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This letter reports measurements which characterize the underlying event associated with hard 
scatterings at mid-pseudorapidity (|η| < 0.8) in pp, p–Pb and Pb–Pb collisions at centre-of-mass energy 
per nucleon pair, 

√
sNN = 5.02TeV. The measurements are performed with ALICE at the LHC. Different 

multiplicity classes are defined based on the event activity measured at forward rapidities. The hard 
scatterings are identified by the leading particle defined as the charged particle with the largest 
transverse momentum (pT) in the collision and having 8 < pT < 15GeV/c. The pT spectra of associated 
particles (0.5 ≤ pT < 6GeV/c) are measured in different azimuthal regions defined with respect to the 
leading particle direction: toward, transverse, and away. The associated charged particle yields in the 
transverse region are subtracted from those of the away and toward regions. The remaining jet-like 
yields are reported as a function of the multiplicity measured in the transverse region. The measurements 
show a suppression of the jet-like yield in the away region and an enhancement of high-pT associated 
particles in the toward region in central Pb–Pb collisions, as compared to minimum-bias pp collisions. 
These observations are consistent with previous measurements that used two-particle correlations, and 
with an interpretation in terms of parton energy loss in a high-density quark gluon plasma. These yield 
modifications vanish in peripheral Pb–Pb collisions and are not observed in either high-multiplicity pp 
or p–Pb collisions.

 2023 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY license 
(http://creativecommons .org /licenses /by /4 .0/). Funded by SCOAP3.

1. Introduction

In proton-proton (pp) collisions, jets, originating from partonic 
scatterings with large momentum transfer, are accompanied by 
particles produced by initial- and final-state radiation (ISR and 
FSR, respectively), as well as, by a plethora of other mechanisms. 
These include proton break-up, and, in a scenario incorporating 
multi-parton interactions (MPI) [1,2], several semi-hard parton-
parton scatterings in a single pp collision. These jet-accompanying 
particles experimentally make up the underlying event (UE) and 
are commonly studied via azimuthal separations from the jets 
to minimise the influence of hard scatterings. The present study 
follows the strategy originally introduced by the CDF collabora-
tion [3]. First, the leading charged particle in the event is found, 
i.e., the charged particle with the highest transverse momentum in 
the collision (ptrig

T ). Secondly, the associated particles (pT < ptrig
T ) 

are measured in three topological regions depending on their az-
imuthal angle relative to the leading particle, |�ϕ| = |ϕassoc −
ϕtrig|, see Fig. 1.

⋆ E-mail address: alice -publications @cern .ch.

The toward region contains the primary jet within the accep-
tance of the detector, while the away region contains the back-
scattered particles of the recoil jet [4]. In contrast, the transverse 
region is dominated by the underlying-event dynamics, but it also 
includes contributions from ISR and FSR [5].

The measurements performed at RHIC and LHC in small sys-
tems (pp, p–A, and d–A collisions) have shown for high particle 
multiplicities similar phenomena as were originally observed only 
in A–A collisions and have been attributed there to the formation 
of the strongly interacting quark gluon plasma [6,7], namely, long 
range angular correlations and collectivity [8]. The origin of these 
effects in small systems is still an open question; on one hand, hy-
drodynamical calculations describe some aspects of the data [9]; 
on the other hand, mechanisms like colour reconnection [10], rope 
hadronisation [11], and string shoving [12] can produce collective-
like effects in Monte Carlo event generators such as PYTHIA 8 [13]. 
Thus, investigating pp collisions as a function of the charged parti-
cle multiplicity has become ever more pertinent [9,14–18]. The in-
terpretation of the results from the analysis of high-multiplicity pp 
collisions is challenging due to the selection biases of the sample 
towards events in which partonic scatterings with large momen-
tum transfer (hard scatterings) occurred. To mitigate this inher-
ent bias, Martin et al. [19] suggested to use the charged-particle 
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Fig. 1. Illustration of toward, away and transverse regions with respect to the leading 
particle in a collision.

multiplicity in the transverse region (NT
ch) as a classifier of the 

activity in the collisions, since the correlation between NT
ch and 

the hardest scattering in the collision is small. The ALICE collab-
oration has reported the first NT

ch spectra measured in pp colli-
sions at centre-of-mass energy, 

√
s = 13 TeV [20]. Event generators, 

such as PYTHIA 8 [13] and EPOS-LHC [21], do not provide a good 
description of the measured distribution of the ratio NT

ch/〈N
T
ch〉, 

where 〈NT
ch〉 is the event-averaged charged-particle multiplicity in 

the transverse region, underestimating in particular the number 
of collisions with large NT

ch

(

> 3 × 〈NT
ch〉

)

. In the framework of 
MPI-based models, like those implemented in PYTHIA 8 and HER-

WIG 7 [22], the probability for a hard scattering in the collision 
increases with decreasing impact parameterI between the colliding 
protons. Thus, requiring a high-pT particle (e.g., ptrig

T > 8GeV/c) in 
a given pp collision biases the selection of collisions towards those 
with a smaller impact parameter [23], which in turn biases the se-
lection towards pp collisions with more MPI [20]. This feature of 
the NT

ch-based analysis is important for the isolation of potential 
MPI and colour reconnection effects, which according to PYTHIA 8, 
produce effects resembling collective behaviour [10]. By construc-
tion, MPI and colour reconnection effects are expected to be more 
relevant in the transverse region than in the away and toward re-
gions [24]. It is worth mentioning that the MPI picture has been 
used to explain the pT spectra in p–Pb collisions and peripheral 
Pb–Pb collisions [25–27]. Studies, as a function of NT

ch , are there-
fore important to the understanding of the effects observed in 
high-multiplicity pp collisions. Last but not least, measurements 
of UE observables are also important to tune event generators [28]
that include hard partonic scatterings and MPI.

