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Photoproduction of J/v¥ in d+Au ultraperipheral collisions
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We argue that the STAR data on J/y photoproduction in d + Au ultraperipheral collisions (UPCs) at the
momentum transfer ¢ # O primarily probes elastic and possibly nucleon-dissociative J/¢¥ photoproduction on
quasifree nucleons, while being essentially insensitive to expectedly weak nuclear modifications of the gluon
distribution in the deuteron. Analyzing the STAR detector capabilities for selection of UPC events, we explore
the possibility that the contribution of nucleon-dissociative J/v photoproduction is negligibly small and obtain
a very good description of the ¢ dependence of the STAR total cross section.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevC.106.064909

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultraperipheral collisions (UPCs) of relativistic ions have
become a standard tool for studies of quantum chromody-
namics (QCD) [1,2]. In particular, photoproduction of J/yr
vector mesons off heavy nuclear targets in Pb-Pb UPCs at
the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) provided new con-
straints on the nuclear gluon distribution at small x, see
Ref. [3] for references to the experimental data. These results
have been interpreted within the leading twist approximation
(LTA) [3-5] and also in terms of proton shape fluctuations in
the context of the color glass condensate (CGC) framework
and the color dipole model [6,7].

Recently the STAR collaboration at Brookhaven National
Laboratory (BNL) for the first time measured J/v photo-
production in d + Au UPCs at ,/syy = 200 GeV [8]. Since
the flux of equivalent photons from ions of Au is much
larger than that from the deuteron (the photon flux scales
as Z? with Z being the ion electric charge), these data are
treated as photoproduction off the deuteron target. The results
for the differential cross section as a function of the momen-
tum transfer squared ¢ were compared in [8] to theoretical
predictions of the two approaches mentioned above and it
was found that the CGC saturation model provides a better
agreement, primarily at large |¢|. Note that the theoretical pre-
dictions were made for generic BNL Relativistic Heavy Ion
Collider (RHIC) kinematics and without taking into account
the specifics of STAR detector capabilities for selection of
UPC events.
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The purpose of this paper is to demonstrate that since the
STAR d + Au UPC data correspond to the photon-nucleon
invariant energy W & 25 GeV and, hence, to the parton
momentum fraction x ~ 0.015, nuclear modifications of the
gluon distribution in the deuteron expectedly play an insignif-
icant role in interpretation of the data, see also the discussion
in [8]; the enhancement in the ¢+ — 0 limit is well understood
and explained by nuclear coherence of the gluon density of
the deuteron. Instead, the data at ¢ # 0 is sensitive primarily
to elastic and possibly nucleon-dissociative J/vy photopro-
duction on quasifree nucleons, which were previously studied
at HERA at high W. In particular, we explore the scenario
that the dominant range of the produced nucleon-dissociative
masses and the corresponding rapidity interval were vetoed by
the STAR detector system selecting the UPC events, set the
nucleon-dissociative contribution to zero, and obtain a very
good agreement with the STAR data on the total cross section
over the entire range of r. We also suggest that the difference
between the LTA and CGC predictions could come from dif-
ferent extrapolations of the elastic and nucleon-dissociative
J/¥ photoproduction cross sections on the nucleon target
from HERA to RHIC energies.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, within the LTA, we present the derivation of the cross
section of J/v photoproduction off the deuteron, when the
nuclear target can stay intact or dissociate (so-called summed
cross section). Our predictions for the ¢ dependence of the
d + Au UPC cross section and their comparison to the STAR
data are discussed in Sec. III. Finally, we summarize our
findings in Sec. IV.

II. SUMMED CROSS SECTION OFF THE DEUTERON

Applying the formalism of Ref. [9] to J/v photoproduc-
tion on the deuteron and using completeness of final nuclear
states, one obtains the following expression for the summed
(coherent+incoherent) y +d — J/¢ + X differential cross
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section:
doj"™(t)
dt

2 - N N
= i‘_n f d*b / d*B DT (B, F)Ta(b, 7)]0), (1)

where x is proportional to the y — J/4 transition amplitude.
In Eq. (1), l"d(B, 7) is the scattering amplitude on the deuteron
in impact parameter space; b and g are two-dimensional vec-
tors of the impact parameter and the momentum transfer,
respectively; the latter is taken to be transverse, t = —|g|>.
The matrix element (0| - - - |0) stands for the integration with
the deuteron ground-state wave function W, (#) squared:

OB, T (B, |0} = f &F |9, (PPT B, LB, P,

@

where 7 is the relative distance between the proton and the
neutron in the deuteron; averaging over the deuteron polariza-
tion is implied. In our analysis, we used the Paris deuteron
wave function [10].

