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The cross section between a cc pair and a nuclkon is sn all and sensitive to the cc separation
if the pair is In a colorsinglt state, but very large and insensitive to the separation if it is in a
color-octet state. W e use this property in an absorption m odel involring both color com ponents to

deduce the color structure of cc pairs produced In p B )A !

X reactions. O ur analysis show s that

the NA 3, NA 38 and E 772 data are not inconsistent w ith the theoretical picture that color-octet
and colorsinglet precursors are produced in roughly equalproportions if the produced color-singlet
precursors are pointlike and transparent. H ow ever, ifthe color-singlet precursors are not transparent
but have a cross section of a few mb, these data do show a de nite preference for a Jarger fraction
of colorsinglet precursors. In either case, the coloroctet fraction increases with x, , approaching

unity as x, becom es large.
PACS number(s): 13.85t, 25.75q, 1390+ 1

I. NTRODUCTION

T here hasbeen m uch recent interest in them echanism s
of heavy quarkonium production. Bodwin, Braaten,
and Lepage [_]:] have developed a factorization form al-
isn based on nonrelativistic quantum chrom odynam ics
NRQCD) for very m assive quarks, a form alisn that al-
Iow s a system atic calculation of nclisive J= produc—
tion cross sections. T he form alisn accounts for the pro—
duction of both colorsinglt (C1l) and coloroctet (C8)
cc precursor states that w ill evolre into C1 quarkonium
states. It has been used to study m any heavy quarko—
nium production processes E_Z{:_fé].

In NRQCD, production am plitudes are expanded in
powers of both the strong coupling constant ¢ and the
velocity v of the heavy quark. For hadroproduction
of quarkonia at xed-target energies of several hundred
GeV, the lowest (called hereafter the \leading") order
in J= production tums out to be v’ ©rC1l precur-
sors, and 2v’ for C8 precursors. T heoretical analyses
have shown that in these lading orders, the total J=
production comes from C8 and C1l precursor states in
roughly equal proportions E_'J*{B,:_l-é_j']

However, r hadroproduction of J= , °and with
Iow p:. at =xed-target energies, the calculated lowest—
order results of this double expansion @] seem to dis-
agree wih the observed polarization and production
rates of J= and ;. Alhough one can adjist input
param eters to t the observed production rates, the dis—
crepancy with the polarization data rem ains ES]. This
seam s to indicate a need for higherorder quarkonium
production m echanisn s at these energies B{:_E'z].

O ne ofthe In portant param eters that characterize the
nature of these quarkoniim production processes is the
coloroctet fraction at production. W e would lke to
point out in this paper that this Infom ation can be
extracted from the observed nuclear suppression of pA

orBA ! X cross sections. The possbility arises be—
cause the produced C 8 precursors are expected to be ab-
sorbed m uch m ore strongly than C 1 precursors {[5{25].
T his possibility is realized by generalizing the absorption
m odel l_2€_§{:_3(_]'], in Sec. IT, to handle these two color com —
ponents. The color dependence of ccN cross sections
are then reviewed in Sec. III to provide a theoretical
background against which the analysis of the available
experim ental data for low p. J= production at xed-
target energies B-]_J'{:_3-§] will be m ade, In Sec. IV, using
our tw o-com ponent absorption m odel.

O ur analysis show s that the data are not inconsistent
w ith the theoretical picture that C8 and C1 precursors
are produced in roughly equalproportions ifthe C1 pre—
cursorsare produced in pointlike trangparent ornoninter—
active states. However, when freed from these prevalent
theoretical prejuidices, the available data do show a def-
nie preference for a larger fraction of C1 precursors if
they are produced, and are propagating, in states that
are signi cantly absorbed by the nuclkarm edium . In ei-
ther case, the C8 fraction increases with the Feynm an
X, , approaching uniy as x, becom es large.

A dditional im plications of our m odels are brie y dis-
cussed, and the need for m ore experin ental absorption
data is noted, in the concluding Sec. V.

