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Abstract
Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP), a QCD state of matter created in ultra-relativistic
heavy-ion collisions, has remarkable properties including, for example, a
low shear viscosity over entropy ratio. By detecting the collection of low-
momentum particles that arise from the collision, it is possible to gain quant-
itative insight into the created matter. However, its fast evolution and thermal-
ization properties remain elusive. Only the usage of high momentum objects
as probes of QGP can unveil its constituents at different wavelengths. In this
review, we attempt to provide a comprehensive picture of what was, so far,
possible to infer about QGP given our current theoretical understanding of jets,
heavy-flavor, and quarkonia. We will bridge the resulting qualitative picture to
the experimental observations done at both the LHC and RHIC. We will focus
on the phenomenological description of experimental observations, provide a
brief analytical summary of the description of hard probes, and an outlook to-
wards the main difficulties we will need to surpass in the following years. To
benchmark QGP-related effects, we will also address nuclear modifications to
the initial state and hadronization effects.
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1 Introduction
The strong interaction is one of the four known forces in physics. In the experimentally accessible
energy regime, it is described by a quantum field theory: quantum chromodynamics (QCD). Albeit we
believe that we know the underlying equations, the theory’s degrees of freedom, quarks and gluons (force
carriers) are not directly observed in nature. They are confined in complex objects, the hadrons, such
as protons and neutrons, of the size of 10−15 m. QCD is a non-abelian gauge theory where gluons also
carry strong interaction ’color’ charges allowing them to interact with each other. As such, in contrast to
electromagnetic and weak interactions, calculations for low momentum exchanges are not amenable to
perturbation theory. Interestingly, the building blocks of nuclei, hadrons such as protons and neutrons,
make up most of the known ordinary energy in the universe, and the gluon field inside them dominates
their mass.

The hadron’s fundamental constituents only reveal themselves at a large-momentum exchange or,
equivalently, short distances. An example is the production of high momentum particles or jets, which
serve as a proxy for the outgoing quark or gluon resulting from such large energy exchange interaction.
One may wonder, then, how can we ’see’ these quarks and gluons move freely over larger distances than
the typical hadron size? The answer is "we can do it indirectly". We heat a macroscopic volume of these
hadrons in the laboratory to release them and form a new QCD matter state named quark-gluon plasma
(QGP).

1.1 Why do we study quark-gluon plasma?
Quark-gluon plasma (QGP) is a high-temperature matter phase built from up-to-now fundamental QCD
particles. This thermodynamic system can be characterized by the temperature and the chemical po-
tentials associated with quantum numbers conserved under strong interaction, such as the baryon num-
ber. At asymptotically large temperatures and low chemical potentials, the strong interaction becomes
weakly coupled due to asymptotic freedom. The thermodynamic properties can be well described by
weak-coupling perturbation theory 1: a free plasma of quarks and gluons appears at zeroth order of
the coupling constant. But can we trust the extrapolation of our knowledge of single-particle scattering
processes and present theory calculations from asymptotically high energies and temperatures to lower
scales?

At temperatures around T = 150 MeV, we approach the hadronization transition. However, the
thermodynamic system becomes non-trivial before being characterized as a gas of hadrons. Its concep-
tual and quantitative description is currently an open quest. For zero baryochemical potential, we know
from lattice gauge theory calculations of the equation of state that the transition between hadrons and
QGP is a rapid cross-over. Beyond this theoretical insight, we do not understand the degrees of freedom
of this matter when probed at different energy scales. Studying strongly interacting matter in extreme
conditions tests our understanding of parton confinement inside hadrons and mass generation via the
strong interaction, the two properties of QCD defining matter as we know it. The concepts applied to
QGP range from solving the gauge theory on the lattice, stretching weak coupling techniques to their
limits and employing the AdS/CFT correspondence to explore the strongly coupled regime of gauge
theory [3].

Experimental observations allowed us to establish the applicability of close-to-ideal hydrodynam-
ics when modeling the produced matter. Hence, they have set the paradigm of the strongly coupled
QGP. The shear viscosity over entropy ratio appears to be close to AdS/CFT calculations indicating the
smallest observed value in nature. This makes these strongly coupled systems resemble ultra-cold fermi
gases that can be produced in modern atomic physics set-ups in the laboratory (see for a comparison of
the different systems in [4] and for a recent extraction of η/s in [5]).

The interest in QGP is much broader than studying fundamental QCD interactions at the different
1For a recent review see [1] and for the complete expression of the free energy [2]
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phase-space regions. In a sense, the questions addressed in heavy-ion collisions or the tools used to
study the created matter are shared with nearby physics fields research as condensed matter physics,
high-energy physics, hadron structure, and astrophysics.

To understand QGP characteristics, it is crucial to understand the effects originated by the incom-
ing nuclei, the initial state of the collision, from the subsequent evolution of the created matter (QGP
itself). As it turns out, the colliding nuclei in the initial state are not a simple superposition of nucleons
even at the high collision energies. Most of the particle production is driven by a densely packed system
dominated by gluons, and it is still unclear if this system shows signs of saturation2. Its observation is
still one of the open questions in hadron structure studies.

As for tools used to study QGP, high-transverse momentum jets analyzed in heavy-ion collisions
are one of the building blocks of high-energy physics searches in the hunt for new physics. The tools and
object definition strategies naturally overlap between the two fields, benefiting both communities.

The application of thermodynamics and hydrodynamics implying very fast ’hydrodynamization’
of the system 3, brings the field of QGP physics in contact with more general questions related to univer-
sal features of out-of-equilibrium physics and their approach to thermal equilibrium. One can ask: When
does a hydrodynamic description become suitable [6], and how do we get to it [7]?

Beyond the understanding of strong interactions and the approach to equilibrium in a gauge theory,
the early universe was in this state of matter during its lifetime about microseconds after its creation. The
core of neutron stars may be composed of quark matter relevant to the physics of neutron star mergers [8].
Quark matter physics is therefore connected to cosmology and astrophysics.

Quantifying QGP and its transition to ordinary hadrons is essential for understanding the strong
interaction and connecting to other physics fields. In contrast to particle physics, QGP physics, as a field
of many-body physics, does not follow a reductionist path to understanding nature but studies emergent
phenomena at the smallest length scales available.

1.2 Accessing QGP in heavy-ion collisions: matter production and ’external’ probes
To experimentally study QGP, ultra-relativistic heavy-ions are brought to collisions at accelerator facil-
ities at Brookhaven National Laboratory (USA) and CERN (Europe). We can create a deconfined matter
at close to zero net-baryon number at midrapidity by reaching high enough energy densities. The life-
time of the created medium is, however, very short, around 10 fm/c. Therefore, the properties of this
state of matter have to be extracted indirectly from detecting particles emitted from the collision point
at much later time scales. Thermodynamic and hydrodynamic concepts are applied to soft particle pro-
duction, namely, to the descriptions of light-flavor hadron production and correlations at low transverse
momentum scales. They carry the vast majority of the deposited energy in the collision zone. These small
transverse momenta and, hence, long-wavelength modes can be used to characterize the system within
a hydrodynamic modeling set-up. Namely, its space-time evolution, the matter velocity fields, thermo-
dynamic and transport properties for energy-momentum or quantum numbers conservation. However,
these modes decouple late from the system’s time evolution and allow only to directly access the time
evolution of macroscopic properties and details of the decoupling4. To study the microscopic proper-
ties at early times, we need to test the system with higher resolution using ’external’ probes that can be
identified from the soft hadronic bulk of the collision.

Fortunately, particles from high-momentum exchanges are produced at the nuclei’s impact and
can be handled as external probes that are not fully thermalized. Given a sufficiently large momentum

2This assumed property of hadronic wave functions at very large energies results from non-linear recombination phenomena
that limit the continuous growth of the partons occupancy level inside hadrons (see section 3 for more details).

3The word hydrodynamization refers to situations where the fluid cells are far from local equilibrium, but the system can
already be described by hydrodynamics.

4Soft electromagnetic radiation allows inferring the information with a probe that decouples at the moment of the photon or
virtual photon emission to a very good approximation.
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exchange, their production rate can be calculated within perturbative QCD (pQCD). These so-called
’hard’ probes traverse the created matter. By using the different high-momentum objects produced at
the collision, we can resolve different length scales and access information not available from the bulk
particle emission. Furthermore, because their production is amenable to pQCD, they can be used to
infer information on the initial state of the heavy-ion collision via system measurements where QGP
modifications are small. This review focuses on the two most prominent hard probes of this type: jets
and heavy flavor particles.

This document attempts to provide an overview of heavy quarks and jets as tools to investigate
the properties of QGP produced in heavy-ion collisions. The following chapters are built following
the physics-oriented topics that these objects can probe. In chapter 2, we attempt to motivate the use
of high-momentum objects as unique probes of QGP. Any attempt to obtain information regarding the
created medium needs precise knowledge regarding the initial state. As such, in chapter 3, we will
focus on the current uncertainties on nuclear Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs), their improvement
based on jets and heavy-flavor measurements and how they are currently affecting the interpretation
of the present experimental results. It follows chapter 4 where we provide a general picture of the
current experimental results on jets and heavy flavor. This chapter also provides a brief state-of-the-
art theoretical description of QGP-induced modifications on these objects. While much of our current
understanding is due to qualitative features observed in data, we can provide quantitative estimates for
QGP transport coefficients. The procedure to infer these quantities from hard probes and the current
landscape when compared with the soft sector are presented in chapter 5. Despite its high-momentum
scale, jets and heavy flavor are subject to non-perturbative effects such as hadronization. In chapter 6,
we discuss the current uncertainties on hadronization mechanisms when extrapolating from e+e− to pp
and AA collisions. Lighter systems are currently an open problem as it is still unclear whether there are
the necessary conditions for developing a QGP droplet. We will motivate the use of hard probes as an
additional handle to solve this puzzle in chapter 7. With the current leverage on hard probes and estimates
of average QGP quantities, the next natural step would be to exploit hard probes as tomographic probes
of the created medium. Our perspective on the future use of jets and heavy flavor particles to unveil QGP
time evolution will be addressed in chapter 8. Finally, some general conclusions and outlook follow in
chapter 9.

2 Why do we study jets and heavy flavor particles?
After the two Lorentz-contracted ion disks collide, numerous interactions occur between quarks and
gluons (also referred to as partons). Those mainly involve small transverse momentum transfers that
will contribute to QGP formation. By measuring angular distributions and correlation functions of the
low transverse momentum (soft) particles, it has been found that the obtained results are consistent with
the expectation from a strongly interacting QGP [9]. Namely, the magnitude of the azimuthal aniso-
tropy of the emitted final-state particles is compatible with models built from relativistic hydrodynamics
with minimal shear viscosity. These low transverse momentum particles (known as ’soft probes’) have
provided several insights into QGP. However, there are still many unresolved questions that could not yet
be answered directly with the studies of soft particles:

1. How does a strongly coupled QGP emerge from an asymptotic free gauge theory?
2. What is the substructure of QGP when probed at various length scales?
3. What are the QGP transport properties?

To answer the first question, ideally, we would like to trace a colored probe with known four-
momentum that is initially far from thermalization and study how this object evolves in the medium as
a function of time. To probe the QGP substructure, the most desirable experiment would be a scattering
experiment, such as the one performed by Ernest Rutherford for the studies of the internal structure

5



of an atom [10, 11]. One could then learn about the transport properties of the medium by checking
how the hard probes get scattered when plowing through the created medium. In addition, those hard
probes could leave wakes beyond as they propagate through the plasma. The propagation of the wake
trailing the probe could provide a further understanding of QGP transport properties, such as the speed
of sound that Lattice QCD-based models can calculate. As such, hard probes allow us to study QCD
in a high color density environment over an extensive range of energy scales involving not only ΛQCD

but also other scales related to the medium, e.g., the medium temperature and the Debye screening
length. The theoretical developments associated with modifications of hard probes will push the limits
of applicability of perturbative QCD and provide important tests on the scales where the perturbative
approach breaks down.

Although it is not yet feasible to probe QGP with an external probe due to the short lifetime of
the medium (at the order of 10 yoctoseconds), large momentum transfer scatterings between partons
from the nuclei happen occasionally. Those scatterings originate quarks and gluons with large transverse
momentum that will develop concurrently with the remaining collision. These fast-moving and non-
thermalized partons propagate through the produced medium and will interact with it losing energy.
Among those, heavy quarks are particularly interesting. Because of the relatively small abundance in the
QGP medium, the heavy-quark flavor (charm and beauty) rarely changes in the medium through elastic
scatterings via strong interactions. It can only change via weak interaction with decay times of the order
of picoseconds. Due to their large masses, they are expected to have a much longer relaxation time than
light flavor partons (light quarks and gluons). This enables us to trace a slow-moving colored probe
which opens a window to extract the in-medium color force. Moreover, heavy quarks are also expected
to lose a smaller amount of energy through radiation due to the dead-cone effect5 that could provide us
an opportunity to test energy loss models.

Theoretically, the production rate of hard probes is calculable with perturbative QCD due to the
large transverse momentum transfer involved in those processes. Those calculations have been tested
extensively in elementary collision systems such as e+e− and proton-(anti-)proton collisions. Moreover,
those probes are expected to be produced early, so they experience the whole medium evolution. This
means that the modification of hard probes is accumulated throughout their journey while traversing the
rapidly cooling QGP medium.

2.1 Different probes of QGP evolution
2.1.1 Jets for the studies of high momentum partons
Experimentally, due to color confinement, one cannot directly detect high momentum quarks and gluons.
They evolve and radiate into a beam of partons. At the end of the shower, these partons eventually
hadronize, and final state hadrons are produced. The resulting hadron transverse momentum spectrum
carries information about the modification of the parent parton produced in the initial hard scattering.
However, on average, individual hadrons have a small fraction of the initial parton momentum. Due to
the steeply falling momentum spectra characteristic of a hard scattering process and the shape of the
fragmentation function of the outgoing partons, studies of transverse momentum hadron spectrum are
also more sensitive to hadronization effects.

To get a complete picture, jets, objects based on clusters of final-state particles originating from
a quark or a gluon, are currently the closest experiment of this kind that could capture a more signific-
ant fraction of the mother parton momentum compared to individual hadrons. Jets are defined by jet
clustering algorithms and can be used as a good proxy for the initiating quark or gluon. The most com-
monly used jet finding algorithm, in both proton-proton and heavy-ion collisions, is the anti-kT . With
the distance parameter set to R, this algorithm essentially behaves like a cone algorithm with radius R.

5Suppression of small-angle gluon radiation induced by the lower heavy quark velocity at the same kinetic energy compared
to light quarks. See section 4 for more details.
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In hadronic colliders, R is usually defined as R =
√

∆y2 + ∆φ2, where ∆y is the rapidity difference
between two particles and ∆φ is the azimuthal angle difference. In the presence of a QGP, medium-
induced gluon radiation and elastic energy loss could transfer the parton energy to distances larger than
the jet area. By comparing jet momentum spectra in proton-proton and heavy-ion collisions, it is possible
to extract the amount of the initiating parton energy that the jet algorithm cannot cluster into the main
jet. Theoretically, the amount of energy loss is closely related to the medium’s color density, stopping
and elastic scattering power, which will be discussed in Sections 4 and 5. Moreover, jets are intrinsically
multi-scale probes. Due to the probabilistic nature of the parton fragmentation process, partons of the
same initial energy could form different parton showers. Classifying jets according to their substructure
gives access to the parton shower history. One has thus more differential information about QGP struc-
ture. As we will discuss in Section 8, jets and heavy flavor have the potential to gain more insights into
the QGP time evolution.

Attenuation of the jets, often referred to as jet quenching, is essential experimental evidence for the
parton energy loss in the presence of a QCD matter. However, in addition to the medium-induced modi-
fication, jet observables such as jet momentum spectra [12,13] and dijet angular distributions [14,15] are
sensitive to the initial parton distribution functions of the heavy nuclei. Studies of nuclear modification
of the parton distribution functions using jets in smaller systems such as proton-ion collisions, which will
be discussed in Section 3, are of great interest for interpreting the results in heavy-ion collisions.

2.1.2 Heavy flavor hadrons for the studies of heavy quarks
We face a similar issue in detecting heavy quarks, and the experimental observables are heavy-flavor
hadrons or heavy-flavor-tagged jets. Heavy flavor particles are versatile probes because of their large
mass compared to ΛQCD and the medium temperature. Therefore, their production cross-sections are
calculable by perturbative QCD. They do not change identity via strong interaction inside the medium
since QGP rarely contains heavy quarks with masses larger than its temperature. They are also produced
early due to the large momentum transfer involved, and most of them will carry low momenta. With low
momentum heavy-flavor hadrons, we hope to extract the diffusion coefficients of QGP and reveal the
in-medium color force based on theoretical input (see section 5). Measurements of intermediate to high
transverse momentum heavy-flavor hadron [16, 17] and jets [18] provide tests on jet quenching models.
Mainly, those measurements are more sensitive to the elastic scattering power of QGP when compared
to the light flavor, as will be discussed in section 4.

The organization process of quarks and gluons into color-neutral hadrons, the hadronization pro-
cess, is a fundamental question in QCD. Due to its very low momentum transfer processes, the descrip-
tion of the hadronization is a challenging problem, even in vacuum. Studies of heavy quarks in heavy-ion
collisions provide a unique opportunity to study the hadronization process in environments with dif-
ferent surrounding parton densities. In a high parton density environment, novel mechanisms such as
those realized in parton recombination, where hadrons are formed via a combination of nearby quarks,
could change the heavy flavor baryons-to-meson multiplicity ratios. Moreover, the relative abundance of
heavy-flavor hadrons with and without strangeness could reveal the flavor role of QGP’s hadronization
(see Section 6 for more information).

2.1.3 Quarkonia with various size, Bc and exotica
More than 95% of the produced heavy-quarks at the RHIC and LHC hadronized to heavy-flavor baryons
and mesons. A small fraction of them forms Quarkonium states (QQ̄) and Bc mesons. Those states
are particularly interesting probes because of two heavy quarks in the hadron. Quarkonia with differ-
ent hadron sizes and binding strengths are probes of the Debye screening lengths in the medium and the
medium-induced decays since these finite temperature modifications produce different surviving probab-
ilities inside QGP. Moreover, ab-initio calculations of equilibrium properties on the lattice are available,
allowing for a data-model comparison.
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Quarkonia spectra are also sensitive to the parton recombination involving two heavy quarks. The
recombination may happen at the phase boundary or even in the hadron phase, which may be stud-
ied using exotic hadrons such as X(3872), a tetraquark (or hadron molecule) candidate. Together with
heavy-flavor hadrons, one can draw an interesting connection between the in-medium color force, de-
confinement, and hadronization of QGP.

3 The initial state of heavy-ion collisions with jets and heavy quarks
The initial state of heavy-ion collisions at high energies is defined by the partons in the colliding nuclei.
A nucleus is characterized by an average partonic density that determines the production rate of the
released partons after the initial impact. In addition, there are event-by-event fluctuations induced by the
relative position of the nucleons inside the nucleus and sub-nucleonic fluctuations. These will affect the
energy deposition in the plane transverse to the colliding beams, thus being relevant for the azimuthal
anisotropies of particle production in heavy-ion collisions.

In this chapter, we will introduce the concept of nuclear parton densities in section 3.1. It follows
a discussion of its influence on QGP physics in nucleus-nucleus collisions in section 3.2. We then
address jet and heavy-flavor measurements in proton-nucleus collisions and their effects on nuclear PDF
estimations in 3.1. In this subsection, we also briefly address current limitations and possible caveats and
discuss the impact parameter dependence of nPDFs. We conclude with a discussion of future directions
in 3.4.

3.1 Parton distribution functions and their modification in nuclear collisions
The production cross-section of jets and heavy quarks in hadronic collisions can be calculated in pQCD
assuming factorization. We neglect, for the moment, the modifications of the final state kinematics
induced after the initial hard scatterings in heavy-ion collisions (jet quenching, see chapter 4). In this
perspective, the production cross-section of a specific flavor parton is expressed as a convolution of the
parton densities in the initial state and a hard matrix element calculated in pQCD. Therefore, the parton
densities determine the abundance of QGP hard probes produced early in the collision.

In collinear factorization, the total cross-section for the process O with a single hard scale Q in
the collision of hadron h1 and hadron h2 can be expressed as:

σO(s,Q2) = (1)
∞∑
n=0

αnS(µ2R) ·
∑
i,j

∫
dx1dx2fi/h1(xi, µ

2
F )fj/h2(xj , µ

2
F )× σ̂i,j→O+X(Q(xi, xj , s), µ

2
R, µ

2
F ) ,

where the outer sum runs over powers of the coupling constant αS and the inner sum runs over the i
and j indices representing different parton species. Eq. 1 considers only the leading powers in 1/Q.
The perturbative calculation for a specific parton pair i, j is denoted by σ̂i,j→O+X and it is controlled
by the hard scale of the process, Q, the renormalization scale, µR, and the factorization scale, µF . The
non-perturbative functions fi/h1, fj/h2 are the parton distribution functions (PDFs) that depend on the
fractional momentum carried by the parton xi,xj and factorization scale, µF . A detailed introduction to
perturbative calculations in collider physics can be found in Ref. [19].

The presence of µF is a consequence of the factorization between the hard process and the non-
perturbative PDF that absorbs the collinear infrared divergences of parton splittings below this scale.
Thus, the PDF definition depends on the factorization scheme’s choice and must be evaluated consist-
ently. Nevertheless, a common choice is to set the factorization scale to the external hard scale. One often
refers, for simplicity, to the ’scale’ dependence of PDFs. The scale dependence of the non-perturbative
PDF is given by the perturbative Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi equations (DGLAP). At
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leading order in αS , it reads as:

dfi(x, µF )

d logµ2F
=

∑
j

∫ 1

x

dz

z

αs
2π
Pi←−j(z)fj(

x

z
, µF ) =

αS
2π

∑
j

(Pi←−j ⊗ fj)(x, µF ), (2)

where Pi←j(z) is the splitting kernel from the parton type j to parton of type i, and z is the fractional
longitudinal momentum carried by parton j relative to parton i.

In the case of single hadron production, where the hadron is not definable on the partonic level, the
cross-section computation contains an additional convolution with a fragmentation function. It provides
the transition from the perturbatively calculated object O to the hadron in the final state. These functions
will also depend on an additional factorization scale that marks the transition between the perturbative
and non-perturbative physics with respect to the final state (for a review on fragmentation functions
see [20] 6).

Altogether, at finite order in perturbation theory, the result of the perturbative QCD calculation de-
pends on the choice of the factorization and renormalization scales via logarithms of the type log(µ/Q).
It is common to setQ = µF = µR and to vary this choice to assess the impact of higher-order corrections
not included in the perturbative calculation. A discussion of scale dependence can be found in [21].

The PDFs are determined by fits to experimental data, and we use the DGLAP evolution equation
to connect constraints from processes at differentQ, but at the same x 7. The amount of experimental data
and the systematic experimental uncertainties will naturally dictate the constraining power of the PDF
fitting method. A larger statistic and smaller systematic experimental uncertainties will reflect minor
PDF uncertainties. An experimental observable can be used to further constrain the PDF, provided that
its experimental uncertainty is smaller than the current PDF uncertainty. In addition, the observable must
be calculable within collinear perturbative QCD with theoretical uncertainties smaller than the size of
the PDF uncertainties 8.

The bulk of experimental data constraining PDFs stems from deep inelastic scattering (DIS) of
a lepton with a hadron. In DIS, the four-momentum transfer Q2 is calculated from the incoming and
outgoing lepton four momenta q = pout−pin: Q2 = −q2. The kinematic variable Bjorken-x is calculated
as Q2/(2 · Pq), where P is the nucleon’s four-momentum. In the Q2 >> m2

proton limit, the Bjorken-x
can be identified with the longitudinal momentum fraction of the probed parton in the nucleon. Fig. 1,
on the left, shows the scattering of the lepton with a quark via a virtual photon in DIS. In addition, the
Drell-Yan process in hadronic collisions, the production of virtual photons, W and Z bosons, are used to
put constraints on PDFs. The lepton-pair invariant mass or transverse momentum provides the hard scale
while the Bjorken-x is correlated with the lepton kinematics in the final state. This is illustrated in Fig. 1
(middle) for the case of lepton-antilepton production from a virtual photon in a hadron-hadron collision.
Based on the involved hard perturbative scale and factorization, the production of jets and heavy quarks
can also be used to constrain PDFs. Prototypically, a Feynman diagram contributing to dijet production
is shown in Fig. 1 (right).

The parton distributions of the proton are known with reasonable precision over a broad range of
Bjorken-x down to about 10−4 based on lepton-proton collider data from HERA and, more recently, W,
Z and dijet measurements from the LHC [24].

A nuclear PDF (nPDF) must be defined in hadronic collisions involving nuclei rather than protons.
In this case, one can define the nPDF in the following way:

fi,(A,Z)(x, µF ) =
Z

A
fi,p(A,Z)(x, µF ) +

A− Z
A

fi,n(A,Z)(x, µF ), (3)

6Under the assumption of factorization concerning the final state, fragmentation functions in a nucleus-nucleus collision can
be used to encode the QGP-induced modifications, see section 4.

7Constraints from lattice QCD become available, see for a discussion in [22].
8A discussion and implementation of theoretical uncertainties in PDF determinations is given in reference [23].

9



Figure 1: Parton scattering Feynman diagrams contributing at leading order to deep-inelastic scattering in electron-
hadron collisions (left), neutral Drell-Yan production in hadron-hadron collisions (middle), dijet production in
hadron-hadron collisions (right).

Figure 2: Different regions of nuclear modification in the nuclear PDF parameterization of EPPS16 taken from
Ref. [25].

generalizing Eq. 1 for nucleon-nucleon collisions and taking into account the nuclear mass number A
and charge number Z of the nucleus. The average protons and the neutrons PDFs contained inside the
nucleus are denoted as fi,p(A,Z) and fi,n(A,Z) respectively. In the simplest scenario, the nuclear PDF
fi,(A,Z) is a superposition of the free protons’ and neutrons’ PDF. This assumption leads to a scaling
of the cross-section with the nuclear mass number A (neglecting the difference between the neutrons’
and protons’ valence quarks) when substituting the interacting nucleon for a nucleus of the same mass
number A. However, deviations from this simple expectation were reported from the SLAC experiment
in 1972 when measuring the total hadronic photoabsorption cross-section for carbon, copper, and lead
nuclei [26]. In the 1980s, the European Muon Collaboration (EMC) saw strong nuclear modifications of
DIS cross-sections (see, e.g., in [27]). Since then, this phenomenon has been measured with increasing
precision.

There is no quantitative theoretical description for the observed nuclear effects until today. They
are associated to multiple scattering phenomena at low and intermediate x [28] or consequences of gluon
saturation at low x < 10−2 [29]. Antishadowing is commonly discussed in terms of momentum and
baryon number sum rules balancing the modifications at lower x. The EMC-effect is often associated
with short-range correlations at high-x [30] and/or with Fermi-motion at high-x [31]. The resulting
nuclear modification of PDFs (ratio between nPDF and proton PDF) is also found experimentally to
depend on the nuclear mass number of the nucleus. Accordingly, one separates phenomenologically four
approximate regions of the nuclear modification of parton distribution functions as depicted in Fig. 2:

– at the lowest Bjorken-x, the shadowing region

10
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Figure 3: Single beauty quark RAA as function of rapidity with EPPS16 and nCTEQ15 in PbPb collisions at
√
sNN =5.02 TeV only displaying the uncertainty from nuclear PDFs. The calculation is performed at fixed

next-to-leading order with a scale choice of µF = µR = mbeauty calculated with MADGRAPH5AMC@NLO
[42].

– the antishadowing region around x = 10−1

– the EMC-effect region around x = 5 · 10−1

– the Fermi-motion at x ≈ 1.

As for the Q2-dependence of nuclear modifications, it has been argued to follow the DGLAP
evolution as the nucleon’s PDF itself [32, 33]. This assumption has been adapted to absorb the nuclear
modifications into process-independent nuclear PDFs extracted from a fit to nuclear DIS and Drell-Yan
data. Given the conceptual simplicity and the phenomenological success of this approach within the
current experimental precision, see for recent extractions at NLO [25, 34–41], this assumption can be
considered as an agnostic framework to discuss nuclear modifications of parton densities. We adapt it for
this manuscript and discuss different phenomena potentially relevant to the context of the observables
considered in this chapter afterward.

3.2 Impact on the extraction of properties of QGP
A natural quantification of QGP-induced modifications for hard scale QCD processes are comparisons
between pp and nucleus-nucleus collisions, where the pp measurement is treated as a vacuum baseline.
This approach allows canceling, approximately, uncertainties in analytical calculations9 and in the ex-
periment. However, modifications induced by the initial state of heavy-ion collisions (the presence of
nuclear PDFs) are still present. These must be taken into account for the extraction of QGP properties.

To illustrate the impact of our limited knowledge of the initial state, we can take the nuclear
modification factor RAA as an example. In the nuclear modification factor, yields or cross-sections
measured in nuclear collisions are normalized by the proton-proton equivalents:

RAA =
Y X
AA

〈TAA〉 · σXpp
, (4)

9As an example, the estimated uncertainties in a pQCD calculation from scale variations.
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where Y X
AA is the yield of the signalNX normalised to the number of inelastic nucleus-nucleus collisions

N evt
cent in a given centrality class cent. The centrality class is defined as the quantile of an experimentally

measured quantity’s distribution that is strongly correlated with the impact parameter of the nucleus-
nucleus collision. Typically, the number of particles or energy in a given acceptance. The nuclear overlap
function 〈TAA〉 is defined for a given centrality class and calculated within a Glauber model [43]. If the
nuclear collision is a simple superposition of proton-proton collisions, the nuclear modification factor is
equal to one 10. For the centrality integrated case, the nuclear modification factor can be expressed as the
cross-section ratio in the nucleus-nucleus collision divided byA2 times the cross-section in pp collisions.
Thus, the nuclear modification factor has a direct sensitivity to nuclear PDFs. As we will see below, the
uncertainties induced by the missing knowledge on nuclear PDFs can be sizeable. Most notably for
gluons (see section 3.3).

