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Abstract

Inclusive JIJ production has been studied with the ALICE detector in p-#ilisions at the nucleon—
nucleon center of mass energun = 5.02 TeV at the CERN LHC. The measurement is performed
in the center of mass rapidity domain®2 < yems < 3.53 and—4.46 < yems < —2.96, down to
zero transverse momentum, studying theu~ decay mode. In this paper, theiJproduction cross
section and the nuclear modification facRypy, for the rapidities under study are presented. While
at forward rapidity, corresponding to the proton directiasuppression of thei/ield with respect

to binary-scaled pp collisions is observed, in the backwagion no suppression is present. The
ratio of the forward and backward yields is also measure@rdiftially in rapidity and transverse
momentum. Theoretical predictions based on nuclear shadoas well as on models including,
in addition, a contribution from partonic energy loss, arddir agreement with the experimental
results.
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The production of charmonia, bound statesc&ndtT quarks, is the object of intense theoretical and
experimental investigations|[1]. As of today, their protioic mechanism in pp collisions is described
by models based on Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD). In péatjctm the NRQCD (non-relativistic
QCD) approach_[2], charmonium production is seen as a tep-gtocess which includes the creation
of the ct pair in a hard scattering, described perturbatively, amdstbsequent evolution of the pair
towards a bound state with specific quantum numbers, whiotoweled in a non-perturbative way. In
this model, the evolvingt pair can be in a color-singlet (CS) as well as in a color-o@€d) state, with
the strength of the CO amplitude contributions being cdleiridoy non-perturbative factors, extracted by
fits to experimental data (se€ [3] for a recent implememabi@sed on HERA, RHIC and LHC results).

Several initial/final-state effects related to the presesfacold nuclear matter can influence the observed
charmonium vyields in proton-nucleus collisions. Conaggrthe initial state, the kinematical distribu-
tions of partons in nuclei are different from those in freetpns and neutrons (nuclear shadow(ngd [4—8]),
affecting the production cross section of #&pair. Therefore, charmonium production measurements
help in constraining the nuclear parton distribution fimas for gluons, which at hadron collider en-
ergies dominate the production process. Alternativelyenvthe production process is dominated by
low-momentum gluons, i.e. carrying a small fractig (Bjorkenx) of the momentum of the hadron,
the Color-Glass Condensate (CGC) effective thelory [9, #8kdbes the nucleus as a dense (saturated)
partonic system, and gives, once it is combined with a spggjifiproduction model, predictions for the
charmonium vyields. In addition, the initial parton inside tproton may suffer energy loss before the
hard collision producing thet pair takes place, shifting in this way the center-of-massrgn,/s of

the partonic collision [11=13]. This effect can result inupgression of charmonia at large longitudinal
momentum.

Once created, the evolvinge pair needs a finite amount of time (up to severaldnm' the nucleus
rest frame) to form the final-state charmonium. It may, tfeeee interact with the nuclear matter and
possibly break-up, with the break-up cross section beingitee to the nature (color-octet or singlet)
of the intermediate staté [14-416]. In addition, the finatestmay also experience energy loss, leading
to a reduction of the pair momentuin [17]. It is also worth ngtthat recent approaches to the parton
energy loss effect led to the hypothesis of a coherent edesgywhich cannot be factorized into initial
and final-state contributions [13].

Experimental studies have been carried out at varioussamilienergies, for nuclei of different sizes, and
differentially in rapidity §) and transverse momenturpy{. These studies allow the amount of nuclear
matter crossed by thec pair to be varied, modifying the environment of its evolatias well as the
initial parton kinematics. In this way, further constraimd theoretical models can be provided.

