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Abstract. We assess transport properties of heavy quarks in the (Glaidka Plasma (QGP) that
show a strong non-perturbative behavior. A T-matrix apphobased on a potential taken from
lattice QCD hints at the presence of heavy-quark (HQ) resbeeattering with an increasing
strength as the temperaturig, reaches the critical temperatufig,~ 170 MeV for deconfinement
from above. The implementation of HQ resonance scattetmggawith a hadronization via quark
coalescence under the conditions of the plasma createdaiwytien collisions has been shown
to correctly describe both the nuclear modification fad®ay,, and the elliptic flowy,, of single
electrons at RHIC and have correctly predicted®ag of D mesons at LHC energy.
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INTRODUCTION

One of the most interesting questions in high-energy nugkgsics is about the prop-
erties of the hot and dense medium created in ultra-restitvheavy-ion collisions.
Finite-temperature lattice-QCD (IQCD) calculations absigly-interacting matter pre-
dict a phase transition from hadronic matter to a quarksgllasma (QGP) at a critical
temperature]. ~ 170 MeV [1]. The heavy charm and bottom quarks are partitular
valuable probes for the properties of this medium. In theedrof QGP physics they
are considered heavy because their magsjs large not only with respect thgcp but
also to the temperaturd,, of the plasma. This remains true going from SPS to LHC
energies spanning R range of 200-600 MeV. This property makes the study of heavy
quark special, becausag > Agcp allows to determine the initial heavy-quark (HQ)
spectra by means of pQCD and makes available an out-of#equih probe; the pro-

duction timer(()g < Tggpis much smaller than the QGP lifetime. Therefore heavy cquiark
pass through the entire evolution of the fireball; the HQ Eopaition time 1¢q is of the

order of the QGP lifetime but smaller than the Iight-quarlew& ~ Tgap>> TgqWhich
means that in principle they carry more informatioms > T has two important impli-
cations: on one hand it imposes effective flavor consematiat in particular holds not
only during the QGP phase but also in the hadronization paen the other hand it
implies also that the momentum exchange by collisighs< m(zg (parametrically dom-
inated by elastic scatterings), and the dynamics can beetreas a Brownian motion by
means of a Fokker-Planck equation which constitutes afggni simplification of the
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study of transport properties. Finally, the three-momenttansfer dominates over en-
2 . .
ergy transferd| > qo ~ % which allows to use the concept of a potential and therefore

to link the HQ physics to the studies to of the HQ free energf@i@D [33]. The latter
property allows to employ a finite-temperatdranatrix approach to study the problem
of HQ interactions in the medium providing a consistent fearark to evaluate both
bound-state and scattering solutions based on a two-batlg pbtential.

The first results at RHIC further enhanced the potentialré@sein HQ dynamics
by showing an unexepectedly strong interaction of heavykguaith the medium
observed through a small nuclear modification facRya(pr), and a large elliptic
flow, vo(pr), of the single electrong™, from semileptonic HQ decays. Before these
experimental results such a behavior was considered agealistic upper limit, useful
only as a reference [2]. Instead, the prediction of a l&gg and a small, obtained
from gluon Bremsstrahlung from heavy quarks has been ikirsgricontrast with the
observations [4, 5]. Furthemore, it has not been possibtdserve the expected mass
hierarchy in the suppression and its color dependence thatdwead toRaa(B) >
Raa(D) > Raa(h) [4]. This was in part due to the rather indirect experimeatatess
to the HQ dynamics through the measurements on the sifigl&hich does not allow
to disentagle the individual contributions froBhandD mesons. A first breakthorugh
in this direction has been possible thanks to the receninpredry results on D mesons
presented at QM2011 by the ALICE Collaboration [6] whichfion a large suppression
of heavy mesons. In these Proceedings we discuss HQ segtierihe QGP focusing
on the possibility of resonance scattering with light (gatiarks reminiscent of quark
confinement. We discuss the comparison of the model with #te at RHIC and the
2007 prediction for LHC.