This letter reports the inclusive charged-particle transverse mo-
mentum spectra in pp, p–Pb and Pb–Pb collisions at centre-
of-mass energy per nucleon pair 

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV containing a 

high-pT leading particle within the kinematic intervals 8 ≤ ptrig
T <

15GeV/c and |η| < 0.8. This guarantees the selection of collisions 
in which the average activity in the transverse region is roughly 
flat as a function of ptrig

T [20], and therefore, any additional se-
lection on the charged particle multiplicity will only modulate the 
UE activity. The measurements are performed considering different 
event classes defined in terms of the multiplicity registered in the 
forward detectors. The pT spectra of associated charged particles 
(0.5 ≤ pT < 6GeV/c and |η| < 0.8) are measured in the toward, 

I In event generators like PYTHIA 8 the impact parameter profile is described by 
an overlap matter distribution of the two incoming hadrons.

away, and transverse regions as a function of the average charged 
particle multiplicity in the transverse region. To further investigate 
the possible modification of the particles produced in the hard 
scattering in pp, p–Pb, and Pb–Pb collisions, the pT distributions 
in the toward (dNt

ch/dpT) and away (dNa
ch/dpT) regions obtained 

after the subtraction of the pT spectra in the transverse region 
(dNT

ch/dpT) are also reported. The subtracted yields (dNst,sa
ch /dpT) 

are further normalised to those measured in minimum-bias (MB) 
pp collisions,

I t,aX ≡
(dNt,a

ch /dpT − dNT
ch/dpT)|X

(dNt,a
ch /dpT − dNT

ch/dpT)|pp,MB
=

(dNst,sa
ch /dpT)|X

(dNst,sa
ch /dpT)|pp,MB

,

(1)

where X indicates the collision system and the event multiplicity 
class. In this way, the hard process pT spectra in the toward and 
away regions are isolated, and thus allowing us to study possi-
ble modifications to the produced particles due to medium effects 
in high-multiplicity pp, p–Pb, and Pb–Pb collisions. In heavy-ion 
collisions, this ratio is sensitive to the same effects which were 
studied using the IAA quantity [29–31], where jets produced in the 
early stage of the collision propagate through the hot and dense 
quark–gluon plasma. Their interaction with the coloured medium 
lead to parton-energy loss (jet quenching) [32] which, for exam-
ple, results in the suppression of the charged-particle yield at high 
pT [33], and the suppression of the high-pT yield in the away re-
gion [29,30]. It is worth mentioning that jet quenching effects have 
not been observed so far in small systems [33,34].

2. Experiment and data analysis

This analysis is based on the data recorded by the ALICE appa-
ratus during the pp and Pb–Pb runs at 

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV in 2015, 

and the p–Pb run at 
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV in 2016. The present study 

uses the V0 detector, and the Silicon Pixel Detector (SPD) for trig-
gering and background rejection. The V0 consists of two arrays 
of scintillating tiles placed on each side of the interaction point 
covering the full azimuthal acceptance and the pseudorapidity in-
tervals of 2.8 < η < 5.1 (V0A) and −3.7 < η < −1.7 (V0C). The 
SPD is the innermost part of the Inner Tracking System (ITS) and 
it is the closest detector to the interaction point. It consists of two 
cylindrical silicon pixel layers at radial distances of 3.9 and 7.6 cm 
from the beam line and the pseudorapidity coverages of the two 
layers are |η| < 2 and |η| < 1.4, respectively. The data were col-
lected using a minimum-bias trigger, which required a signal in 
both V0A and V0C detectors. The offline event selection was opti-
mised to reject beam-induced background in all collision systems 
by utilising the timing signals in the two V0 detectors. In Pb–Pb
collisions, the beam-induced background is further suppressed by 
correlating the timing signals of the neutron zero degree calorime-
ters, which are positioned on both sides of the interaction point 
at 112.5m distance along the beam axis [35]. The signals from 
the zero degree calorimeters are also used to suppress the con-
tamination from electromagnetic interactions. This is performed by 
requesting the coincidence of the signals coming from both side 
zero degree calorimeters by which the background due to single 
nucleus electromagnetic dissociation processes is excluded. A cri-
terion based on the offline reconstruction of multiple primary ver-
tices in the SPD is applied to reduce the pileup caused by multiple 
interactions in the same bunch crossing [36]. The results presented 
in this letter are for minimum-bias triggered pp collisions having 
at least one charged particle in the pseudorapidity interval |η| < 1
(INEL>0). The INEL>0 event class corresponds to about 75% of 
the total inelastic cross section [37]. For pp and Pb–Pb collisions, 
the sample is subdivided into different multiplicity classes based 
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on the total charge deposited in both V0 sub-detectors, which is 
termed as V0M amplitude [38]. For p–Pb collisions, the sample 
is subdivided based on the total charge deposited in V0A sub-
detector (V0A amplitude) [39], which is located in the Pb-going 
direction. The V0A estimator has been implemented in previous 
measurements that used p–Pb data (see e.g. [40]). This allows for 
comparisons with other observables for similar V0A multiplicity 
classes. To ensure that a hard scattering took place in the collision, 
events are required to have a trigger particle within 8 ≤ ptrig

T < 15

GeV/c. In this ptrig
T interval, the momentum resolution effects are 

negligible on the extracted yields, and therefore, no ptrig
T resolu-

tion correction is applied. The total number of analysed collisions 
before the trigger particle selection are about 108 , 108 , and 107 for 
pp, p–Pb, and Pb–Pb collisions, respectively.

