arXiv:1906.00413v2 [hep-ph] 3 Nov 2019

Flavor hierarchy of jet quenching in relativistic heavy-ion collisions

Wen-Jing Xing,^1 Shanshan Cao,^2 Guang-You Qin,^1 and Hongxi Xing^3 1Institute of Particle Physics and Key Laboratory of Quark and Lepton Physics (MOE), Central China Normal University, Wuhan, Hubei, 430079, China 2Department of Physics and Astronomy, Wayne State University, Detroit, MI 48201, USA 3Institute of Quantum Matter and School of Physics and Telecommunication Engineering, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510006, China (Dated: February 9, 2020)

Relativistic heavy-ion experiments have observed similar quenching effects for (prompt) D mesons compared to charged hadrons for transverse momenta larger than 6-8 GeV, which remains a mystery since heavy quarks typically lose less energies in quark-gluon plasma than light quarks and gluons. Recent measurements of the nuclear modification factors of B mesons and B-decayed D mesons by the CMS Collaboration provide a unique opportunity to study the flavor hierarchy of jet quenching. Using a linear Boltzmann transport model combined with hydrodynamics simulation, we study the energy loss and nuclear modification for heavy and light flavor jets in high-energy nuclear collisions. By consistently taking into account both quark and gluon contributions to light and heavy flavor hadron productions within a next-to-leading order perturbative QCD framework, we obtain, for the first time, a satisfactory description of the experimental data on the nuclear modification factors for charged hadrons, D mesons, B mesons and B-decayed D mesons simultaneously over a wide range of transverse momenta (8-300 GeV). This presents a solid solution to the flavor puzzle of jet quenching and constitutes a significant step towards the precision study of jet-medium interaction. Our study predicts that at transverse momenta larger than 30-40 GeV, B mesons also exhibit similar suppression effects to charged hadrons and D mesons, which may be tested by future measurements.

Introduction – Large transverse momentum (p_T) jets are hard probes of the strongly-coupled quark-gluon plasma (QGP) created in relativistic heavy-ion collisions [1–5]. During their propagation through the QGP medium, jet partons tend to lose energies via elastic and inelastic interactions with the medium constituents, which is usually referred to as jet quenching. Jet quenching not only leads to the yield suppression for high p_T hadrons [6–14] and full jets [15–26], but also modifies jetrelated correlations [27–35] and the internal structures of full jets [36–44], as compared to proton-proton collisions. With the increase of collision energy by more than a factor of 10 from the Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider (RHIC) to the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), we can now produce abundant jets (and hadrons) with p_T of hundreds of GeV, which enables us to peform more and more precise jet quenching studies for heavy-ion collisions.

Heavy (charm and bottom) quarks, due to their finite masses, are expected to lose less energies in QGP than light quarks (and also gluons due to different color factors). Thus one expects heavy flavor hadrons (e.g., D and B mesons) would exhibit less quenching effects than light charged hadrons. There has been tremendous effort devoted to heavy quark dynamics in relativistic heavyion collisions [45–63]. However, experiments have observed similar quenching effects for (prompt) D mesons as compared to charged hadrons at p_T > 6-8 GeV [64– 66]. Such result challenges our theoretical understanding of the flavor dependence of jet-medium interaction and parton energy loss, and is usually denoted as the flavor hierarchy puzzle of jet quenching. Reference [67] tried to solve this puzzle by suggesting that different patterns in parton fragmentation functions may play important roles in the final-state hadron suppression. But the final hadron modification pattern also strongly relies on the p_T dependence of jet suppression. Studies in Refs. [68– 73] indicate that gluons could also contribute to heavy flavor jet and hadron productions. References [13, 57] have built a systematic framework to study the evolution of heavy and light jet partons in QGP on the same footing, but neglected the gluon contributions to heavy flavor hadron productions. Therefore, a satisfactory description of the nuclear modifications of light charged hadrons, D mesons and B mesons together is still lacking. Recently, CMS Collaborations have measured the nuclear modification factors for both B mesons and B-decayed D mesons in Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV [74, 75]; this provides a remarkable opportunity to pin down the flavor dependence of jet quenching in relativistic nuclear collisions.

