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We investigate charmonium production in4#b collisions at LHC beam enerd,,=2.76 A TeV at fixed-
target experiment/Syn=72 GeV). In the frame of a transport approach including cold laot nuclear matter
effects on charmonium evolution, we focus on the anti-shadpwifect on the nuclear modification factors
Raa @ndraa for the J/y yield and transverse momentum. The yield is more suppresideds forward rapidity
(Viap =~2) than that at very forward rapidityy§, ~4) due to the shadowing and anti-shadowing iffedent
rapidity bins.

PACS numbers: 25.75.-q, 12.38.Mh, 24.85.

I. INTRODUCTION four-velocity of the fluid cell, energy density, pressuralan
baryon density of the system. The solution of the hydrody-

Recently a fixed-target experiment using the LHC beamdamic equations provides the local temperaflife), baryon
has been proposed [1], where the study on quarkonia in nithemical potentigk(x) and fluid velocityu, (x) of the medium
clear collisions becomes specifically important, due to theVhich will be used in the calculation of the charmonium sup-
wide parton distributions in phase space which is helpfatto Pression and regeneration ratés [7]. Taking the assumetion
veal the charmonium production mechanish [2]. Correspondtiubble-like expansion and initial boost invariance alohg t
ing to the LHC beam energ§i.,=2.76 A TeV, where A is the colliding direction for high energy nuclear collisions, wan
nucleon number of the incident nucleus, the center-of-mas8mploy the well tested-21 dimensional version of the hydro-
energy y&in=72 GeV is in between the SPS and RHIC en-dynamics in describing the evolution of the medium created a
ergies, and a quark-gluon plasma is expected to be created v = 72 GeV. Introducing the proper time= Vt? — 2 and
the early stage of heavy ion collisions. Taking into accounspace-time rapidityy = 1/21In[(t + 2)/(t - 2)] instead of the
the advantage of high luminosity in fixed-target experiragnt time t and longitudinal coordinatg the conservation equa-
which is helpful for detailed study of rare particles, they  tions can be simplified asl[8]
yield in Pb+Pb collisions atE;p=2.76 A TeV per LHC run
year is about 100 times larger than thg yield in Au+Au 0:E+VM = —(E + p)/r,

collisions at/Sy\w=62.4 GeV per RHIC run yeal|[1]. With 0:My + V(Myv) = =My /7 — dxp,
the high statistics, one may precisely distinguish betwgien 9:My + V(M) = =M/t — dyp,
ferent cold and hot nuclear mattefexts on charmonium pro- 0.R+V(Rv) = —R/7 @)

duction [3]. As is well known, the shadowindfect [4,[5],
namely the dierence between the parton distributions in awith the definitionsE = (e + p)y2 — p, M = (e + p)y2v and
nucleus and in a free nucleon, depends strongly on the par = yn, wherev andy are the three-velocity of the fluid cell
ton momentum fractiorx. Sincex runs in a wide region, and Lorentz factor in the transverse plane.
0.001 5 x < 0.5, in the fixed-target experiments, it provides  To close the hydrodynamical equations one needs to know
a chance to see clearly the shadowitig@ on the charmo-  the equation of state of the medium. From recent studies on
nium distributions in dierent rapidity bins. In this paper, we particle elliptic flow and shear viscosity, the matter ceekin
study the shadowingi¥ect on the nuclear modification factors heavy ion collisions at RHIC and LHC energies is very close
for J/y yield and transverse momentum in-Htb collisions  to a perfect fluid[[9]. Considering that the momentum inte-
at LHC beam energp=2.76 A TeV. grated particle yield, especially for heavy quarkonia, @ n
sensitive to the equation of state, we follow Ref/[10] where
the deconfined phase at high temperature is an ideal gas of
gluons and masslessandd quarks plus 150 MeV massed
qguarks, and the hadron phase at low temperature is an ideal
The medium created in heavy ion collision @& = 72 gas of all known hadrons and resonances with mass up to 2
GeV is assumed to reach local equilibrium at a proper timeGeV [11]. There is a first order phase transition betweerethes
70=0.6 fiyc [€], its consequent space-time evolution can betwwo phases. In the mixed phase, the Maxwell construction is
controlled by the ideal hydrodynamic equations, used. The mean field repulsion parameter and the bag con-
8,T" =0, stant are chosen d6=450 MeV fn? and BY/4=236 MeV to
8= 0 1 obtain the critical temperatufg = 165 MeV [10] at vanish-
ult =0, 1) ing baryon number density. Note that, when one calculates
whereT,, = (e + p)u,U, — 9P, ju = NU,, U, €, pandn  the rapidity or transverse momentum distribution of quarko
are respectively the energy-momentumtensor, baryonm,rre nia, the choice of the equation of state may result in sizeabl