In the Glauber multiple scattering approach [11], the y +
d — J/¥ + X nuclear scattering amplitude Ty(b, ¥) can be
expressed in terms of the nucleon scattering amplitudes I'y
corresponding to the y + N — J/¢¥ + N process (elastic pro-
duction) and Ty corresponding to the y +N — J/¢¥ +Y
process (nucleon dissociation), respectively, as follows (we do
not distinguish protons and neutrons):

- - ? - 7
i = (-2 mu(54 )

_ry(z;_§>ry<z+§), 3)

where b — 7 /2 and b+7 /2 denote the coordinates of the two
nucleons in the deuteron. Equation (3) corresponds to the
interaction with one and two nucleons of the nuclear target and
generalizes the classic result of the Gribov-Glauber theory of
nuclear shadowing for hadron-deuteron scattering [12,13] by
including the contribution of nucleon dissociation.

The nucleon scattering amplitudes are parametrized in the
following form [9]:

L) = J16rdoy(t = 0)/dt o~ 1B12/(2Ba)
47 B X ’ )
- Jléndog, G =0)/di [d*q _.5.
Iy ) = an / 5. ¢ T fpat),

where dog(t)/dt is the cross section of the y +N —
J/Y¥ + N elastic production on the nucleon and By = 4.3 £

0.2 GeV~2 [14] is the slope of its ¢ dependence; doyis(t)/dt
is the cross section of the nucleon-dissociative J/y pho-
toproduction y +N — J/¥ +Y with f,,(t) giving its ¢
dependence, see details below.

Substituting Eq. (3) into Eq. (1), one notices that the re-
sulting terms can be grouped together as follows (we need
to consider only the terms even in powers of I'y since the
terms odd in I'y do not contribute to the matrix element
in Eq. (2)). The terms T'},(¥' & 7/2)I'y(b =+ 7/2) decouple
from the integration with |, (7)]> and correspond to the
dog (t)/dt cross section, while the terms F;(l;’ +7/ 2)Fy(5 +
7/2) correspond to dogiss/dt. The interference terms F;,(E’ +

F/Z)FN(I;:F 7/2), when integrated with the deuteron wave
function squared, result in the product of the deuteron charge
form factor F;(4t) and the doe(t)/dt cross section on the
nucleon. Note that 4¢ argument of the deuteron form factor
is a characteristic feature of the summed cross section and the
nuclear shadowing correction, which originates from taking
into account the effect of the deuteron center of mass. A sim-
ilar contribution results from the 'y (5 + 7/2)Ty (b F 7/2)
interference terms.

The higher terms O(T'3,) give a small negative contribution
to the summed cross section and, hence, describe the effect
of nuclear shadowing. While their effect is negligibly small
in the considered kinematics, it is still instructive to present
the LTA shadowing correction to the summed nuclear cross
section since it has not been discussed in the literature. For
a review and extensive references on early results on pho-
toproduction of light and heavy vector mesons off light and
heavy nuclei, see Ref. [11]. To understand the structure of
the answer, one notices that, e.g., in the F;,(l;’ — ?/Z)FN(E —
7/ 2)FN(B + 7/2) term, the first factor is proportional to the
elastic y + N — J/v + N amplitude, while the product of
the last two factors is proportional to the (dogif/dt)/oor
ratio of the diffractive and total cross sections of in-
clusive deep inelastic scattering (DIS) on the nucleon
y*4+ N — X + N [15].

Neglecting a vanishingly small contribution O(F%) to the
shadowing term, one obtains the following expression for the
summed cross section:

doy™ (1) dog(t) = dogss(t)
———= =21+ F;(4t
dt (1 Fal ))( dt + dt
_ Sdael(t =0) o—Bat/2 dogg /dt(t = 0)
dt Otot
27 N -
x /d 4q e*B(\q’\erq"tiJrl/z)Fd(4t/)’ ®)
2

where B~ 6 GeV~?2 [16] is the slope of the ¢ dependence
of the diffractive y* + N — X + N differential cross section.
Note that the deuteron quadrupole form factor does not con-
tribute to the summed cross section, see Ref. [17].

