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The Linear Boltzmann Transport (LBT) model coupled to hydrodynamical background is extended to
include transport of both light partons and heavy quarks through the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) in
high-energy heavy-ion collisions. The LBT model includes both elastic and inelastic medium-interaction
of both primary jet shower partons and thermal recoil partons within perturbative QCD (pQCD). It is
shown to simultaneously describe the experimental data on heavy and light flavor hadron suppression

in high-energy heavy-ion collisions for different centralities at RHIC and LHC energies. More detailed
investigations within the LBT model illustrate the importance of both initial parton spectra and the
shapes of fragmentation functions on the difference between the nuclear modifications of light and heavy
flavor hadrons. The dependence of the jet quenching parameter ¢ on medium temperature and jet flavor

is quantitatively extracted.

© 2017 The Authors. Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY license

(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). Funded by SCOAP3.

1. Introduction

Jet quenching is one of the most important signatures for the
formation of the hot and dense quark-gluon plasma (QGP) in
heavy-ion collisions at the Relativistic Heavy-lon Collider (RHIC)
and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1,2]. One important phe-
nomenon of jet quenching is the suppression of single inclusive
hadron spectra at large transverse momentum. It is caused by
energy loss of jet partons from early hard scattering via elastic
(collisional) and inelastic (radiative) interactions with the color-
deconfined QGP medium before fragmenting into hadrons. Theo-
retical studies [3-15] have shown that both elastic and inelastic
parton energy loss are controlled by a series of jet transport coef-
ficients, one of which is the jet quenching parameter g, denoting
the transverse momentum transfer squared per unit time between
the propagating hard partons and the soft medium. The first sys-
tematic effort to quantitatively extract ¢ was performed by the JET
Collaboration by comparing several jet quenching model calcula-
tions with the experimental data for the nuclear modification of
single inclusive hadron production at high transverse momentum
(pr) at RHIC and the LHC [16].

In the past decade, sophisticated studies and tremendous pro-
gresses have been made in understanding the parton-medium
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interaction via various jet quenching observables in high-energy
nucleus-nucleus collisions. These include nuclear modifications
of single inclusive hadron production [17-20], di-hadron [21-24]
and photon-hadron correlations [25-28], full jet production and
substructure [29-32], as well as heavy-flavor meson production
[33-42]. However, challenges remain in achieving a fully consistent
picture about the dynamical evolution and nuclear modification of
hadron spectra of different flavors in different collision systems
and energies. One important phenomenon to understand is the
flavor dependence of jet quenching. The comparable nuclear mod-
ification factors Raa of D mesons and light flavor hadrons at high
pr as measured at RHIC and LHC seem to contradict the conven-
tional expectation from the color and mass dependences of parton
energy loss [43-45]. The recent phenomenological observation [46]
that the jet quenching parameter §/T> extracted from experimen-
tal data on light hadron suppression depends only on the colliding
energy but not on the centrality is also hard to understand if one
considers temperature (or density) dependence of g.

To resolve these difficulties and achieve a detailed understand-
ing of parton-medium interaction, its flavor, temperature and en-
ergy dependences, a comprehensive and consistent jet quenching
framework is needed to simulate the evolution of both light and
heavy partons inside the hot and dense QCD medium for various
collision systems and energies, and to understand the available jet
quenching data. Recently, we have developed a Linear Boltzmann
Transport (LBT) model for simulating the hard parton evolution in
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QGP. In the LBT model, jet-medium interactions for light and heavy
flavor partons are treated on the same footing for both elastic and
inelastic processes. The collision kernels for elastic and inelastic
collisions are calculated from perturbative QCD, and the space-
time evolution of the bulk medium is provided by hydrodynamical
simulations. One of the important features of the LBT model is that
it naturally incorporates the jet energy, medium temperature and
flow dependences of jet-medium interaction within the perturba-
tive QCD approach. We report in this paper that our LBT model is
able to simultaneously describe the nuclear modification factors of
single inclusive charged hadrons and D mesons for different cen-
tralities at both RHIC and the LHC energies. We also extract the
jet quenching parameter ¢, including its dependences on medium
temperature and jet flavor.

