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In this work, we extend the scope of the JETSCAPE framework to cover the jet radius (R)
dependence of the jet nuclear modification factor, RAA, for broader area jet cones, going all the way
up to R = 1.0. The primary focus of this work has been the in-depth analysis of the high-pT inclusive
jets and the quenching effects observed in the quark-gluon plasma formed in the Pb-Pb collisions
at
√

sNN= 5.02 TeV for the most-central (0-10%) collisions. The nuclear modification factor is
calculated for inclusive jets to compare with the experimental results collected at the ATLAS and
the CMS detectors in the jet transverse momentum (pT ) ranging from 100 GeV up to 1 TeV. The
results predicted by the JETSCAPE are consistent in the high pT range as well as for extreme jet
cone sizes, i.e. within 10-20%. We also calculate the double ratio (RR

AA/R
R=small
AA ) as a function

of jet radius and jet-pT , where the observations are well described by the JETSCAPE framework
which is based on the hydrodynamic multi-stage evolution of the parton shower. The calculations
are then replicated for different low-virtuality based evolution models like the MARTINI and the
AdS/CFT, which is followed by a rigorous comparison between the predictions from the former
model combinations to the measurements at the CMS experiment.

I. INTRODUCTION

The extremely hot and dense conditions created at
the start of the big bang which we now understand as
the soup of deconfined state of the partons, the quark-
gluon plasma (QGP) [1–3]. The QGP is of such great
interest that, to study the properties of this state of
matter, particle physicists have spent decades building
up the equipment which could recreate this extremely
dense soupy state. The Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider
(RHIC) [4, 5] and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [6–9]
conduct heavy-ion collisions where the QGP is created for
very short instants of time, the parton shower propaga-
tion and modification are greatly influenced by the QGP
medium. The high-pT jets produced in these heavy ion
collisions undergo strong yield suppression and medium
modification which are together referred to as jet quench-
ing phenomena [10–12]. Therefore, we study the jet mod-
ification in nucleus-nucleus collisions relative to proton-
proton collisions to probe the properties of the QGP via
constraints from model-to-data comparison [13–16]. The
measurement of the nuclear modification factor for jets
as well as charged particles has revealed many impor-
tant characteristics of the quark-gluon plasma [17–20].
It provides strong confirmation of the interaction of par-
tons with the deconfined plasma, the respective medium
modifications, and the eventual hydrodynamization with
the medium [8]. Since there are many conclusive studies
based on jet-RAA [21–25], our effort here is to push the
limits of the current event generators and various energy
loss modules for a better description of jet quenching phe-
nomena at very high transverse momenta and broader jet
cones with the multi-stage evolution of the parton shower
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using the Jet Energy-loss Tomography with a Statisti-
cally and Computationally Advanced Program Envelope
(JETSCAPE) framework (version 3.5.1) [26].

Along with these measurements, we study inclusive jet
spectra for p-p and Pb-Pb by varying resolution param-
eters in the anti-kT algorithm which is realized in the
FASTJET software package [27]. The inclusive jet spec-
trum is of significant interest because the sensitivity of
hadronization effects is far less than the observables in-
volving individual final-state hadrons. Here, the area of
the reconstructed jet cone is defined by the jet radius R.
Thus, by varying R, the reconstructed jet will include dif-
ferent proportions of energy from the medium response
and the quenched jet. We also acknowledge the obser-
vations for a new sensitivity to QGP properties and un-
derlying jet quenching mechanism in a study for jet yield
suppression versus R [28]. Specifically, different depen-
dences of the jet suppression on R, are predicted by the-
oretical models based on anti-de Sitter/conformal field
theory correspondence [29] and perturbative QCD [30].

We begin with calculating the jet RAA for the Pb-Pb
collisions in Section II and compare with the experimen-
tal data from the ATLAS as well as the CMS detector for
a robust test of configuration and the overall JETSCAPE
framework. The calculations include the (2+1)D MU-
SIC [31] model for hydrodynamics which is ideal to study
many aspects of heavy ion collisions. Most notably, this
work covers the high-pT range of jets that is up to 1 TeV,
which enables us to probe the QGP medium at much
shorter distance scales.