Finally, the small size< 1 fm) and large binding energy (several hundred MeV) of softeercharmo-
nium states make them ideal probes of the strongly intergatiatter created in ultrarelativistic heavy-ion
collisions, which at sufficiently high energy density magbtme a Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP). A sup-
pression of charmonium production was predicted as a signaf the phase transition to a QGP][18]
and observed at SPS [19+21}$wn ~ 20 GeV) and RHICI[22, 23],(/syn = 200 GeV), and more re-
cently at the LHCI[24=27]/Sywn = 2.76 TeV). However, in such collisions, suppression meisinas
related to initial-state effects and/or interaction ofrchania with cold nuclear matter have been verified
to play a role[[28, 29]. Results on proton-nucleus collisiamne therefore essential to calibrate and dis-
entangle these effects in order to allow a quantitativerdetetion of the QGP-related suppression in
nucleus-nucleus collisions.

A large amount of experimental results is available todayttie production of Jp, the most strongly
bound charmonium state decaying into dileptons, in protocieus collisions. Fixed-target experiments
at SPSI[3(, 31], Tevatron [32] and HERIA [33], as well as celliéxperiments at RHIC [34] have in-
vestigated 3P production in large kinematic ranges in the Feynmamw= = 2p,_ /\/s, wherepy is the
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longitudinal momentum) angr variables. Among the main features of the results, a supioreof
the JIp yield, relative to the one in proton-proton collisions, HBeen observed, which increases at
high xg (corresponding to forwarg). In addition, at fixedkr the suppression decreases with increasing
VSw [31]. Finally, the suppression is found to steadily deceef@?/33] as a function opr. Sev-
eral attempts have been made to describe these obsendugmmetically, based on the different physics
mechanisms described abovel[17]. Although some featurdeafata are correctly reproduced, a quan-
titative understanding has not yet been reached.

In this context, data from the LHC can bring new informatiavd doelp to clarify the situation. On the
production side, very smalk; values, down te- 10-®, can be accessed, allowing the gluon distributions
to be studied in a previously unexplored kinematic rangeth@rother hand, the large Lorengfactor

of the cC pair, in particular at forward/, makes its crossing time through nuclear matter very short.
In this kinematic range one may therefore expect a negéigiblbreak-up probability and the yield to
be dominated by initial-state effects and possibly eneagg.| In addition, proton-nucleus results are
essential, as it was the case at lower energies [19], in teepiretation of the J/ suppression effects
seen in Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC.

In this paper, we present the first results from ALICE on isitle Jip production at the LHC in p-Pb
collisions at,/Syn = 5.02 TeV. These results have been obtained with measurenmethiesi * i~ decay
channel in the muon spectrometer, which covers the psepididsarange—4 < niap < —2.5. The muon
spectrometer [35] consists of a 3nT dipole magnet, five tracking stations, each one based on two
Cathode Pad Chambers, and two triggering stations, eackopmgped with two planes of Resistive Plate
Chambers. Two absorbers efficiently filter out hadrons. Thwetfabsorber, which is placed between the
interaction region and the muon spectrometer, has a thésko& 10 interaction lengths\y(), while a
second absorber, placed between the tracking and theririggeations, has a thickness of AR The
other detectors used in this analysis are the two Si pix@rkagorresponding to the innermost sections
of the Inner Tracking System (ITS)ran| < 0.9) [36], for the determination of the interaction vertex,
and the two VZERO scintillator hodoscopes82 niap < 5.1 and—3.7 < Niap < —1.7) [37], mainly

for triggering purposes and for removing beam-induced gamknd. The Zero Degree Calorimeters
(ZDC) [38], positioned symmetrically at 112.5 m from thedraction point, are used to clean the event
sample by removing de-bunched proton-lead collisions. eMiatails on the ALICE experimental setup
can be found elsewherie [39].

Minimum-bias (MB) events are triggered requiring the caleace of a signal in the two VZERO de-
tectors. The efficiency of such a trigger for selecting nowglei-diffractive collisions is> 99% [40]. A
simulation based on Monte-Carlo (MC) event generators haws that the contamination from single-
diffractive and electromagnetic interactions is negligigl0]. Opposite-sign muon pairs are selected by
means of a dimuon trigger given by the coincidence of a MBygrgvith the detection of two muon can-
didate tracks in the trigger system of the muon spectromé&ter dimuon trigger is configured in order to
select muons having a transverse momenfn >0.5 GeVE. The effect of this threshold is not sharp
and the single-muon trigger efficiency reaches its platedwev~ 96%) for pr , ~1.5 GeVE. Events
with more than a single interaction per bunch crossing {pileevents) represent2% of MB triggered
events, while the probability of having two dimuon triggérshe same bunch crossing is negligible.

