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It is important to understand whether α-clustering structures can leave traces in ultra-relativistic
heavy ion collisions. Using the modified AMPT model, we simulate three α + core configurations
of 44Ti in 44Ti+44Ti collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV as well as other systems with Woods-Saxon

structures. One of these configurations has no additional constraint, but the other two have the
Mott density edge rMott set as either a lower or upper bound on the cluster position rα to check the
influence of α dissolution. This is the first time that the initial stage of the geometric properties
in heavy-ion collisions has been configured using the traditional treatment of the nuclear structure.
We compare the radial nucleon density, multiplicity distribution, transverse momentum spectra,
eccentricity, triangularity, elliptic flow and triangular flow of these six systems. α + core structures
can alter all these observations especially in the most-central collisions, among which elliptic flow is
the most hopeful as a probe of such structures.

I. INTRODUCTION

Predicted by quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [1], the
confinement of hadronic matter may be broken under
extreme conditions at high temperature or density, re-
sulting in a new matter state called quark-gluon plasma
(QGP) [2]. QGP contains deconfined quarks and gluons,
providing us a chance to understand the essence of strong
interaction on a new scale, which can help develop QCD
further in return. Besides, the extreme conditions re-
quired by QGP are expected to exist in the early universe
right after the Big Bang [3], so the investigation of QGP
is also of great importance for revealing the universe ori-
gin. One of the important tools to gain such conditions
is the ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collision, which is cur-
rently performed by the CERN (European Organization
for Nuclear Research) Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [4–
6] and the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) at the
Brookhaven National Laboratory [7–9]. Extensive stud-
ies are helpful in exploring the QCD phase structure and
diagram [10–14]. Among the results presented by differ-
ent QGP probes, particle production [15] and collectivity
[16] play instrumental roles in describing the evolution of
collision systems. It is widely recognized that they reflect
the initial state of system and efforts to explain them usu-
ally involve modeling of the basic collision mechanism.
Recently, the influences of nuclear structure are taken

into account in this community by transport or hydro-
dynamics models configured with initial nuclear struc-
ture [17–23]. And these works suggest that there is a
potential window on investigating nuclear structure by
relativistic heavy-ion collisions [24, 25]. Among various
nuclear structures, the α-clustering structure inside nu-
clei is of particular interest. The α cluster model, first
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proposed by Gamow [26], has been demonstrated to be
a powerful tool in describing nuclear structure [27–29],
α decay [30, 31], ground state bands [32] and so on. In
this model, light nuclei could be thought to be made
of α clusters as well as some nucleons or other smaller
clusters [27, 33–35], while for heavy nuclei, only part of
nucleons may cluster and a core could be formed by the
remained nucleons [30, 32, 36]. The clustering effect is
important to nuclear equations of state, nucleosynthesis
and many other problems [37–40]. Various observables
have therefore been proposed to study the clustering of
nuclei in the heavy-ion reaction, such as collective flow
[41–44], multiplicity correlation [45, 46] as well as gi-
ant resonance [38, 47–49] etc. It is still an interesting
question whether such cluster structures will form sig-
natures in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Some
review on α-clustering effects can be found in [24, 50–
52]. For light nuclei, there is prediction [41, 53, 54] that
clustering may lead to the variance of harmonic flow mea-
sures, implying a granular geometry preserved in ultra-
relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Some positive simulation
results [42, 54–56] have been reported under a multiphase
transport (AMPT) model [57]. However, for heavy nu-
clei, behaviors of α-cluster structures remain unclear in
ultra-relativistic collisions, and further investigation is
required.

Among heavy nuclei, those with potential α + dou-
bly magic core structures draw extra concentration since
they match well with the binary α cluster model [32, 58]
and avoid a complex many-body problem [59]. Through
a modified AMPT model, we test this cluster model by
simulating 44Ti + 44Ti collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV

with α + core (α + c) or Woods-Saxon (W-S) struc-
tures. We analyze the influence of this mode on yields
and harmonic flow of major charged particles (π±, K±,
p, p̄) and find possible signatures related to the α + 40Ca
structure. Sec. II presents our approaches to acquiring
the α + core simulation and analyzing the results. Re-

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.04362v1
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2782-7801
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0233-9900


2

sults and discussion are shown in Sec. III, and the last
section is the conclusion.