The objective of our work is to present a comprehensive study on the nuclear modification of both heavy and light flavor jets in high-energy heavy-ion collisions, and to tackle the flavor hierarchy puzzle of jet quenching. In this work, a next-to-leading-order (NLO) perturbative QCD framework is used to calculate the productions of high p_T jet partons and hadrons, allowing a consistent treatment of quark and gluon fragmentations to light and heavy flavor hadrons. A linear Boltzmann transport (LBT) model is utilized to describe jet evolution in the QGP medium, including both elastic and inelastic interactions between jet partons and the medium constituents. A relativistic hydrodynamics model is employed to simulate the dynamical evolution of the QGP fireball. By combining all important ingredients into our state-of-the-art perturbative QCD based jet quenching model, we obtain the first simultaneous description of the experimental data for the nuclear modifications of charged hadrons, D mesons, B mesons and B-decayed D mesons over the widest range of transverse momenta (p_T = 8-300 GeV) in literature. Our study shows that, due to the mass effect, B mesons typically exhibit less suppression than charged hadrons and D mesons at not-very-high p_T. But the mass effect diminishes with increasing p_T; at p_T > 30-40 GeV, charged hadrons, D and B mesons all have similar quenching effects. This can be tested by future measurements.

Jet quenching framework – We use the NLO framework developed in Refs. [76, 77] to calculate jet and high-p_T hadron productions in relativistic nuclear collisions. The differential cross section for hadron production in protonproton collisions can be expressed as follows: dσ_{pp→hX} = ∑ abc ∫ dx_a ∫ dx_b ∫ dz_cf_a(x_a)f_b(x_b) ×dσ̂_{ab→c}D_{h/c}(z_c). (1) In the above equation, ∑ abc sums over all parton flavors, f_a(x_a) and f_b(x_b) denote parton distribution functions (PDFs) for two incoming partons, dσ̂_{ab→c} is the NLO partonic scattering cross section, and D_{h/c}(z_c) represents the parton-to-hadron fragmentation function (FF). The PDFs are taken from CTEQ parameterizations [78], and the FFs are taken from Ref. [79] for charged hadrons, Ref. [80] for D mesons, and Ref. [81] for B mesons. Note that in the NLO framework [76, 77], one has to include both quark and gluon fragmentions to heavy and light hadron productions at high p_T.

For jet and high-p_T hadron productions in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, we need to account for two different nuclear effects. The initial-state nuclear shadowing effect is taken into account by applying EPS09 parameterizations [82] for nuclear PDFs. The final-state hot medium effect is the focus of our work: high-energy jet partons experience elastic and inelastic interactions with the strongly-coupled QGP before fragmenting into high p_T hadrons. The hot medium effect is incorporated in our study by using the LBT approach developed in Refs. [13, 57, 83].

In the LBT model, the evolution of jet partons in the QGP medium is simulated according to the following Boltzmann equation:

p_a · ∂f_a(x, p_a, t) = E_a(C_{el} + C_{inel}) (2)

where C_{el} and C_{inel} denote the collision integrals of elastic and inelastic processes experienced by the parton a.

For elastic scatterings between jet partons and medium constituents, we take leading-order 2 → 2 perturbative QCD matrix elements |M_{ab→cd}|^2 to calculate the elastic scattering rate Γ^a_{el} = ∑ bcd ρ_b(x)σ_{ab→cd} and the elastic scattering probability P^a_{el} = 1 − e^{−ΓaelΔt} for a given time step Δt, where ρ_b(x) is the parton density in the QGP medium and σ_{ab→cd} is the parton scattering cross section.

