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We study the interplay between the flow and hydrodynamic gradients in jet quenching at first
order in opacity. We find that the mixed flow-gradient contributions in jet quenching are enhanced
by the medium length, and survive in the eikonal limit, dominating over other medium evolution
effects. The resulting modification to the jet quenching parameter and energy loss rate can be sub-
stantial, leading to ample phenomenological implications. We also compute the leading corrections
to the jet broadening due to the flow velocity gradients, and consider the leading gradient effects in
the medium-induced branching for general kinematics, extending the recent considerations of jets

in inhomogeneous media. These results can be straightforwardly coupled to matter simulations,
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I. INTRODUCTION

In-medium energy loss and the related suppression of energetic partons provide primary
evidence for the formation of collective matter in heavy-ion collisions (HIC), for a review
see e.g. [1-3|. Jets formed through the branching of such energetic partons interact with
the resulting matter across multiple length scales, and are sensitive to the details of the
medium evolution. Thus, the medium-induced modification of jets can be used for imaging
of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) created in HIC, laying the foundation of so-called jet
tomography, see e.g. [4—12] and references therein.

Describing the interaction of energetic partons with the medium within the framework of
perturbative QCD, one typically characterizes the matter with a collective background color
field, see e.g. [13-20]. Partons are then deflected by the matter field and lose energy in the
process, mainly through gluon bremsstrahlung. The matter field is inherently stochastic,
and hence all observables should be averaged over its possible configurations. The resulting
formalisms are usually treated under multiple simplifying assumptions, such as the eikonal
approximation (the limit of infinitely energetic leading parton) or the limit of static, trans-
versely! homogeneous matter. Consequently, the description of jet quenching decouples from
the evolution and structure of the matter (especially in the transverse directions), see the
discussion in [21].

There have been multiple attempts to extend the theoretical approaches to jet quenching
by including medium-evolution effects with minimal modifications: from taking matter dilu-
tion into account [22-24], or using basic kinematic arguments [25-27], to treating the trans-
verse flow within phenomenolgically-motivated models [28, 29]. More recently, the theory
of jet-matter interactions has been extended to the case of an evolving medium, including
the effects of flow |21, 30-32] and anisotropies |21, 30, 33—44|. In these works, flow- and
anisotropy-induced effects are considered separately. However, such considerations already
allow one to probe the coupling of jets with a variety of features of the medium evolution.

In this work, we focus on the interplay between the effects of flow and anisotropy in jet
quenching calculations. Following [21]|, we work within the opacity expansion, and consider

jet momentum broadening and medium-induced gluon radiation in an anisotropic flowing

! The longitudinal /transverse directions are defined with respect to the momentum of the leading parton.



matter. First, we extend the formalism developed in [21], where the structure of matter is
treated within a gradient expansion?. In [21] the gradient effects are considered only for
momentum broadening and in the absence of flow or flow velocity gradients. Here, we start
by including the effects of all hydrodynamic gradients at first order in the gradient expansion
into the jet momentum broadening consideration, going beyond the discussion in [21, 37].
Next, we derive the leading gradient corrections to medium-induced gluon radiation for
general kinematics, extending the results available in the literature, c.f. |21, 43]. Finally, we
show that the mixed flow-gradient contributions modify the final-state parton distributions
already in the eikonal limit, and, moreover, these terms are additionally enhanced by the
medium length. Thus, they dominate over other medium evolution effects. As a simple
illustration of the effect of these mixed terms, we show that the jet quenching parameter in
flowing anisotropic matter reads

u
1—u,

i) = [1-20- | o),

where z is the path length of the energetic parton, the transverse gradients are compactly
introduced with g, = (VQT% + Vauzﬁ + VﬂLg%), where T is the temperature, u
and u, are the transverse and longitudinal velocity components, ¢y is the jet quenching
parameter of a static homogeneous matter with the same local properties, and all these

objects should be understood as functions of z. We argue that such modifications in jet

quenching calculations can be substantial for characteristic evolution of the QGP in HIC.

II. MOMENTUM BROADENING

In this work, we study the broadening and medium-induced radiation pattern of a highly-
energetic parton interacting with nuclear matter within opacity expansion, closely following
the formalism developed in |21, 32, 37, 39, 43]. Before turning to particular processes, let
us first specify the details of the setup used in this work. Here, we will ignore the energy-
suppressed spin effects, and work with scalar particles in the fundamental representation.
In contrast to [21]|, where the medium-induced emission in flowing matter is studied in the
case of a scalar “gluon,” we focus on the emission of actual spin-1 gluons of the underlying

gauge theory — see e.g. [43] for a discussion.

2 See also [45-49] for other applications of the gradient expansion to probe-matter interactions.



The matter is modeled by a classical stochastic color field generated by moving massive

quasi-particle sources, neglecting their recoil. This background field can be written as
gAY (q) =Dl e ImTE) 1 (q) (27) (g0 — q - wi — qatizi) (1)

where w, = (1, u, u,) is the non-relativistic velocity (i.e., it is the four-velocity with the
relativistic y-factor removed), v;(q) is the single-source potential, ¢¢ controls the color of the
given source, (x;, 2;) are the spatial coordinates of the ith source, and the sum runs over
all the sources in the medium, while the matter properties can change from point to point.
We will use compact notation — suppressing the ¢ subscript — where doing so leads to no
confusion.

The particular scattering potential v(g) is model-dependent, and there exist multiple
choices in the literature, see e.g. the discussion in [21, 31| Throughout this paper, we will
use the Gyulassy-Wang (GW) model to make results more explicit, although generalization

is straightforward. The corresponding potential reads

vi(q) = % ; (2)

where g is the effective strong coupling inside the medium, and p; is the Debye mass at the
position of the given source.

Finally, one must specify how the final distributions are averaged over configurations
of the background field, fixing the structure of multi-point stochastic correlators. Following
[21], we assume the color fields to have Gaussian statistics, taking only pairwise averages into
account and enforcing color neutrality, as it is often used in perturbative QCD calculations.

The averaging over color sources then results in

(tith) = 5;;0, (3)

20y
where Cf is the quadratic Casimir in the representation opposite to the representation of
the color sources. Here, we will assume that all the sources are in the same fundamental
representation, setting C'z = N..

In this section, we further derive the gradient correction to the momentum-broadening
distribution within flowing, anisotropic QCD matter to first order in opacity, going beyond
the discussion in [21]. We focus particularly on the interplay between velocity corrections

and spatial gradients in the matter variables at first subleading order, neglecting anything
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FIG. 1: The single-Born amplitude M; (left) and the double-Born amplitude My (right) for

transverse-momentum broadening.

suppressed by two or more powers of the initial energy. At first order in opacity N = 1, up
to two interactions in the amplitude squared, there are two types of contributions to take
into account: the single-Born (SB) contribution M; and the double-Born (DB) contribution
M, see Fig. 1. Using this decomposition of the amplitude and omitting the terms whose

average vanishes, we can write its square as
(I My=1?) = (ML) + (Mo Mg) + (M5 M) (4)

where M, corresponds to vacuum propagation.

