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This isa short review of som e RH IC results that have been m ost In portant for the sm allx physics com m unity.
W e discuss saturation e ects in deuteron-gold collisions, particle production In gold-gold collisions and som e
e ects of the large \glasn a" eld con gurations in the early stages of the collision.

1. RH IC experim ents

T he Relativistic Heavy Ion collider RHIC) at
B rookhaven N ationalLaboratory BNL) (seeeg.
Ref. [1l]) hasbeen colliding gold and lighter nuclei
at an energy of - s= 200A GeV since 2000. The
accelerator also delivers polarized proton beam s
at = s = 500GeV, used to study spin physics.
Them ain goalofthe experim entalprogram isthe
discovery and study of the Quark G uon Plasn a
(see eg. Refs. 2] for overall review s of the exper—
In ental resuls).

T herehavebeen fourm a prRH IC experin ents,
thetwo an alleronesnow decom m issioned and the
tw o larger ones being upgraded and taking m ore
data:

PHOBO S isa analldetector, m ostly of silicon.
Tthasahuge acosptance in pseudorapidity
and azin uthalangl ,butm ostly without
pr measurem ent or particle identi cation.

BRAHM S isalsoa an alldetector, consisting of
2 m oveable spectrom eter amm sthat give  a
large ooveragew ith particle identi cation,
but a sm all acoeptance.

PHEN IX isa large detector optin ized m ore for
electrom agnetic signals (photons, lptons)
wih a good acceptance but not full az-
Inuthalcoverage ( = In two spectrom —
eter am s).
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STA R resamblesm ost closely a typicalhigh en—
ergy experim ent, being built around a large
TPC covering the full azin uthal angle. It
is more optin ized towards hadronic and
globalobservables.

The neartem future ofthe BN L program isto
continue taking data and im proving the PHEN IX
and STAR detectors in parallelto the LHC heavy
Jon program . In the longer term there are plans
to build an E lectron-Ton C ollider (EIC) to collide
electrons w ith high energy protons and nuclki [3].
At CERN the LHC will, in addition to the pro—
ton beam s, have lead—kead (and eventually other
species) collisions at P S = 5500 Gev. There
is one detector A LICE) dedicated to heavy ions
and sm aller heavy ion program s in the CM S and
ATLA S experin ents.

An important tool for understanding the ge—
om etry of the collision goes by the name of
G lauber m odeling. Experin ental data are usu—
ally presented divided into centrality bins deter—
m Ined m ostly by the totalcharged m ultiplicity. A
G lJauber m odel treats the nucleus as a collection
of Ioosely bound nuclkons distrbuted according
to the charge density distribution. These nucle-
ons then scatter independently w ith the exper-
In entally m easured proton-proton cross section.
A G lauber m odel the associates each im pact pa—
ram eter w ith a certain num ber of participant nu-
ckons N . and binary collisions Ny, 3, . O ne thus
obtains an estin ate for the typical m pact param —
eter corresponding to the centrality bins. W hile
the assum ption of independent collisions is not a
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Figure 1. BRAHM S results on suppression of charged hadron production in the deuteron fragm entation

region K. The plot showsRcp

(see text) for charged hadron spectra between two centralbins (0-20%

and 30-50% ) and peripheral collisions (60-80% m ost central).

very realistic one at high energies, G lauberm od-
eling has tumed out to be a convenient way to
param etrize the geom etrical agpects of the colli-
sion; experin ental data are usually expressed in
termm s ofN payx and Ny g, . E Xperim ental results for
nuclar m odi cations to the spectra of produced
particles are often presented as ratios (such as
Raa , ratio of nuckusnuclkus to proton-proton;
R 4a v » deuteron-gold to proton-proton and R¢p ,
central to peripheral) corrected by the geom et—
rical factor deduced from a G lauber calculation.
T hese ratios are de ned in such a way that in the
case of ndependent scatterings of the nucleons in
the nucleus they should be equalto one.

W e can understand the tim e evolution of the
collision process in di erent stages:

1. The iniial condition at 0 depends on
the properties of the nuclkar wavefunction
at anallx.

2. Them aland chem ical equilbration.

3. The Quark Glion Plasna, suxwiving for
som e ferm is around g . 10 fm . If the
system reacheslocalthem alequilbriim , -
nite tem perature eld theory and relativis—
tic hydrodynam ics can be used to describe
its behaviour.

4. Finally, or & 10 fn the system hadro-
nises and decouples.

In the rem ainder of this talk we w ill concentrate

on the physics ofthe rst stage, the initial condi-
tion.

