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Isobaric collisions provide a unique opportunity to investigate how variations in the charge to
mass ratio affect the final state observables produced in relativistic heavy ion collisions. Most
importantly, isobaric systems that differ in their nuclear structure offer valuable insights into the
underlying nuclear geometries, making them powerful tools to probe the role of nuclear structure
using heavy ion collisions. We study the initial state and evolution of the hot and dense medium
formed in Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at 200A GeV at RHIC using a relativistic hydrodynamical
model. The initial geometry of the two isobaric collisions is found to influence the evolution of the
hot and dense medium produced. The sensitivity of photon production, charged particle spectra
and anisotropic flow coefficients (vn) to the initial geometry, including different orientations of the
isobaric set have been studied in detail. Significant variations in anisotropic flow of photons and
hadrons are observed, highlighting the role of nuclear deformation in shaping final state observables.
Moreover, photon anisotropic flow is found to be considerably more sensitive to the initial state
than charged particle anisotropic flow, indicating that photon measurements in isobaric collisions
have strong potential to constrain initial state modeling and improve our understanding of QGP
properties in such systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Collisions of heavy nuclei at top RHIC and LHC
energies provide strong evidence for the formation of
a Quark–Gluon Plasma (QGP) [1–4]. The observed
large anisotropic flow of hadrons is successfully described
within the framework of relativistic hydrodynamic mod-
els [5–7]. Isobaric collisions, involving nuclei with the
same mass number and different proton numbers offer a
unique and systematic framework to investigate the fun-
damental properties of QGP [8–15]. The isobar run of
Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV at

RHIC was carried out with the aim of addressing several
key physics objectives.

One of the initial motivations for studying isobaric
collisions arises from the proposed search for the chiral
magnetic effect (CME) [10]. Since the initial magnetic
field scales with nuclear charge, Ru+Ru collisions are ex-
pected to generate stronger fields than Zr+Zr, making
their comparison a useful way of investigating CME sig-
nals.

The main advantage of isobaric collisions is the ability
to compare final state observables between closely sim-
ilar systems. Since the two colliding systems have the
same mass number, observables such as charged particle
multiplicity, initial energy density of the produced sys-
tems as well as the hard process rates are expected to
be nearly identical. These may reduce systematic uncer-
tainties in the measured observables enabling a clearer
separation of effects arising solely from differences in the
initial geometry or nuclear structure.
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The difference in deformation parameters between the
isobaric nuclei set Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr leads to distinct
initial state geometries, especially when specific colli-
sion orientations (such as tip-tip or body-body) are se-
lected. The 96

44Ru nucleus is known to possess a mild
prolate deformation, whereas 96

40Zr has a triangular struc-
ture [9, 11, 13, 14]. These geometric differences influence
the initial spatial anisotropies (ǫ2, ǫ3, etc.), which in turn
affect the anisotropic flow parameters.

Isobaric collisions are also expected to reveal how dif-
ferences in nuclear geometry influence eccentricity distri-
butions and other initial state parameters which play a
crucial role in theoretical models used to describe exper-
imental data.

We investigate the initial state as well as evolution of
the hot and dense fireball produced in isobaric collisions
at RHIC with the goal of qualitatively understanding
their influence on final state observables. Charged par-
ticle and thermal photon spectra are computed for dif-
ferent orientations of the most central isobaric collisions.
We study anisotropic flow under different initial condi-
tions to see how photon observables provide additional
insights beyond hadrons, helping to understand nuclear
structure deformation and constrain the initial state pro-
duced in relativistic heavy ion collisions.

Direct photons are among the cleanest probes in rel-
ativistic heavy ion collisions, with their flow observables
showing strong sensitivity to initial conditions. [16–18]
Over the past two decades studies have shown that colli-
sion geometry, initial state fluctuations as well as initial
parameters of theoretical model calculation significantly
influence photon anisotropic flow making them a valu-
able tool for investigating early stage of QGP dynam-
ics [19–26]. Thus, measuring photon anisotropic flow in
isobaric collisions can provide crucial insight and con-
tribute to our understanding of the long standing direct
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photon puzzle [27].