II. A GENERALIZED ABSORPTION M ODEL
W ITH TW O COLOR COMPONENTS

T NRQCD fi], dynam ical processes in NRQCD are
controlled by varioustin e scales: (1) the quark-antiquark
production tine 1=M where M is the c quark mass, (2)
gie tim e for orbitalm otion n quarkoniim 1=M v r

1=M gcp , where r are the characteristic spatial ex—
tension ofthe quarksin the ccpairand gcp istheQCD
con nement scale, and (3) 1M v? = 1= 4cp i_]:]ﬁ)rei—
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ther the characteristic tin e for the cc pair to be blown
up from a point to quarkonium size, or equivalently the
QCD con nement tine. The C8 precursor w ill eventu—
ally hadronize into C1 J= m esons by color neutraliza—
tion through the absorption or em ission of soft gluions by
the end of the strong-interaction tin e.

The tradiional understanding is that this color-
neutralization process takes place over a much longer
nonperturbative Q CD tim e scale ofabout 1= g¢p 05
fm /c in the cc rest fram e. In this fram e, the longitudi-
nal spacing betw een target nuclkons in a pA reaction is
d= (X ),whered= 2 fn isthe intemuclkon spacing in a
nuckus at rest and (. ) is the relativistic energy/m ass
ratio of the m oving target nuclkons,

p 4 2 2 2
&)= suw mi_ + Xpsyw =4+ P
q_
+xXr  (Suw 4m§)=4 =@mj- my); @)
wherep,;- isthetransversem om entum ofthe produced

J= ,and< p{;_ >= 126Gev? (34]. T hus, the dynam -
ics of J=  propagation after production in nuclki is fur-
ther controlled by the passagetined= = d=(? 1)'72
the next target nucleon takes to m eet the produced cc
pair. Sihcethevalieof (x, ) can be large in high-energy
PA ocollisions @bout 15 atxr = Owhen theNN cm . en—
ergy s syy = 30GeV),one ndsd= (x ) (x, )<<
05 fin /c orx, > 0 at xed-target energies of several
hundred G &V . T herefore, orpA collisions in  xed-target
experim ents, m any of the collisions between target nu-—
cleons and the produced (cc)g pair with x, > 0 are ex—
pected to take place before its color is neutralized. T his
is particularly true at higher energies w here the Lorentz
contraction is stronger.

T he collisions of this C8 cc pair w ith target nuclkons
at high energies have been studied earlier by K harzeev
and Satz LB!:J'] They have argued that these collisions
do not lad to absorption (the eventual breakup of the
cc system ). They assum e instead that the pair will
stay together as it traverses the m edium , su ering only
quastelastic scatterings caused by stretchingsofthe (cc)g
string that shift the sam e integrated production cross sec—
tion to lower x, . To account for the nuclear suppression
shown in the data, they appealto the idea ofglion shad-
ow Ing, ie. the assum ption of a nuclear m odi cation of
the glion density oftarget nucleons that dependsonly on
the fractionalm om entum X, carried by the target par-
tons [39,36).

W e would like to describe here a very di erent picture
of J= suppression in nuclki based on a generalization
of the standard absorption picture of I_Z-é {',_B-C_i]. A precur-
sor can rem ain in the sam e precursor state after colliding
w ith a target nucleon, but its transfom ation into other
precursors through the exchange ofa Pom eron or a hard
gluon cannot in generalbe avoided. T he only exception is

for C1 precursors in the pointlike, or color transparency,
lim i, a situation we shall discuss further below . The cc
precursor could still stay close together, but is future
fate In the absence of fiirther collisions is already deter—
m ined in this precursor representation of states. W hen
the precursor rem ains In its originalprecursor state after
scattering, we have elastic scattering. A 11 other scatter—
Ing processes contribute to the reaction cross section ..

W e begin by considering the hard scattering between a
parton of the pro Ectilke nuckon and a parton ofa target
nucleon nside a nucleusw ith A nucleons, a hard scatter—
Ing that produces both C1 and C8 precursor (cc) pairs
which will evolve into various quarkoniim and open-—
cham meson states. The probability elem ent for pre-
cursor production by the collision at a target nuclon at
r, = b,z )i

b, ;z, )db, dz, ;

w here the density distribbution is nom alized by

A produced precursor w ill collide w ith target nucleons
along itspath wih a (cc)-N reaction cross section of ..
T he probability of the precursor colliding w ith a target
nuclkon is therefore

Tas b, 72,) 27

w here

Ta> ©, ;2,) = ©, iz.)dz) ; @)

z
A

and Ta> b, ; 1 )= T, b, ), the usual thickness func-
tion. Thus, the probability for the precursor to collide
w ith n target nucleons and m iss the other @A 1) n
target nuckon is

