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Abstract

The formation of hadrons is a fundamental process in nature that can be investigated at particle
colliders. As several recent findings demonstrate, with ete™ collisions as a ”vacuum-like” reference
at one extreme, and central nucleus—nucleus as a dense, extended-size system characterized by
flow and local equilibrium at the opposite extreme, different collision systems offer a lever arm
that can be exploited to probe with a range of heavy-flavour hadron species the onset of various
hadronization processes. In this review, we present an overview of the theoretical and experi-
mental developments. The focus is on open-heavy-flavour measurements. The comparison with
model predictions and connections among the results in electron-positron, proton—proton, proton—
nucleus, nucleus—nucleus collisions are discussed. After reviewing the current state, we suggest

some prospects and future developments.

* javira.altmann@monash.edu

t a.dubla@cern.ch
! greco@Ins.infn.it
§ a.rossi@cern.ch

¥ peter.skands@monash.edu


mailto:javira.altmann@monash.edu
mailto:a.dubla@cern.ch
mailto:greco@lns.infn.it
mailto:a.rossi@cern.ch
mailto:peter.skands@monash.edu

|

IT

III.

IV.

CONTENTS

. Introduction

. Models of hadronization in high-energy collisions

A. Baseline MC Models
1. String model — PYTHIA
2. Cluster model - HERWIG
B. Enhancing charm and beauty baryon yields
1. Extensions to the default (Monash 2013) PYTHIA tune
2. Colour reconnections in HERWIG
3. Statistical hadronization with additional baryon resonances

4. Hadronization via coalescence

5. EPOS4(HQ)

Heavy-flavour hadronization - experimental results

Production in ee and ep collisions and spectroscopy

Hadronic collisions: beam remnants and quantum-number conservation
Proton—proton collisions

Measurements as a function of multiplicity

Proton—nucleus collisions

0 =Y aw >

Nucleus—nucleus collisions

Prospects and future developments

Acknowledgements

References

12
13
14
19
20
22
31

33
34
40
41
o6
62
66

75

93

94



I. INTRODUCTION

Hadronization is a fundamental process in nature representing the transition of a sys-
tem of quarks and gluons to a state in which the degrees of freedom are colour-neutral
quark-composite particles, namely hadrons. In the Early Universe, hadronization is sup-
posed to have taken place about 10 — 20 us after the Big Bang [1, 2]. A prominent feature
of strong interaction is “colour confinement”, the phenomenon preventing the isolation and
direct observation of free colour charges, i.e. of unbound quarks and gluons, in conditions
of temperature and energy density typical of ordinary matter. However, particle acceler-
ators make hadronization accessible in laboratory: in high-energy collisions of hadrons or
leptons, quarks and gluons represent (for a very short time of the order of few fm/c) the
system degrees of freedom. The details of the hadronization process influence the subse-
quent hadroproduction, the multiplicities of particles produced, the relative abundances of

different hadron species, and the hadron kinematics.

Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) is the theory of strong interactions within the Stan-
dard Model of Particle Physics. In QCD, colour-charge confinement appears in the static
colour potential of a quark-antiquark pair as the presence of a term increasing linearly
with distance and dominating the QCD potential at large distances. One of the fundamen-
tal properties of QCD is that the coupling constant, «g, reduces with increasing squared
4-momentum transfer (Q?), i.e. for short-distance interactions. Hadronization involves par-
tonic processes characterized by small momentum transfers (i.e. ~ Agep ~ Rjy') and hence
large values of the strong coupling constant, such that perturbative QCD calculations are
not conceivable. Therefore, event generators which model parton production and the sub-
sequent hadronization process event-by-event or (semi-)phenomenological models aimed at
reproducing single-particle specific observables are used to infer various features of hadron
formation and of its dependence on the properties of the collision system. In any kind of
high-energy collision, from eTe™ to nucleus—nucleus, modelling hadron production starting
from the partonic stage requires a colour neutralization procedure that groups the quarks
and gluons into colour-neutral objects, i.e. the final hadrons. In event generators, the
quarks and gluons involved in this process can arise from the initial parton—parton scatter-
ings, subsequent processes like parton-showers, and string-breaking. Other models assume

the presence of a bulk of partons with given kinematic properties, without tracing their



history before hadronization.

The hadrons containing a charm or beauty quark (heavy-flavour hadrons), are always
formed in the hadronization of a charm or beauty quark produced in initial hard-scatterings
prior to hadronization, in which contrary to the soft interactions occurring at hadronization
time, large Q* (Q* > (2m.1,)?) are possible. The hadronization process determines the rel-
ative abundances of the different heavy-flavour hadron species and the hadron kinematics,
but contrary to what occurs for light-flavour hadrons, the hadronization process itself gener-
ally does not influence the total heavy-flavour hadron production which instead matches the
production rate of the parent heavy quarks. The large values of the charm and beauty quark
masses (mp. >> Agep) allow to employ perturbative QCD (pQCD) calculations of heavy-
quark production down to zero momentum. For these reasons, heavy-flavour hadrons can
be regarded as “calibrated” perturbative probes of the hadronization, which can provide
unique information on this fundamental process, complementary to what can be inferred

from studies of light-flavour production and of the event properties.

The transition of a heavy quark into a given hadron species requires the modelling of
hadronization and of the soft non-perturbative processes involved. The simplest effective
description of this transition, adopted in QCD calculations based on a factorization ap-
proach like FONLL [3, 4] and GM-VFNS [5-8], is to use fragmentation functions (FFunc).
In the factorization approach, the transverse-momentum (pr) and rapidity (y) differential
heavy-flavour hadron production cross sections in proton—proton (pp) are computed as the
convolution of three terms: (i) the parton distribution functions (PDFs) of the incoming
(anti)protons, (ii) the partonic cross section, calculated as a perturbative series in powers
of the strong coupling constant «s, and (iii) the fragmentation functions, which parameter-
ize the probability that a heavy-quark gives rise to a hadron of a given species carrying a
given fraction (zq) of the parent quark momentum. Thus, FFunc allow to map the quark
momentum-differential cross section into the final hadron momentum-differential cross sec-
tion. The FFunc used in these pQCD calculations have been parameterized for decades
from measurements performed in eTe™ or ep collisions [9]. Charm and bottom quark pro-
duction in ete™ annihilation offers the cleanest environment for constraining heavy-quark
FFunc. However, the usage of FFunc parameterized on e*e™ or ep data in pp collisions
requires the assumption that FFunc are “universal”, independent of the colliding system.

Under the universality assumption, once determined in a given collision system, like etTe™,
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FFunc can be applied to any reaction. An even more basic assumption, is the universality of
fragmentation fractions (FF), which represent the probability that a heavy-quark produces
a given heavy-flavour hadron species independently of zq, i.e. the zq integral of the FFunc.
The modelling of hadronization in hadronic collisions with universal FFunc and FF relies
on the hypothesis that, at large extent, the hadronization of a charm or beauty quark is
not sensitive to the hard quark-production process and to the surrounding partonic envi-
ronment in which hadronization occurs. In ete™ collisions the FF can be directly measured
from the cross sections of the observed hadron species without the need of measuring all
existing species, given that the heavy-quark production cross section can be calculated with
high precision. Though practical limitations (e.g. kinematic reach of the measurements)
may require extrapolation, this in principle allows the important check that the sum of FF
of all observed weakly-decaying charm hadrons equals unity, thus the verification that all
weakly decaying states are known. Though the universality assumptions are not a rigor-
ous prediction of QCD and can be considered reasonable only within certain (quite vaguely
defined) kinematic conditions, validating them has been an important goal of experimen-
tal measurements of heavy-flavour hadron production since the formulation of QCD and of
the parton model. Hadron-to-hadron production cross section ratios are particularly sen-
sitive to FFunc, FF, and in general, to heavy-flavour hadronization mechanisms, because
the heavy-quark production cross-section, which depends on PDF and the hard-scattering
process, substantially cancel in the ratios. The production of specific heavy-flavour hadron
species has been measured in different energy regimes and “hadronic environments”: in ete™
collisions at LEP and B factories, in ep collisions, in proton-(anti)proton (pp/pp) collisions,
and in heavy-ion collisions (nucleus—nucleus, AA, or proton—nucleus, p—A).Before the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) era, the universality assumption had been tested mainly by com-
paring cross-section ratios of different D and B meson species in eTe™, e*p, and pp (pp)
collisions, while data on baryon-to-meson cross-section ratios in hadronic collisions were not
available or precise, and basically limited to AF and A?. The A /D ratios measured in
etp and ete™ collisions were consistent, thus supporting universality. Hadronization models
developed in event generators, like the Lund string fragmentation model in PYTHIA [10, 11]
or the cluster model in HERWIG [12], capable to reproduce several feature of ete™ data
and pp data, were not expecting, in their standard implementation, significant differences

in the hadron-species ratios from e*e™ to pp collisions, also supporting the hypothesis that



modifications to the hadronization process could be small. On the contrary, the recent
heavy-flavour baryon measurements in hadronic collisions at LHC energies indicated a sig-
nificant difference in the fragmentation fractions of charm and beauty quarks into charm and
beauty baryons compared to those measured in eTe™ and ep collisions. In the beauty sector,
the CDF experiment had found a difference in the A)/B ratio in pp collisions at Tevatron
with respect to LEP values [13]: at that time, however, the result was related to the different
jet momenta involved in the two measurements (much higher at LEP) but not traced back
to a breakdown of factorization, a modification of the hadronization process, or some other
cause. The recent heavy-flavour baryon measurements in hadronic collisions challenge the
assumption that heavy quark hadronization is a universal process across different colliding
systems. The breaking of the universality can be related to higher-twist effects or other

effects that make heavy-quark hadronization dependent on the underlying event.

In heavy-ion collisions, hadronization of heavy quarks (as well as that of light partons) can
occur in a rather different way. In these collisions a colour-deconfined state of QCD matter
is formed, the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) [14]. The heavy-quark hadronization process
happens in a hot and dense environment with a large abundance of light coloured thermal
particles nearby with which the heavy quark can recombine, neutralizing its colour charge.
Accounting for this recombination process, very often modelled as a 2 — 1 (or 3 — 1 in the
case of baryon formation) coalescence is a fundamental hadronization mechanism necessary
to reproduce several experimental observations, like changes in baryon-to-meson ratios and
the collective motion of final hadrons, which is associated with the expansion of the system,
both in the light and the heavy-flavour sector. In heavy-ion collisions also other observables
are sensitive to the hadronization processes, like the nuclear modification factor and the
anisotropic flow coefficients. The nuclear modification factor (Raa) is defined as the ratio
of the yield measured in AA collisions to the pp cross section scaled by the average nuclear
overlap function (Tas) [15], a quantity proportional to the number of binary nucleon—nucleon
collisions, for the considered centrality interval. In the absence of nuclear effects, Rap = 1 is
expected. The anisotropic flow coefficients are the Fourier coefficients (v, ) of the distribution
of the heavy-flavour hadron azimuthal angle (¢) with respect to the reaction plane defined
by the nuclei impact-parameter vector, which is the vector connecting the centres of the
colliding nuclei, and the beam direction. The coefficient of the second-order harmonic (vs)

is called elliptic flow. It encodes the efficiency by which the hydrodynamic evolution of



the medium converts to momentum space the initial spatial azimuthal anisotropy of the
fireball (and of the produced partons), which, in non-central collisions, principally arises
from the non-zero eccentricity of the nuclei overlap region. The initial asymmetry gives rise
to azimuthally anisotropic pressure gradients which drives the hydrodynamic expansion of
the system.

In this review, we present an overview of the state-of-the-art of theoretical models and
experimental measurements related to the characterization of heavy quark hadronization
from ete™ to heavy-ion collisions. Theoretical models, including recent developments, are
discussed in Sect. II. The experimental results are presented in Sect. III. The discrepancies
between the measurements and theoretical predictions are discussed in detail. Finally, in
Sect. [V we suggest new measurements and theoretical ideas that we consider important to

achieve further progresses on the understanding of hadronization.

II. MODELS OF HADRONIZATION IN HIGH-ENERGY COLLISIONS

This section presents an overview of theoretical models for hadronization in high-energy
collisions, with particular emphasis on aspects relevant to heavy-flavour hadron production
in hadron-hadron and heavy-ion collisions. Table I shows a schematic overview of the avail-
able Monte Carlo generators and phenomenological models highlighting their main features.
The check marks indicate whether a model has the potential to reproduce the indicated
aspects and effects, regardless of how well the predictions match the existing data.

In section IT A, we briefly summarize the foundations and basic aspects of the two main
dynamical models of hadronization implemented in Monte Carlo (MC) event generators, the
string and cluster models.

In section II B, we turn to the charm and beauty baryon sectors specifically, and consider
both extensions to the baseline MC models as well as other key approaches like coales-

cence/recombination and thermal/statistical models.

A. Baseline MC Models

The explicit dynamical models that have been used for several decades to model the

hadronization process in e™e™, ep, and pp collisions in Monte Carlo event generators, are the
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TABLE I: Overview of hadronization models. The check marks indicate whether a model

has the potential to reproduce the indicated aspects and effects, regardless of how well the

3
4
5
6
7
8
9

predictions match the existing data.

PyTHIA PyTHiA HERWIG  EPOS SHM  Coal- Pow-
ANGANTYR escence LANG
ete™ — hadrons v v v v (V)7 X X
pp (soft) v v v v v v v
pp (hard) v v v (vV)° (V)3 v v
PA V) v X v vy )y (v)°
AA (V)! v X v v v v
Fully Exclusive Events v v v v X X X
Particle Yields v v v v v v v
Particle Spectra v v v v v v v
Charm baryon Enh. (v)?3 (vV)%3 (V)5 v (V)10 v v
Strangeness Enh. (V)3 (V)3 X v v v v
Collective Flow (V) (V) v (V)M v v

: Limited functionality, mainly intended for cosmic-ray cascades.

: With the QCD Colour-Reconnection model.

: With the Rope-Hadronization or Close-Packing models.

: With the String-Shoving model.

: With the Baryon Colour-Reconnection model.

: In EPoOs 4.

: In some SHM approaches, but not in those discussed within this review for open heavy flavor.

: Added as a contribution from independent fragmentation associated to a corona.

: It can be done without modifying the approach, but it has not been published

10. Obtained by adding further states predicted by the relativistic quark model.

1. Added coupling SHM to a blast wave with radial anisotropic flow.

string and cluster hadronization models. Below, we outline these as used in the PYTHIA [10,

16] and HERWIG [17] generators respectively.

1. String model — PYTHIA

Hadronization in PYTHIA [10, 16] is based on the semi-classical Lund string fragmen-

tation model [18], and in PYTHIA it is mainly implemented to model hadronization from
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FIG. 1: hadronization in the picture of string fragmentation. i) The initial qq and g begin
to move apart. ii) The string begins to form between them. iii) A string break occurs,
creating a new qq pair. iv) More string breaks occur. v) Jets of final-state hadrons from

the fragmentation process.

ete” up to pp collisions, with the relatively recent Angantyr extension allowing to study
also heavy-ion collisions. In the Lund string model, the “string” represents the collapsed
colour confinement field formed between a colour charge and anticolour charge in an overall
singlet state (otherwise referred to as “colour-connected” partons). A key motivation for the
modelling of the confinement field as a string is the linear potential — and therefore constant
tension — observed at non-perturbative scales on the lattice and encapsulated by the QCD
Cornell potential [19, 20]. Thus the string is defined by its characteristic constant string

tension, kK ~ 1 GeV/fm, and can be modelled by the dynamics of a relativistic string [21].

In the context of high-energy collisions, colour-connected partons move apart from one
another with high energies, stretching the string formed between them. Given sufficient
energy, at some point it becomes energetically favourable to break the string rather than
keep stretching it. At the site of the string break, a light-flavoured quark-antiquark (or
diquark-antidiquark) pair is spontaneously pair produced, resulting in two smaller string
systems. Note that in this context, light-flavoured refers to up, down and strange quarks.
This string-breaking, or “fragmentation” process, occurs until there is no longer sufficient
energy to keep breaking the string, resulting in on-shell final-state hadrons. A basic sketch

of this fragmentation process can be seen in Fig. 1.



The string breaks are modelled via a quantum tunnelling process analogous to electron-
positron pair production in the presence of a strong electric field described by the Schwinger

mechanism [22]. The modified form of the Schwinger mechanism for QCD is given by

2 2 2
—m -7 —m

exp ( q) exp ( qu) = exp <—Lq> , (1)
K K K

where m? = m? + p? is called the transverse mass and & is the string tension mentioned

above.

The Gaussian form of the Schwinger mechanism implies a strong suppression of breakups
with high transverse momenta with respect to the string axis, and likewise a very strong
suppression of heavier quarks relative to lighter ones. In particular, it is impossible to
produce charm and heavier quarks this way, since, e.g., exp(—mm?/k) < 1071, This also
reflects that high-p, excitations and heavy quarks should only be produced by perturbative
mechanisms (partonic scattering processes and parton showers) and not by non-perturbative
ones like string breaks.

Once a flavour and a p,, for the next string break in the iterative process has been
selected, the next step is to select a hadron type compatible with the flavour of the current
endpoint and that produced in the breakup. Since spin-1 mesons are heavier than spin-0 ones
in QCD, the observed ratios between vectors and pseudoscalars are generally smaller than
3 (and equivalently for spin-3/2 baryons compared to spin-1/2 ones), however the baseline
string model does not predict what these factors should be'; instead, these are determined
from data, via tuning”.

To simplify the on-shell constraints of final-state hadrons, string breaks are performed
such that on-shell hadrons are fragmented off directly from either string end. This is per-
missible since the individual string breaks are causally disconnected in the Lund model,
meaning breaks can be performed in any order. Given this casual disconnect, a sensible
constraint is that it should not matter which end of the string we start from; this limits the
possible forms of the “fragmentation functions”, f(z), we can choose to a family of “left-

right symmetric” ones [18], parameterized by the two constants a, which may in principle

1 'We note the recent work on making the model more predictive in this regard [23].
2 In the context of heavy quarks, we note that the default PYTHIA Monash tune has a known issue with the

D* /D ratio being too low. This can be improved by increasing the parameter StringFlav:mesonCvector

from 0.88 to 1.5, which we recommend for charm studies.
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be flavour-dependent, and b, which is flavour-universal:

&) = M= oo () | )

z P

where N is a normalization constant that just ensures unit integral. Note that this fragmen-
tation function does not have quite the same interpretation as the ones sometimes used in
analytical contexts. The type shown here governs the probability distribution for the lon-
gitudinal component of the string-fragmentation process, in each step of the fragmentation.
Given the transverse mass of the produced hadron, the function gives the probability the
hadron will take a fraction z of the total energy of the string. The a and b parameters must
be determined from data, via tuning; see, e.g., [11, 24-28].

Given a massless quark model, a Minkowski space-time diagram for a high energy qq
pair moving apart from one another would result in the partons moving along a straight
line along the light-cone. However given a heavy quark endpoint, this would no longer hold
as a good approximation. Consider a scenario with a heavy quark and massless antiquark.
Starting in the rest frame of the heavy quark, the equations of motion of strings show that
the heavy quark will be dragged by the string field along a hyperbola rather than a straight
line, reducing the area available for a string break. The Bowler modification [29] takes this

into consideration by introducing an additional factor, 1 /erbm%?

, into the fragmentation
function. Here a multiplicative factor of rq is introduced to allow for flexibility and is set
by the parameters StringZ:rFactC and StringZ:rFactB. Provided uniquely defined quark
masses these parameters ought to be unity. There is however some deviation from unity in
the default PYTHIA tune.

The above covers how string breaks occur, however one must also determine which partons
are connected via strings in the first place. The default PYTHIA tune (called the Monash
2013 tune) [11] forms strings by colour-connecting partons in what is known as the Leading-
Colour (LC) limit. This approximation takes the number of QCD colours (N¢) to infinity,
meaning that each colour in an event is uniquely matched to a single anticolour, resulting in
unambiguous string configurations. In this limit, only so-called “dipole” string configurations
are allowed. These dipole strings are characterized by two endpoints, a colour and an
anticolour charge endpoint (typically a quark and an antiquark), and can have any number

of intermediate gluons between them which form “kinks” on the string. Examples of a

dipole-type strings can be seen in the left-hand side images of Fig. 3.
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Given the LC limit (and thus only dipole strings), diquark endpoints and diquark-
antidiquark pair creation are the only mechanisms for baryon production in this model.
As string breaks cannot produce heavy-flavour quarks, heavy-flavoured partons are there-
fore necessarily string endpoints, and thus the only mechanism for heavy-flavour baryon
production via fragmentation in the LC limit is diquark-antidiquark pair creation next to
a heavy-flavoured endpoint, while diquark production has some fixed probability of occur-
ring (controlled by parameter StringFlav:probQQtoQ in PYTHIA) in the baseline string
fragmentation model.

The LC approximation may be quite good in the environment of eTe™ collisions (more
specifically in the absence of multi-parton interactions (MPI)), as corrections to the LC
approximation are naively expected to be 1/Ng suppressed. However, significant deviations
from it are expected in pp collisions, particularly for baryon production, where the survival

of the strict LC topology should be heavily suppressed.

2. Cluster model - HERWIG

Hadronization in HERWIG [17] uses the cluster model [30] which is based on the idea
of colour pre-confinement. The cluster model starts by splitting gluons non-perturbatively,
g — qq, after the parton shower. Assuming LC colour-connections in the baseline model,
each colour-singlet qq pair forms a cluster. These qq clusters are often referred to as “mesonic
clusters” (see Sect. I B2 for other cluster types). Given these clusters, there are two main
steps in the cluster hadronization process; cluster fission and cluster decay which are illus-
trated in fig. 2.

Cluster fission deals with large mass clusters where clusters with mass, M, above a
threshold M,,.:(q1, G2) recursively undergo cluster fission. Working in the centre-of-mass
frame of the initial cluster, a light qq pair is created from the vacuum with some flavour
probability F,, and with given momenta to align with the initial qq pair. For the example
shown in Fig. 2a, the initial cluster, C, is reduced via cluster fission to two smaller clusters,

C: and Cs with masses M; and M, respectively, which are sampled by

MLQ =MmMi2 + (M — My — mq)Rl/P. (3)
Here m; is the constituent mass of each quark in the initial cluster, and m, the constituent

12



mass of the new qq pair (special treatment of clusters with beam remnants can be found
in Ref. [12]). This distribution of masses is controlled via a random number, R, between
0 and 1, and the parameter P (PSplitLight, PSplitCharm or PSplitBottom), along with
satisfying the conditions M > M; and M; > m;+m,. It is important to note that no diquark

formation is permitted in the cluster fission process.

