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Probing the jet transport coefficient of cold nuclear matter in electron-ion collisions
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We present a study of the nuclear-medium induced transverse momentum broadening of particle
production in future electron-ion-collision (EIC) experiments. By considering the multiple scattering
between hard partons and cold nuclear medium within the higher-twist factorization framework in
perturbative QCD, we calculate the transverse momentum broadening of single hadron production
in semi-inclusive measurements, as well as the nuclear enhancement of the transverse momentum
imbalance for di-hadron and heavy-meson pair productions. In particular, a kinematics dependent
non-perturbative jet transport coefficient q̂ = q̂(x,Q2) extracted in a global analysis of the current
data, together with its uncertainty determined with a Hessian method, are input into our calculations
and are available for the community. Significant kinematic and color-state dependences of the nuclear
induced broadening/imbalance are predicted. Our results indicate that the future EIC measurements
are able to provide powerful constraints on the kinematic dependence of the transport coefficient q̂
and thus greatly facilitate the jet tomography of cold nuclear medium.

I. INTRODUCTION

Exploring at a femtometer scale the properties of the
nuclear media in different matter phases of quantum
chromodynamics (QCD), such as cold nucleus, hadron
gas and hot/dense quark-gluon plasma, is one of the main
goals of various high-energy nuclear collisions [1, 2], in-
cluding lepton-, hadron- and nucleus-nucleus collisions.
Benefited by the factorization in perturbative QCD [3],
the particle(s) produced with a large momentum trans-
fer, such as a parton jet, can serve as a well-controlled
hard probe of the non-perturbative property of the nu-
clear medium. The multiple scattering that a hard probe
undergoes in nuclear medium can lead to the transverse
momentum broadening and energy loss of the probe in
general [4, 5], which are reflected in the observed nu-
clear modifications on the spectra and substructures of
jets (or hadrons) [6–16]. An important medium property
commonly embodied in these effects is the jet transport
property [17–20], quantified as the coefficient q̂, which
characterizes the transverse momentum broadening of a
(quark) jet per unit propagation length in the medium
and thus measures the strength of the interaction be-
tween the probe and nuclear medium.
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Transport coefficient q̂ has been an iconic quantity
to represent the medium property seen by jets for a
long time, especially in the study of heavy-ion colli-
sions [20–28]. Recently, the study of its dependence
on kinematic variables like jet energy and probing scale
became active [27–39], along with some related theo-
retical progress [40–46]. On this aspect, the electron-
nucleus (eA) and proton-nucleus (pA) collisions is of par-
ticular importance [32–37, 44–50], since they provide a
relative clean environment to delicately study the kine-
matic dependence of the transport property of cold nu-
clear matter and to test the theoretical framework of the
jet-medium interaction, which in turn can be instructive
for the study of nucleus-nucleus (AA) collisions.

In our previous work [32], we performed the first global
extraction of the q̂ in cold nuclear matter from the cur-
rent data in eA and pA collisions, mainly on various
types of nuclear-induced transverse momentum broad-
ening. We found that, with a q̂ depending on the parton
momentum fraction x and probing scale Q2, the theoreti-
cal calculations within the higher-twist expansion formal-
ism can give an overall good agreement with the world
data. The extracted optimal q̂(x,Q2) shows significant
enhancements in small- and large-x regions and a mild
Q2 dependence. However, the uncertainties of q̂(x,Q2)
were not yet worked out in Ref. [32]. Besides, since most
of the current data are gathered in the intermediate x
and Q2 region, the suggested universality and kinematic
dependence of q̂(x,Q2) should be examined in future ex-
periments with broader x and Q2 coverage. These issues
motivate our followup study presented in this paper.
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In the first part of this work, we will upgrade our global
analysis of q̂ by determining the uncertainties of the ex-
tracted q̂(x,Q2) with the Hessian matrix method [51, 52],
which will generate an uncertainty set of q̂(x,Q2). The
Hessian analysis is further upgraded by including a new
data set on J/ψ production published recently [53] to
strengthen the experimental constraints in small x re-
gion. Through the Hessian analysis in this work, we not
only learn how the uncertainty of q̂(x,Q2) varies with x
and Q2, but also give a complete theoretical prediction
with the uncertainty for a related observable, which is
important for the future experimental examination.

The future experiments of electron-ion collisions (EIC)
will be an important place to examine our results [1,
54, 55]. Several future EIC facilities have been pro-
posed or under construction, e.g., the Electro-Ion Col-
lider in US (US-EIC) [1], Electron-ion collider in
China (EicC) [56] and Jefferson Lab 12 GeV pro-
gram (JLab) [57], etc. Since these experiments provide a
wide kinematic (x and Q2) coverage and high-precision
measurements, they are expected to significantly improve
our understanding of the transport property of cold nu-
clear matter.

In EIC experiments, the nuclear-induced transverse
momentum broadening is still the type of observable most
directly relevant to the transport coefficient q̂. There-
fore, in the second part of this work, we study the trans-
verse momentum broadening of single particle and back-
to-back particle pair productions in future electron-ion
collisions. The latter case is also equivalent to the nu-
clear enhancement of the transverse momentum imbal-
ance of the particle pair. Our calculations employ the
formalism of higher-twist expansion, i.e., the generalized
factorization in perturbative QCD, which has been well
established [58–62] and developed [44–49], and has shown
good applicability on describing the nuclear modification
in both cold and hot/dense nuclear matter [20, 32, 47, 63–
65]. In the calculations, we use the q̂ together with its un-
certainties extracted from our global analysis as an input.
For comparison, we also provide the predictions with a
kinematics independent constant q̂. By preliminarily es-
timating the experimental uncertainties, we show the po-
tential of the future EIC measurements to provide pow-
erful constraints on the q̂ in a wide kinematic range.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we briefly review the framework of our global analysis of q̂
and the main results in our previous analysis (Sec. II A),
and test the extracted q̂ with a new data set from the AL-
ICE experiment at the Large Hadron Collider (Sec. II B).
We then present our work on Hessian analysis of the un-
certainty of q̂ (Sec. II C). The jet energy dependence of
q̂ is also discussed at the end of this section. In Sec. III,
we present the study of three types of nuclear-induced
transverse momentum broadening/imbalance (Sec. III A-
III C) for three EIC facilities: US-EIC, EicC, and JLab,
and discuss the advantage of future EICs in understand-
ing the kinematic dependence of q̂ (Sec. III D). We give
a summary and discussion in Sec. IV.

II. GLOBAL ANALYSIS OF q̂ FOR COLD
NUCLEAR MATTER

In this section we perform an updated global analysis
of the jet transport coefficient q̂ for cold nuclear mat-
ter (CNM) with the current world data from electron-
nucleus and proton-nucleus collisions. Through the anal-
ysis, a kinematics dependent q̂ is extracted and its un-
certainties are estimated with Hessian matrix, which will
be used for making predictions for the EIC observables
in the next section.

A. Framework and previous results of the analysis

First we briefly review the framework of our analysis
as well as what have been done in our previous work [32].