A 1
Tas ©, ;2 ) FL Tas b,;z) 1% P ": Q)

A fter the precursor has collided w ith the target nucle-
ons, the precursorw illbe in di erent degrees ofw ounded—
ness. W e denote by S, the probability of nding the J=
precursor (which willeventually evolve into a J= at the
end of the strong-interaction tim e) after colliding w ith
n target nucleons. The m eson production cross section
In a pA collision with a nuclkar target of m ass num ber
A can then be related to the production cross section In
nuclon-nuclkon collision by

A Z
d P2 =dxr o o d K 1S A 1
= ;ZA A ZA
Ad N =dxg 8 " n

n=0

Tas ©, ;2 ) P01 Tas b,;z) 1% P 2 @



By integrating over z, and extending the above consid-
erations to mclideboth C1 i= 1) and C8 (i= 8) com —
ponents, we obtain the x, -dependent nucleus to nucleon
yield ratio per nuclkon for the quarkoniim under consid—
eration:
d P2 =dxr

Ad }}I:N =dXF

X x 1
= fi %)

i=1;8 n=0

R EA=NN ;x, )
SinRin

@) ©)

where f; (x, ) isthe (cc); fraction nom alized to f; + fg =
1, and

Z
db, ¥ A 1
Rin(pA)=
irm:O n
n ( l)m A n+m
— = 1 T, 0,) ir (6)
m A n+m

T his is our generalized absorption m odel.

Tt is clear that when a J= precursor produced at a
nuclon site passes through the rest of the target nucleus
w ithout further collision, it will evolre into a nalstate
J= as if i had been produced n a pN collision in free
space: a C1l precursor will evolve into a J= , whik a
C 8 precursor (cc)g will evolve into a J= wih the ad-
ditional absorption or em ission of a soft gluion after a
relatively Jong Q CD color neutralization tin e that is still
short com pared to electrom agnetic interaction tin es. Be—
cause of this, S;¢ isunity by de nition. Furthem ore, £;
are the actual color fractions right after production at
the production site of a target nucleon.

A m inor com plication should now bem entioned. In ad—
dition to the direct production considered so far, the ex—
perin ental detector also counts J= particles that com e
Indirectly from radiative decays of excited quarkonium
states, particularly the ;;; mesons. T hese Indirect con—
tributions can sin ply be added to the direct contribution
In both the num erator and the denom nator di erential
cross sections that m ake up the yield ratioR In Eq. (:5) .
Equivalently, as we choose to do from now on, we can
re-de ne our precursor states so that they inclide both
direct and indirect J= m esons that w illenter the exper—
In ental detector.

T he original collision at a production site producespre—
cursors not only for the nalJ= , but also for all other
pem issble hadronic nal states not inclided in the ex-—
perin ental yield for J= production. Hence these other
precursors do not contribute to ourm odel form ula when
there is no further collision at the target nuclus.

Let us consider next a precursor that su ers one or
m ore collisions in the target nuclkus after production. At
the end of all these collisions, the originalJ= precursor
w ill be transform ed into precursors for all possibble nal

hadronic states including J= , w ith a totalprobability of
1. At the sam e tim g, other precursors di erent from the
J= precursor, allproduced at the originaltarget nucleon
site, w illbe changed into J= precursorsw ih some nie
probabilities. T he nom alized probability Si, forn  1is
Just the population ofJ= precursorspresent aftern col-
lisionsw ith target nucleons, nom alized to a J= precur—
sor population ofS;y = 1 for precursors that escape any
hit. Containing contributions from all precursors pro—
duced at the production site, it describes the probability
of recovering a J= precursor affer n precursornuclon
collisions.