Equation (5) has a transparent physical interpretation.
The first line is the impulse approximation (IA), where the
overall factor of two reflects the contributions of two nu-
cleons (proton and neutron) in the deuteron and the factor
of Fy(4t) originates from the interference of the proton and
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neutron contributions at small 7. Note that the slope of the
t dependence of this term is twice as large as that for the
coherent cross section on the deuteron in IA. In the t — 0
limit, doj"™(¢)/dt = 4(doei(t)/dt + dogiss(t)/dt). The sec-
ond and third lines in Eq. (5) give the negative shadowing
correction, whose strength is driven by the (dogig/dt)/00
ratio and whose ¢t dependence is determined by the geometry
of the photon-deuteron scattering in transverse plane, i.e., by
the deuteron form factor and the slopes B,; and B.

In LTA, the shadowing correction in J/y photoproduction
can be expressed in terms of the nuclear shadowing factor for
the gluon distribution in the deuteron g, (x, Q°) at small x. The
latter is given by the following relation [15]:

gd(X, Qz)
2gn(x, 0%)
_y_ doan/dtC=0) [ mp 4y (6)

Otot

Se(x) =

where gy (x, Q%) is the free nucleon gluon distribution. Note
that all involved cross sections implicitly depend on energy
(Bjorken x).

Equation (6) allows us to rewrite the expression for the
summed cross section in the following final compact form:

dO’;um(l‘) . doe(t) dogiss (1)
T_Z(I+Fd(4l))( di di )
B Sdoel(t = 0)(1 — Sy(x))e"BatB2 (7

dt

where we neglected the numerically unimportant e =347 term
in Eq. (5).

Since the deuteron is the lightest nucleus and the STAR
kinematics corresponds to W ~ 25 GeV [8], x = sz/w JW? &
0.015, and Q* ~ sz/]/,/4 ~ 2.4-3 GeV? (Myy is the mass of
J/¢ and Q is a generic value of the resolution scale probed in
J/ photoproduction), the gluon shadowing correction in this
case is very small, Sg(x) = 0.99, i.e., on the order of 1% [15].
This explicit numerical estimate supports a similar conclusion
in Ref. [8].

III. LTA PREDICTIONS FOR ¢t DEPENDENCE OF d + Au
UPC CROSS SECTION AND COMPARISON TO STAR DATA

It is customary to present UPC cross sections as a function
of the rapidity of the produced final state, in the considered
case, the J/ rapidity y. In the STAR notation, the UPC cross
section and the cross section at the photon level are related via
the photon flux ®7 ,,,

d2o,d+Au—>J/1//+X d20.7+d—>1/1/f+X
— =Yy ——— (3)
dtdy dtdy
where t = —|pr|? and pr is the J/i transverse momentum.

Note that J/¢ photoproduction on the gold nuclei can be
safely neglected because the photon flux due to the deuteron
ions is suppressed approximately by the factor of 1/(79%) =
1/6240 compared to that due to the gold ions. Since the STAR
results are given for d*o¥T4=//V+X /(dtdy), our predictions
can be readily compared to the data. This is presented in
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FIG. 1. The summed y +d — J/¢ + X differential cross sec-
tion as a function of |¢|: The LTA predictions (blue dot-dashed curve)
and the STAR data [8] for the total cross section. The experimental
statistical and systematic errors have been added in quadrature.

Fig. 1, which shows predictions of Eq. (7) for the summed
y +d — J/¥ + X cross section as a function of |¢| (blue
dot-dashed curve) and the STAR data [8] for the total cross
section (filled circles). The error bars represent statistical and
systematic errors added in quadrature. A comparison of the
LTA prediction to the filled circles shows that while the theory
describes well the data within experimental errors at small [¢],
it significantly overestimates the data for |¢| > 0.2 GeV>.

This discrepancy cannot be attributed to the gluon nuclear
shadowing since it affects the summed cross section only
at the level of a few percent. In fact, with 1-2% precision,
Eq. (5) for |t| > 0.2 GeV? can be written in the following
approximate simple form:

do.;um(t) ~ ZdUel(t) + zdadiss([),

dt dt dt ©)

thus emphasizing that the gluon nuclear shadowing or details
of the nuclear structure (deuteron wave function) do not play
a role here.

