–93],

Sµ(x, p) = −

𝜖µ𝜈𝜌𝜎p𝜈�𝜌𝜎f (1 ± f )

s(s + 1) s(s + 1)

𝜖µ𝜈𝜌𝜎p𝜈
(cid:20)

(cid:18)

𝜔𝜌𝜎 + u𝜌
(cid:19)(cid:21)

f (1 ± f ),

(2.7)

(2.8)

where Ep = (cid:112)p2 + m2 is the energy of the polarized particle, pµ = (p0
= Ep, p) is the on- shell 4-momentum, and f (x, p) is the distribution function
with + for bosons and − for fermions.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303


For neutral fluid, the Euler equation (2.6) can be re-written as aµ = ∇µT /T and
thus ∇𝜎T /T in Eq. (2.7) can be replaced by a𝜎. To make it more transparent,
we write down the mean spin 3-vector in the rest frame of the fluid,

s(s + 1)

(Ep𝜔 + p × a) f (1 ± f ).

(2.9)

This acceleration induced contribution has been proven to be very important
for understanding the local spin polarization of hyperons [94–97].

(3) Fluid acceleration can also induce a number of transport phenomena. It
is well know that

acceleration plays the similar role as the temperature gradient to generate the
Curie heat current,

C = −𝜅 (T aµ − ∇µT ) ,

(2.10)

with 𝜅 ≥ 0 the heat conductivity. In non-relativistic case, it is written as qC =
−𝜅(T a + ∇T ).

The generation of Curie heat current irreversibly creates entropy. Therefore,
when the fluid is at local or global equilibrium so that the entropy is maximized,
the heat current must vanish. This leads to an important equilibrium condition:
aµ = ∇µT /T . For neutral fluid, this is equivalent to the Euler equation (2.6)
as it must be; for charged fluid, this further impose constraint for the gradient
of chemical potential, a𝜈 = ∇𝜈T /T = ∇𝜈µ/µ with µ the chemical potential.

In the presence of magnetic field B, the generation of electric current due to
the gradient of temperature is called Nernst effect, JN = 𝜎N B×∇T . A similar
effect can induced by acceleration (the inertial Nernst effect): JN = 𝜎N T B ×
a with the same Nernst coefficient as the usual Nernst effect. Under both the
gradient of temperature and acceleration, one has the total Nernst current JN
= 𝜎N B × (∇T + T a), or in a covariant form [98]

N = 𝜎N 𝜖µ𝜈𝜌𝜎u𝜈B𝜌(∇𝜎T − T a𝜎).

(2.11)

Again, at local or global equilibrium, the total Nernst current must vanish which
gives that aµ = ∇µT /T .

(4) For a chiral fluid (such as the chiral QGP), acceleration can induce some
non-dissipative transport phenomena. For example, the canonical energy-
momentum tensor can get a contribution of the form T µ𝜈 = 𝜆𝜖µ𝜈𝜌𝜎a𝜌u𝜎
with 𝜆 = µ5(µ2 5 + $�2𝑇 2)/(6�$2) for massless Dirac fermions in the
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so-called thermodynamic frame of velocity and µ5 the chiral chemical po-
tential [99]. It is also interesting to notice the following analogue with
chiral anomaly. Define the fluid helicity current as hµ = 1

2𝜖µ𝜈𝜌𝜎u𝜈𝜔𝜌𝜎 (this is also the kinematic vorticity 4-vector 𝜔µ). Direct calcula-
tion gives

𝜕µhµ = −2aµ𝜔µ,

(2.12)

5 = CEµBµ with jµ

with 𝜔µ = (1/2)𝜖µ𝜈𝜌𝜎u𝜈𝜔𝜌𝜎 = hµ the vorticity pseudovector, showing that
the acceleration is responsible for the evolution of fluid helicity. Though
Eq. (2.12) is an identity, it has an interesting analogue with the chiral
anomaly equation 𝜕µjµ 5 the chiral current and C = e2/(2$�$2) the anomaly
coefficient. If we consider the chiral vortical current jµ 5 = n5uµ + $�5�$µ with
$�5𝑡ℎ𝑒𝐶𝑉 𝐸𝑐𝑜𝑒𝑓𝑓𝑖𝑐𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑡[55–57], 𝑤𝑒𝑓𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑙𝑖𝑧𝑒𝑑𝑐ℎ𝑖𝑟𝑎𝑙𝑎𝑛𝑜𝑚𝑎𝑙𝑦𝑒𝑞𝑢𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑡ℎ𝑎𝑡𝑑𝑛5/𝑑�$
+n5𝜃 = CEµBµ + 2$�5𝑎�$µ (assuming a constant $�$5). Its physical meaning
becomes more transparent if we re-write it in non-relativistic form, 𝜕n5/𝜕t +
∇ ・(n5v) = CE ・B + 2$�$5a ・𝜔. Integrating this equation over space gives
dN5/dt = C (cid:82) d3xE ・B + 2$�$5 (cid:82) d3xa ・𝜔 = −(C/2)HB +
$�$5Hv with HB = (cid:82) d3xA ・B the magnetic helicity and Hv = (cid:82)
d3xv ・𝜔 the fluid helicity. This shows that for a chiral fluid the chirality of
the constituent particles, the magnetic helicity, and the fluid helicity can be
mutually transferred.

