arXiv:1506.03984v2 [nucl-ex] 14 Oct 2015

EUROPEAN ORGANIZATION FOR NUCLEAR RESEARCH

o)

ALICE D

CERN-PH-EP-2015-136
03 Jun 2015

Measurement of jet quenching with semi-inclusive hadron-gt
distributions in central Pb—Pb collisions at,/syny = 2.76 TeV

ALICE Collaboratiofi

Abstract

We report the measurement of a new observable of jet quegnehaentral Pb—Pb collisions gtsyn

= 2.76 TeV, based on the semi-inclusive rate of charged @siling from a high transverse mo-
mentum (highpr) charged hadron trigger. Jets are measured using colgagarjet reconstruction
with infrared cutoff for jet constituents of 0.15 Gé¥/ for jet resolution parameteR= 0.2, 0.4 and
0.5. Underlying event background is corrected at the egasemble level, without imposing bias on
the jet population. Recoil jet spectra are reported in tingeas20< p‘{‘jet < 100 GeV/c. Reference
distributions for pp collisions a{/s = 2.76 TeV are calculated using Monte Carlo and NLO pQCD
methods, which are validated by comparing with measuresriemip collisions at/s=7 TeV. The
recoil jet yield in central Pb—Pb collisions is found to b@gressed relative to that in pp collisions.
No significant medium-induced broadening of the intra-jedrgy profile is observed within 0.5 radi-
ans relative to the recoil jet axis. The angular distributid the recoil jet yield relative to the trigger
axis is found to be similar in central Pb—Pb and pp collisjorith no significant medium-induced
acoplanarity observed. Large-angle jet deflection, whiely provide a direct probe of the nature of
the quasi-particles in hot QCD matter, is explored.

(© 2015 CERN for the benefit of the ALICE Collaboration.
Reproduction of this article or parts of it is allowed as sfied in the CC-BY-4.0 license.

*See Appendix A for the list of collaboration members


http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.03984v2
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0

Semi-inclusive hadron-jet measurement in central Pb—Pb ICELCollaboration

1 Introduction

Hadronic jets are unique probes of the hot Quantum Chronmardig)(QCD) matter generated in nuclear
collisions at collider energies. Interactions of hardttsrad partons with colored matter may modify
intra-jet structure, softening and broadening the distiim of hadronic jet fragments relative to jets
generated in vacuum, and may deflect jets by large angleseTgteenomena, known as jet quenching
[1], can probe dynamical properties of the hot QCD mediuimaff] the nature of quasi-particles in the
Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGR)/[3].

Jet quenching generates marked, experimentally obsereffiects. Measurements of inclusive distribu-
tions and correlations of high transverse momentum (lpighhadrons have revealed significant yield
suppression in nuclear collisions relative to vaculhl [4-$&ppression of the inclusive yield of recon-
structed jets [17—20] and enhancement in the rate of energgtanced back-to-back di-jet pairs [21], 22]
have also been observed in nuclear collisions. A measuiteofi@vent-averaged missingr suggests
that the radiated energy induced by the interaction of argetie parton with the medium is carried to a
significant extent by soft particles at large angles redativthe jet axis[23].

The measurement of reconstructed jets over a wide rangeangegy and jet resolution parametB) (s
required for comprehensive understanding of jet quencimiingavy-ion collisions. Such measurements
are challenging, however, due to the presence of complesgriglated background to the jet signal,
and the need to minimize biases in the selected jet popnlatiposed by background suppression tech-
nigues. Multiple, complementary measurement approadtiéfisying both in instrumentation and in
analysis algorithm, are therefore important to elucidagephysics of jet quenching using reconstructed
jets.

In this article we present a new approach to the measurenigat quenching, based on the semi-
inclusive distribution of charged jets recoiling from a ligr charged hadron trigger (“h-jet” coinci-
dence) in central (0-10%) Pb—Pb collisions,gyn = 2.76 TeV. Jets are reconstructed using charged
particle tracks with thé&r [24] and antikr algorithms [25], with infrared cutoff for tracksr const> 0.15
GeV/c. Uncorrelated background to the recoil jet signal is cae@csolely at the level of ensemble-
averaged distributions, without event-by-event disanation of jet signal from background, using a
technique that exploits the phenomenology of jet produdticQCD. The correction is carried out using
an unfolding technique. This approach enables the collisafe measurement in heavy-ion collisions of
reconstructed jets with low infrared cutoff over a wide ramg jet energy an®. Recoil jet distributions,
which are differential irpr jer and in azimuthal angle relative to the trigger axis, are mggoforR= 0.2,
0.4 and 0.5, over the range ZOp%‘jet <100 GeV/c.

Suppression of the recoil jet yield due to quenching is megshy comparison to the yield in pp col-
lisions. However, our current data for pp collisions,& = 2.76 TeV do not have sufficient statistical
precision to provide a reference for the Pb—Pb measurenmepusted here. The reference distribution is
therefore calculated using the PYTHIA event generator §2@] perturbative QCD (pQCD) calculations
at Next-to-Leading Order (NLO) [27], which are validated cymparison with ALICE measurements
of pp collisions at,/s = 7 TeV. Angular broadening of the internal jet structure tuguenching is in-
vestigated by comparing the differential recoil jet distitions for different values dR. Acoplanarity
between the trigger hadron and recoil jet directions is meamskto explore the deflection of the jet axis
induced by quenching. The rate of large angular deviatismsdasured; this rate may be dominated by
single hard (Moliere) scattering, which could potentgigdiobe the quasi-particle nature of the hot QCD

medium [3[28].

These observables are directly comparable to theoretadaulations, without the need to model the
heavy-ion collision background, due to utilization of a fadtrigger, the semi-inclusive nature of the
observables, and the background suppression technigeeoniy non-perturbative component required
to calculate the hard-process bias is the inclusive changddon fragmentation function (in-vacuum or
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guenched) for the trigger hadron.

The paper is organized as follows: Sddt. 2, dataset, evisttiem, and simulations; Sedtl 3, jet recon-
struction; Sect[14, discussion of observables; Sect. 5,diatsibutions; Sect[]6, corrections; Selt. 7,
systematic uncertainties; Sekct. 8, reference distrihatfor pp collisions; Seck] 9, results; and Séct. 10,
summary.

2 Data set, offline event selection, and simulations

The ALICE detector and its performance are described in3a@p,

The Pb—Pb collision data were recorded during the 2011 LHE&PBlrun at,/Syy = 2.76 TeV. This
analysis uses the 0—10% most-central Pb-Pb collisionstedldy the online trigger based on the hit
multiplicity measured in the forward VO detectors. The paltrigger had 100% efficiency for the 0—7%
interval in centrality percentile, and 80% efficiency foe #®— 10% interval.

Events are reconstructed offline as described in Ref. [1Barged tracks are measured in the ALICE
central barrel, with acceptangg| < 0.9 over the full azimuth. Accepted tracks are required to have
0.15 < pr < 100 GeV/c, with at least 70 Time Projection Chamber (TPC) space-paamnid at least
80% of the geometrically findable space-points in the TPCadmunt for the azimuthally non-uniform
response of the Inner Tracking System (ITS) in this datasetexclusive classes of tracks are used [30]:
tracks with Silicon Pixel Detector (SPD) hits (70% of alldka in central Pb—Pb collisions, and 95% in
pp collisions); and tracks without SPD hits but with a prigngertex constraint. The primary vertex is
required to lie within 10 cm of the nominal center of the desealong the beam axis, and within 1 cm
of it in the transverse plane. After offline event selectitivg Pb—Pb dataset consists of 17M events in
the 0—10% centrality percentile interval.

The pp collision data used to validate PYTHIA and pQCD catiahs were recorded during the 2010
low-luminosity pp run at/s =7 TeV, using a MB trigger. The MB trigger configuration, offi event
selection, and tracking are the same as describédlin [31§r &Fent selection cuts, the pp dataset consists
of 168M events. There is negligible difference in the intleget cross section for events selected by the
ALICE online trigger, and for a non-single diffractive evgropulation.

