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Inclusive photoproduction of charmonia-bottomonia pairs
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In this article we analyze the inclusive photoproduction of heavy charmonia-bottomonia pairs in the
color glass condensate framework and demonstrate that the cross section of the process is sensitive to dipole
and quadrupole forward scattering amplitudes (2- and 4-point correlators of Wilson lines). Using the
phenomenological parametrizations of these amplitudes, we estimate numerically the production cross
sections in the kinematics of the forthcoming Electron Ion Collider and the ultraperipheral collisions at the
LHC. We found that the contribution controlled by the quadrupole amplitude is dominant, and for this
reason, the suggested channel can be used as a gateway for studies of this nonperturbative object.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Due to their heavy masses and small sizes, quarkonia
have been considered as important probes of the gluonic
field of the target almost since their discovery [1,2].
The modern nonrelativistic quantum chromodynamics
(NRQCD) framework allows one to evaluate systematically
various perturbative corrections to processes which include
quarkonia [3-13]. This framework allows one to get
reasonable estimates for the cross sections, although at
present it includes some uncertainties in nonperturbative
long distance matrix elements (LDMEs) of quarkonia
states [9-13], as well as apparent mismatch of the LDMEs
of different quarkonia which challenge the expectations
based on heavy quark mass limit [13—17]. Furthermore,
even in the heavy quark mass limit the production of single
quarkonia provides only limited information about the
gluonic field. For this reason, since the early days of QCD
theoretical efforts were dedicated to production mechanisms
of multiple quarkonia in the final state [18—21], which could
provide significantly more exhaustive information about the
gluonic content of the target. Recent experiments at the LHC
demonstrated a feasibility to study the production of quar-
konia pairs experimentally.

In this paper we will focus on the associated production
of charmonia and bottomonia, which have a very simple
structure of the partonic amplitude. The theoretical studies
of such processes (particularly, J/y + Y hadroproduction)
were initiated in [22-24] and attracted a lof of theoretical
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attention as possible probes of the gluonic field of the
target. In the collinear and k7 factorization approach, such
processes give a possibility to study the so-called double
parton distribution functions (DPDFs), which encode the
information about correlation of different constituents in
the target. Recent experimental data [25,26] demonstrated
that the double parton distributions might give significant
contributions in this channel. However, due to a large
number of different mechanisms in hadroproduction, these
contributions have sophisticated structure, which compli-
cates interpretation of experimental data in terms of partonic
content of the target. At present the situation remains
unclear: while inclusion of the DPDFs allows one to explain
the difference between the data and predictions based on
single-parton scattering, the value of the so-called effective
cross-section o (parameter which controls the magnitude
of the DPDFs) depends significantly on the channel used for
its extraction [27-29]. In view of these difficulties of
hadroproduction channel, the photoproduction of the same
states can serve as a simpler alternative for testing our
understanding of the contributing mechanisms. Previously,
the studies of the double quarkonia photoproduction mostly
focused on exclusive channels [30-39]. However, the
inclusive production of such states also deserves interest
as a potential gateway for studies of the gluonic distribu-
tions. Nowadays such processes may be studied in ultra-
peripheral pA collisions at the LHC, provided that the recoil
nucleus is separated by a large rapidity gap from the other
hadrons. The use of heavy ions allows one to boost
significantly the flux of equivalent photons, and in this
way facilitates measurement of tiny cross sections. In the
future, such processes may also be studied in electron-
proton collisions at the Electron Ion Collider (EIC) [40,41],
the Large Hadron electron Collider (LHeC) [42], and the
Future Circular Collider (FCC-he) [43-45].
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In the kinematics of all the above-mentioned experi-
ments, due to an enhanced role of multiparton distributions,
which eventually lead to the onset of saturation effects, it is
appropriate to analyze this process in the frameworks with
built-in saturation. In what follows we will use for our
studies a color glass condensate (CGC) framework [46-56],
which naturally incorporates the saturation effects and
provides a phenomenologically successful description of
both hadron-hadron and lepton-hadron collisions [57-64].
The cross sections of physical processes in this framework
are expressed in terms of the forward multipole scattering
amplitudes (n-point correlators of Wilson lines), which have
probabilistic interpretation and present important physical
characteristics of the target. Technically, these correlators
generalize the multigluon distribution functions used in a
collinear and k; factorization picture, providing correct
asymptotic behavior in the high-energy limit.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II we briefly
describe the main components of the CGC framework and
then present the theoretical results for the photoproduction
of heavy quarkonia pairs in the CGC approach. In Sec. III
we provide numerical estimates using the phenomenologi-
cal parametrizations of dipole and quadrupole amplitudes.
Finally, in Sec. IV we draw conclusions.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Nowadays, the photoproduction processes may be stud-
ied in electron-proton, proton-proton, and proton-nuclear
collisions in ultraperipheral kinematics. The corresponding
cross sections of these processes are related to the photo-
production cross section as
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where in (1) we use standard deep inelastic scattering
notations, in which y is the inelasticity (fraction of electron
energy which passes to the photon), ¢ and P are the
4-momenta of the photon and proton, and (y,,kz), with
a =1, 2, are the rapidities and transverse momenta of the
produced quarkonia with respect to the electron-proton or
hadron-hadron collision axis. The notation do; is used
for the cross section of the photoproduction subprocess,

induced by a transversely polarized photon. The expression
dn,(w = E,q*) in (2) is the spectral density of the flux of
equivalent photons with energy E, and transverse momen-
tum ¢ with respect to the nucleus, which was found
explicitly in [65]. The momenta pl =k} —q* are the
transverse parts of the quarkonia momenta with respect to
the produced photon. Due to the nuclear form factor of the
recoil nucleus, the spectral density dn, (w, q*) is strongly
suppressed for the transverse momenta g larger than the
inverse nuclear radius R;!, so the average values of g+
are quite small, (g2 ) ~ (Q?) ~ (R3)™! < (0.2 GeV/A!/3)2,
and the transverse momentum dependence of the cross
sections in the left-hand side of (2) almost coincides with
the p | dependence of the photoproduction cross section in
the right-hand side, and for this reason from now on we will
tacitly assume that pt ~ k.

For further evaluations we need to fix the reference frame
and write out explicit light-cone momenta decompositions
of the participating hadrons. In what follows we will use
notations p;, p, for the 4-momenta of produced heavy
quarkonia, and P for the momentum of the proton. We will
work in the reference frame in which the light-cone
expansion of these 4-vectors is given by

q = (q+’ 0’ OJ_)7

2 E +\/E2—m12\,
P:(ﬂﬁp_,()l)’ pr=—" - ~ V2E,,

2P~ NG
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7P¢J{>a Cl:1,2, (5)

Mg =\ M+ (p2)*. (6)

where my is the mass of the nucleon, and M, M, are the
masses of the produced quarkonia. In what follows we
will be mostly interested in the high-energy collider
kinematics ¢*, P~ > {Q,M,,my}, when quarkonia are
produced with relatively small transverse momenta. In this
kinematics it is possible to use an eikonal picture and
assume that the plus-component g* of the photon light-
cone momentum is shared only between the produced
quarkonia, namely

gt~ Miter + Mye. (7)

The invariant energy W of the y p collision and the invariant
mass M, of the produced heavy quarkonia pair are given by

Wr=s,,=(q+P)?*=-0"+my+2q-P
~ —m% + 2P~ (Mie” + Mxe”) (8)
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and

M3, = (py + p2)* = M3 + M3
+ 2(M{M3 cosh Ay — pt- - py) 9)

respectively. The photoproduction cross section do, which
appears in (1), (2), is the central quantity of interest for the
present study and will be evaluated in the color glass
condensate approach [46-56]. In the following Sec. 1T A
we briefly remind the reader of the main assumptions of this
theoretical framework, and in Sec. IIB we present final
theoretical results of the evaluation. To avoid possible soft
factorization breaking final state interactions, in what follows
we will tacitly assume that the produced quarkonia are
kinematically well separated from each other, namely that
the invariant relative velocity

* (P 'P2>2 (Mfz_M%_M%)z

is sufficiently large,

(cutoff)
VUrel < rel

=2a,(m.) ~0.7, (11)
or equivalently formulated in terms of the invariant mass of

hadron pairs,

1
M3, 2 (M) + My)? +2M M, -1

1= (o)’

(12)

A. High-energy scattering in CGC picture

For heavy quarkonia production, the heavy quark mass
mg plays the role of the natural hard scale, which
determines the interaction strength of heavy quarks with
the gluonic field. In the heavy quark mass limit it is
formally possible to develop a systematic expansion over
the strong coupling a;(my) < 1. However, such expansion
might not be very reliable in the small-x limit, when the
gluon fields are enhanced due to saturation effects and
reach values Aj; ~ 1/ay. The interaction of the partons with
the ultrarelativistic target (shockwave) in this kinematics is
characterized by nearly instantaneous color exchange,
which can be described in the eikonal approximation. In
this picture the interaction of a heavy quark with the target
is described by a Wilson line U(x ) [47-51,55,56]

Ulx,) = Pexp (ig / dx‘Aj(x‘,th“), (13)

where x| is the impact parameter of the parton, t, are the
ordinary color group generators of pQCD in fundamental

representation, and Ag(x) = —V% pa(x7,x) is the gluonic
1

field in the target created by the color charge density p,.
According to classical CGC picture [47-49], for multi-
parton scattering processes each physical observable O
should be averaged with a weight function W[p] which
describes the probability of a given charge distribution p
inside the target, namely

(©) = / DpW(plO)] (14)

where from now on we will use angular brackets (...) for
such averaging. The analytic evaluation of the path integral
Dp is possible only for a few simple forms of Wip| (e.g.,
for Gaussian). Fortunately, for many observables the
averages (O) may be expressed in terms of a limited set
of universal (process-independent) amplitudes, such as
dipole or quadrupole forward scattering amplitudes, thus
avoiding explicit evaluation of the integral over all possible
charge configurations.

