
07 May 2026

POLITECNICO DI TORINO
Repository ISTITUZIONALE

Measurement of Prompt D0, c+, and c0, ++ (2455) Production in Proton-Proton Collisions at s = 13 TeV / Acharya, S;
Adamova, D.; Adolfson, J; Aggarwal, M.; Rinella, G.; Agnello, M.; Agrawal, N; Bufalino, S.; Concas, M.; Catalano, F.;
Fecchio, P.; Balbino, A.; Politanò, Stefano.. - In: PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS. - ISSN 0031-9007. - STAMPA. -
128:1(2022), p. 012001. [10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001]

Original

Measurement of Prompt D0, c+, and c0, ++ (2455) Production in Proton-Proton Collisions at s = 13 TeV

Publisher:

Published
DOI:10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001

Terms of use:

Publisher copyright

(Article begins on next page)

This article is made available under terms and conditions as specified in the  corresponding bibliographic description in
the repository

Availability:
This version is available at: 11583/2962439 since: 2022-05-02T21:45:24Z

American Physical Society



Measurement of Prompt D0, Λ +
c , and Σ0; + +

c ð2455Þ Production in
Proton-Proton Collisions at

ffiffi
s

p
= 13 TeV

S. Acharya et al.
*

(ALICE Collaboration)

(Received 25 August 2021; revised 9 November 2021; accepted 24 November 2021; published 5 January 2022)

The pT-differential production cross sections of prompt D0, Λþ
c , and Σ0;þþ

c ð2455Þ charmed hadrons are
measured at midrapidity (jyj < 0.5) in pp collisions at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 13 TeV. This is the first measurement of

Σ0;þþ
c production in hadronic collisions. Assuming the same production yield for the three Σ0;þ;þþ

c isospin

states, the baryon-to-meson cross section ratios Σ0;þ;þþ
c =D0 and Λþ

c =D0 are calculated in the transverse
momentum (pT) intervals 2 < pT < 12 and 1 < pT < 24 GeV=c. Values significantly larger than in eþe−

collisions are observed, indicating for the first time that baryon enhancement in hadronic collisions also

extends to the Σc. The feed-down contribution to Λþ
c production from Σ0;þ;þþ

c is also reported and is found
to be larger than in eþe− collisions. The data are compared with predictions from event generators and
other phenomenological models, providing a sensitive test of the different charm-hadronization mech-
anisms implemented in the models.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001

The formation of hadrons out of quarks (“hadroniza-
tion”) represents a fundamental process in nature that can
be investigated at particle colliders where, at high collision
energies, quarks represent the relevant degrees of freedom
for a very short time on the order of 10−23 s. The
measurement of the relative production rates of different
charm-hadron species allows us to study how charm
quarks, produced only in initial hard scatterings, combine
with other quarks, which may either exist in the system
before hadronization or be produced in the strong-force
potential at hadronization time. Recent measurements of
Λþ
c -, Ξ0

c-, and Λ0
b-baryon production in pp collisions at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 5.02, 7, and 13 TeV [1–8] indicate that the produc-
tion of charm and beauty baryons relative to that of charm
and beauty mesons is enhanced in pp with respect to eþe−
and ep collisions [9–15]. Several models tuned to repro-
duce the eþe− data significantly underestimate the ratios
measured in pp collisions and do not describe the observed
transverse-momentum (pT) trends. These measurements
also set kinematic boundaries to the validity of the
assumption made in perturbative-QCD calculations like
fixed order next to leading log (FONLL) [16,17] and
general mass-variable flavour number scheme (GM-

VFNS) [18–23] that fragmentation functions tuned on
eþe− and ep data can be used in pp collisions.
The Σ0;þ;þþ

c baryon triplet is the isospin I ¼ 1 partner of
the singlet (I ¼ 0) Λþ

c baryon. All these states are com-
posed of a charm quark and a pair of light (u, d) quarks. In
eþe− collisions, while in the light-flavor sector the mass
dependence of the yields of the Σ and Λ states is well
described by a single exponential function, the yields of the
Σ0;þ;þþ
c states are about a factor 4 smaller than those of the

Λþ
c states [24]. In the framework of hadronization via string

fragmentation, this suppression can be ascribed to the need
to form Σ0;þ;þþ

c via the combination of a heavy charm
quark, which is always a string end point, and a diquark
with spin S ¼ 1 and I ¼ 1 formed via the Schwinger
tunneling process [24,25]. The large mass of S ¼ 1

diquarks suppresses their formation with respect to S ¼ 0

diquarks, hence the Σ0;þ;þþ
c production yield is suppressed

with respect to the Λþ
c yield. In the models that provide a

fair description of the Λþ
c =D0 ratio in pp collisions (here

denoted as “CR-BLC” [25], “SHMþ RQM” [26],
“Catania” [27,28], and “QCM” [29]) this suppression
mechanism is absent or heavily reduced, and a sizable
contribution to Λþ

c production from strong decays of
Σ0;þ;þþ
c states is expected. Therefore, the measurement