II. METHODOLOGY

The AMPT model is a hybrid transport model aimed
at simulating heavy ion collisions at RHIC and LHC en-
ergy [57, 60]. It contains several sub-models, such as
the heavy-ion jet interaction generator (HIJING) model
[61], Zhang’s parton cascade (ZPC) model [62], the Lund
JETSET fragmentation model [63, 64], a quark coales-
cence model and a relativistic transport (ART) model
[65]. In our work, heavy-ion collisions at the center of
mass energy

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV will reach ultra-high

temperature, leading to high QGP formation possibility.
Hence, a string-melting version of the AMPT model is
chosen for our simulation. In this model version, all ex-
cited strings are fragmented into partons and hadronized
together with minijet partons, which is closer to the QGP
case.

In the AMPT model, the initial conditions of the colli-
sions are provided by the HIJINGmodel, where projectile
and target nuclei are shaped into Woods-Saxon distribu-
tions and then the positions of constituent nucleons are
set event by event. A 3-parameter Fermi function of the
position r is used to describe Woods-Saxon distributions:

f(r) =A
1 + ωr2/c2

1 + exp[(r − c)/z]
. (1)

Here A is the normalization factor, c is the radius pa-
rameter, z is the diffusion parameter, and ω is the newly
added third parameter. If ω < 0, this function is cut off
at 1+ωr2/c2 = 0. For 40Ca, there are optimized param-
eters preset in the HIJING model, while for 44Ti, only
automatically fitted data is available. 50Ti, a natural
nuclei with a neutron magic number N = 28, is consid-
ered as a singly closed shell core in the binary α cluster
model [66] and also not preset in the HIJING model. We
additionally include it in our simulation to evaluate this
fitting and test the system size effects.

Instead of fixed cluster configurations common in light
nucleus research [42, 54], a non-localized α + 40Ca struc-
ture is introduced to modify the initial conditions by
using the local potential model (LPM) [30, 67]. This
structure features global motion of clusters and has well
described the alpha condensate state of light nuclei like
12C [68] and the α + core structure of heavy nuclei such
as 20Ne [69] and 212Po [59]. In LPM, we utilize the clus-
ter position rα [30, 67] to describe the α cluster potential
V (rα), which can be divided into the Coulomb potential
VC(rα), the centrifugal potential VL(rα), and the nuclear
potential VN (rα). With a uniformly charged spherical

core assumption, VC(rα) can be written as

VC(rα) =















ZαZce
2

2R

(

3− r2α
R2

)

, rα < R

ZαZce
2

rα
, rα ≥ R

(2)

where Zα and Zc are the charge numbers of the α cluster
and the core, and R is the core radius decided later by
fitting VN (rα). The form of VL(rα) is

VL(rα) =
~
2

2µαr2α
L(L+ 1), (3)

with L the azimuthal quantum number and µα is the re-
duced mass in α two-body systems. Here we suppose that
projectile and target nuclei are at their ground states, so
L is equal to zero and VL(rα) can be neglected. As for
VN (rα), we select a (1 + Gaussian) × (W.S. + W.S.3)
potential model [58], with which VN (rα) can be simply
decided by the length rα. In this model there is

VN (rα) =− V0

(

1 + λe−r2
α
/σ2

)

