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Abstract

We study the real part of the static potential of a heavy quark-antiquark system in an anisotropic
plasma medium. We use a quasi-particle approach where the collective dynamics of the plasma
constituents is described using hard-loop perturbation theory. The parton distribution function
is characterized by a set of parameters that can accurately describe the anisotropy of the plasma
produced in a heavy ion collision. We calculate the potential numerically in strongly anisotropic
systems and study the angular dependence of the distortion of the potential relative to the isotropic
one. We obtain an analytic expression for the real part of the heavy quark potential in the limit of
weak anisotropy using a model that expresses the potential in terms of effective screening masses
that depend on the anisotropy parameters and the orientation of the quark-antiquark pair. A
1-dimensional potential is formulated in terms of angle averaged screening masses that incorporate
the anisotropy of the medium into a radial coordinate. We solve the corresponding Schrodinger
equation and show that the magnitude of the binding energy typically increases with anisotropy.
Anisotropy can play an important role, especially in states with non-zero angular momentum. This
means that the number of bound states that are formed could depend on specific characteristics of
the anisotropy of the plasma. Our study suggests that plasma anisotropy plays an important role

in the dynamics of heavy quarkonium and motivates further study.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The dissociation of heavy quarkonium has been extensively studied as a probe of the
properties of quark-gluon plasma. Due to the large mass of the constituent quarks, heavy
quarkonia can be treated non-relativistically. One can calculate the heavy quark potential
and obtain information about quarkonium binding energies and decay rates by solving a non-
relativistic Schrodinger equation. In equilibrium plasma there have been many calculations
of the heavy quark potential and the properties of heavy quarkonium (see, for example,
[1-4]). In recent years progress has been made on the development of methods to go beyond

the equilibrium limit [5HI0].

The heavy-quark potential is a complex function and its real /imaginary parts give infor-
mation on the binding energies / decay widths. In this work we calculate the real part of
the potential in a chiral plasma using hard-loop (HL) resummed perturbation theory with
an anisotropic distribution function. Our distribution function includes a parameter that
produces a spheroidal distortion of the isotropic distribution, as originally introduced in
[T1]. We include additional anisotropy parameters that give more general momentum dis-
tributions and provide a more realistic description of a quark-gluon plasma [12]. We find
numerical solutions in the chirally symmetric limit. When the distribution is spheroidal
the potential becomes deeper (more strongly binding) as the anisotropy increases, and the
directional dependence of the potential shows that the quark-antiquark pair attracts more
strongly when they are aligned in the direction of the anisotropy. When more realistic
anisotropy is introduced this simple picture is destroyed and a much richer structure devel-
ops. We obtain an analytic expression for the potential in the limit of weak anisotropies.
We reformulate the result in a more useful way using a model that expresses the potential
in terms of effective screening masses that depend on the anisotropy parameters and the
orientation of the quark-antiquark pair [6]. We construct a 1-dimensional potential in terms
of an angle averaged screening mass that incorporates the anisotropy into a radial coordi-
nate [8HI0]. Some physics is necessarily lost when this averaging procedure is used, but
the huge advantage is that the corresponding Schrodinger equation becomes 1-dimensional
and is straightforward to solve numerically. We study the dependence of the binding en-
ergy on the anisotropy parameters and show that magnitude of the binding energy typically

increases with anisotropy. We show that non-spheroidal anisotropy can play an important



role, especially in states with non-zero angular momentum.

This paper is organized as follows. In section [[I] we describe the analytic calculation of
the potential. Sections [T AHITC| explain how we calculate the temporal gluon propagator
in an anisotropic system and construct the static potential from it. In section [[ID] we give
an analytic result for the potential in the limit of weak anisotropy. Analytic expressions for
the six dressing functions that are used to calculate the potential are given in Appendix [A]
In section [[TE| we discuss the ansatz we use to model the potential in terms of an effective
screening mass, and how to reduce it to a function of one radial variable. We also explain
the method we use to solve the resulting 1-dimensional Schrodinger equation. In section [[T]

we present some numerical results and in section [[V] we make some concluding remarks.

We use natural units where h = ¢ = 1. The indices 7,7,k = 1,2,3 and p,v = 0,1,2,3
label, respectively, the Cartesian spatial coordinates and those of Minkowski space. Our
metric is mostly minus g, = (1, —1, —1, —1)qiag. We use capital letters for four-vectors so

that, for example, P? = pg —p-p= pg - p.

