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Quarkonium production has been studied extensively in relativistic heavy-ion collision experiments
to understand the properties of the quark gluon plasma. The experimental results on the yield
modification in heavy-ion collisions relative to that in p+p collisions can be described by several
models considering dissociation and regeneration effects. A yield modification beyond initial-state
effects has also been observed in small collision systems such as p+Au and p+Pb collisions, but
it is still premature to claim any hot medium effect. A model study in various small collision
systems such as p+p, p+Pb, p+O, and O+O collisions will help quantitatively understanding nuclear
effects on the Υ(nS) production. A theoretical calculation considering the gluo-dissociation and
inelastic parton scattering and their inverse reaction reasonably describe the suppression of Υ(1S)
in Pb+Pb collisions. Based on this calculation, a Monte-Carlo simulation is developed to more
realistically incorporate the medium produced in heavy-ion collisions with event-by-event initial
collision geometry and hydrodynamic evolution. We extend this framework to small systems to
study the medium effects. In this work, we quantify the nuclear modification factor of Υ(nS) as a
function of charged particle multiplicity (dNch/dη) and transverse momentum. We also calculate
the elliptic flow of Υ(nS) in small collision systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quarkonia have long been considered as golden probes
to study the strongly interacting matter consisting of
deconfined quarks and gluons, the quark-gluon plasma
(QGP), produced in high-energy heavy-ion collisions [1–
5]. Quarkonium states are produced at the early stages
of the collision via hard parton scatterings, thus experi-
encing the full space-time evolution of the medium. Also,
their spectral functions are modified due to color screen-
ing [4, 5] and interactions with medium constituents such
as gluo-dissociation or Landau damping [6–8]. Conse-
quently, the quarkonium yields are expected to be sup-
pressed in heavy ion collisions with respect to expecta-
tions from proton-proton (p+p) data, following the order
of their binding energies. On the other hand, the yields
of quarkonia can be enhanced in the presence of the QGP
by recombination processes of uncorrelated as well as cor-
related quarks [9–12].

The modification of the quarkonium yields have been
studied by various experiments at RHIC and LHC using
the nuclear modification factor quantified as the yield
ratio in nucleus-nucleus collisions (A+A) to that in p+p
collisions scaled by the average number of binary NN
collisions [13–20]. One of the most remarkable signatures
is the ordered suppression of Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and Υ(3S)
mesons by their binding energies reported in LHC [16,
18–20].

To better understand the in-medium effects of quarko-
nia in A+A collisions in a sophisticated way, it is im-
portant to study the “cold nuclear matter” (CNM) ef-

fects which are typically probed using proton-nucleus
(p+A) collisions. Modification of parton distribution
functions in the nucleus [21], energy loss [22] or nu-
cleus absorption [23, 24], and interactions with comov-
ing particles [25–27] are examples of CNM effects. On
the other hand, various experiments have reported capi-
tal results, suggesting a QGP-like behavior of the created
medium also in smaller collision systems, such as the ob-
servation of long-range collective azimuthal correlations
in high multiplicity regions [28–38]. Therefore, sophisti-
cated phenomenological studies in such interactions be-
come the subject that is sensitive to understanding the
quarkonium production in small collision systems.

In this paper, we report a detailed study of the in-
medium effects for Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and Υ(3S) mesons in
proton-lead (p+Pb), proton-oxygen (p+O), and oxygen-
oxygen (O+O) collisions. Theoretical calculations for
dissociation of Υ(nS) [39] are incorporated with the
SONIC framework [40] to describe the time evolution of
the medium. The dissociation component is constraint
in potential non-relativistic QCD (pNRQCD) limits, and
coupled into the Boltzmann equation. The thermal width
is calculated based on hard thermal loop (HTL) pertur-
bation theory using the Bethe-Salpeter amplitude. We
report the nuclear modification factors and the second-
order Fourier coefficient (v2) of the azimuthal distribu-
tion of Υ(nS) mesons in p+Pb, p+O, and O+O col-
lisions, and the contribution of feed-down from higher
excited states are considered to compare with the ex-
perimental data properly. For the demonstration of the
framework, we also present the results in Pb+Pb colli-
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sions and compare them with the experimental results.

