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Dynamics of in-medium quarkonia in SU(3) and SU(2) gauge theories
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Decoherence dynamics of quarkonia is studied in the high-temperature deconfined phase of SU(N,)
gauge theories. In particular, we analyze the symmetry properties of SU(N,) stochastic potential
model and find a novel “event-by-event” symmetry for N. = 2 case, similar to the G-parity of
hadronic systems. This novel symmetry constrains the relation between diagonal and off-diagonal
components of quarkonium density matrix, leaving the latter to be finite at late times. We also
present one-dimensional numerical simulation of the model, which indicates the usefulness of the
complex potential simulations for the quarkonium survival probabilities in relativistic heavy-ion
collisions, provided that the effect of dissipation can be neglected.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Decoherence is a fundamental concept in quantum
physics [I]. It explains the reason why we do not en-
counter macroscopic superposition states, such as the
Schrddinger’s cat, in our daily lives. Essential observa-
tion is that any quantum mechanical system is almost
inevitably coupled to environmental degrees of freedom.
Such coupling induces entanglement between the system
and the environment and the interference in the macro-
scopic superposition disappears in an instant. So, where
there’s an environment, there’s decoherence. In the era
of quantum computing, it is crucial to avoid or minimize
the effects of decoherence in quantum devices in order to
prepare and maintain superposition states of the qubits.

More generally, decoherence is a gradual physical pro-
cess in which a superposition state turns into a mixed
state with classical probability. Developments in the ex-
perimental techniques enable one to create mesoscopic
superposition states and to measure their gradual deco-
herence. Examples include photon coherent states in su-
perposition in a photon cavity [2], separated wave packets
in ion traps [3], matter wave of a massive C7y molecule
in Talbot-Lau interferometer [4], superposition of super-
conducting flux qubits [5], and so on.

Recently, the decoherence of a quantum mechanical
bound state of heavy quark pair, or quarkonium, is at-
tracting attention [6]. The environment for quarkonium
is an extremely hot state of matter, called quark-gluon
plasma (QGP) [f]. The QGP is a strongly coupled
plasma composed of quarks and gluons, which are lib-
erated from the hadrons, and has been vigorously in-
vestigated in relativistic heavy-ion collision experiments
at Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider (RHIC) and the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC). So far it is the most perfect fluid
known in the nature with the shear viscosity to entropy
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density ratio n/s ~ (1-2) /4w [8] close to the conjectured
universal lower bound of 1/47 by the gauge/gravity cor-
respondence [9)].

In the classic paper [10], Matsui and Satz showed that
the quarkonium cannot survive the QGP environment
when the color screening is so strong that the in-medium
force cannot bind the heavy quark pair. It was not until
2011 that the decoherence is recognized as another source
of quarkonium dissociation in the QGP environment [I1].
In short, the color screening is a static medium effect
while the decoherence is a dynamical one.

Theoretically, the dynamics of quarkonium in the QGP
is studied in the framework of open quantum systems [12-
33] (see also [0 B4H36] for recent reviews). In particular,
we adopt the regime of the quantum Brownian motion, in
which the time scale of quarkonium 7g is assumed to be
much longer than the QGP correlation time 75 [37, B38].
For a rough estimate, we take 1/7¢ to be the binding
energy in the Coulomb potential with V(r) = —Cras/r
and 1/7g to be the minimum (nonzero) Matsubara fre-
quency:

Ts ~4/M(Cpas)?, 7 ~ 1/27T. (1)
Here M is the heavy quark mass (M = 1.18GeV for
charm and M = 4.8GeV for bottom) and Cray &~ 0.3-0.4
is the coefficient of color Coulomb force in the phe-
nomenological Cornell potential [39, 40], and then

75(bottomonia) ~ [(0.11-0.19)GeV] ™}, (2a)
Ts(charmonia) ~ [(0.027-0.047)GeV]~*. (2b)

Typically, T' ~ 0.2-0.4GeV for the QGP created in heavy-
ion collisions, and thus the time scale hierarchy 7¢ > 7
seems to hold'!. In this regime, the decoherence of

1 Let us comment, however, that the time scale hierarchy g > 75
for bottomonia is marginal without the factor 27 in 7. There is
a different approach to derive and solve a classical kinetic theory
describing the singlet quarkonia bound states as molecules by
interpreting s < 7 [32) A1H43].
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quarkonium proceeds by its coupling to color electric sec-
tor of the QGP and thus is determined by the properties
of color electric fluctuations, which are encoded in the
in-medium complex potential [I4]. In the dipole limit,
the properties of color electric fluctuations are quantified
by local coefficients such as the heavy quark momentum
diffusion constant and the thermal dipole self-energy con-
stant [2TH23]. The observed suppression pattern of bot-
tomonia family Y (nS) [44-49] in the heavy-ion collisions
must contain such information of the QGP2.

In this paper, we show our theoretical analysis for
the quarkonium decoherence in the deconfined phase of
SU(N.) gauge theories at high temperatures. Our for-
mulation is based on SU(N,) stochastic potential model
formulated in [14]. Our previous paper [15] was also mo-
tivated by quarkonium dissociation in the QGP, but the
numerical simulation was carried out for U(1) gauge the-
ory (QED). The extension to SU(N,) introduces the color
internal space for quarkonia, the singlet and octet (or
N2 — 1 representation), and the color dependent poten-
tial force, which is attractive/repulsive for quarkonia in
the singlet/octet. The simulation results for the bound
state occupation in a static and an expanding QGP sup-
ports the complex potential model [60HE5] as an effective
model suitable for phenomenological analysis if the dis-
sipative effects can be ignored. The complex potential
model works better than the U(1) case because of the
aforementioned nature of the SU(N..) stochastic potential
model: the dominance of octet states and the repulsive
force between octet pair.

Another purpose is to show the symmetry properties
of the SU(N,) stochastic potential model, such as global
SU(N.), parity, and charge conjugation. They are sym-
metries of the total system so that the evolution of the
quarkonium density matrix respects these symmetries
while each realization of the stochastic wave function
does not. Therefore, they are symmetries of the model
which hold only after taking the event average. In the
case of N, = 2, we discover a peculiar “event-by-event”
symmetry due to the pseudo-reality of SU(2), whose
transformation we call “spinor conjugation”. Physically,
this emergent symmetry results from the fact that the
gluons cannot distinguish heavy quark and anti-quark
because both of them have colors (up to some operation
for the latter). Therefore, the QGP environment is blind
to an exchange of the color carriers of the system (heavy
quark > heavy antiquark) and preserves an off-diagonal
structure (“X”) in the density matrix by the relative co-
ordinates.

