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Abstract

The pseudorapidity density of charged particles, dNch/dη , in p–Pb collisions has been measured at
a centre-of-mass energy per nucleon-nucleon pair of

√
sNN = 8.16 TeV at mid-pseudorapidity for

non-single-diffractive events. The results cover 3.6 units of pseudorapidity, |η |< 1.8. The dNch/dη

value is 19.1± 0.7 at |η | < 0.5. This quantity divided by 〈Npart〉/2, is 4.73± 0.20, which is 9.5%
higher than the corresponding value for p–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. Measurements are com-

pared with models based on different mechanisms for particle production. All models agree within
uncertainties with data in the Pb-going side, while HIJING overestimates, showing a symmetric be-
haviour, and EPOS underestimates the p-going side of the dNch/dη distribution. Saturation-based
models reproduce the distributions well for η > −1.3. The dNch/dη is also measured for different
centrality estimators, based both on the charged-particle multiplicity and on the energy deposited in
the Zero-Degree Calorimeters. A study of the implications of the large multiplicity fluctuations due
to the small number of participants for systems like p–Pb in the centrality calculation for multiplicity-
based estimators is discussed, demonstrating the advantages of determining the centrality with energy
deposited near beam rapidity.

∗See Appendix A for the list of collaboration members
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1 Introduction

Particle production in proton–nucleus (pA) collisions is influenced by nuclear effects in the initial state.
In particular, p–Pb collisions are a valuable tool to study initial-state effects, which are present as a con-
sequence of the nucleons being bound into nuclei. Additionally, the particle multiplicity is an important
tool to study the various theoretical models of gluon saturation, which contain different treatments of
the upper limit in the growth of the parton density. Therefore, pseudorapidity density measurements can
provide constraints to the modelling of the initial state at small Bjorken-x. Moreover, evidence for collec-
tive phenomena have been observed in p–Pb collisions, with the magnitude of the effects increasing with
event multiplicity [1–9]. Proton–nucleus collisions serve as a tool to study also final-state effects that are
sensitive to the formation of a Quark–Gluon Plasma in heavy-ion collisions, under active scrutiny by the
community [10]. For these reasons, it is important to understand the collision geometry and the global
properties of the system produced in p–Pb collisions.

This paper presents a measurement of the primary charged-particle density in p–Pb collisions, dNch/dηlab,
at a nucleon-nucleon centre-of-mass energy of

√
sNN = 8.16 TeV for laboratory pseudorapidities |ηlab|<

1.8. A primary charged particle is defined as a charged particle with a mean proper lifetime τ larger
than 1 cm/c, which is either produced directly in the interaction, or from decays of particles with τ

smaller than 1 cm/c, excluding particles produced in interactions with the beam pipe, material of the
subdetectors, cables and support structures [11]. The dominant processes in p–Pb collisions are the non-
diffractive ones. Diffractive events can be single-, double- or central-diffractive and results are presented
for non-single-diffractive (NSD) events. Data are compared to other experimental measurements avail-
able in pp, p–Pb, d–Au and AA collisions. Results are compared also with simulations (performed with
HIJING 2.1 [12, 13], EPOS 3 [14–16] and EPOS LHC [17]) and calculations incorporating the saturation
of the gluon density in the colliding hadrons (MC-rcBK [18, 19] and KLN [20, 21]).

The rest of this article is organised in the following way: Sec. 2 describes the experimental conditions
and the detectors used to measure the centrality of the event and the pseudorapidity density of charged
particles. In Sec. 3, the centrality determination methodologies are described, both the ones using the
multiplicity distributions of charged particles and the alternative one that relies on the energy collected
in the neutron Zero-Degree Calorimeters (ZDCs). Section 4 explains, in detail, the analysis procedure to
measure the dNch/dη . The systematic uncertainties are described in Sec. 5, and the results along with
comparisons to models are presented in Sec. 6. A brief summary and conclusions are given in Sec. 7.

2 Experimental setup

The p–Pb data were provided by the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) in December 2016. There were two
configurations that were exploited: in one, denoted by p–Pb below, the proton beam circulated towards
the negative z direction in the ALICE laboratory system, while 208Pb ions circulated in the opposite
direction; in the second configuration, denoted by Pb–p, the direction of both beams was reversed. The
total luminosity was 0.06 nb−1, corresponding to around 120 million minimum-bias (MB) events in
the p–Pb and Pb–p configurations. The beams in both rings have the same magnetic rigidity. The
nucleon-nucleon centre-of-mass energy was

√
sNN = 8.16 TeV, with both p and Pb beams at 6.5 TeV per

proton charge. Due to the asymmetric collision system, there is a shift in the centre-of-mass rapidity of
∆y = 0.465 in the direction of the proton beam.

Full details of the ALICE detector are given elsewhere [22, 23]. The main element used for the analysis
was the Silicon Pixel Detector (SPD): the two innermost cylindrical layers of the ALICE Inner Tracking
System [22], made of hybrid silicon pixel chips. The SPD is located inside a solenoidal magnet that
provides a magnetic field of 0.5 T. The first layer covers |ηlab|< 2.0 for collisions at the nominal Interac-
tion Point (IP), while the second covers |ηlab|< 1.4. The layers have full azimuthal coverage and radii of
3.9 cm and 7.6 cm, respectively. In total, the SPD has 9.8×106 silicon pixels, each of size 50×425 µm2.
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The MB trigger signal is given by the V0 detector [24], which is composed of two arrays of 32 scintilla-
tors positioned at 3.3 m (V0A) and -0.90 m (V0C) from the nominal IP along the beam axis. Each array
has a ring structure segmented into 4 radial and 8 azimuthal sectors. The detector has full azimuthal
coverage in the pseudorapidity ranges 2.8 < ηlab < 5.1 and −3.7 < ηlab <−1.7. The signal amplitudes
and particle arrival times are recorded for each of the 64 scintillators. The V0 is well suited for triggering
thanks to its good timing resolution (below 1 ns) and its large angular acceptance. The timing is used to
discriminate the beam–beam collisions from background events, like beam–gas and beam–halo events,
produced outside the interaction region. The neutron ZDCs [25] are likewise utilised for background
rejection. The neutron calorimeters, ZNs, are quartz-fibre spaghetti calorimeters placed at zero degrees
with respect to the LHC beam axis, positioned at 112.5 m (ZNA) and -112.5 m (ZNC) from the nominal
IP. ZNs detect neutral particles emitted at pseudorapidities |ηlab|> 8.7 and have an energy resolution of
around 18% for neutron energies of 2.56 TeV.

A subsample of 6.8 million events is analysed for p–Pb collisions, with an average number of interactions
per bunch crossing, 〈µ〉 of 0.004. A subsample of 2.7 million events is analysed for Pb–p collisions, with
〈µ〉 = 0.007. The comparison of p–Pb and Pb–p results is used to assess the systematic uncertainties.
The hardware MB trigger is configured to have high efficiency for hadronic events, requiring a signal in
both V0A and V0C. Beam–gas and beam–halo interactions are suppressed in the analysis by requiring
offline the particles’ arrival time in the V0 and ZN detectors to be compatible with collisions from the
nominal IP. The contamination from background is estimated to be negligible through control triggers on
non-colliding bunches.

