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There are several works, which investigated the

& 16l T EOS dependence with 1D simulation

n .

= 14f * Since 1D simulations fail to produce explosion,
g 13 the representable physical quantities in these
> Hempel+ 11 )

el RMF | studies are
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2D Explosions of 11.2 M _star : Test of EoS Influence
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2D Explosions of 11.2 M _star : Test of EoS Influence
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* The symmetry energy would have greater impact than the incompressibility

* The difference of the incompressibility does not affect the dynamics very much
at least with the current setup

* In order to make the complete understanding of EOS impacts, a more
systematic study is strongly required!
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