arXiv:1912.12513v1 [hep-ph] 28 Dec 2019

Universality in Hadronic and Nuclear Collisions at High Energy

P. Castorina^{1,2}, A. Iorio^2, D. Lanteri^{1,3}, H. Satz^4 and M. Spousta^2

1 INFN, Sezione di Catania, I-95123 Catania, Italy.

2 Institute of Particle and Nuclear Physics, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Charles University V Holešovičkách 2, 18000 Prague 8, Czech Republic 3 Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia, Universit di Catania, I-95123 Catania, Italy. 4 Fakultät für Physik, Universität Bielefeld, Germany. (Dated: January 1, 2020)

Abstract

Recent experimental results in proton-proton and in proton-nucleus collisions at Large Hadron Collider energies show a strong similarity to those observed in nucleus-nucleus collisions, where the formation of a quark-gluon plasma is expected. We discuss the comparison between small colliding systems and nucleus-nucleus collisions, for: a) the strangeness suppression factor γs and yields of multi-strange hadrons; b) the average transverse momentum, pt, with particular attention to the low pt region where soft, non-perturbative effects are important; c) the elliptic flow scaled by the participant eccentricity. The universal behavior in hadronic and nuclear high energy collisions emerges for all these observables in terms of a specific dynamical variable which corresponds to the entropy density of initial system in the collision and which takes into account the transverse size of the initial configuration and its fluctuations.

PACS numbers: 04.20.Cv,11.10.Wx,11.30.Qc

Introduction: Recent experimental results in proton-proton (pp) and proton-nucleus (pA) collisions at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) and Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) show a strong similarity to those observed in nucleusnucleus (AA) collisions, where the formation of a quark-gluon plasma is expected. Many different signatures [1–9] support the conclusion that the system created in high energy, high multiplicity collisions with “small” initial settings, i.e. pp and pA, is essentially the same as that one produced with “large” initial AA configurations. The ALICE collaboration reported [1] the enhanced production of multi-strange hadrons, previously observed in P bP b collisions [10], in high energy, high multiplicity, pp events. The strangeness enhancement was suggested to be present in highmultiplicity pp collisions on theoretical grounds in Refs. [11, 12] by considering a specific dynamical variable corresponding to the initial entropy density of the collisions, which takes into account the transverse size (and its fluctuations) of the initial configuration in high multiplicity events [13, 14]. Noticeably, the energy loss in AA collisions was also shown to scale in the same dynamical variable [15].

An important similarity between pp, pA, and AA collisions was identified also in several measurements of long-range di-hadron azimuthal correlations [3, 4, 6, 16] indicating universally present flow-like patterns.

The similarity of the average transverse momentum (p_t) between pp, pA, and AA collisions was discussed in Refs. [17–19] where the scaling of p_t as a function of the variable N_{track}/A_T (N_{track} being the multiplicity and A_T the transverse area of the initial system) was explored in the framework of Color Glass Condensate (CGC), where also the geometrical scaling of direct-photon production in hadron collisions at RHIC and LHC energies has been obtained in terms of the saturation scale, proportional to the transverse entropy density [20].

The previously discussed similarities indicate that a few dynamical ingredients, common to the different initial settings, drive the particle production, independently of the complexity of the nonequilibrium dynamics with annihilation/creation of many interacting quarks and gluons and hadronization of final partons.

In this paper, we discuss some pieces of the mosaic of this universal behavior in a unified way. More precisely, for small colliding systems versus AA collisions, we compare: a) the strangeness enhancement, refining previous analyses [13, 14]; b) the mean p_t, with particular attention to the low p_t region where the soft, non-perturbative effects are important; c) the elliptic flow, v_2, where a scaling behavior has been already observed [21–23] for different nuclei (Au, Cu and P b) by considering the ratio v_2/ϵ_{part}, where ϵ_{part} is the participant eccentricity, defined for example in [23–26]. All the comparisons speak in favor of the universal, initial entropy density driven mechanism for the particle production across different colliding systems.

Emergent Universality: Let us recall that the initial entropy density s_0 is given in the onedimensional hydrodynamic formulation [27] by the form

s_0 τ_0 ≃ 1.5 A_T dN^x_{ch} dy = 1.5 A_T N^x_{part} 2 dN^x_{ch} dy ∣_{y=0} , (1)

with x ≃ pp, pA, AA. Here A_T is the transverse area, (dN^x_{ch}/dy)_{y=0} denotes the number of produced charged secondaries, normalized to half the number of participants N^x_{part}, in reaction x, and τ_0 is the formation time. The initial entropy density is directly related to the number of partons per unit of transverse area and, due to the large fluctuations in high multiplicity events, one needs a reliable evaluation of the transverse area for different collisions.

