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HADES vs. STAR FXT data, C,/C,
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Both HADES and STAR FXT show sharp increase in C,/C; and sign change

For a quantitative comparison
Differences in acceptance should be accounted for
Corresponding baselines need to be calculated
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HADES vs. STAR FXT data, C,/C,
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HADES: —-0.4 <y <04, 04 <p,<1.6GeV/c STAR FXT Data: —0.5 <y <0, 04 <p, <2GeV/c

Both HADES and STAR FXT show sharp decrease in C5/C; and sign change

For a quantitative comparison
Differences in acceptance should be accounted for
Corresponding baselines need to be calculated
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HADES vs. STAR FXT data, C,/C,
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For a quantitative comparison
Differences in acceptance should be accounted for
Corresponding baselines need to be calculated
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What do we see
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THE INTERPLAY OF REPULSIVE AND ATTRACTIVE FORCES BETWEEN PROTONS EXPLAINS THE
SYSTEMATIC TRENDS OBSERVED IN THE STAR BESII AND DATA
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