For example, the amplitude of the heavy quark pair
or (single) quarkonia production from a gluon may be
described by the two diagrams shown in Fig. 1 (see for
details [66—68]) and is given by

A0 = —ig [ dznlp, ek uipg D). (15)

where z represents the coordinate of the interaction point in
the configuration space, and the corresponding parton
fields are given by

+ R o N S
_( ) _ 1 Py d2 ipg (z P > zpqxq.zp;m
u(pg,z) =5\ 5= x,e

2\ 27

(2 ) mar W oc-2) + 0()

&, -2
X(}’_— T +m), (16)

z Py

for the produced quarks,

<« <«
SR O I

FIG. 1. Diagrams which describe the inclusive heavy quark pair
production in the CGC picture in leading order over ay. The
subscript numbers 1, 2 enumerate the heavy quark lines in our
convention. The subscript letter z is the coordinate of the
interaction vertex in the configuration space. The red block
represents the interaction with the target (shockwave).
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for the produced antiquark, and

k* —ik*( _g ”) ik,
:2—/d2xge "

T

(5) (o)
x (U (x,)0() + 5 0= e () (18)

for the initial-state gluon, where the vector n, in (18) is the
unit light-cone vector pointing in the direction of the target
momentum. The notation U*“ is used for the components of
the matrix (13) in adjoint representation. The expressions in
square brackets in (16)—(18) merely reflect that correspond-
ing U-matrices should be taken into account only if the
colored parton exists at the moment of interaction with the
shockwave of the target. In the limit U — 1 (no interaction)
the amplitude (15) reduces to a mere perturbative spinor
and gluon polarization vector. In what follows we will work
in the mixed representation, describing the kinematics of
each parton in terms of its light-cone momenta of the
partons together with transverse coordinates in configura-
tion space. Since in the eikonal approximation the inter-
action of any parton with the target is described by
multiplicative factor U(X,) in proper representation of
the color group, evaluation of the amplitudes and cross
sections becomes straightforward. For a simple process
shown in (1), the amplitude of the process is described by
the S-matrix element [55,56,60]

b (k. z)

S (r(U(x,)U"

SZ(nyq,xq) = N
c

(x3))y.  (19)
where the notation Y is used for the dipole rapidity. The
dipole scattering amplitude N(x,r,b) can be related to
S,(Y.x,.x;) as

N(x,r,b) =1-=8,(Y,x,.x;), (20)
where the variable r =x, —x; is the transverse size of
the dipole, and b = a,x, + a;x; is the transverse position
of the dipole’s center of mass. In complete analogy we

may introduce the multipole scattering S-matrix elements
(correlator of Wilson lines)

SZn(vahgl? "'7xn7§n)

= - UE)U@)-..

c

Ux,)U(E)))y.  (21)

which characterize the scattering amplitudes of a
2n-particle ensemble of quarks. Each such correlator
represents independent characteristics of the target and
characterizes gluon distributions in the target.

1. Dilute scattering limit

If the saturation effects are not very large, the interaction
of heavy quarks with the target can be described perturba-
tively, making a Taylor expansion of the Wilson line (13),

Ulx,)~ 1+ ig / dx- A% (xx, )1
» N2
g _ _
b [ axcaioren)

x/dngat(xg,xu)t“lt“Z+~--. (22)

+

The dipole scattering amplitude (20) in this limit may be
expressed as

NGxrb) % g (o) =7l +Ola). (23

where we defined y, as
— A+ (v 2 -1 -
7a(x) =g [ dxA; (X ’x) =9 dx v_2p0<x ’x)'
1
(24)

For further evaluation it is convenient to rewrite (24) in the
form

1 ') +IT'(x
o ) ra(ea)) = 2N ) + ST
(25)
where we introduced a shorthand notation I'(x) = |y, (x)|?,

and ry,, b, are the transverse size and impact parameter of
the color dipole. For certain processes which involve
partonic ensembles with net zero color charge, the con-
tributions ~I"(x;) cancel, so the cross sections eventually
can be represented entirely as a linear superposition of
the dipole amplitudes N(x,r,b). The multipole scattering
amplitudes (21) in this limit may be rewritten as

Son (Y, X1, X0, o0y X001, X2)
~ Zcijkf(ya(xi) - ya(xj))(ya(xk) - ya(xf»’ (26)
aijkt

where c¢;j, are some numerical coefficients. Using the
identities (25), it is possible to express (26) as a linear
superposition of the forward color dipole amplitudes.
However, at higher orders in a,(m,) there are contributions
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which include multiple products of y(x; ), and which cannot
be reduced to a mere superposition of dipole amplitudes,
demonstrating independence of the multipole contributions
in a general case.

B. Inclusive photoproduction of meson pairs

The inclusive heavy quarkonia pair production in general
may proceed via a number of different mechanisms, and for
this reason presents a sophisticated problem. In what
follows we will focus on the production of charmonia-
bottomonia pairs with opposite C parity, in order to have
vacuum quantum numbers in the #-channel. In the leading
order of the perturbation theory at the amplitude level this
process is described by a set of diagrams shown in Fig. 2.
For comparison, the production of quarkonia pairs in a
general case requires inclusion of additional Feynman
diagrams shown in Fig. 3, or emission of additional hard
gluons, leading to significantly more complicated expres-
sions for the cross sections.

T > ! v _%
P <% 2.:).:,\/\A(

v 21 ) :

The evaluation of the diagrams shown in Fig. 2 is
straightforward. The diagrams in the left and right rows
might be related to each other by inversion of the quark line
in the upper loop, and for this reason for quarkonia states
with definite C parity give the same (up to a sign)
contributions. According to NRQCD, the quarkonia for-
mation can proceed both from color singlet and color octet
QQ pairs, so the total cross section may be represented as
an incoherent sum

do deV)  do'®
— = , 27
dQ, dQ, + dQ, (27)

where we introduced a shorthand notation dQ, =
dy,d|pi|*dy,d|py|*d¢ for the phase volume, ¢ is the
azimuthal angle between the transverse momenta of the
quarkonia, and do"), do(® stand respectively for the color
singlet and octet contributions. The diagrams 1-4 lead to
formation of QQ pair (partons 3 and 4) in a color octet

- -
e

v 21 ): :

i o
-

o
.:.:

( 4

6

FIG.2. Diagrams which describe the inclusive charmonia-bottomonia pairs production in the CGC picture in the leading order over «.
The diagrams in the right column differ from diagrams in the left column just by inversion of the quark line in the upper loop (charge
conjugation). The dominant color singlet contribution comes from the diagrams in the last row (diagrams 5 and 6 respectively). The
subscript numbers 1—4 enumerate the heavy quark lines in our convention. The subscript letters z; ...z;3 stand for the coordinates of the
interaction vertices in the configuration space. The red block represents the interaction with the target (shockwave).
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Additional diagrams which in general should be taken into account for inclusive quarkonia pair production in the CGC picture

in the leading order over a, do not contribute to charmonia-bottomonia pairs. The subscript numbers 1-4 enumerate the heavy quark
lines in our convention. The subscript letters z;...z3 stand for the coordinates of the interaction vertices in the configuration space. The

red block represents the interaction with the target (shockwave).

state, whereas the remaining two diagrams lead to for-
mation of both color singlet and color octet pairs. The
evaluation of the color octet contribution, shown in dia-
grams 1-4 in the upper two rows may be interpreted as a
production of the first quarkonium M, via y* — Mg
subprocess, with subsequent fragmentation of the emitted
hard gluon into the second quarkonium M,. Indeed, we
may observe that the gluon connecting quark lines of
different heavy flavors is perturbative, and there is no
instantaneous contributions to its propagator. For this
reason, the contribution of diagrams 1-4 to the cross
section may be rewritten as

do'®) / dz
= | —D
th Z
where D,_,y, (z) is the fragmentation function of the gluon
to the second quarkonium M, [69,70], and z is the fraction
of the gluon momentum carried by the second quarkonium.

In the leading order over a,(mg), the fragmentation
function is given by

o, A
Dg_,Mz(z)%$ﬂ<0’”2(35[18])>5(z—1)<1+O( QCD>>,

mo

(@) doy .y, g(P1v.Py =Pom/7)
9=M> dQ,

(28)

(29)

where (OM> (35[18] )) is the corresponding color octet matrix
element for the quarkonium M,; however, at higher orders
in a;(mg), due to emission of soft gluons, the function
D,_.y, acquires nonzero finite width, and its peak shifts
towards smaller z < 1 [70]. The evaluation of the cross-
section do,_,y,, may be found in_ [71] and largely repeats
similar evaluation of the y* — QQg subprocesses from
[66,72]. The final result of this evaluation reads as [66,72]

Aoy g Pi-Py) 46
r' oM g\WIM>Pyg ij
= —_— 30
de, ZdQZ ( )
i,j=1
dé?;
dQZ

11 1
(g%)? (27)*8(1 - x,)

></dHi(p,pg;r,b,z)de(p,pg;tJ,b’]z,z’)

=le] rp ry r r
X2 <b12 +7,b12 _7’1’1’/12 —7,1/12 +7,z’, Y

XFf,j(p,Pg,Q;"12,b12,zv",12vb,12vzl)7 (31)

where by, = (x| +x,)/2 is the impact parameter of the
quarkonium M;, r =x; —x, is the transverse distance
between the quarks in the quarkonium, “primed” variables
b',7,r correspond to similarly defined variables in the
conjugate amplitude, and the corresponding differential
measure of integration dIT,(...) is defined as

d®ze s if i =1,3,
dIl;(p.p,ir.b.z) = d>re”P12d%p{ e~Pr b)) if j =2,
e Ps0-5) if | = 4.

(32)

The explicit expressions for the matrices EECJ] and T}
may be found in [71] and will be omitted here for brevity.

According to modern estimates [9,12,69,73-75], the color

octet matrix elements OM (3S[18]) are very small and con-
stitute <1072 of the color singlet matrix elements. For this
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reason, a gluon fragmentation mechanism constitutes just a
few percent correction and may be disregarded in the first
approximation, especially in the kinematics of small trans-
verse moments p which we study in this paper.

