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Handedness of direct photons
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The azimuthal asymmetry of direct photons originating frprimary hard scatterings between partons is
calculated. This can be accounted for by the inclusion ofctiler dipole orientation, which is sensitive to
the rapid variation of the nuclear profile. To this end weddtrce the dipole orientation within the saturation
model of Golec-Biernat and Wusthoff, while preservingitlifeatures at the cross-section level. We show that
the direct photon elliptic anisotropy v2 coming from thisehanism changes sign and becomes negative for
peripheral collisions, albeit it is quite small for nucleallisions at the RHIC energy.

I. INTRODUCTION by a quark propagating and interacting with a targétu-
cleon,r = N, or nucleusy = A) at impact parameta#, as

Direct photons can be a powerfu| probe of the under]ying:alculatec.l from the diagrams in F 1, can be written in the
dynamics of the initial state of matter created in heavy ioln ¢~ factorized formi[B, 10],
lisions, since they interact with the medium only electrgma
netically and therefore provide a baseline for the integiien da¥@gt ! yX) bipsa) = 1 Pridlroe? 072
of jet-quenching models. There are several sources foctdire d (no)d2pd2b ipil) = em? l_nzf/ rdrze
photons, including prompt photons produced from initialcha *
scattering, thermal radiation from the hot medium and pho- @ @:1)@y @ ;#2)F; B;071;072;%); 1)
tons induced by final state interactions with the medium.
Unfortunately, the advantages of direct photons as a cleawherep anda = pj=p; are the transverse and fractional

signature of the initial state of matter created in heavyc@R  |ight-cone (LC) momenta of the radiated photon anda )

lisions are offset by large backgrounds coming from hadroni s the LC distribution amplitude for thgy Fock component
decays, which should be extracted. The PHENIX collab-with transverse separatien

oration at RHIC has recently reported some results of the

measurement of direct photon production|[1, 2] , which has

been also subject of studies in several theoretical papers Oy @rr) =
[3,14,5[6, 7 8].

A novel mechanism which produces an azimuthal asymy,.a Xi
metry coming from the reaction’s initial conditions was in-
troduced in Refs/[3,/4]. This is in contrast with the stamidar
approaches where the azimuthal asymmetry is only assdciat
with the properties of the medium created in the final state. | )
our approach, the main source of the azimuthal asymmetry® = imja“e @ €)+oae & T) i@ ae T;(3)
originates from the sensitivity of parton multiple intetiaas
to the steep variation of the nuclear density at the edgeeof thwheree is the polarization vector of the photoa,is a unit
nuclei, which correlates with the color dipole orientatidn  vector along the projectile momentum, afigcts orvr. The
order to introduce a dependence on dipole orientation, we ®parametern, is the effective quark mass, which is in fact an
tend the model of Golec-Biernat and Wisthoff [9] for theatot infra-red cutoff parameten, 02GeV.

dipole cross section to the partial dipole-nucleon amgétu In equation [[L) the effective partial amplitude
To do that we assume that the two gluons in the Pomeron arﬁ 0w ;0m5x) is a linear combination ofgg” dipole

not correlated. partial amplitudes at impact parameber

aem

21

Xr ®XiKo (mgrr) (2

;r are the spinors of the initial and final quarks and

Ko () is the modified Bessel function. The operatérfiave
éhe form,

h
. . . — T_ . . T _oy. .
I. PHOTON RADIATION IN THE COLOUR DIPOLE Fr B0y j0m2ix) = 1M for®;0r15x) + foq Gi0r2;x)
FORMALISM , i
JagBi0 1 #2)ix) ; (4)

Radiation of direct photons in the target rest frame should
be treated as electromagnetic bremsstrahlung by a quark ittherex is Bjorken variable of the target gluons. The partial
teracting with the target. In the |ight-cone d|p0|e apph)m elastic amplitud é]AJ can be written, in the eikonal form, in
transverse momentum distribution of photon bremsstrahlunterms of the dipole elastic amplitug@qﬁof agqq dipole collid-
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FIG. 1. Direct photons production in the target rest framée T FI_G'_Z: The r_elativ_e distance _qfand_q_from the center of gravity of
photon can be also radiated before the quark hits the taeth 94 dipole varies with the fractional light-cone momefita
diagrams are important. The dipole cross-section appéaas the

quark is displaced in impact parameter plane after radiaifqho- o this i imol le of a dipole int ¢
ton. The anti-quark enters after taking the complex coripighthe . NE can see this in a simpie exampie of a dipole interact-
amplitude, which is not shown here. ing with a quark in Born approximation. The partial elastic

amplitude reads,

[ ith t timpact mete ImfL &) = 2 ‘2/ a4
INng with a proton at | act paramewgr qq ©7
hog A old 6tr=2) g b r=2)

