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Abstract
We present a comprehensive study of heavy-hadron production, including

D and B mesons, heavy baryons, and the Bc meson. Our calculations are
based on the kt-factorization and scale-dependent fragmentation functions,
completing the program of implementing this formalism within a variable-
flavor-number scheme, as initiated in Ref. [1]. Special emphasis is placed
on the gluon-to-heavy-hadron contribution, which improves the description
of data at small transverse momenta. Finally, we explore and compare
different factorization schemes. We achieve the non-trivial task of providing
a reasonable description of all the data considered in this study with a
factorization scheme fixed once and for all.
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1 Introduction
Factorization theorems allow a clear and relatively simple description of a certain
number of observables involving hadrons. Their proof or formulation relies on
approximations valid only in certain kinematical regions. In the small-x regime
with a sufficiently large hard scale, that is, Q > Qs, with Qs the saturation
scale, inclusive or semi-inclusive cross sections can be described by high-energy
factorization (HEF) [2–5], also known as kt-factorization. Here, the cross section
is given by the convolution of non-perturbative objects, the unintegrated parton
distribution functions (UPDFs) and fragmentation functions (FFs), with an off-
shell cross section, see also Eq. (1). In the seminal papers, the UPDFs obey
the Balitsky-Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov (BFKL) equation [6–9], resumming large
logarithms of x = Q2/s, where

√
s is the center-of-mass energy of the colliding

system. In principle, the HEF is not accurate for Q < Qs because it misses
the genuine-twist corrections resumed to all order by the color-glass-condensate
(CGC) effective theory. This formalism has been reviewed, for instance, in
Refs. [10–12]. The CGC can be applied to a larger kinematical region and
contains the HEF, obtained from the former in the dilute-target approximation
[13]. However, implementation of the HEF is simpler, and the saturation scale is
relatively small for inclusive proton-proton collisions. The relation between the
CGC and the HEF and, more generally, between different small-x formalisms is
under active study. There are, in particular, numerous studies on the relation
between the CGC and transverse-momentum-dependent (TMD) factorization,
see [14] and references therein. We could also mention the improved TMD
factorization [13], bridging the HEF and TMD factorization.

To contribute to this effort from one side, and be able to provide precise
predictions from the other side, it is essential to keep improving the HEF.
Because this formalism has been developed for asymptotic energies, most calculations
are based only on the unintegrated gluon density. However, present collider
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energies are not large enough to ignore the quark contribution [15]. Despite
contributing only beyond leading log accuracy in the HEF, the importance
of the quark sector was already noted and discussed in detail in Ref. [16].
Moreover, including the contribution from initial heavy quarks is recommended
for observables such as heavy-meson production at large transverse momentum.
Consequently, one of our main goals is the development of a variable-flavor-
number scheme (VFNS) for the HEF. In a VFNS with PDFs renormalized with
the MS scheme, heavy-quark PDFs start contributing when the factorization
scale is larger than the heavy-quark mass. In [1], we performed HEF calculations
using a VFNS for the UPDFs but used fixed FFs. The reason why it does not
lead to a disastrous estimate of the heavy-flavor cross section is that the free
parameter of, e.g., the Peterson FF [17], can be chosen in such a way that it
mimics the evolution. Of course, such a trick has limitations, and a better
description of the data is expected by a full implementation of the FFs scale
evolution.

The primary goal of the present work is to improve the calculations published
in Ref. [1] by including the scale evolution of FFs. We will pay particular
attention to the gluon contribution Dg→HQ

, with HQ a heavy hadron. Then, we
obtain for the first time results with the HEF in a full VFNS. In the framework of
the HEF, the contributions Dg→D and Dg→B have been studied in Ref. [18, 19].
However, these calculations are not performed in a full VFNS because flavor-
excitation contributions such as gQ → gQ are not considered. We will see that
the main effect of the FF evolution is the improvement of theoretical results at
small transverse momentum.

Our calculations, applied in [1] to D and B mesons, are extended to heavy
baryons, demonstrating the potential of this formalism in describing a large
number of observables. A global description of these data with a unified formalism
is far from trivial. It is the reason why different schemes are sometimes employed
depending on the specific observable. In this work, we try to identify the scheme
that offers the best overall description of the data within our framework. Finally,
we will present our predictions for the fragmentation contribution to the Bc

meson.

