
Bottomonium evolution with in-medium heavy quark potential from lattice QCD

Ge Chen,1 Baoyi Chen,2 and Jiaxing Zhao3

1Department of physics and Astronomy, UCL, Gower St, London WC1E 6BT, England
2Department of Physics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300354, China
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The static properties and dynamic evolution of bottomonium states in a hot QCD medium are
investigated through the Schrödinger equation with complex heavy quark potentials, which are pre-
sented recently in lattice QCD study and with three different extractions. This approach builds a
direct connection between the in-medium heavy quark potentials from the lattice QCD to the ex-
perimental observables. The yields and nuclear modification factors RAA of bottomonium in Pb-Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV are calculated in this work. Our results show a large suppression of

the bottomonium yield in heavy ion collisions due to the large imaginary potential. To understand
bottomonium RAA based on lattice QCD potentials, we propose a fomration time for bottomo-
nium states and find that experimental data can be well explained with the heavy quark potential
extracted by the Padé fit, which shows no color screening in the real part potential.

It is widely believed that relativistic heavy-ion colli-
sions, performed at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider
(RHIC) and Large Hadron Collider (LHC), can generate
the deconfined Quantum Chromodynamic (QCD) mat-
ter called Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) [1, 2]. Extensive
research has been conducted to study the properties of
the QGP at different temperatures and baryon chemical
potentials. Quarkonia, the bound state of heavy quark
and its antiquark, is an excellent probe to study the QGP
properties. Besides, quarkonia can be used to examine
the QCD at finite temperatures. Due to the hierarchy
of energy scales mQ ≫ mQv ≫ mQv

2 of heavy quarks
in vacuum, the quarkonia can be described by, for ex-
ample, the non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) and poten-
tial non-relativistic QCD (pNRQCD) theories [3–5]. The
equation of motion in pNRQCD returns to a Schrödinger-
like equation with the transition between color singlet
state and octet state [5], where the potential at the
leading order for singlet state reads V (r) = −CFαs/r
with CF = (N2

c − 1)/(2Nc) and the number of colors
Nc = 3. Furthermore, the non-perturbative lattice sim-
ulations show a linear potential between a heavy quark-
antiquark pair at long range, and the full range poten-
tial is very close to the Cornell potential [6]. Employing
the two-body Schrödinger equation with the Cornell po-
tential, the quarkonium mass spectra can be described
successfully, see the review paper [7].

In the hot medium, the perturbative investigation of
quarkonium properties depends on the relationship of
new scales, e.g. temperature T , Debye screening mass
mD. The previous perturbative studies indicate that in
most cases, quarkonium properties in the hot medium
are determined by a finite-temperature potential, which
has an imaginary part [8, 9]. The real part of the
potential reveals the color screening effect in the hot
medium [10], while the imaginary part is introduced by
the Landau damping or color singlet to octet transi-
tion [8]. At extremely high temperatures, the Landau
damping becomes dominant, and the potential can be

obtained by the Hard-Thermal Loop (HTL) resummed
perturbation [11, 12]. In the strong coupling regime, var-
ious methods such as lattice QCD [13–17] and the T-
matrix method [18] have been employed to investigate
the heavy quark potential.

With quarkonium thermal properties, their production
in heavy ion collisions has been approached through var-
ious methods. The classical transport approach [18–26],
quantum method such as time-dependent Schrödinger
equation [27–31], the improved Remler equation [32, 33],
and open quantum system approach [34–43]. The final
yield and transverse momentum spectrum reveal the in-
medium binding energy and thermal width of quarko-
nium, which are encoded in the real and imaginary part
of the potential. In the framework of the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation, the color screening effect encoded
in the real part of the potential results in transitions be-
tween different bound states or scattering states, while
the imaginary part of the potential suppresses the wave
function of singlet states which can be attributed to the
transition from singlet to octet states. As components of
octet states are usually not included in the Schrödinger
equation, those singlet-octet state transitions reduce the
normalization of the wave function. In previous stud-
ies, the real part of the in-medium potential is suggested
to locate between the free energy and the internal en-
ergy, both of which show a clear color screening effect
as temperature increases, while the imaginary potential
is given by the HTL or quenched lattice QCD [28–31].
However, recent lattice QCD calculations with dynamic
quarks suggest that there are no color screening effects for
the real part heavy quark potential, even at high temper-
atures, e.g. T ≤ 3Tc with the critical temperature Tc and
r ≤ 1 fm/c [17, 44], which is larger than bottomonium av-
eraged radius [7]. In the meantime, the imaginary part
is much larger than that from the HTL and quenched
lattice QCD. This “novel” heavy quark potential is also
supported by other studies, such as the heavy potential
obtained with the Gribov-Zwanziger approach [45, 46],
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machine learning method [47]. In this paper, we utilize
the heavy quark finite-temperature potential, which has
been obtained recently in lattice QCD, to study the bot-
tomonium static properties and dynamical evolution in
heavy ion collisions.