A. Single-Born contribution

We start by considering the SB contribution to the broadening of an energetic (scalar)

quark. The corresponding N = 1 amplitude reads

o d'q ite _ ap J —
My = / (271’)4 [tproj(Qp Q)uAext(Q)} |:(p — q)2 T 2€:| J(p Q)

_ Z tgrojt? (1 _ %) /e—i(q.mﬁqzm) v(q) % J(p — q) , (5)

q
where we have used the delta function in (1). In the above equation, J(p—q) is the source of

the initial energetic quark controlling the initial distribution of energetic partons — assumed

a

4r0j 15 the leading parton (“projectile”) color

to be centered at &y = 0 and 29 = 0 — and ¢
generator. We have also introduced shorthand notation for integrals running over the full

. . 3
three-dimensional space as [ = d°z (and [ = Lk and over the transverse space as

(2m)3
— — [ _d’k
fa: = fdQCB (and fk: = IW)
Integrating over ¢, by residues, we assume that J is slowly varying, hence there are only

four poles in (5) to account for in the evaluation of the integral. The two poles, coming
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from the scattering potential v(q), have a finite imaginary part. For a sufficiently dilute
and longitudinally-extended medium p;z; > 1, and so the corresponding contributions are

exponentially suppressed and can be neglected. The other two poles come from the quark

propagator
2F q-u
+  ~
P T, (=% ) (6a)
. 2 2
o o~ 4 (P—a)—-p (6b)

Pm ] — 21 —u,)E
where we have accounted for the first terms in the eikonal expansion. The pole Q;_q is O (F),
so its residue will be highly suppressed by the leading parton energy and can be neglected.
Therefore, the only non-vanishing contribution comes from the residue corresponding to the
pole at @,_,. The integration contour has to be closed below the real axis enforcing z; > 0.

After performing the ¢.-integration, the SB contribution to the amplitude reduces to
. . u-p
M, = — to A1 — —————
(2475} Z; proj i ( (1—UZ)E)
: - 2F 1
X / 0(z) e 1T g7 @07 () — J
q 14w, p—q Q;—q
—_— —1 L —iQ_7 Zi u . (p - q) ~ ~
=1 ; t;rojt? /q Q(ZZ) e 9o P—q (1 — m U(Q) J(p - CI) s

where the tilde indicates that gy and ¢, have been fixed, and ¢, = (q ‘u+ Q,_ Uz, q, Q;_q)

(p— ) (7)

"
We can now square the amplitude, average over initial and sum over final quantum
numbers, as well as average over the field configurations. We will also assume that the sources

are smoothly distributed, replacing any sum over the scattering centers by a continuous

integral

>i- / o, 2) f(x, 2), (8)

where p(x, z) is the source number density. Doing so yields

<|M1’2> =C / 0(z) p(x, 2) ea—da)= e_i(Q;*q_Qz;q’)Z
z,q,q’

u-p—q u-(P—q)\ . - .
X<1_(1_UZ)E_(1_uZ)E)U(Q)U(Q)J(p—Q)J(P—Q)a 9)

Cr

on-- Note that we only explicitly show the arguments of p(x, z) for illustrative

where C =

purposes, keeping the arguments of the other hydrodynamic variables implicit.
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Contrary to the case with vanishing medium velocity, the ¢, integration results in a shift

in the argument of the potential and initial source. Expanding these functions, one readily

finds

3 ~ (g qg-u (p—q’—p° .
o =oie) (1+ 7L P o) (10
Jp—q ~J(E,p—q) <1—ﬁ%§—é) , (10b)

2

where v(g?) = — e

Upon inspection of (9) and (10), one sees that all the velocity corrections appearing in
the squared amplitude are proportional to the transverse velocity w. Hence, it is useful to

define a new vector in the transverse plane

n__ P-a  p-q a  (P-a’-p’ v
I'(q.q) = I—w)E (-w)E (=wE o) of
’ AN\2 2 * !

L9 -d)y-p o g 10/ ¢ 19J

(1—-u,)E  v(q?) 09?% (1—wu,)JOE (1—u,)JOE
which enables us to write the averaged squared-amplitude in a compact form

(M) =c / 6(2) ple. 2) o(q®) v* (g) T (E.p — @) J* (E.p — q)

x,q,

x e~ia-q) = e_i<Q;*q_Q;*Q'>Z [1+u-T'(q.q) . (12)

All the dependence on the matter’s spatial structure in (12) comes from the hydrodynamic
parameters of the matter model. In our case of the GW potential, these parameters are the
source spatial density p(zx,z), the Debye mass p?(x, z), and the three components of the
velocity u(x,z) and wu.(x,z). For arbitrary ax-dependence in (12), the final distribution
cannot be simplified further. We proceed by noting that the matter properties are expected
to change sufficiently slowly in the hydrodynamic phase, and thus expand in hydrodynamic
gradients transverse to the large parton momentum p,, see [21]. At the zeroth order, matter
is uniform in the transverse plane, and thus the x-integral trivially results in a delta function
while the longitudinal z-integral is yet to be performed. Then the corresponding contribution

to the squared amplitude reads
qupy=c [ &= [ o) @) 1 (Bp =) 1+ u-T@] +0(v), (19
where I'(q) = I'(q, ) and we assume that the matter has a finite longitudinal size L.
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Given weak dependence on the transverse coordinates, any hydrodynamic variable G(x, z)

can be expanded about @& = 0, resulting in
G(z,2) ~ G(z)+ - VG(2) + O (V?) .

Then the transverse integral in (12) can be performed explicitly by noting that

L 0
TG DL (7 L ———, O P, 14
/m ( )3(q—q/)a (a—4) (14)

where a runs over the 2D transverse space. With these replacements, we can express the

linear gradient correction to (13) in a compact form

L
5<|M1|2> = —iC / dz/ 5@ (q12) 9o p(2)
0 Q,q12

2 2
X 3q?2,a{J (E,p— Q- %%2) J* (E,p— Q + %%2) v <(Q+ %Q12) ) v* ((Q - %(hz) )

comni (e 2@V ] fwr (@ bana- o) b a9

1 —u, (1—u,)E

where Q = % (g+q'), g2 = g—¢q’, and we have integrated the derivative acting on the delta
function by parts. All gradient corrections can be derived from the same expression upon
variation over the corresponding hydrodynamic variable. We use a shorthand notation, the
two-dimensional operator g, = ) . (VG . %)a, which should be understood as summed
over the hydrodynamic variables. Note that if a u-dependent cutoff is introduced for the
momentum integration, g should, in principle, act on such a cutoff as well.

