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We calculate the nth order of 2k-particle azimuthal cumulants ¢,{2k} based on transverse mo-
mentum conservation (TMC) and collective flow v,(n=2,3). We demonstrate that the TMC effect
only leads to a nonzero ¢, {2k} with the sign of (—1)™* and the magnitude inversely proportional to
(N — 2k)™*. The interplay between TMC and collective flow can change the signs of c2{4}, c3{2}
and c3{4} at some values of multiplicity N, which could provide a good probe to study the onset of
collectivity and search for the substructure of proton in small colliding systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quarks and gluons which are confined inside nucleons can be released under an environment with high temperature
and (or) large baryon number chemical potential [115]. A large amount of experimental results from both the
Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) have shown that a new deconfined
QCD matter, so-called strongly coupled quark gluon plasma (sQGP), has been produced in the early stage of high
energy nucleus-nucleus (A+A) collisions ﬂaﬁ] Among the most important experimental evidences is the observation
of strong collective flow of the produced particles in A+A collisions. This is because the collective flow is considered
to result from the collective expansion of sQGP, which can transfer the asymmetry of the initial space geometry into
the anisotropy of the final particles’ momenta E—IE]

Compared with the large A 4+ A colliding systems, proton-proton or proton-nucleus collisions are called small
colliding systems. Recent experimental results surprisingly show that the small colliding systems carry “collective
flow” as strong as that in large colliding systems, which poses a challenge to our current understanding of the strong
collective flow due to the expansion of sQGP [14[16]. In order to understand the origin(s) of collective flow in
small colliding systems, lots of theoretical efforts have been made, which basically can be divided into two categories
according to whether the origin comes from the final or initial state. For example, hydrodynamics can transform the
initial geometric asymmetry into the final momentum anisotropic flow through pressure gradient of the QGP, which
can well describe the experimental results ﬂﬁ—lﬁ] Parton cascade could achieve a similar conversion through an escape
mechanism ﬂﬂ@] On the other hand, the initial state of color glass condensate (CGC) has also been proposed as
a possible mechanism, contributing to the experimentally measured correlations in small colliding systems @@]
Interestingly, using the CGC effective field theory coupled to hydrodynamical simulations, it has been found that
fluctuating substructure of proton must be included in order to better match the experimentally observed anisotropic
flow in small systems ] A multiphase transport model with sub-nucleon geometry can better describe the
multiplicity dependence of ¢, {4}, which demonstrates the importance of incorporating the substructure of proton in
studies of small colliding systems ﬂA_JJ]

On the other hand, experimentalists have made lots of efforts to measure collective flow in small colliding sys-
tems using different observables. The multi-particle azimuthal cumulant has been proposed as an advanced and
powerful tool to explore the collectivity of many-body systems, because it can effectively reduce few-body non-flow
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contribution m] The nth order of 2k-particle azimuthal cumulant ¢, {2k} is defined as follows,

en{2} =
en{d} =

Cn{6} _ < in(¢1+p2+oz— —¢G)> _ 9<ein(¢1+¢2—¢3—¢4)><ein(¢1—¢2)>

+12< in(p1— ¢2)>
Cn{S} _ < in(¢1+p2+pzt+pa— ¢6—¢7—¢8)> _ 16<ein(¢1+¢2+¢3—¢4—¢5—¢6)><ein(¢1—¢2)>

<ein(¢r¢z)>
<ein(¢1+¢2—¢3—¢4)> _ 2<ein(¢1—¢g)>2

_ 18<eln(¢1+¢72* 3*¢74)> 4 144<ein(¢1+¢2*¢3*¢4)><ein(¢1*¢72)>2 _ 144<6in(¢71*¢2)>4

where ¢; is the azimuthal angle of ith particle, n=2 and 3 correspond to the elliptic and triangular flow, respectively.
The experimental measurement has shown that 4,6,8-particle elliptic flow cumulants are almost same in p+p and
p+Pb collisions, which indicates the existence of multi-particle correlations in small colliding systems |4 ] The
recent expemmental results show four-particle azimuthal elliptic flow cumulant co{4} changes its sign, from positive
to nega‘m“% as the multiplicity increases m @ which could be related to the onset of collectivity in small colliding
systems [46].

