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Dielectrons from heavy flavor hadron decays not only constitute a crucial background to their thermal spectrum in
high-energy nuclear collisions, from which the temperature of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) is extracted, but also
provide a valuable probe of heavy quark interactions with the QGP. Using a linear Boltzmann transport (LBT)
model to describe heavy quark evolution inside the QGP and a hybrid fragmentation-coalescence model for their
hadronization, we find heavy quark energy loss softens the invariant mass spectrum of their decayed dielectrons
and yields a higher value of the extracted QGP temperature, while coalescence hardens the spectrum and yields a
lower value. Taking into account full medium effects leads to higher values of the extracted temperature than using
vacuum baselines of heavy flavor decayed dielectrons in analyzing the experimental data. In addition, we find the
angular correlations between dielectron pairs are sensitive to heavy quark interactions with the QGP: the radial
flow of the QGP enhances the near-side correlations, and scatterings between heavy quarks and the QGP broaden
the away-side correlations, with elastic and string interactions playing a dominant role.
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1 Introduction

Lattice Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) calcula-
tions [1,2] predict that at sufficiently high temperature,
nuclear matter exists in a color deconfined state, known
as quark-gluon plasma (QGP). The only way of achiev-
ing such high temperature in laboratory is to collide
beams of ultrarelativistic heavy ions at the Relativistic
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Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and the Large Hadron Col-
lider (LHC). It is now generally accepted that QGP is
formed in these high-energy nuclear collisions, as re-
vealed by the collective flow of hadrons and the signif-
icantly suppressed yields of energetic particles, or jet
quenching, in these collisions [3-6].

While there are many indirect ways of inferring the
temperature of the QGP, such as comparing hydro-
dynamic simulations of the QGP with the low trans-
verse momentum (pT) hadron data [7, 8], comparing jet
quenching calculations with the high pT data [9,10], a di-
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rect measurement of the QGP temperature has remained
a challenge for years. One may extract the chemical
or kinetic freeze-out temperature by comparing thermal
model calculations with the yields and pT spectra of dif-
ferent hadrons [11-13], but this is the temperature when
stable hadrons form instead of that of the color decon-
fined QGP state. One may constrain the QGP temper-
ature based on the sequential melting of heavy quarko-
nium states inside the QGP [14-16], but the resolution
is limited by the dissociation temperature gap between
two quarkonium states, and can also be affected by re-
generation of quarkonia inside the QGP [17, 18]. The
spectra of direct photons have been used to extract the
average temperature of the QGP [19], but this method
suffers from the blue shift effect due to the fast ex-
pansion of the QGP. The best candidate of the QGP
thermometer is the invariant mass spectrum of ther-
mal dileptons (e+e− or µ+µ− pairs) decayed from vir-
tual photons emitted by the QGP. This observable ben-
efits from both its Lorentz invariance property that pro-
tects it from the blue shift effect, and negligible nuclear
modification of virtual photons and dileptons once they
form [20-22]. Considerable efforts have been devoted
into extracting the QGP temperature using the dilepton
spectrum [23-25], and a final success has been recently
achieved in Au+Au collisions at center-of-mass energies
per nucleon pair of √sNN = 54.4 GeV and 27 GeV [20].
Preliminary results for Isobar (Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr) col-
lisions at √sNN = 200 GeV have also been reported at
the Quark Matter 2025 conference.

In reality, signals of thermal dileptons are embedded
in a non-thermal background of dileptons, known as the
cocktail sum [26]. This includes decays from π0, η, ω,
η′, and ϕ mesons, which dominate dilepton productions
in the low invariant mass region, and the Drell-Yan pro-
cess and decays from J/ψ, which dominate in the high
invariant mass region. The intermediate invariant mass
region is relatively clean for thermal dileptons, where
the non-thermal background is mainly contributed by
the Drell-Yan process and decays from open heavy flavor
hadrons. This is where the extraction of the QGP tem-
perature is usually conducted. Although nuclear modifi-
cation of heavy flavor hadrons have been extensively ex-
plored [27-32], there are rare studies on how this nuclear
modification affects the dilepton spectra decayed from
heavy flavor hadrons [33]. So far, in experiments, the
background of heavy flavor decayed dileptons is simu-
lated using Pythia [34,35], an event generator for proton-
proton (p + p) collisions. The QGP effects in nucleus-
nucleus (A+A) collisions are only roughly estimated by
either randomizing the momentum directions of leptons

or reducing the energies of leptons, mimicking the mo-
mentum broadening or energy loss of heavy quarks inside
the QGP [20]. One major goal of this work is quanti-
tively exploring how nuclear modification of heavy flavor
hadrons, including energy loss of heavy quarks and their
in-medium hadronization, affects the spectra of their de-
cayed dielectrons, and evaluating the systematic uncer-
tainties it introduces to the QGP temperature extracted
from thermal dielectrons.

