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We revisit the dissociation of heavy quarkonia by thermal partons at the next-to-leading order
(NLO, also known as inelastic parton scattering dissociation) in the Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP).
Utilizing the chromo-electric dipole coupling from QCD multipole expansion as an effective Hamil-
tonian, this has been conducted in the approach of second-order quantum mechanical perturbation
theory, which allows us to systematically incorporate the bound state wave functions. Employing
the quarkonium wave functions and binding energies obtained from an in-medium potential model,
we then numerically evaluate the dissociation cross sections and rates for various charmonia and
bottomonia, where the infrared and collinear divergences are regularized by the thermal masses of
medium partons. We demonstrate that distinct from the leading order (LO, also known as gluo-
dissociation) counterparts peaking at relatively low gluon energy and falling off thereafter, the NLO
cross sections first grow and then nearly saturate as the incident parton energy increases, as a result
of the outgoing parton carrying away the excess energy. The resulting NLO dissociation rates in-
crease with temperature and take over from the LO counterparts toward high temperatures, similar
to pertinent findings from previous studies. We also evaluate the in-medium second-order transition
between different bound states, which may contribute to the total thermal decay widths of heavy
quarkonia in the QGP.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy quarkonia, the bound states of charm or bottom
quark-antiquark pair, represent an versatile laboratory
for testing properties of strong interactions not only in
vacuum but also at finite temperatures and densities such
as the environment of the deconfined medium (known
as Quark-Gluon Plasma, QGP) created in relativistic
heavy-ion collisions [1–9]. It was first advocated by Mat-
sui and Satz [10] that the screening of color charges in the
deconfined medium should weaken the binding between
the heavy quark and its antiquark, leading eventually
to the melting of their bound states and thus serving
as a signal of the formation of QGP. This picture further
suggests that different heavy quarkonium should melt se-
quentially at temperatures in the order of their vacuum
binding energies [11].

However, the complexity of in-medium quarkonium dy-
namics prevents one from using them as a straightforward
thermometer of the medium based on the above purely
static screening scenario. On the one hand, mechanisms
involving collisions with medium constituents can lead
to dynamical dissociation of the bound states [12, 13].
On the other hand, in situations where heavy quarks are
abundantly produced, e.g., charm production in Pb-Pb
collisions at the LHC energy, individual heavy quarks
and antiquarks diffusing and thermalizing in the QGP
may recombine and regenerate the bound states [14–16].
The dissociation rates/collisional widths generated from
partonic inelastic scatterings with thermal partons serve

as a pivotal input for both semiclassical [17–20] and quan-
tum [21–23] transport descriptions of the heavy quarko-
nium production in the QGP. These reaction rates, as
facilitated by the principle of detailed balance and imple-
mented in the kinetic rate equations [17, 24], also govern
the regeneration processes.

From the theoretical point of view, the dissociation of
heavy quarkonium through collisions with thermal par-
tons can be classified into leading order (LO) and next-to-
leading order (NLO) processes. The LO process refers to
the gluo-dissociation, g+Ψ → Q+ Q̄ (Ψ denotes a heavy
quarkonium, and Q (Q̄) the heavy quark (antiquark)),
in which the bound state absorbs a thermal gluon from
the medium and breaks up into an unbound color octet,
(QQ̄)8, by overcoming the binding energy. The anal-
ysis of this process was initiated by Peskin within the
operator-product-expansion approach, who identified the
coupling of the tightly bound heavy quarkonium with
external soft gluons as a gauge invariant color-electric
dipole type [25, 26]. Using the same coupling or its vari-
ants (e.g., nonrelativistic approximation of the associ-
ated Bethe-Salpeter amplitude [27], the color-magnetic
dipole transition [28]), many authors have thereafter in-
vestigated the same process [12, 27–31]. The cross sec-
tion of this process typically shows a peak at the inci-
dent gluon energy when the gluon wavelength matches
the bound state size, but quickly drops off toward higher
gluon energies [28].

Going to the NLO, p + Ψ → p + Q + Q̄ (the ther-
mal parton p = g, q or q̄), also known as dissociation by
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inelastic parton scattering, the outgoing parton in the fi-
nal state carries away the excess energy, which thus may
help maintain the efficiency for the break-up of the bound
state even for incident gluons with higher energies. The
phenomenological relevance of this process was first put
forward from the “quasifree” perspective [13], by noting
that in the limit of small binding (or large bound state
size) at high temperatures, the incident thermal parton
with energy ∼ T (temperature of the medium) “sees” the
individual constituents within the bound state, rather
than the quarkonium as a whole, and therefore the scat-
tering effectively occurs on a single Q with the other Q̄
being a spectator (or vice versa) [32]; the interference ef-
fect between the parton scattering off the Q and Q̄ as a
result of the residual binding was originally ignored and
later corrected for [33] in the “quasifree” treatment. The
cross section of the NLO process was also computed in
the perturbative QCD approach [34] (and recently up-
dated in [35]), by identifying an effective vertex from the
non-relativistic Bethe-Salpeter amplitude used earlier in
the LO calculation [27].

The identification of an imaginary part of the heavy
quark potential in the effective field theory (EFT) ap-
proach [36–39], as arising from the Landau damping of
the space-like gluon exchanged between Q and Q̄ in the
environment of QGP, represents a paradigm shift for the
NLO process of heavy quarkonium dissociation. Micro-
scopically, the Landau damping underlying the imagi-
nary potential originates from the energy transfer from
the low-frequency gluons mediating the interaction be-
tween Q and Q̄ to the “hard” particles with energy of or-
der ∼ T in the thermal bath [36, 37]. This can be clearly
seen from “cutting” the (one-loop) self-energy diagram of
the exchanged space-like gluon, thereby making a close
connection to aforementioned “quasifree” process as well
as the elastic collisional broadening/thermalization of a
single heavy quark. The imaginary static potential has
been now verified from first-principle lattice QCD anal-
ysis of the Wilson loop spectral functions [40–42].

It has been established that the LO process dominates
the heavy quarkonium dissociation at low temperatures
when the associated binding energy is still large com-
pared to the screening mass, whereas the NLO takes
over as the binding becomes weak toward high temper-
atures [17, 24, 33, 35, 39]. However, the dissociation
rates currently used in different heavy quarkonium trans-
port models suffer from large discrepancies [9], calling
further for reliable evaluations of the heavy quarkonium
dissociation processes. The purpose of the present work
is to revisit the cross sections and rates for the NLO
heavy quarkonium dissociation by thermal partons in
the QGP from the dynamical scattering point of view,
in the similar spirit of [35] but from different approach.
We calculate the NLO inelastic scattering cross sections
within the framework of the second-order quantum me-
chanical perturbation theory, utilizing the color-electric
dipole coupling of the heavy quarkonium with external
gluons [25, 43–46] as the effective interaction Hamilto-

nian. This approach was first introduced in [47] by one
of the present authors as an attempt to study the NLO
break-up of heavy quarkonium by thermal gluons. The
present work aims to present a more systematic and clear
treatment of the approach and generalize the calculation
to include thermal quarks (and antiquarks). Another
theme tackled in the present work is the transitions be-
tween different eigenstates of quarkonium bound states,
which also occur at the second order involving two gluons,
since the bound states in both of the initial and final state
are color singlets. We compute the pertinent transition
rates, which may contribute to the total thermal spec-
tral width of heavy quarkonium as evaluated in lattice
QCD [48]. The current approach allows us to systemat-
ically incorporate the bound state wave functions, thus
going beyond the “quasifree” approximation. The direct
calculation of the cross sections from dynamical scatter-
ing processes also makes the current approach distinct
from the method in [39] where the NLO cross section was
extracted from an formula of the thermal decay width
expressed in terms of the imaginary potential [36]. The
color-electric dipole coupling was also employed in [49] to
compute the heavy quarkonium scattering amplitudes in
the QGP from the potential non-relativistic QCD (pN-
RQCD) perspective, but no derivations of the cross sec-
tions were given.
The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the QCD

system of a heavy quarkonium and external light quarks
and gluons is formulated in terms of an effective Hamilto-
nian. In Sec. III, we derive the cross sections for the NLO
dissociation of heavy quarkonium by thermal gluons and
quarks within the second-order quantum mechanical per-
turbation framework. In Sec. IV, we employ the bound
state wave functions and binding energies computed from
an in-medium potential model and numerically evaluate
the NLO cross sections and dissociation rates for various
kinds of charmonia and bottomonia. In Sec. V, we study
the second-order transition processes between different
eigenstates of quarkonium singlets and compare the per-
tinent cross sections and rates to the NLO dissociation
counterparts. We finally summarize in Sec. VI.