In high-energy eA and pA collisions, q̂ is a key non-
perturbative input in theoretical descriptions of the mul-
tiple scattering between the hard probe and the par-
tons inside the nuclear target. Generally, in absence
of the multiple scattering effects, the cross section of a
hard scattering process in pA collisions can be written
schematically as follows using leading twist collinear fac-
torization formalism

dσS = fq(g)/p ⊗ fq(g)/A ⊗ dσ̂S ⊗Dh , (1)

where the superscript “S” denotes the single-scattering
process, dσ̂S represents the perturbatively calculable par-
tonic cross section, f and Dh represent the involved par-
ton distribution functions (PDFs) in initial state and
fragmentation functions (FFs) in final state, respec-
tively, and the subscript ‘q(g)/A’ indicates an incom-
ing quark (gluon) from the nucleus. The leading twist
collinear factorization formalism underlies the successful
global analyses for the PDFs and FFs [52, 66–70].

In the presence of a large nucleus, the parton multiple
scattering effects become important and can be formu-
lated by generalizing the collinear factorization in the
higher-twist expansion approach [58–62]. Specifically, let
us consider the transverse momentum broadening ∆〈p2T 〉,
usually defined as the difference of the averaged trans-
verse momentum square of the produced particle between
eA (pA) and ep (pp) collisions,

∆〈p2T 〉eA/pA = 〈p2T 〉eA/pA − 〈p2T 〉ep/pp . (2)

The leading contribution to the broadening comes from
the double scattering effects enhanced by the nuclear
size. For example, in semi-inclusive deep inelastic scat-
tering (SIDIS), the struck quark that is kicked off by
the virtual photon may experience additional interactions
with the partons inside the nuclear target, resulting in the
∆〈p2T 〉 of the final-state hadrons.

In higher-twist expansion approach, the leading contri-
bution of transverse momentum broadening can be writ-
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ten generically in the form of a ratio as [71]

∆〈p2T 〉 ≈
d〈p2TσD〉
dPS

/

dσS

dPS , (3)

where the denominator dσS/dPS is the leading-twist
single scattering cross section in the phase space vol-
ume dPS in eA or pA collisions, and the numerator
d〈p2TσD〉/dPS is the p2T -weighted double scattering cross
section [44–48]

d〈p2TσD〉
dPS ≡

∫

dp2T p
2
T

dσD

dPSdp2T
. (4)

which can be written as follows [74, 75]

d〈p2TσD〉 = fq(g)/p ⊗ Tij ⊗ dσ̂D ⊗Dh , (5)

where Tij represents the nuclear twsit-4 (T4) parton-
parton correlation functions, which are universal non-
perturbative functions encoding the medium properties
characterized by the jet transport coefficient q̂. The
p2T -weighted cross section, thus the broadening, also de-
pends on the color representation of the hard probe, i.e.,
the quark and gluon jets correspond to the color factors
CF = (N2

c − 1)/2Nc and CA = Nc, respectively [44–48].
With the assumption of a loosely bound large nucleus,

one can neglect the momentum and spatial correlations
among the nucleons in the nuclear target. Therefore, the
twist-4 matrix element can be effectively factorized in
terms of leading twist PDFs and q̂. For example, one can
approximate the twist-4 quark-gluon correlation function
Tqg as [45]

Tqg(x, 0, 0, µ
2) ≈ 9RA

8π2αs
fq/A(x, µ

2)q̂(x, µ2), (6)

where x is the momentum fraction carried by the quark
that enters into the hard interaction, µ is the factoriza-
tion scale in perturbative QCD, RA is the radius of the
nucleus with mass number A, fq/A is the parton distri-

bution function of quark q in the nucleus, and q̂(x, µ2)
is the nuclear geometry averaged jet transport coefficient
that we hope to extract. Similarly, for gluon-gluon corre-
lation function Tgg, which accesses the process initiated
with a gluon in the nucleus, we assume a same form as
Eq. (6) in our study, with fq/A replaced by the gluon dis-
tribution fg/A. Through our this paper, the q̂ represents
the transport coefficient of a quark jet.
With the theoretical framework introduced above, one

can perform a global analysis for q̂ similar to what have
been done for PDFs and FFs [52, 66–70]. In particu-
lar, since both the twist-4 correlation functions and the
leading-twist PDFs are universal non-perturbative quan-
tities depend on x and µ2, the q̂ from Eq. (6) naturally
involves possible kinematic dependence on momentum
fraction and probing scale. Note that in phenomenologi-
cal studies [62, 72, 73] q̂ was usually assumed to be a con-
stant value due to the unknown kinematic dependence.

Particle transverse momentum broadening is the type
of observable most directly relevant to q̂ for CNM [74, 75].
Our previous global analysis [32] takes into account the
current world data on the transverse momentum broad-
ening of single hadron production in SIDIS [6] of eA
collisions, of Drell-Yan di-lepton production in pA col-
lisions [76, 77], and of heavy quarkonium (J/ψ and Υ)
production in pA collisions [7, 8, 77–80]. These observ-
ables involve multiple scatterings undergone by quark or
gluon jets in the initial or (and) final states of the hard
processes, providing multi-dimensional insight into the
transport coefficient as well as a place to examine the
theoretical framework.
Besides the data on transverse momentum broadening,

a set of data on the nuclear modification factor (shadow-
ing effect) of the DIS structure function [81, 82] is also
included in our analysis. In the higher-twist framework,
such a nuclear suppression can be related to the coher-
ent multiple scattering, which has been calculated by re-
summing the higher-twist contributions [72], thus, is also
sensitive to the transport coefficient.
In total, there are 215 data points in the analysis [32]

from the experiments at DESY, FNAL, SPS, RHIC and
LHC. In particular, different observables or measure-
ments involve different kinematic regions identified with
the momentum fraction x of the nuclear parton and the
probing scale Q2, providing possibility to explore the
kinematic dependence of q̂(x,Q2).
To address the kinematic dependence of q̂ in the global

analysis, we adopt the parametrization form [32]

q̂(x, µ2) = q̂0 αs(µ
2)xα(1− x)β

[

ln(µ2/µ2
0)
]γ
, (7)

which involves four free parameters, q̂0, α, β, and γ to be
determined by the experimental data. Such a functional
form is primarily motivated with several physical consid-
erations. For example, in the small-x region, we expect
that q̂ depends on the gluon saturation scale, which ex-
hibits a power-law behavior as Q2

s ∝ x−1/3 [83]. This
feature is related to the factor xα in Eq. (7). At large x,
the QCD power corrections could be different [84–87],
and may result in different behavior of q̂, which is con-
sidered by including the factor (1 − x)β . Moreover, a
logarithmic scale dependence of q̂ is suggested from the
radiative corrections [41, 42, 88], thus we use a factor
[ln(µ2/µ2

0)]
γ in Eq. (7), where the exponent γ is included

to account for potential modification at the higher-order
in perturbative corrections and/or non-perturbative con-
tributions. Although the QCD scale evolution equation
of the twist-4 quark-gluon correlation function has been
derived in a series of previous work [44–46], it is cou-
pled with the gluon-gluon correlator whose evolution is
not determined. In Eq. (7), the αs(µ

