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Abstract

In heavy-ion collisions,J= and Drell-Yan production areexpected to be

a�ected by nuclear m odi�cations to the free nucleon structure functions. If

thesem odi�cations,known asshadowing,areproportionaltothelocalnuclear

density,the pernucleon crosssectionswilldepend on centrality. Di�erences

in quark and gluon shadowing willlead to a new sourceofim pactparam eter

dependenceoftheJ= to Drell-Yan production ratio.W ecalculatethisratio

in the CERN NA50 acceptance with severalshadowing param eterizationsto

explore itscentrality dependence.
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A signi�cant‘anom alous’suppression ofJ= production hasbeen observed in Pb+Pb

collisions. The ratio ofJ= to Drell-Yan production is lower in centralPb+Pb collisions

thanextrapolationsfrom m oreperipheralcollisions,lighterioninteractions,andpA collisions

suggest[1].Centrality isinferred from thetransverse energy,E T.

Alm ostallcalculationsofJ= and Drell-Yan production in nuclearcollisionstodatehave

been based on position independentnucleon [2]ornuclearstructurefunctions[3].However,

nuclearshadowing should depend on theparton’slocation insidethenucleus.Ifshadowing

isduetogluon recom bination [4],nuclearbindingorrescaling[5],orotherlocalphenom ena,

itshould beproportionaltothelocalnucleardensity.Theonlystudiesofspatialdependence

haverelied onqualitativem easurem entsofim pactparam eter,such asdarktracksinem ulsion

[6],to �nd evidence forsuch a spatialdependence.

This letter presents calculations ofthe im pact param eter dependence ofnuclear shad-

owing on J= and Drell-Yan production in heavy ion collisions. This spatialdependence

hasan im portante�ecton theE T dependenceofJ= and Drell-Yan production.SinceJ= 

suppression is a predicted signature ofquark-gluon plasm a form ation [7],interpretations

[2]ofthe anom alous suppression in the NA50 Pb+Pb data [1]should include the spatial

dependence ofthe structure functions on the J= and Drell-Yan rates. W e focus on the

e�ectsofshadowing and neglectJ= absorption m echanism s.

At leading order (LO),J= production is dom inated by gluon fusion while Drell-Yan

production isdueto qq annihilation.Thusifthequark and gluon distributionsarea�ected

di�erently by shadowing,and ifshadowing hasa spatialdependence,theJ= to Drell-Yan

ratio can vary with im pactparam eter. W e presentresultsin the acceptance ofthe CERN

NA50 experim ent[1].

To beconsistentwith theNA50 analysis,wecalculateJ= and Drell-Yan production at

leading order,LO.TheLO crosssection fornucleiA and B colliding atim pactparam eterb

with centerofm assenergy
p
sN N and producing a particle V (J= or
�)with m assm at

scaleQ is
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where b�Vij isthe partonic ij ! V crosssection. The nuclearparton densities,F A
i ,are the

productofm om entum fraction,x,and Q 2 independentnucleardensities,�A ;position and

atom icm ass,A,independentnucleon parton densities,fNi ;and a shadowing function,S
i:
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wheres=
p
r2 + z2.In theabsenceofshadowing,Si(A;x;Q 2;~r;z)� 1.Thenucleardensity

is given by a W oods-Saxon distribution,�A (s) = �0(1+ !(s=R A)
2)=(1+ e(s� R A )=d) where

electron scattering data [8]areused to �x R A ,d,! and �0.

W eusethecolorevaporation m odelofJ= production [9]so that
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TheLO partoniccccrosssectionsarede�ned in [10]and m 2 = x1x2sN N .Thefraction ofcc

pairsthatbecom e J= ’sis�xed atnext-to-leading order(NLO)[9].Theratio oftheNLO

to LO crosssection isgiven by K th.W eusetheGRV LO [12]nucleon parton distributions

with m c = 1:3 GeV and Q = m c aswellasthe M RS A 0 densities[13]with m c = 1:2 GeV

and Q = 2m c wherem c and Q arechosen to agreewith data [9].

TheLO Drell-Yan crosssection dependson isospin since�D Ypp 6= �D Ypn 6= �D Ynp 6= �D Ynn

f
N
i (x1;Q

2)fNj (x2;Q
2)
db�D Yij

dydm 2
= K exp

4��2

9m 2sN N

(4)
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;

whereZA and N A arethenum berofprotonsand neutronsin thenucleus.W eassum e that

fpu = fnd,f
p

d = fnu etc.In Eqs.(3)and (4),x1;2 = Qe� y=
p
sN N and Q = m .ThefactorK exp

accountsfortheratedi�erence between thecalculationsand thedata.