We can construct the centrality integrated nuclear modification factor as the ratio of cross-sections
only considering the nuclear PDFs as the origin of the modification for PbPb collisions at the LHC at√
sNN = 5 TeV. In this case, RAA contains the nuclear PDFs in the numerator and the proton PDFs in

the denominator through the cross-section (eq. (1)).

Taking beauty production as an example (see Fig. 3), we consider the pT -integrated inclusive
heavy-quark cross-section. It is dominated by the kinematic domain of low transverse momentum that
directly measures heavy-quark diffusion, thermalization, and heavy-quark pair interaction, as will be
discussed later. The hard scale of the process is given by the mass scale of the beauty quark. At LHC
collision energy, these comparatively lowQ scales are, to a large extent, produced by midrapidity partons
at low Bjorken-x, down to 10−3 (ratio of the hard scale and the center-of-mass energy). Gluons in the
initial state largely dominate the production in this kinematic regime. There are no clean constraints for
nuclei from DIS and DY fixed-target data for this low-x. Consequently, the nuclear PDF in this regime is
largely unconstrained, and the uncertainties are largely based on nPDF parameterization extrapolations.

The rapidity distribution of beauty nuclear modification factors is shown in Fig. 3, taking two
nuclear parton distributions often used in the community for illustration purposes 11. As discussed in
chapter 4.2.3, the measurement of the rapidity dependence is essential for investigating QGP physics.
The nuclear modification factor amounts to 0.65 for nCTEQ and 0.8 for EPPS16 at midrapidity but with
uncertainties that stretch the full dynamic range of plausible values. In this case, the interpretation of the
nuclear beauty production at low transverse momentum is dominated by the uncertainties of the initial
production. The situation is worse for charm production probing smaller Bjorken-x as it requires even
larger extrapolation towards low Bjorken-x. This is shown in [44] where the 90% confidence level of
EPPS16 for the pT integrated nuclear modification factor of D0 at midrapidity stretches from 0.2 to 1.05.
Therefore, any additional knowledge of nuclear modification of parton distribution functions is crucial
for interpreting these observables in nucleus-nucleus collisions.

The inclusive production of hadrons at high transverse momentum and jet production is also af-
fected by nuclear parton distribution functions. The possible effects of vacuum nuclear modification
factor on high transverse momentum hadrons and jets at the LHC are discussed in [45]. They show that
the vacuum nuclear modification factor from EPPS16 is consistent with unity within present uncertain-
ties. However, the central value of the nuclear modification factor at rapidity y = 0 and integrated over
centrality deviates up to 10 % for inclusive hadron production above 10 GeV/c in transverse momentum.
The maximal deviation is observed around pT =50 GeV/c and reaches a deviation above 5 % at the
highest momenta. While the results are consistent, precise knowledge of nuclear parton distributions
will become necessary for studies of parton energy loss in nucleus-nucleus collisions aiming at the sub-

10Due to the presence of neutrons inside the nucleus, this implies that even in the absence of any nuclear modifications of
parton distribution functions of bound nucleons w.r.t. free nucleons, the nuclear modification factor is not expected to be exactly
one.

11These nuclear parton distributions do not take into account the constraints based on the most recent dijet measurements
and based on heavy-flavor hadron production discussed in sec. 3.3.
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10 % level precision. In addition, the modifications can become more critical for studies exploring small
collision systems that we cover in chapter 7.

Self-normalized quantities are typically less sensitive to nuclear parton distribution functions, but
they are not entirely removed. As shown in [45], jet and Z-boson coincidence measurements show even
more significant uncertainties from nuclear PDFs than single object inclusive measurements.

Moreover, differences between nPDF effects for different parton species can also induce dissim-
ilarities between proton-proton and nucleus-nucleus collisions. For instance, quark compared to gluon
jet fragmentation variations can cause, in principle, nuclear modifications of jet fragmentation func-
tions. However, within the current precision, the fragmentation function in proton-proton collisions and
proton-nucleus collisions at the same collision energy is consistent with unity [46].

3.3 Constraints on nuclear parton distributions from jets and heavy-flavor in pPb collisions
In the following, we discuss the usage of jet and heavy-flavor production in proton/deuteron-nucleus
collisions to constrain gluon nPDF. Due to the large medium-induced modifications (see chapter 4),
nucleus-nucleus collision observables with hadronic final states are not well suited to constrain nPDFs.
The situation differs in proton or deuteron-nucleus reactions, where standard collinear perturbative QCD
calculations analog to pp collisions are compared with experimental data.

First, inclusive single hadron production in proton-nucleus or deuteron-nucleus collisions has been
used in the nPDF EPS09 [47] to constrain the gluon nPDF that is otherwise primarily unconstrained at
low-x. This nPDF set relied on PHENIX data from pion production in d-Au collisions [48] at RHIC
energies. The underlying assumption is that the transition from the hard process to the final-state hadron
is not modified in the d-Au environment. However, the usage of hadronic final states in proton/deuteron-
nucleus collisions has been criticized since the observed nuclear modifications in these collisions may
be caused by different phenomena than the initial nuclear state. The DSSZ group assigned the nuclear
modification of pion production in d-Au collisions at RHIC to the nuclear modification of the fragment-
ation function [49] that they extracted from HERMES and RHIC data in [50] 12. These two view points
persist in the literature.

In addition to this possible ambiguity, the observation of long-range angular correlations in p(d)-
nucleus collisions discussed in chapter 7.1 might have an impact on the interpretation of nuclear modific-
ations of hadronic observables in p(d)-nucleus collisions in terms of nuclear PDFs. The explanations of
these phenomena may compromise the applicability of standard collinear perturbative QCD calculations
used in current PDF determinations.

As for LHC energies, two types of hadronic final-state data sets have been used as constraints
for nuclear parton distribution functions: dijet and heavy-flavor hadron measurements in proton-lead
collisions. They are interesting for nuclear PDFs constraints due to:

– a large sensitivity to gluon densities induced by the dominance of gluon-induced production in
most of the phase space 13,

– the access to a large kinematic range relevant for heavy-ion nucleus-nucleus collision measure-
ments,

– the available NLO and higher-order collinear pQCD calculations for dijet and heavy-flavor pro-
duction.

12One of two most recent global nPDF fits, the EPPS fit [40], the successor of the EPS group fits, includes this data set. In
contrast, the other recent nPDF fit nNNDPF3.0 does not consider this data set [41]. However, due to the D-meson and dijet
data, the role of the deuteron-gold inclusive pion production is no longer as prominent as it used to be in the EPS09 analysis.

13For the heavy-flavor hadron production, the production is mostly driven by gluons. We refer the reader to ref. [51] for more
information on scheme-dependent subtleties at NLO in the context of pPb LHC charm production data. For jet production, at
least one of the two incoming partons is a gluon, see in ref. [52] for a more detailed discussion as function of the jet kinematics.
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Figure 4: Simple estimates of measurement sensitivity to probe nuclear PDFs with pPb collisions: left dijet meas-
urement case by CMS [53], right open heavy-flavor measurements selection with lowest transverse momentum
coverage by LHCb [54, 55] and ALICE [56].

In addition, jet production is particularly attractive since using infrared and collinear safe jet algorithms
minimizes the impact of non-perturbative corrections 14. This choice allows comparing experiment and
theory without needing non-perturbative fragmentation functions.

Heavy-flavor production also has a particular interest. Its relatively small mass scale, but still well
above ΛQCD, probe the nuclear PDF at Bjorken-x values below ≈ 10−3, where nuclear modifications
are expected to be significant. This region is unexplored so far. However, the currently available data of
single heavy-flavor hadrons necessitates the usage of fragmentation functions to compare the experiment
with theory calculations. In addition, nuclear effects unrelated to nPDFs may play a significant role.

To get an approximate indication of the Bjorken-x and Q2 phase space probed at the LHC, we
need to define auxiliary variables x2. For the dijet:

x2 =
pT,jet1 + pT,jet2√

sNN
· e−ηdijet , (5)

where pT,jet1 + pT,jet2 is the sum of the two jet transverse momenta and ηdijet the pseudorapidity of the
dijet system in the nucleon-nucleon-center-of-mass frame. In this coordinate convention, the incoming
proton momentum direction defines the z-axis. For the heavy-flavor case, we define:

x2 =
mT√
sNN

· e−y (6)

, with mT =
√

(2mc)2 + p2T,h and with y as rapidity of the hadron in the nucleon-nucleon center-of-
mass frame. These experimentally defined quantities correlate with Bjorken-x of the Pb-nucleus and the
Q2 of the process. These kinematic relationships are based on leading-order QCD and are washed out
by initial and final state radiation, which we comment on later.

The x2 and 2 ∗ pT or mT phase space is illustrated in Fig. 4 showing the broad kinematics of
available measurements at the LHC.

3.3.1 Dijet measurements
The first CMS dijet measurement [57] in pPb collisions has been already used in EPPS16 [25]. Re-
cent CMS dijet measurement includes more 〈pT〉 bins with improved precision and the corresponding

14In chapter 2, the commonly used jet algorithms at hadron colliders are introduced.
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measurement in pp collisions for normalization [53]. It also uses angular variables less affected by the
dominating uncertainties due to the jet energy scale on the experimental side and scale variation uncer-
tainties on the theoretical side. In addition, the pseudorapidity distribution of the dijet ηdijet is exploited,
profiting from the dominance of 2 → 2 kinematics in the dijet population. This generic feature of jet
production allows relating the final state dijet kinematics to the initial parton kinematics despite some
smearing due to initial and final state radiation. A thorough discussion of theoretical uncertainties can be
found in [58]. The ratio between pPb and pp data is defined as:

Rnorm
pPb =

1
dσpPb/dpave

T
d2σpPb/dpave

T dηdijet

1
dσpp/dpave

T
d2σpp/dpave

T dηdijet
, (7)

where paveT is the average of the transverse momenta of the two jets. The variable ηdijet is related via
the 2 → 2 kinematics in the nucleon-nucleon center-of-mass frame to the Bjorken-x of the proton and
the lead nucleus by the relation: ηdijet = 1

2 lnxp/xPb, where the momentum direction of the proton is
defined as the positive beam direction.

The large range of dijet pseudorapidities |ηdijet| < 3.0 in the nucleon-nucleon center-of-mass frame
allows to probe three different regions of nuclear modification for x > 3 · 10−3: the shadowing region
(ηdijet < 1.5), the antishadowing region (−0.5 < ηdijet < 1.5), and EMC effects (ηdijet < −0.5). The
five kinematic bins in transverse momentum, average between the two jets in the interval 55-400 GeV/c,
probe a wider Bjorken-x range, via the variation of the hard scale of the process at fixed collision energy
and rapidity, and adds redundancy to the measurement.

This data set [53] has been first used in a nPDF reweight of EPPS16 [59] showing a strong impact
on the resulting precision. A PDF reweight based on an existing global PDF fit estimates the com-
patibility of a new data set with the global fit, the modification of the PDF central values, and the PDF
uncertainties based on the new data with reduced computational cost. However, it comes with the price of
relying fully on the assumptions of the previous fit introducing potential biases 15. This data set has now
been recently introduced in the global PDF fits EPPS21 [40] and nNNPDF3.0 [41]. Fig. 5 (left) shows
the CMS ηdijet-ratio (eq. 7) in one paveT bin compared to EPPS16 (in gray) and the new EPPS21 (in blue)
nuclear PDF 16. While the nPDF EPPS16 uncertainties were larger than the experimental data, the new
EPPS21 data set continues to be compatible with the experimental results but with significantly smaller
uncertainties. The nNNDPF group [41] also shows that the inclusion of the dijet data can help to reduce
the uncertainty on the gluon nPDF in the range 10−3 < x < 0.4 17. Fig. 5 (right) shows the ratio of the
gluon nPDF and proton gluon PDF for the nuclear PDF nNNPDF2.0r without the dijet data (blue) and
the nNNPDF2.0r with the dijet data (red) provided in ref. [41]. The latter continues to show a strong
reduction of the uncertainties in the Bjorken-x range of 10−3 . x . 0.4.

In summary, the reweighting study [59] and the two recent nPDF fits [40,41] show a considerable
improvement in the knowledge of gluons in nuclei based on the CMS dijet data. They indicate evidence
for small-x shadowing and strong gluon antishadowing peaking at x ≈ 0.1− 0.2 in the lead nucleus.

3.3.2 Heavy-flavor measurements
As the second type of measurement, we discuss constraints on the gluon content of nuclei by heavy-
flavor quark production in proton-nucleus collisions. Forward rapidity heavy-flavor production 18 at the
LHC is particularly interesting since it explores the low-x regime that is currently not directly accessible

15PDF reweighting have been introduced in [60]. Examples for Bayesian methods in the context of nuclear PDFs can be
found in [61–63]. An example of a Hessian method can be found in [59].

16EPPS21 contains also the constraints from other observables in particular D-meson production discussed below. The
blue uncertainty band indicates the nuclear part of the EPPS21 uncertainty, whereas the pink error band indicates the total
uncertainty, including the propagated proton PDF uncertainty.

17The study also shows a moderate impact on quark nuclear modification.
18Forward rapidity refers to a positive rapidity value based on the convention for eq. 5 and eq 6.
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Figure 5: Left: Comparison of dijet distribution double ratio with EPPS16 (gray) and EPPS21 (blue) with 90 %
confidence level uncertainties, adapted from [40]. Right: The ratio of the lead gluon PDF divided by the proton
gluon PDF for nNNPDF2.0r (blue) and nNNPDF3.0(no D-mesons) as a function of Bjorken-x, adapted from [41].

via dijets 19. Collinear factorization may break down in this kinematic region, and non-linear evolution
equations become relevant due to gluon saturation [29]. Therefore, the test of collinear factorization
in this regime is essential for the field of hadron structure and non-linear QCD. In this context, studies
have been conducted to constrain the proton gluon content at low-x by LHCb through heavy-flavor
measurements in pp collisions [41, 64–67].

In heavy-flavor hadron production, the Bjorken-x of the nucleus is correlated with the x2 as given
in Eq. 6. This relation is only approximate since fragmentation and higher-scale processes dilute the
correlation between parton and final-state hadron kinematics. However, the sensitivity to Bjorken-x
values down to 10−5 for forward rapidity charm production in the nucleon-nucleon center-of-mass frame
at 3 < y < 3.5 has been shown to be preserved in NLO pQCD calculations [40, 41, 51, 68]. Therefore,
the rapidity and transverse momentum differential cross-section measurements can constrain the nuclear
parton distribution function down to very low Bjorken-x. The measurement of charm and beauty allows
for adding redundancy with slightly different Q2-values.

In all nPDF studies using heavy-flavor observables, the nuclear modification factor RpPb =
σpPb/(Aσpp) is used as default observable. This choice minimizes the impact of theoretical uncer-
tainties related to missing higher order corrections estimated by the variation of the renormalization and
factorization scales [40, 41, 68–71].

Both open heavy-flavor hadron production and heavy quarkonium production measured in had-
ronic collisions can constrain nPDFs. However, additional complications may affect quarkonium-bound
state formation in hadronic collisions, as recently discussed in [72]. Despite prompt heavy quarkonium
not being considered for nPDFs by most groups [73], the reweighting of nuclear PDFs suggests that
the constraints of prompt ground state quarkonium production are consistent with constraints from open
heavy-flavor [69–71]. In agreement with recent practice [40,41], we neglect quarkonium data, and focus
on the discussion of open-heavy-flavor production at forward rapidity. The most precise and differential
data is the D0-meson production measurement by LHCb [74].

Heavy flavor hadron production has been used in reweights of existing global nPDF fits [68–
71].The two most recent global nPDF fits, EPPS21 [40] and nNNPDF3.0 [41], include the LHCb D-

19Measurements at backward (negative) rapidity probe the transition between shadowing and antishadowing at the LHC.
However, in this regime, the dijet measurements and other more indirect constraints provide better restrictions due to smaller
scale variation uncertainties in the cross-section calculations [40, 41].
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Figure 6: Left: Comparison of nuclear modification factor with EPPS16 (gray) and EPPS21 (blue) with 90 %
confidence level uncertainties, adapted from [40]. Right: The ratio of the lead gluon PDF divided by the proton
gluon PDF for nNNPDF3.0 without D-mesons constraint (blue) and nNNPDF3.0 with D-mesons constraint as a
function of Bjorken-x, adapted from [41].

meson data to constrain the low-x gluons 20. Fig. 6 (left) shows the D0-meson nuclear modification
factor as measured by LHCb (black points) for one of the rapidity bins. For comparison, it is included
the EPPS16 fit prior to the inclusion of the data (in gray) and the EPPS21 nPDF fit (in blue) 21 that takes
into account this data set applying a transverse momentum cut of 3 GeV/c. It is visible that the data is
well compatible with both nPDF sets and that the new EPPS21 fit shows strongly improved uncertainties.
Fig. 6 (right) shows the ratio of gluon PDF in the nNNPDF3.0 fit with and without the constraint from the
D-meson data. A dramatic improvement of the derived uncertainty on the gluon shadowing is observed
down to the lowest probed Bjorken-x values.

Both global PDF fits [40,41] as well as first nPDF reweightings considering forward heavy-flavour
production at the LHC [68–71], support evidence for strong shadowing at low Bjorken-x down to x ≈
10−5. The constraints are also compatible with the ones obtained from dijet measurements [40,41]. The
forward rapidity data is also compatible with calculations based on the effective field theory in the low-x
regime of QCD, the color glass condensate [75] 22.

Despite the current limitations and caveats discussed below, the dijet and the heavy-flavor data
show a consistent picture supporting strong gluon shadowing at low Bjorken-x and a sizeable antishad-
owing [40, 41, 77] for the nuclear PDF of the lead nucleus. The overall improvement in the gluon PDF
between the EPPS16 fit without the two data sets previously discussed and the new EPPS21 fit is shown
in Fig 7.

3.3.3 Limiting factors and caveats
Concerning dijet production, we remark that the normalized pseudorapidity distribution in pp or pPb col-
lisions provided in the CMS dijet data [53] are not well described by theoretical calculations at NLO [41,
59]. The precise origin of this discrepancy is, at the moment, unknown. It has been proposed that miss-
ing higher-order pQCD corrections of NLO calculations are a possible origin [41]. Studies at NNLO

20In case of nNNPDF3.0 [41], in the form of a reweight.
21The blue uncertainty band indicates the nuclear part of the EPPS21 uncertainty, whereas the pink error band indicates the

total uncertainty including the propagated proton PDF uncertainty.
22Charmonium production has also been shown to be described by color glass condensate calculations in this kinematic

domain [75, 76].
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Figure 7: The ratio of the lead gluon PDF divided by the proton gluon PDF for EPPS16 without D-meson and
dijet constraints (gray) and EPPS21 with D-mesons and dijet constraint as a function of Bjorken-x with 90 %
confidence level uncertainties, adapted from [40].

for other jet observables [78] may lead to an improved description. Initially, there were concerns about
using dijet data in nPDF fits due to the possibility of jet quenching in pPb collisions. The experimental
investigations in [46, 57] have not found any evidence of jet quenching, confirming the dominance of
nPDF effects in the observed jet kinematics comparison between pp and pPb collisions.

A limiting factor for constraints on nPDFs based on charm production at the LHC is the scale
uncertainties for charm production at low transverse momentum [41,68–71]. These uncertainties, related
to the relatively low hard scale of the process, are smaller for beauty production due to its larger mass
scale. However, the statistical precision in experimental data at the forward rapidity is not yet at the same
level of charm production based on currently available luminosities, see e.g., in [54,79]. Upcoming data
takings with larger luminosity can improve the constraining power without additional theory work [80].
In addition, the first publication of beauty production at NNLO shows a reduced scale dependence than
the previous NLO calculation, potentially improving theory-related uncertainties [81].

Since the constraints from heavy-flavor hadron production are based on measurements at relatively
low Q2 and in a dense hadronic environment, several caveats have been presented in the literature that
we discuss in the following.

A possible complication is hadronization, which we will discuss in more detail in chapter 6. The
hadronization fractions of heavy-flavor are found to be modified in proton-proton and proton-lead colli-
sions compared to the hadronization fractions in e+e− and electron-proton collisions at low transverse
momentum [54,82–87]. In particular, the fraction of heavy-quarks hadronizing to baryons is larger at the
LHC than in e+e− collisions. This modification in the hadronization can impact nuclear parton distribu-
tion constraints from proton-nucleus data. However, the experimentally measured Λc/D ratio [84,86,87]
and the Λb/B ratio [54] are either consistent within uncertainties between pp and pPb collisions or very
close to each other. Furthermore, the limitations of nuclear PDF constraints imposed by hadronization
modifications could be overcome in the future by measuring the ratio of inclusive charm or beauty pro-
duction as a function of rapidity. This is experimentally challenging, but it minimizes the dependence on
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the modelization of the heavy-quark production and heavy-quark hadron kinematics relation. In proton-
proton collisions, a measurement of the inclusive charm production at midrapidity, including several
baryons, has been achieved recently by ALICE [88].

An additional concern is the modification of the hadron kinematics via further interactions not
taken into account in pQCD calculations. Measurements on the transverse momentum spectra of D-
mesons in proton-nucleus collisions were reported by ALICE [56]. Using an experimental estimate of
impact parameter, the results show a modification of transverse momentum spectra for the most central
events. While one of the proposed explanations was attributed to the radial flow induced by an expand-
ing medium (as in nucleus-nucleus collisions [56]), the transverse momentum distributions can also be
affected by multiple scattering in the nucleus inducing kT broadening [89]. The precise understanding
of these observations remains open at the current stage.

An alternative scenario as the dominant mechanism for the strong nuclear modifications observed
for heavy flavor is cold energy loss in nuclear matter [90]. It has been first discussed in the context of
quarkonium production and has been recently extended to heavy-flavor mesons [91]. The mechanism
leads to a rapidity shift in the distribution of the produced heavy-flavor hadrons. The effect is also
expected in dijet production, although the impact is considered small at high Q2, since the lost energy
is proportional to 1/Q. The data-model comparisons in [91] show that about half of the suppression of
heavy-flavor mesons at forward rapidity can be accounted for with this mechanism within the presented
model. It might be necessary to account for the cold nuclear energy loss in a global nPDF fit as suggested
in [91].

Nonetheless, independently of specific interpretations, the EPPS21 nPDF fit is based on a trans-
verse momentum selection (pT > 3 GeV/c), and no tension is observed with the lower transverse mo-
mentum bins [68].

We discussed so far measurement in proton-lead collisions to constrain the lead nPDFs. However,
the body of experimental data at lower collision energies is not given for the lead nucleus. This is also
true for any other nucleus. Therefore, the nuclear PDF fits rely on modeling nuclear modifications as a
function of the mass number. The inherent assumptions of these parameterizations are one of the major
limitations of current nuclear PDFs, see e.g. in [40, 41].

3.3.4 Spatial dependence of nuclear PDFs
The nPDFs constraints from proton/deuteron-nucleus collisions discussed so far are based on inclusive
particle production. The extracted nuclear modifications represent averages over the entire spatial extent
of the nucleus. In principle, one expects that the nuclear PDFs show a spatial dependence if this can be
properly defined23. This effect has been considered early on in nucleus-nucleus collisions [93]. Provided
that an impact parameter can be experimentally defined in deuteron-nucleus or proton-nucleus collisions,
it is possible to constrain the spatial dependence of nPDFs in these collisions. Including this dependence
can remove a systematic bias when comparing yield calculations and experimental results in centrality
intervals in nucleus-nucleus collisions. However, experimentally, the determination of the collision im-
pact parameter via final state particle multiplicities or forward energy deposition in deuteron-nucleus or
proton-nucleus collisions has a resolution of similar size to the full range of possible track multiplicit-
ies and energies [94]. In addition, it is difficult to eliminate systematic biases in a controlled way, see
for a discussion in [94]. As an example, soft particles are correlated with both the impact parameter
and the hard scale used for the nPDF constraint. This renders direct experimental constraints difficult.
Nevertheless, a measurement of the spatial dependence of nuclear shadowing has been proposed based
on J/ψ production in deuteron-nucleus collisions [95]. For the J/ψ nuclear modification factor, a meas-
urement in classes of centrality in deuteron-gold collisions has been performed by PHENIX [96]. The
measurement is fitted with nuclear absorption and nPDF parameterizations considering different spatial

23For a discussion of conditions required to be fulfilled in quantum field theory, see [92]
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dependencies of nPDFs in [97]. Independent of direct experimental inputs, an attempt to parameterize
the spatially dependent nPDFs can be found in [98]. This work exploits the nPDFs as function of nuclear
mass number to derive a spatial dependence. The comparison in ref. [97] shows that the derived nPDF
parameterization by [97] features a much stronger radial dependence than the results in ref. [98].

3.4 New directions
We have discussed inclusive heavy-flavor and jet production measurements at the LHC in proton-nucleus
collisions as the only hadronic final state measurements considered in nuclear PDF determinations with
LHC data. The precision of the data offers an excellent opportunity, but the inclusion in global PDF
fits will profit from independent inputs and more theory work to build a coherent picture. We briefly
discuss further options with heavy-flavor and jets and possibilities to test the corresponding findings with
improved and independent measurements.

The upcoming data takings of LHC will provide increased luminosities in pPb collisions by about a
factor of 5-10 [80] compared to previous data takings. The luminosity and instrumentation improvements
should allow for stretching the kinematic reach in rapidity and energy [80]. For dijets, larger statistics,
as anticipated by the projection of CMS [99], extend the measurement by one bin down to lower dijet
pseudorapidity bins and, hence, to higher Bjorken-x. The systematic uncertainty over the full kinematic
range is assumed to be reducible by a factor of 2. This is achieved by the larger statistics and, hence,
smaller data-driven uncertainties on the jet energy scale. Given the higher anticipated collision energy
for future data takings at

√
sNN = 8.8 TeV instead of

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV, the higher kinematic reach at

negative dijet η will allow keeping the reach towards high Bjorken-x approximately the same whereas the
low-x reach will be extended by about 40 %. In addition, the larger luminosities will also provide similar
precision for beauty hadron measurements [100] as already achieved for charm hadrons. In the charm
sector, the full reconstruction of two charm hadrons, as first measured in [101], opens the possibility
of validating theoretical calculations through a more differential comparison with data. In addition, it
will enable the potential selection of specific kinematic domains that may reduce theory uncertainties or
improve the sensitivity to specific Bjorken-x values.

Measurements at the relativistic heavy-ion collider (RHIC) did not achieve yet the precision of
the LHC measurements for fully reconstructed open heavy-flavor hadrons. RHIC can further provide
an additional handle, particularly with the new sPHENIX detector [102]. It has a foreseen start of data
taking in 2023.

Very large Bjorken-x gluons (x > 0.5) are not well constrained for the nuclear case (see Figs. 5,6
and 7). At the LHC, top production has been proposed as a handle for high gluon x [103] although
achievable luminosities will provide only limited constraining power [80]. A collision energy variation
allows access to different areas within the Bjorken-x-Q2 plane and to test the collinear factorization
assumption via DGLAP evolution. A future high-luminosity fixed-target program at the LHC can be used
for nPDF constraints of gluons at high Bjoerken-x via heavy-flavor measurements if energy loss effects
are not dominant and if pQCD theory uncertainties are sufficiently small [104]. The first measurement of
charm production in fixed-target mode at the LHC has been published by LHCb [105]. This measurement
based on proton-helium and proton-neon collisions is not yet at a similar level of statistical precision and
availability of kinematic bins as the proton-lead results. In addition, in the available kinematic regime
relatively close to the target rapidity, hadronization modifications or other effects not accounted for in
standard collinear pQCD calculations may play a role.

The best environment to measure nuclear PDFs are DIS facilities. The electron-ion collider in the
USA has started, and it is planned to take data starting at the beginning of the 2030ies [106] with center-
of-mass energy up to 140 GeV. It will provide precision constraints down to Bjorken-x of 10−3 [107] via
inclusive DIS measurements.

However, the collision energy of the beam species limits the Bjorken-x reach of the EIC detector.
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To probe the very low Bjorken-x regime, the LHC beams will be required to achieve large enough
collision energies to provide sensitive measurements. This is relevant for defining the initial state at
the LHC and searching for saturation at low-x. Beyond the possibilities outlined so far to exploit with
precision the partonic structure, a deep inelastic facility with the LHC beams, the LHeC, would be ideal
for measuring the nuclear PDFs [108, 109].

To solidify the shadowing found with hadronic probes for nuclear modifications of partons at low
Bjorken-x at the LHC, measurements with electromagnetic final or initial state are desirable. LHCb
proposed the measurement of Drell-Yan [100] production at the forward rapidity that is sensitive to the
gluons in the lead nucleus [80] down to similar Bjorken-x-values as heavy-flavour production 24. The
ALICE collaboration will construct a highly granular calorimeter to measure photons at the forward
rapidity [110] to probe the gluons at Bjorken-x down to 10−6.

In addition, the ATLAS collaboration demonstrated the feasibility of dijet photoproduction meas-
urements in nucleus-nucleus collisions at the LHC in a preliminary measurement [111]. This process is
accessible at the LHC in ultraperipheral collisions (UPC) [112]. In this data set, long-range azimuthal
correlations have also been measured by ATLAS [113]. A further understanding of these phenomena is
desirable to judge implications for the applicability of collinear pQCD calculations used in nPDF fits.
Preliminary results on exclusive dijet production in PbPb collisions have been reported by the CMS
collaboration [114]. Prospects for these observables are indicated in [80].

Exclusive quarkonium production in UPC has been advertised as a probe of shadowing [115].
In the limit of the momentum transfer t → 0 between the incoming photon and the incoming hadron,
the cross-section is at leading order proportional to the square of the gluon distribution [116, 117]. The
already available experimental measurements [118–122] are precise and they constrain nuclear shad-
owing within given model assumptions [115, 123]. Their precision will improve with the luminosity
increase of about 1-2 orders of magnitude compared to available publications [80]. As in the case of
inclusive heavy-quark production at low transverse momentum in proton-nucleus collisions, there are
large-scale uncertainties for NLO fixed-order calculations [124]. Generally, the non-perturbative object
probed in exclusive quarkonium production is the generalized parton distribution function (GPD) [125].
First attempts to translate these data into PDF constraints have been made for the proton [126] based
on the relations presented in [127, 128]. Hopefully, further theoretical work will allow the inclusion of
exclusive quarkonium data in nPDF fits.

