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We study Bc production in high-energy nuclear collisions in a transport approach with dissociation
and regeneration at finite temperatures. Due to the rare production in p+p collisions and the strong
combination of uncorrelated c and b̄ quarks in the quark-gluon plasma, the Bc yield is significantly
enhanced in the nuclear collisions at the Large Hadron Collider. Moreover, the centrality and
momentum-dependent yield of Bc sensitively reflect the thermalization degree of bottom quarks.
And the newly observed experimental data favors a far from the thermal bottom quark distribution
in the quark-gluon plasma.

Bc meson was firstly observed by the CDF Collab-
oration in 1998 [1] and then confirmed by the D0 [2],
CMS [3] and LHCb [4–7] Collaborations. Theoretically,
the mass spectrum of the cb̄ bound state is widely studied
by first-principle-based lattice QCD simulations [8–10],
effective field theories [11–16] and non-relativistic poten-
tial models [17–24]. Considering the fact that producing
a Bc meson requires two pairs of different heavy quarks
(cc̄ and bb̄) created in one event, its yield in elementary
(hadronic) collisions is very low, and only the ground
state and first excited state of Bc meson are experimen-
tally discovered [25].

It is widely accepted that high-energy nuclear collisions
can generate a new state of matter called quark-gluon
plasma (QGP) at high temperature. In such nucleus-
nucleus collisions, there are two sources for Bc produc-
tion: One is the initial production which is basically a su-
perposition of the elementary nucleon-nucleon collisions,
and the other is the combination of two heavy quarks
distributed in the QGP. While the initial production is
still weak, the two heavy quarks which combine into a
Bc meson are not necessarily from the same elementary
collision, and the combination of the off-diagonal heavy
quarks from different elemental collisions may lead to a
large yield [26–28]. This strong Bc enhancement in nu-
clear collisions, in comparison with hadronic collisions,
provides a way to discover higher excited states of Bc

meson and a clean signal of the QGP creation in nuclear
collisions. Recently, the CMS Collaboration claims the
first Bc observation in Pb+Pb collisions [29]. Compared
with J/ψ and Υ, the nuclear modification factor RAA for
Bc is much larger. The related theoretical studies are
followed by Refs. [30, 31].

In this paper, we study Bc production and heavy quark
thermalization in nuclear collisions at the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC). We first consider Bc properties in the
vacuum and at finite temperature in a potential model
andBc production in elementary p+p collisions, and then

focus on Bc evaluation in nuclear collisions in a trans-
port approach including dissociation and regeneration
processes in the QGP.
Since charm and bottom quarks are so heavy, the

relative motion of the two-body system cb̄ (or bc̄) can
be described by the non-relativistic Schrödinger equa-
tion. Due to the radial symmetry of the interaction be-
tween the two quarks, the relative wave function can
be separated into a radial part and an angular part,
Ψnlm(r) = Rnl(r)Ylm(θ, ϕ), where Ylm are spherical har-
monic functions with quantum numbers l and m describ-
ing the orbital angular momentum, and Rnl is controlled
by the radial equation[
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]
Rnl(r)

= EnlRnl(r) (1)

with the reduced mass µ = mbmc/(mb +mc) and rela-
tive energy Enl. The interaction potential V (T, r) be-
comes complex at finite temperature, the real part is
governed by the color screening mechanism [32], and the
latter comes from the gluo-dissociation [33] and inelastic
collisions [34]. Neglecting the imaginary part as a first
approximation, and introducing a Debye mass mD [35]
to describe the strength of the color screening, the in-
medium potential between a heavy quark and an anti-
heavy quark can be expressed as [36],

V (T, r) = −α
[
mD + e−mDr/r

]
+σ/mD

[
2− (2 +mDr)e

−mDr
]
, (2)

where the temperature dependence of the Debye mass
mD(T ) can be extracted from fitting the lattice simu-
lated potential [37, 38]. In the zero temperature limit
T → 0, the screening mass disappears mD(0) → 0,
the potential is reduced to the Cornell form in vacuum
V (0, r) = −α/r+σr. The quark masses and potential pa-
rameters in the radial equation (1) can be fixed by fitting
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1S 1P 1D 2S

Exp. 6.275 - - 6.872

Theo. 6.332 6.735 7.017 6.908

TABLE I. The experimentally measured [25] and model cal-
culated Bc meson masses Mnl in the unit of GeV.
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FIG. 1. The wavefunctions of the four lowest Bc states, which
are below the B +D threshold.

the known charmonium and bottomonium masses which
leads to mc = 1.29 GeV, mb = 4.7 GeV, α = 0.4105
and σ = 0.2 GeV2 [24]. The Bc mass Mnl is defined as
Mnl = mc +mb +Enl. By solving the radial equation in
vacuum, the calculated masses below the B + D thresh-
old and the comparison with the experimental data are
shown in Table I. The wavefunctions are shown in Fig. 1.

