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Abstract

Using a hybrid approach based on a phenomenological heavy-quark potential model and the back-

ground field effective theory, we assess the influence of a nontrivial Polyakov loop on the in-medium

properties of the heavy quarkonium states. Without resorting to any temperature-dependent pa-

rameter, the lattice simulations on the complex heavy-quark potential are well reproduced with

the potential model in which the screening masses are determined by the background field effec-

tive theory. Due to the reduced screening strength near the deconfining temperature, a nontrivial

Polyakov loop leads to a dramatic increase in the binding energies, together with a moderate de-

crease in the decay widths. In general, a more tightly bounded quarkonium state can be expected,

although the increase in the dissociation temperatures is significant only for relatively large-size

bounded states. Our results indicate that the background field modification on the binding and

decay of the quarkonium states may have a notable impact on the density evolution of quarkonia

during the expansion of the fireball, and thus on the final observed quarkonium spectra.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Due to the non-perturbative nature, thermodynamics near the deconfining phase transi-

tion in SU(N) gauge theories poses a big challenge to physicists. The perturbation theory

and its improved version, known as the hard-thermal-loop perturbation theory (HTLpt)

work well in the high temperature limit, but fail to reproduce the lattice simulations on the

thermodynamic quantities at temperatures close to the deconfining temperature Td[1–3].

In a semiquark-gluon plasma (semi-QGP)[4], which refers to a partially deconfined phase

located in a temperature region from Td to ∼ 3Td, in addition to lattice QCD simulations as

a reliable way to explore non-perturbative physics, various effective theories have also been

developed for the same purpose.

On the other hand, heavy quarkonium dissociation was proposed a long time ago as a sen-

sitive probe to study the hot medium created in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion experiments[5].

Quarkonium physics is most relevant in the non-perturbative semi-QGP because the most

bounded quarkonium Υ(1S) is unlikely to survive above ∼ 3Td. Therefore, utilizing an

effective theory to study the quarkonium physics appears feasible. The background field

effective theory (BFET)[6] turns out to be an ideal candidate for the following reasons. The

thermodynamics of semi-QGP is well described within the effective theory[7–9], and thus

the resulting screening behavior is improved as compared to HTLpt. This is particularly

important because the screening strength plays a crucial role in determining the binding

and decay of the heavy bound states. Furthermore, the BFET also predicts a nontrivial

temperature dependence of the Polyakov loop, showing a discontinuity of the order param-

eter at the phase transition point for SU(3) as observed in lattice simulations. Therefore,

it is possible to investigate the impact of the deconfining phase transition on the physical

properties of quarkonia.

The success of the potential non-relativistic QCD justifies the description of heavy quarko-

nia in terms of a static potential[10, 11] and a quantum-mechanical treatment based on

the Schrödinger equation becomes applicable. In this work, we adopt a hybrid approach

based on a phenomenological heavy-quark potential model and the BFET to analyze the

in-medium properties of the quarkonium states. We will focus on the influence of a nontriv-

ial Polyakov loop on the complex heavy-quark potential, and thus on the binding energies

and decay widths of charmonia and bottomonia in a semi-QGP. As the only temperature-
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dependent parameter in the phenomenological model, the screening mass is determined

non-perturbatively within the effective theory. The validity of such a hybrid approach is

verified by comparing the model predictions on the complex heavy-quark potential with the

corresponding lattice data. The lattice simulations reported in [12] show a screened real part

of the static potential which is supported by the traditional understanding from the theo-

retical point of view that color screening produced by the light quarks and gluons weakens

the interaction between the quark-antiquark pair. However, more recent lattice data sug-

gest an unscreened real part of the static potential[13, 14], and a similar conclusion is also

found through the application of a deep neural network[15]. The inconsistency among the

different lattice data is found to be due to different hypotheses for the shapes of the spectral

function[16]. At present, we still need to wait for a conclusive result from lattice studies. In

the current work, we will use the simulation data from [12] when making a comparison with

our model predictions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the improved Karsch-

Mehr-Satz (KMS) potential model and the background field effective theory, which jointly

determine the complex heavy-quark potential without using any temperature-dependent pa-

rameter. We also show the good agreement obtained by comparing model predictions with

the lattice simulations. In Sec. III, in-medium properties of the heavy-quark bound states

under the given potential model are studied. We first consider bound states with extremely

large quark masses, and some analytical results are derived with the quantum-mechanical

perturbation theory. By solving the Schrödinger equation, we also obtain the binding en-

ergies and decay widths for several low-lying charmonium and bottomonium bound states,

and discuss the influence of a nontrivial Polyakov loop on these physical quantities. We list

some important conclusions drawn from this work in Sec. IV.