Apart from modifying the invariant mass spectra of
dileptons, scatterings between heavy quarks and the
QGP can also alter the angular correlations between
dilepton pairs. It has been proposed that the angu-
lar correlations between DD meson pairs can be used
to probe the early stage thermalization of light partons
in heavy-ion collisions [36]. These correlations are also
suggested as promising observables for resolving the in-
dividual strengths of elastic and inelastic scatterings en-
dured by heavy quarks inside the QGP [37, 38]. De-
spite significant efforts have been made on measuring
the DD correlations in p+ p collisions [39,40], extending
such measurements to A+A collisions is still considered
challenging at both RHIC and the LHC. Alternative op-
tions along this direction could be studying the correla-
tions between D mesons and charged particles, or cor-
relations between heavy flavor decayed leptons [41-43].
Considering that nuclear modification of bottom quarks
are relatively weak and its impact on the angular cor-
relations between their decayed dileptons can be hardly
seen in the experimental data [42], we will focus on the
correlations between charm decayed dielectrons in this
work. This could serve as a potential new observable of
open heavy flavor, in addition to those of single inclusive
hadrons [44-47] and their decayed leptons [48-51], and
provide additional insights into the dynamics of heavy
quark interactions with the QGP.

2 Heavy flavor evolution in heavy-ion collisions

Due to their large masses, thermal production of heavy
quarks from the QGP is neglected. We use Pythia [34,
35] to generate heavy quarks from the initial hard
nucleon-nucleon scatterings. The positions of these hard
scatterings in nucleus-nucleus collisions are sampled us-
ing the Monte-Carlo Glauber model.

Interactions between heavy quarks and the QGP
medium are described using the linear Boltzmann trans-
port (LBT) model [52,53], with both elastic and inelastic
scatterings, and both perturbative and non-perturbative
interactions included. In LBT, the phase space distribu-
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tion of heavy quarks, fa(xa, pa), evolves according to the
Boltzmann equation as

pa · ∂ fa(xa, pa) = Ea(Cel + Cinel). (1)

The collision integral contributed by elastic scatterings,
Cel, can be evaluated using matrix elements of 2 → 2
scatterings between heavy quarks and thermal partons
constituting the QGP. The inelastic part, Cinel, can be
related to medium-induced gluon emissions from heavy
quarks. Detailed implementation of these elastic and
inelastic scatterings can be referred to Ref. [52].

In this work, we use the version of the model [53] that
incorporates both perturbative and non-perturbative in-
teractions between heavy quarks and the QGP.

iM = iMY + iMS

= u(p′)γµu(p)VY(q⃗)u(k′)γµu(k)

+ u(p′)u(p)VS(q⃗)u(k′)u(k), (2)

where a vector interaction Yukawa term (MY) is used
to model perturbative scatterings [54] and a scalar in-
teraction string term (MY) is assumed to model non-
perturbative scatterings [55]. The effective propagators,
VY and VS, can be obtained from the Fourier transfor-
mation of a cornel type potential and read,

VY(q⃗) = − 4παsCF

m2
d + |q⃗|2

, VS(q⃗) = − 8πσ
(m2

s + |q⃗|2)2 . (3)

Here, q⃗ denotes the momentum exchange in elastic scat-
terings, CF = 4/3 is the color factor, αs is the strong cou-
pling coefficient, σ represents the strength of the string
term, and md and ms are the screening masses in the
Yukawa and string terms, respectively. Detailed expres-
sions of the scattering matrices and parameter setups
can be found in Ref. [53], with which one can obtain
a satisfactory description of the nuclear modification
factors of heavy flavor hadrons and their decay prod-
ucts [53,56,57], as well as Bc mesons [58].

The QGP medium is simulated using the (3+1)-
dimensional viscous hydrodynamic model CLVisc [59-
62], which is constrained by the soft hadron data in
heavy-ion collisions. Before the hydrodynamic evolution
of the medium starts (τ0 = 0.6 fm), heavy quarks are
assumed to stream freely from their production vertices.
After that, the hydrodynamic simulation provides the lo-
cal temperature and fluid velocity of the QGP medium,
based on which one can calculate the collision integrals
in Eq. (1) and therefore simulate the phase space evo-
lution of heavy quarks. Note that by keeping the tem-
perature information but manually setting fluid veloc-
ity to zero in simulation, one may investigate how the

radial flow of the QGP affects the heavy flavor observ-
ables, as will be discussed later in Sec. 4. On the hyper-
surface of medium temperature at Tpc = 165 MeV, we
convert heavy quarks into heavy flavor hadrons using
a hybrid fragmentation-coalescence model [63], which is
constrained by the RHIC and LHC data on the heavy
flavor hadron chemistry. In the end, we use Pythia [34]
to simulate the decays of heavy flavor hadrons into elec-
trons.

