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Abstract Recent theoretical explanations for how hydro-
dynamic-like flow can build up quickly in small collision
systems (hydrodynamization) has led to a microscopic pic-
ture of flow building up in a gluon-dominated phase be-
fore chemical equilibrium between quarks and gluons has
been attained. The goal of this contribution to Offshell-2021
is to explore consequence of assuming a long-lived gluon-
dominated phase, which we shall denote a gluon plasma
(GP). As these consequences are naturally enhanced in a
large systems, we assume and explore the extreme scenario
in which a GP would be created in AA collisions and exist
for significant time before the formation of a chemically-
equilibrated quark-gluon plasma (QGP). The GP and its for-
mation would be impossible to probe with light-quark hadrons,
which are first produced later in this scenario. As charm
quarks are produced early in the collision, they can circum-
vent the limitations of light quarks and we propose charm
balance functions as an effective tool to test this idea and
constrain the dynamics of the GP.

1 Introduction

One of the biggest open questions in the study of heavy-ion
collisions is how the initial interactions lead to the forma-
tion of a strongly-interacting medium. When the perfect liq-
uid was discovered at RHIC [1–3] it was conjectured that
hydrodynamic behavior implied the formation of a thermal
medium. With the discovery of flow in small collision sys-
tems [4–6], such as pp and p–Pb collisions, at the LHC, the
question of thermalization has become a hot topic since it
is hard to understand how a small system can have time to
thermalize. It appears that the concept of hydrodynamiza-
tion must be part of the solution to this open issue [7]. Hy-
drodynamization is the phenomena that a system out of equi-
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librium can sometimes still be described by hydrodynamics.
Recently, a microscopic picture of hydrodynamization has
been developed based on kinetic theory, see e.g. Ref. [8].
In these calculations, the initial state is completely domi-
nated by gluons and it is in this state that the system hydron-
amizes. Light quarks are eventually produced and the sys-
tem then first attains chemical and then later thermal equi-
libration (see Ref. [8] for a detailed discussion). This pic-
ture is very similar to the 30-year-old idea of “Hot Glue” [9]
and more recent versions like “Undersaturated QGP” [10],
which are all driven by the expectation that the initial state
will be gluon-dominated due to the fact that the magnitude
of the color charge of the gluons is approximately twice that
of the quarks. As a consequence, the initial projectile/target
wave functions become gluon dominated at large beam en-
ergies and at the same time gluons are more likely to scatter
or be produced in an annihilation process both in initial and
final state interactions. While there has been some previous
work on this idea, we stress that this is not the standard pic-
ture of QGP formation.

In this paper, we resurrect these speculative ideas and
reexamine them. We think it is timely to do so because of
the recent realization that hydrodynamic flow does not re-
quire thermalization. This realization means that the system
can exhibit properties traditionally associated with a QGP
medium – namely, collective flow (in kinetic equilibrium)
– but not yet be in chemical or thermal equilibrium, which
is unlike the standard QGP picture of the last 20 years. If
such a system is indeed produced, and it has QGP-like prop-
erties but is gluon-dominated, we propose to denote it the
gluon plasma (GP) and reserve QGP for the chemically-
equilibrated system. The main goal of this paper is to point
out that the possible existence of a GP phase leads to a dif-
ferent view of classic QGP observations and to identify how
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we can get further insights into this idea experimentally.

Before we go on, we stress that in a weakly-coupled cal-
culation (e.g. as discussed in Ref. [8]) one would not ex-
pect a significant impact of a GP/“Hot Glue” phase. How-
ever, the weak coupling assumption is questionable [11] and
likely enforced by the lack of theoretical tools to do the
strongly-coupled microscopic calculation. We therefore here
assume and explore a more extreme strongly-coupled sce-
nario where the GP phase would last for a significant time
and dominate the initial system. In this way, we can point out
both the strengths of such a hypothetical picture and how we
can test it experimentally.