Our calculation is based on stochastic Schrodinger
equation with SU(N,) noise with finite correlation length.
When the heavy quark pair is close to each other, one can

2 Interpretation of the charmonum data [50H55] requires some care
because the probability of charmonium regeneration from ini-
tially uncorrelated charm quark pair might not be negligible [56l-
59|, in particular at the LHC [54] [55].

make the dipole approximation in the Lindblad master
equation equivalent to the stochastic potential model. In
the dipole limit, two groups have already published their
results; the one is by directly solving the Lindblad equa-
tion [21] 22] or by the quantum-jump method [24] and the
other is by the stochastic Schrédinger equation [33]%. In
principle, one has to check the consistency of the dipole
approximation by monitoring the distribution of the rel-
ative distance between the pair.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [T} we ex-
plain the basics of the SU(N,) stochastic potential model.
In Section the symmetries of SU(N,) stochastic po-
tential model is analyzed. In Section [[V] we show the
results of our one-dimensional simulation for the SU(N,)
stochastic potential model in a static and an expanding
background QGP. In Section [V} we summarize the pa-
per. In the Appendix [A] we provide a relation between
the SU(N,) stochastic potential model and the Lindblad
equation with an emphasis that the former is not avail-
able when the density matrix is projected to subspaces.
In the Appendix [B] we give a summary of charge and
spinor conjugations in the gauge theories and a relation
of the latter to the G-parity.

II. SU(N.) STOCHASTIC POTENTIAL MODEL

In this section, we review the stochastic potential
model including color degrees of freedom to describe
quarkonium relative motion in the quark-gluon plasma
[14]. In Sec. we show our numerical results for
N, = 3 and 2. We denote SU(N,) generator by t*. For
SU(2) t* = 0%/2 (a = 1,2,3) and for SU(3) t* = \%/2
(a = 1,2,...,8), where 0% and \* are Pauli and Gell-
Mann matrices.

In the model, the Hamiltonian of quarkonium is given
by

Ho(r,t) = —Zj +V(r)t* @t™) + 6(r,t), (3a)
O(r,t) = 09(R + g,t)(t“ ©1) - 0%(R — g (1 ® ™),
(3b)

where the noise with color index has properties
(0" (1)) =0, (4a)

(0%(x,)6°(z', 1)) = D(x — x')5(t — /)6, (4b)

the spatial vectors R and r denote the center of mass
and the relative coordinates of quarkonium, respectively,
and V (r) denotes potential between the heavy quark and
antiquark. Since the noise correlations are translationally

3 However, we doubt if the stochastic potential description is avail-
able when the subspace (e.g. angular momentum and color) of
the density matrix is projected. See Appendix @ for details.



invariant, the R-dependences in Hg and © are omitted
here. At the leading order in g for the soft scale r ~ 1/¢T,
V(r) and D(r) are obtained as

2

g —mpr
V(r)= L emmer, (50)
A3k M 2 etk
_ 2
P =T [ G s g O

with the Debye screening mass mp = ¢T'\/N./3 + N;/6
for Ny massless flavors. This shows that, at least in the
weak coupling, the noise correlation length is of the order
of the Debye screening length.

Using a tensor product basis for the color space, the
wave function has N, x N, components ¥;;, where the
first and second indices are in the N, and N} representa-
tions of SU(N,), respectively. Physically, i denotes heavy
quark color and j denotes heavy antiquark color. The
tensors in the Hamiltonian are explicitly given by

(@t @t )ijp = (%) (t*)j1 =

" @1)ijm =
(1 & ta*)m kl = 6Zk

The dynamics of quarkonium in the hot medium is gov-
erned by SU(N,) stochastic Schrodinger equation,

9 .

l@‘l’ij(rat) = [HG (7, )]ij i (7, 1), (7a)
V2

H (r,t) = —=f ~iCrD(0) (7b)

+ [V(r) +:D(r)](t* @1°%) + O(r,1),
which is obtained by expanding the time evolution oper-
ator e *AH(mt) yp to the first order in A¢. An equivalent
representation for the stochastic Schrodinger equation is
obtained by expressing the wave function as an N, x N,
matrix ¥;; = (¥);;:

0 \

+ [V(r) +iD(r)] t*Tt*
+OR+ g,t)t“\I/ — U0 (R — g,t).

The averaged wave function (V¥;;) evolves by mnon-
hermitian Hamiltonian

Z%<\IJU (T', t)> = <[H8:f(’r, t)]ij,kl><\pkl(7', t)>’ (9&)

V2
(HE'(r,1)) = = —iCrD(0) (9b)

+ [V(r) +iD(r)](t* @ t*),

from which the complex potential for the singlet is ex-
tracted as Cr[V(r) 4+ i(D(r) — D(0))]. The imaginary

part of the potential for static heavy quark pair was first
discovered in perturbative calculations at high tempera-
tures [66H68] and then has been studied actively by lat-
tice simulations [69H73] and in exotic setups such as in
the presence of magnetic fields [74H76], etc.

III. SYMMETRIES OF THE MODEL

Here, we discuss symmetries of the SU(N.) stochastic
potential model. Namely, we show the model is invariant
under global SU(N,), parity, and charge conjugation as
it should because QCD is invariant under these trans-
formations and because we consider environment with
such symmetries, i.e. QGP with vanishing baryon chem-
ical potential pp = 0 and without any external color
and electromagnetic fields. For N, = 2, the stochas-
tic potential contains an additional non-trivial symme-
try “spinor conjugation” which derives from the pseudo-
reality of SU(2) algebra. What makes this symmetry spe-
cial is that it holds in an event-by-event manner, so that
it places a stronger constraint than the normal symme-
tries. Schematically, such an event-by-event symmetry
introduces constraints between

plr,1”,t) = (U(r, (', 1)"), (10a)
Hir,r 6) = (U, 0L, 0)7),  (10D)
A (e ) = (U, UL, 6], (100)

in addition to the usual one

P (e 7 ) = (U (r, )] UT (e, 1)]), (1)
where U is the symmetry transformation. What distin-
guishes the usual symmetry and the event-by-event sym-
metry is that the former involves transformation on the
environment as well while the latter leaves the environ-
ment unchanged. Note that since the constraints between
and follow from symmetry properties, they hold
beyond the decoherence dynamics, i.e., when quantum
dissipative effects are included.

