
J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
3
4

Published for SISSA by Springer
Received: September 28, 2020

Revised: March 31, 2021
Accepted: April 1, 2021
Published: May 5, 2021

Directed flow of D mesons at RHIC and LHC:
non-perturbative dynamics, longitudinal bulk matter
asymmetry and electromagnetic fields

Lucia Oliva,a Salvatore Plumarib,c and Vincenzo Grecob,c
aInstitut für Theoretische Physik, Johann Wolfgang Goethe-Universität,
Max-von-Laue-Str. 1, 60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany

bDepartment of Physics and Astronomy, University of Catania,
Via S. Sofia 64, I-95123 Catania, Italy

cINFN — Laboratori Nazionali del Sud,
Via S. Sofia 62, I-95123 Catania, Italy
E-mail: oliva@fias.uni-fankfurt.de, salvatore.plumari@dfa.unict.it,
greco@lns.infn.it

Abstract: We present a study of the directed flow v1 for D mesons discussing both the
impact of initial vorticity and electromagnetic field. Recent studies predicted that v1 for D
mesons is expected to be surprisingly much larger than that of light charged hadrons; we
clarify that this is due to a different mechanism leading to the formation of a directed flow
with respect to the one of the bulk matter at both relativistic and non-relativistic energies.
We point out that the very large v1 for D mesons can be generated only if there is a longi-
tudinal asymmetry between the bulk matter and the charm quarks and if the latter have a
large non-perturbative interaction in the QGP medium. A quite good agreement with the
data of STAR and ALICE is obtained if the diffusion coefficient able to correctly predict the
RAA(pT ), v2(pT ) and v3(pT ) of D meson is employed. Furthermore, the mechanism for the
build-up of the v1(y) is associated to a quite small formation time that can be expected to be
more sensitive to the initial high-temperature dependence of the charm diffusion coefficient.

We discuss also the splitting of v1 for D0 and D̄0 due to the electromagnetic field that
is again much larger than the one observed for charged particles and in agreement with the
data by STAR that have however still error bars comparable with the splitting itself, while
at LHC standard electromagnetic profile assuming a constant conductivity is not able to
account for the huge splitting observed.
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1 Introduction

The theoretical and experimental studies on the formation and evolution of the Quark-
Gluon Plasma (QGP) in ultra-Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collisions (uRHICs) have launched
a new investigation stage, in which the main discoveries of the last decades on the hot
QCD matter as a nearly inviscid fluid with strongly non-perturbative behaviour and the
development of collective flows lay the foundations for dealing with new interesting features,
such as the intense vorticity [1–6] and electromagnetic fields [7–13] generated in non-central
collisions.

Indeed, the fraction of the orbital angular momentum of the colliding system trans-
ferred to the hot plasma manifests itself with swirls of the order of 2 − 3 fm−1 whose
observable effects could manifest in the chiral vortical effect [14–17], the spin polariza-
tion of baryons and vector mesons [18–24] and the “wiggle” slope in the directed flow of
hadrons [25–28]. Furthermore, electromagnetic fields of the order of few to tens of m2

π are
produced in the overlap area mainly due to the motion of spectator charges and can be
probed by observations of the chiral magnetic effect and related quantum phenomena [7, 29–
31], the splitting in the spin polarization [32–34] and the splitting of the directed flow (a
dipole asymmetry) [35–44]; more recently also a possible impact on v2, v3 and the average
transverse momentum < pT > has been pointed out [39]. In the last 15 years there has been
a large effort to study the interaction of heavy quarks (HQs) with the bulk medium [45–57]
and more recently a first determination of its interaction in terms of a drag coefficient γ(T )
or space-diffusion coefficient has been achieved, as expounded also in several reviews of the
last two years [58–60]. There is a general consensus that the interaction is non-perturbative
and around the pseudo-critical temperature Tc can even get close to the value predicted in
the strong coupling limit by AdS/CFT [57, 58]. A critical analysis of the several sources of
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indetermination can be found in recent joint activities comparing the features of the dif-
ferent approaches [61–63]. Heavy quarks and antiquarks have a very short formation time
with respect to that of light quarks, therefore they are probably the earliest charged parti-
cles appearing in the uRHICs created matter. So one may expect they keep traces of both
the initial stage and the subsequent evolution into a thermalized QGP. Furthermore, due to
the large masses, their thermalization time is comparable or larger than the QGP lifetime.

A surprising novel theoretical prediction has been that the heavy quarks can manifest
a directed flow v1 = 〈px/pT 〉 that is more than one order of magnitude larger than the one
of light hadrons despite their large mass [28, 38]. This has been predicted for both the
average charm v1(y) [28] and for the splitting ∆v1(y) between particle and anti-particles
(D0 and D̄0) [38]. In ref. [38] a Langevin approach coupled to the Maxwell equations
has been used to describe the effect of the intense initial electromagnetic fields on the
dynamics of heavy quarks in the QGP medium. It was predicted for the first time an
electromagnetically-induced splitting in the directed flow of D0 and D0.

A similar approach has been used in refs. [28, 40] to study the directed flow of neutral
D mesons considering the tilt of the fireball in the reaction plane with respect to the beam
axis. The main merit is to predict a dv1/dy ' 0.04 which is about half the one measured
by STAR [64], but a successful prediction of a directed flow of D mesons can be more than
one order of magnitude larger than the one of light hadrons.

Recent experimental efforts on measuring the directed flow of neutral D mesons at both
RHIC [64] and LHC energies [65] have measured flow signals much larger than the one of
light hadrons and even larger than early theoretical prediction for v1(y) or comparable
with them for ∆v1(y) = v1(D0)− v1(D0) that could be associated to the presence of early
electromagnetic fields. Among the D mesons, the neutral D0 and D0 are excellent particles
to study the influence of the electromagnetic fields in the QGP phase, since it is natural
to expect that the influence on them of the electromagnetic fields could have origin only
in the deconfined phase.

We aim at investigating the effect of both the initial vorticity and electromagnetic fields
on the directed flow of D0 and D0 in comparison to the recent experimental measurements
by STAR [64] and ALICE [65] collaborations, once the longitudinal distribution of the bulk
is fixed to reproduce correctly the light hadron v1 and the charm-bulk interaction is the one
able to describe with good accuracy the D mesons observables. The study we present here
is performed by the relativistic Boltzmann transport equation for heavy quarks developed
to describe the elliptic flow v2 and the nuclear modification factor RAA of D mesons at
both RHIC and LHC energies; hence it will be used as standard bulk-charm interaction the
one corresponding to the determination of the non-perturbative 2πTDs coefficient [58, 66].
Moreover, we have modified our standard boost-invariant initial conditions breaking the
forward-backward symmetry by means of a tilted distribution of the fireball which leads
to a finite directed flow of charged particles in agreement with the experimental data.
Furthermore, with respect to the first prediction on the splitting ∆v1(y) [38] at LHC energy,
we include the bulk vorticity and present prediction also and mainly for RHIC energy. We
find a satisfying agreement with experimental data for both v1(D0) and v1(D̄0) predicting
a dv1/dy ' 0.07 and for their difference ∆v1 finding d∆v1/dy ' 0.01 at RHIC energy. A
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main part is dedicated to clarify the origin of the large v1 of D mesons pointing out that
its origin is different from the one of the bulk QGP and that its large value manifest only
due to their non-pertubative interaction with the bulk QGP matter.

Besides the comprehension of the heavy quark dynamics and of the build-up of the
heavy-flavor directed flow in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, this study has a wider moti-
vation. Indeed, it allows to access a 3D description of the collision considering the different
distributions of soft and hard probes and to take a step forward towards a solid determina-
tion of electromagnetic field and electric conductivity. The last being a property of the hot
QCD matter that is becoming accessible with increasing precision by lattice QCD. These
properties are essential also for determining fundamental aspects of high-temperature QCD
physics such as the local violation of CP symmetry that could be manifest in the chiral
magnetic effect.

The article is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce our transport approach,
focusing on our description of the heavy quarks dynamics and the electromagnetic fields.
In section 3 we explain in detail our modified initialization of the tilted fireball, while in
section 4 we discuss the space-time evolution of the QGP vorticity profiles. Our results on
the directed flow of neutral D mesons are presented in section 5 and section 6 for RHIC
and LHC energies respectively. Finally, we draw our conclusions.

2 Charm quarks transport equation in the electromagnetic field

We use a relativistic transport code developed to perform studies of the dynamics of heavy-
ion collisions at both RHIC and LHC energies and different collision systems [66–75]. The
dynamical evolution of gluons and light quarks as well as of charm quarks in the QGP bulk
medium is described by the Relativistic Boltzmann Transport equations given by[

pµ∂
µ
x + qjFµν(x)pν∂µp

]
fj(x, p) = C[fj , fk](x, p) (2.1)[

pµ∂
µ
x + qQFµν(x)pν∂µp

]
fQ(x, p) = C[fj , fk, fQ](x, p) (2.2)

where fj,k(x, p) is the phase-space one-body distribution function of the parton j, k =
g, q, q (gluon, quark or antiquark) and fQ(x, p) is the phase-space one-body distribution
function of the heavy quark Q = c, c (charm or anticharm); on the left-hand sides Fµν is
the electromagnetic strength tensor and on the right-hand sides C = C22 represents the
relativistic collision integral accounting for 2→ 2 scattering processes.

For the bulk composed by quarks and gluons the evolution is described by eqs. (2.1)
and in this paper we assume that it is independent on fQ. In the collision integral C[fj , fk]
the total cross section is determined in order to keep fixed the ratio η/s = 1/(4π) during the
evolution of the QGP, see refs. [70, 73, 74, 76] for more details. However, this is equivalent
to simulate the dynamical evolution of a fluid with specified η/s by means of the Boltzmann
equation. In the present paper we have employed a bulk with massive quarks and gluons in
the framework of a Quasi-Particle Model (QPM) [77] where quarks and gluons are dressed
with thermal masses mg,q(T ) ∝ g(T )T and the T -dependence of the coupling g(T ) is tuned

– 3 –



J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
3
4

to lattice QCD thermodynamics [78]. In this approach the dynamical evolution of the sys-
tem has approximately the lattice QCD equation of state, with a softening of the equation
of state consisting in a decreasing speed of sound approaching the cross-over region [78].

In the evolution equations for heavy quarks, eqs. (2.2), we treat the phase-space distri-
bution functions of the bulk medium fj,k(x, p) as external quantities through C[fj , fk, fQ]
and we adopt the established approximation of neglecting collisions between heavy quarks.
The HQs interact with the medium by means of only 2 → 2 elastic processes using scat-
tering matrices calculated at Leading-Order in pQCD; nevertheless, a successful way to
treat non-perturbative effects in heavy-quark scattering is given by the QPM [77]. In our
approach the effective coupling g(T ) leads to effective vertices and a dressed massive gluon
propagator for g + HQ → g + HQ and q + HQ → q + HQ scatterings. The detail of the
calculations can be found in ref. [66].

