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The inelastic charmonium (J/1, ¥(2S), ne, he and xcs) and bottomonium (Y (nS), n, hs, and
X»s) photoproductions in ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions at LHC energies are studied, where
the fragmentation processes are included. Based on the factorization formalism of non-relativistic
QCD, an exact treatment is developed, which can weight the contribution from different channels
and recovers the Weizsdcker-Williams approximation (WWA) near the region Q? ~ 0. The relevant
kinematical relations are also achieved. We present a comprehensive analysis for the properties of
WWA in heavy-ion collisions, and discuss the contribution of inelastic photoproduction processes
to the heavy quarkonium production. The Q?*-, y-, v/s-, and pr-dependent cross sections, and the
total cross sections are estimated. It is shown that the inelastic photoproduction and fragmentation
processes can provide the evident modification to the heavy quarkonium production in p-p and Pb-
Pb collisions at LHC energies, where the ultra-incoherent photon emission plays a very important
role. Moreover, the WWA is only effective in very restricted domains, and the exact treatment can
naturally avoid double counting and WWA errors.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of heavy quarkonium has yielded valuable
insight into the nature of the strong interaction, QQ
bound states have provided useful laboratories for prob-
ing both perturbative and nonperturbative aspects of
QCD. During the last years the study of the heavy vec-
tor meson produced by photon-induced interactions at
hadronic colliders has been strongly motivated by the
possibility of constraining the dynamics of the strong in-
teractions at high energies [1-6], it sheds light on the
low-z physics and helps to constraint the nuclear par-
ton distributions [7-11]. Tt is well known that this
types of mechanism can be theoretically studied using
the Weizséacker-Williams approximation (WWA) [12-14].
The central idea of WWA is that the moving electro-
magnetic field of charged particles can be treated as
a flux of photons. In an ultrarelativistic ion collider,
theses photons can interact with target nucleus in the
opposing beam (photoproduction) or with the photons
of the opposing beam (two-photon reactions). At the
CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) energies, the in-
tense heavy-ion beams represent a prolific source of
quasireal photons, hence it enables extensive studies of
photon-induced physics. In the calculations, an impor-
tant function is the photon flux function, which has dif-
ferent forms for different charged sources.

Although the great success has been achieved, the
properties of WWA in heavy quarkonium photoproduc-
tion are rarely noticed. WWA is usually employed to the
processes which are actually inapplicable, and the impre-
cise statements pertaining to the essence of WWA were
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given [15-31]. For instance, the WWA is usually adopted
in electroproduction reactions or elastic processes, where
virtuality Q2 of the photon v* is very small, controlled
by the electron mass m. or coherence condition. How-
ever when the WWA is used in hadronic collisions it is
the nucleus mass my which controls the photon virtu-
ality and it is not obvious that the WWA is still valid.
Particularly in the case of ultrarelativistic heavy-ion col-
lisions at LHC energies, the influence of WWA becomes
significant to the accuracy of photoproduction processes,
since photon flux function scale as f, o< Z%In/s/m, the
collision energy /s and the square of nuclear charge Z2
are the very large enhancement factors to the cross sec-
tions. Thus, heavy-ion collisions have a considerable flux
advantage over the proton. For these reasons, it is nec-
essary to present a comprehensive analysis of WWA in
heavy-ion collisions, and to estimate the important inac-
curacies appeared in its application.

On the other hand, there are two kinds of photon
emission mechanisms on the side of photon emitter [32]:
coherent-photon emission (coh.) and incoherent-photon
emission (incoh.). In the first type, the virtual photons
are emitted coherently by the whole nucleus which re-
mains intact after photons radiated. In the second type,
the virtual photons are emitted incoherently by the in-
dividual constituents (protons or quarks) inside nucleus,
and the nucleus will dissociate after photons radiated.
For convenience, in the second type we further denote
the process in which photons emitted from protons inside
nucleus as ordinary-incoherent photon emission (OIC),
and denote that from quarks inside nucleus as ultra-
incoherent photon emission (UIC). To avoid confusion,
the terminology “elastic” and “inelastic” describe the
case of whether the target nucleus remains intact or is
allowed to break up after the scattering with photons.
When these different channels are considered simultane-
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ously, we have to weight the different contributions to
avoid double counting. But in fact, this serious trouble
is encountered in most works and brings the large ficti-
tious contributions [16-23].

There are a lot of studies for these processes, how-
ever, the application of UIC, to our knowledge, is insuf-
ficient in heavy quarkonium photoproduction. For in-
stance, Gongalves presented a systematical analysis of
exclusive production of vector mesons in hadronic colli-
sions in Refs. [33-37], where the predictions for transverse
momentum and rapidity distributions considering differ-
ent phenomenological models were estimated. Machado
et al. studied the inclusive and exclusive J /1, ¥(2S5), and
T photoproductions in the proton-nucleus and nucleus-
nucleus collisions at LHC within the color dipole formal-
ism [38-41]. In Refs. [42-44], Klein and Nystrand stud-
ied the coherent and elastic vector meson production via
photon-Pomeron and photon-meson interactions, these
authors also presented a Monte Carlo simulation pro-
gram, STARTIight, that calculated the cross sections for
a variety of UPC final states [45]. There are also a lot
of other works for heavy quarkonium photoproduction.
However, the photon emission types in all of theses above
works are coherent, the incoherent-photon emission is ne-
glected. Furthermore, the UIC photoproduction, which
is best treated as inclusive processes, can provide addi-
tional correction to the central collisions. For instance,
authors in Refs. [18-20] have investigated the inelastic
dileptons, photons, and light vector mesons productions
at LHC energies. These works show that the UIC pho-
toproduction can provide the meaningful contribution to
massless and light-state particles productions in the cen-
tral collisions. However, the correction is not clear for
heavy quarkonium due to its large mass.

According to the purposes discussed above, in present
work, we consider the heavy quarkonium photoproduc-
tion in p-p and Pb-Pb collisions at LHC energies. An ex-
act treatment is performed that recovers the WWA near
the region Q2 ~ 0 and can be considered as the gener-
alization of Leptoproduction [46]. The full kinematical
relations matched with the exact treatment are also ob-
tained. We present a consistent analysis of the properties
of WWA in heavy-ion collisions, and discuss the contri-
butions of photoproduction and fragmentation processes
to leading order (LO) contributions.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II
presents the formalism of exact treatment for the heavy
quarkonium photoproduction. Based on Martin-Ryskin
method, the coherent, ordinary-incoherent, and ultra-
incoherent photon emissions are considered simultane-
ously. In Section III, we turn the accurate formula into
the WWA one near the region Q2 ~ 0, and study the sev-
eral widely employed photon flux functions. We present
the numerical results in Section IV, the Q%-, y-, /5-,
and pp-dependent cross sections, and the total cross sec-
tions are achieved. Finally, we summarize the paper in
Section V.

(b)

FIG. 1: (a) The general inelastic heavy quarkonium photo-
production process. The virtual photon emitted from the pro-
jectile « interacts with parton b of target nucleus B, a can
be the nucleus or its charged parton (protons or quarks). (b):
real photo-absorption.