The long-ragne color interaction between two heavy
quarks is screened by the surrounding quarks and glu-
ons in the hot medium, and the potential becomes sat-
urated at distance r > rD ∼ 1/mD with the value
V (T,∞) = −αmD+2σ/mD. When the screening length
rD is less than the typical size of the Bc meson, it is
melted by the medium. The melting temperature TD
can be defined through the vanishing binding energy
ϵnl(TD) = Enl(TD) − V (TD,∞) = 0, corresponding to
the infinite averaged radius ⟨r⟩(TD) → ∞. The tem-
perature dependence of the binding energy and averaged
radius square, scaled by their values at the deconfinement
temperature Tc, is shown in Fig. 2. The melting temper-

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ϵ(
T
)
/
ϵ(
T c
)

1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

T / Tc

<
r2
>
(T
)
/
<
r2
>
(T
c)

Bc(1S)

Bc(1P)

Bc(1D)

Bc(2S)

FIG. 2. The temperature dependence of the binding energy
and averaged radius square for the four lowest Bc states,
scaled by their values at the deconfinement temperature Tc =
170 MeV.

ature is TD ≈ 2.1Tc for Bc(1S) which is comparable with
the J/ψ melting temperature [36] and TD ≈ 1.3Tc for the
excited states Bc(1P ), Bc(1D), and Bc(2S).

The study on heavy flavor hadrons in nuclear colli-
sions needs not only their properties in hot medium but
also their production in elementary nucleon-nucleon colli-
sions. In elementary collisions at high energies, Bc meson
can be generated via gluon-gluon fusion gg → Bc + b+ c̄
and quark-antiquark annihilation qq̄ → Bc+b+c̄, and the
former is the dominant one [39]. While the cc̄ and bb̄ pair
production can be calculated in the frame of perturbative
QCD (pQCD), since the heavy quark masses are larger
than the QCD scale, mc,mb ≫ ΛQCD, the combination
of c and b̄ quarks into a Bc is a non-perturbative process.
In the factorization picture, the non-perturbative factor
is related to the non-relativistic wave function or its first
non-vanishing derivative [40] of the Bc state at the ori-
gin. The Bc production cross section at LHC energy
can be calculated by using the well-developed generator
BCVEGPY2.2 [39, 41] which is now extended to include
the 3P state. The generator has been used to predict
the Bc yield in p+p, p+p̄, e++e− and even heavy-ion
collisions [6, 28, 42].

The wave function or its first non-vanishing derivative
for different Bc state at the origin is determined by the
Schrödinger equation (1) with the solution, as shwon in



3

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

101

102

pT (GeV/c)

B
d2
σ
/d
p T
dy

(p
b/
G
eV

)
p+p, 5.02TeV

-4 -2 0 2 4

100

101

102

103

y

B
d2
σ
/d
y
(p
b/
G
eV

) p+p, 5.02TeV

FIG. 3. The transverse momentum (upper panel) and rapidity
(lower panel) dependence of the Bc production cross sections
p+p collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV. The results are calculated

by the event generator BCVEGPY2.2. The experimental data
in the upper panel are from the CMS Collaboration [29].

the bottom panel of Fig. 1,

R00(0) = 1.163 GeV3/2,

R′
01(0) = 0.382 GeV5/2,

R′′
02(0) = 0.197 GeV7/2,

R20(0) = −0.970 GeV3/2. (3)

Taking them as the input of the generator BCVEGPY2.2,
the differential cross sections for Bc mesons in p+p col-
lisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV are shown in Fig. 3. For

the D-wave state, the production yield is approximately
one half of that for the P -wave state. For comparison
with the experimental data of B+

c , which is the spin
singlet state 1S0, the feeddown contributions from all
excited states, such as 1P , 1D, and 2S should be in-
cluded. The experimental data is represented by the
branching ratio B(Bc → (J/ψ → µ+µ−)µ+vµ), where
B(J/ψ → µ+µ−) = 5.96% for J/ψ is given by Particle
Data Group (PDG) [25]. However, the decay branching
ratio B(Bc → J/ψµ+vµ) has not been observed in exper-
iments. There are many theoretical predictions and give

an uncertainty range from 1.2% to 6.7% [43–45]. A good
explanation of the experimental data in the framework
of BCVEGPY2.2 leads to B(Bc → J/ψµ+vµ) = 6%,
which is almost the upper limit. The total transverse
momentum distribution is shown in the upper panel
of Fig. 3 and the lower panel is the rapidity distribu-
tion. By integrating out the transverse momentum, the
total cross section (with feeddown contributions) is is

σ
Bc(1S)
pp ≈ 140 nb, and the total cross section per unit

of rapidity is dσ
Bc(1S)
pp /dy ≈ 26 nb in the central rapidity

region |y| < 2.