As we shall see, the existence of a significant GP phase
could provide novel insights into some open theoretical is-
sues, but also presents experimental challenges: if true, it
would imply that light quarks are produced late in the col-
lision evolution and so light hadrons will likely be less sen-
sitive to early-time dynamics. For this reason, we propose
to use low pT charm quarks to study the dynamics of the
hydrodynamization process. The advantage of using charm
quarks is that:

– they are dominantly produced early in the collision with
rates that are calculable in perturbative QCD (pQCD)

– they are the most abundantly produced heavy quarks
– they are known to interact with the medium and exhibit

collective flow [12]

For completeness, we note that the charm quantum number,
C, is conserved by strong and electromagnetic interactions
while it can be violated in weak decays. This means that
charm quarks are essentially always created in pairs (cc).
As weak decays predominantly occur over longer timescales
than the hadronization process, it is still possible to recon-
struct the original charm hadrons and determine their charm
content (c or c)1.

This paper is organized as follows: Sec. 2 describes the
difference between the GP and the QGP and discusses gen-
eral concepts used in the rest of the paper. Section 3 focuses
on the idea to study the charm-anticharm balance functions.
In Sec. 4 we discuss correlations between charm hadrons
and “regenerated” J/ψ and finally in Sec. 5 we summarize
the main conclusions of the paper.

2 The Gluon Plasma vs the Quark-Gluon Plasma

In this section we discuss the idea that heavy-ion collisions
lead to the early formation of a GP and it is only later, after
significant flow has been built up in the system, that a QGP
is formed. The goal is to try to convince the reader that there

1For neutral D mesons, one can have oscillations, e.g., D0–D0 oscilla-
tions, which violate C, but this effect is essentially negligible.

are some existing results that can be more easily understood
if the initial system formed is a GP.

The essential differences that a GP introduces, with re-
spect to the standard QGP picture, are:

– an absence of light quarks at early times when the system
is the hottest

– that light quarks are created flowing.

Two heavy-ion observables that are the most sensitive to
early light quark dynamics are thermal photon production
and the chiral magnetic effect.

Thermal photons2 have been used to study the thermal
properties of the initial state [13, 14]. It is clear that pho-
tons have no direct coupling to gluons, which are electri-
cally neutral, and so one would naively expect that the dom-
inant source of thermal photons will be thermal radiation
from light quarks. If a GP precedes the QGP phase, then
one would expect thermal photons to have a lower tempera-
ture because they would only be produced later in the evolu-
tion of the system after the “fireball” has already expanded
and cooled, and that they will be produced from a flowing
system and thus exhibit collective flow behavior. While it
is unclear if the measured photon spectrum is cooler than
expected, it was a huge surprise that the thermal photons ex-
hibited azimuthal anisotropic flow in heavy-ion collisions [15].
This puzzle is still unresolved and the existence of a GP
phase may be a key to resolve this question. These ideas
have already been explored in a similar context in Refs. [16,
17].

The observation of the chiral magnetic effect (CME) would
be a signature of parity violation in the strong interaction.
The CME is postulated to arise if there are topological re-
gions within the QGP with non-zero net chirality (i.e. an
excess or depletion of left- or right-handed quarks). Such
domains may result in an experimentally-observable asym-
metry in charged particle emission because they would ex-
ist in the presence of a huge magnetic field which arises at
very early times from the angular momentum of the non-
interacting spectators in non-central heavy-ion collisions. The
electric dipole, which would be created by light quarks align-
ing their spins with this magnetic field, would result in a
charge splitting in the direction of the magnetic field. For a
review, see Refs. [18, 19].

