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A new framework, called x-scape, for the combined study of both hard and soft transverse
momentum sectors in high energy proton-proton (p-p) and proton-nucleus (p-A) collisions is set
up. A dynamical initial state is set up using the 3d-Glauber model with transverse locations of
hotspots within each incoming nucleon. A hard scattering that emanates from two colliding hotspots
is carried out using the Pythia generator. Initial state radiation from the incoming hard partons
is carried out in a new module called I-matter, which includes the longitudinal location of initial
splits. The energy-momentum of both the initial hard partons and their associated beam remnants is
removed from the hot spots, depleting the energy-momentum available for the formation of the bulk
medium. Outgoing showers are simulated using the matter generator, and results are presented
for both cases, allowing for and not allowing for energy loss. First comparisons between this hard-
soft model and single inclusive hadron and jet data from p-p and minimum bias p-Pb collisions are
presented. Single hadron spectra in p-p are used to carry out a limited (in number of parameters)
Bayesian calibration of the model. Fair comparisons with data are indicative of the utility of this
new framework. Theoretical studies of the correlation between jet pT and event activity at mid and
forward rapidity are carried out.

I. INTRODUCTION

At the start of the heavy-ion program at the Relativis-
tic Heavy-Ion Collider (RHIC), highly asymmetric col-

lisions, such as proton-nucleus p-A, or deuteron-nucleus
d-A, were considered as a baseline to the central topic
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of nucleus-nucleus A-A collisions, especially for events
with hard interactions [1, 2]. The energy deposition
(or stopping) in these collisions was not considered suffi-
cient for the production of a quark-gluon plasma (QGP).
Indeed, no significant final state modification of high
transverse momentum (high-pT ) particles was measured
in these collisions, compared to the binary collision en-
hanced yield in p-p collisions.1 The lack of final state
modification allowed for a study of the initial state ef-
fects such as nuclear shadowing [3] and the Cronin ef-
fect [4, 5]. These measurements, in turn, allowed for a
more accurate quantification of final state effects.

This picture changed in 2012, when final state collec-
tive behavior was identified in high multiplicity p-A [6–
8] and even in p-p [7] collisions (at

√
sNN ≳ 5 TeV) at

the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). It would seem that it
is indeed possible to produce a QGP, even in the small
systems created in p-p and p-Pb collisions [9–12]. Hydro-
dynamic simulations extrapolated from calibrated mod-
els in large heavy-ion collisions can quantitatively de-
scribe the anisotropic flow measurements in small sys-
tems [13, 14]. These calculations demonstrated that par-
ticle momentum anisotropy in high multiplicity collisions
is dominated by final-state interactions [15]. Further-
more, thermal electromagnetic radiation can serve as an
independent signature of the QGP formation in small
systems [16–18].

The physical picture underlying small systems became
further involved with the observation of a large sup-
pression in the nuclear modification factor (RpA) for
jets in “central” events with pT significantly exceeding
100 GeV, in concert with an equal enhancement for sim-
ilar jets in “peripheral” events at the ATLAS detec-
tor [19]. The suppression and enhancement were bal-
anced such that no modification was discerned in the
minimum bias spectrum at high pT . In Ref. [19], central-
ity was deduced by relating measurements of transverse
energy (or event activity) produced at forward rapidities
between−4.9 ≤ η ≤ −3.2, in the Pb going direction, with
the geometry of the collision, using a wounded nucleon
model [20]. While the relation between forward trans-
verse energy and the mean number of binary collisions,
in a given centrality bin, is not straightforward in p-A
collisions, these measurements do clearly demonstrate a
clear (and surprising) negative correlation between the
energy of hard scattering and the transverse energy or
event activity at forward rapidity, for jet pT ’s that ap-
proach and significantly exceed 100 GeV.

An extensive study by the ALICE collaboration [21]
found various correlations between the pT of the hard
process, and the event activity measured in detectors
placed at forward rapidity (2.8 < η < 5.1 on the Pb
going side, and 1.7 < η < 3.7 on the p going side, as well

1 In this paper, we denote a high-pT particle (or jet) as one which
possesses a pT ≳ 8 GeV (≳ 20 GeV).

as in zero degree calorimeters placed close to beam ra-
pidity). Depending on the detector used and the relation
between measurements and the deduced number of bi-
nary nucleon-nucleon collisions, one observes a positive,
negative, or no correlation between the nuclear modifica-
tion factor of charged hadrons and the putative centrality
of the collision. However, ALICE hadron measurements
in Ref. [21] do not exceed a pT of 30 GeV.
The positive correlation between hadrons with

8 GeV ≲ pT ≤ 20 GeV and the event activity at for-
ward rapidity was partially corroborated by the ATLAS
collaboration in Ref. [22]. However, the relation between
event activity and the calculated number of binary col-
lisions, as required for an RpA measurement, was found
to be strongly dependent on the theoretical model used.
Ref. [22] also suffered from the lack of a measured p-p
reference at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV.

Later measurements of charged hadrons by the ALICE
collaboration, with 6 GeV ≤ pT ≤ 50 GeV, in Ref. [23],
show a positive correlation with event activity, measured
at forward rapidities (2.8 ≤ η ≤ 5.1 in Pb going side).
However, no clear correlation of event activity with the
pT of jets, triggered against hadrons with 6 GeV ≤ pT ≤
7 GeV (or 12 GeV≤ pT ≤ 50 GeV), is observed. The
reader should note that measured jet energies in ALICE
are limited to pT ≤ 120 GeV, and thus do not probe
the very high energy jet range explored by the ATLAS
measurements in Ref. [19].
Recent measurements by the ATLAS detector [24] in

this intermediate pT range, using single inclusive and jet
triggered hadrons with pT ≤ 60 GeV (at midrapidity),
showed no correlation with event activity, measured near
beam rapidity, using zero degree calorimeters. In this
measurement, jet energies were limited to pjetT ⪆ 30 GeV

or pjetT ⪆ 60 GeV (consistent with energies measured in
ALICE and much lower than the jet energies explored by
the previous ATLAS measurements in Ref. [19]).
In spite of evidence for the formation of a QGP in

high multiplicity (or high event activity) events in p-A
collisions, none of the above measurements by the AL-
ICE or ATLAS collaborations, containing a high-pT par-
ticle or jet, find evidence for a non-negligible amount of
energy loss, with bounds placed at ∆E ≲ 1% [24], or
pT ≲ 0.4 GeV out of jet cone [23]. The lack of significant
energy loss in p-A collisions is further complicated by the
observation of an elliptic anisotropy at high pT in both
p-p [25] and p-Pb [26] collisions.
The wide range of experimental studies mentioned

above, paint a complex picture of the dynamics of p-A
collisions, specifically collisions with larger event activity.
Is a QGP formed in high multiplicity (event activity) p-A
collisions? Can events with high multiplicity (event ac-
tivity) be produced entirely due to bulk dynamics, or are
these generated by hard events? Is there a measurable
signal of energy loss in these systems? To systematically
answer all these questions, one requires an event gener-
ator framework that can simultaneously simulate hard
scattering with both initial and final state radiation, and
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bulk evolution, including a possible QGP phase. The
simulator should reliably simulate a wide range in rapid-
ity to allow for detailed studies of the event activity both
with and without hard processes [27, 28]. Such efforts
should be differentiated from those that do not include
a macroscopic fluid dynamical simulation, e.g. [29]. A
modular and extensible event generator framework would
provide insight into the observed elliptic anisotropy for
high pT hadrons, in tandem with the lack of any signifi-
cant energy loss for high pT hadrons and jets.

