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ABSTRACT: In this paper we present a study of in-medium jet modifications performed
with JEWEL and PYTHIA 6.4, focusing on the uncertainties related to variations of the
perturbative scales and nuclear parton distribution functions (PDFs) and on the impact
of the initial and crossover temperature variations of the medium. The simulations are
compared to LHC data for the jet spectrum and the nuclear modification factor. We assess
the interplay between the choice of nuclear PDFs and different medium parameters and
study the impact of nuclear PDFs and the medium on the jet structure via the Lund plane.
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1 Introduction

At sufficiently large temperatures, a phase transition is expected in strongly interacting
matter: from a phase, where quarks and gluons are confined into hadrons, to a quark-gluon
plasma (QGP), where they can move over distances much larger than the size of a hadron.
This transition can be calculated in discrete formulations of Quantum Chromodynamics
(lattice QCD) at vanishing baryon density, where a crossover transition at T¢ ~ 156 MeV
is found [1, 2]. This pseudo-critical temperature can be confirmed experimentally e.g.
in statistical analyses of hadron abundances as the freeze-out temperature occurring in
heavy-ion collisions at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [3].

For a detailed study of the hot QGP phase, well calibrated probes such as parton
scatterings prior to the QGP formation are the prime tool. Provided a hard scale (e.g.
a large momentum transfer or mass), these processes are calculable in perturbative QCD
and can be benchmarked by measurements in pp collisions, including the role of non-
perturbative hadronisation. In the medium, the scattered partons and the subsequent
parton shower experience the full QGP evolution and are modified by the large density
of colour charges via elastic collisions and induced gluon radiation. The corresponding
experimental observables sensitive to the hard scattered partons are provided e.g. by the
reconstruction of jets, the modification of their differential production cross section and
their angular structure.



Since the experimental discovery of jet quenching [4] in single (leading) particle pro-
duction at high transverse momentum (pr), the nuclear modification factor (Raa) is the
most popular observable to quantify medium effects on the particle (jet) production in
heavy-ion collisions. It is defined as
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where the differential jet yield Njﬁt/: is the number of jets recorded in Ngy¢ heavy ion
collisions with a given centrality. Thus the differential yield in AA is compared to the
equivalent measurement in pp collisions, the differential jet cross section. The latter is
scaled by the nuclear thickness function Tha to account for the geometric increase of the
parton flux in AA collisions with the given centrality selection. Its value is determined in
a geometric Glauber model [5]. In the absence of any medium effects the ratio should be
unity in the region where hard processes dominate. At the LHC, a strong suppression of
jet production is seen in central PbPb collisions [6-8] compared to pp reactions [9]. The
measurements of electromagnetic and electroweak probes in PbPb [10-14] and jets in pPb
collisions [15-17] confirm that the suppression is due to a strong final state effect and not
due to a modified initial state in the Pb nucleus.

For a deeper understanding of the parton shower evolution in the medium, on the one
hand more differential observables than the nuclear modification factor are needed. On
the other hand, for a precise comparison to predictions one also has to take into account
the influence of a modified initial state (i.e. nuclear PDFs) on the production of partonic
probes and their strong final state interactions. While the partonic production can be
well calibrated in pp collisions, the final state interactions of a scattered parton with a
medium and the medium modified parton shower are more challenging due to the involved
time and momentum scales and the (hydro-)dynamics of the QGP evolution (for a recent
review see [18]). At the same time, the modification of the parton densities in the nucleus
relevant at low transverse momentum (corresponding to small Bjorken z) is affected by a
large uncertainty. Thus, the extraction of the QGP-related parameters and effects in the
final state necessitates the evaluation of the uncertainty induced by the initial state parton
densities and hard scattering alone.

In this paper we study the medium modification of jets with the JEWEL model [19-
22] and compare it to measurements of jet production in pp and PbPb collisions at the
LHC. We evaluate the effect of nuclear PDFs and their uncertainties and compare it to the
impact of scale uncertainties and to the crossover and initial temperature variations in the
1D hydrodynamic model of JEWEL. In addition, the impact of nuclear PDF's and the hot
medium on the observed jet structure is studied in JEWEL via the so-called Lund plane
[23], that maps the occurrence of splittings in angular and momentum space within jets.

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows: In Sec. 2 we describe our theo-
retical setup, in particular the main features of JEWEL and our choices of nuclear PDF's,
perturbative scales, medium geometry and evolution. Sec. 3 contains a description of our



data selection and our main results on jet spectra and nuclear modification factors, detailed
studies of the dependence of these results on the medium parameters and a study of the
jet substructure in vacuum and in the medium using the Lund plane. Our conclusions and
an outlook are then given in Sec. 4.

