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A bstract

Data from J= and Yproduction n p A collisions are used
to detem ine the cross section for absorption of preresonance char-
monium in nuckarmatter. The J= suppression n O Cu,O0 U
and S U oollisions is fiillly reproduced by the corresponding nuclear
absorption, while Pb P b collisions show an additional suppression
Increasing w ith centrality. W e study the onset of this change In tem s
of hadronic com over Interactions and conclude that so far no con-
ventional hadronic description can consistently account for all data.
D eocon nem ent, starting at a criticalpoint detem ined by centralS U
collisions, is n accord w ith the observed suppression pattem.
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1. Introduction

T he suppression of J= production In nuckusnuckus collisions was pro—
Pos=ed ten years ago as a signalof colourdecon nem ent [1l]. W hen a suppres-
sion was observed In O U and later n S U collisions [2], it was noted
that already p A Interactions result In reduced J= production [3]. Follow —
Ing recent studies of chamm oniim production in hadron-hadron interactions
4,15], J= suppression n p A oollisions can be understood as absorption
ofa preresonance cc g state In nuclkarm atter [@]. T he onsst of colour de-
con nem ent m ust then lead to an additional suppression of J= production,
beyond the m entioned nuclear absorption; In other words, i must result in
a reduction beyond what is already observed In p A interactions [/].

The \anom alous" J= suppression recently reported by the NA 50 col-
laboration [BHL0] therefore triggered considerable excitem ent and already
quite a num ber of tentative explanations [L1H17]. W hile we fully share this
excitem ent, we believe that present data are su cient to carry out a quan-
titative analysis of cham onium suppression In nuclear collisions. T here now
exist quite extensive results on J= production in p A interactions for the
determ ination of nuclar absorption, and the introduction of a zero degree
calorin eter In the experim ental set-up 0ofNA 50 speci es the underlying col-
lision geom etry m uch better than before. Combining the two in a system atic
analysis leads to som e clear-cut conclusions and also show swhat further data
is necessary to corroborate these.

W e begih our analysis, In Section 2, w ith a study of preresonance char-
moniim absorption n p A oollisions, using the G lauber theory of nuclear
Interactions. Apart from the welkestablished nuclar pro l, this form alism
contains as only param eter the absorption cross section . In nuclkearm at-
ter, which can thus be determ Ined w ith a precision lim ied only by that of
the p A data. Tuming to the collision geom etry of nuclkusnuckus In-
teractions, we establish In Section 3 the relation between the centrality of
the oollision, the associated transverse energy and the associated num ber of
soectator nucleons.

U sing these results, we show in Section 4 that pre-resonance absorption
fully acoounts forthe J= suppression observed N O Cu,0 U andS U
collisions. In contrast, Pb P b ocollisions show considerable J= suppression
beyond nuclear absorption. Forthe ¢ there is increased absorption already
nS U oollisions.

In Section 5, we then investigate ifthe observed J= and ° suppression



can be understood in \conventional" tem s, ie., as dissociation in a system

of hadronic com overs produced in the course of the collision. W e nd that
the anom alous J= suppression n Pb P b and only nuclear absorption in
S U oollisionsm ake this in possible. In Section 6, we consider charm onium

suppression by local colour decon nem ent, assum ed to begih at a crtical
density jist above that ofcentralS U collisions. T he resulting suppression
pattem agreeswith the Pb P bdata.

2.Nuclear Absorption in p A Collisions

Cham oniim production In hadron-hadron oollisions proceeds through
parton fuision, at high energies predom inantly gluon fusion, to form a oc pair
[18]. Because of the high m assm . of the cham quark, this process occurs
alm ost instantaneously, with a om ation tine .’ (@m.) '’ 007 fn in the
cc rest fram e. The cc pair is generally In a coloured state; to neutralize its
colour and ©m a singlet cc state J= or ° requires a considerably longer
tin e; virtuality estin ates [d] give about 03 fm , again in the rest fram e ofthe
cc. The analysis of recent experin ents [L9] has show n the role ofhigher Fock
soace com ponents in cham oniuim hadroproduction [, 15]. For production
at low transverse m om entum this suggests that the preresonance state of
cham onia n the rst 0.3 fm isa colour octet cc coupled w ith a soft collnear
glion to neutralise the overallcolourofthiscc g systam [6]. In the presently
accessible kinam atic region of J= production by p A oollisions (Xg 0),
the target nucleus sees only the passage of the preresonance state; physical
cham oniim states are form ed outside the nuckus.

The suppression of J= production n p A oollisions should thus be
understood as preresonance absorption in nomm alnuclkarm atter. T he size
of the preresonance state is detem ined by the cham quark m ass and the
oon nem ent scak; hence it is the same for J= and  °. This accounts nat—
urally for the equal suppression cbserved for the two states, which would
be m possble for physical resonances w hose transverse areas di er by m ore
than a factor three. Theoretical estin ates suggest for the absorption cross
section ofthecc gonnuckons .’ 6 7mb [@]. Wewant to seetowhat
extent it is possible to detem ine this cross section in a system atic study of
presently availablep A data.

In G Jauber theory, the survivalprobability fora J= produced mhap A



collision is given by
SEl= @EA! )=A (@ ! )=

Z Z
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Here , isthe nuclkar density distrdbution, for which we take the standard
threeparam eter W cods-Saxon form w ith param eters as tabulated [20]; i is
nom alized to unity, with
Z
dbdz 5 bjz) = 1: @)

In Eq. [), the integration runs over the in pact param eter b of the incident
proton and the production point z of the preresonance state; the integral
In the weight function covers the path of this state. T he suppression is thus
fully determ ined by the absorption cross section . In nuclkearm atter.

