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Abstract

Quarkonia, the bound states of heavy quark-antiquark pairs, are important
tools for studying the quark-gluon plasma (QGP). In this study, we exam-
ine the behavior of in-medium quarkonium bound states in the QGP by
analyzing their spectral functions at two temperatures, T = 220MeV and
T = 293MeV. We use physics-motivated information to reconstruct the
spectral function from the Euclidean lattice correlator. Near the threshold,
the spectral function is estimated through a complex potential, determined
non-perturbatively from Wilson line correlators. Our results show that the
real part of the potential undergoes color screening above Tpc, while the
imaginary part grows rapidly with increasing distance and temperature. For
the ultraviolet (UV) part of the spectral function, we use the perturbative
vacuum spectral function, as the temperature effects are suppressed in this
region. In the absence of a transport peak in the pseudoscalar channel, we
find that this combination effectively describes the pseudoscalar correlator
on the lattice, calculated using relativistic quark fields. Our results show
that pseudoscalar charmonium (ηc) experiences significant thermal effects,
as indicated by the broadening of the ηc(1S) state. In contrast, the ηb(1S)
state remains intact, with a sharp bound state peak.
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1. Introduction

Among various probes, quarkonia have played a crucial role in under-
standing the quark-gluon plasma produced in heavy-ion collision experiments
at RHIC [1] and LHC [2]. Quarkonia are formed during the early stages of
heavy-ion collisions through hard scattering processes and subsequently prop-
agate through the quark-gluon plasma. Interactions with the plasma suppress
the net yield of quarkonia observed in heavy-ion collisions compared to expec-
tations from proton-proton collisions. This suppression is considered a key
signal of plasma formation, as the quark-gluon plasma induces color screen-
ing, inhibiting quarkonium binding [3]. However, this concept of dissociation
has been refined to account additional effeccts such as Landau damping [4]
caused by inelastic scattering of spatial gluons and singlet-to-octet transition
[5], which contributes to the thermal decay of quarkonia within the plasma.

To understand this suppression, one needs to know the real-time dynam-
ics, which are encoded in the spectral function of quarkonia. In this proceed-
ing, we present results for quarkonia spectral functions obtained from lattice
QCD. On the lattice, one computes the correlation function in imaginary
time, which is related to the spectral function by the following relation:

C(τ) =

∫

∞

0

dω

π
ρ(ω)

cosh[ω(τ − 1
2T
)]

sinh[ ω
2T
]

. (1)

Extracting the spectral function from lattice QCD using the above rela-
tion is an ill-posed problem, as many spectral functions can reproduce the
same lattice correlator within error bars. Consequently, additional physical
input is necessary for spectral reconstruction. Significant progress has been
made in this area through Bayesian analysis, such as the Maximum Entropy
Method (MEM) [6, 7] and Bayesian Reconstruction (BR) technique [8].

In this work, we follow the approach outlined in [9, 10] and calculate the
spectral function by combining contributions from different energy regions.
The spectral functions at high energy (ω ≫ 2Mq) can be calculated using
vacuum perturbation theory as thermal effects are suppresed in this region.
Near ω ∼ 2Mq, naive perturbation theory breaks down and the spectral
function can be calculated by solving a Schrödinger equation with a thermal
potential, which is essentially resumming ladder like gluon exchange diagrams
between the quark-antiquark pair [11, 30].

The ω ≪ 2Mq region however depends on the spectral function chan-
nel. For example, in the vector channel, the ω ∼ 0 region involves transport
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contributions, where the width is related to the heavy quark diffusion coef-
ficient, which has been extensively studied on the lattice [12, 13, 14, 15, 16,
17, 18, 19]. In contrast, the pseudoscalar channel does not have transport
contributions, making it more suitable for studying bound states near the
threshold.

Here we will calculate the spectral function near the threshold region
using a non-perutbative potential. However, calculating this potential also
poses challenges, as it requires extracting the spectral function of the Wilson
loop [20]. Similar to quarkonia correlator there are studies for the extraction
of thermal potential using MEM and BR techinques [20, 21]. In this work,
we adopt the method proposed in [22], which is guided by physical insights
and has also been used to calculate the potential in the color-octet channel
[23].