II. FORMALISM

At leading order the heavy quark potential is obtained from the Fourier transform of the

temporal component of the retarded gluon effective propagator (D, ) in the static limit as

—

V(%) = —g*Cp [ 425 (77— 1)Doo(p” — 0, 7) (1)

where ¢ is the strong coupling constant and Cr = % is the quadratic Casimir of the colour
SU(3) group. The inverse of the effective propagator is related to the gluon polarization

tensor (II,,) through the Dyson-Schwinger equation

D, (p0; ) = (Do) (o, P) + I, (po, D) - (2)
We work in covariant gauge where (Dy);, (po, p) is the inverse of the free gluon propagator
, v PHpv
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and use Landau gauge which corresponds to the choice x = 0. If the medium is isotropic
the temporal component of the effective propagator depends only on the magnitude of p’
and the corresponding potential is spherically symmetric. The medium produced in a heavy
ion collision is not isotropic, it is strongly anisotropic. The goal of this work is to study
how these anisotropies affect the heavy quark potential, and the binding energies and decay

rates of quarkonium. The main steps of the work presented in this paper are:

A Calculate the gluon polarization tensor in an anisotropic medium in the HL approxi-

mation.
B Invert the Dyson equation to find the temporal component of the propagator.
C Calculate the static potential using equation (1.

D Represent the anisotropic static potential using an ansatz that models the effect of
the anisotropy through effective screening masses. Further simplification is obtained

by averaging over angles to get an anisotropic 1-dimensional potential.

E Solve the Schrodinger equation using the 1-dimensional anisotropic potential.

For the first two parts of the calculation we consider a medium that can be both anisotropic
and chirally asymmetric. In the third part we look at plasmas with zero chemical potential
and obtain an analytic result for the potential in the limit of weak anisotropy. For our
calculation to be valid perturbation theory must work. The non-relativistic approach that

we use to study quarkonium is valid for bound states with large quark massed}

A. The polarization tensor

In this section we discuss the calculation of the polarization tensor in an anisotropic
system using a HL effective theory, following the method of ref. [12]. We start with a
brief discussion of the finite temperature calculation for a thermal QED plasma. Time-like
axial gauge (TAG) is particularly useful because the gauge condition is imposed in the heat

bath rest frame. In TAG only the spatial components of the propagator are non-zero. Our

"'We do not include a non-perturbative string tension term.



notation for the equilibrium fermion distribution function is

1 _ 1
and ng(k) = 7

ne(k) = o () + 1 (4)

R 41

and the 1-loop photon polarization tensor in the HTL approximation is

Hij(p0717) = Hi]\'/en<p07ﬁ) + Hf)j;id<p07ﬁ) (5)
y &dk n(k)+n(k) (. v'p +pvd P?viyi
T — 24° i _
evenP0: P) = 29 / @n)F & (5 TP Viie (P Vi ie)2> (6)
Bk n(k) — (k) (pov™ — p™) )
(2m)3 k2 (P-V +ie)?

Hiﬁd(po,ﬁ) = i92p2€ijm/

We use P-V = pg—p-¥ and k VK2 +m? ~ k = ¥ since massless fermions are consistent with
the HTL (and HL) approximation. In a chirally asymmetric system there are two different
chemical potentials, for right and left handed fermions.

To include momentum anisotropy we modify the distribution function in @ using
n(k) = n(k) = Ce n(kHe (D)) (8)

and similarly for (k). The subscript £ indicates dependence on a set of anisotropy param-
eters that can be used to construct a distribution that is deformed relative to the isotropic
one. The factor C¢ is a normalization and can be defined in different ways depending on
the calculation being done, as explained at the end of this section. We can construct a
completely general expression for the function He(¥) as a sum of terms that are products of
anisotropy parameters and dot products of the vector ¢ with two perpendicular unit vectors.
For these unit vectors we use ng along the beam axis and n, gives the direction of transverse
anisotropy. We restrict to functions that satisfy the condition H¢(v) = H¢(—v) and use an

expression of the formﬂ

H?(U) = (1+ &) + &7 - 0) + &o(s - 0)° + &(7 - 0) (75 - 0) 9)

(i - 0)" 4 Es(7y - 0)° (73 - 0) + En (7 - 0)2 (s - 0)° + Eag(71 - 0) (785 - 0)° + Eua(7ly - )"

The values of the anisotropy parameters & must be chosen so that HEQ(U) is positive for

2Note that & in this paper is defined equal to & — 1 in [12].

5



all orientations of the vector ¢, which is equivalent to the requirement that H¢(7), and
therefore the argument of the distribution function, is real and positive. For a given choice
of the anisotropy parameters, the isotropic distribution is expanded in the direction of v if

H¢(v) < 1, and contracted if H¢(v)) > 1.

The polarization tensor has in general 9 independent components. We introduce a com-
plete tensor basis of nine projection operators and decompose the polarization tensor in
terms of nine scalar functions. From the 3-vectors p, n; and n3 we construct three ortho-

normal vectors (p, ny, mp):

P
=y
i - -
’n:—Wlthn:n_n'
f \/m f 3 — (n3-p)p
m
Mp = ———— with g =1y — (ny -y )ny and g =ny — (ny-p)p. (10)

VMg - mp
The projection operators are defined as
P = iy, PY =, P = i
Py =p'nl+nbp’, PP =pml+mpp, PP =nimi + min

P =i i}, PO = i P =i —mip ()
and the polarization tensor is decomposed as
7 =Y "mP?+> mP’ (12)
i=1 i=7

where we have omitted the functional arguments to shorten the notation. The last three
projection operators are anti-symmetric in their indices, and the corresponding dressing

functions can only be non-zero if the chiral chemical potential ps = (g — p11,)/2 is non-zero.

