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If nuclear collisions lead to Q GP fomm ation then the ratio
of Oover J= will ream ain constant with Er as both J=
and Oare melted In the QGP. On the other hand, if hot
hadronic m atter is produced, the ratio will continually fall
wih Er,as Osarem ore suppressed in hadronicm atter than
theJ= ’s. W ehave constructed the ratio for Pb+ P b collisions
at SPS from the existing NA 50 data. The ratio gives the
indication of a possbble QGP fom ation at SPS energy, but
de nite conclusion can not be reached. W e have also given
the prediction for the ratio at RH IC energy.

Lattice QCD predicts that under certain conditions
(su ciently high energy density and tem perature) ordi-
nary hadronicm atter where quarks and glions are con—

ned) can undergo a phase transition to decon ned m at—
ter, comm only known asquark ghion plasma QGP).J=
suppression is recognized asone ofthe prom ising signalof
the decon nem ent transition. D ue to screening of color
force, binding of cc pairs into a J= meson willbe hin—
dered, leading to the so called J= suppression in heavy
jon oollisions [1]. Experim ental data indeed show sup-—
pression. However, all the data prior to NAS50 Pb+Pb
are well explained In tem s of nuclear absorption, also
present In pA ocollisions R,3]. NA 50 collaboration (] ob—
served anom alous suppression (ie. suppression beyond
the nom al nuclar absorption) in 158 GeV /c Pb+Pb
collisions B]. The ratio of J= yield to that of D relt-
Yan pairs decreases faster with E1 in the m ost central
collisions than in the less central ones. It has been sug—
gested that the resulting pattem can be understood in a
decon nem ent scenario in tem s of successive m elting of
cham onium bound states @]. However, it was realized
later that the data could be wellexplained in a variety of
m odels B{9], wih orw ithout QGP formm ation. In ref B]
i was also shown that the predicted J= suppression at
RHIC in a QCD based nuclar absorption m odel, agree
wellw ith predictions obtained in a Q GP based m odel It
seam s that, even at RH IC, decon ning phase transition
could not be detected from the J= suppression.

Not only J= , but other states of cham onium s (€g.

and 0 are also suppressed n a QGP or In a nu—
clear m atter. Tn pA collisions, 0 suppression is sin i~
lar to J= suppression [10]. Recently in Q uark m atter
2002,N A 50 collaboration con m ed that in pA collisions,

o ® [1]. They measured J= aswell 0from

abs abs

Be, AL Cu and W targets. Param eterizing the produc—

tion cross section as P*» / A , NA 50 collaboration ob-—
tained, 4- = 0:933 0:105and = 0906 0:022.
Nearly identical values of for both the J= and (
In a G lJauber type ofm odel of nuclear absorption trans-
late into sim ilar absorption cross section for them , ie.

;;s N abos , contrary to the popular expectation that

Obeing tw ice as large in size than the J= , _ % willbe
J=

much larger than .. Y . The apparent contradiction is
resolved In the color octet m odel [12]. In the color octet
m odel, perturbatively produced cc pairs rst neutralizes
its color by combining w ith a soft collinear gluon. The
pre—resonance cog state then transform s in to a proper
cham oniim state, J= or 0. In pA ocollisions, the nu-
clearm ediim seesonly the preresonance state. Equality
of I-." and _Y isthen explined.

Unlike in pA collisions, In AA oollisions, J= and

0 suppression di ers. NA 38/NA 50 collaboration m ea—
sured centrality dependence of J= aswellasof Osin
S+ U /Pb+ Pb collisions [13,4]. D ata indicate that com —
pared to J= , (s are more suppressed. For exam ple,
In S+U oollisions, from peripheral to central collisions
J= ’'sare suppressed by a factorof 13,whikthe O0s
are suppressed by a factor of 4. Sin flarly In Pb+Pb
collisions, while Osaresuppressed by a factorof8,J= 's
are suppressed by a factor ofthreeonly. Thusin AA col-
lisions, additional suppression m echanisn isoperative for

Os, which is absent for the J= ’'s in AA collisions.