In order to simplify our considerations, we follow [21] and assume that the initial source
J and v have at most constant imaginary phases®. Therefore, all the terms in the integrand
of (15) — except for the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal (LPM) phases [50, 51] — are even
and regular functions of g2 with zero derivative with respect to g2 at zero. This reduces

the gradient correction to the amplitude to

(M) = /OL dz/q Go p(2) K_l ‘_‘auz n (gp_—uZ;D 21

< [o(@) |J(E,p — q)P [1 fu r<q>} . (16)

3 Indeed, for arbitrary complex functions J and v one would expect additional contributions proportional
<>

to e.g. J*(p)V,J(p). While non-trivial phases, controlling such structures, are not expected in the

commonly used models for the source potential, the initial source is generally less constrained. Here, we

will imply this assumption, leaving the case of more general initial distributions aside.



B. Double Born contribution

Next we turn to the DB diagram, see Fig. 1, which gives the second contribution to the

transverse momentum broadening and corresponds to the double-scattering amplitude:

[ diq diq ’ _ bu R
ZMQ—/@W) 2n)] (190 (20 — ¢2)s Acxi (a2)] [(p_@)z_l_ie]

X [igtpo;(2(p — 2) — 1) pAcki(@1)] {(p v _Z 0)? + ic

} Jp—q—q). (17

Unlike the case of the SB diagram, both field insertions in M, come at the amplitude level,
and to the first order in opacity the DB diagram combines with the vacuum amplitude
iMy = J(p). Averaging over the stochastic fields and summing the quantum numbers, we
find that
* _ p —i(q1+a2) ®i—i(q1=tq2:) %
ity ~¢ 3 (125 2 5) [ entarernton e )i
2E(1 — u,) 2E(1 — u,)
(p— @) +ie (p— g2 — q1)* + ie

Jp—@—aq)J(p), (18)

where we have used the constraints coming from the external field fixing the temporal
components of the two momenta. We further note that, as in the SB case, the dominant

contribution to the gy, integral corresponds to the pole at g1, = —q2. + Q,_,, 4, — t€. Thus,
<M2Mg> =iC Z / Q(Zz) e—iatae) i —iQ,_ g g, % J(E,p —q - q2) J*(p)

4 q1,92
% (1_u'(2p—Q1—Q2) U‘(Q1+Q2)18_J)

(1—-u,)E 1 —wu, JOFE
y 2F v(q1) v(g2)
1+ Uy (q2z - Q;—qg - 26) <QQZ - QP q2 + ZE)

where the tilde serves to remind one that ¢;, and ¢, are fixed, which introduces a non-trivial

(19)

¢2.~dependence into v(qy).

Turning to the ¢o, integration, one must also note that the Fourier factor is independent
of gs., and the residues of the scattering potential poles are no longer suppressed. Therefore,
the residues of the all six poles may contribute. The two poles of the second scalar propagator

are given by while the four poles coming from the scattering potentials read

p q2’
. _ U,
v(Gy) : PE=Q, e — m(u, Lq) + o h (20a)
U, )
v(ga) : Py = =2 (u-q2) £ - Ry, (20b)



where, keeping the expressions compact, we have introduced the shorthand notation
R =(1-uw)(q’+ ") — (u-q)*>0. (21)

Then, introducing the source number density, we can write the full DB contribution as

(Mo Mg) + c.c. =iC 0(2) p(x, 2) J(E,p — q1 — q2) J*(p)
NIRRT
(1—wu,)E l—u, JOE
% |:6_i(Q1+q2) —i1Qp g1 —qo “Tpp — € i(q1+g2)@ JiQp_q) g, IDB ’ (22)
with
dqy, 2F v(G) v
o= / o T+ ws (g — Qg —(zle)><c1(52>— Qpgy T i€) 29)

At zeroth order in gradients, the hydrodynamic parameters are considered to be constant
in the transverse plane, and integrating over x sets q = —qs = q. Therefore, only the
imaginary part of the integral ImZpp(q, —q) contributes to (22). The DB contribution

then simplifies to

(Mo M) + c.c. = _c/ dz/ 2 1J(E.p)P

2u-p u-p q*on?
1— — — O . 24
{ (I1—u,)E (1—wu,)E v?0q? +0(V) (24)
Introducing a new transverse vector
2 2
p p q ov
r =-2 — 25
ool@ = 208 T - B o =
we can re-express (24) in a compact form analogous to (13)
(Mo M) + c.c. = —c/ dz/ PII(E.p) [+ Tps(g) + O(V). (26)

Following the same logic as before, we replace the linear dependence in & by a derivative
of a delta function 6 (q; + q»). Integrating by parts and using shorthand notation, we find

the leading gradient corrections to (22), which read

L 21)25@) (2
SMMG) + c.. = C / - / (2m)*0®(2Q)
0 Q.q12 2

X g %{P(Z)J(EP—QQ)J*(]?) <1—2“'(p_Q) p U@ 1‘9_J)

(1-uw.)E “1—u.JOE

x [e_iQ;ql’”ZIDB + €iQ;*q1*qQZIEB} } - (@7)
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where Q = %(Ch + @2) and q12 = @1 — q2. The structure of this expression is more in-
volved, and so it is instructive to consider each contribution separately. First, when the
derivative acts on the terms in the second line of (27), the only g;2-dependence enters
through ReZpp(qi2,0). Its angular average scales as % and can be explicitly derived. When
the derivative hits the LPM phases, the integrand is proportional to ImZpp(gi2,0), and,
after averaging over the angles, the corresponding contribution looks like a naive combi-
nation of gradient and flow corrections in [21|. Finally, when the derivative acts on the
integral Zpp, only its real part contributes. Its eikonal term ReI,(:% is a regular, even
function of @, and its derivative at @ = 0 is zero. In turn, the subeikonal part satisfies
8(2% ReI(Dlj)B(qlg, 0) = _862% ReI(Dlj)g(—qlg, 0). Since the rest of the integrand in (27) is qjo-
independent, the corresponding contribution to the integral vanishes after angular averaging.
Combining these contributions, we find

L OJEp)Prgt/1-u—ul §P(q)
T2 Opa 4u(l —uw)E - [v(q?))?

Finally, one may notice that working with scalar quarks we have to treat the seagull vertex

§(MyMg) + c.c. = C/O dZ/éa p(2) [v(qQ)]QU(E,p)!Q{

present in the theory and required by consistency. This contribution is commonly omitted in
the jet quenching calculations based on scalar QCD, since it is expected to be subeikonal, see
e.g. the discussion in [21]. However, it may contribute to the leading subeikonal corrections,
and cannot be ignored here. It can be easily checked that the corresponding contribution
appears only in the presence of transverse anisotropy, and has the same structure as the term
in the first line of (28). This subeikonal term is additionally suppressed by the smallness of
the gradients with no length enhancement, and, thus, appears to be subleading to the rest
of the terms. In what follows we will neglect such terms, keeping only the length-enhanced
subeikonal gradient corrections, and, consequently, neglecting all the diagrams involving the

seagull vertex.
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C. Final parton distribution and its moments

The final state parton distribution can be related to the squared amplitude of the process,
and is defined by

w1 )

where we have chosen F and the two transverse components of the momenta as the inde-

(©)
EdeE = 22#3 |J(E,p)|? and

pendent variables. Introducing the initial parton distribution

taking the combined effects of flow and gradient corrections together, we find

AN AN
dpdE  d?pdE

v o { 10, WEP D] i

ul —p), 2 © 9\12
- R e @ B dE} o) @), (30)

E

where the terms appearing at the second subeikonal order should be neglected. Integrating
the final-state distribution over the transverse momentum, one can show that the number of
energetic partons is unchanged as long as the initial distribution falls fast enough at infinity,
as required by unitarity.