When & = 0 we have H¢(¢) = 1 and the distribution is isotropic and thermal. At zero

chemical potential there are only two different non-zero components in equation ({12f) which
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are the familiar HTL transverse and longitudinal functions

2 P2 ;
m = w3 = lr(po, p) = m7 Po (1 In (po—l—p—i-%))

Pop2 \" 2pop \po —p +ic

2 .

Do Do Do+ p+e
7y = T (po, ) = —m2 20 (1 - 2oy (22T P7T0C 13
2 1(po, P) Dp2< 2 (po—p—l—ze)) (13)

where the Debye mass is

m2 = 292/ <;lﬂ_]§3%[4nf(k)] - 93T . (14)

The corresponding expression in QCD is obtained by replacing 4ng(k) with 2(Ngns(k) +
N.ny(k)) where ny(k) = 1/(e*® — 1), which gives [m%]qea = ¢°T*(N, + N;/2)/3.

Now we discuss the normalization factor C¢ in equation . We use a normalization that
leaves the Debye mass invariant under a change of the anisotropy parameters. We define a

parameter that corresponds to the Debye mass in an anisotropic system

[m3)e = 8¢° (2%3 / Q) / dka%nf(kH) (15)

and C; is determined by requiring [m3]e = m3. We make the change of variable k = kH

and find the condition that determines Cg

dQ2 1

The motivation for this choice of normalization is as follows. To calculate the binding
energies of the quarkonium system we want to set the threshold (the value of the potential
as r approaches infinity) to zero. The normalization of the distribution should be chosen
so that this threshold value is independent of the set of anisotropy parameters that is used.
This ensures that when we compare the binding energies produced by different distributions
we are seeing the effect of the distortion of the distribution that is produced by anisotropy,
and not just an overall shift of the potential. In sec. [ID] we work in the limit of weak
anisotropy and verify analytically that the value of the potential in the limit r — oo is
independent of the choice of the anisotropy parameters. We have also considered several

sets of anisotropy parameters with large values and verified numerically that the threshold
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of the potential does not change.

To calculate the real part of the static potential we only need the leading order contri-
butions to the dressing functions in the limit py — 0. We will calculate the potential for
the special case of a chirally symmetric plasma where only the first six dressing functions
are non-zero. From the HL integrals @ one can show that the real parts of these dressing
functions are even in py and the imaginary parts are odd. The leading order terms for each

dressing function have the form

m = maQ
Ty =mhEepe
3 :m%ﬁgg—k---,

a2 (1)
Ty =1MpTu Po+ -+,

. _(1) —

Ty :zm%wél)p0+---,
6 :m%ﬁgg—l—~-- (17)

where pg = po/mp. In the HL effective theory the masses of the plasma partons are neglected
and the coefficients on the right side of depend only on the direction of the vector p.
They must be calculated numerically except in special cases. To obtain analytic results
we work in the weak anisotropy limit by expanding in the parameters &. The resulting

expressions for the dressing functions are given in Appendix [A]

B. Inversion of the propagator

To calculate the static potential we need to invert the covariant inverse propagator (|2))
and extract the temporal component. To do this we use a covariant basis which can be
constructed following the method of ref. [13]. We start with the four 4-vectors P, b* =
(1,0,0,0), ¢* = (0,n3) and a* = (0, 71) and construct four perpendicular 4-vectors as follows.

First we define b which is perpendicular to P*:

. pupv
VY = gt — 52

- b-P

b= Vb, = b - = PH (18)



Then we construct ¢ perpendicular to both b and P*

B*Y = b
B*
‘/b‘mj =V - — ;
b2
N y c-P ¢ b~
H=V"e, = — I P“—B—Zb“. (19)
Finally we define a
cH = cher
Omv Bw O
p _ e — e _ _
%c - ‘/b &2 =V 62 &2
- ” a-P a-b- a-C.
CL'LL:‘/Z;(IV:CL'M— P2 P'u—?b#—gcﬂ. (20)
We use the following nine projection operators
P = ata”
Py = b
P = e

P = W& et
P = b'a” +b"a"
P = &a’ +¢&at
P = b — b
P = ba” — b at

Py = é'a¥ — &a” (21)
and decompose the polarization tensor

9
™ =Y ILPY (22)
=1



where we have supressed the functional arguments. Now we write the covariant gauge

propagator in the form

iz P pv

v g
D" (p07p>:_ﬁ+<l_X) P4

— 5" Cilpo. 5P (23)

where the C; are a set of scalar coefficients that can be expressed in terms of the components
of the self-energy using equations , , , by solving D;/\IDA” = g,”- We also need
to rewrite the components of the polarization tensor in the 4-dimensional covariant basis,
denoted II;, in terms of the components in the time-like-axial gauge, denoted 7;, which have
been calculated in the HL approximation in sec. [T A]and Appendix [A] Comparing equations
(12 it is straightforward to show