We now turn to the calculation of Bc production in
nuclear collisions. We consider first the evolution of the
hot medium which is the background of the Bc motion.
The created quark-gluon matter is expected to reach lo-
cal equilibrium at about τ0 ≈ 0.6 fm/c [46] after the
nuclear collision, then its space-time evolution is con-
trolled by the conservation laws of the system, namely
the hydrodynamic equations. In this paper, we employ
a (2+1)-dimensional hydrodynamic model, the MUSIC
package [46, 47], to characterize the space and time de-
pendence of the temperature and velocity of the hot
medium. To close the hydrodynamic equations, an equa-
tion of state for both the QGP and hadron phases is
needed. We adopt the model “s95p-v” which matches
the Lattice QCD data at high temperature and the
hadron resonance gas at low temperature [48]. The two
phases are connected with a smooth crossover at tem-
perature Tc = 170 MeV. An effective shear viscosity
η/s = 0.08 [49] and a zero bulk viscosity is chosen in
the calculation.

Since the melting temperature TD is larger than the de-
confinement temperature Tc, the survived Bc mesons can
not be thermalized in the QGP medium through color
interaction. The distribution function of Bc mesons pro-
duced in the high energy nuclear collisions with impact
parameter b, fBc

(p, x|b), is controlled by the Boltzmann
transport equation [50],

[
cosh(y − η)

∂

∂τ
+

sinh(y − η)

τ

∂

∂η
+ vT ·∇T

]
fBc

= −αfBc
+ β, (4)

where η = 1/2 ln[(t + z)/(t − z)] and y = 1/2 ln[(E +
pz)/(E − pz)] are Bc space-time rapidity and momen-
tum rapidity, and vT = pT /ET is the transverse velocity

with transverse energy ET =
√
m2

Bc
+ p2

T . The second

and third terms on the left hand side arise from the free
streaming of Bc, leading to the leakage effect in the lon-
gitudinal and transverse directions. The Bc suppression
and regeneration in the QGP are reflected in the loss
term α and gain term β. Considering only the gluon dis-
sociation process for the loss term and its inverse process
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for the gain term, α and β are expressed as [50]

α =
1

2ET

∫
d3pg

(2π)32Eg
W b̄c

gBc
(s)fg(pg, x),

β =
1

2ET

∫
d3pg

(2π)32Eg

d3pb̄

(2π)32Eb̄

d3pc

(2π)32Ec

× W gBc

b̄c
(s)fb̄(pb̄, x)fc(pc, x)

× (2π)4δ(4)(p+ pg − pb̄ − pc), (5)

where fg is the gluon thermal distribution fg(p, x) =

dg/(e
pµuµ(x)/T (x)+1) with the degenerate factor dg = 16

and the medium temperature T (x) and velocity uµ(x) de-
termined by the hydrodynamics. The dissociation prob-
ability W b̄c

gBc
is related to the cross section σb̄c

gBc
, and the

regeneration probability W gBc

b̄c
can be determined by de-

tail balance [50]. In this work, we consider the gluon dis-
sociation process g+Bc → b̄+c, an analogy to the photon
dissociation of electromagnetic bound states. Similar to
the charmonium dissociation calculated with operator-
production-expansion (OPE) method [51–53], the cross
sections for the 1S, 1P and 2S states of Bc meson read

σ1S(ω) = A0(r − 1)3/2/r5,

σ1P (ω) = 4A0(r − 1)1/2(9r2 − 20r + 12)/r7,

σ2S(ω) = 16A0(r − 1)3/2(r − 3)2/r7, (6)

and an extension of the OPE to the D-wave state is done
for the first time in this work and gives

σ1D(ω) = 32A0(r − 1)3/2(21r2 − 48r + 32)/r9 (7)

with the gluon energy ω, the ratio r = ω/ϵ and the co-

efficient A0 = 211π/(27
√

(2µ)3ϵ). Considering the fact
that, at high temperature comparable with the binding
energy ϵ, another dissociation named inelastic scattering
q + Bc → b̄ + c + q contributes remarkably [32], where
q stands for quark, antiquark and gluon. To include
this contribution, we take an effective binding energy
ϵeff (T ) = 0.8ϵ(T = 0) to replace the binding energy
shown in Fig. 2, which gives a similar decay width as
the lattice simulations [37, 38]. Furthermore, when the
medium temperature is above the dissociation tempera-
ture TD, the bound state is strongly screened, we suspend
the calculation and simply take α = β = 0.

