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We estimate the modification of quarkonia yields due to different processes in the medium produced in PbPb
collisions at LHC energy. The quarkonia and heavy flavor cross sections calculated up to next-to-leading order
(NLO) are used in the study. Shadowing corrections are obtained with the NLO EPS09 parametrization. A
kinetic model is employed which incorporates quarkonia suppression inside a QGP, suppression due to hadronic
comovers, and regeneration from charm pairs. The quarkonia dissociation cross section due to gluon collisions
has been considered and the regeneration rate has been obtained using the principle of detailed balance. The
modification in quarkonia yields due to collisions with hadronic comovers has been estimated assuming that the
comovers are pions. The manifestations of these effects on the nuclear modification factors for both J /v and
T in different kinematic regions has been demonstrated for PbPb collisions at /s, ; = 2.76 TeV in comparison
with the measurements. Both the suppression and regeneration due to a deconfined medium strongly affect the
low and intermediate pr range. The large observed suppression of J /¢ at pr > 10 GeV/c exceeds the estimates

of suppression by gluon dissociation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy-ion collisions at relativistic energies are performed
to create and characterize quark gluon plasma (QGP), a
phase of strongly interacting matter at high energy density
where quarks and gluons are no longer bound within hadrons.
The quarkonia states (J/vy and Y) have been some of the
most popular tools since their suppression was proposed as
a signal of QGP formation [1]. The understanding of these
probes has evolved substantially via measurements through
three generations of experiments: the SPS (at CERN), RHIC
(at BNL), and the LHC (at CERN), and by a great deal
of theoretical activity. (For recent reviews see Refs. [2-4].)
Quarkonia are produced early in the heavy-ion collisions
and, if they evolve through the deconfined medium, their
yields should be suppressed in comparison with those in pp
collisions. The first such measurement was the anomalous J /¥
suppression discovered at the SPS, which was considered to
be a hint of QGP formation. The RHIC measurements showed
almost the same suppression at a much higher energy contrary
to expectation [4,5]. Such an observation was consistent with
the scenario that, at higher collision energies, the expected
greater suppression is compensated by J/¢¥ regeneration
through recombination of two independently produced charm
quarks [6]. Since the LHC first performed PbPb collisions
at /s, =2.76 TeV, a wealth of quarkonia results have
become available [7,8]. The CMS experiment carries out
J /¥ measurements at high transverse momentum (p7 > 6.5
GeV/c). The nuclear modification factor R44 of these high
pr prompt J/v decreases with increasing centrality [9,10]
showing moderate suppression even in the most peripheral
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collisions. Moreover, R44 is found to be nearly independent
of pr (above 6.5 GeV/c), showing that the J/y remains
suppressed, even at very high pr, up to ~16 GeV/c. By
comparing with the STAR results [11] at RHIC it follows that
the suppression of high prJ /v has increased with collision
energy. The ALICE J/y results [12] cover low pr and
have little or no centrality dependence. The ALICE J/y
suppression decreases substantially with decreasing py. When
compared with the PHENIX forward rapidity measurement at
RHIC [5], it suggests that low pr J/y’s are less suppressed
at the LHC. These observations suggest J /¢ regeneration at
low pr by recombination of independently produced charm
pairs. At LHC energies, the T states are produced with good
statistics. The CMS measurements [13,14] reveal that the
higher Y states are more suppressed relative to the ground
state, a phenomenon known as sequential suppression. The
ALICE measurements [15] at forward rapidity, (2.5 < yY <
4.0) are consistent with CMS measurements at midrapidity,
Iy <24

Many models were developed for the modification of
quarkonia due to different processes before the LHC startup.
The suppression of quarkonia in a QGP is understood in
terms of color screening models, e.g., Ref. [1,16] and,
alternatively, in terms of quarkonium dissociation by collisions
with gluons [17,18]. Statistical models [6,19] can estimate the
regeneration of quarkonia by charm quark pairs. The inverse
of the gluon dissociation process can also be used to estimate
regeneration [20]. The quarkonia yields in heavy-ion collisions
are modified by non-QGP effects, such as shadowing, due to
the modification of the parton distribution functions inside the
nucleus, and dissociation due to hadronic or comover interac-
tion [21]. There have been many recent calculations to explain
the LHC quarkonia results using a combination of the above
frameworks [22,23] as well as viscous hydrodynamics [24].
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In this paper, we calculate J/¢ and T production and
suppression in a kinetic model, which includes dissociation
due to thermal gluons, modification of the yields due to
shadowing and due to collisions with comovers. Regeneration
by thermal heavy quark pairs is also taken into account.
Our goal is to obtain the nuclear modification factor of
quarkonia as a function of transverse momentum and collision
centrality and compare it to experimental data from CMS and
ALICE.

