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High momentum dilepton production from jets in a quark gluon plasma
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We discuss the emission of high momentum lepton pairs (py > 4 GeV) in central Au+Au collisions at RHIC
(/snv = 200GeV) and Pb+-Pb collisions at the LHC (,/syy = 5500 GeV). Yields of dileptons produced through
interactions of jets with thermal partons have been calculated, with next-to-leading order corrections through hard
thermal loop (HTL) resummation. They are compared to thermal dilepton emission and the Drell-Yan process.
A complete leading order treatment of jet energy loss has been included. Jet-plasma interactions are found to
dominate over thermal dilepton emission for all values of the invariant mass M. Drell-Yan is the dominant source
of high momentum lepton pairs for M > 3 GeV at RHIC, after the background from heavy quark decays is
subtracted. At LHC, the range M < 7 GeV is dominated by jet-plasma interactions. Effects from jet energy loss
on jet-plasma interactions turn out to be weak, but non-negligible, reducing the yield of low-mass dileptons by

about 30%.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Finding experimental evidence for the existence of a
quark-gluon plasma (QGP) is one of the main reasons for
conducting relativistic heavy ion collisions. In this context, real
and virtual photons can be used to probe the high temperature
and density phase in these collisions: due to their large mean
free path, electromagnetic radiation suffers only little final state
interactions [1,2]. More recently, photons emitted from jets
interacting with the medium have been suggested as a further
signature [3]. A quantitative characterization of the different
sources contributing to the photon yield in high energy heavy
ion collisions can be found in Ref. [4]. In this work, we
concentrate on virtual photons decaying into lepton pairs.

Several sources for lepton pairs compete and have to be
considered: dileptons from the Drell-Yan process [5], thermal
dileptons [6] both from the QGP [7,8] and from the subsequent
hadronic phase [9,10], dileptons from the absorption of jets
by the plasma [11] and dileptons from bremsstrahlung of
jets. Besides the thermal emission, dileptons from the latter
two sources carry information about the medium. Comparing
with the baseline p+p process, we note that absorption of
jets exclusively happens in nucleus-nucleus collisions in the
presence of a medium. There is a also a significant change
in bremsstrahlung emission expected in a medium (in A+A)
compared to the case of vacuum (in p+p).

The main background for dileptons are correlated charm
decays (DD — ete™X) at intermediate mass [12], while
one has to cope with Dalitz decays of light mesons (7% —
yete ,w — mle*e™) at low mass M < 1 GeV. In principle,
there is also another source of dileptons corresponding to pre-
equilibrium emission. It is difficult to assess both theoretically
and experimentally, nevertheless, such calculations have been
attempted [13].

In Ref. [11] the dilepton yield from the passage of jets
through a plasma has been evaluated as a function of invariant
mass at leading order. The results show that this process
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dominates over thermally induced reactions at high invariant
mass M. However, energy loss of jets in the medium has not
been included in this calculation. Large energy loss of jets
was discovered as one of the most exciting results from the
Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and has been observed
in the suppression of high py hadron spectra [14,15] and
through the disappearance of back-to-back correlations of high
pr hadrons [16].

In this paper we re-examine the leading order dilepton
production from jets [17] and we explore the effect of
energy loss. We assume here that jets lose their energy
by induced gluon bremsstrahlung only [18,19]. We use the
approach developed by Arnold, Moore, and Yaffe (AMY)
[20], which correctly treats the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal
(LPM) effect [up to O(g;,) corrections] [21]. This model has
been used successfully to reproduce the measured nuclear
modification factor R4 of neutral pions, the ratio of all
photons over background photons and the direct photon yield
at RHIC [4]. Jets will be defined by all partons produced
initially with transverse momentum p’' > 1 GeV. The total
dilepton production could be influenced by the choice of the
cutoff pJTet. As we will discuss below, in order to avoid such
sensitivity, we limit our study to high momentum dileptons.

In perturbation theory at high temperature, it is important
to distinguish between hard momenta, on the order of the
temperature 7, and soft momenta, on the order of g7,
where the QCD coupling constant is assumed to be small,
gs < 1. Only at the end of the calculations, will the results be
extrapolated to more realistic value of the coupling constant.
When a line entering a vertex is soft, there are an infinite
number of diagrams with loop corrections contributing to the
same order in the coupling constant as the tree amplitude.
These corrections can be treated with the hard thermal loop
(HTL) resummation technique developed in Ref. [22]. This
technique has been used thereafter in Refs. [23-25] to show
that the production rate of low mass dileptons (M < T') could
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differ from the Born-term quark-antiquark annihilation by
orders of magnitude. In this work, we apply this technique
to go beyond the leading order jet-medium interaction.

The dilepton production rate in finite-temperature field
theory is calculated in Sec. II and the physical processes
underlying each contribution are discussed in Sec. III in the
framework of relativistic kinetic theory. In Sec. IV, we include
these dilepton production rates in a model for a longitudinally
expanding QGP fireball. In Sec. V we calculate the yield from
the Drell-Yan process and correlated leptons from heavy quark
decays. The numerical results are presented in Sec. VI. Finally,
Sec. VII contains our summary and conclusions.

II. DILEPTON PRODUCTION RATE FROM
FINITE-TEMPERATURE FIELD THEORY

Within the thermal field theory framework, the production
rate of a lepton pair with momenta p, and p_ is given by [26]

dR'e 2¢?
E.E_ =
T dBpidip. T Qn)(py + po)?
< (pipl +pipl — 8" by po)
ImITR

x — * (1)

S E~TELT _ |
where H;’fu is the finite-temperature retarded photon self-

energy. After integration over the angular distribution of the
lepton pair, we get

dR" E dR"  2a EdRV*
dép T dM?d3p  3nM? d3p
o Iml'[l'f/‘

1274 M2 1 — eE/T @
where p = p. + p_, E and M are the momentum, energy and
invariant mass of the virtual photon.

In the HTL formalism, the leading order resummed photon
self-energy diagram is shown in the left hand side of Fig. 1.
The heavy dots indicate a resummed propagator or vertex.
The second diagram in Fig. 1, coming from the effective two-
photon-two quark vertex, is needed in order to fulfill the Ward
identity

P, (p) = 0. 3)

7y

Using power counting [22,27], the HTL resummation gives
corrections of order g>T2/|p|* to each bare vertex of the
first diagram of Fig. 1, while the bare propagators receive
g2T?/|q — p|?* and ng2/|§|2 corrections. A resummed prop-
agator consists of an infinite number of gluon correction, as
shown in Fig. 2.

P q
J\/\/\>< *\/\/\/\/ + J\AP\A@V\/V\
q-p k

FIG. 1. Resummed photon self-energy diagrams.
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FIG. 2. Resummed quark propagator.

In this work, we are interested in the high momentum
dilepton limit (|p| > T), so that vertex corrections can be
neglected, and at least one propagator is guaranteed to be
hard. We assume that this is the propagator associated with
momentum g — p. Then the propagator associated with ¢ can
be soft or hard, implying that is has to be resummed. Also,
for the high |p| limit, the second diagram of Fig. 1 gives
only g2T?%/|p|? corrections to the first diagram. The resulting
diagram that has to be evaluated is shown in Fig. 3 and its

contribution to the self-energy is
_ 2,2
M};(p) = 3e Z Z / anp

X Tr[VMSD(CI)VuS(CI - p)l “4)

with the sum running over the Matsubara frequencies. The
diagram in Fig. 3 includes the leading order effect, and
some next-to leading order corrections in g;. In order to
have a complete next-to leading order production rate in the
region || > T, contributions like bremsstrahlung need to be
included. This will be discussed in the last section.