of the ground-state Σ0;þ;þþ
c ð2455Þ production is fundamen-

tal to understand the dynamics of heavy-flavor baryon
formation, providing a key test for the different scenarios
proposed in the mentioned models. Among these, the CR-
BLC model is a version of PYTHIA8 in which terms beyond
the leading-color approximation (BLC) are considered in
string formation, representing more accurately the QCD SU
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(3) algebra and de facto enhancing effects from color
reconnection (CR). These terms cause confining potentials
to also arise between quarks not produced in the same hard
scattering and are relevant to hadronic collisions at high
energies, where multiple-parton interactions produce an
environment rich in quarks and gluons. Moreover, they give
rise to “junction topologies” that favor the production of
baryon states and do not penalize the formation of Σ0;þ;þþ

c

with respect to Λþ
c states. The production of Σ0;þ;þþ

c ð2455Þ
is expected to increase by large factors, up to 25,
and become even larger than that of direct Λþ

c . The
SHMþ RQM model predicts a large feed-down contribu-
tion to the Λþ

c ground state from an enriched set of mostly
unobserved excited charm-hadron states expected from the
relativistic quark model (RQM [30]). The branching
fractions of charm quarks to the various hadron species
are assumed to follow the relative thermal densities
calculated with the statistical hadronization model (SHM
[31]), therefore to depend only on the state mass and spin-
degeneracy factor. In the Catania model, charm quarks can
hadronize via “vacuumlike” fragmentation as well as
recombine (coalesce) with surrounding light quarks from
the underlying event. The Wigner formalism is used to
calculate the probability to form a baryon (meson) given the
phase-space distribution of three (two) quarks. A different
formalism is implemented in the “quark (re)combination
mechanism” (QCM) model, in which charm quarks form
hadrons by combining with equal-velocity light quarks. In
this model, the relative abundances of the different baryon
species are fixed by thermal weights.
In this Letter, the measurement performed with the

ALICE experiment of the pT-differential cross sections of
prompt D0, Λþ

c , and Σ0;þþ
c ð2455Þ in pp collisions at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼
13 TeV at midrapidity (jyj < 0.5) is reported. This is the
first production measurement for Σ0;þþ

c ð2455Þ in hadro-
nic collisions. The baryon-to-meson ratios Λþ

c =D0 and
Σ0;þ;þþ
c ð2455Þ=D0 as well as the fraction of Λþ

c feed-down
from Σ0;þ;þþ

c decays (Λþ
c ← Σ0;þ;þþ

c =Λþ
c ) are compared

with expectations from the theoretical models described
above. These ratios are calculated assuming the three
Σ0;þ;þþ
c ð2455Þ isospin states to be equally produced. In

what follows, the symbols Σ0;þþ
c and Σ0;þ;þþ

c always refer to
the ground-state Σ0;þ;þþ

c ð2455Þ baryons.
The ALICE apparatus is described in detail in

Refs. [32,33]. The D0, Λþ
c , and Σ0;þþ

c decays are recon-
structed in the central barrel, which covers the pseudor-
apidity interval jηj < 0.9 and is embedded in a cylindrical
solenoid providing a magnetic field of 0.5 T parallel to the
beam direction. Charged particles are tracked with the inner
tracking system (ITS) and the time projection chamber
(TPC). The ITS detector consists of six cylindrical silicon
layers surrounding the beam pipe. The measurement of the
specific energy loss (dE=dx) in the TPC gas and of the time
difference between the collision time and the particle arrival

time at the time-of-flight (TOF) detector are exploited for
particle identification (PID) [1,34].
The data were collected with a minimum bias trigger

requiring coincident signals in the two scintillator arrays
covering the intervals 2.8 < η < 5.1 (V0A) and −3.7 <
η < −1.7 (V0C). Only events with a primary vertex
reconstructed within �10 cm from the nominal interaction
point along the beam line were analyzed. Events with
multiple primary vertices were rejected in order to remove
collision pileup in the same bunch crossing. The remaining
undetected pileup is negligible. The selected events corre-
spond to an integrated luminosity of Lint ¼ 31.9�
0.5 nb−1 [35].
The following hadronic decay channels are reconstructed

to measure the production of the Σ0;þþ
c , Λþ

c , and D0

particles and their antiparticles. The Σ0;þþ
c baryons decay

strongly to a Λþ
c in the channel Σ0;þþ

c → π−;þΛþ
c with a

branching ratio (BR) of about 100% [36]. The Λþ
c baryons

are reconstructed in two different final states:
Λþ
c → pK−πþ, which occurs via multiple resonant and

nonresonant decay channels, with a total BR of ð6.28�
0.32Þ% and Λþ

c → pK0
S, with a BR of ð1.59� 0.08Þ%,

followed by K0
S → πþπ− with a BR of ð69.20� 0.05Þ%.