While the CME has been observed in semimetals (e.g.
ZrTe5 [20]), the experimental search for such charge split-
ting in heavy-ion collisions has been challenging due to the

2Experimentally, one measures direct (non-decay) photons, which are
expected to be a mix of prompt photons (dominant at high pT) and
thermal photons (dominant at low pT in central AA collisions).
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Fig. 1 Illustration of the physics affecting the width of the balance
function. (a) Charges produced early in the collision will be further
separated in momentum space than charges produced later (Inspired
by Ref. [26]). (b) Radial flow can lead to a narrowing of the balance
function due to kinematic lensing or focusing (Inspired by Fig. 9 in
Ref. [27]).

presence of background effects like collective flow and lo-
cal charge conservation which can mimic CME-like signals.
Recent efforts to measure the CME and estimate the level
of background contributions indicate that at most only a
small fraction of the observed CME-like signals may be at-
tributable to chiral effects [21–23]. This lack of a significant
observed CME signal [24, 25] may also be consistent with
the picture that the early stages of the heavy-ion collision
system are a GP phase, where quarks have not yet been cre-
ated. We are not aware of anyone else pointing out this pos-
sibility but we think the GP solution to the CME puzzle is
very much in the spirit of the rest of this paper because it is
not that there is no CME, it is rather that there are no quarks
to probe it!

Another result that is very important for the discussion in
the next section is related to balance functions [26, 28–30].
Balance functions are used to measure how far in momentum-
space one has to go to balance quantum numbers, e.g., the
charge balance function measures where in momentum-space
the electric charge is balanced. Figure 1 gives an illustration
of what physics affects the width of the charge balance func-
tions:

– Clocking Hadronization: the width is broader (narrower)
if the quarks that make up the hadrons are produced early
(late), as they have more (less) time to diffuse [26].

– Kinematic Lensing: the angle between pairs of particles
created at rest in the comoving frame will be narrowed
(focused) when boosted to the lab frame [31].

The top and bottom panels of Figure 2 present experi-
mental results for the charge balance function in

√
sNN =

2.76 TeV Pb–Pb collisions. It is observed that for more cen-
tral, longer-lived collisions, the balance function is narrower.
In the QGP picture, the interpretation is that, even if quarks
are produced early, they stay in thermal equilibrium (pairs
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Fig. 2 Top: The balance functions in
√

sNN = 2.76 TeV Pb–Pb col-
lisions as a function of the pseudorapidity separation between two
charged particles on the near side (for relative azimuthal separations
−π/2 < ∆ϕ < π/2). One observes a clear narrowing in central col-
lisions. Taken from Ref. [32]. Bottom: Similar to the top plot but for
separation in azimuthal angle.

are created and annihilated) until hadronization and so the
charge balance is produced late when the system is flowing.
In this picture, the balance would be produced at a similar
Tc for all centralities (Late Clocking Hadronization) and the
main difference is then due to the different amount of Kine-
matic Lensing. In the GP picture the balance of light quarks
is naturally created late when the system is already flow-
ing and so one would reach a similar conclusion but without
the requirement that quarks are balanced down to Tc, which
seems to be in contrast with the widespread idea of a grand
canonical ensemble.
It might seem that the narrowing of the charge balance func-
tion is of little importance but one of the main signatures of
a QGP must be deconfinement, i.e. that pairs of quarks cre-
ated together at early times will hadronize far apart at later
times. This type of deconfinement is exactly what differen-
tiates the QGP from confined descriptions, such as the Lund
string model [33–35]. The irony of the GP scenario would
be that the initial state is made up of deconfined gluons but
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that we cannot easily measure this deconfinement, since we
are predominantly sensitive to the quarks (hadrons), which
are produced late and kinematically focused. In Sec. 3 we
therefore extend the balance function to charm-anticharm
quarks which are produced early in the collision and there-
fore should behave completely differently from the light hadrons
shown in Fig. 2.

Finally we touch upon two ideas that we hope can inspire
the reader.

1. If a GP phase exists, it will not be described by standard
lattice QCD (LQCD) calculations as it is out of chemical
equilibrium and it could imply that the screening of the
cc potential is not well described by LQCD.

