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The cross section for the electromagnetic production of different particles in heavy-ion collision is
derived within the external field approach. Introducing polarized photon-fusion cross sections, it is
possible to generalize the equivalent photon method to describe the impact-parameter dependence
of the particle production. The impact-parameter dependent production of scalar and pseudoscalar
(spin 0) bosons, charged (spin 0) boson pairs, and fermion pairs is discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions provide the oppor-
tunity to investigate particle production via the strong
electromagnetic fields of heavy ions. A rough estimate of
the collision time tcon = R/7, where R denotes the nu-
clear radius and v = (1 — v2/c?)~1/2 is the Lorentz con-
traction factor, leads to a maximum frequency wmax ~
1/tcon = <v/R contained in the electromagnetic field.
For the proposed LHC (Large Hadron Collider) with
Eion = 3.5 TeV /nucleon (v ~ 3500) and SSC (Supercon-
ducting Super Collider) with 8 TeV /nucleon (y ~ 8000)
in a Pb+Pb collision this leads to wmax ~ 100 GeV
(LHC) and wmax =~ 250 GeV (SSC). This mass regime
exceeds the one which can be reached at existing ete™
colliders and is compatible with the one at pp colliders.
As for an ete™ collider the electromagnetic production
mechanism at a heavy-ion collider would be relatively
clean, being in contrast to the situation at pp collid-
ers, where the hadronic background is very large. An-
other advantage of heavy-ion collisions results from the
Z* enhancement in the coherent production cross section
over ete~ collisions, although the nuclear electromag-
netic form factor suppresses this enhancement factor to
some extent. On the other hand, the expected luminosi-
ties for a heavy-ion collider are considerably smaller than
for an eTe™ or pp collider.

For the theoretical description of the electromagnetic
particle production in heavy-ion collisions the equivalent
photon method [1-3] has been widely used because of
its simplicity [4-17]. Within this method one replaces
the electromagnetic fields of the moving heavy ion by an
equivalent photon field, so that the production cross sec-
tion in a heavy-ion collision can be approximated by the
elementary two-photon fusion cross section folded with
the equivalent photon distributions of both heavy ions.
We are going to derive the equivalent photon method
from first principles, i.e., directly from quantum electro-
dynamics (QED). This is one major subject of this paper.
A subsequent publication [18] then is devoted to specific
examples, which have not been considered up to now,
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such as the electromagnetic production and detectability
of the Higgs boson of the minimal supersymmetric ex-
tension of the standard model, several mesons, glueballs,
and supersymmetric particles.

Our paper is organized as follows. Using the external
classical field approximation and applying the approxi-
mation, that the transverse momenta of the virtual pho-
tons are suppressed by the Lorentz factor v with respect
to their longitudinal momenta, we are able to derive the
equivalent photon method from QED directly. As a by-
product of this derivation we also obtain an expression
for the impact-parameter dependent equivalent photon
production cross section. This expression is convenient
to use to exclude the central collision region in the pro-
duction cross section, which allows one to circumvent the
large hadronic background in central collisions. It splits
up into two contributions: For the scalar part the po-
larization vectors of the equivalent photons have to be
parallel, whereas the polarization vectors have to be per-
pendicular for the pseudoscalar part. We also demon-
strate that the scalar and pseudoscalar contributions, re-
spectively, can be translated to the fact that the elec-
tromagnetic fields of the two colliding heavy ions have
to be parallel or perpendicular, respectively. This is the
subject of Sec. II. In Sec. III we discuss some immediate
consequences and generalities for the impact-parameter
dependent electromagnetic production of a scalar and
pseudoscalar (spin 0) boson, a charged (spin 0) boson
pair, and a fermion pair (spin 1/2). Conclusions will be
presented in Sec. IV.

II. IMPACT-PARAMETER DEPENDENT
EQUIVALENT PHOTON METHOD

A. The equivalent photon method

The electromagnetic field of a charged nucleus mov-
ing at high velocities becomes more and more transverse
with respect to the direction of propagation. As a conse-
quence, an observer in the laboratory frame cannot dis-
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tinguish between the electromagnetic field of a relativistic
nucleus and a bunch of equivalent photons; the electro-
magnetic field of a real photon is purely transverse.

For a relativistic heavy-ion collision this implies that
the total cross section for electromagnetic processes like
the electromagnetic creation of particles can be approxi-
mately described as a photon-photon fusion cross section
folded with the equivalent photon distributions of the two
nuclei:

O Ay A X =// dw 1 dwana, (wi) na,(ws)
XOyyox (Wi, w2) . (1)

The equivalent photon distribution can be derived explic-
itly by equating the energy flux (Poynting vector) of the
transverse electromagnetic field of a nucleus through a
transverse plane and the energy of the equivalent photon
bunch; this yields [4]

n{w) =

4Z%« [ d%k, (F(kﬁ_ +w?/v2)

w (2m)2 | k2 +w?/y? ) ki, (2)

where « is the fine structure constant, Z is the nuclear
charge number, v = (1 — v2/c?)~1/2 is the Lorentz con-
traction factor, and F' is the nuclear charge form factor.

With the equivalent photon cross section (1) it is rel-
atively easy to estimate the total production cross sec-
tion for the electromagnetic creation of particles. This
has been accomplished extensively in the past; for corre-
sponding results we refer to the literature [4-17]. Instead
we prefer to point out that the equivalent photon cross
section (1) does not provide any information about the
location of the particle production process. Tentatively
one would expect that light particles are produced at
large impact parameters whereas heavy particles should
be generated at smaller impact parameters.

In particular, for very heavy particles, for example,
Higgs bosons, supersymmetric, or technicolor particles,
it is extremely important to know the impact-parameter
dependence of the production cross section. From the
experimental point of view electromagnetically produced
particles should be discriminated from production mech-
anisms governed by strong interactions; therefore those
small impact parameters, for which the two nuclei over-
lap and thus strongly interact, have to be excluded.

