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FIG. 8: (Color online) Comparison of hydrodynamic models to experimental data on charged hadron integrated (left) and
minimum bias (right) elliptic flow by PHOBOS [4] and STAR [5], respectively. STAR event plane data has been reduced by
20 percent to estimate the removal of non-flow contributions [5, 6]. The line thickness for the hydrodynamic model curves
is an estimate of the accumulated numerical error (due to, e.g., finite grid spacing). The integrated v2 coefficient from the
hydrodynamic models (full lines) is well reproduced by 1

2
ep (dots); indeed, the difference between the full lines and dots gives

an estimate of the systematic uncertainty of the freeze-out prescription.

Initial condition η/s Ti [GeV] Tf [GeV] τ0 [fm/c] a [GeV−1]

Glauber 10−4 0.340 0.14 1 2

Glauber 0.08 0.333 0.14 1 2

Glauber 0.16 0.327 0.14 1 2

CGC 10−4 0.310 0.14 1 2

CGC 0.08 0.304 0.14 1 2

CGC 0.16 0.299 0.14 1 2

CGC 0.24 0.293 0.14 1 2

TABLE I: Summary of parameters used for the viscous hydrodynamics simulations