II. GENERAL FORMALISM OF EXACT
TREATMENT

For heavy quarkonium production and decay, the non-
relativistic QCD (NRQCD) factorization scheme, which
was proposed to explain the huge discrepancy between
the theoretical prediction and experimental measure-
ments of the transverse momentum distribution of J/1
production at the Tevatron, has been a very successful
scheme in many applications [47]. In this section, we em-
ploy this formalism to describe the inelastic charmonium
and bottomonium photoproductions. The NRQCD for-
malism implies a separation of process-dependent short-
distance coefficients to be studied using the perturba-
tive theory from supposedly process-independent long-
distance matrix elements (MEs) to be extracted from
experiment. The relative importance of the latter can
be estimated by means of velocity scaling rules, i.e., the
MEs are predicted to scale with a power of the heavy-
quark relative velocity v in the limit v < 1. In this way,
the theoretical predictions are organized as double ex-
pansions in as and v. A crucial feature of this formalism
is that it takes into account the QQ Fock space, which
is spanned by the states n =29t! LSC). In particular,
this formalism predicts the existence of color-octet pro-
cesses in nature by the nonperturbative emission of soft
gluons. In the present paper, it is too long to list here
the involved wavefunctions and the MEs of the charmo-
nium (J/v, ¥(2S), ne, he and x.s) and bottomonium
(Ths, Xbs, he, and 1), and we summarized them in Ap-
pendix A for completeness and convenience.



A. The accurate cross section for the general
inelastic photoproduction process ab — aH X

The exact treatment for the heavy quarkonium photo-
production in heavy-ion collisions can be considered as
proceeding in two steps. In the first step, the density
matrix of virtual photon should be expended using the
polarization operators, based on the fact that the photon
radiated from the projectile is off mass shell and no longer
transversely polarized. In the second step, the square of
the electric form factor D(Q?) is adopted as the weight-
ing factor (WF) to weight the different charged sources,
thus we can avoid the trouble of double counting.

Through a consistent analysis of the terms neglected
in going from the accurate formula of Fig. 1(a) to the
WWA one, we can naturally estimate the properties of
WWA in heavy-ion collisions. This actually can be per-
formed in a general form for every reaction, in our case,
for achieving the first step of exact treatment we should
derive the general form of cross section for the inelastic
heavy quarkonium photoproduction in Fig. 1(a),

do(a+ B — o+ H+ X)

:Z/dxbfb/B(xb,,ug)da(oe—l-b—)a+H+d), (1)
b

where x, = pp/pp is the momentum fraction of the mass-
less parton b (quark or gluon) struck by the virtual pho-
ton, fy/5(ws, u%) is the distribution function of b in nu-
cleus B,

@i 1d) = RMNwi, 13) [Zpi(wi, 13) + Nr(zi, 13)]
(2)

where the factorized scale is chosen as p; = \/m?% + Q2,
R;(z,p?) is the nuclear modification function which re-
flect the nuclear shadowing effect [48], Z is the proton
number, N = A — Z is the neutron number and A is the
nucleon number. p;(z,u?) and n;(z, u?) are the parton
distributions of the protons and neutrons [49], respec-
tively. According to the NRQCD factorization formal-
ism, the partonic cross section in Eq. (1) can be written
as

do(a+b— a+ H +d)
= (Ofl g[n)do(a+b— o+ QQug +d). (3)

where <(9[f1178] [n]) is the MEs of NRQCD.

By denoting the virtual photo-absorption amplitude as
M*, we obtain the differential cross section in the parton
level

do(a+b— a+QQp.g + d)
B 4me? aom d®pl,
R (2m)32E%,
(2m)*6* (pa + pp — ply — k)dl
P/ PRpy e

p#UMMM*u

here e, is the charge of o, oy, = 1/137 is the electromag-
netic coupling constant, F,s is the energy of o/, and T’
is a phase space volume of the produced particle system
with total momentum k. Keeping in mind the process,
in which photons may be emitted by various particles,
we shall give a generalized density matrix of a virtual
photon as follows,

P :2%22Tr [(Pa + ma)T* (pg, +ma)T]
_ (_gw N %) c(Q?)
(2P, — q)" (2P, — q)”

— 2
= D(Q7), ()

where C(Q?) and D(Q?) are the general notations of
form factors for a. Let us note that the p*” is non-
diagonal, i.e. the virtual photons are polarized. The
expression of Eq. (4) is written in such a form as to in-
troduce naturally the terminology which is suitable for
WWA. Namely, instead of speaking about the nucleus-
nucleus collisions [Fig. 1(a)] one may speak about the
collisions of a virtual photon with the nucleus [Fig. 1(b)].

Now we employ the accurate expression Eq. (4) to give
the Q2- and y-dependent differential cross section for the
heavy quarkonium photoproduction. It is further con-
venient to do the calculations in the rest frame of «,
where |q| = |po/| =, Q2 = _q2 = (pa _pa’)2 =
2ma(y/12 + m2 — my), d*p!, = r?drdcosfdp, and y =
(- pv)/(pa - p) = (o — |Py|r cos 0/ Ep) /mq (which mea-
sures the relative energy loss of a in the lab-system). By
doing the following transformation,

dcosfdr = JdQ?*dy = ’DD(%QOS;))‘ dQ*dy,  (6)

the details of 7 are given in Appendix B, the differential
cross section in Eq. (4) can be turned into,

do(a+b— a+QQus +d)
dQ2dy

eiaem I *U A A
= 47TQ2 puVM M f(sabapCMasapCM)
" (27)45* (po + Py — Pl — k)dD )
Apenv/é 7

and

f(Sab, PeM, 8, Pem)

~ a 2 2
_ PemVs Sab —m2 —m?

- pory/Sab \/(Sap — mZ — m2)% — dmZm?2’

(8)

where sap = (po + pp)? and § = (q + py)? are the en-
ergy square in the ab and v*b CM frames, respectively.
pom and pey are the momenta in the corresponding CM
frames. The details are summarized in Appendix B.