The hadronization process plays a crucial role in determining the final spectra, RAA(pT )
and v2(pT ). When the temperature of the fireball goes below the quark-hadron transition
temperature, Tc = 155MeV, we hadronize the charm quark to D-meson by means of a
fragmentation model, see ref. [79] for more details. The multiplicity is chosen by matching
it with the experimental value of the dN/dy for the considered centrality class.

We describe the evolution of the fireball in terms of Minkowski coordinates: the labo-
ratory time t and the longitudinal coordinate z. We perform simulations with our default
initialization and simulations with modified initial conditions that allow to implement
the onset of vorticity in the fireball due to the angular momentum of the system. Both
initializations are given in Bjorken coordinates: the proper time τ ≡

√
t2 − z2 and the

space-time rapidity ηs ≡ tanh−1(z/t); they are then properly transformed to t and z ac-
cording to t = τ cosh ηs and z = τ sinh ηs. Our modified initial conditions are explained in
detail in section 3, whereas our standard initialization is as follows. The initial conditions
for the bulk in the coordinate space are given by the standard Glauber model assuming
boost invariance along the longitudinal direction. In momentum space they are given by a
Boltzmann-Jüttner distribution function up to transverse momentum pmjT while at larger
momenta we adopt mini-jet distributions as calculated by pQCD at NLO order in [80]:
we take pmjT = 2.0GeV at RHIC and pmjT = 3.5GeV at LHC energy. The charm and an-
ticharm quark distributions are initialized in coordinate space according to the number of
binary nucleon-nucleon collisions Ncoll. In momentum space we use charm quark produc-
tion according to the Fixed Order + Next-to-Leading Log (FONLL) calculation [81] which
describes the D-meson spectra in proton-proton collisions after fragmentation [66].

In the last decade a lot of studies have been performed to determine the electromagnetic
field generated in uRHICs [7–13]. In the present work we aim to study the impact of the
electromagnetic field on heavy quark dynamics. The electromagnetic fields appearing in
the kinetic equations (2.1) and (2.2) are computed as done in ref. [38], following ref. [35].
In our convention for the reference frame the nucleus A whose centre is at x ≥ 0 moves
towards the positive z-axis and the nucleus B whose centre is at x ≤ 0 moves towards the
negative z-axis. Therefore, the magnetic field B generated in non-central collisions points
on average along the negative y direction. The time evolution of By is described assuming a
constant electrical conductivity σel of the QGP in order to obtain analytic solutions of the

– 4 –



J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
3
4

Maxwell equations. The values of σel employed in our calculations are typical values that
can be reached in the range of temperatures explored in a heavy-ion collision, in agreement
with the lattice QCD calculations [82–84]. Due to Faraday induction an electric field E
along the x axis is generated.

The total magnetic field is the sum of B+,−
y generated by Z point-like charges as [7]

eBy(τ, ηs) = −Z
∫ π

2

−π2
dφ′

∫ xout(φ′)

xin(φ′)
dx′⊥x

′
⊥ρ−(x′⊥)

×(eB+
y (τ, η, x⊥, φ) + eB−y (τ, ηs, x⊥, φ)) (2.3)

In the above equation B+
y (τ, ηs, x⊥, φ) and B−y (τ, ηs, x⊥, φ) are the elementary magnetic

fields generated by a single charge e located in the transverse plane at x⊥ = (x⊥, φ) and
moving towards +z and −z respectively with speed β related to the longitudinal space-time
rapidity ηs; xin and xout are the endpoints of the x′⊥ integration regions given by

xin/out(φ′) = ∓ b2 cos(φ′) +

√
R2 − b2

4 sin2(φ′) , (2.4)

where R is the radius of the nucleus and b is the impact parameter of the collision. The
elementary electromagnetic fields are obtained by solving the Maxwell equations and can
be written as

eB+
y (τ, ηs, x⊥, φ) = α sinh(y)(x⊥ cosφ− x′⊥ cosφ′)

σel
| sinh(y)|

2 ξ
1
2 + 1

ξ
3
2

eA , (2.5)

where α = e2/(4π) is the electromagnetic coupling and y ≡ tanh−1(β) is the beam rapidity
of the + mover. In the above equation A and ξ are given by

A ≡ σel
2
(
τ sinh(y) sinh(y − ηs)− | sinh(y)|ξ

1
2
)
,

ξ ≡ τ2 sinh2(y − ηs) + x2
⊥ + x

′2
⊥ − 2x⊥x′⊥ cos(φ− φ′) .

In a similar way an electric field produced by the charges moving along the z direction can
be obtained as

eE+
x (τ, ηs, x⊥, φ) = eB+

y (τ, ηs, x⊥, φ) coth(y − ηs) ; (2.6)

this field has to be convoluted with the transverse charge distribution ρ±(x⊥) as for the
magnetic field.

In figure 1 we show the time evolution of Ex and By in Au+Au collisions at √σNN =
200GeV with impact parameter b = 9 fm (left plot) and Pb+Pb collisions at √σNN =
5.02TeV with b = 7.5 fm (right panel). The curves are calculated at x⊥ = 0 for three values
of the space-time rapidity: ηs = 0 (left panel), ηs = 0.5 (middle panel) and ηs = 1.5 (right
panel). Red, green and blue lines correspond respectively to σel = 0.0115, 0.023, 0.046 fm−1

which correspond to values of the conductivity as computed in lattice QCD [83, 85, 86].
From the left panel we see that at ηs = 0 the electric field vanishes due to symmetry. How-
ever, at forward and backward rapidity Ex become huge and comparable to By, as we can
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Figure 1. Time dependence of |eEx| (solid curves) and |eBy| (dashed curves) in Au+Au collisions
at √σNN = 200GeV with b = 9 fm (left plot) and Pb+Pb collisions at √σNN = 5.02TeV with
b = 7.5 fm (right plot). The computation is done at x⊥ = 0 and different points in space-time
rapidity ηs. The different colors correspond to different values of the electric conductivity σel.

see from the middle and right panels in which the results at positive rapidities are shown;
for symmetry reasons, at the corresponding points in the negative ηs plane By is the same
and Ex has opposite sign: By(ηs) = By(ηs) and Ex(−ηs) = Ex(ηs). At ηs = 0 the magnetic
field |eBy| reduces initially by about one order of magnitude in 1 fm/c and the decrease is
higher for smaller electric conductivity. At larger ηs the decrease of |eBy| becomes smaller,
especially at ηs = 1.5. It is important to notice that the electromagnetic field at RHIC and
LHC is quite similar and has a maximum value that is about 0.1GeV/fm, however in vac-
uum the maximum at RHIC is some factor larger while at LHC is more than 50 times larger.

Aside from Ex and By, the other components of the electromagnetic field averaged
over many initial conditions vanish or are very small. However, in event-by-event collisions
the large fluctuations in the positions of the protons inside the two colliding nuclei can gen-
erate non-zero values of the other components of the electromagnetic field with magnitude
comparable but generally smaller than By and Ex [11, 12].

Furthermore, for a more complete calculation we should also include the electromag-
netic field generated by the participant protons; however, it has been shown in [9, 35] that
it is subdominant in magnitude with respect to that produced by spectators, especially in
the early stage that is crucial for the formation of a directed flow of heavy mesons that is
the focus of this work.

Within our transport approach we are able to simultaneously describe the RAA(pT )
and the v2(pT ) of D mesons both at RHIC and LHC energies [66]. The inclusion of the
electromagnetic field does not affect visibly those quantities, while it produces a sizeable
effect on the rapidity dependence of the directed flow v1 of D0 and D0 as we will see in the
following sections.

3 Set up of the initial condition

In this subsection we discuss how we set up the initial vortical structure of the fireball
produced in uRHICs.
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In a non-frontal collision the system constituted by the two incoming nuclei possesses an
angular momentum which depends mainly on the energy, the size and the impact parameter
of the collision. Only a fraction of this angular momentum is transferred to the plasma
created after the collision, since most of it is carried away by the spectator nucleons.
The angular momentum retained by the QGP manifest itself as a nonzero vorticity of the
system [1–5]. Even if the total angular momentum J of the plasma, which quantifies its
global rotation, could be precisely determined, several phase-space configurations of the
plasma would correspond to that value of J . Moreover, it is not well known so far how this
vortical structure is produced in the plasma.

In hydrodynamical simulations J has been introduced as an asymmetric initial energy
density distribution respect to the reflection ηs → −ηs [3, 27]. In those initial conditions
the initial flow velocity Bjorken components are zero, but the longitudinal asymmetry of
the initial energy density profile generates fluid vorticity. At variance with the common
use of hydrodynamic models, many simulations based on relativistic kinetic theory gen-
erate automatically a vorticity in the QGP since positions and momenta of partons are
determined by the primary collision of the two incoming nuclei [4, 5, 87, 88]. Hence, the
initial longitudinal velocity distribution of the fireball is asymmetric with respect to the
reflection ηs → −ηs and the induced shear flow produces a nonzero local vorticity.

In this paper we extend our model in order to take into account the nonzero angular
momentum that is transferred to the QGP by the colliding nuclear system. Comparing it to
our default initialization that does not include any effect of the angular momentum of the
collision we are able to disentangle the effect of vorticity on dynamical evolution and final
observables of charged particles and heavy mesons. The default type of initial conditions,
introduced in the previous section, is given by a full longitudinally boost invariant distri-
bution, i.e. a uniform pseudorapidity distribution in the range ηs ∈ [−2, 2] for RHIC and
ηs ∈ [−3, 3] for LHC and a standard transverse distribution based on the Glauber model
at the initial time τ0 of the simulation. The second initialization is an extension of the
previous one in order to include the angular momentum generated in noncentral collisions,
inspired by the modelling adopted within the hydrodynamic framework in refs. [3, 27].

