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P.O. Box 35, 40014 University of Jyväskylä, Finland
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We calculate the exclusive J/ψ photoproduction cross section at high energies from the Color
Glass Condensate approach. The results are compared to the center-of-mass energy dependent
γ+A→ J/ψ+A cross sections extracted from measurements in ultra peripheral heavy ion collisions
at RHIC and LHC. We predict strong saturation-driven nuclear suppression at high energies, while
LHC data prefers even stronger suppression. We explore the effect of nucleon shape fluctuations
on the nuclear suppression in the coherent and incoherent cross sections, and show that the most
recent measurement of the |t|-differential incoherent J/ψ cross section prefers large event-by-event
fluctuations of the nucleon substructure in heavy nuclei, comparable to that found for a free proton.

I. INTRODUCTION

Exclusive vector meson production in high-energy
photon-nucleus collisions is an especially powerful tool
to probe the nuclear wave function at small longitudinal
momentum fraction. This is because in an exclusive pro-
cess at least two gluons need to be exchanged, rendering
the process very sensitive to the target structure [1–3].
Additionally, the possibility to measure the total trans-
verse momentum transfer provides access to the (event-
by-event fluctuating) spatial distribution of nuclear mat-
ter in the target nucleus at small momentum fraction
xP [4, 5]. Finally, the probe is a photon whose structure
can be understood perturbatively, and the kinematics in
the process can be determined completely. Consequently,
vector meson production processes will play a central role
at the future EIC [6] and LHeC/FCC-he [7] nuclear deep
inelastic scattering (DIS) facilities when looking for sig-
nals of non-linear saturation effects.

Saturation effects are expected to be encountered in
heavy nuclei at high energies where the parton densi-
ties become so large that gluon emission and gluon re-
combination processes balance each other. At such high
densities (or energies) it is convenient to describe QCD
dynamics using the Color Glass Condensate (CGC) [8, 9]
effective theory. CGC calculations have been extensively
applied to many different collider experiments (for a re-
view, see e.g. Ref. [10]). However, at the moment there
are no unambiguous signals of gluon saturation observed.
To change this situation, it is important to focus on the
study of clean processes that are especially sensitive to
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saturation effects, such as exclusive vector meson pro-
duction at the highest achievable energies [11]. Here, the
J/ψ production process is intriguing, as the mass of the
J/ψ is large enough to ensure perturbative stability, but
low enough to keep the process sensitive to the non-linear
dynamics that is important for momenta lower than the
saturation scale.

Before the future e + A colliders are realized, it is
possible to study very high-energy photoproduction pro-
cesses in ultra peripheral collisions (UPCs) [4, 12] at
RHIC and the LHC, see e.g. Refs. [13–15] for some re-
cent J/ψ production cross section measurements. Al-
though in principle one can access very small xP ∼ 10−5

at the LHC at forward rapidities, in ultra peripheral
Pb + Pb → J/ψ + Pb + Pb there is generally a two-fold
ambiguity in the kinematics: J/ψ production at a given
rapidity could result from a high-energy photon emitted
from the first nucleus scattering off a small-xP gluon from
the other nucleus, or a low energy photon from the sec-
ond nucleus scattering off a large xP gluon from the first
nucleus. Because the high-energy photon flux is heavily
suppressed, the sensitivity to the very small-xP structure
is limited.

