
Digital Object Identifier (DOI) 10.1140/epjc/s2005-02307-9
Eur. Phys. J. C (2005) THE EUROPEAN

PHYSICAL JOURNAL C

Heavy flavor production in PHENIX
O. Drapiera on behalf of the PHENIX Collaboration

S.S. Adler5, S. Afanasiev20, C. Aidala5,10, N.N. Ajitanand46, Y. Akiba23,41, A. Al-Jamel37, J. Alexander46, G. Alley38,
R. Amirikas14, K. Aoki27, L. Aphecetche48, J.B. Archuleta30, J.R. Archuleta30, R. Armendariz37, V. Armijo30,
S.H. Aronson5, R. Averbeck47, T.C. Awes38, R. Azmoun47, V. Babintsev17, A. Baldisseri11, K.N. Barish6,
P.D. Barnes30, B. Bassalleck36, S. Bathe6,33, S. Batsouli10, V. Baublis40, F. Bauer6, A. Bazilevsky5,17,42,
S. Belikov19,17, Y. Berdnikov43, S. Bhagavatula19, M.T. Bjorndal10, M. Bobrek38, J.G. Boissevain30, S. Boose5,
H. Borel11, S. Borenstein28, C.L. Britton Jr.38, M.L. Brooks30, D.S. Brown37, N. Brun31, N. Bruner36,
W.L. Bryan38, D. Bucher33, H. Buesching5,33, V. Bumazhnov17, G. Bunce5,42, J.M. Burward-Hoy29,30,47, S. Butsyk47,
M.M. Cafferty30, X. Camard48, J.-S. Chai21, P. Chand4, W.C. Chang2, R.B. Chappell14, S. Chernichenko17,
A. Chevel40, C.Y. Chi10, J. Chiba23, M. Chiu10, I.J. Choi55, J. Choi22, S. Chollet28, R.K. Choudhury4,
T. Chujo5, V. Cianciolo38, D. Clark30, Y. Cobigo11, B.A. Cole10, M.P. Comets39, P. Constantin19, M. Csanad13,
T. Csorgo24, H. Cunitz10, J.P. Cussonneau48, D.G. D’Enterria10,48, K. Das14, G. David5, F. Deak13, A. Debraine28,
H. Delagrange48, A. Denisov17, A. Deshpande42, E.J. Desmond5, A. Devismes47, O. Dietzsch44, J.L. Drachenberg1,
O. Drapier28, A. Drees47, K.A. Drees5, R. duRietz32, A. Durum17, D. Dutta4, V. Dzhordzhadze49, M.A. Echave30,
Y.V. Efremenko38, K. ElChenawi52, M.S. Emery38, A. Enokizono16, H. Enyo41,42, M.N. Ericson38, B. Espagnon39,
S. Esumi51, V. Evseev40, L. Ewell5, D.E. Fields36,42, C. Finck48, F. Fleuret28, S.L. Fokin26, B.D. Fox42,
Z. Fraenkel54, S.S. Frank38, J.E. Frantz10, A. Franz5, A.D. Frawley14, J. Fried5, Y. Fukao27,41,42, S.-Y. Fung6,
S. Gadrat31, J. Gannon5, S. Garpman32,∗, F. Gastaldi28, T.F. Gee38, M. Germain48, T.K. Ghosh52, P. Giannotti5,
A. Glenn49, G. Gogiberidze49, M. Gonin28, J. Gosset11, Y. Goto41,42, R. Granier de Cassagnac28, N. Grau19,
S.V. Greene52, M. Grosse Perdekamp18,42, W. Guryn5, H.-A. Gustafsson32, T. Hachiya16, J.S. Haggerty5,
S.F. Hahn30, H. Hamagaki8, A.G. Hansen30, J. Harder5, G.W. Hart30, E.P. Hartouni29, M. Harvey5, K. Hasuko41,
R. Hayano8, N. Hayashi41, X. He15, M. Heffner29, N. Heine33, T.K. Hemmick47, J.M. Heuser41,47, M. Hibino53,
J.S. Hicks38, P. Hidas24, H. Hiejima18, J.C. Hill19, R. Hobbs36, W. Holzmann46, K. Homma16, B. Hong25,
A. Hoover37, T. Horaguchi41,42,50, J.R. Hutchins14, R. Hutter47, T. Ichihara41,42, V.V. Ikonnikov26, K. Imai27,41,