E xperim entally, the J= survival probability

exp exp __ exp
SpA pA =A pN 7 (3)

is detemm ined by comparingp A wihp porp D results. We start
w ith the latter, since here there are data at 200 NA 38], 450 NA 38/51] and
800 GeV /c [E772]); for a recent com pilation, see [10]. In Tablk la, we list the
corresponding survivalprobabities. T he errors ofthe 800 G €V /cdata 1] are
signi cantly an aller than those at the other energiesbecauss herep A and
p D oollisions were studied in the sam e experin ent. U sing the 450 G &V /c
NASlp D crosssection P2] to nom alize the 450 GeV /cNA38p A data
23] results in larger errors. To nom alize the 200 GV /cp A data, the
450 GeV/cp D cross section m oreover has to be rescaled [10], using the
experin entally known energy dependence of J= production. { W e now use
the A -dependence of these results to detem ne the nuclear absorption cross
section for preresonance charmm onium .
For the combined data in Tabl la we ocbtain thebest twih

i =73 06mb; @)

i givesa ?=d:f:’ 14, wih the error corresponding to a con dence level
0of 95% (s=eFig.1). Analyzing the 800, 450 and 200 G &V /c data separately



gives clear ?minima at 7.3, 74 and 7.1 mb, respectively. The resuls thus
are fully com patible; they ndicate that the A -dependence does not vary
w ih incident energy In the presently studied range. This will presum ably
change when the beam energiesbecom emuch higher RHIC and LHC), since
then nuclear shadow ing of the glion distributions is expected to enhance the
suppression [24]. The survival probabilities obtained w ith the cross section
@) are included in Tabk la. In Fig. 2, we com pare the experin ental and the
nuclear absorption results; the agream ent is very good.

W e have also carried out the corresponding analysis of the 450 and 200
GeV/cp A resultswith the NAS5l1 p p data as reference. The resulting

s = 64 06 mb is som ewhat Iower, but still com patble wih Eq. @).

H owever, here the large errors of the data m ake it di cul to de ne I its,
so that the quoted range in this case corresponds to tw ice them ininum 2.

So far, the nuclkar suppression cross section was obtained with p D
orp p data as reference. There is an altemative m ethod which does not
requirethesep N values. T he nuclear target ratios S, =Sz depend directly
on  as.- W e will here com pare the results on di erent targets to those on
carbon, since for this case there exist also 450 G &V /c data w ith relatively
an all errors P3]. The ratios at 800 and 450 G &V /c are listed In Tabl 1b;
they provide thebest tfor = 70 15,wih 2=d:f:’ 0:9 and the error
detemm ined by a 95% con dence kevel. The 2 distrbution is included in F ig.
1; again the di erent experim ents also have their individual 2 m inina at 7
mb. W e thus nd that the value of ., obtained through nuclar ratios is
in good agreem ent w ith that obtained from Table la. Since the value [@) is
the m ost precise, we willuse i In the ram ainder of our analysis.

N ext wetum to a com parison of J= and ‘production np A collisions.
If the suppression observed In these reactions is indeed due to preresonance
absorption, theratio % (J= ) should rem ain forallA at its valie in nuclkon—
nuclkon interactions, where i was found to be (1:81 0:38) 10 ? and
Independent of the cm s. collision energy from 20 to alm ost 2000 G &V [18].
Fitingthep A results compilkd in [L0]by the form

B(% 7 |
( : ) par o —cnl o e, 5)
B dg= ! ) pA! J=
weobtaln ( o )= 000 0:02wih a 95% con dence level; this rules out

variations of m ore than 10% between p pandp U ocollisions. The value
c= (74 007) 10 ? agreesvery wellw ith the m entioned nucleon-nucleon
average.



Pbeam SS;p SGl
Gev /c] (73 0.6mb)
p< 800 0851 0.013 | 0.867 0.010
p<a 800 0806 0.009 | 0.784 0014
pFe 800 0756 0010 || 0.753 0.015
W 800 0619 0013 | 0650 0021
p< 450 085 040 087 001
pAl 450 076 0.9 081 002
p<€u 450 075 008 0.74 0.02
pW 450 0.67 0.08 065 002
p<€u 200 075 047 0.74 0.02
pW 200 065 005 065 002
pU 200 063 043 0ol 002
(@) J= suppression from pA=pD [2,10,22]
P pean Soa =Spe. Se1=S&1
Gev/c] (73 0.6mb)
Ca/C 800 0947 0.024 | 0904 0.007
Fe/C 800 0888 0.025]| 0869 0.009
W /C 800 0727 0026 0.750 0015
Al/C 450 0925 0055 0931 0.005
Cu/C 450 0855 0.L035] 0859 0.009
W /C 450 0761 0.043 ] 0.750 0.015
() J= suppression ratios pA=pC [R2,23]
Tablk 1: J= suppression n p A oollisions




W e thus conclude that the attenuation of J= and °snp A collisions
is quantitatively well described as the absorption ofa preresonance cham o—
nium state n nuclkarm atter,wih .= 73 0®6mb. TheA-ndependence
of 9% (J= ) establiches that the absorption occurs before the form ation of
physical resonances.

3.The Centrality D ependence of N uclear C ollisions

In nuckusnuclkus oollisions, cham onium production can bem easured as
function of the centrality of the collision, and hence we have to calculate the
J= suwivalprobability at xed In pact param eterb. Foran A B collision,
it is given by

#
dSg1 ) 1 d @B ! )

&b AB (NN ! ) d’b

Z zZ |
= Fsdzdz’ as52) 2B s;2) e @A 1) dz oa 85Z) s

exXp ® 1) 0 dzg 5 ® 8;jzg) ans ©)
Here 8 speci es the position of the production point In a plane orthogonalto
the collision axis, while z and z° give the position ofthis point w ithin nucleus
A and within nuckus B, respectively. T he nuclear density distrdoutions j
and  are de ned as above. Note that dS¢=d°b is nom alized such that
when = 0,

( )
Z
dSg i b = 0)
2 G1Wr abs _ .
&b Z = 1: (7)

To cbtain a nom alized probability at xed in pact param eter b, we have to
divide @S¢ b)=d’bl by HSc1®; ans = 0)=d"b].

