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The fully corrected A(1520) + cc. p.-differential yield measured in Pb-Pb collisions at vs,, = 5.02 TeV at midrapidity (ly| < 0.5) in the six centrality classes is shown
In Figure 4.
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The spectral shapes are compared with Blast-Wave model [3] and MUSIC hydrodynamic model [4] with SMASH afterburner from 5.02 TeV Pb-Pb predictions.
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The spectral shapes show good agreement with the Blast-Wave [3] (parameters obtained from m/K/p fits) and close to MUSIC with SMASH afterburner prediction [4]
at low p_, while they diverge at high p_.
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MUSIC slightly underestimates the data with possible explanation that this model underestimates overall strangeness production at midrapidity. A I
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<p.> and particle ratios results: A(1520)/A
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1. The <p_> of A(1520) as shown in Figure 5, increases from peripheral to central collisions (~47% higher in 0-10% than 70-90% centrality class), increases faster than Pb-Pb at vs , = 2.76 TeV [5] values, higher than
Blast-Wave model (1i/K/p) [3] and EPOS3 (with UrQMD) model [6] predictions at 2.76 TeV, but EPOS3 fails to predicts data if UrQMD is off.

2. This observation confirms the common hydrodynamic evolution picture. Predictions from MUSIC+SMASH afterburner [4] are consistent with data in central collisions but underestimate in peripheral collisions, overall
better agreement with the data. When SMASH afterburner is turned off, the value of <p_> is underestimated.

3. The p_-integrated A(1520)/A yield ratio in Pb-Pb collisions at vs,, = 5.02 TeV is shown in Figure 6. The ratio is suppressed in central collisions (0-10%) as compared to the values observed in peripheral collisions,
p-Pb, pp collisions and predictions from statistical hadronisation models (SHMs).

4. The p_-integrated A(1520)/A yield ratio in central Pb-Pb collisions (0-10%) is 62.55% lower than 70-90% peripheral Pb-Pb collisions at 7.1c level and 60% lower than thermal model predictions [7,8,9,10,11] and
follows published Pb-Pb at Vs, = 2.76 collisions suppression trend [3] with wider multiplicity coverage and highest precision so far for any resonance measurements at LHC energies.

5. MUSIC with SMASH afterburner [4] reproduces the multiplicity suppression trend with a good agreement with data, showing the importance of a macroscopic description of the late hadronic interactions.

6. MUSIC without SMASH is the first ever prediction without an afterburner. It gives a flat curve, matches peripheral 70-90% Pb-Pb collisions, and is also near the results for pp.

observed.

\7. This measurement with highest multiplicity and improved accuracy further confirms the formation of a dense hadronic phase in which a significant reduction of the observable yield of short-lived resonances is /
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