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Anisotropic flows i.e. azimuthal anisotropies in the particle production are one of the important
probes in characterizing the properties of the strongly interacting matter created in the relativistic
heavy-ion collisions. These observables are sensitive to both the transport properties as well as the
equation of state (EOS) of the Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) matter. We have adopted the
Boltzmann transport equation (BTE) in the relaxation time approximation (RTA) to describe the
experimental data for harmonic flows such as elliptic flow (v2), triangular flow (vs), quadrangular
flow (v4) obtained in heavy- ion collisions at Large Hadron Collider (LHC) energies. In this analysis,
we have used Tsallis statistics as an initial distribution and the Tsallis Blast wave (TBW) descrip-
tion is used as the equilibrium distribution function while describing the evolution of the particle
production in BTE. We have fitted the transverse momentum spectra, va, vs, and vs of identified
hadrons such as pion, kaon, and proton for Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions at the LHC energies of
VSnn =5.02 TeV and /syn = 5.44 TeV, respectively for various centralities. Our study offers the
comparative analysis between the two distinct collision systems operating at comparable collision
energies. The present formulation successfully fits the experimental data for ppr- spectra upto pr =
8 GeV and effectively explains the anisotropic flows data upto pr = 10 GeV with a very favourable
x> /ndf. We observe that the average transverse flow velocity (< 8 >) and the kinetic freeze-out
temperature (T') extracted in our analysis decrease as we go towards the peripheral collisions. Non-
extensive parameters (gaa and gpp) exhibit an ascending trend from central to peripheral collisions,
signifying an almost thermalized system in the most central collisions and a non-equilibrium state in
peripheral ones. The azimuthal modulation amplitudes (pq) for v2, vs, and v4 exhibit an increasing
pattern as one moves from the most central to peripheral collisions in both the Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe

nuclei interactions.

PACS numbers: 25.75.-q,25.75.Nq,25.75.Gz, 25.75.Dw,12.38.Mh, 24.85.4+p

I. INTRODUCTION

The investigation of high-energy heavy ion collisions
has emerged as a cornerstone of modern nuclear and par-
ticle physics, offering a unique window into the funda-
mental properties of matter under extreme conditions.
A key aspect of these collisions is the intricate interplay
between the participating particles, leading to complex
momentum transfer phenomena that shape the evolution
of the collision dynamics. The quantitative understand-
ing of these momentum transfer is pivotal not only for
unraveling the underlying physics but also for inform-
ing the development of advanced theoretical models and
experimental strategies. One of the prime goals of rela-
tivistic heavy-ion collision programs is to characterize the
properties of the hot and dense medium known as Quark
Gluon Plasma (QGP) created in these collisions. Ear-
lier investigations conducted at the Super Proton Syn-
chrotron (SPS), CERN [1], at the Relativistic Heavy Ion
Collider (RHIC) [2-6] and at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) [7-10] have yielded compelling evidence suggest-
ing the presence of the QGP, setting the stage for fur-
ther in-depth exploration in heavy ion collision experi-
ments. The properties of this medium can be studied
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via azimuthal anisotropies of the produced particles in
the momentum space. These momentum anisotropies
are arise due to the initial state geometry asymmetries.
These asymmetries are characterized by the Fourier ex-
pansion coefficients vo, vs, v4, €tc., of the azimuthal dis-
tribution of the particles. Experimentally, the azimuthal
anisotropies for the hadrons created in the heavy- ion col-
lisions have been studied at the RHIC [11-14] and at the
LHC [15, 16] energies. Theoretically, relativistic hydro-
dynamics are extensively used to study the anisotropic
flows measured in the heavy-ion collisions for the recent
review on hydrodynamics see ref. [17]).

The Boltzmann Transport Equation (BTE), a fun-
damental concept in the statistical mechanics, finds a
profound application in the study of the medium cre-
ated in the heavy ion collisions. Emerging from the ki-
netic theory of gases, it provides a mathematical frame-
work for understanding the intricate dynamics of parti-
cles within the extreme conditions generated during high-
energy heavy- ion collisions. In the context of the heavy
ion collisions, this equation serves several critical pur-
poses. The equation can be adapted to study collective
phenomena, such as the development of flow patterns
within the medium. This helps us in understanding how
the initial state of the colliding nuclei evolves into a com-
plex, collective behaviour, shedding light on the prop-
erties of the created medium. In this investigation, we
have employed Tsallis statistics as the initial distribu-
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tion, and for elucidating the particle production evolu-
tion within the Boltzmann Transport Equation (BTE),
we have adopted the Tsallis Blast Wave (TBW) descrip-
tion as the equilibrium distribution function.

Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics, which underlie classical
thermodynamics, assumes that systems in equilibrium
are described by the exponential distribution and relies
heavily on the concept of entropy. However, in some
complex systems, such as those with long-range inter-
actions, fractal structures, or in non-extensive thermo-
dynamics, Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics may not be ade-
quate. Tsallis statistics [18] introduces a modified form
of entropy, now called the Tsallis entropy (S;), which
is parametrized by a non-extensive parameter,”’q”. The
Tsallis entropy leads to a generalized probability distri-
bution function, known as the Tsallis distribution (or
Tsallis g-distribution). This distribution plays a crucial
role in the study of complex systems and has found ap-
plications in the various fields of physics, including the
exploration of the properties of QGP [19-23] and the im-
provement of the Boltzmann transport equation.

Boltzmann-Gibbs blast- wave (BGBW) model [24, 25]
has long served as a fundamental pillar in this field. The
BGBW model, a stalwart in this domain, postulates a
critical assumption: the system reaches a local thermal
equilibrium at a specific moment in time before embark-
ing on a hydrodynamic evolution [26]. It has successfully
described observables such as transverse momentum dis-
tributions of identified particles, offering valuable insights
into the transverse expansion and the temperature at the
moment when hadrons decouple from the system. In ref-
erences [27, 28], the viscous blast-wave model is used to
study the transverse momentum spectra and azimuthal
anisotropies of various particles measured in heavy-ion
collision experiments. In a recent work [29], the origin
of azimuthal asymmetry in nuclear collisions is explored
by employing a model that considers both the particles
generated in the initial high-energy collisions and the
collective effects characterized by an expansion similar
to a Blast-Wave. However, the BGBW model faces a
significant challenge, the inherent fluctuations in initial
conditions [30], which fluctuate unpredictably from one
collision event to another. These fluctuations can pro-
foundly influence particle spectra, particularly in the low
and intermediate transverse momentum (pr) range. To
account for the influence of fluctuations, the authors [31]
opted to replace the Boltzmann distribution with the
Tsallis distribution [18] for modelling the particle emis-
sion source, thereby adapting the statistical framework
to better accommodate fluctuation-related phenomena.
This fundamental shift has given rise to the Tsallis blast-
wave (TBW) model, uniquely equipped to explore par-
ticle spectra in details. TBW model has been employed
to scrutinize the spectra of a variety of particles, encom-
passing 7%, k%, p(p), ¢, A(A), and =~ () for Au-Au
collisions at /sy = 200 GeV [31]. Inref. [32], TBW was
undertaken to encompass the spectra of both strange and
non-strange hadrons. The results revealed a notable dis-

tinction in the central collisions, where strange hadrons
exhibited smaller non-extensive parameter and average
transverse flow velocity values alongside higher tempera-
tures compared to the non-strange hadrons. This obser-
vation implies a potential earlier decoupling of strange
hadrons relative to non-strange ones. In ref. [26], the au-
thors delved into the particle spectra of Pb-Pb, Xe-Xe,
and p-Pb collisions at energies of 2.76 TeV (for Pb-Pb),
5.02 TeV (for Pb-Pb and p-Pb) and 5.44 TeV (for Xe-
Xe) using the TBW model, incorporating both linear and
constant velocity profiles. Generally, the model success-
fully captures the spectra upto pr = 3 GeV. Notably,
they observed that as collisions transition from central
to peripheral, average transverse flow velocity decreases,
whereas temperature and non-extensive parameter ex-
hibit the opposite trend. This suggests that in more cen-
tral collisions, the system experiences a more rapid ex-
pansion and maintains a lower degree of off-equilibrium
behaviour. In ref. [26], TBW is used to analyse the pp-
spectra of identified particles at /syy = 2.76 TeV and
5.02 TeV for Pb- Pb collisions, \/syy = 5.02 TeV for
p-Pb collisions as well as for Xe- Xe collisions at /syn
= 5.44 TeV. They successfully describe the experimental
data upto pr = 3 GeV with a very good x?/ndf.

The manuscript is structured as follows: Section II
presents the derivation of transverse momentum spec-
tra and azimuthal anisotropies, utilizing the Boltzmann
Transport Equation in the relaxation time approxima-
tion. In Section III, we delve into a comprehensive dis-
cussion of the results obtained. Lastly, in Section IV,
we provide a succinct summary of the study along with
potential future directions.