M. Inaba51, M. Inuzuka8, D. Isenhower1, L. Isenhower1, M. Ishihara41, M. Issah46, A. Isupov20, B.V. Jacak47,
U. Jagadish38, W.Y. Jang25, Y. Jeong22, J. Jia47, O. Jinnouchi41,42, B.M. Johnson5, S.C. Johnson29, J.P. Jones Jr.38,
K.S. Joo34, D. Jouan39, S. Kahn5, F. Kajihara8, S. Kametani8,53, N. Kamihara41,50, A. Kandasamy5, M. Kaneta42,
J.H. Kang55, M. Kann40, S.S. Kapoor4, K.V. Karadjev26, A. Karar28, S. Kato51, K. Katou53, T. Kawabata8,
A. Kazantsev26, M.A. Kelley5, S. Kelly9,10, B. Khachaturov54, A. Khanzadeev40, J. Kikuchi53, D.H. Kim34,
D.J. Kim55, D.W. Kim22, E. Kim45, G.-B. Kim28, H.J. Kim55, E. Kinney9, A. Kiss13, E. Kistenev5, A. Kiyomichi41,51,
K. Kiyoyama35, C. Klein-Boesing33, H. Kobayashi41,42, L. Kochenda40, V. Kochetkov17, D. Koehler36, T. Kohama16,
R. Kohara16, B. Komkov40, M. Konno51, M. Kopytine47, D. Kotchetkov6, A. Kozlov54, V. Kozlov40, P. Kravtsov40,
P.J. Kroon5, C.H. Kuberg1,30, G.J. Kunde30, V. Kuriatkov40, K. Kurita41,42, Y. Kuroki51, M.J. Kweon25, Y. Kwon55,
G.S. Kyle37, R. Lacey46, V. Ladygin20, J.G. Lajoie19, Y. Le Bornec39, A. Lebedev19,26, V.A. Lebedev26, S. Leckey47,
D.M. Lee30, S. Lee22, M.J. Leitch30, M.A.L. Leite44, X.H. Li6, H. Lim45, A. Litvinenko20, M.X. Liu30, Y. Liu39,
J.D. Lopez30, C.F. Maguire52, Y.I. Makdisi5, A. Malakhov20, V.I. Manko26, Y. Mao7,peking,41, L.J. Marek30,
G. Martinez48, M.D. Marx47, H. Masui51, F. Matathias47, T. Matsumoto8,53, M.C. McCain1, P.L. McGaughey30,
R. McKay19, E. Melnikov17, F. Messer47, Y. Miake51, N. Miftakhov40, J. Milan46, T.E. Miller52, A. Milov47,54,
S. Mioduszewski5, R.E. Mischke30, G.C. Mishra15, J.T. Mitchell5, A.K. Mohanty4, B.C. Montoya30, J.A. Moore38,
D.P. Morrison5, J.M. Moss30, F. Muehlbacher47, D. Mukhopadhyay54, M. Muniruzzaman6, J. Murata41,42,
S. Nagamiya23, J.L. Nagle9,10, T. Nakamura16, B.K. Nandi6, M. Nara51, J. Newby49, S.A. Nikolaev26, P. Nilsson32,
A.S. Nyanin26, J. Nystrand32, E. O’Brien5, C.A. Ogilvie19, H. Ohnishi5,41, I.D. Ojha3,52, H. Okada27,41,
K. Okada41,42, M. Ono51, V. Onuchin17, A. Oskarsson32, I. Otterlund32, K. Oyama8, K. Ozawa8, D. Pal54,
A.P.T. Palounek30, C. Pancake47, V.S. Pantuev47, V. Papavassiliou37, J. Park45, W.J. Park25, A. Parmar36,
S.F. Pate37, C. Pearson5, H. Pei19, T. Peitzmann33, V. Penev20, J.-C. Peng18,30, H. Pereira11, V. Peresedov20,
A. Pierson36, C. Pinkenburg5, R.P. Pisani5, F. Plasil38, R. Prigl5, G. Puill28, M.L. Purschke5, A.K. Purwar47,
J.M. Qualls1, J. Rak19, S. Rankowitz5, I. Ravinovich54, K.F. Read38,49, M. Reuter47, K. Reygers33, V. Riabov40,43,
Y. Riabov40, S.H. Robinson30, G. Roche31, A. Romana28, M. Rosati19, E. Roschin40, S.S.E. Rosendahl32, P. Rosnet31,
R. Ruggiero5, M. Rumpf28, V.L. Rykov41, S.S. Ryu55, M.E. Sadler1, N. Saito27,41,42, T. Sakaguchi8,53, M. Sakai35,