The event sample after trigger and timing selection consisted of NSD, single-diffractive (SD), and elec-
tromagnetic (EM) interactions. The MB trigger efficiency for NSD events is estimated to be 99.2%
using the DPMJet Monte Carlo event generator [26], and 99.5% using HIJING 1.36 [27]. HIJING 1.36
combines perturbative-QCD processes with soft interactions, and includes a strong impact parameter
dependence of parton shadowing. DPMJet is based on the Gribov-Glauber approach and treats soft and
hard scattering processes in a unified way. It includes incoherent SD collisions of the projectile proton
with target nucleons; these interactions are concentrated mainly on the surface of the nucleus. The gener-
ated particles are transported through the experimental setup using the GEANT3 [28] software package.
SD collisions are removed in DPMJet by requiring that at least one of the binary nucleon-nucleon inter-
actions is NSD. The SD and EM contaminations are estimated from Monte Carlo simulation studies to
be negligible.

Among the selected events in data, 99% had a primary vertex. In DPMJet this fraction was 99.6%
(99.8% for HIJING 1.36), with a trigger and selection efficiency for events without a primary vertex of
28% (23.1%). Taking into account the difference of the fraction of events without a vertex in the data and
the simulation, the overall selection efficiency for NSD events in the analysis is estimated to be 97.0%
(96.2%) according to DPMJet (HIJING 1.36).

3 Centrality determination

The Glauber model [29, 30] is used to calculate the number of participating nucleons (participants), Npart,
and the corresponding number of nucleon-nucleon collisions, Ncoll, that are controlled by the collision
impact parameter, b. Indeed, the number of produced particles changes with the variation of the amount
of matter overlapping in the collision region; Npart and Ncoll describe quantitatively this variation. In
pA collisions, Ncoll = Npart −1. Using the Glauber model, it is possible to calculate the probability
distributions of the relevant parameters, Npart and Ncoll, which for pA collisions are loosely correlated
to b. Centrality classes are defined as percentile intervals of the visible cross section, which determines
the event sample after the selections described in Sec. 2. The number of participating nucleons and
nucleon-nucleon collisions are calculated, accordingly, for the visible cross section.
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Figure 1: Distribution of the sum of amplitudes in V0A (Pb-going side) and the NBD-Glauber fit in red. Centrality
classes are indicated by vertical lines and the inset shows the most peripheral events in more detail.

The centrality is determined for three different estimators, two of which are based on observables well
separated in pseudorapidity to limit the effect of short-range correlations in the collision region. The
method founded on multiplicity-based estimators is derived by fitting the measured charged-particle
multiplicity distributions with an Ncoll distribution obtained from the Glauber model convoluted with a
Negative Binomial Distribution (NBD) to model the multiplicity produced in a single collision. Multi-
plicity fluctuations play an important role in pA collisions. The range of multiplicities used to define a
centrality class in the case of pA collisions is of the same order of magnitude as the multiplicity fluc-
tuations [31]. Therefore, a biased sample of nucleon-nucleon collisions is selected using multiplicity.
Samples of high-multiplicity events select not only a class with larger than average 〈Npart〉, but also one
which is widely spread in Ncoll and that leads to deviations from the scaling of hard processes with Multi-
ple Parton Interactions (MPI). These high-multiplicity nucleon-nucleon collisions have a higher particle
mean transverse momentum pT, and are collisions where MPI are more likely [4]. The opposite happens
for low-multiplicity events.

The centrality determined from the hybrid method, described in Sec. 3.2 using the energy deposited in
the ZDCs, on the contrary, minimises biases on the binary scaling of hard processes. Indeed, the ZDCs
detect, at large η separation from the central region, the nucleons produced in the interaction through the
nuclear de-excitation process or knocked out by participants (called slow nucleons). A heuristic approach
based on extrapolation from low-energy data is discussed in a previous publication [31].

3.1 Centrality from charged-particle distributions

In the method based on multiplicity estimators [31], the events are classified into centrality classes using
either the number of clusters in the outer layer of the SPD (CL1 estimator), or the amplitude measured
by the V0 in the Pb-remnant side, A-side, for p–Pb (V0A estimator) or in the C-side for Pb–p (V0C es-
timator) collisions. The amplitudes are fitted with a Monte Carlo implementation of the Glauber model
assuming that the number of sources is given by the Npart/2 multiplied by a NBD, which is the as-
sumed particle production per source, parametrised with µ and k, where µ is the mean multiplicity per
source and k controls the contribution at high multiplicity. The nuclear density for Pb is modelled by
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Table 1: Mean values of Npart, Ncoll and TpPb of p–Pb collisions for MB and centrality classes defined by slices in
CL1 and V0A. The values are obtained with a Glauber Monte Carlo calculation coupled to an NBD to fit CL1 and
V0A distributions.
Centrality (%) 〈Npart〉 RMS syst. 〈Ncoll〉 RMS syst. 〈TpPb〉 (mb−1) RMS (mb−1) syst. (mb−1)
0–100 8.09 5.3 0.17 7.09 5.3 0.16 0.0978 0.073 0.0021

CL1 Estimator
0–5 17.0 3.6 0.6 16.0 3.6 0.6 0.220 0.050 0.008
5–10 15.0 3.5 0.4 14.0 3.5 0.4 0.193 0.048 0.006
10–20 13.4 3.5 0.4 12.4 3.5 0.4 0.172 0.048 0.004
20–40 10.9 3.6 0.2 9.9 3.6 0.2 0.136 0.050 0.003
40–60 7.47 3.3 0.15 6.47 3.3 0.15 0.0893 0.046 0.0022
60–80 4.53 2.4 0.09 3.53 2.4 0.09 0.0487 0.033 0.0013
80–100 2.76 1.2 0.03 1.76 1.2 0.03 0.0242 0.016 0.0004

V0A Estimator
0–5 16.5 3.8 0.6 15.5 3.8 0.6 0.213 0.052 0.008
5–10 14.6 3.7 0.4 13.6 3.7 0.4 0.188 0.052 0.006
10–20 13.1 3.9 0.4 12.1 3.9 0.4 0.167 0.053 0.004
20–40 10.7 4.0 0.2 9.7 4.0 0.2 0.134 0.055 0.003
40–60 7.64 3.7 0.16 6.64 3.7 0.16 0.0916 0.051 0.0023
60–80 4.80 2.7 0.10 3.80 2.7 0.10 0.0525 0.037 0.0013
80–100 2.88 1.4 0.03 1.88 1.4 0.03 0.0260 0.019 0.0004

a Woods-Saxon distribution for a spherical nucleus with a radius of 6.62 ± 0.06 fm and a skin thick-
ness of 0.55 ± 0.01 fm [32]. The hard-sphere exclusion distance between nucleons is 0.40 ± 0.40 fm.
For
√

sNN = 8.16 TeV collisions, an inelastic nucleon-nucleon cross section of 72.5 ± 0.5 mb is used,
obtained by interpolation of cross section experimental values [32].