2. The focus in the following will be dominantly on LHC
physics. However, we note that there could be a differ-
ence between the relative importance of the GP at the
LHC, RHIC, and the SPS, as one would expect the ini-
tial states to be more quark-dominated at lower beam
energies.

3 Charm-anticharm balance functions

Heavy quarks have played an important role in studies of the
QGP for a long time. Initially, quarkonia were mainly stud-
ied due to the predicted and observed melting in a decon-
fined medium [36–38]. However, in particular at LHC en-
ergies, the charm mesons have become a hot topic because
they are well-defined probes of the produced medium: the
initial charm quark production can be precisely estimated in
heavy-ion collisions, their mass is large with respect to the
temperature of the produced medium and a large fraction of
the charm quarks are non-relativistic. For a recent overview,
see for example Ref. [39].

So far, experimental measurements have primarily fo-
cused on the spectra of charm hadrons, but these provide
only coarse information about final state interactions and
one must now go on to study correlations. In the GP pic-
ture, correlating charm hadrons with light-flavor hadrons (as
has been done in both correlation and flow measurements)
does not probe the build-up of flow signals because the light
quarks are produced after the system is already flowing. There-
fore we think that in order to access the earliest stages of the
collision, one must now go on to study correlations between
charm hadrons.
For charm-(anti)charm correlations, we first point out that
one can in principle calculate the initial momentum corre-
lations between cc pairs using pQCD, see e.g. Ref. [40].
The initial momentum correlations will be the same in pe-
ripheral and central heavy-ion collisions because the mi-
croscopic scattering process is the same, and charm quarks

from independent scatterings will be uncorrelated in mo-
mentum space. The production rate will be scaled up to ac-
count for the nuclear overlap geometry. We also mention
that phenomenological studies of charm-charm correlation
functions have previously been done for flow [41], thermal-
ization [42, 43], jet quenching [27], and even for the effects
of pre-equilibrium physics [44]. The idea to study charm-
charm correlation functions (and even balance functions) is
therefore not new and even the idea to use it as a probe of
early-time physics can be found in some of these papers.
What is new in this paper is the idea of the GP and how to
probe it with charm balance functions, the specific ideas of
Sec. 4, but maybe most importantly we hope to convince the
reader that these types of correlation measurements, that are
extremely challenging from an experimental point of view,
are no longer “nice to have” but really something we “need
to have” as a community.

3.1 What type of correlations should be measured?

We propose to measure the correlation between the charm
and the anticharm quarks produced in the same hard pro-
cess. It is an extension of ideas described in Ref. [45] for
strange-antistrange correlations and we propose to use the
same analysis method as described in Refs. [46, 47].
First of all, one cannot measure the charm quarks directly
and so one has to measure the charm hadrons, e.g., D0(cu)
and D0

(cu). In the model calculations shown in this paper
we will generally just sum over all charm hadrons and all an-
ticharm hadrons for the results but this of course cannot be
done experimentally. Secondly, one does not know if a given
charm hadron and a particular anticharm hadron are from the
same initial process. To access the directly-correlated pairs
we propose to do as in Refs. [46, 47] and subtract charm-
charm and anticharm-anticharm correlations from charm-
anticharm correlations. In this way, and if we properly nor-
malize the correlation functions, we are left with the direct
correlations, which is the balance function as described in
Sec. 2. We will therefore be able to access the early-time dy-
namics (see Fig. 2, top panel) by measuring how the balance
function in heavy-ion collisions is modified with the respect
to the one calculable (measurable) in pQCD (pp collisions).
We note that there are slightly different ways to define and
normalize the balance function mathematically, see for ex-
ample Refs. [26, 31, 32, 48], but that they are in essence the
same and boil down to measuring experimentally where in
momentum-space the charm quantum number is balanced.

