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It has been found that the gluon density inside the proton grows rapidly at small momentum
fractions. Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) predicts that this growth can be regulated by non-
linear effects, ultimately leading to gluon saturation. Within the color glass condensate framework,
nonlinear QCD effects are predicted to suppress and broaden back-to-back angular correlations in
collisions involving heavy nuclei. While suppression has been observed in various experiments in
d/p+A collisions compared to p+p collisions, the predicted broadening remains unobserved. This
study investigates the contributions of intrinsic transverse momentum (kT ), which is associated with

saturation physics, as well as parton showers and transverse motion from fragmentation (pfragT ),
which are not saturation dependent, to the width of the correlation function. Our findings show
that the non-saturation dependent effects, especially the initial-state parton shower and pfragT , which
occur independently of the collision system, smear the back-to-back correlation more than gluon
saturation does, making the broadening phenomenon difficult to observe.

I. INTRODUCTION

An important focus of nuclear science is the origin and
structure of the nucleus and the nucleons within it, which
account for essentially all the mass of the visible universe.
Half a century of investigations have revealed that nucle-
ons themselves are composed of quarks, bound together
by gluons, and have led to the development of the fun-
damental theory of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD).
Recent-generation colliders have provided ample data to
extract the quark momentum distributions inside the nu-
cleon, while a detailed exploration of the gluon dynamics
is still limited [1]. Particularly, our understanding of the
so-called gluon saturation [2–9], predicted by QCD to
emerge in high energy collisions, remains incomplete.

According to QCD, partons inside the nucleons are dis-
tributed as described by the parton distribution func-
tions (PDFs), fi(x,Q

2), parameterized by a fraction of
the hadron’s longitudinal momentum fraction, x, carried
by the parton that is being probed at the scale Q2. It
is well known that the concept of linear evolution on
PDFs through the Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-
Parisi (DGLAP) formalism [10–12] is a key ingredient
for perturbative QCD (pQCD) and has been success-
fully applied to understand many hard processes in high-
energy collisions. Utilizing factorization theorems, PDFs
can be extracted through global fits from, for example,
cross section data [13]. A large number of high-energy
physics experiments have established that the gluon dis-
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tribution grows rapidly as x decreases, due to gluon split-
ting. However, the gluon density cannot grow arbitrarily
large, since this would violate the unitarity limit for for-
ward scattering amplitudes at very high energies [4, 14].
Recent experimental data [13] at small x have provided
us some intriguing evidence for the onset of a novel QCD
regime, which cannot be fully described by linear QCD
evolution approaches [4].

When the gluon density at low x becomes so large
that the gluons of a fixed transverse size ≈ 1/Q2 be-
gin to overlap, the QCD evolution dynamics essentially
becomes nonlinear [15, 16]. In this regime, QCD pre-
dicts that gluons can recombine in the dense medium.
Although this phenomenon has yet to be confirmed
experimentally, gluon splitting is expected to be bal-
anced by gluon recombination [16, 17], thereby tam-
ing the rapid growth of the gluon density. In con-
trast to DGLAP, which describes how PDFs evolve
with Q2 at large x, different approaches have been de-
veloped to capture the nonlinear gluon dynamics at
small x under the color glass condensate (CGC) frame-
work, such as the Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) [18] and
the Jalilian-Marian-Iancu-McLerran-Weigert-Leonidov-
Kovner (JIMWLK) [19] evolution equations. Specifically,
the BK equation models the evolution of the scattering
amplitude for a color dipole (a quark-antiquark pair) in-
teracting with a target hadron or nucleus as a function of
x. Meanwhile, the JIMWLK equation governs the evo-
lution of correlators of Wilson lines, which encode how a
fast-moving quark or dipole interacts with the color field.
Quantitatively, the saturation scale Qs is introduced to
characterize the transition between different regimes of
parton density. For Q2 > Q2