The conservation laws are also an obvious source of the azimuthal correlation between particles, see, e.g., ] For
instance, transverse momentum conservation (TMC) is an important background for the experimental measurement of
directed flow (v), especially in peripheral A+A collisions [13, [54], mainly because the 1/N correction caused by TMC
is very large. Our recent studies have found that TMC is also important for understanding of the behavior of elliptic
flow in small colliding systems. We found that with the increasing value of the total multiplicity N, the TMC effect
leads to a positive 2k-particle elliptic flow cumulants ¢2{2k} which satisfies the dependence of 1/(N — 2k)?* [55]. The
four-particle elliptic flow coefficient co{4} will change its sign if TMC interplays with hydro-like elliptic flow, which
can naturally explain the observed behavior of the multiplicity dependence of ¢o{4} in the small colliding systems at
the LHC [56].

In this work, we will generalize the 2k-particle low cumulant ¢, {2k} induced by TMC to higher orders in Section [Tl
By including the interplay between TMC with hydro-like elliptic and triangular flow, we will focus on the third order
of multi-particle azimuthal cumulants ¢3{2} and c3{4} in Section [T and compare them with the recent experimental
data in small colliding systems from the LHC in Section [Vl Finally, conclusions are given in Sec. [Vl

II. ¢,{2k} FROM TRANSVERSE MOMENTUM CONSERVATION

The previous studies have shown that the cumulant flow coefficients can arise from transverse momentum conser-
vation @] Let us first briefly review our calculation method. To calculate the TMC contribution to 2k-particle
azimuthal cumulant ¢, {2k}, the following term has to be first calculated:
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where p stands for a particle transverse momentum, and the integration is over a given acceptance phase-space region
Q of 2k particles. Note that we denote e?(1++or—0ri1—.=d2r) gg in(é1+-—b2k) in the following for simplicity. The
2k-particle probability distribution f(pi, ﬁgﬁglﬁ for the N-particle system under TMC can be approximately given
by the central limit theorem, see, e.g., m, , 53]
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where N is the total number of particles in the system (2k < N) and (p?) ¢ stands for mean value of squared p in the
full phase-space F,
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The equation (2] contains an integration over transverse momenta. In our work, we calculate the cumulants at a
given p, which substantially simplifies the problem. In this case Eq. (@) can be rewritten as
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We can easily integrate the denominator of Eq. (B]) which approximately equals to (27)%* (here we keep the leading
term, eX =~ 1). However, the integration of the numerator cannot be achieved easily. But as X scales inversely with
N — 2k, it can be presumed that X is small enough so that an expansion in powers of X can be employed if N — 2k
is large enough. Then we can rewrite Eq. (&) as
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With the knowledge of orthogonal functions, among the expansion terms (1+ X + XT2 + X?g + ...), only terms linearly

correlated with e~ "(@1+-=®2k) can generate a nonzero outcome with a coefficient of (27)%*. Here only XWT with
m > nk would contain terms linearly correlated with e™(=#1—+%2k)  In our calculation we keep only the leading
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Observing Eqs. (@) and Eqgs. (@), we can write the leading term as C( PiPy Dk where the coefficient C' can be
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calculated as follows. From Egs. [6), we can see that among X flk, each X can provide a factor with a positive power
e (?) and a negative one e 4% 0 < j£1 < 2k + 1. To reach ei(=d1— . —drtdrrito4026) the only possibility is that
nk positive power factors explicitly form the e?(®k+1+--+¢2) and nk negative power factors form the e~ (@1 +k)
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ways exist as well. Taking the coefficient coming from the exponential expansion ((_nlk)! into account, we obtain the

2k-particle azimuthal cumulant ¢,,{2k} due to TMC with the leading term considered only, as shown below,
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Using the definitions of ¢, {2k} in Egs. (), we summarize the TMC-induced ¢, {2k} for n = 2,3, 4 and 2k = 2,4, 6, 8
in TABLE [l From these results, we observe that except for the coefficients of c3{2} and c3{6} which are negative, the
other coefficients are all positive. Moreover the magnitude of the TMC contribution to ¢,{2k} obviously decreases
with the increasing value of N. Note that although our calculations concern only the leading term, these results can
still be applied to describe the tendency and the magnitude of the TMC-induced ¢, {2k}.