In order to derive the desired impact-parameter depen-

J

4 4
SPab) = [ L / d4ksy

@2m* J (2m)*

Here P means the total momentum of the produced par-
ticles, o their remaining phase-space coordinates, and b
the impact parameter. I',,, indicates the vertex function;
its explicit structure depends on the nature of the created
particles.

For example, for the production of a scalar boson the
vertex function is given by

P;w(klk2§ Pa) =Js [(ki,k&r) Guv — kluk2p,] s (5)
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dent cross section it suggests itself to start with Feyn-
man diagrams directly. But at the end this might be-
come quite involved numerically. On the other hand,
it would be nice to save some of the simplicity of
the equivalent photon approach. We will demonstrate
that some straightforward and reasonable approxima-
tions to the S-matrix elements lead to a feasible ex-
pression for the impact-parameter dependent cross sec-
tion, which upon integrating over the impact-parameter
yields the equivalent photon cross section (1). This is an
impact-parameter dependent generalization of the ordi-
nary equivalent photon method. In this section, we first
consider the general structure of the relevant S-matrix
elements and the corresponding cross sections.

B. General structure of the S-matrix element
and of the cross section

We will treat the electromagnetic field of the two nuclei
classically: We assume both nuclei move with constant
velocity on straight lines being separated by the impact
parameter b; small deflections from the straight lines due
to the collision are neglected. Then the electromagnetic
potentials in the Lorentz gauge 8,AY = 0 follow from
d’Alembert’s equation, OA* = j*, where j* is the classi-
cal electromagnetic current of the moving nucleus. They
read

F('kfklp) uM
kfkla v

3)

Al (ky,b) = =27 Z e €F1br §(kYuy,)

F(=Fgkay)

Ab(k2,0) = —2772265(’65’&2,;) kS ks 2
2 V2o

The 6 function assures the motion on a straight line with
a constant velocity. The velocities of the two heavy
ions, which from now on we will assume to be identi-
cal, u1,2 = 7(1,0,0, £v), are taken in the collider system
characterized by the Lorentz contraction factor vy (equal-
speed system). F(—k?) denotes the nuclear charge form
factor.

The amplitude for the creation of new particles via the
electromagnetic fields of the two nuclei is given by the
S-matrix element. In lowest order in the electromagnetic
potentials AY, AL of the two nuclei it exhibits the follow-
ing general structure [19] :

[A% (k1,b) Tu (k1 ka; Par) Ay (kg,0) ] (21)46%(ky + ko — P) . (4)

f

and the vertex function for the production of a pseu-
doscalar boson reads

Fuu(klkZ; PC!) = gpsfuuarkfkg . (6)

For the production of a charged pair of bosons or fermions

the lowest- (second-) order vertex function can be found

in standard textbooks [19] and will not be given here.
The vertex function multiplied with the § function can
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be interpreted as a transition current,
T (kka; Pa) = Ty (kiko; @) (2m)*6% (ky+ka—P)
(7

so that the S-matrix element (4) may be written as

4
s(payb) = [ (‘12 L AL b) 45(2,0)
xJuy(k1k2; Pa) . (8)

The transition current is conserved, i.e.,
kY Juy =kyJu =0 (9)

which follows quite generally from the gauge invariance
of the S-matrix element.

For our following considerations the explicit expression
for the transition current is irrelevant; it is only impor-
tant that it acts like a conserved current (9) and contains
a é function (7) for the four-momentum conservation.

Performing the integrals over the é functions, Eq. (8)
becomes, with Z1 = Zo = Z and F; = F, = F,

€ [ ki F(-k}) F(=k3)
(2m)2 -k k2

XUy ug, I (ki1k; ) €7

S(Pa;b) = z?
ib'k

(10)
J

Q
|

_/d2 /;S(Pa b)[? (2 )4
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where the factor 1/(2v?) results from the integration over
the § functions appearing in the electromagnetic four-
potential (3); the photon momenta are

= (w1, ki, wi/v), ko= (w2, PL —ki,—w2/v),

) (11)
wy = %(Po +vP,), wy= %(Po —oP,).

Here the subscript L indicates the perpendicular plane,
i.e., the plane perpendicular to the motion of the nuclei.

Given the S-matrix element as in Eq. (10), the total
cross section for the electromagnetic production of par-
ticles follows from the square of the S-matrix element
integrated over the phase space of the n outgoing cre-
ated particles dp; - - - dp, and integrated over the impact
parameter. We 1ntroduce the total momentum P in the
phase-space element explicitly:

d4

Jpl "'d~pn =Wda )

(12)

where da. means the phase-space element of the restricted
phase space

da = da|p =dp: ---dp, (2m)* 8*(p1+ - +pn — P)

(13)

For the cross section we then obtain

2w 21 (2m)2 (2m)2 (2m)?

x / T4 (kyka; o) TV * (K ks ) dor

where we integrate over the new variables
kot =P — ki1

and (15)

qr =k — ki,

instead of P, and k/, = kj,. In the case of particles
with spin the integration over the restricted phase-space
element da: goes along with a summation over spin quan-
tum numbers. The photon momenta now are

k1 = (w1, ki1, wi/v), ko= (w2, koy,—wa/v),
= (wlvli. - q_val/’U) ’
ky = (wa2, ka1 +qu, —wa/v).

(16)

Before we turn our attention to the relevant approxima-
tions to be performed in order to derive from (14) the
equivalent photon cross section (1), we first have to con-
sider the general structure of the real photon-photon fu-

z4e4/ ) /dw1 dwy d?kyy d?kyy d?qu F(—k3) F(—k}) F*(—k{®) F*(-k4?)
K2

e~ ibaL
—kz _k,2 —k'2 U1pU20 ULy Uy
; (14)
P=(wi1+wz,ki11 +ka1,(wi1—wz)/v)

[

sion cross section. It is this quantity which has to be
extracted from expression (14).