In hadronization, the independent fragmentation
module of Pythia is applied for the fragmentation pro-
cess, in which the following Peterson fragmentation func-
tion is used

DH
Q(z) ∝ 1

z
[
1 − (1/z) − ϵQ/(1 − z)

]2 , (4)

in which z = pH/pQ represents the fractional momentum
taken by a heavy flavor hadron relative to its parent
heavy quark, and ϵQ is a model parameter. If not oth-
erwise specified, we keep its default values, ϵc = 0.05
for charm quarks and ϵb = 0.005 for bottom quarks, in
our calculation. However, in Sec. 3, ϵc is temporarily re-
adjusted in order to reproduce the invariant mass spectra
of the charm decayed dielectrons obtained by the STAR
Collaboration using the string fragmentation module of
Pythia. Effects of varying this parameter will be dis-
cussed.

3 Invariant mass spectra of heavy quark de-
cayed dielectrons

We first explore nuclear modification of the invariant
mass spectra of heavy quark decayed dielections and its
impact on the QGP temperature extracted from the di-
electron spectra.

Table 1 Parameter settings of Pythia 6 simulation.

parameter value function
MSEL 1 Minibias trigger of Pythia

PARP(91) 1.0 Width of the Gaussian pri-
mordial kT distribution in-
side hadron

PARP(67) 1.0 The Q2 scale of the hard
scattering is multiplied by
this value

In order to directly compare to the experimental re-
sults, we use the same Pythia 6 simulation for heavy
quark production as implemented by the STAR Collab-
oration [64]. Key parameter tunings and their physi-
cal meanings are listed in Tab. 1. These heavy quarks
then scatter through the QGP medium within the LBT
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Au+Au @ 54.4 GeV 0-80%

STAR fit with vac. frag.: T=303±59 MeV
fit with vac. frag.: T=302±65 MeV
fit with med.+frag.: T=334±55 MeV
fit with med.+frag.+coal.: T=316±51 MeV

Figure 1 (Color online) The invariant mass spectra of dielectrons in 0-80% Au+Au collisions at √sNN = 54.4 GeV. Panel (a) compares
between different model calculations of the contributions from charm quark decay, the STAR data on the total yield and the cocktail sum
used by STAR in analyzing the data [20]. Panel (b) compares between different fittings (lines) of the QGP temperature to the invariant
mass spectra of thermal dielectrons (cross symbols), obtained by subtracting the STAR data on the total yield by different cocktail sums
that involve different estimations of the charm decayed dielectrons.

model, turn into heavy flavor hadrons within the hy-
brid fragmentation-coalescence model, and decay into
electrons within Pythia 6. To improve simulation effi-
ciency, non-semileptonic decay channels of heavy flavor
hadrons are switched off. Following the STAR analy-
sis, we only consider dielectrons decayed from D mesons
and Λc baryons for charm quarks. For consistency, only
dielectrons decayed from B mesons and Λb baryons are
considered for bottom quarks. The following normaliza-
tion formula from Ref. [64] is employed to obtain the
final spectra of the heavy quark decayed dielectrons:

1
Nmb

dN
dMee

=
1

Nevt

(
dN

dMee

)
pp

σQQ̄

σmb
NBin

× BR
(
Q/Q̄→ e+

)
BR

(
Q/Q̄→ e−

)
.

(5)

On the right side, we analyze events that contain at least
one heavy quark produced in one nucleon-nucleon bi-
nary collision. The number of such events is denoted by
Nevt, and the number of binary collisions in one nucleus-
nucleus collision is denoted by NBin. For the cross sec-
tion of heavy quark production in p + p collisions σQQ̄,
we take σcc̄ = 72 µb for charm quarks in Au+Au colli-
sions at √sNN = 54.4 GeV, and ignore dileptons decayed
from bottom quarks at this low energy. In Isobar col-
lisions at √sNN = 200 GeV, the production cross sec-
tions are taken as σcc̄ = 443 µb for charm quarks and
σbb̄ = 3.7 µb for bottom quarks. The inelastic scattering
cross section of p+ p collisions, σmb, is taken as 35 mb for√

sNN = 54.4 GeV and 42 mb for √sNN = 200 GeV. The
branching ratios (BR) of heavy flavor hadron decaying
into electrons and positrons are taken from the Particle
Data Group [65].

In Fig. 1(a), we present the invariant mass spectra
of charm decayed dielectrons in 0-80% Au+Au collisions
at √sNN = 54.4 GeV. The STAR Collaboration simu-

lates the dielectron spectra from semileptonic decays of
charm quarks in p+p collisions using Pythia 6, and scales
them to Au+Au collisions by NBin. The hadronization of
charm quarks is simulated using the string fragmenta-
tion module in Pythia. However, due to the difficulty in
tracking the color information of heavy quarks inside the
QGP, the independent fragmentation module with the
Peterson fragmentation function is applied in our hybrid
fragmentation-coalescence model after heavy quarks exit
the QGP. For consistency, our p + p baseline (denoted
as “vac. frag.”) is also obtained using the same fragmen-
tation routine. As shown in Fig. 1(a), the ϵQ parameter
in Eq. (4) needs to be adjusted to 0.0003 in order to re-
produce the dielectron spectra obtained by STAR. This
is smaller than its default value 0.05, and its impact on
the extracted temperature of the QGP will be discussed
later. Note that STAR applies acceptance corrections to
their Pythia baseline. Although these corrections affect
the spectra of charm decayed dielectons in the low mass
region, they can be neglected for the intermediate mass
region we focus on. We have confirmed that our p + p
baseline is consistent with the uncorrected p + p result
of STAR.

