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We present predictions and postdictions for a wide variety of hard jet-substructure observables using a
multistage model within the JETSCAPE framework. The details of the multistage model and the various parameter
choices are described in [Phys. Rev. C 107, 034911 (2023)]. A novel feature of this model is the presence of
two stages of jet modification: a high-virtuality phase [modeled using the modular all twist transverse-scattering
elastic-drag and radiation model (MATTER)], where modified coherence effects diminish medium-induced radi-
ation, and a lower virtuality phase [modeled using the linear Boltzmann transport model (LBT)], where parton
splits are fully resolved by the medium as they endure multiple scattering induced energy loss. Energy-loss
calculations are carried out on event-by-event viscous fluid dynamic backgrounds constrained by experimental
data. The uniform and consistent descriptions of multiple experimental observables demonstrate the essential
role of modified coherence effects and the multistage modeling of jet evolution. Using the best choice of
parameters from [Phys. Rev. C 107, 034911] (2023)], and with no further tuning, we present calculations
for the medium modified jet fragmentation function, the groomed jet momentum fraction zg and angular
separation rg distributions, as well as the nuclear modification factor of groomed jets. These calculations provide
accurate descriptions of published data from experiments at the Large Hadron Collider. Furthermore, we provide
predictions from the multistage model for future measurements at the BNL Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevC.110.044907

I. INTRODUCTION

In high-energy heavy-ion collisions, the high-transverse
momentum (pT ) partons (pT � 10 GeV) are generated almost
at the instant at which the incoming nuclei overlap. Such
high-pT partons are generated in parton-parton exchanges
with large momentum transfers Q � �QCD. They are typi-
cally produced far from their mass shell and engender multiple
collinear emissions produced over a large time range. In the
case of a heavy-ion collision, the propagation and develop-
ment of these parton showers are strongly affected by the
produced quark gluon plasma (QGP). Studying jet modifi-
cation in nucleus-nucleus collisions relative to proton-proton
collisions, together with constraints from model-to-data com-
parison provides unique opportunities to probe the properties
of the QGP [1–19].

The experimental attempts started at the BNL Relativistic
Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) with the observation of suppres-
sion in the yield of single inclusive hadrons [20–24] and
associated hadrons (dihadrons) [25–27] produced with high
transverse momentum relative to the yield in proton-proton
collisions. Since 2010, starting at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) and later at RHIC, the ability of experiments evolved
from single hadrons and dihadrons to jets [28–30].

Over the last decade, experiments have attained the ability
to not just study the energy-momentum and cross section of a
jet but also to look at modifications of the internal properties
of the jet, often referred to as jet substructure. Based on
current detector improvements and accumulated high statis-
tics data at RHIC and the LHC, it is possible to analyze
a vast variety of observables revealing different aspects of
the jet-medium interaction [31]. For example, the yield sup-
pression and internal structure of fully reconstructed jets,
revealed in observables such as the jet fragmentation function
and jet shape (respectively), provide details on the diffu-
sion of jet energy and momentum in momentum or angular
space due to the interaction with the medium [28–30,32–51].
Even the structural modification of hard partonic branching is
now potentially accessible through groomed jet observables
[52–57].

On the theory side, many studies have attempted to
describe and understand the jet-medium interaction by con-
structing models that reproduce these various observables or
propose predictions and new observables [58–78]. In partic-
ular, to obtain a universal understanding, it is essential to
simultaneously explain multiple observables, ultimately all
observables, with a consistent theoretical picture. Therefore,
Monte Carlo calculations, which can generate experiment-like
events by a single model, are a powerful tool for theoretical
approaches because they enable one to calculate a wide range
of event-by-event defined jet observables [79–113].

Jets evolve dynamically, moving through the expanding
medium and generating more partons from splits and interac-
tions with the dense medium. The original partons start at very
high virtuality, and thus the early splits have a small transverse
size. These splittings from the leading parton and the still
highly virtual daughters are driven by their individual virtuali-
ties, with minor medium correction via the scattering, strongly
suppressed due to their small transverse size. We refer to
these as vacuum-like emissions (VLEs) [114]. To simulate
the VLEs, taking into account the reduction in the effective
interaction rate with scale dependence, an event generator
such as modular all twist transverse-scattering elastic-drag
and radiation (MATTER) [115,116] can be employed.

With repeated splittings, the virtuality of the partons re-
duces to the point that splits are widely separated in time. With
decreasing virtuality, the transverse size of the parton becomes
larger, thereby increasing the rate of interaction with the
medium, which in turn triggers more radiation. Thus, the main
mechanism causing parton splittings changes dynamically in
the medium. The evolution of such partons at lower virtuality
but energy still large enough to treat the medium interaction
perturbatively can be approximated by kinetic theory-based
approaches for on-shell particles, as implemented by genera-
tors such as linear Boltzmann transport (LBT) [89,91,95,96],
or the modular algorithm for relativistic treatment of heavy
ion interactions (MARTINI) [83,110,112]. As partons transition
to energies and virtualities close to those of the QGP, they
begin to undergo strong coupling [88] and thermalization with
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the medium [117]. Thus, jets interact with the medium over a
wide range of scales, which requires incorporating multiple
generators at different scales for simulations [16].

JETSCAPE is a general-purpose framework for Monte Carlo
simulations of the complete evolution in high-energy heavy-
ion collisions [118–126]. The framework is designed to be as
general and extensive as possible while modularizing each
physics element involved in a collision event, such as the
generation of geometric initial conditions, hydrodynamic evo-
lution of the soft sector, jet production by hard scattering,
etc. so that users can employ a module based on their fa-
vorite physical description for each. For the in-medium parton
shower evolution, the most distinctive feature of the JETSCAPE

framework is its support for multistage descriptions that, by
stitching multiple models together, cover a broader range of
scales. Depending on the virtuality or energy of a parton, each
model becomes active to handle the parton shower evolution
interactions with the medium.

Recently, we systematically studied the energy loss of
large-transverse momentum particles, jets, and charmed par-
ticles using a multistage model, combining two modules,
MATTER for high-virtual parton shower and LBT for low
virtuality, developed within the JETSCAPE framework in
Refs. [124–126]. Our simulations indicate that the single high-
pT particle spectra are dominated by the large virtuality phase
simulated by the MATTER module. On the other hand, to de-
scribe the suppression of reconstructed jets and D mesons, we
found that the energy loss of soft daughter partons and heavy
quarks is governed by the low-virtuality scattering dominated
phase simulated by the LBT module.