II. EVOLUTION OF QUARK-GLUON PLASMA
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difference. Considering the gluon dissociati®h+ g — ¢ + ¢ in the
The initialization of the hot medium is taken as the sameguark-gluon plasma, the dissociation ratean be expressed

treatment in Ref.[[8]. We use the final charged multiplicity as

to determine the initial entropy density. FgfSyn=72 GeV,

3
the charged multiplicity at central rapidity in centeriofss ay 1 f dk ogu(p. K, T)4F gu(p, K) fo(k, T, u,),

frame is estimated to b#N.n/dn = 515 based on the empiri- 2B J (21)%2E,
cal formula[12]: (6)
dN whereEg is the gluon energyrgy = /(pk)2 — mg,mg = pk
= 3125 l0g;; VSun — 64.8. (38) theflux factor, andy the gluon thermal distribution as a func-

tion of the local temperaturg(x|b) and fluid velocityu, (x|b)
The initial baryon density is obtained by adjusting the en-determined by the hydrodynamics. The dissociation crass se
tropy per baryon to be 250 [13]. From the empirical relationtion in vacuumogy(p, k, 0) can be derived through the oper-
onn = 29.797+ 0.141(In y/Sun) 282 [14] between the inelas- ator production expansion (OPE) method with a perturbative
tic nucleon-nucleon cross sectiomyy in unit of mb and the ~ Coulomb wave functiorl [17=20]. However, the method is no
colliding energy /3w in unit of GeV, we haveryy = 36  longer valid for loosely bound states at high temperatuce. T
mb at \/Sun=72 GeV. These initial conditions lead to a max- reasonably describe the temperature dependence of the cros
imum medium temperaturg=310 MeV at the initial time ~ Section, we take the geometric relation between the average
70=0.6 fmyc. The medium maintains local chemical and ther-charmonium size and the cross section,
mal equilibrium during the evolution. If we do not consider (r2)4(T)
the charmonium interaction with the hadron gas, the charmo- ogr(p,k, T) = +O’g‘y
nium distributions in the final state will be fixed at time (r£)¢(0)

corresponding to j[he critical temperatdigof the deconfine- e averaged radial squar@)y(T) is calculated via potential
ment phase transition. model [21] with lattice simulated heavy quark potential][22
at finite temperature. Wheh approaches to the charmonium
dissociation temperatufig, the averaged radius square and in
turn the cross section go to infinity, which means a complete
charmonium melting induced by color screenind [23]. Using
the internal energy as the heavy quark potentid| the dis-

Since a charmonium is so heavy, its equilibrium with theggciation temperautrg is calculated to be.2T., 1.16T; and
medium can hardly be reached, we use a Boltzmann trang-1 o7, for J/w, xc andy’, respectively([21].

port equation to describe its phase space distributiontiumc  The regeneration ratg is connected to the dissociation
fw(x, pIb) in heavy ion collisions at impact parameler rate o via the detailed balance between the gluon dissoci-
0', fy = —Cyfy + D @) ation process and its inverse process [24, 25]. To obtain
w¥ R the regeneration rate, we also need the charm quark distri-
where the loss and gain ter@s (X, p|b) andDy(x, plb) come bution function in medium. Although the initially produced
from the charmonium dissociation and regeneration in tae cr charm quarks would carry high transverse momentum, they
ated hot medium. We have neglected here the elastic scd@Se energy (momentum) when passing through the medium.
tering, since the charmonium mass is much larger than thgonsidering the experimentally observed large open charm
typical medium temperature. Considering that the feedrdowduench factorIE 8] and elliptic rovﬂlZESO], we take
from the excited stateg’ andy. to the ground statd/y [15] @S a first approximation a kinetically thermalized momentum
happens after the medium evolution, we should take transpogPectrum for the charm quark distributids{x, qb). Neglect-

equations fol = J/y, ¢’ andyc when we calculate thd/y N the creation and annihilation of charm-anticharm piirs
distribution f,, in the final state. side the medium, the spacial density of charm quark number