II. FRAMEWORK

The evolution of the hot and dense matter produced in
Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at 200A GeV at RHIC has
been studied using a hydrodynamical model framework.
The Glauber model formalism is employed to construct
a smooth initial density distribution for the initial state.
A two-parameter Woods–Saxon nuclear density profile

of the form is used [7, 28]:

ρ(r, θ) =
ρ0

1 + exp
[

r−R(θ)
ξ

] (1)

where, ρ0 is the normalization factor, ξ is surface diffuse-
ness and R(θ) is the radius of the deformed nucleus which
is given by

R(θ) = RA [1 + β2Y20(θ) + β3Y30(θ)] . (2)

RA denotes the nuclear radius in the absence of deforma-
tion. The parameters β2 and β3 represent the quadrupole
and octupole deformations respectively. The Y20(θ) and
Y30(θ) are the spherical harmonics in the above equation.
Several slightly different values of the deformation pa-

rameters for Ru and Zr are reported in the literature [11–
14]. However, in this study we consider a single set of
deformation parameters as listed in Table I, where ruthe-
nium exhibits a prolate structure and zirconium displays
a triangular deformation.

Nucleus A RA (fm) ξ (fm) β2 β3

Ruthenium (Ru) 96 5.09 0.46 0.162 0

Zirconium (Zr) 96 5.02 0.52 0.06 0.20

TABLE I: Nuclear and deformation parameters for Ru and
Zr [11].

It is important to note that the primary aim of this
study is to demonstrate the qualitative differences in fire-
ball evolution and final state observables arising from the
deformed structures of the two isobaric systems. There-
fore, small variations in the deformation parameter (in
other set of parameters used for isobaric nuclei) are not
expected to significantly alter the results.
We mainly consider two extreme orientations of the

most central Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at RHIC, cor-
responding to the maximum and minimum initial spatial
eccentricities namely the body–body and tip–tip config-
urations respectively. The tip–tip orientation leads to
a smaller overlap region but higher particle multiplic-
ity, while the body–body orientation results in the low-
est multiplicity and the largest overlap region [29, 30].
The fully overlapping collisions can be identified by ex-
amining the spectator energy deposition in the zero de-
gree calorimeter. Even in the most central full overlap
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FIG. 1: Constant temperature contours (in GeV) for the two
extreme cases of eccentricity in full overlapping Ru+Ru col-
lisions at τ0 at 200A GeV at RHIC.

collisions various intermediate orientations are possible
and results for these intermediate orientations are inves-
tigated in the later part of this study.
The charged particle multiplicity for both isobaric set

has been estimated using the relation [31]:

dNch

dη
=

NWN

2
[0.78 ln (

√
sNN)− 0.4] (3)

here, NWN denotes the total number of wounded nucle-
ons.
The initial entropy (s) and or energy density (ε) ob-

tained from the relation: dNch

dη ∝ AT s τ and s ∝ ε3/4.

The transverse area is denoted as AT which is different
for all configurations.
The shape of the initial energy density distribution in

the transverse plane (x, y) is parametrized as:

ε(x, y; b) = K [(1 − α)nwn(x, y; b) + αnbc(x, y; b)] (4)

where nwn(x, y; b) and nbc(x, y; b) are the number of
wounded nucleons and number of binary collisions per
transverse area respectively at impact parameter b. The
factor α is taken as 0.05. We have kept the same value of
α that matches the particle spectra and multiplicity for
200A GeV Au+Au collisions at RHIC [32].
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FIG. 2: Constant temperature contours (in GeV) for the two
extreme cases of eccentricity in full overlapping Zr+Zr colli-
sions at τ0 at 200A GeV at RHIC.

K in the expression above is obtained from the rela-
tions: K = ε0/ [(1− α)nwn(0, 0; 0) + αnbc(0, 0; 0)] with
ε0 = ε(0, 0; 0).
The initial spatial eccentricities ǫn are obtain from the

relation [33]:

ǫn =

√

〈r2 cos(nφ)〉2 + 〈r2 sin(nφ)〉2
〈r2〉 . (5)

The MUSIC hydrodynamical framework is employed to
study the evolution of the hot and dense matter produced
in isobaric collisions at 200A GeV at midrapidity [32].
An initial formation time τ0 of 0.4 fm/c is assumed for
different orientations of Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at
RHIC. Ideal hydrodynamical evolution is used to better
isolate the effects of nuclear structure from other effects.
A lattice based equation of state is considered with a final
freeze out temperature of 137 MeV for all cases [34]. The
nucleon–nucleon inelastic cross section (σNN) is taken as
42 mb and the corresponding central energy densities are
listed in Table II. The total charged particle multiplicity
varies in the range of 320 to 338 for the most central set
of isobaric collisions at 200A GeV at RHIC.
The Cooper-Frye prescription is used to calculate the

charged particle spectra from the freeze-out hyper sur-
face [35] and pT spectra are found to give a reasonable

agreement of the preliminary STAR experimental data
(shown in the result section).
The production of thermal photons from different col-

lision geometry is estimated by integrating the thermal
photon emission rates (i.e. R = E dN

d3pd4x) over entire

space-time evolution:

E
dN

d3p
=

∫

R
(

E
∗(x ),T (x )

)

d
4
x . (6)

The T (x) in the above equation is the local temperature
and E∗(x) = pµuµ(x), where pµ represents the photon
4-momentum and uµ is the local 4-velocity of the flow
field. We used the complete leading-order emission rates
from Ref. [36] to evaluate photon production from the
QGP medium and the parameterized rates from Ref. [37]
for the hadronic phase.

