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1 INTRODUCTION!

Quarkonium in media is a topic which is central to the ultrarelativistic heavy ion program. In recent years
this subject has been among the focal points of discussion at meetings such as “Quark Matter”. (“The
Quark Matter” series is traditionally the main forum of the high energy heavy ion community). Indeed,
in these collisions — “little bangs” — one hopes to recreate matter as it was at the very beginning of the
universe: a hot system with deconfined quarks and gluons and no chiral symmetry breaking.

This fascinating possibility calls for a number of theoretical and phenomenological studies. The
QCD phase diagram and the mechanisms of chiral symmetry restoration, screening, and deconfinement
at high temperature and baryon density need to be understood. A theory of the initial conditions must
be developed and the equilibration of the plasma, if any, must be assessed in real experiments. It is also
necessary to identify the thermodynamical region which is being explored and to study nonequilibrium
effects. Finally, observables must be defined which provide physical signatures in real experiments.

Quarkonium plays a very important role in these phenomena. Indeed, quarkonium suppression was
long ago suggested as a signal of deconfinement [1]. Due to their small size, quarkonia can, in principle,
survive the deconfinement phase transition. However, because of colour screening, no bound state can
exist at temperatures 7' > T'p when the screening radius, 1/up(7T'), becomes smaller than the typical
bound-state size [1]. Later it was realized that dramatic changes in the gluon momentum distributions at
the deconfinement phase transition result in a sharp increase in the quarkonium dissociation rates [2—4].
Both the magnitude [5] and the energy dependence [6] of charmonium dissociation by gluons result in
significant suppression of the cc states even for T' < T'p but higher than the deconfinement transition
temperature, 7. Moreover, close to T'p the thermal activation mechanism is expected to dominate [7, 8].
The relative importance of gluon dissociation and thermal activation is governed by the ratio of the
quarkonium binding energy €(7") and the temperature 7', X (T') = €(T")/T' [9]. At X(T') < 1 thermal
activation dominates while for X (7") > 1 the dominant mechanism is “ionization” by gluons.

Dissociation due to colour screening was studied using potential models with different parameter-
izations of the heavy quark potential [10—13] to determine I'p. All these studies predicted that excited
charmonium states (., 1") will essentially dissolve at T, while the ground state J/1) will dissociate
at 1.1-1.3 T,.. Some potential models also predicted a strong change in the binding energy, see e.g.,
Ref. [12]. Recently, charmonium properties were investigated using lattice calculations [14, 15] which
indicate that the ground states exist with essentially unchanged properties at temperatures around 1.57.

Lattice investigations suggest that at low temperatures, 7' < 1.57, screening is not efficient and
therefore gluon dissociation may be the appropriate source of quarkonium suppression. One should also
keep in mind that non-equilibrium effects in the very early stages of a heavy-ion collision, when the
energy density is highest, should be considered for quarkonium suppression. Not much is known about
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these effects. However, they may be an even more important source of quarkonium suppression than a
thermalized system, see e.g., Ref. [16].

To use heavy quarkonium as an effective probe of the state of matter in QCD, we should also have
good theoretical control over the scattering amplitudes in a hadronic gas.

While addressing the issues outlined above, we will face questions familiar to the heavy quark
and the thermodynamics communities. To fully understand the behaviour of quarkonium in media, these
two communities should communicate and interact. For further background material and a review of the
results as of Summer 2003, see Ref. [17].

The behavior of quarkonium in cold nuclear matter can be used to better understand the nuclear
medium. For example, quarkonium can also be used to study nuclear parton distributions, particularly
that of the gluon. In addition to hadroproduction studies, quarkonium photoproduction is directly sensi-
tive to the nuclear gluon distribution.

2 QCD IN MEDIA, AND THE LATTICE APPROACH?

This section introduces strong interactions ‘in media’ using the field theory of QCD as the basic theoret-
ical framework. We build on work presented in the ‘Introduction to QCD’ and ‘General Tools’ sections
of this Yellow Report and briefly discuss basic aspects which are not covered there but are used in the
rest of this Chapter.

We first discuss the phases of QCD, i.e., the fate of chiral symmetry and confinement at high tem-
perature and density. We then introduce lattice thermodynamics, the main theoretical tool for studying
equilibrium characteristics of the phase diagram. In doing so, deconfinement, screening, and spectral
modifications, which are discussed at length later, will be briefly touched upon.

Our main interest is in heavy ion colliders experiments where the baryon density is relatively
small. Lattice high density calculations are far less mature then those at high temperature. In particular,
no results for heavy quarks have been obtained in the high density regime. Hence we will focus on the
physics of QCD at high temperature.

Let us first consider the fate of confinement at high temperature. A sketchy view of the screening
mechanism, already at work at 7" = 0, is the recombination of a (heavy) quark and antiquark with pairs
generated by the vacuum, QQ — §Q + gQ. At high temperature it becomes easier to produce light
qq pairs from the vacuum. Hence it is easier to ‘break’ the colour string between a (heavy) quark, @,
and antiquark Q. In other words, we expect colour screening to increase (sharply) at a phase boundary,
eventually leading to quark and gluon liberation, the quark gluon plasma. Lattice simulations indicate
that enhanced screening occurs at about T ~ 200 MeV, in a range accessible to collider experiments (see
e.g., [18] for a recent review).

Consider now the fate of chiral symmetry at high temperature obtained by following the behaviour
of the chiral condensate (11)). One picture of the high 7' QCD transition can be drawn by using the
ferromagnetic analogy of the chiral transition where 1) can be thought of as a spin field taking values
in real space, but oriented in the chiral sphere. Chiral symmetry breaking occurs when (1v)) # 0,
corresponding to the ordered phase. By increasing 7', disorder increases, and {14))—0, restoring chiral
symmetry. Lattice simulations suggest that chiral symmetry restoration and enhanced screening happen
at the same temperature within the numerical accuracy.

These seemingly simple pictures of chiral symmetry restoration and deconfinement at high tem-
perature are complicated by a number of considerations. A finite quark mass breaks the chiral symmetry
of the Lagrangian while screening can be rigorously related to deconfinement only at infinite quark mass.
Rigorously speaking, the two mechanisms we are concerned with are defined in two opposite limits: zero
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Fig. 7.1: The phase diagram of QCD for two massless flavours (left) and what is expected for realistic values of
the quark masses (right). From M. Stephanov [19].

mass for chiral symmetry and infinite mass for confinement. For two (massless) flavours the transition
seems to be of second order while the transition with three (massless) flavour turns out to be first order.
We have to find out how the two flavour picture morphs with the three flavour one. In addition, it may
well be that the U 4(1) symmetry, broken at zero temperature, is effectively restored at high temperature,
further complicating the patterns of chiral symmetry. It is also worth mentioning in this brief introduction
that, even if the string ‘breaks’, bound states might well survive, giving rise to complicated, nonperturba-
tive dynamics above the critical temperature, characterising the strongly-interacting quark gluon plasma.
In addition to these conceptual difficulties, there are calculational problems since the phenomena we are
concerned with are well outside the reach of perturbative calculations.

One goal of our subgroup is to understand how all of these phenomena affect the heavy quark
spectrum when the phase boundary in Fig. 7.1 is crossed. Here, we show the phase diagram of QCD
in the temperature and chemical potential plane. The diagrams for ‘light QCD’ (two massless quarks),
and for realistic values of the u, d and s masses, were built using symmetry arguments and model
calculations. The informal discussion presented here should already suggest that the physics of heavy
quark bound states in media is driven by a rich and complex admixture of chiral symmetry restoration
and enhanced screening, requiring both lattice and analytic studies. Recent advances will be presented
in the next sections.

As a last introductory remark, we review a few basic facts about finite temperature field theory [20]
and its formulation on the lattice [21]. In equilibrium field theory, the grand canonical partition function,
Z(V, T, u) completely determines the thermodynamic state of a system according to:

B Taan 7.1)
B ov '
N — polnZ (7.2)
ou
0T InZ]
= = = 7.3
S oT (7.3)
E = —PV+TS+uN (7.4)
while the physical observables (O) can be computed as
Tr(Op
(0) = % : (7.5)

In short, the problem is to represent Z for QCD at finite temperature and design a calculational scheme
to describe it.
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The partition function, Z, is the trace of the density matrix of the system, g, so that

Z = Trp (7.6)
p = exp[(—H — uN)/T] (7.7)

where H is the Hamiltonian, 7" is the temperature and N is any conserved number operator. Introducing
the integral, S(¢, 1), of the Lagrangian density where T'e is the temporal extent in Euclidean space,

Te
Sy ) = /0 dt / PaL(d,9) 1.8)

and Z is defined as
7= [ sy exsl-S(6.4) (7.9)

Comparing the path integral representation of the partition function, Eq. (7.9), with the statistical
mechanics representation, Eq. (7.7), we can identify the finite temporal extent of the Euclidean space,
Te, with the reciprocal of the system temperature [20]. The only missing ingredients are the boundary
conditions for the fields in Eq. (7.9) which follow from the (anti)commuting properties of the (fermi)bose
fields, implying X R

$(Z,0) = o(Z,B) (7.10)
for bosons and

PH(Z,0) = —(&, B) (7.11)

for fermions. Fermions and bosons obey antiperiodic and periodic boundary conditions, respectively, in
the time direction.

Finite temperature lattice field theory is then straightforward since temperature comes for free.
Because the lattice has a finite extent, Nya, temperature is given by 7' = 1/N;a. The discretization
procedure is the same as at zero temperature and most of the standard lattice techniques, reviewed in the
introductory Sections above, carry over to finite temperature. Such a field theoretic approach to finite
temperature QCD allows us to put thermodynamics and spectral calculations on the same footing.

3 QCD AT FINITE TEMPERATURE: COLOUR SCREENING AND QUARKONIUM SUPPRESSION?

On quite general grounds, it is expected and, in fact, confirmed by lattice simulations that strongly
interacting matter undergoes a transition to quark gluon plasma at high temperature and density. One
of the most prominent properties of this state of matter is the screening of colour forces between static
quarks. The associated screening length (often referred to as the chromoelectric or non-Abelian Debye
length) is inversely proportional to the temperature.

Heavy quarkonia, unlike usual (light) hadrons, may exist in the quark gluon plasma due to their
relative small sizes. However, above some temperature the screening radius eventually becomes smaller
than the typical quarkonia radii, leading to their dissolution. This physical picture was used by Matsui
and Satz to propose quarkonium suppression as a signal for deconfinement in heavy ion collisions [1]. In
fact, it was found that the J/4 dissolves above but close to the deconfinement temperature 7. Estimates
of the dissociation temperature based on the screening picture have some shortcomings. It is not clear to
what extent many body effects present in the strongly coupled quark gluon plasma can be approximated
by modification of the interaction between the two heavy quarks. Unfortunately, it is also not trivial to
define the screening radius.

Although a detailed understanding of screening phenomena at large distances is still missing, it
is evident that in this regime the temperature is the dominant scale and consequently will control the

3Section coordinator: P. Petreczky; Authors: S. Datta, O. Kaczmarek, D. Kharzeev, F. Karsch, M. P. Lombardo, P. Petreczky,
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running of the QCD coupling, i.e., g ~ ¢(T) for (rT > 1, T > T.)*. However, at short distances,
r - max(T,T.) < 1, hard processes dominate the physics of the quark gluon plasma even at high
temperature and it is expected that a scale appropriate for this short distance regime will control the
running of the QCD coupling, i.e., g ~ g¢(r). The interplay between short and large distance length
scales plays a crucial role for a quantitative understanding of hard as well as soft processes in dense
matter. It will, for instance, determine the range of applicability of perturbative calculations for thermal
dilepton rates or the production of jets as well as the analysis of processes that can lead to thermalization
of the dense matter produced in heavy ion collisions. Moreover, the short and intermediate distance
regime also is most relevant for the discussion of in-medium modifications of heavy quark bound states
which are sensitive to thermal modifications of the heavy quark potential as well as the role of quasi-
particle excitations in the quark—gluon plasma.

Another powerful tool to study the dissolution of quarkonia states in the plasma is the correspond-
ing meson spectral functions.

The first subsection will be devoted to a general discussion of screening in hot matter and the
running coupling and its observable implications. Next, we discuss direct lattice calculations of the
spectral functions. These simulations grow extremely expensive at larger quark mass, which require a
fine spacing, and b quark physics seems to be out of reach within this approach. It is then natural to
consider NRQCD thermodynamics, a new theoretical tool. We will comment on this new possibility at
the end.

3.1 Colour screening and running coupling

The simplest way to understand the screening phenomenon is to consider the potential between an arbi-
trarily heavy (but not static) quark and antiquark in perturbation theory. At zero temperature the potential
can be calculated from the Born heavy quark—antiquark scattering amplitude in the non-relativistic limit.
In the Born approximation, the potential in momentum space is just the scattering amplitude which, at
lowest order in the non-relativistic expansion, is

——g* Do (k) (7.12)

where D (k) is the propagator in the Coulomb gauge [22]. Using the leading order perturbative form,
Doo(k) = 1/k2, we recover the Coulomb potential in coordinate space.

Now consider the high temperature plasma phase. Assuming that the heavy quark and antiquark
are well defined quasi-particles, the scattering amplitude is

1, 1

— S 7.13
39 12 4 T () (7.13)

where I (k) is the medium induced gluon self-energy. At leading order and small momenta, [Ty (k)
is gauge independent and leads to a non-zero mass term in the gluon propagator, m% = klirb Iyo(k) =

1 1
3 g*T?*(N + §N £)- Thus we obtain the screened Coulomb potential

4 g2

as a function of distance 7.

Another way to discuss colour screening which is also suitable for nonperturbative (lattice) study,
is to consider the partition function in the presence of a static quark—antiquark pair normalized by the

*We use the deconfinement temperature T, as a characteristic energy scale rather than a more conventionally used A-
parameter.
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partition function Z(T') of the system without static charges which can be written as [23]

Za(r, T 1 — VT g [ 7
qZQ((;)) - Z(T)/ DA, DY Dype Jo'" 4] EsLaco™E )y ()Wt (o)
= (W(FWN0)

where the Wilson line or Polyakov loop is defined as
W (F) = Peifo’" drao(ni)

The above partition function contains all colour orientations of the static Q@ pair. Using projection
operators one can formally define the partition function for colour singlet (1), colour octet (8), and
colour average (av) channels as [24,25]

1),
% = VW) (1.15)
z® r,T
% = %(TrW(r)TrWT(O)) - iTﬂW(T)W*(O)) (7.16)
@) (,.
Z@T(T;n = W ET0) (7.17)

Only the colour average partition function is manifestly gauge invariant. To define the singlet and
octet partition functions one may replace the Wilson line by dressed gauge invariant Wilson lines [26] or
one may fix the Coulomb gauge in Eq. (7.15). These two definitions were shown to be equivalent [26]
(see also [27]). Having defined the partition function in the presence of a static quark—antiquark pair, the
change in the free energy, Fj, the internal energy, V;, and the entropy, S;, of the static quark—antiquark
pair relative to a system with no static charges are calculated as

Fy(r,T) = -T1 L?(T’T) = T) —TS;(r, T 18

nT) = (L) = Vi) - 78, 7) (.18)
(i)

: _ 29 M) _ 20l T)/T]

Vitr,T) = T 8Tln( Z(T) = -T 5T (7.19)

S;(r, T) —% i=1,8av . (7.20)

We concentrate on the colour singlet case in the following. In leading order perturbation theory, F'p is
dominated by 1-gluon exchange and is therefore also given by Eq. (7.14) [23]. For this reason the free
energies were (mis)interpreted as potentials. However, F; generally contains an r-dependent entropy
contribution which starts at order g in perturbation theory so that V; = Fy only at leading order.