RESONANT IN-MEDIUM HEAVY-QUARK SCATTERING

Early approaches to the study of HQ scattering in the medias @arried our using
perturbative QCD (pQCD), first using elastic scatteringd8f later based on gluon-
bremsstrahlung energy loss and/or including elastic H@textiag [4, 5]. In such ap-
proaches only a moderate decreas®gf and a small, of the single electrons from
D andB decays have been expected in clear disagreement with tleeimgntal obser-
vations. Hence non-perturbative approaches are expextesinecessary to explain the
strong HQ interaction with the medium. An early suggestiostplated a mechanism
via the formation ofD- and B-meson resonance excitations in the deconfined phase of
QCD matter [7, 8]. This idea has first been realized througbranelativistic effective
field theory, modeling colorless (pseudo-) scalar and (gxactor D- and B-mesons
exploiting both chiral symmetry and HQ (spin) symmetry,
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The fields, ©*) ®, representdnti)-D-mesons, transforming as isospinors under isospin
rotations and with the usu&ﬂé’q free terms for quarks and-mesons; see Ref. [7] for
more details.

The interaction terms in Eq. (1) were evaluated to leadirgiom 1/m. according
to HQ effective theory (HQET). The main parameter is giventliy couplingGsy
varied to allow for widths of theD-meson spectral functions of 300-500 MeV, to
approximately cover the range suggested by effective queo#els. It is important
to note that we assume tli=meson resonances)p = 2.0 GeV to be located above
the c — g mass thresholdn: + mq = 1.5 GeV, which renders them accessiblecin q
scattering processes. The situation is quite differenfifound) meson states (i.e., below
the anti-/quark threshold), where the resonant part of¢aeering amplitude cannot be
probed througle+ q — c+ qinteractions (even for resonance masses close to threshold
thermal energies of anti-/quarks imply that the averagksomh energy is significantly
above the resonance peak).

We find that the presence of these resonances at moderate ép@pReratures sub-
stantially accelerates the kinetic equilibrationmfluarks as compared to using per-
turbative interactions. We have concentrated on the cltarank case, but completely
analogous expressions apply to the bottom sector. Theseaghes have been used in
2006 to make predictions for the case of Au+Au at RHIC ensrg@d the details are
presented in Ref. [8]. The key ingredients are that the pamsross section is appre-
ciably larger than the pQCD ones and a hadronization mesimatiiat includes quark
coalescence [12, 14, 15], leading to an enhancement of hetuarkrRaa andv, toward
a better agreement with the data [8, 16]. Other approachesdumsistently pointed out
the necessity to go beyond a simple pQCD scheme [17, 18] tuatéor the observed
Raa even if these studies included coalescence especiallyeip$th< 3-4 GeV region,
which translates tp? < 7-8 GeV at the meson level. In particular our approach ajggear
to be the only one able to describe both the siRgll and largevs(pr) simultaneuosly.
Furthermore a prediction for Pb+Pb collisions at LHC endrgy been presented in the
last call for prediction proceedings [32] and will be dissed in the following.

T-matrix Approach to Heavy-Quark Scattering

The success of the first applications of the idea of reson&ptseiattering in the
medium has lead to a further and more realistic assessm#rd ekistence of resonance
scattering. The idea of the existence of resonance scajtesiindeed supported by
IQCD on the quark correlators for both heavy and light quit®g as well as by Non-
Relativsitic QCD solved on lattice for heavy quarks [20]eYytboth show the existence
of a peak in the spectral function even at temperatures oy higher thanT,
suggesting the presence of a physical mechanism beyondpéediee scattering.

As mentioned in the introduction, the large HQ mass allovesube of an interaction
potential between quarks. This has the advantageTthaatrix scattering theory be-
comes applicable, which does not rely on a perturbativergsipa but is able to account
also for moderate or even strong coupling, where resummabb large diagrams are
necessary and realized via the standard ladder sum. An leeaiefit is that one can in



principle extract the quark potential from finite-temparatlattice QCD (IQCD), or at
least be constrained by IQCD “data” which gives a paramegerinput.

A static heavy-quark light-quark potentidf,(r), has been used in the vacuum to
successfully describ@-meson spectra and decays [22, 23]. We assume that thenedfect
in-medium potential can be extracted from finite-tempeeatQCD calculations of the
color-singlet free energk (r,T) [24, 25] for a staticQQ pair as the internal potential
energy by the usual thermodynamic relation [21, 26, 27],

dFl(r7T)
oT

For the application as a scattering kernel i @natrix equation, the potential has to
vanish forr — «. Thus we choose the accordingly subtracted internal pateriergy,

Us(r,T) =F(r,T)-T (2)

Vi(r,T) =U1(r,T) —Us(r — o, T). (3)

In IQCD simulations one finds that;(r — o, T) is a decreasing function with tem-
perature which could be associated as a contribution to nhmedium HQ mass,
mo(T) = mp+U1(r — ,T)/2, wheremg denotes the bare mass. However, close to
Tc the asymptotic valud);(r — o, T), develops a pronounced peak structure which is
currently not fully understood (possibly related to mukigoupled channel effects).
For simplicity, in the current calculation, we assume canstffective HQ masses,
m. = 1.5 GeV andmn, = 4.5 GeV.

