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Thisisa shortreview ofsom eRHIC resultsthathavebeen m ostim portantforthesm allx physicscom m unity.

W e discuss saturation e�ects in deuteron-gold collisions, particle production in gold-gold collisions and som e

e�ectsofthe large \glasm a" �eld con�gurationsin the early stagesofthe collision.

1. R H IC experim ents

The Relativistic Heavy Ion collider(RHIC)at

Brookhaven NationalLaboratory (BNL)(seee.g.

Ref.[1])hasbeen collidinggold and lighternuclei

atan energy of
p
s= 200A G eV since2000.The

acceleratoralso delivers polarized proton beam s

at
p
s = 500 G eV, used to study spin physics.

Them ain goaloftheexperim entalprogram isthe

discovery and study ofthe Q uark G luon Plasm a

(seee.g.Refs.[2]foroverallreviewsoftheexper-

im entalresults).

Therehavebeen fourm ajorRHIC experim ents,

thetwosm alleronesnow decom m issionedand the

two largeronesbeing upgraded and taking m ore

data:

P H O B O S isa sm alldetector,m ostly ofsilicon.

Ithasahugeacceptancein pseudorapidity�

and azim uthalangle�,butm ostly without

pT m easurem entorparticleidenti�cation.

B R A H M S isalsoasm alldetector,consistingof

2m oveablespectrom eterarm sthatgiveita

large� coveragewith particleidenti�cation,

buta sm allacceptance.

P H EN IX isa largedetectoroptim ized m orefor

electrom agnetic signals (photons, leptons)

with a good acceptance but not full az-

im uthalcoverage(�� = � in twospectrom -

eterarm s).

�Supported by the A cadem y ofFinland,contract 126604.

STA R resem blesm ostclosely a typicalhigh en-

ergy experim ent,being builtaround a large

TPC covering the fullazim uthalangle. It

is m ore optim ized towards hadronic and

globalobservables.

Thenearterm futureoftheBNL program isto

continuetakingdataand im provingthePHENIX

and STAR detectorsin paralleltotheLHC heavy

ion program . In the longerterm there are plans

to build an Electron-Ion Collider(EIC)to collide

electronswith high energy protonsand nuclei[3].

At CERN the LHC will,in addition to the pro-

ton beam s,have lead-lead (and eventually other

species) collisions at
p
s = 5500A G eV. There

isone detector(ALICE)dedicated to heavy ions

and sm allerheavy ion program sin the CM S and

ATLAS experim ents.

An im portant toolfor understanding the ge-

om etry of the collision goes by the nam e of

G lauber m odeling. Experim entaldata are usu-

ally presented divided into centrality binsdeter-

m ined m ostlybythetotalcharged m ultiplicity.A

G lauberm odeltreatsthe nucleusasa collection

ofloosely bound nucleons distributed according

to the charge density distribution. These nucle-

ons then scatter independently with the exper-

im entally m easured proton-proton cross section.

A G lauberm odelthe associateseach im pactpa-

ram eterwith a certain num berofparticipantnu-

cleonsN part and binary collisions N bin.O nethus

obtainsan estim ateforthetypicalim pactparam -

eter corresponding to the centrality bins. W hile

the assum ption ofindependentcollisionsisnota
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Figure1.BRAHM S resultson suppression ofcharged hadron production in the deuteron fragm entation

region [4]. The plotshowsR C P (see text)forcharged hadron spectra between two centralbins(0-20%

and 30-50% )and peripheralcollisions(60-80% m ostcentral).

very realisticoneathigh energies,G lauberm od-

eling has turned out to be a convenient way to

param etrize the geom etricalaspectsofthe colli-

sion;experim entaldata are usually expressed in

term sofN part and N bin.Experim entalresultsfor

nuclearm odi�cationsto the spectra ofproduced

particles are often presented as ratios (such as

R A A ,ratio ofnucleus-nucleus to proton-proton;

R dA u,deuteron-gold to proton-proton and R C P ,

centralto peripheral) corrected by the geom et-

ricalfactordeduced from a G laubercalculation.

Theseratiosarede�ned in such a way thatin the

caseofindependentscatteringsofthenucleonsin

the nucleusthey should be equalto one.

W e can understand the tim e evolution ofthe

collision processin di�erentstages:

1.The initialcondition at � = 0 depends on

the properties ofthe nuclear wavefunction

atsm allx.

2.Therm aland chem icalequilibration.

3.The Q uark G luon Plasm a, surviving for

som e ferm isaround �0 . � . 10 fm . Ifthe

system reacheslocaltherm alequilibrium ,�-

nite tem perature �eld theory and relativis-

tic hydrodynam icscan be used to describe

itsbehaviour.

4.Finally, for � & 10 fm the system hadro-

nisesand decouples.

In the rem ainderofthistalk we willconcentrate

on thephysicsofthe�rststage,theinitialcondi-

tion.

