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With our coupled jet-fluid model, we study the nuclear modifications of full jets and jet structures
for single inclusive jets and γ-jets in Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV and 2.76 ATeV. The in-medium
evolution of full jet shower is described by a set of coupled transport equations including the effects
of collisional energy loss, transverse momentum broadening and medium-induced splitting process.
The dynamical evolution of bulk medium is simulated by solving relativistic hydrodynamic equation
with source term which accounts for the energy and momentum deposited by hard jet shower to
soft medium. Our study demonstrates that the hydrodynamic medium response to jet propagation
significantly enhances the broadening of jet shape at large angles and is essential for the cone-size
dependence of jet energy loss and nuclear modification factor of inclusive jet production. It is also
found that the nuclear modification pattern of jet shape is sensitive to jet energy but has weak
dependence on the flavor of the parton that initiates the jet. Our result can naturally explain the
different nuclear modification patterns of jet shape functions for single inclusive jet and γ-jet events
as observed by the CMS Collaboration, and can be tested in the future by measuring the jet shape
function over a wider range of jet energies in heavy-ion collisions.

I. INTRODUCTION

In ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions, large trans-
verse momentum partons that are produced at early
stage of the collisions propagate through the quark-gluon
plasma (QGP) and experience elastic scatterings and in-
elastic radiative processes during their interactions with
the medium constituents. The phenomena involving jet-
medium interactions and parton energy loss are usually
called jet quenching, and have provided unique opportu-
nities to probe the novel properties of the QGP [1, 2].
One important quantity in jet quenching studies is the
so-called jet quenching parameter q̂ which describes the
transverse momentum squared exchanged between the
propagating jet partons and the QGP medium per unit
length and is directly related to the gluon density of the
traversed QGP [3]. The quenching parameter q̂/T 3, with
T being the temperature of the medium, is also closely
related to the kinetic transport properties of the QGP,
such as the shear viscosity to entropy ratio η/s [4].
Motivated by early jet quenching measurements at the

Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC), many studies
have focused on the suppression of single inclusive hadron
spectra at high transverse momentum, which tends to
be sensitive to the energy loss of the leading parton in
the jet [5–14]. In addition, jet-related correlation mea-
surements such as dihadron and γ-hadron correlations,
have provided additional information on jet-medium in-
teraction, such as jet energy loss and medium-induced
transverse momentum broadening effects [15–21]. Re-
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cently, experimental developments at both RHIC and the
Large Hadron Collider (LHC) made it possible to mea-
sure the spectra and detailed inner structure of fully re-
constructed jets [22–28], which have provided much more
detailed information on jet quenching and jet-medium in-
teraction. The measurements of abundant jet observables
in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions have encouraged
and stimulated many theoretical studies which aim to
understand various details of the interaction between full
jets and the QGP medium [29–58].

Many studies have found that the leading parton en-
ergy loss is mainly driven by the inelastic radiative pro-
cesses [59–61], and elastic collisions are usually con-
sidered as complementary contribution (note that elas-
tic collisions become more important for heavy quarks
with low transverse momentum due to their finite mass
[14, 62, 63]). However, the nuclear modification of
full jet requires a more comprehensive understanding of
jet shower evolution in the dynamically evolving QGP
medium. Jets consist of many soft radiated partons as
well as the leading partons. It is interesting to find that
the collisional energy loss and medium absorption of soft
radiated partons play a crucial role in the modification of
jet spectra and substructures [30, 52]. In addition, some
jet energy is deposited into the medium via scatterings
and absorption, and then propagates as collective flow
excitations in the medium. The jet-induced flows will
enhance the hadron emission from the medium around
the jet axis direction. Since these enhanced hadrons are
correlated with the jets, they are always measured to-
gether with the jets and not subtracted as background.
It has been found that the jet-induced flows can cause
significant modifications of the outer soft part of the jets
[18, 53, 64].

