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Abstract

In heavy-ion collisions, J= and D relkY an production are expected to be
a ected by nuclear m odi cations to the free nuckon structure functions. If
thesem odi cations, known as shadow ing, are proportionalto the Jocalnuclar
density, the per nuckon cross sections w ill depend on centrality. D i erences
In quark and gluon shadow Ing w ill Jead to a new source of In pact param eter
dependence ofthe J= to D rellY an production ratio. W e calculate this ratio
in the CERN NA 50 acceptance w ith several shadow ing param eterizations to

explore its centrality dependence.
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A signi cant anom alous’ suppression of J= production has been observed In Pb+Pb
collisions. The ratio of J= to D rellYan production is lower in central Pb+ Pb collisions
than extrapolations from m ore peripheralcollisions, lighter jon interactions, and pA oollisions
suggest []]. Centrality is inferred from the transverse energy, E 1 .

A Inost allcalculationsofJ= and D rellY an production in nuclear collisions to date have
been based on position independent nuclkon E] or nuclkar structure finctions E]. H ow ever,
nuclear shadow Ing should depend on the parton’s Jocation inside the nuclkus. If shadow Ing
is due to gluon recom bination ], nuclkear binding or rescaling ], or other localphenom ena,
it should be proportionalto the Jocalnuclear density. T he only studies of spatialdependence
have relied on qualitative m easurem ents of In pact param eter, such asdark tracks In em ulsion

4], to nd evidence for such a spatial dependence.

T his letter presents calculations of the In pact param eter dependence of nuclear shad-
owing on J= and D rellYan production in heavy ion ocollisions. This spatial dependence
has an in portant e ect on the E ;1 dependence of J= and D reltY an production. Since J=
suppression is a predicted signature of quark-gluon plasna form ation []], interpretations
B] of the anom alous suppression in the NA50 Pb+Pb data []] should include the spatial
dependence of the structure functions on the J= and D wlkYan rates. W e focus on the
e ects of shadow ing and neglect J= absorption m echanism s.

At lading order (LO), J= production is dom inated by gluon fision while D rellY an
production is due to gg annihilation. Thus if the quark and gluon distributions are a ected
di erently by shadow ing, and if shadow ing has a spatial dependence, the J= to D relkYan
ratio can vary wih In pact param eter. W e present resuls in the acosptance of the CERN
N A 50 experin ent [l].

To be consistent w ith the NA 50 analysis, we calculate J= and D rellY an production at
Jleading order, LO . The LO cross section fornuclkeiA and B oolliding at im pact param eter b
w ith center ofm ass energy P syy and producing a partickeV (J= or )wihmassm at

scak Q is
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where b}, is the partonic ij ! V cross section. The nuclkar parton densities, F{, are the

product of m om entum fraction, x, and Q¢ independent nuclear densities, » ; position and

atom icm ass, A, independent nuclkon parton densities, ff ; and a shadow ing fiinction, S*:
FP &Q%Ez) = a 6)S @ ix;0%52)f ®;0%) ; @)

pP— )
wheres= r?2+ z?. In the absence ofshadowing, S* @ ;x;Q0?;%;z) 1. Thenuclkardensity
is given by a W oods-Saxon distroution, » (8) = @+ ! (=R )?)=@1+ e® F2»)79) where
electron scattering data Blareused to xRa,d, ! and .

W e use the color evaporation m odelof J= production [] so that
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The LO partonic cc cross sections are de ned in E] andm ? = x;x,5¢y . The fraction of&c
pairs that becom e J= ’'sis xed at next-to-lading order (NLO) E]. T he ratio ofthe NLO
to LO cross section is given by K ¢, . W e use the GRV LO [14] nucleon parton distrbutions
withm.,= 13GeV andQ = m. aswellasthe MRS A%densities [3]withm.= 12 Gev

and Q = 2m . wherem . and Q are chosen to agree w ith data E].

The LO D rellYan cross section depends on isospin since 07 6 7 6 [0 6

pp pn nn
dpb.Y q 2
N A2\ N A2 i _
fj_ (XlrQ )fj (XZIQ )deITIZ Kexp91n28NN (4)
X Z N Z N
e ffg(xl;QZH ff;; (%1707 ?Bfg(XZ;QZH ?Bfg ®2;0%) +g$ g ;
g=u;djs

where Z, and N, are the num ber of protons and neutrons in the nucleus. W e assum e that
fP= £, f) = £ etc. mEgs. @) and ), x12 = Qe y=pﬂ and Q = m . The factorK o
acoounts for the rate di erence between the calculations and the data.