One further important insight from our prior work is that
the reduction of the interaction with the medium at high
virtuality due to modified coherence effects plays a crucial
role in explaining the weak suppression of single charged par-
ticles with pT � 10 GeV. These modified coherence effects
occur because the partons probing the medium have a small
transverse size when the virtuality is large. A section of QGP
resolved at such a shorter distance scale appears more dilute,
resulting in fewer interactions [127].1

Modified coherence effects implemented in MATTER dras-
tically improve the description of the transverse momentum
dependence of the nuclear modification factor for inclusive
single-charged particles, even at the qualitative functional be-
havior level. In contrast, for reconstructed jets at the currently
available collision energies, modified coherence effects are
not visible in the transverse momentum dependence of the
nuclear modification factor, which only necessitated a read-
justment of the overall medium coupling parameter αfix

s . Thus,
it is essential to search for the role of modified coherence
effects in the evolution of jet showering patterns by examining
further inner jet structure modification.

1In several other models, e.g., those in Refs. [101,102], effects
similar to modified coherence are implicitly introduced when jet
particles tend to have large virtualities. They sharply turn off the
medium effects in the early stages according to virtuality or other
quantities.

In this paper, we systematically analyze the observables
characterizing the internal structure of jets using the results
of the exact same numerical simulations with MATTER +
LBT that were used to study the nuclear modification factors
for reconstructed jets and high-pT single-charged particles in
Ref. [124]. The goal is to explore the details of the interaction
strength at each scale on the internal structure of the jet. In
particular, we examine the groomed jet observables, which
display the effect of jet-medium interactions at the early high-
virtuality stage, and the jet fragmentation function, which
shows the medium effect on partons throughout a wide range
of scales. In this work, we do not retune any parameters and
employ those obtained in our previous work [124].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, salient charac-
teristics of the underlying model are presented. In Sec. II A, an
overview of the framework and setup is outlined. Section II B
is devoted to formulating modified coherence effects. This is
followed by an investigation of the medium modification of
jet substructure observables, focusing on modified coherence
effects, by presenting results from our model calculations in
Sec. III. Here, we also make predictions for the upcoming
measurements of the jet substructure observables at RHIC. A
summary of our results and concluding remarks are presented
in Sec. IV. The Appendix is dedicated to the presentation
of our predictions of jet RAA at the top RHIC energy for
benchmarking purposes.

II. MODEL

JETSCAPE is a general-purpose event generator framework
where different sub event generators can be included in a mod-
ular fashion, producing an extensive end-to-end simulation
of a heavy-ion collision. In this paper, we use the results of
simulations that were generated in Ref. [124] to calculate all
jet substructure observables. This is not just for convenience
but rather to demonstrate how the exact same simulations
can simultaneously describe both the jet and leading hadron
suppression, as well as several jet substructure observables.

To that end, only a very brief overview of the components
of the simulation will be provided in this section. The reader
may refer to Ref. [124] for specific details of the physics
included in a MATTER + LBT simulation within the JETSCAPE

framework. Computational aspects of the JETSCAPE frame-
work are described in great detail in Ref. [118], while the basic
physics of multistage simulators is described in Ref. [128].

A. Overview

To explore the medium modification of jet substructure,
we perform simulations of jet events in high-energy nucleus-
nucleus collisions utilizing the full framework of JETSCAPE

in two separate steps. First, we calculate the event-by-
event space-time profiles of the QGP medium in nucleus +
nucleus (A + A) collisions for the estimation of the local
medium effect on parton shower evolution. For this part, we
perform simulations of (2 + 1)-dimensional [(2 + 1)-D] free-
streaming pre-equilibrium evolution [129] and subsequent
viscous hydrodynamic evolution by the (2 + 1)-D VISHNU

code package [130] with the initial condition generated by
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TRENTO [131]. Here the maximum a posteriori (MAP) param-
eters obtained by Bayesian calibration in Ref. [132] are used
for the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) energy calculations,
while hand-tuned parameters were used for top RHIC energy.

In the second step, the binary collision distribution from
the same TRENTO initial condition as for the medium is used
to sample the transverse position of a hard scattering. The
hard scattering is produced by PYTHIA 8 [133] with initial-
state radiation (ISR) and multiparton interaction (MPI) turned
on, and final-state radiation (FSR) turned off. The produced
partons in the hard scattering then undergo the multistage
in-medium parton shower evolution within the JETSCAPE

framework. In this study, we use a combination of MATTER

and LBT modules as described in Ref. [124].
The partons produced by hard scattering are first passed

to the MATTER module, which simulates virtuality-ordered
splitting of high-energy partons incorporating medium effects
[115,116]. This description by MATTER is valid for partons
with virtuality sufficiently larger than the accumulated trans-
verse momentum and virtuality generated by scattering from
the medium.

Partons whose virtuality is reduced by showering in MAT-
TER are then transferred to LBT at a transition scale. In
LBT, the kinetic theory for on-shell partons with elastic
and inelastic scatterings with medium constituents is applied
[89,91,134]. The parton splittings under this description are
entirely scattering-driven. In the multistage approach of the
JETSCAPE framework, virtuality-dependent switching between
modules is done bidirectionally on a per-parton basis using a
switching parameter Q2

sw. If the virtuality of the parton Q2 =
pμpμ − m2 falls below Q2

sw, it is sent from MATTER to LBT.
Conversely, the parton is returned to MATTER if its virtuality
exceeds Q2

sw again, or it goes out of the dense medium. The
transition from medium-like back to vacuum-like emission
takes place at a boundary with a temperature Tc = 0.16 GeV.
In this study, Q2

sw is set to 4 GeV2.
After all the partons are outside the QGP medium and

have virtuality smaller than the cutoff scale Q2
min = 1 GeV2,

they are hadronized via the colorless hadronization module,
in which the Lund string model of PYTHIA 8 is utilized. In
this study, we do not yet consider medium effects on the
hadronization process, such as those modeled by the hybrid
hadronization approach [135–137]. While these effects are
expected to be particularly significant in observables focused
on the medium to low momentum regions, a more systematic
investigation of this is left for future work.

