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Aiming at a simultaneous description of both the hard and the soft regime of ultra-relativistic
heavy-ion collisions at RHIC and LHC, we present our recent progress in studying the nuclear
modification factor RAA, the momentum imbalance of reconstructed di-jets AJ , and the elliptic
flow v2 within the partonic transport model BAMPS (Boltzmann Approach to Multi-Parton Scat-
terings). By numerically solving the relativistic Boltzmann equation while using both elastic and
inelastic perturbative QCD interactions together with an improved Gunion Bertsch matrix element
and a running coupling, BAMPS allows the full 3+1D simulation of the quark-gluon plasma at
the microscopic level. We show that when fixing the parameter XLPM resulting from the effective
modeling of the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal effect, we find not only a good description of RAA

and AJ , but also a sizable elliptic flow is built up within the partonic phase.
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1. Introduction

When heavy nuclei collide at ultra-relativistic energies, they create a system of hot and dense
matter. Due to the enormous available energy densities within these collisions, quasi-free quarks
and gluons represent the relevant degrees of freedom. Therefore the produced medium is com-
monly called the “quark-gluon plasma”. Experiments at both the Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider
(RHIC) at BNL and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN show that the created medium ex-
hibits interesting properties [1, 2]: While high energy particles traversing the medium are quenched,
the system shows at the same time a collective behavior similar to a nearly perfect liquid.

Among the most prominent observables for quantifying these properties are the nuclear mod-
ification factor, RAA, and the elliptic flow, v2. While RAA, defined as

RAA =
d2NAA/dpT dy

Nbin d2Npp/dpT dy
, (1.1)

measures the suppression of inclusive particle yields compared to scaled p+p collisions, the elliptic
flow v2, defined in terms of the second Fourier coefficient of the azimuthal particle distribution,
gives insight to the collectivity of the medium.

Furthermore, due to the enormous collision energy of the LHC and thereby increased produc-
tion cross section of high pt partons, the separation between the momenta of the traversing partons
and the underlying background medium become more distinct with the result that energy loss stud-
ies in terms of reconstructed jets become feasible. By studying reconstructed jets within heavy-ion
collisions, both the ATLAS [3] as well as the CMS experiment [4, 5] reported the measurement
of an enhanced number of events with an asymmetric pair of reconstructed back-to-back jets in
comparison with p+p events. One observable for describing this asymmetry in reconstructed jet
momenta is the momentum imbalance

AJ (pt;1, pt;2) =
pt;1− pt;2

pt;1 + pt;2
, (1.2)

where pt;1 (pt;2) is the transverse momentum of the leading (subleading) jet—the reconstructed
jet with the highest (second highest) transverse momentum per event. Already in p+p collisions,
where no medium creation is expected, the QCD vacuum splitting processes of the initial partons
with high virtuality lead to a non-zero AJ distribution. The further enhancement of unbalanced
events in heavy-ion collisions is the result of different in-medium energy loss of the two partons
within the created bulk medium, which is a consequence of a non-central spatial production point
of the initial di-jet pair.

Although jet quenching and bulk phenomena are both commonly attributed to the partonic
phase of the heavy-ion collision, a simultaneous understanding on the microscopic level remains a
challenge [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. In this paper we report on our progress in understanding the QGP
within the partonic transport model Boltzmann Approach to Multi-Parton Scatterings (BAMPS).
Based on cross sections calculated in pQCD, soft and hard particles are treated on the same footing
in a common framework. While we take explicitly the running of the coupling into account, we

∗Speaker.
†A footnote may follow.
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Figure 1: Differential cross section dσ/dy for the process qq′→ qq′g calculated with the exact [14], the GB
[15], the GB with (1− x)2 and x = k⊥√

s ey, and the improved GB with (1− x̄)2 matrix element [16].

study not only the energy loss of highly energetic particles, but also the collective behavior of the
bulk medium.

2. The partonic transport model BAMPS

The partonic transport model Boltzmann Approach to Multi-Parton Scatterings (BAMPS) [10,
13] describes the full 3+1D evolution of both the QGP medium as well as high energy particles
traversing it by numerically solving the relativistic Boltzmann equation,

pµ
∂µ f (~x, t) = C22 +C2↔3 , (2.1)

for on-shell partons, quarks and gluons, and perturbative quantum-chromodynamics (pQCD) in-
teractions. To this end, a stochastical modeling of the collision probabilities together with a test-
particle ansatz is employed.

Within BAMPS, both elastic 2 → 2 scattering processes calculated in leading-order pQCD,
like e.g. gg→ gg, and inelastic 2 ↔ 3 interactions, like e.g. gg↔ ggg, based on the Gunion-
Bertsch (GB) approximation [15] are included. Recent studies [16] show that the “original Gunion-
Bertsch” matrix element [15] is not fully valid in the forward and backward rapidity region of the
emitted gluon. To this end, an improved GB matrix element,∣∣M X→Y+g

∣∣2 = ∣∣M X→Y
∣∣2 Pg (2.2)

with

Pg = 48παs(k2
⊥)(1− x̄)2

[
k⊥
k2
⊥
+

q⊥−k⊥
(q⊥−k⊥)2 +m2

D

(
αs(k2

⊥)
)]2

, (2.3)
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was proposed that shows a good agreement with the exact pQCD matrix element over the con-
sidered phase space region, cf. Fig. 2 [16]. Within the GB approximation the matrix element
factorizes into an elastic part

∣∣M X→Y
∣∣ and a probability Pg for emitting a gluon, where k⊥ and q⊥

are the transverse momentum of the emitted and internal gluons, respectively. The longitudinal
momentum fraction x̄ carried away by the emitted gluon can be related to the gluon rapidity in the
center-of-mass system of the respective microscopic collision by x̄ = k⊥√

s e|y|.
Analogously to the implementation of heavy quarks in BAMPS [17, 18], we also recently im-

plemented a running coupling αs(t) for the light parton sector. By setting the scale of the coupling
to the momentum transfer of the considered channel, the running coupling is evaluated for each
collision at the microscopic level.

For modeling the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal (LPM) effect, which is an important quantum
effect within a partonic QCD medium, an effective cutoff function θ (λ −XLPM τ f ) in the radiative
matrix elements is used, where λ is the mean free path of the radiating particle and τ f the gluon
formation time. For XLPM = 1, this effectively allows only independent inelastic scatterings, while
XLPM = 0 leads to no LPM suppression at all. A more sophisticated implementation of the LPM
effect, where also some interference processes occur, should lead to a parameter in the intermediate
region 0 < XLPM < 1. For now, we treat XLPM as a parameter and fix its value based on the RAA

of neutral pions at RHIC, cf. Sec. 3. Any further divergences resulting from the integration of the
pQCD matrix elements are cured by a screening Debye mass, which is dynamically computed on
the basis of the current quark and gluon distribution [10].

3. Results

As established in [19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24] the QGP simulated within previous BAMPS studies
employing the “original Gunion-Bertsch” matrix element together with a fixed coupling showed a
collectivity that resulted in an elliptic flow that was in agreement with data. However, the same
interactions driving the elliptic flow also led to a suppression of jets that was too strong in com-
parison with the RAA of neutral pions at RHIC. In the following we present our recent results for
both observables and, additionally, the momentum imbalance AJ calculated within BAMPS while
employing the improved Gunion-Bertsch matrix element together with a running coupling.

Fig. 2 shows the nuclear modification factor RAA for gluons, light quarks and pions/hadrons at
RHIC and LHC obtained by BAMPS with PYTHIA [27] initial conditions together with a Monte-
Carlo Glauber sampling as described in detail in Ref. [10, 28]. It shows that gluons are stronger
suppressed than light quarks over the whole pt range due to their larger QCD color factor. For
comparison with data, we also show the RAA resulting from fragmentation via AKK fragmentation
functions [29] for neutral pions and charged hadrons, respectively. A LPM parameter XLPM = 0.3
shows the best agreement with RHIC data and is therefore fixed to this value throughout the rest
of this paper. With the fixed value we do not only describe the RAA at RHIC but also explain
successfully the RAA for charged hadrons at LHC.

Hadrons at low pt are dominated by fragmenting gluons, while at higher pt the quark contri-
bution increases. This effect together with the rising shape of the RAA leads to a hadronic RAA that
is close to the quark RAA. Since the shape of the partonic RAA at LHC is steeper than at RHIC, this
effect is even more pronounced.
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Figure 2: Nuclear modification factor RAA of gluons, light quarks, and neutral pions at RHIC (left) and
charged hadrons at LHC (right), respectively, for a running coupling and LPM parameter X = 0.3 together
with data of neutral pions [25] and charged hadrons [26], respectively.
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Figure 3: Momentum imbalance AJ by BAMPS with PYTHIA initial conditions and CMS trigger conditions
for a running coupling and LPM parameter X = 0.3 together with data by CMS [5]. Additionally, the initial
AJ distribution obtained by PYTHIA is shown.

By using PYTHIA initial conditions and the improved GB matrix element together with a
running coupling and the fixed XLPM = 0.3 parameter, Fig. 3 shows the momentum imbalance
calculated within BAMPS together with data by CMS [5]. After employing the trigger conditions
given by CMS and reconstructing the jets by the anti-kt algorithm as implemented in the package
FASTJET [30], BAMPS shows a good agreement with data. As a remark, since the data is not
corrected for the finite experimental jet energy resolution a Gaussian smearing for the reconstructed
jet momenta is applied based on a comparison between PYTHIA simulations and the measured p+p
AJ distribution as shown in Fig. 3. For more details and information about the simulation strategy
of reconstructed jets within BAMPS and especially the complications arising from the employed
test-particle ansatz, we refer to Ref. [31].
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Figure 4: Elliptic flow v2 of gluons, light quarks, and both together (light partons) within |η |< 1.0 at RHIC
(left) and |η |< 0.8 at LHC (right) as a function of the number of participants Npart for a running coupling and
LPM parameter X = 0.3. As a comparison we show experimental data by STAR and PHOBOS for charged
hadrons within |η |< 0.5 and |η |< 1.0 (left) [32, 33] and CMS for charged hadrons within |η |< 0.8 (right)
[34].

After presenting the results on the quenching of jets, we show the results for the bulk evo-
lution by employing the same setup as already described above together with the fixed LPM pa-
rameter XLPM = 0.3 and a freeze-out energy density εc = 0.6GeV/fm [20]. Since the microscopic
hadronization processes within the soft regime are not fully understood yet, we show in fig. 4 our
results for the integrated, partonic v2 as a function of the number of participants Npart in compari-
son with RHIC and LHC data. Assuming a coalescence picture, it can be shown that the partonic
and hadronic integrated v2 are supposed to be identical.

Remarkably, by using the same microscopic pQCD interactions for both the hard and the soft
momentum regime, BAMPS media build up a sizable amount of flow within the partonic phase:
The difference of the integrated, partonic v2 of BAMPS and the measured, hadronic v2 both at
RHIC and LHC is about 10− 20%. The gluonic contribution to the flow is again higher than the
quark contribution due to the larger color factors resulting from the underlying pQCD interactions.
Reasons for the remaining difference between BAMPS and data stems mainly from the missing
fluctuations in the initial state as well as the missing hadronic interactions after freeze-out.

The sizable flow within BAMPS originates mainly from the isotropization via inelastic 2 ↔ 3
processes. However, due to the running coupling this isotropization is dominantly at low pt where
the coupling is large. At high pt , where jets are suppressed, the coupling is significantly smaller.
This allows the description of RAA and, at the same time, the building of a sizable flow within the
medium regime by using the same microscopic interactions.

4. Conclusions

While using full 3+1D microscopic simulations obtained by the partonic transport model
BAMPS, we presented our recent progress in understanding the QGP in terms of the nuclear mod-
ification factor RAA, the momentum imbalance AJ of reconstructed di-jets and the elliptic flow v2.
By employing an improved Gunion-Bertsch matrix element, which gives a better agreement with
the exact pQCD matrix element at forward and backward gluon rapidity, and a running coupling
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evaluated at the microscopic level, we are able to describe the jet quenching in terms of RAA and AJ

at RHIC and LHC, respectively. Furthermore, the same microscopic interactions lead to a sizable
elliptic flow of the bulk medium. In contrast to previous BAMPS simulations, where the original
GB approximation and a fixed coupling was used, the running coupling lead to an isotropization in
the bulk regime while providing a realistic suppression at higher pt .

For further understanding the energy loss of high pt particles and especially its path-length
dependence we are currently investigating the implementation of a stochastic LPM effect simi-
lar to [35, 36]. This would allow further constraints for the implemented LPM parameter XLPM.
Furthermore, to quantitatively describe the missing contribution to the elliptic flow v2, we plan
to implement initial state fluctuations in the primary nucleon-nucleon collisions. This would ad-
ditionally allow the study of higher Fourier coefficients like e.g. v3. Moreover, we are currently
investigating the correlations of heavy flavor [37, 38] within the same framework.
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