We emphasize that while the above discussions are based on a hydrodynamic
framework, the ef- fects of acceleration can manifest as significant physical im-
prints even in non-equilibrium regimes.

For instance, when a particle experiences acceleration in a direction distinct
from its momentum, spin-orbit coupling naturally polarizes its spin along the
direction p×a , though an elegant analyt- ical relation such as Eq. (2.9) is
lacking. Likewise, acceleration can drive heat transport away from equilibrium,
which is conceptually similar to energy transport in a gravitational field, despite
the absence of a simple constitutive relation like Eq. (2.10). Consequently, in
the context of heavy-ion collisions, although the early-stage dynamics are far
from local equilibrium and lack a rigorous hydrodynamic description, strong
acceleration can still drive novel phenomena and impart mea- surable signatures
onto final-state observables.

III. SETUP OF THE NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, we outline the general setup of our numerical simulations. The
z axis is chosen along the beam direction of the projectile, while the x axis
is aligned with the impact parameter b which points from the target to the
projectile. The y axis is defined to be perpendicular to the reaction plane (the
x-z plane). The time origin, t = 0, is set to the moment when the two colliding
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nuclei first come into contact in the UrQMD simulation and to the moment of
maximum nuclear overlap in the AMPT simulation. However, since the nuclei
are highly Lorentz-contracted in AMPT, the difference between the contact time
and the time of maximum overlap is negligible.

To compute the 4-acceleration aµ in transport models like AMPT and UrQMD,
we must first numerically define the velocity field. Our approach follows closely
Refs. [40, 47]. We introduce a smearing function Φ(x, xi), where x is the field
point and xi is the coordinate of the i-th particle.

Using Φ(x, xi), we can smear a physical quantity, such as energy or momentum,
carried by the ith particle located at xi to another coordinate point x. In this
context, Φ(x, xi) can be interpreted as representing the quantum wave packet
of the ith particle. With Φ(x, xi), we define the particle distribution function f
(x, p) as

f (x, p) =

(cid:88)

(2𝜋)4𝛿(4)[p − pi(t)]Φ(x, xi),

(3.1)

where N = (cid:82) d3xΦ(x, xi) is a normalization factor, pµ i , and the sum-
mation is over all particles in a given event. The energy-momentum tensor and
particle number current are then given by

i , pi) with p0

i = (p0

i = (cid:112)p2

i + m2

T µ𝜈(x) =

J µ(x) =

(cid:90)

(cid:90)

(2𝜋)4

(2𝜋)4

p0 f (x, p) = p0 f (x, p) =

(cid:88)

(cid:88)

Φ(x, xi),

Φ(x, xi).
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(3.2)

(3.3)

Thus, we have two natural ways to define the velocity field for a given colliding
event: one is the velocity of energy flow, and the other is the velocity of the
particle flow. This is analogous to the Landau-Lifshitz and Eckart velocities,
respectively, though in our case J µ does not necessarily correspond to a con-
served current. The velocity of energy current uµ = 𝛾(1, v) (𝛾 = 1/ 1 − v2) is
the time-like eigenvector of energy-momentum tensor T µ𝜈,

T µ𝜈u𝜈 = 𝜖uµ,

(3.4)

with 𝜖 the local energy density. The velocity of particle flow is given by J µ =
nuµ with n the particle number density. This yields

J 0 . Therefore, using Eqs. (3.2)-(3.3), the velocity of energy flow and the veloc-
ity of particle flow can be extracted from Eq. (3.4) and Eq. (3.5), respectively.
In the following, we will present numerical results mainly based on the velocity
of energy flow, while using the velocity of particle flow for a purpose of check.

(3.5)

Different choice for the smearing function Φ(x, xi) lead to different numerical
results. In our

computations, we adopt a static Gaussian type smearing function,

ΦG(x, xi) =

(cid:112)2𝜋$�2𝑧2�$$�$2

(cid:20)

(x − xi)2 + (y − yi)2

(z − zi)2

(cid:21)

(3.6)

where 𝜎� and 𝜎z are two width parameters. This type of smearing function
has been widely employed in hydrodynamic simulations [100, 101], as well as in
studies of fluid vorticity and

hyperon spin polarization. In practical applications of the Gaussian smearing
function ΦG(x, xi) in the construction of the energy-momentum tensor T µ𝜈 in
Eq. (3.2), a scaling factor K is introduced to multiply the right-hand side. This
factor serves as a phenomenological fitting parameter to In our reproduce the
observed particle multiplicities in hydrodynamic simulations [100, 101].
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AMPT-based calculations, we choose K = 1.35, 1.45, and 1.6 for Au + Au
collisions at 62.4, 200 GeV, and for Pb + Pb collisions 2.76 TeV, respectively.
For calculations based on the UrQMD model, we set K = 1 for s = 27 GeV
and below. The remaining parameters are chosen as follows. For both AMPT
model and UrQMD model, we take 𝜎� = 𝜎z = 0.6 fm. We have verified that
varying these width parameters by up to 50% leads only to minor changes in
our numerical results.

