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HPEAMET! HOKPET&H:E MOCTYyIIKA y 3Balbeé HCTPAXHUBAY CapaJHHK

Monum Hayuno Behe MHcTHTyTa 32 M3uKy y beorpasy Jia mokpeHe nocTyrnak 3a Moj u360p y 3Barbe

HcrpakuBayu capajHHK, uMajyhu y BuAy [a HCIyHaBaM CBe KPUTepHjyMe MpOMMCaHe Off CTpaHe

MuHKCTapCTBa MPOCBeTe, HayKe W TeXHOJIOMIKOT pa3Boja Perybske Cpbuje 3a cTullame HaBeJjeHOT

3BdHbd.

Y npusiory gocrassbam:

1.

MUIL/bEH-e PYKOBO/HMOLIA TIPOjeKTa ca MpeJjioroM KOMHUCH]e 3a U360p y 3Bame;

cTpyuHy 6uorpadujy;

. Tipernej Hay4yHe aKTUBHOCTU;

2
3
4.
D
6
7

CMKCAK U Komuje o6jaB/beHruX HayuHUX paZioBa U Apyrux nybsvkanuja;

. yBepeme O nocjieAmheM OBEPEHOM U YITMCAaHOM CEMECTPY Ha JOKTOPCKHUM CTYAI/IjaMa;

doToKONMjy AUTIIIOMa Ca OCHOBHUX U MacTep CTyAHja;

TIOTBP/Y O MpUXBaTalby TeMe JOKTOPCKe AucepTanyje.

C nomToBameM,
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‘Credan CrojKy,

UCTPa)KMBay MPUTPaBHUK




9. nmemembap 2021

Hayuynom Behy UHcTHTyTa 33 DU3NKY

IIpeamer: Muiseme pykoBogmuoria gaboparopuje 3a n3bop Credana Crojkya y
3BAaF-€ UCTPAKUBAY CAPATHUK

Tlomroranmy,

Credan CTojKy 3aBpIIUO je OCHOBHE, & TIOTOM U MacTep cryiauje Ha Pusnyukom pakyarery YHu-
Bep3urera y Beorpajsy. Macrep Te3y opbpanuo je y jyay 2019. ropmue. Jlokropcke crysuje Ha
cvepy Dusmka BUCOKHMX eHepruja u HykJeapHa ¢usvka nHa Ousmukom dakysarery YHUBEpP3U-
teta y Beorpajgy ymucao je 2019. romure. Ilomoxwuo je cBe mpensubene ucture. Tema merose
JOKTOPCKE Jiucepranuje npesicranbena je u npuxsahena na Kosernjymy JOKTOPCKUX CTYyA#ja
Ousuukor dakynrera YHuBepsuretra y beorpany 1. menembpa 2021. rogume. AHrakopaH je y
rpymu ap Marnanene Dophesuh u 6aBu ce nmcrpakuBameM KBAPK-TJIyOHCKE TIJIA3ME.

C ob3upom ga Credan Crojky uciymaBa cBe ycjope npejpuhene IIpaBmiiHEKOM O MOCTYIKY
U HAYUMHY BPEIHOBAbA, U KBAHTUTATUBHOM MCKA3UBAY HAYIHOUCTPAKUBAYKUX PEIyJiTaTa HC-
TPaKUBAYA, CATVIACHA CAM CA TIOKPETAHEM MOCTYIKA 38 u300p Y 3Bame UCTAPKUBAY CAPATHUK.

3a unanoBe komucuje 3a u3bop Credana Crojkya y 3Bambe UCTAPKUBAY CAPATHUK MPEJJIAXKeEM
caenehn cacras:

1. np Marnasiena Hophesuh, nayunu caernuk, Uucruryr 3a puszuky;
2. ap Urop Casom, Buinu HayIHE capaaauk, THCTUTYT 3a (PUUKY;

3. mpod. np Boja Pamosanosuh, penosau mpodecop Puznukor (axyarera,;

PyxkoBomunarn saboparopuje 3a
UMKy BUCOKUX €HEprHuja,

) -
ﬁ”( /(/44& f,"(%’ *

ap Jlumauja 2Kuskosuh
Haygnu capeTHUK


Lidija Zivkovic


Bbuorpagwuja Crojky Credana

Credan Crojky je pohjen 15. 04. 1994. rogune y [1aHueBy, rjje je 3aBpIIvMo r'MMHa3sujy ,, Ypouu [Ipeauh”.
OcHoBHe cTyguje ymucao je 2012, roguHe Ha ®usuukom ¢akynrety, cmep Teopujcka W
eKCriepuMeHTa/Ha pusrka u guriomupao 2018. roavHe ca rpoceyHoM oljeHoM 9,82. Mactep cTyauje,
ynucaHe 2018. rogvHe Ha Pu3nukoM (akynrety, 3aBpiuaBa 2019. roarHe ca NpoceUYHOM oLieHOM 9,67.
Macrep Te3y noj HasuBoM ,,OfpehuBame (pakTopa MPONOPLMOHATHOCTU TeMIlepaTypcKe 3aBUCHOCTH
ryOuTaka eHepruje y KBapK-IJIyOHCKOj IIa3MH W3 eKCIIepUMEeHTATHUX TMojaraka” uspaljyje mog
MeHTOpcTBOM Jp Marzanene THopheBuh y okBupy Jlaboparopuje 3a ¢u3MKy BHCOKMX eHepruja
WuctutyTa 3a pusuky y beorpany u 6panu y jyay 2019. rogune.

2019. roguHe Ha PusnukoM (hakynTeTy YHUBep3uTeTa y beorpasly ymucyje AOKTOpCcKe CTyAuje y
00/1aCTH  UCTpa)KvBakba pEaTMBUCTUYKUX CyJapa TeIIKWX jOHa U KBAapK-IJIyOHCKe TIa3Me.
VcTpaxkvBamwe pasu mof MeHTOpPCTBOM Ap MarganeHe HopheBuh. buo je aHrakoBaH Ha MpOjeKTy
OCHOBHMX HUCTPa)KMBalka MUHHUCTAPCTBA TIPOCBETe, HayKe W TeXHOJIOLIKOT pa3Boja Perybivke Cpbouje
O 171004 (,,ATLAS excriepumeHT U ¢u3mka dectriia Ha LHC eneprujama”) y Jlaboparopuju 3a
¢u3nKy BUCOKUX eHepruja MHcTuTyTa 3a ¢u3uky y bBeorpasy. AHraxoBaH je u Ha mpojekTy Horizon
2020 ERC-2016-C0G:725741 (“A novel Quark-Gluon Plasma tomography tool: from jet quenching to
exploring the extreme medium properties”). TeMy JOKTOpcke  AucepTaluje  TMOf
Ha3uBOM: ,,IIpoyuaBame ocoOMHaA KBapK-ITTyOHCKe TIjla3Me IOMOhy BHCOKOEHePrHjCKUX dYecTHia”
ycremiHo 6panu nipes Konerujymom mokTopckux cryauja 1. 12, 2021.

Credan Crojky 3aroueo je paj Ha IHctutyTy 3a ¢usuky 01. 10. 2018. roguHe 10 0CHOBY aHTa)KOBamba
Ha rope HaBefieHoM ERC nipojekTy umju je pykoBogunan ap MarnaneHa Hhophesuh. 5. 11. 2019. rogune
nobuja 3Bame VcrpaxuBau ripurnpaBHUK U of 18. 12. 2019. roauHe 3amocnieH je Ha UHCTHTYTY 3a
¢bu3suKy.

o capa je objaBro 3 HayuHa pafia y 06/1acTé TeopHjcKe HyK/eapHe (hH3UKe 0[] KOjUX je HaBe/eH Kao
TIPBU ayTOp Ha jeqHOM pazay. Takolje, koayTop je Ha jeTHOM pafy y 006/1acTy KBaHTUTAaTUBHe OUOJOTH]e.
HcrpaxkuBame Koje ce CIIPOBOAY Yy OKBUDY IIpOjeKkara Ha KOjUMa je aHrakoBaH IIpejCTaBUO je Ha
Mel)yHapogHUM KOH(epeHLMjaMa U paIMOHUIIAMa M3 00/1aCTH KBapK-IJIyOHCKe TiIa3Me, Of, KOjuxX Cy
Heke: Strangenes in Quark Matter 2019, Zimanyi School 2019, Initial Stages 2020, Online Strangeness
in Quark Matter 2020... YuecTBOBaO je ¥ Ha YeTUPH IIIKOJIe.

I'oBOpM CpriCKY, eHITIeCKU, PYMYHCKU U HEMayKU je3UK.



Ilpernex HayyHe akTUBHOCTH CTedhana CTojKy

UctpaxuBame Ctedana CTojKy je y o06acTv TeOPHjCKOT TIpOyuYaBakbha KBapK-TIyOHCKe Tia3me. LIub
HCTpaKMBama je mpuMeHa TiperxoiHo pa3eujeHor DREENA Mogiena 3a mpoydaBambe 0coOvHa KBapK-
TJTyOHCKe Ti/la3Me, Kao U moboseiiatbe DREENA mozena. Y cBoM fAocajaiiikbeM pafly, paguo je Ha
ofpeljBaby 3aBUCHOCTH T'yOWTaKa eHepruje BHUCOKoeHeprujckux uecturia y KI'TI o Temmeparype, a
pajivo je U Ha pa3Bojy MeToje 3a ofpeljBame MPOCTOPHE aHU30TPOIMje KBapK-IJIyOHCKe Iiasme U3
BUCOKOEHeprujckux nogaraka. OcuM tora, paji Ha IpoyvyaBawkhy paHUX CTajyvjyMa eBoJyLiMje KBapK-
IJTyOHCKe Tl1a3Me.

Pesynratu Be3aHu 3a ofpeljuBame TemriepaTypcke 3aBUCHOCTH T'yOWTaKa eHepruje BUCOKOEHEepPIHjCKUX
yecturia y KI'TT unHe 1e0 meroBor Mactep pajia, a objas/benu cy y Phys. Rev. C 103, 024908 pazy, Ha
kojeM je Crecan CTOjKy IpBU ayTOp. Y OBOM pafly je MOMOhy aHaITUTUUKUX aprymeHaTa yTBpleHO Kojy
oricepBabny je moryhe yrorpebutu 3a ofpeljuBame OBe TeMriepaTypCcKe 3aBHUCHOCTH. 3aTHUM Cy
BpeAHOCTH OBe oricepBabsie m3pauyHare y okBupy DREENA-C mozena, u onpeljeHo je fja je 3aBUCHOCT
ryOuTaka eHepruje BHCOKOEHEeprMjCKMX UeCTHIla Of TeMmIiepaType CKOpO JIMHeapHa, INTO je y
CYIIPOTHOCTH Ca pyruM (jeHOCTaBHUjUM) MOJe/NIMMa, U y CKJIaZly Ca MHOLUTBOM eKCllepHMeHTaTHUX
rojiaTaka.

Iocapairmy pe3yaTaTd Be3aHu 3a NpoydaBame anusorpondje KI'TT cy o6jaB/benu y Phys. Rev. C 100,
031901( R) pazy. Y oBoM pajly je UCIIMTaHO Ja /M M Ha KOjU HauuH je Moryhe foBecTd y Be3y
BHCOKOEHEeprujcKe TMojaTke ca TPOCTOPHOM aHU30TPONMjOM KBapK-IJIyOHCKe Iu1a3Me. Ilomohy
jeIHOCTaBHUX 3aKOHa CKa/lvpawma U aHaJIMTUUYKUX aprymeHara KOju Cy OIpaB/iaHHd y OKBHDPY Halller
Mo/esia, 3aK/byueHO 3a KOjy BHCOKOEHeprHujcKy oricepBabiy ce oyekyje Jia je y Be3d ca IPOCTOPHOM
aHU30TPOITHjOM KBapK-ITyOHCKe T1a3Mme. [Totom je oBa oricepBabmia nspauyHara y oksupy DREENA-B
Mojlenia, TAe ce MeAujyM Mofenyje Kao jemgHocTaBHa 1+1D JioHTUTyAMHAMHa ekcraH3uja (6e3
TpaHCBep3a/lHe eKcraH3uje). V3 nobujeHnX pe3ynTara je eKCTpaxOBaHa BPeJHOCT TlapaMeTpa Koju
OTHCYyje TIPOCTOPHY aHU30TPOIHjy KBapK-ITyoHCKe Tia3Me. [loOujeHe BpeAHOCTH cy yropeljeHe ca
CTaHJApAHKUM BpeJHOCTHMA 3a TIPOCTOPHY aHU30TPONU]jy W3 JUTepaType, U ornaka ce 100po ciarame.
Hame uctpaxuBawe he ce HactaButu KopuiithetheM DREENA-A mogena, rae ce Meaujym Mojenyje
kao 3+1D xuapoauHaMuuka eBosyiMja. OricepBabna 3a kojy je y okeupy DREENA-B mopena
Jo0MjeHo [la ce MOXKe [JOBECTH Y Be3y Ca TPOCTOPHOM aHU30TPONUjoM he OUTH M3pauyHaTa y OKBUPY
OBOT MO/Ief1a, a 3aTUM he ce UCIIUTATH /1a /I U Ha KOjy HAYMH OMNUCYje aHU30TPONUjy MevjyMa.

Crecdan CTojKy MCTpakuBame HacTaB/ba y CMepy MpoOyyaBalkha paHUX CTaJudjyma eBOyLuje KBapK-
IJIyOHCKe T71a3Me, OZHOCHO, eBOJIyLiMje TIpe BpeMeHa TepMasu3alyje. Y TpBoj a3y OBOT UCTPa)KMBamba
je UCIMTaHo BpeMe TepMasiv3aliije KBapK-IVIyOHCKe Iy1asme. OBO je W3BeJeHO Tako IITO je reHepucaHo
BUIIIe TeMIlepaTypCKUX rpoduaa ca pasIMUUMTUM BpeMeHMMa TepMasiu3aljyje, a 3aTUM Cy y OKBUDY
DREENA-A Mojienia Ha OBUM TpoduirMa u3pauyHaTe BUCOKOEHePTHjCKe oricepBabiie, Koje Cy 3aTUM
yrnopeljeHe ca eKcliepUMeHTa/IHUM ToJaliiMa. 3ak/by4yeHO je Jja KaCHHje BpeMe TepManu3alivje jaje
Oosbe crarame ca eKCriepuMeHTaTHUM TojaiumMa. Jaske ucTpakuBame Wjie y CMepy MMITIeMeHTalyje
HeTpuBHjanHe esonyLyje KI'TI npe Tepmanusanyje.