When interactions between heavy quarks and the
QGP are taken into account, we observe an apparent
softening of the dielectron spectrum (leftward shift to-
wards the low mass region), which can be attributed
to the energy loss experienced by charm quarks inside
the QGP. Compared to pure fragmentation of medium-
modified charm quarks, including coalescence for their
hadronization hardens the dielectron spectrum, since co-
alescence enhances the heavy flavor hadron energy when
charm quarks combine with light quarks.

We replace the STAR estimation of the charm decayed
dielectron spectrum by our estimation in the cocktail
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(b)

RuRu+ZrZr @ 200 GeV 0-10%

STAR fit with vac. frag.: T=270±21 MeV
fit with vac. frag.: T=271±22 MeV
fit with med.+frag.: T=313±20 MeV
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Figure 2 (Color online) The invariant mass spectra of dielectrons in 0-10% Isobar collisions at √sNN = 200 GeV. Panel (a) compares
between different model calculations of the contributions from charm and bottom quark decays. Panel (b) compares between different
fittings (lines) of the QGP temperature to the invariant mass spectra of thermal dielectrons (cross symbols), obtained by subtracting the
preliminary STAR data on the total yield (reported at Quark Matter 2025 conference) by different cocktail sums that involve different
estimations of the heavy quark decayed dielectrons.

sum of the spectrum, and then subtract the cocktail sum
from the full yield data from STAR. This gives the in-
variant mass spectrum of thermal dielectrons as shown
in Fig. 1(b). In the intermediate mass region (1.0 <

Mee < 2.9 GeV), we extract the temperature of the QGP
by fitting a Boltzmann function M3/2 exp(−M/T ) [20,
66, 67] to the thermal dielectron spectrum. Al-
though different fitting formulae were used in litera-
ture, e.g., d2Nee

qq̄/(dM dt) ∝ (MT )3/2 exp(−M/T ) [22] and
d2Nee

qq̄/(dM dt) ∝ T−9/2M3/2 exp(−M/T ) [68], the extracted
value of temperature is dominated by the exponential
term and is insensitive to different forms of the power
term. The values of the extracted QGP temperature are
labeled in the figure legend. Our result obtained using
the vacuum baseline of charm quarks (302 ± 65 MeV)
agrees with that obtained by STAR (303 ± 59 MeV).
However, when medium modification of heavy quarks
is taken into account, followed by pure fragmentation
for hadronization, the extracted temperature increases
to 334 ± 55 MeV. If coalescence is further included, the
extracted temperature decreases to 316±51 MeV. These
are consistent with the softening and hardening of the di-
electron spectrum from charm quark decay due to energy
loss and coalescence, respectively, as shown in Fig. 1(a).
Only statistical uncertainties of the experimental data
are taken into account in our fitting. Our study suggests
that in 0-80% Au+Au collisions at √sNN = 54.4 GeV,
heavy quark interactions with the QGP can lead to a
systematic uncertainty of about 32 MeV in the temper-
ature extracted from the dielectron spectrum, and the
hadronization scheme can lead to another uncertainty of
about 18 MeV.

In Tab. 2, we present the extracted values of the QGP
temperature in different centrality regions of Au+Au
collisions at √sNN = 54.4 GeV. Similar conclusions can

be drawn by comparing between different model setups:
heavy quark energy loss leads to a larger value of the
extracted temperature, while coalescence in hadroniza-
tion reduces the value. Overall, by implementing our full
model calculation, higher values of temperature are ex-
pected compared to applying the vacuum baselines of the
charm decayed dielectron spectra in the cocktail sums.

Table 2 The extracted values of the QGP temperature (in
MeV) for different centrality regions of Au+Au collisions at√

sNN = 54.4 GeV, compared between using charm decayed di-
electron spectra with different model setups.

centrality vac. frag. med.+frag. med.+frag.+coal.
0-10% 347 ± 148 367 ± 116 348 ± 108
10-40% 263 ± 61 292 ± 55 280 ± 52
0-80% 302 ± 65 334 ± 55 316 ± 51
40-80% 286 ± 73 306 ± 64 296 ± 63

The similar analysis is also extended to Isobar colli-
sions (Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr) at √sNN = 200 GeV, as shown
in Fig. 2. At this collision energy, contributions from
bottom quark decay may also be sizable. In Fig. 2(a), we
present different model calculations of dielectron spec-
tra from both charm and bottom quark decays in 0-10%
Isobar collisions. The εQ parameter in the Peterson frag-
mentation function is set as 0.0003 for charm quarks as
before. We have verified that the invariant mass spec-
trum of bottom decayed dielectrons is not sensitive to
this parameter, and therefore keep the default value of
0.005 for bottom quarks in Pythia. Since we do not im-
plement acceptance corrections as experimental analysis
does, we need to normalize our vacuum baseline of bot-
tom decayed dielectrons to that obtained by the STAR
simulation. As discussed earlier, these corrections have
little impact on the spectrum of charm decayed electrons
in the intermediate mass region. With these settings,
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Table 3 The extracted values of the QGP temperature (in MeV) for different centrality regions of Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr collisions at√
sNN = 200 GeV, compared between using heavy quark decayed dielectron spectra with different model setups.

centrality vac. frag. med.+frag. med.+frag. med.+frag.+coal. med.+frag.+coal.
(w/o b subtr.) (w/o b subtr.)

