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We study D-meson collisions during the hadronic break-up phase as a production mechanism
for charmonium in relativistic heavy ion collisions at the Large Hadron Collider. Our calculation
is based on chemical reaction rates with thermal cross sections for an effective meson interaction
among pseudoscalar and vector mesons. We make use of published yields for D-mesons in Pb+Pb
collisions and a schematic description of the expansion of the hadron gas. We find that the expected
J/ψ yield from hadronic regeneration is comparable to that predicted in the thermal equilibrium
model. Our result implies that it will be difficult to distinguish regeneration during hadronization
from regeneration by final-state hadronic interactions.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The surprisingly large yield of J/ψ measured in Pb+Pb
collisions at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1, 2] has
been interpreted as evidence for the regeneration of J/ψ
mesons during hadronization of the quark-gluon plasma,
which is oversaturated with charm [3–5]. In the energy
√
regime of the LHC ( sNN = 2.76, 5.02 TeV) an abundant
number of charm quark pairs is created during the initial
collision of two 208 Pb nuclei. Assuming sufficiently rapid
thermalization, these c and c̄ quarks become an integral
part of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP) that is created
in the collision and eventually participate in the bulk
hadronization of the QGP.
Under the thermal conditions at hadronization (TH ∼
155 MeV), the initially produced number of c and c̄ quarks
is larger than the expected thermal yield and can be characterized by a fugacity factor λc ≈ 30 [6]. In the statistical
hadronization model for charm (SHMc) this overpopulation of charm quarks results in a strong enhancement in
the number of emitted charm quark containing hadrons,
with D-mesons being enhanced by a factor λc and charmonium states by a factor λ2c .
While the D-meson and J/ψ yields predicted by the
SHMc agree within uncertainties with the measured yields
[6, 7], J/ψ production by coalescence of c and c̄ quarks
at the QGP phase boundary may not the sole mechanism
contributing to secondary J/ψ production. For example,
J/ψ may also be formed by reactions among hadrons
with open charm in the late hadronic gas phase. This
mechanism has been considered by multiple authors [8–10]
well before data from the LHC became available.
It is sometimes argued that after hadronization the
chemical reaction rates among hadrons with open charm
are too small to affect the number of produced J/ψ. However, this is not necessarily true as the overpopulation
of charm quarks in the QGP also means that the produced number of mesons with open charm is much larger
than what is expected in thermal equilibrium. This enhances the rates of J/ψ-producing reactions of the type
D + D̄ → J/ψ +h, where h is a light hadron, quadratically.
Furthermore, for many hadron states h, the reactions are
exothermic and thus not suppressed at low temperature.

The total level of hadronic J/ψ regeneration depends on
the number of D-mesons present in the hadron gas – which
can be measured – and on the magnitude of the cross
sections for the hadronic charm exchange reactions, which
are not known from experiment. This naturally introduces
a significant uncertainty of the calculated regeneration
probability, which we will explore in the following.
We will first briefly review the broken SU(4) symmetric
model for D-meson–J/ψ interactions and the reaction
rates derived by Abreu e al. [11]. We next discuss the
rate equation governing J/ψ regeneration and its initial
conditions and describe the schematic expansion model.
We then present our results for NJ/ψ (t) and discuss their
implications.
II.

CHEMICAL REACTION MODEL
A.

D-meson–J/ψ Interactions

There exist many models for interactions among
hadrons containing c and c̄ quarks. Here we consider
the class of highly-constrained models [11–14, 14, 15] that
are based on an effective interaction among pseudoscalar
(P ) and vector (Vµ ) mesons with broken SU(4) flavor
symmetry. The mesons are organized into multiplets in
the adjoint representation of SU(4) for pseudoscalars:
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and vector mesons:
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the relevant temperature range (100 MeV ≤ T ≤ 155
MeV). The following values are taken from Figs. 4,5 of
[11] using error bars to constrain any deviations from a
constant value:
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Lorentz invariance and SU(4) symmetry then dictate the
form of allowed interactions and determine vertices for
the interactions of type PPV, PVV, VVV, PPPV, PPVV,
PVVV, and VVVV. The relevant interactions are:
LPPV = −igPPV hV µ [P, ∂µ P ]i
LPVV = gPVV µναβ h∂µ Vν ∂α Vβ P i
LVVV = igVVV h∂µ Vν [V µ , V ν ]i
LP P P V = −igPPPV µναβ hVµ (∂ν P )(∂α P )(∂β P )i
LPPVV = gPPVV hP V µ [Vµ , P ]i
LPVVV = igPVVV µναβ hVµ Vν Vα ∂β P i
LVVVV = gVVVV hV µ Vν [V µ , V ν ]i

(5)

The coupling constants for these interactions can be deduced from experimental data, and where such data are
lacking, from SU(4) symmetry [12, 13, 15].
B.