In both MATTER and LBT modules, the medium re-
sponse effect is taken into account via recoil partons
[84,87,96,97,117,138,139]. In the recoil prescription, the
energy-momentum transfer is described by scatterings be-
tween jet partons and medium partons. For each scattering,
a parton is sampled from the thermal medium. Then, the
scattered sampled parton is assumed to be on-shell and passed
to LBT for its in-medium evolution, assuming weak coupling
with the medium. These recoil partons and further accompa-
nying daughter partons are collectively hadronized with the
other jet shower partons. On the other hand, a deficit of energy
and momentum in the medium is left for each recoil pro-
cess, where a parton emanating from the medium is included,

postscattering, as a part of the jet. We treat this deficit as a
free-streaming particle, referred to as a hole parton, and track
it. The hole partons are hadronized separately from other jet
partons, and their energy and momentum within each positive
particle jet cone are subtracted in the jet clustering routine to
ensure energy-momentum conservation [140].

In this study, the description of parton shower evolution
and its interaction with the medium is limited to a perturba-
tive framework. While interactions at nonperturbative scales
would require the inclusion of hydrodynamic responses, as
will be explained shortly, the model does not incorporate
these effects. Therefore, to ensure consistency and facilitate
systematic study, the description of parton shower evolution
is restricted to the perturbative regime.

In the later stages, where the energy of a jet shower par-
ton reaches a comparable scale to the ambient temperature,
the mean-free path is no longer large enough to apply the
kinetic theory-based approach with the recoil prescription.
In principle, such soft components of jets are supposed to
be thermalized and evolve hydrodynamically as part of the
bulk medium fluid [19,141–146]. As in Refs. [147–157],
implementation of models based on such a description is
proposed, and there are some studies of the hydrodynamic
medium response to jets using it [71,73,94,111,117,158–162].
However, with such an implementation of the hydrodynamic
medium response, the computational cost for a systematic and
exhaustive study covering various configurations, as presented
in this paper, is enormously expensive. Thus, in this paper, we
mainly discuss the structure of the hard part of the jet, where
the contributions of such very soft components are relatively
small. A further comprehensive investigation with more de-
tailed modeling of the medium response in jet modification is
left for future work.

To investigate the modification of jet substructures by
medium effects in A + A collisions, the calculations of the
same observables for p+ p collisions are necessary as ref-
erences. For such calculations, the parton shower evolution
modules are replaced entirely by MATTER with no in-medium
scattering. This setup for p+ p collisions of JETSCAPE, re-
ferred to as the JETSCAPE PP19 tune, is equivalent to the limit
of no medium effect in the event and is detailed in Ref. [119].

B. Modified coherence effects at high virtuality

In this study, we focus onmodified coherence effects [127].
While these are similar to what is typically referred to as color
coherence effects in the literature [114,163–165], there are
some differences.

In typical color coherence calculations, soft gluons from
the medium cannot resolve the hard antenna formed in VLE
and so cannot affect any energy loss until partons in the
antenna have separated to a resolvable distance. Along with
this, soft, large angle radiations from this small antenna are
suppressed due to destructive interference [166]. As a result,
the color antenna develops in the medium as it does in the
vacuum until colored partons are sufficiently separated even
after the formation time.

By contrast, modified coherence should be taken into ac-
count during the formation time of the highly virtual parton
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that is about to undergo VLE. Short distance color fluctuations
in the medium can resolve this virtual splitting within the
formation time. Indeed, according to the higher twist for-
malism [12,13,167], such interactions between virtual emitted
gluons and the medium constitute the primary contribution to
medium modifications on VLE. However, as the virtuality of
the partons increases, the size of the virtual splitting becomes
smaller and harder to resolve, leading to such interactions
progressively diminishing. We refer to this process, where
the medium effects on virtuality-driven VLE are suppressed
depending on the size of the jet parton’s virtuality, as modified
coherence.

It should be noted that typical color coherence and modi-
fied coherence are not in a relationship where one completely
encompasses the other, while they might consequently lead to
a similar effect under most circumstances. In our JETSCAPE

simulations presented in this paper, whether the setup incor-
porates modified coherence or not, typical color coherence is
not included.

Modified coherence can be incorporated as in Ref. [127].
In that reference, it was demonstrated that a hard parton with
large virtuality resolves the very short-distance structure of
the medium via the exchange of a gluon whose momentum is
much larger than the medium temperature. These modified co-
herence effects are formulated with the continuous evolution
of the medium-resolution scale and give a gradual reduction
of jet parton-medium interaction as a function of the virtuality.

For jet quenching calculations, modified coherence effects
can be effectively implemented by introducing a modulation
factor f (Q2), which diminishes as a function of the parent par-
ton’s virtuality Q2, in the medium-modified splitting function:

P̃a(y,Q
2) = Pvac

a (y)

{
1 +

∫ τ+
form

0
dξ+q̂aHTL

×
caq̂ f (Q

2)
[
2 − 2 cos

(
ξ+

τ+
form

)]
y(1 − y)Q2(1 + χa)2

⎫⎬
⎭. (1)

In the equation above, Pvac
a (y) is the Altarelli-Parisi vac-

uum splitting function [168] for the parent parton species
a = (g, q, q̄) with the forward light-cone momentum frac-
tion of the daughter parton y, χa = (δaq + δaq̄)y2m2

a/[y(1 −
y)Q2 − y2m2

a] with ma being the parent parton mass, and caq̂ =
[1 − y

2 (δa,q + δa,q̄ )] − χa[1 − (1 − y
2 )χa]. The integration in

Eq. (1) is taken over light-cone time ξ+ with the upper bound
τ+
form = 2p+/Q2 being the formation time of the radiated
parton, where p+ = pμn̂μ/

√
2 [with n̂μ = (1,p/|p|)] is the

forward light-cone momentum of the parent parton. The for-
mulation of P̃a(y,Q2) in Eq. (1) is obtained using soft collinear
effective theory within the higher twist scheme [169,170].

The parametrization of the virtuality-dependent modula-
tion factor is given as [124,171]

f (Q2) =
{

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

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

if Q2 > Q2
sw

1 if Q2 � Q2
sw.

(2)

As presented in Ref. [124], this function sharply decreases
as the virtuality increases, e.g., f (Q2 = (5 GeV)2) ≈ 0.0359,
f (Q2 = (10 GeV)2) ≈ 0.008 62, and f (Q2 = (50 GeV)2) ≈

0.001 04. When this explicit virtuality dependence is elimi-
nated, the strength of the medium effect is controlled solely by
the conventional transport coefficient for a low-virtuality (near
on shell) parton from the hard-thermal-loop (HTL) calculation
[89,172],

q̂aHTL = Ca
42ζ (3)

π
αrun
s (2p0T )αrun

s

(
m2

D

)
T 3 ln

[
2p0T

m2
D

]
. (3)

Here,Ca is the Casimir color factor for the hard parent parton,
ζ (3) ≈ 1.202 05 is Apéry’s constant, p0 is the energy of the
hard parent parton, T is the local temperature, and m2

D =
4παrun

s (m2
D)T

2(Nc + Nf

2 )/3 is the Debye screening mass for a
QCD plasma with Nc = 3 colors and Nf = 3 fermion flavors.