Due to the energy asymmetry of the LHC beaigs+ 4 TeV,Ep,= 1.58- App TeV, whereAp,=208 is the
Pb-nucleus mass number) the nucleon-nucleon center-sd-system of the collisions does not coincide
with the laboratory system, but is shifted Ay = 0.465 in the direction of the proton beam. Data have
been taken with two beam configurations, by inverting thesserd the orbits of the two particle species.
In this way the regions.P3 < ycms < 3.53 and—4.46 < yems < —2.96 have been studied, where positive
rapidities refer to the situation where the proton beanaigdting towards the muon spectrometer (in the
following these configurations are referred to as p-Pb anp,Péspectively). The integrated luminosities
used in this analysis for the two configurations a@l5-0.17 nb* (p-Pb) and 81+ 0.18 nb* (Pb-p).
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These values are determined usif; = 2.09+0.06 b andopy; = 2.12+0.06 b, estimated by means
of van-der-Meer scans of the MB trigger signall[41].

An offline selection is performed in order to reject beamdicetl background by requiring the signal
timing in the VZERO and ZDC to be compatible with that of a noalip-Pb interaction. Candidate muon
tracks are reconstructed in the muon tracking chamberg tisinstandard reconstruction algorithm|[35].
It is then required that the two reconstructed tracks matcdick segment in the trigger chambers (trigger
tracklet). A further selection cut is applied by requiridige tmuon tracks to exit the front absorber at a
radial distance from the beam axis.@& Ryps < 89.5 cm, in order to reject tracks crossing its high-
density section, where multiple scattering and energyééfssts are large. The condition4 < Niany <
—2.5 for single muons is required, in order to reject muons attlge of the spectrometer’s acceptance.
No cut on thez-position of the interaction vertex is carried out, sincevits verified that the dimuon
invariant mass resolution does not depend on it.

The extraction of the number ofyl/is performed starting from the invariant mass distribuiarf op-
posite sign muon pairs in the kinematic domaib 2 |yiap| < 4, pr < 15 GeVEk, shown in Fig[lL. The
distributions are fitted by means of a superposition of ainantm and a resonance shape. The con-
tinuum is parameterized either as a polynomial times an rexpiial function or as a Gaussian with
a width linearly varying with mass, while for the resonandher a Crystal Ball function[[42] with
asymmetric tails at both high and low mass was chosen, auspseudo-Gaussian functions (see, for
example,[[43]). The non-Gaussian tails of the resonangeeshare fixed in the fit to the values obtained
in a MC simulation of the ) signal, while the mean and the width of the Gaussian coresfiras free
parameters, since the large signal-over-background (ratbat 30 level) allows the data themselves to
better constrain these parameters. The widths extraated data & 70 MeV/c?) are larger by~ 10%
than those from MC, and the mean value of thg dass coincides with the nominal PDG valuel[44]
within ~ 0.1%. They(2S) — utu~ decay is taken into account in the fit function, but its effecthe
determination of the number ofi/fevents is negligible. The latter number is obtained as arageeof
the integral of the signal function over the various fits, #mesystematic uncertainty on this quantity is

taken as the Ir spread of the number of signal events. The resmﬁf,% = (6.69+0.05+0.08)-10* and

N,i/b‘ﬁ = (5.67+0.05+0.07) - 10*, where the first uncertainty is statistical and the secosgisgematic.
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Fig. 1: The opposite-sign dimuon invariant mass spectra for thb fié®) and Pb-p (right) data samples, together
with the result of the fit. For the fits shown here a Crystal Batiction (shown as a dashed line) and a variable-
width Gaussian have been used for the signal and the baakdjrespectively.

