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The widespread notion that jets quenched in a Quark-Gluon-Plasma (QGP) are similar in their
parton flavor composition to jets in vacuum is critically examined. We demonstrate that while
the soft to semi-hard [low to intermediate transverse momentum (pT )] sector of vacuum jets are
predominantly bosonic i.e., composed of gluons, sufficiently quenched jets can have an intermedi-
ate momentum sector that is predominantly fermionic, dominated by quarks and antiquarks. We
demonstrate, using leading order perturbative QCD processes, that the rate of flavor conversion from
a gluon traversing the QGP as part of a jet, to a quark or antiquark, versus the reverse process,
grows steadily with falling pT . Simple diagrammatic estimates are followed by a variety of realis-
tic simulations in static media, which demonstrate qualitatively similar yet quantitatively different
fermion enhancements. The relation of this increase in flavor to the observed baryon enhancement
at intermediate pT is studied in a fully realistic simulation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Jet quenching or the modification of hard QCD jets in
a dense quark-gluon plasma (QGP) [1, 2], has reached
a state of precision exploration [3–5]. The basic pro-
cess of medium-induced energy loss leading to an in-
crease in the number of gluon emissions from the orig-
inal hard parton [6–11], was initially established by suc-
cessful comparisons with data on the suppression of the
scaled yield of leading hadrons (RAA) [12], via four dif-
ferent formalisms [13–17]. Over time, equivalences be-
tween these various approaches were established [1, 18],
and the multi-stage picture of jet modification, coupled
with the concept of coherence, was developed [19–23]. In
tandem with these developments, there arose extensive
event generators based on these separate formalisms [24–
27]. These event generators have also been incorporated
in an end-to-end multi-stage model-agnostic event gener-
ator framework that successfully describes a majority of
the available data on jet modification [5, 28].

The multitude of approaches to jet modification con-
tained within them varying descriptions of the medium.
Within the last few years, all these different models of
the medium have either been replaced by, or have been
related to, a few transport coefficients. Focusing only
on light flavors, the leading transport coefficient that en-
capsulates a dominant portion of the effect, the medium
induces on the jet, is the transverse broadening coeffi-
cient q̂ [29–31], defined as the mean square momentum
per unit length, exchanged between a hard parton and
the medium, transverse to the direction of the hard par-
ton:

q̂ =

N∑

i

∣∣∣~ki⊥
∣∣∣
2

L
. (1)

In the equation above, a parton undergoes N scatterings

in a length L, within the QGP, without emission, with

the ith scattering imparting a transverse momentum ~ki⊥.
In all formalisms of pQCD based energy loss [12–

16, 18], the basic picture involves an increase in the
amount of emissions from the hard parton(s), induced
by scattering from the medium, quantified by q̂. The fla-
vor of the emissions, as well as the flavor of the majority
of partons associated with a jet, are not a priori expected
to be very different from that in the vacuum.

Most of the emissions from a hard parton in vacuum
are gluons and the expectation is that, in a medium, jet
partons simply radiate more gluons (i.e., partons associ-
ated with jet showers are predominantly bosonic). The
goal of this paper is to demonstrate that in the plasmas
typically created at RHIC and LHC, a large fraction of
the emissions from jets may actually turn into quarks
and antiquarks, i.e., partons associated with quenched
jets may be predominantly fermionic. This is caused
by the repeated re-interaction of these partons with the
medium.

A jet radiates partons of all energies, starting from a
fraction of the jet’s own energy down to vanishingly small
energies. A large fraction of the emissions are sufficiently
soft that a pQCD based description of the scattering of
these partons, off constituents in the medium, may not be
accurate (the running of the QCD coupling [32, 33] insists
that soft partons interact strongly with the medium). A
variety of strong coupling methods [34–37] based on the
AdS/CFT conjecture [38] are currently available to de-
scribe the energy loss of a parton in a strongly interact-
ing medium. However, in none of these approaches is the
flavor of the parton affected. Thus, full jet simulations
based on strong coupling approaches also do not change
the flavor profile of the jet.

There is a trivial and somewhat obvious change in
the flavor profile of the softest portion of the jet as soft
partons are thermalized and lead to excitations of the
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medium [39]. Whether this thermalization is treated
schematically or using strong coupling methods, one ob-
tains the flavor composition of this portion of the jet to be
similar to that of the medium itself. If the medium is fully
chemically equilibrated, then these partons will show a
similar quark-to-gluon ratio as in the bulk medium.

In this paper, we focus on the intermediate energy re-
gion where the energies (E) or transverse momenta (pT )
of partons associated with the high-energy (jet) parent
parton, are just above those of the bulk medium; i.e., we
consider semi-hard partons, within the collection of par-
tons, where the interaction with the medium could still be
reliably calculated using pQCD (it may be the case that
only part of the interaction is calculable in pQCD). Quite
surprisingly, we find this region to be fermion dominated
(after the jet has traversed a typical distance of about
6 fm/c in a medium held at temperature T ∼ 0.25 GeV).
In some cases, the enhancement can exceed the fermion
fraction in the bulk medium itself. While this flavor con-
version does not change the energy-momentum of the jet,
it turns out to be a dramatic change within the particle
composition of the jet: The fermion fraction within the
jet can change by an order of magnitude from what it is
in vacuum as will be explored.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we re-
call the somewhat disconnected prior work on the topic
of flavor conversion. Sec. III will provide a brief review
of the rates of various fermion-boson conversion (or fla-
vor conversion) processes for 2-to-2 parton scattering in
pQCD at finite temperature. These rates will demon-
strate that, in a thermal QCD medium, an external gluon
with E & 8T can have most of its energy transferred into
a quark/antiquark at a much faster rate than a quark
(or antiquark), with similar energy, can transfer most of
its energy to a gluon. The choice of an “intermediate
energy” parton with E & 8T , segregates well the jet-like
parton from bulk medium (thermal) partons.

The rate at which gluons radiated from a jet are con-
verted into quarks (and antiquarks) also depends on the
state of chemical equilibrium of the medium. In Sec. IV,
we carry out simulations in a static medium and pro-
duce estimates of the time when the fermion (quark +
antiquark) number begins to exceed the boson (gluon)
number. Given the momentum and angular structure of
partons emitted by a quenched jet, the fermion excess at
intermediate pT first appears as an annular ring between
0.2-1 radian away from the jet axis, after about 2-6 fm/c,
in all models that we used (with a fermion excess appear-
ing at lower pT in some models, at a later time).

In Sec. V, we present a variety of realistic simula-
tions to pin down the range of angles and times where
these charge/baryonic (anti-charge/anti-baryonic) rings
appear. In Sec. VI, we present other measurable conse-
quences of these charge rings, e.g., on the baryon (and
anti-baryon) enhancement observed at intermediate pT .
A summary of the outstanding challenges to the exper-
imental detection of these baryonic/charge rings and an
outlook to future work is presented in Sec. VII.

FIG. 1. Non-perturbative matrix elements that lead to a
semi-hard quark annihilating off a resolved soft antiquark in
the medium and producing an onshell gluon (left) or photon
(right).

II. SURVEY OF PRIOR EFFORTS AND BASIC
FORMALISM

Hard or semi-hard partons traversing a QGP undergo
multiple scattering off constituents in the plasma. The
notion that some of these interactions may lead to a fla-
vor change (i.e. conversion) of the (semi-)hard parton
has been discussed several times in the literature. In this
section, we highlight these somewhat disconnected efforts
and discuss the non-perturbative matrix elements that
lead to these flavor conversions. While the subsequent
sections will use perturbative evaluations of these matrix
elements, in order to make semi-realistic estimates, we
remind the reader that, similar to q̂ [Eq. (1)], these con-
version processes may indeed contain considerable non-
perturbative contributions.

The earliest examples of flavor conversion leading to
formation of more quarks and antiquarks appeared in
the process of strangeness enhancement [40]. The first
connection to jets was the suggestion that hard jet par-
tons could convert to photons [41] on passage through
the QGP. Such photons were expected to produce a neg-
ative azimuthal anisotropy in semi-central collisions [42].
While these matrix elements were electromagnetic, the
basic structure is similar to those that lead to flavor con-
version. Consider the two diagrams in Fig. 1, where a
semi-hard quark scatters off an antiquark in the medium
producing a photon (right) or a gluon (left). The dashed
line in the middle is a cut line and thus these diagrams
respresent the product of an amplitude and its complex
conjugate. The photon producing diagram corresponds
to the work of Refs. [41, 42], while the gluon producing
diagrams will be considered in this paper. In either case,
the soft matrix elements that control either conversion
process are identical.