0-10% 271 ± 22 313 ± 20 327 ± 20 306 ± 19 311 ± 19
10-40% 313 ± 15 351 ± 15 367 ± 15 340 ± 13 346 ± 13
0-80% 295 ± 11 330 ± 11 345 ± 11 320 ± 10 327 ± 10
40-80% 333 ± 18 357 ± 18 372 ± 18 345 ± 17 353 ± 17

our vacuum baselines of charm and bottom decayed di-
electrons are both consistent with those applied by the
STAR Collaboration in their data analysis. Compared to
the baselines, we see that charm quark energy loss soft-
ens the spectrum of charm decayed dielectrons, while co-
alescence hardens the spectrum, same as what we found
in Au+Au collisions at √sNN = 54.4 GeV. On the other
hand, we observe little medium modification of the bot-
tom decayed dielectron spectrum when pure fragmen-
tation is applied on medium-modified bottom quarks.
This is due to both the small energy loss experienced
by bottom quarks inside the QGP and the flat invariant
mass spectrum of the bottom decayed dielectrons. Since
only dielectrons decayed from B mesons and Λb baryons
are included in this analysis, but bottom quarks can also
turn into heavier baryons beyond Λb, with branching ra-
tios larger in A+A collisions via coalescence than in p+p
collisions via pure fragmentation [63], here we observe
smaller yield of bottom decayed dielectrons via hybrid
fragmentation-coalescence hadronization than via pure
fragmentation.

Using the dielectron spectra from charm and bottom
quark decays, we recalculate the invariant mass spectra
of thermal dielectron pairs and extract the QGP tem-
perature in the intermediate mass region (1.0 < Mee <

2.8 GeV), as shown in Fig. 2(b). The extracted values
are labeled in the legend. Our value extracted based on
the vacuum baseline of heavy quark decayed electrons
(271±22 MeV) is consistent with that obtained by STAR
(270±21 MeV). Using dielectrons produced by medium-
modified heavy quarks followed by pure fragmentation,
this value rises to 313 ± 20 MeV. After coalescence is
included for hadronization, it drops to 306 ± 19 MeV.
Therefore, one can conclude that in 0-10% Isobar colli-
sions, heavy quark energy loss can contribute to about
42 MeV systematic uncertainty in the extracted temper-
ature of the QGP, and hadronization can contribute to
about 7 MeV uncertainty.

The extracted temperatures for different centralities
of Isobar collisions are presented in Tab. 3. Again, one
can observe that compared to using the vacuum base-

lines of heavy quark decayed dielectrons in analysis, in-
cluding in-medium scatterings of heavy quarks followed
by pure fragmentation leads to larger values of the ex-
tracted temperature, while further including coalescence
in hadronization mildly reduces these values. Overall,
our full model calculation suggests that the nuclear mod-
ification of heavy flavor hadrons, including both heavy
quark energy loss and their in-medium hadronization,
can result in 12 to 35 MeV (depending on centrality)
larger value of the extracted temperature compared to
using the in-vacuum spectra of heavy quark decayed di-
electrons in analyzing the experimental data. Note that
unlike for Au+Au collisions at √sNN = 54.4 GeV where
the uncertainties in the fitted temperature are large, the
systematic uncertainties from medium modification of
heavy flavor hadrons here are comparable to or even
larger than the uncertainties from data fitting for Isobar
collisions at √sNN = 200 GeV. This medium modification
would become even more important for heavy-ion colli-
sions with larger colliding nuclei or higher beam energies,
like Au+Au collisions at √sNN = 200 GeV and Pb+Pb
collisions at the LHC energies. Therefore, one should
no longer ignore this source of uncertainty for precisely
constraining the QGP temperature in the future.