The number of measuredydis then divided by the product of acceptance times efficiehcy, which

is obtained using a MC simulation of the/dsignal. An unpolarized distribution for theydis assumed,
following the small degree of polarization measured in gpsions at\/s=7 TeV [45+47], while thepr
andy distributions used as an input for the generator are tunétetmeasured data through an iterative
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procedure. The systematic uncertainty on the acceptanabtasned by defining (pr) distributions
for selected phase space regions, corresponding to sgesanpr (y) and centrality of the collision.
The hardest and softest spectra for each variable are tleehassinputs to the MC calculation, and the
variation with respect to the default acceptance valuessgdire systematic uncertainty, which amounts
to 1.5% for both p-Pb and Pb-p.

The efficiency of the muon triggering detectors is calcwatéh a procedure based on data and involving
the analysis of trigger tracklets constructed from hitdimfour planes of the two trigger stations. For the
tracking chambers a map of dead channels is obtained frowniive detector information and updated
on a run-per-run basis. Both information are injected in@ and their time evolution is taken into
account by performing a simulation for each run, with a nundée/y signal events proportional to the
number of offline-selected triggered events.

The systematic uncertainty on thepJirigger efficiency efr{ép) is obtained as a convolution of various
sources. First, effects related to the estimate of the effayi of the trigger detectors are studied by
varying their efficiency in the MC by an amount equal to theistiaal uncertainty on their evaluation
(~ 2%). This results in a 2% changeéﬂg’. Second, systematic effects related to small discrepsiitie
the pt dependence of the muon trigger threshold between data andivd@~ 2 — 2.5% contribution

to stJri/gw. Finally, there is a- 1% effect related to the choice of the goodness-ofitut used in defining

the matching between tracking and triggering information.

The single-muon tracking efficiencies are obtained usingigorithm based on reconstructed tracks [35].
The systematic uncertainty on this quantity is obtained mgaring the results obtained with MC
and real data. This uncertainty is considered as fully wetated between the two detected muons
and, at the dimuon level, it amounts to 4% (6%) for p-Pb (Pbip)addition, it was checked that the
tracking efficiency does not depend on the centrality of thiésion, justifying the use of pure signal
MC simulations to determinA- €.

The averagé\- € values for the two kinematic regions d&5.4+1.3)% (p-Pb) and17.1+1.2)% (Pb-p).
The quoted uncertainty is systematic, and the lower valu®bsp is mainly due to a smaller detector
efficiency in the corresponding data taking period.

The inclusive 3y production cross section is

NCOr
Jy _ J/Y—uu MB (1)

%Pb = Ny BRI/ — ) - OpPb

where NJC/OJHW is the number of & corrected forA- €, B.R.(J/¢ — upu) = (5.93+0.06)% is the
branching ratio for the §/ decay to dimuons [44Nwsg is the number of MB p-Pb collisions, ar@’,LBb

the corresponding cross section.

Since the analysis is based on a dimuon trigger sample, theadent number of MB triggers is evaluated
asF - Npywu, whereNpywu is the number of opposite sign dimuon triggered events, vhimounts to
9.27-1(P for p-Pb and 29- 10’ for Pb-p. The enhancement factiis calculated in two different ways.
In the first one it is obtained as the prod&sgf, /1, - F1,,/ms, WhereF,,, /1, is the inverse of the probability
of having a second muon triggered when one muon has triggieesglent and, correspondingh,, /ms

is the inverse of the probability of having one triggered muw events where the MB condition is
required. The various quantities are obtained from therdszbtrigger mask for the collected events
after quality cuts. Obtainin§ as the product of the two factors mentioned above allowstdtéstical
uncertainty to be reduced. In the second approach, thenafitwn of the counters recording the number
of level-0 triggers is used. In this case, statistics aremtaiger and- is obtained as the ratio between the
numbers of MB and dimuon triggers at level-0, corrected fie-pp effects (2%) and taking into account



JI production and nuclear effects in p-Pb collisions/@n = 5.02 TeV ALICE Collaboration

Table 1: Systematic uncertainties (in percent) contributing tortteasurement of inclusiveyl/cross sections and
nuclear modification factors. When the uncertainty valuggethd on the rapidity bin under consideration, their
maximum and minimum values are quoted. Uncertaintiesrgﬂ% are relevant for inclusive g/ cross sections

only, while those omgéw and(Tppp) contribute only to the uncertainty on the nuclear modifmafactors.