II. THE EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN

In order to compute the NLO processes in the second-
order quantum mechanical perturbation approach, we
first formulate the QCD system of a heavy quarkonium
and external light quarks and gluons in terms of an effec-
tive Hamiltonian. The non-relativistic heavy quarkonium
system possesses a Hamiltonian

H0 =
~p2

mQ
+ V1(r), (1)

where V1 is the binding potential for the color singlet
QQ̄ (we ignore the weak repulsive potential in the color
octet configuration). The coupling of the compact heavy
quarkonium with external soft gluons can be summarized
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into an effective color-electric dipole type [25, 43–46] with
two vertices

HQQ̄g = VSO + VOO, (2)

where VSO represents the transition of a QQ̄ singlet state
|S〉 to an octet |O, a〉 (a = 1, ..., 8 denotes its color index)
through interacting with an external gluon, which can be
expressed in terms of the matrix element

〈O, a|VSO |S〉 = 〈O, a|1
2
gs~r(

λb

2
− λ̄b

2
) · ~Eb|S〉

=
gs√
2Nc

~Ea(t, ~x) · 〈O|~r|S〉. (3)

VOO in Eq. (2) represents the transition from an octet
of color b to another octet of color a with the matrix
element

〈O, a|VOO |O, b〉 =
igs
2
dabc ~Ec(t, ~x) · 〈O|~r|O〉. (4)

In Eqs.(3) and (4), Nc = 3 is the number of colors in

the fundamental representation of SU(3)c,
λb

2 ( λ̄
b

2 ) the

color matrix of Q (Q̄), and dabc = 2tr[λa/2{λb/2, λc/2}]
a totally symmetric SU(3)c group invariant.
The Hamiltonian of the external light quarks, anti-

quarks and gluons reads [50]

Hqq̄g =

∫

d3xψi
†
(x)

[

βmq − i~α ·
(

~∂ − igs ~A
a(
λa

2
)ij

)]

ψj(x)

+
1

2

∫

d3x
[

~Ea
2
(x) + ~Ba

2
(x)

]

, (5)

where the ~α and β are Dirac matrices, i, j = 1, 2, 3 the
color indices of quarks, andmq the light quark mass. The
self-interaction of gluons is implicit in the color-electric
and color-magnetic field energy densities. We will work
with the Weyl gauge Aa0(x) = 0 [51], such that the color-

electric field ~Ea(x) = ∇Aa0 − ∂0 ~A
a+ gsf

abc ~AbAc0 appear-
ing in Eqs.(3) and (4) reduces to

~Ea(t, ~x) = − ∂

∂t
~Aa(t, ~x). (6)

Consequently, the self-interaction of gluons now arises

only from the energy-density 1/2 ~Ba · ~Ba of the color-

magnetic field ~Ba(x) = ∇× ~Aa(x)− 1
2gsf

abc ~Ab(x)× ~Ac(x).
In particular, the three-gluon vertex (the four-gluon ver-
tex appears at higher order in gs and is thus ignored here)
reads

V3g = −1

4
gsf

abc

∫

d3x
[

(∇× ~Aa) · ( ~Ab × ~Ac)

+ ( ~Ab × ~Ac) · (∇× ~Aa)
]

, (7)

where fabc is the totally antisymmetric SU(3)c structure
constant and the transverse gluon field is quantized in a
box of volume V [51]

~Aa(t, ~x) =
∑

~k,λ

√

1

2V ωk
~ǫ~k,λ

[

aa~k,λe
i~k·~x−iωkt + h.c.

]

, (8)

61 62
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FIG. 1: The four coupling vertices. The upper left, up-
per right, lower left and lower right refer to the VSO, VOO,
V3g and Vqq̄g vertex, respectively. The single solid line, the
double solid line, the single dashed line and the wavy line
denote the heavy quarkonium singlet, the octet, the light
quark/antiquark and the gluon, respectively.

with ω~k being the gluon energy with momentum ~k and
~ǫ~k,λ the polarization vector (λ=1, 2 denotes two trans-

verse polarizations) that satisfies

∑

λ=1,2

ǫ
(i)
~kλ
ǫ
(j)
~kλ

= δij − kikj

~k2
. (9)

The creation and annihilation operators in Eq.(8) sat-

isfies the commutation relation [aa~k,λ(t), a
a′†
~k′,λ′

(t)] =

δ~k~k′δλλ′δaa
′

, with one-gluon state |g(~k, λ, a)〉 = aa†~k,λ|0〉.
The coupling of the light quarks with gluons from

Eq.(5) reads

Vqq̄g = gs

∫

d3xψi
†
(x)~α · ~Aa(x)(λ

a

2
)ijψj(x). (10)

The light quark fields are also quantized in a box of vol-
ume V [51]

ψj(t, ~x) =
∑

~k,s

√

mq

E~kV

(

bj~k,s
us(~k)ei

~k·~x−iE~k
t

+ dj†~k,s
vs(~k)e−i

~k·~x+iE~k
t
)

, (11)

ψi
†
(t, ~x) =

∑

~k,s

√

mq

E~kV

(

di~k,sv
s†(~k)ei

~k·~x−iE~k
t

+ bi†~k,s
us†(~k)e−i

~k·~x+iE~k
t
)

, (12)

where E~k =
√

~k2 +m2
q is the energy of light

quark (or antiquark) of momentum ~k. The light
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quark/antiquark creation and annihilation operators sat-

isfy the anti-commutation relation {bi~k,s(t), b
i′†
~k′,s′

(t)} =

{di~k,s(t), d
i′†
~k′,s′

(t)} = δ~k~k′δss′δ
ii′ , with one-quark state

|q(~k, s, i)〉 = bi†~k,s
|0〉 (s, s′ = 1, 2 denotes the two spin

states of the light quark or antiquark) and one-antiquark

state |q̄(~k, s, i)〉 = di†~k,s
|0〉. Following the conventions

in [51], the orthogonal and normalization relation for

spinors reads us†(~k)us
′

(~k) = vs†(~k)vs
′

(~k) =
E~k

mq
δss

′

, and

the completeness relations are

2
∑

s=1

usα(
~k)ūsβ(

~k) =
(−iγ · k +m

2m

)

αβ
, (13)

2
∑

s=1

vsα(
~k)v̄sβ(

~k) = −
( iγ · k +m

2m

)

αβ
, (14)

where ū = u†γ4, v̄ = v†γ4 and γ · k = γµkµ ( kµ =

(~k, iE~k)) with the Hermitian matries γµ satisfying αk =
iγ4γk, γ4 = β and {γµ, γν} = 2δµν .
To sum up, four coupling vertices come out of the QCD

system of a heavy quarkonium and external light quarks
and gluons, as depicted in Fig. 1, which will be used in
Sec. III to construct the pertinent Feynman diagrams for
the heavy quarkonium NLO dissociation processes.

III. DERIVING THE NLO DISSOCIATION

CROSS SECTIONS

In this section we derive the NLO dissociation cross
sections of heavy quarkonium due to inelastic scatterings
by medium partons. We use the s-wave ground state
charmonium J/ψ as the example to illustrate the deriva-
tions, but in Sec. IV, we will demonstrate numerical re-
sults for all heavy quarkonia including also the p-wave
states. The derivations are performed within the ap-
proach of the second-order old-fashioned quantum me-
chanical perturbation theory [51–54], where all states are
on-shell at all times and energy is not conserved at each
vertex. The key quantity is the second-order transition
amplitude

Tfi =
∑

m

〈f |V |m〉〈m|V |i〉
Ei − Em + iǫ

, (15)

where the initial state |i〉, final state |f〉 and intermediate
states |m〉 are all eigenstates of the unperturbed (i.e., the
free heavy quarkonium plus free light quarks/antiquarks
and gluons system) Hamiltonian with eigenenergies Ei =
Ef and Em, respectively, and V denotes the coupling
vertices (interaction Hamiltonian).