The possibility of quarks converting into gluons via di-
agrams such as the left diagram in Fig. 1 was briefly con-
sidered by Wang and Guo in Ref. [16] and later in greater
detail by Schaefer et al. in Ref. [43]. Both of these ef-
forts were in cold nuclear matter, where it was found
that such contributions could be comparable to q̂ if the
quark distribution in the medium was large. These dia-
grams, however, only consider the conversion of a quark
into a gluon. In this paper, we will point out that a much
larger effect is the conversion of a gluon into a quark (or
antiquark) via the diagrams in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 2. Non-perturbative matrix elements that lead to a semi-
hard gluon converting to a semi-hard quark (left) or antiquark
(right).

FIG. 3. Gluon or Boson exchange diagrams that do not lead
to flavor conversion, and are the dominant contribution to
the transverse broadening coefficient q̂ and the longitudinal
coefficients ê, ê2.

The left diagram in Fig. 2 represents a gluon turning
into a quark, while it turns into an antiquark on the right.
A cursory examination of these diagrams would indicate
that the soft matrix element in all the diagrams of Figs. 1
and 2 is essentially the same. It is the expectation to find
a quark or antiquark in the medium. However, the pro-
cesses in Figs. 1 and 2 have very different flavor and color
degeneracies: For the case of the outgoing photon, the an-
tiquark from the medium has to have the same color and
flavor of the incoming semi-hard quark. For the case of
the outgoing gluon, the antiquark from the medium has
to have the same flavor as the semi-hard quark. However,
for the case of the incoming semi-hard gluon, there are no
flavor or color restrictions on the incoming quark or anti-
quark. It will thus come as no surprise that this diagram
will have the largest effect in the subsequent sections.

Thus, all flavor changing diagrams involve the semi-
hard parton exchanging a quark (antiquark) with the
medium. This is in contrast with the diagrams that
typically generate the transverse broadening coefficient
q̂ [29–31, 44] or longitudinal coefficients ê, ê2 [45], which
involve gluon exchange as shown in Fig. 3. While the fla-
vor changing diagrams do lead to transverse broadening,
their main effect is the rotation of flavor of the semi-hard
parton. Similar to q̂, we can define a new transport co-
efficient which is sensitive to quark (antiquark) number
in the QGP: The rate of flavor rotation from a quark
(antiquark) to a gluon, and vice versa, can be straight-
forwardly derived as [44],

Γq→g = cq→g
1

2Eq

∫
dy−d2y⊥

(2π)2
d2k⊥e

−i k
2
⊥

2q−
y−+ik⊥·y⊥

×
∑

n

e−βEn

Z
〈n|ψ̄(0)γ+ψ(y−, y⊥)|n〉, (2)

Γg→q = cg→q
1

2Eg

∫
dy−d2y⊥

(2π)2
d2k⊥e

−i k
2
⊥

2q−
y−+ik⊥·y⊥

×
∑

n

e−βEn

Z
〈n|ψ̄(0)γ+ψ(y−, y⊥)|n〉. (3)

The operator expressions above can be written in gauge
invariant form using a combination of light-like and
transverse Wilson lines. The methodology for incorpo-
rating these lines is well known [31, 46, 47]. One im-
mediately notes that both flavor conversion rates can
be expressed in terms of one fundamental coefficient,

i.e., Γq→g = cq→g f̂ , and Γg→q = cg→q f̂ . The coeffi-
cients cq→g, cg→q include the overall spin, and color fac-
tors related to whether the incoming (out-going) state
is a quark (gluon) or gluon (quark) respectively. Given
this structure, one immediately obtains the straightfor-
ward relation that the ratio of rates of a gluon converting
to a quark (antiquark) to that of the reverse process is
merely a ratio of spin, color and statistical factors (Bose
or Fermi, represented as S):

Γg→q/(q̄)

Γq/(q̄)→g
=
cg→q/(q̄)Sg→q

cq/(q̄)→gSq→g
. (4)

If one ignores the statistical factors the ratio becomes a
pure number.

The ratio in Eq. (4) will be evaluated several times
in the subsequent sections with different restrictions on
the included processes, both with and without statistical
factors, in static and dynamic media. We are not the first
to evaluate these or point out the possibility of flavor
conversions of jets traversing a QGP. These were first
discussed in a series of papers by Liu et al. [48–50]. These
authors studied the possibility that the leading parton in
a jet could convert from quark to gluon or vice versa.
While the rates were not small, they tended to drop with
increasing pT or energy of the parton.

As will be shown in this paper, the region where the
effect of conversions is most dramatic is the semi-hard
region with momenta just above 8T , where T is the tem-
perature of the medium. Some of our approach is similar
to the work of Refs. [48–50], however we will focus on the
shower of gluons radiated by the hard parton, and not
the hard parton itself. In our case, one would trigger on
a hard parton and observe the change in the flavor of the
radiated gluons as they propagate through the medium.

The flavor or chemical change of full distributions of
partons correlated with a hard parton traversing and
equilibrating within a dense medium have been exten-
sively studied by one of us in collaboration with Schlicht-
ing and Mehtar-Tani [51, 52], using the finite temperature
rates derived by Arnold, Moore and Yaffe [53, 54]. How-
ever, these calculations focused on partons with asymp-
totic energies & 500T and thus observed a much delayed
onset of the quark antiquark numbers becoming compa-
rable to the gluon numbers.

In the subsequent sections, we will predominantly fo-
cus on partons with energy ranging from 2 GeV . E .
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5 GeV radiated from a jet with E & 25 GeV. For
most of the simulations, the medium will be static with
T = 0.25 GeV. Thus, scaling with the temperature T , the
jet has an energy of 100T and we are focusing on par-
tons radiated from the jet with energy above 8T and less
than 20T . Partons with momenta above 20T ' 5 GeV
will be considered hard in this effort. Partons with
E ≤ 8T ' 2 GeV will be considered as soft. While
pQCD based estimates on their population are presented
below, these are done only for completeness. It will be
assumed that partons with E ≤ 8T ' 2 GeV will even-
tually thermalize and hadronize as a part of the bulk
medium. Our main focus will remain on the semihard
region with 8T . E . 20T (or 2 GeV . E . 5 GeV for
T = 0.25 GeV).

Path lengths in the medium range from 2 to 10 fm/c.
The path lengths and temperatures are representative of
the average temperature and path lengths experienced by
jets at RHIC and LHC. The reason to not take the en-
ergy of the jet to be too large is to reduce the amount of
vacuum emission that the partons escaping the medium
will produce. Thus, picking a jet with an E ∼ 100T in
a medium of length around 2-10 fm/c produces a promi-
nent enhancement in the quark and antiquark number,
correlated with the jet.

While the rates in Eqns. (2,3) are cast in terms of non-
perturbative matrix elements, in the remainder of this
paper, we will evaluate these using perturbation theory.
There is every indication that for partons with energies in
the region E & 2 GeV, the interaction with the medium
may predominantly be non-perturbative [55–58]. The
calculations in this paper should thus be considered as
an estimate of the effect of these terms. We will show
that the flavor conversion processes will produce more
than an order of magnitude increase in the number of
quarks and antiquarks that are correlated with the jet
(compared to a jet in vacuum). Thus, while our per-
turbative estimates may not be completely accurate, the
magnitude of the effect indicates that this is a large effect
which will survive modification of the calculation scheme.

In this first effort to understand the enhancement of
fermion number within a jet shower, we will not attempt
to hadronize the simulated jets. The change in jet hadro-
chemistry as a signal for jet quenching has been pointed
out before [59], though not for the reasons that will be
highlighted in this paper. Most of the results in this
paper will be partonic. The increase in the number of
quarks and antiquarks within the jet shower will make
hadronization via the standard process of Lund string
breaking [60] unfeasible. Näıvely, given the small num-
ber of partons within the jet cone, the most obvious sig-
nal would be event-by-event fluctuations of charge and
baryon number. However, any current hadronization
module will itself introduce modifications to this effect.
The study of the effect of hadronization on these fluctu-
ations will appear in a future effort.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Ratio of the rate of a semi-hard gluon
converting to a semi-hard quark (or antiquark) to that of
a semi-hard quark (or antiquark) converting to a semi-hard
gluon. The top panel compares the ratio from only the di-
agrams that describe the process of gluon fusion to quark
antiquark to that of quark antiquark annihilation into glu-
ons Eq. (9). The lower panel considers the ratio of quark
gluon scatterings as calculated in Eq. (12). While the green
lines represents the ratio where the equilibrium distributions
are taken to be the classical Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution
which leads to an exact ratio of 2.25, an energy dependence
is obtained for the rates computed using the equilibrium dis-
tribution from quantum statistics shown in the red lines.