FIG. 1. Transverse momentum spectra for charged hadrons and D mesons in p+p collisions at 5.02 TeV from NLO perturbative QCD calculation compared to the CMS data [6, 84].

For inelastic radiative process, we use higher-twist energy loss formalism, in which the medium-induced gluon radiation spectrum takes the following form [85–87], dN^a_g dxdl^2_⊥dt = 2C_Aα_sP_a(x)l^4_⊥q̂_a π(l^2_⊥ + x^2M^2)^4 sin^2 ( t − t_i 2τ_f ) (3) where M is mass of the propagating parton, x and l_⊥ are the momentum fraction and transverse momentum carried by the radiated gluon with respect to the parent parton, α_s is the strong coupling for the splitting vertex, P_a(x) is the splitting function, q̂_a is the transport coefficient (the transverse momentum transfer squared per mean free path) due to elastic scatterings between the propagating parton and medium constituents, t_i is the time of the last gluon radiation, and τ_f = 2Ex(1 − x)/(l^2_⊥ + x^2M^2) is the gluon formation time, with E being the energy of the parent parton. Here we take light partons to be massless, and for heavy quarks, we use M_c = 1.27 GeV and M_b = 4.19 GeV. The above gluon radiation spectrum for the propagating parton a is used to calculate the inelastic scattering rate Γ^a_{inel} = ∫ dxdl^2_⊥(dN^a_g /dxdl^2_⊥dt)/(1 + δ^a_g ) with the medium constituents, the average number of emitted gluons ⟨N^a_g ⟩ = Γ^a_{inel}Δt, and the inelastic scattering probability P^a_{inel} = 1 − e^{−⟨N ag ⟩}, in a given time step Δt.

In the LBT model, the total scattering probability P^a_{tot} = P^a_{el} + P^a_{inel} − P^a_{el}P^a_{inel} is splitted into two parts, the probability for pure elastic scatterings P^a_{el}(1 − P^a_{inel}) and the probability for inelastic scatterings with at least one gluon emission P^a_{inel}. These probabilities combined with the information about jet partons and medium profiles are used in our Monte-Carlo model to simulate the evolution of jet partons in the QGP medium. More details on the LBT model can be found in Refs. [13, 57, 83].

Numerical results – We first show, in Fig. 1, the transverse momentum spectra for light charged hadrons and D mesons in proton-proton collisions at 5.02 TeV based

FIG. 2. Charged hadron RAA as a function of pT in central 0-10% Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV compared to the CMS 0-10% and ALICE 0-5% data [6, 7]. Also shown are RAA’s for charged hadrons produced from light quarks and gluons, respectively.

on the NLO perturbative QCD calculation [76, 77], compared to the CMS data [6, 84]. The factorization scale and the renormalization scales are all taken as the jet parton p_T in the calculation. One can see that the NLO perturbative QCD calculation can provide a very good description of both charged hadron and D meson spectra (at relatively high p_T). In the figure, we also show the relative contributions from quark and gluon fragmentations to charged hadron and D meson productions. For charged hadrons, gluon contribution is more dominant at low p_T, and quark contribution becomes more important at p_T > 50 GeV. For D mesons, charm quark fragmetation and gluon fragmentation contribute almost equally to the D meson yield at low p_T. Then with increasing p_T of D mesons, the gluon contribution decreases, but it still renders around 40% contribution to the D meson yield at p_T = 100 GeV. Note that the NLO perturbative QCD framework adopted here uses the zero-mass factorization scheme, thus is not valid for very small p_T.