2 Jet production in JEWEL

JEWEL [19-22] is a leading order (LO) Monte Carlo event generator that uses PYTHIA 6.4
[24] to generate hard scattering events, parton showers and hadronisation, but in addition
supplements the parton showers with medium effects. It is based consistently on perturba-
tive language to describe jet evolution and interactions in the medium in a common frame-
work. By construction, limitations of analytic approaches such as kinematical limitations,
momentum conservation, restriction to single gluon emission etc. are overcome. Infrared
divergences of the cross section are taken into account with a temperature-dependent regu-
lator up = 0.9-37 [25]. The Glauber model is used internally to calculate geometry-driven
quantities for heavy-ion collisions. The medium evolution in JEWEL is realised through
a Bjorken model [26], a one-dimensional expansion model. Partons from the initial hard
process can interact with the medium, when passing through it.

2.1 Initial conditions and hard processes
2.1.1 Nuclear PDFs

In the default JEWEL configuration, the jet production matrix elements and initial parton
showers are simulated using central EPS09 LO nuclear PDFs (nPDFs) [27], based on
CTEQG6L1 free proton PDFs [28] and provided through the LHAPDF5 interface [29]. More
recent nPDF sets are available only as part of LHAPDF6 [30]. We implement them in our
calculations using the interface LHAGLUE for legacy code built around LHAPDF5.

As our default, we employ the full nuclear nCTEQ15 NLO [31] set for lead, together
with the free proton PDF's from nCTEQ15. The full nuclear PDFs are constructed as the
PDF's of an average nucleon, so using them as proton PDFs in JEWEL and turning off the
modification factor from EPS09 provides the correct initial state for hard PbPb collisions.!
For consistency with the nCTEQ15 parametrisation, the strong coupling constant ay is
evaluated at next-to-leading order (NLO) with five active flavours and Aqcp = 226 MeV.
The PDF uncertainties are calculated with the 32 error PDFs of nCTEQ15.

As an alternative, we also use the EPPS16 NLO set [32] based on CT14NLO free
proton nPDFs [33]. The corresponding value of Aqcp = 208 MeV can be obtained e.g.
with RunDec [34].? The PDF uncertainties are calculated with the 40 error PDFs of
EPPS16. Uncertainties in the underlying proton PDF's are not taken into account, as they

LJEWEL differentiates between proton and neutron PDFs, constructing the latter via isospin symmetry,
as well as between pp, pn and nn collision events. Since the nCTEQ15 PDFs describe an average nucleon,
it is sufficient to consider only the pp channel.

2Technically, the EPPS16 LHAPDF info file is supplemented with an entry AlphaS_Lambdab correspond-
ing to this value, and the flag Particle is modified from the PDG-ID 1000822080 for Pb to 2212 for
protons.
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Figure 1. Comparison of nuclear PDF modifications at Q2 = 10 GeV? as parametrised in
nCTEQ15 (red curves with hatching) [31] and EPPS16 (black central curve with shaded uncer-
tainty bands) [32]. Figure taken from Ref. [32].

appear in Raa in both the numerator and the denominator and should thus cancel to a
large extent.

In Fig. 1 we show for later reference a comparison of the nuclear PDF modifications at
Q? = 10 GeV? for up/down valence and sea (including strange) quarks as well as gluons as
parametrised in nCTEQ15 (red curves with hatching) [31] and EPPS16 (black central curve
with shaded uncertainty bands) [32]. Note that nPDF's are continuously being updated to
include in particular more LHC [35-39] and JLab data [40] and NNLO corrections [41, 42].

2.1.2 Hard scattering and scale uncertainties

At LO, large uncertainties in the hard scattering cross section are introduced by the renor-
malisation and factorisation procedures. We estimate their numerical size with the tradi-
tional seven-point method, i.e. by varying the renormalisation scale ugr and the factorisation
scale up independently by relative factors of two, but not four about the central scale, set
by the transverse momentum of the underlying hard 2 — 2 event.