Recently ALICE [16], CMS [14] and STAR [17, 18]
collaborations have extracted the center-of-mass-energy
dependence of the γ+A→ J/ψ+A cross section from the
measured J/ψ production cross section in ultra periph-
eral collisions using the method proposed in Ref. [19].
Thanks to these developments, it has become possible
to study photon-nucleus scattering at energies up to
W ∼ 1 TeV, where the nucleus is probed at xP ∼ 10−5.
These developments enable clean studies of gluon satu-
ration phenomena in a unique kinematical domain where
one can expect saturation effects in heavy nuclei to be
strong.
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J/ψ production in ultra peripheral collisions (UPCs)
has been extensively studied within the CGC framework,
see e.g. Refs. [20–23]. The purpose of this paper is to ex-
tend the UPC results presented in Ref. [21] to the high-
energy photon-nucleus collisions covered by the recent
photoproduction measurements. We present the state-
of-the-art CGC predictions for the energy dependence of
the J/ψ photoproduction cross sections and nuclear sup-
pression factors to determine the compatibility of the ap-
plied gluon saturation picture with the new data, provid-
ing access to very small-xP kinematics in a process which
is both experimentally and theoretically clean. Further-
more, we also present a comparison to the new UPC mea-
surement of the t-dependent incoherent cross section that
has become available since the publication of Ref. [21].
This paper is organized as follows: The applied CGC
framework is briefly reviewed in Sec. II, and comparisons
to new RHIC and LHC J/ψ photoproduction data are
shown in Sec. III. Conclusions are presented in Sec. IV.

II. EXCLUSIVE VECTOR MESON
PRODUCTION IN THE COLOR GLASS

CONDENSATE

We calculate exclusive vector meson production using
the same setup as in Ref. [21], which we briefly sum-
marize here. At high energies, the process factorizes
such that first the virtual photon fluctuates into a quark-
antiquark dipole at leading order (see Ref. [24, 25] for
an extension to NLO), and then the quarks propagate
eikonally through the target color field before forming a
vector meson. As such, the coherent cross section for
γ +A→ J/ψ +A can be written as [5, 26–28]

dσ

dt
=

1

4π
|⟨A⟩xP |

2
, (1)

and the incoherent cross section reads

dσγA

dt
=

1

4π

[
⟨|A|2⟩xP − |⟨A⟩xP |2

]
. (2)

Here ⟨⟩xP refers to the average over target color field con-
figurations at the given xP, and the scattering amplitude
A is

−iA =

∫
d2r d2b

∫ 1

0

dz

4π
[Ψ∗
VΨγ ](Q

2, r, z)

× e−ib·∆N(r,b, z) . (3)

In this work, we only consider photoproduction processes
where Q2 = 0.
All information about the target structure is encoded

in the two-point Wilson line operator

N(r,b, z)

= 1− 1

Nc
tr
[
V (b+ (1− z)r)V † (b− zr)

]
. (4)

Here r and b are the dipole size (and orientation) and
impact parameter (center of the qq̄ dipole), and the de-
pendence on the longitudinal momentum fraction z takes
into account the non-forward phase (or the fact that the
Fourier conjugate to the momentum transfer ∆ is the
center-of-mass of the dipole) [29, 30]. Explicit expres-
sions for the photon and vector meson wave functions
Ψγ and ΨV can be found from Ref. [31]. For the J/ψ we
use the Boosted Gaussian model with parameters con-
strained in Ref. [32]. The J/ψ wave function is not accu-
rately known [33], but this uncertainty mostly affects the
overall normalization of the J/ψ production cross section
and is to a large extent removed when the free parameters
are constrained by the γ+p→ J/ψ+p′ photoproduction
data we discuss next.
The Wilson lines at the initial xP = 0.01 are ob-

tained from the McLerran-Venugopalan model [34, 35].
The energy (xP) dependence is obtained by solving the
JIMWLK evolution equations [36]. The free parameters
describing the proton saturation scale, the scale at which
the coordinate space running coupling is evaluated, and
the event-by-event fluctuating proton geometry are deter-
mined by fitting the J/ψ photoproduction cross section in
γ+p collisions as measured by H1 [37, 38], ZEUS [39], AL-
ICE [40, 41] and LHCb [42, 43] (see also e.g. Refs. [44–49]
for further extractions of the event-by-event fluctuating
geometry). These parameters are determined separately
for the case where the proton has no substructure but
only color charge fluctuations (referred to as “CGC” in
this work), and for the case where the proton consists of
three fluctuating hot spots (“CGC+shape fluct.”). We
note that the coherent cross section for γ + p→ J/ψ + p
is practically identical in both setups at all center-of-mass
energies probed at the LHC as shown in Ref. [21].