4 QGP-induced modifications on the hard probes: the short wave-length behavior
QGP characteristics can be indirectly accessed from modifications imprinted on high momentum particles
propagating through an extended medium that spreads after the collision for about 5-10 fm/c. These
high energy objects, hard probes, are particularly sensitive to the short wave-length behavior of the me-
dium as the transverse resolution of a radiated quanta can be of the order of λ ∼ 1/Q � 1 fm (e.g.,
Q = 0.1 TeV ⇒ λ = 0.05 fm). Its momentum scale is well above the QCD scale at these high
energies, ΛQCD ' 200 MeV [129], making them optimal candidates to be described by perturbative
methods. Results from proton-proton collisions (vacuum physics) can provide a reliable reference for
experimental results and theoretical descriptions. While we refer the reader to [19] for a review on the
topic, we briefly recall the main physical ingredients that provide the baseline to accommodate medium-
induced modifications: vacuum physics (see section 4.1). We will then provide a model-independent
overview and general picture concerning the experimental observations on jets and heavy-flavor in sec-
tion 4.2. A brief review of the analytical description of particle propagation through a hot and dense
QCD medium that supports the current picture follows in section 4.3.

24Although Drell-Yan production proceeds via coupling to quarks, the strong dominance of gluons at low-x allows to con-
strain them via Drell-Yan [80].
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4.1 From vacuum physics to heavy-ions
Large momentum transfer processes can produce heavy particles or jets with high transverse momenta
during a hadronic collision. Cross-sections for such scattering process can be computed, in collinear
factorization, through a separation of initial state effects (PDFs, see section 3), parton-level cross-section
and the integration over the corresponding phase space. At leading order (tree-level), these describe
the momenta of outgoing jets or final-state particles, see Eq. (1). Nonetheless, higher orders (emission
of additional gluons) must be considered if one wants to access the jets’ internal structure and the ac-
companying particles’ distribution. These effects are often simulated by resorting to parton showers, a
conventional approach in which a multi-particle system is simulated based on a succession of emissions
from the incoming parton or colored quark - anti-quark dipole. Both techniques yield equivalent results,
and the reader can find more details specific to each approach and their current implementation on widely
used Monte Carlo event generators in [130]. Nonetheless, the common building block is based on QCD
bremsstrahlung.

Vacuum gluon emission is dominated by soft and collinear radiation. The probability of emitting
a gluon from an incoming quark, dS, in the limit of soft and collinear radiation, reads:

dS =
2αsCF
π

dE

E

dθ

θ

dφ

2π
, (8)

where E is the energy of the outgoing gluon and (θ, φ) the gluon polar and azimuthal angles with respect
to the quark. Accounting for finite energy corrections, one obtains:

dS =
αs
π
Pg←q(z)

dE

E

dθ

θ

dφ

2π
, (9)

where Pg←q(z) = CF (1 + (1− z)2)/z is one of the four (unregularized) Altarelli-Parisi splitting func-
tions, the probability of emitting a gluon from a quark with fraction of energy z. The remaining three
splitting functions, each corresponding to an elementary QCD vertex, are:

Pq←q(z) = CF

(
1 + z2

1− z

)
(10)

Pq←g(z) = TR(z2 + (1− z)2) (11)

Pg←g(z) = 2CA

(
z

1− z
+

1− z
z

+ z(1− z)
)
, (12)

where the Casimir color factors sum to CF = (N2 − 1)/(2N), TR = 1/2 and CA = N with the
number of colors N . The procedure to handle the soft and collinear divergences present in the emission
probability can vary. However, the most general approach is introducing a cut-off in an arbitrary scale
(e.g., transverse momentum) to account for resolvable emissions effects on the final observable. The
contribution below this cut-off is then added to the hard process’s loop contribution, yielding a finite
result. The probability of not producing resolvable branchings up to that cut-off is then identified as
the Sudakov form factor. Its evolution with the cut-off scale is given by the QCD DGLAP evolution
equations [131–133]. In fact, these correspond to the renormalization equation for the PDFs (when
evolving the PDFs from one perturbative resolution scale to another - see section 3), but the evolution
kernel to describe parton showers is the same. This same prescription allows building a sequence of
gluon emission processes based on a Markov chain approach. In particular, vacuum parton showers are
based on the probabilistic interpretation that subsequent radiation is constrained solely by the previous
emission kinematics. This picture can be easily derived when considering a QCD antenna’s emission
pattern in the soft limit. The result of this exercise, for a QCD antenna of opening angle θ12, yields:

dS =
αsCF
π

dE

E

d cos(θ)

1− cos(θ)
Θ(θ12 − θ) (13)
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thus showing that jet evolution, when built as a sequence of independent parton splittings, has to consider
an angular ordering condition [134, 135], i.e., a monotonic decrease of successive opening angles along
the cascade.

While the above perturbative prescription suits particles whose mass is below ΛQCD, heavy quarks
(like charm, beauty and top) require a description in all phase space, including regions where Q2 ∼
mquark, being mquark the quark mass. At higher energies, the same QCD shower description is relevant
to the development of the heavy-quark showers, as long as modifications induced by the presence of
mass terms are included. Those will change the kinematics and introduce a constraint on radiation phase
space suppressing the QCD radiation (dead-cone effect [136]). Namely, the radiation from a particle of
mass m and energy E is suppressed within an angular size of m/E. In proton-proton collisions, the
measurement of the dead-cone was, until recently, experimentally challenging as the effect is too small
or the expected gap in the phase space was populated by the decay products of the incoming heavy
particle. Dead-cone impact has been indirectly observed in several measurements, such as heavy-flavor
meson production [137]. However, the direct observation of collinear radiation suppression was done in
D0-meson tagged jets by ALICE [138]. For low energies (compared to mquark), the relevant physics
may be relatively different from light quark masses. Pure relativistic perturbative methods fail, and non-
relativistic or lattice calculations are employed instead. The former requires an effective Lagrangian to
describe the low energy interaction, whose expansion is done in orders of αs (straightforward application
of QCD perturbation theory) and 1/mquark (non-perturbative contributions). This Lagrangian can be
obtained from the usual QCD Lagrangian:

L = Ψ̄i /DΨ−mΨ̄Ψ , (14)

where Ψ represents the the heavy-quark field, with mass m, and the covariant derivative Dµ = ∂µ −
igT aAaµ. To start, one needs to consider that a heavy-quark bound inside a hadron will move approx-
imately at the same velocity, v. Thus, one can single out this momentum mv from the heavy-quark
momentum p:

p = mv + k , (15)

where k = O(ΛQCD) � m is the residual momentum. The quark field is then decomposed into lower
and upper components:

Hv(x) = eimvẋ
1− /v

2
Ψ(x) , hv(x) = eimvẋ

1 + /v

2
Ψ(x) , (16)

such that:
Ψ(x) = e−imvẋ(Hv(x) + hv(x)) . (17)

To finally reach the heavy-quark effective Lagrangian25, some algebra is required. One needs to multiply
the equation of motion obtained from the Lagrangian (14) by each of the projectors above, (1± /v)/2 to
work out the following expression:

L = h̄vivḊhv + hv + h̄vi /D⊥
1

iv ·D + 2m
i /D⊥hv (18)

where Dµ
⊥ = Dµ.vµv · D is orthogonal to the heavy quark velocity. The second term can now be

expanded in powers of ΛQCD/m. Keeping only the leading-power correction, one finally gets:

Leff = h̄viv ·Dhv +
1

2m
h̄v(iD⊥)2hv +

g

4m
h̄vσ

µνGµνhv +O
(

1

m2

)
, (19)

where Gµν = (ig)−1 [Dµ, Dν ].

25One can use the same parameterization to describe a heavy anti-quark by simply reversing the signs in v.
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So far, the discussion was limited to the QCD degrees of freedom (quarks and gluons). However, to
translate the theoretical concept of partons into final-state particles, an additional prescription is required:
hadronization. Jets allow creating observables theoretically and experimentally robust to these non-
perturbative effects. Nonetheless, small-radius jets, jet substructure or single-particle measurements,
including heavy-flavor, require a further hadronization scheme to be applied to the final multi-particle
system. These will add an additional dependence of the final observable on non-perturbative effects, as
discussed in section 6. Nevertheless, once all these physical ingredients are put together, we have all the
building blocks to compare our analytical and phenomenological tools to proton-proton26 experimental
data.

Heavy-ion collisions will require additional physics input to account for QGP production. While
the previous formalism is suitable to describe the result from high-momentum transfer processes in
proton-proton collisions, we expect modifications induced by multiple interactions with the medium
in the presence of hot and dense QCD matter. In order to describe these modifications, it is necessary
to start with an assumption about the produced medium. In particular, how to characterize its degrees of
freedom. Numerous experimental measurements indicate a liquid-like behavior for the produced soup
of quarks and gluons. In particular, there is strong evidence that ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions
form a strongly coupled hydrodynamic fluid, with a minimal shear viscosity to entropy ratio, η/s. How
such collective behavior arises from the elementary building blocks of a QCD theory is among the most
prominent questions in the field. In strong-coupling approaches, the dissipation of the shear stress is
compensated by the value of the coupling itself. The transfer of energy-momentum across nearby fluid
elements takes place with almost no change in the velocity gradient, thus yielding a small η/s. In these
conditions, the mean free path is minimal, and one cannot apply the description of elementary quasi-
particles. Despite the solid evidence for the formation of an extended strongly-coupled liquid, it is
expected that at the shortest length scales, as possibly resolved by the interactions of high-energy objects
such as hard probes, QGP constituents can be resolved as quasi-particles. These quarks and gluons with
effective masses are regarded as elementary excitations of the thermodynamical system. This class of
weak-coupling approaches yields, nonetheless, a large η/s as they require the mean free path to be lar-
ger than the distance between the medium constituents. The transition between these two regimes will
depend on the resolution scale dictated by the interaction between probe and medium.

The multitude of hard probes is given by:

– multi-scale objects as jets;
– heavy-quarks with different masses;
– quarkonium states, Bc mesons and exotica whose survival and generation probability will vary

according to their binding potentials.

Altogether, they provide a range of probing resolutions that can help identify the medium constituents
and how it evolves as a function of the probing resolution energy.

With such distinct approaches for treating the medium constituents, current QGP studies rely on
a systematic comparison with experimental data to validate the underlying assumptions of in-medium
modifications and, ultimately, withdraw (average) QGP characteristics (see section 527). Despite their
differences, in-medium descriptions of parton propagation agree that interaction with the medium will
degrade the fast-moving particle’s energy. While differing in detail, this consequence is independ-
ent of the scattering centers’ realized nature or interaction scale. It has been put forward by Bjorken
as one of the smoking gun signals of a QGP-like medium [142], together with strangeness enhance-

26Proton-proton collisions have been the standard baseline to assess jet quenching effects. However, in light of the experi-
mental results compatible with collectivity in pA or pp high multiplicity, systems like ep [139] or e+e− [140,141] can provide
an additional handle as the underlying event contribution is minimal to nonexistent.

27A further note on the time-dependence of QGP parameters will be discussed in section 8

24



ment [143]28, chiral symmetry restoration [144] and quarkonium suppression [145]. Since the pioneer
works of Bjorken [142], several effects were thought to be realized by the presence of a hot and dense
QCD state of matter:

– quantum interference between successive scatterings, caused by the LPM effect in a QCD matter
would lead to the suppression of the radiation spectrum concerning a scenario of independent
emissions29;

– momentum deflection of the incoming particle induced by the interaction with the medium scat-
tering centers (diffusion);

– suppression of interference effects between successive emissions changing the vacuum color co-
herence phenomena [148–151];

– presence of additional color fields whose effects can vary between (i) screening the real part of
the interaction potential of colored bounded states (mechanism of the original quarkonia melting
idea) [145] (ii) the imaginary part of the interaction potential [152, 153] 30 and (iii) regeneration
of quarkonium states from unbound quarks [155, 156]. The interplay between these competing
effects will result in an overall suppression or enhancement, depending on QGP properties and the
abundance of heavy-flavor quarks thermalized within QGP.

– screening radiation effects off massive quarks even in the presence of a medium (dead-cone effect);

The following section will discuss these effects to a more extent by identifying the overall picture
that has now become more transparent from experimental results. The constant data-model comparison
has been crucial to understanding the QCD dynamics in hot and dense conditions and unraveling average
QGP properties. In fact, from this process, it was realized that there is an additional contribution of
energy and momentum originated from medium constituents excited by the propagation and interaction
of the incoming parton, medium response [157, 158]31. Simultaneously, novel experimental methods
were developed to determine a particular phenomenon’s validation/falsification unambiguously [161].
The next challenge will be to accommodate the fast evolution of the medium on current theoretical
descriptions. The time evolution of the medium parameters requires input from hydrodynamical models,
whose uncertainty on the initial conditions (see section 3) as well as thermalization speed [7] is still
considerable. Pioneering systematic investigations of the several components, including a wide variety of
space-time evolution models for heavy-flavor [162, 163] have already allowed scrutinizing the available
phase space of each modeling assumption. However, since current observations are always the result
of the integrated propagation on a fast-expanding medium, an accurate determination of the interaction
mechanisms has been elusive. Nonetheless, hard probes accommodate diverse scales whose potential
to provide time differential measurements has just started. These are further explored in sections 8 and
9. But before covering methods to analyze QGP evolution with hard probes, let us first discuss which
average quantitative and qualitative features are, up to now, firmly established.

4.2 Data-driven interpretation of in-medium particle propagation
The plethora of heavy-ions experimental results has brought a unique insight into QCD dynamics at
large densities and a glimpse of QGP evolution. While some initial expectations have been confirmed,
novel qualitative features challenged some initial assumptions underlying the theoretical description of
in-medium propagation. We will briefly discuss these in the following by addressing single-particle
measurements, jets, heavy-flavor, and quarkonia.

28This can be understood as thermal production from statistical hadronization with strangeness in equilibrium. Therefore,
strange hadron production in nucleus-nucleus collisions is described by thermal particle production as described in chapter 6.

29This reduction of the bremsstrahlung and pair production cross-sections was initially derived in the context of QED [146,
147], and only later for QCD.

30In the context of kinetic rate equations, the in-medium breakup can be understood represents such an imaginary part of the
potential, see for a detailed discussion in [154].

31See for instance, calculations in Refs. [159, 160]
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Figure 8: Summary of the nuclear modification factorsRAA from single hadrons [165–168] (left), isolated prompt
photons [169] and jets [13, 170, 171] (right) in central heavy-ion collisions at RHIC and the LHC.

Single-particle measurements are extremely useful to withdraw QGP properties. They travel
through the expanding medium, thus carrying information on the interaction processes. For very high
transverse momentum, pT & 10 GeV/c, the hadronization timescale is expected to be larger than the
medium lifetime. This seems reasonably consistent with the experimental observations so far [164], thus
providing an extra theoretical handle to identify unambiguously QGP-induced effects. Nonetheless, the
description of high pT particles is bounded by the uncertainty of non-perturbative effects, such as had-
ronization. Jets, sprays of particles, are, by construction, less sensitive to these effects. These objects,
whose clustering history can mimic QCD-inspired interference patterns, are yet another tool to scrutinize
QGP interactions experienced by a multi-parton system. As we will see in the following, jet substruc-
ture opens a multitude of possibilities to infer the resolution properties of the produced medium and its
transparency to the passage of high-energy particles. Jets’ exploitation as probes of QGP has not yet
matured to the point of extracting quantitative properties of the created matter. But the qualitative new
phenomena brought by jet observables are substantial.

Finally, we will address heavy quarks and quarkonia as unique probes of QGP. Proxies to heavy
quarks, both objects interact differently with QGP matter compared to the light flavor. Due to their large
mass, these objects can be kinematically selected to be non-ultra-relativistic. They are thus strongly
affected by changes in the strong interaction potential. In addition, its interaction with QGP constituents
will lead to a combination of radiative and collisional energy loss, thus being very sensitive probes of the
medium transport properties in phase space regions not accessible by light-flavor single-particle or jet
measurements. A complete survey of QGP characteristics and QCD dynamics can only be accomplished
by simultaneously analyzing these three different hard probes.

4.2.1 Nuclear Modification Factor
In-medium energy loss was observed across a multitude of different probes. One of the first observables
in AuAu collisions at RHIC, followed by PbPb collisions at the LHC, was the relative yield of objects
measured in such dense systems to the equivalent of pp collisions that could be superimposed in the
nuclear overlap: the nuclear modification factor, RAA (eq. (4)). This observable has been measured for
hadrons, inclusive jets, heavy-flavor, quarkonia, b-jets, among others. Some of them are summarised in
Fig.8 left (single light particle) and right (jets and prompt photon).

As expected from a QCD medium, neutral color probes, such as W±, Z0 and prompt γ bosons
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produced at a hard scattering32, do not experience any medium-induced modification [172–175]. The
resulting isolated prompt photon yield (open white circles in Fig. 8, right panel) is consistent with a
picture in which PbPb collisions can be modeled as a superposition of pp collisions, aside from nuclear
PDFs effects. Colorful probes, such as single-particle measurements and jets, are suppressed when com-
pared to a simple superposition model. This feature is observed up to the largest transverse momentum,
where nPDFs results have a limited influence (see 3).

The results on single-particleRAA for RHIC (AuAu collisions at
√
s = 0.2 TeV) and LHC (PbPb

collisions at
√
s = 5.02 TeV), shown in Fig. 8 (left panel), refer to central pseudo-rapidity. Despite the

absolute value differences, there is a suppression in the intermediate pT part (pT ∼ 10 GeV) of the
spectrum with a slow increase towards unity when going to higher transverse momentum. The low part
of the spectrum contains both final- and initial-state effects from nuclear PDFs, making it more difficult
to draw quantitative conclusions on medium-induced radiation properties. However, from pT > 10 GeV,
the evolution becomes monotonic, and modifications to the initial pp spectrum carry information about
QGP produced in these collisions. RHIC and LHC results seem to be overly consistent within the current
experimental uncertainties in this region. This evolution with pT for light-flavor particles shows that
energy loss becomes negligible compared to the particle’s initial energy. As it will be discussed in
section 4.3, the probability of a parton losing some energy is mostly governed by the medium parameters
(such as the medium length). As such, the total energy loss will be, proportionally, smaller for high-
pT particles, contributing to an RAA ∼ 1. Current uncertainties on CMS measurements do not allow
claiming if the spectra coincide with the pp reference at high-pT , but future measurements will unlock
higher precision on this tail of the spectrum.

Another observation from Fig. 8 is the consistency of the light flavor particlesRAA between RHIC
and LHC energies. These two colliders produce different QGP temperatures and spatial extents, and,
naively, one would expect differences in the nuclear modification factor (in particular,RLHCAA < RRHICAA ).
Even though the RAA yields the same value, the amount of energy lost in these two systems is, in
fact, different. The pT spectrum of particle production falls very quickly with the particle’s transverse
momentum. As such, the resulting RAA at a given pT bin is mainly driven by the migration of particle
population towards smaller pT bins due to energy loss effects. Conversely, positive contributions from
higher pT bins are, proportionally, negligible. While this observation also holds for LHC energies, at
RHIC, the pT spectrum is even steeper. Consequently, even with a smaller energy loss, RHIC results can
yield the same RAA as LHC. Even though the RAA is indeed a proxy for energy loss, it is necessary to
account for additional kinematic selections to withdraw quantitative conclusions.

In addition to single-particle measurements, jets are also widely used in heavy-ion collisions, as
discussed above. To reconstruct jets, a jet clustering algorithm with the corresponding radius parameter,
R, needs to be specified. As defined in the Snowmass Accord of 1990 [176], a jet definition needs to
"yield a finite cross-section at any order of perturbation theory", i.e., it needs to be infrared and collinear
(IRC) safe so that non-perturbative effects are suppressed by powers of ΛQCD/pT and each order of the
perturbative expansion results into a smaller contribution with respect to the previous one. The usually
employed algorithm to identify jets out of the final-state event - the anti-kT algorithm - belongs to the
generalized-kT family, which meets the IRC safe criteria. This particular algorithm uses the information
from tracking and/or calorimeter towers, and it involves a distance measure between pairs of tracks/cells,
i, j, such that:

dij = dji = min(p2pT,i, p
2p
T,j)

∆R2p
ij

R2p
. (20)

where pT,i(j) is the transverse momentum of the input object and ∆Rij =
√

(yi − yj)2 + (φi − φj)2
the distance in the (rapidity, azimuthal angle) plane between them. The p parameter is arbitrary, but the
most widely used exponents refer to the anti-kT (p = −1) [177], kT (p = 1) [178, 179] and Cam-
bridge/Aachen [180, 181] (p = 0) algorithms. Results on anti-kT RAA jets with R = 0.4 are shown

32Not to be confused by the thermal photon production that results into an excess of the photon yield at low-pT
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Figure 9: Jet RAA as a function of Npart in PbPb collisions at 2.76 [12] (left) and 5.02 TeV [13] (right).

on the right panel of Fig. 8. As opposed to single-particle measurements, the RAA is slowly increasing
with the jet transverse momentum up to a plateau of RAA ∼ 0.7. Being multi-particle systems, jets can
contain more than one in-medium radiator, thus losing energy depending on its fragmentation pattern.
For the medium to resolve all the jet constituents, the transverse medium resolution needs to be smal-
ler than the transverse distance between two particles. As such, even though high-pT jets are usually
correlated with a higher multiplicity, and so an increasing number of hypothetical in-medium emitters,
particles originating by the incoming parton will be highly boosted. In this case, instead of resolving
all jet constituents, it is possible to recover vacuum-like coherence effects [148–151], thus effectively
suppressing in-medium radiation (see 4.3 for more details). Additionally, the jet RAA is also quite
sensitive to the shape of the pT spectrum, as discussed for the particle RAA. Negative contributions
towards lower transverse momentum will mostly drive the contribution for each pT bin. The jet popu-
lation that is less modified by the medium corresponds to a fragmentation pattern that yields a smaller
number of particles/emitters than that in pp collisions, even at high pT . This overall picture is usually
attributed to the flatness of the RAA. Recent analytical calculations that include energy loss and coher-
ence effects [182] yield a significant jet suppression up to the TeV scale, thus confirming that the RAA
suppression is mostly driven by jets whose structure was resolved by the medium. Future measurements
will confirm these findings, thus helping to put constraints on QGP resolvable transverse structure.

While jet RAA does not depend significantly on the jet pT , energy loss does have a clear path-
length dependence. The jet RAA for two jet pT bins as a function of the average number of participants
in the collision, Npart, is shown in the left panel of Fig. 9. These are the number of wounded nucleons
that participated in the collision, directly contributing to QGP production. From a geometric model, as
the Glauber model [43], the average number of participants is proportional to the overall region between
the two ions, i.e., the impact parameter. The more central the collision (smaller the impact parameter),
the larger the number of Npart and the extent of the medium that is created. One thus expects energy
loss effects to deplete for a small number of participants. As ATLAS and CMS results show, the jet
RAA does evolve towards unity for small Nnpart, only having a mild dependence with the jet transverse
momentum. The offset between the two jet RAA is almost constant for a larger number of participants,
slowly reducing for smaller QGP lengths. On the right panel, the jet RAA is shown for a fixed jet pT
bin but different jet radius, from R = 0.2 to R = 0.4. Interestingly, the jet RAA does not depend very
strongly on the jet radius, meaning that no further energy is recovered when going from R = 0.2 to R =
0.4. One would expect to recover the jet’s initial energy with increasing jet radius. Understanding where
and how this radiated energy is recovered can help us connect to the produced medium’s thermalization
and transport properties.

Large jet radius measurements in a heavy-ion environment are experimentally challenging. The
calorimeter coverage is often limited, and for R = 1, only CMS and ATLAS are technically equipped
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Figure 10: (Left) anti-kT jet nuclear modification factors measured as a function of resolution parameter R
in central PbPb collisions at 5.02 TeV [171] (Right) Summary of non-prompt J/ψ from b decay [183] and D
meson [44, 184] nuclear modification factors in central PbPb collisions at 5.02 TeV.

for such analyses. Even so, they must deal with the large background contamination from the collision
bulk naturally captured in such large extended jet areas. CMS published results on the double ratio of the
nuclear modification factor, taking R = 0.2 as reference. These are shown in figure 10, left panel, for a
fix jet pT ∈ [500; 1000] GeV, as a function of the jet radius, R. The observed evolution confirms that
the jet RAA has a very mild dependence with the jet radius, up to R = 1.0, for the most central PbPb
collisions. This feature cannot be accommodated by many of the current jet quenching Monte Carlo or
theoretical approaches tuned to describe jet spectra and jet substructure reconstructed with smaller jet
radius [185]. However, this is just the first example of the benefits of using larger jet radii. Despite the
inherited difficulties33, they are, by construction, less sensitive to the known jet selection bias discussed
above. This selection is induced by the inherent fluctuations from the parton shower. For small R jets,
the resulting particles captured inside these jets will be driven mainly by originally more collimated
patterns and/or that fluctuated less towards wider opening angles. With a large radius, we also allow
jets with different fragmentation patterns to be included in the same pT bin, improving the comparison
between pp and AA at the same transverse momentum. Future studies to understand the role of energy
loss fluctuations in jet development can be finally accessible.

In addition to this selection bias, parton flavor will also vary when comparing pp to AA at a
given pT . Because of the larger color charge, gluons typically radiate more than quarks. They will
likely occupy the low end of the pT spectrum as they will be more quenched. As for the quark sector,
heavy-flavors are expected to experience smaller energy loss compared to light-flavor due to the dead-
cone effect. In the presence of a medium, this effect is likely to survive. A strong energy loss hierarchy,
namely, ∆Eb < ∆Ec < ∆Eq < ∆Eg would then be reflected in the correspondingRAA34. In particular,
we would expect the same trend provided that the pT spectra of each species would have the same slope.
Even though collisional energy loss, induced by elastic scatterings with the medium, contributes in the
opposite direction, recent results (right panel of Fig. 10) at the LHC (

√
s = 5.02 TeV) show that there

is a hierarchy in the energy loss experienced by heavy-flavor particles in the region of pT ' 10 GeV.
As provided by ALICE and CMS, beauty decay products have a larger RAA than charm (prompt D-

33To handle large radii jets, better experimental control is needed on the underlying event, energy correction uncertainties,
and also larger statistics.

34See, for instance, the calculation of heavy quark jet in Ref. [186]
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mesons). Current models attempt to draw the magnitudes of diffusion and drag induced by the medium
interactions. However, we refer the reader to chapter 5 for this discussion. At very high energy, the RAA
is consistent with light flavor results as mass-induced effects become negligible.

4.2.2 Jet Substructure and Coincidence measurements
While RAA is generally reliable in providing a reference to tune jet quenching models, extracting further
details on energy loss phenomena requires more exclusive observables. So far, we have discussed how
medium-induced radiation will induce energy loss compared to pp expectations. This phenomenon has
been demonstrated experimentally in isolated photon+jet and Z boson+jet coincidence measurements,
showing that the associated jets are quenched and carry less transverse momentum compared to the
electroweak boson [187–190]. Nonetheless, not all the energy flows out of the jet area. A fraction of those
particles resulting from medium-induced radiation will be captured inside the reconstructed jet, affecting
the jet substructure. The relatively recent application of jet reclustering tools to the heavy-ion field has
unlocked multiple ways to identify this extra radiation’s kinematics. Among several observables, the first
of these tools, initially designed to jet substructure studies in pp collisions, is the momentum sharing of
two-prong substructure exposed via grooming, zg [191], and the number of soft-drop emissions, NSD.
The procedure to obtain these quantities goes as follow: once a jet of radius R has been identified
(usually through the anti-kT algorithm, p = −1 in eq. (20)), the jet constituents are reclustered with
Cambridge/Aachen (C/A) algorithm (p = 0). The obtained sequence is then unclustered, step-by-step.
At each unclustering step, the transverse momentum of the resulting objects (sub-jets) is identified (pT,1
and pT,2) as well as their relative distance in the (y, φ) plane (∆R12). If the condition:

min(pT,1, pT,2)

pT,1 + pT,2
> zcut

(
∆R12

R

)
(21)

is satisfied, then:

zg =
min(pT,1, pT,2)

pT,1 + pT,2
. (22)

Otherwise, the emission is discarded, and the process continues along the hardest branch (largest pT )
until the Soft-Drop condition given by eq. (21) is fulfilled. The NSD represents the number of emissions
along the primary (hardest) branch that meet the Soft-Drop criteria, or, equivalently, the number of hard
QCD splittings within the captured parton shower. The parameters zcut and β are generally, arbitrary, but
to expose the jet splitting function (zg), these are set to zcut = 0.1 and β = 0. Both RHIC and the LHC
experiments have measured zg, normalized to the number of groomed jets (jets that contain at least one
Soft-Drop emission), and the results are shown in Fig. 11 (left), as the ratio of PbPb to the pp reference.

The results by CMS [193] (black squares) and ALICE [194] (open squares) refer to jets with dif-
ferent transverse momentum and different center-of-mass energies. Nonetheless, both indicate that the
number of asymmetric splittings (lower zg) is enhanced compared to more symmetric configurations.
The modifications could be attributed to the dense medium created at LHC energies that can resolve
the two emitters. Jet constituents will scatter with the medium particles independently and originate
medium-induced radiation whose kinematics (zg) differ from vacuum physics. In particular, one would
expect additional low-zg emissions, provided that the medium-induced jet splitting would survive the
soft-drop condition. The per groomed jets normalization adopted in Fig. 11, chosen to allow a com-
parison between the different collaborations, does not allow us to conclude the absolute difference with
respect to proton-proton collisions. ALICE’s original results [194] were done with a different normal-
ization, chosen per jet instead. In this case, the effect is driven by a suppression of the most symmetric
(large zg) configurations. This also hints at the previously discussed jet selection bias: configurations
that are narrower (and therefore with a typically smaller energy-momentum sharing between the prongs)
dominate the selected PbPb population. Nonetheless, an accurate description of the zg generally requires
more than a jet selection effect. As discussed in [195], the introduction of medium recoil effects seems
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Figure 11: (Left) Ratio of normalized momentum sharing spectra of two-prong soft-drop substructure, zg , in
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STAR measurement in central AuAu collisions at 0.2 TeV. (Right) Ratio of NSD distributions from 0-10% PbPb
data at 2.76 TeV and pp reference predicted by PYTHIA anti-kT R=0.4 charged jets [194].

to provide a reasonable description of the results. In addition, CMS has an intrinsic cut of ∆R > 0.1. A
softening of these constraints could help pin down the medium-recoil effects on the jet splitting function,
as the medium response will typically stay near the hard fragments’ direction of flight. Conversely, if the
medium resolves both emitters, the resulting ∆R distribution would be depleted.