A. Dissociation involving VSO and VOO

Using vertices VSO and VOO, we can construct the
Feynman diagrams (a) and (b) for the NLO dissocia-
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FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams constructed from VSO and VOO

for g + J/ψ → g + c + c̄. The time direction goes upward.
Between the initial time ti and final time tf is the intermediate
state.

tion of J/ψ by an external gluon, g+J/ψ → g+ c+ c̄, as
shown in Fig. 2. These two diagrams are the counterparts
of the s- and u-channel diagrams in relativistically co-
variant perturbation calculations for the photon-electron
Compton scattering [50]. In the following, we work in the
rest frame of the J/ψ and neglect the three-momentum
transfer from the incident gluon to the J/ψ. The latter
approximation is justified by the fact that the mass of
the heavy quarkonium is much larger than the typical
momentum of thermal partons in the QGP. As a result,
the center-of-mass momentum of the final state unbound
octet (cc̄)8 is also neglected and one deals only with the
internal relative momentum of (cc̄)8. The initial state
for diagrams (a) and (b) consists of a J/ψ at rest and an

incident gluon of momentum ~k, polarization λ and color

a, |i〉 = |J/ψ, g(~k, λ, a)〉, whereas the final state involves
an unbound octet (cc̄)8 of internal relative momentum
~p and color b, plus an outgoing gluon of momentum ~κ,
polarization σ and color c, |f〉 = |(cc̄)8(~p, b), g(~κ, σ, c)〉.
For diagram (a), the intermediate state is an octet

of internal relative momentum ~q and color d, |m〉 =
|(cc̄)8(~q, d)〉. Then the transition matrix element due to
VSO is calculated making use of Eqs. (3), (6), (8)

〈m|VSO|i〉 = 〈(cc̄)8(~q, d)|VSO|J/ψ, g(~k, λ, a)〉
=

gs√
6
〈0| ~Ed(t, ~x)|g(~k, λ, a)〉 · 〈(cc̄)8(~q)|~r|J/ψ〉

= iδda
gs√
6

√

ω~k
2V

ei
~k·~x~ǫ~kλ · 〈(cc̄)8(~q)|~r|J/ψ〉

= gs
δda

V

√

πω~k
3
ei
~k·~x(~ǫ~kλ · ~q)

1

q

∫

r3drj1(qr)R10(r),

(16)

where R10(r) is the normalized radial wave function for
J/ψ. We have neglected the weak repulsive potential
for the unbound octet (cc̄)8, so that the wave func-
tion for the internal relative motion is a plane wave
ei~q·~r/

√
V . Upon a spherical wave expansion for the

plane wave, ei~q·~r = 4π
∑

l,m i
ljl(qr)Ylm(θ, φ)Y ∗

lm(θ′, φ′)



5

(primed angles for ~q, and unprimed for ~r), and use
of the orthogonality relation for the spherical harmon-
ics

∫ ∫

sin θdθdφY ∗
lm(θ, φ)Yl′m′(θ, φ) = δll′δmm′ , only the

first-order spherical Bessel function survives. Similarly,
the other matrix element due to VOO is calculated using
Eqs. (4), (6), (8)

〈f |VOO|m〉 = 〈(cc̄)8(~p, b), g(~κ, σ, c)|VOO |(cc̄)8(~q, d)〉

=
igs
2
dbde〈g(~κ, σ, c)| ~Ee(t, ~x)|0〉 · 〈(cc̄)8(~p)|~r|(cc̄)8(~q)〉

= −dbdc igs
2V

(2π)3
√

ω~κ
2V

e−i~κ·~x~ǫ~κσ · ∇~qδ
3(~q − ~p), (17)

where we have used
∫

d3rei(~q−~p)·~r = (2π)3δ3(~q − ~p) for
the continuous momenta.
Now substituting these two matrix elements into

Eq. (15) and carrying out the summation over the mo-
mentum and color of the intermediate state

∑

m =
∑

~q

∑

d = V/(2π)3
∫

d3~q
∑

d, one arrives at the transi-

tion amplitude for diagram (a) after an integration by
part to integrate out the δ3(~q − ~p)

T
(a)
fi =dabc

ig2s
2V

√

πω~kω~κ

6V
ei
~k·~x−i~κ·~x

× ~ǫ~κσ ·
[

A(p, k)~ǫ~kλ + (~ǫ~kλ · ~p)
~p

p2
B(p, k)

]

, (18)

where

A(p, k) =

∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)

p(−ǫB + ω~k −
p2

mQ
+ iǫ)

,

B(p, k) =

2p
mQ

∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)

(−ǫB + ω~k −
p2

mQ
+ iǫ)2

−
∫

r4drj2(pr)R10(r)

(−ǫB + ω~k −
p2

mQ
+ iǫ)

.

(19)

contain the bound state wave function and binding en-
ergy ǫB. Here all energies are measured relative to the
threshold of the cc̄ pair.
For diagram (b), the intermediate |m〉 =

|(cc̄)8(~q, d), g(~k, λ, a), g(~κ, σ, c)〉 involves two gluons
that have the same quantum numbers as the incident
and outgoing gluons, respectively. Similar manipulations
as above lead to the matrix elements due to VSO and
VOO, respectively

〈m|VSO|i〉 = 〈(cc̄)8(~q, d), g(~κ, σ, c)|VSO |J/ψ〉

= −gs
δdc

V

√

πω~κ
3
e−i~κ·~x(~ǫ~κσ · ~q)1

q

∫

r3drj1(qr)R10(r),

(20)

〈f |VOO|m〉 = 〈(cc̄)8(~p, b)|VOO|(cc̄)8(~q, d), g(~k, λ, a)〉

= dbda
igs
2V

(2π)3
√

ω~k
2V

ei
~k·~x~ǫ~kλ · ∇~qδ

3(~q − ~p). (21)

C 5

C8

�/k

(22̄)8 6

6

(22̄)8

�/k

6

6

®:1, _1, 31
®?, 1

®:, _, 0

®̂, f, 2
®:1, _1, 31

®?, 1

®:, _, 0

®̂, f, 2

FIG. 3: Feynman diagrams constructed from VSO and V3g for
g+J/ψ → g+c+ c̄. The time direction goes upward. Between
the initial time ti and final time tf is the intermediate state.

Finally the transition amplitude for diagram (b) reads

T
(b)
fi =dabc

ig2s
2V

√

πω~kω~κ

6V
ei
~k·~x−i~κ·~x

× ~ǫ~kλ ·
[

C(p, κ)~ǫ~κσ + (~ǫ~κσ · ~p) ~p
p2
D(p, κ)

]

, (22)

where

C(p, κ) =

∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)

p(−ǫB − ω~κ − p2

mQ
+ iǫ)

,

D(p, κ) =

2p
mQ

∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)

(−ǫB − ω~κ − p2

mQ
+ iǫ)2

−
∫

r4drj2(pr)R10(r)

(−ǫB − ω~κ − p2

mQ
+ iǫ)

.

(23)

again contain the information of bound state wave func-
tion and binding energy.

B. Dissociation involving VSO and V3g

The NLO dissociation of J/ψ by an external gluon,
g + J/ψ → g + c + c̄ can be also constructed using the
vertices of VSO and V3g, as represented by the Feynman
diagrams (c) and (d) in Fig. 3. These two diagrams have
the same initial and final state as specified for diagrams
(a) and (b).
For diagram (c), the intermediate state contains an

octet with the same quantum numbers as the (cc̄)8 in
the final state, a gluon with the same quantum numbers
as the incident gluon, and another gluon whose momen-
tum, polarization and color are not fixed and thus de-

noted as ( ~k1, λ1 and d1), respectively, such that |m〉 =

|(cc̄)8(~p, b), g(~k, λ, a), g( ~k1, λ1, d1)〉. Similar to Eq. (20),
the transition matrix element due to VSO reads

〈m|VSO|i〉 = 〈(cc̄)8(~p, b), g(~k1, λ1, d1)|VSO|J/ψ〉

= −gs
δd1b

V

√

πω~k1
3

e−i
~k1·~x(~ǫ~k1λ1

· ~p)1
p

∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r).