To illustrate the idea behind the charm balance function,
in particular the subtraction scheme, we have carried out a
simulation study using PYTHIA [35, 49]. We have gener-
ated events where we have forced the hardest scattering to
produce a pair of cc quarks. In some cases more than one
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Fig. 3 Illustration of how one experimentally can extract the correla-
tion between correlated charm and anticharm quarks produced in the
same hard process (red line). The experimental observable (OS-SS) is
constructed by subtracting the same sign (SS) per trigger yield from
the opposite sign (OS) per trigger yield. Top: azimuthal correlations.
Bottom: Pseudorapidity correlations. Note that results are shown for
all charm hadrons and that c and c only refers to the charm content of
the hadrons.

pair of charm hadrons have been produced (cc can also be
produced in sub-leading hard processes). These events have
been rejected to ensure that we always have only one pair
of correlated charm quarks, but we note that for these events
there was no angular correlation between the leading and
sub-leading pairs of charm hadrons. Figure 3 shows the cor-
relation between the charm and anticharm hadrons produced
in the same hard scattering (red line). Here we point out
that in Fig. 3, the charm and anticharm hadrons are obvi-
ously back-to-back in azimuthal angle, but LHCb has actu-
ally measured these correlations in pp collisions and found a
significant near-side peak [50]. To get such a near-side peak
one would need significant NLO corrections as discussed
in Ref. [40]. So one should be aware that the real correla-
tions could be very different from the ones obtained at LO
in PYTHIA. In fact, one could wonder if it would be pos-
sible to experimentally constrain NLO contributions to the

charm production process using this type of correlation mea-
surement. We note that since the correlations in pp collisions
are mainly considered here as a reference for AA measure-
ments, this has no impact on the arguments that follow.

One challenge in obtaining the correlation function shown
in Fig. 3 is that we will experimentally measure both the
correlated and uncorrelated pairs. Here we show our idea
for how to remove the uncorrelated pairs experimentally: To
construct the correlation function, we mix each event with
6 other random events and measure that same sign (SS) and
opposite sign (OS) per-trigger yields. Now, by subtracting
the SS from the OS yields one can in fact recover the di-
rectly correlated yield between the charm and the anticharm
quarks, which we will call the charm-anticharm balance func-
tion in the following.

We have not included detailed model predictions for what
one will be able to measure using the charm-anticharm bal-
ance function. The concept of the GP is a novel idea and it
is not yet implemented in any standard generators, but we
expect that one should be able to get some idea about this
in kinetic theory, e.g., using the formalism of Ref. [8]. We
also note that an out-of-equilibrium calculation, using the
Glasma formalism, was presented in Ref. [44]. At the qual-
itative level, we predict that one should observe something
very different from what was measured for light quarks, cf.
Fig 2. In fact, in simulations done for jet quenching, which
is modeled as an interaction between the medium and the
pair of charm quarks in Ref. [27], then a broadening of the
balance function is observed. We think that the observation
of a broadening at low pT would establish that the physics
one can extract from the charm-anticharm balance function
would be of a different nature from what the light quarks
probe.

Finally, we reiterate the main ideas here:

– Charm is dominantly produced in hard scatterings in the
initial stages of the collision, which means that one can
establish a precise charm balance function reference in
small systems

– It is known that charm interacts with the medium as it
builds up flow

– We propose to measure how the charm balance function
is modified as the system size is increased

Depending on what kind of statistics can be achieved, one
could even imagine combining this with event-shape engi-
neering [51] to ensure that all initial states have similar ge-
ometries while one mainly varies the system lifetime.
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4 Correlations between J/ψ and charmed hadrons

The production of charmonium in general, and J/ψ in par-
ticular, is one of the most studied signatures in heavy-ion
collisions, since the production is expected to be affected by
color screening in the dense QGP state [36]. At the LHC, it
is observed that the J/ψ nuclear modification factor RAA

3 is
larger than what has been measured at RHIC at low pT [52,
53]. One normally expects that at higher beam energies, the
plasma is hotter and therefore the screening/suppression should
be more significant. To explain this difference it has been
proposed that J/ψ “regeneration” plays a large role at LHC:
if charm is copiously produced it can occur that a charm
quark produced in one hard scattering can combine with an
anticharm quark produced in another independent hard scat-
tering to form a J/ψ . Since charm is more abundantly pro-
duced at LHC energies than at RHIC, the larger effect of
regeneration, on top of the expected suppression, leads to a
higher RAA at the LHC [54].

