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A bstract

Data from J= and  0 production in p� A collisions are used

to determ ine the cross section for absorption ofpre-resonance char-

m onium in nuclearm atter. The J= suppression in O � C u,O � U

and S � U collisionsisfully reproduced by thecorresponding nuclear

absorption,while P b� P b collisions show an additionalsuppression

increasing with centrality.W estudy theonsetofthischangein term s

of hadronic com over interactions and conclude that so far no con-

ventionalhadronic description can consistently account for alldata.

Decon�nem ent,startingatacriticalpointdeterm ined bycentralS� U

collisions,isin accord with the observed suppression pattern.
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1.Introduction

Thesuppression ofJ= production in nucleus-nucleuscollisionswaspro-

posed ten yearsagoasa signalofcolourdecon�nem ent[1].W hen asuppres-

sion was observed in O � U and laterin S � U collisions [2],itwas noted

thatalready p� A interactionsresultin reduced J= production [3].Follow-

ing recentstudiesofcharm onium production in hadron-hadron interactions

[4,5],J= suppression in p� A collisionscan be understood asabsorption

ofa pre-resonancec�c� g statein nuclearm atter[6].Theonsetofcolourde-

con�nem entm ustthen lead to an additionalsuppression ofJ= production,

beyond the m entioned nuclearabsorption;in otherwords,itm ustresultin

a reduction beyond whatisalready observed in p� A interactions[7].

The \anom alous" J= suppression recently reported by the NA50 col-

laboration [8]-[10]therefore triggered considerable excitem ent and already

quitea num beroftentativeexplanations[11]-[17].W hilewefully sharethis

excitem ent,we believe thatpresentdata are su�cientto carry outa quan-

titativeanalysisofcharm onium suppression in nuclearcollisions.Therenow

existquiteextensive resultson J= production in p� A interactionsforthe

determ ination ofnuclear absorption,and the introduction ofa zero degree

calorim eterin theexperim entalset-up ofNA50 speci�estheunderlying col-

lision geom etry m uch betterthan before.Com bining thetwo in asystem atic

analysisleadstosom eclear-cutconclusionsand alsoshowswhatfurtherdata

isnecessary to corroboratethese.

W e begin ouranalysis,in Section 2,with a study ofpre-resonance char-

m onium absorption in p� A collisions,using the Glaubertheory ofnuclear

interactions.Apartfrom the well-established nuclearpro�le,thisform alism

containsasonly param etertheabsorption crosssection �abs in nuclearm at-

ter,which can thusbe determ ined with a precision lim ited only by thatof

the p � A data. Turning to the collision geom etry ofnucleus-nucleus in-

teractions,we establish in Section 3 the relation between the centrality of

thecollision,theassociated transverse energy and theassociated num berof

spectatornucleons.

Using these results,we show in Section 4 thatpre-resonance absorption

fully accountsfortheJ= suppression observed in O � Cu,O � U and S � U

collisions.In contrast,Pb� Pbcollisionsshow considerableJ= suppression

beyond nuclearabsorption.Forthe 0,thereisincreased absorption already

in S � U collisions.

In Section 5,wethen investigateiftheobserved J= and  0 suppression
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can beunderstood in \conventional" term s,i.e.,asdissociation in a system

ofhadronic com overs produced in the course ofthe collision. W e �nd that

the anom alousJ= suppression in Pb� Pb and only nuclearabsorption in

S � U collisionsm akethisim possible.In Section 6,weconsidercharm onium

suppression by localcolour decon�nem ent,assum ed to begin at a critical

density justabovethatofcentralS � U collisions.Theresulting suppression

pattern agreeswith thePb� Pbdata.

2.N uclear A bsorption in p� A C ollisions

Charm onium production in hadron-hadron collisions proceeds through

parton fusion,athigh energiespredom inantly gluon fusion,to form a c�cpair

[18]. Because ofthe high m assm c ofthe charm quark,thisprocessoccurs

alm ostinstantaneously,with aform ation tim e�c ’ (2m c)
� 1 ’ 0:07fm in the

c�c restfram e. The c�c pairisgenerally in a coloured state;to neutralize its

colourand form a singletc�c state J= or 0 requiresa considerably longer

tim e;virtuality estim ates[6]giveabout0.3fm ,again in therestfram eofthe

c�c.Theanalysisofrecentexperim ents[19]hasshown theroleofhigherFock

space com ponents in charm onium hadroproduction [4,5]. For production

at low transverse m om entum this suggests that the pre-resonance state of

charm onia in the�rst0.3 fm isacolouroctetc�ccoupled with a softcollinear

gluon toneutralisetheoverallcolourofthisc�c� gsystem [6].In thepresently

accessible kinem atic region ofJ= production by p� A collisions(xF � 0),

thetargetnucleusseesonly thepassageofthepre-resonance state;physical

charm onium statesareform ed outsidethenucleus.

The suppression ofJ= production in p � A collisions should thus be

understood aspre-resonance absorption in norm alnuclearm atter.The size

ofthe pre-resonance state isdeterm ined by the charm quark m assand the

con�nem entscale;hence itisthe sam e forJ= and  0. Thisaccountsnat-

urally for the equalsuppression observed for the two states,which would

be im possible forphysicalresonanceswhose transverse areasdi�erby m ore

than a factorthree. Theoreticalestim ates suggestforthe absorption cross

section ofthec�c� g on nucleons�abs ’ 6� 7 m b [6].W ewanttoseetowhat

extentitispossible to determ ine thiscrosssection in a system atic study of

presently availablep� A data.

In Glaubertheory,thesurvivalprobability fora J= produced in ap� A
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collision isgiven by

S
pA

G l = �(pA !  )=A�(pN !  )=

=

Z

d
2
bdz �A(b;z)exp

�

�(A � 1)

Z
1

z

dz
0
�A(b;z

0)�abs

�

: (1)

Here �A isthe nucleardensity distribution,forwhich we take the standard

three-param eterW oods-Saxon form with param etersastabulated [20];itis

norm alized to unity,with

Z

d
2
bdz �A(b;z)= 1: (2)

In Eq.(1),theintegration runsovertheim pactparam eterboftheincident

proton and the production point z ofthe pre-resonance state;the integral

in theweightfunction coversthepath ofthisstate.Thesuppression isthus

fully determ ined by theabsorption crosssection �abs in nuclearm atter.