s, the target hadron and nu-
cleus is usually treated as a dilute system, whereas for
Q2 < Q2

s, the target becomes highly saturated, exhibit-
ing a large parton density.
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Back-to-back di-hadron azimuthal angle correlations
at large pseudo-rapidities have been proposed to be
one of the most sensitive probes for directly accessing
the underlying gluon dynamics involved in hard scatter-
ings [20, 21]. Within the CGC framework [22–24], quark
and gluon scatterings at forward angles (large pseudo-
rapidities) will interact coherently with gluons at low-x
in the nucleus [25]. As a result, the probability of observ-
ing associated hadrons is expected to be suppressed, and
an angular broadening of the back-to-back di-hadron cor-
relation in p(d)+A collisions is predicted in comparison
to p+p collisions [26, 27].

From the experimental perspective, finding definitive
evidence for nonlinear QCD effects is a primary objec-
tive of the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) Cold
QCD program, the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) forward
physics program, and the future electron ion collider
(EIC). Previous results from collisions between hadronic
systems, i.e., p+A or d+A at RHIC and the LHC pro-
vide a window into extracting the parton distributions of
nuclei at small x. Several RHIC measurements [28–32]
have shown that the hadron yields at forward pseudo-
rapidities (deuteron-going direction) are suppressed in
d+Au collisions relative to p+p collisions. Measurements
by the LHCb experiment [33, 34] indicate the suppression
of D meson production in p+Pb collisions relative to p+p
collisions in the forward direction (proton-going direc-
tion). For correlation measurements, on one hand, both
RHIC [35, 36] and the LHC [37] observed this predicted
suppression in nucleus-involved collisions compared to
the baseline p+p collisions at different collision energies,
suggesting hints of gluon saturation. On the other hand,
none of the experiments has observed the broadening
phenomenon predicted by CGC to date.

II. METHOD

The puzzle of the unobserved broadening phenom-
ena has motivated and was partially explained by sev-
eral theoretical and phenomenological studies [21, 38–
40]. Reference [21] reviewed the feasibility of measuring
two charged hadron correlations in simulated e+A and
e+p collisions at the future EIC to explore its capability
to study saturation. Gluon saturation was implemented
using unintegrated gluon distributions (UGDs) in e+A
collisions, with an intrinsic transverse momentum (kT )
assigned to gluons in the initial-state. This transverse
motion of partons inside hadrons can be effectively in-
cluded by assuming that kT follows a Gaussian distribu-
tion. Reference [41] discusses in detail how to estimate
kT for p+p and p+Pb collisions at various collision ener-
gies, postulating the saturation scale Qs being strongly
correlated to the value of the kT . In the phase space
where STAR forward di-π0 data can probe, we assigned
kT to be 0.5 and 1.0 GeV/c for p+p and p+Au colli-
sions, respectively. A common practice is to compare
the correlation functions with a Gaussian width of kT =

1.0 GeV/c in p + p collisions to those with a width of
kT = 0.5 GeV/c, and evaluate whether the back-to-back
correlation function is broadened.
It is important to note that the CGC calculations have

entered the next-leading-order (NLO) era [38–40], as it
has been observed that the leading-order (LO) calcula-
tions are no longer able to describe the global data for
two-particle correlation measurements, especially their
width. NLO contributions, such as parton showers,
broaden the away-side peak of the di-hadron correlation
function, just as saturation is predicted to do. The con-
tribution from parton showers is effectively included into
the Sudakov factor. More importantly, this contribution
exists in all types of collision systems no matter what
species the beam is. However, it remains unclear how
the parton shower effect might be modified in the nu-
clear medium. Without a detailed understanding, it is
difficult to draw any definite conclusions about the sat-
uration effects, as parton showers and saturation effects
are always entangled.
One final contribution, the transverse momentum in-