Source a;é,‘é’, Ropb a,ﬂ/b‘é’, Rebp
Uncorrelated
Tracking efficiency 4 6
Trigger efficiency 2.8 3.2
Signal extraction | 1.3 (1.5—3.4) | 1.2 (1.6— 3.8)
MC input 1.5(1.1-3) | 1.5(0.9— 4.2)
Matching efficiency 1 1
F 1 1
o’ 4.3(3.1-6.0) | 4.6 (3.1— 13.4)
Partially correlated
Ur';f’% 3.2 3
o 3.7(27-9.2)| 3.1(1.2—8.3)
Correlated
B.R. 1
(Topp) 3.6
o 5.5

the slight difference in the fraction of events surviving tjuality cuts for the two trigger samples (1%).
One gets, averaging the results from the two approadhges~ 1129+ 2 andFpp, = 589+ 2, where
the quoted uncertainties are statistical. A 1% systemattemainty is estimated on both quantities,
corresponding to the difference between the values oltaimthe two calculations.

Finally, the quantityNyg / ag"P% corresponds to the integrated luminosity. As a cross-gheckalue has
been measured independently by using a second refereggertrissued by &herenkov countef [39],
whose cross section was also measured in the van-der-Maes.s€he luminosities measured with the
two luminometers differ by at most 1% throughout the wholeéeaking period. This small difference
(identical for p-Pb and Pb-p) has been included in the syatierancertainty omp'}’,'g?).

The resulting cross sections are

agé‘é’(z.OS < Yems < 3.53) = 886+ 6(stat) + 48(systuncorr) + 30(systpartcorr.) ub
a,g/b‘é’(—4.46 < Yems < —2.96) = 966+ 8(stat) + 70(systuncorr) £+ 31(systpartcorr.) ub

The uncertainties connected with tracking, matching aiggjering efficiency, with signal extraction,
with the choice of the MC input distributions and with the lexaion of Nyg are taken as uncorrelated
between p-Pb and Pb-p, while those oMB are partially correlated. In the latter uncertainty a 1%
contribution due to the uncertainty on B.R.¢J— pu) was also included. A summary of the sources of
sytematic uncertainties and their numerical values arengiv Tabld L.

The nuclear effects ongl/production are quantified using the nuclear modificatiotofel,pr, obtained

as
NG
Ropb= (2)
(Topt) -Nus - B.R.(J/ ¢ — pp) - opf”

Whereagéw is the production cross section in pp collisions in the saimerkatical domain and at the
same,/s (the same formula applies to Pb-p), afypy is the nuclear thickness function estimated
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through the Glauber model, which givég,pp) = 0.0983+0.0035 mby? [48]. The uncertainty oifTppp)
was obtained by varying the parameters of the Glauber model.

Since pp data a{/s= 5.02 TeV are not available, the reference cross seaniiﬁ’i’ has been obtained
by means of an interpolation procedurel[49], based on fatwapidity (25 < yems < 4) pp results at
V/S= 276 and 7 TeV from ALICEI[50,51]. The/s-interpolation is based on three empirical shapes
(linear, power law, exponential) and is independently gqrened for each of the six rapidity bins corre-
sponding to the d/dy values measured at the two energies. The central valueg dfitérpolation are
given, for each rapidity bin, by the average of the three emlobtained with the adopted shapes. Their
uncertainties are the quadratic sum of a dominant termekta the uncertainties on the points used for
the interpolation, and of a term corresponding to the marinspread between the results obtained with
the various shapes. A small additional systematic unceytés obtained comparing the empirical shapes
with those calculated with the leading order (LO) CEMI[52HaFONLL [53] models. We recall that
the CEM (Color Evaporation Model) assumes that a fixed foactif cC pairs produced with an invari-
ant massn < 2mp ends up in producing charmonium states. Although it doesowotain a dynamical
description of the production process, it was shown to bengimenologically successful over a large
y/srange. FONLL gives predictions for the totet production rather than for theyl/cross section,
but we assume, similarly to the CEM approach, that the fvactif cC pairs going to charmonium is
V/Sindependent.

