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Abstract

We investigate the leading-power fragmentation of fully charmed pentaquark states
(S-wave |cécec) pentacharms) at hadron colliders. We introduce a new set of multimodal
collinear fragmentation functions, named PQ5Q1.0. They rely on an enhanced calculation
of the initial-scale input for the constituent heavy-quark fragmentation channel, making
them well suited to describe the short-distance emission of either a compact multicharm
state or a dicharm-charm-dicharm configuration. To explore phenomenological implica-
tions, we use the (sym) JETHAD multimodular interface to study NLL/NLO™ semi-inclusive
production rates for pentacharm-plus-jet systems at the forthcoming HL-LHC and the fu-
ture FCC. Our analysis represents a further step toward bridging the domains of hadronic
structure, precision QCD, and exotic matter.
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1 Opening remarks

The study of exotic hadrons has been one of the most exciting developments in hadron spec-
troscopy over the past two decades [1-3]. Although the conventional quark model, first pro-
posed by Gell-Mann and Zweig in the nineteenth-sixties, describes baryons as three-quark states
and mesons as quark-antiquark pairs [4, 5], recent discoveries suggest a much richer spectrum
of hadronic matter. The existence of hadrons beyond the traditional classification, such as
tetraquarks, pentaquarks, hexaquarks, and hybrid mesons, has fundamentally challenged our
understanding of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) [6-15].

These exotic states provide an invaluable opportunity to probe the strong interaction in
previously unexplored ways. Next-generation (lepton-)hadron colliders, such as the LHC Hi-
Lumi upgrade (HL-LHC) [16], the Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) [17-19] and the Future Circular
Collider (FCC) [20-23], will offer us a faultless chance to examine these exotic particles. By
generating and analyzing exotic matter events in high-energy hadronic collisions, one can delve
into their core structure, including the quark and gluon configurations, as well as their produc-
tion mechanisms.

Recent progress in precision QCD offers new theoretical perspectives for studying these
processes. Fixed-order calculations, enhanced by all-order resummations, enable robust cal-
culations of cross sections and distributions, which can be compared with experimental data
to deepen our understanding of the dynamics involved in exotic matter production. A com-
prehensive program that combines advancements in exotic spectroscopy with the systematic
application of precision QCD techniques will provide insights into the role of color confinement
and the fundamental properties of multiquark bound states. Such studies have the potential
to deepen our understanding of QCD and the fundamental nature of subnuclear matter.

Various models have been proposed to describe the internal structure of exotic hadrons.
One of the most prominent approaches is the compact multiquark model, in which exotic
hadrons are tightly bound configurations of multiple quarks and antiquarks [24, 25]. In this
framework, tetraquarks are interpreted as bound states of two quarks and two antiquarks, while
pentaquarks consist of four quarks and one antiquark, and hexaquarks are made of three quarks
and three antiquarks.

Another widely accepted approach is the hadronic molecular model, which describes exotic
hadrons as loosely bound states of conventional hadrons, such as meson-meson or meson-baryon
molecules [13, 26-34]. The molecular picture naturally explains certain features observed in
experiments, such as the narrow widths of some exotic states and their proximity to two-hadron

thresholds.

A different perspective is provided by the diquark-antidiquark model, which posits that
exotic hadrons are composed of tightly bound diquark and antidiquark pairs [34-40]. This
model has been particularly useful in explaining the spectrum of tetraquark states, as it predicts



the mass ordering and decay patterns of observed resonances.

An alternative explanation comes from the hadroquarkonium model, in which an exotic
hadron consists of a heavy quarkonium core surrounded by a light quark cloud [41-45]. This
picture has been applied to states such as the X (3872) [46] and Y (4260) [47] states, which
exhibit behavior consistent with a hadroquarkonium-like structure.

The search for exotic hadrons has been a key focus of experimental collaborations worldwide.
The first evidence for tetraquarks emerged with the discovery of the hidden-charm X (3872)
by the Belle Collaboration in 2003 [46]. This state did not align within the conventional
charmonium spectrum, thus broadening the perspective toward exotic interpretations. Ten
years later, the charged charmonium-like state Z.(3900), a decay product of the anomalous
Y (4260), was simultaneously discovered by BES III [48] and Belle [49], providing further support
for the existence of tetraquarks. More recently, in 2021, the detection of the X (2900) was
reported by the LHCDb experiment, representing the first observation of an exotic state with
open-charm flavor [50].

Pentaquarks have also been at the center of experimental efforts. The necessity of including
an antiquark in the leading Fock state makes the experimental identification of many pentaquark
signatures challenging. If the flavor of the antiquark matches that of any other quark in the
quintuplet, it cancels out, causing the particle to appear indistinguishable from its three-quark,
nonexotic baryon counterpart. Consequently, early pentaquark searches focused on particles
where such cancellation did not occur.

The initial claims of a pentaquark signal date back to 2003 when the LEPS and DIANA
Collaborations reported the observation of the ©% baryon [51, 52]. This aligned with the
prediction of a pentaquark state with a mass of 1530 MeV, proposed in 1997 [53]. However,
conflicting results from subsequent searches led to significant skepticism [54-57].

The breakthrough occurred in 2015 when the LHCb Collaboration at CERN provided clear
evidence for two pentaquark states, P.(4380)% and P.(4450)7, in the decay of the A, baryon [58].
Both pentaquarks were observed undergoing strong decays into [J/¢ + p] systems, classifying
them as charmonium-like pentaquarks.

That discovery was corroborated in 2019 with the identification of three new pentaquark
states, P.(4312)%, P.(4440)%, and P.(4457)" [59]. In 2021, the LHCb experiment reported
evidence of a new charmonium-like pentaquark with strangeness, specifically the P.;(4459),
observed in the [J/¢ + A] distribution from [Z, — J/¢ + A + K| decays [60]. Subsequently,
in 2022, the LHCb announced the observation of the Pj (4338) in flavor-untagged [B~ —
J/1 + p + p| decays [61]. For related experimental studies, see, e.g., Refs. [62, 63].

Despite remarkable progress in unraveling the mass spectra and decay properties of exotic
hadrons since the discovery of the first exotic hadron, their dynamical production mechanisms
remain poorly understood. To date, only a handful of model-dependent approaches have been
explored, including those based on color evaporation [64] and hadron-quark duality [65, 66].



Lattice QCD simulations and effective field theories have provided further insight, revealing
the subtleties of interquark forces and resonance formation [67-72]. More recent theoretical
work has explored the role of heavy-quark dynamics in pentaquark systems, suggesting that
interactions between heavy mesons and baryons play a crucial role in the formation of observed
states [73]. Furthermore, studies have analyzed the interplay of long-range pion exchanges and
short-range quark interactions in binding mechanisms, leading to predictions of new pentaquark
candidates with different quantum numbers [74, 75].

From a theoretical viewpoint, fully heavy tetraquarks and pentaquarks are arguably the
most accessible exotic states to investigate. With the heavy-quark mass m¢ being significantly
larger than the perturbative threshold, a fully heavy tetraquark can be envisioned as a composite
system made up of two nonrelativistic charm quarks and two anticharm quarks. Its lowest Fock
state, |QQQQ), is free from contributions arising from valence light quarks or dynamical gluons.
This is strikingly similar to quarkonia, whose dominant state is simply |QQ).

This similarity suggests that the theoretical methods used for studying quarkonia may also
be applicable to heavy tetraquarks. Consequently, while charmonia are often described as QCD
“hydrogen atoms” [76], fully charmed tetraquarks might be viewed as either QCD “helium-2
atoms” or “hydrogen molecules”, depending on the interpretation. Analogously, a fully heavy
pentaquark, Psq, can be conceived as a composite system made up of four nonrelativistic charm
quarks and one anticharm quark, |QQQQQ). Fully heavy pentaquarks, following this analogy,
can be regarded as QCD “helium-3 atoms”.

The remarkably large cross sections for X (3872) tetraquark production at high transverse
momenta, measured in LHC experiments [77-79], offer crucial insights into its production dy-
namics. These observations present a valuable opportunity to refine theoretical models and ex-
plore production mechanisms deeply rooted in high-energy precision QCD, such as the leading-
power fragmentation of a single parton into the observed tetraquark.

At the same time, the increasing complexity in describing the formation of the exotic ne-
cessitates a hadron-structure-driven approach. To address this, we recently introduced [80]
and delivered [81, 82] two novel families of zero-mass variable-flavor number-scheme (ZM-
VFENS) [83, 84] fragmentation functions (FFs), named TQHL1.1 and TQ4Q1.1, which respec-
tively depict the collinear fragmentation of a single parton into doubly heavy (Xg,g;) and
fully heavy (Tyq) tetraquarks. These functions combine nonrelativistic model calculations of
the parton initial scale inputs [85-88] with a DGLAP-evolution treatment that consistently
account for heavy-quark evolution thresholds [89-91].

More in general, heavy-hadron fragmentation at leading power provides a unique intersec-
tion between hadronic structure and precision QCD. The presence of one or more heavy quarks
in the lowest Fock state has a twofold impact. On the one hand, it complicates the theoretical
description of energy fragmentation, requiring hadron-structure-driven modeling of the non-
perturbative component. On the other hand, it calls for the use of perturbative techniques to



compute the short-distance fragmentation component. Achieving a precise description of heavy-
flavor fragmentation thus demands integrating the best of both worlds, where hadron-structure
explorations and high-precision QCD calculations work in synergy.