In Fig. 2, we show the nuclear modification factor R_{AA} as a function of p_T for charged hadrons in central 0-10% Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV at the LHC, compared to the CMS 0-10% and ALICE 0-5% data [6, 7]. In this study, the space-time evolution of the QGP fireball in 5.02A TeV Pb+Pb collisions is obtained via a (3+1)-dimensional viscous hydrodynamics model CLVisc [88, 89] in which τ_0 = 0.6 fm, η/s = 0.08 and T_c = 165 MeV are employed to describe the soft hadron spectra. Note that the default version of the LBT model only considers leading-order 2 → 2 elastic scattering processes, thus the distribution for the exchanged transverse momentum between jet partons and medium constituents typically has a hard power-law tail. To account for the possible contributions from multiple soft scatter-

FIG. 3. D meson RAA as a function of pT in central 0-10% Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV compared to the CMS and ALICE data [84, 90]. Also shown are RAA’s for D mesons produced from charm quarks and gluons, respectively.

ings whose transverse momentum distribution is typically a Gaussian, we impose an effective momentum cutoff for transverse momentum exchange between jet and medium (k_⊥ < 10T ). Such setup reduces the energy loss of jet partons and requires larger value of strong coupling α_s as compared to Ref. [13]. In this work, the coupling for the interaction vertex connecting to thermal partons is taken as α_s = 0.2. For the vertices connecting to jet partons, we take the running coupling as: α_s = 4π/[9 ln(2ET/Λ^2)], with Λ = 0.2 GeV. More detailed study on the interplay between single hard and multiple soft scatterings and their influences on final-state observables will be explored in the future effort. In the figure, we also show R_{AA}’s for charged hadrons produced from light quarks and gluons, respectively. One can see that due to the color effect, quark-initiated hadrons exhibit less quenching effects than gluon-initiated hadrons. After combining both quark and gluon fragmentations to charged hadrons, our model gives a nice description of charged hadron R_{AA} over a wide range of transverse momenta (p_T = 8- 300 GeV).

Figure 3 shows the nuclear modification factor R_{AA} as a function of p_T for D mesons in central 0-10% Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV at the LHC, compared to the CMS and ALICE data [84, 90]. In the figure, we also show R_{AA}’s for D mesons produced from charm quarks and gluons, respectively. Similar to charged hadrons, we can see that D mesons produced from charm quark fragmentation have less quenching than D mesons from gluon fragmentation. Again, after combining both charm quark and gluon contributions to D meson production, we obtain successful description of D meson R_{AA} data from CMS for p_T = 8-100 GeV.

In our study, both elastic scattering and inelastic radiative processes are included in the LBT simulation. The relative contributions from collisional and radiative en-

FIG. 4. Relative contributions from collisional and radiative energy loss components to D meson RAA as a function of pT in 0-10% Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV.

ergy loss components to the nuclear modifications of D mesons are shown in Fig. 4 for central 0-10% Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV at the LHC. One can see that while radiative energy loss provides more dominant contributions to the nuclear modification factor R_{AA} in the p_T range explored here, collisional energy loss also gives sizable contributions to R_{AA} at not-very-high p_T regime and such contribution diminishes with increasing p_T.

The above results clearly show that our calculation can simultaneously describe both D meson and light charged hadron R_{AA}’s for central 0-10% Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV at the LHC. Recently, CMS Collaborations have measured the nuclear modification factors for B mesons up to 30-40 GeV and B-decayed D mesons up to 80-100 GeV in Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV [74, 75]. It is very interesting to see whether our model can describe B meson and B-decayed D meson suppressions as well since beauty quarks have much larger mass. In Fig. 5, we show the nuclear modification factor R_{AA} as a function of p_T for B mesons and B-decayed D mesons, together with R_{AA}’s for charged hadrons and prompt D mesons, for 0-80% Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV at the LHC. Also shown are the CMS minimum bias data [6, 74, 84] for comparison. It is worth noting that we compute R_{AA} for 0-80% as follows: ⟨R_{AA}⟩ = ∑ c P^{(c)}R^{(c)}_{AA}, where P^{(c)} = N^{(c)}_{bin}/ ∑ c N^{(c)}_{bin} is the probability of finding jet events in a given centrality bin. If one uses an average medium profile via averaging the hydrodynamics profiles or initial conditions over different centralities, much less jet quenching effects would be obtained for the minimum bias calculation. Note that there are two B meson R_{AA} curves in the figure: one with rapidity |y| < 1 to compare with charged hadrons and D mesons, another with |y| < 2.4 to compare with the CMS data. From the figure, one can see that our model can simultaneously describe the nuclear modifications of charged hadrons,