When calculating cross sections for ultra peripheral
collisions (Pb + Pb → J/ψ + Pb + Pb) the photon-
nucleus cross section is multiplied by an equivalent pho-
ton flux integrated over nucleus-nucleus impact parame-
ter |B| > 2RA where we use RA = 6.62 fm for Pb as in
Ref. [21]. The UPC observables integrated over momen-
tum transfer t considered in this work are not sensitive
to the interference effect (present because both nuclei
can act as photon sources) or to the non-zero but small
photon transverse momentum, so these effects are not
included here.

III. RESULTS

A. Vector meson photoproduction in UPCs

Before discussing photon-nucleus cross sections, we
first compute coherent J/ψ production in ultra peripheral
Pb+Pb collision where there is no additional uncertainty
related to the extraction of the photonuclear cross sec-
tion. On the other hand, sensitivity to the very small xP
structure of the nucleus is much more limited.

The coherent J/ψ production cross section as a func-
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FIG. 1. Coherent J/ψ photoproduction cross section in ultra
peripheral Pb + Pb collisions compared to the ALICE [13],
CMS [14], and LHCb [15] data. The bands represent the
statistical uncertainty of the calculation.

tion of J/ψ rapidity is shown in Fig. 1. As discussed
above, we use the same setup as in Ref. [21] summarized
in Sec. II, and as such the CGC predictions obtained
with and without nucleon shape fluctuations are identi-
cal to those presented in our previous publication. Here
we compare to newly available data from the CMS Col-
laboration [14], covering a previously unexplored rapidity
range, in addition to the most recent data from LHCb [15]
and ALICE [13].

The inclusion of the new CMS dataset does not sig-
nificantly modify the conclusions already presented in
Ref. [21]. The cross section is slightly smaller when
the proton shape fluctuations are included. This is be-
cause the non-linear effects are stronger in the fluctuating
case where there are regions with larger local saturation
scales, leading to more suppression. The rapidity depen-
dence of the ALICE, LHCb, and CMS data is quite well
reproduced by our calculation in the |y| ≳ 1.5 region,
but the ALICE midrapidity data is significantly overes-
timated.

Due to the two-fold ambiguity of the UPC kinemat-
ics, at y ̸= 0 one probes the nucleus at two different
values of xP = MV√

s
e±y where MV is the vector meson

mass and
√
s the nucleon-nucleon center-of-mass energy.

The CGC calculations in Fig. 1 are limited to the re-
gion where xP < 0.01, as the initial condition for the
JIMWLK evolution is parametrized at xP = 0.01. We
note that the larger-xP contribution dominates in the
large-y region, which means that our calculations agree
with the LHC data well in the domain where the dom-
inant contribution comes from the process with a rela-
tively low photon-nucleon center-of-mass energy W 2 =√
sMV e

−y ≲ (60GeV)2. Smaller xP dominates at the
lowest y values in this observable, implying that our cal-
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Coherent γ + Pb → J/ψ + Pb

FIG. 2. Center-of-mass energy dependence of the coherent
J/ψ photoproduction cross section. The results are compared
to the ALICE [16], CMS [14] and scaled STAR [17, 18] data.

culation increasingly underestimates the nuclear suppres-
sion as xP decreases. Comparisons to the t-integrated
incoherent cross section and the coherent cross section
data at

√
s = 2.76 TeV are shown in Ref. [21]. There are

no updates for these datasets.

B. Vector meson production in photon-nucleus
collisions

We now move to the main focus of this paper: En-
ergy dependent diffractive vector meson production in
photon-nucleus collisions. The two-fold ambiguity can be
overcome and the photon-nucleus cross section extracted
from the measured UPC cross section using the approach
proposed in Ref. [19]: UPCs with a different number of
emitted forward neutrons correspond to different nucleus-
nucleus distances and with that different photon fluxes.
When the UPC cross section is measured in different neu-
tron multiplicity classes, it becomes possible to solve for
the γ + A cross sections at different γ-nucleon center of
mass energies W 1. This procedure has been recently em-
ployed by the ALICE [16], CMS [14] and STAR [17, 18]
Collaborations to measure the photoproduction cross sec-
tion for the γ + Pb (Au) → J/ψ + Pb (Au) scattering.
The coherent J/ψ photoproduction cross section as a

function of the photon-nucleon center-of-mass energy W
is shown in Fig. 2. The results calculated for γ + Pb →
J/ψ +Pb, again with and without nucleon shape fluctu-
ations, are compared to the available ALICE, CMS and

