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We investigate the flavor dependence of jet quenching, by performing a systematic analysis of
medium modifications on the inclusive jet, γ+jet, and b-jet in Pb+Pb collisions at the LHC. Our
results from MadGraph+PYTHIA exhibit excellent agreement with experimental measurements
of the inclusive jet, γ+jet and b-jet simultaneously in p+p collisions. We then utilize a Bayesian
data-driven method to extract systematically the flavor-dependent jet energy loss distributions from
experimental data, where the gluon, light quark and b-quark initiated energy loss distributions are
well constrained and satisfy the predicted flavor hierarchy of jet quenching, i.e. ⟨∆Eg⟩ > ⟨∆Eq⟩ >
⟨∆Eb⟩. It is shown that the quark-initiated jet energy loss distribution shows weaker centrality
and pT dependence than the gluon-initiated one. We demonstrate the impacts of the slope of
initial spectra, color-charge as well as parton mass dependent jet energy attenuation on the γ/b-jet
suppression observed in heavy-ion collisions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The understanding of strongly interacting nuclear mat-
ter at extremely high temperature and energy density
is one of the primary subjects in the study of high-
energy nuclear collisions at Relativistic Heavy Ion Col-
lider (RHIC)[1, 2] and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
[3–6]. Jet quenching has long been identified as a very
powerful tool to investigate the phase transition from
hadron gas to the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) with de-
confined quarks and gluons [7, 8], and numerous studies
have shown that parton energy loss in the QGP may lead
to the suppression of the single inclusive hadron/jet spec-
tra [9–15], the shift of γ/Z+hadron/jet correlations [16–
31] and dihadron transverse momentum asymmetry [32–
35], the modification of jet internal structures [36–44],
as well as the azimuthal anisotropy (v2) of hadrons and
jets [45–48] with the large transverse momentum (pT)
in nucleus-nucleus (A+A) collisions, by comparison with
those in proton-proton (p+p) collisions [49–51].

The interaction between an energetic parton and the
QGP is sensitive to the colour charge and the mass of
the parton, while medium-induced gluon radiation is ex-
pected to be enhanced for gluon due to its larger color
factor, and to be suppressed for heavy quarks by the
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dead-cone effect relative to that for light quarks [52–
55]. Such a predicted flavor hierachy of jet quenching
can be identified by a separate determination of quark
and gluon jet energy loss, which could play a significant
role in revealing the fundamental color structures of the
QGP and testing the color representation dependence of
the jet-medium interaction [56, 57]. This however proves
difficult, as the final state hadronic observables are a mix-
ture of quark and gluon contributions. A clean method
for identifying quark or gluon energy loss remains a chal-
lenge, despite many past attempts such as the multivari-
ate analysis of jet substructure observables [58], the pro-
posal of using the averaged jet charge [59–61] and elec-
troweak gauge boson tagged jet [23–28, 30, 62–64].

One recent important measurement by the ATLAS
Collaboration, i.e. the nuclear modification factor for
γ-tagged and b-tagged jets [65, 66], shows quite differ-
ent modification pattern from that of single inclusive
jets [67]. It is reported that the γ-tagged jets RAA [65]
are much higher and show a weaker centrality dependence
than inclusive jet RAA [67] , indicating a sensitive obser-
vation of color factor dependence of jet-medium interac-
tion. In addition, the ratio of RAA between γ-tagged
jet and inclusive jets are above most of the theoreti-
cal model calculations [65], which challenges the imple-
mented color charge dependence of energy loss in these
models. Likewise, systematic difference between b-jets
and inclusive jets RAA are also observed [66] and , sug-
gesting a role for mass and colour charge effects in par-
tonic energy loss in heavy-ion collisions. Those differ-
ences may arise from not only the inclusive jet mixture
of quarks and gluons, where gluon lose more energy, but
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also the slope of their initial spectrum [68]. Meanwhile,
most theoretical models can capture the inclusive jet
RAA [67]. However, discrepancies arise when examin-
ing the latest photon/b-tagged jet RAA data points and

the double ratio R
γ/b+jet
AA /Rinclusive jet

AA [65, 66]. In gen-
eral, these quantities tend to surpass the predictions of
many jet quenching models grounded in pQCD calcula-
tions and kinetic theory. Such contradictions strongly
motivate a data-driven Bayesian analysis to extract the
model-independent yet flavor-dependent jet energy loss
distributions, which can not only identify the transport
properties of QGP [69], but also help to pin down the
uncertainties of jet quenching models.