FIG. 5. Nuclear modification factors for charged hadrons, prompt D mesons, B mesons and B-decayed D mesons in 0- 80% Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02A TeV compared to the CMS minimum bias data [6, 74, 75, 84].

prompt D mesons, B mesons and B-decayed D mesons. Below p_T = 30-40 GeV, B mesons exhibit less quenching than charged hadrons and D mesons, while above 30-40 GeV, our model predicts similar quenching for B mesons to charged hadrons and D mesons. We have verified that our conclusion on the flavor dependence of jet quenching is robust against various theoretical uncertainties, such as the factorization and renormalization scales, the lower temperature cutoff for jet-medium interaction, the cut for transverse momentum exchange between jet and medium in elastic collisions, etc. Future LHC experiments should be able to test our result.

Summary – With our state-of-the-art jet quenching model, we have presented a systematic and most complete study on the energy loss and nuclear modification of heavy and light flavor jets and hadrons in high-energy heavy-ion collisions. Our model combines a NLO perturbative QCD framework to calculate the productions of high p_T jet partons and hadrons, a linear Boltzmann transport model to simulate the evolution of heavy and light flavor jet partons in the QGP, and a realistic hydrodynamic model to describe the space-time evolution of the QGP fireball. It not only includes quark and gluon contributions to light and heavy flavor hadron productions, but also incorporates both elastic and inelastic interactions between jet partons and the medium constituents. By incorporating all important ingredients in our perturbative QCD based jet quenching model, we obtain the first satisfactory description of the experimental data for the nuclear modification factors of charged hadrons, prompt D mesons, B mesons and B-decayed D mesons over the widest range of transverse momenta (p_T = 8-300 GeV) in literature. This provides a natural solution to the flavor hierarchy puzzle of jet quenching, and constitutes a significant step forward for the precision study of jet-medium interaction in relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Our study also demonstrates that perturbative QCD calculation is sufficient for studying the color, mass and energy dependence of parton energy loss and jet quenching. With a solid understanding on how jet-medium interaction depends on jet properties (color, mass and energy), we are now in a position to really use jets to quantitatively probe the QGP properties. Based on our jet quenching model calculations, we predict that at transverse momenta p_T > 30-40 GeV, B mesons will also exhibit similar suppression effects to charged hadrons and D mesons, which can be tested by future high luminosity precision measurements.

Acknowledgments – We thank Yayun He, Zhongbo Kang, Tan Luo and Xin-Nian Wang for very helpful discussions. This work is supported in part by Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) under Grants No. 11775095, No. 11890711 and No. 11375072, and by the China Scholarship Council (CSC) under Grant No. 201906775042. S. C. is supported by U.S. Department of Energy under Contract No. de-sc0013460. H. X. is supported by NSFC under grant No. 11435004.

[1] X.-N. Wang and M. Gyulassy, Phys.Rev.Lett. 68, 1480 (1992).

[2] G.-Y. Qin and X.-N. Wang, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E24, 1530014 (2015), arXiv:1511.00790.

[3] J.-P. Blaizot and Y. Mehtar-Tani, Int. J. Mod. Phys.

E24, 1530012 (2015), arXiv:1503.05958.

[4] A. Majumder and M. Van Leeuwen, Prog.Part.Nucl.Phys. A66, 41 (2011), arXiv:1002.2206.

[5] M. Gyulassy, I. Vitev, X.-N. Wang, and B.-W. Zhang, (2003), arXiv:nucl-th/0302077.