2 Formalism
We work with the HEF, originally designed to resum large logarithms ln(s) in
total cross sections [2–5], with

√
s the center of mass energy of the colliding

system. We work at leading order, with the relevant variables presented in
Fig. 1. The proton-proton to parton differential cross section reads

dσ(pp → j +X)
dyd2pt

(y, pt;µf ) =
∑
a,b

∫
dy4

∫ k2
max

0
dk2

1tdk
2
2tFa(x1, k1t;µi)

× Fb(x2, k2t;µi)dσ̂ab→j+X(x1, x2, pt, k1t, k2t;µi, µf ), (1)

The variables x1, x2, k1t, and k2t are the longitudinal momentum fractions and
transverse momenta carried by the initial partons. The parton j has rapidity y
and transverse momentum pt, and there is an integration on y4, the rapidity of
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Figure 1: Sketch of the leading-order pp collision with the hadronization of
parton j in the heavy hadron HQ. a, b, j, and k are the parton flavors, and the
kinematics of parton k is integrated out.

the second outgoing parton. The variables µi and µf are the factorization and
fragmentation scales, respectively. The functions Fa are the unintegrated PDFs
(UPDFs), and dσ̂ab→j+X is the (differential) off-shell partonic cross section

dσ̂ab→j+X = 1
16π2ŝ2

∑
k

∣∣Moff-shell
ab→jk

∣∣2 1
1 + δjk

, (2)

where the sum runs on all possible parton flavor k, and ŝ = x1x2s. In the
equation above, the usual delta function encoding 4-momentum conservation is
absent because it is used in Eq. (1) to integrate out some of the momenta. The
δjk takes care of final identical particles, and the initial partons a and b are off-
shell, with k2

1 = −k2
1t and k2

2 = −k2
2t. The treatment of off-shell matrix elements

requires special techniques which have been exposed, for instance, in [20], and
the cross section of Eq. (1) is obtained with the help of the event generator Ka
Tie [21]. To facilitate the comparison with the present work, we use the UPDFs
built in Ref. [1]. These are based on the Kimber-Martin-Ryskin-Watt (KMRW)
prescription [22, 23] and obey approximately 1

xfa(x;µ) =
∫ µ2

0
Fa(x, k2

t ;µ)dk2
t , (3)

where fa are the collinear PDFs. At all orders, the l.h.s of Eq. (1) is independent
of the scale µi. On the opposite, it depends on the fragmentation scale µf .
This dependence disappears in the heavy-hadron cross section, obtained by a
convolution of Eq. (1) with FFs

dσ(pp → HQ +X)
dY d2Pt

(Y, Pt) =
∑

j

∫ 1

zmin

dz

z2Dj→HQ
(z;µf )

× dσ(pp → j +X)
dyd2pt

(
y,
Pt

z
;µf

)
. (4)

1See Ref. [24] for more details on this point.
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Here, Y and Pt are the rapidity and transverse momentum associated with the
heavy hadron HQ, where the index Q indicates that it is made of a heavy quark
of flavor Q = c, b. The relation between the parton and hadron rapidities is
entirely determined by the definition of the fragmentation variable, which, in
our case, is

P⃗ = zp⃗. (5)

This leads to the expression

y = ln
(
Eparton + Pz/z√
m2 + P 2

t /z
2

)
, (6)

with Eparton obtained from the on-shell condition, and

Pz = Mt sinh(Y ), (7)

with Mt the heavy-hadron transverse mass. For D-meson production, the effect
on the cross section due to the shift in rapidity is negligible, even for gluons
with m = 0.

In practice, we work at leading order, and the heavy-hadron cross section
retains a dependence on µi and µf leading to the usual scale uncertainties. Our
default choice is

µi = mt =
√
m2 + p2

t , µf = Mt, (8)

however, we will also explore other possibilities. This choice of factorization and
fragmentation scales, while perfectly valid, differs from a standard parametrization

µi = µf = Mt, (9)

found in the literature. We note that Eq. (8) makes sense from a spacetime
point of view. Indeed, the initial radiations, associated with the scale µi and
emitted long before the hadronization process, are blind to Pt = zpt.

3 D-meson production
3.1 Evolution and prediction for central rapidity
Our earlier work [1] focused exclusively on cases where the parton j of Eq. (4) is a
charm or bottom quark. However, it receives contributions from the fragmentation
of light flavors to heavy hadrons when µf > µ0, with µ0 the initial scale for the
(timelike) Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP) evolution [25–
27]. In this study, we include the gluonic term Dg→HQ

. The role of other
light flavors is generally negligible. The DGLAP evolution of our fragmentation
functions is performed with the help of QCDNUM [28], and we fix the initial
scale at µ0 = mQ, with mQ the heavy-quark mass. In this section, we work
with the factorization and fragmentation scales defined in Eq. (8).