II. PRODUCTION RATES AND COLD NUCLEAR
MATTER EFFECTS

The heavy quark production cross sections are calculated to
next-to-leading order (NLO) in pQCD using the CT10 parton
densities [25]. The mass and scale parameters used for open
and hidden heavy flavor production are obtained by fitting
the energy dependence of open heavy flavor production to the
measured total cross sections [26,27]. Those obtained for open

charm are m, = 1.27 £0.09 GeV, ur/mr, = 2.107332, and

UR/m7. = 1.60’:8:5 [26]. The bottom quark mass and scale

parameters are m;, = 4.65 + 0.09 GeV, jur/mr), = 1.4075 7,

and pugr/mrp = 1.10’:8:?8 [27]. The quarkonium production

cross sections are calculated in the color evaporation model
with normalizations determined from fitting the scale parame-
ter to the shape of the energy-dependent cross sections [26,27].
The resulting uncertainty bands are smaller than those obtained
with the fiducial parameters used in Ref. [28]. We note
that the new results are within the uncertainties of those
Ref. [28]. Indeed, the charm cross sections reported at the LHC
agree better with the new values of the mass and scale than
the central value of m. = 1.5 GeV, up/mr = ug/mr = 1.
The central EPS09 NLO parameter set [29] is used to calculate
the modifications of the parton distribution functions (nPDF) in
PbPD collisions, referred as cold nuclear matter (CNM) effects.
The CNM uncertainty is calculated by adding the EPS09 NLO
uncertainties in quadrature. The production cross sections for
heavy flavor and quarkoniaat /s "~ = 2.76 TeV [30] are given
in Table I. The yields in a minimum bias PbPb event is obtained
from the per nucleon cross section, opppy, in Table I, as

A%opupy
N = o (1)

Opbpb

At 2.76 TeV, the total PbPb cross section, opppy, is 7.65 b
[31].

TABLE 1. Heavy quark and quarkonia production cross sections

at /s = 2.76 TeV. The cross sections are given per nucleon pair

while NP gives the initial number of heavy quark pair/quarkonia

per PbPb event.

cc J/y bb T

oy 41128 mb 21.6710%ub
321155, mb  16.83%50 b
18.12712  0.0952+09:7

110513 ub  0.22799 b
100.5*137ub  0.199709%3 11,
05700 0.0011237) 000

OPbPb
N PbPb
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III. MODIFICATION OF QUARKONIA
IN THE PRESENCE OF QGP

In the kinetic approach [20], the proper time t evolution of
the quarkonia population N is given by the rate equation
2

dNo _ _, N + A Nog 2)
dr DPgNQ FV(I),

where V(7) is the volume of the deconfined spatial region and
N,g is the number of initial heavy quark pairs produced per
event depending on the centrality defined by the number of
participants Npq. The Ap is the dissociation rate obtained by
the dissociation cross section averaged over the momentum
distribution of gluons and Ap is the formation rate obtained
by the formation cross section averaged over the momentum
distribution of heavy quark pair ¢ and g. p, is the density of
thermal gluons. The number of quarkonia at freeze-out time
s is given by the solution of Eq. (2),

No(pr) = S(pr) NZ™(pr) + N§(pr). 3)

Here N;"™(pr) is the number of initially produced quarkonia
(including shadowing) as a function of pr and S(pr) is their
survival probability from gluon collisions at freeze out,

Ty
S(pr) = exp (—/ f(f))\D(T’pT)pg(T)dr>- )

The temperature 7'(t) and the QGP fraction f(t) evolve from
initial time 7o to freeze-out time 7, due to expansion of the
QGP. The initial temperature and the evolution is dependent on
collision centrality Npa. N, 5 (pr) is the number of regenerated
quarkonia per event,

o Ap(T,
Nb(pr) = S(prINZ, / #&dr. 5)

The nuclear modification factor (R4 4) can be written as

NE(pr)
R — S(pr) R(pr) + -2~ 6
44(PT) (pr) R(pr) ng(PT) (6)

Here R(pr) is the shadowing factor. R44 as a function of
collision centrality, including regeneration, is

Joro N (p)S(p1) R(pr)dpr
Jor NG (PT)dpT

Joreu No(Pr)dPT
Loy N& (pr)dpPT

Here prc. defines the pr range for a given experimental
acceptance. N/ (pr) is the unmodified pr distribution of
quarkonia obtained by NLO calculations and scaled to a
particular centrality of the PbPb collisions.