The impact of individual variations of up (top panel) and ugr (central panel) at LO
(blue curves) on the differential jet cross section in pp collisions at the LHC with a centre-
of-mass energy of /s = 2.76 TeV is shown in Fig. 2, together with their combined effect
(bottom panel). The jet definition, radius and acceptance cuts used are related to those
of the CMS measurement (see below). At LO, the cross section increases in the range
pr/pr € [0.5;2] by about a factor of two, due to the positive scaling violation of the
gluon PDF's, which dominate at the low pr values of 70 to 80 GeV (and correspondingly
low values of Bjorken z) considered here. Conversely, the LO cross section decreases in
the range ur/pr € [0.5;2] by almost a factor of two, due to the running of the strong
coupling constant. The bottom panel demonstrates that due to this opposite dependence a
simultaneous variation of both up/pr = pr/pr € [0.5;2] leads only to small changes in the



pp = jet+X atvs =2.76 TeV
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Figure 2. Dependence of the differential cross section for inclusive jets with radius R = 0.4,
transverse momentum pr € [70;80] GeV and rapidity |n| < 2.0 on the factorisation scale (top),
renormalisation scale (centre) and both scales (bottom) at LO (blue curves) and NLO (red curves).
All jets within one event that satisfy the acceptance cuts contribute to the cross section.

LO cross section and would thus severely underestimate its error. The total uncertainty
would, however, be overestimated with relative factors of four between ur/pr = 0.5 and
pr/pt = 2 on the one hand and up/pr = 2 and pur/pr = 0.5 on the other hand.

For jet production in pp collisions, also NLO predictions matched to parton showers
and including hadronisation can be made, e.g. with POWHEG [43]. The NLO corrections
to the hard scattering processes are known to significantly reduce the unphysical scale
uncertainties [44, 45]. This is demonstrated as well in Fig. 2 (red curves). The differential
cross section now decreases monotonically with pup and pur and by only 10% and 20%,
respectively, and thus also, when both scales are varied together. The central scale pr is
an optimal choice, as LO and NLO predictions agree there. We will come back to this
point below when we discuss the scale uncertainties of various jet transverse momentum
distributions.

2.1.3 Medium geometry and parameters

In JEWEL the Glauber model is used to relate centrality and impact parameter b. It is also
employed to compute the density of binary nucleon-nucleon collisions N and number of
participants Npare in the transverse (x,y) plane. The initial parton scatterings take place
at t = 2z = 0 and are distributed in the transverse plane according to Nco.

Furthermore, the jet yields generated in hard scattering events by JEWEL need to be



converted to properly normalised yields or cross sections that can be compared directly
to the experimental results in pp or PbPb collisions. Depending on the minimum mo-
mentum transfer required in the hard scattering, a certain cross section opaq is sampled,
representing a fraction of the total inelastic nucleon-nucleon cross section Jﬁﬂ. Accounting
for the increased number of scatterings in the overlap of nuclei, one obtains the correct
normalisation of the JEWEL events to the total number of PbPb collisions in a given

centrality
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where Nparq is the number of generated events and Neon = Taa - oN\N Following Ref. [46]

inel*

we employ 0NN = 61.8 mb for /sy = 2.76 TeV and 0NN = 67.6 mb for /sy = 5.02 TeV.

inel — inel —

We neglect the normalisation uncertainties arising from the uncertainties of ailflg of 0.9 mb

and 0.6 mb, respectively.

2.2 Medium evolution

The medium evolution in JEWEL is determined by two parameters, the initial tempera-
ture 71 and the formation time 77, when the hydrodynamic evolution starts. The initial
transverse temperature profile is fixed from the distribution of the participant nucleons in
the transverse plane, assuming that the initial energy density € o TI4 is proportional to the
density of participants. Starting from 71 a 1D Bjorken expansion and an ideal-gas equation
of state is assumed. For a given centrality or impact parameter b, the temperature in the
transverse direction changes as

T(z,y,7) = Ti(z,y,7) - <T> o : (2.2)

71

The transverse expansion, which would lead to faster cooling of the medium, is neglected.
In JEWEL, 17 therefore reflects the average value of the initial temperatures across the
transverse plane. The value of the central cell, which is usually quoted in hydrodynamic
models, is thus larger, for instance for central PbPb collisions at \/sny = 2.76 TeV by
about a factor of 1.35. The default values in JEWEL of T = 360 MeV = 485/1.35 MeV
and 71 = 0.6 fm are chosen to match the values in Ref. [47].

Before the hydrodynamic evolution, at earlier times than 71, a linear increase of the
temperature is implemented in JEWEL

T(z,y, 7 <m)=Ti(z,y 1) (;) (2.3)

which effectively reduces the sensitivity to the exact choice of 1. In Ref. [20], a variation
of the formation time was found to lead to a ~20% variation of the inclusive jet rate in
central PbPb collisions.

The hydrodynamic evolution ceases at the crossover temperature 7¢, which has a
default value of 170 MeV in JEWEL, consistent with the 1D Bjorken expansion. No
hadronic phase is considered. We will investigate the sensitivity of the model results on
both 717 and T¢.