In studying the strangeness enhancement and the average p_t, we use results from Glauber Monte Carlo (MC) [28] to obtain A_T as a function of multiplicity for AA and for pP b collisions. For pp collisions the effective transverse area is sensitive to the fluctuations of the gluon field configurations and therefore we apply the CGC parameterization of the transverse size as a function of multiplicity [17–19].

On the other hand, for the scaling behavior of the elliptic flow, namely of the ratio v_2/ϵ_{part}, the effective transverse area, S, of the initial setting is the one related to ϵ_{part}. The S is evaluated by MC simulations in Refs. [22, 26] for AA and in Ref. [29] for pp collisions.

Universality in strangeness production: In Refs. [13, 14] the parameter γ_s ≤ 1, which describes the strangeness suppression in the statistical hadronization model (SHM) [30], was studied as a function of the variable from Eq. (1), by using an approximate evaluation of the transverse area for pp, pP b, and AA collisions.

Here we use an improved evaluation of the transverse area for AA, pP b, and pp collisions as described in the previous section. The resulting scaling behavior for the strangeness production is reported in Fig. 1, where γ_s for AA at different energies and centralities are shown along with those for pP b and pp collisions. The data refers to pp at energy √ s = 26 GeV−7 TeV [31, 32], to pP b at √ s = 2.76 TeV [11–14, 33], to P bP b at √ s = 2.76 TeV [34], to AuAu at √ s = 19.6, 27, 39 and 200 GeV [35], and to CuCu at √ s = 200 GeV [32].

The universal trend shows that γ_s increases with the parton density in the transverse plane, up to the fixed point γ_s = 1, where any suppression disappears. The universal trend of strangeness production versus entropy density in P bP b [10, 37–39],

FIG. 1: The strangeness suppression factor γs as a function of initial entropy density evaluated for data from Refs. [31, 32, 34, 35]. The Phobos parameterization [36] for the relation between charge multiplicity, energy and the number of participants is applied for RHIC data.

pP b [2, 40], pp [1, 41] is shown in Fig. 2 for different particle species.

Universality in mean transverse momentum: As recalled, the scaling of the average p_t as a function of the variable N_{track}/A_T has been discussed in [17–19]. Here we analyze the average p_t in the low transverse momentum region where the soft, non-perturbative effects in the particle production are more important due to running of the strong coupling constant than in the higher p_t range. The behavior of the average p_t is evaluated in the region 0.15 < p_t < 1.15 GeV for different colliding systems as a function of the dynamical variable from Eq. (1). The results are shown in Fig. 3 for the data from Refs. [42–45]. One can see that the average p_t for soft particle production follows the same slowly increasing trend for all the collisional systems. Equally good scaling was obtained also for the extended region 0.15 < p_t < 1.5 GeV for which only a subset of data can be used to evaluate average-p_t due to differences in the binning across experiments.

Universality in the elliptic flow: In non-central

FIG. 2: The strangeness production quantified in terms of the ratio of yields of K, Λ, Ξ, and Ω hadrons to pions evaluated as a function of initial entropy density for data from Refs. [1, 2, 10, 37–41].

FIG. 3: Average pt as a function of initial entropy density evaluated in the interval of 0.15 < pt < 1.15 GeV for the data from Refs. [42–45].

collisions, the beam direction and the impact parameter vector define a reaction plane for each event. If the nucleon density within the nuclei is continuous, the initial nuclear overlap region has an “almond-like” shape and the impact parameter determines uniquely the initial geometry of the collision.

In a more realistic description, where the position of the individual nucleons that participate in inelastic interactions is considered, the overlap region has a more irregular shape and the event-by-event orientation of the almond fluctuates around

FIG. 4: The v2/ϵpart values for pp, P bP b, AuAu, and CuCu evaluated as a function of entropy density for data from Refs. [3, 21, 22, 47].

the reaction plane [25, 46]. Therefore, in the analysis of the elliptic flow where the fluctuations are important, the geometrical eccentricity is replaced by the participant eccentricity, ϵ_{part}, defined using the actual distribution of participants. The size of the fluctuation in ϵ_{part} and its correlated transverse area S (different from the geometrical one) are evaluated by Glauber MC as previously described.

The scaling of v_2/ϵ_{part} versus the initial entropy density is depicted in Fig. 4 for AA [21, 22] and pp [3, 47]. One can see that the pp trend, at lower values, is smoothly followed by the data-points from AA collisions.

How to check the universal trend: The analyses of γ_s, average p_T , and v_2/ϵ_{part} presented above support the conclusion that at fixed entropy density the “coarse-grain” features of the quark-gluon system formed in high energy collisions are independent of the initial configuration. The scaling variable (Eq. (1)) is a function of multiplicity and the transverse area, and one can evaluate at which multiplicity one can expect the same behavior in high-multiplicity pp and P bP b collisions, by solving the equation (dN/dη)_{AA}/A^{AA}_T = x/A^{pp}_T (x) for x being the multiplicity in pp. The result is shown in Tab. I for P bP b collisions at 5.02 TeV which represent the largest available heavyion dataset at the LHC. The values from Tab. I can be used in subsequent experimental or phenomenological studies aiming to further check the universal trends in hadronic and nuclear collisions using high-multiplicity pp collisions at the largest available LHC energies.