If J/ψ regenerates at the LHC, it would be a direct sig-
nature that charm/anticharm quarks are deconfined in the
plasma. Therefore one should consider if there are alterna-
tive explanations. A challenge in interpreting RAA measure-
ments is that it depends on the beam energy, since the pp
reference spectrum will typically harden as the beam energy
increases. The same modification of the AA spectrum at two
different beam energies can therefore lead to two different
values of RAA. An alternative reason for the change in the
J/ψ RAA from RHIC to the LHC could be if GP effects play
a larger role at the LHC and result in less screening of the
charmonium potential. For this reason, we propose in the
following to search for correlations between J/ψ from re-
generation and other charm hadrons.

Figure 4 illustrates how J/ψ regeneration leads to cor-
relations between the J/ψ and charm hadrons. What is im-
portant to stress here is that one normally does not expect
such correlations to be present as the J/ψ is expected to be
directly produced. LHCb has in fact measured correlations
between J/ψ and D mesons and this correlation is approxi-
mately flat in azimuthal angle [50], indicating that there are
little or no direct correlations between these hadrons under
normal circumstances. We therefore propose to study J/ψ–
charm-hadron correlations to validate that indeed J/ψ re-
generation is the explanation for the increase in RAA at low
pT.

3RAA quantifies the modification of hard processes in AA collisions
with respect to an independent superposition of pp collisions, taking
into account the enhanced production due to the nuclear geometry; see
e.g. Ref. [39] for details.

c �̅�

c�̅�

“Regenerated” J/ψ

C=-1 Hadron C=+1 Hadron

Beam Line

Fig. 4 Illustration of the J/ψ “regeneration” and how it leads to cor-
relations between the J/ψ and the “associated” charm hadrons.
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Fig. 5 Predictions for regenerated J/ψ hadrons based on PYTHIA
simulations, see text for details. Top: the comparison between the pT
spectra for charmed “quarks” and regenerated J/ψ . Note that the spec-
tra have been scaled to have a similar magnitude so the shape is easy
to compare. Bottom: azimuthal correlations between regenerated J/ψ

and their two correlated charm-hadron partners.
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To estimate how these correlations could look, we have
utilized the PYTHIA simulations discussed in the previous
section. We have matched charm “quarks”4 from two differ-
ent pp (nucleon-nucleon) collisions by requiring that their
rapidity, azimuthal angle and pT are close. In the case that
the two “quarks” are close we have combined them into
a J/ψ with similar angle and rapidity and approximately
twice the pT. Then we have measured the angular corre-
lations with respect to the remaining “associated” charm
hadrons in the event. Figure 5 shows the pT spectrum of
the regenerated J/ψ (top) and the azimuthal correlation be-
tween the J/ψ and the “associated” charm hadrons (bot-
tom). As can be seen, there is a strong correlation on the
away side. The large magnitude is easy to understand, as
each regenerated J/ψ will have two charm hadron partners,
and that it is primarily on the away side is easy to understand
from Fig. 5. Due to possible NLO corrections discussed pre-
viously, an experimentally observed balance will not neces-
sarily be on the away-side peak only. However, we note that
the expected shape is in principle derivable from the mea-
sured charm spectra and charm-anticharm balance function,
discussed in Sec. 3. We therefore think that these measure-
ments can provide clear and unique signatures of J/ψ regen-
eration. The only exception to this would be if charm quarks
fully kinematically (but not chemically) thermalize as dis-
cussed in Ref. [55]. But again, this would be observable in
measurements of the charm balance function, which in this
case would have no structure. We note that we consider such
a scenario very unlikely as what makes the GP/QGP liquid
perfect is exactly that the effect of dissipation and diffusion
is as low as possible.

