
Exploring the partonic collectivity in small systems at the LHC

Yuanyuan Wang,1 Wenbin Zhao,2, 3, ∗ and Huichao Song1, 4, †

1School of Physics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China
2Nuclear Science Division, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720, USA

3Physics Department, University of California, Berkeley, California 94720, USA
4Center for High Energy Physics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China

(Dated: January 3, 2024)

Using the Hydro-Coal-Frag model that combines hydrodynamics at low pT, quark coalescence
at intermediate pT, and the LBT transport model at high pT, we study the spectra and elliptic flow
of identified hadrons in high multiplicity p–Pb and p–p collisions at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC). In p–Pb collisions, the Hydro-Coal-Frag model gives a good description of the differential
elliptic flow over the pT range from 0 to 6 GeV and the approximate number of constituent quark
(NCQ) scaling at intermediate pT. Although Hydro-Coal-Frag model can also roughly describe
the elliptic flow in high multiplicity p–p collisions with the quark coalescence process, the larger
contribution from the string fragmentations leads to a notable violation of the NCQ scaling of v2 at
intermediate pT as observed in the experiment. Comparison runs of the Hydro-Frag model without
the coalescence process demonstrate that regardless the parameter adjustments, the Hydro-Frag

model cannot simultaneously describe the pT spectra and the elliptic flow of identified hadrons in
either p–Pb collisions or p–p collisions. The calculations in this paper thus provide support for the
existence of partonic degrees of freedom and the possible formation of the QGP in the small systems
created at the LHC.

PACS numbers: 25.75.Ld, 25.75.Gz

I. INTRODUCTION

The main goals of the heavy ion program at the
Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC), and the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) are to create and study the
quark–gluon plasma (QGP), a state of hot and dense
nuclear matter in which quarks and gluons are no longer
bound into hadrons. Since the running of 200 A GeV
Au–Au collisions at RHIC, many signals of the QGP have
been observed, such as the collective flow, valence quark
scaling and jet quenching [1–5]. It was found that the
QGP droplet created in relativistic heavy ion collisions is
the most perfect liquid in nature, with collective features
well described by the relativistic hydrodynamics [6–10].

For small systems, the multi-particle correlations in
high multiplicity p–Pb, and p–p collisions at the LHC
have exhibited surprising collective behaviors, including
the long–range double–range structures in two–particle
correlations [11–18], four–particle cumulant c2{4} turn-
ing to negative values in high multiplicity events [13–
15, 19, 20], and mass splitting of elliptical flow among
different hadron species [19, 21, 22]. In the past ten
years, various models have been applied to explain the
emergence of collectivity in the small systems. Hydro-
dynamic models based on final state interactions [23–39]
and the Color Glass Condensate (CGC) model based on
initial state correlations [40–51] can both qualitatively
describe the collective flow in the low transverse momen-
tum region. In the high transverse momentum region,
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jet quenching, the hard probe signals for the QGP for-
mation, has not been observed due to the limited size
and lifetime of the small systems. The experimentally
observed hadron suppression factor RpA of the small sys-
tem is consistent with the calculations from the cold nu-
clear effect [52, 53].
In the intermediate transverse momentum regime,

the ALICE and CMS collaborations have observed
an approximate number of constituent quark (NCQ)
scaling of v2 for identified hadrons in high multi-
plicity p–Pb collisions at the LHC [54, 55]. Mean-
while, the Hydro-Coal-Frag model that includes various
hadronization mechanisms from hydrodynamics, quark
coalescence, and the LBT string fragmentations in differ-
ent transverse momentum regimes has been developed.
It has well described the transverse momentum spectrum
and differential elliptic flow for identified hadron from 0
to 6 GeV in p–Pb and Pb–Pb collisions [56–58] and ex-
plained the NCQ scaling of v2 in p–Pb collisions with the
quark coalescence process.
Recently, the CMS, ATLAS and ALICE collabora-

tions have measured the pT–spectra and v2(pT) of all
charged and identified hadrons in high multiplicity p–p
collisions at