T hree param eterizations of shadow ing, based on nuckar D IS @], are used. The rst,

S1 (A ;x), treats quarks, antiquarks, and glions equally without Q2 evolution [I§]. The



other two evolve with Q2 and conserve baryon num ber and totalm om entum . T he second,
S;r @ ;x;02), modi es the valence quarks, sea quarks and glions separately or2< Q < 10
GeV [[4]. The most recent, S} @ ;x;07?), evolves each parton distrbution separately for
Q 15 Gev [IJ]. The S initial gluon distrdution show s in portant antishadow ing in the
region 0:1 < x < 03 w ih sea quark shadow ing in the sam e x range. In contrast, S, has lss
glion antishadow ing and essentially no sea quark e ect.

Sihce we assum e that shadow ing is proportional to the local nuclear density, the spatial

dependence is de ned as

Sv%s = S'@;x%;0%Eiz) = 1+ Ny s B '@;%;07) Hﬁ) ; ©)
0

where Ny s = is chosen so that (1=A)Rd3s (8)Sy s = S*, sinilarto [§]. For kad, Ny s =
132. At large radii, s Ra, Sviq s ! 1 whilke at the nuclear center, the m odi cations
are larger than the average S*. An altemative param eterization, S, proportional to the
thickness of a spherical nuckus [[3], Jeads to a slichtly larger m odi cation in the nuckar
core.

W e m odel our calculations to the NA 50 experin ental acceptance w ith center of m ass
rapidity 0 < yqu < 1 and decay angle in the CollinsSoper frame joos ¢sj< 05 f]1. The
D rellYan spectrum is measured form > 42 GeV and the factor K o, is extracted by
com paring to Eq. @) calculated with the GRV LO distrbutions fl3]. The ratio 7= = P¥
is form ed by extrapolating the calculations to 29 < m < 45 GeV with the same K
because J= and ° decays dom mate the region 2:7 < m < 35 GeV. Tabk [[ give the
in pact param eter averaged cross sections per nuckon pair for the GRV LO and MRS A°
distributions, forpp, P+ Pb and S+ U interactions. T he num bers show the e ects of isospin
and shadow Ing atpm = 173 GeV .W ith theM RS A set, the isospin correction is quite
sm all in the extrapolated region R(]. Because isospin is uninportant in J= production,
only the Pb+Pb cross section is shown. However, the J= data suggests that the AB
dependence m ight be stronger if shadow ng could be ram oved from the data. A though

the choice of parton densities In uences the isospin e ect and K 4, the average D relkY an



shadow Ing is changed by lkssthan 1% whik the di erence In J= shadow ing can be as lJarge
as 5% , lJargely because the gluon distribution is In precisely m easured. T he tabl show s that
the dependence on the nuclkar species is weak. The change In the shadow ing is also 1%
when P Syny = 194 Ge&V .M ost In portant is them ass interval: shadow Ing is 5% stronger In
the m easured region than the extrapolated region.

To illustrate how shadow ng could a ect the interpretation of J= suppression, Fig.
show s the D rell-Yan m ass distrbution form > 2:9 G&V in three in pact param eter bins
relative to no shadow ing, S = 1. Shadow ing changes the slope of the soectrum , producing
a 20% dhange in the predicted rate at m 9 GeV . The absence of § evolution causes
the S; resuls to decrease faster w ith m ass than S, or S3. Including only spatially-averaged
shadow Ing increases K o, over that needed for S = 1 in the measured region relative to
the extrapolated region, shown in Tabk [, as well as further increase the discrepancy in
central collisions w hile overestin ating K ., In perjpheral collisions. At an allradii, F g.f @),
d P*=dm dropsm ore rapidly than the im pact param eter averaged spectra. W henb R,
Fig.[] ), the averaged and spatial dependent spectra approxin ately concide. At large
radii, Fig.[]] (c), shadow ing is reduced, approaching the unshadowed spectra. These results
show that using a calculation to extrapolate to an unm easured region is problem atic.