III. RATES OF FLAVOR EXCHANGE WITH
THE MEDIUM

The perturbative description of multiple elastic inter-
actions of a hard QCD parton (with energy E & 10T )
with a QGP medium (at temperature T ) can be cast in
terms of an effective kinetic description, with the collision
term obtained from tree-level diagrams. The rate of scat-
tering of a single hard parton a, with four-momentum p1,
with a medium parton b, with four-momentum p2, yield-
ing outgoing partons c and d with four-momenta p3 and
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p4 can be expressed as,

Γab→cd =

∫
d3p2

(2π)3

d3p3

(2π)3

d3p4

(2π)3
fb(p2)[1± fc(p3)] (5)

× |Mab→cd|2
16E1E2E3E4

(2π)4δ(4) (p1 + p2 − p3 − p4) ,

where incoming thermal parton and outgoing partons
are integrated over. In the equation above, all degen-
eracy (i.e. spin and color) factors are absorbed into
the matrix element squared |Mab→cd|2, and accordingly
such factors are removed from the distribution functions
fb,c(p). Note that the fi(p) notation emphasizes that
parton momenta satisfy the on-shell condition p2 = 0 (as-
suming massless partons). In the case of thermal equi-
librium, these are given by the Bose-Einstein distribu-

tion fg(p) = ng(p) =
[
ep·u/T − 1

]−1
for gluons, and the

Fermi-Dirac distribution fq(p) = ñq(p) =
[
ep·u/T + 1

]−1

for quarks and antiquarks, where uµ is the local fluid
velocity.

At leading order of the QCD coupling, the processes
can be separated into two classes. The dominant pro-
cesses involve completely elastic scattering, where the
boson-fermion nature of both scattering partons is un-
changed: The semi-hard incoming quark (gluon) re-
mains a semi-hard incoming quark (gluon) with a mild
change in its 4-momentum. These lead to diffusion and
drag of the hard parton’s energy with schematic rates
ΓDiffusion ∝ T 2∂2

p1
fa(p1) and ΓDrag ∝ T 3∂p1fa(p1), re-

spectively [51]. However, they will not cause any change
to the flavor profile of the jet. We instead focus on the
special case of flavor conversion, where the outgoing par-
ticle with energy comparable to the semi-hard parton
is of different quantum statistics than the initial hard
parton a. At high energies, these conversion processes
are suppressed by an inverse power of momentum as

ΓConversion ∝ T 2

|p1|fa(p1); however, for semi-hard partons

this can contribute significantly.
When the semi-hard parton is a quark (antiquark),

these consist of three processes: Quark-antiquark anni-
hilation into gluons, Qi q̄i → G g (Q̄i qi → G g), quark
gluon scattering, Qi g → qi G, and antiquark gluon scat-
tering, Q̄i g → q̄i G. Note that we use the notation
where capital letters indicate the semi-hard parton and
lowercase letters are reserved for soft particles. (For
the remainder of this study, the identity of the hard
parton should be clear from the context). When the
semi-hard parton is a gluon, the reverse processes in-
clude pair production, G g → Qi q̄i (G g → Q̄i qi), and
gluon scattering with a quark, G qi → Qi g, or antiquark,
G q̄i → Q̄i g. The matrix elements for all these processes
are listed in Table I.

In the subsequent subsections, the rates of the flavor-
conversion processes mentioned above where a semi-hard
gluon turns into a semi-hard quark (antiquark) will be
compared with the reverse processes for each, i.e., a semi-
hard quark (antiquark) turning into a semi-hard gluon.
The matrix elements in Table I will be integrated over

ab→ cd νb
∑
νcνd
|Mab→cd|2/g4s

gg → 2
∑
i qiq̄i 2NfCF

(
u
t

+ t
u
− CA

CF

t2+u2

s2

)
qiq̄i → gg 2C2

F

(
u
t

+ t
u
− CA

CF

t2+u2

s2

)
∑
i gqi → gqi −NfCF

(
u
s

+ s
u

)
+NfCA

s2+u2

t2
∑
i gq̄i → gq̄i
qig → qig −2C2

F

(
u
s

+ s
u

)
+ 2CFCA

s2+u2

t2q̄ig → q̄ig

TABLE I. Fermion-Boson conversion matrix elements: We
average over the degrees of freedom of the initial hard parton
a and sum over the initial medium parton b and final state
partons c and d. The conventional definition of Mandelstam
variables [61] is used.

the momenta of the incoming and outgoing soft thermal
partons. Both rates will be compared within a static
QCD medium held at a fixed temperature. In all cases,
the rate for gluons to turn into a quark (antiquark) is
found to be higher than the reverse process.

A. QCD annihilation processes

A hard gluon fusing with a thermal gluon and produc-
ing a quark antiquark pair is considered first. This con-
version rate is given by the double sum over quark flavors,
since the final semi-hard parton can be either a quark or
an antiquark. For the purposes of the numerical simu-
lations of this process, done using the JETSCAPE (Jet
Energy-loss Tomography with a Statistically and Compu-
tationally Advanced Program Envelope) framework, only
the soft particle distributions are integrated over, yield-
ing:

Γgg→2
∑
i qiq̄i

=

∫
d3p2

(2π)3

d3p3

(2π)3

d3p4

(2π)3

×fg(p2)[1− fq(p3)]
|Mgg→2

∑
i qiq̄i
|2

16E1E2E3E4

×(2π)4δ(4) (p1 + p2 − p3 − p4) . (6)

In the equation above, the flavor-summed matrix
element square is defined as |Mgg→2

∑
i qiq̄i
|2 =

∑Nf
i |Mgg→qiq̄i |2 + |Mgg→q̄iqi |2, where the subscripts

keep track of the momentum of the semi-hard gluon being
transferred to the quark (g g → qi q̄i) or to the antiquark
(g g → q̄i qi).

In both cases above, a sum over flavors is present, re-
gardless of whether the hard momentum transfers to the
quark or the antiquark. Conversely, the annihilation of a
hard quark with a medium antiquark does not involve a
sum of the quark flavors, since the quark-antiquark flavor
must match, thus giving

Γqiq̄i→gg =

∫
d3p2

(2π)3

d3p3

(2π)3

d3p4

(2π)3
fq(p2)[1 + fg(p3)] (7)

× |Mqiq̄i→gg|2
16E1E2E3E4

(2π)4δ(4) (p1 + p2 − p3 − p4) .
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If we neglect differences between the thermal quark
and gluon distributions, as well as quantum statistics,
and use Maxwell-Boltzmann (MB) distributions for both
quark or gluon, we would get,

fg(p2)[1− fq(p3)]→ fMB(p2),

fq(p2)[1 + fg(p3)]→ fMB(p2). (8)

With these substitutions, the only difference between the
integrands of Eqs. (6) and (7) are the degeneracy factors
of the matrix element. Thus, the ratio of a semi-hard
gluon converting to a semi-hard quark (antiquark) to the
reverse process of conversion of a semi-hard quark (or
antiquark) into a gluon, via the matrix elements that
describe annihilation or fusion, is given by

Γgg→2
∑
i qiq̄i

Γqiq̄i→gg
' Nf
CF

= 2.25 . (9)

In the equation above, CF = 4/3 is the quadratic Casimir
in the fundamental representation, and Nf = 3 is the
number of quark flavors.

Using full quantum statistics increases the ratio by
more than 50% and also introduces a mild dependence
on the energy of the semi-hard parton, as shown in the
upper panel of Fig. 4. Depending on the strength of the
overall rate, due to the medium, the shower of a hard
parton will, over time, contain more and more semi-hard
quarks (and antiquarks) even when starting with an ini-
tial hard gluon.

B. QCD Compton scattering

Compton scattering in the medium is another process
that can change a semi-hard fermion into a semi-hard
boson. In the current kinematic limit, whenever the mo-
mentum of the quark internal line is soft, i.e., the Man-
delstam variable u→ 0, the conversion rate (fermion-to-
boson or vice versa) is enhanced. For a semi-hard gluon
scattering with a medium quark or antiquark, the rate
is:

Γ∑
i gqi→gqi =

∫
d3p2

(2π)3

d3p3

(2π)3

d3p4

(2π)3
fq(p2)[1 + fg(p4)]

×
|M∑

i gqi→gqi |2
16E1E2E3E4

(10)

× (2π)4δ(4) (p1 + p2 − p3 − p4) Θ(|p4| − |p3|) .

