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Abstract
We perform a numerical study of non-local partonic transport in anisotropic QCD matter, rel-

evant to the evolution of hard probes in the aftermath of high-energy nuclear scattering events.

The recently derived master equation, obtained from QFT considerations, differs from Boltzmann

transport by incorporating a non-local elastic scattering kernel arising from density gradients. Af-

ter rewriting the master equation in a form suitable for numerical implementation and assuming a

static density profile, we compare the non-local evolution to Boltzmann transport, demonstrating

that the new interaction kernel is essential for accurately describing the azimuthal structure of

the final-state momentum distribution. We further study the non-local partonic transport in the

case of a matter profile governed by two-dimensional hydrodynamics, accounting for its flow and

generalizing the evolution equation. Our results demonstrate the necessity of going beyond classi-

cal transport at high-pt to accurately capture the structure of jets propagating through structured

QCD matter. The master equation used in the numerical simulations can be seamlessly integrated

into state-of-the-art transport codes.

∗Email: joao.lourenco.henriques.barata@cern.ch
†Email: xiaojian.du@usc.es
‡Email: sadofyev@lip.pt

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

13
20

5v
1 

 [
nu

cl
-t

h]
  1

8 
Fe

b 
20

25

mailto:joao.lourenco.henriques.barata@cern.ch
mailto:xiaojian.du@usc.es
mailto:sadofyev@lip.pt


I. INTRODUCTION

The collisions of ultrarelativistic heavy ions at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) and

Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider (RHIC) lead to the formation of small droplets of the quark-

gluon plasma (QGP), a quantum chromodynamic (QCD) state of matter consisting of free

quarks and gluons, which populated our universe at its early stages. After being formed,

these QGP droplets expand hydrodynamically, driven by pressure gradients until the tem-

perature is sufficiently low, at which point the hadronic remnants of the QGP free stream to

the experimental detectors, see e.g. [1] for a recent review. In parallel with the evolution of

this QCD medium, high-momentum scattering events can occur during collisions, producing

energetic (outgoing) partons, which later generate collimated particle cascades, known as

jets, resulting from the fragmentation of the initial parton. Since these branching processes

occur while the medium is evolving, jets have been argued to be ideal probes of the QGP,

offering a window to construct a spacetime picture of heavy-ion collisions [2–5].

One of the key elements necessary to develop jet tomography of matter is the accurate

description of medium-induced modifications to the jet structure. On the theory side, the

major focus over the past decades has been on understanding how the successive interactions

between the jet particles and the medium constituents result in the broadening of the jet

spectrum and the emission of stimulated radiation. Focusing on the former effect and at

leading order in the coupling, jet broadening results from the transverse momentum accu-

mulated by the jet’s partons due to interactions with the medium constituents, for recent

discussions see e.g. [6–11] and references therein. In the limit of a homogeneous and isotropic

background, and for small momentum transfers between the jet and the medium–as detailed

below–single parton evolution can be described in terms of a diffusive process controlled

by a single transport coefficient: the jet quenching parameter q̂. Focusing on the evolution

of a single parton, the distribution P(p), which characterizes the accumulated transverse

momentum p due to in-medium propagation, satisfies(
∂L − q̂

4
∂2
p

)
P(p, L) = 0 , (1)

and L refers to the propagation time along the parton trajectory.

In reality, the QGP produced in heavy-ion collisions is far from a uniform and isotropic

state, as it is characterized by the presence of spatial gradients and collective flow [1]. As

such, a complete theoretical description of the single parton evolution in a flowing anisotropic
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medium at leading order in QCD cannot be fully captured by Eq. (1) or its straightforward

generalizations. Therefore, the theoretical description of jet evolution in matter requires a

more careful treatment1 [9, 17–21]. However, many of the transport-based approaches used

in jet quenching phenomenology, see e.g. [10, 22–33], are theoretically based on the kinetic

theory of QCD [34–36], which accounts only for local interactions and thus misses effects

beyond Eq. (1). On the other hand, while simulation frameworks such as JEWEL [37, 38],

LBT [39, 40], or LIDO [41] rely on field-theory-based descriptions of high-pt probes, which

have been recently extended to account for the medium structure and evolution [8, 9, 17–

21, 42, 43], such developments have not been fully integrated into any simulations yet.2 In

turn, similar effects due to the hydrodynamic gradients arise in holographic considerations,

see e.g. the discussion in [47–51], and should be integrated into the Hybrid model [52–54].

Thus, when non-trivial background profiles are considered, even the functional structure

of the evolution equations can be modified, and solely incorporating spacetime-dependent

transport coefficients into an AMY-based picture only partially accounts for the effects

induced by the medium anisotropy. We note that most of these limitations remain in place

during the earlier stages of jet evolution, where a non-QGP, anisotropic, out-of-equilibrium

background is present, see e.g. [10, 30, 55–64] for recent discussions on hard probe transport

in these initial stages.

Recently, some of us showed that within a hydrodynamic gradient expansion of the

medium density, the standard diffusion equation in Eq. (1) receives non-trivial corrections

starting at second order in the gradient expansion [65]. Thus, while at first order in gradi-

ents the above prescription using AMY/Boltzmann transport with a spacetime-dependent

q̂ is valid [66], beyond this order, the master equations themselves are modified [65]. In the

present case, as illustrated below, the novel collisional kernel results from non-local interac-

tions between the parton and the medium constituents. Its explicit form was derived from

QFT considerations, extending beyond the AMY theory description of the single parton

evolution. It is worth noting that similar non-local transport equations may also arise in

the context of spin-hydrodynamics and spin-kinetic theories [67–72], where they are again

derived from a QFT perspective, which allows going beyond classical transport.

1 In fact, there were earlier attempts to account for the transverse medium evolution in a phenomenologically
motivated way, see e.g. [12–16].

2 See [44–46] for some recent developments in this direction.
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Despite progress in deriving a new master equation for the evolution of a single parton in

the medium, its form was too complex to fully determine the phenomenological importance

of matter gradient corrections. The main goal of this paper is thus to complete this step

and provide a thorough numerical study of the new transport equation. To this end, we

construct a simplified model for the spatial profile of the medium density and solve for the

evolution of the spatial and momentum distributions characterizing the hard parton. We

compare the solutions of the full evolution equation provided in [65] with simpler forms

of transport to assess the relevance of gradient corrections. As we show below, we find

that the azimuthal structure of the distribution relative to the propagation direction of the

hard parton is significantly modified by the medium’s structure. Thus, to use jets as a

tomographic tool for the QGP, it is essential to account for modifications to the functional

form of the transport master equations.

The paper is organized as follows: in section II, we review the main results from [65] and

detail how they can be properly conditioned for numerical implementation. In section III, we

present a detailed study of the master evolution equation in different scenarios, including the

cases of a static inhomogeneous medium and a flowing medium governed by a hydrodynamic

evolution. Finally, in section IV, we discuss the main results of our study. Additional results

and details are provided in the Appendix.