VcKycTBO M3 HyMepHUUKe aHa/ii3e Io/jaTaka je IPUMeHUO y KBaHTUTATUBHO] OMOOTHjH, Ha jeTHOM Of
TPEHYTHO HajaKyTelHHUjuX mpobsiemMa — pa3ymMeBamy ArHaMuKe nipeHotnera COVID-19 y nomynanmju.
Pe3synratut oBOT UCTpaXkuBama cy objaBbenn y Global Challenges 2021, 5, 2000101 pagy.
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Shape of the quark gluon plasma droplet reflected in the high-p, data

Magdalena Djordjevic,'" Stefan Stojku,! Marko Djordjevic,? and Pasi Huovinen

VInstitute of Physics Belgrade, University of Belgrade, Serbia
2Faculty of Biology, University of Belgrade, Serbia

M (Received 19 April 2019; revised manuscript received 1 August 2019; published 12 September 2019)

We show, through analytic arguments, numerical calculations, and comparison with experimental data, that the
ratio of the high-p, observables v,/(1 — Raa) reaches a well-defined saturation value at high p, , and that this
ratio depends only on the spatial anisotropy of the quark gluon plasma (QGP) formed in ultrarelativistic heavy-
ion collisions. With expected future reduction of experimental errors, the anisotropy extracted from experimental
data will further constrain the calculations of initial particle production in heavy-ion collisions and thus test our

understanding of QGP physics.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevC.100.031901

Introduction. The major goal of relativistic heavy-ion
physics [1-4] is understanding the properties of the new form
of matter called quark gluon plasma (QGP) [5,6], which, in
turn, allows the understanding of properties of QCD matter at
its most basic level. Energy loss of rare high-momentum par-
tons traversing this matter is known to be an excellent probe
of its properties. Different observables such as the nuclear
modification factor Rya and the elliptic flow parameter v, of
high-p, particles, probe the medium in different manners, but
they all depend not only on the properties of the medium, but
also on the density, size, and shape of the QGP droplet created
in a heavy-ion collision. Thus drawing firm conclusions of
the material properties of QGP is very time consuming and
requires simultaneous description of several observables. It
would therefore be very useful if there were an observable, or
combination of observables, which would be sensitive to only
one or just a few of all the parameters describing the system.

For high-p particles, spatial asymmetry leads to different
paths, and consequently to different energy losses. Conse-
quently, v, (angular differential suppression) carries informa-
tion on both the spatial anisotropy and material properties
that affect energy loss along a given path. On the other hand,
Raa (angular average suppression) carries information only
on material properties affecting the energy loss [7—10], so one
might expect to extract information on the system anisotropy
by taking a ratio of expressions which depend on v, and
Raa. Of course, it is far from trivial whether such intuitive
expectations hold, and what combination of v, and Rya one
should take to extract the spatial anisotropy. To address this,
we here use both analytical and numerical analysis to show
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that the ratio of v, and 1 — Raa at high p; depends only on
the spatial anisotropy of the system. This approach provides
a complementary method for evaluating the anisotropy of the
QGP fireball, and advances the applicability of high-p, data
to a new level as, up to now, these data were mainly used to
study the jet-medium interactions, rather than inferring bulk
QGP parameters.

Anisotropy and high-p, observables. In [10,11], we
showed that at very large values of transverse momentum
p., the fractional energy loss AE/E (which is very complex,
both analytically and numerically, due to inclusion of multiple
effects, see Numerical results for more details) shows asymp-
totic scaling behavior

AEJE ~ x(p )(T)*(L)", (1)

where (L) is the average path length traversed by the jet, (T')
is the average temperature along the path of the jet, x is a
proportionality factor (which depends on initial jet p, ), and a
and b are proportionality factors which determine the temper-
ature and path-length dependence of the energy loss. Based on
Refs. [12-15], we might expect values likea = 3andb = 1 or
2, but a fit to a full-fledged calculation yields values a ~ 1.2
and b & 1.4 [11,16]. Thus the temperature dependence of the
energy loss is close to linear, while the length dependence is
between linear and quadratic. To evaluate the path length we
follow Ref. [17]:

Jo o dAx p(x + Acos(p), y + Asin(e))
Jodh p(x + Acos(p), y + Asin(@))

which gives the path length of a jet produced at point (x, y)
heading to direction ¢, and where p(x, y) is the initial density
distribution of the QGP droplet. To evaluate the average path
length we take average over all directions and production
points.

If AE/E is small (i.e., for high p, and in peripheral
collisions), we obtain [7,10,11]

Lx,y, ¢) = @)

Ran ~ 1 — E(T)YYL), A3)

Published by the American Physical Society
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where § = (n —2)x /2, and n is the steepness of a power-
law fit to the transverse momentum distribution, dN/dp,
1/p.". Thus 1 — Rap is proportional to the average size and
temperature of the medium. To evaluate the anisotropy we
define the average path lengths in the in-plane and out-of-
plane directions,

Ag)2
1n = d L
) / roy2 ¢ (L(9)),

7/2+A$/2

(Lout ) =

L , 4
M) ne de¢ (L(¢)) “

where A¢ = m /6 [18] is the acceptance angle with respect to
the event plane (in-plane) or orthogonal to it (out-of-plane),
and (L(¢)) the average path length in the ¢ direction. Note
that the obtained calculations are robust with respect to the
precise value of the small angle =A¢/2, but we still keep a
small cone (£ /12) for RK‘A and R} calculations, to have
the same numerical setup as in our Ref. [10]. Now we can
write (L) = ((Lout) + (Lin))/2 and AL = ((Lou) — (Lin))/2.
Similarly, the average temperature along the path length can
be split to average temperatures along paths in in- and out-of-
plane directions, (Ti,) = (T') + AT and (Toy) = (T) — AT.
When applied to an approximate way to calculate v, of high-
p. particles [19], we obtain'

o~ LRRA = RRR 8 (Tow)"{Low)” — & (Tin)*{Lin)”
2 Ry TR 4

~ p(LAL _aAT

~ E(T)"(L) <2<L> 2<T>>, ©)

where we have assumed that & (T)?(L)” <« 1, and that AL/ (L)
and AT /(T) are small as well.
By combining Egs. (3) and (5), we obtain

vy b AL a AT
e~ G 5%) ©
— Raa (Ly 2(T)

This ratio carries information on the anisotropy of the system,
but through both spatial (AL/{L)) and temperature (AT /{T'))
variables. From Eq. (6), we see the usefulness of the (approx-
imate) analytical derivations, since the term (1 — Raa) in the
denominator could hardly have been deduced intuitively or
pinpointed by numerical trial and error. Figure 1 shows a lin-
ear dependence AL/(L) ~ cAT /(T), where ¢ ~ 4.3, with the
temperature evolution given by one-dimensional (1D) Bjorken
expansion, as sufficient to describe the early evolution of the
system. Equation (6) can thus be simplified to
v 1(]9 ) (Lout) — (Lin)
1- RAA 2 (Lout> (Lm>
(Lout> - <Lin)
(Lout> + <Lin)

~ 0.57¢,

where ¢ = and E(b — 6—l) ~0.57, ()

c

'Note that the first approximate equality in Eq. (5) can be shown to
be exact if the higher harmonics vy, ve, etc., are zero, and the opening
angle where R, and RY are evaluated is zero [cf. definitions of
(Low) and (Ly,), Eq. (4)].
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FIG. 1. AT/(T) vs AL/{L) in Pb+Pb collisions at /syy =

5.02 TeV collision energy at various centralities [7,10]. The more
peripheral the collision, the larger the values. The red solid line
depicts linear fit to the values.

when a ~ 1.2 and b~ 1.4. Consequently, the asymptotic
behavior of observables Rya and v, is such that at high p,,
their ratio is dictated solely by the geometry of the fireball.
Therefore, the anisotropy parameter ¢ can be extracted from
the high-p, experimental data.

Regarding the parametrization used to derive Eq. (7) (con-
stants a, b, and c¢), we note that a and b are well established
within our dynamical energy-loss formalism and follow from
Raa predictions that are extensively tested on experimental
data [11,16] and do not depend on the details of the medium
evolution. Regarding ¢, it may (to some extent) depend on
the type of implemented medium evolution, but this will not
affect the obtained scaling, only (to some extent) the overall
prefactor in Eq. (7).

Numerical results. To assess the applicability of the analyt-
ically derived scaling in Eq. (7), we calculate vy/(1 — Raa)
using our full-fledged numerical procedure for calculating the
fractional energy loss. This procedure is based on our state-of-
the-art dynamical energy-loss formalism [20,21], which has
several unique features in the description of high-p, parton
medium interactions: (i) The formalism takes into account
a finite-size, finite-temperature QCD medium consisting of
dynamical (that is, moving) partons, contrary to the widely
used static scattering approximation and/or medium models
with vacuum-like propagators (e.g., [12—15]). (ii) The calcu-
lations are based on the finite-temperature generalized hard-
thermal-loop approach [22], in which the infrared divergences
are naturally regulated [20,21,23]. (iii) Both radiative [20]
and collisional [21] energy losses are calculated under the
same theoretical framework, applicable to both light and
heavy flavor. (iv) The formalism is generalized to the case
of finite magnetic [24] mass and running coupling [25] and
towards removing the widely used soft-gluon approximation
[26]. The formalism was further embedded into our recently
developed DREENA-B framework [10], which integrates ini-
tial momentum distribution of leading partons [27], energy
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loss with path-length [17] and multigluon [28] fluctuations
and fragmentation functions [29], in order to generate the
final medium modified distribution of high-p, hadrons. The
framework was recently used to obtain joint Raa and v,
predictions for 5.02 TeV Pb+Pb collisions at the LHC [10],
showing a good agreement with the experimental data.

‘We have previously shown [30] that all the model ingredi-
ents noted above have an effect on the high-p, data, and thus
should be included to accurately explain it. In that respect,
our model is different from many other approaches, which
use a sophisticated medium evolution, but an (over)simplified
energy-loss model. Our previous work, however, shows that
for explaining the high-p, data, an accurate description of
high-p, parton-medium interactions is at least as important
as an advanced medium evolution model. For example, the
dynamical energy-loss formalism, embedded in 1D Bjorken
expansion, explains well the v, puzzle [10], i.e., the inability
of other models to jointly explain Rasn and v, measure-
ments. To what extent the dynamical energy-loss predic-
tions will change when embedded in full three-dimensional
evolution is at the time of this writing still unknown, but
our previous results nevertheless make it plausible that cal-
culations employing simple one-dimensional expansion can
provide valuable insight into the behavior of jets in the
medium.

Our results for the longitudinally expanding system (1D
Bjorken) and the corresponding data are shown in Fig. 2. The
gray band shows our full DREENA-B result (see above) with
the band resulting from the uncertainty in the magnetic to
electric mass ratio py /g [31,32]. The red line corresponds
to the 0.57¢ limit from Eq. (7), where ¢ is the anisotropy of
the path lengths used in the DREENA-B calculations [7,10].
Importantly, for each centrality, the asymptotic regime—
where the v;/(1 — Raa) ratio does not depend on p, but is
determined by the geometry of the system—is already reached
from p, ~ 20-30 GeV; the asymptote corresponds to the
analytically derived Eq. (7), within +5% accuracy. It is also
worth noticing that our prediction of asymptotic behavior was
based on approximations which are not necessarily valid in
these calculations, but the asymptotic regime is nevertheless
reached, telling us that those assumptions were sufficient to
capture the dominant features. If, as we suspect, the high-
p. parton-medium interactions are more important than the
medium evolution model in explaining the high-p, data, this
behavior reflects this importance and the analytical derivations
based on a static medium may capture the dominant features
seen in Fig. 2.

Furthermore, to check if the experimental data support
the derived scaling relation, we compare our results to the
ALICE [33,34], CMS [35,36], and ATLAS [37,38] data for
+/svv = 5.02 TeV Pb+Pb collisions. The experimental data,
for all three experiments, show the same tendency, i.e., the in-
dependence on the p, and a consistency with our predictions,
though the error bars are still large. Therefore, from Fig. 2, we
see that at each centrality both the numerically predicted and
experimentally observed v,/(1 — Raa) approach the same
high-p, limit. This robust, straight line, asymptotic value
carries information about the system’s anisotropy, which is,
in principle, simple to infer from the experimental data.

0317 10-20%

Vo [ (1-Raa)

| | |

0317 20-30%

Vo [ (1-Raa)

| | |

dl

30-40%

Vo [ (1-Raa)

| | |

40-50%

1 L L \ !
0 20 40 60 80

p.(GeV)

FIG. 2. Theoretical predictions for v, /(1 — Raa) ratio of charged
hadrons as a function of transverse momentum p, compared with
5.02 TeV Pb+Pb ALICE [33,34] (red triangles), CMS [35,36] (blue
squares), and ATLAS [37,38] (green circles) data. Panels correspond
to 10-20%, 20-30%, 30—40%, and 40-50% centrality bins. The gray
band corresponds to the uncertainty in the magnetic to electric mass
ratio /e . The upper (lower) boundary of the band corresponds to
wm /e = 0.4 (0.6) [31,32]. In each panel, the red line corresponds
to the limit 0.57¢ from Eq. (7).
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Ideally, the experimental data (here from ALICE, CMS,
and ATLAS) would overlap with each other, and would more-
over have small error bars. In such a case, the data could
be used to directly extract the anisotropy parameter ¢ by
fitting a straight line to the high-p, part of the v, /(1 — Raa)
ratio. While such direct anisotropy extraction would be highly
desirable, the available experimental data are unfortunately
still not near the precision level needed to implement this.
However, we expect this to change in the upcoming high-
luminosity third run at the LHC, where the error bars are
expected to be significantly reduced, so that this procedure
can be directly applied to experimental data.

It is worth remembering that the anisotropy parameter ¢,
which can be extracted from the high-p, data, is not the
commonly used anisotropy parameter ¢,

o 0 —x?) _ [dxdy(y? —x*)p(x.y)
2T 0P+ [dxdy (P +x2)p(x,y)

where p(x,y) is the initial density distribution of the QGP
droplet. We may also expect, that once the transverse ex-
pansion is included in the description of the evolution, the
path-length anisotropy ¢ reflects the time-averaged anisotropy
of the system, and therefore is not directly related to the
initial-state anisotropy €. Nevertheless, it is instructive to
check how the path-length anisotropy in our simple model
relates to conventional €, values in the literature. For this
purpose we construct a variable

(Lout>2 - (Lin)2 — 25
(Loul>2 + (Lin>2 1+ §2.

We have checked that for different density distributions €, and
€;;, agree within ~10% accuracy.

We have extracted the parameters ¢ from the DREENA-B
results shown in Fig. 2; the corresponding €;; results are
shown as a function of centrality in Fig. 3 and compared to
€; evaluated using various initial-state models in the literature
[39-42]. Note that conventional (EKRT [40], IP-Glasma [41])
€; values trivially agree with our initial €, (not shown in the
figure), i.e., the initial €, characterize the anisotropy of the
path lengths used as an input to DREENA-B, which we had
chosen to agree with the conventional models.? It is, however,
much less trivial that through this procedure, in which we
calculate the ratio of v, and 1 — Raa through full DREENA
framework, our extracted e; almost exactly recovers our
initial €,. Note that €, is indirectly introduced in Rya and
vy calculations through path-length distributions, while our
calculations are performed using full-fledged numerical pro-
cedure, not just Eq. (1). Consequently, such direct extraction
of €;7, and its agreement with our initial (and consequently
also conventional) €, is highly nontrivial and gives us a
good deal of confidence that v,/(1 — Raa) is related to the
anisotropy of the system only, and not its material properties.