We start our analysis with D+ data at 7 TeV. In Fig. 2, we compare our
calculations using evolved (dashed blue line) and fixed (red line) FFs with
ALICE data [29]. We used the Peterson FF
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Figure 2: Comparison of our calculations, Eq. (4), with ALICE data [29] at 7
TeV and |y|< 0.5. The blue and red lines correspond to the evolved and fixed
Peterson FF, respectively.
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Figure 3: Same as Fig. 2, except that we switched ϵc from 0.05 to 0.008 for the
evolved FF (blue line).

Di→HQ
(z) = f(i → HQ)N(ϵi)

1

z
(

1 − 1
z − ϵi

1−z

)2 , (10)

with N(ϵi) the normalization factor. For the c → D+ case, we set ϵc = 0.05,
and use the standard fragmentation fraction f(c → D+) = 0.234. As expected,
the effect of evolution is visible at large Pt, while negligible at small transverse
momentum. Apparently, the evolution worsens the result. The reason is that
the parameter ϵc is extracted from data by a fit that does not include the
fragmentation-scale evolution. However, it is possible to adjust ϵc to obtain a
satisfactory description of the data by the evolved FF. In Fig. 3, we show the
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Figure 4: Differential cross section including charm and gluon fragmentation to
D+ meson. The total contribution (black line) is compared to ALICE data [29]
at 7 TeV and |y|< 0.5.
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Figure 5: Differential cross section including charm and gluon fragmentation to
D0 meson. The total contribution (black line) is compared to ALICE data [29]
at 7 TeV and |y|< 0.5.

result obtained with ϵc = 0.008 for the evolved FF, while keeping ϵc = 0.05 for
the fixed FF. The difference between the two FFs is reduced, and we conclude
that an appropriate choice of the free parameter mimics the evolution of the
Dc→D function.

A key feature of scale-dependent FFs is the contribution of partons other
than a charm quark, particularly the gluon contribution Dg→D+ . Including
both g → D+ and c → D+ channels, we obtain the result shown in Fig. 4. At
small transverse momentum, there is a clear improvement of the result obtained
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by the charm contribution alone. Above Pt ∼ 2mc, the gluon contribution is
negligible. We show a similar result for the D0 meson in Fig. 5.

We close this section by comparing in Fig. 6 the results obtained with
different fragmentation functions. Namely, we used the Peterson and Collins-
Spiller FFs [30] with ϵc = 0.008 and the Kartvelishvili FF model [31] with
αc = 7. Remember that these values may differ from the ones encountered in
the literature because of the FF evolution. With the appropriate choice of the
non-perturbative parameter, all these FFs give similar results.
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t
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dp
σd

Peterson
Collins Spiller
Kartvelishvili

 at 7 TeV+ALICE: D

Figure 6: Comparison of different FFs, see the text for more details. The
differential cross section is compared to ALICE measurement [29].

3.2 The BKKSS and SACOT-mT schemes
Turning to D-meson production at forward rapidity, we encounter the issue
visible in Fig. 7. The gluon contribution at small Pt is too large, and our
result overestimates the data. The total contribution is still in reasonable
agreement with the data, accounting for the large uncertainties in the small-
Pt region. However, the situation gets worse for B mesons, and we prefer to
look immediately for a solution. Ideally, we aim to find a scheme working for all
heavy hadrons discussed in this paper. In this section, we will try the BKKSS
and SACOT schemes.

By BKKSS, we refer to the factorization scale used by Benzke, Kniehl,
Kramer, Schienbein, and Spiesberger in [33] for B mesons, i.e.,

µf = 0.49
√
P 2

t + 4m2
Q. (11)

Following the logic of Eq. (8), we set the factorization scale to

µi = 0.49
√
p2

t + 4m2
Q, (12)
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Figure 7: Comparison of our calculations using the default scales, Eq. (8), with
LHCb data [32] for the rapidity range 2 < y < 2.5.
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Figure 8: Comparison of our calculation using the BKKSS and SACOT-mT
schemes, with LHCb data [32] for the rapidity range 2 < y < 2.5.

while Ref. [33] used µi = µf . Our second choice has been inspired by the
SACOT-mT scheme (SACOT stands for Simplified Aivazis-Collins-Olness-Tung)
[34, 35]. Here, the so-called non-direct channels, including the gg → gg process,
are computed in a zero-mass scheme. However, in the factorization formula (1),
the partonic cross sections associated with these processes are evaluated at mt

rather than pt. In that case, we keep using the scales defined in Eq. (8). The
first interest of this scheme is that it regularizes the divergences of massless-
parton cross sections when pt → 0. It is also consistent with our choice for the
factorization and fragmentation scales, given by Eq. (8), involving mQ. This
implementation can be viewed as accounting for the mass effect in the splitting
g → QQ̄ necessary for the fragmentation of a light parton into a heavy meson.
we show the results obtained at forward rapidity in Fig. 8. While the SACOT-
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mT central prediction improves the result of Fig. 7, the BKKSS scheme slightly
underestimates the cross section at small Pt. We checked that the SACOT-mT
scheme also leads to a satisfying result for central rapidities. It was expected
because the prescription for non-direct channels affects mainly the gluon-to-
heavy-hadron contribution, which dominates at small Pt and forward rapidity,
but is similar or below the charm contribution at central rapidity. Consequently,
the correction at small Pt is just a few percent.