After integrating over the phase space volume I' of the
produced system of particles, the following quantity will
be included in the result Eq. (7):

Wwh — %/M*”M“(Qw)454(pa +pb — P, — k)dl, (9)

where WH” is the absorptive part of the vb amplitude
[Fig. 1(b)], which is connected with the cross section in
the usual way. The tensors according to which WH¥ is
expanded, can be constructed only from the ¢, p, and
g"” tensor. In order to take into account gauge invari-
ance: gtWH = ¢q"WH = 0, it is convenient to use the
following transverse and longitudinal polarization opera-
tors [50]

wo o, (@0 A ppdY)  pypEd
6’T - g + - 27
q-po (q-po)

1 2 2
e =— (Q“—p“ g )(q”—p” a >
q q- Py q-Pb

(10)
which satisfy the relations: g,e” = quef” = 0, e, =
—2, and ¢} = —1. Furthermore,

o
e’
e = el =—g" + qqg (11)

is the polarization tensor of an unpolarized spin-one bo-
son with mass ¢?. Having expended W*¥ in these tensors,
we achieve

WH = ! Wr(Q%,q - ) + " WL(Q? ¢ ). (12)

These Lorentz scalar functions W and Wi, are connected
with the transverse or longitudinal photon absorption
cross section o and oy, respectively:

W =2ﬁCM\/§0T(’7* +b— H+4d),
WL =2pcmVéoL(v* + b — H + d). (13)

Substituting Egs. (12), (13) into (7), we finally obtain,

do(a+b— a+QQp.g + d)
dQ%dy
el 0em 1y 4y . ~ 00

xoL(v*+b— QQp.s + d)] f(sab, PeM; 8, Pom).
€2 Clom _» ot

2w
(14)

where the relations: dor/dt = Fy[n]Ty[n] and doy, /df =
—2Q?Fy[n|Ly[n], are employed. Fy[n], Ty[n] and Ly[n]
are the functions of Mandelstam variables §, ¢, @, and
Q?, which can be found in Ref. [27]. The coefficients

Tyn] — p"Lu[n]| f(Sab, PoM, 8, Pom)s

p are the elements of the density matrix Eq. (5) in the

~b-helicity basis:

N 2
7 = e = CE D) - (@) (15)

Here we come to the position to derive the second step
of exact treatment, the detailed expressions of the form
factors need to be discussed for each photon emission
mechanism. In Martin-Ryskin method [51], the square of
the electric proton form factor is employed as the coher-
ent probability or weighting factor (WF) in p-p collisions
L Weoh = GE(Q%) = 1/(14+Q%/0.71 GeV)*, and the effect
of the magnetic form factor is neglected. In the present
paper, we extend this central idea to deal with the sit-
uation in heavy-ion collisions, where the magnetic form
factor is also considered. In the case of coherent-photon
emission, the photon emitter is nucleus, and the general
notations C(Q?) and D(Q?) in Eq. (15) are the elastic
nucleus form factors. In p-p collisions, « is proton, and
C(Q?) and D(Q?) can be expressed as

4m? 4+ 7.78Q?
Dcoh 2y G2 2 P ,

C5h(Q?) = TTRCH(Q?). (16)
In Pb-Pb collisions, « is lead, C(Q?) and D(Q?) are

D5y (Q%) = Z°Fg (@),

Cipy(Q%) = WP F2,(Q%), (17)
where
3 .
Fon(Q?) = W[Sln(QRA)
- QRacos( QR g (19)

is the electromagnetic form factor parameterization from
the STARlight MC generator [52], in which Ry =
1.1AY3 fm, a = 0.7 fm and Q = \/@

In the case of incoherent-photon emission, the remain-
ing probability, 1 — ween, has to be considered to avoid
double counting. In p-p collisions, « is quarks inside the
proton, and C(Q?) and D(Q?) can be written as

Dieh(Q?) = Cp™(@%) = 1 - GR(@Y).  (19)

In Pb-Pb collisions, the incoherent-photon emission
should further be distinguished as the ordinary-
incoherent and ultra-incoherent photon emissions. For

ordinary-incoherent photon emission, « is the protons
inside the lead, and D(Q?) and C(Q?) are

DRi5y(Q%) = [1 — F2,(Q*)]Ds (@),
CREH(Q?) = [1 = F2(Q@M)]CM@Q?),  (20)



and for ultra-incoherent photon emission, « is the quarks
inside the lead, since the neutron can not emit photon
coherently, the WF for proton and neutron inside lead
are different:

Dg};(lj?b ;D(Qz) = Cgllﬂgb p(Qz) = [1 -

DG 1n(Q%) = OB, (Q%) = [1 — F2,(Q%)]. (21)

B. The Q? and y distributions of heavy
quarkonium production

Now we switch the general expression Eq. (14) to
each specific channel in inelastic photoproduction pro-
cesses. In the initial state, the inelastic photoproduc-
tion processes may be direct or resolved that are sen-
sitive to the gluon distribution in the nucleus [4]. In
the direct photoproduction process, the high-energy pho-
ton emitted from the projectile «, interacts with the
partons of target nucleus B directly. In the resolved
photoproduction process, the uncertainty principle al-
lows the hadron-like photon for a short time to fluc-
tuate into a state made of collinear quarks and glu-
ons described by the virtual photon structure function,
which then interacts with the partons of B by almost
the purely strong interactions. Actually, as always with
photons, the situation is quite complex. Together with
the three different photon emission mechanisms men-
tioned in Section I, the complete description of the heavy
quarkonium production requires the calculation of six
classes of processes: coherent-direct (coh.dir.), coherent-
resolved (coh.res.), ordinary-incoherent direct (OIC dir.),
ordinary-incoherent resolved (OIC res.), ultra-incoherent
direct (UIC dir.), and ultra-incoherent resolved (UIC
res.) processes. These abbreviations will appear in many
places of the remaining content.

In the case of coherent-direct process, the virtual pho-
ton emitted from the whole incident nucleus A interacts
with parton b of target nucleus B, and A remains in-
tact after photon emitted. The corresponding differential
cross section can be derived as follows

dUcoh.dir.
—ohdt Ay B A+ H+ X
102y (A+B—A+H+X)
_QZ/dxbdtfb/B $baﬂb)z<0[1 8][ ]>
« 9T (Ab A4 QQuyln+d),  (22)
e —— n ’
dydQ2di e

the factor of two arises because both nuclei emit photons
and thus serve as targets.

In the case of ordinary-incoherent direct process, the
virtual photon emitter is the proton a inside the nucleus
A, the relevant differential cross section has the form of

doorc dir.

100, A+ B Xa+ H 4 X)

FE.(Q)]1 = GR(Q%)],

220,y [ dondifiyn(on i) Y- (OF gl
b n

do

X —— 23
dydQ2di (23)

(p+b—p+QQp.gn] +d),

And in the case of ultra-incoherent direct processes, the
virtual photon emitted from the quark a inside nucleus
A interacts with parton b via the photon-quark Comp-
ton scattering and photon-gluon fusion, and A is allowed
to break up after photon emitted. Similarly, the corre-
sponding differential cross section is

douic dir.

dQ?dy
222/dfcadwbdffa/A(wa,Mi)fb/B(wb,mQ;)
a,b

x 210

(A+B— X4+ H+X)

18] (a+b—>a+QQ[1g[]+d),

I3 dQ?d
(24)

where the partonic cross section can be derived from
Eq. (14) with mq = mq = 0 and e, = €4, where e,
is the charge of massless quark a.

In the coherent-resolved process, the parton a’ of
hadron-like photon which emitted from nucleus A, inter-
acts with the parton b of target B via the interactions of
quark-gluon Compton scattering, quark-antiquark anni-
hilation and gluon-gluon fusion. The relevant differential
cross section reads

dUcoh.rcs.

dQ*dy
=2 Z Z / dwbdza/dffb/g(fﬂb, Mg)fa’/'y (Zar, /’L?y)
b a

daa'bﬂQQ[l,s] [n]d

(A+B > A+ H+X)

2 ++
% Zppem YPcol

2 Q2  (25)

(Of gn])

where 2!, = po//q and [, (24, 4?) denote the parton’s mo-
mentum fraction and the parton distribution function of
the resolved photon [53], respectively. The involved par-
tonic cross sections can be found in Refs. [54].