The purpose of this work is to extract the flavor-
dependent and model-independent jet energy loss distri-
butions by performing a systematic study of the medium
suppression of the inclusive jet, γ+jet, and b-jet in
Pb+Pb collisions relative to that in p+p in a unified
framework simultaneously. In the numerical calculation
of the p+p baseline, a Monte Carlo event generator Mad-
Graph5+PYTHIA8 [70], which can perform the next-to-
leading order (NLO) matrix element (ME) matched to
the resummation of parton shower (PS) calculations, is
employed to simulate initial hard partons with shower
partons and jet cross sections in p+p collisions. Specifi-
cally, a Bayesian data-driven analysis [71] of the nuclear
modification factors of inclusive jet [67], γ+jet [65], and
b-jet [66] is performed to quantitatively extract the flavor
dependent jet energy loss distributions, which satisfies
the predicted flavor hierarchy of jet quenching. We study
the relative contributions from the slope of initial spec-
tra, color-charge as well as parton mass dependent jet
energy attenuation to the γ/b-jet suppression in heavy-
ion collisions at the same time.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows.
In Sec. II we first introduce the framework. With a
systematic study of the inclusive jet, γ+jet, and b-jet
productions in p+p collisions using MadGarph+Pythia,
a Bayesian data-driven analysis of nuclear modification
factors of these processes is performed to quantitatively
extract flavor dependent jet energy loss distributions in
Sec. III. Finally, a summary is presented in Sec.IV.

II. FRAMEWORK

In order to study the flavor dependence of jet energy
loss, we express the final observable of the nuclear mod-
ification factor RAA in a given centrality in terms of the

flavor dependent Ri,C
AA,

RC
AA =

∑
i R

i,C
AAdσ

i
pp∑

i dσ
i
pp

= Rg,C
AA +

∑
i ̸=g

(Ri,C
AA −Rg,C

AA )fi,

(1)

where the superscripts i and C stand for the parton flavor
and centrality, respectively. dσi

pp is the differential cross
section for parton i initiated jet in p+p collisions, fi =

dσi
pp/

∑
i dσ

i
pp is the fraction of the total jet cross section

from the parton i initiated one.
In our analysis, the flavor and centrality dependent

nuclear modification factor Ri,C
AA is assumed to be factor-

ized as the convolution of its cross section in p+p colli-
sions and the corresponding parton energy loss distribu-
tion [68, 71]

Ri,C
AA(pT) =

∫
d∆pTdσ

i
pp(pT +∆pT)⊗W i,C

AA (x)

dσi
pp(pT)

, (2)

where x = ∆pT/⟨∆pT⟩ is the scaled variable with ∆pT
the amount of energy loss and ⟨∆pT⟩ the averaged jet
energy loss, which can be parametrized as ⟨∆pT⟩ =

βi(pT)
γi log(pT) following Refs. [36, 68]. In Eq. (2), W i,C

AA
is the scaled energy loss distribution of parton i in a given
centrality class C of A+A collisions and can be assumed
as:

W i
AA(x) =

ααi
i xαi−1e−αix

Γ(αi)
(3)

where Γ is the standard Gamma-function, and the above
functional form can be empirically interpreted as the en-
ergy loss distribution resulting from αi number of jet-
medium scattering in the medium.
In this setup, for each parton flavor i, the scaled jet

energy loss distributions W i
AA(x) can be determined by

three parameters, αi, βi, γi. According to this flavor de-
composition, one can extract αi, βi, γi, for each parton
flavor i to determine the flavor and centrality dependent
jet energy loss distributions W i

AA(x) through a global
analysis by combining the simulations of p+p cross sec-
tion and the measurements of nuclear modification factor
RAA for jet related observables.
We apply an advanced statistical tool, i.e. Bayesian

analysis, for this purpose. Such a method has been
successfully employed to extract the bulk and heavy
quark [72], jet [71] and gluon [69] energy loss distributions
as well as jet transport coefficients [73, 74] in heavy-ion
collisions. The process can be summarized as

P (θ|data) = P (θ)P (data|θ)
P (data)