After the cluster fission process comes cluster decays, a process which maps each cluster
onto two hadrons as seen in Fig. 2b. This process is similar to cluster fission however it
has hadronic mass constraints applied. When a cluster decays, the direction of the decay
is typically isotropically chosen in the cluster rest frame. Here both quark-antiquark and
diquark-antidiquark formation is allowed, allowing mesonic clusters to decay into either two
mesons or a baryon and an antibaryon as per the example shown in fig. 2b. For clusters
with perturbatively produced partons (thus particularly important for heavy-flavour hadron
formation), the decay products retain the direction of the cluster rest frame up to a possible

Gaussian smearing through an angle 0,,c., such that

€08 Ogmear = 1+ C18mrlog R, (4)

where the parameter C1Smr can be set independently for clusters containing light, charm
and bottom quarks. Similarly to PYTHIA, the LC limit is insufficient to describe baryon
production in pp collisions [31, 32].

B. Enhancing charm and beauty baryon yields

Several models based on different developments and assumptions, like the inclusion of
beyond leading-colour (BLC) effects on string [33] or cluster [31] formation, or the inclu-
sion of hadronization via coalescence [34-37], or the addition of a set of yet-unobserved
higher-mass charm-baryon states in a statistical-hadronization framework [38-40], expect
an enhancement of heavy-flavour baryon production relative to that of meson states, in

hadronic collisions with respect to eTe™ collisions.
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(a) Cluster fission of cluster C' into two (b) Cluster decay of cluster C' into two

clusters, C7 and Cs. baryons, By and Bs.

FIG. 2: Schematics of the cluster fission and decay processes used in cluster hadronization,
with top image showing the initial cluster in the centre-of-mass frame, and the bottom

image shows the system after the cluster fission/decay process has occurred.

1. Eatensions to the default (Monash 2013) PYTHIA tune

One model critical for modelling baryon production in pp collisions using PYTHIA is
the so-called QCD-based colour reconnection (CR) model [33]. Extending the string model
beyond the leading-colour approximation reintroduces colour-space ambiguities due to the
N¢ = 3 finite colour structure of QCD. Modelling partons using SU(3) colour-space means
that each colour is not necessarily unique, allowing multiple different partons to be colour-
connected and causing ambiguity in where confining potentials arise. To determine between
which partons the confining fields form, the configuration that minimizes the string “length”,
or the action potential of the system, is chosen. This “string length” is a Lorentz-invariant
measure called the lambda measure [41], which is a measure of the energy density per
unit length of the string. By requiring minimized string lengths between colour-connected
partons, strings are thus able to form between partons not produced in the same hard
scatterings, allowing topologies to span across different MPI. The so-called QCD-based CR
model developed within PYTHIA 8 stochastically reintroduces the SU(3) colour correlations,
doing so using SU(3) algebra to describe the probabilities associated with overlaps in colour-
space. These overlaps become particularly relevant for hadronic collisions at high energies,

where MPI produce densely populated partonic environments.
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Given the colour singlet requirement with the inclusion of sub-leading colour effects,
there are three general types of string configurations to consider: dipole strings, junction
topologies, and gluon loops. Both junctions and gluon loops are explicitly beyond LC
configurations. Dipole reconnections and gluon loops make use of the colour-anticolour
singlet state, whereas junction topologies occur due to the colour-neutral red, green, and
blue colour combination. Fig. 3 demonstrates examples of each of these CR types, where the
length of the lines representing strings are meant to give an indication of the string length
which we want to minimize via CR. The left images show an example LC configuration, and

the right show beyond LC strings after allowing CR.

(a) Dipole-type reconnection.

® ®
— @

CR
—_—

(b) Junction reconnection.

CR
—

(c) Gluon-loop formation.

FIG. 3: For each reconnection type, the left images show a LC string configurations, and
the right-hand side images show possible alternative colour reconnected configurations.
Note that colour-octet gluons carry a colour and an anticolour charge, which are

represented by the colours on the top and bottom half of the gluons respectively.
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Beyond LC effects are particularly important for heavy-flavour baryon production due to
the formation of junction topologies. Junctions provide a new mechanism for baryon produc-
tion via fragmentation whereby the baryon number of the junction system is preserved. The
hadronization of these topologies is depicted in Fig. 4, where each junction “leg” fragments
in a similar manner to dipole string fragmentation. The quarks formed by breaks nearest to
the junction itself form a baryon, which in the Fig. 4 example has quarks ¢3¢s5q9 forming the
“junction baryon”. This additional baryon production mechanism leads to baryon enhance-
ment as shown in the left panel of Fig. 6 for the A7 /DO yield ratio case. As heavy-flavour
(charm and beauty) quarks cannot be created via string breaks, heavy-flavour hadrons from
fragmentation necessarily come from string breaks nearest to the string endpoints. There-
fore heavy-flavour baryons can either be created via diquark creation next to a heavy-flavour
endpoint, or from junction baryons. For a junction baryon to be heavy-flavoured, the junc-
tion leg containing the heavy-quark endpoint cannot fragment. The effects of this can be
observed by examining the pr dependence of heavy-flavour baryons.

In the standard fragmentation framework, diquark-antidiquark pair creation has some
fixed probability of occurring with no pr dependence, making it insufficient to describe
the measured increase of heavy-baryon production at low pr. However, junction baryons
are expected to predominantly sit at low pr due to the way dipole strings reconnect into
junctions. Junction reconnections mostly occur between dipoles in different jets, and given
the large phase space available, these jets are likely to have large opening angles. As the
junction forms between these generally large opening-angled jets, the junction (and therefore
the junction baryon) is expected to sit at low pr, making them particularly interesting for
pr studies of heavy-flavour baryons.

Junction topologies are also expected to affect heavy-flavour asymmetries. This is due
to how junction reconnections map three dipole configurations onto two junctions, as seen
in Fig. 3b, resulting in both junctions and antijunctions forming in equal quantities. This
would therefore contribute towards both heavy-flavour baryons and antibaryons, reducing
the baryon asymmetry (particularly at low pr) and in turn also altering the meson asym-
metries in the heavy-flavour sector.

In ete™ collisions, modifications to the leading-colour picture are small, suppressed by
both colour and kinematics factors. However, in dense partonic environments such as pp

collisions, MPI increase the number of possible subleading connections, counteracting their
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naive 1/NZ suppression. This model represents a significant step in the right direction of
probing for the first time the effects of sub-leading colour on hadronization in a systematic

way.
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FIG. 4: A sketch of a junction system after fragmentation, with the junction baryon

consisting of quarks ¢s3qsqg.

To understand baryons produced via diquark-antidiquark pair creation, it is important
to look at how diquarks are treated in PYTHIA. Using standard string fragmentation, these
diquarks are given a constituent mass and treated on equal footing as quark-antiquark
string breaks. However there is an alternative approach, called the popcorn mechanism [42,
43], which models diquark creation as a stepwise process using virtual qq fluctuations of
colour charges on the string. For example, given a qq string with colours red and antired,
then two virtual fluctuations with colours green-antigreen and blue-antiblue can potentially
combine to form a real red-antired diquark-antidiquark pair. Furthermore, again using the
colour structure of the virtual fluctuations, mesons can therefore be created between such
diquark-antidiquark pairs. Thus unlike the standard string fragmentation mechanism where
a diquark-antidiquark pair must be created next to one another, the popcorn mechanism
allows for the decorrelation of the baryons produced.

These virtual fluctuations can also in principle colour reconnect with a diquark endpoint,
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meaning the constituent quarks forming the diquark will contribute towards two separate
hadrons. Given a virtual qq fluctuation with the correct colour structure, one quark from
the initial diquark could form a meson with the fluctuation q, and the other would thus
recombine into a diquark with the fluctuation q. This means that the first hadron produced
from a diquark string end may not be a baryon, and therefore a heavy-flavoured diquark

does not necessarily guarantee a heavy-flavoured baryon.

Another feature of the popcorn model is the suppression of leading-baryon production,
and is controlled in PYTHIA by parameters StringFlav:suppressLeadingB, StringFlav:
heavyLeadingB and StringFlav:1lightLeadingB. Though strictly speaking this should be
a suppression of early production time baryons, a simpler version is implemented where
the baryon production at the end of the string (otherwise known as a rank 1 baryon) is
suppressed. This is a reasonable simplification as the rank 1 baryons are associated with
lower average I' values compared to higher ranks (breaks in the centre of the string), where

2. However,

" is a variable associated with the proper time of the string break, I' = &2
(I') of heavy-flavour rank 1 baryons is approximately the same size as the limiting value
of (') for light flavours, meaning that no suppression is expected for leading heavy-flavour
baryons relative to string breaks in central regions of a string. As heavy-flavour baryons

are expected to only come from fragmentation near string ends, the suppression of endpoint

baryon production needs careful handling.

To complete a comprehensive study on heavy-flavour hadron production in PYTHIA,
one must also consider models that alter the light-flavour quark sector, particularly strange
quark production rates. Strangeness enhancement has been observed at ALICE [44, 45],
which shows a rise in strange-hadron production with respect to charged multiplicity that
neither the default tune nor QCD-based CR in PYTHIA can describe. To describe the
multiplicity dependence seen at ALICE, additional collective effects are required on top of
the standard fragmentation framework. The two primary models proposed to describe this
strangeness enhancement are rope hadronization [46, 47] and close-packing [48]. Both models
are readily available for use in PYTHIA 8.311, however the close-packing implementation is
not catered to strangeness in jets or eTe™ collisions as of yet. Such models have shown to
successfully result in increased strange-hadron production. Both models work by increasing
the string tension in more densely packed string environments, which are correlated with high

multiplicity events. An increased string tension translates to a greater energy density per
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unit length of the string, allowing for higher mass particles to be created via string breaks
with a greater probability, enhancing both strange quark and diquark production. The
distinction between the two models lies in how the altered string tension is calculated. Rope
hadronization treats a collection of strings as a coherent structure, where a larger collection
of strings results in higher string tensions, and the order of string breaks becomes important.
Close-packing proposes a simpler mechanism, whereby the number of surrounding strings
determines the rise in string tension and directly changes the string tension.

Another avenue for exploration is alternatives to the Schwinger mechanism, with one
such model already implemented in PYTHIA being the thermodynamical string breaking
model [48]. This alternative model uses a thermal exponential instead of the Gaussian form
provided by the Schwinger mechanism to model pair creation due to string breaks. The
“temperature” dependence, T, in the exponent is directly related to the string tension x via

T x +/k, and particularly alter the pr spectra of string breaks.

2. Colour reconnections in HERWIG

HERWIG also allows for colour reconnections [31] in their hadronization model, allowing
for both mesonic (qq) and baryonic (qqq and qqq) cluster reconnections. In order to deter-
mine whether to reconnect clusters, the closeness in phase space using a rapidity measure
is considered along with a probability to accept the reconnection. The procedure works by
first selecting a cluster (call this cluster A) and boosting to its centre-of-mass frame. The
centre-of-mass frame momenta then defines a z-axis, with the positive z-direction defined by
the direction of the antiquark. In this frame, the rapidity of the remaining clusters are cal-
culated and are used as a measure of closeness between which partons these clusters should
form. For a given cluster (call this cluster B), the possible reconnection types available are
determined by the rapidities of the qq pair; y(qg) > 0 > y(qp) allows for mesonic recon-
nections, y(dg) > 0 > y(qp) allows for baryonic reconnections, and if neither conditions
are satisfied then no reconnection type is considered. For a mesonic reconnection, the con-
figuration with the maximal ys.» = |y(qs)| + |y(qs)| is considered and the reconnection is
accepted with a probability of P;. This is demonstrated in Fig. 5a where initial clusters
A and B reconnect to clusters C and D. For baryonic reconnections, the two largest ysum

values are considered and the reconnection of clusters A, B and C to form clusters D and
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E (as seen in Fig. 5b) is accepted with probability Pg. This process is then repeated for
all other clusters. Similarly to string junctions in PYTHIA, baryonic clusters contribute to
an additional baryon production mechanism to the LC hadronization model as the baryon

number of the cluster is preserved.

(a) Mesonic reconnection. (b) Baryonic reconnection.

FIG. 5: The grey clusters represent the initial cluster, and given colour reconnections the
red represents the possible alternative cluster formations that are chosen with acceptance

probability (a) Py or (b) Pp.

3. Statistical hadronization with additional baryon resonances

The Statistical Hadronization Model (SHM) assumes that hadrons are produced accord-
ing to the density of thermal yields N*(T). In ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions, the
SHM successfully reproduces the yields of meson and baryon ground states with one chem-
ical freeze-out temperature of T,y ~ 156 MeV [40], which represents the temperature of
the medium at which the different particle abundances get fixed. Its extension to charm
(and beauty) hadrons needs to consider that the charm quarks are produced in the initial
stage of the collisions with a multiplicity that is quite larger than the one expected from
thermal charm production at T¢¢. To this purpose, a charm-quark fugacity factor g., which
represents the ratio of total charm yield to the thermal charm one, is included in the model
to take into account this excess. A charm balance equation is needed to guarantee the con-

servation of charm quarks for a given value of g., while allowing the relative abundances of
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the different open and hidden charm hadrons to follow the statistical thermal ones, it can

be written as:

j‘vjézégcznﬁhr;gczn +gczn (5)

i J
hoc,l h

oc,2

where N in the total charm yield in the rapidity range considered, n® i are the (grand-
canonical) thermal yields for open charm with one charm quark (h,.1) and two charm quarks
(hoc,2) and for hidden charm (hy.). In principle, Eq. 5 should include the hadrons with three
charm quarks but, in the current implementations, they are discarded under the reasonable
assumption that their contribution to the sum is negligible. Fugacity factors in elementary
collisions are introduced to account for the non-equilibrium yield of quarks heavier than u
and d, thus for strangeness as well as for charm. However, due to the dominance of hadrons
with one charm quark this does not affect baryon-to-meson yield ratios of single charm
hadrons, because both baryons and mesons contain one charm. On the other hand, one
can also notice that doubling N . implies doubling ¢., with a consequent enhancement by a
factor of 2 of single-charm hadrons and a factor of 4 increase of double-charm hadrons. Such
a scaling with N is expected also in the coalescence model described in the next paragraph.

Such an approach, which correctly predicts the relative abundances of D-meson states,
has been challenged by the large A /D values measured in pp, p-Pb, and Pb-Pb collisions,
which will be discussed in the Sect. [II. In particular, using the resonance states listed in
PDG [49] the charm baryon yields are substantially underpredicted by the SHM. However, it
is argued in Refs. [38, 50] that the charm and beauty baryon enhancement is to be attributed
to the enhanced feed-down from “missing” charm- and beauty-baryon states in the PDG
with respect to the predictions of the relativistic quark model (RQM) [51] and lattice QCD
calculations [52]. Including the additional baryon resonances makes a decisive difference and
enables a significant heavy-flavour baryon enhancement. The additional baryon states almost
double the fraction of the ground-state A} in the system relative to the PDG scenario when a
hadronization temperature of 170 MeV is used. The SHM is usually employed to evaluate the
total hadron yield. However, in the heavy-flavour sector for pp collisions, it has been coupled
to the concept of independent fragmentation functions to compute pertinent pr spectra
by the TAMU group [38]. In this approach, a thermal distribution function is exploited

to determine the fragmentation fractions, but when comparing to experimental data the
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baryons and mesons are non-thermally distributed in pt but according to the fragmentation
functions. The model employs a modern fragmentation function formalism developed for
heavy quarks that depend on one parameter r defined as follows for each hadron species.
For D° and A} the related parameters (rpo, 7y+) are tuned to reproduce the measured
pr spectra. For higher meson (M) and baryon (B) resonances, the related parameters are
obtained by rescaling those of D” and A} according to their mass, rg)/Tpopns; = ((Marm) —
me) /mas)) / ((Mpopa+] — Me) /Mpopa+y)- The results of this model calculation are reported in
the middle panel of Fig. 6 for the A} /D° yield ratio: a significant enhancement at low pr
is observed. The uncertainty band in the model is obtained by varying the assumptions on
the branching ratios of excited charm-baryon state decays to the ground state. In heavy-ion
collisions, the TAMU model employs a recombination approach that inherits the SHM yields,
similarly to the pp-collision case, but evaluates the pr distribution functions according to a
recombination model based on the Boltzmann collision integral (see next section).

More recently, also the standard SHM approach, originally set up to predict the prp-
integrated yields of the different hadrons has been extended, when applied to the charm
sector, to supply a first tentative modelling of the pr distribution in AA collisions [40, 53].
A two-component model containing a thermalized distribution with a radial flow plus a
contamination from a “corona shell”, to which a pr distribution like that of pp collisions
is associated, is implemented. The method shows a qualitative agreement with the data
mainly in the low pr region (pr < 2GeV/c), while already at intermediate pr there is a
significant lack of yield that cannot be compensated only by the corona contribution. This is
in line with the general finding of all dynamical approaches to charm in-medium interaction,
namely that charm gets close to equilibrium in the low pr region [54, 55], but it might retain

a long-pp-tail of non-equilibrium.

4. Hadronization via coalescence

The idea of quark coalescence in heavy-ion collisions dates back to about two decades
ago and was applied to account for the first observation of an enhancement in the p/7
ratio at intermediate pr [56-59]. Contrary to the fragmentation process, where the final
heavy-flavour hadron always carries smaller energy than the parent heavy quark, the idea

of the coalescence model comes from the fact that partons in a dense medium (even if not
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necessarily thermalized) combine their transverse momentum to produce a final-state meson
or baryon with higher transverse momentum. Thus, with coalescence the average hadron
pr is pushed to larger values with respect to fragmentation.

In heavy-ion collisions it has been possible to associate to hadronization by coalescence
signatures going beyond the particle-yield ratios, predicting a quark-number scaling of the
azimuthal anisotropy of the production that is quantified by the elliptic flow [56, 60, 61].
According to this the vo(pr) should scale into a universal curve given by 1/n,*vs(pr/n,) with
nqy = 2 for meson and n, = 3 for baryons. A moderate breaking of such scaling is expected
mainly at low pr in realistic coalescence models due to the finite width effect of the hadron
wave function, feed-down by hadron resonance decays, and radial flow correlations [61,
62]. In addition, it has been shown that off-shell dynamics with the constraint of energy
conservation drives the pr scaling toward an mr scaling [63] at low pr. Furthermore, at
intermediate pr the interplay with the fragmentation function induces a further explicit
significant breaking of the scaling [64]. Data at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC)
and the LHC confirmed that at intermediate pr (around the peak value of vy(pr)) the
elliptic flow follows two different branches depending on their valence quark number such
that vapr(pr/2)/2 >~ vap(pr/3)/3 for light quark hadrons.

The coalescence approach has been extended to the charm sector to study the production
of D mesons [65]. There is a quite general consensus that including this process is necessary
to correctly reproduce the main observables like Raa(pr) and ve(pr) [66, 67]. It has to be
noticed that being the mass of the light and heavy-flavour quarks quite different, one expects

that a D meson at a certain pr is formed from the recombination of a light quark quark of

pr with a charm quark with p, ~ —2<—p [68]. Therefore,

transverse momentum p, >~ P
q c

mq

Maq+me
having usually m, >~ 4my, thi(; implies that on average the D meson gets about 0.2 pr from
the light quark and 0.8 pr from the charm quark. Hence, one envisages that vop(pr) =~
V2,4(0.2p1) + v2.(0.8 pr). This simple argument must be complemented considering the
finite width of the wave function and the slope in pr of quark distribution functions as well
as the contribution from the fragmentation, which is non-negligible at intermediate pr.

The coalescence plus independent fragmentation approach predicted already in 2009 that
in AA collisions one could expect a quite large AJ production and A /D° ~ O(1) [34], a value

about one order of magnitude larger than that measured in ete™ collisions in which the A}

fragmentation fraction was estimated to be f(c — Al) ~ 0.06 [69]. The first measurements

23



made by the STAR Collaboration and ALICE Collaborations in Au-Au collisions at /syn
= 200 GeV and Pb-Pb collisions at /sy = 5.02TeV, respectively, qualitatively confirmed
such a prediction [70, 71]. Successive measurements by ALICE and CMS allowed to better
profile the evolution of AF/D? ratio with pr and centrality [72, 73].

Catania model: This model has been applied extensively to particle production not
only in the light sector but also to charm baryon and meson production in both AA colli-
sions [37, 65, 67] and pp collisions [36]. The model has been recently expanded to provide
first predictions for multi-charm baryons [74] that are expected to be measured in heavy-ion
collisions at the LHC with the future ALICE 3 experiment [75]. The Catania approach
implements hadronization of charm quarks via both coalescence and independent fragmen-
tation and assumes the presence of a flowing thermalized medium of light quarks (u, d, s).
In pp collisions the general expectation was that a QGP would not be created. However,
experimental measurements provide strong indications for the formation of an expanding
medium in small collision systems [44, 76-78]. In addition, viscous hydrodynamics and
transport calculations supply a reasonable description of experimental measurements [79—
81]. Recently, an approximate quark-number scaling of hadron elliptic flows was also shown
for small collision systems [82]. This motivated the extension of the Catania model assuming
a small fireball of expanding QGP even in pp collisions.