2) is introduced to
offset the αs in the denominator of the correlation func-
tion in Eq. (6), and µ0 = 1 GeV is introduced to make
the argument of the logarithm dimensionless [32]. On
the whole, the parametrization form in Eq. (7) has some
generality and is similar to what is usually used in the ex-
traction of other non-perturbative quantities, such as the
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parton distribution functions [66]. We note that such a
parametrization form and several similar forms of q̂ have
been recently applied by other groups, and are shown to
work well in their studies [35, 37].
In the analysis [32], the theoretical calculation of the

transverse momentum broadening is performed at twist-4
level in QCD power expansion and at leading order (LO)
in perturbative expansion with αs. A complete NLO cal-
culation is not yet available. In the calculation, we use
the CT14 LO parton distribution functions with 3 ac-
tive quark flavors [89], and the DSS fragmentation func-
tions [67]. The heavy quarkonium production is calcu-
lated with the color evaporation model [47]. Since the
transverse momentum broadening is expressed as a ratio
in Eq. (3), it is to some extent insensitive to the non-
perturbative inputs like the PDFs, FFs, and quarkonium
production model. More details of the calculation can be
seen in Ref. [32]. In addition, the possible hadronization
of the in-medium jet may weaken the multiple scattering
effects [90], which has not been considered in the current
framework.
The global analysis of q̂ starts with finding the optimal

q̂ by minimizing the χ2 as a function of the free param-
eters {aj} defined as [51, 52]

χ2({aj}) =
∑

i

[Di − Ti({aj})]2
σ2
i

, (8)

where Di is the value of the i-th experimental data point,
Ti({aj}) is the corresponding theoretical prediction de-
pending on the values of the free parameters {aj} =
{q̂0, α, β, γ} in the q̂ parametrization in Eq. (7), and σ2

i

is the statistical and systematic experimental uncertain-
ties summed in quadrature. The influence of the possible
correlated experimental uncertainties has not been taken
into account in our analysis [52, 91]. The procedure of
minimizing the χ2 in the {aj} space is performed by uti-
lizing the MINUIT package [92].
An optimal q̂(x,Q2) within the parametrization form

in Eq. (7) is found at a minimum total χ2 =
260 (χ2/NDP= 1.21, where NDP= 215 is the number
of data points [32]). The optimal q̂(x,Q2) exhibits an
obvious x dependence, especially in small- and large-x
regions, as well as a mild Q2 dependence [32] (also seen
in Sec. II C of this manuscript). The theoretical results
with this q̂(x,Q2) show an overall good agreement with
the experimental data, indicating a universal kinematic
dependence of q̂(x,Q2) in cold nuclear matter. To further
clarify this kinematic dependence, we also performed the
fitting by assuming q̂ is a constant quantity as q̂ = q̂0,
and we found a minimum total χ2 = 388 (χ2/NDP= 1.8),
which is apparently larger than that with the kinematic
dependence. Especially, the calculations with the con-
stant q̂ can not give a good description of the data in
small- and large-x regions. For example, the χ2 for
the J/ψ broadening at the LHC is 87.3 (χ2/NDP= 7.3
with NDP= 12), which is far from reasonable. In con-
trast, the result for this part is significantly improved

by using the kinematics dependent q̂, reflected by the
χ2 = 4.8 (χ2/NDP= 0.4) [32].
The results of the analysis should be examined in fu-

ture, when more experimental data with a wider kine-
matic coverage and a high precision, e.g., from EIC, are
available. To this end, one needs the uncertainty of
the q̂(x,Q2) under the constraints of the current data,
which allows to make a complete theoretical predic-
tion. In the previous work [32], a Lagrange multiplier
method [51, 91] is employed to evaluate the uncertainties
of part of the calculated observable. However, the un-
certainties of q̂(x,Q2) (varying with x and Q2) can not
be easily obtained with that method, which makes the
analysis less predictive and thus motivates our reanalysis
with the Hessian matrix method (Sec. II C). Before pre-
senting that, we show a test for the extracted q̂ with a
new data set in the following subsection.

B. A test for q̂(x,Q2) with new J/ψ data

We noted that the ALICE collaboration have pub-
lished in 2021 a new data set on the transverse momen-
tum broadening of J/ψ production in p-Pb collisions at√
sNN = 8.16 TeV at the LHC [53], which provides an

opportunity to test the extracted q̂ in [32].
In Fig. 1, we show both the theoretical results with

the kinematic dependent q̂(x,Q2) and the constant q̂ ex-
tracted from previous analysis, confronting with the new
data. We find the calculations with the q̂(x,Q2) give
a visible rapidity dependence of the broadening, reason-
ably description of the data in both backward and for-
ward rapidity regions. However, the results with the con-
stant q̂ obviously underestimate the broadening in for-
ward (small x) region.
A similar rapidity dependence can also be observed

in the earlier ALICE J/ψ data measured at
√
sNN =

5.02 TeV (2015) [8], which have been taken into account
in our previous analysis and provided important informa-
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ALICE(21’)
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q (x, Q2)
q0
^

^J/ψ (pPb) J/ψ (pPb)
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(b)

√sNN=8.16TeV

FIG. 1. Transverse momentum broadening ∆〈p2T 〉 in J/ψ
production in backward [panel (a)] and forward [panel (b)]
regions in pA collisions at the LHC as functions of centrality.
Solid curve represents results with q̂(x,Q2) form global anal-
ysis [32] and shaded area corresponds to uncertainty. Dashed
line and dotted boundaries represent results with constant q̂
with uncertainty. Circles are new ALICE data [53] that are
not included in previous analysis of q̂ [32].
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tion on the x dependence of q̂. In this work, we will also
include the new data in the Hessian analysis to provide
more constraints on q̂.

C. Uncertainty of q̂(x,Q2) from Hessian Matrix

In order to estimate the uncertainties of the kinemat-
ics dependent q̂(x,Q2) under the constraints of the cur-
rent data, we perform an analysis with a Hessian matrix
method. The basic assumption of the Hessian analy-
sis is that the χ2 can be approximately expressed in a
quadratic form of the free parameters {ai} in the neigh-
borhood of the minimum [51, 52] as

χ2 = χ2
0 +

∑

i,j

Hijyiyj , (9)

where χ2
0 ≡ χ2({a0i }) is the global minimum of the χ2 at

the optimal parameter values {ai} = {a0i }, yi = ai − a0i
is the displacement of ai from its optimal value a0i , and
Hij are the elements of Hessian matrix defined as

Hij =
1

2

(

∂2χ2

∂yi∂yj

)

ai=a0

i

. (10)

Usually there are interplays among different variables
yi (or ai) in the χ2, and the off-diagonal Hessian ma-
trix elements could be non-zero. This makes the uncer-
tainty estimation, corresponding to a certain tolerance
∆χ2 ≡ χ2 − χ2

0, not that straightforward. However, one
can disentangle the parameters by defining a new basis
{zi} of the parameter space, in whose representation the
Hessian matrix is diagonal. With the new set of param-
eters {zi}, the ∆χ2 can be written in a simple form as

∆χ2 =
∑

i

z2i , (11)

which means that the contours of the χ2 are spheres in
the new basis. Using this new basis, one can generate the
corresponding uncertainty sets of q̂, which can be used to
estimate both the uncertainties of q̂ and the related the-
oretical predictions. More details of the Hessian analysis
can be found in Appendix A.
The Hessian analysis in this work is performed by us-

ing the MINUIT package combined with the ITERATE
program [51]. The theoretical framework for calculating
various observables is the same as in our previous analy-
sis introduced in Sec IIA. After the new ALICE data on
J/ψ production (Sec. II B) included (now 227 data points
in total), a global minimum χ2

0 = 275 is reached through
the analysis.
We first show in Fig. 2 the global χ2 −χ2

0 as functions
of each individual original parameters {ai} in the vicinity
of the minimum. We can see that the experimental data
indeed have sensitivities to all the parameters. The non-
zero optimal values of the parameters α, β and γ suggest

0.018 0.021
q0 (GeV2/fm)

0

10

20

30

40

χ2 −
χ2 0

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
γ

-4 -3 -2
β

0

10

20

30

40

χ2 −
χ2 0 ∆χ2(ai)

tolerance

-0.2 -0.18 -0.16
α^

χ2
0=275

FIG. 2. ∆χ2 = χ2 − χ2
0 as a function of each individual

original parameter ai in neighborhood of minimum χ2 = χ2
0.