2. C olor glass and glasm a

Thecentralrapidity region in high energy colli-

sionsoriginatesfrom theinteraction ofthe\slow"

sm allx degrees offreedom ,predom inantly glu-

ons,in thewavefunctionsoftheincom inghadrons

or nuclei. At large energies these gluons form a

densesystem thatischaracterized byatransverse

m om entum scam e Q s,the saturation scale. The

degrees offreedom with pT . Q s are fully non-

linear Yang-M ills �elds with large �eld strength

A � � 1=g and occupation num bers� 1=�s,they

can thereforebeunderstood asclassical�eldsra-

diated from thelargex partons.Notethatwhile

this description isinherently nonperturbative,it

isstillbased on weak coupling,because the clas-

sicalapproxim ation requires1=�s to belargeand

therefore Q s � �Q C D . A \pocket form ula" for

estim ating theenergy and nucleardependenceof

the saturation scale isQ s
2
� A1=3x� 0:3: nonlin-

earhigh gluon density e�ectsareenhanced by go-

ing to sm allx and largenuclei.Ideally onewould

liketo study thephysicsoftheCG C attheElec-

tron Ion Collider [3], but already based on �ts

to HERA data and sim ple nuclear geom etry we

have a relatively good idea ofthe m agnitude of

Q s atRHIC energies[6]. The CG C isa system -

atic e�ective theory (e�ective because the large

x partofthewavefunction isintegrated out)for-

m ulation ofthese degreesoffreedom . The term



3

1 2 3 4
0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1
BRAHMS h

-
, = 3.2

1 10 100
0.8

0.85

0.9

0.95

1.0
NMC x = 0.0012

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1
0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0
1.2
1.4
1.6

Weight 0
Weight 40
Weight 150

2

( ,
2
=1.69 GeV

2
)

Pb
2
Sn

( ,
2
)/ 2

C
( ,

2
) dAu

Figure2.DG LAP param etrizationsofnuclearpdf’sfrom Ref.[5].The leftpanelshowsthe suppression

ofthe nucleargluon distribution required to sim ultaneously �tthe nuclearDIS data from NM C (center

panel)and charged hadron production data from BRAHM S (rightpanel)and PHENIX data.

glasm a [7]refers to the coherent,classical�eld

con�guration resulting from the collision oftwo

such objectsCG C.

3. D euteron-nucleus collisions

A theoretically m ore controlled way to study

thesm all-x nuclearwavefunction isusing proton-

nucleus(in practice deuteron-nucleus)collisions,

especiallyatforward rapidity,i.e.in thefragm en-

tation region oftheproton.In thiscase�nalstate

interactionsin the plasm a phase are expected to

be absent,and the relevant degrees offreedom

in the proton ordeuteron are the relatively well

understood largex parton distributions.

The e�ects of parton saturation are particu-

larly visible in the BRAHM S data (Fig.1) for

charged hadron production,which showsa signif-

icantdepletion towardsthe deuteron fragm enta-

tion region. Although these data DG LAP-based

[5]analysis can reproduce this data,see Fig.2,

thisrequiresthatthe gluon distribution atsm all

x is suppressed by a factor of� 10 com pared to

the proton. This is a clear signalofthe break-

down oftheDG LAP pictureand theim portance

ofsaturation e�ects. The suppression pattern at

large rapidities was predicted from the CG C [8]

and later m ore detailed calculations have quite

successfully reproduced it,see Fig.3.
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Figure 3. CG C calculation ofcharged hadron

production [9].

4. Particle production and geom etry

In orderto com puteparticleproduction in the

G lasm a one is presented with the following sit-

uation [10]. The valence-like degreesoffreedom

ofthe two nucleiarerepresented by two classical

colorcurrentsthatare,becauseoftheirlargelon-

gitudinalm om enta(p� )welllocalizedon thelight

cone (in the variables conjugate to p� ,nam ely

x� ):J� � �(x� ). These then generate the clas-

sical�eld that one wants to �nd. W orking in

lightcone gauge the �eld in the region ofspace-
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tim e causally connected to only oneofthenuclei

(regions(1)and (2)in Fig.4)isa transversepure

gauge,independently for each ofthe two nuclei.

Thesepuregauge�eldsthen givetheinitialcondi-

tion on the future lightcone (� =
p

2x+ x� = 0)

for the nontrivialgauge �eld after the collision

(region (3)in Fig.4).The �eld inside the future

light cone can then be com puted either num eri-

cally [11]or analytically in di�erent approxim a-

tions(seee.g.[12]forrecentwork).Theobtained

resultisthen averaged overthe con�gurationsof

thesourcesJ� with adistribution W y[J
�]thatin-

cludesthenonperturbativeknowledgeofthelarge

x degreesoffreedom .Theresulting�eldsarethen

decom posed into Fourierm odesto getthe gluon

spectrum . Thisisthe m ethod thatwe willrefer

to asClassicalYang-M ills(CYM )calculations.