II. THEORETICAL SETUP

We start by recalling the main result from [65]: the evolution equation for the Wigner

function, W (Y ,p), associated with a single hard parton propagating in the presence of a

QCD background with a non-uniform spatial density, ρ(Y ). At second order in the spatial

gradient expansion of ρ(Y ), it can be compactly written as(
∂L +

p ·∇Y

E
− q̂(Y )

4
∂2
p

)
W (Y ,p)

= ∇i∇jρ(Y )

∫
q

[
κ

∂2

∂pi∂pj
δ(2)(q)− Vij(q)

]
W (Y ,p− q) , (2)

where κ = π2

2
CF

∫
q
(v(q2))2 with CF being the quadratic Casimir of the fundamental repre-

sentation, and we adopt the shorthand notations
∫
q
=
∫

d2q
(2π)2

and
∫
Y

=
∫
d2Y . Note that

for the evolution of a high-pt parton, all the non-trivial dynamics occur in the transverse

plane relative to the propagation, so only transverse gradients of ρ(Y ) emerge. Thus, we
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use bold symbols to denote the transverse momentum of the parton p and its spatial loca-

tion in the medium Y , while E represents its total energy. The potentials v(q2) describe

the interactions between the hard probe and the medium; here, we assume they follow the

Gyulassy-Wang (GW) model [73]:

v(q2) =
−g2

q2 +m2
D

, (3)

where mD is the Debye screening mass. For this model, it follows that κ = g4πCF/8m
2
D.

The momentum distribution and the diffusive evolution introduced in Eq. (1) can be directly

recovered by integrating Eq. (2) over space, i.e. P(p) =
∫
Y
W (Y ,p), in the limit of a

homogeneous medium.

The right hand side of Eq. (2) corresponds to a non-local collisional kernel that modifies

the form of the diffusion equation. More explicitly, the interactions are governed by

Vij(q) =
C

2

({
2qiqj [vv

′′ − v′v′] + vv′δij

}
− (2π)2δ(2)(q)

∫
l

{
2lilj [vv

′′ − v′v′] + vv′δij

})
, (4)

where h′(q2) ≡ ∂q2h(q2) and C = CF

2Nc
, assuming the sources and projectiles are in the

fundamental representation. Furthermore, one should understand the space-dependent jet

quenching parameter as being expanded in gradients, i.e. q̂(Y ) = q̂+Y ·∇q̂+ 1
2
YiYj∇i∇j q̂.

Since we only include gradients of the density but not of the Debye mass, it follows that

ρ∇q̂ = q̂∇ρ, and the homogeneous q̂ is defined through the homogeneous ρ. The relation

between these homogeneous terms can be made explicit in the GW model. For that we

introduce the so-called dipole potential

V(q) ≡ −C r

(∣∣v(q2)
∣∣2 − (2π)2δ(2)(q)

∫
l

∣∣v(l2)∣∣2) , (5)

which, in the diffusion picture assumed above, takes the form

V(y) ≡
∫
q

eiq·y V(q) ≈ q̂

4
y2 , (6)

where q̂ ≡ 4π CF α2
sρ log

Q2

m2
D

, with Q being a free large momentum scale ubiquitous to the

harmonic (diffusive) approximation being employed, and αs = g2/(4π). For what follows,

this scale will play no role and can be thought of as being absorbed into the definition of

the homogeneous coefficients.
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The non-local form of the right hand side of Eq. (2) makes it challenging for numerical

evaluation. However, in the diffusion approximation, one can further simplify the collisional

kernel by performing a power expansion in the exchanged momentum q, assuming the total

momentum p to be much larger. Notice that to obtain the diffusion equation on the left

hand side, a similar exercise has already been performed, as exemplified in Eq. (6). After

expanding to the lowest non-trivial order, we obtain the localized evolution equation(
∂L +

p ·∇Y

E
−

q̂ + Y ·∇q̂ + 1
2
YiYj∇i∇j q̂

4
∂2
p

)
W (Y ,p)

= ∇i∇jρ

[
κ

(2π)2
∂2

∂pi∂pj
−
∫
q

Vij(q)q · ∂

∂p
− 1

2

∫
q

Vij(q)qaqb
∂2

∂pa∂pb

]
W (Y ,p) , (7)

which can be further simplified for the specific potential, satisfying∫
q

Vij(q) =

∫
q

Vij(q)qa = 0 ,∫
q

Vij(q)qaqb =
CFg

4

8
(δijδab + δiaδjb + δibδja)

∫
q

q4 (vv′′ − v′v′) +
CFg

4

4
δijδab

∫
q

q2vv′

=
CFg

4

96πm2
D

(δiaδjb + δibδja − 2δijδab) . (8)

Combining all these elements, we find that in the small-angle scattering limit, Eq. (2) takes

the simple form(
∂L +

p ·∇Y

E
−

q̂ + Y ·∇q̂ + 1
2
YiYj∇i∇j q̂

4
∂2
p

)
W (Y ,p)

=
α2
sπCF

6m2
D

∇i∇jρ [2δiaδjb + δijδab]
∂2

∂pa∂pb
W (Y ,p) . (9)

The expansion term p·∇Y /E leads to a negligible change in the evolution of the distribution

due to the small velocities px, py ≪ E. This equation can be numerically evaluated in an

efficient manner by discretizing over the momentum and position space lattices. Details of

the implementation are provided in the next section, with additional information given in

Appendix A.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we examine the solutions to the master equation Eq. (9) in two idealized

scenarios. In the first case, the medium is assumed to be static, with an isotropic but

inhomogeneous density profile. We then study the evolution of a single parton initially
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produced at different points in the medium. An equivalent example for an anisotropic

and inhomogeneous system is provided in Appendix C. Note that, since we initiate the

parton at different spatial locations, the matter appears locally anisotropic to the probe

(except at the origin). Thus, there is no qualitative difference between these two cases, as

demonstrated numerically. In the second part of this section, we study the case where the

probe propagates through matter that flows transversely to its propagation direction, which

leads to a generalization of Eq. (9).

A. Static medium

We first consider a simple setup, where the matter is static and has a non-trivial geometry:

q̂(Y ) = q̂0(Y ) ln

(
Q2(Y )

m2
D(Y )

)
, q̂0(Y ) = 4πα2

sCFρ(Y ), ρ(Y ) = ρ0 exp(−AijYiYj) , (10)

where we set Q2(Y ) = EmD(Y ), mD(Y ) is the position-dependent Debye mass, ρ(Y ) is

assumed to be exponentially decaying, and αs is taken to be fixed.

