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We apply an equal-velocity quark combination model to study the Aj/D0 ratio in the range
pr <10 GeV/c in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV. We decompose the ratio into four parts which are
related to quark numbers, light-flavor quark pr spectrum, charm quark pr spectrum, momentum
correlation between light and charm quarks, respectively. Their influence on A} /D0 ratio are
individually studied. The curvature property of light-flavor quark pr spectrum is found to be the
main reason of the non-monotonic pr dependence of A/ DP ratio exhibited in high multiplicity
events. Moreover, the multiplicity dependence of AF /DO ratio as the function of pr is mainly
because of the multiplicity dependence of light-flavor quark pr spectrum. Using the light-flavor
quark pr spectrum obtained from experimental data of light-flavor hadrons and charm quark pr
spectrum obtained from FONLL and/or PYTHIA calculations, the pr dependence of experimental
data of AT/ D ratio in high multiplicity events and that in low multiplicity events in pp collisions

at v/s = 13 TeV are reasonably understood.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, LHC experiments provided rich experi-
mental data of hadron production in pp collisions at LHC
energies, from which many new features of hadron pro-
duction are found. For example, in production of light-
flavor hadrons, experiments found the enhancement of
baryon to meson ratio (such as p/m, A/K?, Q/¢) at inter-
mediate pr [1, 2] and the enhancement of multi-strange
hadrons in high multiplicity events [3]. We also find a
quark number scaling property for pr spectra of hadrons
at mid-rapidity by further analyzing experimental data of
ALICE collaboration [1—6]. In production of open heavy-
flavor hadrons, LHC experiments found the enhancement
of A /D in the low pr range (pr < 10 GeV/c) in pp col-
lisions at LHC energies in comparison with measurements
in eTe™ and ep collisions at early years [7-10].

The production enhancement of light-flavor baryons
and, in particular, heavy-flavor baryons such as AT at-
tracts lots of theoretical studies. Many new phenomeno-
logical mechanism and/or details at the hadronization of
final-parton system created in pp collisions at LHC en-
ergies, either in fragmentation framework [11-17] or in
quark (re-)combination framework, are proposed to ex-
plain these new experimental data, which greatly enrich
people’s understandings for the property of hadron pro-
duction in high energy collisions. Recently, ALICE col-
laboration report their precise measurement for the mul-
tiplicity dependence of A} /DO ratio in the low pr range
[18] and the preliminary data A} /DY ratio at small pp
(pr <1 GeV/c) [19, 20]. These newest data will further
test the existing hadronization models [21-24].

In this paper, we apply a quark combination model
[4, 24, 25] to study the multiplicity and py dependence of
A} /DO ratio in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV. The model
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applies an equal-velocity combination (EVC) mechanism
to approximately describe the combination of constituent
(anti-)quarks at hadronization. Taking advantage of the
analytic feature of EVC mechanism, we derive the an-
alytical formula of the ratio AJ /D" and study several
physical ingredients that influence the multiplicity and
pr dependence of the ratio A}/D°. We demonstrate
how the property of light-flavor quark pr spectra and
charm quark pr spectra lead to, in an intuitive way, the
non-monotonic pr dependence the ratio AT /D°. Finally,
we compare our theoretical calculations with the latest
experimental data of ALICE collaboration [18].

The paper is organized as follows. Sec. II gives a brief
introduction to our quark combination model with EVC
mechanism. In Sec. III, we derive the ratio A7 /D and
decompose it into four parts. In Secs. IV-VII, we discuss
the influence of these four parts, i.e., quark numbers,
light-flavor quark pr spectra, charm quark pr spectrum,
and pr correlation between charm and light-flavor (anti-
Jquarks, on the ratio A} /D°. In Sec. VIII, we compare
our theoretical results of ratio AT /D" with experimental
data. In Sec. IX. we give the summary.

II. A BRIEF INTRODUCTION TO EVC MODEL

In this paper, we apply a quark combination model
proposed in previous works [4, 24, 25| to study ratio
AF/D°  This model is inspired by the quark number
scaling property found from experimental data for pp
spectra of light-flavor hadrons at mid-rapidity in pp and
p-Pb collisions at LHC energies [4, 26]. We have applied
the model to describe the yield and pr spectra of light-
flavor hadrons and those of single-charm hadrons in pp,
p-Pb and AA collision at RHIC and LHC energies, and
found generally good agreement with experimental data
[6, 27-30]. In this section, we briefly introduce the model
and, in particular, the relevant physical approximations


http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.00434v1
mailto:shaofl@mail.sdu.edu.cn

and parameters in the model which may influence the
ratio A/ DY.

A. general framework

We start from the inclusive momentum distribution
of single-charm hadron in general framework of quark
combination mechanism

fau(p) = / dp1dpa f.i(p1,p2) Rs,; (P1, 25 D), (1)

IB.,,(p) =/dpldp2dp3fczl/(p1,p2=p3)RBC”,(P17P27P3;P)-

(2)

Here, f.j(p1,p2) is the joint momentum distribution of
charm (c) quark and light anti-quark (). R, (p1,p2;p)
is the combination function denoting the probability den-
sity for the given ¢l with momenta p;, po combining into
a meson M_ with momentum p. It is similar for the
baryon formula.

In our model, we assume that the charm hadron is
formed mainly by the combination of charm quark with
light-flavor (anti-)quarks with equal velocity. In this
approximation, the combination function is simply the

product of Dirac delta functions
2
R, (p1,p2;p) = K, H d(pi — xip), (3)
i=1

3
R, (p1,p2,p3:p) = ki, [[0(pi — zip).  (4)
i=1

Here kp, and kp_,, are independent of momentum
but are dependent on quarks numbers due to the uni-
tarity constraint of hadronization. Momentum fraction
reads as x; = m;/(m1 + m2) in meson formula with
momentum conservation constraint x; + o2 = 1 and
x; = m;/(m1 + mz2 + mg3) in baryon formula with mo-
mentum conservation constraint x; + xo + 3 = 1.

