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Abstract
This is the summary document of the virtual workshop "Opportunities of OO
and pO collisions at the LHC", which took place Feb 4-10, 2021. We briefly
review the presented perspectives on the physics opportunities of oxygen–
oxygen and proton–oxygen collisions. The full workshop program and the
recordings are available at cern.ch/OppOatLHC.

The 5-day workshop consisted of 27 invited talks and 8 discussion sessions covering the techno-
logical feasibility of oxygen beams at the LHC, theoretical descriptions of the initial state, soft dynamics
and hard probes in small colliding systems, experimental opportunities with oxygen-oxygen (OO) and
proton-oxygen (pO) collisions, and the impact of pO data on cosmic ray physics. The aim of the work-
shop was to review the new developments since the CERN Yellow report [1], which established the
scientific case for a short programme with oxygen beams in LHC Run 31.

With nearly 400 registered participants and on average 186 unique connections per day, the work-
shop attracted a wide community interest. In the following we, the organisers, present a brief summary of
selected results that were shown during the workshop and highlight some important open questions that
were raised during the discussion sessions. Although we attempt to present the consensus view, this doc-
ument is not officially endorsed by any of the speakers, participants, or the experimental collaborations.
We refer to the recorded presentations, which are available at cern.ch/OppOatLHC/timetable.

1 Oxygen ions at the LHC accelerator complex
Oxygen ions have not been previously injected at the LHC, however they are already produced in the lead
ion source and can be selected for acceleration at LINAC3 [1, 2]. Because lighter ions have heightened
radiological impact, accelerating O4+ at LINAC3 and LEIR is the preferred option. An oxygen test will
be conducted May 25-29, 2021 to assess experimentally the radiological impact in the injector complex
and evaluate the necessary mitigation measures. In total 16 tasks remain to be done in the injector
complex before the oxygen run. A number of oxygen beam parameters are currently unknown (SPS
space charge limit, emittance, bunch intensity, transmutation of 16

8 O into other ions, etc.) and the actual
performance could be better (or worse) than quoted below. The pilot oxygen run is therefore very useful
in assessing the performance in the injectors and the LHC, also in view of high-intensity light-ion runs
in Run 5.

Subject to the uncertainties above and good machine availability, a tentative 6-8 day schedule
of an OO and pO pilot run was outlined (Op not requested) [3]. Without changing the beam rigidity
(
√
sNN(OO) = 7 TeV,

√
sNN(pO) = 9.9 TeV) it would take 2-3 days of OO commissioning and 1 day

of physics run to reach the target luminosity LOO ≈ 0.5 nb−1 for ALICE, ATLAS and CMS. It would
take 0.5-1 days of pO commissioning and 2.5-3 days of physics run to reach the target luminosity of
LpO ≈ 2 nb−1 (ATLAS/LHCf and LHCb) (LpO > 5 nb−1 for ALICE and CMS). LHCb minimum
physics goals with light hadrons might be met with LpO ≈ 0.2 nb−1 target luminosity [1, 3], while the
LHCf minimum physics program requires LpO ≈ 0.7 nb−1 for the two vertical detector positions at low
pileup (µ < 0.02), which also limits the delivered luminosity for ATLAS [24]. Colliding oxygen at

1Projections for
√
sNN = 200GeV OO runs at RHIC were also presented at the workshop, though these runs are subject to

machine availability.
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Figure 1: (a) ALICE experimental projections for anisotropic flow coefficients v2{m} as a function of charged
particle multiplicity Nch in OO [18]. (b) Correlation between elliptic flow magnitude v22 and mean transverse
momentum [pT ] [8]. (c) Hydrodynamic model predictions for anisotropic flow coefficients vn{m} using a standard
Wood-Saxon geometry, a Wood-Saxon model with nucleonic substructure (labelled quarks), and a model where
oxygen is a cluster of four alpha particles [15].

a lower beam energy that matches lead in Run 3 (
√
sNN(PbPb) = 5.52 TeV,

√
sNN(pPb) = 8.8 TeV)

would extend commissioning by 2-3 days, and data-taking by 1-2 days due to the lower luminosity [3].
A high intensity oxygen beam (above 3 · 1011 charges/beam) would require additional commissioning (3
days) and ramp up time (3-4 days).

An accurate determination of the absolute beam luminosity is needed for many observables (see
Sections 3 and 4). Luminosity precision of 1.5-3% could be achieved by van der Meer (vdM) scans for
OO and pO collisions, which take 2-3 hours per experiment (although other experiments can continue
collecting data) [4].