1/2In[(E + po)/(E - py)] and transverse energy 8, (pett) = 0 ®)

E: = /E2-p2 to replace the longitudinal momentum o _ _
5 _ with the initial density determined by the nuclear geome-
o ar_1d energyE = +/mé + p2, the transport equation can be try pe(Xolb) = Ta(x)Te( — b)coshy/redoN/dy, where
rewritten as +00 : .
Tas() = f_w pap(Pdz are the thickness functions, and

(p. k., 0). ()

I11.  CHARMONIUM TRANSPORT IN QUARK-GLUON
PLASMA

: 3 NN /. o i
[coshy— s + smhgl n)an V-V = —a fy + By I?gi(c)sné(.jn is the charm quark rapidity distribution in+p col

(5) For the regeneration ratg we also considered the canon-

with the dissociation and regeneration rateg(x, plb) = ical effect which is shown to be important in explaining the

Cu(x, plb)/E: andBy(x, plb) = Dy(x, p|b)/E;, where the third  suppression of strange mesond [31]. When there are only few
term in the square bracket arises from the free streaming gfairs or even less than one pair of charm quarks produced in
W with transverse velocity; = p;/E; which leads to a strong an event, one need to consider the canoniffatéto guaran-

leakage fect at SPS energy [16]. tee the exact charm number conservation. Taking into a¢coun
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the fact that the charm and anti-charm quarks inside a pair aiin the center of mass frame iR2,my/(+/Sun/2) ~ 0.35 fiyc,
produced at the same rapidity, we simply multiply the regene which is compatible with the charmonium formation time but
ation rateg in a unit rapidity bin by a canonical enhancementshorter than the QGP formation timg = 0.6 fm. Therefore,

factor [32]
Cee = 1+ 1/(dNeg/dy). 9)

To take into account the relativistidfect on the dissocia-
tion cross section to avoid the divergence in the regererati

cross section, we should replace the charmonium binding en-

ergy by the gluon threshold energy in the calculations aifd

B3]

In the hadron phase of the fireball with temperafre Tg,

there are many fective models that can be used to cal-
culate the inelastic cross sections between charmonia a
hadrons[[34]. Fod/y the dissociation cross section is about
a few mb which is comparable with the gluon dissociation
cross section. However, considering that the hadron phmse a

pears in the later evolution of the fireball, the ingrediesrn-d
sity of the system is much more dilute in comparison with th

early hot and dense period [7]. Taking, for instance, the re

generation processes+ ¢ — g+ J/y in quark matter and
D + D* — &+ J/y in hadron matter, the density ratio be-
tween charm quarks at initial temperatdiie= 310 MeV and
D mesons at critical temperatuig = 165 MeV is around
30. Considering further the life time of the quark matte6
fm/c and the life time of the hadron matter2 fm/c calculated

e

all the cold nuclear matteffects can be reflected in the initial
charmonium distributiorfy at timerg. We take into account
nuclear absorption, nuclear shadowing and Croffiece The
initial distribution in the solution{1l0) can be obtainedrr a
superposition of pp collisions, along with the modifications
from these cold nuclear matteffects.

