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Abstract

We study whether in-medium showers of high-energy quarks and gluons
can be treated as a sequence of individual splitting processes or whether
there is significant quantum overlap between where one splitting ends and
the next begins. Accounting for the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal (LPM)
effect, we calculate such overlap effects to leading order in high-energy
as(p) for the simplest theoretical situation. We investigate a measure of
overlap effects that is independent of physics that can be absorbed into
an effective value ess of the jet-quenching parameter g.



1 Introduction

High energy particles passing through a medium primarily lose energy
through splitting processes of bremmstrahlung and pair-production. At
high enough energies, the quantum-mechanical duration of the splitting
process, called the ”formation time”, exceeds the mean free time be-
tween elastic collisions in the medium, leading to a significant reduction
in the splitting rate due to the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal (LPM) ef-
fect [1 2, [3]. QCD generalization of the LPM effect was developed in the
1990s [4, 5, 6l [7, [8]. A long standing problem in studying in-medium evo-
lution of high energy QCD showers in relativistic heavy ion collisions has
been calculating corrections to the LPM effect for cases where consecutive
splittings happen close enough that their formation times overlap. That
is, whether consecutive splittings in a high energy shower can be treated
as being probabilistically independent, or if there are significant quantum
interference effects that must be accounted for.

Beginning several years ago, together with collaborators, we have worked
to answer this question, culminating with our complete result for an all
gluon, i.e. Ny = 0 in-medium shower [12] [13]. Here N; refers to the
number of electron or quark flavors. We found that the effect of overlap-
ping formation times for an all gluon QCD shower was a nearly negligible
O(1%) effect. This is in stark contrast to the O(100%) effect that we
found for the case of Large-N; QED [14] [16, [I5] earlier. It raises the
important question: What exactly makes overlap corrections in these two
cases so radically different? Large-Ny QED is, of course different from
Ny =0 QCD. But is the large difference in the size of overlap effects due
to ignoring fermions in refs. [12] [13], or is it related more fundamentally
to the structure of QCD? To answer this question, we consider now the
other extreme, i.e. QCD in the large-Ny limit!

Following our previous work, we will continue to make certain simpli-
fying assumptions: i) We will formally assume the medium to be infinitely
large, homogeneous and static, ii) we will work in the multiple scattering
(also called the §) approximation, and iii) we will work in the large-N.
limit of QCD, N, being the number of colors. Specifically, we will as-
sume Ny > N, > 1.

2 Overview of the calculation

To qualitatively understand the LPM effect, consider as example the case
of an electron moving through a medium. The electron scatters around,
and eventually radiates a bremsstrahlung photon. The photon cannot,
obviously resolve details smaller than its wavelength. For any external
observer, it then creates an uncertainty about the exact time and location
of the splitting process. The size of this uncertainty is often referred
to as the ”formation time” or ”formation length”. In situations where
the wavelength, and hence the formation time of the radiated photon
becomes larger than the mean free time between collisions in the medium,
a bremsstrahlung resulting from a single scattering in the medium becomes
indistinguishable from one resulting from many small angle scatterings.



Therefore, the observed splitting rate ends up being smaller than what
one would naively have expected.

It is important to note that the LPM effect in QCD is qualitatively
different from that in QED. Unlike the case of photon bremsstrahlung,
the LPM suppression is smaller for softer gluons. This is because, unlike
electrically neutral photons, gluons carry color and interact strongly with
the medium. A soft gluon is therefore easier to deflect, and gets separated
from its parent quickly, which reduces its formation time and consequently
reducing the resulting LPM suppression.

2.1 Weakly-vs. strongly coupled showers

Once we have accounted for the leading order LPM effect, can we then
treat consecutive splitting processes in an idealized Monte-Carlo simu-
lation as being probabilistically independent? In effect, rolling a classi-
cal dice at each time step with the probability of radiation weighted by
the LPM splitting rate? The answer to this question depends on the
value of the QCD coupling associated with the high energy splitting. For
the case of democratic splittings, for which the formation times are the
largest, the time between splittings is parametrically t,qq ~ tf;’ﬂ Hence,
when a5 is small, the shower will be made up of well—separatéd splitting
and the chance of overlap will be negligible and the shower may be ap-
proximated as a series of independent splitting processes. However, the
value of as reached in real life heavy ion collisions is only moderately
small. Besides previous authors have shown that corrections from soft
bremsstrahlung give large double-logarithmic enhancements, which can
be absorbed into an effective value of the ¢ [11], 9, 10]. So now we might
ask a more refined question: How big are overlap effects that cannot be
absorbed into an effective value of G%

2.2 A ¢—independent measure of overlap effects

Consider a shower made up entirely of democratic splittings. The shower
will completely stop in the medium in a distance lgsop ~ cfl\/Eo/(j.
As a theorist’s thought experiment, one might imagine measuring the
distribution €(z) of energy deposited by the shower as it moves through
the medium. Then, lstop Will be the first moment of the distribution, i.e.,

lstop = (2) = E5 " /ze(z) (1)

The width 0 = 1/(22) — (2)? is parametrically of the same order as

Istop, i.e 0 ~ a~'1/Ey/{ and any ratio of these quantities will be indepen-
dent of ¢. One such quantity is —Z— for which one can calculate correc-

lstop
tions due to overlapping formation times. That is, we may formally write

g _< g ) (1+ xa+0(a?) +...) (2)
LO

lstop lstop

and calculate the value of x as a measure of the effect of overlapping
formation times that cannot be absorbed into ¢.