The evolution of the system for each centrality bin is
governed by an isentropic cylindrical expansion with volume
element

Raa(Npa) =

@)

V() =t (R + Lar 1%’ ®)
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where ar = 0.1c2fm™! is the transverse acceleration [22].
The initial transverse size, R, as a function of centrality is

_ Mo
(Npar)o—s5%

where Ro_sq = 0.96 Rp,, and Rpy, is the radius of the lead
nucleus. The evolution of entropy density for each centrality
is obtained by entropy conservation, s(7) V(t) = s(Tp) V(o).
The equation of state (EOS) obtained from lattice QCD, along
with a hadronic resonance gas, [32] is used to obtain the
temperature as a function of proper time 7. The initial entropy
density for each centrality is calculated using

dN/dn> (dN/ch?)_l
Npart/2 ZVPEUT/2 0—-5%

Measured values of (dN/dn)/(Npai/2) as a function of
Npart [33,34] are used in the calculations. The initial entropy
density, s(79)|0—s5%, for 0-5% centrality is

an  (dN
_ <_> . (1n)
V(@o)lo=s% \ dn / o_sq

Here a,, (=5) is a constant which relates the total entropy to
the total multiplicity d N /dn. Itis obtained from hydrodynamic
calculations [35]. We estimate the initial temperature, Ty, in
the 0-5% most central collisions from the total multiplicity
in the rapidity region of interest, assuming that the initial
time is tp = 0.3 fm/c over all rapidity. The total multiplicity
in a given rapidity region is 3/2 times the charged particle
multiplicity in PbPb collisions at 2.76 TeV. With the lattice
EOS, at midrapidity, with (d Ny /dn)o—s9, = 1600 [33,34], we
find Ty = 0.484 GeV. Likewise, at forward rapidity, 2.5 <
y < 4 [36], To = 0.427 GeV. The (proper) time evolution of
temperature is shown in Fig. 1(a) and that of QGP fraction in
Fig. 1(b), in the case of the most central (0-5%) collisions.
Here we compare the evolution obtained with longitudinal

R(Npar) = Ro—s9 9

(10)

s(10) = S(To)|0—5%(

s(to)lo—s% =

’>\O.77Y T T ‘ L ‘ T ‘ L ‘ L ‘ L ‘ UL ‘ L ‘ TT T7
8 [ ——— FO-EOS, Longitudinal expansion |
~0.6 e FO-EOS, Cylindrical expansion ]|
g r Lattice EOS, Cylindrical expansion |
< [ ]
0 05 B
Q ]
S ]
12 0.4F 7
0.3 .
02 .
0.1 -
C (@) 1
07\ Il ‘ L1 ‘ L1 ‘ L1 ‘ L1l ‘ L1 ‘ L1l ‘ L1 ‘ L1 ‘ Il \7
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7 (fm)
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and cylindrical expansions using both a first-order and the
lattice EOS. For the first-order EOS, T, = 0.170 GeV.
The QGP fraction goes from 1-0 at 7, assuming a mixed
phase of QGP and hadrons. The QGP fraction in case of
lattice EOS governs the number of degrees of freedom, decided
by the entropy density. It is fixed to unity above an entropy
density corresponding to a two-flavor QGP and fixed to zero
below entropy density for a hot resonance gas. The freeze-out
temperature in all cases is Ty = 0.140 GeV.

A. Dissociation rate

In the color dipole approximation, the gluon dissociation
cross section as function of gluon energy, ¢°, in the quarkonium
rest frame is [17]

87 162 ag (¢"/e0 — ™

3 3% m, @y P

on(q") =

where € is the quarkonia binding energy and m, is the
charm/bottom quark mass and ap = 1/ Mg €o. The values of
€o are taken as 0.64 and 1.10 GeV for the ground states, J /¢
and Y(1S), respectively [37]. For the first excited state of
bottomonia, Y(2S), we use dissociation cross section from
Ref. [38].