With these settings, we simulate 200 events for each impact parameter and
collision energy below 27 GeV using UrQMD model for Au + Au collisions while
1000 events for 62.4 GeV and above using AMPT model for Au + Au collisions
at RHIC energies (62.4 and 200 GeV) as well as Pb + Pb collisions at LHC
energies (2.76 TeV). The 4-acceleration as well as other physical quantities (e.g.,
energy density) are then obtained by averaging over all the generated events.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Spatial distribution of acceleration

We begin by showing the spatial distribution of the 4-acceleration components
in the trans- verse plane at midrapidity (z = 0) with impact parameter b =
2 fm. The upper panel of Fig. 1 [Figure 1: see original paper] s = 7.7 GeV
simulated using UrQMD model, while the lower panel of Fig. 1 corresponds
to s = 200 GeV simulated using AMPT model. Note that in these figures ax
� a1, corresponds to ay � a2, and az � a3 are components of 4-acceleration aµ,
rather than the 3-acceleration a. In or- der to isolate the region containing hot
and dense medium, following Ref. [70], an energy density threshold of 𝜖c = 50
MeV/fm3 is imposed. Only regions with energy density 𝜖 > 𝜖c are included in
our analysis.

As can be seen in Fig. 1, at both

s = 200 GeV and � 50 MeV for

s = 7.7 GeV and 200 GeV the region with 𝜖 > 𝜖c shrinks when time grows,
reflecting the expansion of the hot medium. The transverse acceleration fields,
ax and ay, have a clear outward-pointing behavior that drives the development
of radial flow.

The magnitudes of the transverse acceleration components ax and ay can reach
� 150 MeV for s = 7.7 GeV at relatively later times (see Sec. IV C for more
details) and robustly concentrated at the peripheral boundary of the fireball.
For a thermalized system, this boundary enhancement is understood from the
Euler equation, aµ = ∇µP/(𝜖 + P ).

Near the boundary of the fireball, the pressure drops abruptly, yielding a steep
gradient ∇µP , while the enthalpy density (𝜖 + P ) becomes relatively small,
further amplifying the acceleration.

We note that, unlike Ref. [70], we do not observe an inversion of the acceleration
direction in the corona region.
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s = 7.7 GeV (upper panel, UrQMD) and

s = 200 GeV (lower panel, AMPT) for Au + Au collisions.

10-5-051010-5-051010-5-051010-5-051010-5-051010-5-051010-5-0510, t = 1
fm/cxa, t = 2 fm/cxa, t = 3 fm/cxa, t = 4 fm/cxa-0.04-0.020.000.020.04, t =
1 fm/cya, t = 2 fm/cya, t = 3 fm/cya, t = 4 fm/cya-0.04-0.020.000.020.04, t
= 1 fm/cza, t = 2 fm/cza, t = 3 fm/cza, t = 4 fm/cza-0.40-0.200.000.200.40x
(fm)x (fm)x (fm)x (fm)y (fm)y (fm)y (fm)(GeV) = 7.7 GeV, b = 2 fm, z
= 0 fmNNsUrQMD (a) 10-5-051010-5-051010-5-051010-5-051010-5-051010-
5-051010-5-0510, t = 1 fm/cxa, t = 2 fm/cxa, t = 3 fm/cxa, t = 4
fm/cxa-0.16-0.080.000.080.16, t = 1 fm/cya, t = 2 fm/cya, t = 3 fm/cya, t = 4
fm/cya-0.16-0.080.000.080.16, t = 1 fm/cza, t = 2 fm/cza, t = 3 fm/cza, t = 4
fm/cza-0.04-0.020.000.020.04x (fm)x (fm)x (fm)x (fm)y (fm)y (fm)y (fm)(GeV)
= 200 GeV, b = 2 fm, z = 0 fmNNsAMPT (b) 1

The longitudinal component, az, exhibits a highly non-trivial spatial and tem-
poral structure. At t = 1 fm/c in the 200 GeV system, az is positive in the x > 0
hemisphere and negative in the x < 0 region. This reflects the forward-backward
tilt of the fireball in the reaction plane, leading to a forward (backward) drag
via string-tension in AMPT by projectile in the x > 0 (target in the x < 0) hemi-
sphere, predominantly localized in the fireball’s peripheral regions; see also the
lower-right panel of Fig. 4 [Figure 4: see original paper]. As the system evolves
to t = 2 and 3 fm/c, the bulk of the dragged matter has moved away from the
midplane (z = 0 plane), shifting the local pressure maximum to z > 0 (z < 0)
in the x > 0 (x < 0) hemisphere. Therefore, a positive (negative) longitudinal
pressure gradient at the midplane in the x > 0 (x < 0) hemisphere appears
which leads to a negative (positive) az at x > 0 (x < 0). At later times (t = 4
fm/c in the figure), the medium moves far away from the z = 0 plane, so that
the acceleration at z = 0 becomes small and very inhomogeneous.

At the lower beam energy of

s = 7.7 GeV, the overall outward transverse acceleration per- sists. However, in
contrast to the 200 GeV case, the longitudinal acceleration at z = 0 is always
negative (positive) at x > 0 (x < 0) and reaches significantly higher magnitudes,
exceeding 200 MeV at early times. This behavior reflects the baryon stopping
effect, leading to strong initial deceleration near the z = 0 plane.

Impact parameter dependence

In a near-equilibrium system, acceleration is mainly driven by the pressure gra-
dient divided by the enthalpy density. Therefore, both the collision geometry
and the thermodynamic state of the created matter influence the local accelera-
tion. In our simulation, though the produced matter may not be thermalized at
early times, we still expect the acceleration to exhibit a centrality dependence.