II. SIMULATION FRAMEWORK

The simulation framework is composed of two parts,
hydrodynamics simulation for background medium and
medium response of quarkonia. For the first part, we
follow the procedure described in Ref. [41]. Initial en-
ergy density in the transverse plane of in the collision
of nucleus-nucleus or proton-nucleus is obtained with
the MC-Glauber framework [42]. In the MC-Glauber,
a nucleon-nucleon inelastic cross section of 72 mb [43] is
employed for small system collisions at

√
s

NN
= 8 TeV

at the LHC. A Gaussian of width σ = 0.4 fm is used to
describe the energy deposition of each nucleon partici-
pating in at least one inelastic collision. The deposited
energy distribution from all wounded nucleons in each
event is converted into energy density for the hydrody-
namic simulation (SONIC). A single scale factor is used
for all events in a certain collision system, and the scale
factor is determined to match the charged particle mul-
tiplicity (dNch/dη) at mid-rapidity in p+Pb collisions at√
sNN = 8.16 TeV [44, 45]. The same scale factor is used

for p+O and O+O collisions at
√
sNN = 8 TeV by assum-

ing the scale factor does not change much in the collision
systems with a similar number of participants.
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FIG. 1. Charged particle multiplicity distribution in p+O,
O+O, and p+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 8 TeV from SONIC.

Figure 1 shows the charged particle multiplicity distri-
butions of unbiased (0–100%) p+O, O+O, and p+Pb col-
lisions at

√
s

NN
= 8 TeV from SONIC. The mean charged

particle multiplicity for p+O and O+O with the scale
factor obtained from p+Pb collisions is 10.0 and 31.2, re-
spectively. We also check the elliptic flow of charged par-
ticle in 0–5% high multiplicity events as shown in Fig. 2,
and the p+Pb result is slightly lower than p+O and O+O
results at higher pT . Note that we use a shear viscosity
to entropy density ratio of 0.08 and a bulk viscosity ra-
tio of zero in the SONIC calculations. There are other

frameworks for initial conditions [46, 47], but we use only
the MC-Glauber initial condition as a simple case in this
study.
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FIG. 2. Elliptic flow as a function of pT for charged particles
in 0–5% central p+O, O+O, and p+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 8

TeV from SONIC.

During the SONIC simulation, temperature distribu-
tions at multiple time steps are stored for medium re-
sponse of Upsilons. At the beginning of the second part,
we generate Υ(nS) mesons, and the x and y positions are
determined based on the initial energy density distribu-
tion. We used a Tsallis fit to the pT distribution of Υ(1S)
in
√
s = 5.02 TeV [16] to sample pT of Upsilons, and px

and py are determined based on a randomly assigned az-
imuthal angle. The initial pT distribution is assumed to
be the same for 5.02 TeV and 8 TeV. Also, any differ-
ence in the pT shape, if any, is expected to be negligible
because the results are obtained in fine pT bins. The
medium response is simulated based on the procedure
described in Ref. [39]. The fraction of survived Upsilons
for a certain time step (∆t) is calculated as:

N(t+ ∆t, pT )

N(t, pT )
= e−

∫ t+∆t
t

dt′Γdiss(t
′,pT ), (1)

where Γdiss is the thermal width depending on the
medium temperature and Upsilon pT , and ∆t is set to
0.02 fm/c in the hydrodynamic simulation. The medium
temperature is from the SONIC simulation according to
x, y, and t values. The temperature in which the quarko-
nium’s in-medium binding energy reaches zero, i.e. disso-
ciation temperature, is set as 600 MeV, 240 MeV, and 190
MeV for Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and Υ(3S), respectively [48, 49].
The thermal width from numerical calculations consid-
ering gluo-dissociation and inelastic parton scattering is
obtained from Ref. [39]. Figure 3 shows thermal width as
function of temperature for Υ(1S) (left), Υ(2S) (middle),
and Υ(3S) (right), and each line represents a distribution
for different pT . It generally increases with pT , and the
thermal width for excite states is larger. Note that ther-
mal width for Υ(3S) is obtained at the limited pT range,



3

so we estimated values for pT > 2 GeV/c using the pT
dependence of Υ(2S) as:

Γ
Υ(3S)
diss (pT ) = Γ

Υ(3S)
diss (2 GeV/c)

Γ
Υ(2S)
diss (pT )

Γ
Υ(2S)
diss (2 GeV/c)

. (2)

A different formation time (τform) of each states is used
as 0.5, 1.0, and 1.5 for Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and Υ(3S), respec-
tively, based on values in Ref. [50]. We do not consider
dissociation at the pre-resonance stage, so the medium
response on the Υ states is turned off for τ < γτform,
where γ is the Lorentz factor. We found that the overall
medium response is sensitive to the choice of the forma-
tion time and pre-resonance response. The setting that
can well reproduce heavy-ion results is used for small sys-
tems consistently. After incorporating the regeneration
effect in heavy-ion collisions, a detailed systematic study
will be performed later.