Simulations of pp collisions were carried out using PYTHIAZG, with the Perugia 0, Perugia 2010, and
Perugia 2011 tunes [32]. Instrumental effects are caledlasing the Perugia 0 and Perugia 2010 tunes
for pp and Pb—Pb collisions respectively, with a detailetbcter model implemented using GEANT3
[33]. In addition, a simulation based on HIJING [34] is use@valuate the detector response in the high
multiplicity environment of Pb—Pb collisions. Perugia 20Which has been tuned to other LHC data,
is used as an alternative to compare with the new data peskbete. Simulated events, which include
primary particles and the daughters of strong and electyoetec decays but not instrumental effects or
the daughters of weak decays, are denoted “particle leSatiulated events also including instrumental
effects and weak decay daughters where reconstructed @aelselected using the experimental cuts are
denoted “detector level”.

For central Pb—Pb collisions, tracking efficiency is 80% fier> 1 GeV/c, decreasing to 56% at 0.15
GeV/c. Track momentum resolution is 1%t = 1 GeV/c and 3% afpr = 50 GeV/c. For pp collisions,
tracking efficiency is 2%-3% higher than in central Pb—Pligiohs. Track momentum resolution is 1%
at pr = 1 GeV/c for all reconstructed tracks; 4% pt = 40 GeV/c for tracks with SPD hits; and 7% at
pr = 40 GeV/c for tracks without SPD hits [30, 31].
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3 Jet reconstruction

Jet reconstruction for both the pp and Pb—Pb analyses iedamt using theés [24] and antiky [25]
algorithms applied to all accepted charged tracks. Thetboeariant pr-recombination scheme is used
[24]. Jet area is calculated by the Fastjet algorithm ushmsgparticles with area 0.005 [35].

Charged jets are not safe in perturbation theory, becaubaticn carried by neutral particles is not
included. However, infrared-safe calculations of chafgtdbservables can be performed using non-
perturbative track functions, which absorb infrared diezrces and describe the energy fraction of a
parton carried by charged tracks [36]. Track functions ax@agous to fragmentation functions, with
DGLAP-like evolution, and perturbative calculations wsihem are in good agreement with PYTHIA
calculations [[36]. Track functions can provide the basisrfgorous comparison of the charged-jet
measurements reported here with both analytic and Montie Q2D calculations.

For the Pb—Pb analysis, adjustment of jet energy for theepaesof large background utilizes the FastJet
procedure([37], in which jet reconstruction is carried aute for each event. The first pass applies the
kr algorithm withR = 0.4 to estimat@, the density of jet-like transverse-momentum due to bamkau,

which is defined as
ra\_/v,i
o= median{ A]idit } , 1)
e

where index i runs over all jet candidates in an event, p[ﬁ}@t' andA]iet are the transverse momentum
and area of thé'i reconstructed jet. Further details are presented in [38¢ dentral data points in this

analysis are determined by excluding the two jets with hg ’]’;t' from calculation of the median, with

a variant used to study systematic sensitivity to this ahoic

The second pass, which generates jet candidates for thee@miistributions, applies the arki-algo-

rithm with resolution parametd® = 0.2, 0.4, and 0.5. The value }’;t' is corrected according tb [37],

recai _ .raw,i i
Priet = Prjet =P Aer (2)
wherepy; andA, are measured for thé&jiet in an event, ang is a scalar value common to all jets in
each event, but varies from event to event.

Jet candidates are acceptethjt:| < 0.5 for R=0.2 and 0.4 an¢hjet| < 0.4 for R= 0.5, where)jet is the
pseudo-rapidity of the jet candidate centroid. The azimlugleceptance of the recoil yield measurement
is m—A¢ < 0.6, whereA¢ = |pyig — Pjet| is the difference between the azimuthal angle of the trigger
hadron ¢ig) and the jet candidate centroidii), and 0< A¢ < .

Acuton jet area is applied to suppress combinatorial jettevgieserving high efficiency for true hard
jets [39[40]. Jet candidates are rejectediif < 0.07 forR=0.2; Aj,; < 0.4 for R=0.4; andAj,, < 0.6
for R=0.5.

Similar procedures are followed for the pp data analysis. ale reconstructed with the akgi-algorithm
for R=0.2, 0.4 and 0.5. Reconstruct ‘J%}Ch is adjusted using E@l 2, whepeis estimated in this case
by the summedy in two cones of radiu®Rk = 0.4, with centroids at the samg but perpendicular in

azimuth to the leading jet in the event.

The instrumental jet energy resolution (JER), which chiaréges the detector response relative to charged
jets at the particle level, varies from 20%@tjer = 20 GeV/c to 25% atpr jer = 100 GeV/c, for both
Pb—Pb and pp collisions, with negligible dependenc®onhe jet energy scale (JES) uncertainty, which
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is dominated by the uncertainty of tracking efficiency, ip@aximately 5% for both Pb—Pb and pp col-
lisions, with negligible dependence cp)ﬁihjet andR. However, the instrumental response is significantly
non-Gaussiari [17] and unfolding of the full response masrixsed for corrections.

4 Discussion of observables
4.1 General considerations

Energetic jets that arise from high momentum transfer @@ghscattering of partons are readily visible
in event displays of high multiplicity heavy-ion collisief{22/23]. However, accurate measurement of
jet energy in such events, and unbiased measurement osjgbdiions, are more difficult. Application
of a jet reconstruction algorithm to high multiplicity exsrwill cluster hadrons arising from multiple
incoherent sources into each reconstructed jet, resuttisignificant smearing of the true hard jet energy
distribution. It will also generate alarge population obfebinatorial” background jets comprising solely
hadrons generated by soft production proces§8sélow a few GeV), which cannot be identified as
hard jets with smeared energy.

Current heavy-ion jet analyses select the hard jet popmain a jet-by-jet basis by several different
approaches: removal of an estimated background compofiganheverse energy prior to jet reconstruc-
tion [41]; or imposition of a fragmentation bias requiringlaster of highpr tracks or a single higlpr
track in the jet, and imposition of a jgt threshold[[17, 19,20, 42]. These rejection techniques nesy b
towards certain fragmentation patterns in the acceptedijeapopulation.

This analysis takes a different approach, in which coroastifor background and instrumental effects
are applied solely at the level of ensemble-averaged lligtons, without rejection of individual jet
candidates or removal of event components. The analysiasedon the semi-inclusive differential
distribution of charged jets recoiling from a high- trigger hadron, with the trigger hadron selected
within a limited pr vig interval (Trigger Track, or TT, class). This distributiomhich is the number of
jets measured in the recoil acceptance normalized by théeuaof trigger hadrons, is equivalent to the
ratio of inclusive production cross sections,

( 1 R gAA—h+iet+X
| gPASREX T T goch_dn.
PrarigETT pT"Jet rhet

where AA denotes pp or Pb—Pb collisiors "X s the cross section to generate a hadron within
the pr interval of the selected TT class?af* "X /dpth dn is the differential cross section for
coincidence production of a hadron in the TT interval andcaitget, andp%f‘jet andnje: are the charged
jet transverse momentum and pseudo-rapidity.

2
1 dNJ-Ae/tA

N@G dp%r,]jetdnjet

: ®3)

praeTT

Because the observable in Eq. 3 is semi-inclusive, the ts@heof events containing a hard process
(“hard-process selection”) is based solely on the presef@highpr hadron trigger. In particular,
there is no requirement that a jet satisfying certain datee found in the recoil acceptance. Rather,
all jet candidates in the recoil acceptance are counted ifErpgardless of their specific properties.
Events with no hard jet candidates (however defined) fallithin the acceptance are not rejected, and
contribute to the normalization. This observable therel®asures the absolutely normalized rate of
recoil jets observed per trigger. Correction for the cdmiion of uncorrelated background jets in Eh. 3
is carried out at a later step in the analysis, as discusded.be

Other jet correlation measurements in heavy-ion collsibave been carried out, in which hard-process
selection utilizes a compound condition that requires tiesgnce of both a trigger object (jet or photon)
and a recoil jet satisfying certain criteria [22] 23, 43].€Tjkt correlation distributions in these analyses



Semi-inclusive hadron-jet measurement in central Pb—Pb ICELCollaboration

are normalized per trigger—recoil pair; absolute nornadilan requires scaling by the inclusive trigger
yield, together with selection of the recoil jet populatiogsing the semi-inclusive procedure described
above. The role of normalization in the measurement of ilioma large-angle scattering is discussed

in Sect[9.D.