For the calculation of the correlation functions we use gauge field config-
urations generated with the HISQ action with (2+1)-flavors with a physical
strange quarks mass and a pion mass of 320 MeV, with a lattice spacing of
a = 0.028 fm. The pseudo-critical temperature is around 180 MeV for these
parameters. These configurations have already been used in other papers by
the HotQCD collaboration [16], [28], [29].

On these lattices, quarkonium correlators are calculated using clover-
improved Wilson fermions, where we use a tadpole-improved clover coeffi-
cient, cSW . The hopping term coefficient, κ, was tuned to reproduce the
experimental spin-averaged value of the quarkonium 1S states. The temper-
atures for which we present results are 220 MeV and 293 MeV, corresponding
to temporal extents of Nτ = 32 and Nτ = 24, respectively. The Wilson line
correlators have also been measured on these configurations for the extraction
of the thermal potential. Some measurements of the Wilson line correlators
used in this paper, have been taken from [28].

This contribution is organized as follows: In the next section, we outline
the method for calculating the thermal potential from lattice and show our
results on potential. In section 3, we use this potential to reconstruct the
spectral function for the pseudoscalar channel and compare the correlators
from this spectral function with those calculated directly on the lattice.

2. Thermal potential

In this section, we outline the calculation of the thermal potential as
described in [22]. The non-perturbative thermal potential is defined as the
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Figure 1: (Left) Fitting of Wilson line correlator with the ansatz in Eq. (5) at T = 220MeV
at few distances (Right) Relative error of the fit is shown as a function of τ .

long-time derivative of the Wilson loop in real time [4]:

V (r) = i lim
t→∞

∂ log[WM(r, t)]

∂t
= Vre(r)− iVim(r). (2)

The imaginary-time Wilson loop calculated on the lattice is related to
the real-time Wilson loop through the following relations [20]:

WE(r, τ) =

∫

∞

−∞

dω ρW (r, ω) exp(−ωτ), (3)

WM (r, t) =

∫

∞

−∞

dω ρW (r, ω) exp(−iωt). (4)

An important condition on the spectral function ρW is the existence of
the limit in Eq. (2). Hard-Thermal-Loop (HTL) perturbative calculations
of the Euclidean Wilson loop, and the corresponding analytic continuation
τ → it, show the existence of this limit [4]. Motivated by this observation,
one can derive the following parametrization [22]:

W (r, τ) = A exp

(

−Vre(r)τ +
Vim(r)

π T
log (π τ T ) + ...

)

. (5)

It is evident from this form that it leads to a well-defined potential. Here,
we used the Wilson line correlator fixed in the Coulomb gauge, rather than
the Wilson loop, to avoid significant UV contamination [24]. In addition we
have also used gradient flow to improve the signal for Wilson line correlator
at large separation.

4



 2

 2.5

 3

 3.5

 4

 4.5

 5

 5.5

 0  0.1  0.2  0.3  0.4  0.5  0.6  0.7  0.8

V
re

[G
e
V

]

r[fm]

T=110 MeV
T=220 MeV
T=293 MeV

 0

 0.1

 0.2

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

 0.6

 0  0.1  0.2  0.3  0.4  0.5  0.6  0.7  0.8

V
re

[G
e
V

]

r[fm]

T=220 MeV
T=293 MeV

Figure 2: The potental obtained from the parametrization of Eq. (5). (Left) The real part
plotted for various temperature shows color screening above the crossover temperature
(180MeV). (Right) The imaginary part increases with both temperature and distance.

We fitted the Wilson line correlator using the above parameterization,
and the resulting fit is shown in Fig. (1), for T = 220 MeV (1.2Tc). The
χ2/dof for all these fits are around 1.