Here {ai} = {q̂0, α, β, γ}. Dashed line represents tolerance
∆χ2 = 35.

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
zi

0

10

20

30

40

χ2 −
χ2 0

∆χ2=z2

∆χ2(z1)

∆χ2(z2)

∆χ2(z3)

∆χ2(z4)

χ2
0=275

FIG. 3. ∆χ2 = χ2 − χ2
0 as functions of new parameters {zi}

from Hessian analysis. Grey curve shows a quadratic function
∆χ2 = z2 for reference.

the kinematic dependence of q̂ on x and Q2, to be further
consolidated with the determined uncertainty.
Fig. 3 shows the values of χ2 − χ2

0 as functions of the
new parameters {zi} defined in Eq. (A4). They are found
to have a very good agreement with the quadratic form
∆χ2 = z2i , indicating the good performance of Hessian
analysis.
With this Hessian analysis, we obtain the optimal val-

ues of the parameters {ai} together with their uncertain-
ties corresponding to 90% confidence level (C.L.):

q̂0 = 0.0191± 0.0061 GeV2/fm, α = −0.182± 0.050,
β = −2.85± 1.87, γ = 0.264± 0.169 . (12)

We find that with the uncertainties, the global data favor
negative α and β, and a positive γ in the parametrization
of q̂. The optimal values of the parameters are in good
agreement with the results of our previous analysis [32].
In Fig. 4, we show the extracted q̂(x,Q2) versus the

momentum fraction x for Q2 =1.2, 10, and 100 GeV2, in-
cluding the optimal values (S0), uncertainty bands, and
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FIG. 4. q̂(x,Q2) extracted from global analysis, shown as a function of momentum fraction x of initial-state nuclear parton
at Q2 =1.2, 10, and 100 GeV2. Green solid curve represents optimal values (S0), light-green band represents corresponding
uncertainty, and dotted curves show uncertainty set {S±k} of q̂(x,Q2). For reference, kinematics independent constant q̂ and
uncertainty extracted from data are shown as red dashed line and pink band, respectively. Both uncertainties of q̂(x,Q2) and
constant q̂ correspond to 90% C.L..
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FIG. 5. q̂(x,Q2) at Q2 = 10 GeV2 and uncertainties extracted
from global analysis with and without ALICE data (2021) on
transverse momentum broadening of J/ψ production. Results
of new analysis are the same as in Fig. 4. Results without
J/ψ (21’) data are shown with a dashed curve with dotted
boundaries.

uncertainty sets S±k of q̂(x,Q2) [defined by Eq. (A8)],
which can be used to estimate the uncertainty for the-
oretical predictions [see Eq. (A7)]. For the optimal val-
ues, we can see that the x dependence is noticeable in
small- and large-x regions, and the Q2 dependence is rel-
atively mild. The enhancements of q̂(x,Q2) in small-
and large-x regions are related to the negative param-
eters α and β, respectively. The α value in Eq. (12) is
qualitatively consistent with the growth rate of the gluon
density expected in saturation physics [93], and the nega-
tive β may indicate an enhancement of the nuclear power
correction at large x [84–87]. Since most of the current
data are located in the intermediate x and Q2 regions,
the uncertainties of q̂(x,Q2) become larger at small and
large values of x or Q2, due to the less experimental con-
straints. Especially, the uncertainties are dramatically
large at x >∼ 0.4, where no data exist for this kinematic
region. For comparison, we also show in Fig. 4 the q̂ ex-
tracted by assuming it is a kinematic independent con-
stant quantity (q̂ = q̂0 = 0.0150+0.0023

−0.0025 GeV2/fm).

To illustrate the impact of the added new J/ψ data on
the extracted q̂(x,Q2), we compare in Fig. 5 the q̂(x,Q2)
for Q2 = 10 GeV2 extracted with and without the new

J/ψ data. A good agreement between their optimal val-
ues is found. What is notable is that, with the additional
constraints from the new data, the uncertainties at small
values of x are reduced to some extent and a more evident
x dependence is observed. More detailed illustrations for
the impact of the new J/ψ data on q̂(x,Q2) at different
Q2 and on the predictions for different observables can
be seen in Appendix B. In addition, for theoretical pre-
dictions, we have compared the uncertainties from the
Hessian analysis with those from our previous analysis
via the Lagrange multiplier method, and found a good
agreement between them [94].
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FIG. 6. Transverse momentum broadening ∆〈p2T 〉, in Drell-
Yan process in pA collisions versus nuclear mass number
A [panel (a)], in SIDIS versus Bjorken xB [panel (b)],
and in J/ψ production in backward [panel (c)] and for-
ward [panel (d)] regions in pA collisions at the LHC (5TeV,
2015) as functions of Ncoll. Green solid curve represents re-
sults with optimal q̂(x,Q2) and light-green shaded area cor-
responds to uncertainty. Red dashed line and dotted band
represent results with constant q̂ with uncertainty. Averaged
momentum fraction 〈x〉 and probing scale 〈Q2〉 are shown for
reference.
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D. Kinematic dependence of q̂

The kinematic dependence of q̂ is of particular inter-
est since it is related to the detailed partonic structures
of the nuclear matter, similar to the x and Q2 depen-
dence of a parton distribution function. Global analysis
offers an indispensable data-driven understanding of such
issues. To demonstrate how the experimental data deter-
mine the kinematic dependence of the q̂ in our analysis,
we show in Fig. 6 the results calculated with the extracted
q̂(x,Q2) and constant q̂ = q̂0, for four representative
observables in the analysis: the transverse momentum
broadening in Drell-Yan process (nuclear mass number
dependence), in SIDIS (Bjorken x dependence), and in
J/ψ production [dependence on the collision-centrality
related Ncoll in backward and forward rapidity at the
LHC]. For the Drell-Yan [panel (a)] and the backward
J/ψ production [panel (c)], since the involved momen-
tum fraction x of the nuclear parton is in the inter-
mediate region, the results with the q̂(x,Q2) and the
constant q̂ are close to each other, while a slightly bet-
ter agreement with the Drell-Yan data is given by that
with the q̂(x,Q2). However, the theoretical predictions
are significantly improved with the kinematics dependent
q̂(x,Q2) in the SIDIS [panel (b)] and forward J/ψ pro-
duction [panel (d)], which correspond to the regions of
large and small x, respectively. In particular, the calcu-
lation with the constant q̂ from the global analysis com-
pletely fails to describe the data on the forward J/ψ pro-
duction at the LHC. Actually, the enhancements of the
q̂(x,Q2) in small and large x regions observed in Fig. 4
stem largely from the J/ψ production in forward region
at the LHC and the Bjorken-x dependence of SIDIS in the
analysis, respectively, which should be examined through
future experiments that involve small and large x regions.