TheD0 mesons are reconstructed in theD0 → K−πþ decay
channel, which has a BR of ð3.95� 0.03Þ%.
The measurements of the D0 and Λþ

c cross sections are
based on an invariant-mass analysis of signal candidates
selected for having the proper daughter-particle identities
and a displaced decay topology. The analysis procedure,
described only briefly here, closely follows that of previous
measurements [1,4,37]. The D0 candidates are formed by
combining pairs of tracks with opposite charge, each with
jηj < 0.8, pT > 0.3 GeV=c, and selected according to the
track-quality criteria described in Ref. [37], which are
adopted also in theΛþ

c and Σ0;þþ
c analyses. Pions and kaons

are identified by requiring the dE=dx and time-of-flight
measured, respectively, with the TPC and TOF to be within
3 times the detector resolution from the expected values.
The topological selections applied to reduce the combina-
torial background are the same as those reported in
Ref. [37]. For the Λþ

c → pK−πþ decay channel, Λþ
c

candidates are formed by combining tracks identified as
p, K, or π, using the Bayesian PID approach with the
“maximum-probability criterion” [38]. The reconstruction
of the Λþ

c → pK0
S decay is based on a machine-learning

classification that makes use of the boosted decision trees
algorithm [39]. For both decay channels, a complete
description of the applied PID and topological selections
can be found in Ref. [1]. A fiducial-acceptance selection
jyj < yfidðpTÞ is applied to the D0 and Λþ

c candidates, with
yfid smoothly increasing from about 0.6 at pT ¼ 1 GeV=c
to the maximum value of 0.8 at pT ¼ 5 GeV=c.
For the Σ0;þþ

c study, separate analyses are carried out
with candidates obtained from the two Λþ

c decay channels:
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averages are then taken of the resulting cross sections
and particle cross section ratios. For the study of the
Λþ
c ← Σ0;þþ

c feed-down, the analysis is performed as a
function of Λþ

c pT , rather than Σ0;þþ
c pT . The Σ0;þþ

c

candidates are built by pairing Λþ
c candidates with invariant

mass in the interval 2.26≲MðΛþ
c Þ ≲ 2.31 GeV=c2 with

charged particles with jηj < 0.9 and pT > 0.12 GeV=c.
The decay tracks are further selected for having a distance
from the primary vertex smaller than 650 μm in the
transverse plane (drφ) and 1.5 mm along the beam axis.
The signal-to-background ratio for the Σ0;þþ

c reconstructed
with Λþ

c → pK−πþ candidates is improved by requiring
jdrφ − dexpectedrφ j=σðdrφÞ < 2.5 for 4 < pT < 6 GeV=c [40]
and cos θpoint > 0.8 for 2 < pT < 6 GeV=c, where θpoint is
the angle between the Λþ

c flight line and its reconstructed
momentum vector.
The Σ0;þþ

c and Λþ
c ← Σ0;þþ

c raw yields are estimated in
eachpT interval via a binned-likelihood fit to the distribution
of the Σ0;þþ

c and Λþ
c candidate invariant-mass difference

ΔM. An example of a ΔM distribution is shown in
Fig. 1 (left) for the Λþ

c → pK−πþ decay channel for

4 < pΣ0;þþ
c

T < 6 GeV=c. The function used to fit the signal
peak is

fðΔMÞ ¼ C
2
½VðΔM − μΣþþ

c
; σ;ΓΣþþ

c
Þ

þVðΔM − μΣþþ
c

þ δM; σ;ΓΣ0
c
Þ�; ð1Þ

whereV is a Voigt function defined as the convolution of a
Gaussian function and a Breit-Wigner function. Two Voigt

functions are used to account for Σ0
c (M ¼ 2453.75�

0.14 MeV=c2, full width ΓΣ0
c
¼1.83þ0.11

−0.19 MeV=c2) andΣþþ
c

(M¼2453.97�0.14MeV=c2, ΓΣþþ
c

¼ 1.89þ0.09
−0.18 MeV=c2)

isospin partners, whose invariant masses differ by
δM ¼ 0.22 MeV=c2 [36]. The standard deviation of the
Gaussian function, which accounts for the detector ΔM
resolution, is fixed to values σ ∼ 1 MeV=c2, determined
fromMonte Carlo (MC) simulations. The free parameters of
the fit are μΣþþ

c
, i.e., the Σþþ

c peak mean, and C, which
represents the sum of Σ0

c and Σþþ
c (and charge conjugates)

raw yields. Depending on the pT interval, the background
ΔM distribution is described with a third-order polynomial
function, a “threshold” function, or a template distribution,
as described in the Supplemental Material [41]. The stat-
istical uncertainty of the raw yields varies between 15% and
30% depending on the decay channel andpT interval. It was
verified that theΣ0

c andΣþþ
c rawyields are compatiblewithin

statistical uncertainties.
The pT-differential cross sections of prompt D0, Λþ

c ,
Λþ
c ← Σ0;þþ

c , and Σ0;þþ
c are calculated from the raw yields

Njyj<yfid , measured in the fiducial y acceptance in a pT

interval of width ΔpT , as

dσ
dpT

�
�
�
�
jyj<0.5

¼ 1

2

1

ΔpT
×

fprompt × Njyj<yfid

cΔy × ðA × εÞprompt
×

1

BR
×

1

Lint
:

ð2Þ

The factor 2 in the denominator takes into account that both
particles and antiparticles contribute to the measured raw
yields. The term cΔy encompasses the correction for the

FIG. 1. Left: distribution of πþK−pπ� to πþK−p (and charge conjugate) invariant-mass difference in 4 < pΣc
T < 6 GeV=c. Right: pT-

differential cross section of prompt D0, Λþ
c , and Σ0;þþ

c in pp collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 13 TeV. The statistical and systematic uncertainties are
shown as vertical lines and boxes, respectively.
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rapidity coverage [40] and ðA × εÞ the detector acceptance,
as well as the reconstruction and selection efficiency for the
signal. This is estimated from Monte Carlo simulations in
which pp collisions are simulated with the PYTHIA8.243

event generator [42,43] and the generated particles are
propagated through the apparatus using the GEANT3 pack-
age [44] via a simulation that reproduces the detector layout
and data-taking conditions. For prompt Σ0;þþ

c , cΔy × ðA ×
εÞ increases from 1% (4%) in 2 < pT < 4 GeV=c to 11%
(22%) in 8 < pT < 12 GeV=c in the Λþ

c → pK−πþ

(Λþ
c → pK0

S) analysis.
The fraction of prompt particles contributing to the

measured raw yield, fprompt, is calculated using the
reconstruction efficiencies of prompt and feed-down sig-
nals and the feed-down Λþ

c and D0 cross sections, from Λ0
b

and Bmeson decays (“beauty feed-down”). The latter cross
sections are estimated as reported in Refs. [4,37], using
computations based on FONLL calculations [16,17],
beauty-quark fragmentation fractions determined from
LHCb data [8] for b → Λ0

b, and from the averaged b-quark
fragmentation fraction from the LEP [12] for b → B, and
modeling the Λ0

b → Λþ
c þ X and B → D0 þ X decay kin-

ematics with PYTHIA8 simulations [45]. The values of
fprompt range from 0.8 to 0.96 depending on pT and the

particle species. In the Σ0;þþ
c case, according to currently

known decays [36] and to PYTHIA8 simulations, a non-
negligible feed-down contribution is only expected fromΛ0

b

decays. The probability for Λ0
b → Σ0;þþ

c þ X decays is
estimated to be about 3% of the probability for Λ0

b →
Λþ
c þ X decays, resulting in fprompt ≥ 95% for both Λþ

c ←

Σ0;þþ
c and Σ0;þþ

c analyses.
Several sources of systematic uncertainties of the mea-

sured cross sections were studied, following similar pro-
cedures to those described in Refs. [4,37] for theΛþ

c andD0

analyses. The uncertainty of Njyj<yfid , estimated by varying
the invariant-mass fit procedure, ranges from 2% to 4% for
D0 and from 5% to 11% for Λþ

c , depending on pT . For
Σ0;þþ
c and Λþ

c ← Σ0;þþ
c , this source provides the largest

contribution to the systematic uncertainty, which was
estimated by repeating the ΔM fits varying the signal
and background fit functions, as well as the fit ranges. The
Γ and δM parameters were varied within their uncertainties,
and the Gaussian width σ was changed by �20%.
The estimated uncertainty decreases from 15%–30% in
the first pT interval down to 8%–10% in the last one.
Imperfections in the description of the apparatus
and detector conditions in the Monte Carlo simulations
introduce an uncertainty on the determination of the
cΔy × ðA × εÞprompt correction factor: the systematic uncer-
tainty of the track-reconstruction efficiency induces an
uncertainty of about 4% for D0 and 8% for Λþ

c and Σ0;þþ
c ,

while the uncertainty related to the signal-selection effi-
ciency, estimated by varying both topological and PID

selections, ranges between 3% and 10% depending on the
pT interval and particle species. Variations of the simulated
signal spectrum pT shapes based on FONLL (for D0) and
CR-BLC (for Λþ

c and Σ0;þþ
c ) models alter the efficiency by

2% for D0 with pT < 2 GeV=c and, for the other analyses,
by values decreasing from 10% to 1% with increasing pT .
The systematic uncertainty of the prompt fraction is about
2%–4% for D0 and Λþ

c . For the Λþ
c ← Σ0;þ;þþ

c and Σ0;þ;þþ
c

analyses, the beauty feed-down contribution was varied
according to the Λþ

c feed-down uncertainty, with the
additional variation from 3% to 6% of the ratio of Σ0;þþ

c

and Λþ
c feed-down estimated with PYTHIA8 simulations as

described previously. The resulting uncertainty of the cross
section is within 2%. Further pT-independent uncertainties
derive from the BR and the luminosity. All the uncertainty
sources described above are assumed to be uncorrelated
with respect to each other. The total uncertainty in each pT
interval is calculated as the quadratic sum of the values
estimated for each source.
The pT-differential cross sections of D0, Λþ