In lattice QCD, the heavy quark potential can be ex-
tracted from the spectrum function. In order to constrain
the spectral function from limited data on Euclidean time
correlation functions, one needs to assume some func-
tional form for it. The spectral function has a low fre-
quency tail, a temperature-independent high frequency
term, and a peak structure at intermediate frequency re-
gions. Recent studies employed several different func-
tional forms to extract the spectrum function, such as
the Gaussian fit (a Gaussian shape for the peak), the
HTL fit (the peak position and peak width are consid-
ered as the real and imaginary part of thermal static
energy, which is given by HTL method), and Padé fit
(a model independent approach and based on the Padé
rational approximation). The results indicate that the
extraction method significantly influences the resulting
heavy quark potential [17]. In the following, we will
introduce these three different potentials obtained by
above mentioned extraction methods. The first one is
extracted by the Gaussian fits method. The complex
potential can be separated as a real part and an imagi-
nary part, V (r, T ) = VR(r, T ) − iVI(r, T ). The real and
imaginary parts of the potential are shown in the left of
Fig. 1. The real part potential shows non-screening and
the temperature-reduced imaginary part potential has a
same trend, which can be parameterized as,

V Gauss
R (r, T ) = −α1

r
+ σ1r,

V Gauss
I (r, T ) = T [(rT )

β1 + γ1(rT )], (1)

where the parameters α1 = 0.3805 and σ1 = 0.22GeV2.
β1 = 1.2 and γ1 = 0.54. Besides, the real and imaginary
potential obtained via the HTL extraction [17] show huge
difference where an obvious screening effect appears. The
lattice data and the fitting curves are shown in the middle
of Fig. 1. The parameterization form can be expressed
as,

V HTL
R (r, T ) = −α2

(
mHTL

DR +
e−mHTL

DR r

r

)

+
2σ2
mHTL

DR

− e−mHTL
DR r(2 +mHTL

DR r)σ2
mHTL

DR

,

V HTL
I (r, T ) = γ2α2Tϕ(m

HTL
DI r), (2)

where α2 = 0.3805, σ2 = 0.22GeV2, γ2 = 100. The
Debye screening mass in real (mHTL

DR ) and imaginary part
(mHTL

DI ) can be obtained by fitting the lattice data. The
definition of ϕ is

ϕ(x) = 2

∫ ∞

0

dz
z

(z2 + 1)2

(
1− sin(xz)

xz

)
. (3)

The third one is obtained via the Padé fit as shown in
the right of Fig. 1, which also has a non-screening real
part potential. The parameterization of V (r, T ) can be
expressed as,

V Pade
R (r, T ) = −α3

r
+ σ3r,

V Pade
I (r, T ) = γ3α3Tϕ(m

Pade
DI r), (4)

where α3 = 0.41, σ3 = 0.24GeV2, and γ3 = 60. The
Debye screening mass in the imaginary part mPade

DI can
be got from the lattice data.
The static properties of the bottomonium states in a

hot medium can be calculated by the Schrödinger equa-
tion with the above-mentioned finite-temperature po-
tential at given temperature. Because the potential is
angle-independent, the center-of-mass motion can be sep-
arated out and the reduced two-body Schrödinger equa-
tion reads,[

− ∇2

2mµ
+ VR(r, T )− iVI(r, T )