C. The elementary photon-photon fusion
cross section

The elementary photon-photon fusion cross section is
governed by the invariant matrix element

M(kiks; Pa) = €1,€2,THY (wiwo; ), (17)
where ' (wjwe; ) again represents the vertex func-
tion as in the preceeding section. The two real pho-
tons are assumed to be collinear and have momenta
k1 = (w1,0,0,w1), k2 = (w2,0,0, ~ws). We choose their
polarization vectors to be in the perpendicular plane:
€u = (0,€1,0) with € 2 =

The polarized cross section is obtained by squaring the
matrix element M (kikz; Pa), integrating over the phase
space of the created particles, and dividing through a flux
factor:
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d*P

o(wy,ws,€11,€21) = €15€2;€147 €257 /I‘“ (wiwz; )T¥ I * (wiwg; @) (27)%6% (k1 + k2 — P) @yt do (18)

1
8(4.)1&)2
(Latin indices run only over the perpendicular plane). After performing the integral over the total momentum, the
total cross section for polarized photons reads

1 .. Y]
€ri€zj€1 €25 [ TV (wiwe; )7 *(wiwe; @) da
2

0'(‘-017‘*’2; €11, 62_L) = m
1

P=(w1+w2,0,0,w1—w2)

= €1i62j61i/€2jlniji’j,(wl,WQ) . (19)

The form of the tensor 1%’ can be deduced from the study of its transformation behavior. Since the total polarized
cross section is invariant under rotations in the perpendicular plane, we may choose one polarization vector to point
along the x direction whereas the other one may be characterized by an angle ¢: €1, = (1,0) and €21 = (cos g, sin ).
Inserting this into (19) and requiring additional invariance under reflection ¢ — —¢, one finds the following form for

the cross section:

o(wi,wo; €11,€21) = cos? <p771111(w1, wa) + sin? cpn1212(w1, wa)
= cos? ¢ og(w1,ws) +sin® p ops(wi,w2)

= (€11 - €21)% 0s(w1,wa) + (€11 X €21)2 Ops(wi,wa) - (20)

The cross section consists of two parts o5 and ops. The
subscripts s and ps stand for scalar and pseudoscalar,
respectively, because the polarizations of the two incom-
ing photons are either parallel or perpendicular to each
other. The average over the polarizations yields the total
unpolarized cross section

os(w1,w2) + ops(wi,ws) (21)
5 )

It is crucial to distinguish between the polarized scalar
and pseudoscalar cross sections. As we will see later only
the scalar cross section contributes to the scalar boson
production, whereas only the pseudoscalar cross section
contributes to the pseudoscalar boson production. On
the other hand, the cross section for the production of a
charged boson pair or a fermion pair is a mixture of the
scalar and pseudoscalar part.

0’((4)1,(4.12) =

With the introduction of the two-dimensional matrices

s (10
K/ —
#= (0 9)

and (22)

s = (—1 0) ’

. . . Y Ay .
it is also possible to express the tensor n*7* 7 with respect
to o5 and ops:
iji’ 5’ Y R ij 4’5’
n (wi,w2) = K kg7 0s(w1,we) + Kgskpd Tps(wi,ws).
(23)

D. Equivalent photon approach to the
impact-parameter dependent cross section

Now we introduce some reasonable approximations,
which take into account the equivalent photon charac-
ter of the virtual photons from the electromagnetic fields

of the colliding nuclei, and connect the cross section (14)
with the underlying two-photon cross section (19). Since
we deal with the conserved transition current J*¥, cf.
Eq. (9), its timelike coordinate may be expressed by its
spacelike components:
. J'iu J3u
Joy(k1k2;Pa)=—kh +klz ,
k1o
(24)
_k2iJ“i + kg JH3
k20 '
The nuclei move on straight trajectories and thus
k./k® = £1/v, confer Eq. (11). We obtain

J“o(kﬂcz;Pa) =

kiik2j ;1 (koj a: ki
Up gy JHY = 2222 220 qii o~ 222 g85 i3
w2 k1o k20 v \ k20 k1o
1 .33
_721,2‘] . (25)

Precisely at this point we introduce the decisive approxi-
mations, which will lead to the equivalent photon result.
The term w/~, which corresponds to ko/vy or k3/v, is
of the same order of magnitude as the term |k |, which
corresponds to k;:

w
Y

This can be verified by considering those values of |k_|,
which contribute most in the integrand of the equivalent
photon distribution (2). The same relation also holds, if
one compares the transverse component of the Poynting
vector to its longitudinal one.

For the scalar boson the dominant contribution in Eq.
(25) originates from the first term; the second and third
terms are suppressed by a factor of 1/42 with respect
to the first one. The situation for the pseudoscalar bo-
son (6), the charged boson pair, and the fermion pair is
exactly the same.

1
k|~ —lky| = 26
k| 7| il (26)
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As a consequence of all these considerations, Eq. (25)
can now safely be approximated by

ki kos ..
w1 u2y JH (k1ke; Pa) = fyzw—lll-uji;sz(wlwz;Pa) ,

(27)

or written only in terms of the vertex function,
J

d%k1 1 d?kay
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U1 U2, T (k1ko; a) = fyzﬁz—ﬁzil"”(wlwg; a). (28)
w1 w2
On the right-hand side now appears the vertex function
for real photons as in (19). This identification is the heart
of the equivalent photon approach.
Introducing approximation (28) in the cross section
(14) leads to

i o—ibay F1i F2j kv — qw oy + gy

-2 for [l 22

(2m)? J (2m)?

@)
xF1(k1y,w1) Fa(koy,wa) Fr(kio

w1 wa w1 w2
—qu,wr) Fy(kar +qui,we)

X /l"ij (wlwz;a)l“/j’*(wlwg;a) dal (29)

with F(ky,w)
photon—photon fusion cross sections:

/ ' (wywg; a)Fi'j/* (wywe; @) da

P=(w1+w2,0,0,w; —wz)

P=(w1+w2,0,0,w; —w2)

= F(—k?)/(—k?). Using Eqgs. (19) and (23) the last integral can be identified with the polarized real

_ ij a5’ i j
= 8wiws [ns’nsj os(wy,ws) + npjsnps ops(wy,w2)|

(30)

so that the cross section (29) can be cast in the following form:

d?q,

—ib-q

Z4 4/d2 /dw1 d_w_?_/d2k1L /d2k2L/
wo (2m)2 (2m)?