In the present work, we will investigate the leading-power fragmentation of fully charmed
pentaquark states (S-wave |ccece) pentacharms, or simply Ps..) at new-generation hadron collid-
ers. We will introduce a new set of collinear fragmentation functions, referred to as PQ5Q1.0 de-
terminations. They build on an enhanced treatment of the initial-scale input for the (anti)charm
fragmentation channel, making them well suited to describe the short-distance emission of either
a compact multicharm state or a dicharm-charm-dicharm configuration.

Defining a flexible approach that allows us to incorporate, within the leading power frag-
mentation, inputs at the initial scale of different nature, is crucial for a complete description
of the pentacharm production mechanism. Indeed, given that quarks possess finite masses
and move dynamically in space, even an initially compact state has a nonzero probability of
transitioning into a meson-cluster configuration. At the quantum level, this transition occurs
through fluctuations that manifest as couplings between the compact state and its internal
meson subsystems. This interaction tends to deform the initially compact structure, evolving
it into a more loosely bound object, reminiscent of a diquark- or molecular-like state [92].

This phenomenon represents a dynamical mechanism whose precise nature requires solving
the four- or five-body bound-state problem in the presence of confining forces. A general and
complete solution to this problem remains elusive. Therefore, our PQ5Q1.0 multimodal FFs
can serve as a useful guidance for future analyses aimed at discriminating between the (relative
weight and connections among) distinct exotic formation dynamics. In this context, we use the
term “multimodal” to indicate that the initial fragmentation input is modeled through multiple,
physically motivated structural components, reflecting different possible internal configurations
of the exotic hadron.

For our phenomenological investigation, we will adopt the NLL/NLO™ hybrid-factorization
scheme, which consistently incorporates the resummation of leading energy-leading logarithms
(LL), next-to-leading ones (NLL), and higher-order contributions (NLL™) within the standard
collinear framework at the next-to-leading order (NLO)." Several formulations of hybrid factor-
ization have been introduced in the literature, particularly in the context of small-x and forward
production. In this work, we adopt a hybrid scheme in which high-energy logarithmic resum-
mation is consistently embedded into the collinear factorization framework through a suitable
combination of resummed and fixed-order components. This structure, already employed in
previous high-energy analyses [95, 96], allows for a consistent treatment of observables charac-
terized by large rapidity intervals, while maintaining full compatibility with collinear inputs.

!The notation NLL/NLO™ was first introduced in recent studies of Mueller-Navelet jets [93], and later
extended to other high-energy processes involving exotic hadrons [80, 94]. It updates traditional high-energy
resummation terminology by explicitly indicating both the logarithmic (NLL) and fixed-order (NLO) accuracy,
in line with conventions from precision-QCD resummations.



In what follows, the JETHAD numerical interface, complemented by the symJETHAD symbolic
computation plugin [97-101], will be employed to generate predictions for high-energy observ-
ables sensitive to pentacharm-plus-jet signatures. Our study will span center-of-mass energies
ranging from the 14 TeV HL-LHC to the prospective 100 TeV nominal energy of the FCC.

This article is structured as follows. In Sec. 2 we present technical details on the way
the novel PQ5Q1.0 collinear FFs for Ps. states are built. Section 3 gives us insight on the
hybrid-factorization setup at NLL/NLO™. In Sec. 4 we provide a phenomenological analysis
of rapidity and transverse-momentum rates for the semi-inclusive associated production of Ps,
plus jet systems. Finally, Sec. 5 comes with conclusions and prospects.

2 Heavy-flavor fragmentation to S-wave P,

In this section we present our strategy to derive the multimodal PQ5Q1.0 FF family, describing
the collinear fragmentation of S-wave pentacharms from an initial-scale input for the charm
channel based either on the direct picture or the scalar-diquark one.

For the sake of completeness, in Sec. 2.1 we briefly review main features of heavy-flavor
fragmentation, from heavy-light hadrons to quarkonia and exotic hadrons. Then, moving to
the pentacharm case, direct and diquark inputs are given in Secs. 2.2 and 2.3, respectively.
Finally, the energy dependence of the PQ5Q1.0 functions is presented and discussed in Sec. 2.4.

We performed all the symbolic computations required to build the PQ5Q1.0 set by making
use of symJETHAD, a MATHEMATICA [102] plugin of JETHAD [97-101] suited to the symbolic
manipulation of analytic formulee for hadronic structure and precision QCD.

2.1 Heavy-flavor fragmentation at a glance

Unlike light hadrons, the fragmentation mechanism that drives the hadronization of heavy-
flavored hadrons exhibits an added layer of complexity. This arises from the fact that the
masses of heavy quarks in their lowest Fock state fall within the perturbative QCD regime.
Consequently, while light-hadron FFs have a pure nonperturbative nature, the initial-scale
inputs for heavy-hadron FFs can incorporate some perturbative components.

For singly heavy-flavored hadrons, such as D, B, or A.; particles, the initial fragmentation
input can be conceptualized as a two-stage process [84, 103, 104]. In the first stage, a parton i,
produced in a hard scattering process with large transverse momentum fragments into a heavy
quark ). Since the QCD running coupling calculated at the mass of the heavy quark is smaller
than one, this first step can be calculated perturbatively. This part, often referred to as the
short-distance coefficient (SDC) for the [i — @] fragmentation process, unfolds over a shorter
timescale than hadronization. The first NLO computation of SDCs for singly heavy hadrons



was reported in Ref. [83, 105], with subsequent next-to-NLO studies given in Refs. [106-110].

At later timescales, the heavy quark () hadronizes into a physical hadron. This second
stage of the fragmentation process is entirely nonperturbative and is typically described using
long-distance phenomenological models [111-113] or effective field theories [114-116].

The final step in assembling a comprehensive ZM-VENS FF set for heavy-light hadrons
involves incorporating energy evolution effects. Starting from the nonperturbative initial-scale
inputs, numerical techniques are employed to solve the coupled DGLAP evolution equations at
the desired perturbative accuracy.

The two-stage initial-scale fragmentation approach developed for singly heavy hadrons can
be suitably extended to quarkonia. Here, the simultaneous presence of a heavy quark ) and
its antiquark () in the lowest Fock state |QQ) makes the description of quarkonium fragmen-
tation more involved. Modern quarkonium theory relies on an effective formalism, known as
nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) [117-119] (see Refs. [120-123] for a pedagogical introduction).

In NRQCD, heavy-quark and antiquark fields are treated as nonrelativistic degrees of free-
dom, this turning into a factorization between SDCs, which govern the perturbative production
of the (QQ) pair, and long-distance matrix elements (LDMEs), which portray the nonpertur-
bative dynamics of hadronization. NRQCD describes a physical quarkonium state as a linear
combination of all possible Fock states, systematically ordered through a double expansion in
the strong coupling constant a, and the relative velocity vg between the constituent heavy
quark and the antiquark.

Notably, NRQCD allows for the exploration of the quarkonium production mechanism across
both low and moderate to high transverse-momentum (pr) regimes. The dominant mechanism
at low pr is the short-distance formation of the constituent (QQ) pair within the hard scattering
and its subsequent hadronization, at larger distances, into the physical quarkonium. Conversely,
when pr grows, the fragmentation of a single parton into the observed hadron plus inclusive
radiation competes with the short-distance mechanism, eventually becoming the dominant one.
While the short-distance production can be interpreted as a fixed-flavor number-scheme (FENS,
see, e.g., Ref. [124] for more details) two-parton fragmentation, embodying genuine higher-
power corrections [89-91, 125, 126], the single-parton production is a ZM-VFNS fragmentation,
its energy evolution being regulated by the DGLAP equations.

Leading-order (LO) calculations of the initial-scale input for gluon and constituent heavy-
quark channels into S-wave vector quarkonia in color-singlet configurations were conducted in
the early nineties [127, 128], while corresponding analyses at NLO came out only recently [129].
Starting from these inputs, a pioneering determination of new DGLAP-evolving FFs for vector
quarkonia, named ZCW19T, was derived in Refs. [96, 99]. The ZCFW22 extension to B.(*Sy) and
B.(35)) states soon followed [130, 131].

Remarkably, the behavior of rapidity and transverse-momentum distributions of those char-
med B mesons, determined using the ZCFW22 FF framework, supported the observation by the



LHCb Collaboration [131, 132] that the production rate of B.(!Sy) mesons relative to singly
bottomed B mesons remains below 0.1% [131]. This outcome provided a critical reference point
for validating the ZM-VFNS fragmentation scheme at high transverse momentum.

Turning our attention to the exotic sector, recent studies indicate that NRQCD factorization
can be leveraged to explore the intrinsic nature of double .J /v excitations [133-135], interpreting
these states as fully charmed compact tetraquarks (tetracharms) [136]. Within this framework,
the formation of a T}, state originates from the short-distance production of two charm and two
anticharm quarks, occurring at a scale being approximately the inverse of the charm mass. As
for singly heavy hadrons and quarkonia, asymptotic freedom enables the theoretical description
of heavy-tetraquark fragmentation as a two-step convolution, incorporating a short-distance
component followed by a long-distance phase.