4.2 Trigger hadrons and hard-process bias

The use of highgr hadron triggers for hard-process selection in this analigsbased on the following
considerations.

Hadrons withpy larger than about 5-7 Ge\ are expected to originate primarily from fragmentation
of energetic jets, in both pp and Pb—Pb collisions/&n = 2.76 TeV (see e.gl_[44]). They provide
experimentally clean triggers, without the need for cdroecfor uncorrelated background. Selection of
events by requiring the presence of a highhadron biases towards events containing a Igipartonic
interaction, with jets in the final state.

Inclusive distributions of highpr hadrons have been measured and calculated theoreticdiyttinpp
and heavy-ion collisions at collider energies. For pp silis at the LHC, agreement within a factor
two is found between NLO calculations and datager> 10 GeV/c, with the discrepancies attributable
to poorly constrained gluon fragmentation functions theat be improved by fitting to LHC data [45].
For inclusive hadron production in heavy-ion collision§9513[14], the medium-induced modification
and evolution of fragmentation functions have been caledlan several frameworks, showing good
agreement with data ([46,147] and references therein). 1®@8pjpn of inclusive hadron production in
heavy-ion collisions has been used to determine the jesiah parameteq [2].

Any hard-process selection procedure imposes bias on tiepte event population, and accurate com-
parison of theory calculations with such measurementsinegjaalculation of this selection bias. In this
analysis, hard-process selection uses the same cuts asuexs for highgr inclusive hadron measure-
ments. Since inclusive hadron production is calculabledithpp and Pb—Pb collisions, the selection
bias in this analysis is likewise calculable using curréebtetical approaches.

4.3 Hadron—jet coincidences

There are additional considerations for interpreting baeriggered recoil distributions in EfQ] 3 and
comparing such measurements to theoretical calculatiafgllows.

The h-jet coincidence cross section in pp collisions has loaéulated in a pQCD framework [27]. In
this process at LO, a pair of final-state partons is genenattd opposing transverse momenta, with
one of the pair fragmenting into a hadron which carries mdorarfractionz of the recoiling jet. Since
Z= Pruig/Prjet < 1 at LO, the requirement of a highryig hadron above threshold therefore biases
against coincident recoil jets withr jet < pr trig, but does not impose a kinematic constraint on recoil

jets with pr jet > Pr trig-

The inclusive hadron distribution at high- is biased towards highjet fragments, due to interplay
between the shape of the inclusive pgetspectrum and the shape of the inclusive fragmentation ifamct
with (zng) ~ 0.6 at LHC energie< [48]. However, in the semi-inclusive measient based on EQ} 3, the
trigger-normalized rate of recoil jets is measured as atfonof p%h At LO this corresponds ta=

PT rig/ P jet, Which can differ significantly from{znc) [27]. For f|xedetrlg the z-bias therefore varies
as a function of recoipr jet, with stronger bias than the inclusive case [afjet ~ Prtig, and weaker
bias for prjet > pruig- Thez-bias has been calculated for pp collisions/&= 2.76 and 7 TeV using
the approach of [27] and found to be similar at LO and NLO. BHisas, which is kinematic in origin,
likewise occurs in nuclear collisions in which jets expede quenching. This effect is intrinsic to any
theoretical framework based on pQCD, both in-vacuum andched, and will be properly accounted
for in such calculations.
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For quenched jets in nuclear collisions, high-hadron selection may generate two additional, related
biases. The first is a bias towards higfragments of jets that have lost relatively little energythie
medium [49]. The second is a geometric bias in which smaltggnivss corresponds to small path
length in matter. In the latter case, jets generating ighrigger hadrons are generated predominantly
on the surface of the collision region and headed outwar&g6]) with the corresponding recoil jet
population biased towards longer path length in matter thamunbiased, fully inclusive jet population.

The degree to which higpr hadron selection biases towards small energy loss of iwsnpget de-
termines the degree of similarity in the underlying disitibn of highQ? processes in pp and Pb—Pb
collisions, for the same hadron trigger cuts. In the follagyiwe refer to potential differences in such
Q? distributions as being due to “trigger-jet” energy loss.a@iitative assessment of these effects can be
carried out using theoretical calculations of inclusivarged hadron production.

4.4 Semi-inclusive recoil jet measurements

Trigger hadrons lie within the charged-track acceptamde< 0.9 and are selected in the intervals<8
prig < 9 GeV/c, denoted by T{8,9} and referred to as the Reference TT class; ane 28 tig < 50
GeV/c, denoted by T120,50; and referred to as the Signal TT class.

Figure[d shows semi-inclusive distributions (Ef. 3) foraieets with R = 0.4, for the Signal and Refer-
ence TT classes in pp collisions@Byn = 7 TeV and central Pb—Pb collisions measured by ALICE, and
in pp collisions at,/Syy = 2.76 TeV simulated by PYTHIA. The distributions includéjet candidates

in the recoil acceptance.

Sincep is the median energy density in an event, there must be jelidates with energy density less
than p, and which consequently ha ‘fjce(iCh < 0. The recoil jet distribution in the regioprTejcpﬂCh <0

is seen to be largely uncorrelated with TT class in all caselicating that the yield in this region is

dominated by combinatorial jets. In pp collisions the digttion in this region is narrow, indicating only

small background density fluctuations. The predominartuifesof the pp distributions is the strong de-

pendence on TT class f@fﬁjce‘:‘:h > 0, with a harder recoil jet spectrum for high®rvig, as expected from
recach

the systematics of jet production in QCD. For Pb—Pb colisithe distribution in the regiop”et <0

is much broader, indicating significantly larger backgmbdensity fluctuations than in pp collisions. For
large and positivmrT?fQCh, the recoil jet distribution in Pb—Pb is strongly correthteith TT class, similar
to pp collisions, showing that this region has significamtdbution from the true coincident recoil jet

yield.

The integrals of the Pb—Pb distributions in Figl 1 ar645+ 0.005(stat) for T¥8,9} and 1647+
0.009(stat) for TX20,50;. This integral represents the average number of jet caredidaer trigger
hadron, both correlated and uncorrelated, and is seen tortsgstent, within errors of a few per mil, for
the two TT classes. Similar features have been observeddeinsalculations [57]. Since central Pb—Pb
events have high multiplicity, the recoil acceptance inheaeent is fully populated by jet candidates.
Invariance of the integral with TT class therefore indisatteat the number of jet candidates per trigger
hadron is due largely to geometric factors, specifically dbeeptance and jet resolution paraméer
This behavior is consistent with the robustness of thelanéilgorithm against modification of jet struc-
ture by soft particles from the underlying eventl[25]. Jetdidate distributions reconstructed using the
antikr algorithm for different trigger hadron kinematics appeaadiffer most significantly in the shape
of the distribution as a function qﬁ'jjet, not in the total number of jet candidates per event.

Based on these considerations we define a new obser/ablg), which suppresses the uncorrelated
jet yield in a purely data-driven wayArecoi is the difference between two semi-inclusive recoil jet
distributions (Eq[R) for the Signal and Reference TT cla$5¢],
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Fig. 1: Semi-inclusive distributions of jets recoiling from a hadrtrigger for two exclusive TT classes (Eq.
[3), for pp collisions at/s = 7 TeV from ALICE data (top), pp collisions afs = 2.76 TeV from particle-level
PYTHIA simulations (center), and central Pob—Pb collisiahg/Syy = 2.76 TeV from ALICE data (bottom). All
distributions are a function Tefjceat'Ch(Eq.IfZ). Distributions from data are not corrected for baokad fluctuations
and instrumental effects.