The fit range used in this figure is from τ/a = 6 to 26, as the param-
eterization is only valid in the region 0 ≪ τ ≪ 1

T
. We also verified that

changing the fit range does not affect the potential, indicating that the fit
is stable. The gradient flow distorts the short-distance behavior of the real
part of the potential. As a result, we replace only the large-distance part of
the potential with the gradient-flowed potential, which effectively reduces the
error at large distances. To obtain the real part therefore we smoothly match
the zero-flow potential at short distances with the gradient-flow potential at
larger distances. For the imaginary part, we do not observe significant flow-
time dependence within the error bars. Nevertheless, the final imaginary part
is obtained by performing a zero-flow-time extrapolation, using a linear fit in
flow time. The resulting potentials obtained after this is shown in Fig. (2).
On the left panel of Fig. (2), we see that the real part of of the potential
shows color screening with increasing temperature. However the strength of
screening of the potential is different compared to perturbative case. The
screening of the potential is consistent with the observations in [21, 22, 31],
but contradicts [28], where no screening is observed up to T ∼ 350,MeV.
This contradiction illustrates the ill-posed nature of the inverse problem in
Eq. (4). It also highlights the crucial role of incorporating physics-driven in-
put to obtain meaningful results when performing the analytic continuation
of Euclidean-time lattice correlators to real-time correlators.
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The imaginary part of the potential also increases with temperature and
distance. The imaginary part turns out to be much larger compared to
the perturbative value at this temperature indicating larger damping rate of
quarkonium bound states.

3. Pseudo-Scalar Quarkonium Spectral functions

In this section we show the calculation of the pseudo-scalar spectral func-
tion for the lattice correlation function for bottomonium and charmonium
defined as,

CPS(τ) =M2
B

∫

d3~x 〈ψ̄(~x, τ)γ5ψ(~x, τ)ψ̄(~0, 0)γ5ψ(~0, 0)〉T . (6)

Here MB is bare quark mass, that ensures the pseudoscalar current becomes
divergence-free after coupling renormalization [9]. ψ is either bottom quark
or charm quark field.

As mentioned in the introduction the spectral function near ω ∼ 2Mq

region can be obtained by solving the Schrödinger equation with thermal
potential given in Fig. (2) as follows [11],

2Mq −
∇2

Mq

C>(r, t) + V (r)C>(r, t) = i
∂C>(r, t)

∂t
, C>(~r, 0) = −2M2

q Nc δ
3(~r).

(7)
Here C>(r, t) is the thermal average real time forward correlation function
of the gauge invariant point-spilt version of pseudoscalar current. The pseu-
oscalar channel spectral function near ω ∼ 2Mq is then related to the Fourier
transform of the the function C>(r, t):

ρPS(ω) = lim
r→0

∫

∞

−∞

dω C>(r, t) exp(iωt) (8)

Before using the potential, lattice artifacts at short distances need to
be removed and the additive renormalization of the lattice potential must be
fixed also. Additionally, the pole mass to be used in the Schrodinger equation
needs to be determined .

To eliminate lattice artifacts at short distances, the temperature indepen-
dent part of the potential is replaced by matching it at around r ∼ 0.1 fm, to
the three-loop renormalon-subtracted (RS) perturbative potential from [25].
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Figure 3: The spectral functions of ηc (left) and ηb (right) are shown below and above
the pseudo-critical temperature Tpc = 180MeV. Here, m(µref) represents the MS mass
calculated at the reference scale µref = 2GeV. This running mass is used instead of the
pole mass to ensure the perturbative vacuum spectral function is well-converged at high
ω.

However, this matching still leaves an uncertainty in the additive renormal-
ization of O(ΛQCD), originating from the renormalon pole [26].

To determine the additive constant, we used the masses of ηb(1S) and
ηc(1S) obtained from the pseudoscalar correlation function measured on the
lattice at T = 110,MeV. These masses are Mηb = 9.4±0.02 GeV and Mηc =
2.97 ± 0.02 GeV. These values are consistent with the PDG values within
error bars. We set the bottom quark mass to mb = 4.78 GeV and solved
the Schrödinger equation using the zero temperature potential. The additive
constant was tuned such that ηb(1S) mass agree the lattice-determined mass
of ηb(1S) state.