2. Color glass and glasm a

T he central rapidity region in high energy colli-
sions originates from the interaction ofthe \slow "
an all x degrees of freedom , predom nantly ghi—
ons, In the w avefiinctions ofthe incom ing hadrons
or nucki. At large energies these glions form a
dense system that is characterized by a transverse
mom entum scam e Q g, the saturation scake. The
degrees of freedom w ith pr Qs are fully non—
linear YangM ills elds wih large eld strength
A 1=g and occupation num bers 1=, they
can therefore be understood as classical elds ra-—
diated from the large x partons. N ote that while
this description is inherently nonperturbative, it
is still based on weak coupling, because the clas—
sicalapproxin ation requires 1= 4 to be lJarge and
therefore Q ¢ ocp - A \pocket omula" for
estin ating the energy and nuclkar dependence of
the saturation scak isQ 2 AM™3x °3: nonln-
earhigh glion densiy e ectsare enhanced by go-—
Ing to an allx and large nuclki. Ideally one would
like to study the physics ofthe CGC at the E lec—
tron Ion Collider [3], but already based on ts
to HERA data and sin ple nuclkar geom etry we
have a relatively good idea of the m agnitude of
Qs at RHIC energies [@]. The CGC is a system —
atic e ective theory (e ective because the large
x part of the wavefunction is integrated out) for-
m ulation of these degrees of freedom . T he tem
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Figure 2. DG LAP param etrizations of nuclear pdf’s from Ref. [Bl]. T he left panel show s the suppression
of the nuclar glion distribution required to sin ultaneously t the nuclarD IS data from NM C (center
panel) and charged hadron production data from BRAHM S (right panel) and PHEN IX data.

ghsna [/] refers to the ooherent, classical eld
con guration resulting from the collision of two

10 T

such cbctsCGC.

3. D euteron-nucleus collisions

A theoretically m ore controlled way to study
the an allkx nuclar wavefunction is using proton—
nuclkus (In practice deuteron-nucleus) collisions,
egoecially at rward rapidiy, ie. in the fragm en—
tation region ofthe proton. In thiscase nalstate
Interactions In the plasn a phase are expected to
be absent, and the relevant degrees of freedom
In the proton or deuteron are the relatively well
understood large x parton distributions.

The e ects of parton saturation are particu-—
larly visble in the BRAHM S data Fig.[d) or
charged hadron production, which show s a signif-
icant depletion tow ards the deuteron fragm enta—
tion region. A though these data D G LAP -based
B analysis can reproduce this data, see Fig.[d,
this requires that the gluon distrdbution at sm all
X is suppressed by a factor of 10 com pared to
the proton. This is a clear signal of the break-
down ofthe DG LAP picture and the In portance
of saturation e ects. T he suppression pattem at
large rapidities was predicted from the CGC [8]
and later m ore detailed calculations have quite
successfillly reproduced i, see Fig.[3.
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Figure 3. CGC calculation of charged hadron
production [9].

4. P article production and geom etry

In order to com pute particlke production In the
G lasn a one is presented w ith the Pllow ng sit—
uation [LO]. The valence-like degrees of freedom
ofthe two nuclki are represented by two classical
color currents that are, because of their large lon—
gitudinalm om enta (e ) welllocalized on the light
cone (in the variables conjugate to p , namely
x ):d (x ). These then generate the clas—
sical eld that one wants to nd. W orking In
light cone gauge the eld in the region of space—
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Figure 4. C lassical eld con gurations.

tin e causally connected to only one of the nuclei
(regions (1) and (2) in Fig.[4) is a transverse pure
gauge, independently for each of the two nuclki.
Thesepuregauge eldsthen give thf) niialcondi-
tion on the future light cone ( = 2x*x = 0)
for the nontrivial gauge eld after the collision
(region (3) in Fig.[d). The eld inside the future
Iight cone can then be com puted either num eri-
cally [11] or analytically in di erent approxin a—
tions (see eg. [12] for recent work) . T he obtained
resul is then averaged over the con gurations of
the sourcesJ w ith a distrdoution W ( [J Jthat in—
cludes the nonperturbative know ledge ofthe large
x degreesoffreedom . The resulting eldsarethen
decom posed into Fourdier m odes to get the glion
spectrum . This is the m ethod that we w ill refer
to asClassicalYangM ills CYM ) calculations.
In the lin it when either one orboth ofthe color
sources are dilute (the \pp" and \pA " cases), the
CYM calculation can be done analytically and
reduces to a factorized form in term s ofa convo—
Jution of unintegrated parton distributions that
can Inclide saturation e ects. A lthough this ap—
proach (often known as \K LN " after the authors
of [L3]) isnot isnot derived forthe collision oftw o
dense system s, it has advantage of o ering m ore
analytical Insight and m aking it easier to incor-
porate largex Ingredients into the calculation.
TheCYM calculations [11] ofglion production
paint a fairly consistent picture of gluon produc—
tion at RH IC . The estim ated value Q 12Gev
from HERA data [0] (corresponding to the MV
m odel param eter g° 21 Gev [15]) lads to
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Figure 5. Centrality dependence of the multi-
plicity from a CYM calculation [14].