Experim entally,theJ= survivalprobability

S
exp

pA � �
exp

pA = A�
exp

pN ; (3)

is determ ined by com paring p� A with p� p or p� D results. W e start

with thelatter,sinceheretherearedata at200 [NA38],450 [NA38/51]and

800 GeV/c[E772];fora recentcom pilation,see[10].In Table1a,welistthe

correspondingsurvivalprobabities.Theerrorsofthe800GeV/cdata[21]are

signi�cantly sm allerthan thoseattheotherenergiesbecauseherep� A and

p� D collisionswerestudied in thesam eexperim ent.Using the450 GeV/c

NA51 p� D crosssection [22]to norm alizethe450 GeV/cNA38 p� A data

[23]results in larger errors. To norm alize the 200 GeV/c p� A data,the

450 GeV/c p� D crosssection m oreoverhasto be rescaled [10],using the

experim entally known energy dependence ofJ= production.{ W enow use

theA-dependenceoftheseresultsto determ inethenuclearabsorption cross

section forpre-resonancecharm onium .

Forthecom bined data in Table1a weobtain thebest�twith

�abs = 7:3� 0:6 m b; (4)

itgivesa �2=d:f:’ 1:4,with the errorcorresponding to a con�dence level

of95% (seeFig.1).Analyzing the800,450 and 200 GeV/cdata separately
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givesclear�2 m inim a at7.3,7.4 and 7.1 m b,respectively. The resultsthus

are fully com patible; they indicate that the A-dependence does not vary

with incident energy in the presently studied range. This willpresum ably

changewhen thebeam energiesbecom em uch higher(RHIC and LHC),since

then nuclearshadowing ofthegluon distributionsisexpected toenhancethe

suppression [24]. The survivalprobabilitiesobtained with the crosssection

(4)areincluded in Table1a.In Fig.2,wecom paretheexperim entaland the

nuclearabsorption results;theagreem entisvery good.

W e have also carried outthe corresponding analysisofthe 450 and 200

GeV/c p� A resultswith the NA51 p� p data asreference. The resulting

�abs = 6:4� 0:6 m b is som ewhat lower,but stillcom patible with Eq.(4).

However,here the large errorsofthe data m ake itdi�cultto de�ne lim its,

so thatthequoted rangein thiscasecorrespondsto twicethem inim um �2.

So far,the nuclear suppression cross section was obtained with p � D

orp� p data asreference. There isan alternative m ethod which doesnot

requirethesep� N values.ThenucleartargetratiosSpA=SpB depend directly

on �abs. W e willhere com pare the results on di�erent targets to those on

carbon,since forthis case there exist also 450 GeV/c data with relatively

sm allerrors[23]. The ratiosat800 and 450 GeV/c are listed in Table 1b;

they providethebest�tfor�abs = 7:0� 1:5,with �2=d:f:’ 0:9and theerror

determ ined by a95% con�dencelevel.The�2 distribution isincluded in Fig.

1;again thedi�erentexperim entsalso have theirindividual�2 m inim a at7

m b. W e thus�nd thatthe value of�abs obtained through nuclearratiosis

in good agreem entwith thatobtained from Table 1a.Since thevalue (4)is

them ostprecise,wewilluseitin therem ainderofouranalysis.

Nextweturn toacom parison ofJ= and  0production in p� A collisions.

Ifthesuppression observed in thesereactionsisindeed dueto pre-resonance

absorption,theratio 0/(J= )should rem ain forallA atitsvaluein nucleon-

nucleon interactions, where it was found to be (1:81 � 0:38)� 10� 2 and

independentofthec.m .s.collision energy from 20 to alm ost2000 GeV [18].

Fitting thep� A resultscom piled in [10]by theform

B ( 0! �+ �� )�pA !  0

B (J= ! �+ �� )�pA ! J= 

= cA
(�

 0
� �J= ); (5)

weobtain (� 0� � )= 0:00� 0:02with a95% con�dencelevel;thisrulesout

variationsofm ore than 10% between p� p and p� U collisions.The value

c= (1:74� 0:07)� 10� 2 agreesvery wellwith them entioned nucleon-nucleon

average.
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Pbeam S
exp

pA SG l

[GeV/c] (7.3 �0.6 m b)

p-C 800 0.851 � 0.013 0.867 � 0.010

p-Ca 800 0.806 � 0.009 0.784 � 0.014

p-Fe 800 0.756 � 0.010 0.753 � 0.015

p-W 800 0.619 � 0.013 0.650 � 0.021

p-C 450 0.85 � 0.10 0.87 � 0.01

p-Al 450 0.76 � 0.09 0.81 � 0.02

p-Cu 450 0.75 � 0.08 0.74 � 0.02

p-W 450 0.67 � 0.08 0.65 � 0.02

p-Cu 200 0.75 � 0.17 0.74 � 0.02

p-W 200 0.65 � 0.05 0.65 � 0.02

p-U 200 0.63 � 0.13 0.61 � 0.02

(a)J= suppression from pA=pD [2,10,22]

Pbeam S
exp

pA =S
exp

pC S
pA

G l=S
pC

G l

[GeV/c] (7.3 �0.6 m b)

Ca/C 800 0.947 � 0.024 0.904 � 0.007

Fe/C 800 0.888 � 0.025 0.869 � 0.009

W /C 800 0.727 � 0.026 0.750 � 0.015

Al/C 450 0.925 � 0.055 0.931 � 0.005

Cu/C 450 0.855 � 0.035 0.859 � 0.009

W /C 450 0.761 � 0.043 0.750 � 0.015

(b)J= suppression ratiospA=pC [22,23]

Table1:J= suppression in p� A collisions
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W ethusconclude thattheattenuation ofJ= and  0in p� A collisions

isquantitatively welldescribed astheabsorption ofa pre-resonancecharm o-

nium statein nuclearm atter,with �abs = 7:3� 0:6 m b.TheA-independence

of 0/(J= )establishes that the absorption occurs before the form ation of

physicalresonances.