{

b

1 + e(rα−R)/a
+

1− b

[1 + e(rα−R)/3a]3

}

,

(4)

where V0, λ, a and b are fixed parameters, R and σ are
free parameters for fitting. Here these parameters are
the same as in Ref. [58], which well describes the ground
state bands of 44Ti. Specifically, we set V0 = 220 MeV,
a = 0.65 fm, b = 0.3, λ = 0.14, R = 4.551 fm, and σ =
0.425 fm. Then with α decay energy Eα = −5.1271 MeV
[70], we can gain the cluster’s radial wave function ϕL(rα)
by numerically solve its stationary Schrödinger equation.
Figure 1 (a) shows the normalized radial component of
the cluster wave function fL(rα) = ϕL(rα)rα/YLM (θ, φ).
The probability density of rα can be gained from ρ(rα) =
|fL(rα)|2 and the corresponding cumulative distribution
function FL(rα) is presented in Fig. 1 (b).
With FL(rα), we are able to insert an α cluster before

core nucleons are placed. In the binary α cluster model,
external influence on cluster or core nucleons is usually
neglected, so here both α clusters and 40Ca cores have
Woods-Saxon inner structures, and their parameters are
simply decided by the HIJING preset data. For α, it
means c = 0.964 fm, z = 0.322 fm, and ω = 0.517 in Eq.
(1). For 40Ca, there is c = 3.766 fm, z = 0.586 fm, and
ω = −0.161. According to Ref. [59], the Pauli block-
ing may lead to the dissolution of α clusters at the Mott
density ρMott = 0.02917 fm−3, which is rMott = 4.498 fm
for 40Ca. This Mott density of a nucleus is given by the
maximum density at which a nucleus of zero momentum
can still be bound [71, 72]. That is to say, α clusters
may not always exist in the α + core nuclei even if the
model fully matches the reality. As pointed out in Refs.
[30, 73, 74], the α cluster preformation probability Pα

can be estimated by calculating its distribution outside
rMott. And according to these references, Pα usually has
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FIG. 1. The normalized radial component fL(rα) of the α cluster wave function for 44Ti at the ground state (a) and the
cumulative rα distribution function FL(rα) (b).
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FIG. 2. The nucleon density ρ of projectile and target nuclei
shown linearly in the main graph and logarithmically in the
top right as a function of the distance r.

a magnitude of a few tenths, which can be high enough to
form observable alteration. Shown in Fig. 1 (b), about
55% of clusters are in rα > rMott for the classical binary
cluster model, which is acceptable considering the exist-
ing results. Since the clustering state is not completely
dominant, we also test the influence of cluster dissolution
by cutting off rα at rMott like in Pα estimation in addi-
tion to the widely adopted no dissolution case. Though
rα < rMott case results in the breaking of the nuclear
matter saturation as discussed following, the simulation
can be a comparison for α cluster effect with other cases.

To characterize the initial geometry, we utilize the ec-
centricity εn of participant partons and the anisotropic
flow vn of final charged particles. εn is a direct descrip-
tion of spatial anisotropy. In specific heavy-ion collision,

it can be defined as [55]

εn =

√

〈rn cos(nϕpart)〉2 + 〈rn sin(nϕpart)〉2

〈rn〉 , (5)

where ϕpart is the azimuthal angle and r the position.
ε2 is usually called eccentricity and ε3 is called triangu-
larity. 〈· · · 〉 denotes average over participant nucleons
here, but later 〈εn〉 means average over events. Hydro-
dynamics demonstrates a picture that the initial asym-
metry in coordinate space will transfer to the final mo-
mentum space [75]. And we should point out the initial
geometry asymmetry in the collisions includes the intrin-
sic structures and the overlapped region of the colliding
nuclei, as well as fluctuation. In actual collision experi-
ments, the participant parton positions are undetectable
due to quark confinement, so description from collective
flow reflecting anisotropy of particles at the final state is
also necessary. On the other hand, the investigation of
the final momentum space will disclose the properties of
the initial stage and in further the intrinsic structure of
nuclei.
The anisotropic components of collective flow can be

characterized by the Fourier expansion of particle mo-
mentum distribution [76–81]:

E
d3N

d3p
=

1

2π

d2N

pTdpTdy

{

1 +

∞
∑

n=1

2vn cos[n(ϕ−Ψn)]

}

.(6)