II. THE COMPLEX HEAVY-QUARK POTENTIAL IN THE SEMI-QGP

Due to the large quark masses, quarkonia can be studied by using the Schrödinger equa-

tion in which a proper non-relativistic potential model is very essential in determining the

physical properties of the bound states. At finite temperatures, many phenomenological

models have been proposed. The well-known Karsch-Mehr-Satz (KMS) potential model[17]

and its improved versions take a form of the screened Cornell potential and have been
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widely used to study the in-medium properties of quarkonia. For example, an improved

KMS potential model as proposed in [18] reads1

ReV (r̂) = −αs

(

mD +
e−r̂

r

)

+
2σ

mD
[1− exp (−r̂)]− σ

mD
r̂ exp (−r̂) , (1)

where r denotes the separation distance between the quark and antiquark, and r̂ ≡ rmD

with mD being the Debye screening mass. In addition, the QCD coupling constant is given

by αs = g2CF/(4π) and σ is the string tension. The static potential can be defined by

Fourier transforming the temporal component of the (retarded) gluon propagator DR(P ) in

the static limit

ReV (r̂) = −g2CF

∫

d3p

(2π)3
(

eip·r − 1
)

DR(ω = 0,p) . (2)

Accordingly, the potential model in Eq. (1) indicates that the gluon propagator can be

formally written as DR ≡ DR,c +DR,s with

DR,c(ω = 0,p) =
1

p2 +m2
D

,

DR,s(ω = 0,p) =
m2

G

(p2 +m2
D)

2
+

4m2
Gm

2
D

(p2 +m2
D)

3
. (3)

In the above equation, m2
G = 2σ/αs is a dimensional constant related to the gluon condensate

in vacuum[19]. The Coulomb part DR,c in the propagator can be derived from the HTLpt

by considering gluon self-energy insertion into the bare propagator. The string part DR,s

appearing as a phenomenological contribution dominates at large distances.

It can be checked that when the medium effect is removed, i.e., mD → 0, the improved

KMS potential model is reduced to vacuum Cornell potential as required. For simplicity, the

coupling constant and the string tension are assumed to be temperature independent which

can be fixed by fitting the lattice potential at zero temperature2. Consequently, medium

modifications on the Cornell potential are entirely encoded in the screening mass. On the

other hand, as a key assumption in the KMS potential model, the very same screening scale

as appears in the Coulomb term also shows up in the non-perturbative string contribution.

Therefore, such a screening mass should be understood as a non-perturbative quantity for

consistency. Although an infinite series of the perturbative Feynman diagrams are involved

within the HTL resummation framework, it is still not a full non-perturbative treatment,

1 We first discuss the real part of the static potential and come to the imaginary part later.
2 The corresponding values are found to be αs ≈ 0.272 and σ ≈ 0.215GeV2.
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especially for the physics at temperatures not far above Td. Recall that the results of the

thermodynamics from HTLpt cannot reproduce the corresponding lattice simulations in

semi-QGP, it is therefore not surprising to see that the improved KMS potential model in

Eq. (1) gives an unsatisfactory description of the in-medium heavy-quark potential when

the non-perturbative screening mass is determined based on HTLpt, which at leading order

reads mD = gT for SU(3) gauge theory. According to Fig. 1, for temperatures close to Td,

the model predictions obviously undershoot the lattice data taken from [12], although the

agreements are gradually improved as the temperature increases. In these plots, the leading

order screening mass is evaluated with the two-loop running coupling g which is given by

g−2(T ) = 2β0 ln (2πT/ΛMS) +
β1

β0

ln [2 ln (2πT/ΛMS)] , (4)

with β0 = 11/(16π2) and β1 = 102/(256π4). In numerical evaluations, we choose ΛMS ≈
350MeV.

It is worth noting that if we take the Debye mass mD as a free parameter, Eq. (1) can fit

the lattice data very well, which in turn gives the value of the screening mass at a specific

temperature[18]. This fact justifies that, given the correct behaviors of the screening mass,

such a screened form of the Cornell potential is able to provide a good reproduction of

the lattice potential. Without resorting to the lattice data, we will try to make use of the

screening mass obtained in the BFET to assess the possible improvement on the agreement

between the lattice data and model predictions.

According to lattice QCD, the values of the Polyakov loop are nonzero but less than unity

in the semi-QGP. To model such a partially deconfined phase, the BFET self-consistently

introduces a nonzero classical background field Acl
0 for the gauge field. It is diagonal in the

color space and can be written as (Acl
0 )ab ≡ δabQa/g. The background field Q is expected to

have a proper temperature dependence, leading to a Polyakov loop that exhibits the desired

behavior during the phase transition. However, this cannot be realized in the perturbation

framework because the system is always in the completely deconfined phase according to

the equation of motion that Q should obey. To drive the system to confinement, a non-

perturbative contribution ∼ M2T 2 must be added to the perturbative effective potential

∼ T 4. There are two ways to generate this contribution. One is to add a mass term

M2 in the inverse bare gluon propagator and expand the resulting effective potential by

requiring M ≪ T [20]. The other is to consider the contribution from two-dimensional ghosts
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embedded isotropically in four dimensions where M acts as an upper limit of the transverse

momentum of the embedded ghost field[6]. In any case, M is not a free parameter that can

be fixed by requiring the deconfining phase transition to occur at Td.