Imf/-@rix) = 1 /dzs Imfoctsiix)Ta B+ )

Y
1 expl /dzslmfévq—@;r;x)TA(b+s)]:

i
ig0 - ig0 _
P s+ +=2) P s ¥=2)

2 2
(5) _ 88& KO u 5+ ’g KO us ’g 7
The hadronic cross section can be obtained by a convolution (7)
of the partonic cross section E@J (1) with a proton structure , i i
functionF!’ ;0) [11], where we introduced an eff_ectlve gluon Masto _take into
account some nonperturbative effects. It is obvious froen th
doY (pr ! yX) ,  do¥gr! yX) above expression that the partial elastic dipole amplitxde
———=F, ———; (6)  poses a correlation betweerands, and the amplitude van-

2.0 ]2 2 2 2%
dxpd°prdd d (na)d“prd*D ishes whem += 0. In the above expression we assumed for

where x» denotes the Feynman variable. We take theln® sake of simplicity thay and ¢ have equal longitudinal

parametrization for the proton structure function given inMomenta, i.e. they are equally distant from the dipole gente

Ref. [12]. of gravity. Thg general case of unequal sharing of the dipole
We have recently shown that in this framework one can obMomentum will be considered later.

tain a good description of the cross section for prompt pho- 1h€ Born amplitude is unrealistic, since it leads to an en-

ton production data for proton-proton (pp) collisions atlgH €79y independent dipole cross sectiog ¢7x). This dipole

and Tevatron energie5 [11]. Notice also that in contrast t&T0SS Section has been well probed by measurements of the

the parton model, in this approach neither K-factor (NLO-cor Proton structure function at small Bjorkenat HERA, and

rections), nor higher twist corrections are to be added. Nd'as found to rise towards smallwith anx dependent steep-

quark-to-photon fragmentation function is needed either. N€SS- . . — .

deed, the phenomenological dipole cross section fitted ® DI 1 e dipole elastic amplitudg;; of a g¢ dipole colliding

data incorporates all perturbative and non-perturbatidéer ~ With @ proton atimpact parameteis given by [3]

tion contributions. Predictions for the LHC in the same feam d?qd?q°

1 is
work are given in Ref[[13]. Comparison with the predictions ImfJ, tsi7iB) = Hn/ oy F (igigYe @10

2,@
of other approaches at the LHC can be found in Ref. [14]. _ _ _ (Z 7 e
eid™ LarA P g B gt r AP (8)
. P—s— .
III. COLOUR DIPOLE ORIENTATION where we defined; =~ a; ¢2)a, @®) andF «;g;99 is the

generalized unintegrated gluon density (see below).xTde

A colorlessgg dipole is able to interact only due to the dif- pendence is implicit in the above express?on. The fractiona
ference between the impact parameterg ahdq relative to light-cone momenta of_ the qua}rk anq antiquark are denoted
the scattering center. #fis the impact parameter of the center PY B and 1B, respectively. Itis obvious that the center of
of gravity of the dipole, and is the transverse separation of 9ravity of g¢ is closer to the fastestor ¢, see Fig.[(2). The
the ¢ andg, then the azimuthal angle of the radiated photond@diated photon takes away a fractwrf the quark momen-
transverse momentum at a given impact parameterrelates (UM, see Fig[{1). Therefore, for photon production, we have
with the direction of. In terms of the partial elastic amplitude 1

L%—(s’;r), it means that the vectorsands are correlated. “ 5 : )



3

The generalized unintegrated gluon density in Born approxi
mation takes the form,

T(X;q;qo) ) FBorn (61;610) )
4a h 0 @q) .
= o Ive 9) Fy U @ig) (12)

whereFy k) = MWy expk p1)¥yiis the nucleon form fac-
tor, andFNQ") G99 = MWyexpig p1  ig° p21i¥yiis the

so called two-quark nucleon form factor which can be cal-
culated using the three valence quark nucleon wave function
Wy ©1:P27P3).

