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Jet Quenching Formalism
✦ Modifications imprinted by a hot and dense medium on fast traversing particle 

✦ In pQCD, the description of such phenomena is based on a high energy 
approximation:
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Where the medium is seen as a collection of 
static scattering centres…
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…Not able to exchange momentum: 
(eikonal approximation)
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Jet Quenching Formalism
✦ Modifications imprinted by a hot and dense medium on fast traversing particle 

✦ In pQCD, the description of such phenomena is based on a high energy 
approximation:

M2

pµ =

✓
p+, p� =

p2?
2p+

, p?

◆

<latexit sha1_base64="5zmnG/nEu/0PI6/Pj+5rgaX1FB4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5zmnG/nEu/0PI6/Pj+5rgaX1FB4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5zmnG/nEu/0PI6/Pj+5rgaX1FB4="></latexit>

p+ � p? � p�
<latexit sha1_base64="K7ajZB828s/xT6oYF26GTilkWNg=">AAAB/3icbZDNSsNAFIVv/K31L+rChZvBIghiSUSw7gpuXFYwttCEMJlO0qGTZJiZCKV046u4caHi1tdw59s4bbPQ1gMDH+fey517IsGZ0o7zbS0tr6yurVc2qptb2zu79t7+g8oLSahHcp7LToQV5Syjnmaa046QFKcRp+1ocDOptx+pVCzP7vVQ0CDFScZiRrA2VmgfivAM+UmCROgLKkXJ56Fdc+rOVGgR3BJqUKoV2l9+LydFSjNNOFaq6zpCByMsNSOcjqt+oajAZIAT2jWY4ZSqYDQ9YIxOjNNDcS7NyzSaur8nRjhVaphGpjPFuq/maxPzv1q30HEjGLFMFJpmZLYoLjjSOZqkgXpMUqL50AAmkpm/ItLHEhNtMquaENz5kxfBu6hf1527y1qzUaZRgSM4hlNw4QqacAst8IDAGJ7hFd6sJ+vFerc+Zq1LVjlzAH9kff4AMDmVBg==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="K7ajZB828s/xT6oYF26GTilkWNg=">AAAB/3icbZDNSsNAFIVv/K31L+rChZvBIghiSUSw7gpuXFYwttCEMJlO0qGTZJiZCKV046u4caHi1tdw59s4bbPQ1gMDH+fey517IsGZ0o7zbS0tr6yurVc2qptb2zu79t7+g8oLSahHcp7LToQV5Syjnmaa046QFKcRp+1ocDOptx+pVCzP7vVQ0CDFScZiRrA2VmgfivAM+UmCROgLKkXJ56Fdc+rOVGgR3BJqUKoV2l9+LydFSjNNOFaq6zpCByMsNSOcjqt+oajAZIAT2jWY4ZSqYDQ9YIxOjNNDcS7NyzSaur8nRjhVaphGpjPFuq/maxPzv1q30HEjGLFMFJpmZLYoLjjSOZqkgXpMUqL50AAmkpm/ItLHEhNtMquaENz5kxfBu6hf1527y1qzUaZRgSM4hlNw4QqacAst8IDAGJ7hFd6sJ+vFerc+Zq1LVjlzAH9kff4AMDmVBg==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="K7ajZB828s/xT6oYF26GTilkWNg=">AAAB/3icbZDNSsNAFIVv/K31L+rChZvBIghiSUSw7gpuXFYwttCEMJlO0qGTZJiZCKV046u4caHi1tdw59s4bbPQ1gMDH+fey517IsGZ0o7zbS0tr6yurVc2qptb2zu79t7+g8oLSahHcp7LToQV5Syjnmaa046QFKcRp+1ocDOptx+pVCzP7vVQ0CDFScZiRrA2VmgfivAM+UmCROgLKkXJ56Fdc+rOVGgR3BJqUKoV2l9+LydFSjNNOFaq6zpCByMsNSOcjqt+oajAZIAT2jWY4ZSqYDQ9YIxOjNNDcS7NyzSaur8nRjhVaphGpjPFuq/maxPzv1q30HEjGLFMFJpmZLYoLjjSOZqkgXpMUqL50AAmkpm/ItLHEhNtMquaENz5kxfBu6hf1527y1qzUaZRgSM4hlNw4QqacAst8IDAGJ7hFd6sJ+vFerc+Zq1LVjlzAH9kff4AMDmVBg==</latexit>

Where the medium is seen as a collection of 
static scattering centres…

A+ = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="bzijl3JubIk/PyfwqNcwc751Pgw=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoqgvUgVLx4rGBsoQ1ls520SzebsLsRSuiP8OJBxav/x5v/xm2bg7Y+GHi8N8PMvCARXBvX/XYKK6tr6xvFzdLW9s7uXnn/4FHHqWLosVjEqh1QjYJL9Aw3AtuJQhoFAlvB6Hbqt55QaR7LBzNO0I/oQPKQM2qs1LrpnZFr4vbKFbfqzkCWSS0nFcjR7JW/uv2YpRFKwwTVulNzE+NnVBnOBE5K3VRjQtmIDrBjqaQRaj+bnTshJ1bpkzBWtqQhM/X3REYjrcdRYDsjaoZ60ZuK/3md1IR1P+MySQ1KNl8UpoKYmEx/J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhEo2hNriy8vEO69eVd37i0qjnqdRhCM4hlOowSU04A6a4AGDETzDK7w5ifPivDsf89aCk88cwh84nz+24I4B</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="bzijl3JubIk/PyfwqNcwc751Pgw=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoqgvUgVLx4rGBsoQ1ls520SzebsLsRSuiP8OJBxav/x5v/xm2bg7Y+GHi8N8PMvCARXBvX/XYKK6tr6xvFzdLW9s7uXnn/4FHHqWLosVjEqh1QjYJL9Aw3AtuJQhoFAlvB6Hbqt55QaR7LBzNO0I/oQPKQM2qs1LrpnZFr4vbKFbfqzkCWSS0nFcjR7JW/uv2YpRFKwwTVulNzE+NnVBnOBE5K3VRjQtmIDrBjqaQRaj+bnTshJ1bpkzBWtqQhM/X3REYjrcdRYDsjaoZ60ZuK/3md1IR1P+MySQ1KNl8UpoKYmEx/J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhEo2hNriy8vEO69eVd37i0qjnqdRhCM4hlOowSU04A6a4AGDETzDK7w5ifPivDsf89aCk88cwh84nz+24I4B</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="bzijl3JubIk/PyfwqNcwc751Pgw=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoqgvUgVLx4rGBsoQ1ls520SzebsLsRSuiP8OJBxav/x5v/xm2bg7Y+GHi8N8PMvCARXBvX/XYKK6tr6xvFzdLW9s7uXnn/4FHHqWLosVjEqh1QjYJL9Aw3AtuJQhoFAlvB6Hbqt55QaR7LBzNO0I/oQPKQM2qs1LrpnZFr4vbKFbfqzkCWSS0nFcjR7JW/uv2YpRFKwwTVulNzE+NnVBnOBE5K3VRjQtmIDrBjqaQRaj+bnTshJ1bpkzBWtqQhM/X3REYjrcdRYDsjaoZ60ZuK/3md1IR1P+MySQ1KNl8UpoKYmEx/J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhEo2hNriy8vEO69eVd37i0qjnqdRhCM4hlOowSU04A6a4AGDETzDK7w5ifPivDsf89aCk88cwh84nz+24I4B</latexit>

…Not able to exchange momentum: 
(eikonal approximation)

Wba(y+, x+, x?) = P exp

(
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Z y+

x+

d⇠A�(⇠, x?)

)

<latexit sha1_base64="6gcWH3B2fXhkosr+Rx5Is9lu16g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="6gcWH3B2fXhkosr+Rx5Is9lu16g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="6gcWH3B2fXhkosr+Rx5Is9lu16g="></latexit>

…or able to induce transverse Browninan motion (beyond eikonal approximation):

Gba(y+, y?;x+, x?) =
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<latexit sha1_base64="l2ie7MQldIA2Bf4wrQmVkoZrvvE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="l2ie7MQldIA2Bf4wrQmVkoZrvvE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="l2ie7MQldIA2Bf4wrQmVkoZrvvE="></latexit>

a
<latexit sha1_base64="jYkZilP6fzXOLD+JI58mdNajR4c=">AAAB53icbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KokI1lvBi8cWjC20oWy2k3btZhN2N0IJ/QVePKh49S9589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTp+0EmmGPosEYnqhFSj4BJ9w43ATqqQxqHAdji+nfntJ1SaJ/LeTFIMYjqUPOKMGiu1aL9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+6JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE9WDnMs0MyjZYlGUCWISMvuaDLhCZsTEEsoUt7cSNqKKMmOzKdsQvOWXV4l/Wbupua2raqNepFGCUziDC/DgGhpwB03wgQHCM7zCm/PovDjvzseidc0pZk7gD5zPHy6GjK4=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="jYkZilP6fzXOLD+JI58mdNajR4c=">AAAB53icbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KokI1lvBi8cWjC20oWy2k3btZhN2N0IJ/QVePKh49S9589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTp+0EmmGPosEYnqhFSj4BJ9w43ATqqQxqHAdji+nfntJ1SaJ/LeTFIMYjqUPOKMGiu1aL9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+6JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE9WDnMs0MyjZYlGUCWISMvuaDLhCZsTEEsoUt7cSNqKKMmOzKdsQvOWXV4l/Wbupua2raqNepFGCUziDC/DgGhpwB03wgQHCM7zCm/PovDjvzseidc0pZk7gD5zPHy6GjK4=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="jYkZilP6fzXOLD+JI58mdNajR4c=">AAAB53icbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KokI1lvBi8cWjC20oWy2k3btZhN2N0IJ/QVePKh49S9589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTp+0EmmGPosEYnqhFSj4BJ9w43ATqqQxqHAdji+nfntJ1SaJ/LeTFIMYjqUPOKMGiu1aL9SdWvuHGSVeAWpQoFmv/LVGyQsi1EaJqjWXc9NTZBTZTgTOC33Mo0pZWM6xK6lksaog3x+6JScW2VAokTZkobM1d8TOY21nsSh7YypGellbyb+53UzE9WDnMs0MyjZYlGUCWISMvuaDLhCZsTEEsoUt7cSNqKKMmOzKdsQvOWXV4l/Wbupua2raqNepFGCUziDC/DgGhpwB03wgQHCM7zCm/PovDjvzseidc0pZk7gD5zPHy6GjK4=</latexit> b

<latexit sha1_base64="4EvsS4FdFlDHZqoEw05OortX290=">AAAB53icbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KokI1lvBi8cWjC20oWy2k3btZhN2N0IJ/QVePKh49S9589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTp+0EmmGPosEYnqhFSj4BJ9w43ATqqQxqHAdji+nfntJ1SaJ/LeTFIMYjqUPOKMGiu1wn6l6tbcOcgq8QpShQLNfuWrN0hYFqM0TFCtu56bmiCnynAmcFruZRpTysZ0iF1LJY1RB/n80Ck5t8qARImyJQ2Zq78nchprPYlD2xlTM9LL3kz8z+tmJqoHOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY1GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcZmU7YheMsvrxL/snZTc1tX1Ua9SKMEp3AGF+DBNTTgDprgAwOEZ3iFN+fReXHenY9F65pTzJzAHzifPzAJjK8=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="4EvsS4FdFlDHZqoEw05OortX290=">AAAB53icbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KokI1lvBi8cWjC20oWy2k3btZhN2N0IJ/QVePKh49S9589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTp+0EmmGPosEYnqhFSj4BJ9w43ATqqQxqHAdji+nfntJ1SaJ/LeTFIMYjqUPOKMGiu1wn6l6tbcOcgq8QpShQLNfuWrN0hYFqM0TFCtu56bmiCnynAmcFruZRpTysZ0iF1LJY1RB/n80Ck5t8qARImyJQ2Zq78nchprPYlD2xlTM9LL3kz8z+tmJqoHOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY1GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcZmU7YheMsvrxL/snZTc1tX1Ua9SKMEp3AGF+DBNTTgDprgAwOEZ3iFN+fReXHenY9F65pTzJzAHzifPzAJjK8=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="4EvsS4FdFlDHZqoEw05OortX290=">AAAB53icbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KokI1lvBi8cWjC20oWy2k3btZhN2N0IJ/QVePKh49S9589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpoJr47rfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTp+0EmmGPosEYnqhFSj4BJ9w43ATqqQxqHAdji+nfntJ1SaJ/LeTFIMYjqUPOKMGiu1wn6l6tbcOcgq8QpShQLNfuWrN0hYFqM0TFCtu56bmiCnynAmcFruZRpTysZ0iF1LJY1RB/n80Ck5t8qARImyJQ2Zq78nchprPYlD2xlTM9LL3kz8z+tmJqoHOZdpZlCyxaIoE8QkZPY1GXCFzIiJJZQpbm8lbEQVZcZmU7YheMsvrxL/snZTc1tX1Ua9SKMEp3AGF+DBNTTgDprgAwOEZ3iFN+fReXHenY9F65pTzJzAHzifPzAJjK8=</latexit>

x+
<latexit sha1_base64="2MYkU6shbImB38iy+8dWW35VLJQ=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoqgvVW8OKxorGFNpTNdtIu3WzC7kYsoT/BiwcVr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz32ymsrK6tbxQ3S1vbO7t75f2DBx2niqHHYhGrdkA1Ci7RM9wIbCcKaRQIbAWj66nfekSleSzvzThBP6IDyUPOqLHS3VPvrFeuuFV3BrJMajmpQI5mr/zV7ccsjVAaJqjWnZqbGD+jynAmcFLqphoTykZ0gB1LJY1Q+9ns1Ak5sUqfhLGyJQ2Zqb8nMhppPY4C2xlRM9SL3lT8z+ukJqz7GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo36XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcamU7Ih1BZfXibeefWq6t5eVBr1PI0iHMExnEINLqEBN9AEDxgM4Ble4c0Rzovz7nzMWwtOPnMIf+B8/gBtD41j</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="2MYkU6shbImB38iy+8dWW35VLJQ=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoqgvVW8OKxorGFNpTNdtIu3WzC7kYsoT/BiwcVr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz32ymsrK6tbxQ3S1vbO7t75f2DBx2niqHHYhGrdkA1Ci7RM9wIbCcKaRQIbAWj66nfekSleSzvzThBP6IDyUPOqLHS3VPvrFeuuFV3BrJMajmpQI5mr/zV7ccsjVAaJqjWnZqbGD+jynAmcFLqphoTykZ0gB1LJY1Q+9ns1Ak5sUqfhLGyJQ2Zqb8nMhppPY4C2xlRM9SL3lT8z+ukJqz7GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo36XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcamU7Ih1BZfXibeefWq6t5eVBr1PI0iHMExnEINLqEBN9AEDxgM4Ble4c0Rzovz7nzMWwtOPnMIf+B8/gBtD41j</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="2MYkU6shbImB38iy+8dWW35VLJQ=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoqgvVW8OKxorGFNpTNdtIu3WzC7kYsoT/BiwcVr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz32ymsrK6tbxQ3S1vbO7t75f2DBx2niqHHYhGrdkA1Ci7RM9wIbCcKaRQIbAWj66nfekSleSzvzThBP6IDyUPOqLHS3VPvrFeuuFV3BrJMajmpQI5mr/zV7ccsjVAaJqjWnZqbGD+jynAmcFLqphoTykZ0gB1LJY1Q+9ns1Ak5sUqfhLGyJQ2Zqb8nMhppPY4C2xlRM9SL3lT8z+ukJqz7GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo36XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcamU7Ih1BZfXibeefWq6t5eVBr1PI0iHMExnEINLqEBN9AEDxgM4Ble4c0Rzovz7nzMWwtOPnMIf+B8/gBtD41j</latexit>

y+
<latexit sha1_base64="lE5oJdiIqCnHVxXAtHryH5Rlc2Q=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSIIQklFsN4KXjxWNLbQhrLZTtqlm03Y3Qgh9Cd48aDi1X/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+Oyura+sbm6Wt8vbO7t5+5eDwUcepYuixWMSqE1CNgkv0DDcCO4lCGgUC28H4Zuq3n1BpHssHkyXoR3QoecgZNVa6z/rn/UrVrbkzkGVSL0gVCrT6la/eIGZphNIwQbXu1t3E+DlVhjOBk3Iv1ZhQNqZD7FoqaYTaz2enTsipVQYkjJUtachM/T2R00jrLApsZ0TNSC96U/E/r5uasOHnXCapQcnmi8JUEBOT6d9kwBUyIzJLKFPc3krYiCrKjE2nbEOoL768TLyL2nXNvbusNhtFGiU4hhM4gzpcQRNuoQUeMBjCM7zCmyOcF+fd+Zi3rjjFzBH8gfP5A26UjWQ=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="lE5oJdiIqCnHVxXAtHryH5Rlc2Q=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSIIQklFsN4KXjxWNLbQhrLZTtqlm03Y3Qgh9Cd48aDi1X/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+Oyura+sbm6Wt8vbO7t5+5eDwUcepYuixWMSqE1CNgkv0DDcCO4lCGgUC28H4Zuq3n1BpHssHkyXoR3QoecgZNVa6z/rn/UrVrbkzkGVSL0gVCrT6la/eIGZphNIwQbXu1t3E+DlVhjOBk3Iv1ZhQNqZD7FoqaYTaz2enTsipVQYkjJUtachM/T2R00jrLApsZ0TNSC96U/E/r5uasOHnXCapQcnmi8JUEBOT6d9kwBUyIzJLKFPc3krYiCrKjE2nbEOoL768TLyL2nXNvbusNhtFGiU4hhM4gzpcQRNuoQUeMBjCM7zCmyOcF+fd+Zi3rjjFzBH8gfP5A26UjWQ=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="lE5oJdiIqCnHVxXAtHryH5Rlc2Q=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSIIQklFsN4KXjxWNLbQhrLZTtqlm03Y3Qgh9Cd48aDi1X/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+Oyura+sbm6Wt8vbO7t5+5eDwUcepYuixWMSqE1CNgkv0DDcCO4lCGgUC28H4Zuq3n1BpHssHkyXoR3QoecgZNVa6z/rn/UrVrbkzkGVSL0gVCrT6la/eIGZphNIwQbXu1t3E+DlVhjOBk3Iv1ZhQNqZD7FoqaYTaz2enTsipVQYkjJUtachM/T2R00jrLApsZ0TNSC96U/E/r5uasOHnXCapQcnmi8JUEBOT6d9kwBUyIzJLKFPc3krYiCrKjE2nbEOoL768TLyL2nXNvbusNhtFGiU4hhM4gzpcQRNuoQUeMBjCM7zCmyOcF+fd+Zi3rjjFzBH8gfP5A26UjWQ=</latexit>

y?
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Jet Quenching Effects
✦ Jet Quenching signatures: 

✦ Medium-induced energy loss and transverse momentum broadening: 

✦ Single gluon emission (beyond) eikonal limit
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[Baier, Dokshitzer, Mueller, Peigné, Schiff (95)], [Zakharov (96)], 
[Wiedemann (01)], [Arnold, Moore,Yaffe (02)], [LA, Armesto, Salgado, (12)],  
[Blaizot, Dominguez, Iancu, Mehtar-Tani (13-14)], [LA, Armesto, Milhano, Salgado, (15)]
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Jet Quenching Effects
✦ Jet Quenching signatures: 

✦ Medium-induced energy loss and transverse momentum broadening: 

✦ Single gluon emission (beyond) eikonal limit
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[Baier, Dokshitzer, Mueller, Peigné, Schiff (95)], [Zakharov (96)], 
[Wiedemann (01)], [Arnold, Moore,Yaffe (02)], [LA, Armesto, Salgado, (12)],  
[Blaizot, Dominguez, Iancu, Mehtar-Tani (13-14)], [LA, Armesto, Milhano, Salgado, (15)]
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q = (1� z)p
<latexit sha1_base64="791PHE2IR5Ffv2AVq2Rc5EQgEaI=">AAAB8XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSLUg2VXBOtBKHjxWMG1he1SsmnahmaTNckKdenP8OJBxav/xpv/xrTdg7Y+GHi8N8PMvCjhTBvX/XaWlldW19YLG8XNre2d3dLe/r2WqSLUJ5JL1YqwppwJ6htmOG0liuI44rQZDa8nfvORKs2kuDOjhIYx7gvWYwQbKwUP6ApVvNOnE5R0SmW36k6BFomXkzLkaHRKX+2uJGlMhSEcax14bmLCDCvDCKfjYjvVNMFkiPs0sFTgmOowm548RsdW6aKeVLaEQVP190SGY61HcWQ7Y2wGet6biP95QWp6tTBjIkkNFWS2qJdyZCSa/I+6TFFi+MgSTBSztyIywAoTY1Mq2hC8+ZcXiX9Wvay6t+flei1PowCHcAQV8OAC6nADDfCBgIRneIU3xzgvzrvzMWtdcvKZA/gD5/MHHKaPWA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="791PHE2IR5Ffv2AVq2Rc5EQgEaI=">AAAB8XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSLUg2VXBOtBKHjxWMG1he1SsmnahmaTNckKdenP8OJBxav/xpv/xrTdg7Y+GHi8N8PMvCjhTBvX/XaWlldW19YLG8XNre2d3dLe/r2WqSLUJ5JL1YqwppwJ6htmOG0liuI44rQZDa8nfvORKs2kuDOjhIYx7gvWYwQbKwUP6ApVvNOnE5R0SmW36k6BFomXkzLkaHRKX+2uJGlMhSEcax14bmLCDCvDCKfjYjvVNMFkiPs0sFTgmOowm548RsdW6aKeVLaEQVP190SGY61HcWQ7Y2wGet6biP95QWp6tTBjIkkNFWS2qJdyZCSa/I+6TFFi+MgSTBSztyIywAoTY1Mq2hC8+ZcXiX9Wvay6t+flei1PowCHcAQV8OAC6nADDfCBgIRneIU3xzgvzrvzMWtdcvKZA/gD5/MHHKaPWA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="791PHE2IR5Ffv2AVq2Rc5EQgEaI=">AAAB8XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSLUg2VXBOtBKHjxWMG1he1SsmnahmaTNckKdenP8OJBxav/xpv/xrTdg7Y+GHi8N8PMvCjhTBvX/XaWlldW19YLG8XNre2d3dLe/r2WqSLUJ5JL1YqwppwJ6htmOG0liuI44rQZDa8nfvORKs2kuDOjhIYx7gvWYwQbKwUP6ApVvNOnE5R0SmW36k6BFomXkzLkaHRKX+2uJGlMhSEcax14bmLCDCvDCKfjYjvVNMFkiPs0sFTgmOowm548RsdW6aKeVLaEQVP190SGY61HcWQ7Y2wGet6biP95QWp6tTBjIkkNFWS2qJdyZCSa/I+6TFFi+MgSTBSztyIywAoTY1Mq2hC8+ZcXiX9Wvay6t+flei1PowCHcAQV8OAC6nADDfCBgIRneIU3xzgvzrvzMWtdcvKZA/gD5/MHHKaPWA==</latexit>

Average over medium color configurations:  
multiple soft scattering approximation



Jet Quenching Effects
✦ Jet Quenching signatures: 

✦ Vacuum coherence modifications: 

✦ Single gluon emission from a quark-antiquark antenna pair
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[Mehtar-Tani, Salgado, Tywoniuk (2010-2011)]  
[Casalderrey-Solana, Iancu (2011)] 
[LA, Armesto, Milhano, Salgado (2017)]
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[Mehtar-Tani, Salgado, Tywoniuk (2010-2011)]  
[Casalderrey-Solana, Iancu (2011)] 
[LA, Armesto, Milhano, Salgado (2017)]

…

�med ⇡ 1� e�
1
12Q

2
sr

2
?

Antenna transverse resolution: 

Medium transverse scale:
r? = ✓L
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Qs =
p

q̂L
<latexit sha1_base64="WJ8cfZnxXC1VCjDRap2c62EbsRA=">AAAB/XicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/ouLJy2IRPJVUBOtBKHjx4KEFYwtNCJvtpl26+ejuRCgh4F/x4kHFq//Dm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8w8PxFcgWV9G6WV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3fP3D94UHEqKbNpLGLZ9YligkfMBg6CdRPJSOgL1vFHN1O/88ik4nF0D5OEuSEZRDzglICWPPOo7Sl8jR01lpA5QwLZOL/LPbNq1awZ8DKpF6SKCrQ888vpxzQNWQRUEKV6dSsBNyMSOBUsrzipYgmhIzJgPU0jEjLlZrPzc3yqlT4OYqkrAjxTf09kJFRqEvq6MyQwVIveVPzP66UQNNyMR0kKLKLzRUEqMMR4mgXuc8koiIkmhEqub8V0SCShoBOr6BDqiy8vE/u8dlWz2hfVZqNIo4yO0Qk6Q3V0iZroFrWQjSjK0DN6RW/Gk/FivBsf89aSUcwcoj8wPn8AbGqVUg==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="WJ8cfZnxXC1VCjDRap2c62EbsRA=">AAAB/XicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/ouLJy2IRPJVUBOtBKHjx4KEFYwtNCJvtpl26+ejuRCgh4F/x4kHFq//Dm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8w8PxFcgWV9G6WV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3fP3D94UHEqKbNpLGLZ9YligkfMBg6CdRPJSOgL1vFHN1O/88ik4nF0D5OEuSEZRDzglICWPPOo7Sl8jR01lpA5QwLZOL/LPbNq1awZ8DKpF6SKCrQ888vpxzQNWQRUEKV6dSsBNyMSOBUsrzipYgmhIzJgPU0jEjLlZrPzc3yqlT4OYqkrAjxTf09kJFRqEvq6MyQwVIveVPzP66UQNNyMR0kKLKLzRUEqMMR4mgXuc8koiIkmhEqub8V0SCShoBOr6BDqiy8vE/u8dlWz2hfVZqNIo4yO0Qk6Q3V0iZroFrWQjSjK0DN6RW/Gk/FivBsf89aSUcwcoj8wPn8AbGqVUg==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="WJ8cfZnxXC1VCjDRap2c62EbsRA=">AAAB/XicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/ouLJy2IRPJVUBOtBKHjx4KEFYwtNCJvtpl26+ejuRCgh4F/x4kHFq//Dm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8w8PxFcgWV9G6WV1bX1jfJmZWt7Z3fP3D94UHEqKbNpLGLZ9YligkfMBg6CdRPJSOgL1vFHN1O/88ik4nF0D5OEuSEZRDzglICWPPOo7Sl8jR01lpA5QwLZOL/LPbNq1awZ8DKpF6SKCrQ888vpxzQNWQRUEKV6dSsBNyMSOBUsrzipYgmhIzJgPU0jEjLlZrPzc3yqlT4OYqkrAjxTf09kJFRqEvq6MyQwVIveVPzP66UQNNyMR0kKLKLzRUEqMMR4mgXuc8koiIkmhEqub8V0SCShoBOr6BDqiy8vE/u8dlWz2hfVZqNIo4yO0Qk6Q3V0iZroFrWQjSjK0DN6RW/Gk/FivBsf89aSUcwcoj8wPn8AbGqVUg==</latexit>

dN!!0
q ⇠ ↵sCR

d!

!

sin ✓d✓

1� cos ✓
[⇥(cos ✓1 � cos ✓) +�med⇥(cos ✓ � cos ✓1)]

After integrating over azimuthal angle:

!
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<latexit sha1_base64="YAmyOzWwOjygb7oEGx6l4dM3220=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KokI1lvBi8cKpi20oWy2m3btZhN2J0IJ/Q9ePKh49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4dua3n7g2IlEPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3U6uGII+1Xqm7NnYOsEq8gVSjQ7Fe+eoOEZTFXyCQ1puu5KQY51SiY5NNyLzM8pWxMh7xrqaIxN0E+v3ZKzq0yIFGibSkkc/X3RE5jYyZxaDtjiiOz7M3E/7xuhlE9yIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnrZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKENqGxD8JZfXiX+Ze2m5t5fVRv1Io0SnMIZXIAH19CAO2iCDwwe4Rle4c1JnBfn3flYtK45xcwJ/IHz+QMNCo7x</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="YAmyOzWwOjygb7oEGx6l4dM3220=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KokI1lvBi8cKpi20oWy2m3btZhN2J0IJ/Q9ePKh49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4dua3n7g2IlEPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3U6uGII+1Xqm7NnYOsEq8gVSjQ7Fe+eoOEZTFXyCQ1puu5KQY51SiY5NNyLzM8pWxMh7xrqaIxN0E+v3ZKzq0yIFGibSkkc/X3RE5jYyZxaDtjiiOz7M3E/7xuhlE9yIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnrZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKENqGxD8JZfXiX+Ze2m5t5fVRv1Io0SnMIZXIAH19CAO2iCDwwe4Rle4c1JnBfn3flYtK45xcwJ/IHz+QMNCo7x</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="YAmyOzWwOjygb7oEGx6l4dM3220=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KokI1lvBi8cKpi20oWy2m3btZhN2J0IJ/Q9ePKh49Qd589+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXplIYdN1vZ219Y3Nru7RT3t3bPzisHB23TJJpxn2WyER3Qmq4FIr7KFDyTqo5jUPJ2+H4dua3n7g2IlEPOEl5ENOhEpFgFK3U6uGII+1Xqm7NnYOsEq8gVSjQ7Fe+eoOEZTFXyCQ1puu5KQY51SiY5NNyLzM8pWxMh7xrqaIxN0E+v3ZKzq0yIFGibSkkc/X3RE5jYyZxaDtjiiOz7M3E/7xuhlE9yIVKM+SKLRZFmSSYkNnrZCA0ZygnllCmhb2VsBHVlKENqGxD8JZfXiX+Ze2m5t5fVRv1Io0SnMIZXIAH19CAO2iCDwwe4Rle4c1JnBfn3flYtK45xcwJ/IHz+QMNCo7x</latexit>
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Jet Quenching Observables
✦ From single particle measurements (single particle) to jets (full partonic 

shower) requires better theoretical description:
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Jet Quenching Observables
✦ From single particle measurements (single particle) to jets (full partonic 

shower) requires better theoretical description: 
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[Kurkela, Wiedemann (2014)], [Mehtar-Tani, Tywoniuk (2017)] 
[Caucal, Iancu, Mueller, Soyez (2018)]

AO “Vacuum” showers 
θL << q L  
t ~ ln Q2

^

Anti-AO “Medium” shower 
θL >> q L 

t ~ L

^

But main signatures in 
qualitative agreement with 
experimental observations!
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Jet Quenching Observables

M7

Dijet/Boson+Jet Asymmetry

Jet Shapes

Jet Fragmentation functions

Jet Quenching can be used to assess 
QGP properties!
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✦ Probing of the QGP in heavy-ion collisions through a range of complementary 

probes: 

✦ Jets, Quarkonia, Hydrodynamical Flow coefficients, Hadrochemistry,… 

✦ All of them are the integrated result over the whole medium evolution

M8

Need to devise a strategy to probe the time-structure of the QGP! 

But…

Strong time-dependence of the 
medium properties (expansion and 

cooling of the system)

Small-size systems (high-multiplicity 
pp and pA collisions) show 

signatures of collective behaviour



Jet Quenching
✦ Jet Quenching probes so far: Dijets, Z+jet, ɣ+jet, 
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✦ Produced simultaneously with the collision;  

✦ Our suggestion: t+tbar events 

✦ Leptonic decay: tagging; 

✦ Hadronic decay: probe of the medium 

✦ Decay chain: top + W boson 
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✦ Originated jets will interact with the 
medium at later times

Closer look to q+qbar 
antenna…



Color Coherence
✦ Moreover, W boson hadronic decay is the natural setup to study coherence 

effects: 

✦ Increases even more the time delay allowing to have a complete mapping 
of the QGP evolution: 

✦ Stay in colourless singlet state during:

Medium able to “see” both particles 
Color correlation is broken 

Both particles emit independently

Qs < θqqL

Medium “sees” both particles as 
one single emitter 

Particles emit coherently

Qs ~ θqqL
Saturation 

scale:

Decoherence a high gluon energies
(A two scale problem)

• The decoherence parameter 

�med ⇥ 1� exp[� 1
12

Q2
s r2
�]

Q2
s = q̂ L

r� = �qq̄ L

•                       (Dipole regime)r⇥ < Q�1
s •                       (Decoh. regime)r⇥ > Q�1

s

r��qq̄ Q�1
s

r��qq̄ Q�1
s

• Hard scale:                                    andQ �max (r�1
⇥ , Qs) k� < Q

screening
 length�med �

1
12

Q2
s r2
� �med � 1

HARD SCALES IN THE PROBLEM 

- a two scale problem!

Decoherence a high gluon energies
(A two scale problem)

• The decoherence parameter 

�med ⇥ 1� exp[� 1
12

Q2
s r2
�]

Q2
s = q̂ L

r� = �qq̄ L

•                       (Dipole regime)r⇥ < Q�1
s •                       (Decoh. regime)r⇥ > Q�1

s

r��qq̄ Q�1
s
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s

• Hard scale:                                    andQ �max (r�1
⇥ , Qs) k� < Q

screening
 length�med �

1
12

Q2
s r2
� �med � 1

Qs:  characteristic momentum 
scale of the medium

Q2
s = q̂ L r? = �qq̄ L

Transport 
coefficient:: 

Medium 
length: L

top quarks and W’s have finite lifetime (and decay to jets)

➤ you can control the lifetime by selecting the pT of the top (or 
W) and exploiting time dilation 

➤ colour singlet qqbar from W doesn’t start interacting with 
medium right away — the q and qbar need to decohere

7

top quark @ rest ~0.15 fm/c

W boson @ rest ~0.10 fm/c

Resolving the time structure of the quark-gluon plasma
with boosted top quarks

Liliana, Guilherme, Gavin and Carlos

July 18, 2016

Abstract

Abstract still to be written

1 Key formulas and numbers

FCC: 39 TeV, 30 nb
�1
, A = 208

LHC: 5.5 TeV, 10 nb
�1
, A = 208

Factors to consider

• assume 50% e�ciency for two b-tags

• assume no background

• assume about 50% of cross section for 10% centrality

• People typically assume a medium lifetime of 5 fm/c – but of course it gets quite

diluted over that time.

Decoherence time. Ref. [1] gives this without the leading numerical factors. With the

numerical factors we should have

td =

✓
3

q̂✓2qq̄

◆1/3

(1)

A sensible value for q̂ is q̂ = 4 GeV
2/ fm. If we translate that just to units of distance (or

time) we get

td = 0.31 fm⇥ ✓�2/3
qq̄ (2)

Pictures

• CMS event display http://media4.s-nbcnews.com/j/MSNBC/Components/Photo/
_new/101130-cern-RhoPhi-huge.grid-6x2.jpg

1

q̂ is parameter of medium ⇠ 4GeV2/fm

✓qq̄ is quark-antiquark opening angle

Mehtar-Tani, Salgado & Tywoniuk, 1205.5739

Mehtar-Tani, Salgado, Tywoniuk (2010-2011)  
Casalderrey-Solana, Iancu (2011)

td =

✓
12

q̂✓2qq̄

◆1/3
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Time Delayed Probes
✦ Total delay time as a function of the top pT:

Transverse boost factor: 

M11
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W
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more detailed study that includes also full consideration
of all heavy-ion e↵ects at a given specific collider.

Contributions to the average total delay time, h⌧toti
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 b b - W+ W→ tt 

FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.

�t,X =

 
p2t,X
m2

X

+ 1

! 1
2

<latexit sha1_base64="w3nyvy19iKDhfDqMyc51kc3pjks="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="w3nyvy19iKDhfDqMyc51kc3pjks="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="w3nyvy19iKDhfDqMyc51kc3pjks="></latexit>

td =

✓
12

q̂✓2qq̄

◆1/3

Coherence time:



✦ Toy model for energy loss (current jet quenching Monte Carlo event 
generators without medium modifications to coherence pattern): 

✦ For a fixed medium length, a coloured particle loses, e.g.,15% of its energy

Time Dependence Toy Model

Average momentum imbalance Z + Jet Average number of Z + Jet pairs

CMS PRL 2017 M12

10% less pairs

10% energy 
loss



✦ W decay particles will lose energy proportionally to the distance that they 
travel: 

✦ Particles emitted from the qqbar “antenna”, will lose:

Time Dependence Toy Model

t
W

b

q

qbar

QGP

𝛕m = medium lifetime

𝛕tot = total delay time (ttop + tW + td) 

(time at which the antenna decoheres)
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FIG. 1. Distribution of ⌧tot for events that pass all reconstruc-
tion cuts and have a top-quark candidate (independently of
the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco

W at the LHC and FCC.

former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced

FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we

2

coherence time to be [7]

⌧d =

✓
12

q̂✓2qq̄

◆1/3

, (2)

in natural units, ~ = c = 1, and with ✓qq̄ the open-
ing angle between the two decay products of the W ,
again in a longitudinal frame where the z component
of W momentum is zero. The quantity q̂ is the trans-
port coe�cient of the medium (squared transverse mo-
mentum broadening per unit length, see e.g. [5]). While
in practice it is expected to be a function of time, for
our proof of principle illustration here, we take it to be
constant, q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm (conservatively taken larger
than found in Refs. [8, 9]). To get an event-by-event
estimate of the interaction start time, we will associate
each component with a randomly distributed exponential
distribution. With these choices, for inclusive top-quark
production at the LHC with centre-of-mass energy (per
nucleon pair)

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, the average times are,

h�t,top⌧topi ' 0.18 fm/c , h�t,W ⌧W i ' 0.14 fm/c , and
h⌧di ' 0.34 fm/c , with dispersions that are comparable.
The 1/3 power in Eq. (2), means that h⌧di is only weakly
dependent on the value of q̂.

To probe jet quenching and its time dependence in tt̄
production, we here suggest measuring the invariant mass
mjj of the dijet system that is produced from hadronic
W decays. In pp events, mjj is closely related to the
W mass, modulo final-state-radiation (FSR) e↵ects. The
di↵erence in reconstructed mjj in central ion-ion (AA)
collisions as compared to pp will be our measure of jet
quenching.

To evaluate the potential of such a study we exam-
ine semi-muonic tt̄ events, i.e. where one top decays to
bW (W ! µ⌫), while the other decays hadronically to
bW (W ! jj). In pA collisions it has been demonstrated
that it is possible to tag this class of events with es-
sentially no background [10] as long as two b-tags are
required, and so we only consider signal events.

For a quantitative analysis, we use events from the
“hvq” (heavy-quark) process [11] in revision 3180 of
the POWHEGbox [12] generator, which simulates top-
quark production to next-to-leading (NLO) accuracy
in the strong coupling constant. We use it with the
PDF4LHC15 nlo 30 PDF set [13], and shower events with
Pythia 8.223 [14, 15], tune 4C [16]. Our final results
will be based on events at hadron level, without un-
derlying event. The number of events that we can ex-
pect for an integrated luminosity LAA of AA collisions

is n(f) ' LAA�
(tt̄)
pp A2c(f) where �(tt̄)

pp is the pp cross sec-
tion for tt̄ production and A is the atomic mass of the
ions being collided (see also Ref. [17]). The c(f) factor
accounts for the centrality range f . We will concentrate
on f = 0�10%, and so use c(0�10%) ' 0.42 [18].

To keep the analysis and simulation relatively simple,
we choose not to embed events in a heavy-ion medium.

Instead we introduce a single factor to mimic the com-
bination of all sources of fluctuations: those from the
embedding and medium-subtraction procedure, from fi-
nite detector resolution and also from jet quenching dy-
namics. Specifically, we rescale the momentum of each
particle i by a factor (1 + r�pt/

p
pt,i + 1 GeV) where r

is a Gaussian-distributed random number (di↵erent for
each particle) with a standard deviation of 1; �pt is taken

to be 1.5 GeV1/2. This leads to an e↵ective relative jet
energy resolution of about 1.5 GeV1/2/

p
pt for high-pt

jets, or about 15% for pt = 100 GeV, consistent with
Ref. [19].
To simulate baseline full quenching in 0�10% central

PbPb systems, we apply a constant energy loss rescal-
ing factor Q0 = 0.85 to all particle momenta, which is
consistent with observations in �/Z+jets measurements
performed by ATLAS and CMS [20, 21]. Recall that
the fluctuations associated with quenching are included
in our single global fluctuation factor. A more sophis-
ticated analysis would be possible, but is perhaps best
carried out in the context of a full experimental study.
To account for dependence of the quenching on the

time ⌧tot at which the W decay products start to interact
with the medium, all particles from the W decay are
scaled by a factor Q(⌧tot) rather than Q0. We will return
to the exact form of Q(⌧tot) below.
To tag potential tt̄ events, we require the presence of

a muon, two b-tagged jets and at least two non-b-tagged
jets. The muon should have pt > 25 GeV and rapidity
|y| < 2.5. Jets are obtained using the anti-kt jet algo-
rithm [22] with radius R = 0.3 and subsequent partial
declustering [23, 24] with the kt algorithm [25, 26], all
performed within FastJet v3.2.1 [27]. A selection require-
ment of pt > 30 GeV and |y| < 2.5 is applied to the anti-
kt jets. We assume a b-tagging e�ciency of ✏b = 70% per
b, as obtained in pPb events in [10] and anticipating the
expected improvements in b-tagging in high-multiplicity
environments from HL-LHC detector upgrades [28, 29].
We also assume that fake b-tags do not introduce any
substantial background.

Our W and top-quark reconstruction procedure is in-
spired by the pseudo-top definition of Refs. [30, 31],
adapted to be more resilient to the presence of addi-
tional jets from initial-state radiation (ISR) and at the
same time robust with respect to e↵ects of quenching on
the energy scales of W and top candidates. The use of
R = 0.3 anti-kt clustering and then kt declustering to
obtain the input jets helps ensure adequate performance
across a broad range of top-quark transverse boosts (sim-
ilar in spirit though di↵erent in its details to Ref. [32]).
The full procedure is detailed in the supplemental mate-
rial.

For each event that satisfies the reconstruction require-
ments, we consider two observables: mreco

W , the mass
of the reconstructed hadronic W -boson candidate and
precot,top, the pt of the corresponding top candidate. The

1 2 3 4 5 6
τtot (fm/c)

0.05

0.10

0.15
ΔE/E

𝛕m = 5fm/c
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more detailed study that includes also full consideration
of all heavy-ion e↵ects at a given specific collider.

Contributions to the average total delay time, h⌧toti
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 b b - W+ W→ tt 

FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.

mW,jet(pT,top): link to the time at which 
antenna particles start to interact 

⇒ ΔE = ΔE(t)
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FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
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ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
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We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%
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scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).
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Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
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FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.

mW,jet(pT,top): link to the time at which 
antenna particles start to interact 

⇒ ΔE = ΔE(t)
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more detailed study that includes also full consideration
of all heavy-ion e↵ects at a given specific collider.

Contributions to the average total delay time, h⌧toti
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FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.

mW,jet(pT,top): link to the time at which 
antenna particles start to interact 

⇒ ΔE = ΔE(t)
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more detailed study that includes also full consideration
of all heavy-ion e↵ects at a given specific collider.

Contributions to the average total delay time, h⌧toti
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FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.
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more detailed study that includes also full consideration
of all heavy-ion e↵ects at a given specific collider.

Contributions to the average total delay time, h⌧toti
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FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.
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more detailed study that includes also full consideration
of all heavy-ion e↵ects at a given specific collider.

Contributions to the average total delay time, h⌧toti
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FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.
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more detailed study that includes also full consideration
of all heavy-ion e↵ects at a given specific collider.

Contributions to the average total delay time, h⌧toti
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FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.
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more detailed study that includes also full consideration
of all heavy-ion e↵ects at a given specific collider.

Contributions to the average total delay time, h⌧toti
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FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.
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more detailed study that includes also full consideration
of all heavy-ion e↵ects at a given specific collider.

Contributions to the average total delay time, h⌧toti
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FIG. 6. Total delay time and its standard deviation (mark-
ers and corresponding error bars), as given by Eq. (1), for
q̂ = 4GeV2/fm. The average contribution of each component
is shown as coloured stacked bands (see legend). For compar-
ison, the total delay time for q̂ = 1 GeV2/fm is shown as a
dashed line.

The result of Eq. (1) is shown as a function of the
reconstructed top jet transverse momentum in Fig. 6,
broken into its three components, represented as stacked
bands. The range of pt’s shown is guided by expectations
as to what will be accessible at widely discussed scenarios
of potential future colliders [38, 39]. The dispersion �⌧tot

of the sum of the three components is also represented
in Fig. 6, as vertical black lines. To illustrate the weak
dependence of h⌧toti on the value of q̂, the average total
delay time assuming a q̂ = 1 GeV2/ fm (rather than
q̂ = 4 GeV2/ fm) is shown as a dashed line. The larger
result for ⌧tot would translate to a larger reach in ⌧m
values for a given collider setup.

Control of the jet energy scale

To be able to identify the time-induced di↵erence be-
tween quenching of W jets in tt̄ events from full quench-
ing, it is crucial to have a reliable estimate of the expected
reconstructed W mass were quenching of the W jets to
be una↵ected by coherence delays and the W lifetime.

The procedure that we envisage for this purpose is to
use measurements of the Z-jet and �-jet balance in events
with cleanly identified (leptonic) Z bosons and photons
to determine the expectations for full quenching and to
then apply that determination to embedded tt̄ events.

To estimate the potential precision of such an ap-
proach, we examined how well the average xjZ = ptj/ptZ
ratio could be determined at the HL-LHC. Ref. [34] from
CMS gives a projection for the uncertainties on the xjZ

distribution with LPbPb = 10 nb�1. We took that dis-
tribution and created replica distributions by fluctuating
each bin with a Gaussian uncertainty set by the projec-
tion. We then evaluated the standard deviation of the
hxjZi values across many replicas. The result for the
standard deviation was 1.2%. This guides our choice of
1% for the systematic uncertainty on the impact of stan-
dard quenching for the purpose of producing Fig. 5.
We also note that Ref. [20] from ATLAS, shows a 1%

uncertainty (blue lines, bottom panel of Fig.3) for the
cross-calibration uncertainty between PbPb and pp col-
lisions. One should keep in mind that other jet-energy
scale uncertainties that are common to the pp and PbPb
cases should largely cancel when considering the di↵er-
ence between embedded pp results and PbPb data (and
it is precisely this di↵erence that interests us).

Lighter ions

Following the recent successful XeXe machine-
development run at the LHC, the prospect has been
raised [36] that with ions lighter than Pb it might be
possible to achieve e↵ective nucleon-nucleon luminosities
(i.e. total number of hard collisions) that are up to an
order of magnitude larger than for PbPb, in part be-
cause of the reduction of e↵ects such as bound–free pair
production [37]. Generically, higher luminosities would
bring substantially increased sensitivity to the longer
time structure of the QGP medium.
Aside from luminosity considerations, smaller ion

species have both an advantage and a disadvantage. The
advantage is that the intrinsic time scales associated with
the smaller, cooler QGP might be shorter than for PbPb
and so more accessible with top-quark probes. However a
smaller, cooler QGP is also likely to result in less quench-
ing. It is for the purpose of illustrating the tradeo↵s as-
sociated with lighter species that in Fig. 5 we show a
curve labelled KrKr. It uses a quenching of 10% rather
than 15%, in line with observations in CuCu [35] that are
consistent with quenching that goes as A1/3, where A is
the nuclear mass. The reduced quenching means that the
equivalent of Fig. 3 for KrKr would have the bands more
closely spaced. Accordingly one needs to go to higher
luminosities in order to distinguish any two given time
scenarios. At low luminosities the extra factor is rel-
atively limited, about 1.5, while at higher luminosities
it increases to about 3. Note that at higher luminosi-
ties the systematic and pp statistical uncertainties on the
expected standard quenching results start to dominate,
since we have taken them to be independent of the PbPb
equivalent luminosity.
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FIG. 1. Distribution of ⌧tot for events that pass all reconstruc-
tion cuts and have a top-quark candidate (independently of
the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco

W at the LHC and FCC.

former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco

W at the LHC and FCC.

former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we
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tion cuts and have a top-quark candidate (independently of
the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco

W at the LHC and FCC.

former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we

“bands” = 1𝜎
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FIG. 1. Distribution of ⌧tot for events that pass all reconstruc-
tion cuts and have a top-quark candidate (independently of
the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco

W at the LHC and FCC.

former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we

3

0 1 2 3 4 5
 (fm/c)totτ

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

to
t

τ
1/

N
 d

N
/d

LHC 5.5 TeV (inclusive)

 > 400 GeV)reco
t,top

FCC 39 TeV (p

 b b - W+ W→ tt 

FIG. 1. Distribution of ⌧tot for events that pass all reconstruc-
tion cuts and have a top-quark candidate (independently of
the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco

W at the LHC and FCC.

former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we
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FIG. 1. Distribution of ⌧tot for events that pass all reconstruc-
tion cuts and have a top-quark candidate (independently of
the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco

W at the LHC and FCC.

former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we

“bands” = 1𝜎



✦ Needed luminosity for LHC (PbPb) run?

From pT Differential to Inclusive

M20

��

��

��

��

��

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ���

������ ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

�
���
��
��
��
��
� �

���������� ���� �������� �������

������ ������������ ������

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ���������

��� ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

����������
��������

��� ��� ����
��� ��� ����

��� � ����
��� �� ����

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ���������

��� ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

����������
��������

��� ��� ����
��� ��� ����

��� � ����
��� �� ����

��

��

��

��

��

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ���

������ ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

�
���
��
��
��
��
� �

���������� ���� �������� �������

������ ������������ ������

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ���������

��� ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

����������
��������

��� ��� ����
��� ��� ����

��� � ����
��� �� ����

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ���������

��� ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

����������
��������

��� ��� ����
��� ��� ����

��� � ����
��� �� ����

��

��

��

��

��

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ���

������ ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

�
���
��
��
��
��
� �

���������� ���� �������� �������

������ ������������ ������

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ���������

��� ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

����������
��������

��� ��� ����
��� ��� ����

��� � ����
��� �� ����

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ���������

��� ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

����������
��������

��� ��� ����
��� ��� ����

��� � ����
��� �� ����

��

��

��

��

��

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ���

������ ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

�
���
��
��
��
��
� �

���������� ���� �������� �������

������ ������������ ������

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ���������

��� ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

����������
��������

��� ��� ����
��� ��� ����

��� � ����
��� �� ����

� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

��� ���������

��� ���� � �� ���
� ���� ��� �� ���� ����

����������
��������

��� ��� ����
��� ��� ����

��� � ����
��� �� ����

Inclusive

(integrating over 
top pT)

3

0 1 2 3 4 5
 (fm/c)totτ

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

to
t

τ
1/

N
 d

N
/d

LHC 5.5 TeV (inclusive)

 > 400 GeV)reco
t,top

FCC 39 TeV (p

 b b - W+ W→ tt 

FIG. 1. Distribution of ⌧tot for events that pass all reconstruc-
tion cuts and have a top-quark candidate (independently of
the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco

W at the LHC and FCC.

former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we
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former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we
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the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we

“bands” = 1𝜎

fixed at 2 fb-1

fixed at 2 fb-1
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the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco
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former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we

Only possible to distinguish, 𝛕m = 1 fm/c from full quenching baseline.
Distinction between larger values of 𝛕m need higher energies (HE-LHC) and/or 

luminosities



Statistical Significance:
✦ LHC 5.5 TeV (LPbPb = 10 nb−1) vs HE-LHC 11 TeV:
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FIG. 1. Distribution of ⌧tot for events that pass all reconstruc-
tion cuts and have a top-quark candidate (independently of
the reconstructed top-quark and W -boson masses).
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FIG. 2. Di↵erential fiducial proton–proton tt̄ reconstruction
cross section as a function of mreco

W at the LHC and FCC.

former will provide our measure of quenching (and was
once before studied for this purpose [33]). The latter
can be translated to an average ⌧tot and for 200 GeV .
precot,top . 1 TeV the relation reads (see figure 6 in the
supplemental material)

h⌧toti(precot,top) ' (0.37 + 0.0022 precot,top/GeV) fm/c . (3)

The distribution of ⌧tot values is given in Fig. 1 for the
LHC

p
sNN = 5.5 TeV, inclusively over precot,top, and for

a future-circular-collider (FCC) with
p
sNN = 39 TeV,

considering events with precot,top > 400 GeV. Note the long
tails in both cases, which will contribute sensitivity to
times substantially beyond h⌧toti.

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of mreco
W , again for the

LHC and FCC, with a precot,top cut in the latter case. Re-
sults are shown with baseline full quenching for all parti-
cles and without quenching (the latter being equivalent
to pp events embedded in heavy-ion events to account
for the e↵ect of the underlying event). One sees clear
W -mass peaks, superposed on a continuum associated
with events where the W decay jets have not been cor-
rectly identified. The continuum is significantly reduced
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FIG. 3. The average (points) and standard deviation (width
of band) formreco

W across many pseudo-experiments, as a func-
tion of luminosity for an inclusive sample of tt̄ events, as a
function of the integrated PbPb luminosity at the LHC (left)
and the HE-LHC (right).

at high precot,top. The W peaks in the quenched case are
shifted to the left, and the extent of the shift provides an
experimental measure of the quenching. The peaks are
also lower in the quenched case, reflecting the smaller
fractions of events that pass the reconstruction (and, for
FCC, precot,top) cuts.
To estimate the sensitivity of top-quark measurements

to the time-dependence of quenching in the medium, we
consider a toy model in which the quenching is propor-
tional to the time between the moment when theW decay
products decohere, ⌧tot, and a moment when the medium
quenching e↵ect stops being active, ⌧m. This gives a
⌧tot-dependent quenching factor Q(⌧tot) for the W decay
products of

Q(⌧tot) = 1 + (Q0 � 1)
⌧m � ⌧tot

⌧m
⇥(⌧m � ⌧tot) . (4)

Recall that all other hadronic particles undergo quench-
ing with the factor Q0.
For each choice of ⌧m we obtain a mreco

W histogram as
in Fig. 2. We carry out a binned likelihood fit for the his-
togram and the background of incorrectly reconstructed
W ’s using the functional form

N(m) = a exp


� (m�mfit

W )2

2�2

�
+ b+ cm , (5)

which yields good fits. The free parameters a, b, c, � and
mfit

W are constrained to sensible ranges so as to increase
the stability of the fit in low statistics samples.
Fig. 3 shows the results for mfit

W . They are plotted as
bands for di↵erent ⌧m values, as a function of the PbPb
integrated luminosity, LPbPb. The width of each band
represents the standard deviation of mfit

W values that we

N𝜎

We can estimate now the  
maximum 𝛕m that  

can be distinguished at 2𝜎 
from the  

baseline full quenched result

(Include the best pT cut 
that maximizes the N𝜎)

Only possible to distinguish, 𝛕m = 1 fm/c from full quenching baseline.
Distinction between larger values of 𝛕m need higher energies (HE-LHC) and/or 

luminosities



Maximum Timescales
✦ Translate previous results into: 

✦ Maximum brick time, 𝛕m, that can be distinguished (from full quenching) 
with 2𝜎, as a function of 𝓛equivPbPb:
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FIG. 4. Dependence of the reconstructed W mass on the
reconstructed top pt for HE-LHC (left) and FCC (right) col-
lisions. The quenched result corresponds to baseline full mod-
ification of the pp results, which would in practice be obtained
using knowledge of quenching from other measurements.

were present and started interacting from time 0. In a
real experiment, the corresponding scaling factor could
be obtained by measuring quenching in another quark-
jet dominated process (e.g. with �+jet or Z+jet balance),
as a function of the jet pt.

For short values of the e↵ective medium lifetime, ⌧m,
the mfit

W result is close to the unquenched result. This re-
flects the fact that theW decay products start interacting
only towards the end of the medium lifetime. For larger
values of ⌧m they instead still see most of the medium
duration, and most of the quenching. A very short-lived
medium, ⌧m = 1 fm/c, could be distinguished from the
full quenching baseline at the LHC with its currently ap-
proved LPbPb = 10 nb�1. However, to distinguish larger
values of ⌧m would require either higher luminosities or
higher energies. This is illustrated in the right-hand plot
of Fig. 3 for a future HE–LHC (

p
sNN = 11 TeV), where

the tt̄ cross section is 6 times larger.
At higher-energies it becomes advantageous to explore

the precot,top dependence of mfit
W , illustrated in Fig. 4 for the

HE–LHC and the FCC (
p
sNN = 39 TeV). For each bin

of precot,top, the upper axis shows the corresponding aver-
age ⌧tot. For a given band of ⌧m, when precot,top is large
enough so that h⌧toti & ⌧m, the band merges with the
unquenched expectation. Thus the shape of the precot,top

dependence gives powerful information on the medium
time-structure.1

1 The unquenched and baseline-quenched bands also have a precot,top
dependence, induced by the underlying jet and muon pt cuts,
as well as di↵erent amounts of final-state radiation outside the
R = 0.3 jet as a function of precot,top.
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FIG. 5. The maximum medium quenching end-time, ⌧m, that
can be distinguished from full quenching with two standard
deviations, as a function of luminosity for di↵erent collider
energies and species. For the KrKr points, the LKrKr value
that is used is equal to LPbPb · (APb/AKr)

2, i.e. maintaining
an equal number of nucleon–nucleon collisions.

Fig. 5 shows our estimate of the maximum ⌧m that
can be distinguished at two standard deviations from
the baseline full quenched result, for di↵erent colliders
as a function of LPbPb. The number of standard devi-
ations takes into account the statistical uncertainty of
mfit

W , for both the actual heavy-ion data and the embed-
ded “quenched” pp data (2 fb�1) and an additional 1%
systematic uncertainty (see supplemental material and
Ref. [34]). For each collider luminosity and energy the
results are obtained by choosing a precot,top cut so as to max-
imise the significance.

Fig. 5 also shows results for KrKr collisions. Lighter
ions such as Kr are of interest, despite their smaller
quenching e↵ects [35], because of the potential for higher
e↵ective integrated nucleon-nucleon luminosities [36, 37],
and are discussed further in the supplemental material.

To conclude, in this work we have shown that the study
of top quarks and their decays has a unique potential to
resolve the time dimension in jet-quenching studies of the
QGP. To benefit from this potential requires a su�ciently
large sample of top quarks, in particular to enhance event
rates on the high-pt tail, which gives the sensitivity to the
longer timescales. At the LHC, with currently planned
luminosity, such a programme could begin. With higher
energy colliders or a significantly increased luminosity
at the LHC (whether from longer running or lighter ion
species), there would be substantial prospects for using
jet quenching to study the evolution of the QGP over
the first few fm/c. Overall, our results provide a strong
motivation for a programme of experimental studies of
top-quark production in heavy-ion collisions.

Acknowledgements: We are grateful to John Jowett
for bringing to our attention the potential for higher
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✦ Successful XeXe run at LHC:  
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FIG. 4. Dependence of the reconstructed W mass on the
reconstructed top pt for HE-LHC (left) and FCC (right) col-
lisions. The quenched result corresponds to baseline full mod-
ification of the pp results, which would in practice be obtained
using knowledge of quenching from other measurements.

were present and started interacting from time 0. In a
real experiment, the corresponding scaling factor could
be obtained by measuring quenching in another quark-
jet dominated process (e.g. with �+jet or Z+jet balance),
as a function of the jet pt.

For short values of the e↵ective medium lifetime, ⌧m,
the mfit

W result is close to the unquenched result. This re-
flects the fact that theW decay products start interacting
only towards the end of the medium lifetime. For larger
values of ⌧m they instead still see most of the medium
duration, and most of the quenching. A very short-lived
medium, ⌧m = 1 fm/c, could be distinguished from the
full quenching baseline at the LHC with its currently ap-
proved LPbPb = 10 nb�1. However, to distinguish larger
values of ⌧m would require either higher luminosities or
higher energies. This is illustrated in the right-hand plot
of Fig. 3 for a future HE–LHC (

p
sNN = 11 TeV), where

the tt̄ cross section is 6 times larger.
At higher-energies it becomes advantageous to explore

the precot,top dependence of mfit
W , illustrated in Fig. 4 for the

HE–LHC and the FCC (
p
sNN = 39 TeV). For each bin

of precot,top, the upper axis shows the corresponding aver-
age ⌧tot. For a given band of ⌧m, when precot,top is large
enough so that h⌧toti & ⌧m, the band merges with the
unquenched expectation. Thus the shape of the precot,top

dependence gives powerful information on the medium
time-structure.1

1 The unquenched and baseline-quenched bands also have a precot,top
dependence, induced by the underlying jet and muon pt cuts,
as well as di↵erent amounts of final-state radiation outside the
R = 0.3 jet as a function of precot,top.
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FIG. 5. The maximum medium quenching end-time, ⌧m, that
can be distinguished from full quenching with two standard
deviations, as a function of luminosity for di↵erent collider
energies and species. For the KrKr points, the LKrKr value
that is used is equal to LPbPb · (APb/AKr)

2, i.e. maintaining
an equal number of nucleon–nucleon collisions.

Fig. 5 shows our estimate of the maximum ⌧m that
can be distinguished at two standard deviations from
the baseline full quenched result, for di↵erent colliders
as a function of LPbPb. The number of standard devi-
ations takes into account the statistical uncertainty of
mfit

W , for both the actual heavy-ion data and the embed-
ded “quenched” pp data (2 fb�1) and an additional 1%
systematic uncertainty (see supplemental material and
Ref. [34]). For each collider luminosity and energy the
results are obtained by choosing a precot,top cut so as to max-
imise the significance.

Fig. 5 also shows results for KrKr collisions. Lighter
ions such as Kr are of interest, despite their smaller
quenching e↵ects [35], because of the potential for higher
e↵ective integrated nucleon-nucleon luminosities [36, 37],
and are discussed further in the supplemental material.

To conclude, in this work we have shown that the study
of top quarks and their decays has a unique potential to
resolve the time dimension in jet-quenching studies of the
QGP. To benefit from this potential requires a su�ciently
large sample of top quarks, in particular to enhance event
rates on the high-pt tail, which gives the sensitivity to the
longer timescales. At the LHC, with currently planned
luminosity, such a programme could begin. With higher
energy colliders or a significantly increased luminosity
at the LHC (whether from longer running or lighter ion
species), there would be substantial prospects for using
jet quenching to study the evolution of the QGP over
the first few fm/c. Overall, our results provide a strong
motivation for a programme of experimental studies of
top-quark production in heavy-ion collisions.

Acknowledgements: We are grateful to John Jowett
for bringing to our attention the potential for higher
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FIG. 4. Dependence of the reconstructed W mass on the
reconstructed top pt for HE-LHC (left) and FCC (right) col-
lisions. The quenched result corresponds to baseline full mod-
ification of the pp results, which would in practice be obtained
using knowledge of quenching from other measurements.

were present and started interacting from time 0. In a
real experiment, the corresponding scaling factor could
be obtained by measuring quenching in another quark-
jet dominated process (e.g. with �+jet or Z+jet balance),
as a function of the jet pt.

For short values of the e↵ective medium lifetime, ⌧m,
the mfit

W result is close to the unquenched result. This re-
flects the fact that theW decay products start interacting
only towards the end of the medium lifetime. For larger
values of ⌧m they instead still see most of the medium
duration, and most of the quenching. A very short-lived
medium, ⌧m = 1 fm/c, could be distinguished from the
full quenching baseline at the LHC with its currently ap-
proved LPbPb = 10 nb�1. However, to distinguish larger
values of ⌧m would require either higher luminosities or
higher energies. This is illustrated in the right-hand plot
of Fig. 3 for a future HE–LHC (

p
sNN = 11 TeV), where

the tt̄ cross section is 6 times larger.
At higher-energies it becomes advantageous to explore

the precot,top dependence of mfit
W , illustrated in Fig. 4 for the

HE–LHC and the FCC (
p
sNN = 39 TeV). For each bin

of precot,top, the upper axis shows the corresponding aver-
age ⌧tot. For a given band of ⌧m, when precot,top is large
enough so that h⌧toti & ⌧m, the band merges with the
unquenched expectation. Thus the shape of the precot,top

dependence gives powerful information on the medium
time-structure.1

1 The unquenched and baseline-quenched bands also have a precot,top
dependence, induced by the underlying jet and muon pt cuts,
as well as di↵erent amounts of final-state radiation outside the
R = 0.3 jet as a function of precot,top.
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FIG. 5. The maximum medium quenching end-time, ⌧m, that
can be distinguished from full quenching with two standard
deviations, as a function of luminosity for di↵erent collider
energies and species. For the KrKr points, the LKrKr value
that is used is equal to LPbPb · (APb/AKr)

2, i.e. maintaining
an equal number of nucleon–nucleon collisions.

Fig. 5 shows our estimate of the maximum ⌧m that
can be distinguished at two standard deviations from
the baseline full quenched result, for di↵erent colliders
as a function of LPbPb. The number of standard devi-
ations takes into account the statistical uncertainty of
mfit

W , for both the actual heavy-ion data and the embed-
ded “quenched” pp data (2 fb�1) and an additional 1%
systematic uncertainty (see supplemental material and
Ref. [34]). For each collider luminosity and energy the
results are obtained by choosing a precot,top cut so as to max-
imise the significance.

Fig. 5 also shows results for KrKr collisions. Lighter
ions such as Kr are of interest, despite their smaller
quenching e↵ects [35], because of the potential for higher
e↵ective integrated nucleon-nucleon luminosities [36, 37],
and are discussed further in the supplemental material.

To conclude, in this work we have shown that the study
of top quarks and their decays has a unique potential to
resolve the time dimension in jet-quenching studies of the
QGP. To benefit from this potential requires a su�ciently
large sample of top quarks, in particular to enhance event
rates on the high-pt tail, which gives the sensitivity to the
longer timescales. At the LHC, with currently planned
luminosity, such a programme could begin. With higher
energy colliders or a significantly increased luminosity
at the LHC (whether from longer running or lighter ion
species), there would be substantial prospects for using
jet quenching to study the evolution of the QGP over
the first few fm/c. Overall, our results provide a strong
motivation for a programme of experimental studies of
top-quark production in heavy-ion collisions.

Acknowledgements: We are grateful to John Jowett
for bringing to our attention the potential for higher
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ΔEPbPb/EPbPb ~ 0.15  
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FIG. 4. Dependence of the reconstructed W mass on the
reconstructed top pt for HE-LHC (left) and FCC (right) col-
lisions. The quenched result corresponds to baseline full mod-
ification of the pp results, which would in practice be obtained
using knowledge of quenching from other measurements.

were present and started interacting from time 0. In a
real experiment, the corresponding scaling factor could
be obtained by measuring quenching in another quark-
jet dominated process (e.g. with �+jet or Z+jet balance),
as a function of the jet pt.

For short values of the e↵ective medium lifetime, ⌧m,
the mfit

W result is close to the unquenched result. This re-
flects the fact that theW decay products start interacting
only towards the end of the medium lifetime. For larger
values of ⌧m they instead still see most of the medium
duration, and most of the quenching. A very short-lived
medium, ⌧m = 1 fm/c, could be distinguished from the
full quenching baseline at the LHC with its currently ap-
proved LPbPb = 10 nb�1. However, to distinguish larger
values of ⌧m would require either higher luminosities or
higher energies. This is illustrated in the right-hand plot
of Fig. 3 for a future HE–LHC (

p
sNN = 11 TeV), where

the tt̄ cross section is 6 times larger.
At higher-energies it becomes advantageous to explore

the precot,top dependence of mfit
W , illustrated in Fig. 4 for the

HE–LHC and the FCC (
p
sNN = 39 TeV). For each bin

of precot,top, the upper axis shows the corresponding aver-
age ⌧tot. For a given band of ⌧m, when precot,top is large
enough so that h⌧toti & ⌧m, the band merges with the
unquenched expectation. Thus the shape of the precot,top

dependence gives powerful information on the medium
time-structure.1

1 The unquenched and baseline-quenched bands also have a precot,top
dependence, induced by the underlying jet and muon pt cuts,
as well as di↵erent amounts of final-state radiation outside the
R = 0.3 jet as a function of precot,top.
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FIG. 5. The maximum medium quenching end-time, ⌧m, that
can be distinguished from full quenching with two standard
deviations, as a function of luminosity for di↵erent collider
energies and species. For the KrKr points, the LKrKr value
that is used is equal to LPbPb · (APb/AKr)

2, i.e. maintaining
an equal number of nucleon–nucleon collisions.

Fig. 5 shows our estimate of the maximum ⌧m that
can be distinguished at two standard deviations from
the baseline full quenched result, for di↵erent colliders
as a function of LPbPb. The number of standard devi-
ations takes into account the statistical uncertainty of
mfit

W , for both the actual heavy-ion data and the embed-
ded “quenched” pp data (2 fb�1) and an additional 1%
systematic uncertainty (see supplemental material and
Ref. [34]). For each collider luminosity and energy the
results are obtained by choosing a precot,top cut so as to max-
imise the significance.

Fig. 5 also shows results for KrKr collisions. Lighter
ions such as Kr are of interest, despite their smaller
quenching e↵ects [35], because of the potential for higher
e↵ective integrated nucleon-nucleon luminosities [36, 37],
and are discussed further in the supplemental material.

To conclude, in this work we have shown that the study
of top quarks and their decays has a unique potential to
resolve the time dimension in jet-quenching studies of the
QGP. To benefit from this potential requires a su�ciently
large sample of top quarks, in particular to enhance event
rates on the high-pt tail, which gives the sensitivity to the
longer timescales. At the LHC, with currently planned
luminosity, such a programme could begin. With higher
energy colliders or a significantly increased luminosity
at the LHC (whether from longer running or lighter ion
species), there would be substantial prospects for using
jet quenching to study the evolution of the QGP over
the first few fm/c. Overall, our results provide a strong
motivation for a programme of experimental studies of
top-quark production in heavy-ion collisions.

Acknowledgements: We are grateful to John Jowett
for bringing to our attention the potential for higher
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…), but no underlying event background or sophisticated energy loss 
model…
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✦ Top quarks and their decays has a unique potential to resolve the time 

evolution of the QGP

✦ A first attempt along this line of research (proof of concept):

✦ Energy loss fluctuations, statistical significance assessment based on a 
“true-sized” sample (event reconstruction efficiency, b-tagging efficiency,
…), but no underlying event background or sophisticated energy loss 
model…

✦ Promising results:

✦ FCC energies: should be possible to assess the QGP density evolution 
(control over timescales can be done via pT dependence)

✦ HE/HL-LHC: still able to distinguish different medium-duration scenarios/
quenching dominated regions from the inclusive top sample
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Conclusions
✦ Top quarks and their decays has a unique potential to resolve the time 

evolution of the QGP

✦ A first attempt along this line of research (proof of concept):

✦ Energy loss fluctuations, statistical significance assessment based on a 
“true-sized” sample (event reconstruction efficiency, b-tagging efficiency,
…), but no underlying event background or sophisticated energy loss 
model…

✦ Promising results:

✦ FCC energies: should be possible to assess the QGP density evolution 
(control over timescales can be done via pT dependence)

✦ HE/HL-LHC: still able to distinguish different medium-duration scenarios/
quenching dominated regions from the inclusive top sample

M24Thank you!
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Jet Energy Loss

✦ Average Jet Energy Loss: 

✦ Z+Jet: (CMS PRL 2017)
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Jet Energy Loss

✦ Average Jet Energy Loss: 

✦ Z+Jet: (CMS PRL 2017)
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(Average momentum imbalance Z + Jet)

10% less pairs

(Average number of Z + Jet pairs)

10% energy 
loss

�E

E
= �0.15

Taking into account the pairs that are lost  
(its pt falls below the pt cut):

Energy Loss fluctuations: Gaussian (at 
particle level) as 150%/√(pT) ≡ 15% at 
100GeV



Simulation

✦ Monte Carlo Event Generator (POWHEG NLO ttbar production + pythia 8 showering 
with PDF4LHC15_nlo_30_PDF): 

✦ Rescaling at parton level with Gaussian fluctuations like: 

✦ Q (1 + r σpt /︎pt,i + 1 GeV)1/2,  

✦ Q = Quenching factor (Q0 or Q(𝛕tot)) 

✦ r = random number from Gaussian with σ = 1 

✦ σpt = 1.5 GeV1/2   (≡ 15% at 100GeV,  arXiv:1702.01060: CMS Z+jet)
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W Mass Reconstruction

✦ W candidate reconstruction procedure: 

✦ pT,μ > 25 GeV + 2 bjets + >= 2 non-bjets 

✦ Anti-kT R = 0.3, pT > 30 GeV, |η| < 2.5. 
(recluster with kT, R = 1.0 and decluster with 
dcut =  (20GeV)2) 

✦ W jets = 2 highest-pT non-b jets. 

✦ W candidate is reconstructed by considering 
all pairs of non-b jets with mjj < 130 GeV; the 
highest scalar pT sum pair is selected 

✦ b-tagging efficiency of 70% (pPb events)
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✦ W candidate is reconstructed by considering 
all pairs of non-b jets with mjj < 130 GeV; the 
highest scalar pT sum pair is selected 
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Reconstruction procedures

✦ Our “old” 

✦ 1μ with pT > 25 GeV 
and |𝜂| < 2.5 

✦ Jet reconstruction with 
anti-kT R = 0.3, pT > 
30 GeV, |𝜂| < 2.5 
(recluster with kT, R = 
1.0 and decluster with 
dcut =  (20GeV)2) 

✦ “muonic” W candidate 
is the one closest to 
the muon in Delta R 
(ATLAS 1502.05923)

M30

✦ Our “new” 

✦ 1μ with pT > 25 GeV 
and |𝜂| < 2.5 

✦ Jet reconstruction with 
anti-kT R = 0.3, pT > 30 
GeV, |𝜂| < 2.5 
(recluster with kT, R = 
1.0 and decluster with 
dcut =  (20GeV)2) 

✦ “hadronic” W 
candidate is 
reconstructed by 
considering all pairs of 
non-b jets with mjj < 
130 GeV; the highest 
scalar pt sum pair is 
selected

✦ CMS: 

✦ 1μ with with pT > 30 
GeV and |η| < 2.1 

✦ Jet reconstruction with 
anti-kT R = 0.4, pT > 25 
GeV and |𝜂| < 2.5  

✦ Reconstructed jets 
must be separated by 
at least ∆R = 0.3 from 
the selected muon 

✦ “hadronic” W candidate 
is reconstructed by 
considering the pair 
with the with the 
smallest separation in 
(η,φ) plane 



Lighter Ions
✦ How about lighter nuclei? 

✦ Lighter nuclei can go higher in luminosity. 

✦ Energy loss for lighter systems? CuCu (RHIC) or KrKr (LHC) 

✦ Glauber model: number of participants (NpKrKr ~ 110 [0-10]%; NpPbPb ~ 
356 [0-10]%) 

✦ BDMPS for an expanding medium (ΔE ~ L) 

✦ Estimate: L ~ A1/3 ⇒ ΔEKrKr/EKrKr ~ (NpKrKr/NpPbPb)1/3 ΔEPbPb/EPbPb 

✦ ΔEPbPb/EPbPb ~ 0.15 ⇒ ΔEKrKr/EKrKr ~ 0.1

M31

Consistent with STAR (2010)!



Lighter Ions
✦ How about lighter nuclei? 

✦ Lighter nuclei can go higher in luminosity.

M32

J. Jowet, Initial Stages 2016

Large cross-sections for 
electromagnetic processes 
in ultra-peripheral collisions: 

Bound-free e-e+ pair 
production creates 

secondary beams of Pb81+ 
ions emerging from the 

collision point;

Easy to avoid the bound by 
going lighter! 

But lose nucleon-nucleon 
luminosity as A2.



Particle Decay and Coherence Time

✦ To get an event-by-event estimate of the interaction start time each 
component has associated a randomly distributed exponential distribution with 
a mean and dispersion: 

✦ ⟨γt,top τtop ⟩ ≃ 0.18 fm/c , ⟨γt,W τW ⟩ ≃ 0.14 fm/c , ⟨τd⟩ ≃ 0.34 fm/c  

✦ Reconstruction of the event (at parton level) 

✦ 1μ with pT > 25 GeV and |𝜂| < 2.5 

✦ Jet reconstruction with anti-kT R = 0.3, pT > 30 GeV, |𝜂| < 2.5. (recluster 
with kT, R = 1.0 and decluster with dcut =  (20GeV)2) 

✦ 2 b-jets + >= 2 non-bjets 

✦ Quenching + energy loss fluctuations at parton level
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√sNN Comparisons

✦ √sNN = 39 TeV vs √sNN = 20 TeV vs √sNN = 11 TeV

M34
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√sNN Comparisons

✦ √sNN = 39 TeV vs √sNN = 20 TeV vs √sNN = 11 TeV
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