TABLE I: The nth order 2k-particle cumulant ¢,{2k} from the global conservation of transverse momentum only.

n cn{2} cn {4} cn {6} cn {8}
2 1 pipg __rin3piet 6 PiPs- e 7o__PAPE PR
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4 1 pips 17 pipipipi 709 pip3..pd 54193 pips...pa
24 [(N—2)(p?) p]? 144 [(N—-4) (p*) ]38 288 [(N—6) (p%) p]*2 288 [(N—-8)(p?) |1

Our calculations are based on the assumption that X is small enough to make an expansion. As X scales inversely
with N — 2k, our calculations may tend to lose efficacy when N — 2k is very small, as higher orders terms need to be
included. On the other hand, when N — 2k is very large, the TMC effects would be faint and the flow contribution
would instead dominate the total outcome.

III. ¢,{2k} FROM TRANSVERSE MOMENTUM CONSERVATION AND FLOW

In the previous section, the 2k-particle cumulants ¢, {2k} from the transverse momentum conservation only have
been calculated. In this section, the contribution coming from the collective flow will be included as well. The particle
azimuthal distribution can be described as
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where vy, is the nth order of the flow coefficient and ¥, is the nth order event plane. Because the experimental results
disclose that the directed flow v; and high orders of v,, (n > 3) are smaller than ve, v3, we only consider vy and vs in
our calculations for simplicity. After taking the collective flow into account, the 2k-particle probability distribution
of Eq. @) can be modified as (see, e.g., Refs. [53,56]),
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Note that we set W5 = 0. With the help of Euler’s formula, (e™(¢1F=9¢26))|  is given by
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This integral is not straightforward and generate a lot of terms. First, to simplify our consideration we assume that
all the momenta are equal, i.e., p; = pa = ... = pap = p. Next, as before, we expand eX, ie., eX = 14+ X +X2/2! + ...,
which allows to write the result as
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to the one containing the pure TMC effect, i.e., U,y for ¢,{2k}, and higher ones are neglected. The details of our
calculation is shown in Appendix [A]l

We have obtained ¢o{2}|, and ¢a{4}|, in our previous work [56]. In this paper, we focus on c3{2}|, and c3{4},.
Given that v = 0.05,v3 = 0.0175, va = 0.025, the terms that are about 100 times (or more) smaller than the largest
term in a given U,, are omitted. The full results can be found in Appendix [Al We give their approximate expressions
below. The two-particle triangular cumulant coefficient with a momentum p, c¢3{2}|,, is given by

and the coefficients U,, depend on vy, vs, p, and vor. We include all the terms up
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The first term in the four-particle triangular cumulant coefficient, cs{4}|,, with a momentum p, reads
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Using Egs. (0) and Eqgs. ([THIS), we can get the final c3{4}|,. Note that in the approximate Eqs. (1) and (1), we
can not see any terms involving W3. It indicates that the effect of W3 is negligible, although the W3 terms do exists
in the full results (see Appendix [A]).

IV. APPLICATION TO c{4}, c3{2} AND c3{4}

In this section, we compare three observables (ca{4}, c3{2} and c3{4}) with the experimental measurements, and
show the TMC and collective flow effects on them. For simplicity, we assume that all particles carry a common
transverse momentum p, and we consider several reasonable values of p. The value of (p?)r is always taken to be
0.135 (GeV/c)?, and the flow parameters are chosen as follow: vy = 0.05, v3 = 0.0175, v = 0.025, which are
estimated based on the related experimental measurements. It should be pointed out that although we choose these
parameters as some constants for simplicity, obviously they should depend on the multiplicity of IV in real experiments.
In the following, we will present the results of co{4}, c3{2} and c3{4}, which are obtained from full expressions as
given in Appendix [Al
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FIG. 1: (Left) N dependence of c2{4} for the three selected momenta p, where the ATLAS data for p+Pb 5.02 TeV are shown
for comparisons [45]; (Right) N dependences of c2{4} from “Pure TMC”, “TMC + vs”, “TMCHu3” and “TMC+wvz + v3”,
respectively, for the case of p=0.6 GeV. Note that the curve of “Pure TMC” almost overlaps with that of “TMC+wv3”, and the
curve of “TMC + v2” almost overlaps with that of “TMC+wvs + v3”.