O ne of the source for additional suppression could be
the QGP fom ation. IfFQGP fom ation is the source of
the additional suppression of Us, why the e ect is not
seen In J= ? Colr screening studies shows that in a
QGP, melting of J= require a tem perature of 12T,
while the 0Us aremelted at T, only. Thus if QGP is
produced around T, s e ect may be f£lt only on 0
not on J= ’s. Also as the tin e scale of production of

0 is less than that of J= , 0Us can better probe the
Initial condition of the produced m atter. T hus it is pos—
sble that e ect ocf QGP fomm ation willbe seen only in

0 rather than In J= . Hadronic com over’s could also
be the source of additional suppression. In AA collisions
a large num ber of secondaries are produced. A bsorption
cross section of 0in com overs could be larger (due to
larger radiis) than that of J= ’s, lkrading to Increased
suppression of 0.

In the present letterwe have analyzed the NA 38/N A 50
data on the centrality dependence of 0over D relkY an
ratio, n S+U and in Pb+ Pb collisions. Analysis shows
that absorption in com overs or in Q GP, both the sce-
nario could explain the data. Even at RH IC energy, the
am biguity is not removed. It m ay not be possbl to
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detect decon nem ent phase transition from J= or 0
suppression. Next we consider centrality dependence of
the ratio of QoverJ= . Gupta and Satz [14]proposed it
asa signalofQ GP.The idea is sin ple. If in the collision,
QGP is formed above a tem perature 12T, then both
the J= and Owillbe equally suppressed and the ratio
w ill rem ain constant with E ¢ . O therw ise, the ratio w ill
continually decreasewith E 1, as Oarem ore suppressed
than J= . The ratio hasbeen considered as a therm om e~
ter for the decon nem ent tem perature also [15]. T hough
sin ple and quite old idea, unfortunately, NA 50 collab—
oration did not present their results for the said ratio
for Pb+ Pb collisions, which generated so m uch interest
about possible decon nem ent phase transition. From the
existing data, we have constructed the ratio or Pb+Pb
collisions. T he centrality dependence ofthe ratio, though
show a tendency tow ards saturation, it is not possible to
conclide decisively about phase transition. Conclisive
signal could be obtained at RH IC eneryy.

In the QCD based nuclkar absorption m odel [B,16],
J= production is assum ed to be a two step process,
(@) fom ation of a cc pair, which is accurately calcula—
bleIn QCD and (o) fom ation ofa J= meson from the
cc pair, which is conveniently param eterized. The J=

ss section in AB oollisions, at center of m ass energy

's iswritten as,

X Z N Z
- b!
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P 2
where ap TUNS over all parton avors, and Q © = q2+

4mZ. The K factor takes into account the higher order
corrections. The incom ing parton m omentum fractions
are xed by kinem atigs and are x, = ( xZ + 402%=s+

xp)=2 and xp = ( %2+ 40%=s  xp)=2. “ap cc
are the subprocess cross section and are given In [L7].
Feol 5= () is the transition probability that a cc pair
w ith relative m om entum square ¢ evolve into a physical
J= meson. It is param eterized as,
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Tn a nuclkon-nucleus/nuclkusnuclkus collision, the pro—
duced cc pairs interact w ith nuclearm edium before they
exit. It isargued [L6]that the interaction ofa ccpairw ih
nuclar environm ent increases the square of the relative
momentum between the cc pair. As a resul, some of
the cc pairs can gain enough relative square m om entum
to cross the threshold to becom e an open cham m eson.
C onsequently, the cross section for J= production is re—
duced in com parison w ith nuclkon-nuclkon cross section.
Ifthe J= m eson travela distance L, ¢ in the transition
probability is replaced to ¢ ! ¢ + "L, "? being the