A. Global SU(N,) symmetry

First, we show that the stochastic potential model has
global SU( ) symmetry. Under the transformation, the
wave function transforms as

Z(r,t) UiV (T, t)Ulj,

Since the noise field originates from A field, it also trans-
forms as

UeSUN,.  (12)

oY (x, )t* = UG (x, t)t*UT, (13a)
oY(r,t) =0 (R + g,t)(ta ® 1)
0 (R— =, t)(1 ®t™), (13b)



where the explicit form of the former is
0V (r,t) = 2tr [t"UO°(r, t)t°UT] = K" (r,t).  (14)

Note that K, is an orthogonal matrix* so that 8Y¢ is
real and satisfies

(02, )0 (2, 1)) = D(x — ')5(t — t))5%.  (16)

Under the global SU(N,) transformation, the Hamilto-
nian becomes

2
Hg = *Zf +V(r)(tr @) +0Y(r,t).  (17)

and is invariant in the statistical sense while it is not
on the event-by-event basis, i.e. for a given noise field,
because

O(r,t) # 0Y(r,t). (18)

Therefore, the global SU(NNV,.) symmetry constrains the
density matrix®

szj,kl (’I", rlv t) = UimUljpmn,pq (T‘, r/a t)U;kUlq
- pz‘j7kl(""7"“/7t>7 (19)

if the initial density matrix satisfies the same relation.
Noting that the invariant tensors of rank (2, 2) are 6;;0x
and 0;,0;;, the density matrix is always decomposed by
their linear combination if it is initially. For example, if
the initial density matrix is
pij,kl(Ta ' 0) = ps(r, ', O)Pi(;?cz + po(T, ', O>Pi(j(j;cl7 (20)
with singlet and octet (or (N2 — 1)-multiplet) projectors
Pl(f;cl = % and Pl(joil = 0ilj — %‘i’% it is invariant
under the global SU(N,) transformation. Then the den-
sity matrix at later times is also given by two density
matrices pg/o(r, 7', t):

pij,k’l(r7 rla t) = Ps (7’, rlv t)P(j:?gl + Po("'a rlv t)Pl(]?gl (21)

.

Before closing, let us briefly mention the properties un-
der a time-dependent SU(N,) transformation, i.e., a spa-
tially uniform SU(N,) gauge transformation. The wave
function transforms as

S t) = Un(®)u(r.)ULE), U(t) € SUWN). (22)

4 Here is the proof:
1
K7, = 2tr [taUt”UT] — 2r [UthTta] = Ko, (15a)
KapKer = 4(t")i;Ujne (") U, (69 mnUnp (") pg Ul (15b)
1 1
- 4(th)z~jUj,cUlTL.(zeC),,mUnpU;fm5 (5kq5,p - F(sklapo = 0gp.
c
5 Since U is not an event-by-event symmetry, we use a notation

pY to mean pUU* in the above. The same applies for parity and
charge conjugation.

while the noise field transforms as

05 (x, 1)t = U (t) [0%(x, t)t* — i) U (t)
= 09 (x, t)t* + U (1)U (t). (23)

The latter follows from the fact that the noise field mod-
els the fluctuations of Ay field. Note that the statistical
property of #’¢® is identical to that of #%. The Hamilto-
nian is then written as

2

v
HS = — TV o) + Q'%(r,t)

+[UBUT )] @1 -1 [[U)UT ()],

0'C(r,t) = 0/ (R + g 1)t ® 1)

— GIGG(R— gat)(l ® ta*)’

(24a)

(24b)

and the time-evolution equation for wg(r, t) is invariant
in the statistical sense. It means that there is a freedom
to arbitrarily rotate the colors of v;;(r,t) at each time
without changing the physical contents. Therefore, from
the density matrix of quarkonia, one should compute ob-
servables defined with

(25a)
(25b)

ps(r, 7' t) = pij7kl(rar/’t)Pi(;3€l’
po(r, 7’ t) = pij,kl(T,T/at)Pi(;;clv

which are invariant under this class of gauge transforma-
tions.

B. Parity

Here let us consider the parity transformation (around
R). Under parity, the wave function transforms as:

\Ilg(r, t) = -V, (—r,t), (26)

where —1 accounts for relative parity between heavy
quark and antiquark. In addition, the noise field trans-
forms as

0P (x,t) = 0°(2R — x,t), OF(r,t) =0O(-r,t). (27)

Then the Hamiltonian becomes

V2

Hg = =<7

+V(r)(t* @t + 0P (r,1). (28)

Since the statistical average of 8% obeys
(OF (2, )07 (2’ 1)) = D(x' — x)5(t' — )5
= D(xz —x')o(t —t')6%®,  (29)

the Hamiltonian is parity invariant in the statistical
sense. However, parity invariance does not hold on the
event-by-event basis, because

OF (r,t) # O(r,t). (30)



Therefore, the parity invariance only constrains the den-
sity matrix: if the initial density matrix is parity invari-
ant

pzl';,kl(r? Tla O) = pij,kl(_r7 —’I”/, 0) = pij,kl('ra ‘T’/, 0)7 (31)
then it remains so

PZ7kz(T77“/,t) = pijpi(—r, =" t) = pij(r, 7' t). (32)

C. Charge conjugation

Next, let us describe the charge conjugation. Under
the charge conjugation, a heavy quark with color i (e.g.
red) is transformed into a heavy antiquark with anti-color
i (e.g. anti-red). Therefore, the wave function transforms

as (see Eq. (B11))
\I/g(’l”,t) = —\I/ji(—r,t), (33)

where —1 takes care of the interchange of fermions. The
noise field also transforms as

0% (x, )t = —0%(x, ), (34a)
QY% (r,t) = 0°“(R + g,t)(ta ®1)
—07U(R— 21017, (34D)

where the former is written explicitly as
0°(r,t) = —2tr [t*0°(r, t)t"] = Ma0°(r,t).  (35)

Note that My, is an orthogonal and symmetric matrix®
so that €9 is real and satisfies

(0 (z, )00 (2, 1)) = D(x — ')5(t — )8%.  (37)

Then the Hamiltonian is transformed into

V2
HS =~ 4 V() (™ @ 17)
(R — ;t)(l ® %) — 0°(R + g,t)(t‘“ ®1)
V2
- MT +V(r)(t* @ %) + 0% (r, 1), (38)

and is shown to be invariant under the charge conjugation
in the statistical sense. Note here again that the charge
conjugation is not an event-by-event symmetry, because

Q%(r,t) # O(r,1). (39)

6 It is trivial to show My, = My, =
follows from

MapMep = 4(t%)i5 ()55 (#) k1 ()t

1 1
= 4(ta)ij(tc)kl§ (5iz5jk - Fcfsijékl) =dap-  (36)

b While the orthogonality

It only constrains the density matrix by
pg,kl(rv ’I"/, t) = pjiJk(_T’ —7’,, t) = piijl(r’ T‘/a t)' (40)

if the latter equality holds at ¢t = 0.

Let us finally comment on the the charge conjugation
symmetry of quarkonium stochastic potential in a QGP
with finite baryon chemical potential. Since the coeffi-
cients in the master equation for quarkonium is defined
by C-even quantities, i.e. two-point functions of gluons,
the quarkonium is influenced only by C-even properties
of the QGP. Therefore, the Hamiltonian has charge
conjugation symmetry even for up # 0.

D. “Spinor conjugation” for N, =2

The global SU(N,.), parity, and charge conjugation are
symmetries of the Hamiltonian (3)) in the statistical sense.
The reason they do not hold on the event-by-event basis
is that it involves a transformation of the noise field. Here
we find a transformation which can deceive the gluons
and thus leaves the noise field unaltered.