1.5 A_T dN_{ch} dη ( dN_{ch} dη )_{pp} ( dN_{ch} dη )_{P bP b} Pb-Pb Centrality 20.1 ± 0.8 100. ± 4. 1943. ± 56. 0-5% 17.5 ± 1.1 87. ± 5. 1587. ± 47. 5-10% 15.4 ± 0.9 76. ± 4. 1180. ± 31. 10-20% 12.2 ± 0.6 60.6 ± 3.1 649. ± 13. 20-40% 8.3 ± 0.7 41.2 ± 3.4 251. ± 7. 40-60% 5.2 ± 0.8 26. ± 4. 70.6 ± 3.4 60-80% 3.1 ± 1.1 12.4 ± 3.0 17.5 ± 1.8 80-90%

TABLE I: dN_{ch}/dη in P bP b at 5.02 TeV and pp for different values of the variable in Eq. (1).

Comments and Conclusions: High energy, high multiplicity events produced in small colliding systems show dynamical behavior very similar to that present in AA collisions. Observations made in this paper suggest that the dynamical behavior is largely driven by the initial entropy, density that is by the parton density in the transverse plane. A clear quantification of limits on the presence of jet quenching in small colliding systems (see e.g. discussions and new measurements in Refs. [48–50]) or more detailed correlation measurements (see e.g. recent work in Refs. [51–53]) may help to improve understanding of this similarity. This kind of measurements can be done in details at the LHC or RHIC or at a 100 TeV pp collider which is considered for the future [54] and which would significantly enhance the reach of pp collisions in multiplicities.

Acknowledgments: M.S. is supported by grants GAČR 18-12859Y and UNCE/SCI/013.

[1] ALICE Collaboration. Nature Phys., 13:535–539, 2017. doi: 10.1038/nphys4111.

[2] ALICE Collaboration. Phys. Lett., B728:25–38, 2014. doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2013.11.020.

[3] CMS Collaboration. Phys. Lett., B765:193–220, 2017. doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2016.12.009.

[4] ATLAS Collaboration. Phys. Rev. Lett., 116(17):

172301, 2016. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.116. 172301.

[5] CMS Collaboration. JHEP, 09:091, 2010. doi:

10.1007/JHEP09(2010)091.

[6] CMS Collaboration. Phys. Rev. Lett., 116(17):

172302, 2016. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.116. 172302.

[7] PHENIX Collaboration. Nature Phys., 15(3):214– 220, 2019. doi: 10.1038/s41567-018-0360-0.

[8] Edward K. G. Sarkisyan, Aditya Nath Mishra, Raghunath Sahoo, and Alexander S. Sakharov. Phys. Rev., D94(1):011501, 2016. doi: 10.1103/

PhysRevD.94.011501.

[9] Constantin Loizides. Nucl. Phys., A956:200–207, 2016. doi: 10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2016.04.022.

[10] ALICE Collaboration. Phys. Lett., B728:216– 227, 2014. doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2014.05.052, 10.1016/j.physletb.2013.11.048. [Erratum: Phys. Lett.B734,409(2014)].

[11] Paolo Castorina and Helmut Satz. Eur. Phys.

J., A52(7):200, 2016. doi: 10.1140/epja/ i2016-16200-5.

[12] P. Castorina, S. Plumari, and H. Satz. Int. J.

Mod. Phys., E25(08):1650058, 2016. doi: 10.1142/ S0218301316500580.

[13] Paolo Castorina, Salvatore Plumari, and Helmut Satz. Int. J. Mod. Phys., E26(12):1750081, 2017. doi: 10.1142/S0218301317500811.

[14] P. Castorina, S. Plumari, and H. Satz. Int. J.

Mod. Phys., E27:1891001, 2018. doi: 10.1142/ S0218301318910019.

[15] PHENIX Collaboration. Phys. Rev., C93(2):

024911, 2016. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.93.024911. [16] ATLAS Collaboration. Phys. Rev. Lett., 110(18):

182302, 2013. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.110. 182302.

[17] Larry McLerran, Michal Praszalowicz, and Bj orn Schenke. Nucl. Phys., A916:210–218, 2013. doi: 10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2013.08.008.

[18] Adam Bzdak, Bjoern Schenke, Prithwish Tribedy, and Raju Venugopalan. Phys. Rev., C87(6): 064906, 2013. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.87.064906.

[19] Larry McLerran and Prithwish Tribedy. Nucl.

Phys., A945:216–225, 2016. doi: 10.1016/j. nuclphysa.2015.10.008.