In what follows we will focus on the contribution of the
last two diagrams 5 and 6 in Fig. 2 which represent
the dominant color singlet contributions. In evaluations
we may use the fact that the final-state quarks are nearly on-
shell, and in the eikonal picture the free quark propagator

|

becomes diagonal in transverse coordinates in configura-
tion space, namely

dictdk, v+
So(x —y) ~ “2n) 2k

—ik-(x=y) ~, Sx,—yi) (33)

(see details in [76]). The corresponding cross section in this
limit may be rewritten as a convolution of wave functions
and target-dependent multipole contributions, namely:

4
th /<Hd2 )<gdzxﬁ-)N(xl,xz,x3,x4;x%,x’2,x’3,xg)

% \PZH hy 1};”13"4 ()hyhahzhy

0000
51,304
x (P, " "V 5000

where £; and §; are the helicities of heavy quarks in the
amplitude and its conjugate (summation is implied), 5

r;;/2 = b;; is the impact parameter of the dipole made

U
of partons i, and j [77-79] z//QQhQIZh‘h“(xl,xz,x3,x4,q) is

the wave function which describes the 4-quark QQQQ
Fock state inside the quasireal photon (see details in

Appendix A). We also use a shorthand notation ‘I‘},f,}h" for
the conventional NRQCD projectors (in helicity basis)
multiplied by the appropriate long distance matrix elements
of the corresponding meson M. In the heavy quark mass
limit the largest LDMEs are associated with the 3, S,
and 'P, states, for which the corresponding projectors are
given by [5,6,8,80]

N (1, x5, %3, %43 X, X5, x5, x)) =

(7)1 525354

‘(nl.B L.
(xl;xz;x?’;x4; )el(Pl b12+p2 b34>

(35555 @) P Pt D)), (34)

1 Oyl's P
\PThlhz [ISO] - _ N < M[ 0]> |:y5 <TM + mQ):| )
c hyhy

mo
(35)
thihy [3 _ 1 <0M[ISO]> 2 ﬁ_M m
R i Ll CRE
(36)

where P,, is the 4-momentum of the corresponding
quarkonium, m, are the quarkonia masses, and (O))
are the corresponding long-distance matrix elements. We
also introduced a shorthand notation,

(tr[1,U (e ) U ()t 1, U () U (et 1, U (e U (6t 1, U (5 U ()]

- % < (trc[U(xl)U*(xz)U(x3)U*(x4)}

—Nitrc[wxl>U*<x2>1trc[U<x3>U*<x4>1)

c

x (trcw DU UV ()] = gt UG e U7 5)] ) )

(tre[U(x))UT (x2) U x3)

4>|~

U™ ()]t [U (x})UT () U (x5) U™ (x)])

(I UG U () U ) U ()i [U ) U (05 e [U () U ()

4N,

- (tre[UGe)UT (e2)]tre [U (a3) U () Jtr [U (6 ) U () U (x5) U (x})])

4N,

+ (211\,C>2<tfc[U () UT ()]t [U (x3) UT (30 ]t [U () U () Jtr [U (x5) U (x)]).

(37)

for the density matrix which describes interaction of the 4-quark ensemble with the target, with subsequent formation

of two color singlet dipoles. The angular brackets (...

) denote averaging over the color sources, as defined in (14).
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As we demonstrate in Appendix B, after convolution with color generators and color averaging, it is possible to

rewrite (37) as

2
_c

s / / / _
N (x1, %0, %3, %45 %), x5, x5, %)) = 2

X [S4(x), X5, X)) = S5(x7,%5) 5 (x5, %))

which includes only dipole and quadrupole correlators. In
the usual large-N. limit the averaging may be applied
separately to different terms in the product in (38), so
eventually the cross section probes the quadrupole
and dipole forward scattering amplitudes. We need to
mention that the combination of quadrupole and dipoles,
Sa(x1,%2,%3,%4) — S»(x1,%,)S,(x3,x4), which appears bi-
linearly in (38), also controls the dominant color singlet
contribution in inclusive hadroproduction of single quar-
konia [81]. In the latter channel the p; dependence is pre-
dominanlty sensitive to the combination x; + X, — X3 — X4
(difference of impact parameters of the produced quarkonia
in the amplitude and its conjugate), whereas dependence on
other combinations of transverse coordinates is integrated
out in the heavy quark mass limit." The double quarkonia
production cross section (38) includes convolution with
completely different dependence on coordinates, and for
this reason provides an independent observable for study of
the quadrupole contributions. In the special limit when the
distance between any quark-antiquark pair vanishes, the
quadrupole amplitude reduces to a dipole amplitude, and for
this reason (38) cancels exactly. Due to this, the integral (34)
remains finite despite of possible singular behavior of the
)
0000
While the differential cross section (34) contains exhaus-
tive information about the multipole elements of the target,
due to smallness of the cross sections, experimentally it may
be interesting to study the p | -integrated cross section, for
which analytic integration over [ d’pi and [d°ps yields

do 4
= 4(2n)3 / d2§d211< d2xl~>
dy,dy, (2) ,1:[1
XN (x1,%0, %3, X456, +x, —E,x3+ x4 — 1))

x [T%lhzlpxjmw(ﬂhlh2h3h4(xl§x2§x3§x4261)}

wave function y in this limit.

0000
% (\PE)llf)zxpzjljmwg)Qf)g)Qﬂ)sfh
X (Ex) +x, —Empxs +x4—15q))". (39)

'In our qualitative discussion of single quarkonia produc-
tion we disregard additional phase factors ~e*P7i which
take into account transverse boosts of the quarkonium wave
function [77-79]. For quarkonia the typical dipole size r;; is
controlled by the heavy quark mass and becomes negligible in the
heavy quark mass limit.

([Sa(y. 20,23, %4) — S5(x1,22) 85 (x5, x4)]

(38)

|

Finally, we would like to discuss briefly the evaluation of
the diagrams shown in Fig. 3, which can contribute in the
general case of quarkonia pair production. The evaluation
largely follows the same procedure, however the interaction
of the shock wave with heavy quarks at early stages
(diagrams in the left and middle columns of Fig. 3) does
not allow one to rewrite the cross section as a convolution

of y/g)Q 00 with a universal target-dependent structure even

in eikonal approximation: due to the peculiar structure of
the shockwave interaction with partons (16)—(18), there are
no contributions with instantaneous virtual quarks and
gluons which were taken into account in the evaluation
Sooo
singlet heavy quarkonia (= take traces over the color
indices of heavy quark lines, independently in the ampli-
tude and its conjugate), the interaction with the target
eventually can be expressed in terms of the dipole and
quadrupole amplitudes (no sextupole and octupole contri-
butions); however, the structure of such expressions will be
different for the diagrams in each column of Fig. 3. A
systematic evaluation for that case requires a dedicated
study and will be presented elsewhere.

of Since in the final state we register only the color

III. PHENOMENOLOGICAL ESTIMATES

A. Parametrization of the dipole
and quadrupole amplitudes

The numerical estimates depend crucially on the choice
of the parametrization of the dipole and quadrupole
amplitudes. For the dipole amplitude N, we will use the
phenomenological impact parameter b-dependent “bCGC”
parametrization [78,82] which has correct asymptotic
behavior in the small- and large-size dipole limits, and
has been fitted to reproduce various phenomenological data
with reasonable precision.

The quadrupole amplitude in general is an independent
nonperturbative object, not related to a dipole amplitude.
However, as was discussed in [8§3—85], in the limit of large
number of colors N, > 1, it is possible to relate various
multipole and multitrace matrix elements, and essentially
express them all in terms of the dipole amplitude N. For
heavy charmonia in QCD, the use of the large-N . limitis well
justified, since the discarded ~O(1/N,) corrections para-
metrically are on par with strong coupling a,(m.) ~ 1/3.
The derivation of these identities is cumbersome and may be
found in the above-mentioned references [83,84].
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The possibility to express the amplitude in terms of the
color singlet dipoles may be also understood from the area
enhancement argument introduced in [86-88]: The inter-
action of the color singlet multipole (e.g., quadrupole) with
the target grows as a function of its size due to color
transparency; for this reason we expect that in the phase
space integration, the dominant contribution should come
from the configurations with well-separated partons in the
transverse space. On the other hand, color group averaging
suppresses correlators in which the distance between
partons exceeding the color correlation length set by the
saturation scale, namely |x; —x;| > O;'. However, this
suppression does not work for configurations in which
all partons are grouped into small-size color singlet pairs,
separated by large distances between pairs.2 After the
integration over phase space, it becomes clear that such
multipair configurations are enhanced compared to true or
“genuine” multipoles (quadrupoles). The enhancement
factor is given by ~(S, 0?)"~!, where S, is the transverse
area of the target, and n 2 1 is the number of color singlet
pairs. According to modern phenomenological parametri-
zations, the typical values of saturation scale Q, in the
kinematics of interest are of order 1 GeV ~ (0.2 fm)~!; for
this reason the enhancement factor (S, Q?) might be
numerically large even for the proton. For this reason,
any multipoint correlator may be approximated as a sum of
pairwise products [86—88]

<UT(yl)a|b| U(yz)uzhzu‘UT(yzn_l)azn_]hzn_] U(yzn)““hlﬂ>
~ Y I Wowu)mn). (40)

c€ll(y) {ap}e€c

where y = {1,2,...,2n} and I1(y) is the set of partitions of
y with disjoint pairs. The result (40) significantly simplifies
evaluation of the diagrams with multipole contributions and
allows one to apply Wick’s theorem in order to introduce
the glasma graph approach.

As was suggested in [83,84], the result (40) for the
quadrupoles might be replaced with a more accurate
expression which takes into account the effects of
Jalilian-Marian, Iancu, McLerran, Weigert, Leonidov,
and Kovner evolution, as well as has more accurate
behavior in a few physically important limits. Explicitly,
the amplitude S, is given by

2Formally in our expansion we should take into account all
groups of matrices which include color singlet irreducible
representation in expansion of direct product, for example color
triplets (U(x;)U(x,)U(x3)) for N, = 3. However, from the area
enhancement argument it is clear that the dominant contribution
comes from the configurations with maximal number of disjoint
blocks, which corresponds to pairwise products U (x,)U(x,).