Three param eterizationsofshadowing,based on nuclearDIS [14],are used. The �rst,

S1(A;x), treats quarks, antiquarks, and gluons equally without Q 2 evolution [15]. The
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othertwo evolve with Q 2 and conserve baryon num berand totalm om entum . The second,

Si
2(A;x;Q

2),m odi�esthevalence quarks,sea quarksand gluonsseparately for2 < Q < 10

GeV [16]. The m ost recent,Si
3(A;x;Q

2),evolves each parton distribution separately for

Q � 1:5 GeV [17].The S3 initialgluon distribution showsim portantantishadowing in the

region 0:1< x < 0:3 with sea quark shadowing in thesam ex range.In contrast,S2 hasless

gluon antishadowing and essentially no sea quark e�ect.

Sinceweassum ethatshadowing isproportionalto thelocalnucleardensity,thespatial

dependence isde�ned as

S
i
W S = S

i(A;x;Q 2
;~r;z)= 1+ N W S[S

i(A;x;Q 2)� 1]
�(s)

�0
; (5)

where N W S = ischosen so that(1=A)
R
d3s�(s)SiW S = Si,sim ilarto [18]. Forlead,N W S =

1:32. At large radii,s � R A,S
i
W S ! 1 while at the nuclear center,the m odi�cations

are larger than the average Si. An alternative param eterization,Si
R,proportionalto the

thickness ofa sphericalnucleus [19],leads to a slightly larger m odi�cation in the nuclear

core.

W e m odelour calculations to the NA50 experim entalacceptance with center ofm ass

rapidity 0 < ycm < 1 and decay angle in the Collins-Soperfram e jcos�CSj< 0:5 [1]. The

Drell-Yan spectrum is m easured for m > 4:2 GeV and the factor K exp is extracted by

com paring to Eq.(4)calculated with the GRV LO distributions[12]. The ratio �J= =�D Y

is form ed by extrapolating the calculations to 2:9 < m < 4:5 GeV with the sam e K exp

because J= and  0 decays dom inate the region 2:7 < m < 3:5 GeV.Table I give the

im pact param eter averaged cross sections per nucleon pairforthe GRV LO and M RS A 0

distributions,forpp,Pb+Pb and S+U interactions.Thenum bersshow thee�ectsofisospin

and shadowing at
p
sN N = 17:3 GeV.W ith theM RS A 0set,theisospin correction isquite

sm allin the extrapolated region [20]. Because isospin is unim portant in J= production,

only the Pb+Pb cross section is shown. However, the J= data suggests that the AB

dependence m ight be stronger ifshadowing could be rem oved from the data. Although

the choice ofparton densitiesin
uencesthe isospin e�ectand K exp,the average Drell-Yan

4



shadowing ischanged by lessthan 1% whilethedi�erencein J= shadowing can beaslarge

as5% ,largely becausethegluon distribution isim precisely m easured.Thetableshowsthat

the dependence on the nuclearspeciesisweak. The change in the shadowing isalso � 1%

when
p
sN N = 19:4 GeV.M ostim portantisthem assinterval:shadowing is5% strongerin

them easured region than theextrapolated region.

To illustrate how shadowing could a�ectthe interpretation ofJ= suppression,Fig.1

shows the Drell-Yan m ass distribution for m > 2:9 GeV in three im pact param eter bins

relative to no shadowing,S = 1.Shadowing changesthe slope ofthe spectrum ,producing

a � 20% change in the predicted rate atm � 9 GeV.The absence ofQ2 evolution causes

theS1 resultsto decreasefasterwith m assthan S2 orS3.Including only spatially-averaged

shadowing increases K exp over that needed for S = 1 in the m easured region relative to

the extrapolated region,shown in Table I,as wellas further increase the discrepancy in

centralcollisionswhileoverestim ating K exp in peripheralcollisions.Atsm allradii,Fig.1(a),

d�D Y =dm dropsm orerapidly than theim pactparam eteraveraged spectra.W hen b� RA,

Fig.1(b),the averaged and spatialdependent spectra approxim ately coincide. At large

radii,Fig.1(c),shadowing isreduced,approaching the unshadowed spectra. These results

show thatusing a calculation to extrapolateto an unm easured region isproblem atic.

Figure2showstheim pactparam eterdependenceoftheJ= andDrell-Yancrosssections.

Thex2 rangesofthetwoprocessesnearly coincide:theDrell-Yan region 2:9< m < 4:5GeV

correspondsto 0:062 < x2 < 0:26 while the J= cover0:066 < x2 < 0:18. Since allthree

param eterizationsassum esom egluon antishadowing in thisregion,�J= isalwaysenhanced

in Pb+Pb collisions.BecauseS1 isthesam eforquarksand gluons,J= and Drell-Yan are

equally a�ected by shadowing.On otherhand,S
q

2;3 � 1,reducing �D Y .