In the left plot of Fig. [l we show our results on the N dependence of co{4} including the TMC and collective flow
(vy and w3) contributions for three selected momenta p, in comparisons with the ATLAS data for p+Pb 5.02 TeV [45].
Note that because the N should stand for the total number of particles affected by TMC which is not equivalent to
the number of detected charged particles, the N of experimental data points is multiplied by a factor of 1.5 to take
the neutral particles into account. Our results show a decreasing tendency with increasing N which resembles the
data qualitatively. We also find that ca{4} changes its sign at different N for different p, which was observed in our
previous study [56].



To illustrate how the TMC and collective flow can influence co{4}, the right panel of Fig. [l shows four different
cases for p = 0.6 GeV which include four kinds of contribution combinations, such as from the TMC only (denoted
as“Pure TMC”), TMC and elliptic flow (denoted as“TMC + vy”), TMC and triangular flow (denoted as “TMC+wv3”)
and TMC and collective flow (denoted as“TMCHwy + v3”). We can see that the TMC only leads to a decreasing
tendency with increasing IV, and if further taking into account the elliptic flow vy the curve will be lowered which
results in a sign change of co{4}. However, the presence of triangular flow vs has a negligible effect on co{4}.
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FIG. 2: Same as Fig. I but for ¢3{2}, where the ALICE data for p+Pb collisions at 5.02 TeV are shown for comparison [57].

The left plot of Fig. Rlshows our results on N dependence of ¢3{2} due to the total effect of TMC and collective flow
for three selected momenta p. They all show an increasing tendency with increasing N, which can describe the data
qualitatively. In the right plot of Fig.[2 we choose p=0.6 GeV to analyze different effects separately. As discussed in
Table[ll the TMC effect results in a negative c3{2}, which is our baseline to study any additional effect from collective
flow. But ¢3{2} will be enhanced if only triangular flow v exists, which can result in a sign change at a certain N.
On the other hand, ¢3{2} becomes more negative if only elliptic flow vy is present. Therefore, we observe that c3{2}
from “TMC+Hwa+wvs” is lower than that from “TMC+Hws”, because vo plays such a reducing role for ¢3{2}.
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FIG. 3: Same as Fig. [ but for ¢3{4}, where the ATLAS data for p+Pb collisions at 5.02 TeV are shown for comparison [45].

In the left plot of Fig. Bl we present the N dependence of ¢3{4} due to the total effect of TMC and collective flow
for three selected momenta p. We can observe a decreasing tendency of c¢3{4} with different magnitudes for different
momenta p, which can describe the data qualitatively. Note that because the magnitude of c3{4} is so small that
its sign change with increasing N is hardly visible in the left plot. But this feature can be observed in the right
plot of Fig. Bl with a smaller scale of the y-axis. By comparing the different kinds of cases, we see that although v
slightly raises ¢3{4} at small N, but vs significantly pushes ¢3{4} down which can result in a sign change of c¢3{4}



with increasing N. Unfortunately, we can not see the sign change of ¢3{4} in the current experimental measurement
due to large statistical uncertainties. However, it is very helpful and important to measure the small sign change
of c3{4} for both exploring the collectivity in small colliding systems and searching for the substructure of proton,
because these triangular flow coefficients are expected to be more sensitive to the enhanced triangularity due to the
existence of a three-hot spot substructure inside the proton M]

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we calculate the nth order of 2k-particle azimuthal cumulant flow coefficients ¢,{2k} with the
effects from transverse momentum conservation and collective flow (including both elliptic and triangular flow). We
analytically demonstrate that the TMC only leads to a nonzero ¢, {2k} with the sign of (—1)"* and the magnitude
inversely proportional to (N — 2k)"%. The results including both the TMC and collective flow are qualitatively
comparable with the experimental measurements. We observe the sign changes of ¢3{2} and c3{4} with increasing
multiplicity NV due to the interplay of TMC and collective flow, which could provide a good probe to study the onset
of collectivity and the substructure of the proton in small colliding systems. We note that our analytic investigation
should be viewed as the first approximation of the TMC effects. For example, we assumed that all momenta are fixed
and identical. To address this and other issues one needs to investigate this problem using numerical methods. This
would also allow obtaining a more precise result at a very small number of produced particles. The technique presented
in this paper could be also used to study other correlations such as the four-particle symmetric cumulant sc;, {4}
and the three-particle asymmetric cumulant acy, ,,{3}. This could allow for more precise tests of the interplay of
TMC and collective flow.
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Appendix A: Calculation method