c , and Σ0;þþ
c

are shown in Fig. 1 (right). For Λþ
c and Σ0;þþ

c , the weighted
average of the results from the analyses of the two Λþ

c
decay channels is calculated, using the inverse of the
quadratic sum of the relative statistical and uncorrelated
systematic uncertainties as weights. The total systematic
uncertainty of the averaged Σc cross section varies from
20% at low pT to 13% at high pT . The cross section ratios
Λþ
c =D0 and Σ0;þ;þþ

c =D0 are compared with model expect-
ations in Fig. 2 (left and middle panels). In the ratios, the
systematic uncertainties of the track-reconstruction effi-
ciency and luminosity, considered as fully correlated,
cancel partly and completely, respectively. The feed-down
uncertainty is propagated as partially correlated, while all
other uncertainties are treated as uncorrelated. The Λþ

c =D0

ratio decreases with increasing pT and is significantly
larger than the ≈0.12 values observed in eþe− and ep
collisions at several collision energies [12–15,46–48]. The
values measured in pp collisions at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 13 TeV are
compatible, within uncertainties, with those measured at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 5.02 TeV [3,4]. As shown in Fig. 2 (middle), the
Σ0;þ;þþ
c =D0 ratio is close to 0.2 for 2 < pT < 6 GeV=c,

and decreases with pT down to about 0.1 for
8 < pT < 12 GeV=c, though the uncertainties do not allow
firm conclusions about the pT dependence to be made.
From Belle measurements (Table IV in Ref. [24]), the
Σ0;þ;þþ
c =Λþ

c ratio in eþe− collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 10.52 GeV
can be evaluated to be around 0.17 and, thus, the
Σ0;þ;þþ
c =D0 ratio can be estimated to be around 0.02.

Therefore, a remarkable difference is present between the
pp and eþe− collision systems. Although rather approxi-
mate, such comparison is corroborated by the fact that a
simulation performed with the default version of PYTHIA6.2
reasonably reproduces Belle data [24], while the default
version of PYTHIA8.243 (Monash 2013 tune) severely
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underpredicts ALICE data, despite the very similar
modeling of charm fragmentation in the two simulations.
Figure 2 (right) shows the ratio Λþ

c ← Σ0;þ;þþ
c =Λþ

c as a
function of pT , which quantifies the fraction of Λþ

c feed-
down from Σ0;þ;þþ

c . In order to better exploit the cancella-
tion of correlated uncertainties, this is calculated as the
weighted average of the ratios measured separately in the
Λþ
c → pK−πþ and Λþ

c → pK0
S decay channels. The pT-

integrated value in the measured pT > 2 GeV=c interval is
0.38� 0.06ðstatÞ � 0.06ðsystÞ, significantly larger than the
ratio Σ0;þ;þþ

c =Λþ
c ∼ 0.17 from Belle data and the ∼0.13

expectation from PYTHIA8 (Monash 2013) simulations.
This indicates a larger increase for Σ0;þ;þþ

c =D0 than for the
direct-Λþ

c =D0 ratio from eþe− to pp collisions. The larger
feed-down from Σ0;þ;þþ

c partially explains the difference
between the Λþ

c =D0 ratios in pp and eþe− collisions.
As shown in Figure 2, the CR-BLC (for which the three

variations defined in Ref. [25] are considered),
SHMþ RQM, and Catania models describe, within uncer-
tainties, both the Λþ

c =D0 and Σ0;þ;þþ
c =D0 ratios. The QCM

model uses the Λþ
c =D0 data in pp collisions at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼
7 TeV to set the total charm baryon-to-meson ratio, but it
predicts correctly the Λþ

c ← Σ0;þ;þþ
c =Λþ

c and the pT shape
of all ratios. The Λþ

c ← Σ0;þ;þþ
c =Λþ

c ratio does not show a
pT trend as steep as that expected from the CR-BLCmodel,
which significantly overestimates the Λþ

c feed-down from
Σ0;þ;þþ
c at low pT. Therefore, the data suggest that further

tuning of the model parameters involving the reconnection
of quarks via junction topologies is needed to possibly
validate this as the mechanism reducing the assumed
suppression of Σ0;þ;þþ

c formation in eþe− collisions
[24,25]. In the Catania, QCM, and SHMþ RQM models,
no specific penalty factor affects the formation of Σc states.
The fact that the SHMþ RQM model reproduces both the

Λþ
c =D0 ratio and the fraction of Λþ

c feed-down from
Σ0;þ;þþ
c may suggest that yet-unobserved higher-mass

charm-baryon states exist and are formed more frequently
in pp collisions than in eþe− and ep collisions. Similarly,
the success of the Catania and QCMmodels in reproducing
the data may indicate that charm hadronization in pp
collisions involves coalescence of a charm quark with light
quarks.
The pT-differential cross section of Σ0;þþ

c has been
measured in pp collisions at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 13 TeV in the range
2 < pT < 12 GeV=c, the first measurement in hadron–
hadron collisions, together with the Λþ

c and D0 cross
sections in the range 1 < pT < 24 GeV=c. The charm
baryon-to-meson cross section ratios were found to be
larger than expectations based on eþe− measurements. The
reported results confirm previous observations at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 5.02 and
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 7 TeV for the Λþ
c and show for

the first time that the effect also extends to the Σ0;þþ
c .