In Tab. 3, we also estimate the systematic uncertainty
from whether the bottom quark contribution is included.
When pure fragmentation is applied to medium-modified
bottom quarks, about 14 to 16 MeV higher value would
be obtained if the bottom quark decayed dielectrons are
ignored in extracting the QGP temperature, this un-
certainty is reduced to 5 to 8 MeV when coalescence
is included in hadronization. Therefore, decay of bot-
tom quarks do affect the temperature extraction, but
its impact is smaller than the current uncertainties of
the extracted values. In this section, in order to repro-
duce the vacuum baselines of the invariant mass spectra
of heavy quark decayed dielectrons used by the STAR
Collaboration, we adjust the fragmentation parameter
to εQ = 0.0003 for charm quarks. We have verified that
if the default value in Pythia (εQ = 0.05) is used, ef-
fects of heavy quark energy loss would become smaller,
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Figure 3 (Color online) Angular correlations between (a) e+e− pairs and (b) DD pairs in p + p collisions at
√

s = 5.02 TeV, compared
between different pT cuts on the final state particles.

and so would the related uncertainties of the extracted
temperatures. One may understand the fragmentation
process as a kind of “effective energy loss” of a heavy
quark when it turns into a hadron. Therefore, when
a much softer fragmentation function (εQ = 0.05) is
used, the stronger “energy loss” of heavy quarks dur-
ing hadronization could overshadow their energy loss
inside the QGP and weaken effects of the latter. In
this case, when our full calculation is implemented, the
systematic uncertainty due to medium modification of
heavy flavor hadrons is negligible for Au+Au collisions
at √sNN = 54.4 GeV compared to the errors of the cur-
rent data, and is about 6-12 MeV for Isobar collisions at√

sNN = 200 GeV.

4 Angular correlations of dielectrons from
charm hadron decays

In this section, we investigate the nuclear modification of
the angular correlation between dielectron pairs and its
dependence on the interaction dynamics between heavy
quarks and the QGP. As a baseline, we start with the
correlation between e+e− pairs in p + p collisions at a
center-of-mass energy of

√
s = 5.02 TeV. The corre-

lation function is defined as the normalized distribu-
tion of e+e− pairs with respect to their relative angles:
(1/Ne+e− )(dNe+e−/d∆ϕ). In Fig. 3(a), we observe this cor-
relation function strongly relies on the kinematic region
of e+e− pairs: its ∆ϕ dependence is weak when no trans-
verse momentum (pT) cut is implemented on the final
state electrons, but exhibits more prominent peak struc-
tures on both near (∆ϕ ∼ 0) and away (∆ϕ ∼ π) sides
as higher pT cuts are implemented on the leading (trig-
ger) and its associated electrons (or positrons). The
away side peak arises from the back-to-back produc-
tion of the initial cc̄ pairs in the transverse plane via

the qq̄ → cc̄ and gg → cc̄ processes. With a higher
pT cut, the selected electrons originate from more en-
ergetic charm quarks produced in harder initial scatter-
ings, and thus experience weaker deflection by parton
shower, hadronization and decay, and preserve more dis-
tinct back-to-back configurations. The near side peak is
mainly attributed to the splittings of gluons produced
from initial hard scatterings. One can verify that this
peak is significantly suppressed when only qq̄ → cc̄ and
gg → cc̄ are switched on for charm quark production in
Pythia, although for scatterings with very large trans-
verse momentum exchange ( p̂T, or the “pTHat” param-
eter in Pythia), high-energy charm quarks may emit glu-
ons that further split into collinear cc̄ pairs. A higher
final pT cut on electrons tiggers scatterings with higher
initial p̂T, which produce more energetic gluons that are
easier to split into cc̄ pairs, and thus enhances the near
side peak. In Fig. 3(b), the angular correlation between
DD is shown for comparison. Considering the energy
shift in the D→ e decay process, the same final pT cuts
implies higher initial p̂T for e+e− than DD productions.
Therefore, with the same the pT cut, the e+e− correlation
shows stronger peak patterns than the DD correlation.

To better understand the origins of the two peaks,
we further explore their dependences on the initial hard
scattering ( p̂T) scale and the final kinematic (pT) scale.
In Fig. 4(a), we fix the pT,trig > 2 GeV cut for e+e− pairs
and show their angular correlations for different p̂T bins.
At low p̂T, the LO processes (gg→ cc̄ and qq̄→ cc̄) dom-
inate, resulting in the more prominent away side peak
than the near side peak. However, at high p̂T, it be-
comes easier for energetic gluons to split into soft cc̄
pairs. Due to the much larger cross section of gluon
production than charm quark production at the LO, the
near side peak becomes more prominent than the away
side peak in the e+e− correlation. Since charm quarks
produced from gluon splittings are usually softer than
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Figure 4 (Color online) Angular correlations between e+e− pairs in p + p collisions at
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those directly produced from the LO processes, the near
side peak can be suppressed as one applies sufficiently
high pT cuts on the final state particles. This is verified
in Fig. 4(b), where we fix p̂T ∈ (35, 40) GeV and vary
the pT cuts on the final state electrons. Another factor
influencing the angular correlation function is the uncor-
related cc̄ pairs. As p̂T increases, it is easier to obtain
multiple cc̄ pairs in each p+p collision event. The uncor-
related cc̄ background can broaden the peak structures
of the normalized correlation function. Effects of this
uncorrelated background can be reduced by implement-
ing a sizable pT cuts on the final state electrons. Similar
conclusions can also be drawn for correlation between
DD pairs except that they are less sensitive to the final
state pT cuts than e+e− pairs.