Using the pseudo-reality of SU(2), wave function for a
heavy quark with anti-color j at R — r/2 and a heavy
antiquark with colori at R+ /2 can be obtained by (see

Eq. (B12))
*Eilejk\:[/kl(*r,t) = \I/fj(r,t). (41)

In the matrix notation, this transformation is
TS (r,t) = - [U(—r,t)|Te?, o= ((z) —02> . (42)

where T' denotes the transposition. Since ¥;;(r,t) is a
wave function for a heavy quark with color i at R+ r/2
and a heavy antiquark with anti-color j at R — r/2,
this transformation only exchanges the carriers of the
(anti)colors. This is the reason why we call this transfor-
mation “spinor conjugation”. The carriers of the colors
are not distinguished by the gluons so that spinor conju-
gation is a symmetry in any given gluon backgrounds.
We can show the invariance of the stochastic
Schrédinger equations (7)) and (8) under the spinor con-
jugation. Since the matrix form is easier to handle,
we only show the proof for this case. By substituting

U(r,t) = [0 (=r,1)|To?, (43)
we get
'Q2S T2f72%7- 21y ST 2
v (@2 (7, t)] 0° = % iCrpD(0)| o°[T”°] o

+ [V (r) + iD(r)] t*o (@) T 5%t
+0%(R— g H)tao?[wS)T o2

— [T 5299 (R + g £).  (44)



Using the property

ta0'2 _ —0'2(ta)T, O_Qta — —(ta)T0'2, (45)
we obtain
9 v
za\I/S(r,t) = |=5f ~CrD(0) Ve (46)

+ [V (r) + iD(r)] t* TSt
L0 (R + g,t)ta\lls — U5t°99(R — g,t),

which proves that the spinor conjugation is an event-by-
event symmetry. As is clear from Egs. and ,
the eigenvalues of the spinor conjugation are £1. An ex-
plicit tensor analysis of Eq. shows that S-even states
are parity-odd color-singlet and parity-even color-triplet
states, and S-odd states are parity-even color-singlet and
parity-odd color-triplet states. Such states remain S-
even/odd throughout the time evolution.

Since the spinor conjugation is an event-by-event sym-
metry, we can obtain constraints from three transforma-
tions on the density matrix:

(17 1) = —€in€jmpmn it (=7, 7', 1), (47a)
p;;s;k:l (’l", ,,./7 t) = _pij,mn (”'7 _”'l7 t)eknelma (47b)
p;gf,:l(r, ' 1) = €in€imPmn,pg(—7, =7 t)epgerp.  (47¢)

The first two take spinor conjugation for either the wave
function or its complex conjugate and the last takes for
the both. The spinor conjugation symmetry requires

pfj,kl (T7 rlv t) = pfj,kl(rv r/7 t) = Pij,kl (T7 rlv t)a (483)
pfﬁ}; (’I", ,,,,l’ t) = Pij,kl (Ira ‘T’/, t)v (48b)

if the initial density matrix is composed only of S-even
states, and

p%,kl(ra r/7 t) = p%,kl(rv T/v t) = —pij,kl(T7 ’I"/, t)v (493‘)
P (o ) = pij(r, 7 1), (49b)

if the initial density matrix is composed only of S-odd
states. By combining Eq. for N. = 2 and Eqs. (48)
and (49), one can show that for S-even/odd initial states

ps('l”,’l‘/7t) = ¥ps(—7‘7’l“/,t) = Fps(r, _7'/>t)7 (50a)

pe(r, 7' t) = £pi (=7, 7' t) = Lp(r,—7',t),  (50b)
which follows from

*Einejmprsfv)z,kl = *Pi(ﬁgczv (5la)

_einejmpr(:ZL,kl = 137,(jt)k:l (51b)

7 We write pt(r, ', t) and Pi(;)kl instead of po(7,7’,t) and Pff;cl.

An interesting observation is that the spinor conjugation
insures finite off-diagonal elements of density matrix even
after decoherence proceeds. Structure of the symmetry
protected off-diagonal element is explicitly confirmed by
the numerical simulation in the next section.

So far, we have ignored spin degrees of freedom in
charge and spinor conjugations. Indeed, we can show
that they are “spin-less” versions of the fundamental
symmetries. In the Appendix [B] we summarize the
charge and spinor conjugations of the gauge theory and
make a brief comparison to the G-parity.

IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

We solve the color SU(3) stochastic Schrédinger equa-
tion numerically in one spatial dimension. The nu-
merical setup for bottomonium (charmonium) is as fol-
lows: system of —2.56fm < z < 2.56fm (—5.12fm <
x < 5.12fm) is discretized with 512 cells (1024 cells) of
size Az = 0.01 fm with the periodic boundary condi-
tion, and the wave functions are updated from ¢ = 0 to
t = 9 fm by 90000 steps of At = 0.0001 fm. The spatial
size of 5.12 fm (10.24 fm) is large enough to accommo-
date bound state wave functions in our computations.
We collect 1000 wave functions evolved by the stochastic
Schrodinger equation and take their average to calculate
the thermal ensemble average. As in our previous paper
[15], we parametrize two functions V(z) and D(z) of the
model by

Qeff
X
D((E) = Y exp (_|x|2/lgorr) )

motivated by perturbative results 8. Perturbative es-
timate for these parameters is

V(z)=- exp (—mplz|), (52a)

(52b)

2
g N. N,
eff — /> =qT _ —_,
e = . mp=gT\| 5"+ (53a)
2
T
Y= D(O) = 947, leorr ~ 1/"nD- (53b)

We thus assume the relation v = aegT and leory = 1/mp
with ceg = 0.3 and mp = T as a reasonable choice (Table
. At the same time, we loose the relation leory = 1/mp
in order to see how the decoherence depends on .oy
In Sec. [VA] we show the numerical results for bot-
tomonium evolution in a static QGP with T'= 0.4 GeV.
In Sec. [VB] we show the results for bottomonium and
charmonium in a Bjorken expanding QGP whose tem-
perature decreases in time as
1/3
) (54)

to+t

T(t) =Ty (

8 The Coulomb singularity of V(z) is regulated by replacing |z|
with /22 + 1/M? in V(x), where M is the heavy quark mass.



TABLE I: Parameters in the model.
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FIG. 1: Time evolution of the ground state probability of

bottomonium. The initial and projected state is the ground
state in the Debye screened potential at T = 0.4 GeV. The
noise correlation length lcor is varied from 0.04 fm to 0.96 fm.

with the initial temperature being Ty = 0.4 GeV and the
initial time ¢y = 1 fm. In Sec. [[VC] we demonstrate the
spatial distribution and density matrix for bottomonium
in the Bjorken expansion.

A. Quarkonium in a static QGP

We compute the time evolution of bottomonium wave
functions by the stochastic Schrodinger equation .
The bottom quark mass is M, = 4.8 GeV and the con-
stant temperature is 7' = 0.4 GeV. We change the noise
correlation length [, = 0.04,0.16,0.32,0.48,0.96 fm to
study how the results depend on l.o. If we take the
default value leory = 1/mp, leorr 1S about 0.5 fm. For
the other parameters, we adopt the values in the Table[l]
with T'= 0.4 GeV.