The dressed fermion propagator, in Euclidean space (¢ =
—iqoy® +q - P), is given by [28]

0_ 5. & 04 5.4
0= 5 = yzgjcnq’ ®
where
Di(q) = —iqo £ 1q| + A+ B. (6)
The terms A and B describe the quark self-energy
¥ =AY’ + By 4. (7

In the HTL approximation, one obtains [27]

I’}’l2 1qo Lqo
=0 < ) B = ——Q < ) ®)

gl g1 4 I
where mr = g,T/+/6 is the effective quark mass induced by
the thermal medium and the Q,, are Legendre functions of the

second kind. The bare propagator S(q) is the same as Sp(g),
with D4 replaced by

d+(q) = —iqo £ |q|. €))
q
P
\/\/\/>’\/
q-p

FIG. 3. Effective photon self-energy diagram for hard external
momentum p.
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Using those expressions for the quark propagators and carrying
out the trace, Eq. (4) leads to

Mji(p) = 6¢> Z

5 1 1—(1-12Jr
Di(q) \ d+(k)

where we have defined k = g — p.
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At this point it is convenient to introduce the spectral
representation of the effective quark propagator defined by

p+(®, 1)) = —2Im

Z/ R D4 (iqo, |61|3 (11
@ny 1 :/ do _pz(@.14h
o D= (iqo, |q]) 0 27 iqo — w + i€
! ; qk' k) This implies
(k) i
: i (.13 = 222"
1 (1+q-k 1-gKk Pl 1q1) = == 5
+ + , (10) F
D-@\ dry — d-(k) X [8(0 — 0+(1G1) + 8 + w=(1G1)]
—27B:(w, )OI — »?) (12)
| with
(1 F o/ 14]) .

pu(o, 3]) = :
[—wi|a|+% (i1+§1n)

Here wi+ = w+(|g|) correspond to the poles of the effective
quark propagator. They are solution of D (w, |g|) = 0. The
solution w = w, represents an ordinary quark with an effective
thermal mass ~/2m y and a positive helicity over chirality ratio,
x = 1[23]. The solution w = w_ represents a particle having
negative helicity over chirality ratio, x = —1. This collective
mode, called plasmino, has no analog at zero temperature.
Following the notation of Ref. [23], we denote the ordinary
modes by g and the plasminos by g_. The spectral density of
the bare propagator is simply

k) = —2Im = —278(w FIK|). (14)

re(',

da(iko, |KI)

Using the spectral density representation has the advantage
that one can carry out the sum over Matsubara frequencies
with help of the elegant identity [23],

Im 7 ) " Fi(iqo) Fa(iqo — ipo)

:n(l—eE/T)/OOd—w/OOd—d
o0 2T J_ o 2m

x p1(@)p2(—wS(E — o — &) fep(w) frp(@),  (15)

where frp is the Fermi-Dirac phase space distribution function
and p; is the spectral density associated with F;. We use
the analytical continuation ipy — E + i€ with the dilepton
energy E.

1) (1 % 0/ 13D)] +

(s o/ id)

Putting all information together, we obtain

TR = 6enz< )(1

d3q / T )
— w
Qn) ) 227

x[pi(@, [PIS(E — w + E))(1 — 4 - K) fen(—E))

+3(E —w— E(1+4-K) fro(ED}

+p_(, [PHS(E — o+ EN(1 +§ - K) fin(—E))

+8(E —w — E)(1 —§-Kk) fro(ED}] (16)
with E; = |§ — p|. Sinceboth E > T and E; > T, the terms
proportional to §(E — w + E/) are exponentially suppressed
by the factor fgp(w)forw > T. Also, because E; corresponds
to a massless parton, energy and momentum conservation does
not permit the terms containing §(E + |w| — E;) for w* >
|g|%, i.e., there is no phase space available for the process
1 — 2+ 3 if parton 1 is on-shell. These arguments lead to
further simplifications and we have

R _ g2 GEIT
I = 6’ ;( Y- )/ Gy

2
X |:fFD(w+)fFD(E1)+—2m5(E —wy — Ey)
2m7.

eEIT)

x (14§ -K) + fip(w- )fFD(El)A

x 8(E —w_ — E1)(1 — - k)

1] R
+/ dofe (@) feo(ED{ B (@, 1gD(1 +§ - k)

1g1

+B-(@,1g)(1 —§-K)}S(E - - El):| Y

014903-3



TURBIDE, GALE, SRIVASTAVA, AND FRIES

Now we analyze the integral over d*q = |¢|>d|G|d 2. When
|g| becomes as large as E|, the propagator associated with
q does not have to be resummed. If |g| gets much bigger,
implying E; ~ g, T, then this is the propagator associated with
E| which should be resummed. We have a symmetry relatively
to the point |§| = E, such that [~ d|g| — [~ d|g|20(E, —
|G|). According to Eq. (2) the dilepton production rate is thus
given by

dR*' ¢ 2a? e\ [© L [ dQ
- - = htl 2 d _
d*p 72 M? Xf: ( e ) /0 lal”dlq| / (2n)3

2 =12

w+_|Q|

——8E —wy — E
2}‘}1% ( + 1)

x (1 —q-pOE; — Ig]) + fro(w-) fep(E1)

w? — gl .
X ———8(E —w_ — E(1+§-pr)
ZmF

X |:fFD(w+)fFD(E1)

el
x O(E; — |g]) +/ dwfrp(o) fep(E1)

—lq1
x 8(E —w — EDO(E; — |gD{B+(w, |g])

x(L=q-p1)+ B-(o, lgh(1 +q- f)l)}i| . (18)

where p; = pi/|p1| = —k.

The dilepton production rate from finite-temperature field
theory calculated in this section follows the path presented in
Refs. [25,29]. New to our approach is that we keep the general
form of the function fgp(E7) until the end of the calculation,
while this function is integrated out and information about it
is finally lost, in the earlier work. In the next section we will
analyze, for the first time, the physical processes behind the
production rate in relativistic kinetic theory. This is done so
that fpp(E1) can be interpreted as the phase-space distribution
function of an incoming parton of energy E;. Once this is
established one can apply the usual technique and obtain
the production rate involving jets by substituting the thermal
distribution fpp(E) by the time-dependent jet distribution
f:iet(E 151 )

III. DILEPTON PRODUCTION RATE FROM
RELATIVISTIC KINETIC THEORY

We will show in this section that the production rate
in Eq. (18) can also be interpreted in relativistic kinetic
theory. Indeed, after cutting the diagram in Fig. 3, we get the
Feynman amplitudes shown in Fig. 4. The process in Fig. 4(a)
corresponds to the annihilation of the hard antiquark of energy
E, with a soft quasiparticle ¢, or g_. This is the pole-pole
contribution, as it involves the propagation of the poles of
the propagator in the diagram shown in Fig. 3. Figure 4(b)
corresponds to Compton scattering of an antiquark with energy
E| with a hard gluon from the medium, with the exchange of
a soft quasiparticle and Fig. 4(c) represents the annihilation
of an antiquark E; with a hard quark from the medium
with the exchange of a soft quasiparticle. They correspond
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E, Y E, Y
q E,M q E,M
REEEES T8 088
E E, E, E,
2

(a) (b) ()

FIG. 4. Processes extracted from photon self-energy in Fig. 3. In
the picture, the particle with energy E| is an antiquark, but the quark
contribution is also included in the calculation.

to a cut through the self-energy of the dressed propagator in
Fig. 3: this is thus called the cut-pole contribution. There is no
s-channel process because hard thermal loops have imaginary
parts for g> < 0 only [27]. The dots mean that the quasiparticle
propagator is resummed. That modification of the propagator
in the space-like region at non-zero temperature is known as
Landau damping.