®

€))

€1 =

Binary collision scaling calculated using optical Glauber model
with additional cutoff in the tails of Woods-Saxon potentials, to be
exact.

0.6+
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FIG. 3. Comparison of €;, (red band) obtained from our method,
with €, calculated using Monte Carlo (MC)-Glauber [39] (gray
band), EKRT [40] (purple band), IP-Glasma [41] (green dot-dashed
curve), and MC-KLN [42] (blue dotted curve) approaches. MC-
Glauber and EKRT results correspond to 5.02 TeV, while IP-Glasma
and MC-KLN correspond to 2.76 TeV Pb+Pb collisions at the LHC.

Summary. High-p theory and data are traditionally used to
explore interactions of traversing high-p, probes with QGP,
while bulk properties of QGP are obtained through low-p
data and the corresponding models. On the other hand, it
is clear that high-p, probes are also powerful tomography
tools since they are sensitive to global QGP properties. We
here demonstrated this in the case of spatial anisotropy of the
QCD matter formed in ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions.
We used our dynamical energy-loss formalism to show that a
(modified) ratio of two main high-p, observables, Raa and v;,
approaches an asymptotic limit at experimentally accessible
transverse momenta, and that this asymptotic value depends
only on the shape of the system, not on its material properties.
However, how exactly this asymptotic value reflects the shape
and anisotropy of the system requires further study employing
full three-dimensional expansion, which is our current work
in progress. The experimental accuracy does not yet allow the
extraction of the anisotropy from the data using our scheme,
but once the accuracy improves in the upcoming LHC runs,
we expect that the anisotropy of the QGP formed in heavy-ion
collisions can be inferred directly from the data. Such an
experimentally obtained anisotropy parameter would provide
an important constraint to models describing the early stages
of heavy-ion collision and QGP evolution, and demonstrate
synergy of high-p, theory and data with more common
approaches for inferring QGP properties.
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Abstract

High p, theory and data are commonly used to study high p, parton interactions with QGP, while low p, data and
corresponding models are employed to infer QGP bulk properties. On the other hand, with a proper description of
high p, parton-medium interactions, high p, probes become also powerful tomography tools, since they are sensitive
to global QGP features, such as different temperature profiles or initial conditions. This tomographic role of high p,
probes can be utilized to assess the spatial anisotropy of the QCD matter. With our dynamical energy loss formalism,
we show that a (modified) ratio of R44 and v, presents a reliable and robust observable for straightforward extraction of
initial state anisotropy. We analytically estimated the proportionality between the v, /(1 —R44) and anisotropy coefficient
&1, and found surprisingly good agreement with full-fledged numerical calculations. Within the current error bars, the
extraction of the anisotropy from the existing data using this approach is still inaccessible. However, with the expected
accuracy improvement in the upcoming LHC runs, the anisotropy of the QGP formed in heavy ion collisions can be
straightforwardly derived from the data. Such a data-based anisotropy parameter would present an important test to
models describing the initial stages of heavy-ion collision and formation of QGP, and demonstrate the usefulness of
high p, theory and data in obtaining QGP properties.

Keywords: Quark-gluon plasma, High p, probes, Initial anisotropy

1. Introduction

Understanding the properties of the new form of matter named Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) is the major
goal of relativistic heavy ion physics [1, 2]. However, to explore the properties of QGP, one needs good
probes. With regards to that, it is commonly assumed that high p, theory and data are good probes for
exploring the high p, parton interactions with QGP, while low p, theory and data are considered as good
probes for bulk QGP properties. Contrary to this common assumption, the goal of this contribution is to
demonstrate that high p, particles can also be useful independent probes of bulk QGP properties.

To put it simply, the main idea is that when high p, particles transverse QGP, they lose energy, where
this energy loss is sensitive to bulk QGP properties, such as its temperature profiles or initial conditions.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2020.121900
0375-9474/© 2020 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
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Consequently, with a realistic and sophisticated high p, parton energy loss model, high p, probes can
indeed become powerful tomographic tools. So, in this contribution, we will present how we can use these
probes to infer some of the bulk QGP properties, i.e., for precision QGP tomography. Note that only the
main results are presented here; for a more detailed version, see [3], and references therein.

2. DREENA framework

To achieve the goal of utilizing high p, theory and data for inferring the bulk QGP properties, as pre-
viously implied, a reliable high p, parton energy loss model is necessary. With this goal in mind, we de-
veloped a dynamical energy loss formalism [4, 5], which takes into account some more realistic and unique
features, such as: i) The calculations are performed within finite temperature field theory and generalized
Hard-Thermal-Loop [6] approach, in which the infrared divergences are naturally regulated, excluding the
need for artificial cutoffs. ii) The formalism assumes QCD medium of finite size and finite temperature,
consisting of dynamical partons (i.e., energy exchange with medium constituents is included), in distinction
to commonly considered static scatterers approximation and/or models with vacuum-like propagators. iii)
Both radiative [4] and collisional [5] energy losses are calculated within the same theoretical framework,
and are equally applicable to light and heavy flavors. iv) The formalism is generalized to include a finite
chromomagnetic mass [7], running coupling, and to relax the widely used soft-gluon approximation [8].
Finally, the formalism is integrated in a numerical framework DREENA (Dynamical Radiative and Elastic
ENergy loss Approach) [9, 10], to provide predictions for high p, observables.

Within this framework, we generated a wide set of high p, predictions using 1D Bjorken expansion [11]
(i.e., DREENA-B framework [10]). Thus we obtained a good joint agreement with a wide range of high p,
Ru4 and v, data, by applying the same numerical procedure, the same parameter set, and no fitting param-
eters in model testing. That is, there is no v, puzzle [12] within our model, which then strongly suggests
that the model provides a realistic description of high p, parton-medium interactions. Moreover, our pre-
liminary findings suggest that, within our formalism, moving from 1D Bjorken to full 3D hydrodynamical
expansion does not significantly affect the agreement of our predictions with high p, Rs4 and v, data [13].
Consequently, in order to adequately address the high p, measurements, a proper description of high p,
parton interactions with the medium appears to be much more important than an advanced medium evo-
lution description. Furthermore, we have also analyzed the sensitivity of high p, R4 and v to different
initial stages, giving an additional insigth in the usefulness of both high p, observables in the precision QGP
tomography [14].

3. Inferring QGP anisotropy through high p, theory and data

As one example of QGP tomography, in this contribution, we will address how to infer the QGP
anisotropy from high p, R4 and v, data. The initial state anisotropy is one of the main properties of
QGP and a major limiting factor for precision QGP tomography. However, despite its essential impor-
tance, it is still not possible to directly infer the initial anisotropy from experimental measurements. Several
theoretical studies [15, 16, 17, 18] have provided different methods for calculating the initial anisotropy,
leading to notably different predictions, with a notable effect in the resulting predictions for both low and
high p, data. Therefore, approaches for inferring anisotropy from the data are necessary. Optimally, these
approaches should be complementary to existing predictions, i.e., based on a method that is fundamentally
different from models of early stages of QCD matter.

To this end, we here propose a novel approach to extract the initial state anisotropy. Our method is based
on inference from high p, data, by using already available R44 and v, measurements, which will moreover
be measured with much higher precision in the future. Such an approach is substantially different from the
existing approaches, as it is based on the inference from experimental data (rather than on calculations of
early stages of QCD matter) exploiting the information from interactions of rare high p, partons with the
QCD medium. This also presents an improvement/optimization in utilizing high p, data as, to date, these
data were mostly constrained on studying the parton-medium interactions, rather than assessing bulk QGP
parameters, such as spatial asymmetry.
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In the literature, the initial state anisotropy is quantified in terms of eccentricity parameter €,

- fdxdy(y2 - %) p(x,y)
TP+ [dxdy (02 + 22 p(x,y)’

¢y

€

where p(x, y) denotes the initial density distribution of the formed QGP. Regarding high p, observables, we
note that v; is sensitive to both the anisotropy of the system and its size, while R4, is sensitive only to the
size of the system. Therefore, it is plausible that the adequate observable for extracting eccentricity from
high p, data depends on both v, and R44, and the question is how.

To address this question, we will use the dynamical energy loss formalism, and DREENA-B framework
outlined above. For high p,, the fractional energy loss scales as [3] AE/E ~ X(T)“(L)b , where (T') stands
for the average temperature along the path of high p, parton, (L) is the average path-length traversed by the
parton, y is a proportionality factor that depends on the initial parton transverse momentum, and a and b are
exponents which govern the temperature and path-length dependence of the energy loss. Within our model,
a ~ 1.2 and b ~ 1.4, which is contrary to simpler models, and consistent with a wide range of experimental
data [19, 20]. From this simple scaling argument, we can straightforwardly obtain the following expressions
for Raa and v, (for more details we refer the reader to [3]):

o b _IRY, -RY ‘ h(gg_gA_T)
Raa = 1 =60 (TYXL), VZNZR—Z’A+RZ”ZN§W)<T> (L) 2 2 (2)

where we see that §(,\()(T)“(L)b corresponds to 1 — R44. Therefore, if we divide v, by (1 — R44), we see that
this ratio is given by the following simple expression:

12 (bAL aAT)

TRa S Gm M ®

Note that, while this ratio exposes the dependence on the asymmetry of the system (through spatial (AL/(L}))
and temperature (AT /(T)) parts), the dependence only on spatial anisotropy is still not isolated. However,
by plotting together spatial and temperature anisotropy, we obtain a linear dependence [3], with a propor-
tionality factor given by ¢ ~ 4.3. Therefore, v,/(1 — Ra4) reduces to the following expression:

LB ( - ‘;’)M ~057c, where ¢= \Low =) g %(b— %l) ~057. (4

<L()ut> + <Lin> <Luut> + <Lin>

Consequently, the asymptotic scaling behavior of observables v, and Ra4, at high p,, reveals that their
(moderated) ratio is determined only by the geometry of the initial QGP droplet. Therefore, the anisotropy
parameter ¢ could, in principle, be directly obtained from the high p, experimental data.

1—Ran 2

spatial a

20 0 r ) 80 0 20 a . 30 0 20 4 ) .
p.(GeV) p.(GeV) p.(GeV) p.(GeV) centrality class

Fig. 1. A) Comparison of theoretical predictions for charged hadron v2/(1 — Raa) as a function of p, with 5.02 TeV Pb + Pb
CMS [21, 22] (blue squares), ALICE [23, 24] (red triangles) and ATLAS [25, 26] (green circles) data. Each panel corresponds to
different centrality range, as indicated in the upper right corners, while red lines denote the limit 0.57¢ from Eq. (4). B) Comparison
of &, (red band) extracted from our full-fledged calculations, with e, obtained from MC-Glauber [15] (gray full curve), EKRT [16]
(cyan dashed curve), IP-Glasma [17] (green dot-dashed curve) and MC-KLN [18] (blue dotted curve) models. MC-Glauber and EKRT
curves correspond to 5.02 TeV, whereas IP-Glasma and MC-KLN curves correspond to 2.76 TeV Pb + Pb collisions at the LHC.

To test the adequacy of the analytical estimate given by Egs. (2)-(4), Fig. 1A is displayed, which
comprises our v,/(1 — Ry4) predictions (gray bands), stemming from our full-fledged recently developed
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DREENA-B framework (outlined in the previous section), the ALICE, CMS and ATLAS data, and analyt-
ically derived asymptote 0.57¢ (red lines). Importantly, for each centrality range and for p, = 20 GeV,
v2/(1 — Raa) is independent on p, , and approaches the asymptote, i.e., is determined by the geometry of
the system - depicted by the solid red line, up to 5% accuracy. Moreover, the experimental data for all three
experiments also display the independence on the p, and agree with our predictions, although the error bars
are rather large. Therefore, we conclude that our scaling estimates are valid and that v,/(1 — R44) indeed
carries the information about the anisotropy of the fireball, which can be simply (from the straight line fit to
data at high p, limit) and robustly (in the same way for each centrality) inferred from the experimental data.

However, note that the anisotropy parameter ¢ is not the widely-considered anisotropy parameter e,

. ey . . . . 2_ 2
(given by Eq. (1)). To facilitate comparison with €, values in the literature, we define € = % =

1?;2’ and in Fig. 1B compare it with the results from different initial-state models [15, 16, 17, 18]. First, we
should note that as a starting point, our initial €, through which we generate our path-length distributions,
agrees with EKRT and IP-Glasma. However, what is highly non-trivial is that, as an outcome of this proce-
dure, in which v,/(1 — R44) is calculated (based on the full-fledged DREENA-B framework), we obtain €,
which practically coincides with our initial €, and also with some of the conventional initial-state models.
As an overall conclusion, the straightforward extraction of €, and its agreement with values of the prevail-
ing initial-state models’ eccentricity (and our initial €) is highly non-trivial and supports v,/(1 — Ra4) as a
reliable and robust observable for anisotropy. Additionally, the width of our €, band is smaller than the dif-
ference in the €, values obtained by using different models (e.g., MC-Glauber vs. MC-KLN). Therefore, our
approach provides genuine resolving power to distinguish between different initial-state models, although
it may not be possible to separate the finer details of more sophisticated models. This resolving power,
moreover, comes from an entirely different perspective, i.e., from high p, theory and data, supporting the
usefulness of utilizing high p, theory and data for inferring the bulk QGP properties.
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under project numbers ON171004, ON173052 and ON171031.