One recent important measurement by the CMS Col-
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laboration is the jet shape function of γ-jet events in
Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC, which shows quite different
modification pattern from that of single inclusive jets.
For inclusive jets, a clear collimation of energy towards
the jet axis is observed together with the broadening ef-
fect, while for γ-jets, only monotonic broadening effect is
observed for the jet shape function [27, 65]. This differ-
ence is sometimes attributed to different flavor composi-
tions of γ-jets and single inclusive jets: γ-jets are domi-
nated by quark-initiated jets while the inclusive jets have
a significant fraction of gluon-initiated jets [50]. While
this argument seems to be plausible, other explanations
are also in debate.

The purpose of this work is to investigate such dif-
ference by performing a detailed study of the flavor and
energy dependence of jet shape function in heavy-ion col-
lisions. In particular, we use our coupled jet-fluid model
[30, 52, 53] to study the full jet modification for single in-
clusive jets and γ-jets in Pb+Pb collisions at 2.76 ATeV
and 5.02 ATeV. We will present numerical results for the
suppression of inclusive jet spectra, the modification of
γ-jet momentum imbalance distribution, and the nuclear
modification of jet shape for single inclusive jets and γ-
jets. It is found that the hydrodynamic response to the
energy and momentum deposited by jets is important to
the cone-size dependence of full jet suppression and jet
shape modification. Our study also indicates that the
different jet shape modification patterns for single inclu-
sive jets and γ-jets observed by CMS Collaboration can
be naturally explained by different jet energies in two dif-
ferent measurements. Our predictions can be tested by
future measurement of single inclusive jets with lower jet
energies.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce our coupled jet-fluid model that we use to calculate
the evolutions of parton shower and jet-induced flow in
the expanding QGP fluid. In Sec. III, we present and dis-
cuss the results on various full jet observables for single
inclusive jets and γ-jets in Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV
and 2.76 ATeV. The summary is given in Sec. IV.

II. FRAMEWORK

In our coupled jet-fluid model [30, 52, 53], the jet
shower evolution in the QGP medium is described by
solving a set of coupled differential equations for the
three-dimensional momentum distributions of quarks and
gluons in the jet shower, fi(ωi, k

2
i⊥) = dNi/dωidk

2
i⊥,

where i denotes the parton species (gluon, or quark plus
anti-quark), ωi is the parton’s energy and ki⊥ the par-
ton’s transverse momentum with respect to the jet axis.
The general form of the differential equations can be writ-

ten as follows [52]:

d

dt
fi(ωi, k

2
i⊥, t) =

(

êi
∂

∂ωi

+
1

4
q̂i∇

2
k⊥

)

fi(ωi, k
2
i⊥, t)

+
∑

j

∫

dωjdk
2
j⊥

dΓ̃j→i(ωi, k
2
i⊥|ωj, k

2
j⊥)

dωid2ki⊥dt
fj(ωj , k

2
j⊥, t)

−
∑

j

∫

dωjdk
2
j⊥

dΓ̃i→j(ωj , k
2
j⊥|ωi, k

2
i⊥)

dωjd2kj⊥dt
fi(ωi, k

2
i⊥, t).(1)

Here, the first and second terms on the right-hand side (in
the first line) account for the effects of collisional energy
loss and transverse momentum broadening due to elastic
scatterings with the medium constituents. The last two
terms represent medium-induced radiative processes, for
which we employ the splitting kernels dΓ̃i→j/dωd

