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Abstract

In a previous paper, we had modified Non-Relativistic QCD as it applies to quarko-
nium production by taking into account the effect of perturbative soft-gluon emis-
sion from the colour-octet quarkonium states. We tested the model by fitting the
unknown non-perturbative parameter in the model from Tevatron data and using
that to make parameter-free predictions for J/ψ and ψ′ production at the LHC. In
this paper, we study χc production: we fit as before the unknown matrix-element
using data from Tevatron. We, then, extend the results of the previous paper for
J/ψ production by calculating the effect of χc feed-down to the J/ψ cross-section,
which, by comparing with CMS results at

√
s = 13 TeV, we demonstrate to be small.

We have also computed χ1
c and χ2

c at
√
s =7 TeV and find excellent agreement with

data from the ATLAS experiment.

The effective theory for studying heavy quarkonium physics, Non-Relativistic Quan-
tum Chromodynamics (NRQCD) [1], found much success in explaining the system-
atics of charmonium production at the Fermilab Tevatron [2] in contrast to the then
existing model of quarkonium production – the colour-singlet model [3]. But while
NRQCD predicted [4, 5] a fully transversely polarised J/ψ at large pT the Tevatron
experiments found no evidence for this [6]. These and other problems like the ηc cross-
section measured in the LHCb experiment [7] suggest that NRQCD may require some
modification to address quarkonium production fruitfully.

One approach exploits the fact that the colour-singlet model predicts zero polarisa-
tion and attempts to increase the colour-singlet contribution by invoking higher-order
effects in the singlet channel [8, 9]. 1 For this approach to work one has to show why
colour-octet operators are small in the regions of phase space under consideration.
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1For reviews of the status of these calculations and their experimental consequences, see Refs. [10, 11].
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In NRQCD, colour-singlet or colour-octet cc̄ states are produced at the perturbative
level and these states then transform into the physical charmonium state by means of a
non-perturbative transition. The separation of the short-distance perturbative process
from the non-perturbative part is given by the factorization theorems proved within
NRQCD. The dynamics of NRQCD also helps us keep track of the quantum numbers
of the colour-octet (or singlet) cc̄ state that transforms into the physical charmonium
state.

The cross section for production of a quarkonium state H is given as

σ(H) =
∑

n={α,S,L,J}

Fn

MQ
dn−4 〈O

H
n (2S+1LJ)〉, (1)

where Fn’s are the short-distance coefficients and On are operators of naive dimension
dn, describing the long-distance effects. These non-perturbative matrix elements are
guaranteed to be energy-independent due to the NRQCD factorization formula, so
that they may be extracted at a given energy and used to predict quarkonium cross-
sections at other energies. Other than prediction of the energy-dependence of the J/ψ
pT distribution, several independent tests of the effective theory have been proposed
[12].

In a recently proposed modification of NRQCD [13], we had suggested that the
colour-octet cc̄ state can radiate several soft perturbative gluons – each emission tak-
ing away little energy but carrying away units of angular momentum. In the multiple
emissions that the colour-octet state can make before it makes the final NRQCD tran-
sition to a quarkonium state, the angular momentum and spin assignments of the cc̄
state changes constantly.

For J/ψ, for example, the NRQCD cross-section formula which was given as fol-
lows when written down explicitly in terms of the octet and singlet states

σJ/ψ = F̂3S
[1]
1
× 〈O(3S1)

[1])〉+ F̂3S
[8]
1
× 〈O(3S1)

[8])〉+

F̂1S
[8]
0
× 〈O(1S0)

[8])〉+
1

M2

[
F̂3P

[8]
J
× 〈O(3PJ)[8]〉

]
. (2)

gets modified to the following in the modified NRQCD with perturbative soft gluon
emission:

σJ/ψ =

[
F̂3S

[1]
1
× 〈O(3S1)

[1])〉
]

+

[
F̂3S

[8]
1

+ F̂1P
[8]
1

+ F̂1S
[8]
0

+ (F̂3P
[8]
J

)

]
× (
〈O(3S1)

[1]

8
)〉

+

[
F̂3S

[8]
1

+ F̂1P
[8]
1

+ F̂1S
[8]
0

+ (F̂3P
[8]
J

)

]
× 〈O〉, (3)
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where

〈O〉 = ×
[
〈O(3S

[8]
1 )〉+ 〈O(1S

[8]
0 )〉+

〈O(3P
[8]
J )〉

M2

]
. (4)

In contrast to the usual case, where we needed to fix three non-perturbative param-
eters to get the J/ψ cross-section, in our case it is the sum of these parameters: so we
have a single parameter to fit.

In Ref. [13], J/ψ and ψ′ production in modified NRQCD was already studied. For
both these charmonium states, the non-perturbative parameter (the single one that we
needed to fit) was fitted from the old Tevatron data [2] and we used the fitted parame-
ter to make predictions for J/ψ and ψ′ production at the LHC and our predictions were
in excellent agreement with the data. For J/ψ production at the LHC, the CMS exper-
iment [14] does not distinguish between direct J/ψ and those coming from χc states.
We had in that case only made a rough estimate of the magnitude of the χc contribu-
tion and were convinced that it was small. So the theoretical results we compared with
CMS data in Ref. [13] were the direct production ones.