The measured V0A distribution with the NBD-Glauber fit is shown in Fig. 1. A similar fit has been
performed for the CL1 estimator. The failure of the chosen fit function for amplitudes smaller than about
10 is due to trigger inefficiencies in peripheral collisions. The average number of participants, collisions
and nuclear overlap function, 〈TpPb〉, are calculated from the NBD-Glauber simulation for every defined
centrality class. The values for the different estimators are given in Tab. 1. The systematic uncertainties
are obtained by repeating the fit, varying the Glauber parameters (radius, skin thickness and hard-sphere
exclusion) within their uncertainties. The number of participants for all selected events is on average
Npart = 8.09 ± 0.17. The increase in the average Npart, when calculated for NSD collisions only, is of
around 2% and within systematic uncertainties. The geometrical properties determined with the NBD-
Glauber model are robust and approximately independent of the centrality estimator used, within the
model assumptions of this approach.

3.2 Centrality from Zero-Degree Calorimeter and the hybrid method

The ZN detect the slow neutrons produced in the interaction. The multiplicity of slow nucleons is mono-
tonically related to Ncoll, and can, therefore, be used to determine the centrality of the collision [31]. The
experimental distribution of the ZN energy is shown in Fig. 2 and it is used for the hybrid method, which
aims to provide an unbiased centrality estimator. It is based on two assumptions, the first is that the event
selection based on the energy deposited in the ZDCs is free from the multiplicity fluctuation biases in the
particle production at mid-rapidity. The second assumption is that the wounded nucleon model holds [33]
and that some observables, defined below, scale linearly with Ncoll and Npart allowing one to establish a
relationship to the collision geometry. Two sets of 〈Ncoll〉 are calculated: Nmult

coll and NPb-side
coll for each cen-

trality bin i estimated using ZN. The first set is computed assuming that the charged-particle multiplicity
at mid-rapidity is proportional to the Npart: 〈Npart〉mult

i = 〈Npart〉MB · (〈dNch/dηlab〉i/〈dNch/dηlab〉MB),
where 〈Npart〉MB is the average number of participating nucleons in MB collisions reported in Tab. 1,
and, consequently: 〈Ncoll〉mult

i = 〈Npart〉mult
i −1. The second set is calculated using the Pb-side multiplic-
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Figure 2: Distribution of the neutron energy spectrum measured in the Pb-going side (ZNA). Centrality classes
are indicated by vertical lines and the inset shows the most peripheral events in more detail.

Table 2: Average number of hadronic nucleon collisions for the ZNA estimator, with the assumption of charged-
particle multiplicity at mid-rapidity proportional to Npart, 〈Ncoll〉mult, and assuming the signal in V0 proportional to
Ncoll, 〈Ncoll〉Pb-side.

Centrality (%) 〈Ncoll〉mult 〈Ncoll〉Pb-side syst. (%)
0–5 13.4 14.2 6.4
5–10 12.5 12.9 3.9
10–20 11.5 11.8 3.4
20–40 9.81 9.77 2.3
40–60 7.09 6.83 4.3
60–80 4.28 4.09 4.9
80–100 2.08 2.13 3.3

ity: 〈Ncoll〉Pb-side
i = 〈Ncoll〉MB · (〈S〉i/〈S〉MB), where S is the raw signal of the innermost ring of V0A for

p–Pb (4.5 < ηlab < 5.1) and V0C for Pb–p collisions (−3.7 < ηlab < −3.2). A comparison of the Ncoll
values obtained for the various estimators is reported in Tab. 2 for p–Pb collisions. The two different sets
are consistent among each other and with the values calculated for Pb–p. The systematic uncertainties
come from the uncertainty on the Ncoll for 0–100% in Tab. 1 summed with the maximum difference
between the Nmult

coll and NPb-side
coll .

4 Analysis procedure

The technique for the dNch/dηlab measurement is the same as the one employed at
√

sNN = 5.02 TeV [31,
34]. The pseudorapidity acceptance in the laboratory system depends on the position of the primary
vertex along the beamline, zvtx. The selection of a reconstructed vertex within |zvtx| < 15 cm allows
a range of |ηlab| < 1.8 to be covered. Tracklet candidates (short track segments) are formed using the
position of the primary vertex and two hits in the SPD, one in the first and one in the second layer.
Tracklets produced by the random combination of two hits are rejected. To do so, the angular difference
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Table 3: Overview of the sources of systematic uncertainties.

Uncertainty (%)
Source 0–100% 0–5% 80–100%

η = 0 |η |= 1.8 η = 0 |η |= 1.8 η = 0 |η |= 1.8
Tracklet selection criteria negligible 0.5 negligible 0.5 negligible 0.5
Weak-decay contamination 1.3 1.3 1.3
Detector acceptance and efficiency 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.8
Trigger efficiency 0.8 – 1.7
Event-generator dependence 1.2 – –
Background subtraction 0.3 0.3 0.3
Material budget 0.1 0.1 0.1
Particle composition 0.3 0.3 0.3
Zero-pT extrapolation negligible negligible negligible
Pileup negligible negligible negligible
Total 3.0 2.6 3.1 3.6

in the azimuthal direction, ∆ϕ , and in the polar direction, ∆θ , of the inner and outer layer hit with respect
to the reconstructed primary vertex is determined for each pair of hits. Afterwards, the sum of the
squares of the weighted differences in azimuth and polar angles δ 2 = (∆ϕ/σϕ)

2 +(∆θ/σθ )
2 is required

to be less than 1.5, where σϕ = 60 mrad and σθ = 25sin2
θ mrad. With such a requirement, tracklets

corresponding to charged particles with pT > 50 MeV/c are effectively selected. Particles with lower pT
are mostly absorbed by the detector material or lost due to the bending in the magnetic field.

The raw multiplicity measured by tracklets needs to be corrected for (i) the probability for a primary
particle to be reconstructed as a tracklet (acceptance and efficiency), (ii) the contribution from combi-
natorial tracklets, i.e. those whose two hits do not originate from the same primary particle, (iii) the
difference between the fraction of events without a vertex in the data and in the simulation and (iv) the
secondary-particle contamination. The first three corrections are computed using simulated data from
the HIJING 1.36 or DPMJet event generators. The centrality definition in the simulated data is adjusted
such that the particle density is similar to that in real data for the same centrality classes. The contribu-
tions (i) and (ii), determined as a function of z and ηlab, are on average around 1.5 for the acceptance
and reconstruction efficiency, and around 0.02 for the combinatorial background removal in MB and
centrality-dependent measurements at mid-rapidity, independently of the estimator selected and the cen-
trality class. At |ηlab| = 1.8 the combinatorial background contribution reaches a maximum value of
0.07. We further correct the measurement by the difference in the fraction of events without a vertex
observed in data and simulation. The correction for MB dNch/dηlab amounts to 2.2% (3.4%) when using
DPMJet (HIJING 1.36). Since the centrality classes are defined as percentiles of the visible cross sec-
tion, the centrality-dependent measurements are not corrected for the trigger inefficiencies. Differences
in strange-particle content observed at lower beam energies [6, 35] have been used for a data-driven
correction applied to the generator output, giving rise to a correction factor of −0.6%, independent of
centrality.