The first calculation of the NRQCD initial-scale input for the [g — T} ] S-wave fragmenta-
tion channel in color-singlet configurations was presented in Ref. [87]. Then, our recent work
on TQ4Q1.0 FF sets combined the NRQCD gluon channel with an initial-scale input for the
[c = Ty FF, derived by suitably adapting a Suzuki-model calculation [85, 86]. This approach
was previously applied to describe the fragmentation of doubly heavy Xg,q; states [86].

Expanding on this methodology, the first determination of FF's for heavy-light tetraquarks,
referred to as TQHL1.0 functions, was presented in Ref. [137] (see Ref. [100] for a review).
Then, by publicly releasing the TQ4Q1.1 [82] and TQHL1.1 [81] families, we accounted for also
modeling the [Q — T}q] initial-scale FF via NRQCD [88], improved the X,g; fragmentation
description, and extended the analysis to bottomonium-like tetraquarks [80].

2.2 Direct fragmentation

Our methodology for modeling the initial-scale input of charm-quark fragmentation into a S-
wave color-singlet pentacharm in the direct multicharm scenario (see Fig. 1) is based on work
done in Ref. [139]. In that study, a spin-physics-inspired Suzuki framework [85], which incor-
porates transverse-momentum dependence, was employed. The collinear limit was achieved by
neglecting the relative motion of the constituent quarks within the bound state [140].

The proposed approach mirrors the factorization structure of NRQCD fragmentation, where
the (QQ) pair is perturbatively produced, and the subsequent hadronization is described using
the corresponding LDMEs. Analogously, in this framework, via a sequence of perturbative
splittings above the invariant-mass threshold required to produce all charm quarks present in
the final bound state, as depicted in Fig. 1. The production amplitude is then convoluted with a
bound-state wave function to describe the nonperturbative tetraquark hadronization dynamics,
in accordance with the Suzuki prescription.

We remark that the representative channels shown in Fig. 1 refer to the [¢ — (cécec) + éc
subprocess, namely the direct [c¢ + Ps.] SDC. Inverting all charms with anticharms and wice



Figure 1: Representative leading diagrams for the initial-scale collinear fragmentation of a
constituent heavy antiquark into a color-singlet S-wave P5g pentaquark in the direct multiquark
picture. Blue ovals portray the nonperturbative hadronization component of corresponding FFs.
Diagrams made with JaxoDraw 2.0 [138].

versa, one would get the [¢ — (éceee) + ec] splitting, namely the direct [¢ — Ps.] SDC. The
analysis of potential imbalances in the production of pentacharms and antipentacharms will be
addressed in future dedicated studies.

In this work, we assume complete symmetry in the formation mechanism of Ps. states and
their antiparticles, Ps., or, equivalently, symmetry in their production rates, considering phe-
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nomenological observables sensitive to the inclusive, averaged emission of pentacharms and
antipentacharms. Under this assumption, one has complete symmetry between ¢ and ¢ frag-
mentation channels (for a comparison with the light-hadron case, see, for instance, Ref. [141]).

By working with symJETHAD [97-101] as interfaced with FeynCalc [142], we obtained the
explicit form of the [¢,é — Ps.] initial-scale PQ5Q1.0 FF in the direct scenario (not given in
Ref. [139]). It reads

(c) .
SP [direct] (Z’ ,R’QT/C)
ﬁc[dlrect (Z, 7?"IT/Q RP/C>

DPSfilrect (Z’ 'quO) N(C [direct] (1 - Z) 7:\)’P/C (1)
[ ]

where we have defined Rp/. = Mp,, /m. and Ry, /c = \/(GF)/Me, with m. = 1.5 GeV being the

charm-quark mass mass. As a reasonable assumption, suited to exploratory studies, we will set
the pentacharm mass to Mp,, = 5m.. The overall factor in Eq. (1) is

: 2

N(C P, [direct] — {320\/577-2 fB CF [Oés (M[Igl(;ea])} 3} : (2)

Here, fz = 0.25 GeV stands for the hadron decay constant [143] and Cr = (N2 — 1)/(2N,) is
the Casimir factor for the emission of a gluon from a quark.

Then, the numerator of Eq. (1) reads

9

c 2k
SI(D [direct] Z 7Q’QT/C Z z IYP [direct] Z k) (RQT/C) ) (3)

k=0

with the ’yl(f)[ direcﬂ(z; k) coefficients given in the Appendix A.

Finally, the denominator of Eq. (1) can be cast as

7;(’,6[)direct]<z; 72’(]7"/67 RP/C) - [R (5 — 32)2]7

ar/c”®

x [R2 ).32% —132% — 50z + 75]? n
4
X [R2 . (z+2)2% + 2° — 42" — 352 4 50]°

X [R2 (22— 1)+ (1 —2)(Rp), —5) +4°

qr/c

Our DP se

Taireet) (25 pro) FF differs from the one originally introduced in Ref. [139] in two
key aspects. First, in the previous work, the Ny © P, [direct) CODStANt in Eq. (2) was not explicitly
calculated but rather fixed through a given normalization condition. Second, the selection of

the (¢#) parameter in Eq. (1) needs further scrutiny.
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As previously mentioned, the original approach proposed by Suzuki effectively incorporates
spin correlations and represents a proxy for transverse-momentum-dependent (TMD) FFs. To
obtain the collinear limit, instead of integrating over the squared modulus of the transverse
momentum of the outgoing charm quark, one can replace it with its average value, (¢7?). This
treatment renders (g7) a free parameter, which must then be determined on the basis of phe-
nomenological criteria. As highlighted in Ref. [144], larger and larger values of (¢#) gradually
move the FF peak toward the low-z range while simultaneously reducing its overall magnitude.

The initial-scale quark FF derived in Ref. [139] was based on the choice (g2) = 1 GeV?,
serving as an upper-bound estimate for the average squared transverse momentum. In the
present study, we introduce a refined selection for the (g?) parameter, grounded in a balanced
and thoughtful approach that aligns with the exploratory scope of our work.

This enhancement builds upon a preliminary adjustment proposed in our earlier analysis of
the collinear fragmentation of Ty, states [94]. In that study, phenomenological insights derived
from the fragmentation production of different hadron species in proton collisions were utilized.
Specifically, it was observed that heavy-quark FFs for both light hadrons [97, 145-147] and
heavy ones [96, 130, 148, 149] are typically probed at an average longitudinal fraction value
consistently above (z) > 0.4.

Additionally, it was assumed that constituent-quark FFs are of roughly the same order
of magnitude as their corresponding gluon FFs. This assumption draws support from the
simplest quarkonium case, the scalar color-singlet S-wave charmonium, 7., whose production
via fragmentation is described by NRQCD. Notably, for z > 0.4, the LO fragmentation from
both the gluon [127] and the charm [128] to 7. is of comparable magnitude. Through numerical
analysis, it was determined that for a charm to T}, initial-scale FF, setting (¢2)7,, = 70 GeV?
yields (z) 2 0.4. This choice also ensures that the charm fragmentation channel remains of the
same order as the corresponding gluon channel.

Currently, no calculations are available for the initial-scale FF of gluons into pentacharms.
Consequently, to determine the value of the parameter (¢?)p,., we rely on its correlation with
the peak position of the initial FFs for the charm FF. Analogous to our approach for the
parameter (7)r,,, a numerical scan over the range of (7)) p,, was performed, resulting in the
selection of (G2)p., = 90 GeV?2. This choice satisfies the relation

S 5 [
<q72>P5C ~ Z <q'__[2>T4Q : (5)

A more profound justification underpins our choice, extending beyond the heuristic ratio-
nale of the relation in Eq. (5). Seminal investigations into heavy-flavor fragmentation [85, 150]
demonstrated that heavy-quark FFs tend to peak in the large-z region, with binding effects
scaling proportionally to the heavy-quark mass. To illustrate this phenomenon, let us con-
sider the fragmentation production of a D meson, characterized by its lowest Fock state |cq),
momentum k, and mass m.
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In this context, the constituent heavy quark and the light antiquark must possess approxi-
mately the same velocity, denoted as v = v, =~ v,. Accordingly, their momenta can be defined
as ke = zk = mev for the charm, and x, = Ajv for the light antiquark, where A, represents a
hadronic mass scale on the order of Aqcp. Given that m ~ m, for a D meson, it follows that
mev R Kk = K. + kg = 2zm.v + Ayu. This leads to the relationship (z). ~ 1 — A,/m,, where the
subscript ‘¢’ indicates the [¢ — D] fragmentation channel.

This intuitive picture is inspired by early insights of Suzuki [85, 151], and was later for-
mulated in a compact kinematic form [152], based on the hypothesis that the heavy quark
hadronizes without significant momentum loss. The resulting toy model is conceptually aligned
with other phenomenological approaches to heavy-flavor fragmentation (see, e.g., Refs. [111—
113, 153]), and also connects to scaling arguments derived from heavy-quark symmetry [154].

As highlighted in Ref. [94], this behavior may not extend to fully heavy-flavored states, such
as quarkonia, Ty, or Ps. states. In these cases, the absence of a soft scale arises because the
lowest Fock state lacks light constituent quarks. For fully heavy exotics, such as tetracharms
or pentacharms, the complex interactions among the four or five constituent heavy quarks
complicate the prediction of the fragmentation function peak position, making it difficult to
determine solely from kinematic considerations.

