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Hua-Sheng Shao
PH Department, TH Unit, CERN, CH-1211 Geneva 23, Swnitzerland

Abstract. The necesscity of the color-octet mechanism in describ@ayy quarkonium production is a longstanding puzzle.
Compared to the yields of heavy quarkonium, its polarizegishould be a sensitive observable to pin down the col@toct
contributions. In this talk, | will focus on thg. polarization in hadroproduction processes, which mayideoa unique test
for the color-octet mechanism in nonrelativistic QCD.
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INTRODUCTION

Since the first discovery of /g in 1974 [1, 2], heavy quarkonium physics has played an ingmbriole in revealing
and investigating QCD at the interplay between the pertivdbaegime and non-perturbative regime. However, due to
the complications, till now, it is still unable to pin dows iproduction mechanism, especially the so-called coltetoc
(CO) mechanism in non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) [3].

For along time, the relatively satisfactory comparisortsieen the color-singlet theoretical postdictions/prédits
and experimental data (like heavy quarkonium producti@fattories [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11], in photoproduction[12,
13, 14], in fixed-target production [15, 16] as well as at loadbrolliders [17, 18]) make people doubt on the importance
of CO contributions. However, the measurementsl & and (2S) production at the Tevatron [19, 20, 21, 22]
and the LHC [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 28] with lapgetransfer indeed indicate the necessity of CO
contributions [32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43,45, 46, 47, 48, 35, 49], in which thsemoking gun
signature is the polarization measurements. The unpethpattern ofl /¢ and y/(2S) was though to be a challenge
to NRQCD for a long time. On contrast to S-wave charmoniuaa®e charmonia are usually overlooked. In this talk,
I will focus on the polarizations gfc; andxc,. From the lessons df/ ¢ andy(2S) production, one should also expect
that the polarizations gf.; andxc; may provide an unique test on the CO mechanism (COM).

Compared td/ andy(2S) production, there are several motivations to consid@roduction as a complementary
study. First, unlike the case df Y, there is no significant feed-down contributions to propyproduction. It makes

the analysis simpler. Second, only one independent lea@idd DME (X (§18])) should be determined from the
experimental data. In other words, one can expect moregineglpower ofx. than ofJ/( andy(2S)—which need to
know three leading CO LDMEs. On the theoretical side, theesoived problem of infrared (IR) divergences for P-
wave states in color-singlet model (CSM) can be naturalBroemed by absorbing IR poles into the renormalization
group evolution of CO S-wave states. From this point of vie@M is necessary for understandigg production.
Moreover, it is also necessary to investiggtepolarization, since almost 30% of prompty is from the feed-down
contribution viaxc — J/@+y.

In this talk, | will first generalize the spin-entangled dg@anplitudesy. — J/ + y by including the impact of
higher order multipole transitions. It will be quite usefat Monte Carlo simulations to implement in generators lik
HELAC-ONIA [50]. Before going into any phenomenological analysis, vilefisst fix the values of CO LDMESs from
the yields data of. at the Tevatron. Finally, we present the predictions fopiblarizations of(c1 andxc production
at the LHC, and propose the experimentlists to measure tiesvables.
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SPIN-ENTANGLED DECAY OF xc — J/y+y

In Ref. [51], we presented an extensive discussion of thelangdistributions ofy. decay. From the effective decay
vertices, we derived the general formula fer— J/@ + y and the subsequence degay— J/y+y — (14~ +y.
We presented the final angular distributions with the higireler multipole transition contributions in the appermdic
However, it might be not sufficient for Monte Carlo simulat$ which require the full knowledge of the helicity
amplitudes with the (non-negligible) higher-order muditg transitions. We will establish the complete set of the
helicity amplitudes foryc — J/ + y in this section.

Following the notations and conventions in Ref. [51], we danive the following helicity amplitudes fgrs —

J/y+y.
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wheref, g are the polar and azimuthal angles of the decay product phatothe rest frame ofc. Symbolsa{:l and
a,Jfl denote the electric dipole (E1) transition amplitude arerttagnetic quadrupole (M2) transition amplitude for
Xc1 — J/ W+ y.These amplitudes are assumed to be real and to be normédi%’ej(jz + (a%zl)2 = 1. In the above

equation, we do not apply the assumptiomgf, ~ m;,,, and it is rigorous.
Along the same line, foxe — J/@ + y, we have
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where the coefficentq andd; can be expressed as the polynomials of E1, M2 and electnipole (E3) transition

amplitudesal=2,a)=2,a3=2,

1+ 2al=2 (\/Eagzz + 2a§:2) +4a)=2 (a%:2 + \/Eaézz) +3(ad™?) 2

& = 0 :
9+ 6ad 2 (vBaj 2 4a)2) — 4ad 2 (af 2+ 2v/6a) %) + 7 () 2)’
& = 35 3)

With Egs.(3,7,11) in Ref. [51], the above equations renideengular distributions ¢fcy — J/ W+ yandxe — J/ Y+

y established in appendices A and B of Ref. [51]. CombiningithB-known vector currents form helicity amplitudes
forJ/y — £1¢~, oneis easily able to derive the angular distributionsierdascade decays — J/y+y— 70~ +v,
which were established in appendix C of Ref. [51]. In thedwihg, we only consider the polar angle distributions.
For thed/y or y angular distributions, we have
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We will refrain the expressions for the polar asymmetry ficeintsAyg in terms ofx. production spin density matrix
elements and the multipole amplitudes, but refering ther@sted readers to the corresponding formula presented in
Refs. [51, 46]. Similarly, the lepton polar anglédependence can be sketched as

d. A Xa
dcosb’

One can also find the corresponding formula in Refs. [51, d6itfe coefficienAg.