F igure[] show s the in pact param eter dependence ofthe J= and D rellY an cross sections.
T he x, ranges ofthe two processes nearly coincide: theD rellYan region 29< m < 45G&V
corresoonds to 0:062 < x, < 026 whilk the J= cover 0066 < x, < 0:18. Since all three
param eterizations assum e som e gluon antishadow ing in this region, Y~ isalwaysenhanced
In Pb+ Pb oollisions. Because S, is the sam e for quarks and glions, J= and D rell-Yan are
equally a ected by shadow ing. O n other hand, 82?1,3 1, reducing °¥.

In Fig.B, 77 =P"", calkulated in Egs. {{)-f), is presented as a function ofE; . The
correlation between E 1 and b isbased on the num ber ofnucleon participants g1, in agreem ent
w ith the m ost recent NA 50 E ¢ distrlbutions ]. The D relY an cross section is corrected
forisospin and 9= = Y iscaloulated at ¥ Syy = 194 GV . A fer these adjastm ents, w ith

S =1, 99=7PY 403, n agreem ent with the published NA 50 data [f.]. The combined



D relkY an shadow ing and J= antishadow ing in Fig. [} increases 7= = P¥to0 406 with S,
44 5 for S, and 54 4 using S;. The S; ratio is ndependent of E ; because the b dependence
cancels. However, S, and S; vary with E¢ . The S, ratio rises about 7% whil the S; ratio
Increases 11% ashErigrowsfrom 14 G€V to 120 G €V . T hese enhancam ents are opposite
to the observed drop at large E; and snallb 1], neglkcting shadow ing.

Because of uncertainties in the gluon shadow ing param eterization, it isdi cul to draw
detailed conclusions. However, S; should represent a Iower lin it and S3; an upper lim i.
A stronger spatial dependence such as Sli would slightly increase the e ect with E ¢ whilke
param eterizations based on e.g. nuckarbinding [{lm ight predict a snallere ect.

Tn conclusion, we have studied the in pact param eter dependence of the ratio 7~ = PY
using a spatially dependent shadow ing m odel. W e nd that the ratio ncreases at anallb
(large E ¢ ) com pared w ith m ore peripheral collisions. T he m agnitude of the e ect depends
on the chosen param eterization. Neglecting shadow ing could lead to an increased K o at
P Syy = 173 G&V since the m easured cross section ism ore strongly a ected by shadow Ing
than the extrapolated cross section. In addition, using an iIn pact param eter averaged soec—
tra In central collisions would tend to underestin ate the total num ber of D rellY an pairs,
increasing 7° = PY¥ | Ifthis e ect could be identi ed and corrected for in the data, then

7= =PY woud rise  10% at low E; and drop % at high E;, enhancing the discrep—
ancy between absorption m odels and thedata. At hjgherp Syn s Such asat fiture heavy-ion
colliders, the shadow Ing e ect willbe larger PI]] since these colliders probe lower x values.
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TABLES

DrelkYan 29<m < 45G&V) DrellkYan d2<m < 9Gé&V) J=
pp ©D) pppb ©D) su ©b) pp ©D) pppb ©D) su Eb) ppph (D)
GRV LO
S=1 16.6 12.7 133 231 166 1.76 161
S =951 12.8 135 161 1.72 l.04
S=3S; 125 131 156 1.67 184
S = S3 11.9 12.6 148 161 2.04
MRSAY
S=1 188 183 190 215 217 229 153
S=3S; 186 194 210 226 158
S=3S; 181 18.9 203 219 1.74
S = S3 172 18.1 1.93 210 185

TABLE I. The D rell-Yan extrapolated and m easured cross sections n pp, Pb+Pb and S+ U
collisions and the J= cross section in Pb+ Pb collisions in the NA 50 acosptance w ith the GRV LO
and MRS A° parton densities atp syn = 173 GeV .W e have not ncluded K p = 24 for GRV

LO and 1.7 orM RS A0,
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FIG.1l. The D reltYan dilpton m ass spectrum , d P¥=dM , without and w ith spatial depen—

dence relative to S = 1. T he curves correspoond to b-averaged resultsw ith S, (dashed), S, (dotted)
and S3 (dotdashed). T he spatial dependence is illustrated for S5 s (circles) Sy s (squares) and
S3m s (triangles). T he in pact param eter ranges are (@) 0< b< 02R, fm, ®) 09Ra < b< 1dRjz

fm and () 19Rx < b< 21R, fm respectively.
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