) 4 9 2 2 2
p P P r vy
I=-m, = —mam, Iy =——5m, I, = —==m, s = 57
py pop pJ_ po pJ_ pop py
P2 PQ /2
HG = _LQT‘-Ga H7 = _—Z.,]T'?a HS = —pLZ.ﬂp’ Hg - L iﬂ.S (24>

po\/P? PoPA/Py Py

VP,

where we have defined p? = p2 + pz. The final expression for the temporal component of

the propagator is

P2

D®(po,p) = —|(P* = m3)(P* = m) — (w5 +7§)]/[(P2 —m)(P? — F%)(PQ — 73)
0
P2 P2 P2
= S TP = m) = (4w = ) = (o ) (P = o)
P2
— QF(WMTMTG — MgTM7Tg + MMy Ty + 7T47T87T9)] . (25)
0

Next we discuss the static limit of the temporal propagator in equation (25). For a
chirally symmetric plasma 7; = g = m9 = 0 and equations , give an expression
for the static temporal propagator. We use the notation p = p/mp and p = p/p and
define Doo(p, p) = m? lim,, 0 Doo(po, ). We will also use the notation #; = m;/m?, for each
component of the polarization tensor. The temporal component of the propagator in the
static limit is

(P + TR (P* + 7ip) — (Rgp)?

Doo(p, ) = 2
00(p7p) a(ﬁ2)3+b(152)2+c;52+d ( 6)

10



where

a=1,

b=Tp — Ton + Ty

o= —Rpas) — Rpas) + mpmy — (74))? — (7)) — (R,

d = —mpripal) + 2 7w — (7)) — AN ED? + A (27)

In a spheroidally symmetric system, which can be described with one anisotropy parameter,

m; = 0 for ¢ > 5 and the static temporal propagator takes the simple form

9, ~(0)
/l_)spheroidal (}5, ﬁ) _ (p + 7T3R) ) (28)
" (7 — 70) (7 + ) + (77)

In the isotropic limit 7@(1 1) =0 and ﬁég = —1 so we recover the Debye screening form
Dig(p) = (29)
00 p)= pz _|_ 1 .

The denominator of is a cubic equation in p? and therefore has three roots. As
explained under equation , the coefficients of the polarization tensor depend only on the
direction of the momentum vector p’ and therefore we denote the roots of the denominator

m2(p) with ¢ € (1,3). One can write the static propagator in terms of these roots as

L Ap)
@00(157 p)=1+ —— (30)
; p* +m; (p)
where
M) = (a0 7 — i+ (RO -7 0R0] e
(my —m3)(mi — m3)

and As(p) and A3(p) are obtained from A, (p) by cyclically rotating (my, me, m3). The roots
(mq, mg, m3) are dimensionless mass-like parameters that depend only on p but they have a

complicated general form and can be complex.
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C. The static potential

The static potential is obtained from the temporal component of the gluon propagator

using equation . We use

p = (sin b, cos ¢, sin 6, sin ¢,,, cos ,,)

7 = r(sin 0 cos ¢, sin @ sin ¢, cos ) (32)

and we define o = (¢?Cr)/(47) and z, = cosf, and use the dimensionless radial variable

r = rmp. Equation then takes the form

4dramp

1 e’} 27
V(r,0,¢) = —W/_1 dxp/o dﬁﬁ/ﬂ dg, (€77 — 1)Doo(p, vy, dp) . (33)

In the isotropic limit the propagator gives the Debye screened Yukawa potential

Vieo(T) = —amp (1 + 67;) . (34)

In the limit 7 — 0 the isotropic potential reduces to the Coulomb potential which verifies that
medium effects disappear at very small distances. In the asymptotic limit lim;_, Viso(F) =

—Qamp.

The potential in an anisotropic medium can be obtained from equations , , . For
arbitrary sets of anisotropy parameters the dressing functions must be calculated numerically
and therefore we are also only able to find the potential numerically. In section [ITA] we

show some results for the potential in strongly anisotropic systems.

D. Weak anisotropy

It is useful to study the limit of weak anisotropy where we have analytic results for the

dressing functions (see Appendix . It will be convenient to work in the coordinate system

12



defined by the vectors

7 =1(0,0,1),
Ny = (sin ¢, cos 0 cos ¢, sin  cos @) ,

ng = (0, —siné, cosf). (35)