2k⊥dt
from the higher-twist jet energy loss formalism [66, 67].
To solve Eq. (1), the vacuum shower (which we take

from PYTHIA) is supplied as the initial condition. This
means we first generate the vacuum shower, then simu-
late the medium-induced corrections on top of the vac-
uum shower. Such method has been used in many jet
quenching studies, such as Refs. [33, 48, 49]. The sec-
ond widely-used method is to combine the vacuum and
medium-induced splitting to a single kernel and simu-
late the vacuum and medium-induced radiations together
simultaneously, such as Refs. [37, 38, 57]. These two
methods are complimentary: the second one works bet-
ter for the early stage of jet evolution when jets have large
virtuality and the vacuum shower dominates, while our
method (the first one) describes better the later stage
of jet evolution when jets are close to on-shell and the
medium-induced radiation dominates.
In Eq. (1), the information of the QGP medium is en-

coded in the jet transport parameters: ê for longitudinal
momentum (energy) loss and q̂ for transverse momentum
broadening. In this work, we relate q̂ to the local tem-
perature T and flow four-velocity u of the QGP medium
as follows [68]:

q̂(τ, ~r) = q̂0 ·
T 3(τ,~r)

T 3
0 (τ0,~0)

·
p · u(τ, ~r)

p0
, (2)

where T0 is the initial temperature at the center of the
QGP medium in most central 0-10% collisions, pµ is the
four-momentum of the propagating parton, and the fac-
tor p · u/p0 is to account for the flow effect in a non-static
medium [69]. The transport parameters q̂ for quarks
and gluons are connected by the Casimir color factors
q̂gluon/q̂quark = CA/CF, and we also assume the rela-
tion, q̂ = 4T ê [70, 71]. Accordingly, only one transport
coefficient (which we choose q̂0 for quarks) governs the
sizes of all medium effects in Eq. (1), and is tuned to
describe one set of jet quenching observables. In the cur-
rent study, we only include the interaction of jet with the
medium in QGP phase, and the small medium effect in
hadronic phase is neglected, i.e., the jet-medium interac-
tion is turned off when the local medium temperature is
lower than Tc = 160 MeV.
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Equation (1) not only describes the evolution of the jet
shower partons, but also determines the energy and mo-
mentum exchange between the shower partons with the
QGP medium. The QGP medium will respond hydrody-
namically to the energy and momentum deposited by the
jet shower, and collective flow can be excited along with
the jet propagation. In our coupled jet-fluid model, we
describe the space-time evolution of the expanding QGP
fluid together with the jet-induced flow by solving the
hydrodynamic equation with source term:

∂µT
µν
fluid(x) = Jν(x), (3)

where T µν
fluid is the energy-momentum tensor of the

medium fluid, and Jν is the source term to describe the
four dimensional energy-momentum density deposited by
the jet shower. In this study, we model the QGP as
an ideal fluid in local equilibrium and assume that the
energy and momentum deposited by the jet are instan-
taneously thermalized. Then the source term may be
constructed as follows [53]:

Jν (x) =
∑

i

∫

dωidk
2
i⊥dφi

2π
δ(3)

(

x− x
jet
0 −

ki

ωi

t

)

× kνi

(

êi
∂

∂ωi

+
1

4
q̂i∇

2
k⊥

)

fi(ωi, k
2
i⊥, t) , (4)

where φi is the azimuth angle with respect to the jet axis.
Currently, the finite viscosities of the medium fluid

are not implemented yet in our model. Although they
are essential for more precise description of the collec-
tive flows in heavy-ion collisions [72–77], it is shown by
semi-analytical calculations [78] that their effect on the
angular structure of final state hadrons brought by jet-
induced flow is not significant. We would like to leave
the detailed studies of the small viscous correction on
the structural development of the jet-induced flow, e.g.,
the smearing of the jet-induced shockwave by the finite
shear viscosity, for a future work.
In our coupled jet-fluid model, Eq. (3) is numerically