2. AlLinear Boltzmann Transport (LBT) model for parton
evolution in medium

We describe the scattering of energetic partons inside a thermal
medium using the Boltzmann equation. Within the LBT model [31,
40], the phase space evolution of an incoming parton (denoted as
“a") can be described by

p -0 fa(x, p) = E(Cel + Cinel), (1)

where Cg and Cj,e denote collision integrals for elastic and inelas-
tic scatterings, respectively.
For an elastic scattering process (a +b — ¢ +d),

=Y 1 &> py &pc
el £ 28 ) @m)R2E, ) @m)R2E

d3py
(27)32E,

x| fe(Bo) fa B [1+ faB] [1 % o (Bo)] —
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where y; represents the spin-color degeneracy of parton “b” and
the “+” signs denote the Bose-enhancement and Pauli-blocking ef-
fects. In Eq. (2), Sa(s,t,u) = 0(s > 2ud)0(—s + ud <t < —ud) is
introduced to regulate the collinear (u,t — 0) divergence of the
matrix element | Mgp_, cq|> where 2 = g>T?(Nc + Nf/2)/3 is the
Debye screening mass. In our work, light partons are assumed to
be massless, and for heavy flavor quarks we take m. = 1.27 GeV
and my = 4.19 GeV. The leading-order matrix elements are used
for elastic scattering processes. The above equation contains both
gain and loss terms for fg, from the latter we may obtain the elas-

“won

tic “scattering rate” for parton “a” as

o N0 [ b d>pc
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With this rate, the probability of elastic scattering for parton “a”
in each small time step At can be obtained: P4 =1—e T’ The
jet transport coefficients g, and &, (energy loss rate) due to elastic
scattering may be obtained from the above integral weighted by
the transverse momentum broadening or energy loss of parton “a”.

To include the inelastic process of medium-induced gluon ra-
diation, we first calculate the average number of emitted gluons
from a hard parton in each time step At:

dpq
(27)32E,

a

dN
N9Y(E, T, t, At =At/dxdk2 — 5 4
(N2)( ) L e 4)

In our work, the gluon radiation spectrum is taken from the
higher-twist energy loss formalism [10,14,47]:

dNg _ 205Cada Pa(x)k4 sin? (t - r,~>
dxdkidt 7 (k2 4 x2m2)* 27

where x and k; are the fractional energy and transverse mo-
mentum of the emitted gluon with respect to its parent parton,
os is the strong coupling constant, P,(x) is the splitting func-
tion, and ¢, is the transport coefficient due to elastic scattering.
Equation (5) also contains the mass dependence for heavy quark
radiative energy loss. The initial time t; denotes the production
time of the “parent” parton from which the gluon is radiated. Af-
ter a gluon is emitted, t; is reset to the current time and the
interference time (or length) (t — t;) starts accumulating from 0
again for the next gluon radiation. Thus, in realistic calculations,
(t —t;) is constrained within the order of the gluon formation time
Tf = 2Ex(1 —x)/(k% + x*m?) that is comparable to the mean free
path of elastic scattering in our implementation. We apply a lower
energy cut-off for the emitted gluon X, = wp/E in our calcula-
tion to regulate the divergence as x — 0. Multiple gluon radiation
is allowed during each time step, where the number n of radiated
gluons is assumed to follow a Poisson distribution with the mean
taken as (Ng). Thus, the probability for the inelastic scattering pro-

(5)

cessis P =1~ e~ N2 Note for g — gg process, (N§)/2 is taken
as the mean for the Poisson distribution to avoid double counting.

Given the probabilities of elastic and inelastic scattering pro-
cesses at each time step, the total scattering probability is Pf =
Pg + P, — P& P, which may be divided into two regions:
pure elastic scattering with probability PZ (1 — P{ ) and inelas-
tic scattering with probability P{j . Using these probabilities and
the information about the propagating jet parton and the medium
profiles at each time step, a Monte-Carlo (MC) method is ap-
plied to determine whether a given jet parton is scattered with
the medium constituents, and whether the scattering is elastic or
inelastic. If the scattering is elastic, the branching ratio ', ;/Tg
is utilized to determine the scattering channel, and the corre-
sponding differential rate [in Eq. (3)] is used to sample the four-
momenta of outgoing partons. If the scattering is inelastic, we first
sample the number n of radiated gluons using Poisson distribu-
tion, and then obtain the momenta of these n gluons according
to their differential spectra [Eq. (5)]. We treat the inelastic radia-
tive contribution as 2 — 2 +n process and the energy-momentum
conservation is respected accordingly in kinematics.