a e-mail: drapier@poly.in2p3.fr



O. Drapier on behalf of the PHENIX Collaboration: Heavy flavor production in PHENIX

S. Sakai51, V. Samsonov40, L. Sanfratello36, R. Santo33, H.D. Sato27,41, S. Sato5,51, S. Sawada23, Y. Schutz48,
V. Semenov17, R. Seto6, M.R. Shaw1,30, T.K. Shea5, I. Shein17, T.-A. Shibata41,50, K. Shigaki16, K. Shigaki16,23,
T. Shiina30, M. Shimomura51, A. Sickles47, C.L. Silva44, D. Silvermyr30,32, K.S. Sim25, C.P. Singh3, V. Singh3,
F.W. Sippach10, M. Sivertz5, H.D. Skank19, G.A. Sleege19, D.E. Smith38, G. Smith30, M.C. Smith38, A. Soldatov17,
R.A. Soltz29, W.E. Sondheim30, S.P. Sorensen49, I.V. Sourikova5, F. Staley11, P.W. Stankus38, E. Stenlund32,
M. Stepanov37, A. Ster24, S.P. Stoll5, T. Sugitate16, J.P. Sullivan30, S. Takagi51, E.M. Takagui44, A. Taketani41,42,
M. Tamai53, K.H. Tanaka23, Y. Tanaka35, K. Tanida41, M.J. Tannenbaum5, V. Tarakanov40, A. Taranenko46,
P. Tarjan12, J.D. Tepe1,30, T.L. Thomas36, M. Togawa27,41, J. Tojo27,41, H. Torii27,41,42, R.S. Towell1, V-N. Tram28,
V. Trofimov40, I. Tserruya54, Y. Tsuchimoto16, H. Tsuruoka51, S.K. Tuli3, H. Tydesjo32, N. Tyurin17, T.J. Uam34,
H.W. van Hecke30, A.A. Vasiliev26, M. Vassent31, J. Velkovska5,47, M. Velkovsky47, W. Verhoeven33, V. Veszpremi12,
L. Villatte49, A.A. Vinogradov26, M.A. Volkov26, E. Vznuzdaev40, X.R. Wang15, Y. Watanabe41,42, S.N. White5,
B.R. Whitus38, N. Willis39, A.L. Wintenberg38, F.K. Wohn19, C.L. Woody5, W. Xie6, Y. Yang7, A. Yanovich17,
S. Yokkaichi41,42, G.R. Young38, I.E. Yushmanov26, W.A. Zajc10,†, C. Zhang10, L. Zhang10, S. Zhou7, S.J. Zhou54,
J. Zimanyi24, L. Zolin20, X. Zong19

1 Abilene Christian University, Abilene, TX 79699, USA
2 Institute of Physics, Academia Sinica, Taipei 11529, Taiwan
3 Department of Physics, Banaras Hindu University, Varanasi 221005, India
4 Bhabha Atomic Research Centre, Bombay 400 085, India
5 Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, NY 11973-5000, USA
6 University of California, Riverside, Riverside, CA 92521, USA
7 China Institute of Atomic Energy (CIAE), Beijing, People’s Republic of China
8 Center for Nuclear Study, Graduate School of Science, University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan
9 University of Colorado, Boulder, CO 80309, USA

10 Columbia University, New York, NY 10027 and Nevis Laboratories, Irvington, NY 10533, USA
11 Dapnia, CEA Saclay, 91191 Gif-sur-Yvette, France
12 Debrecen University, 4010 Debrecen, Egyetem tér 1, Hungary
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Abstract. The PHENIX experiment at RHIC measured single electron spectra in p+p, d+Au and Au+Au
collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV, and in Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 62.4 GeV. In these spectra, electrons

from semi-leptonic decays of charmed particles are the dominant contribution after subtraction of all
’photonic’ sources (photon conversions, Dalitz decays, decays of light vector mesons). The p+p open charm
production cross-section is found to be in good agreement with pQCD NLO calculations. The shape of the
distributions obtained for p+p interactions is compared with those observed for nucleus-nucleus collisions.
From p+p to d+Au and Au+Au interactions, open charm production is found to scale with the number of
binary collisions Ncoll. Au+Au data at

√
sNN = 62.4 GeV is compatible with the ISR p+p results scaled

by Ncoll. The elliptic flow parameter v2 of heavy flavor electrons has also been measured, and is found to
be non-zero in the intermediate pT range.