[6] CMS, V. Khachatryan et al., JHEP 04, 039 (2017), arXiv:1611.01664.

[7] ALICE, S. Acharya et al., JHEP 11, 013 (2018), arXiv:1802.09145.

[8] ATLAS, G. Aad et al., JHEP 09, 050 (2015), arXiv:1504.04337.

[9] JET, K. M. Burke et al., Phys. Rev. C90, 014909 (2014), arXiv:1312.5003.

[10] A. Buzzatti and M. Gyulassy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 022301 (2012), arXiv:1106.3061.

[11] Y.-T. Chien, A. Emerman, Z.-B. Kang, G. Ovanesyan, and I. Vitev, Phys. Rev. D93, 074030 (2016), arXiv:1509.02936.

[12] C. Andrs, N. Armesto, M. Luzum, C. A. Salgado, and P. Zurita, Eur. Phys. J. C76, 475 (2016), arXiv:1606.04837.

[13] S. Cao, T. Luo, G.-Y. Qin, and X.-N. Wang, Phys. Lett.

B777, 255 (2018), arXiv:1703.00822.

[14] D. Zigic, I. Salom, J. Auvinen, M. Djordjevic, and M. Djordjevic, Phys. Lett. B791, 236 (2019), arXiv:1805.04786.

[15] ALICE, J. Adam et al., Phys. Lett. B746, 1 (2015), arXiv:1502.01689.

[16] ATLAS, G. Aad et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 072302

(2015), arXiv:1411.2357.

[17] CMS, V. Khachatryan et al., Phys. Rev. C96, 015202 (2017), arXiv:1609.05383.

[18] G.-Y. Qin and B. Muller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 162302 (2011), arXiv:1012.5280, [Erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett.108,189904(2012)].

[19] C. Young, B. Schenke, S. Jeon, and C. Gale, Phys.Rev.

C84, 024907 (2011), arXiv:1103.5769.

[20] W. Dai, I. Vitev, and B.-W. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett.

110, 142001 (2013), arXiv:1207.5177.

[21] X.-N. Wang and Y. Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 062301 (2013), arXiv:1302.5874.

[22] J.-P. Blaizot, E. Iancu, and Y. Mehtar-Tani, Phys.Rev.Lett. 111, 052001 (2013), arXiv:1301.6102.

[23] Y. Mehtar-Tani and K. Tywoniuk, Phys. Lett. B744, 284 (2015), arXiv:1401.8293.

[24] S. Cao and A. Majumder, (2017), arXiv:1712.10055. [25] Z.-B. Kang, F. Ringer, and I. Vitev, Phys. Lett. B769, 242 (2017), arXiv:1701.05839.

[26] Y. He et al., (2018), arXiv:1809.02525.

[27] Atlas Collaboration, G. Aad et al., Phys.Rev.Lett. 105, 252303 (2010), arXiv:1011.6182.

[28] CMS, S. Chatrchyan et al., Phys. Lett. B718, 773 (2013), arXiv:1205.0206.

[29] G.-Y. Qin, J. Ruppert, C. Gale, S. Jeon, and G. D.

Moore, Phys.Rev. C80, 054909 (2009), arXiv:0906.3280. [30] L. Chen, G.-Y. Qin, S.-Y. Wei, B.-W. Xiao, and H.-Z.

Zhang, Phys. Lett. B773, 672 (2017), arXiv:1607.01932. [31] L. Chen, G.-Y. Qin, S.-Y. Wei, B.-W. Xiao, and H.-Z.

Zhang, Phys. Lett. B782, 773 (2018), arXiv:1612.04202. [32] W. Chen, S. Cao, T. Luo, L.-G. Pang, and X.-N. Wang, Phys. Lett. B777, 86 (2018), arXiv:1704.03648.

[33] T. Luo, S. Cao, Y. He, and X.-N. Wang, (2018), arXiv:1803.06785.