As a verification of our LBT model, the MC results of the cumu-
lative energy loss for different parton species as a function of time
is compared to the semi-analytical calculation in Fig. 1 for elastic
scatterings (left panel) and inelastic processes (right panel) (en-
ergy taken away by radiated gluons). Here we use a fixed strong
coupling constant «s = 0.3 and a static medium with temperature
T =300 MeV. For a consistent comparison, we restore the energy
of the leading parton back to the initial energy (30 GeV) after each
evolution time step and also fix the initial time t; in Eq. (5) to be O
in our LBT model since the semi-analytical calculation does not au-
tomatically include their variations during the time evolution. One
can see that our MC simulations give rise to an elastic energy loss
that increases linearly with time, and the slopes are in agreement
with those from semi-analytical calculations of & (1.54 GeV/fm
for gluon, 0.664 GeV/fm for light quark, 0.668 GeV/fm for charm
quark and 0.382 GeV/fm for beauty quark). For inelastic processes,
our LBT model shows a quadratic increase with time for the cu-
mulative energy carried by the radiated gluons, and the MC results
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Fig. 1. (Color online.) Parton energy loss due to elastic and inelastic interactions in
a static medium: semi-analytical calculation vs. Monte-Carlo simulation.

agree with the semi-analytical calculation as well. A clear hierarchy
in the energy loss for different parton species can also be observed.
Gluons lose approximately 9/4 times as light quarks due to their
different color charges. The energy loss of charm quarks is similar
to that of light quarks for elastic scattering and is slightly smaller
for inelastic process, since charm quark mass is small compared to
the 30 GeV energy. However, the energy loss of beauty quarks is
significantly smaller for both elastic and inelastic processes com-
pared to light quarks and gluons.

3. Nuclear modifications of heavy and light flavor partons and
hadrons

To study the evolution and modification of hard jet partons in
heavy-ion collisions, we couple our LBT model to hydrodynami-
cal simulation of the QGP medium. A (241)-dimensional viscous
hydrodynamics model VISHNew [48-50] with MC Glauber initial
conditions is used in this work unless otherwise specified. The
QGP formation time is set as 7o = 0.6 fm and the shear-viscosity-
to-entropy-density ratio (n/s = 0.08) is tuned to describe the soft
hadron spectra at both RHIC and the LHC. Jet partons are initial-
ized as follows: the spatial profile is determined by binary collision
distribution calculated from MC Glauber model, and the momen-
tum distribution is calculated from leading-order perturbative QCD
(LO pQCD), with the CTEQ parametrizations [51] for parton dis-
tribution functions and the EPS09 parametrizations [52] for the
nuclear shadowing effect. During the jet evolution, hydrodynamics
provides the local temperature and flow velocity of the QGP fire-
ball. To account for the medium flow effect, we first boost each jet
parton into the local rest frame in which its energy and momen-
tum are updated based on our LBT model, and then boost it back
to the global collision frame. Since hadrons cannot form inside the
color deconfined medium and the formation time of energetic par-
tons is also usually longer than the QGP lifetime [53], we follow
the assumption that the medium-modified fragmentation function
can be factorized into in-medium parton energy loss convoluted
with vacuum fragmentation function outside the medium. Thus, jet
partons are converted into hadrons after they cross the hadroniza-
tion hypersurface of the QGP (T, = 165 MeV). We apply a hybrid
model of fragmentation plus coalescence developed in our earlier
work [40] to convert heavy quarks into heavy flavor hadrons, and
use PyTHIA simulation to convert energetic light partons into high
pr light flavor hadrons.