When calculating ¢, {2k}, every term coming from the expansion (1 + X + XTZ + XTS +...) of exp(X) can be written

as
Cexp (i Y a;o)) (A1)

of which the outcome of integration in the numerator of Eq. (I4) is determined by the power of each e¢!®s and can be
written as
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To illustrate the calculation, we first give a corresponding calculating table of integration outcome in TABLE [[I and
then an example.
When calculating, e.g., c2{2}|p, the cumulant ¢2{2}|, can be written as
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TABLE II: The integration outcome for calculating 2k-particle cumulant ¢, {2k}.

Initial term 1 1 eiP2 T oTifa G201 2ida G3id1 3id2
Integration outcome (n:2) v% V2U3  V1V2  V2V3  ViV2  V2V4 U2 V2Us  V1V2
Integration outcome (n=3) v3 V3V4  V2U3  U3V4 V203 V3V V1V3 VU3 U3

Uy, Uy, Us terms from the expansion (1 + X + XTQ) are obtained as follows.
Clearly, from the table above we can get the integral outcome of 1 is Uy = v3.
The U; term from the expansion term X can be first rewritten as
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and thus the integration outcome is
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Neglecting all terms containing vy, v4 (they are assumed to be small) and putting ¥s = 0, we obtain
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Similarly, we have
1
Us = 1+ 603 + 4v3 — 8vapvg + §U§F(1 + Tv3 + 403)

Following the same technique, c3{2}|, is given by

Y2 y3 p?
2, =Up+U1Y +Up— +Us—, Y =—
c3{2}p = Uo + 1Y + Uy 5 Vs (N =2)(p*)r(1 - v3p)

Up = v3

Up = 205 +v3

Uz = 603 + 403 — 202502 + 30505 + 203 pv3
3

Us =1+ 20’0% + 151)% — 18vapvg + §’U§F + 30'U§F'U§ + 24’U§Fv§

1 9
- ZvS’Fvg cos(6¥3) — Engvg

(A10)



For the term of (e?2(#1+¢2=93=4))| in cy{4}|, we have
. Y?2 Y3 Y4 2
2(p1+d2—¢s=S\| o 4+ U Y +Up— + Us— + Us—. YV = — P
¢ o= Uo O oy O+ Ui N =001 )
Uo = 1)3l

Uy = 4v3v3 + 4vy — 2uapvivs cos(6U3) — 20p 503

Uy = 4v3 + 41)2 + 481)2113 + 281)2 — 24U2F’U2’U3 — 36vgpv§v3 cos(6W3)

— 4002 v + 203 g3 + 1203 pUavE cos(6W3) + 5v2pvs + 24v2 pvivs 4 1503 pv)

Us = 3602 + 7205 + 9602 + 5640303 + 25605 — 36vapvy — 67202 pvovE — 564vspv3v3 coS(6W3)

— T02u9pv3 + 5403 03 + 10803 pv3 + 42002 pvav3 cos(6W3) + 26403 v3 + 8TV pvavs

+ 43203 vy — 4505 pv3 cos(6W3) — Qv pvg — 16803 pugvs — 16203 puiv3 cos(6W3) (A11)
— 18303 03

Uy = 36 + 96002 + 105603 + 176802 + 68800303 + 272005 — 144002709 — 13968vs pvgvs
— 8600v2v3v3 cos(6W3) — 12016v2 505 + 10803 + 28800303 + 316803 pvs