For illustrative purposes, we present the z-dependence of [¢ — Ps.] initial-scale inputs for
our PQ5Q1.0 determinations. To estimate uncertainties associated with our functions at their
lowest energy value, we employ a procedure similar to that used in our previous study on
tetracharms [94]. In that work, we benchmarked the gluon initial-scale input of the TQ4Q1.0
functions against the original analysis in Ref. [87] by performing a simplified, expanded and
diagonal DGLAP evolution that included only the gluon-to-gluon time-like splitting kernel, P,,
(refer to Sec. 2.2 of [94] for technical details). Concerning our [¢ — Ps.| initial-scale PQ5Q1.0
FF, we implement a simplified, expanded and diagonal DGLAP evolution exclusively relying
upon the quark-to-quark time-like splitting kernel, Fp,.

Left panel of Fig. 3 illustrates the z-dependence of the charm FF' in the direct case. Shaded
bands represent variations in the factorization scale, centered at ppo = uﬁgem] = Tm, and
spanning from ppo/2 to 2upo. As already explained, this value of pp is designated as the
starting scale for the PQ5Q1.0 charm direct fragmentation mode. Our charm initial-scale FF,
multiplied by z, presents a pronounced peak in the 0.4 < z < 0.5 window, and a vanishing
pattern at both the (2 — 0) and (z — 1) endpoints. The presence of a peak in the moderate
to large z-region aligns with our expectations, discussed before.

2.3 Diquark fragmentation

The interacting quark-diquark model posits that two quarks can combine to form a colored
quasi-bound state, known as a diquark [4]. This framework has been extensively applied in
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Figure 2: Representative leading diagrams for the initial-scale collinear fragmentation of a
constituent heavy antiquark into a color-singlet S-wave Psg pentaquark in the scalar-diquark
picture. Double lines depict for D(QQ) or D(QQ) heavy-diquark states, while black bullets
are for gluon-diquark-antidiquark effective vertices. Blue ovals portray the nonperturbative
hadronization component of corresponding FFs. Diagrams made with JaxoDraw 2.0 [138].

hadron spectroscopy and extended to the study of baryon production and decay, especially
those involving heavy flavors (see Refs. [24, 35, 155] for a related discussion). In this model,
diquarks can exist as either scalar (spin-0) or axial-vector (spin-1) states.” The composite
nature of diquarks is accounted for through phenomenological (nonperturbative) form factors.

Scalar diquarks require a single form factor, whereas for axial-vector diquarks multiple
form factors are needed. Pioneering applications of the quark-diquark picture to describe

2Scalar and axial-vector spectator systems are commonly employed in modeling spin-dependent quark [156]
and gluon densities [157, 158] within the proton.
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the fragmentation production of octet baryons as well as for heavy baryons were presented
in Refs. [159, 160] and [161-163], respectively. Studies on masses of ground states and reso-
nances of doubly and fully heavy tetraquarks were conducted in Refs. [164] on the basis of a
diquark-antidiquark quasipotential relativistic approach. Pentaquarks in the diquark picture
are extensively discussed in Ref. [25].

Our methodology for modeling the initial-scale input of charm-quark fragmentation into a
S-wave color-singlet pentacharm in the dicharm-charm-dicharm scenario (see Fig. 2) is based
on work done in Ref. [165]. As in the direct channel analysis of Sec. 2.2, the spin-physics-
inspired Suzuki model [85] is also applied here. This time, however, the leading Fock state
of the pentacharm is assumed to be of the form |D(cc)eD(cc)), where D(cc) stands for a
colored heavy diquark composed of two charm quarks. Within this model, the transition
[c = (D(cc)eDlec))) + D(cc) D(ce)] is described at LO by the three main classes of Feynman
diagrams shown in Fig. 2.

We remark that the representative channels shown in Fig. 2 refer to the diquark-based
[¢ + Psc] SDC. Inverting all charms with anticharms and wice versa, one would get the [¢ —
(D(cc) cD(ee))) + D(cc) D(cc)] splitting, namely the diquark [c — Ps.] SDC. As already ex-
plained in the previous section, we assume complete symmetry in the formation mechanism of
pentacharms and their antipentacharms, or, equivalently, symmetry in their production rates.
Thus, as assumed in the direct scenario, also in the diquark one we work with fully symmetry
between ¢ and ¢ fragmentation channels.

Treating the pentacharm lowest Fock state as a dicharm-charm-dicharm system yields sim-
pler and more compact analytic expressions compared to the direct multicharm approach. By
making use of symJETHAD [97—101] together with FeynCalc [142], we reproduced the explicit
form of the [¢,é — Ps.] initial-scale PQ5Q1.0 FF in the diquark scenario (for technical details,
we refer the reader to Sec. 4 of Ref. [165]). It reads

)[diquark} (Z, 7?’QT/C)

(c
2(1-2)1° Sp
DPse. (2, o) = N(C) _ { } )
¢, [diquark] \*? ,0 P, [diquark] c
z+2 7;:(’, [)diquark] (Z7 RQT/C)

(6)

with Ry, /e = /(@7)/m.. The overall factor in Eq. (6) is

Y@PD) * 62572 2
(c) . P, [diquark] ™ [diquark]\ 712
NP, [diquark] Me { 6\/§ fB CF [Cks ('UEO ):| } ’ (7)

with Vgﬁz)lmk] being a form factor entering the description of the gluon-diquark-antidiquark

effective vertex (the black bullet in Fig. 2). Then, the numerator and the denominator respec-
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tively read

672
S iquanig (7 Raze) = {64z +3562° — 9922 — 21282 + 1540 4 ——
4 295 1282(1—2)°  45(z +2)*(82% + 60z — 33 — 60/2)
[R2,,.22+ (=272 [RZ, 2%+ 2% — 10z + 100]2

16(1 — 2)*(22 — 20z — 35) ¥

RgT/C + (5 — 2)2

L (2 +2)(1005" + 2562° — 5882 + 18592 — 922 — 1380/2) }

+ 30

R2 , 224 22 —10z + 100

qr/c

and

7;;6[)diquark] (Z7 RQT/C) [RqT/c (5 - Z)2]2 . (9)

As mentioned, in our study we have taken the calculation presented in Ref. [165] as a proxy
reference for the diquark initial-scale charm-to-pentacharm fragmentation. That function was
obtained by considering scalar diquarks only, and neglecting, for simplicity, pesudovector states.

Our treatment of the D S[ihquark] (z, pro) FF enhances the one of Ref. [165] in different aspects.
First, similar to the direct scenario discussed in the previous section, we do not impose a fixed
normalization condition on the overall constant of Eq. (6). Instead, as expressed in Eq. (7),
we explicitly compute it at the initial scale ,u[dlquark} 9m, (for further details on the energy
evolution of our functions, see Sec. 2.4 ). Second instead of treating (g7#) as a free parameter,
we fix it by following the same approach as in the direct mode (see Eq. (5)). Third, to better

assess the impact of the genuine scalar-diquark calculation on top of the direct multicharm
study, we set the (¢DD) form factor at V gpdiuark] = 1 GeV instead of 5 GeV, as originally
proposed in Ref. [165].

Right panel of Fig. 3 shows the z-dependence of the charm FF' in the diquark case. Shaded
bands represent variations in the factorization scale, centered at ppo = ,uggzecﬂ = 9m, and
spanning from ppo/2 to 2up via a diagonal DGLAP evolution. As anticipated, this value of
fro is designated as the starting scale for the PQ5Q1.0 charm diquark fragmentation mode. In
analogy with the direct mode (left panel), our charm initial-scale FF, multiplied by z, present a
pronounced peak in the 0.4 < z < 0.5 window, and a vanishing pattern at both the (z — 0) and
(z — 1) endpoints. The diquark-FF peak is approximately 10 = 15% higher than the direct-FF
peak, suggesting higher production rates at high energies in the former case (see Sec. 4 for

phenomenological applications).
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2.4 The PQ5Q1.0 functions

The final step in developing our PQ5Q1.0 FF's for P5. pentacharms entails applying a consistent
DGLAP evolution of the [¢,é — P;.| initial-scale inputs outlined in the previous sections. From
kinematic considerations, the minimal invariant mass for the [¢ — (cccce) + éc] splitting in the

direct multiquark scenario is u%ﬁeeﬂ = Tm, (see Fig. 1). Conversely, the minimal invariant mass
for the [¢ — (cccec) + ccee] splitting in the scalar-diquark mode is ugiguark} = 9m, (see Fig. 2).

These energy scales are adopted as the fragmentation evolution threshold for the charm quark
in each respective mode.

As previously noted, a consistent approach to heavy-hadron fragmentation necessitates inte-
grating our hadronic-structure-driven inputs with collinear factorization, ensuring the accurate
determination of DGLAP evolution thresholds for all parton fragmentation channels. To this
end, a novel methodology, known as heavy-flavor nonrelativistic evolution (HF-NRevo) was de-
fined [89-91]. Designed to depict the DGLAP evolution of heavy-hadron fragmentation from
nonrelativistic inputs, and then adapted to more general initial energy-scale models, HF-NRevo
builds on three key building blocks: interpretation, evolution, and uncertainties.

Focusing on evolution, the DGLAP treatment of HF-NRevo FFs can be envisioned as a
two-step mechanism. First, an expanded and semi-analytic decoupled evolution framework
(EDevo) ensures a precise treatment of evolution thresholds across all parton channels. Then,
the standard evolution (AOevo) is numerically made to all orders.