2.3 Jet evolution

To the initial hard-scattered partons, the medium appears as a collection of free par-
tons with a statistical momentum distribution according to the current temperature of
the medium. The re-scatterings with the medium partons are calculated within JEWEL
with standard perturbative techniques, employing LO matrix elements with an additional
thermal scale up = 0.9 - 3T to regulate infrared divergences. The effect of varying this
parameter has been studied for single-inclusive hadron production in Ref. [20]. After the
shower has evolved through the medium and vacuum, the event is handed back to PYTHIA
6.4 for hadronisation and decays of unstable particles. Subsequent hadronic rescatterings
are not considered (see, however, Ref. [48] for a recent study). Jets are reconstructed with
the anti-kT [49] algorithm as implemented in FastJet [50].

In JEWEL, the medium response to the hard scattering can be included by keeping
the recoiling medium partons in the event record. Since the soft background event is not
simulated, JEWEL does not provide a full description of the heavy-ion environment and
one cannot follow the exact same prescriptions used in real data analysis, in particular
concerning the background removal. The impact of the correlated and uncorrelated back-
ground depends on the jet observable and analysis technique. In a simulation without
recoils, partons scattered out of the medium are removed from the event and no back-
ground is present. This also removes the medium-response to the jet, which is important
for a detailed study of jet substructure. We therefore include recoils and subtract the
known four-momenta of the thermal components from the reconstructed jet following the
procedure described in Ref. [22]. This then allows for realistic comparisons to experimental
data including background effects.

3 Comparison to experimental results

We now turn to our numerical results and compare our predictions made with JEWEL and
PYTHIA 6.4 to experimental data from the LHC.

3.1 Data selection

The data sets we compare to have been obtained with the anti-kt jet algorithm [49] by the

e ALICE collaboration in pp [9] and PbPb [6] collisions at a centre-of-mass energy
per nucleon of /sy = 2.76 TeV for inclusive jets with radius R = 0.2, rapidity
range |n| < 0.5 and transverse momentum pr € [40; 120] GeV (0-10% centrality) and
pr € [30;100] GeV (10-30% centrality)?;

e CMS collaboration in pp and PbPb collisions [7] at a centre-of-mass energy per
nucleon of \/syn = 2.76 TeV for inclusive jets with radii R = 0.2, 0.3 and 0.4, rapidity
range |n| < 2 and transverse momentum pr € [70;300] GeV (0-5% centrality);

3In addition, each jet was required to contain a charged particle with pr > 5 GeV, which holds for more
than 90% (95%) of the jets with pr > 40 GeV (50 GeV) [6].
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Figure 3. Experimental data sets on jet R4 from ALICE [6, 9], CMS [7] and ATLAS [8] considered
in this study. Statistical errors are shown by the error bars, systematic errors are indicated by the
shaded boxes, and the overall normalisation uncertainty on Tsa is indicated by the boxes around
unity.

e ATLAS collaboration in pp and PbPb collisions [8] at a centre-of-mass energy per
nucleon of \/syn = 5.02 TeV for inclusive jets with radius R = 0.4, rapidity range
In| < 2.8 and transverse momentum pr € [100; 1000] GeV (0-10% centrality).

The experimental data and their statistical and systematic uncertainties have been re-
trieved from the HEPData data base [51], and the analysis cuts and selections specific
to each experiment have been implemented on an event-by-event basis using RIVET [52].
The experimental results on the jet nuclear modification factor Raa are collected in Fig. 3.
Statistical errors are shown by the error bars, systematic errors are indicated by the shaded
boxes, and the overall normalisation uncertainty on Ta o is indicated by the boxes around
unity. Qualitatively, the measurements are in good agreement despite slightly different
jet radii and central rapidity ranges. The largest suppression (quenching) is observed by
the ALICE experiment at low pr ~ 40 GeV, where Raa lies around 0.3. The jet nuclear
modification factor increases to 0.6 for large pr ~ 1 TeV as measured by the ATLAS

experiment.

3.2 Jet spectra and nuclear modification factors

The transverse momentum spectrum of inclusive jets with radius R = 0.2 produced in
the rapidity range |n| < 0.5 in pp collisions at /s = 2.76 TeV is shown in Fig. 4. Data
from the ALICE experiment [9], where statistical and systematic errors have been added in
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Figure 4. Transverse momentum distribution of jets with radius R = 0.2 in pp collisions at
Vs = 2.76 TeV measured by ALICE in the rapidity range || < 0.5 [9] and calculated with JEWEL.
Scale uncertainties are shown as yellow shaded bands.