II. FORMULATION

The particle distribution in the four-momentum space
can be written as a Fourier series [33],

E

#N 1 BN
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n’=1

where E represents the energy of the emitted particles,
which is a crucial parameter characterizing the particles’
properties. y denotes the rapidity of these particles, a
relativistic measure of their momentum along the beam
direction, ¢ is the azimuthal angle of a particle and v,
is the n/*" harmonic coefficients that decode it’s motion’s
patterns as: v, unveils elliptic flow, v3 captures trian-
gular correlations, and vy reveals quadrangular patterns
and so on. These coefficients hold clues to early pres-
sure gradients, medium viscosity, and particle interac-
tions, unveiling the complexities of the collision process.

Previously, various theoretical computations grounded
in transport equations [34, 35] and phenomenological
models [36, 37] had successfully addressed the explana-
tion of vo. However, in this current study, we embark
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(a) Transverse momentum spectra of pion, kaon and proton for 0-5
% centrality in Pb-Pb collisions.
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(c) Transverse momentum spectra of pion, kaon and proton for 0-5
% centrality in Xe-Xe collisions.
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FIG. 2. (colour online) The comparison between the BGBW
and TBW used as feq in BTE with RTA.

on an innovative endeavour, elucidating not only vy but
also vz and vy through the utilization of the Tsallis Blast
wave description within the framework of the Boltzmann
Transport Equation (BTE). Subsequent sections will in-
tricately explore the application of BTE in tracking the
dynamic evolution of the particle momentum distribution
within a thermodynamic milieu, leading to a comprehen-
sive exposition of the outcomes of this article.
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(b)Transverse momentum spectra of pion, kaon and proton for 70-
80 % centrality in Pb-Pb collisions.
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(d) Transverse momentum spectra of pion, kaon and proton for
60-70 % centrality in Xe-Xe collisions.

The transverse momentum spectra of identified hadrons in Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions for the most central and

A. Anisotropic flows in Boltzmann transport
equation (BTE) using Relaxation time
approximation (RTA)

In the arena of high-energy heavy ion collisions, the
study of anisotropic flow offers insights into the com-
plex interplay of particles amidst extreme conditions as
described in the introductory section. These asymmet-
ric flow patterns, mirroring the collision’s initial geome-
try and subsequent dynamics, hold keys to understand-
ing the transport properties of the medium created in
the heavy-ion collision. Navigating this intricate land-
scape, the Relaxation Time Approximation (RTA) within
the venerable Boltzmann Transport Equation (BTE)
emerges as a powerful tool.

The use of RTA in BTE simplifies intricate interactions
through a relaxation time parameter. This partnership
unveils how particles approach equilibrium after interac-
tions. The BTE- RTA duo shines a light on the inter-
play of scattering, relaxation, and viscosity. This math-
ematical union not only aids the interpretation of exper-
imental results but also unravels transport coefficients’
significance. This endeavour delves into RTA within
BTE, focusing on anisotropic flow. We decipher intri-
cate relationships geometry, relaxation, and flow emer-



gence through theoretical discourse and analytical tools.
Our aim is to deepen the understanding of the medium
formed in heavy-ion collisions, refine theory, and guide
experimental inquiry.

The BTE in general can be written as:

df (z,p,t 0 =
%:£+6.fo+F.fo:C[f] 2)

The distribution of particles denoted as f(z,p,t) de-
pends upon the position, momentum, and time. Here, ¢/
represents velocity, while F stands as the external force.
The notations V, and V,, denote partial derivatives con-
cerning position and momentum, respectively. The term
C[f] embodies collision interactions between the prob-
ing particles and the medium. Previously, the Boltz-
mann Transport Equation (BTE) within the Relaxation
Time Approximation (RTA) framework has been em-
ployed to investigate various phenomena. These include
the temporal progression of temperature fluctuations in
non-equilibrium systems [38], analysis of elliptic flow of
identified hadrons [37, 39] as well as the assessment of
R4 for diverse light and heavy flavors, at energies per-
tinent to the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [40].

For the sake of simplification, assuming homogeneity
of the system (V,f = 0) and in the absence of external
forces (F =0), the second and third terms of the Eq. 2
become zero and it reduces to,

df(x,p,t) _Of _

SRl — S =Cll 3)

In RTA [41], the collision term is expressed as:

_f*feq

T

Clfl = (4)

where f.q is the Boltzmann local equilibrium distribu-
tion characterized by a temperature T. 7 is the relax-
ation time, the time taken by a non-equilibrium system
to reach equilibrium.