1 dZNJet 1 dPNAA

e
_ — CRef* . (4)
trlg deJetdr’Jet )

Arecoil
NAA dpch g
trig ijet Miet PTig€ T Tret

PrrigET Tsig

The scale factocres, Which is within a few percent of unity, is discussed in SBcil.

The rawArecoi distribution must be corrected for instrumental effectd &r smearing of coincident
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recoil jet energy by fluctuations of energy density in the ariydng event. After correctionS\recoil
represents the change in the distribution of jets recoilimgoincidence with a trigger hadron, as the
trigger hadronpr changes from the Reference to Signal TT interval. While differential coincidence
observable has not been reported previously, it is neveghavell-defined in terms of perturbative QCD.

We also extend Ed] 4 to measure the angular distributioncoflrget yield with respect to the axis defined
by the trigger hadron momentum, in order to investigate mmaeinduced acoplanarity [[3, 28] (“inter-jet
broadening”). The azimuthal correlation between the gidtadron and coincident recoil charged jets is
measured via

1 PN 1 dNig
PAP) = g P dng ~ORet NAR §A¢ ) (5)
trig pTJet PruigE T Tsig trig p-|- Jet P ig €T Trer

where the recoil acceptance for this observablg/ < A¢ < 1. Normalization to unit is omitted
from the notation for clarity.

We quantify the rate of medium-induced large-angle sdatjdsy measuring the integrated recoil yield
at large angular deflection relativeAg = m, defined as

TT—APthresh

Z(0guesy = [ A9 [@(04)]. ©®)

where the lower limit of the integration is set arbitraritynt/2. The upper limit excludes the main peak
of the®(A¢) distribution,|A¢ — 11| < Adinresh in order to measure the yield in the tail of the distribution
> (Adinrest is measured as a function Ainresh

The distributions®(A¢) and X (Adwmresy) likewise represent the change in the angular distributibn o
recoil jet yield, as the trigger hadrgsr changes from the Reference to Signal TT interval.

5 Raw distributions

In order to ensure statistical independence of the redailigtributions for the Signal and Reference TT
classes, each event is assigned randomly to one of the T3esland is used only for its assigned TT
class. The statistical reach of the analysis is optimizeddsygning 80% of the events to the Signal TT
subset and 20% to the Reference TT subset. This choice lealagtention of the hig recQCh component
of the Signal recoil jet distribution with statistical prsion of the Reference dlstrlbutlon in the region
p?fe‘:‘:h < 0, with the latter condition required to provide accuratenmaiization of the combinatorial

background jet distribution.

Events within each subset are then selected for furtheysisaf they contain at least one hadron within
the prwig interval of their assigned TT class. If more than one hadatisfying this criterion is found,
one hadron is chosen randomly as the trigger hadron. ForlthBiPanalysis there are 65k events with
trigger hadrons in the Reference TT class and 22k in the Sighalass. For the pp analysis there are
74k events with trigger hadrons in the Reference TT classbénd the Signal TT class.

5.1 Distributions of Arecoil

Figure[2, left panels, show uncorrected trigger-normdlizecoil jet distributions folR = 0.2, 0.4 and
0.5 for both Signal and Reference TT classes. The right patelw the ratio of Signal and Reference
distributions for each value d®. The error bars in Fid.l2 are statistical only, and are dotethay the
statistics of the recoil jet yield in all cases. The statatierror due to trigger hadron yield is negligible.
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Fig. 2: Uncorrected trigger-normalized recoil charged jet disttions for central Pb—Pb collisions, with Signal
TT{20,50 and Reference T{B,9}. Jets are reconstructed with the aktialgorithm, constituenpr const> 0.15
GeV/c,andR=0.2, 0.4, and 0.5. Left: individual spectra. Right: theitios. The red line shows a linear fit in the
indicated region. Error bars show statistical errors ohbft-middle panel R = 0.4) is identical to right panel in
Fig.[.

Figure[2, left panels, also show the integrals of the distidims. The integrals are seen to be insensitive
to TT class for a giverRr, with variations at the percent level or smaller, while tiadue of the integral
depends strongly oR. These features are consistent with the geometric interpze of the integral
given in Sect(44.

Table[1 shows the parameters resulting from the fit of a lifieaction to the ratios in the right panels

of Fig.[2, in the region ofpfjce‘fh where the distributions are largely uncorrelated with Tassl The
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| R | pr fitrange (GeVc) | Constant¢rerin Eq.[4) | Slope (GeVc)? |

0.2 [12, 2] 0.99+0.01 0.004+ 0.002
0.4 [-20, 4] 0.96-£0.01 0.004-: 0.001
0.5 [-26, 10] 0.93+0.01 0.002+0.001

Table 1: Parameters from linear fits to ratios shown in right paneSigf2.

constant term of the fitrey, is less than unity by a few percent, while the slopes exceeallzy about 2
o. The individual distributions vary by three orders of magde in this region.

A value of cres below unity arises because the higher TT class has a largeofrirue coincident recoil
jets, and the integrals of the distributions are largelyauredated with TT class. Larger yield at positive

pﬁce‘fh consequently depletes the yield at negative and smalliy@silues o “fjce‘fh

Accurate subtraction of the uncorrelated component froenSignal TT distribution therefore requires
scaling of the Reference TT distribution bye, as indicated in Ed.]4 and Hg. 5. Scaling of the Reference
TT distributions in the pp analysis loger has negligible effect.

Figure[3 shows\ecoi distributions forR = 0.2, 0.4 and 0.5. The left panels, which have linear vdrtica
scale, show\ecoil in the region ofpﬁce‘fh in which the scale factotres is determined Arecoil IS S€€nN to

be consistent with zero over the entire fitting range. Thesels also show the close similarity of the
shapes of the Signal and Reference distributions in thismeg

Figure[3, right panels, shoeci at positive p%ce‘:‘:h, where the Signal and Reference distributions

diverge. This is the ensemble-averaged distribution ofttigger-correlated differential jet yield, but
with measure "fjce‘:‘:h not yet corrected for instrumental effects and fluctuatioinhe underlying event
background.

5.2 ®(A¢) and Z (Adihresh)

The analysis ofp(A¢) (Eq. [8) and (Adiresn) (EQ. [B) is the same as that fAfecoi in terms of event
selection, track cuts, jet reconstruction, and jet carididalection. For this analysis we only consider
jets withR = 0.4 and 40< piis™" < 60 GeVc.

Figurel4, left panel, shows the distributions®fA¢ ) for TT{8,9} and TT{ 20,50 individually, and for
TT{20,50-TT{8,9}, illustrating the effect of the subtraction.

Figure[4, right panel, shows the raw distribution20fA¢inrest), likewise for TT{8,9} and TT{20,50
individually, and for TR20,50-TT{8,9}. SinceX (A¢wresn is an integral oveA¢ beyond a specified
threshold, care must be taken to ensure statistical indiepee of measurements for different values of
the threshold. Each point in Figl 4, right panel, is therefgenerated from an exclusive subset of the
data, with 10% of the data used for threshold values 0.1 @&d0% for 0.4, and 60% for 0.7. Subsets
of unequal size are chosen to optimize the statistical rror

Due to the limited statistical precision of the data, caiicerof the raw distributions in Fidll4 via unfold-
ing for background fluctuations and instrumental effectsoispossible. In order to compare the Pb—Pb
distributions with a reference distribution for pp colies, we therefore impose the effects of instru-
mental response and Pb—Pb background fluctuations on thdwtion calculated by PYTHIA for pp
collisions at,/s=2.76 TeV. The instrumental response, modeled by GEANToisidated by tracking
efficiency and momentum resolution. The effects of backgadiuctuations are modeled by embedding
detector-level PYTHIA events into real Pb—Pb events. Rgets are reconstructed from these hybrid
events, using the same procedures as real data analysis.
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6 Corrections to Arecojl distributions

Corrections to the ravecoj distributions for underlying event fluctuations and instental response are
carried out using unfolding methods [58] 59], in which theetjet distributionT is determined from the
measured distributiol! using a response matrix. We denoteRyy the response matrix that incorporates
all corrections, due to underlying event fluctuations anth$trumental respons&t mapsT(p-’?‘f’}gt) to

M (P50

M(PI%E,) = Rot P PR ) = T (PR, 7)

where p?aj‘gt is the particle-level charged-jgt and p%‘igt is the detector-level or reconstructed gt

Precise inversion of Ef] 7 for non-singuR: may result in a solution with large fluctuations in central
values and large variance, arising from statistical naisi! {p{<,) [58]. Inversion of Eq.J7 to obtain
a physically interpretable solution is achieved via regméal unfolding, which imposes the additional
constraint of smoothness on the solution.