E xperim entally, the centrality of the ocollision is determ ined by a calori-
m etric m easurem ent of the associated transverse energy Er, ie., the total
energy em itted in the form of hadrons In a plane orthogonal to the beam
axis. The more central a oollision is, the m ore nuckons from target and



proctile w ill participate in the interaction, and hence the m ore secondary
hadronsw illbe produced. Starting w ith the P bbeam experimn entsatCERN,
the NA 50 collaboration uses in addition a zero degree calorim eter; it counts
the num ber of pro ctilke nucleons w hich have not participated In the collision
and therefore provides a further chedk on the centrality of the reaction. To
com pare our calculations w ith the m easured survival probability S,n E1),
we thus have to establish and test a correspondence between the In pact pa—
ram eter b, the transvers energy E 1, and the energy E; reaching the zero
degree calorim eter.

This correlation is given In tem s of the num ber of \wounded" nucleons
28]. Any given nuckon h ap A orA B oollision is designated as
wounded when it has interacted inelastically one orm ore tin es w ith one or
m ore othernuclkons, and fragm entation of such wounded nuclkons eventually
produces the observed secondary hadrons. At high energies, a proctile
nuclon In general passes the entire target nucleus In a tim e much shorter
than needed to transfer informm ation across its own gpatial extension, and
vice versa for the target nuckons. For this reason, the number of tines a
nucleon is wounded does not a ect the subsequent production of hadronic
secondaries n its fragm entation. A given wounded nuckon produces on the
average N, hadrons, and if each of these hadrons has an average transverse
energy ¢, then each wounded nuckon w illcontrbuteq N, g, to the overall
transverse energy produced in the ocollision. W e thus have the relation

Er ) = gNy, b) @)

between the average number N,, of nuclkons wounded in a collision at xed
In pact param eter b and the associated average transverse energy E. pro—
duced in that collision. In general, g will depend on the incident energy
In the sam e way as the average m ultiplicity. Besides this, in the analysis
of speci ¢ experim ental results, g depends on the details of the detector, in
particular on the rapidiy and transverse m om entum range in which the pro—
duced secondaries are m easured. Note that relation [§) is no Ionger valid
when E;: > E¢ o= 0), ie.,when E; is ncreased by multiplicity uctuations
atb= 0.

T he average num ber ofwounded nuclkons in an A B oollision at in pact
param eter b is given by

n O

N.® ) = ARdZSTA(S) 1 L yTsts BF +

w
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Here y ’ 30mb denotesthe nelastic nuc]eon—nucl%m cross section w ithout
the di ractive production com ponent, and T, 8) = dz ; (z;8) the nuckar
pro ke function; the s-integration runs again over a plane orthogonal to the
ocollision axis. The two term s in Eq. [@) thus correspond to the wounding of
nuclons from nucleus A In its passage of nuckus B and vice versa.
Integrating Eq. [@) over in pact param eter yields
z
FbN 2B ) =

Z n o Z n o
A d&s 1 L yTzg®P +B d&s 1 @I yTa@®PT ; (10

R
sihce d?bT 8 B) = 1 Poranys, seeEqg. [). Since the inelastic cross section
for nucleon {nuclus collisions is given by

n o

a= ds 1 L yTa@TP ; 11)

Eqg. [0) can be rew ritten in the fam iliar form PH]
Z
FoNEE )= @ 5 +B a): 12)

Because of uctuations in the num ber ofwounded nuclons and in the trans—
verse energy of the sesocondaries that each wounded nuclkon produces, there
w il be corresponding uctuations in the relation between E; and b. W e as—
sunbe_the dispersion D in the num ber ofwounded nuclkons to be proportional
to N,

D, = aN? @); 13)

w ith a din ensionless universal physical param eter a found to be about one
nA B oollisions P5]. TheE;: b correlation function (see Eq. [8)) can
then be w ritten as

( )
1 Er odNZ2® OF

Pag Erib) = a———
B 2 cfaN 2B (b)exp 2q°aN 3F ()

; 14)



w ith
dEr Pag Er;b) = 1; 15)

so that it is nom alized at xed b.

W e now have to check whether the resulting form indeed acoounts for the
cbserved E ¢ distrdbutionsand x the uctuation dispersion a. T hese general
questions are best answered using the m ninum bias data of the NA 35/49
collaboration [26]; that will also allow us to later address charmm onium pro—
duction data w ith as welltdeterm ined a form aspossbl. Them ninum bias
cross section as function ofE ¢ is given by

Z

d
B - &b L Po®OI1Pas Er;b); 16)

dE ¢

wherePyo)= [l y Tap O PP isthe probability for no interaction. Hence
[l Py ]lautso the ntegralat largelb, when interactionsbecom e In possble
(for a hard sphere m odel, thiswould beat b= Ry + Rg). In Fig. 3, we
com pare Eq. [18) to them easured m ninum biasE; distrbutions from S
AuandPb PDbcoollisions 2d]. NotethattheS Au datawerem easured in
a bbrger rapidity window than thePb P bdata; they were then reanalysed
to obtain the S Au E;-distrbution in the Pb P b rapidiy window R7].
Settinga = 1 RSland with g= 15 orS Auandg= 14 forPb
P b interactions, Eq. [[d) is seen to provide an excellent description of the
m easured E ¢ distrdbutions. Since the acosptance is the sam e in both cases,
the di erence In the ocbserved gvalues is expected to re ect the di erence
In oollision energies; it thus provides us wih som e estin ate of the energy
dependence.