In the model, a blast wave parameterization [83] for light quarks at the hadronization
hypersurface with the inclusion of a contribution from mini-jets is considered. For charm
quarks, the spectra from FONLL calculations are used in pp collisions, while in AA colli-
sions the spectra are taken after collisional energy loss in the medium evaluated through
a Quasi Particle Model (QPM) implemented in a Boltzmann transport dynamics or in a
Langevin equation through the corresponding drag and diffusion coefficients [67, 84, 85].
The coalescence approach is based on a phase space description of the system created in
AA collisions. The basic formula is written in terms of the Wigner function describing the
spatial and momentum distribution of quarks in a hadron. In particular, the momentum

spectrum of hadrons formed by coalescence can be written as:

N n
il (2)
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with gy indicating the statistical factor giving the probability that two (or three) random
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quarks have the right quantum numbers to match the quantum number of the hadron
(flavour, spin, isospin) in a colourless combination. For D mesons the statistical factor
gp = 1/36 gives the probability that two random quarks have the right colour, spin, and
isospin to match the quantum number of the considered mesons. For Al the statistical
factor is gy+ = 1/108. N is the number of quarks that form the hadron, N, = 2 for mesons
and N, = 3 for baryons. The do; denotes an element of a space-like hypersurface, while
fq; are the quark (anti-quark) phase-space distribution functions for i*" quark (anti-quark)
and the coalescence function Cyg = CNq*lfH(xl...qu,pl...qu) is directly proportional to
the Wigner function which describes the spatial and momentum distribution of quarks in
a hadron, fy. The constant CMa~! is an important and specific aspect of the Catania
model, not present in the standard coalescence approach. It is this constant that allows
normalizing the coalescence probability for charm quarks such that the total coalescence
probability (i.e. summing up all the mesons and baryons channel considered) in the limit
pr — 018 P,u(pr — 0) = 1. Such a constant C' can be determined only by calculating
all the charmed mesons and baryons. In the first work [37] it was evaluated considering
only D, D**, Df, AF, and X% hadrons. However, more recently the production of
E50 and QP was observed not to be negligible [36]. Having fixed such a normalization, the
probability of a charm quark to hadronize via coalescence or fragmentation depends as in
the standard approach on its transverse momentum according to Eq. 6. The coalescence
probability is high for low quark momenta and quickly decreases with increasing transverse
momentum, meaning that most of charm quarks hadronize via coalescence at low pr whereas,
in the high momentum region, fragmentation is the dominant contribution. Imposing the
condition P, (p — 0) = 1 is a key aspect underlying the prediction of quite large values of
heavy baryons: A7 /D% ~ O(1), ZY/D® ~ 0.2 and Q2/D° ~ 0.1 [36]. The physical motivation
is related to the fact that in the standard coalescence approach there is no dynamics related
to confinement. The renormalization constant C' appears linearly for mesons and quadratic
for baryons. This is physically motivated at least by two considerations. First, enforcing
P.ow(pr — 0) = 1 implies that there is an enhancement of the recombining probability
(with respect to the one from a simple phase space overlap of the wave functions) that can
be associated to the dynamics of the confining interaction that increases the coalescence
probability (here accounted for just by a renormalization of a coupling constant). Such an

effect has to be squared for baryons for which two relative distances among the quarks have
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to be defined. Second, one has to consider that the density of the medium at which the
hadrons are formed is not known, and being the phase transition a cross-over it is likely that
there is a density interval over which it occurs. Therefore the hadrons yields and ratios in a
standard coalescence approach (i.e. without imposing P, (pr — 0) = 1) would significantly
depend on the specific value of the density chosen. In the Catania approach the probability of
forming a hadron scales linearly with the density for mesons and quadratically for baryons. If
one chooses a lower value density value, implying a reduced standard coalescence probability,
the constraint P, (pr — 0) = 1 increases the value of the coefficient C™e~! making the
yields and the baryon-over-meson ratios quite stable and nearly independent of the specific
value of the density of the background fireball employed to perform the calculation.
Another relevant aspect of the Catania approach is the width of the Wigner function for
the various mesons and baryons. These are related to the root mean square charge radius
of the hadron taken from the quark model [86, 87]. A Gaussian wave function is assumed

for simplicity and it implies that also the associated hadron Wigner function is Gaussian:

Ny—1 )

xm’
fH($ri7pri) = H 8 exp ( - 0—2 —pfiafi), (7>
i=1 T

i

with z,; and p,; relative coordinates in space and momentum. We notice that an impor-
tant aspect of a proper implementation of the coalescence approach is that, respecting the
basic feature of quantum mechanics, the width o, of the wave function in r-space constraints
also the Wigner function width in p-space; for a Gaussian wave function for each relative
coordinate we have o,; - 0,; = 1 and o0, cannot be used as a further independent parameter.
It can be noticed that the coalescence process, and the related formula, can be factorized
as a diquark recombination followed by a diquark-quark coalescence if the diquark binding
energy is vanishing.

It is interesting to discuss the dependence of the coalescence results on the specific value
of the wave-function width, which is the main parameter of the model. This can be easily
evaluated analytically considering a non-relativistic reduction, which, even if not quanti-
tatively exact, allows having a semi-quantitative estimate of the main aspect involved in
the coalescence process. Assuming a non-relativistic boost invariant thermal distribution
function homogeneous in r-space, discarding the radial flow, and assuming a Gaussian wave

function, it can be shown that the coalescence yield for mesons and baryons scales as:
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where p12 is the reduced mass of the two quarks undergoing coalescence and 7' is the
temperature of the medium. The numerator is associated with the probability of forming
a meson in r-space, which of course increases with the width o,. On the other hand, this
increase is compensated by the probability in momentum space where the effective width is
given by 0, = 1/0,, hence decreasing with increasing o,. From the denominator of Eq. 8 we
can see that there is another scale that plays a role and is given by 1/2uT. This represents
the width of the distribution of relative momentum of the coalescing objects. In the infinite
temperature limit that would give a distribution in momentum space asymptotically flat,
and the yield would become independent on the wave function width. Increasing o, one
increases the probability of coalescence in r-space but this is exactly compensated by the
shrinking of the Wigner hadron function in momentum space. Apart from this extreme
ideal case, the increase of the width o, leads to an increase that quantitatively depends on
the comparison between the width of the hadron wave function o, and the width of the
thermal distribution 1/2uT. For 02 << (2uT)~! the yield is strongly dependent on the size
of the hadron wave function, while for 2 >> (2uT)~! the yield is nearly independent on the
hadron wave function. For the specific case of charm meson and baryons, ¢%(D°) = 0.65 fm?
and (2uT)~! = 0.5fm?, hence an increase of < r? > by a factor of two implies an increase of
the yield of about 30%. Smaller baryons like 2. have the relative widths o2 (2.) = 0.34 fm?
and 02%(Q) = 0.14fm? and (2u,,7)"" = 0.6fm? and (2(s5)c. )" = 0.6fm?* such that an
increase of < r? >qo by a factor of 2 induces an increase of the yield of about a factor 2.2.
Therefore, hadrons that have a large mean square radius and large mass are in general not
very sensitive to the parameter o,, if the relation o, = 1/0, is employed. However, on top of
this standard coalescence feature, one has to consider the constraint that P, (pt — 0) =1
strongly damp such dependence for the D and A} hadrons, which dominate the overall
charm-hadron yield [74]. The Catania coalescence plus fragmentation model was first applied
to AA collisions prediction of AT /D both at RHIC and LHC energy [37], but soon after
it led to a quite good prediction of the A7 /DY yield ratio in pp collisions, as shown in the
right panel of Fig. 6. It also provided within the current uncertainties also a reasonable

predictions for the =2 and X% production, see also Fig.s 15 and 16 in Sec.III.C.
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Other coalescence approaches: In other approaches [34, 88|, applied to AA collisions
and based on a formulation formally very similar to Eq. 6 and 7, the constraint to have
P.ow(pr — 0) = 1 is also implemented, but it is achieved artificially increasing the width
o,; of hadrons by a constant factor, resulting in radii about a factor 1.8 larger than the one
employed by the Catania model [37] that relies on the quark model prediction in Ref. [86, 87].
This choice should also affect the width in momentum space modifying the pr dependence of
the spectra. A study of such an effect, and a direct comparison to the Catania model, would
be instructive but has not yet been performed. A refinement of the coalescence approach is
to consider the different wave function of [ = 1 states, which leads to a non-Gaussian Wigner
function [88], different from that of the Catania model. This is done also in the hadronization

mechanism implemented in the Parton Hadron String Dynamics (PHSD) [89].

The PHSD model provides a realistic simulation of the entire heavy-ion collision and it
also implements a coalescence approach to hadronization of heavy quarks [89]. The quark
masses are distributed according to the spectral function of a dynamical quasi-particle model
(DQPM) [90], very similar to the QPM used in Catania to describe the heavy-quark dy-
namics. Then, as in the Catania model, the probability of coalescence is evaluated by a
superposition of the quark distribution with the Wigner hadron wave function, but consid-
ering both S- and P-wave states. Differently from the Catania model, it does not imple-
ment the constraint P, (pr — 0) = 1 and the coalescence process is not instantaneous
but occurs during the fireball expansion when the local energy density spans the interval
0.3 < € < 0.9GeV/fm3. Hadronization for heavy flavor within the PHSD approach has been
extensively applied to study charm dynamics in AA collisions; only very recently it has been

done an extension to pp collision studying the bottomonium production [91].

Finally, a more simplified approach to hadronization by coalescence is the Quark re-
Combination Model (QCM) which, though based on the idea of quark recombination, has
several features that are different from the other approaches discussed above. The model is
developed in one dimension representing the transverse momentum. The coordinate space is
not considered. The model does not employ as light-quark sources quark distribution func-
tions as thermal+flow distributions and /or resulting from a dynamical study of heavy quark
dynamics. Rather, it extracts them from a fit to 7, K, and D mesons [35, 92]. Furthermore,
hadronization is occurring by coalescence at all momenta, without any contribution from

fragmentation. Once the u, d, s, and ¢ quark distribution functions are extracted from the fit,
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they are used as a source to compute the spectra as a function pr of all hadron species: p, A,
¢, Q, AT etc... The role of Wigner hadron function in the standard recombination approach
is substituted by a recombination function that is given by a delta function, which imposes
quarks with the same velocity to recombine. The ratio between vector and pseudoscalar
meson yields is fixed by a parameter Ry,p = 3/2 indicated as thermal weight because it
corresponds to the value of D*/D =~ 3 (Mp/Mp-)*2exp|—(Mp — Mp-)/ Tx] ~ 3/2 = Ry p,
if one assumes a thermal production at a temperature Ty = 170 — 175 MeV, as done also in
(93] in the context D meson production in 7N collisions, see Sect. III.B. This is the same
assumption exploited in the Catania coalescence model even if in this case the temperature,
Ty = 165 MeV is the one of the hadronizing medium that determines the light and strange
quark thermal distribution, while in QCM the concept of temperature does not really play
a direct role because the quark distribution functions are deduced from a fit to 7, K, and
D mesons experimental data. A similar ratio parameter is used to fix the ratio between the
baryons of the octet (J© = (1/2)*) and decuplet (J© = (3/2)") by the parameter Ro/p = 2.
Resonance recombination model: Another main approach to charm hadron forma-
tion is the Resonance Recombination Model (RRM) of TAMU group where hadronization
is described by scattering of thermal light quarks with heavy quarks into broad D-meson
like resonances [63]. This model is also based on the idea that hadronization occurs by a
recombination of quarks in the medium, but the process is modelled like a scattering of two
particles into a hadron resonance with a finite width I'. The meson spectrum is written in
terms of the quark and anti-quark distribution as:
37 7132
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where o(s) is the relativistic resonance cross section (Breit-Wigner). We can envisage
from Eq. 9 and Eq. 6 that RRM approach shares with the coalescence approach several fea-
tures because the main underlying process consists in adding momenta of particles coming
from the medium and the relative momenta of quarks determine the formation probability
according to the values of op/(s) . On the other hand, the formation of the hadron is
not directly related to the wave function width. However, the main features of modifying

Raa(pr) from charm to D meson inducing an enhancement of D-meson Raa at pr 2

=~ mq
accompanied by an enhancement of the elliptic flow are similar to those resulting from the

coalescence approach. The main difference with respect to coalescence is in the momentum
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dependence of the probability of hadron formation by recombination. Also in RRM there
are two competing hadronization processes, with independent fragmentation applied to the
charm quark that does not recombine according to Eq. 9. However, the recombination in
RRM is dominant over fragmentation in a wider pr range with respect to coalescence [94].
The RRM approach has been more recently applied also to the AT production, which is
modelled as a two-step process: the formation of a diquark according to Eq. 9 followed by
a scattering process between the diquark and the charm quark. An important ingredient
introduced in recent years in the modelling of coalescence in the TAMU model are space-
momentum correlations between the recombining quarks. Given that recombination is more
probable for quarks that are close in both momentum and space, the correlation between the
heavy-quark momentum vector and their spatial position in the fireball, induced by the in-
terplay of the heavy-quark interaction in the medium and the medium expansion, influences
significantly the heavy-flavour hadron Raa, v9, and the relative particle-species abundances.
Furthermore, being the hadronization modelled like a scattering process 2 — 1 going into
an off-shell hadron it is possible to conserve the 4-momentum and it has been shown that
under the assumption of local thermal equilibrium the D meson spectrum converges to the
equilibrium thermal spectrum. A more thorough comparison to the coalescence approach
has indeed to consider that qualitatively coalescence is quite similar to RRM because the
pair going into coalescence to form a D meson have an invariant-mass distribution around
the D-meson mass with a finite width, so that energy is conserved with respect to an off-
shell D-meson-like resonance also in a coalescence approach. The difference is that however
in RRM the exact thermal equilibrium is constrained while in coalescence one has simply
an invariant-mass distribution regulated by the relative quark momentum distribution in
the medium and its interplay with the wave function width. This aspect has never been
pointed out: a direct comparison of coalescence, RRM, and the diquark-quark in medium
hadronization, recently developed by the Turin group within the Powlang model discussed

below, could be interesting.

Powlang: Another approach to in-medium hadronization also based on the idea of quark
recombination is the one developed by Powlang [95-97], which implements a Langevin evo-
lution of charm quarks produced with a POHWEG+PYTHIA Monte Carlo event generator
into a hydrodynamical background. In such an approach a charm quark is recombined with

a thermal quark or di-quark on a hadronization hyper-surface identified by the local temper-
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ature Ty = 155 MeV. Hence each (anti-)charm quark can randomly form pairs with quarks

or di-quarks distributed according to a thermal spectrum corresponding to the density:

272 4= n Ty
n=1

0 = gogr 2 3y EU g, ("M) , (10)

where the mass M of quark and di-quarks are taken in the range of the constituent quark
picture: my,q = 0.33 GeV, mg = 0.5 GeV, mq), = 0.579 GeV, mq), = 0.804 GeV, myg), =
1.0936 GeV; while g, is the spin degeneracy and g; the isopin degeneracy. The recombination
occurs if the invariant mass of the pair, M, is larger than the mass of the lightest charmed
hadron. Then the cluster decays into a charmed hadron that has the same baryon number
and strangeness of the cluster or, for large invariant masses, M¢ > M0 =~ 3.8GeV, it
hadronize via string-fragmentation according to PYTHIA 6.4. Therefore, differently from
the coalescence approach, the probability of hadronizing via recombination is not determined
by a hadron wave function with a finite width in momentum space (typically of the order
of a few hundred MeV), but rather by the formation-probability of clusters of quite large
invariant mass undergoing to decay. Instead, in a coalescence approach the invariant-mass
distribution from the recombination of a light (strange) quark and a heavy quark can be quite
narrower due to the constraint of the wave function. Another difference is the assumption
of a thermal population of di-quarks that in the modelling acquire also a hydrodynamical
radial and elliptic flows. The assumption in the model of local colour neutralization leads
to a strong space-momentum correlation, which provides a substantial enhancement of the
elliptic flow of the final-state charmed hadrons, affecting both their momentum and their
angular distributions. This hadronization scheme has been applied to AA collisions [96] and
very recently to pp collisions [97] showing a behavior of A /D similar to the coalescence

approach, apart from the tendecy to over estimate the D} production especially at low pr.

5. EPOSJ(HQ)

The EPOS Monte Carlo event generator [98, 99] is based on the assumption that
hadronization in QCD is string-like below a certain critical energy density, while it ex-
hibits thermal (QGP) behaviour above that density. The idea is that the critical density

is not reached in eTe™ collisions nor in low-multiplicity pp collisions. These systems can
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therefore be described by a conventional Lund string fragmentation model (much like
in PYTHIA, though EPOS has its dedicated implementation of string fragmentation). At
higher energy densities, which are reached in high-multiplicity pp collisions and in heavy-ion
collisions, EPOS invokes a QGP-like medium with non-zero temperature and hydrodynamic

properties.

An elegant interpolation between the two limits is achieved via the core-corona picture [99,
100], in which dense (“core”) regions of phase space (above the critical density) are described
via the QGP-like thermal modelling of particle production, while more dilute (“corona”)
ones (below the critical density ¢ = 0.57 GeV /fm?) are described by string fragmentation.
Crucially, these two types of regions can coexist within one and the same collision, with
a smooth transition between low core fractions at high impact parameters and high core
fractions at central ones. In terms of observable consequences, this produces an overall
modelling that reliably interpolates between vacuum-like string fragmentation in e*e™ and

low-multiplicity pp collisions and a QGP limit in central AA collisions.

Historically, the scattering modelling in EPOS was based on a zero-momentum limit
of cut pomerons and hence did not aim at describing high-p, jet fragmentation (or other
perturbative scattering processes). This has changed with EPOS4, which incorporates both
factorization for hard processes and saturation for the low-z scatterings. More specifically
related to the purposes of this review, the main aspect of EPOS4HQ is the inclusion of the
scattering dynamics of heavy quarks in the “corona” medium even in pp collisions and of
hadronization via coalescence plus fragmentation [101, 102]. The hadronization mechanism
employed is in many aspects very similar to the coalescence plus fragmentation approaches
described in Sect. [I B4. The coalescence for heavy mesons and baryons is evaluated in the
Wigner formalism, see Eq. 6. The wave function is a Gaussian and the excited states are
included assuming a suppression like in the statistical model as in the Catania model. Heavy
quarks not recombining with light partons undergo fragmentation. Similarly to the SHM-
TAMU approach, all the possible excited states are considered, including the unobserved
baryon states not listed in the PDG, which are predicted to exist by the quark model and
lattice QCD. A more “technical” difference is the mass of the light quarks which in EPOS
are taken to be m,,q = 0.1 GeV, while in the Catania, TAMU, and PHSD models values
close to the constituent quark mass of about 0.33 GeV are used, reducing the violation of

energy conservation in the coalescence process. Also EPOS4HQ has shown to generate for
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pp collisions ratios of A7 /D° and Z%/D° that are in fair agreement with the experimental
data by ALICE and CMS, only if coalescence is included [101, 102]. Moreover, EPOS4HQ
being a realistic fully dynamical approach showed that also the elliptic flow vo(pr) of DY in
pp collisions agrees with the data and origins from the scattering of charm quarks in the

medium generated in high-multiplicity events.

° — T X — T —— % ‘
9 ; it to 1
, — +o 11— +o 1™ m
< pp, (5 = 5.02 TeV < pp, V5 =5.02 TeV < pp, V5 =5.02 TeV
- PYTHIA 8: b r M. He and R. Rapp: [ Catania, fragmentation
Monash 2013 ~——— SH model + PDG )
B r Catania, fragm.+coal.
--------- CR-BLC Mode 2 SH model + RQM
05 . 05 - 05" -
0 L é L 1\0 L b+ 1+ EL, PTI— 110 P 1] . 5 L 1\0
p, (GeVic) p, (GeVic) P, (GeVic)

FIG. 6: Al /DY ratio obtained by three model calculations in pp collisions at
Vs = 5.02 TeV. Left panel: PYTHIA 8 MC generator with (dashed line) and without
(solid line) the implementation of junction topologies. Middle panel: SHM with (band)
and without (line) the inclusion of the additional charm baryon resonance states predicted
by the RQM model. Right panel: Catania model in which charm quark hadronization is

implemented via fragmentation only (line) or via fragmentation and coalescence (band).

III. HEAVY-FLAVOUR HADRONIZATION - EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In the following we explore a selection of experimental measurements on heavy-flavour
production sensitive to heavy-quark hadronization. Firstly we discuss results in ete™ and
e®p collisions. Then the measurements in hadronic collisions are presented using event multi-
plicity as the order criterion: minimum-bias pp collisions are discussed first and are followed
by studies differential in multiplicities, which allow to bridge the pp collisions to both p—A
and A—A collisions, as well as to ete™ collisions. Measurements in hadronic collisions sensi-
tive to beam remnants and quantum-number conservation, which probe peculiar regions of
phase space in which the fragmentation approach was already found (and expected) to not

be effective, are discussed separately.
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A. Production in ee and ep collisions and spectroscopy

Electron—positron collisions present many advantages to study the fragmentation process
of heavy quarks. In eTe™ collisions there is not an hadronic initial state, thus there are no
concurrent partonic interactions nor beam remnants, and the centre-of-mass energy of the
partonic system is known (up to radiative corrections) and coincides with the eTe™ collision
centre-of-mass energy. The (q pair is produced mainly in a colour-singlet topology and
soft gluon emission can be described as the radiation of a colourless antenna [104]. On the
other hand, eTe™ collisions offer little sensitivity to study heavy-flavour hadron production
in events in which heavy-quark production involves gluons in the hard scattering. The
production cross section and properties of several charm-hadron species were measured at
very different collision energies in ete™ collisions at both B-factories (y/s ~ 10.5 GeV/c?)

and in Z%boson decays at LEP (y/s ~ 90 GeV /c?) [103, 105-108].

A variable typically considered to constrain the heavy-quark fragmentation functions used
in theoretical calculations is the beam-momentum fraction z, = 2pnc/+/s/4 — M2c*. The
xp-differential cross section of several charm-baryon species measured by Belle [103], namely

of AT, Ac(2595)", A.(2625)T, .(2455)°, £.(2520)%, Q0 (cross section times branching ratio),

—0
—c

¥(2520)° are compared to PYTHIA calculations [109]. Overall, though differences between
data and PYTHIA can be appreciated thanks to the high precision of the data, the A} and

(cross section times branching ratio), are shown in Fig. 7. The Af, ¥.(2455)°, and

¥.(2455)? z,-differential cross sections are reasonably well reproduced by PYTHIA both in
magnitude and in shape. The X.(2520)" cross section is instead underestimated by about a

factor of two by PYTHIA, which also predicts a harder x,, distribution.