It would be interesting if one can identify a kinematic
region that is dominated by the g → cc̄ process and
investigate its medium modification in heavy-ion colli-
sions. However, by convoluting the correlation functions
at different p̂T’s with the steeply falling cross section
as p̂T increases, the final state e+e− correlations always
show more prominent peaks at the away side than the
near side. One possible way to isolate the g→ cc̄ process
might be triggering a hadron, instead of a heavy quark
decay product, and study an e+e− pair on its backward
direction. This will be left for a future exploration.

In Fig. 5, we study the nuclear modification of the an-
gular correlation of e+e− pairs in central (0-10%) Pb+Pb
collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV. Here, we do not include
correlations between e+ and e− produced by different
nucleon-nucleon collisions in a nucleus-nucleus collision.
This uncorrelated background can be assumed uniformly
distributed with respect to ∆ϕ and subtracted in exper-
imental measurements with an estimation of the aver-
age binary collision number of a nucleus-nucleus collision
within a given centrality region. On the other hand, con-
tributions from uncorrelated e+e− pairs in each nucleon-

nucleon collision is taken into account.
When both Yukawa and string interactions are in-

cluded for charm quark scatterings with the QGP, con-
siderable nuclear modification effects can be observed
when there is no pT cut on the final state electrons
[Fig. 5(a)], or the cuts are not high [Fig. 5(b)]. Com-
pared to the p + p baselines where the away side peaks
dominate, we see prominent near side peaks emerge in
Pb+Pb collisions instead. This results from the radial
flow of the QGP, which drives the low pT cc̄ pairs from
back-to-back to collinear configuration. Meanwhile, this
suggests low pT charm quarks can quickly approach ther-
malization with the medium and flow with the medium.
This phenomenon was referred to as the “partonic wind
effect” in literature [69], and is expected to enhance the
J/ψ regeneration in heavy-ion collisions. As shown in
the left two panels, when the coupling between heavy
quarks and the flow velocity of the QGP is switched off
in the LBT simulation, the near side peaks are signifi-
cantly reduced. Broadening of the away side peaks, due
to scatterings between heavy quarks and the QGP, still
exists when the flow velocity is switched off. Moreover,
within our model, motions of low pT heavy quarks are
mainly driven by the string interaction. As a result,
medium effects become much weaker when only Yukawa
interaction is taken into account. With high pT cuts
[Fig. 5(c)], nuclear modifications of the angular corre-
lation of e+e− pairs appear relatively weak because en-
ergetic charm quarks can preserve their directions well
when ploughing through the medium.

In Fig. 6, we investigate effects of elastic and inelastic
energy loss of heavy quarks on the angular correlations
between e+e− pairs. One can observe that inelastic scat-
terings, or gluon emissions, alone have little impact on
modifying their angular correlations. This is because the
gluon emission process is dominated by collinear split-
ting within the higher twist formalism [70-72] we ap-
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Figure 5 (Color online) Angular correlations between e+e− pairs in central (0-10%) Pb+Pb collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV, compared
between with and without the QGP flow effect, Yukawa+string and Yukawa interactions, and the p+ p baselines. Different panels are for
different pT cuts on the final state electrons.
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Figure 6 (Color online) Angular correlations between e+e− pairs in central (0-10%) Pb+Pb collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV, compared
between contributions from elastic and inelastic scatterings, their combination, and the p + p baselines. Different panels are for different
pT cuts on the final state electrons.

ply. Contrarily, elastic scatterings significantly deflect
the heavy quark trajectories, leading to the emergence
of the near side peaks and the broadening of the away
side peaks when no or moderate pT cuts are implemented
(left two panels). Note that although inelastic scatter-
ings do not alter the direction of heavy quark motion
directly, they contribute to considerable energy loss of
heavy quarks, and therefore expedite their deflections
driven by elastic scatterings. These findings qualita-
tively agree with an earlier study on the angular cor-
relations between DD pairs [38]. However, unlike the
previous work, we no longer fit our model parameters to
the heavy flavor data when elastic or inelastic scattering
is applied alone, since neither of them can quantitatively
describe the data individually. The model parameters
are determined by the RAA and v2 data of D mesons
when elastic and inelastic processes are combined, and
their separate contributions to the nuclear modification
of e+e− correlation are presented here.

To quantify the medium modification of angular cor-
relations, we evaluate the variance of the ∆ϕ distribu-
tions at both near side (−π/2, π/2) and away side (π/2,
3π/2). Within a given ∆ϕ region, the variance is de-
fined as σ =

√
(∆ϕ − ⟨∆ϕ⟩)2 =

√
⟨∆ϕ2⟩ − ⟨∆ϕ⟩2, with ⟨. . .⟩

denoting averaging. Shown in Fig. 7 is the participant
number (Npart) dependence of σ for both e+e− correla-
tions (upper panels) and DD correlations (lower panels)
in Pb+Pb collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV, with Npart = 0
corresponding to their p + p baselines. In the left four
panels, a baseline of π/

√
12 is also shown for compari-

son, which is the variance of a uniform distribution of ∆ϕ
within (−π/2, π/2) or (−π/2, 3π/2). Therefore, σ < π/

√
12

indicates a peak structure, while σ > π/
√

12 indicates a
dip structure.