Reaction Rates

Using these interactions one can calculate the isospinaveraged cross-section for J/ψ absorption processes:
Z
1 pf
σr (s) =
dΩh|Mr (s, θ)|2 iS,I ,
(6)
64π 2 s pi
where
Mr denotes the invariant amplitude for reaction r,
√
s is the center of mass energy, pi (pf ) are the relative
momenta in the initial (final) state of the reaction, and the
average is taken over isospin and spin degrees of freedom
weighted by their respective degeneracies. The matrix
elements are usually calculated at lowest order in the
meson coupling. The cross sections for inverse reactions
can be obtained using the detailed balance relation
σ(3+4→1+2)

(2S1 + 1)(2S2 + 1) p2i
= σ(1+2→3+4)
.
(2S3 + 1)(2S4 + 1) p2f

(7)

Abreu et al. [11] obtained estimates for the averaged
cross-sections of various J/ψ production processes. They
also calculated the thermal average of the production
cross-sections:
hσab→cd vab i =

d3 (pa )d3 (pb )fa (pa )fb (pb )σab→cd vab
d3 (pa )d3 (pb )fa (pa )fb (pb )

(8)

where vab is the relative velocity of the incoming particles,
and fi (pi ) is the temperature dependent Bose-Einstein
distribution for particles of species i.
As the reactions are exothermic, the resultant thermally
averaged J/ψ production cross sections vary little over

hσvi(DD̄ → JΨ + π) = .03 ± .01 mb
hσvi(D∗ D̄∗ → JΨ + π) = 1 mb
hσvi(D∗ D̄ → JΨ + π) = 3.75 ± .25 mb
hσvi(DD̄ → JΨ + ρ) = .065 ± .01 mb
hσvi(D∗ D̄ → JΨ + ρ) = .15 ± .05 mb
hσvi(D∗ D̄∗ → JΨ + ρ) = .95 ± .05 mb
hσvi(Ds D̄
hσvi(Ds∗ D̄
hσvi(Ds D̄∗
hσvi(Ds∗ D̄∗

→ J/ψ + K)
→ J/ψ + K)
→ J/ψ + K)
→ J/ψ + K)

=
=
=
=

.25 ± .05 mb
1.7 mb
1.5 mb
.4 mb

hσvi(Ds D̄
hσvi(Ds∗ D̄
hσvi(Ds D̄∗
hσvi(Ds∗ D̄∗

→ JΨ + K ∗ )
→ JΨ + K ∗ )
→ JΨ + K ∗ )
→ JΨ + K ∗ )

=
=
=
=

0.3 ± 0.1 mb
.8 mb
1.2 mb
4 mb

(9)

We note that the thermal cross sections estimated by
Bratkovskaya et al. [9] in their phenomenological model
agree quite well with those obtained by Abreu et al. [11]
in the effective SU(4) chiral model. Before moving on,
it is worth mentioning that Abreu et al. also considered
reactions involving the s-channel Zc (3900) and Zc (4025)
resonances and found them to be small enough to safely
ignore.

III.

RATE EQUATION

The time evolution of the J/ψ density nJ/ψ is described
by the following rate equation [11]:
X
dNJ/ψ (τ )
Np (τ )Np2 (τ )
=
hσp1 +p2 →J/ψ+h i 1
dτ
V (τ )
p1 ,p2 ,h

−

X
p1 ,p2 ,h

hσJ/ψ+h→p1 +p2 i

NJ/ψ (τ )Nh (τ )
, (10)
V (τ )

where Np1 , Np2 denote the abundances of the various
species of D-mesons and Nh denotes the number of light
hadrons in the initial state of the reverse reaction. Here we
assumed that the hadrons are evenly distributed over the
density profile of the fireball. This assumption allows us
to write the rate equations for volume integrated numbers
of mesons Ni instead of local particle densities ni . The
first term in (10) accounts for formation reactions; the
second term accounts for absorption processes. Assuming
boost invariance, an assumption that is well justified at
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midrapidity in heavy ion collisions in the LHC energy
range, we will use particle numbers and volume per unit
rapidity, dNi /dy and dV /dy, but denote these simply as
Ni and V .
It is useful to write (10) in the following form:
dNJ/ψ (τ )
CJ/ψ
=
− AJ/ψ (τ )NJ/ψ (τ )
dτ
V (τ )

(11)

where
CJ/ψ =

X

hσp1 +p2 →J/ψ+h iNp1 Np2

p1 ,p2 ,h

AJ/ψ (τ ) =

X

hσJ/ψ+h→p1 +p2 inh (τ ).