(24)
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To calculate the transition matrix element due to V3g,
we substitute Eq. (8) into Eq. (7) and obtain the rele-
vant term involving the combination of two annihilation
operators and one creation operator

V3g(a
†aa) = fabc

igs
4

∑

~k1λ1

∑

~k2λ2

∑

~k3λ3

√

1

2V ω~k1ω~k2ω~k3

(~ǫ~k1λ1

× ~k1) · (~ǫ~k2λ2

× ~ǫ~k3λ3

)
(

ab†~k2λ2

ac~k3λ3

aa~k1λ1

δ~k2,~k3+~k1

+ ac†~k3λ3

aa~k1λ1

ab~k2λ2

δ~k3,~k1+~k2 − aa†~k1λ1

ab~k2λ2

ac~k3λ3

δ~k1,~k2+~k3

)

,

(25)

which yields

〈f |V3g|m〉 = 〈g(~κ, σ, c)|V3g(a†aa)|g(~k, λ, a), g(~k1, λ1, d1)〉

= fabc
igs
2

√

1

2V ω~kω~κω~k1
δ~κ,~k+~k1

[

(~ǫ~kλ × ~k) · (~ǫ~k1λ1

× ~ǫ~κσ)

− (~ǫ~k1λ1

× ~k1) · (~ǫ~kλ × ~ǫ~κσ) + (~ǫ~κσ × ~κ) · (~ǫ~k1λ1

× ~ǫ~kλ)
]

= fabc
igs
2

√

1

2V ω~kω~κω~k1
~ǫ~k1λ1

·
[

2~ǫ~kλ(
~k · ~ǫ~κσ)

+ 2~ǫ~κσ(~κ · ~ǫ~kλ)− (~k + ~κ)(~ǫ~kλ · ~ǫ~κσ)
]

δ~κ,~k+~k1 . (26)

Substituting these two matrix elements into Eq. (15)
and performing the summation over the intermediate
state

∑

m =
∑

~k1

∑

λ1

∑

d1
, we obtain the transition am-

plitude for diagram (c)

T
(c)
fi = fabc

−ig2s
V

√

π

6V ω~kω~κ
e−i(~κ−

~k)·~x

×
{

(~p · ~ǫ~kλ)(~k · ~ǫ~κσ) + (~p · ~ǫ~κσ)(~κ · ~ǫ~kλ)

− (~ǫ~kλ · ~ǫ~κσ)
(~κ− ~k)2

[

(~p · ~k)(~κ2 − ~κ · ~k) + (~p · ~κ)(~k2 − ~κ · ~k)
]}

×
∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)

p(−ǫB − p2

mQ
− ω(~κ−~k) + iǫ)

. (27)

where ω(~κ−~k) is the energy of the intermediate gluon with

~k1 = ~κ − ~k. To arrive at Eq. (27), the completeness
relation for the gluon polarization vector Eq. (9) has been
used for ~ǫ~k1λ1

.

For diagram (d), the intermediate state |m〉 =

|J/ψ, g(~κ, σ, c), g( ~k1, λ1, d1)〉. The term proportional to
the combination of one annihilation operator and two
creation operators in the expansion of the V3g upon us-
ing Eq. (8), i.e.,

V3g(a
†a†a) = fabc

igs
4

∑

~k1,λ1

∑

~k2,λ2

∑

~k3,λ3

√

1

2V ω~k1ω~k2ω~k3

(~ǫ~k1λ1

× ~k1) · (~ǫ~k2λ2

× ~ǫ~k3λ3

)
(

− ac†~k3λ3

aa†~k1λ1

ab~k2λ2

δ~k2,~k3+~k1

− aa†~k1λ1

ab†~k2λ2

ac~k3λ3

δ~k3,~k1+~k2 + ab†~k2λ2

ac†~k3λ3

aa~k1λ1

δ~k1,~k2+~k3

)

,

(28)

is responsible for the transition matrix element due to
V3g, which reads

〈m|V3g|i〉 = 〈g(~κ, σ, c), g( ~k1, λ1, d1)|V3g(a†a†a)|g(~k, λ, a)〉

= fabc
igs
2

√

1

2V ω~kω~κω~k1
δ~k,~k1+~κ

[

(~ǫ~kλ × ~k) · (~ǫ~k1λ1

× ~ǫ~κσ)

+ (~ǫ~k1λ1

× ~k1) · (~ǫ~kλ × ~ǫ~κσ) + (~ǫ~κσ × ~κ) · (~ǫ~k1λ1

× ~ǫ~kλ)
]

= fabc
igs
2

√

1

2V ω~kω~κω~k1
~ǫ~k1λ1

·
[

2~ǫ~kλ(
~k · ~ǫ~κσ)

+ 2~ǫ~κσ(~κ · ~ǫ~kλ)− (~k + ~κ)(~ǫ~kλ · ~ǫ~κσ)
]

δ~k,~k1+~κ. (29)

The other transition matrix element due to VSO is

〈f |VSO|m〉 = 〈(cc̄)8(~p, b)|VSO|J/ψ, g(~k1, λ1, d1)〉

= gs
δd1b

V

√

πω~k1
3

ei
~k1·~x(~ǫ~k1λ1

· ~p)1
p

∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r),

(30)

Similar treatments as taken to arrive at Eq. (27) lead
to the transition amplitude for diagram (d)

T
(d)
fi = fabc

ig2s
V

√

π

6V ω~kω~κ
ei(
~k−~κ)·~x

×
{

(~p · ~ǫ~kλ)(~k · ~ǫ~κσ) + (~p · ~ǫ~κσ)(~κ · ~ǫ~kλ)

− (~ǫ~kλ · ~ǫ~κσ)
(~κ− ~k)2

[

(~p · ~k)(~κ2 − ~κ · ~k) + (~p · ~κ)(~k2 − ~κ · ~k)
]}

×
∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)

p(ω~k − ω~κ − ω(~κ−~k) + iǫ)
, (31)

which is of opposite sign compared to T
(c)
fi in Eq. (27).

C. Dissociation involving VSO and Vqq̄g

The Feynman diagrams for NLO dissociation of heavy
quarkonium by thermal quarks/antiquarks, q/q̄+J/ψ →
q/q̄ + c + c̄, as shown in Fig. 4, are constructed us-
ing the vertices VSO and Vqq̄g. Here the initial state

|i〉 = |J/ψ, q/q̄(~k, r, i)〉 and the final state |f〉 =
|(cc̄)8(~p, b), q/q̄(~κ, s, j)〉, with i, j = 1, 2, 3 labeling the
quark/antiquark colors and r, s = 1, 2 their spins. In the
following, we focus on the light quark of a given flavor
and the terms in Vqq̄g (upon using expansions Eqs. (8),
(11), (12)) that are relevant for diagram (e) and (f) are

Vqq̄g(b
†ba) = gsmq

∑

~k,λ

∑

~k1,s1

∑

~k2,s2

√

1

2V ω~kE~k1E~k2
δ~k2,~k+~k1

× bi2†~k2,s2
(t)us2†(~k2)~α · ~ǫ~kλa

a
~kλ
(t)

(λa

2

)i2i1
bi1~k1,s1

(t)us1(~k1),

(32)
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FIG. 4: Feynman diagrams constructed from VSO and Vqq̄g

for q/q̄+J/ψ → q/q̄+ c+ c̄. The time direction goes upward.
Between the initial time ti and final time tf is the intermediate
state.

Vqq̄g(b
†ba†) = gsmq

∑

~k,λ

∑

~k1,s1

∑

~k2,s2

√

1

2V ω~kE~k1E~k2
δ~k1,~k+~k2

× bi2†~k2,s2
(t)us2†(~k2)~α · ~ǫ~kλa

a†
~kλ

(t)
(λa

2

)i2i1
bi1~k1,s1

(t)us1(~k1).

(33)

For diagram (e), the intermediate state |m〉 =

|(cc̄)8(~p, b), q(~k, r, i), g( ~k1, λ1, d1)〉. The transition matrix
element 〈m|VSO|i〉 is same as Eq. (24). The other tran-
sition matrix element due to Vqq̄g reads

〈f |Vqq̄g|m〉 = 〈q(~κ, s, j)|Vqq̄g(b†ba)|g(~k1, λ1, d1), q(~k, r, i)〉

= gsmq

√

1

2V ω~k1E~kE~κ
us†(~κ)~α · ~ǫ~k1λ1

(λd1

2

)ji

ur(~k)δ~κ,~k+~k1 .

(34)

The transition amplitude for diagram (e) is then com-
puted from Eq. (15) with

∑

m =
∑

~k1

∑

λ1

∑

d1
:

T
(e)
fi =

∑

m

〈f |Vqq̄g|m〉〈m|VSO |i〉
Ei − Em + iǫ

= −g
2
smq

V

√

π

6V E~kE~κ
e−i(~κ−

~k)·~x
[

us†(~κ)~α · ~pur(~k)

− [us†(~κ)(~κ− ~k) · ~αur(~k)][(~κ− ~k) · ~p]
|~κ− ~k|2

](λb

2

)ji

×
∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)

p(−ǫB − p2

mQ
− ω(~κ−~k) + iǫ)

. (35)

To arrive at Eq. (35), the completeness relation for the
gluon polarization vector Eq. (9) has been again used for
~ǫ~k1λ1

.