]
Ψ(r) = ErΨ(r), (5)

where mµ = (mbmb̄)/(mb +mb̄) = mb/2 is the reduced
mass and bottom quark massmb = 4.7 GeV, ψ is relative
wavefuntion of bottomonium states and Er is the eigen
energies. With the introduction of this complex poten-
tial, both the energy eigenvalues and wavefunctions ac-
quire complex values. The real part of the energy eigen-
value determines the mass of the bottomonium state:
M(T ) = 2mb + Re[Er(T )], while the imaginary part
corresponds to the thermal width Γ(T ) = −Im[Er(T )].
The averaged radius of the bottomonium state is defined
as ⟨r⟩ =

∫
ΨΨ∗|r|d3r. Figure 2 illustrates the masses,

thermal widths, and radii of the bottomonium states up
to the 3S state. It is observed that the potentials ob-
tained from the Gaussian fits and Padé fits, which lack
the screening effect, have almost no impact on the real
part of the potential. Consequently, the masses using
these two potential models remain nearly constant and
equivalent to the vacuum values. Conversely, the HTL
fits yield a potential with strong screening, resulting in
a decrease in mass until the bound state disappears and
an increase in the averaged radius. As for the thermal
widths, there are noticeable differences among the three
potential models. The larger imaginary potential derived
from the Gaussian fits gives rise to a wider thermal width
compared to the other two models.
With these static properties in the hot medium, we

now come to study the dynamic evolution and produc-
tion of bottomonium states in relativistic heavy ion colli-
sions. The quark gluon plasma has been observed to be a
strongly-coupled medium created in relativistic heavy ion
collisions. Its dynamical expansion can be effectively sim-
ulated using hydrodynamic equations in conjunction with
an appropriate equation of state (EoS). In this study, we
utilized the MUSIC package [48, 49] to simulate the ex-
pansion of hot medium and adopted the parametrization
of the lattice QCD EoS with a smooth crossover between
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FIG. 1. The real and imaginary part potential between heavy quark Q and Q̄ at finite temperature. From left to right are the
potential obtained from the Gaussian fits, the HTL fits, and the Padé fits. The data are from the lattice QCD simulation [17].
The curves are the fitting results with Eq. (1), (2), and (4).

the QGP and the hadron resonance gas around critical
temperature Tc = 170 MeV [50, 51]. The initial tem-
perature profiles of the hot medium were determined by
analyzing the final multiplicity of charged hadrons. For
the most central collisions and the central rapidity re-
gion, the maximum initial temperature of the medium
was calculated to be T0(τ0 = 0.6,xT = 0) = 510 MeV
at the center of the medium in

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV Pb-Pb

collisions [52]. Here, τ0 = 0.6 fm/c refers to the start
time of the hydrodynamics. An effective shear viscosity
η/s = 0.08 and a zero bulk viscosity are chosen in this
study [51].

The crucial point is the formation time τΥ, also called
the decoherence time of the bottomonium states, which
is a quantum effect and still not clear. Different bottomo-
nium states may have different formation times that can
be estimated via τΥ ∝ 1/EB with the binding energy of
bottomonium state. So, a longer formation time is ex-
pected for higher excited states. There are no bottomo-
nium states before τΥ instead of a wave packet which is
a superposition state of all bottomonium states. In pre-
vious transport approaches, either no dissociation or a
reduced dissociation rate is taken when τ < τΥ.

Because the mass of bottom quarks is very large, the
relative motion of bottom quarks in the bottomonium
can be treated in a nonrelativistic way. One can there-
fore employ the time-dependent Schrödinger equation to
describe the evolutions of bottomonium wave functions

with in-medium potentials after τΥ [28, 31, 53, 54]. The
in-medium potential is almost isotropic when neglecting
the shear-viscosity correction. So, the center-of-mass mo-
mentum is conserved and the center-of-mass motion can
be separated out. Furthermore, the wavefunciton of the
relative motion can be factorized into a radial part and
angular part, Ψ(r, t) = Rnl(r, t)Ylm(θ, ϕ). The radial
wavefunction of state (n, l) satisfies the Schrödinger equa-
tion,

i
∂

∂t
ψnl(r, t) = Ĥψnl(r, t), (6)

Ĥ = − 1

2mµ

∂2

∂r2
+ VR(r, T )− iVI(r, T ) +

L(L+ 1)

2mµr2
,

where ψnl(r, t) is defined as ψnl(r, t) = rRnl(r, t). L is
the quantum number of the angluar momentum. mµ

is the reduced mass. The in-medium potential can be
described by the three aforementioned parametrizations.
As a result of the medium-modified potentials, there are
internal evolutions within the bb̄ wave package, lead-
ing to transitions between different bottomonium eigen-
states. To study these evolutions, we employ the Crank-
Nicolson method to numerically solve the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation.