The precise theoretical knowledge of the total cc cross section allows the direct mea-
surement of the fragmentation fraction of charm quarks to a given charm-hadron species,
f(c — H.), without the need to measure the cross section of the other charm-hadron species.
At LEP it was verified (see e.g. ALEPH analysis in Ref. [105]) that the total charm-
production cross section, obtained as the sum of the measured D, D*, D, and A} cross
sections, and of an additional contribution for the unmeasured Z° and QY cross sections,
assumed to be around 2% of the measured one, is consistent with the Standard Model

expectation. In Ref. [69] charm-hadron production measurements in ete™ collisions at B

factories [110-117] and in Z%boson decays [105-107, 118, 119] were analysed together with
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FIG. 7: Differential inclusive cross sections of charmed baryon production with and
without radiative corrections measured by the Belle Collaboration [103]. The closed circles
are shifted slightly to the left for clarity. Triangle points show PYTHIA predictions where

all radiative processes are turned off.
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data from photoproduction (PHP) and deep-inelastic scattering (DIS) in ep collisions at
HERA [120-124], and with first results from pp collisions at the LHC. As shown in Fig. 8,
no significant difference emerged among the charm FF measured in the various collision
systems and collision energies. In e*p and hadronic collisions charm-quark pairs are pro-
duced in hard-scattering processes from gluons, differently from e*Te™ collisions in which
g — cc splittings occurs only in a fraction of events. At LEP, the fraction of Z — hadrons
events proceedings via Z — qqg, g — cc is about 3%, representing less than 20% of events
with charm in Z decays [105, 125-127]. The consistency of the FF measured in ete™ and
eTp collisions was considered as a signal supporting the hypothesis of universality of the
fragmentation fractions, which was expected to hold also in pp collisions at the LHC. First
LHC data on D-meson production supported this hypothesis, which as will be discussed in

next sections turned out not to be true.

Spectroscopy measurements provide important pieces of information for understand-
ing heavy-flavour production and hadronization. The measured production yield and pr-
differential spectrum of a given heavy-flavour hadron species, Hqg, depends on the number
and mass spectrum of existing hadron states energetically accessible, which determines both
the direct-production probability of the given state at hadronization and the feed-down con-
tribution. There is a large impact on the heavy-flavour baryon-to-meson ratio expected by
models whether one assumes or not the existence of the rich set of excited states expected
from the relativistic quark model (RQM) [51] (see Sect. IIB3), most of which have not
yet been observed. Searching for new states in the charm sector has been a major part
of the physics program of B factories, whereby exploiting the rather “clean” environment
of eTe™ collisions allows these states to be looked for both in the direct production from
charm-quark hadronization and in the decay of beauty hadrons. A review of relevant spec-
troscopy measurements at B factories can be found in Ref. [130]. Despite the observation
of several states, the number of known states is not comparable to that expected by the
RQM. This remains valid also including the significant number of states detected for the
first time in hadronic collisions at Tevatron and the LHC [131, 132]. At these colliders, as at
LEP, several ground and excited states were discovered and studied also in the open-beauty
sector, which is energetically almost precluded to B factories. As reported in Fig. 9, overall
more than 70 new hadrons in the charm and beauty sectors were discovered at the LHC,

out of which 19 “conventional” mesons, 30 conventional baryons, and 23 “exotic” hadrons,
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FIG. 8: Charm fragmentation fraction to D mesons and A} in ete™ and e*p collisions
calculated in Ref. [69] by combining measurements from CLEO [110, 111],
ARGUS [112-114], BABAR [116, 117], Belle [115], OPAL [106, 118], ALEPH [105],
DELPHI [107, 119], ZEUS [122, 123, 128, 129], and H1 [124]. In the calculation, the sum
of the fragmentation fractions to all known weakly decaying ground states is constrained to
unity and it is assumed that the sum of the fragmentation fractions to =% and Q is a

factor of about 0.136 that to Al in analogy to strange-quark fragmentation fractions to

Q~, =7, and A°.

i.e. tetraquark and pentaquark candidates. However only for a few of these states informa-
tion about the production yield is available. Whether further states exist remains an open
question and a major goal of future experimental research at both hadronic and leptonic
colliders. In hadronic collisions heavy-flavour baryon production may occur via additional
processes than those effective in leptonic collisions. This further highlights the importance
of measuring the relevant abundances of the various states in both collision systems.

The probability that a given state is formed can depend on the hadron internal structure
and state quantum numbers, for the determination of which spectroscopy measurements
are essential. Charm and beauty baryons are also good probes to study diquark effective

degrees of freedom. Theoretical calculations suggested that heavy-flavour baryons can be
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FIG. 9: Hadrons with charm and beauty quarks discovered at the LHC. Figure from [132].

interpreted rather simply as a bound state of a diquark and a heavy quark [130, 133], a
picture that requires experimental confirmation via a systematic comparison of measured
and predicted spectra. Reviews on the topic, including discussions extended to exotic states,

can be found in Ref. [130, 131, 134-136].

An important example is given by the lower production yields of the isovector ¥+
states compared to the isoscalar Al states in ete™ collisions. This can be appreciated
looking at Belle result [103] in Fig. 10, which shows the direct cross sections of A and
YO +1+ states divided by the state spin-degeneracy factor as a function of the particle mass.
The AF and X2 states, which in terms of valence quarks are all composed of a charm
quark and a pair of light u/d quarks, lie on two different exponential lines. In the string-
fragmentation picture, charm baryons are formed in eTe™ collisions via diquark-antidiquark
pair creation from string breaks next to a c-quark string endpoint, whereby such diquark-
antidiquark pair creation is modelled by a Schwinger tunnelling process. To form a X0+
state an isovector diquark is needed, whereas the isoscalar diquark is needed for A} states.
[sovector diquarks have spin 1 and are heavier than isoscalar spin-0 diquarks, and thus the

larger mass suppresses their production probability via the Schwinger mechanism. Though
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FIG. 10: Charm-baryon direct production cross section scaled by the spin-degeneracy

factor as a function of the baryon mass measured in e*e™ collisions by Belle [103].

this argument might not take into account the possible role of dynamical diquark degrees
of freedom [134], the observed difference of the production yields of hadron states with
the same valence quarks is exemplary experimental evidence of the fact that the internal
hadron structure can affect the production probability. The impact of this can depend on
the properties of the collision system, both because the relative abundances of the hadron
“building blocks” (quarks and diquarks) can differ in different systems and because of the
emergence of concurrent formation processes that may overcome limitations and constraints
set by the hadron internal structure. Whether diquarks could constitute relevant degrees of
freedom in the QGP close to the hadronization phase, possibly affecting hadrochemistry also
in the heavy-flavour sector [39, 96], is an open question. The structure of “exotic” hadrons
is still unclear. Diquark degrees of freedoms could constitute relevant building blocks also
for tetraquarks and pentaquarks production. On the other hand, it is also unknown if
nuclear-type forces can bind mesons to other mesons or baryons in “molecular” states. The
study of exotic state properties and production in different collision systems can therefore
be an important direction for determining both their nature as well as the relevant degrees

of freedom of the systems, as further discussed in Sect. I'V.
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B. Hadronic collisions: beam remnants and quantum-number conservation

Quantum-number conservation affects the relative abundances of the particle species
produced at hadronization time leaving a trace that is more evident when phase-space for
particle production is limited (e.g. hadronic collisions at low energies, particle decays) or in
specific kinematic regions, e.g. close to beam rapidities. However, in high-energy hadronic
collisions far from beam rapidities hadronization is not expected to be significantly influ-
enced by the quark content of the beam particles. Of course, quantum-number conservation
dictates a departure from the particle ratios observed in a “vacuum-like” system as ete™,
and it spoils the effectiveness of factorization approach using ete™ FF in certain kinematic
ranges. In many of these cases, the modelling of hadronization involves the recombination
of valence quarks with other quarks produced in the event. Effects that can not be rec-
onciled with a modelling of hadronization via universal fragmentation fractions/functions,
were already observed at FNAL in 7—A collisions. An example is the so-called beam-remnant
drag [137], i.e. the tendency in a hadronic collision to produce at forward rapidity particles
that share a valence quark (or diquark) with the remnant of the projectile moving in the
same direction. Focusing only on the heavy-flavour sector, asymmetries in the production of

D~ /D* [138-141], Dy /D7 [140, 142], AT /A7 [140, 143] and A? /A [144] in various hadronic

collisions have been observed. In Fig. 11 the asymmetry A = Zo=—pt

measured in ™ —
op— +0D+

nucleus collisions (using platinum and diamond foils as target) by the E791 Collaboration
is shown as a function of the Feynman xp variable [141]. The positive asymmetry values
emerging at large xp indicate that the production of hadrons sharing valence quarks with

beam hadron (the pion) is favoured.

The measurement is compared to predictions based on two PYTHIA 5.7 tunes [109], to
the prediction for charm quarks by NLO QCD [145, 146], and a calculation involving intrinsic
charm by Vogt and Brodsky [147]. The NLO calculation shows an asymmetry ratio almost
flat in zp and close to unity. The model from Vogt and Brodsky, in this case specifically
calculated for the E791 beam momentum, presents a shape of the asymmetry A similar to
the data one, however, the prediction is too low at all xp. The PYTHIA predictions are
shown with two different tunes. The dashed line shows the prediction from the PYTHIA
generator, which is significantly higher than the experimental data for —0.2 < zp < 0.4.
This is because PYTHIA predicts a higher overall production ratio of D~ to DT than is
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FIG. 11: The D*-meson asymmetry A (see text) measured in 7——nucleus (C,Pt foils)

collisions as a function of xg compared to model calculations [141].

seen in the data. A tuned PYTHIA prediction that is consistent with the experimental
data is shown as the solid line. The tuning included an increased mass of the ¢ quark
from m. = 1.35 GeV/c? to m. = 1.7 GeV/c? and an increased average primordial k7 of the
partons from (0.44 GeV/c)? to (1.0 GeV/c)?. This decreases the likelihood that the remnant
d quark can combine with the ¢ quark with a small enough invariant mass to collapse to a
D™ meson. Anyhow, in order to reproduce the data, models must assume that the heavy
quark hadronizes via recombination with some other parton already present in the system,

in this case belonging to the beam remnant [93, 148-150].

C. Proton—proton collisions

As several measurements show [151-161], pp-differential cross sections of open charm-
and beauty-meson production in pp collisions are successfully described by quantum chro-
modynamics (QCD) calculations based on the factorization of the soft (non-perturbative)
and hard (perturbative) processes and making use of FFs parameterized to reproduce mea-

surements performed in ete™ or ep collisions. Implicitly, it is assumed in these calculations
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that the fragmentation and hadronization of charm and beauty quarks are universal pro-
cesses independent of the collision system, or at least that they are approximately the
same in ete™ and pp collisions. The charm-meson pr-integrated cross sections measured
by several Collaborations in different colliding systems were used to compute the ratios of
production yields among the different D-meson species (DY, D*, DF) [157, 162-165]. The
prompt DI /(D® +D™) ratio represents the FF of charm quarks to charm-strange mesons f;
divided by the FF to non-strange charm mesons f, + f4, given that all D** and D* mesons
decay to DY and D™ mesons, and D" mesons decay to DI mesons. The charm-quark
fragmentation-fraction ratios fs/(fy + fa) from the ALICE [157, 166], H1 [124], ZEUS [120],
and ATLAS [167] Collaborations are shown in the upper panel of Fig. 12. All the values are
compatible within uncertainties and with the average of measurements at LEP [108]. The
experimental data is also compared to the value obtained from a PYTHIA 8 simulation of
pp collisions using the Monash tune [11], which is found to be compatible with the data
within the uncertainties. The fragmentation fractions of beauty quarks to beauty-strange
mesons divided by the one to non-strange beauty mesons computed by the ALICE [157],
CDF [13], LHCb [168, 169], and ATLAS [170] Collaborations are also reported in the lower
panel of Fig. 12. All the f;/(fu + fa) values measured in pp and pp collisions are found
to be compatible with the LEP average, computed by the HFLAV Collaboration [171], and
with the value obtained from PYTHIA 8 simulation of pp collisions with the Monash tune.
With a more recent measurement, the CMS Collaboration observed a mild pr dependence
(~ 10%) of B?/BP ratio in the pr interval 12-18 GeV/c followed by a flat high-pr trend,
while the ratio B~ /B is found to be consistent with unity and independent of pr and ra-
pidity [172]. In general, the production cross sections and cross-section ratios of charm and
beauty mesons do not show evidences of violation of the assumption of universality of the
fragmentation and hadronization processes. However, recent measurements of charm and
beauty baryon-to-meson production ratios and fragmentation fractions in pp collisions at
LHC energies showed significant deviations from the values measured at e*e™ and ep collid-
ers, demonstrating that the assumption of universality of the hadronization process across

collision systems has to be reconsidered.

The A /D° baryon-to-meson yield ratio as a function of pr at midrapidity in pp collisions
at /s = 5.02 TeV [173] is shown in the top-left panel of Fig. 13. The ratio is measured to be
0.4-0.5 at low pr, and decreases to around 0.2 at high pt. The strong pr-dependence of the
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AF /DO ratio contrasts with the ratios of strange and non-strange D mesons, which do not
show a significant pr dependence. This indicates that, interpreting the ratio within a pure
fragmentation scheme, the fragmentation functions of baryons and mesons must differ sig-
nificantly. The data are compared with model calculations in which, as described in Sect. II,
different hadronization processes are implemented. The Monash tune of PYTHIA 8 [11]
predicts an integrated value of about 0.065 for the A} /D° ratio, with a mild pr dependence.
This model calculation significantly underestimates the data at low p by a factor of about
5-10, while at high pt the discrepancy is reduced to a factor of about 2. The expecta-
tions of models including processes that enhance baryon production (see Sect. I1B), such as
PYTHIA 8 with QCD-based CR including junction string topologies [33], SHM+RQM [38],
QCM [35], and Catania [36] are also shown. All of these models qualitatively reproduce the
data. The data hints at a decrease of the AT /D yield ratio in the interval 0 < pr < 1 GeV /c,
though a more precise measurement is needed to reach a firm conclusion about the actual
trend and the possible discrepancy with model predictions. The A /DP yield ratio at /s
=5 TeV also by the CMS Collaboration in |y| < 1. A first measurement in the 5 < pr <
20 GeV/c [174] was recently followed by a second one extended in pr down to 3 and up
to 30 GeV/c [73]. In the pr region covered by both experiments, the results are consistent
with each other [78, 175]. The A} /D ratio was measured also at /s =7 and 13 TeV by
ALICE: within uncertainty, no significant energy dependence was observed [158, 176]. The
more recent CMS results at /s =5 TeV and ALICE results at 13 TeV, which extends up
to pr = 24 GeV/c, indicate that the A7 /DY ratio decreases below 0.2 at high pr, further

approaching the values measured in e™e™ collisions.

Another important measurement related to the enhancement of the AT baryon performed
by the ALICE Collaboration, is the measurement of the X"+ baryon at midrapidity
in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV [176]. As discussed in Sect. IITA, the production of
YOHFT states is suppressed with respect to Af-states [103] in eTe™ collisions. As shown
in the top-right panel of Fig. 13, in pp collisions the X%™+* /D0 ratio is close to 0.2 for
2 < pr < 6 GeV/c, and decreases with pr down to about 0.1 for 8 < pr < 12 GeV/c,
though the uncertainties do not allow firm conclusions about the pr dependence. From Belle
measurements (Table 4 in Ref. [103]), the 3T+ /AT ratio in ee™ collisions at /s = 10.52
GeV can be evaluated to be around 0.17 and, thus, the X%+ /DO ratio can be estimated to

be around 0.02. Therefore, a remarkable difference is present between pp and e*e™ collision
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systems. In Ref. [176] the X% feed-down fraction for A} with 2 < pp < GeV/c was
measured to be AT « X0 /AT = 0.38 £ 0.06 (stat) + 0.06 (syst), a significantly larger
value than the X2 /AT ratio measured by Belle and the ~0.13 expectation from PYTHIA
8 Monash tune simulations. This indicates a larger increase of the X+ /D ratio than
of the direct-AJ /DO ratio from e*e™ to pp collisions. The larger feed-down from X2+++
partially explains the difference between the AF/D? ratios in pp and eTe™ collisions. It
suggests that the suppression of X% states observed in ete™ collisions, which in the
Lund string-fragmentation picture is ascribed to the lower production yield of spin-1 than
spin-0 diquarks in string breaking, is absent or reduced in pp collisions. In the models that
provide a fair description of the AT /D° ratio in pp collisions this suppression mechanism
is absent or heavily reduced, and a sizeable contribution to A} production from strong
decays of 2T+ states is expected. As shown in Fig. 13, the QCD-based CR-BLC (for
which the three variations defined in Ref. [33] are considered), SHM+RQM, and Catania
models describe, within uncertainties, both the A7 /D" and X%+ /DO ratios. In the SHM,
only the hadron mass and spin degeneracy factor determine the hadron yields. In all these
models the production of X0+ (2455) is expected to increase by significant factors in
pp with respect to ete™ collisions and to become comparable or even larger than that of
direct AT. In Fig. 14 it is illustrated how the current measurements can provide useful
constraints for a better tuning of the PYTHIA 8 QCD-based CR-BLC parameters relating
to the production of spin-1 compared to spin-0 charm-light diquarks. When the charm-light
diquark is coupled to a quark to form a baryon, the coupling in [ = 0 state of a diquark
with spin=0 cannot result in baryons with spin=3/2, which are instead possible with spin=1
diquarks. Excited Al and X. states with spin=3/2 decay preferentially to Al rather than

to X0+ 1(2455) [49]. Therefore, increasing the probability of producing spin=1 charm-light
+

(]

diquarks changes the feed-down contribution to X%+ and A7, effectively resulting in a
reduction of the X2+ /AT ratio. Thus one can significantly improve the description of the
measured feed-down contribution from X2+ to AT production in PYTHIA by increasing
the probability of spin-1 charm-light diquark formation in junctions. In PYTHIA 8, this
probability is regulated by the parameter probQQ1toQQO0join, which dictates the suppression
of forming a junction diquark with spin-1 compared to spin-0, acting on top of spin-state
counting that dictates a 3-to-1 enhancement. The parameter probQQ1toQQOjoin allows

for different suppression factors given the heaviest flavour involved in the junction diquark
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formation is up/down, strange, charm or bottom. A value close to zero implies a large
suppression of spin-1 junction diquarks, while probQQ1toQQ0join=1 implies no suppression.
Though the data uncertainties do not allow a fine tuning of the charm probQQ1toQQO0join
parameter, values around 0.5 or higher seem preferable as seen in Fig. 14. Note this is in
contrast to the parameter probQQ1toQQ0 which determines the spin-1 to spin-0 probability
for diquark-antidiquark production from standard string breaks, which has a default LEP-
tuned value of 0.0275. This however is not entirely surprising as diquark-antidiquark pair
creation must be light-flavoured, and thus probQQ1toQQO0 will only effect light diquark
production. Such a large suppression of spin-1 light diquarks can be justified by mass
difference arguments and the smaller binding energy of spin-1 diquarks. Contrastingly in
a heavy-light diquark that is formed in a junction, one would expect the spin splitting to
almost decouple. Nonetheless there remains large ambiguity in probQQ1toQQOQjoin in the
light-sector, and probQQ1toQQOjoin values for all flavours were not well constrained for
the default PYTHIA values nor the QCD-based CR tunes. Future measurements of the
production of excited states, in particular of A (2595), AF(2625) and X2+ (2520) will be

useful to constrain this parameter, as illustrated in Fig. 14 below.

The ALICE Collaboration extended the measurement of charm-baryon production to
baryons with strange quarks among the constituent quarks, measuring the = cross section
in pp collisions at /s = 5.02 TeV [179] and /s = 13 TeV [180] and the Q° [177] cross section
times branching ratio in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV. The bottom left panel of Fig. 13
shows the Z19/DV ratios measured as a function of pr at midrapidity in pp collisions at
V/s = 13 TeV. The values observed are generally lower than those of the AT /D° ratio, but
the pr dependence is similar. The PYTHIA 8 Monash tune significantly underestimates the
data by a factor of 23-43 in the low-pr region and by a factor of about 5 in the highest pr
interval. All three CR modes give a similar magnitude and pr-dependence of Z1°/DY and
predict a larger ratio with respect to the Monash tune. However, differently from what is
observed for the A7 and the X%+ baryons, they underestimate the =Z°/D° ratio by a
factor 4-9 for pr <4 GeV/c. At higher pr the measured Z1° /DO ratio is closer to PYTHIA 8
calculations. As the CR-BLC models underpredict the =% /DO ratio despite well describing
AF /DO the source of this discrepancy is primarily assumed to be the strange content of
the 270 baryon, where we suspect strangeness enhancement effects particularly at low pr.

There have been some models such as Rope hadronization [47] which aim to implement a
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FIG. 13: A /DY (top left), X%H++ /D (top right) 2°/D° (bottom left), and QY/D°
(bottom right) yield ratios measured by ALICE [173, 176, 177] as a function of pr in pp

collisions in comparison with model calculations [11, 33, 36, 38, 178].

strangeness enhancement mechanism, however the rope model thus far has not been able to
describe both the =% /D% and A} /DY ratios simultaneously (or equivalently stated, it cannot
describe the Z°/A} ratio). The SHM+RQM model [38], which captures the magnitude
and pr dependence of the A7/D° and X%+ /D yield ratios, also underestimates the
=50/DO ratio. The measured ratios are also compared to the QCM [35] and the Catania [36,

37] models that include hadronization via coalescence and reproduce well the A} /D and
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¥O+++ /DO ratios. They both tend to underestimate the data though, considering the
uncertainties, the Catania model remains close to the measured values over the whole pr
interval. Another interesting observation is given by the fact that the ZY/%2TT+ ratio
shown in Ref [180] is described well by the default PYTHIA 8 Monash tune [11], which
significantly underestimates both Z°/D" and X% /DY ratios. Though this could be
accidental (the predicted value remains to be explained along with its dependence on the
two almost identical particle masses, and the assumed feed-down contributions), it may also
signal the removal of a similar suppression factor affecting both =Y and X%+ production
in ete™ collisions. In particular, in most calculations [134], a similar mass is obtained or
assumed for S=1 (ud,uu,dd) diquarks as contained in X2+ and S=0 (ds) diquarks as in
=Y. As discussed for the AT < 0T /AT ratio, this could suggest that light diquarks
are more easily produced in pp than ete™ collisions via other processes than the Schwinger
mechanism (e.g. colour reconnections or coalescence), or that in pp collisions charm-baryon
formation does not proceed via the combination of a charm quark with a light diquark. As
mentioned in Sect. [? |, the coalescence mechanism can be factorized in terms of a formation
of diquark recombining with a further quark. In the limit of negligible binding energy this
would correspond to the coalescence model already discussed. However, this is different from
the assumption of the existence of a thermal yield of diquarks with masses that are not simply
the sum of the two quark masses. In this respect it is also argued in Ref. [181] that a further
enhancement of Z° /D ratio could be due to the large attraction of the us and ds diquark
channel with respect to the ud one which is suggested by a relativistic quark model with a
potential having a large screened mass as extracted from recent LQCD data. Introducing
such an additional coalescence component in the Catania model could strongly improve
its agreement with experimental data [181], but within the current experimental data
uncertainties no conclusion can be drawn. Clarifying the role of light and heavy diquarks
will be important for understanding hadronization in pp as well as in heavy-ion collisions,
where diquarks could also be effective degrees of freedom of the system close to the phase
transition [96].