The running coupling constant is

αrun
s (μ2) =

{ 4π
11−2Nf /3

1
ln (μ2/�2 ) if μ2 > μ2

0

αfix
s if μ2 � μ2

0,
(4)

with � being chosen such that αrun
s (μ2

0) = αfix
s at μ2

0 =
1 GeV2. A similar implementation of the running coupling
that appears in Eq. (3) can be found, for example, in the case
of 2-2 scattering in Ref. [173]. For most temperature regions
accessible at RHIC and LHC collision energies, m2

D � μ2
0 =

1 GeV2, and therefore αs(m2
D) = αfix

s . In this framework,
αfix
s is the free parameter controlling the overall interaction

strength and chosen to give the best fit to the experimental
data of inclusive jet RAA [124].

In this paper, we compare results from two different se-
tups: with the virtuality-dependent modified coherence effects
and without any coherence effects (referred to as Type-3 and
Type-2 in Ref. [124], respectively). For the case with modified
coherence, P̃a(y,Q2) in Eq. (1), with the virtuality-dependent
modulation factor from Eq. (2), is employed in the high-
virtuality phase by MATTER, with αfix

s = 0.3.2 In the setup
without coherence effects, the modulation factor is fixed to
unity [ f (Q2) = 1] for any Q2 to eliminate the explicit vir-
tuality dependence. The best fit with leading hadron and jet
data is obtained with αfix

s = 0.25 for this case. We present
results for jet substructure using events generated with the
above parametrizations, for both setups.

III. RESULTS

In this section, we present the results for jet substructure
observables in Pb + Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV based

on the multistage (MATTER + LBT) jet quenching model de-
scribed in the previous section. A complementary study of
the nuclear modification factor RAA for reconstructed jets and
charged particles using the same model has been presented in
Ref. [124]. Moreover, this same formalism has been applied
to study the heavy-flavor observables and has been presented
in Refs. [125,126].

To show the capability of the JETSCAPE framework, we
also provide predictions of the groomed jet observables,

2This configuration for MATTER + LBT with modified coherence
effects is referred to as JETSACPEv3.5 AA22 tune, and its results
are provided as defaults for comparisons with experimental and other
data.
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FIG. 1. Distributions of jet splitting momentum fraction zg for charged jets in p+ p collisions at
√
s = 5.02 TeV and the ratios for different

jet cone size R, and pch,jetT range. The Soft Drop parameters are zcut = 0.2 and β = 0. The solid lines and circles with statistical error bars show
the results from JETSCAPE and the experimental data from the ALICE Collaboration [56], respectively. The bands indicate the systematic
uncertainties of the experimental data.

fragmentation function, and jet cone size dependence of inclu-
sive jets and charged jets for the upcoming jet measurements
at RHIC. Throughout this work, the jet reconstruction and
Soft Drop grooming are performed using the FASTJET package
[174,175] with FASTJET-CONTRIB [176].

A. Groomed jet observables

In this section, we present the observables obtained via Soft
Drop grooming algorithm [177–179]. The Soft Drop proce-
dure removes the contributions from soft wide-angle radiation
and enables access to the hard parton splittings during the
jet evolution. In this algorithm, first, jets are constructed by
a standard jet finding algorithm such as the anti-kt algorithm
[180] with a definite jet cone size R. Then, the constituents of
an anti-kt jet are again reclustered by the Cambridge-Aachen
(C/A) algorithm [181,182] to form a pairwise clustering tree.
The next step is to trace back the C/A tree. Here, one declus-
ters the C/A jet by undoing the last step of the C/A clustering
and selecting the resulting two prongs. The two prongs are
checked to see if they satisfy the Soft Drop condition, given
as

min (pT,1, pT,2)

pT,1 + pT,2
> zcut

(
�R12

R

)β

, (5)

where pT,1 and pT,2 are the transverse momenta of the prongs,
�R12 = [(η1 − η2)2 + (φ1 − φ2)2]1/2 is the radial distance
between the prongs in the rapidity-azimuthal angle plane, zcut
and β are parameters controlling the grooming procedure. If
the condition is failed, the prong with the larger pT of the
pair is further declustered into a pair of prongs. This process
is repeated until one finds a pair of prongs satisfying the
Soft Drop condition. The resulting pair of prongs are used to
compute the groomed jet observables. It is worth noting that
there may exist cases in which no prong pair passing the Soft

Drop condition is eventually found even if the C/A tree is
traversed back to the end; such cases are referred to as “Soft
Drop fail.”

1. Jet splitting momentum fraction

Here, we study the medium modification of the jet splitting
momentum fraction zg, which is defined as the left-hand side
of Eq. (5) in the case with the prong pair passing the Soft Drop
condition.

Figure 1 shows zg distributions for charged jets in p+ p
collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV defined as

1

σjet

dσSD,jet

dzg
= 1

Njet

dNSD,jet

dzg
, (6)

where Njet is the number of inclusive jets, NSD,jet is the number
of jets passing the Soft Drop condition, and σjet, σSD,jet are the
corresponding cross sections. The Soft Drop parameters are
set as zcut = 0.2 and β = 0. The results from the JETSCAPE

PP19 tune for different pch,jetT ranges and jet cone sizes are
compared with the experimental data from ALICE. Some
small discrepancies can be seen, but they are mostly compati-
ble within uncertainty.

In Fig. 2, the modification of the zg distribution for charged
jets is presented as the ratio of the distribution in Pb + Pb
to p+ p collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. Both results, with

and without consideration of modified coherence effects, do
not exhibit significant modification and are consistent with
the experimental data. This indicates that the medium effects
on the functional form for the momentum fraction y of the
splitting function are small in hard partonic splittings. To be
clear, the entire ensemble of jets in Pb + Pb that are included
in this analysis is indeed modified by the medium. However,
most modifications occur at softer momenta in jets, leaving
the hard splittings unaffected.
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FIG. 2. Ratios of zg distributions for charged jets between Pb + Pb and p+ p collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV for different centrality, jet

cone size R, and pch,jetT range. The Soft Drop parameters are zcut = 0.2 and β = 0. The solid and dashed lines with statistical error bars show the
results from MATTER + LBT of JETSCAPE with modified coherence effects and without any coherence effects, respectively. For comparison, the
experimental data from the ALICE Collaboration [56] are shown by squares with statistical errors (bars) and systematic uncertainties (bands).