Because the total momentum is conserved, bb̄ wave
package perform a uniform linear motion with the given
initial momentum in the hot medium. In the heavy ion
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FIG. 2. The masses, widths, and radii of various bottomo-
nium states under different finite-temperature potentials are
depicted in Fig. 1. The potential obtained from the Gaussian
fits is represented by the long-dashed lines, the HTL fits by
the short-dashed lines, and the Padé fits by the solid lines.

collisions, there are more than one bb̄ package primor-
dially produced at different positions with different to-
tal momentum. bb̄ packages in nuclear collisions can be
treated as a superposition of the distribution in proton-
proton (p-p) collisions [30]. The initial spatial distribu-

tion of the bb̄ wave package is proportional to the density
of binary collisions. The momentum distribution of the
total momentum can be estimated by the observed mo-
mentum spectrum of Υ in p-p collisions and can be fitted
via the formula,

f bb̄pp(pT ) =
dN̄ bb̄

pp

2πpT dpT

=
(n− 1)

π(n− 2)⟨p2T ⟩pp

[
1 +

p2T
(n− 2)⟨p2T ⟩pp

]−n

(7)

with n = 2.5 and the mean transverse momentum
square at the central rapidity is fitted to be ⟨p2T ⟩pp =
80 (GeV/c)2 at 5.02 TeV [30] based on the measurements
of Υ(1S) in p-p collisions [55, 56].

When the bb̄ wave package moves out of the QGP
medium, the final fraction of bottomonium eigenstates
labeled with the radial and angular quantum number
(n, l) is calculated by projecting the wave package to the
corresponding vacuum eigenstate wave function |cnl|2 =
|⟨ψ(r, t)|ψvacuum

nl (r)⟩|2. The yield of bottomonium eigen-
state (n, l) in the nuclear collisions can be obtained by
averaging over the spatial and momentum space [30].

⟨|cnl(t)|2⟩ = (8)∫
dxT dpT |cnl(t,xT ,pT )|2f bb̄pp(pT , b)ncoll(xT )R(xT )∫

dxT dpT f bb̄pp(pT )ncoll(xT , b)
,

where ncoll(xT , b) = σinelTA(xT + b/2)TA(xT − b/2) is
the density of binary collisions with impact parameter
b. TA(B) is the thickness functions [57] of nucleus A(B)
and σinel is the inelastic scattering cross-section between
nucleons. For Pb-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV,

σinel = 68mb [58]. R is the shadowing effect, which is
calculated from the EPS09 NLO package [59],

The number of initial produced bottomonium states
will be changed in the hot medium due to either the tran-
sition to other states or the dissociation, which describe
the transition from the color singlet state to the octet
state and is encoded in the imaginary potential. The
nuclear modification factor reveals the number change
directly. Due to the decays from various states, the final
nuclear modification factor for Υ(nS) can be expressed
as follows,

RAA(Υ(ns)) =

∑
nl⟨|cnl(t)|2⟩σnl

ppBnl→ns∑
nl⟨|cnl(t0)|2⟩σnl

ppBnl→ns
. (9)

where ⟨|cnl(t0)|2⟩ in the denomenator characterizes the
initial production of bottomonium eigenstates without
both hot and cold nuclear matter effects, so it can
also be calculated with Eq. (8) by substituting R = 1
into the equation. The direct production cross sec-
tion of different bottomonium eigenstates σnl

pp is ex-
tracted from the experimental data in p-p collisions,
σpp(1s, 1p, 2s, 2p, 3s) = (37.97, 44.20, 18.27, 37.68, 8.21)
nb [28, 30] without feed-down contribution. While
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FIG. 3. The nuclear modification factors of bottomonium Υ(1s, 2s, 3s) as a function of the number of participants Npart (upper)
and the transverse momentum pT (lower) in the central rapidity of Pb-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02TeV. The complex potential

is taken as The in-medium potential is taken from Gaussian fit (left), HTL fit (middle), and the Padé fit (right), respectively.
The experimental data are cited from CMS [60, 61].
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FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 3 but with the formation time of bottomonium τΥ = 3fm/c.