5 Systematic uncertainties

Several sources of systematic uncertainties were investigated. The uncertainty coming from the selection
of the tracklet quality value δ 2 is negligible at mid-rapidity and amounts to 0.5% at |ηlab|= 1.8. The other
uncertainties associated to the MB dNch/dηlab are independent of the pseudorapidity. The uncertainty
resulting from the subtraction of the contamination from weak decays of strange hadrons is estimated to
be about 1.3%. It is estimated by varying the amount of strange particles except kaons by ±50%. The
uncertainty in detector acceptance and reconstruction efficiency is estimated to be 2.2% by carrying out
the analysis for different slices of the zvtx position distribution and with subsamples in azimuth. The
measurement for Pb–p collisions gives rise to an additional contribution of 1.8%, when reflected in ηlab,
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for the most peripheral centrality bins (80–100%), and 1.1% for 60–80% at |ηlab|= 1.8, and is added to
the systematic uncertainty for acceptance. For the other centrality bins and the MB result the difference
among p–Pb and Pb–p is negligible and already accounted for in the acceptance and reconstruction
efficiency uncertainty. The uncertainty related to the trigger and event selection efficiency for NSD
collisions is estimated to be 0.8% by taking into account the differences in the efficiency obtained with
HIJING 1.36 and DPMJet. An additional 1.2% uncertainty comes from the difference in the scaling
factors due to the events without vertex using the two event generators, as discussed in Sec. 4. A Monte
Carlo test was also carried out with DPMJet to check the difference in the results obtained from NSD
generated events and from selected events, resulting in a difference of 0.2% for the MB result, absorbed
in the trigger efficiency uncertainty, and of 1.7% (0.2%) for 80–100% (60–80%) centrality bins. The
contribution due to the subtraction of the background is studied using an alternative method where fake
hits are injected into real events and it gives rise to a 0.3% uncertainty. The uncertainty from the material
budget is 0.1%, while the uncertainty due to the particle composition amounts to 0.3%. The contributions
from the extrapolation down to zero pT and from the pileup are found to be negligible.

The final systematic uncertainties assigned to the measurements are the quadratic sums of the individual
contributions. An overview of the systematic uncertainties is presented in Tab. 3. For MB dNch/dηlab,
they amount to 3.0%. For centrality-dependent measurements the total uncertainty for central events
is 2.6%. For the most peripheral events it is 3.1% at mid-rapidity and 3.6% for |ηlab| = 1.8. The dif-
ference in uncertainty between the MB and the centrality-dependent measurement is mostly due to the
contributions from the selection efficiency for NSD, which are not included in the centrality-dependent
measurement, and to the difference among p–Pb and Pb–p collisions, which is more relevant for the most
peripheral events at |ηlab|= 1.8.

6 Results

The pseudorapidity density as a function of ηlab is presented in Fig. 3 for |ηlab| < 1.8. An asymmetry
between the proton and the lead hemispheres is observed, and the number of charged particles is higher in
the Pb-going side (positive ηlab). The ALICE measurement is compared with the pseudorapidity density
measured by CMS [36] showing very good agreement within systematic uncertainties. The result is also
compared with several models with different descriptions of particle production, all shifted by ηlab =
0.465 to take into account the shift to the laboratory system. In the improved HIJING 2.1 [12, 13] version
the Cronin effect is included, as well as a strong nuclear shadowing effect (sg = 0.28) in order to explain
the global properties of the final hadron system in p–Pb collisions [34]. The model describes well both the
normalisation and the shape of the distribution for the Pb-going side, while it overestimates the p-going
side, showing a symmetric behaviour, as for the p–Pb collisions at 5.02 TeV. The dNch/dηlab versus ηlab
is compared with two different versions of EPOS. EPOS LHC [17] is a tune of EPOS 1.99 based on LHC
data. It is designed to describe all bulk properties of hadronic interactions and based on Gribov-Regge
theory for partons. It incorporates collective effects with a separation of the initial state into a core and
a corona. EPOS LHC reproduces the Pb-going side, although it underestimates the p-going side of the
distribution, showing a stronger asymmetry than data. EPOS 1.99 contains collective flow parametrised
at freeze-out, while EPOS 3 [14–16] includes a full viscous hydrodynamical simulation. It starts from
flux tube initial conditions, which are generated in the Gribov-Regge multiple scattering framework.
It reproduces the most forward part of the distribution in the Pb-going side, but underestimates both
the normalisation, the mid-rapidity part and the p-going side of the dNch/dηlab distribution. Finally,
the distribution is compared with two saturation-based models: MC-rcBK [18, 19] and KLN [20, 21],
which contain a mechanism to limit the number of partons and particles produced. The MC-rcBK results
are obtained using the McLerran-Venugopalan model (γ = 1) [52] for the Albacete-Armesto-Milhano-
Quiroga-Salgado initial conditions [53]. Saturation-based models are the ones which perform better.
Indeed, both MC-rcBK and KLN reproduce the distribution well, within the uncertainties of data, and
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Figure 3: Red squares show the measured pseudorapidity density of charged particles in p–Pb NSD collisions at
√

sNN = 8.16 TeV in ALICE, with total systematic uncertainties shown as bands, compared with CMS results [36]
and theoretical predictions shifted to the laboratory system [12, 14, 17, 18, 20]. The bottom panel shows the ratio
to ALICE data.

start to deviate in the region ηlab <−1.3. The MC-rcBK model better predicts the p–Pb collisions at 8.16
TeV than the distribution at 5.02 TeV. Nevertheless, all models lie within about 10% when compared with
data, and reproduce within systematic uncertainties the Pb-going side.

The charged-particle pseudorapidity density in the laboratory system for |ηlab| < 0.5 is dNch/dηlab =
20.08 ± 0.01 (stat.) ± 0.61 (syst.). In the following, the statistical uncertainty is considered to be
negligible. The data are integrated in the range −0.965 < ηlab < 0.035 and corrected for the effect of the
rapidity shift to retrieve the dNch/dη in the centre-of-mass system. The correction for the pseudorapidity
shift is estimated from HIJING 1.36 [27] to be −3.7% ± 1.9%. The resulting pseudorapidity density in
the centre of mass is dNch/dη = 19.1 ± 0.7.

The charged-particle production is scaled by Npart/2, calculated with a Glauber model as explained in
Sec. 3, in order to compare the bulk particle production in different collision systems. The number of
participants for MB events is 8.09 ± 0.17. The value normalised to the number of participants divided
by 2 gives dNch/dη ×(2/Npart) = 4.73 ± 0.20. In Fig. 4, this quantity is compared with lower energy
p–Pb measurements by ALICE [34] as well as by CMS [36] and d–Au measurements at RHIC [37],
showing that the values overlap with dNch/dη measurements for inelastic pp collisions [38–40]. The
dependence of 〈dNch/dη〉 on the centre-of-mass energy can be fitted with a power-law function of the
form α · sβ . This gives an exponent, under the assumption of uncorrelated uncertainties, of β = 0.103±
0.002. It is a much weaker s-dependence than for AA collisions [41–51], where a value of β = 0.152±
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Figure 4: Values of 2
〈Npart〉 〈dNch/dη〉 for pA [34, 36, 37], pp and pp [38–40] along with those from central AA

collisions [41–51] as a function of
√

sNN are shown, for |η | < 0.5. All values of 〈Npart〉 used for normalisation
of data are the results of Glauber model calculations. The s-dependencies of the pp (pp) inelastic (INEL) and
p–Pb collisions data are proportional to s0.103

NN (solid line), while pp (pp) NSD are proportional to s0.114
NN (dashed

middle line). AA are proportional to s0.152
NN (dashed upper line). The bands show the uncertainties on the extracted

power-law dependencies.