Next, for upcoming measurements at RHIC, we present the
prediction of the modification of the zg distribution for charged
jets in 0%–10%Au + Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV from

MATTER + LBT with modified coherence effects in Fig. 3. The
trend is similar to the results observed at the LHC collision
energy and does not show any significant nuclear effects for
the kinematic configurations considered.

2. Jet splitting radius

Next, we study the medium modification of jet splitting
radius rg, defined as the radial distance �R12 of the prong
pair passing the Soft Drop condition. In Fig. 4, rg distributions
defined as

1

σjet

dσSD,jet

d (rg/R)
= 1

Njet

dNSD,jet

d (rg/R)
(7)

are shown for charged jets in p+ p collisions at
√
s =

5.02 TeV. The results from the JETSCAPE PP19 tune show good

agreement with the ALICE data, particularly for the cases
with zcut = 0.2.

Figure 5 shows the modification of rg distribution for
charged jets in Pb + Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. Our

full results with modified coherence effects capture the trend
observed in experimental data: Enhancement at small rg and
suppression at large rg. In particular, the agreements within
uncertainties can be seen for the case with zcut = 0.2. For the
case with zcut = 0.4, it is acknowledged that the description
by the results with modified coherence may be somewhat
inadequate, as the modification pattern is likely underesti-
mated. However, it is also important to note that the condition
with zcut = 0.4 involves a very small phase-space region,
making the analysis more stringent, and the experimental
data currently have larger error bars. With experimental re-
sults with smaller uncertainty in the future, more quantitative
discussions can be conducted, allowing for a more detailed
investigation.

FIG. 3. Ratios of zg distributions for charged jets with R = 0.2 and |ηch,jet| < 0.7 (left), and R = 0.4|ηch,jet| < 0.5 (right) between 0%–
10% Au + Au and p+ p collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV from MATTER + LBT of JETSCAPE with modified coherence effects. The Soft Drop

parameters are zcut = 0.2 and β = 0. The solid and dashed lines with statistical error bars show the results for 10 < pch,jetT < 30 GeV and
30 < pch,jetT < 50 GeV, respectively.
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FIG. 4. Distributions of jet splitting radius rg for charged jets in p+ p collisions at
√
s = 5.02 TeV and the ratios for different jet cone size

R, and pch,jetT range. The Soft Drop parameters are zcut = 0.2 and β = 0. The solid lines and circles with statistical error bars show the results
from JETSCAPE and the experimental data from the ALICE Collaboration [56], respectively. The bands indicate the systematic uncertainties of
the experimental data.

For the 0%–10% most central bin, the result without co-
herence effects is shown for comparison. It gives a slightly
smaller slope, but no conclusion can be drawn within the
current uncertainties. Combined with the results for the zg
distribution, we obtain the clear conclusion that these jets
passing the Soft Drop condition are indeed modified, but
predominantly in their softer components rather than in the
hard partonic splittings. For jets originally having a larger
hard-splitting angle, the soft component diffusing due to the
medium effect is more likely to leave the jet cone, resulting
in more considerable energy loss. Thus, jets with larger hard
splitting angles are less likely to be triggered, and the narrow-
ing is observed as the yield ratio of jets with smaller splitting
angles increases.

Motivated by the recent analysis by ATLAS [57], we also
calculated the nuclear modification factor RAA for full jets with
different rg. Figures 6 and 7 show the RAA results as a function
of pjetT and rg, respectively. Here, RAA is defined as

RAA =
1

〈Ncoll〉
d2σSD,jet

drgd p
jet
T

∣∣
AA

d2σSD,jet

drgd p
jet
T

∣∣
pp

(8)

for jets passing the Soft Drop condition with a finite value of
rg, and

RAA =
1

〈Ncoll〉
dσ

incl/rg=0
jet

d pjetT

∣∣
AA

dσ
incl/rg=0
jet

d pjetT

∣∣
pp

(9)

FIG. 5. Ratios of rg distributions for charged jets between Pb + Pb and p+ p collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV for different centrality, jet

cone size R, soft drop parameter zcut, and pch,jetT range. The solid and dashed lines with statistical error bars show the results from MATTER +
LBT of JETSCAPE with modified coherence effects and without any coherence effects, respectively. For comparison, the experimental data from
the ALICE Collaboration [56] are shown by squares with statistical errors (bars) and systematic uncertainties (bands).
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FIG. 6. Nuclear modification factor RAA as a function of pjetT for inclusive jets, jets failing the Soft Drop condition (rg = 0), and groomed
jets with different splitting radius rg in 0%–10% Pb + Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. Jets are reconstructed with R = 0.4 at midrapidity

|yjet| < 2.1. The Soft Drop parameters are zcut = 0.2 and β = 0. The solid and dashed lines with statistical error bars show the results from
MATTER + LBT of JETSCAPE with modified coherence effects and without any coherence effects, respectively. The results are compared with
ATLAS data [57] (squares) and CMS data for |ηjet| < 2.0 [38] (triangles) are shown with statistical errors (bars) and systematic uncertainties
(bands).

FIG. 7. Nuclear modification factor RAA as a function of rg for jets with different pjetT in 0%–10% Pb + Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV.

Jets are reconstructed with R = 0.4 at midrapidity |yjet| < 2.1. The Soft Drop parameters are zcut = 0.2 and β = 0. The solid and dashed lines
with statistical error bars show the results from MATTER + LBT of JETSCAPE with modified coherence effects and without any coherence effects,
respectively. For comparison, the experimental data from the ATLAS Collaboration [57] are shown by squares with statistical errors (bars) and
systematic uncertainties (bands). The yellow-shaded regions are the bin areas, including the regime where the perturbation approach does not
apply (see text for details).
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for inclusive jets and jets failing the Soft Drop condition
(rg = 0), where σ

incl/rg=0
jet is the cross section of jets for each

condition. The denominator is calculated for p+ p collisions,
and the numerator is for a given centrality class of A + A
collisions, where 〈Ncoll〉 is the average number of binary
nucleon-nucleon collisions in the given centrality class.

