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Energy-energy-correlators (EEC’s) are a promising observable to study the dynamics of jet evo-
lution in the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) through its imprint on angular scales in the energy flux of
final-state particles. We carry out the first complete calculation of EEC’s using realistic simulations
of high-energy heavy-ion collisions, and dissect the different dynamics underlying the final distribu-
tion through analyses of jet propagation in a uniform medium. The EEC’s of γ-jets in heavy-ion
collisions are found to be enhanced by the medium response from elastic scatterings instead of in-
duced gluon radiation at large angles. In the meantime, EEC’s are suppressed at small angles due
to energy loss and transverse momentum broadening of jet shower partons. These modifications are
further shown to be sensitive to the angular scale of the in-medium interaction, as characterized by
the Debye screening mass. Experimental verification and measurement of such modifications will
shed light on this scale, and the short-distance structure of the QGP in heavy-ion collisions.

1. Introduction.– Jets are powerful probes of the prop-
erties of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) in high-energy
heavy-ion collisions. Because of the hard scales involved,
they are initiated in the early stages of the collision, and
can resolve the short distance structure of the medium.
The asymptotic freedom of QCD [1, 2] also permits a
perturbative treatment of both the initial production
of jets, and their subsequent interaction with the dense
medium. Experimental data on a variety of jet observ-
ables from the Relativistic Heavy-ion Collider (RHIC)
[3–9] and the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [10–17] have
shown both the suppression of the jet production cross
section, and the modification of the internal structure
of jets, such as the jet shape and fragmentation func-
tions, consistent with the picture of jet-medium interac-
tions and jet-induced medium response [18]. Through
detailed Bayesian statistical analyses, the jet transport
coefficient, q̂, that characterizes the strength and nature
of jet-medium interactions [19–24] can be extracted. Jet
substructure observables have also been analysed in the
hope of revealing the space-time structure of medium-
induced splittings [25–31].

Energy-energy correlators (EEC) [32–34] have recently
emerged as excellent jet substructure observables for
studying the space-time structure of the jet shower,
as manifested in the energy flux of final-state parti-
cles [35, 36]. Energy correlators have been studied ex-
tensively in conformal field theories [37–45], but were
only recently found to be sensitive to the intrinsic and
emergent scales of the underlying theory, which imprint
themselves in the correlators at characteristic angular
scales. Recent studies show that the energy correla-
tors of final-state jets in high-energy collisions can man-
ifest the angular scales of the onset of non-perturbative

FIG. 1. The short-distance structure of the quark-gluon
plasma from which jet partons scatter is manifest in the an-
gular spectra of the energy flux in the final state.

hadronization [36], and the scale of gluon saturation in
high-energy nucleons [46–48]. For additional applications
of energy correlators to jet substructure, see e.g. [49–
57]. The spectra of energy correlators inside jets that
have gone through multiple interactions in the QGP have
also been shown to possess features that can be identi-
fied as the consequences of the color-coherence of pro-
duced shower partons [58, 59] before the onset of the
medium-induced gluon radiation. These angular features
can also be used to study the evolution of jet showers ini-
tiated by a heavy-quark [54], and the dead-cone effect of
the medium-induced gluon radiation from a propagating
heavy quark [60]. While the angular spectra of the energy
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correlators can indeed reveal the space-time structure of
medium-induced gluon emissions and the color-coherence
length of the initial jet shower partons, these studies have
not considered contributions from medium response and
jet energy loss induced by jet-medium interactions. Both
effects can become dominant in the final EEC distribu-
tions, and the angular spectra can reveal the momentum
scale of the in-medium interaction, or the short-distance
structure of the quark-gluon plasma [61, 62] as illustrated
in Fig. 1.

In this Letter, we carry out the first complete calcula-
tions of the EEC’s of γ-jets in high-energy heavy-ion col-
lisions using both the linear Boltzmann transport (LBT)
[63–66] and the more realistic coupled LBT (CoLBT)
[67–69] model. We also dissect effects of jet-induced
medium response, medium-induced gluon emissions and
energy loss of shower partons due to multiple scatter-
ings. While medium-induced gluon radiation is shown
to indeed enhance the EEC spectra at large angles when
formation time is smaller than the medium size, contribu-
tions from the medium response are actually more dom-
inant, and lead to an enhancement of the energy corre-
lator. The energy loss and transverse momentum broad-
ening of jet shower partons, on the other hand, leads
to a suppression of the EEC distributions at small an-
gles. The enhancement at large angles and suppression
at small angles are both sensitive to the momentum scale
of the in-medium interactions that determine the typical
angular scale of each scattering. We will study this sen-
sitivity and show that the medium modification of the
EEC can be used to constrain the momentum scale af-
forded by the constituents of the QGP in the jet-medium
interaction in high-energy heavy-ion collisions.
2. Vacuum and Medium-Induced Emissions. – Before
we carry out realistic and complete calculations of jet
EEC’s in high-energy heavy-ion collisions, we first look
at the naive expectation [58, 59] from the analytic results
of parton splitting in vacuum and a uniform medium.
We focus on the normalized two-point energy correlator
⟨E1(n⃗1)E2(n⃗2)⟩/Q2 of final state particles with the angu-
lar scale cos θ = n⃗1 · n⃗2. For a quark with energy E and
initial virtuality Q = E, the vacuum splitting q → q + g
at small angles and leading order (LO) in pQCD leads to
the angular distribution of the energy correlator,

dΣvac
q

dθ
≈ αs

2π
CF

∫ 1

0

dz z(1− z)Pqg(z) (1)

×
∫ Q2

µ2

dℓ2⊥
ℓ2⊥

δ

(
θ − |ℓ⊥|

z(1− z)E

)
,

where ℓ⊥ is the transverse momentum of the emitted
gluon, Pqg(z) = [1 + (1 − z)2)]/z the splitting function
and µ ≪ Q the collinear cut-off scale below which non-
perturbative effects become dominant. Since the momen-
tum fraction 0 < z < 1 in the splitting, the energy cor-
relator,

dΣvac
q

dθ
≈ αs

2π

CF

2θ

(
3− 2µ

Eθ

)√
1− 4µ

Eθ
, (2)
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FIG. 2. The LO vacuum (dashed) and vacuum + medium-
induced (solid) two-particle energy correlator in units of
αs/2π for different parton energy E and medium length L.
The collinear cut-off for the vacuum radiation is set at µ = 1
GeV.

has a scaling behavior dΣvac
q /dθ ∼ 1/θ for θ > 4µ/E.

It vanishes at large angles towards the kinematic limit.
This LO correlator in the vacuum vanishes at small an-
gle θ → 4µ/E when non-perturbative effects take over
and its behavior will be be influenced by hadroniza-
tion processes. Resummation of multiple emissions due
to higher-order processes lead to dΣvac

q /dθ ∼ 1/θ1−γ(3)

[37, 38, 59, 70] in the scaling region θ > 4µ/E where
γ(3) is the anomalous dimension for a fixed coupling
which is essentially the second Mellin moment of the
splitting function. The correlator also develops a non-
vanishing component dΣvac

q /dθ ∼ θ below θ < 4µ/E
due to independent shower-shower correlations and par-
ton hadronization.
For jets produced in heavy-ion collisions, the shower

partons will have to propagate through the QGP and ex-
perience multiple scatterings and medium-induced gluon
bremsstrahlung. Such medium-induced gluon emissions
will lead to additional contributions to the energy corre-
lator of the final particles within the jet. Using the high-
twist approach to the medium-induced gluon emission
[71, 72] in a QGP brick, the corresponding contribution
to energy correlator is

dΣmed
q

dθ
=

16αsCA

πE2θ3

∫
dxdz

q̂Pqg(z)

z(1− z)
sin2

(
x

2τf

)
=

L5/2q̂

π
√
E

8αsCA

(
√
ELθ)3

∫
dz

Pqg(z)

z(1− z)

×
[
1− sinELz(1− z)θ2/8

ELz(1− z)θ2/8

]
, (3)

where τf = 2Ez(1 − z)/ℓ2⊥ ≈ 8/[θ2z(1 − z)E] for
small angle emissions is the formation time of the ra-
diated gluon, x the spatial position of the scattering cen-
ter and q̂ the jet transport coefficient. Because of the
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Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal interference, gluon emis-
sions at small angles, θ <

√
8π/EL, are suppressed lead-

ing to a limiting form of the energy correlator that de-
creases when θ → 0, dΣmed

q /dθ ≈ L3q̂αsCAθ/(64π). For

large angle θ >
√
8π/EL emissions, the medium-induced

energy correlator,

dΣmed
q

dθ
≈ L2q̂

2E

αsCA

θ

[
1 +O

(
1

ELθ2

)]
, (4)

has a similar scaling behavior as the vacuum emission.
Its magnitude increases quadratically with the length of
the medium but decreases with the parton’s energy.

Shown in Fig. 2 are the LO angular distributions of
the vacuum (dashed) and the vacuum+medium-induced
(solid) energy correlator in units of αs/2π for different
quark energy and propagation lengths. The medium-
induced contribution should peak at θmed

peak ∼
√
8π/EL

when the mean formation time of the radiated gluon is
smaller than the medium length and its peak value is
Σmed

peak ∼ αsq̂L
5/2/

√
E. It becomes dominant over the

vacuum spectra when L2q̂ ≳ 2E/3π.
3. Medium Response and Parton Energy Loss. – During
parton propagation in the QGP medium, one must also
take into account elastic scattering processes. Though
the energy loss of an energetic parton due to elastic scat-
tering is much smaller than radiative processes, contri-
butions from the medium response (recoil partons and
back-reaction) in the elastic (2 → 2) and inelastic (2 → 3)
processes to the energy of reconstructed jets with large
cone-size R become important [64, 66, 67, 73–79]. This
should also be taken into account when calculating the
energy correlator inside jets in heavy-ion collisions. Fur-
thermore, energy correlators from jet shower partons that
have gone through multiple scatterings will also be mod-
ified by energy loss and transverse momentum broaden-
ing. We will first study these effects within the LBT
model [63–66], which treats the propagation of leading
and recoil partons on the same footing and includes both
elastic and inelastic processes. Medium-induced gluon
emissions are modelled according to the high-twist ap-
proach [71, 72] in LBT model.

In the LBT model, the energy correlator between a
propagating parton a and the recoil parton after elastic
scattering a+ b → c+ d can be calculated as,

dΣmed
a

dθ
=

∫
dxdn⃗c,dδ(n⃗c · n⃗d − cos θ)

∑
b,(cd)

∫ ∏
i=b,c,d

d[pi]

× γb
2Ea

[fb(1± fc)(1± fd)− fc(1± fa)(1± fb)]

×EcEd

E2
a

(2π)4δ4(pa + pb − pc − pd) |Mab→cd|2 ,(5)

where [dpi] = d3pi/2Ei(2π)
3, |Mab→cd|2 are LO elastic

scattering amplitudes [80] with the corresponding elastic
cross sections defined as dσab→cd/dt̂ = |Mab→cd|2/16πŝ2.
The summation is over all possible parton flavors and
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FIG. 3. Energy-correlators initiated by a single quark with
E = 100 GeV going through a QGP brick with length L = 4
fm and at temperature T = 0.36 GeV for three values of K.
The inserts show contributions from (a) medium response and
(b) radiated gluons.

channels of scattering, fi = 1/(epi·u/T ± 1) are phase-
space distributions for thermal partons in the QGP with
local temperature T and fluid velocity u, and γb is the
color-spin degeneracy for parton b. The second term in
the square brackets is due to the back-reaction corre-
sponding to the subtraction of the “negative” partons in
LBT [64, 66]. We generally refer to recoil and “negative”
partons as the medium response in LBT.
The LO perturbative QCD parton scattering ampli-

tudes |Mab→cd|2 are collinearly divergent, which is regu-
lated by the resummation of hard thermal loops in parton
propagators [81–83]. This is achieved in LBT through a
cut-off in the transverse momentum transfer in terms of
the Debye screening mass,

µ2
D =

3

2
Kg2T 2, (6)

which determines the typical momentum and angular
scale of the in-medium interaction. We have introduced
a K factor to characterize this scale and the structure
of QGP medium partons due to any non-perturbative ef-
fects [22] in parton interaction at the scale of gT . The
default value isK = 1 in LBT. We will examine the sensi-
tivity of the modification of the energy-correlator to this
scale due to jet-medium interaction by varyingK but still
keeping all scattering rates and jet transport coefficient
q̂ the same as the default K = 1.
In Fig. 3 we show the EEC distributions from LBT

simulations with both elastic and inelastic scatterings
for a single on-shell quark with initial energy E = 100
GeV propagating in a uniform QGP at a temperature
T = 0.36 GeV with a length L = 4 fm and for three
different values of K = 0.2, 1, 4. The EEC’s in the main
plot are sums of contributions from all possible correla-
tions among the final quark, medium-response partons
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and radiated gluons while the inserts show contributions
from the correlation involving the final quark and (a)
medium response or (b) radiated gluons. There is no
vacuum gluon bremsstrahlung for the case of an on-shell
parton propagation in medium.

We have set αs = 0.3 for all LBT calculations in this
paper unless specified otherwise. Since the transverse
momentum transfer during elastic scatterings is q⊥ ∼ µD

and the energy transfer from the propagating parton to
the medium is δE ∼ µ2

D/T , the EEC distribution from
the medium response shifts to a larger angle with an en-
hanced magnitude if µD increases as seen in insert (a).
Note that the contribution from medium response in-
cludes recoil partons with “negative” partons from the
back-reaction subtracted. In addition to radiative energy
loss, the leading quark will also suffer elastic energy loss
which increases with µ2

D. This counters the µD depen-
dence of the quark-medium-response correlator. Further-
more, this also causes quark-radiated-gluon correlator to
decrease with µD while the peak also shifts slightly to
large angles due to the transverse momentum broadening
of the leading quark as shown in insert (b). The depen-
dence of the total energy-correlator (which includes all
possible correlations between quark, medium-response,
and radiated gluons) on µD has the same trend as the
contribution from the medium response, indicating its
dominance over the radiated gluons. The dependence on
K, though, is weaker than contributions from medium
response alone, due to contributions from radiated glu-
ons which are comparable. Note that the EEC’s from
both medium response and radiated gluons do not have
any scaling behavior similar to the pQCD splitting in
vacuum as shown in Fig. 2 at θ > 4µ/E.
In the case of jet production in heavy-ion collisions,

the highly virtual initial jet parton will first go through
vacuum-like splittings, producing many jet shower par-
tons. Those jet shower partons whose formation time is
smaller than the QGP medium size will go through fur-
ther multiple elastic and inelastic scatterings. In addi-
tion to the medium response and radiative gluons, these
scatterings will cause both energy loss and transverse mo-
mentum broadening of the jet shower partons, leading to
the modification of the vacuum EEC. Shown in Fig. 4 are
modified EEC distributions for partons inside γ-triggered
jets with cone size R = 0.5, pγT ≥ 100 GeV/c and final

state pjetT ≥ 50 GeV/c after going through a QGP brick
at a temperature T = 0.36 GeV with length L = 4 fm,
as compared to the EEC in vacuum (dashed) without
multiple scatterings in the QGP medium. EEC’s for jets

are all calculated as Σ = ⟨Σijp
i
T p

j
T /p

jet
T

2
⟩ in this study.

The initial (vacuum) jet shower configurations are gen-
erated from Pythia8 [84] for p+p collisions at

√
s = 5.02

TeV with the default collinear cut-off µ = pmin
T = 0.5

GeV/c. The insert shows the EEC distributions from cor-
relation between shower partons that have experienced
energy loss and momentum broadening due to elastic
and inelastic scattering, which are indeed suppressed at
both small and large angles relative to the vacuum EEC
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FIG. 4. EEC for partons inside γ-jets with cone-size R = 0.5,
pγT ≥ 100 GeV and pjetT ≥ 50 GeV/c propagating through
a uniform QGP at temperature T = 0.36 GeV for a length
L = 4 fm for three values of K, as compared to the vacuum
(dashed). The insert shows contributions from shower-shower
correlations as compared to the vacuum (dashed).

(dashed). The total correlator of all partons (shower,
medium-response and radiated gluons) inside the modi-
fied jet in Fig. 4 is, however, enhanced at large angles due
to correlations involving medium response or/and radi-
ated gluons which break the pQCD scaling behavior of
the EEC in the vacuum jet shower (dashed). The en-
hancement has the same dependence on the Debye mass
at large angles as the correlator initiated by a single on-
shell parton (see Fig. 3). Since the elastic energy loss
and momentum broadening of shower partons is linear in
the Debye mass and radiative energy loss and broadening
remain the same as we change the Debye mass but keep
the interaction rate and q̂ constant, the corresponding
suppression at small angles is stronger for larger Debye
masses, though non-monotonically.
4. EEC of γ-jets in Heavy-Ion Collisions. – We use
the CoLBT model for realistic calculations of EEC in-
side energetic jets in high-energy heavy-ion collisions.
This model combines LBT and CLVisc hydrodynamics
[85–87] to simulate concurrently both event-by-event jet
transport and evolution of the bulk QGP, including jet-
induced medium response. The parameters, including
the effective strong coupling constant αs = 0.25, in this
model have been tuned to describe both high pT jets, low
and high-pT hadrons and jet structures (jet shapes and
fragmentation functions). Since the effect of hadroniza-
tion on final jet EEC is significant for the range of jet
pT accessible in heavy-ion collisions at RHIC and LHC,
one should also consider the medium modification of
jet hadronization. One important recent improvement
in the CoLBT model is the implementation and valida-
tion of the hybrid hadronization model that combines
hydrodynamics, quark coalescence for thermal and soft
jet partons and fragmentation for hard partons [69]. See
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Refs. [67–69, 88, 89] for details of the model. The in-
put jet shower configurations for CoLBT simulations are
from Pythia8, which is also used to simulate the jet EEC
distributions in p+p collisions after hadronization.

Shown in Fig. 5 are the energy-correlators dΣ/d ln θ
for (a) all charged hadrons inside γ-triggered jets in 0-
10% central Pb+Pb collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV from

CoLBT simulations for K = 0.2, 1, 4 (solid) as compared
to p+p (dashed) collisions and (b) for charged hadrons
with pT > 1 GeV/c (blue) and 2 GeV/c (red). The in-
serts show the ratio between correlators for Pb+Pb and
p+p. Similar to the case of a QGP brick, the EEC’s for
charged hadrons inside the final-state jets in Pb+Pb col-
lisions are suppressed at small angles due to energy loss
and momentum broadening of the jet shower partons,
while they are enhanced at large angles due to contribu-
tions from medium response and radiated gluons. This
modification is sensitive to the Debye mass, µD, which
determines the angular scales of each jet-medium scatter-
ing and charaterizes the structure of the QGP medium
in the CoLBT simulations. The enhancement at large
angles is reduced but still survives if a pT > 1 GeV/c
cut is imposed on the final hadrons for the purpose of
reducing the background in experimental analyses. If
pT > 2 GeV/c cut is used, the medium enhancement at
large angles is mostly gone except for the case of K = 4.
The suppression of EEC at small angles is not affected
by the pT cuts due to the dominance of energetic jet
shower partons with reduced energy. The angular scale
of the transition from suppression to enhancement in the
modified EEC depends on the jet energy and central-
ity (average propagation length) determined by the on-
set of medium-induced gluon radiation and jet-induced
medium response. In addition, it can also be influenced
by the radial flow, density gradient of the evolving QGP
[90–96] and hadronization. These will be investigated in
detail in the future.

5. Summary. – In this Letter we have presented the first
complete and realistic calculations of the medium mod-
ification of EEC inside γ-triggered jets in high-energy
heavy-ion collisions. Contrary to the naive expectation
of a step-wise scaling behavior in the angular distribu-
tion due to the interplay of vacuum and medium-induced
emission characterizing the onset of coherence in the jet
splitting in a toy model [58, 59], we found that the EEC
is enhanced at large angles instead by medium-response
from elastic scattering. It is also suppressed at small an-
gles by jet energy loss and transverse momentum broad-
ening, deviating from the vacuum scaling behavior. In
the realistic environment of heavy-ion collisions, neither
the medium response nor gluon bremsstrahlung contribu-
tions exhibit any scaling behavior similar to the case in
vacuum. However, they each have a unique dependence
on the momentum scale of the interactions in the QGP,
as characterized by the Debye mass in the LBT model.
In other models of the jet-medium interaction, this scale
is given by the saturation scale of the medium [97, 98].
The final medium modification of EEC is found to be

10 2 10 1
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

d
/d

pT > 100 GeV/c
pjet

T > 50 GeV/c,  R=0.5
| | < 1.44,  | jet| < 1.6

(a)

No ph
T  cut

K=4.0
K=1.0
K=0.2
pp

10 2 10 1

100

101
PbPb/pp

10 2 10 1 100
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

d
/d

0-10% Pb+Pb sNN = 5.02 TeV
(b)

K=0.2 - 4

pp

ph
T > 1.0 GeV/c

ph
T > 2.0 GeV/c

ph
T > 1.0 GeV/c

ph
T > 2.0 GeV/c

10 2 10 1

100

101
PbPb/pp

FIG. 5. EEC for (a) charged hadrons in γ-jets with cone-size

R = 0.5, pγT ≥ 100 GeV/c and pjetT ≥ 50 GeV/c in 0-10% cen-
tral Pb+Pb collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV from the CoLBT sim-

ulations for K = 0.2, 1, 4 (solid) as compared to p+p (dashed)
collisions and (b) for charged hadrons with pT > 1 (blue) and
2 GeV/c (red) where bands highlight variations due to differ-
ent values of K = 0.2, 1 and 4.

sensitive to this scale. Building on recent measurements
of EEC’s in vacuum [99–101], the experimental verifi-
cation and measurement of this unique medium modifi-
cation will provide a new observable to characterize the
momentum scale and the structure of parton interactions
in the QGP, through joint statistical analyses with other
jet observables.
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