In central collisions of Pb on Pb, a large fraction of
the 208 nucleons in Pb participate in the deposition of
energy, leading to the formation of an extended QGP [30].
In almost head-on collision systems, the produced QGP
can have a transverse radius comparable to the radius of a
Pb nucleus [31]. Hard jets lose energy by scattering and
radiation in this dense, extended environment [32–34].
Jets are formed in the hard scattering of two incoming
partons from two specific nucleons. While the formation
of hard partons within these nucleons may result in either
an excess or depletion of the energy available for QGP
formation, this has negligible effect on the bulk dynamics
of the system, that receives contributions from hundreds
of other, similar nucleon-nucleon interactions.

In a small system, such as those created in a p-p or p-
Pb collisions, the production of a hard parton can affect
the amount of energy deposited in the bulk sector, either
increasing or decreasing it [35]. Thus, the bulk properties
of small systems may be affected by the presence of a hard
scattering. Also, the small size of the produced QGP in
p-p, or even p-Pb, barely larger than the transverse size of
a proton, is expected to lead to minimal final state mod-
ification of the produced jets and leading hadrons [36].
Thus, small systems provide unique laboratories to study
the correlation between the hard (perturbative) and soft
(non-perturbative) sectors of the initial state.

Since the observation of collective behavior in small
systems, several different effects have been ascribed to
the high-pT measurements in Ref. [19], including color
transparency [37], initial state energy loss [38], to cor-
rections to the final state energy loss formula from small
path lengths [39]. To disentangle all these effects will re-
quire a systematic study with an extensible framework.
One of the goals of the X-ion (collisions) with a Statisti-
cally and Computationally Advanced Program Envelope
(x-scape) project is to provide such a framework [40].
In this first paper using the x-scape framework, we ex-
plore the results from the minimal configuration, which
only includes energy momentum conservation between
the hard and soft sectors [35], in p-p and p-Pb, both with
and without energy loss in the final state of p-Pb. Any
further effects such as color transparency, corrections to
initial or final state energy loss, should be considered in
addition to these basic constraints of energy momentum
conservation.

The x-scape project is the second undertaking of the
JETSCAPE collaboration, extending the JETSCAPE
framework [41] to small systems and lower energy heavy-

ion collisions. On completion, the x-scape framework
will incorporate modular simulators of p-p, A-A, p-
A from beam energy scan energies at RHIC to top LHC
energies and some aspects of e-p and e-A collisions rel-
evant to EIC energies, within a single framework. The
current work reports on the first study of high and low
multiplicity p-p and p-A collisions. In particular, we
will explore the consequences of exact energy-momentum
conservation between the hard and soft sectors in these
small systems.
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows:

In Sec. II, we describe the overarching framework used
to simulate p-p and p-A collisions, with exact energy-
momentum conservation between the hard and soft sec-
tors, as simulated by the new initial state modules of
3d-Glauber and the Initial-state-Modular-All-Twist-
Transverse-and-Elastic-scattering-induced-Radiation (I-
matter) module. In Sec. III, we present the first results
from this new framework where the final state shower in
both p-p and p-A are carried out assuming no energy loss,
i.e., vacuum shower. In Sec. IV, we study the effect of
final state energy loss by carefully studying the evolution
of the produced medium with respect to the propagating
and developing jets, using the maximal rate of energy
loss possible, using the matter module without any co-
herence effects [34, 42–44]. A summary and outlook to
future work will be presented in Sec. V. While interest-
ing and somewhat related effects have been noticed in
d-A and p-A collisions at RHIC energies [1, 2, 45], in this
first effort using the new x-scape framework, we will
only present comparisons with LHC data.

II. THE THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

The underlying picture which animates the new mod-
ules simulating p-p and p-A, within the x-scape frame-
work, is the existence of short distance sub-nucleon fluc-
tuations within the proton [46]. The majority of these
sub-nucleon fluctuations, or hot spots, have inverse dis-
tance scales, which are ∼ 1 GeV. In most collisions,
these will engender soft interactions with hot spots from
the opposing nucleon(s). Energy redistribution from
these interactions, leading to bulk dynamics and soft
(low pT ) particle production, will be treated using non-
perturbative models. Occasionally, fluctuations will yield
a hard parton, which may undergo initial state gluon
bremsstrahlung before hard scattering off another hard
parton from the opposing nucleon(s), leading to the pro-
duction of partons with a large pT and final state radi-
ation. All of these processes are treated using models
based on pQCD. However, producing a hard parton will
necessarily deplete the energy of the nearby hot spot in
the proton. This hot spot will now no longer have its
full energy available to contribute to bulk particle pro-
duction via soft exchanges with hot spots in the opposing
nucleon(s). Also, any transverse momentum of the hard
parton should be balanced by an opposing transverse mo-
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mentum in the hot spot. In actual simulations, the beam
remnant, typically a di-quark, also draws energy and mo-
mentum from the same hot spot.

The fragmentation of these hard processes leads to the
production of hadrons with a range of momenta, includ-
ing hard and soft hadrons. Thus, the final ensemble of
hadrons from an event with hard and soft exchanges will
include hadrons that originated in purely soft and also in
hard processes. The need for energy-momentum conser-
vation becomes clear at this point; adding a hard process
on top of soft exchanges without accounting for the bal-
ance in energy-momentum, as typically done for the case
of heavy-ion collisions, will lead to a continuous increase
of the multiplicity of the collision with the transverse
momentum of the hardest exchange.

x-scape is a versatile Monte-Carlo event generator
framework for p-p, p-A, and A-A collisions. In this work,
we focus on the detailed physics implementations that are
crucial for small collision systems. This particular simu-
lator will be referred to as x-scape-gim (an acronym for
3d-Glauber + pythia + I-matter + music + mat-
ter). The overarching simulation workflow is summa-
rized in Fig. 1. This workflow presents a multi-stage
hybrid approach for soft and hard particle production in
relativistic nuclear collisions. For small collision systems,
one key ingredient is to impose event-by-event energy-
momentum conservation at the initial state of the colli-
sions.

In the x-scape-gim simulator, particle showers pro-
duced in hard processes are simulated using perturba-
tive QCD techniques. By propagating the hard scatter-
ing partons backward in time, we model the space-time
structure of the initial-state radiation (ISR) and compute
the initial energies and momenta of the partons that orig-
inated from the hot spots in the colliding nucleons. Then,
the hard partons’ energies and momenta are subtracted
from the incoming collision energy and momentum event
by event. The remaining energy and momentum in the
system are attributed to soft particle production.

Particle production with transverse momentum below
2 GeV is predominantly from non-perturbative processes
in relativistic nuclear collisions. In the x-scape-gim sim-
ulator, hot spots not affected by hard processes may in-
teract with hot spots from opposing nucleon(s), produc-
ing strings that deposit energy, momentum, and baryon
number. This provides the initial state of the energy-
momentum tensor, which is further evolved according
to the relativistic viscous hydrodynamic equation of mo-
tion. As the system evolves to a dilute region, individ-
ual fluid cells are converted into hadrons and propagated
with hadronic scatterings and decays (while this aspect
is easily simulated with the SMASH generator [47], in
this first paper using the x-scape framework, we will
not invoke hadronic rescattering, in the interest of ex-
pediency). Compared with other high-energy event gen-
erators, the x-scape-gim simulator provides a detailed
space-time structure of the collision event. It builds in
non-trivial correlations between soft and hard particle

production with event-by-event energy-momentum con-
servation. In the following subsections, we will explain in-
dividual physics models following the workflow in Fig. 1.