AA ε0 ǫ2(τ0) ǫ3(τ0) 〈T (τ0)〉

(GeV/fm3) (MeV)

Ru+Ru tip-tip 43.28 0 0 350

Ru+Ru body-body 34.79 0.146 0 333

Zr+Zr tip-tip 38.02 0 0 337

Zr+Zr body-body 37.21 0.062 0.158 336

TABLE II: Initial parameters from 200A GeV Ru+Ru and
Zr+Zr collisions at RHIC.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The constant temperature contours for fully overlap-
ping Ru+Ru collisions at 200A GeV at RHIC at time
τ0 are shown in Fig. 1 illustrating two extreme cases of
initial eccentricity. Due to the mildly prolate shape of
the ruthenium nuclei, the initial overlap region deviates
from a perfect circular geometry for body-body configu-
ration [lower panel]. In contrast, the tip-tip configuration
results in nearly concentric circular contours of constant
temperature [upper panel] .
The constant temperature contours for the tip–tip con-

figuration of Zr+Zr collisions [upper panel of Fig. 2]
show a qualitatively similar behavior to those in Ru+Ru
tip–tip collisions characterized by nearly concentric cir-
cular contours arising from the symmetric overlap ge-
ometry. However, in the body-body configuration of
Zr+Zr collisions the initial overlap region displays a sig-
nificant triangular deformation and pronounced spatial
anisotropy arising from the intrinsic deformation.
Such distinct initial configurations [Figs. 1 and 2] are

expected to influence the evolution of the quark gluon
plasma and leave clear imprints on final state observables,
particularly in the anisotropic flow coefficients.
Figs 3 and 4 present the time evolution of the average

temperature 〈T 〉 and transverse flow velocity 〈vT 〉 for the
two extreme cases of initial eccentricity, obtained from
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Time evolution of average temperature
〈T 〉 for tip-tip and body-body orientations of Ru+Ru (upper
panel) and Zr+Zr (lower panel) collisions at 200A GeV at
RHIC.

hydrodynamic simulations. The average of a quantity
f(τ) at a particular τ is obtained using the relation:

〈f(τ)〉 =
∫ ∫

dx dy ε(x, y, τ) f(x, y, τ)
∫ ∫

dx dy ε(x, y, τ)
. (7)

The energy density on the transverse plane ε(x, y, τ) is
used as a weight factor to estimate the average value.
For both Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions, the initial aver-
age temperature lies in the range of 330 to 350 MeV. In
the case of Ru+Ru collisions 〈T 〉 exhibits a slight differ-
ence between the tip-tip and body-body configurations.
In contrast, for Zr+Zr collisions the evolution of 〈T 〉 re-
mains nearly similar for both configurations indicating a
minimal sensitivity to the initial geometry.
The average transverse flow velocity 〈vT 〉 however,

shows a noticeable difference between the two configu-
rations in Ru+Ru collisions. In the tip-tip configura-
tion, a higher energy density is deposited in a relatively
smaller overlap volume leading to a more rapid build-
up of transverse flow. As a result, the rise in 〈vT 〉 is
sharper compared to the body-body case. Although 〈vT 〉
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Time evolution of average transverse
flow velocity 〈vT 〉 for tip-tip and body-body orientations of
Ru+Ru (upper panel) and Zr+Zr (lower panel) collisions at
200A GeV at RHIC.

is marginally larger for tip-tip case compared to body-
body of Zr+Zr collisions, the difference between the two
configurations is not significant.
It is important to note that the initial elliptic eccentric-

ity ǫ2 significantly influences the development of trans-
verse flow during the medium evolution. While the tri-
angular eccentricity ǫ3 in Zr+Zr collisions is found to
be larger than the elliptic eccentricity ǫ2 in Ru+Ru, its
impact on the build-up of average transverse flow is rel-
atively less.