In the ordinary-incoherent resolved process, the re-
solved photon emitter is the protons inside nucleus, and
the relevant differential cross section is

dUOIC res.

dQ%dy
=220, 303 [ dondardifuy o an, i) o s 1)
b a

(A+B— X4+ H+X)

dowy-Qan 5 [mld
di

Qem ypg?_c
2r Q2

(O g[n])
(26)

In the ultra-incoherent resolved process, the quark inside
nucleus A emit a resolved virtual photon, then the parton



a’ of this resolved photon interacts with parton b inside
target B like a hadron, and A is break up after photon
emitted. The relevant differential cross section is

dUUIC res.

dQ?dy

_QZZ / dzodzydze dt fo a(Ta, 12)

a,b a’

(A+B— X4+ H+X)

2 -+
€altem Yp
X fo8(T0 1) far /4 (20 12) a27:m C;210

d%/b—@@ [n]d
X Z [1 8] %. (27)

C. The pr distribution of heavy quarkonium
production

The distribution in py can be achieved using the Ja-
cobian transformation. And in the final state, there are
two types of inelastic heavy quarkonium photoproduc-
tion need to be distinguished: direct heavy quarkonium
produced from the ~-¢g fusion, annihilation and Compton
scattering of partons; fragmentation heavy quarkonium
produced through the final fragmentation of a parton.
We will take into account all of these aspects.

1. Direct heavy quarkonium production

For convenience, before doing the transformation the
Mandelstam variables in v*b CM frame should be written
as

§ =(mp coshy, + \/cos,h2 yerT + mg — M12{)2
f:MEI —-Q? - 2mT(EA,Y coshy, — pem sinh y,.),
{ :MIQJ + mf) - 2mT(Eb coshy, + pom sinhy,.),  (28)

where y, is the rapidity, mr = \/M% + p% is the trans-
verse mass of heavy quarkonium, E’w Eb, and pom are the
energies and momentum in y*b CM frame, respectively.
The details are presented in Appendix B.

In the case of direct photoproduction processes, the
variables z;, and £ should be chosen to do the following
transformation,

D(:Z?b,f)
D(yrapT)

and then the relevant cross sections for direct heavy
quarkonium production can be written as,

dtdzy = Jdy,dpp = ’ dydpr, (29)

dUcoh.dir.
dpr

—2Z/dyrdQ dy fo/ By, 13 «72 Off g

do
dQ2dydt

(A+B— A+ H+X)

(A+b— A+ QQp gn] + d), (30)

doorc dir.
dpr

=220y, [ dynd@dyfiynln.1)T (O ln)
b

n

(A+B— X4+ H+X)

do B
X Gragai P Tt Qugln] + ), (31)

douic dir.
dpr

:22/ddedeydxafa/A(%v#2)fb/3(17b,u%)j
a,b

(A+B— X4+ H+X)

do )
’ Z el QQdydf(a—i—b_> a+ QQqu gn] +d).
(32)

In the case of resolved contributions, we should choose
the variables t* and z,/ to do the similar transformation,

D(zq, 1)

22UV gy dpr, 33
Dlyr.pr)| Wrpr: (33)

dt*dze = Jdy,dpr = ‘

the corresponding differential cross sections are

dUcoh .res.
dpr

<05 [ dundQPdyden oyl i) o 12)T
b a

(A+B > A+ H+X)

daa'bﬂQQ[l,s] [n]d

% Z?Dbaem yp::)t
dt

2m Q2

(Ofl gn])

n

dUOICres.
dpr

220 YY" [ dysd@P i, 1) e 12)
b a

(A+B— X+ H+X)

o+ 5
« 7 %em YPOIC d04bQG .5 [n)d

2t Q2 <O[1 8] [n]) PR ,  (35)
d res.
%(A"'B—*XA—FH—I—X)
pT
=2 Z Z / ddeQ2dydxadIbfa/A(Ia, /La)
ab a’
Qem yp
X foy (@0, 113) fy (2ar, 12) T €2 = o 5210
do’a’b%QQ [n)d
x> (Ol g [”]>+, (36)

where the Mandelstam variables of resolved photopro-
duction are the same as Eq. (28), but with Q% = 0.



2. Fragmentation heavy quarkonium production

The fragmentation heavy quarkonium production is
also an important channel which involves a nonpertur-
bative part described by the heavy quarkonium frag-
mentation function, D, 0, 4] (26, Q%) [55, 56]. z. =

2pr cosh y,./ V/§ is the momentum fraction of the final
state heavy quarkonium. Firstly, we should rewrite the
Mandelstam variables as the following forms

5
eyr ’

Then the variables z. and ¢ can do the transformation

D(z,1)
D(yhpT)

§ = y(sap — mp, — mp) — Q% +m,

1 2 y
=— " —2coshy,) —
2 coshy, {Q (e coshyr)

=-(5+Q%)

SN

’U ~
— 37
2 coshy, (37)

dtdz, = Jdy,dpp = ’ dy,dpr. (38)

For direct photoproduction processes, the relevant
cross sections of fragmentation heavy quarkonium pro-
duction are

dUcoh.dir. —frag.
dpr

23 [ veiQPysn sy stan i 7 SO

(A+B—p+ H+X)

y Dc—>QQ1 sl (26, Q%) do

A+b— Ate+d
Z iy ¢+d),

(39)

doo1c dir.—frag.
dpr

=220y, [ dynd@dydosfyn (o )T Y (Ol gl
b,c n

(A+B—= X+ H+X)

DesQap 4] (2¢,Q%)  do
X +b—p+tc+d
Z i02dydi P phetd,
(40)
d ir.—frag.
COUIC div-—frag: (4 L By X s+ H + X)
dpr
23" [ dQPdydzadonfupala. i)
a,b,c
DC%QQ ( can)
X foyB( b, jz 18] 12
«—B _(a+boate+ad) (41)
—(a a—+c ,
dQ2dydi

where the involved partonic subprocesses are ¢v* — ¢,
qy* — qg and gv* — qq, the relevant cross sections were
calculated in Ref. [5].