The transverse momentum of particles is determined from 
measurements in the central barrel with the ITS and the Time Pro-
jection Chamber (TPC). The ITS is a tracking detector which con-
sists of six cylindrical layers of silicon detectors. The TPC is a cylin-
drical drift detector which covers a radial distance of 85-247 cm 
from the beam axis and it has longitudinal dimension extending 
from about -250 cm to +250 cm around the nominal interaction 
point. Primary charged particles are measured in the pseudora-
pidity range of |η| < 0.8 and with pT > 0.5GeV/c, where η is 
measured in the laboratory frame for the three collision systems. 
The configuration for p–Pb collisions with protons at 4 TeV energy 
colliding with Pb ions that have per-nucleon energies of (Z/A) ×
4TeV ∼ 1.58 TeV results in a shift in the rapidity of the nucleon–
nucleon centre-of-mass system by 0.465 in the direction of the 
proton beam (negative z-direction). Here Z and A are the atomic 
and mass numbers of the Pb ion, respectively. Therefore, the detec-
tor coverage |η| < 0.8 corresponds to roughly −0.3 < |ηcms| < 1.3
for p–Pb collisions. The particles with mean proper lifetime larger 
than 1 cm/c, which are either produced directly in the interaction 
or from decays of particles with mean proper lifetime smaller than 
1 cm/c are termed as primary particles [41]. The track selection 
follows a procedure similar to the one described in Ref. [42] and 
only few specific details are reported here. Tracks (Ntracks) are re-
quired to have two hits in the ITS, out of which at least one should 
be in either of the two innermost layers. The geometrical track 
length L is calculated in the TPC readout plane, excluding the in-
formation from the pads at the sector boundaries (≈ 3 cm from the 
sector edges). The trajectory lengths built from radial segments, 
i.e. the crossed TPC pad rows, traversed in the TPC by a parti-
cle are required to be larger than 85% of the geometrical track 
length. The pad rows are made of at least 3 neighbouring indi-
vidual observations (clusters), and their height varies from 7.5mm 
to 15mm [43]. The trajectory lengths built from clusters (one clus-
ter per pad row) is required to be larger than 0.7 × L. The frac-
tion of TPC clusters shared with another track is required to be 
lower than 0.4. The fit quality for the ITS and TPC track points 
must satisfy χ2

ITS/Nhits < 36 and χ2
TPC/Nclusters < 4, respectively, 

where Nhits and Nclusters are the numbers of hits in the ITS and 
the number of clusters in the TPC, respectively. Only tracks with 
χ2
TPC−ITS < 36 are included in the analysis, where χ2

TPC−ITS is calcu-
lated comparing the track parameters from the combined ITS and 
TPC track reconstruction to that derived only from the TPC and 
constrained to the interaction point. The definition of χ2

TPC−ITS can 
be found in Ref. [44]. To reduce the contamination from secondary 
particles, tracks are accepted if their distance-of-closest-approach 
(DCA) to the reconstructed primary interaction vertex satisfies in 
the longitudinal (dz) and transverse (dxy) directions the conditions 
dz < 2 cm and dxy < 0.018 cm + 0.035 (cm×GeV/c)/pT .

The measurement of the transverse momentum spectra of 
charged particles follows the standard procedure of the ALICE 
collaboration [42,45]. The raw yields are corrected for efficiency 

and contamination from secondary particles. The efficiency correc-
tion is calculated from Monte Carlo simulations with GEANT3 [46]
transport code, which made use of PYTHIA 8 (Monash) [28], EPOS-
LHC [21] and HIJING [47] event generators for pp, p–Pb and Pb–Pb
collisions, respectively and incorporated a detailed description of 
the detector material, geometry and response. Since the event gen-
erators do not reproduce the relative abundances of different par-
ticle species in the real data, the efficiency obtained from the sim-
ulations is re-weighted considering the particle composition from 
data as outlined in [42]. A multi-component template fit based on 
the DCA distributions from the simulation is used for the estima-
tion of secondary contamination [42].

The pT spectra for the toward and away regions include con-
tributions from the jet fragmentation, ISR, and FSR, as well as, 
the contribution from the underlying event. In order to increase 
the sensitivity to the hardest process of the event, the parti-
cle yields measured in the transverse region are subtracted from 
the corresponding yields in both the toward and away regions: 
dNt,a

ch /dpT −dNT
ch/dpT . This approach assumes that the background 

(UE, ISR, and FSR) in the toward and away regions is similar to 
the activity in the transverse region. However, one has to keep in 
mind that in Pb–Pb collisions two-particle correlations are affected 
by anisotropic transverse flow. In particular, the main contribution 
is due to the elliptic flow, v2 , which is the second order coefficient 
in the Fourier expansion of the azimuthal distribution of the parti-
cle momenta [48]. This elliptic azimuthal anisotropy modulates the 
background according to:

B(�ϕ) = B0
(

1+ 2V2 cos (2�ϕ)
)

, (2)

where V2 is approximately given by the product of anisotropic 
flow coefficients for trigger and associated particles at their respec-
tive momenta i.e. V2 ≈ vtrig2 vassoc2 . The existing v2 measurements 
over a broad transverse momentum range [49] suggest that the 
effect of the v2 modulation of background should be more rel-
evant in semi-central Pb–Pb collisions. The effect is expected to 
be important at low and intermediate transverse momenta and 
decreases for high transverse momentum particles [30]. In the 
high-pT region of interest for the jet quenching studies, namely 
pT > 4GeV/c, the effect of the v2 modulation is estimated to be 
small (about 5%) for Pb–Pb collisions. Given that the v2 effect is 
larger in Pb–Pb collisions than in pp and p–Pb collisions, no cor-
rection for the v2 modulation is applied for pp and p–Pb collisions 
since its effect is smaller than the other sources of systematic un-
certainty.

The results are shown as a function of the average number 
of charged particles in the transverse region 〈NT

ch〉. The values of 
〈NT

ch〉 are extracted in each multiplicity class from the Ntracks dis-
tributions in the transverse region that are corrected for detector 
effects using a Bayesian unfolding [50]. The Bayesian unfolding re-
quires the multiplicity response matrix, which is built from the 
correlation between the measured multiplicity and the multiplic-
ity at generator level (without detector effects) in the transverse 
region. This has been obtained from MC simulations which include 
the propagation of particles through the detector using GEANT 3. 
As a crosscheck, the 〈NT

ch〉 values are also calculated by integrating 
the transverse momentum distributions in the interval 0.5 ≤ pT <

8GeV/c. The difference between the results from the two strate-
gies is assigned as the systematic uncertainty on 〈NT

ch〉, where the 
effects related to the discrepancy between data and MC in the 
particle composition and secondary contamination are considered. 
This uncertainty amounts up to 3.5%, 4% and 6.5% for pp, p–Pb and 
Pb–Pb collisions, respectively.