The 2 baryon is composed of a charm quark and two strange quarks. As it has just been
discussed, most of the models can describe the A data better than ZF° data. This signals
a possible difficulty with charm-strange baryons, hence the measurement of QY production

represent a crucial step to constrain models and understand whether strange quarks, or
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FIG. 14: Left: comparison of the fraction of A from 3%+ %(2455) decay measured as a
function of pr with expectations from PYTHIA 8. The vertical bars on the data points
represent the total uncertainty, quadratic sum of statistical and systematic uncertainties.
For PYTHIA 8 with CR-BLC, the results obtained when the value of the charm
probQQ1toQQO0join parameter, which regulates the probability that junction diquarks
containing charm have spin=1 or spin=0, is increased for charm-light diquarks from the
default value of 0.0275 to 1, are shown. Right: expectation for the
¥OHF+(2520) /50T (2455) ratio for the same cases.

strange diquarks, play a peculiar role in charm-baryon formation in pp collisions. Moreover,
following what discussed above and in Sect.ITT A concerning the =0 /30T ++ and A} /30
ratios, the comparison of the relative abundances of Z7° and QY in pp and e*e™ collisions
can provide further information about the role of diquarks because it can be sensitive to
the different mass values of S = 1 (ss) and S = 0 (sd, su) diquarks [51]. The QY/DY
ratio was recently measured by the ALICE Collaboration [177] and is shown in the bottom
right panel of Fig 13, although without an absolute normalization because of the lack of
absolute measurements of the branching ratios of Q% decays. The uncertainties do not
allow conclusions about its possible dependence on pr. The data are compared with model
expectations that were obtained by scaling the QY/DV ratio predicted by the models by an

estimate of the BR of the QY — Q7" decay channel, BR(Q? — Q") = 0.51%1“(2]::1.)%2 [182].
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The uncertainty band of the models represents the BR uncertainty, which is estimated
considering other BR estimations reported in Refs. [182-187]. Only for the Catania model
the specific uncertainty of the model itself are also included in the uncertainty band [36].
In the bottom panels, the ratios of the various models and of the data to the Catania
prediction are shown. The expectations of the models differ significantly, even by orders of
magnitude, demonstrating the sensitivity of the measured ratios to the implementation of
the charm hadronization process in the models. The Monash [11] and CR-BLC [33] tunes of
PYTHIA 8, as well as the QCM [35] model underestimate the data significantly. The Monash
tune expects a BR(Q22 — Q) x Q2/DO ratio increasing with pr from about 4 x 107 to
about 1 x 107°. The CR-BLC model enhances the ratio by a factor of 12 to 34 with respect
to the Monash tune. The prediction of the QCM is larger than that of the CR-BLC model,
but it is lower than the data by more than 1.80. The Catania model [36] is again consistent
with the data. The Q2/DO ratio decreases with pr in the measured pr range in the CR-BLC,
QCM, and Catania models, oppositely to what is expected by Monash. The Z° and QY
measurements provide important constraints to models of charm quark hadronization in pp
collisions, being in particular sensitive to the description of charm-strange baryon production
in the colour reconnection approach, and to the possible contribution of coalescence to
charm quark hadronization in pp collisions. It is interesting to note that in the Catania
model, the contribution from fragmentation is subdominant for Z° and Q2, and the main
contribution comes from a pure coalescence mechanism, hence these baryon-to-meson ratios
are very sensitive to the hadronization process and to the modelling of coalescence. Using
the =0 [180] and AT [176] measurements, the ratios BR(Q! — Q7 77) x 0(Q%)/o(Af) and
BR(Q? — Q7)) x 0(22)/0(ZY) of the cross sections integrated in the 2 measured pr
interval were calculated and are compared with the values measured in ete™ collisions at
Vs = 10.52 GeV by Belle, obtained from the cross sections reported in Table 1 of Ref. [103].
Though the limited pr and rapidity ranges of the ALICE measurement do not allow for
a direct comparison of the pp and ete™ data, the ratios measured by ALICE as reported
in Tab. 1 of Ref. [177] are larger by a factor of 8.7 &£ 2.2(stat.) 4+ 0.9(syst.) and 4.7 £
1.3(stat.) 4 0.5(syst.) for the BR(Q) — Q 7") x o(QY)/o(AF) and BR(2? — Q~77) x
a(Q0) /o (Z2), respectively. This difference represents further evidence that the hadronization

process differs in pp and eTe™ collisions and is sensitive to the density of quarks, colour

charges, and system size.
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The low-pr charm baryon enhancement is reflected in the pr-integrated yields and their
ratios to the D? meson. The left panel of Fig. 15 shows for pp collisions at /s = 5.02 TeV
the pr-integrated production cross sections at midrapidity per unit of rapidity for various
open- and hidden-charm mesons (D*, D, D**  and J/v) [157, 188, 189] and baryons (A7
and Z) [77, 179], taking the average of particles and antiparticles, and normalizing to the
D? meson. The experimental data is compared with results of pp simulations done with
PYTHIA 8 using both the Monash tune [11] and the tunes implementing CR-BLC [33].
For the open charm meson ratios, the PYTHIA 8 predictions obtained with the different
tunes are fairly similar and describe the data within uncertainty. The value of the D** /D°
ratio obtained with Monash2013 setting StringFlav : mesonCvector = 1.5 is also reported.
As anticipated in Sect. [T A, values of this parameter around 1.5 or larger are preferable to
better describe the data, as shown in the right panel of the same figure for the pr-differential
D** /DO ratio. However, this is not an artefact of the modelling of D** pp collision envi-
ronments. A discrepancy is existent also when considering e™e™ collisions data from LEP
and is a consequence of the parameters StringFlav:mesonCvector and correspondingly
StringZ:rFactC being mistuned. The default value of 0.88 for StringFlav:mesonCvector
should instead be closer to ~1.5. Contrary to the meson case, and as expected from what
discussed about the low-pr trend of the baryon-to-meson ratios shown in Fig. 13, signifi-
cant differences between the model expectations and data are observed when considering
the baryon-to-D ratios. The Monash 2013 tune is observed to underestimate the AJ /DY
and ZY/DY ratios by nearly 80 and 2.3, respectively. Comparatively, the CR tunes pro-
vide larger baryon-to-meson ratios with the Mode 2 tune well reproducing the AF/D° ratio.
Nonetheless, they still underestimate the =Z°/D° ratio by about 20, which again is unsur-
prising when looking at the pr distributions in Fig. 13. For the J/¢/DP ratio the CR tunes
provide a better description than the Monash tune, however, all PYTHIA 8 tunes underes-
timate the measurement. One should note that in the simulations, as in the experimental
measurement, the J/1 cross section consists of the prompt and beauty feed-down contribu-
tions. From these results, one can conclude that the high baryon-to-meson ratios (AF/D°,
YO+ /DO ER0/DY) and Q2/D), with magnitudes much larger than those of FF ratio
measured in eTe” collisions, clearly indicate that the hadronisation process is not universal
and that modelling it solely with FF and FFunc determined from e*e™ data fails already

in pp collisions. The right panel of Fig. 15 shows the same experimental data compared in

o1



addition to the SHM+RQM and Catania models. For the SHM+RQM for a hadronisation
temperature T}, = 170 MeV. Similarly to what is observed for the pr differential ratios, the
SHM+RQM model describes the A measurements but underestimates the Z¢ one. On the
other hand, the Catania model overpredicts the production of the A} baryon but captures
the production of the =° baryon. For the Catania model the D**/D? value shown is the one
for the mesons coming from coalescence, because the fragmentation functions employed are
inclusive and give only the total contribution to D meson including the D* feed-down. The
significantly large A /D is due to the combination of both a lower D? and a larger A} yield
with respect to experimental data. However, it has to be noticed that the value in the plot
is the original prediction employing the width corresponding to the mean square radii of
hadrons from the quark model, hence without any free parameter; a moderate modification

of the width parameter would allow to get quite close to the data.
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by ALICE in pp collisions at /s = 5.02 TeV [190]. The measurements are compared with
different tunes of PYTHIA 8 calculations. The grey marker shows the values of D**/D°
ratio obtained with Monash 2013 PYTHIAS tune after setting the parameter
StringFlav:mesonCvector to 1.5, which, as shown in the right panel, allows to better
describe the pr-differential D**/D° ratio measured by ALICE in pp collisions at
Vs =13 TeV [158] (see text for details).
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FIG. 16: Left: same as in left panel of Fig. 15 but with additional comparison to the
SHM+RQM [38] and Catania [36] models. Right: charm-quark fragmentation fractions
into charm hadrons measured in pp collisions at /s = 5.02 TeV [190] and at
/s =13 TeV [158] in comparison with experimental measurements performed in eTe™

collisions at LEP and at B factories, and in ep collisions at HERA [69].

The charm FF, f(c — H,), measured by ALICE in pp collisions at /s = 5.02 TeV [190]
and at /s = 13 TeV [158], are displayed in Fig. 16 together with values derived from
experimental measurements performed in eTe™ collisions at LEP and B factories and in ep
collisions [69]. An increase by about a factor of 3.3 of the charm FF to the A} baryon from
ete™ and ep to pp collisions, with a concomitant decrease by about a factor 1.4-1.2 for the
FF to D mesons is observed. The significance of the difference is about 5o for A} baryons
and 6o for D° mesons. In previous measurements in ete™ and ep collisions, no value for
the charm FF to Z7° was obtained. In the analysis performed in Ref. [69] to estimate
charm FF, the =% and ZF yields were assumed to be equal and estimated according to the
assumption f(c — Z5)/f(c = A}) = f(s = Z7)/f(s = AY) ~ 0.066 [69]. The fraction
f(c = ZY) was measured for the first time in pp collisions by ALICE, which for the =% /A
FF ratio obtained the value f(c — Z%)/f(c — AF) = 0.39 + 0.07(stat) "3 (syst) [179].
The probability of a ¢ quark to hadronize in a Z2 baryon is measured to be comparable to
the probability to hadronize in a DI meson, suggesting that the sum of the ¢ — =2 and

C

¢ — =} fragmentation fractions could be larger than the ¢ — D} one. Recently, the ALICE
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Collaboration measured the charm-quark fragmentation fractions in pp collisions at /s =
13 TeV [158]. In addition to the charm-quark fragmentation fractions into D° D*, DF,
D**, Af, and ZY hadrons, also the results for the fragmentation into J/¥ mesons and ZF
and X% baryons were reported. The results are compared with those in pp collisions at
Vs = 5.02 TeV and no significant energy dependence is observed within the uncertainties.
Overall, charm quarks hadronize into baryons approximately 35-40% of the time. These
results confirm that the baryon enhancement at the LHC with respect to ete™ collisions
is caused by different hadronization mechanisms at play in the parton-rich environment
produced in pp collisions. The difference between the fragmentation fractions measured
at midrapidity in pp collisions at the LHC and those measured in ete™ collisions provide

strong evidence that the parton-to-hadron transition is not a universal process that can be

modelled only with universal (colliding-system independent) fragmentation functions.

The LHCb and CMS Collaborations, and earlier the CDF Collaboration, made similar
observations in the beauty sector when computing the A{ to B~ yield ratios [13, 168, 169,
172, 191-195] in pp (pp for CDF) collisions at various centre-of-mass energies. As shown
in the left panel of Fig. 17, the ratio is observed to strongly depend on pr and approaches
LEP value at high pr, which can be estimated to be AY/B® = 0.22 £+ 0.03 [171]. At low
pr it is significantly higher than in ete™ collisions, reaching approximately twice the value
measured at LEP for both the CDF and LHCb experiments. It does not show variations
with pseudorapidity, within the LHCb acceptance of pseudorapidity 2 < n < 5. The ALICE
Collaboration measured the production cross sections of DY and A} hadrons originating from
beauty-hadron decays at midrapidity in pp collisions at a centre-of-mass energy /s = 13
TeV [196]. A trend consistent with the one of AY /B%~ measured by LHCD at forward rapidity
is observed. In the left panel of Fig. 17 the A) /B® measured by the LHCb Collaboration [194]
is compared with PYTHIA 8 calculations using different tunes. The cyan line represents
the Monash tune computed for the rapidity window 2-4.5, while the blue solid line shows
one of the QCD-based CR-BLC tunes in the same rapidity range. This comparison confirms
that the experimental measurement is larger than what is expected by models based on
fragmentation tuned on e*e™ collisions. On the other hand, given the inclusion of junction
string topologies and hence junction baryons in the CR-BLC PYTHIA 8 models, though
the trend of producing an enhancement of AY at low pr and reducing to LEP values at high

pr is predicted, the magnitude of the enhancement at low pr is too large and overpredicts
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the experimental data. Such a discrepancy remains an active question in junction string
modelling. An additional point that is important to highlight is the comparison between
the expectations of PYTHIA 8 with CR-BLC in different rapidity ranges shown in the same
figure. Simulations of PYTHIA 8 with CR-BLC for |y| < 0.5 (dashed blue line) are compared
to the forward rapidity one (2 < |y| < 4.5, solid blue line). The results indicate that the
model does not expect any dependence on rapidity. Additionally, the expectations of a
SHM approach with and without the set of b-hadron states predicted by the RQM to exist
beyond the currently measured spectrum listed by the particle data group are also shown [50].
The substantial gap between the LHCb data and the model calculation obtained with the
PDG scenario (dashed dark-red line) is largely overcome by the feeddown of the “missing”
baryons included in the RQM calculation (solid red line), leading to a better description
of the experimental data at intermediate pr, while overpredicting the measurements at low
and high pr. It would also be interesting to see model calculations including coalescence,
like the Catania model, to verify whether different baryon enhancements, both in the charm
and beauty sector, might be expected in different rapidity windows. Future measurements
of other beauty baryons (=, €2;,) are necessary to investigate a possible enhancement in pp

collisions for strange-beauty baryons.

The LHCb Collaboration also published differential measurements of the asymmetry be-
tween A and K2 baryon production rates in pp collisions at centre-of-mass energies of /s
= 7 TeV and /s = 8 TeV. The production asymmetry is defined according to the quantity
Aprod, which represent the relative difference between the production rates of AP and KZ’.
The production asymmetry is measured both in intervals of rapidity in the range 2.15 < y <
4.10 and transverse momentum in 2 < pr < 27 GeV/c. The results are incompatible with
symmetric production with a significance of 5.80 assuming no CP violation in the decay.
The asymmetry is increasing with rapidity and there is evidence for a trend with a signifi-
cance of 40. The comparison between data and various PYTHIA 8 models is shown in the
right panel of Fig. 17. Among the several tunes of PYTHIA, only that with CR-BLC ap-
proximation (red boxes) shows a good agreement with the measurement. The Monash tune
(yellow boxes) and the gluon move CR (blue boxes) predict asymmetries that are too large,
exhibiting the strongest deviation at low transverse momentum and for the widest rapidity
range investigated [197]. In PYTHIA, a key source of low pr A production in pp collisions

at large rapidity is the combination of a b quark with the beam remnants. Obviously, the
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FIG. 17: Left panel: ratios A{/B° as a function of pr measured at forward rapidity in pp
collisions at /s = 13 TeV by the LHCb Collaboration [194]. The data are compared to
model calculations [11, 33, 50, 101] (see text for details). Right panel: comparison of the
A) production asymmetry measured by the LHCb Collaboration at /s = 7 TeV with
PYTHIA 8 predictions [11, 33].

same does not apply to the K2 as there are not antiquarks in proton beam remnants. The
CR-BLC adds large amounts of low-pr junctions, which form K‘; and A{ baryons in equal
amounts, diluting the asymmetry.

In this context, it is also worth noting that the LHCb Collaboration has measured the D
production asymmetry in pp collisions. The DI meson does not contain any of the proton’s
valence quarks, which means that the production asymmetry is in this case not influenced
by the valence quarks of the colliding protons. PYTHIA simulations have shown a strong

dependence on both pr and y, whereas the experimental measurements do not [198].

D. Measurements as a function of multiplicity

The observation of substantially different charm baryon-to-meson ratios in pp collisions
compared to ete™ collisions evidences differences in the hadronization process in the two
systems. Though at high-pt the ratios seem to approach system-universal values, suggest-

ing the presence of an energy scale delimiting the modification of the hadronization process,
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the absence of clear differences between the AT /DY ratios measured at LEP and B-factory
energies and the similarity of the trends observed in pp collisions in the charm and beauty
sectors makes it extremely difficult to reconcile pp and eTe™ data ascribing the difference to
a kinematic effect related to the energy of the initial-parton or of the jet, without implicating
different properties of the systems. One is instinctively tempted to relate the observed dif-
ferences to the typically larger number of quarks and gluons produced in hadronic collisions.
The parton density is strictly connected to the “hadronic activity”, which is encoded in the
measurable hadron multiplicity. Inevitably, the study of the evolution of the heavy-flavour
baryon-to-meson ratios with particle multiplicity was expected to provide important infor-
mation to better understand the modification of the hadronization process and to model it.
As it will be discussed later in the section, it is important to stress that it is not just the
number of hadrons produced that differentiates pp and e*e™ collisions (at LEP energies the
multiplicity can reach values not far from the average ones of pp collisions at the LHC) but
rather the way in which hadrons can be formed. As discussed in Sect. [I B 1 the concur-
rence of several initial scatterings, i.e. of MPI, allow for more and topologically different
colour connections, which can impact the hadronization process. Also the hadronization via
coalescence, which requires multiple quark wavefunctions to overlap in position and momen-
tum space, is expected to progressively emerge as hadron-formation process with increasing
number of quarks produced in the collision. Moreover, given the enhancement of multi-
strange hadrons observed in high-multiplicity pp collisions [199], one naturally wonders
whether the production of heavy-flavour hadrons containing a strange quark [199] also in-
creases as particle multiplicity increases and whether, if present, this increase should related

to heavy-flavour baryon production.

The ALICE and LHCb experiments measured the evolution of the D /DY BY/B° A /DY,
and AY/BP yield ratios from very low to high charged-particle multiplicity in pp collisions
at v/s = 13 TeV to provide additional experimental constraints on the hadronization mech-
anisms in a high density partonic environment [200, 201].

In the upper panels of Fig. 18, the D /D ratio in the lowest (left) and highest (right) mul-
tiplicity classes measured by the ALICE experiment [200] are shown. The measurements do
not indicate a significant multiplicity dependence of the ratio, which within the uncertainties
is also independent of pr in the measured pr interval. This is consistent with a coalescence

picture because they are both affected in a very similar way by the density of the medium,
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ALICE in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV in the lowest (left) and highest (right) midrapidity
multiplicity classes inspected [200]. The measurements are compared to PYTHIA 8
predictions with the Monash [11] and the CR-BLC [33] tunes, and the CE-SH model [202],

calculated in similar multiplicity classes. Figure from Ref. [200].

while the baryon over meson ratio should show an increase with the density of the medium.
On the other hand, the lower panels of Fig. 18 report the pp-differential A7 /DO ratio, which
shows evidence of a dependence on multiplicity such that higher multiplicities result in an
enhancement of the A7 /D ratio. When comparing the highest multiplicity interval to the
lowest one, the effect has a significance of 5.30 for 1 < pr < 12 GeV/c. It is worth notic-
ing that the measured A7 /D ratio in the lowest multiplicity class is still higher (in the
measured pr range) than the average of corresponding ratios measured in ete™ collisions
at LEP. The ALICE Collaboration performed the measurements selecting the multiplicity
using two different multiplicity estimators located at different pseudorapidity regions; one
overlapping with the pseudorapidity window in which A7 and D° are reconstructed, and one

with a significant 1 gap. The increasing trend of the A} /D ratio is consistent between the
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two measurements. This indicates that the enhancement from low to high multiplicity is not
induced only by the possibly different correlation of AT and D° production with the “local”
multiplicity of particles produced close to them in pseudorapidity. Such a correlation could
arise either from a genuine correlation between hadronization process and the multiplicity,
e.g. in case AT production were favoured compared to D° production when the “local” par-
ton density is higher, or from a correlation dictated by different average local multiplicities
accompanying A} and D° production independently from the hadronization process, e.g. if
A} and D? are produced in jets with different number of constituents. Correlations induced
by a bias on the multiplicity estimate related to signal reconstruction, like the contribution
of a different number of decay particles to the multiplicity estimate, are instead removed by

ALICE in the analysis.

The measured charm-hadron ratios in Fig. 18 for the lowest and highest multiplicity
class are compared to model predictions from MC generators and a statistical hadroniza-
tion model. The simulations with the PYTHIA 8 event generator were performed with the
Monash and the CR-BLC tunes. The measured D /D? ratios at low and high multiplicity
are compatible with PYTHIA 8 expectations both with Monash and CR-BLC tunes. As
expected by the AT /D ratio results shown in Fig. 13, the Monash tune does not reproduce
the A /DO ratio in either multiplicity interval, nor does it show a strong multiplicity depen-
dence. By contrast, the CR-BLC tunes describe the A7 /D decreasing trend with pr, and
are closer to the overall magnitude in both multiplicity ranges. All CR-BLC tunes show
a clear dependence with multiplicity, qualitatively reproducing the trend observed in data,
but the evolution predicted by the three “modes” is different, indicating that the data can

be useful for tuning further the model.