√
sNN = 13 TeV [19, 59, 60]. In this pa-

per, we will perform the first systematic study of the
elliptic flow over the transverse momentum region from
0 to 6 GeV in both high multiplicity p–p and p–Pb col-
lisions. We will show that, with the quark coalescence
process, the Hydro-Coal-Frag model describes the ellip-
tic flow of various hadron species in both p–p and p–Pb
collisions, which also gives an approximate NCQ scaling
of v2 at intermediate pT in p–Pb collisions. While the
larger contribution from the string fragmentations leads
to a notable violation of the NCQ scaling of v2 in p–p
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collisions as observed in the experiment. Compared to
our early short paper [56], we will also explain more de-
tails about the Hydro-Coal-Frag model for the sake of
documentation and easiness of reading.

II. THE MODEL AND SET–UPS

Relativistic heavy ion collision is a dynamical evolution
process, which is consistent with the initial state, pre-
equilibrium dynamics, thermalization, the QGP expan-
sion, hadronization, hadronic evolution, and the chem-
ical and kinematic freeze–out. In this work, we imple-
ment the Hydro-Coal-Frag model, which produces low
pT hadrons from hydrodynamics, high pT hadrons from
fragmentations and intermediate pT hadrons from the co-
alescence process [56]. Here, the initial entropy distri-
butions are generated by a parameterized initial condi-
tion model TRENTo (Reduced Thickness Event–by–Event
Nuclear Topology) [61], and the evolution of the QGP
is described by a (2+1)–dimensional viscous hydrody-
namics (VISH2+1) [62–66], which produces thermalized
hadrons and partons at low pT from the freeze–out sur-
face near Tc. The initial hard partons are produced by
PYTHIA8 [67], and the interaction between the initial hard
partons and the bulk thermal medium is modeled by the
linear Boltzmann transport model (LBT) [68–71], which
includes both pQCD elastic scattering and medium–
induced gluon radiation within the high–twist approach.
Hadron production at intermediate pT is described by
the parton coalescence model, which includes thermal–
thermal, thermal–hard, and hard–hard partons recombi-
nations with the remaining hard partons hadronized by
string fragmentation [56, 57]. Finally, these produced
hadrons at different pT regimes are fed to the Ultra-
relativistic Quantum Molecular Dynamics (UrQMD) for
subsequent hadronic evolution with scatterings and res-
onance decays [72].

More specifically, for soft hadron production at low
pT, we implement a 2+1D viscous fluid model, VISH2+1,
with longitudinal boost–invariance to simulate the col-
lective expansion of the QGP, which numerically solves
the transport equations of the energy–momentum tensor
Tµν and the evolution equations of the shear viscous ten-
sor πµν and the bulk viscous pressure Π in the second–
order [63–65, 73]. To close the systems, we input the
equation of state s95–PCE [74, 75], and start the hydro-
dynamic simulations at τ = 0.8 fm/c with the TRENTo
model, which parameterizes the initial entropy density
by the thickness functions TA/B: s = s0[(T

p
A+T p

B)/2]
1/p.

Here, p is an adjustable parameter that allows TRENTo
to effectively transit between different initial conditions,
such as KNL, EKRT, WN, etc. [61, 76]. In this paper,
we implement the version of TRENTo with sub-nucleonic
structures [76, 77]. So that the thickness function is
written as T (x, y) ≡

∫
dz 1

nc

∑nc

i=1 γi ρc (x − xi ± b/2),
where nc is the number of constituents in a nucleon, ρc
is the density of the constituent with a Gaussian form:

ρc = (2πw2
c )

−3/2 exp [−x2/(2w2
c )], γi is a random weight-

ing factor with a unit mean and variance 1/σflut, xi is
the position of the constituent and b is the impact pa-
rameter. As the QGP fireball expands and cools down,
the hydrodynamic system hadronizes near Tc, which is
realized by the iSS event generator [78] that produces
thermal hadrons on the freeze–out surface according to
the Cooper–Frye formula [78]. For the following quark
coalescence process at intermediate pT, we also sample
the thermal partons at low pT from the hydrodynamic
freeze-out surface near Tc.