For resolved contributions, the differential cross sec-
tions are

d coh.res.—frag.
Ccohres—frog: (g 4 B A4 H + X)
dpr

=23 %" [ dya@dydasdza fynon i)
b a,c

Z]%bacm yp(j:}; do’a’b%cd
21 Q2 dt

X f'y(za/a Ui)j

c—)QQ[l 8] [n] (ch QQ)

X Z (’)[1 §] ’ , (42)

Ze

doo1C res. —frag.
dpr

=27Zpp » Y / dy,dQ?dydxydz

b a',c

(A+B— X, + H+X)

++
Qem YPo1C

X fb/B(xbv :ug)f'}/(za/v /L'Qy)j

2 Q2
doa’b cd DCHQQ ( Zes Qz)
x LS (Of ) A (43)
d res.—irag.
COUIC res—frog: (4 4 B — X4 + H + X)
dpr
=2) "% / dy,dQ*dydx,dxydze foya(Ta, p2)
a,b a’,c
€2 ltem ypUIC
X fb/B(xb7/'Lb)fV(Za ,/,L,Y)j o Q2
dogp—ca D.qq j (ze, Q?)
x St S Off g )~ )

where the involved subprocesses are qq¢ — qq, ¢¢' — qq’,
aq — qq, 94 — 4'q, 9@ — qd's a9 — v, 49 — a9
and gg — ¢qq [57]. The Mandelstam variables of resolved
contributions are the same as Eq. (37), but with Q2 = 0.

III. WEIZSACKER-WILLIAMS
APPROXIMATION

The connection between the process in Fig. 1(a) and
(b) is evident. By treating the moving electromagnetic
fields of charged particle as a flux of quasi-real photons,
the photoproduction process can be expressed in terms of
the real photo-absorption cross section with the photon
spectrum. This idea belongs to Fermi [12], and was used
and developed for the calculation of the cross section of
interaction of relativistic charged particles by Weizséacker
and Williams, and the method is now known as the
Weizsécker-Williams approximation (WWA) [13]. An es-
sential advantage of WWA consists in the fact that, when
using it, it is sufficient to obtain the photo-absorption



cross section on the mass shell only. Details of its off
mass-shell behavior are not essential. In the present sec-
tion, we switch the accurate expression Eq. (14) into the
WWA form and discuss a number of widely employed
photon spectra. The exact treatment developed in Sec-
tion IT can reduce to the WWA near the region Q% ~ 0.
When switching to the approximate formulae of WWA,
two simplifications should be performed. First, the scalar
photon contribution oy, is neglected; secondly, the term
of o is substituted by its on-shell value. This provides
us a powerful approach to study the properties of WWA.
Taking Q% — 0, Eq. (14) turns into:

lim d b ) d
Q%IEO ola+b—=a+QQpug +d)

_ [eiaem (yp++) dde2:| o ﬁCM\/E
— |7 a5 T
2m Q? YPeMy/50 | g2 g
:UTdny 5 (45)
Q2=0

where the contribution of o7, and the terms proportional
to Q% are neglected in the limit Q2 — 0. And the general
form of the photon spectrum f,(y), which is associated
with various particles, reads

_dny dQQe Qem |4
f’y(y) = d—y =Y Q2 “om

2ym?

(46)

In the case of coherent-photon emission, Ref. [6] pre-
sented a modified photon flux function of proton from
Eq. (46). By neglecting the effects of the magnetic form
factor and adopting the dipole form of electric form fac-
tor of proton: C(Q?%) = D(Q?) = G%(Q?), and em-
ploying the coherent condition Q? < 1 /Ry (QF max =

0.027, ymax = 0.16), one obtains with a = 2m?2/Q% .
and b = me)/().?l =248,

fMD( )_C;:_n [a, — 2z + (217 + Cl)dl —+ (2:17 —+ CQ)d

+ (3z + c3)ds + (22 + ca)dd] (47)
where x depends on y,
1 1
r=——+4 —. 48
R (48)

Actually, the origin of various practically employed
photon spectra is another plane wave form, which is given
in Ref. [50] and can be written as follows

dn'y(y)
2 e dy dQ? [ 4 O
et WY bty + (1- L Fmmo@?)

G| P}

this form is achieved from the complete expression

q. (46) by assuming that, Q2 = y*m?2/(1 —y), which
is the LO term of the followmg complete expression in
the expansion of O(m?),

1
min = — 2m3 + [(8ab +m2)(sap — 8 +m3)
2Sab
—(Sab — mi)\/(sab — 5§+ m2)? —4sqpm?
(50)

This approximation is only available when m2 <
1 GeV?, however m2 and m#%, do not satisfy this con-
dition; this is a source of error in various spectra. Es-
pecially for lead, this approximation will lead erroneous
results.

Drees and Zeppenfeld (DZ) provided another widely
used photon distribution function of proton [15-21],
which is the approximate analytic form of Eq. (49).
Based on the assumptions: Q?MX — o0, C(Q?) =
D(Q?*) = G%(Q?), and Q* — ~ Q2 they obtained

P ()

Qe 1+ (1—y)? 113 3 1
2 Y A 6 A4 242 T3a2)

(51)

mm

where A = (1 +0.71 GeV/Q?%,)). In Ref. [28], Drees,
Ellis, and Zeppenfeld (DEZ) also performed a spectrum
of lead Based on the assumptions y << 1, Q2. ~ oo,

Cpp(Q?) = 0, and Dpy(Q?) ~ exp(

max

) they achieved,

fDEZ(y)
_ %_m _exp(— mln/QO) < %2 > 1211in :|
- [l (0 ) 0. S

(52)

where Q2. =m%,y?, ['(a,Q%,,/Q%) = foo te~te=tdt. It
should be noticed that, y < 1 means Q2 < 1, which
contradicts with the assumption Q2,,, ~ oo.

Based on Eq. (51), Nystrand derived a modified pho-

ton spectrum of proton which include the Q2 term in
Eq. (49) and can be presented as [25]
()
)2
B L P T O B
27 y A-1 6 34 6A?
(53)

In addition, the effect of including the magnetic form
factor of the proton has been estimated by Kniehl [22].
The final expression fX%(y) (Eq. (3.11) of Ref. [22]) is
too long to include here, but will be discussed further
below.

Another most important approach for coherent photon
spectrum is the semiclassical impact parameter descrip-
tion, which excludes the hadronic interaction easily. The



relevant calculation is explained in Ref. [58], and the re-
sult can be written as

)
e () [ 5 (2) v ).

(54)

where v is the velocity of the point charge Ze, Ky(z)
and Kj(x) are the modified Bessel functions, and £ =
bminMm Ay /v.

In the case of incoherent-photon emission, the actually
used photon spectrum can be derived from Eq. (49), by
neglecting the weighting factor in Egs. (19) and (21), and

setting Q2. =1 GeV? and Q2. = §/4 [59],
; em 1+ (1—y)? Q3
f‘“COh(y) _ 62 a_ + ( y) n —max (55)

Q12nin '
Finally, another important form of incoherent photon
spectrum was calculated by Brodsky, Kinoshita and Ter-

azawa in Ref. [60], which is originally derived for ep scat-
tering and can be expressed as

* 2T Y

P ()

_eiaem 1+(1-y)° mﬁ_}
R Y m 2

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We are now in a position to provide our numerical
results. The mass of proton is m, = 0.938 GeV [61].
The strong coupling constant is taken as the one-loop
form [62]

127
(33— 2n,) n(2/A2)°

s = (57)
with ny = 3 and A = 0.2 GeV. The wavefunctions and
the MEs of heavy quarkonium, and the full kinemati-
cal relations are summarized in Appendices. In addition,
the coherence condition (Q? < 1/R?%) [2] is adopted in

coherent-photon emission, which limits @2 and y to very
low values, Q2. = 0.027 GeV? and 7.691 x 10~* GeV?,

max
and Ymax ~ 0.16 and 1.42 x 104, for proton and lead,
respectively. Finally, the differential cross section for
the LO initial partons hard scattering (had.scat. and

had.scat.-frag.) are

dghad.scat.