We further exploit the advantages that the
JETSCAPE framework offers in Section II A, that
is the coupling of several different energy loss modules
such as MARTINI [32] and AdS/CFT [33] with the
MATTER [34] module to explore the quenching effects
in a multi-stage manner. This approach provides insight
into the interaction and energy loss mechanism in the
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medium with respect to the virtuality of the partonic jet.
Comparing the experimental data with the trends from
these different models which handle the low virtuality
phase allows us to develop a lucid understanding of the
physics governing the above models.

In Section II B, we proceed with concrete results from
the above combinations of several successful models to-
wards the jet radius dependence studies. An important
measurement done by the CMS collaboration recently
was the jet-RAA for Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC and
recording the data for jet cone area covering the radii
from 0.2 up to 1 [35]. This analysis gives us an intricate
understanding of the behaviour and interaction strength
of the high-pT inclusive collimated jets in proximity to
the jet axis, for R = 0.2 and the energy distribution
around the cone for values of radii up to 1. The cur-
rent JETSCAPE framework is based on calculations of
perturbative QCD and evolution in a dense medium, thus
allowing us to go up to a radius of order 1. We also re-
port the ratios of RAA for a given R with respect to R =
0.2 as a function of jet-pT and jet radius R. This study
provides a vivid picture of the energy transactions with
the QGP as the jet cone size increases and the trends
that the JETSCAPE framework predicts.

We conclude this work in Section III, with a concise
account of the current JETSCAPE framework’s potential
to explain the jet-RAA for larger area jet cones. We also
shed light on the ability of the distinct combination of
modules to describe the jet-RAA.

A. SIMULATION WITH MULTI-STAGE
ENERGY LOSS PERSPECTIVE IN JETSCAPE

The JETSCAPE framework provides an ideal environ-
ment for carrying out multi-stage energy loss. The hard
scattering is generated by Pythia 8 [36] with initial state
radiation (ISR) and multiparton interaction (MPI) [37]
turned on, and final state radiation (FSR) turned off. For
the event wise simulations, the TRENTo model [38] sets
up the initial conditions and the viscous hydrodynamic
evolution is described by the (2+1)D MUSIC [31] model
followed by Cooper-Frye prescription [39, 40] which con-
verts the fluid cells to hadrons on an isothermal hyper-
surface [41] at TSW= 151 MeV, where TSW is the tem-
perature of the plasma below which particlization [42]
occurs at a certain hypersurface. The jet energy loss
induced by scattering is calculated in a succession of
two stages: MATTER [34, 43] which takes care of the
highly virtual phase (the first stage) while the low vir-
tuality phase (the second stage), is handled concurrently
by the LBT model [44–46]. We have also employed the
MARTINI [32, 47, 48] and the AdS/CFT model [33] in
combination with the MATTER model to explore the
low virtuality phase. The virtuality of the parton is de-
fined as Q2 = pµpµ −m2. The parton undergoes energy
loss in two stages, when the virtuality of the parton,
Q2 > Q2

SW, where QSW is the switching virtuality, the

MATTER model handles the energy loss and the par-
ton is transferred to the LBT model once Q2 ≤ Q2

SW. In
these calculations, the jet medium interaction includes
inelastic medium-induced gluon radiation and a medium
recoil. An extensive account of the comparison of the
model to the existing jet-RAA is already done [49], show-
ing that the contribution of medium recoil is quite sig-
nificant in the modification of jet-RAA for a complete
set of centrality classes ranging from the most central
collisions to the peripheral collisions. This version of
the JETSCAPE framework [26] encompasses the mod-
ifications of a hard thermal-loop (HTL) [50] for fixed
coupling (αfix

s ), running coupling (αs), and with a vir-
tuality dependent factor, f(Q2), that modulates the ef-
fective value of jet transport coefficient (q̂). It also ac-
counts for the reduced medium-induced emission in the
high virtuality phase, due to coherence effects. The cal-
culations based on the Hard Thermal Loop (HTL) con-
sidering weak-coupling approximation and the limits of
high-temperature yield for a q̂ is given as [45],

q̂HTL = Ca
42ζ(3)

π
α2

sT
3 ln

[
ET

3πT 2αfix
s

]
. (1)

where Ca is the representation specific Casimir, E is the
energy of the hard parton, and T is the local temperature
of the medium. The coherence effects which reduce the
interaction strength of the parton with the medium are
also taken into consideration as the virtuality-dependent
modulation factor, which regulates the effective value of
q̂ in the high virtuality MATTER event generator. The
parameterization of the virtuality-dependent modulation
factor is given as [49]

q̂ · f≡ q̂run
HTLf(Q2), (2)

f(Q2) =

{
1+10 ln2(Q2

sw)+100 ln4(Q2
sw)