A. Collision Geometry

The x-scape-gim simulator employs the 3d-Glauber
generator as the initial-state model for simulating the
(3+1)D dynamics at the nuclear impact of the collid-
ing proton/nuclei. Before the collision, the 3d-Glauber
model samples the nucleon positions inside the nucleus
according to the Woods-Saxon distributions or using the
pre-generated configurations with realistic nuclear poten-
tials. Individual nucleons have a Gaussian profile in the
transverse plane,

Tn(r⊥) =
1

2πBG
e−r2⊥/(2BG), (1)

where the parameter BG controls the transverse size of
the nucleon. Individual nucleon-nucleon collisions are de-
termined by their impact parameter b⊥, with the prob-
ability [48, 49],

P (b⊥) = 1− exp(−σggTnn(b⊥)), (2)

where σgg is the effective gluon-gluon cross section and
Tnn is the nucleon-nucleon overlapping function,

Tnn(b⊥) =

∫
d2r⊥Tn(r⊥)Tn(r⊥ − b⊥) =

e−b2⊥/(4BG)

4πBG
.

(3)
We compute the effective gluon-gluon cross section σgg

to ensure the inelastic nucleon-nucleon cross section
σinel
NN (

√
sNN) is reproduced [48],∫

d2b⊥P (b⊥) = σinel
NN (

√
sNN). (4)

Unlike the Trento model [50], our implementation en-
sures the inelastic cross sections in p-p, p-A, and A-A
collisions are independent of the nucleon transverse size
BG. Table I shows the inelastic cross sections for a few
collision systems at the top RHIC and LHC energies.
Once all the participant nucleons are determined, the bi-

TABLE I. The inelastic cross sections for p-p, p-A, and A-A
collisions at the top RHIC and LHC energies from the 3d-
Glauber model.

collision system σinel (b)

p+p @ 200 GeV 0.042

p+Au @ 200 GeV 1.75

Au+Au @ 200 GeV 6.89

p+p @ 5020 GeV 0.067

p+Pb @ 5020 GeV 2.16

Pb+Pb @ 5020 GeV 7.96



5

3D Glauber
Collision
Geometry

Pythia 8

i-Matter
Initial State

Shower

Matter
Final State
Shower

3D Glauber
Soft Production

MUSIC
Hydrodynamics

iSS
Particlization

Pythia 8
Hadronization

Final State
Hadrons

q̂(
x,
y,
z,
t)

En
er
gy

su
bt
ra
ct
io
n

C
o
ll
is
io
n
P
o
si
ti
o
n

R
em

nants

Bulk Dynamics

High-pT Shower

FIG. 1. The workflow of the x-scape-gim event generator for small collision systems.

nary collision positions are chosen at the centers of the
wounded nucleon pairs. These binary collision positions
are provided to the Pythia 8 model to sample the pro-
duction point for hard processes.

B. High energy partonic shower

The hard scatterings are generated within Pythia
8 [51], using its multi-particle interactions (MPI) frame-
work [52] without initial and final state radiation. Par-
tonic showers are modeled using the newly developed
initial-matter (I-matter) and matter generators for
the initial state radiation (ISR) and final state radia-
tion (FSR), respectively. The FSR using matter has
been described elsewhere, both outside the jetscape/x-
scape framework [53, 54], and within [55]. In this sub-
section, we describe the physics of the new I-matter
model.

The initial state parton shower is given by a spacelike
cascade where the last parton with the least negative
virtuality (−tmin) is the initial parton originating from
the proton. It is more efficient to sample the scatter-
ing first and then evolve the shower backward in time,
starting from the hard scattering and evolving towards
the incoming originating partons. Backward evolution
follows similar evolution equations to forward evolution.
However, since after each backward splitting, the par-
ton ‘gains’ energy

(
x → x

z

)
with z < 1, the phase space

is limited using the parton distribution function (PDF).
The probability of one splitting is given by the vacuum
splitting function P̂j→i(z) weighted by the PDF fj(x, t)
as follows [56]

Pp→a(z, t) =
αs

2π

P̂p→a(z)

z
fp (xp, t) , (5)

This equation represents the probability of a parton a

with momentum fraction x = p+

PA
to originate in the split

from a parton p with momentum fraction xp = x
z as

shown in Fig. 2, with PA the incoming nucleon’s momen-
tum.

Since the PDF momentum fraction is limited to x
z ≤ 1,

the momentum fraction z is bound from below by z ≥ x.

ax

s

1−z

z
x

p
x
z

time

FIG. 2. A splitting process inside initial-state parton shower.

The splitting function’s singularity is regulated due to
this PDF’s momentum fraction limit.
To sample the momentum fraction z in the splitting

function, as outlined in Eq. (5), one needs to determine
the parton a’s virtuality t. This is done by sampling the
Sudakov form factor, obtained by resumming the vacuum
splittings,

Πi(t1, t2) = e
−

∑
p

∫ t2
t1

dt αs
2πt

∫
dz
z P̂p→a(z)

fp(x/z,t1)

fi(x,t2) , (6)

where Πi(t1, t2) represents the relative probability of
backward evolution from parton a to p with their cor-
responding virtuality −t2 to −t1 without any additional
splitting. Starting with the parton a with virtuality −t2,
we sample parton p’s virtuality t1 ∈ [0, t2] uniformly and
use Πi(t1, t2) as the relative probability to decide whether
this splitting happens or not.
In Monte Carlo simulations, the shower starts by gen-

erating the initial virtuality −t0 of the initiating par-
ton using the Sudakov form factor Πi(t0, tmax). The
maximum modulus of the negative virtuality is limited
by the transverse momentum of the scattering p̂T as
tmax = Cvp̂

2
T , where Cv is a parameter between 0 and

1 and is typically set to Cv ∼ 0.25 (as in the case of
matter) [53, 54]. Subsequent splittings are generated
by first sampling the virtuality −tp of the parent parton
using the Sudakov form factor Πi(tp−1, tp). Then, the
process is selected by sampling the splitting probability
Pj→i(z, tp) and subsequently the momentum fraction z
is sampled. Once the light-cone momentum and virtu-
ality of each parton in Fig. 2 is determined, transverse
components can be determined by four-momentum con-
servation. The azimuthal angle of the split is random.
We employ the MPI functionality of Pythia to generate

multiple hard scatterings. Each hard scattering leads to
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two initial partons initiating independent ISR showers.
To ensure that the total energy available for the shower
is limited to the energy of the proton, we start with the
shower of the hardest splitting and rescale the momentum
fraction x of the subsequent showers by x → x

1−
∑

i xi
,

where i runs over the generated showers. After each split-
ting, we rotate all the partons in the shower such that
the momentum of the parent parton is along the z-axis.

After generating the ISR of both initial partons un-
dergoing a scattering (pa,pb), the different rotations will
lead to unaligned (non-collinear) 3-momenta (p̃a, p̃b). An
alternate way to think about this configuration is that
two hard partons originate in two opposing, incoming
nucleons. These are completely collinear with the pro-
tons. These then undergo multiple emission, leading to
the formation of two hard virtual partons which will par-
ticipate in the hard scattering, but are no longer collinear
to each other. We compute the difference of momenta
∆p = pa+pb− p̃a− p̃b, which is added to the final state
partons, immediately after hard scattering:

p̃c = pc −
∆p

2
, p̃d = pd −

∆p

2
. (7)

The final state partons with momenta (p̃c, p̃d) develop
FSR with the matter model [53, 54]. Once the FSR
complete, the final state of the hard partonic shower is
hadronized following the Lund string model using Pythia,
as described in Sec. II E.