T he distrbution of the transverse energy associated to cham onium pro—
duction willdi er from that just discussed, sihce the A B dependence of
hard processes is determ ined by the num ber of collisions, rather than by the
num ber of wounded nuclkons. W hen a nuckon, in passing a nuclkus, gets
wounded several tin es, at present energies this does not change them ultijplic-
iy of secondaries In its subsequent hadronisation; but each of the collisions
can In principle produce a hard dilepton pair or a heavy quark state. The
number of collisions n an A B interaction at in pact param eter b is given
by

NZ®®) = AB Tag O xi 17)

C

10



where Tpg ©®) =RR d?s Ta 8)Tg ® 8) isthe nuclear overlap fiinction, nom al
ized to uniy: d?b Tag ©©) = 1. Usihg i, we can de ne the \conditional”
E r distrlbution, associated w ith a hard process such as D rellYan or char-
moniim production,

ng Illll g 2 AB
—— = — dDbN_" b Pas Er;b: 18)
dET N
Tt is seen to be correctly nom alized, giving
nh Z
r,=-—1 dbN.b=AB |; a9)

N

w here E is the cross section for the corresponding hard process in an ele-

mentary NN oollision.

Before we can com pare our cham onium survivalprobabilitiesat xed E
w ith data, we thus have to check that also the conditional E  -distributions
are correctly reproduced wih ourE: b assignm ent. Since the acceptance
n the NA 38/50 setup di ers from the m nimum bias experim ents studied
above, we have to determm ine once again the m ean energy g m easured per
wounded nuclkon; the dispersion in N, is retained as determ ined above. W e
e ih Fig.4 that with g= 075 orS U andg= 040 orPb Pb ool
lisions the conditional E ; distrdbutions are reproduced very well. W e have
Included in our distrbution the m easured J= suppression relative to the
D rell-Y an continuum , since the presently available distrlbbutions are dom i-
nated by J= mather than D rellYan events. At low E 1, the data 2llbelow
the caloulated distribbution; this is in both cases due to the E: acoceptance
pro ke ofthe experim ent 28]. The largerdi erence between the two gvalues
here, as com pared to m ininum bias, is due to di erent rapidity coverages of
the NA 38 and NA 50 calorim eters.

A salready mentioned, thePb P b experin ent provides full collision ge—
om etry determ ination by m eans of a zero degree calorim eter (ZDC), which
m easures at each E¢ the associated num ber of pro fctile spectators { those
proctile nuckons which reach the ZD C w ith their full initial energy E i, =
158 G &V .This additional inform ation uniquely identi es the peripherality of
the collisions leading to the m easured cham oniuim production; qualitatively,
the NA 50 results are quite sin ilar to the m nimum bias results of W A 80
29]. The measured E E; ocorrelation [30] In Fig. 5 indicates, eg., that
for transverse energy E+ / 90 G &V approxin ately half the profctile nuclke—
ons ram ain spectators; therefore the In pact param eter in this case m ust be

11



around b Rpyp. In general, the number of proctile pectators isA N2,
sothatE, = @ N2)Ey.UshgE; = gN, = 2gN 2, this leads to the
Er Ej; correlation shown n Fig.5 (labelled G lauber’); it is seen to agree
very wellw ith the m easured correlation.

4 .N uclear A bsorption and A nom alous Suppression

W ith the relation between the m easured transverse energy E: and the
In pact param eter b of the collision determ ined, we can now calculate the E ¢
dependence of the chamm onium survival probability in nuckarm atter. It is
given by

Z

#
dSg 1 b)
Se1Er)= FbPup Erjb) —e

d?b

(7 P
FbPas Erib) —— : 20)

Here the survival probability at xed in pact param eter is given by Eq. (8)
and the E; Db distrbution by Eq. [[4). Through Eq. E0), Sg1E) is
nom alized at xed E; such that Sg1E:) = 1 or s = 0. W ih . =
73 06 mb, from Eq. [@), and with P, E;b) as detem ined in the Jast
section, we have absolute predictions for the nuclar absorption su ered by
cham onia in nuclkusnuckus ocollisions.

W ebegin wih J= production and rst consider the E  -integrated sur-
vivalprobabilities n © Cu,0 U and S U oollisions. In this cass, the
experin ental survival probabilities are given by S = ( JF=AB)=( [°=2)
and thus fully detem ined in tem s of m easured cross sections. As seen In
Tabl 2, the G lauber predictions 2llwellw thin the error range of the data.

Tuming now to the E 1 -dependence, we list In Tablk 3a the experim ental
survival probabilites [10, 131]], ocbtained w ith reference to the rescaled p D
data of NA51. They are shown together with the corresponding G lauber
results, which again agree wellw ith the data.

W ethus ndthattheJ= suppression observed In the collision ofO and S
beam sw ith nuclear targets can be acoounted forby preresonance absorption
in nuclear m atter. For °production, this is no longer the case. The data
for the survival probabilities are shown in Tablk 3b. They are well below

the nuclear absorption predictions, and the additional suppression increases

12



ex
S P SGl Séxirr

(73 06mb) || (73 0.6mb)

O<€u || 057 006] 063 002
o 053 005 052 003
SU 046 005\ 049 003 047 0.03

PbPb| 027 002] 039 003 [ 037 003 |

Tabk 2: J= suppression n A B collisions R,10].

wih increasing Er . W e shall retum In Section 5 to the interpretation and
description of this enhanced ° suppression; here we only want to note its
e ect on J= production. It isknown that 8 2 % of the dbserved J= ’s
are due to °decay [[8]. Since the latter is suppressed in S U collisions,
the corresponding fraction ofthe cbserved J= ’smust be suppressed aswell
W e thus obtain as corrected J= suppression

S = 092 Sg1+ 008 S o; (21)

the corresponding values are included in the Tables and are seen to generally
bring data and nuclkar absorption results even closer together.