, (4)

where P (θ|data) is the posterior distribution of param-
eters θ given the experimental data, P (θ) is the prior
distribution of θ, P (data|θ) is the Gaussian likelihood
between experimental data and the output for any given
set of parameters and P (data) is the evidence. Un-
correlated uncertainties in experimental data are used
in the evaluation of the Gaussian likelihood. To es-
timate the posterior distribution given by Eq. 4, the
Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) process is carried
out using the Methropolis-Hasting algorithm [75]. A uni-
form prior distribution P (θ) in the region [αi, βi, γi] ∈
[(0, 10), (0, 8), (0, 0.8)] is used for the Bayesian analysis.
We first run 2 × 106 burn-in MCMC steps to allow the
chain to reach equilibrium, and then generate 2 × 106

MCMC steps in parameter space.



3

pjetT [GeV/c]
10 4

10 1

102

105

d
σ

2

d
p T

d
η

(p
b/

(G
eV

c)
) √

s = 5.02 TeV

p+p

(a) Incl. jet
ATLAS

250 500
pT (GeV/c)

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

F
ra

ct
io

n

(d) Incl. jet

g
q

pjetT [GeV/c]
10 4

10 2

100

102

p+p
√
s = 5.02 TeV

(b) +jet
ATLAS

100 200 300
pT (GeV/c)

γ+jet(e) g
q

pjetT [GeV/c]
10 2

10 1

100

101

102

103

p+p
√
s = 5.02 TeV

(c) b-jet×0.8 
ATLAS

100 200 300
pT (GeV/c)

(f) b-jet g
q
b

50 100 150 200

 +jet 
 b-jet 

FIG. 1. (Color online) Up: Transverse momentum distribu-
tions of: (a) inclusive jet, (b) γ-tagged jet, and (c) b-jet simu-
lated by MadGraph+Pythia8 (lines) and the comparison with
experimental data (samples) [65–67] in p+p collisions. The
inset in (a) is the ratio of γ-tagged jet (blue solid) and b-jet
(red dashed) to inclusive jet cross section. Bottom: fraction
of quark (Dashed blue line) and gluon (Solid red line) initi-
ated jet of : (d) inclusive jet, (e) γ-tagged jet, and (f) b-jet as
a function of jet pT in p+p collisions.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Cross sections in p+p

In our analysis, we consider three different observables,
i.e. the inclusive jet, γ+jet and b-jet, to study the fla-
vor dependence of jet energy loss distribution. Consider-
ing the facts NLO matching have considerable contribu-
tions to b-jet cross section [76] and γ+jet [27], we sim-
ulate dσi

pp using a Monte Carlo event generator Mad-
Graph5+PYTHIA8 [70], which combines the NLO ma-
trix element (ME) with the matched parton shower (PS).
Furthermore, those shower partons are reconstructed us-
ing the anti-kT algorithm [77] implemented in the Fast-
Jet [78]. In order to compare with the b-jet measure-
ments, we define b-jet to be the one that contains at
least one b-quark (or b̄-quark) with momentum pT > 5
GeV/c and a radial separation from the reconstructed
jet axis ∆R < 0.3. In ATLAS measurements [65–67],
inclusive jet and γ+jet are reconstructed with R = 0.4
and accepted in the rapidity range of |y| < 2.8, while b-
jet are reconstructed with R = 0.2 and accepted within
|y| < 2.1. Besides, for γ+jet event, γ is required to have
pγT > 50 GeV/c, and a cut ∆ϕjγ > π/2 is imposed to
select the back-to-back γ+jet pairs. In our simulations,
we implement correspondingly the same kinematic cuts
adopted by experiments.

In the top panel of Fig. 1, we plot the differential cross
section of: (a) inclusive jet (denoted as “Incl. jet” in the
figure in the following), (b) γ+jet, and (c) b-jet as a func-
tion of jet transverse momentum pT obtained from Mad-
Graph+Pythia8 simulation at 5.02 TeV in p+p collisions.
Through the comparison with experimental data [65–67],
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Distributions of and the correlations
between the Bayesian-extracted parameters for gluon (left)
and quark (right) initiated jet energy loss via fitting to RAA

of inclusive jet and γ-tagged jet in central 0-10% Pb+Pb col-
lisions at 5.02 TeV [65, 67].