4 B-meson production
The case of B-meson production is more complicated because of its large mass
and due to the gluon contribution. In the following, we use the Peterson
fragmentation function with the fragmentation fraction f(b → B) = 0.403 [36]
and the parameter ϵB = 0.001. Here, B refers to B+ or B0 mesons (and
associated antiparticles). Using our default scheme, i.e., without the SACOT
procedure and with the scales set by Eq. (8) , we observe from Fig. 9 a significant
overestimation of the cross section by the gluon fragmentation contribution at
small Pt. Additionally, we show in Fig. 9 (red line) the total contribution
obtained when we set the parton and hadron rapidities equal. We see that the
more rigorous treatment given by Eq. (6) amounts only to a small decrease in
the theoretical result. This behavior can be explained by the decrease in the
cross section as a function of y and y > Y , with y the parton rapidity.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
 (GeV)tP
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310

410

510)
-1

 (
nb

 G
eV

dy t
dP

σd

Bottom
Gluon
Sum
Sum with Y=y

 at 13 TeV+LHCb: B

Figure 9: Theoretical results obtained with the initial scheme compared to B-
meson data measured at 13 TeV and 2 < y < 2.5 by the LHCb collaboration
[37].

Whilemt ∼ pt in charm production, it is not the case anymore for the bottom
quark with mb = 4.75 GeV, at least for pt < 10 GeV. Consequently, the result
is more sensitive to the scheme used in the calculation. There is, for instance,
a significant improvement with the BKKSS scheme defined in Eqs. (11)-(12),
see Fig. 10. We observe that the bottom contribution is now slightly below the
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Figure 10: Theoretical results obtained with the BKKSS scheme compared to
B-meson data measured at 13 TeV and 2 < y < 2.5 by the LHCb collaboration
[37].

data. This is an initial-state effect due to a smaller value of the factorization
scale in the UPDFs. This contribution is poorly affected by the change of
the fragmentation scale µf . It is exactly the opposite situation for the gluon
contribution, with a strong dependence on µf . It was to be expected since
Fb(x, kt;µi = mb) = 0 and Dg→B(z;µf = mb) = 0. These two distributions
increase quickly when the scale grows larger than the initial scale µ0 = mb, due
to their ln(µ/mb) dependence. The data are still overestimated at small Pt, but
this result is certainly fine within scale uncertainties.

Another interesting choice is the SACOT-mT scheme presented in the previous
section. A comparison between our calculations and LHCb data is shown
in Fig. 11. The shape looks better, but, compared to the BKKSS scheme,
the decrease of the gluon contribution with Pt is slower, leading to a small
overestimation at intermediate transverse momentum. In Fig. 11, we include
a rough (and conservative2) estimate of the scale uncertainties by varying µi

by a factor of
√

2 for the bottom contribution and µf by the same amount for
the gluon contribution. µf and µi are kept fixed for the bottom and gluon
contributions, respectively. As discussed earlier, the dependencies of these two
contributions on these scales are weaker. There is no lower uncertainty for the
gluon contribution until µf = mt/

√
2 > µ0, i.e., when pt = mb. With increasing

transverse momentum, the phase space opens and the uncertainty band grows
from below. To keep the figure readable, we do not show the total uncertainty
band.

2There is a freedom in the estimation of scale uncertainties. Because NLO scale
uncertainties are smaller compared LO, it is interesting to use a conservative estimation in
the latter case.
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Figure 11: Comparison of our calculations using the SACOT-mT prescription
for massless partonic cross sections and scales defined in Eq. (8) with LHCb
data at 13 TeV and 2 < y < 2.5 [37].