= Z / dzaday foya(Ta, p2) foy5(T, 1)
a,b

X Z<OH[n]>dUab%QQ[LS] [n]d> (58)

dohad.scat.—frag.

=5 [ doudmndzeua o, 12) oy, 1)

a,b,c

Dc 718 n(ZCaQQ)
x S (OH ) =9l doapsed,  (59)

Zc

the partonic cross sections were calculated in Ref. [57].

First of all, we choose the J/v as an example, to com-
prehensively study the features of WWA in heavy quarko-
nium production in ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions.
In Fig. 2, the left panel shows the relative errors with
respect to the exact results. The central and right panels
show the exact results of Q? dependent differential cross
sections in p-p and Pb-Pb collisions, respectively. In left
panel, the relative errors can be neglected in small Q2
region, but become evident when Q2 > 1 GeV2. The
relative error in Pb-Pb collisions is comparable with the
one in p-p collisions around Q2 ~ 10 GeV?, and becomes
much larger when Q2 > 102 GeVZ2. Therefore, WWA is
only suitable in very small ? domain, its error become
evident when Q% > 1 GeV2 WWA has the higher ac-
curacy in Pb-Pb collisions, however its error in large Q2
region also become much larger in this case.

In central and right panels, we find that the contribu-
tions of coherent and ultra-incoherent photon emissions
dominate the small and large Q2 regions, respectively.
They become comparable around Q? = 0.1 GeVZ. We
also observe that the contribution of ordinary-incoherent
photon emission is important at the region 0.1 < Q% <
10 GeV2. Comparing with the views derived from left
panels, one can see that WWA can be a good approxima-
tion for coherent and ordinary incoherent-photon emis-
sions, and is not a effective approximation for ultra-
incoherent photon emission.

In Fig. 3, the results are expressed as a function of y.
In panel (a), the WWA results nicely agree with the exact
ones when y < 0.5 in the case of coherent photon emis-
sion, the difference appears with increasing y, especially
when y > 0.7 the difference becomes evident. Inversely,
the relative error are prominent in the whole y regions
in the case of ultra-incoherent photon emission. In pan-
els (b) and (c), the coherent- and ordinary-incoherent
photon emissions are important in small y domain, and
rapidly deceased with y increasing. On the contrary, the
contribution of ultra-incoherent photon emission is im-
portant in the whole y regions and much higher than
those of coherent ones. Therefore, WWA can be a good
approximation for heavy quarkonium production when
y < 0.5, although its error is evident at large values of y.
One exception is the case of ultra-incoherent processes,
where the WWA is inapplicable in the whole y regions.

In Fig. 4, the total cross sections are expressed as a
function of y/s. In left panel, the curves show a pro-
nounced rasing when /s < 400 and 200 GeV in p-p and
Pb-Pb collisions, respectively. And they slowly decreased
with increasing 1/s. Therefore, WWA has the significant
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FIG. 3: Same as Fig. 2 but for y distribution. (a): the relative errors of OIC are the same as coh. one.

errors in small /s domains (RHIC energies), and have a
good accuracy at high energies (LHC energies).

In central and right panels, the contribution of

TABLE I: Total cross sections of the heavy quarkonium pho-
toproduction in the channel of coherent-photon emission in
p-p collisions.

coherent-photon emission is slightly smaller than the Coherent coh.dir. coh.res.
ultra-incoherent one in p-p collisions; while the situa- Vs ="17TeV o [nb] 52[%] o [nb] 5 [%]
tion is opposite in Pb-Pb collisions, where the coherent-

photon emission starts to play the very important role in Exact 48.5774  0.00 11.4139  0.00
the production processes (it is about one and two orders foz 93.1149  91.68 28.1579  146.70
of magnitudes (OOMs) larger than ordinary- and ultra- Iny 753936 55.20 21.3935  87.43
incoherent photon emissions, respectively). The reason JKn 85.6922  76.40 25.8231  126.24
is that the coherent photon emission is proportional to fsc 57.0919  17.53 14.6512  28.36
72, whereas the ordinary- and ultra-incoherent photon JSMD 48.8202  0.50 11.5982  1.61
emissions are only proportional to Z and N4, respec- 2 Relative error with respect to the exact result: § = |o/omxact — 1|.

tively. As for Z > 1 the coherent part is dominant in
the photoproduction. Together with the views derived
in the left panel, we can deduce that WWA can reach

TABLE II: Same as Table I but in Pb-Pb collisions.

the high accuracy in Pb-Pb collisions at LHC energies, Coherent coh.dir. coh.res.

where the incoherent contribution is suppressed; however Vs =2.76 TeV o [mb] 4 [%] o [mb] & [%]

it is not a good approximation in p-p collisions, where the

incoherent contribution is comparable with the coherent Exact 5.0791 0.0 0-5563 0.00

one. /pEZ 37.8744  645.68 7.2798  1208.69
In Tables I-IV, the total cross sections are calculated to fso 15661 6916 02511 5186

discuss the accuracies and the features of the widely em-

ployed photon spectra which are mentioned in Section III.

In the case of coherent-photon emission [Table I, II], the the entire kinematical allowed regions: Q% = oo and

relative errors are generally evident. The common reason
is that the integrations of these spectra are performed in

Ymax = 1 which include the large WWA errors. In p-p col-
lisions [Table I], the relative errors of fP% are the largest,
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FIG. 4: Same as Fig. 2 but for the total cross sections as a function of /s.

TABLE III: Same as Table I but in the channel of ordinary-
incoherent photon emission in Pb-Pb collisions.

OIC OIC dir. OIC res.

Vs =2.76 TeV o [mb] 6 (%] o [mb] 6 (%)

Exact 0.0779 0.00 0.0180 0.00

foz 0.3462  344.40 0.0835  365.16
TNy 0.2787  257.76 0.0624  247.86
fKn 0.3185  308.84 0.0765  326.04
fsc 0.1443  85.28 0.0248  38.04
fMD 0.1780  128.49 0.0323  79.66

TABLE IV: Same as Table I but for ultra-incoherent photon
emission in p-p [7 TeV] and Pb-Pb [2.76 TeV] collisions.

UIC UIC dir. UIC res.