In Fig. [ we show the time evolution of the occupation
of color-singlet ground state in the Debye screened poten-
tial V(z). The simulation starts from the color-singlet
ground state. Note that with this setup, the occupation
probability changes from unity entirely due to the noise
term in the stochastic Schrédinger equation. We change
the noise correlation length l.o.; to see how the decoher-
ence is affected. Since the ground state wave function
is extended over 7y, =~ 0.20 fm, the decoherence by the
noise becomes ineffective for l.orr = 0.32,0.48,0.96 fm.
In other words, l...r Sets a color resolution scale of the
QGP environment.

In Fig. 2| we compare time evolution of the occupation

Bot t onpni um st ochastic vs. conplex, static QGP

OCCUPATI ON PROBABI LI TY
o
-

stochastic potential, Ilcorr = 0.48 [fn] —+—
conpl ex potential, lcorr =0.48 [fn] =
stochastic potential, Ilcorr =0.16 [fn] +———
0. 01 conpl ex potential, lcorr =0.16 [fn] —&—
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
TIME [fn

FIG. 2: Time evolution of the occupation probability of the
bottomonium ground state, with the noise correlation length
leorr = 0.48 and 0.16 fm and the temperature T = 0.4 GeV.
Solid lines are the probabilities calculated in the stochastic
potential model and dotted lines are those by the Schrédinger
equation with the complex potential.

probability for the stochastic potential and the complex
potential with the parameter l.,,, = 0.48 and 0.16 fm.
While it is no doubt that the stochastic potential model
is a more faithful description of quarkonium in the QGP,
the agreement indicates that as long as we are to obtain
the survival probability, we can use the complex poten-
tial instead of the stochastic potential. The agreement
for the SU(3) stochastic potential is better than our pre-
vious result with U(1) stochastic potential [15]. The rea-
son is as follows. It takes at least two scatterings for the
color-singlet ground state to get once excited to a color-
octet and then get de-excited back to the color-singlet
state. The necessity of two scatterings is shared with the
U(1) case. For the SU(3) case, however, only a fraction
(1/(N2 — 1) = 1/8 at maximum) of the second scatter-
ing turns the color-octet into the color-singlet?. There-
fore, the time interval between the effective two scatter-
ings, which bring back to the color singlet state, becomes
longer for the SU(3) case. Furthermore, since the poten-
tial between the color-octet heavy quark pair is repulsive
and the pair gets far apart. When the heavy quark pair
turns into the color-singlet state, the wave function is al-

9 In the SU(N.) stochastic potential model for a heavy quark pair
at rest (M — oo) with relative distance r fixed, the fraction
fo—ss(r) that an octet turns into the singlet in one scattering is
computed as

(trP()e(r) PO (r)) D(0) — D(r)

fos(r) = (O P@O(r)  (NZ—1)D(0)+ D(r)’ 9

Since D(r) is a monotonically decreasing positive function for
r > 0, the minimum and maximum of fo—s(r) are fo—s(0) =0
and fo_s(00) = 1/(N2 —1).
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FIG. 3: Time evolution of the occupation number of color-
singlet and color-octet states for lcorr = 0.04 fm. The color-
octet occupation is the average value for the 8 color-octet
states.

ready extended and its overlap to the localized ground
state becomes very small. In short, when N, is large,
the color-singlet ground state almost never returns back
to the original state once it is excited to the octet (or
N2 — 1) state. This is precisely where the complex po-
tential is applicable so that better agreement is expected
between the stochastic potential and the complex poten-
tial. This logic is applicable to the calculation of survival
probability of any color-singlet bound states, in principle.
However, if one needs to calculate the transition from the
initial state, the complex potential does not work so well,
as is expected. In Sec.[[VB] we demonstrate such differ-
ences.

In Fig. [3] we show the time evolution of color state oc-
cupation for the smallest l.or in our simulation, namely
leorr = 0.04 fm. The initial condition is again the color-
singlet ground state. Since we choose the smallest .y,
the decoherence proceeds fast enough to see the color
space randomization in about 5 fm. Note that the occu-
pation probability of the color-octet is the average value
for the 8 states!® so that each color state occupation
probability approaches 1/9.

B. Quarkonium in a Bjorken-expanding QGP

Here we compute the time evolution of a bottomonium
and a charmonium in a Bjorken expanding medium. The
bottom and charm quark masses are M, = 4.8 GeV and
M, = 1.18 GeV. We assume that the temperature de-

10 Before taking average, we confirm that the 8 states are almost
degenerated and indistinguishable.

creases in time as

T(t) =

to 1/3
To ( ) 5 T() =04 GeV, to =1 fm.
to+t
(56)

The parameters of the stochastic Schrodinger equation
@ change accordingly. In this simulation, we prepare
the initial wave functions as the eigenstates of the (reg-

ularized) vacuum Cornell potential for the color singlet
11,

_ Croeg
||

with ae = 0.3 as in the Table [l We also compute the
occupation probability of these eigenstates, not of the
eigenstates of the in-medium potential. It is still not clear
theoretically what initial wave function should be used.
Here we take the vacuum bound states for simplicity, but
some take an octet wave packet as an initial condition.

Figure [ shows the occupation probability of the
ground, first excited, and second excited states of bot-
tomonium and charmonium starting from each state.
The excited states are more extended than the ground
states so that their occupation probabilities decrease
faster than that of the ground states. It is also con-
firmed that the occupation numbers of charmonia de-
crease faster than those of bottomonia because the char-
monia are generally larger than the bottomonia. In this
figure, we also compare the ground state occupations by
the stochastic simulation and those by the Schrédinger
equation without noise (and thus without the imaginary
part). The former simulates both the static and dynam-
ical in-medium effects in the potential while the latter
sees how the static effect, namely the Debye screening,
affects the quarkonium occupations. It clearly demon-
strates that the dynamical in-medium effect is much more
important in the quarkonium dissociation.

In Fig. |5 we compare the simulations by the stochastic
and complex potentials for bottomonia in the Bjorken ex-
panding QGP. As in the previous section, we confirm that
the survival probabilities of bottomonium ground states
are essentially the same within the errorbar. However,
the transition probabilities from the singlet ground state
to the singlet excited states show some differences. In
particular, the complex potential cannot induce transi-
tions between different parity states (from the ground to
the first excited state), which are possible in the stochas-
tic potential model with N, # 2. Furthermore, the tran-
sition between the same parity states (from the ground
to the second excited states) is underestimated about
50% by the complex potential. If the future modeling of

Viac (J?) =

+olz|, o=1GeV/fm, (57)

1 The Coulomb singularity of Vyac(x) is regulated by replacing |z|

with /22 + 1/M?2 in Viac(z), where M is the heavy quark mass.
Note that t* ® t** = Cg for the color singlet.
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FIG. 4: Time evolution of the occupation probability of

quarkonium bound states (the ground, the first excited, and
the second excited state) in the stochastic potential model
in a Bjorken-expanding QGP. Both the initial states and the
projected states are the bound states in the vacuum Cornell
potential. The upper figure shows the calculation for bot-
tomonium and the lower figure shows that for charmonium.
For comparison purposes, we also plot the probability of the
ground state from an evolution only with the Debye screened
potential, i.e. without noise (dashed lines).

the quarkonium in the heavy-ion collisions requires this
level of precision, the stochastic potential model must be
adopted.