Substituting Eqgs. (3) and (4) into (1) and (2), we ob-
tain

fMC[(p) = KMCffci(xlpa x2p)7 (5)
IB (P) = KB, faw (T1p, T2p, T3D). (6)

For the integral of joint distribution of quarks, we have
/dpldpzfcz’(plam) = NN;= N (7)
/dpldpzdpsfcw(plapzam) = NNy =Ny (8)

where Ny equals to NyNp as | # 1" and Ni(N; — 1) as
1 #1’. Obviously, N_;is the number of all ¢l pair and N/
is the number of all possible cll’ combinations. Under

EVC constraint, the integrals become

N
/ dpfei(wip, 22p) = 5 L, (9)
cl
N
/dpfcu/ (z1p, w2p, T3p) = A—llll/’ (10)

where we use coefficient A_; to denote the effect of equal-
velocity constraint to the effective number of ¢l pairs and
Aqpr to denote that to effective number of cll’ combina-
tions.

Integrating Eqs. (5) and (6) over p, we obtain the
number of charm hadrons

N ; KM -
] .
Nay = kit~ = N (11)
cl cl
N KB,
N =K —_— = ) —ur 12
BC”/ Bcll’ AC”/ cll Acll/ ( )

We see that KXIC[ has the meaning of the average proba-

cl

bility of a ¢l pair forming a meson, and it is similar for
baryon term.

If we neglect the contribution of multi-charm hadrons,
the unitarity of charm quark hadronization gives

ZNMJ + Z NBczz/ = NC’ (13)
M_.; B,

cll’
which means

RM ; KRB
LTS SR
Y Ag  f A

cll’

(14)

At charm quark hadronization, light-flavor quarks serve
as the background and their property, i.e., numbers N;
and momentum distributions f;(p) relating to A, can
be freely changed. With this consideration, we expect
NMC‘;T ~ N%; and % ~ N%? with N; = > 7 N; and
Ny = >, N; so that the unitarity constraint can be sat-
isfied in an easy manner. In this philosophy, we firstly

introduce a dynamic parameter R(BC> s to denote the com-
petition between the formation of charm baryon and the
formation of charm meson as a charm quark hadronizes.
Then we can write

- 1
ZNfKXC,L = © (15)
M cl 1 —+ RB/M
R(C)
R R
By el 1 + RB/M

Following the spirit in our previous works [24, 25], we can



take the following parameterizations

KM - 1 1 1 1
A= Ovagy T = O TN
cl ql—I—RB/M cql—i—RB/M( |
17
KB 1 Rg)M
— = CBC”,Niter,ll/—%
A Ngq 1+RB/M
(¢)
1 Ry m
= CBC”/ Niter,ll’—# cy (18)
Negq 1+ RB/M

which can be understood as follows. In the second
equality, N./(1 + Rg}M) denotes the number of charm
quarks that will form charm mesons. N4 equals to N.Ng
and denotes the number of all possible ¢g pair. Then
N./(1+ R(B?M) /N.g denotes the average probability of
a c¢q pair forming a charm meson. Because c¢§ pair can
form the charm meson with different total angular mo-
ments, here we introduce a parameter Cy ; to denote the
probability of a ¢l pair forming a given state M. Obvi-
ously, unitarity requires ), Cas_, = 1 where summation
runs over all meson states with the same ¢l composition.
It is similar for Eq. (18) of the baryon. Here, Njieru/
is the permutation factor of /I’ and is take 2 for | # I’
and 1 for [ = I, respectively. We expect Cy; and Cp_,,
are stable. Because }_,, NiCu, = > ;N; = Ng and

ZBC”, CB,,y Niterqv Nuw = > Niterqr Ny = Nyq, the
unitarity of charm hadronization is naturally satisfied via

Sar, Nty = Yoag, Nakins /A = No/(1+ RY),) and

ZBCW NBcLL/ = EBCW NC”/KIBCLL’ /AC”/ - ]\]‘3]—%(BC}M(1 +
(c)
RB/M).
Finally, numbers of charm hadrons are
1 N ;
Nur; = CMCI © ch ) (19)
1+ RB/M q
R(C) N
NBC”/ = B, B/(]g iter,ll’ ]VC” ) (20)
1+ RB/M qq
and momentum distribution of charm hadrons are
Fary(p) = Nar £ (w1p, 2ap). (21)
By (D) = Np o £ (@1p,22p, 23p),  (22)

where félfl) (x1p, xop) and féﬁ,)fc(ﬁ,)(:vlp,:vgp,xgp) are the
normalized distributions under integral over p.

B. application to high-energy collisions

In this paper, we study the production of charm hadron
at mid-rapidity in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV and com-
pare our theoretical results with experimental data at
mid-rapidity. The quark momentum distribution dN/dp

w

at rapidity y = 0 in our model is reduced to f(pr) =
dN/dpr. The joint quark momentum distributions are
also reduced to f.(pr.c,pr;) and feuw (pr.c, pr1, DT V')
The rapidity densities of charm and light-flavor quarks
are denoted as N; and N, for convenience.

In experimental measurement, momentum spectra
and yield densities of hadrons are mainly reported via
their averaged values in the selected event class. We
can extend the above formulas to follows experimental
statistics by re-defining quark momentum distributions
fa®r.e,pr) and for (pr.c; pra, pry) and quark num-
bers N;, N, as these in the select event class.