References

[1] M. Gyulassy and L. McLerran, Nucl. Phys. A 750, 30 (2005); E. V. Shuryak, Nucl. Phys. A 750, 64 (2005).
[2] B.Jacak and P. Steinberg, Phys. Today 63, 39 (2010); C. V. Johnson and P. Steinberg, Phys. Today 63, 29 (2010).
[3] M. Djordjevic, S. Stojku, M. Djordjevic and P. Huovinen, Phys. Rev. C 100, no. 3, 031901 (2019).
[4] M. Djordjevic, Phys. Rev. C 80, 064909 (2009); M. Djordjevic and U. Heinz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 022302 (2008).
[S] M. Djordjevic, Phys. Rev. C 74, 064907 (2006).
[6] J.I. Kapusta, Finite-Temperature Field Theory (Cambridge University Press, 1989).
[7] M. Djordjevic and M. Djordjevic, Phys. Lett. B 709, 229 (2012).
[8] B. Blagojevic, M. Djordjevic and M. Djordjevic, Phys. Rev. C 99, 024901 (2019).
[9] D. Zigic, I. Salom, J. Auvinen, M. Djordjevic and M. Djordjevic, J. Phys. G 46, 085101 (2019).
[10] D. Zigic, I. Salom, M. Djordjevic and M. Djordjevic, Phys. Lett. B 791, 236 (2019).
[11] J. D. Bjorken, Phys. Rev. D 27, 140 (1983).
[12] J. Noronha-Hostler, B. Betz, J. Noronha and M. Gyulassy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, no. 25, 252301 (2016); B. Betz and M. Gyulassy,
JHEP 1408, 090 (2014); S. K. Das, F. Scardina, S. Plumari and V. Greco, Phys. Lett. B 747, 260 (2015).
[13] D. Zigic, et al., to be submitted.
[14] D. Zigic, B. Ilic, M. Djordjevic and M. Djordjevic, arXiv:1908.11866 [hep-ph].
[15] C. Loizides, J. Kamin and D. d’Enterria, Phys. Rev. C 97, 054910 (2018).
[16] K.J. Eskola, H. Niemi, R. Paatelainen and K. Tuominen, Phys. Rev. C 97, 034911 (2018).
[17] J. E.Bernhard, J. S. Moreland, S. A. Bass, J. Liu and U. Heinz, Phys. Rev. C 94, 024907 (2016).
[18] T. Hirano, P. Huovinen, K. Murase and Y. Nara, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 70, 108 (2013).
[19] M. Djordjevic and M. Djordjevic, Phys. Rev. C 92, 024918 (2015).
[20] M. Djordjevic, D. Zigic, M. Djordjevic and J. Auvinen, Phys. Rev. C 99(R), 061902 (2019).
[21] V. Khachatryan et al. [CMS Collaboration], JHEP 1704, 039 (2017).
[22] A.M. Sirunyan et al. [CMS Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 776, 195 (2018).
[23] S. Acharya et al. [ALICE Collaboration], JHEP 1811, 013 (2018).
[24] S. Acharya et al. [ALICE Collaboration], JHEP 1807, 103 (2018).
[25] [ATLAS Collaboration], ATLAS-CONF-2017-012.
[26] M. Aaboud et al. [ATLAS Collaboration], Eur. Phys. J. C 78, no. 12, 997 (2018).



PHYSICAL REVIEW C 103, 024908 (2021)

Extracting the temperature dependence in high-p, particle energy loss

Stefan Stojku®,' Bojana Ilic®,' Marko Djordjevic ®,> and Magdalena Djordjevic

1,%

VInstitute of Physics Belgrade, University of Belgrade, Belgrade, Serbia
2 Faculty of Biology, University of Belgrade, Belgrade, Serbia

® (Received 16 July 2020; accepted 2 February 2021; published 16 February 2021)

The suppression of high-p, particles is one of the main signatures of parton energy loss during its passing
through the quark-gluon plasma medium, and is reasonably reproduced by different theoretical models. However,
a decisive test of the reliability of a certain energy-loss mechanism, apart from its path length, is its temperature
dependence. Despite its importance and comprehensive dedicated studies, this issue is still awaiting more
stringent constraints. To this end, we here propose a novel observable to extract the temperature-dependence
exponent of a high-p, particle’s energy loss, based on Ry4. More importantly, by combining analytical argu-
ments, full-fledged numerical calculations, and comparison with experimental data, we argue that this observable
is highly suited for testing the long-standing AE/E o L>T?3 paradigm. The anticipated significant reduction of
experimental errors will allow direct extraction of temperature dependence, by considering different centrality
pairs in A + A collisions (irrespective of the nucleus size) in the high-p, region. Overall, our results imply that
this observable, which reflects the underlying energy-loss mechanism, is very important to distinguish between

different theoretical models.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevC.103.024908

I. INTRODUCTION

The main goal of the ultrarelativistic heavy-ion program
[1-4] at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and the
Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is inferring the features of the
created novel form of matter—quark-gluon plasma (QGP)
[5,6]—which provides an insight into the nature of the hottest
and densest known medium. Energy loss of rare high-p,
partons traversing the medium is considered to be one of the
crucial probes [7] of the medium properties, which also had a
decisive role in QGP discovery [8]. Comparison of predictions
stemming from different energy-loss models with experimen-
tal data tests our understanding of the mechanisms underlying
the jet-medium interactions, thereby illuminating the QGP
properties. Within this, an important goal involves a search
for adequate observables for distinguishing the energy-loss
mechanisms.

Connected to this, it is known that the temperature (7)
dependence of the energy-loss predictions may be related
to the underlying energy-loss mechanisms; e.g., pQCD ra-
diative energy loss (Baier-Dokshitzer-Mueller-Peigne-Schiff
(BDMPS) and Armesto-Salgado-Wiedemann (ASW) [9-11],
Gyulassy-Levai-Vitev (GLV) [12], light-cone path integral
(LCPY) [13] and Arnold-Moore-Yaffe (AMY) [14], higher-
twist (HT) [15], and some of their extensions [16-20]) is
typically considered to have cubic T dependence (73, stem-
ming from entropy, or energy density dependence), while
collisional energy loss [7,21-23] is generally considered to be
proportional to T2. Additionally, anti-de Sitter/conformal field
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2469-9985/2021/103(2)/024908(10)

024908-1

theory (AdS/CFT)-motivated jet-energy-loss models [24,25]
display even quartic (T*) dependence on temperature. The
different functional dependences on T found in these mod-
els are the results of the considered energy-loss mechanism
(elastic or inelastic), different treatment of the QCD medium
(finite or infinite size), and inclusion or omission of finite
temperature effects (i.e., application of temperature-modified
or vacuumlike propagators). Therefore, assessing the accurate
temperature dependence is important for disentangling rele-
vant effects for adequate description of leading parton energy
loss, and consequently for understanding the QGP properties.

For a comprehensive study on temperature (and path-
length) dependence of different energy-loss models we refer
the reader to Ref. [18]. However, even this systematic study
could not single out local T dependence, as the attempt to
simultaneously describe high-p, Rs4 and v, data within these
models requires some more rigorous physical justifications.
Moreover, the current error bars at the RHIC and the LHC are
still too large to resolve between different energy-loss models.
Having this in mind, we here propose a novel observable to
extract the scaling of a high-p, particle’s energy loss on the
local temperature. Note that, for extracting the exact value
of the temperature-dependence exponent, this new observable
relies on the previously extracted value of the path-length
dependence coefficient [26]. We expect that this observable
will allow direct extraction of 7' dependence from the data in
the upcoming high-luminosity third run at the LHC, where the
error bars are expected to notably decrease.

We also propose high-p; h* as the most suitable probe
for this paper, as the experimental data for 7+ Ry, are more
abundant and with smaller error bars, compared to heavier
hadrons for all centrality classes, where this is also expected

©2021 American Physical Society
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to hold in the future. Therefore, in this paper, we concentrate
on h* in 5.02-TeV Pb + Pb collisions at the LHC, with the
goal to elucidate this new observable, and test its robustness
to medium evolution and colliding system size. By combin-
ing full-fledged numerical predictions and scaling arguments
within our dynamical radiative and elastic energy-loss ap-
proach (DREENA) [27,28] framework, this new observable
yields the value of the temperature-dependence exponent,
which is in accordance with our previous estimate [29]. More
importantly, we utilize this observable to question the long-
standing AE/E o L*T3 paradigm, used in a wide range of
theoretical models [9-12,15-20].

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this paper, we use our state-of-the-art dynamical
energy-loss formalism [30-32], which includes several unique
features in modeling jet-medium interactions: (1) calculations
within the finite temperature field theory and generalized
hard-thermal-loop approach [33] (contrary to many models

J

dNwa  C(G)Cr 1 [ d*qdk

p2(T) — 3 (T)

which apply vacuumlike propagators [9,10,12,15]), so that
infrared divergences are naturally regulated in a highly non-
trivial manner; (2) finite size of created QGP; (3) the QCD
medium consisting of dynamical (moving) as opposed to
static scattering centers, which allows the longitudinal mo-
mentum exchange with the medium constituents; (4) both
radiative [30,31] and collisional [32] contributions calculated
within the same theoretical framework; (5) the inclusion of
a finite parton’s mass [34], making the formalism applicable
to both light and heavy flavor; and (6) the generalization
to a finite magnetic mass [35], running coupling [36], and
beyond soft-gluon approximation [37]. Note, however, that in
Ref. [37] we obtained that the effect of relaxing the soft-gluon
approximation on (fractional radiative energy loss and) Ry, is
negligible, and thus can be omitted without losing the relia-
bility of the obtained results. Therefore, to avoid unnecessary
involvement of already complex expressions we here apply
their soft-gluon equivalents.

The analytical expression for the single gluon radiation
spectrum reads [27,30,35,36]

dxdt — T X

w7 @+ QR+ 13,(T)]

2
Tas(ET)%(%)

[ ((k+q)2+x(T) )]
x | 1 —cos T

xE+

where k and q denote transverse momenta of radiated and ex-
changed gluons, respectively; C,(G) = 3 and Cg = 4/3 (Cp =
3) for the quark (gluon) jet; while ug(T) and upy(T) are
electric (Debye) and magnetic screening masses, respectively.
The temperature-dependent Debye mass [27,38] is obtained
by self-consistently solving Eq. (5) from Ref. [27]. «; is the
(temperature-dependent) running coupling [27,36,39], E is

J

dE o 2Cg o N N
T = SR B () [ KL TR
Kl/(14v) v[g| [l max

X / dlq| wdw +/

0 —vldl IKI/(14v)
, Ik + ) — |G/
x [|AL(g, T)|
2

where neq(|l_§|, T)= e".(v]\LI + e\m]/vrfﬂ is the equilibrium mo-

mentum distribution [22] including gluons, quarks, and
antiquarks. & is the four-momentum of the incoming medium
parton, v is the velocity of the initial jet, and ¢ = (w, q) is the
four-momentum of the exchanged gluon. |{|ya.x is provided in
Ref. [32], while A7(q, T) and Ap(q, T) are effective trans-
verse and longitudinal gluon propagators given by Egs. (3)
and (4) from Ref. [27].

Despite the very complicated temperature dependence of
Egs. (1) and (2), in Ref. [29] it was obtained that our dy-
namical energy-loss formalism [36] (which accommodates

2(k+q) [
(k+q)? + x(T)

+1A7(q, T)I

k k
4 } (1)

k+q?+x(T) K+ x(T)

(

the initial parton energy, while x (T') = M?x* + mg(T), where
x is the longitudinal momentum fraction of the initial parton
carried away by the emitted gluon. M is the mass of the
propagating parton, while the gluon mass is considered to be
equal to its asymptotical mass m, = ug/ V2 [40].

The analytical expression for collisional energy loss per
unit length is given by the following expression [27,32]:

ldl—2/k|

v|g|
dlq| wdw

@

(G — DK + ) + 1§21, 5,
L i 0GP - o |,

(

some unique jet-medium effects mentioned above) has an
exceptional feature of near linear 7 dependence. That is,
while T3 dependence for radiative energy loss is widely used
[9-12,14-20], from Eq. (1) it is evident that this simplified
relation is reproduced with approximations using vacuum
gluon propagators (leading to the absence of m,(T") from the x
expression) and neglecting running coupling. It is straightfor-
ward to show that in that case leading 7 dependence is % 66
/L%T o« T3 (ug o T). However, Eq. (1) clearly demonstrates
that a more realistic T dependence is far from cubic, where
in Ref. [29] it was shown that asymptotic 7 dependence

024908-2
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of our full radiative energy loss is between linear and
quadratic.

Additionally, commonly overlooked (due to being smaller
compared to radiative at high p, ) collisional energy loss must
not be neglected in suppression predictions [41]. Moreover,
widely used dominant 72 dependence of collisional energy
loss [7,21-23] can also be shown to be a consequence of
(i) using tree-level diagrams, and consequently introducing
artificial cutoffs to nonphysically regulate ultraviolet (and in-
frared) divergencies (e.g., in Ref. [7]) in the hard momentum
transfer sector [22]; or (ii) considering only soft momentum
exchange [21]. That is, it is straightforward to show that
Eq. (2) recovers leading T2 dependence from Ref. [21] if
(1) only the soft gluon sector is considered, with the upper
limit of integration artificially set to |q|max; (2) only forward
emission is accounted for (w > 0); and (3) running coupling
is neglected. Accordingly, in Ref. [29] it was demonstrated
that complex T dependence of our collisional energy loss
(Eq. (2)) reduces not to commonly considered quadratic, but
rather to nearly linear dependence for asymptotically large
p.. Therefore, a state-of-the-art energy-loss model leads to a
much slower growth of the energy loss with temperature com-
pared to the common paradigm, where the widely assumed
faster growth can be reproduced only through quite drastic
simplifying assumptions.

Since the goal of this paper is the extraction of the
temperature-dependence exponent of the energy loss, this
paper will furthermore provide an opportunity to test our
dynamical energy-loss formalism on a more basic level.

III. NUMERICAL FRAMEWORK

In this paper, the predictions are generated within our fully
optimized DREENA [27,28] numerical framework, com-
prising (i) initial parton momentum distribution [42]; (ii)
energy-loss probability based on our dynamical energy-loss
formalism [30-32] (discussed in the previous section), which
includes multigluon [43] and path-length fluctuations [44],
where the path-length fluctuations are calculated according
to the procedure provided in Ref. [45] (see also Ref. [28]);
and (iii) fragmentation functions [46]. In this paper, we will
primarily use two implementations of this framework: (i)
DREENA-C, where C corresponds to constant temperature
medium; and (ii)) DREENA-B, where B corresponds to one-
dimensional (1D) Bjorken QGP evolution [7].

In the first part of our paper, using the DREENA-C frame-
work, the average temperature is obtained according to the
procedure described in Refs. [28,47], which we briefly out-
line here. For each centrality region in 5.02-TeV Pb + Pb

collisions, the average temperature is estimated through 73 ~
dNg

% [12,48], where A is the overlap area. dd% is gluon ra-

pidity density, and is shown to be directly proportional to
charged particle multiplicity ‘Zv—nd’, which is measured for all
relevant centralities in 5.02-TeV Pb + Pb collisions at the

dNg L
LHC [49]. Thus, the required expression reads 7 = c(ﬁ 3,
where constant ¢ can be fixed by effective temperature for
0-20% 2.76-TeV Pb+Pb collisions at LHC [50], leading to,
e.g., the average medium temperature of 348 MeV [47,50] in
most central 5.02-TeV Pb + Pb collisions at the LHC.