Within our convention, the nucleus A whose centre is at x ≥ 0 moves towards the
positive z-axis respectively and the nucleus B whose centre is at x ≤ 0 moves towards the
negative z-axis. We implement a vortical structure in the QGP modifying the longitudinally
boost invariant Bjorken picture with an initial density profile asymmetric with respect to
the reflection ηs → −ηs:

ρ(x⊥, ηs) = ρ0
W (x⊥, ηs)
W (0, 0) H(ηs) (3.1)

where x⊥ is the transverse coordinate, ρ0 = ρ(0, 0) is the density at the centre of the
fireball and W is the wounded nucleon weight function given by

W (x⊥, ηs) = 2 (NA(x⊥)f−(ηs) +NB(x⊥)f+(ηs)) . (3.2)

NA and NB are the number of participant nucleons of the nuclei A and B respectively;
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they are determined from the Glauber model in the following way:

NA(x⊥) = TA(x⊥)
(
1− e−σin

NNTB(x⊥−b)
)
, (3.3)

NB(x⊥) = TB(x⊥ − b)
(
1− e−σin

NNTB(x⊥)
)
, (3.4)

where σin
NN is the inelastic nucleon-nucleon cross section taken to be 4.2 fm2 at RHIC

energy √σNN = 200GeV and 6.8 fm2 at LHC energies √σNN = 5.02TeV; TA and TB are
the thickness functions of the nuclei A and B, respectively, defined as in standard Glauber
model. In eq. (3.1) the function

H(ηs) = exp
[
−(|ηs| − ηs0)2

2σ2
η

θ(|ηs| − ηs0)
]

(3.5)

determines in the initial density distribution a central plateau of length 2ηs0 and gaussian
tails at larger rapidity of width ση. These two parameters are fixed to better reproduce
the experimental pseudorapidity density of charged particles dNch/dη. In order to compare
with the experimental data for charged hadrons we have assumed the quark-hadron duality.
A complete description of the experimental tails in the fragmentation regions cannot be
achieved within our model which involves only the partonic phase, however our initial
condition allow us to reproduce fairly well the dNch/dη in the central rapidity region
|y| . 1.5 which is of interest for our work.

The functions f±(ηs) in eq. (3.2), representing the emission contributions respectively
from forward-going and backward-going participant nucleons, are given by

f+(ηs) = f−(−ηs) =


0 ηs < −ηm

ηs + ηm
2ηm

−ηm ≤ ηs ≤ ηm

1 ηs > ηm

(3.6)

The parameter ηm in the functions f±(ηs) determines an asymmetry in the contribution to
the local participant density from the forward and backward-going nuclei and this leads to
a tilted fireball in the reaction plane [27] which owns a huge angular momentum reflecting
that transferred by the two initial nuclei during the collision. This initial spatial asymme-
try of the fireball along the longitudinal direction is translated, by means of the collective
evolution and expansion, to a final momentum distribution of the particles with a nonzero
directed flow v1 that is odd in pseudorapidity η. The angular momentum J of the plasma is
not a directly measurable quantity and, moreover, the same value of J can be obtained by
means of different realizations of the initial conditions. It has been shown within the hydro-
dynamical framework [3, 27] that the tilted initial source parametrized by means of eq. (3.6)
allow to correctly reproduce the η dependence of the directed flow of charged particle in pe-
ripheral relativistic collisions, once a suitable value of the parameter ηm is chosen. As every
initialization that generates a vorticity in the system, this kind of initial conditions breaks
the boost invariance on the longitudinal direction since the distribution of particles accord-
ing to eqs. (3.1)–(3.6) is not uniform in space-time rapidity ηs even in the central range.
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Figure 2. Longitudinal velocity profile along the impact parameter axis at the time t = 0.2 fm/c
for Au+Au collisions at top RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact parameter b = 7 fm.
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Figure 3. Profiles of the proper density in the reaction plane of the quark-gluon plasma at three
different times: t = 0.2 fm/c (left panel), t = 1 fm/c (middle panel) and t = 4 fm/c (right panel).

For Au+Au collisions at RHIC energy of √σNN = 200GeV we consider an initial time
τ0 = 0.2 fm/c of the simulation and a maximum initial temperature at the center of the
fireball T0 = 410MeV; for the impact parameter b = 7 fm we use the values ηs0 = 1.0,
ση = 1.3 and ηm = 1.3 for the parameters in eqs. (3.5)–(3.6).

In figure 2 we show the longitudinal velocity profile along the impact parameter axis of
the bulk medium constituted by gluons and light quarks in |ηs| < 1 at the time t = 0.2 fm/c
of the simulation. We define the velocity of the medium in a given region as the velocity
of the particle flow inside that region and hence computed as v = (

∑
i pi)/(

∑
iEi), where

the sum runs over all particles in the considered region and pi and Ei are momentum
and energy of the i particle. While with our standard initialization vz(ηs) = −vz(−ηs)
and the longitudinal velocity profile of a symmetric ηs-slice vanishes all along the impact
parameter axis, the initial conditions previously explained generate a shear flow of the
different x-layers of the fluid along the beam direction.

The corresponding distribution on the ηs − x plane of the proper density of the bulk
matter at t = 0.2 fm/c is depicted on the left panel of figure 3; it is evident how the asym-
metry in the forward-backward hemispheres induced by the emission functions f±(ηs) leads
to a tilt of the fireball in the reaction plane. The middle and right panels show the evolution
of the proper density profile at two later times, t = 2 fm/c and t = 4 fm/c respectively.
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Figure 4. Directed flow of charged particles versus pseudorapidity for collisions at top RHIC
energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact parameter b = 7 fm (magenta line) in comparison to the
experimental data from STAR Collaboration in the centrality bin 5-40% [89] (maroon circles).

The information on how this spatial anisotropy is transferred to the momentum space
is encoded on the rapidity-odd directed flow of charged particle vch1 , which we show as a
function of pseudorapidity in figure 4;1 our result (magenta line) fairly matches the STAR
experimental data for 5–40% central collisions [89] (maroon circles) in the range |η| < 1.

It is important to note that the bulk QGP medium does not rotate like a rigid body,
but the angular momentum of the system constituted by the two initial nuclei is transferred
to the plasma through a mainly-longitudinal shear of fluid layers and also a mild not-rigid
rotation, both contributing to the nonzero vorticity. This combined behaviour leads to what
has been named “tilted” distribution of the fireball density [27]. A nonzero vorticity could
be generated also by a strictly-longitudinal shear flow, but we have checked and previous
works show [27] that such initialization does not produce a directed flow of charged particle
with the correct negative slope as experimentally observed. Therefore, a tilted fireball is
required. This is different with respect to what happens in heavy-ion collisions at lower
energy where a significant space rotation of the participant region or the strong bouncing-off
in the transverse direction determine a quite sizeable transverse flow [91, 92].

As mentioned in the previous section, the charm and anticharm quark distributions are
initialized in coordinate space according to hard binary scatterings between nucleons of the
initial colliding nuclei. Hence, their production is symmetric with respect to the reflection
ηs → −ηs and does not follow the profile introduced in eqs. (3.5)–(3.6) for characterizing
the distribution of gluons and light quarks. In ref. [28] this shift between the spatial profiles
of bulk matter and binary collisions was introduced. It implies that at ηs 6= 0 the area
of heavy quark production points in the transverse plane is shifted with respect to the
transverse section of the fireball, and the shift increases at higher absolute values of the
space-time rapidity. The asymmetrically-distributed bulk matter drags the heavy quarks,

1Including a hadronization mechanism based on the statistical model along a freeze-out hypersurface
in the light sector, the effect of hadronization is to transfer the global hydrodynamic flow into a different
pT dependence for the different hadrons depending on their mass. The effect at charged particle level is
smaller than a 10% at least at pT < 2GeV [90]. Therefore, this would not affect in a significant way the
results presented.
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whose directed flow results to be amplified and about one order of magnitude larger than
that of charged particles.

For a more sophisticated calculation we should include, from one hand, a dependence
on Ncoll of the wounded nucleon weight function in eq. (3.2) for the energy deposition of
the bulk matter in order to take into account the contribution from binary collisions and,
from the other hand, the heavy quark production profile may present a mild asymmetry
due to fluctuations in nucleon positions in the colliding nuclei; for the sake of simplicity,
we neglect both effects. These are however expected to be subdominant with respect to
the main mechanism generating the large v1 of heavy quarks.

4 Vorticity of the QGP

Due to the initial condition explained in the previous section the fireball owns a nonzero
angular momentum and a strong vortical flow. In this section we focus on Au+Au collisions
at top RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact parameter b = 7 fm; in all plots we
show quantities averaged over about 1000 events.

The total orbital angular momentum J of the QGP can be computed summing the
contributions Ji of all particles:

J =
∑
i

Ji =
∑
i

ri × pi, (4.1)

where ri is the position vector of the particle respect to the centre of the overlap region
and pi is its momentum. We find that J is mainly directed perpendicularly to the re-
action plane; due to our convention of the reference frame its dominant component Jy
lies along the negative y axis. Regarding the event-averaged values, for RHIC collisions at
√
σNN = 200GeV with b = 7 fm we find Jy ≈ −10400 (} units) while the other components

are four order of magnitude smaller, in agreement with the picture expected and discussed
in previous works [1–5]. However, in each event the x and z components can reach values of
few hundred }. For what concern the time dependence, we have checked that the total an-
gular momentum stay almost constant during the whole evolution, being conserved within
0.2%. Our result for Jy is in agreement with calculations based on the HIJING model [4].
However, a strict comparison of the magnitude of the QGP angular momentum computed
through different approaches is not very meaningful; indeed, the precise value of J depends
on several factors, first of all on the size of the fireball along the longitudinal direction, and a
small difference in that length could produce a very different amount of angular momentum.

A more suitable quantity for comparing different models is the local vorticity distribu-
tion. The classical vorticity is defined as the curl of the velocity field v:

ω = ∇× v, (4.2)

being the velocity of a fluid cell identified with the velocity of the particle flow inside the
cell and hence computed as v = (

∑
i pi)/(

∑
iEi), where the sum runs over all particles in

a given cell and pi and Ei are momentum and energy of the i particle.
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Figure 5. Event-averaged non-relativistic vorticity ωy in the reaction plane ηs − x at the different
times t = 0.6, 1, 4 fm/c for Au+Au collisions at top RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact
parameter b = 7 fm.
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Figure 6. Time evolution of the space-averaged non-relativistic vorticity 〈ωy〉 for Au+Au colli-
sions at top RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact parameter b = 7 fm; the different lines
correspond to different weighting functions in eq. (4.3): particle density n, energy density ε and
moment-of-inertia density I = ρ2ε.

Since we are dealing with a relativistic system, it would be more appropriate to go
beyond the non-relativistic computation, where several vorticities can be defined [3]. How-
ever, for the goals of this paper we do not need to use the values of the vorticity and the
main aim of this section is to show that within our model we obtain a realistic magni-
tude and time behaviour of the vortical flow in the fireball in agreements with the ongoing
research on the Λ polarization.

In figure 5 we plot the distribution of the component of the classical vorticity per-
pendicular to the reaction plane ωy on the ηs − x plane for |y| < 0.25 fm at the times
t = 0.6, 1, 4 fm/c. In agreement with other works [3, 5], ωy shows a quadrupole pattern
with nearly vanishing values along the axis x = 0 and ηs = 0 and increasing absolute values
for increasing x and ηs. Within our convention for the reference frame (nucleus with centre
at positive x moving towards positive z) ωy is negative/positive in the regions where x and
ηs have the same/opposite sign.