After inserting Eq. (10) into Eq. (9), the master evolution equation for the Wigner func-

tion can be written as (
∂L +

p ·∇Y

E
−Dab

∂2

∂pa∂pb

)
W (Y ,p) = 0 , (11)

where the diffusion matrix Dab for this medium profile ρ(Y ) is explicitly given by

Dab(Y ) =
q̂(Y )

4
δab +

α2
sπCF

3m2
D(Y )

ρ(Y ) [4AakAblYkYl − 2Aab + 2δabAikAilYkYl − δabAii] . (12)

This diffusion coefficient consists of two components: one represented as q̂(Y )δab/4, and the

remaining terms, which cannot be absorbed into the quenching parameter q̂(Y ) and will

be referred to as the gradient correction terms. For a medium profile without off-diagonal

terms, where Aab = δabµ
2
a, one has

Dxx(Y ) =
q̂(Y )

4
+

α2
sπCF

3m2
D(Y )

ρ(Y )
(
4µ4

xY
2
x + 2(µ4

xY
2
x + µ4

yY
2
y )− 3µ2

x − µ2
y

)
,

Dxy(Y ) =
4πα2

sCF

3m2
D(Y )

ρ(Y )µ2
xµ

2
yYxYy . (13)

In a locally thermal QCD plasma with a temperature T (Y ) profile, the Debye mass is

position-dependent and can be related to the temperature by [74]

m2
D(Y ) = g2

(
1 +

Nf

6

)
T 2(Y ) =

3

2
g2T 2(Y ) , (14)
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with Nf = 3 flavors.3 The position-dependent temperature and energy density are evaluated

from the number density via Landau matching

ρ(Y ) =

(
νg
ζ(3)

π2
+ νqNf

3ζ(3)

2π2

)
T 3(Y ) ≃

(
1.9487 + 1.0961Nf

)
T 3(Y ) ,

e(Y ) =

(
νg
π2

30
+ νqNf

7π2

120

)
T 4(Y ) ≃

(
5.2638 + 3.4544Nf

)
T 4(Y ) . (15)

where νg = 16 and νq = 6 are degeneracy factors for gluons and quarks respectively, and

ζ(3) ≃ 1.2 is the Riemann zeta function. Notice that for Eq. (11) to be numerically stable–

that is, to avoid exponentially diverging solutions–one has to require that Dxx > 0 and

Dyy > 0. For the initial condition of the hard parton, we assume a Gaussian form

W (Y ,p, L = 0) = f(Y )e−p2/b2 . (16)

where b is a parameter that determines the dispersion in momentum space. The functional

form of the positional distribution is not critical, as it factors out of the results, assuming

that W (Y ,p, 0) ≡ f(Y )g(p), and at high energy, where sub-eikonal terms can be neglected

in Eq. (11).

Using the freedom to define energy units, we choose the typical saturation scale Qs

as the reference and express all quantities in terms of Qs. For example, E = ε means

E = εQs, regardless of the value of Qs (typically 1GeV). In numerical calculations, we do

not associate the setup with any specific collisional system. Instead, we assume reasonable

parameter values within a realistic range for heavy-ion collisions. We choose a medium

profile with ρ0 = 5, µx = µy = 1, and coupling g = 1 as the default. In addition to this

isotropic case, we also consider an anisotropic medium with µx = 1, µy = 2, see Fig. 15

in Appendix C for illustrations. The hard parton profile is assumed to have a total energy

of E = 1000, and we take b = 1 in Eq. (16). To justify the small-gradient expansion of

the medium profile and hydrodynamic description, we require that the parametric relation

∇T/T 2 ∼ µ/T ≲ 1 holds within the considered region in Y . 4 The evolution time of the

hard parton is characterized by the distance L traveled in the longitudinal direction, which

is perpendicular to the transverse plane where the gradient corrections contribute.

3 Note that in this work, we do not include gradients of ∇mD. As a result, there are missing contributions
to the master equation, since both the Debye mass and the density are only function of T .

4 According to Eq. (15), we have T ∼ ρ0

5.237 exp(−
µ2Y 2

3 ) ∼ exp(−µ2Y 2

3 ) and |∇T/T 2| ∼ | 2µ
2Y
3 | exp(µ

2Y 2

3 ).
In fact, for illustrative purposes, the simulations (in the static medium case) explore a region where the
gradients are larger than this bound.

8



We first extract the time evolution of the transverse pressure along the x and y directions

associated with the hard parton, defined as

Pi(Y , t) =

∫
p

p2i√
p2

W (Y ,p, t) . (17)

where i = x, y. In Fig. 1, we plot the pressure normalized to its initial time value,

Px(Y , L)/Px(Y , 0) and Py(Y , L)/Py(Y , 0), as well as the pressure ratio Py(Y , L)/Px(Y , L),

both with and without gradient corrections. The left panel in Fig. 1 shows the results for

the case where gradient corrections that cannot be absorbed in q̂(Y ) are neglected, reducing

Eq. (9) to the diffusive case in Eq. (1) with a spatial dependent q̂(Y ). The right panel

displays the solution obtained by solving Eq. (9) in full. We note that the parton energy,

E = 1000, is large, ensuring that the transverse velocity v ≪ 1, allowing us to neglect the

term involving spatial derivatives.
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FIG. 1: Transverse pressures Px, Py associated with the evolution of a single hard parton (quark)

in the medium. Solid (dashed) lines show the pressure along the x (y) direction. The different

colors indicate the spatial point where pressure is measured along the line Yx = 1 from the center

Yy = 0 to the edge Yy = 2 of medium (see medium profile in Fig. 15). Left: Results obtained

for the case where all gradient corrections that can not be absorbed into q̂ are neglected. Right:

Results including all the second-order gradient corrections to the evolution.

Focusing first on the left panel of Fig 1, one finds the expected behavior: at any spatial

location, the pressures in the x and y directions are identical, meaning the dashed and

solid curves overlap for each color. Furthermore, at the spatial location with the highest

medium density (red curve), one observes the fastest pressure growth over time. Conversely,
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FIG. 2: Pressure ratio Py/Px evolution over the parton path length as a function of parton distance

ratio Yy/Yx (with Yx = 1) to the center of the medium

in the opposite case (blue curve), the time evolution is slow. When the full second-order

gradient corrections are included (right panel of Fig. 1), the pattern is qualitatively different.

Firstly, when x ̸= y, the dashed and solid lines no longer overlap. This indicates that even

in a medium with a completely isotropic profile, gradient effects can deform the particle

distribution of the hard parton, pushing it more in the direction of the largest gradient.

Notice that such a spatially dependent effect cannot be captured solely by making the

transport coefficient space-dependent. The separation of the curves is most pronounced for

the largest separation in Y , while for Yx = Yy (green curve) they overlap exactly. For both

plots, we show Py/Px below, with these ratios tending to approach a constant upper or lower

limit at late times. Importantly, in the right panel of Fig 1, the modifications induced by

the new collisional kernel can be substantial, leading to an O(20%− 60%) deviation.

To complement Fig. 1, we present the pressure ratio as a function of L in Fig. 2 for various

initial position, expressed in terms of Yy/Yx with Yx = 1. Again, starting from an isotropic

configuration, we see that the new scattering kernel introduces an asymmetry between the

x and y directions, due to the presence of density gradients.