The production rate, as computed from relativistic kinetic
theory (kt), for reaction 1 +2 — y* +3 + -+ is

dR!. 3,
d3p 227)3E;

i

x Q) $*(pr+p—p—p3—..)
L FEDf(ED( £ f(E3)). ..
xIMl 2(27)3 ’

19)

where M is the invariant scattering matrix element.

A. Pole-pole contributions (1 + g+ — y*)
The production rate for the process of Fig. 4(a) is

y*
Ede'[a :/ d3p1 d3q
d*p 2(27)3E1 2(27)3q0
2 FIH(E)) frp(qo)
la 2027)?

Qn)*s*(p1 +q — p)
X |_/\/lk
3q
- / 82 )Y’ qoE, 3E +40—E)
X | My P F(ED) fro(qo), (20)

where f979(E)) is the phase-space distribution of quarks and
antiquarks with energy E;. The square of the matrix element,
after summation over spin and color is

2 2 2
|Mkta| = |M1+q+ﬁy*| + |M1+q,%y*|

f

s

+ Zu?(g)am)ﬂ . @1

We need to find a completeness relation for
> ul(q)iaf*(g). The dressed propagator in Minkowski
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space is
1 0_ 5.4 0 5 . 6
—iSp(g) = B b L YR S AL WYY
q—-x 2D (q) 2D_(q)
and by definition, it is [30]
>, (@as () + > us(@as (g) 23)

—iSplg) =
D P

2 ’

m? q* —my

q+

where m_ and m_ are the physical mass of the quasiparticles.
We expand D around the pole located at gp = w4:

0D
Di(q) = (q0 — w+) o
q0 qo=w+
d
q0

qo=w+
202 2
_ e —mE) 2'"9 . (24)
(wi — g1+
From Egs. (22), (23), and (24), we finally obtain the relation
wr(wi — 141"

G'Fy-@. (25
2m2F

> ut (@) =

N

Substituting this into Eq. (21) gives
e E, - A oA
Mg, I* = 12&2( oy e lon@l —1aha—a-p

+o (@ =30 +q-p1)] (26)

and the virtual photon production rate becomes

dR’’

E__kta 22822(6_]6)2/ d’q
d3p m% e 8(2m)S

x { fro(@) fIT(EDN(@ — 1310 — @ - pr)
x 8(E| + oy — EYO(E| —|q)

+ frp(w-) fITUEN @2 — 1§71+ - Pr)

X 8(E1 + w_ — EYO(E; — |g])}. 27)

We have introduced here the same cut ®(E; — |g|) as in the
previous section. Finally the dilepton production rate from the
process in Fig. 4(a) is
ete” v
deta — 200 E deta
d*p 3nM? d3p

202 er\2 (1417 d gl

T oM Xf: (?) /0 2m)3

(@2 — 11
2m 2

x (1 —q-pd(E: + oy — E)O(E, — |g])

(@ — 131"
2m2F

x [ aa {fFD<w+>fq+4<E )

+ fep(w-) fITI(E,) (I+4-p1)

x 8(E1 + o — E)O(E; — |ql) } . (28)
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B. Cut-pole contributions (1 +2 — 3+ y*)

The expressions for the annihilation and Compton scatter-
ing processes from Figs. 4(b) and 4(c) are

de};tbc _ / d® p, d’ps d? ps
d3p 2027 E; 2213 E, 227 ) E;s
x 2r)*8*(p1 + p2 — p — p3) My, I*
fq+q(E1)fBE(E2)(1 — frp(E3))
2(2m)3
dpy dPps  dp,
/ 227 E, 22n)3E5 221 Es
x 2m)*8*(p1 + p3 — p — P2 My
fq+q(E1)fFD(E3)(1 + fBe(E2))
2027)? '

E

(29)

where fgg is the Bose-Einstein distribution function. The
squared matrix elements of the diagrams in Figs. 4(b) and
4(c) are given by

e
Mygy? = |Myq, |2 = 3Crgle ZZ( Ky’

x Tr[4 1S3 (p — pl)ﬁaSD(p pol,  (30)

where Crp =4/3 is the quark Casimir. It is important to
point out that only the #-channel exchange is considered in
the Compton scattering process. For the annihilation process
shown in Fig. 4(c), the particle with energy E| is an antiquark
and the one with energy E3 is a quark. There is also a
contribution with E| and E3 being associated with a quark and
an antiquark, respectively. Those two contributions are added
incoherently, since coherence effect are suppressed by higher
powers in g;. After inserting 1 = ffooo dwé(w — E + E;) and
using p; = p — q we obtain

d 43
ktbc / / P2 S(w—E+E)
16(27‘[)5E1 (27T)3E2E3

X [8( — Ez + E3)| My, > 1 U(E)) foe(Ex)
X (1 = fep(E3)) 4 8(w — Es + Ep)| My, |’
x fTH(ED) fro(E3)(1 + fae(E2))]. 3D

To compare this result with the one obtained in the last
section we take advantage of the quark self-energy X, shown
in Fig. 5. The expression for the discontinuity of ¥ in the

FIG. 5. Quark self-energy with gluon propagator in the loop.
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space-like region is [31]

. - . d?
DiscX(w, |q]) = —lJTCFgE/Wﬁ¢3{8(w — E3+ E)

X fep(E3)(1 + fpe(E2)) + 8(w + E3 — En)
x fee(E2)(1 — frn(E3)} fip (@). (32)
Equations (30) (31) and (32) lead to

dR
kthc 2 ef
E—= = 3ije E
/ / 8(27T)6E1

X 5(60 — E+ E)f7(E) frp()
x Tr[4 18 (¢)DiscE(w, |)Sp(g)]  (33)

We can use the relation
Sh(@)DiscE(w, |§)Sp(q) = Disc (—iSp(g))  (34)
which holds given that D1 (q) = D3 (q*). This is indeed the
case as can be inferred from the definition of D, Egs. (6)
and (8). For w? — |Z]|2 < 0, we use Egs. (11), (12), and (22) to
express the right hand side as
0_ & . &
(y' —7v- -4 Disc
2 D (q)
Ak AL IS
- isc
2 D_(q)
1

D.(q)
1
—i(y°+y- Q)Imr@
=—in(y’ -9 @B (v, |g])
—in(y*+7 - ®p-_(o,1g). (35)