In each time step after the formation time, a survival
rate is calculated for each Υ based on Eq. 1, and the Υ is
removed when a random number from the uniform dis-
tribution within 0–1 is greater than the survival rate. If
the Υ is survived, the position for the next time step is
calculated based on the momentum and time step (∆t).
We repeat the survival rate calculation with a different
temperature at the new position until the temperature
is lower than a critical temperature of 170 MeV. For the
simulation results presented in later sections, we use 1000
events for MC-Glauber and SONIC. The number of gen-
erated Υ(nS) for a certain event scales with the number
of inelastic collisions from the MC-Glauber. In this study,
we do not consider a contribution from the regeneration
effect which is not expected to be significant in small col-
lision systems. In addition, there could be other nuclear
effects such as modification of parton density, initial-state
energy loss, and other final-state effects, but we focus on
evaluating the dissociation effect.

A. Nuclear modification factor

The nuclear modification factors (RpA and RAA) are
defined as the ratios of the production cross sections of
Υ mesons in p+A and A+A collisions to the expected
cross sections extrapolated from p+p collisions. To make
an equivalent comparison, we took the ratio of generated
to survived number of Υs in the full medium response
simulation as the nuclear modification factor.

B. Elliptic flow

The elliptic flow (v2) is calculated from the azimuthal
angle distribution of survived Υ(nS) with respect to the
event plane angle
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FIG. 3. Thermal width as a function of temperature for differ-
ent pT of Υ(1S) (top), Υ(2S) (middle), and Υ(3S) (bottom).

dN

d(φ−Ψ)
∝ 1 + 2v2(pT ) cos(2(φ−Ψ)),

where φ is the azimuthal angle of the Υ(nS), and Ψ is
the event plane angle. The event plane angle for each
event is calculated with the initial energy density profile
from the MC-Glauber.
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C. Feed-Down correction

To simulate the medium response of inclusive bottomo-
nium production, the contributions from feed-down de-
cays, i.e. decays from higher excited states, need to be
carefully considered. Here we consider only strong or
electromagnetic decay modes of excited states in the feed-
down decays, as the decays from H, Z, and W bosons
to Υ states have negligible effects to the inclusive yields.
In general, the feed-down component from a Qm state
to a Qn state (Qm being a higher excited state) can be
calculated as

FQm

Qn
= B(Qm → Qn)

σQm

σQn

, (3)

where B denotes the branching ratio of Qm into Qn and
σQ referring the cross section of the corresponding state.
We used publish experimental data in p+p collisions at
LHC by CMS [51] and LHCb [52, 53] to estimate the
feed-down fraction. Figure 4 shows the feed-down frac-
tion from higher excited states for each Υ(1S), Υ(2S),
and Υ(3S) states. The feed-down fractions from CMS are
calculated using the presented cross section ratios mul-
tiplied by the PDG world-average branching ratios [54]
as in Eq. 3. The data points of each feed-down compo-
nent are fitted with an empirical function and their sum
drawn as the black solid line which is the total amount of
feed-down fraction for the given Υ state. For Υ(2S) and
Υ(3S), the fit function is parameterized to be the same
as for the P-wave state feed-down function of Υ(1S) be-
cause of the absence of experimental measurements at
low-pT . Afterwards, the function is normalized to match
the data points at high-pT for each Υ(2S) and Υ(3S)
meson, respectively.