While for the reverse process of a semi-hard quark scat-
tering with a medium gluon, the rate is given by

Γqig→qig =

∫
d3p2

(2π)3

d3p3

(2π)3

d3p4

(2π)3
fg(p2)[1− fq(p4)]

× |Mqig→qig|2
16E1E2E3E4

(11)

× (2π)4δ(4) (p1 + p2 − p3 − p4) Θ(|p4| − |p3|) .

If we consider the momentum exchange to be small
(q = p1 − p3 � p1, p2), the dominant contributions to
the quark gluon scattering are the terms proportional to
s
u and s2+u2

t2 in Tab. I. Because the energy (∼ |q|) gained
by the medium parton is small compared to the energy
of the semi-hard parton, only the first term will lead to
flavor conversion, while the second term will typically
contributes to energy loss. In this section, we will con-
sider the full matrix element. Hence, to identify flavor
converting processes, we will apply a kinematic selection
that the out-going parton with different flavor than the
initial hard parton takes a greater fraction of the energy.

Using the above two rates, the ratio of a semi-hard
gluon converting to a quark (antiquark) to the reverse
process is exactly the same as the ratio of rates in the
preceding subsection, namely

Γ∑
i gqi→gqi + Γ∑

i gq̄i→gq̄i

Γqig→qig
' Nf
CF

= 2.25 . (12)

In the equation above Maxwell Boltzmann statistics were
used once again. Even though using quantum statistics
for the process actually reduces the ratio, it still remains
above 1, as shown in the lower panel of Fig. 4.

C. From a gluon shower to a quark (antiquark)
shower

The two preceding subsections clearly demonstrate
that the rate for a semi-hard gluon to turn into a semi-
hard quark or antiquark is much larger than for the re-
verse process. In this subsection, we will try to estimate
the fate of the semi-hard gluons emitted from a jet as it
propagates through an equilibrated QGP.

In this first effort, we focus on jets with an energy
EJ ' 25 GeV. The reason is that these jets have a large
enough energy that they will definitely radiate several
soft gluons on traversal through the QGP. Also, their en-
ergy is not that high that a considerable portion of the
jet will continue to radiate outside the medium and pro-
duce a dominant gluon shower in the vacuum [26]. A jet
with an energy EJ ' 25 GeV 1 will radiate several gluons
with energies 2 GeV. E . 5 GeV (See Fig. 8). These
gluons will multiply scatter and interact with medium.
In this process, they may convert into a quark or anti-
quark. The produced quarks and antiquarks may also
scatter and could in turn convert back into gluons.

To estimate the probability of conversion, we go be-
yond the ratios of rates and plot the absolute rates, in a
thermal medium, in Figs. 5 and 6. As the case for the
ratio of rates, we continue to set the temperature of the
medium to be T = 0.25 GeV. In Fig. 5, we plot the rates
for two gluons to pair produce a quark or antiquark (red

1 We use ' as the energy of the jet originating parton is set as
25 GeV, which is not equal to the energy of the clustered jet.



7

0

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

0.006

0.007

0.008

0.009

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

gg → qiq̄i
T = 0.25GeV

R
at
e:

Γ
(E

1
)[
G
eV

]

Energy: E1[GeV]

Quantum Distributions
Maxwell-Boltzmann

g → q/q̄
q → g

FIG. 5. (Color online) QCD annihilation processes. The rate
of gluon conversion into quark (or antiquark) from Eq. (7) is
represented in red lines, while the reverse process from Eq. (6)
is displayed in green lines. The dashed lines represent the rate
where the equilibrium distributions are taken to be the classi-
cal Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution, and the rates computed
using the equilibrium distribution from quantum statistics are
shown in the full lines.

lines), the solid line includes quantum statistics for the
incoming and outgoing soft partons, while the dotted line
assumes Maxwell Boltzmann statistics. The green lines
represent a quark or antiquark annihilating with its an-
tiparticle and producing two gluons. Including the effect
of quantum statistics, the rate for a gluon to convert into
a quark (or antiquark) can be almost 3 times as high as
the reverse (quark to gluon) process in the region with
2 GeV. E . 5 GeV; the overall rates are rather small
(∼ 0.008 GeV) however. Thus, these rates will act as an
additive correction to the Compton process.

In Fig. 6, we plot the conversion of a gluon into a
quark or antiquark (red lines) and vice-versa (green lines)
from the Compton process. The solid and dashed lines
indicate rates with and without quantum statistics, as
described above. In the Compton process, a semi-hard
gluon interacting with a thermal quark could produce a
semi-hard quark and a semi-hard gluon simultaneously.
Hence, we present two separate rates: The top panel indi-
cates the rate for a parton to be produced with an energy
|p4| > 10T with a different flavor than the semi-hard pro-
jectile. Red lines indicate that the projectile is a gluon,
and green lines are for a quark. The bottom panel plots
the rate of the semi-hard projectile converting its flavor
[gluon to (anti)quark or (anti)quark to gluon], where the
outgoing semi-hard parton (or parton with larger energy)
has a different flavor than the projectile. In both panels,
the x-axis is the energy of the semi-hard projectile (E1).

We conclude this section with a numerical estimate of
the physical rate for a semi-hard gluon (with 2 . E .
5 GeV) to convert into a semi-hard quark (antiquark) and
vice versa. Using either panel in Fig. 6, we note that the
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FIG. 6. (Color online) QCD Compton scattering. The rate
of gluon conversion into quark (or antiquark) Eq. (11) is rep-
resented in red lines, while the reverse process from Eq. (10)
is displayed in green lines. Kinematic selections are employed
for the momentum p4 of the semi-hard parton with oppos-
ing flavor, in the top panel 8T ≤ |p4| or |p3| ≤ |p4| in the
bottom panel. While the dashed lines represents the rate
where the equilibrium distributions are taken to be the classi-
cal Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution, the rates computed us-
ing the equilibrium distribution from quantum statistics are
shown in the full lines.

rate for a semi-hard gluon to produce a semi-hard quark
or antiquark (whether or not the fermion is the lead-
ing outgoing parton) via the Compton process is about
0.06 GeV (see mean of the two red lines). Combining the
rate from pair creation (Fig. 5), the rate for a semi-hard
gluon to produce a semi-hard quark or antiquark is

Rg→q+q̄ ' 0.07GeV ' 0.35/fm. (13)

The rate for the reverse process is about half of this (using
the green lines in either plot from Fig. 6 and including
the rates from the plot in Fig. 5). We have also used
natural units ~c ' 0.2 GeV·fm.

The rate in the above equation is remarkably large. It
implies that a semi-hard gluon will definitely convert to a
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quark (or antiquark) by traversing a mere 3 fm of a QGP
at T = 0.25 GeV. Of course, if the medium were longer,
the final population would eventually tend towards twice
as many quarks and antiquarks compared to gluons.

By any measure, the estimate in the preceding para-
graphs presents a rather startling effect. It should com-
pletely disabuse one of the notion that a jet in a medium
is a central hard parton surrounded by a gluon shower.
In the subsequent sections, we will study this effect using
the solution of the Boltzmann equation, followed by simu-
lations using LBT and MATTER+MARTINI within the
JETSCAPE framework. In all cases, we will note that a
large portion of the gluons in a jet shower, in a medium,
are converted to quarks and antiquarks.

IV. THE EFFECTIVE BOLTZMANN
EQUATION FOR A JET IN A STATIC QGP

In this section, we will investigate the evolution of hard
partons in a static QGP medium using an effective ki-
netic description of QCD, at leading order. Based on the
approach of Arnold, Moore and Yaffe (AMY) [54], we
study the evolution of the phase-space distribution f(p),
where, after integrating out position space, the kinetic
equation is given by

∂tfa(p) = C2↔2
a [f ] + C1↔2

a [f ] . (14)

The leading-order QCD elastic scatterings are described
by the 2 ↔ 2 collision integral C2↔2

a [f ], where we use
hard thermal loop propagators for the internal quark and
gluon to regulate the divergent small angle scatterings,
while the other in-coming and out-going parton lines are
assumed to be vacuum like [53], with thermal distribu-
tions for the partons that emerge from and re-enter the
medium.