To quantify this, we define the proper acceleration as

a = (cid:112)−aµaµ.
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(4.1)

For a fluid, this Lorentz-invariant quantity measures the magnitude of the 3-
acceleration in the local rest frame.

In Fig. 2 [Figure 2: see original paper] we show the impact parameter (b) (or
equivalently, centrality) dependence of the spatially averaged proper accelera-
tion. The upper panels display results for low collision energies simulated by
the UrQMD model, while the lower panels show higher energies simulated by
the AMPT model. In the left panels, the average is calculated over the whole
volume of the fireball,

(cid:82)

(cid:82)

�a� =

d3x a(x)

(4.2)

whereas in the right panels, the average is restricted to the transverse plane at
midrapidity (z = 0),

(cid:82)

�a� =

d2x� a(x�, z = 0) (cid:82)

(4.3)

fireball (left panels) and over the transverse plane at midrapidity (z = 0) (right
panels) for lower collision

energies (upper panel, UrQMD) and for higher collision energies (lower panel,
AMPT). The collision sys-

s = 2.76 TeV and Au + Au for other collision energies; the same applies to the
figures

tem is Pb + Pb at

below.

For lower energies in UrQMD simulation, we have chosen the time slice when
the averaged energy density reaches its maximum t(�𝜖�max). For higher ener-
gies in AMPT simulation, we have chosen the time slice at a fixed time t = 2
fm/c. This is because the maximum energy density in the AMPT simulation
occurs near the initial time, during which the acceleration fields are dominated
by violent, unphysical fluctuations. Because the upper and lower panels are eval-
uated at different physical stages, their absolute magnitudes cannot be directly
compared.
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The main features in these spatial averages are the following. First, the global
volume averages (left panels) are consistently larger than the local averages at
midrapidity (right panels). This indicates that the longitudinal acceleration
directed away from the z = 0 plane remains strong at the selected time slices.

Second, the proper acceleration increases with collision energy within both the
low-energy and

0246810b (fm)0100200300400 (MeV)〉a〈 = 62.4 GeVNNs = 200 GeVNNs
= 2.76 TeVNNs(c) all, t=2 fm/c0246810b (fm)050100150200 (MeV)〉a〈 =
62.4 GeVNNs = 200 GeVNNs = 2.76 TeVNNs(d) z=0, t=2 fm/c0246810b
(fm)0200400600800 (MeV)〉a〈=3.5 GeVNNs=5.0 GeVNNs=7.7 GeVNNs=19.6
GeVNNs=27.0 GeVNNs)max〉𝜖〈(a) all, t(0246810b (fm)0100200300400
(MeV)〉a〈=3.5 GeVNNs=5.0 GeVNNs=7.7 GeVNNs=19.6 GeVNNs=27.0
GeVNNs)max〉𝜖〈(b) z=0 fm, t(0246810b (fm)0200400600800 (MeV)〉a〈=3.5
GeVNNs=5.0 GeVNNs=7.7 GeVNNs=19.6 GeVNNs=27.0 GeVNNs)max〉𝜖〈(a)
all, t(0246810b (fm)0100200300400 (MeV)〉a〈=3.5 GeVNNs=5.0 GeVNNs=7.7
GeVNNs=19.6 GeVNNs=27.0 GeVNNs)max〉𝜖〈(b)z=0 fm, t( 1

high-energy regimes, although the underlying physical mechanisms differ. For
lower collision energies, t(�𝜖�max) is roughly the moment of maximal compres-
sion and the proper acceleration primarily reflects the nuclear stopping power,
which naturally grows with the collision energy. In contrast, for higher collision
energies (t = 2 fm/c), the system is closer to local equilibrium. The accelera-
tion is governed by hydrodynamic relation, aµ = ∇µP/(𝜖+P ). Because both
the gradient and the enthalpy density scale up with collision energy, their en-
ergy dependencies largely cancel out, resulting in a much milder net increase in
acceleration at higher energies.

Finally, the high-energy results show that the proper acceleration depends very
weakly on cen- trality from central to semi-central collisions. Because the
strongest acceleration is localized near the peripheral boundaries of the fire-
ball where the pressure drops sharply to the vacuum, the spa- tial average over
the entire bulk medium remains relatively insensitive to changes in the impact
parameter until the collisions become highly peripheral.

C. Time evolution

In this subsection, we discuss the time evolution of the proper acceleration av-
eraged over the entire fireball volume (defined in the previous subsection). The
results, presented in Fig. 3 [Figure 3: see original paper], reveal a highly non-
trivial dependence on the collision energy. Focusing first on central collisions (b
= 0) s � 3.5–7.7 GeV) simulated by UrQMD, the proper acceleration first at low
collision energies ( increases, reaches a prominent peak, and then decays. The
initial rising phase corresponds to the violent compression of the two colliding
nuclei, during which the system is strongly decelerated in the longitudinal di-
rection by nuclear stopping. The subsequent decay phase reflects the system’s
outward expansion. This early-stage deceleration is exceptionally strong, reach-
ing up to � 500 MeV, but its duration progressively shortens as the collision
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energy increases. However, we note that at very early times (t � 0–0.5 fm/c,
shaded in Fig. 3), the results may strongly depend on the simulation model due
to different initial-condition setups. Therefore, results in this period are less
physically reliable than those at later times.