1+10 ln2(Q2)+100 ln4(Q2)
Q2 > Q2

sw

1 Q2 ≤ Q2
sw

(3)

here Q2 is the running virtuality of the hard parton.
Finally, the partons undergo colorless hadronization ac-
cording to the default Lund string fragmentation from
Pythia 8 [36, 51]. The contributions in final jets are
from the hard jet shower part and the effect from the
soft medium response, the latter is calculated via the
Cooper-Frye formula [39, 40]. We reconstruct jets for sev-
eral radius selections using the anti-kT algorithm which
is realized in the FASTJET and compare with experi-
mental data. The Underlying Events (UE) [52, 53] are
removed by implementing a minimum track requirement

of ptrack,min
T > 4 GeV. All the parameters involved in the

tuning of the constituent modules follow the standard set
of tunes released by the JETSCAPE Collaboration in an
elaborate recent study [49].

II. RESULTS

This work covers the collision energy:
√
sNN = 5.02

TeV for the most central (0-10%) Pb-Pb collisions and
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Differential cross-section of inclusive
jets for p+p collisions with cone size R=0.4, with a minimum
track requirement of ptrackT > 4 GeV. Bottom panel shows the
JETSCAPE ratio to the ATLAS data.

shows a comparison with selected experimental data
available from the ATLAS and the CMS collaborations.
The energy loss depicted in this work is achieved by
the coupling of MATTER with LBT module. The sec-
ondary LBT module (which handles the low virtual-
ity phase) remains the same throughout until and un-
less specified. Fig. 1 (top panel) shows the p+ p colli-
sion results for inclusive jet spectra at

√
s = 5.02 TeV

for |yjet| < 2.8, which follow the JETSCAPE PP-19
tune [54], are then compared to the experimental data
from the ATLAS [24, 25]. The ratio of inclusive jet
cross-section using the JETSCAPE to the ATLAS data is
shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 1, which shows that the
results are in the acceptable range up to (≤ 20− 30%).
We report the 0-10% most central Pb-Pb jet spectra for R
= 0.4 in Fig. 2. The ratio of the differential cross-section
for inclusive jets in Pb-Pb collisions using JETSCAPE
to the ATLAS [25] data are shown in Fig. 2. Here, RAA

is defined as

RAA =

1
Nevt

d2Njet

dyjetdp
jet
T

∣∣∣
AA

d2σjet

dyjetdp
jet
T

∣∣∣
pp

, (4)

Where σjet and Njet are the inclusive jet cross-section
in p+ p collisions and the jet yield in Pb+Pb collisions,
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FIG. 2. Differential cross-section of inclusive jets in Pb+Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02TeV with cone size R = 0.4, with a

minimum track requirement of ptrackT > 4 GeV. Bottom panel
shows the ratio of the JETSCAPE to the ATLAS data.

respectively, which are measured as a function of trans-
verse momentum, pT , and rapidity, y. Moreover, Nevt is
the number of Pb+Pb collisions within a specific rapidity
interval. The inclusive jet-RAA is calculated as the ratio
of the Pb-Pb and p-p spectra, which is shown in Fig. 3 in
comparison to the ATLAS data. The JETSCAPE (MAT-
TER + LBT) results agree with the ATLAS data quite
nicely. However, we see an enhancement (≤ 10− 20%)
in the low pT region below 180 GeV, which is followed
by marginal suppression above 300 GeV, as we ascend in
the pT range.

A. Exploring the MARTINI and AdS/CFT models

Both the MARTINI [32] and the AdS/CFT [33] mod-
els are designed to handle the low virtuality phase and
carry forward the energy loss once the parton is trans-
ferred from the MATTER. We replace the successful LBT
model with the MARTINI, to carry out the simulations
for the same conditions [49] and compare the jet-RAA
with the experimental data from the ATLAS [25] and
the CMS [35] collaboration. Similarly, the calculations
are done by replacing the LBT with AdS/CFT model
and compared with the experimental data.
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FIG. 3. (Color online)the jet-RAA as a function of jet-pT for
inclusive jets in the most central (0-10%) Pb+Pb collisions at√
sNN = 5.02 TeV for the jet cone radius R = 0.4.