In the second part of this paper, where we use the
DREENA-B framework to test the sensitivity of the obtained
results, the initial temperature (7p) for each centrality is esti-

mated in accordance with Ref. [27]. That is, for each centrality
dNg, L

class, T is determined in accordance with Ty ~ (%)3 [51].
As a starting point, Tp = 500 MeV in most central 5.02-TeV
Pb + Pb collisions at the LHC is estimated from the average
medium temperature of 348 MeV [47,50] in these collisions
(see above), and a QCD transition temperature of 7. ~ 155
MeV [52]. By knowing Tj in the most central 5.02-TeV Pb +
Pb collision, based on the expression above, it is straightfor-
ward to obtain 7ys for different centralities. In both studies, the
average path lengths (L) for different centrality classes have
been calculated by integrating the path-length distributions
[28] which were obtained by following the procedure outlined
in Ref. [45], with an additional hard-sphere restriction r < Ry
in the Woods-Saxon nuclear density distribution to regulate
the path lengths in the peripheral collisions.

In generating numerical predictions, all the parameters cor-
respond to standard literature values, i.e., we use no fitting
parameters. We consider a QGP with ny =3 and Aqcp =
0.2 GeV. For the light quarks we assume that their mass is
dominated by the thermal mass M ~ iz /+/6. The magnetic
to electric mass ratio is assumed to be 0.4 < uy/ug < 0.6
[53,54].

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we first address the choice of the suitable
observable for extracting energy-loss temperature depen-
dence. For this purpose, an observable which is sensitive only
to the details of jet-medium interactions (to facilitate extrac-
tion of T dependence), rather than the subtleties of medium
evolution (to avoid unnecessary complications and ensure ro-
bustness), would be optimal. Rs4 has such features, since it
was previously reported that it is very sensitive to energy-loss
effects [41] and the average medium properties, while being
practically insensitive to the details of medium evolution (as
opposed to vy) [26-28,55,56]. Therefore, it is plausible that
the appropriate observable should be closely related to Ry4.

Our theoretical and numerical approaches described above
(where the dynamical energy loss explicitly depends on T')
are implemented in a fully optimized DREENA framework
[27,28], which makes it suitable for this paper. To more easily
interpret the obtained results, we start from a constant T
medium, i.e., DREENA-C [28]. In this framework, the local
temperature becomes the average (constant) temperature—
this makes the extraction of the temperature dependence
straightforward, which is the main advantage of that frame-
work. To confirm that, through such procedure, we indeed
extracted the local temperature dependence, we will use
DREENA-B [27] as a crosscheck, as this more complex model
incorporates medium evolution through 1D Bjorken longitu-
dinal expansion [7]. We here exploit that DREENA-C and
DREENA-B are analytically tractable, allowing us to derive
the appropriate scaling behavior. Finally, as a check of sensi-
tivity of our proposed observable to the details of the medium
evolution we employ our DREENA-A framework (“A” stands
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for “adaptive”), which employs state-of-the-art full three- plus
one-dimensional (34 1D) hydrodynamical evolution.

With the intention of extracting simple functional depen-
dence on T (of the otherwise analytically and numerically
quite complex dependence of the fractional energy loss; see
Egs. (1) and (2)), we first provide the scaling arguments within
the DREENA-C [28] framework. These scaling (analytical)
arguments will then be followed by a full-fledged numerical
analysis. Namely, in Refs. [26-28,43] it was shown that, at
very large values of transverse momentum p; and/or in pe-
ripheral collisions, the following estimates can be made:

AE/E ~ nT°L?,

3)
Raa ~ 1 — ETOLY,

where 1 denotes a proportionality factor, depending on initial
parton transverse momentum and its flavor, while & = (n —
2)n/2, where n is the steepness of a power-law fit to the initial
transverse momentum distribution, i.e., do/d pzl xp". T
and L denote the average temperature (of the QCD medium)
along the jet path and the average path length traversed by
the energetic parton. The scaling factors for temperature and
path-length energy-loss dependence are denoted as a and b,
respectively.

We next formulate the quantity RY,, with the goal to isolate
the temperature dependence:

1 — Raa
RT = —, 4

which presents the (1 — Ry4) ratio for a pair of two different
centrality classes. The centrality class that corresponds to Rﬁﬁg
(i.e., the quantity in the denominator) is denoted as the referent
centrality, and is always lower (corresponding to a more cen-
tral collision) than centrality in the numerator. We term this
new quantity, given by Eq. (4), as a temperature-dependent
suppression ratio (R%,), which we will further elucidate be-
low.

Namely, by using Eq. (3), it is straightforward to isolate
average T and average path-length dependence of R ,:

o _ L= Ru  ETL T\( L\
AA = ref ayb > o)
1-— RAA %-T L Tret Lyet

ref ~ref
which in logarithmic form reads

1 — Ruu T L
In (RY =1n< )%aln<—>+bln(—). 6
(Ras) 1 — R Tret Lres ©

However, the remaining dependence of the newly defined
quantity on the path length is undesired for the purpose of this
paper. So, in order to make use of the previous equation, we
first test how the two terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (6)
are related. To this end, in Fig. 1 we plot In(L/L.) against
In(T /T,¢) for several combinations of centralities, as denoted
in the caption of Fig. 1.

Conveniently, Fig. 1 shows a linear dependence
In(L/Lyes) = kIn(T /T.er), with k ~ 1.86. This leads to a
simple relation:

In (RY,) ~ (a+ kb)In (%) )

ref

-0.2+

-0.4

In (L / Lrer)

-0.6

-0.8

04  -03  -02 01 0
In (T / Trer)

FIG. 1. In(L/Lyt) vs In(T /Tir) in 5.02-TeV Pb+-Pb collisions at
the LHC for various centrality pairs. The referent centralities (for
quantities in denominators) acquire one of the values 5-10, 10-20,
20-30, 30-40, or 40-50%, while the centralities in the numerator are
always higher (the highest one being 50-60%). The solid red line
corresponds to the linear fit to the calculated points.

so that with f = a + kb

R~ () ®)

where this simple form facilitates extraction of a.

In Eq. (8), R, depends solely on T and effectively the
temperature-dependence exponent a (as k and b [26] are
known), which justifies the use of the “temperature-sensitive”
term with this new quantity. Therefore, here we propose R ,,
given by Eq. (4), as a new observable, which is highly suitable
for the purpose of this paper. Note, however, that this coupled
dependence of R%, on a and b exponents has its advantage,
since it allows using this new observable to shed light on
the underlying energy-loss mechanisms, by differentiating
between various energy-loss models on both their 7 and L
dependences.

The proposed extraction method is the following: We use
our full-fledged DREENA-C numerical procedure to gener-
ate predictions for Rsq4 and thereby for the left-hand side
of Eq. (8). Calculation of average T is already outlined in
the previous section and described in detail above. We will
generate the predictions with a full-fledged procedure, where
we expect asymptotic scaling behavior (given by Eq. (8)) to be
valid at high p;, =~ 100 GeV. Having in mind that values of k
and b parameters have been extracted earlier, the temperature-
dependence exponent a in the very high-p; limit can then be
estimated from the slope (f) of a ln(RgA) vs In(T /T,ef) linear
fit, done for a variety of centrality pairs.

However, before embarking on this task, we first verify
whether our predictions of RY, for different centrality classes,
based on the full-fledged DREENA-C framework, are con-
sistent with the available experimental data. In Fig. 2 we
compare our R, vs p, predictions for charged hadrons with
corresponding 5.02-TeV Pb 4 Pb LHC data from A Large Ion
Collider Experiment (ALICE) [57], Compact Muon Solenoid
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FIG. 2. Charged hadron R, for different pairs of centrality classes as a function of p . The predictions generated within our full-fledged
suppression numerical procedure DREENA-C [28] (black curves with corresponding gray bands) are compared with ALICE [57] (red
triangles), CMS [58] (blue squares), and ATLAS [59] (green circles) data. The lower (upper) boundary of each band corresponds to
um /e = 0.6 (uy /e = 0.4). Centrality pairs are indicated in the upper-left corner of each plot.

(CMS) [58], and A Toroidal LHC ApparatuS (ATLAS) [59],
for different centrality pairs as indicated in the upper-left
corner of each plot. Despite the large error bars, for all cen-
trality pairs we observe consistency between our DREENA-C
predictions and experimental data, in the p, region where our
formalism is applicable (p; 2 10 GeV). Moreover, we also
notice the flattening of each curve with increasing p; (=100
GeV), confirming that the expecting saturating (limiting) be-
havior is reached.

Furthermore, based on the analytical relation provided by
Eq. (7), we expect linear functional dependence between
InRY, and In(T/Ts), which we test in Fig. 3. Note that
all quantities throughout the paper are determined at p; =
100 GeV, and by calculating RY, for various centrality pairs

(see figure captions) within the full-fledged DREENA pro-
cedure. Remarkably, from Fig. 3, we observe that ln(R/{A)
and In(T /T.f) are indeed linearly related, which confirms the
validity of our scaling arguments at high p, and the proposed
procedure.

Linear fit to calculated points in Fig. 3 leads to the propor-
tionality factor f = a + kb = 3.79 = 4. This small value of f
would lead to k smaller than 1 if (commonly assumed) a = 3
and b = 2 are used. Such k value seems, however, implausi-
ble, as it would require (7' /T;et) to change more slowly with
centrality compared to (L/Lyr).

More importantly, the temperature exponent can now be
extracted (b &~ 1.4 as estimated in Ref. [26]), leading to a =
1.2. This indicates that temperature dependence of energetic
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FIG. 3. In(RY,) vs In(T / Tt) relation. In(R%,) and In(7'/ Tret) are
calculated from the full-fledged DREENA-C framework [28], for A+
at p; = 100 GeV in 5.02-TeV Pb+Pb collisions at the LHC for
different centrality pairs. The referent centrality values are 10-20,
20-30, 30-40, and 40-50%, while their counterpart values are al-
ways higher, with the highest being equal to 50-60%. The red solid
line corresponds to the linear fit to the values. Remaining parameters
are the same as in Fig. 2.

particle energy loss (at very high p,) is close to linear (see
Eq. (3)), that is, certainly not quadratic or cubic, as commonly
considered. This is in accordance with previously reported
dependence of fractional dynamical energy loss on T some-
where between linear and quadratic [29], and as opposed to
commonly used pQCD estimate a = 3 for radiative [9-12,14—
20] (or even a = 2 for collisional [7,21-23]) energy loss.

The extraction of T dependence, together with previously
estimated path-length dependence [26], within the DREENA
framework, allows utilizing this new observable R}, in dis-
criminating between energy-loss models, with the aim of
better understanding QGP properties. To this end, in Fig. 4,
we (i) test sensitivity of RIZA on different medium evolutions
(constant temperature, 1D Bjorken [60], and full 3+1D hy-
drodynamics [61]) and (ii) compare the asymptote derived
from this study ((T/Tiet)"(L/Leet)'*), with the commonly
used estimate of (T /Tyer)> (L/Liet).

Several conclusions can be drawn from Fig. 4.

(i) With respect to different models of QGP expansion, we
see that, as expected, obtained RXA results are similar, i.e., not
very sensitive to the details of the medium evolution. As in
DREENA-C (and DREENA-B; see the next subsection) the
temperature dependence can be analytically tracked (which
is, however, not possible in more complex DREENA-A), this
result additionally confirms that the DREENA-C framework
is suitable for the extraction of energy-loss temperature de-
pendence.

(ii) Ideally, the T dependence exponent could be directly
extracted from experimental data, by fitting a straight line
to the very high-p, part (%100 GeV) of R], for practically
any centrality pair (upon L the dependence exponent is de-
termined following Ref. [26]). However, the fact that data
from different experiments (ALICE, CMS, and ATLAS) are
not ideally consistent, and that the error bars are quite sizable,

currently prevents such direct extraction. The error bars in the
upcoming high-luminosity third run at the LHC are, however,
expected to significantly decrease, which would enable the
direct extraction of the exponent a from the data.

(iii) Finally, Fig. 4 also indicates that widely considered
energy-loss dependence T3L?> may be inconsistent with the
experimental data. Future increase in measurements precision
could provide confidence in this observation and resolve the
exact form of these dependencies from the data, through our
proposed observable. This discriminative power of the RY,
quantity highlights its importance in understanding the under-
lying energy-loss mechanisms in QGP.

A. Effects of medium evolution

While in Fig. 4 we showed that RT, results are robust with
respect to the medium evolution, the analytical procedure for
extracting temperature dependence is different in DREENA-C
and DREENA-B frameworks. A comparison of scaling fac-
tors extracted from these two procedures can be used to test
reliability of the proposed procedure. In this subsection, we
consequently utilize the DREENA-B framework [27], where
medium evolution is introduced through Bjorken 1D hydrody-
namical expansion [60], i.e., there is the following functional
dependence of T on path length:

1/3
ren(®)”
where Ty and 79 = 0.6 fm [62,63] denote initial temperature
and thermalization time of the QGP.

Proceeding in a similar manner as in constant medium
case, RT, (given by Eq. (4)) in the evolving medium (for cou-
pled local T and /, where / stands for traversed path length)
reads

L b—1 a/3 L P!
To_ Jo TU1"7Ndl _ Wy wmdl
AA T (L _ - 3 Lt (lep)?!
Jo Ty (e les Tgte” J3 Ul

() () a
N Tb,ref Lref '

where we used Eq. (9). Again, we assess whether there is
a simple relation between logarithms of the (now initial)
temperature ratio and average path-length ratio for different
centrality pairs. Similarly to the constant T case, from Fig. 5
we infer linear dependence between these two quantities,
where the slope coefficient now acquires the value « ~ 1.3.
Thus, we may write

L Yb K IE) L 1/k
— = > =(=) . ap
Lref TO,ref TO,ref Lref

which ensures that the RY, quantity has a very simple form,
depending only on average path length and exponents a, b,

and k:
L\ <t0—3
R, = <_) . (12)
Ad Lref

If we substitute the value of a ~ 1.2 obtained in the con-
stant 7 medium case, previously estimated b ~ 1.4 [26], and
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FIG. 4. The discriminative power of the R}, quantity in resolving the energy-loss mechanism. Four panels in Fig. 2 are extended to include
comparison of our asymptotic scaling behavior (T /Tier)' (L /Leer)'* (gray dashed horizontal line) with common assumption (7' /Tyer)* (L/ Leer)?
(gray dot-dashed horizontal line). The figure also shows comparison of RI,s obtained by three different numerical frameworks: constant
temperature DREENA-C (black curve), 1D Bjorken expansion DREENA-B [27] (cyan curve), and full 3+1D hydrodynamics evolution [61]
DREENA-A (magenta curve). The remaining labeling is the same as in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 5. In(L/Lye) vs In(Ty /Ty rer) for various pairs of centralities
in evolving medium. The assumed centrality pairs are the same as in
Fig. 1. The red solid line corresponds to the linear fit to the values.

here inferred « ~ 1.3, we arrive at the following estimate:

, L 1.93 , L
Ri,=(—) =h®RH=193n(—). 13
Lref L

ref

This equation is quite suitable for testing the robustness of
the procedure for extracting the exponent a to inclusion of
the evolving medium. Namely, value 1.93 in Eq. (13) stems
from coefficient a, which is extracted from the constant T
medium case. On the other hand, if we plot In(R], ), generated
by full-fledged DREENA-B calculations (i.e., in the evolving
medium) which are fundamentally different from DREENA-
C, against In(L/L.) for a variety of centrality pairs, again
we observe a linear dependence (see Fig. 6). Furthermore, a
linear fit to the values surprisingly yields the exact same slope
coefficient value of 1.93 (see also Table I).