one can see clearly that the simulations give very well de-
scriptions of all experimental data. Notice that the inset
of Fig. 1(a) is the scaled ratio of γ+jet (blue solid) and
b-jet (red dashed) cross section to that of inclusive jet.
In Fig. 1(a-c), one can see that the inclusive jet spec-
trum is much steeper than γ+jet, while b-jet have similar
slope as the inclusive jet, consistent with the results of
Refs. [65, 66].
In order to study the flavor dependence of jet energy

attenuation in heavy ion collisions, we present the rele-
vant contributions in terms of jet flavor, which is defined
as the flavor of the hard parton that fragments into the fi-
nal observed jet1. In the bottom panel of Fig. 1, we show
the fraction from quark- and gluon- initiated jet in: (d)
inclusive jet, (e) γ+jet, and (f) b-jet as a function of jet
pT. One can see that for inclusive jet, the contribution
from gluon (quark) initiated jet dominates in low (large)
pT region, and gradually decreases (increases) with in-
creasing pT. While for γ+jet, the quark initiated jet
dominates (∼ 80%) in the whole pT region. For b-jet, it
can be generated either from the initial hard scattering
or from the parton showers via gluon and quark split-
ting. In the first case, it is the b-quark that initiates
the b-jet, the relevant contribution is shown by b-quark
in Fig. 1(f). In heavy-ion collisions, the medium modi-
fication to such b-jet has direct connection to the heavy
quark energy loss [53–55, 79]. On the other hand, the
medium modification on the latter two cases (with gluon
and quark splitting) would resemble that of a massive
quark or gluon jets. As can be seen, b-jet from gluon
initiated contributes about 40% to the cross section in
the whole pT region, while the light quark initiated con-

1 If ≥ 2 hard partons locate in the final observed jet, the flavor of
a jet is defined as that of the hardest parton.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) Data-driven Bayesian fitted nuclear
modification factor RAA of inclusive jet (orange) and γ-tagged
jet (gray) and the comparison to experimental data at [65,
67]. (b) Data-driven extracted nuclear modification factor of
quark (blue) and gluon (red) initiated γ+jet. (c) Fraction of
jet average energy loss of light quark (blue) and gluon (red)
initiated jet, (d) scaled energy loss distributions W i

AA(x) of
quark (blue) and gluon (red) initiated jet.

tribution goes up with increasing pT.

B. Colour-charge dependence of RAA

In Fig. 2, we present the distributions of the final-
extracted parameters for gluon (left) and quark (right)
initiated jet energy loss as well as their correlations, via
Bayesian-fitting to the ATLAS data [65, 67] on RAA of in-
clusive jets and γ-tagged jets in 0-10% Pb+Pb collisions
at 5.02 TeV simultaneously. As can be seen, βi and γi,
which reflect the average energy loss, are strongly corre-
lated and well constrained for quark and gluon initiated
jet. The mean value as well as its standard deviation
of those final extracted parameters for gluon and charm
quark energy loss distribution are summarized in Table I.

The final fitted nuclear modification factor RAA of in-
clusive jet and γ-tagged jet as well as the comparison
to experimental data [65, 67] in 0-10% centrality at 5.02
TeV are shown in Fig. 3.(a), and data-driven extracted
nuclear modification factor of quark- and gluon- initiated
γ+jet are shown in Fig. 3.(b). The corresponding bands
are results with one sigma deviation from the average fits
of RAA. Considering the fact that the training process
will minimize the Gaussian likelihood function between
experimental data and the output for any given set of pa-
rameters, the final fitted results are almost close to the
central value of data points. Moreover, considering the
limited experimental data sets, our parametrization for
the energy loss distribution shown in Eq. (3) is limited to
three parameters for each flavor, which could introduce
correlations between different data bins. Therefore, the
MCMC bands is more restricted than the uncertainty in
the experimental data. We leave a more detailed anal-
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FIG. 4. (Color online) (a) The reference Rref
AA (magenta) and

the comparison with RAA of γ+jet (grey) and inclusive jet
(orange) jet in 0-10% centrality at 5.02 TeV, and the compar-
ison with experimental data [65]. (b) The relative contribu-
tion fraction from large quark fraction to the less suppression
of γ+jet RAA compared to inclusive jet RAA.