Finally, pr spectra of hadrons in our model are

fu(pr) = (Nar;) f,f}“ (z1pT, T2PT), (23)
fB., (1) = (NB_,,) fc(ﬁ/) (x1pr, 22D, T3PT),  (24)
with

1 N ;
<NMCI> =Cu,, © < Cl> ) (25)
1+ Ry, \ NV
R(C) N
<NB LL/> = OB 1w ﬂNitar,ll/ < cll > . (26)
c Wy R(J;}M Nog

In the following studies, we also assume several sym-
metry property for numbers and momentum distribu-
tions of quarks produced at mid-rapidity in pp colli-
sions at LHC energy. We consider the iso-spin symme-
try between up and down quarks, i.e., (N,) = (N4) and
fulpr) = fa(pr), and also the charge conjugation sym-
metry, ie. , (N) = (Np) and fi(pr) = fi(pr). These
symmetry assumptions will greatly simplify our theoret-
ical expressions.

III. pr DEPENDENCE OF RATIO Af/D°

According to Egs. (5) and (6), pr spectra of A} and
Dy are

fa.(pr) = K, feud (DT, PT o, PT.A) (27)
fpo(pr) = Kpo fea (fc;pTﬂC%pT) , (28)

where x,, = xq = my,/(2my + me), e = me/(2my, + me)
for the baryon and z, = m.,/(m, +me), z, = me/(me+
m,,) for the meson.

We express the joint distribution functions of (anti-
)quarks as

Jeud (PT,c PT,us PT,d) (29)

= fc(pT,c)fu(pT,u)fd(pT,d) [1 + Ccud (pT,capT,uapT,d)] 5

fcﬂ (pT.,mpT,ﬂ) = fc(pT,c)fﬂ(pT,ﬁ) [1 + Cea (pT,capT.,’(] a)
30

where fq, (pr) is inclusive distribution of ¢;-flavor quarks
and Ceyd (PT,c, PTu, PT,d) is the correlation term. By



rewriting fy, (pr) = Ny, féin) (pr) with féin) (pr) being the

fcud (pT,mpT,uva,d) =
fcﬁ (pT,capT,ﬁ) =

normalized distribution, we can further write the joint
distribution as

Ncudfén) (pT,c)fén) (pT,u) (n )(pT d) [1 + Ccud (pT,m pT,u;pT,d)] ) (31)
NeNaf (pr.) 187 (0,) [+ Cens (e p7,0)] (32)

With the above form of feud (p7.c, PTous PT.a) and fac (Pr.c, pr.a), We can calculate pr spectra of AT and Dy by
formulas in Sec. IT A and then consider the event average convention in Sec. II B, and finally we get the ratio

o n (n) ?
faopr) _ pioy  Ca. d< 5t ) An, 1) [ @8] 14 G (repr wupr zave)
iter,u 7 7
oo (p7) B/M Cpo <%> Ap, fén)(xcpT) ™) (¢! pr) 1+ Cac (x,pr, x,p7)

A c .
= RO | ZERG, (pr) B, (or) B
Ap,

Here, we have used the symmetry property fﬁn) (pr) =

£ ) = £ r) = £V (pr) in the mid-rapidity
range at LHC energies. In the second line, we split the
ratio into several parts

CA < cud/qu>

(qu) — 2 (c) 4
g = 2B/ Cp, (Nea/Ng) (39
(n)
c c (Tc
RY, (pr) = w, (35)
fC (‘TcpT)
2
RAxl (pT) = (n) ) (36)
w (Tupr)
R((:((;)[T?T (pT) _ 1 + Ccud (‘TcpTu TupPT, ‘poT7) (37)

1+ Ceq (x.pr, =, pr)

which reflect the influence of different physical ingredi-
ents on the ratio A /DY.

IV. THE PROPERTY OF R(Na«)

With Egs. (9), (10) and (31), we can see that

(n) )
AAc/de [f " iCuPT] fe" (xepr)

X [1 + Ceud ($cpT7$upT7$de)] =1, (38)
ADo/defc(n)(x;pT)fén)(x;pT)

X [1 +Ceq (:v;pT, :v;pT)} =1, (39)

which means that terms in square bracket in Eq. (33),
as a global quantity, mainly influences the shape of the
A} /D ratio but not its global magnitude. Therefore,
RWai) in Eq. (33) plays the role of controlling the global

o). (33)

magnitude of A} /D ratio. In this section, we discuss
the property of RWVai) defined in Eq. (34).

We take

Nyq (Ng
& ~ <N7> <Nc>
( N, )~ 1)

Here, we use the approximations (Nz) = (Ngz) = (N,) =
(Nq) and (Nz) = (Ny) in the mid-rapidity range at LHC
energies. We neglect quark number correlations between
different flavors by considering the small off-diagonal sus-
ceptibilities of quark flavors in Lattice-QCD calculations
[31].

In order to obtain intuitive expression, we define a
strangeness suppression factor

By noticing that (Ny) = (Nyu) + (Ng) + (Ns) = (2 +
As) (Ny), we obtain

RWa) —op© Cac 1

4
B/MC 02—1—)\ (3)

The branch fraction parameter Cy, and Cpo directly in-

fluence R(Nei), However, experimental data of A} and
DY usually contain the contribution of strong and electro-
magnetic decays of other single-charm hadrons. Consid-
ering the decay contributions of X1+ 0 and ¥+++.0,



the yield of final-state AT is

mna Nu c
NI(\f+ 2 = (CAC + CZ:“) Niter,ud < Nd >
¢ qq

Nuuc
+ (CE++ + CE***) Niter,uu < >
qu

Nadc
+ (Cso +cz*o)zvitw,dd< dd >

qu
- <Nuuc + 2Nyqde + Nddc>
B qu
~— (V). (44)
(24 As)°

Because the measured D° contains the decay contribu-
tion of D*%F, the yield of final-state DY is

Ng(’)inal)

Neg Neg Neg
- CDO < Nq > +CD*0 < Nq > +BD*+—>DOCD*+ <T;>

Ncﬁ
= (14 Bp-+-poCp=+) < N, >

1

~ (1 + BD*+—>DOCD*+) m

(Ne) (45)
with decay branch ratio Bp«+_,po = 0.677 from particle

data group [32]. The branch fraction parameter Cp-+
is about 0.6 since the ratio D*°/DC is about 0.43 [33].