By analogy with the calculation in the HTLpt, we can re-derive the resummed gluon

propagator DR,c as given in Eq. (3) within the BFET by inserting the Q-dependent gluon

self-energy into the bare propagator. The static limit of the retarded gluon propagator

Daa,bb
R,c (P ) for the diagonal gluons in SU(3) is given by[21]

∑

ab

Paa,bbDaa,bb
R,c (ω = 0,p) =

1

p2 +
(

M(1)
D

)2 +
1

p2 +
(

M(2)
D

)2 . (5)

In the above equation, we used the double line basis3 where the gluons are denoted by a

pair of color indices ab with a, b = 1, 2, 3 and the projection operator is defined as Pab,cd =

δadδbc − δabδcd/3. More details about the double line basis can be found in [22, 23]. The

explicit forms of the Q-modified screening masses associated with the two diagonal gluons

are given by

M(1)
D = mD

√

1 + β + 2s2/3− 2s , and M(2)
D = mD

√

1 + β + 2s2 − 10s/3 . (6)

Here, β = 3M2/(4π2T 2) and M2 = 40π2T 2
d /81. The background field is a traceless matrix

parameterized as Q = 2πT (s/3, 0,−s/3) and its T -dependence can be obtained according

to the equation of motion in the effective theory, s = (3 −
√
9− 24β)/4. In fact, Eq. (6)

shows the explicit Q-modification on the screening mass mD in HTLpt. Furthermore, the

propagator for off-diagonal gluons reads

Dab,ba
R,c (ω = 0,p) =

1

p2 +
(

M(ab)
D

)2 , (7)

with a 6= b. The corresponding Q-modified screening masses associated with the six off-

diagonal gluons in SU(3) are given by

M(23)
D = M(32)

D = M(12)
D = M(21)

D = mD

√

1 + β + 7s2/9− 5s/3 ,

M(13)
D = M(31)

D = mD

√

1 + β + 10s2/9− 2s . (8)

3 Due to the over-completeness of the generators in the double line basis, the individual component of the

diagonal propagator Daa,bb

R,c cannot be uniquely determined, instead, only the sum as given in Eq. (5) has

an unambiguous expression.
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The screening mass in the HTLpt is diagonal in color space, namely, the N2−1 gluons in

SU(N) acquire the same mD. However, a nontrivial color structure appears in the presence

of a background field, and the gluons become distinguishable by their associated screening

masses. The screening behavior determined by HTLpt is reliable only when the temper-

ature is far above Td. On the other hand, we can naturally expect that the Q-modified

screening masses have an improved non-perturbative property because the effective theory

can correctly describe the T -dependent Polyakov loop as well as the rapid change of the

thermodynamics in the semi-QGP.

Adopting the key assumption used in the KMS potential model, i.e., the same screening

scale appears in both Coulomb and string term, we can get the string part of the gluon

propagator as follows

∑

abcd

Pab,cdDab,cd
R,s (ω = 0,p) =

8
∑

i=1

m2
G

(

p2 +
(

M[i]
D

)2
)2 +

4m2
G

(

M[i])
D

)2

(

p2 +
(

M[i]
D

)2
)3 . (9)

In the above equation, the eight screening masses in SU(3) as given in Eqs. (6) and (8) are

collectively denoted by M[i]
D for simplicity. By rewriting Eq. (3) in terms of the double line

basis4

Re Ṽ (r̂) = − g2

2N

∑

colors

∫

d3p

(2π)3
(eip·r − 1)Pab,cdDab,cd

R (ω = 0,p) , (10)

we find that the Q-modification on the improved KMS potential model is very simple which

only amounts to a replacement of the screening mass mD with the Q-modified ones. There-

fore, we arrive at

Re Ṽ (r̂) =
1

8

8
∑

i=1

[

−αs

(

M[i]
D +

e−r̂[i]

r

)

+
2σ

M[i]
D

(

1− exp
(

−r̂[i]
) )

− σ

M[i]
D

r̂[i] exp
(

−r̂[i]
)

]

, (11)

with r̂[i] = rM[i]
D .