We also consider the complete set of color channels foRthésinglet and octet) and
Qq (anti-triplet and sextet) systems, using Casimir scalimgndeading-order pQCD,
Vg=-V1/8, V3=Vi/2., V= —V1/4, which is also justified by IQCD calculations
of the finite-T HQ free energy [28].

The uncertainties due to the extraction of the potentiatlewmoderate final impact
on the agreement with the experimental data, see also Fedt3 (hile the difference in
the transport coefficients going from the internal endhyto the free energy, is quite
substantial. However, the successful application to camguarkonium correlators and
HQ susceptibilities lends a-posteriori support (albettvadidation) for the choice dfl,
which is not as convincing fdf (cf. Ref. [29]).

The starting point of HQ Brueckner theory is a system of ceddethe-Salpeter (BS)
and Schwinger-Dyson (SD) equations characterizing themi€action and propagator
in the QGP,

M:K+/KGM, zQ:z§+/qu, R =+ =R, (4)

whereM denotes the scattering amplitude between a he@yyatd a light ¢) quark

or antiquark,K the two-body interaction kernet; the two-particle Q) propagator,
R (§’q) the (free) single-particle propagator, ahfl the HQ selfenergy receiving
contributions from thermal gluons§) and light quarks (where the latter are com-
puted self-consistently from the heavy-light scatterimgpétude). Since we focus on
a QGP at zero chemical potentialyc0), all quantities are quark-antiquark symmet-
ric. The predominantly space-like momentum transfer irsbal scattering of heavy
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FIGURE 1. Diagrammatic representation of the Brueckner many-bobgse for the coupled system
of the T-matrix based on IQCD static internal potential energy asittieraction kernel and the HQ
self-energy.

quarks,q? = g3 — G2 ~ —4?, justifies a static (potential) approximation to its intera
tion, K &~ V. This allows to reduce the four-dimensional (4D) BS equatido a 3D
Lippmann-Schwinger equation for tiematrix, which greatly simplifies its solution.
Using azimuthal symmetry and a partial-wave expansionsidaca one-dimensional
integral equation for the amplitudek, of given angular momenturh,

TAE; P, p) =VA(P,p) + ,—ZT/dk ke V2(p',K) Goqg(E; k) TA(E:K, p) , (5)

where we also indicated the four possible color chanrelfgr Qq (singlet and octet,
a=1 and 8) andq (antitriplet and sexte = 3 and 6) states.
The in-medium HQ quasiparticle-dispersion relation isegiby

0=\ /k2+m}(T) +RezQ(wd k). (6)

where it has been assumed that Eq. (4) (middle) can be decaupoto two distinct
contributions: a “gluon-induced” onig, generating a temperature-dependent mass,

mo(T), and a selfenerg;ZqQ, due to scattering of heavy quarks off thermal light quarks.
The former is associated with the long-distance limit of pleeéential, while the latter

is explicitly evaluated from the above heavy-lightmatrix. To close the system of
equations (4) in the quark sector, the analogous systenméolight sector is required,
which has been solved selfconsistently ¥t and Tqqqq in Ref. [21]. Guided by the
results obtained there we employ a light-quark propagdigur{ing into the second
term in Eq. (4) with a constant thermal light-quark masg,= 0.25 GeV, and width,

[q =200 MeV= —231.

Clearly, the potential approximation is less reliable ie tlght-quark sector, but it
turns out that their in-medium selfenergies (real and imayi parts), which are needed
for the HQ selfenergy, Eq. (4), have a small effect on bottstiztering amplitudélgg,
and the HQ transport coeffcients.

The above system of equations (fbrandV) is pictorially represented in Fig. 1 with
the upper, middle and lower panel corresponding to Eqsrédpectively.
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FIGURE 2. Left: Imaginary part of theS'wave in-mediumT matrix for cq and cq scattering in the
color-singlet and -antitriplet channels based on the patarization of the IQCD potential energy by
[Wo]. Right: The drag coefficieny, as a function of HQ momentum, calculated via (4) with scatte
matrix elements from the non-perturbativematrix calculation (using the parameterization of the @QC
internal potential energies by [Wo]) compared to a LO pértive calculation based on matrix elements.