With Egs. (44) and (45) we obtain RWa:) for final-state
AF /DO ratio

, 1 4
R(Vas final) _ o)
B/IM1 4 0.677Cpe+ 2+ \s
o oe) 285
Rpar CESW (46)
According to our estimations in previous work [5, 26],

strangeness suppression factor A in low multiplicity
events is about 0.3 and that in high multiplicity events is
about 0.36 in pp collisions at LHC energies. This change

magnitude of A causes little influence on R(Nai) through
the term 24\, and therefore contribute little multiplicity
dependence of A} /DO ratio.

R%} 18 a dynamic parameter in our model that de-

notes the production competition between baryon for-
mation via combination with two light-flavor quarks and
meson formation via combination with an anti-quark at a
charm quark hadronization. In the environment of abun-
dant light-flavor quarks and antiquarks, charm quark has
sufficient chance to interact with surrounding light-flavor
quarks and antiquarks, and the baryon to meson pro-
duction competition is sufficient and therefore we expect

Rg}M should be saturated.
However, in the low multiplicity events this baryon-
to-meson production competition is not sufficient due

to the restricted numbers of light-flavor quarks and/or

anti-quarks. For example, in event multiplicity class
X with mid-rapidity (dN./dn) = 2.52 in pp collisions
at /s = 13 TeV [34], the up quark number density
is (dN,/dy) = 1.48 at mid-rapidity according to our
previous study of multiplicity dependence of light-flavor
hadron production [5]. Events with a charm quark and
up/down quark with numbers (N,, Ng) = (2,0),(0,2)
can not form AY. Events with (N,, Ng) = (2,1) only
provide one effective ud pair for AT formation but can
provide three light-flavor antiquarks for charm meson for-
mation. Therefore, the formation of AT in these events
is suppressed relative to D mesons. The fraction of these
events should not be too small due to the small values
of (AN, q/dy) in low multiplicity events. Therefore, we

can expect the suppression of REBC}M and corresponding

A} /DO ratio to a certain extent in low multiplicity events
in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV.

The exact magnitude of such suppression is dependent
on the property of quark number distribution event-by-
event, which is little known at present. Here, we take the
Poisson distribution as an example to roughly estimate
the magnitude of this suppression. We assume the joint
distribution of quark numbers as

P(Ny, Ng) = Poi(N,)Poi(Ny) (47)

with mean number (N,) = (N4). The number of @ and
that of d are taken to be N; = N,, and Ng = Ng, respec-
tively. That is, we consider the pair production in each
event, for simplicity. For events with VOM multiplicity
classes IX and X with (dN.p/dn) = 2.52,4.64 [34], the u
quark number is about (N,) = 1.5 — 2.5 according to our
previous study of light-flavor hadrons in pp at /s = 13

TeV |5]. The fraction of events that can form D° but not
AT is
’ 1 «—
P = P(N,,0) =0.08 —0.18 48
Py 2 FN0) (18)

with Pror = D n. n, P(Nu, Na) — P(0,0). In addition,
the fraction of events that can form D° but not %0 or
¥#0 which finally decay into A} is

" 1 &
P = P(N,,1)=0.19 — 0.27. 49
Py 2 PV (49)

The fraction of events that can not form X+ or Xi++
is also P”. These estimation therefore indicates a mag-
nitude of about 20% suppression for REBC}M in low mul-

tiplicity events in comparison with that in high multi-
plicity events where the above suppression is absent. In
our previous works in study of single-charm hadrons in
pp and pPb collisions at LHC energies [24, 25], we use

Rg}M = 0.425£0.025. If we take this value as the possi-
(e)

bly saturated value, we estimate that R BC Y in low mul-



tiplicity events is about 0.34. Therefore, we expect

RWai.final) — RS}Mﬁ—Si

_J0.51 in high (dNcp/dn)events
71042 in low (dN,;/dn)events

V. THE PROPERTY OF R{, (pr)
Because m. =~ 5m,, the momentum fraction of
up/down quark z, = my/(m. + m,) = 0.167 in D°

is close to @, = my/(me + 2m,,) ~ 0.143 in AF. The
difference between them is quite small

m2

u ~ 0.024. (51)

Az, = x; — Xy =
(me + my)(me + 2my,)

In the studied range pr < 8 GeV/c, the momentum

difference Ax,pr < 0.2 GeV/c is also small. In order
)

to simplify RXIZ (pr), we can take Taylor expansion for

fu(xupT)
(n) (,/
’ u 'rupT
f’tsn) (xupT) = 7571) (xupT) ll - #A{EuPT
fu (IupT)
1 fvsn) (I;pT) )
5(71)7/ (Axup:r) + .., (52)
f“ (IupT)

where the contribution of perturbative terms are quite

small, i.e., about 0.01 ~ 0.07 as pr < 8 GeV/c. There-

fore, the light-flavor part RX)IZ (pr) becomes

(n) 2
w0 - L]
, M (a,p
" z,p 2
7]"75") ((x;p:)) AxupT)2 + ]

fé”)' (x;pT)
fﬁn) (z,,pr)

~ £ (@, — 282.)pr ) (53)

= f&") (»’C;pT) 1-2 Az, pr + ...

We see that RX)IZ (pr) directly depends on the property
of pr spectrum of up/down quarks.