Recently the colour singlet free and internal energies of static quark antiquark pair have been
studied in lattice simulations of SU(3) gauge theory [28,29]. Below the deconfinement transition tem-
perature, T' < T, F1(r,T) shows a linear rise with r, as expected in the confined phase. In the plasma
phase (T' > T;) both Fy(r,T) and V;(r,T) approach a finite value for r — oo, indicating the presence
of colour screening. The numerical results for ', and V; in the plasma phase are shown in Fig. 7.2.
For small distances, r < 0.2 fm, and temperatures close to T\, both F} and V; coincide with the 7' = 0
potential, as expected since, at small distances, medium effects are negligible and the free energy of the
static Q@) pair is simply the interaction energy, i.e., the heavy quark potential at zero temperature. In
general, however, the free energy and the internal energy show quite different 7'- and r-dependences.
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Fig. 7.2: The free energy (left) and the internal energy (right) of static QQ pair in the plasma phase.

The perturbative short and large distance relations for the singlet free energy have recently been
used to define a running coupling at finite temperature [30],

ﬁ dFy(r,T)
4 dr

In general, however, the definition of a running coupling in QCD is not unique beyond the validity range
of 2-loop perturbation theory; aside from the scheme dependence of higher order coefficients in the
QCD pg-functions it will strongly depend on non-perturbative contributions to the observable used for its
definition.

(1, T) = (7.21)

We compare the finite temperature results (symbols) to calculations performed at zero temperature
(lines) [31-34] in Fig. 7.3. These numerical results on ayq at distances smaller than 0.1 fm cover also
distances substantially smaller than those analyzed so far at " = 0. They clearly show the running of the
coupling with the dominant length scale 7 also in the QCD plasma phase. For temperatures below 37,
one finds that aqq agrees with the zero temperature perturbative result in its entire regime of validity, i.e.,
forr < 0.1 fm. At these temperatures thermal effects only become visible at larger distances and lead,
as expected, to a decrease of the coupling relative to its zero temperature value; at distances larger than
r =~ (.1 fm non-perturbative effects clearly dominate the properties of ayq. It thus is to be expected
(and found) that the properties of a running coupling will strongly depend on the physical observable
used to define it [30].

3.2 Real time properties of finite temperature QCD, spectral functions

Most of the dynamic properties of the finite temperature system are incorporated in the spectral functions.
The spectral function, o (pg, '), for a given mesonic channel H in a system at temperature 7" can be
defined through the Fourier transform of the real time two point functions D~ and D< or equivalently
as the imaginary part of the Fourier-transformed retarded correlation function [35],

1

ou(po,p) = %(Dﬁ(po,ﬁ)—D>(po,ﬁ))

1 -
= ;Ing(Poap)

— d4 iD.T —
D2 (o, ) = / (2;)’46:). D39 (a0, %) (7.22)
D3(z0,%) = (Ju(zo,%), Ju(0,0))
D5 (zo, %) = {((Ju(0,0),Ju(zo, %)) ,20 >0 . (7.23)
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Fig. 7.3: The running coupling in the gg-scheme determined on lattices of size 32% x N, with N, = 4 (open
symbols) and 8 (filled symbols) from derivatives the short distance part of the singlet free energy (I" = 0: from
the force) at different temperatures. The relation of different symbols to the values of the temperature are as in the
previous figure (left). The various lines correspond to the string picture (dashed), perturbative (thin) and numerical
(thick) studies at zero temperature.

The correlators DZ(<) (%o, T ) satisfy the well-known Kubo-Martin—Schwinger (KMS) condition [35]
D3(z9, %) = D<(zo +i/T,T) . (7.24)

Inserting a complete set of states and using Eq. (7.24), one gets the expansion

>\ (2m)? —En/T —Em/T 2
o (po,F) = = > (e te )(n|Jr (0)|m)]

m,n

X Mpu— ki + K7 (7.25)

where e.g., k™ refers to the four-momenta of the state |n).

A stable mesonic state contributes a ¢ function-like peak to the spectral function,

o1 (po, ) = [{01Tu | H)[*e(po)5 (p* — m) , (7.26)

where mpr is the mass of the state. For an unstable particle, a smoother peak is obtained with a width
related to the decay width. For sufficiently small decay widths, a Breit-Wigner form is commonly
used. As the temperature increases, the contributions from states in the spectral function changes due to
collision broadening, and, at sufficiently high temperatures, these states may be too broad to contribute
to the resonance any longer. Such a change in the contributions to the resonance states and eventual
‘disappearance of resonances’ in the thermal spectral function has been studied analytically, for example,
in the Nambu—Jona—Lasinio model in Ref. [36]. The spectral function as defined in Eq. (7.25) is directly
accessible in high energy heavy ion experiments. For example, the spectral function for the vector current
is directly related to the differential thermal cross-section for the production of lepton pairs [37]

dW  5a? 1
dpod®p 272 p3(epo/T — 1

)0(190,15) : (7.27)

Then presence or absence of a bound state in the spectral function will manifest itself in the peak structure
of the differential dilepton rate.
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In finite temperature lattice calculations, one calculates Euclidean time propagators, usually pro-
jected to a given spatial momentum

L=

Gulr,7) = / BT (T, Ty (r,2)70(0,0))r (7.28)

where (...)p indicates a thermal trace, as in Eq. (7.22), and T’ refers to ordering in Euclidean time 7.
This quantity is the analytical continuation of D~ (zg, ')

Gu(r,p) = D” (=i, p) . (7.29)

Using this equation and the KMS condition one can easily show that G i (7, ) is related to the spectral
function, Eq. (7.22), by an integral equation

Gulr.7) = /0 " dwo(w, 7) K (w,7) (7.30)
K(w,7) = COS};EZ&M_/%?T)). (7.31)

Equation (7.30) lies at the heart of attempts to extract spectral functions and properties of hadrons from
correlators calculated in lattice QCD. In what follows, we use Eq. (7.30) to extract the behavior of de-
generate heavy meson systems in a thermal medium from finite temperature mesonic correlators. Equa-
tion (7.31) is valid only in the continuum. It is not clear in general whether the G g (7, p’) measured on
the lattice will satisfy the same spectral representation but it was shown in Ref. [38] that this is the case
for the free theory.

3.3 Charmonium at finite temperature: recent results on correlators and spectral functions

Direct investigations of the charmonia temperature modifications, using the Matsubara correlators of
suitable operators, have been available over the past 3—4 years. All such studies available at present are
based on quenched lattices, that is, they do not include any quark loops, even thermal quark loops (which
indicates scattering of thermal quarks off the medium). Excluding such loops may result in exclusion
of important physics below T since the thermal excitation of pions and meson resonances is considered
to be one of the main driving mechanisms of the QCD phase transition. Above the transition, at least
for J/4) dissociation, the existing wisdom is that the thermal gluons are the more relevant degrees of
freedom. Therefore, the description of quenched lattices should be at least qualitatively correct.

In the following, the current status of the direct lattice studies on charmonia are summarized. Only
the main results are described here. For detailed analysis of the systematics and other effects, please refer
to the original papers [39-41]. As already mentioned in the previous section, detailed information about
the hadronic properties are contained in the spectral function. In order to study thermal modifications
of hadrons, ideally Eq. (7.30) should be inverted to extract o(w,T’) from the thermal correlators. (In
the following, we will only be interested in mesonic states at rest in the heat-bath frame, i.e., p = 0 in
Eq. (7.30), and will omit the p’ index altogether.) However, such an inversion is a notoriously ill-defined
problem, since the continuous function, o(w,7’) must be extracted from the correlators at a discrete
number of points. Progress in solving this problem became possible with the introduction of Bayesian
techniques in lattice data analysis [42]. In the Maximum Entropy Method (MEM), one can determine
the most probable spectral function which describes the data, subject to known constraints like positivity,
asymptotic behavior, etc. [43]. At temperatures a few times 7. or higher, however, as we will see below,
it is tricky to extract the spectral function even with these techniques.

We begin with the low temperature phase where the larger extent of the temporal direction makes
it easier to extract the spectral functions. In Fig. 7.4 we show the spectral functions in the hadronic phase
for the currents Jg in different representations. Figure 7.4(a) shows the spectral functions obtained at
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Fig. 7.4: Spectral functions for the vector, pseudos-calar, scalar and axial vector operators [39]. (a) Lattices at 0.75
T, with a = 0.04 fm spacing and (b) at 0.9 T, and a = 0.02 fm. The ground state peaks correspond to J/, 7.,
Xco and X, , respectively. The label ., is used because the x., and x., are difficult to resolve on the figure.

0.75 T, on lattices with 0.04 fm spacing. The peaks at low w correspond to the ground state J/1 (VC),
1e (PS), x¢, (SC) and x., (AX) respectively. Note that we do not discuss the 2.5 and 2P states because
these are indistinguishable from lattice artifacts. The properties of the lowest states are reproduced quite
well by Fig. 7.4 since the peak position and the integrated width of the peak are in reasonable agreement
with the mass and residue obtained from a fit. Figure 7.4(b) shows spectral functions obtained from
lattices with 0.02 fm spacing at 7' = 0.97,. A comparison of the two figures helps explain the nature
of the peaks at higher w, since they can be seen to scale approximately as the inverse lattice spacing and
therefore are probably dominated by lattice artifacts [39, 44]. It is interesting to note that even at very
high w the structure of the spectral function is quite different from the free theory.

It is possible to get a first idea of the temperature modification of the charmonia above T by
looking at the Matsubara correlators measured at these temperatures. To factor out the trivial temperature
dependence of the kernel (see Eq. (7.31)), one can construct ‘model correlators’ by using the spectral
function from the hadron phase (Fig. 7.4). The measured correlators, G(7,T'), are then compared with
these reconstructed correlators using Eq. (7.31):

cosh(w(r —1/2T))
sinh(w/2T)

Grecon (7,T) = / dwo (w, T™) (7.32)
0

Here T refers to a temperature below T,. Figure 7.5 shows such a comparison for the 15 and 1P chan-
nels in two figures from Ref. [39]. While the comparison at 1.1 T uses the spectral function constructed
at T* = 0.757T,, Fig. 7.4(a), the other temperatures use the spectral functions shown in Fig. 7.4(b), i.e.,
T* = 0.9T,. The figure clearly shows that the 1.5 states are not strongly affected by the deconfinement
transition. For the 7, we see no statistically significant change up to temperatures of 1.5 7. and only
very modest changes at 2.25 T,.. For the J /1), the ratio G(7,T") /Grecon (7, T') shows no significant devia-
tions from unity at short Euclidean time, 7, a little above 7', while some small but significant deviations
are seen as one goes to higher temperatures. For the 1P channels, large temperature modifications of
the correlator relative to the reconstructed correlator are seen when crossing 7', indicating that the 1.5
states undergo only very modest modifications up to 1.5-2 T, while the 1P states suffer more serious
modifications.

In order to further understand the nature of thermal modifications of the states, it is necessary to
extract the spectral function directly from the correlators. Three groups have presented results for spec-
tral functions for the pseudo-scalar and vector charmonium states using the MEM. Since the extraction
becomes tricky at high temperatures and there are some differences in the results, it is useful to keep in
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Fig. 7.5: G /G1econ as a function of Euclidean time for different temperatures for vector and pseudo-scalar channels
(top) and in the scalar and axial vector channels (bottom). The figures above mix two sets of data in Ref. [39] with
different lattice spacings and slightly different quark masses, with the data at 1.1 T, using 7* = 0.75 T and the
others using T* = 0.9 T.. The data for the pseudo-scalar and axial vector channels have been shifted by a constant
for better visualization.

mind the initial differences between them. While all three work within the quenched approximation and
use Wilson-type valence fermions, some differences exist in their approaches. The Bielefeld group uses
very fine isotropic lattices with the nonperturbatively improved clover action for the valence fermions.
Asakawa and Hatsuda use space—time anisotropic lattices, to allow more data points in the temporal di-
rection and use the unimproved Wilson action for the fermions. Umeda et al. also use anisotropic lattices
but use the tadpole-improved Fermilab action. They also use smeared operators while the others use
point operators.

As Fig. 7.4 reveals, the structure of the spectral function at high w, for the interacting theory
on lattice, is considerably different from the free spectral function [44]. The Bielefeld group uses this
high energy structure as part of the prior information when extracting the spectral function. The default
spectral function above T, in their analysis, uses the high energy part of Fig. 7.4, continuously matched
to miw? at lower w where m is defined to match the spectral functions at temperatures below 7. The
spectral functions for the 15 states, obtained with this default model and the MEM analysis of Bryan [45],
are shown in Fig. 7.6. The error bars shown in the figure are standard deviations of the spectral functions
averaged over the w interval indicated by the horizontal error band (see [43], Eq. (5.13)). We see that, up
to 1.5 T, the 1S states persist as bound states with no significant weakening. There is also no significant
change in mass on crossing T,. At 2.25 T,, while the peak position is still not significantly changed,
a depletion of the peak strength, i.e., the area under the peak, is seen. Finally, at 3 7. no statistically
significant peak is seen.

Figure 7.6 suggests that in a gluonic plasma the 1.5 charmonia survive as bound states till > 27,
with no significant weakening up to =~ 1.57, and then a gradual weakening, perhaps due to collision
broadening. Since these results are for point operators, the results for the vector current, Fig. 7.6(b),
will be directly connected to the thermal dilepton rate. Further results for point operators come from
Asakawa and Hatsuda who use the free continuum asymptotic form of the spectral function, ~ mw?,
as their default model. Their latest results [46] are shown in Fig. 7.7. They find a sharp bound state,
with little significant thermal modification, up to 1.62 T, in complete agreement with Fig. 7.4 up to 1.5
T.. On going to higher temperatures, however, their results seem to suggest a sharp disappearance of the
bound states at some temperature, with no statistically significant peak being seen at 1.9 T, [40] and, in
preliminary results, already at 1.7 T, [46]. While the exact dissolution temperature is probably not ex-
pected to match the Bielefeld group, since the Bielefeld group uses a quark mass somewhat heavier than
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Fig. 7.6: Spectral functions above deconfinement for (a) pseudo-scalar and (b) vector channels [39]. Here lattice
spacing a = 0.02 fm and m 5/, ~ 3.6 GeV.

the charm, if further analysis supports the dissolution at 1.7 7', then it will clearly suggest a qualitatively
different picture from the gradual dissolution shown in Fig. 7.6, and possibly suggest a drastic change in
the properties of the plasma between 1.6 and 1.7 T%.

Unlike the two previous groups, Umeda et al. use smeared operators with a smearing function of
the form w(#) = exp(—a|¥|®) where the parameters a and b are chosen to optimize the overlap with the
ground state. While use of a smeared operator has the advantage of a good overlap with the ground state,
so that it may be possible to extract the properties of J/v and 7. more reliably, it has two disadvantages.
First, bound state dissolution must be carefully handled since smearing always mimics a bound state.
Second, the direct connection of the vector current correlator to the dilepton rate, Eq. (7.27, is lost. The
first problem can be dealt with by comparing results using a different level of smearing [41].

Figure 7.8 shows their results for the 1.5 spectral functions. Evidence for the existence of a bound
state above T, is found for the 1.5 states, in agreement with results of other groups using point operators.
No dramatic change between 1.4 T, and 1.75 T, is indicated in the properties of the peak. In addition,
Umeda et al. [41,46] attempted a constrained fit of the correlators to obtain more accurate informa-
tion on the ground state properties such as thermal modifications of the mass and width. This analysis
with extended operators indicate that the masses of ground state charmonia do not change significantly
up to temperatures 1.7 T,. These studies also indicate a non-zero thermal width which increases with
temperature. The precise determination of the width, however, appears to be difficult.