It is instructive to consider how a particular ensemble of partons is modified by a flowing
anisotropic distribution of matter. To do so, we focus on a narrow initial distribution

parametrized as

(0) 2
N = J(E) e 2 . (31)
d*pdE  27w?

Starting with the corresponding family of partons in the initial state, one may understand

how their distribution changes by focusing on the leading moments of the final state distri-

bution, defined as

Da; ---Pa, E 2dJ\[ aq - Pa d.
(o) = PP BB e [ Prpen) g N )
fp Ed2pdE p H(E) p

The process of jet-transverse-momentum broadening is often quantified with the so-called
jet quenching parameter, which is argued to control many of the related processes. Thus,
we start by computing the quadratic moment given by

(p?) =20 +C /L dz {1—257- ; - }p(Z) /q a’[v(g*)]?, (33)

0 - Uz
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where the first term corresponds to the vacuum part of (30) and is fixed by the width of the
initial distribution. Varying this moment with the medium length L — understood as the
path length travelled by the parton — we find

@<L>={1—Lg- “

1—u,

o). (39
where ¢o(L) = Cp(L) fq q* [v(g?)]? corresponds to the limit of static transversely homoge-
neous matter, and all hydrodynamic variables and their gradients should be understood as
functions of L. Thus, we can see that the interplay between the transverse medium structure
and flow modifies the even moments of the final state distribution, including the fundamen-
tal jet quenching parameter, at the leading eikonal order. Moreover, this modification is
length-enhanced, and consequently, expected to be the dominant effect of the medium’s
evolution. This is one of the main results of this work.

Following |21, 32, 37|, we also consider the leading odd moments of the final distribution,
which vanish in the case of static and isotropic matter (for isotropic initial distribution) but

generated by flow and gradient effects. One readily finds that

=5 [ d: [1-29 ] oo

u—w/ q’ [Ef/(E)wz O 1 (@), (35)

where we recognize the same re-scaling factor as in the case of even moments combined with
the averaged transverse momentum obtained in [21, 32].
As shown in |21, 37|, the directional gradient effects appear only in higher odd moments

of the final parton distribution. Focusing on the cubic moment, we find

L 2 1 u u
2\ _ 202 26 q R P a
Pep’) C/O dz/q{wzgau—u)E 2| YT O—w)E

% g {ng + (1002 + ¢%) q2aiq2 L (4 + ) E%] } p(2) (@)]?, (36)

which agrees with the results of |21, 37] in the limit of static matter at first order in opacity,

and can be compared to the results of [21] in the homogeneous limit at w = 0.

III. MEDIUM-INDUCED GLUON SPECTRUM

In this section, we will derive the medium-induced radiation spectrum in an evolving

inhomogeneous nuclear matter at the first order in opacity, and discuss the resulting modifi-
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cations of the energy loss. This consideration is technically more involved, and here we will
focus on two particular types of the medium evolution effects. First, we will study how the
transverse gradients of u and p modify the full gluon spectrum in the absence of any flow, at
the first order in opacity, but in full kinematics, and thereby extending the results of [21, 43].
Second, we will search for the mixed flow-gradient effects analogous to the multiplicative
modification in (34), keeping only the leading terms in the eikonal expansion. For notational
compactness, we will put the two types of gradient corrections together in intermediate equa-
tions, although one should note that the subeikonal terms sourced by the transverse flow
(and their combinations with the leading gradient corrections) are omitted?. In the absence
of u, gradients, the longitudinal flow effects can be obtained with the corresponding boost,
and for simplicity we will set v, = 0.

Before turning to details, we should note that the external field (1) has been obtained
from the classical field equation in the Lorenz gauge. However, it is convenient to impose
a stronger gauge condition, additionally requiring n - A = 0. In this gauge, only the two
physical gluon polarizations appear, and the consideration simplifies. This constraint is
compatible with the form of (1), and one may choose n* to be any vector transverse to the
= 0 for u, = 0. In this gauge, the

velocity u*. Here, we will use n, = (0, 0, 1) since AZ,

propagator of a gluon is given by

—iN,, (k)
(k) = 2w
Gulh) = 22 (37)
where the numerator is transverse to the gauge vector n and gluon momentum k
k.k n,n k.n, + k,n
N (k) = g, 2 uhy L2 ul — (k. ply T Rty
(k) = G £ (k-n)?— k?n? + (k-n)%— k?n? (k) (k-n)?— k?n? (38)

The polarization vector now satisfies k - €(k) = n - e(k) = 0, and can be parametrized as

€, (k) = (e : k, €, O) (39)

W

where € is the transverse polarization®, k = (w, k, k.), and we keep the polarization index

implicit.

4 Tt should be mentioned here that in this limit the class of diagrams involving the seagull or four-gluon
vertices can be freely neglected. Indeed, they contribute as gradient corrections, and appear only at the

first subeikonal order, lacking any length enhancment in the absence of the transverse flow.
5 The transverse polarization vectors are functions of k, since the sum over polarizations should be properly

normalized. However, up to the higher subeikonal corrections, we find that 3, eéeg = o + O (ﬁ),

with o and B running in the 2d transverse space.
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FIG. 2: The elementary vacuum splitting, corresponding to the zeroth order in opacity expansion.

Following the notation of |21, 43|, we consider the leading perturbative contribution to the
medium-induced branching of the initial energetic quark to an on-shell quark of momentum
(p— k), and an on-shell gluon of momentum k,, working at the leading eikonal order but to
all orders in LPM phases. We also rely on the broad source approximation, assuming that
the dependence of the initial source on the transverse momenta is sufficiently weak. Under
the aforementioned assumptions, the vacuum emission amplitude (see Fig. 2) corresponding

to the zeroth order in opacity, reads

. . * i r 2(1—X)€(k—Xp)
Z7?'0 = [thproj (2p - k:)/J« € #(k)] pg + ic ‘](p> = —g tproj (k? . Xp)Q J(p) ’ (4O>
where ¢} . comes from the emission vertex, r is the color of the final gluon, x = ¥ is

its energy fraction, and one may recognize the (light-front) wave function of the splitting
U(x, k—xp) = % which controls the branching probability, see e.g. the discussion
in [52]. In turn, at the first order in opacity N = 1, there are 9 diagrams contributing to
the amplitude of the medium-induced branching shown in Fig. 3 and 4, and we will consider

them one-by-one in what follows.