Using the latter result in Eq. (33) and carrying out the trace,
we find that

dRV* 2 [e9) 00 *2d et

p_kite :3ezz<e_f) / dwf lq] |5q|
dp I e —00 1) (277)

X /dQ(S(a)—E+E])fQ+q(El)fFD(w)

x [B+(@, lg)(1 — G- P1)
+B-(w, 1gh(1 + & - POIOE — Ig])  (36)

As before, we have introduced the term O(E; — |g|) as we
consider only the region where HTL may be important.
The dilepton pair production rate for the process shown in
Figs. 4(b) and 4(c) is

Disc (—iSp(q)) = —

A

= —i(y" =7 - @Im

ete” v
detbc _ 2a E detbc
d*p  3aM?T d3p

_ ef °° Iql d|q|
= S () [ [
x / dQ8(w — E + E)) f7(E)) frp(w)

x [B+(w, IgD)(1 — G- P1)
+B-(w, IgD(1 +q - POIOE, — IgD).  (37)
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Upon adding Eqgs. (28) and (37), we reproduce the result
from Eq. (18), when the particle associated to E; is thermal,
ie., fIT9(E;) — 2frp(E}). This proves that both methods,
finite-temperature field theory and the relativistic kinetic
formalism, lead to the same result.

We now briefly compare our approach with the method
used by Thoma and Traxler in Ref. [25]. They have calculated
the photon self-energy shown in Fig. 3 with an imposed
cutoff k; < T on the momentum |g| in the loop-integral,
such that 0 < |G| < k,. They then added the Compton scattering
and annihilation processes coming from cutting the two-loop
photon self-energy without HTL propagators or HTL vertices.
Those two latter process have an infrared divergence, which
is regulated by imposing a low value cutoff k; for the
exchange momentum. When adding all those processes, the
final production rate is infrared safe and independent of
ky. They have also calculated the o’ contribution coming
from the pole of the effective quark propagator in Fig. 3.
However in their approach, the information about the parton
phase space distribution is lost, i.e., it is not possible at the
end to make the substitution f9+7 — fJZ:L . Here, we only
consider the one-loop diagram from Fig. 3, but we use the
dressed propagator Sp(q) up to the scale || = k., where k.
corresponds to E; due to the §(E; — |g|) function. With this
method we do not have to specify the shape of f4%9 until
the end of the calculation. We have verified that our numerical
result depends only weakly on the scale k.. For example, taking
k. = 0.6 x E| reduces the production rate by ~20%.

Figure 6 shows, for f9*9(E|) — 2 frp(E}), the different
sources of dileptons at a temperature 7 = 300 MeV. In all
cases, the particle with energy E; corresponds to a pole with
positive x. The pole-pole contributions are shown by the
dot-dashed and the short-dashed lines. They correspond to
the diagram in Fig. 4(a). The annihilation of two partons with
positive helicity over chirality ratio, x = 1, (dotted-dashed
line) dominates at high invariant mass. For M > 1 GeV
it converges toward the Born term (dotted line) obtained

T T T T T T T
1072 p=4 GeV . lloop,noHTL
T=0.3 GeV — — pole-pole, 1+q -y ]
| — = cut-pole
L2 10 RS Y
B & > - — + Thoma-Traxler
SAETIANEAN
g B ~
o~ ~
S 1 AN
100 ! N
Eoa N N
[ \ ~
10—16 ' L A L S
04 08 1.2 16 2 24 28 32 36 4
M (GeV)

FIG. 6. (Color online) Production rate of dileptons with momen-
tum p = 4 GeV, from thermally induced reactions, at a temperature
T = 300 MeV and for oy, = 0.3. Dotted line: Born term; short-dashed
line: pole-pole contribution with particles having negative helicity
over chirality ratio y and dot-dashed line: pole-pole contribution with
particles having positive helicity over chirality ratio y; long-dashed
line: cut-pole contribution; solid line: sum of all processes; and double
dot-dashed line: Born term plus a?a; contributions from Ref. [25].
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from a one-loop photon self-energy calculation with two
bare propagators. The cut-pole contribution (long-dashed line)
is dominant for M < 1 GeV. The corresponding physical
processes are the annihilation and Compton processes in
Figs. 4(b) and 4(c). The sum of our contribution is shown
as the solid line. It agrees very well (within 30%) with the sum
of the Born term and the o’ result from Ref. [25], given by
the double dot-dashed line.

IV. DILEPTON YIELD IN ULTRARELATIVISTIC
HEAVY-ION COLLISIONS

A. Thermal dileptons

High- py real and virtual photons are preferentially emitted
early during the QGP phase, when the temperature is largest.
Explicit hydrodynamic calculations show that the space-time
geometry of the fireball smoothly evolves from a 1D to a 3D
expansion [32]. By the time the system reaches the temperature
corresponding to the mixed phase in a first-order phase
transition, the system is still dominated by a 1D expansion [32].
For such a geometry, specific calculations [33] suggest that the
flow effect on photons and dileptons from the QGP is not large
at RHIC and LHC for particles with transverse momentum
pr > 2 GeV.

Assuming a 1D expansion [34] that is cut off at a maximal
space-time rapidity nmax, the yield as a function of invariant
mass M and dilepton rapidity y, is given by the rate R¢'¢ =
R ¢ (z,7m,r)) as

dN¢'e dR
_— :/tdrdzrj_dn—.
dM3dy, dM3dy,

Here 7, n and r, are the proper time, space-time rapidity and
the transverse coordinate, respectively. In the remainder of this
work the dependence of R on t and r; will be omitted in the
notation for brevity. As long as y; < max We can invoke boost
invariance for dR¢"¢" /dy, to argue that

ete”

(38)

/’m dnde*e’(n) _ /"max dndRe*f’(yd)
—max dM3dy y=ya —max dM?dy y=n
_ 4R () 39

dM?

Hence the rate of lepton pairs with a fixed rapidity y, integrated
over the entire longitudinal extent of the fireball is the same
as the rate of all lepton pairs integrated over rapidity from
the slice of the fireball at n = y,. In the following we study
only dileptons produced at mid-rapidity y; = 0. Their yield
can now be written as

dR (n =0)

dN¢ e
= dzd?
¥a=0 / raraT dM?

dM2dyd
= /Tdtdzrl/depT

x / gy Z LR (1 =0) (40)
P EO 2 d4p )

Here Ej is the energy of the lepton pair in a local frame
(where the temperature is defined) moving with rapidity
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y = 1ln E°+£° relatively to the fireball. In this local frame,

the transverse and longitudinal momentum of the dilepton are

pr and p, respectively. Then we have py =/ p% + pg and
Eo = /M?* + pj. The dilepton energy as seen from the fireball
is E=/M?*+ p%.

At this point, we add two constraints in order to facilitate
comparison with experimental data. First, we introduce a lower
cutoff prey for the transverse momentum of the lepton pair;
second, a cut on the individual lepton rapidities which reflects
the finite geometrical acceptance of any detector, is included,
such that |y.+| < yeu. We introduce a multiplicative factor
Powt = P(|yet| < Yeut, pr) to include the latter condition. In
the center of mass frame of the lepton pair the distribution of
positive leptons, normalized to unity, is given by
_0(EL - )
" 4mE&.