PACS. 25.75-q, 25.75.Dw
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1 Introduction

The measurement of heavy flavor quark production is of
key importance for the study of high energy nucleus-nuc-
leus collisions, for several reasons:

– Production of heavy quark-antiquark pair reso-
nances, such as J/ψ and Υ ’s has been proposed as a
probe of the hot and dense medium created in high en-
ergy nucleus-nucleus interactions. In the original model
by T. Matsui and H. Satz [1], the quark-antiquark poten-
tial is screened by the color charge density of the medium,
preventing the pair from evolving towards a bound state.
Other calculations [2] predict an increase of heavy quarko-
nia production, due to coalescence. Whereas an anomalous
suppression [3] of J/ψ has been observed in Pb+Pb colli-
sions at CERN energies (

√
sNN � 18 GeV), charmonium

measurements with heavy ions at RHIC [4] did not allow
to draw any conclusion yet, because of low statistics.

– At RHIC energies, heavy flavor production mainly
arises from gluon fusion mechanisms, and is therefore sen-
sitive to the initial gluon densities, which can in turn be
modified by nuclear effects, such as shadowing. Thus, any
comparison of heavy quarkonium production in different
ion-ion collision systems or at different incident energies
should take this “cold” nuclear effect into account. There-
fore, the total heavy quark pair production should ideally
be used as a reference for bound state yields.

– In heavy-ion collisions at CERN energies, the dilep-
ton yield measured below the J/ψ invariant mass is above
the sum of all the contributions expected from known
sources [5,6]. Actually, the yield of continuum dimuons [6]

∗ Deceased
† Spokesperson

is found to be compatible with an increase of charmed
particle production from p+p to Pb+Pb collisions, that
is stronger than the simple scaling with the number of bi-
nary nucleon-nucleon collisions. It is not clear at present
whether this trend is due to an increase of total charm pro-
duction, a rescattering of charmed particles that would
allow them to enter the detector acceptance, or a com-
pletely unknown source. However, a measurement of the
total charm cross-section from p+p to Au+Au at RHIC
energy is an important piece of information that can help
to solve this puzzle.

– It has been observed that π0 and charged hadron
production is strongly suppressed [7] at high transverse
momentum in Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV as

compared to d+Au interaction at the same incident en-
ergy. This has been interpreted as the result of parton
energy loss in the dense medium produced by the colli-
sion. This suppression has been predicted to be weaker
for heavy quarks, due to the “dead cone” effect [8]. As
for other particles, a “cold” nuclear matter effect is also
to be taken into account, namely the “Cronin effect”,
which can modify the transverse momentum distributions
of charmed hadrons due to initial parton-parton scatter-
ing.

– The anisotropy parameter v2 and its transverse mo-
mentum dependence have been measured for light identi-
fied particles at RHIC. The results are compatible with a
collective flow developping in the early stage of the colli-
sion [9]. It is therefore interesting to measure the possible
anisotropy of heavy flavored particle emission.

In this paper, measurements of single electron distribu-
tions with the PHENIX detector at RHIC are presented.
These measurements have been performed in p+p interac-
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tions at
√
s = 200 GeV, as well as with

√
sNN = 200 GeV

d+Au and Au+Au, and
√
sNN = 62.4 GeV Au+Au colli-

sions. The contributions of electrons (e±) from the decay
of open charm and bottom particles have been extracted,
and transverse momentum (pT ) distributions have been
calculated and corrected for detector acceptance and effi-
ciency effects.

Although this paper focuses on the measurement of
single electrons, other heavy flavor signals are presently
under study in PHENIX. This is the case of direct re-
construction of open heavy flavor particles, such as D0 →
K−π+, which is very challenging due to the high multiplic-
ity of secondary particles produced in heavy-ion collisions.
Heavy flavor production is also under investigation using
lepton pairs in the mass continuum, or electron-muon co-
incidences. In addition, heavy quark resonances have been
studied via their decays into lepton pairs [10].