A. Hadron spectra and anisotropic flow

The transverse momentum (pT ) spectra of charged pi-
ons, kaons and protons for the two isobaric collision sys-
tems are presented in Fig. 5. The results correspond to
the tip-tip and body-body configurations of the most cen-
tral Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at 200A GeV at RHIC.
In the case of Ru+Ru collisions, the slightly higher av-
erage transverse flow velocity and initial temperature in
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Charged hadron spectra for tip-tip and
body-body orientations of Ru+Ru (upper panel) and Zr+Zr
(lower panel) at 200A GeV at RHIC.

the tip-tip configuration lead to minor differences in the
charged particle spectra particularly at larger pT (> 1
GeV) region. However, these variations are expected to
lie within experimental uncertainties. In contrast, for
Zr+Zr collisions, the pT spectra for the two configura-
tions are nearly identical reflecting the similar hydrody-
namic evolution resulting from comparable initial condi-
tions.

We have checked that the charged pion pT spectra
from our calculation provide a reasonable agreement with
the STAR preliminary experimental data [38] for both
Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at different centrality bins
as shown in Fig. 6.

The elliptic and triangular flow coefficients (v2 and v3)
of charged pions for Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions are
shown in Fig. 7. As expected, the elliptic flow parameter
v2(pT ) increases with pT and reaches a maximum for the
body-body configuration of Ru+Ru collisions. Notably,
even a mild prolate deformation in the Ru nucleus leads
to a significantly large elliptic flow due to the resulting
anisotropic initial geometry.
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Centrality dependent charged pion pT
spectra along with STAR preliminary data for 200A GeV
Ru+Ru [upper panel] and Zr+Zr [lower panel] collisions at
RHIC.

In contrast, the tip-tip Ru+Ru configuration shows
a nearly vanishing v2 as it corresponds to an almost
azimuthally symmetric initial overlap region with min-
imal eccentricity and fluctuations. Intermediate configu-
rations with orientation angles of π/6 and π/3 between
tip-tip and body-body produce finite values of v2, reflect-
ing a gradual buildup of initial eccentricity.

In Zr+Zr (body-body) collisions the magnitude of the
triangular flow is found to be larger than the elliptic flow
observed in Ru+Ru collisions. This is attributed to a
larger initial triangular eccentricity ǫ3 in the Zr+Zr sys-
tem compared to the elliptic eccentricity ǫ2 in Ru+Ru.

The anisotropic flow of pions for two different initial
formation time is shown in Fig. 8. The value of τ0 is in-
creased from 0.4 fm/c to 1.0 fm/c by considering the total
entropy and the charged particle rapidity density fixed.
The anisotropic flow parameters are found to depend on
the formation time only marginally for pions.
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Elliptic and triangular flow of pions
from most central Ru+Ru (upper panel) and Zr+Zr (lower
panel) collisions considering τ0 = 0.4 fm/c at 200A GeV at
RHIC.

B. Thermal photon spectra and anisotropic flow

The spectra and anisotropic flow of thermal photons
are presented in Figs. 9, 10 and 11. The photon spectra
for body-body configurations of both Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr
collisions at 200A GeV at RHIC are shown as functions
of pT . Similar to charged particles, the thermal photon
spectra show little sensitivity to the orientation angle of
the colliding nuclei or to the structural differences be-
tween the two isobaric systems.

However, the anisotropic flow of photons shows strong
sensitivity to the initial geometry as expected. The tri-
angular flow v3 in body-body Zr+Zr collisions is found to
be significantly larger than the elliptic flow v2 observed
in Ru+Ru collisions for similar configurations. Addition-
ally, the peaks of the thermal photon v2 (for Ru+Ru) and
v3 (for Zr+Zr) distributions occur at different pT values,
with the v3 peak shifted to slightly higher pT compared
to the v2 peak for τ0 = 0.4 fm/c.

The relative contributions of the plasma (QM) and
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FIG. 8: (Color online) Anisotropic flow of pions from body-
body orientations of Ru+Ru (upper panel) and Zr+Zr (lower
panel) for τ0 = 0.4 and 1.0 fm/c at 200A GeV at RHIC.