(12)

these feed-down processes are complete by the time when
we begin integrating the rate equation (11). If some of
the higher excited states (such as the D2∗ (2460)) remain
populated, they would also contribute to J/ψ regeneration. While we do not know what the corresponding
thermal cross sections are, it is a reasonable assumption
that they would be comparable to the cross sections (5)
for J/ψ production from the low-lying D-meson states.
We will therefore ignore this complication and simply use
the yields listed in (13).
Using these values for the D-meson yields immediately
after hadronization of the QGP and the thermally averaged cross sections the constant prefactor CJ/ψ in (11)
takes the value

p1 ,p2 ,h

Because the thermal production cross sections are nearly
temperature independent and the number of D-mesons
does not appreciably change during the hadronic expansion stage, CJ/ψ remains approximately constant during
the entire hadronic fireball expansion. On the other hand,
AJ/ψ (τ ) drops rapidly with time as the hadronic gas expands and cools, because the thermal J/ψ absorption
cross sections decrease rapidly with falling temperature
and the light hadron densities drops inversely with the
volume of the fireball.
A.

Initial conditions

We base our investigation on the estimated yields
dNi /dy for D-mesons in 0 − 10% central Pb+Pb collisions
√
at sNN = 5.02 TeV (see Table 1 in [6]). Because the
system is almost net-baryon free, particle and antiparticle
yields are assumed to be identical. The D0 yield listed
in [6] includes D0∗ , and the Ds+ yield includes the Ds∗ .
In order to estimate the separate yields for these species
we assume the yields are in the same proportion as the
identified D+∗ /D+ ratio (0.88 ± .31). We also assume
that the fractional uncertainty on the subdivided results
is maintained. This gives the following separate yield
estimates:
N (D0 )
N (D0∗ )
N (D+ )
N (D∗+ )
N (Ds )
N (Ds∗ )

=
=
=
=
=
=

3.196 ± 0.57,
2.82 ± 0.5,
2.67 ± 0.47
2.36 ± 0.42
1.14 ± 0.20,
1.01 ± 0.18.

CJ/ψ = 27.4 ± 14.1 fm2 .

(14)

The uncertainty range accounts for the uncertainty in the
number of D-mesons formed during hadronization, which
enters quadratically into CJ/ψ .

B.

Expansion Models

The final missing piece in our calculation is the time
evolution of the volume V (τ ) of the fireball per unit rapidity. As the thermal cross sections for J/ψ production
are not known from experiment and have large theoretical uncertainties, it makes sense to adopt a schematic
model for the expansion of the hadronic system instead of
conducting a detailed transport simulation of its expansion. As already stated, we assume that the hadrons are
uniformly distributed over a large volume at the moment
of hadronization and maintain this uniformity during the
expansion with a prescribed velocity profile.
Both Abreu et al. [11] and Andronic et al. [6] model
the expanding hadronic system as a cylindrical fireball,
but their schematic models differ in details. Here we
compare the two models in order to get a sense of how
sensitive the produced J/ψ yield is to those details.
Abreu et al. [11] estimate the fireball volume as a
function of the global proper time τ by:
V (τ ) = cτ πR(τ )2 ,

(15)

where R(τ ) denotes the expanding transverse radius of
the fireball:
(13)

These numbers include feed-down from multiple shortlived states with D-meson quantum numbers. Estimates
indicate that up to 75% of the measured yields (13) originate from the decay of such states. Since most of the
higher lying D-meson states in the Particle Data Book [16]
have decay widths greater than 200 MeV (the D2∗ (2460)
with a width of 47 MeV is an exception), corresponding
to lifetimes less than 1 fm/c, we will here assume that

R(τ ) = RH + vH (τ − τH ) +

aH
(τ − τH )2 .
2

(16)

We adapt the parameter values given in [11] for Au+Au
collisions at RHIC to Pb+Pb collisions at LHC. We choose
these values such that they correspond to a hadronization
volume V (τH ) = 4, 997 ± 455 fm3 [6].
Andronic et al. [6] calculate the hadronization volume
at chemical freeze-out as a one-dimensional integral along
the freeze-out contour in the τ − r plane, where τ is the
local proper time and r denotes the transverse coordinate:

4

Z
VH = 2π

RH

dr r τ (r) uτ [1 − β(r)

0

∂τ
].
∂r

(17)

where uτ = (1 − β 2 )−1/2 is the Lorentz factor associated
with transverse expansion and β(r) is the radial velocity.
This approach enables Rthem to study different freeze-out
r
surfaces τ (r) = RH + 0 dr0 β(r0 ) with a transverse flow
profile β(r). Here we adopt the scaling model β(r) =
βH (r/RH )n with values n = 0.85 and βH = 0.62 as
advocated in [6]. By requiring that both models have
same volume at hadronization we can calculate a new
hadronization radius RH and time τH . The uncertainty
of the volume corresponds to the range 10.85 fm ≤ RH ≤
11.53 fm, which is slightly smaller than the transverse
radius RH = 12 fm used in the Abreu et al. model.
Based on this new hadronization radius we calculate a
hadronization time of 10.87 fm/c ≤ τH ≤ 14.74 fm/c, and
instead of using the values vH = 0.6, aH = .044 estimated
in Ref. [11] we use the values vH = 0.62, aH = 0 from
Andronic et al. [6].
In order to estimate the freeze-out volume VF , we use
the approximate relation