Following the early model calculations [56, 57, 79–83],
we set the mass of the thermal quark tomu,d = 0.25 GeV,
ms = 0.43 GeV, and convert the thermal gluons into to
quark and anti-quark pairs via gg → qq̄. For for p–p col-
lisions at

√
sNN = 13 TeV, the TRENTo parameters are set

to: the normalization factor s0 = 20, the reduced thick-
ness p = 0, the fluctuation σflut = 0.19, the nucleon width
rcp = 0.92 fm, the constituent width wc = 0.6 fm, and the
constituent number nc = 6 [76]. We also tune the specific
shear and bulk viscosity and the hydrodynamic switching
temperature to: η/s = 0.03, ζ/s = 0.4 and Tswitch = 150
MeV in order to fit the soft pT–spectra and elliptic flow
blow 2 GeV. For p–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV,

the TRENTo parameters are the same as the p–p collisions
except that the constituent width is changed to wc = 0.4
fm, and the switching temperature is set to: Tswitch = 160
MeV. The specific shear and bulk viscosity are tuned as:
η/s = 0.12 and ζ/s = 0.6 to fit the new ALICE flow
data in p–Pb collisions obtained by the “template fit”
method [84]. Note that, due to the different non-flow
subtraction assumptions, the “template fit” results gen-
erally have larger flow magnitudes than those obtained
from the “peripheral subtraction” method used by the
CMS collabration [55].

For hard parton production, we implement
PYTHIA8 [67] to produce the initial hard partons,
and then feed them into the LBT model to simulate their
propagation in the bulk medium. The LBT model solves
the linear Boltzmann equations for quarks, antiquarks,
and gluons with elastic scatterings, inelastic scatterings
and medium–induced gluon radiation within an expand-
ing QGP described by hydrodynamics [68–71, 85, 86].
For p–Pb collisions, the nuclear shadowing effects on
the momentum space distribution of the initial hard
partons inside the lead have been parameterized by
EPPS16 in PYTHIA8 [53]. The only tunable parameter
in LBT is the strong coupling constant αs, which is set
to αs = 0.15 that has been tuned to fit the RAA and
the anisotropic flow of light and heavy flavors at high
pT for Au–Au collisions and Pb–Pb collisions at RHIC
and the LHC [87, 88]. The virtualities of hard gluons
are generally set to be zero in LBT. Following [89], we
assume that the hard gluon has a virtual mass uniformly
distributed between 2ms and mmax, where ms is the
mass of the strange quark, and mmax is a tunable
parameter that determines the ratio of light to strange
quarks for the following quark coalescence calculations.
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According to Ref. [56], we set mmax = 1.5 GeV to fit the
relative spectra between kaon and pion at intermediate
pT in our model calculations. With virtual masses, the
hard gluons decay isotropically into qq̄ pairs, with uū
and dd̄ pairs had equal decay weight, and the ratio of
light to strange quarks given by the associated phase
space. These final partons are then either fed into the
following coalescence model calculations or form hard
hadrons through string fragmentations.

For hadron production at intermediate pT, we im-
plement the quark coalescence model, which combines
thermal–thermal, thermal–hard, and hard–hard partons
obtained from the hydrodynamic freeze-out and the LBT
parton shower evolution. Using the thermal and hard
parton distributions, obtained from the VISH2+1 and
LBT models, the momentum distributions of mesons and
baryons from coalescence are generated from an overlap
of the Wigner functions [89]:

dNM

d3PM
= gM

∫
d3x1d

3p1d
3x2d

3p2fq(x1,p1)fq̄(x2,p2)

×WM(y,k)δ(3)(PM − p1 − p2),

dNB

d3PB
= gB

∫
d3x1d

3p1d
3x2d

3p2d
3x3d

3p3

× fq1
(x1,p1)fq2

(x2,p2)fq3
(x3,p3)

×WB(y1,k1;y2,k2)δ
(3)(PB − p1 − p2 − p3).

where fq and fq̄ are the phase–space distributions of
quarks and anti-quarks, WM and WB are the Wigner
functions of the meson and the baryon, y and k are
the relative coordinates and relative momenta between
the valence quarks in the local rest frame of the me-
son. According to Ref. [89], the Wigner function of me-
son in the n–th excited state is WM,n(y,k) = vne−v/n!,
where v = (y2/σ2