Notably, at intermediate energies (

s = 19.6 and 27 GeV), a dip-and-peak structure emerges in the time evolution
of the global proper acceleration �a�. This dip marks the kinematic crossover
where the rapidly decaying longitudinal acceleration is overtaken by the building
transverse ac- celeration. At relativistic energies simulated by AMPT (lower
panels), the initial longitudinal compression phase is vanishingly short due to
extreme Lorentz contraction. Consequently, the global proper acceleration is
dominated by a rapid pulse peaking around t � 0.5–1.0 fm/c, which then smoothly
decays as the system expands. Interestingly, the peak values of the proper
acceler- ation in the high-energy regime are suppressed compared to the low to
intermediate energy cases.

This counterintuitive behavior is perhaps due to that although higher collision
energies generate larger absolute pressure gradients (∇µP ), the local enthalpy
density (𝜖 + P ) scales upward at an even faster rate, leading to a damping
of the acceleration comparing to the low energy cases. By integrating over the
whole fireball in the high-energy cases, the relatively slow development of

energies (upper panels, UrQMD) and higher collision energies (lower panels,
AMPT) for two centralities,

b = 0 (left panels) and b = 5 fm (right panels).

transverse radial flow is overwhelmed by the strong longitudinal acceleration at
the forward and backward boundaries of the fireball which is insensitive to the
collision energies at the relativistic energies, collapsing �a� into a near-universal
time profile.

To expose the detailed interplay between the longitudinal and transverse dynam-
ics, we show in at midrapidity (z = 0). First, due to the up-down symmetry of
the collision geometry, �ay�x>0 � 0 for all energies and centralities. Second, in
central collisions (b = 0 fm), exact forward-backward symmetry dictates that
the longitudinal acceleration �az�x>0 should identically vanish at z = 0. s =
7.7 GeV, we observe a tiny but finite �az�x>0 during the first � 0.5 fm/c. This
However, at deviation is possibly a numerical artifact; it likely arises from finite
grid-size effects and the limited number of simulated events. Third, in non-
central collisions (b = 5 fm), the longitudinal dynamics strongly depend on the
collision energy. At 7.7 GeV, intense baryon stopping generates a strong neg-
ative longitudinal acceleration (deceleration) that persists for several fm/c. As
the compressed

05101520time(fm/c)0100200300400500600 (MeV)æaÆ=3.5 GeVNNs=5.0
GeVNNs=7.7 GeVNNs=19.6 GeVNNs=27.0 GeVNNs(a) b=0 fm, all
05101520time(fm/c)0100200300400500600 (MeV)æaÆ=3.5 GeVNNs=5.0
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GeVNNs=7.7 GeVNNs=19.6 GeVNNs=27.0 GeVNNs(b) b=5 fm, all
0246810time(fm/c)0100200300400 (MeV)æaÆ = 62.4 GeVNNs = 200 GeVNNs
= 2.76 TeVNNs(c) b=0 fm, all0246810time(fm/c)0100200300400 (MeV)æaÆ =
62.4 GeVNNs = 200 GeVNNs = 2.76 TeVNNs(d) b=5 fm, all 14

plane at midrapidity (z = 0) for

s = 7.7 GeV (upper panels, UrQMD) and 200 GeV (lower panels,

AMPT) for two centralities, b = 0 (left panels) and b = 5 fm (right panels).

core slowly crosses the midplane, it continues to drive a negative longitudinal
acceleration, visible as a broad dip around t � 3–5 fm/c. At 200 GeV, the Lorentz-
contracted nuclei go through each other almost instantaneously. The outgoing
projectile remnant drags the formed midrapidity plasma forward via strong
string tension at x > 0. This kinematic wake generates a sharp, positive �az�x>0
pulse before t � 1 − 2 fm/c (consistent with the spatial profiles in Fig. 1). As
the bulk of this dragged matter fully crosses the midplane, the local longitudinal
pressure gradient inverts, pushing the matter at z = 0 backward and flipping
the acceleration to negative values at later times (t � 2 fm/c). Finally, across all
simulated energies and centralities, the transverse acceleration �ax�x>0 acts as
the universal driver of radial flow, exhibiting a delayed, steady rise to a broad
maximum (t � 2 − 4 fm/c). Eventually, during the expansion of the system, the
internal thermal energy is gradually converted into transverse kinetic expansion,
driving spatial gradients disperse, and �ax�x>0 smoothly decays.

01234time(fm/c)050100 (MeV)x>0〉x,y,za〈xayaza(c) 200 GeV, b=0 fm, z=0
fm01234time(fm/c)050100 (MeV)x>0〉x,y,za〈xayaza(d) 200 GeV, b=5 fm, z=0
fm0246810time(fm/c)20−10−01020304050 (MeV)x>0〉x,y,za〈xayaza(a)7.7 GeV,
b=0 fm, z=0 fm0246810time(fm/c)40−20−0204060 (MeV)x>0〉x,y,za〈xayaza(b)7.7
GeV, b=5 fm, z=0 fm V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In summary, we have systematically investigated the generation and space-time
evolution of fluid acceleration in heavy-ion collisions. By utilizing the AMPT
and UrQMD transport models, combined with a Gaussian smearing technique
to extract the energy-momentum tensor and define the local fluid velocity, we
mapped out the local 4-acceleration of the produced medium across a wide range
of collision energies and impact parameters.