Here E is the particle energy, pT is the transverse mo-
mentum, and y is the rapidity. The Fourier expansion
coefficient vn is the n-th order of the anisotropic flow
and Ψn is the corresponding event plane angle. Among
all orders of flow, the elliptic flow v2 and the triangu-
lar flow v3 draw extra attention since they represent
the initial collision geometry and its fluctuations, re-
spectively [82]. A common way to extract anisotropic
flow is the cumulant method [83], which allows us to
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FIG. 3. The multiplicity distribution of major charged par-
ticles within |η| < 0.5 (a) and ratios to the Woods-Saxon
structure in 44Ti + 44Ti systems (b).

build multi-particle azimuthal correlations without loop-
ing over all particle multiplets. In a two sub-event case,

with Qn =
∑M

i=1 e
inϕi storing the azimuthal angle infor-

mation of M particles, the two-particle correlation and
its average over all events in this method can be written
as [84]

〈2〉a|b =
Qn,aQ

∗
n,b

MaMb
,

〈〈2〉〉a|b =
ΣeventsMaMb 〈2〉a|b

ΣeventsMaMb
,

(7)

where a and b are symbols for these two sub-events. The
corresponding n-th order flow can be written as

va|bn {2} =

√

c
a|b
n {2} =

√

〈〈2〉〉a|b, (8)

where c
a|b
n {2} is the two-particle cumulant. Here we as-

sume the flow in two sub-events is the same, which is rea-
sonable in a symmetric system with the same sub-event
kinetic windows.

We can also generate two-particle correlation directly
to extract collective flow [82, 85, 86]. For trigger-
associated particle correlation, we can go over all particle
pairs and gain a per-trigger-particle associated yield,

1

Ntrig

d2Npair

d∆ηd∆ϕ
= B(0, 0)

S(∆ϕ,∆η)

B(∆ϕ,∆η)
,

S(∆ϕ,∆η) =
1

Ntrig

d2Nsame

d∆ϕd∆η
,

B(∆ϕ,∆η) =
1

Ntrig

d2Nmix

d∆ϕd∆η
,

(9)

where ∆ϕ and ∆η are the differences in ϕ and pseudo-
rapidity η of the pair, and Ntrig is the trigger particle
yield. S(∆φ,∆η) is the per-trigger-particle pair yield in
the same event. B(∆φ,∆η) is generated by pairing trig-
ger particles with associated particles from other events.
The Fourier expansion of associated yields is

1

Ntrig

dNpair

d∆ϕ
=

Nasso

2π

[

1 +
∞
∑

n=1

2Vn∆ cos(n∆ϕ)

]

, (10)

where Vn∆ is the coefficient and Nasso is the associated
particle yield. With non-flow correlation reduced, there
is

Vn∆ = vasson vtrign , (11)

and

vcorrn =
√

Vn∆ (vasson = vtrign ), (12)

where vasson , vtrign and vcorrn are the flow of associated
particles, triggers, and the entire correlation system re-
spectively. In practice a ∆η gap is applied to Eq.(9)
while projected into one-dimensional correlation function
of Eq.(10), which is considered to reduce non-flow effec-
tively.

III. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

In this work, three collision systems of Woods-Saxon
nuclei and three of α + core 44Ti are simulated by the
string-melting AMPT model version 2.26t7b. The first
three systems are 50Ti + 50Ti, 40Ca + 40Ca, and 44Ti
+ 44Ti. In other three systems, one has no rα con-
straint, one follows rα > rMott, and the last one fol-
lows rα < rMott. Each system has 8 × 105 events, which
are uniformly divided into ten centrality classes accord-
ing to the multiplicity of major charged particles within
pT > 0.2 GeV/c and |η| < 0.5 (Nch).
To assess the initialization configuration, we first ex-

tract the radial nucleon density of projectile and target
nuclei, which is presented in Fig. 2. The central nu-
cleon density is almost the same for Woods-Saxon 40Ca,
50Ti and 44Ti, showing typical nuclear matter saturation.
However, this feature is broken for nuclei with a classi-
cal α + core structure. Further density increase appears
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FIG. 4. The transverse momentum spectra of major charged
particles within |η| < 0.5 for integrating all centralities. The
red line connected with red squares is plotted for the case of
W-S as a baseline for comparing other 44Ti + 44Ti systems.
The same situation is presented in following figures.