@r)?

xFi(ki,wi) Fo(koy,w) Fi(kit —qu,wr) F5(kay +qu,ws)
x{(kit - kor) ((kir —qu) - (kor +qu)) os(wi,ws)
+ (ki1 xkoi) - ((kir —q1) x (ko1 +qu)) ops(wi,w2)} . (31)

Now we prove that the total cross section (31) is indeed identical to the equivalent photon cross section (1). The
integration over the impact parameter b leads to a § function in the transverse momentum q, i.e., §(q), so that it

follows for (31):

0—16i4)2/ /

=/dw1 /dwg n1(w1) na(wz) o(wi,w2)

dzkl_l_

@) |Fi(kie,wi)?

where we have used Egs. (2) and (21) in the last step.
This is the equivalent photon cross section (1). One
should keep in mind that the only applied approxima-
tion to the exact result has been Eq. (28), which is based
on the suppression of the transverse photon momentum
|k | with respect to the photon energy or longitudinal
photon momentum by the Lorentz factor 7. As a matter
of fact, one would expect the deviations of the equivalent
photon cross section (32) from the “exact” cross section,
where the external field approximation has also been ap-
plied, but no approximations about the transverse pho-
ton momentum k,; have been made, to be small; devia-
tions should be of the same order 1/ as the transverse
components are suppressed over the longitudinal compo-
nents. Numerical comparisons confirm this supposition.

If the integration over the impact parameter is not per-

d? ka1
(2m)?
x [(ku ko1 )? og(wi,wa) + |(kiL X k2l)‘2aps(w11w2)}

| Fa(kar,ws)|?

(32)

—

formed, expression (31) leads to an impact-parameter de-
pendent differential cross section. The equivalent photon
cross section (32) has been derived quite generally. The
presented derivation does not depend on the explicit na-
ture of the produced particle(s). An explicit derivation
for the production of a scalar or pseudoscalar (spin 0)
boson has been published previously [20].

E. Further illustration and interpretation

For a deeper insight expression (31) may be cast in
a form being apparently closer to the equivalent photon
method by folding the elementary cross section os(wi,ws)
and ops(w1,w2) with the two-photon distribution func-
tions ng and nps:
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2
%b—g(b) = /dwl /dwz [Tls(wlyw2§b)0s(wlvw2) +nps(wlaw2§b)aps(w1’w2) (33)
where
wiw d? _ib.
ns/ps(wlyw2; b) = Z%* ;22 (2:;—2 K‘l(‘l,l’) (q.val) K;Z)( qlvw2) ";s/psK';/Jps € iba. (34)

are the scalar and pseudoscalar two-photon distribution functions.

K™ (q.,w) is defined by

(134
d? k_._

@n? Fnlky,w) Frkl —qi,w) —

K (qu,w) =

ki ki — gy

The tensorial photon distribution function

- (35)

and describes the number of photons with definite mutual polarization to each other.
With the use of Fourier transforms for K (")(q 1,w) and the potential function F the two-photon distribution

i’

functions can be rewritten in terms of the transverse components of the electromagnetic fields themselves, which
follows from the field strength tensor F** = —i[k¥ A#(k,) — k* A¥ (k)] using the electromagnetic potentials of Eq. (3);

we arrive at

ns(wlyw%b) = 2wy

and

Nps(w1,we, b) = 772‘411

We realize that not only the absolute magnitude but also
the direction of the electromagnetic fields enter in the
two-photon distributions. If the electromagnetic fields of
the two nuclei are parallel to each other, they contribute
to the scalar photon distribution function; if on the other
side the electromagnetic fields are perpendicular to each
other, they contribute to the pseudoscalar photon distri-
bution.

With this in mind the illustration of the differential
cross section (33) becomes straightforward: It consists of
a scalar part, where the electromagnetic fields have to be
parallel, and of a pseudoscalar part, where the electro-
magnetic fields have to be perpendicular.

For numerical purposes it is convenient to reduce
the two-photon distributions to one-photon distribution
functions. The one-photon distribution functions can be
derived by equating the energy flux of the transverse elec-
tromagnetic fields of the moving nucleus, which is de-
scribed by the Poynting vector, through an infinitesimal
transverse plane element, which is characterized by its
distance b to the trajectory of the nucleus, with the cor-
responding energy flux of a bunch of photons through the
same plane element. It reads [21]

n(w;b) = — |El(b, w)?

l/ ok

and describes the number of photons with energy w ex-
isting in a distance |b| from the center of the nucleus.
n(w, b) is of course independent of the direction of b.

Fd +w?/4%) e—ib- k_L
k% +w?/42

(38)

/dzau |E1s (w1,%x1 — b) - Eg (w2, x1)[?

/dzm. |E1L(w1,%x1 — b) x Egj (wa,x1)[?

(36)

(37)

[
Then the two-photon distribution functions (36) and (37)

can be expressed by two one-photon distribution func-
tions. In the scalar case it results

ng(wi,ws; b) =/ d%z) n(wy;xL — b)n(wz;xy)

x (m —b) ~M)2
e =Bl

and with a cross product in the pseudoscalar case,

(39)

Nps(w1,w2; b) = / d?z) n(wi;x1 — b) n(wa;x1)

((xl —b) x x_L)z
X\ ’
Ix1 —bf|xL]
respectively. The two-photon distribution function essen-
tially contains a product of one-photon distribution func-
tions. The integration over x| means that the photon-
photon interaction can take place over the whole perpen-
dicular plane resulting in a product of local one-photon
distribution functions. The expression in large brackets
appears due to the dependence on the polarizations of
the two photons.