T hese recovery probabilities are relatively com plicated
quantities that contain thee ectsofavailablephase space
and of coherent coupled-channel dynam ics R4]. A sin -
ple assum ption one can m ake is that on the average a
certain fraction of ;, is recoverable, while the rem ain—
der, denoted the e ective absorption cross section iaps
In nuclki, is irretrievably lost. U sing this fractional ;aps
In our form ulas, we should now set all recovery probabili-
ties S, forn 1 to zero, because precursors are now , by
de nition, irretrievably lost aftereach hit by the e ective

ijaps. Generalizing to nucleusnuclus B A ) ocollisions,
we obtain the follow ing equation for the x, -dependent
nuclkusnuclkus to nuclkon-nuclkon yield ratio per target
nucleon per pro fctile nucleon for J= production:
X
RBA=NN;x )= fix, )RiBA); (1)
i=1;8

where f; (x, ) isthe (cc); fraction nom alized to £; + fg =
1, and

Z
db db
R,@A)= —oon e

A iabsB iabs
B

1 1 Ts (bB) iabs
A

1 1 Ta (bA) iabs : (8)

T his is just the fam iliar \sin ple" absorption m odel, now
generalized to handle tw o color com ponents. T he absorp—
tion cross sections that appear are e ective values in the
nuclkarm ediim nvolving precursors not at the m om ent
of their production, but when they hi the next nuclon
In the colliding nuclei.

In generalizing the pA result ofEq. ('_5) to Eq. @) for
B A ocollisions, we havem ade the in plicit assum ption that
the absorption of the precursor of J= due to is colli-
sion w ith produced soft particles is not in portant in BA
collisions. T his isbecause the average relative kinetic en—
ergy between the produced particles and the precursors
of J= is amn aller than the threshold energy (about 640
M &V) for the precursor to breakup. It is further sup-
ported by com paring experin entalpA and AB data t_B-Q']



From thepergoective ofour generalized absorption pic—
ture, the m odel of Ref. l_3-§'] contains only elastic scat—
tering of precursors and no absorption at all. W ih no
absorption present, the authors are forced to introduce
another source of absorption based on glion shadow ing.

G uon shadow ing describes a change in the m om en—
tum distribution ofa parton in a nuclkon in the target as
com pared to that in free space. The m om entum distri-
bution of a pro gctik parton is also changed because of
the loss of nitial energy due to collisions before the hard
scattering at the production site. These shadow ing ef-
fects are real, and they should be included In a com plete
theory. H owever, they appear to be an all, as evidenced
by the weak dependence of the cham yield per nuclon
on the target mass number A in pA collisions given by
AL00 005 002_p gy fom 0.05to 04 37]. T herefore,
we shallnot nclide them in our analysis.

III. COLORDEPENDENCE OF
SECTION S

(cc) N CROSS

For the absorption cross sectionsneeded in Eq. ('_”2), we
rely conosptually on the fact that high-energy hadron-
hadron cross sections are dom inated by Pom eron ex—
change [_1-5,:_1-6] In the Two-G luon M odelofthe P om eron
(TGMP) studied by Low , Nussinov and others {17{24],
the avor dependence of the total cross sections is a size—
dependent e ect arising from the color separation in colk-
orkess hadrons. The total hadron-nuclon cross section
can be expressed as T; T,, where T,, is the contribu-—
tion In which the two exchanged glions interact w ith n
particles (here quarks) in the progctile. The cross sec—
tion vanishes if one of the colliding hadrons shrinks to
a point, because n this limi T, = T;. In this ponnt
lim i, the hadron cannot even scatter into intermm ediate
C 8 states by single glion exchange because it is color
neutral. T hus pointlike C 1 precursors are transparent in
the nuclear m edium , w ith zero total cross section when
the colliding energies are su clently high so that m eson—
exchange contributions becom e unim portant. This phe—
nom enon of \color" transparency is the transparency of
pointlike colorless hadrons in a nuclkarm edium of large
colorless nuc]e:ons. (For a recent review of color trans—
parency, see £51.)

If the C 1 precursors are produced in pointlike states,
and if the ocollision energies are so high that the pas—
sage tim e to the next target nuclkon is too short for such
pointlike precursors to grow much in size, these C1 pre—
cursors w ill be quite transparent as they propagate In
the nuclear m edium . Under the circum stances, nuclear
absorption n J= production can only come from the
absorptive C 8 precursors. This gives us a window for
watching C 8 precursors in J= production. It w illbe in—
teresting to nd out the extent to which this theoretical

picture is actually supported by the experin ental data
on nuclkar suppression.