relative square m om entum gain per uni length. Param —
eters ofthemodel ( r K N ;- and ") can be xed from
experim entaldata on totalJ= cross section In pA /AA
collisions. In Fig.l, NA 50 high statistics data [L1] are
shown. Both thedata setsarewellexplained in them odel
with ">=0.1875 G eV ?=fm . Nuclar suppression of J=
and Oare due to sam em echanisn , ie. gain in the rela-
tive 4-square m om entum of the cc pairs. N aturally, J=
and of Oshow s sin ilar A dependence.
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FIG.1l. (@) The experin ental ratio of totalJ= cross sec—
tion and D rellY an cross sections in pp and pA collisions. T he
solid line isthe tobtained n theQ CD based nuclear absorp—
tion m odel. (o) same as (@) for 0

In our earlierwork [18], we have shown that them odel
could reproduce centrality dependence ofJ= overD rell-
Yan ratio in S+ U and Pb+ Pb collisions. The J= or 0
cross sections at an in pact param eterb as a function of
Er can be wrtten as,

Z

Jd= ; 0

d2 J= ; 0
= ix &sTa (8)Ts b

3)

phere Ty 5 is the nuclkar thickness function, Ta 5 () =
dz (o;z). For the density, we have used the three pa—
ram eter Ferm idistrdbution [19],

o1+ 15%)

1+ exp( (r C)=a);

() =

T he param eters of the density distrbution € ,! and
a) are taken from [19].

P (0;Er) isthe Er Db correlation function. W e have
used the G aussian fom forthe Et b correlation,

P Er)/ exp( Er oNp0)’=2caN,b) 6)

where N, (o) is the number of participant nuckons at
Inpact param eter b. a and g are param eters related
to dispersion and average transverse energy. For S+ U
collisions at 200 G €V /¢, the param eters are, a= 32 and
g=0.74GevV R],and for158 G eV /cPb+ Pb collisions the
param eters are, a= 127 and = 0274 GV [5].
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In Egq3 S (L) is the suppression factor due to passage
through a length L in nuclkarenvironm ent. Atan in pact
param eter b and at point s, the transverse densiy is
calculated as,

np;s)=Ta L e "™ P91+ ns B] (6

and the length L (p;s) that the J= or Omeson will

traverse is obtained as,
Lj;s)=n;s)=2 o (1)

The D rellY an pairs do not su er nal state interac—
tions and the cross section at an in pact param eterb as
a function of E; could be w ritten as,

Z

d2 DY
F#sTa (5)Tp b

T N SP ;Er)  8)

T he additional suppression required for Om ay be due
to QGP fom ation or due to com over interactions. To
take into account the suppression due to Q GP form ation
we assum e that above a threshold density, n., allthe 0
are dissolved [b], and Introduce the additional suppres—
sion factor Sggp In Eg3,

Er

mn ©;s)); 9)

Sggp bis)= @

T he additional suppression factor in the com over sce—
nario can be w ritten as R0],
Sco ;) = exp(  coVreng 0;s) o MR =Vee1 0)) (10)
In the above equation, o, is the com over absorption
cross section for the s, vye1 = 0.6 is the relative veloc—
ity of Owih respect to com overs and (=2 fn, is the
tin e beyond which the com over interactions starts. Ry
isthe transverse radius ofthe system and ng isthe initial
com over densiy. To account for the variation of density
thhET,WetakenO=< ng > Er=< Er > = 0),
wih < ng >=0.8 fm 3 R0]. The only quantiy to be
xed is the o, which we obtained directly from tting
the S+ U data.
The other unknown quantity is the N9Y= = 0 =

B — ' . Experin entally i isknown for450 G eV

pp oollisions [L1]. Craigie param eterization R1] ofDY
cross sections could be used to obtain its value at other
energies. For200 G &V /c S+ U collisions, the extrapolated
values are, N V= =3242 and N %=053-0.68, ortheDY
Invariant m ass In the ranges 0f2.1-3.1 G&V .W e obtain
the values of N 7= and N ° from a constraint t to the
N A 38 data such that they arew ithin the range ofextrap—
olated values. For J= ’s in Pb+ Pb collisions, we rescale
the value by the factor 1.051 [L1]. For O0s, we use the
sam e value.