The predictions of a canonical-ensemble statistical hadronization (CE-SH) model [202]
describe the A /DO ratios, reproducing their multiplicity dependence. In the calculation,
the underlying charm-baryon spectrum in the calculations is augmented to include addi-
tional excited baryon states predicted by RQM. The CE-SH model explains the multiplicity
dependence as deriving from the reduced volume size of the formalism towards smaller mul-
tiplicity, where a decrease of the A /D ratio is a consequence of the strict baryon-number
conservation. Such behaviour is also expected for charm-strange mesons relative to non-
strange charm mesons because of strangeness-number conservation. However, the resulting

prediction reproduces the D} /D° ratio only at low multiplicity, while it overestimates it in

29



the highest multiplicity interval. For the DF/D? ratio only the PDG case is shown since the
additional RQM states do not modify significantly the D-meson relative yields with respect
to the PDG set.
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FIG. 19: The left and middle panel display the ratio of cross sections ogo/ogo versus the
normalized multiplicity of all VELO tracks and backward VELO tracks, respectively. The
right panel shows the comparison with PYTHIA 8 calculations for the 0 < pr < 6 GeV/c
interval. The horizontal bands show the values measured in eTe™ collisions. Figure from

Ref. [201].

The LHCb Collaboration measured the production rate of BY mesons relative to B°
mesons in pp collisions at a centre-of-mass energy /s = 13 TeV over the forward rapidity
interval 2 < y < 4.5 as a function of the event charged particle multiplicity [201]. The multi-
plicity estimators used in the analysis are the total number of charged tracks reconstructed
in the VELO detector (Nygpo tracks), and the subset of VELO tracks that point in the
backward direction, away from the LHCb spectrometer (Np,q tracks). The results reported
in Fig. 19 show that the rate of BY production relative to B® might be enhanced with respect
to the one measured in ee~. The enhancement is observed when charged-particle multiplic-
ity is measured in the full VELO detector, while it is not observed when the charged-particle
multiplicity is based on Nypa tracks. In collisions with relatively low charged-particle mul-
tiplicity, and for B mesons with pyr > 6 GeV/c, the rate of BY production relative to B°

production is consistent with that measured in ete™ collisions. The ratio of cross sections
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calculated by the PYTHIA event generator with and without colour reconnection is com-
pared with the experimental measurements for the pr interval 0-6 GeV/c in the right panel
of Fig. 19. Both sets of PYTHIA calculations show a rise with multiplicity, which is more
pronounced when colour reconnection is included. Note that the source of this rise in B?/BY
with respect to multiplicity in PYTHIA is not due to a explicit strangeness enhancement
model (e.g. Rope hadronization [47] or close-packing [48]) but instead is already an existing
consequence of the standard Lund fragmentation modelling, however the exact source of
this multiplicity dependence has not yet been studied. Both PYTHIA models reproduce the
data within uncertainties though both scenarios give values that are lower than the central
values of the data at high multiplicity, possibly indicating a different slope of the rise of the
BY/B ratio with multiplicity. The enhancement of the rate of B? production relative to B°
production might be a consequence of a bias arising from the coinciding rapidity regions
between the multiplicity estimator and the measurement of interest or it might signal that
the effect seen is related to the “local” multiplicity of particles surrounding the B mesons. It
would be interesting to further investigate these possibilities with Run 3 data and to perform
similar measurements at midrapidity. On the other hand, the results could show evidence
that the enhancement is present in collisions with high charged-particle multiplicity, while
for relatively low charged-particle multiplicity, and for B mesons with pr > 6 GeV /¢, the
rate of B? production relative to B® production is consistent with what is measured in eTe~

collisions.

The LHCb Collaboration recently released the measurements of the oA /opo as a function
of pr and multiplicity [194]. The pr-integrated o0 /ogo ratio is shown as a function of rel-
ative multiplicity in Fig. 20. In the lowest multiplicity interval, the LHCb data approaches
the baryon fraction measured in eTe™ collisions at the LEP. The distinct rise of the baryon
fraction with multiplicity reaches a plateau at ~ 0.5 for collisions that produce more than
twice the average number of VELO tracks.

These last two measurements show that b-quark hadronization is different in e*e™ and pp
collisions, thus it is not an universal process. This may provide indication that quark coa-
lescence plays an important role in forming beauty hadrons at the LHC, or that one should
more carefully examine string models with multiplicity dependencies. The trend observed
for the pr-integrated TAD /opo ratio resembles a “turn-on” curve which may mark the tran-

sition from two different regimes, with the onset of a different hadronization mechanism
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in pp collisions becoming very quickly effective as soon as a minimal hadronic activity is
present. It would be interesting to try to correlate the observed trend with the number
of MPI. It must be noted that the evolution observed for the pr-integrated A0 /opo ratio
does not contrast with what previously discussed about the evolution with multiplicity of
the pr-differential A7 /DY ratio measured by ALICE at midrapidity. This will be further
discussed in Sect. [ITF.

E. Proton—nucleus collisions

The influence of a hadronic environment on the hadronization process is evidenced by the
observed modifications of heavy-flavour baryon-to-meson ratios from e*e™ to pp collisions
in conjunction with the observed dependence of these ratios on charged particle multiplicity
in pp collisions as discussed in the previous section. From this alone we see that the study of
increasing the collision system size is important, and pA collision systems provide a tantalis-
ing bridge between the small pp and large AA collision environments. Collisions of protons
with nuclei are interesting for the study of heavy-flavour hadronization in particular for at

least two reasons. The first is that they give access to high multiplicities without the need
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FIG. 21: Left: A7 /D ratio as a function of pr in pp collisions (at low and high multiplicity
and multiplicity integrated) and in p—Pb collisions [78, 173, 200]. Right: comparison of
AF /DO ratio in pp and p-Pb collisions with predictions from QCM model [173].

of selecting very rare events, unlike pp collisions whereby high-multiplicity events represent
only a small fraction of the pp inelastic cross section. The second is the possible interplay of
hadronization and collective effects, the presence of which in small collision systems emerged
in the last decade, particularly from the study of particle azimuthal anisotropies and the ob-
servation of relatively large flow coefficients in high-multiplicity p—Pb collisions [208]. These
effects resemble those observed in high-energy nucleus—nucleus collisions and ascribed to the
formation of a QGP, which expands and cools down following hydrodynamic laws.

The first aspect can be better quantified by the following considerations. High-multiplicity
pp events represent a small fraction of the pp inelastic cross section. For instance, the high-
est multiplicity class considered in ALICE measurement of A} /DO ratio reported in Fig. 18
represents a fraction certainly smaller than 0.5% [200, 209] of all inelastic events®. Thus, it
cannot be excluded that the multiplicity trends observed in these events derive from "pecu-
liar’ features of the selected events rather than from a general dependence of the measured

particle ratios from multiplicity. A quite natural next step is to measure these ratios in

3 This can be deduced, as a conservative upper limit, from the numbers reported in Table 1 and Table 4 of

Ref. [200] and [209], respectively.
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collision systems in which similar or higher multiplicities are reached without selecting rare
events. This opportunity is offered by collisions of nuclei or of protons with nuclei, in which
significantly higher multiplicities are reached with respect to pp collisions. The multiplicity
of charged particles at midrapidity increases with the number of nucleons participating
to the collisions (Npay) [210-212]. In p-Pb collisions at /sy = 5.02 TeV, the average
charged-particle multiplicity at midrapidity in non-single diffractive events is more than a
factor of 3 higher than the multiplicity measured in non-single diffractive pp events [213].
The average multiplicity of the highest-multiplicity interval in which ALICE measured the
AF /DO ratio in pp collisions is about a factor of two higher and is reached in 0-5% more
central p—Pb collisions. As shown in Fig. 21 (left panel), the AF/D° ratio measured by
ALICE in p-Pb collisions is higher than that measured in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV
without multiplicity selections in the range 3 < pr < 12 GeV /¢, and similar to that mea-
sured in high-multiplicity pp events. At lower pr, there is a hint for a lower ratio in p—Pb
collisions than in pp collisions. Preliminary results from CMS [214] suggest that the ratio

does not evolve significantly with multiplicity in p—Pb collisions, contrary to what observed
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for the A/K$ ratio in the light-flavour sector [215]. This breaks the similarity of Af /DY
and A/K? ratios observed by ALICE in pp collisions, both multiplicity-integrated and as
a function of multiplicity [200], and, within larger uncertainties, in multiplicity-integrated
p—Pb collisions [77]. Overall, the data suggest that the modification with multiplicity of
the pr-differential A} /D° ratio observed in pp collisions is not dictated by peculiar prop-
erties of the selected high-multiplicity events. If CMS preliminary data is confirmed, the
pr-differential AT /DO ratio from low-multiplicity pp collisions up to high-multiplicity p—Pb
collisions, would display a stronger evolution at low multiplicities followed by saturation.
Constraining better the low-multiplicity region is a major goal for the future. New mea-
surements with reduced uncertainty and extended to even lower multiplicities are necessary
to profile the onset of the modification of the baryon-to-meson ratio from e*e™ collisions to
hadronic collisions. In the right panel of Fig. 21, the A7 /D ratio measured in pp and p—Pb
collisions are compared with QCM predictions, which are compatible with the data. In
QCM, the ratio has a different pr trend in p—Pb collisions and peaks at higher pr than in pp
collisions because of the larger assumed light-quark velocity, which is needed to reproduce
the hardening of the light-flavour hadron spectra. The evolution of the pr-differential AT
spectrum from pp to p—Pb collisions is quantified in Fig. 22 in terms of the nuclear mod-
ification factor, R,py, which is calculated by dividing the p-Pb pr-differential production
cross section by the pp one scaled by the Pb mass number. A deviation of R,p}, from unity
is observed and corresponds to a modification of to the spectra in p—Pb with respect to
pp collisions. The modification of the Af-baryon production spectrum in p—Pb collisions
has been additionally confirmed by the computation of the mean transverse momentum,
(pr), which results larger in p—Pb with respect to pp [173]. For D mesons Rypp, ~ 1 [216].
Therefore, the A R,py, is almost equivalent to the double ratio (A /D%)P~=Fb/(AF/DO)PP.
The POWHEG+PYTHIA6+EPPS16 nPDF model is based on the POWHEG NLO calcu-
lation [204, 205] of charm quark production cross section matched with PYTHIA 6 [10] for
parton shower and fragmentation. It uses CT14NLO [206] parton distribution functions
(PDF) and the EPPS16 parameterization [207] of nuclear PDF for the the Pb nucleus.
The latter term causes a departure of the expected R,p, from unity at low pr due to the
suppression (“nuclear shadowing”) at small Bjorken-z of the gluon PDF. The model, which
can describe D-meson data within uncertainties, cannot describe Al R,py,, evidencing that

the observed modification cannot be determined by the modification of PDF of nuclei with
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respect to those of protons. For heavy-flavour hadrons at LHC energies, nuclear shadowing
was considered the largest “cold-nuclear matter” effect, i.e. an effect not related to the
formation of a quark-gluon plasma, that could modify the production cross sections in
nuclear collisions to the simple geometrical scaling of cross sections in pp collisions. In the
POWLANG calculation [203], charm quarks are transported through a “small-size” expand-
ing QGP, which affects the pr distributions of charm hadrons. However, the calculated R,py,
value is identical for all charm-hadron species as it does not consider any modifications of
the relative hadron abundances due to quark coalescence. The presence of a QGP phase
has a substantial impact on the predicted R,p, but the model cannot describe either the
D-mesons nor the AT R,py, in the full pr range. The QCM model instead describes the data
within uncertainties.

Most recently, the ALICE Collaboration released measurements of the fragmentation
fractions of charm quarks to different charm-hadron species, which are measured for the
first time in p—Pb collisions at /syy = 5.02 TeV at midrapidity [217]. The fragmentation
fractions for all charm-hadron species are found to be consistent for pp and p—Pb collisions
at the same collision energy, indicating that there is no significant modification of the charm-
quark hadronisation process due to the different hadronic collisions’ system sizes.

The LHCb collaboration measured the A7 and ZF production and their ratios to D°
at forward and backward rapidity in p—Pb collisions [218, 219]. When compared with the
measurements at midrapidity [173, 220], the baryon-to-meson ratios are lower for pr < 8
GeV/c, while at higher pr the measurements are consistent within uncertainties. The origin
of this tension is not yet fully understood, for a more detailed discussion on this open point

see Sect. V.

F. Nucleus—nucleus collisions

The study of heavy-quark hadronization in nucleus—nucleus collisions offers a unique
window for addressing hadron formation in an extended system of quarks, which can be
assumed to be in local thermodynamic equilibrium and to move collectively along with the
system expansion. Indeed, since long it was suggested that in the QGP hadrons may form
via recombination of existing quarks [65], with important implications for the hadron abun-

dances and momentum distributions, expected to significantly differ from those resulting
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from fragmentation and hadronization in a “vacuum-like” system, as that of an eTe™ col-
lision can be classified. Understanding the hadronization process in these collisions is also
a necessary step to exploit heavy-quarks for the study of in-medium partonic energy loss
and of the medium transport properties [221]. This was the initial goal motivating heavy-
flavour hadron production measurements in heavy-ion collisions: even at LHC energies, the
medium temperature is significantly lower than the charm-quark mass, so that charm and
beauty quark thermal production is negligible compared to that in hard-scattering processes
occurring in the early stage of the collision with cross sections known with relatively small
uncertainty [156, 157, 190, 222, 223]. Interacting with the medium, constituents heavy
quarks exchange energy but preserve their flavour identity. Thus they can be regarded as
“calibrated” probes of the medium and used as markers to trace the quark diffusion and the
partonic interactions in the QGP, resolving the medium constituents and allowing to build
a connection between the microscopic “local” partonic interactions and the medium global
properties, in particular, its transport ones. However, the uncertainties in the modelling
of the hadronization process, which significantly influences the momentum distribution of
the final-state hadrons, can reduce the capability of inspecting the dynamics in the partonic
phase. On the other hand, a QGP offers a (expanding) thermal source of light quarks and
gluons whose modelling, e.g. in coalescence models, might be simpler and less sensitive to
event-by-event fluctuations than that of a pp collision system. Therefore, the measurement
of the production of different heavy-flavour hadron species in heavy-ion collisions can simul-

taneously constrain the modelling of hadronization and parton dynamics in the medium.

Several measurements in Au—Au collisions at RHIC and Pb—Pb collisions at the LHC
demonstrate that charm and beauty quarks interact strongly with the QGP constituents [159,
161, 224-252]. The Raa values observed for both charm and beauty hadrons are significantly
smaller than unity at intermediate pr and larger for beauty than charm, indicating a signif-
icant energy loss of both quarks in the medium and evidencing the expected dependence of
energy loss on the quark mass. At moderate/low pr the vy of prompt D mesons is large, close
to that observed for charged pions [237]. This can indicate that charm quarks are strongly
coupled to the system and are pushed towards kinetic equilibrium via rescattering with
the medium constituents. It can also signal coalescence as a hadronization process relevant
to charm quarks through which charm hadrons partly inherit the flow of light quarks, a

relevant aspect that could be more deeply investigated through heavy-light correlation of the
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anisotropic flow v, [84, 253]. At low pr, where elastic processes are the most important ones,
heavy quark transport in the medium can be described as a diffusion process [55, 254-256].
The main transport parameter is the spatial diffusion coefficient D,, which is related to the
kinetic equilibration time of a heavy-quark with mass mq, 7q = Dsmq/T [257, 258]. The
comparison of Raa and vy data with model predictions favour small values of heavy-quark
Dy, in the range 1.5 < 27 D/T. < 4.5 at the pseudocritical temperature 7, = 155 MeV, in
line with other estimates [54, 242, 255, 259, 260]. This interval corresponds to relaxation
times for charm quarks smaller than about 10 fm/c, thus of the order of or shorter than
the QGP lifetime, actually suggesting that charm quarks might get close to reaching kinetic
equilibrium in the medium [55, 256]. A recent estimate that combines lattice QCD to
the heavy quark effective theory in the limit M > T [256] implies a very small thermal-
ization time, at least in the p — 0 limit; namely of about 1-1.5 fm/c for charm quarks
and 3-5 fm/c for bottom which are significantly smaller than those extrapolated from the
phenomenological analysis. This work has been developed in non-quenched QCD which is
a very important advancement w.r.t. previous studies, however, it is still in the M — oo
limit. In Ref. [85, 261] it has been shown that within a quasi-particle model (QPM-Catania)
one expects that D, has a significant mass dependence from the charm quark mass to the
limit M — oo, decreasing by about a factor 1.7. This could to a large extent compensate
the discrepancy between the value of 277 D, from the 1QCD driven estimate w.r.t. the one
extrapolated from the phenomenology for charm quarks. However, an even more recent
extension of the study in Ref. [256] has done a first extrapolation to finite mass finding a
very small dependence of 277D, on M. This, if confirmed by further studies within 1QCD
and heavy quark effective field theory, opens the question on how to reconcile them with
the phenomenological estimates. At this stage, we only mention that a preliminary study
have indicated that an initial glasma phase may lead to infer smaller values of Dy [262],
and more recently it has been suggested that also memory effect (non-Markovian dynamics)
may affect the phenomenological extrapolation of D, [263], especially for charm quarks.
Therefore, with more precise data becoming available with the ALICE upgrade (especially
at low pr), it is likely that will be possible to achieve a significant advancement in the

understanding of the heavy quark dynamics.

However, even within the uncertainties of the mass dependence of the diffusion or drag

coefficient, it remains that because of the larger mass, beauty quarks are expected to diffuse
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less than charm quarks and to have a significantly larger relaxation time that is at least
a factor of two [85, 263] if not a factor of three larger (if Dg is nearly mass independent)
as suggested by the ratio M,/M.. Energy loss is also expected to be smaller for beauty
than charm quarks. In line with these expectations, experimental measurements of beauty
hadrons or their decay products show higher Rxa and smaller vy with respect to charm or

light-flavour hadrons [224, 264].
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FIG. 23: Prompt D-meson Raa in the 0-10% centrality class (left panel) and vy in the
30-50% centrality class (right panel) compared with the PHSD [90],
POWLANG (265, 266], and Catania [37] predictions obtained with and without including

hadronization via recombination. Figure adapted from Ref. [232].

The hadronization schemes used in transport models have a significant impact on the
predicted values of Ry and v9 and on their dependence on pr. The effect of hadronization
via recombination on D-meson Raa and vs is illustrated in Fig. 23 where ALICE measure-
ments in Pb-Pb collisions in the centrality intervals 0-10% (Raa, left panel) and 30-50%
(vg, right panel) are compared with the expectations of the PHSD, POWLANG, and Cata-
nia models with and without the inclusion of recombination [232]. In a medium that is
radially expanding with a common velocity, hadronization via quark recombination tends to
equilibrate particle velocities towards the medium expansion velocity. The combined effect

of recombination, diffusion, and energy loss on the Rj, is the appearance of a maximum
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at momenta not much larger than the hadron mass. For what concerns the elliptic flow,
the vy of heavy-flavour hadrons formed via recombination derives from a combination of
the charm and light quarks flows. From the comparison of model expectations with and
without hadronization via recombination, shown in the right panel of Fig. 23, it can be
appreciated the effect of recombination on charm-meson v, in increasing v, and pushing its
maximum at higher momenta. Recombination is an essential ingredient for reproducing the

data [67, 101, 221, 255, 267).

All models that can reproduce the large observed vy of D mesons [237] predict that it
partly derives from hadronization via coalescence. In order to single out the contribution
of hadronization from the contribution of charm-quark diffusion in the generation of charm
flow, the modification in Pb—Pb collisions with respect to pp collisions of the pr-differential
yield ratios of different heavy-flavour particle species must be studied. In particular, models
based on statistical hadronization or coalescence were initially designed to describe hadron
formation in AA collisions. They were expecting an increase of the production of heavy-
flavour baryons relative to heavy-flavour mesons and of hadrons with strange quarks relative
to non-strange ones in heavy-ion with respect to pp collisions, the latter originally thought
to deliver systems with properties closer to eTe™ collisions and in which “in-vacuum” frag-
mentation should have been the dominant hadronization mechanism. Such an expectation
was motivated by the standard lore that only the large reservoir of partons and high energy
densities of nucleus—nucleus collision systems could make it likely for quark coalescence to
become a relevant process compared to the mechanism of fragmentation, which requires
the creation of quarks from the vacuum. Hence, the typical signature of coalescence, that
is, an enhancement of baryon-to-meson ratios, was not expected to occur in pp collisions.
However, as discussed in the previous sections, the data indicates that, particularly in the
heavy-flavor sector, pp collisions exhibit significant differences compared to smaller collision
systems such as ee™ and eTp. These differences result in modifications to the particle
ratios, providing a sensitive test of changes in the hadronization dynamics. The coalescence
plus fragmentation approach, such as the Catania model, suggests that even if pp collisions
result in the formation of a QGP droplet, D meson production is likely still dominated
by the fragmentation process. Meanwhile, the coalescence process becomes dominant for
baryon production, significantly increasing it in pp collisions compared to eTe™ collisions.

This outcome, though initially unexpected, naturally follows from the application of coa-
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lescence dynamics and effectively explains the large increase in the measured AJ/DP ratio.
However, the enhancement in pp collisions can also be explained in the context of PYTHIA,
but, also in this case, the main modification affects the baryon production that has to come
from colour reconnections of quarks and gluons in topologies irrelevant in ete™ collisions
but emerging with an increasing number of MPI, hence particularly in high-multiplicity
events, in hadronic collisions. This also shows that already in pp (in particular for high-
multiplicity events) more local recombination of quarks (minimizing string energy) becomes
quite relevant for baryon production. The same coalescence modelling shows that in AA
collisions the large-size reservoir of high-density quarks makes a further difference making

the recombination the dominant mechanism for both heavy quark mesons and baryons.