A. Single Born contributions
1. The amplitude level

Let us start by computing the simplest contribution to the medium-induced branching —

R 4, which corresponds to the initial state scattering. This amplitude reads

d4q i ;
. _ Y. T (9 — *V 49 (9 — Ao b B
iRa /(2ﬂ)4 [0 g0, (20 = F), € (F)] i [i tyr0; (2P — @) gA™(q)] TErEE J(p—q)
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20 )¢ (k—xp ¢ [ e Q2D
— t i(qi-xit+qz2;) J _ 41
(k — xp)? Z proj PTOJ t; . (p— Q)2 + ic (p—q), (41)

where we have explicitly used the constraint on ¢y. Turning to the ¢,-integration, we again
assume that the residues of the scattering potential poles are exponentially suppressed. In

turn, the poles coming from the quark propagator are given by

or,~28(1-L=). (42a)
- (1 -x)k*+x(p—k)* —x(1 —x)(p — g)?
Qg =qru 2x(1 —x)F ’ (42b)

while the initial source is assumed to result in no new poles. Thus, collecting all the relevant

contributions, we can write the initial-state scattering amplitude as
‘ C2(1—x) — Xp)
iRa=—ig ( _ Xp Z tpro] proj ti

« / 0(z) =% =% % y(q?) J(E.p— q). (43)
q

The next diagram corresponds to the final-state scattering process in the quark line, and

its amplitude reads

. o i it® _
ZRB - / (271’) [ tp?“og (2(p k) ) gAezt] (p_ k‘

X [igth,,;(2(p —q) — k), €”(k)]

—q)? +ie
7

(p—q)* + e

which, after both gy and ¢, integrals are evaluated, can be rewritten as

=0 | (g 0n 20 o0

J(p—q), (44)

proji “proj (k—x(p—q))?

« [efiQ;_qzi P 1O i| v(q2) J(E,p— Q), (45)

where we have used the explicit form of the poles of the second quark propagator

q-u
1—-xFE(1l - ——— 46
0 g2 -8 (1= 5 A1) (462)
- (p—k—q7—(p— k)

~q- 46h
Cotg = Ut 21— x)E (46b)

Turning to the last SB contribution in the amplitude, corresponding to the final-state
scattering in the emitted gluon line, we write

d'q —iNP (k= q)
R = ) 2 — k‘ J— a I S v Fa c k . _k
tikc / (271_)4 Z( P )H proj (k _ q)Q + je Vap( q,9, )

i
(p—q)% +ie

x gA"(q) € (k) J(p—aq), (47)
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FIG. 3: The three single-Born diagrams contributing to the medium-induced radiation at the first

order in opacity.

where I'%¢ (k — q, q, —k) is the three-gluon vertex defined as

vap

Lo (k,,q) = g f [guw(k = )p + Gup(0 — D+ Goula — k)] (48)

*

with all the momenta going towards the vertex. Since N**, €}, and Al are all transverse to
n, = (0, 0, 1) by construction, the product of these three objects and the three-gluon vertex
is independent of the z-components of momenta, resulting in no new poles. Performing both

the qo and ¢, integrals, we can write R¢ as

2(1-x)e- (k—(1—x)q —xp)

R — abcta tb/ 0 ; —iq-x; 2
(2% g;f proj Vi ‘ (2)6 (k:—(l—x)q—xp)2 U(q)
x [e*@;—w _ e—i%-q%] J(E,p—q), (49)
where the poles of the gluon propagator have been used
+ o~ _ 9 “’)
L~ 2xE (1 ) (50a)
_ (k—q)° — K’
Qk,qZQ‘U+T- (50b)
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2. SB contributions to the squared amplitude

Now we are in position to obtain the full SB contribution to the amplitude squared.
As done in the case of jet broadening, we have to average over initial and sum over final
quantum numbers, as well as perform the medium averages.

Let us start by squaring R 4, which after averaging but before integrating over the trans-

verse coordinates results in

(IRl = 20; g fél_}ﬁz / 0(z) plw, z) 700

4,a
x e " Gmam%-a 20 (g?) v(g®) J(E,p — q) T (E,p — @), (51)
where the color factors combine into an overall multiple W In the case of a transversely

homogeneous matter, corresponding to the zeroth order in the gradient expansion, we can
readily evaluate the z-integral. It results in a constraint (27)26®(q — q), and integrating
over one of the momenta the standard form of the leading contribution is obtained. In turn,
treating the gradient corrections as in the broadening case, one may note that only the LPM
phases contribute to the momentum derivative at ¢ — g = 0. Thus, up to the first order in
gradients and in the eikonal limit for the flow induced terms, the corresponding contribution

to the amplitude squared reads

vt o[ G o (v "5

< p(z) [v(@®)]* |[J(E.p—q)*. (52)

(IRAD

It should be stressed that if the subeikonal flow corrections, scaling as O (%), were added
here, they would mix with the eikonal gradient terms, scaling as O (|u|z), giving contri-
butions of order O (|u|2%z), which are formally of the same smallness as the subeikonal
(but length enhanced) gradient corrections, scaling as O (%z) These are the terms which
we omit in our consideration, focusing on the two limits described above — (i) keeping the
terms scaling as O (%z) but with no transverse flow, (ii) keeping only the eikonal gradient
corrections in the presence of a transverse flow.

Squaring R, and averaging the result over the background field configurations, we find
C% e
2N .

l’?q7q

(IRsl*) = 0(2) p(x, z) e @D
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41-x?(k—x(p—q))  (k—x(p—q))
(k—x(p—q))*(k—x(p—q))?
X e U@-a"2-0) % 4 e UL tq Qi) % _ o UL gL k-g) F _ U Qg) 2| (53)

v(q)v(q) J(E.p—q) J(E,p—q)

Accounting for the fact that this SB contribution involves two LPM phases, we find that
up to the first order in gradients the corresponding contribution to the amplitude squared

reads

Rafth = SE o [ [ A 1o (-2t 2k

[ cos (B DE N o) i B -0 (59

The last SB contribution R¢, corresponding to the final-state scattering process in the

emitted gluon line, also involves two LPM phases, and, after squaring and averaging, it reads

CrC o
(Ref) = e [ 06:) ol oy ea-oe
¢ z,q,q

41 -x)*(k— (1 —x)g—xp) - (k— (1 —x)q — xp) _ . _
(k— (1 —x)q —xp)°(k — (1 —x)q — xp)? v(q)v(q) J(E,p—q)J"(E.p—q)

X [efi(Q;—q*Q;—a)z + €_i(Q':—q_Q’;—<7)Z - e_i(Q;’q_Q’;q)z - ei(Q,;q—QE—q)z] ) <55)

As in the cases of R4 and Rp, the only non-vanishing contribution to the linear gradient

correction comes from the derivative acting on the phases, and we find

A(1 —x)? . p—q k—gq
(IRel) C’Fg/dz/ k—(1—-x)qg—xp)? [1—9-(u— °F  2xE )~

1= cos (& ;i([ff;pyz)} o @) 1B p—a) - (56)

The three SB interference terms can be computed following the very same procedure — the
x-dependence of the matter parameters is expressed through the corresponding momentum
derivatives. However, the light-front wave functions are structurally different in the direct
and conjugated amplitudes, and that results in a new class of gradient corrections. For
instance, the interference term (R4R7};) can be written as

Cr 5 (" 2(1-x)?(k—xp) - (k—x(p—q))
Nz9 / dz/ k—xp)’(k —x(p — q))?