for rα < rMott, while for rα > rMott, the saturation is
restored, indicating that this breaking is due to clusters
neglecting Pauli blocking. This negligence widely exists
in energy level calculation, where the result is mainly
drawn from stationary Schrödinger equations regardless
of the cluster dissolution [58, 67]. Some progress has been
made in Ref. [69], where cluster motion avoids mutual
overlap due to the Pauli blocking effect. However, this
just falls in the rα > rMott case and the cluster dissolution
is not directly handled. So future optimization to intro-
duce such transition is still necessary in relative areas.
Another difference is in the peripheral area. For Woods-
Saxon nuclei, the nucleon density decreases exponentially
in peripheral areas, but for α + core structures, the clus-
ters introduce another density enhancement. This time
the Mott density constraint concentrates more clusters
outside and hence leads to higher peripheral density than
the classical cluster model’s.

Seeing such density distribution differences, we expect
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FIG. 5. The nuclear modification factor RCP of the centrality
class 0-10% as a function of pT. The centrality class 80-90%
is the denominator.

alteration related to nuclear structures in particle pro-
duction. Fig. 3 (a) reports the probability distribution
of Nch as P(Nch). Distributions of all systems look alike
at low Nch, reflecting the low possibility of clusters ap-
pearing in collision zones and similar surface behaviors
of Woods-Saxon nuclei or cores. But when Nch is high,
the influence of nuclear structures starts to play an im-
portant role in the multiplicity distribution. A P(Nch)
ratio comparison is presented for 44Ti + 44Ti systems in
Fig. 3 (b), where clear depression is seen in rα > rMott

at high Nch, while enhancement is shown instead when
rα < rMott. The mixed result of free α tends to de-
crease slightly since there are a bit more clusters outside
the cores as discussed in Sec. II. We also present the
transverse momentum spectra of major charged particles
within |η| < 0.5 for integrating all centralities in Fig. 4,
in which the red line connected with red squares is plot-
ted for the case of W-S as a baseline (the same in the
following figures). The distinction due to nuclear struc-
tures is rather small but still exists this time, which is
consistent with Fig. 3 (b) where the deviation only ap-
pears in the ultra-high Nch events and is lower than one
order of magnitude. This behaviour is similar to the mul-
tiplicity distribution and ratio in isobar collisions [22, 87]
while considering the neutron skin effect.
To further look into this phenomenon, we introduce the

nuclear modification factor RCP, which can be defined as
[88]

RCP =
d2N cent

ch /(dpTdy)/ 〈N cent
coll 〉

d2Nperi
ch /(dpTdy)/

〈

Nperi
coll

〉 . (13)

Here 〈Ncoll〉 is the average inelastic binary collision
number over events. The superscript “cent” represents
central collisions and “peri” means peripheral events.
RCP is usually used to estimate the particle production
suppression, and is widely considered to be negatively
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FIG. 6. Eccentricity (a) and triangularity (b) of participant
partons as a function of Nch.

correlated with multiplicity. Figure 5 shows the RCP re-
sults of the centrality class 0-10% with the class 80-90%
as the denominator. The 40Ca + 40Ca system shows the
highest RCP, while

50Ti + 50Ti has the lowest, reflecting
typical multiplicity correlation. Among 44Ti + 44Ti sys-
tems, in the low pT range the difference caused by nuclear
structures is more significant than in Fig. 4, which is also
negatively correlated with the multiplicity. At other pT,
RCP is almost the same for all 44Ti + 44Ti systems. Un-
fortunately, such difference is still far from distinguishing
itself compared with the system size influence.