Multiple scattering of a hard parton with the medium
can cause the parton to become slightly off-shell. The
hard parton loses its off-shellness via radiation, which is
enhanced in the collinear region. These infinite number
of diagrams, iteratively including an arbitrary number
of scatterings, can be resummed into an effective 1 ↔ 2
radiation / absorption rate, which is described by the
collision integral C1↔2

a [f ]. This medium-induced radi-
ation is governed by an interplay between the medium
scale given by the mean free path λmfp ∼ 1/mD and the

formation time of the radiation tf ∼
√

2zEp/q̂, which
leads to a time-dependent rate of radiation in the colli-
sion integral. Since a time-dependent collision integral
is rather difficult to solve, we consider the medium to
be large enough such that the formation time is much
smaller than the medium length. In this case, the ra-
diation rates are given by the infinite medium limit de-
rived in the AMY approach [53]. The full evolution of
the phase-space distribution and the details of the im-
plementation of the collision integrals are given in [52].

We will focus on the energy loss of a hard gluon in
a static medium of infinite length. The in-medium cas-
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Particle number distribution as a func-
tion of the angle from the original parton, for hard partons
with momentum 8T ≤ p ≤ 20T (top) or soft parton with
momentum p ≤ 8T (bottom) with T = 0.25 GeV. The gluon
distribution is displayed in full-lines, while the sum of quarks
and antiquarks is displayed in dashed-lines at different times
t = 2, 6 and 10 fm/c. In the top panel, the vertical dashed
lines indicate the angle where the fermion distribution crosses
the gluon distribution.

cade of the hard gluon leads to a dilute distribution of
quarks and gluons compared to the QGP, which we can
describe using a linearized fluctuation δf(p) on top of
the equilibrium distribution na(p). The full phase-space
distribution is then given by

fa(p) = na(p) + δfa(p) . (15)

Since the equilibrium distribution na(p) is static, the dis-
tribution δfa(p) will describe the evolution of the hard
partons and the response of the medium. Each elastic
scattering with the medium generates recoil partons close
to medium scales. The medium parton, which undergoes
the scattering, is “extracted” from the medium. It mani-
fests itself as a negative contribution to the distribution.
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A. Evolution of a gluon in a QGP brick

We consider an initial gluon with momentum along
the z-axis and approximate the initial distribution as a
narrow Gaussian centered at p = E0êz written as

δf in
g (p, θ) =

exp
[
− (p cos θ−E0)2+p2 sin2 θ

2σ2

]

p3N
,

δf in
q,q̄(p, θ) = 0 , (16)

where N =
∫
dp
∫
d cos θ exp

[
− (p cos θ−E0)2+p2 sin2 θ

2σ2

]
is

a normalization factor. We take the initial energy E0 =
25 GeV, the QGP temperature T = 0.25 GeV, the QCD
coupling constant to be g = 2, and the Gaussian width
σ = 10−3/

√
2E0.

Typically, jet fragmentation is studied using the Lund
plane diagram, which describes jet emissions using its
longitudinal momentum p and the inverse of its angle
θ with respect to the primary jet axis [62]. In order
to understand the chemical composition of the shower,
we follow a similar approach to the Lund diagram by
studying the distribution of partons in different momenta
regions as a function of the polar angle θ away from the
original parton.

Integrating over a momentum range, we define the fol-
lowing particle number distribution as a function of the
polar angle θ

dNa
dθ

(θ) = sin θ

∫ pmax

pmin

dp

∫
dφ

(2π)2
p2δfa(p) . (17)

Figure 7 presents the distribution of gluons in full lines
compared with the distribution of quark and antiquarks
in dashed lines. The different panels show the angular
distribution integrated over two momenta ranges: (top
panel) the semi-hard partons with 8T ≤ p ≤ 20T and
(bottom panel) soft partons with p ≤ 10T . The evolu-
tion at times t = 2 and 6 fm/c are selected to repre-
sent typical times of jet energy loss in the QGP, while
t = 10 fm/c corresponds to a near-equilibrium distribu-
tions where most of the hard parton’s energy is lost to
the medium.

One observes at earlier times (t = 2 and 6 fm/c) that
the hard core of the distribution at θ ' 0 is composed of
more bosons, originating from collinear radiation of the
initial gluon. Since the equilibration of bosons proceeds
faster than for fermions, one finds slightly more bosons
at the low scales of p ≤ 8T . However, for the semi-
hard partons 8T ≤ p ≤ 20T , there is a development
of higher number of fermions in a ring with θ & 0.6.
Conversely, at late times (t = 10 fm/c), the fermions
dominate over bosons in all momenta ranges and angles
as chemical equilibration is reached, leading to the same
parton composition as the QGP [51, 63].

B. Chemical composition at late time

Throughout the preceding subsection, we followed the
evolution of a linearized perturbation on top of a static
equilibrium background, which at asymptotically late
time completely thermalizes with the medium. The
asymptotic distribution can be obtained analytically by
considering a linear perturbation around the equilibrium
distribution na(p) for each species. To achieve this, only
the linear terms of the Taylor series in the thermody-
namic conjugate of the conserved quantities are kept.

For the kinetic evolution considered, the conserved
quantities are energy E, momentum pz, and valence num-
ber Nv = Nq − Nq̄, while their conjugate variables are
temperature T , flow velocity uz, and chemical potential
µv = µq − µq̄, respectively. The general equilibrium dis-
tribution is

na(p) =
1

e
p·u−µa

T ∓ 1
, (18)

where ∓ stand for gluons and quarks, respectively. The
linear perturbation of the equilibrium distribution is then
given by

δna(p) = (19)
[
−δT
T 2

∂T + δuz∂uz + δ
(µa
T

)
∂µa
T

]
na(p)

∣∣∣∣
uz=µa=0

.

After identifying the values of δT , δuz and δ
(
µa
T

)
by

matching the moments of the distribution with the con-
served quantities, one finds2 [52]

δna(p) =E0
p

4Tε(T )
[1 + 3 cos θ]na(p)(1± na(p)) , (20)

with the energy density ε(T ) =
(
π2

30 νg + 7π2

120 νqNf

)
T 4,

where νg = 2(N2
c − 1) and νq = 2Nc. The matching

ensures that the energy of the initial parton is recovered
by computing the following moment of the distribution,

∫
d3p

(2π)3
νgδng(p) + 2Nfδnq(p) = E0 . (21)

When the momentum of the partons is much larger
than the temperature p� T , the quantum distributions
can be approximated by a Boltzmann distribution, lead-
ing to a simple relation between the number of fermions
and gluons. While the low momentum region p � T
is dominated by gluons, for large momenta p � T , the
number of fermions is related to the gluon number by

Nq(p) +Nq̄(p)

Ng(p)
=

2Nfνqδnq(p)

νgδng(p)

p�T' 4NcNf
2dA

, (22)

2 A detailed derivation is given in App. C of [52].
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leading to the relation

Nq(p) +Nq̄(p)
p�T' Nf

CF
Ng(p) . (23)

In the above section, we demonstrated how the ther-
malization of a hard gluon in a hot and dense QGP leads
to a shower with a chemical composition dominated by
quarks and antiquarks, contrary to the case of vacuum
fragmentation. Throughout this kinetic theory simula-
tion, we have considered a simple static medium, which
ignores important effects of flow.

Our solution to the Boltzmann equation does not in-
clude any event-by-event fluctuations, initial vacuum like
shower for partons at large virtualities, or realistic energy
loss parameters. In the following section, we will consider
realistic simulations where the hard jet shower may not
thermalize in the medium. While the medium will re-
main static, the jet will undergo a stochastic process of
multiple emission as it propagates through the medium.
We will study cases both with and without vacuum like
emissions. We will also consider the systematic effect of
varying the energy loss formalism from a single stage to
a multiple stage formalism.

V. SIMULATIONS IN VACUUM AND STATIC
MEDIA

In the preceding section, we demonstrated that the
appearance of a large number of quarks and antiquarks
within the vicinity of a jet should be a generic feature of
jet modification processes in a deconfined medium. The
semi-analytic results in a static medium did not include
vacuum like showers [19, 20, 64] and multi-stage energy
loss [5] in a dynamically evolving medium. In this section,
somewhat more realistic simulations will be carried out
to study the appearance of these charge/baryon rings in
the angular structure of jets.

In the first subsection, we will revisit the calculation
of the angular structure of gluons and quarks radiated
from a hard gluon in vacuum, demonstrating the large
excess of gluons at all angles away from the primary par-
ton. Following this, simulations are carried out in a static
medium at T = 0.25 GeV, using the Linear Boltzmann
Transport (LBT) event generator, which is somewhat dif-
ferent from the Boltzmann equation based calculations
presented in Sec. IV: LBT is a Monte-Carlo event gener-
ator and there are at most one scattering per emission,
for all emissions.