Our main findings are the following. (1) The peak value of the proper accel-
eration can be very large, reaching a few hundred MeV for both low and high
collision energies. However, we note that its precise value may depend on the
model used. (2) In the transverse plane, the acceleration always points outward.
The strongest acceleration occurs near the fireball peripheral boundary.

From a hydrodynamic point of view (see Eq. (2.4)), this is understood as a
two-fold boundary effect: a steep gradient of the pressure and a low enthalpy
density. Remarkably, this boundary enhancement persists even at low energies
or in very early stages of the evolution. Similar obser- vation was also made
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in Ref. [70]. (3) Longitudinal acceleration shows strong collision-energy depen-
dence. At low energies, nuclear stopping leads to strong early deceleration along
the beam direction. At ultra-relativistic energies, Lorentz contraction causes the
nuclei to pass through each other quickly. The produced matter at midrapid-
ity is dragged strongly by the passing projectile (target) at forward (backward)
directions, producing a sharp acceleration pulse. (4) In low-energy collisions,
initial longitudinal stopping dominates early on, but transverse expansion even-
tually builds up enough strength to overtake it. High-energy collisions bypass
this extended decelera- tion, immediately converting extreme pressure gradients
into violent transverse expansion. Inter- estingly, the averaged proper accelera-
tion depends only weakly on centrality. Because the most extreme acceleration
resides at the fireball boundaries, the details of the overlap geometry plays only
a minor role in the global volume averaged acceleration.

These strong acceleration fields may have important implications for quark-
gluon plasma physics. Early-stage proper accelerations of hundreds of MeV
could mimic a thermal bath through the Unruh effect, suggesting that acceler-
ation might act as a thermodynamic control parameter, potentially influencing
the chiral phase transition or the deconfinement properties. Moreover, local
fluid acceleration could drive non-dissipative transport phenomena and affect
particle spin polarization in ways complementary to fluid vorticity.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(Grants No. 12547102 and 12225502), the Natural Science Foundation of Shang-
hai (Grant No. 23JC1400200 and 23590780100), and the National Key Research
and Development Program of China (Grant

No. 2022YFA1604900).

[1] J. H. Chen, X. Dong, X. H. He, et al., Nucl. Sci. Tech. 35, 20 (2024).

[2] Q. Y. Shou, Y. G. Ma, S. Zhang, et al., Nucl. Sci. Tech. 35, 219 (2024).

[3] K.-J. Sun, R. Wang, C. M. Ko, Y.-G. Ma, and C. Shen, Nature Comm. 15,
1074 (2024).

[4] M. Bleicher, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 35, 129 (2024).

[5] B. Aboona, J. Adam, L. Adamczyk, and other, Nature Comm. 16, 9098
(2025).

[6] Y. G. Ma, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 37, 51 (2026).

[7] P. Braun-Munzinger, V. Koch, T. Sch¨afer, and J. Stachel, Phys. Rep. 76,
76 (2016).

[8] A. Bzdak, S. Esumi, V. Koch, et al., Phys. Rep. 853, 1 (2020).

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303


[9] A. Hayrapetyan, A. Tumasyan, W. Adam, et al., Phys. Rep. 1115, 219
(2025).

[10] V. Skokov, A. Y. Illarionov, and V. Toneev, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 24, 5925
(2009), 0907.1396.

[11] V. Voronyuk, V. D. Toneev, W. Cassing, E. L. Bratkovskaya, V. P. Kon-
chakovski, and S. A. Voloshin,

Phys. Rev. C 83, 054911 (2011), 1103.4239.

[12] A. Bzdak and V. Skokov, Phys. Lett. B 710, 171 (2012), 1111.1949.

[13] W.-T. Deng and X.-G. Huang, Phys. Rev. C 85, 044907 (2012), 1201.5108.

[14] J. Bloczynski, X.-G. Huang, X. Zhang, and J. Liao, Nucl. Phys. A 939, 85
(2015), 1311.5451.

[15] M. I. Abdulhamid, B. E. A. an J. Adam, et al., Phys. Rev. X 14, 011028
(2024).

[16] J. Zhao, J. H. Chen, X. G. Huang, and Y. G. Ma, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 35, 20
(2024).

[17] X. G. Huang, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 35, 138 (2024).

[18] X.-G. Deng and Y.-G. Ma, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 28, 182 (2017).

[19] X. G. Deng and Y. G. Ma, Eur. Phys. J. A 54, 204 (2018).

[20] H. Taya, Phys. Rev. C 112, 024904 (2025), 2501.18171.

[21] J. Bloczynski, X.-G. Huang, X. Zhang, and J. Liao, Phys. Lett. B 718,
1529 (2013), 1209.6594.

[22] H. Taya, T. Nishimura, and A. Ohnishi, Phys. Rev. C 110, 014901 (2024),
2402.17136.

[23] A. K. Panda, P. Bagchi, H. Mishra, and V. Roy, Phys. Rev. C 110, 024902
(2024), 2404.08431.

[24] Y. Hirono, M. Hongo, and T. Hirano, Phys. Rev. C 90, 021903 (2014),
1211.1114.

[25] W.-T. Deng and X.-G. Huang, Phys. Lett. B 742, 296 (2015), 1411.2733.

[26] Y.-L. Cheng, S. Zhang, Y.-G. Ma, J.-H. Chen, and C. Zhong, Phys. Rev. C
99, 054906 (2019),

[27] D. E. Kharzeev, L. D. McLerran, and H. J. Warringa, Nucl. Phys. A 803,
227 (2008), 0711.0950.