Finally for diagram (f), the intermediate state |m〉 =
|J/ψ, q(~κ, s, j), g( ~k1, λ1, d1)〉. The transition matrix ele-

ment due to Vqq̄g reads

〈m|Vqq̄g|i〉 = 〈q(~κ, s, j), g( ~k1, λ1, d1)|Vqq̄g(b†ba†)|q(~k, r, i)〉

= gsmq

√

1

2V ω~k1E~kE~κ
us†(~κ)~α · ~ǫ~k1λ1

(λd1

2

)ji

ur(~k)δ~k,~k1+~κ.

(36)

The other matrix element due to VSO (〈f |VSO|m〉) is
same as Eq. (30). The transition amplitude for diagram
(f) is obtained by combining these two matrix elements
into Eq. (15) and carrying out the summation over inter-
mediate states

∑

m =
∑

~k1

∑

λ1

∑

d1
, such that

T
(f)
fi = +

g2smq

V

√

π

6V E~kE~κ
ei(
~k−~κ)·~x

[

us†(~κ)~α · ~pur(~k)

− [us†(~κ)(~k − ~κ) · ~αur(~k)][(~k − ~κ) · ~p]
|~k − ~κ|2

](λb

2

)ji

×
∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)

p(E~k − E~κ − ω(~κ−~k) + iǫ)
, (37)

which is of opposite sign relative to T
(e)
fi in Eq. (35).

The transition amplitudes for q̄ + J/ψ → q̄ + c+ c̄ are
obtained upon replacement of spinors in Eqs. (35) and

(37) via u†s(~κ) → v†r(
~k), ur(~k) → vs(~κ).

D. Dissociation cross sections

Using the second-order transition amplitudes calcu-
lated above, the transition rates for the NLO disso-
ciation processes are calculated from Fermi’s golden
rule [51, 53, 54]

Wi→f = 2π|Tfi|2δ(Ei − Ef ). (38)

The cross section is obtained by dividing the transition
rate by the flux of incident parton vrel/V (vrel being the
relative velocity between the incident parton and the J/ψ
target) and averaging (summing) over the initial (final)
state degeneracies.

We note that both T
(a)
fi , T

(b)
fi ∝ dabc, whereas both

T
(c)
fi , T

(d)
fi ∝ fabc. The totally symmetric and totally an-

tisymmetry property of dabc and fabc, respectively, im-
plies

∑

abc d
abcfabc = 0, so that there’s no interference

between T
(a)
fi + T

(b)
fi and T

(c)
fi + T

(d)
fi and they have in-

dependent cross sections. For diagrams (a) and (b), the
summation and averaging procedure gives the cross sec-
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tion

σ(a+b)(Eg) = 2πV
V

(2π)3

∫

d3p
∑

b

V

(2π)3

∫

d3κ
∑

σ

∑

c

× 1

4π

∫

dΩ~k
1

2

∑

λ

1

8

∑

a

|T (a)
fi + T

(b)
fi |2δ(Ei − Ef )

=
5

216π2
g4sEg

∫

p2dp

∫

κ2ω~κdκ{· · · }

× δ(−ǫB + ω~k −
p2

mQ
− ω~κ), (39)

where Eg = ω~k is the incident gluon energy and

{· · · } =A2(p, k) + C2(p, κ) + 2A(p, k)C(p, κ)

+
1

3

{

B2(p, k) +D2(p, κ) + 2
[

A(p, k)B(p, k)

+A(p, k)D(p, κ) +B(p, k)C(p, κ)

+B(p, k)D(p, κ) + C(p, κ)D(p, κ)
]}

. (40)

To arrive at second equality of Eq. (39), two identities
regarding the totally symmetric SU(3)c group invariant
∑

abc d
abcdabc = 40/3 and the polarization vector (~ρ be-

ing an arbitrary vector independent of Ω~k)

1

4π

∫

dΩ~k
1

2

∑

λ=1,2

|~ǫ~kλ · ~ρ|
2 =

1

3
|~ρ|2 (41)

have been used. Note that upon using the energy-
conserving δ function (the last line in Eq. (39)), the
denominators of A(p, k), B(p, k), C(p, κ) and D(p, κ)
defined in Eqs. (19) and (23) would be ∝ ω~κ, ω~k, re-
spectively, which are simply the corresponding momen-
tum magnitudes if the gluons are massless and thus lead
to infrared divergences. In practice, these divergences
are regularized and removed by the finite thermal gluon
mass in the QGP. For finite gluon mass mg, we define

pc =
√

(ω~k − ǫB −mg)mQ. Apparently if p > pc, one

has −ǫB + ω~k − p2/mQ < mg ≤ ω~κ, such that the zero
point of the argument of the δ function can never be
reached for any κ > 0, and the corresponding integrand
in Eq. (39) vanishes. Therefore, the pc acts as an cutoff
for the integration over p. On the other hand, for p < pc,
after integrating out the δ function via

∫

dκ,
∫ pc
0
dp yields

a finite result for the cross section.

For diagrams (c) and (d), similar procedure gives the

cross section

σ(c+d)(Eg) = 2πV
V

(2π)3

∫

d3p
∑

b

V

(2π)3

∫

d3κ
∑

σ

∑

c

× 1

4π

∫

dΩ~k
1

2

∑

λ

1

8

∑

a

|T (c)
fi + T

(d)
fi |2δ(Ei − Ef )

=
g4s

32π4

1

Eg

∫

dp

∫

κ2
1

ω~κ
dκ

∫

dΩ~k

∫

dΩ~κ

[

∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)
]2

g(~κ, ~p,~k)
[ ω~κ − ω~k
ω2
(~κ−~k)

− (ω~κ − ω~k)
2

]2

× δ(−ǫB + ω~k −
p2

mQ
− ω~κ), (42)

where
∑

abc f
abcfabc = 24 is used and the polynomial

function g(~κ, ~p,~k) arises from handling the summation
over gluon polarizations using the completeness relation
Eq. (9):

g(~κ, ~p,~k) =
∑

σ

∑

λ

[(~p · ~ǫ~kλ)(~k · ~ǫ~κσ) + (~p · ~ǫ~κσ)(~κ · ~ǫ~kλ)

− (~ǫ~kλ · ~ǫ~κσ)X(~κ, ~p,~k)]2

= (~p2 − (~p · ~k)2

~k2
)(~k2 − (~κ · ~k)2

~κ2
)

+ (~p2 − (~p · ~κ)2
~κ2

)(~κ2 − (~κ · ~k)2

~k2
)

+ (1 +
(~κ · ~k)2

~κ2~k2
)X2(~κ, ~p,~k)

+ 2(~p · ~κ− (~p · ~k)(~κ · ~k)
~k2

)(~p · ~k − (~p · ~κ)(~κ · ~k)
~κ2

)

+ 2
~κ · ~k
~κ2

(~p · ~κ− (~p · ~k)(~κ · ~k)
~k2

)X(~κ, ~p,~k)

+ 2
~κ · ~k
~k2

(~p · ~k − (~p · ~κ)(~k · ~κ)
~κ2

)X(~κ, ~p,~k) (43)

with

X(~κ, ~p,~k) =
(~p · ~k)(~κ2 − ~κ · ~k) + (~p · ~κ)(~k2 − ~κ · ~k)

(~κ− ~k)2
.

(44)

When the incident and outgoing gluons are collinear, the
denominator in the integrand of Eq. (42) ω2

(~κ−~k)
− (ω~κ −

ω~k)
2 = −(ω~k − ω~κ − ω(~κ−~k))(ω~k − ω~κ + ω(~κ−~k)) would

be vanishing for massless gluons (|~k| − |~κ| − |~k − ~κ| = 0

for ~k//~κ) and thus a divergence occurs, which will be
practically removed by finite gluon masses. In evaluating
Eq. (42) with Eq. (43), we have chosen the momentum ~p
along the third axis in the momentum space spanned by
~k and ~κ.