2 The PHENIX apparatus

The PHENIX detector is shown in Fig. 1. It consists of
four “arms”, each of which is made of several subsys-
tems [11]. The North and South arms are dedicated to
the detection and identification of muons in the forward
and backward pseudorapidity regions 1.2 < |η| < 2.4.
The momentum of muons is determined from their de-
flection in the muon magnets, as measured with cathode
strip chambers. In each muon arm, an identifier allows
to detect muons in five layers of “Iarocci” drift tubes in-
terleaved with four steel absorber plates (10, 10, 20 and
20 cm thick = 5.4 interaction lenghts). Together with the
central magnet and the muon magnet backplate, this leads
to a minimum original energy of 1.9 GeV for a muon to
reach the first layer and 2.7 GeV to penetrate completely
through the identifier.

The central arms (East and West) are designed to track
particles in the pseudorapidity range |η| < 0.35 (70◦ <
θ < 90◦). Their azimuthal coverage is of 90◦ each. They
consist of drift chambers (DCs), three layers of pad cham-
bers (PCs), ring imaging Cherenkov counters (RICHs) and
electro-magnetic calorimeters (EMCals). The EMCals are
of two different types: lead-scintillator (PbSc) and lead-
glass (PbGl). In the RICH, an array of photomultiplier
tubes (PMTs) is used to detect the photons emitted by
fast charged particles in the CO2 gas radiator (the thresh-
old is p > 4.7 GeV/c for pions). The DCs and PCs are used
to reconstruct particle trajectories. The electron identifi-
cation is performed by the RICHs, and the EMCals are
used to measure the position and energy of photons and
electrons. The central magnet produces a magnetic field
that is parallel to the beam axis, and allows momentum
analysis of charged particles.

In addition, a set of global detectors allows to char-
acterize interactions. The beam-beam counters (BBCs),
located ±144 cm from the center of the interaction re-
gion, provide the reference time of the collisions, and the
longitudinal position of the interaction vertex. They also
provide the event trigger and the collision centrality. Each
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Fig. 1. Overview of the PHENIX central arm (top, transverse
view) and muon arm (bottom, longitudinal view) detectors.
The East and West arms azimuthal coverage is 90◦, and their
detector sets are slightly different. The muon arms are also
not identical, the South muon tracker being shorter than the
North one. Each muon tracker consists of 3 layers of cathode
strip multiwire proportional chambers inserted in “lampshade”
magnets. Muon identifiers are made of steel absorbers inter-
leaved with 5 layers of (X,Y) Iarocci tubes

BBC comprises 64 quartz radiators and PMTs. Two zero-
degree calorimeters (ZDCs) placed 18 meters upstream
and downstream of the central interaction point detect
hadrons in the very forward regions (|η| > 6.0). They are
used to measure the energy of the spectator neutrons.

3 Single electrons

Electrons are detected in the central arm spectrometers
(|η| < 0.35, see Sect. 2). Charged particle tracks are re-
constructed using DC and the first layer of PCs, together
with the interaction vertex position determined using the
BBCs. Track projection to the EMCal and the effective
associated hit must match within 2 standard deviations.
Matching is then required with a ring shaped signal in
the RICH, comprising at least 3 hits. Using the energy
measured by the EMCal the narrow electron peak at
E/p = 1 is then selected by the following cut: −2σ <
(E − p)/p < 3σ, where σ is the standard deviation of
(E− p)/p. The remaining hadron contamination (� 10%)
is subtracted using an event-mixing technique. The re-
sulting single electron sample contains two main contribu-
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Fig. 2. Preliminary pT distribution of non-photonic electrons
measured in p+p collisions at

√
s = 200 GeV. The curves show

the contributions from charm (dash-dotted curve) and bottom
(dashed curve) decay, expected from PYTHIA calculations

tions, so-called “photonic” and “non-photonic”. The pho-
tonic part corresponds to Dalitz decays of light neutral
mesons (π0, η, η′, ρ, ω and ϕ) and photon conversions in
the different detectors and materials. The non-photonic
part mainly consists of electrons from semi-leptonic decay
of open heavy flavor particles. A small contamination (a
few %) arises from dielectron decays of light vector mesons
and from kaon weak decay. The different contributions to
the photonic electron spectrum, and the dielectron contri-
bution have been calculated using a hadron decay genera-
tor [12]. In this “cocktail” method, photon conversions are
evaluated using a detailed GEANT simulation. For some
data samples, a complementary determination of the pho-
tonic component has been performed by introducing a thin
(1.7% X0) brass converter in the detector acceptance (at
a distance r = 29 cm) during a fraction of the data tak-
ing period. A full GEANT simulation is also performed in
both converter-in and converter-out configurations. The
comparison between data obtained with the converter-in
and converter-out configurations leads to a measurement
of the contribution from photonic sources. All the details
of this analysis method can be found in [13].