5= <Nitrcw<x1>u*<xz>u<x3>u*<x4>]>

C
Dy (xr.20) + Ty (a3, x4) =Ty (x1,23) = Ty (x5, x4)
Ty (x1.%5) + Ty (x3,%4) = Ty(x1,2%4) = Ty(x2,X3)

X 8y (x1.%5)85(x3.x4)

Ty (xy,x4) + Ty (x2,%3) =Ty (x,x3) = Ty(x5,X4)
Ty (xy,x4) + Ty (2. x3) =Ty (x1,25) = Ty (x3.%4)
x?z(xl,x4)§2(x2,x3) (41)

where the function I'y (x;,x;) is defined as

Ty(x;,x;) = —In(Sy(x;.x;)) = —In (1 = N(x,r;;. b;))).
(42)

The expression (41) includes denominators vanishing at the
hypersurface

Cy(xp.x) +Ty(x3,x4) = Ty (x1,x4) +Ty(x2.x3);  (43)

however, the function S, remains finite when approaching
this hypersurface, with limiting value given by

x <1+ln E(x"“@(x“x“))). (44)

2 (%1, %3) 85 (%2, x4)

The combination Sy (x,X,,%3,%4) — S (X, X2)S, (x5, X4)
which appears in (38) may be rewritten as

Sa(x1, X2, X3, %4) = S(x1,%2) 85 (%3, x4)

~ Ty(xp,%4) +Ty(x2,x3) = Ty(x),x3 y (%2, %4)
Ty(x1,xq) + Ty (xg,x3) — Ty (x, x5 y(%3,%4)
X [S5(x1.%2) 85 (%3, X4) 4 S5(x1.%4) S5 (x5, x3)]. (45)

)—T
) —T

In the dilute limit, the expression for S, simplifies as [83,84]

5 = <Nitrcw<x]>U*<x2>U<x3>U*<x4>]>

R 1= N(x,r12.b15) = N(x,734,b34) — N(x,723,b23)
= N(x,r14,b14) + N(x,713,b13) + N(x, 724, byy).
(46)

Substituting this result into the amplitude (37), it is possible
to show that the nonzero contributions show up only when
we take into account the nonlinear ~O(N?) terms in
expansion and reads as
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N (xy,xp,X3,%4; X, x5, x5, x))
NZ
C
Sy [N(x,r13,b13) + N(x, 724, b24) — N(x,723,b13)

— N(x,714,014)][N(x, 73, b13) + N(x,7%4,b5)
— N(x,r%3,b%) — N(x, )4, by,)]. (47)

The expressions in the second and the third lines of (47)
may be rewritten using identity

N(x,r13,b13) + N(x,r24.b24)
= N(x.r23.b23) = N(x, 114, b14)
~ [N(x,r13,b13) = N(x.r23,b3)]
= [N(x.r14,b14) = N(x. 124, b24)] (48)

which clearly shows that (47) vanishes when any of the
dipole sizes ry,,r34,r),.r,, goes to zero. Indeed, as was
discussed in the previous section, in this limit the quadru-
pole amplitude reduces to a dipole amplitude and exactly
cancels in (38). In the small-r domain it is expected that the
dipole amplitude N should have an asymptotic behavior

N(x,r,b) ~ (Q%(x,b)r?)", (49)

where Q. is the saturation scale, and y <1 is some
numerical coefficient. For y=~1 (e.g., “GBW” and
“bSat” parametrizaitons [89]) it is possible to simplify
drastically (47) and rewrite it as

=1 Y A R )
/\/’(y )(xl’x21x3,x4,x1,x2,x3,x4)

L NVeOi(x)
2

which demonstrates the dependence of the scattering
amplitude N on sizes of individual dipoles in a heavy
quark mass limit. For y # 1 a simple form (50) is not valid.
However the antisymmetry of (47) with respect to permu-
tations r| < r,,ry; <> r, indicates that the amplitude (47)
should have a pronounced sensitivity to a relative orienta-
tion of vectors (ry,,r34) and (r,.r%,).

(r12 - 134)(rpy - Tay)s (50)

B. Numerical estimates for fully differential
cross sections

For the sake of definiteness, we will focus on the
production of the J/y +n, and Y(1S) + 5, production,
which are expected to have the largest cross section among
all of the charmonia-bottomonia pairs. We disregard the
color octet channels in view of the smallness of the color
octet LDME:s. For the dominant color singlet LDMEs we
will use the values [9,74,75]

<C’)’/"’(3S[1”)> ~3(0n('s) ~ 1.16 Gev?,  (51)

(0719 (si1) ) w3(0m (1) ~830 Gev?,  (52)

where the LDMEs of pseudoscalar mesons are fixed using
the relations valid in the heavy quark mass limit [3].
As expected from potential models [90-93], these
LDMEs approximately scale with a heavy quark mass
as ~(as(mg)my)>.

In Fig. 4 we illustrate the transverse momentum depend-
ence of the cross section for different quarkonia states.
Following the tradition, for the ultraperipheral pA collisions
at the LHC, the cross sections in what follows are given on a
per nucleon basis (divided by atomic mass number A
respectively). A significant increase of the per-nucleon cross
section in pA collisions at the LHC can be explained by the
factor ~Z? in the photon flux, where Z is the atomic number
of the projectile nucleus. The significant difference of J /yn,
and Y (15)7. cross sections might be understood in the dilute
limit: in this case the pseudoscalar quarkonium can originate
only from the secondary (lower) quark loop in Fig. 2. The
virtuality of the gluon which connects the two loops is largely
controlled by the mass of this pseudoscalar quarkonium, thus
yielding a relative suppression factor

Aoypipym, <M_ﬂ>4 ~1072, (53)

do,,1(15), mh

In Fig. 5 we study the dependence of the cross sections on the
azimuthal angle ¢ between the transverse momenta of the
two quarkonia states. In order to make meaningful compari-
son of the cross sections, which differ by orders of magni-
tude, we plotted the normalized ratio of the cross sections,

do(....$)/d,
dG(' (R ¢max)/dgh '

where ¢, 1 the angle which maximizes the numerators
of (54). Since the quarkonia (dipole) sizes are small in the
heavy quark mass limit, the dependence on transverse
momenta in the small-p; kinematics is largely sensitive to
the dependence on the (Fourier conjugate) impact parameters
by, = (x| +x,)/2and b3, = (x5 +x,)/2 in the implemented
quadrupole amplitude. For the parametrization (41), the
dependence on angle ¢ between the centers of mass of the
dipoles, b, and b5, is largely controlled by prefactor

R(¢) =

(54)

~Ty(x1,24) +Ty(x2,%3) =Ty (x1,203) =Ty (x2,%4)

~Ty <b12_b34+r12—5r34) +Ty <b12_b34_r12—;r34>

-Ty <b12—b34 +r12;r34) =Ty <b12_b34 _r125r34)’

(55)

where we introduced variables r;; = x; — x; for the distance
between pairs of the heavy quarks. In the heavy quark mass
limit, the dominant contribution comes from the region
r'12, 34 <K by, b3y For the angle ¢ = 0 (collinearly directed
impact parameters), the factor (55) is suppressed atb |, =~ b3y:
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FIG. 4. The cross sections of inclusive production of different quarkonia pairs with opposite C parities. For the sake of definiteness we
considered that both quarkonia are produced with the same absolute value of the transverse momenta p;- = p5 = py. Upper and lower
rows correspond to kinematics of ultraperipheral collisions and the Electron-Ion Collider, respectively. The left column corresponds to
cross sections of the photon-proton subprocess, the right column includes predictions for the cross section of the full process. For
ultraperipheral kinematics at the LHC we consider collisions of protons with lead (208Pb) ions, and the cross sections are given per
nucleon. For the EIC we considered the electron-proton collisions only; for heavy nuclei these results should be understood as cross
sections per nucleon. For the sake of definiteness we considered production at central rapidities (y; = y, = 0) in the lab frame. The
shape of the p; dependence has a very mild dependence on rapidity and azimuthal angle ¢ between the produced quarkonia.

physically this corresponds to a tiny quadrupole passing at
some distance from the nucleus. The cross section increases
homogeneously as a function of ¢, which merely reflects
growth of the quadrupole moment of the four-quark ensem-
ble. The predicted pronounced ¢ dependence suggests that
predominantly the production occurs in the back-to-back
kinematics, akin to exclusive photoproduction of the same
pairs [37]. In order to demonstrate that the expected ¢
dependence is due to the implemented parametrization of
the quadrupole amplitude, in the second row of Fig. 5 we
compare predictions obtained with the parametrization (41)
and a trivial parametrization

S4(X1,X2,x3,x4>: 1, (56)

which corresponds to a free noninteracting quadrupole. For
the latter parametrization, integration of the quadrupole terms
in (34) yields & functions ~5(pi),5(ps), so for nonzero
momenta pi,py the quadrupole contribution effectively

drops out. As we can see from the last row in Fig. 5, the ¢
dependence in this case is negligibly small: it exists due to a

mild dependence on orientation of the two dipoles r|,, r34 in
()
0000°
predicted ¢ dependence is due to the chosen parametrization
of the quadrupole amplitude.

In order to understand how the quadrupoles affect the

magnitude of the cross section, in Fig. 6 we plotted the ratio

the wave function y This finding corroborates that the

de*V) /dQ,

— 57
do'0) /dQ, (57)

R(¢) =

in which the numerator and denominator were found using
parametrizations (41) and (56), respectively. Since the
parametrization (56) does not include quadrupole interac-
tion with the target, the deviations of the ratio (57) from
unity can be used to assess the relative importance of the
quadrupole scattering implemented in parametrization (41).
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FIG. 5. Upper row: dependence of the normalized ratio R(¢), defined in (54), on the angle ¢ (azimuthal angle between transverse
momenta of quarkonia). Left plot corresponds to the kinematics of ultraperipheral collisions at the LHC; right plot is for the kinematics
of the Electron-Ion Collider. The cross section has almost the same angular dependence for all rapidities and transverse momenta py (see
the text for more detailed explanation). Lower row: comparison of angular dependence found with parametrization (41) (curve with label

“Tancu et al.”) and a trivial parametrization (56).

From Fig. 6 we may conclude that in parametrization (41)
the quadrupole scattering gives the dominant contribution.

Finally, in the Figs. 7 and 8 we show the dependence on
quarkonia rapidities in the LHC and EIC kinematics. The

T T T T T T T
| Y(1S)n., E,=4 TeV

10t |- Y(AS)ne, Ep=275 GeV i
F Iy, Ep=275 GeV ]

S
'3
y1==0, py=p;=1 GeV
100 L 1 L 1 L 1 " 1
/4 /2 3 n/4 T
[

FIG. 6. The ratio of the cross sections (57) found with different
parametrizations of the quadrupole amplitude. The deviation of
this ratio from unity demonstrates the dominance of the quadru-
pole contribution in the parametrization (41).

growth of the cross section as a function of average rapidity
Y = (y; + y,)/2 merely repeats the rapidity dependence
(growth) of the dipole scattering amplitude, which contrib-
utes directly and indirectly via parametrization of the
quadrupole amplitude. In the second row of Figs. 7 and 8
we show the dependence of the cross section on the rapidity
difference Ay between the two heavy mesons. For simplicity
we made plots for the quarkonia having opposite rapidities
in the lab frame, y; = —y, = Ay/2. The configurations with
large rapidity difference correspond to highly asymmetric
sharing of the photon momentum between the quarks, for
)
0000
this reason, the quarkonia are predominantly produced with
close rapidities. Since the variable Ay may be related to the
invariant mass of the heavy quarkonia pairs (9), this behavior
implies suppression of the cross section for large invariant
masses of charmonia-bottomonia pairs.

which the wave function y is strongly suppressed. For

C. Numerical estimates for integrated cross sections

Up to now we considered the fully differential cross
sections, which present ideal probes for theoretical studies.
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FIG. 7. Rapidity dependence of the cross section in the kinematics of the ultraperipheral collisions at the LHC. Plots in the upper row
correspond to a configuration with equal rapidities of the produced quarkonia, y; = y,, whereas the lower row corresponds to rapidities
which differ by a sign in lab frame, y; = —y,. In both rows the left plot corresponds to the cross section of the photoproduction
subprocess, and the right column shows predictions for the cross section of the full process pA — A + MM, X, assuming proton-lead

collisions, as defined in (2).