1 Similarly one can compare photoproduction cross sections in pe-
ripheral and ultra peripheral processes as suggested in Ref. [50],
but coherent production in a process with significant hadronic
activity is theoretically more challenging to describe [51].
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STAR data. The datapoint atW = 125 GeV with a very
small uncertainty corresponds to midrapidity kinematics
in UPCs at

√
s = 5020GeV where there is no two-fold

ambiguity and one can directly extract the γ + A cross
section. The STAR measurements with gold targets are
scaled to the photon-lead case by assuming that the t-
integrated cross section scales as A4/3 [11], which in this
case corresponds to a multiplicative factor of 1.075.
The measured γ + Pb cross section is well reproduced

in the low center-of-mass energy W ≲ 100 GeV region,
but the high-energy cross sections are overestimated by
up to 40%. This is consistent with the result in Fig. 1:
The UPC cross section at forward rapidities where the
low-W contribution dominates is well reproduced, but
the midrapidity data corresponding to W = 125 GeV is
overestimated by 50% (for the case with nucleon shape
fluctuations). The slightly better agreement of our calcu-
lations with the photoproduction data compared to the
midrapidity UPC measurement in Fig. 1 is explained by
the fact that the midrapidity data corresponds to any
number of forward neutrons, but the γ +Pb data shown
in Fig. 2 is extracted from an independent measurement
where different forward neutron classes are measured sep-
arately. Furthermore, there is also a few-percent differ-
ence in the photon flux used in our UPC setup [21] com-
pared to that used by the ALICE collaboration.

Although the overall normalization of the cross section
is overestimated in the high-energy region, our calcula-
tions capture well the W dependence at W ≳ 100 GeV.
The cross section for the case without proton shape fluc-
tuations grows slightly more slowly as a function of en-
ergy compared to the case with proton substructure.
This difference can be traced back to the fact the pa-
rameter ΛQCD controlling the running coupling scale in
coordinate space determined in Ref. [21] is chosen to be
smaller for the case using spherical nucleons, compared
to the case where substructure fluctuations are included.
This affects the evolution speed as a smaller ΛQCD leads
to a smaller coupling constant.

In order to quantify the magnitude of saturation effects
in J/ψ photoproduction, we compute nuclear suppression
factors separately for the coherent and incoherent chan-
nels. Following the definitions used in the recent experi-
mental studies [14, 16], we define the suppression factor
for the coherent production as

Scoh =

√
σγA

σIA
. (5)

Here

σIA =
dσγp

dt
(t = 0)

∫
−tmin

dt |F (t)|2 (6)

is the corresponding cross section obtained from the im-
pulse approximation (IA) [52, 53], that is, the γ+p result
scaled to the γ+Pb case by only taking into account the
nuclear form factor F (t) and neglecting all other poten-
tial nuclear effects. In the LHC kinematics, we set tmin =
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FIG. 3. Suppression factor for coherent production compared
to the ALICE [16] and CMS data [14].

0. We calculate the impulse approximation reference for
the γ + Pb scattering exactly as the CMS collaboration:
We use the approximate nuclear form factor F (t) from
Ref. [54] with Woods-Saxon parameters RA = 6.62 fm
and a = 0.535 fm. When calculating Scoh for the gold
nucleus to be compared with the upcoming STAR mea-
surements, we use the same Hartree–Fock–Skyrme nu-
clear density profile as STAR used e.g. in Ref. [53], which
corresponds to

∫
−tmin

dt|F (t)|2 = 135.876 GeV2 [55].