Input to the unfolding procedure uses jets in the rangazﬁ?jgt < 100 GeV/c. The distribution in

Eq.[4 provides a natural cutoff at lo 3; where the difference between central values of Signal and
Reference distributions is smaller than the statisticalresf the difference, so that imposition of a lower
bound in this range is strictly speaking not required. Havein practice it was found that imposition
of a lower bound ap?‘j-tet = 20 GeV/c, which is above the LO cutoff in terms of charged g, is
needed for stable unfolding. This bound was kept as low asilpesto retain as much correlated signal

as possible. The upper bound is set by the requirement thatighes d‘j-}et bin has at least 10 counts.

Correction for loss of jet yield in the excluded regions isrieal out by applying aa?"’}gt-dependent

efficiency &in, Which is determined using PYTHIA simulationsy, is close to unity for allR in the
analysis, over most of the range ZOpﬁ"’}gt < 100 GeV/c. Its value isgin = 50% atp.’?‘:’}gt =20 GeV/c
for all R, due primarily to detector efficiency, amgd, = 70% atp?e}gt =100 GeV/cfor all R, due to the

effects of momentum resolution and background fluctuatidhe jet finding efficiency is 95% fqn?"’}gt

=20 GeV/cand 100% forpfg; > 40 GeV/c, for all R

For the Pb—Pb analysis, the primary unfolding algorithrmigterative procedure based on Bayes’ The-
orem [60], as implemented in the RooUnfold software pac&d® Regularization is imposed by re-
quiring only small variation between successive iteratjomhich occurs typically after three iterations.
Closure of the unfolding procedure fArecoi Was tested in model studies with correlated spectrum and
background fluctuations similar to those of this measureéf&&fj. An alternative unfolding algorithm,
regularized Singular Value Decomposition (SVD)|[59], wasdito estimate the systematic uncertainties.

Both unfolding algorithms were also used for the pp analyisishis case, the SVD algorithm was used
to determine the central values, while Bayesian unfoldgngsied to estimate the systematics. This was
found to be the optimal approach for the more limited stagstf the pp distributions.

Both unfolding methods require initial specification of gopdistribution. For the Pb—Pb analysis, the
prior is theAecoil distribution for pp collisions a{/s = 2.76 TeV, calculated using PYTHIA (Perugia 10
tune). For pp collisions ays= 7 TeV, the prior is calculated using PYTHIA (Perugia 10 t{82]).

6.1 Caorrection for instrumental response

The procedures to correct the jet energy for instrumentatesf are the same as those describe in [17].
The dominant correction is due to tracking efficiency, withresolution generating the second-largest
correction.
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Corrections for instrumental effects are determined framuations of pp collisions a{/s = 2.76 TeV
generated by PYTHIA, together with detailed detector satiohs generated using GEANT followed by
event reconstruction. The lower tracking efficiency in calrfPb—Pb collisions was modeled by randomly
discarding additional detector-level tracks. The adddiaejection factor was determined by comparing
Hijing and Pythia efficiencies and corresponds to 2-3%, wigak pr dependence [20].

Jet reconstruction is carried out for each event at both énticke and detector level. The instrumental
response matrixRge, is generated by associating particle-level and detdet@l-jets whose centroids
are close in(n, @), following the procedure described [n[17].

6.2 Caorrection for background fluctuations

The adjustment of reconstructed jet energy by the estintzaekiground densit);a-A}et (Eq.[2) accounts
approximately for event-wise variation in the backgrouentl, which arises from variation in multiplic-
ity within the 0-10% centrality percentile bih [38]. The jenergy scale of théecoi distribution must
still be corrected for energy smearing, due to local baakigdoenergy density fluctuations relative to the
median background densipy.

Background fluctuation® pr are measured by two techniques: the Random Cone method (@) [
and a method in which model jets are embedded into real ef@itsThe distribution of fluctuations in
background energy for the RC method has RMS = 4.35 @dbdr R= 0.2, 9.9 GeVYc for R= 0.4, and
13 GeV/c for R=0.5. The RC method is used for the central data points, \Wwahembedding method
used to assess the systematic uncertainty.

The calculation op (Eg.[3) requires algorithmic choices that are not uniquéalviy the jet reconstruc-
tion algorithm and the population of jets used for the medialculation. However, calculation of the
response matrix for unfolding of background fluctuatiorsonporates the same set of choices. If all jet
candidates are retained, without rejection basepgqu, the effect of any systematic shift in JES due to
p will be precisely counterbalanced by a shift of the same ritade but opposite sign in the response
matrix. This two-step JES correction, with event-by-e\ehenergy adjustment for event pedesr,IaA}et
followed by ensemble-level unfolding of background flutioms 6 pr, will consequently be independent
of the specific algorithmic choices for determinipg

In this analysis, the definition gb for the first step excludes the two hardest jet candidatewn free
median calculation (Elg.1), while in the second step onlggetdidates Witfp?‘jgt > 20 GeV/c are used
for unfolding. However, this rejection cut in the secondpsiteduces an implicit dependence on the
specific definition ofp. In order to assess this effect, the analysis was repeatiddani alternative
definition of p, in which all jet candidates are included in the median dat@n in the first step. No
significant differences were observed in the correctedirgtspectra.

6.3 Cumulative response matrix

For the Pb—Pb analysis, the cumulative response magixs the product of the response matrices for
instrumental response and background fluctuations. Tstilite the magnitude of correctionsZcoi
from unfolding the raw distributions witRy, we calculate the converse effect by convolutingAhg
distribution for pp collisions witiR,. Fig. [ compares the particle-lev&lecoi distribution calculated
using PYTHIA for pp collisions at/s=2.76 TeV forR= 0.2 and 0.5 with their convolution witRse;and
Jdpr separately, an®;. The figure shows the ratio of the convolution over the unsetedistribution.
ForR= 0.2, the effects of background fluctuations are small, badet effect oR; is due primarily to
the instrumental response. FRE 0.5, the effects of background fluctuations and instrualeesponse
offset each other to a large degree, with only a small netetffe the central values of the distribution.
The distributions foR = 0.4 are similar to those fd® = 0.5. Since the shape of tihg..; distribution is
similar in the pp and Pb—Pb analyses, the corrections intbenhalyses will likewise be similar.
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Fig. 5: Ratio of Arecoi distributions for pp collisions a{/s = 2.76 TeV, forR = 0.2 (left) andR = 0.5 (right).
The numerator is convoluted witR4e; and dpr separately, and witlR;. The denominator is the unsmeared
distribution.

For the pp analysis, only the instrumental response wasaeu using unfolding, i.6Rio; = Ryet.

6.4 Other effects
In this section we discuss other effects that do not warramection of the data.

Since this analysis is based on a semi-inclusive observaiitle normalization provided by the number
of trigger hadrons measured offline, correction for onliigger efficiency (Sect]2) is not required. No
significant difference in measured distributions was olesgfor events in the 0-8% and 9-10% centrality
intervals.