In Fig. 1(a), we show the normalized pr spectra of
up quarks fﬁn) (pr) in the low pp range (i.e., pr, S 2

GeV/c) in three multiplicity classes in pp collisions at
Vs = 13 TeV, which are obtained in previous work [7]

by fitting experimental data for py spectra of proton at

6

mid-rapidity using our EVC model. We see that fﬁn) (pr)
is different in three multiplicity classes. In Fig. 1(b), we
show the property of R(Al)zl (pr) in high multiplicity class I
with (dN.p/dn) = 25.75 at mid-rapidity. Here, the VOM

multiplicity classes are defined in Ref.[34]. The solid line

denotes the result of direct calculation of R(Al)ml (pr) by
the definition Eq. (36) and the dashed line is the approx-
imation Eq. (53). We see that the approximation is very

good. We further see that R(Al)zl (pr) increases with pr
in the range 0 < pr < 3 GeV/c and decreases with pr at
larger py. This property will cause the non-monotonic
pr dependence of ratio A} /DY which is exhibited in ex-
perimental data in high multiplicity class. We emphasize
that the property of fi™ (pr) actually determine the pp

dependence of the ratio AT /D° to a large extent. In

Fig. 1(c), we show the property of RX)IZ (pr) in low mul-

tiplicity class IX with (dN.p/dn) = 4.64 at mid-rapidity.
We see that R(Al)ml (pr) only has a small shoulder struc-

ture in the range pr < 1 GeV/c and then decrease with

pr. This is the direct consequence of f&") (pr) in the low
multiplicity class which exhibits less thermal behavior
in the low pr range, see the dot-dashed line in Fig. 1(a).
Comparing Fig. 1 (b) and (c), we emphasize that the
multiplicity dependence of light-flavor quark spectrum

15")(pT) will lead to the significant multiplicity depen-
dence of A} /DO ratio as a function of pr.

VI. THE PROPERTY OF RY) (pr)

Because the difference between momentum fraction of
charm quarks in D% and that in A}

MMy
(me + my)(me + 2my,)

Az, =1, — 1. = ~0.12 (54)

is not quite small, the momentum difference is Az .pr < 1
GeV/c in the studied range pr < 10 GeV/c. Taylor ex-
pansion is not generally effective to simplify R(AC;C (pr) =

c(")(xcp;r)/fc") (xlpr). Therefore, we take the specific

form of f{™ (pr) and directly evaluate R(AC;C (pr).

In practice, we take the following parameterization for
pr spectrum of charm quarks

—n

, (55)

£ (pr) = Aol (1 . —WM—M>
nc

where b, n, M, ¢ are parameters with positive values
and NV is the normalization coefficient. This function can
usually well fit the pr spectrum of charm quarks obtained
from theoretical method as well as these of single-charm
hadrons measured by experiments. Substituting Eq. (55)
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Figure 1. The normalized pr spectra of up quarks in three multiplicity classes in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV (a), the
calculated R(Al)xl (pr) in multiplicity class I with (dNep/dn) = 25.75 at mid-rapidity (b) and that in multiplicity class IX with
(dNen/dn) =4.64 (c). The solid lines in (b) and (c) are directly calculated from the definition by Eq. (36) and the dashed lines

are the approximations by Eq. (53).

into (35), we obtain

_ f (wepr)
£ @pr)

(;cc>b ne— M +\/(w.pr)” + M?

* (xcpT)2 + M2
(56)

RS (pr)

nc— M +

which is slowly ir}creasing with pr due to the positive
exponent n and x, > ..

We apply the online calculator of FONLL theoretical
method [35, 36] to calculate pr spectrum of charm quarks
in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV. The result is shown in
Fig. 2 (a), where the shadow area denotes the scale uncer-
tainties in calculations. The solid line is the fit to center
values of FONLL calculations by Eq. (55) with parameter
values b = 1.3, M = 6.4 GeV/c, n = 4.16, and ¢ = 0.34

GeV/c. Fig. 2(b) show the calculated R(Acic (pr). We see
that it monotonically increases with pr and the change
magnitude is about two in the range pr < 10 GeV/c.
We also run PYTHIA 8 (version 8.243) [37] to obtain the
pr spectra of charm quarks in three multiplicity classes
and calculate their R(AC;C (pr). Here, the low, interme-
diate and high multiplicity classes are defined as events
within multiplicity interval [1,10], [11,19] and [20,60] with
the multiplicity (dN.y/dn) = 4.4, 14.3 and 25.0 within
the pseudo-rapidity interval |n| < 0.5, respectively. Re-

sults of R(AC;C (pr) are shown in Fig. 2(b). We see that
R(AC;C (pr) calculated by PYTHIAS has a certain multi-

plicity dependence and its pr dependence is similar with
that of FONLL calculations.

VII. THE POSSIBLE PROPERTY OF R'%, (pr)

The term R, (pr) defined in Eq. (37) denotes ef-
fects of momentum correlations between different quark
flavors on the pr dependence of A} /DO ratio. It con-
tains two correlation functions Ceyq(Zepr, Tupr, TapT)
and C’Ca(a:;pT,x;pT). In the case of vanishing momen-
tum correlations Crg = 0 and C; = 0, R&ff}r (pr) =1
and contribute trivially to AT /DY ratio.

In high energy pp collisions, charm quarks are dom-
inantly produced by initial hard parton-parton scatter-
ing process and possibly interact with neighboring light-
flavor (anti-)quarks before they hadronize. Part of these
interactions is non-perturbative and is difficult to cal-
culate from first principles. On the other hand, quark
momentum correlations are also difficult to reversely ob-
tained from experimental data which are mainly of inclu-
sive distributions of particles at present.