When computing the nuclear modification factor for
the incoherent cross section we follow the definition in-
troduced by STAR [17, 18]:

Sincoh =
σγ+A→J/ψ+A∗

A(σγ+p→J/ψ+p∗ + σγ+p→J/ψ+p)
. (7)

Note that unlike for the case of coherent production, the
reference corresponds to the total diffractive (sum of co-
herent and incoherent) cross section in γ + p scattering.
Due to the different reference and the fact that there is
a square root in the definition of Scoh, one can not di-
rectly compare the two suppression factors, but we choose
to adopt the same definitions as used in most currently
available experimental studies. We also note that in gen-
eral the incoherent cross section is expected to be more
heavily suppressed: in the black disc limit where the fluc-
tuations vanish, the incoherent γ + A cross section van-
ishes, see Eq. (2), unlike the coherent production.
The obtained suppression factor for the coherent J/ψ

photoproduction is shown in Fig. 3. Here we again show
results calculated with and without nucleon substructure,
and the same setup is used to compute both the γ + Pb
process and the γ+p reference. The results are compared
to the ALICE [16] and CMS [14] data. We obtain slightly
more suppression than the observed Scoh ≈ 0.9 at the
lowest center-of-mass energies W ∼ 45 GeV, i.e., close to
the initial condition of the JIMWLK evolution where the
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Channel STAR [17, 18] CGC + shape fluct CGC

Scoh 0.846± 0.063 0.89 0.90

Sincoh 0.36+0.06
−0.07 0.58 0.32

TABLE I. Nuclear modification factors for J/ψ photoproduc-
tion in γ+Au collisions. The CGC predictions are calculated
at xP = 0.01 and the STAR measurements are performed at
xP = 0.015. The coherent suppression factors Scoh obtained
with and without nucleon substructure fluctuations are com-
patible with each other within the numerical accuracy.

coherent photoproduction cross section was well repro-
duced as shown in Fig. 2. On the other hand, the sup-
pression factor is overestimated for high center-of-mass
energies. Consequently, the W dependence of the sup-
pression factor is somewhat weaker in the employed CGC
calculation compared to the LHC data. This feature is
reflected above in the fact that both the γ + Pb cross
sections at high W and the UPC cross section at y = 0
(corresponding to W = 125 GeV) are overestimated, but
lower-energy data is better reproduced. Note, however,
that the impulse approximation baseline, Eq. (6), de-
pends on the γ + p → J/ψ + p cross section only at
t = 0 and not on the t-integrated cross section, which is
experimentally better constrained, especially at high W .
Consequently, the reference calculated from our setup is
not precisely constrained by HERA data and there is
some model uncertainty in the obtained suppression fac-
tors Scoh. As seen in Fig. 1, when nucleon substructure
fluctuations are included a stronger nuclear suppression
(smaller cross section) is obtained. However, this effect is
not visible in Scoh because the γ+p→ J/ψ+p references
differ at t = 0 up to 10% although the t-integrated cross
sections are identical as constrained in Ref. [21].

Comparisons to the STAR measurement of Scoh calcu-
lated using a gold target are shown in Table I. We calcu-
late predictions at the initial condition of our JIMWLK
evolution, xP = 0.01, which is smaller than xP = 0.015
probed in midrapidity measurements at STAR [17, 18].
The JIMWLK evolution should not have a large effect
in this small xP range, and we consider our predictions
for Scoh to be relatively good approximations for STAR
midrapidity kinematics. The STAR data is found to be
compatible with our results. Furthermore, by separating
the high-xP and low-xP contributions to the UPC cross
section, STAR may also be able to measure the cross
section at xP = 0.01.

To complete the discussion of nuclear modification fac-
tors we present predictions for the suppression factor for
the incoherent photonuclear J/ψ production defined in
Eq. (7). The obtained suppression factors as a function
of center-of-mass energyW are shown in Fig. 4 for γ+Pb
collisions. For comparison, the STAR measurement for
γ+Au collisions is shown [17, 18]. In order to use a γ+p
reference that is compatible with both the coherent and
incoherent J/ψ production measurements at HERA, we
include the proton shape fluctuations when calculating
the denominator of Eq. (7) independently of whether the
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FIG. 4. Energy dependence of Sincoh as defined in (7) for Pb
nuclei calculated from the CGC setup and compared to STAR
data [17, 18] for Au targets. The proton reference is always
calculated with substructure fluctuations.

nucleon shape fluctuations are included in the nucleus.
Predictions for the γ+Au collisions in approximate STAR
kinematics (calculated at xP = 0.01, compared to STAR
data at xP = 0.015) are shown in Table I.