In Fig2a, we have shown the NA 38 data on the cen—
trality dependence of J= over D relkY an ratio, for 200
GeV/c S+ U collisions. The solid line is the t to the

J=

data obtaned with B\ = ¢ n =39.02.Data arewell
explained. In Fig2b, the latest NA 50 data on the cen—
trality dependence ofthe ratio ofJ= overD rellY an are
shown. T he solid line is the prediction in the Q CD based
nuclear absorption m odel, with the nom alishg factor,
B yx=D.=4101. The latest NAS0 data are also
well explained In the m odel. W e note that there is no
scope for additional suppression due to com over interac—
tion or due to QGP form ation. Thus centrality depen-
dence of J= suppression in S+ U or in Pb+ Pb collisions
do not require additional suppression due to QGP for-

m ation or due to com over interactions.
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FIG.2. (a) Experimn ental data on the centrality depen-
dence of J= over D rellY an ratio, in 200 GeV /c S+ U col

lisions. The solid line is the t obtained to the data in the
QCD based nuclear absorption m odel. (o) same as (a) for
Pb+ Pb collisions. (c)E xperim entaldata on the centrality de—
pendence of Oover D rell-Yan ratio in S+ U ocollisions. The
solid, dashed and dash-dotted lines arethe ttothedataw ith
nuclear, nuclkart com over and nuclart Q GP suppression re—
spectively. (d) same as (c) for Pb+Pb.

The centrality dependence of 0 over DrelYan ra—
tio on the other hand require additional suppression.
In Fig2c and 2d the NA38/NAS50 data on the ratio
B (0= OY)Pr200Gev/cSU and Hr158GeV /c
Pb+Pb collisions are shown. The solid line is the ratio
obtained in the QCD based nuclear absorption m odel.
Trrespective of B NE value, the m odel clearly fails to

N

explain both the data sets. 0sare not su ciently sup—

pressed to agree w ith experim ent. A s discussed in the

beginning, additional suppression could be either due to

com oversordue to Q GP form ation. In Fig2c and d, the

dashed line is the ratio obtained w ith nucleart com over

suppression, wih =8 mb. Forboth the data sets, we
0

haveused B I +-=0.59,obtalned from tting theNA 38

N N
S+ U data. The com over scenario tstheE ; dependence
of 0in S+U and in Pb+ Pb collisions. For Pb+ Pb colli-
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sions, for the very peripheral collisions, m odel produces
m ore suppression than in data. Since we have xed the
com over density in central collisions, the sin pl ansatz
m ay be Inaccurate for peripheral collisions.

In S+ U ocollisions, centrality dependence of 0 over
D rellY an ratio is not well explained if the nuclkar sup—
pression is augm ented w ith suppression due to QGP for-
m ation (the dash-dotted line). At low Et data are not
explained. Also we obtain a threshold density, n.=1.8
fm ?,which istoo low HrQGP form ation. ForPb+Pb
collisions on the other hand Fig2d), centrality depen—
dence of OoverD rellY an ratio are ratherwellexplained
w ith nuclear pluis Q GP suppression. In Fig2d, the dash
dotted line is the ratio obtained w ith threshold density,
ne=28 fm ? . Data are well explained throughout the
Er range. However, as nuclar plus com over suppres—
sion also explain the data, it is not possible to conclude
positively about the form ation ofQGP from the Er de-
pendence of Osuppression.