Consequently, the procedure of extracting the temperature-
dependence exponent, introduced first in the case of the
constant 7 medium, is applicable to the expanding medium as
well. Moreover, the fact that the same coefficient a is obtained
through two different procedures leads us to conclude that
(i) for the purpose of this paper the DREENA-C framework
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FIG. 6. Testing the validity of our procedure for temperature-
dependence extraction in the case of the expanding QCD medium.
In(RT,) vs In(L/Ler) for h* at p; = 100 GeV for different pairs
of centrality classes is plotted. Suppression predictions are obtained
from full-fledged DREENA-B [27] calculations. Referent centrality
values are 5-10, 10-20, 20-30, 30-40, 40-50, and 50-60%, while
their counterpart values are always higher, with the highest being
60—70%. The red solid line corresponds to the linear fit to the values.

(assuming a constant temperature medium) is sufficient and
(ii) the same energy-loss scaling holds in an evolving medium
(i.e., for local temperature) as well. The displayed consistency
of the results provides confidence in the general applicability
of our procedure (suggesting robustness to the applied model
of the bulk medium) and supports the reliability of the value
of extracted T dependence exponent a ~ 1.2.

It is worth noting that the definition of R, relies on the fact
that we assume that R44 = 1 if no energy loss is encountered.
Related to this, we do not study the effect of (nuclear) parton
distribution function differences on R4y, as it is generally
studied under initial-state effects. However, it is known that
initial-state effects have a sizable impact only on the low- and
moderate-p; sector (lower than 6 GeV) [64-70]. Since our
numerical predictions are generated above 8—10 GeV and the
temperature dependence is extracted at very high-p, values
(pL ~ 100 GeV), these effects will be negligible in this p
region, and should not influence the results obtained in our

paper.

B. Effects of colliding system size

We below extend our analysis to smaller colliding systems
in order to assess generality of the conclusions presented

TABLE L. Inferred temperature-dependence exponent across dif-
ferent frameworks.

Framework Temperature dependence exponent
DREENA-C ax12

DREENA-B Consistent with a ~ 1.2
DREENA-A Not analytically tractable

above. Smaller colliding systems, such as Xe + Xe, Kr +
Kr, Ar + Ar, and O + O, are important to gradually re-
solve the issue of QGP formation in small systems (such as
pA), and (except Xe + Xe, which is already in a run) are
expected to be a part of the future heavy-ion program at the
LHC [71].

As already discussed in Ref. [26], for this analysis within
the DREENA-C framework [28] (which we employ here
for simplicity, since the robustness of the procedure to the
evolving medium was demonstrated above) note that R44 de-
pends on (i) initial high-p, parton distribution, (ii) medium
average T, and (iii) path-length distribution. For different
colliding systems (probably at slightly different ,/syy = 5.44
TeV compared to the Pb + Pb system) we employ the same
high-p, distributions, since in Ref. [29] it was shown that
for almost twofold increase of the collision energy (from 2.76
to 5.02 TeV) the change in corresponding initial distributions
results in a negligible change (approximately 5%) in suppres-
sion.

Regarding the average temperature, one should note that
T is directly proportional to the charged particle multiplicity,
while inversely proportional to the size of the overlap area
and average medium size [26,28,47,48],i.e., T (%)W.
The transition to smaller colliding systems, for a certain
fixed centrality class, leads to the following scaling: A} «
A*3, L oc AY3 [72,73], and dNn/dn o N x A [74,75],
where A denotes atomic mass. This leads to T ~ (A%A?)]/ 3~

const, that is, we expect that average temperature does not
change, when transitioning from large Pb + Pb to smaller
systems, for a fixed centrality class. Lastly, path-length dis-
tributions for smaller systems and each centrality class are
obtained in the same manner as for Pb+Pb [28], and are
the same as in Pb + Pb collisions up to a rescaling factor
of A3,

By denoting all quantities related to smaller systems with a
tilde, with Pb + Pb quantities denoted as before, it is straight-
forward to show that the temperature sensitive suppression
ratio for smaller systems satisfies

U 7.

~ N TaLb (K/A)b/S
W= R Taln

T TaLl (AJA)S

ref ~ref refre
=g = R a4
AA

where we used T = T and L/L = (A/A)'/3.

To validate equality of R%,s for different system sizes,
predicted by analytical scaling behavior (Eq. (14)), in Fig. 7
we compare our full-fledged RY, predictions for h* in the
Pb 4+ Pb system with those for smaller colliding systems.
We observe that, practically irrespective of system size, R],
exhibits the same asymptotical behavior at high p,. This
not only validates our scaling arguments, but also demon-
strates the robustness of the new observable R}, to system
size. Consequently, since for fixed centrality range 7' should
remain the same for all these colliding systems, we ob-
tained that temperature-dependence exponent a should be the
same independently of the considered colliding system (see
Fig. 3). Therefore, the proposed procedure for extracting the
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FIG. 7. Dependence of R, on a system size as a function of
p. . Predictions for h* generated within the full-fledged DREENA-C
[28] suppression numerical procedure are compared for different
colliding systems: Pb+Pb, Xe + Xe, Kr + Kr, Ar + Ar, and O
+ O (for lines specification see legend). For clarity, the results are
shown only for three centrality pairs, as specified in the plot, although
checked for all available centrality classes. The magnetic to electric
mass ratio is fixed to py /g = 0.4.

temperature dependence of the energy loss is also robust to
the collision system size. As a small exception, the O + O
system exhibits a slight departure from the remaining systems
at high p,, which might be a consequence of the fact that this
system is significantly smaller than other systems considered
here.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

One of the main signatures of the high-p | particle’s energy
loss, apart from its path length, is its temperature dependence.
Although extensive studies on both issues were performed,
not until recently was the path-length dependence resolution
suggested [26]. Here we proposed a new simple observable for
extracting temperature dependence of the energy loss, based
on one of the most common jet quenching observables—the
high-p, suppression. By combining full-fledged numerical
calculations with asymptotic scaling behavior, we surprisingly
obtained that temperature dependence is nearly linear, i.e., far
from quadratic or cubic, as commonly assumed. Further, we
verified its robustness and reliability on colliding system size
and evolving QGP medium. Moreover, we demonstrated that
the same observable, due to its joint dependence on T and L
exponents, can be utilized to discriminate between different
energy-loss models on both their temperature and path-length
dependence bases. Comparison with the experimental data
also indicated a need for revising the long-standing AE /E «
L*T3 paradigm.

As an outlook, the expected substantial decrease of error
bars in the upcoming third run measurements at the LHC will
allow direct extraction of the temperature-dependence expo-
nent from high-p, data of this observable. This will provide a
resolving power to temperature/path-length [26] dependence
of the energy loss and test our understanding of the underlying
QGP physics.
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Understanding Infection Progression under Strong Control
Measures through Universal COVID-19 Growth Signatures

Magdalena Djordjevic,* Marko Djordjevic,*

Widespread growth signatures in COVID-19 confirmed case counts are
reported, with sharp transitions between three distinct dynamical regimes
(exponential, superlinear, and sublinear). Through analytical and numerical
analysis, a novel framework is developed that exploits information in these
signatures. An approach well known to physics is applied, where one looks
for common dynamical features, independently from differences in other
factors. These features and associated scaling laws are used as a powerful
tool to pinpoint regions where analytical derivations are effective, get an
insight into qualitative changes of the disease progression, and infer the
key infection parameters. The developed framework for joint analytical and
numerical analysis of empirically observed COVID-19 growth patterns can
lead to a fundamental understanding of infection progression under strong
control measures, applicable to outbursts of both COVID-19 and other

infectious diseases.

COVID-19 pandemic introduced unprecedented worldwide
social distancing measures.!!l.: While interventions such as
quarantine or vaccination have been extensively studied in
quantitative epidemiology, effects of social distancing are
not well understood,”™ and when addressed, they have been
studied only numerically. Unique opportunity to understand
these effects has been provided by COVID-19 tracing through
confirmed case counts, active cases and fatalities, in a variety
of countries with different demographic and environmental
conditions.>®) We here show that focusing on analytical and
numerical derivations in distinct epidemics growth regimes, is
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a novel and effective approach in revealing
infection progression mechanisms that
may be a valuable alternative to detailed
numerical simulations.

We start by introducing our COVID-19
dynamics model. @ We then extract
COVID-19 count data”! and select those
countries that systematically trace not
only confirmed cases and fatalities,
but also active cases (Andorra, Austria,
Czechia, Croatia, Cuba, Germany, Israel,
New Zealand, Switzerland and Turkey),
which allows tight constraint of numer-
ical analysis. We observe three charac-
teristic growth regimes in confirmed
case counts, show that our model is well
constrained by these regimes for a wide
range of countries, and provide an intui-
tive explanation behind the emergence
of such regimes. Our analytical results
for the characteristic (inflection and maximum) points of
the infective curve will allow to i) explain the nearly constant
value of the scaling exponent in the superlinear regime of
confirmed counts; ii) understand the relation between the
duration of this regime and strength of social distancing; iii)
pinpoint changes in the reproduction number from outburst
to extinguishing the infection, and iv) constrain the main
parameter quantifying the effect of social distancing by ana-
lyzing scaling of the infection growth with time in the sub-
linear regime. The obtained constraints provide a basis for
successful analysis of countries that did not continuously
track the active cases (here demonstrated for France, Italy,
Spain, United Kingdom, and Serbia). We will finally present
the key infection parameters inferred through combined ana-
lytical and numerical analysis.

We develop a mechanistic model (nonlinear and nonhomoge-
neous), which takes into account gradual introduction of social
distancing (as relevant for most countries’ response), in addi-
tion to other important infection progression mechanisms. We
start from standard compartments for epidemiological models,
that is, susceptible (S), exposed (E), infective (I), and recov-
ered (R).2* To account for social distancing and observable
quantities, we introduce additional compartments: protected
(P)—where individuals effectively move from susceptible
category due to social distancing; total number of diagnosed
(confirmed and consequently quarantined) cases (D), active cases
(A), and fatalities (F). D, A, and F correspond to directly observ-
able (measured) quantities, but are indirect observables of I, as
only part of infective individuals gets diagnosed, due to a large
number of mild/asymptomatic cases.[®!

© 2021 The Authors. Global Challenges published by Wiley-VCH GmbH
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Figure 1. Comparison of the model (dashed blue curves) with the data in the case of Germany (grey circles) for A) confirmed case counts, B) active
cases, C) fatalities. D) Exponential, superlinear, and sublinear fit to confirmed case data, is shown. Arrows “weak” and “strong” indicate, respectively,
the regions with a small and large magnitude of social distancing. The full grey curve denotes susceptibles (S(t)), where the dashed grey curve shows
an approximation to S(t). The dashed green curve denotes the number of infectious cases (I(t)), where the dashed blue curve is I'(), whose maxima
indicate I(t) inflection points. The confirmed case counts in the three regimes are shown on E) log-linear, F) log-log and G) linear—log scale.

We implement the model deterministically, as COVID-19
count numbers are very high wherever reasonable testing
capacities are employed. This makes model analytically trac-
table, and allows robust parameter inference through com-
bination of analytically derived expressions and tightly con-
strained numerical analysis, as we show below. Our analysis
is applied separately to each country, as the effect of social
distancing, initial numbers of infected and exposed cases,
diagnosis/detection efficiency and transmission rates may
be different. However, within a given country, we do not take
into account different heterogeneities—demographic, spatial,
population activity, or seasonality effects.>>1% Alternatively,
global dynamical properties of the outbreak can be analyzed
in a probabilistic framework employing partial differential
equations in an age-structured model.""'? These can readily
be included in our model, but would lead to model structure
which is not analytically tractable, so these extensions are left
for future work.

Given this, the model equations are:

dS/dt=—BIS/N—dP/dt; dP/dt=c/(1+ (ks /t)")S (1)
dE/dt=BIS/N —oE; dI/dt = E—yl—£dl; dR/dt =71 2)
dD/dt = e6I; dA/dt = €61 —hA—mA; dF /dt =mA 3)

where N is the total population number; f-the transmis-
sion rate; o-inverse of the latency period; y-inverse of the
infectious period; d-inverse of the detection/diagnosis
period; e-detection efficiency; h—the recovery rate; m-the
mortality rate. Social distancing is included through Equation
(1) (second equation), which represents the rate at which the

Global Challenges 2021, 5, 2000101 2000101 (2 of 7)

population moves (on average) from susceptible to protected

category. The term ﬁ
ence (similar to Fermi-Dirac function, in quantitative biology
known as the Hill function™)). Time t, determines the half-
saturation, so that well before t, the social distancing is negli-
gible, while well after t, the rate of transition to the protected
category approaches «. Parameter n (the Hill constant) deter-
mines how rapidly the social distancing is introduced, that is,
large n leads to rapid transition from OFF to ON state, and
vice versa.3] Equation (3) considers that only a fraction of the
infected is diagnosed, so that €8I takes into account the diag-
nosis and the subsequent quarantine process.

To make the problem analytically tractable, we approxi-
mate the Hill function in the first relation of Equation (1) by
unit step function, so that after ¢, the second term in Equa-
tion (1) becomes —aS and dominates over the first term, that
is, S(t)=e™*. We checked that this approximation agrees
well with full-fledged numerical simulations (Figure 1D and
Supporting Information). In all comparisons with analyt-
ical results, numerical analysis is done with the full model,
allowing an independent check of both analytical deriva-
tions and employed approximations. Under this assumption,
Equations (1) and (2) reduce to:

corresponds to a sigmoidal depend-

d*1()
dt?

+(y+ed+o )%:G{B[e(to —t)+eG(t—to)] - (y+e8) (1)
(4

We next introduce two time regions: I) t<t, and II) t>t,
and solve Equations (4) separately within these regions, where
corresponding solutions are denoted as I;(t) and Iy(t). As in
the above expressions y+¢&d always appear together, we further
denote y+&d —y.

© 2021 The Authors. Global Challenges published by Wiley-VCH GmbH
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For I(t), we take I(t=0)=I, and restrict to dominant
(positive) Jacobian eigenvalue, leading to the exponential
regime:

1 2
Sl=(rro (-0 ) +4fo i
L(t)=1Le? ()

By shifting t—t, —t, I;i(t) is determined by

d’In(t)
d#?