The feed-down contribution for the nuclear modifica-
tion factor and elliptic flow of inclusive Υ(nS) is consid-
ered by calculating an weighted average of the quantities
for possible states as

Rn(pT ) =
∑
i

Ri(pT )FQi

Qn
(pT ),

where Rn is the weighted averaged value for a certain
Υ(nS) state, Ri is the value for a certain state contribut-

ing the the Υ(nS) state, and FQi

Qn
is the feed-down frac-

tion. The effect of possible pT shifts by the decays are ig-
nored as the daughter particle carries mostly the mother
Υ’s momentum because of their similar masses. Since we
do not have the nuclear modification factor and elliptic
flow for χb states, it is assumed that RΥ(2S) ≈ Rχb(1P )

and RΥ(3S) ≈ Rχb(2P ) ≈ Rχb(3P ) like the study in
Ref. [39].

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

 (GeV/c)(1S)ϒ
T

p

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

F
ee

d-
do

w
n 

fr
ac

tio
n 

(%
)

(1S)ϒ →(2S) ϒCMS 7 TeV 

(1S)ϒ →(2S) ϒLHCb 8 TeV 

(1S)ϒ →(3S) ϒCMS 7 TeV 

(1S)ϒ →(3S) ϒLHCb 8 TeV 

(1S)ϒ →(1P) 
b

χLHCb 8 TeV 

(1S)ϒ →(2P) 
b

χLHCb 8 TeV 

(1S)ϒ →(3P) 
b

χLHCb 8 TeV 

(1S)ϒTotal feed-down fraction to 

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

 (GeV/c)(2S)ϒ
T

p

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

F
ee

d-
do

w
n 

fr
ac

tio
n 

(%
)

(2S)ϒ →(3S) ϒCMS 7 TeV 

(2S)ϒ →(3S) ϒLHCb 8 TeV 

(2S)ϒ →(2P) 
b

χLHCb 8 TeV 

(2S)ϒ →(3P) 
b

χLHCb 8 TeV 

(2S)ϒTotal feed-down fraction to 

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

 (GeV/c)(3S)ϒ
T

p

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

F
ee

d-
do

w
n 

fr
ac

tio
n 

(%
)

 

(3S)ϒ →(3P) 
b

χLHCb 8 TeV 

 

FIG. 4. Feed-down fraction for Υ(1S) (top), Υ(2S) (middle),
and Υ(3S) (bottom) states.
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III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

This section presents and discuss the obtained results
of nuclear modification factors (RpA, RAA) and elliptic
flow (v2) for Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and Υ(3S) mesons in p+Pb,
p+O, and O+O collisions at

√
sNN = 8 TeV. The per-

formance of our framework is tested in nucleus-nucleus
collisions and compared with the experimental data at
LHC as described in Sec. III A. The results of the nu-
clear modification factors and v2 in the three small col-
lision systems are shown and discussed in Sec. III B and
Sec. III C, respectively. For all results, the uncertainty
represents the statistical uncertainty that arises from the
number of generated events. Also, the feed-down cor-
rections are applied in all calculations as described in
Sec. II C.

A. Framework demonstration in Pb+Pb

The medium response of the full simulation is demon-
strated in Pb+Pb collisions at

√
s

NN
= 5.02 TeV. Figure 5

shows the RAA curves for Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and Υ(3S) as
a function of 〈Npart〉 in Pb+Pb collision at

√
s

NN
= 5.02

TeV together with the measurements from CMS [16, 20].
The calculations agree well with the experimental data
for Υ(1S) after applying feed-down corrections, while this
correction seems to have restricted effects for Υ(2S) and
Υ(3S). The results of the excited Υ states show consis-
tency with data in peripheral collisions, although devia-
tions are found towards central Pb+Pb collisions. The
discrepancy in central collisions might be present due to
the exclusion of recombination processes in this paper,
which is expected to be more prominent at large 〈Npart〉
values.
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FIG. 5. Calculated RAA for Υ states as a function of 〈Npart〉
in Pb+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The uncertainties

of the curves represent the statistical uncertainty to the cor-
responding simulated events. The data points are taken from
results by CMS [16, 20].

Figure 6 shows the computed results of v2 as a function
of pT for Υ(1S) mesons under the same conditions for the
Pb+Pb RAA calculations. The results indicate very small
v2 values in Pb+Pb collisions for Υ(1S) mesons which is
consistent with the measurements from ALICE [55] and
CMS [56].
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ulated events. The data points are taken from results by AL-
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B. Nuclear modification factor

The calculated nuclear modification factor as a func-
tion of dNch/dη for Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and Υ(3S) mesons in
p+Pb, p+O, and O+O collisions at

√
s

NN
= 8 TeV are

shown in Fig. 7. The nuclear modification factor shows
a gradual decrease with increasing event multiplicity for
all three Υ states in all three collision systems. Also, the
amount of suppression towards higher multiplicity events
is found to be sequentially ordered following the magni-
tude of the corresponding Υ binding energy.