5 Results with the new KMRW UPDFs
In this section, we briefly study the dependence of our earlier results on the
UPDFs set. We use the modified KMRW (MK) UPDFs built in Ref. [24]. While
the usual KMRW UPDFs obey approximately Eq. (3), the MK set has the exact
normalization

xfa(x;µ) =
∫ ∞

0
Fa(x, k2

t ;µ)dk2
t . (13)

The implementation of the MK UPDFs is simple and solves several issues of
the original UPDFs, listed in [1]. This set should be used with k2

max, defined
in Eq. (1), larger than the hard scale,3 which is the standard choice in HEF
calculations. The result for B-meson production with the scales from Eq. (8)
and the SACOT-mT scheme is presented in Fig. 12, and can be compared with
Fig. 11. The surprising similarity between the gluon and bottom contributions
is a coincidence. The sum of these two contributions is in good agreement with
the data, while the central prediction of Fig. 11 was above by a factor of 2 or
less at small Pt.

Using the same setup, we show in Fig. 13 the result for the D+ meson.
Compared to Fig. 4, and leaving aside considerations on scale uncertainties, our
central result underestimates the data for Pt < 10 GeV. The conclusion that
the gluon fragmentation helps to describe D-meson data at very small Pt still
holds. We also conclude that the SACOT-mT scheme allows a global description
of D and B mesons at central and forward rapidities, while our more standard
calculations failed due to a too large gluon contribution at forward rapidity.
Finally, we observe that a significant theoretical uncertainty arises from the
choice of UPDFs.

3A detailed discussion on k2
max and its relation to the definition of UPDFs can be found in

Ref. [38].

12



0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
 (GeV)tP

210

310

410

510)
-1

 (
nb

 G
eV

dy t
dP

σd

Bottom
Gluon
Sum

 at 13 TeV+LHCb: B

Figure 12: Same as Fig. 11 using the modified KMRW UPDFs.
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Figure 13: D+ transverse-momentum distribution at |y|< 0.5 and
√
s = 7 TeV

measured by the ALICE collaboration [29] compared to our calculations for
charm and gluon fragmentation. We used the SACOT-mT scheme and the
scales from Eq. (8).

6 Heavy baryons
The production of heavy baryons presents a challenge for perturbative QCD.
It appears that the hadronization process cannot be described solely by FFs at
small transverse momentum. In the 2020 paper [39], the authors showed that
their NLO calculations provided a reasonable description of LHCb (2 ≤ y ≤ 4.5;
2 ≤ Pt ≤ 8 GeV) and CMS (|y|≤ 1; 5 ≤ Pt ≤ 20 GeV) data [40, 41], while
underestimating ALICE data [42] (|y|≤ 0.5; 1 ≤ Pt ≤ 8 GeV). Our result for the
production of Λ+

c baryons is compared to ALICE measurement at 7 TeV [42] in
Fig. 14. We used the same setup as for Fig. 4, in particular, with the scales fixed
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Figure 14: Comparison between our calculations at 7 TeV in the rapidity range
|y|< 0.5 with ALICE data [42].

by Eq. (8). In this section, we will not use the SACOT scheme, which, for central
rapidities, does not affect significantly the total contribution. The (conservative)
scale uncertainties associated with the gluon and charm contributions, described
in Sec. 4, were added in quadrature to obtain the black error band. Following
Ref. [43], we set the fragmentation fraction to 0.1.4 We use again the Peterson
FF, with the non-perturbative parameter ϵΛc

= 0.001, i.e., the value used for
B mesons. In agreement with Refs. [39, 43], our prediction underestimates the
data.

At the time of Ref. [39], it was unclear whether ALICE and CMS experiments
were compatible, the latter being reasonably well described by calculations.
One possible explanation for the discrepancy was the larger rapidity bin in the
CMS experiment. Another possibility was an enhancement of the production
at small pt and central rapidity. Since then, CMS published new results with
an extended range Pt ∈ [3, 30] GeV [45]. At low transverse momentum, the two
experiments seem to show compatible cross sections, bearing in mind that the
CMS measurement was performed at 5 TeV. As expected, the comparison with
GM-VFNS calculations demonstrates a significant underestimation of CMS data
at low transverse momentum. On the opposite, PYTHIA8 calculations equipped
with the mechanism of color reconnection [46], increasing the production of Λc

at low pt, describe the data better.

More recently, the ALICE collaboration released new results, with measurements
of Λ+

c , Σ0
c , Σ++

c , Ξ0
c , and Ξ+

c particles at 13 TeV [47–49]. We show our result for
the Λ+

c baryon in Fig. 15. We observe a good agreement for Pt > 5 GeV and an
4This value is a bit larger than the one used in Ref. [39], but our calculations are LO.