Another issue about the initialization configuration is
the collision zone shape, which can be characterized by
εn defined in Eq. (5). Fig. 6 presents 〈ε2〉 and 〈ε3〉 of
participant partons in all centrality classes as a function
of Nch. 〈ε2〉 and 〈ε3〉 decrease with the increasing of
Nch in these collision systems, which presents a system
size dependence like that in our previous work [89]. For
Woods-Saxon nuclei, their eccentricity follows an order
of multiplicity, implying that for similar systems εn is
mainly affected by the system size. For cluster + core
nuclei, at low Nch the eccentricity is almost the same as

for the Woods-Saxon structure, while at high Nch an ec-
centricity enhancement appears when α clusters are in
rα > rMott or have no rα constraint. The enhancement
is stronger in rα > rMott, suggesting that it is α clus-
ters outside the cores that cause this εn enhancement.
These behaviors of εn also match the analysis of particle
production above, where the influence of cluster + core
structures plays an important role in high multiplicity
events but diminishes in peripheral collisions. Interest-
ingly, the α-cluster structure effects on the eccentricity
are consistent with our previous investigations [42, 54]
for 12C +12 C and 16O +16 O collisions where the chain
structure enhances ε2 and reduces ε3 and the triangle or
tetrahedron structure do the opposite. This implies that
the nuclear intrinsic structure plays an important role
in the geometry shape formation at the collision initial
stage.

Figure 7 shows the elliptic flow and the triangular flow
of major charged particles gained with two sub-event
cumulants or direct two-particle correlation. For the
two sub-event cumulant method, the kinetic window is
−2.4 < ηa < 0, 0 < ηb < 2.4 and 0.3 < pT < 4.0 GeV/c,
where ηa and ηb are the pseudorapidity of particles in
sub-events a and b, respectively. For direct two-particle
correlation, the kinetic window of the trigger and associ-
ated particles is 0.3 < pT < 4.0 GeV/c and −2.4 < η <
2.4, so that the measurement involves the same particles
as in the two sub-event cumulant method. A pseudora-
pidity gap ∆η > 2.0 is required for effective correlation to
avoid non-flow effects. The result of peripheral events in
centrality 60−100% is omitted since jet-like correlation is

the main source of v2, and v3 here. In Fig. 7 (a) v
a|b
2 {2}

shows obvious enhancement for cluster + core structures
except in rα < rMott, while in Fig. 7 (b) v

a|b
3 {2} of all

systems follows similar multiplicity order except in the
highest multiplicity class. In Fig. 7 (c) and (d), the re-

sults of vcorr2 and vcorr3 show great similarity with v
a|b
2 {2}

and v
a|b
3 {2}, showing that the difference between v2 and

v3 is independent of the exact tool to extract the flow.

To carry out further investigation, we try a new per-
spective of the flow-to-eccentricity ratio. Hydrodynamic
calculations [75, 90] point out that there is a propor-
tional relationship between εn and vn for n = 2, 3, so
their ratio might be able to reflect the efficiency to trans-
form initial geometry asymmetry to final momentum

space asymmetry [42]. The ratios of v
a|b
n {2} to 〈εn〉 are

shown in Fig. 8. Although the behaviors of v
a|b
2 {2} and

v
a|b
3 {2} are quite different, their ratios to corresponding
eccentricity do share the same pattern. Like the case

of 〈εn〉, v
a|b
n {2}/ 〈εn〉 of Woods-Saxon systems follows

the order of multiplicity, while for core + cluster nuclei,

v
a|b
n {2}/ 〈εn〉 shows influence of nuclear structures at high
Nch except in rα < rMott. This time binary structures
lead to a slight depression, indicating that the cluster
effects may be weakened by particle interaction during

collisions to some extent. Combining 〈εn〉, va|bn {2} and
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FIG. 7. The elliptic flow and triangular flow by the two sub-event cumulant method or by the direct two-particle correlation

method as a function of Nch. (a) and (b) are v
a|b
2 {2} and v

a|b
3 {2} by the two sub-event cumulant method, and (c) and (d) are

vcorr2 and vcorr3 by the direct two-particle correlation method.

v
a|b
n {2}/ 〈εn〉, we can say that the different behaviors be-
tween v2 and v3 are likely to be the natural result of
system evolution.