ysis of the uncertainties for a future publication. Data-
driven extracted average energy loss fraction ⟨∆pT⟩/pT
and scaled energy loss distributionsWAA(x) of quark and
gluon initiated jet are also presented in Fig. 3.(c) and
Fig. 3.(d). As can be seen, average energy loss of gluon
and quark jet is well constrained in pT < 200 GeV/c,
but is weaker constrained at high pT due to large ex-
perimental data errors and the scarcity of γ-tagged jet
experimental data at such high pT. The quark-initiated
jets lose less fraction of its energy and shows a weaker de-
pendence on the jet pT compared to gluon-initiated jets
due to its color factor as expected. Since jet showers also
contain gluons even if they are initiated by a hard quark,
the net energy loss of a gluon-tagged jet is always larger
than that of a quark-tagged jet but the ratio is smaller
than 9/4 from the naive leading order estimation [80–82].

Fig. 3.(a) shows that γ-tagged jet RAA is less sup-
pressed compared to that for inclusive jet, which is a
mix effect of the slope of initial spectra and parton color-
charge in p+p collisions. To clarify the relative contribu-
tions from the color-charge effect and the initial parton
spectra between γ-tagged jet and inclusive jet, we cal-
culate an artificial reference Rref

AA following Eq.(1), by
assuming the inclusive jet production has the same frac-
tion of quark jet as γ+jet. This reference Rref

AA is shown
by magenta lines in Fig. 4.(a). The difference between

Rref
AA and inclusive jet RAA (denoted as “Rjet

AA”) should
be attributed largely to the different color-charge effect
between quark-medium and gluon-medium interactions,
while the distinction between Rref

AA and γ+jet RAA (de-

noted as “Rγ+jet
AA ”) should be attributed mostly to the

slope of reference spectra in p+p.

Fig. 4.(b) shows the relative contribution fraction from
large quark fraction, evaluated as fflavor = (Rref

AA −
Rjet

AA)/(R
γ+jet
AA − Rjet

AA), to the less suppression of γ+jet
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Data-driven fitted nuclear modification
factor RAA of the inclusive jet RAA [67] and γ+jet RAA [65]
in 10-30%, 30-80% centrality bins and predictions of inclusive
jet RAA in 10-20%, 20-30%, 30-40% and 0-20% centrality bins
as well as the comparison with experimental data [67].

TABLE I. Parameters [αi, γi, βi] of quark and gluon jet
energy loss distribution from Bayesian fits to experimental
data [65, 67] on inclusive jet and γ+jet suppressions at 5.02
TeV.

αi βi γi

0-10%
gluon 4.36±2.07 1.78±0.38 0.25±0.03
quark 0.5±0.07 0.39±0.17 0.32±0.13

10-30%
gluon 2.17±0.94 1.47±0.44 0.25±0.04
quark 5.81±1.8 1.27±0.12 0.09±0.02

30-80%
gluon 4.78±1.87 1.16±0.17 0.11±0.03
quark 6.4±2.63 0.7±0.05 0.09±0.01

RAA compared to inclusive jet RAA. The increased quark
jet fraction in inclusive jet production give the dominant
contributions to the difference of RAA between γ+jet and
inclusive jet at pT > 60 GeV/c. Then 1− fflavor charac-
terized approximately the relative contribution from the
slope of reference spectra, which plays a dominated role
in the suppression at low pT. Besides, the distinction
between γ+jet RAA and inclusive jet RAA will dimin-
ish with increasing pT, because quark-initiated jets con-
tribute a lion’s share to the yields of both γ+jet and the
inclusive jet at very large pT, which can be verified with
the upcoming high precision measurements at the LHC.

C. Centrality dependence of RAA

Moreover, we extract the centrality dependent quark
and gluon jet energy loss distributions before exploring
parton-mass effect on jet quenching motivated by two
reasons. First, γ-tagged jet RAA [65] shows a weaker
dependence on centrality compared to inclusive jet [67],

indicating that gluon-initiated jets may show a distinct
centrality dependence with quark-initiated jets. Second,
the experimental data of γ+jet RAA [65], inclusive jet
RAA [67] and b-jet RAA [66] are in different centrality
bins. We need centrality dependent quark and gluon jet
energy loss distributions to fit γ+jet RAA, inclusive jet
RAA and b-jet RAA simultaneously.
As a matter of fact, there are no experimental data of

inclusive jet RAA and γ+jet RAA in the same centrality
class except in central 0-10% centrality. For inclusive jet
measurements, the existing measurements are provided
for centrality bins 0-10%, 10-20%, 20-30%, 30-40%, 40-
50%,50-60%, 60-70%, 70-80% [67], while for γ+jet RAA,
it is limited to 0-10%, 10-30%, 30-80% [65]. In order
to take full advantage of the existing measurements for
inclusive jet RAA in different centrality bins, we gener-
ate the inclusive jet RAA as well as the corresponding
errors in 10-30% and 30-80% centrality bins according
to RC