We further present the intensive comparison between
the low virtuality parton evolution models, where the
inclusive jet-RAA is calculated for three models, MAT-
TER coupled with LBT (which is our default), MAT-
TER coupled with MARTINI, and MATTER coupled
with AdS/CFT. The simulations are altogether staged in
contrast with the experimental data from the CMS [35],
for Pb-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV and for a range

of jet cone sizes up to an order of 1 and pjetT range up to
1 TeV.

The measurements for different models are now mani-
fest in Fig. 4, which shows the jet-RAA for |yjet| < 2 and
jet cone radius R = 0.2, in comparison with the experi-
mental data from the CMS Collaboration [35]. Similarly,
Fig. 4 shows the jet-RAA which is also measured for R
= 0.3, R = 0.4, R = 0.6, R = 0.8, and R = 1.0 over a
range of jet-pT from 300 GeV up to 1 TeV. The predic-
tions made by the JETSCAPE are consistent even as we
advance to the larger area jet cones. The JETSCAPE
predicts marginally more suppression from a small to
intermediate to large radius for all the modular combi-
nations discussed above. The results predicted by the
(MATTER + LBT) and (MATTER + MARTINI) are
congruous with the experimental observations through-
out the pT range and across the different jet radii. While
the (MATTER + AdS/CFT) model shows more suppres-
sion in the intermediate pT and significant enhancement
at high pT region as compared to the other modular com-
binations. At very high transverse momentum, the virtu-
ality of the dominant partons is very high and due to the
coherence effects, the interaction strength of the parton
with the medium is significantly reduced. Since the ra-
diative energy loss in AdS/CFT is more dominant than
the elastic jet energy loss as compared to LBT and MAR-
TINI, there is a considerable enhancement of jet-RAA in
the high pT due to the minimized elastic jet energy loss.
Also, the effect of the recoil partons in LBT on the total

energy loss is not very significant. It is very articulate
that there is an appreciable reduction in net elastic and
radiative jet energy loss when the jet cone includes the
recoil partons.

With the above comparisons to both ATLAS and
CMS experimental data (Fig. 1-4), the results from
the JETSCAPE are substantially credible for further jet
radius-dependent investigations using the current mod-
els, which is carried out in the next section.

B. Jet radius (R) and jet-pT dependence of the RAA

In this section, we emphasize the significant contribu-
tion from the hydrodynamic medium response already
highlighted in previous studies [8, 55], which is observed
in the jet-RAA as a function of jet radius. Through
radius-dependent studies, we develop a clear picture of
the role played by radiation and collisions in energy loss.

A recent study by the CMS collaboration [35] en-
lightens the rigorous comparisons of predictions from
quenched jet event generators like HYDJET++ [56],
PYQUEN [57] and theoretical models used to replicate
relativistic heavy ion collisions to the experimental data
for the jet-RAA. The article concludes with the impres-
sion that although most state-of-the-art models have pro-
gressed, significant uncertainty remains for the large-area
jets.

The large jet radius also implies that the jet retains a
significant proportion of the extensively distributed mo-
mentum and energy deposited in the plasma. Since the
JETSCAPE framework has pioneered the realization of a
multi-stage approach for modular-based energy loss, the
motivation here is to challenge the JETSCAPE model
that has so far met our expectations in describing the
variety of data observed and to investigate the limita-
tions of the current models.

This quest is executed by calculating the jet-RAA dou-
ble ratio (RR

AA/R
R=0.2
AA ) and as a function of jet radius

which is in comparison with the CMS data for the most
central (0-10%) Pb-Pb collisions over a range of jet-pT
from 300 GeV up to 1 TeV. The plots are further sub-
categorized by three jet-pT intervals.

For 300 GeV ≤ pT,jet ≤ 400 GeV, Fig. 5 (left panel)
shows the predictions by the different combination of en-
ergy loss models. We observe a consistent trend for all
three models, i.e. (MATTER + LBT), (MATTER +
MARTINI, and (MATTER + AdS/CFT). The results
are within the uncertainty limits. The trend predicted
by all three modular combinations with a different low-
virtuality handling model is pretty similar to a consider-
able extent. This also indicates that the energy loss of
the partons in the intermediate pT range throughout the
various jet cone sizes is comparable among LBT, MAR-
TINI, and AdS/CFT.