The measurements of the production of prompt and non-prompt D mesons [235, 268]
and of B? mesons [269] provide first hints supporting the presence of an enhancement of the
production of heavy-strange mesons with respect to non-strange ones. Figure 24 shows in
the left panel the comparison of the prompt DI /DO ratios measured by ALICE in central
Pb—Pb collisions and in pp collisions. A hint of a higher ratio in Pb—Pb collisions is visible
in 3 < pr < 10 GeV/c. The Catania model reproduces the data within uncertainties,
while the TAMU and POWLANG transport models as well as the GSI/Hd+BW statistical
hadronization model, for which the hadron pr spectrum is modelled according to a Blast
Wave function, tend to overestimate the data in the low pr region. Slightly higher DI /DY
values, closer to 0.4 and without a significance dependence on pr in 1 < pr < 8 GeV /¢, were
reported by STAR in semicentral and peripheral Au-Au collisions at /sy = 200 GeV [270].
In central Au—Au collisions, the ratio decreases below 0.3 for pr < 4 GeV/c and, within
uncertainties, becomes compatible with PYTHIA expectation and pp data at LHC energies.
New measurements with reduced uncertainty and lower pr reach, as well as the measurement
of =50 production (larger than D one in pp collisions), are necessary for a final assessment
and understanding on the enhancement of char-strange hadron production. In the right
panel of Fig. 24, the B?/B* ratio measured as a function of pr by CMS in 0-90% central
collisions [269] and normalized to the fs/fq ratio measured at /s =7 TeV by LHCb in
2 < y < 4.5 [271] is shown together with the ratio of non-prompt DF Raa to D° Raa
measured by ALICE in the 0-10% centrality interval [224, 268]. In pp collisions about 50%
of non-prompt D derive from the decay of a BY meson. Together the data provide a hint for

an enhancement of strange B-meson production relative to non-strange B-meson production,
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in line with the expectation of the TAMU model [50].
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FIG. 24: Left (from Ref. [14]): prompt DF/D? ratio measured by ALICE in |y| < 0.5 in pp
and 0-10% central Pb-Pb collisions at /sy =5.02 TeV [157, 162, 235] compared to model
expectations [36, 37, 39, 40, 96]. Right: red (black and grey) markers show the ratio of
strange to non-strange non-prompt D mesons (B mesons) yield in 0-10% (0-90%) Pb-Pb
collisions at y/syny =5.02 TeV measured by ALICE [224, 268] (CMS [269]) and normalised
to the analogous ratio measured in pp collisions. In the B-meson case, the parametrization
of the fs/fq ratio measured at /s =7 TeV by LHCD in 2 < y < 4.5 [271] is used as pp
reference, considering the collision-energy and rapidity dependence of the ratio, as well as

the parametrization uncertainty, as negligible compared to the Pb—Pb data uncertainty.

The data are compared to TAMU calculations [39, 272, 273].

The A is the only heavy-flavour baryon whose production has been measured in nucleus—
nucleus collisions. The left panel of Fig. 25 shows the evolution of the pr-integrated AJ /DY
ratio as a function of the charged-particle multiplicity at midrapidity measured by ALICE
in pp, p—Pb, and Pb—Pb collisions and by STAR in Au-Au collisions [72]. The ratio is
approximately 0.5, thus much higher than the = 0.11 value measured in ete™ and ep colli-
sions, and, within uncertainties, it does not show a dependence on multiplicity. The same
ratio in pp (minimum bias) and in Pb—Pb collisions is expected by the Catania and TAMU

models, which reproduce also quantitatively the data. Also the SHMc model does not ex-
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pect a dependence on centrality in Pb—Pb collisions. However, it predicts a ratio around
0.2 and underestimates the data. It must be noted that this version of the SHMc does not
include the augmented set of high-mass baryon states considered by TAMU. In the SHMc
charm is not in chemical equilibrium and the abundance of charm hadron species depends
on the charm fugacity factor, which however cancels in single-charm particle ratios, and
by the chemical freezeout temperature, which results in being independent of centrality.
Similarly, in the TAMU, though the hadronization process is modelled differently in pp
and Pb—Pb collisions, particle ratios mainly depend on statistical factors. For the Catania
model, the similarity between pp and Pb—Pb values derives from the similar description of
the bulk of light-flavour quarks as a QGP medium with similar temperatures in the two
systems and from the applied normalization condition that coalescence probability equals
unity at phtdon = (. There is still a dependence on the volume of the hadronizing fire-
ball and a subdominat dependence on the radial flow but the last has a weak effect on the
pr-integrated yield. In pp collisions, the PYTHIA 8 Monash tune is even lower than the
ete” expectation and largely independent of event multiplicity. Contrastingly, PYTHIA 8
with CR-BLC expects a significance increase of the ratio with multiplicity, deriving from
the larger probability of forming junction colour connections in events with a higher number
of MPI, which is not supported by the data. The region of very low multiplicities is not
covered by measurements, thus leaving open the possibility that ete™ values are recovered
when the hadronic activity in the event is very small, in line with what the A) /B ratio at
forward rapidity, discussed in Sect. [11 D, suggests. It is worth mentioning, that the average
multiplicity in ete™ collisions at LEP energies, where most particles are part of high-energy
dijets, does not differ much from the average multiplicity in minimum bias pp collisions at
LHC energies (see Fig. 19.6 of Ref. [49]). This suggests that the number of produced parti-
cles is not the only relevant parameter and rather the whole event topology and the impact
of the underlying event and MPI in hadronic collisions, even at the lowest multiplicity, must

be taken into account for explaining the differences observed with respect to e*e™ collisions.

In the right panel of Fig. 25, the evolution of the pr-differential A} /D° ratio with cen-
trality is shown, by comparing the measurements performed in pp collisions [77] and in
different centralities in Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC [72, 174, 274] and in Au-Au collisions
at RHIC [70]. Contrary to the pp-integrated case, the pr-differential A7 /DO ratio evolves
substantially with centrality, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 25, in which the Pb—Pb

73



o : T T LI ‘ T LU T T T TTTT ‘ T T \: : .I(ALIICIE)I plplllyll < 05 j ' I
2 2-ALICE yl<0.54 .(LHCb) POPD (N, = 15752 <y <45
> CF ] o [ % (CMS) PbPLO-00% Iy < h
< 1.8F e pp, (s=13TeV —_stat. © SHMc - [ ® (ALICE) PbPb 30-50% lyl < 0.5
s - o] [ m (CMS) PbPb 0-10% Iyl < 1
1.60 Y PP, Is=5.02TeV [ Jsyst. i Catania L ® (ALICE) PbPb 0-10% Iyl < 0.5
14t p-Pb, |5 =5.02 TeV extr. & TAMU o b (STAR) AuAu 10-80% Iyl < 1
4w Pb-Pb, |5, = 5.02 TeV Y total PYTHIA8 + _ 15[ N
1.2 ¢ Au-Au, |5, = 200 GeV —Monash — e 3 .
[ STAR, PRL 124 (2020) 172301 —CR-BLC 27 o [ ]
L3 1< 4L _'
0.8F ) 4 h ; J& ;
0.6 “ ¥ i T [ ]
E kD N @ ] 05 i
04 @ = —ﬁ— ¥/ ]
0.2 = - ] .
: \_ L1l \T- _ L _\ L1l \‘ L L1l \‘ L \: o [ 1 1 111 I 1 1 1 L1111 I 1 I—i
1 10 107 10° 1 10
N, /dntl o5 p; (GeV/c)

FIG. 25: Left (from [72]): baryon-to-meson AJ /DY cross-section ratio pr-integrated for
pr > 0 as a function of charged-particle multiplicity at midrapidity measured by ALICE in
pp, p—Pb, and Pb-Pb collisions [72, 200] and by STAR [70] in Au-Au collisions. Right
(adapted from [175]): comparison of the pr-differential AJ/D° cross-section ratios
measured in pp collisions by ALICE [77], in Pb—Pb collisions by ALICE [72], CMS [73],
and LHCD [274] in different centrality intervals, and in Au—Au collisions by STAR [70].

ALICE [72], CMS [73], and LHCb [274] results are reported and compared to ALICE pp
data as well as to the measurement in Au—Au collisions by STAR [70]. At intermediate pr,
the ratio increases with centrality. In peripheral collisions, LHCb data at forward rapidity
overlap with ALICE minimum-bias pp data at midrapidity. In 30-50% Pb-PDb collisions the
ratio is higher, though the values are compatible with those measured in high-multiplicity
pp and p—Pb data. In central collisions a “radial-flow”-like peak emerges, possibly shifted
at lower pr at RHIC with respect to LHC energies. The appearance of this peak can be
due to hadronization via coalescence, possibly reinforced by space-momentum correlations
(see Sect. [IB4). In Fig. 26 the AT /D° ratio measured by ALICE in 0-10% (left panel) and
30-50% (middle panel) central Pb—Pb collisions is compared to model expectations. Despite
the different values predicted by the models, the large experimental and theoretical uncer-
tainties do not allow to discriminate between the SHM. [40], Catania [37], and TAMU [3§]
models. At pr > 20 GeV/c the ratio is the same at all centralities and consistent with that

measured in eTe” collisions, possibly signalling the transition at high-enough momentum
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FIG. 26: Baryon-to-meson A /D cross-section ratio as a function of pr in 0-10% (left)

and 30-50% (middle) Pb—Pb collisions, and in pp collisions (right), compared with
expectations from the Catania, SHMc, and TAMU models and from the PYTHIA 8 event
generator with the Monash and CR Mode 2 tunes. Figure from Ref. [72, 275].

to a regime in which “vacuum”-like fragmentation is an effective description leading to a

“universal” value.

IV. PROSPECTS AND FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS

The measurements of heavy-flavour baryon production carried out in the last decade in
hadronic collisions have somewhat unexpectedly broken the paradigm that fragmentation
modelled on e*e™ data could be sufficient in describing hadronization in small collision
systems, and that nucleus—nucleus would be the collision system where one would search
for new phenomena. Rather, a quite sharp distinction between hadronization in ete™ and
any hadronic collision system emerged, accompanied by the need of continuity from pp to
nucleus—nucleus collisions. Multiplicity, as an estimator of the event activity (hence MPI?)
and system size, provides a reasonable guide for examining the evolution of the observables
from small to large collision systems. While reasonable explanations and ideas about the ori-
gin of the transition from e*e™ to pp collisions have been put forward, together with effective
modelling capable to reproduce the trends shown by the measurements, a new theoretical
paradigm for hadronization is still being shaped. Certainly, as extensively discussed in the

previous sections, the measurements performed so far achieved some milestones delineating
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features and trends that theoretical modelling of hadronization will have to consider. They

can be recapped in the following list.

e The first is certainly the evidence that heavy-flavour baryon production is signifi-
cantly larger in pp than in ete™ collisions. This implies that the assumption that
hadronization can be modelled solely with universal fragmentation functions does not

hold already in pp collisions.

e The second concerns the boundaries out of which fragmentation seems recovered as
a good description of hadronization. The observed evolution of Af/D" and A /B%~
with pr and multiplicity suggests that this occurs at high momentum (above about

15-20 GeV/c) and at extremely low multiplicity.

e The third is that the enhancement from ete™ to pp of the baryon-to-meson ratio
is significantly larger for charm-strange baryons (e.g. Z1Y) than for A}, despite no
significant difference is observed for the D /D° ratio. This highlights the problem to

understand strange production.

e The observation for L2™"*/D% and the augmented feed-down to A from X%H++
decay. In general, one may interpret these observations as a suppression of ¥+
and charm-strange baryon production in ete™ due to “local” dynamical constraints
(e.g. diquark production in string breaking), which are absent or mitigated by the

emergence of other processes in hadronic collisions.

e Finally, remarkable experimental data shows the contrast between the apparently flat
evolution with multiplicity and collision centrality of the pr-integrated AJ /DY ratio
from pp to Pb—Pb collision systems, compared to the strong modification of the pr-

differential ratio.

e On the theoretical side, coalescence and statistical hadronization emerged as effective
models to describe some of the measured yields in pp collisions. For an extensive model
like PYTHIA, which aspire at describing the full event dynamics, the central role of
MPI and colour reconnection in causing and shaping the observed effects appears as

an unavoidable conclusion suggested by the measurements.
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In this section, we discuss prospects and goals for the future, also touching some topics
and open points connected to heavy-flavour hadronization that could not be deepened in the
previous sections. These includes recent measurements that have not yet conducted to firm
conclusions, either because still preliminary or because affected by large uncertainties, but
that by exploring different observables are pointing to new effects and directions of search
for the future. We also discuss new ideas and measurements, which have the potential
to lead toward an understanding of the comparison between experimental measurements

performed by different collaborations and the mismatch with some theoretical calculations.

Consolidation of emerging picture

Many of the measurements presented in this review show striking effects, often with
results so far from the original expectation of the “baseline models” described in Sect. 1T A
that even large experimental uncertainties did not prevent important conclusions. However,
the natural first goal for the future should be to have new measurements of the observables
already inspected with a reduction of the uncertainties and with an extension of the low
and high pr and multiplicity reach. In particular, profiling the low pt and the pr-integrated
baryon-to-meson ratios for other particles than A) (in particular of A7, 0 and X0+*1)
at low multiplicity in pp collisions is of uttermost importance to investigate the onset of
the modification of hadronization from eTe™ to hadronic collisions. Measurements of charm
and strange baryons in nucleus—nucleus collisions would also be particularly significant to
verify whether the production rate of ZF% and QY relative to Al increases in a system
in which strange quarks are expected to be abundantly produced given that light-flavour
strange hadrons yields match the expectation from chemical equilibrium without canon-
ical suppression. In the open beauty sector, the experimental study of hadronization in
nucleus—nucleus collisions has substantially only started with the first measurements of
strange and non-strange B mesons and non-prompt D mesons. Though very important
for first assessments, the large uncertainties, the limited and not granular pr coverage,
and the reduced sensitivity implied by the decay kinematics for non-prompt signals, and
the lack of measurements of beauty-baryon production, permit only qualitative comparison
with model expectations. With next LHC runs, also thanks to the LHC detector upgrades,

+ should allow for firmer

Cc

new measurements, including first ones of A{ or non-prompt A

conclusions. In pp collisions, LHCb data already provided a rather detailed picture at
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forward rapidity, but precise measurements down to low pr are missing for both AY and
BY at midrapidity. As described in what follows, determining the dependence on rapidity
of heavy-flavour baryon-to-meson ratios must be an important objective of experimental
searches. Finally, measurements of the production of strange and beauty baryons would
also be very important, also given what was observed for the =°/AT ratio, but they are

experimentally extremely challenging and likely difficult to achieve in the near future.

Rapidity puzzle

The comparison of the measurements performed by ALICE and LHCb at mid and forward
rapidity, respectively, show tantalising signs of a possible rapidity dependence of the baryon-
to-meson ratio in pp, p—Pb, and Pb—Pb collisions [72, 78, 180, 218-220, 274, 276] for both
the Al and =1° baryons, as displayed in Fig. 27. However, the current measurements do
not allow for conclusions, either because of the large uncertainties (including those on the
BR in the Z7° case) or because of inconsistencies in the accessed pr intervals or in the
definition and ranges used for multiplicity and centrality. It is envisioned that the LHC
collaborations in the future will, as far as possible, perform measurements in the same
centrality intervals and transverse momentum, facilitating easier comparisons and reducing
potential ambiguities.

In the beauty sector, the LHCb experiment measured a baryon-to-meson cross-section
ratio compatible between p—Pb and pp collisions [277] at both forward and backward ra-
pidity. However, also in this case, the data uncertainties prevent to conclude whether pr
modifications of the baryon-to-meson ratio from pp to p—Pb collisions observed in charmed
sector are present also in the beauty sector. In pp collisions ALICE measured at midrapidity
the ratio of non-prompt AY to non-prompt D° which is strictly connected to the AY/B%~
ratio [196]. However, the comparison with LHCb data at forward rapidity is quite indi-
rect, requiring a modelling of the pp-differential cross section of beauty production tuned
on LHCb data and of the decay kinematics, which unavoidably dilutes possible effects over
a broader kinematic range. The CMS collaboration measured A production at 7 TeV but
only for pr > 10 GeV/c [195]. Measurements of the baryon-to-meson ratios at low pr in the
beauty sector at midrapidity via fully reconstructed B and A decays are envisioned for the
next runs at the LHC: they will be essential to investigate a possible rapidity dependence

of these ratios.
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From a theoretical point of view, it was already briefly mentioned that PYTHIA 8 does
not predict any difference with rapidity in the charm or beauty baryon-to-meson ratio in pp
collisions, and expects larger baryon-to-meson ratios at forward rapidity than those measured
by the LHCb Collaboration. It would be extremely interesting to systematically investigate
models that include coalescence to see if any rapidity dependence in the baryon-to-meson
emerges and to understand if a possible effect would be driven by the medium density
and/or by possible differences in the heavy-quark density, which would be important for
multi-charm hadron states as well as for quarkonia and the B meson, between mid- and
forward /backward rapidity. However, within a coalescence approach, one would need an
appropriate description of the evolution of both the bulk medium and the charm quark
momentum distribution from central rapidities to forward ones. In fact, the fireball degree
of thermalization and, in general, the time evolution at forward rapidity already for the
bulk matter have been less investigated in hydrodynamics or transport theory, and even
much less the dynamics of charm quarks. Before making predictions of the A} /DY ratio
one should check that Raa(pr) and va(pr) of D mesons at forward rapidity can be correctly
predicted, as done at midrapidity. This would give good confidence on the level of charm-
quark equilibration at forward rapidity and would provide a reasonable knowledge of the
charm-quark pr distribution.

Furthermore, the study of the directed flow of D mesons in nucleus—nucleus collisions
at RHIC and LHC has revealed that the bulk has a tilt with respect to the longitudinal
direction and has, therefore, a displacement with respect to the charm quark at forward
rapidity [278-280]. This could also imply a different impact of the corona effect, or more
generally of the amount of non-thermalized heavy quarks that escape from the fireball.
Summarizing, a solid prediction for AJ /D within the coalescence approach should be based
on a solid description of the bulk and charm distribution function in space and momentum

as already done at midrapidity.
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FIG. 27: Top left panel: the A} /D ratio measured in p—Pb collisions at /sy = 5.02 TeV
at mid, forward, and backward rapidity [78, 218, 276]. Top right panel (from
Refs. [219, 220]): comparison of the Z2/D° ratio measured at midrapidity in p—Pb
collisions at /s = 5.02 TeV with the measurements at forward and backward rapidity at
V/Snn = 8.16 TeV. Bottom panel: the AT /D ratio measured in wide pr intervals shown as
a function of rapidity in central, semicentral collisions [72], and peripheral [274] Pb-Pb
collisions. The vertical lines represent the total uncertainties. ALICE data derive from the
extrapolation to pr > 0 of the ratios measured in the interval 1 < pr < 24 GeV/c. In the
LHCb case, the centrality interval indicated in Ref. [274] is (Npart) = 15.8 & 10. The
percentile range corresponding to this interval can be estimated to be approximately

65-90% based on Ref. [281, 282].
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The role of diquarks

Coalescence models often calculate the formation of a baryon not as a 3 — 1 process but
rather as a two-step process, in which first two quarks form a diquark and then the diquark
combines with a third quark. However, this does not necessarily correspond to requiring
the formation of diquarks as real bound states nor as effective degrees of freedom of the
system. Whether this occurs or not is an open question. The suppression of the production
of 0T+ states relative to A ones in eTe™ collisions and its removal in hadronic collisions
is striking and appears to support the picture of diquark formation in string breaking.

While it is very hard to design what could be a “smoking gun” observation supporting the
formation of diquarks is worth noticing that in [283] it was suggested that a measurement
of A, elliptic flow in Pb-Pb and its difference w.r.t. the D-meson one would allow to infer
the relevance of diquark degrees of freedom in the QGP. This possibility is motivated by
the comparison of the pr dependence of the difference between vy(A,) and vy(DP) predicted
in a coalescence approach and in the POWLANG mechanism. In the coalescence model the
vy of A. receives a contribution from two light quarks while the D meson only from one.
In the POWLANG approach instead A} combines to a diquark evolving hydrodynamically

with the bulk medium implying a milder difference w.r.t. D, in particular at intermediate pr.

String-related investigations

There are several areas of interest in extending the current modelling of string hadroniza-
tion. Some have already been mentioned above, including modelling of exotica and the
heavy-ion limit of strings. Further areas of interest include considering colour reconnec-
tions in the initial state, the collective behaviour of strings, interactions between final state
hadrons, studies into baryon production mechanisms, and even looking beyond Lund strings.
Here we elaborate on just a few of these areas of interest.

One noticeable flaw as shown in Fig. 17 is the overprediction of the A?/B° ratio by
PYTHIA despite well predicting the A} /D ratio due to the inclusion of junction topologies.
Exploration into other ratios involving these heavy flavour hadrons such as A /AF and
B?/D° would be particularly insightful into attempting to find the root of the discrepancy
between model and experiment. Another set of observables that would be particularly
interesting for studying junction modelling are baryon correlations. In the string model,

baryons produced via standard diquark-antidiquark pair creation from string breaks would
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be highly correlated. This correlation would be reduced given the popcorn model for diquark
creation, which allows meson production between diquark-antidiquark pairs. Comparatively
there is generally no expectation of a correlation between junction baryons and antijunction
baryons.

As presented throughout this paper, there have been several already experimentally ob-
served behaviours correlated to the size of the system, whether it be observables as a function
of charged particle multiplicities or contrasting e™e™, pp and AA results. Many measure-
ments have already shown clear indications of collective-like effects in pp collision environ-
ments, which prompts two key questions; are these effects present in e*e™ collisions (and/or
in e*p/e* A ones), and how can we model such collective effects in the string picture? With
regards to the former, many of these effects were not studied at LEP and hence there is
little indication whether they are present in e™e™ or not, thus it would be intriguing to
study them at future high energy eTe™, e*p, and e*A experiments [284].

Many collective effects in the string picture have already been studied in PYTHIA, in-
cluding string tension modifications (e.g. Rope hadronization [47] and close-packing [48]),
string interactions (e.g. string shoving [285, 286]) and final state hadron interactions (e.g.
hadron rescattering [287]). Such models have already shown interesting effects and com-
pelling agreement to data. For example, the string shoving model [285, 286] has already
been shown to produce the near-sided ridge experimentally observed in pp collision events
which is unexpected with the baseline string model. Studies of such models in AA environ-
ments will be particularly insightful to help determine whether a string model can reproduce
other behaviours also typically considered QGP signatures such as flow. These models would
also have particularly interesting effects on pr spectra of hadrons, and further phenomenol-
ogy studies would be useful to determine any signature behaviours of such models that
experiments could attempt to identify. One can also consider interactions between final
state hadrons via hadron rescattering [287], which would have effects particularly for high
multiplicity events. For heavy flavour hadrons in particular, one would expect effects on the
shape of the pr spectra. It is interesting to note that such rescattering effects would also
be interesting for studying the p/m ratio with respect to charged multiplicity in pp collision
events, which PYTHIA currently overpredicts even without the inclusion of junctions.