Precision studies of energy loss depend on the comparison to a pp reference at the same center-of-
mass energy and the cancellation of systematic experimental uncertainties. At the highest beam energies
of OO and pO collisions, the pp reference is either unavailable or not precise enough, preventing cancel-
lation of detector-related uncertainties (e.g., 7 TeV pp data collected in 2010). However, pp references
are planned to be taken in Run 3 at PbPb and pPb center-of-mass energies [1]. Therefore the limitations
of different scenarios (taking a pp reference at OO/pO energies, an OO/pO run at lower energy, or an
interpolated reference from PbPb/pPb references) was a subject of intense debate at the workshop and is
discussed further in Section 3.

2 Soft QCD dynamics of small systems
Long-range multiparticle correlations, quantified through the Fourier coefficients vn of transverse mo-
mentum anisotropy, have been a hallmark of hydrodynamic behaviour of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP)
in heavy-ion collisions. Similar signatures have been observed in peripheral PbPb, pPb, and high-
multiplicity pp collisions where hydrodynamic behaviour was not expected [7]. The transition of these
phenomena from large to small systems can be studied in OO collisions, which are intermediate in
multiplicity between pPb and PbPb [6, 18]. ALICE experimental projections demonstrate access to
a wide variety of high precision flow measurements in a short run of OO with integrated luminosity
LOO ∼ 1 nb−1 [18].

OO and pO collisions have distinctive features compared to pPb and PbPb that put unique con-
straints on hydrodynamic models [8–10]. For example, the inclusion of OO collision data in Bayesian
analyses appears to improve constraints on QGP parameters compared to only PbPb data [10]. OO colli-
sions have less eccentric geometry than PbPb but a similar number of participating nucleons at the same
multiplicity [8, 9]. Since v2 is thought to be driven by geometry and v3 by fluctuations, this suggests that
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v2(OO) < v2(PbPb), but v3(OO) ∼ v3(PbPb). OO collisions are also more compact at the same final
multiplicity compared to PbPb and are expected to have higher medium temperature, which can enhance
thermal photon radiation by a factor of 2 [8, 15]. Compared to pPb the geometry of OO collisions is
under better control, since flow coefficients are less sensitive to poorly-constrained spatial fluctuations
in the proton, and centrality is more correlated with initial eccentricity [8]. ALICE projects to measure
a variety of multiparticle correlations in Run 3 in OO, including vn measurements for up to 12 particles
[18] (see Fig. 1a), which have substantially decreased sensitivity to jet-like correlations. Complementary
measurements of v2{4} in OO at lower center-of-mass energy

√
sNN = 200 GeV may be done by the

STAR experiment at RHIC in 2021 [27].

It is a hotly debated question whether the origin of vn is the same in small and large systems [7].
Initial state correlations and non-equilibrium effects may play an increasingly-important role in small
systems (dNch/dη . 10) due to their short lifetime [6, 8]. Model predictions for OO and pO were
shown at the workshop based on a hydrodynamic medium [8, 9] and based on event generators without
a deconfined medium [6, 28]. In small systems, vn can be sensitive to hadronization and to residual
jet-like correlations [6]. A sign change in the multiplicity-dependence of the v22-mean pT correlator at
dNch/dη ∼ 10 was proposed as an observable handle on the transition between regimes where initial
state correlations or hydrodynamics are dominant [8] (see Fig. 1b). ALICE projections show this meas-
urement would be possible with LOO ∼ 1 nb−1, though the influence of jet-like correlations requires
further study [18, 27].

Nucleons in 16O are expected to be clustered into four alpha particles and it is unknown whether
this structure may be observable in oxygen collisions. Model calculations suggest that eccentricities
in OO depend weakly on alpha clustering of nucleons, yielding only few-percent effects in the most
central events compared to smooth nuclear distributions [5]. Hydrodynamic simulations suggest that
sub-nucleonic structure plays a more important role in generating flow harmonics [8, 15] (see Fig.1c).
Eccentricities may depend more strongly on alpha clustering in collisions of oxygen with a heavy nucleus
[5] (e.g. with Pb beam and O as a fixed target at LHCb/SMOG2 [22]).