STAR results from RHIC are also shown in red. However, the current statistical uncertainties do
not allow claiming if the zg distribution, at 0.2 TeV is modified or, conversely, if the jet splitting function
does not show any apparent modifications, despite the clear signatures of energy loss as provided by the
RAA (see Fig. 8). Future measurements at

√
s = 0.2TeV will allow us to understand if the less extended

and diluted medium produced at RHIC energies can be a decisive factor in the differences in the intra-jet
modification.

On the right panel of Fig. 11 it is shown the NSD distribution measured by ALICE [194] and
normalized to the pp description as given by PYTHIA. These correspond to the same events shown in
Fig. 11 (left panel) but now considering the normalization with the total number of jets. The number
of jets with a higher number of hard emissions (larger NSD) is indeed suppressed with respect to frag-
mentation patterns will less activity (that produce less multiplicity). This observation demonstrates the
jet selection bias introduced when comparing jets with the same final transverse momentum, pT , in pp
and PbPb. This bias constantly undermines any interpretation regarding medium-induced effects and
QGP characteristics, making the PbPb to pp comparison less obvious. Recent works have proposed al-
ternative methods to bin jet samples to avoid this bias. In [196], it was suggested to use the cross-section
distribution, similarly to how a collision centrality is defined. In the latter, centrality classes are specified
by the event activity, which is highly correlated with the impact parameter. For instance, one can select
the [0 − 10]% most central events. In the same way, one can sort events by the integrated cross-section
and compare the quantiles, QAA of this distribution between pp and PbPb events. While free of jet se-
lection biases, this method can only be safely applied to extract an average energy loss. Since jet energy
loss fluctuations are a key feature in interpreting current observations, this observable is not yet used in
an experimental environment. Future tests in boson+jet could help to validate the effectiveness of the
proposed QAA for jet quenching studies.

Jet substructure measurements are not restricted to the jet splitting function, zg and NSD. In fact,
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Figure 12: Illustration of the different regions of the jet Lund plane in (left) vacuum (Fig. taken from [198]) and
(right) Preliminary PbPb results by ALICE (Fig. taken from [199])

with the same Soft-Drop criteria, it is possible to classify the subsequent radiation by populating the
kinematics from the unclustering tree into a 2D plane: the jet Lund plane. Lund planes were initially
proposed to illustrate the QCD radiation pattern from an incoming high-energy parton [197]. This two-
dimensional representation could be in (log(z), log θ) space, as inspired by eq. (8) (after integrating
over the azimuthal angle φ), or any other kinematic equivalent variable, such as (log(kT ), log θ), where
kT ' zEθ is the transverse momentum of the radiated parton with respect to the parent. More recently,
the work [198] showed that these representations could also be applied at the jet level, provided that
the jet clustering history was reconstructed with an algorithm closely resembling QCD angular ordering
pattern. The typical choice is the C/A since the clustering increases the pair distances in the (y, φ)
plane. From this history tree, it is possible to identify the primary jet Lund-plane corresponding to
the unclustering steps from the leading branch. In contrast, radiation from subsequent branches can be
mapped into a succession of orthogonal planes. For better visualization, the primary jet Lund-plane is
usually employed. An illustration for a quark-initiated jet is shown in Fig. 12 (left), in the variables
∆ab =

√
(ya − yb)2 + (φa − φb)2, kt = pt,b∆ab for the (sub)leading sub-jets as identified by (b)a.

The regions corresponding to FSR, ISR, hadronization effects of contamination from the underlying
event (UE) or multi-parton interactions (MPI) are explicit in the figure. They would correspond to very
different regions of angle and momentum.

Jet Lund planes have numerous applications in pp collisions, ranging from top-tagging, quark-
gluon discrimination, and now, more recently, as clear visualization of the dead-cone effect in pp col-
lisions [200]. In heavy-ion collisions, its application is again manifold. For example, one can use
them to identify the kinematics of medium-induced radiation, potentially isolating those from typical
vacuum emissions. In the soft and collinear emissions limit, the jet Lund plane would appear uniformly
distributed (see eq. (8)). In the presence of a medium, additional radiation would populate the plane
depending on their kinematics. In particular, due to this radiation’s nature, an enhancement of soft
particles would be expected. A more careful analysis of the medium scales and the different regions
that in-medium radiation would populate Fig. 12 (right) is done in the following section. Preliminary
results from ALICE [199] hint to a an enhancement of radiation at soft (log(kT ) ∼ 0) and small angles
log(1/R) ∼ 3.5. Comparisons between these results and analytical or Monte Carlo results are still un-
available. They seem to be in qualitative agreement with theoretical expectations (enhancement of soft
fragments), but details are still heavily under debate. In addition, the collinear enhancement is also com-
patible with the bias toward selecting narrower jets, which again blurs a possible interpretation of the
medium scales that govern medium-induced radiation.

How fast high energetic particles deposit energy in the medium allows inferring the plasma’s
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Figure 13: Summary of photon-tagged jet shape and jet fragmentation function in pp and 0-10% PbPb collisions
at 5.02 TeV [201, 202]

thermalization properties. The mechanisms by which this thermalization occurs are still largely un-
known. However, as discussed later in section 5, within a kinetic theory approach, the interaction pro-
cesses responsible for the thermalization at the early stage of the bulk production are related to the
thermalization of hard momenta deposition inside of the plasma. Their determination from both sides of
the spectrum of the available probes is necessary to constrain current modeling assumptions on this QGP
characteristic. Soft fragments originating from in-medium interactions will travel along the incoming
parton direction and are detected as positive energy-momentum fluctuations concerning the remaining
event. Several observables help build a picture where these fragments’ energy is soft and spread at re-
latively large angles (or early enough to undergo further rescattering), thus originating an enhancement
of soft constituents. For example, one can look at the combination of jet fragmentation functions and jet
transverse momentum profile. These quantities are defined as a distribution of

ξT = log

(
|~p|2

(~ptrk · ~pjet)

)
(23)

and

ρ(r) =
1

δr

1

Nparticles

∑
particles

pT (r − δr/2, r + δr/2)

pT (0, R)
, (24)

respectively. The 3-momenta of the jet is denoted by ~p while the 3-momenta of charged particles by
~ptrk. The accumulated momentum within pT (a, b) refers to the momentum accumulated within the ra-
dial distribution ∆R =

√
(ya − yb)2 + (φa − φb)2. Results for photon-tagged jet events by CMS are

shown in Fig. 13. These coincidence measurements require a photon with pγT > 60 GeV/c and a jet with
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pjetT > 30 GeV/c that is located at ∆φγJ = |φgamma−φjet| > 7π/8. They have the advantage of having
the reconstructed boson pγT as a proxy for the initial jet pT , alleviating possible jet selection biases. They
still require a selection on the pjetT , but it is possible to withdraw a clearer physical picture from such
calibrated channels. The jet fragmentation functions, as a function of ξγ are shown in the left column
of Fig. 13. In this definition, one uses the pγT instead of pjetT in eq. (23), together with a negative sign
so that the observable is positively defined. Smeared pp data, to account for the heavy-ion environment,
is shown in blue (top panel), while the PbPb for [0 − 10]% central events are in red (top panel). The
PbPb/pp ratio appears in the bottom panel. The constituents with the more significant momentum frac-
tion (small ξγT ) are slightly suppressed with respect to pp collisions. Generally attributed to the effect of
medium-induced radiation, these high-pT particles originate afterward a soft bulk (large ξγT ) that propag-
ates towards large distances concerning the jet direction. The resulting jet shape is shown in the right
column of Fig. 13. While the core of the jet is almost unmodified with respect to pp, there is an excess
of fragments (with a large ξγT ) located at radial distances R =

√
(y − yi)2 + (φ− φi)2 > 0.25 away

from the jet axis, but still within the jet area. While these features are in qualitative agreement with the
characteristics of medium-induced radiation, the magnitude of particles accumulated at large distances
motivated an additional source of soft fragments that could hint directly towards QGP thermalization
properties: the medium response to the jet propagation. Due to the low momentum scale associated
with this phenomenon, this component is the most model-dependent description of current jet quench-
ing models. Its typical signature yields an increase of fragments towards large radial distances, but the
relative magnitude concerning a baseline is still under study.

Jet transverse momentum profile was also analyzed in dijet systems reconstructed with R = 0.4,
extending the particle constituents range to R = 1.0. Results by CMS on the ratios of leading (left) and
subleading (right) jets in [0− 10]% PbPb events to pp at

√
s = 5.02 TeV are shown in Fig. 14. On each

panel, it is shown a different dijet transverse momentum ratio, xj , from imbalance systems (small xj ,
top panel) to more balance configurations (large xj , bottom panel), simultaneously with the distribution
from all dijets (no selection in xj , in gray). As with γ+jet, the jet transverse momentum radial profile
increases towards large distances. In the subleading jet, the excess of particles to pp starts at ∆r ' 0.2
and stays relatively constant up to R = 1, consistent with the observed RAA dependence with the jet
radius. As for the leading jet, the excess of particles appears only from ∆r ' 0.5, as, by construction,
the jet with a narrower fragmentation lost less energy.

Nonetheless, the leading and subleading jets have distinct features depending on the dijet asym-
metry. For asymmetric systems, the leading jet becomes very narrow (due to the selection bias towards
collimated jets), while the subleading, by definition, is broader. However, for the subleading jet to survive
the transverse momentum threshold, it needs to contain still part of the energy inside the jet clustering
radius employed in this analysis (R = 0.4). The population of jets likely to survive this selection will
appear with a peak structure near the reconstructed radius. As we move towards more balanced dijets,
the less constrained the jet selection criteria are for the jets to survive the cuts. As such, we see that
progressively, both leading and subleading jet radial profiles become alike.

The reconstructed jet mass depends on the momentum and angle distribution of particles inside
the jet. It is, by definition, susceptible to both in-medium radiation and the presence of medium response
inside the jet. Results on the jet mass over the jet transverse momentum,m/pT for jets withR = 0.4 have
been reported by both ATLAS (ungroomed) and CMS (groomed) for different jet transverse momentum
and different centrality classes [204, 205]. CMS uses Soft-Drop grooming before determining the jet
quantities and takes the smeared pp result as baseline (see the first panel of Fig. 15). There is a hint of a
slight enhancement of the jet population with a large mass. The nuclear modification factor, RAA, as a
function of the jet mass to momentum ratio, m/pT , as measured by ATLAS is shown in two-right panels
of Fig. 15. Contrasting CMS, these results do not show a significant dependence on m/pT .

The combination of jet radial profile, jet fragmentation functions and jet mass results defy our
current understanding of jet quenching. A careful enhancement of soft particles at large angles with a
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Figure 14: Ratios of leading (left) and subleading (right) jet shapes in 0-10% PbPb and pp collisions measured as
a function of dijet transverse momentum ratio xj by CMS [203]

Figure 15: Ratios of ungroomed [204] (left) and groomed [205] (right) of the jet mass over jet pT .
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depletion of the energy near the center must be obtained to maintain the resulting jet mass. While in
agreement with the previous experimental results, most jet quenching models typically predict a con-
siderable enhancement of the jet mass induced by additional medium-induced radiation and resulting
soft particles from jet-induced medium interactions. So far, a consistent description of these three jet
substructure observables has not been yet achieved. Other Soft-Drop grooming settings that provide
sensitivity to different parts of the phase space might be helpful to constrain particular modeling phe-
nomena of the current models.

Jet charge, the momentum-weighted (pT,i) sum of the electric charges (qi) of particles (i) inside a
jet:

Qκ =
1

(pjetT )κ

∑
i∈jet

qip
κ
T,i , (25)

has been measured recently by CMS in PbPb collisions [206]. This observable is, by construction,
sensitive to the charge of the initiating jet particle, being initially used to measure the electric charge
of the parton initiated jet in DIS experiments [207, 208]. Most recently, it has been measured in pp
collisions to characterize the contributions of quark and gluon fragmentation to jet production [209].
Exploring these fractions in PbPb can also provide additional information on in-medium energy loss
processes since quarks and gluons lose energy with CF = 4/3 and CA = 3, respectively. Therefore, one
would expect the resulting population of quark to be larger than the gluon fraction for high-pT jets. In
addition, this measurement was referenced to separate the isospin effects [210], thus gaining novel insight
into the in-medium dependence of non-perturbative fragmentation functions. However, the results show
that the extracted fractions of gluon-like and quark-like do not change, as all PbPb centrality classes are
compatible with pp.

While jet substructure observables are useful for understanding the medium transport properties,
complementary information, such as the characterization of QGP constituents, can help build a more
consistent picture. To this aim, jet accoplanarity was proposed as a possible avenue to understand if, at
the energy scales provided by the high momentum particles, QGP could be characterized as a collec-
tion of quasi-particles [11, 211, 212]. These suggestions were based on a Rutherford-like experiment in
which partons plowing through QGP would scatter off a medium constituent. Although rare, the high
momentum transfer process would induce a large-angle deflection, referred to as Molière scattering,
that could be detected experimentally 35. The jet accoplanarity is assessed in boson (Z/γ)+jet events,
or on a trigger hadron + recoiling jet, by measuring the distribution of the azimuthal angle of particles
regarding the trigger object direction, ∆φ = |φboson/hadron − φpart|. In pp collisions, we expect this
distribution to be highly peaked at π as a natural consequence of the QCD vacuum shower. In contrast,
in PbPb collisions, effects of the medium response, medium-induced momentum broadening and/or
Molière scattering would show up as deviations from this baseline. Nonetheless, while the first two con-
tributions dominate the Deltaφ ∼ π region, large-angle deflections would induce a yield enhancement
in the tail of this distribution.

Results by STAR, ALICE, and CMS (see Fig.16) do not show yet any sign of azimuthal decorrela-
tion with respect to pp expectations. The first panel compares the azimuthal angle difference distributions
for γ+jet between PbPb and smeared pp events. The second panel is the associated yield to the Z boson,
where the PbPb results include background subtraction. There is a uniform enhancement in the number
of particles associated with a Z over ∆φtrk,Z . Recent studies [215] show that medium-modification of
initial multiple parton interactions (MPI) originates a soft component that distributes uniformly in azi-
muthal angle. As such, the observed enhancement is typically driven by quenching of MPI for ∆φ ' 0
while medium-effects dominate the jet direction. The third panel shows STAR results on the azimuthal
angle difference between a trigger hadron and recoiling charged jets at

√
s = 0.2 TeV. While these

findings are compatible with broadening from medium-induced radiation, current observations seem to
35See for instance, calculations with heavy quark jet in Ref. [213, 214]
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Figure 16: (Left) Azimuthal angle difference distributions between isolated photon and jets in 0-30% PbPb and
pp collisions at 5.02 TeV [188] (Middle) Background subtracted azimuthal angle difference distributions between
photons and jets in 0-30% PbPb and pp collisions at 5.02 TeV [158] (Right) Azimuthal angle difference between
hadron and charged jets in AuAu collisions at 0.2 TeV [216]

favor most jet quenching models that include the response of the medium. With the continuous efforts
to improve the analytical description of perturbative effects, medium response description will also be
more constrained, allowing to withdraw more solid conclusions from the current experimental data.

4.2.3 Heavy-Flavor and Quarkonia
In addition to investigating energy loss with different flavor partons, measurements of hadrons containing
heavy quarks in heavy-ion collisions are appealing since they allow experimentalists to tag perturbatively
produced heavy quarks down to low transverse momenta 36. To quantify QGP properties, we discuss two
key aspects: (i) the diffusion of heavy quarks and their kinetic thermalization at low momentum and (ii)
the formation of quarkonium-bound states.

The production of open heavy-flavor hadrons dominates the total charm and beauty cross-sections.
The main interest of these hadrons in heavy-ion collisions can be summarized as follows:

– constrain heavy-quark in-medium transport, including the pertinent spatial diffusion coefficientDs

of heavy-quarks inside a QGP
– test the degree of thermalization at small transverse momenta,
– investigate energy loss of heavy-flavor quarks,
– provides a reference for quarkonium measurements as a heavy quark reservoir.

In addition, the perturbative production of the quarks themselves can be used as an additional anchor
point for hadronization studies (see section 6).

Open heavy-flavor hadrons have been indirectly measured using their decay products, both leptonic
(around 10 %) and hadronic. The former, via single lepton and dilepton channels, have been carried out
at RHIC since early on (see [217] and references therein). Exclusive hadronic decay channels of charm
and beauty hadrons at RHIC and LHC, pioneered by ALICE [218] and CMS [17] were unlocked with
more modern silicon vertex detectors. These measurements with hadronic decay channels offer direct
access to the hadron kinematics. This section aims to present the most precise experimental data and the
current global qualitative understanding. We focus on charm since the measurements of beauty at the
LHC are not yet at the same level of precision at low transverse momentum. We note, however, that they
corroborate a qualitative picture within the current experimental precision [17, 183, 219–222, 222–224].

We consider the D-meson measurements containing u- or d-type quark as a second valence quark.
The measurements of Ds production [228–230], a meson with a net-charm and net-strangeness content,

36In this context, ’perturbative production’ of heavy quarks may not only happen in the initial hard scatterings calculable via
collinear factorization but also during the parton shower or the first stages of the collision at very high energy density.
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Figure 17: Elliptic flow v2 of leptons from weak decays of beauty hadrons measured by ALICE [222] and AT-
LAS [224] in PbPb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV.
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and charm baryon production [231–233] are discussed in the hadronization chapter 6. We focus on the
nuclear modification factorRAA 37 and the elliptic flow coefficient v2. The v2 is the second coefficient of
the Fourier decomposition of azimuthal distributions of two or more particles in a heavy-ion collision. A
finite v2 coefficient was introduced as a signature of collective expansion [234], and it has been regarded
as one of the key hallmarks of a strongly-coupled QGP produced at RHIC [235]. The picture becomes
transparent for non-central collisions between identical spherical nuclei, where the spatial nuclear overlap
is usually asymmetric (resembling an almond shape). In this case, the pressure gradient along the smaller
axis is larger, and so is the transverse expansion. The result is an enhancement of the particles emitted
in this direction. For this reason, a positive elliptic flow (anisotropies on the momentum space of the
produced particles) is identified as the transmutation of the initial-state spatial asymmetries of the energy
deposition in the overlap region. Naturally, because the v2 is a consequence of the bulk of the produced
particles, it is expected to appear mostly for low transverse momenta. In a central collision, the reaction

37We discuss the results in terms of the nuclear modification factor to compactify the qualitative discussion. However, the
particle spectra contain additional information and should be used with increasing precision comparisons.
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plane is more symmetric, and initial state fluctuations cause the remaining elliptic flow coefficient (see
for a pedagogic introduction in [236] and for a review of hydrodynamic modeling in [237]).

Recent result on RAA in central collisions and v2 in semi-central collisions of non-strange D-
mesons measured at RHIC and at the LHC are shown in Fig. 18. The results by CMS [184, 225] and
ALICE [44, 226] indicate a good agreement among LHC experiments. The measurements by STAR at
RHIC [227, 238] and the LHC results show the same qualitative features in all transverse momentum
regions.

The strong nuclear suppression at high transverse momenta and the observed finite azimuthal
anisotropies above 6-10 GeV/c are interpreted as a signature of parton energy loss, analog to light flavor
hadron observables. They can be described within different model calculations [239–245] as shown
in [44]. In this momentum region, the elliptic flow is usually associated with path-length energy loss
dependence. Its magnitude also depends on effects other than collision geometry, such as heavy-quark-
medium interaction and hadronization effects.

The nuclear modification factor at lower transverse momentum is characterized by a bump struc-
ture in the STAR data and a hint of a similar structure in the ALICE data in most central collisions. The
second Fourier coefficient v2 is measured for single heavy-flavored quark hadrons by ALICE [226,246–
249], CMS [225] and STAR [227]. The elliptic flow coefficient in Fig. 18 (right) shows a large, significant
value both at RHIC and the LHC at around 3 GeV/c. The measured coefficients are slightly smaller than
the azimuthal anisotropies observed for light-flavor hadrons, see e.g. in [226] for a comparative com-
pilation. The structures in RAA and v2 can be understood in models that embed the heavy-flavor quark
interaction in a hydrodynamically expanding medium [250–259]. In addition, there is experimental evid-
ence for a significant elliptic flow v2 for leptons from weak decays of beauty hadrons [222,224] as shown
in Fig. 17 down to relatively low transverse momentum. This observation indicates a strong interaction
of the charm and beauty quarks with the created QGP.

The azimuthal anisotropy for charmed mesons can also be partially associated with the bulk mat-
ter’s collective motion via the hadron formation mechanism, hadronization. In this context, the observa-
tion of sizeable but yet smaller J/ψ 38 v2 [220, 260–263] is interesting. Assuming that part of the charm-
anticharm quark pairs building the J/ψ is not originating from the same hard scattering, the sizeable
J/]psi v2 points towards the collective motion of the charm quarks. It appears that, although heavy-flavor
partons have a longer relaxation time in the QGP compared to light-flavor partons by a factor M/T , the
heavy quarks are strongly interacting and participate in the collective motion of the medium. This is also
corroborated with the observation of sizeable v3 for non-strange D-mesons [44, 225].

In addition to the medium properties and the heavy-quark medium interaction, the nuclear modi-
fication factor and the azimuthal anisotropies at low and intermediate transverse momentum are sensitive
to the initial state and the hadronization mechanism. For instance, the transverse momentum integrated
nuclear modification factor depends on nuclear PDFs. The recently measured pT -integrated D0 nuclear
modification factor [44] amounts to 0.689±0.054 (stat.)+0.104

−0.106 (syst.) in 0−10 %. This value is within
the expectations of 0.3 and 0.6 at 90% C.L. extracted from reweight of the nCTEQ15 nPDF [69–71]
based on the pPb heavy-flavor measurements. We refer the reader to chapter 3 concerning the initial
state and to chapter 6 for hadronization effects.

A small fraction of the perturbatively produced heavy-flavor quarks is observed as decay products
of heavy-quarkonium states. Experimentally, heavy-quarkonium are states with masses below the threshold
for open heavy meson pair production. Their vacuum lifetimes are larger than the lifetime of the hydro-
dynamic description of relativistic heavy-ion collisions. In particular, the vector states (JPC = 1−−)
with a significant probability of decaying via a virtual photon to electron-positron or muon-antimuon
pairs can be measured with good precision in nucleus-nucleus collisions. It naturally raised the question
of whether heavy quarkonium production is changed in nucleus-nucleus collisions due to the presence of

38A bound state of charm and anti-charm quark.
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QGP and what information this modification carries on the produced matter. While the heavy quarks are
typically formed early 39, the formation of a bound state takes a finite time and has to be put in relation
to the medium time scales and its interactions with it. Historically, the starting point for investigating
quarkonium in heavy-ion collisions was introduced in [145]. The proposed signature of deconfinement
was the suppression of the lightest cc̄ vector state (J/ψ) via color screening of the potential at finite
temperature.

For the description of quarkonium observables, it is important to note that several states are be-
low the open heavy-quark meson pair production threshold. The heavier states are characterized by
smaller binding energy with respect to the open heavy-quark meson pair production threshold. At finite
temperatures, the color screening leads to a disappearance of these bound states at lower temperatures
when compared to the lightest state. Assuming we implant thermally equilibrated quarkonium hadrons
into a QGP, these states would disappear sequentially via color screening with increasing QGP temper-
ature. This behavior is often called sequential ’melting’. The yield of observed lightest quarkonium
vector state hadrons contains a sizeable fraction of strong or electromagnetic decays of these heavier
quarkonium states, so-called feed-down contributions. Therefore, sequential melting or any other effects
affecting differently the various states impacts the lightest observable state via feed-down.

We focus on the prominent experimental findings and describe their dominant interpretation, the
open questions and current limitations. In addition, we also point out the connection to open heavy-flavor
and jet quenching at high transverse momentum.

The Υ(1S,2S,3S) states are part of the bottomonium family, bound states of a beauty and an anti-
beauty quark. Since the typical time scale of the beauty-antibeauty pair production is small (O(1/(2mb)
= 0.02 fm/c)), the pairs produced in hard initial scatterings witness the time evolution of the colli-
sion system. The production of Υ-meson states has been measured in nucleus-nucleus collisions by
CMS [264–269], by ALICE [270–272] and ATLAS [273] at the LHC as well as STAR [274, 275] and
PHENIX [276] at RHIC. For the interpretation of the data, the assumptions about the feed-down con-
tributions from excited states in the absence of medium effects are taken from measurements in pp or
pp̄ collisions at collider energies. P-wave states are usually measured via their electromagnetic decays to
a vector state quarkonium and a real or virtual photon. However, the measurements of these final states

39See Chapter 8 for a discussion of quarkonium from jet fragmentation.
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are limited to relatively large transverse momenta. A good overview of experimental measurements and
feed-down implications can be found in [72].

Strong nuclear modifications of the vector state abundance with respect to pp collisions have been
observed and are illustrated by the most recent CMS result in Fig. 19. There is a clear suppression of
the ground state in the nuclear modification factor concerning pp collision expectation (about 0.4) and an
even stronger suppression of the excited states. The stronger suppression of the excited 2S state (factor
3 smaller) and the, so far, non-observation of the 3S-state (0.096 at 95% confidence level [264]) have
been advertised early on by CMS as a signature of a QGP-modified production modification [267]. This
argumentation is based on the fact that the dominant non-final-state nuclear modification at the LHC,
such as parton density modifications and energy loss scenarios discussed in Chapter 3.3.3, impact all
three Υ states similarly. The nuclear absorption of the bound state while traversing the nucleus that is
assumed to be sizeable at collision energies up to RHIC [154], should become negligible at the LHC since
the crossing time becomes small relative to the quarkonium formation time (see [217] for a discussion
and references therein). The results by ALICE observe a similar suppression at forward rapidity for
the Υ(1S) and the Υ(2S). At RHIC, STAR measured nuclear modification factors around 0.5 in gold-
gold and uranium-uranium. ALICE [271] and CMS have measured the elliptic flow of Υ(1S) [277],
consistent with no observed signal within sizeable uncertainties. The latter observation is in line with
model expectations that include QGP induced effects [271, 277]. We discuss the current modeling of
bottomonium in detail and connections to theory in 4.3.3.

Charmonium production has been measured from SPS energies up to LHC energies. In this review,
we focus on the findings at RHIC and at the LHC, where these studies are embedded in the ’standard
model’ of heavy-ion collisions with a time scale separation between the equilibration phase, the hydro-
dynamic phase and the transition to hadrons. A number of largely consistent experimental measurements
at RHIC [278–282] and at the LHC [183,220,261,262,266,283–290] allow us to draw a qualitative pic-
ture of charmonium at these energies.

In 2000, two phenomenological publications [155, 156] introduced the picture of quarkonium re-
generated at a late stage of the collision history, either during the deconfined state or at the phase bound-
ary between QGP and hadrons. In the transport approach [156], the fraction of charm quark pairs finding
themselves in quarkonium bound states is controlled by a transport equation with a dissociation rate
destroying and generating charmonium bound states during the medium lifetime. Alternatively, the ini-
tially produced charm quarks are distributed between different charmed hadrons only at the freeze-out
according to a common charm fugacity factor per charm quark and their thermal weight [155]. The
latter picture assumes a complete kinetic equilibration of charm quarks at the transition to hadrons. It
is in contrast to the original concepts where charmonium in nucleus-nucleus collisions is inhibited from
being formed or destroyed by the in-medium modification of quark-antiquark potential or by hadronic
interactions. In the regeneration scenario, the charmonium production is directly coupled to the total
charm quark production since the charmonium bound state is formed from charm-anti-charm pairs from
the same hard scattering or from pairs where each charm quark comes from a different hard scattering. In
both approaches, transport and thermal model, the regenerated component is approximately proportional
to the square of the total charm production.

Experimentally, in addition to the feed-down contributions from heavier charmonium states, de-
pending on collision energy and kinematics, there is a sizeable contribution from weak decays of b-
hadrons as well. These weak decays with typical lifetimes of cτ ∼ 500µm can be separated with modern
vertex detectors from the prompt production, exploiting the finite displacements at finite momentum.
For the most measured lightest vector state, the J/ψ, the contribution from b-decays is well measured
at the LHC in pp collisions and amounts to 5 − 15% at sqrts = 5 TeV [291, 292] at low transverse
momentum and rises up to 60% at 30 GeV/c at

√
s =5 TeV [288, 293], whereas the fraction is smaller

at RHIC 40. This contribution is quantified in pp, pPb and PbPb collisions. Although the available meas-
40A discussion for RHIC is given in [72].
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Figure 20: Left: The nuclear modification factor at low transverse momentum measured by ALICE at forward
rapidity [286, 290] at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV and 5.02 TeV and at midrapidity [294] at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV compared

to the result of STAR [281] at midrapidity and
√
sNN = 0.2 TeV. The nuclear modification factor measurements by

ALICE [290, 294], ATLAS [288] and CMS [183] extending to high transverse momentum at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV.

urements are limited in precision at low transverse momentum [285], the impact of the non-prompt part
remains limited in heavy-ion collisions, see the discussion in [286]. Consequently, the available inclus-
ive J/ψ production measurements at low transverse momentum can be mainly discussed via modifying
the prompt component. The prompt feed-down chains of charmonium yielding to J/ψ are better known
than for the Υ-states. At low transverse momentum, direct J/ψ production amounts to around 80 % of
prompt production, 10-15 % from P-wave χc-states χc1 and χc2 and the remaining fraction from ψ(2S),
the radially excited vector state [72].

The nuclear modification factor of inclusive J/ψ is larger at the LHC than at RHIC 20 for the
bulk of the production at low transverse momentum as expected in the regeneration scenario in central
collisions. This can be seen in Fig. 20 on the left-hand side. The nuclear modification factor measured by
PHENIX and confirmed by the measurement by STAR depicted in the figure is around 0.4 and rather flat
as a function of transverse momentum. At the LHC, the nuclear modification factor measured at forward
rapidity rises towards the lowest transverse and reaches 0.8. On the right-hand side of Fig. 20, it is shown
a compilation of the most recent J/ψ nuclear modification factor up to the highest transverse momentum
and for two different rapidity ranges at low transverse. At midrapidity, the nuclear modification factor
is larger than the one measured at forward rapidity and exceeds even unity, although the uncertainties
prevent strong conclusions. Indeed, a smaller nuclear modification factor is expected in a regeneration
scenario due to the approximate dependence on the square of the charm cross-section and the decrease
of charm production at forward rapidity.