T he cross section is very di erent for (q)gN scatter—
ng, however, as pointed out by D olesiand Hufmer {22
T his isbecause the one—and tw o-quark contributionsnow
add together in the form of T; + T,=8. The resuk is
then Insensitive to the g separation In C8 precursors.
Tt is also very large, typically of the order of 3060 mb
when a perturbative propagator is used for glions w ith
a nonzero e ective m ass. T he situation is rem iniscent of
that in electrodynam ics where the cross section for two
equal charges of the sam e sign is much larger than the
cross section for a dipok m ade up of two equalbut op-
posite charges P41

Recently, this TGM P for both singlet and octet (q)-
N scattering hasbeen studied in detailby one ofus R4].
The m ain m otivation is to understand why the experi-
m ental cross sections for radially excited m esons ofm uch
larger sizes are actually close to one another in valie.
T hisunexpected feature can be understood in the TGM P
if the m esons are propagating in an eigenm ode wih a
comm on eigen cross section because of strong coupling
between them . In addition, a detailed m odel has been

tted In ﬂ2-4: that contains a number of in portant re—

nements: (1) A nonpertufoatjye g]uon propagator (the
C omw allpropagator) isused [38,39 lw ith the gluon m ass
obtained by ttingthe N and K N total cross sections.
(2) Com plktem eson form factors are used w ithout m ak—
Ing the snall meson approximation. (3) For (singlt
meson)-N scattering, a coupled-channel problem [fl-C_i] is
solved using m any scattering channels containing radi-
ally excited mesons. By tting N N cross sections and
the ratios of mesonN )/N N cross sections, the extrap—
olated octet (cc)g N total cross section, to be denoted

g below , tums out to be 48 mb, In agreem ent w ith the
range of 30 60 mb fund by D okfiand Hufher R3]
T hese coloroctet cross sections are quite nsensitive to
m eson size and avor contents.

W e shallneed In our analysis that part of the reaction
cross section denoted In thispaperasthee ective g5 In
nuclki. A ocN oollision at high energies can be expected
to cause the cc pair to be broken up, ie. rem oved from
the J= channels, w ith relatively little elastic or quasi-
elastic scatterings. In the nuclearm edium , however, this
reaction cross section m ust be reduced by its fractional
recovery In subsequent collisions. Hence we shalluse the
estin ated theoreticalvalue only for conosptualguidance,
and shall try to nd out what the data m ight tell us
about this cross section.

To com plete our review ofP om eron exchange cross sec—
tions, we should point out that the colorsinglket (cc); N
total cross section in free space, to be denoted ;, can
be estim ated In a number ofways. Themodel tted In
f_Z-é_;] gives a resuk of 56 mb at =~ s = 20 GeV, but re-
quires an Input of the J= meson m s radius, for which
we have only theoretical estim ates. A result of at least



25 mb at this energy has been calculated by K harzeev
and Satz [fl-]_;] from hadron glion structure functions in
short-distance QCD . A third estin ate can be m ade by
converting the experim ental forward J= photoproduc—
tion cross section [_éiz_i]toatotal N cross section w ith
the help ofvectorm eson dom nance (VM D ), ie. the dea
that the photon actually contains a an all adm ixture of
vectormesons. Thisgives ; 18mbat™ s= 20G&V.
However, the VM D m odel is know n to underestin ate the

N cross section by about 15% and the N cross
section by about 50% [43]. This could mean that ;
should be larger, perhaps around 2 to 3.5 mb. A though
these three estin ates are only in rough agreem ent w ith
one another, they are all an order ofm agniude an aller
than 8 .

A llthese estin ates are for the \asym ptotic" totalcross
section in one ccnucleon scattering, and w ithout the ad—
ditional s dependence appropriate to the P om eron dom -
nance of the cross sections at high energies t_l@l] Weare
Interested only In is absorptive part in nuclkd, after the
recovery corrections m entioned previously. There is, In
addition, a threshold e ect which reduces the cross sec—
tion m ore and m ore below is asym ptotic value the lower
the collision energy t_4-14'] Hencewe shalladopt a m ore op—
portunistic phenom enological approach in choosing ;aps
In ourm odel analyses.