S e = )]
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o (P (Pt R (el

xanCﬁgﬁgggyz>}mwaLﬂﬂp—qW, (57)

where the sine phase structure has no explicit length enhancement since it involves no
momentum derivatives of the LPM phases. In turn, the two other combinations read

(L) k()
(RARE) +cc. = —Cp g / dz/ —xp)2(k — (1 —x)q — xp)?

x { 1-g-uZ [1 ~ cos <(k 2(>1<(I f)ffﬁp)? z)]

+g- L p_qz—l—k_qz cos k:—(l—x)q—xp2z
E 2F xE 2x(1 -x)E
k—(1—-x)g—xp k—xp )

+(1-x)g- <(k_(1—x)q—xp)2_Z(k—xp)'(k_(l_x)q_Xp)

xmnﬁk—igfzgmﬂz)}mwwamﬂp—mﬁ, (58)

and
1—X) (k—x(p—4q))- (k- (1—-x)q—xp)
<Rﬁ%”+cc“o“’/‘”/) (k= x(p— )2k — (1 - x)q — xp)?

x{[l—g-uz][l—i—cos( 2k~ (1~ 2x)g _zxmz)

2x(1 —x)E

R s =]

+<p_1~c—qz+k—qz)cos(q-(2l~c—(1—2><)q—2><p)2”

21—x)E~ ' 2xE 2x(1 =x)E
- L k=(1-xg-xp ""Xp
g ((1 )(k—(l—x)q—xp) 2<k—X(p—q) — (1 =x)g —xp)

B e
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x p(2) [v(@®)]” |7(E,p—a)I" , (59)

where the color factors can also be verified in the limit of homogeneous matter.

B. Double Born diagrams

Here, we consider the six DB contributions in the amplitude of the gluon radiation,
see Fig. 4. Following [21]|, we note that after averaging over medium configurations, the
propagator poles, governing the ¢;,-integral, cancel ¢, in the exponential factors (except for
a part of R¢), and the contour can be closed in both directions. The scattering potentials
are needed for convergence, and should be taken into account explicitly.

Starting with R p, corresponding to the case of two initial-state scatterings, we find its

contribution to the squared amplitude:

* _ C% 2 4(1 — X>2 *
(RpRg) + c.c. NI 0(2) p(, ) Tk —xp)? JY(E,p—aq1—¢q2)J(E,p)

x [e‘“‘hﬂm'w e rnn T — TR T I an P T (60)

where the integral Zp is defined as

dqa. E ’U(Q2) ’U(q~1)
Ip = 61
P / 27T (qQZ - Q;—qg - ZE) (Q2Z - Qp q2 + ZE) ( )

with ¢, = (u-q1, g1, —q2. + Q,_,,_,,). This integral can be explicitly evaluated, and since

it involves no length enhanced terms, we keep only its eikonal part. Then,

ImZp(q,—q) ~

ReTp(q, ~q) = 2 0= DUEE D gy (62

where Ry is given by (21) at u, = 0. One should also note that ReID =0,

8( +q q1=—4q2

and it results in no eikonal gradient corrections. Thus, keeping only the terms with non-zero

angular average, we find

(RpRg) +c.c. = N / / 1__};); -g- (u — %) z]
<o (LEL ) o) @P U ERE . ()
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FIG. 4: The six double-Born diagrams contributing to the medium-induced radiation at the first

order in opacity.
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Similarly, for the contribution to the amplitude squared with two final-state scatterings

in the quark line Rg, we find®

—z'fvj 7 / 0(2) plx, 2)
41— x)? (k —xp) - (k —x(p — @1 —
02k —x(p— @1 — @)

<RER3> +c.c. =

©) 1(5,p)I(Ep - a1 - )

% [ei(m+q2)'w< ~1Q 0y % _ oD kgy—ay )IE
_ cilarta) ( Qg2 % — " Cp—h—a1—az ) Ty |, (64)
where
Ty — / d2612z . (1- X)EU(QZ) U(@l} . (65)
T (G2: — Q) 4y — 16)(q2: — Q) 4, 1+ 1€)

with ¢, = (v - q1, q1, —q2. + Q, ., _,,)- Evaluating this integral, one may note that at
the leading order in the eikonal expansion Zp ~ Zp, and we can again utilize (62). Thus,

expanding in gradients, we find that

(RERE) + c.c. = N /dz/ 1__); {[1—g.uz]

+xg- "f‘—xp i (“"‘—X’”E ) }p<z> ()2 (B, p)f . (66)

(k — xp)? 2x(1 — x)

Turning to the contribution with two final-state scatterings in the gluon line, we have to
deal with a product of two gluon propagators and two three-gluon vertices. As in the case of
R above, this product does not depend on the z-component of momenta since N*, u,,, and

€, are transverse to n,, resulting in no new poles. Averaging the corresponding contribution

6 Taking the first g, ,-integral, we pick up two residues, corresponding to the poles Q,_g—q, and Qp k—ag1—qa-
At eikonal order, the scattering potentials look the same for both residues and the Fourier phases can be

pulled out as a common factor for Zg.
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to the amplitude squared, we write it as

C
(RFRG) +c.c. = —Z7F g / 0(z) p(z, 2)
,4q1,92

8(1 —x)*(k—xp) - (k—(1—x)(q + ) —xp)
(k —xp)*(k — (1 —x)(q1 + q2) — xp)?

J(Evp)‘]*(Eup —q1 — Q2)

where
dgo. xE v(g2) v(q1)
I / . _ — 68
" 2m (QQZ - Q—ktqz - ZE) <Q2z - Qk’*Qz + 26) ( )

with ¢, = (v - q1, 1, —q2. + Q,;qqu). At the leading order in the eikonal expansion, one
finds that Zrp ~ Zp, and we can again utilize (62). Expanding in gradients and treating
x-integral in the same fashion, one finds
1 — X R
(RFRO>+CC——CFg/ dz/ {1—g-uz]
(k —xp)? k p (k —xp)*
1— IS 2 L IS A
{ o8 (2){(1 — X)E A <E° T B 2x(1 —x)E :
k—xp . (k —xp)° 2412 2

—_— e Z J(E . (69
o sin (o g+ ) e @R E R (09

Now we can turn to a more involved diagram, having two final-state scatterings in different

—(1=-x)g-

lines. The corresponding contribution to the amplitude squared can be written as

* _‘CF 2 4(1_X)(k_Xp)'(k—Q2—X(p—Q1—CI2))
RaRy) +oc.=if o [ RELCE [

x J(E,p)J*(E,p —q — q2) {ei(Q1+Q2)-x (efi(Q;,qurQ;,qul)z =19, 4 —ao )IG

_ eilaitaz)x (ei(Q,: a2 T kqy)? _ eigp_"“’q2 z) IZ;} ) (70)