In addition, a large sizeable elliptic flow of J/ψ has been observed at the LHC by ALICE and
CMS [220, 260–263]. This large elliptic flow at low transverse momentum below 4 GeV/c [261–263],
reaching v2 ∼ 0.1, is associated, in the available models [295–297], with the regenerated J/ψ component.
The observation is therefore consistent with a picture where charm quarks participate strongly in the
collective motion of the expanding fluid and form this bound state. The measurement of finite v3 with
5σ significance in [263] in 2 < pT < 5 GeV/c is also in line with this hypothesis.

The experimental data as a function of transverse momentum, rapidity and collision energy at low
transverse momentum show that regeneration is a dominant J/ψ production mechanism at LHC energies.
This indicates a deconfined medium where charm and anti-charm quarks meet to form quarkonium. The
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Figure 21: Illustration of in-medium single gluon emission within a perturbative QCD model. The incoming quark
and the emitted gluon undergo multiple elastic scatterings with the medium constituents.

hadronic cross-section estimates do not allow generating specifically the small spatial extent bound states
J/ψ in such abundance, see for instance in [298]. In 4.3.3, we discuss the requirements for a picture of
the precise mechanism, deciding whether the generation of charmonium is dominantly from the phase
boundary or during the deconfined stage.

4.3 Energy loss, diffusion and bound states
When a particle propagates through a QCD-medium, it can scatter elastically with the medium constitu-
ents. The effect will be a change in its momentum, resulting in the particle diffusion concerning its
incoming direction. Another possible outcome of this interaction process is medium-induced radiation
that will induce energy loss. In the following, we will address each of those phenomena separately,
showing the several main prescriptions to analytically describe each of them. Our focus will be on com-
paring them, emphasizing the differences and common limitations. We will show how this motivates
additional modeling in Monte Carlo event generators and, subsequently, the current status of the experi-
mental extraction of medium parameters. In addition, the formation of a bound state can inform us about
the properties of the QCD-medium. As such, we will introduce the connections between the observed
phenomena and theoretical developments in this probe.

4.3.1 Radiative Energy Loss
From a perturbative perspective, the building block of medium-induced energy loss is single gluon ra-
diation from an incoming parton that undergoes elastic scatterings within the medium (see Fig. 21). In
a first approximation, the latter can be modeled as a collection of independent scattering centers with a
Debye screened potential and a thermal mass. The number of scatterings a particle undergoes by each
emission is arbitrary, as well as the resulting kinematics. There are different formalisms to analytically
describe the resulting radiation. The two that were first applied to phenomenological studies were: mul-
tiple scatterings based on a path-integral formalism (BDMPS-Z [299–301]) or an opacity expansion in
terms of the number of scattering centers (GLV [302–304]). Both assume that the energy of the radi-
ated gluon, ω, is small with respect to the original parton energy E (ω � E). Until recently, these
approaches were limited to consider two limiting cases: multiple soft scatterings approximation (done
within BDMPS-Z formalism, the ASW quenching weights [305]) or single hard scattering limit (leading
term of the GLV formalism).

The medium-induced gluon radiation spectrum is given by:

ω
dI

dωd2k
=

2αsCR
(2π)2ω2

Re
∫ ∞
0

dt′
∫ t′

0
dt

∫
d2p

(2π)2
d2q

(2π)2
p · q K̃(t′,q; t,p)P(∞,k; t′,q) , (26)

for a gluon of energy ω and two-dimensional transverse momentum k. The incoming particle propagates
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along the longitudinal coordinate along the medium and emits a gluon at time t (t′) in the (conjugate)
amplitude. The emission kernel and momentum broadening, both in momentum space, are denoted by
K̃(t′,q; t,p) and P(∞,k; t′,q) respectively. The emission kernel, in coordinate space, can be written
explicitly as:

K(t′, z; t,y) =

∫ r(t′)=z

r(t)=y
Dr exp

[∫ t′

t
dξ

(
iω

2
ṙ2 − 1

2
n(ξ)σ(r)

)]
(27)

while the momentum broadening factor takes the form:

P(∞,k; t′,q) =

∫
d2z e−i(k−q)·z exp

[
−1

2

∫ ∞
t′

dξn(ξ)σ(z)

]
. (28)

The medium characteristics are encoded in the linear medium density, n(ξ), and in the strength of a
single scattering, i.e, the dipole cross-section:

σ(r) =

∫
d2q

(2π)2
V (q)(1− eiq·r) . (29)

All the details regarding the parton-medium interaction are given through the elastic collision rate V (q).
This can be characterized by a screened Coulomb potential with momentum transfer q:

V (q) =
8πµ2

(q2 + µ2)2
, (30)

where, in a thermal medium, the screening mass µ is related to the Debye mass, µ = µD. Other
functional forms might also be used, but in general, they will require a form that goes as V (q) ∼ q−4 to
correctly describe the UV physics (point-like interactions at short distances). The GLV approach consists
of expanding the exponent of the path integral (eq. (27)) in a series of n(ξ)σ(r) (opacity) for a particular
form of the potential. Although this prescription is exact order by order, generalizations to account for
many interactions are analytically challenging. In the BDMPS-Z approach, suitable when the number
of scattering centers is very large, the procedure is to approximate the dipole cross-section to the lowest
order (leading logarithm) and take the small distance component to be:

n(ξ)σ(r) ≈ 1

2
q̂(ξ)r2 +O(r2 ln r2) . (31)

In this case, the medium is fully characterized by the jet transport coefficient, q̂, that translates the mean
transverse momentum acquired by the incoming particle per mean-free path:

q̂ =
〈
k2T
〉
/λ . (32)

The transport coefficient, q̂ can also be retrieved from the elastic interaction cross-section, as long as a
prescription to relate the cross-section distribution to the medium parameters [306, 307] is provided. In
general, q̂ is defined as the first moment of the Fourier transform of the elastic cross-section to momentum
space:

q̂ = ρ

∫
d2qq2 dσ

d2q
, (33)

where ρ is the density of scattering centers within the medium. However, the momentum integration is
logarithmic divergent and needs to be regulated by a cut-off, thus introducing some arbitrariness.

A different approach to energy loss formalism, initially proposed in [308,309], consists of making
a collinear expansion of the scattering amplitude for the incoming particle to factorize out the effect of
the nuclear PDFs. This higher-twist (HT) formalism was initially developed for single scattering per
emission, but there are generalizations to account for multiple scatterings [310]. Nonetheless, only the
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leading moment of the exchanged transverse momentum distribution is considered (i.e., the limit of hard
collinear gluon radiation).

Alternatively, QGP characterization can also be regarded as a weakly-coupled medium in thermal
equilibrium, as initially developed by Arnold-Moore-Yaffe (AMY) [311, 312]. In this case, the medium
is characterized by its temperature, T . At leading order in the coupling, αs = g2s/(4π), the medium
temperature can be related to the interaction potential [313], by denoting the Debye mass as

µ2(T ) = 8π2αsT
3

(
1 +

Nf

6

)
(34)

withNf the number of active quark flavors at temperature T . The corresponding hard-thermal-loop (HTL)
potential can be used as a refinement of the Yukawa potential above (eq. (30)) as it should provide a more
accurate description of the thermal interactions. Because the medium is no longer modeled by static
scattering centers, both collisional and radiative energy loss can be formally considered within the same
approach.

These four main formalisms to address in-medium radiative energy loss have as common lim-
itations a strong ordering in energy and momentum scales between the medium constituents, radiated
gluons and the incoming propagating particle. In all of them, the incoming parton energy, E, and radi-
ated gluon energy, ω, are larger than the exchanged momentum, E,ω � q, so that propagating particles
travel along eikonal trajectories. Several improvements towards the inclusion of finite energy corrections,
and generalizations beyond-eikonal effects, among others, have been put forward in the last years. Some
examples targeting each of the described formalisms above include:

– BDMPS-Z/ASW & GLV: Recent numerical approaches could generalize these calculations by
providing a full resummation in the number of scattering centers [314, 315]. Other analytical
improvements consider an expansion around the harmonic oscillator approximation [316, 317].
However, the radiated gluon’s energy is still limited to be relatively soft with respect to the parent
parton.

– AMY: New analytical developments [318] now consider finite gluon radiation effects formerly
limited to instantaneous gluon radiation. In the previously considered rate equations, partons
propagate independently and radiate only after their phase-space separation satisfies the uncer-
tainty principle.

– Higher-Twist: Several analytical developments focused on extending the modified DGLAP evol-
ution equations to include induced gluon radiation within higher-twist contribution to energy
loss [319]. However, the most recent developments address Monte Carlo implementation that
couples both radiative energy loss to a dynamic evolution of the bulk medium in real time [320].

However, all of them are still derived in restricted kinematical limits and address single gluon emission.

Generalizations from single to multiple gluon emission must be considered if one wishes to per-
form phenomenological studies targetting jets at colliders. A complete calculation of a multi-parton state
requires the analytical description of in-medium interferences between different emitters, as done for
a QCD vacuum shower (see 4.1). Medium-induced effects on the antenna setup have been addressed
within the BDMPS-Z/ASW prescription: a collinear antenna that radiates a soft gluon [148–151]. Me-
dium interactions will change the interferences between the two antenna particles. In particular, within
a multiple soft scattering approximation, in the limit of very soft gluon emissions, ω → 0, the integrated
azimuthal spectrum of radiated gluon from a quark - anti-quark antenna with opening angle θ12 yields:

dN |soft =
αsCR
π

dω

ω

dθ

θ
[Θ(θ12 − θ)−∆medΘ(θ − θ12)] , (35)

with CR being the Casimir color factor of the parent parton and θ the emission angle of the radiated
gluon with respect to the parent parton. The decoherence parameter, ∆med, describes the probability of
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the pair losing its initial color correlation after propagating a time t through the medium [150, 151]:

∆med(t) = 1− exp

{
− 1

12
r2(t)Q2

s(t)

}
, (36)

where r(t) = θ12t reflects the transverse resolution of the quark - anti-quark antenna and Q2
s(t) = q̂t

characterizes the transverse resolution of the medium. The interpretation of this result is simplified if the

two extreme limits are considered. When ∆med
r�Q−1

s−−−−−→ 0, i.e., the medium cannot probe both emit-
ters independently since the antenna is very collimated, the vacuum result is recovered, and coherence
between multiple emitters is restored. In this case, the pair remains correlated after t and will continue

to emit as a single color charge. For ∆med
Q−1

s �r−−−−−→ 1, each of the antenna partons can be resolved
independently by the medium. Interferences between the different emitters are suppressed, and the two
particles can emit independently, as given by the second term of eq. (35). This anti-angular ordering
additional term is weighted by ∆med and, in the limit ∆med → 1, the resulting spectrum is a superpos-
ition of two independent emissions. Generalizations from this result to multiple parton emissions are
being explored in [321–323]. In [321], the authors show that in a double-logarithmic approximation,
vacuum-like and medium-like emissions are factorized between an initial parton cascade (vacuum-like)
and medium-induced emissions, triggered by the subsequent collisions with the plasma constituents.
The latter is described by BDMPS-Z formalism, which considers coherence effects during multiple in-
medium scatterings while a parton is emitted. As for the multiple in-medium branchings, a rate equation
that describes the instantaneous formation of in-medium gluons during a finite size medium is usually
employed (similar to what is employed in the AMY formalism). This, and other similar approaches,
assume that to go from single to multi-gluon emission, the number of emitted gluons along a trajectory
path follows a Poisson distribution [305]. Its characteristics (the mean) are provided by the integral of
each formalism’s single gluon emission probability. The resulting parton energy loss can afterward be
calculated, but without taking the degradation of the primary parton energy or the medium’s dynamic
evolution into account. The first limitation can yield a total energy loss larger than the initial energy of
the incoming particle. However, in practice, it can simply represent the probability that the medium fully
absorbs the particle. For the dynamic evolution, it was noted that, within a multiple soft scattering ap-
proximation [324,325], a scaling law could, to a large extent, relate the resulting medium effects from an
arbitrary dynamical expansion to an equivalent static scenario. Nonetheless, the resulting values of the
quenching parameters are significantly different between the two cases [325], indicating the importance
of considering medium expansion effects on the extracted jet transport coefficients (see below) and its
time-dependence instead of the average quantities (see section 8). Alternatively, transport approaches
can also be used to study elastic energy loss and in-medium parton propagation. For example, the AMY
model includes transport equations for the quark and gluon energy and momentum distributions as a
function of the momentum loss rate of a given parton. This prescription naturally considers the scenario
where the incoming particle loses all its initial energy. It also has the advantage of keeping track of all
particles (as opposed to the Poisson convolution), which allows accounting more naturally for elastic
processes and medium-recoils.

Nonetheless, all these prescriptions neglect possible coherence effects between subsequent emit-
ters. Most recently, in [323], it was proposed a modified evolution equation that also includes inter-
ferences between different emitters. The setup follows a two-gluon configuration with no overlapping
formation times and constitutes a first correction to the previous picture where all emitters radiate inde-
pendently. The formation time associated with medium-induced radiation is usually small, and therefore,
effects regarding finite formation time are discarded. However, they are known to suppress radiation, and
in the near future, it will be necessary to incorporate them for future precision studies.

The impact of considering finite formation time effects has been explored in [326], by using the jet
Lund Plane to illustrate the modifications of color decoherence to the radiation pattern compared to the
vacuum baseline. A Lund diagram written in (log(1/θ), log(zθ)), for the first for in-medium radiation
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Figure 22: Illustration of a jet Lund plane with the medium scales depicted. The different regions are discussed in
the text. Figure taken from [327]

(see Fig. 22), allows identifying the different medium scales. This representation is equivalent to the
(log(1/θ), log(kT )), since kT ' zEθ where E is the energy of the parent parton (equivalent to the jet
transverse momentum, pT ). The medium scales are the transport coefficient q̂ (diffusion in transverse
space), the medium length L and the decoherence time td (when two in-medium radiators start to emit
independently). Medium-induced radiation will be located at t ≤ L. It is thus useful to include the
characteristics scales of constant t. Let us take a system formed by an off-shell quark of energy E
emitting a gluon with a fraction of its energy z emitted at an angle θ with respect to the quark direction.
The time it would take for the gluon to become an independent source (the gluon formation time) can be
estimated as:

tform '
E

M2
' 2

z(1− z)Eθ2
, (37)

where M is the off-shell mass of the incoming quark.

The characteristics equation of constant tform in the Lund plane depicted in Fig. 22 then follows
y = x + ln 2

pT tform
, where y ≡ ln zθ and x ≡ ln(1/θ). Medium-induced radiation can only be found

in the region above the line that marks tform = L. The radiation that will fall inside the jet will be
constrained to the region limited by this line, and the vertical line of θ = R, being R the jet radius.
We can now plug in the medium characteristic scales to better understand the physical picture one could
expect from medium-induced radiation. Taking the transport coefficient q̂, the characteristic equation for
in-medium gluons, that acquire momentum broadening from in-medium interactions during its formation
time (

〈
k2T
〉

= q̂tform), then follows y = 1/3x + ln(2q̂)1/3/pT . The intersection between the two
lines allows identifying the timescale tdec ' (q̂θ2)−1/3 and, correspondingly, the angle θc ∼ 1/

√
q̂L3

(neglecting factors of 2). These new scales are now related to QGP characteristics and set the time (and
angle) from which medium-induced gluons behave as independent in-medium sources. Taking some
parametric estimates, such as q̂ ∼ 2 GeV2/fm, R = 1, pT = 100 GeV and L ∼ 5fm, one arrives to the
Lund plane from the right panel of Fig. 12, where θc . 0.1. As such, we can now identify three regions:

1. t < td < L and θc < θ < R;
2. td < t < L.
3. t < td < L and θ < θc < R;

Regions (1) and (3) correspond to emissions with a short formation time that is not resolved by the
medium (tf < td). They will behave as vacuum-like emissions, and their emission probability will be
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uniform in this plane. Region (2) corresponds to emissions that will acquire momentum broadening
during its formation time. Thus, its spectrum will not follow vacuum expectations, and this region
will no longer be uniform. This is the region where medium-induced effects will be more pronounced.
Comparison with experimental results (Fig. 12) is, so far, not possible as most likely the visible signatures
in the collinear and soft region are due to the jet selection bias towards narrower structures. Future results
on jet Lund planes with other self-calibrated channels, e.g.: Z+jet, will establish if this qualitative picture
is realized in experimental data.

4.3.2 Elastic Energy Loss and Diffusion
In addition to radiative energy loss, particles undergo elastic scatterings with the medium constituents.
At leading order, in a perturbative field theory at finite temperature, the longitudinal momentum loss and
diffusion resulting from momentum transferred between the incoming particle and medium constituents
can be characterized through a 2 → 2 elastic process. The resulting elastic energy loss rate (drag) will
be quantified by:

ê =
dE

dt
, (38)

and the elastic diffusion by:

Ds =
d(∆E)2

dt
, (39)

similarly to the transverse momentum diffusion of the propagating hard parton, q̂ = dk2T /dt). As dis-
cussed in section 4.2, the resulting phenomena will be particularly significant for heavy-flavor at inter-
mediate to low energies. For instance, the lower momentum part of the nuclear modification factor and
the v2 coefficient (see section 4.2.3) can be described by transport approaches with a diffusion treatment.
For this reason, Gyulassy-Levai-Vitev (GLV) and Higher-Twist (HT) formalisms have been extended to
incorporate dynamical scattering centers (DGLV [328,329]), or by adding the corresponding longitudinal
drag and diffusion as an additional component (HT [330–332]).

Other approaches, such as jet transport models, can naturally include diffusion and keep track
of all propagating particles. Examples are MARTINI [333, 334], that makes use of rate equation and
the Linear Boltzmann Transport (LBT) model [253, 254, 257, 335–337], that describes jet parton evol-
ution by linear Boltzmann equations. Some of these approaches contain radiative energy loss [253,
254, 257, 333, 334, 336, 337], via AMY or HT approach, further improved via the inclusion of finite
formation time effects and running coupling. Others are only focused on elastic processes [335] since
they play a more significant role at low transverse momentum. In fact, dedicated heavy-quark trans-
port model implementations with, or without radiative energy loss, include the TAMU [259, 338–340],
the POWLANG [251, 255, 341], the Nantes [250, 342–344], the Duke [345, 346], URQMD [347], the
Catania [256, 348–350], the PHSD [252, 351], the LIDO [257], the LGR [352] and the DAB-MOD
model [258]. In most of them, the heavy-quark propagation is governed by a Langevin equation. While
a linearized-Boltzmann equation is suitable for a quasi-particle description where heavy quarks can in-
teract via perturbative scatterings, the Langevin (diffusion) equation assumes frequent and soft inter-
actions without the need for a quasi-particle description. While more suitable for parameterizing non-
perturbative effects, the interaction terms need external input for the drag and diffusion coefficients usu-
ally derived or constrained via pQCD calculations or lattice QCD simulations. Within a pQCD picture,
the elastic term can be computed via the t−channel amplitude in the high energy limit (incoming particle
energy larger than the medium temperature) where the collinear divergence is regularized by the Debye
screening mass µD.

These approaches also include QGP medium evolution and need to specify a bulk medium. For
this same reason, the ones addressing light quarks and gluon-initiated jets are optimal laboratories to
investigate the medium response’s role to the passage of a high-energy parton (see 5). Conversely, even
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though these approaches are more suitable for treating parton-medium interactions due to the lower vir-
tuality scale of an already developed QCD parton shower, these prescriptions are still dominated by the
uncertainties in defining perturbative interactions at low momentum scales. Consequently, the magnitude
of medium response provided by each model is radically different, counterbalanced by radiative energy
losses to provide a good description of experimental results(see, for instance [185]). Progress has been
made recently to identify differences in the models in well-controlled benchmark scenarios and to define
paths to improve the different model assumptions related to the probe-QGP interaction, hadronization
and the initial state [162, 163]. Recently, the experimental collaborations STAR and ALICE tried to
extract transport coefficient based on data-model agreement [44, 227]. We will compare model-based
extractions with theory and with other QGP properties in the following chapter 5. As we will see, the
qualitative findings on the heavy sector agree with the strongly coupled QGP picture derived from the
soft particle sector. They indicate a relaxation time of charm quarks of the same order of magnitude
as the QGP lifetime. Even more, the full kinetic and chemical thermalization of charm quarks in QGP
is a potential scenario for central heavy-ion collisions at hadron colliders at low transverse momentum.
This idea was recently detailed in Ref. [353]. In case of full thermalization, the momentum spectra of
charmed hadrons would follow the velocity profile of modern hydrodynamic modeling, and the particle
abundance of different bound states would follow the predictions of thermal models as the one in [353].
At the current stage, the experimental precision at the lowest transverse momenta of the ground state
mesons and the missing knowledge on the initial state, abundance of baryons and their feed-down from
excited states do not allow excluding this extreme possibility. In this case, charm quarks at the lowest
transverse momentum would not be able to provide direct information on the heavy-quark QGP inter-
action as expressed in transport coefficients. The direct sensitivity would remain from measurements at
intermediate transverse momentum. However, the charm sector at low transverse momentum would be
an additional test of the freeze-out concept and deconfinement since the charm quarks would recombine
statistically as we detail in the following section on quarkonium.

Elastic energy loss can also be described by taking a strongly coupled gauge theory. Even though
the concept of a jet in this theory is not directly compared to QCD, all features between the two objects
are identical [354]. This holographic approach to jet quenching considers the drag experienced by each
parton in the jet during its propagation. The energy loss experienced a parton, with incoming energy
Einc, at a given distance x, will be [354–356]:

1

Ein

dE

dx
= − 4

π

x2

x2stop

1√
x2stop − x2

, xstop =
1

2κsc

E
1/3
in

T 4/3
, (40)

where κsc is a model parameter encoding the difference between Super Yang-Mills and QCD (degrees
of freedom difference) and xstop, the stopping distance. Implementations of this model in Monte Carlo
event generators [357–359] also allow tracing back medium-recoiling particles resulting from the passage
of a jet. We will discuss the different Monte Carlo implementations and corresponding limitations more
carefully in section 4.3.4.

4.3.3 Quarkonium: bound state probes of QGP
QGP acts on the propagation of the heavy quark-antiquark pair taking into account several effects. First,
there is the modification of the attractive potential of the quark-antiquark pair forming a color singlet
state. Furthermore, transitions from color singlet to color octet states and transitions between different
quarkonium states must be considered. This picture can be related to QCD in different limits of coupling
strength and quarkonium size in semi-classical transport approaches via:

– Boltzmann [360,361] or Langevin equations allowing the treatment of multiple heavy-quark pairs [362];
– Schrödinger equation approaches [363–365]
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– and, in open quantum system calculations, using the Lindblad equation [366–368] 41.

A detailed review of the theory’s progress in the field can be found in [369].

Different models based on these developments are compared to experimental data on bottomonium.
For instance, recent direct comparisons with data are done within transport model approaches [361,370],
real-time Schrödinger equation approaches [365] and open-quantum system approaches [368]. Overall,
they are able to describe the trends observed in the experimental data.

Although the latter approaches are quite different, future progress from lattice QCD, effective field
theory and real-time modeling may permit us to confirm and specify better the physical picture. In the
long run, we may be able to over-constrain the experimental data to extract information on heavy-quark-
medium information from experimental data.

For instance, a sensitivity study in a semi-classical approach [371] showed that the experimental
nuclear suppression data on Υ(1S) is directly sensitive to the inter-quark force and can be constrained
within the model. Furthermore, a connection to open-heavy flavor can be established assuming a domin-
ance of the coulombic part of the potential, a reasonable assumption for Υ(1S), and for πT >> Ebinding.
In this case, the heavy-quark momentum diffusion coefficient is proportional to the in-medium modified
thermal width of the Υ(1S), see e.g. in [367, 372]. This coefficient is one of the two non-perturbative
parameters governing the in-medium propagation with a Lindblad equation in this specific limit. It can
be related to spatial diffusion coefficient and the heavy-quark relaxation, see e.g. [373]. Hence, there is
a direct theoretical connection between the non-perturbative parameters relevant for heavy-quarkonium
physics and single heavy-quark hadron physics in QGP.

Therefore, Υ production has the potential to give us insight into QGP properties related to heavy-
quark movement and the mechanism of deconfinement as a static quark-pair proxy. However, the pub-
lished measurements on Υ production data can be described by a simple effective model that implements
the scattering of the quarkonium with so-called comover particles [374] (partonic and hadronic). This
model shows the need for experimental precision and dialogue on how to falsify specific hypotheses
and define a set of minimal ingredients to capture the complete set of observations. In particular, there
is a need for better experimental knowledge on parton densities and potentially other physical effects
unrelated to QGP physics that may be relevant as cold energy loss and hadronic rescatterings. For in-
stance, the rapidity dependence of the nuclear modification factor measured by CMS and ALICE, shown
in [272], is in contrast with expectations from models [360, 375], in which the rapidity dependence is
driven by the rapidity dependence of the initial conditions of the medium [375] or the effect of nuc-
lear PDFs on bottomonium production [360]. Nevertheless, although not quantitatively, it follows the
trend expected from coherent energy loss in the nucleus implementing a rapidity shift between the pro-
duction in pp and nucleus-nucleus collisions [376]. Furthermore, the improvement and extension of
existing feed-down measurements in pp collisions down to lower transverse momentum would improve
the control of the model setup. The goal of confirming the physical picture behind Υ production in
nucleus-nucleus collisions and using it to extract information on the heavy-quark QGP interaction will
rely on future experimental efforts.

In the case of charmonium production, the experimental measurements indicate a significant con-
tribution of regenerated J/ψ in nucleus-nucleus collisions. However, at the moment, the conceptually
different model calculations, transport-type models [296, 377, 378] 42, and the statistical hadronization
model [379], are consistent with the experimental data. Due to the coupling of the regenerated component
and the overall charm quark production, the total charm production is the largest source of common un-
certainty among the models. However, the charm quark production yields in the models deviate strongly
from each other. For example, in ref. [294], the difference amounts to 50 % for the midrapidity measure-

41The open-quantum approaches separate the quarkonium degrees of freedom as a small interacting system from the envir-
onment, a QGP heat bath.

42We list here also the comover interaction model since its rate equation also includes a regeneration component [378].
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ment. A precise measurement of the total charm cross-section in both rapidity ranges in nucleus-nucleus
collisions with low transverse momentum quarkonium measurements is, therefore, one of the most crit-
ical goals in narrowing down the possible model scenarios. In this context, determining the nuclear
parton densities via measurements in proton-nucleus and photon-nucleus collisions could also be used
to calculate the nuclear modification of the total charm cross-section in the nucleus-nucleus collisions
based on the charm production in pp collisions as starting point. Comparing the direct charm production
measurement in nucleus-nucleus collisions and the estimation via pp collision measurements and nPDF
determinations would also allow checking the applicability of collinear factorization to nucleus-nucleus
collisions 43.

In addition, the ratio of prompt ψ(2S) over J/ψ production is predicted to be strongly modified
independently of the total charm cross-section. Thus, it can be used as a validation of the regeneration
and, potentially, as an additional test for different scenarios in future measurements [80, 381].

The relation of quarkonium with respect to jets can allow the development of a better picture of
the fragmentation and the contribution of isolated J/ψ production and in jets to inclusive production. A
first measurement has been published by LHCb in pp collisions [382]. CMS has recently published the
first measurement of J/ψ in PbPb collisions [383] that we discuss in Section 8 given the time structure of
the parton shower.

4.3.4 Medium-modified parton showers and jet transport coefficients
Analytical description of in-medium QCD processes is challenging. The diversity of energy scales from
hard propagating particles to the interactions with a thermal medium defies a consistent treatment within
the same formalism. Given all the assumptions and limiting kinematical validity regions of each ap-
proach, a data-theory comparison is still impossible for the majority of experimental observables. Monte
Carlo event generators can help make this bridge, but they require further modeling to fully incorpor-
ate jet quenching effects. Extensions beyond the validity regime of employed approximations, time-
dependence of medium parameters, implementations of medium-modified QCD parton showers, spatial
and time distribution of shower and medium particles, and generalizations from 1D to 3D expansion,
among others, require further phenomenological modeling. Altogether, they contribute to the multiplic-
ation of the available tools to be applied to heavy-ion studies.

These Monte Carlo event generators are not fully based on first-principles calculations. In addi-
tion to the phenomenological models that address non-perturbative QCD effects, analytical results on
medium-induced modifications are usually restricted to kinematic approximations, lacking a full cov-
erage of the full phase-space for additional radiation and medium interactions. There is still a need to
include further modeling based on free parameters that yield additional freedom to fit observations. Non-
etheless, these tools help to thoroughly compare different analytical approaches. An example are the jet
transport coefficients as implemented in each model (q̂, ê, Ds). As mentioned in section 4.3.1, q̂ is re-
lated to the elastic potential and, consequently, to the Debye mass. However, there is some arbitrariness
on how to properly set this relation. Even so, given that this regime is the dominant one for a dense and
extended medium (like the one produced in collisions at the LHC), much attention has been given to
extracting this parameter from experimental data. For a weakly-coupled scenario and high temperatures,
this parameter was shown to be related to the shear viscosity, η [384]. In particular, it was conjectured a
similar relation between q̂/T 3 and the shear viscosity to entropy ratio, η /s, in a weakly coupled plasma,
while T 3/q̂ � η/s for a strongly-coupled scenario. Thus, its quantitative measurement would allow
establishing the interaction strength of the plasma and its transition from strong to weak coupling. The
longitudinal diffusion ê2, was also shown to be related to the shear viscosity of the medium. Together
with longitudinal energy loss resulting from the diffusion process, ê, these two parameters also carry

43For instance, the thermal production of charm is expected to be small. However, the modeling uncertainties of the very
first instances in preequilibrium are large [7]. In principle, there could be a small but non-negligible contribution. A discussion
of different calculations given the future circular collider at higher collision energies is given in [380].
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valuable information on the interaction properties and strength of the QGP coupling.