To diagnose the strength of modification among dif-
ferent collision systems, the nuclear modification factors
are separately displayed for each Υ state as shown in
Fig. 8. In the low multiplicity region (dNch/dη < 25),
the suppression level of Υ states is found to be similar in
p+Pb and p+O collisions, while a slightly less suppres-
sion is seen in O+O collisions in particular for Υ(2S)
and Υ(3S). Despite the medium size in O+O collisions
being the largest and that in p+O collisions the small-
est, the amount of suppression is not proportional to the
size of the created system. The fact that the system
size is larger in a given multiplicity event rather implies
a smaller energy density of the medium. Therefore, we
conclude that the weaker suppression in O+O collisions
is accounted for the smaller energy density compared to
p+O and p+Pb collisions. At higher multiplicity region,
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FIG. 7. Nuclear modification factors for Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and
Υ(3S) as a function of dNch/dη in p+Pb (top), p+O (mid-
dle), and O+O (bottom) collisions at

√
sNN = 8 TeV. The

uncertainties represent the statistical uncertainty to the cor-
responding simulated events.

where the results in p+Pb and O+O collisions are com-
pared, Υ states are stronger suppressed in p+Pb colli-
sions than in O+O collisions which is consistent with the
finding at low multiplicity because of the same reason.

Figure 9 shows the same quantities presented as a func-
tion of pT . The ordering of the nuclear modification fac-
tors is similar at low-pT as in Fig. 8, but found to be
reversed between p+Pb and O+O collisions at high-pT .
Since the formation time of the Υ states is delayed to-
wards the higher pT region, the effective interaction time
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FIG. 8. Calculated nuclear modification factor as a function
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TeV each for Υ(1S) (top), Υ(2S) (middle), Υ(3S) (bottom).
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corresponding simulated events.

with the medium is also reduced. Such effect is more
prominent in p+Pb collisions because of the smaller ini-
tial medium size. The relation between the medium size
and energy density affects the Υ suppression in the op-
posite direction for low- and high-pT . These results show
that the shape of the pT -dependent nuclear modification
factor is sensitive to the formation time and initial colli-
sion geometry.

We also compare our calculations with measured data
by CMS in p+Pb collisions at

√
s

NN
= 5.02 TeV [57] as



7

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

 (GeV/c)
T

p

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

N
uc

le
ar

 m
od

ifi
ca

tio
n 

fa
ct

or (1S)ϒ = 8 TeV, 
NN

sSHINCHON, 

Pb−p

O−p

O−O

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

 (GeV/c)
T

p

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

N
uc

le
ar

 m
od

ifi
ca

tio
n 

fa
ct

or (2S)ϒ = 8 TeV, 
NN

sSHINCHON, 

Pb−p

O−p

O−O

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

 (GeV/c)
T

p

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

N
uc

le
ar

 m
od

ifi
ca

tio
n 

fa
ct

or (3S)ϒ = 8 TeV, 
NN

sSHINCHON, 

Pb−p

O−p

O−O

FIG. 9. Nuclear modification factors for Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and
Υ(3S) as a function of pT in p+O, p+Pb, and O+O collisions
at

√
sNN = 8 TeV. The uncertainties represent the statistical

uncertainty to the corresponding simulated events.

shown in Fig. 10. The results are in good agreement
with data for Υ(1S), whereas deviations are seen for
Υ(2S) and Υ(3S). Note that our RpA values are for
8 TeV, in which the average multiplicity is about 15%
higher than that at 5.02 TeV [44]. This difference af-
fects the modification of Υ yields more significantly at
low-pT , where they mostly experience the full medium
evolution. Although the mean pT of the highest pT bin
of the CMS measurements for the Υ(2S) and Υ(3S) me-
son is expected to be slightly lower than the center of
the bin, our calculations still overshoot the experimen-

tal data. As discussed in Fig. 9, this disagreement is
possibly related to the formation time and initial colli-
sion geometry. Note that initial-state model calculations
considering modification of nuclear parton distribution
functions and energy loss show about 10% suppression of
Υ(1S) at mid-rapidity [21, 44, 58].
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FIG. 10. Calculated nuclear modification factor for Υ(1S),
Υ(2S), and Υ(3S) as a function of pT in p+Pb collisions at√
sNN = 8 TeV compared with the CMS results at