A s a further check w ith data of higher precision, we consider the directly
m easured ratio of J= to D rellY an production. T he E ; -dependence of this
ratio is predicted as

[#%= 00 1E1)=G S5 Er); @2)

with G = N¥= NI . Sihce the nuckonnuckon ratio at 200 G &V /c beam

mom entum s experin entally not determ ined w ith the sam e precision as the
nuclear ratios, we t the orm (22) to the data [0, [31] and check whether
the resulting E ¢ dependence is correct. The result, with G = 460, is shown
in Tabl 4a and seen to give excellent agreem ent w ith the data.

Next we tum to the new data forJ= production n Pb P b collisions.
The integrated J= survivalprobability aspredicted by G lauber theory, w ith
the preresonance nuclear absorption cross section [4), is ncluded in Table
2, together w ith the corresponding data; data and prediction for the E ;-
dependence are listed In Tables 4b and 5a. W e note that the data decrease

13



<Er> S*PEr) Sc1ET) ST ET)
Gev (73 06mb) || 73 06mb)

25 054 005| 058 0.02 056 0.03
42 049 005| 052 003 049 0.03
57 045 005 048 003 046 003
71 043 005 045 003 043 003
82 042 004 043 003 041 003

(@) J= suppression in S-U oollisions

<Er > ST ET) Scg1ET)
Gev (73 06mb)

25 035 007| 058 0.02
42 025 005| 052 003
57 019 004 048 003
71 013 003 045 003
82 009 002 043 003

b) ° suppression in SU collisions

Tabl 3: Cham onium suppression n S-U collisions NA 38].
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<Er> || [= ) DY LypEr) || 460S2"ET)
Gev (73 0.6mb)
25 252 0. 2577 12
42 228 06 228 12
57 210 05 210 12
71 202 04 196 12
82 192 04 187 12

@) S U oollisions NA 38]

<Er> | [0= )DY kp ®7) || 460 S B 1)
Gev (73 0.6mb)
35 178 22 202 12
59 132 1.0 179 12
88 127 08 l66 12
120 114 08 156 12
149 86 08 152 12

b) Pb P bocollisions NA 50]

Tablk 4: (J= )/D relkY an ratios In nuclear collisions.
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<Er> S*PEr) Sc1ET) SZTET)
Gev (73 06mb) || 73 06mb)

35 040 006 | 047 003 044 0.03
59 030 003 041 003 039 0.03
88 029 003 038 003 036 003
120 026 003 036 003 034 003
149 020 002 035 003 033 003

(@) J= suppression in PbPb oollisions

<Er > S ED) Sg1ET)
Gev fm (73 0.Lbmb)

51 012 002 043 003
84 011 002 038 003
115 008 002 036 003
144 006 001 035 003

) °suppression in Pb-Pb collisions

Tabl 5: Cham onium suppression in Pb-Pb collisions NA 50].
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well below the predictions: while the survival probability m easured at the
lowest E¢ value is close to preresonance absorption, that at the highest
E: is about 40% amaller. W e thus have a clear and E ; -dependent onsst of
additional J= suppression.

The essential result of this section isthussumm arized N Fig.6: forS U
collisions, nuclkar absorption fully acoounts for the ocbserved attenuation,
forPb P b ocollisions there is an additional and in this sense \anom alous"
suppression.

For the ¢ an enhanced suppression had already been seen n S U
collisions. Tn P b P b interactions, the suppression beyond nuclkar absorption
increases even more, as shown in Tabl 5b. It also continues to becom e
stronger w ith increasing E ¢ .

5. Suppression by H adronic C om overs

Before we can use cham oniim suppression as probe for decon nem ent,
we have to determ ine to what extent suppression beyond nuclear absorption
can be acoounted for by dissociation in a \nom al" con ned m edium . Con—
sider a cham onium state fom ed at the center of the two colliding nuclei at
the m om ent of their com plete overlap, at rest in the center ofm ass, ie., at
xp = 0.Forthe SPS cm s. energy of 17 { 20 G&V, the nuclon distribution
w ithin each nuclkus is Lorentz-contracted along the beam axis to a disc of
somel { 2 fm thikness. This in plies that afterabout 05 { 1.0 fm , m ost of
the nuclkons have swept over the nascent cham onium state, resulting in the
nuclear absorption described above. A fferthistin e, £ nds itselfw ithin the
m ediim produced by the collision, and it is thism edium we want to probe.

The iniial density of hadronic com overs is in general determ ined by the
density of wounded nuclkons 29]. Since the integrand BN, (0;s)=d?’s] ofEq.
[@) is the Iocal density of wounded nuckons at xed in pact param eter, the
average density associated to hard ocollisions is given by

z " # t g " #

dN . w . dN .
n, )= d&s — [s) ©;s) d’s ©;s) : 3)
d?s d?s d?s

Convolution with Pag Er;b) will convert expression [23) into the corre—

soonding density at xed E ¢ ; the resulting behaviour is shown in Fig. 7.
Because of the very low binding energy ( 60M &V ), the °could readily

be dissociated by hadronic com overs. To study this, we st express the
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initial com over density in temm s of the wounded nuclon density,

" #
dN,, (o;s)

N b5s) = Ny Ps

; @4)
where N, is the number of com oving hadrons produced by each wounded
nuclkon. W e then have to take into account that com over absorption oc-
curs after the absorption of the preresonance state; in other words, only a
®which has survived the pre-resonance passage through the nuclearm ediim
can be absorbed by com overs. T he survival probability ofa °in a com over
m edium undergoing isentropic longitudinal expansion therefore becom es
z