The feed-down from Σ0;þ;þþ
c decays to Λþ

c production
amounts to 0.38� 0.06ðstatÞ � 0.06ðsystÞ in the range
2 < pT < 12 GeV=c, which is significantly larger than
measurements in eþe− collisions. The results presented
provide important constraints on models aiming at explain-
ing the observed increase of charm baryons in a parton-rich
environment, either increasing baryon-formation probabil-
ity via enhanced color reconnection or coalescence mech-
anisms, or assuming feed-down from yet-unobserved
higher-mass baryon states.
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Particules (IN2P3) and Centre National de la Recherche
Scientifique (CNRS), France; Bundesministerium für
Bildung und Forschung (BMBF) and GSI
Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung GmbH,
Germany; General Secretariat for Research and
Technology, Ministry of Education, Research and
Religions, Greece; National Research, Development and
Innovation Office, Hungary; Department of Atomic Energy
Government of India (DAE), Department of Science and
Technology, Government of India (DST), University
Grants Commission, Government of India (UGC), and
Council of Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR), India;
Indonesian Institute of Science, Indonesia; Istituto
Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare (INFN), Italy; Institute for
Innovative Science and Technology, Nagasaki Institute of
Applied Science (IIST), Japanese Ministry of Education,
Culture, Sports, Science and Technology (MEXT), and
Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS)
KAKENHI, Japan; Consejo Nacional de Ciencia
(CONACYT) y Tecnología, through Fondo de
Cooperación Internacional en Ciencia y Tecnología
(FONCICYT) and Dirección General de Asuntos del
Personal Academico (DGAPA), Mexico; Nederlandse
Organisatie voor Wetenschappelijk Onderzoek (NWO),
Netherlands; the Research Council of Norway, Norway;
Commission on Science and Technology for Sustainable

Development in the South (COMSATS), Pakistan;
Pontificia Universidad Católica del Perú, Peru; Ministry
of Education and Science, National Science Centre, and
Warsaw University of Technology ID-UB Project
Excellence Initiative, Poland; Korea Institute of Science
and Technology Information and National Research
Foundation of Korea (NRF), Republic of Korea;
Ministry of Education and Scientific Research, Institute
of Atomic Physics, and Ministry of Research and
Innovation, and Institute of Atomic Physics, Romania;
Joint Institute for Nuclear Research (JINR), Ministry of
Education and Science of the Russian Federation, National
Research Centre Kurchatov Institute, Russian Science
Foundation, and Russian Foundation for Basic Research,
Russia; Ministry of Education, Science, Research and Sport
of the Slovak Republic, Slovakia; National Research
Foundation of South Africa, South Africa; Swedish
Research Council (VR) and Knut and Alice Wallenberg
Foundation (KAW), Sweden; European Organization for
Nuclear Research, Switzerland; Suranaree University of
Technology (SUT), National Science and Technology
Development Agency (NSDTA), and Office of the
Higher Education Commission under NRU project of
Thailand, Thailand; Turkish Energy, Nuclear and
Mineral Research Agency (TENMAK), Turkey; National
Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, Ukraine; Science and
Technology Facilities Council (STFC), United Kingdom;
National Science Foundation of the USA. (NSF) and U.S.
Department of Energy, Office of Nuclear Physics (DOE
NP), USA.

[1] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Λþ
c production in

pp collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 7 TeV and in p-Pb collisions at
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
sNN

p ¼ 5.02 TeV, J. High Energy Phys. 04 (2018) 108.
[2] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE Collaboration), First measurement

of Ξ0
c production in pp collisions at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 7 TeV, Phys.
Lett. B 781, 8 (2018).

[3] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Λþ
c Production

and Baryon-to-Meson Ratios in pp and p-Pb Collisions at
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
sNN

p ¼ 5.02 TeV at the LHC, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127,
202301 (2021).

[4] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Λþ
c production in

pp and in p-Pb collisions at
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
sNN

p ¼ 5.02 TeV, Phys. Rev.
C 104, 054905 (2021).

[5] A. M. Sirunyan et al. (CMS Collaboration), Production of
Λþ
c baryons in proton-proton and lead-lead collisions at
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
sNN

p ¼ 5.02 TeV, Phys. Lett. B 803, 135328 (2020).
[6] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Prompt charm pro-

duction in pp collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 7 TeV, Nucl. Phys. B871,
1 (2013).

[7] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Study of the production
ofΛ0

b and B̄
0 hadrons in pp collisions and first measurement

of the Λ0
b → J=ψpK− branching fraction, Chin. Phys. C 40,

011001 (2016).