Solving eq. 3 considering RTA with the initial condi-
tions i.e. at t =0, f = fin, and at t = ty, f = frin and
taking the assumption that the equilibrium distribution
function and relaxation time do not depend on time we
get,

ffin:feq'i'(fin_feq)e_tjfa (5)

where ¢ is the freeze-out time. Using Eq. 5, the expres-
sion of the anisotropic flows (v,/) can be written as,

_ [ fin X cos(n'¢) d¢

Eq. 6 gives the n’*" azimuthal anisotropies after incorpo-

(% (pT) (6)

rating RTA in BTE. It involves the Tsallis non-extensive
distribution function as the initial distribution of parti-
cles and TBW function as the equilibrium distribution.
Continuing our discourse, we delve into the comprehen-
sive derivation of the TBW model as done in [26]. In
the TBW model, the invariant distribution function for
identified particles is given by [31],

(1 -5 )@

feq(aj:p) =
Here, the temperature denoted by T is a kinetic freeze-
out temperature, while g signifies the degeneracy fac-
tor. The energy of the emitted particles, described by
E = p”u,,, originates from a source in motion with the ve-
locity u, and momentum p”. The latter can be expressed
as, p” = (mgcoshy,prcosdy,prsing,, mrsinhy).
The velocity of the source is denoted by u* =
cosh p(cosh ys, tanh p cos ¢y, tanh psin ¢, sinh ys), where
y and mp symbolize the rapidity and transverse mass
of the identified particles. ys represents the rapidity of
the emitting source, while ¢, and ¢, are the azimuthal
angles of the emitted particle velocity and the flow ve-
locity with respect to the x-axis in the reaction plane.
The azimuthal direction of the boost, ¢, is aligned
with the azimuthal angle of the emitting source in co-
ordinate space. The parameter, g4 4 encapsulates non-
extensivity, quantifying the extent of deviation from equi-
librium. This departure from unity is indicative of the
non-equilibrium nature of the system. The parameter
p known as the transverse expansion rapidity [26] is ex-
pressed as, p = tanh™'3 + p,cos(n’¢) [42] where p,
stands for the azimuthal modulation amplitude in the

flow, and 8 = 5 (g)n where, (3, is the maximum surface

velocity and & = (r/ R), with r as the radial distance

and n is the flow profile, which indicates how the trans-
verse flow velocity changes with the radial distance. Here
n=1 corresponds to the linear flow profile. In the Tsallis
blast-wave (TBW) model, the particles closer to the cen-
ter of the fireball move slower than the ones at the edges.
The average of the transverse velocity can be evaluated
as [43],

. [Bgrede o2
<B>=8, = TEde —(2+n>ﬁs. (8)

In our calculations, we have varied the parameter n to
explore a range of flow profiles within the Tsallis Blast-
Wave model. Here, R is the maximum radius of the
expanding source at freeze-out (0 < £ < 1). For the LHC
energy regime, the chemical potential (i) is set to be 0
due to the the near symmetry in the particle-antiparticle
production. Thus the invariant momentum spectrum for
identified particles is written as,
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here > s the decoupling hyper-surface, doy is the normal vector to the hyper-surface. Using the parametrization
of the surface in the cylindrical coordinates, we write doy as [44],

doy = (rdgpdrdz, —e,rdppdzdt, 0, —e,rddydrdt), (9)

and p*doy can be expressed as,

prdoy = rdoydys [mqoT cosh(ys — y)dr + myp sinh(ys — y)dr — pr7 cos(¢p)dT],

1
where ys = 5 In , T = V1t? — 22 is the longitudinal proper time. When particles decouple at a constant time,

t—z
T = 79, the above equation is written as,

p oy = Tomr cosh(ys — y)rdrdeydys. (10)
With the expression,
p”u, = my cosh p cosh(ys — y) — prsinh p cos(¢p — ¢p), (11)

the spectrum of the identified particle can be simplified as,

d*N 970 qaa—1

dysrdrdgymr X cosh(ys —y) |1+ [m cosh p cosh(ys — y)

prdprdydg, (%)3 s, T
=1
—prsinh peos(p, — ¢p)]| 944 1, (12)
We have used the following assumptions in the analy- tions or dependencies. [46].