The multipole amplitudes have been measured by CLEO [53kt@fBall [53], E760 [54], E835 [55] Collabora-
tions. Unfortunately, the measured values for the highldeiomultipole amplitudes are still inconsistent among the
various measurements. In the following, we will take theueslfitted by CLEO [52] Collaboration as our input values.
In sepcific, we have

~1+4Agcoso. (5)

al = -626x1072
a2 = -93x1072
g’ = 0 (6)

where we have taken the E3 amplitude f@s decay to be zero from the single quark radiation hypoth&&is%7].
The nonvanishing of these higher-order multipole ampétudre important for determining tt¢y or y angular
distributions, while it only mildly changes the lepton afagudistributions in the cascade decgys— J/Y +y —
e +y.

1 We assume the multipole transition amplitudes are real anaalized(al=2)° + (a}=2)° + (a}=2)° = 1.



COLDMES

The values of CO LDMEg0 X< (§18])> can be determined by fitting the Tevatron dat@@fc,)/ o (xc1) [58] after ap-
plying the spin symmetry relatiof@Xx (§18])> =(2J+ 1)<ﬁX°0(§18])>. AtNLO in as, it was first extracted in Ref. [37].
We estimate the CS LDME$gXw (%33[1])) via potential model [59] as{ﬁXCJ(?DJ[l]» = (2J+1)3|R(0)|?/4m and

IR (0)|2 = 0.075 Ge\P. The CO LDMES can be determined @ (8%)) = (2J+1) x (2.21948) x 10-3 Ge\A [37].
Several possible comparisons fgg yields to the LHC data have been done in Refs. [46, 60, 26, 6t these
non-perturbative LDMEs. We found that good agreementsdetvtheory and experiment were achieved.

POLARIZATIONS

In Ref. [46], we managed to present a first rigorous theakficediction for thex. polarization observables at the
LHC. We displayed the. pr distributions for thel /¢ or photon polar asymmetry coefficiems in Fig.1. | want

to remind the reader that this observable is sensitive tavalhees of higher-order multipole amplitudes. Hence, the
measurement of such observable at the LHC may cross cheakehsured values of the higher-order multipole
amplitudes. For comparison, the LO NRQCD results and the ISMCesults are also included. At LO ims, CO
contribution is dominant. Hence, the LO NRQCD results canibeed as the polarization behaviour determined by
CO contribution. At NLO inas, the CS component will partly cancel the CO component. InlKigne can clearly see
that the LO NRQCD results indeed share the different belasiwith the CSM result. Therefore, it is understood that
the NLO NRQCD curves lie between LO NRQCD and LO CSM curveswie > 10 GeV. It may provide a good
discrimination to determine the fraction of CO contribusdn X production at the LHC. In E1 approximation, the
coefficeintA,g for xc polarization in Eq.4 is zero. Hence, we refrain ourselvegrasent a prediction fok,g here,
because in anycase it is quite close to zero. A reweightintpogeproposed in Ref. [51] may help to determine this
observable on the experimental side.
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FIGURE 1. The pr spectra ofAg for J/¢ or photon angular distributions fromx1 — J/@y (a-b) andxc; — J/@y (c-d) in the

helicity frame at the LHC with/S= 7 TeV. The plots are taken from Ref. [46] with kind permissi@opyright 2014 American
Physics Society.

For the coefficienf\g in the dilepton angular distribution Eq.5, tipe spectra are shown in Fig.2. Unlikg), Ay
should be insensitive to the values of the higher-orderipult amplitudes. Hence, it can be compared to the ex-
perimental data without receiving any significant uncetsafrom the inconsistent measurementsf!, aj=2,a}=2.
Similar toAg, the behaviour of CO is different to that of CSAg/, and it provides another good observable to distuin-
guish COM and CSM. Finally, | would like to emphasize thasithe same observable to show the feed-down part of
theJ/y polarization fromyx. — J/ @+ .

CONCLUSION

In this talk, | mainly focus on the, polarization, which might provide an unique test to COM a HHC. | first
derived a set of helicity amplitudes for the spin-entangleday ofx. — J/@ + y, which is completely new and
useful to implement into generators for Monte Carlo siniata. Then, | presented our theoretical predictions for
the polarizations of(;1 and x> production at the LHC in the NRQCD framework at NLOdg. These polarization
observables may be important to determe/test the CO catitits in xc hadroproduction. Moreover, th¥ ¢ or
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FIGURE 2. Thepr spectra ofAg for dilepton angular distributions frome; — J/@y — |71~y (a-b) andxee — J/Py — 1117y

(c-d) in the helicity frame at the LHC witk/S= 7 TeV. The plots are taken from Ref. [46] with kind permissi@opyright 2014
American Physics Society.

photon angular distributions may also provide a possiblg wwaxtract the higher-order mutlipole amplitudes at the
LHC, which is still poorly known.
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