We restrict ourselves t8 (I = 0) andP (I = 1) waves. As can be seen from Fig. 2
(left), in the dominating attractive color-singl€q and color-antitripletQq channels,
close to the critical temperatur&, resonance states close to threshBigh, = mg + my
are formed, similar as conjectured in the effective resoaanodel described in the
previous section [7, 8]. However, in this full in-medium sahe the resonances melt at
lower temperature$ > 1.7T. andT 2 1.4T, respectively.

HEAVY-QUARK OBSERVABLESIN HEAVY-ION COLLISIONS

A direct comparison between the microscopic descriptiothefHQ dynamics in the
QGP and the experimental observables necessitates a dyalamplementation of
the HQ scattering in the medium plus a model for the hadréioizaand finally the
implementation of the semileptonic decay.

The HQ motion in the hot and dense QGP, consisting of lightkgiand gluons, can
be described by a Langevin simulation of the Fokker-Plamglagon,

ofg 0 0

ot ap (piyfq) + PP (Bij fo). (7)
The drag or friction coefficienty, and diffusion coefficientsd;j, are calculated from
the invariant scattering-matrix elements [3]. Taking iat@ount elastic scattering of the
heavy quark with a light quark or antiquark given in termsta above calculated-
matrix one can calculate the drag with a standard procediieddQ drag and diffusion
coefficients, shown in Fig. 2, see Ref. [34] for more detalils.

The nonperturbative HQ light-quark scattering-matrixnedats are supplemented by
the corresponding perturbative elastic HQ gluon-scatteones. The-channel singu-
larity is regulated by a gluon-Debye screening massp& gT with a strong coupling
constantg = \/4mds, usingas = 0.4.



As shown in Fig. 2, close t& the equilibration timesieq=1/y ~ 7 fm/c, for charm
quarks are a factor of 4 smaller than for a corresponding pQCD calculation, resaini
cent to the results based on the model assurbigeson like resonance states above
T [7, 8]. In contrast to this and other calculations of the H&h&port coefficients, here
the drag coefficientdecreaseawith increasing temperature because of the “melting” of
the dynamically generated resonances at increasing tatapes due to the diminishing
interaction strength from the IQCD potentials.

To solve the Fokker-Planck equation (7) under conditionghef sSQGP medium
produced in heavy-ion collisions, we use an isentropicadganding thermal fireball
model, assuming an ideal-gas equation of staids6f 2.5 effective massless light-quark
flavors and gluons. The initial spatial distribution of HQg@uction is determined with
a Glauber model. The-quark spectra are taken from a modified PYTHIA calculation
to fit D and D* spectra in d-Au collisions [35], assumirgfunction fragmentation.
The b-quark pt spectrum is taken from PYTHIA assuming a cross-sectioro rafi
Opp/ Occ =~ 5- 103 and a crossing of the- andb-decay electron spectrapt~ 5 GeV,
consistent with FONLL pQCD calculations [31].

The last step toward a comparison of the above described InfmdEQ diffusion
in the QGP with thee™ data from RHIC is the hadronization of the HQ spectra to
D- and B-mesons and their subsequent semileptonic decay. Here evéhasquark-
coalescence model described in [12, 14]. In recent yeagszdhlescence of quarks in
the hot and dense medium created in heavy-ion collisiondbas shown to provide
a successful hadronization mechanism to explain phenorsecia as the scaling of
hadronic elliptic-flow parameters,, with the number of constituent quarkg,,(pt) =
NhV2,q(Pt/Nh), wheren, = 2(3) for mesons (hadrons) denotes the number of constituent
quarks contained in the hadrdm,and the largep/t ratio in Au-Au compared tg-p
collisions [12, 13, 14]. Quark coalescence is most efficientihe low-pt regime where
mostc andb quarks combine int® andB mesons, respectively. To conserve the total
HQ number, we assume that the remaining heavy quarks haérema @-function)
fragmentation.

As shown in Fig. 3 the Langevin simulation of the HQ diffusidallowed by the
combined quark-coalescence fragmentation descriptionadfonization toD and B
mesons and their subsequent semileptonic decay, sudtgasftounts for both th&®aa
andv, of et in 200AGeV Au-Au collisions [11, 10] at RHIC. The uncertainty due to
two different parameterizations of the IQCD potentialsWip] [27] and [SZ] [26] is not
so large.