sis of the transverse momentum spectra and azimuthal ) o
anisotropies of identified hadrons [31]: 3. We. ma'ke the' assump‘Flon that thg emission source
maintains uniformity in both density and degree of
non-equilibrium at the time of kinetic freeze-out.
1. We assume Bjorken’s longitudinal expansion, which Nevertheless, this assumption does not hold for
means that the measured particle yield remains in- high-pr particles (jets) as they often demonstrate

dependent of rapidity because we integrate over the emission patterns concentrated on the surface, de-
entire source’s rapidity range [45]. This approxi- viating from the assumed uniformity [47, 48].
mately holds at mid-rapidity for RHIC and LHC We have not included the contributions from the res-
energies [2]. onance decay while analysing the pr- spectra of stable
particle as it plays a significant role only at very low pp.
2. While we make the simplifying assumption of  The detailed resonance decay kinematics and its effect
isotropic emission in azimuth for each local source, on the spectra have been studied in the references [45]
it’s important to acknowledge that, in reality, the and [49]. Considering the above assumptions and taking
source’s distribution may exhibit azimuthal varia- ¢, — ¢ = ¢ equation 12 becomes [31],
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Here, we have used Jacobian for the transformation of the coordinates and integrated it over d¢,. Y is the rapidity
of the emitting beam. At mid-rapidity i.e y ~ 0 above equation becomes,

dBN +m R 1
feq — gromT do x / rdr {1 + 7(%’4 )[mT cosh(p)
0

T 27TppoTdy B (27T>3 -7

In this analysis, the initial distribution is parametrized
by Tsallis distribution function [50],

—dpp
mr | wr—1
Tis

fin =D |1+ (qpp — 1) (15)

gVmrp
(2m)%
in the heavy- ion collisions. Here, T} is the Tsallis tem-
perature which does not correspond to the physical tem-
perature of individual particles but represents the non-

Here, D = V is the volume of the fireball formed
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(

extensive nature of the system. Its value influences the
shape of the particle momentum distributions. g, is
another parameter in the initial Tsallis distribution of
particles which indicates the degree of non-extensivity.
Consequently, we have employed the Tsallis distribution
to derive both the final particle distribution and the n/**
anisotropic flow, v,,,. This thermodynamically consistent
Tsallis distribution has been utilized to investigate par-
ticle distributions arising from proton-proton collisions,
as elaborated in the reference [50]. Using equations 14
and 15 in equation 5 and taking 79 =~ V as a constant
parameter, the final distribution can be expressed as,

—1

R
dg x /0 rdr [1 + w[mT cosh(p)

—1
— prsinh(p) COS(¢)]] qaA — 1)) eXptf/”"| (16)

Using equation 15 and equation 16, we calculate v,  for the observed identified hadrons as follows:

P
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where,
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Next, we transition to the results and discussion sec-
tion to assess the efficacy of our current formalism in
accurately characterizing anisotropic flow phenomena at
LHC energies.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Now, we proceed towards the more detailed analysis
of the experimental data of transverse momentum (pr)
spectra, vy, v3 and vy measured at LHC energies for var-
ious collision systems as well as centralities. First, we
analyse the experimental data of pr spectra of identified
hadrons such as 7%, K+ and protons for Pb-Pb and Xe-
Xe collisions at \/syny = 5.02 TeV and /syy = 5.44
TeV, respectively. We have fitted the experimental data
using the equation 16. Here, we consider the single freeze-
out hyper-surface for all the identified hadrons. Thus, the
kinetic freeze-out temperature (T) is considered same for
all the particles and we have observed decreasing trend of
T when moving towards the peripheral centrality [31, 51].
T is considered as a fixed parameter and are 0.110 GeV
and 0.106 GeV for Pb-Pb collision and Xe-Xe collision,
respectively for the most central case. For the periph-
eral collisions of Pb-Pb nuclei and Xe- Xe nuclei the ob-
served T are 0.096 GeV and 0.090 GeV, respectively. We
have fitted the experimental data using the TF1 class [52]
available in the ROOT library [53] to get a convergent
solution. The convergent solution is obtained by the y?-
minimization technique which is also used in ref. [54].