quadrature, are compared to our predictions with JEWEL, for which the scale uncertainties
obtained with the seven-point method described above are shown as yellow shaded bands.
The upper panel shows good qualitative agreement which is confirmed quantitatively in
the ratio of theory/data in the lower panel. For most of the data points, even the central
theoretical values, which NLO calculations with POWHEG prove to be more reliable than
the LO scale uncertainties suggest (see above), lie within the total experimental error, which
increases due to the growing statistical uncertainty as the event rates fall at large pr.
The corresponding measurements in 0-10% (left) and 10-30% (right) central PbPb
collisions are shown in Fig. 5. In addition to the theoretical scale uncertainties, we show
also those induced by variations of the nuclear PDFs. Qualitatively we find good agreement
in the upper panels, which is again confirmed quantitatively in the ratio theory/data in
As before, the central theoretical values lie within the experimental
errors for most of the points. This demonstrates that the interaction of the jet with
the medium is well described within JEWEL. The nuclear PDF uncertainties are fairly
constant and amount to about +15% as estimated both by nCTEQ15 (green) and EPPS16
(grey shaded bands). An estimate of the relevant initial longitudinal parton momentum
fraction with 1 = 2pr/\/sny € [0.02;0.09] and a look at Fig. 1 confirm that we are
in the transition region from shadowing to anti-shadowing, where these uncertainties are
relatively small. For pp, 0-10% and 10-30% central PbPb collisions, we observe a tendency
for the theory/data ratio to decrease slightly from small to large transverse momenta.
Dividing the jet yields in PbPb collisions by the corresponding cross sections in pp
collisions as in Eq. (1.1) leads to the classic observable for jet quenching, the nuclear mod-

the lower panels.
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Figure 5. Transverse momentum distributions of jets with radius R = 0.2 in PbPb collisions at
V/SnN = 2.76 TeV measured by ALICE in the rapidity range |n| < 0.5 and the centrality ranges
0—10% (left) and 10—30% (right) [6] and calculated with JEWEL. Scale (nuclear PDF) uncertainties
are shown as yellow (green and grey) shaded bands.

ification factor Raa, which we show for the ALICE experiment and 0-10% (left) as well as
10-30% (right) central collisions in Fig. 6. As expected from our previous discussions, the
upper panels show good qualitative agreement of theory and data, i.e. both the amount of
jet quenching of about 0.3 at low pt and the rise to 0.4 at larger pt observed by ALICE are
well reproduced by JEWEL. Quantitatively, in the (double) ratios of theory/data (lower
panels) the central theoretical predictions agree well with the data in the case of 10-30%
central collisions, but only for the higher pr bins in the case of 0-10% central collisions.
Good agreement is, however, also found for the lower pt bins once the nuclear PDF uncer-
tainties are accounted for, which underlines their importance. The scale uncertainty in the
ratio is evaluated again as the spread of the ratios with the same seven-point-variations as
before. It can be seen that the uncertainty cancels to a large extent and is much smaller
than the PDF uncertainty (cf. also Ref. [53]).

With the CMS experiment, also jets with larger transverse momenta (up to 300 GeV)
and in a larger rapidity range (|n| < 2) than those measured in the ALICE experiment
(up to 120 GeV and |n| < 0.5) can be observed. In addition, the CMS collaboration has
published results for three different jet radii, i.e. R = 0.2, 0.3 and 0.4. While the centre-
of-mass energies are the same, the centrality range in PbPb collisions is reduced in the
CMS (0-5%) compared to the most central ALICE (0-10%) measurement. Despite these
minor differences, the nuclear modification factors measured by ALICE and CMS were

~10 -
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Figure 6. Nuclear modification factor Raa for jets with radius R = 0.2 at \/syy = 2.76 TeV
measured by ALICE in the rapidity range |n| < 0.5 and the centrality ranges 0 — 10% (left) and
10 — 30% (right) [6] and calculated with JEWEL. Scale (nuclear PDF) uncertainties are shown as
yellow (green and grey) shaded bands. The overall normalisation uncertainty on Taa is indicated
by the boxes around unity.

found to be in qualitative agreement in the pt overlap region in Fig. 3. Fig. 7 (left, upper
panel) shows the CMS data for R = 0.2 again, but now in comparison with our JEWEL
predictions. While the description of the data is again very good for low pt < 150 GeV,
the rise of the data at large pr ~ 300 GeV is not entirely reproduced by JEWEL. This
is also clear from the (double) ratio of theory/data in the lower panel, where the central
values drop below one as the jet transverse momentum increases. Taking into account the
nuclear PDF uncertainties (green and grey shaded bands), we can, however, account for
the data within errors up to the largest pr. The rise of Raa in the data reduces when
the jet radius R is increased to 0.3 (center) and in particular for 0.4 (right), where also
the central theoretical predictions describe all data points within the experimental error
alone. This implies that not only the initial parton distributions, but also the structure
and evolution of the final jet in the medium are still not entirely known and deserve further
study.