On the other hand, it is also noteworthy that, for the
observables that are taken into account in our analy-
sis, i.e., the transverse momentum broadening in SIDIS,
Drell-Yan process and heavy-quarkonium production, the
energy of the hard probe Ejet in the nucleus rest frame
can be commonly expressed with the Lorentz invariant

variables x and Q2 through the relationship:

Ejet =
Q2

2mpx
, (13)

where the hard scale Q2 is the virtuality (or squared in-
variant mass) of the virtual photon in SIDIS and Drell-
Yan process, and is the squared invariant mass of the
heavy-quark pair that form the quarkonium in the color
evaporation model, x is the momentum fraction of the
initial-state nuclear parton in these processes, and mp is
the nucleon mass. With Eq. (13), we can convert the
extracted q̂(x,Q2) into the form q̂(Ejet, Q

2), which can
be regarded as the jet energy dependence of q̂ in cold nu-
clear matter. Since the jet energy dependence is usually
discussed in the study of jet quenching in quark-gluon
plasma in relativistic heavy-ion collisions [21, 27, 40], to
extract the q̂(Ejet, Q

2) in cold nuclear matter will provide
a reference for the future comparative study. In Fig. 7 we
plot the q̂(Ejet, Q

2) with uncertainties. We find that for
Q2 = 2−10 GeV2 the q̂ increases with Ejet in a wide range
of jet energy corresponding to the small x region. How-
ever, for Q2 = 100 GeV2, the plotted region corresponds
to large x values, and the q̂ decreases with Ejet with a
large uncertainty. Some similar results in the study of jet
quenching can be found in Refs. [21, 27, 40]. Besides, the
Q2 dependence in q̂(Ejet, Q

2) is more pronounced than
that in q̂(x,Q2), because the corresponding x will vary
with Q2 for a certain Ejet.

Trough the global analysis discussed in this section,
a kinematics dependent transport coefficient q̂ in cold
nuclear matter and its uncertainties have been extracted
from the current experimental data, which is expected to
motivate the future theoretical and experimental studies
to further understand and constrain the q̂(x,Q2), and to
consolidate the universality of the kinematic dependence
of q̂. Next, we will study related observables in future
electron-ion collisions.
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III. NUCLEAR INDUCED TRANSVERSE
MOMENTUM BROADENING/IMBALANCE IN

ELECTRON-ION COLLISIONS

The future EIC facilities [1, 56, 57] provide great op-
portunities to deepen our understanding of the jet trans-
port property of the cold nuclear medium. In EIC exper-
iments, the nuclear-medium induced transverse momen-
tum broadening will continue to be the observable most
directly related to the transport coefficient q̂. Since the
initial-state projectile is an electron in EIC, the broaden-
ing is induced by the final-state multiple scattering be-
tween the outgoing hard probe and the nucleus.
In this section, we will study the transverse momen-

tum broadening in both single- and pairwise-particle pro-
ductions at the EIC. For the latter case, the nuclear
broadening of the particle-pair is equivalent to the nu-
clear enhancement of the particle-pair transverse mo-
mentum imbalance. Concretely, using the q̂ extracted
in the previous section, we will calculate the transverse
momentum broadening of single-hadron production and
the enhancement of transverse momentum imbalance
of di-hadron and heavy-meson pair (DD̄) productions.
These observables will be studied in the kinematic re-
gions of three proposed EIC facilities: US-EIC, EicC,
and JLab (12GeV) [1, 56, 57].
Since we focus on the EIC, it will be useful to give the

typical Lorentz-invariant DIS kinematic variables

xB =
Q2

2pN ·qγ
, y =

qγ ·pN
ke ·pN

, Q2 = −q2γ . (14)

Here xB is the Bjorken variable, y is the inelasticity of
the scattering, and Q2 is the virtuality of the exchanged
photon γ∗. In their definitions, ke, pN and qγ are the 4-
momenta of the incoming electron, the nucleon and the
virtual photon, respectively. For the final-sate fragmen-
tation process, the hadron momentum fraction zh is in-
troduced as

zh =
pN ·ph
pN ·qγ

, (15)

where ph is the 4-momentum of the final-state hadron.
In addition, the squared invariant mass of the photon-
nucleon (γ∗-N) system is W 2 = (qγ + pN )2.
In our calculations, the center-of-mass energies (

√
s)

of the electron-nucleon system for the three EIC facili-
ties are taken to be 90 GeV (US-EIC), 10.6 GeV (EicC),
and 4.8 GeV (JLab), respectively [1, 56, 57, 95]. The
kinematic range considered in our calculations is: Q2 >
1 GeV2, 0.01 < y < 0.95, W 2 > 10 GeV2 (> 4 GeV2 for
JLab), and 0.3 < zh < 0.8 [95, 96]. With this kinematic
restriction, we plot in Fig. 8 the ranges of Bjorken x and
Q2 covered by the three facilities. For comparison, some
sampled values of the x and Q2 involved in our global
analysis of the current data are also shown. We can see
that the future EIC facilities have the potential to allow a
high-coverage scan on the kinematic dependence of q̂, es-
pecially for small- and large-x regions where the current
measurements rarely access.

10-4 10-3 10-2 10-1 1
x

1

10

100

  Q2

 (GeV2)

U
S

-E
IC

E
ic

C

JL
ab

Current
analysis

FIG. 8. Kinematic (xB and Q2) regions covered by three EIC
facilities shown as shaded area. Boundaries for US-EIC, EicC,
and JLab are plotted with dashed, dotted-dashed, and dotted
curves, respectively. Discrete circles are sampled momentum
fraction x and probing scale Q2 from numerical calculations in
current analysis of q̂ (Density of the circles doesn’t represent
the density of data points).

Besides the wide kinematic coverage, the high preci-
sion measurements at future EIC are expected to provide
more powerful constraints on the q̂. In this study, to pre-
liminarily estimate the uncertainty of the measurement
in future EIC, we consider an integrated luminosity as
L = 5 fb−1 [56, 57, 95], and evaluate the relative statis-

tical uncertainty as δst = 1/
√
σL, where σ is the cross

section of the considered process. Due to the lack of the
information on the systematic uncertainty, we simply as-
sume it is on the same order of the statistical uncertainty,
and include an additional factor

√
2 to estimate the total

uncertainty. Now we present the study for three types of
nuclear induced broadening/imbalance as follows.

A. Single hadron pT broadening in SIDIS

The transverse momentum broadening of the single
hadron production in SIDIS is a type of observable that
has already played an important role in our current anal-
ysis of q̂, and will be still important in future EIC. At
lowest order in QCD, the single hadron comes from the
fragmentation of the nuclear struck quark, which can
rescatter with the nuclear medium when traversing it.
The leading-twist cross section for the single scattering
process can be written as

dσS

dxBdQ2dzh
=
2πα2

em

Q4

[

1+(1− y)2
]

×
∑

q

e2qfq/A(xB , µ
2)Dh/q(zh, µ

2) . (16)
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FIG. 9. Transverse momentum broadening ∆〈p2T 〉 of single pion production in SIDIS as a function of Bjorken xB at Q2 =2 and
10 GeV2, for three EIC facilities. Solid curve with shaded area represents results with q̂(x,Q2) with uncertainties. Dashed curve
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FIG. 10. Similar as Fig. 9, but for transverse momentum
broadening ∆〈p2T 〉 of single pion production in SIDIS as a
function of Q2 within 0.07 < xB < 0.09. Results are calcu-
lated for 1 < Q2 < 100 GeV2.