AA =
∑

c∈C P cRc
AA, where P c = N c

bin/
∑

c N
c
bin is

the probability of finding jet events in a given centrality
bin following Ref. [83]. With such an extension, we can
perform a simultaneous fit for both inclusive jet RAA

and γ+jet RAA in 10-30% and 30-80% centralities. In
Fig. 5, we present the data-driven fitted nuclear modifi-
cation factor RAA of inclusive jet [67] and γ+jet [65] in
10-30% and 30-80% centralities and the comparison with
experimental data at 5.02 TeV. All final spectra based
on Eq. (1) and Eq. (2) are in nice agreement with the ex-
perimental data. The corresponding mean value as well
as its standard deviation of those final extracted param-
eters for gluon and light quark energy loss distribution
are summarized in Table I.
Meanwhile, we obtain RAA for quark-initiated jets and

gluon-initiated jets in 10-30%, 30-80% centrality. Com-
bined with the flavor dependent RAA in 0-10% as ex-
tracted in the previous section (Fig. 3.(b)), we obtain
the centrality dependence of final fitted gluon-initiated
jet, quark-initiated jet and inclusive jet RAA. In Fig. 6,
we show the centrality dependence of final fitted gluon
jet (red), quark jet (blue) and inclusive jet (green) RAA

in Pb+Pb collisions in the region 100 < pT < 112 GeV/c
by step lines. One finds that the quark-initiated jet has
weaker dependence on the centrality than that for gluon-
initiated jet.
Next, we can fit the centrality dependent RAA of

quark- and gluon- initiated jet via a simple parametriza-
tion hi(C) = aiC

2 + biC + ci, with C stands for the cen-
trality. The best fit curves of hi(C) are shown in Fig. 6
by blue and red band, and the corresponding best-fit pa-
rameter values are presented in Table. II. Notice that the
extrapolation to peripheral collisions (> 80%) is greater
than one and can not be trusted, a reasonable identifica-
tion of jet energy loss distribution for peripheral collisions
would require a corresponding extension of experimen-
tal measurements. If we ignore the pT dependence of

hi(C), Ri,C
AA for any centrality C can be simply obtained

by Ri,C
AA = hi(C)∗Ri,rc

AA/hi(rc), where rc stands for refer-
ence centrality. Based on Eq. (1) and the above extracted
centrality dependent quark and gluon jet hi(C), the pred-
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The centrality dependence of final
fitted gluon jet (red), quark jet (blue) and inclusive jet (green)
RAA in Pb+Pb collisions at 5.02 TeV.

TABLE II. The best-fitted Parameters [ai, bi, ci] for centrality
dependent quark and gluon jet energy loss distributions.

ai (×10−5) bi (×10−3) ci
Quark 12.39±2.83 -2.95±1.74 0.7±0.021
Gluon 3.36±2.45 6.65±1.20 0.309±0.00879

TABLE III. Parameters [αi, γi, βi] for gluon, quark and b-
quark energy loss in 0-20% centrality from fitting to γ+jet
RAA [65], inclusive jet RAA [67] and b-jet RAA [66] at

√
s =

5.02 TeV simultaneously.

(0-20%) 5.02 TeV
αi βi γi

Gluon 4.60±2.96 2.18±1.12 0.21±0.12
Quark 4.12±2.71 0.86±0.38 0.24±0.11
b-quark 5.32±2.84 0.80±0.54 0.2±0.17

ication of inclusive jet RAA in 0-20%, 10-20%, 20-30%,
30-40% are presented in Fig. 5. One can see that our
extracted centrality dependence of quark and gluon jet
energy loss distributions can describe the experimental
data RAA [67] very well.