The systematic uncertainties related to the track selection cri-
teria were studied by repeating the analysis varying one-by-one 
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Table 1

Contributions to the relative (%) systematic uncertainty on the pT
spectra of primary charged particles in pp, p–Pb, and Pb–Pb col-
lisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV. Just for illustration, the range in the 
table corresponds to the lowest and highest relative systematic un-
certainty in the considered pT range. The individual contributions 
are summed in quadrature to obtain the total uncertainty.

Source of uncertainty pp p–Pb Pb–Pb

Track selection 2.1–8.2 2.4–5.8 3.0–9.9

Particle composition 0.3–1.8 0.5–1.9 0.3–2.4

Secondary particles 0.0–0.4 0.0–2.4 0.0–1.9

Matching efficiency 2.0–4.2 0.7–3.7 0.6–3.7

Total 3.2–8.8 3.6–6.3 3.5–10.0

Total (Nch-dependent) 2.0–4.5 1.7–4.0 1.1–3.7

the track selection criteria [42,45]. In particular, the upper limits 
of the track fit quality parameters in the ITS (χ2

ITS/Nhits) and in the 
TPC (χ2

TPC/Nclusters) were varied in the ranges of 25–49 and 3–5, 
respectively. The maximum fraction of shared TPC clusters was var-
ied between 0.2 to 1 and the maximum dz was varied between 1 
and 5 cm [42]. We have also quantified the impact of not includ-
ing the ITS hit requirement in the track selection. The systematic 
uncertainty on the primary particle composition was estimated us-
ing a procedure similar to the one described in [42]. To quantify 
the uncertainty due to the imperfect simulation of the detector re-
sponse, the track matching between the TPC and the ITS informa-
tion in the data and in the simulation were compared. To achieve 
this, the fraction of secondary particles was rescaled according to 
fits to the measured DCA distributions. After this rescaling, the 
agreement between data and model was found to be within 3% 
for all collision systems. This value was assigned as an additional 
systematic uncertainty [42]. The systematic uncertainty on the sec-
ondary particle contamination considers the imperfection of the 
method (multi-component template fit) used to extract the cor-
rection. The fit ranges were varied and the fit was repeated using 
templates with two (primaries, secondaries) or three (primaries, 
secondaries from material, secondaries from weak decays) compo-
nents. The maximum spread among these variations was assigned 
as the systematic uncertainty on the secondary contamination. This 
contribution dominates at low pT . The density of materials used in 
simulations of the experimental setup was varied by ± 4.5% [35], 
resulting in a negligible systematic uncertainty in the considered 
pT range of 0.5 to 6.0 GeV/c. For the estimation of total system-
atic uncertainty, all the above listed contributions were summed 
in quadrature. The systematic uncertainties are independent of the 
difference between the azimuthal angle of the associated particle 
and that of the trigger particle. The estimated systematic uncer-
tainties on the pT spectra significantly depend on pT , while the 
dependence on the multiplicity classes is mild. The ranges of sys-
tematic uncertainties in the three considered collision systems are 
reported in Table 1 for the various sources described above.

3. Results and discussion

The pT spectra measured in the transverse region for pp, p–Pb, 
and Pb–Pb collisions are shown in Fig. 2 (top panel). Results are 
presented for different multiplicity classes. The ratios between the 
spectra in the individual multiplicity classes and the MB (0−100%) 
one are shown in the bottom panel. In the pT range 0.5 − 6GeV/c, 
the ratios for the highest multiplicity class (0−5%) are larger than 
unity and show an increasing trend with increasing pT at low pT
(< 2 − 3GeV/c) followed at higher pT by a slow decrease. Instead, 
for the lowest multiplicity classes (40−60% and 60−90%) the ratios 
are lower than unity and follow an opposite trend with pT , de-
creasing at low pT and increasing for pT > 3GeV/c. The behaviour 

of the ratios as a function of the event activity is reminiscent of 
analogous ratios as a function of the number of MPI in pp colli-
sions simulated with PYTHIA 8, including colour reconnection [51]. 
In particular, at pT ≈ 2 − 3 GeV/c the pT spectrum of pp collisions 
with large MPI activity exhibits an enhancement with respect to 
the pT spectrum of MB pp collisions. The effect was not observed 
before in data because, in contrast to the present analysis, the jet 
contribution was included in the pT spectra [45].

The top (bottom) panel of Fig. 3 shows the charged particle 
yields for the toward (away) region after the subtraction of the 
yields measured in the transverse region in pp, p–Pb and Pb–Pb
collisions. Results are compared with the pT spectra measured for 
MB pp collisions (0−100% V0M pp event class) quantified with 
the ratio I t,aX , as defined in Eq. (1). At low transverse momenta, 
pT < 4GeV/c, I t,aX is close to unity in pp and p–Pb collisions. In 
contrast, I t,aX in Pb–Pb collisions exhibits a strong multiplicity de-
pendence over the whole measured pT interval. The I t,aX magnitude 
is larger for semi-peripheral Pb–Pb collisions, the maximum is ob-
served for 20−40% Pb–Pb collisions, and is smaller for the most 
central and most peripheral classes. Given that the v2 contribu-
tion is not subtracted from the jet-like yields reported in Fig. 3, 
the centrality dependence of I t,aX follows the behaviour of v2 as a 
function of collision centrality and particle pT in Pb–Pb collisions 
at LHC energies [52].