When the nucleon shape fluctuations are included, the
incoherent suppression factor is overestimated by ∼ 40%
at low W in the STAR kinematics. This is qualitatively
consistent with the fact that the incoherent cross section
in ultra peripheral collisions [56] was found in Ref. [21]
to be overestimated by ∼ 60% at midrapidity LHC kine-
matics at

√
s = 2.76 GeV. On the other hand, we note

that in the W range close to the STAR kinematics the
obtained suppression factor for the coherent production
is approximately compatible with the LHC data as shown
in Fig. 3. If nucleon substructure fluctuations are not in-
cluded for the nucleus, the suppression is overestimated.
This is because substructure fluctuations at short dis-
tance scales enhance the incoherent cross section signifi-
cantly in the high-|t| region [21, 57]. In our main setup
with nucleon substructure included, we predict a faster
W dependence for Sincoh compared to the Scoh, a gen-
uine feature that can be tested with future LHC data.
The STAR data hints at an even faster center-of-mass
energy dependence than obtained in the setup with sub-
structure fluctuations. The strong suppression at high
energies for the incoherent case is a result of JIMWLK
evolution generating a smoother nucleus with less fluc-
tuations and eventually approaching the black disc limit
where the incoherent cross section vanishes and the co-
herent cross section dominates [47].
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C. Vector meson spectra

To complete the discussion about the implications of
new experimental UPC and γ + A data that has be-
come available since the publication of Ref. [21], we cal-
culate incoherent J/ψ production in γ+Pb collisions as
a function of squared momentum transfer. The results
shown in Fig. 5 are compared with the ALICE data at
W = 125 GeV [58] corresponding to midrapidity kine-
matics in UPCs at

√
s = 5020GeV. Based on Ref. [21]

and the discussion above, we expect our incoherent cross
section to overestimate the ALICE data. In order to
better illustrate the shape of the t distribution (which is
sensitive to the substructure fluctuations) relative to the
ALICE data, we show the results normalized by a fac-
tor 0.81. This factor is determined by requiring that the
ALICE data is optimally reproduced (χ2 is minimized)
by the calculation that includes the nucleon substruc-
ture fluctuations. Note that the (t-integrated) coher-
ent cross section shown in Fig. 2 is overestimated by a
slightly larger fraction at this kinematics: in order to
reproduce the ALICE data point for the coherent cross
section at W = 125 GeV the same theory calculation
(with substructure fluctuations) should be normalized by
a factor 0.71. This hints at a small tension between the
coherent and incoherent data, but firm conclusions will
require a precise measurement of the t-integrated inco-
herent cross section at this energy. We note that both
the coherent and incoherent t-integrated UPC cross sec-
tions at

√
s = 2.76GeV were consistently overestimated

in Ref. [21].
Relying on the description of the slope alone, we con-

clude that the ALICE data prefers the calculation with
substructure fluctuations. Without such fluctuations, the
calculated incoherent cross section decreases much faster
in the |t| ≳ 0.2 GeV2 region than the ALICE data.
This is exactly the region where the t-slope is signifi-
cantly modified and controlled by the size of the nucleon
constituents that fluctuate [21, 57, 59–61]. Similar con-
clusions supporting nucleon substructure fluctuations in
nuclei based on comparisons to preliminary STAR data
were reported in Ref. [21].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have calculated J/ψ photoproduction cross sections
in photon-nucleus collisions and the corresponding nu-
clear modification factors within the Color Glass Conden-
sate framework, where gluon saturation phenomena are
naturally included. The experimentally measured coher-
ent photoproduction cross section is well described in the
range 30GeV < W < 50GeV (0.004 < xP < 0.01). At
high W ≳ 100GeV, we reproduce the center of mass en-
ergy dependence of the data but overestimate the overall
normalization. This suggests that the experimental data
would prefer even stronger saturation effects at very high
energies than what is obtained from our setup which is