Finally, simulations with a multi-scale event gener-
ator are presented, where the initial high virtuality
stage is modeled with the higher twist formalism in the
MATTER generator [26, 64] and the lower virtuality
stage is modeled using the Hard Thermal Loops formal-
ism [53, 54, 65] present in the MARTINI generator [27],
which involves multiple coherent scatterings per emis-
sion. Similar to the case of pure LBT, these simulations
are also carried out in a static medium.

FIG. 8. (Color Online) Particle number distribution from a
25 GeV initial gluon in vacuum, as a function of the polar
angle, for hard partons with energy 2 GeV< E ≤ 5 GeV
(red lines), and soft partons with energy E ≤ 2 GeV (black
lines). The gluon distribution is displayed in full-lines, while
the sum of quarks and antiquarks is displayed in dashed-lines,
at τmax = 10 fm/c after the production of the original gluon,
which has a maximum virtuality of E/2 = 12.5 GeV.

Compared to the vacuum shower, the pure LBT sim-
ulation or the MATTER+MARTINI combination gener-
ates an excess of quarks+antiquarks at large angles away
from the jet axis at both intermediate and low-pT . The
angle at which these appear may vary, based on the pa-
rameters of the simulation. In both the LBT and the
MATTER+MARTINI simulation, the number of semi-
hard quarks and antiquarks exceeds the number of semi-
hard gluons by τ = 10 fm/c.

A. Simulations in Vacuum

We begin by revisiting the partonic angular structure
of jets in a vacuum. We consider a hard gluon with
E = 25 GeV that starts with a typical initial maxi-
mum virtuality of Q = E/2. This implies that the ini-
tial virtuality is logarithmically distributed in the range
0 ≤ µ ≤ Q. As in the preceding section, a hard gluon is
the shower-initiating parton. This choice removes any
contamination of the scattering-generated charge ring
from the parent parton, as the gluon has no net charge
or baryon number.

The hard parton can undergo successive splits, where
both g → gg and g → qq̄ are allowed. The shower devel-
opment is continued for a time τ = 10 fm/c. In Fig. 8 we
split the final partons at τ = 10 fm/c into two groups:
The low-energy group with E < 2 GeV, and the inter-
mediate energy group with 2 GeV< E ≤ 5 GeV. Had
the jet been immersed in a medium at a temperature
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T = 0.25 GeV, the two energy boundaries would have
corresponded to 8T and 20T , similar to the ranges con-
sidered in the preceding section.

Given the singular nature of the g → gg splits com-
pared to the g → qq̄ splits, one notes that in both the
low and intermediate energy range, the number of glu-
ons far exceeds the number of quarks and antiquarks. As
stated in the introduction, vacuum jets are primarily glu-
onic. Comparison with the plots in Fig. 7, for the case of
pure in-medium evolution, should immediately convince
the reader of the striking difference between the jet fla-
vor profile in a medium versus that in a vacuum. By 10
fm/c, the quark and antiquark population in Fig. 7, eas-
ily exceeds the gluon population in most regions of phase
space (green lines in the plot).

B. Simulations in LBT

In this subsection, we present results for the flavor
profile from a semi-realistic Monte-Carlo simulation of
a hard gluon propagating through a static medium, held
at T = 0.25 GeV. In this first attempt to reveal the
charge/flavor/baryonic profile, simulations will be car-
ried out starting from a 25 GeV gluon within the pure
LBT model, i.e., using a single stage jet modification
scenario. A two-stage simulation is presented in the sub-
sequent subsection.

In LBT [66, 67], the phase space distribution of the
jet parton (denoted by a) evolves according to the Boltz-
mann equation as

pa · ∂fa = Ea(Cel + Cinel), (24)

in which the collision term on the right hand side incor-
porates both elastic and inelastic contributions. Based
on the collision term, the elastic scattering rate, i.e., the
number of elastic scatterings per unit time, as

Γel
a (pa, T ) =

∑

b,(cd)

γb
2Ea

∫ ∏

i=b,c,d

d3pi
Ei(2π)3

fbS2(ŝ, t̂, û)

× (2π)4δ(4)(pa + pb − pc − pd)|Mab→cd|2, (25)

in which the summation is over all possible ab→ cd chan-
nels, γb represents the color-spin degrees of freedom of
the thermal partons inside the QGP and fb is their dis-
tribution function. In LBT, a function S2(ŝ, t̂, û) = θ(ŝ ≥
2µ2

D)θ(−ŝ+µ2
D ≤ t̂ ≤ −µ2

D) is introduced [68] to regulate
the collinear divergence in the leading-order (LO) scat-
tering matrices Mab→cd, where ŝ, t̂ and û are the Man-
delstam variables and µ2

D = g2
sT

2(Nc + Nf/2)/3 is the
Debye screening mass with g2

s = 4παs being the strong
coupling constant and T being the medium temperature.

The inelastic scattering rate can be related to the av-
erage number of medium-induced gluons per unit time
as

Γinel
a (Ea, T, t) =

∫
dxdk2

⊥
dNa

g

dxdk2
⊥dt

, (26)

with the gluon spectrum taken from the higher-twist en-
ergy loss calculation [16, 17, 69],

dNa
g

dxdk2
⊥dt

=
2CAαsP

vac
a (x)

πC2(a)k4
⊥

q̂a sin2

(
t− ti
2τf

)
. (27)

Here, x and k⊥ are the fractional energy and transverse
momentum of the emitted gluon relative to its parent
parton, P vac

a (x) is the vacuum splitting function of the
jet parton with its color factor C2(a) included, q̂a is the
jet quenching parameter that encodes the medium in-
formation and is evaluated according to the transverse
momentum broadening square per unit time in elastic
scatterings, ti denotes the production time of parton a,
and τf = 2Eax(1− x)/k2

⊥ is the formation time of the
emitted gluon. In this section, we set the coupling con-
stant as αs = 0.3, which directly controls the interac-
tion strength in elastic scatterings, and affects the rate
of medium-induced gluon emission through q̂a.
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FIG. 9. (Color Online) Particle number distribution from
LBT simulation starting from a Ein = 25 GeV gluon and
evolving in a static medium at T = 0.25 GeV, as a function
of the polar angle, for soft partons with energy E ≤ 2 GeV.
The gluon distribution is displayed in full-lines, while the sum
of quarks and antiquarks is displayed in dashed-lines, at three
evolution times of 2, 6 and 10 fm/c.

In the LBT simulation3, we track not only the jet par-
tons and their emitted gluons, but also the thermal par-
tons being scattered out of the QGP background by jets.
The latter are known as “recoil” partons. When these
“recoil” partons are produced, energy-momentum deple-
tion occurs inside the original QGP medium. These are

3 In this particular simulation, the rate for gluons to convert to
quarks or antiquarks has been corrected by an additional factor
of Nf = 3, which is missing in all prior versions. However,
this factor should not change previous results which focused on
studying energy loss.
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treated as particle holes, or “negative” partons, and also
fully tracked in LBT in order to guarantee the energy-
momentum conservation of the whole system of jet par-
tons and the QGP. Recoil and “negative” partons consti-
tute the “jet-induced medium excitation”, or “medium
response to jet propagation”, which have been shown to
be crucial for understanding jet observables, including
their nuclear modification factor and anisotropic flow co-
efficients [70, 71].

Using this LBT model, we calculate the angular dis-
tribution of partons that start from a single gluon with
25 GeV energy and evolve through a static medium
at T = 0.25 GeV. Results for partons at low energy
(E ≤ 2 GeV) and intermediate energy (2 < E ≤ 5 GeV)
are presented separately in Figs. 9 and 10 respectively.
In each figure, we compare the distributions of quarks +
antiquarks and gluons at three different evolution times.

At intermediate energy, one can clearly observe an ex-
cess of quarks (together with antiquarks) over gluons at
larger angles (θ & 0.9) with respect to the jet direction
(the momentum direction of the initial gluon here), for
evolution times up to 6 fm/c. At later times, the fermion
excess at intermediate momenta manifests at all angles.
This excess becomes more prominent as the evolution
time increases, indicating a flavor change from gluons to
quarks during jet-medium interactions. Note that within
the LBT calculation, the distributions of “negative” par-
tons have been subtracted from those of regular partons.
For this reason, one can see the negative distribution of
low energy partons (Fig. 9) at large angle, which is known
as the energy depletion, or the diffusion wake, in the op-
posite direction of jet propagation.