0.003 is obtained. The fit results are plotted with their uncertainties shown as shaded bands. The result
at
√

sNN = 8.16 TeV confirms the trend established by lower energy data since the exponent β is not
significantly different when the new point is excluded from the fit. The values for p–Pb and d–Au
collisions fall on the inelastic pp curve, indicating that the strong rise in AA might not be solely related
to the multiple collisions undergone by the participants since the proton in pA collisions also encounters
multiple nucleons. As the contribution of diffractive processes to the selected p–Pb sample is negligible,
it is expected that the NSD and inelastic selection belong to the same curve for p–Pb, and that this slope
corresponds to the one obtained from the inelastic pp curve.

The pseudorapidity density as a function of ηlab is presented in Fig. 5 for |ηlab| < 1.8 for different
centrality intervals, from most central 0–5% to most peripheral 80–100% events. The results for the
CL1 estimator have a strong bias due to the complete overlap with the tracking region. V0A has a small
multiplicity fluctuation bias due to the enhanced contribution from the Pb-fragmentation region. Finally,
the ZNA measurement based on the energy deposited in the ZN does not have multiplicity bias. The CL1
(ZNA) estimator produces the largest (lowest) values for the most central events and the lowest (largest)
values for the most peripheral events. It is worth noting that for all the estimators used to select centrality
the asymmetry is evident for most central events, while the results for 60–80% and 80–100% classes,
where the 〈Npart〉 are around 4.5 and 3, respectively, are symmetric.
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Figure 5: Pseudorapidity density of charged particles in p–Pb NSD collisions at
√

sNN = 8.16 TeV for various
centrality classes and estimators: CL1 (top left), V0A (top right) and ZNA (bottom left).

The left panel of Fig. 6 shows 2
〈Npart〉〈dNch/dηlab〉 as a function of 〈Npart〉 for various centrality estimators.

For CL1 and V0A the 〈Npart〉 from the Glauber model are used and the resulting 2
〈Npart〉〈dNch/dηlab〉 has

a steep increase for most central events (higher 〈Npart〉) due to the strong multiplicity bias discussed in
Sec. 3. The rise is steeper for CL1, where the overlap of the centrality selection region with the tracking
region is maximal. For the ZNA estimator, two sets of 〈Npart〉 are used corresponding to the two different
hybrid method selections. For both Nmult

part and NPb-side
part the trend is similar and extrapolates to the pp point

at
√

s = 8 TeV. The overall 〈Npart〉 dependence of 2
〈Npart〉〈dNch/dηlab〉 for the ZNA estimator is flat and

the 〈Npart〉 range is more limited when the selection is made in a well separated pseudorapidity region,
rather than for multiplicity-based estimators (CL1 and V0A).

A Glauber Monte Carlo calculation based on single quark scattering is also performed [54, 55], as it
was done for AA collisions [41, 42]. Quark constituents are located around the nucleon centre, where
the proton density is modelled by a function of the proton radius. To account for effective partonic de-
grees of freedom, Nc = 5 quark constituents have been selected. The effective inelastic cross section for
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Figure 6: Left: 2
〈Npart〉 〈dNch/dηlab〉 in p–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 8.16 TeV and pp at 8 TeV [38] as a function of

〈Npart〉 for different centrality estimators. Right: µ

〈Nq−part〉 〈dNch/dηlab〉 for Nc = 5, open points, with µ = 4.44.

constituent-quark collisions is set to 11.0 mb for 5 constituent quarks to match the 72.5 mb nucleon cross
section for p–Pb interactions at 8.16 TeV [30]. The right panel of Fig. 6 shows the µ

〈Nq−part〉〈dNch/dηlab〉
scaled by the average number of participating quarks, µ , in pp collisions, which is 4.44 out of 10 par-
ticipating quarks for Nc = 5, as a function of Npart (open points). For the multiplicity-based estimators,
CL1 and V0A, there is an increase for the most central and decrease for the most peripheral events with
a trend that resembles the one for Npart scaling (full points) but with decreased slope. This fact suggests
that nuclear-geometrical effects are represented in terms of constituent participant quarks, but not as well
as observed for AA collisions [41, 42, 56], meaning that the multiplicity-fluctuation bias might influence
also the quark participants scaling. The µ

〈Nq−part〉〈dNch/dηlab〉 has been measured also for 3 constituent
quarks, with an inelastic cross section of 22.5 mb and µ = 3.54, showing a distribution in between the
Npart and Nq-part points.

7 Summary and conclusions

Summarising, the charged-particle pseudorapidity density in |ηlab| < 1.8 in NSD p–Pb collisions at√
sNN = 8.16 TeV is presented. A value of dNch/dη = 19.1± 0.7 is measured at mid-rapidity, corre-

sponding to 4.73± 0.20 charged particles per unit of pseudorapidity per participant pair, 〈Npart〉/2, cal-
culated with the Glauber model. The new measurement is 9.5% higher than the value at

√
sNN = 5.02

TeV. The dependence of 〈dNch/dη〉 on the centre-of-mass energy is fitted with a power-law function,
which gives a much weaker s-dependence than for AA collisions. The MB dNch/dηlab distribution as
a function of ηlab is compared with CMS results, showing good agreement within uncertainties, and to
different models: HIJING 2.1, EPOS (versions LHC and 3) and two saturation-based models, MC-rcBK
and KLN. All models can reproduce the data within about 10%, which is a sound achievement given the
complexity in describing soft-QCD processes. Results provide further constraints for models describ-
ing high-energy hadron collisions. The pseudorapidity density for various centrality estimators has been
shown and the asymmetry, typical of asymmetric collision systems like p–Pb, is evident for most central
events, while results for 60–80% and 80–100% centrality classes are symmetric. The methods to select
centrality in p–Pb collisions based on multiplicity measurements have been presented and they induce a
multiplicity-fluctuation bias. Results with a selection based on multiplicity estimators at mid-rapidity or
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within a few units of pseudorapidity and 〈Npart〉 from the Glauber model are lower for peripheral values
of 2
〈Npart〉〈dNch/dη〉 and higher for most central collisions than the pp value. On the contrary, with cen-

trality selected by the energy deposited in the ZDC, and assuming that the multiplicity in the Pb-going
direction is proportional to NPb−side