Due to theAy = 0.465 rapidity shift induced by the asymmetry in the energymueteon of the proton and
lead beams, the rapidity regions covered by the presenysaisao not correspond to the ones available
for pp. Therefore, the @/dy values obtained a{/s = 5.02 TeV with the procedure described above
have been fitted to various shapes (Gaussian, second arid doder polynomials [54]). The values for
03{)‘1’ at/s=5.02 TeV for the p-Pb and Pb-p rapidity intervals were finallyaahed as the average of
the integral of the various fitting functions in the corresgimg y-ranges, and are .B. - a,%‘p(z.O?, <
Yems < 3.53) = 367+ 29 nb and BR. - ag,/)"”(—4.46 < Yems < —2.96) = 2554 20 nb [49]. The quoted
total uncertainties include again a contribution from treximum spread of the results obtained with the
various functions.

The measured nuclear modification factors, shown in[Figre2, a

Ropb(2.03 < Yems < 3.53) = 0.70+ 0.01(stat) + 0.05(systuncorr) £ 0.03(systpartcorr.) & 0.05(systcorr.)
Rppp(—4.46 < Yems < —2.96) = 1.08+ 0.01(stat) & 0.09(systuncorr) £ 0.03(systpartcorr.) + 0.07(systcorr.)

At forward rapidity the inclusive §/ production is suppressed with respect to the one in binzaied

pp collisions, whereas it is unchanged at backward rapiditile uncertainties related t@pp) and
B.R.(Jy — pp) are considered as correlated. The uncertainties corthedtie tracking, matching and
triggering efficiencies, with signal extraction, with theoice of the MC input distributions, and with the
evaluation ofNyg are taken as uncorrelated. Finally, the uncertainty on phe@ss section interpolation
is splitted (se€ [49] for details) among the three unceitsrguoted for the nuclear modification factors.
The numerical details on systematic uncertainties arengivdable_ 1. Our measurements are compared
with a next to leading order (NLO) CEM calculation which uske EPS09 shadowing parameteriza-
tion [55], and with the result of a theoretical predictionigrhincludes a contribution from coherent
parton energy loss processes|[56], either in addition todBRBadowing or as the only nuclear effect.
Finally, results from a calculation in the CGC framewark]jsbmbined with a CEM production model,
are also shown. Within our uncertainties, both the mode¢das shadowing only and the coherent
energy loss approach are able to describe the data, while@@based prediction overestimates the
observed suppression. None of these models include a ssppreelated to the break-up of tbepair.

It is worth noting that calculations refer to prompt prodaut(i.e., direct Jp plus the contribution from
W (2S) andy. decays), while the experimental results are for inclusiyeproduction, which contains a

7
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non-prompt contribution from B-decays. However, theintegrated non-prompt )/ fraction is small
(LHCb measured 7.1% afs= 2.76 TeV in the kinematic region 2 yems < 4.5, pr < 12 GeVt [58]
and 9.8% at,/s=7 TeV for 2< yems < 4.5, pr < 14 GeVE [59]). The difference betwee ”,S'b and

promPlis well within the uncertainties of our measurement for aarge range oRlor P°™, from

almost complete suppressiolﬁggr;prompt: 0.2) to a rather strong enhancemeﬁﬁg;prompt: 1.3). A
similar conclusion holds at backward rapidity.