The nuclear absorption is important in explaining the
suppression in pA and A+A collisions at low energies. It
is due to the inelastic collision between the initially pucedd
charmonia and the surrounding nucleons, andffesceon the
charmonium surviving probability can be described by an ef-

r}gctive absorption cross sectionys The value obrgpsis usu-

ally measured in A collisions and is several mb at SPS en-
ergy. Since the nuclear absorption becomes weaker at higher
colliding energy due to the shorter collision timée[37, 38k
takeoaps=2 Mb atE;p,=2.76 A TeV @] and the nuclear ab-
sorption factor

oo [ plexdze [ pzn-bi) (12)

Sabs=

The Cronin &ect broadens the momentum distribution of
the initially produced charmoniain heavy ion collisionk I

p+A and A+A collisions, the incoming partons (both gluons

from the hydrodynamics in Secti@n I, we neglect the charmo-and quarks) experience multiple scatterings with surrsugd
nium production and suppression in hadron gas, to simplifynucleons via soft gluon exchanges. The initial scatteriead

the numerical calculations. Note that, the suppressiorrand

to an additional transverse momentum broadening of partons

generation in hadron gas may become important for excitedhich is then inherited by produced hadrons [39]. Since the

charmonium state$5 [B5].

Cronin dfect is caused by soft interactions, rigorous calcula-

The transport equation can be solved analytically with theions for the éect are not available. However, thffest is

explicit solution [7] 35]

fo (P, Y, X, 7, ) = T (P, Y, Xi(70), H(70), T0)
% & o AR PXEHET)
dr’

+ j;: A(T’)'B\P (pt, Y, xt(‘("), H(T’), T')

% @ b APy X ) HE)) (10)
with
Xi(7") = X¢ = vr [rcoshy — ) — T A(7")].,
H(z") = y — arcsin(t/7’ sinhly — 7)),
) = 1+ (/)2 sint(y - ). (11)

often treated as a random motion. Inspired from a random-
walk picture, we take a Gaussian smearing [40, 41] for the
modified transverse momentum distribution

—NN 1 -2
fy (X P,2a z8lb) = —— f d?pie® f3N(Ipy - pil, P2)Sabs
ﬂ'agN|

(13)
where
Za +o0
I(x,zA,zB|b)=%( [ ptaxgaz+ fZB p(z,xt—mdzz |
14

is the path length of the two initial gluons in nuclei before
fusing into a charmonium at, za and zg, agy is the aver-
aged charmonium transverse momentum square gained from

The first and second terms on the right-hand side of the sdhe gluon scattering with a unit of length of nucleons, and

lution (I0) indicate the contributions from the initial jghac-
tion and continuous regeneration, respectively, and bafth s

f3N(p) is the charmonium momentum distribution in a free
p+p collision. The Cronin parametagy is usually extracted

fer from the gluon dissociation in the medium. Since the refrom correspondingpA collisions. Considering the absence
generation happens in the deconfined phase, the regeneratgfdp+A collision data aty/Syv= 72 GeV, we tak[%NzO.OBS

quarkonia would have probability to be dissociated again byGeV/c)%/fm from some empirical estimatiorls

the surrounding gluons. The coordinate shifts— X; and
n — H in the solution[(ID) reflect the leakag#ext in the
transverse and longitudinal directions.

For fixed-target nuclear collisions Bfy,=2.76 A TeV, the

24] 42]. As
a comparison, for collisions at SP§/&n ~ 20 GeV) and
RHIC (vSw = 200 GeV) we takeagy = 0.075 [8] and
0.1 [43] (GeV/c)?/fm, respectively.

Assuming that the emitted gluon in the gluon fusion process

collision time for the two Pb nuclei to pass through eachiotheg + g — ¥ + g is soft in comparison with the initial gluons
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and the produced charmonium and can be neglected in king¢he rapidity in the center-of-mass frame is boosted in the la
matics, the charmonium production becomes-a 2 process  oratory frame with a rapidity shifty = tanh!Bems = 4.3.
approximately, and the longitudinal momentum fractions ofLet us first focus on the central rapidity region aroyags =
the two initial gluons are calculated from the momentum con-0 in the center-of mass frame, which correspondgfo =

servation, 4.3 in the laboratory frame. The centrality and momen-
tum dependent anti-shadowing for initially produced char-
lmgIu + p? monia is reflected in the inhomogeneous modification fac-