However, as pointed out in ref. [5], a locally nonzero vorticity is not directly related
to a global angular momentum and these vortical patterns could be mainly due to the
radial flow of the fireball; the global rotational motion can be pinpointed by performing
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an average over the fireball in order to cancel out the radial flow contributions to the local
vorticity and obtain a quantity that better reflects the strength of the vorticity acting on
the entire interaction area [4, 5]. The space-averaged vorticity is defined by

〈ω〉 =
∫
d2x⊥

∫
dηs g(x⊥, ηs)ω(x⊥, ηs)∫

d2x⊥
∫
dηs g(x⊥, ηs)

, (4.3)

where g(x⊥, ηs) is a weighting function. In figure 6 we show the time evolution of the
dominant component of the classical vorticity ωy averaged according to eq. (4.3) over the
whole transverse plane and space-time rapidities |ηs| < 1; we consider three weighting
functions: the particle density n (dashed green line), the energy density ε (dot-dashed
red line) and a sort of moment-of-inertia density I = ρ2ε (solid blue line), where ρ is the
distance of the cell from the y axis. At early times |〈ωy〉| increases and reaches a peak at
about 0.5 fm/c; then it begins to decrease with time approaching zero at the late stage of
the evolution. We can compare our solid blue line with the same quantity computed in
ref. [5] with the AMPT model: in both cases |〈ωy〉| weighted with I evolves after 1 fm/c
roughly as ∼ exp(−t/2) but the peak value in our model is three times higher than that
obtained in ref. [5]. However, the values of the local non-relativistic vorticity on the reaction
plane at t = 1 fm/c depicted in the middle panel of figure 5 agree to a great extent in the
two models, with maximum absolute values of about 2 fm−1 in the area shown in the plot.

Despite the different initial conditions and models, our results for the angular momen-
tum, the longitudinal velocity profile (figure 2) and the space-averaged vorticity (figure 6)
are qualitatively in agreement with previous works [4, 5].

It is worth to comment on the relation between the spatial profiles of vorticity and den-
sity and the consequences on final flow observables. Looking at the quadrupolar pattern of
the local distribution of vorticity on the reaction plane shown in figure 5 we observe that the
system is rotating clockwise in the regions where ωy < 0 and counterclockwise where ωy > 0.
As we can see from figure 3 the regions with ωy < 0 correspond to the areas with higher
proper density. This is the reason why, as evident from figure 6, the vorticity weighted over
the fireball is negative and the fireball is globally rotating clockwise. As a consequence the
directed flow generated in the central rapidity region has a negative slope, see figure 4.

5 Directed flow of D mesons at top RHIC energy

One of the main goals of this paper is to show how the rapidity dependence of the directed
flow v1 of neutral D mesons is originated by the vorticity of the bulk matter coming from
a tilted longitudinal distribution and the non-perturbative interaction of HQ that induce
a transverse pressure push that drags the HQs in the transverse direction; on top of this
there is a charge motion induced by the electromagnetic fields produced in the collision
mainly by spectator protons. We follow the ideas of refs. [28, 38, 40]. In this section we
refer to Au+Au collisions at top RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV, whose experimental data
for the v1(y) of D0 and D

0 mesons have been measured by the STAR Collaboration in
the centrality bin 10-80% [64]. We performed simulation at b = 9 fm in order to compute
the v1 of charmed mesons and disentangle the effects of the electromagnetic fields and the
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Figure 7. Directed flow of charged particles versus pseudorapidity for Au+Au collisions at RHIC
energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact parameter b = 9 fm. The two lines corresponds to different
values of the parameter ηm. The experimental data are from the STAR Collaboration [89].

vorticity. As explained in the previous sections, angular momentum and vorticity is created
in our model by means of an asymmetric initial distribution of the QGP density in the
x−ηs plane and the parameters in eqs. (3.5)–(3.6) are fixed to reproduce the experimental
data of the directed flow of charged particles. We use the STAR data in the centrality
classes 5-40% and 40-80% in order to have a reference band for our simulations at b = 9 fm.

In figure 7 we compare the experimental data of the directed flow of charged particles
as a function of pseudorapidity with our results obtained with parameters in eqs. (3.5)–(3.6)
ηs0 = 1, ση = 1.3 and two different values of ηm. We see that the STAR points for the cen-
trality classes 5-40% (maroon circles) and 40-80% (brown squares) [89] are matched respec-
tively with ηm = 1.2 (dashed red line) and ηm = 1.1 (solid blue line); therefore, the results
of simulations with these two values of ηm can be considered as lower and upper limits for
the comparison to the experimental data of 10-80% central collisions, that we are interested
to. From figure 7 we can also get information on how the initial density asymmetry intro-
duced with eqs. (3.1)–(3.6) is translated to the final azimuthal asymmetry measured by the
directed flow. Indeed, a larger value of ηm corresponds to a milder asymmetry between the
positive and negative ηs sides of the reaction plane and this leads in turn to a lower value of
the particle directed flow. It can be noticed that the v1 of the bulk is significantly dependent
on the value of ηm and allow to tune it with good accuracy. However for the aim of the paper
it will be even more interesting to see that the HQ v1 appears to be nearly independent on it.

In figure 8 we plot the rapidity dependence of the averaged directed flow of D0 and D0

mesons. In the left panel we show the result for two different values of the parameter ηm of
eqs. (3.6) as in figure 7: the solid blue line and the dashed red line are obtained respectively
with ηm = 1.1 and ηm = 1.2. We notice that, even though the charged particle v1 is very
sensitive to the parameter ηm, the directed flow of D mesons is influenced only slightly. A
far big influence on vD1 is instead exerted by the initial condition for the space distribution
of charmed quarks, namely if c and c are also distributed along ηs according to eqs. (3.1)–
(3.6) as done for the light quarks, hence giving them since the beginning of the collision
evolution an asymmetry in density and longitudinal velocity profile, see figures 2 and 3.
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Figure 8. Combined directed flow of D0 and D
0 mesons as a function of rapidity for Au+Au

collisions at top RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact parameter b = 9 fm in comparison
with the experimental data from STAR Collaboration [64]. Left panel: results for two different
values of the parameter ηm: ηm = 1.1 (solid blue line) and ηm = 1.2 (dashed red line). Right panel:
comparison of the result at ηm = 1.1 (solid blue line) with simulations in which also charmed quarks
are longitudinally distributed according to eqs. (3.1)–(3.6) (dashed blue line).

The effect of the two initializations for heavy quarks is shown in the right panel of figure 8
for ηm = 1.1 comparing simulations in which vorticity is initially given (dashed line) or not
(solid line) to charm and anticharm distributions. This result is independent on ηm (for
the values explored in this works), hence an explicit representation of the lines for different
ηm is discarded. As mentioned in section 2, in this study heavy quarks hadronize only
via fragmentation. The coalescence can play in general a significant role at intermediate
pT if the vn of the light quarks is large. However, the directed flow of light particles is
tiny (figures 4 and 7), hence the role of coalescence on the v1 of D mesons is expected
to be quite smaller than other current uncertainties. Moreover, the effect of coalescence
is mainly looking at intermediate pT and not too much for pT integrated quantities. It
is worth, however, to perform more detailed studies including dynamical hadronization
by coalescence which might give a non-zero contribution of D-meson v1 due to the non-
random selection of the hadronization hypersurface. This may also depend on different
hadronization schemes and the pT range one considers.

Our result for the directed flow of D mesons is few times larger than that found in
previous works [28, 93] and is in the right ballpark with respect to the STAR data [64]
labelled with black diamonds; however, the experimental uncertainties are still quite large
for a very clear comparison. Moreover, the values of 〈vD1 〉 in the central rapidity range
|y| < 1 are about 20-30 times larger than those of charged particle shown in figure 7. As
anticipated in section 3, this is a result of the shift in the transverse profiles of the tilted
QGP fireball and the symmetrically-distributed emission points of heavy quarks from initial
hard scatterings [28]; this shift leads to an amplification of directed flow of D mesons due
to the collisions undergone with the QGP and the drag exerted from the bulk matter.

However, if the c − c pairs are initialized according with a tilted source, as done for
gluons and light quarks, the transverse spatial distributions of heavy quarks and quark-
gluon plasma are superimposed. We show this in figure 9 where the density profile of both
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Figure 10. Combined directed flow of D0 and D
0 mesons as a function of rapidity for Au+Au

collisions at top RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact parameter b = 9 fm. The blue solid
line corresponds to the same calculation as in figure 8 for charm that are non-tilted and with a drag
according to the non-perturbative QPM model, the dashed orange line is the result employing a
drag according to pQCD.

the bulk and the charm quarks are shown as a function of the transverse coordinate x at
the space rapidity ηs = 1. Once the charm are distributed as the bulk matter the large v1
of the HQs disappears. In fact in this case the small v1 comes only by the weak rotation
as for the bulk matter and hence this leads to a v1 even smaller then the one of the bulk,
as shown by the dashed line in the bottom plot of figure 8. This allows us to understand a
fundamental aspect of the directed flow. Its origin appears to be different from the one of
light particles. The large v1 is due to a pressure push of the bulk that having a different
space distribution pushes the heavy quarks toward the negative x−direction at positive ηs.

The effect of such a pressure gradient in the transverse direction is however effective
only because the interaction of the HQ with the bulk is largely non-perturbative. To
show this we plot in figure 10 the v1(y) if one keeps the non-tilted space distribution but
assume a drag and diffusion of the charm quarks according to pQCD. For the HQ-bulk
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Figure 11. Directed flow of D0 and D
0 mesons as a function of rapidity for Au+Au collisions

at RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact parameter b = 9 fm. The experimental data from
STAR Collaboration [64] are also shown.

interaction in the pQCD case we calculate the scattering cross section through Leading-
Order pQCD diagrams and a pQCD running coupling constant αs with Q2 = (2πT )2 and
the IR divergency in the propagator regulated with a Debye screening mass mD ∼

√
4παsT .

In this calculation, however, the massive bulk remains the same as in the other calculations,
what changes is the M scattering matrix for q, g with HQ, that is taken to be the one of
LO-pQCD; if one changes also the bulk of course would not have a correct description of
the bulk dynamics itself. The corresponding space diffusion coefficient 2πTDs of the pQCD
case is about 30 − 40 in the temperature range T ≈ 1 − 2 Tc, which is about a factor of
5 larger than the one of the QPM case. It is clear that in this case the bulk is not able
to transmit the transverse push because the drag is much smaller. Therefore in turn the
large v1 of D meson is a signature of the non-perturbative interaction of the HQ with the
bulk hot QCD matter that is however visible only because the bulk matter is tilted in the
longitudinal direction. We get a reasonably good prediction of vD1 because we assume for
heavy quarks the drag and diffusion extrapolated from the phenomenological analysis of
RAA(pT ) and v2(pT ) as summarized in ref. [58].