3.T he C entrality D ependence ofN uclear C ollisions

In nucleus-nucleuscollisions,charm onium production can bem easured as

function ofthecentrality ofthecollision,and hencewehaveto calculatethe

J= survivalprobability at�xed im pactparam eterb.Foran A � B collision,

itisgiven by

dSG l(b)

d2b
=

1

AB �(N N !  )

"
d�(AB !  )

d2b

#

=

=

Z

d
2
s dz dz

0
�A(~s;z)�B (~b� ~s;z

0) exp

�

�(A � 1)

Z
1

z

dzA �A (~s;zA)�abs

�

� exp

�

�(B � 1)

Z
1

z0
dzB �B (~b� ~s;zB )�abs

�

: (6)

Here~sspeci�estheposition oftheproduction pointin aplaneorthogonalto

thecollision axis,whilezand z0givetheposition ofthispointwithin nucleus

A and within nucleusB ,respectively. The nucleardensity distributions�A
and �B are de�ned as above. Note that dSG l=d

2b is norm alized such that

when �abs = 0,

Z

d
2
b

(
dSG l(b;�abs = 0)

d2b

)

= 1: (7)

To obtain a norm alized probability at�xed im pactparam eterb,wehave to

divide[dSG l(b)=d
2b]by [dSG l(b;�abs = 0)=d2b].

Experim entally,the centrality ofthe collision isdeterm ined by a calori-

m etric m easurem ent ofthe associated transverse energy E T,i.e.,the total

energy em itted in the form ofhadrons in a plane orthogonalto the beam

axis. The m ore centrala collision is,the m ore nucleons from target and
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projectile willparticipate in the interaction,and hence the m ore secondary

hadronswillbeproduced.Startingwith thePb-beam experim entsatCERN,

theNA50 collaboration usesin addition a zero degreecalorim eter;itcounts

thenum berofprojectilenucleonswhich havenotparticipated in thecollision

and therefore providesa furthercheck on the centrality ofthe reaction. To

com pare ourcalculations with the m easured survivalprobability S
exp

A B (E T),

wethushaveto establish and testa correspondencebetween theim pactpa-

ram eter b,the transverse energy E T,and the energy E Z reaching the zero

degreecalorim eter.

Thiscorrelation isgiven in term softhe num berof\wounded" nucleons

[25]. Any given nucleon in a p � A or A � B collision is designated as

wounded when ithasinteracted inelastically one orm oretim eswith one or

m oreothernucleons,and fragm entation ofsuch wounded nucleonseventually

produces the observed secondary hadrons. At high energies, a projectile

nucleon in generalpasses the entire target nucleus in a tim e m uch shorter

than needed to transfer inform ation across its own spatialextension,and

vice versa forthe targetnucleons. For this reason,the num ber oftim es a

nucleon is wounded does not a�ect the subsequent production ofhadronic

secondariesin itsfragm entation.A given wounded nucleon produceson the

average N h hadrons,and ifeach ofthese hadronshasan average transverse

energy qh,then each wounded nucleon willcontributeq� N hqh totheoverall

transverse energy produced in thecollision.W ethushavetherelation

E T(b) = q N w(b) (8)

between theaverage num berN w ofnucleonswounded in a collision at�xed

im pact param eter b and the associated average transverse energy E T pro-

duced in that collision. In general,q willdepend on the incident energy

in the sam e way as the average m ultiplicity. Besides this,in the analysis

ofspeci�c experim entalresults,q dependson the detailsofthe detector,in

particularon therapidity and transversem om entum rangein which thepro-

duced secondaries are m easured. Note that relation (8) is no longer valid

when E T > E T(b= 0),i.e.,when E T isincreased by m ultiplicity uctuations

atb= 0.

Theaveragenum berofwounded nucleonsin an A � B collision atim pact

param eterbisgiven by

N
A B
w (b) = A

R
d2s TA(~s)

n

1� [1� �N TB (~s� ~b)]
B
o

+
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+ B
R
d2s TB (~s� ~b)

n

1� [1� �N TA(~s)]
A
o

: (9)

Here�N ’ 30m b denotestheinelasticnucleon-nucleon crosssection without

thedi�ractiveproduction com ponent,and TA (~s)=
R
dz �A(z;~s)thenuclear

pro�lefunction;the~s-integration runsagain overa plane orthogonalto the

collision axis.Thetwo term sin Eq.(9)thuscorrespond to thewounding of

nucleonsfrom nucleusA in itspassageofnucleusB and viceversa.

Integrating Eq.(9)overim pactparam eteryields

Z

d
2
bN

A B
w (b)=

A

Z

d
2
s
n

1� [1� �N TB (~s)]
B
o

+ B

Z

d
2
s
n

1� [1� �N TA(~s)]
A
o

; (10)

since
R
d2bT(~s�~b)= 1forany~s,seeEq.(2).Sincetheinelasticcrosssection

fornucleon{nucleuscollisionsisgiven by

�A =

Z

d
2
s
n

1� [1� �N TA(~s)]
A
o

; (11)

Eq.(10)can bere-written in thefam iliarform [25]

Z

d
2
bN

A B
w (b)= (A�B + B �A): (12)

Becauseofuctuationsin thenum berofwounded nucleonsand in thetrans-

verse energy ofthe secondariesthateach wounded nucleon produces,there

willbecorresponding uctuationsin therelation between E T and b.W eas-

sum ethedispersion D in thenum berofwounded nucleonstobeproportional

to
p
N w,

D
2

A B = a N
A B
w (b); (13)

with a dim ensionlessuniversalphysicalparam etera found to be aboutone

in A � B collisions[25]. The E T � b correlation function (see Eq.(8))can

then bewritten as

PA B (E T;b) =
1

q

2�q2aN A B
w (b)

exp

(

�
[E T � qN A B

w (b)]2

2q2aN A B
w (b)

)

; (14)
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with
Z

dE T PA B (E T;b)= 1; (15)

so thatitisnorm alized at�xed b.