Xpp = ~——=—g (15)  tor Ry for gluons. The longitudinal momentum fractions

SN arexiz = /Mg +p?/+vSw ~ 0.05 for the two gluons,

The free distributionf)™(p) can be obtained by integrating which is located at the strong anti-shadowing reglon [46] by
the elementary partonic process, some parametrization of parton distribution shadowineg lik
EKS98 [5], EPS08[47] and EPSQ9 [48]. The anti-shadowing
changes not only the gluon distribution but also the charm
quark production cross section used in the regeneration. Fo
the procesg + g — ¢ + ¢, the anti-shadowing for gluons
where fg(x, i) is the gluon distribution in a free protog;  |eads to an anti-shadowing facter (Rg)? for the cross sec-
the emitted gluon rapiditydogg.wg/dt the charmonium mo-  tion. Considering that in peripheral collisions the regene
mentum distribution produced from a gluon fusion processtion is weak and its contribution is not remarkabijeated
andyr the factorization scale of the fusion process. by the anti-shadowing, we take a centrality averaged anti-
Now we consider the shadowingtect. The distribution  shadowing factor for the cross section to simplify the numer
function f;(x, ug) for partoni in a nucleus dters from a su- ical calculation for regeneration. Estimated from the EBRS9
perposition of the distributiory(x, u¢) in a free nucleon. The evolution [5], we take a 20% enhancement of the charm quark
nuclear shadowing can be described by the modification fagaroduction cross section compared to fregppcollisions.
tor R = f,/(Af;). To account for the spatial dependence of From FONLL calculation[[49], the upper limit faloNN /dy
the shadowing in a finite nucleus, one assumes that the iris 0.047 mb at\/Syv=62.4 GeV. Note that the experimental
homogeneous shadowing is proportional to the parton pattata for charm quark cross section in fregppcollisions are
length through the nucleuls [44], which amounts to considetlose to the upper limit of perturbative calculation, weetak
the coherent interaction of the incident parton with alltlwe ~ do\/dy = 0.05 mb at+/Syn=72 GeV. After taking into ac-
get partons along its path length. Therefore, we replace theount the anti-shadowingfect in A+A collisions, it becomes
homogeneous modification factBr(x, ug) by an inhomoge- 0.06 mb. For pp collisions, we assume a constant hidden to
neous one [45] open charm ratiodoy/dy)/(doz/dy)=const at any colliding
energy. From the ratio extracted from the RHIC data [50],
Ri(X pr, X)) = L+ AR(X ur) — 1) Ta(xt)/Tag(0)  (17)  we havedo,, /dy=0.35ub at y/Syn=72 GeV. The transverse
momentum distribution fod/y in free p+p collisions can be

with the definitionTag(b) = [ d®Ta(X)Ta(X — b). We em-  simulated by PYTHIA[[5!1] and the mean transverse momen-
ploy in the following the EKS98 package [5] to evaluate thetym square igp2pp = 2.7 (GeVic).

homogeneous rati®;, and the factorization scale is taken as

_ m&, . Fig[D shows our calculated centrality dependencd/gf
HE t nuclear modification factoRaa = NG*/ (NCO”N\?P) in Pb+Pb
collisions at LHC beam energi,,=2.76 A TeV in labora-
tory frame (y/Sun=72 GeV in center-of-mass frame) at for-
ward rapidityyiap = 4.3 (central rapidityy.ms=0), where

doi™
oy fdygxlngg(xl,up)fg(Xz,,uF)

doggwg
t
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Replacing the free distributiofy in (18) by the modified

distribution f, = Afy;Ry and then taking into account the
Cronin dfectg[_’.B), we finally get the initial charmonium dis-

tribution for the solution(10), NPP and N4A are charmonium yields in+gp and A+A col-
(27) lisions, andNcor and Npart are numbers of binary collisions
fy (%o, pIb) = oo deAdZBpA(Xt,ZA)pB(Xt,ZB) and participants. For comparison, we show also the RHIC
t

data at/Syn = 624 GeV [52] at central rapidity. Since
X Ro(Xe, ur, X)Rg(Xe, s Xt — b) the shadowingnti-shadowing@ect is still an open question,
X ?:‘,N(x, D, Za, Zg|b)Saps. (18)  and its degree depends strongly on the models we used, we
show in Fid.1 two calculations for the totdly Raa in Pb+Pb
Now the only thing left is the distributioiy™ in a free p-p  collisions at+/Syw=72 GeV, one is with the above discussed
collision which can be fixed by experimental data or someanti-shadowing, and the other is without anti-shadowirtge T
model simulations. hatched band is due to this uncertainty in the anti-shacpwin
With increasing collision centrality, the initial conttibon
drops down, while the regeneration goes up. The canonical
IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS effect is important in peripheral collisions where the number
of charm quark pairs is less than one and the inclusion of the
The beam energian= 2.76 A TeV in fixed target experi- canonical &ect enhances sizeably the charmonium yield. In
ments corresponds to a colliding energfsww=72 GeV, and most central collisions, the regeneration can contribbtaia