For the dipole cross section we rely on the popular saturated
shape|[9] fitted to HERA data faF) c;0%). Assuming no
correlation between the momemrtandg °inside the Pomeron
aside from the Pomeron-proton form factor, we arrive at the
following form of F (¢;9;99 [3],

FIG. 3: The partial elastic amplitude Ifj;g (mb) of thegq dipole F g9 9 = 37020 qzq@Rg x)
on a proton at impact parameteas a function of dipole sizeand 1610,

angled betweens and+ for two values ofa = 0;1. We use a fixed
value ofx = 001 for all plots.

1 2 2 (2i
exp éRo(x)(CI +q7)

exp R2g ¢%°=2 ; (13)
Integrating over the vectar one can recover the dipole
Cross sectiow) (-jx). whereog = 2303 mb,Rg (x) = 04fm  &=xg)° 1% with xg =
304 10% [9]. We assume here that the Pomeron-proton
N 21 N form factor has the Gaussian forfify 2) = exp( kZ2R3=2),
Frix) = 2 [ dsImf-6r; > T TN
g ¢7) / 5 1M foq b7 iB) so the slope of thep elastic differential cross sections” =

4t [ d%q
3 q*

2R2 + 20 In (s=s0), wherea§, 025GeV? is the slope of
the Pomeron trajectoryp = 1GeV2. RZ, W, i=3 is the part
of the slope of elastic cross section related to the Pomeron-

It is important to notice that the expression Hg. (8) alsosgoe proton form factor anr2 1 is the mean-square charge radius
beyond the usual assumption that the dipole cross sectiog¥ the proton.

is independent of the light-cone momentum shaingAl- - . : .
though, the partial amplitude EdJ (8) does dependothis Unfortunately, it is not possible to uniquely determine the

) : : . unintegrated gluon density function from the availableadat
dependence disappears after integration over impact garam
ters as shown in EqL710). Nevertheless, the proposed form Hql(13) seems to be a hatura

The generalized unintegrated gluon densfyrig;q®) is g_eneralization which preserves the saturation propesfidse
related to the diagonal one by diagonal part [3].

@ e ™), g>)F wiq): (10)

With this unintegrated gluon density the partial amplitude

F «ig:9°=q)= F «;q): (11)  Eq. [8) can be calculated explicitly,
|
( () B2 " e =2 B 12#)
N ey 90 g+ ) & *b) o gt A= Y .
Imfz, 657:xiB) o exp 28, + exp 3B, 2exp R(Z) — s, (14)
whereB,; (x) = R% + R(Z) (x)=8. can see that for very small dipole sizethe dipole orientation

is notimportant. For very large dipole sizesompared to the
impact parameteror very small values ofthe dipole orienta-
tion is also not present. It is important to note that the gene

In Fig. (3) we show the partial dipole amplitug{% t¢;7) as
a function of the dipole size and the anglé® betweens and
+, at various fixed values af for two values ofx = 0;1. One



0.4— o~ r - - r 1 where the angleis defined with respect to the reaction plane.
; \ b=1fm o0 1 In the same fashion, the azimuthal asymmetry of photon yield
0.3+ Solid: Vs g 200 GeV | from collisions of two nucleus Aand A at impact parameter
Dashedys =5.5 TeV Bis defined as
\
0.2- = vAlAz (B'pT) _ fT]['[ d(pCOSQ(p) gN.
2 /5 deGp
1 doY (pA1! yX
z 01 Gy = /61273005(2@1)MTA2 b2)
g dxpd?prd?hy
— doY (pAy ! yX
0 + /51223005(2(92)—0 pha: ¥ )TA1 O1);
ddeszdZ'bz
0.4 doY (pA1 ! yX)
Gp = /dszTAz ®2)
ddeZﬁTdel
-0.2F doY (pAz ! yX
o [ 2 Vg 0, )
A A ; ; ; dde pTd 7’?2

0 0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3 where we used the notatién = b+ B, b1 =D (b is the im-
p; (GeV) pact parameter of thedp collision) and the angl®; (@) is
the angle between the vectaérg b,) andB, respectively. The
FIG. 4: The anisotropy paramete§” ¢;p;a) as function ofpr  medium modification of nucleon structure functions in our in
%ajculated abt = 1 for different impact parametefgsand energies:  terested range ofr is less than 20% and is ignored in the

s = 200GeV (solidp = 02; 04; 06; 1fm), and” s = 5500GeV  zpove expression.