In ref. [38] some of us pointed out for the first time that the electromagnetic field
generated in the early stage of the heavy-ion collisions can induce a splitting in the v1
between charm and anti-charm. The calculation were performed in a Langevin framework
discarding the longitudinal tilted distribution of the bulk. We present here the first results
incorporating the electromagnetic field dynamics in our Boltzmann transport approach,
as described in section 2, including the vorticity and the tilted bulk distribution. In fig-
ure 11 it is shown the influence of the electromagnetic fields on the rapidity dependence
of the directed flow of D0 and D0 mesons for Au+Au collisions at top RHIC energy with
impact parameter b = 9 fm. The simulations include the Lorentz force in the Boltzmann
equation and therefore the effect of the electromagnetic fields on particle dynamics. For
the computation of the time evolution of the electric and magnetic fields the value of the
electric conductivity used is σel = 0.023 fm−1, a central value from lattice QCD calculation
at T = 2Tc. We have performed also simulations without the electromagnetic fields and
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found that the two lines of the v1 of D0 and D0 lie one on top of each other. We see clearly
from figure 11 that a splitting of the two curves is generated when the electromagnetic fields
are considered [38, 40]: if we focus on the region y > 0 the v1 of D0 is pushed downwards
and that of D0 is pushed upwards. Since we are assuming that D0 and D0 are produced
by fragmentation of c and c quarks respectively, the v1 of neutral D mesons is driven by
the v1 of charm quarks and antiquarks; from figure 11 we deduce that at forward rapidity
positively-charged particles (c) get a negative contribution from the electromagnetic fields
to the v1 and negatively-charged particles (c) get a positive contribution — and vice versa
at backward rapidity. This means that the total effect coming from By and Ex which
push particles in opposite directions is slightly dominated by the electric field. This is also
consistent with the results obtained in previous studies for light mesons, both in hydrody-
namic calculations of RHIC Au+Au and LHC Pb+Pb collisions [35, 39] and in transport
simulations of asymmetric collisions [36, 37] and small systems [41] at top RHIC energy.

In addition to the v1 splitting induced by the electromagnetic field, there may be a
further mismatch of the directed flow of D mesons conveyed by the initial orbital angular
momentum of the two colliding nuclei, which contributes to the directed flow of u and
d quarks [41, 94, 95];2 as a consequence, the D0 (cu system) gets a larger v1 at forward
rapidity and a smaller v1 at backward rapidity, i.e., in the direction of the directed flow
of spectators. This effect, that is not included in our model, would increase the splitting
between D0 and D

0 especially at higher y, while in the central rapidity region the force
exerted by the electromagnetic field dominates [41]. However it can be expected to give
correction at most of the order of 10−3 on v1 given the small transverse flow of the bulk
originating from this effect.

We have also investigated how the electric conductivity affect the evolution of the
electromagnetic fields and, consequently, the v1 splitting of D mesons. The last one can
be easily quantified by the difference in the directed flow between one particle and the
corresponding antiparticle, i.e., for D mesons ∆vD1 = v1(D0) − v1(D0). This quantity is
plotted in figure 12 for different values of the electric conductivity: the result for σel =
0.023 fm−1 (solid blue line), which is the same of the solid lines in figure 11, is compared with
those obtained with σel = 0.0115 fm−1 (dotted magenta line) and σel = 0.46 fm−1 (dashed
brown line), which correspond respectively to halving and doubling the value of electric
conductivity firstly considered. Only in the latter case, larger σel, we see a mild change in
the ∆vD1 for higher rapidities |y| > 1. This can be understood by looking at the middle and
right panels of figure 1 in which we show the temporal behaviour at forward space-time
rapidity of the fields for the considered values of electrical conductivity: for σel = 0.46 fm−1

the magnetic field has a milder decrease with respect to smaller conductivities and this in

2The (pseudo)rapidity dependence of the v1 is expected to reflect different effects and the transport
towards midrapidity via the baryon stopping mechanism of the flow may in general be a part of it. This
flow is retained by the u and d quarks of those protons and may contribute to the v1 of final particles in
which they hadronize by coalescence. However, at the rapidity we are interested in certainly most of the u

and d quarks, at least 90%, do not come from the original nuclei that are at much larger rapidity already
at RHIC at 200 AGeV, and at the LHC the baryon chemical potential within a unit of rapidity is smaller
than 1MeV hence at 99.9% level quarks do not come from the original nuclei.
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Figure 12. Rapidity dependence of the directed flow difference ∆v1 between D0 and D0 mesons
at top RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV for different values of the electric conductivity σel. The
experimental data are from the STAR Collaboration [64].
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Figure 13. Time evolution of the directed flow of D0 and D
0 as a function of rapidity at for

Au+Au collisions at top RHIC energy √σNN = 200GeV with impact parameter b = 9 fm.

turn means that the produced electric field is lower and then its effect on the propagation
of particle is smaller; this explains why the splitting ∆vD1 is smaller with respect to that
obtained with lower σel.

In figure 13 we plot the time evolution of the v1 of D0 and D
0 versus rapidity for

simulations with σel = 0.023 fm−1. We notice that at midrapidity most of the v1 of D0 and
D

0 is generated within the first 3 fm/c; this holds for both the average and the difference
of the D meson v1, which give information on the temporal behaviour of the imprint of
the vorticity and the electromagnetic field respectively. In particular, in figure 14 we show
that for the y−dependence of both 〈vD1 〉 and ∆vD1 the slope in the central rapidity region
|y| < 0.5 reaches half of its maximum (absolute) value in the first 1 fm/c; then, the averaged
D meson directed flow completely saturates at 3 fm/c while for the splitting there is still a
mild effect of about a 20% at later times.
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6 Directed flow of D mesons at top LHC energy

In this section we study the directed flow of D mesons in Pb+Pb collisions at LHC energy
√
σNN = 5.02TeV; the ALICE Collaboration has recently published the experimental

measurements of the v1(η) of positively and negatively charged particles as well as neutral
D mesons respectively in the centrality classes 5-40% and 10-40% [65] which correspond to
b = 7.5 fm. We performed simulations at this value of the impact parameter both with the
standard initial conditions and with the initialization that generate the vorticity in the QGP
fireball. The parameters in eqs. (3.5)–(3.6) are fixed in order to match the experimental
data of the v1 of charged particles, as shown in figure 15; we found ηs0 = 2.0, ση = 1.3
and ηm = 1.77. Although our parameters choice is not tuned to reproduce completely
the ALICE experimental data, this case can be considered as an upper limit that matches
the data at very central rapidity (|η| ≤ 0.4) but then generates a too strong transverse
flow. The case with our default initialization (“no vort.”) can be considered instead as a
lower limit for the vorticity generated in the system and hence the effect on the combined
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Figure 16. Directed flow of D0 and D
0 mesons as a function of pseudorapidity for Pb+Pb col-

lisions at LHC energy √σNN = 5.02TeV with impact parameter b = 7.5 fm in comparison with
the experimental data from the ALICE Collaboration [65]. Left panel: experimental data and
theoretical predictions for D0 +D

0. Right panel: as in the left panel for D0 and D0 separately.

D meson directed flow. The associated splitting of the D0 meson is however marginally
dependent on it at least at the level of our modelling that does not include the impact of
local current on the generation of the electromagnetic field.

The corresponding results for the D0 and D
0 are plotted in figure 16 in comparison

with the experimental data from ALICE Collaboration [65]. Thin lines correspond to the
simulation with the standard initialization (which generate a zero directed flow of charged
particles) whereas thick curves are the results with initial conditions given by eqs. (3.1)–
(3.6). Both simulations includes the electromagnetic fields, which generate a splitting in
the v1(η) of D mesons: at forward rapidity D0 (solid green line) has a lower directed
flow than its antiparticle (dashed orange line) and the opposite trend is seen at backward
rapidity. This pattern is the same of that found for RHIC collisions, indicating again that
the contribution of the electric field Ex in the Lorentz force dominate over that produced
by the magnetic field By.

Though with big uncertainties, the ALICE data indicate a positive slope for the com-
bined directed flow of D0 and D0 that is smaller then the one observed at RHIC and in
agreement with the predictions of our approach. However it is certainly required to have
experimental data with much higher precision to draw any conclusions.

Besides the slope of the v1(η) of the two particles that can be connected also to the
vorticity of the fireball, the measurements of ALICE Collaboration for the splitting ∆vD1 =
v1(D0)−v1(D0) show an opposite trend with respect to the STAR data for Au+Au collisions
at √σNN = 200GeV and to our calculations at both RHIC and LHC energies.

Our result for the splitting in √σNN = 5.02TeV Pb+Pb collisions is shown in figure 17
for simulations with impact parameter b = 7.5 fm: we found that ∆vD1 is negative at
forward rapidity and positive at backward rapidity while the ALICE experimental data
have the opposite trend. The same disagreement in sign has been found by other theoretical
calculations for the charge-odd directed flow of light [39] and heavy mesons [40]. Not only
the sign of the splitting, but also its magnitude in absolute value measured by ALICE
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cannot be explained by our model: we found a |∆vD1 | that is two order of magnitude
smaller than the experimental data. Moreover, from figure 17 we see a comparable splitting
in both simulations with and without vorticity, indicating that the ∆vD1 is not affected by
the initialization used for describing the effect of the angular momentum of the system.

The understanding of the ALICE measurements of the charge-dependent directed flow
ofD mesons represents a challenge from the theoretical point of view, being them is contrast
with model calculations but also with theoretical and experimental results at lower center-
of-mass energy. Possible explanations may deal with the very early time dynamics of the
collision, that is the less understood stage especially at very high energy. Even the evolution
of the electromagnetic themselves is not clear in the first fractions of fm/c when the system
could be constituted mainly of color fields or strings and the QGP matter that sustain the
electromagnetic field evolution with its electrical conductivity may be not present yet. But
charm quark and antiquarks, produced in initial hard scatterings, would be witnesses of
the early dynamics and of the vortical and electromagnetic fields pertinent to it.

In order to see that even a mild modification of the latter could give an insight into how
the splitting of D0 and D0 directed flow could change sign, we modified by hand the By
component of the electromagnetic field, rising by 25% its value in each space-time cell, and
keeping unchanged the values of the electric field. The outcome of this trial is represented
by the dot-dashed brown line in figure 17 for the splitting of the D meson directed flow at
LHC energy. The effect of the increasing the magnetic field is not only to flip the sign of
∆vD1 , going in the right direction to reproduce the trend indicated by the ALICE data, but
also to generated a |∆vD1 | even larger. This means that a much detailed investigation of the
space-time profile of the electromagnetic field has to be performed. Recently in ref. [42] in
a schematic calculation within the Langevin approach that neglected the vortical dynamics
and the tilted longitudinal distribution it has been shown that a magnetic field evolving
slowly with respect to modellings of a medium in equilibrium at constant electric conductiv-
ity can lead to a sign change of ∆vD1 and strength comparable to the one observed at ALICE.
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7 Conclusions

We have presented a study of the build-up of the directed flow of charm quarks at both
RHIC and LHC energy. The predictions have been obtained by means of realistic simula-
tion of the uRHICs based on relativistic Boltzmann transport equation evolving on initial
conditions that take into account both the vorticity of the created matter and its tilted
longitudinal distribution as well as the action of the electromagnetic fields.