part , the overall behaviour of 2
〈Npart〉〈dNch/dη〉 as a function of 〈Npart〉 is

flat, and agrees with the pp measurement at 8 TeV.
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paro à Pesquisa do Estado de São Paulo (FAPESP), Brazil; Ministry of Science & Technology of China
(MSTC), National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) and Ministry of Education of China
(MOEC) , China; Ministry of Science and Education, Croatia; Centro de Aplicaciones Tecnológicas y
Desarrollo Nuclear (CEADEN), Cubaenergı́a, Cuba; Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports of the
Czech Republic, Czech Republic; The Danish Council for Independent Research — Natural Sciences,
the Carlsberg Foundation and Danish National Research Foundation (DNRF), Denmark; Helsinki In-
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Physique Nucléaire et de Physique des Particules (IN2P3) and Centre National de la Recherche Sci-
entifique (CNRS), France; Bundesministerium für Bildung, Wissenschaft, Forschung und Technologie
(BMBF) and GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung GmbH, Germany; General Secretariat
for Research and Technology, Ministry of Education, Research and Religions, Greece; National Re-
search, Development and Innovation Office, Hungary; Department of Atomic Energy Government of
India (DAE), Department of Science and Technology, Government of India (DST), University Grants
Commission, Government of India (UGC) and Council of Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR), In-
dia; Indonesian Institute of Science, Indonesia; Centro Fermi - Museo Storico della Fisica e Centro Studi
e Ricerche Enrico Fermi and Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare (INFN), Italy; Institute for Innovative
Science and Technology , Nagasaki Institute of Applied Science (IIST), Japan Society for the Promo-
tion of Science (JSPS) KAKENHI and Japanese Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and
Technology (MEXT), Japan; Consejo Nacional de Ciencia (CONACYT) y Tecnologı́a, through Fondo
de Cooperación Internacional en Ciencia y Tecnologı́a (FONCICYT) and Dirección General de Asuntos
del Personal Academico (DGAPA), Mexico; Nederlandse Organisatie voor Wetenschappelijk Onderzoek
(NWO), Netherlands; The Research Council of Norway, Norway; Commission on Science and Technol-
ogy for Sustainable Development in the South (COMSATS), Pakistan; Pontificia Universidad Católica
del Perú, Peru; Ministry of Science and Higher Education and National Science Centre, Poland; Korea
Institute of Science and Technology Information and National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF),
Republic of Korea; Ministry of Education and Scientific Research, Institute of Atomic Physics and Ro-
manian National Agency for Science, Technology and Innovation, Romania; Joint Institute for Nuclear
Research (JINR), Ministry of Education and Science of the Russian Federation, National Research Cen-

13



dNch/dη at mid-rapidity in p–Pb at
√

sNN = 8.16 TeV ALICE Collaboration

tre Kurchatov Institute, Russian Science Foundation and Russian Foundation for Basic Research, Russia;
Ministry of Education, Science, Research and Sport of the Slovak Republic, Slovakia; National Research
Foundation of South Africa, South Africa; Swedish Research Council (VR) and Knut & Alice Wallen-
berg Foundation (KAW), Sweden; European Organization for Nuclear Research, Switzerland; National
Science and Technology Development Agency (NSDTA), Suranaree University of Technology (SUT)
and Office of the Higher Education Commission under NRU project of Thailand, Thailand; Turkish
Atomic Energy Agency (TAEK), Turkey; National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, Ukraine; Science
and Technology Facilities Council (STFC), United Kingdom; National Science Foundation of the United
States of America (NSF) and United States Department of Energy, Office of Nuclear Physics (DOE NP),
United States of America.

References

[1] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev et al., “Long-range angular correlations on the near and away
side in p-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV”, Phys. Lett. B719 (2013) , arXiv:1212.2001

[nucl-ex].

[2] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Observation of Associated Near-Side and Away-Side
Long-Range Correlations in

√
sNN = 5.02TeV Proton-Lead Collisions with the ATLAS Detector”,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 no. 18, (2013) , arXiv:1212.5198 [hep-ex].

[3] CMS Collaboration, S. Chatrchyan et al., “Observation of long-range near-side angular
correlations in proton-lead collisions at the LHC”, Phys. Lett. B718 (2013) , arXiv:1210.5482
[nucl-ex].

[4] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev et al., “Multiplicity dependence of the average transverse
momentum in pp, p-Pb, and Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC”, Phys. Lett. B727 (2013) ,
arXiv:1307.1094 [nucl-ex].

[5] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev et al., “Long-range angular correlations of π , K and p in p-Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV”, Phys. Lett. B726 (2013) , arXiv:1307.3237 [nucl-ex].

[6] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev et al., “Multiplicity Dependence of Pion, Kaon, Proton and
Lambda Production in p-Pb Collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV”, Phys. Lett. B728 (2014) ,

arXiv:1307.6796 [nucl-ex].

[7] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev et al., “Multiparticle azimuthal correlations in p -Pb and Pb-Pb
collisions at the CERN Large Hadron Collider”, Phys. Rev. C90 no. 5, (2014) ,
arXiv:1406.2474 [nucl-ex].

[8] ALICE Collaboration, J. Adam et al., “Forward-central two-particle correlations in p-Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV”, Phys. Lett. B753 (2016) , arXiv:1506.08032 [nucl-ex].

[9] CMS Collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., “Evidence for Collective Multiparticle Correlations in
p-Pb Collisions”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 no. 1, (2015) , arXiv:1502.05382 [nucl-ex].

[10] J. L. Nagle and W. A. Zajc, “Small System Collectivity in Relativistic Hadronic and Nuclear
Collisions”, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 68 (2018) , arXiv:1801.03477 [nucl-ex].

[11] ALICE Collaboration, S. Acharya et al., “The ALICE definition of primary particles”, June,
2017. http://cds.cern.ch/record/2270008.

[12] W.-T. Deng, X.-N. Wang, and R. Xu, “Hadron production in p+p, p+Pb, and Pb+Pb collisions with
the HIJING 2.0 model at energies available at the CERN Large Hadron Collider”, Phys. Rev. C83
(2011) , arXiv:1008.1841 [hep-ph].

14

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.01.012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.2001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.2001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.182302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.5198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.11.025
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.5482
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.5482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.10.054
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.1094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.08.024
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.3237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.11.020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6796
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.054901
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.2474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.12.010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.08032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.012301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.05382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101916-123209
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.03477
http://cds.cern.ch/record/2270008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.014915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.014915
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.1841


dNch/dη at mid-rapidity in p–Pb at
√

sNN = 8.16 TeV ALICE Collaboration

[13] R. Xu, W.-T. Deng, and X.-N. Wang, “Nuclear modification of high-pT hadron spectra in p+A
collisions at LHC”, Phys. Rev. C86 (2012) , arXiv:1204.1998 [nucl-th].

[14] H. J. Drescher, M. Hladik, S. Ostapchenko, T. Pierog, and K. Werner, “Parton based Gribov-Regge
theory”, Phys. Rept. 350 (2001) , arXiv:hep-ph/0007198 [hep-ph].

[15] K. Werner, I. Karpenko, T. Pierog, M. Bleicher, and K. Mikhailov, “Event-by-Event Simulation of
the Three-Dimensional Hydrodynamic Evolution from Flux Tube Initial Conditions in
Ultrarelativistic Heavy Ion Collisions”, Phys. Rev. C82 (2010) , arXiv:1004.0805 [nucl-th].

[16] K. Werner, B. Guiot, I. Karpenko, and T. Pierog, “Analysing radial flow features in p-Pb and p-p
collisions at several TeV by studying identified particle production in EPOS3”, Phys. Rev. C89
no. 6, (2014) , arXiv:1312.1233 [nucl-th].

[17] T. Pierog, I. Karpenko, J. M. Katzy, E. Yatsenko, and K. Werner, “EPOS LHC: Test of collective
hadronization with data measured at the CERN Large Hadron Collider”, Phys. Rev. C92 no. 3,
(2015) , arXiv:1306.0121 [hep-ph].