In thelim itwhen eitheroneorboth ofthecolor

sourcesaredilute(the\pp" and \pA" cases),the

CYM calculation can be done analytically and

reducesto a factorized form in term sofa convo-

lution ofunintegrated parton distributions that

can include saturation e�ects.Although thisap-

proach (often known as\K LN" aftertheauthors

of[13])isnotisnotderived forthecollision oftwo

dense system s,ithasadvantage ofo�ering m ore

analyticalinsight and m aking it easier to incor-

poratelarge-x ingredientsinto the calculation.

TheCYM calculations[11]ofgluon production

painta fairly consistentpicture ofgluon produc-

tion atRHIC.Theestim ated valueQ s � 1:2 G eV

from HERA data [6](corresponding to the M V

m odelparam eter g2� � 2:1 G eV [15]) leads to

100 200 300
N
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3.0
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4.0

dN
/d

y/
(N

pa
rt
/2

)

PHOBOS 200 GeV
CYM  m = 0.5 GeV

Figure 5. Centrality dependence ofthe m ulti-

plicity from a CYM calculation [14].

dN

dy
� 1100 gluons in the initialstage. Assum -

ing a rapid therm alization and nearly idealhy-

drodynam icalevolution thisisconsistentwith the

observed � 700 charged (� 1100 total)particles

produced in aunitofrapidityin centralcollisions.

O f the m ore detailed geom etrical aspects of

the initialcondition the basic features (such as

the closeness to N part scaling) ofthe centrality

dependence ofparticle m ultiplicities are m ostly

straightforward consequences ofthe proportion-

ality ofthe m ultiplicity to Q s
2
;they aresuccess-

fully reproduced by both K LN and CYM calcu-

lations[13,14,16],see Fig.5.

A striking signalofcollective behavior ofthe

m atter produced atRHIC iselliptic 
ow;where

the initialspatialanisotropy in a noncentralcol-

lision is transform ed to an anisotropic distribu-

tion of produced particles in m om entum space

through collective 
ow caused by the pressure

gradients. Com paring hydrodynam icalcalcula-

tions with m easurem ents is a way to address

fundam entalpropertiesofthe m edium ,such the

equation ofstateorviscosity,butthisrequiresun-

derstandingoftheinitialconditions.Theseinitial

conditionshavetraditionallybeen phenom enolog-

ically param etrized in term softhenum berofnu-

cleons participating in the collision. The CG C

provides a m ethod to com pute them from �rst

principles,and haschanged the interpretation of

the experim entsin term softhe viscosity [14,17].
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Figure 7. Parity violating correlation between

reaction planeand m om entum [19].

An exam ple ofa m ore exclusive probe ofthe

m edium istheJ=	.Ithasbeen called the\ther-

m om eteroftheQ G P",becauseitthestateisex-

pected from latticecalculationsto m eltata tem -

peraturecloseto theQ CD phasetransition.The

production m echanism oftheJ=	from perturba-

tive Q CD isnotvery wellunderstood,and since

the charm quark m assisclose to the typicalval-

uesQ s,itcan beexpected to bevery sensitiveto

saturation physics[18].

5. G lasm a physics

Correlations over large distances in rapidity

can,by causality,only originate from the earli-

est tim es in the collision process,and are thus

sensitiveto thepropertiesoftheglasm a phaseof

the collision. Exam ples ofsuch phenom ena are

the elongated \ridge" structure seen in two par-

ticle correlations and long range correlations in

m ultiplicity (see Fig.6) [20]. The boost invari-

antnatureoftheG lasm a �eldsnaturally leadsto

thiskind ofa correlation,and deviationsfrom it

should be calculablefrom the high energy evolu-

tion governing the rapidity dependence [21].

Anotherrem arkablephenom enon thatispossi-

ble in the G lasm a �eld con�guration is the gen-

eration ofa large Chern-Sim onschargeand thus

parity violation [22]dueto thenonperturbatively

large �eld con�gurations. Through the so called

\chiralm agnetic e�ect" this can m anifest itself

in a parity violating correlation between theelec-

tricdipolem om ent(orm om entum anisotropybe-

tweennegativeandpositivecharges;avector)and

thereactionplane(thepositivechargesoftheions

generatea m agnetic�eld perpendicularto there-

action plane; a pseudovector). There are som e

prelim inary indications in the data ofa nonzero

value forsuch an observable[19].

In conclusion, experim ents at RHIC have
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clearly produced a strongly interacting decon-

�ned form ofm atter,butthefullunderstandingof

the experim entalresultsrequiresan understand-

ing ofthesm allx physicsgiving theinitialcondi-

tionsofthe collision process.Thisisthe dom ain

ofstrongly nonliear gluon �elds at high energy,

best understood in term s gluon saturation and

theColorG lassCondensatee�ectivetheory.This

fram ework providesa way to calculateproperties

ofthe initialcondition from �rst principles,re-

late them to DIS m easurem ents,and understand

som e ofthe observables that directly probe the

initialcondition.W ith them uch greatercollision

energy ofthe LHC these e�ectsare likely to be-

com e even m oreprom inent.
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