In the weakly anisotropic limit the static propagator has the form

1

@00(?,1’,(}5) = @(()%))(ﬁ71:7¢> - m

(Ce = 1) (36)

where the factor Cy is defined in equation . To linear order in the anisotropy parameters

the normalization C¢ is

Ce=1+ Zfigi (37)
with
11111
=11l - = — = ) 38
(9079279479979117914) ( 73757371575> ( )
Equations , , give
—1y, 1 2—-3(p-nsg)? 2—-3(p-n)?
PY (5,2, 6) = - + _250 : €o ( _2( 23)) & ( _2( 21))
PP+l (pP+1) 3(p2+1) 3(p2+1)
G0 ) =30 (p-7n)* +9) | s (b ) (4(5-7n)® — 3) (5 o)
152 + 1) 3(p2 +1)°
LEuBAG ) 1) () =5 7) +3) & () (- s)
15 (p? + 1)? (P +1)?
+513(13'ﬁ1)(13'ﬁ3)(4(25'ﬁ3)2—3)+514(20(15~ﬁ3)4—30(ﬁ~fl3)2+9)
3(p2 +1)° 15 (p* + 1) '
(39)

Equations , are valid only in the limit of weak anisotropy, to linear order in the
anisotropy parameters, but to simplify the notation we do not introduce an additional sub-

script to indicate this.

To find the potential in the limit of weak aniostropy we substitute , into and

13



perform the angular integrals. The result for the potential has the form

amp

V;miSO(F7 97 (b) = VaHISO(T 0 ¢) - T(l —e )(Cf - 1) <4O)
where
Vol 0:0) = = =220 (L= 367 0.0)) = (41)
with
mp =mp(l =Y &hi). (42)

The non-zero h; coefficients are

11111 1

(11111 43
(ho, ha, ha, ho, ha1, hi4) (2 6°10°6° 30’ 10) )

The f; coefficients depend on the orientation of the position vector () but can be written

in a frame independent way. The coefficients fy, f9, f2, f¢ have the fairly simple form

f
fo=—3

1 ] )
fgz5[3(F3+3F2+6F—66T+6)(f-ﬁ3)2—2f3—3f2—6f+6(er—1)],

-

1 ]
f2:6—_[3(r + 37 + 67 — 6" + 6) (7 -A1)2—2F3—3F2—6F+6(e”—1)] :

=

1 .
fe = 52 (r + 372 + 67 — 6e” +6)( ny) (7 - ng) . (44)

As expected from the structure of equation @D, the coefficient f; can be obtained from fo

by replacing 7 - ng with 7 - n;. The frame independent expressions for the coefficients f4, fs

14



and fi; are

Ir 2, . A
fi=5 _5(7"%1)41354’0)+(”"”1)2f20)+ f400}
Irl, . . 2, .
fo = o35 o) (i) 0 = 2 i) (7 a) £
1rl,. 200 2. . 22) 1 0,2 0,0)
fio = o[ G a2 = 2 (i) ()25 2 ) 282+ )
(45)
where

O = Y = fY = 7 4107 4 557 + 15 (¢ + 13) 72 + 4207 — 420 (¢ — 1)
PO = Y = B0 = 1Y =7 4 TR 4+ 347° 4 6 (¢ + 19) 7 + 2407 — 240 (¢” — 1)
00— = 00 = 355 _ 107" — 407 — 12072 — 2407 + 240 (¢" — 1) . (46)

The coefficients fi4 and f13 can be obtained from f; and fg respectively by interchanging

f-ﬁgandf-le.

We consider several limits of the anisotropic potential in equation (40). It is straightfor-

ward to see that in the limit & — 0 the anisotropic potential reduces to the isotropic result

in equation . From equations one can show that the factor e™" f; /T goes to
zero in the limit ¥ — oo for all values of ?. The threshold of the potential is there-

fore —a[mp + mp(Ce — 1)/2] and from , it is easy to verify this is the isotropic
threshold value —amp. One can also show that the anisotropic potential reduces to the
Coulomb potential in the limit 7 — 0. To see this we use equations , , , to show
that for ¢ € {0,2,4,9,11,14} the functions f;(7,0, ¢) and constants h; satisfy the relation

lim f(7, 6, ¢) = —7h; (47)
and for i € {6,8,13}

lim f,(7.6,6) = O . (1)
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E. Ansatz for the anisotropic potential

We would like to solve the 3-dimensional Schrodinger equation constructed from the
anisotropic potential in equation . Although this calculation is straightforward to formu-
late numerically it is difficult to carry out in practice. We therefore concentrate on a simpler
approach [6, [BHI0] which will let us assess the importance of the anisotropy parameters we
have introduced. The basic idea is to introduce an ansatz for the anisotropic potential that
allows us to model the effects of the anisotropy in terms of an effective screening mass that
is position dependent, and then work with an angle averaged screening mass that depends

on only the radial coordinate.