When both Yukawa and string interactions are in-
cluded, the near side variance decreases with increas-
ing Npart, indicating that the angular correlation around
∆ϕ = 0 evolves from a dip or a weak peak to a more pro-
nounced peak. This behavior can be attributed to the
stronger radial flow of the QGP in more central collisions
that drives a pair of cc̄ quarks towards the same direc-
tion. The away side variance increases with Npart, indi-
cating the peak structure around ∆ϕ = π gets broadened
or even turns into a dip structure when charm quark
scattering with the QGP becomes stronger in more cen-
tral collisions. In the RHIC environment, one may ob-
serve a non-monotonic dependence of σ on Npart on the
away side with certain pT cuts implemented [38], which
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Figure 7 (Color online) The participant number dependence of the variance of the angular correlation functions of e+e− pairs (upper
panels) and DD pairs (lower panels) at near and away sides in Pb+Pb collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV, compared between different scattering
mechanisms and different kinematic cuts.

results from the competition between trigger bias and
momentum broadening. The former selects cc̄ pairs pro-
duced from higher p̂T with narrower away side peak,
while the latter broadens the peak. However, due to
the harder heavy quark spectra, and the less pronounced
away side peak structure of cc̄ pairs at the LHC energy
than at the RHIC energy [69], in this work, the effect of
trigger bias is weak and thus σ monotonically increases
with Npart on the away side within the kinematic regions
we explore for the LHC environment. When only the
Yukawa interaction is included, the variance of the near
side correlation shows little dependence on Npart, whereas
that of the away side exhibits a slight increase with Npart.
This confirms again that the string interaction domi-
nates the deflection of heavy quarks within our model.

5 Summary

We conduct a systematical study on the heavy fla-
vor decayed dileptons in relativistic heavy-ion collisions,
including nuclear modification of both their invariant
mass spectra and their angular correlation functions.
Charm and bottom quark productions in the initial hard
nucleon-nucleon scatterings are simulated by Pythia.
Interactions between heavy quarks and the QGP are
simulated using the LBT model, which includes both
elastic and inelastic scatterings, and both Yukawa and
string types of interactions. Medium-modified heavy

quarks then turn into heavy flavor hadrons via a hybrid
fragmentation-coalescence model, and further decay into
electrons via Pythia.

Within this framework, we find that heavy quark en-
ergy loss inside the QGP softens the invariant mass spec-
trum of heavy quark decayed dielectrons, and coales-
cence hardens the spectrum. Since this spectrum serves
as a crucial background that needs to be subtracted for
obtaining the thermal dielectron spectrum, the nuclear
modification of heavy flavor hadrons affects the value
of the QGP temperature extracted from the thermal
spectrum. Compared to using Pythia alone to simu-
late heavy quark decayed dielectrons, including heavy
quark energy loss leads to a higher value of temperature
extracted from the dielectron spectrum, and including
coalescence leads to a lower value. Our full calculation
suggests a larger value of temperature than applying
vacuum spectrum of heavy quark decayed dielectrons
in the analysis. While this systematic uncertainty is
smaller than the fitting errors of the QGP temperature
in Au+Au collisions at √sNN = 54.4 GeV, it can reach
12 to 35 MeV (depending on centrality) in Isobar colli-
sions at √sNN = 200 GeV, comparable to or even larger
than the corresponding fitting errors. Therefore, a seri-
ous treatment of the nuclear modification of heavy flavor
hadrons is necessary for precisely probing the QGP tem-
perature in the future, especially for heavy-ion collisions
with larger colliding nuclei or at higher beam energies.

The angular correlations between heavy quark de-
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cayed e+e− pairs result from complicated competitions
between different initial production processes of heavy
quarks, and different interaction mechanisms between
heavy quarks and the QGP. Pair productions of charm
quarks, qq̄ → cc̄ and gg → cc̄, generate away side peaks
of the e+e− correlations, while gluon splittings, g → cc̄,
generate near side peaks. Their significance depends on
both the initial hard scattering scale ( p̂T) and the final
kinematic (pT) range of electrons. Inside the QGP, the
radial flow of the medium can drive low pT cc̄ pairs to-
wards the same direction and leads to a prominent near
side peak of e+e− correlation when the final pT cut is
not high. Meanwhile, scatterings between charm quarks
and the QGP broaden the away side peak. In Pb+Pb
collisions at √sNN = 5.02 TeV, the increasing radial flow
from peripheral to central collisions leads to a monotonic
decrease of the near side variance of the angular distri-
bution as Npart increases, while momentum broadening
leads to a monotonic increase of the away side variance.
Within our model, nuclear modification of angular cor-
relations is dominated by elastic scatterings and string
type of interactions rather than inelastic scatterings and
Yukawa type of interactions. These conclusions also
apply to correlations between DD pairs. Future mea-
surements on these correlations would provide deeper
insights into the interaction dynamics of heavy quarks
with the QGP.
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