√
sNN =

5.02 TeV.

C. Elliptic flow

The v2 is calculated in the same setting as in the cal-
culation for the nuclear modification factors in Sec. III B
and shown in Fig. 11. For all three Υ states, the v2 val-
ues are consistent with zero in the overall pT region in
p+Pb, p+O, and O+O collisions. Also, their v2 values
are very similar among the three collision systems. It
may indicate that the elongated formation time of Υs to-
wards high-pT is not as significant as implemented in the
employed model. To test the relation between v2 and the
amount of suppression, we computed the v2 in the 0–5%
selected high-multiplicity events. For all Υ states, the
v2 values are found to be larger at high-multiplicity only
with a small magnitude.

Although the yields of Υ mesons are more strongly
suppressed for excited states as well as for higher multi-
plicity events, their v2 values show an overall consistency
with each other in all studied cases. In particular, since
the low-pT Υ mesons are traversing very slowly, it is un-
likely expected that they escape the medium before it
reaches the chemical freeze-out temperature. Therefore,
such Υ mesons are not able to capture the anisotropy
of the initial collision geometry despite their significant
suppression. It is understood that the path-length de-
pendent suppression could lead to a non-zero v2 which
can be probed at high-pT for Υ mesons. However, with
our current simulation settings, we did not observe any
firm non-zero v2 that deviates from that at low-pT in
small collision systems for all Υ states.
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FIG. 11. Calculated v2 in p+Pb, p+O, and O+O collisions
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statistical uncertainty to the corresponding simulated events.

IV. SUMMARY

We have performed a Monte Carlo simulation study for
the medium response of bottomonia in p+A and A+A
collisions. The simulation framework has been devel-
oped based on the theoretical calculation of the thermal
width of Υ(nS) [39] and the publicly available codes to
describe the initial condition and evolution of heavy-ion
collisions. In this initial work, only dissociation effect
is considered, and we also considered the contribution
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FIG. 12. Calculated v2 in p+Pb, p+O, and O+O collisions
as a function of pT for Υ(1S) (top), Υ(2S) (middle), Υ(3S)
(bottom) at

√
sNN = 8 TeV in 0–5% high multiplicity events.

The uncertainties represent the statistical uncertainty to the
corresponding simulated events

of feed-down from higher excited states. To demonstrate
the framework, we calculate the nuclear modification fac-
tor and elliptic flow of Υ(nS) and compare to experimen-
tal results. In the nuclear modification factor as a func-
tion of the number of participants, the model and data
are comparable for Υ(1S) at the entire region, whereas
the suppression for Υ(2S) and Υ(3S) are stronger in the
model. In addition to the formation time, which could di-
rectly affect the magnitude of nuclear modification, the
comparison for excited states would be improved when
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incorporating the regeneration effect. In case of the el-
liptic flow, the model expect v2 < 0.01 which agrees with
the experimental results [55, 56].

We extend the framework to small systems, p+Pb,
p+O, and O+O collisions at

√
sNN = 8 TeV. Gener-

ally, a stronger modification is observed for higher states

(R
Υ(1S)
pA,AA > R

Υ(2S)
pA,AA > R

Υ(3S)
pA,AA) even in small system.

In low multiplicity events where the system size is very
small, less suppression of Υ(3S) is observed due to the
late formation time. In comparing different systems at
the same multiplicity, a similar suppression is seen in
dNch/dη < 25. At higher multiplicity, the modification
in O+O is weaker than that in p+Pb because the energy
density (temperature) in O+O is lower due to the larger
system size. Regarding the elliptic flow results, we obtain
very small (< 0.01) elliptic flow for all three systems, even
in high multiplicity events. It will be very interesting to
compare with experimental results from the upcoming
LHC run with the oxygen ion. It can provide valuable
information on sources of nuclear effects on bottomonia
production in small systems.
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