Figure 6 shows jet RAA as a function of pjetT for dif-
ferent rg intervals. As already described in Ref. [124], for
the case of inclusive jets (top-left plot in Fig. 6), no clear
differences due to modified coherence effects are observed
in the jet RAA. Note that the overall medium coupling pa-
rameter αfix

s is adjusted separately for each setup (αfix
s = 0.3

for the case with modified coherence effects, and 0.25 for
the case without coherence effects). It should also be noted
that our full simulations, which do not incorporate nuclear
parton distribution function (NPDF) for nuclear shadowing
effects, show a sharper increase than the ATLAS data and
slightly larger than the CMS data. Upon incorporation of
the NPDF effects, as demonstrated in preceding studies such
as Refs. [100,183], an additional suppression of the RAA for
pT > 300 GeV, which could consequently align the results
more closely with the experimental data, is anticipated. We in-
tend to conduct future research within this more realistic setup
systematically.

Moving to the case of Soft Drop fail (top-middle plot in
Fig. 6), one notices that the data clearly prefer the simulation
with modified coherence as opposed to that without coher-
ence. The reduced suppression for the case with modified
coherence can be understood under the assumption that the
prong structure is established in the high-virtuality or MAT-
TER stage. In this stage, the effective jet quenching strength
with the virtuality dependence q̂eff ≡ q̂HTL f (Q2) is smaller
for the case with modified coherence effects compared with
that without. For the case without coherence, the larger value
of q̂eff in the MATTER stage leads to the formation of wider
prongs, leading to a reduction in the number of jets that fail
the Soft Drop condition.

It bears repeating yet again: The comparisons of simu-
lations to data presented in this paper do not include any
parameter tuning to fit any substructure data. All parameter
tuning was carried out in the calculation of the single high-pT
particle and jet suppressions in Ref. [124]. All simulation
results presented in this paper are predictions.

Figure 7 shows jet RAA as a function of rg for different
pjetT intervals. The yellow-shaded regions in the figure indicate
the areas of bins containing contributions from jets with a
transverse scale μ⊥ � pjetT rg � 1 GeV, where the perturbative
description of parton splitting in the model is not valid. To
regulate the infrared singularity in the splitting function, the
model needs to specify a minimum cutoff scale for resolvable
splitting [184], which here is Qmin = 1 GeV.

In other words, the jet structure of the yellow-shaded
region is governed by the effects from nonperturbative dynam-
ics, namely, hydrodynamic evolution of the soft thermalized
portion of jets (not modeled in this study), hadronization and
subsequent dynamics, rather than the perturbative parton-level
dynamics. Note that one needs to examine the results shown
in Figs. 5 and 6 with the same considerations for regions with

small rg or small pjetT . In this regard, it should also be noted
that the results in Fig. 5 are for charged jets.

The enhancement or sharp rise of RAA in the nonperturba-
tively low-rg region, indicated by the yellow band in Fig. 7,
is primarily attributed to the cutoff for splittings with the
scale Qmin. For a parent parton with energy E , the mini-
mum splitting angle, below which partonic splitting is vetoed,
is approximated as θmin � Qmin/E . Given that the value of
Qmin = 1 GeV is fixed in the model, θmin is smaller for jets
with a larger initial energy of a parent parton.

In the presence of jet energy loss due to medium effects,
jets with larger initial energies are triggered compared with
the vacuum case. As a result, jets are triggered even in the an-
gular region prohibited for the vacuum case, directly leading
to enhancement in that region at the parton level. In reality,
there is a nonperturbative process involved in hadronization,
even in our model calculations. Therefore, this enhancement
is slightly blurred, particularly for the region where pjetT is not
sufficiently large enough to preserve the parton jet substruc-
ture. Furthermore, in such a small angle region, where the
virtuality is sufficiently small, the case with modified coher-
ence effects a more frequent occurrence of feed-down into the
vetoed region due to the larger value of αfix

s . Thus, the solid red
lines (RAA with modified coherence) always slightly exceed
the dashed green lines (RAA calculated without coherence) in
the yellow-shaded region.

At very large rg, with rg > 0.2, the prong structure as the
transverse scale of the split exceeds μ⊥ � 158 GeV × 0.2 ≈
32 GeV can be completely dominated by the virtuality ac-
quired by a parent parton at its production in the initial hard
scattering. This is because, in this region, the initial virtuality
is quite large, and furthermore, the formation time for the
splitting is very short:

τform � 2(158 GeV)

(32 GeV)2
≈ 0.3 GeV−1 ≈ 0.06 fm.

Thus, even without the interaction reduction due to modified
coherence, no amount of scattering from the medium has
much of an effect on the hard splitting. As a result, the RAA

as a function of pjetT for the case of 0.2642 < rg < 0.4 shows
no difference between the cases with modified coherence and
without coherence, as shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 6.
This is also the case for rg � 0.2 in all the plots of Fig. 7.

We finally address the region with 0.022 < rg < 0.26.
Perturbative QCD should be applicable in this region. Calcu-
lations without coherence effects (dashed green line) include a
q̂eff = q̂HTL, that has a large value, even in the high-virtuality
MATTER stage, given by Eq. (3). In this case, multiple scat-
terings before the hard split, in the high-virtuality stage, that
leads to the two prongs, provide additional contributions that
significantly broaden the prong structure, leading to depletion
at lower rg and an enhancement in the range 0.02 � rg � 0.06,
which gradually diminishes at large rg � 0.1.

To estimate this excess momentum broadening, we con-
sider the relation between the virtuality of the parent hard
parton, and the transverse momentum of the two daugh-
ter partons. If the parent parton with momentum p ≡
[p+,Q2/(2p+), 0⊥] decays into two daughter partons with
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p1 ≡ [zp+, k2⊥/(2zp+), 	k⊥] and p2 ≡ [(1 − z)p+, k2⊥/{2(1 −
z)p+},−	k⊥], we obtain the simple relation

Q2 = k2⊥
z(1 − z)

. (10)

To be clear, the k⊥ above is not the final transverse momentum
of the prongs. It is one contribution to the total transverse
momentum of each prong. The maximum value of this contri-
bution takes place when the split has a transverse momentum
comparable to the medium generated scale:

k2⊥ � q̂τ f , (11)

where τ f = 2E/Q2 is the formation time of the two hard
partons that seed the prongs. We remind the reader that k⊥ in
the equation above is not the transverse momentum exchanged
with the medium, but the transverse momentum of the radiated
partons that will seed the prongs, even though the formula
above is typical of the multiple-scattering low-virtuality stage.
The reason that scatterings before the hard split have their
largest contribution at k2⊥ 
 q̂τ is because the medium mod-
ified portion of the splitting function in Eq. (1) reaches its
largest value at this point.