Figure 2 shows the gluon dissociation cross sections of J /v
and Y'(1S) as a function of gluon energy. The dissociation cross
section is zero when the gluon energy is less than the binding
energy of the quarkonia. It increases with gluon energy and
reaches a maximum at 1.2 (1.5) GeV for J/¢¥(Y(1S)). At
higher gluon energies, the interaction probability decreases.
The gluon energy ¢° is related to the square of the center of
mass energy s, of the quarkonium-gluon system by

s — M?
[Y
"= (13)
Mo
8 1 .47T T T ‘ L ‘ L ‘ L ‘ UL ‘ 1T ‘ UL ‘ L ‘ TT T7
33 r ——— FO-EOS, Longitudinal expansion -
Oy o[ oo FO-EOS, Cylindrical expansion |
a'_ C Lattice EOS, Cylindrical expansion
¢ L |
g 1 —
.
0.6 ]
[ \ -
L AN 4
L ~ i
[ ~ |
| \\\,
0.2l ]
07\ 1| ‘ L1 ‘ L1 ‘ L1l ‘ L1 ‘ L ‘\\‘\7\\ L ‘ Ll ‘ L1 ‘ 1| \7
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7 (fm)

FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Temperature and (b) QGP fraction in the system as a function of proper time 7 in case of the most central (0-5%)
collisions for longitudinal and cylindrical expansions using first-order and lattice equation of state.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Gluon dissociation cross section of
quarkonia as a function of gluon energy (¢°) in quarkonia rest frame.

where s = M} +2p, M}, 4+ p* — 2p, p cost), and M and
p are mass and momentum of quarkonium and € is angle
between the quarkonium and the gluon. We calculate the
dissociation rate as a function of quarkonium momentum by
integrating the dissociation cross section over thermal gluon
momentum distribution f,(p,),

8
)‘D:Og = (0 Vrel) Pg = ﬁ/dSPg fg(pg)UD(S)vrel(s)
= (nggP/dngﬂpﬁfg(pg)/dcow op(s) vrel(5),
(14)

‘E57\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\:
S50 —— p,=0GeVlc @) 7

4 TTPE 3.6 GeV/c /

3t 7 P.= 8.6 GeV/c

Dissociation Rate Ap
N (3]

. N
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where op(s) = op(g°(s)). The relative velocity, v, between
the quarkonium and the gluon is

2
s—MQ

Urel = ——————
2pg\ /M5 + p?

The J/v gluon dissociation rates as a function of T are
shown in Fig. 3(a) and as a function of pr in Fig. 3(b).
The dissociation rate increases with temperature due to the
increase in gluon density. The dissociation rate is maximum
when the quarkonium is at rest and decreases with pr.

s)

B. Formation rate

We can calculate the formation cross section from the
dissociation cross section using detailed balance [20,39],

— M2 2
or = 5 D<q")s(zs 492) (16)

The formation rate of quarkonium with momentum p can be

written as
dAir 5 5
dp = | d°p1d’ pror(s) va(s) f4(p1) f7(p2)

x 8(p — (p1 + P2))-

Here f,;,7(p) are taken as thermal distribution function of
q/g, which are normalized to one, | fq(p)d3 p =1 and v
is relative velocity of the gg quark pair,

V(P1-p2)? —my

E\ E,

Here p; = (E1,p1) and p, = (E;,p2) are the four momenta of
the heavy quark and antiquark respectively. Figure 4(a) shows
the variation of the formation rate as a function of 7 and
Fig. 4(b) shows as a function of J /v pr. The J/yr generated
from recombination of uncorrelated heavy quark pairs will

a7

(18)

Urel =
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Gluon dissociation rate of J /v as a function of (a) temperature and (b) transverse momentum.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Formation rate of J /v as a function of (a) temperature and (b) transverse momentum.

have softer pr distributions than those of J/v’s coming from
the initial hard scatterings. Thus the effect of recombination
will be important only at low pr.

IV. HADRONIC COMOVERS

The suppression of quarkonia by comoving pions can be
calculated by folding the quarkonium-pion dissociation cross
section oy o over thermal pion distributions [40]. It is expected
that at LHC energies, the comover cross section will be
small [41]. The pion-quarkonia cross section is calculated by

§2.5_I\||[f\l||f\|||f\\||ff\||ff\|||f\\||f\\||ff\||ff_
c I e ALICEData25<y" <40 (a) -
[ ommmmmene Gluon Dissociation :

2 ——— Comover B

[ e EPS09 NLO i

15— Formation =

r Total (R ) -

- AA -

LI

bdald | L.‘_L.Ll.Ll.LJ.l.J.LJ.L_l.I._‘_L.‘_l.Ll.L.