In the context of exotic hadrons, the HF-NRevo methodology was initially employed to char-
acterize the collinear fragmentation of fully heavy tetraquarks, utilizing gluon and constituent
heavy-quark initial-scale inputs (for a detailed description of Typ TQ4Q1.0 functions and their
1.1 update, see Ref. [94] and Sec. 2.3.4 of Ref. [80], respectively).

When only one parton FF channel is modeled at the initial energies, a simplified version
of HF-NRevo is at work. For instance, the TQHL1.0 sets (and their 1.1 update), which depict
the fragmentation of doubly heavy X, g, tetraquark states, were constructed by considering
only the [Q, Q — X,g,4) channel (see Ref. [137] and Sec. 2.2.2 of Ref. [80]). In such a case, the
EDevo step is simply skipped and one directly proceeds with the numerical AQevo phase.

Coming back to Ps. fragmentation, to the best of our knowledge, the only initial-scale input
available to date is the quark channel. Therefore, similar to the X5, case, we construct our
PQ5Q1.0 determinations by directly applying the AODevo DGLAP evolution to the [¢,¢ — Ps]
inputs, allowing the other parton channels to emerge exclusively through the evolution process.

In our framework, the charm-quark mass m, explicitly enters the initial condition for the
[c,¢ — Ps.] channel, through the two-modal, mass-dependent scenario presented in the previous
subsections. This reflects the physical intuition that fragmentation into a Ps. state takes place
near the heavy-quark threshold, where finite-mass effects are relevant. As a consequence, the
DGLAP evolution is consistently performed within a five-flavor scheme, with n; = 5 fixed



17

throughout and no dynamic threshold crossing.

The evolution is carried out in the ZM-VFNS, where all partons, including charm and
bottom, are treated as massless. This approach is standard in studies of heavy-hadron frag-
mentation (see, for instance, Ref. [166]), and it relies on the fact that mass effects become
negligible at the higher scales relevant for the evolution. The use of the ZM-VFNS acronym de-
notes the massless nature of the evolution, in contrast to the mass-dependent modeling adopted
at the input scale.

One could argue that our method does not fully incorporate the initial-scale contributions
from light partons and nonconstituent heavy quarks, which only become active through evo-
lution at larger energies. Nevertheless, Ref. [86] presents reasoning that suggests analogous
contributions for FFs of doubly heavy tetraquarks are negligible at the initial scales. A compa-
rable conclusion is reached for vector-quarkonium FFs in Ref. [96]. We postpone to the future
advancements the extension of our treatment by including the remaining parton initial-scale
inputs.

In Fig. 4, we show our PQ5Q1.0 FFs as a function of pp for both direct (left) and scalar-
diquark (right) scenarios. For simplicity, we focus on a single value of the momentum fraction,
z = 0.4 ~ (z), which roughly corresponds to the average value typically probed in semi-hard
reactions (see, for instance, Refs. [96, 97, 130, 131, 145, 146, 148, 149, 167]). We note that the
charm to pentacharm FF significantly outperforms both the light-parton and nonconstituent
heavy-quark channels. It consistently remains about one to two orders of magnitude higher
than the gluon channel throughout the entire examined energy range.

Furthermore, in alignment with previous findings for other heavy-flavored particles, the
gluon to pentacharm FF exhibits a smooth, steady increase with ug (for the sake of comparison,
in Fig. 5 we show analogous plots of TQHL1.1 functions [80] for doubly heavy tetraquarks).

It recently came out that gluon FF's, exhibiting a smooth pp-dependence, serve as stabilizers
for high-energy distributions sensitive to the semi-inclusive production of singly [148, 149] or
multiply [96, 130, 137] heavy-flavored hadrons. This remarkable feature is referred to as the
natural stability [168] of high-energy resummation (see Sec. 3.1). The natural stability resulting
from heavy-flavor fragmentation will play a special role in our phenomenology (see Sec. 4).

3 Hybrid collinear and high-energy factorization

In the initial part of this section (3.1), we provide a concise overview of recent phenomenological
developments in exploring the semi-hard regime of QCD. Subsequently, in the second part (3.2),
we outline the construction of the NLL/NLO™ hybrid factorization and its application to the
study of semi-inclusive Ps. plus jet hadroproduction.
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Figure 3: Charm to pentacharm initial-scale fragmentation channel in the direct (left) and
scalar-diquark (right) picture. For the sake of illustration, an expanded diagonal DGLAP
evolution is performed in the range ppo/2 to 2up.
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Figure 4: Factorization-scale dependence of PQ5Q1.0 functions describing the collinear frag-
mentation of Ps. states within direct (left) or scalar-diquark (right) initial-scale inputs, at
2z =04~ (2).

3.1 Progress in semi-hard phenomenology

The production of hadrons containing heavy quarks provides a critical avenue for exploring
high-energy QCD. In such processes, energy logarithms grow significantly, affecting the all-
order running-coupling expansion and challenging the convergence of perturbative QQCD. The
Balitsky—Fadin—Kuraev—Lipatov (BFKL) formalism [169, 170] systematically resums these log-
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Figure 5: Factorization-scale dependence of TQHL1 .1 functions [80] depicting the collinear frag-
mentation of X,z (left) and X5 (right) doubly charmed tetraquarks, at z = 0.4 ~ (z).

arithms to all orders. This resummation applies to both LL. and NLL, addressing terms pro-
portional to [, In(s)]" and ag[a? In(s)]|™, respectively.

BFKL-resummed cross sections for hadronic processes are expressed as a transverse-mo-
mentum high-energy’s convolution of a universal Green’s function, computed at NLO [171, 172],
with two process-specific forward-production impact factors, also known as singly off-shell emis-
sion functions. These impact factors encapsulate collinear components such as parton distri-
bution functions (PDFs) and fragmentation functions (FFs), embedding collinear factorization
into the broader BFKL formalism, referred to as a hybrid approach.

The BFKL resummation has been extensively tested in numerous phenomenological stud-
ies, often with NLL/NLO™ precision. Notable examples include analyses of Mueller—Navelet
jets [93, 173-177], di-hadron and hadron-jet correlations [97, 98, 145-147, 167, 178], for-
ward Higgs production [179-184], Drell-Yan processes [185, 186], and heavy-hadron produc-
tion [96, 99, 130, 131, 148, 149, 168, 187, 188]. Furthermore, single-forward emissions offer a
direct probe of the small-x gluon content of the proton through the unintegrated gluon distri-
bution (UGD), governed by the BFKL kernel. Phenomenological studies of UGDs have been
conducted through exclusive vector-meson production at HERA [189] and the EIC [190].

Incorporating UGD information has enhanced collinear-factorization studies, supporting
the derivation of small-z resummed PDF's [191-193] and enabling the development of improved
low-z TMDs [157, 158].

High-energy observables sensitive to the production of heavy-flavored hadrons, such as A,
baryons [148] and b-hadrons [149], have demonstrated the potential to resolve challenges in
describing semi-hard final states at natural scales. Unlike light-particle production, which
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Figure 6: Hybrid collinear and high-energy factorization for the FPsg plus jet semi-inclusive
detection at hadron colliders. Blue ovals describe heavy-pentaquark collinear FFs. Gray arrows
represent light-flavored jets. Orange blob depict proton collinear PDFs. The BFKL Green’s
function (red oval) is connected to the two impact factors by Reggeon lines. Diagrams made
with JaxoDraw 2.0 [138].

suffers from large NLL corrections and nonresummed threshold logarithms [97, 147], heavy-
hadron emissions exhibit a natural stabilization behavior [168]. This stabilization reflects the
dominant role of collinear fragmentation in describing high-p; heavy-hadron dynamics.

Building on this natural stability, novel DGLAP-evolving FFs have been developed us-
ing NRQCD inputs [127-129, 194], initially for vector quarkonia [96, 99] and later for B
states [130, 131]. The stability observed in these studies has also fostered connections with
exotic hadron physics [80, 94, 100, 137].
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3.2 NLL/NLOT cross section
We study the following hadroproduction (see also Fig. 6)

p(p1) +p(p2) = Pse(k1,y1,01) + X + jet(Ka, Y2, @a) | (10)

where p(p;2) is an incoming proton with momentum p;». Then, Ps. is |cécce) pentacharm
emitted with momentum r;, rapidity y;, and azimuthal angle ;. A light-flavored jet is si-
multaneously detected with momentum ko, rapidity y,, and azimuthal angle ¢o. Finally, X
inclusively depict all the undetected products. Large transverse momenta, |<;»|, and large
rapidity separations, AY = y; — y, make our final states semi-hard and diffractive. Moreover,
large transverse momenta are needed to ensure that the ZM-VFNS treatment of the leading-
power fragmentation is the dominant formation mechanism of our Ps. states.