One crucial quantity controlling jet-medium interaction is the
strong coupling constant o, which enters into our calculation
in a few places. Considering the fact that the variation of the
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Fig. 2. (Color online.) Nuclear suppression factor Ran of D and m spectra in
200 AGeV Au-Au collisions at RHIC. Data are taken from Refs. [44,54,55]. Contri-
butions to 7 spectra from quarks (upper curves with dashed lines), gluons (lower
curves with dot-dashed lines) and the sum of them (middle curves with solid lines)
are shown separately in the lower panels.
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Fig. 3. (Color online.) Nuclear suppression factor Rap of D and m spectra in
2.76 ATeV Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC. Data are taken from Refs. [45,56,57]. No-
tations of different curves are the same as in Fig. 2.

medium temperature is small compared to that of the jet en-
ergy, we use a fixed coupling (os = 0.15 obtained from the com-
parison to Raa data, see below) for the interaction vertices con-
necting directly to thermal partons. But for the vertices connect-
ing to hard partons, we take the running coupling as: as(Q?) =
47 /[(11 —2n5/3)In(Q?/A?)], with Q% =2ET and A =0.2 GeV.
With such setup, our calculation naturally incorporates both en-
ergy and temperature dependences for jet-medium interaction.
We now present in Figs. 2, 3 and 4 the nuclear modification
factors Raa for D and m mesons in 200 AGeV Au-Au collisions at
RHIC, 2.76 ATeV and 5.02 ATeV Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC. In all
plots for m’s, the three curves denote Raa for m produced from
quarks only (upper), gluons only (lower) and the sum of them
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Fig. 4. (Color online.) Nuclear suppression factor Rap of D and m spectra in
5.02 ATeV Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC. Data are taken from Refs. [58,59]. Notations
of different curves are the same as in Fig. 2.

(middle). Note that for 5.02 ATeV Pb-Pb collisions, the spacetime
evolution of QGP profiles is provided by a (3+1)-dimensional vis-
cous hydrodynamics model CLVisc [60,61] in which 79 = 0.6 fm,
1n/s =0.08 and T, = 165 MeV are consistently employed. We also
note that since our transport coefficients are obtained from LO
pQCD calculation, we apply a K factor for jet transport coeffi-
cients at low momentum in order to describe the low pt heavy

meson data. Here we use K, =1+ A,,e_'p'z/z“l3 with A, =5 and
op =5 GeV following our previous study [40]. One can see that
with the inclusion of the energy and temperature dependences for
jet-medium interaction in our LBT model, we obtain good descrip-
tions of the nuclear modification factors for both heavy and light
flavor hadrons in different centralities at different colliding ener-
gies.

To better understand the flavor dependence of jet quenching,
we compare in Fig. 5 the nuclear modification of light and heavy
flavor partons [Fig. 5(a)] and hadrons [Fig. 5(b)] for central RHIC
200 AGeV Au-Au collisions (left) and the LHC 2.76 ATeV (middle)
and 5.02 ATeV (right) Pb-Pb collisions. As expected, R}, > R?\A >
RiA is observed at the parton level due to their energy loss hier-
archy as shown in Fig. 1. However, we see that Raa of D mesons
is very similar to that of 7r’s produced from light quark jets at the
LHC. This is mainly caused by their hard initial spectra at the LHC
energies that result in their quick rise of Raa at high pr together
with the harder fragmentation function of charm quark than that
of light quark. Furthermore, we observe the increasing gluon con-
tribution to light hadron production from RHIC to the LHC energies
which also leads to the different splittings of Raa for D and m
mesons in these systems.

One can extract the jet transport coefficient § from our model
to data comparison for charm quark, light quark and gluon as
functions of the medium temperature as shown in Fig. 6. A de-
crease of G/T3 with temperature increasing from T. is observed.
Note that our result is consistent with the values for light quark at
p =10 GeV obtained by the JET Collaboration [16].

4. Summary

We have extended the Linear Boltzmann Transport (LBT) model
to include heavy and light flavor hard partons on the same foot-
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Fig. 5. (Color online.) Flavor dependence of nuclear suppression factor Raa from
RHIC to the LHC energies for (a) parton and (b) hadron spectra.
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Fig. 6. (Color online.) Flavor and temperature dependences of G/T> at p =10 GeV
from our LBT model compared to that from JET (for light quark).

ing when they undergo both elastic and inelastic interactions in
the QGP medium. With a hydrodynamic description of the bulk
medium evolution as the dynamic background, we have achieved
good descriptions of the experimental data on nuclear modifica-
tion of both light hadrons and D mesons for different centralities
at RHIC and the LHC energies. Using our LBT model constrained
by the experimental data, we have quantitatively extracted the jet
quenching parameter §/T3 with its dependences on jet flavor and
medium temperature. In addition to the flavor dependence of par-
ton energy loss, we have also found the importance of both initial
parton spectra and fragmentation functions to the thorough un-
derstanding of the difference between the nuclear modifications of
light and heavy flavor hadrons.