Including all terms together, we obtain

k2⊥ �

√
z(1 − z)2q̂E . (12)

Taking the simple case that z = 1 − z = 1/2, we obtain, k2⊥ =√
q̂E/4. This yields the simple expression for the peak angle

of the bump of the dashed green line as

θmax � θ1
max + θ2

max = k⊥
zE

+ k⊥
(1 − z)E

≈ 2
√
2(q̂)

1
4

E
3
4

. (13)

In the above equation, the q̂ would vary with the path taken
by the hard parton, and thus its appearance in the expression
above is meant to indicate an approximate averaged value of
q̂. As such, we cannot use the above equation to deduce the
exact value of θmax. However, one can deduce the approximate
dependence of θmax on the energy E .

Using the above equation, one would obtain that if the
energy of the jet were to double, the angle of the bump in
the dashed green line in Fig. 7 would move down in rg by a
factor of 23/4 ≈ 1.6. One notes that this is indeed the case in
the 2nd and 4th panels of Fig. 7. The energy range between
these doubles, and the position of the bump in the green curve
shifts down in rg by about a factor of 1.5–2. This different
behavior, depending on the presence or absence of modified
coherence effects, is also evident when shown as a function of
pjetT from intermediate ranges of rg, as in Fig. 6.

In contrast, when modified coherence effects are present
(solid red line), a clear bump structure is not readily appar-
ent. The distortion of the rg distributions driven by the small
momentum broadening, significantly suppressed by modified
coherence, can occur at very small rg. In these small rg re-
gions, another enhancement attributed to jet energy loss, as
discussed earlier, comes into play and makes the structure of
the modification, possibly a bump, due to the broadening less
noticeable.

In the modification of the jet rg distribution, multiple fac-
tors contribute and compete with each other. Moreover, in

practice, these factors originate from the same jet-medium
interaction, making it impossible, even in theoretical simu-
lations, to eliminate just one of them. Thus, conducting an
analysis to distinguish between these multiple contributing
factors is quite challenging with the event setup used in this
study. However, it might be feasible to a certain extent, for
example, by using photon-tagged jet events. By triggering jets
using the pT of photons that tag them–thereby inheriting the
initial pjetT –we can have better control over the energy-loss
effects on jets. We leave this in-depth study for future work.

The bump structure in the jet RAA, as a function of rg,
which our results without modified coherence effects show,
can also be seen in the results from other models (with differ-
ent assumptions and implementations) [75,101,114,183]. In
contrast, the data from ATLAS exhibit an almost monotoni-
cally decreasing trend with no such clear bump structure for
all pjetT intervals. This agrees with the MATTER + LBT result
with modified coherence. This reveals that the medium effect
for the hard splitting modification is strongly suppressed.

Figure 8 presents our prediction for the modification of rg
distribution for charged jets in 0%–10%Au + Au collisions at√
sNN = 200 GeV from MATTER + LBT with modified coher-

ence effects. Similar to the LHC case, one finds enhancement
at small rg and slight suppression at large rg, which is more
pronounced for jets with larger transverse momentum.

B. Jet fragmentation function

We now turn to the last jet substructure observable: the jet
fragmentation function. Jet fragmentation functions are mea-
sured as a function of the track-particle transverse momentum
ptrkT or longitudinal momentum fraction relative to the jet,

z = ptrkT cos (�r)

pjetT
, (14)

where �r = [(ηtrk − ηjet )2 + (φtrk − φjet )2]1/2. The fragmen-
tation functions are defined as

D(z) = 1

Njet

dNtrk

dz
, (15)

D
(
ptrkT

) = 1

Njet

dNtrk

d ptrkT
, (16)

where Njet is the number of triggered jets and Ntrk is the num-
ber of charged track particles detected inside the jet cones,
�r < R. Our JETSCAPE PP19 results for the fragmentation
functions are compared with the experimental data by ATLAS
in Fig. 9. For all available pjetT ranges, the discrepancies from
the data are generally within 20% at most.

In Fig. 10, we present the modification of the jet fragmen-
tation functions for full jets in 0%–10% Pb + Pb collisions
at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. Results from the MATTER + LBT sim-

ulations, both with modified coherence effects and without
any coherence effects, are compared with the experimental
data from ATLAS. All the simulation results and the data
show qualitatively the same trends. While the track particles
at intermediate z are suppressed by the interactions with the
medium and give the enhancement at small z, the large-z part
is enhanced due to the less-affected hard part of jets.
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FIG. 8. Ratios of rg distributions for charged jets with R = 0.2 and |ηch,jet| < 0.7 (left), and R = 0.4, |ηch,jet| < 0.5 (right) between
0%–10% Au + Au and p+ p collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV, from MATTER + LBT simulations within JETSCAPE, including modified coherence

effects. The Soft Drop parameters are zcut = 0.2 and β = 0. The solid and dashed lines with statistical error bars show the results for
10 < pch,jetT < 30 GeV and 30 < pch,jetT < 50 GeV, respectively.

FIG. 9. Jet fragmentation functions for jets in p+ p collisions at
√
s = 5.02 TeV and the ratios as a function of z (top) and ptrkT (bottom) for

different pjetT range. Jets are fully reconstructed including both charged and neutral particles by anti-kt with R = 0.4 at midrapidity |yjet| < 0.3.
The solid lines and circles with statistical error bars show the results from JETSCAPE and the experimental data from the ATLAS Collaboration
[49], respectively. The bands indicate the systematic uncertainties of the experimental data.
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FIG. 10. Ratios of jet fragmentation functions for jets between 0%–10% Pb + Pb and p+ p collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV as a function

of z (top) and ptrkT (bottom) for different pjetT range. Jets are fully reconstructed, including both charged and neutral particles by anti-kt with
R = 0.4 at midrapidity |yjet| < 0.3. The solid and dashed with statistical error bars lines show the results from MATTER + LBT of JETSCAPE

with modified coherence effects and without any coherence effects, respectively. For comparison, the experimental data from the ATLAS
Collaboration [49] are shown by squares with statistical errors (bars) and systematic uncertainties (bands).