In order to roughly understand the possible property
of Rﬁ‘;QT (pr) and its influence on A} /DY ratio in pp col-
lisions, we apply the event generator PYTHIA 8 (version
8.243) with default tunes, as an example, to study the

possible property of RS, (pr). We use PYTHIAS to
firstly calculate fea(pr.c,pr.a, Adea) at |y| < 0.5 where
Aoy is the azimuthal angle difference between @ and c.
Then we take the limit pr g — pr.cmy/me and Ageg — 0

for fea(pr,c,pr.a: Adea) to obtain the fez (:r;pT,x;pT)
and corresponding C.g (:v/cpT, ZC;pT) by Eq. (30).

Because the fraction of the event simultaneously con-
sisting of u, d, and ¢ in the mid-rapidity range |y| <
0.5 is very small, it is very hard to directly calcu-
late feud (epr, TupT, Tapr), in particular, in low mul-
tiplicity events. In the general multi-variable statistics
(abc) = (a) (b) (c) + (a) Cve + (b) Cac + (¢) Cab + Cabe, Cab
is standard two-body correlation and Cjp. is three-body
correlation which is a higher order term compared with
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Figure 2. Panel (a): the differential cross-section of charm quarks at mid-rapidity in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV calculated
by FONLL method. The shadow area denotes scale uncertainties. The solid line shows the fit of central points of theoretical

calculations with Eq. (55). Panel (b): R(Aclc (pr) for the result of FONLL and these of PYTHIAS in three multiplicity classes.

two-body correlations. Here, we neglect the contribution
of high-order correlation C.,q and obtain

Cude (TupT, TapT, TePT) (57)

~ Cud (xupr, Tapr) + Con (TepT, TuT) + Ced (TeDTS TaPT) |

and then we obtain

Rgf)lr)r (p T )

1
- 14 Cea (zLpr, z,pr

3 (1 + Cud (Tupr, TapT)

+ Ccu (xcpTa xupT) + Ccd (:EcpTa :Ede) )
~1+ Cud (quT, xde) + 2Ccu (%PT, xupT)

—Cea (w;pT, :v;p:r) : (58)
In the second line, we have assumed that C.; is small and
Ccu ~ Ccd-

In Fig. 3, we show results of two-quark correlation
Cq1q. s the function of pr in low multiplicity events
with (dN.,/dn) = 4.4 and those in high multiplicity
events with (dN.,/dn) = 25.0. We see that Cyugq, Ceu
and C.g are very small in both low and high multiplicity
events. We emphasize that these statistics only serve as
a qualitatively estimation because of the following rea-
sons. Quarks and antiquarks are only small fractions of
final-state parton system in PYTHIA simulations. Glu-
ons that take large fraction of the parton system are not
involved in current statistics. Non-perturbative interac-
tions of these quarks and gluons near hadronization are
not fully simulated in PYTHIAS, which may generate
some momentum correlations among quarks and anti-
quarks of different flavors. In addition, collectivity or

collective flow of partons may be formed in high mul-
tiplicity events [38-42], which may also generate some
momentum correlations among quarks and antiquarks.

These possible influence on RE?,QT (pr) are left for future

study. In this paper, we take Rﬁ‘;QT

ment in the following studies.

(pr) = 1 for the mo-

VIII. RESULT OF A} /D’ RATIO

In this section, we combine effects of above four
terms to calculate the AT/DP ratio and compare with
the latest data of ALICE collaboration [18]. Here,
we neglect the effect of the momentum correlation
R, (pr) between charm quarks and light-flavor (anti-
)quarks by taking R (pr) ~ 1. This is equivalent to
the independence approximation for the joint momen-
tum distribution f.; (p:nc,ij) = fe(pre) f7 (pT,Z) and

few (pr,es v, p10) = fe (Prye) fi (PT2) frr (Pryr). In this
case,

fa.(pr) oy [Ae o) "
e o RWa 2R R 59
[, (pr) Ap, Awe (pr) RpL, (pr)|  (59)
where the property of R(Nqi)’ R(Kic (pT) and RX)IZ (PT)
are already shown in Eqgs. (46), (53) and (56). Coeffi-

cients Ap, and A, can be calculated by Egs. (9) and
(10) with the inclusive distributions of charm and light-
flavor quarks shown in Figs. 1 and 2.

In order to study the multiplicity dependence of the
AF/D? ratio, we take the light-flavor quark spectrum
fi(pr) in event class (dNgp/dn) = 25.75 (class I) and
(dNep /dn) = 4.64 (class IX) as examples of high multi-



o
O‘“ 0.045 (a) [N, /dn G=4.4
* Cy(Xup X P)
0.02 O CoyXePrXpy)

O CoglXeP, X,P)

o

R B UAIA
H-EEH
HEH

r o
HHH
=
.S
o
H———

-0.02
004
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
p,(GeVic)
O% 0.04- (b) [N /dn 25
L * C(Xub X P.)
0.02- O CalkePrXpr)

+ O CopXeP X p.)

o

:@EEEQQQé%%

T

-0.02

T T

-0.04

L L . . L P RN
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
pT(GeV/c)

T

Figure 3. Two quark correlations Cg4, 4, as the function of pr
in low and high multiplicity events calculated by PYTHIAS.

plicity events and low multiplicity events, respectively.
For charm quark pr spectrum f.(pr), we have two
choices. One is that of FONLL calculation and we use
it in both high multiplicity events and low multiplicity
events. Another is that of PYTHIAS calculation where
in Sec.VI we have obtained f.(pr) in high multiplicity
events (dN.p/dn) = 25.0 and that in low multiplicity

events (dN.,/dn) = 4.4. The term RNai) contains two
(c)

B/M"
by Eq. (46), strangeness factor s causes little changes
on A} /DP ratio and we can safely neglect its multiplicity

dependence. Baryon-to-meson production competition

multiplicity-dependent factors s and R As shown

factor Rg} 18 a relatively-free parameter which cannot

be fixed in our model at present. In Sec. IV, we have
discussed its possible multiplicity dependence.