S. Cao et al. / Physics Letters B 777 (2018) 255-259 259

Acknowledgements

We thank Long-Gang Pang for providing the hydrodynamics
profiles for 5.02 ATeV Pb-Pb collisions and the computational re-
sources from the Open Science Grid (OSG) and Duke University.
We thank Yayun He and Wei Chen for helpful discussions. This
work is supported in part by the Natural Science Foundation of
China (NSFC) under Grant No. 11521064 and No. 11375072, by
the Chinese Ministry of Science and Technology under Grant No.
2014DFG02050 and by the Major State Basic Research Develop-
ment Program in China (No. 2014CB845404), by the Director, Office
of Energy Research, Office of High Energy and Nuclear Physics, Di-
vision of Nuclear Physics, of the U.S. Department of Energy under
Contract No. DE-AC02-05CH11231 and DE-SC0013460.

References

[1] X-N. Wang, M. Gyulassy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68 (1992) 1480.
[2] G.-Y. Qin, X.-N. Wang, Int. ]. Mod. Phys. E 24 (2015) 1530014, arXiv:1511.00790.
[3] M. Gyulassy, X.-N. Wang, Nucl. Phys. B 420 (583) (1994), arXiv:nucl-th/
9306003.
[4] R. Baier, Y.L. Dokshitzer, A.H. Mueller, S. Peigne, D. Schiff, Nucl. Phys. B 483
(1997) 291, arXiv:hep-ph/9607355.
[5] R. Baier, Y.L. Dokshitzer, A.H. Mueller, S. Peigne, D. Schiff, Nucl. Phys. B 484
(1997) 265, arXiv:hep-ph/9608322.
[6] R. Baier, Y.L. Dokshitzer, A.H. Mueller, D. Schiff, Nucl. Phys. B 531 (1998) 403,
arXiv:hep-ph/9804212.
[7] B.G. Zakharov, JETP Lett. 63 (1996) 952, arXiv:hep-ph/9607440.
[8] M. Gyulassy, P. Levai, I. Vitev, Nucl. Phys. B 571 (2000) 197, arXiv:hep-ph/
9907461.
[9] U.A. Wiedemann, Nucl. Phys. B 588 (2000) 303, arXiv:hep-ph/0005129.
[10] X.-F. Guo, X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85 (2000) 3591, arXiv:hep-ph/0005044.
[11] P. Arnold, G.D. Moore, L.G. Yaffe, J. High Energy Phys. 06 (2002) 030, arXiv:hep-
ph/0204343.
[12] N. Armesto, C.A. Salgado, U.A. Wiedemann, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 114003,
arXiv:hep-ph/0312106.
[13] M. Djordjevic, U.W. Heinz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 022302, arXiv:0802.1230.
[14] A. Majumder, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 014023, arXiv:0912.2987.
[15] S. Caron-Huot, C. Gale, Phys. Rev. C 82 (2010) 064902, arXiv:1006.2379.
[16] JET, K.M. Burke, et al., Phys. Rev. C 90 (2014) 014909, arXiv:1312.5003.
[17] S.A. Bass, et al., Phys. Rev. C 79 (2009) 024901, arXiv:0808.0908.
[18] N. Armesto, M. Cacciari, T. Hirano, ].L. Nagle, C.A. Salgado, ]. Phys. G 37 (2010)
025104, arXiv:0907.0667.
[19] X.-E. Chen, C. Greiner, E. Wang, X.-N. Wang, Z. Xu, Phys. Rev. C 81 (2010)
064908, arXiv:1002.1165.
[20] G.-Y. Qin, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008) 072301, arXiv:0710.0605.
[21] H. Zhang, J.F. Owens, E. Wang, X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 (2007) 212301,
arXiv:nucl-th/0701045.
[22] T. Renk, Phys. Rev. C 78 (2008) 034904, arXiv:0803.0218.
[23] A. Majumder, E. Wang, X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 (2007) 152301, arXiv:
nucl-th/0412061.
[24] L. Chen, G.-Y. Qin, S.-Y. Wei, B.-W. Xiao, H.-Z. Zhang, arXiv:1607.01932, 2016.