The technical advantage of expressions (39) and (40) is
the calculation of the two-photon distribution function by
knowledge of the one-photon distribution function (38).
In the case of a pointlike particle the function is known
analytically [21]:

()] @

which for large values of wb/~v leads asymptotically to

(40)

n(w;b) =



2314

B ~ Z%a 1 —2wb/y

n(w;b) =~ o 'ybe (42)
guaranteeing the convergence of the integral for large ar-
guments b. For small b the photon distribution function
n{w; b) diverges because of the assumption of a pointlike
particle. In the case of an extended particle the integral
(38) has to be calculated numerically after performing a
transformation to polar coordinates:

o0
Z%a1 F(k2 + w?/?)
0

(43)
The convergence is guaranteed if the form factor vanishes

fast enough to zero for k; — oco. The form factors we
use are the one for a homogeneously charged sphere

3j1(kR)
— 2 —_— e———
ics( k ) iR y (44)
and the Gaussian form factor
2 k?
Fg(—k") = exp (*@) . (4§)

In Fig. 1 we plot the impact-parameter dependent one-
photon distribution function for a Pb nucleus at the max-
imum LHC energy (v = 3500). Various form factors have
been used. It is clear that the photon distribution of an
extended nucleus with form factor has to agree with the
one of a pointlike particle of the same charge Z for im-
pact parameters larger than the nuclear radius (R ~ 7
fm). One can also see that the photon number scales
with 1/w at low photon energies. On the other side the
photon distribution breaks this scaling behavior for pho-
ton energies larger than w = ~/b because of the large
influence of the exponential function in (42).

102
100
1072

107

1/Z% nla,b) (MeV)

1078

100 GevV |

1078

0 5 10 15 20
b (fm)

FIG. 1. One-photon distribution for a Pb nucleus and v =
3500 as function of the impact parameter for different photon
energies. The dash-dotted line corresponds to the form factor
of a pointlike particle, the dashed line to the form factor of
a homogeneously charged sphere with R = 7.107 fm and the
solid line to a Gaussian form factor with Q¢ = 60 MeV.
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The four-dimensional integrations in (33) with (39)
and (40) were treated numerically with the adaptive
Monte Carlo program VEGAS [22]. As a numerical test
the integration over the impact parameter yields a very
good agreement between the resulting total cross section
and the corresponding equivalent photon cross section

(1).

III. DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS

In the first subsection we discuss generally the electro-
magnetic production of scalar and pseudoscalar bosons,
whereas the second and third subsections are devoted to
charged boson pairs and fermion pairs, respectively. We
will concentrate on general aspects as, for example, the
interplay between scalar and pseudoscalar contributions
to the cross sections and reduction factors of the cross
sections due to a nuclear overlap in the reaction. Here
we will not depict any specific particle, exotic or not; this
will be the exlusive subject of a subsequent publication
(18], where we discuss the electromagnetic production
and detectability of the Higgs bosons of the minimal su-
persymmetric extension of the standard model (MSSM)
and various mesons, the supersymmetric partners of lep-
tons and quarks and the supersymmetric partners of the
W+ boson and Higgs bosons, respectively. The electro-
magnetic production and detectability of the Higgs boson
of the standard model has been discussed extensively in
the literature before [4-17).

A. Electromagnetic production of scalar and
pseudoscalar bosons

The scalar and pseudoscalar real two-photon fusion
cross section og and ops enter in expression (33) for the
differential cross section with respect to the impact pa-
rameter. Due to the vertex function (5) the pseudoscalar
real two-photon fusion cross section ops vanishes for the
production of a scalar boson, i.e., a”Q"S'b“O" = 0; this
means that the scalar boson can only be produced if the
polarization vectors of the two photons are parallel to
each other. For the production of a pseudoscalar boson it
is the other way around; here the scalar real two-photon
fusion cross section vanishes due to the vertex function
(6), i.e., gyYPs"boson — () 5o that the polarization of the
two photons have to be orthogonal to each other. The
two remaining polarized two-photon fusion cross sections,
namely, 607 5Po%m and gy —Psboson | exhibit a similar
structure:

2
yvy—s(ps)-boson -9 8 T
Us(ps) Me(ps)-boson s(ps)-boson—~y
X6(S - mz(ps)—boson) . (46)

This result can be easily derived from any standard
QED textbook [19]; ms(ps)-boson is the mass of the bo-
son, I's(ps)-boson—~y denotes the two-photon decay width
of the boson, and the Mandelstam variable s inside the
bracket of the § function is s = 4wjws. The additional
factor 2 in front of the right-hand side originates from
definition (21).
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Now we are able to study the dependence of the dif-
ferential cross section (33) on the mass of the produced
boson. It is convenient to use the normalized expres-
sion ;ulrw‘fi—g, where oW is the total equivalent photon
cross section (1) and %% = 2mbd?c/db?; here the fac-

tor Z%Fb_,w in (46) drops out and with that also the
model dependence of the cross sections (46), which only
enters in the two-photon decay width I',—.,~. The only
dependence of ;véw‘fi—‘; on the boson mass stems from the
remaining é function, which gives rise to mass-dependent
interferences in the integrations over the transverse mo-
mentum q ; confer again Eq. (33). Figures 2(a) and 2(b)
show the results for the production of a scalar and pseu-
doscalar boson, respectively; masses of 100 MeV, 1 GeV,
10 GeV, and 100 GeV have been chosen. A Lorentz con-
traction factor of v = 3500 (LHC) has been used for a
Pb+PDb collision and the form factor (44) of a homoge-
neously charged sphere with radius R = 7.1 fm has been
applied.