1. Screening masses

To begin we consider the simple ansatz

%nsatz(fa 67 ¢) = _amD - gefrth(F,O,qb) (49)
r

where mp is the constant mass scale given in equations , , and mp is an effective
screening mass that depends on the anisotropy parameters and position. The physical
motivation for the ansatz in equation is easy to understand. The effective screening
mass should be the inverse of the length scale where screening effects become important
in an anisotropic medium. It should therefore be the inverse of a screening length scale,

denoted 7y, defined through an equation of the form

|71‘Zansatz(r)‘7“%0 — 1 (5())

|r‘7ansatz (T) ’r—)rs €

The numerator in equation is —a. If we drop the constant in (49)), which is equivalent
to setting the threshold to zero, the denominator is —ae™™" and eq. gives s ~ 1/mp.
At very small distances we should find that medium effects disappear and we recover the

Coulomb limit. This physical property of the static potential is not satisfied by the ansatz
(49) which gives

. « _ ~
}‘1_{% ‘/;nsatz(f) - _? - @(mD - mD) . (51)
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We use a modified ansatz that preserves the Coulomb limit [§]

‘/;nsatz(F) = —()éﬁlD - @geirThD + g (@ - 1) (52)
mpT T mp
where
mp =mp(l+ Zfici(Fa 0,¢)) . (53)

The potential reduces to the isotropic form when the anisotropy parameters are set to
zero and gives the Coulomb potential in the limit that r goes to zero. The coefficients ¢; are
determined by matching to our result with the threshold values subtracted. This

gives

2fi(7,0,0) +2hi(e" — 1) + giT

a(r.6,0) = 21— e +7)

(54)

where the coefficients f;(7, 0, ¢) and h; and g; are given in equations , , , .

2. Angle averaged effective masses

To avoid the numerical difficulties of solving a 3-dimensional differential equation we use

an angle averaged screening mass My, defined as

Min(€) = / 4OV} (8, )it (0. 6) Yim 6, 0) (55)
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which depends only on the anisotropy parameters &. These screening masses are

1 1 r
Min = Mo m0(Ce =1 (57 - )

Moo = mp 1—@—5_9_5_2_@_2_@]

1575 525 | 225 ' 525 225

Ml():mD 1_@_9_5_2_@_9_&_@+f< 511 @_i_f_?_'_Q&l 269)]

T150 T 225 73150 T 525 525

My =mp 1_@_5_9_3_52_é_3_§4_@_’_7:( &2 & 5114_@_5_4

M1,1 — MH . (56)

These expressions show that the anisotropy parameters that break the spheroidal symmetry

of the distribution can play an important role, especially for states with non-zero angular

momentum quantum numbers.

3. Schréodinger equation and its solutions

It is reasonably straightforward to solve the Schrodinger equation using the angle averaged
effective mass M, in the ansatz to find the wavefunction and binding energy for the
state with quantum numbers (I, m). The numerical difficulty is vastly reduced because the
differential equation that must be solved is 1-dimensional, and the physical effects of the

anisotropy are packaged into the screening masses. The validity of the procedure is analysed
in [8] and verified in [10].
The Schrodinger equation for a potential that depends on one radial coordinate can be

separated in the usual way by writing ¢ (7) = Yo(0, ¢) Ry (r) and uy(r) = rRy(r) so that

the differential equation to be solved has the form

2m r

B i) <d;;n(27“) B I(1+ 12)u(7’)> + Vi (M) u(r) = Eu(r). (57)

We use 2m = Mg where Mg, is the mass of the heavy quark and scale variables using the

Bohr radius a = 47/(¢?°CrMg) defining 7 = r/a and V = Mga?V and E = Mga?E. In
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terms of these variables the Schrodinger equation has the form

+ Vet (F)u(r) = Bu(r) (58)

with

~ ~ T+
Ve (T) = (V(r) + ( = )) . (59)

We use the method of [14} [17] to solve equations (58] [9). The calculation uses the fact
that f/(f) must be less singular than —1/72 for the energy eigenvalue to be bounded from
below, and that if 72V (7) is analytic the solution of the Schrodinger equation must have the
form u(7) oc 711 + O(7)] at small #. We can therefore solve the second order differential

equation with the boundary conditions u(7p,) = 7o) and ' (Fuwm) = (1 + 1)

min

. where
Tmin 18 a small number that must be greater than zero for numerical reasons (we use 1073).
The idea of the method is to find the true eigenvalue by performing a systematic search for
the eigenvalue that produces a normalizable eigenfunction. The state is identified from the

number of nodes.

III. RESULTS

We define V = V/(¢2Cpmp) so that Vi, = —e 7/ (477) and Vigeyum = —1/(477). In all
of the cases we discuss, when the value of an anisotropy parameter is not given it is set to

zero. The angles 6 and ¢ are defined in equation and we use z = cos(f) = cos(ns - 7).

A. Strong anisotropy

In fig. [1| we show the correction to the isotropic potential divided by the vacuum potential
as a function of x = cos(f) and ¢ at 7 = 0.8 for two different sets of parameters. The
left panel shows that when the distribution function has spheroidal symmetry the potential
depends only on the polar angle, and is deepest when the quark-antiquark pair are aligned
with the direction of the anisotropy. The right panel shows the dependence of the potential

on the azimuthal angle when one additional anisotropy parameter is introduced.
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FIG. 1. Contour plots of the correction to the isotropic potential divided by the vacuum potential
at 7 = 0.8. The left panel shows £y = 10 and the right panel is £ = 10 and & = 8.