The ATLAS measurement has been obtained with the same large jet radius R = 0.4 as
the third CMS measurement, but extends to even higher pt of 1000 GeV. At the same time,
it has been performed at a higher centre-of-mass energy per nucleon of /syN = 5.02 TeV.
From the larger jet radius, we expect again a leveling off of Raa, but at only higher pr
due to the larger collision energy. This is indeed observed in the measurement shown in

- 11 -
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Figure 7. Nuclear modification factor Raa for jets with radii R = 0.2 (left), 0.3 (centre) and 0.4
(right) at /snn = 2.76 TeV measured by CMS in the rapidity range || < 2 and the centrality
range 0—5% [7] and calculated with JEWEL. Scale (nuclear PDF) uncertainties are shown as yellow
(green and grey) shaded bands. The overall normalisation uncertainty on Taa is indicated by the
box around unity.

Fig. 8 (upper panel), where Raa rises to 0.6 at pp = 300 GeV, but then stays constant.
The slightly larger rapidity (|| < 2.8) and centrality (0-10%) ranges should not have a
significant impact on this conclusion. The comparison of the JEWEL prediction to the
data is best done in the (double) ratio theory/data (lower panel). The trend at low pp of
the central theory predictions to lie above the data, that was already present in the R = 0.4
CMS data, is confirmed, but for most of the data points the agreement is excellent. If we
take nuclear PDF uncertainties into account, all data points can be described.

3.3 Dependence on medium parameters

While our understanding of the thermal properties of QGP matter and the flow of the nearly
perfect fluid has recently made significant progress [54, 55, the theoretical description of
the early stages of the heavy-ion collision is still an outstanding problem. In particular, the
rise of the nPDF's at low z, in particular the one of the gluon which dominates there, is geo-
metrically expected to be limited by recombination and saturation [56]. First experimental
evidence for saturation in HERA [57, 58] and LHC [59, 60] data has been claimed, but is
still under debate [61]. The high gluon density at low = should eventually lead to collective
behavior, thermalisation and the creation of the QGP with an initial temperature T7 [62].
This temperature can in principle be extracted from measurements of prompt photon pro-
duction, since the photons produced at early stages of the collision should not interact with
the medium. However, photons are emitted at all stages of the collision, i.e. also during
the cooling process and even by charged hadrons after the final phase transition, so that
in reality only an effective temperature Tog ~ 300 MeV can be extracted [63, 64].
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Figure 8. Nuclear modification factor Raa for jets with radius R = 0.4 at /sy = 5.02 TeV
measured by ATLAS in the rapidity range |n| < 2.8 and the centrality range 0 — 10% [8] and
calculated with JEWEL. Scale (nuclear PDF) uncertainties are shown as yellow (green and grey)
shaded bands. The overall normalisation uncertainty on T o is indicated by the box around unity.

A detailed analysis of the initial phase transition from partons confined in heavy nuclei
to the QGP is of course beyond the scope of this work. However, it is an interesting question
whether correlations between the initial gluon density and the initial temperature can be
observed. We therefore show in Fig. 9 again (see Fig. 5) the jet yield in 0-10% (left) and
10-30% (right) central PbPb collisions as observed by ALICE at ,/syn = 2.76 TeV and
compare it to JEWEL predictions assuming three different initial temperatures: the default
value 360 MeV and two higher temperatures of 420 and 500 MeV. In Fig. 9 (left), we find
that for a low initial temperature of 171 = 360 MeV, the data, e.g. in the three lowest pr
bins, are best described by the lower edge of the nPDF uncertainty band. At the same
date, the data for central collisions are also well described by the central nPDF set and
a higher initial temperature of 420 MeV. In other words, a good description of the data
requires either a low gluon density leading to a smaller hard scattering cross section, or a
higher temperature leading to more suppression in the medium. These two effects can only
be disentangled, if measurements at different centralities are available. If we therefore now
compare the two centralities (left and right) in the three lowest p bins, we clearly find a
lower initial temperature (360 MeV) for the 10-30% central collisions than for the 0-10%
collisions (420 MeV) as expected. Since a higher temperature implies a longer evolution of
the medium and thus more suppression, this corresponds also well to the smaller Rap ~ 0.3
observed in Fig. 6 for 0-10% collisions (left) than those of ~ 0.4 observed for 10-30%
collisions (right). A point to remember, though, is that the JEWEL medium is based on a
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Figure 9. Dependence of the jet yield in 0-10% (left) and 10-30% (right) central PbPb collisions
as observed by ALICE at /syn = 2.76 TeV on the initial temperature 77 of the QGP. The default
value in JEWEL for 77 is 360 MeV. The PDF variations correspond to the green shaded band.