While the distribution of soft partons with E < 2 GeV
(Fig. 9) produced in the LBT simulation are rather differ-
ent from the soft parton distributions in the prior Boltz-
mann simulation (lower panel of Fig. 7), the semi-hard
distributions (in Fig. 10) are in qualitative agreement
with those in the upper panel of Fig. 7. However, there
is almost a factor of 2 difference in the overall normaliza-
tion of the plots for distributions with t & 6 fm/c. Also,
the detailed positions at which quark spectra cross gluon
spectra, indicated by the vertical dashed lines are quanti-
tatively different due to different model implementations.
In spite of these differences, in both cases, the semi-hard
quark (and antiquark) distribution begins to surpass the
semi-hard gluon distribution at θ & 0.2 for the Boltz-
mann simulation, and at θ & 0.9 for the LBT simulation
after 6 fm/c, and completely dominates by 10 fm/c.

C. Simulations in MATTER+MARTINI

Currently, multi-stage jet modification simulators [3,
5, 72] have shown remarkable success in simultaneously
describing a host of jet-based observables. In these sim-
ulations, the medium generated scale Q2

med =
√

2Eq̂,
where E is the energy of a parton undergoing energy
loss, plays a crucial role [1, 19]. Partons whose virtual-

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
θ

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

101

102

103

dN__
_

dθ

2fm/c x 10
6fm/c
10fm/c
∑i qi + qi
g

LBT (αs=0.3) 

2 GeV < E ≤ 5 GeV

FIG. 10. (Color Online) Same as simulations in Fig. 9, except
for partons at intermediate energy 2 < E ≤ 5 GeV. The dot-
ted lines show the angles quark distribution starts to exceed
the gluon distribution for the evolution times 2 and 6 fm/c.

ity is above this scale undergo mostly vacuum like split-
ting, with a perturbative correction to the splitting kernel
from medium induced radiation. As a result, most emis-
sions are vacuum-like with a few interfering medium in-
duced emissions [21, 23, 73]. In-medium scatterings are
accounted for using the scattering kernels described in
Sec. III. As those rates are obtained assuming the incom-
ing and outgoing partons are on-shell, the virtuality is
temporarily removed from the p0 component of the four-
momentum of incoming and outgoing partons when com-
puting the scattering rates. Once the four-momenta of all
partons participating in the scattering is determined, the
virtuality is restored within the energy of all incoming
and outgoing partons, thus preserving its value. Partons
with a virtuality at or below this scale undergo multiple
scattering in the process of almost every emission, with
purely vacuum like emission almost absent [8, 9].

Simulations in this subsection are carried out using the
JETSCAPE framework [72], using the version of MAT-
TER and MARTINI simulation modules therein. We
consider, once again the case of a single hard gluon with
an energy of 25 GeV propagating in a static medium
held at T = 0.25 GeV. The hard jet starts with an initial
maximal virtuality Q = E/2 as in the case of the vacuum
simulation in Sec. V A. The emissions from partons with
a virtuality Q > Qmed are simulated using the MATTER
generator. As partons undergo more splits in MATTER,
their virtuality drops. Once a parton reaches the Qmed,
it transitions to the MARTINI generator. The virtuality
of the partons is maintained by scattering in the medium
while in the MARTINI stage.

As the parton emerges from the medium, q̂ will drop
to zero, and the virtuality of the parton will once again
exceed the scale Qmed → 0, and the parton will transi-
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FIG. 11. (Color Online) Particle number distribution from a
Ein = 25 GeV gluon in a static medium at T = 0.25 GeV,
as a function of the polar angle, for soft partons with energy
E ≤ 2 GeV. The gluon distribution is displayed in full-lines,
while the sum of quarks and antiquarks is displayed in dashed-
lines, at three evolution times of 2, 6 and 10 fm/c after the
production of the original gluon, which has a maximum vir-
tuality of E/2 = 12.5 GeV.

tion back to MATTER again. Partons that escape the
medium will continue to endure vacuum like splits until
each of their virtualities reaches Q0 = 1 GeV. Beyond
this, partons will free stream until the end of the simu-
lation, set at τmax.

While the MATTER generator involves at most one
scattering per emission from a parton, MARTINI allows
for multiple scatterings over the course of a single emis-
sion, and as a result there is a greater probability to con-
vert a boson into a fermion (and vice versa), especially for
the longer-lived (softer) partons in the MARTINI phase.
However, since some portion of the jet will definitely be
in the MATTER stage, fewer conversions are expected
within a multi-stage parton energy loss simulation com-
pared to a pure MARTINI simulation.

In Figs. 11 and 12, the yield of semi-hard partons and
soft partons, respectively, has been plotted for 3 different
values of τmax. These partons are all part of the profile
of the jet that starts as a single gluon with an energy of
25 GeV (and virtuality Q = E/2). Similar to the case
of the solution of the Boltzmann equation in Sec. IV, as
well as for the case of LBT in the preceding subsection,
we find more quarks and antiquarks in proportion to the
gluons, compared to the case in vacuum. In this case, the
angle at which the quark and antiquark number exceeds
the gluon number at 6 fm/c (θ & 0.3), is smaller than in
the case of LBT (θ & 0.9), and slightly larger than the
angle in the Boltzmann simulation (θ & 0.2). This is due
to greater number of scatterings in MARTINI compared
to LBT, and lack of a vacuum like stage in the Boltzmann

FIG. 12. (Color Online) Same as simulations in Fig. 11, ex-
cept for partons at intermediate pT , with 2 < E ≤ 5 GeV.
The dashed lines show the angles quark distribution starts to
exceed the gluon distribution for the evolution times 2 and
6 fm/c.

simulations compared to the MATTER+MARTINI sim-
ulations.

The focus of this article is to compare the temporally
rising quark (and antiquark) distribution, within and sur-
rounding a jet, with the falling gluon distribution, in the
same region of angular space, at intermediate momentum
(2 GeV . E . 5 GeV). While, the low momentum region
is not our focus, we report on it for all three cases of the
Boltzmann simulation, LBT and MATTER+MARTINI
simulations. In all three cases, the low momentum re-
gion around the jet in these simulations is quite different.
In the specific case of the MATTER+MARTINI simula-
tion, the number of gluons always remains larger than
the number of quarks and anti-quarks. Also, both quark
and gluon curves show a dip around θ & π/2 from the di-
rection of the leading parton. This is primarily due to the
subtraction of holes. In the case of the LBT simulations,
this region is actually negative (see Fig. 9). In the case
of MARTINI, jets can emit partons down to vanishingly
soft momentum, which is enhanced for the case of gluons.
As a result, the soft gluon emissions completely cover up
the negative portion that arises due to subtraction of the
holes. The soft quark emission rates are much smaller,
and thus can only overcome the negative contribution of
hole subtraction at times larger than 10 fm/c.

In this and the preceding section we have explored jets
in a medium, albeit static, from a variety of formalisms,
which have varying amounts of interaction between the
jet and the medium. In all cases, we observe a large ex-
cess of the fermion number correlated with the jet (com-
pared to a vacuum shower) at angles greater than 0.2
(Boltzmann simulation) to 0.9 radian (LBT) away from
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the original jet-axis. The three simulations are quite dif-
ferent and yield very different distributions for partons
with E . 2 GeV. However, these differences at low mo-
mentum make the qualitative similarities at intermediate
momentum a more rigorous prediction of the gluon ver-
sus quark and antiquark number.

The reader will have noted that all our calculations
are entirely partonic. Will this charge enhancement sur-
vive hadronization in a ring form? Can it be observed
in experimental data? The answer to these questions
is so far unsettled. Indeed, most of the fermion excess
is at low and intermediate pT where there are no good
hadronization mechanisms that can conserve charge and
baryon number, either event-by-event, or within angu-
lar/rapidity ranges. Cooper-Frye Hadronization [74] is
carried out on distributions. The presence of the large
number of co-moving quark and antiquarks will lead to
very low mass strings if Lund hadronization were ap-
plied, leading to a breakdown of that methodology [60].
In the subsequent and penultimate section, we will ex-
plore other observables that may be correlated with this
enhancement in baryon/charge number, which may al-
ready have been observed.