W ith RH IC being operational, i is interesting to pre—
dict suppression at RH IC energy. AtRH IC energy, the so
called hard com ponent, w hich isproportionalto the num -
ber of binary collisions, appear. M odel dependent calcu—
Jations indicate that the hard com ponent grow s from 22%
to 37% as the energy changes from 56 GeV to 130 G&V
R2]. In our calculation, we have used 37% hard scatter—
Ing com ponent.

In Fig3, we have shown the predicted centrality de—
pendence ofthe OoverD relkYan ratio at RH IC energy
for Au+ Au ocollisions. The solid and dashed lines corre—
soonds to nucleart com over and nucleart Q GP absorp-—
tion respectively. They agree closely with each other.
E1 dependence of OoverD relkYan ratio at RHIC also
could not distinguish between the two scenarios.
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FIG . 3. Centrality dependence of 0over D relkY an ratio
at RHIC . The solid and dashed lines are obtained w ith nu-—
cleart com over and nucleart Q GP suppression respectively.

N ext we consider the centrality dependence of Qover
J= . As told earlier, it has been proposed as a signal
of the QGP formm ation. The proposal ollows from the
sin ple observation that n a QGP both the J= and 0
will be meled. Consequently, the ratio ( 0= J= )
w ill rem ain constant with E ¢ . O therw ise, the ratio w ill
continually @llwith E1 ,as Oarem ore suppressed than

J= . In Fig4, we have tested the proposition. NA 50
collaboration did not present the data. From the exist-
Ing J= and Odata we have constructed the ratio. Tt
is shown In Fig4. The ratio, for S+ U collisions is also
shown in Fig4. For S+ U collisions, the ratio 21l contin—
uously with Et . QGP isnot form ed in the collisions. For
the Pb+ Pb collisions, the ratio fallsw ith E ¢ till around
70 G&V and thereafter show s a tendency of saturation.
D ata do not cover enough E: range for a de nite con—
clusion. In Fig4, the solid and the dashed lines are the
ratio for Pb+ Pb collisions In the nuclart com over and
nuclkart Q GP suppression. As expected both of them

ts the data. W e note that even at large E 1, di erence
betw een thetwom odelcalculationsisan all (1-2% ). Even
if there is a phase transition, i willbe di cul to reach
a de nite conclusion.

T he situation ism uch betterat RH IC energy. O urpre—
diction forthe ratioat RH IC isshown in Fig4. Thedash-
dot line is the prediction obtained w ith nuclart com over
absorption. It show s continual fall of the ratio. In con—
trast, w ith nucleart Q GP suppression (the dash-dot-dot
line), the ratio rem ain constant orEtr > 70 GeV . The
di erence between the two predictions is also large and
easily detectable.
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FIG.4. Er dependence of the ratio, Oover J= in 200
GeV/c S+U and in 158 GeV /c Pb+ Pb collisions. The solid
and dashed lines are obtained w ith nucleart+ com over and nu-—
cleart Q GP suppression. T he predicted ratio at RH IC energy
w ith nucleart com over suppression is shown as the dash-dot
lne. The dash-dot-dot line is the ratio w ith nuclart QGP
suppression.

To conclude, we have analyzed the centrality depen-
dence ofJ= and Osuppression in S+U and in Pb+Pb
collisions. Tt was shown that while the J= suppression
is well explained In the QCD based nuclear absorption
m odel, them odel could not explain the centrality depen-—
dence of Osuppression. s require additional suppres—
sion, either due to Q GP fomm ation or due to com overs,
tw 0 scenarios could not be distinguished, even at RHIC .
W e then considered the E 1 dependence ofthe ratio of 0
overJ= asa signal forthe decon ning phase transition.
IfQGP is form ed ollow Ing a decon nem ent phase tran—
sition, the ratio w ill rem ain constant w ith E1 in contrast
to the continuous fall of the ratio In case ofno such for-
mation. The experimental ( 0= (J= ) n Pb+Pb ool



lisions is not conclusive. However, at RH IC energy, the
ratio could distinguish between the com over and Q GP
suppression.
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