To better illustrate the modifications induced by the gradients, we present the strobo-

scopic evolution of W (Y ,p, t), measured at the spatial point Yx = 1 and Yy = 0, 1, 2 in

Fig. 3. The upper (lower) panel in Fig. 3 displays the result without (with) gradient correc-

tions, corresponding to the colored curves in the left (right) panel of Fig. 1. As evident from

direct inspection, the evolution considering only the corrections in q̂(Y ) (upper in Fig. 3)
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FIG. 3: Heat maps of the hard parton (quark) momentum distribution along the line Yx = 1 at

points Yy = 0, 1, 2, and at different lengths L=0, 5, 10, 15, without (upper panel) and with (lower

panel) the gradient correction to the diffusion. The 2D distributions have been normalized to 1 at

the peak px=0, py=0 at L=0 for each position Y .
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FIG. 4: Same results as in Fig. 3, but now for L = 0, 1, 2, 3. The evolution is without (upper panel)

and with (lower panel) the gradient correction to the diffusion.

results in a perfectly isotropic distribution. This exercise, considering the evolution governed
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by Eq. (9) (lower in Fig. 3), reveals a noticeable effect: the momentum distribution develops

a non-trivial azimuthal shape driven by the matter gradients. Thus, by comparing these

results, it is reasonable to conclude that properly describing the azimuthal structure of jets

evolving in the QGP requires going beyond standard Boltzmann transport. In Fig. 4, we

also present the detailed early-time evolution of the Wigner distribution within the same

setup, to highlight the emergence of the anisotropic structure.
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FIG. 5: Ellipticity for a jet located at Yx = 1, Yy = 2, using the full evolution equation. The

equivalent result with gradient corrections only coming through q̂ vanishes for all L.

Finally, to better quantify the degree of anisotropy in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, we compute the

leading non-vanishing Fourier harmonic in Fig. 5, where we take the y-axis as the reference

direction. We present explicit results only for the solutions obtained using the full master

equation, while ellipticity vanishes exactly when considering only gradient effects. The same

holds for all odd harmonics, as expected. As can be seen, the presence of the gradients

leads to a substantial elliptical modulation of the distribution, which approaches a nearly

constant behavior at late times.
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B. Flowing medium

We now consider the case where the underlying medium flows transversely to the jet,

i.e. the velocity field of the medium has the form ⇀
v = (v, 0) = (vx, vy, 0). The rationale for

choosing this setup is that with a purely transverse flow, one only needs to solve 2 + 1-d

hydrodynamics, which is significantly less complex than the 3 + 1-d case. Nonetheless, this

setup still allows for a qualitative understanding of the effects of flow on jet transport, which

is the aim of this work.

In the following simulation, we consider two cases: one with a constant flow as a toy

model and the other with a hydrodynamic flow solved from hydrodynamic equations in

Minkowski space

DµT
µν = 0 . (18)

The energy-momentum tensor T µν(Y ) in hydrodynamic theory can be initialized by con-

verting the number density ρ(Y ) into the energy density and pressure. This is done using

the conformal equation of state (EoS), e = 3p, and applying Landau matching at each po-

sition Y in Eq. (15). Details of the numerical strategy used to obtain the hydrodynamic

simulation can be found in the Appendix B. In summary, we implemented the Kurganov-

Tadmor scheme [75–77] as a finite difference method in the hydrodynamic code. We further

validate the code by comparing its numerical results with the analytical solution for Gubser

flow [78–81] in Milne/de Sitter space.

In addition to the more complex background, the master transport equation must also

be updated to account for the medium’s flow. Building on the considerations in [65] and

incorporating new theoretical elements describing jet propagation in flowing and structured

matter [20], one can show that for a two-dimensional transverse flow field v, the Wigner

function satisfies:(
∂L − v ·∇Y +

p ·∇Y

E
−

q̂ (1− L∇ · v) + Y ·∇q̂ + 1
2
YiYj∇i∇j q̂

4
∂2
p

)
W (Y ,p)

= ∇i∇jρ

[
κ

(2π)2
∂2

∂pi∂pj
−
∫
q

Vij(q)q · ∂

∂p
− 1

2

∫
q

Vij(q)qaqb
∂2

∂pa∂pb

]
W (Y ,p) , (19)

which can be shown to preserve the normalization of the Wigner function up to the given

order in the gradient expansion. Thus, the flow enters in two ways: as a new convection

14



term—similar to the sub-eikonal factor already present at eikonal order—and as a multi-

plicative shift to the bare q̂. The latter arises from the fact that while the probe propagates

through the medium, the medium itself is also moving [20].

In what follows, we first explore the case where v is a constant vector, turning on and

off the right hand side term of the evolution equation for the jet. This simple background

setup allows us to gauge the effects of the novel terms in transport with flow. Secondly,

we determine v by solving the hydrodynamic equations for a given initial energy profile.

The initial profile is chosen to fit within the simulation lattice while ensuring that pressure

gradients remain small enough for Eq. (19) to hold.

1. Constant flow

In Figs. 6 and 7, we show the evolution of the Wigner distribution at a series of positions

as a function of momentum for L = 0, 1, 2, 3, excluding the gradients terms on the right hand

side of Eq. (19). The flow vector has the form v = (vx = 0.1, vy = 0), pointing from left

to right in the figures. The initial condition for the jet remains the same as in the previous

simulations.

A direct analysis of the results shows that as time progresses, the initially isotropic and

homogeneous solution at L = 0 evolves into one where more modes are excited along the flow

direction. Physically, this result is reasonable, as one expects the Wigner distribution density

to increase along the underlying flow field. More importantly, while the Wigner distribution

becomes anisotropic under evolution with gradients and flow, for a fixed impact parameter

(at non-central positions), the momentum-space distribution remains fairly isotropic. This

is analogous to the behavior observed in the previous section for non-flowing matter.

In contrast, Figs. 8 and 9 show the corresponding distributions after evolving the Wigner

function using the full Eq. (19). Again, the overall trend of skewing the Wigner distribution

along the flow direction with increasing L persists. However, as time progresses, the dis-

tribution at a fixed impact parameter also undergoes modifications. This again highlights

that the effects of gradients, beyond those that can be incorporated into q̂, are crucial for

properly describing the detailed internal structure of jets.
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FIG. 6: Heatmap for the Wigner function at various positions. Both expansion and flow effects are

included, neglecting the gradient correction term, i.e. the evolution follows the left hand side of

Eq. (19). The flow is assumed to be constant towards the x direction: vx = 0.1. The upper and

lowers plots correspond to L = 0 and L = 1, respectively.
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FIG. 7: Same results as in Fig. 8. The upper and lowers plots correspond to L = 2 and L = 3,

respectively.
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FIG. 8: Same plots as in Fig. 6, but including the gradient corrections on the right hand side of

Eq. (19).
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FIG. 9: Same results as in Fig. 8, the upper and lower plots are for L = 2 and L = 3, respectively.
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FIG. 10: Hydrodynamic evolution of energy distribution e(τ, |Y |), and flow velocity vr(τ, |Y |)

evaluated at the x − y plane of a Minkowski space R3,1 with boost invariance in the longitudinal

direction such that vz = 0. The initial profile for the hydrodynamic evolution is isotropic with

number density ρ(Y ) = ρ0 exp(−µ2
xY

2
x − µ2

yY
2
y ) and µx = µy = 0.2. The isotropic medium profile

enforces an azimuthally symmetric flow generation pattern.