To demonstrate how the Q-modification plays a role in improving the model predictions

on static potential, we make a comparison between the lattice data and the corresponding

results from Eqs. (1) and (11). As shown in Fig. 1, without relying on any temperature

dependent parameter5, a very good agreement with the data can be achieved based on

4 We use V and Ṽ to denote the static potential with and without the background field modification,

respectively. This also applies to other physical quantities, such as the binding energy E and Ẽ, the decay

width Γ and Γ̃, etc.
5 Recall that the two parameters αs and σ are temperature independent and fixed by the lattice potential

in vacuum.
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FIG. 1. Comparisons of ReV between the lattice data from [12] and the improved KMS potential

models at different temperatures. The model predictions based on the HTLpt and the BFET are

denoted by the solid and dashed curves, respectively. The discontinuity of the potential at Td in

the BFET is also shown in the first plot.

Eq. (11). Compared to the predictions from Eq. (1), the improvement becomes significant

as the temperature approaches Td. This is because the influence of a nonzero background

field is most accentuated in a narrow temperature region above Td where the quarkonium

studies also become most relevant. Furthermore, at large separation distances, a sharp

increase in the asymptotic values of the potential near the deconfining temperature can

be found in the Q-modified model which is very essential to determine the binding energy

of the bound states. On the other hand, the background field vanishes very quickly with

increasing temperature and has a negligible impact at high temperatures where HTLpt is

sufficient to describe the screening behavior of the medium. However, at a relatively high

temperature, for example T = 406MeV, a visible deviation from the data at large distances

shows up which indicates that instead of considering the Q-modification, contributions to

the screening mass beyond the leading-order approximation in the HTLpt could be more

important for a better agreement. Finally, it is worth to point out that the effective theory

predicts a discontinuity of the Polyakov loop at the deconfining temperature which reflects

the nature of a first order phase transition in SU(3). Therefore, the Q-modified screening

masses are not uniquely determined at this temperature and their values depend on how the
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temperature approaches Td, from below T → T−

d or from above T → T+
d . Consequently, at

any specific distance, the static potential in Eq. (11) is double valued when T = Td, see the

first plot in this figure. This phenomenon results in an impact on the in-medium properties

of the quarkonia which will be further discussed later.

As the only T -dependent parameter in the improved KMS potential model, the screening

mass is crucial to determine the behaviors of the in-medium static potential. Therefore, we

also compare the screening masses from HTLpt (mD) and BFET (Mava
D ) with the corre-

sponding results obtained by fitting the real part of the lattice potential based on the same

phenomenological model. In order to make such a comparison, the screening mass Mava
D is

actually the average value of the eight Q-modified masses M[i]
D . As we can see in Fig. 2, the

averaged screening masses in BFET can reproduce the fitting results reasonably well, espe-

cially in a temperature region near Td. This observation is consistent with the improvements

demonstrated in Fig. 1.

mD

ℳ
D

ava

Fit

1.0 1.1 1�� 1.3 1.4
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0��
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0.6

0.8
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��
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��
�
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�
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�



]

FIG. 2. Comparison of the screening mass determined in different ways.

An important feature of the heavy-quark potential at finite temperature is that it develops

an imaginary part, leading to a finite decay width of the quarkonium state in a hot medium.

After replacing the retarded gluon propagator DR(P ) in Eq. (2) by the symmetric one

DF (P ), the imaginary part of the potential can be obtained through the following Fourier

transform[18]

ImV (r̂) = −g2CF

∫

d3p

(2π)3
(

eip·r − 1
) 1

2
DF (ω = 0,p) , (12)
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with DF ≡ DF,c +DF,s and

DF,c(ω = 0,p) = − 2πTm2
D

p(p2 +m2
D)

2
,

DF,s(ω = 0,p) = −12πT
m2

Gm
2
D

p

[ 2m2
D

(p2 +m2
D)

4
− 1

(p2 +m2
D)

3

]

. (13)

As long as the exact form of the retarded/advanced gluon propagator is specified, the

symmetric propagator can be obtained through the following relation

DF (P ) =
(

1 + 2n(ω)
)

sgn(ω)
(

DR(P )−DA(P )
)

, (14)

where n(ω) denotes the Bose-Einstein distribution and sgn(ω) is the sign function. This

is actually the Dyson-Schwinger equation in thermal equilibrium, where the retarded, ad-

vanced, and symmetric gluon self-energies satisfy the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger condition. To

derive the static limit of the string contribution to the symmetric propagator, according

to Eq. (14), we need to assume a proper ω-dependence in the non-perturbative string part

of the retarded/advanced propagator. This is because in the small ω limit, n(ω) ∼ 1/ω,

and thus the leading order term in the small ω expansion of DR(P ) − DA(P ) should be

proportional to ω. In the improved KMS model, the same ω-dependence as appears in the

perturbative DR/A,c(P ) has also been used in DR/A,s(P ), that is, the following replacement

should be applied to the static propagator DR/A,s(ω = 0,p),

m2
D → m2

D

( ω

2p
ln

ω + p± iǫ

ω − p± iǫ
− 1

)

. (15)