We now summarize what direct lattice studies have told us about the properties of the 15 states
in equilibrium with a plasma. The studies all agree that the J/1 and the 7. survive the deconfinement
transition with little significant change in their properties. At least up to temperatures ~ 1.5 T, such
states exist as bound states in the equilibrated plasma without significant weakening of the state. Here,
it may be worthwhile to also mention earlier results from Umeda et al. for these states [47]. In this
study, where they looked at the fall-off of the cc spatial correlation, Umeda et al. previously concluded
that the 15 states survive as bound states, up to temperatures of 1.5 T, in a gluonic plasma. Another
important fact revealed by the recent studies is that no significant 15 state mass reduction is seen above
T.. If, as was the prevailing wisdom, these states become Coulombic above 7T, one may have expected
a significant mass reduction which is not seen by any of the groups. Beyond 1.5 T, there seems to be
some disagreement between the different groups: while Ref. [39] and preliminary results from Umeda et
al. suggest a gradual disappearance of the state, perhaps due to collision broadening, preliminary results
from Asakawa and Hatsuda suggest a sharp cutoff temperature below 1.7 T'., beyond which the gluonic
plasma cannot support these bound states.

Results for the orbitally excited . states are available so far only from the Bielefeld group. As was
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Fig. 7.7: Spectral functions above and below deconfinement for pseudo-scalar (left) and vector (right) channels,
for anisotropic lattices with a, ~ 0.0125 fm, as found by Asakawa & Hatsuda [40,46]. (a) Temperatures < 1.62
T., where a statistically significant ground state is seen. (b) Temperatures > 1.70 T\, where the ground state of (a)
is not seen any more. The peak at a slightly higher temperature is not statistically significant.

shown in Fig. 7.5, the behavior of these states is considerably different from that of the 1.5 states since
the correlators above T differ substantially from the ones reconstructed from the spectral function below
T., suggesting serious modification of these states due to deconfinement. The spectral functions can be
extracted from the correlators even though they are more noisy, making such an extraction somewhat
more difficult [39]. Figure 7.9(a) shows the spectral functions for the scalar channel. As before, as
part of the prior guess we provided the high w structure of the lattice spectral function in the interacting
theory, as obtained below 1. The figure shows that the ., peak below T is not present already at 1.1
T.. Figure 7.9(b) shows a similar result for the axial vector channel, indicating these states suffer serious
system modification, possibly dissolution, already just above 7.

3.4 Theory perspectives: NRQCD atT > 0

All studies of the charmonium spectral functions mentioned above were done either using relativistic
Wilson fermions or Fermilab fermions. In both formulations the so-called Wilson term is introduced to
remove the doublers. This, however, strongly distorts the quark dispersion relation on the lattice leading
to the artifact peaks in the lattice spectral function. For heavy quarks an additional large discretization
error of order mya appears where m, is the heavy quark mass, making bottomonium studies with rel-
ativistic actions very difficult although the Fermilab formalism can help to a certain extent. A useful
alternative, at least close to 1%, where the condition m, > T" necessary for the approach to be valid is
satisfied, could be to employ NRQCD at 7' > 0. In this formulation, the scale related to m, is integrated
out so that this formulation has the advantage of being doubler free. Furthermore, since the spectral func-
tions scale as y/w instead of the w? behavior of the relativistic formulation, the high energy part of the
spectral functions contribute less to the meson correlator. This can simplify the reconstruction of meson
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Fig. 7.8: Spectral functions above deconfinement for pseudo-scalar (left) and vector (right) channels, for
anisotropic lattices with a,; = 0.025 fm and smeared operators (Umeda et al. [41,46]). The decreasing Nt corre-
spond to T'/T, ~ 1.08, 1.17, 1.4 and 1.75, respectively.

properties, related to the low energy part of the vector spectral function. Some preliminary studies of the
charmonium spectral function in NRQCD at zero temperature were presented in Ref. [48].

4 J/1 ABSORPTION IN HEAVY-ION COLLISIONS AT FINITE TEMPERATURE?

4.1 Cross-section calculations

Since the original paper by Matsui and Satz [1] on .J/4 suppression in heavy-ion collisions, a number of
studies on J/1) absorption in nuclear matter have been proposed to suggest other mechanisms than the
quark gluon plasma screening of the cc potential. We will use the words “suppression” and “absorption”
to distinguish between the plasma and non-plasma mechanisms responsible for the observed reduced
yield of J/4 particles in heavy ions collisions.

According to Ref. [1], one should observe very few J/1 in heavy-ion collisions because plasma
formation could weaken the effectiveness of the quarkonium potential and prevent J/1 formation. But
what if no plasma phase is generated? The J/1) can be produced in the early stages of the collision since
the energy is high enough to produce them. Their destiny is then related to the interactions they will
experience with the nuclear medium (the nuclear thickness the J/1 must traverse during the intepene-
tration of the two colliding nuclei) and with the hadron gas (a possible state excited from vacuum left
behind in the collision region by the two receding nuclei, assuming zero baryon number).

The J/1 N cross-section, o,ps, extracted from data is o,ps = 4.3 £ 0.6 mb [49]. The exponential
absorption factor for the J/4 in nuclear matter is < exp(—z/A), where z is the distance traveled and A
is the mean free path, given by

AR 1/(padabs), (7.33)

where p4 is the nuclear density. Nuclear absorption alone cannot explain the anomalous .J/1 suppres-
sion described as a function of length in Ref. [50]. This argument has been used in favor of a plasma
interpretation. On the other hand, nuclear absorption does not take into account interactions with all
hadrons (7,7, K, p,w, K*, ¢...) that can be excited from vacuum when very high energy densities are
reached, as in heavy-ion collisions. Each of these particles is presumably able to interact with the J/1),

3Section coordinator: A. D. Polosa; Authors: V. Laporta, L. Maiani, F. Piccinini, A. D. Polosa, V. Riquer
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Fig. 7.9: Spectral functions for (a) scalar and (b) axial vector states above deconfinement, reconstructed from
Matsubara correlators measured on lattices of =~ 0.04 fm spacing [39].

reshuffling its cc content into an open charm final state such as Dg:)) D((:))

an explanation of the anomalous suppression?

. Can such interactions provide

The description of these interactions is difficult because they cannot be derived from first principles
or extracted from independent experimental information. One has to resort to models of their dynamics
[51-58].

Dissociation of the J/1 by hadrons has been considered in several approaches, with rather dif-
ferent predictions for energy dependence and magnitude of the cross-sections near threshold. Basically,
earlier calculations in the literature can be grouped into four classes:

— perturbative QCD based calculations (pQCD);
— quark interchange models;

— QCD sum rule calculations;

— meson exchange models.

The idea behind the pQCD method is that the interaction between heavy quark bound states and light
hadrons can be described perturbatively when the heavy quark mass is sufficiently large. The small
size of the heavy quark bound state allows for a multipole expansion of its interaction with external
gluons where the colour-dipole interaction dominates at long range. Using pQCD, Peskin and Bhanot
and later Kharzeev and Satz [52] estimated the scattering cross-sections of J/1 with light hadrons,
finding very low values, less than 0.1 mb at about /s = 5 GeV. The pQCD result was further improved
by including finite target mass corrections and relativistic phase space corrections [53]. However, the
collisions between mesons and the J/1) in heavy-ion reactions occur at low energy where the application
of pQCD is questionable.

In the case of quark interchange models, the JJ/1) dissociation cross-section is calculated in terms
of non-perturbative quark exchanges between the J/1 and light hadrons using explicit non-relativistic
quark model wave functions for the initial and final hadrons. The largest contributions to the cross-section
come from the energy region just a few hundred MeV above threshold since the overlap integrals are
damped by the external meson wave functions at higher momenta. The first calculation in this framework
was performed by Martins, Blaschke and Quack [54], finding a J/4 dissociation cross-section by pions
of &~ 7 mb at about 1 GeV above threshold. Subsequently, similar calculations have been carried out with
different treatments of the confining interaction, obtaining lower cross-sections (of the order of 1.5 mb
at /s ~ 4 GeV) and have been extended to pJ/1 and NJ /4 interactions [55].

Another independent approach is given by the QCD sum rules [56]. This method relates the scat-
tering amplitude to a sum of operator vacuum-expectation-values (VEVs). It gives a model independent
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Fig.7.10: The J/1-hadron cross-sections calculated with QCD sum rules (band), short-distance QCD (dotted line),
meson-exchange models (dot—dashed lines) and the non-relativistic constituent quark model (dashed line) [60].

result provided that the set of selected operators dominates the scattering amplitude in the chosen kine-
matic regime and that their VEVs are known experimentally. QCD sum rule calculations for the reaction

w4+ J/ wﬁD(*)E(*) give cross-sections at the mb level in the near-threshold region.

Finally, the meson-exchange model [57], is based on hadronic effective Lagrangians. Vector
mesons are treated as gauge bosons mediating the interactions between pseudoscalar mesons. An SU(4)-
invariant effective meson Lagrangian is assumed. One starts from a free Lagrangian of the form £y =
Tr (0, PTo*P) — 1/ Z’H(F,L,F“”) and derives the couplings between pseudoscalar and vector mesons
with the minimal substitution

0,P—08,P — i/2g[V,, P]
Fu—0,Vy — 8,V —i/2g[Vii, Vi) (7.34)

giving rise to three-vector meson couplings and four-point couplings. The values of the couplings are
obtained from experimental results via Vector Meson Dominance and SU(4) relations, although the as-
sumption of SU(4) symmetry is rather questionable. The most studied channels are: wJ/4, pJ /v, KJ /1
and K*J /1 where quite large cross-sections, of the order of 1 — 10 mb, have been obtained [58]. Since
the exchanged mesons are not pointlike, several studies have introduced form factors at the interaction
vertices at the price of introducing additional unknown or poorly known parameters. A strong depen-
dence on the shape and cutoff values of the form factors is found. Some authors calculate the interaction
vertices and form factors with the help of sum rules [59]. The state of the art of these calculations,
including an uncertainty band, is summarized in Fig. 7.10 [60]. For a nice review of these topics see
Ref. [61].

With the exception of pQCD, these approaches, each subject to different limitations, give cross-
sections on the order of mb, in particular for initial 7’s and p’s. This is a clear indication that the picture of
J /1) absorption by nuclear matter as the only alternative mechanism to plasma suppression is incomplete
and that interactions with comoving particles in the hadron gas have to be taken into account. We will
not attempt to further review existing approaches. We instead focus on some more recent calculations
which do not fall in the four classes described above. The (7,7, K, p,w, K*, ¢)J/ ¢—>D D(*) Cross-
sections have recently been evaluated [63], based on the Constituent Quark Model (CQM) T&le CQM
was originally devised to compute exclusive heavy-light meson decays and was tested on a large number
of such processes [65]. The CQM is based on an effective Lagrangian which incorporates the heavy
quark spin-flavour symmetries and chiral symmetry in the light sector. In particular, it contains effective
vertices between a heavy meson and its constituent quarks, as shown on the left-hand side of Fig. 7.11,
which occur when applying bosonization techniques to the Nambu—Jona—Lasinio interaction terms of

408



CHARM AND BEAUTY IN MEDIA

Fig. 7.11: Basic diagrammatic equation to compute the couplings g3 and g4.
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Fig. 7.12: Cross-sections in CQM model. On the left-hand side, the cross-sections w.J / ¢—>D(*)D(*) modulated
by a form factor (ff) directly derived from the model [67] are shown. The case of p.J/1 interactions is technically
more complicated and it does not seem feasible to extract the dependency on E,, of these cross-sections in the form
of a polar ff. If we compute physical quantities such as the mean free paths determined by the inverse of thermal
averages, (p(”)a)T, where p(#) is the p number density, the Boltzmann factor will serve as an exponential ff cutting
high energy tails faster than any polar ff.

heavy and light quark fields [66]. On this basis, we believe that the CQM is a more solid approach than
effective Lagrangian methods, often based on SU(4) symmetry.

We compute the effective trilinear, g3 = (m,7, K, p, )DE:))Dg)) orgs = J /qug:)) Dg:)) and
quadrilinear, g4 = (m,n, K, p, ...)J/quE:))DE;‘))
equation which has to be solved in order to obtain g4(gs) in the various cases. The right-hand side
represents the effective four-linear coupling to be used in the cross-section calculation. To obtain the tri-
linear couplings we suppress either the .J/1) or one of the dashed lines representing the light resonances.
The effective interaction at the meson level (right-hand side) is modeled as an interaction at the quark-
meson level (left-hand side of Fig. 7.11).

, couplings. In Fig. 7.11 we show the diagrammatic

The J/% is introduced using a Vector Meson Dominance (VMD) ansatz. In the effective loop
on the left-hand side of Fig. 7.11 we have a vector current insertion on the heavy quark line ¢ while on
the right-hand side the .J/4) is assumed to dominate the tower of J©'¢ = 17~ € states mixing with the
vector current, for more details see Refs. [17,67]. Similarly, vector particles coupled to the light quark
component of heavy mesons such as p and w when ¢ = (u, d) and K*, ¢, when one or both light quarks
are strange, are also taken into account using VMD arguments. The pion and other pseudoscalar fields
have a derivative coupling to the light quarks of the Georgi—-Manohar kind [68]. The final results for
oy and 0,7y are displayed in Fig. 7.12.
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Fig. 7.13: The total cross-section (dotted line) together with the contributions coming from the J/v + 7—D + D
(solid line), J/¢ + m—D* + D (dashed line) and J /¢ +7—D* + D~ (dot—dashed line) processes are shown.

The authors of Ref. [69] employ a relativistic quark model [70] to calculate amplitudes and cross-
sections for the same processes discussed above with only pions in the initial state. Their model is based
on an effective Lagrangian which describes the coupling of hadrons H to their constituent quarks, ¢; and
g9, given by:

Lint(z) = ggH(x) /dwl droFg(x,21,22)3s(x2) T gAgqi(z1) + hec.. (7.35)

Here, A\ and I'y are the Gell-Mann and Dirac matrices which describe the flavour and spin quantum
numbers of the meson field H (z). The vertex function Fy is given by:

m m
Fy(z,z1,12) =6 (w - L — 2 372) g ((z1 — 22)?), (7.36)
mi1 + mg my + mo

where @ is the correlation function of two constituent quarks of mass m; and my. Moreover, for
@y, in momentum space, they chose the form ® (k%) = exp(—k%/A%), where kg is a Euclidean
momentum [71]. The coupling gz is determined by the compositeness condition discussed in Ref. [69].
By using the corresponding Feynman rules, the S-matrix elements describing hadronic interactions are
obtained in terms of a set of quark diagrams.

In this approach, the dissociation processes are described by box and resonance diagrams. The
details of the cross-section calculations can be found in Ref. [69]; here we show the numerical results for
the cross-sections as a function of /s.

In Fig. 7.13 the continuous line represents the J/4) + 71— D + D cross-section while the dashed
and the dot—dashed lines are for J/% + 7—D* + D and J/ + m—D* + D*, respectively. The dotted
line shows the total cross-section as a function of y/s. One can see that the maximum is about 2.3 mb at
v/s8 & 4.1 GeV. This value turns out to be smaller than the previous one, but still in the millibarn range.

To make a realistic computation of the effect of the interactions with the hadronic gas, several
things have to be considered.

1. There is a temperature dependence of absorption in the hadron gas due to the energy dependence
of the cross-sections and to the fact that, as the temperature varies, the particle content and the
characteristics of the hadron gas change. One should calculate thermal averages (po)r =~ 1/\.
This can be done, e.g., by simply using the Bose distribution with zero chemical potential in an
ideal gas approximation [62,63].
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2. There is a problem of convergence. Including heavier resonances, on one hand, is disfavored be-
cause of the Boltzmann factor exp(—M /T'). On the other hand, heavier resonances, h, integrate
more cross-section at low momentum in the hJ/¢— DD channel and have large spin multiplic-
ities. The lowest lying vector meson nonet, for instance, has a charge-spin multiplicity 9 times
larger than that of pions. It is difficult to asses a priori the relative weight of these two effects.

3. Some arguments indicate that there may be a limiting temperature of hadronic matter: the Hage-
dorn temperature, Ty ~ 177 MeV, [64]. To be credible, a purely hadronic interpretation of
J /1 absorption should be for temperatures 7' < T'g.

4. The SPS collaboration NAS50 studies the J/1 yield as a function of the collision centrality. At
a certain centrality there is some evidence of a discontinuous breakdown in the J/%) yield [73-
75]. Can such a discontinuity be explained by some hadronic absorption mechanism where cross-
sections are expected to be mainly smooth polynomials?