In general, higher-order hard coefficients imply smaller non-perturbative functions (as long
as the higher-order corrections are positive). In principle, this value already includes the
contribution from charm exited-state decays, see [44] for a detailed discussion on D mesons.
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Figure 15: Comparison between our calculations at 13 TeV in the rapidity
range |y|< 0.5 with ALICE data [48]. The green curve represents the complete
contribution without evolution of the FF and ϵΛc

= 0.05.

underestimation of about a factor of 3 at small transverse momentum. The green
curve represents the total contribution without evolution (we changed the FF
parameter to ϵΛc

= 0.05). Again, we observe that the gluon contribution helps to
describe small-Pt data. One may argue that the necessity for a new mechanism
at small Pt is unclear. Indeed, Fig. 15 does not look fundamentally different from
D meson results, with the usual underestimation at small transverse momentum,
see, for instance, the top-left panel of Fig. 9 in [50] for the comparison between
ALICE data and FONLL [51, 52] calculations. However, experimental ratios of
Λc/D [49] and Λb/B [53] indicate a clear enhancement of baryon production at
small Pt. Several mechanisms have been proposed, but it goes beyond the scope
of this work as they are, in general, not related to FFs. We note, however, that
specific relations between the heavy-quark and hadron rapidities may result in
enhanced production of baryons compared to mesons [43]. Note also that Refs.
[48, 49] did not compare their measurements to pQCD calculations based on
the collinear factorization. We can find a comparison with PYTHIA8 (Monash
2013), based on string fragmentation, that underestimates the ratio Λ+

c /D
0 by

a factor of 4 to 10 at small Pt, while our calculations would give approximately
a factor of 2 to 4 (see also Ref. [39]).

We keep going with other charmed baryons. Ref. [49] estimated several
fragmentation fractions, giving the values fA(c → Λ+

c ) = 0.168, fA(c → Ξ0
c) =

0.099, fA(c → Ξ+
c ) = 0.096 and fA(c → Σ0,+,++

c ) = 0.072, where the subscript
A denotes the values determined by ALICE. However, the experimental definition
of fragmentation fraction is not necessarily the same as the theoretical one since
the former, based on Pt-integrated cross sections, includes any processes (except
for some decays) leading to the desired particle, while the latter includes only the
FF contribution and depends, for instance, on the order at which the partonic
cross section is computed. Consequently, we fix our Ξ0

c fragmentation fraction
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to
f(c → Ξ0

c) = f(c → Λ+
c ) fA(c → Ξ0

c)
fA(c → Λ+

c )
, (14)

with f(c → Λ+
c ) = 0.1 used in this paper. This avoids introducing a new

parameter. The result obtained with the same setup as for Λ+
c baryons is

presented in Fig. 16. With the same procedure and
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Figure 16: Comparison between our calculations at 13 TeV in the rapidity range
|y|< 0.5 with ALICE data [47].

f(c → Σ0,++
c ) = f(c → Λ+

c )fA(c → Σ0,++
c )

fA(c → Λ+
c )

, (15)

we obtain the result for the Σ0,++
c baryons displayed in Fig. 17.

In conclusion, standard calculations using the Peterson FF describe charmed-
baryon data, except at small transverse momentum. We did not show any results
for bottomed baryons since the conclusion would be the same. We observed that
the non-zero gluon-to-baryon contribution, due to the FF evolution, improves
the agreement with small-Pt data. The underestimation observed in this region
does not question the universality of FFs but reveals that a new mechanism may
be at work. We may, for instance, imagine describing the data using collinear
factorization plus a coalescence model (similar to the one shown in Fig. 8 of
Ref. [49]), with the same energy-independent FFs from e+e− (i.e., universal
FFs) and the coalescence model filling the gap at small Pt. In the literature, the
terminology of hadronization universality is sometimes used interchangeably
with the FFs universality. However, it seems that the former does not have
a precise mathematical definition and its breakdown seems to designate an
unexpected hadron production in, e.g., pp collisions compared to e+e−. As
exemplified above, it does not imply a breakdown of the universality of the
fragmentation functions.
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Figure 17: Comparison between our calculations at 13 TeV in the rapidity range
|y|< 0.5 with ALICE data [48].

7 The Bc case
Among the B mesons, the Bc stands out as a unique case. It is the only
meson made of two different heavy flavors, which makes its production and
detection significantly more challenging than other b-flavored mesons and leads
to significant uncertainties in several measurements of its properties. Consequently,
instead of its differential production cross section, Ref. [54] provides the transverse
momentum dependence of its fragmentation ratio

fc

fu + fd
(16)

with fc, fu, and fd the production fractions of the Bc, B+, and B0 mesons,
respectively.