W enow havetocheck whethertheresulting form indeed accountsforthe

observed E T-distributionsand �x theuctuation dispersion a.Thesegeneral

questions are bestanswered using the m inim um biasdata ofthe NA35/49

collaboration [26];thatwillalso allow usto lateraddresscharm onium pro-

duction data with aswell-determ ined a form aspossible.Them inim um bias

crosssection asfunction ofE T isgiven by

d�A B

dE T

=

Z

d
2
b[1� P0(b)]PA B (E T;b); (16)

whereP0(b)= [1� �N TA B (b)]
A B istheprobability forno interaction.Hence

[1� P0(b)]cutso�theintegralatlargeb,when interactionsbecom eim possible

(for a hard sphere m odel,this would be at b = R A + R B ). In Fig.3,we

com pareEq.(16)to them easured m inim um biasE T distributionsfrom S �

Au and Pb� Pbcollisions[26].NotethattheS � Au data werem easured in

a largerrapidity window than thePb� Pbdata;they werethen reanalysed

to obtain the S � Au E T-distribution in the Pb� Pbrapidity window [27].

Setting a = 1 [25]and with q = 1:5 for S � Au and q = 1:4 for Pb�

Pb interactions,Eq.(16) is seen to provide an excellent description ofthe

m easured E T distributions. Since the acceptance isthe sam e in both cases,

the di�erence in the observed q-values is expected to reect the di�erence

in collision energies;it thus provides us with som e estim ate ofthe energy

dependence.

Thedistribution ofthetransverseenergy associated to charm onium pro-

duction willdi�erfrom thatjustdiscussed,since the A � B dependence of

hard processesisdeterm ined by thenum berofcollisions,ratherthan by the

num ber ofwounded nucleons. W hen a nucleon,in passing a nucleus,gets

wounded severaltim es,atpresentenergiesthisdoesnotchangethem ultiplic-

ity ofsecondariesin itssubsequenthadronisation;buteach ofthe collisions

can in principle produce a hard dilepton pairora heavy quark state. The

num berofcollisionsin an A � B interaction atim pactparam eterbisgiven

by

N
A B
c (b) = AB TA B (b)�N ; (17)

10



whereTA B (~b)=
R
d2sTA(~s)TB (~b� ~s)isthenuclearoverlap function,norm al-

ized to unity:
R
d2b TA B (b)= 1. Using it,we can de�ne the \conditional"

E T-distribution,associated with a hard process such asDrell-Yan orchar-

m onium production,

d�hA B

dE T

=
�hN

�N

Z

d
2
bN

A B
c (b)PA B (E T;b): (18)

Itisseen to becorrectly norm alized,giving

�
h
A B =

�hN

�N

Z

d
2
bN c(b)= AB �

h
N ; (19)

where �hN isthe crosssection forthe corresponding hard processin an ele-

m entary N N collision.

Beforewecan com pareourcharm onium survivalprobabilitiesat�xed E T

with data,we thushave to check thatalso the conditionalE T-distributions

arecorrectly reproduced with ourE T � bassignm ent. Since the acceptance

in the NA38/50 set-up di�ers from the m inim um biasexperim ents studied

above,we have to determ ine once again the m ean energy q m easured per

wounded nucleon;thedispersion in N w isretained asdeterm ined above.W e

see in Fig.4 thatwith q = 0:75 forS � U and q = 0:40 forPb� Pb col-

lisionsthe conditionalE T distributions are reproduced very well. W e have

included in our distribution the m easured J= suppression relative to the

Drell-Yan continuum ,since the presently available distributions are dom i-

nated by J= ratherthan Drell-Yan events. Atlow E T,the data fallbelow

the calculated distribution;this isin both cases due to the E T acceptance

pro�leoftheexperim ent[28].Thelargerdi�erencebetween thetwoq-values

here,ascom pared to m inim um bias,isdueto di�erentrapidity coveragesof

theNA38 and NA50 calorim eters.

Asalready m entioned,thePb� Pbexperim entprovidesfullcollision ge-

om etry determ ination by m eansofa zero degree calorim eter(ZDC),which

m easuresateach E T the associated num berofprojectile spectators{ those

projectilenucleonswhich reach theZDC with theirfullinitialenergy E in =

158GeV.Thisadditionalinform ation uniquely identi�estheperipherality of

thecollisionsleadingtothem easured charm onium production;qualitatively,

the NA50 results are quite sim ilar to the m inim um bias results ofW A80

[29]. The m easured E T � E Z correlation [30]in Fig.5 indicates,e.g.,that

fortransverse energy E T ’ 90 GeV approxim ately halfthe projectile nucle-

onsrem ain spectators;therefore the im pactparam eterin thiscase m ustbe

11



around b� R P b.In general,thenum berofprojectile spectatorsisA � N A
w ,

so thatE Z = (A � N A
w )E in. Using E T = q N w = 2q N A

w ,thisleadsto the

E T � E Z correlation shown in Fig.5 (labelled ‘Glauber’);itisseen to agree

very wellwith them easured correlation.

4.N uclear A bsorption and A nom alous Suppression

W ith the relation between the m easured transverse energy E T and the

im pactparam eterbofthecollision determ ined,wecan now calculatetheE T

dependence ofthe charm onium survivalprobability in nuclearm atter. Itis

given by

SG l(E T)=

Z

d
2
bPA B (E T;b)

"
dSG l(b)

d2b

#

�

( Z

d
2
bPA B (E T;b)

"
dSG l(b;�abs = 0)

d2b

#)
� 1

: (20)

Here the survivalprobability at�xed im pactparam eterisgiven by Eq.(6)

and the E T � b distribution by Eq.(14). Through Eq.(20), SG l(E T) is

norm alized at �xed E T such that SG l(E T) = 1 for �abs = 0. W ith �abs =

7:3� 0:6 m b,from Eq.(4),and with PA B (E T;b)asdeterm ined in the last

section,we have absolute predictionsforthe nuclearabsorption su�ered by

charm onia in nucleus-nucleuscollisions.

W ebegin with J= production and �rstconsidertheE T-integrated sur-

vivalprobabilitiesin O � Cu,O � U and S � U collisions.In thiscase,the

experim entalsurvivalprobabilitiesare given by S
exp

 = (�
exp

A B =AB )=(�
exp

pD =2)

and thus fully determ ined in term s ofm easured cross sections. As seen in

Table2,theGlauberpredictionsfallwellwithin theerrorrangeofthedata.

Turning now to theE T-dependence,welistin Table3a theexperim ental

survivalprobabilites[10,31],obtained with reference to the rescaled p� D

data ofNA51. They are shown together with the corresponding Glauber

results,which again agreewellwith thedata.