M+k2σ2
M)/2. The Wigner function of a

baryon in the n1–th and n2–th excited states is given
by WB,n1,n2

(y1,k1;y2,k2) = vn1
1 e−v1vn2

2 e−v2/(n1!n2!),
where vi = (y2

i /σ
2
Bi

+ k2
i σ

2
Bi
)/2 with yi and ki be-

ing the relative coordinates and momenta among the
three constituent quarks in the local rest frame of the
baryon. Following Refs. [56, 58], we take the excited me-
son states up to n = 10 and the excited baryon states up
to n1+n2 = 10 [89]. The width parameters σM, σB1

and
σB2 are determined by the radii of formed hadrons from
the Particle Data Group [90]. After the thermal–thermal,
thermal–hard, and hard–hard partons have recombined,
the remaining hard partons that do not have coalescence
partners are connected with strings, which then perform
the string fragmentation of the hardon standalone mode
in PYTHIA8 to form hard hadrons [67]. For more details,
please refer to [56, 89].

In short, the Hydro-Coal-Frag model combines hy-
drodynamics to produce low pT hadrons, quark coales-
cence model to produce intermediate pT hadrons, and
LBT string fragmentations to produce high pT hadrons.
After the system has completed all the hadronization pro-
cesses, the subsequent hadronic evolution is simulated by

UrQMD [72], which propagates hadrons with elastic and
inelastic scatterings and resonance decays until the sys-
tem becomes very dilute with a kinetic freeze–out. To
avoid double counting within Hydro-Coal-Frag, we set
a pT cut–off between hadrons produced by hydrodynam-
ics and those produced by quark coalescence. We only
recombine these thermal partons with transverse mo-
mentum pT>pT1 and produce thermal mesons and ther-
mal baryons below 2pT1 and 3pT1 with hydrodynamics.
Meanwhile, for the LBT evolution and fragmentations, we
count only these final hard hadrons with transverse mo-
mentum pT>pT2

to avoid overcounting with these low
pT hadrons produced from hydrodynamics. The two pa-
rameters pT1

and pT2
and the above parameter mmax for

gluon virtuality are determined by fitting the transverse
momentum spectrum of π, K, and P and the P/π ratio
at the transition range pT ∼ 2−4 GeV in the high multi-
plicity events. Here we find pT1

= 1.4 GeV and pT2
= 2.0

GeV for p–p collisions and pT1
= 1.6 GeV and pT2

= 2.6
GeV for p–Pb collisions, together with mmax = 1.5 GeV,
can well describe these measured pT spectra in the high
multiplicity. With the fixed parameters described above,
we further predict the differential elliptic flow of π, K, and
P and the associated NCQ scaling for 105<Nch<150 for
p–p collisions at

√
sNN = 13 TeV and for 0−20% central-

ity p–Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. For comparison,

we also perform the calculations from the Hydro-Frag
model, which includes only hydrodynamics and string
fragmentations but without the quark coalescence pro-
cess.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The left panels (a) and (c) of Fig. 1 show the trans-
verse momentum spectra of π, K and P in 0 − 20% p–
Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV and in 0 − 0.92%

p–p collisions at
√
sNN = 13 TeV, calculated from the

Hydro-Coal-Frag model with the coalescence process.
With properly tuned parameters, the model gives good
descriptions of the transverse momentum spectra of π,
K and P over the pT range from 0 to 6 GeV. It also
nicely describes the P/π ratio as a function of pT, show-
ing an increasing then a decreasing trend, as observed
by the ALICE collaboration. The two right panels
(b) and (d) show the calculated pT spectra from the
Hydro-Coal-Frag model with the individual contribu-
tions from hydrodynamics, quark coalescence and string
fragmentation. It demonstrates that hadrons produced
at low or high transverse momentum are dominantly con-
tributed by hydrodynamics or the string fragmentation
respectively. At intermediate pT regime, both quark
coalescence and string fragmentation contribute to the
hadron productions. It is noteworthy that the relative
yield from quark coalescence is more pronounced in p–Pb
collisions than in p–p collisions. Specifically, in p–Pb col-
lisions, the yield of coalescence hadrons is close to that of
fragmentation hadrons at intermediate pT, while in p–p
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Left panel: transverse momentum spectra of π, K and P calculated from the Hydro-Coal-Frag model,
with the inset panels showing the proton–to–pion ratio. Right panel: the contributions from hydrodynamics (solid lines), quark
coalescence (dashed lines), and string fragmentation (dotted lines) processes. Upper and bottom panels are for 0-20% p–Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV and for 0−0.92% p–p collisions at