Due to the energy loss in the hot medium, the heavy
quark distribution is in principle between the pQCD and
equilibrium distributions. From the experimental data at
the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and LHC [54,
55], the observed large quench factor and elliptic flow for
charmed mesons indicate a strong interaction between
charm quarks and the medium. One can then take a
kinetically equilibrated distribution for charm quarks,

fc(p, x) = ρc(x)N(x)/(ep
µuµ(x)/T (x) + 1), (8)

whereN(x) is the normalization factor. The number den-
sity ρc(x) is controlled by the charm conservation equa-
tion, ∂µ[ρc(x)u

µ(x)] = 0. At the LHC energy, charm

quarks are produced mainly via initial binary collisions,
and the initial density is governed by the nuclear geom-
etry,

ρc(x0) =
TA(xT + b/2)TB(xT − b/2) cosh η

τ0

dσcc̄
pp

dη
, (9)

where TA and TB are the thickness functions for the
two colliding nuclei [56], b is the impact parameter, and
dσcc̄

pp/dη = 1.165 mb is the rapidity distribution of the
charm quark production cross section in p+p collisions
at

√
s = 5.02 TeV, extracted from the new experimental

data [57].
Bottom quarks are hard to be fully thermalized. In the

equilibrium limit, their thermal distribution is the same
as that for charm quarks. In another limit, the initially
produced bottom quarks do not interact with medium
and their distribution satisfies the Vlasov equation,

pµ∂µfb̄(p, x) = 0. (10)

Considering the strong Lorentz attraction at LHC energy,
the bottom quarks can be assumed to be generated at
z = t = 0, their longitudinal rapidities y and η become
the same, and the solution of the transport equation is

fb̄(p, x) = ρb̄(xT − pT /mbτ)δ(η − y)
(2π)3

τET

d3Nb̄

d2pT dy
(11)

with the initial transverse density ρb̄(xT ) = TA(xT +
b/2)TB(xT − b/2). The momentum distribution in the
solution can be calculated by the fixed order next to lead-
ing log (FONLL) [58].
In real case considering bottom quark interaction with

the medium, the relativistic Langevin equation can be
used to simulate the evolution of bottom quarks in QGP,

dp

dt
= −ηp+ ξ, (12)

with p is the momentum of bottom quark. The drag term
η is connected with the momentum diffusion coefficient
via the fluctuation-dissipation relation, η = κ/(2TEb),

where the bottom quark energy is Eb =
√
m2

b + p2. The
momentum diffusion coefficient κ is related to the spa-
tial diffusion coefficient Ds through, κDs = 2T 2. The
stochastic term ξ is treated as white noise. Neglect the
momentum dependence in the ξ, it satisfies the relation,

⟨ξi(t)ξj(t′)⟩ = κδijδ(t− t′), (13)

where the index i, j represents three dimensions. With a
spatial diffusion coefficient 2πTDs ≈ 4, which has been
used in our previous study [59] and close to the recent
lattice results [60], the obtained distribution lies in be-
tween the thermal and pQCD distributions (8) and (11).
Since the transverse expansion of the QGP medium is
much weaker than the longitudinal expansion, the trans-
verse diffusion of the initially produced bottom quarks
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FIG. 4. The nuclear modification factor RAA for Bc(1S)
mesons as a function of the number of participating nucle-
ons Npart in two transverse momentum regions 0 < pT < 6
GeV (upper panel) and 6 < pT < 11 GeV (lower panel) in
Pb+Pb collisions at colliding energy

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. Dot-

ted lines indicate the initial fraction. Dashed, dot-dashed,
and solid lines represent the total production with thermal,
pQCD, and the Langevin distribution for bottom quarks. The
experimental data are from the CMS Collaboration [29].

can be approximately neglected [61]. The bottom quark
density in coordinate space can then be expressed as

ρb̄(x) =
TA(xT + b/2)TB(xT − b/2) cosh η

τ

dσbb̄
pp

dη
. (14)

We take the rapidity distribution of bottom quark pro-
duction cross section in p+p collisions dσbb̄

pp/dη = 45µb
as suggested by the experimental data [62].