Given the direct relationship between these parameters and the medium characteristics, this ex-
ercise was pursued early on to: compare the expectations provided by the different formalisms in ideal
medium conditions (a "QGP brick" [385]); identify differences in the models on heavy-flavor in well-
controlled benchmark scenarios and to define paths to improve the different model assumptions related to
the probe-QGP interaction, hadronization and the initial state [162, 163]; and extract quantitative values
from both RHIC and LHC heavy-ion experimental results [44, 227, 315, 386]. Even though the transport
coefficients might be model-dependent, these exercises resulted in a quantitative assessment of the ob-
tained average transport coefficients. We will present this effort more thoroughly in the following section
(see section 5).

5 Medium properties
Results on soft probes, such as inclusive particle production and angular correlation analysis of low mo-
mentum hadrons, have provided insights into the produced medium. Theoretical calculations, which
include a high energy density, low specific shear viscosity, and thermalized medium, can describe the
data from soft probes. Medium properties have been extracted from Bayesian analyses using relativ-
istic hydrodynamics-based models that depend on the underlying assumptions in various stages in the
evolution. The hard sector of a collision can provide additional constraints. In the previous chapter, we
described the medium-induced acceleration and deceleration of the hard probes. We will focus on the
current medium properties extracted using jets, heavy quarks and quarkonia with the discussed theory
setup.

Hard probes differ from the medium particles in their transverse momentum or mass. These high
momentum objects can extend the study of the created medium to different phase spaces because they are
produced early at higher temperatures and smaller length scales. While soft particles lose all the memory
of their initial momentum, hard probes are sensitive to the earlier stages of QGP because they have a
longer relaxation time. In the following, we will address the constraints from jets and heavy quarks on
the density, stopping power (5.1), and shear viscosity (5.2).

5.1 Density and Stopping power
The maximum energy density occurs at the instant when the two ions overlap and collide. This density
amounts to more than 12 GeV/fm3 based on the charged hadron dN/dη, 〈pT 〉 and transverse energy
distribution dEt/dη measurements [387–390]. The energy density then decreases as a function of time
as the system expands and cools down. Note that the energy density is different from the color charge
density. For instance, the energy density in a high-energy electron-positron annihilation is large, but the
produced color charge density is low. Based on measurements of total energy using inclusive particle
spectra, we know that the initial energy density of the system is considerable. On the other hand, the
analysis of the jet quenching imprints indicates a strongly interacting system characterized by a very
high color density. These jet quenching analyses typically rely on several theoretical models to extract
the medium properties. We will start by showing how the theory described in chapter 4.3 can be related
to the medium properties, in section 5.1.1, followed then by their application to jets (5.1.2), heavy-flavor
(5.1.4) and quarkonia (5.1.5).

5.1.1 From jet transport coefficient to medium properties
A crucial part of the experimental programs of RHIC and the LHC is to determine the nature of the matter
produced in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions. There are several experimental evidences [391–394]
that the quark-gluon plasma produced at both RHIC and LHC is a strongly coupled fluid. Nonethe-
less, within a quasi-particle framework, a class of weak coupling approaches is applied to describe the
interaction of high-momentum particles with the short-wavelength partonic excitations of QGP. In this
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picture, the transport coefficients introduced above within inelastic and elastic energy loss scenarios can
be related to the (non-perturbative) bulk properties of QGP, such as the shear-viscosity, η. Depending on
the formalism one uses to address the determination of a jet transport coefficient, it is also possible to
relate these to other bulk properties, such as energy density, ε, or entropy, s. This section will focus on
kinetic-transport theory as it can describe low- and high-pT particle production within the same physics
dynamics. This theory provides an interpolation between free streaming (in small systems) and almost
ideal fluid dynamics (in large systems). In fact, since the works in Ref. [395] with the introduction of an
effective kinetic theory (EKT) to describe the transport QCD matter, EKT was applied to jet quenching
phenomenology, as well as flow phenomena [396]. While we refer the reader to Ref. [397] for details on
how to derive a relation between the jet transport coefficient, q̂ and QGP bulk properties, we present a
heuristic derivation to illustrate how these two can be related.

As discussed in section 4.3, the jet transport coefficient is related to the differential interaction
cross-section between the incoming parton and a single scattering center, dσ/dq2⊥:

q̂ = ρ

∫
d2qq2 dσ

d2q
. (41)

It translates the average transverse momentum distribution exchanged between incoming parton and
medium scattering center,

〈
k2⊥
〉

per mean free path, λ. Within the framework of kinetic theory, the shear
viscosity scales with the mean-free path of a constituent’s particle of momentum p in the medium, as
well as its average thermal momentum, 〈p〉:

η ∼ 1

3
〈p〉λρ , (42)

where ρ is the density of scattering centers within the medium. Regarding the medium as a collection
of quasi-particles, λ = (ρσtr)

−1, where σtr is the total transport cross-section. When soft scattering
dominates, this can be related to the differential cross-section as:

σtr =

∫
dΩ

dσ

dΩ
≈ 4

ŝ

∫
dq2⊥q

2
⊥
dσ

dq2⊥
=

4q̂

ŝρ
⇒ λ =

(
ŝ

4q̂

)
, (43)

where
√
ŝ is the center-of-mass energy and Ω the solid angle. Taking the medium as a gas of massless

thermal particles, one can use the corresponding equation of state 〈p〉 ≈ 3T , and the relations 〈ŝ〉 ≈ 18T 2

and s ≈ 3.6ρ, to finally derive:
η

s
≈ 1.25

T 3

q̂
. (44)

Despite the additional QGP thermodynamic ingredients, our purpose here is to illustrate that measuring
transport coefficients related to the high momentum objects, such as q̂, can elucidate the nature of the
coupling strength within the medium. This link is one of the main reasons for the multiple attempts
to obtain a numerical value for this phenomenological parameter. In particular, a larger value of q̂ will
imply that the medium is strongly coupled. In contrast, a smaller q̂ could indicate the presence of a
marginally weak coupling medium [397].

QGP equation of state is one of the needed inputs to relate q̂ with the medium properties (like
medium energy-density ε, entropy s, or temperature T ). Above, we mentioned the ideal gas scenario,
but lattice results can also be used as input (see, e.g., [398]). Nonetheless, such choices do not hold
for the entire medium evolution, given the multitude of phases that the result of the collision will go
through, from the pre-equilibration up to the hadronic re-scattering phase. Energy losses during the pre-
equilibration phase are still heavily under debate. Most works indicate that an absence of quenching
during this initialization time seems to describe the high-pT flow harmonics present in less central col-
lisions better [399, 400]. On the other hand, it was suggested in [399] that event-by-event fluctuations
could be the main factor for the high-pT flow harmonics.
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As for the hadronic phase, one can consider a hadron resonance gas (HRG) description, thus using
a hybrid equation of state using lattice and HRG inputs. The introduction of an evolving medium and
subsequent time dependence on the jet transport coefficients also contributes to the significant theoret-
ical uncertainties obtained on the q̂ parameterization and when trying to retrieve an average q̂ out of
experimental results.

The jet transport coefficient translates the amount of transverse momentum broadening acquired
by the incoming particle. While defined as the first moment of the elastic scattering cross-section44, the
q̂ can be further related to the energy loss. However, such a link will now depend on the model under
consideration. Different approaches will naturally yield different results on q̂ and its dependencies on
QGP parameters. However, once this is inferred, the value of q̂ can be compared across the different
models. For example, one can look to [401], where five different approaches were used to retrieve
the corresponding q̂ value using high-pT single hadron measurements from both RHIC and LHC. Other
similar attempts include refs. [315,402–404], where the use of di-hadron and γ-hadron correlations [405]
and jet inclusive spectra [406] is also being explored. The models used in [401] were Higher-Twist (BW
and M) [407,408], MARTINI [333], and McGill-AMY [409]. Each of them has a different q̂ dependence
on QGP parameters. In the Higher-Twist-BW, the definition of q̂ is assumed to be proportional to the
local partonic QGP density, ρQGP , modeled as an ideal gas at a temperature T . Further considerations
of a fast-evolving medium yield the dynamical parameterization on the space, r and time τ yield:

q̂(τ, r) =

[
q̂0
ρQGP (τ, r)

ρQGP (τ0, 0)
(1− f(τ, r)) + q̂h(τ, r)f(τ, r)

]
p · u
p0

, (45)

where q̂0 denotes the transport coefficient for a parton located at the center of the QGP bulk (r = 0) and
initial time (τ0), pµ is the 4-velocity of the jet and uµ the four flow velocity in the collision frame. The f
denotes the fraction of the hadronic phase. The q̂h is approximated by the meson and baryon densities,
ρM and ρBm at a given temperature T :

q̂h =
q̂N
ρN

[
2

3

∑
M

ρM (T ) +
∑
B

ρB(T )

]
. (46)

The parameter q̂N refers to the jet transport coefficient from cold nuclear matter effects, extracted
from DIS experiments, and ρN is the nucleon density in the center of a large nucleus. By contrast,
in MARTINI, the interaction potential is derived from a hard-thermal loop, where, at leading order,
q̂ = q̂(E, T, µD), with E the energy of the incoming particle, T the medium temperature and µD the
Debye mass from the elastic potential, and an additional free parameter C:

q̂ ≈ CR
42ζ(3)

π
α2
sT

3 ln

(
2CET

4µ2D

)
. (47)

The other models will yet use different QGP dependencies, and we refer the reader to the original manu-
scripts. These examples emphasize the uncertainties of obtaining a q̂, which may involve additional free
parameters.

While these exercises help build a qualitative picture of QGP’s inner workings, an accurate de-
termination of its properties is still bounded by the current theoretical uncertainties to describe simultan-
eously perturbative and non-perturbative interactions. With the continuous progress to achieve a unified
description of a coupled jet-medium evolution, more systematic studies will allow extracting, with higher
accuracy, fundamental properties of QGP using hard probes.

5.1.2 Input from light-hadron and jet measurements
The nuclear modification factors of high transverse momentum charged particles are significantly lower
than one, showing that the fast-moving hadrons are suppressed. Moreover, with the photon-tagged and

44There is an additional ambiguity with respect to the logarithmic divergence (see chapter 4.3)
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Figure 23: A snapshot of q̂ extracted from charged hadron spectra [315, 401–406] di-hadron, γ-hadron correla-
tions [405] and jet inclusive spectra [406] as a function of temperature. A gray area is also shown to cover the
central values of the extracted q̂ from different models for demonstration purposes.

Z-tagged jet measurements, a significant modification of the jet pT spectra is observed. The mean ra-
tio of the jet and electroweak boson transverse momenta is shifted to a lower value, providing model-
independent evidence that the quarks and gluons lose energy inside the medium. Since the quarks and
gluons mainly interact with the medium through strong interaction, the color density of the produced state
is incompatible with a hadron gas. Nuclear modification factors of jets are also studied in nucleus-nucleus
collisions in different centrality classes. The suppression of the jet is strongest in head-on collisions and
the weakest in peripheral events. It is not yet conclusive when the jet quenching effect has become neg-
ligible in AA collisions. On the other hand, many searches for jet quenching effects have been carried
out in smaller collision systems such as XeXe and pA collisions. In XeXe collisions, the results are
consistent with the expectation from theoretical models, replacing the Pb ion with a smaller Xe ion. The
situation in pA and dA collisions is not yet clear. While a significant flow-like signal is observed in pA
collisions, there was no convincing evidence that jet quenching is observed in those smaller collision
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systems. Hard and soft probes are consistent with a picture of a high color density system in PbPb and
gold-gold (AuAu) collisions. However, as discussed in section 7, it is not yet conclusive whether this
continues to hold in smaller and more dilute systems.

As discussed in the previous section, to quantify the stopping power of the medium, the jet quench-
ing parameter q̂ has been extracted using the nuclear modification factors of the high transverse mo-
mentum particles. Examples of such model-dependent extractions are summarized in Figure 23, which
is currently extracted only from charged particle spectra or dihadron correlation functions. In those
models, many different assumptions are used in the extraction of q̂:

– The initial state of the heavy-ions right before the collision and its factorization with respect to
final state effects;

– The evolution of the collision bulk, namely the temperature and energy-density time-evolution
profiles;

– The jet-medium interaction before the formation of a QGP;
– The jet quenching mechanism, including start and end time of the quenching effects during the

bulk evolution (energy loss can occur during the partonic phase or in both partonic and hadronic
phases);

– The hadronization of the medium and hard probes;
– The considered medium degrees of freedom (gluon gas, Nf = 3 quark flavors,...) and the equation

of state;

In addition, q̂ is also linked to the propagating particle since quarks lose energy with CF = 4/3, while
gluons lose energy with CA = 3. In the current literature, the transport coefficient is often reported for
a propagating quark and can be denoted by q̂F . Nevertheless, X. Feal et al. ( [315]) report their results
for a propagating gluon, while others present an average q̂/T 3 that will contain a mixture of the two
contributions. In Fig.23, we re-scaled the results from [315] by CF /CA = 4/9 ' 0.45 (green markers)
to include only the equivalent of the quark for comparison with the remaining models.

The results for the extracted q̂/T 3 of quark-initiated jets illustrated in Fig. 23 do not agree between
the different approaches as the remaining ingredients used in each model differ substantially. The as-
sumptions regarding the QGP initialization time usually range from τ0 = 0.6 fm/c up to τ0 = 1.0 fm/c.
All but [402] (C. Andrés et al.) neglect energy loss effects before this initialization time. The effect
of solely changing the τ0 assumption is illustrated in this reference [402]. In Fig. 23, we decided to
include only the free-streaming option with τ0 = 0.6 fm/c. As for the model adopted for the medium,
in [315, 401], it is assumed a Stefan-Boltzmann gas of quarks and gluons, while in [402–406] a hydro-
dynamical model is employed instead. In this case, the initial conditions must be specified. In [402], it
was explicitly considered in their calculations two examples: a factorized Kharzeev-Levin-Nardi (KLN)
model [410] (open red markers) and the Hirano model [411] (open orange markers). We kept RHIC and
LHC results separated as open circles and squares. To illustrate the sensitivity of q̂ to these effects, the
corresponding results are also shown in Figure 23. The jet-medium interaction model is also different in
all considered approaches. For instance, in [404] (Jetscape), it was reported a q̂ when using MATTER
to describe energy loss processes (pink shaded region) or a Linear Boltzmann Transport Model (LBT,
orange shaded region). In Xie et. al (2003.02441, blue markers), it was used a higher-twist approach
to energy loss, while the initial conditions were defined through a Monte Carlo Glauber model and the
space-time evolution of the QGP given by a viscous hidrodynamical model.

Most of the data sets used in these approaches are constrained to single charged particles to avoid
reconstruction biases. However, to overcome this effect, in [412] (not shown in Fig. 23), a global χ2

analysis of the nuclear modification factor for single and double hadron production at RHIC and LHC
energies is adopted. While at RHIC, the results from using one or both data sets are consistent, there
are differences in the used data set at LHC energies. The extracted q̂, while within the range of values
presented in Fig. 23, would be larger for double hadron production, given that the observed suppression
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in this observable is also proportionally larger. Following works ( [405, 406]) addressed the use of dif-
ferent data sets to extract q̂. To use different sets of data, it is customary to apply Bayesian statistical
inference methods (as used in JETSCAPE). However, these methods rely on explicit parameterizations,
including the temperature dependence of q̂, whose phase-space can extend into regions not probed by the
experimental data. The result can therefore include fictitious constraints in the physics parameters. In M.
Xie et al., (2206.011340) [405], they developed an Information Field approach to reduce these effects and
apply it to single-inclusive hadron, di-hadron and γ-hadron spectra from both RHIC and LHC energies.
The resulting q̂ exhibits a much stronger temperature dependence (green shaded region) concerning the
remaining approaches. Jet suppression also encodes information on q̂, although an additional challenge
is the presence of the medium back-reaction that can blur an accurate evaluation of the transport coeffi-
cients. The work [406] (blue shaded region) applied the transport model LIDO to describe jet-medium
interactions and used single inclusive jet and single hadron suppression data from central nuclear col-
lisions at both RHIC and LHC. They reported a larger q̂ compared to JETSCAPE, which also includes
transport equations. According to the authors, the LIDO approach has the jet-medium interactions re-
stricted to the transport equation (final stage of the shower), thus overestimating the magnitude of q̂ to
compensate for the absence of medium effects during the early stages of the shower.

While an accurate determination of the extracted q̂/T 3 is not yet possible (the central value can
vary by a factor of up to 6), approximate temperature dependence of this parameter can already be
withdrawn. First attempts indicated an additional dependence with

√
s as results from RHIC and LHC

data were inconsistent for the same medium temperature (see Andrés et al. in Fig. 23). With the most
recent efforts to include more accurate descriptions of jet-medium interaction, it is clear that q̂/T 3 does
not depend on the collision system but rather only on the medium characteristics. With the continuous
progress in the analytical description of jet quenching phenomena, we expect novel qualitative features
from the hard sector to contribute to narrowing the current uncertainties.

Future use of additional data sets to extract q̂ will also help to bring a more unified description.
Inclusive charged hadron spectra focus only on the leading fragment of the event. It was recently shown
that jet substructure observables such as jet splitting functions, an almost entirely orthogonal measure-
ment to jet and hadron spectra, are sensitive to the magnitude of q̂ [195, 413–415]. Determination of jet
transport coefficients from jet spectra, jet substructure, or both could be an important test in the future
and complementary to the studies done with inclusive hadron spectra and dihadron correlation functions.

In the angular correlation measurements of two hard observables at large angular differences, such
as photon-jet [188,189,416], dijet [14,15], Z-jet [190] and hadron-jet [216,417], one hopes to learn about
the medium structure through Rutherford-experiment-like measurements. Currently, all such measure-
ments in AA collisions are consistent with pp references, and there is no indication of back-scattering
in the experimental data. This shows that the produced medium is very smooth using the currently ac-
cessible high momentum particles, consistent with the physics pictures used in the soft sector modeling.
More detailed studies with high statistics data at higher and higher particle transverse momentum could
help resolve the QGP structure at shorter scales [9, 80, 418].

5.1.3 From heavy quark diffusion to medium properties
Heavy quarks have a thermalization time comparable to the QGP lifetime. Moreover, the heavy quark
mass is larger than typical medium temperatures. Therefore the propagation of low-momentum heavy
quarks is like a Brownian motion with many small momentum transfer elastic collisions with the medium.
In the transport framework of the Fokker-Planck equation, the heavy quark distribution function fQ can
be written as

∂

∂t
fQ(t, p) =

∂

∂p
pA(p)fQ(t, p) +

∂2

∂2~p
B(p)fQ(t, p) . (48)
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where the medium properties are encoded in the transport coefficientsA andB, which depend on medium
temperature and heavy quark momentum. In this framework, A and B represent the heavy quark’s
thermal relaxation rate and momentum diffusion, respectively. The transport coefficient Ds is defined
by:

Ds =
T

mQA(p = 0)
, (49)

and it characterizes the long-wavelength limit of the heavy-quark transport framework. One can form
a dimensionless scaled heavy quark diffusion coefficient, Ds(2πT ), and the inverse of this coefficient
characterizes the coupling strength of QGP. Moreover, the heavy quark mass is divided out in the equa-
tion above, removing its dependence on charm and beauty quark masses. It has also been suggested a
proportionality of the dimensionless medium quantities Ds(2πT ) ∼ η/s ∼ σEM/T in Ref [419], and
the ratio of these quantities is expected to depend on the nature of the medium. For instance, the ratio
Ds(2πT )/(η/4πs) is around 2.5 in a weakly coupled QGP, while in the strong coupling limit, this ratio
is found to be 1 [420].

Based on the connections described above, we use the following relation in the following discus-
sion:

η

s
=
Ds(2πT )

4πk
, (50)

for the translation between specific shear viscosity and the pertinent spatial diffusion coefficient, where
the scale factor k ranges between 1 and 2.5 to cover the possible difference between pQCD and AdS/CFT-
based medium models [421].

5.1.4 input from heavy flavor hadrons
In chapter 4, we reviewed a collection of precise measurements from the LHC experiments and the
RHIC upgrades that have brought heavy-flavor hadron measurements to a new level of precision. This
was accomplished by experimentally allowing the reconstruction of weak decays with lifetimes between
50 − 500 µm in exclusive decay chains of specific hadrons via modern silicon vertex detectors. The
measurements of heavy flavor hadrons are well in line with the expectations from a strongly coupled
QGP. Despite the expected longer relaxation time, there is a strong nuclear modification of production
yields and participation in the collective motion visible via the large elliptic and triangular flows. A large
number of models can describe the open-heavy flavor data by implementing different types of transport
equations. However, the model constructions and inputs vary significantly and need to be brought on
a common assumption as outlined in Ref. [162] to allow for more quantitative conclusions. Even full
thermalization is a scenario not excluded by experimental data [353]. Furthermore, to scope the complex
problem, today’s modeling makes a schematic idealization of the initial state, mostly semi-classical
propagation descriptions in the presence of a QGP and hadronization prescriptions. However, it deals,
nevertheless, with a large assumption and parameter space. This picture has served us well in identifying
qualitative interpretations with quite different approaches. With increasing experimental precision and
the desire to extract matter properties, one needs to test the following aspects of the model systematically:

– the assumption of factorization in the description of the initial state
– the role of pre-equilibrium dynamics and escape mechanism
– the approximations required to justify a specific transport equation suited as a starting point

Independent of conceptual model limitations and ambiguities, it is mandatory to improve the knowledge
of the initial state and hadronization with the current understanding and within all available ’frameworks’.
The associated uncertainties largely dominate standard observables like nuclear modification factor and
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Figure 24: A compilation of the charm-quark spatial diffusion coefficient, 2πTDs, presented over a wide range
of reduced temperature T/TC. Below the pseudo-critical temperature TC, the results for D meson diffusion using
effective hadronic interactions [422,423] are shown. Above TC, results from quenched lattice QCD [424–430] are
shown as the data points with vertical error bars and compared to anti-de Sitter/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT)-
based calculations [431]. In addition, various model calculations based on LO pQCD [432, 433], quasi-particle
model (QPM) calculations utilizing Boltzmann-based extractions (BM) or Langevin-based extractions (LV) [349],
a dynamical QPM model in Parton-Hadron-String Dynamics (PHSD) [252], T -matrix based calculations with
free energy (F ) or internal energy (U ) as potential [339] and the Monte Carlo at Heavy Quarks (MC@sHQ)
perturbative approach with running coupling [217] are also shown. Finally, a data-driven extraction based on a
Bayesian analysis is shown as a red band, presenting the 90% confidence interval in the Duke hydro/transport
model.
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elliptic flow, as we illustrate in chapter 3 and 6. The latter inputs on the experimental side will soon
improve significantly with increasing statistics from the experiments.

Heavy-flavor observables can be used to constrain the heavy-quark diffusion coefficient. As in the
light-flavor sector, one needs to consider a specific model ansatz and fix the input assumptions. Bayesian
fits have demonstrated the coefficient sensitivity to the experimental results in several approaches. As
an example, the attempt to extract the spatial quark diffusion coefficient Ds of a heavy quark is similar
to the extraction of matter properties in the soft sector [434]. A compilation of the results from the
theoretical calculations [162, 163] together with the mentioned data-constrained extraction [434] are
shown in Figure 24.

The extracted Ds(2πT ), between 1 and 3 close to the critical temperature, is significantly below
the perturbative QCD calculations. Moreover, the results are also close to predictions from quenched
lattice QCD and consistent with the expectation from an AdS/CFT-based calculation.

5.1.5 Input from Quarkonia
The investigation of quarkonia in heavy-ion collisions at RHIC and at the LHC brings two qualitatively
new insights: the sizeable regeneration of J/ψ [261, 262, 283–287, 290] and the sequential suppression
of the Υ-states [264–276]. Both observations are interpreted as most directly possible signatures of
deconfinement. The observation of their modification and its interpretation connects them with open-
heavy flavor observables. First, there is a connection via the allowed ’coupling’ of the single heavy quark
and the quarkonium via regeneration. In addition, on the theoretical ground, when QGP ’resolves’ the
quarkonium constituents, it is possible to link the interactions of heavy quarkonium with those of single
heavy quarks. We just started to go beyond qualitative findings. The degree and moment of regeneration
cannot be decided for charmonium states based on current experimental results. Here, the constraints on
the initial condition of total cc̄ and more precise measurements of a larger number of quarkonium states
should bring progress. For bottomonium, the sensitivity to the heavy-quark potential, the Debye mass,
and heavy quark diffusion coefficient have been demonstrated in the literature. However, the classes of
models used to describe the data are extensive. There is the need for constraints on initial densities and
precise feed-down information to exploit the observed sensitivity beyond the scope of model-dependent
statements.

5.2 Specific Shear Viscosity
The ratio of shear viscosity and entropy, often referred to as specific shear viscosity, is a dimensionless
quantity and an important transport coefficient of matter. It has been studied extensively in various
systems. Figure 25 summarizes the current status of the extracted specific shear viscosity (η/s). The η/s
extracted from a Bayesian analysis (labeled as "QGP (Soft Probe)") on low transverse momentum spectra
and hydrodynamics flow is compared to other media such as water, helium, a calculation of fermionic
quantum liquids (Fermi gas) [435]. A calculation based on a string theory method for a large class of
strongly interacting quantum field theories whose dual description involves black holes in anti-de Sitter
space (AdS/CFT) [436]. The results from Bayesian analysis are close to calculations from AdS/CFT and
smaller than those from other media. Namely, a factor of 10-20 smaller than water and helium and a
factor of around five smaller than the calculation of Fermi gases. This shows that QGP is very strongly
interacting and the closest medium to ideal fluids.

It is of great interest to check this conclusion using hard probes. In order to compare the transport
properties extracted from jet quenching and heavy quark diffusion in the medium, we performed model-
dependent translations. As an example, we chose to use eq.((41)), as discussed in Sec. 5.1.1. This
relation holds under the assumption of multiple soft emissions and for a gas of massless particles. Other
equations-of-state would yield a different result, but this allows us to have an overall qualitative picture
of the landscape of the η/s phase space.
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The results are close to the extracted values from the hydrodynamic flow. However, the spread
of the extracted q̂ values between various theoretical models is still substantial due to the underlying jet
quenching mechanisms, initial state, and hydrodynamic models used in the theoretical calculations. Note
that the extended reach of η/s shown in the jet quenching result at large temperature comes from a model-
dependent parameterization, dominated by the data-driven extractions from theoretical models [402,404].

Nonetheless, we can still check if, within the large uncertainties, there is consistency between
heavy quark and the picture seen by the soft probes. The heavy quark spatial diffusion coefficient Ds

values extracted from a Bayesian analysis [434] is also translated to η/s using the relation described in
Sec. 5.1.3. The results from soft probes, jet quenching and heavy flavor are consistent with each other,
despite the large uncertainties associated with theory and experimental accuracy.

5.3 Outlook
Jets have a well-established theory in vacuum, and its modifications in heavy-ions are well understood.
However, a complete jet-hydro coupled description is still limited, blurring a quantitative extraction of
QGP transport properties. On the other hand, it is still possible to extract the big picture from the current
state-of-art jet quenching models. The extracted transport properties are consistent with that of soft
probes.

The heavy quark transport coefficient extracted from heavy flavor hadrons could benefit from the
extensive heavy-ion data to be collected in Run 3+4 at the LHC and with sPHENIX at RHIC. Further
theoretical developments may provide a better understanding of charm and beauty hadronization. These
will be discussed in Chapter 6.

The different modeling of the early stages of the heavy-ion collisions, such as the initial effects
described in Chapter 3, and the time-dependent evolution of QGP, contributed significantly to the the-
oretical uncertainties associated with heavy flavor and jet calculations. With hard probes, it is possible
to extract useful information in a time-differential way to be sensitive to different parts of the medium
evolution. Those ideas and future opportunities will be discussed in Chapters 8 and 9.
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Figure 26: Visualization of a Sherpa tt̄h event at the LHC taken from [437] and a visualization of heavy-ion
collision at RHIC from the Madai visualization.

6 Hadronization
The transition of partonic degrees of freedom produced in high-energy collisions to hadrons detected in
the experiment, i.e., hadronization, is subject to modeling since we cannot calculate this process. It is
one of the dominating uncertainties for modeling heavy quarks in nucleus-nucleus collisions. Hence,
it is an important limitation for quantifying heavy-quark propagation in heavy-ion collisions within the
model assumptions considered today [162].

The question of the existence of bound states in the QGP and our view of hadronization are in-
tertwined. Among the most notable cases are bound states with more than one heavy quark, see the
discussion in Chapter 4.2.3. Also, for open-heavy flavor hadrons, it has been argued that their exist-
ence above the usually considered transition temperature has a crucial impact on the extracted medium
properties [250]. In contrast, the definition of jets via infrared and collinear algorithms tries to minimize
the impact of different hadronization mechanisms on the observable. However, the investigation of jets
in nucleus-nucleus collisions considers physics questions and observables sensitive to small momentum
scales, where the description of hadronization matters. The observables sensitive to jet-induced medium
response and their modeling are prime examples (discussed in Chapter 4). In this chapter, we introduce
the competing descriptions of hadronization in section 6.1. We present recent observations concerning
particle production as a function of the number of charged particles and related modeling in section 6.2.
We then discuss selected measurements on hadronization of heavy-flavor and jets in section 6.3. We point
to opportunities that can help to improve our description of heavy-flavor and jets. Finally, we discuss
how measurements in heavy-ion collisions can contribute to the field of hadron spectroscopy usually
performed in e+e− and pp collisions. We will discuss the first steps in this new research direction in
section 6.4.