To do the full J/ψ production at LHC we need to also include the result of the feed-
down from the χc states and we undertake this task in this paper. To do this we need
to extract the non-perturbative parameter for χc production from a fit to Tevatron data
and then use that to compute the χc production at LHC and its contribution to the J/ψ
cross-section. The ATLAS experiment has also measured and presented results on χ1

c

and χ2
c production [15] at 7 TeV energy. We are in a position to also compare our results

with these data.
For χc production the cross-section expression, similar to Eq. 3 is given by:

σχc =

[
F̂3P

[1]
J
× 〈Oχ(3P

[1]
J )〉

]
+

[
F̂3S

[8]
1

+ F̂1P
[8]
1

+ F̂1S
[8]
0

+ F̂3P
[8]
J

]
× (
〈Oχ(3P

[1]
J )〉

8
)

+

[
F̂3S

[8]
1

+ F̂1P
[8]
1

+ F̂1S
[8]
0

+ F̂3P
[8]
J

]
× 〈Oχ〉, (5)

where
〈Oχ〉 = ×

[
M2〈O(3S

[8]
1 )〉+M2〈O(1S

[8]
0 )〉+ 〈O(3P

[8]
J )〉

]
. (6)

The cross-section kinematics are familiar:
dσ

dp
T

(pp̄→ cc [2S+1L
[1,8]
J ]X) =∑∫

dy

∫
dx1 x1 Ga/p(x1) x2 Gb/p(x2)

4p
T

2x1 − xT ey
dσ̂

dt̂
(ab→ cc[2S+1L

[1,8]
J ] d), (7)
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where the summation is over the partons (a and b), Ga/p, Gb/p are the distributions of
partons a and b in the protons and x1, x2 are the respective momentum they carry. In
the above formula, xT =

√
x2T + 4τ ≡ 2MT/

√
s with xT = 2p

T
/
√
s and τ = M2/s.

√
s is the center-of-mass energy, M is the mass of the resonance and y is the rapidity

at which the resonance is produced. The matrix elements for the subprocesses can be
found in Refs. [16, 17, 18].

We use, as we did with J/ψ and ψ′ in Ref. [13], the Tevatron data to determine the
non-perturbative parameter for χc production. However, the CDF experiment at the
Tevatron does not give us the individual cross-sections for the three states χ0, 1, 2

c but
only the sum of all three resonances all decaying into the J/ψ. We assume that the
non-perturbative parameters for the three states are equal and with this assumption
we need to extract only a single parameter from the χc pT distribution that the CDF
experiment has made available [2]. The fit to the CDF χc distribution is shown in Fig.
1.
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Figure 1: Predicted differential cross section fitted to the data on χc production from
the CDF experiment at Tevatron at

√
s = 1.8 TeV.

With the non-perturbative parameter so obtained from the CDF experiment, we are
now in a position to calculate the pT distributions for each of the χc states at LHC en-
ergies and, after folding in the branching ratios for these states to decay into a J/ψ,
we are able to calculate the inclusive J/ψ pT distribution with the χc contribution in-
cluded and compare with the 13 TeV data from the CMS experiment (see Fig. 2). The
experiment has made measurements in five different rapidity intervals and we have
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also carried out our computation for all five intervals. In Fig. 2, where we have shown
the comparison of our results with those of the experiment, we have the theoretical re-
sults for inclusive as well as direct J/ψ production. True to the estimates we had made
earlier, the contribution to the J/ψ cross-section from χc feed-down is very small.
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Figure 2: Predicted differential distributions for full J/ψ production at the LHC run-
ning at 13 TeV compared with data from the CMS experiment.
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Figure 3: Predicted differential distributions for χ1
c and χ2

c production at the LHC
running at 7 TeV compared with data from the ATLAS experiment.

The ATLAS experiment at the LHC has data on χ1
c and χ2

c production at at a
√
s

of 7 TeV. A comparison of our theoretical predictions with these states provides the
most direct check on our theoretical model. In Fig. 3, we show the comparison of
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our predictions with the ATLAS data for both χ1
c and χ2

c and a very good agreement
between our model predictions and the data is seen to result.

To conclude, following up on the success of the modified NRQCD that we pro-
posed in Ref. [13] in predicting the data on J/ψ and ψ′ at the LHC, we calculated the
cross-section for χc production in this paper. Using the Tevatron data to fit the single
non-perturbative parameter that we need, we then used it to compute inclusive J/ψ
production at

√
s=13 TeV and compared it with the data from the CMS experiment.

Our results show that the contribution to the J/ψ cross-section from χc feed-down is
not significant. We have also computed χ1

c and χ2
c a at

√
s =7 TeV and a comparison

with the data from the ATLAS experiment are seen to be very good.
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