Studying absorption versus suppression is like estimating the background to a weak signal. The
shape and size of the background can be crucial in assessing the reliability of the signal.

4.2 Comparison with data

As stated earlier, nuclear absorption can be taken into account by the factor exp(—p 40apsL), where p4
is the nuclear density and L the path length the J/’s traverse during the intepenetration of the two
colliding nuclei.

To compute the effect of the hadron gas also requires modeling the fireball produced by the two
receding nuclei. We will briefly describe the working hypotheses adopted in two recent papers [62, 63].

1. The fireball is a zero baryon density region of approximately spherical shape which the J/1 has
to escape to be detected.

2. The fireball thermalizes as a hadron gas at temperature 1" soon after its formation. Primary colli-
sions give rise mostly to pions with an average energy of about 300 MeV and a density of few/(fm?)
and interaction cross-sections of about 10 mb. These parameters lead [72] to mean free paths of a
fraction of a fermi, much shorter than the linear dimensions of the fireball, = 5 — 10 fm.

3. The hadron gas is at zero chemical potential. This is an especially reasonable hypothesis for pions.

4. We calculate the thermal averages (po)r using an ideal gas at temperature 7'. Interactions can be
taken into account by allowing higher and higher resonances in the gas.

5. The NASO data [73-75] can be plotted as a function of collision centrality. The more central the
collision, the larger the average size of the fireball and the higher the energy density.

We take both nuclear and hadronic absorption into account by the convolution of two exponentials,
exp[—L(l) /A exp[—l/A(T)] where A\(T") is the mean free path of the J/% through the hadron gas,
I =2R4 — b, Ry is the nuclear radius and b is the impact parameter. The first exponential is for nuclear
absorption while the second takes the thermal mean free path through a hadron gas into account. One
can introduce such a dependence on ! by assuming that the energy density, €, depends on the number of
nucleons divided by the effective surface area of the nuclear interaction as a function of b [72]. Using the
energy—temperature relation appropriate to the hadron gas, one can determine the temperature profile as
function of centrality and the corresponding absorption profile.

In Fig. 7.14 (a) and (b) we show the calculated absorption (nuclear + hadron gas) superimposed
on the NASO data [73-75]. The boxes show the Pb+Pb data while the stars give the S+U data. The
temperatures indicated on the curves are the temperatures at low centrality (the first three points from the
left). The hadron gas picture is more reliable in more peripheral collisions.

It is very interesting to note that the estimated temperatures are in the same region as the tempera-

ture expected for the phase transition and close to the temperatures measured at freeze-out from various
hadron abundances. The curve labeled with 7' = 175 MeV, where T varies from 175 to about 195 MeV,
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Fig. 7.14: Left-hand side: The exponential attenuation model compared to Pb+Pb (boxes) and S+U (stars) J/1)
normalized to Drell-Yan for three different values of the initial temperature in the hadron gas. The curve labeled as
“nucl.” includes only nuclear absorption effects. The other curves include both hadron gas and nuclear attenuation.
Right-hand side: Same but for a Hagedorn gas. The curves labeled (a) and (b) show that there is no significant
centrality dependence of the temperature since (one of the two curves shown has the geometrical effect switched

off)

fits the data for low centrality but still falls short of reproducing the observed drop in J/% production
above [ = 5 fm. The curve with 7" = 185 MeV fits the low centrality data and agrees relatively well with
the data in central collisions. However the temperature rises to 200 MeV at [ ~ 11 fm, likely too high
for a hadron gas (see below).

The increase in temperature due to the increase in energy density that we find for the resonance
gas is less pronounced than in the case of a pure pion gas in Ref. [62] because the number of degrees of
freedom in the resonance gas increases appreciably with temperature. The extra energy density has to be
shared among more and more degrees of freedom and the temperature increases less than with a fixed
€ = CT* power law. This behaviour begins to reproduce that expected from a Hagedorn gas with an
exponentially increasing resonance density per unit mass interval [64,76,77].

The extrapolation to increasing centrality using the energy—temperature relation of the Hagedorn
gas is shown in Fig. 7.14 (b) with T = 175 MeV. The result is quite spectacular. The sharp rise of the
degrees of freedom due to the vicinity of the Hagedorn temperature makes the temperature of the gas
nearly constant so that the dissociation curve cannot become harder and the prediction falls far short
of explaining the drop observed by NAS5O. The simplest interpretation of Fig. 7.14 (b) is that with
increasing centrality, more energy goes into the excitation of more and more thermodynamical degrees
of freedom, leading to the final transition to the quark—gluon plasma. The curve shown represents the
limiting absorption from the Hadron gas so that anything harder would be due to the dissociation of the
J /1 in the quark—gluon plasma.

Some words of caution are in order. In the framework of our calculation, it is certainly reasonable
to expect the relevant insertions in the quark loop of Fig. 7.11 to correspond to the Dirac matrices S, P,
A, V, and T where the latter are dominated by the lowest ¢g, S-wave states we have been considering.
On the other hand, we cannot exclude that decreasing couplings of the higher resonances may eventually
resum up to a significant effect which would change the picture obtained by truncating the cross-section
to include only the lowest states.

However, in all cases where this happens, such as in deep inelastic lepton—hadron scattering, the
final result reproduces what happens for free quarks and gluons. In our case, this would mean going
above the Hagedorn temperature into the quark and gluon gas, precisely what Fig. 7.14 (b) seems to tell
us.
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5 SHADOWING AND ABSORPTION EFFECTS ON J/1 PRODUCTION IN D+AU COLLISIONS®

The nuclear quark and antiquark distributions have been probed through deep inelastic scattering (DIS)
of leptons and neutrinos from nuclei. These experiments showed that parton densities in free protons
are modified when bound in the nucleus [78]. This modification, referred to collectively as shadowing,
depends on the parton momentum fraction z and the square of the momentum transfer, Q2. Thus, in
addition to the already aforementioned nuclear absorption and secondary hadronic scattering effects,
initial state shadowing can also play a role, especially as the energy increases, simultaneously decreasing
the values of parton momentum fraction, z, probed in the collision.

Most models of shadowing predict that the modification should vary depending on position within
the nucleus [79] but DIS experiments are typically insensitive to this position dependence. However,
some spatial inhomogeneity has been observed in vV scattering [80]. Here we discuss the combined
effects of shadowing and absorption both in minimum bias d+Au collisions at RHIC and as a function of
centrality.

Our calculations employ the colour evaporation model (CEM) which treats all charmonium pro-
duction identically to c€ production below the DD threshold, neglecting colour and spin. The leading
order (LO) rapidity distributions of J/’s produced in dA collisions at impact parameter b is

doqa ' 2mp d 2 > A 27 o Ugg(Q2)
dy bl = 2FJ/wKth/ dzdz 2mCJ\4dM Fj(z1,Q%,7,2)F, (22,Q%,b — 7,2") e (7.37)
Z d 2 = A 27 = d 2 = A 2 7 q/Uqa(QQ)
+ [Fq(fL'l,Q,T,Z)Fa(.TQ,Q,b—T,Z)+FE(.’E1,Q,’I",Z)Fq (.’L‘Q,Q,b—’)",Z)] M2

q=u,d,s

The partonic cross-sections are given in Ref. [81], M? = z;x9Sy v and z12 = (M//Snn)exp(ty) =
(my//vV/SNN) exp(+y) where m sy, is the J/ mass. The fraction of ¢z pairs below the DD thresh-
old that become J/v’s, F T/ is fixed at next-to-leading order (NLO) [82]. Both this fraction and the
theoretical K factor, Ky, drop out of the ratios. We use m, = 1.2 GeV and @ = 2m, [82].

We assume that the nuclear parton densities, FiA, are the product of the nucleon density in the
nucleus, p4(s), the nucleon parton density, f}¥(z,@Q?), and a shadowing ratio, S%’S(A,x, Q% 7, 2),
where 7 and z are the transverse and longitudinal location of the parton in position space. The first
subscript, P, refers to the choice of shadowing parameterization, while the second, S, refers to the spatial
dependence. Most available shadowing parameterizations ignore effects in deuterium. However, we take
the proton and neutron numbers of both nuclei into account. Thus,

Fid(xa QQ,F,Z) = Pd(s)sz($>Q2) (7.38)

Fi(2,Q%b —7,2) = pa(s)Shg(4,2,Q%8 —7,2) Y (2,Q%), (7.39)

where s = V7?2 + 22 and s’ = 4/ |b — 7|2 + 2"2. With no nuclear modifications, S%yS(A,x, Q% 7, 2) =
1. The nucleon densities of the heavy nucleus are assumed to be Woods—Saxon distributions with R, =
6.38 fm and Rpp, = 6.62 fm [83]. We use the Hulthen wave function [84] to calculate the deuteron
density distribution. The densities are normalized so that [ d*rdzp,(s) = A. We employ the MRST LO
parton densities [85] for the free nucleon.

We have chosen shadowing parameterizations developed by two groups which cover extremes of
gluon shadowing at low z. The Eskola et al. parameterization, EKS98, is based on the GRV LO [86]
parton densities. Valence quark shadowing is identical for v and d quarks. Likewise, the shadowing of
U, dand 3 quarks are identical at Qg. Shadowing of the heavier flavour sea, s and higher, is, however,
calculated and evolved separately at @2 > @Q%. The shadowing ratios for each parton type are evolved to

® Author: R. Vogt
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Fig. 7.15: The shadowing parameterizations are compared at the scale y = 2m. = 2.4 GeV. The solid curves are
EKS98, the dashed, FGSo, dot—dashed, FGSh, and dotted, FGSI.

LO for 1.5 < Q < 100 GeV and are valid for z > 1075 [87, 88]. Interpolation in nuclear mass number
allows results to be obtained for any input A. The parameterizations by Frankfurt, Guzey and Strikman
(FGSo, the original parameterization, along with FGSh and FGSI for high and low gluon shadowing)
combine Gribov theory with hard diffraction [89]. They are based on the CTEQSM [90] parton densities
and evolve each parton species separately to NLO for 4 < Q% < 10* GeV. Although the z range is
10~® < = < 0.95, the sea quark and gluon ratios are unity for z > 0.2. The EKS98 valence quark
shadowing ratios are used as input since Gribov theory does not predict valence shadowing. The FGSo
parameterization is available for four different values of A: 16, 40, 110 and 206 while FGSh and FGSI
also include A = 197. We use A = 206 for the gold nucleus with FGSo and A = 197 for the other
parameterizations.

Figure 7.15 compares the four homogeneous ratios, Sgksgg and Spgs for Q@ = 2m,.. The FGSo
calculation predicts far more shadowing at small = and larger antishadowing at z ~ 0.1. The difference
is especially large for gluons. At very low z, the gluon ratios for FGSo and FGSh are quite similar but,
in the intermediate x regime, the FGSh parameterization drops off more smoothly. On the other hand,
the FGSI parameterization levels off at a higher value of S}Q than the other two FGS parameterizations.
In the antishadowing regime, FGSh and FGSI are rather similar to the EKS98 result.

We now turn to the spatial dependence of the shadowing. We show results for a parameterization
proportional to the parton path length through the nucleus [91],

fdsz(Faz)
fdsz(Oaz) .

where N, is chosen so that (1/A) fdQszpA(s)Sz(A,x,MQ,g,z) = SI(A, z,4?). When s > Ry, the
nucleons behave as free particles while in the centre of the nucleus, the modifications are larger than
the average value S7. The normalization requires (1/4) [ d*rdzpa (S)S%, o= SY,. While there are three
homogeneous FGS parameterizations, only two inhomogeneous parameterizations are provided. No spa-

SI(A,z,Q%,7,2) =14 N,(S5(4,2,Q%) — 1) (7.40)
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tial dependence is given for FGSo, the case with the strongest gluon shadowing. We have checked the
available dependencies against those calculated using S%GSO ws and SI]JGSO o and found that, at similar

values of the homogeneous shadowing ratios, S%GSO o is quite compatible with the available FGS inho-
mogeneous parameterizations. Therefore, to characterize the spatial dependence of FGSo and EKS93,
we use S%,, o while the given inhomogeneous parameterizations are used for FGSh and FGSI.

To implement nuclear absorption on JJ/1) production in dA collisions, the production cross-section
in Eq. (7.37) is weighted by the survival probability, S5, so that

o
S3s(h — 3. 2') = exp {—/ dz"pa(b — 8,2")oans (2" — z')} . (7.41)
Z’

where 2’ is the longitudinal production point, as in Eq. (7.39), and z” is the point at which the state
is absorbed. If shadowing is not considered and S abs — 1 g4g4 = 2A0,N. For Sabs #+ 1,094 =
2A%0pN. The nucleon absorption cross-section, oapg, depends on where the state is produced and how
far it travels through nuclear matter. The effective A dependence is obtained from Egs. (7.37) and (7.41)
by integrating over z’, z, and b. The contribution to the full A dependence in a(z ) from absorption alone
is only constant if o,ps is constant and independent of the production mechanism [92]. The observed J /1)
yield includes feed down from x.; and 9’ decays, giving

Sib —§,2') = 0585575 41 (b — §,2) +0.352% (b — 7,2') + 0.1283°(b — 5,2) . (7.42)
In colour singlet production, the final state absorption cross-section depends on the size of the c¢ pair as it
traverses the nucleus, allowing absorption to be effective only while the cross-section is growing toward
its asymptotic size inside the target. On the other hand, if the cc is only produced as a colour octet,
hadronization will occur only after the pair has traversed the target except at very backward rapidity.
We have considered a constant octet cross-section, as well as one that reverts to a colour singlet at

backward rapidities. For singlets, S 31/’2) dic 7 S;Ej # 5208 but, with octets, one assumes that 53]72, dic =

S;lc’j = 8255 As can be seen in Fig. 7.16, the difference between the constant and growing octet

assumptions is quite small at large v/S with only a small singlet effect at y < —2. Singlet absorption is
also important only at similar rapidities and is otherwise not different from shadowing alone. Finally, we
have also considered a combination of octet and singlet absorption in the context of the NRQCD model,
see Ref. [92] for more details. The combination of nonperturbative singlet and octet parameters changes
the shape of the shadowing ratio slightly. The results are shown integrated over impact parameter for the
EKS98 shadowing parameterization since it gives good agreement with the trend of the PHENIX data
shown later in this chapter.

Several values of the asymptotic absorption cross-section, o, = 1, 3 and 5 mb, corresponding
to a = 0.98, 0.95 and 0.92 respectively for absorption alone in e.g., beryllium and tungsten targets
are shown in Fig. 7.16. These values of 0,15 are somewhat smaller than those obtained for the sharp
sphere approximation where the relation between 0,5 and « can be calculated analytically: oaps =
16773(1 — «)/9. The diffuse surface of a real nucleus and the longer range of the density distribution
results in a smaller value of o,y than that found for a sharp sphere nucleus.

The right-hand side of Fig. 7.16 compares the EKS98 parameterization and 0,15 = 3 mb with the
FGS parameterizations at the same value of o,s. In the region that PHENIX can measure, the EKS98
and FGSI results are essentially indistinguishable. The FGSh result lies between the FGSo and EKS98
results at forward rapidity but is also quite similar to FGSh at negative rapidity.