C;—Ny 1100 gluons in the iniial stage. A ssum —
Ing a rapid them alization and nearly ideal hy—
drodynam icalevolution this is consistent w ith the
observed 700 charged ( 1100 total) particles
produced in a unit ofrapidiy in centralcollisions.

O f the more detailed geom etrical aspects of
the initial condition the basic features (such as
the closeness to N, scaling) of the centrality
dependence of particle m ultiplicities are m ostly
straightforw ard consequences of the proportion—
ality of the m ultiplicity to Q 52; they are success—
fully reproduced by both KLN and CYM calcu—
lations [[3[14/16)], see F ig.[5.

A striking signal of collective behavior of the
m atter produced at RH IC is elliptic ow ; where
the initial spatial anisotropy in a noncentral colk
lision is transform ed to an anisotropic distribu-
tion of produced particles n m om entum space
through collective ow caused by the pressure
gradients. Com paring hydrodynam ical calcula—
tions wih measurements is a way to address
fiundam ental properties of the m edium , such the
equation ofstate orviscosity, but this requiresun—
derstanding ofthe initial conditions. T hese Iniial
conditionshave traditionally been phenom enolog—
ically param etrized in term s ofthe num ber ofnu-
clons participating in the collision. The CGC
provides a method to com pute them from rst
principles, and has changed the Interpretation of
the experim ents in term s of the viscosity [L417].
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Figure 7. Pariy vioclating correlation between

reaction plane and m om entum [L9].

An exampl of a m ore exclisive probe of the
medium isthe J= . Tthasbeen called the \ther-
m om eter ofthe Q GP ", because it the state is ex—
pected from lattice calculationstom elt at a tem —
perature close to the Q CD phase transition. T he
production m echanisn ofthe J= from perturba—
tive QCD is not very well understood, and since
the cham quark m ass is close to the typicalval-
ues Q 5, it can be expected to be very sensitive to
saturation physics [18]].
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5. G lasm a physics

Correlations over large distances in rapidiy
can, by causality, only originate from the earli-
est tin es In the collision process, and are thus
sensitive to the properties of the glasm a phase of
the collision. E xam ples of such phenom ena are
the elongated \ridge" structure seen in two par—
ticle correlations and long range correlations in
multiplicity (see Fig.[d) R0]. The boost invari-
ant nature ofthe G lasma eldsnaturally leadsto
this kind of a correlation, and deviations from it
should be calculabl from the high energy evolu—
tion goverming the rapidity dependence [21]].

A nother rem arkable phenom enon that is possi-
bl n the Glaana eld con guration is the gen-
eration of a Jarge Chem-Sin ons charge and thus
pariy violation [22]due to the nonperturbatively
large eld con gurations. Through the so called
\chiral m agnetic e ect" this can m anifest itself
In a parity violating correlation betw een the elec—
tric djpolem om ent (orm om entum anisotropy be-
tw een negative and positive charges; a vector) and
the reaction plane (the positive chargesofthe ions
generate a m agnetic eld perpendicular to the re-
action plane; a pseudovector). There are som e
prelin nary Indications in the data of a nonzero
value for such an observable [19].

In oconclusion, experimnents at RHIC have



clearly produced a strongly interacting decon-—

ned form ofm atter, but the fullunderstanding of
the experin ental results requires an understand—
Ing ofthe am allx physics giving the initial condi-
tions of the collision process. T his is the dom ain
of strongly nonliear gluon elds at high energy,
best understood in tem s glion saturation and
the ColorG lassC ondensate e ective theory. This
fram ew ork provides a way to calculate properties
of the Iniial condition from rst principles, re—
late them to D IS m easurem ents, and understand
som e of the observables that directly probe the
Iniialocondition. W ith the m uch greater collision
energy of the LHC these e ects are lkely to be-
com e even m ore prom inent.
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