2. Hydrodynamic flow

Finally, we study the full transport equation given by Eq. (19) in the presence of a

hydrodynamic background. Following the above considerations regarding the validity of the

evolution equation considering the smallness of gradients, in Fig. 10 we show the evolution

of the energy density and the flow field. Considering the conditions for the validity of the

gradient expansion determining Eq. (19), we now use a broader initial distribution compared

to the static medium case.

In Figs. 11 and 12, we again present the spacetime evolution of the Wigner distribution.

As with the simpler case of a fixed flow considered above, the overall momentum distribution

becomes skewed in the direction of the background flow, i.e. away from the center in this

case. The anisotropy of the distribution within each panel, for a fixed impact parameter,

is qualitatively much smaller compared to the previous case. This is expected, as the jet

direction is directly aligned with the center of the flow, making this the most isotropic

possible setup. In a more realistic case, where the jet direction and the velocity field are

misaligned, additional skewness would be generated. We illustrate such a case in Fig. 13,

where the center of the hard parton Wigner function is set at (Yx, Yy) = (2, 0).
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FIG. 11: Heatmap of the Wigner function at various positions. We include all gradient effects,

the medium expansion, and the matter flow, according to Eq. (19). The flow is assumed to be a

hydrodynamic, with the initial condition µx = µy = 0.2 presented in Fig 10. The upper (lower)

plot is for L = 0 (L = 1).
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FIG. 12: Same results as in Fig. 11, the upper (lower) plot is for L = 2 (L = 3).

22



-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

p y

Yy=2

-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

p y

Yy=1

-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

p y

Yy=0

-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

p y

Yy=-1

-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

-4 -2  0  2  4

p y

px

Yx=0,Yy=-2

-4 -2  0  2  4
px

Yx=1

-4 -2  0  2  4
px

Yx=2

-4 -2  0  2  4
px

Yx=3

-4 -2  0  2  4
px

Yx=4

 0

 0.1

 0.2

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

 0.6

 0.7

 0.8

 0.9

 1

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

 W
ig

ne
r 

Fu
nc

tio
n 

W
(Y

,p
,L

)/
W

(Y
,0

,0
)

Yx=4

-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

p y

Yy=2

-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

p y

Yy=1

-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

p y

Yy=0

-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

p y

Yy=-1

-4
-2
 0
 2
 4

-4 -2  0  2  4

p y

px

Yx=0,Yy=-2

-4 -2  0  2  4
px

Yx=1

-4 -2  0  2  4
px

Yx=2

-4 -2  0  2  4
px

Yx=3

-4 -2  0  2  4
px

Yx=4

 0

 0.1

 0.2

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

 0.6

 0.7

 0.8

 0.9

 1

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

 W
ig

ne
r 

Fu
nc

tio
n 

W
(Y

,p
,L

)/
W

(Y
,0

,0
)

Yx=4

FIG. 13: Same results as in Fig. 11 but with the jet Wigner function initially centered at Yx =

1, Yy = 0. The upper (lower) plot is for L = 0 (L = 1).
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IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have presented a numerical study of hard parton transport in an inho-

mogeneous and/or anisotropic QCD background. To that end, we have numerically solved

the transports equations introduced in [65], accounting for medium gradients beyond the

classical Boltzmann/AMY framework. As demonstrated through a variety of observables,

the inclusion of these corrections is not merely a theoretical concern; it is, in fact, critical to

properly describing the evolution of hard probes in anisotropic backgrounds. Moreover, such

scenarios are found not only in the QGP phase but also in all stages of heavy-ion collisions.

Translating our findings to more phenomenological and experimental contexts, properly

incorporating matter structure effects into the description of jets in off-central high energy

heavy-ion collisions and to smaller systems [3, 82, 83] is crucial for making quantitative

predictions. Moreover, any full-scale simulation of jet quenching physics that neglects such

corrections cannot provide a bona fide description of jets. In particular, this means that

if one uses simulation codes where the matter structure enters solely through q̂, the de-

scription is strictly only accurate at leading gradient order. When flow effects are included,

the description becomes more intricate [20], and gradients appear to play a crucial role in

capturing the full momentum distribution. We note that in small collisional systems, as

the ones to be explored in future light ion LHC runs [84] and in proton-ion events [83], the

produced hot QCD matter state is anticipated to be far out of equilibrium, dominated by

large pressure gradients. Thus, we expect our findings to drive new developments in the

description of hard probes in such systems.

In the future, we hope to extend the consideration here to more realistic scenarios, in-

corporating our results into existing full-scale jet quenching simulation packages. In their

current form, implementing the results should be straightforward, though a detailed study of

the validity of the approximations used—such as the smallness of gradients—in more com-

plex geometries and backgrounds is warranted. In addition, the same type of corrections

need to be incorporated into inelastic processes responsible for the production of induced

radiation, see e.g. [46] for a recent discussion.
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Appendix A: Numerical algorithm of the master equation solver

In this Appendix, we provide details on the numerical routines used to solve the evolution

equation (Eq. (11)) in the main text.

1. Alternative direction implicit (ADI) algorithm

The master equation Eq. (11) can be decomposed into an expansion term p ·∇Y /E and

the diffusion term Dab ∂
2/∂pa∂pb. Both the expansion terms and the off-diagonal terms in

diffusion Dab with a ̸= b can be easily simulated with the Forward Euler algorithm. The

diagonal terms in the diffusion equation

∂U

∂t
= Dxx

∂2U

∂x2
+Dyy

∂2U

∂y2
,

can be solved with Forward Euler only if it meets the Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL)

condition ∆L < C∆x2 where the coefficient C can be different at different locations in the

medium. To avoid the complication in choosing the CFL coefficient, an alternative and

unconditionally stable algorithm called the alternative direction implicit (ADI) algorithm is

used. The 2D Alternative direction implicit discretization includes two sequential steps

U
t+1/2
i,j − U t

i,j

∆t/2
= Dxx

U
t+1/2
i+1,j − 2U

t+1/2
i,j + U

t+1/2
i−1,j

∆x2
+Dyy

U t
i,j+1 − 2U t

i,j + U t
i,j−1

∆y2
,

U t+1
i,j − U

t+1/2
i,j

∆t/2
= Dxx

U
t+1/2
i+1,j − 2U

t+1/2
i,j + U

t+1/2
i−1,j

∆x2
+Dyy

U t+1
i,j+1 − 2U t+1

i,j + U t+1
i,j−1

∆y2
.

Denoting α = Dxx∆t
∆x2 , β = Dyy∆t

∆y2
, the matrix equation we want to solve is

2(1 + α)U
t+1/2
i,j − αU

t+1/2
i+1,j − αU

t+1/2
i−1,j = 2(1− β)U t

i,j + βU t
i,j+1 + βU t

i,j−1 = Bt ,

2(1 + β)U t+1
i,j − βU t+1

i,j+1 − βU t+1
i,j−1 = 2(1− α)U

t+1/2
i,j + αU

t+1/2
i+1,j + αU

t+1/2
i−1,j = Bt+1/2 .