OO collisions give a unique opportunity to cover a multiplicity range overlapping with both pPb
and PbPb in a single system. ALICE will be able to measure the production of strange hadrons (see
Fig. 2a), deuterons, 3He and hypertritons in OO [18]. Finally, ALICE showed that femtoscopy measure-
ments in OO can provide novel insight on the strong interaction potential between hadrons. OO collisions
have a larger hadron source size of 2-3 fm compared to 1 fm for pp, which makes it possible to study
coupled-channel contributions for p–K pairs, and the possible existence of a p–Ω− bound state [18].

3 Hard probes in OO and pO
If a dense QCD medium is produced in hadronic collisions, energetic partons can rescatter with it and
lose energy. Therefore high-pT particle modification is an expected consequence of the final state res-
catterings that manifest themselves as hydrodynamic collectivity in the soft sector (see Section 2). It is
an open question why hard probes measurements in small systems, such as pPb, are consistent with no
energy loss [14, 19]. ALICE, ATLAS, CMS, and LHCb collaborations expect to take a variety of meas-
urements in OO and pO to address high-pT rescattering in small systems [17, 19–21]. The sPHENIX
experiment at RHIC could also measure hard probes at

√
sNN = 200 GeV if a window of opportunity

arises for an OO run after 2025 [26].

One way to quantify the modification of high-pT particles and jets is through the nuclear modifica-
tion factor RAA, which is the ratio of the cross section for high-pT processes in a nuclear environment to
a (scaled) pp cross section. RAA differs from unity due to the nuclear modification of parton distribution
functions (nPDFs) and medium induced energy loss [14]. Model calculations show that energy loss sig-
nal may be small in small systems (5–10% for hadrons with pT > 20 GeV in OO [13]), therefore precise
theoretical and experimental control of observables is crucial. Minimum bias OO collisions do not have
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Figure 2: (a) ALICE projections for strange hadron yields in OO compared to pp, pPb and PbPb [18]. (b) ALICE
projections of the charged hadron nuclear modification factor RAA for minimum bias OO compared to energy
loss models and the no-energy-loss baseline (nPDFs including uncertainties) [17]. (c) The forward-backward ratio
RFB of dijets, shown for three different nPDF sets, compared to statistical uncertainties with LpO = 0.2 nb−1 and
LpO = 2 nb−1 integrated luminosity [12].

centrality selection biases like peripheral PbPb, though vdM scans are necessary to determine the RAA
normalization [17]. ALICE estimates a systematic uncertainty of about 5% (statistical uncertainties sub-
dominant) on the minimum bias hadron RAA measurement, which could distinguish energy loss models
from the nPDF baseline (see Fig. 2b). Similar uncertainties were estimated for centrality-selected RAA
but with possible selection bias. ATLAS showed projections for < 5% statistical uncertainties on jet
(50 GeV/c < pjT < 240 GeV/c) and hadron (phT < 80 GeV/c) RAA for LOO ∼ 0.5 nb−1 [19].

Accurate energy loss measurements could also be possible with coincidence measurements of
hadron-jet or photon-jet spectra normalized to the trigger (hadron or photon) multiplicity [17, 26]. Such
self-normalizing measurements can cancel experimental systematic uncertainties and biases. ALICE
projected sensitivity to ∆pT ∼ 160 MeV shifts in hadron-triggered jet spectra in minimum bias colli-
sions, with dominant uncertainty from the pp reference interpolation [17]. Even smaller shifts might
be measured without the need of pp reference by comparing spectra from collisions with high and low
event activities, but precise baseline calculations could be more challenging. New results for Z-jet and
γ-hadron spectra shown at the workshop indicate that triggered observables can still have non-negligible
uncertainties from nPDFs and impact the interpretation of the signal [13, 16].

The azimuthal momentum anisotropy of high-pT particles (as measured with respect to low-pT
particles) is typically associated with differential energy loss, but does not require a pp reference. ATLAS
and ALICE showed projections of high-pT v2 measurements in OO [18, 19]. ALICE also projected 10%
accuracy for D meson RAA and about 30% accuracy (statistics dominated) for v2 measurements. D
meson RAA and v2 are sensitive to the energy loss of charm quarks at high pT and their momentum
diffusion at low pT [15].