SUb)= d’s expf v , NN, @5s)=d’s]logfNy, N, (©;s)=d’sFn¢gg
( ) ( )
#Sey SRS o o .
d2b dZS (b,S) d SdZS de GOISI abs — 0) 14 (25)

where , odenotesthe crosssection or “break-up by collisionsw ith hadronic
com overs, v the average relative velocity between the ° and the colliding
hadrons, and n¢ the (universal) freeze-out density for com overs. In Eq. [29)
we have assum ed the cross section for °dissociation by hadronsto be energy—
independent; since 2M M o’ 60MeV, 4 o isexpected to attain is
geom etric value of about 10 mb very near threshold. R ather than estin ate
the various quantities involved, we prefer to use the °suppression nS U
collisions to determm ine the two constants ¢ Npy=nf and ¢ Vv , N, en—
pirically and then verify that the resulting values are of the right m agniude.
InFig.8awesethatwith g = 13 fn? and o = 08, such a com over de—
scription indeed agrees quite wellw ith the ° suppression cbserved in S U
collisions. T he density of wounded nuclkons in a nuckon-nuclon collision is
about 1 fmn 2;takjng thisasns,and ushgNy, ’ 15, wewouldget g ’ 15.
Forah % cross section of 10 mb, ¢, = 08 fn 2 in plies a hadron velocity
of about 05. A1l constants thus lad to reasonabl values of the involved

To com pare this com over absorption to the (lowerenergy) Pb P bdata,
we rescale ¢ and ¢ by the factor 1.4/1 5 found above in m inimum bias col
lisions. In Fig. 8b we see that the resul agreesalso wih thePb Pbdata.
Fially, n Fig.8c, we show thecombined S U andPb Pbdata asfuinc-
tion of the average com over density n, Er+) = Ny n, E¢) in cham onium
production; the ocbserved behaviour scales quite well in ng, .
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T he extension of such a com over approach to anom alous J= suppression
is confronted w ith two problem s. Heavy quark QCD calculations [32] ex—
clide J= break-up by hnteraction w ith hadrons in the present energy range,
since the dissociation cross section is strongly dam ped near threshold; this
ram ains true also when target m ass e ects are included [33]. However, it is
not a prori clear that cham quarks are su ciently heavy to assure the ap-
plicability ofheavy quark theory. A lthough this theory correctly reproduces
J= -photoproduction data, i can and certainly should be checked directly
[34]. Until such a direct experim ental con m ation is given, i ream ains of
Interest to assum e Jess or no threshold dam ping; the J= will then Interact
w ith a hadronic com over m edium through m uch or all of its geom etric cross
section.

The s=cond problem is that the suppression by hadronic com overs in—
creases continuously; there cannot be a sudden onset. Hence it is necessary
to chedk ifthepresence ofcom overabsorption n S U oollisions is com patible
w ith the constraints provided by all presently available data. The J= ab-—
sorption by hadronic com overs is readily obtained from Eqg. 23); we jast
replace the “hadron break-up cross section by that or J= dissociation. If
we assum e this cross section tobe around 1.5mb (ie., approxin ately halfits
geom etric value) essentially from threshold on, we cbtain asmuch suppres—
sion asisobserved N P b P boollisions, as seen In F ig. 9a. H owever, w ith the
break-up cross section thus xed, we now have a param eter-free prediction
forthe S U suppression, and it is evident from F ig. 9a that this does not
agree w ith the data. F ig. 9a also ilustrates quite clearly that a precise study
ofnom alvs. anom alous behaviour is needed to con m this conclusion.

W e therefore tum to the ratio of J= )/ D rellYan) production n S U
andPb PDboollisions (Tablk 4). In Fig. 9 we see that w ith the absorption
cross section xed at 1.5 mb, the J= suppression ram ains in good agree—
mentwih thePb P bdata; however, the corresponding com over absorption
clearly missesthe S U data. In other words: if we tune the J= -com over
dissociation cross section such as to obtain the am ount of suppression cb-
srved in Pb P b collisions, then the only way the data have of show ing
dissent is to disagree w ith the comresponding S U prediction; and this is
what they do.

Finally we show in Fig. 10 the ratio of J= to D rellYan production In
S U andPb Pboollisionsas function ofn, . Oneway to relatethePb Pb
data wih n, ( lled trangles) is obtained by applying ourb E ; assignm ent
to them easured < E > points, using the W oods-Saxon nuclear distrioution.
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Fora sscond way (open trangles), weuse theb E; assignm ent obtained by
NA S50 [U] from the E ; distrdoution including the low E; detector de ciency
and using a hard core nuclkar distribution. W e note that the precise position
of the peripheral data points as function of n,, is rather dependent on the
details of the ocollision geom etry and the nuclkar distrbution. Hence here
conclusive results m ay have to wai for higher statistics and m ore com plete
Iow E; Pb Pbdata.

Let us now comment brie y on som e proposed com over descriptions of
anom alous J= suppression. The rst such sudy [12] ncludingthePb Pb
data postulates ad hoc a com over density di erent from that In G lauber
theory, setting

N, Er)=cEq ; (26)

In tem s ofthe hadronic transverse energy. T his relation, although correct in
the uctuation regin e, isnot In accord w ith the peripherality of the actually
m easured collisions. T he com over density as function ofE,; is given directly
by G lauber theory, relating the num ber of unwounded to that of wounded
nuclons. Combining this wih Eq. [28) givesthe E; E, corelation pro-
vided by ref. [12]. Ikt is Included In Fig. 5 and seen to disagree strongly w ith
the m easured form . The m odel thus does not reproduce the actual colli-
sion conditions of the experiment. It also uses .5 = 48 mb, which is not
com patble wih Eq. [@).