The origin of the directed flow for the D meson appears to be different with respect
to the one of the bulk matter. It is, in fact, not coming from the quite weak effect of
rotation induced by the initial angular momentum of the spectators transferred to the
created bulk matter. The surprising large v1(y) observed for D0 and D0 mesons, about 30
times larger than the one of the light charged mesons, originates from the pressure push
of the bulk matter in the transverse direction. This is possible only if the peak of the
bulk matter is tilted with respect to the x−axis and to the charm distribution.We have
pointed out that such a mechanism is effective only if the interaction of HQ in the hot QCD
matter is non-perturbative, otherwise the bulk matter would not be able to transfer such
a push in the transverse direction to the charm quarks. In particular, we have show that
assuming perturbative QCD drag and diffusion for the charm would lead to a v1(y) at least
one order of magnitude smaller than the one observed by STAR. We find the important
result to have a quite good prediction for the v1(y) of D mesons once the in medium HQ
quark interaction able to correctly predict both RAA and v2,3(pT ) at RHIC and LHC is
considered and the bulk longitudinal distribution is tuned to correctly predict the v1(y)
for charged particles. The absence of only one of these two features, tilted bulk and non-
perturbative HQ interaction, would lead to a v1(y) much smaller than the one observed
and comparable with the one of the charged particles. Therefore, the very large v1(y)
is indeed a further confirmation of the non-perturbative dynamics and in the future more
precise measurement may contribute to the determination of the space-diffusion coefficient,
in particular by Bayesian analysis [57]. We have also pointed out that the formation time
of v1(y) for the charm quarks is quite short being of about only 2 fm/c. This should imply
that it is more sensitive to the HQ transport coefficient at the initial high temperature
phase providing complementary information with respect to v2 that is known to be more
sensitive to the interaction at lower temperature close to Tc, as discussed in [96].

The other aspect studied is the splitting of v1(y) for D0 and D
0 due to the electro-

magnetic fields. We have found that this is consistent with the prediction at RHIC energy,
but due to the current experimental data error bars would also be consistent with zero.
On the other hand the splitting at LHC energy appears to be quite large experimentally
even if with still large error bars, but at present the theoretical models based on electro-
magnetic field profile assuming a medium in equilibrium at constant electric conductivity
is not able to account for it. However, it is likely that at LHC energies such an assumption
is significantly inappropriate. In this respect it has to be considered that modellings like
the one employed here and in most of the current literature predicts a quite similar mag-
netic fields at both RHIC and LHC, see figure 1. On the other hand at LHC energy the
initial maximum value expected in the vacuum is about a factor 50 larger than the one in
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a medium at the assumed σel, while such a gap is instead only about a factor of 3 − 4 at
RHIC energy. It is likely that at least a study of the electromagnetic field under a medium
with a quickly varying electric conductivity is necessary, as well as, a study of the possible
effects of anomalous chiral conductivity.

The ultimate motivation for this study is broader than just understanding the heavy
quark dynamics. Indeed, it permits to access a 3D description of the heavy-ion collision
inferring for the first time the difference between the distributions of soft and hard probes.
The comprehension of this subject is a key aspect to achieve a solid determination of
both electromagnetic field and electric conductivity. These properties of hot QCD matter
and ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions are independent from the specific modelling and
essential for determining fundamental aspects of QCD physics at high temperature, such
as the chiral magnetic effect connected to the possible local violation of CP symmetry in
strong interactions.

Acknowledgments

The authors appreciate very useful discussions with Gabriele Coci, Marco Ruggieri, An-
drea Dubla and Ilya Selyuzhenkov. L.O. is financially funded by the Alexander von
Humboldt-Stiftung and acknowledges support from the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft
(DFG) through the grant CRC-TR 211 ‘Strong-interaction matter under extreme condi-
tions’. V.G. and S.P. acknowledge the support of linea di intervento 2 DFA-Unict for the
HQCDyn project.

Open Access. This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (CC-BY 4.0), which permits any use, distribution and reproduction in
any medium, provided the original author(s) and source are credited.

References

[1] F. Becattini, F. Piccinini and J. Rizzo, Angular momentum conservation in heavy ion
collisions at very high energy, Phys. Rev. C 77 (2008) 024906 [arXiv:0711.1253] [INSPIRE].

[2] L.P. Csernai, V.K. Magas and D.J. Wang, Flow vorticity in peripheral high energy heavy ion
collisions, Phys. Rev. C 87 (2013) 034906 [arXiv:1302.5310] [INSPIRE].

[3] F. Becattini et al., A study of vorticity formation in high energy nuclear collisions, Eur.
Phys. J. C 75 (2015) 406 [Erratum ibid. 78 (2018) 354] [arXiv:1501.04468] [INSPIRE].

[4] W.-T. Deng and X.-G. Huang, Vorticity in heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 93 (2016)
064907 [arXiv:1603.06117] [INSPIRE].

[5] Y. Jiang, Z.-W. Lin and J. Liao, Rotating quark-gluon plasma in relativistic heavy ion
collisions, Phys. Rev. C 94 (2016) 044910 [Erratum ibid. 95 (2017) 049904]
[arXiv:1602.06580] [INSPIRE].

[6] STAR collaboration, Global Λ hyperon polarization in nuclear collisions: evidence for the
most vortical fluid, Nature 548 (2017) 62 [arXiv:1701.06657] [INSPIRE].

– 24 –

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.77.024906
https://arxiv.org/abs/0711.1253
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0711.1253
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.87.034906
https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.5310
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1302.5310
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3624-1
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3624-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.04468
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1501.04468
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.064907
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.064907
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.06117
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1603.06117
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.044910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.06580
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1602.06580
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.06657
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1701.06657


J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
3
4

[7] D.E. Kharzeev, L.D. McLerran and H.J. Warringa, The effects of topological charge change
in heavy ion collisions: ‘event by event P and CP-violation’, Nucl. Phys. A 803 (2008) 227
[arXiv:0711.0950] [INSPIRE].

[8] V. Skokov, A.Y. Illarionov and V. Toneev, Estimate of the magnetic field strength in
heavy-ion collisions, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 24 (2009) 5925 [arXiv:0907.1396] [INSPIRE].

[9] V. Voronyuk, V.D. Toneev, W. Cassing, E.L. Bratkovskaya, V.P. Konchakovski and
S.A. Voloshin, (Electro-)magnetic field evolution in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, Phys.
Rev. C 83 (2011) 054911 [arXiv:1103.4239] [INSPIRE].

[10] K. Tuchin, Particle production in strong electromagnetic fields in relativistic heavy-ion
collisions, Adv. High Energy Phys. 2013 (2013) 490495 [arXiv:1301.0099] [INSPIRE].

[11] A. Bzdak and V. Skokov, Event-by-event fluctuations of magnetic and electric fields in heavy
ion collisions, Phys. Lett. B 710 (2012) 171 [arXiv:1111.1949] [INSPIRE].

[12] W.-T. Deng and X.-G. Huang, Event-by-event generation of electromagnetic fields in
heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 85 (2012) 044907 [arXiv:1201.5108] [INSPIRE].

[13] Y. Zhong, C.-B. Yang, X. Cai and S.-Q. Feng, Spatial distributions of magnetic field in the
RHIC and LHC energy regions, Chin. Phys. C 39 (2015) 104105 [arXiv:1410.6349]
[INSPIRE].

[14] J. Erdmenger, M. Haack, M. Kaminski and A. Yarom, Fluid dynamics of R-charged black
holes, JHEP 01 (2009) 055 [arXiv:0809.2488] [INSPIRE].

[15] D.T. Son and P. Surowka, Hydrodynamics with triangle anomalies, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103
(2009) 191601 [arXiv:0906.5044] [INSPIRE].

[16] O. Rogachevsky, A. Sorin and O. Teryaev, Chiral vortaic effect and neutron asymmetries in
heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 82 (2010) 054910 [arXiv:1006.1331] [INSPIRE].

[17] D.E. Kharzeev, J. Liao, S.A. Voloshin and G. Wang, Chiral magnetic and vortical effects in
high-energy nuclear collisions — a status report, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 88 (2016) 1
[arXiv:1511.04050] [INSPIRE].

[18] Z.-T. Liang and X.-N. Wang, Globally polarized quark-gluon plasma in non-central A+A
collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 (2005) 102301 [Erratum ibid. 96 (2006) 039901]
[nucl-th/0410079] [INSPIRE].

[19] Z.-T. Liang and X.-N. Wang, Spin alignment of vector mesons in non-central A+A
collisions, Phys. Lett. B 629 (2005) 20 [nucl-th/0411101] [INSPIRE].

[20] S.A. Voloshin, Polarized secondary particles in unpolarized high energy hadron-hadron
collisions?, nucl-th/0410089 [INSPIRE].

[21] B. Betz, M. Gyulassy and G. Torrieri, Polarization probes of vorticity in heavy ion collisions,
Phys. Rev. C 76 (2007) 044901 [arXiv:0708.0035] [INSPIRE].

[22] J.-H. Gao, S.-W. Chen, W.-T. Deng, Z.-T. Liang, Q. Wang and X.-N. Wang, Global quark
polarization in non-central A+A collisions, Phys. Rev. C 77 (2008) 044902
[arXiv:0710.2943] [INSPIRE].

[23] X.-L. Sheng, L. Oliva and Q. Wang, What can we learn from the global spin alignment of φ
mesons in heavy-ion collisions?, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 096005 [arXiv:1910.13684]
[INSPIRE].

– 25 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2008.02.298
https://arxiv.org/abs/0711.0950
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0711.0950
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X09047570
https://arxiv.org/abs/0907.1396
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Int.J.Mod.Phys.%2CA24%2C5925%22
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.054911
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.054911
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.4239
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1103.4239
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/490495
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.0099
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1301.0099
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.02.065
https://arxiv.org/abs/1111.1949
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1111.1949
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.044907
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.5108
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1201.5108
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/39/10/104105
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.6349
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1410.6349
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/01/055
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2488
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0809.2488
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.191601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.191601
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.5044
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0906.5044
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.82.054910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1006.1331
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1006.1331
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2016.01.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.04050
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1511.04050
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.102301
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0410079
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-th%2F0410079
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.09.060
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0411101
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-th%2F0411101
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0410089
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-th%2F0410089
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.76.044901
https://arxiv.org/abs/0708.0035
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0708.0035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.77.044902
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.2943
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0710.2943
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.096005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.13684
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1910.13684


J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
3
4

[24] F. Becattini and M.A. Lisa, Polarization and vorticity in the quark-gluon plasma, Ann. Rev.
Nucl. Part. Sci. 70 (2020) 395 [arXiv:2003.03640] [INSPIRE].