Our theoretical calculations include only the leading-power fragmentation
contribution, with the factorization formula given by Eqs. (1) and (4). We
do not include higher-power contributions, with the short-distance production
of the heavy-quark pair followed by its hadronization into quarkonia. The
fragmentation functions of a parton into the Bc meson can be computed within
the NRQCD effective theory [55–57]. At leading order, the expressions for the
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color-singlet FFs can be obtained from [58] 5

DLO
b→Bc

(z) =2α2
sz(1 − z)2|Rs(0)|2

81πr2
c (1 − rbz)6M3 [6 − 18(1 − 2rc)z + (21 − 74rc + 68r2

c )z2

− 2rb(6 − 19rc + 18r2
c )z3 + 3r2

b (1 − 2rc + 2r2
c )z4] (17)

DLO
b→B∗

c
(z) =2α2

sz(1 − z)2|Rs(0)|2

27πr2
c (1 − rbz)6M3 [2 − 2(3 − 2rc)z + 3(3 − 2rc + 4r2

c )z2

− 2rb(4 − rc + 2r2
c )z3 + r2

b (3 − 2rc + 2r2
c )z4] (18)

where rc = mc/M , rb = mb/M , and M = mb + mc, and Rs(0) is the value
of the Bc wave function at the origin. We replace the value of |Rs(0)|2 given
in [58] with |Rs(0)|2= 6.21 GeV3 reported in [59]. Indeed, Ref. [60] pointed
out that the value used in [58] yields predictions for Bc production that are
approximately a factor of four below the observations. The charm to Bc FFs
are obtained by interchanging rc and rb in Eqs. (17) and (18), while the gluon
FF is the result of DGLAP evolution.

One of the main differences between the Bc and B hadrons lies in the
fact that the mass of the former Bc is significantly larger than the masses of
individual b and c quarks. Moreover, the charm quark now has a nonzero FF
at the initial scale. Following the logic of our earlier calculations, we choose

µ0 = mBc
≃ mc +mb. (19)

We fix the fragmentation scale to

µF =
√
P 2

t +m2
Bc
, (20)

while the factorization scale for charm and bottom production is left untouched.
In Fig. 18, we illustrate the behaviour of the gluon, charm, and bottom FFs at
µ = µ0 = 6.05 GeV (full lines) and µ = 25 GeV (dashed lines). Due to mass
effects, the charm FF is smaller compared to the bottom quark. However,
since charm quarks are produced more frequently than bottom quarks, this
contribution cannot, a priori, be neglected. Note that Fig. 18 displays the
results for Bc +B∗

c because the B∗
c meson decays essentially in Bc. Given that

the mass difference between these two states is around 50 MeV, the momentum
shift of a Bc originating from a B∗

c is negligible in the kinematic regime of LHCb.
Thus, the total Bc production cross section is the sum of the direct (without
decays) production of Bc and B∗

c .

In Fig. 19, we show our results for the Bc production cross section using our
default scheme. As could be expected, the gluon contribution is smaller than
in the case of lighter B mesons. The reason for this is the higher initial scale,
which slows down the evolution of the fragmentation functions, resulting in a
smaller gluon FF. Additionally, we observe a negligible contribution from the
charm fragmentation.

5Although the same authors published their results for the NLO FFs, they do not provide
complete analytical expressions where we can set our own choice for the value of the heavy
quark masses. Therefore, we use only the leading order expressions.
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Figure 18: LO FFs [58] for Bc + B∗
c mesons. The gluon and charm FFs have

been scaled by a factor of 30 to facilitate comparison with the bottom FF.

Figure 19: Theoretical results for Bc mesons obtained using the standard
scheme, along with LO NRQCD predictions for their fragmentation functions.

In order to apply the SACOT-mt scheme to double heavy mesons, we have
to make an additional modification. As explained in section 3, this scheme
is conceived to regularize the behavior of massless partons at small pt and
account for the virtuality of gluons that split into heavy quarks present in
the fragmentation functions. Since we are dealing with the specific scenario
of a meson made of two different quarks, we need to consider the mass of both
quarks. Therefore, instead of evaluating the gluon cross section at

√
p2

t +M2

with M equal to mc or mb, we choose M = mBc
≈ mc + mb. In Fig. 20, we

present our results for the Bc production cross section, now using the SACOT-
mt scheme. The gluon contribution is now nearly negligible, a consequence of
the shift in transverse momentum. That is a clear difference with the case of
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Figure 20: Theoretical results for Bc mesons obtained using the SACOT-mT
scheme, along with LO NRQCD predictions for their fragmentation functions.

lighter B mesons.