solved in the (3 + 1)-dimensional relativistic τ -ηs coor-
dinates with the source term given by Eq. (4), which is
constructed from the solutions of the jet-shower trans-
port equations (1). We set up the initial condition of the
medium fluid at τ = 0.6 fm/c by applying the optical
Glauber+the modified BGK model [79]. The parame-
ters in the initial condition model for Pb+Pb collisions
at 2.76 ATeV and 5.02 ATeV are chosen to reproduce the
pseudorapidity density distribution for charged particles
measured by the ALICE Collaboration [80, 81]. Here, we
do not consider the geometrical fluctuation of the nucle-
ons and their internal structures in the incident heavy
ions to reduce computational cost. Although the event-
by-event fluctuations of the initial conditions have signif-
icant effect on our understanding of many flow observ-
ables, they have moderate effect to jet suppression (see
e.g., Ref. [82]). The inclusion of the initial state fluc-
tuations could change a little our extracted value of q̂,
but should not affect the conclusion drawn in this work.

For the equation of state of the medium fluid, we employ
the parameterizations of the lattice QCD calculation in
Ref. [83]. Along with the hydrodynamic expansion, the
medium fluid cools down and eventually turns from QGP
to hadronic matter according to the equation of state.
The evolution of the hadronic matter fluid stops when
the freeze-out is accomplished. In this study, we assume
the isothermal freeze-out and set the freeze-out temper-
ature TFO = 140 MeV.
After finishing the in-medium evolution of the partons

in jet shower according to Eq. (1), we obtain their contri-
bution to the transverse momentum of the reconstructed
jet with a given cone size R as follows:

pshower
T (R) =

∑

i

∫

R

dωidk
2
i⊥ωifi(ωi, k

2
i⊥), (5)

where the subscript R means that the integral is taken
with the constraint, ki,⊥/ωi < R. In our coupled jet-fluid
model, hadron spectra from the medium with the hydro-
dynamic medium response are obtained via the Cooper-
Frye formula [84] as in the conventional hydrodynamic
models (further details are found in Ref. [53]). The pure
contribution from hydrodynamic medium response is es-
timated by subtracting out the hadron spectra of the
background medium (without jet propagation):

d∆Nhydro

d3p
=

dNhydro

d3p

∣

∣

∣

∣

w/ jet
−

dNhydro

d3p

∣

∣

∣

∣

w/o jet
. (6)

To construct the jet including hydrodynamic medium re-
sponse effect, the contribution of d∆Nhydro/d3p is added
to the parton shower part in Eq. (5):

pjetT (R) = pshower
T (R) + phydroT (R), (7)

phydroT (R) =

∫

R

d3ppT
d∆Nhydro

d3p
, (8)

where the integral for the medium response part is taken

for the region
√

(ηp − ηjetp )2 + (φp − φjet
p )2 < R.

III. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, we present the results of full jet observ-
ables from the numerical simulations of Pb+Pb collisions
at 2.76 ATeV and 5.02 ATeV using our coupled jet-fluid
model. In the simulations, the jet production points in
the transverse plane ηs = 0 are generated according to
the distributions of the binary nucleon-nucleon collisions
calculated by using a Glauber model simulation [86, 87].
The initial jet spectrum is obtained via PYTHIA simu-
lation [88], and the FASTJET [89] package is employed
for full jet reconstruction in PYTHIA. The jets are as-
sumed to be created at t = 0 and free-stream without
interaction until the thermalization proper time of the
QGP, τ = 0.6 fm/c. Then, the jet shower and the QGP
fluid interact with each other and evolve according to the
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FIG. 1. Jet shape function in p+p collisions for jets at
2.76 ATeV and 5.02 ATeV, compared with data from the CMS
Collaboration [27, 85].

jet shower transport equations (1) and the hydrodynamic
equations with source terms (3).
To solve the coupled differential transport equa-

tions (1) for jet shower evolution, the initial conditions
for quark and gluon three-dimensional momentum dis-
tribution have to be provided. We generate them using
PYTHIA [90] with a parameter set tuned to reproduce
the jet shape function in p+p collisions. The jet shape
function is the radial direction distribution of the trans-
verse momentum inside jets and defined as follows:

ρjet(r) =
1

δr

∑

|ri−r|≤ 1

2
δr p

i
T

∑

ri<R piT
, (9)

where ri =
√

(ηip − ηjetp )2 + (φi
p − φjet

p )2, δr is the bin

size, and the sum over i runs over constituents of the full
jets. Figure 1 shows the baseline of the jet shape func-
tion obtained from the PYTHIA simulations, compared
to the experimental data in p+p collisions measured by
the CMS Collaboration [27, 85]. One can see that the jet
shape function for jets with pT > 100 GeV at 2.76 TeV
p+p collisions is steeper than that at 5.02 TeV. Such colli-
sion energy dependence of the initial jet shape can lead to
some difference between the medium modifications of jet
shapes in Pb+Pb collisions at 2.76 ATeV and 5.02 ATeV,
which is illustrated in a later subsection.

A. Jet RAA

We first fix the parameter q̂0 in our model by compari-
son with the measurements of nuclear modification factor
RAA of single inclusive jet spectra, defined as:

RAA =
1

〈Ncoll〉

d2NAA
jet /dηjetp dpjetT

d2Npp
jet/dη

jet
p dpjetT

, (10)
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FIG. 2. Nuclear modification factor RAA of single inclu-
sive jet production with and without taking into account the
contribution from hydrodynamic medium response in central
Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV for jet cone sizes R = 0.2, 0.3,
and 0.4. Experimental data are taken from the ALICE Col-
laboration [91].

where 〈Ncoll〉 is the average number of binary nucleon-
nucleon collisions in a given centrality class, NAA

jet is the

number of jets in nucleus-nucleus collisions, and Npp
jet is

that in p+p collisions.

Figure 2 shows our results for single inclusive jet RAA

in Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV with different jet cone
sizes, compared with the experimental data from the
ALICE Collaboration [91]. Our full results with hydro-
dynamic medium response effect agree reasonably with
the data within the experimental errors. Here, we set
q̂0 = 1.8 GeV2/fm for quarks, and use this value for
Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV throughout this paper.
As a general feature, one can see that the inclusion of the
hydrodynamic medium response effect rises the value of
RAA, which is simply because some part of energy lost
by the parton shower is now recovered. Also, a clear jet
cone size dependence is observed after the inclusion of
the hydrodynamic medium response effect. A particu-
larly interesting feature is that while most of the energy
in the shower part is well collimated and can be captured
by a narrow jet cone, the energy carried by the medium
response effect spreads widely around the jet axis [53].
Thus, sizable energy can be gained from the medium re-
sponse contribution when the jet cone size is increased.
The same trend of the jet cone size dependence can also
be seen in the ALICE data although the experimental
error bars are still too large to draw a firm conclusion.

Clearer jet cone size dependence can be seen in the
ATLAS data in Fig. 3 which shows the ratios of the sin-
gle inclusive RAA for jets with cone sizes R = 0.3-0.5 to
that with R = 0.2 in Pb+Pb collisions at 2.76 ATeV.
For the simulations of jet events in Pb+Pb collisions at
2.76 ATeV, we set q̂0 = 1.7 GeV2/fm for quarks, which
is obtained to reproduce the data for single inclusive jet

rho_276-502-3.eps
raa_0-10_R02-03-04_hydro3.eps
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FIG. 3. Ratio of single inclusive jet RAA with jet cone sizes
R = 0.3-0.5 to that with jet cone size R = 0.2 in central
Pb+Pb collisions at 2.76 ATeV. Experimental data are from
the ATLAS Collaboration [92].

RAA taken from the CMS Collaboration [93] in our pre-
vious work [53]. As shown by our calculation as well as
the ATLAS data, when the contribution of the hydrody-
namic medium response is taken into account, jet energy
loss decreases when increasing the jet cone size. Such jet
cone size dependence of jet energy loss and jet quenching
has also been found in previous studies [29, 37, 53, 58].