The pT broadening in Eq. (3), at given values of xB , Q
2

and zh, can be expressed as [44, 45]

∆〈p2T 〉=
(

8π2αsz
2
hCF

N2
c − 1

)

∑

q e
2
qTqg(xB ,0,0,µ

2)Dh/q(zh, µ
2)

∑

q e
2
qfq/A(xB , µ

2)Dh/q(zh, µ2)
,

(17)

where the color factor CF corresponds to the transport of
a quark jet. In our calculation, the factorization scale in
Eq. (17) is taken to be µ2 = Q2, and ∆〈p2T 〉 is obtained by
averaging over a studied kinematic bin. The theoretical
inputs, i.e., the PDFs and FFs, are the same as in our
global analysis.
In Fig. 9, we plot the results for the pT broadening of

pion production in SIDIS in electron-lead (e-Pb) scatter-
ing at three EIC facilities, atQ2=2 GeV2 (left panel) and
10 GeV2 (right panel), respectively. The solid curve with
shaded band represents the predictions with the kine-
matic dependent q̂(x,Q2) along with the uncertainties
extracted in section II C. We find that the ∆〈p2T 〉 as a

function of xB clearly reflects the x dependence and the
uncertainties of q̂(x,Q2), e.g., the growths of both the
broadening and the uncertainties in small- and large-x
regions. For comparison, we also show the predictions
with the kinematics independent constant q̂ extracted
from the current data as the dashed curve and dotted
uncertainty band. As expected, the differences between
the two theoretical predictions appear mainly in small-
and large-x regions. In the bottom of each panel, we
show the estimated experimental uncertainties as a ref-
erence, which are rather small compared to the theoret-
ical uncertainties. Therefore, we expect the future EIC
experiments should be able to distinguish the two the-
oretical predictions and provide powerful constraints on
the q̂.
Fig. 10 shows the ∆〈p2T 〉 as a function of the probing

scale Q2 in an intermediate-xB region where the differ-
ence between the extracted q̂(x,Q2) and constant q̂ is
small. Since the scale dependence of q̂(x,Q2) is mild, we
only see small differences between two theoretical predic-
tions in the studied Q2 regions. The broadening with the
constant q̂ slightly decreases with increasing Q2, which is
due to the decreasing averaged z2h [a factor in Eq. (17)] as
a result of the scale evolution of the fragmentation func-
tion. Similar as in Fig. 9, the estimated experimental
uncertainties are small for the plotted Q2 region.

B. Nuclear enhancement of di-hadron transverse
momentum imbalance

Now we focus on the nuclear-medium enhanced trans-
verse momentum imbalance of the back-to-back particles
production in future EIC. The transverse momentum im-
balance of the particle pair given by ~pT = ~p1T + ~p2T is
equal to the total transverse momentum of the two parti-
cles [49]. Thus, the enhancement of the imbalance is also
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the broadening of the total transverse momentum. In this
subsection, we study the imbalance of di-hadron (pion
pair) production. The back-to-back hadron pair comes
from the fragmentation of di-jet, which can be produced
through the processes γ∗q → qg and γ∗g → qq̄ at LO in
αs.
Following an earlier work [49], the differential cross

section of di-hadron production can be written in the
center of mass frame of the virtual-photon-nucleon (γ∗-
N) system as

dσS

dy1dy2dp1Tdp2T
=

2παsαem

(W 2 +Q2)2

∑

b,c,d

Dh1/c(z1)Dh2/d(z2)

×fb/A(x)
x

HU
γ∗b→cd , (18)

where we have suppressed the scale µ2-dependence in
the PDFs and FFs, y1(2), p1T (2T ) and z1(2) are the ra-
pidity, transverse momentum and momentum fraction of
the hadron h1(2), and H

U
γ∗b→cd represents the perturba-

tively calculable hard function of the partonic subprocess
γ∗b → cd [49]. The nuclear enhancement of the trans-
verse momentum imbalance of the di-hadron, induced by
the multiple scattering undergone by the two outgoing
partons c and d, is only sensitive to the total color of the
two-parton composite state, which is equal to the color
of the initial-state nuclear parton b. Accordingly, the nu-
clear enhancement at given values of y1(2) and p1T (2T ) is
expressed as [49]

∆〈p2T 〉 =
(

8π2αs

N2
c − 1

)

∑

b,c,dDh1/c(z1, µ
2)Dh2/d(z2, µ

2) 1xTbg(x, 0, 0, µ
2)HF

γ∗b→cd
∑

b,c,dDh1/c(z1, µ
2)Dh2/d(z2, µ

2) 1xfb/A(x, µ
2)HU

γ∗b→cd

, (19)

with the hard function HF
γ∗b→cd written as

HF
γ∗b→cd =

{

CFH
U
γ∗b→cd b = quark

CAH
U
γ∗b→cd b = gluon.

(20)

Here the color factor CF (CA) corresponds to the process
initiated with a nuclear quark (gluon). This is more com-
plicated than the case in SIDIS, where only the transport
of a quark jet is involved at LO in αs. In our calculation,
the renormalization and factorization scales are taken to
be the averaged transverse momentum of di-hadron, i.e.,
µ = (p1T + p2T )/2. We also employ kinematic cuts as
1 < p1T (2T ) < 4 GeV and 0.1 < y1(2) < 2.0.
In Fig. 11, we plot the results for the nuclear en-

hancement of the di-hadron (pion pair) imbalance ver-
sus Bjorken xB , at Q2 = 2 GeV2 (left panel) and
10 GeV2 (right panel), respectively. The predictions with
both the kinematics dependent q̂(x,Q2) and constant q̂,
as well as the estimated experimental uncertainties are
shown. Note that the momentum fraction x carried by
the initial-state nuclear parton b can be expressed as

x =
Q2 +M2

JJ

2pN ·qγ
= xB

(

1 +
M2

JJ

Q2

)

, (21)

whereMJJ is the invariant mass of the outgoing two par-
tons (di-jet) c and d. Therefore, the x that enters q̂(x,Q2)
is larger than the Bjorken variable xB . To show this dif-
ference, we mark in Fig. 11 the averaged momentum frac-
tion 〈x〉 for the corresponding xB as green square. For
a same region of Bjorken xB , the di-hadron production
probes the q̂(x,Q2) at larger values of x compared to the
single-hadron production.
Since there is a mixture of the processes with color

factors CA ad CF , the di-hadron production is expected

to suffer stronger multiple scattering in nuclear medium
than the single-hadron production. At the same time,
we can observe the broadening with a constant q̂ become
weaker for a greater value of xB (or x) due to the de-
creasing contributions from the gluon initiated processes.
Since our calculation is made in the γ∗-N system, we have
simply estimated the experimental uncertainties with a
same luminosity as in e-A system to provide a reference.
The measurement of di-hadron imbalance in future EIC is
expected to provide valuable constraints on the behavior
of q̂(x,Q2) in large-x region, where the large uncertain-
ties from the current analysis make the predictions less
reliable.