[25] R.J.M. Snellings, H. Sorge, S.A. Voloshin, F.Q. Wang and N. Xu, Novel rapidity dependence
of directed flow in high-energy heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 2803
[nucl-ex/9908001] [INSPIRE].

[26] L.P. Csernai and D. Rohrich, Third flow component as QGP signal, Phys. Lett. B 458 (1999)
454 [nucl-th/9908034] [INSPIRE].

[27] P. Bozek and I. Wyskiel, Directed flow in ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C
81 (2010) 054902 [arXiv:1002.4999] [INSPIRE].

[28] S. Chatterjee and P. Bożek, Large directed flow of open charm mesons probes the three
dimensional distribution of matter in heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018)
192301 [arXiv:1712.01189] [INSPIRE].

[29] K. Fukushima, D.E. Kharzeev and H.J. Warringa, The chiral magnetic effect, Phys. Rev. D
78 (2008) 074033 [arXiv:0808.3382] [INSPIRE].

[30] D.E. Kharzeev and H.-U. Yee, Chiral magnetic wave, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 085007
[arXiv:1012.6026] [INSPIRE].

[31] S. Shi, Y. Jiang, E. Lilleskov and J. Liao, Anomalous chiral transport in heavy ion collisions
from anomalous-viscous fluid dynamics, Annals Phys. 394 (2018) 50 [arXiv:1711.02496]
[INSPIRE].

[32] F. Becattini, I. Karpenko, M. Lisa, I. Upsal and S. Voloshin, Global hyperon polarization at
local thermodynamic equilibrium with vorticity, magnetic field and feed-down, Phys. Rev. C
95 (2017) 054902 [arXiv:1610.02506] [INSPIRE].

[33] Z.-Z. Han and J. Xu, Investigating different Λ and Λ̄ polarizations in relativistic heavy-ion
collisions, Phys. Lett. B 786 (2018) 255 [arXiv:1707.07262] [INSPIRE].

[34] Y. Guo, S. Shi, S. Feng and J. Liao, Magnetic field induced polarization difference between
hyperons and anti-hyperons, Phys. Lett. B 798 (2019) 134929 [arXiv:1905.12613] [INSPIRE].

[35] U. Gürsoy, D. Kharzeev and K. Rajagopal, Magnetohydrodynamics, charged currents and
directed flow in heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 89 (2014) 054905 [arXiv:1401.3805]
[INSPIRE].

[36] V. Voronyuk, V.D. Toneev, S.A. Voloshin and W. Cassing, Charge-dependent directed flow in
asymmetric nuclear collisions, Phys. Rev. C 90 (2014) 064903 [arXiv:1410.1402] [INSPIRE].

[37] V.D. Toneev, V. Voronyuk, E.E. Kolomeitsev and W. Cassing, Directed flow in asymmetric
nucleus-nucleus collisions and the inverse Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal effect, Phys. Rev. C
95 (2017) 034911 [arXiv:1610.06319] [INSPIRE].

[38] S.K. Das, S. Plumari, S. Chatterjee, J. Alam, F. Scardina and V. Greco, Directed flow of
charm quarks as a witness of the initial strong magnetic field in ultra-relativistic heavy ion
collisions, Phys. Lett. B 768 (2017) 260 [arXiv:1608.02231] [INSPIRE].

[39] U. Gürsoy, D. Kharzeev, E. Marcus, K. Rajagopal and C. Shen, Charge-dependent flow
induced by magnetic and electric fields in heavy ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 98 (2018)
055201 [arXiv:1806.05288] [INSPIRE].

– 26 –

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-021920-095245
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-021920-095245
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.03640
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A2003.03640
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.2803
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/9908001
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-ex%2F9908001
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)00615-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)00615-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9908034
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-th%2F9908034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.81.054902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.81.054902
https://arxiv.org/abs/1002.4999
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1002.4999
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.192301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.192301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.01189
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1712.01189
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.074033
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.074033
https://arxiv.org/abs/0808.3382
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0808.3382
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.085007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1012.6026
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1012.6026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2018.04.026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02496
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1711.02496
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.054902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.054902
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.02506
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1610.02506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.10.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.07262
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1707.07262
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134929
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.12613
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1905.12613
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.89.054905
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.3805
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Phys.Rev.%2CC89%2C054905%22
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.064903
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.1402
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Phys.Rev.%2CC90%2C064903%22
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.034911
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.95.034911
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.06319
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Phys.Rev.%2CC95%2C034911%22
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.02.046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.02231
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Phys.Lett.%2CB768%2C260%22
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.055201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.055201
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.05288
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Phys.Rev.%2CC98%2C055201%22


J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
3
4

[40] S. Chatterjee and P. Bozek, Interplay of drag by hot matter and electromagnetic force on the
directed flow of heavy quarks, Phys. Lett. B 798 (2019) 134955 [arXiv:1804.04893]
[INSPIRE].

[41] L. Oliva, P. Moreau, V. Voronyuk and E. Bratkovskaya, Influence of electromagnetic fields in
proton-nucleus collisions at relativistic energy, Phys. Rev. C 101 (2020) 014917
[arXiv:1909.06770] [INSPIRE].

[42] Y. Sun, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Probing the electromagnetic fields in ultrarelativistic
collisions with leptons from Z0 decay and charmed mesons, Phys. Lett. B 816 (2021) 136271
[arXiv:2004.09880] [INSPIRE].

[43] L. Oliva, Electromagnetic fields and directed flow in large and small colliding systems at
ultrarelativistic energies, Eur. Phys. J. A 56 (2020) 255 [arXiv:2007.00560] [INSPIRE].

[44] A. Dubla, U. Gürsoy and R. Snellings, Charge-dependent flow as evidence of strong
electromagnetic fields in heavy-ion collisions, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 35 (2020) 2050324
[arXiv:2009.09727] [INSPIRE].

[45] V. Greco, C.M. Ko and R. Rapp, Quark coalescence for charmed mesons in ultrarelativistic
heavy ion collisions, Phys. Lett. B 595 (2004) 202 [nucl-th/0312100] [INSPIRE].

[46] H. van Hees, V. Greco and R. Rapp, Heavy-quark probes of the quark-gluon plasma at RHIC,
Phys. Rev. C 73 (2006) 034913 [nucl-th/0508055] [INSPIRE].

[47] H. van Hees, M. Mannarelli, V. Greco and R. Rapp, Nonperturbative heavy-quark diffusion in
the quark-gluon plasma, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008) 192301 [arXiv:0709.2884] [INSPIRE].

[48] M. He, R.J. Fries and R. Rapp, Ds-meson as quantitative probe of diffusion and
hadronization in nuclear collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013) 112301 [arXiv:1204.4442]
[INSPIRE].

[49] M. He, R.J. Fries and R. Rapp, Heavy flavor at the Large Hadron Collider in a strong
coupling approach, Phys. Lett. B 735 (2014) 445 [arXiv:1401.3817] [INSPIRE].

[50] P.B. Gossiaux, R. Bierkandt and J. Aichelin, Tomography of a quark gluon plasma at RHIC
and LHC energies, Phys. Rev. C 79 (2009) 044906 [arXiv:0901.0946] [INSPIRE].

[51] M. Nahrgang, J. Aichelin, S. Bass, P.B. Gossiaux and K. Werner, Elliptic and triangular flow
of heavy flavor in heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 91 (2015) 014904 [arXiv:1410.5396]
[INSPIRE].

[52] T. Song et al., Tomography of the quark-gluon-plasma by charm quarks, Phys. Rev. C 92
(2015) 014910 [arXiv:1503.03039] [INSPIRE].

[53] T. Song, H. Berrehrah, D. Cabrera, W. Cassing and E. Bratkovskaya, Charm production in
Pb+Pb collisions at energies available at the CERN Large Hadron Collider, Phys. Rev. C 93
(2016) 034906 [arXiv:1512.00891] [INSPIRE].

[54] S. Cao, T. Luo, G.-Y. Qin and X.-N. Wang, Linearized Boltzmann transport model for jet
propagation in the quark-gluon plasma: heavy quark evolution, Phys. Rev. C 94 (2016)
014909 [arXiv:1605.06447] [INSPIRE].

[55] W.M. Alberico et al., Heavy-flavour spectra in high energy nucleus-nucleus collisions, Eur.
Phys. J. C 71 (2011) 1666 [arXiv:1101.6008] [INSPIRE].

[56] W.M. Alberico et al., Heavy flavors in AA collisions: production, transport and final spectra,
Eur. Phys. J. C 73 (2013) 2481 [arXiv:1305.7421] [INSPIRE].

– 27 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134955
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.04893
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1804.04893
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.101.014917
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.06770
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1909.06770
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136271
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.09880
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A2004.09880
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/s10050-020-00260-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.00560
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A2007.00560
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732320503241
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.09727
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A2009.09727
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.06.064
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0312100
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-th%2F0312100
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.73.034913
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0508055
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-th%2F0508055
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.192301
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.2884
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0709.2884
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.112301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.4442
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1204.4442
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.05.050
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.3817
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1401.3817
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.79.044906
https://arxiv.org/abs/0901.0946
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0901.0946
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.91.014904
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.5396
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1410.5396
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.014910
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.014910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.03039
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1503.03039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.034906
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.034906
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.00891
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1512.00891
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.014909
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.014909
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.06447
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1605.06447
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1666-6
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1666-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/1101.6008
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1101.6008
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2481-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.7421
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1305.7421


J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
3
4

[57] Y. Xu, J.E. Bernhard, S.A. Bass, M. Nahrgang and S. Cao, Data-driven analysis for the
temperature and momentum dependence of the heavy-quark diffusion coefficient in relativistic
heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 97 (2018) 014907 [arXiv:1710.00807] [INSPIRE].

[58] X. Dong and V. Greco, Heavy quark production and properties of quark-gluon plasma, Prog.
Part. Nucl. Phys. 104 (2019) 97 [INSPIRE].

[59] X. Dong, Y.-J. Lee and R. Rapp, Open heavy-flavor production in heavy-ion collisions, Ann.
Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 69 (2019) 417 [arXiv:1903.07709] [INSPIRE].

[60] J. Zhao, K. Zhou, S. Chen and P. Zhuang, Heavy flavors under extreme conditions in high
energy nuclear collisions, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 114 (2020) 103801 [arXiv:2005.08277]
[INSPIRE].