Once the additive constant is fixed, the remaining charm quark mass
was obtained again by solving the Schrödinger equation, such that the zero-
temperature ηc(1S) mass was reproduced. This correspond to a charm mass
mc = 1.34(2)GeV. This fixes all the quark masses and the additive con-
stant. Using these masses and the additive constant, we have then solved
the Schrödinger equation using the finite temperature potential of Fig. (2) to
get the spectral function in the threshold region. Near ω < 2M the spectral
function is exponentially suppressed, however Schrodinger description over-
estimate the spectral function in this region as Schrodinger description is not
a valid description in this region. To model this suppression the imaginary
part potential is multiplied by the factor exp(2M−ω

T
) in the region ω < 2M

region. The UV part of the spectral function has been taken from vacuum
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Figure 4: Comparison of the effective masses obtained from the spectral function in
Fig. (3) with the corresponding effective masses calculated from the lattice correlator,
as defined in Eq. (6). On the left (right) panel we show ηc (ηb) correlator. We find
reasonably good agreement after τ ∼ 0.22 fm. The short distance points are not expected
to reproduce, as the lattice correlator is not continuum-extrapolated.

perturbation theory and has been matched with the spectral function from
thermal potential according to the following form,

ρmatched = A0 ρT (ω)θ(ωmatch − ω) + ρvac(ω)θ(ω − ωmatch), (9)

where ωmatch ∼ 2.6(1)M . The final spectral function is shown in Fig. (3), with
the left panel for the charm quark and the bottom panel for both charm and
bottom quarks. In these figures, we have also plotted the spectral function at
110MeV (below Tpc), which shows sharp peaks at the bound state position.
Above the crossover temperature, we observe that the excited state peak
has disappeared, and the sharp ground state peak has broadened, with a
shift in the peak position towards a lower value. The broadening is much
more pronounced for the ηc(1S) state than for the ηb(1S) state, as expected,
due to the much smaller charm quark mass compared to the bottom quark
mass. Additionally, as the temperature increases, the thermal width grows.
At T = 293MeV, the thermal width of the ηc(1S) state becomes very large,
indicating that this state is already close to its melting temperature, whereas
a still sharp bound state peak is observed for the ηb(1S) state.

4. Comparing with lattice correlator

Now we compare the correlator obtained from the spectral functions in
Fig. (3) with the corresponding correlator calculated on the lattice. On
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the lattice, however, we calculate only the connected part of the correlation
function. The disconnected part of the correlation, however, is expected
to be small in the heavy quark region. Since lattice correlator has finite
multiplicative renormalization factor, we do the comparison in the effective
mass level defined as,

meff(τ) = log

(

CPS(τ)

CPS(τ + a)

)

(10)

In Fig. (4) we show these comparisons for charm and bottom quark. One can
see that these spectral functions are indeed able to predict the correlatation
functions. The error band in the prediction is mostly due to error from the
zero temperature 1S masses. A quantitative measure of the prediction ,

χ2 =
∑

τ>0.224fm

(data− prediction)2

(errdata + errprediction)2
, (11)

yields χ2/dof = 0.3 − 0.9. The short τ part is not expected to be described
by the spectral functions Fig. (3), because of the cut-off effect present in this
region.

This consistency at large τ shows that the non-perturbative screened
potential is a valid thermal potential that is consisted with lattice QCD
correlator defined in Eq. (6) .

5. Summary

In this proceeding, we present new results on quarkonia spectral func-
tions in the pseudoscalar channel. We calculate the spectral function us-
ing the thermal potential obtained from the Wilson line correlator. Our
parametrization of Wilson line correlator as given in Eq. (5), fits the correla-
tor over a reasonably large τ window as shown in Fig. (1). We find that the
real part of the potential supports color screening once the temperature rises
above the chiral crossover temperature. The imaginary part of the potential
exhibits a rapid increase with both distance and temperature.

The spectral function obtained from the thermal potential, valid near
the threshold, is matched with the ultraviolet perturbative vacuum spectral
function. The resulting spectral function is shown in Fig. (3), which shows
significant thermal modifications to the ηc(1S) state compared to the ηb(1S)
state. At our highest temperature of T = 293MeV, the ηb(1S) state still
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displays a reasonably sharp bound state peak, while the ηc(1S) state is al-
ready near its melting point. Using the spectral function, we compare our
results directly with the corresponding lattice correlator. The effective mass
comparison, shown in Fig. (4), indicates consistency between the spectral
function and the lattice correlator in the large-τ region. The small-τ region
does not match due to lattice artifacts, as expected. This comparison demon-
strates that the color screening observed in the real part of the potential (see
Fig. (2)) is consistent with lattice correlator defined in Eq. (6).

Further technical details will be provided in a follow-up paper.
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