[34] S.-L. Zhang, T. Luo, X.-N. Wang, and B.-W. Zhang, Phys. Rev. C98, 021901 (2018), arXiv:1804.11041.

[35] Z.-B. Kang, J. Reiten, I. Vitev, and B. Yoon, Phys. Rev.

D99, 034006 (2019), arXiv:1810.10007.

[36] CMS Collaboration, S. Chatrchyan et al., Phys.Lett.

B730, 243 (2014), arXiv:1310.0878.

[37] ATLAS, G. Aad et al., Phys. Lett. B739, 320 (2014), arXiv:1406.2979.

[38] N.-B. Chang and G.-Y. Qin, Phys. Rev. C94, 024902 (2016), arXiv:1603.01920.

[39] J. Casalderrey-Solana, D. Gulhan, G. Milhano, D. Pablos, and K. Rajagopal, JHEP 03, 135 (2017), arXiv:1609.05842.

[40] Y. Tachibana, N.-B. Chang, and G.-Y. Qin, Phys. Rev.

C95, 044909 (2017), arXiv:1701.07951.

[41] R. Kunnawalkam Elayavalli and K. C. Zapp, JHEP 07, 141 (2017), arXiv:1707.01539.

[42] J. Brewer, K. Rajagopal, A. Sadofyev, and W. Van Der Schee, JHEP 02, 015 (2018), arXiv:1710.03237.

[43] Y.-T. Chien and I. Vitev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 112301 (2017), arXiv:1608.07283.

[44] G. Milhano, U. A. Wiedemann, and K. C. Zapp, Phys.

Lett. B779, 409 (2018), arXiv:1707.04142.

[45] X. Dong, Y.-J. Lee, and R. Rapp, (2019), arXiv:1903.07709.

[46] A. Beraudo et al., Nucl. Phys. A979, 21 (2018), arXiv:1803.03824.

[47] S. Cao et al., (2018), arXiv:1809.07894.

[48] J. Uphoff, O. Fochler, Z. Xu, and C. Greiner, Phys. Rev.

C84, 024908 (2011), arXiv:1104.2295.

[49] M. He, R. J. Fries, and R. Rapp, Phys. Rev. C86, 014903 (2012), arXiv:1106.6006.

[50] C. Young, B. Schenke, S. Jeon, and C. Gale, Phys. Rev.

C86, 034905 (2012), arXiv:1111.0647.

[51] W. M. Alberico et al., Eur. Phys. J. C71, 1666 (2011), arXiv:1101.6008.

[52] M. Nahrgang, J. Aichelin, P. B. Gossiaux, and K. Werner, Phys. Rev. C90, 024907 (2014), arXiv:1305.3823.

[53] S. Cao, G.-Y. Qin, and S. A. Bass, Phys.Rev. C88, 044907 (2013), arXiv:1308.0617.

[54] S. Cao, G.-Y. Qin, and S. A. Bass, Phys. Rev. C92, 024907 (2015), arXiv:1505.01413.

[55] S. K. Das, F. Scardina, S. Plumari, and V. Greco, Phys.

Lett. B747, 260 (2015), arXiv:1502.03757.

[56] T. Song, H. Berrehrah, D. Cabrera, W. Cassing, and E. Bratkovskaya, Phys. Rev. C93, 034906 (2016), arXiv:1512.00891.

[57] S. Cao, T. Luo, G.-Y. Qin, and X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev.

C94, 014909 (2016), arXiv:1605.06447.

[58] C. A. G. Prado et al., Phys. Rev. C96, 064903 (2017), arXiv:1611.02965.

[59] S. Cao, A. Majumder, G.-Y. Qin, and C. Shen, Phys.

Lett. B793, 433 (2019), arXiv:1711.09053.

[60] S. Y. F. Liu and R. Rapp, Phys. Rev. C97, 034918 (2018), arXiv:1711.03282.