B. γ-jet asymmetry

Jets tagged with isolated photons, known as γ-jets,
have attracted a lot of interests in jet quenching studies
[19, 24, 39, 40, 46, 94, 95]. Since the triggered photons
do not interact with the QGP medium after they are pro-
duced, one just needs to focus on the medium effect on
the away-side jets in relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Due
to the next-to-leading order effect, the away-side jets typ-
ically have different transverse momenta from the trig-
gered photons when they are first produced in vacuum
(p+p collisions). Such transverse momentum imbalance
is usually quantified by using the momentum fraction
variable XJγ ≡ pjetT /pγT. The medium effect due to the
jet energy loss in heavy-ion collisions will manifest as
the modification to the event distribution of XJγ , i.e.,
(1/NJγ)dNJγ/dXJγ .

Figure 4 shows the nuclear modification of XJγ dis-
tribution in Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV. Our model
provides a reasonable description of the XJγ distribution
and its shift towards smallerXJγ in Pb+Pb collisions due
to the jet energy loss. It is noteworthy that the effect of
hydrodynamic medium response in the XJγ distribution
is not as obvious as in the single inclusive jet RAA.
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FIG. 4. Event distribution of γ-jet momentum fraction XJγ

in p+p collisions and in 0-10% centrality (upper) and 30-50%
centrality (lower) Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV. The trigger
threshold of the transverse momentum is set to pγT > 60 GeV

for photons and pjetT > 30 GeV for jets. The relative az-
imuthal angle between photon and jet ∆φJγ is required to
be larger than 7π/8. Results with and without the contribu-
tion of hydrodynamic medium response are shown for Pb+Pb
collisions. Experimental data are taken from the CMS Col-
laboration [96].

C. Jet shape

The single inclusive jet RAA and the nuclear modifica-
tion of XJγ distribution provide the information on the
overall amount of jet energy loss. More detailed informa-
tion about the medium modification on jet shower evolu-
tion and the medium response to jet transport can be ob-
tained by studying the jet structure observables which are
more sensitive to the details on the redistribution of the
energy among the constituents of the jet after traversing
the QGP medium. Jet shape function defined in Eq. (9)
is one of common jet structure observables and describes
the transverse energy profile of jets.
Figure 5 shows the nuclear modification factor of jet

shape function for inclusive jets in Pb+Pb collisions at
5.02 ATeV. One can see that our results for pjetT >

ratio_of_Rcp_hydro_eta06_mix.eps
cms_gamma-jet_PbPb_0-10_hydro.eps
cms_gamma-jet_PbPb_30-50_hydro.eps
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FIG. 5. Nuclear modification factor of jet shape function for
single inclusive jets with cone size R = 0.4 in 0-10% central-
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at 5.02 ATeV. Results with and without the contribution of
hydrodynamic medium response are shown for jet transverse
momentum cuts pjetT > 30 GeV and pjetT > 120 GeV. Experi-

mental data for jets with pjetT > 120 GeV are taken from the
CMS Collaboration [85].

120 GeV both with and without the hydrodynamic re-
sponse effect can capture the typical features in the modi-
fication pattern measured by the CMS Collaboration: an
enhancement at large r and a suppression of the ratio at
small r. It is interesting that the suppression (dip) here is
at r ∼ 0.1, not at r ∼ 0, i.e., the ratio is a non-monotonic
function of r. Such non-monotonic dependence on r indi-
cates a collimation of jet energy toward the jet axis (the
inner core part at small r) together with the broadening
of the outer tail part (at large r). This modification pat-
tern can be naturally explained by a combination of vari-
ous jet-medium interaction mechanisms [52]. While both
transverse momentum broadening and medium-induced
radiation transfer energy from the center to the periphery
of the jet, collisional energy loss (absorption) makes the
jet narrower since the soft partons in the jet periphery are
more easily absorbed by the medium. The contribution
from hydrodynamic medium response does not modify
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FIG. 6. Nuclear modification factor of jet shape function for
γ-jets with cone size R = 0.3 in 0-10% centrality (upper) and
30-50% centrality (lower) Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV. The
photon has transverse momentum pγT > 60 GeV, and the rela-
tive azimuthal angle between photon and jet is ∆φJγ > 7π/8.
Results with and without the contribution of hydrodynamic
medium response are shown for jet transverse momentum cuts
pjetT > 30 GeV and pjetT > 120 GeV. Experimental data for jets