6.1 Hadronization in high-energy physics and heavy-ion physics
Let us first consider the description of hadronic final states in non-hadronic resonance production in
e+e− collisions. A color-neutral quark-antiquark pair is created from a single virtual photon or weak
gauge-boson. Subsequently, colored degrees of freedom are created by radiation, see 4. In this set-up,
hadronization takes place at the end of the parton shower and consists of translating partonic degrees of
freedom into hadrons. The particlization of a parton shower in any collision system can be associated
with this situation. To describe high-energy proton-proton collisions, the event is seen as the product of
multiple (semi)-hard partonic scatterings treated with a parton shower down to a low scale. The produced
partons need to be translated into hadrons analog to the situation in e+e− as shown pictorially in Fig. 26
(left). This concept is implemented in most of the event generators as Pythia [438], Herwig [439, 440]
and Sherpa [437], which provide a fully exclusive description of the final state.
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The two most common approaches to model hadronization microscopically in high-energy physics
event generators are the Lund-string model [441] employed in Pythia [438] and the cluster hadronization
model [442] present in both Herwig [439,440] and Sherpa [437]. A pedagogic introduction can be found
in [19]. To gain predictive power in hadronic collisions, hadronization is combined with ’universality’
assumptions (’jet universality’): the non-perturbative parameters are, to a large extent, constrained with
measurements in e+e− collisions with defined partonic kinematics and the same model parameters are
then used for the description of hadronic collisions. This approach has to be complemented with the
modeling of beam remnants in hadron-hadron collisions and the multiple parton interactions.

In addition to event generators, perturbative QCD calculations for single-particle production can
be carried out. Instead of a full exclusive description of the collision, they provide inclusive rates or
cross-sections. In these calculations, non-perturbative but universal fragmentation functions are used to
translate the produced (heavy) quark or gluons into a hadron multiplicity with a given momentum, see
for a review [20].

In proton-proton and proton-antiproton collisions, the universality ansatz works well for uniden-
tified hadrons at sufficiently high transverse momenta to describe the fragmentation of a high energetic
parton into hadrons with the fragmentation function taken from e+e− and deep-inelastic scattering. The
universality assumption appears to hold also in nucleus-nucleus collisions at sufficiently large trans-
verse momentum for light flavor hadrons. The production of identified hadrons at RHIC [443] and the
LHC [444, 445] indicate particle species ratios in pp and nucleus-nucleus collisions that are consistent
with unity above a transverse momentum of 10 GeV/c for light-flavor hadrons 45.

However, in the case of event generators, the required treatment of beam remnants in the hadronic
collision implies that the hadronization of partons is not independent of the surrounding environment
in specific situations. The beam remnants influence hadronization in hadronic collisions close to beam
rapidity. This treatment breaks the universality of fragmentation functions, see, for example, the results
by E791 Collaboration close to beam rapidity [447]. This observation shows that factorization breaking
is necessary for any complete event description.

In the presence of QGP, standard descriptions of particle production at low transverse momentum
are based on the applicability of thermodynamic concepts. Part of the lifetime of the final-stage evolution
of a heavy-ion collision can be treated with hydrodynamics. The thermodynamic system is translated
into final state hadrons as the energy density and temperature drop due to the system’s expansion. At
this point, the statistical hadronization model is usually to predict inclusive identified particle yields
(see for a recent account in [448]). A detailed review can be found in [449]. In this approach, the
hadron densities are calculated from a partition function containing hadrons and resonances, the hadron-
resonance gas (HRG). The system is described within a grand-canonical ensemble at the chemical freeze-
out temperature TCF , and a baryochemical potential µB related to the net-baryon number. The chemical
freeze-out is the moment of the system evolution that can already be described by hadronic degrees of
freedom. Very close to this moment, the system falls out of chemical equilibrium, i.e., the particle species
abundances are fixed. At low baryochemical potential, the HRG describes the equation of state calculated
in lattice QCD below the experimentally determined freeze-out temperature. This observation provides
a connection between experimental data and ab-initio QCD calculations. We refer to reference [448] and
the references therein for details. The extracted chemical freeze-out temperatures are close to the chiral
cross-over temperature Tc seen in lattice QCD calculations [450, 451].

In hydrodynamic simulations 46 aiming at a description of the exclusive final state, the transition
of the simulated fluid cells is modeled via a Cooper-Frye formalism [452]. It translates the energy and
conserved quantum numbers into single hadron densities according to the HRG, see for an introduction
and further references in [237]. Each fluid cell’s transition is modeled at a fixed energy density or tem-

45We note that the description of identified hadron spectra within pQCD calculations based on fragmentation functions is
already not perfect in pp collisions, see e.g. in [446].

46An introduction to the underlying concepts is given in Ref. [236]
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Figure 27: Left: Strange particle ratios with respect to pions measured at Z-resonance based on PDF compila-
tion [129], Right: strange particle yield ratios measured in several hadronic collision systems at the LHC by ALICE
taken from [456] including data points from [457–460].

perature. The corresponding switching temperature between fluid and gas description is commonly set
to Tc, see for instance, for recent global fits to experimental data [453, 454]. In the most common pic-
ture, the hadrons ’produced’ via this freeze-out, according to single-particle densities in equilibrium, are
then put into a hadronic ’afterburner’. This hadronic transport code (see, e.g., [455] for an introduction)
treats the hadron scatterings after the chemical freeze-out until the densities of hadrons drop such that
interactions cease, e.g. in [453, 454]. In addition, strong and electromagnetic hadron decays need to be
considered. Finally, the hadrons stream freely to the detector. A fluid simulation visualization is shown
in Fig. 26. This prescription provides a method to hadronize thermalized energy deposition. However, it
does not connect the microscopic degrees of freedom of non-thermal partons to hadrons in the final state.

6.2 Hadronization as a function of charged particle multiplicity in different collision systems
In addition to investigating hadronization as a function of transverse momentum, as briefly mentioned
in 6.1, observables sensitive to hadronization have been studied extensively in different collision sys-
tems: proton-proton, proton(deuteron)-nucleus, and nucleus-nucleus at RHIC and the LHC. Results of
pT -integrated hadron yield containing a variable degree of strangeness normalized to charged pions show
that hadronization of light-flavor particles at low transverse momentum is a function of the charged
particle multiplicity independently of the collision system, within experimental uncertainties [460].
Fig. 27 shows a compilation of the particle yields ratio (right) with the corresponding measurement in
e+e− collisions at the Z-peak combined by the Particle Data Group [129] (left). With standard hadroniz-
ation modeling from high-energy physics, represented in the figure with the Pythia Monash tune without
color reconnection [461], these particle ratios show very little dependence on charged-particle multipli-
city and are approaching the measurements in e+e− collisions that were used as input constraints. The
grand-canonical 47 hadron resonance gas model (not shown in the figure) reproduces the values at the
largest charged-particle multiplicity in PbPb collisions, above dN/dη ≈ 100. The charged particle pro-
duction in a collision system measures the total entropy produced in the collisions. Thus, within the fluid
paradigm of a hadronic collision, this entropy can be connected to a volume. It is possible to observe a
transition between a situation close to e+e− constraints and a description living in the thermodynamic

47I.e., grand-canonical with respect to the conserved quantum numbers: baryon, strangeness, and electric charge quantum
numbers.
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limit of large volume QCD matter as a function of charged-particle multiplicity.

To describe these observations, high-energy physics event generators need to introduce additional
mechanisms unimportant for the e+e−-modeling. In particular, they need to enhance the generation of
baryons at high charged particle multiplicities and the generation of strangeness. The considered changes
take into account the dense environment of hadronic collisions via color reconnections beyond leading
color [462] allowing new color topologies for baryon production (a mechanism already studied for pre-
cision studies in e+e− collisions [463]), a detailed space-time picture [464], hadronic rescattering [465]
or color string shoving [466], the latter being an extension of pythia for describing proton-nucleus and
nucleus-nucleus collisions [467]. Fig. 27 (right) includes as examples 3 types of modified hadronization:
the HERWIG 7 curve includes baryonic ropes [440] as mechanism, the Pythia Monash [461] with color
reconnections is shown and a Pythia version including color ropes [467]. These modifications yield to
qualitative agreement of the multiplicity dependence.

Alternatively, event generators like EPOS [468] use two-component hadronization models, like the
core-corona picture also in [469], that are successful for light-flavor hadron production. The decision to
hadronize a given piece of matter via a Cooper-Frye or Lund-string hadronization is taken dynamically.
The chosen hadronization mechanism for the microscopic object is decided based on the energy lost in
the traversed medium. In the case of EPOS, it is a string. If the lost energy is sufficiently large, the string
is assumed to be part of the fluid (’core’). At higher string energies, a string fragmentation model is used
(’corona’). The hadronization modification as a function of charged particle multiplicity results from
different fractions of core and corona hadronization.

Statistical hadronization models, initially designed for dense systems, have been applied extens-
ively to pp, pPb, and e+e− collisions 48. For hadronic collisions at the LHC, by treating either strange-
ness [458] alone or baryon number and strangeness in a canonical hadronization formalism [477, 478],
most of the hadronization patterns can be reproduced with an accuracy of 15%. The φ meson shows a
qualitatively different behavior in [477] compared to data since it does not carry net strangeness and, as
such, is not suppressed within this model.

Coalescence or recombination approaches are often employed in heavy-ion collision phenomeno-
logy. They are based on the idea that a hadron in a dense environment can be formed from the abundant
hadron´s constituents that are sufficiently close in phase space. A coalescence or recombination ansatz
between partons has been employed early on to describe hadronization in hadronic collisions near beam
rapidity [479]. In this situation, the application of fragmentation functions fails since the presence of a
quark reservoir from the beam particles cannot be neglected as in a fragmentation approach. In this case,
different algorithms also consider the combination with the remaining partons of the beam particles. The
experimental results on baryon production and azimuthal correlations at RHIC suggested the applica-
tion of this approach to bridge the low-transverse momentum regime described by hydrodynamics and
to the fragmentation region at large transverse momentum, see for an early review focused on RHIC
findings [480]. In the simplest formulation, the hadronization is instantaneous and it is modeled via
an overlap integral of the parton constituents and the composite objects characterized by Wigner wave
functions in momentum and coordinate space in an instantaneous approximation. Four-momentum con-
servation is violated in this model in 2 → 1 processes for meson production and 3 → 1 processes for
baryon production. To avoid this violation, the idea has been further developed into a transport model,

48The application of statistical hadronization models to e+e− collisions is motivated by the observation of thermal features.
This fact has led to interpretations different from the thermal hadron production assumed in heavy-ion collisions. In the latter
case, statistical hadronization has been argued to be a signature of equilibrated QCD matter hadronization with a freeze-out close
to the cross-over phase boundary [470]. In contrast to this interpretation, the statistical hadronization has been seen as a generic
property of hadronization [471, 472] or from the excited QCD vacuum [473]. The validity of thermal fits to experimental
results in e+e− has been discussed in [474–476]. A grand-canonical treatment fails in e+e−, pp and pPb collisions such
that a thermodynamic interpretation may only be robust in heavy-ion collisions. The implementation and interpretation of
conservation laws and additional parameters required to describe the data in a small collision system are beyond the scope of
this review.
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where resonance formation cures the violation of 4-momentum conservation and respects the equilib-
rium limit [259, 338]. Interestingly, the recent developments of high-energy physics generators, that are
employed to describe hadronization in dense environments, and the two-component models do not single
out a specific kinematic regime of a couple of GeV in transverse momentum with a different hadroniza-
tion mechanism. The production of nuclei has been discussed in terms of coalescence approaches, where
the coalescing particles are typically the nucleons and not the quarks, see for an early review [481]. An
introduction to the concepts and an extended reading list can be found in ref. [482].

In summary, at the current stage, there is no standard description of hadronization in hadronic
collisions that spans from small to large particle number of produced particles and from low to large
transverse momenta.

6.3 Heavy-flavor and jet hadronization
For the description of heavy-quark and jet hadronization in nucleus-nucleus collisions, the two limiting
cases of hadronization, statistical and universal fragmentation, must be recovered based on the experi-
mental observations. However, under the conditions realized in experimental measurements, these limits
may not be reached. At low transverse momentum or mass scales and for large medium space-time di-
mensions, statistical hadronization respecting the constraints of conserved quantum numbers as charm or
beauty should be approached. At high transverse momentum and small-medium space-time dimensions,
hadronization modeling based on transfer from e+e− collisions should provide a suitable description. In
the latter case, the hadronization happens outside the QGP medium due to time dilation associated with
the Lorentz boost relative to the medium.

An extensive measurement program of charm and beauty hadrons, including baryons and quarkonium,
from proton-proton up to nucleus-nucleus collisions, has been started by the RHIC and LHC collabor-
ations. In proton-proton and proton-nucleus collisions, the transverse momentum spectra and rapidity
distributions of heavy-flavor mesons are described within the sizeable theoretical uncertainties by per-
turbative QCD calculations. The calculations are based on fixed-order NLO perturbation theory and next-
to-leading logarithm resummation as in the Fixed-order-Next-to-leading-logarithm(FONLL) [483–485]
or the general-mass variable-flavor-number [51, 486–489] schemes. Both type of calculations employ
fragmentation functions extracted from e+e−. Selected comparisons with data can be found in [217].

While the production of heavy-flavor mesons seems to fairly agree with the naive expectation
from e+e− collisions, the situation differes for heavy-flavor baryons and for quarkonia. There is a larger
fraction of heavy quarks hadronize into baryons than the naïve expectation from e+e− in pp collisions
at the LHC both in the case of charm [84, 86–88, 490–492] and beauty [493–495] quarks. For instance,
the pT -integrated charm hadron measurements by ALICE at

√
s = 5 TeV in pp collisions [88] shown

in Figure 28 indicate a large difference between the observed fraction of charm hadronizing in baryons
compared to e+e− and lepton-proton collisions. In addition, the Ξ0

c ground state contributes significantly
to the overall charm production. In pp collisions at

√
s =13 TeV, ALICE measured the states Σ0,++ [492]

that decay strongly to about 100 % into ΛC [129]. This measurement provides further information on the
source of the larger Λc-fraction. We note that the LHCb measurement of Λc baryons at

√
s =7 TeV [496]

shows a much smaller baryon over meson ratio than ALICE. Both measurements are not reconcilable
within one fragmentation function set [497]. Further experimental investigations are crucial to clarify
the situation and provide a differential distribution of charm baryon production as a function of rapidity.

The fraction of beauty baryons to the overall beauty production [493–495] rises towards low trans-
verse momentum at forward rapidity as measured by LHCb. This indicates the dependence of beauty
hadronization on the collision system as observed for charm production (see Figure 28). The first pre-
liminary measurements of charm baryons as a function of multiplicity in pp collisions have been shown
by ALICE [498]. However, the current precision prevents conclusions concerning a dependence of the
charm hadronization fractions as a function of multiplicity.
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The consistently observed larger fraction of heavy quarks hadronizing in baryons compared to
e+e− collisions may not be surprising given the strong modifications of hadronization patterns observed
for light-flavor hadrons. Therefore, it might be argued that the consideration of heavy-flavor hadron pro-
duction in view of hadronization is not particularly interesting given the fact that the experimental data is
scarcer and often less precise. However, in contrast to light-flavor hadrons, the charm and beauty quarks
provide an additional handle due to their perturbative production down to low transverse momentum and
heavy-flavor quantum number conserved in the strong interaction. Effectively, once they are produced,
the heavy quark number charm and beauty are conserved during a time scale relevant to QGP physics.
This conservation law is an additional constraint for the description. In addition, the relevance of small
collision systems for the modeling might be questioned if the main focus is the investigation of QGP
physics. In this respect, it is important to note that the duration of a hydrodynamic description in corres-
ponding simulations, if applicable, becomes shorter in small systems, see, e.g., in [499], and hence, the
modeling of heavy-flavor and jet observables become more sensitive to the initial state and the last stage
of the collision process. Therefore, the modifications at a relatively small number of charged particles
compared to central nucleus-nucleus collision constrain the hadronization modeling.

In order to describe the large baryon production fraction, different mechanisms are invoked within
the different model categories: statistical hadronization treatments, event generators starting from e+e− mod-
eling, and coalescence models. Within Pythia, the introduction of color reconnections of the heavy quark
with more than one other (usually light) quark in the event induces an increase of baryons in environments
with larger local color density [462] naturally. However, the currently available parameter choices do not
describe the Ξ0

c yield [491]. The parameter set also influences the description of light-flavor production
that is abundantly available, and they should be considered when aiming for a universal description of
hadronization, which is not yet the standard for discussing experimental results.

The statistical hadronization model, successfully used for describing nucleus-nucleus collisions
(grand-canonical for light-flavor and thermal weights for charm production constrained by the total
charm from hard particle production), yields a Λc/D

0 ratio of 0.22 [500]. In order to match the value
of around 0.5 observed by ALICE in pp collisions, the additional introduction of larger mass excited
charm baryons is discussed [259, 501]. These baryons, predicted in a relativistic quark model, produce
the ΛC-baryons decay products. This mechanism can serve as an explanation of the available charmed
baryon measurements [259, 501]. However, the current model cannot describe the Ξ0

c yield [491].

A coalescence model approach that uses thermal weights for the relative abundance of the different
charm baryons [502] is not able to describe the Ξ0

c production in [491]. A coalescence description acting
at low transverse momentum combined with fragmentation at higher transverse momentum is also used
to describe the baryon production in data [503].

In summary, there is not yet a unified description of heavy-flavor hadronization patterns in pp col-
lisions, but there is a growing body of increasingly precise experimental data to test different hypotheses.

Given the modified hadronization fraction into baryons in pp collisions compared to e+e− col-
lisions, further modifications might be observed for different collision systems. Significant differences
between pp to pPb collisions would need to be accounted for by constraints on nuclear parton distri-
butions via nuclear modification factor measurements discussed in Chapter 3. Therefore, heavy-flavor
baryon measurements in pPb collisions are crucial to establish whether we can use pPb nuclear modific-
ation factor data on single hadron species to constrain nPDFs.

Figure 29 shows the Λ+
c /D

0-ratio in pPb measured by ALICE [86, 87] and by LHCb [54]. The
measured Λc/D ratio between the two experiments is closer than in pp collisions but warrants future
studies. The comparison between the baryon-to-meson ratio between pp and pPb by ALICE [86] reveals
that the central value for the pT integrated Λc/D ratio is slightly larger. However, both values are
consistent within about 1 σ. The pT dependence appears slightly different between the two collision
systems, but the precision does not allow for strong conclusions.
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Figure 28: Left: hadronization fractions of charm into various hadrons at the LHC compared to measurements in
e+e− and ep collisions. Right: Fraction of Lb over fraction of b as a function of transverse momentum.
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LHCb also compared the baryon-to-meson ratio in the beauty sector between pp and pPb colli-
sions [54]. The ratio of Λb baryons in pp collisions and pPb is consistent with unity at forward rapidity
and deviates from unity by about 20% corresponding to 1.9σ as shown in Fig. 29.

Overall, the baryon fractions in pp and in pPb collisions are similar. The current measurements
indicate the first hints for differences that will become evident with more detailed investigations.

In nucleus-nucleus collisions, measuring heavy-flavor baryons is challenging due to the sizeable
combinatorial background, particularly at low transverse momenta. At RHIC, the STAR collaboration
measured, in AuA [233] at sqrtsNN = 200 GeV, a Λc/D ratio of 1.2 at 2.5 GeV/c < pT < 3.5 GeV/c
decreasing towards a central value of around 0.5 at larger pT . The first measurements at the LHC in PbPb
collisions at

√
sNN=5.02 TeV were targeting larger transverse momenta: ALICE reported a large ratio

of Λc/D [231] of around 1 at pT 6-12 GeV/c, CMS of around 0.2 for 10GeV/c > pT > 20GeV/c 10
and 20 [232]. Recently, ALICE extended the Λc measurement in PbPb collisions down to a transverse
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momentum of 1 GeV/c [504]. The data shows a sizeable transverse momentum dependence. The Λc/D
exhibits a value of around 0.4 at the lowest transverse momentum and a maximum of 1.1 in the range
4 GeV/c < pT < 6 GeV/c in most central collisions before decreasing again to 0.2 above 10 GeVc. An
extrapolation down to 0 transverse momentum allows ALICE to provide a pT integrated Λc/D ratio of
0.48+0.13

−0.12. The measurements point to a larger transverse momentum integrated baryon-to-meson ratio
compared to e+e− fragmentation expectation as observed in pp and pPb. The transverse momentum-
dependent measurements down to the lowest transverse momentum provide a rich source for model
constraints.

In addition to the ratio of baryon-to-meson production, the investigation of heavy-flavor hadrons
with a s-valence quark is interesting to check any differences with respect to the observations in pp
collisions. It also provides additional test concepts of heavy-quark hadronization from a equilibrated
strangeness QGP in central nucleus-nucleus collisions. The ratio of Ds over D0-meson production has
been investigated by ALICE [229, 230] and STAR [228]. The measurements show a larger fraction
of heavy-quark mesons appearing as a state with a strange valence quark in nucleus-nucleus collisions
than in pp and in e+e− collisions as predicted early by statistical model calculations [505, 506] and
the resonance recombination model [507]. In the b-hadron sector, CMS released first measurements
of Bs compared to B+ [508, 509]. The central values of the Bs-to-B+-ratio are 2-4 times larger in
PbPb than in pp collisions, but the large uncertainties prevent us from excluding the pp value. At the
present stage, different type of models, combined coalescence-fragmentation models [510], resonance
recombination model with fragmentation [259], a 4-momentum conserving coalescence model combined
with fragmentation [511] as well as statistical approaches [353], can account for the Ds observations in
central nucleus-nucleus collisions.

So far, we discussed heavy-flavor hadrons with one heavy quark, open heavy-flavor hadrons. The
investigation of quarkonium production in view of hadronization is very interesting. In high-energy e+e−

collisions, quarkonium production is very far from a thermal description in contrast to open heavy flavor
hadrons. The prompt J/ψ production at the Z-peak 49 [512] is underpredicted in a canonical statistical
model by nearly two orders of magnitude [513]. In contrast, the Λc/D ratio is well described within the
same model.

The description of inclusive quarkonium production in pp collisions has progressed significantly
in recent years [72]. All of the considered approaches assume factorization of the heavy-quark-antiquark
pair production with respect to the final state hadron formation. However, they do not consider the char-
acteristics of the hadronic environment. A subtle breaking of this factorization with respect to the final
state has been found when comparing the ψ(2S) to J/ψ production ratio in proton-proton with proton-lead
collisions [514–522] as well as for Υ [519, 523, 524], most notably at low transverse momentum and on
the nuclear fragmentation side shown in Fig. 30. However, the ratio of J/ψ over D-meson production
is consistent, within uncertainties, between the two collision systems. This observation indicates that
the excited state nuclear modification does not strongly impact the inclusive J/ψ production, although
the latter includes the feed-down from ψ(2S) and χc1,2 [55]. A first measurement of χc1/χc2 ratio has
been performed by LHCb in pPb collisions, where current statistical uncertainty prevents from strong
conclusions [525].

The most discussed explanations for the excited state quarkonium production modification with
respect to the ground states are rescattering phenomena, either of partonic or hadronic nature [295, 374,
527–529], as well as applying transport equation approaches [530, 531] as employed in nucleus-nucleus
collisions. In order to investigate these phenomena, ratios or self-normalized double ratios of different
states have been measured in pp collisions as a function of charged tracks in the event or forward energy
deposition [532, 533]. In summary, the investigation of excited quarkonia in proton-nucleus and high-
multiplicity pp collisions shows that already relatively small charged particle multiplicities lead to a
violation of a factorized ansatz of the bound state production. However, a precise physical picture of the

49The so-called non-prompt contribution is dominating and stemming from weak decays of beauty-hadrons.
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involved processes can not yet be extracted.

After the heavy-flavor bound state production, we discuss hadronization in jets. A first meas-
urement of the baryon-to-meson ratio Λ/K0

S in charged jets in pPb and pp collisions above pchT,jet >
10 GeV/c [534] has been performed. It indicates that the particle ratio differs from the one measured
in the underlying event and the inclusive production at the same transverse momentum. The observed
values are well within the expectation from the Pythia generator. Preliminary data by ALICE suggest
a similar behavior in PbPb collisions [535]. Hence, the jet provides a hard scale, and its core seems to
hadronize independently of its environment according to this first measurement. This observation may
open up the possibility of using the ’chemistry’, i.e., the observed particle abundance, for tagging. Con-
sequentially, the investigation of the jet-medium response could be supported by studies of the particle
species abundances. Furthermore, one may address whether the jet equilibrates synchronous in terms of
energy-momentum, kinematically, and its particle species, chemically. The interface between modern jet
physics theory and hadronization modeling would need further development to realize these ideas. Given
heavy-ion-inspired modeling, a hybrid approach between Lund-string hadronization and coalescence is
under development for jet hadronization [536].

The presented measurements are a starting point for better modeling of hadronization. This is not
only required to understand the transition between different collision systems. It is also necessary for
precision QGP studies involving hadronic final states that are not in the limiting cases of Fig. 26, i.e.,
full thermalization or modelization based on e+e− collisions. The domain where equilibrium is not yet
fully reached is most interesting for extracting the internal structure of QGP beyond the determination
of ’integrated’ properties. As we argued, these non-thermalized modes provide a window into the QGP.
Heavy-flavor hadrons are particularly interesting in this context due to their conservation during the
QGP lifetime, tagging effectively well-identified quarks. They are, therefore, a focus of future facilities
as discussed in 9.

6.4 Heavy-flavor hadronization as a probe of hadron structure
Since the discovery of the X(3872)-state in 2003 [537], a large number of mesonic and baryonic ’states’
containing heavy charm and beauty quarks have been discovered in e+e− and pp collisions that do not fit
into the conventional classification of qq̄ mesons and qqq baryons within quark models in terms of mass
and quantum numbers, see for a review [538]. For these states, different descriptions have been pro-
posed: compact objects with non-conventional valence quark composition as tetra and pentaquark states,
molecules of mesons, baryons, loosely bound states built from colored objects, and effects at kinematic
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thresholds. Quantum mechanical superposition leads to the superposition of different scenarios. In the
case of the most precisely measured state X(3872), the quantum numbers have been experimentally de-
termined by CDF [539] and LHCb [540]. However, the discussion of the precise nature of the state is
actively ongoing.

Prompt production of X(3872), i.e., not as the b-hadron decay products, but originating directly
from the primary vertex, has been measured at Tevatron [541] and the LHC [542, 543]. Its prompt
production has been discussed as a constraint on the nature of the state [544–546].

The investigation of these states in the experimentally challenging environment of heavy-ion col-
lisions and as a function of charged particle multiplicity in pp and pPb collisions may appear as an
additional complication. However, it introduces a new, comparatively large length scale, the size of the
created QCD matter, and the hadronization concepts from QGP physics. In this case, we investigate a
thermodynamic system that hadronizes in equilibrium at large particle multiplicity for light-flavor had-
rons. The ¨size¨ of this system that can be dialed in experimentally in a first approximation via the
number of final state particles: the 3-volume of the thermodynamic system at the moment of decoupling
within a hydrodynamic description scales with the charged particles measured in the final state. In addi-
tion, if rescattering plays an important role in the production yield and depends on the object’s size, its
impact may also be controlled via the number of produced particles in the vicinity of the exotic particle.
Therefore, the measurement of the exotic states in heavy-ion collisions and as a function of charged
particle multiplicity in nucleus-nucleus collisions can give us access to the nature of the state within a
hadronization ansatz that depends on the size of the hadron. Furthermore, suppose the thermal particle
production is applicable 50. In that case, the existence of new states can be tested [448] in heavy-ion colli-
sions where the particle density is given essentially by the mass and quantum numbers of the particle and
the freeze-out temperature, which offers different production probabilities than other production modes.

The first measurement of X(3872) production has been performed by the LHCb collaboration as
a function of charged particle multiplicity [547] in pp collisions. The result is expressed with the ratio
σ(X(3872)) × Br(X(3872) → J/ψπ+π−)/(σ(ψ(2S)) × Br(ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π−) and it is shown
in Fig. 31 as a function of multiplicity. First theoretical calculations treat the LHCb observation in terms
of rescattering and deduce a very strong sensitivity of the measurement to the type of hadron favoring a
rather compact object [548]. The model assumptions have been criticized in [549] and further theoretical
work will be required.

CMS released the first measurement of X(3872) production in nucleus-nucleus collisions [550],
where the signal extraction is shown in Fig. 31. The two peaks show clearly that a significant prompt pro-
duction can be observed. The central value of the ratio of N(X(3872))×BR(X(3872)→ J/ψπ+π−)
/(N(ψ(2S))×BR(ψ(2S)→ J/ψπ+π−) measured at 15 < pT < 50GeV/c is with 1.08±0.49(stat.)±
0.52(syst.) surprisingly large. Although the large uncertainties prevent strong conclusions, the evidence
of prompt X(3872) signal is intriguing and hints that an additional mechanism other than comoving
particle-induced dissociation is in play. Currently, the theoretical models vary wildly in their predic-
tions. However, they also indicate a strong sensitivity to the type of state within their model assump-
tions [551, 552]. In the case of a molecular interpretation of the X(3872), its production can be put into
perspective with respect to weakly bound nuclei as deuteron and hypertriton are also produced abund-
antly in heavy-ion collisions and measured from pp to nucleus-nucleus collisions at RHIC and the LHC,
see for a recent review on LHC measurements [482]. Given a large amount of available and upcoming
data, a clarification of the appropriate picture of the production mechanism [448, 553] is in sight, and
it can be then applied to QCD exotica. In the case of the X(3872), three ingredients can be identified:
precise measurement of the absolute branching fraction of the X(3872) in the J/ψ + pipi final state,
the clarification of the different coalescence model calculations yielding to very different results and
an improvement of the experimental precision. Furthermore, the field of femtoscopic correlations, cur-

50This has been argued to be the case based on the assumption that a compact multi-quark object is formed at the phase
boundary evolving to the final wave function unperturbed to first approximation [482].
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Figure 31: X(3872) measurements: Left: LHCb measurement of prompt and non-prompt component as a function
of multiplicity compared to comover model; right: signal extraction of inclusive and b-enriched X(3872) by CMS
in PbPb collisions.

rently mainly exploited in the strange-quark sector [554], can be applied to the heavy-flavor sector and
may teach about the interaction of charm hadrons with other hadrons giving insights into the underlying
forces of exotic hadron states. A first femtoscopic measurement involving a charm hadron has been re-
cently presented [555]. These first measurements of ALICE, LHCb and CMS are a preview of what will
be possible with larger luminosities and future data takings at RHIC and the LHC.