the branching ratio of the decay Bnl→1s is taken from Particle Data Group [62]. The decay values from
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higher to lower states are taken as B(1p,2s,2p,3s)→1s =
(0.247, 0.264, 0.088, 0.065), B(2p,3s)→2s = (0.124, 0.106)
and B(2p,3s)→1p = (0.0065, 0). Similar equation is em-
ployed to get the prompt RAA(2S) and RAA(3S).

Now let’s see the results obtained by taking the three
different in-medium potentials as discussed in the last
section. First, we assume that all bottomonium eigen-
states have been formed at τΥ = τ0 = 0.6fm/c, which
is the start time of the hydrodynamics, and subse-
quently, their internal evolution is governed by the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation (6) with complex poten-
tials. The nuclear modification factors of bottomonium
as a function of the number of participants (Npart) and
transverse momentum (pT ) are calculated with three dif-
ferent potentials are shown in Fig. 3. Due to the very
large imaginary potentials in the Gaussian fit, bottomo-
nium suppression is significant and far below the exper-
imental data points. When the imaginary potential is
taken as HTL or Padé fit, the bottomonium suppression
becomes a bit weaker, but still underestimates the exper-
imental data, see Fig. 3. With this formation time, the
bottomonium stays the longest time in the hot medium
and suffers the largest dissociation in the hot medium.

In another limit, all bottomonium states are formed
with a large value of formation time τΥ = 3 fm/c. Other
setups are exactly the same as before. In this case, the
dissociation rates of bottomonium states are zero before
3 fm/c even if they are in the QGP medium. The results
are shown in Fig. 4. The hot medium suppression be-
comes weaker for all potentials. We find the calculations
with Padé fit can well explain the data points.

In our studies, the real part of the potential does not
change the nuclear modification factors of bottomonium
evidently. The imaginary part of the potential, which
contributes an exponential damping factor in the wave
function of bb̄, can significantly affect the final results. In
our recent framework, the dissociation from the color sin-
glet state to the octet state is involved in the imaginary
potential in the Hamiltonian, while the inverse process
from the octet to singlet state has been temporarily ne-
glected, which can be interpreted as regeneration from
a correlated bb̄ dipole. Now we want to discuss the im-
portance of transition from octet to singlet state. If one

starts to evolve the bb̄ states from a singlet state, then of
course the transition from singlet to octet is dominated
while the inverse process is largely suppressed as used in
previous studies [42, 43]. After a long time evolution,
the transition will approach detail balance. However, if
one starts to evolve the bb̄ states from an octet state, the
transition from the octet to the singlet state is definitely
important and cannot be neglected.

In summary, we employ the Schrödinger equation with
complex potentials obtained recently from lattice QCD
to study the static properties and dynamical evolution of
bottomonium states in the quark-gluon plasma, created
in relativistic heavy ion collisions. The mass and ther-
mal width of the bottomonium state reveal the real and
imaginary parts of the in-medium potential, respectively.
The evolution of bottomonium wave functions is studied
under different potentials, where the corresponding nu-
clear modification factors are calculated. Due to the large
imaginary potential in Gaussian fit, the nuclear modifi-
cation factors are reduced to almost zero. While with
the other two complex potentials from the HTL fit and
the Padé fit, the medium suppression becomes weaker
than the case of the Gaussian fit, but still lower than
the experimental data. We find with a large formation
time, the RAA of bottomonium can be well described
with the heavy quark potential extracted by the Padé
fit, which shows no color screening in the real part po-
tential. This indicates the importance of the bottomo-
nium formation time. This framework helps to establish
the correspondence between the in-medium heavy quark
potential from first-principle-based lattice QCD and ex-
perimental observables about heavy quarkonium, aiding
in the understanding of heavy quark physics.
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