Currently there is no experimental oxygen data available for global nPDF fits and the results
for 16O depend on the assumed parametrization of the A-dependence in nPDF fits [12]. Furthermore,
hadronic data (e.g. dijets) is included only for Pb ions at the LHC. Therefore pO data is important for the
reliability of nPDFs for light ions. Forward-backward ratios of dijets with LpO ∼ 2 nb−1 would already
give a valuable anchor on gluon modification in light nuclei (see Fig. 2c). The constraints could be further
strengthened with a reliable pp reference, which would enable the study of more varied x-dependence
of nPDFs. Since 16O is isoscalar, Z and W± measurements in pO could put unique constraints on the
strange quark nPDF, but would require considerably more statistics, LpO ∼ 2 pb−1.
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Figure 3: (a) The spread of identified particle spectra in pO collisions for different models. The gray area indicates
LHCb acceptance [21]. (b) Logarithmic muon content as a function of the average shower depth 〈Xmax〉 meas-
ured by Auger observatory and compared to model calculations with different values of the π0 energy fraction
R [21]. (c) Forward photon spectra in diffractive and inelastic collisions for different models compared to the UPC
background [24].

Finally, accurate measurements of RAA-type observables rely on having a pp reference to cancel
some systematic uncertainties in the spectra. As discussed in Section 1, obtaining a pp reference at the
same center-of-mass energy would require additional run time. On the other hand, interpolating the ref-
erence between energies and cancelling sizeable systematic uncertainties can be challenging, especially
at high pT [19]. In the 2013 pPb run, the interpolated reference used by ATLAS resulted in large (∼20%)
systematic uncertainties of charged hadron RpPb measurement for pT > 20 GeV/c. However, ALICE
studied the uncertainties and their cancellation in hadron RAA with an interpolated OO reference. They
projected ∼ 5% uncertainties on hadron RAA for pT < 50 GeV/c in OO with . 3% uncertainty due to
the interpolated reference [17].

4 Forward physics and cosmic rays
Forward kinematics of

√
sNN = 9.9 TeV pO collisions corresponds to cosmic rays with energy> 1016 eV

hitting the Earth’s atmosphere (mostly 14N and 16O). Therefore oxygen collisions during the LHC Run
3 will provide valuable hadronic data for cosmic ray modelling and will help address the outstanding
problem that there are more muons in air showers than predicted [21, 23–25].

LHCb is expected to perform at full efficiency for both OO and pO collisions and measure iden-
tified light-hadron spectra in the acceptance 2 < η < 5, which can be used to constrain the cur-
rent 50% spread among models (see Fig. 3a) [21]. The precise value of the π0 energy fraction R =
Eπ0/Eother hadrons is particularly important in cosmic ray showers and current observations point to smal-
ler values of R than used in models or measured in pp (see Fig. 3b). If confirmed, a smaller R value at
forward pO kinematics could potentially be attributed to strangeness enhancement–one of the signals of
QGP formation. D meson measurements could also help constrain the atmospheric lepton background
for astrophysical neutrinos searches [21, 25].

LHCb plans to simultaneously take fixed-target data at a higher rate with SMOG2 [22]. Oxygen
collisions on hydrogen taken during the OO run would provide complementary forward rapidity data
(3.9 < η′ < 6.9 in the oxygen rest-frame) at

√
sNN(pO) = 81 GeV. Other configurations of oxygen

collisions on different targets would also be possible, time permitting.

The LHCf forward detectors near the ATLAS interaction point measure photons, neutral pions and
neutrons at very forward rapidities |η| > 8.4, which are most relevant for air shower development [23–
25]. Current pPb measurements suffer from large ultra-peripheral collision (UPC) backgrounds. For
pO the UPC background is significantly reduced and a combined ATLAS-LHCf analysis would allow
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to measure diffractive collisions (see Fig. 3c). Additionally, current neutron data in pp show signific-
ant contributions from pion exchange, which is not described by current models. πO interactions are
particularly important for secondary cosmic ray showers and might be accessible in pO collisions [25].

Finally, LHCf will not be able to operate after Long Shutdown 3 due to infrastructure modification
at its current position, and the Pierre Auger Observatory will finish operations around 2030. Therefore
the cosmic ray community strongly supports pO data taking at the highest available energies during LHC
Run 3 [23–25].

5 Conclusions
Detailed machine, theoretical and experimental presentations during the virtual workshop "Opportunit-
ies of OO and pO collisions at the LHC" have reaffirmed the readiness and wide community interest for
oxygen collisions at the LHC. OO and pO collisions during Run 3 will provide unique discovery oppor-
tunities and address long standing puzzles across different fields. A number of open questions have been
identified, which will have to be scrutinised further to optimise the physics output from this short run.
Undoubtedly, a pilot oxygen run will open a new chapter for the LHC as a light-ion machine.
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