The explicit form of the symmetric propagator as given in Eq. (13) leads to the following

imaginary part of static potential,

ImV (r̂) = −αsTφ2(r̂) +
8σT

m2
D

φ3(r̂)−
24σT

m2
D

φ4(r̂) . (16)

In the above equation, the function φn(r̂) is defined as

φn(r̂) = 2

∫

∞

0

dz
z

(z2 + 1)n

[

1− sin(zr̂)

zr̂

]

. (17)

Generalizing the above calculation to the semi-QGP turns out to be straightforward be-

cause the Q-modified retarded/advanced propagator is already known and the ω-dependence

can be introduced through a similar replacement as given in Eq. (15) for each individual

10



screening mass. However, since the propagator is not diagonal in color space when using the

double line basis, we rewrite Eq. (14) with the explicit color indices as

∑

colors

Pab,cdDab,cd
F (P ) =

(

1 + 2n(ω)
)

sgn(ω)
∑

colors

Pab,cd
(

Dab,cd
R (P )−Dab,cd

A (P )
)

. (18)

Accordingly, the imaginary part of the heavy-quark potential can be obtained by a similar

Fourier transform as given in Eq. (10) by changing Dab,cd
R into Dab,cd

F /2. Notice that a back-

ground field affects the distributions of the thermal partons with typical momentum ∼ T .

However, for soft partons with typical momentum ∼ gT , we neglect the possible corrections

to their distribution in the above equation. This makes the resulting symmetric propagator

Dab,cd
F (P ) analogous to that as given in Eq. (13) when taking the static limit. In addition, to

get the above relation, we assume that the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger condition also holds in

the BFET although it has only been verified in a perturbative way by considering a nonzero

background field[24].

Given the above discussions, we can get the imaginary part of the static potential in the

presence of a nonzero background field,

Im Ṽ (r̂) =
1

8

8
∑

i=1

(

− αsTφ2(r̂[i]) +
8σT

(

M[i]
D

)2φ3(r̂[i])−
24σT
(

M[i]
D

)2φ4(r̂[i])

)

. (19)

Similar as the real part of the potential, we only need a replacement of mD with the Q-

modified M[i]
D when switching from the HTLpt to the BFET. Given the improved KMS

potential model, such a replacement can be naturally expected because the change in the

medium properties in semi-QGP should be reflected in the modification of the screening

mass. By comparing the results from Eq. (16) and Eq. (19) with the lattice data, Fig. 3

shows the corresponding improvements in the imaginary part of the static potential. It is

found that in general, better agreement with the data can be obtained after taking into

account the Q-modification. The influence of the background field becomes most significant

near the deconfining temperature, and a satisfactory reproduction of the lattice data can be

realized in a wide temperature region, especially for small separation distances between the

heavy quark and antiquark. Despite the large uncertainties in the lattice simulation as the

distance increases, we see a discrepancy between the data and model predictions at large

distances. However, quarkonium states that can survive above Td are bounded in a size that

cannot be very large according to previous studies[25], therefore, this discrepancy appears

to be irrelevant for our studies.
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FIG. 3. Comparisons of ImV between the lattice data from [12] and the improved KMS potential

models at different temperatures. The model predictions based on the HTLpt and the BFET are

denoted by the solid and dashed curves, respectively. The discontinuity of the potential at Td in

the BFET is also shown in the first plot.

Previously, the BFET has been used to study the collisional energy loss of a heavy quark

in semi-QGP[26]. In comparison to the results obtained from HTLpt, the suppression of

the energy loss indicates a strong non-perturbative effect. The above comparisons with the

first principle calculations indirectly justify the use of the effective theory, especially the

non-perturbative behaviors of the screening masses near the deconfining temperature.

Finally, we mention that in addition to the KMS potential model, there are some other

phenomenological models on the market[27, 28]. In these models, the medium effect is in-

troduced through the dielectric function which is directly related to the resummed gluon

propagator. As a result, the Q-modification can be taken into account in these models

through a similar replacement of the Debye mass. From the point of view of model con-

struction, the model in [27] appears simpler as it relies on fewer model assumptions, i.e.,

the potential model is obtained by correcting the Cornell potential through the complex

dielectric function. For consistency, such a dielectric function should be determined non-

perturbatively. However, neither HTLpt nor BFET can determine a reasonable dielectric

function by which the model would reproduce the lattice data. In fact, we find that this

potential model requires an even smaller screening mass than the Q-modified ones to fit

12



the data for the real part of the potential; however, a simultaneous fit to both the real and

imaginary parts seems unlikely.

III. IN-MEDIUM PROPERTIES OF QUARKONIA IN THE PRESENCE OF A

BACKGROUND FIELD

In the presence of a non-trivial Polyakov loop, we have shown that there exists a sig-

nificant Q-modification on the complex heavy-quark potential in the semi-QGP. It would

be interesting to study the corresponding modifications on the in-medium properties of a

quarkonium state, such as the binding energy, decay width, and dissociation temperature.