Exact  fy,/q J[BKT Exact  fy/q [fBKT
opp [pb] 0.02 0.20 0.32 0.05 0.06 0.09
Spp (%] 0.0 8289 1397.9 00 258 103.8
opppy [mb] 020 117 284 032 028 0.68
dpvpp (%) 0.0 499.8 1355.1 0.0 13.3 110.4

but it still has one advantage that the electric form fac-
tor of proton is included in this form, which properly
describes the situation of the proton as photon emitter.
Since the WWA is usually adopted in electroproduction
processes, if one directly obtains the spectrum of proton
from that of electron by just replacing the m, with m,, it
would extensively overestimate the cross section. The rel-
ative errors of fxy have a obvious reduction compared to
those of fpz, since fxy includes the Q2. term in Eq. (49)
which is omitted in fpz, thus this term has the noticeable
contribution and can not be neglected when performing
the photon spectra; this agree with the perspectives of
Kniehl in Ref. [22]. The relative errors of fxy, are higher
than those of fxy, since the effect of magnetic form factor
of proton is included, which actually should be excluded
in the coherent case [5]. In Pb-Pb collisions [Table TI],
the relative errors of fpgz reach up to 1200%, since fprz
is based on the contradictory assumptions: Q2. ~ oo
and y < 1 (Q2,, ~ 00 means Ymax = 1).

In addition, the errors of fgc in p-p collisions are small-
est, but it cause the too small results compared to the
exact ones in Pb-Pb collisions. One should cautious that
when using fsc in the calculation, ymax = 1 will cause
the erroneous results, the coherence condition should
be adopted. Finally, the modified proton spectra fup
nicely agree with the exact ones. Since this form has two
virtues: except considering kinematical boundaries, fyp
also adopts the coherence condition which effectively cut
the WWA errors; it is derived from the complete form
Eq. (46) which properly includes the Q2 term and ex-
cludes the effects of magnetic form factor.

Table III is similar to Table I but for ordinary-
incoherent photon emission, where the relative errors are
much more evident. Even the modified photon spectrum
fup can not give the accurate results. The reason is
that the weighting factor “1 — F2,” is neglected in these
spectra in this case; this will cause the serious double
counting, and we will see that this problem is much more
serious in Table I'V. In the case of ultra-incoherent photon
emission [Table IV], we observe that the relative errors of
the WWA parameterizations are prominent and become
much larger in Pb-Pb collisions. This quantitatively ver-
ifies the inapplicability of WWA in ultra-incoherent pro-
cesses. For f,/y, its errors should be much higher than
the values given in Table IV, since the weighting factor
“(1—=F2)(1 —G3%)” is omitted. However, an artificial
cutoff Q2. = 1 GeV? is used to cut the divergence from
the small Q2 region, but we can see that the results are
still not accurate. For fpgr, its errors are the largest,
since fpxr is originally derived from ep scattering, but
is directly expanded to describe the probability of find-
ing a photon in any relativistic fermion and to deal with
hadronic collisions in Refs. [20-22], this will overestimate
the cross sections. Therefore, the accurate expression
Eq. (14) should be employed for the ultra-incoherent pho-
ton emission. And the results in Refs. [15-31] are not ac-
curate enough, where the mentioned spectra are adopted
and the serious double counting exists.

Here we adopt the exact treatment to present the pp-
dependent cross sections for heavy quarkonium produc-
tions. In Figs. 5-6, we plot the contribution of the char-
monium (J/¢, ¥(2S), ne, he and x.s) photoproduction
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FIG. 6: Same as Fig 5, but for x.; productions.

and fragmentation processes for p-p and Pb-Pb collisions
at LHC energies, where all the results are the sum of di-
rect and resolved contributions. The charmonium spec-
tra of photoproduction and fragmentation processes are
compared to the LO hard scattering of initial partons
(had.scat.). In panels Fig. 5 (a) and (c), we compare

the exact results with data derived from relevant collab-
orations. Since the intrinsic motion of incident partons
inside colliding hadrons renders the differential cross sec-
tion uncertain for pr < 2 GeV, we have not attempt to
remove the divergences from the small py domain. In-
stead, we simply regard the portion of the plot which
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runs below pr = 2 GeV as untrustworthy.

We find that the charmonium photoproduction pro-
cesses give the prominent corrections to LO had.scat. in
the region of pr > 3 GeV for p-p collisions at /s =
7 TeV, and of almost the whole pp range for Pb-Pb colli-
sions at /s = 2.76 TeV. Indeed, we also observe that the
fragmentation charmonium photoproduction are gener-

ally about an OOM larger than direct charmonium pho-
toproduction in the large pr domain; it is even larger
than the LO had.scat. when ppr > 10 GeV in p-p colli-
sions. Thus, fragmentation processes are the main chan-
nel of photoproduction processes.

In Figs. 7-10, we also plot the exact results of bot-
tomonium (Y (nS), xp.s, hs, and 1) photoproduction and
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fragmentation processes for p-p and Pb-Pb collisions at
LHC energies. In upper panels of Fig. 7, we compare the
exact results with data derived from relevant collabora-
tions for p-p collisions with /s = 7 TeV. We find that
the contributions of photoproduction and fragmentation
processes are still evident in bottomonium production.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In the framework of the NRQCD, we have investigated
the production of heavy quarkonium by inelastic pho-
toproduction and fragmentation processes in heavy-ion

r [GeV]

10
py [GeV]

, but for 7, productions.

collisions at LHC energies. The exact treatment is de-
rived by performing a consistent analysis of the terms
neglected in going from the accurate expression to the
WWA one, which can effectively suppress the WWA er-
rors and naturally weight the contributions from differ-
ent charged sources. And the full partonic kinematics
matched with exact treatment is also obtained. We pre-
sented a comprehensive study for the properties of WWA
in heavy quarkonium photoproduction in heavy-ion col-
lisions at LHC energies, by discussing the Q?-, y-, and
V/s-dependence behaviours of WWA. The total cross sec-
tions were also calculated to estimate the errors exist in
the widely employed photon spectra. In the sequel, we



calculated the ppr-dependent cross sections to discuss the
relative contributions of photoproduction and fragmen-
tation processes to LO ones.

The numerical results indicate that the contribution of
ultra-incoherent photon emission can not be neglected in
the inelastic heavy quarkonium production, it provides
the meaningful contributions; it is even larger than the
coherent one in p-p collisions. In addition, the contri-
butions of photoproduction and fragmentation processes
are evident in the heavy quarkonium production, espe-
cially in the large pr regions; while the fragmentation
processes plays a important role, it is even larger than
the LO one when py > 10 GeV in p-p collisions.