[18] J. L. Albacete and A. Dumitru, “A model for gluon production in heavy-ion collisions at the LHC
with rcBK unintegrated gluon densities”, arXiv:1011.5161 [hep-ph].

[19] J. L. Albacete, A. Dumitru, H. Fujii, and Y. Nara, “CGC predictions for p + Pb collisions at the
LHC”, Nucl. Phys. A897 (2013) , arXiv:1209.2001 [hep-ph].

[20] D. Kharzeev, E. Levin, and M. Nardi, “QCD saturation and deuteron nucleus collisions”, Nucl.
Phys. A730 (2004) , arXiv:hep-ph/0212316 [hep-ph]. [Erratum: Nucl.
Phys.A743,329(2004)].

[21] A. Dumitru, D. E. Kharzeev, E. M. Levin, and Y. Nara, “Gluon Saturation in pA Collisions at the
LHC: KLN Model Predictions For Hadron Multiplicities”, Phys. Rev. C85 (2012) ,
arXiv:1111.3031 [hep-ph].

[22] ALICE Collaboration, K. Aamodt et al., “The ALICE experiment at the CERN LHC”, JINST 3
(2008) .

[23] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev et al., “Performance of the ALICE Experiment at the CERN
LHC”, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A29 (2014) , arXiv:1402.4476 [nucl-ex].

[24] ALICE Collaboration, E. Abbas et al., “Performance of the ALICE VZERO system”, JINST 8
(2013) , arXiv:1306.3130 [nucl-ex].

[25] ALICE Collaboration, M. Gallio, W. Klempt, L. Leistam, J. De Groot, and J. Schkraft, ALICE
Zero-Degree Calorimeter (ZDC): Technical Design Report. Technical Design Report ALICE.
CERN, Geneva, 1999. https://cds.cern.ch/record/381433.

[26] S. Roesler, R. Engel, and J. Ranft, “The Monte Carlo event generator DPMJET-III”, in Advanced
Monte Carlo for radiation physics, particle transport simulation and applications. Proceedings,
Conference, MC2000, Lisbon, Portugal, October 23-26, 2000, pp. 1033–1038. 2000.
arXiv:hep-ph/0012252 [hep-ph]. http://www-public.slac.stanford.edu/sciDoc/
docMeta.aspx?slacPubNumber=SLAC-PUB-8740.

[27] X.-N. Wang and M. Gyulassy, “HIJING: A Monte Carlo model for multiple jet production in p p,
p A and A A collisions”, Phys. Rev. D44 (1991) .

[28] R. Brun, F. Bruyant, F. Carminati, S. Giani, M. Maire, A. McPherson, G. Patrick, and L. Urban,
“GEANT Detector Description and Simulation Tool”,.

15

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.86.051901
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.1998
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(00)00122-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0007198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.82.044904
http://arxiv.org/abs/1004.0805
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.89.064903
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.89.064903
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.1233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.034906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.034906
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.0121
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.5161
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2012.09.012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.2001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.06.022, 10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2003.08.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.06.022, 10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2003.08.031
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0212316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.044920
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.3031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300440
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.4476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/10/P10016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/8/10/P10016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.3130
https://cds.cern.ch/record/381433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-18211-2_166
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0012252
http://www-public.slac.stanford.edu/sciDoc/docMeta.aspx?slacPubNumber=SLAC-PUB-8740
http://www-public.slac.stanford.edu/sciDoc/docMeta.aspx?slacPubNumber=SLAC-PUB-8740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.44.3501


dNch/dη at mid-rapidity in p–Pb at
√

sNN = 8.16 TeV ALICE Collaboration

[29] M. L. Miller, K. Reygers, S. J. Sanders, and P. Steinberg, “Glauber modeling in high energy
nuclear collisions”, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 57 (2007) , arXiv:nucl-ex/0701025 [nucl-ex].

[30] C. Loizides, J. Kamin, and D. d’Enterria, “Improved Monte Carlo Glauber predictions at present
and future nuclear colliders”, Phys. Rev. C97 (2018) , arXiv:1710.07098 [nucl-ex].

[31] ALICE Collaboration, J. Adam et al., “Centrality dependence of particle production in p-Pb
collisions at

√
sNN= 5.02 TeV”, Phys. Rev. C91 no. 6, (2015) , arXiv:1412.6828 [nucl-ex].

[32] H. De Vries, C. W. De Jager, and C. De Vries, “Nuclear charge and magnetization density
distribution parameters from elastic electron scattering”, Atom. Data Nucl. Data Tabl. 36 (1987) .

[33] A. Bialas and A. Bzdak, “Wounded quarks and diquarks in high energy collisions”, Phys. Rev.
C77 (2008) , arXiv:0707.3720 [hep-ph].

[34] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev et al., “Pseudorapidity density of charged particles in p + Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 no. 3, (2013) , arXiv:1210.3615

[nucl-ex].

[35] ALICE Collaboration, J. Adam et al., “Enhanced production of multi-strange hadrons in
high-multiplicity proton-proton collisions”, Nature Phys. 13 (2017) , arXiv:1606.07424
[nucl-ex].

[36] CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Pseudorapidity distributions of charged hadrons in
proton-lead collisions at√sNN = 5.02 and 8.16 TeV”, JHEP 01 (2018) , arXiv:1710.09355
[hep-ex].

[37] PHOBOS Collaboration, B. B. Back et al., “Pseudorapidity distribution of charged particles in d
+ Au collisions at s(NN)**(1/2) = 200-GeV”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) ,
arXiv:nucl-ex/0311009 [nucl-ex].

[38] ALICE Collaboration, J. Adam et al., “Charged-particle multiplicities in proton–proton collisions
at
√

s = 0.9 to 8 TeV”, Eur. Phys. J. C77 no. 1, (2017) , arXiv:1509.07541 [nucl-ex].

[39] CMS Collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., “Pseudorapidity distribution of charged hadrons in
proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV”, Phys. Lett. B751 (2015) , arXiv:1507.05915

[hep-ex].

[40] ALICE Collaboration, J. Adam et al., “Pseudorapidity and transverse-momentum distributions of
charged particles in protonproton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV”, Phys. Lett. B753 (2016) ,

arXiv:1509.08734 [nucl-ex].

[41] ALICE Collaboration, S. Acharya et al., “Centrality and pseudorapidity dependence of the
charged-particle multiplicity density in Xe-Xe collisions at

√
sNN = 5.44 TeV”,

arXiv:1805.04432 [nucl-ex].

[42] ALICE Collaboration, J. Adam et al., “Centrality dependence of the charged-particle multiplicity
density at midrapidity in Pb-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 no. 22,

(2016) , arXiv:1512.06104 [nucl-ex].

[43] ALICE Collaboration, K. Aamodt et al., “Centrality dependence of the charged-particle
multiplicity density at mid-rapidity in Pb-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106

(2011) , arXiv:1012.1657 [nucl-ex].