To do so, we first consider a bound state with an extremely large quark mass so that the

Q-modification can be obtained through the quantum-mechanical perturbation theory. For

realistic quark masses, we determine the in-medium properties of charmonia and bottomo-

nia by numerically solving the Schrödinger equation based on the improved KMS potential

model with and without a background field.

A. Medium corrections to a Coulombic state

For an extremely large quark mass M , the quark and antiquark are tightly bounded with

a Bohr radius ∼ 1/(αsM) much smaller than the screening length ∼ 1/mD. For r̂ ≪ 1, the

medium effect can be considered as a small perturbation to the vacuum Coulomb potential.

Therefore, we can expand the real part of the potential as the following

ReV (r̂ ≪ 1) = −αs

r
+
( σ

mD

− αsmD

2

)

r̂ +O(r̂2) . (20)

The static potential at infinitely large distance approaches −αsmD + 2σ/mD, and thus the

binding energy for the ground state 1S is given by6

E =
α2
sM

4
− αsmD +

2σ

mD

+
3(αsm

2
D − 2σ)

2αsM
, (21)

where the last term is the medium induced correction to the eigenenergy −α2
sM/4 of a

Coulombic state.

6 We actually consider the absolute values of the binding energies.
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In the presence of a nonzero background field, the corresponding binding energy Ẽ can

be obtained from Eq. (21) by making the following change on those terms depend on mD

F(mD) →
1

8

8
∑

i=1

F(M[i]
D) . (22)

The leading-order contribution to Ẽ − E comes from the Q-modification on the (real part

of the) static potential at infinity which has no dependence on the quark mass and can be

studied through the ratio R∞ ≡ (Re Ṽ∞ − ReV∞)/ReV∞. In Fig. 4, we show the tempera-

ture dependence of R∞ for the Coulomb and string parts separately. Due to the weakened

screening strength in semi-QGP, the increase in the potential at infinity indicates an in-

creased binding energy. In particular, near the deconfining temperature, the background

field has a dramatic effect on the string part of R∞ that can reach ∼ 85% as T → Td. Con-

sequently, the change in the binding energy is approximately equal to 1.7σ/mD. Although

it is quantitatively small as compared to the eigenenergy in the large M limit, such a change

may play an important role in determining the binding energies for quarkonia with finite

quark masses.

R∞ ,c

R∞ ,s

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Td/T

R
∞

FIG. 4. Temperature dependence of the Q-modification on the (real part of the) static potential

at infinity which is denoted by R∞. Results are shown for the Coulomb part R∞,c and string part

R∞,s, separately.

On the other hand, the Q-modification on the eigenenergy gives rise to the subleading

contribution to Ẽ − E which is suppressed by a factor of ∼ mD/(αsM). At this order, the

background field does not affect the string term in the potential; therefore, the modification

leads to a decrease in the binding energy. In the high-temperature limit where the back-

ground field behaves as ∼ (Td/T )
2, we find a simple expression for the Q-modified binding
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energy,

Ẽ ≈ E +
5

27

(

αsmD +
2σ

mD

)(Td

T

)2

− 5

9

m2
D

M

(Td

T

)2

. (23)

The above analysis also applies to excited states and similar conclusions can be drawn.

Furthermore, we point out that higher order correction to the Coulomb potential as given

in Eq. (20) leads to a split of the binding energy for the first excited state. A nonzero

background field will increase the energy gap between the 1P and 2S states by 14m2
D/27M

as T → Td.

At finite temperature, the complex heavy-quark potential results in an imaginary part

for the eigenenergies that directly relates to the decay width Γ of the bound states. For

extremely large M , we can also treat the imaginary part of the potential as a perturbation

to the vacuum Coulomb potential. For small r̂, the leading order term in ImV reads

ImV (r̂ ≪ 1) =
αsT

3
r̂2 ln r̂ , (24)

which gives the following decay width for the ground state 1S

Γ =
4m2

DT

αsM2
ln

αsM

2mD
. (25)

Notice that the contribution to Γ from the string term is suppressed by ∼ m2
D/(αsM)2 as

compared to the above equation, and thus dropped in our calculation. The background field

modification on the decay width can be obtained similarly by using Eq. (22). In the limit

αsM ≫ mD, the Q-modification on the screening mass mD inside the logarithm can be

neglected and the change of the decay width can be expressed by the following ratio

RΓ =
Γ̃− Γ

Γ
=

1

24

√

81− 80
(Td

T

)2

− 5

27

(Td

T

)2

− 3

8
. (26)

The above result shows that there is a reduced decay width in the presence of a nonzero

background field. At the deconfining temperature, the influence is very large and |RΓ| ∼
50%. Eq. (26) is also valid for excited states. We also find that although the difference of

Γ between the 2S and 1P states is reduced due to the background field, however, the ratio

(Γ2S − Γ1P )/Γ2S = 2/7 remains in a semi-QGP.