Furthermore, the WWA is only effective in very re-
stricted domains, and its error is significance in small
V/s. The mentioned equivalent photon spectra gener-
ally have the obvious errors. And the double counting
exists when the different channels are considered simul-
taneously, this trouble is much more serious in Pb-Pb
collisions. WWA can only be used in the channel of co-
herent and ordinary-incoherent photon emissions, and is
inapplicable in ultra-incoherent photon emission. These
features permit one to employ the WWA as a roughly ap-
proximation (the error is about 10%) in Pb-Pb collisions,
since the coherent contribution is enhanced by Z%,. How-
ever WWA can not be used in p-p collisions, where the
incoherent contribution becomes dominant. Indeed, the
exact treatment is needed to deal accurately with the in-
elastic heavy quarkonium photoproduction in heavy-ion
collisions at LHC energies.
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Appendix A: Wavefunctions and long-distance
matrix elements of heavy quarkonium

We list here, for the reader’s convenience and for com-
pleteness, a detailed account of the involved wavefunc-
tions and MEs. In the NRQCD, the Fock state structure
of heavy quarkonium is [47]

|2S+1LJ> _ ( )|2S+1L(1)>

( )|2S+1(L:|:1)() >
—I—O( )| S:t1)+1(L:|:1)(8) )
+ O )|25+1L51’8)gg>
(A1)

where v is the relative velocity of the heavy quarks.
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The wavefunctions of the charmonium (J/1, ¥(2s), 1.,
he, and x.s) can be presented as follows,

:wﬂwﬁﬂ”MQ@Pﬂ%»

+ (O SENIQAT SS9
+ (07 PSENIQQE S 9g))
+ZOW @@m 19))

J/9)

(A2)

=(0"EIesilearst)
+ (0PI SEQAQM S5V g)
+ (0PI SRSV gg)
+ 3 (OYEIEPIINIQQE Pg)

J’

[9¥(25))

(A3)

®1g)
§8MQQ[ “1g)
1f&HQQPﬂaM>
SPPNIQQEPMg9)
QQEDTg)

Ine) =(0™[*S§VDIQQI S5V
+ (O™ 1S5 1QQM SV g)
+ (0[S QQESYg)

+ (0" L P Q[ P g)
(A5)

Ihe) =(O" [LP{))QQ[ PV g)
+ (0" [LSEIDIQQLSE 1 g)
(A6)

where <(’)H[25+1L9’8]]> is the MEs for the charmo-
nium [65-70], its specific expressions are given by

)

) = (0.0180 + 0.0087) GeV?,

) = (0.0013 + 0.0013) GeV?,

) = (0.0180 £ 0. 0087)m§ GeV?,
) =3x (0T PRP),

)
)



(O PR =5 x (0" PR, (A7)
(OB = 0.76 GeV?,

(0915 = (0.0080 £ 0.0067) GeV?,

(O BESE)) = (0.00330 + 0.00021) GeV?,

(O BRI = (0.0080 £ 0.0067)m2 GeV?,

(O EIP PP = 3 x (O PR,

(O IR =5 x (O IR, (A8)
(X0 PM]) = 0.054 m? GeV?,

(Ox0[35®)1]) = (0.00187 + 0.00025) GeV?,

(O PV)) =3 x (0 RY)),

(01 5(Y)) = 3 x (0[P 5{Y)),

(02 PPV)) = 5 x (OX PRV,

(02 SP]) = 5 x (0x[P5{Y)), (A9)
(0L = % 1.2 GeV?,

(O™ ['SP]) = % % (0.0013 4+ 0.0013) GeV?,

(0™ 351y = (0.0180 + 0.0087) GeV?,

(O [ PY)) = 3m2(0" S,

(O"['PM]) = 3 x 0.54 m? GeV?,

(0" [18{¥)) = 3 x (0.00187 £ 0.00025) GeV?, (A10)

The wavefunctions of the bottomonium (Y (ns), XsJ,
M, and hy) are

T (nS)) =(O "IPSIVNQQPS)
+{OTISENIQAQ SV g)
+ (OIS QLS gg)
+ 3 (OTIEPINQAQP P 1)

T , (A11)
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) =(O™ ' SNQQ SN
+(0™ ' SE QS g)
+ (0" PSINIQQESg)
+(0m [ PN QR P g)
T , (A13)

o) =(O™ ['P{V))QQ PV g)

+(OMSENIQQSEg)
e , (A14)

(0 0477 £ 0.0334) GeV?,

( B

(oYas) S§8>]> (0.0121 £ 0.0400) GeV?,

( B =

(OTUSPRFE)) = 5mHOTONSP)), (A15)

(OYEBSI]y = 4.5 GeV?,

(OYCSL5E) = (~0.0067 + 0.0084) GeV?,
(OTES)BE)) = (o 0224 4 0.0200) GeV?,
(OYCP PO = 5m2(OTES)[Lg®)]), (A16)
(OTENPSIV)) = 4.3 GeV?,

(OYGISH)) = (0.0002 £ 0.0062) GeV?,

(OYE) By = (0.0513 + 0.0085) GeV?,
(OTCHEPO)) = 5m2(OTE)[L®)), (A17)
(Oxw0(P)BPMY = 01 mZ GeV?,
(Ox0(PESEN) = 01008 GeV?,

(Oxw0 P3P = 0,036 m? GeV?,

(Oxw0 P B5®))) = 0.0324 GeV?,

(Oxn(P) Py — 61 GeV?,

(O PP BGENY = 043 GeV?,

(Ox @P)BPM) — 71 m2 GeV?,

(O @RI — 052 GeV?,

(@ GPEPM]Y = 7.7 m2 GeV?, (A18)
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1
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(OO = 3 x (0P PRY)),
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Appendix B: Full kinematical relations

We give here a detailed treatment of the partonic kine-
matics which is matched with the exact treatment.
The energy and momentum in ab CM frame read

Ea — (Sab + mgc),
2\/ Sab
Eb — (Sab B mgc),
2\/ Sab
(5ab —ma)
== B1
pcMm 2\/% ) ( )

where the specific expressions of s,; for each photon
emission processes are

Ty
3ab|coh. = mi} + N_(S - mi} - m2B)7

B
Ty
Sablorc. = mﬁ + NaNg (s —m% —mp),
Talp
Sablutc. = m2 + N:NB (s —m% —m3p), (B2)

where s = (pa+pgp)? = (Na+ Np)2syn/4 is the energy
square of AB CM frame.
While the energy and momentum in v*b CM frame are

L (3-0Q%
By = G
. (8+M3)
Br = WG
. (34 QY
pPcMm = 2\/§ 3

13/ — (§_MI2{)
CM 2\/§ )

The Mandelstam variables involved in the case of direct
photoproduction processes are

§= (q +Pb)2 = y(Sab - mi) - Q27

t=(¢-pn)*=-1-2)0E+Q%,
u=(py —pn)* = Mg — 2(5+ Q*), (B4)

while those in the case of resolved photoproduction pro-
cesses can be presented as

¥ = (pa/ +pb)2 = yza/(sab - mi),
Y= (po —pm)? = —(1—2)8",

W = (py —pu)? = M — 28" (B5)
We summarize the kinematical boundaries in Table V

for y and Q2 distributions; while those for pr distribution
are summarized into Table VI.
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¢

Finally, we give here the complete expressions of the

Jacobian determinant J for each distribution. In the
case of the Q2 and y distributions, we have

2r2 272

EuBy T me)

In the case of the pr distribution, the Jacobian determi-
nant J should be written as

@)
J _y(sab - mi)(\/g — coshy,mr) ’ (BT)

for coherent-direct process. And the relations between
Eq. (B7) and the rest cases are: Jincoh.dir. = J/Tas
m7coh.rcs. - j/{Eb, and m7incoh.rcs. - j/xaxb- In the case
of fragmentation processes, J = (5 + Q2)/ coshy, /3.
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