Using the completeness relation for spinors Eq. (13),
the summation and averaging procedure can be per-
formed for the combination of scattering amplitudes from



9

diagrams (e) and (f), to obtain the cross section for
q + J/ψ → q + c+ c̄

σ(e+f)(Eq) = 2πV
V

(2π)3

∫

d3p
∑

b

V

(2π)3

∫

d3κ
∑

s

∑

j

× 1

4π

∫

dΩ~k
1

2

∑

r

1

3

∑

i

|T (e)
fi + T

(f)
fi |2δ(Ei − Ef )

=
g4s

72π4

1

Eq

∫

dp

∫

κ2
1

E~κ
dκ

∫

dΩ~k

∫

dΩ~κ

[

∫

r3drj1(pr)R10(r)
]2

f(~κ, ~p,~k)
[ E~κ − E~k
ω2
(~κ−~k)

− (E~κ − E~k)
2

]2

× δ(−ǫB + E~k −
p2

mQ
− E~κ), (45)

where Eq = E~k and the polynomial function

f(~κ, ~p,~k) = m2
q

∑

r

∑

s

|us†(~κ)~α · ~pur(~k)

− [us†(~κ)(~κ− ~k) · ~αur(~k)][(~κ− ~k) · ~p]
(~κ− ~k)2

|2

= 2(~p · ~k)(~p · ~κ) +
[ (~κ− ~k) · ~p
(~κ− ~k)2

]2

2(~κ− ~k) · ~k(~κ− ~k) · ~κ

− 2
(~κ− ~k) · ~p
(~κ− ~k)2

[

(~κ− ~k) · ~k(~p · ~κ) + (~κ− ~k) · ~κ(~p · ~k)
]

+ (~k · ~κ− E~kE~κ +m2
q)
[

− ~p2 +
[(~κ− ~k) · ~p]2

(~κ− ~k)2

]

, (46)

When the outgoing quark moves in parallel to the inci-

dent quark, ~κ//~k, and all partons are massless, Eq. (45)
would have a collinear divergence similar to that iden-
tified for Eq. (42), which will be practically cured by
finite thermal parton masses. The cross section for
q̄ + J/ψ → q̄ + c+ c̄ reads the same.

IV. DISSOCIATION OF VARIOUS HEAVY

QUARKONIA IN AN IN-MEDIUM POTENTIAL

MODEL

A. NLO dissociation cross sections

Medium effects enter the dissociation cross sections de-
rived in Sec. III D through the temperature dependence
of bound state wave functions, binding energies and ther-
mal masses of light partons involved. For the in-medium
radial wave functions and binding energies of various
heavy quarkonium bound states, we have solved the ra-
dial Schrödigner equation for the QQ̄ system [28, 55]

1

r2
d

dr
(r2

dRnl
dr

)+

[mQ(En,l − 2mQ − V1(r, T ))−
l(l+ 1)

r2
]Rnl(r) = 0,

(47)

with a temperature dependent singlet potential [55]

V1(r, T ) = −α
r
e−µ(T )r +

σ

µ(T )
(1 − e−µ(T )r), (48)

where µ/T = −4.058+6.32 · (T/Tc−0.885)0.1035 (critical
temperature Tc=172.5MeV) parameterizes the screen-
ing of the potential [56]. The Eq. (48) represents a
modification of the vacuum Cornell potential V1(r, 0) =
−α/r+ σr by color screening, which reproduces well the
vacuum masses of various charmonia and bottomonia be-
low threshold with coupling strength α = 4/3αs = 0.471,
string tension σ = 0.192GeV2 and charm and bottom
quark masses mc = 1.320GeV and mb = 4.746GeV, re-
spectively [55]. The temperature-dependent binding en-
ergy of a bound state is then obtained via ǫB(T ) = 2mQ+
σ/µ(T ) − En,l(T ), whose zero point defines the melting
temperature for the bound state [28, 55]. For example,
the melting temperatures Td ≃ 1.6Tc, 1.2Tc for J/ψ, χc
(and ψ(2S)), respectively, and Td ≃ 2.6Tc, 1.5Tc, 1.3Tc
for Υ(1S), Υ(2S) (and χb(1P )) and Υ(3S), respectively.
For the thermal masses of gluons and light

quarks/antiquarks that help to remove the infrared
and collinear divergences as discussed in Sec. III D, we
use their perturbative values mg(T ) =

√

3/4gsT and

mq(T ) =
√

1/3gsT with fixed gs = 2.3 for three ac-
tive light flavors [57]. However, it was noted [58, 59]
that to mimic the same partonic energy loss from some
nonperturbative calculations [60] with a Born diagram,
the screening on the exchanged gluon propagator in the t-
channel scattering should be much reduced. In this spirit,
we use a significantly reduced effective mass mgex(T ) =
rgsT , with r = 0.2 [59], for the intermediate gluon asso-

ciated with momentum ~k−~κ in diagrams (c), (d), (e) and
(f), that would correspond to the exchanged gluon in the
t-channel Born diagram in relativistically covariant per-

turbation theory, such that ω(~k−~κ) =
√

(~k − ~κ)2 +m2
gex

in Eqs. (42) and (45). In this way, we expect to partially
account for the pertinent nonperturabtive effects in the
current perturbative calculations.
The numerical results of NLO dissociation cross sec-

tions for various charmonia and bottomonia are displayed
in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6, respectively, as a function of the
incident parton energy at varying temperatures. A gen-
eral observation is that the NLO cross sections first grow
with the incident parton energy and then saturate to-
ward large energies, in marked contrast to the LO (gluo-
dissocation) cross sections which exhibit a pronounced
peak at energy (wavelength) matching the bound state
binding energy (size) and quickly drop off thereafter, as
shown in Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 6(a) for the 1S states J/ψ
and Υ(1S), respectively. This is presumably attributed
to the outgoing parton in the final state of the NLO pro-
cesses carrying away the excess energy, thereby overcom-
ing the mismatch between the incident parton wavelength
and the bound state size in the LO process. Among the
three types of NLO dissociation cross sections as derived
in Sec. III D, σ(a+b) turns out much smaller than σ(c+d)
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FIG. 5: NLO dissociation cross sections for charmonia at
varying temperatures. For (a) J/ψ, σ(a+b), σ(c+d) and σ(e+f)

are displayed separately, and LO (gluo-dissociation) cross sec-
tions taken from [28] are also shown for comparison. For (b)
ψ(2S) and (c) χc, NLO dissociation cross sections by gluons

(σ(a+b) + σ(c+d)) and quarks (σ(e+f)) are separately shown.

U(1S)
 1.1 Tc LO         1.1 Tc (a+b)
 1.7 Tc LO         1.7 Tc (a+b)

                                 1.1 Tc (c+d)
                                 1.7 Tc (c+d)
                                 1.1 Tc (e+f)
                                 1.7 Tc (e+f)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

s 
(m

b)

Eg,q (GeV)

(a)

U(2S)
 1.1 Tc, g
 1.3 Tc, g
 1.1 Tc, q
 1.3 Tc, q

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0

1

2

3

4

5

s 
(m

b)

Eg,q (GeV)

(b)

cb(1P)
 1.1 Tc, g
 1.4 Tc, g
 1.1 Tc, q
 1.4 Tc, q

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

s 
(m

b)

Eg,q (GeV)

(c)

FIG. 6: Same as Fig. 5 but for bottomonia: (a) Υ(1S), (b)
Υ(2S) and (c) χb(1P ).

and σ(e+f), as demonstrated for J/ψ and Υ(1S). This
may be expected from the fact that what is exchanged
in s- and u-channel-like diagrams (a) and (b) (Fig. 2) is
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a very massive (QQ̄)8 octet, whereas underlying σ(c+d)

and σ(e+f) are the t-channel-like one-gluon-exchange di-
agrams (c) and (d) (Fig. 3), and (e) and (f) (Fig. 4). As
temperature increases, the bound state wave functions
(dipole size) expand and the binding energies decrease.
While the latter is responsible for the shift of the onset
point of cross sections toward lower incident parton en-
ergy, the former is expected to enhance the magnitude of
cross sections. However, this naive expectation is quan-
titatively offset by the suppression from the increasing
effective mass of the exchanged gluonmgex (as well as the
decreasing binding energy parameter entering the cross
section formulas, as we’ve numerically checked), leading
to an overall reduction of cross sections toward higher
temperatures.