[61] S. Li, C. Wang, X. Yuan, and S. Feng, Phys. Rev. C98, 014909 (2018), arXiv:1803.01508.

[62] W. Ke, Y. Xu, and S. A. Bass, Phys. Rev. C98, 064901 (2018), arXiv:1806.08848.

[63] R. Katz, C. A. G. Prado, J. Noronha-Hostler, J. Noronha, and A. A. P. Suaide, (2019), arXiv:1906.10768.

[64] PHENIX, A. Adare et al., Phys. Rev. C91, 044907 (2015), arXiv:1405.3301.

[65] STAR, L. Adamczyk et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 142301 (2014), arXiv:1404.6185, [Erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett.121,no.22,229901(2018)].

[66] ALICE, B. Abelev et al., JHEP 09, 112 (2012), arXiv:1203.2160.

[67] M. Djordjevic, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 042302 (2014), arXiv:1307.4702.

[68] E. Norrbin and T. Sjostrand, Eur. Phys. J. C17, 137 (2000), arXiv:hep-ph/0005110.

[69] ATLAS, G. Aad et al., Eur. Phys. J. C73, 2301 (2013), arXiv:1210.0441.

[70] J. Huang, Z.-B. Kang, and I. Vitev, Phys. Lett. B726, 251 (2013), arXiv:1306.0909.

[71] J. Huang, Z.-B. Kang, I. Vitev, and H. Xing, Phys. Lett.

B750, 287 (2015), arXiv:1505.03517.

[72] S. Cao, G.-Y. Qin, and X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. C93, 024912 (2016), arXiv:1511.04009.

[73] Z.-B. Kang, F. Ringer, and I. Vitev, JHEP 03, 146 (2017), arXiv:1610.02043.

[74] CMS, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 152301 (2017), arXiv:1705.04727.

[75] CMS, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Submitted to: Phys. Rev.

Lett. (2018), arXiv:1810.11102.

[76] B. Jager, A. Schafer, M. Stratmann, and W. Vogelsang, Phys. Rev. D67, 054005 (2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0211007.

[77] F. Aversa, P. Chiappetta, M. Greco, and J. P. Guillet, Nucl. Phys. B327, 105 (1989).

[78] J. Pumplin et al., JHEP 07, 012 (2002), arXiv:hepph/0201195.

[79] S. Kretzer, Phys. Rev. D62, 054001 (2000), arXiv:hepph/0003177.

[80] T. Kneesch, B. A. Kniehl, G. Kramer, and I. Schienbein, Nucl. Phys. B799, 34 (2008), arXiv:0712.0481.

[81] B. A. Kniehl, G. Kramer, I. Schienbein, and H. Spiesberger, Phys. Rev. D77, 014011 (2008), arXiv:0705.4392.

[82] K. Eskola, H. Paukkunen, and C. Salgado, JHEP 0904, 065 (2009), arXiv:0902.4154.

[83] Y. He, T. Luo, X.-N. Wang, and Y. Zhu, Phys. Rev.

C91, 054908 (2015), arXiv:1503.03313, [Erratum: Phys. Rev.C97,no.1,019902(2018)].

[84] CMS, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Phys. Lett. B782, 474 (2018), arXiv:1708.04962.

[85] X.-N. Wang and X.-f. Guo, Nucl. Phys. A696, 788 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0102230.

[86] B.-W. Zhang, E. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 93, 072301 (2004), arXiv:nucl-th/0309040. [87] A. Majumder, Phys. Rev. D85, 014023 (2012), arXiv:0912.2987.

[88] L. Pang, Q. Wang, and X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. C86, 024911 (2012), arXiv:1205.5019.

[89] L.-G. Pang, H. Petersen, and X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev.

C97, 064918 (2018), arXiv:1802.04449.

[90] ALICE, S. Acharya et al., JHEP 10, 174 (2018), arXiv:1804.09083.