4 Results

4.1 Proton-proton collisions

The p+p data sample analyzed here has been recorded
during RHIC run-2 operation, and consists of 15 M minim-
um-bias triggers and 420 M sampled minimum-bias trig-
gers associated with an EMCal-RICH coincidence (ERT
trigger). Photonic contributions are subtracted using the
cocktail method as described earlier (see Sect. 3), and all
the spectra are corrected for acceptances and efficiencies.

Figure 2 shows the transverse momentum preliminary
distribution of non-photonic single electrons obtained for

p+p interactions. Background subtraction is the dominant
contribution to the experimental systematic error. This
spectrum is compared to PYTHIA calculations includ-
ing open charm and bottom contributions [14,12]. Back-
ground from Drell-Yan pairs and J/ψ → e+e− is found
to be negligible. It is clearly seen that charm contribution
alone does not reproduce the data at high pT . Taking into
account the contribution from open bottom, the agree-
ment is better although still not perfect above 1.5 GeV/c
[14,12,15]. The experimental distribution is indeed harder
than expected from PYTHIA calculations, with parame-
ters chosen as to reproduce lower energy data.

The total open charm cross-section is calculated from
a fit using distribution shapes obtained with PYTHIA
6.205 and CTEQ5L PDFs for both charm and bottom con-
tributions, allowing free normalization factors, as shown
in Fig. 3. As detailed in [13], the PYTHIA charm ra-
tios have been changed, using D+/D0 = 0.45 ± 0.1,
Ds/D

0 = 0.25 ± 0.1, Λc/D
0 = 0.1 ± 0.05, giving a c-

quark→ e total branching ratio of 9.5 ± 0.4%. In the fol-
lowing, this fitted shape will be used to compare p+p re-
sults to those obtained in nucleus-nucleus collisions. The
cross-section is then extrapolated from the central rapid-
ity region to full phase space. In this calculation, other
contributions are taken into account in the final system-
atic error, the most significant ones being the uncertainty
on PYTHIA parameters (mainly 〈kT 〉 = 1.5 ± 0.5 GeV/c)
and the choice of different parton distribution functions
for the extrapolation. The full phase space cross-section is

σcc̄ = 709 ± [85]stat ± [332281]syst µb .

 [GeV/c]Tp
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

]
3

/c
−2

 [
m

b
 G

eV
3

/d
p

3 σ
E

 d

10
−8

10
−7

10
−6

10
−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

sys]281
332 [±stat [85]±bµ = 709 ccσ

PHENIX PRELIMINARY
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Fig. 4. Preliminary pT distributions of non-photonic electrons, measured in four centrality classes of d+Au events at
√

sNN =
200 GeV. All points are downscaled by the nuclear overlap function TAB , to take into account the different number of binary
nucleon-nucleon in each centrality class. The solid curves represent the best fit of p+p data, as shown in Fig. 3

This value of total charm production cross-section is much
lower than the one reported by STAR [16] from d+Au
measurement: 1.4 ± 0.2 ± 0.4 mb.

4.2 d-Au collisions

Run-3 d+Au collisions are then used to investigate the
effect due to modifications of parton distributions in the
nuclear environment. The preliminary analysis described
here uses the converter subtraction technique (see Sect. 3),
and 5 M (resp. 5 M) minimum-bias events plus 312 M
(resp. 600 M) minimum-bias events sampled by the ERT
trigger in the converter-in (resp. converter-out) configu-
ration. The resulting non-photonic electron spectra are
displayed in Fig. 4 in four centrality intervals [17]. All
experimental distributions are downscaled by the nuclear
overlap function TAB to take into account the number
of binary nucleon-nucleon collisions corresponding to the
centrality class considered. The curve obtained with the
best fit of the p+p data is superimposed, and is found to
be in good agreement with d+Au results. From this com-
parison, we conclude that no strong cold nuclear matter
effect is observed on heavy flavor production in the central
rapidity region.
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4.3 Au-Au collisions

A similar analysis has been performed on RHIC run-2
Au+Au (

√
sNN = 200 GeV) data, using the converter

method to determine the photonic contribution to the
electron yield (see Sect. 3). Data samples consisted of
2.2 M (resp. 2.5 M) minimum bias events with the con-
verter in (resp. out) [13]. The raw (photonic + non-
photonic) electron pT spectra are shown in Fig. 5a, for
both configurations. Figure 5b shows both RCN and Rγ ,
which are respectively the ratio of the raw distributions
with converter in/out, and the mutliplication factor of the
photonic contribution that is due to the converter. Rγ is
calculated by means of a full GEANT simulation with and
without converter. All the details concerning this proce-
dure can be found in [13]. The ratio of non-photonic to
photonic electron yields is displayed in Fig. 5c as a func-
tion of pT .