In Fig. 4(a), we show results of AT/DY ratio as the
function of pp in high multiplicity events and low mul-
tiplicity events at given R%}M = 0.425. The purpose of

taking the same Rg; s 18 to let us focus on the influence

of pr spectra of light-flavor quarks and charm quarks on
the pr dependence of Af /DY ratio. Here, high multi-
plicity corresponds to (dN.,/dn) ~ 25 since we combine
effect of fi(pr) in event class (dN.p/dn) = 25.75 (class
I) and that of f.(pr) in events with (dN.,/dn) = 25

in PYTHIAS calculations. Low multiplicity corresponds
to (dNp/dn) = 4.5 since we combine effect of f;(pr)
in event class (dN./dn) = 4.64 (class IX) and that of
fe(pr) in events with (dN.p/dn) = 4.4 in PYTHIAS cal-
culations. The dot-dashed line with shadow band is the
result when f.(pr) calculated by FONLL and f;(pr) in
high multiplicity events are used. The dotted line with
shadow band is the result when f.(pr) calculated by
FONLL and f;(pr) in low multiplicity events are used.
Comparing two results, we see an obvious multiplicity
dependence of AT /DP ratio caused by that of light-flavor
quark spectrum. As pr > 3 GeV/c, the AF/DP ratio in
high multiplicity events is obviously higher than that in
low multiplicity events. This is because f;(pr) in high
multiplicity events is obviously flatter than that in low
multiplicity events, see Fig. 1(a). As pr < 3 GeV/c, the

situation is reversed. This is because at the same R%}M

the ratio of pr-integrated yield of AY to D is almost
the same, the suppress of AT at pr > 3 GeV/c in low
multiplicity events is offset by the enhancement of AT at
low pr. We also show the result of AF/DP ratio when
the f.(pr) calculated by PYTHIAS in high multiplicity
events is applied. The result, the solid line, is higher than
that with FONLL calculated f.(pr) in low pr range and
is slightly smaller than the latter as pr 2 3 GeV/c. In
the range 3 < pr < 8 GeV/c, the result of A} /DO ratio
with f.(pr) calculated by PYTHIAS in low multiplicity
events, the dashed line, is also slightly smaller than that
with FONLL calculated f.(pr). Comparing results using
FONLL calculated f.(pr) with those using PYTHIAS
calculated f.(pr), we see a weak influence of f.(pr) un-
certainty on A /D ratio.

In addition, we see that A} /D ratios in our model in
both high and low multiplicity events always exhibit a
non-monotonic pyr dependence. This is mainly because
of the property of R(Al)ml (pr) in Eq. (53), which is de-
termined by the property of pr spectrum of light-flavor
quark as shown in Fig. 1(b) and (c). The term R(AC;C (pr),
as shown in Fig. 2(b), strengthen the increase of the
AF /DO ratio in the low pr range (pr < 2—3 GeV/c) but
offsets the decrease of the R(Al)wl (pr) as pr 2 3 GeV/c to
a certain extent and leads to the relatively weak decrease
of the A} /DO ratio as pr = 3 GeV/c.

In Fig. 4(b), we test above theoretical results by exper-
imental data of A} /D ratio in pp collisions at /s = 13
TeV [18]. Here, we show data of A} /D ratio in VOM
multiplicity class with (dN.,/dn = 31.5) as an example
of high multiplicity events and data in VOM multiplicity
class with (dN.p/dn = 4.4) as an example of low mul-
tiplicity events. Because the light-flavor quark pr spec-
trum used in our calculation is extracted from experimen-
tal data of light-flavor hadrons in VOM event class I with
(dNep/dn) = 25.75 and class IX with (dN.,/dn) = 4.64,
the underlying events of our theoretical calculations are
not exactly same as those for data of AT/DP ratio but
the difference should be small due to the similar multi-
plicity. In high multiplicity events, we see that theoreti-
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Figure 4. A:.F/DO ratio as the function of pr in low and high multiplicity events in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV (a) and the
comparison with experimental data [18] (b). See text for the detailed discussions.

cal result with FONLL calculated f.(pr), the dot-dashed
line, is consistent with the first two datum points with
pr < 3 GeV/c and is higher than data at larger pr to
a certain extent. Theoretical result with PYTHIAS cal-
culated f.(pr) in high multiplicity events, the solid line,
is more close to experimental data in comparison with
that with FONLL calculated f.(pr). Here, the baryon-

to-meson competition factor RE}M is taken to be 0.425,

the possible saturation value in high multiplicity events.
According to discussions in Sec. IV, we expect a sup-

pression of RSBC} i low multiplicity events and a rough

estimation based on Poisson distribution of quark num-
bers gives about 20% suppression. Therefore, here we

use R%}M = 0.34 to calculate the A7 /D ratio in low
multiplicity events. We see a good agreement with ex-
perimental data in the available pr range.

In above comparison with experimental data, we
have considered the decay contributions of other single-
charm hadrons to A} /D ratio by the yield term R(Va:)
Eq. (46). The decay influence on the shape of Af/D°
ratio (as the function of pr) is numerically studied and
is found to be quite small and therefore the comparison
with experimental data in Fig. 4(b) is little changed.

In Fig. 5, we show pr spectra of DY, D and Af
in inelastic pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV and compare
them with experimental data [18]. Here, pr spectra of
light-flavor quarks in inelastic events have been obtained
in Ref. [5] and pr spectrum of charm quarks is taken
from FONLL calculations shown in Fig. 2 (a) with a pp-
integrated yield density dN./dy = 0.025. The model pa-
rameter RE}M is set to be 0.38, which falls in between the
value in high multiplicity events and that in low multi-
plicity events. The decay contributions from other single-

charm hadrons in ground state are systematically consid-
ered. We see that experimental data of D, Df and A}

are self-consistently explained in our model.