Finally, in Fig. 21, we compare our results for the ratio (16) with the LHCb
measurement at

√
s = 13 GeV and 2.5 < η < 4.5 [54].6 Our calculations agree

Figure 21: Theoretical result for the fragmentation ratio fc/(fu + fd) compared
to LHCb data [54].

with data in the last bin but fail at smaller Pt. The steeper slope related to
the SACOT-mt calculation can be explained by our earlier observation that,
at small Pt, the gluon contribution to the Bc production is smaller compared
to light B mesons. Since this scheme reduces the gluon contribution for that

6We performed our calculations for 2 < y < 2.5, which is not exactly the values used
by the LHCb experiment. However, we expect the result to be the same because the LHCb
collaboration saw no dependence on pseudo-rapidity.
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kinematic range, light B mesons are more affected.

The underestimation of experimental data can, at least partially, be explained
by missing contributions. Our calculations with the fragmentation formalism do
not include the color-octet (CO) contribution, which is the true leading order
in αs. However, the CO long-distance-matrix elements are generally small and
cannot be extracted due to the lack of data. As already mentioned, we did not
include either higher-power contributions where the heavy-quark pair is directly
produced in the partonic cross section. In the case of, for instance, the J/ψ
quarkonium, these contributions dominate at small transverse momentum. We
can consequently expect that the next-to-leading power terms will significantly
improve the agreement with data at small Pt. The leading and next-to-leading
powers have been discussed together in [61] (and references therein), which
explains, in particular, how to compute short distance coefficients to avoid
double counting.

We note some similarities between the experimental ratio of Fig. 21 and the
Λb to B meson ratio [53]. In particular, the value of the ratios at Pt = 5 GeV
is about 1.5 times larger than at 20 GeV (while perturbative estimations are
generally flat or increase slightly with Pt). Of course, it may be a coincidence,
and these behaviors don’t necessarily have the same origin. But since we expect
an improvement in our calculations after including higher-power corrections to
the Bc cross section, we could wonder if a similar mechanism plays a role for
the Λ0

b meson. Specifically, processes where two and three components of the
Λ0

b baryon are produced at short distances are not considered. In that case, the
following fragmentation functions would be required: D[ub]→Λ0

b
, D[db]→Λ0

b
, and

D[udb]→Λ0
b
. NRQCD would not be applicable, but a similar formalism has been

discussed by Braaten and collaborators for the fragmentation D[sb̄]→Bs
[62].

This contribution was found to be significant at small Pt and large rapidities.

8 Conclusion
With this work, we completed the implementation of the HEF at order O(α2

s)
within a full variable-flavor-number scheme and demonstrated the capability
of this formalism to describe a large range of heavy-flavor observables. The
DGLAP evolution of the FFs, managed by QCDNUM, renders the gluon-to-
heavy-hadron contribution non-zero, improving the description of data at small
Pt. It was also necessary to redetermine the non-perturbative parameters of the
Peterson FF, which are systematically smaller compared to the case without
evolution. Several FFs have been compared in Fig. 6, but we did not observe
significant differences and worked with the Peterson FFs in the rest of the
manuscript.

While the three schemes considered in this study work reasonably well for D
mesons, we saw that B mesons seem to prefer the SACOT-mT and BKKSS
schemes, while our default scheme is ruled out. We have a preference for
SACOT-mT because in the BKKSS treatment, µf = Pt/2 at large Pt. Then,
this choice modifies the default scheme even in a region where mass effects are
absent. However, the presence of large scale uncertainties at low Pt and the
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limited transverse-momentum range of the data do not allow us to claim that
one is better. With a scheme fixed once and for all, our HEF calculations
accomplish the non-trivial task of describing quite accurately the whole set of
heavy-hadron data selected for this study.

An exception to this statement is the production of heavy baryons at small
Pt, which is usually underestimated by perturbative calculations, including ours.
We saw, in particular from Fig. 15, that the gluon contribution helps to reduce
the gap between theory and experiment. This mismatch does not imply a
violation of FFs universality but indicates that other mechanisms may be at
work in this kinematical region. Indeed, at larger Pt, our calculations are in
perfect agreement with data. Several non-perturbative models filling the gap at
low Pt are already on the market, and we mentioned at the end of Sec. 7 that
several perturbative contributions have not been considered yet.

In the last section, we made predictions for the transverse-momentum dependence
of the Bc meson cross section. We studied the contributions Di→Bc

, where
i = g, c, b, and the color-singlet FF is determined by applying the usual Feynman
rules and NRQCD. In Fig. 21, our calculation for the ratio Bc/(B0 + B+)
underestimates the experimental result, particularly at small Pt. It didn’t come
as a surprise since higher-power contributions have not been included. Still, we
note that the SACOT-mT scheme reproduces the shape better.
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