Fig. 4 shows the measured values of I t,aX in the transverse mo-
mentum interval 4 < pT < 6GeV/c as a function of the average 
multiplicity in the transverse region for all the multiplicity classes 
considered in pp, p–Pb and Pb–Pb collisions. The figure shows that, 
within uncertainties, the I t,aX values are close to unity for all the 
multiplicity classes measured in pp and p–Pb collisions. This indi-
cates that effects induced by possible energy loss in these systems 
are not observed within uncertainties. This result is consistent with 
previous studies of nuclear modification factor [33] and hadron-
jet recoil measurements [34]. By contrast, for Pb–Pb collisions the 
I t,aX values are compatible to unity for peripheral collisions, and 
show a gradual enhancement (reduction) with the increase in mul-
tiplicity for the toward (away) region. The behaviour is the same 
for the I t,aX values measured either assuming a flat background or 
a v2-modulated background. The v2-modulated background was 
estimated following the approach depicted in Eq. (2) and using 
the v2 data reported in [49]. This behaviour is qualitatively sim-
ilar to the di-hadron correlation results reported by the STAR and 
ALICE collaborations [29,30]. In Pb–Pb collisions, I tX provides infor-
mation about the fragmenting jet leaving the medium, while on 
the away side, IaX reflects the survival probability of the recoiling 
parton during passage through the medium. Thus a suppression of 
IaX would indicate that fewer partons survive the passage through 
the medium and is expected from the strong in-medium energy 
loss. On the other hand, the enhancement observed in the toward 
region is also subject to medium effects. The ratio is sensitive to 
a) a possible change of the fragmentation functions, b) a possible 
modification of the quark to gluon jet ratio in the final state due 
to different coupling with medium, and c) a possible bias on the 
parton spectrum due to trigger particle selection. Moreover, given 
that I t,aX is sensitive to the same effects as IAA , the interpretation 
of the results is similar to that reported in [30]. It is likely that all 
three effects play a role [30]. A detailed quantification of the con-
tribution of each effect is beyond the scope of the present paper.

In order to get further insight into the effect, the measured I t,aX
values are compared in Fig. 5 with model predictions. Following 
the similar treatment of the experimental data, for the models, the 
total sample is subdivided into different V0M classes and the 〈NT

ch〉
is calculated for each class. For high-multiplicity pp collisions, al-
though I t,aX is close to unity, a small trend with multiplicity is 
visible, which is not seen at similar multiplicities (20−90% V0A) 
in p–Pb data. To understand the source of these slight deviations 
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Fig. 2. Top panels: transverse momentum spectra of charged particles in the transverse region for different multiplicity classes in pp (left), p–Pb (middle) and Pb–Pb (right) 
collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV. The pT spectra are measured at mid pseudorapidity (|η| < 0.8). Lower panels: Ratio of pT spectra in different multiplicity classes to the pT
spectrum in the 0−100% multiplicity class for the corresponding collision systems. The statistical and systematic uncertainties are shown by bars and boxes, respectively.

from unity, the data are compared with the predictions from the
PYTHIA 8 (Monash tune [28]) and EPOS-LHC [21] event generators. 
In PYTHIA, the hadronization of quarks is simulated using the Lund 
string fragmentation model [53]. Various PYTHIA tunes have been 
developed through extensive comparison of Monte Carlo distribu-
tions with the minimum-bias data from different experiments. The 
Monash tune of PYTHIA 8 is tuned to LHC data and uses an up-
dated set of hadronization parameters compared to the previous 
tunes [28]. EPOS-LHC is built on the Parton-Based Gribov Regge 
Theory. Utilising the colour exchange mechanism of string excita-
tion, the model is tuned to LHC data [21]. In this model, a part 
of the collision system which has high parton densities becomes 
a “core” region that evolves hydrodynamically as a quark–gluon 
plasma and it is surrounded by a more dilute “corona” for which 
fragmentation occurs in the vacuum. The upper panel of Fig. 5
shows I t,aX for different multiplicity classes. The observed devia-
tions from unity are reproduced by PYTHIA 8 for both the toward 
and away regions. Given that PYTHIA 8 does not incorporate any 
jet quenching mechanism, the origin of the effect in high 〈NT

ch〉 col-
lisions is related to a remaining bias towards harder fragmentation 
and more activity from initial and final state radiation [54]. These 
effects enhance the high-pT yield in the toward region, and pro-
duce a broadening in the away region [55]. The EPOS-LHC results 
in the away region are similar to both data and PYTHIA 8. However, 
for I tX EPOS-LHC exhibits a trend with a maximum at intermedi-
ate multiplicity and a reduction toward low and high multiplicities, 
which is not consistent with the measurements.

The middle and bottom panels of Fig. 5 show I t,aX measured for 
p–Pb and Pb–Pb collisions, respectively. The data are compared to
PYTHIA 8/Angantyr [56] and EPOS-LHC predictions. The Angantyr 
model in PYTHIA 8 extrapolates the dynamics from pp collisions 
to p–Pb and Pb–Pb collisions, generalising the formalism adopted 
for pp collisions by including a description of the nucleon posi-
tions within the colliding nuclei and utilising the Glauber model to 
calculate the number of interacting nucleons and binary nucleon–
nucleon collisions. PYTHIA 8/Angantyr, which does not include jet 
quenching effects, predicts I t,aX values consistent with unity for all 
the multiplicity classes in Pb–Pb collisions. Whereas for p–Pb col-
lisions IaX is consistent with unity, and I tX is slightly below unity. 
In EPOS-LHC, a certain pT cutoff is defined in such a way that, 
above this cutoff, a particle loses part of its momentum in the 
core but survives as an independent particle produced by a flux 

tube. Soft particles, which are below the pT cutoff, get completely 
absorbed and form the core. This sort of energy loss mechanism 
implemented in EPOS-LHC depends on the system size [21,57,58]. 
Fig. 5 (middle) shows that for p–Pb collisions, EPOS-LHC does not 
describe either the magnitude or the trend of the multiplicity de-
pendence of the measured ratio in the toward region, I tX . How-
ever, the model is in reasonable agreement with data in the away 
region. For Pb–Pb collisions, EPOS-LHC predicts a significant en-
hancement of I t,aX for low 〈NT

ch〉 ranges and deviates significantly 
from the experimental results.