duced by the fragmentation process, pfragT , can also mod-
ify the shape of the back-to-back correlation. In pQCD
calculations within the collinear factorization framework,
the PDFs and fragmentation functions do not contain
any transverse momentum dependence. Therefore, the
transverse momentum of hadrons produced in the final
state is given by pT = zp̂T , where p̂T and pT are the
transverse momentum of the parton and hadron, respec-
tively. Here, z represents the momentum fraction of a
hadron with respect to its mother parton. This relation
should be revised if one incorporates transverse momen-
tum effects into fragmentation functions. Like the in-

trinsic kT , p
frag
T can be effectively modeled by assuming

that it follows a Gaussian distribution. A wider back-
to-back correlation function, compared to the case with

pfragT = 0 GeV/c, is expected to be generated by setting

the Gaussian width of pfragT to be 0.4 GeV/c. This value
is extracted from a global analysis [42] using data from
the EMC [43], HERMES [44, 45], and COMPASS [46]
experiments. A comparison of the generated correlation
function is compared to the output from the collisions

without assigning pfragT .
In this paper, we perform a detailed study of the ef-

fects from intrinsic kT , parton showers, and pfragT to the
correlation function. The intrinsic kT is assigned follow-
ing gluon saturation models, while parton showers and

pfragT exist independent of saturation physics in all types
of collision systems.

III. MONTE CARLO SET UP

The results of this paper are based on simulations us-
ing the PYTHIA-6 Monte Carlo (MC) generator [47] with
the standard STAR tune [48], employing PDFs from the
LHAPDF library [49] and JETSET for fragmentation
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FIG. 1. Left: The correlation function of forward di-π0 production for different intrinsic kT assumptions, parton showers,
and pfragT . Right: The RMS of the away-side peak for different assumptions. The Gaussian width of kT and pfragT are 0.5 and

0.4 GeV/c, respectively. The simulated p+p data are for di-π0s with a center-of-mass energy of 200 GeV with 2.0 < ptrigT <
2.5 GeV/c and 1.0 < passoT < 1.5 GeV/c, at 2.6 < η < 4.

processes. The factorization scale µ2 of 2 → 2 processes
is expressed as µ2 = p̂T

2 + 1
2Q

2. We simulated 200 GeV
p+p collisions using CTEQ6L [50] as the input PDF for
the two proton beams.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND
DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, the observable is the correlation func-
tion of π0 pairs (di-π0) at forward pseudo-rapidity (2.6<
η <4) in 200 GeV p+p collisions. In each pair, the trig-

ger hadron is the one with the higher pT value, ptrigT ,
and the associated hadron is the one with the lower pT
value, passoT . The correlation function, C(∆ϕ), is defined

as C(∆ϕ) =
Npair(∆ϕ)

Ntrig×∆ϕbin
, where Npair is the yield of cor-

related trigger and associated hadron pairs, Ntrig is the
trigger hadron yield, ∆ϕ is the azimuthal angle difference
between the trigger hadron and associated hadron, and
∆ϕbin is the bin width of the ∆ϕ distribution. The cor-
relation function is fitted over the range ∆ϕ = −π/2 to
∆ϕ = 3π/2 using two individual Gaussians at the near-
(∆ϕ = 0) and away-side (∆ϕ = π) peaks, together with
a constant term representing the pedestal. The pedestal
originates from two π0s that are not correlated with each
other. The area of the away-side peak is the integral of
the correlation function over ∆ϕ = π/2 to ∆ϕ = 3π/2
after pedestal subtraction, describing the back-to-back
π0 yields per trigger particle. The corresponding width
is defined as the standard deviation (σ) of the away-side

peak according to the fit.