- - _ -1 _
where Zg = <eﬂ(gk 2t k-a1)? _ 079 ay—a ) Zq, and

To= / dga- . _ EU‘(Qz) _ ’
21 (go- — QZ_qQ —i€)(qaz — Ot i€)(q2s — Q;_ql_qz +Q ke — i€)
olg) e @t (1 ) u(@) e S ] (71)
G2z + Q;—k—q1 o Q;—(h—tm —i€ —G2. t Q;—m—qz - ;—k—q1 — 1€
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with ¢, = (u-q, @, 9, ) and G, = (v - q1, @1, g2 + @, _,,). Evaluating this
integral, we close the contour below the real axis, so the explicit exponential factor can be
utilized. In the eikonal limit, we further find that

1 (1—x)
2k—@—x(P—a—q
ReZa(q1,q2) ~0. (72)

ImZa(qy, q2) ~ — ))QU(Qf)v(QS)

Thus, the corresponding contribution to the amplitude squared reads

\ P 2(1-x)?(k —xp) - (k+q —xp)

o o (0 ) on (225

+g- p—k—qz+k+qz cos q-(2(kz—xp)—i—q)z —g-gzcos —(k_Xp)Qz
21 —-x)E 2xE 2x(1 —x)E E 2x(1 —x)E
1 k+q—xp k —xp

i (X_§) a <2(’<f+q—x1o)2 - (k—xp)'(k+q—xp))
oo (TEEZDED) 4 (22 | } o) @ 1B PP (73)

where the gradient corrections have been treated in the same way as before.

The two remaining DB diagrams are not expected to contribute in the eikonal limit, since
they have the gluon emission vertex in between the two interactions, attached to the same
source. Starting with the case of initial- and final-state scatterings in the quark lines, we

can write the corresponding contribution as

e g /I’ql’q2 0(z) p(x, 2) 40— %) (k ;(:1)_) ;{g‘)’; x(p — q2))

X [e_i(qﬁ‘h)'m e Cra—a2® Ty — ei(Q1+q2)'meiQ;ql*q2zII*{] J(E,p)J"(E,p— a1 — q2), (74)

C
(RuRE) + c.c. = i g

where
T — / dqs- Ev(q)v(g2)
H — + . — . + . _ . )
2m (q2z - Qp—q2 - ZE) (QZZ - Qp*qz + ZE) (QQZ - prqug - ZE)(q2z - prquz + ZE)
(75)

and G, = (v - q1, q1, —q2- + Q,,,4,). Evaluating this integral, we indeed find that it is

energy suppressed Zy = O (%), and Ry does not contribute in the considered limit.
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Similarly, turning to the last contribution with initial-state scattering in the quark line
and final-state scattering in the gluon line, we write it as
41 —x) (k —xp) - (k — (1 —x)q2 — xp)
(k —xp)?
X [e_i('hﬂg)'m e " n-w® T, — glnta)® e’Q;*ql*q?zI}k J(E,p)J (E,p—q1 — q2),

C
(RIRj) +c.c. = —i% g / 0(z) p(z, 2)
x,q1,92

(76)
where

7, — / dqa. Ev(q) v(g)
21 (oo — Q4o — 1€) (G2 — Qpyg, +1€) (G — O, — 1€) (G2 — Qp_,, + 7€)

(77)

and ¢, = (w- qi, qi, —q2. + @, 4, _4,). One may readily show that this integral is also

energy suppressed, and cannot contribute to the squared amplitude in the considered limit.

C. Final distribution and its properties

The final-state parton distribution can now be expressed through the emission amplitude
squared as

AN 1 1

B i ax EpdE 2(27)3] x(1 — x) (IRl (78)

where the superscript indicates that only N = 1 terms are included. It depends on the source

of energetic quarks, and allows for the study of how an ensemble of quarks radiates while
AN
d?pdE
AN AN
(p—q)dE — d?pdE "

propagating through the matter. In this work, we assume that the initial distribution £

is a slowly varying function of the transverse momentum, setting £
In what follows, we use a set of shorthand notation in order to make the final expressions

more compact. First, we introduce the characteristic LPM phases, entering the final-state

distribution:
p— k=xlp—9q)" 5= k=0 -xX)g—xp)"
2x(1—-x)E 7’ 2x(1 —x)E ’
b= F—xp)” _q-2(k—xp)+4q)
0 2x(1—x)E ' ¢ 2x(1 —x)E
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It is also convenient to re-express the light-front wave functions through their normalized

arguments:
o k—x(p—q) e k-(-xg—xp
(k—x(p—q))?’ (k— (1 -x)g —zp)*’
o k—xp oo k+q—xp
T (k- T kra—xpP

Finally, we associate the particular momentum structures in the gradient corrections with
the diagrams where they appear for the first time

P—q _pP—q p—k-g p—q  k—gq

D, = D De =
ATTE B0 P oi—nE” =9 P ke &
p p—k k p—k—q k+gq
D,=% D,=-2"%_ Dy = — D, =
D= g T _xE FEXED ¢TI —wE T mE

Let us now focus on the limit of static inhomogeneous matter, setting w = 0 and keeping
the leading subeikonal (but length enhanced) terms. The resulting distribution extends
the consideration in |21], where the gradient corrections to the jet broadening were studied
within the opacity expansion, to the case of in-medium branching. It is obtained in the full
kinematics, although only up to the first order in opacity, extending the recent results for the
all-order soft gluon spectrum in inhomogeneous matter in [43|. Combining the contributions

to the amplitude squared derived in Sec. III at w = 0, we find
(1) 1 — 2 2 (0) L
> AN _ (1—-x)g° Ch g AN / dz/
P’k dx d*pdE (2m)3x N, d’pdE ) J, a
N,

X {n3(1+g-DA)+2n2 (1—cos¢)(1+g-Dp)+2

“k* (1—cos¢) (1+g-Dc)
Cr

Ky K B A B A 2 ko .
20N {2(1 cosp)+2¢g-(Ds— Dpcosp) —xg (2n KKO.K)smgb}
NC _ - N - N _ _ Ko .=
—ZCFmO-K; |:2(1—COS¢)—|—29- (DA—DCCOS¢)+(1—X)g- (2/@—/@2&0.’%) sm¢]
N. _ _
— K- K 2(1+Cos(¢—¢)—cos¢—cos¢)
2CF

+2g- (DA—DBCOS¢—DCCOS$+(DB—l—Dc—DA)cos (qb—cﬁ))

K (2(1—X)R‘,_%22n’;_|_2XK,>(sin¢—sin¢_sjn(¢_¢))]
2k -
— k2 cospy(1+g-Dp)— k3 [(1—cosgy) +g-(Dg— Dpcosgg) +xg - ko sin ¢y
_ Oﬂ;ng [(1—cosgg) +g-(Dp— Dpcosgg) — (1 —x)g- ko sin ¢y
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N, ;
+ C—no Ka { (cos g — cos ¢p) + g - (D¢ cos g — Dp cos ¢y)
F

#(x-3) o (2ro -t )<sin¢c+sm¢o>]}p<z>[v<q2>12. (79)

Ko Kg

Taking the limit of homogeneous matter with g = 0, we can readily check that this expression
agrees with the result for the N = 1 in-medium branching, see e.g. [52].