The above equations can be presented in the following tridiagonal matrix form and it is easy

to solve for each direction
2(1 + α) −α 0

−α 2(1 + α) −α

0 −α 2(1 + α)



U

t+1/2
i−1,j

U
t+1/2
i,j

U
t+1/2
i+1,j

 = Bt ,
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
2(1 + β) −β 0

−β 2(1 + β) −β

0 −β 2(1 + β)



U t+1
i,j−1

U t+1
i,j

U t+1
i,j+1

 = Bt+1/2 .

2. Tridiagonal matrix algorithm

The above ADI requires a solution to the tridiagonal matrix equation AU t+1 = Bt which

can be solved by the LU decomposition A = L̄Ū . We solve L̄Y = B then ŪU = Y

b1 c1 0 0 · · · 0

a2 b2 c2 0 · · · 0
...

...
...

... . . . ...

0 · · · 0 an−1 bn−1 cn−1

0 · · · 0 0 an bn


=



1 0 0 0 · · · 0

l2 1 0 0 · · · 0
...

...
...

... . . . ...

0 · · · 0 ln−1 1 0

0 · · · 0 0 ln 1





v1 c1 0 0 · · · 0

0 v2 c2 0 · · · 0
...

...
...

... . . . ...

0 · · · 0 0 vn−1 cn−1

0 · · · 0 0 0 vn


,

The L̄, Ū can be calculated as

b1 = v1 → v1 = b1 ,

ak = lkvk−1 → lk = ak/vk−1, k = 2, ..., n ,

bk = lkck−1 + vk → vk = bk − lkck−1, k = 2, ..., n .

To solve L̄Y = B, we use

Y1 = B1 → Y1 = B1 ,

lkYk−1 + Yk = Bk → Yk = Bk − lkYk−1, k = 2, ..., n .

To solve ŪU = Y , we have

vnUn = Yn → Un = Yn/vn ,

vkUk + ckUk+1 = Yk → Uk = (Yk − ckUk+1)/vk, k = n− 1, ..., 1 ,

Thus, we find U t+1 = Ū−1L−1B.
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Appendix B: Numerical algorithm of the hydrodynamic equation solver

In this section, we present the numerical algorithm that we have used in solving the

relativistic ideal hydrodynamic (Euler fluid) equation in 2+1 dimension, in both Minkowski

and Milne coordinates. In Milne coordinates, there are finite Christoffel connections and

the additional terms associated are labeled in blue for the benefit of audiences less familiar

with hydrodynamic theory.

1. Hydrodynamic equations

The hydrodynamic equations are

DµT
µν = ∂µT

µν + Γµ
µλT

λν + Γν
µλT

µλ = 0 ,

DµJ
µ = ∂µJ

µ + Γµ
µλJ

λ = 0 .

We neglect conserved currents (typically charge) in our discussion, Jµ = 0, and focus on

the evolution of the energy-momentum tensor T µν . In Milne coordinates, the nontrivial

Christoffel connections are Γτ
ηη = τ, Γη

ητ = Γη
τη = 1/τ , which lead to

∂µT
µτ +

1

τ
T ττ + τT ηη = 0 , ∂µT

µi +
1

τ
T τi = 0 , ∂µT

µη +
3

τ
T τη = 0 .

Considering the velocity vi = ui/uτ and the energy-momentum tensor, one has

T µν = (e+ p)uµuν − pgµν ,

T ττ = (e+ p)(uτ )2 − p, T τi = (e+ p)uτui, T τη = (e+ p)uτuη,

T ii = (e+ p)(ui)2 + p, T ij = (e+ p)uiuj, T iη = (e+ p)uiuη, T ηη = (e+ p)uηuη +
p

τ 2

such that T τi = viT
ττ + vip, T ii = viT τi + p, T ji = vjT τi, T iη = viT τη, T ηη = vηT τη + p/τ 2,

T τη = vηT
ττ + vηp. That means we can rewrite the ideal hydrodynamic equations into [76]

∂τT
ττ = −∂x(vxT

ττ )− ∂y(vyT
ττ )− ∂η(vηT

ττ )− ∂x(vxp)− ∂y(vyp)− ∂η(vηp)−
1

τ
T ττ − τT ηη

∂τT
τx = −∂x(vxT

τx)− ∂y(vyT
τx)− ∂η(vηT

τx)− ∂x(p)−
1

τ
T τx

∂τT
τy = −∂x(vxT

τy)− ∂y(vyT
τy)− ∂η(vηT

τy)− ∂y(p)−
1

τ
T τy

∂τT
τη = −∂x(vxT

τη)− ∂y(vyT
τη)− ∂η(vηT

τη)− 1

τ 2
∂η(p)−

3

τ
T τη

In what we are interested in, we consider a longitudinally boost-invariant medium such that

we can practically set vη = 0 in the numerical simulations.
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2. Kurganov-Tadmor (KT) scheme

We use the standard Kurganov-Tadmor (KT) scheme [75] to solve the hydrodynamic

equation, although a simple finite difference central scheme is already good enough to solve

the ideal fluid. We follow the specific implementation discussed in the literature [76] and

one may also find more details including viscous hydrodynamic simulations there. Although

the algorithm is well documented in the literature, we still summarize it below to make the

paper self-contained, and more clear.

Denoting the vector of tensors T = (T ττ , T τx, T τy, T τη), we need to solve the set of

hydrodynamic equations as follows

∂Ti,j,k

∂τ
= −

Hi+1/2,j,k −Hi−1/2,j,k

∆x
−

Hi,j+1/2,k −Hi,j−1/2,k

∆y
−

Hi,j,k+1/2 −Hi,j,k−1/2

∆η
+ Jτ

i,j,k .

It contains a conservative form of energy-momentum tensor evolution, with contributiosn

from derivative of tensors ∇(
⇀
vT) and contribution from sources J. The source terms contain

all contributions not explicitly on the tensor T, for example the derivative of pressure ∂η(vηp),

etc. . The function H should be evaluated from the staggered tensor and flow velocity

Hi+1/2,j,k =
1

2
[(vx)

L
i+1/2,j,kT

L
i+1/2,j,k + (vx)

R
i+1/2,j,kT

R
i+1/2,j,k − ai+1/2,j,k(T

R
i+1/2,j,k −TL

i+1/2,j,k)]

Hi−1/2,j,k =
1

2
[(vx)

L
i−1/2,j,kT

L
i−1/2,j,k + (vx)

L
i−1/2,j,kT

R
i−1/2,j,k − ai−1/2,j,k(T

R
i−1/2,j,k −TL

i−1/2,j,k)]

Hi,j+1/2,k =
1

2
[(vy)

L
i,j+1/2,kT

L
i,j+1/2,k + (vy)

R
i,j+1/2,kT

R
i,j+1/2,k − ai,j+1/2,k(T

R
i,j+1/2,k −TL

i,j+1/2,k)]