: : . . Fig[2 we show the/y nuclear modification factor [53]

leakage &ect [53]. The inclusion of regeneration (upper bor-

Fixed Target Pb+Pb E _=2.76A TeV,y =43
b fab der of the band) remarkably reduces the averaged transverse

1.0 3 ] o (PP)an 10
R’ STAR Data 62.4 GeV ] AR <pt2>pp (19)
0.8 ]
C ] in Pb+Pb collisions at beam enerdy,n=2.76 A TeV, where
< 0.6_— n (pf)AA and (p?),,p are averaged/y transverse momentum
m“ C ] square in PbPb and p-p collisions at very forward rapidity
0.4- 7 Viap=4.3. If we neglect the contribution from the regeneration
T " and consider only the initial production, the ratigy goes
0.2- up monotonously with centrality due to the Cronifieet and

0-00 160 200 300 400 momentum, because the regenerated charmonia possess a soft
N momentum distribution induced by the charm quark energy
part loss. Since the degree of regeneration increases withatentr

ity, the increased soft component leads to a decreasing
FIG. 1. (Color online) The centrality dependence of #i¢ nuclear " Most central collisions. The canonicdleet can reduce the
modification factoRaa at very forward rapidityiss = 4.3 (yems=0)in  aa further, since it enhances the regeneration especiallgin p
Pb+Pb collisions at LHC beam ener@y.,=2.76 A TeV. The hatched ~ ripheral collisions. However, we should note that, the agsu
band is the model result with the upper and lower borderseeorr tion of charm quark thermalization indicates a full enegsl
sponding to the calculations with and without anti-shadghgndfect.  and it may not be reached in peripheral and semi-central col-
The RHIC datal[52] are for AuAu collisions atyems=0. lisions at beam energi»,=2.76 A TeV. When we switch

off the anti-shadowing (lower border of the band), both the

hard component controlled by the initial production and the
25% to the total charmonium yield. The anti-shadowing atsoft component dominated by the regeneration would be re-
very forward rapidity in the laboratory frame (central @i guced. Considering that the enhancement factor resultea fr
in the center-of-mass frame) enhances the charm quark crogse anti-shadowing is.2 for the initial production but 22 for
1.2. As a consequence, the enhancement factor for the regegnent leads to the slightfiierence between with and without
erated charmonium number is21 = 1.44 which leads to a considering the anti-shadowing, shown in Eig.2. It is obgio
strong charmonium enhancement! If we do not consider thenat compared to the nuclear modification fadRag for the
anti-shadowing #ect on the charmonium regeneration andyje|d, the modification factoraa for the transverse momen-

initial production, the totaRaa is significantly reduced. tum is less sensitive to the shadowirfteet [53].
1.10 \ T T T 1.4 ' T ' | ' '
=4.3 =2.3
[ Fixed Target E_=2.76A TeVy'*=4.3 ) | R:'ﬁ' /R:'f A
— — =4. =2.3
1.08 B2 (™
- 1 1.2
< 1'067 N NN ]
< s o
S

1.04

Double Ratio
5
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‘ ‘ ‘ 1 Fixed Target Pb+Pb EI i’1=2.?GA TeV, Jhy
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1.009 100 200 300 400 0 100 200 300 200
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The centrality dependence of the¢ nu-  FIG. 3. (Color online) The centrality dependence of the deut-
clear modification factoras at forward rapidityya=4.3 (ems=0) in  tios RI=*3/Ri®=22 andp¥b=2/p¥a=22 for 3/ yield and transverse
Pb+Pb collisions at LHC beam enerd.,=2.76 A TeV. The upper momentum in PbPb collisions at LHC beam enerdg,,=2.76 A
and lower borders of the band correspond to the calculatidtts  TeV. The upper and lower borders of the two bands correspmtitet
and without anti-shadowingffect. calculations with and without shadowing and anti-shadgvefects.