Ef dPyeie
d? pém.

(41)

Then the probability for a virtual photon with momen-
tum pr at midrapidity to emit two leptons with rapidities
| yex | < yeur can be obtained by a boost back to the lab frame as

d3pc m. chm.dPV‘Wﬂ‘f

P(lye=| < yeu> PT) Zf O yex | < Yeur)

Ec4._m. d3p$m.
dcosOde (ET ZO(| < vu)
= — —_— -, =+ .
T M Ye X Yeut
(42)
Note that in this frame
1. EX+4p
yet:ilnEi_pf’ (43)
M2
E* = , (44)
2(\/M? + p3 — prcos®b)

p7 = +E"sinfsing (45)

and E- =E — E™.
The dilepton yield in a longitudinally expanding QGP is
finally given by

ng+g /- /RL fZJT oo
dtt drr dd)/ dpr pr
Mzdyd PTew
© 27 1dRe¢
x/_ood Eea gy Pl e pr)

(46)

The thermal-thermal yield at midrapidity is thus obtained by
combining Eqgs. (18) and (46).

B. Jet-thermal dileptons

In this subsection, we calculate the emission rate of
dileptons from interaction of jets with the medium. The
initial phase space distribution function for partons from jets
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produced in heavy ion collisions is [4,35]

@ryPary) dNg
;’" Sn—y) (47

gqtrr  dyd’p

in a boost invariant Bjorken scenario. 1 is the space-time

rapidity, f, the formation time of the jets and 72 = tg 22

jet, - -
j;q(x’ 7 0)'_

NJet /(dyd 2 pr) is the spectrum of jets and &4 1s the spin-color
degeneracy P(r,) represents the probability to create a jet at
position r; in the transverse plane. It is given by the product of
the thickness functions of the colliding nuclei at r | normalized
to 1. For central collisions and assuming hard sphere nuclei,
we have

ey = 2 (1- ri )0(R ), (48)
r))=—s —r
il R R 1L—TL

where R, = A'/31.2 fm is the radius of the nucleus in the
transverse plane. Since energy loss by bremsstrahlung involves
only small O(gsT/p) changes to the directions of particles,
we suppose that jets keep propagating in straight lines after
they are created. Then at any later time ¢, the phase-space
distribution can be factorized into position and momentum
space parts:

7 ) 1 ANJIE, 1)
|? i 9 0 dE 9
where f = t — 1y is the propagation time of the jet.

Energy loss can be described as a dependence of the parton

spectrum d NJel 7/d E on time. We will only be interested in the
region around mldrapldlty later, so we can write

G b =x(F - (49)

jet jet
dN‘Iq — -1 quq (50)
dyd®pr o EdE
y=

with a phase space factor 2. The evolution of the energy
spectrum dNJet(t)/d E is determined by the AMY evolution
equations. Note that we do not need to specify the constant 2
to obtain the evolution of the spectrum. Here we quote only
the basic formulas of the AMY formalism, which assumes that
jets lose energy by inelastic processes only. More details can
be found in Refs. [20,36]. This formalism has been applied
in Ref. [4] to successfully reproduce the 7° spectra at RHIC.
The parton spectrum d Nf]? /dE depends on the energy lost,
but not really on how this energy has been lost, such that
using an another model for jet-quenching, like for example a
model including elastic energy loss [37], should not affect our
following results for the dilepton production from jet-plasma
interactions.
The evolution equations for the spectra are

dNJ“(p) / " AN (p+k) dTE, (p+k, k)
dt dE dE dkdt

Nle%p) drd(p, k)
dE dkdt

szjf‘( p+k) dT,5(p+k, k)
dE dkdt ’
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d (NS D)) _ [ ANy (p+K) dTy(p+. p)
dt dE - dE dkdt

N ANY (p+k) dT (p+k. k)

dE dkdt
dANF'(p) (dTs(p. k)
dE dkdt
AT (p, k)
———0O2k— , 51
+ S 00k—p) 1)
with the transition rates
dr(p.k) G2 1 1
dkdt  16mwpT 1 £e kT 14 e~ p=HIT

14+(1—x)?
x3(1—x)?

(g — q8)
2 2
x § NeSH9=2E (g — gq)

x2(1—x)?

I4x* (1 —x)*
x3(1=x)3

TN oh . ReFih, p.k 52
X/(Zn)2 Rebhp O G2

(& —> g9)

The integration over the range k& < O represents absorption
of thermal gluons from the QGP; the range with k > p
represents annihilation with a parton from the QGP of energy
k—p, while 0 < k < p is the range of bremsstrahlung. In
writing Eq. (51), we used dTg(p, k) = dT5(p, p—k) and
similarly for g — gq. The ®-function in the loss term for
g — gg prevents the double counting of final states. In
Eq. (52) C; is the quadratic Casimir relevant for each process
considered, and x = k/p is the momentum fraction of the
gluon (or the quark, for the case g — ¢gg). The factors
1/(1 & ¢7*/T) are Bose enhancement or Pauli blocking factors
for the final states. The vector h = p x k determines how
noncollinear the final state is, and F(h, p, k) is the solution
of an integral equation describing how |p — k; k) (p| evolves
with time [20].

The dileptons produced from the passage of jets through the
QGP are finally obtained from Eq. (46) and from Eqgs. (28) and
(37) with the substitution f9+9(E;) — fjet(El) Note thatn =
0 together with the boost invariance of the jetdistribution imply
that the longitudinal momentum of the jet parton vanishes.

After some algebra, we get
Ry
/ dt f rdré&

dpr P(|ye| < Yeuts pr)/ dqr

dejetfth - 40[2 Zf ef
dM3dy, angq

X/
PTeu

) /oodqz EO Z

j=%

fro(@; (1)) (@,;(1G1)* — 131%)
2m?% V1 —cos?6;

Ll e dANJ()
U e TG ) B ana
1 ql Ey YidTpT |

1=0

014903-8



HIGH MOMENTUM DILEPTON PRODUCTION FROM JETS . ..

g1
+ / dofrp(@)B; (@, 13))

—lg1
gl q-p>
x|14+j—=—-j—=—
( ]El J|6]|E1
E dNJe‘t
1 () (53)
y1=0

mdmd rry
with || = /g% + ¢2 and
0
4 (1 _ i)
§=1R? R? (54)

4ug r 412 8tr .
— 1——2 + —— sinu,
TRy RY TR

for the cases that 2 + t2 — 2tr > Rf_, 2424+ 2r < R2 and

all other cases, respectively. Here we have defined

2.4 42 2
+t"—R
Iy = arccos r—L. (55)
2tr

The other quantities to be specified are

q-p = prqrcosfs + g2,

2 2 _ En — 2
6, = cos~! (2L a7 = (Bo — o) , (56)
2prqr

Ef = E)— ws.