The above discussions are applicable in the deconfined phase; therefore, the temperature

approaches Td from above, i.e., T → T+
d . As already mentioned before, the discontinuity

of the Polyakov loop at Td corresponds to a double-valued potential; it is thus important
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to study the behaviors of the heavy bound states as T → T−

d where the background field

s = 1. We determine the jump in both the binding energy and the decay width when the

deconfining phase transition occurs,

ẼT−

d
≈ ẼT+

d
+ 1.06

σ

mD
, and Γ̃T−

d
≈ 0.77Γ̃T+

d
. (27)

In the above equation, we only consider the leading order contribution to the decay width,

while for the binding energy, the dominant contribution comes from the jump in ReV∞

where a contribution ∼ 0.10αsmD from the Coulomb term is dropped because, for typical

values of the screening mass, it is much smaller than the corresponding contribution from

the string term. When transiting to the confined phase, there is a ∼ 20% decrease in the

decay width; and the binding energy increases by ∼ 1.06σ/mD which, in the large quark

mass limit, is negligible compared to the magnitude of the binding energy itself ∼ α2
sM .

However, a substantial effect on the binding of quarkonium states with finite quark masses

can be expected.

Based on the above results, quarkonium states are more tightly bounded when the in-

fluence of a nonzero background field is taken into account. For very large quark masses,

the decrease in the decay widths is power suppressed as compared to the increase in the

binding energies. As a result, higher dissociation temperatures in a semi-QGP are mainly

attributed to the increased binding energies. It must be noted that conclusions in this sub-

section are only for qualitative purposes. A quantitative assessment on the Q-modification

on the in-medium properties of bottomonia and charmonia requires numerical solving of the

Schrödinger equation, which will be discussed in the next subsection.

B. The properties of charmonia and bottomonia in the semi-QGP

Using a parallelized solver called quantumFDTD[29, 30], the Schrödinger equation is

numerically solved with the improved KMS potential models. For comparison, we consider

potential models with and without a background field whose explicit forms can be found in

Eqs. (1) and (11) for the real part and in Eqs. (16) and (19) for the imaginary part. The

eigen/binding energies and the decay widths for several low-lying quarkonium bound states

are obtained at various temperatures located in semi-QGP. In the numerical evaluations, the

lattice size of L = Na ≈ 2.56 fm with a lattice spacing a = 0.050GeV−1 ≈ 0.01 fm is used for
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the ground state of bottomonia Υ(1S). For the first excited state of bottomonia χb(1P ) and

the ground state of charmonia J/Ψ, we choose a = 0.085GeV−1 and N = 256, corresponding

to a lattice size of 4.35 fm. In addition, the quark masses are given by Mc = 1.3GeV and

Mb = 4.7GeV.
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FIG. 5. Temperature dependence of the eigenenergies and decay widths with and without the

Q-modifications for different quarkonium states.

According to the results in Fig. 5, there is a moderate decrease/increase appearing in

the decay widths/eigenenergies after taking into account the background field. With a sim-

ilar root-mean-square radius, the quantitative changes are almost the same for quarkonium

states χb(1P ) and J/Ψ, but reduced for the more bounded Υ(1S). On the other hand, the

background field induces a remarkable modification on the binding energies which can be

found in Fig. 6. As the temperature approaches Td, an increase ∼ 0.7GeV in the bind-

ing energies is found for all the quarkonium states under consideration. Interestingly, this

amount approximately equals the corresponding increase in the static potential at infinity.

In contrast, the quantitative change in the eigenenergies is less than ∼ 10% of the amount

increased in the binding energies as shown in Fig. 5. Therefore, the Q-modification on the

binding energy is mainly caused by the large increase in ReV∞ near the transition point.

Notice that in order to make the dissociation temperatures visible, we double the values

of decay widths in Fig. 6, so that the cross points of Ẽ and Γ̃ or E and Γ determine the

dissociation temperatures with or without the Q-modification, respectively. It is clear that

the nonzero background field also affects the dissociation temperatures which increase as a

consequence of the increased E together with the decreased Γ. For χb(1P ) and J/Ψ, the

dissociation temperature is roughly increased by ∼ 20%. However, the corresponding influ-

ence becomes much weaker for Υ(1S) due to its higher dissociation temperature, at which

the background field is too small to induce a considerable modification.
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FIG. 6. Temperature dependence of the binding energies and decay widths with and without the

Q-modifications for different quarkonium states. As compared to Fig. 5, the values of the decay

widths are doubled in this figure.