[20] Christian Klein-B osing and Larry McLerran.

Phys. Lett., B734:282–285, 2014. doi: 10.1016/ j.physletb.2014.05.063.

[21] PHOBOS Collaboration. J. Phys., G34:S887–892, 2007. doi: 10.1088/0954-3899/34/8/S119.

[22] CMS Collaboration. Phys. Rev., C87(1):014902, 2013. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.87.014902.

[23] PHOBOS Collaboration. Nucl. Phys., A774:523– 526, 2006. doi: 10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2006.06.079.

[24] Rajeev S. Bhalerao and Jean-Yves Ollitrault.

Phys. Lett., B641:260–264, 2006. doi: 10.1016/ j.physletb.2006.08.055.

[25] PHOBOS Collaboration. Phys. Rev., C77:014906, 2008. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.77.014906.

[26] Tetsufumi Hirano and Yasushi Nara. Phys. Rev., C79:064904, 2009. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.79. 064904.

[27] J. D. Bjorken. Lect. Notes Phys., 56:93, 1976. [28] Constantin Loizides, Jason Kamin, and David d’Enterria. Phys. Rev., C97(5):054910, 2018. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.97.054910,10. 1103/PhysRevC.99.019901. [erratum: Phys. Rev.C99,no.1,019901(2019)].

[29] Emil Avsar, Christoffer Flensburg, Yoshitaka Hatta, Jean-Yves Ollitrault, and Takahiro Ueda. Phys. Lett., B702:394–397, 2011. doi: 10.1016/j. physletb.2011.07.031.

[30] Francesco Becattini. J. Phys. Conf. Ser., 5:

175–188, 2005. doi: 10.1088/1742-6596/5/1/015. [,175(2004)].

[31] F. Becattini. In Universality features in multihadron production and the leading effect. Proceedings, 33rd Workshop of the INFN Eloisatron Project, Erice, Italy, October 19-25, 1996, pages 74–104, 1996.

[32] J. Takahashi and R. Derradi de Souza. In 24th Winter Workshop on Nuclear Dynamics (WWND 2008) South Padre Island, Texas, April 5-12, 2008, 2008.

[33] P. Castorina, M. Floris, S. Plumari, and H. Satz.

PoS, EPS-HEP2017:158, 2017. doi: 10.22323/1. 314.0158.

[34] Francesco Becattini, Marcus Bleicher, Thorsten Kollegger, Tim Schuster, Jan Steinheimer, and Reinhard Stock. Phys. Rev. Lett., 111:082302, 2013. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.082302.

[35] STAR Collaboration. Phys. Rev., C96(4):044904, 2017. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.96.044904.

[36] PHOBOS Collaboration. Phys. Rev., C83:024913, 2011. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.83.024913.

[37] ALICE Collaboration. Phys. Rev., C88:044910, 2013. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.88.044910.

[38] ALICE Collaboration. Phys. Rev. Lett., 111:

222301, 2013. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.111. 222301.

[39] Peter Kalinak. PoS, EPS-HEP2017:168, 2017. doi:

10.22323/1.314.0168.

[40] ALICE Collaboration. Phys. Lett., B758:389–401, 2016. doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2016.05.027.

[41] ALICE Collaboration. 2019.

[42] ALICE Collaboration. Phys. Lett., B720:52–62, 2013. doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2013.01.051.

[43] ALICE Collaboration. Eur. Phys. J., C73(12):

2662, 2013. doi: 10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2662-9. [44] ALICE Collaboration. JHEP, 11:013, 2018. doi:

10.1007/JHEP11(2018)013.

[45] ALICE Collaboration. Phys. Lett., B788:166–179, 2019. doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2018.10.052.

[46] PHOBOS Collaboration. Phys. Rev. Lett., 98:

242302, 2007. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.98. 242302.

[47] ATLAS Collaboration. Phys. Rev., C96(2):

024908, 2017. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.96.024908. [48] Michelangelo L. Mangano and Benjamin Nachman. Eur. Phys. J., C78(4):343, 2018. doi: 10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5826-9.

[49] B. G. Zakharov. J. Phys., G41:075008, 2014. doi:

10.1088/0954-3899/41/7/075008. [50] ATLAS Collaboration. 2019.

[51] ALICE Collaboration. Phys. Rev. Lett., 123(14):

142301, 2019. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123. 142301.

[52] CMS Collaboration. Phys. Rev., C98(4):044902, 2018. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevC.98.044902.

[53] ATLAS Collaboration. Eur. Phys. J., C79(12):

985, 2019. doi: 10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7489-6. [54] Nima Arkani-Hamed, Tao Han, Michelangelo Mangano, and Lian-Tao Wang. Phys. Rept., 652: 1–49, 2016. doi: 10.1016/j.physrep.2016.07.004.