Tracking efficiency at highpr is 80% (Sect.[12), so that 20% of all trigger hadrons will notdte
served. However, this tracking efficiency is uniform oves th 1ig range spanning both the Reference
and Signal TT classes, so the loss in trigger statistics Based inpryig. Since the measurements
are trigger-normalized semi-inclusive distributions tkeduction in the observed trigger hadrons corre-
sponds simply to a loss of events, and correction for thiscefs not required.

Section[4.B presented considerations of trigger-jet gnlags in the interpretation of these measure-
ments. A related but distinct effect is variation Rfa, the suppression of inclusive hadron yield in
central Pb—Pb collisions, over the yig-interval of the Signal TT bir [18,14]. Such a variation camg
erate different hard-process selection bias for the samdehdrigger cuts in pp and Pb—Pb collisions,
even if trigger-jet energy loss effects in Pb—Pb are ndgkgiUsing PYTHIA simulations, we estimate
that this variation may generate an increasA i of 5% atpr jet = 20 GeV/c and 15% apr jer = 100
GeV/c, but negligible change in the ratio Afecoj in Pb—Pb with differenR (see Figl .10 and discussion
below). Such effects will however be included in theordtalculations which incorporate quenching
and accurately reproduce the measupgetlependence of inclusive hadr®aa, and we do not correct
the data for them.

High-pr tig hadron triggers above a fixge threshold bias the event population due to correlation with
the Event plane (EP) orientation, and bias towards mordratevents. Both effects will bias the under-
lying event density and its fluctuations in the recoil jetioeg Note, however, that for thpr tig ranges

of the Signal and Reference TT classes in this analysis gitwnsl-order EP correlation amplitudeex-
hibits no significant variation with hadrgmy (v, =~ 0.01 for pr > 10 GeV/c [62,63]), and the centrality
bias is also invariant. The subtraction of the two distiitmg inAecoi andP(A¢) thereby removes the
effect of such background biases to a significant extentidBakeffects of these biases are assessed in
Sect[T, and are included in the systematic uncertainties.
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Multiple, incoherent partonic interactions (MPI) can gexte both a trigger hadron and uncorrelated
hard jets in the recoil acceptance, in the same Pb—Pb oalligh recent analysis of-jet coincidences
corrected for this background using a mixed event technjd@g Since the rate of uncorrelated hard
interactions is by definition independent of g, the subtraction of the Reference from the Signal dis-
tribution in Eq.[4 and Ed.]5 suppresses entirely the corttahuwof jet candidates from all uncorrelated
sources, including jets found in the recoil acceptancengrisom MPI. Correction for MPI effects is
therefore not required, for all observables consideredigmanalysis.

7 Systematic uncertainties
7.1 Systematic uncertainties of\recoil

The systematic uncertainties for the distributions fromPt collisions are determined by varying pa-
rameters and algorithmic choices in corrections for imatntal response and background fluctuations.
For theArecoil distribution for pp collisions at/s = 7 TeV, systematic uncertainties are determined by
varying the corrections for the instrumental response.

The significant systematic uncertainties of thg.o; distributions in Pb—Pb collisions are as follows:

— Fit range forcger (Table[1): variation of limits for fit generates a variationA,ecoj Of less than
1%;

— Tracking efficiency: variation dRyet by changing the tracking efficiency by 5% generates a varia-
tion in corrected\recoil of 4% atp{, ~ 20 GeV/c and 15% aps'l, ~ 100 GeV/c;

— Fragmentation model for instrumental response: detexttinim of Rye; using PYQUEN rather than
PYTHIA. PYQUEN has large-angle radiation enabled and wasduo LHC data[64]. This gives
a variation inArecoil Of 2% atp‘%hjet ~ 20 GeV/cand 13% ap%hjet ~ 100 GeV/c;

— Event plane and multiplicity bias: the trigger hadrongiehd background fluctuation distributions
are measured differentially in bins of azimuthal angletieteto the EP. The trigger hadron yield is
found to be correlated with EP orientation, indicating rzeme elliptic flow. The response matrix
is then obtained by weighting the azimuth-dependent backygt fluctuation distribution with the
azimuth-dependent trigger hadron yield. The change irected jet yield with and without this
weighting is less than 5%. The effects of the multiplicitadare negligible;

— Background fluctuations: using embedding rather than tBenRthod to measure background
fluctuations (Secl_612) generates differences in the c@é\ .. distribution of less than 10%;

— Variation in unfolding algorithm: termination of Bayesianfolding after five rather than three
iterations generates variationsfp.oj of ~ 1% over most of the measured range. SVD unfolding
yields Arecojl distributions that differ from the Bayesian-based coeddistributions by 1%;

— Choice of unfolding prior: for Bayesian-based unfoldititg alternative priors are ti®gcoj distri-
bution for pp collisions a{/s=2.76 TeV including a 10% or 20% relative energy shift, to elgeit
energy loss. For SVD unfolding, the alternative prior is Bayesian-based unfolded distribution.

The largest variation in the correct@g.j is less than 6% at atb%’jjet;
— Spectrum binning and limits: variations of upper and logctrum limits generate variations in
correctedArecoil Of less than 3% at Iovp%hjet, with negligible variation at higrp%‘jet. Variation in

choice of binning generates changes in correfdgg, that are less than 4%.
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The products of weak decays make negligible contributiop$th, because of the stringent track se-
lection requirements of the analysis and the low materidiget of the ITS and TPC. The systematic
uncertainty ofAecoii due to the contribution of secondary vertex decays is lexas 286.

Systematic uncertainty | Pfiet=25GeV/c | pfl, = 75 GeV/c |
Correlated
Scale Factocret (—1,+0)% (—0,+0.1)%
Tracking efficiency (—6,+6)% (—16,+16)%
Fragmentation model (—0,+2)% (—0,+14)%
EP bias (—2,+0)% (—3,+0)%
Uncorrelated or shape
Background fluctuations (—0,+7)% (—0,+8)%
Unfolding algorithm (—0,+1)% (—0,+2)%
Unfolding prior (—5,+%0)% (—11,+6)%
Spectrum limits and binning (—1,+0)% (—2,+3)%
Cumulative correlated uncertainty (—7,+6)% (—17,+22)%
Cumulative uncorrelated uncertainty (—5,+7)% (—11, +11)%

Table 2: Relative systematic uncertainties &fcoi, for R = 0.4 jets and two values qﬁ‘{‘jet for central Pb—

Pb collisions at,/syn = 2.76 TeV, TH20,50-TT{8,9}. Uncertainties are expressed as negative and positive
differences from the central values, with an entry of zemidating negligible contribution. Uncertainties are
classified as correlated and uncorrelated, as describbe text.

Table[2 presents the significant systematic uncertaintieR £ 0.4, at two values C'jjet. Uncertainties
are presented as the relative difference to the centrabsadfi the correctedecoi. We distinguish
between correlated systematic uncertainties, arising frariations that generate a correlated change in
the magnitude of the spectrum, and uncorrelated (or shapmriainties, arising from variations that
preserve the integral but generate a change in the shape spéttrum. Cumulative uncertainties are
the quadratic sum of all correlated or uncorrelated unicei®s. Uncertainties foR = 0.2 and 0.5 are

evaluated in a similar way.

Similar systematic uncertainties were considered forAheg, distribution in pp collisions at/s = 7
TeV as those discussed for Pb—Pb collisions. Uncertairnagking efficiency causes variationMecoil

by 2% atprjer =~ 20 GeV/c and 9% atprjer ~ 60 GeV/c. The systematic uncertainty due to track
momentum resolution is estimated to be 4% in the erirgange. The shift of jet energy scale due
to contamination by secondary particles and fake tracksesaa variation if\ecoj Of less than 2%.
Variations in the unfolding procedure, including changéhia choice of unfolding algorithm, prior, and
spectrum binning, result ifreoi changes ofe 5%. The cumulative systematic uncertainty is given by
the quadratic sum of all individual uncertainties.