We obtain the jet-thermal dilepton yield without HTL
effects, i.e the Born term, by keeping only the pole-pole(q.)
contribution in Eq. (53). In this case we have to substitute

2 _ 122
B+ — 0, (a)_—zlql) — 0, (57)
2my
- . M2
(@} — 141 Sl <1+@_ q p+>_> 58
2mF E; lg|E; 2EE,
oy —> E, =1q|. (59)

This leads to the final expression for the jet-thermal dilepton
yield without HTL effects:

dNMo~ HTL 20(2 er 2 Ry [e'e}
= Zf(e) /dt/ rdré/ dpr
Trgq 0 PTeut

jet—th
o o dN9(t)
X d dg, ———
fo " /_oo = awdpr,

szdyd
Sfro(Ey)

y1=0

1
X
EoE;\/1 — cos?0,
X P(|yez| < yeurs PT)- (60)

For a purely longitudinal expansion of the fireball [34], at
each point the temperature is evolving from some initial time
T7; as

\1/3
T 1) =T (2) (61)
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We assign the initial temperatures in the transverse direction
according to the local density so that [3,4,11]

}"2 1/4
Tri,t)=T, [2 (1 - R-é)] ) (62)
1

We assume a first-order phase transition and use

raty
faoe(r) = —— (" 1) (63)
— T
as the fraction of the QGP present during the mixed phase [34].
Here ry = go/gn is the ratio of the degrees of freedom in the
two phases: g = 42.25 for a QGP with three flavors of quarks
(Ny ~ 2.5 strictly speaking when taking into account the
heavier s quarks) and gy = 3 fora simple gas of pions. 7 is the
time when the temperature reaches the critical temperature of
160 MeV [see Egs. (61) and (62)], marking the beginning of the
mixed phase, and Ty = 147y is the time it ends, determined by
the condition fogp = 0. For RHIC conditions (7; = 370 MeV,
7; = 0.26 fm/c, see the Results section below), a midrapidity
jet created at the center (r = 0) at T = 0, will enter the mixed
phase at T = 7y ~ 4 fm/c, while it will leave it at T = Ty ~
6.8 fm/c. However, since signals associated with jets are
sensitive to early times, the order of the phase transition is
not crucial. The t-integration in Eq. (46) is carried out from t;
to Ty and in addition it is scaled between 7 and Ty to account
for the fact that only a fraction of the system is still a QGP,
such that [4]

/d‘L’ = /.Tf dr + /tH deQGp(T). (64)
T Tf

Finally, in a Bjorken expansion, the initial conditions are
related to the particle rapidity density d N /dy by

3 72 1 dN

A S\ 65
T tB)go TR dy (©

V. DRELL-YAN AND HEAVY FLAVOR DECAY

We calculate the Drell-Yan process to order O(wy) in the
strong coupling which is the leading order result with non-
vanishing transverse momentum p7 of the lepton pair. We also
have to take into account virtual photon bremsstrahlung from
jets. The total Drell-Yan yield is the sum of the direct and the
Bremsstrahlung contributions, opy = Odirect + Ofrag [38,39].

The direct contribution in collisions of two nuclei A and B
is given by

dUdirect (o4 av Z/ Q)f ( Q)
'x K
dM2dydp: ~ 3MZsyy BIBL
Ma —c
| +b—>c+y* | (66)
SNNXa — /SNNy/ M? + pF eyd
The squared scattering amplitudes |Ma+b_>c+y*| for the

Compton and annihilation processes of two incoming partons
can be found in Ref. [40]. When p; and M are both large
and of the same order, the direct contribution is the dominant
mechanism. However, when Aqcp < M < pr, logarithmic
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corrections with powers of In(p7/M?) are large. They can
be effectively resummed into a virtual-photon fragmenta-
tion function D,+/.(z, QF), giving rise to the fragmentation
contribution

dOirag o« /dzdaA+B_’"+d

dM?dygdp: ~ 3M2 | 22 dysdp?, pe=prs

XDyse(z, QF). (67)

The cross sections for the production of a massless partons
cin A + B collisions, doA™8~<+4 /dy,dp?,, can be found in
Ref. [43]. The factorization scale O and the fragmentation scale
QF are both set to the order of the energy exchanged in the
reaction | M? + p3. [44]. The effect of varying the scale Q =
k,/p% + M?, fromk = 1/2 to k = 2, introduces a variation of
the dilepton yield by ~ £35% relatively to k = 1.

The typical fragmentation time of a jet into a virtual photon
with large invariant mass M scales like 1/M. Thus dilepton
with large mass M can be created in the medium with rather
small corrections due to energy loss of their parent jet, while
low-M dileptons should be formed outside the medium with
their yield affected by the full energy loss suffered by the jet.
Since the interesting region for the fragmentation process is
for low masses M, where it is expected to be as important as
the direct process, we assume that virtual photons fragment
outside the medium after the parent jet has obtained its final
energy. We define a medium-modified effective fragmentation
function [4]

Z/
Dy«e(z, OF) = fdzrﬂj(l‘l)/de;qu(Pf;PCT)

x D)., (Z, QF), (68)

wherez = pr/pcrandz’ = pr/ps.Pua(ps; per)is the prob-
ability to find a given quark with final transverse momentum
py when the initial jet is a particle of type ¢ and transverse
momentum pcr, given by the solutions to Eq. (51), Dg* /a
is the leading order vacuum fragmentation function from
Refs. [38,39]. The propagation length of jets in the medium
depends on the position (r;) were they have been created,
and the factor P(r_ ) is introduced to take care of their spatial
distribution. The jets obtain their final momentum distribution
when they leave either the mixed phase or the medium.

We implement our cuts for the Drell-Yan process as well,
so that the final yield is given by

o0
dNpy  2(Ncon) / dpr pr |:Kdir
P

dOgirect
dM?*dy,dp}

dM2dyd B Oin Tcut

dafrag

F K —— g
™ AM2dy,dp?

} P(|ye=| < yeu» pr)- (69)

where Kgi; and Ky are introduced to take care of higher
order effects. We reproduce the Drell-Yan isolated muons from
/Sy = 630GeV p + p dataat CERN [45], for low invariant
masses (M < 2.5 GeV) and high transverse momentum (pr >
6 GeV), with a constant factor Kg;; = 1.5. We also take Ky =
1.5, quite in line with the K-factor used for real photons from
jet-fragmentation in Ref. [4]. While we assume the K-factors
to be constant, they should be in principle /syn, pr and
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M dependent. However, an estimate of the variation of Kg;;
with those parameters can be found in Ref. [39]. For example,
next-leading order effects for the direct Drell-Yan contribution
at ./syny = 2TeVintherange 10 < pr < 20 GeV would vary
within 10% from M ~ 2.5 GeV to M ~ 4.5 GeV.

Here we assume (N¢o;) = 975, 07, = 40 mb for RHIC [46]
and (N.) = 1670, 6y, = 72 mb for the LHC [47]. In our
calculations we use CTEQS parton distribution functions [42]
with EKS98 shadowing corrections [41].

The main background at RHIC energies for the dilepton
production processes considered so far is expected to be decay
of open charm and bottom mesons [48]. During the initial
hard scattering, c¢ (bb) pairs are produced and can thereafter
fragment into D(B) and D(B) mesons. We consider here only
correlated decay, which happens when a positron coming from
the semileptonic decay of a D(B) is measured together with
the electron from the semileptonic decay of a D(B). The
results for heavy quark decay have been obtained with the
techniques of Ref. [49]. Collisional energy loss of the heavy
quarks propagating in the QGP [50] has not been included.
Since this constitutes a background to our process, we adopt
this conservative point of view.