To make the features of the final-state parton distribution more apparent, it is instructive
to consider the small-x limit of (79), where the distribution is known to take a particularly
simple form in the case of homogeneous matter [18]. In this limit ¢ = ¢g, d¢ = d|q——_q — Do,

K = Ko, and kg = R|q»_q. Keeping only the subeikonal terms which scale as we set

DA:DB:DD:DEZO,then
dN(l) 92 CF
E = dz
dkdxd?pdE  (2m)3x d2p dE
X qu 1 —cos _q)z —g'k i—isin k—zz
K2(k — q)? 2xE 2xE k? |xE K? 2xE

+ (E{, q>l { (e~ ). 4. (2(:__5)2 _ k.(:_ q>> sin (%z)} }p(z) ().

1
xE’

This expression can be compared with the results of [43], and, after some algebra, one
can show that (80) precisely agrees with the N = 1 part of the small-x resummed parton
distribution.

Turning to the flow-gradient effects, we take the eikonal limit, and note that only the
same multiplicative factor in the integrand of the amplitude squared survives. Then, the

final-state distribution reads

> dNW _ (1 —X)ng_% / /
d?’k dx d*p dE (2m)3x N, d2p dE

X {n% +2k% (1 — cos @) é\; (1 —coso) + CFN (1 —cosP) — C’;HO & (1 —cos¢)
— ]CVC R (1 + cos ((b — (5) —cosp — cos¢) — r;,g CoS ¢g — ng (1 — cos )
F
- ]OVC Ko (1 — cos o) + %Ho - K (Cos ¢ — cos ¢p) } p(2)[v(@®))?.  (81)
F F

One readily observes that this modification of the distribution results in a multiplicative
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FIG. 5: The (rescaled) medium-induced soft gluon spectrum is plotted for two energies E = 50 GeV
(left) and E = 100 GeV (right). The colors distinguish the medium length, while the mean free path
is kept fixed (x = 3 at L = 5fm). The solid lines correspond to the homogeneous (or no transverse

flow) limit, while the dashed lines correspond to w and VT being parallel or antiparallel.

modification of the radiation rate due to the jet-medium interactions, and, consequently, in
a modification of the induced radiative energy loss, c.f. [18].

Estimating the effect of the mixed term in the spectrum, we focus on the small-x limit.
Then, the final state distribution can be factorized into the initial quark distribution and

an emission spectrum dZ™, defined by

AN dzV _ dN©
xE =x FE .
Ak dx d?*pdE dxd*k — d*’pdE

Following [18, 53] we choose a smooth longitudinal profile for the source density p(x, z) =

(82)

2p0(a;)e*2f, treating the z-integral analitically. The resulting medium induced gluon spec-

trum reads

dZM 4o, x N, / 2k -q L3k — q)*
X o
dxd?k 7r q K2(@? + 12)? L2(k — q)* + 16x2E?

. {1 " (L2(klf(c1’§4_+ql)gx2E2 - ;> L “)] / (83)

where we have introduced opacity y = Q%ZZ;L, and replaced g by g = % (3 — m»
assuming that py ~ T3 and p ~ g7, neglecting gradients of the transverse flow u.
In Fig. 5, we plot the spectrum (83) for two energies £ = 50 GeV (left) and E = 100 GeV

(right), while for each energy we also show two different medium length L = 5fm and
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L = 2.5fm, keeping the mean free path A = § fixed. We set ay, = 0.3, 4 = 0.6 GeV, x = 0.1,
and assume that y = 3 at L = 5fm. For a qualitative estimate of the mixed flow-gradient

term, we take |u| = 0.3, |ZQT‘ = 0.1, and T = 0.3GeV. One may readily see that the

modification of the spectrum could be substantial even for moderate flows and anisotropies,

especially for larger systems.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have studied the mutual effect of the transverse flow and matter gradi-
ents on jet momentum broadening and in-medium branching processes. We have derived the
momentum broadening distribution up to first order in gradients, including the gradients of
the longitudinal and transverse flow velocities, and keeping the leading subeikonal correc-
tions. We have also evaluated the leading gradient corrections to the medium-induced gluon
spectrum in the full kinematics. These results are obtained within the opacity expansion
framework, following the logic of the formalism developed in [21], and extending it.

As we have shown, the interplay of the flow and gradient effects results in the leading
modification of the final parton distributions and their even moments. For instance, the
jet quenching parameter § is rescaled by an overall factor (34), which may substantially
modify its value in the homogeneous static limit. Indeed, let us focus on the contribution
proportional to the gradient of the source density Vp. Assuming that p ~ T3, we set
g = 3%. In the hydrodynamic phase, one expects that LT > 1 with % < 1, but the
change in the matter properties over the matter size is not required to be small % ~ 1.
Thus, for relativistic velocities % ~ 1, our crude estimate indicates that the modification
in ¢ can be as large as the leading contribution. For instance, taking the same moderate
estimates for the transverse flow and temperature gradients as for L = 5fm curve in Fig. 5,
one readily finds that q% ~ 0.775.

The physical picture behind these larger modifications can be made more transparent if
we attempt keeping the full z-dependence in p(zx, z), e.g. in (12). Assuming that only the
Fourier factors are varying fast enough in g —q’, we find that the corresponding contribution
to the amplitude squared is proportional to p (—ﬁz + Pz, z) This change in the local

density along the leading parton trajectory agrees with (16) up to first order in gradients,

and can be identified with the shift of the matter in the transverse direction over the traveling
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FIG. 6: The rectangles represent a medium element traveling along the transverse direction, and
pictured at three different moments. The leading parton traveling along z-direction at = 0
penetrates the matter element at different transverse positions at different times due to the medium
transverse motion. Since the medium has transverse structure (introduced by the temperature
gradient), the jet sees different local properties, while the matter is assumed to be longitudinally

uniform in this illustration.

time z, see the illustration in Fig. 6. One should note that the source number density is
positive, and higher order gradient corrections ensure that (34) is positive. While the other
hydrodynamic parameters enter the amplitude squared in a more involved way, the related
gradient corrections as well as the full momentum dependence in the integrand are already
taken into account in (30) (and in (81) for the medium-induced branching).

The presented results should be further included into phenomenological considerations of
particular observables. The possible substantial modification in ¢ and the energy loss rate
can considerably affect the existing simulations of jets interacting with evolving backgrounds,
see e.g. [31, 33, 54-60]. It would also be interesting to see if the mixed flow-gradient effects
leave clear signatures in more differential observables, discussed in the context of the evolving

anisotropic matter, see e.g. [44, 61-64]. We leave all these considerations for the future work.
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