C. Nuclear enhancement of transverse momentum
imbalance of heavy meson pair

Similar to the di-hadron imbalance, there should be
nuclear enhancement of the transverse momentum im-
balance in heavy meson pair production. In this work,
we study that for the DD̄ pair from the fragmentation
of the produced back-to-back heavy quark pair QQ̄ (cc̄).
At lowest order in αs, the cc̄ di-jet is produced from the
photon-gluon scattering γ∗g → cc̄. The differential cross
section for γ∗ + A → D(p1) + D̄(p2) + X in the center
of mass frame of the γ∗-N system can be expressed in
a similar form of the di-hadron production in Eq. (18)
as [49]

dσS

dy1dy2dp1Tdp2T
=

2παsαem

(W 2 +Q2)2
DD/Q(z1)DD̄/Q̄(z2)

×fg/A(x)
x

HU
γ∗g→QQ̄ . (22)
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FIG. 11. Similar as Fig. 9, but for nuclear enhancement of transverse momentum imbalance ∆〈p2T 〉 of di-hadron (ππ) production
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FIG. 12. Similar as Fig. 11, but for nuclear enhancement of transverse momentum imbalance ∆〈p2T 〉 of heavy-meson pair (DD̄)
production as a function of xB.

The corresponding nuclear enhancement at given values
of y1(2) and p1T (2T ) is

∆〈p2T 〉 =
(

8π2αsCA

N2
c − 1

)

Tgg(x, 0, 0, µ
2)

fg/A(x, µ2)
, (23)

This simple form is related to the fact that the cc̄ di-
jet is only initiated with a nuclear gluon, correspond-
ing to the color factor CA. In our calculation, the
fragmentation from c (c̄) quark to D (D̄) meson is de-
scribed with KKKS08 fragmentation functions [68], and
the renormalization and factorization scales are taken to
be the averaged transverse mass of the DD̄ pair, i.e.,
µ = (m1T + m2T )/2. We employ the same kinematic
cuts as in the calculation for di-hadron production. The
momentum fraction x carried by the initial-state nuclear
gluon can be similarly given by Eq. (21). In heavy meson
pair production, the averaged momentum fraction x for
a certain value of Bjorken xB can be even larger than
that in di-hadron production, due to the mass of heavy
quark.
In Fig. 12, we plot the results for the nuclear en-

hancement of the imbalance of DD̄ pair production ver-
sus the Bjorken xB, at Q2 = 2 GeV2 (left panel) and
10 GeV2 (right panel), respectively. The averaged 〈x〉
for each kinematic bin is marked in the plot. It can be

observed that, for a same x value, the ∆〈p2T 〉 in DD̄ pro-
duction is stronger than that in di-hadron production,
which is expected as a result of the greater color factor,
to be examined in future EIC experiments.

The three types of hard probes in future EIC studied in
this section are expected to provide a multi-dimensional
understanding of the jet transport property of cold nu-
clear matter in a wide kinematic range. In addition, al-
though the results of ∆〈p2T 〉 in this section are obtained
for the electron-lead collisions, the results for other col-
liding nuclei can be easily obtained by rescaling with the
nuclear radius (×RA/RPb), according to Eq. (6).

D. Advantage of future EIC measurement for
understanding kinematic dependence of q̂

From the above study, we can see that the three future
EIC facilities jointly provide a nearly full-kinematics scan
of the jet transport property with high precisions, which
will be valuable for determining the kinematic depen-
dence of q̂. To illustrate this, we can note that, in the
sense of the parametrization of q̂(x,Q2) in Eq. (7), the
kinematic dependence is determined by the parameters
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α, β, and γ, and we have the ratio for two values of x

r(x1, x2) ≡
q̂(x1, Q

2)

q̂(x2, Q2)
=

(

x1
x2

)α (

1− x1
1− x2

)β

. (24)

Assuming that both α and β are negative as suggested by
our analysis, we can find that, for small x values (x1,2 →
0 and x1 < x2), we have r(x1, x2) → (x1/x2)

α, and
for large x values (x1,2 → 1 and x1 > x2), we have
r(x1, x2) → [(1 − x1)/(1 − x2)]

β . Thus, the behaviors
of q̂ in small and large x regions are dominated by α and
β, respectively. Similarly, the ratio for two values of Q2

r(Q2
1, Q

2
2) ≡

q̂(x,Q2
1)

q̂(x,Q2
2)

=
αs(Q

2
1)

αs(Q2
2)

[

ln(Q2
1/Q

2
0)

ln(Q2
2/Q

2
0)

]γ

(25)

is only sensitive to the parameter γ, which dominates the
scale dependence. Accordingly, we can define a secondary
observable as a ratio of ∆〈p2T 〉 in EIC, such as

REIC(x1, x2) =
∆〈p2T 〉(x1, Q2)

∆〈p2T 〉(x2, Q2)
,

REIC(Q
2
1, Q

2
2) =

∆〈p2T 〉(x,Q2
1)

∆〈p2T 〉(x,Q2
2)
, (26)

to measure the x and Q2 dependence of q̂(x,Q2), respec-
tively. Figure 13 shows, for several observables in SIDIS,
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FIG. 13. Dependence of results on individual parameters, q̂0,
α, β, and γ, represented with circle, diamond, triangle, and
square symbols, respectively. Top row: transverse momen-
tum broadening ∆〈p2T 〉 of single pion production in SIDIS
in certain kinematic regions of three EIC facilities, where
Q2 =10 GeV2 and x = x1, x3 and x4 for US-EIC, EicC and
JLab, respectively. Bottom row: ratios of ∆〈p2T 〉 in different
kinematic regions defined as Eq. (26), where Q2 =10 GeV2

for left and middle panels, and x ∈ [0.08, 0.1] for right panel.
Blue solid line with grey band represents theoretical predic-
tion with uncertainty. Abscissa axis shows rescaled parameter
values as (ai − a0i )/δai, where δai is uncertainty of ai. Yel-
low circle with vertical bar represents estimated experimental
uncertainty.

the dependence of theoretical prediction on each param-
eters ai (q̂0, α, β, and γ), as a function of the relative
parameter displacement (ai−a0i )/δai, with δai being the
uncertainty of ai. The three panels in the top row show
the dependence for ∆〈p2T 〉 at three facilities. We can see a
single measurement of ∆〈p2T 〉 is usually sensitive to more
than one parameters. However, as shown in the bottom
row, the three jointly measured REIC are separately sen-
sitive to the parameters α, β, and γ. The future EIC
facilities will allow a precise understanding of the detail
of the kinematic dependence of q̂, thanks to the wide
kinematic coverage and high-precision measurement.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

To gain foreknowledge on how the future electron-
ion-collision experiments can deepen our understand-
ing of the jet transport property of cold nuclear mat-
ter, in this work, we study the nuclear-medium induced
transverse momentum broadening/imbalance of single-
/pairwise-particle production in electron-ion collisions,
for the kinematic regions of three proposed future facil-
ities. Our theoretical calculations take into account the
multiple scattering undergone by the colored hard probe
that traverses the nucleus, within the framework of the
higher-twist expansion, i.e., the generalized factorization
in perturbative QCD.
Particularly, a kinematic dependent jet transport coef-

ficient q̂ = q̂(x,Q2), extracted from our global analysis of
the current experimental data, is used in our calculations
for EIC. This globally extracted q̂(x,Q2), together with
its uncertainty evaluated with a Hessian matrix method,
are available for the community to make theoretical pre-
dictions. Moreover, by adding a new data set on J/ψ
production from the LHC, the Hessian analysis results in
reduced uncertainties of q̂(x,Q2) in small-x region. At
the same time, we show that this q̂(x,Q2) can be con-
verted into the function of jet energy, i.e., q̂(Ejet, Q

