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Abstract

The color evaporation m odelsim ply states that charm onium production is

described by the sam e dynam ics as D �D production,i.e.,by the form ation

of a colored c�c pair. Its color happens to be bleached by soft �nal-state

interactions.W eshow thatthem odelgivesacom pletepictureofcharm onium

production includinglow-energy production byproton,photon and antiproton

beam s,and high-energy production attheTevatron and HERA.O uranalysis

includes the �rst next-to-leading-order calculation in the color evaporation

m odel.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In arecentpaper[1]wepointed outthatan unorthodoxprescription fortheproduction of

rapiditygapsin deep inelasticscattering,proposed byBuchm �ullerand Hebecker[2],suggests

a description oftheproduction ofheavy quark bound stateswhich isin agreem entwith the

data. The prescription represents a reincarnation ofthe \duality" or\colorevaporation"

m odel. It is very im portant to study the validity of this approach as it questions the

conventionaltreatm entofthecolorquantum num berin perturbativeQCD.

The conventionaltreatm entofcolor,i.e.,the colorsingletm odel,hasrun into serious

problem sdescribingthedataontheproduction ofcharm onium [3].W hileattem ptstorectify

the situation exist [4],the color singlet m odelhas rem ained the standard by which other

approachesarem easured.Hereweshow thatthecolorevaporation approach,which actually

predatesthecolorsingletapproach,describestheavailabledata well.Aftera discussion of

the m odelitself, we show how the ratio ofproduction by antiprotons to production by

protonsform sa quantitative testofthe m odel. The m odelpassesthe testextraordinarily

well.W ethen show how furtherquantitative testscan beperform ed using thethedata on

photoproduction and hadroproduction totalcrosssections.W e�nally show thatthem odel

successfully describespT distributionsattheTevatron.

II.T H E M O D EL

Colorevaporation representsa fundam entaldeparturefrom theway colorsingletstates

aretreated in perturbation theory.In fact,coloris\ignored".Ratherthan explicitly im pos-

ing thatthe system isin a colorsingletstate in the short-distance perturbative diagram s,

the appearance ofcolorsingletasym ptotic statesdepends solely on the outcom e oflarge-

distance uctuationsofquarksand gluons. These large-distance uctuationsare probably

com plex enough forthe occupation ofdi�erentcolorstatesto respectstatisticalcounting.

In otherwords,colorisa nonperturbativephenom enon.In Fig.1 weshow typicaldiagram s

fortheproduction of -particlesusingthecom petingtreatm entsofthecolorquantum num -

ber.In thediagram ofFig.1a,thecolorsingletapproach,the isproduced in gluon-gluon

interactionsin association with a �nalstate gluon which isrequired by colorconservation.

Thisdiagram isrelated by crossing to thehadronicdecay  ! 3 gluons.

In thecolorevaporation approach,thecolorsingletproperty ofthe isinitially ignored.

Forinstance,the  can be produced to leading orderby q�q-annihilation into c�c,which is

the color-equivalent ofthe Drell-Yan process. This diagram is calculated perturbatively;

its dynam ics are dictated by short-distance interactions ofrange �x ’ m
�1

 
. It does not

seem logicalto enforce the color singlet property ofthe  at short distances,given that

thereisan in�nitetim eforsoftgluonsto readjustthecolorofthec�cpairbeforeitappears

asan asym ptotic  or,alternatively,D �D state. Itisindeed hard to im agine thata color

singlet state form ed ata range m �1
 
,autom atically survives to form a  . This form alism

was,in fact,proposed alm ost twenty years ago [5{8]and subsequently abandoned for no

good reason.

Thecolorevaporation approach tocolorleadstoasim ilardescription ofbound and open

charm production.In thecolorevaporation m odel
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FIG .1. Typicaldiagram sfor(a)color singlet production and (b)colorevaporation  pro-

duction.
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where the crosssection forproducing heavy quarks,�c�c,iscom puted perturbatively. Dia-

gram sareincluded order-by-orderirrespectiveofthecolorofthec�cpair.Thecoe�cients 1

9

and 8

9
representthestatisticalprobabilitiesthatthe3� �3 charm pairisasym ptotically in a

singletoroctetstate.

The m odelalso predictsthatthe sum ofthe crosssectionsofallonium statesisgiven

by Eq.(1).Thisrelation is,unfortunately,di�cultto testexperim entally,since itrequires

m easuring crosssectionsforallofthebound statesata given energy.

Otherapproachessim ilarin spiritcan befound in Refs.[4]and [9].Thecolorevaporation

approach di�ersfrom Ref.[4],theform alism ofBodwin,Braaten and Lepage(BBL),in the

way that the c�c pair exchanges color with the underlying event. In the BBL form alism ,

m ultiple gluon interactions with the c�c pair are suppressed by powers ofv,the relative

velocity oftheheavy quarkswithin the .Thecolorevaporation m odelassum esthatthese

low-energy interactionscan takeplacethrough m ultiplesoft-gluon interactions;thisim plies

a statisticaltreatm entofcolor.