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 128, 012001 (2022)

012001-6

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2018)108
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.03.061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.03.061
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.202301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.202301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.104.054905
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.104.054905
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135328
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/40/1/011001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/40/1/011001


[8] R. Aaij et al. (LHCb Collaboration), Measurement of b
hadron fractions in 13 TeV pp collisions, Phys. Rev. D 100,
031102 (2019).

[9] R. Barate et al. (ALEPH Collaboration), Study of charm
production in Z decays, Eur. Phys. J. C 16, 597 (2000).

[10] G. Alexander et al. (OPAL Collaboration), A study of charm
hadron production in Z0 → cc̄ and Z0 → bb̄ decays at LEP,
Z. Phys. C 72, 1 (1996).

[11] P. Abreu et al. (DELPHI Collaboration), Measurements of
the Z partial decay width into cc̄ and multiplicity of charm
quarks per b decay, Eur. Phys. J. C 12, 225 (2000).

[12] L. Gladilin, Fragmentation fractions of c and b quarks into
charmed hadrons at LEP, Eur. Phys. J. C 75, 19 (2015).

[13] S. Chekanov et al. (ZEUS Collaboration), Measurement of
charm fragmentation ratios and fractions in photoproduction
at HERA, Eur. Phys. J. C 44, 351 (2005).

[14] H. Abramowicz et al. (ZEUS Collaboration), Measurement
of Dþ and Λþ

c production in deep inelastic scattering at
HERA, J. High Energy Phys. 11 (2010) 009.

[15] H. Abramowicz et al. (ZEUS Collaboration), Measurement
of charm fragmentation fractions in photoproduction at
HERA, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2013) 058.

[16] M. Cacciari, M. Greco, and P. Nason, The pT spectrum in
heavy flavor hadroproduction, J. High Energy Phys. 05
(1998) 007.

[17] M. Cacciari, S. Frixione, N. Houdeau, M. L. Mangano, P.
Nason, and G. Ridolfi, Theoretical predictions for charm
and bottom production at the LHC, J. High Energy Phys. 10
(2012) 137.

[18] B. A. Kniehl, G. Kramer, I. Schienbein, and H. Spiesberger,
Inclusive D�� production in p anti-p collisions with
massive charm quarks, Phys. Rev. D 71, 014018 (2005).

[19] B. Kniehl, G. Kramer, I. Schienbein, and H. Spiesberger,
Inclusive charmed-meson production at the CERN LHC,
Eur. Phys. J. C 72, 2082 (2012).

[20] M. Benzke, M. Garzelli, B. Kniehl, G. Kramer, S. Moch,
and G. Sigl, Prompt neutrinos from atmospheric charm in
the general-mass variable-flavor-number scheme, J. High
Energy Phys. 12 (2017) 021.

[21] G. Kramer and H. Spiesberger, Study of heavy meson
production in p-Pb collisions at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 5.02 TeV in the
general-mass variable-flavour-number scheme, Nucl. Phys.
B925, 415 (2017).

[22] I. Helenius and H. Paukkunen, Revisiting the D-meson
hadroproduction in general-mass variable flavour number
scheme, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2018) 196.

[23] B. A. Kniehl, G. Kramer, I. Schienbein, and H. Spiesberger,
Λ�
c production in pp collisions with a new fragmentation

function, Phys. Rev. D 101, 114021 (2020).
[24] M. Niiyama et al. (Belle Collaboration), Production cross

sections of hyperons and charmed baryons from eþe−

annihilation near
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 10.52 GeV, Phys. Rev. D 97,
072005 (2018).

[25] J. R. Christiansen and P. Z. Skands, String formation beyond
leading colour, J. High Energy Phys. 08 (2015) 003.

[26] M. He and R. Rapp, Charm-baryon production in proton-
proton collisions, Phys. Lett. B 795, 117 (2019).

[27] S. Plumari, V. Minissale, S. K. Das, G. Coci, and V. Greco,
Charmed hadrons from coalescence plus fragmentation in

relativistic nucleus-nucleus collisions at RHIC and LHC,
Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 348 (2018).

[28] V. Minissale, S. Plumari, and V. Greco, Charm hadrons in
pp collisions at LHC energy within a coalescence
plus fragmentation approach, Phys. Lett. B 821, 136622
(2021).

[29] J. Song, H.-h. Li, and F.-l. Shao, New feature of low pT

charm quark hadronization in pp collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 7 TeV,
Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 344 (2018).

[30] D. Ebert, R. N. Faustov, and V. O. Galkin, Spectroscopy and
Regge trajectories of heavy baryons in the relativistic quark-
diquark picture, Phys. Rev. D 84, 014025 (2011).

[31] A. Andronic, P. Braun-Munzinger, K. Redlich, and J.
Stachel, Statistical hadronization of charm in heavy ion
collisions at SPS, RHIC and LHC, Phys. Lett. B 571, 36
(2003).

[32] K. Aamodt et al. (ALICE Collaboration), The
ALICE experiment at the CERN LHC, J. Instrum 3,
S08002 (2008).