(dashedp = 06; 1fm). The plot is taken from Ref.[3]. The only external input in our approach is the nuclear pro-

file. First, we take a popular Woods-Saxon (WS) profile, with

o ] ] ) a nuclear radiug, = 65 fm and a surface thicknegs= 054
feature of the partial dipole amplitude, e. g. its maximurd an fm, for Pb+Pb collisions [15].

minimum pattern, changes with However, itis not obvious | Fig.[4, we show examples of azimuthal anisotropy from
zéprlorl ho;/]\{ tm CO(;'V?IUt'On with the ﬁ’lrg.tf(fm strijcturfg funa[;'F quark-nucleon collisions radiating a photrzﬁﬁv ®;p;a), with
g. (8), which leads to a sum over all different configuragion o = 1 and at different impact parameters and energies. The

gf aland O?tt%p of gh?; the clonvolutlfc_)ln betwgen tr:‘.ehpl""rt'glresults show that the anisotropy of the dipole interactises
ipole amplitude and the nuclear profile Bg. (), which lea ith impact parameter, reaching rather large values. As-fun

to a even more complicated angle mixing, gives rise to a fin ion of the transverse momentum of the radiated photons,

azimuthal asymmetry. vgN (;p;0) vanishes at larger. Such a behavior could be

anticipated, since the interaction of vanishingly smaadies
responsible for large is not sensitive to the dipole orienta-
IV. AZIMUTHAL ASYMMETRY tion.
In Fig. (8), we show the calculated valuea»éf”m defined
The main source of azimuthal asymmetry in the amplitudén Eq. (I5), for fixeda = 1, at vari%U_s g(p)A collision impact
@) is the interplay between multiple rescattering and ttape ~ parameters for the RHIC energy s = 200 GeV at midra-
of the physical system. The key function which describes thgidities. If the nuclear profile function was constant, ttiea
effect of multiple interactions is the eikonal exponential convolution between the nuclear profile and the dipole erien
Eqg. (8), while the information about the shape of the systemation, defined in Eq[{5), would be trivial, ang becomes
is incorporated through a convolution of the impact paramet then identically zero. Therefore, the main source of aziraut
dependent partial elastic amplitude and the nuclear tleiskn anisotropy is not present for central collisions where thie c
function. Notice that the initial space-time asymmetrysget relation between nuclear profile and dipole orientationiism
translated into a momentum space anisotropy by the doublienal. This can be seen in Fidl](5), where a pronounced alipti
Fourier transform in Eq[{1). anisotropy is observed for collisions with impact paransete
The azimuthal asymmetry of prompt photon production, re<close to the nuclear radi®s , where the nuclear profile under-
sulting from parton-nucleus (qt) or proton-nucleus (ptlico  goes rapid changes. Therefore, the important parametehwhi
sions forr = N;A, is defined as the second order Fourier co-controls the elliptic asymmetry in this mechanismfis R4 j
efficients in a Fourier expansion of the azimuthal depeneenc[3].
of a single-particle spectra EJ (1) around the beam doecti It is important to notice thaxtgA is suppressed an order of

oY X magnitude compared triN. At first glance this might look
m d@cosep) 2T by V) strange, since the quark interacts with nucleons anywawy-Ho
T d (n0)d%prd?p . . e
AV \X) i (15)  ever, aquark propagating through a nucleus interacts \ifith d
J'n dQ i oo Inc)d2prd?b ferent nucleons located at different azimuthal anglegivela

)3
vZ"’ (prib;a) =
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cellation would be exact if the nuclear profile functign®)

were constant. We have a nonzero, but sm&llonly due

to the variation offy with 5. Going fromg (p)A to AA colli-
sions, see Fig[{5), the elliptic asymmetry is further restlic
The main reason is that the integrand in Eql (16) gets con-
tributions only from semi-peripheral pA collisions whenero
mechanism is at work, and most of the integral avatoes

not contribute. This significantly dilutes the signal.