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
t [GeV2]

100

101

d
σ
/d
t
[µ

b
/G

eV
2
]

CGC + shape fluct ×0.81

CGC ×0.81

ALICE

Incoherent γ + Pb → J/ψ + Pb∗

FIG. 5. Incoherent J/ψ production in γ + Pb collisions at
midrapidity compared to the ALICE data [58].

constrained by the γ + p → J/ψ + p photoproduction
data from HERA. This is also reflected by the fact that
the nuclear suppression factor obtained for the coherent
cross section is larger than what is seen in the ALICE and
CMS data at high energies, and has a weaker dependence
on the center-of-mass energy.

We have also calculated the nuclear suppression factor
for the incoherent J/ψ photoproduction process. This
is found to be highly sensitive to the nucleon substruc-
ture fluctuations in heavy nuclei. The only measurement
available from STAR at low W does not clearly prefer ei-
ther a calculation with or without nucleon substructure
fluctuations and as such leaves room for potential nu-
clear modification to the nucleon substructure within a
heavy nucleus. The first data for the t-dependence of the
incoherent J/ψ production from LHC is found to be com-
patible with no nuclear modification to the substructure
fluctuations, although we again do not find large enough
nuclear suppression. Future measurements for the energy
dependence of the incoherent γ+A→ J/ψ+A∗ cross sec-
tion will make it possible to determine how the nucleon
substructure fluctuations are modified by the saturation
effects in heavy nuclei at high energies.

In the future, it will be important to consistently prop-
agate the model uncertainties from fits to HERA γ + p
data (see e.g. Refs. [44, 62]) to the calculations of high-
energy γ + Pb scattering. Similarly, uncertainties orig-
inating from the non-perturbative vector meson wave
function could be estimated by e.g. following Ref. [33].
This would allow one to determine if the strong nuclear
suppression observed at the LHC can be described simul-
taneously with the γ + p data where only weak satura-
tion effects are expected [63]. Furthermore, in order to
achieve higher precision, all ingredients of the calculation
should be advanced to next-to-leading order accuracy, see
Refs. [24, 25, 64–72] for related developments. First esti-
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mates [73] indicated that the NLO corrections have only
a small effect on the nuclear modification factor in ex-
clusive vector meson production. However, recently it
was found that nuclear modification in inclusive particle
production in proton-nucleus collisions depends strongly
on the initial condition chosen for the small-x evolution
equation [74], despite the fact that all these initial condi-
tions have been constrained by the same proton structure
function data [66]. As such, the NLO effect on the nuclear
modification factor studied in this work is currently an
open question. We emphasize that in the applied CGC
setup there are no free parameters when moving from
proton to nucleus and consequently the obtained nuclear
suppression factor is a genuine prediction based on gluon
saturation. This is in contrast to approaches based on
collinear factorization where the nuclear modification to
the (generalized) parton distribution function (PDF) is
fit to data. Using nuclear PDFs determined from global
analyses it is possible (within relatively large scale and
PDF uncertainties) to get a good description of the nu-
clear suppression observed in UPCs [2, 3]. Such global
analyses including HERA and UPC data could also be
performed within the CGC framework. If good agree-
ment with data is achieved this method could provide
powerful constraints on saturation effects in heavy nu-
clei.
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Gonçalves and M. Matas, Diffractive deeply inelastic
scattering in future electron-ion colliders, Eur. Phys. J.
C 81 (2021) no. 3 211 [arXiv:2009.14002 [hep-ph]].

[68] E. Iancu, J. D. Madrigal, A. H. Mueller, G. Soyez and
D. N. Triantafyllopoulos, Resumming double logarithms
in the QCD evolution of color dipoles, Phys. Lett. B
744 (2015) 293 [arXiv:1502.05642 [hep-ph]].
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