W ethus�nd thattheJ= suppression observed inthecollision ofO and S

beam swith nucleartargetscan beaccounted forby pre-resonanceabsorption

in nuclearm atter. For 0 production,thisisno longerthe case. The data

for the survivalprobabilities are shown in Table 3b. They are wellbelow

thenuclearabsorption predictions,and theadditionalsuppression increases
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S
exp

 SG l Scorr
J= 

(7.3�0.6 m b) (7.3�0.6 m b)

O-Cu 0.57 � 0.06 0.63 � 0.02

O-U 0.53 � 0.05 0.52 � 0.03

S-U 0.46 � 0.05 0.49 � 0.03 0.47 � 0.03

Pb-Pb 0.27 � 0.02 0.39 � 0.03 0.37 � 0.03

Table2:J= suppression in A � B collisions[2,10].

with increasing E T. W e shallreturn in Section 5 to the interpretation and

description ofthis enhanced  0 suppression;here we only want to note its

e�ecton J= production. Itisknown that8� 2 % ofthe observed J= ’s

are due to  0 decay [18]. Since the latterissuppressed in S � U collisions,

thecorresponding fraction oftheobserved J= ’sm ustbesuppressed aswell.

W ethusobtain ascorrected J= suppression

S
corr
J= = 0:92 SG l+ 0:08 S 0; (21)

thecorresponding valuesareincluded in theTablesand areseen togenerally

bring data and nuclearabsorption resultseven closertogether.

Asa furthercheck with data ofhigherprecision,weconsiderthedirectly

m easured ratio ofJ= to Drell-Yan production.TheE T-dependence ofthis

ratio ispredicted as

[�A B =�
A B
D Y ](E T)= G S

corr
J= (E T); (22)

with G = �N N
 =�N N

D Y . Since the nucleon-nucleon ratio at200 GeV/c beam

m om entum isexperim entally notdeterm ined with thesam eprecision asthe

nuclearratios,we �tthe form (22)to the data [10,31]and check whether

theresulting E T dependence iscorrect.Theresult,with G = 46:0,isshown

in Table4a and seen to giveexcellentagreem entwith thedata.

Nextwe turn to the new data forJ= production in Pb� Pbcollisions.

Theintegrated J= survivalprobabilityaspredicted byGlaubertheory,with

the pre-resonance nuclearabsorption crosssection (4),isincluded in Table

2,together with the corresponding data;data and prediction for the E T-

dependence are listed in Tables4b and 5a. W e note thatthe data decrease

13



< E T > S
exp

 (E T) SG l(E T) Scorr
J= 

(E T)

GeV (7.3�0.6 m b) (7.3�0.6 m b)

25 0.54 � 0.05 0.58 � 0.02 0.56 � 0.03

42 0.49 � 0.05 0.52 � 0.03 0.49 � 0.03

57 0.45 � 0.05 0.48 � 0.03 0.46 � 0.03

71 0.43 � 0.05 0.45 � 0.03 0.43 � 0.03

82 0.42 � 0.04 0.43 � 0.03 0.41 � 0.03

(a)J= suppression in S-U collisions

< E T > S
exp

 0 (E T) SG l(E T)

GeV (7.3�0.6 m b)

25 0.35 � 0.07 0.58 � 0.02

42 0.25 � 0.05 0.52 � 0.03

57 0.19 � 0.04 0.48 � 0.03

71 0.13 � 0.03 0.45 � 0.03

82 0.09 � 0.02 0.43 � 0.03

(b) 0suppression in S-U collisions

Table3:Charm onium suppression in S-U collisions[NA38].
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< E T > [(J= )=D Y]exp(E T) 46:0 Scorr
J= 

(E T)

GeV (7.3�0.6 m b)

25 25.2 � 0.7 25.7 � 1.2

42 22.8 � 0.6 22.8 � 1.2

57 21.0 � 0.5 21.0 � 1.2

71 20.2 � 0.4 19.6 � 1.2

82 19.2 � 0.4 18.7 � 1.2

(a)S � U collisions[NA38]

< E T > [(J= )=D Y]exp(E T) 46:0 Scorr
J= 

(E T)

GeV (7.3�0.6 m b)

35 17.8 � 2.2 20.2 � 1.2

59 13.2 � 1.0 17.9 � 1.2

88 12.7 � 0.8 16.6 � 1.2

120 11.4 � 0.8 15.6 � 1.2

149 8.6 � 0.8 15.2 � 1.2

(b)Pb� Pbcollisions[NA50]

Table4:(J= )/Drell-Yan ratiosin nuclearcollisions.
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< E T > S
exp

 (E T) SG l(E T) Scorr
J= 

(E T)

GeV (7.3�0.6 m b) (7.3�0.6 m b)

35 0.40 � 0.06 0.47 � 0.03 0.44 � 0.03

59 0.30 � 0.03 0.41 � 0.03 0.39 � 0.03

88 0.29 � 0.03 0.38 � 0.03 0.36 � 0.03

120 0.26 � 0.03 0.36 � 0.03 0.34 � 0.03

149 0.20 � 0.02 0.35 � 0.03 0.33 � 0.03

(a)J= suppression in Pb-Pb collisions

< E T > S
exp

 0 (E T) SG l(E T)

GeV fm (7.3�0.6 m b)

51 0.12 � 0.02 0.43 � 0.03

84 0.11 � 0.02 0.38 � 0.03

115 0.08 � 0.02 0.36 � 0.03

144 0.06 � 0.01 0.35 � 0.03

(b) 0suppression in Pb-Pb collisions

Table5:Charm onium suppression in Pb-Pb collisions[NA50].
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wellbelow the predictions: while the survivalprobability m easured at the

lowest E T value is close to pre-resonance absorption,that at the highest

E T isabout40% sm aller. W e thushave a clearand E T-dependentonsetof

additionalJ= suppression.

Theessentialresultofthissection isthussum m arized in Fig.6:forS� U

collisions, nuclear absorption fully accounts for the observed attenuation,

forPb� Pb collisionsthere isan additionaland in thissense \anom alous"

suppression.

For the  0,an enhanced suppression had already been seen in S � U

collisions.In Pb� Pbinteractions,thesuppression beyond nuclearabsorption

increases even m ore,as shown in Table 5b. It also continues to becom e

strongerwith increasing E T.