7.2 Systematic uncertainties ofp(A¢) and X (Adinresh)

The systematic uncertainties for the measuremef(Af ) and (Adiresy) are presented in this section.

— Since the yield of correlated hard jets decreases witle@sing acoplanarity (i.e. increasifdgp —
1), the scale factocges in this region should approach unity. To assess this eféggt,is varied
from its nominal values in Tablel 1 to unity. The resulting mh@ in width of the uncorrected
®(A¢) distribution (Ed.8) is 0.001 and the change in slope ofZiAdiresy ratio (Fig.[I2) is
0.35, which are taken as the systematic uncertainties.
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— Tracking efficiency less than unity will result in jets tteae reconstructed from a subset of their
charged track constituents, with consequent variatioreb€¢ntroid. However, the 5% relative
uncertainty of tracking efficiency generates negligibléation in the width of theb(A¢) distri-
bution and in the slope of the(A¢inrest ratio.

— The EP bias due to the hadron trigger, discussed in Settg@nkrates a change af05 in the
width of the®(A¢) and 0.07 in the slope of the(Adresh ratio.

| Systematic uncertainty| Width of ®(A¢) | Slope ofZ (Adiresn ratio |

Scale factocges 4+0.001 +0.35
Tracking efficiency negligible negligible
EP bias +0.005 +0.07
| Cumulative uncertainty | +0.005 | +0.36 \

Table 3: Systematic uncertainties for the width of th¢A¢) distribution (Ed.B) and the slope of tREAdinresh
ratio (Fig [12, right panel). The cumulative uncertaintyhie quadratic sum of all contributions.

Table[3 shows all sources of systematic uncertaintydighg) and Z (Admresr), With the cumulative
uncertainty given by their quadratic sum. Instrumentaé@f generate negligible uncertainty in the
azimuthal correlations.

8 Distributions for pp collisions at \/s= 2.76 TeV

As noted above, comparison of Pb—Pb measurements to siiskibutions in pp collisions a{/s =
2.76 TeV requires calculations based on PYTHIA and NLO pQl@@rder to validate this approach, we
compare PYTHIA and NLO pQCD-based calculations to ALICE sugaments of\ ¢ distributions
in pp collisions at,/s= 7 TeV, using the data shown in F[g. 1.

The NLO pQCD-based framework was developed initially tagkite the spin-dependent hadron-jet co-
incidence cross section @fs=200 GeV [27]. The calculation uses the DSS fragmentatiostfan [65]
and the CT10 NLO parton distribution functidn [66]. We modadronization by a shift ipy for parton-
level jets [67], with the magnitude of the shift determingdafit to inclusive jet distributions [68]. The
resulting particle-level jet distribution is transformtada charged-jet distribution by applying a response
matrix calculated using PYTHIA. The systematic uncertaioit the resulting spectrum is estimated by
independently varying the parton distribution functiordadhe factorization and renormalization scales
by a factor two.

Figure[®, upper panels, shalyeci distributions forR = 0.5, from ALICE data and calculations for pp
collisions at\/s = 7 TeV. The lower panels show the ratios of these distrilistito a function which
parameterizes the ALICE data. The PYTHIA calculations fothbtunes agree with the measurement
within uncertainties; similar agreement is found ®= 0.2 and 0.4. The central values of the NLO
calculation are above the measured data by about 20%, thtbegtalculation is consistent with data
within uncertainties folR = 0.5. The discrepancy in central values is larger for sma&tlereaching
about 50% forR = 0.2, which is not consistent within systematic uncertagit In pQCD calculations
the difference between the parton and jet momenta involaesxaansion in terms of Id&), whose
contribution may be significant for sm&H[69]. Improved agreement between the NLO calculation and
data forR = 0.2 may therefore be achievable using resummation teebsif69].

Figure[T shows the ratio dfecoi distributions forR = 0.2 and 0.5 in pp collisions ays = 7 TeV.
The measured ratio is compared with PYTHIA and NLO pQCD-fasaculations. The grey boxes
show the systematic uncertainty of the measured ratiqygakio account correlations of numerator and
denominator.
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The NLO calculation generates larger ratios than thoserebden the data. A related observable, the
ratio of inclusive jet production cross sections = 0.2 and 0.4 in pp collisions afs = 2.76 TeV,
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has also been compared with pQCD calculations$ [70]. Thispasison shows that both hadronization
corrections and perturbative effects that are effectivelyt-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) in the in-
dividual cross section$ [68] are required for agreementtuRmtive QCD calculations to higher order
than NLO are also needed to describe the ratidgf,; distributions presented here.

In contrast, PYTHIA simulations agree within uncertaiatigith data, both fofecej at fixedR and the
Dvrecoil ratio for two different values dR. These comparisons therefore favor PYTHIA calculatiomgte
reference distributions gfs=2.76 TeV. PYTHIA combines a LO matrix element with a partbower
resummation of leading logarithmic terms of soft gluon atidin at all orders, leading to an improved
description of data compared to a fixed order analytic catwm.

9 Results

9.1 Arecoil
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Fig. 8: Arecoil for 0-10% central Pb—Pb collisions gisyn = 2.76 TeV for antikr jets withR= 0.2, 0.4 and 0.5.
The vertical error bars are the square root of the diagoeahehts of the unfolding covariance matrix, with the
boxes indicating correlated and uncorrelated (shapegs\atic uncertainties.

Figure[8 shows correctefleqj distributions for central Pb—Pb collisions, fér= 0.2, 0.4 and 0.5. The
shape of the distributions is approximately exponentidth Varger per-trigger yield foR= 0.4 and 0.5
than forR=0.2.

TheRdependence df i is related to the distribution of jet energy transverse &gjéth axis. Scattering
of the parton shower within the hot QCD medium may broadendtstribution [28, 711]. The magnitude
of intra-jet broadening can be measured by compafipg; distributions for Pb—Pb collisions with
those for pp collisions, in which jets are generated in vatulVe utilize two related observables for
this purpose: (i)Alaa, Which is the ratio ofA i for Pb—Pb to that for pp collisions simulated using
PYTHIA, for fixed R, and (i) the ratio ofAecj at two differentR in Pb—Pb, compared with that in pp
collisions.

Figure[9 showdlaa for R=10.2, 0.4 and 0.5. Suppression of the yield of recoil jetshrf collisions
is observed, with similar magnitude for &l

Figure [10 shows the ratio é¢co; for R= 0.2 relative td\ecoi for R=0.4 and 0.5, in central Pb—Pb and
pp collisions. The systematic uncertainties of the Pb—Basréake into account the correlated systematic
uncertainties in numerator and denominator. The shapetaities are propagated independently in the
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ratio, since variation in their components induces différeffects as a function d®. The distributions
for Pb—Pb and pp collisions are seen to be similar, with ndesge for intra-jet broadening in central
Pb—Pb collisions within the uncertainties.

The CMS collaboration has reported a significant redistidibuof energy withinR < 0.3 for jets in
central Pb—Pb collisions [72], potentially in contrast ig.Ld. However, that measurement and the
one reported here cannot be compared directly. Modelindp@ftwo measurements within the same
theoretical framework is required for their comparison.

Figures ® and_10 show that the recoil jet yield is suppressile the intra-jet energy profile is not
changed significantly fdR < 0.5. We note in addition that the infrared cutoff for jet constints (tracks)
in this measurement ist const= 0.15 GeV/c, which strongly constrains the correlated energy with@ th
jet cone that would not be detected by this measurement.

Taken together, these observations are consistent wittt@@iin which there is significant in-medium
transport of radiation to angles larger than 0.5 radiangs pilsture was initially suggested by a measure-
ment showing that the energy imbalance of highly asymmgtipairs is compensated, on an ensemble-
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averaged basis, by the energy carried by soft particlesget Engles relative to the jet axis [23]. Also in
this case, however, quantitative comparison of these memsunts requires their calculation in a com-
mon theoretical framework.