Figure 1 depicts the pp-spectra for identified particles
for the most central and peripheral Pb-Pb collisions at
VSNN = 5.02 TeV [55] and Xe-Xe collisions at /syn =

(

5.44 TeV [56] fitted with our proposed formulation. Fit-
ting of the transverse momentum spectra play a crucial
role in extracting information about the particle produc-
tion and dynamics in heavy-ion collisions. The choice
of the fitting range is essential for obtaining meaning-
ful results. In the low pr region, the maximum of the
spectra is pushed towards higher momenta while going
from peripheral to central Pb-Pb events. This effect is
mass-dependent and can be interpreted as a signature of
radial flow [57]. For high pr, the spectra follow a power-
law shape, as expected from perturbative QCD (pQCD)
calculations [58]. In our earlier work [37], BTE in RTA
with BGBW as equilibrium distribution function is used
to fit the pp- spectra and explain the data only upto pr
= 5 GeV. This motivates us to use TBW as f., in our
present formulation in BTE with RTA. We notice that
the present formulation explains the experimental data
successfully upto pr = 8 GeV with a very good x2/ndf
for all the considered identified hadrons. The value of
x?2/ndf is found to be smaller than unity because of the
point-to-point systematic errors, which are included in
the fit and dominate over statistical ones, are estimated
on the conservative side and might not be completely
random [49]. The extracted parameters are shown in the
table I. The average transverse flow velocity, < § > de-
creases with the mass and also shows the decreasing trend
when moving from most central towards peripheral col-
lisions for both the Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions. These
findings go inline with the well established hydrodynami-
cal behaviour. We have also noticed that, < § > is higher
for Xe-Xe collision in comparison to the Pb-Pb collisions,
which suggests that the higher collision energies lead to
increased particle production and multiplicity [49]. The
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FIG. 3. Elliptic flow of pions, kaons, protons, lambda and omega for Pb-Pb collisions at \/syn = 5.02 TeV.

collective motion and interactions of these particles can
lead to a higher effective temperature within the sys-
tem. We have found that the kinetic freeze-out tempera-
ture (7') decreases with the increasing collision energies.
These findings suggest that a higher initial energy den-
sity results in a larger multiplicity and longer expansion
time for the system, resulted into a large flow velocity
and lower kinetic freeze-out temperature [31, 49]. The
kinetic freeze-out temperature (7)) decreases from cen-
tral to peripheral collisions in the present analysis which
is in contrast to the findings of the conventional BGBW
results [49].

The flow profile parameter n increases from the most
central collisions towards peripheral collisions. The large
values found in peripheral collisions are maybe due to
the spectrum not being thermal over the full range and
increases to reproduce the power-law tail [57]. We have
observed that t;/7 increases with the mass in both the
Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions and does not show any cen-
trality dependent trend which needs further investiga-
tions and will be discussed in our future work. The re-
lationship between freeze-out time and relaxation time
can vary depending on the specific details of the colli-
sion system and the assumptions made in the modelling.
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However, in many cases, if the freeze-out happens signif-
icantly earlier than the relaxation time, it implies that
the system has not fully reached local thermal equilib-
rium before particles start escaping. This can happen
in some high-energy or early-stage heavy ion collisions,
where particles escape quickly due to the high initial en-
ergies involved. If the freeze-out time is comparable to or
later than the relaxation time, it suggests that the system
has had enough time to reach local thermal equilibrium
before the freeze-out occurs. In this case, the observed
particle spectra and properties may reflect a system that
has experienced substantial equilibration and thermal-
ization. The elevated chi-squared per degree of freedom
(x?/ndf) values suggest that the chosen range ensures a
better convergence of the fitting procedure. In the high
pr region (> 10 GeV), the hadron production is domi-
nated by surface emission [48] resulting in the inability of
the Tsallis blast-wave model to accurately describe the
spectra.

Further, we have fitted the pr spectra of pions start-
ing from pr = 0.5 GeV as the formulation could not
explain the data below this py. Pions, being among the
lightest hadrons, exhibit distinct resonance effects due to
their relatively small mass. We have not incorporated the

J

contribution of pion yields from resonance decay which
significantly influence the spectral shape at a very low
momenta [26, 45].

The anisotropic flow analysis conducted in both the
Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions sheds light on the intricate
interplay of particle dynamics, collective effects, and col-
lision system characteristics. By employing the Boltz-
mann transport equation with Tsallis distributions as
the initial function and TBW as an equilibrium dis-
tribution function, a versatile framework is established
to explore anisotropic flow phenomena in distinct col-
lision systems [7]. A pivotal accomplishment emerges
as we have compared our proposed Boltzmann trans-
port equation with the TBW as an equilibrium function
to the traditional Boltzmann-Gibbs blast wave model.
The former exhibits superior success in fitting anisotropic
flow data as evident from the results presented in the
figure 2, indicating its remarkable flexibility in accom-
modating non-equilibrium effects. Here, the fitting has
been done in both the TBW and BGBW models to get
the minimum value of x?/ndf. In contrast, the limita-
tions of Boltzmann- Gibbs blast wave model arise from
its assumption of complete thermal equilibrium, poten-
tially inhibiting its capacity to accurately represent non-
equilibrium systems [59].
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TABLE I. The parameters obtained by fitting the pr- spectra for Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions at LHC energies for the most

central and peripheral collisions.