5.Suppression by H adronic C om overs

Before we can use charm onium suppression asprobe fordecon�nem ent,

wehaveto determ ineto whatextentsuppression beyond nuclearabsorption

can be accounted forby dissociation in a \norm al" con�ned m edium . Con-

sidera charm onium stateform ed atthecenterofthetwo colliding nucleiat

the m om entoftheircom plete overlap,atrestin the centerofm ass,i.e.,at

xF = 0.FortheSPS c.m .s.energy of17 { 20 GeV,thenucleon distribution

within each nucleus is Lorentz-contracted along the beam axisto a disc of

som e1 { 2 fm thickness.Thisim pliesthatafterabout0.5 { 1.0 fm ,m ostof

thenucleonshavesweptoverthenascentcharm onium state,resulting in the

nuclearabsorption described above.Afterthistim e,it�ndsitselfwithin the

m edium produced by thecollision,and itisthism edium wewantto probe.

The initialdensity ofhadroniccom oversisin generaldeterm ined by the

density ofwounded nucleons[29].Sincetheintegrand [dN w(b;s)=d
2s]ofEq.

(9)isthe localdensity ofwounded nucleonsat�xed im pactparam eter,the

averagedensity associated to hard collisionsisgiven by

nw(b)=

Z

d
2
s

"
dN c

d2s
(b;s)

# "
dN w

d2s
(b;s)

#
. Z

d
2
s

"
dN c

d2s
(b;s)

#

: (23)

Convolution with PA B (E T;b) willconvert expression (23) into the corre-

sponding density at�xed E T;theresulting behaviourisshown in Fig.7.

Becauseofthevery low binding energy (� 60 M eV),the 0could readily

be dissociated by hadronic com overs. To study this,we �rst express the
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initialcom overdensity in term softhewounded nucleon density,

nco(b;s)= N h

"
dN w(b;s)

d2s

#

; (24)

where N h is the num ber ofcom oving hadrons produced by each wounded

nucleon. W e then have to take into account that com over absorption oc-

cursafterthe absorption ofthe pre-resonance state;in otherwords,only a

 0which hassurvived thepre-resonancepassagethrough thenuclearm edium

can beabsorbed by com overs.Thesurvivalprobability ofa  0in a com over

m edium undergoing isentropiclongitudinalexpansion thereforebecom es

S
co
 0(b)=

Z

d
2
s expf�v�h 0N h[dN w(b;s)=d

2
s]logfN h[dN w(b;s)=d

2
s]=nfgg �

(
d2SG l

d2bd2s
(b;s)

) , ( Z

d
2
s
d2SG l

d2s d2b
(b;s;�abs = 0)

)

; (25)

where�h 0 denotesthecrosssectionfor 0break-upbycollisionswithhadronic

com overs,v the average relative velocity between the  0 and the colliding

hadrons,and nf the(universal)freeze-outdensity forcom overs.In Eq.(25)

wehaveassum ed thecrosssection for 0dissociation byhadronstobeenergy-

independent; since 2M D � M  0 ’ 60 M eV,�h 0 is expected to attain its

geom etric value ofabout10 m b very nearthreshold. Ratherthan estim ate

thevariousquantitiesinvolved,wepreferto usethe 0suppression in S � U

collisionsto determ inethetwo constantsc1 � N h=nf and c2 � v�h 0N h em -

pirically and then verify thattheresulting valuesareoftherightm agnitude.

In Fig.8a we see thatwith c1 = 1:3 fm 2 and c2 = 0:8,such a com overde-

scription indeed agreesquitewellwith the 0suppression observed in S � U

collisions.Thedensity ofwounded nucleonsin a nucleon-nucleon collision is

about1 fm � 2;taking thisasnf,and using N h ’ 1:5,wewould getc1 ’ 1:5.

Fora h �  0crosssection of10 m b,c2 = 0:8 fm � 2 im pliesa hadron velocity

ofabout 0.5. Allconstants thus lead to reasonable values ofthe involved

quantities.

To com parethiscom overabsorption to the(lowerenergy)Pb� Pbdata,

werescalec1 and c2 by thefactor1.4/1.5 found abovein m inim um biascol-

lisions.In Fig.8b wesee thattheresultagreesalso with thePb� Pbdata.

Finally,in Fig.8c,weshow thecom bined S � U and Pb� Pbdata asfunc-

tion ofthe average com over density nco(E T)= N h nw(E T)in charm onium

production;theobserved behaviourscalesquitewellin nco.
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Theextension ofsuch acom overapproach toanom alousJ= suppression

is confronted with two problem s. Heavy quark QCD calculations [32]ex-

cludeJ= break-up by interaction with hadronsin thepresentenergy range,

since the dissociation crosssection isstrongly dam ped nearthreshold;this

rem ainstrue also when targetm asse�ectsare included [33]. However,itis

nota prioriclearthatcharm quarksaresu�ciently heavy to assure theap-

plicability ofheavy quark theory.Although thistheory correctly reproduces

J= -photoproduction data,itcan and certainly should be checked directly

[34]. Untilsuch a direct experim entalcon�rm ation is given,it rem ains of

interestto assum e lessorno threshold dam ping;the J= willthen interact

with a hadroniccom overm edium through m uch orallofitsgeom etriccross

section.

The second problem is that the suppression by hadronic com overs in-

creasescontinuously;there cannotbe a sudden onset.Hence itisnecessary

tocheckifthepresenceofcom overabsorptionin S� U collisionsiscom patible

with the constraintsprovided by allpresently available data. The J= ab-

sorption by hadronic com overs is readily obtained from Eq.(25);we just

replacethe 0-hadron break-up crosssection by thatforJ= dissociation.If

weassum ethiscrosssection tobearound 1.5m b (i.e.,approxim ately halfits

geom etric value)essentially from threshold on,we obtain asm uch suppres-

sion asisobserved in Pb� Pbcollisions,asseen in Fig.9a.However,with the

break-up crosssection thus�xed,we now have a param eter-free prediction

fortheS � U suppression,and itisevidentfrom Fig.9a thatthisdoesnot

agreewith thedata.Fig.9aalso illustratesquiteclearly thata precisestudy

ofnorm alvs.anom alousbehaviourisneeded to con�rm thisconclusion.