With the known loss and gain terms, the transport
equation (4) can be solved analytically [63]. The only
thing left is the initial Bc distribution, which is a geomet-
rical superposition of the corresponding p+p collisions
along with modifications from cold nuclear matter effects.
The cold effects include usually the nuclear shadow-
ing [64], Cronin effect [65, 66] and nuclear absorption [67].
At the LHC energy, the collision time for two heavy nu-
clei to pass through each other is much shorter than the
Bc formation time, the nuclear absorption can be safely
neglected. The Cronin effect broadens the momentum of
the initially produced Bc mesons, which can be included
through replacing the mean-square transverse momen-
tum ⟨p2T ⟩ in p+p collisions by ⟨p2T ⟩ + agN l [68] in nu-
clear collisions, where agN is the Cronin parameter which
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FIG. 5. The nuclear modification factor RAA for Bc(1S)
mesons as a function of transverse momentum pT in Pb+Pb
collisions at centrality 0− 90% and colliding energy

√
sNN =

5.02 TeV. Dotted lines indicate the initial fraction. Dashed,
dot-dashed, and solid lines represent the total production with
thermal, pQCD, and the Langevin distribution for bottom
quarks. The experimental data are from the CMS Collabora-
tion [29].

characters the averaged transverse momentum square ob-
tained from the gluon scattering with a unit of length of
nucleons, and l is the mean trajectory length of the two
gluons in the two nuclei before the Bc formation. We take
agN=0.1 GeV2/fm [69]. The shadowing effect changes
the parton distribution in a nucleus relative to that in a
nucleon, the modification factor Rg can be simulated by
the EPS09 package [70]. Taking into account the shad-
owing and Cronin effects, the initial Bc distribution can
be expressed as

fBc
(p, x0|b)

=
(2π)3

τ0ET

∫
dzAdzBρA(xT + b/2, zA)ρB(xT − b/2, zB)

×Rg(x1, µF ,xT + b/2)Rg(x2, µF ,xT − b/2)

×f̄ppBc
(p, x0|b), (15)

where ρA and ρB are nucleon distribution functions of
the two colliding nuclei which are taken as Woods-Saxon
distribution, the longitudinal momentum fractions of the
two initial gluons are defined as x1,2 = ET /

√
sNNe

±y, the
factorization scale is taken as µF = ET , and the Cronin-
effect modified distribution f̄ppBc

in p+p collision is given
by the BCVEGPY2.2 generator.
The centrality and transverse momentum dependence

of the nuclear modification factor RAA for Bc(1S) mesons
are shown in Figs. 4 and 5. Aiming to compare with the
newly observed data [29], both ground and excited states
are included. The excited states below the mass thresh-
old of B+D decay 100% to the ground state B+

c . Except
for the special case of high transverse momentum in pe-
ripheral collisions, see the bottom left corner of Fig. 4,
most of the initially produced Bc mesons in the general
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case are melted in the hot medium, and the total yield is
controlled by the regeneration, independent of the bot-
tom quark distribution in the QGP. In the limit of ther-
mal distribution, the low pT yield is hugely enhanced, see
the upper panel of Fig. 4 and the left of Fig. 5, while in
the other limit of pQCD distribution, the high pT yield
is largely increased, see the lower panel of Fig. 4 and the
right of Fig. 5. From the comparison with the exper-
imental data of the CMS Collaboration, bottom quarks
are not thermalized in heavy ion collisions at LHC energy,
even in very central collisions, and the Langevin distri-
bution considering heavy quark energy loss can describe
the bottom quark evolution reasonably well.

In this paper, we studied Bc production in high-energy
nuclear collisions at LHC energy. The Bc transport in the
created QGP is characterized by a Boltzmann equation
with dissociation and regeneration-related loss and gain
terms. The initial production via p+p collisions and cold
nuclear matter effects are reflected in the initial distribu-
tion. The Bc static properties are calculated in a poten-
tial model, and the QGP evaluation is governed by hydro-

dynamic equations. We have two conclusions. 1) Bottom
quarks are not thermalized in the QGP. Bc production
is sensitive to bottom quark distribution. Different from
charm quarks which are believed to be thermalized via
strong interaction with the medium, from the comparison
with the recent CMS data, bottom quarks in the QGP
can be described by a Langevin equation and are far from
thermalization. 2) Bc production is enhanced relative to
p+p collisions. In comparison with J/ψ and Υ where the
nuclear modification factor RAA is usually less than or
at most approaches to the unit, the Bc RAA is in gen-
eral larger than the unit, indicating a Bc enhancement
due to the rare production in p+p collisions and strong
regeneration in QGP.
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