D. Parton-mass dependence of RAA

Finally, with the extracted centrality dependent quark
and gluon energy loss distributions, we also extract b-
jet energy loss in the same framework based on Eqs. (1)
and (2) through fitting to the experimental data of b-jet
RAA [66], inclusive jet RAA in 0-20% centrality [67] and
γ-tagged jet RAA in 0-10% [65] simultaneously. Consid-
ering the recent CMS measurements [50, 84], as well as
an earlier ATLAS measurement [85], where the ratio of

inclusive jet RAA with jet cone R=0.4 to R=0.2 show no
deviation from one at large pT, and the limited b-jet data
points, we ignore the jet cone dependence at present and
mainly focus on a qualitative investigation on the parton
mass/flavor effects on the b-jet RAA.

The final fitted nuclear modification factor RAA of b-
jet (lime green band), inclusive jet (magenta band) and
γ-tagged jet (gray band) as well as the comparison with
experimental data [65–67] are shown in Fig. 7(a). The
corresponding bands are results with one sigma deviation
from the average fits of RAA. Meanwhile, Fig. 7(b) shows
the extracted nuclear modification factorRAA for b-quark
initiated (green, denoted as “Rb

AA”), light-quark (de-

noted as “Rquark
AA ”) and gluon (denoted as “Rgluon

AA ”) initi-
ated b-jet in 0-20% centrality, with the corresponding pa-
rameters for gluon, quark and b-quark energy loss distri-
bution summarized in Table.III. The final extracted light-
quark and gluon initiated jet energy loss distributions are
consistent with our previous results in the same central-
ity, while b-quark initiated jets is less suppressed com-
pared to light-quark initiated jets due to its large mass in
low pT region. Our result shows a clear flavor hierarchy of
jet energy loss at high energies, ⟨∆Eg⟩ > ⟨∆Eq⟩ > ⟨∆Eb⟩
inside a hot nuclear matter, consistent with perturbative
QCD expectation.

To explore the underlying b-jet suppression mechanism
in heavy-ion collisions, we also present in Fig. 7(c) the ra-
tio of b-quark initiated jets RAA to light quark initialed

jet RAA as Rb
AA/R

quark
AA , and also in Fig. 7(d) the ratio

of b-jet RAA (denoted as “Rb-jet
AA ”) to inclusive jet RAA

Rb-jet
AA /Rjet

AA extracted from global analysis and the com-
parison to the experimental measurements [66]. Our nu-
merical results can describe the experimental data within
large uncertainties [66]. Those ratios are greater than
unity and go down with increasing pT, indicating that
the parton mass effect is reduced with increasing pT [86].
However, the mass effect for b-jet could persist to large
pT, even at pT ∼ 300 GeV/c, and is consistent with
the current data and a model based on strong coupling
(via the AdS/CFT correspondence) [87], in contrast to
Ref. [83, 86] in which mass effects are expected to be
small at pT > 70 GeV/c. Those disagreements may be
explained by two reasons. For one thing, due to the sub-
dominant contributions and the limited b-jet RAA data
points with large uncertainties, especially at large pT,
which have weak constraints on b-quark initialed jet, b-
quark initiated jet energy loss distributions is weakly con-
strained at present. For another, this may be attributed
to the mixture of mass effect and color effect, as we may
show below.

Notice that b-jet spectra [66] have similar slope as
the inclusive jet as shown in the inset of Fig. 1(a), so
the parton mass and color effects may give the domi-
nated contributions to the difference between inclusive
jet RAA and b-jet RAA. For further demonstration of b-
quark mass effect on the suppression of b-jet, we show in
Fig. 7(d) (yellow band) the ratio of b-jet RAA to inclusive
jet RAA, assuming b-jet has the same fraction of gluon
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FIG. 7. (Color online) (a): final fitted nuclear modification
factor RAA of b-jets (lime green), inclusive jet (magenta) and
γ-tagged jet (gray) and the comparison with experimental
data [65–67]. (b): the data-driven extracted RAA of gluon
(red), light quark (blue), and b-quark (green) initiated jets.

(c): The ratio of Rb
AA/R

quark
AA from global analysis. (d): the

ratio of Rb-jet
AA /Rjet

AA extracted from global analysis and the
comparison to the experimental measurements. The quark
mass effect (yellow) and less gluon fraction effect (green) to
the ratio of RAA are also presented.

initiated jet as inclusive jet (denoted as “f b-jet = f jet”).