2.3 QCD in Ny > N. > 1 and other approxima-
tions

We will make certain simplifying assumptions. Specifically, we will work
in the Ny > N. > 1 limit of QCD, in which a typical shower will be
entirely made up of ¢ — gqg and g — ¢q splitting vertices as shown in Fig.
We will also assume the medium to be static, homogenous and large
compared to the entire shower. We will ignore vacuum as well as medium-
induced masses of all high energy particles. We will assume that the high
energy particle initiating the shower can be approximated to be on-shell
and finally, we will integrate over all transverse degrees of freedom.

Figure 1: A typical shower in Ny > N, > 1 limit of QCD.

2.4 Brief overview of the calculation

In terms of feynman diagrams, the LPM effect arises from quantum inter-
ference of splittings amplitudes from splittings at slightly different times
as shown in Fig. For ease of notation, we have chosen not to show
medium interactions, and have only drawn the high energy in-medium
particles, depicting them as solid straight lines. The upper blue lines
represent the splitting at time ¢, while the lower red represents the same
splitting process, except at a slightly different time #. For calculations
like these it turns out to be useful to draw these interference contribu-
tions as a single process, as shown on the right in Fig. In this way,
the leading order LPM interference contribution can be interpreted as a
3-particle in-medium evolution sandwiched between splitting matrix ele-
ments at times ¢ and {. The in-medium evolution between ¢ and ¢ can
be reduced to an effective, non-relativistic quantum mechanics problem
governed by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. The splitting matrix elements
are related to the usual QCD Feynman rules.

Figure 2: An interference con- Figure 3: A small subset of real
tribution to leading order LPM and virtual, NLO interference
effect. contributions that we calculate.
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Figure 4: Ratio of NLO to LO contributions to ¢ — gqg and e — e7.

The next-to-leading order, overlapping formation time contributions
are calculated in similar, although much more complicated way. A sample
of such diagrams is shown in Fig.

3 Results

Surprisingly, we find that §-insensitive correction from overlap effects
xa ~ 0.005, which again is drastically different from our results in QED.
Clearly, the small result in QCD does not appear to be a peculiarity of
purely gluonic showers. Adding many flavors of quarks does not qualita-
tively change the size of overlap effects in QCD.

To understand why the result is so different between QED and QCD,
consider the behavior of LO and NLO splitting rates shown in Fig. [
Here we plot the ratio of NLO to LO contributions to the ¢ — gg splitting
rate for both QED and QCD in the large— Ny limits. As is clear from the
plot, the NLO contribution grows rapidly as the energy fraction carried by
the final state electron/quark z. — 1. In other words, the NLO correction
is large when the intermediate photon becomes soft. However, we do not
see any such behavior for the intermediate gluon in the case of QCD.

We will present a brief, qualitative argument explaining why overlap
effects become significant for soft intermediate photons but not for soft
intermediate gluons. For soft bremsstrahlung, formation times and hence
splitting rates behave very differently in QED and QCD. For QED,

qF
trorm ~ (3)
! \V =

trorm ~ /3. (4)

Hence, at leading order, the LPM suppression grows as the radiated pho-
ton becomes soft. A softer photon has a larger wavelength, hence increas-
ing the uncertainty about the exact time and place of the splitting process

while for QCD,



for any external observer, and hence has larger formation time, and larger
LPM suppression. Now if a subsequent overlapping v — eé splitting hap-
pens (which is the only possible scenario in large— Ny QED), the resulting
electron-positron pair, unlike the photon, carries electric charge and di-
rectly interacts with QED plasma, receiving transverse momentum kicks
from the medium and getting deflected. Hence any subsequent, over-
lapping pair production then significantly disrupts the collinearity of the
original e — ey bremsstrahlung. Therefore, the correction from overlap-
ping e — ey — eé is substantial in QED. In QCD on the other hand,
quarks and gluons both carry color and interact strongly with the QCD
medium. A subsequent overlapping g — ¢g pair-production does not sig-
nificantly affect the collinearity of the original ¢ — gg bremsstrahlung.
Consequently the correction from overlapping ¢ — qg — ¢QQ is there-
fore small. We will refer the readers to our recent paper [17] for more
detailed discussion of this result.

4 Conclusion

Our results demonstrate that the small size of overlap effects in pure
gluon (Ny = 0) QCD were not a numerical accident, soft photons are
affected much more significantly by a subsequent pair production than soft
gluons are. Leaving the question of overlap effects for the case of N. ~
Ny for future work, we can conclude for now that overlap effects that
cannot be absorbed into an effective value of § are small for both Ny =0
and Ny > 1 limits of QCD.
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