Pb-Pb Xe-Xe

(0-5)% (70-80)% (0-5)% (60-70)%

7t +7 [KT+K [p+p|nt+n [KT+K [p+p |[n+7 [KT+K [p+p |77 +7n [KT+K [p+p
< B> (0.609 [0.573 0.565(0.462 |0.424 0.349 |0.642 |0.632 0.590 [0.508 [0.498 0.345
n 0.591 |0.708 0.453|2.156 |1.651 1.335 (0.965 |0.794 3 1.83 1.457 0.39
Top 1.125 |1.157 1.120(1.165 |1.170 1.139 (1.124 |1.135 1.141 |1.15 1.14 1.15
Tys 0.130 |0.089 0.120|0.0872 |0.0876 |0.0699/0.130 |0.117 0.120 [0.0865 [0.080 0.0754
gaa |1.0193 [1.045 1.053|1.10 1.10 1.094 (1.042 |1.046 1.0235|1.10 1.096 1.08
te/T 1.1 1.196 2.434|1.1 1.1 5 1.001 |1.521 3.176 |1 1 3.745
x%/ndf|1.145 |0.106 1.154|0.036 |0.0851 [0.196 |0.264 |0.106 0.259 |0.126 |0.215 0.468

In figures 3 and 4, we have presented the fitting of the
experimental data for elliptic flow (vs) of 7%, K+, p+p,
A+ A and QF at /syny = 5.02 TeV for Pb-Pb [60, 61]
and at \/syy = 5.44 TeV for Xe-Xe collisions [62], re-
spectively for the most central as well as peripheral colli-
sions. The present formulation explains the experimental
data upto pr = 10 GeV for pions and upto pr = 8 GeV
for protons. Our formulation fits the given experimen-
tal data for lambda successfully. For kaons, the fitting
is upto only pr = 4 GeV and for omega it is upto pr =

5.6 GeV due to the unavailability of experimental data
at higher transverse momentum. In Xe-Xe collisions, we
have taken the experimental data upto pr = 6 GeV for pi-
ons and protons, as values beyond this threshold manifest
considerable error bars. For kaons, the range remains at
4 GeV due to data point limitations. In order to empha-
size the effect of the azimuthal modulation amplitude on
the azimuthal flows, here we have considered the < § >
and T as fixed parameters extracted from the fitting of
the pp- spectra. We notice that, in both the Pb-Pb as
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well as Xe-Xe collisions, p, increases as we go from most
central to peripheral collisions.

Figures 5 and 6 illustrate the fitting of the triangular
flow (v3) of 7, K*, p+ p,A + A for Pb-Pb collisions at
VSNN = 5.02 TeV [60] and that of 7%, K=, and p+p for
Xe- Xe collisions at \/syn = 5.44 TeV [62], respectively.
In Pb-Pb collisions, we have fitted the experimental re-
sults upto pr = 10 GeV for both pions and protons. For
pr > 10 GeV, we get a higher value of x?/ndf. For kaons,
the experimental data is available upto only 4 GeV so we
have not fitted beyond this due to unavailability of data.
We have fitted the experimental data for lambda upto pr
= 5.6 GeV as we are getting large x2/ndf values. We ob-
serve that, in Pb-Pb collisions, p, increases when one go
towards the peripheral collision. In Xe-Xe collisions, we
have fitted the experimental results upto pr = 5 GeV for
pions while for kaons it is upto pr = 4 GeV imposed by
the limitations of data points within the given dataset.
For protons, we have considered the experimental data
upto pr = 4 GeV as beyond this we get higher x?/ndf
values. We again notice that p, increases with the cen-
trality for all the particles.

In figure 7, we have displayed the fitting of the experi-
mental data for v4 as a function of pr for Pb-Pb collisions
at \/snyn = 5.02 TeV [60] for the various centralities with
a pr range upto 5 GeV for pions and protons. This limi-

tation is attributed to the presence of large error bars in
the experimental data, which resulted in a large value of
x2/ndf. For kaons, the range is also limited to 4 GeV,
in accordance with the available data. Again, We find
that p, increases when one goes from the most central to
peripheral collisions.