In central collisions, the inhomogeneous shadowing is stronger than the homogeneous result. The
stronger the homogeneous shadowing, the larger the inhomogeneity. In peripheral collisions, the inho-
mogenous effects are somewhat weaker than the homogenous results but some shadowing is still present.
Shadowing persists in part because the density in a heavy nucleus is large and approximately constant
except close to the surface and partly because the deuteron wave function has a long tail. We also expect
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Fig. 7.16: Left-hand side: The J/v dAu/pp ratio with EKS98 at 200 GeV as a function of rapidity for (a) constant
octet, (b) growing octet, (c) singlet, all calculated in the CEM and (d) NRQCD. For (a)-(c), the curves are no
absorption (solid), oaps = 1 (dashed), 3 (dot—dashed) and 5 mb (dotted). For (d), we show no absorption (solid),
1 mb octet/1 mb singlet (dashed), 3 mb octet/3 mb singlet (dot—dashed), and 5 mb octet/3 mb singlet (dotted).
Right-hand side: The J/¢ dAu/pp ratio at 200 GeV for a growing octet with gans = 3 mb is compared for four
shadowing parameterizations. We show the EKS98 (solid), FGSo (dashed), FGSh (dot—dashed) and FGSI (dotted)
results as a function of rapidity.

absorption to be a stronger effect in central collisions. In Fig. 7.17, we show the inhomogeneous shad-
owing and absorption results for EKS98 and o,,5 = 3 mb as a function of b/ R 4 for the dAu/pp ratio as
a function of b relative to the minimum bias ratio on the left-hand side and the ratio dAu/pp as a function
of the number of binary collisions, N, on the right-hand side. The ratios are shown for several values
of rapidity to represent the behavior in the anti-shadowing (large negative y), shadowing (large positive
1) and transition regions (midrapidity).

The (dAu(b)/pp)/(dAu/pp) ratios, denoted dAu(b)/dAu(ave) on the y-axis of the left-hand figure,
are all less than unity for b/ R4 < 0.7, with stronger than average shadowing and absorption, and rise
above unity for large b/ R 4, weaker than average shadowing and absorption. The right-hand side shows
the dAu/pp ratios for the same rapidity values as a function of the number of collisions, N¢o. The
dependence of the ratios on N is almost linear. We do not show results for N, < 1, corresponding
to b/R4 > 1.3 on the left-hand side, the point where those ratios begin to flatten out. The weakest N o
dependence occurs where the shadowing effect itself is weakest, at y = —2 at RHIC, in the antishadowing
region, as expected. The trends of the ratios as a function of N are consistent with the PHENIX data
from the north muon arm (y = 2) and the electron arms (y = 0) but the PHENIX results from the south
arm (y = —2) are much stronger than our predictions.

Thus the combination of shadowing and absorption seems to be in good agreement with the
PHENIX data from RHIC. It is more difficult to make predictions of shadowing for the CERN SPS since
the average values of z at which the J/4) is produced are much higher, z ~ 0.16 at v/Syy = 20 GeV.
In this z region, the nuclear gluon shadowing ratio is either nearly crossing unity into the EMC region
(EKS98) or assumed to be unity (FGS), see Fig. 7.15. Therefore we have only shown results for RHIC.
At the LHC, the x values probed are significantly lower, leading to a stronger shadowing effect over all
rapidity, see Ref. [91]. Combining J/% and T production results in dA collisions at RHIC and the LHC
could help map out the nuclear gluon distribution in z and Q?, both in minimum bias collisions and as a
function of centrality.
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Fig. 7.17: Left-hand side: The J/v (dAu(b)/pp)/(dAu(ave)/pp) ratio as a function of b/ R 4. Right-hand side: The
ratio dAu/pp as a function of N¢q;. Results are shown for y = —2 (dot—dashed), y = 0 (dashed) and y = 2 (solid)
at 200 GeV for a growing octet with o, = 3 mb and the EKS98 parameterization.

6 QUARKONIUM DISSOCIATION IN HOT QCD MATTER’

The use of heavy quarkonium suppression as a signature of deconfinement [1] requires understanding
dissociation mechanisms in the confined and deconfined phases of QCD matter. In this section, we
comment on the current calculations of quarkonium dissociation rates and possible ways to improve
them.

In the confined hadron gas, the interactions of quarkonium are traditionally treated in a low-
density approximation to the kinetic approach, where the survival probability is expressed through the
quarkonium—hadron dissociation cross-sections. An overview of different approaches to calculating
these cross-sections has been given previously. As discussed there, all of these approaches rely on certain
assumptions and approximations, the accuracy of which is often difficult to assess a priori. Nonpertur-
bative interactions of light hadrons are still beyond the reach of reliable theroretical calculations, so the
hope is that the large heavy quark mass forming the quarkonium bound state can lead to simplifications.

Among the approaches discussed before, the short-distance QCD approach [2, 6] is based on the
assumption that the heavy quark mass is sufficiently large, m4 > Aqcp, and the corresponding bound
state size, R ~ 1/(mga;), is sufficiently small for interactions with light hadrons of size ~ 1/Aqcp
can be treated by using the multipole, or operator product, expansion. In leading twist (or, in the more
intuitive language of the QCD multipole expansion, in the leading electric dipole approximation), the
cross-section is expressed through Wilson coefficients (for the leading electric dipole operator, they de-
scribe the electric polarizability of heavy quarkonium), and the gluon structure functions of light hadrons
at the scale determined by the size of the Q@ state.

There are two main caveats to this approach. An analysis of the applicability of the multipole
expansion shows that not only the quarkonium size should be small, R ~ 1/(m4a;) < Aqcp. but also
the binding energy (which determines, by the uncertainty principle, the characteristic interaction time)
has to be large, € ~ mqag > Aqcp. The latter inequality is only marginally justified for charmonium, at
the borderline between the perturbative and nonperturbative regimes. The second caveat is the knowledge
of the gluon structure function at large Bjorken z, corresponding to low energies and relatively small
virtuality, ~ €. For the J /1, the binding energy is e = 2Mp — M /yp =2 0.64 GeV. The gluon structure
function is not well determined at such low scales. Nevertheless, at large x the gluon structure functions
have to be relatively suppressed by quark counting rules which dictate at least a ~ (1 — z)* suppression
at x—1 since the valence quarks dominate the light hadron structure functions at large x.

7 Author: D. Kharzeev
417



CHAPTER 7

This naturally brings us to the possibility that the light quark exchanges, despite being suppressed
in the heavy quark limit, become important in the dissociation of charmonium states —in fact, most
of the approaches reviewed previously model such exchanges in different ways. At least in principle
the picture can be clarified by a lattice calculation of the quarkonium matrix elements involving quark
and gluon operators of different dimension. Such a calculation could establish a hierarchy of different
mechanisms of quarkonium dissociation. It would also be important for understanding the dynamics of
quarkonium production and decay. On the phenomenological side, many of the approaches can be tested
in quarkonium decays, e.g., 9’ =1 X (see e.g., Ref. [93] and references therein).

Apart from the magnitude of the quarkonium dissociation cross-section, one should also examine
the validity of the low-density approximation in the kinetic approach. This approach leads to the quarko-
nium dissociation rate, R = ), v;0;p;, where the sum runs over different hadron species with densities
pi and dissociation cross-sections o; and v; are the corresponding relative quarkonium-hadron velocities.
The survival probability of heavy quarkonium is then obtained by integrating over the time history of the
hadron gas. For example, an isentropic longitudinal expansion yields (see e.g., Ref. [94])

S ~ exp <— Z v;0;p; In (%)) , (7.43)
: f
(3

where pjf is a “freeze-out” density at which the system falls apart and p; corresponds to the initial densi-
ties of the different hadron species.

Such treatment assumes the dominance of two-body interactions of the quarkonium and thus ap-
plies only at sufficiently low temperature. The dissociation process, by the uncertainty principle, takes
place over a time inversely proportional to the binding energy, ~ 1/e. The typical time between subse-
quent thermal interactions at temperature 7" is ~ 1/7". The condition for the applicability of the low-
density approximation is thus €(7") /T > 1. The binding energy can be modified in a thermal system and
is thus a function of temperature. Lattice results presented in the previous sections, especially Section
3.3, indicate no substantial modification of the binding energy below T, so that up to T}, ~ 200 MeV the
ratio €(T") /T ~ 3 is likely to be large enough to justify the kinetic approach.

In the deconfined phase, the original screening scenario can be seen to correspond to the opposite
“weak coupling” limit of €(T")/T < 1. Indeed, the heavy quarkonium state binding energy vanishes
when it is screened out of existence. The lattice results presented in Section 3 indicate that this does not
happen for the J/ until T' = 1.5 T,.. Moreover, the previous lattice results indicate no significant change
in the J /1) mass up to these temperatures, suggesting that the weak coupling approach is not appropriate
even for T, < T < 1.57.. However, this does not mean that the quarkonia are not dissociated at
temperatures below 1.57 since “ionization” of heavy quarkonia by gluons [2, 5] is still possible. An
estimate of the dissociation rate in this regime was given in Ref. [7],

(LT)?
67

Rt = mq exp(—e/T) . (7.44)
Here L is the size of the gg system which is generally temperature dependent and can, in principle,
exceed the typical hadronic size, ~ 1/Aqcp, in the deconfined phase. While this rate is moderate (at
T = 300 MeV and L = 1 fm, we find R,e; ~ 0.05 fm~1), a medium with a lifetime of ~ 10 fm can
reduce the survival probability by factor of two. Thus, one cannot presently conclude from the lattice
results that there is no J /1) suppression in the deconfined phase below 1.57. A conclusive answer can
be given by lattice calculations once a reliable extraction of the .J/v» width becomes possible.

Once the weak coupling limit of €(7T")/T" < 1 is reached, dissociation occurs very rapidly with a

rate [7]
4 | T
Ract = A\ 7 (7.45)
TMg
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This expression is easy to understand once we recall that the thermal velocity of a free particle in three di-

mensions is vyn (T') = 44/T'/mmg where we recover the classical high-temperature limit for the thermal

activation rate

ven (1)
A

An estimate of Eq. (7.45) gives a large rate, R,c; ~ 1/fm suggesting that once the binding energy of

quarkonium becomes small compared to the temperature, dissociation occurs very rapidly and should
lead to strong suppression, as envisioned in the original scenario [1].

Ract =

(7.46)

7 SECONDARY CHARMONIUM PRODUCTION AND CHARM—QUARK COALESCENCE?

In recent years, a new element has been added to charmonium production in heavy-ion collisions with
the realization that cc bound states might be recreated in later stages of the reaction. In Refs. [95-
99] secondary charmonium production was evaluated in the statistical model for hadron production,
motivated by the success of this framework in the description of light hadron species [100]. Whereas in
Ref. [95] the .J/v abundance was calculated simply in terms of its thermal density at the hadronization
temperature, T, yielding fair agreement with NAS5O data [101, 102] at the SPS, Refs. [96-99] included
the notion that the (rather heavy) charm quarks are exclusively produced in primordial (hard) nucleon—
nucleon (/N N) collisions. This constraint is implemented by introducing a charm—quark fugacity, v, =
e, to match the primordial number of c¢ pairs, N.g, to the total (hadronic) charm content in the fireball
at hadronization,

1 I (Nop)

Nz ==
27 Iy(Nop)

+ VeB(T) 1(T)* ) ny(T) . (7.47)
v

Here Nop = Vep(T) ve Y onc(T,pp) and C = D, D, D*, D", A...., runs over all known open
charm hadrons, Vrp denotes the (centrality-dependent) hadronic fireball volume covering an appropriate
range in rapidity and Ip; are modified Bessel functions. The number of charmonium states (¥ = 7.,
J/1, 4" . ..) produced by “statistical coalescence” then follows as

d3
Gyl i T) (7.48)

where dy is the spin-degeneracy. The statistical approach correctly reproduces the v’ to J /4 ratio [103]
for sufficiently central Pb+Pb collisions (Nparg > 200) at the SPS. However, to describe the absolute
J/1 and 1’ numbers in terms of statistical coalescence alone (implying that all primordially produced
charmonium states are suppressed), an enhancement of total charm production over the standard expec-
tation from NN collision-scaled pp cross-sections by a factor of ~ 3 is necessary. This requirement, as
well as the assumption of complete suppression of primordial charmonia, has been relaxed in the “two-
component model” of Refs. [104, 105] where statistical charmonium production has been combined
with a primordial component subject to suppression in both Quark—Gluon Plasma (QGP) and hadron
gas phases. As a result, it has been found that the (moderately) suppressed primordial .J/1 component
prevails as the major yield at SPS energies, whereas statistical recombination is the dominant source
in central Au+Au collisions at RHIC, with interesting consequences for the excitation function, cf. the
left-hand side of Fig. 7.18.

As discussed in Section 3, an important new insight from QCD lattice calculations is that low-lying
charmonium states survive as resonance/bound states with finite width in the QGP up to temperatures of
about 1.5 — 27,. This implies that these charmonium states can be formed not only at the hadronization
transition, but also in the QGP. Of course, at the same time, dissociation reactions are operative, and the
evolution of the J/v number should be described by kinetic theory within a Boltzmann equation. In

NN (T,v.) = Vip(T) dy 72 /

8 Author: R. Rapp
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Fig. 7.18: Left-hand side: excitation function of the ratio of J/«’s over ¢ pairs in central heavy-ion collisions
(Npart = 360) from SPS to RHIC energies [104, 105] for the J/1 yield from quark gluon plasma suppressed
primordial production (dashed), secondary .J/1 production from ¢€ coalescence (dot-dashed) and the sum (solid).
Right-hand side: Centrality dependence of the .J/4) yield, normalized to the number of primordial NN collisions,
in Au+Au collisions at RHIC within a kinetic theory framework including in-medium effects on both open and
hidden charm states [108]. We show J/1 suppression with only the loss term in Eq. (7.50) (dashed), secondary
J /1 production (dot-dashed), primordial .J/4)’s subject to nuclear absorption only (dotted) while the band around
the solid line, representing the full solution of the rate equation, indicates the uncertainty induced by varying the
in-medium masses of open-charm hadrons.

simplified form, the latter can be written as

dN. A )
d—T‘P = -Ip Ny +Ir N, Nz (7.49)

where I and I'p are the charmonium dissociation and formation rates respectively. The inclusion of
the backward reaction in inelastic charmonium interactions such as, J/% + X1 = Xo +c+¢(D + D),
is, in fact, mandated by the principle of detailed balance. A key question is then under which conditions
regeneration becomes quantitatively relevant. First, the equilibrium number of J/ mesons should be
comparable to initial production (after nuclear absorption). While at the SPS, where N ~ 0.2 in
central Pb+Pb collisions (based on binary NN collision scaling), this is not the case, the situation is
more favorable at RHIC, where, according to current measurements [106, 107], Nz ~ 15 — 30 in
central Au+Au collisions. Also note that the higher QGP temperatures at RHIC presumably lead to
stronger suppression of the primordial component. Second, the amount of regeneration depends on the
momentum distributions of charm quarks. Thus, if the latter are in thermal equilibrium (along with
gluons and light quarks) and as long as a well-defined J/%) (resonance) state persists, Eq. (7.49) takes a
particularly simple and instructive form,

dNy

7— = ~Tu(T) [Ny = Ng(T, )] - (7.50)

An important point here is that the key ingredients to Eq. (7.50) are rather directly related to equilib-
rium in-medium properties of charm(onium) states, i.e., quantities which can be extracted from lattice
QCD: (i) the reaction rate I'y (7") is the (inelastic) width of the ¥ spectral function; (ii) the equilibrium
charmonium abundance, N, ;q, given by Eq. (7.48), depends on the in-medium charmonium mass and,
via 7. in Eq. (7.47), on the spectrum of open-charm states (including their in-medium masses). A recent
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calculation including current knowledge from lattice QCD has been performed in Ref. [108]; results for
RHIC are shown on the right-hand side of Fig. 7.18, indicating appreciable sensitivity to the in-medium
open-charm threshold, mostly due to its impact on Ny, This investigation has also shown that most of
the secondary J/1 production occurs through resonance formation in the QGP. At full RHIC energy,
relative chemical equilibrium is reached close to the hadronization temperature and frozen thereafter due
to small reaction rates in hadronic matter, implying approximate agreement with the limiting case of
statistical coalescence models applied at T, as discussed above.