Let us focus on the scalar boson first; i.e., confer Fig.
2(a). With the increasing mass of the scalar boson,
smaller impact parameters become more and more im-
portant. This is obvious because the heavier the boson
becomes, the more it has to be produced in the vicin-
ity of the strongest electromagnetic field densities of the
two colliding heavy ions and that is near the nuclear sur-
faces, which corresponds to small impact parameters. In
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FIG. 2. Normalized impact-parameter dependent equiva-
lent photon cross section for the production of (a) a scalar and
(b) pseudoscalar boson. Four different scalar boson masses
are considered: m; = 100 MeV (solid line), 1 GeV (dotted
line), 10 GeV (dashed line), and 100 GeV (dash-dotted line).
A Lorentz contraction factor v = 3500 (LHC) has been used
for a Pb+Pb collision and the form factor (44) of a homo-
geneously charged sphere with radius R = 7.1 fm has been
applied.
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addition a double hump structure also shows up more
pronounced as the mass of the scalar boson increases.
This structure is smeared out for small masses; the rea-
son for this is that the scalar boson has to be produced
in a small volume, which should roughly be proportional
to the cube of the Compton wavelength of the boson
and therefore also be proportional to the inverse of the
cube of the boson mass, so that for small boson masses
this volume becomes relatively large and smears out any
structure. The reason for the appearance of a double
hump structure is related to the fact that the electro-
magnetic fields of the two colliding heavy ions have to be
parallel in order to produce the scalar boson. The dip
then should lie in the interval between once and twice
the nuclear radius, so that the two nuclei overlap and
the strong electromagnetic fields prevailing at their sur-
faces become to a major part perpendicular. Figure 2(a)
shows the dip to lie at approximately b = 9 fm, which
is larger than the nuclear radius R = 7.1 fm for Pb and
smaller than 2R = 14.2 fm.

To support this suggestion further, i.e., that the dip
is due to the orthogonality of the electromagnetic fields,
we now turn our attention to the production of a pseu-
doscalar boson. For such a particle the electromagnetic
fields have to be perpendicular. As a consequence, the
maximum of the corresponding impact-parameter depen-
dent cross section should approximately be at impact pa-
rameters, which correspond to the dip before.

The structure of the impact-parameter dependent
cross section for the production of a pseudoscalar boson
is not affected by the boson mass, so that always only one
maximum occurs; this is demonstrated in Fig. 2(b). The
double hump structure in case of a heavy scalar boson
smears out, if instead of a form factor of a homogeneously
charged sphere one of a Gaussian charge distribution is
used. Because the nuclear surface is smeared out in the
Gaussian case, the dip is no longer enhanced [20].

For a good experimental detectability of the elec-
tromagnetically produced particles two presuppositions
have to be fullfilled: relatively clean signals from the de-
cay channels of the produced particles and a trigger on
peripheral collisions of the heavy ions. Whereas the first
part will be the subject of a subsequent publication [18],
we now would like to concentrate on the second point.

Small impact parameters have to be excluded in order
to discard central collisions and the accompanying large
hadronic background for the particle detection; this moti-
vates the introduction of a sharp cutoff impact parameter
bc = 2R, which leads to a reduced total cross section

red dbdo'AlAz—»AlAzb o(b — 2R)
A1 Ag—A1Ab = o db )
47

R denotes the nuclear radius. In Figs. 3(a) and
3(b) we display this reduction factor o%$d, _ 4 4.,/

oW A, 4, in dependence on the scalar and pseu-
doscalar boson mass for LHC (y = 3500, lower curve)
and SSC (y = 8000, upper curve) energies.

For small boson masses, i.e., mp < 1 GeV, the reduced
cross section o4 is practically identical to the total cross
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FIG. 3. Reduction factors 0*°¢/0c"'"W in dependence on

(a) the scalar boson, (b) pseudoscalar boson, (c) charged bo-
son, and (d) fermion mass for LHC (v = 3500, solid line) and
SSC (v = 8000, dotted line) energies.

section; this statement holds true for both the scalar and
the pseudoscalar boson. This becomes clear in view of
Figs. 2(a) and 2(b); note that the area under each curve
of Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) is unity. For small boson masses
the dominant contribution to the total cross section re-
sults from large impact parameters and the contribution
from small impact parameters is negligible. For light
neutral bosons, such as, for example, the mesons, it has
the consequence that already the total equivalent photon
cross section "W describes their electromagnetic pro-
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duction and that o"W is relevant for the experiments.
For bosons with a higher mass, the contribution from
small impact parameters becomes more and more impor-
tant. Their contribution will be cut off in the reduced
cross section (47); for an increasing boson mass the reduc-
tion factor o7 /cWW will deviate from 1 and decrease
more and more. For a scalar boson mass m; = 50 GeV
the reduction factor is o7 /cWW = 0.6 (LHC) and 0.8
(SSC) and for m; = 200 GeV we found ™4 /cWW = 0.3
(LHC) and 0.5 (SSC). For a pseudoscalar boson the re-
duction factors are very similiar; for m, = 50 GeV we
obtained o™4/cWW = 0.7 (LHC) and 0.8 (SSC) and for
mp = 200 GeV we computed ™4 /cWW = 0.3 (LHC)
and 0.5 (SSC).

Observe that the reduction factors do not depend on
the specific nature of the scalar and the pseudoscalar bo-
son. They only depend on the mass of the scalar or pseu-
doscalar boson and on the Lorentz contraction factor -,
which reflects the collision energy of the heavy ions. Con-
trary to the reduction factor 674 /cWW a model depen-
dence for the scalar or pseudoscalar boson enters for the
absolute reduced cross section (47). The crucial quan-
tity is the two-photon decay width entering in the ele-
mentary scalar or pseudoscalar two-photon fusion cross
section (46); it strongly depends on the specific nature of
the particle.

B. Electromagnetic production of a charged
boson pair

For the scalar or pseudoscalar boson either the polar-
ized pseudoscalar or scalar elementary two-photon fusion
cross section vanishes. For the electromagnetic produc-
tion of a charged boson pair both polarized two-photon
fusion cross sections contribute; they are given in lowest
order in « by

J
STt 2na? /1 _ 4m? (1 4 6m§) _am
s s s s

and

e 2ma? [ I 4m? 1+ 2mg\  4m}
ps s s s s

mp represents the mass of one charged boson.