Hi,j−1/2,k =
1

2
[(vy)

L
i,j−1/2,kT

L
i,j−1/2,k + (vy)

R
i,j+1/2,kT

R
i,j−1/2,k − ai,j−1/2,k(T

R
i,j−1/2,k −TL

i,j−1/2,k)]

Hi,j,k+1/2 = 0

Hi,j,k−1/2 = 0

The H in the longitudinal direction is trivial due to the fact that |vz| = 0. The propagation

speed a at each stagger grid reads

ani±1/2,j,k = max{|(vx)Li±1/2,j,k|, |(vx)Ri±1/2,j,k|}

ani,j±1/2,k = max{|(vy)Li,j±1/2,k|, |(vy)Ri,j±1/2,k|}

ai,j,k±1/2 = |vη| = 0

The piecewise interpolant of the tensor (take x direction for example) TL,R
i±1/2,j,k, at the
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staggered cell can be calculated as

TL
i+1/2,j,k = T̄i,j,k +

∆x

2
(Tx)i,j,k, TR

i+1/2,j,k = T̄i+1,j,k −
∆x

2
(Tx)i+1,j,k,

TL
i−1/2,j,k = T̄i−1,j,k +

∆x

2
(Tx)i−1,j,k, TR

i−1/2,j,k = T̄i,j,k −
∆x

2
(Tx)i,j,k,

TL
i,j+1/2,k = T̄i,j,k +

∆y

2
(Ty)i,j,k, TR

i,j+1/2,k = T̄i,j+1,k −
∆y

2
(Ty)i,j+1,k

TL
i,j−1/2,k = T̄i,j−1,k +

∆y

2
(Ty)i,j−1,k, TR

i,j−1/2,k = T̄i,j,k −
∆y

2
(Ty)i,j,k

The sliding average T̄ that smooths any shock wave is defined as

T̄i,j,k =
1

∆x∆y∆z

∫ xi+∆x/2

xi−∆x/2

∫ yi+∆y/2

yi−∆y/2

∫ zi+∆η/2

zi−∆η/2

T(x, y, η)dxdydz

With linear interpolation for (x, y, η) ∈ [xi, xi+1] × [yi, yi+1] × [ηi, ηi+1], the function T is

evaluated as

T(x, y, η) = wL(x)wL(y)wL(η)Ti,j,k + wL(x)wL(y)wR(η)Ti,j,k+1

+ wL(x)wR(y)wL(η)Ti,j+1,k + wL(x)wR(y)wR(η)Ti,j+1,k+1

+ wR(x)wL(y)wL(η)Ti+1,j,k + wR(x)wL(y)wR(η)Ti+1,j,k+1

+ wR(x)wR(y)wL(η)Ti+1,j+1,k + wR(x)wR(y)wR(η)Ti+1,j+1,k+1

where the weight functions are defined as

wL(x) =
xi+1 − x

xi+1 − xi

, wR(x) =
x− xi

xi+1 − xi

The integration for the sliding average can be written in an algebraic expression, although

it is pretty lengthy. The minmod limiter Tx is defined as

(Tx)i,j,k = minmod

(
Ti,j,k −Ti−1,j,k

∆x
,
Ti+1,j,k −Ti,j,k

∆x

)
,

minmod(a, b) =
1

2
[sgn(a) + sgn(b)] ·min(|a|, |b|).

Although the conservative terms are evaluated from staggered cells, the source terms can be

easily evaluated from a simple mid-scheme finite difference method for example

∂η(vηp)i,j,k =
(vηp)i,j,k+1 − (vηp)i,j,k−1

2∆η
.

In the above discussions of the finite-difference method and staggered cells, we implement

“ghost cells" at the boundary with equal value to the edge of the physical cells. The time
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evolution is performed with a 2nd-order Runge-Kutta method

Tn+1/2 = Tn +∆τC[Tn]

Tn+1 =
1

2
Tn +

1

2
(Tn+1/2 +∆τC[Tn+1/2])

Finally, after the evolution, the pressure and the flow velocity can be calculated algebraically

with a conformal equation of state (EoS) e = 3p

p =

√
4(T ττ )2 − 3M2 − T ττ

3
, uτ =

√
T ττ + p

e+ p
, ui =

T τi

(e+ p)uτ
, vi =

ui

uτ

with M2 = (T τx)2 + (T τy)2 + τ 2(T τη)2.

We perform the simulation With lattice Nx×Ny×Nη = 111×111×1 on space (x, y, η) ∈

[−8, 8]× [−8, 8]× 0. Since we have equations roughly ∂τT ≃ −∇vT, the CFL condition for

a stable hydrodynamic simulation in our case is quite simple ∆τ ≲ ∆x/v. Since the velocity

must be smaller than unity v < 1, one can just choose ∆τ ≲ ∆x. In practice, we choose a

∆τ that is 10 times smaller than this bound.

3. Hydrodynamic simulation test with Gubser flow

To validate the hydrodynamic simulation, the standard benchmark test [77, 80, 81] is to

compare that with the Gubser flow [78, 79] which turns out to have an analytical solution.

The discussions on Gubser flow can be found in the literature, and we briefly summarize the

key aspects of Gubser flow in this section to make the paper self-contained.

The 4-velocity flow profile in the cylindrical Milne coordinates can be written as ũµ =

(ũτ , ũr, ũϕ, ũη), and the components are

ũτ = cosh(η)γ − sinh(η)γvz, ũr = cos(ϕ)γvx + sin(ϕ)γvy,

ũϕ = −1

r
(sin(ϕ)γvx − cos(ϕ)γvy), ũη = −1

τ
(sinh(η)γ − cosh(η)γvz) .

The Gubser flow assumes boost invariance in the longitudinal direction such that ũη = 0

and azimuthal symmetry in the transverse plane such that ũϕ = 0, but a finite transverse

flow ũr ̸= 0. Since ũη = 0, one immediately realizes that vz = tanh(η) = z/t and thus

ũτ = γ/ cosh(η). Since ũϕ = 0, one has that vy/vx = tan(ϕ). Assuming the transverse

velocity to be vr =
√

v2x + v2y, one has ũr = γvr. This leads to the fact that Gubser flow
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satisfies ũGubser = (γ/ cosh(η), γvr, 0, 0). Since ũµũµ = 1, one has γ2(1/ cosh2(η) − v2r) = 1.

Indeed, the normalization condition for the 4-velocity leads to a form γ/ cosh(η) = cosh(κ)

and γvr = sinh(κ). Together with vx = vr cosh(ϕ) and vy = vr sin(ϕ) we have that, in

Minkowski and in Milne coordinates, the Gubser flow is

Minkowski : uµ
Gubser = (cosh(κ) cosh(η), sinh(κ) cos(ϕ), sinh(κ) sin(ϕ), cosh(κ) sinh(η)) ,

Cylindrical Milne : ũµ
Gubser = (ũτ , ũr, ũϕ, ũη) = (cosh(κ), sinh(κ), 0, 0) .