[33] B. Abelev et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Performance of the
ALICE experiment at the CERN LHC, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A
29, 1430044 (2014).

[34] J. Adam et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Determination of the
event collision time with the ALICE detector at the LHC,
Eur. Phys. J. Plus 132, 99 (2017).

[35] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE Collaboration), ALICE 2016-
2017-2018 luminosity determination for pp collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 13 TeV, Technical Report No. ALICE-PUBLIC-
2021-005, CERN, 2021, https://cds.cern.ch/record/
2776672.

[36] P. Zyla et al. (Particle Data Group Collaboration), Review of
particle physics, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2020, 083C01
(2020).

[37] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Measurement
of D0, Dþ, D�þ and Dþ

s production in pp collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 5.02 TeV with ALICE, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 388
(2019).

[38] J. Adam et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Particle identifica-
tion in ALICE: a Bayesian approach, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 131,
168 (2016).

[39] A. Hoecker, P. Speckmayer, J. Stelzer, J. Therhaag, E. von
Toerne, and H. Voss, TMVA: Toolkit for multivariate data
analysis, Proc. Sci., ACAT2007 (2007) 040 [arXiv:physics/
0703039].

[40] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Measurement of
D-meson production at mid-rapidity in pp collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 7 TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 77, 550 (2017).
[41] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/

supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001 for more
examples of the invariant-mass fits and the description of
the background functions.

[42] T. Sjöstrand, S. Mrenna, and P. Z. Skands, PYTHIA6.4
physics and manual, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2006) 026.

[43] T. Sjöstrand, S. Ask, J. R. Christiansen, R. Corke, N. Desai,
P. Ilten, S. Mrenna, S. Prestel, C. O. Rasmussen, and P. Z.
Skands, An introduction to PYTHIA8.2, Comput. Phys.
Commun. 191, 159 (2015).

[44] R. Brun, F. Bruyant, F. Carminati, S. Giani, M. Maire, A.
McPherson, G. Patrick, and L. Urban, GEANT: Detector

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 128, 012001 (2022)

012001-7

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.031102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.031102
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520000421
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02909127
https://doi.org/10.1007/s1005299000228
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3250-3
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02397-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2010)009
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2013)058
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/05/007
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/05/007
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)137
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)137
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.014018
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-012-2082-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)021
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2017.10.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2017.10.016
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)196
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.114021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.072005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.072005
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2015)003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5828-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136622
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136622
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5817-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.014025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.07.066
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.07.066
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08002
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300440
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300440
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/i2017-11279-1
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2776672
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2776672
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2776672
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2776672
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6873-6
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6873-6
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/i2016-16168-5
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/i2016-16168-5
https://arXiv.org/abs/physics/0703039
https://arXiv.org/abs/physics/0703039
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5090-4
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.012001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/05/026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.01.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.01.024


description and simulation tool; Oct 1994. CERN Program
Library, CERN, Geneva, 1993, http://cds.cern.ch/record/
1082634.

[45] T. Sjöstrand, S. Mrenna, and P. Z. Skands, A brief intro-
duction to PYTHIA8.1, Comput. Phys. Commun. 178, 852
(2008).

[46] H. Albrecht et al. (ARGUS Collaboration), Observation of
the charmed baryon ΛðcÞ in eþe− annihilation at 10 GeV,
Phys. Lett. B 207, 109 (1988).

[47] P. Avery et al. (CLEO Collaboration), Inclusive pro-
duction of the charmed baryon Λc from eþe− annihi-
lations at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 10.55 GeV, Phys. Rev. D 43, 3599
(1991).

[48] H. Albrecht et al. (ARGUS Collaboration), Inclusive pro-
duction of D0, Dþ and D�þ (2010) mesons in B decays and
nonresonant eþe− annihilation at 10.6 GeV, Z. Phys. C 52, 353
(1991).

S. Acharya,143 D. Adamová,98 A. Adler,76 J. Adolfsson,83 G. Aglieri Rinella,35 M. Agnello,31 N. Agrawal,55

Z. Ahammed,143 S. Ahmad,16 S. U. Ahn,78 I. Ahuja,39 Z. Akbar,52 A. Akindinov,95 M. Al-Turany,110 S. N. Alam,41

D. Aleksandrov,91 B. Alessandro,61 H. M. Alfanda,7 R. Alfaro Molina,73 B. Ali,16 Y. Ali,14 A. Alici,26

N. Alizadehvandchali,127 A. Alkin,35 J. Alme,21 T. Alt,70 L. Altenkamper,21 I. Altsybeev,115 M. N. Anaam,7 C. Andrei,49

D. Andreou,93 A. Andronic,146 M. Angeletti,35 V. Anguelov,107 F. Antinori,58 P. Antonioli,55 C. Anuj,16 N. Apadula,82

L. Aphecetche,117 H. Appelshäuser,70 S. Arcelli,26 R. Arnaldi,61 I. C. Arsene,20 M. Arslandok,107,148 A. Augustinus,35
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27Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Catania, Italy
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