The colorevaporation m odelassum es a factorization ofthe production ofthe c�c pair,

which is perturbative and process dependent,and the m aterialization ofthis pair into a

charm onium state by a m echanism thatisnonperturbative and processindependent. This

assum ption isreasonable since the characteristic tim e scalesofthe two processesare very

di�erent:thetim escalefortheproduction ofthepairistheinverseoftheheavy quarkm ass,

while the form ation ofthe bound state isassociated to the tim e scale 1=�Q CD. Therefore,

com parison with the data requiresknowledgeofthefraction � ofproduced onium states

thatm aterializeas ’s,i.e.,

� = � �onium ; (3)
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where� isassum ed to bea constant.Thisassum ption isin agreem entwith thelow energy

data [10,11]. W e dem onstrated in Ref.[1]thatsim ple statisticalcounting estim atesof� ,

��,etc.,accom m odateallcharm onia data to betterthan a factorof2.

III.T H E T EST S

W e discussed severalqualitative testsofthe colorevaporation picture in Ref.[1]. One

such testthatwedid notm ention isthepolarization ofproduced charm onium .In thefram e-

work ofthe color evaporation m odelthe m ultiple softgluon exchange destroys the initial

polarization oftheheavy quark pair[12].Thisfactisin agreem entwith them easurem ents

ofthe polarization m adein �xed-target�� N [13]and �pN [14]reactions.Thecolorsinglet

m odelfailsto describethisfeatureofcharm onium production [15]sinceitpredictsthat ’s

areproduced transversely polarized.Thepredictionsin theliteratureforpolarization in the

BBL form alism havebeen som ewhatcontroversial[16].

One ofthe m ost striking features ofcolor evaporation is that the production ofchar-

m onium atlow energiesisdom inated by the conversion ofa colored gluon into a  ,asin

Fig.1b.In theconventionaltreatm ent,wherecolorsingletstatesareform ed atthepertur-

bativelevel,3 gluons(or2 gluonsand a photon)arerequired to producea  .Theresultis

thatin the colorevaporation m odel ’sare hadroproduced notonly by gluon-gluon initial

states,butalsoviaquark-antiquark fusion.In thecolorsingletapproach such diagram sonly

appearathigherordersofperturbation theory and theircontribution issm all.

W ecandistinguish between thetwopicturesexperim entallybycom paringtheproduction

ofcharm onium by proton beam swith thatfrom antiproton beam s. The colorevaporation

m odelpredicts an enhanced  cross section for antiproton beam s,while the color singlet

m odelpredictsthe sam e crosssection forthe production of ’s,whetherwe use proton or

antiproton beam s.Theprediction ofan enhanced �pyield com pared topyield atlow energies

isobviously correct:the ratio ofantiproton and proton production of ’sexceedsa factor

5 close to threshold. (See Fig.2.) In fact,ithasbeen known forsom e tim e that ’sare

predom inantly produced by q�qstates[6{8].Nonetheless,weshould notethatforsu�ciently

high energies,gluon initialstateswilleventually dom inatebecausetheyrepresentthebulkof

softpartons.Thiscan beseen in Fig.2wheretheratiogetsclosetounity forcenter-of-m ass

energiesaslow as25 GeV.

The m eritsofthe colorevaporation approach can be �rstappreciated by studying the

data in calculation-independent ways. The factorization ofthe production ofthe c�c pairs

and the form ation ofonium statesim pliesthatthe energy dependence and kinem atic dis-

tributionsofthem easured crosssection forthedi�erentbound statesshould beequivalent.

M oreover,in the approxim ation m c � m D this equivalence extends to the production of

open D �D pairs.In Fig.3 wedisplay charm photoproduction data forboth open charm and

bound stateproduction with com m on norm alization in orderto show theiridenticalenergy

behavior.In Fig.4 wedisplay charm hadroproduction data in a sim ilarfashion.

Furtherquantitativetestsofcolorevaporation arem adepossibleby thefactthatthefac-

tor� isthesam ein hadro-and photoproduction.Once� hasbeen em pirically determ ined

foroneinitialstate,thecrosssection ispredicted withoutfreeparam etersfortheother.W e

show next thatcolorevaporation passes this test,quantitatively accom m odating allm ea-

surem ents,including the high energy Tevatron and HERA data,which have represented a
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FIG .2. Ratio ofthe crosssectionsforthe production ofJ= by proton and antiproton beam s

in the colorevaporation m odel(solid line)and thecolorsingletm odel(dashed line)asa function

ofthecenter-of-m assenergy.Data taken from Ref.[17].
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FIG .3. Photoproduction data [18,19]as a function ofthe photon energy in the hadron rest

fram e,W .Thenorm alization hasbeen adjusted to show the sim ilarshapesofthe data.

considerablechallengeforthecolorsingletm odel.