In summary, while the data from Pb–Pb collisions are in quali-
tative agreement with expectations from parton energy loss due to 
the presence of a hot and dense medium, pp and p–Pb data do not 
show any hint of medium effects in the multiplicity range which 
is reported.

4. Summary

The transverse momentum spectra (0.5 ≤ pT < 6GeV/c) of pri-
mary charged particles in three azimuthal regions (toward, away 
and transverse) defined with respect to the direction of the par-
ticle with the highest transverse momentum in the event (8 ≤
ptrig
T < 15GeV/c) are reported. The spectra are studied in intervals 

of the multiplicity measured at forward pseudorapidities for pp, 
p–Pb, and Pb–Pb collisions at 

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The pT spectra in 

the transverse region are subtracted from those of the away and 
toward regions. This is based on the assumption that the trans-
verse side provides a good estimation of the underlying event 
contribution in both the toward and away regions. However, for 
the interpretation of the results one has to keep in mind that v2
modulates the background and this effect is important for semi-
central Pb–Pb collisions and for pT > 4GeV/c the effect is less 
than 5% in central and peripheral Pb–Pb collisions. Ratios to MB 
pp (I t,aX ), i.e., the multiplicity dependent yields normalised to the 
yield measured in MB pp collisions, are reported. At low transverse 
momentum (pT < 2GeV/c), within 20%, the I t,aX values are multi-
plicity independent for both the toward and away regions in pp 
and p–Pb collisions. In contrast, in Pb–Pb collisions for both toward 
and away regions the I t,aX values exhibit a centrality dependence 
which is expected given the residual presence of elliptic flow. In 
the highest transverse momentum interval (4 < pT < 6GeV/c), the 
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Fig. 3. Transverse momentum spectra of charged particles in Toward-Transverse, dNst
ch/dpT (top plot) and Away-Transverse, dNsa

ch/dpT (bottom plot) regions for different 
multiplicity classes in pp (left), p–Pb (middle) and Pb–Pb (right) collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV. The pT spectra are measured at mid pseudorapidity (|η| < 0.8). The lower 
panels of both plots show the ratio to minimum bias pp collisions. The statistical and systematic uncertainties are shown by bars and boxes, respectively.

Fig. 4. The I tX (left) and IaX (right) as a function of 〈NT
ch〉 in 4 < pT < 6 GeV/c for different multiplicity classes in pp, p–Pb and Pb–Pb collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV. Pb–Pb

results are shown assuming a flat background (filled markers), and assuming a v2-modulated background (empty markers). The statistical and systematic uncertainties are 
shown by bars and boxes, respectively.
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Fig. 5. Comparison of the measured the I tX (left) and IaX (right) in 4 < pT < 6 GeV/c with model predictions. The results are shown as a function of 〈NT
ch〉 for different multi-

plicity classes in pp (top panel), p–Pb (middle panel) and Pb–Pb (bottom panel) collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV. The red and magenta lines show the PYTHIA 8 (Monash) [28]
and PYTHIA 8/Angantyr [28] predictions, respectively. The blue lines show the EPOS-LHC [21] results. The statistical and systematic uncertainties are shown by bars and 
boxes, respectively.

I t,aX values in pp collisions are closer to unity but they exhibit a 
small reduction (increase) towards high V0 activity in pp colli-
sions. This trend is well reproduced by PYTHIA 8. In the model, 
it is due to a selection bias towards pp collisions with harder frag-
mentation and larger activity from initial and final state radiation. 
For p–Pb collisions, within uncertainties, the I t,aX values are con-
sistent with unity and do not show a multiplicity dependence.
PYTHIA 8/Angantyr fairly describes IaX , but it underestimates by 
about 10% the I tX values in the low multiplicity classes (40−90% 
V0A event class). For Pb–Pb collisions, the I t,aX values are close to 
unity for peripheral collisions, and show a gradual increase (re-
duction) in the toward (away) region with increasing multiplicity. 
A similar observable, IAA , based on the per-trigger yield of associ-
ated particles in di-hadron correlation has been studied for central 
and peripheral Pb–Pb collisions at 

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV. The behaviour 

of I t,aX exhibits the same features as IAA: in central collisions, on 
the away-side, a suppression is observed as expected from strong 
in-medium energy loss. In the toward region, an enhancement is 
observed. PYTHIA 8/Angantyr predicts I t,aX ≈ 1 for all multiplicity 
intervals, and it does not reproduce the observed away-side sup-
pression or toward-side enhancement. Generally, EPOS-LHC does 
not describe the measured I t,aX ratios.

In summary, within the multiplicity reach reported in this pa-
per, no jet quenching effects are observed in pp and p–Pb collisions 
within uncertainties. Further studies are required to extend the 
present analysis to higher multiplicities, which are currently lim-
ited by the event selection based on the forward V0 detector. The 
analysis of future pp and p–Pb collisions with much larger inte-
grated luminosity may remove this limitation.
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D. Pagano 130,54, G. Paić 64, A. Palasciano 49, S. Panebianco 127, J. Park 57, J.E. Parkkila 32,114, S.P. Pathak 113, 
R.N. Patra 91, B. Paul 22, H. Pei 6, T. Peitzmann 58, X. Peng 6, L.G. Pereira 65, H. Pereira Da Costa 127, 
D. Peresunko 139, G.M. Perez 7, S. Perrin 127, Y. Pestov 139, V. Petráček 35, V. Petrov 139, M. Petrovici 45, 
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D. Serebryakov 139, L. Šerkšnytė 96, A. Sevcenco 62, T.J. Shaba 67, A. Shabanov 139, A. Shabetai 103, 
R. Shahoyan 32, W. Shaikh 99, A. Shangaraev 139, A. Sharma 90, D. Sharma 46, H. Sharma 106, M. Sharma 91, 
N. Sharma 90, S. Sharma 91, U. Sharma 91, A. Shatat 72, O. Sheibani 113, K. Shigaki 93, M. Shimomura 77, 
S. Shirinkin 139, Q. Shou 39, Y. Sibiriak 139, S. Siddhanta 51, T. Siemiarczuk 79, T.F. Silva 109, D. Silvermyr 75, 
T. Simantathammakul 104, R. Simeonov 36, G. Simonetti 32, B. Singh 91, B. Singh 96, R. Singh 80, R. Singh 91, 
R. Singh 47, V.K. Singh 131, V. Singhal 131, T. Sinha 99, B. Sitar 12, M. Sitta 129,55, T.B. Skaali 19, 
G. Skorodumovs 95, M. Slupecki 43, N. Smirnov 136, R.J.M. Snellings 58, E.H. Solheim 19, C. Soncco 101, 
J. Song 113, A. Songmoolnak 104, F. Soramel 27, S. Sorensen 119, R. Spijkers 84, I. Sputowska 106, J. Staa 75, 