[61] A. Beraudo et al., Extraction of heavy-flavor transport coefficients in QCD matter, Nucl.
Phys. A 979 (2018) 21 [arXiv:1803.03824] [INSPIRE].

[62] S. Cao et al., Toward the determination of heavy-quark transport coefficients in quark-gluon
plasma, Phys. Rev. C 99 (2019) 054907 [arXiv:1809.07894] [INSPIRE].

[63] Y. Xu et al., Resolving discrepancies in the estimation of heavy quark transport coefficients
in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 99 (2019) 014902 [arXiv:1809.10734]
[INSPIRE].

[64] STAR collaboration, First observation of the directed flow of D0 and D0 in Au+Au collisions
at √sNN = 200GeV, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (2019) 162301 [arXiv:1905.02052] [INSPIRE].

[65] ALICE collaboration, Probing the effects of strong electromagnetic fields with
charge-dependent directed flow in Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020)
022301 [arXiv:1910.14406] [INSPIRE].

[66] F. Scardina, S.K. Das, V. Minissale, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Estimating the charm quark
diffusion coefficient and thermalization time from D meson spectra at energies available at
the BNL relativistic heavy ion collider and the CERN Large Hadron Collider, Phys. Rev. C
96 (2017) 044905 [arXiv:1707.05452] [INSPIRE].

[67] S. Plumari, A. Puglisi, F. Scardina and V. Greco, Shear viscosity of a strongly interacting
system: Green-Kubo vs. Chapman-Enskog and relaxation time approximation, Phys. Rev. C
86 (2012) 054902 [arXiv:1208.0481] [INSPIRE].

[68] M. Ruggieri, F. Scardina, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Elliptic flow from non-equilibrium initial
condition with a saturation scale, Phys. Lett. B 727 (2013) 177 [arXiv:1303.3178] [INSPIRE].

[69] F. Scardina, M. Colonna, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Quark-to-gluon composition of the
quark-gluon plasma in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Lett. B 724 (2013) 296
[arXiv:1202.2262] [INSPIRE].

[70] M. Ruggieri, F. Scardina, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Thermalization, isotropization and
elliptic flow from nonequilibrium initial conditions with a saturation scale, Phys. Rev. C 89
(2014) 054914 [arXiv:1312.6060] [INSPIRE].

[71] A. Puglisi, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Electric conductivity from the solution of the relativistic
Boltzmann equation, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 114009 [arXiv:1408.7043] [INSPIRE].

[72] S. Plumari, G.L. Guardo, V. Greco and J.-Y. Ollitrault, Viscous corrections to anisotropic
flow and transverse momentum spectra from transport theory, Nucl. Phys. A 941 (2015) 87
[arXiv:1502.04066] [INSPIRE].

– 28 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.014907
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.00807
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1710.00807
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2018.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2018.08.001
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Prog.Part.Nucl.Phys.%2C104%2C97%22
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101918-023806
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101918-023806
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.07709
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1903.07709
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2020.103801
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.08277
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A2005.08277
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2018.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2018.09.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.03824
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1803.03824
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.054907
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.07894
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1809.07894
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.014902
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10734
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1809.10734
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.162301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.02052
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1905.02052
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.022301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.022301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.14406
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1910.14406
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.96.044905
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.96.044905
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.05452
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1707.05452
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.86.054902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.86.054902
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.0481
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1208.0481
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.10.014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3178
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1303.3178
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.06.034
https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.2262
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1202.2262
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.89.054914
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.89.054914
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.6060
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1312.6060
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.114009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.7043
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1408.7043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2015.06.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.04066
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1502.04066


J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
3
4

[73] S. Plumari, G.L. Guardo, F. Scardina and V. Greco, Initial state fluctuations from
mid-peripheral to ultra-central collisions in a event-by-event transport approach, Phys. Rev. C
92 (2015) 054902 [arXiv:1507.05540] [INSPIRE].

[74] S. Plumari, Anisotropic flows and the shear viscosity of the QGP within an event-by-event
massive parton transport approach, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 2 [INSPIRE].

[75] Y. Sun, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Study of collective anisotropies v2 and v3 and their
fluctuations in pA collisions at LHC within a relativistic transport approach, Eur. Phys. J. C
80 (2020) 16 [arXiv:1907.11287] [INSPIRE].

[76] S. Plumari, A. Puglisi, M. Colonna, F. Scardina and V. Greco, Shear viscosity and chemical
equilibration of the QGP, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 420 (2013) 012029 [arXiv:1209.0601]
[INSPIRE].

[77] S. Plumari, W.M. Alberico, V. Greco and C. Ratti, Recent thermodynamic results from
lattice QCD analyzed within a quasi-particle model, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 094004
[arXiv:1103.5611] [INSPIRE].

[78] S. Borsányi et al., The QCD equation of state with dynamical quarks, JHEP 11 (2010) 077
[arXiv:1007.2580] [INSPIRE].

[79] S. Plumari, V. Minissale, S.K. Das, G. Coci and V. Greco, Charmed hadrons from
coalescence plus fragmentation in relativistic nucleus-nucleus collisions at RHIC and LHC,
Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 348 [arXiv:1712.00730] [INSPIRE].

[80] V. Greco, C.M. Ko and P. Levai, Parton coalescence and anti-proton/pion anomaly at RHIC,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 90 (2003) 202302 [nucl-th/0301093] [INSPIRE].

[81] M. Cacciari, S. Frixione, N. Houdeau, M.L. Mangano, P. Nason and G. Ridolfi, Theoretical
predictions for charm and bottom production at the LHC, JHEP 10 (2012) 137
[arXiv:1205.6344] [INSPIRE].

[82] H.T. Ding, A. Francis, O. Kaczmarek, F. Karsch, E. Laermann and W. Soeldner, Thermal
dilepton rate and electrical conductivity: an analysis of vector current correlation functions
in quenched lattice QCD, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 034504 [arXiv:1012.4963] [INSPIRE].

[83] A. Amato, G. Aarts, C. Allton, P. Giudice, S. Hands and J.-I. Skullerud, Electrical
conductivity of the quark-gluon plasma across the deconfinement transition, Phys. Rev. Lett.
111 (2013) 172001 [arXiv:1307.6763] [INSPIRE].

[84] B.B. Brandt, A. Francis, H.B. Meyer and H. Wittig, Thermal correlators in the ρ channel of
two-flavor QCD, JHEP 03 (2013) 100 [arXiv:1212.4200] [INSPIRE].

[85] P.V. Buividovich, M.N. Chernodub, D.E. Kharzeev, T. Kalaydzhyan, E.V. Luschevskaya and
M.I. Polikarpov, Magnetic-field-induced insulator-conductor transition in SU(2) quenched
lattice gauge theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 132001 [arXiv:1003.2180] [INSPIRE].

[86] A. Puglisi, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Shear viscosity η to electric conductivity σel ratio for
the quark-gluon plasma, Phys. Lett. B 751 (2015) 326 [arXiv:1407.2559] [INSPIRE].

[87] O. Teryaev and R. Usubov, Vorticity and hydrodynamic helicity in heavy-ion collisions in the
hadron-string dynamics model, Phys. Rev. C 92 (2015) 014906 [INSPIRE].

[88] E.E. Kolomeitsev, V.D. Toneev and V. Voronyuk, Vorticity and hyperon polarization at
energies available at JINR Nuclotron-based Ion Collider fAcility, Phys. Rev. C 97 (2018)
064902 [arXiv:1801.07610] [INSPIRE].

– 29 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.054902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.054902
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.05540
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1507.05540
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6510-9
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Eur.Phys.J.%2CC79%2C2%22
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7577-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7577-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11287
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1907.11287
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/420/1/012029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.0601
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1209.0601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.094004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.5611
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1103.5611
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2010)077
https://arxiv.org/abs/1007.2580
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1007.2580
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5828-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.00730
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1712.00730
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.202302
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0301093
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-th%2F0301093
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)137
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.6344
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1205.6344
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.034504
https://arxiv.org/abs/1012.4963
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1012.4963
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.172001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.172001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6763
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1307.6763
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2013)100
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.4200
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1212.4200
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.132001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1003.2180
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1003.2180
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.10.070
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.2559
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1407.2559
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.014906
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Phys.Rev.%2CC92%2C014906%22
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.064902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.064902
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.07610
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1801.07610


J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
1
)
0
3
4

[89] STAR collaboration, System-size independence of directed flow at the relativistic heavy-ion
collider, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 252301 [arXiv:0807.1518] [INSPIRE].

[90] G. Galesi, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Hadron production within a full transport approach with
statistical hadronization mechanism at RHIC and LHC energies, in preparation.

[91] W. Reisdorf and H.G. Ritter, Collective flow in heavy-ion collisions, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part.
Sci. 47 (1997) 663 [INSPIRE].

[92] A. Andronic, J. Lukasik, W. Reisdorf and W. Trautmann, Systematics of stopping and flow
in Au+Au collisions, Eur. Phys. J. A 30 (2006) 31 [nucl-ex/0608015] [INSPIRE].

[93] E.L. Bratkovskaya, W. Cassing, H. Stoecker and N. Xu, Collective flow of open and hidden
charm in Au+Au collisions at

√
s = 200GeV, Phys. Rev. C 71 (2005) 044901

[nucl-th/0409047] [INSPIRE].

[94] J.C. Dunlop, M.A. Lisa and P. Sorensen, Constituent quark scaling violation due to baryon
number transport, Phys. Rev. C 84 (2011) 044914 [arXiv:1107.3078] [INSPIRE].

[95] STAR collaboration, Beam-energy dependence of directed flow of Λ, Λ̄, K±, K0
s and φ in

Au+Au collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018) 062301 [arXiv:1708.07132] [INSPIRE].

[96] S.K. Das, F. Scardina, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Toward a solution to the RAA and v2 puzzle
for heavy quarks, Phys. Lett. B 747 (2015) 260 [arXiv:1502.03757] [INSPIRE].

– 30 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.252301
https://arxiv.org/abs/0807.1518
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A0807.1518
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.47.1.663
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.47.1.663
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+J%20%22Ann.Rev.Nucl.Part.Sci.%2C47%2C663%22
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2006-10101-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0608015
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-ex%2F0608015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.71.044901
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0409047
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2Bnucl-th%2F0409047
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.84.044914
https://arxiv.org/abs/1107.3078
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1107.3078
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.062301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.07132
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1708.07132
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.06.003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.03757
https://inspirehep.net/search?p=find+EPRINT%2BarXiv%3A1502.03757

	Introduction
	Charm quarks transport equation in the electromagnetic field
	Set up of the initial condition
	Vorticity of the QGP
	Directed flow of D mesons at top RHIC energy
	Directed flow of D mesons at top LHC energy
	Conclusions