The sensitivity of secondary production to the charm quark momentum distributions (i.e., devi-
ations from thermal equilibrium) has been addressed in Refs. [109, 110], as well as in recent transport
simulations [111, 112]: although the use of, e.g., primordial (perturbative QCD) charm quark distri-
butions reduces the regenerated yield appreciably, it still remains significantly larger than expectations
based on suppression scenarios alone. Measurements of elliptic flow of D-mesons at RHIC, testing their
(early) thermalization, will therefore impose important constraints on models for charmonium regener-
ation. Similarly, since in coalescence approaches Nf;,q x NEE (cf. Egs. (7.47) and (7.48)), an accurate
measurement of open-charm production will be essential for reliable predictions of charmonium yields
and spectra. Finally, it will be of great interest to extend both experimental and theoretical investigations
to the bottomonium sector.

8 QUARKONIUM PRODUCTION IN NUCLEAR COLLISIONS®
8.1 Charmonium suppression at the CERN SPS

The experimental study of charmonium production in collisions of light and heavy ions at ultrarelativis-
tic energies was carried out at the CERN SPS over 15 years (1986-2000) by experiments NA38 (see
Refs. [113,114] for initial results and [115, 116] for the most recent ones) and NASO (see Refs. [50,117—
120]). It is continuing with experiment NA60, taking data in 2003 and 2004.

In addition, NAS51 provided a reference measurement of charmonium production in pp and pd
collisions [121] while proton—nucleus, p A, reference data were collected by NA38 [116, 122] and, with
higher statistics, by NASO [123, 124].

The SPS energies, between 158 and 450 GeV per nucleon in a fixed target configuration, are well
suited for charmonium studies since the J/1) production cross-section in the forward hemisphere (z p >
0) in proton—proton interactions is between 50 and 100 nb/nucleon (see e.g., Ref. [125]), well above
threshold. The high intensity experimental area at the SPS provides beam rates of about 107 Pb ions/s
and 10° protons/s which, with a branching ratio J/14 — u*p~ of about 6% and a typical acceptance of
15%, resulted in samples of several tens of thousand of J/4 collected for a given system. The statistics
collected (see Tables 7.1 and 7.2) made it possible to perform detailed studies of J/v and 1’ production
as a function of centrality in ion—ion collisions. The centrality was evaluated via the transverse energy,
E,, by NA38, as well as via the forward energy in the zero degree calorimeter, Ezpc, and the charged
multiplicity, N, by NASO.

The experimental program at the CERN SPS was developed in successive phases. At first, the pi-
oneering experiment NA38 [113] collected data with light ions (oxygen and sulphur) at 200 GeV/nucleon
and with proton beams at 450 GeV, using the NA10 dimuon spectrometer and an electromagnetic calorime-
ter as a centrality detector. Then, the second generation experiment NAS50 [117] studied J /%) production
in lead-lead collisions at 158 GeV/nucleon with new or improved centrality detectors, and in proton—
nucleus collisions with much higher statistics relative to NA38. Finally, experiment NA60 collected data
with indium—indium collisions at 158 GeV/nucleon and proton—nucleus collisions at 400 GeV with a
new silicon vertex spectrometer and a beam tracker (see next section).

In order to compare the hard production of charmonium states in different collisions ranging from
pp to Pb+Pb, it is appropriate to define the cross-section per nucleon—nucleon collision, obtained by

°Section coordinator: M. Rosati; Authors: C. Lourengo, L. Ramello, M. Rosati, E. Scomparin

421



CHAPTER 7

Table 7.1: Summary of proton—nucleus data collected by NA50.

Years 1996-1998 1998-2000 2000
Energy (GeV/nucleon) 450 450 400
Target thickness L/ g 26-39% 26-39% 26-39%
Targets Be, Al, Cu, Ag, W | Be, Al, Cu, Ag, W | Be, Al, Cu, Ag, W, Pb
Beam intensity (p/s) (4-13) x 108 | (0.8 —2.5) x 10® (9 —13) x 108
J/ (x10%) 350-800 80-180 38-68

Table 7.2: Summary of S+U data and Pb+Pb data collected by NA38 and NAS5O0.

Year 1992 1995 1996 1998 2000

Energy (GeV/nucleon) 200 158 158 158 158

Target thickness L/A; 20.5% 17% 30% 7% 9.3%
Beam-Target S+U Pb+Pb | Pb+Pb Pb+Pb Pb+Pb
Beam intensity (ions/5 s) | 8 x 107 | 3 x 107 | 5 x 107 | 5.5 x 107 | 7 x 107

J/ (x10%) 113 50 190 49 129

dividing the measured cross-section by the product of the mass numbers, AB, of the colliding nuclei. In
the study of centrality, the measured Drell-Yan cross-section can replace AB since it has been verified
experimentally (see e.g., Refs. [74, 118]) that the Drell-Yan cross-section is proportional to the number
of nucleon—nucleon collisions.

The nuclear dependence of the charmonium cross-section is often parametrized as op4 = 0pp A%,
where @ = 1 is expected for a hard process in the absence of nuclear absorption effects. A more ac-
curate description, valid also for light targets, is provided by the Glauber formalism [126]. A detailed
description of such formalism applied to both pA and nucleus—nucleus collisions is given in Ref. [94].
The distribution of matter inside nuclei is described by 2-parameter or 3-parameter Woods—Saxon distri-
butions from a compilation of electron scattering measurements [127]. When comparing the centrality
evolution of different systems, a useful variable is the average path of the cc pair through nuclear matter,
denoted by L.

The first NA38 results, obtained with 200 GeV/nucleon oxygen and sulphur beams, revealed [113,
114] that J/v production is suppressed in ion collisions, both relative to pU and as a function of the
transverse energy, /. However, it was later found that the suppression pattern observed in S+U colli-
sions was compatible with the extrapolation of the trend observed in pA collisions. NA38 then collected
a significantly larger sample of S+U events (see Table 7.2), obtaining [115] absolute cross-sections for
J/y, Boy = 7.78+£0.04£0.62 ub, ', Boy = 59.1+6.2+4.7 nb, and Drell-Yan in the mass window
2.9 < M < 4.5GeV, opy = 310£10+£25 nb. Comparing the suppression pattern of the two resonances
it was found that the 1’ is more suppressed than the J/1 by at least a factor of two, even more so for
central collisions. A global study of this result together with pp and pd results from NAS51 [121] and pA
results from NA38 [122] revealed (see Ref. [116], in particular Fig. 5) that J/v production exhibits a
continuous decreasing pattern from pp to S+U reactions (including the centrality dependence observed
in S+U interactions) which can be accounted for by normal nuclear absorption. On the other hand, the 1)’
showed extra suppression in S+U interactions. Since the 1)’ state is very loosely bound, it can be broken
into a pair of open charm mesons by purely hadronic interactions, independent of whether the produced
matter is confined or deconfined.
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Fig. 7.19: The J/v (left) and ¢’ (right) cross-sections in proton—nucleus collisions with six different targets at
400 GeV, measured by NAS50, together with the result of the Glauber fits.

The understanding of the reference proton—nucleus data improved dramatically thanks to recent
high statistics measurements by NAS50, see Table 7.1. Figure 7.19 (see Ref. [74]) shows the absolute
J/v and ¢’ cross-sections, multiplied by the branching ratio to dimuons and divided by the target mass
number A for the most recent pA data collected at 400 GeV. A fit using the Glauber formalism [94, 126],

more accurate than the usual A% parametrization, leads to absorption cross-sections U:fbs =42+£0.5mb

and O';ﬁ;S = 9.6 + 1.6 mb. A difference between the .J/1) and 1)’ absorption cross-sections is observed
already in proton—nucleus collisions, thanks to higher statistics and improved systematics relative to
NA3S8.

A more precise picture of normal nuclear absorption is obtained by combining the absolute cross-
sections with the (J/4))/Drell-Yan ratios at all available beam energies. Using, in addition to the 400 GeV
p—A data, also the NA50 data collected with a 450 GeV proton beam [123, 124] and the NAS51 pp and
pd results [121], a simultaneous Glauber fit gives [74] U:fbs = 4.3 + 0.3 mb. The NA38 S+U data
at 200 GeV/nucleon have been reanalysed with the most recent techniques. By fitting the reanalyzed
data to a centrality-dependent Glauber calculation for six different centrality regions (see Fig. 7.20 left),
a:fbs = 7.3 £ 3.3 mb is obtained, statistically compatible with the pA cross-section. A global fit to
pp, pd, pA and S+U data, with separate normalizations for the three different (energy and rapidity)
kinematical conditions, leads to a:fbs = 4.3 £ 0.3 mb (see Fig. 7.20 right). An extrapolation from the
200 GeV/nucleon S+U to the 158 GeV/nucleon Pb+Pb kinematical conditions is then made in order to

obtain the normal absorption curve against which the Pb+Pb results are compared.

The analysis of the Pb+Pb data collected in 1995, 1996 and 1998 (see Table 7.2) showed [117,118]
that J /4 production, relative to Drell-Yan, is anomalously suppressed with respect to the normal nuclear
absorption pattern. This integrated result was complemented by detailed studies of the J/v suppression
pattern as a function of collision centrality [50,119,120], determined from £, and Ezpc, which suggests
that this extra suppression sets in for semi-central collisions, with the transition occurring over a rather
small range of centrality values. The suppression pattern, showing a departure from normal absorption
and then no saturation at high F;, is currently interpreted in the quark—gluon plasma scenario as the
sequential suppression of two cc states, first the . and then the J /1.

A more detailed analysis of Pb+Pb data revealed that the peripheral centrality data was affected
by a considerable admixture of Pb—air interactions, especially in the multi-target configuration used in
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Fig. 7.20: Left-hand side: the (J/1)/Drell-Yan ratio as a function of centrality (determined by E) in S+U colli-
sions. Right-hand side: the (J/4)/Drell-Yan as a function of L for several systems.

1996. Therefore, more data were collected by NA50 in 2000 with a single target under vacuum. The
2000 Pb+Pb J /%) result is shown on the left-hand side of Fig. 7.21 together with the absorption curve
derived from the analysis presented in Fig. 7.20. The departure from the ordinary nuclear absorption
is still, in the new data set, a striking feature. The Pb+Pb data are compared to other systems on the
right-hand side of Fig. 7.21.

A new result on 1)’ production, recently obtained [75] from the 1998 and 2000 Pb+Pb data samples,
analysed with the most recent procedures, is presented in Fig. 7.22. The left-hand side shows the relative
suppression of the two cc bound states for several systems ranging from pBe to Pb+Pb, as a function of
the product AB. As indicated above, the 1)’ is more absorbed than the J/1) already in pA collisions.
Furthermore, a stronger 1)’ suppression relative to the J/1) is observed for the heavier S+U and Pb+Pb
systems. On the right-hand side, v’ suppression relative to Drell-Yan is presented as a function of
centrality, expressed by the path length L. The 1)’ suppression is the same in S+U and Pb+Pb interactions
as a function of centrality and about three times stronger than in pA interactions.

In conclusion, experiments NA38, NA50 and NA51 provided valuable information on J/1) and 9’
production with proton and ion beams at the SPS fixed target energies. A synthesis of the main result,
the different suppression patterns of the two cc states, is presented in Fig. 7.23.

8.2 Recent studies of charmonium production in heavy-ion collisions at the SPS

Charmonium physics in ultrarelativistic nucleus—nucleus collisions is now being studied at the SPS by
NAG60. The experimental apparatus includes the muon spectrometer already used by NASO and a vertex
spectrometer, based on silicon pixel detectors, that allows an accurate determination of primary and
secondary interaction vertices with a resolution better than 50 ym. By matching the muons measured in
the muon spectrometer to tracks in the pixel telescope, simultaneously using coordinate and momentum
information, it is possible to overcome the uncertainties introduced by the multiple scattering and energy
loss fluctuations induced by the 5.5 m long hadron absorber positioned in front of the muon spectrometer.
The consequent improvement in dimuon mass resolution is extremely impressive, and reaches a factor
~ 4 for low mass dimuons (M < 1 GeV), where multiple scattering is quantitatively more important. In
the charmonia mass region, NA60 reaches a mass resolution of ~ 70 MeV as opposed to =~ 105 MeV in
NAS5O, particularly important for ¢ studies.

In 2003, NAG60O collected more than 230 million dimuon triggers in In+In collisions at 158 GeV/nu-
cleon. The choice of Indium, an intermediate mass nucleus, is particularly interesting for the study of
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Fig. 7.21: Left-hand side: the (J/t¢)/Drell-Yan ratio as a function of centrality in Pb+Pb collisions at
158 GeV/nucleon. Right-hand side: the (J/1))/Drell-Yan ratio for several systems, from pp to Pb+Pb, as a function
of L.

the anomalous J/1 suppression observed by NA50 in Pb+Pb collisions. The onset of the anomalous
J /1 suppression occurs in semiperipheral Pb+Pb events, a region with potentially important systematic
uncertainties due to the presence of out-of-target events. For the lighter In+In system, the anomaly
should show up for comparatively more central events, thereby confirming this effect in a region where
systematics are easier to control.

Furthermore, other useful insights into the suppression mechanisms can be obtained by studying
the J/4 yield as a function of centrality for both In+In and Pb+Pb, plotting the results as a function
of centrality using several variables such as L, the thickness of nuclear matter traversed by the char-
monium state, the number of participant nucleons, Ny, and the energy density, €. In this way it may
become possible to precisely identify the centrality variable that governs the anomalous suppression and,
therefore, its origin. In particular, one could distinguish between the thermal (QGP) and geometrical
(percolation) phase transitions, both resulting in the suppression of J/% production but as a function of
different variables and with different thresholds in collision centrality.

Figure 7.24 shows the ratio between the J/1 and the Drell-Yan production cross-sections mea-
sured in In—In collisions, in three centrality bins, either as a function of L (the distance of nuclear matter
crossed by the J/4 mesons after production) or Np,.t. On the right panel the J/1) suppression pattern
is divided by the normal nuclear absorption curve, defined by p—nucleus data. The J/1 and Drell-Yan
cross-sections are evaluated in the phase space window 2.92 < yj,p < 3.92 and —0.5 < cosfcs < 0.5,
where fcg is the polar decay angle of the muons in the Collins—Soper reference system. The Drell-
Yan value is given in the 2.9-4.5 GeV/c? mass window. We see that, unlike what happens in the S—U
collisions studied by NA38, the J/1 production is suppressed in indium-indium collisions beyond the
normal nuclear absorption. When the J/4 over Drell-Yan ratio is plotted as a function of Np,r the
indium data points seem to agree with the suppression pattern measured in Pb—Pb. The two sets of data
points do not overlap as a function of L. To clarify the origin of the anomalous J/1 suppression, the
statistical significance of the results must be increased and reference processes alternative to Drell-Yan
are presently under study in NA60Q. Also the study as a function of the energy density is in progress.

8.3 Charmonium production in proton—nucleus collisions at 158 GeV

The NA60 experiment was proposed to clarify several physics questions resulting from specific experi-
mental measurements made by previous SPS experiments, including the observation that JJ /1 production
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Fig. 7.22: Left-hand side: the ratio of ¢’ to J/% in different collision systems as a function of AB. Right-hand
side: the (1")/Drell-Yan ratio as a function of L.

is suppressed in heavy-ion collisions with respect to the yields extrapolated from proton—nucleus data.
The NA60 In+In measurements have been made at the same energy as Pb+Pb to minimize systematic
uncertainties in their comparison. However, to fully interpret the J/4 production patterns observed in
nuclear collisions as a function centrality, it is crucial to have a proper “reference baseline”, to extract
any “anomalous behaviour” specific to heavy ion collisions. Only with such a “normal nuclear absorp-
tion” curve we can look for signatures of quark—gluon plasma formation in the heavy-ion data. However,
this reference has so far been based on proton—nucleus data collected at a rather different beam energies,
450 GeV (and a small data sample at 400 GeV). Figure 7.25 summarizes those results.