*r+o) dﬁ]t(t) =0(Be ™ =Yu(t) (6)

Equation (6) is highly nontrivial, due to variable coefficient

-2i\/o

o
shown that Equation (6) reduces to transformed form of Bessel
differential equation:[*

ot
(0Be™). By substituting variable t —x= e % itcan be

& d
xzd—}+(1—2al)x%+(ﬁfyfx”l +oi ~V?7)y=0 ?)

whose general solution for noninteger v is given by:

p(x)=x" [le (v, Bix™)+C, ] (-v, Bix™ )] (8)

where J(v,x) represents Bessel function of the first kind, and
C,,C, are arbitrary constants. In our case ¢, = o, n=p=1,
while = ¥—9 is indeed noninteger. If we return to ¢ variable,
taking into account the following relation between standard
and modified (I(v,x)) Bessel functions of the first kind:>1l
I(v,x)=1"J(v,ix), the general solution of Equation (6) reads:

In(t) =(ﬁa—(j e )E {Cl(—l)zl(?’;ff ’2\/50’:1% ]\‘(H y—aa )
+c2<_1)21[_ r-0 2o }r(l_ y-o )}
o o o

To determine C,, C,, we use the following boundary condi-
tions: I;(0)=1Ii(t,) and I;;(0)=1I;(t,), where the first derivative
in region II has the following expression:

©)

1,(0) = (lj‘—f)g {cl(—l)ay r (1+%)
y-o 2/Bo y—o 2JBo
[”[7’ T)*Jﬁ_‘” (”T’TH (10

+cz(—1)7r(1—ﬂ)
o

s Gy |

In obtaining the expression above, the following identities
were frequently used:(1>1¢]
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dI(v,x)
dx

—I(v=1,0)= Y1 (v, x); I(v=1,x)=I(v+1,2) = 2L (1)
X X

After derivations, where the following relation['!

[+ 1,2) ] (~v,x) =1 (v,x)[ (-v—1,x)= 2S0() (12)
(%4
together with sin((vt1l)mr)=—sin(vr) and the identity

relating modified Bessel function of the first and second kind
7 I(=v,%)=1(v,x)
2 sinvm

surprisingly simple result:

K(y—o')%/e‘”ﬁ()‘]

K(v,x)= are used,™® we finally obtain a

_ro,

Li(t) = Li(t)e *

04 o

(13)

K[H,Z‘/B_GJ
o o

where K(v,x) is the modified Bessel function of the
second kind.

At maximum and inflection points, I;=0 and I;=0,
respectively. After extensive simplification of the results, this
leads to (y = Ry et ™, where Ryg.. =f/y is the basic reproduc-

tion number in the absence of social distancing:(®17))

R R 0

oo -

Equations (14) and (15) have to be solved numerically, but,
as y and o are constants, we, interestingly, obtain that solu-
tions will depend only on ¢« . Since, for the analysis of super-
linear and sublinear regimes, only the left inflection point and
the maximum are important, we will further omit the second
solution of Equation (15) (Equation (14) has one solution), and
denote y; = fi(@)= fi(®), Ym = fum() (these two solutions are
presented as upper and lower curves on Figure 2C, respec-
tively), so that the effective reproduction numbers at inflection
and maximum points (R.; and R ) are:

Re,i = RO,freeeimx = ﬁ(a)r

16
Re,m = RO,ﬁ'eeeimm =fm(a)- ( )

From this follows the length of superlinear regime (between
inflection and maximum points):

At=t, —t = lln[M] (17)
a | fal®)

We further Taylor expand I,(t) around the inflection point:
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Figure 2. The dependence on the effective social distancing strength (&

) of A) At, the duration of the superlinear regime, B) U, the scaling exponent

of the superlinear regime, C) R, effective reproduction number at the left inflection point (R.;) and the maximum (R.,) of I(t). At=1/cr indicates
that the time, in which the change from R.; to R.n is exhibited, is approximately inversely proportional to . “exp — sub” indicates the region of «
where we predict a direct transition from exponential to sublinear growth. D) Comparison of & constrained from analytical derivations (the grey bands)
and numerical analysis, with countries indicated on the horizontal axis by their abbreviations. Results obtained by independent numerical analysis are

presented by red dots with corresponding errorbars.

o {150 )

Lt)e *

Li(t)=

K(H,Z\/ﬁ?] (18)
o o
[ —W_Lo_(l—fi(a))(t—tiﬁ(?((t—ti)z):|

In the superlinear regime D(t)=(t—t,)", where v is the
scaling exponent and t; marks the beginning of this regime. By
Taylor expanding D(t) around t;, using Equations (18) and (3):

f@) 0
[fm(a)] )

which is always larger than 1, as expected for the superlinear
regime. As t; is localized toward the beginning of the regime,
we estimate £, —t, ~ AL where k= 3,4.

Finally, to provuice analytical constrain on «, we Taylor
expand I;(¢) around the maximum:

=1+ 2 (g o)

ko y+o

o {22 m]

In(t)=II(t0) 2
K[ —<. J (20)
o
(120 et +0 (-]
As fu(@)<0, we see that the quadratic term in Equation (20)

is always negative, that is, D(t) curve enters sublinear
regime around maximum of the infection. By fitting D(t)
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to c+d(t—tw)— f(t—tm)’ in this regime, and by using
Equation (20) together with Equation (3), we obtain:

) @y

which allows to directly constrain o.

We first numerically analyze outburst dynamics in the coun-
tries that continuously updated’® three observable categories
(D, A, and F). For a large majority of countries active cases were
either not tracked or were not continuously updated, so the
analysis is done for ten countries listed in the outline above.

In the exponential regime, the analytical closed-form solu-
tion is given by Equation (5). From this, and the initial slope
of In(D) curve (once the number of counts are out of the
stochastic regime), f can be directly determined, while the
corresponding eigenvector sets the ratio of I, to E,. The inter-
cept of the initial exponential growth of D at t=0 sets the
product of I, and €. h and m can also be readily con-
strained, as from Equation (3), they depend only on integrals of
the corresponding counts; here note that d(D—A—F)/dt = hA
Also, V192 ¢ =1/3 day? and y = 1/4 day!, characterize fun-
damental infectious process, which we assume not to change
between different countries.

Only parameters related with the intervention meas-
ures (a,ty,n,e6) are left to be inferred numerically, leading
to tightly constrained numerical results. For this, we indi-
vidually performed joint fit to all three observable quantities
(A,D,F) for each country. The errors are estimated through
Monte-Carlol?¥?? simulations, assuming that count numbers
follow Poisson distribution.

Representative numerical results are shown in Figure 1 for
Germany, while other countries are shown in the Supporting
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Information. In Figure 1A-C (and Supporting Information) we
see a good agreement of our numerical analysis with all three
classes of the case counts. In Figure 1D, we see sharp transi-
tions between the three growth patterns indicated in the figure:
i) exponential growth, observed as a straight line in log-linear
plot in Figure 1E; ii) superlinear growth, a straight line in log—
log plot in Figure 1F; iii) sublinear growth, a straight line in
linear—log plot in Figure 1G.

Transition between the growth patterns can be qualitatively
understood from Equation (3), and I(t) curve in Figure 1D.
The exponential growth has to break after the inflection point
of I(t), that is, once the maximum of its first derivative (I(f)
in Figure 1D) is reached. In the superlinear regime, confirmed
counts case (D(t)) curve is convex (D”(t)>0), so this regime
breaks once I’(t) (dashed blue curve) becomes negative. Equiv-
alently, D(t) curve becomes concave (enters sublinear regime)
once the maximum of the I(t) is reached. Note that the growth
of D(t) can reemerge if the social distancing measures are alle-
viated. Our model can account for this by allowing transition
from protected back to susceptible category, which is out of
the scope of this study, but may improve the agreement with
the data at later times (see Figure 1A—C). In addition to this
numerical/intuitive understanding, we also showed that we
analytically reproduce the emergence of these growth regimes
(Equations (6), (14), (15)). Can we also analytically derive the
parameters that characterize these regimes?

The exponential regime is straightforward to explain, as
described above. The superlinear regime is in between the
left inflection point and the maximum of I(t), so that infec-
tive numbers grow, but with a decreasing rate. While the
derivations are straightforward in the exponential regime,
they are highly non-trivial during the subsequent subexpo-
nential (superlinear and sublinear) growth. As the superlinear
regime spans the region between the left inflection point
(t,I”(t) = 0) and the maximum (t,,I'(t,) = 0), its duration
is At =t,—t given by Equation (17), with =1/o depend-
ence, so that weak measures lead to protracted superlinear
growth (see Figure 2A). This tendency is also confirmed by
independent numerical analysis in Figure 2A, where for each
individual country we numerically infer o and extract the
length of the superlinear regime. Therefore, the duration of
the superlinear regime indicates the effectiveness of introduced
social distancing.

The scaling exponent v of the superlinear regime is given
by Equation (19), and shown in Figure 2B, where we predict
that all countries are roughly in the same range of 1.2<v<1.5
(surprisingly, weakly dependent on ¢« ), despite significant dif-
ferences in the applied measures, demographic and environ-
mental factors. This result is (independently from our model)
confirmed from case count numbers (the slope in Figure 1F,
and equivalently for other countries, see Figure 2B).

How the effective reproduction number R, changes during
this regime, that is, between the left inflection point and the
maximum of I(t)? R. quantifies the average number of sec-
ondary cases per infectious case, so that R, >1 signifies disease
outburst, while for R. <1 the disease starts to be eliminated
from the population.V!l The Equation (16) provides expressions
for R.; (at the inflection point) and Re. (at the maximum).
Interestingly, from Figure 2C, we observe that R.; and R.,
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do not depend on Ry 4. and are, respectively, significantly larger
and smaller than 1, which shows that transition from infec-
tion outburst to extinguishing happens during the superlinear
growth. Consequently, the steepness of R. change over the
superlinear regime significantly increases (larger change over
smaller time interval, see Figure 2C) with the measure strength.

Finally, in the sublinear regime, in a wide vicinity of I(t)
maximum (which marks the beginning of the sublinear
growth) leading non-linear term of D(t) is cubic (= t’, with neg-
ative prefactor). This is consistent with the expansion of I(t)
around t,,, which has leading negative quadratic (t*) depend-
ence (see Equations (3) and (20)). The ratio between the prefac-
tors in D(t) expansion is given by Equation (21), from which we
see that o can be directly constrained, as shown in Figure 2D.
For the ten countries with consistent tracking of D, A, and F,
we independently numerically determined o and compared
it with analytical results coming from Equation (21), obtaining
an excellent agreement between our derivations and numerical
results. The obtained o values should be understood as an
effective epidemic containment measure—that is, estimating
the true result of the introduced measures, which can be used
to evaluate the practical effectiveness of the official policies.

To demonstrate how constraining ¢« can aid numerical anal-
ysis in the cases when A is not continuously tracked, we next
analyze five additional countries listed in the outline above,
so that altogether our study covers majority of COVID-19 hot-
spots, which (at the time of this analysis) are close to satura-
tion in confirmed counts. Furthermore, in the specific cases of
UK and Italy, where we analytically obtained both very low and
very constrained o (0.01< o <0.04), we chose five times larger
parameter span in ¢ in the numerical analysis, to confirm
that these low values are indeed preferred by the exhaustive
numerical search. For example, the finally obtained o for Italy
(0.033£0.005) and UK (0.025£0.005), together with previously
obtained agreements shown in Figure 2A-C, strongly confirm
that the observed growth patterns provide invaluable informa-
tion for successful analysis of the infection progression data.

To further illustrate this, the synergy of analytical deriva-
tions and numerical analysis presented above enables us to,
directly from the publicly available data, infer key infection
parameters necessary to assess epidemics risks (provided in
Table S1, Supporting Information). We estimate these param-
eters by the same model/analysis, for a number of diverse
countries, allowing their direct comparison. In Figure 3, we
show together case fatality rate (CFR), infected fatality rate
(IFR) and infection attack rate (AR).['?4 CFR is the number
of fatalities per confirmed cases. CFR can, in principle, be
inferred directly from the data, but since different coun-
tries are in different phases of infection, we project forward
the number of confirmed cases until a saturation is reached
for each country, from which we calculate CFR. IFR (crucial
parameter for assessing the risks for infection progression
under different scenarios) is the number of fatalities per total
number of infected cases, which is a genuine model esti-
mate, due to the unknown total number of infected cases.
AR (necessary for understanding the virus recurrence risk)
is also determined from our model and provides an estimate
of the fraction of the total population that got infected and
possibly resistant.
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Figure 3. CFR, IFR, and AR, inferred for countries whose abbreviations are indicated on the horizontal axis, are denoted, respectively, by blue, grey, and
green dots, with errorbars indicated by corresponding bands. The dashed red horizontal line stands for IFR consistent with a mean value (indicated in

the legend). Values for PRC are from ref. [23].

From Figure 3, we see that CFR takes very different values
for different countries, from below 2% (New Zealand) to above
20% (France). On the other hand, IFR is consistent with a con-
stant value (the dashed red line in the figure) of =0.3-0.4%.
In distinction to IFR, AR also takes diverse values for different
countries, ranging from =1% to as high as =15% (though
with large errorbars). Although diverse, these AR values are
well bellow the classical herd immunity threshold of 60-70%

To summarize, we here developed a novel quantitative frame-
work through which we showed that: i) The emergence of three
distinct growth regimes in COVID-19 case counts can be repro-
duced both analytically and numerically. ii) Typically, a brief
superlinear regime is characterized by a sharp transition from
outburst to extinguishing the infection, where effective reproduc-
tion number changes from much larger to much smaller than
one; more effective measures lead to shorter superlinear growth,
and to a steeper change of the effective reproduction number. iii)
Scaling exponent of the superlinear regime is surprisingly uni-
form for countries with diverse environmental and demographic
factors and epidemics containment policies; this highly non-trivial
empirical result is well reproduced by our model. iv) Scaling pref-
actors in the sublinear regime contain crucial information for
analytically constraining infection progression parameters, so
that they can be straightforwardly extracted through numerical
analysis. Interestingly, we found that the number of COVID-19
fatalities per total number of infected is highly uniform across
diverse analyzed countries, in distinction to other (highly variable)
infection parameters, and about twice higher than commonly
quoted for influenza (0.3-0.4% compared to 0.1-0.2%), which
may be valuable for direct assessment of the epidemics risks.