However, experimentally, it can be challenging to access
them directly because of insufficient statistics, and for this
reason in this section we will provide predictions for the
yields integrated over some or all kinematic variables. A
comparison of theoretical predictions and experimental
data for such observables requires due care, since integra-
tion over kinematic variables commingles contributions
from different domains, and potentially can include con-
tributions from the regions where the theoretical approach
might be not valid. The CGC framework is well justified in
the small-xp region,

A‘;;2 5 10—2

Xp & (58)

though sometimes CGC might give a reasonable descrip-
tion up to much higher values of xz ~ 0.1. In order to avoid
an additional uncertainty due to extrapolations, we will
focus on the small-xz domain and assume that the cross
section vanishes if the constraint (58) is not satisfied. In
LHC kinematics the constraint (58) is fulfilled practically

for all rapidities and almost does not affect the integrated
observables. However, for EIC kinematics the constraint
(58) limits the possible range of rapidities y;, y, of the
produced quarkonia and suppresses the expected yields by
up to an order of magnitude. The total (“fiducial”) cross
sections in the EIC and LHC kinematics are given in
Table I. A significant enhancement of the per nucleon cross
section in pA collisions compared to pp can be explained
by the factor ~Z? in the photon flux, where Z is the atomic
number of the projectile nucleus. In the same table we also
provide predictions for the total number of quarkonia pair
photoproduction events and the production rate

dN ot __
dt

using the values of the instantaneous luminosity £ and
integrated luminosity L, = [ dtL from [40,41,94]. The
expected number of events in ep collisions at EIC and in
pA collisions at LHC are comparable, despite a significant
difference of the cross sections, because the luminosity at
the EIC will exceed by several orders of magnitude the

Niot = Gior X Ling Ot X L, (59)
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FIG. 8. Rapidity dependence of the cross section in the kinematics of the future Electron-Ion Collider. The left column corresponds to
the cross section of the photoproduction subprocess, and the right column shows predictions for the cross section of the full
electroproduction process eA — eAM M, X. Due to the heavy mass of the final state, the CGC approach is not applicable for y < —1,
and for y 2 1 the flux of the equivalent photons is suppressed due to leptonic factor (energy of the emitted virtual photon approaches
from below the energy of the electron).

TABLE 1. The total (fiducial) cross section for several channels and estimates for the produced/collected number of events at the EIC
and LHC. o, is the total (fiducial) cross sections [with constraint (58) imposed during phase space integration]; N, and dN,/dt are
the total number of produced pairs and the production rates, respectively. N, and dN;/dt are the expected total number of the collected
events and counting rates defined in (60). The values of instantaneous luminosity £ and integrated luminosity L£;,, = f dtL;, are taken
from [40,41,94]. For pA collisions the cross sections and luminosities are given per nucleon pair, for proton-lead (%gSPb) collisions.

Process NG L, cm™%s7! Lint Gt Nt dNy, /dt N, dN,/dt
ep collisions at EIC
ep = eTn X 141 GeV 103 100 fb~! 3 pb 3x105 2.6 x 103/day 198 1.69/day
ep — eJ/yn,X 9.9 b 990 8.5/day e e
Ultraperipheral pp collisions at LHC
pp = pYn.X 14 TeV 1034 100 fb~! 0.13 nb 1.3 x 107 1.1 x10°/day 8.5 x 10° 73 /day
pp — pJlyn,X 0.17 pb 1.7 x 10* 1.6 x 10%/day
Ultraperipheral pA collisions at LHC
ep — eYn.X 5.02 TeV 1030 100 pb~! 2.1 nb 2.1x10° 1.8x10*/day 1.3 x10> 0.12/day
8.16 TeV 37nb  37x10°  32x10%/day 24x10>  0.2/day
ep — el /yn,X 5.02 TeV 3.6 pb 3.6 x 107 0.3/day
8.16 TeV 49pb 49 x 10?2 0.4/day
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FIG.9. Single-differential cross-section do/dM, as a function of invariant mass M, of the produced heavy quarkonia pair. For pA
collisions the cross section is given on a per nucleon basis, for proton-lead (39°Pb) collisions. In order to have comparable magnitudes in
different channels, the cross section of ep — eJ/wn,X is multiplied by a common factor 200 in both plots.

luminosity of pA runs at the LHC and will compensate
smallness of the cross section.

Since quarkonia are detected via decays into light
hadrons, for feasibility analysis it is important to know
the total number of experimentally detected events N,
and the counting rates dN,/dt in a given decay mode.
Technically, N, is merely a product of the total number of

10t | EIC 1100
o 100 b Ep=275TeV, E.=18 GeV{ 102 =
& 10'1§ 5101 =
> 1072 5100 pi
3 103§ 10
T 104§ {107 3

1075 § 107 %
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Y1
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€ 101} 5100 )
= 102§ j10” 2
-% 1073 | 1072 135
T 104 1102 2

107 1107 %

106t 1107

Y1

produced events N by the corresponding quarkonia decay
branching fractions,

N, = Br; x Bry X Ny. (60)

In the last two columns of Table I we provide the values of
dN,;/dt and N, for Tn, photoproduction, assuming that the
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> 10'fF P U]
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FIG. 10. Single-differential cross sections at the EIC (upper row) and in ultraperipheral kinematics at the LHC (lower row). Left
column: rapidity dependence of the cross-section do/dy;. Solid line corresponds to the cross section with constraint (58); without it the
cross sections would follow the dashed line. Right plot: transverse momentum dependence of the cross-section do/dp?. In all plots the
scale on the right-hand side shows the quarkonia pair production rates per unit of time (hour) per unit of rapidity (dy,) or transverse
momentum (dp?), assuming the instantaneous luminosities given in Table I. For the pA collisions, the cross sections are given on a per

nucleon basis.
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quarkonia are detected via Y(1S) - utu~, n.(1S) —
KgK *7~ decays and using the branching fractions [94,95]

Br; = Br(Y(1S) - utu~) = 2.48%,
Br, = Br(1.(15) —» KK 77) = 2.6%. (61)

We could not make similar estimates for J/w#, photo-
production because of a lack of experimental data for 7,
branching fractions [94], and their theoretically expected
smallness for many prospective detection channels [96].
In Fig. 9 we show the single-differential cross-sections
do/dM,,, where M, is the invariant mass of the
quarkonia pairs. Finally, in Fig. 10 we show the single-
differential cross-sections do/dy, and do/dp, which
characterize distributions of produced vector mesons
(Y(18) or J/w) over rapidities and transverse momenta,
assuming that we have integrated out all other kinematic
variables. The scale on the right-hand side of each plot in
Fig. 10 shows the estimated production rates in the EIC and
LHC kinematics, for instantaneous luminosities from
Table I. These numbers are sufficiently large, even taking
into account small branchings into final state light hadrons.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript we analyzed in detail the inclusive
photoproduction of heavy charmonia-bottomonia pairs.
We focused on quarkonia pairs with opposite C parities
(Tn.,J/yny), which do not require exchange of quantum
numbers in the ¢ channel, and thus have the largest cross
sections. We found that the cross section is sensitive
to bilinear superposition of dipole and quadrupole contri-
butions, which contribute in the same combination
Sa(x1,%0,%3,%4) — S»(x1,%5) ® S»(x3,x4) as in inclusive
single quarkonia production [81]. Due to the possibility
of varying independently the momenta of both quarkonia,
the suggested process can allow one to get a better
understanding of the quadrupole scattering amplitude
S4(x1,%,,x3,x4). We analyzed the role of the quadrupole
scattering using parametrizations available from the liter-
ature [83,84] and found that numerically it gives the
dominant contribution: its omission decreases the cross
section by a factor 2—10 depending on the kinematics. The
quadrupole term gives a pronounced dependence on the
angle between transverse momenta of the quarkonia, which
is almost negligible in its absence.

Numerically, the cross sections of the suggested proc-
esses are small, but within reach of the ultraperipheral
collision experiments at the LHC and at the future Electron-
Ion Collider. The smallness of the cross section happens due
to the heavy masses of charm and bottom quarks, which
control the sizes of the produced ¢c and bb pairs. The
suggested mechanism also contributes to charmonia-
charmonia production, where its contribution is up to two
orders of magnitude larger than for charmonia-bottomonia
pairs. However, as explained in Sec. II B, in that channel

there are additional contributions which have a significantly
more complicated structure and require a separate study.