In the presence of a background field, the resulting change in ReV∞ being dominant over

the corresponding change in Eeig actually coincides with our finding in Sec. IIIA for the

extremely heavy bound states. However, for finite quark masses, the relative correction to

the binding energy defined as RE ≡ (Ẽ−E)/E is no longer negligible. According to Fig. 7,

near the deconfining temperature, the ratio RE can reach 150% for Υ(1S), which is even

larger for χb(1P ) and J/Ψ. Therefore, the thermal density of the quarkonium states, being

exponentially proportional to E/T , will be strongly enhanced by the background field. This

enhancement only persists in a narrow temperature region because RE drops very quickly

with increasing temperature, which is consistent with the very different slopes of Ẽ and E

as observed in Fig. 6. On the other hand, despite a moderate decrease in magnitude, the

relative correction to the decay width increases to ∼ 40% as approaching the deconfining

temperature7. Although not as significant as the relative correction to the binding energy,

the Q-modification may also play a role in determining the decay of the bound states and

thus in describing the in-medium suppression of the final quarkonium spectra. We also

mention that the relative correction to the eigenenergy REeig
≡ (Ẽeig − Eeig)/Eeig shows a

similar T -dependent behavior as RΓ, however, the maximum of REeig
doesn’t exceed ∼ 20%

as found in Fig. 7, indicating a weakened influence from the background field.

Finally, we also consider the discontinuities in the binding energies and decay widths at

the deconfining temperature. The results are presented in Table I, which turn out to be

consistent with the previous conclusions for the extremely heavy bound states as given in

Eq. (27). The jump in the binding energies and decay widths will further affect the ther-

7 Recall that the absolute value of RΓ approaches ∼ 50% as T → Td for extremely heavy bound states.
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FIG. 7. The relative corrections to the binding energies RE , the decay widths RΓ, and the eigenen-

ergies REeig
as a function of the scaled temperature for different quarkonium states. The definitions

of the three ratios can be found in the text.

mal density of the quarkonium states, which could be quite substantial given the significant

change, especially in the binding energies. For realistic QCD with dynamical quarks, the

deconfining phase transition becomes a crossover. Although these discontinuities would dis-

appear, one can still expect a rather different binding and decay behavior in semi-QGP, and

thus an important modification on the density evolution of the quarkonium states towards

the phase transition point, as compared to the case with a vanishing background field.

(Ẽ, Γ̃) T → T−

d T → T+
d

Υ(1S) (1.647, 0.013) (1.211, 0.016)

χb(1P ) (1.333, 0.037) (0.903, 0.045)

J/Ψ (1.360, 0.044) (0.932, 0.054)

TABLE I. The binding energies and decay widths at the phase transition point for different quarko-

nium states. We consider the temperature approaching Td from below T → T−

d and from above

T → T+
d . All results are given in units of GeV.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

As the order parameter of the deconfining phase transition, nontrivial values of the

Polyakov loop near the deconfining temperature indicate a partial deconfinement of the

strongly interacting medium and could be described by a classical background field Acl
0

for the gauge potential. In this work, we investigated the in-medium properties of heavy

quarkonium states in such a partially deconfined plasma.
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We adopted the improved KMS potential model, which contains the Debye screening mass

as the only T -dependent parameter. This potential model quantitatively reproduced the

lattice simulations on the complex heavy-quark potential in a parameter-independent way

provided that screening masses were determined with the background field effective theory.

Compared with the hard-thermal-loop perturbation theory, a significant improvement on

the non-perturbative properties of the screening mass was achieved based on the effective

theory.

Given the complex heavy-quark potential model, in-medium properties of the quarkonium

states were obtained by solving the Schördinger equation, where we focused on the influence

of a nontrivial Polyakov loop on the binding and decay of the heavy bound states in a semi-

QGP. After taking into account the background field, the binding energies grew dramatically

as the temperature approached the deconfining point. This was mainly due to a large increase

in the real part of the potential at infinite separation; therefore, the changed amount was

roughly the same for all the bound states. On the other hand, although the decay widths

showed only a moderate decrease in magnitude, the relative corrections were still significant,

indicating a non-negligible effect on quarkonium decay. In general, quarkonium states were

more tightly bounded in a partially deconfined medium. However, a notable increase in the

dissociation temperature was found only for large-size states, such as χb(1P ) and J/Ψ, while

the dissociation of tightly bounded Υ(1S) was not sensitive to the presence of a background

field. In addition, a discontinuity of the order parameter at the deconfining temperature

appeared in the effective theory for SU(3) gauge theory. Consequently, we found a jump in

both binding energies and decay widths when the phase transition occurred.

As the background field gave rise to a substantial influence on the binding and decay

of quarkonia, it would be interesting to investigate such a Q-modification on the density

evolution of quarkonia during the expansion of the fireball which is expected to give a

considerable modification to the final quarkonium spectra. Further work along this line

needs to be done in the future.
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