The momenta of the parent protons constitute a Sudakov basis with p? = P? = 0 and
(p1 - Py) = s/2, so that

2
Kiol

K12 = T12P1,2 — - D21+ K12l /_{12,2 = _"‘fiu . (11)
1,2
The relations )
x]9S dx
Yio = i In =2 and  dy, = +—2 (12)
K1 21,2

hold between longitudinal fractions (x;2) and rapidities (y;2) of the observed particles. Then

we have
AY:yl—ZDZIH(_{?l{Q S)‘ (13)

|'€1||’f2|

In a pure LO QCD collinear factorization framework, the differential cross section for our
process is expressed as a collinear convolution of the on-shell hard subprocess term, the proton
PDFs, and the pentacharm FFs

dO'L ld dA N
[coll ] dg DF T Gas (3)

d a d @ a o _ = .
dridxed?k d?K,y Z / ! / e f ! fﬁ (xb) T 5 ( § ) dz dzed?k d2R, (14)

a,$=q,q,9

where the indices «, § sum over all parton species except for the top quark, which does not
participate in fragmentation.” In this expression, f, s (2., pr) represent the PDFs of the
proton, while D5 (2, /€, ur) describe the fragmentation of a parton into the pentaquark. The
quantities z,; refer to the longitudinal momentum fractions carried by the incoming partons,

and ¢ indicates the momentum fraction associated with the outgoing parton that generates the

3For conciseness, the explicit dependence on ur has been omitted from Eq. (14).
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exotic hadron. Finally, dé, g ($) denotes the partonic collinear hard factors, where § = x s
represents the center-of-mass energy squared for the partonic subprocess.

On the other hand, the high-energy resummed differential cross section within the hybrid
factorization framework is represented as a transverse-momentum convolution involving the
BFKL Green’s function and two impact factors. The differential cross section can further be
decomposed into a Fourier series expansion with respect to the azimuthal angle difference,
@ = 1 — 2 — 7, to write

do 1 s
— = Co+ 2 cos(my) Cp | - 15
dyrdyodiydRadpides — (21)2 | D cos(me) (15)

m=1

The first key ingredient is NLL Green’s function
gNLL(Ayy m, Vv, :U’R) = eAyaS(#R) XNLO(m’V) ) (16)

with as(pur) = as(pur)Ne/m and Sy = 11N,./3 — 2ny/3 being the leading coefficient of the QCD
p-function. The x quantity entering the exponent of Eq. (16) is the BFKL kernel in the Mellin
space, which embodies the resummation of energy logarithms at NLL. It reads

NLO(

X (m,v) = x(m,v) + ax(m,v) , (17)

where x(l,v) are the LO kernel eigenvalues

X(m,y):—QyE—ZRe{i/) (%+%+w)}, (18)

~g is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and ¢(z) = I'(2)/I'(z) stands for the logarithmic derivative
of the Gamma function. The x(m, v) function in Eq. (17) is the NLO correction to the kernel

X (m,v) = x(m,v)+ 2f\ofcx(m, V) (—ix(l, v)+ g + In 'M—R> , (19)

VIR ||Rz|
with x(m, v) function being computed in Ref. [195].

Another fundamental element for building our resummed differential cross section is the
pentacharm NLO emission function, projected onto the LO kernel eigenfunctions. This emission
function is based on the formulation presented in Ref. [196], which is particularly suited for
exploring the dynamics of heavy hadrons produced at large transverse momentum

51155[;0(7”7 v, |E’7 (E) = £P5C(V7 |’Eé|7 CC) + Oés(ruR) gpsc(mv v, "Eé|7 $) . (20)

Its LO expression reads

= _ Cr —»Qiul/l d¢ (€ 2wt
5P5c(’/7”%’ax) =2 CA’H’ ; f T

19Dy @ 2 Ja(&)D: (%)] |
k (21)



23

Its NLO correction, Ep, (m, v, |R|, z), can be found in Ref. [196].

The last ingredient is the light-flavored jet impact factor
S};ILO(m7 v, |"_{|7 x) = gJ(Va |"_{|7 x) + Oés(:uR) £J<m7 v, |"_{|7 .13) ) (22)
whose NLO limit reads

Cr

£ fl2) = 2/

R %fg(m)+ S fula)] (23)

B=4q,q

Its NLO correction, gJ(m, v, |K|, x), depends on the jet algorithm. We follow a suitable strategy,
given by combining Eq. (36) of Ref. [197] with Eqgs. (4.19) and (4.20) of Ref. [198]. This approach
builds upon calculations from Refs. [199], optimized for numerical analyses. In these works, a
jet selection function was derived using the small-cone approximation (SCA) adapted to the
cone-type algorithm (we refer the reader to Ref. [198] for technical details). Consistent with
the choice made in recent CMS experimental studies on forward-jet events [200], we adopt a
jet-cone radius of r; = 0.5.

We bring together all the necessary components to formulate our master equation for the
NLL/NLO™ azimuthal coefficients, expressed in the MS renormalization scheme. For further
technical details, we refer to Ref. [197]. We write

AY +oo

e
et — £ [ v G (AY,m, v, jun) 02 sin) (24)

—0o0

X {51%0(7”7 v, &), 1) [V (m, v, |Ral, 22)]*

 d . £
a2 AY 2 ) [l + 5 o |}
The label NLL/NLO™ means a full NLL resummation of energy logarithms while maintaining
NLO perturbative accuracy. The ‘+’ superscript highlights the inclusion of contributions be-
yond the NLL level, which stem from cross terms involving NLO corrections to the emission
functions in our representation of the azimuthal coefficients.

In our framework, the notation NLL/NLO) reflects the perturbative accuracy of the uni-
versal BFKL kernel employed in the resummation of high-energy logarithms. Specifically, the
LL/LO level corresponds to resumming terms of the form [a; In(s)]™ via the LO BFKL kernel,
while the NLL/NLO) level includes contributions of type a[a, In(s)]", captured by the NLO
kernel. The kernel is then convoluted with process-dependent impact factors, computed at
LO or NLO to match the desired fixed-order accuracy of the observable. This kernel-based
counting provides a universal prescription for counting logarithmic accuracy across different
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observables. By referring to the accuracy of the BFKL kernel, rather than to the overall power
counting in the cross section, one avoids ambiguities that would otherwise arise due to the
process-dependent nature of the impact factors. As an example, the leading-a power of the
impact factor differs between Higgs production and jet or hadron production [179].

For comparison purposes, we will also examine the pure LL limit within the MS scheme.

LL/LO Ci ¢ (Ay, 2 - =
ch :_/ dv N Y bR 02 (1) Ep, (m, v, |Ral, 1) [E5(m, v, [Ral, 22)]" . (25)

S 00

To effectively compare high-energy resummed and DGLAP predictions, it is necessary to
evaluate observables using both our hybrid factorization and pure fixed-order computations.
However, as far as we know, no numerical code currently exists for fixed-order distributions in
inclusive semi-hard hadron-plus-jet hadroproduction processes at NLO accuracy. To address
this limitation and evaluate the impact of high-energy resummation on DGLAP predictions,

we will compare our BFKL-based results with those derived using a high-energy fixed-order
approach.

This method, originally developed for light di-jet [174] and hadron-jet [97] azimuthal correla-
tions, truncates the high-energy series at NLO accuracy, effectively reproducing the high-energy
behavior of a pure NLO calculation. In practical terms, we limit the expansion of the azimuthal
coefficients in Eq. (24) to O(a?), yielding an effective high-energy fixed-order (HE-NLO™) ex-
pression suited for our phenomenological study.

The MS formula for our angular coefficients within the HE-NLO™ expansion reads

AY +oo
CHENLOT _ e_/ dv o?(ug) [1 + G (AY, m, v, ) (26)

&) —00
X ENO (m, v, |Ra|, 21) [ENVO (m, v, |Ral, 22)]

with
WL(AY, L v, pg) = ag(pur) AY (1, v) (27)

being the expansion of the BFKL kernel at the first order in a.

We base our choice of values of the factorization scale (ur) and the renormalization scale
(ur) upon the natural energy scales provided by the final state. Specifically, we set up = ug =
pn, where puy = Mp, | + |Ra| serves as the process-natural reference scale. Here, Mp, | =

\/ M, + |R1|? represents the transverse mass of the pentacharm, with Mp,_ its mass.

In principle, any scale comparable in magnitude to the typical energy of the emitted particle
can be regarded as a natural choice. For our process, the emission of two particles suggests
two natural scales: Mp, | for the pentacharm and |&;| for the jet. To facilitate comparisons
with other approaches, we adopt a simplified scheme that combines these into a single scale,
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specifically the sum of m;; and msy,. This choice aligns with the conventions used in several
numerical codes designed for precision QCD studies (see, e.g., Refs. [201, 202]).

To estimate the magnitude of missing higher-order uncertainties (MHOUs), the pur and ug
scales will be varied uniformly within the range p1n/2 to 2uy, controlled by the C), parameter
(see Sec. 4).

4 Phenomenology at next-generation hadron colliders

All numerical results presented in this work were obtained using the PYTHON+FORTRAN
JETHAD multimodular interface [97-101]. For proton PDFs, we utilized the NNPDF4.0 NLO
set [203], accessed through LHAPDF v6.5.5 [204]. The uncertainty bands displayed in the plots
account for the combined effects of MHOUSs and errors from multidimensional numerical inte-
grations, which were consistently maintained below 1% by the JETHAD integrators.

4.1 Observables and final states

We will examine two primary observables: the rapidity-interval distribution, which represents
the cross section differential with respect to the rapidity separation, AY = y; — o, between
the two produced particles, and the &;-differential transverse-momentum distribution.