C. Spatial distribution and density matrix

Finally, let us show how the spatial distribution and
density matrix develops in the stochastic Schrodinger
equation . As in Sec. we perform the simula-
tion for the bottomonium in the Bjorken expanding QGP
starting from the bottomonium ground state. Here, we
show our results on spatial distribution and density ma-

Bottomonium stochastic vs. complex, Bjorken expansion
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FIG. 5:  Time evolution of occupation probability of the
bottomonium bound states (the ground, the 1st excited, and
the 2nd excited states) in a Bjorken expanding QGP. The
initial condition is the ground state. The bound states are
calculated in the vacuum Cornell potential.

trix for the relative coordinate r of the bottomonium.
Figure [6] demonstrates the spatial distribution of the
bottom quark pair in the color singlet and octet states
at different times ¢ = 0,3,6,9 fm. From this figure,
we observe that the color singlet distribution does not
get spatially extended while the color octet distribution
does. This is consistent with our previous findings that
the complex potential simulation works reasonably well
because the de-excitation from the color octet to the sin-
glet is suppressed when N, is large. We also find that
the distance between the bottom quark pair in the color
octet states well exceeds the medium length scales, which
we take 1/mp = leorr = 1/T, and even reaches the spa-
tial boundary of the numerical simulation. It casts some
doubt on the applicability of the dipole approximation for
the interaction between quarkonium and in-medium glu-
ons. In principle, we can check whether the occupation
probability calculated by the stochastic potential model
in the dipole limit stays within acceptable deviation from
the original one. In the dipole limit, the noise terms are
approximated by (see Appendix [A| for derivation)

O(r.t) = g PR 1+1® ), (58a)
g = - 25 —nsta, o)

In the simplified U(1) case, it is numerically indicated
[33] that the small-r expansion is reliable for the calcu-
lation of survival probability as long as the bound state
is smaller than the noise correlation length ~ l.o. In
such a case, it is expected that the excitation rate of
a bound state is reliably approximated by the small-r
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FIG. 6: Spatial distribution of the bottom quark pair in
the color singlet (upper) and octet (lower) states in a Bjorken
expanding QGP at different times ¢t = 0, 3,6,9 fm. The initial
condition is the ground state in the vacuum Cornell potential.

expansion. Even if the evolution of the disturbed wave
function evolves incorrectly at large distances, the calcu-
lation of the survival probability will be more or less un-
affected because the chance of de-excitating back to the
original bound state is rather low, as suggested by the
comparison to the complex potential simulations. This
is how we interpret the effectiveness of small-r expan-
sion for the U(1) case. Therefore, we also expect that
the small-r expansion for the SU(3) case is more reliable
than the U(1) case because the probability of returning
back to the color singlet bound state is even smaller due
to the color structure.

In Fig. [7] we show the absolute value of bottomonium
density matrix in the octet/triplet sector for the color
SU(3)/SU(2) stochastic potential model. We plot the re-
sults at different times ¢t = 1,3,5,9 fm in our simulation
on the Bjorken expansion. The result of SU(3) shows
the diagonalization process of density matrix due to the
decoherence. In the color octet sector, first population
is supplied from the ground state in a color dipole-like
configuration. Such excitation from the color singlet con-
tinues while the octet distribution extends because of the
repulsive force. At the same time, the coherence of octet
states is gradually lost due to the decoherence. Although
the off-diagonal components at x 4+ y ~ 0 remain finite,
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classical particle description is more or less applicable at
t ~ 5 fm in the color-octet channel. In the color sin-
glet, the attractive potential localizes the wave functions
around the origin, where the classical particle description
is hindered.

In contrast, the color triplet density matrix of SU(2)
case does not diagonalize but a structure “X” shows up
even at late times. This structure is protected by the
event-by-event symmetry of the spinor conjugation as ex-
plained in Sec. [ITD] Since the initial condition is the
singlet ground state, which is parity even, S = —1 is
conserved and the triplet state must be parity odd. The
odd parity relates the diagonal and off-diagonal parts
pe(r,7) = pi(—r,—71) = —p(r,—71) = —ps(—7,7) of the
density matrix in the triplet. In the color-triplet chan-
nel, the conventional picture of classic particle must be
extended. Even in the classical picture, the pair of par-
ticles with relative position 7 is a superposition of heavy
quark (antiquark) being at R+r/2 (R—r/2) and heavy
quark (antiquark) being at R—r/2 (R+r/2). It is only
when we measure the local heavy quark number that this
superposition states shrinks to one of the above two pos-
sibilities. The color singlet density matrix of SU(2) case
is similar to the SU(3) case so that we do not show it
here.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we analyze the symmetries of the SU(V,)
stochastic potential model in detail. The symmetries dis-
cussed in this paper are global SU(N,.), parity, and charge
conjugation. All these symmetries are symmetries of the
total system (QCD including the heavy quarks) and are
expected in the open system description of quarkonia
in the QGP environments if the environment possesses
these symmetries. These symmetries are realized in the
quarkonium system after taking the event averages.

In the case of N, = 2, we find an “event-by-event”
symmetry and name it “spinor conjugation” S. Spinor
conjugation S for quarkonium is defined in Eq. or
. At the fundamental level, it is a symmetry of the
SU(2) gauge theory and exchanges heavy quark and anti-
quark with color and spin assignments specified in .
Since the gauge fields are invariant under S, it is realized
as an event-by-event symmetry in the SU(2) stochastic
potential model. An interesting physical consequence of
this symmetry is that the density matrix for the rela-
tive coordinates has a structure “X” and the off-diagonal
components do not decay. This is in sharp contrast to the
usual scenario of decoherence, where the density matrix
diagonalizes. Physically, the structure “X” represents a
superposition of two classical states: heavy quark (an-
tiquark) being at R + r/2 (R — r/2) and heavy quark
(antiquark) being at R — r/2 (R + r/2). These states
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FIG. 7:  Density matrices of bottomonium calculated by the SU(3) and SU(2) stochastic potential models in a Bjorken
expanding QGP. The initial state is the ground state in the vacuum Cornell potential. Plotted are the absolute values of
density matrices |p(z,y,t)| at different times ¢t = 1,3,5,9 fm, for the color SU(3) singlet (left) and octet (center) states, and
for the color SU(2) triplet states (right).



are, as it were, “decoherence-free pair”'2.