For 400 GeV ≤ pT,jet ≤ 500 GeV, in Fig. 5 (center
panel), we observe that (MATTER + LBT) is in fine
agreement with the data while both (MATTER + MAR-
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FIG. 4. The jet-RAA as a function of jet-pT for inclusive jets in the most central (0-10%) Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV

for the jet cone radius R = 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 and 1.0 with |yjet| < 2 and a minimum track requirement of ptrackT > 4 GeV.
The plot shows the comparison between the models by red, magenta, and blue markers for (MATTER + LBT), (MATTER
+ MARTINI), and (MATTER + AdS/CFT), respectively. The predictions are in comparison with CMS data shown with a
black marker.
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FIG. 5. The double ratio (RR
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AA ) as a function of jet radius for inclusive jets for (300 GeV ≤ pT,jet ≤ 400 GeV) (left

panel), (400 GeV ≤ pT,jet ≤ 500 GeV) (centre panel), and (500 GeV ≤ pT,jet ≤ 1 TeV) (right panel), in the most central(0-
10%) Pb+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV for different jet radii with |yjet| < 2 and a minimum track requirement of ptrackT >

4 GeV. The plot shows the comparison between the models by magenta, red and blue markers for (MATTER+LBT), (MAT-
TER+MARTINI), and (MATTER+AdS/CFT), respectively. The predictions are in comparison with CMS data shown with a
black marker.

TINI) and (MATTER + AdS/CFT), tend to slightly
over-predict the jet-RAA(≤ 15%).

In the extreme high pT,jet region, that is for
500 GeV ≤ pT,jet ≤ 1 TeV, in Fig. 5 (right panel), shows
that all the models significantly over-predict the jet-RAA,
with the best description provided by the (MATTER
+ LBT) model (≤ 20%). All the models show satura-
tion around jet radius R = 0.8 and R = 1.0, which fits
well for a realistic approach. Altogether, the JETSCAPE
framework nicely describes the full evolution of the par-

ton shower by adopting a virtuality-based multi-stage ap-
proach for energy loss.

We also measure the jet-RAA double ratio
(RR

AA/R
R=0.2
AA ) as a function of jet-pT in Fig. 6.

We observe that as the jet is scattered in the medium,
the final state partons of the medium interacting with
the jet are also considered a constituent of the jet.
As more and more gluons fall into the larger jet cone
and prohibit from contributing to the jet energy loss.
Therefore, energy lost by the jets is partially gained as
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FIG. 6. The double ratio (RR
AA/R

R=0.2
AA ) as a function of

jet-pT for inclusive jets in the most central (0-10%) Pb+Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV for different jet radii with

|yjet| < 2.8.

the area of the jet cone increases. Here we observe a
non-monotonous rise in the double ratio for jet-pT ≤
200 GeV, followed by a fall in the intermediate pT to
high pT region.

III. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present the comparisons of the jet-
RAA predictions from the JETSCAPE framework incor-
porating the (2+1)D MUSIC model for viscous hydrody-
namic evolution to the ATLAS data for Pb+Pb collisions
at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV in high jet transverse momentum

interval 100 GeV ≤ pT,jet ≤ 1 TeV for anti-kT jets of ra-
dius R=0.4. These results put us in a strong stance to
conclude that the MUSIC model is adequate and also
successful in speculating the experimental observations

even at higher jet-pT for the most central collisions as
well as mid-central collisions.

This work also elucidates the predictions made by
low virtuality-based evolution models like MARTINI and
AdS/CFT in a hydrodynamic medium generated by the
MUSIC. We observe overall similar trend anticipations as
compared to the unfolding in other hydrodynamic mod-
els like (2+1)D VISHNU [58]. The MUSIC model is less
sensitive to coherence effects which are prevalent at high
transverse momentum, compared to VISHNU. We ob-
serve more suppression in the intermediate and extreme
pT regions, which provides a better description of the
observed data (≤ 15%).

We advance the current JETSCAPE calculations and
compare with the data of wider jet cones ranging from
R = 0.2 to R = 1.0 recorded at the CMS detector for
Pb+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV in high jet trans-

verse momentum interval 300 GeV ≤ pT,jet ≤ 1 TeV for
anti-kT jets of radii R = 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, and 1.0.
Although the JETSCAPE framework is still under im-
provisation to define the jet medium interactions at wide
angles, this work highlights the current standing of the
model to describe the energy loss and medium response
phenomenon for broad area jet cones.
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