√
sNN = 13 TeV , respectively. The data are from the ALICE

papers [59, 91].

collisions, coalescence hadrons is below 50% of the frag-
mentation hadrons. This difference is due to the larger
QGP droplet in p–Pb collisions, which generates more
thermal partons and leads to a larger yield of coalescence
hadrons than that in p–p collisions. With these differ-
ent hadron production procedures that smoothly tran-
sit among different transverse momentum regimes, the
Hydro-Coal-Frag model can well describe the pT spec-
tra of π, K and P from 0− 6 GeV in both p–Pb and p–p
collisions.

Figure. 2 shows the differential elliptic flow v2(pT) of
π, K, P and Λ in 0−20% p–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02

TeV and in 105<Nch<150 p–p collisions at
√
sNN = 13

TeV, calculated from the Hydro-Coal-Frag model and

the Hydro-Frag model, respectively. As a full hybrid
model that includes hydrodynamics, quark coalescence
and string fragmentation at different transverse momen-
tum regimes, Hydro-Coal-Frag provides a reasonable
description of the elliptical flow of identified hadrons
over the pT range from 0 to 6 GeV for both p–Pb
and p–p collisions. At low pT, hadron productions
from Hydro-Coal-Frag are dominated by hydrodynam-
ics, which leads to a clear mass ordering of v2(pT) among
different hadron species. At intermediate pT, the ellip-
tic flow calculated with the quark coalescence process
shows a grouping behavior for baryons and mesons, where
v2(pT) of π and K roughly overlap and v2(pT) of P and Λ
roughly overlap above 2.5 GeV. The experimental data
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The differential elliptic flow of π, K, P and Λ in 0-20% p–Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV (upper

panel) and in 105<Nch<150 p–p collisions at
√
sNN = 13 TeV (bottom panel), calculated from the Hydro-Coal-Frag model

and the Hydro-Frag model, respectively. Data are from the CMS, ATLAS, and ALICE papers [19, 21, 55, 60].

from the CMS and ALICE collaboration also show a sim-
ilar grouping tendency for baryons and mesons, but need
further confirmation with high statistical run data in the
near future. In contrast, the Hydro-Frag model largely
underestimates v2(pT) of hadrons for 3<pT<6 GeV. In
this calculation without the quark coalescence contribu-
tion, the splitting of elliptic flow among different hadron
species arises primarily from their different masses. In
particular, regardless of the adjustments of parameters,
the Hydro-Frag model cannot simultaneously describe
the transverse momentum spectrum and the differential
elliptic flow of identified hadrons in either p–Pb or p–
p collisions. Note that the quark coalescence procedure
in Hydro-Coal-Frag transfers the partonic collectivity
at low pT to hadronic collectivity at the intermediate pT.
Our calculation highlights the importance of the partonic

collectivity for describing the differential elliptic flow of
light hadrons at the intermediate pT regions in small
systems. It is noteworthy that the enhanced hadron v2
at pT ≈ 5 − 6 GeV in the Hydro-Coal-Frag model re-
sults from the order of magnitude larger v2 from coales-
cence compared to those from fragmentation. Although
more hadrons are produced by fragmentation than by
coalescence at these momenta, the larger v2 from coales-
cence hadrons contributes significantly to the observed
enhancement of v2 at high pT in p–Pb and p–p collisions.