The sampling of the ISR is performed similarly to
Pythia, the main difference is how we perform the kine-
matic rotation that keeps the initial parton along the
z-axis. In Pythia, ISR is carried out simultaneously for
both partons involved in the scattering. Following each
ISR radiation event, the system is boosted to the center
of mass frame of the generated parton and the parton
from the opposite side of the scattering. Our approach
involves simplifying the process by conducting the ISR for
each parton individually. This adjustment is made in an-
ticipation of future enhancements, such as the incorpora-
tion of cold nuclear matter effects, where the partons may
interact with nucleons before emitting radiation. Conse-
quently, and similar to the matter generator, we also
follow the space-time evolution of the showering partons.
A Wigner-function based formalism is used to assign the
production locations of the partons [53]. While these lo-
cations are not used in the current effort, they will play
a role in the future case of interaction in cold nuclear
matter prior to the hard scattering that produces jets.

C. Soft-hard correlations in particle production

The I-mattermodel develops the ISR showers for par-
tons a and b, which undergo the hard scattering, and pro-
vide the x-scape-gim simulator with their corresponding
initiating parton 1’s and 2’s energy-momentum vectors
Pµ
1 and Pµ

2 . This energy-momentum will have to be sub-
tracted from the incoming nucleons in the 3d-Glauber

model for the bulk sector particle production. The goal
will be to designate one pair of constituent hot spots, one
in each of the colliding nucleons, to have participated in
the hard process.
Inside each wounded nucleon, we sample the longitudi-

nal momentum fractions for the three constituent quark
hot spots from the valence quark PDF with a constraint
that

∑3
i=1 x

q
i ≤ 1 [57].2 The remaining energy and mo-

mentum of the incoming nucleon are assigned to a con-
stituent gluon hot spot. With the longitudinal momen-
tum fraction xq

i , we can compute the rapidity of the con-
stituent quark hot spot i at a given center of mass colli-
sion energy

√
s as [59],

yqi = arcsinh

(
xq
i

√
s

4m2
parton

− 1

)
. (8)

The initial energy-momentum vector of the constituent
quark hot spot i is

Pµ
q,i = (mparton cosh(y

q
i ), 0, 0,mparton sinh(y

q
i )). (9)

Here, we set mparton = mN/3 for constituent quarks hot
spots. Then the initial energy-momentum vector of the
constituent gluon hot spot is

Pµ
g = Pµ

N −
3∑

i=1

Pµ
q,i. (10)

The spatial positions of the four constituent hot spots
inside a nucleon are sampled from a 3D Gaussian profile
with a width BG as in Eq. (1).
The x-scape-gim simulator, taking input from the

collision geometry from the 3d-Glauber model, deter-
mines the locations of the projectile and target nucle-
ons. Having determined the interacting nucleons, we ran-
domly select a pair of constituent hot spots (l,m) with
their energy P 0

q/g,l > P 0
1 and P 0

q/g,m > P 0
2 , respectively.

Then, we subtract the hard energies and momenta from
the constituent hot spots. This hot spot pair’s remaining
energies and momenta will be attributed to the remnant
parts of their wounded nucleons. In cases where the ener-
gies of all hot spots are smaller than the hard originating
parton’s energy, we resample the triplet {xq

i } until at
least one constituent hot spot carries enough energy.
Once the initial hard energy and momentum vectors

Pµ
1,2 are subtracted from the collision system, the 3d-

Glauber model generates the initial soft strings from
the other constituent hot spot pairs. These soft strings
become energy-momentum source terms for the ensuing

2 In this work, we use the CT10-NNLO PDF [58] for protons and
include nuclear modifications with the EPS09 for constituent
quarks inside nucleons in heavy nuclei (Au or Pb). Varying the
choices of the PDF and NPDF are not expected to qualitatively
alter the conclusions of this study.



7

hydrodynamical evolution. For a detailed description of
the soft string production, please refer to Refs. [57, 59].

After all the soft strings are produced, the remain-
ing energy and momentum inside the wounded nucleon
are treated as the energy-momentum vector for the nu-
cleon remnant [57], which is passed to the hadronization
module to fragment together with the parton shower as
described in Sec. II E. The nucleon remnants provide the
balanced QCD color sources for the Pythia string frag-
mentation with the parton shower.

D. Bulk dynamics and soft particle production

Once the 3d-Glauber model produces the soft
strings, they are treated as source terms for the sys-
tem’s energy-momentum tensor and net baryon cur-
rent [57, 59], leading to the custodial equations,

∂µT
µν = Jν , ∂µJ

µ
B = ρB . (11)

These hydrodynamic equations of motion are solved to-
gether with neos-bqs [60], a crossover equation of state
(EOS) for the produced QCD matter. This EOS is con-
structed using recent lattice QCD calculations and ex-
tended to finite net baryon density with a Taylor expan-
sion. It imposes the local strangeness neutrality condi-
tion nS=0 and nQ=0.4nB for net electric charge density.

In this work, we consider shear and bulk viscous effects
during the hydrodynamic evolution. The shear stress
tensor πµν and bulk viscous pressure Π are evolved ac-
cording to the Israel-Stewart type of equations up to the
second order in spatial gradients [61–63].

As the system evolves to the dilute region, we perform
the Cooper-Frye particlization procedure to convert in-
dividual fluid cells on a hyper-surface with a constant
energy density to hadrons [49, 64]. The Cornelius al-
gorithm numerically determines the freeze-out hypersur-
face [65]. Excited resonance particles emitted from the
kinetic freeze-out surface will decay to stable hadrons.

E. Fragmentation of hard parton shower

Once the hard partonic shower reaches the non-
perturbative virtuality scale t0, the hard partons must be
confined into hadrons. Similar to the jetscape frame-
work, we will employ the Lund string fragmentation
model within Pythia 8 to hadronize the hard partons.

The Lund string model employs the large N (infinite)
color limit, where the whole system is color neutral, with
each parton carrying a color and/or an anti-color tag.
Strings connect color to anti-color tags, and these strings
are stretched and broken to form hadrons. Starting from
the initial partons created at the end of the ISR, we gen-
erate new color tags for each radiation so that the color
flow is exactly determined throughout the shower.

However, for each hard scattering from the MPI, one
needs to generate two remnant partons going along the

beam direction to complete a color neutral system. The
remnant partons are generated from the energy remain-
ing from the 3d-Glauber model, which was not de-
posited in the hydrodynamic simulation. The remnants,
together with the final state partons of the hard parton
shower, are then passed to another instance of Pythia 8,
which hadronizes them to form hadrons.
In the subsequent section, we present the first results

from this framework. We start with the simple case of
no energy loss in either the initial or final state radiation
and introduce energy loss in final state radiation in a later
section. Consistency between the results of these sections
will point to the small size of the produced medium.

III. RESULTS WITHOUT FINAL-STATE
ENERGY LOSS

In this section, we carry out numerical simulations with
the x-scape-gim simulator for p-p and p-Pb collisions at√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. In the first set of results presented

in this section, we will not consider medium-induced en-
ergy loss from the interactions among the outgoing par-
tons and the Quark-Gluon Plasma medium produced in
these small systems (final-state energy-loss effects will be
estimated in Sec. IV). The reasons for this setup are two-
fold: The produced fireball in p-p and p-Pb collisions is
expected to be very small, and thus energy loss effects
are expected to be minimal. Secondly, given the correla-
tion between the energy momentum in the hard and soft
sectors, one produces a different medium for a different
set of hard partons (participating in hard scatterings).
Thus, each hard scattering (Pythia) event requires a dif-
ferent (3d-Glauber) initial state and a different 3+1D
fluid dynamical (music) simulation. As a result, these
simulations become rather compute intensive.
In the first subsection, we present a comparison with

charged pions and jet spectra and RpA at
√
sNN =

5.02 TeV. These data are used to fit our parameters
(initially by eye). The choice of the model parameters
and their values are listed in Table II in Appendix A.
Using these parameters, we then explore the correlation
between the presence of hard scattering and transverse
energy at both forward and midrapidity in Sec. III B. In
the final subsection, we carry out a small-scale (limited
training design with low statistics simulations and a con-
strained parameter set) Bayesian analysis to allow for an
exploration of the parameter space of our model.