[25] T. Renk, Phys. Rev. C 74 (2006) 034906, arXiv:hep-ph/0607166.

[26] H. Zhang, ]J.F. Owens, E. Wang, X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 (2009) 032302,
arXiv:0902.4000.

[27] G.-Y. Qin, J. Ruppert, C. Gale, S. Jeon, G.D. Moore, Phys. Rev. C 80 (2009) 054909,
arXiv:0906.3280.

[28] H. Li, F. Liu, G.-L. Ma, X.-N. Wang, Y. Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 (2011) 012301,
arXiv:1006.2893.

[29] G.-Y. Qin, B. Muller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 (2011) 162302, arXiv:1012.5280, Erra-
tum: Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 (2012) 189904.

[30] W. Dai, L. Vitev, B.-W. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013) 142001, arXiv:1207.
5177.

[31] X.-N. Wang, Y. Zhu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 062301, arXiv:1302.5874.

[32] N.-B. Chang, G.-Y. Qin, Phys. Rev. C 94 (2016) 024902, arXiv:1603.01920.

[33] A. Andronic, et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 107, arXiv:1506.03981.

[34] J. Uphoff, O. Fochler, Z. Xu, C. Greiner, Phys. Rev. C 84 (2011) 024908, arXiv:
1104.2295.

[35] M. He, RJ. Fries, R. Rapp, Phys. Rev. C 86 (2012) 014903, arXiv:1106.6006.

[36] P. Gossiaux, J. Aichelin, T. Gousset, V. Guiho, J. Phys. G 37 (2010) 094019,
arXiv:1001.4166.

[37] M. Nahrgang, ]. Aichelin, PB. Gossiaux, K. Werner, Phys. Rev. C 90 (2014)
024907, arXiv:1305.3823.

[38] S. Cao, G.-Y. Qin, S.A. Bass, Phys. Rev. C 88 (2013) 044907, arXiv:1308.0617.

[39] S. Cao, G.-Y. Qin, S.A. Bass, Phys. Rev. C 92 (2015) 024907, arXiv:1505.01413.

[40] S. Cao, T. Luo, G.-Y. Qin, X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. C 94 (2016) 014909, arXiv:1605.
06447.

[41] T. Song, H. Berrehrah, D. Cabrera, W. Cassing, E. Bratkovskaya, Phys. Rev. C 93
(2016) 034906, arXiv:1512.00891.

[42] SK. Das, F. Scardina, S. Plumari, V. Greco, Phys. Lett. B 747 (2015) 260, arXiv:
1502.03757.

[43] PHENIX Collaboration, A. Adare, et al., Phys. Rev. C 84 (2011) 044905, arXiv:
1005.1627.

[44] STAR Collaboration, L. Adamczyk, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 (2014) 142301,
arXiv:1404.6185.

[45] ALICE Collaboration, B. Abelev, et al., J. High Energy Phys. 1209 (2012) 112,
arXiv:1203.2160.

[46] C. Andrés, N. Armesto, M. Luzum, C.A. Salgado, P. Zurita, Eur. Phys. J. C 76
(2016) 475, arXiv:1606.04837.

[47] B.-W. Zhang, E. Wang, X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) 072301, arXiv:
nucl-th/0309040.

[48] H. Song, UW. Heinz, Phys. Lett. B 658 (2008) 279, arXiv:0709.0742.

[49] H. Song, U.W. Heinz, Phys. Rev. C 77 (2008) 064901, arXiv:0712.3715.

[50] Z. Qiu, C. Shen, U. Heinz, Phys. Lett. B 707 (2012) 151, arXiv:1110.3033.

[51] CTEQ, H.L. Lai, et al., Eur. Phys. ]J. C 12 (2000) 375, arXiv:hep-ph/9903282.

[52] KJ. Eskola, H. Paukkunen, C.A. Salgado, J. High Energy Phys. 0904 (2009) 065,
arXiv:0902.4154.

[53] X.-N. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 579 (2004) 299, arXiv:nucl-th/0307036.

[54] STAR, G. Xie, Nucl. Phys. A 956 (2016) 473, arXiv:1601.00695.