The NASO collaboration has also made use of the S+U data set collected by NA38 at 200 GeV.
While it is certainly true that the rescaling from 200 to 158 GeV is much more robust than from 450 GeV,
this data set has been used making the extra assumption that there is nothing new happening between
the proton—nucleus reference and the S+U collision system. We know, however, that the 1)’ resonance is
considerably suppressed in S+U collisions with respect to its “normal nuclear absorption” pattern, estab-
lished by exclusively studying proton—nucleus interactions. Therefore, even though this assumption is
based on the compatibility of the results obtained from p, O and S induced reactions, it remains neverthe-
less a questionable assumption which must be verified with a precise measurement. This problem does
not prevent us from directly comparing the In and Pb data since both sets were taken at exactly the same
energy, 158 GeV. However, the interpretation of the measured pattern in terms of “new physics” requires
the comparison to an “expected” pattern, based on a purely conventional “normal nuclear absorption”.
Presently, this comparison is mostly limited by the accuracy with which we can rescale the measured
proton—nucleus points to the energy and kinematical domain of the heavy-ion measurements.

In 2004 the NA60 experiment has collected three days of data to study J/1 production in proton—
nucleus collisions with a high intensity 158 GeV primary proton beam. This data sample will allow us to
directly establish a normal nuclear absorption reference based on proton induced interactions, minimiz-
ing systematic uncertainties and model-dependent assumptions.

The normal nuclear absorption pattern can be determined by comparing the measured .J/1) pro-
duction cross-sections (or production yield with respect to high mass Drell-Yan) in proton—nucleus col-
lisions for several target nuclei with a calculation based on the Glauber scattering formalism. It can be
approximately expressed as an exponential function of the average length of nuclear matter the produced
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Fig. 7.23: The Measured/Expected ratio for J/¢ and ¢’ in pA, S+U and Pb+Pb collisions at the CERN SPS.

charmonium state needs to traverse to get out of the nucleus, o (L) = oppexp(—paLogps). This cal-
culation uses the Woods—Saxon nuclear density profiles. We can describe the measured data points by
adjusting a normalization coefficient and the absorption cross-section, s, to get the absorption rate.

A priori, it may very well happen that the absorption cross-section depends on the energy of the
interactions. In fact, it is well known that the NA50 experiment measured stronger .J/1 absorption than
E866, for the same zy range (close to 0). The main difference is the proton beam energy: 800 GeV in
E866 and 450 GeV in NAS50. Expressed in terms of the simple A® parameterization, E866 gives values
of a around 0.95 while NA50 gives values closer to 0.92. If the difference is due to the change in energy,
we can easily imagine that at 158 GeV, the energy of the In and Pb beams, the value of o would be even
smaller, equivalent to having a higher normal nuclear absorption cross-section. Unfortunately, the energy
is not the only difference between NAS50 and E866 and the change of « is not understood well enough
to extrapolate to lower energy. For instance, the J/1 mesons produced at 800 GeV have, on average,
higher values of p; and the value of « increases with p; (Cronin effect).

Figure 7.26 shows the ratio between the J/1 and Drell-Yan (in the mass range 2.9 < M <
4.5 GeV) production cross-sections, as a function of L, for the proton—nucleus and S+U data, collected
either at 450 or 200 GeV. The fit of the 400 and 450 GeV data points leads to o5 = 4.3 £ 0.5 mb. On
the left-hand side, we show what happens if we impose this 0,15 When fitting the 200 GeV data points,
leaving the normalization of the curve free. On the right-hand side the 200 GeV data were independently
fitted, resulting in o, = 6.8+ 1.8 mb. The dotted lines indicate the uncertainty band, including both the
eITors ON O, and on the normalization. These values indicate that the absorption cross-section seems to
increase when the collision energy decreases, a tendency that would match the 800 GeV data collected
by E866.

Besides the possible change of 0,1 from 450 to 158 GeV, another very important unknown is the
normalization of the absorption curve at 158 GeV, needed to compare the In and Pb data. In principle, the
energy dependence of the .J/1) production cross-section should be calculable so that it would be possible
to estimate the normalization at 158 GeV from the 450 GeV data. In practice, however, such calculations
are not unique and are severely limited by nonperturbative contributions. The accuracy we need can only
be obtained from a measurement made at the same energy and in the same experiment that measured the
nuclear data.
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Fig. 7.24: The J/4) suppression pattern versus L (left) and, after dividing by the normal nuclear absorption curve,
versus Npar (right), including the NA60 indium—-indium measurements.

Even if we assume that o,pg is not energy dependent and use the value determined at 400 and
450 GeV, o, = 4.3 = 0.5 mb, to build the nuclear absorption curve at 158 GeV, we still need to
determine its normalization. The NAS5O collaboration has taken the normalization value determined at
200 GeV, assuming that the S+U and pA data share the same o, value, obtain the normalization at
158 GeV using the so-called “Schuler parameterization”. This procedure has the big advantage that
the energy difference is very small, thereby reducing the importance of the uncertainties on the energy
dependence. However, it has the disadvantage of imposing the extra assumption that the o, value is
the same in proton—nucleus and S+U collisions (besides ignoring any energy dependence of o 4pg). If we
accept that the S+U data does not need to be described by the o, value derived from the p A data, we
must start from the 450 GeV normalization and scale it down to 158 GeV, requiring accurate knowledge
of the energy dependence of ./ production.

Since we are comparing data expressed as the ratio between the J /1 and Drell-Yan cross-sections,
the energy dependence of the Drell-Yan process also needs to be accurately known in the same phase
space window to evaluate the scaling factor needed to normalize the 158 GeV data from 450 GeV.
Different parton distribution functions may give somewhat different energy dependences although the
calculations are more robust. Unfortunately, the statistics collected in a few days will not allow us to
verify the energy dependence of the Drell-Yan production cross-section.

It should be clear by now that it is crucial to measure the .JJ/1) absolute production cross-section in
proton—nucleus collisions at 158 GeV, if we want to fully understand .J/4 suppression. Such measure-
ments started in 2004 but should be repeated in the near future, with much higher statistics, to ensure a
proper baseline for 7/’ and Drell-Yan production in heavy-ion collisions. We conclude by summarizing
the issue:

— The 450 GeV data points alone are not enough to determine the normal nuclear absorption at
158 GeV since the energy rescaling factors are too uncertain.

— The existing 200 GeV data points are also not enough because of their poor precision.

— The 450 and 200 GeV data sets, used together, would solve the problem if the absorption cross-
section is the same for the two sets, an assumption presently without solid experimental evidence.

Thus proton data at 158 GeV must be collected in order to establish a robust reference baseline
with respect to which the In+In and Pb+Pb J/v suppression patterns can be directly compared to place
the existence of “anomalous” effects in the heavy-ion data on more solid ground. The present systematic
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errors due to the energy (and phase space) corrections and to the absence of solid evidence that the
absorption cross-section remains the same from 450 to 158 GeV, are the main sources of uncertainty in
the interpretation of the data collected in nuclear collisions.

8.4 Charmonium production at RHIC

We review here the first results on charmonia produced in nuclear collisions at the Relativistic Heavy
Ion Collider (RHIC). PHENIX is specifically designed to make use of high luminosity ion—ion, proton—
ion, and proton—proton collisions at the RHIC to sample rare physics probes including the J/v and
other heavy quarkonium states. The PHENIX experiment reported on J/1) production in p—p, d—Au and
Au—Au reactions at /sy n =200 GeV [128-130].

The PHENIX experiment is able to measure J/’s through their dilepton decay in four spectrom-
eters: two central arms covering the mid-rapidity region of |p| < 0.35 and twice /2 in azimuth and
two forward muon arms covering the full azimuth and 1.2 < || < 2.4 in pseudorapidity. The cen-
tral spectrometers are comprised, from the inner radius outward, of a Multiplicity and Vertex Detector
(MVD), Drift Chambers (DC), Pixel Pad Chambers (PC), Ring Imaging Cerenkov Counters (RICH),
a Time-of-Flight Scintillator Wall (TOF), Time Expansion Chambers (TEC), and two types of Electro-
magnetic Calorimeters (EMC). This combination of detectors allows for the clean electron identification
over a broad range of transverse momentum. Each forward spectrometer consists of a precision muon
tracker (MuTr) comprised of three stations of cathode-strip readout chambers followed by a muon iden-
tifier (MulD) comprised of multiple layers of steel absorbers instrumented with low resolution planar
drift tubes. Muons at the vertex must have a mean energy of at least 1.9 GeV to reach the MulD system.
Further details of the detector design and performance are given in Ref. [131].

The data were recorded during the 2001/2002 and 2003 runs at /s = 200 GeV with 150 nb~! and
350 nb~! p—p collisions. Event samples were selected using online triggers and offline reconstruction
criteria as described in Ref. [128]. Unlike-sign pairs and, for background estimation, like-sign pairs were
combined to form invariant mass spectra. In Fig. 7.27, unlike-sign and like-sign invariant mass spectra
from the entire Run2 pp data set are shown together. For electrons, the net yield in the mass region
2.8-3.4 GeV is 46, for muons in the range 2.71-3.67 GeV is 65.

The J /1) cross-sections were determined from the measured yields using

B Lo _ Ny 1
" dydpr (J Ldt) Ay Apr Ae

(7.51)

where Ny, is the measured J /v yield, [ Ldt is the integrated luminosity, By; is the branching fraction
for the J/1) to either ete™ or u+ ™ pairs (PDG average value 5.9% [132]), and A ¢ is the acceptance
times efficiency for detecting a .J/1). The J /1) rapidity distribution obtained by combining the dielectron
and dimuon measurements is shown in Fig. 7.28 with the muon arm data divided into two rapidity bins.
A fit to a shape generated with PYTHIA using the GRV94HO parton distribution functions is performed
and gives a total cross-section, multiplied by the dilepton branching ratio, equal to:

BR x 0y)% = 159 nb + 8.5% (fit) =+ 12.3% (abs) (7.52)

where the first uncertainty comes from the fit and thus includes both the statistical and point-to-point
systematics. The second uncertainty accounts for normalization systematic errors.

Preliminary analysis is now available of the data recorded during the 2003 run at /s = 200 GeV
with 2.74 nb~! d-Au collisions. In d-Au collisions, PHENIX is able to measure J/4) production at
forward, backward and central rapidity probing moderate to low x regions of the Au nucleus. The
covered rapidity region spans the expected shadowing, antishadowing and no shadowing regions. The
ratio between the J/1 yields observed in d-Au and p—p collisions divided by 2 x 197 is shown in
Fig. 7.29. Solid error bars represent statistical and point to point systematic uncertainties. The dashed
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error bars stand for the systematic uncertainties common to one spectrometer. An additional 13.4%
global error bar is not displayed.

While this ratio is close to unity at backward rapidity, it is significantly lower at forward rapidity,
where parton distributions are expected to be shadowed in a heavy nucleus. Theoretical predictions
[133, 134] are displayed on the figure for comparison. The shape is consistent with shadowing at low x
and less shadowing at larger z. Unfortunately, the statistical and systematic error bars make it difficult to
distinguish among various shadowing models and models with various amounts of nuclear absorption.

The Au—Au data at /sy = 200 GeV used in this analysis were recorded during Run 2 at RHIC
in the fall of 2001. For three exclusive centrality bins, 0-20%, 20-40%, and 40-90% of the total Au—Au
cross-section, we determined the branching fraction of J/9 — eTe™ (B=5.93 + 0.10 x 1072 [132])
times the invariant yield at mid-rapidity dN/dy|y=o.

In Fig. 7.30 we show the results from the three Au—Au centrality bins and the proton—proton data
normalized per binary nucleon—nucleon collision as a function of the number of participating nucleons.
Note that for proton—proton reactions, there are two participating nucleons and one binary collision.
Despite the limited statistical significance of these first J/4 results, we can address some important
physics questions raised by the numerous theoretical frameworks in which .J/4 rates are calculated. The
binary scaling expectations are also shown as a gray band. We also show a calculation of the suppression
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expected from “normal” nuclear absorption using a o,ps = 4.4 mb [123] and 7.1 mb [94]. We show the
NAS5O suppression pattern relative to binary scaling [119, 120], normalized to match our proton—proton
data point at 200 GeV. The data disfavor binary scaling while they are consistent with “normal” nuclear
absorption alone and also the NA50 suppression pattern measured at lower energies, within the large
statistical errors.

One model calculation [104, 105] including just the “normal” nuclear and plasma absorption com-
ponents at RHIC energies is shown in Fig. 7.31. The higher temperature (7") and longer time duration of
the system at RHIC lead to a predicted larger suppression of J/1) relative to binary collision scaling.

Many recent theoretical calculations also include the possibility for additional late stage re-creation
or coalescence of .J/ states. In Ref. [104,105], both break-up and creation reactions D+D & J Jv+X
are included. At the lower fixed target CERN energies, this represents a very small contribution due to the
small charm production cross-section. However, at RHIC energies, where in central Au—Au collisions
around 10 c€ pairs are produced, the contribution is significant.

The sum of the initial production, absorption, and re-creation is shown in Fig. 7.31.

A different calculation [135] assumes the formation of a quark—gluon plasma in which the mobility
of heavy quarks in the deconfined region leads to increased cc coalescence. This leads to a very large
enhancement of J /1 production at RHIC energies for the most central reactions. The model considers
the plasma temperature (") and the rapidity width (Ay) of charm quark production as input parameters.
Shown in Fig. 7.31 are the calculation results for 7" = 400 MeV and Ay =1, 2, 3, and 4. The narrower
the rapidity window in which all charm quarks reside, the larger the probability for J/1) formation. All
of these parameters within this model predict a J/1 enhancement relative to binary collisions scaling,
disfavored by our data.

Another framework for determining quarkonia yields is to assume a statistical distribution of
charm quarks that may then form quarkonia. A calculation assuming thermal, but not chemical equi-
libration [99], is shown in Fig. 7.31.

Significantly larger data sets are required to address the various models that are still consistent
with our first measurement. Key tests will be the pr and = dependence of the J/1) yield, and how these
compare with other quarkonium states such as the 9’.

9 QUARKONIUM PRODUCTION IN NUCLEAR COLLISIONS '*

Quarkonium may be produced via photoproduction at hadron colliders. The electromagnetic field of a
proton or ion projectile acts as a field of virtual photons. These photons may collide with an oncom-
ing target nucleus to produce quarkonium. The photon flux is high enough to allow detailed studies of
charmonium photoproduction. The cross-section is sensitive to the gluon content of the target. Photo-
production at the LHC reaches an order of magnitude higher energies than are possible at HERA. For
ions, the advance beyond existing data is even larger which may allow the first real low-z measurements
of gluon shadowing.

Photoproduction has traditionally been studied with fixed target photon beams and at electron—
proton colliders. However, energetic hadrons also have significant electromagnetic fields and high energy
pp, pp and AA colliders can be used to study photoproduction at photon energies higher than those
currently accessible. These photoproduction reactions are of interest as a way to measure the gluon
distribution in protons at low Feynman z. The Fermilab Tevatron, RHIC and the LHC (with both proton
and ion beams) all produce significant quantities of heavy quarkonium. Indeed, J/% photoproduction
may have already been seen by the CDF collaboration.

One unique aspect of photoproduction at hadron colliders is that the initial system is symmetric
so that photoproduction can occur from either ion. Since these two possibilities are indistinguishable,

10 Author: S. R. Klein
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the amplitudes must be added. This interference significantly affects the pp spectrum of the produced
quarkonium. The relative sign of the two amplitudes depends on the symmetry of the system. The
symmetry is different for pp than pp and AA colliders, leading to significantly different p spectra for
particle—particle and particle—antiparticle colliders.

9.1 Cross-section calculation

The cross-section for vector meson production is the convolution of the photon flux dn/dk for photon
energy k with the photon—proton or photon—nucleus cross-sections 0,4 [136, 137]:
* dn
c(A+A—-A+A+V)=2 %07A(k)dk. (7.53)
0

Here, A refers to any ion, including protons. The *2’ is because either nucleus can emit the photon or be
the target. Interference between the two possibilities alters the p distribution but does not significantly
affect the total cross-section.