7 Jets and heavy-flavor in small collision systems, collectivity and energy loss
In the previous chapter 6, we discussed hadronization measurements in different collision systems. We
observe modifications in the hadronization patterns at large charged-particle multiplicity in pp and in
pPb collisions that resemble results in nucleus-nucleus collisions. This experimental finding provokes
the question of whether the key QGP signatures, collective expansion [556], and the energy loss of high
momentum particles [142], are observed in collision systems other than nucleus-nucleus collisions. By
searching for these signatures, we may learn the nature of the produced system in high multiplicity pp and
pPb collisions and whether QGP physics concepts can be applied in these cases. This chapter addresses
the contribution of heavy-flavor and jets observables to these conceptual questions.

We discuss measurements of azimuthal anisotropies of heavy-flavor particles in section 7.1. Fi-
nally, we review the search status for partonic energy loss in small collision systems in section 7.2.

7.1 Azimuthal anisotropies of heavy-flavor production
A long-range azimuthal angle correlation between charged particles in high multiplicity has been ob-
served in pp collisions by CMS with the first LHC data [557]. This observation has been confirmed
in various small collision systems at the LHC and RHIC [558–569]. Based on the comparison of the
experimental data with model calculations, the paradigm has been established that in pPb collisions, but
potentially also in high-multiplicity pp, coordinate-space geometry fluctuations are transformed into final
state momentum anisotropies. This transformation requires final state interactions that can be realized
either in a strongly coupled system described by hydrodynamics or in a dilute parton transport model,
see for a discussion in [6]. Initial state momentum-space correlations can potentially also play a role, see
for a review in [570].
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Figure 32: Measurement of J/ψ-v2 measured by ALICE in p-Pb collisions and in PbPb collisions compared to a
model calculation. The figure is adapted from original publication [577].

Beyond the investigation of hadron-hadron collisions, long-range azimuthal correlations have been
searched for in e+e− or e-hadron collisions. No clear signature is found neither in e+e− in jet produc-
tion at the Z resonance with ALEPH [140] or at collision energies around the Υ(4S) resonance with
Belle [141, 571, 572]. Similarly, no signature of collective expansion has been found in deep inelastic
ep collisions at

√
s = 318 GeV at HERA with ZEUS [139]. However, two-particle long-range azi-

muthal correlations have been seen in photonuclear PbPb collisions at the LHC with ATLAS [113] after
a template background subtraction.

The investigation of azimuthal correlations for heavy-flavor hadrons in small collision systems
is interesting since the relaxation time is comparable to the QGP lifetime already in nucleus-nucleus
collisions [162]. This circumstance poses the question to which extent they show signs of final-state
interactions in smaller collision systems. Most prominently, heavy-flavor azimuthal correlations, both
based on leptons from semileptonic decays [573, 574] as well as from fully reconstructed hadronic fi-
nal state, have been experimentally observed [575, 576]. Furthermore, ALICE collaboration found a
sizeable long-range azimuthal correlation between the J/ψ and charged particles in pPb collisions [577],
after employing a subtraction of the low charged-particle multiplicity correlation. This observation was
confirmed by CMS in a slightly different kinematic domain [578], see Fig. 32. In pp collisions, muons
from charm decays were observed with sizeable azimuthal long-range correlation after a background
template subtraction, whereas muons from beauty showed no significant v2 within similar experimental
uncertainties [579].

The large second Fourier coefficient v2 of the J/ψ [577, 578] cannot be accounted for in models
that describe well the nuclear modification and v2 of J/ψ in PbPb measurements, see e.g., in [531].
It is difficult to conceive a mechanism to provide such large azimuthal anisotropies in small collision
systems [531]. So far, no plausible explanation within transport models applied to nucleus-nucleus
collisions has been found. Models that assume that the source of the correlation originates from the
initial-state wave function in momentum space can account for the large azimuthal asymmetry [580].
However, this type of set-up cannot describe light-flavor hadrons measurements [6].

These heavy-flavor anisotropy puzzles show that the basic mechanisms behind the experimental
observations are not yet fully understood. To progress towards a quantitative understanding, the current
modeling of exclusive event description must accurately reproduce the experimental observations of
non-related background phenomena, commonly called non-flow contributions.
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7.2 Search for energy loss in small systems and peripheral collisions
In contrast to long-range azimuthal correlations, jet quenching has not been observed in small collision
systems. However, all jet quenching models predict a, possibly small, signal of energy loss in case a
droplet of Quark-Gluon Plasma is formed. The observation or the setting of clear limits of this signature
is necessary to form a coherent view of high-energy collisions with hadronic final states across collision
systems. So far, this has not been achieved, and we comment on the encountered problems 51.

Currently, no sign of jet quenching has been observed in pPb collisions, based on high-transverse
momentum particle suppression in single hadron spectra compared to pp collisions [582–586] or dijet
momentum imbalance [57]. Two conceptual problems address parton energy loss in collisions involving
light nuclei and protons as initial states. First, the predicted effects are relatively small due to the space-
time evolution of the created system, see for a compilation of different collision systems with a simple
geometric set-up in [587]. The second difficulty is selecting specific collision geometries in small colli-
sion systems. The most striking jet quenching modifications in nucleus-nucleus collisions are observed
by selecting events based on centrality class (impact parameter). Experimentally, the centrality definition
relies on a correlation between the impact parameter with the final state particle multiplicity. However,
this correlation is very wide in small collision systems and sensitive to correlations and effects unrelated
to the geometry of the collision, making it challenging to experimentally select collisions with small
impact parameters, see, for a study in pPb collisions, [94]. In peripheral nucleus-nucleus collisions, the
nuclear modification factor is also sensitive to biases [588] that are not accounted for in the observable
definition of peripheral collisions. In order to avoid these problems, one could use perturbative QCD cal-
culations as the cross-section reference and concentrate on centrality integrated properties. However, this
is not viable given the small size of the expected effects in proton-proton and proton-nucleus collisions,
more precisely, of the order of 10% for impact parameter averaged collisions in [587] for pPb collisions.
One should also consider the precision limits of perturbative calculations due to the non-perturbative in-
put given by the initial state and hadronization. While uncertainties from the limits of perturbative QCD
applicability and deviations from universal hadronization are expected to be only relevant at relatively
low momenta, the nuclear modifications of nuclear PDFs are relevant at high momentum and at the 10%
precision level. As we discussed in section 3, the modification of dijet kinematics in pPb collisions is
used for constraints on nuclear PDFs.

In specific kinematic regimes and collision systems, energy loss in ’cold nuclear matter’, i.e., the
modification of spectra due to radiation when traversing the hadron, can also be phenomenologically rel-
evant. It can be an additional background source for either search for partonic energy loss or constraints
for nuclear parton distribution functions. In proton-nucleus collisions, coherent energy loss interference
between the initial state and final state radiation from small-angle scattering within the nucleus is sug-
gested to play an important role at forward rapidity for quarkonium [90], open heavy-flavor [91] and
light-flavor hadrons [589]. The average medium-induced energy loss in this mechanism has a transverse
mass dependence given 1/MT , see for a good comparison with large-angle scattering in [590]. The as-
sociated transport coefficient q̂ amounts to O(0.07) GeV/c extracted from quarkonium [91, 589] and the
effect is parametrically at transverse momenta above 10 GeV around midrapidity. Another possibility
to circumvent the problem is the usage of coincidence measurements of a high transverse momentum
track, and a jet [417] in pPb collisions, where the observation is consistent with no energy loss and the
translation into a quantitative limit is model assumption dependent.

In order to search for partonic energy loss in small collision systems, an OO run has been proposed
that features more significant jet quenching effects compared to pp and proton-lead collisions due to the

51It is interesting to compare this onset question with the situation at lower beam energies measured by the STAR collab-
oration, where the high transverse momentum hadron suppression associated with jet quenching is overcome by other effects
for collision energies below

√
sNN = 39 GeV in AuAu collisions [581]. The low and high collision energy systems are very

different, particularly the estimated initial energy density. However, the diagnosis of jet quenching via model calculations in
both systems suffers from the disparity between the unclear description of the ’bulk’ in these collision systems and the idealized
sequential space-time picture with a long-lived hydrodynamic phase in central heavy-ion collisions at large collision energies.
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different nuclear geometry at similar charged particle multiplicity compared to pp and pPb collisions [80,
591].

8 Time scale of QGP evolution
QGP studies using hard probes have brought substantial qualitative breakthroughs. The continuous pro-
gress towards the theoretical description of in-medium effects and the experimental control over the
high multiplicity background allowed us to identify several novel phenomena related to the different
wavelength resolution probing probes. Examples like decoherence effects induced by multiple scatter-
ings or the presence of a jet-induced medium response component are novel findings regarding initial
predictions. Despite current theoretical uncertainties, a first approach toward the quantitative charac-
terization of average QGP properties was also possible. Nonetheless, the capabilities of hard probes to
provide more insightful information about the inner QGP workings are far from being fully explored.
We hope to learn about the QGP timescales, bridging the independent inputs from soft and hard probes.
As seen in chapter 5, the uncertainties related to the onset of quenching effects and QGP evolution dom-
inate our estimates of jet transport coefficients. The following steps for the future are clear, but the path
ahead still brings difficulties that must be surpassed. In this chapter, we will try to critically assess the
unexplored potentials of using high momentum objects as unique probes to study the time and hence the
temperature dependence of QGP properties. We illustrate possible exploration avenues that recent works
have put forward.

Hard probes are initially produced in a hard scattering and thus traverse the full extent of matter
created during the heavy-ion collision. In contrast to soft probes, low momentum objects resulting from
the fireball expansion, hard probes do not provide only a final picture of the process. They develop
within the fast-evolving medium and thus can be used as unique objects to measure time-dependent QGP
quantities. These can be separated into the following:

– Quarkonia: bound states of two heavy-quarks whose mass state dictates if the wave function is
formed at early or later times of the medium expansion.

– Open heavy-flavor particles: hadronization of a heavy-quark produced in the hard scattering and
that experience the full medium evolution;

– Jets: Result of the fragmentation of a parton produced during the high-momentum transfer process.

The initial idea to use quarkonia states as a hot and dense QCD matter probe was straightfor-
ward [145]. In vacuum, heavy bound-states can be described by the non-relativistic Schroedinger equa-
tion, whose potential has the typical contributions from the long and short-range distance behavior:

V (r) = σr − α

r
. (51)

In a static medium, the following ansatz has been used early on [592]:

V (r) = −α
r

e−µ(T )r +
σ

µ(T )
(1− e−µ(T )r) ≈ −α

r
eµ(T )r (52)

where the Debye screening radius in a static medium at temperature T is given by rD(T ) = µ(T )−1 and
the last equality approximation holds for when the temperature of the medium is much larger than the
critical temperature T > TC (i.e., a QGP phase exists). Because the Debye mass is proportional to the
medium temperature, µ ' gT , the Debye radius decreases with increasing temperature. Different bound
states have different dissociation temperatures. As such, a sequential melting pattern would appear. One
could then use the resulting yield of quarkonia species as a thermometer of the produced medium. This
original idea [145] has been strongly modified based on insights in lattice QCD and effective field theory
allowing us to address the temperature range in the transition region between hadrons and QGP, see
ref. [369]. In addition to this real potential, it has been realized that there is an imaginary component of
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the quark-antiquark potential [152, 153] leading to quarkonium dissociation in the thermal heat bath as
discussed in Chapter 4. However, there is an immediate inherent difficulty for the direct applicability of
the potential ansatz: quarkonia has to reach thermal equilibrium with QGP in order to use the knowledge
extracted from lattice QCD calculations that determine the in-medium properties of quarkonia states.
Given the fast-evolving medium’s time scale, an additional time dependence on the binding potential
is expected. If the QGP evolution is adiabatic, the potential evolves slowly, and a system at a given
eigenstate would remain in the same eigenstate. However, if the potential evolves rapidly, the system
cannot accommodate such changes, resulting in reshuffling a given quarkonium state. An adiabatic
condition holds if the timescale related to the energy gap of the bound state, τ , is much smaller than the
timescale associated with the medium evolution, τm. This is the case, for instance, of bottomonia states.
However, other channels lie above this dissociation threshold, and a reshuffle is expected. The rapid
evolution of QGP blurs the simple sequential-melting picture, and the role of quarkonia as thermometers
is questionable. To overcome this difficulty, progress towards using approaches based on open quantum
systems or effective time-dependent potential has been pursued more recently and is reviewed in [369].
An intuitive picture for bottomonium modification in this theoretical ansatz is to see QGP as a sieve
acting on the quark-antiquark pair traversing the medium, for which references are given in Sec. 4.2.3.

The existence of an imaginary part of the potential and the real-time dynamics of the heavy-quark-
pair-heat-bath interaction were not the only factors in the evolution of quarkonia as QGP probes that
started from the simple picture of quarkonia as a thermometer. It was also realized that (re)generation
from the heavy-quarks within QGP could counter the expected suppression [155, 156]. This is quite
natural once one allows for transitions as indicated by an imaginary potential. Since there is a medium-
induced process making the transition between color-singlet to color-octet states, the opposite reaction
should also be allowed. The interpretation of the obtained yield of quarkonium is thus more complex
than what was initially considered, as it is also sensitive to different physical phenomena. The yield
and spectra of regenerated quarkonia relate to the abundance of open heavy-flavor in the system and
corresponding (partially) thermalized pT -spectra. It immediately follows that the yield and spectra of
regenerated quarkonia are, in principle, sensitive to the abundance and momentum spectra of open-charm
states in the system. At RHIC and the LHC energies, the cc̄ pair multiplicity becomes large to boost
charmonium production. Two approaches are currently employed to describe charmonium regeneration:
a statistical approach, where the additional component is mainly produced at the chemical freeze-out,
and kinetic recombination, which yields a continuous regeneration over the QGP lifetime. Despite the
details of each model, for very high energy densities, both may lead to a J/Ψ enhancement. We refer the
reader for chapter 4.2.3 for further details on the experimental findings that show this process at work
and the main directions to decide between these two directions. The fact that charm observables at low
transverse momentum show features in terms of transverse momentum spectrum, particle yield ratios
and vn coefficients close to kinetic and relative chemical equilibrations, indicate at least a partial loss
of memory. This observation indicates that charm is a probe sensitive to the late stages of the medium
history. The precise relative role of dynamical in-medium interaction and hadronization is still to be
clarified.

While at LHC energies there are evidences of quarkonium regeneration, the Future Circular Col-
lider (FCC), expected to operate at a

√
s = 39 TeV for PbPb collisions, might bring qualitative novel

insights. The average temperature of the produced QGP would be slightly larger than at the LHC (about
500 MeV), but the anticipated thermalization time would decrease by a factor 2. As such, the overall in-
crease of the initial QGP temperature at FCC energies will allow having a sizable fraction of the thermal
gluons and light quarks. Assuming that we have a thermal-like exponential distribution, there is a large
probability of surpassing the threshold to create cc̄ pairs (twice the charm quark mass, 2 × 1.5GeV).
As such, cc̄ pairs can be abundantly produced, and several independent groups reported predictions for
the thermal production of charm quarks at the new collider, all of them hinting at a sizeable contribu-
tion [380]. Considering dynamical kinetic equations with an evolving medium, the charmonium yield
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has been reported to increase by 20% to 80% concerning a baseline without thermal production. The
large gap is mainly driven by uncertainties on the QGP thermalization time, as they rely on rough extra-
polations from prior LHC knowledge. However, this effect could overcompensate the screening effects
even stronger than the pure regeneration from perturbatively produced charm resulting in a RAA > 1.
Statistical approaches also predict a nuclear modification factor above unity along the same lines. Pre-
dictions for higher quarkonia state masses at FCC energies have also been reported. Depending on the
interaction potential, the υ(1S) state could be enhanced, while the excited states 2S and 3S would be
partially or totally suppressed in QGP.

It is thus clear that, despite challenging, the interplay between sequential recombination and regen-
eration can be used to test the heavy qq̄ interaction with the medium and identify the potential interaction
dependence on the timescale of the process. Nevertheless, quarkonia states are not the only probes able
to probe the QGP time structure. Open heavy-flavor production also depends on the interaction potential,
and its spectra also reflects the QGP transport properties (see section 4.3.4).

Traditionally, when looking at heavy-flavor observables, one assumes an early state production
thanks to the large mass of the heavy-quark pair and tries to establish contact to thermal concepts and ma-
terial properties for low pT production. The state-of-the-art perturbative integrated transverse momentum
and low-pT heavy-flavor cross-section are dominated by fixed-order calculations uncertainties with the
heavy-quark mass as a hard scale. These quarks are usually plugged into the start of the medium evolu-
tion from the beginning in today’s modeling. At high transverse momentum, the heavy quark is identified
as the leading parton of the jet based on the fragmentation function measurements in e+e− collisions.
The leading parton assumption is also an excellent approximation in pp collisions for the selections em-
ployed by ALICE to reveal the dead-cone effect [138]. In this review, we followed both commonly
adopted pictures, early production and leading parton approximation. However, given the time depend-
ence of the parton-medium interaction, it is important to note that heavy-quark pairs can be produced via
gluon splitting g → QQ̄ with the gluon having the virtuality of the QQ̄ mass in the radiation patterns
of a jet 52. This process can also occur late in the shower, and a large phase space is available at the
LHC. Exploiting this feature via jet substructure measurements to tag the transition from a gluon to a
heavy-quark pair with controlled virtuality down to low scales could open a new venue to dial into the
time development of a parton shower in the interaction of QGP. The measurement of J/ψ fragmenta-
tion in jets by LHCb [382] in pp collisions as well as the measurement by CMS [383] in pp and PbPb
collisions (30 GeV/c > p

jet
T > 40 GeV/c, J/ψ pT > 6.5 GeV/c) indicate, in the explored kinematics,

that the momentum carried by this low mass QQ̄ is softer than expected in leading order calculations.
The natural interpretation is a significant fraction of late production within the parton shower. This is an
intriguing first observation that can be exploited in the future to decompose the radiation as a function of
time in QGP.

However, novel ways of using this decay to create delayed probes inside the medium are being
developed. One of these examples is to use top-initiated jets [594]. The hadronic decay of top quarks
(via de b+W → b+qq̄) provides one excellent time-delayed probe of the medium. After the top decays,
the W -boson, as a colorless object, will propagate through the medium without medium-induced effects.
Once it decays, it will produce a color singlet antenna formed by the qq̄ pair that will remain in a color
singlet until the medium can resolve the two quarks as independent sources. As mentioned in 4.3.1, the
decoherence times goes as [148]:

td =

(
12

q̂θ2

)1/3

, (53)

where θ is the antenna opening angle and q̂ the jet transport coefficient. Summing the three components,
52As a side remark, the production of massless photons at lowest pT amenable for pQCD, is in fact dominated by fragment-

ation, see for instance in [593] for a baseline calculation in nucleus-nucleus collisions.
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Figure 33: (Left) Total delay time as given by Eq. (54), for q̂ = 4 GeV2/fm (markers) and q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm

(dash line). The standard deviation for the former case is also illustrated as error bars. The average contribution
of each component is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). (Right) Reconstructed W -mass as a function
of precot,Top for HE-LHC (left) and FCC (right) centre of mass energies. The different colors refer to different finite
size media, together with the pp results (at red) and the fully quenched results (at black, see text). Figures taken
from [594]

it is possible to create probes that are formed inside the medium after an average time given by [594]:

〈τtot〉 = τtopγT,top + τWγT,W + td , (54)

with the transverse boost γT,X = (p2T,X/m
2
X + 1)1/2 for the particle X with transverse momentum pT,X

and mass mX . One can control the average decay time by measuring the top-initiated jet. In figure 33,
left panel, the available timescales (top axis) for different reconstructed pT,top and two different values
of fixed q̂ are shown. The less-dense (smaller q̂) the medium is, the more the QCD antenna remains in
a color singlet state. The different contributions from this decoherence time and the top and W decay
are also shown in different stacked colors. To minimize the background effects to this particular decay
channel, semi-leptonic decay of a tt̄ event could be used for tagging. The reconstructed W -boson mass
would provide the observable. If the total delay time surpasses the medium lifetime, the reconstructedW -
mass would be compatible with a pp system. For shorter delay times, the QCD antenna will experience
in-medium energy loss, decreasing its mass. As such, a measure of the W -boson mass as a function of
the reconstructed top pT,top, would allow a tomographic analysis of the created medium in heavy-ion
collisions. Given enough statistics, this and similar analyses could be used to probe the different QGP
evolution timescales. In Fig. 33, right panel, it is shown the expected reconstructed W -boson masses for
different finite-size media. For each of them, the total energy loss experienced by all event particles is
15% of their initial energy. The exception is the decay products of the W -boson that will lose energy
proportionally to the medium extent that they will propagate after τtot, which is assumed to be linear. The
pp expectation baseline is shown in red, while the fully quenched scenario is in black. At FCC energies,√
sNN = 39 TeV, it will be possible to extensively use these channels to perform a complete survey of

the spacetime structure of the produced QGP. However, at the HE-LHC energies,
√
sNN = 11 TeV, the

available statistics is limited, and one can only constrain limiting scenarios for short or long-lived media.

Single-particle measurements can carry some potential to inspect the time structure of the colli-
sion process. In theory, jets, being multi-scale objects that develop through the extended medium, are
affected by different wavelength phenomena that occur over time. The challenge is knowing how to ac-
cess such information from the collection of final-state particles we denote as a jet. Jet substructure has
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been intensively explored for heavy-ion studies to oversee the multitude of processes that an in-medium
parton shower experiences. The information is always separated in terms of momentum scales. Not
only is the available experimental information, but it is also the scale that separates perturbative from
non-perturbative effects. Alternatively, one can also use angles or radial distances from pQCD-inspired
parton showers. In the presence of a medium, medium-induced radiation is not constrained to the domin-
ant angular ordering behavior (see chapter 4.3). The medium destroys the interference pattern between
the two emitters, and an additional anti-angular ordered contribution, proportional to the medium char-
acteristics, appears. In addition, QGP and its induced effects evolve as a function of time. The timescale
of the collision process will then be highly correlated to the magnitude of medium-induced modifications
that we want to identify concerning a vacuum baseline. Although these considerations are still in their
infancy, they are currently being pursued to unlock the full exploitation of jets as probes of QGP. For
instance, one of the most recent attempts was to use the concept of formation time [595],

τform ≈
E

Q2
≈ 1

2Ez(1− z)(1− cos θ)
, (55)

where E is the energy of the incoming particle with virtuality Q that splits into a pair with opening angle
θ, each carrying a fraction z and 1− z of the parent parton. By identifying jet populations with different
τform, classified as "early-" (τform < 1 fm/c) or "late-" (τform > 3 fm/c) initiated jets, it was found a
strongly and weakly-modified jets respectively. This was done by reclustering a jet with the generalized
kT -family with p = 0.5 (τ algorithm), where:

dij ≈ pT,iθ2i,j ∼ τ−1form (56)

and identifying the first soft-drop emission (with zcut = 0.1). The connection of these results to the
concept of a time is still blurred. It is not clear whether this selection is just a consequence of kinematics,
where jets of small opening angles, with typically longer formation times, are known to survive more in
the medium (the jet selection bias discussed in 4.2). In this sense, using this type of novel reclustering
tool may not add much more value to a possible jet selection based on angle and/or transverse momentum.
Nonetheless, this and other preliminary studies [595–597] seem to indicate that, while the connection to
a time is not yet understood, these novel tools seem to perform slightly better with current state-of-art jet
quenching Monte Carlo. The possibility to use those simply as a jet quenching classifier at LHC energies
may already boost current heavy-ion studies. Future efforts will establish how robust these tools are in a
heavy-ion background and if they can build a connection to the QGP lifetime.

9 Conclusions and outlook
A large experimental, phenomenological and theoretical effort is dedicated to studying heavy quarks and
jets in heavy-ion collisions to characterize QGP. In this review dedicated to these observables, we started
with three guiding questions:

– How does the strongly coupled QGP emerge from an asymptotic free gauge theory?
– What is the substructure of QGP when probed at various resolution lengths?
– What are the QGP transport properties?

Let us give some tentative answers.

The last question is already a tall order but presumably the most concrete and modest one to attack.
Despite the large variety of models and uncertainties behind the underlying assumptions, all approaches
yield large stopping power of the medium and small spatial diffusion coefficients for heavy quarks. For
jet transport, we compiled different estimates on q̂/T 3 and discussed the remaining sizeable differences
in the approaches. We related the transport coefficients from model calculations within approximate
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relations to the entropy to shear viscosity ratio. The derived parameters from hard probes with theoret-
ical models are consistent with Bayesian fits to soft particle production and correlations. Although the
associated theoretical uncertainties on the extraction of jet quenching, charm diffusion transport coeffi-
cients and subsequent translation to specific shear viscosity are still considerable, it is a starting point for
quantitative extraction of QGP properties. Increasing experimental precision and improving theory input
will allow excluding specific model scenarios in the future. Simultaneously, it will become increasingly
important to fix the initial conditions, unify the hydrodynamics description of the system, and quantify
better hadronization in theoretical models to achieve this goal.

Detecting the QGP substructure across different length scales remains an open quest. In this
respect, jets and heavy quarks give access to information that is not yet available via soft particle pro-
duction. We explained that modern jet substructure measurements could provide information on quasi-
particle scattering centers. Quarkonium measurements can address the fate of heavy-quark bound states
in the QGP. Experimental results indicated strong modifications of quarkonium observables commonly
associated with mechanisms related to deconfinement and its connection to open heavy-flavor. So far,
we did not manage to resolve quasi-particles, and the question of the fate of heavy-quark bound states
in the QGP is answered differently by different classes of models. These questions are longstanding in
heavy-ion physics, but new perspectives based on future experimental precision and the theory progress
give us hope that we can progress significantly in the coming years with the help of hard probes.

Understanding the emergence of QGP from the underlying theory can be addressed in different
ways. Pragmatically, we proceed via two more specific data-driven questions: how do the transitions
occur from the initial state to the hydrodynamic description, and how does the system transition to
hadrons? How far does the strongly coupled QGP description hold in less idealized situations than in
central nucleus-nucleus collisions 53? We pointed out how to explore the time dimension of different
hard processes in the first question. Furthermore, the same interactions that control the approach from
the initial state to a hydrodynamic description also control the parton-QGP interaction in jet physics. The
non-observation of jet quenching in proton-nucleus and proton-proton collisions is still a vital feature to
be understood, given the success of a hydrodynamical description in proton-nucleus collisions at the
LHC. The planned oxygen-oxygen collisions at the LHC with similar densities, but a more controlled
geometry than proton-lead collisions, should allow us to address this question in the next years [591].

Hadronization, a genuinely non-perturbative process, is associated with the transition from the
sQGP to hadrons. The thermal limit of particle production can be tested. Interesting patterns in heavy-
flavor hadron production, particularly concerning baryon production, arise in pp and pPb collisions in-
dicating the break-down of factorization with respect to the final state. This observation needs to be
addressed both in theoretical approaches and with additional experimental measurements. A better con-
ceptual consensus based on the available and upcoming data and precise modeling of these hadronization
phenomena will also help us quantify QGP in large collision systems.

Beyond the current status, we look into a future with large new samples and data from new col-
lision systems, but also qualitative advances with the detector upgrades at RHIC and the LHC. At the
LHC, the upgrade of ALICE being currently commissioned targets the analysis of the full available data
stream. The phase 2 upgrades of CMS will considerably improve the tracking performance in terms
of resolutions and efficiencies and enlarge its acceptance to 8 units of rapidity [598]. Furthermore, the
CMS MIP Timing Detector will have particle identification capabilities over a wide pseudo-rapidity
range [599], improving the heavy-flavor hadron reconstruction significantly. LHCb will enhance its cap-
abilities in nucleus-nucleus collisions [80] and will provide precise heavy-flavor measurements at the
forward rapidity in proton-nucleus collisions [100]. In addition, the installation of a storage cell allows
up to 100 times larger statistics in the fixed-target mode of LHCb starting with Run 3 [600, 601]. Stud-

53We know from studies in e+e− collisions and ep that collective patterns in azimuthal correlations are not present within
the experimental precision, see the discussion in Section 7.1. It seems that collectivity can be indeed switched off in collisions
involving point-like particles.
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ies for the possibility of a fixed-target mode of ALICE are investigated for Run 4. The investigation
of small collision systems is complemented with the planned OO run [591]. At RHIC, the brand new
sPHENIX detector [102] will start to take data in 2023, promising to perform jet measurements and
Υ measurements so far only available at the LHC and collect a large fraction of the data stream.

On the horizon of 2030, we will see a new generation of heavy-ion experiments and the arrival
of an electron-ion collider in the United States. At the LHC, the heavy-ion community is interested in
a new detector set-up with the main emphasis on heavy-flavor observables [602]. LHCb is undergoing
a complete upgrade stretching its capabilities towards most central collisions in collider mode [603].
The experiments at the LHC will profit significantly from luminosity increases foreseen with the help
of light-ion data taking indicated in the HL-LHC Yellow Report [80]. The initial state will be more
strongly constrained by studies at the electron-ion collider [106,109] and further improvements based on
measurements at the LHC in ultra-peripheral collisions as well as inclusive measurements at the low-x
frontier as the ones presented in this review.

Beyond currently available hadron beams, the future circular hadron-hadron collider (FCC-hh)
has been proposed as a future energy frontier machine in the 21st century [380]. This machine with a
PbPb collision energy of 39.3 TeV will offer unique opportunities to study hard probes in new kinematics
regimes. The thermodynamic system arises from a very dense system of gluons in the initial state that
can be tested by high-energy particle production. Charm quarks may become active degrees of freedom
that can be thermally produced at higher collision energy. In particular, the time dependence of the
parton interaction with QGP can be investigated with boosted objects such as the top production at
large transverse momentum introduced in 8. The path ahead will establish more independence between
the hard and soft sectors. The degeneracy provided by both probes will boost our sensitivity to time
differential measurements and deepen our understanding of the theory of strong interactions.

In summary, heavy-quark and jets are versatile tools for investigating QGP since they experience
the whole system evolution. Different from soft probes, they could constrain the medium properties at
various moments of the system’s lifetime. The community has just become quantitative in extracting
average medium properties with hard probes and developing handles to dive into the system’s time evol-
ution. This information can confirm soft-sector findings and enlarge our knowledge of the medium at
higher energy scales and temperatures. Most importantly, they can potentially probe the full-time QGP
evolution in heavy-ion collisions. The recent advances and upcoming programs give hope to progress on
the field’s open conceptual questions and contribute to our understanding of QCD as a whole.
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