We also show the numerical simulations of the SU(V,)
stochastic potential model in a static and Bjorken ex-
panding QGP. Some of our findings are listed as follows:

e Dynamical effect (decoherence) is more important
than the static effect (screening) [Fig. [4].

e Complex potential is precise enough for the calcu-
lation of survival probability while it is not for the
transition probability [Figs. 2| and .

e Spatial distribution extends rapidly (only) in the
color octet states [Fig. [6].

e Diagonalization for the color octet takes place
about t ~ 5 fm for color SU(3), which however does
not happen for color SU(2) due to the constraint by
the spinor conjugation [Fig. [7].

If the dissipative effects can be ignored (see [16, [17] for re-
cent studies in this direction) and if the observed suppres-
sion of T(nS) is determined dominantly by its survival
probability, our simulation indicates that the Schrodinger
equation with the complex potential [60H65] is a reason-
ably useful effective description for at least phenomeno-
logical purposes.
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Appendix A: Lindblad equations for the SU(N.)
stochastic potential

The evolution of the reduced density matrix p(t) must
conserve its trace Trp(t) = 1 and operator positivity
p(t) > 0. In the Markov limit, such evolution equation
must take the following form [77,[78], known as the Lind-
blad form

d 1 1
Zp(t) = —ilH LipLl — ZLTLip— ZpLTL;
Pt =il ,p]+§i<pl 5LiLip = 5pL; >

(A1)

where the L;s are the Lindblad operators and the term
Do (LipL;»r — %LZLip — %pLELi) is called the dissipator.

12 Although these states do not fit into the definition of the
“decoherence-free subspace” [1], the physical consequence is sim-
ilar. In our case, if |[¢(t0)) = S|¢(t0)) holds initially, it holds at
later time as well, i.e. [¢(t)) = S|é(t)), so that ) and |¢p) stay
in pair even in the presence of decoherence.

12
1. In the tensor basis

The SU(NV,) stochastic potential model and (4) in
the Sec.[[]is one of the stochastic unravelling methods for
the Lindblad master equation [14]

2

0 D

Zo(t) = —i [ V() (e ® 1), p] (A2)

ot M
3k - 1 1
a at atyra atyra
+/7(27T)3D(k) (VkPVk — 3V Ver— 5oV Lk) ;

where D(k) = [d?zD(x)e"*® > 0 and V¢ describes
the rotation of heavy quark color in a scattering with
momentum transfer k

Vg =e*T2(10 @ 1) — e T/2(1 @ 19%). (A3)

Here, unlike in the main text, r represents an operator
for the relative coordinate while k, x, and y are vector-
valued parameters. It is easy to see the connection to
the stochastic potential by expressing the dissipator of
the Lindblad equation in the configuration space

D(p) = [ dadyD(e - v)
Ve oyt 1V‘”V“ 1V‘”V“ A4
X y PV _5 © yp_p§ z Yy | ( )

with now V2 rotates the heavy quark color at x

Vi=o(a- )01 -6 (a+ 1) 10e). (A5)

An important property is that the Lindblad operator is
hermite V¢ = V4T, which allows us to rewrite the dissi-
pator in the following stochastic representation

He — pMQ V) @) + /d%ea(:p,t)va(x),
(A6a)
(0% (z, )0 (2, 1)) = D(m — &)5(t — ). (AGh)

2. In the singlet-octet basis

When one is interested only in the singlet and octet
occupation'®, namely p,(t) = Pl.i,)dpkl(t) and p,(t) =

p ,)d pri(t), one can derive a closed equation for density

T k)

matrix of the color-diagonal form
s 0
p - (p > .
0 po

13 Here we do not use the assumption made in Sec. [[IL A| for the
color structure in the density matrix.

(A7)



The Lindblad operators V,! are now split into the four
types

Vi = |:eik:~r/2 _ e—ik~r/2} \/(TF (0 0) ’
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1 ({01
A
o (hh). @
N2=4(00) g
4N, \o 1)’
. . | N,
ka _ |:ezk-'r/2 +€71k-7‘/2:| I <8 2) )

The first two operators can be combined into one Lind-

blad operator
1
0y 2Nc>. (A9)

vCr 0

Dissipator expressed in the configuration space is ob-
tained similarly

= fa(omg) (e )] vr (§6) e

= fo(e ) ol Do (04)
(A10Db)

=l ) - 5 (0 0).

(A10c)

oo 5o (e DI (3)

or the first two combined into one

(A8a)

v, = [eik-rﬂ _ e—ikur/Q}

V,f _ [eik-r/z _ efik-r/2:|

(A8d)

Vo = [eik~r/2 _ efik"r-/Q} (

e oo ) o (e 5] Lo Vi¥)
(A11)

A distinct feature here is that the VI and V,; (or VS°)
are not any more hermitian. Therefore, one cannot de-
rive an equivalent stochastic potential description for the
master equation in the singlet-octet basis. Physically,
the transition rates from the singlet to an octet state
and those from an octet to the singlet are all the same
(in the recoilless limit as adopted here). Thus the rate
from the singlet to octet in total is (N2 — 1)-times larger
than the opposite reaction and as a result V¢ is not
hermitian.

3. In the dipole limit

Here we derive the stochastic potential in the dipole
limit (58). First, expand the noise field ©(r, t) up to the
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second order in 7:
O(r,t) = 0°(R + g,t)(t“ ©1) - 0%(R— g,t)a ® )
~ [ea(R, £) + %aiajea(R, O]t ®1 101t

+ %aiea(at) (" @T+1@ 1)+
(A12)

The reason why we expand up to the second or-
der is as follows: The zero-th order noise ©(r,t) =~
0*(R,t) (t* ®1 — 1 ®1t") is just a global color transfor-
mation and can be neglected if we are interested only in
the singlet or total octet quantities. The first order term
contributes to the master equation only through the av-
erages of their product o 72, so that, for consistency,
we need to expand O(r,t) up to the second order. The
only contribution of the second order term is through its
product with the zero-th order term. However, such con-
tribution turns out to cancel each other after projecting
the density matrix onto the singlet and octet spaces. So,
as long as we measure singlet or total octet quantities,
we can simply approximate

O(r,t) ~ %aiea(m Ht @1+1®t™),  (Al3a)
2
D
(0;0"(R, )0;0"(R, 1)) = —VT(O)é(t — )85,
(A13D)
Identifying f#(t) = 0,0*(R,t) derives Eq. (58). Note

that with D(z) in Eq. (5]), its curvature at the origin
V2D(0) < 0 diverges. This is because Eq. is ob-
tained in the soft approximation, which is applicable for
x ~ 1/gT. To get a finite value, one needs to improve
the calculation for z ~ 1/T. Physically, this quantity is
related to the heavy quark momentum diffusion constant
k = CpV2D(0)/3 and is obtained in the weak coupling
expansion [79HRT] as

KNLO = —— o5 — )
187 Ny 4T N.mp
(A14)
1 ¢'(2)
= - — ~ —0.6471 ~ 2. 2.
£ 3 YE + © 0.64718, C 330

By lattice QCD simulations, it is evaluated as k/T3 ~
O(1) for T ~ (1-2)T,. [82H&4]. If we model D(x) by
Eq. , we can get the small-r limit without any diffi-
culty.