Bjorken model and thus a one-dimensional expansion, which corresponds to a rather slow
cooling of the medium. A full three-dimensional expansion would induce a faster cooling
and might reduce the effect of the temperature variation. Looking now at the data at
larger pr in both the 0-10% and 10-30% collisions, we find that the data require either an
increase in gluon density or a decrease in temperature with the transverse momentum. For
the 0-10% data, this means that either both shadowing and anti-shadowing effects - related
by the momentum sum rule - are underestimated in the central nCTEQ15 fit, or that the
one-dimensional Bjorken model in JEWEL overestimates the interaction of the medium
with faster jets. A comparison of the shapes of the transverse-momentum distributions
for the two centralities (left and right), as well as the trend of the high pr suppression in
comparison to the CMS data in Fig. 7 suggest the latter interpretation.

Since JEWEL only considers interactions in the deconfined phase, rescattering in the
medium is only possible as long as the local temperature is higher than the critical temper-
ature T¢. At this temperature, QCD matter transfers from partonic to hadronic degrees
of freedom. By default, the critical temperature in JEWEL is T¢ = 170 MeV, while more
recently from lattice QCD calculations [1, 2] and statistical analyses of hadron abundances
at the LHC [3] a temperature of T ~ 156 MeV is found. However, these values cannot be
compared directly since for a 1D hydrodynamic expansion typically larger values for T
are needed to reproduce the bulk features of particle production.

We therefore focus on the qualitative effect of variation of T and compare in Fig. 10
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Figure 10. Dependence of the jet yield on the critical temperature T of the QGP. The default
value in JEWEL for T¢ is 170 MeV. The PDF uncertainties correspond to the green shaded band.

the ALICE data with JEWEL calculations using also lower and larger critical temperatures
of 160 MeV and 180 MeV. Overall, the dependence on T¢ is much smaller than the one
on 71. We attribute this to the fact that parton-hadron duality is expected to be realised
in sufficiently inclusive jet observables [65] such as the yield of inclusive jets defined by the
anti-kp algorithm [49] and modeled in the Lund string fragmentation model implemented in
PYTHIA 6.4 [24]. Lower critical temperatures imply a longer evolution of the jet through
the medium and therefore a larger suppression. At low transverse momenta, the results for
the (now favoured) value of T = 160 MeV indeed agree slightly better with the data for
both centralities. In contrast, at medium and large transverse momenta there is almost no
dependence, and in any case it is much smaller than the nuclear PDF uncertainty, so that
no firm conclusions can be drawn from the inclusive jet yield observable alone.

3.4 Jet structure and Lund plane

To study the evolution of the final-state jet in the medium, it is thus interesting to consider
less inclusive quantities like, e.g., jet shapes [66, 67]. The phase space within jets can be
effectively represented in so-called Lund diagrams, where the angle and transverse momen-
tum of an emission with regard to its emitter is mapped onto a triangle in two-dimensional
space and each new emission opens up a new phase space, i.e. a new triangular leaf, for
further emissions [68]. While Lund diagrams have been used mainly as a tool in the theo-
retical discussion of parton showers and resummation [69], they can also be reconstructed
experimentally as proposed e.g. in Ref. [23] and for heavy-ion collisions in Ref. [70].
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Figure 11. The average primary Lund plane density p for jets simulated with JEWEL, initially
clustered with the anti-kt algorithm (R = 0.2, 40 < pr < 60GeV and |n| < 0.5) and then
reclustered with the Cambridge/Aachen algorithm. (a) pp collisions, (b) the difference of pp and
central PbPb collisions with the medium turned off, (¢) the same with the medium turned on and
recoil turned off, and (d) the same with both the medium and the recoil turned on.