with pjetT > 30 GeV are taken from the CMS Collaboration
[65].

very much the jet shape at small r, but gives rise to a
significant additional enhancement of the broadening at
large r. All these features in jet shape modification are
weaker in more peripheral collisions due to smaller size
and lower temperature of the QGP medium. Our predic-
tions on the jet shape modification for single inclusive jets
with lower transverse momentum cut pjetT > 30 GeV show
monotonic broadening behavior, which is drastically dif-
ferent from that for pjetT > 120 GeV. This transverse mo-
mentum dependence in jet shape modification has been
predicted by our previous work [52]. Also, the effect
of hydrodynamic medium response presents stronger en-
hancement at large r for jets with lower jet transverse
momentum.

Figure 6 shows the nuclear modification factor of
jet shape function for γ-jets in Pb+Pb collisions at

rho_inclusiveJet_qhat18_0-10_hydro.eps
rho_inclusiveJet_qhat18_30-50_hydro.eps
rho_gammaJet_qhat18_0-10_hydro_2.eps
rho_gammaJet_qhat18_30-50_hydro_2.eps
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FIG. 7. Nuclear modification factor of jet shape function for
inclusive quark jets and inclusive gluon jets with cone size
R = 0.3 in central Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV. Results
with and without the contribution of hydrodynamic medium
response are shown for jet transverse momentum cuts pjetT >

30 GeV and pjetT > 120 GeV.

5.02 ATeV. Our results for pjetT > 30 GeV show the mono-
tonic increase as a function of r due to the broadening ef-
fect, which agrees reasonably well with the experimental
data [65]. This pattern (i.e., the monotonic increase as a
function of r) is different from that of inclusive jets with

pjetT > 120 GeV which shows a clear dip at r ∼ 0.1− 0.15
[85]. It has been argued that such difference is due to
the different parton flavor compositions (quark or glu-
ons) in γ-jets and single inclusive jets [50]. However,

our results for γ-jets with pjetT > 120 GeV also have a
clear dip structure, which is similar to single inclusive
jets with pjetT > 120 GeV. This indicates that whether
the dip structure appears or not is more determined by
jet transverse momenta.
As is known, jet shape function is a deep falling func-

tion of r. This means that a large fraction of energy
of the jet is contained in a very small range of r and
the outer part of the jet contains just a small fraction of
the jet energy. Also, Fig.1 shows that jet shape function
for lower energy jets is less deep falling, which means
that less fraction of jet energy is contained in the inner
part of the jet. Our study shows that for lower energy
jets, the broadening effects via medium-induced radia-
tion and transverse momentum broadening are stronger
[52], which leads to the suppression of the jet shape func-
tion at around r = 0. Therefore, the nuclear modification
of jet shape function (for smaller jet energies) increases
monotonically as a function of r.
To illustrate that the modification pattern of jet shape

mainly depends on the jet transverse momentum rather
than the jet flavor, we show in Fig. 7 the nuclear modifi-
cation factors of jet shape functions separately for quark
jets and gluon jets. One can see that the jet shape mod-
ification patterns are almost the same for quark jets and
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FIG. 8. Nuclear modification factor of jet shape function for
inclusive jets (upper) and γ-jets (lower) with cone size R = 0.3
in central Pb+Pb collisions at 2.76 ATeV and 5.02 ATeV.
Results with and without the contribution of hydrodynamic
medium response are shown for jet transverse momentum cuts
pjetT > 30 GeV and pjetT > 120 GeV.