3
VF
TH
=
(18)
VH
TF
valid for isentropic expansion of a gas of massless particles.
The hadronization temperature and freeze-out temperature are estimated to HT ≈ 155 MeV and TF ≈ 90
MeV, respectively [17]. This yields VF ≈ 25, 000 fm3 and
τF = 25 ± 1 fm/c.
Normally follows the hadronic fireball evolution until
the thermal freeze-out time when the elastic scattering
among hadrons becomes ineffective. However, as the Dmeson reactions leading to J/ψ production are exothermic
and thus hσvi remains constant after freeze-out, there is
no justification for stopping the calculation at the freezeout time. The production of J/ψ merely becomes less
commonR by dilution as the volume increases. As the
integral dτ /V (τ ) is convergent, it makes sense to simply
integrate until τ → ∞ rather than imposing an artificial
upper time limit.
It turns out the physics is not sensitive to the details
of the expansion models. For example, we have used the
different values for n and β given by [6] and [18] but
found that the behaviour is insensitive to both variables
within the error bars. The integral of over the inverse
volume factor that influences the J/ψ yield is similarly
insensitive:
IV.

RESULTS

For a first exploration of the importance of hadronic
regeneration of the J/ψ, we make the extreme assumption
that no J/ψ is produced at hadronization and focus on
the production channel, i. e. the first term in (10). As

FIG. 1: Comparison of volume evolution post hadronization
for Bjorken freeze-out surface

FIG. 2: Comparison of the factor
volume evolution models.

R

dτ /V (τ ) for the three

we just indicated, we have set NJ/ψ (τH ) = 0 as our focus
is on the efficiency of production of J/ψ by hadronic
reactions. We next derive an estimate for the constant
prefactor C. Obviously, if one started with a large yield
of J/ψ at τH or if the number of produced J/ψ were
found to be large, the absorption processes would need to
be taken into account. The time dependence of N (J/ψ)
for the two different evolution models is shown in Fig.3.
The number of J/ψ converges to an asymptotic value
in both cases, but it takes until τ ∼ 50 fm/c until the
final yield gets frozen. Even though D-meson collisions
becoming increasingly rare as the hadron gas expands,
stopping the calculation at the thermal freeze-out time
would underestimate the total yield.
Figure 3 shows that the J/ψ yield from D-meson
reactions is .028 < NJ/ψ < .088. This is a significant fraction of the estimated equilibrium J/ψ yield of
Nexp (J/ψ) = 0.108 + 0.041 − 0.035 [6].
We note that the uncertainty band only includes the
uncertainty from the initial D-meson yields, which enter
quadratically, but does not include a full account of the
uncertainty of the production cross sections, which are
not directly constrained by experimental data

5
J/ψ ought to take regeneration by D-meson collisions
into account.
We expect our results to give a lower bound on the
true yield from hadronic regeneration of J/ψ as certain production channels have been neglected, such as
Ds + D̄s → J/ψ + φ. A non-uniform distribution of c (c̄)
quarks with greater concentration toward the center of
the collision, as is expected from the transverse distribution of binary nucleon-nucleon collisions, also tends to
increase the overall yield. Finally, it is unknown what
fraction of DD̄ collisions result in the formation of excited
charmonium states, especially the χ1 , which then produce
additional J/ψ via feed-down. There is no reason to expect that the primary ratio N (χ1 )/N (J/ψ) in D-meson
mediated reactions is given by the ratio obtained in the
SHMc.
FIG. 3: Time dependence of hadronic J/ψ production by Dmesons shown by the red curve with shaded uncertainty bands.
The dashed red curve shows the effect of absorption by inverse
reactions. We note that D-meson interactions occurring after
the estimated kinetic freeze-out time, indicated by the vertical
dashed line, contribute significantly to the total J/ψ yield.
The horizontal blue line indicates the chemical equilibrium
yield.

Since these additional sources of uncertainty tend to
enhance the J/ψ yield we surmise that our result is likely
an underestimate. We therefore conclude that D-meson
collisions contribute substantially to the measured J/ψ
yield in Pb+Pb collisions at the LHC and must be taken
into account in transport models of the final hadronic
phase of the heavy-ion reaction.

Our calculation shows is that we cannot safely ignore
the contribution from hadronic charmonium production
processes to the J/ψ yield in heavy-ion collisions at LHC
energies. As such, calculations of thermal production of
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