In Fig.5wecom parethephotoproduction datawith theory,usingtheNLO perturbative

QCD calculation ofcharm pairproduction from Ref.[20]. The solid line isthe NLO pre-

diction foropen charm production using the GRV HO distribution function and the scale

� = m c = 1:45GeV.Thedashed lineistheprediction usingtheM RS A distribution function

with thescale � = 2m c = 2:86 GeV.W eobtained these charm quark m assesfrom the best

�tto the data foreach structure function. Forthe J= production data we em ployed the

param etersused fordescribing open charm ,and determ ined thefragm entation factor� to

be0.50usingGRV HO,or0.43usingM RS A.Notethatthefactor� possessesasubstantial

theoreticaluncertainty due to the choice ofscales and parton distribution functions. W e

conclude the photoproduction ofJ= and D �D is welldescribed by the color evaporation

m odel.Thisreaction determ inestheonly freeparam eter,� � 0:5.

Atthis pointthe predictions ofthe colorevaporation m odelforhadroproduction of 

arecom pletely determ ined,up to higherorderQCD corrections. These can be determ ined

by �tting the hadroproduction cross section ofD �D pairs with a globalK factor. This

factor is subsequently used to correct the  prediction. In Fig.6 we com pare the color

evaporation m odelpredictions with the data. In order to �t the D �D cross section with

the NLO resultforthe production ofc�c pairswe introduced a factorK = 1:27 (1.71)for

theGRV HO (M RS A)distribution function with thesam e scale � and charm quark m ass

determ ined by photoproduction.Inserting thisK factorand theconstant� obtained from

photoproduction into Eq.(1),we predict hadroproduction withoutany free param eters.
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FIG .4. Hadroproduction data as a function ofthe center-of-m ass energy,E cm . Data taken

from Refs.[21,22].O nceagain,thenorm alization hasbeen adjusted to show thesim ilarshapesof

the data.

7



Wγ (GeV)

σ 
(n

b)

101 102 103 104 105
100

101

102

103

104

105

106

M
c
 = 1.45 ; µ = M

c
 ;   GRV

M
c
 = 1.43 ; µ = 2M

c
 ;   MRS-A

Open

Bound

FIG .5. Photoproduction data [18,19]and the predictions ofthe color evaporation m odel

at next-to-leading order as a function ofthe photon energy in the hadron rest fram e,W . The

norm alizationsin this�gureare absolute.
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FIG .6. Hadroproduction data [21,22]and the predictionsofthe colorevaporation m odelat

next-to-leading orderasa function ofthe center-of-m assenergy,E cm . The curve forbound state

production isan absolutely norm alized,param eter-free prediction ofthe colorevaporation m odel.

W econcludefrom Fig.6 thatthecolorevaporation m odeldescribesthehadroproduction of

 very accurately.

Asa �naltest,weturn to pT distributionsattheTevatron.TheCDF collaboration has

accum ulated largesam plesofdataontheproductionofprom pt ,�cJ,and 
0[23].Thisdata

setallowsa detailed study ofthepT distribution oftheproduced charm onium states.Since

allthe charm onium states share the sam e production dynam ics in the color evaporation

m odel,their pT distributions should be the sam e,up to a m ultiplicative constant. This

prediction iscon�rm ed by theCDF data,aswecan seein Fig.7.

In ordertoobtain thetheoreticalprediction,wecom puted theprocessesg+ g! [c�c]+ g,

q+ �q ! [c�c]+ g,and g+ q ! [c�c]+ q attree levelusing the package M ADGRAPH [24].

Thiscalculation should givea reliableestim ateofthepT distribution atlargevaluesofpT.

W e require that the c�c pair satisfy the invariant m ass constraint on Eq.(1). Our results
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FIG .7. Data from the CDF Collaboration [23], shown with arbitrary norm alization. The

curvesare the predictionsofthe colorevaporation m odelattree level,also shown with arbitrary

norm alization.Thenorm alization iscorrectly predicted within a K -factorof2.2.

areshown in Fig.7,which required a K factorof2:2 in orderto �tthetotal production.

Aswe can see from this�gure,the colorevaporation m odeldescribesthe generalfeatures

ofthe pT distribution ofthe di�erentcharm onium states. Furtherm ore,we should keep in

m ind thatthe factorK is,in general,pT dependentand thatitisusually largeratlow pT

[25].Higherordercorrectionssuch assoft-gluon resum m ation areexpected totiltourlowest

orderprediction,bringing itto a closeragreem entwith thedata [26].

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

The color evaporation m odeldied an untim ely death. In its current reincarnation its

qualitative validity can be proven directly from the available experim entaldata by taking

ratiosofproduction by di�erentbeam sand production ofdi�erentparticles.M oreover,we
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haveshown thatitsvalidity extendsto thequantitativeregim eonceweusenext-to-leading-

orderQCD calculationsforthephoto-and hadroproduction of and D �D pairs.

The colorevaporation m odelexplainsallavailable data on pT distribution and energy-

dependence ofthe cross section forthe production of in allthe available energy range.

M oreover,itshedssom elightin therelation between theproduction ofcharm onium states

and D �D pairs.
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