The parton momentum fraction x in the nucleon is
proportional to the transverse momentum of the two
hadrons, and Q can be approximated as their average
pT . By varying pT , one can effectively probe different
values of x and Q2. At low pT , the gluon density is ex-
pected to be large and potentially in a saturation regime.
When pT is high, x and Q2 are not small enough to reach
this nonlinear regime. Recent STAR results on forward
di-π0 correlations [36] suggest that the transverse mo-

mentum range (ptrigT = 2−2.5 GeV/c and passoT = 1−1.5
GeV/c) is sufficiently small to observe the signatures of
nonlinear effects. In this study, the correlation functions
concentrate on this pT combination, where the probed
x2 covers a wide range from 10−4 to ∼ 0.5 and the mean
value of Q2 is 2.5 GeV2.

The left panel of Fig. 1 shows the impact of sequen-
tially adding all available effects into the MC simulation
of the azimuthal correlation function. The red points
illustrate the di-π0 correlation with all the effects off,
serving as a baseline correlation result. As expected,
the correlation function is strongly peaked at ∆ϕ = 0
and π, for this setting. When only initial-state parton
shower (IS) contribution is included (blue points), the
correlation function is significantly suppressed at both
peaks. Adding final-state parton shower (FS) contri-
bution (green points) leads to a reduced near-side cor-
relation, while the away-side peak remains almost un-
changed. Once transverse motion from fragmentation

pfragT is introduced (black points), both the near- and
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FIG. 2. The extracted width of the away-side peak at dif-
ferent intrinsic kT . The simulated p+p data are for di-π0s
with a center-of-mass energy of 200 GeV with 2.0 < ptrigT <
2.5 GeV/c and 1.0 < passoT < 1.5 GeV/c, at 2.6 < η < 4.

away-side peaks are broadened significantly. In the right
panel of Fig. 1, we quantify the broadening phenomena
from each source by presenting the RMS width of the
away-side peak. The largest contributions to the broad-

ening come from IS and pfragT . We conclude, the initial-
state parton shower and fragmentation process, indepen-
dent of gluon saturation, are the major effects modifying
the width of the away-side correlation function at RHIC
kinematics. Specifically, it is expected the scattering at
RHIC is characterized by lower transverse momentum
scales, which makes the fragmentation process more in-
fluential compared to the much higher energy collisions at

the LHC. In other words, pfragT must be considered when
predicting the correlation function to study the satura-
tion physics.

To further explore potential saturation effects, we
study the impact of intrinsic kT by varying its Gaussian

width in simulations. With parton showers and pfragT en-
abled, the correlation functions are measured while vary-
ing the values of kT , which are selected to be 0.25, 0.5,
0.75, and 1.0 GeV/c. The selections of 0.5 and 1.0 GeV/c

are motivated by previous studies [41], that at RHIC en-
ergies where the average x probed is 10−2, Qs is 0.5 and
1.0 GeV/c for proton and gold nuclei, respectively. As
seen in Fig. 2, the extracted width of the away-side peak
(σaway) remains approximately constant with increasing
kT . The error bars indicate the statistical uncertainties
obtained from the fits. Figure 2 shows that once NLO
contributions such as parton showers and fragmentation
effects are included, the width of the back-to-back cor-
relation function is insensitive to variations in intrinsic
kT . This is a possible explanation of the observed con-
tradiction between different theoretical predictions and
the data in experiments across different colliders, with
respect not observing a broadening despite being pre-
dicted.

V. SUMMARY

The modification of back-to-back di-hadron correlation
functions at forward pseudo-rapidities has been investi-
gated, exploring the effects of gluon saturation as well as
other factors, including parton showers and the fragmen-
tation process. Gluon saturation was effectively imple-
mented by assigning an intrinsic transverse momentum
to the partons in the initial state. It has been shown
that all of these factors can create notable changes in
the shape of the back-to-back correlation function in 200
GeV p+p collisions. Among all of them, the initial-state
parton shower and fragmentation pT play the major role.
As a result, it is difficult to observe the broadening phe-
nomenon of two-particle correlation measurements pre-
dicted as part of gluon saturation models. We conclude
that the inclusion of the NLO contributions are essen-
tial for inclusion in CGC calculations of back-to-back di-
hadron correlation functions
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