Perhaps one of the most intriguing questions for the string model is whether a string

in a densely packed string system hadronizes differently from a string in vacuum. There
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are already indications that this is the case given enhancement of the light strange hadron-
to-pion ratio as a function of charged multiplicity as seen by ALICE in Ref. [44]. Higher
multiplicity events either correspond the hadronization of longer strings or systems with a
higher quantity of strings, and hence generally more densely packed string environments.
There are already existing models such as Rope hadronization [47] and close-packing [48]
which attempt to implement a strangeness enhancement mechanism by enhancing the string
tension in more dense string systems. An increased string tension results in the reduction
of the strangeness suppression via the Schwinger mechanism due to the strange quark mass.
Both Rope hadronization and close-packing models have already been able to describe the
general behaviour seen in the ALICE [44] data for the strange hadron-to-pion ratios as a
function of multiplicity. Additionally, in pp collisions the majority of strings are aligned
along the beam axis, which in turn would result in strangeness enhancement primarily for
strings at low pr, which would lead to strangeness enhancement for low pr hadrons. One
may be hopeful that this low pr strangeness enhancement could describe the ratios involv-
ing heavy strange hadrons such as Z7°, however as mention in Sec. ITI C these strangeness
enhancement mechanisms alone are unable to describe the level of strangeness enhancement
needed to fit the Z7Y/AF data whilst maintaining reasonable model parameters. Additional
measurements involving strange b-hadrons would be vital in examining such mechanisms, so
that one can make comparisons between distributions such as the Z./A. and Z,, /Ag ratios
alongside the =Z./D° and =, /B° ratios. These ratios would provide particularly insightful
indications to the source of strangeness enhancement and whether the behaviour is different
in the beauty and charm baryon sectors. Further data for ratios involving double strange
heavy baryons such as €2. and €2, would also provide very useful insight. One could also
explore the enhancement of strangeness around the junction itself which is not an unrea-
sonable assumption as we know little about what the field around a junction itself should
look like, and such a model would have significant impact as the majority of heavy flavour
baryons are sourced from junctions. Likewise due to the sensitivity of heavy baryons on
junction formation, further data for ratios involving =}, and €2, may even help identify the

source of the overprediction of the AY /B ratio using PYTHIA CR-BLC.

To study in further detail the hadronization of a string in vacuum compared to a densely
packed string system, phenomenological studies would be insightful to examine hadron dis-

tributions for a single string compared to higher multiplets, given all the aforementioned
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models, in order to check if there are any identifiable signatures experiments could attempt
to find. To directly compare the fragmentation of a triplet vs. octet string, it would be
insightful to examine hadron spectra in the tips of gluon jets compared to quark jets, LEP
hairpin configurations, and perhaps even diffractive LHC events may allow for relatively

clean environments to search for such behaviours.

Strings in heavy-ion collisions?

Through this review, models in PYTHIA useful for ete™ up to pp collisions were dis-
cussed. PYTHIA itself does not have the ability to perform pA and AA collisions. In-
stead, to simulate pA and AA collisions one can use the Angantyr model [288], which uses
PYTHIA 8 as its base, taking inspiration from the Fritiof model [289, 290] and using the idea
of wounded nucleons. A key feature of Angantyr is testing the assumption of continuing the
usage of PYTHIA’s string fragmentation mechanisms to model the hadronization process
also in pA and AA collisions, rather than assuming the formation of a QGP. This includes
the implementation of the QCD-CR mechanisms described in Sect. II B 1, which allows CR
between different nucleon-nucleon collisions [291, 292]. In principle one can also use Rope
hadronization [47] and shoving [286] in conjunction with Angantyr, however the combination
of Rope hadronization and Angantyr is yet to be validated to work properly, nor have the
model parameters been tuned. Similarly, the string shoving model in Angantyr does not
yet perform well for full collisions due technical handling difficulties of soft gluon modelling.
Nonetheless toy configurations using the model have already shown that the model itself
can generate vy, though further work on the string shoving implementation is required for
more detailed studies. For a review of the current state of the above models in heavy-ion
collisions, see [293]. Though Angantyr in its current state does not fully describe the collec-
tive behaviour of high string densities for full collision events, the existing implementation
already provides insight into the non-collective background of such observables and provides
an important comparison between the QGP and the string model for hadronization.

This also prompts the interesting question of whether there is a some quenching limit for
strings. That is, within this type of modelling paradigm, at high enough string densities,
do the string states cease to exist and instead do we get a transition into some deconfined
QGP state? This then begs the question when would this transition occur, what would

this transitional state look like, and how would one model it. These are largely unexplored
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questions within the string picture, and the study of AA collisions with string hadronization

using Angantyr provides the first step to exploring such questions.

Heavy-flavour jets and correlations

The study of beauty- and charm-tagged jets provides additional information for interpret-
ing the modification of the baryon-to-meson ratios from e*e~ to hadronic collisions, giving
a handle to connect it to possible modification of heavy-quark fragmentation and jet prop-
erties. Measurements of jets tagged by the presence of a fully reconstructed heavy-flavour
hadron can be particularly informative. This tagging technique, with respect to others based
on the recognition of a displaced secondary vertex or on lepton tagging, has the advantage
of providing the momentum vector of the heavy-flavour hadron and its correlation to the jet
momentum. Though used since UA1 times, in recent years it was refined and exploited to
study the production and sub-structure properties of D-meson tagged jets [164, 294-299], as
well as for the first direct observation of the “dead-cone” effect [300]. These measurements
allow testing the modelling of jet fragmentation, as well as of charm-production processes,
in event generators like PYTHIA and HERWIG [17, 301, 302], possibly interfaced with
POWHEG [204, 303, 304]. Relevant variables include the fraction of jet momentum car-
ried by the charm hadron, calculated along the jet axis direction (zﬁh), and the transverse
momenta and (pseudo)rapidities of hadrons measured with respect to the jet axis.

As extensively discussed in Ref. [297], the zﬁh distribution of D-meson tagged jets mea-
sured by the ALICE Collaboration is quite well described by Monte Carlo event generators.
Recently, ALICE reported a first measurement of the same distribution for A -tagged jets.
The comparison with D-meson tagged jet data done with the same jet and hadron kinematic
selection is reported in Fig. 28. Though the uncertainties prevent firm conclusions, the data
suggest that AT carry a smaller fraction of jet momentum along the jet axis with respect
to D mesons. This trend contrasts with that expected by the default version of PYTHIA 8
(Monash tune), while it agrees with that from PYTHIA 8 CR-BLC. The trend expected by
Monash reflects the tendency in jet fragmentation that heavier particles carry a larger frac-
tion of jet momentum, which in a collinear fragmentation picture can be related to energy
conservation. The data therefore suggest that either the A} production is favoured in jets
with higher momentum and softer fragmentation, either intrinsically or because modified

by the interplay with the underlying event, or that the AT momentum vector is less aligned
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with the jet one, either as an intrinsic feature of charm-jet fragmentation to AT baryons
(not expected however in Monash) or because of a angular decorrelation at hadronization
time. A partly related study is that of the azimuthal correlation of A} baryons with charged
particles produced in the event.

A first preliminary measurement, performed by ALICE [305], indicates that the yields of
low-pr associated particles are large, both in the near-side and in the opposite direction to
the Al (away-side jet region), and resemble those observed only at much higher D-meson pr
(pr 2 8 GeV/c) in correlations of D mesons with charged particles. Naively one could expect
that, except for the initial-parton energy correlation, the fragmentation (parton-shower) and
hadronization of the near- and away-side jets should proceed almost independently. It is thus
surprising that the larger near-side yield, which is consistent with the softer jet fragmentation

suggested by the z" analysis, is accompanied by a difference in the away-side jet.

ch
Il

Taken together, the zﬁh and azimuthal correlation data may suggest that, with respect
to D mesons, low-pr A are produced on average in jets with higher pr and softer fragmen-
tation, with a sharing of the jet energy among several soft particles. Whether this could be
due to an interplay with the underlying event is not clear, though possible, considering also
the multiplicity dependence of AJ /DO ratio.

More precise measurements, possibly more differential in jet and hadron kinematics, and
a detailed analysis of the jet radial profiles and substructure and of the correlation-function
widths could in the future shed light on these intriguing observations. Similar measurements
in the beauty sector would also be very useful.

On top of new measurements, it would be desirable in the future to understand what
hadron-formation via coalescence implies for these observables. In the coalescence process,
the AT at a given pr gets on average more of its momentum from the light quarks with
respect to the D meson (because two light quarks are involved for forming A}). This can
decorrelate the resulting hadron momentum vector from the jet axis. Therefore, though
explicit calculations are missing, it would be in principle compatible with the observation
to assume that in the jet a AT formed by coalescence of the charm quark with light quarks
from the underlying event carries a smaller longitudinal momentum fraction (along the jet

axis) relative to that carried by D mesons.

High-mass excited baryon states

86



< F—~T 717 T~ T 717 T T T 7717 T T T

o= =

_,c\,) 5?AL|CE, pp, Vs =13 TeV 61 Al-tagged jets

E 4.5 charged jets, anti-k;, R=0.4 O DO—tagged jets

S 4i7spjTet°h<1SGeV/c,|njet|s0.5
ko)
3.5

<

— 3

5

3<pl<15GeVic, |y" <08

|

2 ] O
1.5 $
1 Q
————————
o I 1 I 1 T
Q o data seeees PYTHIA 8 Monash
L2 — = PYTHIA 8 CR-BLC Mode 2

TTTTTTT IIIIIIIII|IIII[IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
AN AN AT AN AT IIIIIIIIIIIIIIII|IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

—_
(6]
IIIIIIII
I
I
I
I
—e—
:

e EEEE T ——
bbbl S o —I_+ :
0.5— ]
= 1 [ | ! L4
0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

FIG. 28: Comparison (top panel) and ratio (bottom panel) of the distributions of the A}
and D° longitudinal track-based jet-momentum fraction (zﬁh). Track-based jets, defined by
their charged-particle constituents only, with 7 < pr < 15 GeV/c are tagged with fully
reconstructed A7 and DY with 3 < pr < 15 GeV/c. In the bottom panel the ratio is
compared to expectations from PYTHIA 8 default tune (Monash) and PYTHIA 8 tune

with colour-reconnection implemented beyond leading colour. Figure from Ref. [299]

Experimental search of not yet observed charm and beauty hadron resonances is of pri-
mary importance in the context of hadronization. It is needed to determine whether the
additional baryon resonance states predicted by the RQM, which are largely supported by
lattice-QCD computations of the vacuum spectroscopy, exist and to determine their spectral
properties. As discussed extensively in this review, the existence of these states is a neces-
sary assumption in many models to reproduce the AF/D° yield ratio in pp and heavy-ion
collisions, in particular for models based on statistical hadronization. Though it remains
an open question why these high-mass resonance states have not been observed so far in
ete™ collisions, proving their existence and measuring the branching ratio to relevant decay

channels could be pursued at ete™ colliders, e.g. by the Belle II Collaboration, as well as
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in pp collisions by the ATLAS, CMS, and LHCb Collaborations, leveraging the large LHC
luminosities.

Actually, on top of verifying the number and spectral properties of yet unobserved states,
a fundamental test for SHM would be given by a measurement of the production yields of
excited mesons and baryons, both known and unknown ones. ALICE recently performed
the first measurement of DJ;(2536) and DX (2573) resonance yields in pp collisions, which
provide further pieces of information to investigate the charm-quark hadronization [306].
Cross-section measurements of excited AT, X0+ =0 states should be feasible with the

Run 3 data at the LHC.

B meson

The B meson contains a b and a ¢ quark, making it (and its excited states) the only
hadron observed so far that contains heavy quarks of two different flavours. The Bl me-
son has a net flavour number, which in principle secludes it from the quarkonium family.
However, one could support that the proximity of its quark content to the charmonium and
bottomonium states (“hidden” heavy-flavour mesons) makes it an exotic heavy quarkonium.

The B} meson has a particularly low production cross section in pp collisions, because
two heavy quark pairs (bB and cc) need to be produced. The obvious mechanism is for both
of these heavy-quark pairs to be produced in a single hard-scattering process, but since this
is quite suppressed, additional production mechanisms may play a role such as multi-parton
interactions in high-multiplicity pp collisions [307] and/or quark recombination in heavy-ion
ones. That is, a b quark produced in a given hard scattering could recombine with a ¢ quark
from another parton-parton or nucleon-nucleon collision (presumably with some space-time
suppression since the pair needs to be sufficiently close to form a B_).

If this is a significant mechanism in heavy-ion collisions, the B} yields might be dra-
matically augmented compared to the expectations from N.yy-scaling, considering the small
primary production expected from the pp cross section. The CMS Collaboration has mea-
sured for the first time the BF production in heavy-ion collisions and reported that the B
meson is shown to be less suppressed than quarkonia and most of the open heavy-flavour
mesons, suggesting that effects of the hot and dense nuclear matter created in heavy-ion
collisions contribute to its production [308]. However, the acceptance of the CMS detector

only allows to reconstruct B mesons of relatively high transverse momentum, typically pr
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> 6 GeV/c, while the majority of the B mesons produced by recombination should have a
pr lower than the acceptance threshold of CMS. This is because most of the charm quarks
present in the QGP have low pr and because the recombining quarks need to have a small
relative momentum (typically not larger than the binding energy) to be able to recombine.

Hence, it would be extremely beneficial to measure low transverse momentum B in
heavy-ion collisions and in high-multiplicity pp ones. Recently, Egede et al. [307] predicted
a large fraction of the produced yield in high-multiplicity pp collisions to come from MPI
(albeit without accounting for possible space-time suppression effects so this should prob-
ably be taken as a maximum), and Rapp et al. [309] predict a similar trend in heavy-ion
collisions from regenerated B mesons. In this latter study they observed that the large
regeneration contributions cause a markedly rising Rs with centrality, reaching values of
up to 4-6 in central collisions. In this model, the inclusive pr-dependent Raa for the B is
dominated by regeneration contributions for pyr < 10-15 GeV/c in semi-/central collisions,
reaching values of around 10 at low pr. It is pointed out in the publication that the results
for the Raa are rather sensitive to the BY production cross section in pp collisions. A
more precise measurement of this quantity, and a significant reduction of the statistical and
systematic uncertainties of B in heavy-ion collisions will provide unprecedented insights
into heavy-flavour in-medium and is a promising new probe to study the interplay between

the suppression and enhancement mechanisms in the production of heavy-flavour mesons in

the QGP.

Multi-charm hadron states and charm nuclei

Analogously to the BY case, another window to investigate colour-reconnection and coa-
lescence are the measurements of multi-charm baryons and of charm nuclei. Measurements
of multi-charm hadrons, such as the =%, =1 Qf O+ would provide a direct window on
hadron formation from a deconfined quark—gluon plasma. In fact, the yields of multicharm
baryons relative to the number of produced charm quarks are predicted to be significantly
enhanced in AA relative to pp collisions [40, 74, 310-314]. Enhancements are expected by
as much as a factor 10? for =Z.. baryon and even by as much as a factor 10® for the as
yet undiscovered ... baryon. Most recently, the SHMc and the Catania models [40, 74]

provided predictions for the production of multi-charmed hadrons in Pb—Pb collisions and

they explored the system size dependence through Kr-Kr, to Ar-Ar and O-O collisions.
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The yields are predicted to be quite similar in the case of full thermalization of the charm

quark, a condition that might not be achieved in light systems like O-O. The coalescence

++
cce

picture coupled to a realistic dynamical simulation for charm quarks reveals that Q7 yield,
and even more its pr spectrum, would provide a sensitive probe of charm thermalization
and its evolution with the system size of the colliding system [74]. Such studies are cur-
rently far beyond the experimental reach and a comprehensive program of measurements
in the multi-charm sector is discussed to be carried out with the proposed future ALICE 3
detector [75].

The unique combination of high rates, wide acceptance, strong particle identification ca-
pabilities, and excellent secondary vertex determination of the proposed ALICE 3 detector,
also provide a toolbox for the search for light nuclei with charm. At LHC energies, the most
promising candidates are the c-deuteron, c-triton and c-*He. The existence of such weakly
decaying bound states with lifetimes similar to those of other unbound charmed baryons is
debated in the literature. In case these states are bound and under the assumption that
their abundance in collisions of nuclei is described by the SHM, the yields are large enough

to bring their experimental discovery within reach in the next decades and to additionally

test different hadronization models.

Exotica

The x.1(3872) is an exotic particle that was first observed by the Belle Collaboration [315],
and then confirmed and studied by other experiments at electron-positron [316] and hadron
colliders [317-321]. The nature of this particle is still not fully understood and interpretations
in terms of conventional charmonium (a bound state of charm-anticharm quarks), D-meson
molecule, tetraquark, or an admixture these states have been proposed [322]. Heavy-ion col-
lisions, as well as high multiplicity pp collisions, offer a unique window into the properties
of this poorly understood hadron. In these systems, promptly produced x.;(3872) hadrons
can interact with other particles in the nucleus and/or those produced in the collision.
The influence of these interactions on the observed x.;(3872) yields provides information
that can help discriminating between the various models of its structure, as well as give
insight into the dynamics of the bulk of the particles produced in these collisions. The
LHCb Collaboration has measured a significant decrease in the ratio of prompt x.;(3872)

to ¥ (2S) cross sections in pp collisions with increasing charged-particle multiplicity [323].
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These data were interpreted in terms of breakup of the x.;(3872) hadron due to interactions
with comoving particles produced in the event, for both compact and molecular models of
Xe1(3872) structure [324, 325]. A relatively-compact tetraquark is preferred in this case, but
it is currently discussed how conclusive this comparison is [326-329]. The LHCb Collabo-
ration has also recently performed the same measurement in p-Pb collisions [330]. In this
collision system the ratio is measured to be higher than the one measured in pp collisions.
It must be noted that the evolution of 1)(2S) production with particle multiplicity is not
fully understood yet. This complicates the interpretation of x.;(3872) data, when (2S)
is used as a reference. The CMS collaboration has measured the o, 3s72)/0yp(2s) ratio in
Pb-Pb collisions at high pr, and found that the ratio is further enhanced relative to pp
and p—Pb collisions, although the uncertainties and the significantly different pr intervals
of the measurements preclude drawing firm conclusions [331]. Calculations based on quark
coalescence show that production rates of x.1(3872) hadrons in AA collisions are sensitive
to its structure. In these models, the production of compact tetraquarks is expected to
be enhanced over hadronic molecules [332, 333]. However, a recent transport calculation
reaches the opposite conclusion [326]. Late-stage interactions in the hadron gas phase of
a heavy-ion collision can also modify the yields [334]. It is currently unknown where the
crossover between the suppressing effect of breakup and the enhancing effect of coalescence
may occur. The increase of the ratio of cross sections o, (3s72) / oy(2s) from pp to p—Pb to
Pb—PDb collisions may indicate that the exotic x.1(3872) hadron experiences different dynam-
ics in the medium than those relevant for a “conventional” charmonium state like 1)(2S).
If the experiments could in the future cover similar pr intervals in the different collision
systems and multiplicities/centralities, possibly better assessing the lower pr region, these
measurements will provide new constraints to determine the internal x.;(3872) structure as
well as to model parton transport and hadronization in nuclear collisions. In this context,
it will also be important to precisely measure the production cross section of other exotic

states, like the T..

A related possible future implementation in PYTHIA is the inclusion of exotica. Not
only does QCD-CR allow beyond LC topologies such as junctions, but it also allows for
more complicated structures called junction networks. These junction networks are string
configurations that consist of multiple junctions within the structure and provide a natural

way within the string picture to represent tetraquarks, pentaquarks, etc. For example, the
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simplest of these structures are junction-antijunction configurations which consist of two
colour-charged endpoints and two anticolour-charged endpoints as shown in Fig. 29. When
these junction-antijunction configurations are encountered as high mass systems, PYTHIA
currently handles these structures by making breaks on the string piece connecting the junc-
tion to the antijunction, and then fragmenting each junction system separately. However,
should a junction-antijunction system have a low invariant mass, one could propose that
the system does not fragment and instead can be treated as a tetraquark. The same argu-
ment holds for larger junction networks. The inclusion of exotica is not yet implemented in
PYTHIA and it would not be straightforward to implement the required significant mod-
ifications to the existing code, however junction networks are already present and could

provide a sensible starting point for modelling such structures.

¢ N NI
@ @ O/ \.

FIG. 29: Junction-antijunction formation in the string model. The left images show the

initial string configuration in the LC limit, and the right images depict the possible

alternative configuration given the respective colour reconnection models.

Collectivity in small systems

Positive vy values have been observed for both open charm [336-338] and J/v [335, 339]
also in high-multiplicity p—Pb collisions, as well as in high-multiplicity pp collisions [340]. As
shown in Fig. 30, in high-multiplicity p—Pb collisions D® and J /9 v, reach similar maximum
values, which are about a factor of two smaller than the maximum v, of light hadrons [341]
and significantly smaller than the maximum observed in semi-central Pb—Pb collisions for D
mesons. Though the maximum J/v vy values are similar in high-multiplicity p—Pb collisions
and semi-central Pb—Pb collisions, in the latter case positive values, close to open-charm and
light-flavour ones, are observed up to higher pt. The origin of flow in small collisions systems
are still debated, even for light-flavour particles [342]. Hadronization via recombination could

induce a positive vy for open-charm hadrons even in the case of a small /negligible v, of charm
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FIG. 30: Elliptic flow of prompt J/1 at forward+backward rapidity (—2.86 < yem < —1.86
or 0.94 < Yem < 1.94), and of DY, A and K? at midrapidity shown as a function of pr in
high-multiplicity p—Pb collisions at /s =8.16TeV [335, 336].

quarks [65]. This is of course not the case for charmonia. The absence of clear experimental
evidences of charm energy loss, makes the observation of open charm and charmonia flow
particularly interesting to understand the interplay of initial-state and final-state effects for
the generation of azimuthal anisotropy in momentum space. A possible dynamic not yet
firmly identified could lead to an Raa(pr) close to unity together with a sizeable vy(pr) is
the super-diffusion in the initial stage glasma phase that would lead to an increase of the
Raa(pr) [262, 343, 344] followed by a moderate energy loss that generate a sizeable elliptic

flow.
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