[28] K. Fukushima, D. E. Kharzeev, and H. J. Warringa, Phys. Rev. D 78,
074033 (2008), 0808.3382.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303


[29] D. T. Son and A. R. Zhitnitsky, Phys. Rev. D 70, 074018 (2004), hep-
ph/0405216.

[30] M. A. Metlitski and A. R. Zhitnitsky, Phys. Rev. D 72, 045011 (2005),
hep-ph/0505072.

[31] X.-G. Huang and J. Liao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 232302 (2013), 1303.7192.

[32] Y. Jiang, X.-G. Huang, and J. Liao, Phys. Rev. D 91, 045001 (2015),
1409.6395.

[33] G.-L. Ma and X.-G. Huang, Phys. Rev. C 91, 054901 (2015), 1501.03903.

[34] Y.-C. Liu and X.-G. Huang, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 31, 56 (2020), 2003.12482.

[35] J.-H. Gao, G.-L. Ma, S. Pu, and Q. Wang, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 31, 90 (2020),
2005.10432.

[36] D. E. Kharzeev and J. Liao, Nature Rev. Phys. 3, 55 (2021), 2102.06623.

[37] W. Li, Q. Shou, and F. Wang (2025), 2511.07358.

[38] D. Shen, J. Chen, X.-G. Huang, Y.-G. Ma, A. Tang, and G. Wang, Research
8, 0726 (2025),

[39] Y. Jiang, Z.-W. Lin, and J. Liao, Phys. Rev. C 94, 044910 (2016), [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.C 95, 049904

(2017)], 1602.06580.

[40] W.-T. Deng and X.-G. Huang, Phys. Rev. C 93, 064907 (2016), 1603.06117.

[41] D.-X. Wei, W.-T. Deng, and X.-G. Huang, Phys. Rev. C 99, 014905 (2019),
1810.00151.

[42] F. Becattini, G. Inghirami, V. Rolando, A. Beraudo, L. Del Zanna, A. De
Pace, M. Nardi, G. Pagliara,

and V. Chandra, Eur. Phys. J. C 75, 406 (2015), [Erratum: Eur.Phys.J.C 78,
354 (2018)], 1501.04468.

[43] O. Teryaev and R. Usubov, Phys. Rev. C 92, 014906 (2015).

[44] Y. L. Xie, M. Bleicher, H. St¨ocker, D. J. Wang, and L. P. Csernai, Phys.
Rev. C 94, 054907 (2016),

[45] Y. B. Ivanov and A. A. Soldatov, Phys. Rev. C 95, 054915 (2017),
1701.01319.

[46] E. E. Kolomeitsev, V. D. Toneev, and V. Voronyuk, Phys. Rev. C 97,
064902 (2018), 1801.07610.

[47] X.-G. Deng, X.-G. Huang, Y.-G. Ma, and S. Zhang, Phys. Rev. C 101,
064908 (2020), 2001.01371.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303


[48] Y. Guo, J. Liao, E. Wang, H. Xing, and H. Zhang, Phys. Rev. C 104,
L041902 (2021), 2105.13481.

[49] A. Lei, D. Wang, D.-M. Zhou, B.-H. Sa, and L. P. Csernai, Phys. Rev. C
104, 054903 (2021),

[50] B.-S. Xi, X.-G. Deng, S. Zhang, and Y.-G. Ma, Eur. Phys. J. A 59, 33
(2023).

[51] F. Becattini and I. Karpenko, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 012302 (2018),
1707.07984.

[52] X.-L. Xia, H. Li, Z.-B. Tang, and Q. Wang, Phys. Rev. C 98, 024905 (2018),
1803.00867.

[53] B. Betz, M. Gyulassy, and G. Torrieri, Phys. Rev. C 76, 044901 (2007),
0708.0035.

[54] L.-G. Pang, H. Petersen, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117,
192301 (2016),

[55] J. Erdmenger, M. Haack, M. Kaminski, and A. Yarom, JHEP 01, 055 (2009),
0809.2488.

[56] N. Banerjee, J. Bhattacharya, S. Bhattacharyya, S. Dutta, R. Loganayagam,
and P. Surowka, JHEP

01, 094 (2011), 0809.2596.

[57] D. T. Son and P. Surowka, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 191601 (2009), 0906.5044.

[58] Y. Jiang, X.-G. Huang, and J. Liao, Phys. Rev. D 92, 071501 (2015),
1504.03201.

[59] J. Chen, Z.-T. Liang, Y.-G. Ma, and Q. Wang, Science Bulletin 68, 874
(2023).

[60] J.-H. Chen, Z.-T. Liang, Y.-G. Ma, X.-L. Sheng, and Q. Wang, SCIENCE
CHINA Physics, Mechan-

ics & Astronomy 68, 211001 (2025).

[61] X.-G. Huang, Nucl. Phys. A 1005, 121752 (2021), 2002.07549.

[62] F. Becattini and M. A. Lisa, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 70, 395 (2020),
2003.03640.

[63] X.-G. Huang, J. Liao, Q. Wang, and X.-L. Xia, Lect. Notes Phys. 987, 281
(2021), 2010.08937.

[64] J.-H. Gao, Z.-T. Liang, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Lect. Notes Phys. 987,
195 (2021), 2009.04803.