In fig. we show the potential divided by the vacuum potential for three values of

0 at ¢ = 7m/4 and three values of ¢ at § = m/2. The anisotropy parameters used are

(£07 527 547 567 §87 597 5117 5137 514) = (5’ 87 377 _217 217 87 157 _287 40)

0.6 -
05
0.4 —
<> 03 —
02}

0.1f

0.0 -

|

FIG. 2. The potential divided by the vacuum potential for three values of 6 at ¢ = 7/4 and
three values of ¢ at 6 = /2 using the anisotropy parameters (o, &2, &4, &6, &8, &9, 11, €13,814) =
(5,8,37,—21,21, 8,15, —28, 40).
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B. Weak anisotropy

We consider five different sets of parameters. In the first set we use & = 0.95 and all other
parameters set to zero. The next four sets have £, = 0.95, one of the parameters (&, &4, &14,
&11) set to 0.8, and all others set to zero. If fig. 3| we show the ansatz for the potential for

the state (I,m) = (0,0) minus the isotropic potential for these parameters.

0.0000 - ]

-0.0005 |

o

@ i - ]
<X -0.0010 - P :
[ P ] === $11
<> .
-0.0015 1o = &4lé1a
Eo 1 $2
-0.0020 - .
Il Il Il Il Il
1 2 3 4 5
F

FIG. 3. The angle averaged ansatz for the anisotropic potential minus the isotropic potential using
Mp. In all cases & = 0.95, the labelled parameter(s) is 0.8, and all other parameters are set to
ZEro.

We study the dependence of the binding energies on the anisotropy parameters. We
solve the 1-dimensional Schrodinger equation , using the ansatz , shifted so the
threshold is set to zero, and with the screening mass mp replaced by the angle averaged
masses . In our calculations we use 7' = 196 MeV and Mg = 2my, with m, = 4.676 GeV.
The Debye mass is mp = gT'v/(N. + N¢/2)/3 and we take N, = 3 and Ny = 3.

First we consider the ground state (n,l,m) = (1,0,0). We use g = 1.85 which is a typical
value from the literature [0, [10]. We note this value is larger than one, which appears to
contradict the assumption that a perturbative approach is valid. Recall that the coordinate
space potential is obtained by Fourier transforming the propagator in momentum space, and
even though the polarization tensor is calculated perturbatively, the potential is explicitly
non-perturbative in the coupling constant. This can be seen already from the isotropic
calculation where the Fourier transform of the HTL propagator —1/(p? + m%) gives the
isotropic potential —g*Cr/(4nr)e™"™P with mp ~ gT. If we had expanded the propagator
in g we would have obtained the Coulomb potential —g*Cp/(47r), which is just the leading
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term in the expansion in r of the isotropic potential. The unexpanded isotropic potential is
not a polynomial in ¢ and it correctly includes the thermal screening. These observations

are typically used to justify the use of larger values of g.

Table [I| shows the ground state binding energy minus the binding energy of the isotropic
state for each set of parameters. The magnitude of the binding energy always increases,
which means that anisotropy promotes binding in the ground state, and is consistent with

the fact that the ansatz gives a deeper potential (see fig. .

- £2 £4 €14 St
-0.617 | -4.30 | -1.52 | -1.52 | -0.866

TABLE I. Ground state binding energy minus the binding energy of the isotropic state. In all cases
&9 = 0.95 and g = 1.85. The parameter indicated in the top row is 0.8 and all other parameters
are set to zero.

A Yukawa potential of the form —g?Cre="P"/(47r) does not bind if the screening is too
large. The criticallity condition depends on the value of the quantum number [ and has the
form 2amp < n; where a = 47 /(Crg?Mg) is the Bohr radius and ng ~ 1.2 and n; ~ 0.23.
These values agree with those of ref. [I6] with the appropriate conversions of units and the
mass parameter. Using our value of the temperature and quark mass we have g. ~ 0.41 for
states with [ = 0 and g. ~ 2.1 for [ = 1. This means that we do not have bound states with
[ =1 using g = 1.85. However, we have not included a string tension term in the ansatz that
we use for the potential. This term would modify the long distance form of the potential so
that bound states would form more easily. The purpose of our calculation is only to study
the effect of anisotropy and we can do that without introducing a constant that must be
fitted using information outside the scope of our calculation by simply increasing the value

of g. We have therefore also considered g = 2.85, which is above the critical value for [ = 1.