Thelecoil distributions in both pp and Pb—Pb collisions are well-désd by an exponential distribution

O e’p%r}et/b with values ofb around 16 GeYc. Fig. [9 shows thafiaa has negligible dependence on
p%h for R=0.4 and 0.5 within 66< p%het < 100 GeV/c, which indicates that the values lofire similar
W|th|n this pr jet range for the pp and Pb—Pb distributions. The valu&lgf in this region can therefore
be expressed as the horizontal shift of an exponentiailalision of fixed slope FoR=0.5in the range

60 < pTJet < 100 GeV/c, the suppression ifAlaa corresponds to a shift i |pTJet of -84 2 (stat) GeVc.

In the scenario of negligible trigger-jet energy loss, 8fifft corresponds to the average partonic energy
loss of the recall jet population via energy transport tgéaangles, outside the jet cone.

9.2 Azimuthal correlations

Figure[11 shows the uncorrect@{A¢) distributions for central Pb—Pb data and pp simulations. As
noted in Sec{_5]2, we compare the uncorrectéd¢) distribution of Pb—Pb data to a reference distri-
bution for pp collisions (PYTHIA, Perugia 2010 tune), moelifiby the background and instrumental
effects expected for central Pb—Pb collisions. We recall #{A¢ ) suppresses the uncorrelated contri-
bution from MPI, which otherwise would provide a significdnatckground at larger— A¢.
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Fig. 11: ®(A¢) distributions for 0-10% central Pb—Pb data (black circtes) pp collisions simulated by detector-
level PYTHIA events embedded into central Pb—Pb events fgeres), al/syv = 2.76 TeV. Jets have 4Q
P < 60, with piFi®" not corrected for background fluctuations and instrumesftatts. The lines show the
result of fitting Eq. EB to the distributions, with the value @ffrom the fit as indicated. The error bars show

statistical errors only. The Pb—Pb data points are the sartieessolid circles shown in the left panel of Hig. 4.

The absolute yield of the Pb—Pb distribution is seen to bdlemtaan that of the pp reference. This
is consistent with the suppression observedfhy (Fig.[3), which is the ratio of the integrals of the
®(A¢) distributions over the range— A¢ < 0.6.

The®(A¢) distributions for Pb—Pb and pp collisions are charactdrirefitting a function corresponding
to an exponential plus a pedestal term [43],

f(Ad) = po x eBP=T/9 L ) (8)
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where the parameter reflects the width of the distribution. The fit range i5/3 < A¢ < 1. The
fitted values ar@pp_pp = 0.173+ 0.031(stat) +0.005sys) andopythHia = 0.164+ 0.015(stat), which
are consistent within uncertainties. We find no evidencenftbis comparison for medium-induced
acoplanarity of recoil jets with uncorrected energy in thiege 40< p?fe‘:‘:h < 60 GeV/c.

The azimuthal distribution between a direct photgr > 60 GeV/c) and a recoil jet jor jet > 30
GeV/c) has been measured in central Pb—Pb collisions and compartdt from PYTHIA events
embedded in a simulation of Pb—Pb collisions] [43]. Fits ofeaponential function to these distribu-
tions give similar values of for central Pb—Pb and embedded PYTHIA, likewise indicatiogvidence
for medium-induced acoplanarity, though the valueg @re larger than those for the analysis reported
here. Comparison of the shape of the azimuthal distribubiodi-jet pairs in central Pb—Pb data and
embedded PYTHIA events has been reported([22, 23], witlcaiin of an enhancement in the tail of
the distribution for central Pb—Pb collisions [22].
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Fig. 12: Left: X (Airesr distributions for central Pb—Pb data (black circles) arel pip reference distribution
(red squares), obtained by embedding detector-level PXTents into real data. Right: ratio of tR&A¢resh)
distribution between Pb—Pb data and the PYTHIA referenowslin the left along with a first-order polynomial
fit. The error bars in both panels show statistical errorg.onl

More detailed characterization of the change in the angligaiibution with change in TT interval is pro-
vided byZ (A¢wresr) (EQ.[8), which measures the yield in the tail of the distiitnutbeyond a threshold,
/2 < AP < 11— Adnresh Fig.[12, left panel, shows the(A¢uresry distributions for central Pb—Pb data
and the embedded PYTHIA reference. As discussed in [Seffdb.the measurement &f(Adinrest the
dataset is divided into exclusive subsets, with each sulssst for only one value of threshold, so that
the data points in Fi§._12 are statistically uncorrelated.

The relative contribution t& (A¢wresy Of different physics processes may vary Withnesn, At suffi-
ciently large angular deflection of the jet centroid, at aigabf Adiresh Which has not yet been deter-
mined, the yield is expected to arise predominantly fromglsifard (Moliere) scattering in the hot QCD
medium [3[28]. Figuré_12, right panel, shows the ratio oftthe distributions in the left panel. We
utilize this ratio of absolutely normalized distributioimspp and Pb—Pb collisions to search for effects
due to Moliere scattering.

The value of the ratio at smallginresh COrresponds approximately to tg-integrated suppression in
recoil yield in Fig[®, while its dependence Agy,eshprovides a comparison of the shapes of the distribu-
tions. This comparison is quantified by fitting a first-ordelypomial function to the ratio af (A¢resn

in the right panel. The fit gives a slope ©0.527+ 0.641(stat) + 0.36(sys), which is consistent with
zero within uncertainties. If Moliere scattering were thyamechanism modifying the Pb—Pb distribu-
tion relative to that of pp collisions the ratio at lar@éesh Should be larger than unity; however, the
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ratio is seen to be below unity at the largest measi@gresh indicating that other mechanisms have
large effect in this region. We find no evidence from this noeasient for medium-induced Moliere
scattering. The uncertainty in this measurement is doméhhy the statistical error, however, meaning
that additional data, together with measurements at oth@njergies and larger angular deviations, will
provide more precise constraints on the rate of large-asagétering in the hot QCD medium.

10 Summary

We have reported measurements of jet quenching in centrdiPbollisions at the LHC, using a new
analysis method based on the semi-inclusive distributfgats recoiling from a highgr trigger hadron.
Discrimination of coincident jet yield from background iarded out at the level of ensemble-averaged
distributions with a trigger-difference technique, with selection bias imposed on the recoil jet popula-
tion. This approach enables measurement of the distribatigets with largeR and low infrared cutoff
for jet constituents, over a broad range of jet energy. Distions are reported for charged jets in the
range 20< pf,, < 100 GeV/c, for R=10.2, 0.4 and 0.5.

The differential recoil jet yield in central Pb—Pb collis®is suppressed relative to that in pp collisions
by up to a factor two for 2 < R< 0.5. Together with the low infrared cutoff of this measuremdinits
indicates that medium-induced energy loss arises preduortiynfrom radiation at angles larger than 0.5
relative to the jet axis. The energy carried by this radigtiwhich is reflected in the magnitude of the
spectrum shift under the assumption of negligible triggeenergy loss, is estimated to be-2 GeV/c

for charged jets witiR = 0.5, in the range 6& p%'fjet < 100 GeV/c.

The ratio of differential recoll jet yields with differerR is similar for Pb—Pb and pp collisions. No
significant medium-induced modification of the intra-jeergy distribution for angle® < 0.5 relative

to the jet axis is thereby observed.

The width of the azimuthal distribution of recoil jets rédatto the trigger axis is measured to be similar
in Pb—Pb and pp collisions for jets of 4:Op$j°e‘2°h < 60 GeV/c. No significant medium-induced acopla-
narity is therefore observed, consistent with findings frdiffet and direct photon-jet measurements.
Large angular deflection of the recoil jet may be sensitivihéorate of single Moliere scattering in the
hot QCD medium and provide a direct probe of its quasi-partiegrees of freedom. We observe no
significant rate of such large-angle scatterings, though kmited statistical precision at present. These
data, when combined with theoretical calculations, withyide guidance for the necessary precision to
achieve discriminating measurements in the future.
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