As for the d+Au analysis, the non-photonic electron
spectra are downscaled by the nuclear overlap function
TAA and compared to p+p best fit, for different centrality
intervals. As can be seen from Fig. 6, the agreement is
quite good, although not perfect above pT = 2 GeV/c, es-
pecially for central collisions. A new analysis with higher
statistics [18] seems to indicate that the data points are
systematically under the corresponding p+p curves for
high pT , which would reflect a suppression of non pho-
tonic electrons at high pT .
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The non-photonic electron yield in the range (0.8 <
pT < 4.0 GeV/c), normalized to the number of binary
nucleon-nucleon collisions (Ncoll), is plotted in Fig. 7, as
a function of Ncoll. A fit of this yield to ANα

coll leads
to α = 0.938 ± 0.075(stat)±0.018(syst) for Au+Au data
alone, and α = 0.958±0.035(stat) if the p+p data point is
included. This value is compatible with α = 1, which in-
dicates that no medium effect can be seen within present
statistical errors.

Au+Au (
√
sNN = 62.4 GeV) data have also been an-

alyzed. The resulting non-photonic electron spectrum is
compared to existing p+p ISR data at the same incident
energy [19]. This comparison is shown in Fig. 8. The ex-
perimental points are calculated for the minimum-bias (0-
83.4%) centrality class. All the p+p ISR data are scaled by
a factor TAB = 6.94 mb−1, corresponding to an average
number of binary collisions 〈Ncoll〉 = 256.6. Within ex-
perimental errors, no deviation can bee seen from binary
collision scaling at this incident energy.
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present data is compatible with Ncoll scaling
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5 Elliptic flow of non photonic electrons

The anisotropy v2 parameter of non-photonic electron dis-
tributions has also been measured in Au+Au collisions
at

√
sNN = 200 GeV [20]. In this analysis, 16 M mini-

mum bias events from RHIC run-2 have been considered.
The reaction plane is deduced from the signals measured
by the BBCs (see Sect. 2) in the pseudorapidity range
3.1 < η < 3.9. The resulting v2 distribution as a func-
tion of pT is shown in Fig. 9. In the intermediate pT

region (1.0 < pT < 1.7 GeV/c), the anisotropy param-
eter v2 is non-zero with a 90% confidence level [20]. The
curves correspond to two model calculations which assume
very different scenarios [21]: no reinteraction of the heavy
quarks after their production by initial state hard pro-
cesses (solid), or complete thermalization (dashed). The
present systematic and statistical uncertainties prevent
from discriminating between these scenarios.

6 Conclusion

PHENIX has measured the production of single electrons
(e±) at RHIC, in the central rapidity region, for p+p,
d+Au and Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV, as

well as for Au+Au interactions at
√
sNN = 62.4 GeV.

The contribution of open heavy flavor (mainly charm) par-
ticle semi-leptonic decay has been calculated from these
measurements, after subtraction of the photonic electron
component, for different centrality classes of ion+ion col-
lisions. The total charm cross-section has been calculated
from p+p data. From p+p to d+Au and Au+Au colli-
sions, the total yield of electrons from charm decay is con-
sistent with Ncoll scaling, where Ncoll is the number of bi-
nary nucleon-nucleon collisions corresponding to the cen-
trality class considered. The pT distributions of electrons
from charm decay measured in nucleus-nucleus collisions

are correctly reproduced by the curve obtained from p+p
best fit, although a more recent analysis with full statistics
seems to indicate a suppression of electrons from charm
decay at high pT in Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200

GeV. Au+Au data measured at
√
sNN = 62.4 GeV agree

with ISR p+p data scaled by the number of binary col-
lisions. The anisotropy parameter v2 of single electrons
from heavy flavor decay is found to be non-zero, although
present uncertainties do not allow to draw any conclusion
about charm flow.
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