[55] PHENIX, A. Adare, et al., Phys. Rev. C 87 (2013) 034911, arXiv:1208.2254.

[56] CMS, S. Chatrchyan, et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 72 (2012) 1945, arXiv:1202.2554.

[57] ALICE, B. Abelev, et al., Phys. Lett. B 720 (2013) 52, arXiv:1208.2711.

[58] CMS, CMS-PAS-HIN-16-001, 2016.

[59] CMS, V. Khachatryan, et al., arXiv:1611.01664, 2016.

[60] L. Pang, Q. Wang, X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. C 86 (2012) 024911, arXiv:1205.5019.

[61] L.-G. Pang, Y. Hatta, X.-N. Wang, B.-W. Xiao, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 074027,
arXiv:1411.7767.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib57616E673A313939317879s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib51696E3A32303135737266s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4779756C617373793A313939336872s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4779756C617373793A313939336872s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib42616965723A313939366B72s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib42616965723A313939366B72s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib42616965723A31393936736Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib42616965723A31393936736Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib42616965723A313939386B71s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib42616965723A313939386B71s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5A616B6861726F763A313939366676s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4779756C617373793A313939397A64s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4779756C617373793A313939397A64s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib57696564656D616E6E3A323030307A61s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib47756F3A323030306E7As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib41726E6F6C643A323030326A61s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib41726E6F6C643A323030326A61s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib41726D6573746F3A323030336A68s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib41726D6573746F3A323030336A68s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib446A6F72646A657669633A32303038697As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4D616A756D6465723A323030396765s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4361726F6E48756F743A323031306270s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4275726B653A32303133797261s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib426173733A323030387276s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib41726D6573746F3A323030397A69s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib41726D6573746F3A323030397A69s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4368656E3A323031307465s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4368656E3A323031307465s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib51696E3A32303037726Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5A68616E673A323030376A61s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5A68616E673A323030376A61s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib52656E6B3A323030387871s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4D616A756D6465723A323030347074s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4D616A756D6465723A323030347074s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4368656E3A3230313676656Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib52656E6B3A323030367167s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5A68616E673A32303039726Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5A68616E673A32303039726Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib51696E3A32303039626Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib51696E3A32303039626Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4C693A323031307473s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4C693A323031307473s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib51696E3A323031306D6Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib51696E3A323031306D6Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4461693A32303132616Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4461693A32303132616Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib57616E673A32303133636961s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4368616E673A32303136676A70s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib416E64726F6E69633A32303135776D61s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5570686F66663A323031316164s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5570686F66663A323031316164s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib48653A323031317161s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib476F7373696175783A323031307978s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib476F7373696175783A323031307978s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4E61687267616E673A32303133736161s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4E61687267616E673A32303133736161s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib43616F3A32303133697461s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib43616F3A32303135686961s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib43616F3A32303136677672s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib43616F3A32303136677672s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib536F6E673A32303135796B77s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib536F6E673A32303135796B77s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4461733A32303135616E61s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4461733A32303135616E61s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib41646172653A323031306465s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib41646172653A323031306465s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4164616D637A796B3A32303134756970s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4164616D637A796B3A32303134756970s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib414C4943453A323031326162s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib414C4943453A323031326162s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib416E647265733A32303136697973s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib416E647265733A32303136697973s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5A68616E673A32303033776Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5A68616E673A32303033776Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib536F6E673A32303037666Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib536F6E673A323030377578s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5169753A323031316866s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4C61693A313939397779s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib45736B6F6C613A32303039756As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib45736B6F6C613A32303039756As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib57616E673A323030336177s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib5869653A32303136697771s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib41646172653A323031327767s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib434D533A323031326161s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4162656C65763A32303132687861s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib4B6861636861747279616E3A323031366F646Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib50616E673A323031326865s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib50616E673A32303134697061s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)31000-6/bib50616E673A32303134697061s1

	Heavy and light ﬂavor jet quenching at RHIC and LHC energies
	1 Introduction
	2 A Linear Boltzmann Transport (LBT) model for parton evolution in medium
	3 Nuclear modiﬁcations of heavy and light ﬂavor partons and hadrons
	4 Summary
	Acknowledgements
	References