The difference between this ratio and Rb-jet
AA /Rjet

AA should
be attributed to the b-quark mass effect. One can see
that the deviation between b-jet and the inclusive jet is
moderately reduced with increasing pT. The mass effect
roughly give considerable contributions to the ratio of

Rb-jet
AA /Rjet

AA and are expected to be small at pT ∼ 300
GeV/c.

To further illustrate the color-charge effect on the sup-
pression of b-jet, we also calculated the ratio of b-jet RAA

to inclusive jet RAA, assuming b-quark jet lose the same
fraction of energy as light-quark initiated jet (denoted as

“Rb
AA = Rquark

AA ”), as shown by green band in Fig. 7(d).

The difference between this ratio and Rb-jet
AA /Rjet

AA should
be attributed to the different gluon and quark fraction.
As can be seen, those ratio is significantly enhanced and
also show a downward tendency with increasing pT, in-
dicating that, less gluon initiated jet contribution also
lead to the less suppression of b-jet compared to inclu-
sive jet in heavy-ion collisions, especially in low pT re-
gion. Therefore, we can see that the color charge effect

have greater impacts to the ratio Rb-jet
AA /Rjet

AA than parton
mass effect in heavy-ion collisions. Furthermore, the con-
tribution from gluon initialed jet to inclusive jet produc-
tion is greater than that to b-jet in the pT < 300 GeV/c
region as shown in Fig. 1. Thus b-jet RAA is moderately
larger than inclusive jet RAA.

IV. SUMMARY

We have carried out a systematic investigation of par-
ton color-charge and parton mass dependence of nuclear
modification factor by a systematic study of the medium
modifications on three full jet observables: the inclu-
sive jet, γ+jet, and b-jet, in Pb+Pb collisions relative
to that in p+p at the LHC. Our results from Mad-
Graph+PYTHIA give very nice descriptions of the ex-
perimental data for these three jet observables in p+p.
Then a Bayesian data-driven method is applied to extract
the model-independent but flavor-dependent jet energy
loss distributions. Fitting to those experimental data
simultaneously, we present the first quantitative extrac-
tion of gluon, light quark and b-quark initiated jet energy
loss distributions in heavy-ion collisions. It is seen that
the energy loss of quark-initiated jets shows a weaker
centrality dependence and weaker pT dependence com-
pared to that of gluon-initiated jets. Our result shows a
clear flavor hierarchy of jet energy loss at high energies,
⟨∆Eg⟩ > ⟨∆Eq⟩ > ⟨∆Eb⟩ inside a hot nuclear matter,
consistent with perturbative QCD expectation.
Furthermore, we analysed the relative contributions

from the slope of initial spectra, parton color-charge as
well as parton mass dependent jet energy attenuation
to the γ/b-jet suppression in heavy-ion collisions. We
find that large quark-initiated jet fraction underlies γ+jet
suppression at large pT, while the flat spectra give the
dominate contribution to γ+jet suppression at low pT.
We demonstrate that the color charge effect have greater

impacts to the ratio Rb-jet
AA /Rjet

AA than parton mass effect,
which decrease moderately at pT ∼ 300 GeV/c. Such
a systematic extraction of jet energy loss distributions
can help constrain model uncertainties and pave the way
to precise predictions of the properties of the hot QCD
medium created in relativistic heavy-ion collisions2.
Several caveats should be mentioned. First, due to the

limited data, we ignore the jet cone dependence [50, 85]
at present and mainly focus on a qualitative investiga-
tion on the effects from the initial spectrum and parton
mass/flavor on the jet RAA. For a more strict study, we
should use measurements with the same R in a global
analysis. With the upcoming high precision measure-
ments of b-jet RAA at the LHC, one can quantitatively
analyse those mass/ flavor dependent jet quenching. Sec-
ond, the MCMC bands is more restricted than the un-
certainty in the experimental data. A more detailed
treatment in the Bayesian analysis of the uncertainties
is needed in the future. Finally, the Bayesian analysis
here uses specific functional form for the parameterza-
tion, thus introducing long-range correlations in the pa-
rameter space which may potentially bias the extracted
parameters. A possible solution to tackle such issue is

2 When finalizing this paper, the authors notice a very recent par-
allel study of extracting the flavor dependence of parton energy
loss [88], but from the nuclear modifications of various hadron
species instead of jet observables presented in our work.



8

to use information field based approach as presented in
Ref. [74].
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