Potentially, the suggested processes may also be studied in
electron-ion (eA) collisions at the EIC and heavy ion (AA)
collisions at the LHC in ultraperipheral kinematics, where
additional enhancement by atomic mass number A would
allow one to achieve much higher yields of quarkonia pairs.
Since the modification of the dipole amplitude due to nuclear
effects is understood reasonably well [97,98], such process
could allow one to study the currently unknown quadrupole
scattering amplitude in the heavy nuclei.’
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APPENDIX A: PHOTON WAVE
FUNCTION y/gé 00

The evaluation of the photon wave function follows
the standard light-cone rules formulated in [19,99]. The
result for the QQ component is well known from the
literature [100,101] and is given by

2 .
@ |:(Z5/I.h -(1- 2)51,—;:)511,—}1’51
mg

sign(h)6, ,0, 7 | Ko(ary,),
/2 g()/l,h h,h:| olaryy)

T?IE(Z,rlz, mq, a) = -

V-
(A1)

where A, i, i are the helicities of the incoming photon and
outgoing quark, &“(g) is the polarization vector of the
photon, z is the fraction of the photon momentum carried
by the quark, and r, is the transverse distance between the
quark and antiquark. The wave function of the QQQQ
component can be expressed in terms of the wave function
of the OQ component. In what follows we will focus on
the photoproduction kinematics, assuming the transverse
polarization of the incoming photons. We will use the
reference frame in which the photon momentum has only a
plus component,

g~ (g".0,0,), (A2)

’In case of ultraperipheral pA collisions, this problem does not
occur because in the chosen kinematics the nucleus acts only as a
source of quasireal photons, whereas the 4-quark ensemble
propagates in the gluonic field of the proton.
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FIG. 11. Leading order contribution to the wave function W(7 )
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defined in the text. The momenta k; shown in the right-hand side are

Fourier conjugates of the coordinates x;. It is implied that both diagrams should be supplemented by all possible permutations of final

state quarks (see the text for more details).

so the polarization vector of the incoming photon is
given by

q, -€
er(q) = <0, p 7,ey> ~(0,0,¢,),

1 /1
€, =—— , = +1.
! \/§<ii> 4

In leading order over a, the wave function obtains
contributions from the two diagrams shown in Fig. 11.
In what follows we will assume that the produced quark-
antiquark pairs have different flavors, and will use the
notations m; for the current mass of the quark line
connected to a photon, and m, for the current masses of

(A3)

evaluation of the QQQQ component of the photon wave
()
0000 _ ]
of completeness we provide only the final result. This wave
function can be represented as a sum

function y may be found in [36], and here for the sake

(y.inst)

(7) __ (y.noninst)
T¥0000

Y0000 = Y0000 (A4)
where the first and the second terms correspond to con-
tributions of noninstantaneous and instantaneous parts of
propagators of all virtual particles, and for the sake of
brevity we omitted color and helicity indices of heavy
quarks (c¢; and a; respectively). The noninstantaneous
contribution is given by the sum

the quark—aptiquark pqir produced from the virtual gluon. W(QTSOQ“Qi“St)({ai,xi}) =A({a;,x;}) + B({a;,x;}), (AS5)
The evaluation of the diagrams follows the standard rules of
the light-cone perturbation theory [19,99]. The detailed  where
|
2e,05()(10) ey, ® (1a) eye dq,k,dk
A({ai’ri}) = q3 (’u)( ) = 2 ( )3 : = 2 1 QIzz 2 2 (A6)
(1 —a — ) Jaja, (1“2‘11 s+ my(aitas) | K
a(l-a;—ay ajon a0y
1 ar _ _
X 2rm\a {((125%“2 — 020, 4, )(020).4, + Q105 4, )00, ~a,
X ("2,134 '%)("1.34 'eﬁ)szl (kaley = b13a])q1J1 (g1 %) = b3al)
m2 l—a —a)?
+ 7(15/1,—(1] 8y.a,9a, ~a,Jo(k2|X2 = b13a])Jo(q1 %1 — baa) <1_1(122)
im, . B .
- 72(151@(“2)5%@5%@(0251.111 + 0160, )1 34 - €,411(q1 X1 = b3s|)Jo(kalxy = by3a])
im, . _ (1—a —x)*
- 72(1 sign(a, )5/1.—111 (aZ(Sy,az - a26y,—a2)5a1,a2 1——(12
X (1,134 '€y)k2jl(k2|x2 —b34])J0(q1 X, —b34|)}
= 2 2 2
< W, as Paay Mg, | 2 + az0y [ D4 i mi(a; + o) . } ’
az + oy oty o (l—a—a) aja, Ay
2 . m, .
W (211, my, a) = ~ 20 {(25/1.11 — (1 =2)0;,-1)0, _pi€; - V — 7%31gn(h)5/1,h5hﬁ:| Ky (ar), (A7)
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and
B(ahxl’az’xz,0‘3,x3,0547x4> = —A(az,xz,al,xl,a4,x4,a3,x3).
We also introduced a shorthand notation

a: X; ++ax

b‘ R )| Jn""Jn A8
o = (A8)
for the center-of-mass position of the n partons ji,...j,, and
X — bj]...j
n,. . =t “Jidn A9
M e = by, (49)

for a unit vector pointing from quark i toward the center of mass of the system of quarks j;...j,. The variables r; — b3, and
r, — b3, physically have the meaning of the relative distance between the recoil quark or antiquark and the emitted gluon.
Similarly, the variables r, — b,34 and r, — b,34 might be interpreted as the size of a QQ pair produced right after splitting of
the incident photon. For the instantaneous contributions it is possible to get

ll/gggg({ai,"i}) = Ay({ai.ri}) + By({a;.ri}) + A ({ai.ri}) + By({ai.ri}).

where the subscript indices g, g in the right-hand side denote the parton propagator which should be taken instantaneous (g
for quark, ¢ for gluon), and

(A10)

Ay({airi}) = - eqa‘v(Z‘l‘LZi(iaz;,wi i)(;a)%m

/ q1dq,kadkyJo(qy |y — b3al)

1 _ )
X m {(0525”4, - a25a1.—y)5a1,—a21n2,134 '€yk2J1(k2|"2 —by34)
m .
+7%Slgn(al)5y,a]6a|,a2‘,0(k2|r2 - b134|)] 3040, —a, Ko(a34r3s), (Al1)
ey (My)(1a)c e, ® (1a)cye Jo(q1lr1 —b34])Jo(kalry —b134))
A ({apr}) =1 ”‘45_5_/dkdk°1 410 :
i rih) 2w (lmay—ay )P, e fra [ HERaR Ds(ay ks ay.ks)
. my(as+ay) |
X | =(a36_ 4y — 40y 4,) 00, —, 1€, -M34a34K | (a34T34) _qTSIgn(a?a)éy,—u35a3,a4K0(a34r34):| (A12)
~ 9 2 2
_ azay g7 mi(ay + @) k3 ]
a ko) =y [m3+ + 2 Al3
uldr ko) \/ 2 ay+ay [al(l —a;—a) a a, Ay (A13)
and the functions B,, B, can be obtained from A,, A, using
By, X1, 00, %y, 03, X3, 04, X4) = —A; (a0, %, a1, X1, Ay, X4, 23, X3), i=4q,9 (A14)

We can observe that in all terms the dependence on color
structure is encoded in a common factor ~(7,). . ®
(*a)¢ye,» Which drastically simplifies evaluations and allows

one to cast the result in the form of a convolution of wave
functions and a dipole amplitude.

APPENDIX B: EVALUATION OF THE
MULTIPOLE CORRELATOR
In this section we evaluate the multipole correlator

4
Ass e = (T G0Vl ) @

k=1

where ¢,, ¢, are the color indices in fundamental repre-
sentation of the color group, and angular brackets stand for
the color averaging [ Du[U,|. As explained in the text, this
amplitude appears when we consider production of two
color singlet quarkonia; for color octet channel the matrices
U',U are separated by additional color generators 7.
Previously, similar correlators have been evaluated exactly
in [87,88] in the context of studies of inclusive 3-quark
production; for the 4-quark production the result was
provided in implicit form (convoluted with hard ampli-
tudes) in the large-N, limit, when all multipoles are
expressed via dipole amplitudes. For the sake of complete-
ness, below we provide a complete result for the amplitude.

094001-18



INCLUSIVE PHOTOPRODUCTION OF CHARMONIA- ...

PHYS. REV. D 109, 094001 (2024)

Since the target is color singlet, it is expected that color
averaging of the right-hand side should eventually include a
sum over all possible color singlet irreducible representations
which appear in direct product of U'U matrices, namely

C1CyC3Cy
Ac/c/c/c’ <x17y1’ ""x4’y4>

= S L5000, ) (62)

where summation is done over all possible permutations p
of numbers (1,2,3,4), and we use a shorthand notation p; for
the kth element of permutation p. Overall, expression (B2)
includes 4! =24 unknown functions a,(...). In order
to fix them, we may combine (B1), (B2) and multiply both
parts by

C/ C/ L,/ CI
e 8e? 86 6c!
where € = (£,¢5,¢3,¢,) is some arbitrary fixed permu-

tation. This yields a system of linear inhomogeneous
equations

where

_ 5“’1 5‘5’25% 6”4

M Cpy7Cpy T Cp3 Uy (B4)

4 / / J /

B = (T] 10 vty Joiobaral. o9
k=1

All the elements of the matrix M, , have a very simple
structure and are given just by N¥, where 1 < k < 4 is the
number of disjoint cycles in permutation € - p. For example,
if £5=1(1,2,3,4) and py = (2,1,4,3), then the corre-
sponding element is

Mo, p, = 8ct826:6¢ = N2 (B6)

A contraction of § symbols in the right-hand side of (B5)
allows one to express all elements B, in terms of color singlet
multitrace operators. For example, for permutations

=(2,1,4,3),p; = (2,3,1,4), and p, = (2,3,4,1) w

Mep-ay =Be (B3) Ir,I(l)ay g(et respeczivlély ( Jandpa = Jve
|

By, = (tr[U" (x ) Uy ) U (x2) U (y2) |t [UT (x3) U (y3) U (x4) U (v4)]). (B7)

B, = (r[UT(x ) U ) U (x2)U(y2) U (x3) U (3) |tr[U7 (x4) U (v4)]). (B8)

By, = (t[UT(x)U(y)UT(x2)U(y2) Ut (x3)U(y3) U (x4) U(y4)]), (B9)

which includes in the right-hand side quadrupole, sextupole, and octupole contributions. The solution of nonlinear system
(B3) is straightforward and was done with Mathematica (and FeynCalc package [102,103] for color group algebra). The
result for the constants a,, is very lengthy if written in terms of conventional notations S5, (x;); for this reason, for the sake of
brevity we will introduce shorthand notations,

[l] :S2<xi’yi)’ (BIO)

[17.]} = S4(xi’yi7xj’yj)’ [l7j’k] = S6(xi7yi’xj7yj7xkvyk)’

i, j k. 0] = SS(xiyyi’xjvyjyxkvykvxf’yf)a (B11)

where each of the indices i, j, k, £ may take integer values between 1 and 4. In these notations the amplitude .4 is written as