A. Hadron and jet spectra in p-p and p-Pb collisions

Figure 3 shows the transverse momentum (pT ) spectra
of charged pions in minimum bias p-p and p-Pb collisions
at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV compared with the ALICE measure-

ments. The full x-scape-gim results reasonably describe
the particle production for pT from 0 up to 20 GeV in
small systems. Looking at contributions from individual
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components, the spectra of charged pions are dominated
by the soft particle production from the hydrodynamic
phase for pT < 2 GeV. The fragmentation from high-
energy partons contributes ∼ 15% to the particle yield
in this pT region. This result is consistent with those
from the dynamical core-corona model [66–68]. The par-
ticle production with pT > 4 GeV is dominated by the
fragmentation of hard partons. In our simulations, the
switching pT scale from soft to hard particle production
is controlled by the model parameter p̂T,min, which rep-
resents the lower limit of hard scattering in the MPI.
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FIG. 3. Transverse momentum spectra of charged pions in
minimum bias p-p and p-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV.

Separate contributions to the hadron spectra from the bulk
sector and the hard sector are labeled as “Hydro.” and
“Frag.”, respectively. The ALICE data are from Refs. [69, 70].
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FIG. 4. The nuclear modification factor RpPb as a function
of transverse momentum for charged pions in minimum bias
p-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV (ALICE data from [69]).

It is noteworthy that there is some tension in repro-
ducing the pT -spectra at the intermediate range (2 <
pT < 5 GeV/c). This discrepancy might arise from a
lack of quark coalescence processes between the shower

and medium partons during hadronization, which has a
significant contribution in this pT region [71–73]. At this
time, a fully developed, calibrated module that carries
out re-combinatoric hadronization, incorporating both
the hard and bulk sectors, within the x-scape-gim sim-
ulator, is not yet available.

Taking the ratio between the charged pion spectra in
p-Pb and p-p collisions, we present the nuclear modifi-
cation factor RpPb in minimum bias p-Pb collisions at
5.02 TeV in Fig. 4. The x-scape-gim results provide
a quantitative description of the RpPb across the full
pT range. For transverse momenta pT > 4 GeV, both
the x-scape-gim calculations and ALICE measurements
are consistent with unity within uncertainties, suggesting
negligible final-state energy loss for the shower partons.
In the x-scape-gim calculations, the value of RpPb goes
below 1 for pT < 4 GeV because the dominant particle
production mechanism transits from perturbative hard
scatterings to non-perturbative soft production, in which
particle yields scale slower than the number of binary
collisions.

We note that the observation of RpPb < 1 at pT ≲ 4
is sometimes interpreted as arising from initial-state nu-
clear shadowing effects in the Pb nucleus. Our model
provides an alternative interpretation that soft particle
production from a fluid dynamic picture can produce the
suppression of RpPb at low pT as well. The current im-
plementation of the x-scape-gim simulator neither in-
cludes initial-state nuclear shadowing nor the intrinsic
transverse momentum broadening resulting from initial
multiple parton scattering (Cronin effect) [4, 5] in p-A
collisions. The future, planned inclusion of these effects
in I-matter may become crucial for a comprehensive
understanding of RpPb, at intermediate pT in p-A colli-
sions [4, 74].
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FIG. 5. The full jet pT -differential cross sections at
√
sNN =

5.02 TeV for p-p collisions with jet cone of radius R = 0.1−0.6
and 0-90% p-Pb collisions with R = 0.4. The ALICE and
ATLAS measurements are from [19, 75].

Figure 5 shows the inclusive full jet pT -differential
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FIG. 6. The nuclear modification factor RpPb,jet as a func-
tion of transverse momentum for the full jets in 0-90% p-Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The ATLAS data is from [19].

cross section in p-p collisions for the pseudo-rapidity
ranges |ηjet| < 0.7 − R with jet resolution parameters
R = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6. The full jet pT -differential
cross section in 0-90% p-Pb collisions is also shown in
Fig. 5 for R = 0.4 with jet rapidity |y∗jet| < 0.3 in the
center-of-mass frame. Jets are reconstructed using the
anti-kT algorithm implemented in FastJet [76]. The re-
sults from the x-scape-gim simulator agree well with
the ALICE and ATLAS data for all cases. Our analy-
sis assumes a perfect background subtraction of the un-
derlying event activity from the soft medium and only
clusters partons from the shower off a hard parton ema-
nating from one of the MPI scatterings. The successful
description of jet spectra, in p-p collisions, establishes a
reliable baseline for the study of nuclear modification in
p-A collisions.

The nuclear modification factor RpPb,jet, as a function
of the transverse momentum of the jet, for 0-90% p-Pb
collisions, at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV, is presented in Fig. 6.

The analysis is performed at mid-rapidity (|y∗| < 0.3).
At mid-rapidity, the observed RpPb,jet is consistent with
unity within the systematic uncertainties. It reveals no
significant modification of the total yield of jets relative
to the nuclear geometric expectation in 0-90% p-Pb col-
lisions. The x-scape-gim calculation here, without in-
corporating the effects of energy loss by the initial hard
partons, successfully reproduces the experimental results.
This result aligns with the behavior observed in the min-
imum bias RpPb of inclusive charged π± in Fig. 4, where
no discernible nuclear modifications are evident in p-Pb
collisions.

Overall, the x-scape-gim results presented in this sub-
section benchmark the particle production in p-p and p-
Pb collisions without medium-induced energy loss effects.
They provide consistent descriptions of the data for both
jet and hadron production in p-Pb collisions. For the case
of hadron spectra, contributions from bulk dynamics in-

cluded a fluid dynamical simulation followed by Cooper-
Frye hadronization, while contributions from the hard
sector included the fragmentation of strings stretched
between the hard high-pT showers and beam remnants.
The x-scape-gim simulator provides a simulation where
there is energy-momentum conservation between these
two sectors, event-by-event. These combined together to
produce the first seamless description of hadron produc-
tion at all pT (0 ≤ pT ≤ 20 GeV) in Fig. 4. The effects
of this energy balance between the hard and bulk sectors
will be studied briefly in the next section.

B. Soft-hard correlations in p-p and p-Pb collisions

In this subsection, a simple study of the soft-hard cor-
relation from global energy-momentum conservation in
small systems is presented. Subtracting the energies and
momenta of hard partons, from the bulk initial condi-
tions, generates event-by-event anti-correlations between
particle production from bulk and hard sectors. In this
subsection, we briefly study these correlations.
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FIG. 7. The transverse energy of hadrons produced from the
bulk sector (red line), fragmentation hadrons from the hard
sector (blue line) and total (black line) at backward rapidity
range (−4.9 < η < −3.2) as a function of leading jet pT in p-
Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The dashed lines indicate

the boundaries for centrality bins.