00 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

pT(GeV/c)

convoluting the gluon-quarkonia cross section op over the
gluon distribution inside the pion [38],

p2 1
oalpn) = 3 | ax 6w/, 19)

T T

where p, = (pr + /p2 — m2)/+/2. The gluon distribution,
G(x), inside a pion is given by the GRV parametrization [42].
The pion momentum p,, is related to center of mass energy /s
of pion-J /¥ system by p; = (s — My —m3)/(2My). The

§2'5_"'|"‘['”l"'["’|“’"\'u\'”|”'\"‘|”'_
c L e CMSDataly"'|<2.4 () -
[ ===e=e-- Gluon Dissociation ]
2~ ——— Comover -
L mmmns EPS09 NLO ]
L Formation ]
1.5— ——— Total (R ) -
= AA

L | S -

O_I_A_IJ_A_I_A_l;‘..‘.J.J.l_l.L_L.LJ.J.J_L.l_L_l_.l._‘.J_J.l.L_L.L_L.L.l.J.l_l.
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
pT(GeV/c)

FIG. 5. (Color online) Calculated nuclear modification factor (R4 4) as a function of J /v transverse momentum compared with (a) ALICE

and (b) CMS measurements.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Calculated nuclear modification factor
(Raa) compared with ALICE measurements at LHC.

dissociation rate A p, can be written as

8
Ap, Pz = # / & P f2 (D) 0(5) Ve (5)
= A / dpx 27p2 fx(p)
@2n)? i
x / dcost 07 9(5) Vret(s)O (s — 4m3),  (20)
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+
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where f,(p,T) is the thermal pion distribution. The pion
density p is

_ &
@)y

f d’pr fr(pr). Q1)

Pr
The survival probability from pion collisions at freeze-out time
Ty is written as

Sx(pr) = exp <—/ " dr (I- f(f))kD,,(T,PT)pn(T))

To

(22)

The hadronic fraction [1 — f(7)] is zero in QGP phase. The
probability S, (pr) multiplies S(pr) in Eq. (6).

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 5(a) shows the contributions to the nuclear modifica-
tion factor, R4 4, for the J /1 as a function of p; compared with
ALICE measurements [12]. Figure 5(b) shows the same for the
CMS high pr measurements [10]. At low pr, regeneration
of J/¢ is the dominant process and this seems to be the
reason for the enhancement of J/¢ in the ALICE low pr
data. The gluon suppression is also substantial at low pr
and reduces as we move to high pr. Both of these processes
(regeneration and dissociation) due to the presence of QGP are
at play at low and intermediate p7. The high py suppression
(pr > 10GeV/c) of J/v¥ measured by CMS is greater than
that due to dissociation by gluons in the QGP. We note that
at the highest pr values from CMS, pr > My, and energy
loss might play a similar role for the J/v at this pr as it
does for open charm. So the large suppression observed in
the high pr region may be due to energy loss inside the
QGP. The dominant sources of the uncertainties come from
the gluon-quarkonia cross section (op) and initial temperature
Ty. We vary the quarkonium-gluon cross section by £50%

:((2-5_"'%""|'"'|""|J'/‘:["|""|'"'|'('b')'|
(a - m  CMSDataly" '| <24
I Gluon Dissociation
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0.5
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l_ LI I T 17T

0 .I..l.J.].L.L.I.J.J.1.l..L.l.J.J.l.l..L.l.J.J.l.L.l..l..l.J.l.l..L.I.J.J.l.I..L.I_IJ:
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NPart

FIG. 7. (Color online) Calculated nuclear modification factor (R44) compared with (a) ALICE and (b) CMS measurements at midrapidity.
The regeneration for the CMS high p; measurement is negligible in comparison to the low p; ALICE measurement.
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Calculated nuclear modification factor (Rs4) compared with CMS (a) Y(1S) and (b) Y(2S) measurements.

Regeneration is assumed to be negligible.

around the calculated value to obtain the variation in the final
R4, calculations. The initial temperature is obtained using
measured charged particle density and assuming 75 0.3 fm/c.
We vary 719 in the range 0.1 < 19 < 0.6 fm/c to quantify the
uncertainty in Ra4 corresponding to variation in the initial
temperature from 4+45% to —20%. Both of these uncertainties
are added in quadrature to obtain the final uncertainty band
around the central value. The variation of 7y and op results in
bands on the gluon dissociation and formation curves. At low
pr the uncertainty in the total R4 is driven by the formation
while at higher pr, when gluon dissociation is dominant, the
uncertainty reflects that component. The uncertainty in the
CNM effect is not included in the R 44 uncertainty band since
the CNM effects are not dominant.