While state-of-the-art approach in epidemiological modeling
uses computationally highly demanding numerical simu-
lations, the results above demonstrate a shift of paradigm
toward simpler, but analytically tractable models, that can both
explain common dynamical features of the system and be used
for straightforward and highly constrained parameter infer-
ence. This shift is based on a novel framework that relates uni-
versal growth patterns with characteristic points of the infec-
tive curve, followed by analytical derivations in the vicinity
of these points, in an approach akin to those in a number of

Global Challenges 2021, 5, 2000101 2000101 (6 of 7)

physics problems. The framework presented here can be, in
principle, further extended toward, for example, including sto-
chastic effects or different heterogeneities such as age-struc-
ture. However, these are non-trivial tasks, and it remains to
be seen to what extent the analytical results can be obtained
in those more complex models. Overall, as our approach does
not depend on any COVID-19 specifics, the developed frame-
work can also be readily applied to potential outbursts of
future infections.
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17:50 — 18:15 Christian Kummer (Giessen Uni.)
‘Pions in GiBUU simulations at lower energies’
18:15 - 18:25 Break
18:25 - 18:50 Leon Sieke (Giessen Uni.)
‘Real-time methods for spectral functions’
18:50 — 19:15 Oleksii Ivanytskyi (Uni. of Wroclaw)
‘Relativistic density functional approach to unified description of
quark-hadron matter’

8 October, Friday

9:30 -10:20 David Blaschke rUni. of Wroclaw)



B. Contributed posters at conferences and workshops

1. Stefan Stojku, Magdalena Djordjevic, From Raa to energy loss temperature proportionality factor,
Strangeness in Quark Matter, Jun 2019, Bari, Italy

Ty

Cetiien From R 4 4 to energy loss temperature proportionality factor e B B
Mo 110Un 2019, 18:45 Poster session with “a..
Timetable ® 2h

Overall layout 9 Sala B1+C1 (Giulia Center) (Villa Romanazzi Carducci)

Callfor Abstracts sl

Contribution List

2 stefan Stojku
Book of Abstracts.

Registration Description
Fee payment

When traversing QCD medium, high p . partons lose energy, which is measured by suppression, and also predicted by various
Participant List energy loss models. A crucial test of different energy loss mechanisms is their dependence on the medium temperature.
Though itis commonly assumed that this dependence is cubic, different effects such as Debye screenings, finite parton
masses, infrared cutoffs, etc., modify it differently for different energy losses models. Therefore, providing a theoretical
procedure which is able to extract this temperature factor directly from the , would enable
both differentiating between different energy loss models and gaining better understanding of parton-QGP interactions. In
this work [1], we propose a method (based on ou recently developed DREENA framework [2) to infer the energy loss
temperature dependence from high p, suppression, and demonstrate that our procedure presents a reliable tool for such a
purpose.

(11s. Stojku, et al, in preparation (2019).
21D Zigic, 1. Salom, J. Auvinen, M. Djordjevic and M. Djordjevic, Phys. Lett. B (in press, 2019); arXiv:1805.03494.

Track Heavy Flavour

Primary authol

2 Stefan Stojke



2. Stefan Stojku, Jussi Auvinen, Marko Djordjevic, Pasi Huovinen, Magdalena Djordjevic, QGP
tomography: inferring bulk medium properties from high-p. data, Initial Stages 2021, January 2021,
Weizmann Institute of Science, Israel

IS°021

The VI International Conference on the
INITIAL STAGES

OF HIGH-ENERGY NUCLEAR
COLLISIONS

Initial Stages 2021

10-15 Jan 2021 Q
Weizmann Institute of Science

See you at 152023 in Copenhagen in June 2023

Overview Thermalization time constrained by high-pt QGP tomography & =]

Scientific Programme:

12 Jan 2021, 19:40 bullet talk (poster) Jlj & The initial stages of .. T4
Callfor Abstracts ® 1h30m

Book of Abstracts. Q Patio (vDLCC)
Timetable N

Speaker
Contribution List

& Mr Stefan Stojku
Registration

Participant List

Description
Program and local organizing
committee We show that high-p. R 44 and 2 are way itive to the QGP ization time, 7, than Tow-
P particles, and that the high-p . observables prefer relatively late thermalization at 7o ~ 1 fm/c. To calculate high-p. Ryt
International Advisory and v, we employ our newl ped DREENA-A formalism, which he-art dynamical energy loss model
CRinLEy with 3+1dimensional hydrodynamical simulations. The model applies to both light and heavy flavor, and we predict a larger
sensitivity of heavy observables to the thermalization time. Elliptic flow parameter vs is also more sensitive to  than R 44
Important dates :
due to non-trivial differences in of in-plane p e profiles. This presents the first time
Erevios Stages ‘when a parameter describing bulk QGP has been constrained by high-p . observables and related theory, i.e, by so-called
QGP tomography.

Sponsors

[ initalstages.2021@gm:

. Mr Stefan Stojku
n




Peny6anka Cpbuja

Yuusepsurer y beorpany

<| Gusnuik pakynrter
J1.5p.2019/8002

i iy
Wrors”  Jlarym: 17.12.2021. rojuie

Ha octioBy wiaHa 161 3aKOHA 0 OMUITCM YNPABHOM MOCTYIKY I carykbere eBuCHmnje u3naje ce

YBEPEIBE

Crojky (lopen) Credan, 6p. uuackca 2019/8002, pohen 15.04.1994. rojmc, [Tanucro, Penybanka
Cp6uja, ynucaH LIKONCKE 2021/2022. romume, y crarycy: (puHancuparbC 3 Oyucra; TUM CTyaHja:
JIOKTOPCKC aKa/ICMCKC CTYJIH]C; CTYAMJCKH NMpOrpam: Dusuka.

[pema CratyTy (akynTera cTyuje Tpajy (6poj roJuHa); TPH.
POk 3a 3aBpIIETaK CTYAHja: y ABOCTPYKOM Tpajaiby CTyauja.

OBO Ce yBEPeIbE MOXKE YNOTPEOHTH 3a peryjincare Bojiie 00aBese, H3LaBarbe BU3E, fpasa Ha [€4M)n 1044TaK, IOPOAHUHE
NeH3Hje, MHBAILW/ICKOT 10AaTKa, 100njarba 3APABCTBEHE KibHIKHLLC, sierurdmaliije 3a nossathery BOXibY # CTHMEH/HJE.

,,fv‘.r”.“*””,’“@agamheﬂo aMLe Gakynrera
Y o Ny

KA

2 Cs X

)

{0\ Penybiia Cpbuja
S\ Yuusep3uTeT y beorpany
dusuuku haKyITeT
v/ J1.5p.2019/8002
(H O JHarym: 17.12.2021. roaune
Ha octoBy unana 161 3akoHa 0 OINIUTEM YIPABHOM MOCTYIIKY H cnyxOeHe eBUACHLMjE H3aje CC

YBEPEIbE

Crojky (Jlopen) Credan, Op. nnackca 2019/8002, pohen 15.04.1994. roaunne, ITanucso, PenyGununka
Cpbuja, ynucan wkosucke 2021/2022. roaune, y cratrycy: (puHatcuparse M3 OyycTa; THIl cryauja:
JIOKTOpCKE aKaJeMCKe CTYJHMje; CTYAMJCKH Mporpam: dwusmka.

[pema Cratyty dakyirera cryauje Tpajy (0poj rowmna): Tpu.
POK 3a 3aBpLICTAK CTY/IMja: Y JBOCTPYKOM Tpajaiby CTY/H]a.

OBo ce YBEPEHE MOXKE yll()TpCGHTH 3d I)CI'}/JH’IC’AH:C BO.]‘HC obase3se, H3AABAILE BU3EC, [IpaBa Hd ﬂc‘llljll 0/1aTaK, NOPOAHYHE
TEH3U)€, MHBAJIMJICKOI" 1oJaTKa, )lOGHjL\IbH 3 paBcreic KILIDIKHILE, )lCl'l'I'l'l‘lelLU'IjC 3a llOBJl'dllthHy BOXibY H C'l‘lfllleH,[IHjC.

Osnathero siine Gakynrera




Penyo6nka Cpbuja
3\ Ynupep3uteT y beorpany
Mdu3nukn Gakyarer
) Bpoj utaekca: 2019/8002
Hatym: 17.12.2021.

Ha ocrioBy unaiia 29. 3akoHa 0 OMILITEM YIPABHOM [OCTYHKY H ¢y KOCHC CBHCHIIC H3aje ce

YBEPEIGE O ITOJOKEHUM UCITUTUMA

Credan Crojky, ume jemHor poautessa Jopen, pohen 15.04.1994. ronune, [lanueso, Peny6nnka Cpbuja, ynucan
mkoncke 2019/2020. ronuue Wa noKTOpcKe akaaemcke cryauje, wikoncke 2021/2022. romwuwe yrmucan wa cTatyc
(unancupame n3 Oyyera, cryamjckn nporpam @usnka, TOKOM CTyZMja TIOJ0XKHO je ucnure u3 cnenehux nmpenmera:

l
P.op. l ndpa Hasus npeamera Ouena ECIIB | ®ong wacoBa** JaTtym
L UICISBO7 MownTe Kapno cumynaunje y dusuun - Jg;(}l&(;(ﬂ‘)w | 5 [1:(8+0+0) 18.09.2020.
2. EICISTII(D Teopujcka HykneapHa Qu3nka 10 (necer) 15 |I1:(8+0+0) 25.09.2020.
{ 1:(0+0+12)
L JflCilS(DPH[ll Pan Ha noktopaty 1. neo - IL. l 30 11:(0+0+12) |
| ‘)1( IsHo7 AudJmsa nojlataka y Ghu3nui BHCOKHX ulhpl Hja | 10 (aecer) | 15 [1:(8+0+0) | 13.07.2021.
\ - R HL:(0+0+12)
S ACISOPIA2 Pax Ha aoKTopary 20 n . 30 | IVi0+0+12)
(\ ”l( ISH®6 |(Penonmenonor "Hjay. (])u i veerwa | 10 (necer) f I5 [T:(8+0+0) 24.09.2021

- CKBHBAJACHTHPAN/NPH3HAT HCOMT.

% (Doua vacosa je y (opmaty (npelapaiba+BexOeToCTalo).

Onurrw yenex: 10,00 (aecet u 00/100) , mo roausama cryauja (10,00, 10,00, ).

“Owadiuheno jutue gaxynrera
2

Crpana | ot ]



JEB
AL
Peirydnuxa Cpduja
Yuusepsuinieiti y beoipagy
Ocnusax: Peitydnuka Cpduja
YB Hossony 3a pag dpoj 612-00-02666/2010-04 og 12. okitiodpa 201 1.

logune je usgano Munuciiapcitiso tipocseitie u Hayke Peiydnuke Cpduje

Qusuuku ¢ﬂKyﬂW6W, E@Olp&lg
Ocnusau: Peiydnuxa Cpduja
Hossony sa pag dpoj 612-00-02409/2014-04 og 8. ceniiniemdpa 2014. iogute je usgano
Munuciliapciiso Gpocseitie, Hayke u FexHonoukoi passoja Peityénuxe Cpduje

N

Ciepan, Jlopen, Citiojky
polher 15. aipuna 1994. iogune, Ilanyeso, PeitySnuxa Cpduja, yiiucan uikoncke 2012/2013.
logune, a gara 27. pedpyapa 2018. loguHe 3aBpuso je 0CHOBHE akagemcke Cidyguje, ipsoi

clilelieHa, Ha cliLygujckom ipoipamy Teopujcka u excilepumeHtanta pusuka, 0duma

240 (gsectiia ueitipgecein) dogosa ECIIE ca ipoceurom oyerom 9,82 (geseiti u 82/100).

Ha ocHosy iioia usgaje my ce 08a guilioma o cilie4eHOM BUCOKOM 00pa30Bary U CIPY4HOM HA3UBY

JUUTIOMUPAHY PU3UYAP

Bpoj: 11400100
Y Beoipagy, 1. geyemodpa 2020. iogune

Hexaw Pexitiop
Ipog. gp Msaw Fenua ‘ Ipogp. gp Msanka Iotiosuhi

[elacr] /Ayt

00114297




Peﬂy&zxoz Cpduja
Ynusepsuiueiii y beoipagy

Ocnusau: Peiydnuka Cpduja
Hossony 3a pag dpoj 612-00-02666/2010-04 og 12. okiziodpa 2011.
y B iogune je usgano Muruciapciiso ipocseilie u Hayke Peiydnuke Cpduje

Du3uykuy ¢ﬂKyJZW€ZI/l, E@Olpdg
Ocnusau: Peitydnuxa Cpduja
Hossony 3a pag 6poj 612-00-02409/2014-04 og 8. cedditiemdpa 2014. iogune je usgano
Munuciiapcitizo ipocseiile, Hayke u WexHonouikoi passoja Peiydnuke Cpduje

- Cimepan, Jopen, Citiojky

pohen 15. atipuna 1994. iogune, ITanueso, Peitydnuxa Cpduja, yiucar uikosncke
2018/2019. iogure, a gara 10. jyna 2019. iogure 3aspusiio je Maciiep axagemcke ciiyguje,
gpyioi cilietieHa, Ha CilygujcKkoM upoipamy Teopujcka u excilepumMeHilanHa pusuKa,

oduma 60 (wesgeceinr) Sogosa ECIIE ca tipoceyrom ouerom 9,67 (gesein u 67/100).

Ha ocrHosy mmioia usgaje my ce 08a guilioMa 0 Cilie4eHOM BUCOKOM 00pA30BatbY U AKAJeMCKOM HA3UBY

maciiep gpusuap

Bpoj: 11100800
Y Beoipagy, 30. ceititemdpa 2020. iogure

Hexan Pexitiop
Ilpo. gp Usaw Benua \ ' TIpog. gp Hsanka Iotiosuh

éLZ&M-CJQlN_A‘_‘\h_ ' /MﬂXVWWéuﬁ/

00111177
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PRI S |
NOKTOPCKE |
CTYAUJE |

1

NPEQNION TEME OOKTOPCKE ANCEPTAUWNJE
KOJNIETU}YMY AOKTOPCKUX CTYRUJA

LLIkoncka rognHa
202172022

Mopauy O CTYAEHTY o : — ]
e E\ ea‘P a K ‘1
. —— | HayyHa obnacT avceprauuje

Mpesume LC'(‘L">\<\) J (

Puruga BN Cerny ey V\Jf) n
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fomaum 0 MERTOPY AOKTOPCKE AnucepTaumje
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Hay4Ha obnacT
ME W\ arn., dneqd 1
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Mpe3ume [ S :
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T)\”o \wfb es of quar ko G\}u on [-"inm 1nfeyy ed ’{‘\“rom h ‘,"\‘“ -fe dedfon)
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Y3 npujasy TeMe LOKTOPCKE avcepTaumje Konervnjymy aOKTOPCKNX cTyavja,
noTPedHO je NPUNoKNTH cnepeka AOKYMeHTa:

| 2. KpaTky CTpy4HY Suorpadujy nucaxy y Tpehem amuy jefHNHe
\ 3. ®OTOKONWjy NHAEKCa Ca AOKTOPCKUX cTyanja 1

L ]

1. CemuHapcku paga (ayxuHe no 10 cTpanuua) \




tﬂaTyM N6 A Dezy. j NoTnuc cTypenTal @
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Muwnewe KonerujyMa nokTtopckux cTyAuja

HakoH obpasnoxersa Teme AROKTOPCKe auncepTauwmje Konerwjym AOKTOpPCKMx
CTyavja je Temy

npmnxsaTuno Hnje n nxBaTumo
P

MpooekaH 3a HayKy ®usnykor
hakynteTa