Comparing different heavy quarkonium states, the
NLO cross sections are roughly ordered by their vacuum
binding energies: more loosely bound excited states (a
dipole of larger size) are more easily dissociated by ther-
mal partons and thus possess larger dissociation cross
sections. The NLO dissociation cross sections for Bot-
tomonia are consistently smaller than those for charmo-
nia. The Υ(1S) is the most tightly bound state, for which
the color dipole coupling mechanism underlying our cal-
culations may be most applicable. Furthermore, the tech-
nical approximation made in our calculations that the
rest frame of the heavy quarkonium is also considered
to be the rest frame of the unbound octet (QQ̄)8 in the
final state, i.e., the recoil effect on the bound state by
the incident parton is neglected, should be more rea-
sonable for the much more massive bottomonia. There-
fore, our results of the NLO dissociation cross sections
may be deemed most reliable for the Υ(1S). To com-
pare with the corresponding result shown in [35], where
the NLO cross sections for Υ(1S) were calculated from
another perturbative approach using an effective vertex
constructed from the non-relativistic Bethe-Salpeter am-
plitude, we choose a comparison point of T ∼ 300MeV
and incident parton energy∼ 1.5GeV, at which our value
of σ(g + Υ(1S) → g + b + b̄) ∼ 0.2mb is a factor of ∼ 2
larger, which might be in part due to the use of a reduced
effective mass (mgex) for the exchanged gluon in our cal-
culations. However, the cross section for Υ(1S) shown
in [35] keeps increasing rapidly with the incident parton
energy, differing remarkably from the near-saturation of
the NLO cross section toward higher energies as found in
our calculations.

B. Dissociation rates

The dissociation rates, serving as inputs for the phe-
nomenological modelling of heavy quarknonium trans-
port in the QGP [17–20, 22, 24, 33], are obtained by
folding the dissociation cross section with the distribu-
tion function of the incident parton. For a bound state

sitting at rest in the QGP, the dissociation rate reads

Γ(T ) = dg,q

∫

d3k

(2π)3
fg,q(Eg,q(~k), T )vrelσ(Eg,q , T ), (49)

where dg = 2 · 8 = 16 for thermal gluons and dq =
3 · 2 · 3 · 2 = 36 for thermal ligth quarks/antiquarks is
the incident parton degeneracy, vrel the relative velocity
between the incident parton and the heavy quarkonium

at rest, and fg,q(Eg,q, T ) = 1/(e(Eg,q(~k)/T ) ∓ 1) the Bose

(−)/Fermi (+) distribution with Eg,q =
√

~k2 +m2
g,q(T )

for gluons and light quarks/antiquarks, respectively. We
note that for typical temperatures (a couple of hundreds
of MeV) reached in the QGP created in current relativis-
tic heavy-ion collisions, the thermal parton energy is on
the order of ≤ 1GeV, which is much smaller than the
mass of charmonia and bottomonia. Therefore, in calcu-
lating the dissociation rate, thermal partons are generally
not probing the NLO cross sections at very high energies,
which also renders the approximation of neglecting the
recoil effect on the heavy quarkonium relatively safe.
The calculated dissociation rates for charmonia and

bottomonia are presented in Figs. 7 and 8 up to
their respective melting temperatures. The dissociation
rates from different NLO processes are displayed sepa-
rately and compared to the counterpart from LO (gluo-
dissociation) process (taken from [28]) for the 1S groud
states J/ψ (Fig. 7(a)) and Υ(1S) (Fig. 8(a)). At low
temperatures (up to ∼ 1.2Tc and ∼ 1.6Tc for J/ψ and
Υ(1S), respectively), the ground states are still suffi-
ciently tightly bound and the incident parton of long
enough wavelength does not resolve the substructure of
the bound state, so that the LO dissociation remains
more effective and its dissociation rates dominate over
the total NLO results. As temperature increases, the
peak of the LO dissociation cross section shifts toward
lower energies (cf. Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 6(a)), where the in-
cident parton has a smaller and smaller phase space [2],
leading to decreasing dissociation rates. In contrast, the
NLO dissociation rates keep growing with temperature
and take over from the LO counterparts toward high tem-
peratures. The total NLO dissociation rates for Υ(1S)
from our calculation turn out to be quite comparable
to corresponding results in [35] as computed from an-
other approach. However, we note that in [35], the dis-
sociation rates were calculated using massless incident
parton (therefore of significantly higher density) with a
smaller NLO cross section, whereas we have taken into
account the thermal masses of the partons colliding with
the heavy quarkonium.
The total NLO dissociation rates for the excited

charmonia and bottomonia as shown in Fig. 7(b) and
Fig. 8(b), respectively, are generally larger than their
ground state counterparts at the same temperatures, in
accord with the larger dissociation cross sections for these
states. Here, we note that for ψ(2S) and Υ(2S), the NLO
dissociation rates turn out to drop off when approach-
ing their respective melting temperatures, in contrast to
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FIG. 7: (a) NLO dissociation rates for J/ψ at finite temper-
atures; contributions from different NLO processes and from
LO (gluo-dissociation) [28] process are separately displayed
for comparison. (b) Total NLO dissociation rates for various
charmonia.

the monotonously increasing behavior for the 1S and 1P
states. This is due to the fast decline of their NLO cross
sections with temperature (cf. Fig. 5(b) and Fig. 6(b)),
which, in turn, can be technically attributed to the pe-
culiar behavior of their radial functions having a node,
as we’ve numerically checked.

V. SECOND-ORDER TRANSITION BETWEEN

DIFFERENT EIGEN-BOUND STATES

A. Deriving the transition cross sections

In addition to the NLO dissociation, the heavy quarko-
nium may experience quantum transition to another
eigen-bound state in the QGP (including excitation and
elastic scattering), which also occurs at the second order
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FIG. 8: (a) NLO dissociation rates for Υ(1S) at finite tem-
peratures; contributions from different NLO processes and
from LO (gluo-dissociation) process are separately displayed
for comparison. (b) Total NLO dissociation rates for various
bottomonia.

as required by color neutrality, by first absorbing and
then emitting a gluon. This process may also contribute
to the total thermal decay rates for heavy quarknoium
as evaluated in lattice QCD [48]. We compute the cross
sections and rates for these second-order transition pro-
cesses in the same framework as for the NLO dissociation.
Using the vertex VSO twice, the Feynamn diagrams for
the transition g+Ψ → g+Ψ′ (Ψ and Ψ′ denote two eigen-
bound states of heavy quarkonium) can be constructed,
as illustrated in Fig. 9 for g + J/ψ → g + ψ(2S), which
looks rather similar to the dissociation diagrams in Fig. 2,
except that now the final state involves another bound
state instead of the unbound octet. We note that a s-
wave bound state can only transition into another s-wave
or d-wave bound state, i.e., the change of orbital angu-
lar momentum is constrained to be even, as dictated by
the selection rules (∆l = 1,∆s = 0) for the color-electric
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FIG. 9: Feynman diagrams for g + J/ψ → g + ψ(2S). The
time direction goes upward. Between the initial time ti and
final time tf is the intermediate state.

dipole coupling [28].

For the transition represented in Fig. 9, the ini-

tial state |i〉 = |J/ψ, g(~k, λ, a)〉 and final state |f〉 =
|ψ(2S), g(~κ, σ, c)〉. For diagram (g), the intermediate
state reads |m〉 = |(cc̄)8(~q, d)〉. The transition matrix
element 〈m|VSO|i〉 is the same as the Eq. (16), and the
other one

〈f |VSO|m〉 = 〈ψ(2S), g(~κ, σ, c)|VSO |(cc̄)8(~q, d)〉

= gs
δdc

V

√

πω~κ
3
e−i~κ·~x(~ǫ~κσ · ~q)1

q

∫

r3drj1(qr)R20(r).

(50)

By carrying out the summation over intermediate state
∑

m =
∑

~q

∑

d = V
(2π)3

∫

d3q
∑

d, the transition ampli-

tude is obtained

T
(g)
fi =

∑

m

〈f |VSO|m〉〈m|VSO|i〉
Ei − Em + iǫ

= δac
g2sπ

3V

√
ω~κω~ke

i(~k−~κ)·~x

∫

d3q

(2π)3

[ (~ǫ~kλ · ~q)(ǫ~κσ · ~q)
q2

×
∫

r3drj1(qr)R20(r) ×
∫

r3drj1(qr)R10(r)

−ǫJ/ψB + ω~k −
q2

mQ
+ iǫ

]

. (51)

For diagram (h), the intermediate state is |m〉 =

|(cc̄)8(~q, d), g(~k, λ, a), g(~κ, σ, c)〉. The transition matrix
element 〈m|VSO|i〉 is the same as Eq. (20), and the other
one reads

〈f |VSO|m〉 = 〈ψ′|VSO|(cc̄)8(~q, d), g(~k, λ, a)〉

= (−)gs
δda

V

√

πω~k
3
ei
~k·~x(~ǫ~kλ · ~q)

1

q

∫

r3drj1(qr)R20(r).