Iv. THE COLOR-OCTET FRACTION

W e are now In a position to extract the C8 fraction
fg from the experin ental cross section or yield for J=
production in nuckiby using Eq. {1). We rst analyze
the experin entalx, integrated yields as functions ofthe
target m assnumberA at xed-target energy of800 G eV
ofthe pA data (772 Collaboration) B2]and at 200G ev
of the combined pA data (VA3 Collboration) [31] and
BA (uckusnuckus) data NA 38 Collbomation) {B3].
(T he average values of the kinem atical variables in the
experin ental data at 800 GeV are < x, > 027 and
<p> 07Gev Bil)

T he resuls forthe C 8 fraction fg obtained in ourm odel
analysisare shown in F ig. la as functionsof g5 forthe
colortransparency choice of 1.5 = 0. The associated

2 perdegree of freedom ofthem odel tto data are given
In Fig. 1b. W e see that the best t to the E772 data
appears at gaps = 15 mb, a value that is considerably
an aller than the best theoretical asym ptotic value of 48
mb. However, the data are consistent w ith a ratherw ide
range of range g ps. The t isnoticeably poorer for the
200 G &V data, which show a preference form uch an aller
valies of gaps. This is probably only partially due to
the threshold e ect m entioned previously.

At 800 Ge&V, the extracted C8 fraction fg at best t
is about 0.8, but the fraction decreases w ith increasing

gapss being about 055 at gaps = 30 mb. The results

at 200 G eV are noticeably am aller, being usually below
05.

Tt is Interesting to com pare our results with the in—
form ation on the C8 fraction at production deduced
from analysis of production data on nucleon targets.
A theoretical analysis of the 300 Ge&V CDF data on
the N ! (J= )X by Tang and Vanttinen {] has
yielded a theoretical C8 fraction from both direct pro—
duction and indirect production (from their Table 1) of
020=(020+ 0:14) 0:59. However, the total theoretical
J= production cross section isonly 0.38 ofthe cbserved
value. (Indirect production com es from the radiative de—

cays of excited quarkonium states, prim arily 1;,.)
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Fig. 1. @) The owlbroctet fraction fg tting

the experim ental x, -integrated yields as a finction
of the e ective color-octet absorption cross section

gabs When 1,psis xed at zero (colortransparancy
lin it), and (o) the corresponding 2 per degree of
freedom .

Sin ilar fractions have been obtained by Beneke and
R othstein E] for oN production at 300 G&V . They give
a direct C8 (direct C1) contrbution of about 40 (20) %
of the total. This is In rough agreem ent w ith the direct
C8 (direct C1) percentage of56 (21) $ found in P_L'].

P revious analyses of the nuclkar suppression data us—
ing absorption m odels have been based on C1 precur-
sors only, since these analyses were rst perform ed at
a tin e when production was supposed to be predom i-
nantly C1. W ih ourtw o-com ponent absorption m odel, a
m uch w ider range ofphysicalassum ptions can be checked
against the experin ental data. In particular, we have
shown in Fig. 1 that an absorption m odel can be con-
structed that respects the popular theoretical prejudices
that C1 precursors are produced in pointlike states and
tend to be trangparent in the colliding nuclear com plx,



w here C 8 precursors are strongly absorbed. The C 8 frac—
tions that com e out of this m odel are quite substantial,
In agreem ent w ith independent analyses of hadron pro—
duction rates in free space.

Tt isnow worth asking ifthe available nuclear suppres—
sion data require colortransparency. To answ erthis ques—
tion, we look form odelsw ith nonzero 1 5ps. N onzero ab—
sorption for C1 precursorsm eans that they have a sub—
stantial size when they hit a nuclkon after production.
At xed target energies, these C1 precursors usually do
not have enough tin e to grow enough In size if they had
been produced pointlike. T hus signi cant C 1 absorption
usually m eans that these precursors are produced w ih

nie sizes.
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Fig.2.SameasFig. 1l but or ;,,5s= 35mb.

Fig. 2 gives the results form odel tting using 1aps =
35mb, closetom any ofthe valuesestin ated forthe J= -
N cross section in free space, as reviewed In Sec. ITII.W e
see that the tsare com parable to those shown in Fig. 1
for the E 772 data, and they are better for the 200 G &V
data. Sin ilar ts can be obtained for the E772 data at

1abs = 6:7mb, the best— t value if g, s is xed at the
theoretical value 0of 48 mb. However, the 200 GeV data
cannot be tted wellw ith this large valuie of ;5. One
comm on features ofthese m odels w ith fairly large 1aps
isthat the C 1 precursors are now providing a substantial
part of the experim ental nuclkar suppression. Hence the
octet fraction fg needed is reduced. F ig. 2 show sthat or
the 200 G &V data, the extracted fg is usually less than
02. This ismuch an aller than the octet fraction found
In the theoretical picture of hadronproduction given In
leading-order NRQCD (Al

O ur phenom enological analyses seem to show that the
available data alone are not su ciently discrin nating

to tell us if the C1 precursors are transparent because
they are produced pointlike, or ifthey are easily absorbed
because they are produced at aln ost fill size.
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Fig.3. The coloroctet fraction fg as a function of
X, . @) sPr 14s= 0mb ,and b) isor ;.s=

35mb.