A subsequent, m ore detailed com over investigation [L9]usesG lauber the-
ory consistently throughout. To account for com over interactions, it requires
the corresponding cross sections for J= -hadron and %hadron interactions;
i addition, i takes nto account J= !  %and °! J= transitions. To-
getherw ith the preresonance absorption cross section, one thushasa totalof

ve ad justable param eters, to be tuned such as to account for the anom alous
J= suppression nPb PboollisionsaswellasfortheS U andp A data.
Let us illustrate what this leads to. Our ( %corrected) nuclear absorption
results in Tabl 4a t the data listed there with a ?=d:f:ofabout 1. The
J= Dbehaviourpredicted in ref. [19] leadsto a 2=d:f: of about 4 and is thus
exclided w ith betterthan 99% con dence level. Tn our opinion, ref. [15] thus
establishes nicely that even after the introduction of four further param eters,
a com over picture can reproduce the J= -suppression cbserved n Pb Pb
collisions only at the expense of giving up an acosptable account oftheS U
data.
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W e therefore conclude that it is not possible to describe consistently in
term s of hadronic com overs both the \nom al" (preresonance) J= sup-
pression observed n S U oollisions and the anom alous J= suppression
in Pb Pb interactions. In contrast, the measured ° suppression is well
described by hadronic com over absorption.

6. Suppression by Colour D econ nem ent

For the fate ofa J= in dense m atter, the basic di erence between co—
m over absorption and colour decon nem ent is that the former is always
present, changing sm oothly with kinem atic conditions, whereas the latter
has no e ect below som e critical threshold. For colour decon nem ent, the
Interaction region thus consists ofa \hot" (inner) part, where a J= can be
dissociated, and \cool" (outer) part laving it ntact. In the case of anall
nucli or very peripheral collisions, no region is hot enough, and so there
w il be only pre-resonance nuclkar absorption. H ence the relative fraction of
hot interaction region becom es the determ ining variable for decon nem ent
suppression 241].

A s already noted, the J= plays a crucial role In probing colour decon—

nem ent by cham onium suppression: while the weakly bound ° is easily
broken up In con ned as well as In decon ned m edia, only hard and hence
decon ned gluons can resolve the structure of the snall J= and overcom e
tsbindingenergy 2Mp, M 7 004 G&V [32]. W e therefore concentrate
here on J= suppression. Sihce it is not clear from Fig. 9 if the density of
wounded nuckons (@and hence also the initial energy density) is a suiabl
variable to describe the cbserved J= suppression pattem, we do not want
to assum e an equilbrated system .

T he precursor of a quark-gluon plasn a is a system in which the partonic
constituents are no longer distributed in the way they are in hadrons. A
change in the glion distribution can arse by interactions between wounded
nucleons. T he am ount of intemetting between wounded nuclkons is thus cru-
cial: how m any collisions doesa wounded nucleon undergo? T hisism easured
by the interaction density [35]

05; @7)

where N, and N ,, denote the num ber of nucleon-nuclkon oollisions and that
ofwounded nuclkons, repectively. Shce np A collisionsN, = N.+ 1,
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here lies in the range 0:5 1,with = 05 frp p Interactions. It can
becom e lJarger than unity only ln A B oollisions, since there interactions
between wounded nuclkons are possble, and it ncreases w ith the centrality
ofthe collisions. Since G Jauber theory providesboth N, and N, isreadily
calculable.

The Interaction m easure is of particular Interest because it can be de—
termm ined In a m odelxindependent way from experin entaldata. T he num ber
Npy ofD rellYan pairsproduced n an A B interaction is directly propor—
tionalto the totalnum ber of nucleon-nuclkon collisions, while the numberN
of produced hadronic secondaries (or the transverse hadronic energy E 1) is
determ ined by the num ber of wounded nuclkons. W e thus have Npy =Ny
In tem s of m easurable quantities and can crosscorrelate cham onium sup-—
pression atagiven E; (and hence at a given degree of intemetting) w ith other
cbservables which m ight show a rescattering dependence, such as ratios of
hadronic secondaries.

For the onset of decon nem ent, we assum e that once reaches som e
critical value ., there are enough Interactions between wounded nuclkons
to provide the hard glions necessary for J= dissociation. Consider (o;s)
at xed Inpact param eter b, as function of the pro k s of the interaction
region. The condition (5;s5.) = . xes the extension s, of the hot volum e
at the given b. W e now evaliate the J= survival probability [@) with the
constraint that the integrand vanishes fors  s.. The resulting S3° ) we
convolute with P (o;E ¢ ) to obtain the predicted survival probability at xed
E:r.

Beforewe can com pare this result to the data, we have to take Into acoount
that approxin ately 40% ofthe produced J= ’‘scome from . decay (see ref.
[18] for details), and the ., wih its hrgerradius (r * 04 fm > r 7 02
fm) and smaller binding energy (E ' 03 Ge&V < E ' 06 Ge&V), is
m ore easily dissociated than the J= . It isnot clear if -hadron interactions
can be treated by heavy quark QCD in the same way as those for J= ’s;
however, the form alisn does give reasonable results for the aswell [34].
W e thus assum e that there aretwo distinct . values: _and _ > _.Sice
theS U data show no anom alous suppression, . hastobe at Jeast as large
asthemaximum valieof (@;s) nS U oollisions. From

= [ b= 0;s= 0], ' 23 28)

C
we thus get a possibl starting point for anom alous suppression. T he value
of is considered as open param eter and detemm ined such as to get best

C
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agream ent w ith the data. The overall J= survival probability S$° ) is
now obtained by combining 40% -suppression with 60% -suppression, the
latter reduced by the suppressed ° com ponent. h Fig. 11 we see that with
. = 29, we do in fact get quite good agreem ent w ith the results of both
Tablk 4 and 5.
T he natural varable determ Ining the am ount of suppression in this pic—
ture is the fraction f;. of J= ’s inside the hot -region, com pared to the
overall interaction volum e. It is given by

Zsc ! Zl

fi. b) = d’s N (o;s) Sg1l5s) d’s N (o;8) Sg1l5s) 29)
0 0

The J= surival probability then becom es
S B=Sc.) = L £ O (30)

again the convolution wih P € 1 ;b) provides the corresponding expressions
as function of E+ . In Fig. 12 we com pare the data as function of £;. wih
the prediction [30); the agream ent is quite good.