In the following we will use the so-called primary Lund plane of the jets reconstructed
within JEWEL events to study the effects of cold and hot nuclear matter on the jet struc-
ture. The simulation is done for /sy = 2.76 TeV and for transverse momenta in the
partonic cross section of 40GeV < pr < 60GeV. The PbPb events are generated for
the 0-10% most central collisions as discussed above. For a qualitative study of medium-
induced effects, three cases will be compared: PbPb events without medium, PbPb events
with the recoil option turned off, and PbPb events with the recoil option on. The primary
Lund plane, i.e. the first triangular plane, is built from jets reconstructed with the anti-kp
algorithm and radius R = 0.2. All jets with pp > 10GeV and |n| < 0.5 were selected
and subsequently reclustered using the Cambridge/Aachen algorithm [71], which has been
shown to provide the best performance when it comes to resolve jet substructure [23]. The
Lund plane was populated by going backwards through the clustering sequence, i.e. taking
the jet and declustering it into two subjets p, and p, with p, having the smaller transverse
momentum. It should be noted that we have deliberately not limited the jet to a certain
reconstructed jet pr bin and instead fixed the generated pr range in order to minimise
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biases induced in the final-state jet selection and to be able to compare the effect for the
same parton pr.

The results are seen in Fig. 11, were we show the JEWEL predictions for the full
Lund plane for (a) pp collisions (top left) and (b-d) the difference of pp and central PbPb
collisions when including (b) only cold nuclear matter effects (top right), (c) in addition
medium effects (bottom left) and finally (d) cold nuclear matter, medium and recoil effects
(bottom right). When we compare the first two figures (a) and (b), we see that the impact
of initial-state modifications from nuclear PDFs on the final-state and the jet shower as
visualised in the Lund plane is very small as expected. Qualitatively and with larger
fluctuations, we observe fewer hard and more soft subjets. On a much larger scale, the
depletion of hard subjets is seen when we include the medium (c) and recoils (d). It is
remarkable that the addition of a coherent background does not alter the magnitude of the
depletion, but rather provides a more balanced distribution, since at all angles now a clear
increase of soft radiation is visible.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we have made theoretical predictions based on JEWEL and PYTHIA 6.4
for inclusive jet cross sections in pp collisions, jet yields in PbPb collisions, and their ratio,
the nuclear modification factor Raa, and compared these predictions to the corresponding
measurements from the ALICE, CMS and ATLAS collaborations. These comparisons were
made for two centrality ranges, three different jet radii, and two different centre-of-mass
energies and the corresponding accessible jet transverse-momentum ranges.

We first established compatibility of the different data sets and qualitative agreement
of our predictions with the pp and PbPb measurements. Here, our focus was on the scale
uncertainty, which we found to be considerable in these LO calculations for absolute cross
sections, but to be reduced not only in ratios of cross sections, but also when NLO plus
parton shower corrections from POWHEG were employed to predict the optimal scale.
The uncertainty from nuclear PDF's as estimated within both the nCTEQ15 and EPPS16
global fits was also significant and remained so also in the ratio Raa, so that it affected
the determination of the medium parameters, in particular the initial temperature of the
medium. A disentangling of the two effects became only possible when measurements from
different centralities were compared. A reduction of the nuclear PDF uncertainty would
require input from more data, in particular from pA collisions at the LHC [35-39] or eA
collisions at the future EIC [72-74]. Nevertheless, in most cases we observed quantitatively
good agreement of the central nCTEQ15 and EPPS16 predictions with the data within the
experimental uncertainties.

The JEWEL predictions were found to depend significantly on the initial temperature,
which was higher than expected (420 MeV) for 0-10% than for 10-30% central collisions
(360 MeV). In contrast, the dependence on the crossover temperature, where the final-state
phase transition from partons to hadrons occurs, was very small, again as expected, since
parton-hadron duality is a key feature of well-defined jets. At low transverse momentum a
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small preference of the data for the now favoured lower value of about 160 MeV over the
default value in JEWEL of 170 MeV was found.

A more detailed understanding of the jet formation and how it is affected by the
medium can be obtained by studying less inclusive observables like the Lund jet plane.
While the modification from free proton to nuclear PDFs in the initial state had little
effect, as expected, the medium and the recoil modified the average primary Lund plane
density significantly, i.e. due to the jet quenching, fewer hard and more soft subjets were
observed, again in accordance with theoretical expectations.

While this paper was being completed, the ALICE collaboration published measure-
ments of inclusive jet spectra in pp and 0-10% central PbPb collisions at /sy = 5.02 TeV
with jet radii of R = 0.2 and 0.4 and pp-ranges of 40 and 60 to 140 GeV, respectively [75].
While these measurements are qualitatively similar to those at 2.76 TeV, it will be inter-
esting to compare our calculations in detail with these measurements in the future. As
a further outlook, this study could be made more precise by combining NLO plus parton
shower predictions in POWHEG with the medium effects in JEWEL, which would further
reduce the scale uncertainty. In the long run, the connection of the initial gluon density
including recombination and saturation effects with the medium model and its initial tem-
perature should be investigated further and the relation with the alternative description
within the colour-glass-condensate should be worked out in detail.
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