hadronic matter (HM) phases determine the position of
the peak as shown in Fig. 10 [19]. The total photon
vn(QM+HM) tend to follow the nature of vn(QM) with
increase in transverse momentum values. When both the
QM and HM contributions are added with appropriate
weight factor (photon yield from respective phases), the
total vn is observed to be larger than vn(QM) but much
smaller than vn(HM) reflecting the smaller number of
photons emitted from the hadronic phase at larger pT
values. The relative contribution of the vn(HM) is found
to be larger than vn(QM) for v3 than for v2 which results
in the shift of the peak position at a relatively larger pT
value for the photon v3.
The anisotropic flow of thermal photons is found to

be highly sensitive to the choice of τ0, in contrast to
hadrons [39, 40] [see Fig. 11]. A larger τ0 leads to an
increase in vn particularly in the high pT region, since
the relative contribution from the QGP phase decreases
with increasing τ0.
The photon anisotropic flow also shows a strong de-

pendence on the freeze-out condition. For a fixed τ0, a
10% increase in TFO (from 137 MeV to 150 MeV) leads to
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FIG. 9: (Color online) Thermal photons spectra from 200A
GeV Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at RHIC considering τ0 =
0.4 fm/c.

a significant reduction in vn as shown in Fig. 12. This is
because a larger TFO suppresses the hadronic phase con-
tribution which typically carries a higher vn compared to
the QGP phase alone.
Furthermore, the contribution from prompt photons is

expected to be similar for both collision systems and ori-
entation configurations, due to their identical mass num-
ber and comparable number of binary collisions (Ncoll).
Thus, the generic nature of the photon anisotropic flow
would remain the same even after inclusion of the prompt
calculation.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Isobaric collisions at RHIC have recently attracted sig-
nificant interest as they can be used for probing nuclear
structure and for placing meaningful constraints on ini-
tial state models used to study the bulk properties of the
matter created in such collisions. In this work, the ini-
tial state and subsequent evolution of the most central
Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at 200A GeV at RHIC are
investigated in detail using appropriate initial conditions
and the MUSIC hydrodynamical model. Two extreme
collision geometries are considered for both nuclei; the
tip–tip configuration, which has the minimum initial spa-
tial eccentricity and the body–body configuration, which
exhibits the maximum spatial eccentricity.
The evolution of the average temperature is found to

be largely insensitive to the collision orientation, with
only a small difference observed at the earliest times.
In contrast, the initial eccentricity of the overlap re-
gion has a more pronounced effect on the development of
the average transverse flow velocity. The mildly prolate
shape of ruthenium leads to a slower build-up of average
transverse flow velocity compared to a circular shape or
tip–tip collisions. For zirconium nuclei, the initial trian-
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FIG. 10: (Color online) Elliptic (upper panel) and triangu-
lar flow (lower panel) of thermal photons from most central
Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions respectively for τ0 = 0.4 fm/c at
200A GeV at RHIC along with individual contributions from
QGP (QM) and hadronic matter (HM) to the total photon
vn(QM+HM).

gular anisotropy does not significantly alter the growth
of transverse flow velocity compared to the tip–tip con-
figuration.
The charged particle spectra and thermal photon spec-

tra are found to be unaffected by the initial eccentricity of
the collision zone, appearing similar for both isobaric sys-
tems. In contrast, the anisotropic flow coefficients are sig-
nificantly larger for the body–body orientations in both
Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at RHIC.
For zirconium, the larger value of initial triangular ec-

centricity (ǫ3) compared to the elliptic eccentricity (ǫ2)
in ruthenium leads to a correspondingly larger triangular
flow (v3) than elliptic flow (v2) for both charged particles
and thermal photons.
The sensitivity of these results to the initial forma-

tion time and freezeout temperature indicates that pho-
ton anisotropic flow is considerably more sensitive to the
initial state than hadronic observables.
It has recently been shown that the ratio of the pho-
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FIG. 11: (Color online) Elliptic (upper panel) and triangu-
lar flow (lower panel) of thermal photons from most central
Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions respectively for τ0 = 0.4 and 1.0
fm/c at 200A GeV at RHIC.

ton anisotropic flow parameter (v2/v3) along with the
individual flow parameters can be a clean probe for in-
vestigating the initial state produced in relativistic heavy
ion collisions [27, 41]. In addition, the ratio as a func-
tion of pT has been found to give a batter explanation of
the experimental data compared to the individual flow
coefficients.
Therefore, direct photon measurements from isobaric

collisions hold significant potential for isolating the ef-
fects of nuclear deformation from those of a spherical
geometry as well as for constraining the properties of the
initial state produced in relativistic heavy ion collisions.

A more realistic calculation, incorporating event-by-
event fluctuating initial conditions and including the ef-
fects of viscosity, would provide deeper insights. We post-
pone such an investigation to a future study [42].
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FIG. 12: (Color online) Elliptic (upper panel) and triangu-
lar flow (lower panel) of thermal photons from most cen-
tral Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at 200A GeV at RHIC at
TFO=137 and 150 MeV at fixed τ0 = 0.4 fm/c.
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