gluon jets. For large transverse momentum jets, one can
see both the collimation of the jet at small r and the
broadening of the jet at large r. For low transverse mo-
mentum jets, the monotonic broadening behavior is ob-
served. These features are similar to both inclusive jets
and γ-jets.
We finally present the collision energy dependence of

the jet shape modification for central Pb+Pb collisions
in Fig. 8. While the basic trends of the jet shape modi-
fication are the same at both 2.76 ATeV and 5.02 ATeV,
there is sizable difference in large r region. Since jets pro-
duced at 5.02 ATeV are broader than those at 2.76 ATeV
(see Fig. 1), we find smaller broadening effect at larger r
for Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have studied the full jet modifica-
tions in Pb+Pb collisions at 2.76 ATeV and 5.02 ATeV

rho_q-g_qhat18_E30-120_hydro.eps
rho_inclusive-jet_diff-s_pt30-120.eps
rho_gamma-jet_diff-s_pt30-120.eps
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using our coupled jet-fluid model. The evolution of par-
ton shower in the QGP medium is described by a set
of coupled differential transport equations for the three-
dimensional momentum distributions of shower partons
in the jet. The collisional energy loss, transverse momen-
tum broadening, and medium-induced partonic radiation
are taken into account for both leading and radiated par-
tons. The space-time evolution of the energy and momen-
tum deposited by parton shower to the medium, together
with the evolution of the bulk medium, is described by
the relativistic ideal hydrodynamic equation with source
term. The source term represents the energy-momentum
transferred from the parton shower to the medium, and
is constructed from the solutions of the parton shower
transport equations. The final jets in our model include
the contributions from both hard jet shower part and
soft medium response effect, the later is obtained via the
Cooper-Frye formula after subtracting the background
(without jet).
Based on the simulations with the coupled jet-fluid

model, we have calculated various full jet observables for
single inclusive jets and γ-jets. For the single inclusive
jet RAA, we see the sizable contribution from the hydro-
dynamic medium response, which partially compensates
the energy loss of the jet shower. In particular, we find
remarkable jet cone size dependence due to the hydrody-
namic medium response. The jet cone size dependence
in jet RAA can indeed be seen in experimental measure-
ments in Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 ATeV by ALICE and
at 2.76 ATeV by ATLAS, which can be well described by
our full model calculations. Our calculation for the γ-jet
asymmetry distribution at 5.02 ATeV also agrees with
the CMS data, and we find that the medium response
effect gives small contribution to γ-jet asymmetry.
We have also presented a systematic study on the nu-

clear modification of jet shape function for different jet
flavors, jet transverse momentum cuts and collision en-
ergies. In all cases, the hydrodynamic response effect

contributes additional jet broadening in the large-r re-
gion (r > 0.15-0.25). Our study shows that the overall
pattern of the jet shape modification is sensitive to jet
transverse momenta. For large jet transverse momen-
tum (pjetT > 120), the nuclear modification factor of jet
shape has a clear dip structure due to the collimation
around the inner hard core of jet and the enhancement at
larger r due to the broadening effect. However, for small
jet transverse momentum (pjetT > 30 GeV), we observe
the monotonic broadening behavior for inclusive jets, γ-
jets, quark-initiated jets and gluon-initiated jets. Our
model calculations can reasonably describe the experi-
mental data for both inclusive jets with pjetT > 120 GeV

[85] and γ-jets with pjetT > 30 GeV. This indicates that
the different nuclear modification patterns for jet shape
functions of single inclusive jets and γ-jets seen by CMS
Collaboration may be naturally explained by different jet
energies in these two measurements. Our predictions may
be tested by further experimental analysis with different
jet transverse momentum cuts, in particular, using lower
pjetT cut for inclusive jets and higher pjetT cut for γ-jets.
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