VI. JET MODIFICATION AND THE BARYON
ENHANCEMENT

In the preceding sections, we have argued that jets
modified in a dense plasma have a strikingly different
flavor profile compared to jets in vacuum. Jets in vac-
uum that begin with either a hard quark or gluon, tend
to radiate a large number of gluons, compared to quarks
or antiquarks. As shown in Fig. 8, the number of soft
gluons (E < 2 GeV) exceeds the number of quarks and
antiquarks by two orders of magnitude, while the number
of intermediate energy gluons (with 2 GeV< E < 5 GeV)
is an order of magnitude larger than quarks and anti-
quarks of similar energy. This flavor mixture is dramati-
cally changed for the case of jets modified in the medium,
where the quark and antiquark number becomes compa-
rable to the gluon number. All our estimates are based
on a jet that starts as a gluon with E = 25 GeV,

Three different simulations carried out in the preced-
ing section indicate that the increase in fermion content
of the jet is the most dramatic modification of the jet in a
dense medium, the fractional change in flavor far exceeds
the fraction of energy lost by the jet on passage through
the medium. To be clear, a change in the momentum
profile of the jet is not expected as a result of this en-
hancement of fermionic content: There is no excess or
depletion in the amount of energy loss of the jet caused
by this change in the flavor profile of soft and semi-hard
partons. However, one would expect the flavor or baryon
number profile of the jet to be modified, especially in the
semi-hard region.

Currently, there is no reliable hadronization mecha-
nism that can be used to test this hypothesis, on a trig-

gered jet. However, we can look for such an enhancement
in the yield of hadrons at intermediate pT . In the ab-
sence of a reliable hadronization mechanism, we propose
the somewhat tenuous equivalence in the ratios:

d3NB+B̄
AA (bmin,bmax)

d2pT dy

〈Nbin〉(bmin,bmax)
d3NB+B̄

pp

d2pT dy

∼
d3Nq+q̄AA (bmin,bmax)

d2pT dy

〈Nbin〉(bmin,bmax)
d3Nq+q̄pp

d2pT dy

=⇒ RB+B̄
AA ∼ Rq+q̄AA . (28)

In the above equation, we are proposing the RAA for
baryons and anti-baryons as an approximation to the
RAA for quarks and antiquarks. This equality will no
doubt receive corrections from hadronization. We will
study this ratio in the intermediate pT region. The goal is
to see the proximity of the two ratios, to place constraints
on the possible hadronization mechanisms [56–58, 75, 76]
in this region.

Simulations of this ratio are carried out using the LBT
model [25] for energy loss (see Subsec. V B for more de-
tails). Calculations are carried out on a realistic fluid
dynamical medium [77]. The initial state and evolution
of the fluid have been parameterized by comparison with
the yield and azimuthal anisotropy of soft hadrons. The
initial hard spectrum of partons has been calculated us-
ing LO pQCD, with requisite K-factors [78]. We present
results for the RAA of quarks and antiquarks at 0-20%
central collisions at RHIC (

√
sNN = 0.2 GeV) and 0-5%

collisions at LHC (
√
sNN = 2.76 GeV) energies.

In Figs. 13 and 14, we plot the nuclear modification
factor for partons correlated with hard scattering (solid
line in both figures). We include only partons that are
created in the split of another parton from the jet showers
or created in the recoil process. We also plot the RAA
of q + q̄ correlated with jets. These are compared with
the RAA for proton + antiprotons as a substitute for the
baryon and antibaryon RAA.

At both RHIC and LHC energies, we note that the
RAA for quarks and antiquarks shows a rise at lower pT
that is similar to the rise of the RAA for protons and
antiprotons. However, the rise takes place at a lower
pT than the experimental data. Also, the magnitude of
the excess at RHIC is less than the data. Thus, the
fermion excess from jets may not be sufficient to explain
the baryon excess seen at intermediate pT at RHIC and
LHC. However, it may be a part of a multi-aspect solu-
tion to this problem. It may provide further constraints
on recombination models, which have so far been tuned
to data without the fermion enhancement.

An alternative way to view the results in Figs. 13
and 14 is that for this particular signal, the fermion
fraction of a jet, LBT is not an accurate simulator. As
pointed out in the preceding section, the MARTINI gen-
erator produces many more fermions than LBT as each
hard parton in MARTINI undergoes much more scatter-
ing compared to LBT. Full simulations in MARTINI on a
hydrodynamic background are very computationally de-
manding and will not be presented in this first effort.
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FIG. 13. (Color online) The nuclear modification factor for
quarks plus antiquarks (red dot-dashed line), and all partons
(orange solid line) correlated with hard scattering. The par-
tons included were created in the modified shower from the
jet, either via a split from another parton, or via the recoil
process. No partons from the fluid, except those in recoil are
included. Results are compared with the RAA for p+ p̄ as an
approximate substitute for the baryon plus antibaryon ratio.
No hadronization is included in the theoretical calculation.
Experimental results taken from Ref. [79, 80].

Yet another possibility is that our assumption of com-
pletely perturbative interaction between the jet partons
and the medium is not accurate and non-perturbative
matrix elements will have to be measured and incor-
porated within these full simulations to reproduce the
baryon-antibaryon RAA. These non-perturbative matrix
elements were discussed in Sec. II and involve quark
matrix elements in the medium. These have so far not
been calculated on the lattice or measured in experiment.

VII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

The modification of hard jets in a dense QCD medium
has traditionally been understood in terms of an increase
in the number of gluons radiated from the originating
hard parton, followed by a redistribution of the radiated
partons towards larger angles away from the jet axis. In
this paper, we explored another sizable effect, an order
of magnitude increase in the fermion content at interme-
diate momenta correlated with the jet.

The origin of this fermion excess, which manifests as
an increase in the baryon (and antibaryon) and charge
(and anticharge) distributions at intermediate pT & 8T
(T is the temperature), at angles greater than 0.2-0.5
away from the jet axis, lies predominantly in the recoil
mechanism. The rate of a semi-hard gluon scattering off
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FIG. 14. (Color online) Same as Fig. 13, for collisions at√
sNN = 2.76 TeV, at the LHC. Experimental results taken

from Ref. [81, 82].

a thermal quark or gluon and converting into a semi-
hard quark or antiquark is several times larger than the
rate of a semihard quark or antiquark converting into a
semi-hard gluon. While these conversion rates are much
smaller than the rates of typical scattering, which do not
lead to flavor conversion, it is still large enough that a
majority of gluons experience at least one such scatter-
ing within media with sizes between 5-10 fm/c, at average
temperatures of approximately 0.25 GeV (values repre-
sentative of collisions at RHIC and LHC energies).

All these conversion processes involve the exchange of
a quark or antiquark with the medium. This feature dif-
ferentiates these processes from typical scattering in the
medium, mediated by gluon exchange, which is typically
encapsulated within the well known transport coefficients
such as q̂ and ê. The quark exchange, manifest in these
processes, requires the incorporation of new transport
coefficients within the discussion of jet quenching, which
will yield insight into the fermion fraction of the under-
lying evolving medium.

While partons at an intermediate pT & 8T , (typically
2-5 GeV) tend to have a considerable non-perturbative
portion in their interaction with the medium, we have
carried out this first exploration assuming an entirely
perturbative approximation. In spite of this, we find that
the fermion fraction correlated with a jet increases ten-
fold for jets quenched in a medium, compared to those in
vacuum. We considered jets with energies E & 25 GeV
traversing 5-10 fm/c in a medium held at T ' 0.25 GeV.
These are typical distances and temperatures encoun-
tered by jets as they traverse media at RHIC and LHC.

The size of this effect is striking, the number of semi-
hard fermions in jets increases by at least an order of
magnitude. We have checked this enhancement through
three separate model calculations: a semi-analytic so-
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lution of the Boltzmann equation, a single stage LBT
model and a multi-stage MATTER+MARTINI ap-
proach. All three approaches showed similar levels of en-
hancement of the fermion distribution in jets, compared
to the gluon distribution. This has not been pointed out
before.

While the fermion enhancement does not change the
energy profile of the jet, it should strongly affect the
event-by-event fluctuations of conserved charges such
as baryon number and electric charge within the jet.
With more charges and anti-charges produced, many
of these will be clustered within a jet and many will
not; this should lead to larger event-by-event fluctua-
tions of baryon number and charge within a jet quenched
in a dense medium, compared to one in vacuum. Of
course, the conclusions in this paper will be affected by
hadronization, which will introduce its own fluctuations
of conserved charges. It is also possible that the large
fermionic content introduces an additional source of jet
energy loss in the hadronization process. We leave this
topic and more realistic simulations of jets in dynamical

media for a future effort.
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