IX. SUMMARY

We have applied an equal-velocity quark combination
model to study the A} /D ratio as the function of pr
in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV. Taking advantage of
the analytic feature of the model, we decomposed the
A} /DO ratio into four parts and studied their individual
influence on the ratio. Finally, we combined effects of
these parts to calculate A} /D ratio as the function of
pr and compared theoretical results with experimental
data of A /DY ratio in high and low multiplicity events
in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV.

The first part of A /DY decomposition is the term of
light-flavor quark numbers. We summarized this part
into a compact form containing a strangeness factor
and a baryon-to-meson competition factor defined in our
model. The multiplicity dependence of strangeness has
very weak influence on the A /DP ratio. The global ef-
fect of light-flavor quark numbers is manifested by the
baryon-to-meson competition factor. In low multiplicity
events where quark numbers are relatively small, charm
quark has relatively small chance to interact with two
light-flavor quarks and thus the production of charm
baryon should be suppressed to a certain extent. We
adopted a Poisson distribution as an example to roughly
estimate this suppression and found about 20% suppres-
sion of the A} /DO ratio in low multiplicity events with
mid-rapidity (dN.p/dn) =~ 4.5 in comparison with that in
high multiplicity events with (dN.,/dn) ~ 25.

The second part of A /DY decomposition is the term
containing the normalized pp spectrum of up/down
quarks. Considering the small difference between mo-
mentum fraction (x,,) of up/down quark in A and that
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are experimental data [18].

(x;) in DY, we adopted the Taylor expansion method and
reduced this part to the inclusive distribution of up/down
quarks fﬁ”’ ((2xu — x;)pT) with a good numerical ac-
curacy. This suggests that the shape of up quark pp
spectrum directly transmit to the pr dependence of the
A} /D ratio. In particular, pr spectrum of up/down
quarks in high multiplicity events behaves a thermal like
distribution in the low pr range, which will lead to an
obviously non-monotonic pr dependence of AT /DY ratio
in the low and intermediate pr range.

The third part of A}/D° decomposition is the term
containing the normalized pr spectrum of charm quarks.
We adopted FONLL method and PYTHIAS to calculate
charm quark pr spectrum, respectively. This part in-
creases with py and therefore weaken the effect of the sec-
ond part. We found that results of PYTHIAS are roughly
close to that of FONLL calculations but have a weak mul-
tiplicity dependence. The fourth part of A}/D° decom-
position is the term containing momentum correlation
between up/down quarks and charm quarks. PYTHIAS
simulation on two-quark correlations show a negligible
momentum correlation between up/down quarks and
charm quarks. Therefore, we neglect the effect of this
part in calculation of A /DO ratio in this paper.

Finally, we combined these parts and calculate A} /D
ratio as the function of p7 in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV.
In calculations, we chosen the pr spectrum of up/down
quarks in multiplicity class IX with (dN.,/dn) = 4.64
as an example of low multiplicity events and that in
multiplicity class T with (dNg.,/dn) = 25.75 as an ex-
ample of high multiplicity events. pr spectrum of charm
quarks from PYTHIAS calculation with (dN.,/dn) = 4.4
and that with (dN.,/dn) = 25 are taken in order to
be consistent with the selected pr spectrum of light-

flavor quarks at similar (dN.;/dn). Finally, we obtained
AF /DO ratio as the function of pr in high multiplicity
events with (dN.p,/dn) ~ 25 and that in low multiplicity
events with (dN.,/dn) =~ 4.5. We compared our the-
oretical results with experimental data of A} /DY ratio
in multiplicity class with (dNgp/dn) = 31.5 and those
with (dN.p/dn) = 4.4. In high multiplicity events with a

baryon-to-meson competition factor R(BC) o = 0.425, we

found that theoretical result with PYTHIAS calculated
charm pr spectrum is in better agreement with experi-
ment data than that with FONLL calculated charm pp
spectrum. In low multiplicity events with a suppressed

REBC}M = 0.34, theoretical result with FONLL calculated
charm pp spectrum and that with PYTHIAS calculated
charm pr spectrum are both in good agreement with ex-

perimental data.

Rg; 18 a dynamical parameter of our model which

denotes the competition between the formation of charm
baryon and that of charm meson at a charm quark
hadronization and can not be predicted by the model

of present version. Based on the present work and our
(e)

B/M
about 0.385 — 0.425 in inelastic and relatively-high mul-
tiplicity events pp and pPb collisions and is suppressed
in small multiplicity events but it may also increase to

a certain extent in AA collisions [30]. This possibly

previous studies [6, 24, 25, 28|, we found that R is

multiplicity-dependent property of RESC;M is an interest-
ing property of charm quark hadronization, which is not
seen in the hadronization of light-flavor quarks where we
found an relatively stable baryon-to-meson production
competition [43]. Its explanation is beyond the model
of current version and should introduce further dynamic
considerations. For example, by considering the possi-



ble production of some cll’ resonances which is predicted
by quark model but is not observed yet in experiments
[23, 44], the hadronization channel of charm quark to
charm baryons should increase which may prompt the
possible increase of REBC}M in high multiplicity events
where those resonances will have more practical chance to
produce. Also, by considering the competition of quark
combination mechanism and quark fragmentation mech-
anism and, in particular, the multiplicity dependence of

such competition [22, 15|, the effective R

By Can also be

12

changed in our model. These possible dynamics at charm
quark hadronization are deserved to study in the future
to improve our model.
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