+ 1033203 pvov3 cos(6W3) + 875403 pva + 2241603 pvavs + 973203 v

— 210003 203 cos(6W3) — 84v3 pvs cos(6¥3) — 108003 pvg — 1047605 pvgv3

27
— 782203 L3 v3 cos(6W3) — 954403 L5 + 71}31; + 36005 pv3 + 39605 U5

5163
+ 201605 p2v3 cos(6W3) + 123805 pv3 + 287603 pvavs + Tung;*
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For the term of (e3(#1+92=93=¢41))| in c3{4}|, we obtain

i3(p1+d2—p3—da) e ” p2
13(P1+P2—P3—a = U, UY +Us— U Y =—
(e )P =Uo+U1Y +Us g Tt oy (N =4)p*)r(1 - v3p)

4
U0:v3

Uy = 4v3 + 40303 — 2uapv3v3 cos(6F3)

Us = 2803 + 480303 + 4vjy — Suapvavi — 36vapvavs cos(6W3) + 14v3 pv3

+ 402 pv9v3 cos(6W3) + 2402 pvsvs + 202 pv)

Us = 4v3 + 25603 + 56403035 + 7205 — 2640250903 — 564vapv5v3 cos(6W3) — 48vapvs
+ 60303 + 38403 pv3 + 16502 puav3 cos(6W3) + 85202 pvavs + 10803 Rv)

1
-5v§Fv§cos«ﬂy3)—-ingvgcos«vpg) 6603 puovs — 14403 pu3vs cos(6W3) — 1205 pvs

U, = 1601}3 + 27161}3 + 6402 + 68801}2v3 + 1056v5 — 62241)21:1}21)3 86001}21:1}21)3 cos(6P3)
— 1680v9pv3 + 48003 pvs + 814803 v + 465603 pvovs cos(6W3) + 31203 xv3 + 2103603 pv3vs
+ 324002 pv5 — 35003 pv3 cos(6W3) — 4403 pus cos(6W3) — 466803 pvov3

2037
— 670203 pv3v; cos(6V3) — 126005 pvs + 60vypvs + 5 vy s 4 79003 puav3 cos(6W3)

+ 441)2Fv2 + 26461)2FU§U§ + 4080§FU§

Us = 418003 + 3150405 + 240002 + 870440302 + 1480005 — 800vspvg — 12732002 pv2v3

— 130560v9 pv3v3 cos(6W3) — 40800v2 pvs + 2090003 zv3 + 15752003 x5 + 11046003 pvov3 cos(6W3)
+ 1830003 pva + 45130003 pvavs + 7820003 vy — 1463003 pv3 cos(6W3) — 234505 puj cos(6W3)

15675

— 120003 pvg — 19098003 pvov3 — 20836005 pv3v3 cos(6W3) — 6176005 pvs + 5 —— vyl
113925 342495

+5mwom?3+—7T—%Fm%cm@¢9+7%m@ﬂg+—7?—@ﬂg§+2%mmﬁw

7315 2345 71603 5 4 4

V3 pva cos(6W3) — =05 pu3 cos(6W3) — 10005 v — 1591505 pvovs — V3 pUsv3 cos(6W3) — 517005 pvs

4 8 4
Us = 400 + 8912002 + 38714005 4 5976003 + 11347200303 4 206064vy — 420000 pvg — 241718409 pov3
— 1985256@2Fv2v3 cos(6W3) — 856800vs s + 300003 + 6684001)2Fv3 + 2903550U2F’U3
+ 237492003 pvov3 cos(6W3) + 66240003 pv3 + 901926003 pvav3 + 169812003 70
— 46914005 v3 cos(6W3) — 9514003 vz cos(6W3) — 10500005 pvy — 604296005 mvov3
4355325
—-5433750v§Fv§v§cosGﬂP3)——218484OUSFUS—%225OU§F—F5013OOU§FU§—%-——E;—— V3 Us
+ 248994005 pvov3 cos(6¥3) + 55035005 pv2 + 689166005 pvavs + 13126955 vy
351855 71355

5 V2rU3 2 cos(6W3) — 5 Varls 5 cos(6W3) — 2625005 pve — 151074005 pvgvs

5681529 483925
- nggvgcos(6W3)——551565Ung§—%125U§F-%27850USFU§—F——jz——ng v3
231 319869 64125 1545615 148059
+ ?ngvﬁ; cos(12W3) + VS a3 cos(6W3) + — 0 VS vl Tvﬁpvg v3 + ———— S vy

(A12)
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