In Fig. 3, we further study the number of the con-
stituent quark scaling of the elliptic flow in the small
systems. The top and bottom panels are the number of
constituent quark scaled elliptic flow v2(pT)/n (n = 2 for
mesons and n = 3 for baryons) in 0 − 20% p–Pb colli-
sions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV and in 105<Nch<150 p–p col-
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Similar to Fig. 2, but for the number of constituent quark (NCQ) scaled v2(pT) of π, K, P and Λ.

lisions at
√
sNN = 13 TeV, respectively. With the quark

coalescence included, the Hydro-Coal-Frag model gives
an approximate NCQ scaling behavior in the transverse
momentum region 1.2<pT/n<2 for p–Pb collisions. This
result is in agreement with the ALICE measurements.
In our calculations, we also observe a slight break of the
NCQ scaling, which is due to the contribution from the
string fragmentations and resonance decays. In the case
of p–p collisions, the break of the NCQ scaling behav-
ior is more noticeable for both the Hydro-Coal-Frag re-
sults and the experimental measurements. As shown in
Figure 1, the quark coalescence contributions at inter-
mediate pT are smaller in p–p collisions than in p–Pb
collisions, leading to a larger violation of the NCQ scal-
ing in p–p collisions. For comparison, we also perform
the Hydro-Frag model calculations without the quark
coalescence process. As shown in the two right panels
of Fig. 3, not only is the NCQ scaling behavior at the

intermediate transverse momentum region violated, but
also the magnitude of v2(pT)/n is significantly underes-
timated for both p–Pb and p–p collisions. Compared to
the experimental data, the Hydro-Frag model gives a re-
duced v2(pT)/n for each hadron species by more than
20-50% in p–Pb and p–p collisions. This indicates that
the quark coalescence process is important in describing
the number of the constituent quark scaled elliptic flow
v2(pT)/n for different hadron species in the small systems
created at the LHC.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we study the differential elliptic flow
and its NCQ scaling of identified hadrons in 0 −
20% p–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV and in

105<Nch<150 p–p collisions at
√
sNN = 13 TeV, us-
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ing the Hydro-Coal-Frag model that combines hydro-
dynamics to produce low pT hadrons, quark coalescence
model to produce intermediate pT hadrons, and LBT
string fragmentations to produce high pT hadrons. The
quark coalescence process consists of the recombination
of thermal–thermal, thermal–hard, and hard–hard par-
tons, which are generated by the VISH2+1 hydrodynamic
model and the LBT model, respectively.
With the combined hadron production procedure, the

Hydro-Coal-Frag model quantitatively fits the trans-
verse momentum spectrum of identified hadrons below
6 GeV in both p–Pb and p–p collisions. For the collec-
tive flow, the Hydro-Coal-Frag model nicely describes
the differential elliptic flow for identified hadrons from
0-6 GeV and the NCQ scaling of the elliptic flow at in-
termediate pT in 0−20% p–Pb collisions. With the quark
coalescence, it also shows a grouping behavior of v2(pT)
between mesons and baryons, where v2(pT) of π and K
roughly overlap and v2(pT) of P and Λ roughly overlap
above 2.5 GeV. Meanwhile, we also found that the contri-
bution from string fragmentation and resonance decays
slightly breaks the NCQ scaling of v2 in high multiplicity
p–Pb collisions. For p–p collisions, the Hydro-Coal-Frag
model roughly describes the differential elliptic flow of
identified hadrons with properly tuned parameters. How-
ever, the quark coalescence contributions at intermediate
pT become smaller, leading to a noticeable violation of
the NCQ scaling of v2 in p–p collisions, as observed in
the experiment.

Comparison runs of the Hydro-Fragmodel without the
quark coalescence process show that, regardless parame-

ter adjustments, the Hydro-Frag model cannot simulta-
neously describe the transverse momentum spectrum and
the differential elliptic flow of identified hadrons in either
p–Pb or p–p collisions, which underestimates the magni-
tude of v2(pT) at intermediate and high pT regimes and
also violates the NCQ scaling behavior of v2 for both
p–Pb and p–p collisions. It thus demonstrates the im-
portance of quark coalescence in describing the elliptic
flow of different hadrons in the intermediate transverse
momentum regime. The calculations in this paper also
provide support for the existence of the partonic degrees
of freedom and the possible formation of the QGP in the
high multiplicity p–Pb collisions and p–p collisions at the
LHC.
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