5182853685

A1 X 0) = Ty (4= NN 4] + (1[3)2.4)
(114023 + (241, 3] + [2I3)[1.4]+ BI4]01,20) + (V2 + 6)([1. 2.4+ [1.4)2.3] + [1.3]2.4)
+ (2N2 = 3)([1][2,3,4] + [1][2,4,3] + [2][1,3,4] + [2][1,4,3] + [3][1,4,2] + [3][1,2,4] + [4][1,2,3] + [4][1,3,2])
—5([1,2,3,4] +[1,2,4,3] +[1,3,2,4] + [1,3,4,2] + [1,4,2,3] +[1,4,3,2]) + (N* = 8N2 + 6)N2{[1][2][3][4])]
QR o :
I 7 g |4~ NONURIBIA) + N2 - 3B 4) + [42.3] + 2B 4]+ 2. 3)
+ (4= NNA(12.3.4] + [112.4.3) + (2134 + RJ[1.4.3] + [1.2B.4) + (V¢ = 882 + 6N, ([1][213.4)
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FN (N2 +6) (B4, 2]) = 5N, ([1,4][2,3] + [1,3][2,4] + [3][1,2.4] + [3][1,4,2] + [4][1,2,3] + [4][1.3.2])
+ <2N —Nic><[1,2,3,4] F1,2,4,3] 4+ [1,3,4,2] + [1,4.3,2]) + <N0+N£C>([l,3,2,4] +1]1,4,2,3])

541838015
N (N2(N2=7)>-36)
+ (N2 +6)NE([14)2][3]) + (4 = NONE([1][2,4,3] + [1][2,3,4] + [1,2,3][4] + [1, 3, 2][4] + [1,4][2,3])
+ (2N = 3)NE([1][21[3,4] + [1, 2)3][4] + [2. 4)(1][3] +- [1, 3] 2] [4])
— 5N2([1,2][3,4] + [1,2,4][3] + [1,3,4][2] + [1,4,2][3] + [1,4,3][2] + [1,3][2,4])
+ (N2 =3)([1,2,3,4] + [1,3,2,4] + [1,4,2,3] + [1.4,3,2]) + (N2 + 6)([1.2,4,3] + [1.3,4,2])]
81536585

)

+ [(4 = NINE[2I[B][A]) + (Ve = 8NZ + 6)NZ([1][2. 3][4])

[(2N2 = 3)NE([L][2][3][4]) + (4 = N2)NZ([1][2.4][3] + [1][2][3.4] + [1][2. 3] [4])

(1\/2(1\72 7)2 —36)

+{([1 ][2 3,4])(N¥—8N?%+6)

+ (2N =3)([1.2]3.4] + [1,3][2,4] + [1.4][2,3] + [1.2,3][4] + [1][2,4. 3] + [1.3,4][2] + [1.4.2][3])
—5N <[ 2][3)[4] + [1,3][2][4] + [2][3][1,4]) + (4 = N2)([1.2,3,4] + [1,3,4,2] + [1,4,2,3])

+ (N2 46)([1,2.4][3] + [1.3.2][4] + [1,4.3][2]) = 5([1,2,4,3] + [1,3,2,4] + [1,4.,3,2])]

5101030,
NZ(A}Q “7;2 336[<[1][2H3][4]>(2N3—3)N3+<[2’4,3H1}>(N4~—8N3+6)
+ (4 = N2)NZ([1][2][3.4] + [1][2, 3][4] + [1][2.4][3]) + (4 = N2)([1,2,4,3] +[1,3,2,4] +[1,4.3,2])
+ (2NZ =3)([2.3.4][1] + [1,2,4][3] + [1.3][2.4] + [1.4][2, 3] + [1.3.2][4] + [1.2][3.4] + [1.4.3][2])
+ (N2 +6)([1,2,3][4] + [1,3,4][2] + [1,4,2][3]) — SNZ([1,2][3][4] + [1. 3][2][4] + [1.4][2][3])
—5([1,2,3,4] + [1,3,4,2] + [1,4,2,3])]
55626355

o=y =g (BN ~ NN+ (N2 = 3INE([1, 20311 + (12, 3]4] + [213.4] + [1.4]213)
+([2,4)[1][3]) (N = 8NZ + 6)NZ + (4 = NZ)NZ([2.3.4][1] + [2.4.3][1] + [1,3
—5N2([1,2][3,4] + [1.4][2.3] + [1,2,3][4] + [1.3.4][2] + [1.3,2][4] + [1,4,3]
+ (N2 4+ 6)N2([1,3][2][4]) + (2N2 =3)([1,2,4,3] +[1,3,2,4] +[1,3,4,2] +[1,

5035,5;
N (N%(N%2-17)%-36)
+ (2N2 = 3)NZ([1][2. 3] (4] + [2.4][1] (3] + [1. 3][2][4] + [1.4][2][3]) + (N2 + 6)([1.3.2.4] +[1.4.2.3])
+ N2(4—N2)([1,2][3,4] +[1,2,3][4] +[1,2,4][3] + [1,3,2][4] + [1,4,2][3])
+ ([1,2][3][4]) (N* = 8N? +6)N2 + (2N2 = 3)([1,2,3,4] +[1,2.4,3] +[1,3.4,2] +[1.4,3,2])
—5N2([1][2,3,4] + [1][2,4,3] + [2][1,3.4] + [2][1.4,3] 4 [1,3][2,4] + [1.4][2.3])]

501585165

Nz(]\;z 1732 : 36) ([1.2][3.4]) (V¢ = 8NZ +6) — (N2 — 4)NZ([1][2][3,4] + [1.2][3][4])

(
(N2 +6)NZ([1][21[3][4]) = SNZ([1][2. 3][4] + [1][2.4)(3] + [1. 3] [2][4] + [1.4][2][3])

(2Nz =3)(([2.3.4][1] + [2.4.3)[1] + [1.2.3][4] + [1.2.4][3] + [1.3.2][4] + [1.3.4][2] + [1.4.2][3] + [1.4.3][2]))
(

-5

112.4] +[1,2,4][3] +[1,4,2][3])
[2]) + (N2 +6)([1,2,3,4] +[1,4,3,2])
1,4,2,3])]

+ [=(N2 = NN [2B][A4]) + (V2 + 6)NZ([1][2][3.4])

+
+
+
+ (4= N2)([1,2,3,4] +[1,2.4,3] + [1.3,4.2] + [1.4.3.2]) + (N2 +6)([1,3][2,4] + [1.4][2.3])
([1,3,2,4] +[1,4,2,3])]
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55155252551
N2(N?-17)*-36)
N¢ =8Nz +6)([1.2,3][4]) — SNZ([1][2][3,4] + [1](2.4][3] + [1.4][2][3])

il [(2NZ = 3)NZ([1][2][3][4]) + (4 = NZ)NZ([1][2. 3][4] + [1.2][3][4] + [1. 3] [2][4])
+(
+(2N7 = 3)(([2.3.4][1] + [1.2,4][3] + [1.3.2][4] + [1.4.3][2] + [1.2][3.4] + [1.3][2.4] + [1.4][2.3]))
+(

-5

N2+ 6)([2.4.3][1] + [1.3,4][2] + [1.4.2][3]) + (4 = N2){[1,2.3.4] + [1.2.4,3] + [1,4,2.3])
(([1.3.2.4] +[1.3.4.2] + [1.4.3.2]))]
6 0, 26C36 !

+NC<N2(2N§ “7)2‘ 3) [=SNE([1]2][3][4]) + (NE=8N2 +6)([1.2,3,4]) + N2(Nz +6)([2,4][1][3] + [1,3][2][4])
+(2NZ = 3)NZ([1][2][3,4] + [1][2, 3] (4] + [1.2][3][4] + [1,4][2] 3])
+ N4 = N([2,3,4)[1] + [1,2,4][3] + [1,3,4][2] + [1,2,3][4] + 1,
= SN(([1][2.4,3]) + ([1,3](2,4]) + ([1,3,2][4]) + ([1,4,2][3]) + ([1,4,3][2]))
+ (2N =3)(([1,2,4,3]) +([1,3,2,4]) +([1,3,4.2]) + ([1,4,2,3])) + (N2 +6)([1,4,3,2])]
— SN2([1)[2,4,3] + [1,3][2.4] + [1,3,2][4] + [1.4,2][3] + [1.4.3][2])
+ (2N2=3)([1.2,4,3] +[1,3.2,4] 4+ [1,3.4,2] + [1,4,2.3]) + (N? + 6)([1,4.3,2])]
+NL_(NfC(;$;45“‘7§;3 67 SN HUIRIBIAD + (N2 -+ N[ 3164 + [ 4J2103]) + (V2 8N + 6)([1,2.4,3)
+ (287 = 3)NE([1][2](3,4] + [2,4][1][3] + [1. 2] [3][4] + [1, 3][2] [4])
— SN2([1)[2.3.4] + [1,3,2][4] + [1.3,4][2] + [1.4][2,3] + [1.4.2][3])
+N%(4—N%)<[2,4,3][1} +[1,2][3,4] + [1,3][2,4] + [1,2,3][4] + [1,2,4][3] + [1,4,3][2])
+ (2N2 3)([1,2,3,4] +[1,3,2,4] +[1,4,2,3] + [1,4,3,2]) + (N% +6)([1,3,4,2))]

51 2034

7y gy WG (N2 ~3)N2 + (4~ NN 4]3] + 1. 23114+ [, 4)2]3)

B
+ (NE=8NZ +6)([1,2.4][3]) — SNZ([1][2][3.4] + [1][2, 3][4] + 1, 3] [2]4])
+ (N2 +6)([2.3,4][1] + [1.3,2][4] + [1.4,3][2]) + (4 = N2)([1.2.3,4] + [1.2.4,3] +[1,3,2,4])
+( [

-5

2][3, 4]+ [1,4][2,3])

N
N:.