Comparing the solid and dashed lines one sees that the #ffetthe “momentum
kick” of the light quarks in coalescence, an enhancemendthfRaa andvy, is important
for the agreement of both observables with the data. As caed&®from the lower panel
in Fig. 3 (right), the effects of thB-meson decay contribution to tieé spectra become
visible for pr > 2.5-3 GeV. A closer inspection of the time evolution of thespectra
shows that the suppression of high-heavy quarks occurs mostly in the beginning
of the time evolution, while the, is built up later at temperatures closeTowhich
is to be expected since the of the bulk medium is fully developed at later stages
only [37, 38]. This effect is more pronounced due to resoadnomation, because the
transport coefficients become larger clos@door at least decrease much slower than in
the pQCD case [29].
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FIGURE 3. Left: Results for the nuclear modification factor (upper @arand elliptic flow (lower
panel) of single electrons with/without (solid/dashee$ihquark coalescence in Au-Au collisions com-
pared to RHIC data [10, 11]. Right: As in the left panel butyofdr the case of [Wo] potential with
coalescence included it is shown the contribution of siegldrom D and B decay.

Predictionat LHC

In 2007 we made predictions for the tBeandB spectra at the LHC employing the
effective resonant model described above.[B-anesons we know that the model is quite
reliable in the sense that it generates predictions sirdlre T -matrix approach. Since
the initial temperatures at the LHC are expected to exceeddbonance dissociation
temperatures, the prediction implemented a switching bthe resonances atjiss =
2T = 360 MeV by a factor(1+ exp(T — Tgiss) /A]) " with (A = 50 MeV) in the
transport coefficients.

The temperature evolution in the fireball assumed a totabpwtfixed by the num-
ber of charged hadrons which we have extrapolatedNg,/dly ~ 1400 for central
Vv/SuN = 5.5 TeV Pb-Pb collisions leading to an initial temperatdie; 520 MeV. This
multiplicity truns out to be very close to the one measureg/&in = 2.75 TeV, hence
now we know that these have to be considered more properlyesicpons for this
energy.

Initial HQ prt spectra are computed using PYTHIA with parameters as usedeoy
ALICE Collaboration [36]. Hadronization is treated as poasly discussed for the
RHIC case. The shadowing has not been included but as showimebgrange solid
line this should not affect the predictionjat > 3.5 GeV.

In Fig. 4 the predictions for th®-mesonRaa are shown by the shaded red area
corresponding to the uncertainties in the resonance madtiel.data from the ALICE
Collaboration [6] are shown by rectangles, red ot and green foD°, and are for
the 0— 20% centrality and therefore corresponding to an impacrpaterp = 4.7 fm,
hence more central with respect to the 2007 calculationstHt® reason in the figure
the red dashed line is drawn to indicate the extrapolatiomftheb = 7 fm calculation
to the more central withh = 4.7 fm which results in a 15% correction. It is clear that
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FIGURE 4. The nuclear modification for D meson at LHC f8b+ Pb at,/Sy\ny = 2.75 TeV for more
detail see the text.

the prediction from simple pQCD elastic scattering, showihe blue dash-dotted line,
cannot account at all for the observed suppression dbthpectra.

Data with a better statistics and especially a measurenfethiecelliptic flow will
greatly improve the discrimination power of the model. Fritva theorethical side it is
desireable to have predictions using thanatrix approach based on the IQCD-based
potential, especially for thB mesons. These are differently affected by the medium and
should show a resonant scattering persistent up to highgreetures compared to the
D mesons resulting in a smallBaa compared to the simplified resonance model shown
by the violet shaded area shown in Fig. 4.

CONCLUSIONS

The in-medium interaction of heavy quarks have been ininigyérom the first prelim-
inary results at RHIC showing a much larger suppression éxgected, together with
a large elliptic flow, as inferred from semileptonic HQ de&dgctrons. An in-medium
T-matrix approach (utilizing potentials estimated frorttite QCD) has been applied to
evaluate HQ interactions in the QGP showing the existende wfedium prehadronic
and diquark resonance states, which increase in strength approachind.. When
implemented into Langevin simulations at RHIC, reasonalgieeement with both the
suppression and elliptic flow @& spectra from HQ decays emerges.

Several theoretical problems remain open like a proper itiefinof the potential,
corrections to thel-matrix approach including radiative ones, in-medium masd
width effects as well as a self-consistent treatment of Hurdnization via coalescence.
Onthe other hand this field is entering a new stage thankefoedssibility to disentangle
theB andD mesons which in itself can provide the key to discriminafeedént models
[16, 17, 18, 39, 40] .
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