In jet fragmentation functions, modified coherence effects
are quantitatively visible as more prominent enhancements in
the large-z region dominated by hadrons from leading partons
of jets. Since the leading parton has the largest virtuality at
the early stage in the jet shower evolution, the interaction
reduction due to modified coherence affects this parton the
most. As a result, the modification of large-z jet hadrons is
further lessened, and the enhancement becomes more substan-
tial than the case without coherence effects. This is consistent
with the weak energy loss of inclusive charged particles at
high pT explained by modified coherence effects presented in
Refs. [124–126].

Both results with modified coherence effects and without
any coherence effects show a sizable enhancement at low-
z mainly due to the medium response via recoils but still
underestimate the data. In the presence of the modified coher-
ence effect, the enhancement in the low-z region is slightly
less prominent than in the absence of the modified coher-
ence effect, in conjunction with the stronger enhancement
in the high-z region. For the underestimation at low-z, one
possible cause is the visible discrepancy in the suppression
at mid-z. Furthermore, for some very soft components of jets
giving contribution in the low-z region, the recoil prescription
may not provide an entirely reasonable description once their
energies become close to the typical scale for the medium con-
stituents. More comprehensive momentum structures of jet
constituents, including such soft regions where hydrodynamic
medium response needs to be considered, will be explored in
a future effort.

With the current uncertainties, it is not yet possible to
conclude the presence of modified coherence effects from

comparisons with only the experimental data on modified jet
fragmentation functions. However, when taken in conjunction
with the results on the rg distribution, a stronger case can be
made for the existence of modified coherence effects at high
virtuality. Our results also indicate that the medium effects
over different scales can be discernible by future measure-
ments with high precision.

In Fig. 11, we present our results of the modification of
jet fragmentation functions for charged jets in 0%–10% Au +
Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV from MATTER + LBT with

modified coherence effects. Compared with the results for the
top LHC energy, the modifications are quite small.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

This paper explored the medium modification of jet sub-
structure in high-energy heavy-ion collisions, employing a
multistage jet evolution model, MATTER + LBT, with the con-
figuration and parameters established within the JETSCAPE

framework by comparison with leading hadron and jet data.
All parameters were taken from our previous efforts [124] and
were not retuned for this study. In fact, no new simulations
were run for this paper. The presented results were calculated
from the simulations carried out for Ref. [124].

To investigate the contribution of modified coherence ef-
fects based on the ability of the medium to resolve the
partons radiated from splits at high energy and virtuality, we
performed numerical simulations for two cases, with mod-
ified coherence effects and without any coherence effects.
These modified coherence effects are implemented as the Q2-
dependent modulation factor in the medium-modified splitting
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FIG. 11. Ratios of jet fragmentation functions for charged jets with R = 0.4 and |ηch,jet| < 1.0 between 0%–10% Au + Au and p+ p
collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV as a function of z (left) and ptrkT (right) from MATTER + LBT of JETSCAPE with modified coherence effects. The

solid and dashed lines with statistical error bars show the results for 10 GeV < pch,jetT < 30 GeV and 30 Gev < pch,jetT < 50 GeV, respectively.

function and give a drastic reduction of the interaction with the
medium with increasing parton virtuality.

The distribution of the jet splitting momentum fraction
zg shows almost no visible modification due to the medium
effects for any kinematic configurations in both cases with
modified coherence effects and without coherence effects.
This extremely small sensitivity to the medium effects is
consistent with the experimental data taken by ALICE at the
LHC. Our predictions for future RHIC measurements also
show no significant modification.

Then, we presented the observables related to the jet split-
ting radius rg. In comparison with the ALICE data, both
results with modified coherence effects and without coherence
effects satisfactorily capture the monotonically decreasing be-
havior with increasing radius and give good agreement. Here,
no conclusions about coherent effects could be drawn from
this analysis in comparison with the data from ALICE. We
reiterate again that our simulations reduce to and reproduce
the zg and rg distributions in the absence of the medium, in
comparison with data from p+ p collisions.

In comparison with data from ATLAS [57], we demon-
strated that modified coherence effects manifest, even at the
qualitative behavior level, in rg-dependent RAA with finer bin-
ning. In both the RAA as a function of pjetT for different bins of
the angle rg as well as the RAA as a function of rg in different
pjetT bins, there is a clear difference between simulations with
modified coherence and without coherence. The experimen-
tal data clearly prefer simulations with modified coherence
effects. This indicates that the scattering with the medium
constituents at high virtuality is reduced due to the finer scale
of the medium probed by the jet parton.

Finally, we found that modified coherence effects may also
be visible as a more prominent enhancement at large z in
the modification pattern of the jet fragmentation functions.
The energy loss of hard leading partons, which form the jet
core components with large transverse momentum, is highly
suppressed by modified coherence effects due to their large
virtualities. The data have a slight preference for simulations
with modified coherence if one restricts attention to particles

with z � 0.1. For both cases with modified coherence and
without coherence, the simulations produce fewer particles
at very small z (z � 0.02), with the case without coherence
performing marginally better.

This paper constitutes the third installment of jet and
hadron-based observables from the MATTER + LBT simula-
tions in the JETSCAPE framework [124–126]. In all three of
these papers, including the current effort, we have demon-
strated wide-ranging agreement for the hard sector of jets,
between simulations, typically with modified coherence and
experimental data. The only remaining issues within the hard
sector of the jet are related to coincidence measurements.
These will be presented in a future effort.

In terms of physics included within these simulations, the
one remaining component is the very soft sector of jets. In
the current effort, this was pointed out in the discussion of
the low-rg section of the rg-dependent RAA, and the low-z
and low-pT sector of the jet fragmentation function. This
requires incorporating an energy deposition scheme in which
partons with energy comparable to the ambient temperature
are converted into an energy-momentum source term and then
included back in the hydrodynamic calculation. As may be
obvious, these simulations require close to a single hydro
run per hard event and, as such, are very computationally
demanding. Various schemes to approximately incorporate
soft physics without the need for full hydrodynamic simula-
tion are currently underway. The analysis of certain jet-based
observables predominantly sensitive to the soft sector of jets
will be carried out after these efforts are complete.
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APPENDIX: JET SUPPRESSION AT RHIC

For the benchmarking purposes for our jet substructure
results in Au + Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV presented

in the main body of the paper, we also show the predictions
of RAA for inclusive full and charged jets from the same event
generation by MATTER + LBT with modified coherence effects
in Fig. 12.
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