11



ALICE Collaboration Physics Letters B 843 (2023) 137649

J. Stachel 95, I. Stan 62, P.J. Steffanic 119, S.F. Stiefelmaier 95, D. Stocco 103, I. Storehaug 19, 
M.M. Storetvedt 34, P. Stratmann 134, S. Strazzi 25, C.P. Stylianidis 84, A.A.P. Suaide 109, C. Suire 72, 
M. Sukhanov 139, M. Suljic 32, V. Sumberia 91, S. Sumowidagdo 82, S. Swain 60, A. Szabo 12, I. Szarka 12, 
U. Tabassam 13, S.F. Taghavi 96, G. Taillepied 98,124, J. Takahashi 110, G.J. Tambave 20, S. Tang 124,6, 
Z. Tang 117, J.D. Tapia Takaki 115, N. Tapus 123, L.A. Tarasovicova 134, M.G. Tarzila 45, A. Tauro 32, 
A. Telesca 32, L. Terlizzi 24, C. Terrevoli 113, G. Tersimonov 3, S. Thakur 131, D. Thomas 107, R. Tieulent 125, 
A. Tikhonov 139, A.R. Timmins 113, M. Tkacik 105, T. Tkacik 105, A. Toia 63, N. Topilskaya 139, M. Toppi 48, 
F. Torales-Acosta 18, T. Tork 72, A.G. Torres Ramos 31, A. Trifiró 30,52, A.S. Triolo 30,52, S. Tripathy 50, 
T. Tripathy 46, S. Trogolo 32, V. Trubnikov 3, W.H. Trzaska 114, T.P. Trzcinski 132, R. Turrisi 53, T.S. Tveter 19, 
K. Ullaland 20, B. Ulukutlu 96, A. Uras 125, M. Urioni 54,130, G.L. Usai 22, M. Vala 37, N. Valle 21, S. Vallero 55, 
L.V.R. van Doremalen 58, M. van Leeuwen 84, C.A. van Veen 95, R.J.G. van Weelden 84, P. Vande Vyvre 32, 
D. Varga 135, Z. Varga 135, M. Varga-Kofarago 135, M. Vasileiou 78, A. Vasiliev 139, O. Vázquez Doce 96, 
V. Vechernin 139, E. Vercellin 24, S. Vergara Limón 44, L. Vermunt 58, R. Vértesi 135, M. Verweij 58, 
L. Vickovic 33, Z. Vilakazi 120, O. Villalobos Baillie 100, G. Vino 49, A. Vinogradov 139, T. Virgili 28, 
V. Vislavicius 83, A. Vodopyanov 140, B. Volkel 32, M.A. Völkl 95, K. Voloshin 139, S.A. Voloshin 133, 
G. Volpe 31, B. von Haller 32, I. Vorobyev 96, N. Vozniuk 139, J. Vrláková 37, B. Wagner 20, C. Wang 39, 
D. Wang 39, M. Weber 102, A. Wegrzynek 32, F.T. Weiglhofer 38, S.C. Wenzel 32, J.P. Wessels 134, 
S.L. Weyhmiller 136, J. Wiechula 63, J. Wikne 19, G. Wilk 79, J. Wilkinson 98, G.A. Willems 134, 
B. Windelband 95, M. Winn 127, J.R. Wright 107, W. Wu 39, Y. Wu 117, R. Xu 6, A.K. Yadav 131, S. Yalcin 71, 
Y. Yamaguchi 93, K. Yamakawa 93, S. Yang 20, S. Yano 93, Z. Yin 6, I.-K. Yoo 16, J.H. Yoon 57, S. Yuan 20, 
A. Yuncu 95, V. Zaccolo 23, C. Zampolli 32, H.J.C. Zanoli 58, F. Zanone 95, N. Zardoshti 32,100, 
A. Zarochentsev 139, P. Závada 61, N. Zaviyalov 139, M. Zhalov 139, B. Zhang 6, S. Zhang 39, X. Zhang 6, 
Y. Zhang 117, M. Zhao 10, V. Zherebchevskii 139, Y. Zhi 10, N. Zhigareva 139, D. Zhou 6, Y. Zhou 83, J. Zhu 98,6, 
Y. Zhu 6, G. Zinovjev 3,I, N. Zurlo 130,54