2N2 = 3)([2,4,3][1] +[1,2][3.4] + [1,2,3][4] + [1,3][2,4] + [1,3,4][2] + [1,4][2,3] + [1,4,2][3])
([1,3,4,2] +[1,4,2,3] +[1.4,3,2])]
50165656

T (]\;2 ‘7;2 : 3) [(2NZ =3)N([1][21[3][4]) + (4 = N2)NZ([1][2,3][4] + [1.2][3][4] + [1. 3] 2] [4])
+ (NE=8NZ+6)([1.3.2][4]) — SNZ(([1][2](3,4] + [1][2.4][3] + [1.4] 2] 3])
+ (N2 =3)([2.4.3][1] + [1,2][3.4] + [1.2,3][4] + [1.4.2][3] + [1.3][2.4] + [1.3.4][2] + [1.4][2.3])
+([2.3,4][1] + [1,2.4][3] + [1.4.3][2) (N2 +6) + (4 — N?)([1.3,2.4] + [1.3,4.2] +[1.4.3,2])

—5([1,2.3,4] +[1,2,4,3] + [1.4,2.3])]

5952555%

+N<N2(3Nzl 47)22 36)[—5N4<[1H2][3H4]>+(N3+6)N%<[1][2,3][4]+[174][2][3}>

+([1.3,4.2]) (N2 = 8N +6) + (2N7 = 3)NZ([1][2][3.4] + [2.4][1][3] + [1. 2][3][4] + 1. 3] [2][4])
+ Nz (4= N2)([2.3.4][1] + [1.2][3.4] + [1.3][2.4] + [1.3.2][4] + [1.3.4][2] + [1.4.2][3])
= SNZ([1](2.4.3] + [1.2,3][4] + [1.2,4][3] + [1.4][2. 3] + [1.4.3][2])

+ (N2 =3)([1,2,3.4] +[1,3.2.4] + [1,4,2.3] + [1.4,3.2]) + (N? + 6)([1.2.4,3])]

4
4
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565655
N.(N2(N2—=7)2 = 36)
{2431V + N2 + (2N = 3)N([1][2)[3.4] + [1][2. 3]4] + [1. 2)[3][4] + [1.4][2]3)
T N2(4 = N2){[1.2.314] + [1.3][2.4] + [1.3.2]4] + [1.3.4][2] + [1.4.3]12)
— SN2([1)[2.3,4] + [11[2.4.3] + [1.2,4][3] + [1.4.2][3] + [1.2)[3.4] + [1.4][2.3))

+ (N2 46)([1,2,3,4] + [1,4.3,2]) + (2N? = 3)([1,2,4.3] + [1.3.2.4] + [1,3.4,2] + [1.4,2.3])]
o fo 257;5 g5 (1EIBIAD N = 3)N2 + (V% 82 +-6)([1.3.4]2)

(4= NHN2([12)[3.4] + [1.3][2)4] + [1.4)[21[3]) — SN2([1][2.3)[4] + [1][2.4][3] + [1.2][3]4])
(N2 = 3){[2.3.4111] + [1.2)3.4] + [1.2.4)3] +[1. H A+ (13,2004 + [1L4][2.3) + [1.4.3][2))
( [

-5

+

(4= NON([][2][3][4]) + (Ne = 8Nz + 6)Ng([1.3][2][4])

.
.
N
+ (N2 +6)([2,4,3][1] +[1,2,3][4] +[1,4,2][3]) + (4 = N?){[1,2,3,4] + [1,3,2,4] +[1,3,4,2])
([1,2,4,3] +[1,4,2,3] + [1,4,3,2])]
5} 535,35
%M 7)% = 36)

= 3)([2.3. 4111+ 2.4.3][1] + [1.2.3][4] + [1.2.4][3] + [1.3.2][4] + [1.3.4][2] + [1.4.2)[3] + [1.4.3]12)
%—l— 6)([1,2][3,4] +[1,4][2,3]) + (4 = N2){[1,2,4,3] +[1,3,2,4] +[1,3,4,2] + [1,4,2,3])
N([1][21(3.4] + [1)12.3)4) + [1.2)3)14) + [1. 4] 21[3]) = 5((1.2.3.4] +[1.4.3.2])
+5 (Nf(;i;é ;; gy [PINELIRIBIE + (NE = 8NZ+ 6)([1.3.2,4)) + (V2 + ONZ(1]23.4) + [1.23]14)
+ (2V2 = 3)N([1][2.3](4] + [2.4)[1)13) + [1.3)[2)4) + [1.4][2][3)
—5N2([1][2,3,4] + [1,2][3,4] + [1,2,3][4] + [1,4,2][3] + [1,4,3][2])
+ N2(4=N2){([2,4,3][1] + [1,2,4][3] + [1,3][2,4] + [1,3,2][4] + [1,3,4][2] + [1,4][2,3])
+(2N2=3)([1,2,3,4] +[1,2,4,3] +[1,3,4,2] + [1,4,3.,2]) + (N2 +6)([1,4,2,3])]
+NC(N?(£§‘?;§?_ 3y - SNEIRIBIAD + (N2 = 3)NE2B.4) + (]2 3] + (120314 + [1.4)213)
+ (N¢—8NZ+6)([1.4,3,2]) = 5NZ([1][2,3.4] + [1,2,3][4] + [1,2.4][3] + [1.3][2.4] + [1.3.4][2])
+N2(4—=N2){[2,4,3][1] +[1,2][3.4] +[1,3,2][4] + [1,4][2,3] + [1,4,2][3] + [1,4,3][2])
+ N2(N2+6)([2,4)[1][3] + [1,3][2][4]) + (2N%2 = 3)([1,2,4,3] +[1,3,2,4] + [1,3,4,2] +[1,4,2,3])
+ (N2+6)([1.2,3.4])]

6"5‘2536‘4

T 77 gy (N2~ INZUIIBIIAD + (N2 - 8N2 +6)([1,4.2]3)

— SNZ(1)[21[3.4] + [1][2.3]14) + [1.3][2] 4]
+ (V2 = 3)((2.3,4][1) + [1.2)3.4] + [1.2,4)3] + [1.3][2.4] + [1.3.2]4] + [1.4][2.3] + [1.4.3][2)
+ N2 (4= N2)([1][2.4][3] + [1.2]3][4] + [1L4]2J3]) + (4 = N2)([1.3.4.2] +[1.4.2.3] + [1.4.3.2))
+ (N2 +6)([2,4,3][1] +[1,2,3][4] +[1,3.4][2]) = 5([1,2,3,4] +[1,2,4,3] +[1,3,2,4])]
+ (NfNé_i)é gy (RIBIAN N2 ~ 3N+ (4~ NONHIIE.4) + 1. 312)4] + (1. 421)
+ ([1.4.3][2]) (N2 = 8NZ+6) + (N2 +6)([2,3.4][1] + [1.2.4][3] 4 [1.3.2][4])

[([1][2]BI[4NE(NE +6) + (Ne = 8Ng + 6)([1,3][2,4]) + Nz (4 = N)([2.4][1][3] + [1. 3] (2] [4])

T
+ (2N
+ (N
— 5N,
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—5N%<[1][2,3][4]+[1][2,4][3]+[1,2][3][4])+(4—N§)<[1,2,4,3]+[1,3,4,2]+[1,4,2,3]+[1,4,3,2]>
+ (2N2 = 3)([2,4,3][1] + [1,2][3,4] + [1,2,3][4] + [1,3][2,4] + [1,3,4][2] + [1,4][2,3] + [1,4,2][3])
—5([1,2,3,4] + [1,3,2,4])]
55‘ 552 52’ 564
N 57 =3y 4~ NONEIRIBIAD + (Ve = 8NZ + 6)NE([L 4 RI[3)
+ (2N2 = 3)N2([1][2][3. 4] + [2. 4][1][3] + [1. 213][4] + [1. 3][21[4]) + ([1][2. 3][4])(N? + 6)N?
+ (4= NON2([1,2,4)[3] + [1.3,4)[2] + [1.4][2. 3] + [1,4.2][3] + [1. 4. 3][2])
— SNZ([1][2,3,4] + [1][2,4,3] + [1,2][3,4] + [1.2,3][4] + [1,3)[2.4] + [1,3,2)[4))
+ (2N2=3)([1,2.3.4] + [1,3,2,4] 4 [1.4,2.3] + [1,4,3,2]) + (N2 4+ 6)([1.2.4,3] + [1,3,4.,2))]
o 00013 + (V- 8NE + 6)([1.4.2.3])

N (NZ(Ng = 7)* - 36)
+ (N2 + 6)N([1][2][3.4] +
+N2(4 - No)(([2.3.4][1] +

[1.2][3][4]) + (2N2
[1,2,3][4] +

_3)N2
[1.3][2.4] +

1]2, 3][4] +
,4][2,3] +

2, 4)[1)3) +
[1,4,2)[3] +

[1.3][2][4] +
[1,4.3][2]))

[1,4)2)3])

—5NZ([1][2,4,3] + [1,2][3.4] + [1,2,4][3] + [1,3,2][4] + [1,3.4]]2])

+ (2NZ2 =3)([1,2,3.4] +[1,2,4,3] +[1.3,4,2] + [1,4,3.2]) + (N2 + 6)([1,3,2,4])]

T (5 045“5055“ 36 (RIBID NG + ONE + ([1.4][2. 3 (N2 ~8N2 +6)

+ (4 = NONZ([1][2,3][4] + [1,4][2][3]) — SNE([1][2][3,4] + [1][2,4][3] + [1, 2][3][4] + [1, 3][2][4])

+ (2N2 =3)([2,3,4][1] + [2,4,3][1] + [1,2,3][4] + [1,2,4][3] + [1,3,2][4] + [1,3,4][2] + [1,4,2][3] + [1,4,3][2])
+ (N2 +6)([1,2][3,4] +[1,3][2,4]) + (4 = N2){[1,2,3,4] +[1,3,2,4] +[1,4,2,3] +[1,4,3,2])

=5(([1,2,4,3] + [1,3,4,2]))].

We need to mention that each term in the sum (B12) after
contraction with partonic amplitudes can contribute with a
different factor N, n€N; for this reason it might be
incorrect to take the limit N. — oo directly in (B12). As can
be seen from Fig. 2 and (37), for diagrams 5 and 6 we will
need only the amplitude convoluted with color group
generators

A= (1) (1 )& (1 )8 (1, JEASGSS. (B13)
Using Fierz identity
R S A S S
(tal)cl([al)ci = 5025CI _N—5C|502 (B14)

c

(B12)

and performing convolutions with the help of FeynCalc, we
may obtain a surprisingly simple result,

A= (([1.2] - [1][2])([3.4] - B3][4]))
= <(S4(x17y1’x29y2) - S2<x1’yl)S2(x2’y2))

X (S4(x3,¥3,X4.¥4) = S2(%3.¥3)82(x4,34))),  (B15)
namely all the contributions of sextupoles and octupoles
cancel in the final result. This is an untrivial property of the
photoproduction by a color singlet photon: such cancellation
does not occur if we consider hadroproduction or production
of color octet QQ pairs. Note that the results of this appendix
are exact, namely we have not used the large-N . limit so far.
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