W ethereforeturn to theratio of(J= )/(Drell-Yan)production in S � U

and Pb� Pbcollisions(Table4).In Fig.9b weseethatwith theabsorption

cross section �xed at 1.5 m b,the J= suppression rem ains in good agree-

m entwith thePb� Pbdata;however,thecorrespondingcom overabsorption

clearly m issestheS � U data.In otherwords:ifwe tune the J= -com over

dissociation cross section such as to obtain the am ount ofsuppression ob-

served in Pb� Pb collisions,then the only way the data have ofshowing

dissent isto disagree with the corresponding S � U prediction;and thisis

whatthey do.

Finally we show in Fig.10 the ratio ofJ= to Drell-Yan production in

S� U and Pb� Pbcollisionsasfunction ofnw.Oneway torelatethePb� Pb

datawith nw (�lled triangles)isobtained by applying ourb� E T assignm ent

tothem easured < E T > points,using theW oods-Saxon nucleardistribution.
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Forasecond way (open triangles),weusetheb� E T assignm entobtained by

NA50 [9]from theE T-distribution including the low E T detectorde�ciency

and usingahard corenucleardistribution.W enotethatthepreciseposition

ofthe peripheraldata points asfunction ofnw is ratherdependent on the

details ofthe collision geom etry and the nuclear distribution. Hence here

conclusive resultsm ay have to waitforhigherstatisticsand m ore com plete

low E T Pb� Pbdata.

Let us now com m ent briey on som e proposed com over descriptions of

anom alousJ= suppression.The�rstsuch study [12]including thePb� Pb

data postulates ad hoc a com over density di�erent from that in Glauber

theory,setting

nco(E T)= cE T ; (26)

in term softhehadronictransverseenergy.Thisrelation,although correctin

theuctuation regim e,isnotin accord with theperipherality oftheactually

m easured collisions.Thecom overdensity asfunction ofE Z isgiven directly

by Glaubertheory,relating the num ber ofunwounded to thatofwounded

nucleons. Com bining thiswith Eq.(26)givesthe E T � E Z correlation pro-

vided by ref.[12].Itisincluded in Fig.5 and seen to disagreestrongly with

the m easured form . The m odelthus does not reproduce the actualcolli-

sion conditionsofthe experim ent. Italso uses�abs = 4:8 m b,which isnot

com patiblewith Eq.(4).

A subsequent,m oredetailed com overinvestigation [15]usesGlauberthe-

ory consistently throughout.Toaccountforcom overinteractions,itrequires

thecorresponding crosssectionsforJ= -hadron and  0-hadron interactions;

in addition,ittakesinto accountJ= !  0 and  0! J= transitions. To-

getherwith thepre-resonanceabsorption crosssection,onethushasatotalof

�veadjustableparam eters,tobetuned such astoaccountfortheanom alous

J= suppression in Pb� PbcollisionsaswellasfortheS� U and p� A data.

Letus illustrate whatthis leads to. Our( 0-corrected) nuclear absorption

resultsin Table 4a �tthe data listed there with a �2=d:f:ofabout1. The

J= behaviourpredicted in ref.[15]leadsto a �2=d:f:ofabout4 and isthus

excluded with betterthan 99% con�dencelevel.In ouropinion,ref.[15]thus

establishesnicely thateven aftertheintroduction offourfurtherparam eters,

a com overpicture can reproduce the J= -suppression observed in Pb� Pb

collisionsonly attheexpenseofgivingup an acceptableaccountoftheS� U

data.
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W e therefore conclude thatitisnotpossible to describe consistently in

term s ofhadronic com overs both the \norm al" (pre-resonance) J= sup-

pression observed in S � U collisions and the anom alous J= suppression

in Pb� Pb interactions. In contrast,the m easured  0 suppression is well

described by hadroniccom overabsorption.

6.Suppression by C olour D econ�nem ent

Forthe fate ofa J= in dense m atter,the basic di�erence between co-

m over absorption and colour decon�nem ent is that the form er is always

present,changing sm oothly with kinem atic conditions,whereas the latter

has no e�ect below som e criticalthreshold. Forcolour decon�nem ent,the

interaction region thusconsistsofa \hot" (inner)part,wherea J= can be

dissociated,and \cool" (outer) partleaving it intact. In the case ofsm all

nucleior very peripheralcollisions,no region is hot enough,and so there

willbeonly pre-resonancenuclearabsorption.Hencetherelativefraction of

hot interaction region becom es the determ ining variable fordecon�nem ent

suppression [24].

Asalready noted,the J= playsa crucialrole in probing colourdecon-

�nem ent by charm onium suppression: while the weakly bound  0 is easily

broken up in con�ned aswellasin decon�ned m edia,only hard and hence

decon�ned gluonscan resolve the structure ofthe sm allJ= and overcom e

its binding energy 2M D � M  ’ 0:64 GeV [32]. W e therefore concentrate

here on J= suppression. Since itisnotclearfrom Fig.9 ifthe density of

wounded nucleons (and hence also the initialenergy density) is a suitable

variable to describe the observed J= suppression pattern,we do notwant

to assum ean equilibrated system .

Theprecursorofa quark-gluon plasm a isa system in which thepartonic

constituents are no longer distributed in the way they are in hadrons. A

changein the gluon distribution can ariseby interactionsbetween wounded

nucleons.Theam ountofinternettingbetween wounded nucleonsisthuscru-

cial:how m anycollisionsdoesawounded nucleon undergo? Thisism easured

by theinteraction density [35]

� �
N c

N w

� 0:5; (27)

where N c and N w denote thenum berofnucleon-nucleon collisionsand that

ofwounded nucleons,respectively.Since in p� A collisionsN w = N c + 1,�
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hereliesin therange0:5� � � 1,with � = 0:5 forp� p interactions.Itcan

becom e largerthan unity only in A � B collisions,since there interactions

between wounded nucleonsarepossible,and itincreaseswith thecentrality

ofthecollisions.SinceGlaubertheory providesboth N w and N c,� isreadily

calculable.