The first observable is directly connected to the Cy angular coefficient, as defined in Sec. 3.2,
integrated over the final-state transverse momenta and rapidities, and evaluated at fixed values
of the rapidity separation AY between the pentaquark ant the light jet. We write

dO’(AY S) |Ra e |Rgmax min (yi‘“ax, AY+y§nax) e
Rt Sl A d|k dlg dus e -
dAY /| 71 7| v C (@)

,-{2|min |E/‘2|min max (yxlnin7 AY—‘,—yéﬂin) Y2 = ylfAY

where the ‘[res]’ label for Cy inclusively denotes NLL/NLO™, HE-NLO™, or LL/LO. To remove
the integration over one of the two rapidities, say s, we used a §(AY — (y; — y2)) function.

The transverse momenta of the forward P;. state are restricted within the 60 < |&;|/GeV <
120 range. These cuts align well with the conditions required for the applicability of a ZM-VFNS
fragmentation approach, where energy scales must be sufficiently higher than the thresholds
for the DGLAP evolution of heavy-quark species. The jet is tagged in transverse-momentum
ranges slightly different but compatible with current LHC and upcoming HL-LHC studies [200],
such as 50 < |Rs|/GeV < 60.

The use of such asymmetric transverse-momentum ranges facilitates disentangling pure
high-energy dynamics from fixed-order signals [97, 174]. Moreover, it mitigates the large Su-
dakov logarithms associated with nearly back-to-back configurations, which would otherwise
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require an additional resummation [205, 206]. Finally, this selection suppresses instabilities

related to radiative corrections [207] and avoids violations of energy-momentum conserva-
tion [208].

Regarding rapidity ranges, we adopt proxy cuts from current LHC studies. Pentacharms
are detected exclusively within the barrel calorimeter region [209], spanning from —2.5 to 2.5,
while light-flavored jets can also be tagged in the endcap regions [200], extending from —4.7 to
4.7.

The second observable is the following transverse-momentum rate

‘max

do (17 |Ra Aymax min (Yo%, AY 4ypax) -
o(|%1],s) :/ d|s| dAY/ dy; Cz[:o} : (29)
|

d| K1 ’ f{‘2|min AY min max (yrlnin’ AY+y§“i“) y2 = y1—AY

This distribution is differential in the Ps. transverse momentum |&;|, but integrated over the
jet transverse-momentum range of 40 GeV < |<y| < 120 GeV and within a specific AY-bin.
Rapidity cuts for pentacharm and jet detections are the same as before.

This |<; |-distribution provides a foundation for exploring potential connections between the
NLL/NLOT factorization and alternative formalisms. Allowing |<;| to vary from 10 to 100 GeV
facilitates the examination of an extensive kinematic region, where additional resummation
mechanisms could become significant. Recent investigations of high-energy Higgs [179] and
heavy-jet [95] tagging have shown that our hybrid approach is reliable within the moderate
transverse-momentum regime, specifically when || and |Rs| are of comparable magnitude.

On the other hand, large || values are expected to enhance threshold logarithms in the
hard regime (|R;| > |Ra|™®), while soft logarithms become prominent in the low-momentum
regime (|| < |®2|™"). Consequently, studying |7;|-distributions serves not only as a validity
check for our framework, but also as an effective way to prepare the ground for embodying
additional resummation techniques.

4.2 Numerical analysis

We show in Fig. 7 resummed predictions for Ps. plus jet AY-distributions at 14 TeV HL-LHC
(left) and 100 TeV FCC (right). To facilitate realistic comparisons with future experimental
data, we use uniformly sized AY-bins with a fixed length of 0.5.

The first ancillary panels below the primary plots display the ratio between pure LL/LO
results and NLL/NLO™ ones. The second ancillary panels capture the ratio between diquark
and direct fragmentation channels.

The cross-section statistics are quite promising, approximately ranging from 10~% pb to
20 pb. In particular, the rates increase by roughly an order of magnitude as /s transitions



27
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Figure 7: Rapidity distributions for the semi-inclusive Ps. plus light-jet production at /s = 14
TeV (HL-LHC, left) and 100 TeV (nominal FCC, right). First ancillary panels below primary
plots show the ratio between LL/LO and NLL/NLO%. Second ancillary panels exhibit the
ratio between diquark and direct initial-scale fragmentation. Uncertainty bands capture the
net effect of MHOUs and phase-space multidimensional integration.

from typical HL-LHC energies to nominal FCC ones (we note that the scale of the vertical axis
differs between the two plots).

All AY -distributions exhibit a consistent trend: they decrease as AY increases. This be-
havior results from the interplay of two competing effects. On the one hand, the partonic hard
factor grows with energy (and therefore with AY'), as predicted by high-energy resummation.
On the other hand, this growth is notably suppressed due to collinear convolution with PDF's
and FFs within the emission functions (refer to Egs. (21) and (23)).

From a pure resummation perspective, two key observations can be made. First, the pre-
dictions exhibit good stability under MHOUs, with uncertainty bands staying within a relative
size of 2.5 in the HL-LHC scenario, and 1.5 in the FCC one (see the first ancillary panels).
Although these numbers may appear large if compared to fixed-order precision benchmarks,
they indicate strong stability when viewed in the context of high-energy resummation phe-
nomenology. Indeed, in standard BFKL studies of light-particle production, such as dijet or
hadron-jet final states [97, 145-147], variations induced by NLL/NLO™) corrections can often
reach one or two orders of magnitude. In contrast, our results for exotic pentaquarks remain
under control across the entire AY spectrum.
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Figure 8: Transverse-momentum distributions for the semi-inclusive Ps. plus light-jet produc-
tion at /s = 14 TeV (HL-LHC, left) and 100 TeV (nominal FCC, right), and for 2 < AY < 4.
First ancillary panels below primary plots show the ratio between LL/LO or HE-NLO™ and
NLL/NLO™. Second ancillary panels exhibit the ratio between diquark and direct initial-scale

fragmentation. Uncertainty bands capture the net effect of MHOUs and phase-space multidi-
mensional integration.

Second, we observe that the NLL/NLO™ bands are systematically narrower than their
LL/LO counterparts across the full AY range, a typical outcome of reduced scale dependence
at higher perturbative orders. While full overlap between bands is not achieved, especially at
intermediate and large AY, the reduced spread and partial approach observed in some bins
remain suggestive of improved perturbative stability. This observation aligns with previous
findings on doubly and fully charmed tetraquarks [94, 137], and supports the idea that forward
semi-inclusive exotic production offers a promising environment to probe high-energy dynamics
with controlled theoretical uncertainties.

From a fragmentation model perspective, we observe that the diquark channel consistently
yields larger results compared to the direct channel, especially in the moderate to low AY
region. Further examination of the second ancillary panels reveals that this trend becomes sig-
nificantly more pronounced when full NLL corrections are applied. This highlights a potentially

significant interplay between heavy-flavor fragmentation and high-energy resummation, which
warrants dedicated future studies.
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Figure 9: Transverse-momentum distributions for the semi-inclusive Ps. plus light-jet produc-
tion at /s = 14 TeV (HL-LHC, left) and 100 TeV (nominal FCC, right), and for 4 < AY < 6.
First ancillary panels below primary plots shows the ratio between LL/LO or HE-NLO™ and
NLL/NLO™. Second ancillary panels exhibit the ratio between diquark and direct initial-scale

fragmentation. Uncertainty bands capture the net effect of MHOUs and phase-space multidi-
mensional integration.

The plots of Fig. 8 present predictions for the |&; |-differential distribution in the production
of pentacharm-plus-jet systems at 14 TeV HL-LHC (left) and 100 TeV FCC (right), with AY
integrated over a “lower” bin, 2 < AY < 4. To facilitate comparisons with future experimental
data, we adopt transverse-momentum bins of uniform size, each spanning 10 GeV.

Similarly organized, Fig. 9 shows distributions for the “upper” AY-bin, 4 < AY < 6,
which is contiguous to the previous range. In both figures, first ancillary panels below the
main plots display the ratio of the LL/LO or HE-NLO™ cases (inclusively labeled as ‘[res]’)
to the NLL/NLO™ predictions, whereas second ancillary panels depict the diquark-to-direct
production ratio.

Overall, our transverse-momentum rates exhibit a steep decline with increasing |%;|. The
results demonstrate notable stability under energy-scale variations, with uncertainty bands in
the first ancillary panels not exceeding a relative width of 20%.

We note that the HE-NLO' to NLL/NLO™ ratios generally stay below one, decreasing
as |Ry| increases. In contrast, the LL/LO to NLL/NLO™ ratio exhibits an almost opposite
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behavior: it starts below one in the low-|<;| region but gradually increases as |R;| grows. The
explanation for these trends is complex, as they result from a combination of several interacting
effects.

On the one hand, previous analyses on semi-hard processes have shown that the behavior
of the NLL-resummed signal relative to its NLO high-energy background in singly differential
transverse-momentum rates can vary depending on the process being considered. For example,
the HE-NLO™ to NLL/NLO™ ratio for the cascade-baryon plus jet channel consistently exceeds
one, as shown in Fig.7 of Ref. [167]. However, preliminary analyses of Higgs-plus-jet distribu-
tions, performed within a partially NLL-to-NLO matched accuracy, reveal a more complex
pattern [210].

Therefore, the observation that the HE-NLO™ to NLL/NLO™ ratio is less than one in the
context of pentaquark-plus-jet tags appears to be a distinctive feature of this specific process,
and is also shared by similar differential observables sensitive to the semi-inclusive emission
of tetraquark-plus-jet systems [80, 94, 137]. This suggests that the dynamics governing these
emissions differs from those observed in other semi-hard reactions, underlining the unique
interplay of high-energy and NLL resummation effects in these channels.