1 A.I. Alikhanyan National Science Laboratory (Yerevan Physics Institute) Foundation, Yerevan, Armenia
2 AGH University of Science and Technology, Cracow, Poland
3 Bogolyubov Institute for Theoretical Physics, National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, Kiev, Ukraine
4 Bose Institute, Department of Physics and Centre for Astroparticle Physics and Space Science (CAPSS), Kolkata, India
5 California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo, CA, United States
6 Central China Normal University, Wuhan, China
7 Centro de Aplicaciones Tecnológicas y Desarrollo Nuclear (CEADEN), Havana, Cuba
8 Centro de Investigación y de Estudios Avanzados (CINVESTAV), Mexico City and Mérida, Mexico
9 Chicago State University, Chicago, IL, United States
10 China Institute of Atomic Energy, Beijing, China
11 Chungbuk National University, Cheongju, Republic of Korea
12 Comenius University Bratislava, Faculty of Mathematics, Physics and Informatics, Bratislava, Slovak Republic
13 COMSATS University Islamabad, Islamabad, Pakistan
14 Creighton University, Omaha, NE, United States
15 Department of Physics, Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh, India
16 Department of Physics, Pusan National University, Pusan, Republic of Korea
17 Department of Physics, Sejong University, Seoul, Republic of Korea
18 Department of Physics, University of California, Berkeley, CA, United States
19 Department of Physics, University of Oslo, Oslo, Norway
20 Department of Physics and Technology, University of Bergen, Bergen, Norway
21 Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Pavia, Pavia, Italy
22 Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Cagliari, Italy
23 Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Trieste, Italy
24 Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Turin, Italy
25 Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Bologna, Italy
26 Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Catania, Italy
27 Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia dell’Università and Sezione INFN, Padova, Italy
28 Dipartimento di Fisica ‘E.R. Caianiello’ dell’Università and Gruppo Collegato INFN, Salerno, Italy
29 Dipartimento DISAT del Politecnico and Sezione INFN, Turin, Italy
30 Dipartimento di Scienze MIFT, Università di Messina, Messina, Italy
31 Dipartimento Interateneo di Fisica ‘M. Merlin’ and Sezione INFN, Bari, Italy
32 European Organization for Nuclear Research (CERN), Geneva, Switzerland
33 Faculty of Electrical Engineering, Mechanical Engineering and Naval Architecture, University of Split, Split, Croatia
34 Faculty of Engineering and Science, Western Norway University of Applied Sciences, Bergen, Norway
35 Faculty of Nuclear Sciences and Physical Engineering, Czech Technical University in Prague, Prague, Czech Republic
36 Faculty of Physics, Sofia University, Sofia, Bulgaria
37 Faculty of Science, P.J. Šafárik University, Košice, Slovak Republic
38 Frankfurt Institute for Advanced Studies, Johann Wolfgang Goethe-Universität Frankfurt, Frankfurt, Germany
39 Fudan University, Shanghai, China
40 Gangneung-Wonju National University, Gangneung, Republic of Korea
41 Gauhati University, Department of Physics, Guwahati, India
42 Helmholtz-Institut für Strahlen- und Kernphysik, Rheinische Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universität Bonn, Bonn, Germany
43 Helsinki Institute of Physics (HIP), Helsinki, Finland

12



ALICE Collaboration Physics Letters B 843 (2023) 137649

44 High Energy Physics Group, Universidad Autónoma de Puebla, Puebla, Mexico
45 Horia Hulubei National Institute of Physics and Nuclear Engineering, Bucharest, Romania
46 Indian Institute of Technology Bombay (IIT), Mumbai, India
47 Indian Institute of Technology Indore, Indore, India
48 INFN, Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, Frascati, Italy
49 INFN, Sezione di Bari, Bari, Italy
50 INFN, Sezione di Bologna, Bologna, Italy
51 INFN, Sezione di Cagliari, Cagliari, Italy
52 INFN, Sezione di Catania, Catania, Italy
53 INFN, Sezione di Padova, Padova, Italy
54 INFN, Sezione di Pavia, Pavia, Italy
55 INFN, Sezione di Torino, Turin, Italy
56 INFN, Sezione di Trieste, Trieste, Italy
57 Inha University, Incheon, Republic of Korea
58 Institute for Gravitational and Subatomic Physics (GRASP), Utrecht University/Nikhef, Utrecht, Netherlands
59 Institute of Experimental Physics, Slovak Academy of Sciences, Košice, Slovak Republic
60 Institute of Physics, Homi Bhabha National Institute, Bhubaneswar, India
61 Institute of Physics of the Czech Academy of Sciences, Prague, Czech Republic
62 Institute of Space Science (ISS), Bucharest, Romania
63 Institut für Kernphysik, Johann Wolfgang Goethe-Universität Frankfurt, Frankfurt, Germany
64 Instituto de Ciencias Nucleares, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, Mexico City, Mexico
65 Instituto de Física, Universidade Federal do Rio Grande do Sul (UFRGS), Porto Alegre, Brazil
66 Instituto de Física, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, Mexico City, Mexico
67 iThemba LABS, National Research Foundation, Somerset West, South Africa
68 Jeonbuk National University, Jeonju, Republic of Korea
69 Johann-Wolfgang-Goethe Universität Frankfurt Institut für Informatik, Fachbereich Informatik und Mathematik, Frankfurt, Germany
70 Korea Institute of Science and Technology Information, Daejeon, Republic of Korea
71 KTO Karatay University, Konya, Turkey
72 Laboratoire de Physique des 2 Infinis, Irène Joliot-Curie, Orsay, France
73 Laboratoire de Physique Subatomique et de Cosmologie, Université Grenoble-Alpes, CNRS-IN2P3, Grenoble, France
74 Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA, United States
75 Lund University Department of Physics, Division of Particle Physics, Lund, Sweden
76 Nagasaki Institute of Applied Science, Nagasaki, Japan
77 Nara Women’s University (NWU), Nara, Japan
78 National and Kapodistrian University of Athens, School of Science, Department of Physics , Athens, Greece
79 National Centre for Nuclear Research, Warsaw, Poland
80 National Institute of Science Education and Research, Homi Bhabha National Institute, Jatni, India
81 National Nuclear Research Center, Baku, Azerbaijan
82 National Research and Innovation Agency - BRIN, Jakarta, Indonesia
83 Niels Bohr Institute, University of Copenhagen, Copenhagen, Denmark
84 Nikhef, National institute for subatomic physics, Amsterdam, Netherlands
85 Nuclear Physics Group, STFC Daresbury Laboratory, Daresbury, United Kingdom
86 Nuclear Physics Institute of the Czech Academy of Sciences, Husinec-Řež, Czech Republic
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