The interaction m easure � isofparticularinterestbecause itcan be de-

term ined in a m odel-independentway from experim entaldata.Thenum ber

N D Y ofDrell-Yan pairsproduced in an A � B interaction isdirectly propor-

tionaltothetotalnum berofnucleon-nucleon collisions,whilethenum berN h

ofproduced hadronic secondaries(orthe transverse hadronic energy E T)is

determ ined by thenum berofwounded nucleons.W ethushave� � N D Y =N h

in term sofm easurable quantitiesand can cross-correlate charm onium sup-

pression atagiven E T (andhenceatagiven degreeofinternetting)withother

observables which m ight show a rescattering dependence,such as ratiosof

hadronicsecondaries.

For the onset ofdecon�nem ent, we assum e that once � reaches som e

criticalvalue �c,there are enough interactions between wounded nucleons

to provide the hard gluonsnecessary forJ= dissociation. Consider�(b;s)

at�xed im pact param eter b,as function ofthe pro�le s ofthe interaction

region.The condition �(b;sc)= �c �xesthe extension sc ofthe hotvolum e

atthe given b. W e now evaluate the J= survivalprobability (6)with the

constraintthatthe integrand vanishesfors � sc. The resulting S
dec
J= 

(b)we

convolutewith P(b;E T)to obtain thepredicted survivalprobability at�xed

E T.

Beforewecancom parethisresulttothedata,wehavetotakeintoaccount

thatapproxim ately 40% oftheproduced J= ’scom efrom �c decay (seeref.

[18]fordetails),and the �c,with itslargerradius(r� ’ 0:4 fm > r ’ 0:2

fm ) and sm aller binding energy (�E � ’ 0:3 GeV < �E  ’ 0:6 GeV),is

m oreeasily dissociated than theJ= .Itisnotclearif�-hadron interactions

can be treated by heavy quark QCD in the sam e way as those for J= ’s;

however,the form alism does give reasonable results for the � as well[34].

W ethusassum ethattherearetwodistinct�c values:�
�
c and �

 
c > ��c.Since

theS� U datashow noanom aloussuppression,��c hastobeatleastaslarge

asthem axim um valueof�(b;s)in S � U collisions.From

�
�
c = [�(b= 0;s= 0)]

SU
’ 2:3 (28)

we thusgeta possible starting pointforanom aloussuppression. The value

of� c is considered asopen param eter and determ ined such as to get best
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agreem entwith the data. The overallJ= survivalprobability Sdec
J= 

(E T)is

now obtained by com bining 40% �-suppression with 60%  -suppression,the

latterreduced by thesuppressed  0com ponent.In Fig.11 weseethatwith

� c = 2:9,we do in factgetquite good agreem ent with the results ofboth

Table4 and 5.

The naturalvariable determ ining the am ountofsuppression in thispic-

ture is the fraction fJ= ofJ= ’s inside the hot�-region,com pared to the

overallinteraction volum e.Itisgiven by

fJ= (b)=

Z sc

0

d
2
s N c(b;s)SG l(b;s)

, Z
1

0

d
2
s N c(b;s)SG l(b;s) (29)

TheJ= survivalprobability then becom es

S
dec
J= (b)=SG l(b)= [1� fJ= (b)]; (30)

again the convolution with P(E T;b)providesthe corresponding expressions

asfunction ofE T. In Fig.12 we com pare the data asfunction offJ= with

theprediction (30);theagreem entisquitegood.

In [11],a sim ilar approach is presented with the initialenergy density

instead of� asrelevantvariable. Here also itisthe relative am ountofhot

interaction region which determ inesthesuppression pattern.An interesting

alternativestartsdecon�nem entatthepercolation pointoftransversestring

areas[13].

In sum m ary,theobserved anom alousJ= suppression pattern in Pb� Pb

collisionsagreesquitewellwith a decon�nem entinterpretation.

7.C onclusions

Here we wantto sum m arize ourconclusionsand listthe furtherexperi-

m entswhich webelieveareneeded to corroboratethem .

� Presentp� A data determ inethecrosssection forpre-resonancechar-

m onium absorption in nuclearm atteras�abs = 7:3� 0:6 m b.

� The J= suppression in O � Cu,O � U and S � U collisionsisfully

accounted for by the corresponding nuclear absorption; in contrast,

Pb� Pbcollisionsshow additional(\anom alous")suppression increas-

ing with centrality (seeFig.6).
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�  0production issuppressed beyond nuclearabsorption alreadyin S� U

collisions;thisincreasesfurtherin Pb� Pbcollisions.

� Anom alousJ= suppression presentonlyin Pb� Pbcollisionsrulesout

anyexplanation in term sofhadroniccom overs;allproposed m odelsare

inconsistentwith som eoftheavailabledata.

� Decon�nem ent,with an onsetattheinteraction densityofcentralS� U

collisions,isin accord with alldata.

In two stepsoftheanalysis,furtherdata areclearly necessary forde�nitive

conclusions.

� So far,S � U collisionsprovide norm al,Pb� Pbcollisionsanom alous

suppression. Data from an interm ediate A � A experim entstraddling

the criticaldivide isneeded to check the onsetand help in specifying

the relevant scaling variable. A Pb� Pb experim ent atlower energy

(around 100GeV/cbeam m om entum )would providean excellentcross

check,ifsu�cientstatisticscan beobtained.

The con�rm ation ofa well-de�ned onsetwould establish criticalbehaviour.

Itisthen necessary to con�rm thatthisiscolourdecon�nem ent.

� According to heavy quark QCD calculations,quarkonium dissociation

ise�ectively notpossible in a con�ned m edium ofaccessible tem per-

atures. To check this result for charm onium ,a direct study ofJ= -

nucleon interactionsisneeded (\inverse kinem atics" experim ent[34]).

Besidesthesetworeallyfundam entalquestions,thereareseveralotherpoints

where furtherdata could help considerably in underpinning the conclusions

obtained here. Higher precision p � A data at 450 or 200 GeV/c would

reduce the error m argin in the nuclear absorption cross section and thus

resultin m orepreciseGlaubertheory predictions.Ifthesedataprovideboth

J= and  0crosssections,alsotheA-independenceofthe 0/(J= )ratiocan

be con�rm ed with stillgreater precision,thus corroborating pre-resonance

absorption astheunderlyingm echanism .Finally,aPb� U experim entcould

extend therangeof� (oroftherelevantenergy density)tohighervaluesand

thusm ightprovidea �rstcheck ofa two-stage� �  suppression pattern.
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Figure 1: �2-distributions for nuclear cross section �ts: a) relative to pD ,
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