W enext analyze the x, -dependent experim entalyields
for the pA data using gaps= 20mb and 155s= 0 (35)
mb. The results for the C8 fraction fg are given in Fig.
3a (Bb). The error bars shown describe only the uncer-
tainties from data tting for the chosen valies of gaps-
The e ects com ing from the uncertainties of the chosen
absorption cross sections them selves can be seen by com —
paring the results of Figs. 3a and 3b, but we should
also rem em ber that these gures descrbe rather di er—
ent physicalm odels, one w ith color transparency and one
w ih signi cant C1 absorption. These gures seem to
show that forx, > 0:5, the C8 fraction fg is rather close
to 1, and seem s to scale In x, .

To account forthe abnom ally sm allyieldsat large x, ,
Badieret al: [31]have to postulate the existence ofa new
m echanian of J= production. W e have attributed this
phenom enon instead to the presence ofa greater fraction
0of C 8 precursors and to their strong absorption as they
propagate in nuclkarm atter. Fig. 3 also show s that be-
Iow x, = 035, the extracted f3 fraction seem sto decrease
w ith decreasing collision energy. The decrease is very
dram atic when ;55 is large.

A tantalizing possbility is that it is not so much the



production m echanisn s them selves that are strongly en—
ergy dependent, but rather that the produced precursors
at di erent energies have di erent tin es to evolve before
hitting the next nuclkon. For exam ple, the precursors
m ight have been produced predom inantly in C8 states,
as suggested by the lkading-order NRQCD calculations,
but their colors m ight have been neutralized in a tim e-
dependent way after production. It is therefore interest—
ng to plot the deduced C 8 fraction against the passage
tine t, = d=
The resuls, given In F ig. 4, show that the low %, points
m ight indeed depend sm oothly on d, but unfortunately
the points from the two data sets do not overlap so that
w e cannot establish a case forthis dependence at low =, .
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Fig.4. The colbroctet fraction fg as a function
of the passage tine , = d= (x,) . ). (@) is for
1abs — Omb ,and () is for 1abs — 35mb.

The tin e scale nvolved In Fig. 4 isonly a an all frac—
tion ofthetine 1= gcp 0:5 fm /c for nonperturbative
color neutralization by soff-gluon em ission or absorption.
T he decrease 0fC 8 fraction w ith Increasing passage tim e
% is particularly noticeable in the model of Fig. 4b. It
could be the consequence of a relatively fast, or \pre-
m ature", color neutralization m echanisn involving hard
gluons.

for the two m odels shown in Fig. 3.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUD ING
REM ARKS

A scenario rather close to prem ature color neutraliza—
tion hasbeen proposed by K harzeev and Satz @-Z_i‘] They
have suggested that by the tin e the (cc)g pair leaves
the nuckon where it was produced, is color has al-
ready been neutralized by the pickup of an additional
gluon to form a J= precursorthat isa (cc)g g hybrid
@é‘]. N uclear suppression com es from hybrid absorption
In hybrid-nuclkon collisions. T hey estin ate that the re—
quired e ective absorption cross section of about 6 mb
for the integra yield is consistent with a hybrid size
of size rg 1= 2M g4cop 02 025 fm. It isnot
Inm ediately clear that this estin ate of ry is theoretically
reliable since it isalso an estim ate forthe size ofthe quark
wave function in the quarkonium . O ne would naively ex—
pect that w ith Increasing quark m assM , the hybrid size
would decrease m ore slow Iy than the quarkoniim size,
and perhaps not at all, if the e ective glion m ass does
not changem uch w ith the quark massM .