VI. RESULTS

We choose the same parametrization of the plasma phase
that was previously used successfully in the studies of high
[4] and low to intermediate py photons [51]. For central
Au+Au collisions at RHIC we have an initial temperature
T; = 370 MeV and initial time 7; = 0.26 fm/c for the plasma
phase, corresponding to the particle rapidity density dN /dy =
1260 [11]. This latest value is obtained from the measured
pseudorapidity distribution of charged particles d N, /dn [52]:
dN/dy ~ %|dn/dy|chh/dn, where |dn/dy| ~ 1.2 around
y = 0. For LHC, our initial conditions are 7; = 845 MeV
and 7; = 0.088 fm/c corresponding to d N /dy = 5625 [7,11].
For the processes involving the QGP, we assume three light
flavors and we fix oy = 0.3. As the jets are defined to be
particles having a transverse momentum greater than a scale
Do, with pg > 1 GeV, we have set the dilepton momentum
cutoff pr,, high enough to avoid any sensitivity to the choice
of pp. We take pr,, =4(8) GeV for RHIC (LHC). The cuts on
leptons rapidities emulate the PHENIX experiment at RHIC,
Yeut = 0.35, while we use y.,; =0.5 at LHC.

The dileptons produced at RHIC by the interaction of
jets with the medium are shown in Fig. 7. Dileptons from
jet-pole interactions, i.e., from annihilation of a jet parton with
a (g—)-mode, are negligible, while the jet-pole interactions
involving (g4 )-modes tends toward the Born term at high
invariant mass, as it was the case for thermal-thermal reactions
in Fig. 6. On the other hand dileptons from jet-cut interactions
do not behave like the cut-pole process in Fig. 6. They become
the dominant contribution at high-M. The expressions for the
cut-pole process, shown in Figs. 4(b) and 4(c), involve the
functions B+(|g|) with B+(|g]) — O for |G| > T. When M is
large, in order to keep the value of |G| modest, the energy
E, of the incoming parton has to be large: E; > M?/4|g|. As
the thermal phase space distribution function frp decreases
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FIG. 7. (Color online) High-momentum dileptons produced from
the interaction of jets with QGP in Au+Au collisions at 200 GeV
(RHIC). The initial temperature is 7; = 370 MeV. Short-dashed
line: interaction of jets with poles with positive x; dot-dashed line:
interaction of jets with poles with negative yx; long-dashed line:
interaction of jets with cuts; solid line: sum of the latter processes;
and double dot-dashed line: interaction of jet with QGP without HTL
effects (Born term). See text for details.

exponentially for large E, the cut-pole contribution turns out
to be negligible for large M. However, when the incoming
particle is a jet with a power-law distribution, high values
of E; are not suppressed and the cut-pole contribution is
important. Therefore the sum of all the jet-thermal processes
with HTL effects included (solid line), is more important
than the jet-thermal contribution without HTL effects (double
dot-dashed line) by more than a factor 2 for M above 8 GeV.
For M below 1 GeV HTL corrections increase the Born term
by one order of magnitude, because of the 1/M? behavior in
Eq. (53). We have verified that when extrapolated to
M =0, the cut-pole contribution reproduces the result

10" FYy 71 T T 1 — T T T 1 3
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o~ 107EVN -0 E
\> E yd - ;
g 10°F . 1
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for the jet-photon conversion in the QGP [4], such that
Ey*dRcul-pole(p’ M — 0)/d3p = Eydeet-th(p)/d3p-

In Fig. 8 we show the mass spectrum of dileptons in central
Au+Au collisions at RHIC (\/syy = 200 GeV) and central
Pb+Pb collisions at LHC (/syn = 5.5 TeV). For both collider
energies, the jet-thermal contribution exceeds the thermal
dilepton production by an order of magnitude, which was
also the case for high-pr photon production [3,4]. However,
at RHIC the dominant sources of dileptons for M > 3 GeV
are heavy quark decay and the direct Drell-Yan process. At
intermediate mass, between 1 GeV and 3 GeV, the jet-thermal
contribution is as important as these two processes. Below
1 GeV, the fragmentation of jets into virtual photons turns
out to be comparable to the direct Drell-Yan production and
the jet-thermal contribution. At LHC, the whole range of
invariant mass is dominated by charm decay, but on the other
hand the jet-thermal lepton pairs exceed the direct Drell-Yan
yield below 7 GeV. We want to stress that energy loss of
heavy partons has not been included here, so that the heavy
quark contribution is likely an upper limit of what is to be
expected. Lepton pair production from jet-plasma interactions
being as important as this upper limit background at RHIC for
1 < M < 3 GeV, we thus expect the experimental detection of
a jet-plasma contribution to be feasible. For real photons, the
inclusive yield is largely dominated by the background coming
from the decay of neutral mesons [53], in the region where the
jet-thermal contribution is expected to be maximal.

While the thermally induced dilepton yield may be strongly
affected by initial conditions like temperature and thermaliza-
tion time, this is not the case for the jet-plasma contribution.
This is due to the phase-space distribution of jets, which has
a weak dependence on temperature and makes the dilepton
production less pronounced in the early time of the QGP
evolution (see Ref. [4] for a more detailed discussion of
the effect of initial conditions on real photon production).
The same argument can be also used to estimate the effects
of a possible chemical nonequilibrium on the jet-plasma
contribution. On one hand, lower quark fugacities suppress

10 & L N — T T T T
; 0-10% Central
JL LHC 10% ]
107 € Ti= 845 MeV
o : y,=0, |y]<0.5
> 10—6 E d e
Q E -
S N
«  107F
F -, ~ .
’% 8 [ T Tl ]
% 10 E ~ . ~, .'.'T —_—
o i ~. S o
%o P heavy quarkg decay - e ]
] f = = Drell-Yan (direct) ‘-~ ~.
100 [+ = jet-therm, HTL T
E- — jet-frag (E-loss) T~
10 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
M (GeV)

FIG. 8. (Color online) Sources of high-py dileptons in central Au+Au collisions at RHIC (left) and Pb+Pb at the LHC (right). Solid lines:
semileptonic decay of heavy quarks; dashed lines: direct Drell-Yan contribution; dotted lines: jet-thermal interaction with HTL effects; double
dot-dashed lines: jet-fragmentation process; and dot-dashed lines: thermal dilepton production with HTL effects.
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Effect of the cut on leptons rapidities
for direct Drell-Yan (top) and thermal dileptons (bottom) without
HTL effects at RHIC. The dotted lines include all leptons from the
respective process while the solid lines include only leptons having
absolute value of rapidity smaller than 0.35.

the dilepton emission at a given temperature, but on the other
hand, smaller fugacities would imply larger temperature, thus
increasing the dilepton yield. The interplay of those effects
was studied in Ref. [54] for thermally induced dileptons,
showing a suppression in the yield for large invariant masses at
RHIC (a factor ~2 of suppression for M ~ 4 GeV). However,
for jet-medium interactions the fugacities would enter into
the production rate only linearly rather than quadratically
for thermally induced dileptons, thus the effect of chemical
non-equilibrium should be less pronounced.