The rapidity, y, of a produced state with mass My is related to the photon energy through y =
In(2k /My ). Using this relation in Eq. (7.53) and differentiating gives

d d
zizgﬁﬁkwﬂm- (7.54)

At mid-rapidity, y = 0, the photon energies for the two possibilies (as to which nucleus emitted the
photon) are equal. However, away from mid-rapidity, the photon energies are different,

M
kig= TV exp(ty) (7.55)

so that the amplitudes for the two possibilities are also different.

We now consider the ingredients in the cross-section in turn. The photon flux from a relativistic
hadron is given by the Weizsicker—Williams formalism. One important detail is the form factor of the
emitter.

For protons, the form factor was considered by Drees and Zeppenfield. They use a dipole form
factor F(Q?) = 1/(1 + Q?/(0.71 GeV?))? for the proton, and found [138]:

dn _ a

- = —_ 2 - — -
7k = Ik [1+(1-2)7] (lnI + + 573

11 3 3 1
6 "1 o ) (7.56)

where z = W2,/s, A = 1+ (0.71 GeV?)/Q2%,, and Q% =~ (k/v)?. Here, W,, is the yp centre of
mass energy, and /s is the proton—proton centre of mass energy. This photon spectrum is similar to that

of a point charge with a minimum impact parameter of by,i, = 0.7 fm.

Drees and Zeppenfeld neglected the magnetic form factor of the proton which is important only
at very high energies [139]. They also required that the proton remain intact. If the proton is allowed
to be excited, the effective flux increases considerably [140]. However, in this case, one or both protons
dissociate, producing hadronic debris. We will ignore this possibility here since the debris considerably
complicates event selection.

For ion—ion collisions, the cutoff conditions are somewhat different. For a vector meson to be
observable, the two nuclei must miss each other, with by, = 2R 4, where R 4 is the nuclear radius. The
effective photon flux from a charge Z nucleus is the flux striking an incoming nucleus subject to that
constraint. This is within 15% of the flux integrated over the requirement r > 2R 4, given analytically
by [141]

dn 2Z%« X2

p7— (XKo(X)K1(X) - -

(K7 (X) - K§(X)]) (7.57)
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where X = kr/~h. More detailed calculations find the photon flux numerically by determing the photon
flux from one nucleus that interacts in another, subject to the criteria that the two nuclei do not interact
hadronically.

As a check of the photon flux rates, we consider an alternate calculation that replaces the proton
form factor with a hard cutoff, by, = 1.0 fm. This stricter requirement slightly decreases the effective
photon flux.

The leading-order vector meson photoproduction cross-section for a vector meson with mass My
is [142]
do(yp = Vp) @Tee . 3 2 2
_— = =———-16 My /4)|" . 7.58
dt |, BaMZ " [og(=, My /4)] (7:3%)
More recent and more sophisticated calculations have considered the use of relativistic wave functions,
off-diagonal parton distributions, and NLO contributions [143, 144]. Parton-hadron duality has also
been used to study quarkonium production. Calculations give cross-sections ~30-50% larger than the
pQCD results, depending on W.,,, [144]. The QCD calculations are in reasonable agreement with data on
J/1 [145] and T [146] [147] production at HERA. The T data has limited statistics, and, consequently,
significant uncertainties.

To assess the viability of photoproduction at hadron colliders, we use simple cross-section param-
eterizations to estimate the rates:
T1p(Wop) = 1L.EW: pb (7.59)

for J/1, and
04p(Wap) = 0.06W.;" pb (7.60)

for T(15) where W.,, is in GeV. Both H1 and ZEUS estimate that roughly 70% of the signal is from the
T(1S) state. The cross-section for the 9’ is expected to be about 15% of that for the .J /4.

One drawback for this parameterization is that there is a significant discontinuity at threshold,
Wyp = mp + m /. In this region, either better data or a more sophisticated calculation is needed.

For heavy mesons, the cross-section yA — V' A is not well measured. There is little data for
the J/1 and none on the Y. The ion-target cross-sections depends on the square of the gluon density.
Thus vector meson photoproduction can provide a sensitive measurement of gluon shadowing. At LHC,
mid-rapidity production of the .J/1 and Y corresponds to z = 5 x 10~% and 1.7 x 1073 respectively. In
this region, shadowing will likely reduce the cross-sections by 30-50% for Pb+Pb collisions at the LHC.

Neglecting shadowing, the cross-section for vector meson photoproduction in a nucleus, YA —
V A, may be determined using data on photoproduction off a proton target as input to a Glauber calcula-
ton. However, because the cross-section for a ¢ or bb pair to interact in a nucleus is relatively small, mul-
tiple interactions are unlikely and the calculation simplifies so that the forward scattering cross-section
scales with A? [137,148]
do(yA — TA) _ 42 do(yp — Tp) ) . (7.61)
dt dt =0
A Woods—Saxon distribution can be used for the nuclear form factor F'(¢). The total photonuclear cross-
section is the integral of Eq. (7.61) over all momentum transfers, ¢ > tpin = [M?r / 4kfy]2. For protons,
do /dt|i=o is determined from HERA data. For the T, an exponential ¢-dependence is assumed with
the same slope, 4 GeV 2, as for J/v) production, leading to a forward scattering amplitude about 5%
lower than if the proton form factor had been used. With these ingredients, the ion—ion photoproduction
cross-section may be calculated from Eq. (7.53).

This A? scaling applies for coherent production with pr < h/R4. At significantly larger pr, the
scattering is incoherent and the cross-section should scale as A. The coherence leads to a large peak in
the production at small pr, providing a clean experimental signature which greatly simplifies the data
analysis.
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Table 7.3: Cross-sections and rates for production of the J/1 and the Y. The rates are for 107 s of running at the
Tevatron, pp at the LHC and A A at RHIC, and 108 s of running with AA at the LHC and pp at RHIC.

Collider | Species ./syy Luminosity J /1 T

(GeV) (cm™2s71) | o (ub) Rate o (nb) Rate
RHIC pp 500 103! 0.007 7.0x10* | 0.012 120
RHIC Au+Au 200 2 x 10%6 290 5.8 x 10° - -
Tevatron | pp 1960 2 x 1032 0.023  4.6x107 0.12 2.4x10°
LHC pp 14000 1034 0.120 1.2x10'0 3.5 3.5x108
LHC Pb+Pb 5500 10%7 32000 3.2x 106 | 170000 1.7x10°

For lighter mesons, the interaction cross-section is larger and the Glauber calculation is required
to determine the A scaling. The STAR collaboration has studied p photoproduction in Au+Au collisions
[149] and has found that the cross-sections agree with a calculation based on Eq. (7.53) and a Glauber
calculation.

Exclusive J/1 photoproduction in pp interactions was also considered by Khoze et al. [150]. They
use a very different approach, based on the proton energy lost.

9.2 Experimental prospects

We consider pp and AA collisions at RHIC, pp at the Tevatron, and pp and Pb+Pb the LHC. The cross-
sections and rates, as well as the assumed energies and luminosities, are shown in Table 7.3. Since the
LHC is primarily a pp collider, assume 107 s of pp and 10%s of AA running per year. Because RHIC is
primarily an ion collider, we reverse the two durations. We assume 107 s of Tevatron operation per year.
Although it is interesting, we do not consider dA collisions at RHIC or pA or dA collisions at the LHC.

Figure 7.32 shows the rapidity distribution for vector meson production in pp and pp collisions.
The solid histogram is with the dipole form factor discussed above. For the T, the shaded bands show the
uncertainty in the production rates, based on the uncertainties in the HERA cross-sections but neglecting
extrapolation uncertainties. The dashed line is an alternative calculation, with by, = 1.0 fm replacing
the form factor. For the J/, the abrupt dropoff at large |y| is due to the discontinuity at threshold.

Figure 7.33 shows the rapidity distribution for Y production in Si+Si collisions at RHIC (the Y is
below the effective threshold in Au+Au), and Pb+Pb collisions at the LHC. The solid histogram is for
the dipole form factor, and the shaded bands show the uncertainty due to the uncertainties in the HERA
cross-sections, but neglecting uncertainties due to the extrapolation.

Coherent Y production at the LHC was also studied by Frankfurt et al. [151]. The result (solid
curve in Fig. 7.33) is about 10% higher than their result for the impulse approximation (no shadowing).
The difference may be due to the slightly different photon spectrum and slope of do /dt in photon—proton
interactions.

At the LHC, the cross-sections are very large for both pp and AA collisions, and obtaining good
event samples should be relatively straightforward. For the T in pp collisions, production tends to be at
large |y|. The rapid rise in cross-section, o o« W7 outweighs the dn/dk o 1/k photon spectrum. For
the J/1, the W,,,, dependence is smaller and nearly ’cancels’ the photon spectrum, leading to a rather
flat do /dy. In both cases, it should be easy to obtain good statistics, even with only a central detector.

At the Tevatron, the cross-sections are smaller. However, the CDF collaboration has already ob-
served an apparent exclusive J/1 signal which appears consistent with photoproduction [152]. With an
appropriate trigger and more data, the T should be within reach.

Very roughly, the photoproduction cross-section is about 1/1000 of the equivalent hadroproduction
cross-sections [153] with moderate variation depending on species and beam energy. Despite the small
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Fig. 7.32: Rapidity distributions for photoproduction of .J /1 and Y (15) mesons in pp and pp interactions at RHIC,
the Tevatron, and the LHC [136]. The curves are explained in the text.

fraction, because of the very different event characteristics, clean separation of photoproduction seems
possible.

Hadronically produced vector mesons have pr ~ My . In contrast, almost all photoproduced
mesons have pr < 1 GeV (cf. Fig. 7.34). Such a cut eliminates about 94% of the hadroproduced Y at
the Tevatron [154] while retaining almost all of the photoproduction.

As long as both protons remain intact, the vector meson will not be accompanied by any other
particles in the same event. In contrast, in hadronic events, additional particles are distributed over the
available phase space. A moderate requirement for two rapidity gaps around the vector meson should
remove most of the remaining hadronic background [153], even at RHIC energies. The Fermilab results
on exclusive J/1) production appear to bear this out.

For heavy-ion collisions, the situation is even simpler since most of the coherent vector meson
production is at pr < 100 MeV/c. In addition, the ions can be required to remain intact and/or rapidity
gaps can be required. These techniques were effective in isolating the p® in STAR [149]. In 2004, the
RHIC experiments collected a large data sample of Au+Au collisions at \/syy = 200 GeV. Thus large
experiments should be able to observe J/1) photoproduction and measure gluon shadowing in the region
z ~ 0.015.

9.3 Interference and the pr spectrum

Photoproduction in pp and pp collisions differs from production in ep or e A collisions in that either pro-
jectile can act as photon source or target. For small meson p, the two possibilities are indistinguishable
so that the amplitudes add [155]. The vector meson production is well localized to in or near (within
1 fm of) the two sources, giving a cross-section of

o = |Ai(y) F As(y) expi(pr -b)[” (7.62)

where A;(y) and A (y) are the amplitudes for photoproduction at the two sources and the propagator,

—

expi(pr - b), accounts for the ion—ion separation. The relative sign of the two amplitudes depends

437



CHAPTER 7

, RHIC SixSi > SisSier LHC Pb+Pb — Pb+Pb+T
_§ 0 7 a) .3_120 g b)
% 06| s
g 0.6 n S 50 -
0.4 - ©

Fig. 7.33: Rapidity distributions of T mesons produced in coherent photonuclear interactions at RHIC and the
LHC [136]. The solid curves correspond to the parameterization o.,,(W.,p) = 0.0GW,}; (pb) and the grey bands
show the uncertainty in g,

on the symmetry of the system. For pp and AA collisions, transforming from nucleus 1 emitting a
photon which interacts with nucleus 2, to nucleus 2 emitting a photon which interacts with nucleus 1 is
a parity transformation. Vector mesons are negative parity, so the sign is negative. For pp collisions, the
transformation is C P, positive for vector mesons, giving a positive sign.

At mid-rapidity, A; = Ao and

o =0y (1 F cos (Pr - Z)) (7.63)

where oy is the cross-section without interference. The interference depends on the unknown impact
parameter which must be integrated over.

Without interference, the pr spectrum is that for production off a single (anti)proton. This spec-
trum is the convolution of the photon transverse momentum spectrum with the spectrum of transverse
momentum transfers from the target [155]. For pp > %/ (b), cos(§'y - b) oscillates rapidly as b varies,
giving a zero net contribution to the integral. For small transverse momenta, however, § - b < h for all
relevant impact parameters and interference alters the spectrum. This alteration has been observed in p°
production at RHIC [156].

Figure 7.34 compares d?o/dydt with and without interference at RHIC and the Tevatron. Fig-
ure 7.34 includes a b,,;, = 1.0 fm cut which has a small effect on the spectrum. The interference is large
fort < 0.05 GeV?/c?. The different sign of the interference in pp and pp is clearly visible.

Photoproduction of other final states should also be accessible at existing and future pp and pp
colliders. Open charm, bottom and even top quark production should be accessible [157] in ion—ion and
deuterium—ion collisions and could be used to measure the charge of the top quark as well as determine
the nuclear gluon distributions. These events would have only a single rapidity gap but the experimental
techniques should be similar. Because of the large rates, at least for ion—ion collisions, the signal to noise
ratios should be high.

To summarize, we have calculated the heavy vector meson photoproduction cross-sections in pp
and pp collisions. The cross-sections are large enough for this reaction channel to be observed experi-
mentally. The do/dt distribution is distinctly different in pp and pp collisions because of the interference
between the production sources. The cross-section for producing T mesons in coherent photonuclear
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Fig. 7.34: The Y (1.5) photoproduction cross-section, do/dydt, at mid-rapidity in pp and pp collisions at RHIC
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Pb+Pb interactions at the LHC is large. Because of the distinctive experimental signature, these reac-
tions should be easy to detect.

10 OuTtLook!!

Recent advances in lattice and analytical calculations described in this Chapter have significantly im-
proved the theoretical understanding of heavy quarkonium dynamics in hot QCD matter. In fact, since
many of the recent results came as a surprise, they still need to be analyzed, improved upon, and clarified.

The list of open issues which can be addressed by theory and experiment in the near future in-
cludes:

— Lattice QCD at finite temperature:
What is the critical temperature at which different quarkonium states dissociate? What is the
influence of temperature on the masses, dispersion relations, and widths of quarkonia? How big is
the influence of light quarks? What are the properties of strongly interacting matter in the vicinity
of the deconfining transition and how do they compare with phenomenological models?

Lattice QCD at zero temperature:
What are the matrix elements of different gluon and quark operators of various dimension which
are related to quarkonium dissociation?

Analytic theoretical calculations at zero temperature:

Analyze the expressions for quarkonium dissociation amplitudes, and relate them to the matrix
elements which can be computed on the lattice. Apply and test theoretical approaches developed
for the studies of quarkonium dissociation to exclusive quarkonium decays and quarkonium pro-
duction; understand the range of validity of various approaches.

Analytic theoretical calculations at finite temperature:

Understand the properties of Quark—Gluon Plasma in the vicinity of the deconfinement phase
transition; identify the dynamical degrees of freedom and apply this knowledge to understanding
the lattice results at finite 7. Try to develop a quantitative theory of quarkonium interactions with
hot QCD matter.

" Authors: D. Kharzeev, M. P. Lombardo, C. Lourengo, M. Rosati, H. Satz
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— Experiment:
Collect data on the nuclear dependence of the production of different quarkonium states, including
the x family, in pA collisions in a broad range of z  (rapidity), and different energies. Refine the
data on quarkonium suppression in nucleus—nucleus collisions at SPS energy; improve statistics
on quarkonium suppression in Au+Au (and some other, lighter, AA system) collisions at RHIC;
prepare for the LHC. Measure photoproduction cross-sections to determine the nuclear gluon den-
sity.

To summarize, impressive progress in the physics of quarkonium interactions with QCD media
has been made in recent years. It has already become clear that the physics of heavy quark bound states
in QCD media is a rich and promising field of theoretical and experimental studies. Nevertheless, even
a brief examination of the list above shows that a lot more has to be done before one can claim an
understanding of quarkonium interactions in media.
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