No fits to experimental measurements on pT versus
event activity, as measured by ALICE (at lower pT ), or
centrality dependent spectra, as measured by ATLAS
and CMS (at higher pT ), are included. These will re-
quire an extensive Bayesian analysis to fully calibrate the
model (either with or without correlation with event ac-
tivity), followed by high statistics simulations to see the
effect of jet pT on separate event activity bins. Our goal
in this effort, is to demonstrate that the x-scape-gim
soft-hard model with exact energy-momentum conserva-
tion, does indeed contain non-trivial correlations between
the hard energy of a produced jet or hadron, and the
event activity measured at various rapidities.
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Studying soft-hard correlation requires a large number
of event-by-event simulations. To speed up simulations
in the bulk sector, we have trained a deep neural net-
work to emulate (3+1)D hydrodynamic simulations and
to map initial-state longitudinal energy profiles (dE/dηs)
to final-state transverse energy distributions (dET /dη),
event by event. This neural network was trained with
10,000 real hydrodynamic simulations. We tested the
trained neural network and found that the emulator pre-
dicted dET /dη was tightly correlated with the valida-
tion results from the real model, which is sufficient for us
to study the qualitative features of soft-hard correlation
in our model. For future quantitative comparisons with
experimental measurements, we will perform systematic
tests to determine whether the machine learning routine
can cover the full fluctuation spectrum of the real model
with sufficient accuracy. Nevertheless, with the speed up
enabled by this neural network, we can efficiently (and
perhaps approximately) predict the final state transverse
energy distributions from the bulk sector based on the
initial state dE/dηs after subtracting the energy gener-
ated by the hard process and study the soft-hard corre-
lation in this subsection.

Figure 7 presents the collision event’s transverse energy
(ET ) in the backward lead-going side (−4.9 < η < −3.2)
as a function of the leading jet pT at mid-rapidity in p-Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The red line shows the

transverse energy from bulk medium hadrons. This soft
component of the ET exhibits a mild decreasing trend
with increasing leading jet pT , because of a larger energy
reduction in the 3d-Glauber initial conditions when the
collision event produces a jet with higher energy.

The blue line shows a significant non-monotonic lead-
ing jet pT dependence of the backward transverse energy
from the hard parton shower. The magnitude of ET in-
creases with the leading jet pT and reaches the maximum
at around pjetT,peak ≈ 50 GeV in p-Pb collisions. This
dynamically generated momentum scale results from the
competition between the energy of the jet shower at mid-
rapidity and the energies of corresponding nucleon rem-
nants connected with the hard partons.

For jets with pT ≲ 50 GeV, the typical nucleon rem-
nants carry larger momentum than those in the outgo-
ing parton shower. So, the fragmented hadrons are dis-
tributed over a wider range of rapidity. In this kine-
matic region, the transverse energy ET in the backward
rapidity positively correlates with the leading jet pT at
mid-rapidity because higher energy jets radiate more and
produce more particles, many of which form parts of
the string stretching with the remnants. For jets with
pT ≳ 50 GeV, the outgoing parton shower with ever
larger transverse momentum starts to win over the nu-
cleon remnants and pulls more fragmented hadrons to-
wards midrapidity. It results in a suppression of the ET

in the backward rapidity. Based on this mechanism, we
expect this momentum scale pjetT,peak to be an increasing

function of the collision energy
√
sNN.

The total transverse energy (as a function of the pT of

the leading jet) exhibits a similar behavior to transverse
energy from the hard sector, as this portion dominates
in jet-triggered events. This non-monotonic leading jet
pT dependence of the transverse energy is essential to
understanding the correlation between event activity and
jet production in small systems. The LHC experiments
usually use the backward transverse energy or particle
multiplicity to define the event centrality [19, 21, 23].
We show the ATLAS centrality definition as dashed lines
in Fig. 7. When one triggers jets or hadrons with pT ≲
50 GeV, the positive correlation between ET and leading
jet pT results in a bias to select more central collisions
with a high jet pT trigger. When the trigger energy is
larger than the pjetT,peak, the opposite pT dependence of ET

correlates collision events with less event activity with the
higher jet pT trigger.
Interestingly, these two distinct correlations between

event activity and hard triggers have been observed in
the ALICE [23] and ATLAS experiments [19]. The x-
scape-gim results in Fig. 7 shows qualitative agree-
ments with those observations. The ALICE measure-
ments showed that the high-pT hadron triggers around
10 GeV generated a selection bias towards collisions with
more event activity in the backward rapidity region, in
line with the x-scape-gim results for the leading jet
pT ≲ pjetT,peak. The ATLAS measurements showed an

RpPb,jet > 1 for pT ≳ 200 GeV in peripheral p-Pb colli-
sions while RpPb,jet < 1 for central p-Pb collisions. This
measurement reflects the negative correlation between
ET and leading jet pT for pT ≳ pjetT,peak in Fig. 7. Quanti-
tative comparisons with these measurements require high
statistics calculations to performed post a large scale
Bayesian analysis, which will be pursued in future pub-
lications.
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at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV.

In Figure 8, we present the total transverse energy at
mid-rapidity, as a function of the leading jet transverse
momentum in p-Pb collisions. As anticipated, the total
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ET at middle rapidity exhibits a monotonic increase with
the leading jet pT , predominantly driven by the contribu-
tions from hard processes. In the proton-going side, we
find the forward ET has a qualitatively same correlation
as that in backward (Pb-going) rapidity region.
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Similar correlations between the collision event ET ,
in forward and mid-rapidity, and the leading jet pT are
present in p-p collisions, as shown in Figs. 9 and 10. No-
tably, the ET at the forward rapidity displays similar
non-monotonic behavior with respect to the leading jet
pT as in p-Pb collisions. The transition momentum scale
pjetT,peak seems to be around 50 GeV, independent of the
collision system.

Studying the correlation between event activity and
high pT triggers in different collision systems will be valu-
able in verifying the underlying physics picture presented
here. It will also be interesting to study the collision en-
ergy dependence of this dynamically generated momen-
tum scale. These will be addressed in upcoming efforts.
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Bayesian calibration. The ALICE data is from [69].

C. Parameter space exploration with Bayesian
analysis

In this subsection, we would like to explore the model
parameter space of the x-scape-gim simulator and indi-
vidual parameters’ effects on final-state observables. In
this particular simulator, designed within the x-scape-
gim simulator, we define a 15-dimensional parameter
space, including variables that control particle produc-
tion in soft and hard sectors. The details about model
parameters are explained in the Appendix A.

Because simulating event-by-event p-p and p-A colli-
sions with the multi-stage x-scape-gim simulator is com-
putationally demanding, we need to train model emula-
tors for the interested experimental observables and ex-
plore the model parameter space efficiently. With limited
computational resources, we perform numerical simula-
tions at 80 training points in a Latin-Hypercube design.
We focus on the identified particle (pions, kaons and pro-
tons) pT -differential spectra with pT < 20 GeV in mini-
mum bias p-p collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV.

With the trained model emulator, we perform Markov
Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) in the 15-dimensional pa-
rameter space by constraining the model results with the
ALICE measurements. The posterior distributions of the
model parameters are shown in Appendix A. As shown
in Fig. 11, the x-scape-gim simulator provides a reason-
able description of the identified particle spectra in min-
imum bias p-p collisions. Although the model emulators
were trained with a limited training design, we validate
our Bayesian calibration with the real model calculation
using the median values of the model parameters from
the posterior distribution. The real model calculations
(shown in the black solid line) are consistent with the
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predictions from model emulators.
This exploratory study presented here paves the way

for a more systematic Bayesian inference analysis in small
systems with the x-scape-gim simulator, in an upcom-
ing work. Such an analysis will incorporate more pa-
rameters within the model and include a larger data set,
beyond hadrons and jets.

IV. ESTIMATE OF ENERGY LOSS

In the preceding section, we presented results for the
spectra and nuclear modification factors for charged
hadrons and jets, using the x-scape-gim simulator (3d-
Glauber + pythia + I-matter + music + matter).
For both p-p and p-Pb collisions, the hard partonic show-
ers were calculated in the vacuum, ignoring any jet-
medium interactions. This was carried out assuming that
the medium formed within p-p and p-Pb collisions would
be too small to induce any energy loss. This assump-
tion worked well in comparisons between the simulation
results and experimental data (see Figs. 3–6).