The azimuthal modulation amplitude (p,) is defined
as the ratio of the average momentum anisotropy in the
transverse plane to the initial spatial anisotropy in the
collision zone. In simpler terms, it quantifies the prefer-
ence of the emitted particles to move in a direction per-
pendicular to the collision’s symmetry plane. As shown
in the figures 8 and 9, p, increases as we go from most
central to peripheral collisions. The possible reasons be-
hind this observations are summarized as:

1. In the peripheral collisions, the medium created in
collision experiments may have a shorter lifespan
due to the lower energy densities. This shorter
duration means that the medium has less time
to evolve and can retain the initial anisotropies
present in the initial conditions, contributing to a
larger p,.

2. There are fewer final-state interactions among par-
ticles during the late stages of the collision in the
peripheral collisions. This reduced number of inter-
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actions allows the initial anisotropies to be better
preserved in the final particle distributions, result-
ing in a larger p,.

Figure 10 displays the comparison of the vs, v3, and vy
for the charged pions (7%) calculated as a function of
pr in the present formulations with the hydrodynam-
ical calculations from MUSIC model using IP-Glasma
initial conditions [60, 63] and the iEBE-VISHNU hy-
brid model using AMPT hydrodynamical models [60, 64]
in the most central Pb-Pb collisions at /syn= 5.02
TeV. We notice that the iEBE-VISHNU hydrodynamic
computations effectively capture the observed azimuthal
anisotropy (ve,vs,v4) of 7F for pr < 2.5 GeV/c. Con-
versely, the MUSIC model aligns with the measurements
only upto pr < 1 GeV/c. Here, we emphasize to high-
light that neither of the hydrodynamical models can com-
pletely describe the experimental data. The formulations
proposed in this work fits the measured experimental
data successfully upto pr = 10 GeV/c for vo and vz and
upto pr = 5 GeV/c for vy. However, our approach is com-
pletely different from the hydrodynamical calculations.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have fitted the pp-spectra, higher flow
harmonics (ve, vs, v4) of identified hadrons such as pi-
ons, kaons and protons for Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions
for LHC energies at various centralities using the BTE in
RTA with Tsallis Blast Wave (TBW) function as an equi-
librium distribution. The main findings of this analysis
are summarized as follows:

1. The value of x?/ndf is found to be smaller than
unity because the point-to-point systematic errors,
which are included in the fit and dominate over
statistical ones, are estimated on the conservative
side and might not be completely random.

2. The value of the flow profile parameter, n increases
from the most central collisions towards periph-
eral collisions except for proton in Xe-Xe collisions.
The large values found in peripheral collisions are
maybe due to the spectrum not being thermal over
the full range and increases to reproduce the power-
law tail.

3. The non-extensive parameters, gp, and gaa in-
creases as we go from the most central towards the
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peripheral collisions which is expected as these are

greater for the system away from equilibrium.

4. The average transverse flow velocity decreases with
the mass for both the Pb- Pb and Xe- Xe collisions
and decreases from most central to peripheral col-
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SNN= 5.44 TeV

lisions. Xe-Xe collisions at /syn = 5.44 TeV has
a higher average transverse flow velocity compared
to the Pb-Pb collisions at \/syn = 5.02 TeV. Fur-
ther, the extracted kinetic freeze-out temperature
increases from peripheral to most central collisions
and decreases with the collisions energies. These
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findings suggest that the initial higher energy den-
sity is responsible for the longer expansion time of
the system which results in a larger flow velocity
and lower kinetic freeze-out temperature.

5. The parameter ¢ /7 increases with the mass in both
Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions while it is not show-
ing any trend centrality wise which needs further
investigations and will be discussed in our future
work. It suggests that the system has had enough
time to reach local thermal equilibrium before the
freeze-out occurs. In this case, the observed par-
ticle spectra and properties may reflect a system
that has experienced substantial equilibration and
thermalization.

6. In Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions, the centrality-
dependent behaviour of p, for vg, vz, and vy ex-
hibits an increase as moving towards the peripheral
collision. This trend is consistent with the fact that
there are fewer final-state interactions among par-
ticles during the late stages of the collision in the
peripheral collisions. This reduced number of inter-
actions allows the initial anisotropies to be better
preserved in the final particle distributions, result-

ing in a larger p,.

The observation of the centrality-dependent behaviour of
pa across both Pb-Pb and Xe-Xe collisions highlights the
common underlying physics governing anisotropic flow
phenomena. These trends are rooted in the interplay of
particle interactions, momentum conservation, and the
collective expansion dynamics of the collision systems.
The systematic analysis of p, for different flow harmonics
enriches our understanding of the collision processes and
the role of various particle species in heavy-ion collisions.
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