This hybrid picture has been used in P4] to interpret
the e ective absorption cross section as a function ofx,
obtained by us in a prelin inary version of our analy—
sis based on the standard one-com ponent analog ofEqg.
@'j) . In the TGM P of hybridnuclkon scattering, the to—
tal cross section is approxin ately (9/4) 1 aps ifthe (cc)g
constituent is treated as a point particle, and if the av—
erage (cc)g—g separation is the sam e as that between the
quark and the antiquark in the (cc); quarkoniim . How —
ever, the hybrid-nuclkon cross section can be m ade to
vary by changing the hybrid size. The x, dependence of
the deduced e ective absorption cross sections can then
be translated into an x, dependence of the hybrid size,
w ith the m s separation between the (cc)g and g ranging
from about 014 0.02 m forx, = 007 to 0.5 0:15
atx, = 06 f_Z-Z_L'] T he picture seam s to be that the gluon
separation from the cc pair n the hybrid is larger the
higher the precursor energy.

T he description given in Fig. 3 of the x, dependence
of J= absomption In tem s of a change in the C8 frac—
tion also di ers from the explanation given by l'(_lE_;] based
on the energy loss of niialstate partons, the m odi ca—
tion of nitialtarget parton m om entum in nuclki, and the
energy loss of nalstate cc system s. T he experim ental
open-cham production cross section In pA collisions has
been und to behave asA100 005 002 B} frx  from
005to 04. Such a behavior in plies that the initialstate
e ects of energy loss and the m odi cation of niial tar-
get parton m om entum distrbution in nuclei are sm all.
Thus, the Initialstate e ects on J= production should
also be small. Furthem ore, the nalstate precursor-
N collisions involved are high-energy processes that are
m ore lkely to lead to eventual breakup than to energy
loss by quasielastic scattering.



O ur absorption m odels have interesting In plications in
another aspect of the nuclkar absorption problm . The
experin ental nuclear suppression of produced ’m esons
appearsto be quite sin ilarto that forJ= m esons {_3-.3:,2-1_;]
For C 1-dom Inated absorption m odels, this could be un—
derstood only as a coupled-channele ect, wih di erent
m esons propagating in nuclei in the sam e coherent eigen—
m ode and therefore the sam e \eigen" cross section {_Z-Z_L']
T he need for coherent propagation is greatly reduced In
C 8-dom inated m odels, since the cross sections between
C 8 precursors and nuclkons are now size-insensiive, and
about the sam e for C8 precursors of di erent cc sep—
arations. Also crosschannelm atrix elem ents are likely
to be quite an all for Pom eron exchange ﬁ_Zé_bl] H ow ever,
these C8 precursor channels could still be coupled to—
gether via the exchanges of sihgl hard glions. Hence
the C 8 precursors for di erent quarkonium statesm ight
still propagate together coherently.

In conclusion, we nd that our absorption m odelw ih
tw o color com ponents seem s to be a usefil tool for ex—
tracting the color-octet fraction in quarkoniim produc—
tion under a variety of physically interesting circum —
stances. T he available experin entaldata on J= absorp—
tion in nucleiare not inconsistent w ith the theoreticalpic—
ture that color-octet precursors are abundantly produced
and strongly absorbed In nuclear collisionsat xed target
energies, w hile colorsinglet precursors that are also pro—
duced m ight be transparent because they are produced
In pointlike states. H owever, better tsto these data are
obtained by using an older picture that color-singlet pre—
cursors are signi cantly absorbed by nucleiand m ight be
resgoonsible for m ost of the observed nuclkar absorption
by being dom inant in the absorption step ofthe reaction
at least In certain energy and kinem atical regions.

M uch m ore e ort will be needed to clarify the situa-
tion. Tt m ight be necessary to have a better understand—
Ing and treatm ent also of neglected e ects In quarko—
nium production B;ﬂ T hese e ects include higher-tw ist
m echanian s of production E], higher Fock-gpace com —
ponents In progctile or target {é.44 and nonperturba—
tive nalstate interactions in the production processes
(the K ~factor) 46{48,13], such as that between ¢ and ¢
In ocolor-octet production and between the cc pair and
the acoom panying glion in color-singlet production near
threshold. In any m odel, one needs to understand the
nature and physical origin of the x, dependence of the
extracted color-octet fraction. The e ect of the coherent
m ixing of precursor states at subsequent collisions w ith
nucleons should also be studied.

Above all, new experim entalJ= production data for
di erent colliding nuclkiat di erent energies w illbe very
helpfiil in discrin nating between di erent physicalm od—
els, especially when extended to negative values of x,
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