Again it is most convenient to consider the normalized
expression ;ulrw‘;—‘;; its mass dependence can be traced
back to the polarized cross sections Eqgs. (48) and (49)
in combination with the interferences arising from the
integration over q, in (34). Figure 4 depicts the nor-
malized differential cross section for four different boson
masses, namely mp = 100 MeV, 1 GeV, 10 GeV, and 100
GeV, for a Pb + Pb collision at the maximum LHC en-
ergy (v = 3500). Observe that the area under each curve
(solid line) of the normalized differential cross section is
unity, although some of them have been rescaled with an
indicated factor. The differential cross section consists of
a scalar contribution (dotted), where the electromagnetic

6m§ \/E S T 2
- ) In <_2m1, + _—4m§ - 1) O(s — 4my) (48)
2mg Vs s ] 2
5 ) In (Z_mb + Rg‘ - 1) @(3 — 4mb) (49)

[
fields of the two colliding heavy ions have to be parallel
to produce the charged boson pair, and a pseudoscalar
contribution (dashed), where the electromagnetic fields
have to be perpendicular. As expected from our discus-
sions in the previous section a double hump structure
shows up for the scalar part and the maximum of the
pseudoscalar part falls into the dip of the scalar differen-
tial cross section. At the highest considered boson mass
the scalar contribution dominates tremendously over the
pseudoscalar contribution. This traces back to the domi-
nance of the polarized scalar elementary two-photon cross
section (48) over the pseudoscalar one (49) near thresh-
old production. Exactly at threshold (s = 4m?) the
charged boson pair is created with no kinetic energy in
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FIG. 4. Impact-parameter dependent differential cross
section for the electromagnetic production of a charged bo-
son pair (solid line) with scalar (dotted line) and pseudoscalar
(dashed line) contribution and normalized to the total cross
section "W . The results for the boson masses mp = 100
MeV, 1 GeV, and 10 GeV have been multiplied with factors
of 10, 5, and 2.5, respectively. A Pb + Pb collision at the
maximum LHC energy (v = 3500) with the form factor (44)
has been considered.

the c.m. system of the two photons and therefore can
be understood as a composite scalar boson consisting
of either two scalar charged bosons or two pseudoscalar
charged bosons; for the electromagnetic production of a
neutral scalar boson the electromagnetic fields have to
be parallel, so that only a scalar contribution to the
cross section should be important. The dominance of
the scalar polarized two-photon fusion cross section over
the pseudoscalar one also leads to a double-hump-like,
i.e., scalarlike, appearance of the impact-parameter de-
pendent differential cross section do /db for large boson
masses. At lower boson masses the double hump struc-
ture of the scalar cross section is smeared out, because of
the increasing production volume of the charged boson
pair, which should roughly be proportional to the inverse
cube of the boson mass; confer also the discussions in
the last section. Also the pseudoscalar cross section be-
comes more and more important, so that in addition its
maximum, which falls into the dip of the scalar cross sec-
tion, again smears out the double hump structure of the
scalar part. As a consequence, the dip disappears com-
pletely for the impact-parameter dependent differential
cross section do /db at small boson masses.

If the central impact parameter regime, i.e., b < 2R,
where R is the nuclear radius of the heavy ion, is cut
off according to Eq. (47), then the reduction factor
o' /eWW should be approximately 1 for small boson
masses, because only a minor part in the differential cross
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sections for the production of (a) a charged boson and (b)
fermion pair in a Pb + Pb collision in dependence on the
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section is cut off. But for large boson masses a major
part is cut off with the small impact parameters, so that
the reduction factors should deviate significantly from 1.
This situation is verified in Fig. 3(c). For a mass of the
charged boson of my+ = 50 GeV the reduction factor is
o®d /eWW = 0.4 for LHC and o™ /c"WW = 0.6 for SSC;
for myx = 200 GeV it follows o*d/cWW = 0.2 (LHC)
and o7 /c"W = 0.3 (SSC).

The reducticn factors only depend on the mass of
the charged boson and on the Lorentz contraction fac-
tor v. Figure 5(a) shows the absolute total cross sec-
tion o'W and the absolute reduced total cross section
vaegipb_.pbpb 4bHb- for the production of a charged boson
pair in lowest order in the fine structure constant a.

For a charged boson mass of 50 GeV and 100 GeV
the reduced electromagnetic production cross section is
about 1 nb and 0.01 nb, respectively, for a Pb + Pb
collision at LHC energies (y = 3500). For an expected
LHC luminosity of 10%® cm~2 sec™! and a running time of
107 sec/yr (~ 3 yr) about 100 charged bosons with mass
mp+ = 50 GeV and about 1 charged boson with mass
mpz = 100 GeV could be produced electromagnetically
in a Pb + Pb collision.

C. Electromagnetic production of a fermion pair

For the electromagnetic production of a fermion pair
both the polarized scalar and pseudoscalar two-photon
fusion cross sections contribute. They read in lowest or-
der in o [23]
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Figure 6 depicts the normalized differential cross section
for four different fermion masses, namely, my = 100
MeV, 1 GeV, 10 GeV, and 100 GeV, for a Pb + Pb
collision at the maximum LHC energy (v = 3500). The
differential cross section consists of a scalar (dotted) and
a pseudoscalar contribution (dashed). The maximum of
the pseudoscalar part falls into the dip of the double
hump structure of the scalar differential cross section, as
expected. With increasing fermion mass the pseudoscalar
contribution dominates more and more over the scalar
contribution, which is contrary to the production of a
charged boson pair. This traces back to the dominance of
the polarized pseudoscalar elementary two-photon cross
section (51) over the scalar one (50) near threshold pro-
duction. Exactly at threshold (s = 4m?2) the fermion
pair is created with no kinetic energy in t{;e c.m. system
of the two photons and therefore can be understood as
a composite boson with spin 0; a spin-1 boson cannot
be created by two photons [24]. This composite spin-0
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FIG. 6. Impact-parameter dependent differential cross

section (solid line) for the electromagnetic production of
a fermion pair with scalar (dotted line) and pseudoscalar
(dashed line) contribution and normalized to the total cross
section ™", The results for the fermion masses m 5 = 100
MeV, 1 GeV, and 10 GeV have been multiplied with factors
of 10, 5 and 2.5, respectively. A Pb + Pb collision at the
maximum LHC energy (v = 3500) with the form factor (44)
has been considered.
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s 6m3 4m3 )
4—177?_1)‘(1—*-—-5—_ 1—7 @(s—4mf)