o
o - _ . . b
D:Q'l.4 - p-Pb ys\\=5.02 TeV, inclusive J/ § - u, 0<pT<15 GeV/c
— -1 — -1
L, (-4.46<y Cms<-2.96)— 5.8 nb™, me (2.03<y Cms<3.53)— 5.0 nb
1.2
17 """ o \\ A
L .- N
D\,
I N NN N
0.8 - LU §§
0.6F
0.4 —epsoonio (Vogt)
| [77] CGC (Fujii et al.)
0.2 [~ - - ELosswithq =0.075 GeV¥fm (Arleo et al.)
I —— EPS09 NLO + ELoss with q 020.055 GeV?/fm (Arleo et al.)
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Fig. 2: The nuclear modification factors for inclusive/Jproduction at,/Syy = 5.02 TeV. The error bars corre-
spond to the statistical uncertainties, the open boxestankorrelated systematic uncertainties, the shaded boxes
around the points represent the partially correlated syatie uncertainties. The box arouRge, = 1 shows the

size of the correlated uncertainties. Results from varimoslels are also shown. The theoretical uncertainties
for the EPS09 NLO calculation [55] are due to the uncertagmythe EPS09 shadowing parameterization and to
the mass and scale uncertainties on the cross sectionatidcul For the CGC model [57], the band is related to
the choice of the parton saturation scale and of the charmkgnass. Finally, they value in the energy loss
model [56] represents the value of the transport coeffidretite target nucleons fo«BJ-:l(T2 gluons.

Both cross sections and nuclear modification factors fdusiee J{y have also been studied differen-
tially in rapidity, with six bins for each of the twpdomains. The results are shown in Fig. 3 and [Eig. 4,
respectively. The analysis procedure is identical to treedetailed above for the study of the integrated
guantities. In particular, a differential estimate of tlygtematic uncertainties for the various ingredients
has been carried out. The larger uncertainties visibleeataiver edges of the rapidity ranges covered
in p-Pb and Pb-p are related to a larger uncertainty on theefgoence cross section, due to the fact
that these regions are not directly covered by the pp measunts and therefore an extrapolation has to
be performed[[49]. No strong variation of the nuclear modlifan factors is observed, in particular at
backward rapidity, where models including coherent enéogy suggest a steeper behaviour.

Both ag,/)w and (Tppw) cancel out when forming the ratiReg of the nuclear modification factors for a
rapidity range symmetric with respect ygns = 0. In this way one is left with the ratio of the forward
and backward J/ yields. The drawback of this approach is that, due to the beengy asymmetry,
the commory interval covered at both forward and backward rapidity islen than the acceptance of
the muon spectrometer, and limited t®@ < |ycms < 3.53. The reduction in statistics by a facteB is
compensated by the cancellation of the reference-relateertainties. The obtained valueRgg(2.96 <
[Yems < 3.53) = 0.60+ 0.01(stat) +0.06(syst). The systematic uncertainties which are uncorrelated
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between backward and forward rapidity (tracking, matchamgl triggering efficiency, normalization,
MC input) have been quadratically combined in the ratio,levfar signal extraction the uncertainty has
directly been calculated on the ratio of the number gf. Jrhe main contribution to thBgg uncertainty
comes from the tracking efficiency.

In Fig.[3 we show a comparison &g with the results of the theoretical calculations discusseave,
except for the CGC-inspired model, which gives predictionty at forward rapidity. In addition, a
prediction based on a LO approach, implementing-a 2 kinematics §g — J/@g) and using either
the EPS09 or the nDSG shadowing parameterization, is atsers[60]. The agreement between data
and the model including both shadowing and coherent enesgyis very good, while pure shadowing
scenarios seem to overestimitg. However, it has to be noted that, although the experimemtalsure-
ment ofReg has a smaller uncertainty th&pp andRepp, its comparison with theoretical calculations is
less stringent, since models which globally overestinnatdgérestimate the nuclear modification factors
may still provide a very good agreement with the measigq

p-Pb \/sNN: 5.02 TeV, inclusive J/ Y - 'y
2.96<ly  [<3.53, 0<p_<15 GeV/c

S ALICE

— @ EPSO9NLO
(Vogt)

= EPS09 LO
(Ferreiro et al.)

u nDSG LO

(Ferreiro et al.)
™ EPS09 NLO and ELoss, q 020.055 GeV3/fm
(Arleo et al.)

n ELoss, g =0.075 GeV/fm
(Arleo et al.)

i H 1 I 1
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6

RFB

Fig. 5: The forward to backward ratiBrg of the nuclear modification factors for inclusiveiJproduction, com-
pared to theoretical models. The statistical and systenaitertainties for the experimental value are added in
guadrature. For the shadowing calculations, uncertaiatie quoted when available, and are obtained in the same
way as in Fig[R.