V. ON THE SIGN OF v,

In Fig. (3), we showed that the general behaviour of dipole
amplitude orientation, e.g. its maximum and minimum pat-
tern changes with the paramef&which defines the relative
position of the center of gravity of the dipole from thandg,
see Fig.[(R). Here, we take a heuristic approach, and explore
a possible link between the peculiar behaviouro$hown in
Fig. (8) with the dipole orientation introduced in EQl (8).

Let us assume for sake of argument that the pararfiater
independent oft and assume thatandg have equal longitu-
dinal momenta namely = 1=2. This corresponds to a partic-
ular configuration in which the dipole amplitude is symntri
underr ! ¥, see Fig.[(B). In principle, this configuration is
kinematically less probable for direct photon production (
contrast to DIS) since it correspondsite- 0 via Eq. [9). No-
tice that although we take a fixgdl= 1=2 in the dipole am-
plitude Eq. [8), the LC distribution of the projectile quagk
fluctuation Eq.[(R) still depends amand also the transverse
dipole size iswr and varies witho, see Eq.[{1).

We repeat the computation of the azimuthal asymmetry
of prompt photons in the same way as discussed in the previ-
ous section. For example, in Fig] (6), we show the anisotropy
asymmetryvgN andng ata = 1 for various impact parame-
ters as in Figs[{#5). Comparing with the results preseinted
the previous section, it is seen that although the order gf ma
nitude ofv; is the same in both cases, now the sigmodloes
not change at higher; and remains positive. This indicates
that the sign of; in this mechanism is related to the dipole
orientation via the parametgr

Notice also that the sign behaviour of the prompt photon
for AA collisions at highepr is also present for botiv and
gA collisions.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

FIG. 5: The impact parameter dependence of prompt photon az- The azimuthal elliptic asymmetny observed in heavy ion
imuthal asymmetry, for g+Pb (at= 1), p+Pb and Pb+Pb collisions collisions is usually associated with properties of the med

for RHIC energy at midrapidities, with the Woods-Saxon (Wi8)
clear profile. As example, we have also shown in the first pahel
prompt photon elliptic anisotropy from g+pb collisions fbe hard

sphere (HS) nuclear profile. The plot is taken from Ref. [4].

to the quark trajectory. Their contributions»tg? tend to can-

created in the final state. We introduced a novel mechanism
which relates this azimuthal asymmetry to the colour dipole
orientation. To this end, we proposed a model generalizing
the unintegrated gluon density fitted to data for the proton
structure function to an off-diagonal unintegrated gluds: d
tribution.

We showed that the azimuthal asymmaetrypf prompt pho-

cel each other, restoring the azimuthal symmetry. Such canens changes sign and becomes negative for peripheral colli
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FIG. 6: Upper panel: The anisotropy paramez@’r ®;p;a) as func-
tion of py for different impact parametetsfor RHIC and LHC ener-
gies. Down panel: The anisotropy parameﬁé\r(b;p;a) as function
of pr for various impact parametérfor RHIC energy at midrapid-
ity. Similar to Fig. [%) we show the results for both the WS dhel
HS nuclear profiles. In both plots the results calculated fitexl
B = 1=2 in the dipole amplitude anal = 1.

sions. Although this behaviour seems to be robust for the con
sidered range opr, there is some uncertainty on the mag-
nitude of thev2 coming from this mechanism. The shape
of the tail of nuclear profile is important in this mechanism,
since it significantly affects the results. To highlighttpoint,

in Figs. [H.6), we have also shown the azimuthal asymmetry
from quark-nucleus coIIisionsZA for the hard sphere (HS)
nuclear profile. By comparing with the results from the WS
nuclear profile for the same setting, one may conclude tleat th
maximum uncertainty in this mechanism can be as big as an
order of magnitude. Unfortunately the tail of all available
clear profile parametrizations is less reliable and obthine

a simple extrapolation [15]. This is also due to the fact that
the neutron distribution, which may be more important on the
periphery, cannot be properly accounted for by electroir sca
tering data. Another source of uncertainty in this appraach
due to the fact that the off-diagonal part of the unintegtate
gluon density cannot be uniquely defined from the current ex-
perimental data.

In order to see if this mechanism is relevant to heavy ion
collisions, it would be of great interest to calculate the az
imuthal asymmetry for gluon radiation and hadron produc-
tion at RHIC. This mechanism might also contribute to the
azimuthal asymmetry in DIS and in the production of dilep-
tons. We plan to report on some of these problems in the near
future.
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