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QGP, a hot and dense medium where the color deconfinement occurs. What were w
Another phenomenon that takes place due to the existence of QGP in
PbPb is jet quenching, partons losing their energy as they pass
through the plasma. This raises the question whether any final state
effects can be observed with jets in pP’b collisions.
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If QGP was be formed in pPb collisions, it would most likely form when
the number of participant nucleons, N, is large. Therefore we need to
choose events with large N,,,.;, with the terminology of PbPb collisions
this means the most central events. Also, the measurement of impact
parameter dependent nPDFs requires a handle on the collision centrality.
However, the terminology and the methods used in centrality
classification in PbPb collisions are not directly applicable to pPb
collisions. This is because of the loose correlation between the final
experimental observables and the event geometry.
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