On the other hand, the behavior of the LL/LO/NLL/NLOT ratio is shaped by a complex
interplay of different factors, particularly the nature of NLO corrections associated with the
various emission functions. For jet emissions, NLO corrections to the jet function are mostly
negative [198, 199].

Conversely, NLO corrections from the perturbative Cy, coefficient entering the hadron emis-
sion function are positive, while those from Cy,, Cyy, and C, coefficients are negative [196].
This suggests that, depending on the transverse-momentum phase space, these corrections could

partially cancel each other out, leading to varying effects on the LL/LO to NLL/NLO™ ratio.

For instance, in the case of =7 /= plus jet tags, the LL/LO to NLL/NLO™ ratio is found
to exceed one [167]. However, this behavior is less pronounced in other processes, such as the
production of a doubly charmed tetraquark plus a jet [137]. This discrepancy underscores how
the unique dynamics of each process shape the balance between leading and next-to-leading
logarithms, resulting in varying LL/LO to NLL/NLO™ ratios across different reactions.

This difference becomes particularly significant in the region of large transverse momenta
|K1|. In such kinematic configurations, far from the symmetric regime where |g;| =~ |Rs|, the
applicability of the high-energy resummation framework becomes more delicate. In fact, these
asymmetric configurations enhance the sensitivity to subleading corrections and to the interplay
between resummation and fixed-order components, often resulting in broader uncertainty bands
and more pronounced deviations between LL/LO and NLL/NLO™ predictions. This behavior is
not unexpected: it has already been observed in other forward observables with heavy-flavored
final states [80, 95, 211, 212] and is a known limitation of resummed approaches when pushed
outside their canonical domain of validity.
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Finally, from the inspection of second ancillary panels of plots in Figs. 8 and 9, it emerges
that the diquark-like P, initial-scale fragmentation brings to larger results with respect to the
direct case. In nearly all instances, the diquark predictions increase with |<;|, and this increase
is more significant when either truncated or fully resummed NLL corrections are included.

5 Closing statements

We investigated the leading-power fragmentation of fully charmed pentaquark states (S-wave
Ps. pentacharms) at next-generation hadron colliders. To this extent, we derived a novel set
of multimodal collinear fragmentation functions, named PQ5Q1.0 determinations. They are
based on an enhanced calculation of the initial-scale input for the constituent (anti)charm
fragmentation channel, making them well suited to describe the short-distance emission of
either a compact multicharm state or a dicharm-charm-dicharm configuration.

To explore phenomenological implications, we made use of the numerical JETHAD code
and the (sym)JETHAD symbolic-manipulation plugin [97-101] to analyze semi-inclusive pro-
duction rates for pentacharm-plus-jet systems within the NLL/NLO™ hybrid collinear and
high-energy factorization formalism, and at center-of-mass energies ranging from 14 TeV HL-
LHC to 100 TeV FCC.

The application of collinear fragmentation to describe the production of Ps. particles at high
transverse momentum effectively stabilized our high-energy resummation framework, mitigating
potential instabilities caused by NLL corrections and nonresummed threshold logarithms. This
resulting natural stability validated the reliability and convergence of our formalism over a
broad range of center-of-mass energies, spanning from the LHC to the FCC.

To reach the precision level, we plan to enhance our NLL/NLO™ factorization in a “mul-
tilateral” way, integrating additional resummation techniques. The initial focus will be on
establishing links with soft-gluon [213] and jet-radius resummations [214-217]. Moreover, inves-
tigating potential synergies with ongoing studies on jet angularities [218] represents an exciting
direction for future research.

The fragmentation production of heavy-flavored hadrons at leading power provides a unique
and important venue where hadronic structure and precision QCD intersect. The presence of
one or more heavy-quark species in the lowest Fock state has a twofold impact. On the one
hand, it complicates the theoretical description of the initial-energy fragmentation compared
to light hadrons. This necessitates a consistent modeling of the nonperturbative component,
potentially capturing momentum and spin correlations among constituent partons.

On the other hand, since heavy-quark masses are significantly larger than Aqcp, perturba-
tive techniques are essential for accurately calculating the short-distance fragmentation compo-
nent. Therefore, a precise description of heavy-flavor fragmentation requires leveraging the best
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of both worlds, where hadron-structure explorations and precision QCD calculations coexist as
fundamental ingredients.

The PQ5Q1.0 FFs offer valuable insights for exploratory studies on pentacharm production
across a wide variety of processes, ranging from semi-inclusive emissions at next-generation
hadron colliders to observations in lepton and lepton-hadron experiments. Looking ahead, we
aim to enhance our description of Ps. fragmentation by incorporating a more robust uncertainty
quantification, potentially linked to MHOU effects [219-222].

Beyond their current formulation, the PQ5Q1.0 multimodal functions lay the groundwork for
a more comprehensive fragmentation framework in which multiple hadronic structures, such as
compact multiquarks, diquark clusters, or loosely bound meson-baryon systems, can coherently
contribute to the initial-scale modeling. As the parton undergoes energy loss and approaches
the hadronization scale, quantum superpositions and dynamical transitions across different Fock
components may become relevant, reflecting the internal complexity of exotic states. While the
present implementation of the multimodal picture is still in its early stages, it may evolve into
a powerful framework to access structural information from future high-precision data.

Moreover, calculating fragmentation contributions from other parton channels will serve two
main purposes: (i) enabling a comprehensive application of the HF-NRevo methodology [89-91]
by accounting for the semi-analytic decoupled evolution aspect of DGLAP (EDevo, see Sec. 2.4
for more details), and (ii) potentially distinguishing the production mechanisms of Ps. and Ps.
states.

A deeper understanding of the internal structure of hadrons will gradually develop as we
advance our knowledge of the core dynamics responsible for quarkonium and exotic matter
formation. This progress will be driven by data collected at the FCC [20-23] and other future
colliders [223-229]. Tt was recently pointed out that unresolved photoproductions of a J/1 plus
charmed-jet [230] at the upcoming EIC [17-19] will provide a promising channel for measuring
the intrinsic-charm [231-235] valence PDFs in the proton [236]. This will serve as a bridge
between intrinsic-charm phenomena inside hadrons and the physics of exotics [237].

A connection between the intrinsic-charm puzzle effects and the existence of doubly-charmed
pentaquark states was explored in Ref. [238]. Pentaquarks arising from intrinsic charm in A,
baryon decays were studied in Ref. [239]. Additionally, measurements of multi-J /¢ production
rates made by the NA3 experiment in the 1980s, later corroborated by studies at the LHC and
Tevatron, could provide insights supporting hypotheses involving pion double intrinsic-charm
effects and tetraquark resonances [240)].

A promising avenue for future research involves exploring the connection between exotic
heavy-flavor hadrons and the dead-cone effect in QCD, first theorized in [241] and recently
observed by the ALICE Collaboration [242]. Fully heavy exotic observables, especially in jet-
inclusive configurations, may offer new insights into heavy-quark dynamics and in-medium
radiation suppression mechanisms.
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Pentaquarks provide a unique testing ground for the nonperturbative regime of QCD, where
confinement and hadronization dominate [11, 243]. Their study complements ongoing efforts to
map the internal structure of hadrons, adding a novel dimension to the quark-gluon dynamics
explored in baryons and mesons [244].

Data availability

The PQ5Q1.0 collinear FFs [245] for S-wave pentacharms can be publicly accessed from the fol-
lowing url: https://github.com/FGCeliberto/Collinear_FFs/. They consist of a collinear
set in LHAPDF format. The central value (replica 0) represents the direct fragmentation channel,
whereas replica 1 is for the diquark channel.
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A Direct fragmentation coefficients

The fy](f)[ direct) (23 k) fragmentation coefficients entering Eq. (3) and corresponding to the direct
multicharm scenario are given by

(©  (2:0) = (2 + 5)%(3476380952" — 143332861442'7 + 3031325016806

VP, [direct]
— 2979357459428z 4 201407125271682* — 1015703230710602"°
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+ 37482908718750002° — 23669855234375002° + 11878841796875002*
— 4645193359375002% + 1340476074218752>
— 25307617187500z + 2319335937500) ,
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(c)
fYP, [direct]

(c)
fyP, [direct]
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,yP, [direct]

(c)
,VP, [direct]

(c)
’YP, [direct]
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,‘)/P, [direct]

(2;1) = 11338528892 — 2697953289227 + 2413656456522

— 4062768175202 — 5088767528028 + 350859276810402"3

— 859285568916002'% — 399138686980002"" + 9262141764187502"°

— 32089404920250002° + 65621956881250002% — 92973615562500002"
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— 519815039062502> 4 214624707031252>
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— 649315962752 4+ 1190008237402° + 1717198505002°
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(2;4) = 595914172 — 4310733022 + 6870521532'° + 17617333402°
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+ 1248457981252* — 1292075937502 + 8796882812522
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Vi diveet (23 7) = 327725 — 27562° — 178202 4 301882° (Alh)
— 176472* — 65740z + 36500 ,
’Vz(f,)[direcﬂ(z; 8) = 1832* + 2622° — 7692 — 5322 + 1180, (Ali)

r)/}(jc,)[direct}(z; 9) = (Z + 2)2 : (Alj)
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