In Fig.3,�J= =�D Y ,calculated in Eqs.(1)-(4),is presented as a function ofE T. The

correlationbetween E T andbisbasedonthenum berofnucleon participants[2],inagreem ent

with the m ostrecentNA50 E T distributions[20]. The Drell-Yan crosssection iscorrected

forisospin and �J= =�D Y iscalculated at
p
sN N = 19:4 GeV.Aftertheseadjustm ents,with

S = 1,�J= =�D Y � 40:3,in agreem ent with the published NA50 data [1]. The com bined
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Drell-Yan shadowing and J= antishadowing in Fig.2 increases�J= =�D Y to 40.6 with S1,

44.5 forS2 and 54.4 using S3.TheS1 ratio isindependentofE T becausethebdependence

cancels.However,S2 and S3 vary with E T.The S2 ratio risesabout7% while theS3 ratio

increases� 11% ashETigrowsfrom 14 GeV to 120 GeV.Theseenhancem entsareopposite

to theobserved drop atlargeE T and sm allb[1],neglecting shadowing.

Becauseofuncertaintiesin thegluon shadowing param eterization,itisdi�cultto draw

detailed conclusions. However,S1 should represent a lower lim it and S3 an upper lim it.

A strongerspatialdependence such asSi
R would slightly increase the e�ectwith E T while

param eterizationsbased on e.g.nuclearbinding [5]m ightpredicta sm allere�ect.

In conclusion,wehavestudied theim pactparam eterdependence oftheratio �J= =�D Y

using a spatially dependent shadowing m odel. W e �nd thatthe ratio increases atsm allb

(largeE T)com pared with m ore peripheralcollisions.The m agnitude ofthe e�ectdepends

on the chosen param eterization. Neglecting shadowing could lead to an increased K exp at

p
sN N = 17:3 GeV sincethem easured crosssection ism orestrongly a�ected by shadowing

than theextrapolated crosssection.In addition,using an im pactparam eteraveraged spec-

tra in centralcollisionswould tend to underestim ate the totalnum berofDrell-Yan pairs,

increasing �J= =�D Y . Ifthise�ectcould be identi�ed and corrected forin the data,then

�J= =�D Y would rise� 10% atlow ET and drop � 4% athigh ET,enhancing thediscrep-

ancy between absorption m odelsand thedata.Athigher
p
sN N ,such asatfutureheavy-ion

colliders,theshadowing e�ectwillbelarger[21]sincethesecollidersprobelowerx values.
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TABLES

Drell-Yan (2:9 < m < 4:5 G eV) Drell-Yan (4:2 < m < 9 G eV) J= 

�pp (pb) �PbPb (pb) �SU (pb) �pp (pb) �PbPb (pb) �SU (pb) �PbPb (nb)

G RV LO

S = 1 16.6 12.7 13.3 2.31 1.66 1.76 1.61

S = S1 � 12.8 13.5 � 1.61 1.72 1.64

S = S2 � 12.5 13.1 � 1.56 1.67 1.84

S = S3 � 11.9 12.6 � 1.48 1.61 2.04

M RS A 0

S = 1 18.8 18.3 19.0 2.15 2.17 2.29 1.53

S = S1 � 18.6 19.4 � 2.10 2.26 1.58

S = S2 � 18.1 18.9 � 2.03 2.19 1.74

S = S3 � 17.2 18.1 � 1.93 2.10 1.85

TABLE I. The Drell-Yan extrapolated and m easured cross sections in pp,Pb+ Pb and S+ U

collisionsand theJ= crosssection in Pb+ Pb collisionsin theNA50 acceptancewith theG RV LO

and M RS A 0 parton densities at
p
sN N = 17:3 G eV.W e have not included K exp = 2:4 for G RV

LO and 1.7 forM RS A 0.
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FIG .1. The Drell-Yan dilepton m ass spectrum ,d�D Y =dM ,without and with spatialdepen-

dencerelativeto S = 1.Thecurvescorrespond to b-averaged resultswith S1 (dashed),S2 (dotted)

and S3 (dot-dashed).Thespatialdependenceisillustrated forS1;W S (circles)S2;W S (squares)and

S3;W S (triangles).Theim pactparam eterrangesare(a)0< b< 0:2R A fm ,(b)0:9R A < b< 1:1R A

fm and (c)1:9R A < b< 2:1R A fm respectively.
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FIG .2. The (a) J= and (b) Drell-Yan rates in Pb+ Pb collisions at
p
sN N = 17:3 G eV

relative to production withoutshadowing,S = 1,asa function ofim pactparam eter. The curves

and sym bolsare de�ned in Fig.1.
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curvesand sym bolsare de�ned in Fig.1.
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