At this point it is important to discuss the input for the
elastic and proton-dissociative cross sections of J/v pho-
toproduction on the nucleon. In our analysis, we used the
low-energy (LE) H1 parametrization based on the data cov-
ering the 25 GeV < W < 80 GeV interval [14]. In particular,
we combined results of the fit for the W dependence in Table
3 of Ref. [14] with that for the ¢ dependence in Table 2. The
resulting parametrization reads

3e
doa(t) — N, w Ibe,e’bf”",
dt 90
(10)
doyiss (1) _ fpd(t)

W Spd
e ”"(%> [dr' fra@)’

where N,; = 81 £+ 3 nb, §,;, =0.67 £0.03, and b, = 4.3 £+
0.02 GeV~? for the elastic case; N,y = 62412 nb, 8,0 =
0.4240.05, and fpu(t) = 1/(1 + bpglt|/n)" with n = 3.58
and by = 1.6 £0.2 GeV 2 for the nucleon-dissociative case.
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FIG. 2. The summed y +d — J/vy + X differential cross sec-
tion as a function of |¢|: the LTA predictions with the doygs/dt = 0
scenario (red solid curve) vs. the STAR data [8] for the total cross
section (filled circles). The data for the neutron-tagged cross sec-
tion are shown by open circles. Our result from Fig. 1 is given by the
blue dot-dashed curve.

Note that the H1 analysis included the proton-dissociative
masses in the range m, < My < 10 GeV [14]. A simple es-
timate in the case of the RHIC kinematics shows that the
nucleon-dissociative final state covers the rapidity interval
Ay = (1/2)In[(My + |t])/(m? + |¢])] & 2, which is adjacent
to the |yy| = ln[ZEN/(mIZ) + D2~ 5 rapidity of the final-
state nucleon scattered quasielastically. When comparing our
calculations to the RHIC UPC data, one has to keep in mind
that in selection of UPC events, the STAR detector covers
a wide range of rapidities vetoing events with dissociation.
This includes |y| < 1 covered by the time projection chamber
(TPC), 3.4 < |y| <5 covered by two beam-beam counters
(BBCs), and zero degree calorimeters (ZDCs) tagging for-
ward neutrons. Therefore, the nucleon-dissociative state Y is
predominantly produced in the rapidity region covered by the
STAR detector and, hence, can be effectively rejected.

To explore the possibility that the range of My included
in the STAR analysis is significantly smaller than that in the
HI1 case, we set doyiss/dt = 0 in Eq. (7). Note that since
dogiss/dt > doe/dt for sufficiently large |¢|, the discrep-
ancy mentioned above should originate from a modeling of
dogiss/dt. The resulting prediction is given by the red solid
curve in Fig. 2 and leads to a very good agreement with the
STAR data over the entire range of ¢. For comparison, we
also show our result from Fig. 1 by the blue dot-dashed curve,
which includes the nucleon-dissociative events.

Note that the Hl measurement of proton-dissociative J/y
photoproduction [14] is the only collider data in the relevant
range of W = 25 GeV; the earlier ZEUS data [18] correspond
to higher W, 80 GeV < W < 120 GeV.

The comparison of the LTA results to the RHIC data pre-
sented in Fig. 2 should be taken with some degree of caution.
First, the RHIC data correspond to the rapidity range |y| <
1, where the UPC cross section of J/v photoproduction at
RHIC energies has a rapid y dependence, see, e.g., [19,20].
Second, to validate our hypothesis of the absence of the
nucleon-dissociative contribution, it is important to model the

distribution over the momentum of the recoiled nucleons and
to utilize the “n-tagged data” (open circles in Fig. 2), which is
beyond the scope of the present article.

To explain the latter point, we notice that the incoherent
cross section is given by the difference between the summed
and coherent cross sections, which in IA reads

doff(t)  doj™(t)  dog(t)

dt dt dt
_ 2$(1 + Fy(4t) — 21Fy (D))

Thus, our hypothesis of the absence of a noticeable nucleon-
dissociative contribution seems to be supported by “n-tagged
data” for |t| < 0.1 GeV? since the difference between the
solid and open circles in Fig. 2 can be explained by the con-
tribution of coherent J/yr photoproduction off the deuteron.
In the 0.1 < |t| <0.4 GeV? range, the measured cross
sections with and without neutron-tagging agree within ex-
perimental errors and are also described by our calculations
neglecting the nucleon-dissociation contribution. At the same
time, the data at || > 0.4 GeV? require further analysis.