To see more clearly the charmonium production mecha- From the simulations of parton distributions in cold nu-
nism, we turn to the transverse momentum information. Inclear matter[[5, 47, 48], the nuclear shadowing region is lo-



cated at very smalk. In the following we consider the
shadowing and see itsftkrence from the anti-shadowing in
J/y¥ Raa andrpa in fixed-target PBPb collisions. The max-
imum J/y rapidity in the center-of-mass frame y§2% =

cosh?! [ Van/ (ZmJ/w)]=3.13 at+/Sw=72 GeV. Considering

yield enhancement due to the anti-shadowingat = 4.3
and the yield suppression due to the shadowing,gt= 2.3
changes significantly the behavior of the double ratio, i be
comes larger than unit and can reach 1.3 in most centrai colli
sions. Note that the rapidity dependent shadowiffigot was

the expected amount of measured events, we focus on tptsed to qualitatively interpret the stronger suppressidara

backward rapidity region aroungl,s = —2 which corre-
sponds to the less forward rapidity, = Ay+Yems = 4.3-2 =

ward rﬂ%dit than that at midrapidity in AtAu collisions at
RHIC [55,/56].

2.3 in laboratory frame. From the kinematics, the momen-

tum fractions for the two gluons involved in the gluon fu-

sion process areq = (/Mg + pf/VSw)e* = 035 and
X2 = (4/mé + p?/ VSw)e? = 0.006. One is located in the

V. SUMMARY

We investigated with a transport approach the charmonium

EMC region and the other in the shadowing reglon [5] 47, 48]production in fixed-target PHPb collisions at LHC beam en-
leading to a reduction of 15% for the charm quark productiorergy E;.,=2.76 A TeV. We focused on the rapidity dependent
cross section from EKS98 evolution [5] (20% from EPS09shadowing fect on the nuclear modification factors for the
NLO evolution [48]). Taking the same ratio of charm quark charmonium yield and transverse momentum. While the av-

cross section betweegnms = —2 andy.ms = 0 calculated from

eraged transverse momentum is not sensitive to the shagowin

FONLL [49] and including the 15% shadowing reduction, we effect, the anti-shadowing leads to a strong yield enhancement

obtaindoXN/dy=0.01 mb atycms=-2. For the medium evo-
lution at this backward rapidity region, we initialize the-e
tropy density to be half of that at central rapidity/[6, 54]ialn

leads to a maximum temperaturelef=245 MeV. Fig:B3 shows

the two double ratio®R/3~*3/RI>=>% and rf=*3 /=23 of

at very forward rapidityyay =~ 4, and the shadowing results in
a strong yield suppression at less forward rapigigy~2. The
double ratio between the nuclear modification factss in
the two rapidity regions amplifies the shadowirfteet, it is
larger than unit and can reach 1.3 in most central collisions

J/y, the upper and lower borders of the two bands correspond From the model studies on gluon distribution in nuclei, see
to the calculations with and without considering the nucleafor instance Refs| [5, 46-48], there are large uncertaintie
shadowing and anti-shadowing. While the double ratio forthe domain of largex (> 0.1), which is probably due to the
the transverse momentum is not sensitive to the shadowingnknown EMC &ect. From our calculation here, the double
and anti-shadowing, as we discussed above, the strong antatio of the nuclear modification factor fdyy yield is very

shadowing aya, = 4.3 and shadowing atan = 2.3 leads to a

sensitive to the gluon shadowingfect in diferentx region.

strong enhancement of the double ratio for the yield. WithouA precise measurement of the ratio may provide a sensitive
considering the shadowing and anti-shadowing, the strongerobe to the gluon distribution.

charmonium suppression in the hotter mediunyat = 4.3

(To=310 MeV) compared with the weaker suppression in theAcknowledgement: The work is supported by the NSFC

relatively colder medium afiop = 2.3 (Tp=245 MeV) makes
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the double ratio less than unit. However, the inclusion ef th Nos.2013CB922000 and 2014CB845400.
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