This section will explore the effect of allowing for
medium-induced energy loss in the parton showers pro-
duced in the small systems. The reason for not presenting
these results first is that the energy and momentum de-
posited in 3d-Glauber, which seeds the evolving soft
medium, depends on the amount of energy-momentum
delegated to the hard processes. Thus, the expanding
QGP is different in each event. As a result, one has
to carry out a 3+1D fluid dynamical simulation in each
event. This is extremely computationally expensive. To
compensate for this, we simulate the hard scattering and
partonic shower in two steps:

1. Hard scattering and initial state shower: We run
Nscattering events, where we use Pythia to generate
the hard scattering and I-matter to simulate the
initial state shower to obtain the initial partons.

2. Final state shower and energy loss: For each event
from the previous step, we subtract the energy from
the 3d-Glauber initial state, which is then used
to seed the hydrodynamic evolution. The hydro-
dynamic profile is saved and can then be used to
run Nshower matter shower events, now including
medium-induced energy loss.

Using this approach, we enhance the statistics of the en-
ergy loss portion rather than the full initial hard scat-
tering cross section. Given that the initial state of the
matter shower is saved to disc, we can use the same ini-
tial state but without including the energy loss to obtain
a baseline vacuum evolution to compare against. Cal-
culating the nuclear modification factor in this manner,
removes the statistical error of the initial state from the
process. Note, our goal in this section is to estimate the
shift in RpPb from energy-loss as accurately as possible.
We are not trying to produce fully realistic results from
the simulator will all aspects of statistical error included.
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FIG. 12. The bulk energy density and the hard partons po-
sition time evolution in the transverse plane at midrapidiy.
The hard partons (purple dots) are moving in ±y directions
with the speed of light. The red contour is the freeze-out line
for hydrodynamics. The 3 snapshots are at τ = 0.5, 1 and
2 fm/c.

In prior efforts using the matter generator in the
jetscape framework, such as in Refs. [34, 77], simula-
tions included jet coherence effects [44], which tend to
reduce the effective jet quenching parameter q̂ with in-
creasing virtuality in the matter stage. In this effort,
we do not include any such weakening effects. This is
meant to produce an over-estimate of any energy loss
effects from the matter stage. There is also no LBT
simulation, given the very short lifetime of the QGP in
these systems.

Due to the hard partons’ interaction with the medium,
the ability to track color exchanges throughout the
shower is lost. Previously, in jetscape simulations, one
could use a colorless hadronization model, where the par-
tonic color connects the final state partons with color as-
signed faux remnants [78]. However, for this study, we
will contend with this limitation by employing a simple
independent fragmentation model where the pion spec-
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trum can be obtained from the following integral

dNπ

dpT
(pπT ) =

∑
f

∫
dz

z
Df→π(z)

dNf

dpT

(
pfT = pπT /z

)
,

(12)

where sum f runs over all partonic flavors and dNf/dpT
is the partonic spectrum. We use the KKP parametriza-
tion [79] for the fragmentaiton function Df→π(z). Using
a fragmentation function, has the added benefit that sta-
tistical error from the Pythia simulation that underlies
the Colorless Hadronization module is now absent, yield-
ing an even more accurate estimation of the shift in the
hadronic RpPb due to energy loss.

In order to give the reader an even more physical pic-
ture of the simulation, we present a space-time picture
of a typical event in an x-scape-gim simulation. The
initial position of the hard partons is determined from
the hotspots of the 3d-Glauber model from which the
hard scattering energy is subtracted. In Fig. 12, we dis-
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FIG. 14. The nuclear modification factor RpPb for charged
pions calculated solely from the hard sector, compared with
the ALICE data [69].

play the evolution of the transverse energy density profile
of the bulk matter and the position of the hard partons
from an example event. One observes that while the hard
partons started close to the center of the hydrodynamic
evolution, after only 1 fm/c they have moved outside the
freeze-out surface displayed in the red contour.
The partonic final state can be used to directly com-

pute the jet spectrum using the anti-kT algorithm.
While partonic jets are known to not exactly reproduce
hadronic jets observed in experiments, they nonetheless
provide a close approximation to hadronic jets and can be
used to obtain nuclear modification factors. The results
for nuclear modification factors using Nscattering = 6000
and Nshower=100 are shown in Fig. 13.
We compare the partonic spectrum from a vacuum

shower to a medium-modified shower using matter. In
minimum bias p-Pb collisions, experimental data provide
evidence for a non-negligible amount of energy loss, with
bounds placed at ∆E ≲ 1% [24], or pT ≲ 0.4 GeV out
of jet cone [23]. Our results are consistent with these
experiments, as the energy loss is negligible in both the
jet and the pion spectra. In Fig. 13, the nuclear modi-
fication factor RpPb is consistent with unity within the
statistical uncertainties. In Fig. 14, the hadronic RpPb

is larger than 0.9. Thus, |RpPb − 1| is within the typi-
cal uncertainty of simulations with millions of events (see
Fig. 4), or experimental error bars.

In this section, we have demonstrated that even with
the inclusion of final state energy loss, in the matter
module, there is no discernible shift in the RpPb for
jets or charged hadrons from the case of no energy loss.
The cause for this is straightforward, the produced bulk
medium is simply too small and lives for too short a time
(as shown in Fig. 12) to effect a noticeable shift in the
RpPb. Thus, it is possible for a QGP to be formed in
small systems such as a p− Pb collision without the ap-
pearance of any energy loss.
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V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

The newly developed x-scape framework offers a com-
prehensive approach to study the interplay dynamics be-
tween hard and soft sectors in small systems, such as p-p
and p-A collisions at high energies. Within this frame-
work we have produced a simulator x-scape-gim (3d-
Glauber + pythia + I-matter + music + matter)
which allows for the production of small droplets of QGP,
even in the presence of hard scattering, in p-p and p-A
collisions.

The x-scape-gim simulator adopts a multi-stage ap-
proach and imposes soft and hard correlation, based on
energy-momentum conservation, event by event. On the
one hand, the soft non-perturbative particle production is
modeled by the 3d-Glauber + hydrodynamics model.
The 3d-Glauber model provides the collision geome-
try, including sub-nucleonic fluctuations, and parameter-
izes the initial bulk medium’s energy-momentum distri-
bution for the subsequent hydrodynamic evolution, after
the initial collision. On the other hand, hard scatter-
ings are sampled using Pythia and dressed with initial-
and final-state radiation using the I-matter and mat-
ter models. The energy and momentum consumed in
the hard processes are subtracted from that available for
bulk medium production. This multi-stage framework
builds in non-trivial event-by-event correlations between
soft and hard particle production in both spatial and mo-
mentum spaces.

Using this hybrid approach, we presented a quantita-
tive description of hadron and jet spectra in minimum-
bias p-p and p-Pb collisions across the full transverse mo-
mentum range at top LHC energies (

√
sNN = 5.02TeV).

We verified that the medium-induced energy loss is neg-
ligible in p-Pb collisions, aligning with experimental find-
ings. Future inclusion of shower-medium parton recom-
bination is expected to reduce the tension at the inter-
mediate pT range of the pion spectra.

The soft-hard correlations from energy-momentum
conservation unveiled an intriguing interplay between the
high-pT trigger and the collision event activity, charac-
terized by the transverse energy ET distribution in the
forward (or backward) rapidity. The rise and fall of the
system’s transverse energy ET with the leading jet pT
demonstrate how the hard scattering process produces
an increasing ET over a wide range of rapidity (the
pedestal), until energy momentum conservation limits
and reduces the pedestal with increasing jet pT . The x-
scape-gim results can qualitatively explain the correla-
tions observed in the ALICE and ATLAS measurements.
The dynamically developed transition scale results from
competition between the jet pT and partonic remnants.
Future exploration of the collision energy dependence of
correlations between event activity and hard process trig-
gers at the top RHIC and LHC energies will shed light
on understanding the dynamics in small systems.