[65] F. Becattini, M. Buzzegoli, T. Niida, S. Pu, A.-H. Tang, and Q. Wang, Int.
J. Mod. Phys. E 33,

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303


2430006 (2024), 2402.04540.

[66] T. Niida and S. A. Voloshin, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 33, 2430010 (2024),
2404.11042.

[67] X.-G. Huang, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 36, 208 (2025), 2411.11753.

[68] W. G. Unruh, Phys. Rev. D 14, 870 (1976).

[69] D. Kharzeev and K. Tuchin, Nucl. Phys. A 753, 316 (2005), hep-
ph/0501234.

[70] G. Y. Prokhorov, D. A. Shohonov, O. V. Teryaev, N. S. Tsegelnik, and V.
I. Zakharov, Phys. Rev. C

112, 064907 (2025), 2502.10146.

[71] F. Becattini, M. Buzzegoli, and A. Palermo, JHEP 02, 101 (2021),
2007.08249.

[72] A. Palermo, M. Buzzegoli, and F. Becattini, JHEP 10, 077 (2021),
2106.08340.

[73] G. Y. Prokhorov, O. V. Teryaev, and V. I. Zakharov, JHEP 02, 146 (2019),
1807.03584.

[74] G. Y. Prokhorov, O. V. Teryaev, and V. I. Zakharov, Phys. Rev. D 100,
125009 (2019), 1906.03529.

[75] G. Y. Prokhorov, O. V. Teryaev, and V. I. Zakharov, Phys. Rev. D 99,
071901 (2019), 1903.09697.

[76] V. E. Ambrus and M. N. Chernodub, Phys. Lett. B 855, 138757 (2024),
[Erratum: Phys.Lett.B 863,

139344 (2025)], 2308.03225.

[77] T. Ohsaku, Phys. Lett. B 599, 102 (2004), hep-th/0407067.

[78] D. Ebert and V. C. Zhukovsky, Phys. Lett. B 645, 267 (2007), hep-
th/0612009.

[79] P. Castorina and M. Finocchiaro, J. Mod. Phys. 3, 1703 (2012), 1207.3677.

[80] S. Benic and K. Fukushima (2015), 1503.05790.

[81] A. Casado-Turri´on and A. Dobado, Phys. Rev. D 99, 125018 (2019),
1905.11179.

[82] P. Basu, H. S. R, and P. Samantray, Phys. Rev. D 107, 105004 (2023),
2303.04050.

[83] W. Kou and X. Chen, Phys. Lett. B 856, 138942 (2024), 2405.18697.

[84] M. N. Chernodub, V. A. Goy, A. V. Molochkov, D. V. Stepanov, and A. S.
Pochinok, Phys. Rev. Lett.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303


134, 111904 (2025), 2409.01847.

[85] M. N. Chernodub (2025), 2501.16129.

[86] Z.-B. Zhu, H.-L. Chen, and X.-G. Huang, Phys. Rev. D 113, 034005 (2026),
2511.03230.

[87] V. Braguta, V. Goy, J. Dey, and A. Roenko (2026), 2602.20970.

[88] Z.-W. Lin, C. M. Ko, B.-A. Li, B. Zhang, and S. Pal, Phys. Rev. C 72,
064901 (2005), nucl-

th/0411110.

[89] S. A. Bass et al., Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 41, 255 (1998), nucl-th/9803035.

[90] M. Bleicher et al., J. Phys. G 25, 1859 (1999), hep-ph/9909407.

[91] F. Becattini, V. Chandra, L. Del Zanna, and E. Grossi, Annals Phys. 338,
32 (2013), 1303.3431.

[92] R.-h. Fang, L.-g. Pang, Q. Wang, and X.-n. Wang, Phys. Rev. C 94, 024904
(2016), 1604.04036.

[93] Y.-C. Liu, K. Mameda, and X.-G. Huang, Chin. Phys. C 44, 094101 (2020),
[Erratum: Chin. Phys.

C 45, 089001 (2021)], 2002.03753.

[94] H.-Z. Wu, L.-G. Pang, X.-G. Huang, and Q. Wang, Phys. Rev. Research.
1, 033058 (2019),

[95] W. Florkowski, A. Kumar, R. Ryblewski, and A. Mazeliauskas, Phys.
Rev. C 100, 054907 (2019),

[96] F. Becattini, M. Buzzegoli, G. Inghirami, I. Karpenko, and A. Palermo,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 272302

(2021), 2103.14621.

[97] B. Fu, S. Y. F. Liu, L. Pang, H. Song, and Y. Yin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127,
142301 (2021), 2103.10403.

[98] K. Hattori, M. Hongo, and X.-G. Huang, Symmetry 14, 1851 (2022),
2207.12794.

[99] M. Buzzegoli and F. Becattini, JHEP 12, 002 (2018), [Erratum: JHEP 03,
045 (2022)], 1807.02071.

[100] L. Pang, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. C 86, 024911 (2012),
1205.5019.

[101] T. Hirano, P. Huovinen, K. Murase, and Y. Nara, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys.
70, 108 (2013), 1204.5814.

Note: Figure translations are in progress. See original paper for figures.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303


Source: ChinaXiv —Machine translation. Verify with original.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303 Machine Translation

https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202604.00303

	Fluid Acceleration in Heavy-Ion Collisions
	Abstract
	Full Text
	Preamble
	INTRODUCTION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENT


