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Abstract

In an intermediate-momentum regime where mass effects are significant, heavy quark suppression
and anisotropic flow are computed to investigate the transition between the collisional and radiative
energy loss. Based on the collision kernel for diffusion, elastic scattering and semi-collinear gluon-
bremsstrahlung can be consistently incorporated into a Boltzmann equation that involves the
heavy quark diffusion coefficient. Using the running coupling constant and the diffusion coefficient
constrained by lattice QCD data, the collisional and radiative energy-loss contributions to the
Raa and vy are studied in hydrodynamically expanding thermal media. The evolution of the
observables, the bulk flow effect, and the dependence on mass and centrality are discussed in
noncentral heavy-ion collisions.



I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy quark energy loss and jet quenching are important phenomena to understand the
transport properties of quark-gluon plasmas(QGP) in relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Us-
ing various formalisms of energy loss, several transport models of heavy quarks have been
developed, most of which, with some adjustment to model parameters, reasonably describe
experimental data of heavy mesons [1-4]. Some of these models consider the collisional
energy loss by elastic scattering only, while others also include the radiative one by gluon-
bremsstrahlung. It is generally understood that heavy quark energy loss is dominated by
elastic scattering and gluon emission at low and high momenta, respectively [1-4]. However,
the intermediate-momentum region, where the heavy quark mass is nonnegligible, has large
uncertainties regarding the significance of the radiative effect and the momentum-dependent
transition between the relative dominance of the two mechanisms. Heavy quarks with finite
mass and moderate momentum are particularly unique probes for studying the different
energy-loss effects in QGP. To investigate the heavy quark energy loss in the intermediate-
momentum region, a transport approach has recently been developed based on a Boltzmann
equation with elastic scattering and semi-collinear gluon emission [5]. This approach en-
ables distinct treatments of diffusion and radiation, while still describing both processes
consistently through a single transport parameter, the heavy quark diffusion coefficient.

Heavy flavor interactions in strongly interacting QCD matter have mainly been studied
with two experimental observables, the nuclear modification factor(R44) and the elliptic
flow(vy) which quantify medium modifications and momentum-space anisotropy, respec-
tively. These observables are affected by numerous factors which include initial heavy quark
production, expansion of background media, heavy quark interaction with QGP, hadroniza-
tion, and hadronic rescattering. As a primary contribution to heavy flavor suppression, the
heavy quark Ra4 by energy loss has been investigated in Ref. [5]. This paper complements
the previous work by applying the same formalism to noncentral heavy-ion collisions in or-
der to compute both the suppression factor and the anisotropic flow of heavy quarks, which
are induced by two types of energy loss. Although various approaches have been developed
to estimate the degree of heavy quark energy loss and simultaneously describe Ra4 and v
of heavy flavor, heavy quark modeling remains challenging [6, 7]. While the suppression
factor is well-reproduced by transport models, the elliptic flow may be underestimated [1].
Compared to the R4, the vy is more complicated by initial fluctuations, bulk flow, and
freezeout. Since there are multiple sources of azimuthal anisotropies through all stages of
heavy-ion collisions, it is crucial to understand the energy-loss contribution to the heavy
quark flow in the QGP phase.

The goal of this paper is to qualitatively examine how different types of energy loss con-
tribute to the heavy flavor observables, R 4 and vq, in an intermediate-momentum regime.
Sec. II begins with a brief review of heavy quark transport formulated in Ref. [5]. In Sec. 111,
the nuclear modification factor and the elliptic flow of heavy quarks are calculated in non-
central heavy-ion collisions simulated with relativistic hydrodynamics. In expanding QGP,
the evolution of two observables, the collisional and radiative energy-loss contributions, the
bulk flow effect, and the dependence on impact parameter and mass are analyzed using the
heavy quark diffusion coefficient which is constrained by lattice QCD data. Finally, Sec. IV
provides a summary.



II. HEAVY QUARK DIFFUSION AND RADIATION

Heavy quarks undergo Brownian motion at low momentum, while medium-induced gluon
emission dominates in the high-momentum limit. To study the transition from diffusion
to radiation at intermediate momentum, a transport approach involving the heavy quark
diffusion coefficient has been introduced in Ref. [5]. A brief review and the final form of the
transport equation are provided in this section.

The heavy quark distribution function is determined by a Boltzmann equation with the
collisional and radiative energy-loss terms,

(% e %) f(t,2.p) = Cenlf] + Craalf]. (1)

For soft momentum transfer, the collisional term can be approximated by a Fokker-Planck
operator [§]
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where 7(p) is the drag coefficient and kY (p) = k1 (p)p'p’ +r7(p) (69 —p'p?) is the momentum
diffusion tensor. The drag coefficient is related to the longitudinal diffusion coefficient,
n(p) = kr(p)/(2TE,) + O(T/Ep), by the requirement of thermodynamic equilibrium in the
large-time limit.

The formation time of gluon is given by the energy change in gluon-bremsstrahlung,
ty = 2k(1—x)/(k7+m*z*+m}), where m is the heavy quark mass, z = k/Ep ik, m? = m3 /2
is the thermal mass of gluon, Ep, is heavy quark energy, k ~ T and kp are gluon energy
and transverse momentum, respectively. To smoothly interpolate between low- and high-
momentum regimes, a kinematic region where ¢7" < mxz < T is considered. Since the
formation time is shorter than the mean free path in this region, the gluon emission from
a single scattering is used to compute the radiative term. In the semi-collinear limit, the
gluon emission rate is [9-12]

dr(E,. k) _ ¢*Crrr(p) 1+ np(k))[L - np(Bpy)]

dk wk
d2pT 1
RY
< [(1—2)"+ 1]/ (27)2 (p2 + m2a? + mg)2 C)

where I'(E,, k) is the rate for a heavy quark with momentum p to emit a gluon with energy
k. The rate has been found to be proportional to the diffusion coefficient, assuming that
gluon has larger transverse momentum than soft momentum transfer. If m?z? is greater
than p%, gluon emission is suppressed at smaller angle than ~ m/E, [13]. In Eq. (1), the
radiative energy loss is taken into account as follows:

Cualf) = [ i |0+ i) iy B0 St eai s,

where the first term is calculated in the eikonal approximation, p + k ~ (p + k)p, the
last term is the radiative correction to the approximation, and k£ < 0 corresponds to gluon
absorption to satisfy detailed balance. The radiative correction to the transverse momentum
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diffusion coefficient is given by

_ ¢°Cpkr(p) [ dk 9 d*kr k2
swr(p) = S5 [ 0P ) [ G s 6)

which is O(g?) suppressed more than the leading-order coefficient but logarithmically en-
hanced [14].

The heavy quark diffusion coefficient depending on momentum and temperature is im-
portant to determine the equilibration rate of heavy quarks in high-temperature QCD plas-
mas. The temperature dependence comes from running of the coupling constant: kpp o
as(EpT)as(m?,) [15]. In gluon-bremsstrahlung, the running coupling constant is determined
at the scale, Q* = (k% + m®z® + m?2)/z [16]. As the temperature decreases, the coupling
becomes stronger and nonperturbative effects start to enter. The momentum diffusion co-
efficient of a heavy quark grows as the momentum increases. By employing the leading-log
momentum dependence [17], the static diffusion coefficient, x; r(p = 0) which involves the
nonperturbative effects, becomes the only transport parameter in Eq. (1). The momentum
diffusion coefficient has been computed at next-to-leading order [18]. Since the convergence
of the perturbative expansion is poor for a realistic value of the strong coupling, it is desirable
to determine it using nonperturbative approaches such as lattice QCD computation [19-21]
and phenomenological estimate [22, 23|. In this work, the momentum diffusion coefficient is
constrained by lattice QCD data for the spatial diffusion coefficient, Dy = 272 /kp, r(p = 0).
Through the lattice QCD data and the running coupling constant, nonperturbative effects
can be absorbed at low momenta and temperatures near T..

III. NUCLEAR MODIFICATION FACTOR AND ELLIPTIC FLOW

The heavy quark Boltzmann equation of Sec. II has been solved for a Bjorken expansion
to calculate the nuclear modification factor of heavy quarks [5]. This formulation provides
a consistent description of the collisional and radiative energy loss, which exhibit differ-
ent momentum dependence in an intermediate-momentum regime. The suppression factor
is primarily determined by the collisional and radiative energy loss in the low and high
momentum limit, respectively. The significance of the radiative effect at intermediate mo-
mentum is found to be influenced by the momentum and temperature dependence of the
transport coefficients. Although heavy quark approximations may be only marginally satis-
fied for charm quarks, the transport equation has been applied to both charm and bottom
quarks in order to demonstrate the impact of mass. In this section, the same equation is
solved in noncentral collisions to compute both the suppression factor and the anisotropic
flow which are induced by the heavy quark energy loss.

The anisotropic flow of heavy quarks is generated by asymmetric energy loss in noncentral
heavy-ion collisions. A relativistic hydrodynamic simulation provides the time evolution of
the spatial distributions of temperature and flow velocity fields which are anisotropic in the
transverse plane. Initial conditions, especially the initial geometry and fluctuations of heavy-
ion collisions, are a major source of significant uncertainties to determine QGP properties.
Since this paper aims to qualitatively study how different mechanisms of energy loss influence
the observables, a smooth initial distribution given by an optical Glauber model [24] is used.
In a background medium generated by hydrodynamic simulations, Eq. (1) is solved with an
initial condition where the momentum distribution is given by the differential cross section
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FIG. 1. Evolution of (a) the temperature at the center of thermal media and (b) the spatial
eccentricity in noncentral PbPb collisions with b = 3.5, 6, 10, and 12.5 fm.

of heavy meson measured in pp collisions [25, 26] and the spatial distribution is given by
the same Glauber model,

b

fo(xr) = /dzdz’p(a:T + g, 2)p(zr — 5,2/) , (6)

where Z is the beam axis and the impact parameter b is along the Z direction. A Woods-
Saxon form of density, p(r) o< 1/[1+exp((r — Ry)/a)], is used with Ry = 6.62 fm, a = 0.546
fm for PbPb collisions.

A. Expanding QGP

In noncentral collisions with nonzero impact parameter, the elliptic deformation of ther-
mal media can be quantified with the spatial eccentricity,
2 2
€2 = % ) (7)
(y? +a?)
where the brackets denote averaging with the energy density as a weighting factor. Because
of the geometric deformation in the overlap region of two nuclei, the average velocity is larger
in the z direction than g. In the hydrodynamic picture, this spatial anisotropy is transferred
to the momentum space through the pressure gradients [27]. While the collective flow of
light particles is effectively described by hydrodynamics, heavy quarks interacting with a
background medium acquire various sources of azimuthal anisotropies through all stages of
heavy-ion collisions. This work focuses on the energy-loss contribution to the heavy flavor
flow in the QGP phase.

Figure 1 shows typical evolution of the QGP temperature at the center(x = 0, y = 0)
and the spatial eccentricity in noncentral PbPb collisions. They are simulated with (3+1)-
dimensional hydrodynamics code MUSIC [28-30] using the following hydrodynamic param-
eters!: the initial time, {y = 0.6 fm, the maximum energy density, ey = 100 GeV/fm?, the

! These parameters have been chosen to produce the maximum temperature similar to that in Ref. [31].

Larger ey should generally be used to create higher-temperature plasmas at greater collision energies.
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FIG. 2. (a) The nuclear modification factor and (b) the elliptic flow of charm quarks at ¢ =
2,4, 6, and 8 fm.

ratio of shear viscosity to entropy density, n/s = 0.08, and the equation of state from lattice
QCD data [32]. In more central collisions with smaller impact parameters, the maximum
temperature is higher and the initial spatial eccentricity is lower. While the temperature
and the spatial eccentricity decrease with time, the momentum anisotropy is expected to in-
crease. Since heavy quarks are not fully thermalized within the lifetime of QGP, they do not
follow the bulk flow of a background medium. In response to an initial spatial deformation,
heavy quarks acquire the momentum anisotropy through coupling to the collective motion
of the medium. In the following subsections, the profiles in the transverse plane, with the
temperature at the center and the spatial eccentricity shown in Fig. 1, are used to calculate
the heavy quark flow and the suppression factor at midrapidity.

B. Evolution of R44 and vy

At each position and time, heavy quarks experience the collisional and radiative energy
loss which are controlled by the diffusion coefficient depending on temperature and flow
velocity. Once the temperature drops below T, ~ 157 MeV [33], heavy quarks are treated as
free-streaming. After solving Eq. (1), the transverse momentum spectrum of heavy quarks
is obtained by dglgT = [ d*xr f(t, 1, pr). The suppression factor is determined by the ratio
of the quenched transverse momentum spectrum to the unquenched spectrum without the
energy-loss effect. The collective flow is quantified in terms of Fourier components of the

azimuthal angle distribution:

N 1 dN
d*pr 27 prdpr

142 Z vn(pr) cosng| . (8)

in,out

Ignoring higher-order harmonics, Ry} (pr) = Raa(pr)[142v2(pr)], where the superscripts
in R'}P™ denote in-plane(¢ = 0) and out-of-plane(¢ = 7/2). The azimuthally averaged
suppression factor is Raa(pr) = [R'54(pr) + RY%(pr)]/2, and the elliptic flow is estimated
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as [34, 35]

EREA(pT) - R?Lllﬁ(pT) (9)
2 R (pr) + R4 (pr)

The nuclear modification factor of heavy quarks indicates the energy-loss effects in QGP,
while the elliptic flow reflects how heavy quarks are distributed in the transverse plane and
how they are correlated with the flowing thermal media. The anisotropic flow arises due to
the asymmetric energy loss: heavy quarks out-of-plane cross longer paths of hot media so
they experience more energy loss than those in-plane. Since R9Y is smaller than R'},, heavy
quarks obtain positive elliptic flow.

Figure 2 shows the evolution of the suppression factor and the anisotropic flow of charm
quarks (with the charm-quark mass m = 1.5 GeV) for b = 10 fm. The R44 factor decreases
with time and saturate at ¢ ~ 8 fm when the plasma reaches the critical point. Meanwhile,
vg continuously increases. The elliptic flow is affected by the different path-length as well as
the anisotropic temperature and collective flow. In contrast to R44 which decreases mostly
in the high-temperature plasmas at early times, v, buildup dominates at late times when
the bulk flow is large and the heavy quark coupling with the medium is strong. Similar
behavior in the time evolution has been observed previously [36]. Although the interaction
rate is high and the flow transfer is efficient in the early stages, it takes time for the flow
to accumulate. Due to the development at later times, a significant contribution to vy is
also expected at the hadronic phase. Furthermore, v, may be more sensitive than R4, to
variations of T, and the uncertainties in the freezeout prescription.

vao(pr) =

C. Collisional and radiative energy loss with D

The heavy quark formalism of Sec. II consistently describes both diffusion and radiation
processes through D, in an intermediate-momentum regime. The medium modification
by gluon emission has been found to be distinguishable, exhibiting different momentum
dependence compared to elastic scattering [5]. In this subsection, the radiative effect on
both R44 and v, is investigated in hydrodynamically expanding media.

Figure 3 (a) shows the nuclear modification factor of charm quarks, determined by each
energy-loss mechanism. The solid lines are the suppression factors calculated with the run-
ning coupling constant and the momentum-dependent diffusion coefficients, and the dashed
lines are those with constant coupling and diffusion coefficient. Similar patterns of the
medium modifications to Ref. [5] have been observed with an adjustment to D;. The Raq
by the radiative energy loss starts at R44 = 1 for low momentum and consistently decreases
as the momentum increases?, while the R44 by the collisional energy loss decreases at low
momentum but increases at intermediate momentum. As a result, the dominant energy loss
shifts from collisional to radiative as the heavy quark momentum increases. The transition
momentum is dependent on the transport coefficients and their dependence on momentum
and temperature: since the radiative effect is more significant with a; = 0.3 for gluon emis-
sion in the current numerical analysis, this transition occurs at higher momentum when s,
increases with momentum and o, decreases with temperature, compared to when they are
constant.

2 No gluon emission is expected when pr < m. In the high-momentum limit, the gluon emission rate must
be calculated in multiple soft scatterings, and the radiative energy loss will be reduced due to the LPM
effect [37, 38].
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FIG. 3. The collisional and radiative energy-loss contributions to (a) the nuclear modification
factor and (b) the elliptic flow of charm quarks with (277.)Ds(7.) = 2 in PbPb collisions with
b = 10 fm. The solid lines show the calculated results using the momentum-dependent ;7 and
running coupling «g, and the dashed lines show those with the constant diffusion coefficient and
as = 0.3 for gluon emission.

The collisional and radiative energy-loss contributions to the anisotropic flow are shown
in Fig. 3 (b). As discussed in the previous paragraph, the momentum dependence of two
energy-loss mechanisms is qualitatively distinct. While the collisional energy loss is dominant
at low pr, the radiative effect increases with the heavy quark momentum. The vy of charm
quarks peaks at ~ 3 GeV and decreases as the momentum increases: the radiative effect
slows this decline. As in R4, the radiative energy loss with a, = 0.3 is larger than that
with running coupling.

In this paper, the heavy flavor observables have been calculated with the momentum-
dependent diffusion coefficients and the running coupling constant, unless explicitly men-
tioned otherwise.

D. Bulk flow effect

To compute the R44 and v,, the transverse momentum spectrum of heavy quarks is deter-
mined by heavy quark interactions in hydrodynamically expanding QGP. The interactions
with a thermal medium can be characterized by the heavy quark diffusion coefficient, and
its momentum and temperature dependence (through the running coupling constant) have
been discussed in Sec. III C. This subsection now focuses on the influence of an expanding
medium.

Given (t, 1), a hydrodynamic simulation provides the temperature and the flow velocity
field which are anisotropic in the transverse plane. For an expanding medium, the local rest
frame of the medium is different from the lab frame where Az = ﬂAt is satisfied. A

and Az’ in the local rest frame are given by At = ”At and Azl = 2, At (where the

energies and momenta in two frames are related through the Lorentz transformatlon with
the flow velocity), respectively [39-41]. Using the flow velocity, the heavy quark distribution
is updated according to Eq. (1) in the local rest frame of the medium. The heavy quark
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FIG. 4. The bulk flow effect on (a) the suppression factor and (b) the anisotropic flow of charm
quarks with (277.)D4(T,) = 2 for b = 10 fm. The solid and dashed lines correspond to the results
with and without the radial flow of an expanding medium, respectively.

diffusion coefficient which determines the energy loss depends on both the temperature and
flow velocity of an expanding medium. Thus, the transverse momentum spectrum in an
expanding medium is influenced by bulk flow as well as by the asymmetric energy loss along
different paths in an elliptically deformed medium. To investigate the contribution of bulk
flow to the heavy flavor observables, the R4 4 and vy have been computed in the anisotropic
temperature distribution of plasmas with and without the radial flow.

In Fig. 4, the solid and dashed lines represent the results with and without the bulk flow,
respectively. The bulk flow seems to shift the suppression factor to higher pr, and the R44
becomes larger at low momentum. Since this effect is greater for in-plane than out-of-plane,
the elliptic flow is also enhanced. The contribution of bulk flow is particularly significant to
vy at low pr where vy exhibits a characteristic peak near ~ 3 GeV for charm quarks. On
the other hand, the high-py region is mainly determined by the asymmetric energy loss with
the path-length difference due to the initial geometric deformation. The bulk flow effect on
Raa and vy has been investigated in Refs. [40, 42]: although the exact effect depends on
the energy loss model, the shift of R44 to higher pr and the enhancement of v, at low pr
are qualitatively consistent with the previous observations.

E. Impact parameter and mass effect

For noncentral heavy-ion collisions in Fig. 1, this subsection discusses the heavy flavor
observables, focusing on the dependence on impact parameter and mass. The dependence
on impact parameter is roughly related to the centrality dependence [43]. In realistic colli-
sions with event-by-event fluctuations, heavy-ion collisions with the same impact parameter
can produce different initial eccentricities. However, this work uses a smooth initial condi-
tion given by an optical Glauber model, so the eccentricity and the impact parameter are
monotonically correlated.

Figure 5 shows the suppression factor and the elliptic flow of charm quarks with
(2nT.)Ds(T.) = 2 — 3 which are closely aligned with lattice QCD data [19-21]. The
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FIG. 5. (a) The nuclear modification factor and (b) the elliptic flow of charm quarks with
(2nT,.)Ds(T.) = 2 — 3 in noncentral PbPb collisions with b = 3.5, 10 fm.
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 5 but for bottom quarks.

heavy quark transport parameter determines the degree of heavy quark energy loss: as
D, decreases, both the collisional and radiative energy loss increase. Thus, the nuclear
modification factor becomes smaller, and the anisotropic flow increases for smaller D,. For
fixed Dy, the R4 factor at b = 3.5 fm is smaller than at b = 10 fm because the energy loss
in more central collisions is larger due to bigger size and higher temperature of plasmas.
On the other hand, the elliptic flow at b = 3.5 fm is smaller than at b = 10 fm because the
initial eccentricity is greater in more peripheral collisions.

The suppression factor and the anisotropic flow of bottom quarks are shown in Fig. 6.
Using the bottom-quark mass, m = 4.5 GeV, and the same value for the diffusion coefficient,
both the collisional and radiative energy loss of bottom quarks are smaller than those of
charm quarks. Thus, bottom quarks are less suppressed and the momentum-space anisotropy
is also weaker.

The Raa(pr) and va(pr) of D, B mesons have been measured [22, 26, 44, 45], and bottom
energy loss has been investigated through nonprompt D meson [46, 47] in PbPb collisions
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FIG. 7. (a) The ratio of bottom to charm quark R4 at b = 3.5 fm, determined by the differ-
ent mechanisms of energy loss. (b) The ratios by the total energy loss at b = 3.5, 10 fm, with
(27Te)Ds(T,) = 2(solid lines) and (27T.)Ds(T.) = 3(dashed lines).

at LHC. Despite numerous efforts to develop the transport models of heavy quarks, it
remains demanding to describe two quantities simultaneously. Since the observables of
the heavy mesons are also influenced by factors other than the heavy quark interaction in
QGP, the results of Figs. 5 and 6 should not be directly compared with the experimental
data. However, their behavior, depending on the centrality(impact parameter), mass, and
momentum, is similar to the measurements. In particular, the calculated suppression factors
appear to be comparable with the data, whereas the prediction of the anisotropic flow is
underestimated. Compared to R4, vo is more sensitive to the details of the transport
models, such as the heavy quark transport coefficients and the centrality-dependent medium
evolution with hydrodynamic flow [48]. For example, given the same Ra4(pr), 2 — 3 times
larger ve(pr) can be predicted by different temperature dependence of the heavy quark
drag coefficient [7]. Since the elliptic flow is primarily developed at the later stages of
the QGP evolution, hadronization [49, 50] and the freezeout prescription are also essential
to determine v,3. Especially, coalescence considerably enhances the elliptic flow at low
momentum [52, 53|, transferring the collective flow from medium to heavy mesons. For a
more quantitative analysis, realistic initial conditions, including fluctuations, should also be
applied and the hydrodynamic parameters must be adjusted to describe the soft sector prior
to heavy quark study [54, 55]. This will be addressed in future work.

A comparison between the R4 factors of bottom and charm quarks is motivated by the
measurements of the nonprompt to prompt D°-meson Raa ratio [47]. Fig. 7 (a) shows
the ratio of bottom to charm quark R44, which implies the mass-dependent energy loss.
Because the energy loss of charm quarks are larger than that of bottom quarks, RY ,/R% 4
is bigger than unity. In particular, the radiative effect becomes significant to determine
the ratio as the momentum increases. The ratio given by the total energy loss is notably
enhanced at low pr, then decreases as pr increases, approaching unity: an analogous result
has been obtained in Ref. [56] excluding coalescence which is effective at low momentum.
The average ratio of the nonprompt to prompt D°-meson Ra4 is 1.70 4 0.18 [47] which is

3 The elliptic flow might arise from heavy quarks decoupling at different stages of QGP [51].
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FIG. 8. (a) The pr-integrated R44 and vy as functions of impact parameter. (b) The ratio of the pp-
integrated vy to the initial spatial eccentricity. The constant transport coefficients (277)Ds(T') = 2
(closed symbols), (2nT)Ds(T') = 3(open symbols), and as = 0.3 for gluon emission have been used.

comparable with the calculated RY ,/R% 4 near pr ~ 20 GeV (where the coalescence effect
is negligible). In more peripheral collisions where the energy-loss difference between bottom
and charm quarks is smaller, the ratio is reduced, as shown in Fig. 7 (b).

To closely investigate the correlation between R44 and vy, and their dependence on Dy,
mass, and impact parameter, the pp-integrated elliptic flow is defined as follows:

_ f dpr prva (pT, b)%pjdj\;T

Vit (h) = , 10
2 ( ) fdepT%pgé\;T ( )
where 4 < pr < 20 GeV, and similarly for R'}Y (b). Fig. 8 (a) shows the integrated R4 and
vo of charm and bottom quarks in four noncentral heavy-ion collisions. While R44 and v
as functions of pr depend on the specifics of the heavy quark interaction in expanding QGP,
the pr-integrated observables generally exhibit the following centrality-dependent behavior.
The integrated R44 increases with b as the energy loss is larger in more central collisions
where QGP have bigger size and higher temperature(longer lifetime)?. On the other hand,
the integrated v, grows with b up to b ~ 10 fm after which it decreases for more peripheral
collisions. The elliptic flow of heavy quarks is influenced by two competing effects, the geo-
metric deformation and energy loss [57]. As b increases, the geometric asymmetry becomes
bigger while the energy loss effect becomes smaller. A similar centrality-dependent behavior
has been shown in the pp-dependent R4 and vy of Ref. [57]. The D, and mass dependence
of the integrated R 4 and vy remain the same as discussed in the pp-dependent observables.
The heavy quark interaction and the coupling to QGP are weaker in more peripheral
collisions [42]. As the impact parameter increases, the efficiency of transferring an initial
geometric deformation to the momentum-space anisotropy decreases. Fig. 8 (b) shows the
ratio of the pr-integrated v, to the initial spatial eccentricity. The v}/es decreases as the
impact parameter increases, and the ratio of bottom quarks is smaller than that of charm
quarks.

4 See Fig. 1 (a). The initial overlap area of two nuclei at b = 3.5 fm is about 3 — 4 times as large as that
at b=12.5 fm.
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IV. SUMMARY

To demonstrate the transition between the collisional and radiative energy loss, heavy
quark suppression and anisotropic flow have been computed in an intermediate-momentum
regime where the finite mass is nonnegligible. For diffusion and semi-collinear gluon-
bremsstrahlung, the qualitative features of the two energy-loss mechanisms have been
consistently investigated by using the heavy quark diffusion coefficient of lattice QCD data.
The pr-dependent Raa4 and vy induced by the radiative energy loss are found to be dis-
tinguishable from those caused by the collisional energy loss. By slowing the increase of
Raa(pr) and the decreases of vy(pr), the radiative effect makes the observables more inde-
pendent of pr in the intermediate-momentum region, compared to those entirely determined
by the collisional effect.

The numerical analysis indicates that a significant part of the heavy meson suppression
results from the energy loss of heavy quarks particularly in the early stages of QGP. In
contrast, the elliptic flow is influenced by the interplay between the energy loss and the
spatial eccentricity in noncentral heavy-ion collisions, with its growth being considerable
at late times. The contribution of bulk flow is found to be important at low momentum,
especially to vy. The energy-loss difference between charm and bottom, as well as the
centrality-dependence of the observables, has been discussed.

Reference [5] has presented a transport formulation for heavy quark diffusion and ra-
diation with a single transport parameter, and this work conducts the numerical analysis
in hydrodynamically expanding media. They provide a useful approach to exploring the
intermediate-momentum regime, where the dominant energy loss shifts from elastic scatter-
ing to gluon-bremsstrahlung. The distinct medium modifications help clarify the relative
importance of the two mechanisms and their influence on the heavy flavor observables. The
observables are primarily determined by the collisional energy loss at low momentum, while
the influence of the radiative effect increases as the heavy quark momentum grows. Although
several transport models of heavy quarks are available to describe experimental data, this
approach may offer a new perspective on the emergence of the radiative effect in the heavy
quark energy loss.
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