We have also calculated R44 as a function of collision
centrality (system size). Figure 6 shows different contributions
to the J/y nuclear modification factor as a function of
system size, along with the ALICE forward rapidity mea-
surements [12]. Figure 6 indicates that J/y’s are increasingly
suppressed by the QGP when the system size grows. Since
the number of regenerated J/¢’s also grows, the nuclear
modification factor remains flat for most of the centrality range.
Figure 7(a) shows the J /¢ nuclear modification factor along
with the ALICE measurement at midrapidity [12]. Similar to
forward rapidity, the nuclear modification factor is flat in the
measured range of Np, due to the competitive effects of gluon
dissociation and regeneration. Our calculations reproduce the
measured data within uncertainty. Figure 7(b) shows the same
for pr > 6.5 GeV/c, measured by CMS experiment [10]. The
CMS centrality dependence of the J/v¥ R4 4 is well described
by the model. Most of the contribution to the CMS data comes
from J/y’swith 6.5 < pr < 10 GeV /c where the suppression
is predominantly due to gluon dissociation.

Figure 8(a) demonstrates the contributions from different
processes to the centrality dependence of the Y (1S) nuclear
modification factor, along with the midrapidity data from

CMS [14]. The calculations underestimate the suppression but
reproduce the shape of centrality dependence. This may be due
to the feed down effects from the excited states. Figure 8(b)
shows the same for the Y'(2S) nuclear modification factor
along with the CMS measurements at midrapidity. The excited
T (2S) states are highly suppressed. The effect of regeneration,
not shown, is negligible for the Y states. Figure 9 shows the
forward rapidity ALICE measurement of the Y (1S) nuclear
modification factor [15] along with our calculations. The
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Calculated nuclear modification factor
(Raa) compared with ALICE 7Y(1S) measurement in forward
rapidity.
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FIG. 10. (Color online) Calculated nuclear modification factor (R4 ,4) as a function of Y transverse momentum.

suppression due to thermal gluon dissociation is smaller than
the measured suppression, which may be due to the effect of
feed down from the Y'(2S) and higher states. However the
measurement is consistent with the suppression of T(2S) and
Y (3S) contribution, along with suppression of the Y (1S) by
gluon dissociation. Figure 10(a) shows the contributions from
different processes to the Y (1S) nuclear modification factor as
afunction of transverse momentum. The calculated R 4 4 shows
weak dependence on pr a trend similar to recently reported
measurements of Y (1S) suppression by the CMS Collabora-
tion [43]. Our calculations show less suppression than data,
which may be due to the effect of feed downs from higher
states. Figure 10(b) shows the same for the Y(2S), which
shows almost the same suppression as seen in the data [43].

VI. SUMMARY

We have carried out detailed calculations of the J /v and Y
modifications in PbPb collisions at LHC. The quarkonia and
heavy flavor cross sections calculated up to NLO are used in
the study. Shadowing corrections are obtained with the EPS09
NLO parametrization. A kinetic model is employed, which
incorporates quarkonia suppression inside QGP, suppression
due to hadronic comovers, and regeneration from charm pairs.
The dissociation and formation rates have been studied as a
function of medium temperature and transverse momentum.
The nuclear modification factors for J /¢ and Y as a function
of centrality and transverse momentum have been compared
to the measurements in PbPb collisions at /s, = 2.76 TeV.

At low pr, regeneration of J/v is the dominant process and
this seems to be the process for the enhancement of J /v in
the ALICE low pr data. Gluon dissociation is also substantial
at low pr and becomes small as we move to high pr. Both
of these processes (regeneration and dissociation) due to the
presence of QGP affect the yields of quarkonia at low and
intermediate pr. The high pr suppression (pr > 10GeV/c)
of J/¢ measured by CMS is far more than expected due to
the dissociation by gluons in QGP. The centrality dependence
of nuclear modification indicates that J/v’s are increasingly
suppressed when system size grows. Since the number of
regenerated J/y’s also grows, the nuclear modification factor
of low p7 measurements (ALICE case) remains flat for most
of the centrality region. The centrality dependence of R4x
for high pr J/¢¥’s is also well described by the model.
The centrality dependence of suppression of Y states are
reproduced by model calculations. Feed-down corrections
seem to be important for Y (1S).
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