Table [[I] gives the binding energy divided by the binding energy of the isotropic state for
each set of anisotropy parameters, for several different states, with ¢ = 2.85. The results
show that & is particularly important, especially when [ = 1. In most cases the magnitude

of the binding energy increases but for the state (2,1, 1) it can slightly decrease.
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state - & &4 §1a ST
( ) | 1.0041 | 1.0283 | 1.0100 1.0100 1.0057
(2,0,0) | 1.0409 | 1.2866 | 1.1004 1.1004 1.0573
(2,1,0)
(2,1,1)

1.2477 | 1.5152 | 1.2844 1.4795 1.287
0.97462 | 1.4527 | 1.1052 1.0011 | 0.99507

TABLE II. Binding energy divided by the binding energy of the isotropic state with g = 2.85 and
& = 0.95.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have calculated the real part of the heavy quark potential using hard-loop (HL) re-
summed perturbation theory with an anisotropic distribution function. This function de-
pends on a set of anisotropy parameters that can be chosen so that the momentum distri-
bution provides a more realistic description of a quark-gluon plasma than has been used in
previous calculations. We have derived an analytic expression for the heavy quark potential
in a chirally asymmetric plasma, and found numerical solutions in the chirally symmetric
limit. In the simple case of a spheroidally asymmetric plasma the potential becomes deeper
(more strongly binding) as the anisotropy increases and the quark-antiquark pair attracts
more strongly when they are aligned with the direction of the anisotropy. More realistic
momentum distributions produce a much richer structure.

We have obtained an analytic expression for the potential in the limit of weak anisotropies.
Using an ansatz and an averaging procedure we have constructed a potential that depends
on one radial coordinate but still incorporates some of the anisotropy of the original system.
We have used this 1-dimensional potential to study the dependence of the binding energy
on the anisotropy parameters and found that the magnitude of the binding energy typically
increases with anisotropy. This result is interesting because it means that the number of
bound states that are formed at a given temperature will depend on the anisotropy of the
momentum distribution.

The imaginary part of potential can be calculated using the techniques we have developed
in this paper. These results are particularly interesting because they will allow us to study

the effect of anisotropy on the dissociation temperatures of quarkonium bound states.
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Appendix A: The dressing functions for weak anisotropy to leading order in pyg — 0

In this section we give analytic results for the components of the dressing functions that
we use to calculate the static potential. We consider only a chirally symmetric system and
we work in the limit of weak anisotropy. In the limit po — 0 the dressing functions can
be expanded as in equation . For C¢ = 1 the coefficients of these expansions that are

needed to calculate the heavy-quark potential are

70 = —%&;Mm cos(¢p) — %&p/ﬁx cos(¢) ((22° — 5) cos(29) + 2 (z° + 2))

- %513 (4952 B 3) 1 — 2%z cos(¢) + é& (($2 - 2) cos(2¢) + 952) + 1—25514 (2$2 — 3) z?

— 59—;2 + 3_1054 ((41'4 — 2% — 8) cos(2¢) + (3;'4 — 522 + 4) cos(4¢) + 3 ($4 + xQ))
* %SH (—d2" + 27 + (—da’ + 72" — 2) cos(29)) | (A1)

A= 14+ éfsxm (cos(3¢) — 422 cos®(9)) + é@ (3 (% — 1) cos(26) + 3% + 1)

~ /T = con() + 5usw (42 — 3) VI— 2 cos(9) + & (g - 1:2)

+ 31—054 (15a:4 +5 (22 — 1) cos(4g) + 10 (22" — 2 — 1) cos(2¢) + 3)

+ %gn (—20z* + 152® — 5 (42" — 52* 4 1) cos(2¢) + 1)

+ 5—5514 (20z* — 302* +9) , (A2)
i) = é& (22% — 1) cos®(¢) — %&axm cos(¢) + %&4 (82" — 1247 + 3)

—~ %fgxm cos(¢) ((82% — 5) cos(26) + 827 + 1)

- %glgcc (427 — 3) V1 — 22 cos(¢) + & (% —~ 2%2>

+ %54 cos?(¢) (4z* + 2® + (4a* — 52% 4 1) cos(2¢) — 2)

+ %gu (2 (1 — 227) sin®*(¢) — 4 (8z* — 82” + 1) cos*(¢)) , (A3)
i = éfﬁm sin(¢) + 3—10511x (62 — 5) sin(2¢) + 1%513 (1 —227%) V1 — 22sin(¢)

- %64:1: sin(2¢) ((2* — 1) cos(2¢) +27) + %fgm sin(¢) ((32% — 1) cos(26) + 327)

- %52:1: sin(¢) cos(9) . (A4)

24



1]
[2]
[3]
[4]

7@(&) = iﬂ'fgl‘m cos?(¢p) + %7?@@\/ 1 — 22 cos’(¢) ((z* — 1) cos(2¢) + 2® + 1)

+ éﬂ'&; (22% — 1) cos(¢) + %anx\/ 1 — a2 ((2 — 32%) cos(2¢) — 3z% + 1)

bt (a2 (42 — 8) cos®(6) + (2% — 1) sin?(6) cos(8)) — 3ntusr (1~ 2"

- ;lwggxm - %wglg (4z* — 52® + 1) cos(¢) , (A5)
7l = 3—127r511 (322 — 1) V1 — 22sin(2¢) + 3%7@39; (* = 1) sin(¢)

- %wssxsinw) ((32% - 2) cos?(9) + sin(¢)) — }g@@ sin(9) cos(6)

- %ﬁ&m sin(2¢) ((2* — 1) cos(2¢) + 2* + 1) — éngﬁx sin(¢) . (A6)
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