The effect of the momentum cut on single lepton rapidity
is shown in Fig. 9 at RHIC energy for Drell- Yan and thermal-
thermal processes without HTL corrections. For both cases, the
cut reduces the yield by a factor ~3 and is almost independent
of M, except in the low mass region. When M is small, the
lepton rapidities tend to be very close to the pair rapidity
yqs = 0, making the cut less important.

The effect of energy loss on the jet-thermal lepton pair
production is explored in Fig. 10 for RHIC. We observe that
for the case without HTL effects (Born term), dileptons are
reduced by about 30% for M ~ 1 GeV, while the suppression
decreases with increasing invariant mass, reaching about 15%
above M = 4 GeV. For a given invariant mass M and jet
energy E, the minimum energy for the thermal parton is
E,, . = M?*/4E,. This minimal value is then favored by the
steep thermal spectrum, leading to a dependence of the yield
that is roughly given by exp(—M?/4ET). This implies that
dileptons with large mass M are more likely to be emitted
at times where the temperatures T is still high which favors
small jet propagation time and small energy loss. Including
HTL effects leads to a suppression of about 30% for the
range dominated by the cut-pole contribution, M < 2 GeV
and M > 7 GeV. The region 2 < M < 7 GeV, dominated
by the pole-pole contribution, shows a weaker suppression,
equivalent in magnitude to that of the Born term in the
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FIG. 10. (Color online) Effect of jet energy loss in jet-thermal
production of dileptons at RHIC, with HTL effects (top) and without
(bottom). The solid lines include the effect of energy loss, while the
dashed lines do not. The results for jet-plasma interactions with HTL
have been rescaled by a factor 10 for clarity.

corresponding invariant mass range. The suppression factor
is weaker for dileptons from jet-medium interactions than for
high-p7r pions, where a large suppression factor (~4 —5)
has been observed at RHIC [14]. This can be understood
because dileptons can be produced at any point during the
propagation of the jet in the medium, whereas pions, due
to their large formation time, are produced after a jet has
left the medium, and thus they suffer from the full loss of
energy.

It is also interesting to discuss the dilepton yield as a
function of the dilepton transverse momentum pr in certain
windows of the mass M. This is done by substituting the
integral over pr in Egs. (46) and (69), by fsz/(anT).
The results for RHIC and the LHC are displayed in
Fig. 11, for the mass integrated in the range 0.5 < M <
1 GeV. The ordering of the contributing sources here is
very similar to the one seen for real photons as a function
of pr in Ref. [4]. The direct component of the Drell-Yan
process dominates for high-pr dileptons at RHIC while
the jet-thermal contribution, with HTL, dominates for pr <
5 GeV. The hard thermal loop calculation enhances this
yield by more than a factor 4 compared to the jet-thermal
contribution without HTL. At the LHC, jet-thermal dileptons
(HTL effects included) are the most important source in the
entire pr range, 8 < pr < 17 GeV. The jet-thermal interaction
appears to be as important for dileptons as it was for real photon
production.

The total direct dilepton spectrum for RHIC is shown
in the left panel of Fig. 12. The solid line includes Drell-
Yan and QGP contribution (jet-thermal and thermal-thermal)
with HTL effects. Leaving out the HTL resummation for
jet-thermal dileptons (dashed line) reduces the yield by a factor
~1.5 around py =4 GeV. The absence of any jet-thermal
interactions at all (dot-dashed line) would reduce the total yield
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FIG. 11. (Color online) pr distribution of dileptons, integrated in the range 0.5 < M <1 GeV, for RHIC (left) and the LHC
(right). Dotted lines: direct Drell-Yan process; double dot-dashed lines: jet-fragmentation process; solid lines: jet-thermal process
with HTL effects; dashed lines: jet-thermal process without HTL effects; and dot-dashed lines: thermal induced reactions with HTL

effects.

by a factor ~2 at p;y = 4 GeV. This emphasizes the importance
of this process in the presence of a QGP. The right panel of
Fig. 12 shows the dilepton spectrum for an another invariant
mass window. It is located at higher values 1.5 < M <
2.5 GeV between the ¢ and the J /¢ masses. As we could have
expected from Fig. 7, the effect of the HTL resummation is not
very important for this mass window. However interactions
of jets with the plasma are still a very important source of
dileptons, and this should be detectable.

The only potentially important contribution that is not
included in our work is in-medium bremsstrahlung (gi —
qiy*) and annihilation (¢gi — y*i) of an incoming thermal
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parton or jet, where i denotes a quark, antiquark or gluon. This
goes beyond the current formulation of AMY. However, they
have been calculated in Ref. [55] for the case of incoming
thermal partons, showing that for low mass dileptons, the
bremsstrahlung and annihilation more than double the contri-
bution obtained from 2 — 2 processes (g + ¢ —> g+ y*, q +
g — g + y™). Therefore, if one assumes that the in-medium
jet-bremsstrahlung contributes at the same level than 2 — 2
processes (jet-cut), it would enhance the solid line in the
left panel of Fig. 12 by less than 45%, and by less than
20% in the right panel, where HTL effects play a minor role
there.

T T T T T T
. RHIC 0-10% Central
~ 10 1.5GeV <M < 2.5 GeV
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FIG. 12. (Color online) pr distribution of dileptons, integrated in the range 0.5 < M < 1 GeV (left panel) and 1.5 < M < 2.5 GeV (right
panel), for central Au+Au at RHIC. Solid line: sum of Drell-Yan process, jet-thermal and thermal-thermal process with HTL effects; dashed
line: sum of Drell-Yan process, jet-thermal without HTL and thermal-thermal with HTL effects; and dot-dashed line: sum of Drell-Yan process
and thermal-thermal reactions with HTL effects.
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VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we presented calculations of different sources
of lepton pairs in high energy nuclear collisions. We take into
account Drell-Yan, fragmentation from jets, QGP contribu-
tions and heavy quark decay. Hard thermal loop resummation
has been included in the calculation of the leading order
photon self-energy. We explicitly checked that the imaginary
part of this self-energy, evaluated within finite-temperature
field theory, and a different approach starting from relativistic
kinetic theory and using the corresponding Feynman ampli-
tudes, lead to the same results. We obtain the jet-plasma
interaction by substituting the phase-space distribution of
one incoming thermal parton, by the distribution of jets.
While the HTL corrections are important for thermal-thermal
processes at low-invariant mass, they are important for both
low and high invariant mass when the incoming parton is a
jet.

For the high momentum window investigated here, pr >
4 GeV, dilepton emissions due to jet-plasma interactions are
found to be much larger than thermal dilepton emission.
At low to intermediate dilepton mass, productions from jet-
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plasma interactions are comparable in size to the Drell-Yan
contribution and constitute a good signature for the presence
of a quark gluon plasma provided the dominant background of
heavy quark decay could be subtracted. The AMY formalism
has been used to account for energy loss of jets in the
QCD plasma; this energy degradation reduces the effect of
jet-thermal processes by ~30%. Further study involving heavy
quark energy loss will be needed to obtain a better estimate of
this channel, together with an explicit calculation of dileptons
from medium-induced bremsstrahlung.
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