We discussed in the Introduction that the STAR data on
J/¢ photoproduction in d + Au UPCs is described well
within the CGC framework with nucleon shape fluctuations
[21]. We also explained above that the effect of leading
twist gluon nuclear shadowing as well as details of the
deuteron structure are largely unimportant for |t| > 0.2 GeV
and that the summed cross section on the deuteron should
be reproduced sufficiently accurately by approximate Eq. (9).
Therefore, the difference in predictions of the LTA and CGC
approaches could come from different extrapolations of the
dog (t)/dt and dogiss(t)/dt cross sections on the nucleon from
HERA to RHIC energies. Note also that the CGC approach
considers cross sections integrated over My, which makes
it challenging to do a comparison with the data containing
various cuts on My.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we argue that the STAR data on J/y pho-
toproduction in d + Au UPCs for ¢ ## 0 primarily probes
elastic and probably nucleon-dissociative J/yr photoproduc-
tion on quasifree nucleons and is essentially insensitive to
nuclear modifications of the gluon distribution in the deuteron.
Exploring the possibility that the nucleon-dissociative contri-
bution is negligibly small, we obtain a very good description
of the t dependence of the STAR total cross section. We point
out that the difference between the LTA and CGC predictions
could come from different extrapolations of the elastic and
nucleon-dissociative J/y photoproduction cross sections on
the nucleon from HERA to RHIC energies.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors would like to thank Z. Tu for stimulat-
ing our interest in this work, discussion of the STAR
results, and useful comments on an earlier draft of this
paper. The research of M.S. was supported by the US

064909-4



PHOTOPRODUCTION OF J/ IN d+Au ...

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 106, 064909 (2022)

Department of Energy Office of Science, Office of Nuclear
Physics under Award No. DE-FG02-93ER40771. M.S. thanks

Theory Division of CERN for hospitality while this work was
done.

[1] A. J. Baltz, G. Baur, D. d’Enterria, L. Frankfurt, F. Gelis, V.
Guzey, K. Hencken, Y. Kharlov, M. Klasen, S. R. Klein et al.,
Phys. Rep. 458, 1 (2008).

[2] S. R. Klein and H. Mintysaari, Nat. Rev. Phys. 1, 662
(2019).

[3] V. Guzey, E. Kryshen, M. Strikman, and M. Zhalov, Phys. Lett.
B 816, 136202 (2021).

[4] V. Guzey, E. Kryshen, M. Strikman, and M. Zhalov, Phys. Lett.
B 726, 290 (2013).

[5] V. Guzey and M. Zhalov, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2013) 207.

[6] H. Mintysaari and B. Schenke, Phys. Lett. B 772, 832
(2017).

[7]1 H. Mintysaari, Rep. Prog. Phys. 83, 082201 (2020).

[8] M. Abdallah et al. (STAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 128,
122303 (2022).

[9] V. Guzey, M. Strikman, and M. Zhalov, Phys. Rev. C 99,
015201 (2019).

[10] M. Lacombe, B. Loiseau, R. Vinh Mau, J. Cote, P. Pires, and R.
de Tourreil, Phys. Lett. B 101, 139 (1981).

[11] T. H. Bauer, R. D. Spital, D. R. Yennie, and F. M. Pipkin, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 50, 261 (1978); 51, 407(E) (1979).

[12] R.J. Glauber, Phys. Rev. 100, 242 (1955).

[13] V. N. Gribov, Sov. Phys. JETP 29, 483 (1969).

[14] C. Alexa et al. (H1 Collaboration), Eur. Phys. J. C 73, 2466
(2013).

[15] L. Frankfurt, V. Guzey, and M. Strikman, Phys. Rep. 512, 255
(2012).

[16] A. Aktas et al. (H1 Collaboration), Eur. Phys. J. C 48, 749
(20006).

[17] V. Franco and R. J. Glauber, Phys. Rev. Lett. 22, 370 (1969).

[18] S. Chekanov et al. (ZEUS Collaboration), Eur. Phys. J. C 26,
389 (2003).

[19] M. Strikman, M. Tverskoy, and M. Zhalov, Phys. Lett. B 626,
72 (2005).

[20] L. Frankfurt, M. Strikman, and M. Zhalov, Phys. Lett. B 640,
162 (2006).

[21] H. Méntysaari and B. Schenke, Phys. Rev. C 101, 015203
(2020).

064909-5


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-019-0107-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136202
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.08.043
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2013)207
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.07.063
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aba347
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.122303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.015201
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(81)90659-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.50.261
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.51.407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.100.242
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2466-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2011.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-006-0046-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.22.370
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2002-01079-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.08.083
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.07.059
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.101.015203