2m2 4m?2
W_1)_<1+~Zﬁ)\/1——si}e(s—4m}) . (51)

boson resembles a fermionium, which has negative parity
in its ground state [24]. Therefore it is a pseudoscalar
composite boson consisting of a fermion pair. The dom-
inance of the pseudoscalar polarized two-photon fusion
cross section over the scalar one leads to a pseudoscalar-
like appearance, i.e., only one maximum, of the impact-
parameter dependent differential cross section do /db for
large fermion masses. For lower fermion masses the sit-
uation is similiar; the scalar contribution increases, but
also the double hump structure smears out, so that again
do /db is a simple curve with one maximum.

If the central impact-parameter regime, i.e., b < 2R, is
cut off according to Eq. (47), then the reduction factor
"4 /eWW should be approximately 1 for small fermion
masses, because only a very small part in the differential
cross section is cut off. But for large fermion masses a
major part is cut off with the small impact parameters,
so that the reduction factors should decrease significantly
from 1. This situation is exemplified in Fig. 3(d). For
a mass of the fermion of m; = 50 GeV the reduction
factor is o4 /c"WW = 0.4 for LHC and 0™ /c"WW = 0.6
for SSC; for my = 200 GeV we obtained o7¢¢ /cWW = 0.1
(LHC) and o4 /cWW = 0.3 (SSC).

Figure 5(b) shows the absolute total cross section
oW and the absolute reduced total cross section
‘71r>et§in—>Pbe Sftfe for the production of a fermion pair
in lowest order in the fine structure constant «. For very
light fermions, such as leptons (e*, u*,7%) and quarks
(u,d, s,c) in the 1 MeV to 1 GeV mass regime, the elec-
tromagnetic production cross sections are very high; but
here higher-order corrections in a have to be taken into
account. For fermion pairs with a much higher mass,
higher-order effects should be again of minor importance.
For a fermion mass of 50 GeV and 100 GeV the reduced
electromagnetic production cross section is about 4 nb
and 0.03 nb, respectively, for a Pb + Pb collision at LHC
energies (v = 3500). This corresponds to 400 and 3,
respectively, electromagnetically produced fermion pairs
with mass my = 50 GeV and 100 GeV, respectively, per
yr in a Pb + Pb collision.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We presented a general derivation of the equivalent
photon method from QED, which treats the electro-
magnetic production of scalar and pseudoscalar (spin 0)
bosons, charged (spin 0) boson, fermion pairs, charged
(spin 1) bosons, etc., on the same footing. The external
field approximation has been employed, which assumes
the two colliding heavy ions move on straight trajectories
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with constant velocity and are characterized by their clas-
sical electromagnetic fields. The crucial approximation
results from the observation that the transverse momen-
tum components of the virtual photons are suppressed by
the Lorentz contraction factor v over their longitudinal
components and their energy. Deviations of the equiva-
lent photon cross sections from exact cross sections are
of order 1/v; for LHC (SSC) energies we have v = 3500
(8000).

As a by-product an expression for the impact-
parameter dependent differential cross section could also
be derived; it maintains some of the simplicity of the
equivalent photon approach and its integration over the
impact parameter yields the total equivalent photon cross
section. As the impact-parameter dependence is con-
cerned, it is not the elementary two-photon fusion cross
section averaged over the photon polarizations which en-
ters in the equivalent photon cross section, but rather the
two polarized elementary two-photon fusion cross sec-
tions. For the scalar polarized cross section the polar-
ization vectors of the two photons are parallel, whereas
for the pseudoscalar cross section they are perpendicu-
lar. This has as consequences for the impact-parameter
dependent differential cross section that for the scalar
contribution the electromagnetic fields of the two col-
liding heavy ions have to be parallel and that for the
pseudoscalar contribution have to be perpendicular.

For the electromagnetic production of a scalar (spin 0)
boson only the scalar polarized two-photon fusion cross
section contributes to the impact-parameter dependent
cross section. For a pseudoscalar (spin 0) boson it is the
other way around, only the pseudoscalar polarized two-
photon fusion cross section contributes. For the electro-
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magnetic production of a charged (spin 0) boson pair and
a fermion pair the scalar as well as the pseudoscalar po-
larized two-photon fusion cross sections contribute. In
the limit of very large masses of charged bosons it is the
scalar part which dominates over the pseudoscalar part,
so that the electromagnetic fields have to be parallel. If
the fermion mass becomes very large it is then the pseu-
doscalar part which dominates over the scalar part, so
that the electromagnetic fields are mainly perpendicular.

In order to provide a clean experimental trigger on the
two heavy ions or its fission products, the central impact
parameter regime has to be excluded. A simple cutoff of
this regime leads to reduction factors of the total equiv-
alent photon cross section depending on the mass and
nature (i.e., scalar or pseudoscalar boson, charged boson
pair, fermion pair) of the produced particle or particles
and on the beam energy. This reduction factor remains
about 1 up to masses of approximately 1 GeV and can
decrease to approximately 1/10 for masses of about 200
GeV. This decrease for heavy masses is not crucial; with
an expected LHC luminosity of 10%® cm~2sec™! and a
running time of 1/3 yr still about 100 (1) charged boson
pairs with mass my+ = 50 GeV (100 GeV) and about
400 (3) fermion pairs with mass mg+ = 50 GeV (100
GeV) can be produced. In conclusion, at LHC energies
exotic particles with masses up to 200 GeV could be pro-
duced electromagnetically in ultrarelativistic heavy-ion
collisions.
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