Furthermore, Gubser assumes [78] that the velocity profile function/transverse rapidity κ

with a scaling parameter q that controls transverse expansion rate

tanh(κ) =
2q2τr

q2(τ 2 + r2) + 1
.

The analytical solution of energy density and velocity profiles can be obtained easily in de

Sitter space dS3 × R. In Gubser’s paper, it is formulated as a Weyl-rescaled coordinates

x̃µ = (ρ, θ, ϕ, η) =

(
sinh−1

(
q2τ 2 − q2r2 − 1

2qτ

)
, tan−1

(
2qr

q2τ 2 − q2r2 + 1

)
, ϕ, η

)
,

ds2/τ 2 = ds̃2 = dρ2 − cosh2(ρ)(dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2)− dη2 .

The metric explicitly reads

g̃µν = diag(+1,− cosh2(ρ),− cosh2(ρ) sin2(θ),−1),

g̃µν = diag(+1,− 1

cosh2(ρ)
,− 1

cosh2(ρ) sin2(θ)
,−1) .

This leads to nontrivial Christoffel connections

Γρ
θθ = −1

2
gρρ
(
∂gθθ
∂xρ

)
= cosh(ρ) sinh(ρ), Γρ

ϕϕ = −1

2
gρρ
(
∂gϕϕ
∂xρ

)
= cosh(ρ) sinh(ρ) sin2(θ),

Γθ
ϕϕ = −1

2
gθθ
(
∂gϕϕ
∂xθ

)
= − cos(θ) sin(θ), Γϕ

ϕθ =
1

2
gϕϕ
(
∂gϕϕ
∂xθ

)
=

1

tan(θ)
,

Γθ
θρ =

1

2
gθθ
(
∂gθθ
∂xρ

)
= tanh(ρ), Γϕ

ϕρ =
1

2
gϕϕ
(
∂gϕϕ
∂xρ

)
= tanh(ρ) .

In the de Sitter coordinates, Gubser further assumes [79] the flow profile to be ũµ
Gubser =

(ũρ, ũθ, ũϕ, ũη) = (1, 0, 0, 0). Then one can write down the nontrivial terms of energy-

momentum tensor

T̃ ρρ
Gubser = e, T̃ θθ

Gubser =
p

cosh2(ρ)
, T̃ ϕϕ

Gubser =
p

cosh2(ρ) sin2(θ)
, T̃ ηη

Gubser = p .
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Eventually, the temporal component of the hydrodynamic equation reads

DµT
µρ = ∂ρT

ρρ + Γθ
θρT

ρρ + Γϕ
ϕρT

ρρ + Γρ
θθT

θθ + Γρ
ϕϕT

ϕϕ = ∂ρe+ 2e tanh(ρ) + 2p tanh(ρ) = 0 .

With conformal EoS e = 3p, we arrive at an analytical solution for the energy density

∂ρ

(
e cosh8/3(ρ)

)
= 0, solution : e(ρ) =

(
cosh(ρ0)

cosh(ρ)

)8/3

e(ρ0) .

Replacing the time in de Sitter space ρ with time τ and transverse radius r in Milne space,

one obtains

e(ρ) ≃ (2qτ)8/3

[q4(τ 2 − r2)2 + 2q2(τ 2 + r2) + 1]4/3
.

The length and time in R3,1 should be rescaled by τ to dS3 × R thus to obtain the final

solution in R3,1, the length and time should have an inversed Weyl rescaling by τ from de

Sitter space dS3 × R [79]. Eventually, we have

eGubser(τ, r) ≃
1

τ 4
(2qτ)8/3

[q4(τ 2 − r2)2 + 2q2(τ 2 + r2) + 1]4/3
,

vr,Gubser(τ, r) =
ur

uτ
= tanh(κ) =

2q2τr

q2(τ 2 + r2) + 1
.

In order to perform a comparison to an analytical solution, we start with the initial

hydrodynamic condition eGubser(τ0, r) and vr,Gubser(τ0, r) with τ0 = 1. The transverse expan-

sion parameter is typically chosen as q ≃ fm−1 and we choose q = 0.2 and q = 1.0 for tests

in the simulation. We present our comparison to the analytical solution in Fig. 14. This

comparison manifests our hydrodynamic code as a working code.
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FIG. 14: Our hydrodynamic simulation of an ideal fluid with the numerical implementation pre-

sented in the previous section, compared to the analytical result obtained from Gubser flow. The

dashed-dotted lines are from our simulation while the solid lines are analytical results. The upper

(lower) panel shows the comparison with transverse expansion parameter of q = 0.2 (q = 1.0).

Appendix C: More results for a non-flowing medium

In this Appendix, we provide some further results for the evolution of the hard probe in

a non-flowing/static medium. First, we provide the heatmap representation of the density

for the case that is studied in the main text in Fig. 15 (left). In this Appendix, we repeat

the numerical exercise for the case of an anisotropic medium profile, given in Fig. 15 (right).

In Fig. 16 we show equivalent plots to the ones in Fig. 1. Again, without accounting

for the full dependence on the gradients (left) the pressure is the same in both directions,

while the full master equation (right) leads to an anisotropy, consistent with the main text’s

result.

In Fig. 17, we provide the stroboscopic evolution of the momentum distribution for the
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FIG. 15: Normalized number density ρ(Y )/ρ(0) of an isotropic medium (left, default in calculations,

if not stated otherwise) with µx = 1, µy = 1 and an anisotropic medium (right) with µx = 1, µy = 2.
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FIG. 16: Pressure evolution for the anisotropic medium µx = 1, µy = 2, see Fig. 15, equivalent to

the case studied in Fig. 1.

master equation accounting only for the gradient dependence in q̂ (upper) and the evolution

with the full master equation (lower), similar to Fig 3 but with an anisotropic medium with

density parameters µx = 2, µy = 1. Comparing to the results in the main text, one comes

to the same conclusion, i.e. that a full dependence on the gradients is necessary to describe

the azimuthal structure of jets.

Besides the discussions on anisotropic medium above, it is also interesting to look at the

evolution with expansion. In Fig. 18, we repeat the pressure plot shown in the main text but

now allow for the medium to expand such that the expansion term p·∇Y /E ̸= 0 in Eq. (11).

Here the major difference with respect to Fig. 1 is the non-linear late-time behavior of the
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FIG. 17: Same results as in Fig. 3, but now for anisotropic medium µx = 1, µy = 2. The evolution

is without (upper panel) and with (lower panel) the gradient correction to the diffusion.

blue curve, which is purely induced by the finite size of the lattice, and can be improved with
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a larger lattice size and resolution of simulations in position space Y . The results without

expansion are plotted as gray color in the figure. Ignoring this feature, one can see that even

in an expanding system the behavior is qualitatively the same as seen in the static case, due

to the large energy of the jet Ejet ≫ 1 and suppression of the transverse velocity p/E ≪ 1,

thus the expansion term p ·∇Y /E ≪ 1.
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FIG. 18: Equivalent plot to the one in Fig. 1, but for an expanding system. Gray curves are

benchmark to results we obtained without expansion, the same as in Fig. 1.
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