In this paragraph we will go into detail about how we
think one could search for this signature in Runs 3 and 4 at
the LHC. To search for the largest signal, one will have to
study central collisions where regeneration is the largest ef-
fect and trigger on low pT J/ψ where one knows that the
regeneration plays a big role and where the cc pairs are pro-
duced back-to-back. An important crosscheck that a signal
is indeed real and from regeneration will be that one can
switch it off both by going to peripheral collisions and by
increasing the trigger pT. The final thing to consider is what
hadrons to measure. The correlation function in Fig. 5 (bot-
tom) is for all charm hadron species. The important thing
will be to try recover as much as possible of the yield of
charm hadrons.

In the final part of this section we will go through how
we think these measurements can provide alternative insights.
First, we note that the measurements described here have
a strong relation to the balance function measurements de-
scribed in Sec. 3: in this section we measure how the re-
4We used charm hadrons as proxies for the quarks.

generated J/ψ is balanced by its original charm partners.
Therefore, the results should be able to provide similar in-
formation as discussed in the previous section.
Furthermore, we think that if one would establish this as a
unique signature of J/ψ regeneration then one could even
use this signature to search for similar effects in small colli-
sion systems. In this way one could hope to find evidence of
deconfinement even in small systems.
We note that there are ideas similar to J/ψ regeneration
even in PYTHIA where it can occur via a process known
as “cluster collapse” [56]. Cluster collapse can occur when
“the string mass is so small that the cluster cannot decay into
two hadrons. It is then assumed to collapse directly into a
hadron resonance, inheriting the flavor content of the string
endpoints” , (see Ref. [56] for details). This normally does
not produce J/ψ as the charm and anticharm produced in a
single scattering will end up on different strings. However,
in case two or more cc pairs are produced, J/ψ production
can occur due to color reconnection as discussed in detail
in Ref. [57]. We would expect this type of J/ψ production
mechanism to have similar signatures as shown in Fig. 4 and
Fig. 5 and note that this signature, as far as we know, is dis-
cussed for the first time here.

One could argue that the PYTHIA implementation raises
questions about the unique interpretation of J/ψ regenera-
tion as a signature of deconfinement. It should be clear that
partons in the GP and the QGP are strongly interacting so
deconfinement does not mean “free”. We think the main
point here is that in AA collisions the magnitude of the J/ψ

regeneration requires that cc pairs from different nucleon-
nucleon collisions are required to “regenerate”, which to us
means that the charm quarks are not confined together with
the partons produced locally but can end up in hadrons with
quarks produced in processes that are, at least in essence,
causally separated. For a similar signature in a small system
one would not be able to use this argument and would in-
stead have to determine what is the most likely scenario: to
have one or two production mechanisms.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we have drawn attention to the possible exis-
tence of a gluonic state, which we have denoted the Gluon
Plasma (GP), that could dominate early-time dynamics of
hadronic collisions. The dynamics of the GP, which is crit-
ical for understanding the build up of flow, might therefore
be invisible to light quark hadrons as they are first produced
after the system is already flowing. We have argued that the
evolution of the charm balance function as one goes from
small to large systems would be sensitive to the early time
GP dynamics and therefore charm-charm correlation func-
tions will be vital measurements in the LHC physics pro-
gram during Runs 3 and 4.
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The question of the GP is fundamentally linked to the ques-
tion of deconfinement as the GP will effectively give simi-
lar experimental signatures as confined models. For this rea-
son, we have in the latter part shown exactly how one can
combine the ideas of the charm balance function with J/ψ

regeneration to strengthen the experimental observation of
charm quark deconfinement.
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