The Reg ratio has also been studied differentially yr(3 bins) andpr (10 bins, covering the region
pr <15 GeV/c). In Fig[6 we show the results, again compared wighpredictions of the models. The
treatment of the uncertainties is the same described albovbd integrated value &=g. As a function

of rapidity, no variation is observed in the relatively rmavrregion covered by thB-g measurement,
while a trend towards highd®=g values is seen ggr increases. Models including coherent energy loss
seem to qualitatively reproduce the data, in particularmtegadowing effects are taken into account,
although they predict a steeper behaviour at fgwW61].

Finally, the results presented in this paper provide inftiam on the magnitude of cold nuclear matter
effects in Pb-Pb collisions. ALICE has published resultRg,ppin the region 5 < yems < 4 at,/Syn =
2.76 TeV [24[25]. Although the p-Pb data discussed above tefslightly differenty.ms regions and
to a larger center of mass energy, the Bjorkemregions probed by the g)/production process in the Pb
nuclei for p-Pb and Pb-Pb are shifted ¥{10% only. Indeed, in the so-called-2l approach, where the
production kinematics igg — J/( [62], the x-values selected in Pb-Pb collisions arel@> < x <
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Fig. 6: The forward to backward ratiBrg of the nuclear modification factors for inclusivepproduction, as a
function ofy andpr, compared to theoretical models. The bars represent ttigtist@ uncertainty, while the open
boxes correspond to uncorrelated systematic uncertsintie
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9.10°°,1-102 < x < 6-10°2, the two ranges being relative to nucleons moving away frotoward
the muon spectrometer, respectively. In proton-nuclelisioms, the probed values for nucleons inside
the Pb nucleus are-40° < x < 8-107° for p-Pb and 110 2 < x < 5-10 2 for Pb-p. If shadowing

is the main nuclear effect, a hypothesis in fair agreemett tie results shown in this paper, as a
first approximation cold nuclear matter effects Bp,pp would be given by the produd®,pp x Rppp.
This product is 075+ 0.10+ 0.12 (the first uncertainty being related to the quadraticatlmioation of
statistical and uncorrelated systematic uncertaintiessécond one coming from the linear combination
of correlated uncertainties), which is larger thag,pp= 0.57+ 0.014+0.09 [25]. This could be an
indication that the 3 suppression effect observed in Pb-Pb collisions cannostribad to cold nuclear
matter effects alone. However, the size of the uncertamfevents a strong conclusion on this point.

In summary, inclusive J/ production has been measured with the ALICE detector in pafitsions at
the CERN LHC. In this paper we have presented the productmsscsections and the nuclear modifica-
tion factors in the regions.@3 < yems < 3.53 and—4.46 < ycms < —2.96, as well as their ratiBgg in the
region 296 < |yems < 3.53. While at forward rapidityR,pp) a suppression with respect to pp collisions
is observed, in the backward regidRe(p) No suppression is present. A fair agreement is seen with pre
dictions based on a pure nuclear shadowing scenario [65)&fimeterized using the EPS09 approach,
as well as with models including a contribution from cohéngartonic energy loss$ [13]. None of these
models include a final state break-up of th¢g i cold nuclear matter. The study Bfg, carried out as

a function ofy and pr, confirms these indications. Finally, the results preskirtehis paper provide an
important baseline for the interpretation of heavy-ionlisin results and are in agreement with those
presented by the LHCb Collaboration [63].
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