(52)

Upon summing over the intermediate states, the transi-

tion amplitude reads

T
(h)
fi = δac

g2sπ

3V

√
ω~κω~ke

i(~k−~κ)·~x

∫

d3q

(2π)3

[ (~ǫ~kλ · ~q)(~ǫ~κσ · ~q)
q2

×
∫

r3drj1(qr)R20(r) ×
∫

r3drj1(qr)R10(r)

−ǫJ/ψB − q2

mQ
− ω~κ + iǫ

]

. (53)

Combining these two transition amplitudes, the cross
section for g + J/ψ → g + ψ(2S) is obtained via the
standard averaging and summation procedure

σ(g+h)(Eg) = 2πV
V

(2π)3

∫

d3κ
∑

σ

∑

c

1

4π

∫

dΩ~k
1

2

∑

λ

1

8

∑

a

× |T (g)
fi + T

(h)
fi |2δ(Ei − Ef )

=
gs

4

2534π5
ω~k

∫ ∞

0

dκκ2ω~κTr[M2]δ(−ǫJ/ψB + ω~k + ǫ
ψ(2S)
B − ω~κ),

(54)

with the matrix M being

Mij =

∫

d3q
[qiqj
q2

∫

r3drj1(qr)R10(r)

∫

r3drj1(qr)R20(r)

× (
1

−ǫJ/ψB + ω~k −
q2

mQ
+ iǫ

+
1

−ǫJ/ψB − q2

mQ
− ω~κ + iǫ

)
]

,

(55)

where i, j=1, 2, 3 label the Cartesian momentum com-
ponents. It is not hard to prove that all off-diagonal
elements vanish and one is left with only the diagonal
elements

M11 = M22 = M33

=
4π

3

∫ ∞

0

dq
[

q2
∫

r3drj1(qr)R10(r)

∫

r3drj1(qr)R20(r)

× (
1

−ǫJ/ψB + ω~k −
q2

mQ
+ iǫ

+
1

−ǫJ/ψB − q2

mQ
− ω~κ + iǫ

)
]

,

(56)

where, q = |~q| is the magnitude of the internal rel-
ative momentum of intermediate octet (cc̄)8. We use
the analytical Coulomb radial wave function to mimic
the numerically solved radial function with full potential
(Eq. (48)) by tuning the Bohr radius parameter. This
way, the two integrations over radial wave functions in
Eq. (56) can be analytically performed and what’s left is
two polynomial functions of q

24a7/2q

(1 + a2q2)3
,

219/2a7/2q(2a2q2 − 1)

(1 + 4a2q2)4
, (57)

with a being the Bohr radius parameter. These two
polynomials contain higher order poles with respect to

q, which, together with the pole q =

√

mQ(ω~k − ǫ
J/ψ
B ) in

the first term of the third line of Eq. (56) when ω~k > ǫ
J/ψ
B ,

can be handled by extending the integration to the upper
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FIG. 10: Cross sections for the second-order transitions be-
tween different charmonium bound states at finite temper-
atures. (a) g + J/ψ → g + J/ψ) (elastic collisions) and
g + J/ψ → g + ψ(2S) (excitation). (b) g + χc → g + χc

(elastic collision).

half plane of complex q (noting that the integrand is an
even function with respect to q) and then making use of
the residual theorem.
We’ve also derived the transition cross sections be-

tween two p-wave bound states. These cross sections,
including Eq. (54), suffer from no divergence.

B. Numerical results

The computed second-order transition (elastic scatter-
ing or excitation) cross sections are presented in Fig. 10
and Fig. 11 for charmonia and bottomonia, respectively.
These cross sections share the same feature that they rise
fast with incident gluon energy and peak near the thresh-
old, which is followed by a decline, and gradually level off
at large energies. In terms of magnitude, these elastic or
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FIG. 11: Cross sections for the second-order transitions be-
tween different bottomonium bound states at finite temper-
atures. (a) g + Υ(1S) → g + Υ(1S) (elastic collisions) and
g + Υ(1S) → g + Υ(2S) (excitation). (b) g + χb(1P ) →

g + χb(1P ) (elastic collision) and g + χb(1P ) → g + χb(2P )
(excitation).

excitation cross sections are much smaller than the total
NLO dissociation cross sections, but are comparable to
the component σ(a+b) (cf. Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 6(a)) aris-
ing from diagrams (a) and (b) in Fig. 2. The latter is
not surprising since underlying all these diagrams is the
same exchange of a color octet state. The cross sections
for transition between p-wave bound states are generally
larger than those involving s-wave bound states.

The second-order transition rates are computed using
Eq. (49). The numerical results for these rates are dis-
played in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13 for charmonia and bottomo-
nia, respectively. Contrary to the NLO dissociation rates
growing with temperature (cf. Fig. 7 and Fig. 8), these
rates decrease with temperature (except for the case of
Υ(1S) elastic scattering which exhibits a moderate in-
crease toward high temperatures). At rather low tem-
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FIG. 12: Second-order transition rates between different char-
monium bound states at finite temperatures. (a) g + J/ψ →

g + J/ψ) (elastic collisions) and g + J/ψ → g + ψ(2S) (exci-
tation). (b) g + χc → g + χc (elastic collision).

peratures near Tc, these rates turn out to be comparable
to the corresponding NLO dissociation rates, implying
that it might be necessary to take these rates into ac-
count when interpreting the thermal spectral width of
heavy quarkonium at low temperatures as computed in
lattice QCD [48].

VI. SUMMARY

In this work, we have presented a systematic study of
the parton-induced second-order dissociation and tran-
sition processes for heavy quarkonia in the QGP within
the approach of quantum mechanical perturbation the-
ory, utilizing the effective chromo-electric dipole coupling
of the heavy quarkonium with external gluons and a
Hamiltonian formulation of QCD vertices. In this ap-
proach, the NLO dissociation and transition cross sec-
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FIG. 13: Second-order transition rates between different bot-
tomonium bound states at finite temperatures. (a) g +
Υ(1S) → g + Υ(1S) (elastic collisions) and g + Υ(1S) →

g+Υ(2S) (excitation). (b) g+χb(1P ) → g+χb(1P ) (elastic
collision) and g + χb(1P ) → g + χb(2P ) (excitation).

tions have been derived directly from the dynamical
scattering point of view, which systematically incorpo-
rate the bound state wave functions and binding ener-
gies. This is in contrast to the indirect extraction of the
cross sections from the imaginary heavy quark poten-
tial as done in [39] and also goes beyond the quasifree
treatment [2, 13]. Our approach also differs from the
non-relativistic Bethe-Salpeter amplitude method [35]
which considers only barely bound quarkonia with near-
threshold energy, whereas our approach highlights the
binding effects. Employing the bound state wave func-
tions and binding energies calculated from an in-medium
potential model, we have numerically evaluated the NLO
dissociation and transition cross sections and rates for
various charmonia and bottomonia at finite temper-
atures. Medium effects come into play through the
temperature dependence of bound state wave functions
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(dipole size), binding energies and the thermal masses
of light partons (which also cure the otherwise infrared
and collinear divergences in evaluating cross sections).
The NLO dissociation cross sections exhibit a rise and
then a peculiar saturation as incident parton energy in-
creases, as a result of the outgoing parton carrying away
the excess energy, making them much more efficient in
breaking up the bound states than the LO processes for
energetic partons. Consequently, the NLO dissociation
rates quickly take over from the LO counterparts at in-
creasing temperatures. Finally we have also revealed that
the second-order elastic scattering or excitation of bound
state may induce significant widths for in-medium heavy
quarkonium at temperatures not far from Tc.
The results presented here may be useful for phe-

nomenological studies of heavy quarkonia transport in
the relativistic heavy-ion collision systems. In particular,
the parton-induced heavy quarkonium scattering ampli-

tudes derived here might be of important use for more dif-
ferential (beyond the simple rate equation approach [2])
and real-time simulations of heavy quarkonium dissoci-
ation and regeneration in the QGP in combination with
the single heavy quark transport [61–63].
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