2),
which may be instructive for the study of the medium
modification of jet production in heavy-ion collisions.
The current analysis suggests enhancements of q̂ in

both small- and large-x regions, however, the uncertain-
ties in these two regions are still considerable due to the
limited data points therein, which is expected to be bet-
ter constrained in future EIC experiments. With the ex-
tracted q̂(x,Q2), we study three types of observable in
EIC, including the transverse momentum broadening of
single hadron production and the enhancement of two-
particle transverse momentum imbalance in di-hadron
and heavy-meson pair productions. These nuclear in-
duced broadening/imbalance are found to be sensitive to
the color state of the hard probe, and to exhibit a clear
kinematic dependence stemming from q̂(x,Q2). Besides,
the results with a constant q̂ are also given for compari-
son. We find that the future EIC experiments have great
potential to provide precise understanding of q̂ in a wide
kinematic range and to facilitate the jet tomography of
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cold nuclear medium.
Note: The transport coefficient q̂(x,Q2) extracted

from our global analysis and the uncertainty set are avail-
able for user and can be requested by email from hx-
ing@m.scnu.edu.cn and p.ru@m.scnu.edu.cn.
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Appendix A: Details of Hessian analysis

We briefly review the Hessian analysis employed in this
work. Hessian matrix analysis is a well-known technique
for the uncertainty estimation in a global analysis [97].
The general idea is to optimize the representation of the
parameter space in the neighborhood of the global min-
imum χ2, and to provide an uncertainty set of the pa-
rameterized quantity [e.g. q̂(x,Q2) in this work], from
which uncertainties of all related physical quantities can
be evaluated.
A Hessian analysis begins with finding in parameter

space {ai} the coordinate corresponding to the mini-
mum of the global χ2. The basic assumption of the
Hessian analysis is that the χ2 can be approximated
with a quadratic form in the neighborhood of the mini-
mum [51, 52] as

χ2 = χ2
0 +

∑

i,j

Hijyiyj , (A1)

where χ2
0 ≡ χ2({a0i }) is the global minimum of the χ2 at

the optimal parameter values {ai} = {a0i }, yi = ai−a0i is
the displacement of ai from its optimal value a0i , and Hij

is the element of Hessian matrix defined as the second-
order partial derivatives of χ2 at the minimum

Hij =
1

2

(

∂2χ2

∂yi∂yj

)

ai=a0

i

(A2)

Usually there are interplays among different variables
yi (or ai) in the χ2, and the off-diagonal Hessian ma-
trix elements could be non-zero. This makes the uncer-
tainty estimation, corresponding to a certain tolerance
∆χ2 ≡ χ2 − χ2

0, not that straightforward.
To disentangle these interplays, one can define a new

set of parameters {zi}, in whose representation the Hes-
sian matrix is diagonal. This can be achieved by using

the complete set of n orthonormal eigenvectors V
(k)
i of

the symmetric n× n Hessian matrix (n is the number of
parameters), which satisfy the characteristic equations

∑

j

HijV
(k)
j = λkV

(k)
i , (A3)

with λk being the positive eigenvalues. The new param-
eters {zi} can be expressed as the linear combinations of
the original parameters {yi} [51, 52]

zi =
√

λi
∑

j

yjV
(i)
j . (A4)

With the new set of parameters {zi}, the ∆χ2 can be
written in a simple form as

∆χ2 =
∑

i

z2i , (A5)

which means that the contours of the χ2 are spheres in
the new basis. With Eq. (A5) and the inverse transfor-
mation of Eq. (A4), one can define the uncertainty set

{a(±k)
i } of the original parameters {ai} corresponding to

a tolerance ∆χ2 as [52]

a
(±k)
i = a0i ±

√

∆χ2

λk
V

(k)
i , for k = 1, 2, . . . , n. (A6)

For a quantityQ as a function of {ai}, whose value corre-
sponding to {a(±k)

i } isQ±k ≡ Q({a(±k)
i }), its uncertainty

can be evaluated with

∆Q =
1

2

√

√

√

√

n
∑

k=1

(Q+k −Q−k)2. (A7)

As an example, one can give the uncertainty set of q̂

S±k ≡ q̂±k = q̂({a(±k)
i }), (A8)

and express the uncertainty set for any quantity as a
function of q̂ as Q±k = Q(S±k).
In our analysis, the tolerance of the global χ2 is given

at a p% confidence level (C.L.) by simply re-scaling the
minimum as [52, 91]

∆χ2 = χ2
0

(

ξp
ξ50

− 1

)

, (A9)

where the rescaling parameter ξp corresponds to the p-th
percentile of the χ2 distribution P (χ2, N) and is deter-
mined by

∫ ξp

0

P (χ2, N) dχ2 = p% , (A10)

with N the number of data points and P (χ2, N) defined
as

P (χ2, N) =
(χ2)N/2−1e−χ2/2

2N/2Γ(N/2)
. (A11)
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FIG. 14. q̂(x,Q2) and uncertainties extracted from global analysis with and without ALICE data (2021) on transverse mo-
mentum broadening of J/ψ production. Results of new analysis are the same as in Fig. 4. Results without J/ψ (21’) data are
shown with a dashed curve with dotted boundaries.

A more thorough and complicated scheme to estimate
the tolerance can be found in Refs. [52, 91]. In our re-
sults, we have estimated the uncertainty at 90% C.L.,
corresponding to the tolerance ∆χ2 = 35. To get the
uncertainty at any other C.L., one can simply rescale the
∆χ2 to get the corresponding uncertainty set {ai} with
Eq. (A6).
The Hessian analysis in this work is performed by using

the MINUIT package combined with the ITERATE pro-
gram [51], which will first search for a global minimum

of the χ2 and then calculate the eigenvectors V
(k)
i and

eigenvalues λk of the Hessian matrix with an iterative
method [51].

Appendix B: Impact of new ALICE J/ψ data on q̂

In comparison with our previous analysis [32], we
have added a new data set, i.e., the transverse momen-
tum broadening of J/ψ in p-Pb collisions at

√
sNN =

8.16 TeV at the LHC (ALICE 21’), into the Hessian anal-
ysis in this work. To quantitatively show the impact of

the new data, we compare the results with and without
including this data set.
In Fig. 14, we compare the q̂(x,Q2) extracted with and

without the new J/ψ data. We also compare theoretical
predictions calculated by using the q̂(x,Q2) extracted in
the two analyses in Fig. 15. In general, the new J/ψ
data has small impact on the optimal/central values of
the q̂(x,Q2) or theoretical predictions, indicating the new
analysis is consistent with our previous work [32].
With the new J/ψ data, the uncertainties of q̂(x,Q2)

in small x region are reduced, especially for Q2 = 10 −
100 GeV2 (squared mass of J/ψ ∼ 10 GeV2), as shown in
Fig. 14. As a result, we can see in Fig. 15 that, with the
q̂(x,Q2) extracted in the new analysis, the uncertainties
of the theoretical predictions for J/ψ production in the
forward region at the LHC are obviously reduced (2nd
panel in 3rd row and last panel in 4th row). The theo-
retical uncertainties for other observables, related to mid-
and large-x regions, have negligible changes.
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