To investigate the kinetic window dependence of the in-
fluence of α-cluster nuclear structure, the pT-differential

v
a|b
n {2} of the centrality class 0-10% is calculated and

shown in Figure 9. v
a|b
2 {2} and v

a|b
3 {2} increase with the

increasing of pT and reach the maximum around pT ∼ 2.5
GeV/c, and then present a decreasing tend. The core +

cluster enhancement is still obvious this time for v
a|b
2 {2},

while v
a|b
3 {2} remains similar for all six systems. So the

α-cluster nuclear structure effect on collective flow dose
not depend on the selected pT window and pT-differential
collective flow may also be a good probe for nuclear struc-
tures.

From the above analysis of the differential flow in the
most-central collisions and the Nch dependence of flow,
it is shown that elliptic flow coefficients in the natu-
ral nucleus collision systems, 50Ti + 50Ti, 44Ti(W-S) +

44Ti(W-S), 40Ca + 40Ca, follow the order of v2(
40Ca) >

v2(
44Ti(W − S)) > v2(

50Ti) which is consistent with our
previous study of the system size dependence of collective
flow [89]. And it is obvious that 44Ti + 44Ti configured
with α-clusters is significantly biased against the order of
v2 in the natural nucleus collision systems, up to 10%, no
matter whether the Mott density is taken into account
for 44Ti. In the experiment, a system scan of relativistic
heavy-ion collisions near 44Ti could be considered as a
probe to explore the signature of the α-cluster structure
in 44Ti.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we test the influence of α cluster + core
structures on particle production and collectivity in 44Ti
+ 44Ti collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV with the AMPT

model where the initial geometry properties is configured
by using the traditional treatment method of the nuclear
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FIG. 8. Ratios of v
a|b
2 {2} to 〈ε2〉 (a) and v

a|b
3 {2} to 〈ε3〉 (b)

as a function of Nch.

structure. Due to α dissolution, there might be the so-
called Mott density restricting the positions of α clus-
ters. So we try three modes of binary structures, which
are rα < rMott, rα > rMott and free rα. For real nuclei,
only the last two are possible. The absence of α dissolu-
tion greatly increases central nucleon density and leads to
the breaking of nuclear matter saturation, implying the
necessity of including Mott density in future α + core
structure research. Clusters outside cores also raise the
peripheral nucleon density but to a much smaller degree.

In particle production, the structure influence mainly
contributes to high multiplicity events. Systems with
clusters inside cores show a higher fraction of high Nch

events, and clusters outside cores lead to the contrary.
The mixed mode is similar to the Woods-Saxon situa-
tion, with a much weaker enhancement at high Nch. The
alteration is less than one order of magnitude, so it is
hard to detect binary structures in transverse momen-
tum spectra. We also calculate the nuclear modification
factor RCP in the centrality class 0-10% and found that
the signal is stronger, but still not enough to decide the
structure. The initial geometry is also affected by clus-
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FIG. 9. v
a|b
2 {2} (a) and v

a|b
3 {2} (b) as a function of pT in the

centrality class 0-10%.

ter + core structures. Both ε2 and ε3 are increased by
clusters outside cores, while clusters inside seem to have
no effect. The difference in v2 is strengthened in compar-
ison with ε2, so there may be possibility to distinguish
the binary structure with a cross-check of elliptic flow
in similar systems. However, in v3 the difference almost
vanishes due to system evolution, leaving traces only in
central events.

Although it is still under debate whether α clus-
ter structures can generate strong signatures in ultra-
relativistic heavy-ion collisions, there have been many
predictions about the all-cluster structures. Our result
provides a new insight of α + core structures into this
issue, showing that elliptic flow might be a good probe
of binary structures, while triangular flow and particle
production are less sensitive to these structures. And
a system scan of relativistic heavy-ion collisions is pro-
posed to be performed in the experiment to investigate
α + core structures through the system dependence of
elliptic flow.
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