16

http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.57.090506.123020
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0701025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.054910
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.07098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.91.064905
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0092-640X(87)90013-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.77.034908
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.77.034908
http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.3720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.032301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.3615
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.3615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys4111
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07424
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2018)045
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.09355
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.09355
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.082301
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0311009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4571-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.07541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.10.004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.05915
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.05915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.12.030
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.08734
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.04432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.222302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.222302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.06104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.032301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.032301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.1657


dNch/dη at mid-rapidity in p–Pb at
√

sNN = 8.16 TeV ALICE Collaboration

[44] ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Measurement of the centrality dependence of the charged
particle pseudorapidity distribution in lead-lead collisions at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV with the ATLAS

detector”, Phys. Lett. B710 (2012) , arXiv:1108.6027 [hep-ex].

[45] CMS Collaboration, S. Chatrchyan et al., “Dependence on pseudorapidity and centrality of
charged hadron production in PbPb collisions at a nucleon-nucleon centre-of-mass energy of 2.76
TeV”, JHEP 08 (2011) , arXiv:1107.4800 [nucl-ex].

[46] NA50 Collaboration, M. C. Abreu et al., “Scaling of charged particle multiplicity in Pb Pb
collisions at SPS energies”, Phys. Lett. B530 (2002) .

[47] BRAHMS Collaboration, I. G. Bearden et al., “Charged particle densities from Au+Au collisions
at s(NN)**(1/2) = 130-GeV”, Phys. Lett. B523 (2001) , arXiv:nucl-ex/0108016 [nucl-ex].

[48] BRAHMS Collaboration, I. G. Bearden et al., “Pseudorapidity distributions of charged particles
from Au+Au collisions at the maximum RHIC energy”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002) ,
arXiv:nucl-ex/0112001 [nucl-ex].

[49] PHENIX Collaboration, K. Adcox et al., “Centrality dependence of charged particle multiplicity
in Au - Au collisions at S(NN)**(1/2) = 130-GeV”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 (2001) ,
arXiv:nucl-ex/0012008 [nucl-ex].

[50] PHOBOS Collaboration, B. Alver et al., “Phobos results on charged particle multiplicity and
pseudorapidity distributions in Au+Au, Cu+Cu, d+Au, and p+p collisions at ultra-relativistic
energies”, Phys. Rev. C83 (2011) , arXiv:1011.1940 [nucl-ex].

[51] STAR Collaboration, B. I. Abelev et al., “Systematic Measurements of Identified Particle Spectra
in pp,d+ Au and Au+Au Collisions from STAR”, Phys. Rev. C79 (2009) , arXiv:0808.2041
[nucl-ex].

[52] L. D. McLerran and R. Venugopalan, “Computing quark and gluon distribution functions for very
large nuclei”, Phys. Rev. D49 (1994) , arXiv:hep-ph/9309289 [hep-ph].

[53] J. L. Albacete et al., “Predictions for p+Pb Collisions at
√

sNN = 5 TeV”, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E22
(2013) , arXiv:1301.3395 [hep-ph].

[54] S. Eremin and S. Voloshin, “Nucleon participants or quark participants?”, Phys. Rev. C67 (2003) ,
arXiv:nucl-th/0302071 [nucl-th].

[55] C. Loizides, “Glauber modeling of high-energy nuclear collisions at the subnucleon level”, Phys.
Rev. C94 no. 2, (2016) , arXiv:1603.07375 [nucl-ex].

[56] PHENIX Collaboration, A. Adare et al., “Transverse energy production and charged-particle
multiplicity at midrapidity in various systems from

√
sNN = 7.7 to 200 GeV”, Phys. Rev. C93

no. 2, (2016) , arXiv:1509.06727 [nucl-ex].

17

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.02.045
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.6027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2011)141
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.4800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)01353-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)01333-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0108016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.202301
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0112001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.3500
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0012008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.024913
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.1940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.79.034909
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.2041
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.2041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.2233
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9309289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218301313300075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218301313300075
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.3395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.67.064905
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0302071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.024914
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.94.024914
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.07375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.024901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.93.024901
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.06727


dNch/dη at mid-rapidity in p–Pb at
√

sNN = 8.16 TeV ALICE Collaboration

A The ALICE Collaboration
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T. Dietel124 , P. Dillenseger69 , Y. Ding6 , R. Divià34 , Ø. Djuvsland22 , A. Dobrin34 , D. Domenicis Gimenez120 ,
B. Dönigus69 , O. Dordic21 , A.K. Dubey140 , A. Dubla104 , S. Dudi98 , A.K. Duggal98 , M. Dukhishyam85 ,
P. Dupieux133 , R.J. Ehlers145 , D. Elia52 , H. Engel74 , E. Epple145 , B. Erazmus113 , F. Erhardt97 , A. Erokhin111 ,
M.R. Ersdal22 , B. Espagnon61 , G. Eulisse34 , J. Eum18 , D. Evans108 , S. Evdokimov90 , L. Fabbietti103 ,116 ,
M. Faggin29 , J. Faivre78 , A. Fantoni51 , M. Fasel94 , L. Feldkamp143 , A. Feliciello58 , G. Feofilov111 ,
A. Fernández Téllez44 , A. Ferrero136 , A. Ferretti26 , A. Festanti34 , V.J.G. Feuillard102 , J. Figiel117 ,
S. Filchagin106 , D. Finogeev62 , F.M. Fionda22 , G. Fiorenza52 , F. Flor125 , M. Floris34 , S. Foertsch73 ,
P. Foka104 , S. Fokin87 , E. Fragiacomo59 , A. Francisco113 , U. Frankenfeld104 , G.G. Fronze26 , U. Fuchs34 ,
C. Furget78 , A. Furs62 , M. Fusco Girard30 , J.J. Gaardhøje88 , M. Gagliardi26 , A.M. Gago109 ,
K. Gajdosova37 ,88 , C.D. Galvan119 , P. Ganoti83 , C. Garabatos104 , E. Garcia-Solis11 , K. Garg28 , C. Gargiulo34 ,
K. Garner143 , P. Gasik103 ,116 , E.F. Gauger118 , M.B. Gay Ducati71 , M. Germain113 , J. Ghosh107 , P. Ghosh140 ,
S.K. Ghosh3 , P. Gianotti51 , P. Giubellino104 ,58 , P. Giubilato29 , P. Glässel102 , D.M. Goméz Coral72 , A. Gomez
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J. Viinikainen126 , Z. Vilakazi130 , O. Villalobos Baillie108 , A. Villatoro Tello44 , G. Vino52 , A. Vinogradov87 ,
T. Virgili30 , V. Vislavicius88 , A. Vodopyanov75 , B. Volkel34 , M.A. Völkl101 , K. Voloshin64 , S.A. Voloshin142 ,
G. Volpe33 , B. von Haller34 , I. Vorobyev116 ,103 , D. Voscek115 , J. Vrláková38 , B. Wagner22 , M. Wang6 ,
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73 iThemba LABS, National Research Foundation, Somerset West, South Africa
74 Johann-Wolfgang-Goethe Universität Frankfurt Institut für Informatik, Fachbereich Informatik und

Mathematik, Frankfurt, Germany
75 Joint Institute for Nuclear Research (JINR), Dubna, Russia
76 Korea Institute of Science and Technology Information, Daejeon, Republic of Korea
77 KTO Karatay University, Konya, Turkey
78 Laboratoire de Physique Subatomique et de Cosmologie, Université Grenoble-Alpes, CNRS-IN2P3,
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138 Università degli Studi di Pavia, Pavia, Italy
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