Next, expand the Debye screened potential V(7) up
to the second order in r, which is however not trivial.
The small-r expansion of the Debye screened potential
V(r) starts from the singular Coulomb part followed by
a linear term o r (and unphysical constant shift), but the
correction to the Coulomb potential must start from o r2



in the dipole limit, as is the case for potential NRQCD
(pPNRQCD) analysis. This difference is due to the soft
approximation employed to obtain the Debye screened
potential. Indeed, in the framework of NRQCD, we can
trace back to the definition of V(r) in terms of a gluonic
correlator, isolate the Coulomb singularity arising from
the vacuum fluctuations, and then take the small-r limit
for the finite temperature contributions. In this way, we
obtain for small '

Qg A,

r + 2CFT

In the weak coupling expansion, thermal dipole self-
energy coefficient A is obtained [85] as

V(r) ~ (A15)

asC'Fm%
3 )
(A16)

which can be extracted from [68]. Since the Debye
screened potent1a1 or is not smoothly extrap-
olated to , for the purpose of investigating the va-
lidity of small -r limit, it would enough to take this limit
for the noise term only.

The stochastic potential in the small-r limit is equiva-
lent to the following Lindblad equation

Doty = i [’3’4 V) e t“*%p]

4
AnLo = —2¢(3)Cp (BNC + Nf> 213 +

(A17a)
b (ean0t _ Laatpa, 1 et
+ OF <01 pCz 2Cz Cl p 2pCz Cz )
co = %(t“®1+1®t“*). (A17b)

Similarly to the previous section, the Lindblad operators
in the singlet-octet basis are

Cf(—)o — TZ
VvVCr 0

(AL8)

Furthermore, we can derive a closed equation for the den-
sity matrices with fixed angular momenta

o b
0 g0 O

Psio=| 4 0/ o2 | (A19a)
14

4

Pﬁ/)oE > (lmlpgyolt,m) (A19b)

m=—¢

14 There is a minor difference in the color structure between the
potential obtained from NRQCD in the small-r limit and the
potential from pNRQCD with the dipole interaction [6]. The
octet potential from thermal fluctuation is (—1/2N¢)-(Ar?/2CF)
for the former and is [(N2 — 2)/4N,] - (Ar?/2CF) for the latter
with an opposite sign.

N2—-4(00
Cd=r;y =< :
« =\ Ty, (0 1)

14

in the Lindblad form. FEach Lindblad operator is split
into raising and lowering operators on the angular mo-

mentum ladder
0 /sy
) Z 2€+1|€+ 14,

civo=r
VCr 0
(A20a)

s<ro __ 0 211\[C
- J(@ o) Xl

(A20D)
N2 — T+ 1
d __ c
ATy ( ) Z\/2€+1|£+1
(A20c¢)
N2—-4 (00 V4
d: c " -1 )
CC=m"im (o 1)®Z€: A
(A20d)

Once again we stress that the Lindblad operators C7°
and C57>% are not hermitian. Therefore, it is not pos-
sible to obtain the stochastic potential corresponding to
the Lindblad equations for the density matrices whose
color and /or angular momentum subspaces are projected.

Appendix B: Charge and spinor conjugations in the
gauge theories

The charge conjugation in the SU(N.) gauge theory
with fundamental fermions is defined for Dirac field
and for gauge field A, = Ajt® as

QZ}C = (;v,(Z}T7 AS = —AT

wo

(B1)

where C = i727% in the Dirac representation adopted
hereafter. The two component Pauli spinors transform
as

0 o -
w=<x), “ =io’x*, XY =—ic’p*.  (B2)

Note that in the charge conjugation, the color compo-
nents of the fermions are unchanged. To be explicit,
we can write the transformation as tensor product of
spinor/spin and color spaces

W0 = [ e 1] v,
<pC = [i02 ® I] X",

(B3a)

X =[~ic*®I]¢ (B3b)

For N, = 2, one can utilize a property of Pauli matrices
o’tio? = —(t4)7T (B4)

to absorb the charge conjugation transformation AS =
—Ag into an additional transformation of the Dirac field:



1/_)7”14#1/) = _QEC'VHAZwC = &S'YMAuwsv (B5a)
¥° = [Cy° @ eMio®| y*, A=A,  (Bbb)
Here we include an arbitrary phase factor e™. This is

the spinor conjugation in the gauge theory. The Pauli
spinors transform as

(B6a)

SDS — ['LO’Q ®ei7]7:0_2} X*,
x° (B6b)

= [~io® ® e"io?] p*.

Since the gauge field is invariant under the spinor con-
jugation, S restricted to each fermion species is still a
symmetry; S acting only for heavy quark is the symme-
try we discussed in the main text.

Interestingly, S? = —1 for each fermion field. Since S
is a multiplicative quantum number, for a system with
heavy quark-antiquark pair S? = (—=1)? =1 so that S =
+1. For such system, S is determined by

S = (_1)€+s+c’ (B7)

where ¢ = 0,1,2,--- is orbital angular momentum, s =
0,1 for spin singlet and triplet, and ¢ = 0,1 for color
singlet and triplet.

It is worthwhile to point out that the spinor con-
jugation shares its algebraic properties with G-parity
G = Ce'™2 where Iy is a generator of isospin SU(2)
group [86l 87]. Indeed, we can also write S = Ce'™ 12,
where T3 is a generator of color SU(2) group and n =0
is assumed. For charge neutral systems, G is determined
similarly to by G = (—1)“*+1 where I is the to-
tal isospin number. The difference is the transformation
of the force carries, i.e. gauge field A, and pion field
II = n%t*:

AY = —AT

no

¢ =u’,

AS = 2 ACemim2 — A, (BSa)
HG _ ei7r02/2HCe—i7r02/2 - 1L (BSb)
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Contrary to the gluons, the pions are G-odd leading to se-
lection rules for annihilations of nucleon-antinucleon sys-
tems into pions [86] [87]. Also, if we derive open system
description for a nucleon-antinucleon system in a pion
gas environment, the G-parity is not an event-by-event
symmetry because pions are G-odd.

In the main text, we ignored the spin degrees of free-
dom. It corresponds to assigning the following transfor-
mations for charge and spinor conjugations

(B9a)
(BYb)

X = ¢,
S

¢° = x*,

SOS _ 6”7@'0'2)(*, o = 6“72'0'2(‘0*.

The wave function of the heavy quark-antiquark pair
with color 7 and anti-color j is defined by

Wi (r,6) = (i R+ 5)X(R - D)W (D)).

It transforms under charge and spinor conjugations as

(B10)

wE(r 1) = (o (R+ DS (R— D)w(t)

= (J(B+ 3)ei (R )W)
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