The x-scape framework [40] provides the commu-
nity with a full-fledged event generator building toolkit

for small systems to investigate the origin of collectiv-
ity and absence of medium-induced energy loss in high-
multiplicity p-p and p-A collisions. Extending this frame-
work to intermediate-size systems, such as O-O collisions,
and eventually large A-A collisions would further estab-
lish and verify this unified approach for relativistic nu-
clear collisions at high energy.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported in part by the National Sci-
ence Foundation (NSF) within the framework of the
JETSCAPE collaboration, under grant number OAC-
2004571 (CSSI:X-SCAPE). It was also supported under
PHY-1516590 and PHY-1812431 (R.J.F., M.Ko., C.P.
and A.S.); it was supported in part by the US De-
partment of Energy, Office of Science, Office of Nuclear
Physics under grant numbers DE-AC02-05CH11231 (X.-
N.W. and W.Z.), DE-AC52-07NA27344 (A.A., R.A.S.),
DE-SC0013460 (A.K., A.M., C.Sh., I.S., C.Si and R.D.),
DE-SC0021969 (C.Sh. and W.Z.), DE-SC0024232 (C.Sh.
and H.R.), DE-SC0012704 (B.S.), DE-FG02-92ER40713
(J.H.P. and M.Ke.), DE-FG02-05ER41367 (D.S. and
S.A.B.), DE-SC0024660 (R.K.E), DE-SC0024347 (J.-
F.P. and M.S.). The work was also supported in part by
the National Science Foundation of China (NSFC) un-
der grant numbers 11935007, 11861131009 and 11890714
(Y.H. and X.-N.W.), by the Natural Sciences and En-
gineering Research Council of Canada (C.G., S.J., and
G.V.), by the University of Regina President’s Tri-
Agency Grant Support Program (G.V.), by the Canada
Research Chair program (G.V. and A.K.) reference num-
ber CRC-2022-00146, by the Office of the Vice Pres-
ident for Research (OVPR) at Wayne State Univer-
sity (Y.T.), and by the São Paulo Research Foundation
(FAPESP) under projects 2016/24029-6, 2017/05685-2
and 2018/24720-6 (M.L.). C.Sh., J.-F.P. and R.K.E. ac-
knowledge a DOE Office of Science Early Career Award.
I. S. was funded as a part of the European Research
Council project ERC-2018-ADG-835105 YoctoLHC , and
as a part of the Center of Excellence in Quark Matter of
the Academy of Finland (project 346325).
Calculations for this work used the Wayne State

Grid and Anvil at Purdue RCAC through allocation
PHY230020 from the Advanced Cyberinfrastructure Co-
ordination Ecosystem: Services & Support (ACCESS)
program [80], which is supported by National Sci-
ence Foundation grants #2138259, #2138286, #2138307,
#2137603, and #2138296.

Appendix A: Model parameters

The x-scape-gim simulator contains several model pa-
rameters to describe the initial state and the QGP prop-
erties in the bulk sector, as well as high-energy parton
shower and their fragmentation.
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In this work, we vary 15 parameters summarised in
Table II. Their values were used in the simulation results
presented in Sec. III.

TABLE II. Model parameters in x-scape-gim simulator for
small systems.

p̂T,min pT,min αs Cv probStoUD

8 GeV 8 GeV 0.15 0.25 0.217

yloss,2 yloss,6 yloss,10 σyloss σstring
x

1.6 2.15 2.15 0.5 0.5 fm

σstring
η αpreflow η/s ζmax esw

0.5 0.15 0.2 0.08 0.45 GeV/fm3

In the hard sector, the parameter p̂T,min is the mini-
mum invariant pT generating the initial hard collisions,
and pT,min is the miminal cut off for MPI. The strong
coupling constant αs is specified at the scale of Z bo-
son’s mass and runs with parton’s energy. The parame-
ter Cv determines the highest possible virtuality of initial
partons in the I-matter and matter parton shower.
In the Lund string fragmentation sector, the probStoUD
describes the s quark production probability relative to
ordinary u or d one. We choose the non-perturbative
virtuality scale t0 = 4 GeV2 for fragmentation in this
work.

In the bulk sector, the rapidity loss parameters yloss,n
control the averaged amount of energy loss for soft string
production in the 3d-Glaubermodel using the following
piece-wise parameterization [81],

⟨yloss⟩(yinit) =
yloss,2

yinit

2 , 0 < yinit ≤ 2

yloss,2 + (yloss,6 − yloss,2)
yinit−2

4 , 2 < yinit < 6

yloss,6 + (yloss,10 − yloss,6)
yinit−6

4 , yinit ≥ 6

(A1)

Here, yinit is the magnitude of the incoming parton ra-
pidity in the collision pair rest frame. The rapidity loss
fluctuation is introduced by the variance parameter σyloss

with the logit-normal distribution. We sample a ran-
dom number X from a normal distribution N (0, σyloss

)
and compute Y ≡ 1/(1 + e−X). Then the rapidity loss

yloss(yinit) is computed as,

yloss(yinit) = (4⟨yloss⟩ − yinit)Y + 2(yinit − 2⟨yloss⟩)Y 2.
(A2)

The sampled rapidity loss yloss from Eq. (A2) is bounded
between 0 and incoming rapidity yinit and has a mean
⟨yloss⟩ [57].
The parameter σstring

x is the Gaussian width for
the hotspot’s transverse spatial profile for the energy-
momentum source terms. And the σstring

η controls the
Gaussian fall off at the string ends along the space-time
rapidity direction.
When soft strings are deposited to hydrodynamic

fields, they develop pre-equilibrium transverse velocity
fields parameterized by the blast-wave profile [82]. For
a soft string at transverse position (xstring, ystring), the
transverse flow rapidity is parameterized as,

η⊥(x⊥) = αpreflow|x̃⊥|, (A3)

where x̃⊥ = (x− xstring, y − ystring) denotes the 2D vec-
tor points from the string center. Then, the 2D trans-
verse flow vector is u⊥(x⊥) = sinh[η⊥(x⊥)]êx̃⊥ with
êx̃⊥ = x̃⊥/|x̃⊥| being the unit vector points along the
x̃⊥ direction.

We consider shear and bulk viscous effects in hydro-
dynamic evolution. The QGP-specific shear viscosity is
chosen to be an effective constant, ηT/(e+P ) = 0.2, and
the temperature-dependent QGP-specific bulk viscosity
is parameterized as [81, 82],

ζT

(e+ P )
(T ) = ζmaxexp

[
−
(
T − Tpeak

Twidth,≶

)2
]
, (A4)

where Twidth,< = 0.015GeV for T < Tpeak, and
Twidth,> = 0.1GeV for T > Tpeak with Tpeak = 0.16
GeV [82].
The parameter esw is the switching energy density for

converting fluid cells to hadrons via the Cooper-Frye par-
ticlization in the bulk sector.
We carried out the first iteration of the Bayesian cali-

bration for the 15 model parameters with a limited train-
ing design in Sec. III C. The marginal distributions for
each parameter are shown in Fig. 15. With only the
identified particle pT -spectra in minimum bias p-p colli-
sions, we get some constraints on the parameters in the
hard sector. The model parameters in the bulk sectors
are weakly constrained. Our current study sets up the
Bayesian workflow for a more dedicated study in the fu-
ture.
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