In [L1], a sim ilar approach is presented w ith the initial energy density
Instead of as rekvant variable. Here also it is the rlative am ount of hot
Interaction region which detem ines the suppression pattem. An Interesting
altemative starts decon nem ent at the percolation point of transverse string
areas [L3].

In summ ary, the observed anom alous J= suppression pattem nPb Pb
collisions agrees quite wellw ith a decon nem ent interpretation.

7.Conclusions

Here we want to summ arize our conclusions and list the further experi-
m ents which we believe are needed to corroborate them .

Presentp A data detem ine the cross section for preresonance char-
monium absorption In nuclkarm atteras 5= 73 06 mb.

The J= auppression n O Cu,0 U and S U oollisions is fully
acoounted for by the corresponding nuclear absorption; in contrast,
Pb P b collisions show additional (\anom alous") suppression increas-
Ing with centrality (see Fig. 6).
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®production is suppressed beyond nuclear absorption already in S U
collisions; this Increases further n Pb P b oollisions.

Anom alousJ= suppression present only n Pb P boollisions rules out
any explanation in tem s ofhadronic com overs; allproposed m odels are
noonsistent w ith som e of the availabl data.

D econ nem ent, w ith an onset at the interaction density ofcentralS U
collisions, is in accord w ith alldata.

In two steps of the analysis, further data are clearly necessary for de nitive
conclusions.

So far, S U oollisions provide nomal, Pb P b collisions anom alous

suppression. D ata from an intem ediate A’ A experim ent straddling
the critical divide is needed to check the onset and help In specifying
the relevant scaling variable. A Pb P b experim ent at lower energy
(around 100 G &V /cbeam m om entum ) would provide an excellent cross
check, if su cient statistics can be obtained.

The con m ation of a wellkde ned onset would establish critical behaviour.
Tt is then necessary to con m that this is colour decon nem ent.

A coording to heavy quark QCD calculations, quarkonium dissociation
is e ectively not possble n a con ned m ediuim of accessble tem per-
atures. To check this result for cham onium , a direct study of J= -
nucleon Interactions is needed (\inverse kinem atics" experin ent [34]).

B esides these two really findam entalquestions, there are several otherpoints
w here further data could help considerably in underpinning the conclusions
obtained here. Higher precision p A data at 450 or 200 Ge&V /c would
reduce the error m argin In the nuclkar absorption cross section and thus
result in m ore precise G lauber theory predictions. If these data provide both
J= and °crosssections, also the A -independence of the %/ (J= ) ratio can
be con m ed wih still greater precision, thus corroborating preresonance
absorption asthe underlyingm echanian . Finally,aPb U experin ent could
extend the range of (or ofthe relevant energy density) to higher values and
thusm ight provide a st check of a two-stage suppression pattem.
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Figure 1: 2-distrbutions fr nuclear cross section ts: a) relative to pD ,
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Figure 2: J= sumwivalprobabilitiesin p A collisions, com pared to G Jauber
theory resultswih = 73 06mb.
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Figure 3: M Ininum biasE; distrbutions forS Au and Pb P b Interac-
tions 6], com pared to G Jauber theory resultswih g= 15 (S Au) and
14 Pb Pb).
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Figure 4: Hard oollision E; distrbutions for S U R8]and Pb Pb [9]
Interactions, com pared to G lJauber theory resultswith g= 075 (S U) and
040 Pb PD).
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Figure 5: E¢ E; correlation n Pb P b collisions [30], com pared to the
G Jauber theory correlation. The curve labelled G V' is the correlation of
m odel [12]; see section 5.

30



- s-U Pb-Pb .

0.6 | 10.6

0.4 404
a) i 1
0.2} q10.2
20 50 80 50 80 110 140
Er (GeVv)
i /DY _
30 S-U Pb-Pb 130
20 b 120
b)
10 + 410

1 1 1 1
20 50 80 50 80 110 140
Er (GeV)

Figure 6: J= suppression n S U andPb P bcollisions for (@) the survival

probability and (o) the ratio of J= to D wrlkYan production. The curves
show the G lauber theory resultswih = 73 06 mb.
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Figure 7: The average density of wounded nuclkons in hard interactions for
S U andPb PDbcollisions.
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Figure 10: The mtio of J= to D wlkYan production n S U (circkes) and
Pb Pb (tranglks) oollisions com pared to ( *corrected) G lauber theory
results, as function of n,; @) Illed trangles use our G lauber in pact pa-
ram eter assignm ent, () open trangles that obtained from the experin ental
E ¢ distrbution [E].
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Figure 11: @) The experin ental J= survival probability com pared to de-
con nem ent suppression n Pb P b collisions, w ith = 23 and = 29;

[¢] [¢]

(o) sam e for the ratio of J= to D rwlkYan production.
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Figure 12: Experin entalJ= suppression, com pared to ( “corrected) G Jauber
theory resuls, as finction ofthe relative fraction £;- ofhot interaction vol-
um e.
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