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Lepton pair photoproduction provides a unique probe of the strong electromagnetic field pro-
duced in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions. To map out the broadening behavior of the lepton
pair transverse momentum with respect to the back-to-back correlation structure, we present a
theoretical model based on the equivalent photon approximation, and then we update it to make
direct comparisons with the recent experimental measurements. We find that the model calcula-
tions can describe well, not only the average transverse momentum squared of e+e− pairs in Au–Au
collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV, but also the acoplanarity of µ+µ− pairs in Pb–Pb collisions at√

sNN = 5.02 TeV. Furthermore, the model predictions are also able to reproduce the measured
lepton pair mass and transverse momentum squared distributions.

I. INTRODUCTION

In ultra-relativistic collisions of heavy nuclei such
as Au or Pb, extremely strong electromagnetic fields
are generated when the two nuclei pass through each
other [1–3]. The resulting strong electromagnetic fields
provide a unique opportunity to investigate some quan-
tum electrodynamics (QED) effects, such as light-by-
light scattering [4], which was confirmed experimentally
by ATLAS [5] and CMS Collaborations [6], and the mat-
ter productions (e.g. dileptons and J/Ψ) directly from
photons [7–18].

Theoretically, in 1934 Breit and Wheeler first proposed
to study the creation of electron-positron pairs via the
fusion of two real photons, γ + γ → e+ + e−, which was
difficult to observed in laboratory experiments in that pe-
riod [19]. They calculated the relevant total cross section,
including photon polarization, and their results were fur-
ther extended and generalized in Ref. [20]. The above
scattering is called the Breit-Wheeler process for the pho-
toproduction of dilepton pairs. Indeed in 1924 Fermi de-
scribed the electromagnetic particle production in terms
of an equivalent photon method [21], which was later im-
proved by Williams [22] and Weizsäcker [23]. Within this
method, the electromagnetic fields of a moving nucleus
can be described as a cloud of quasi-real photons, and the
electromagnetic production cross section of lepton pairs
in nuclear collisions can be computed as

σWW
A1A2→A1A2l+l− =

∫
dω1dω2 n1(ω1)n2(ω2) σγγ→l+l− ,

(1)
in which n1(ω1) and n2(ω2) are the equivalent number
of photons with energies ω1 and ω2 from the field of nu-
cleus A1 and A2, respectively; σγγ→l+l− is the elementary
two-photon fusion cross section from the Breit-Wheeler
process. This is known as the equivalent photon approx-
imation (EPA [24–37]), and it has been widely employed
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to interpret photon-photon collisions in ultra-relativistic
heavy-ion collisions [9, 10, 38–41].

Concerning the photon-photon scattering process, γ +
γ → l+ + l−, the momentum of the incoming pho-
tons is predominantly along the beam direction and
the relevant transverse momentum is very small, kγγ⊥ <
0.03 GeV [29, 42]. Thus, according to QED calculation
at leading order in αEM, the transverse momentum of

the outgoing lepton pairs is also small, pl
+l−

⊥ ≈ 0, re-
sulting in a nearly back-to-back correlation structure in

the azimuthal angle, |ϕl+ − ϕl− | ≈ π. Experimentally,
in recent years, the photon-photon scattering processes

have been measured at low pl
+l−

⊥ in Au–Au and Pb–Pb
collisions with nuclear overlap [17, 39–41], i.e. their im-
pact parameter b is smaller than twice the nuclear radius,
b < 2R. It is observed that the back-to-back correlation
is broadened and the lepton pair pl

+l−

⊥ increases.

Various theoretical approaches and Monte-Carlo (MC)
generators were built to study the lepton pair photo-
production, as well as its transverse momentum broad-
ening in heavy-ion collisions. The widely used model,
STARLight [43], is a MC generator with the traditional
EPA approach (Eq. 1). It is designed to simulate a vari-
ety of ultra-peripheral collisions (UPC, b ≳ 2R) with-
out including the photon polarization effects. Super-
Chic3 [33] is a MC generator taking into account the
screening effects. One can run this model without the
survival probability, to allow for photon-photon colli-
sions with nuclear overlap. The photon Wigner for-
malism [34, 44–46] allows to provide the calculations
of the lepton pair transverse momentum and acopla-
narity within a given impact parameter range. Gamma-
UPC [47] computes the survival probability of the ions
using a parametrized Glauber MC simulation. One can
run this model without requiring survival probability,
to allow for photon-photon collisions with nuclear over-
lap. It handles final states produced via photon fusion.
All models so far consider only leading-order (LO) QED
corrections for the Breit–Wheeler elementary process.
The calculations for the relevant production cross sec-
tion are complicated and multi dimensional integration
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is needed in general to get the numerical results. Re-
cently, the higher-order (HO) QED effect for the vacuum
pair production was explored by introducing a screen-
ing of the Coulomb potential in the photon propaga-
tor [48, 49], which naturally incorporates higher-order
corrections [50, 51]. It is argued that such corrections
enhance ((HO−LO)/LO ≈ 15% at maximum) the trans-
verse momentum broadening of lepton pairs at energies
available at the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [51].
See Ref. [35] (and the references therein) for a compre-
hensive review of the theoretical models.

We note that, among the various approaches, the tra-
ditional EPA model (Eq. 1) is widely used due to its
simplicity [26, 43, 52]. Such a model allows us to pro-
vide a fairly direct strategy for the calculations of the
Breit-Wheeler process in nuclear collisions. However, as
pointed out in Ref. [35], the traditional approach has dif-
ficulty in computing the kinematic distributions of sin-
gle lepton, which are challenged by the recent measure-
ments performed at energies available at the BNL Rel-
ativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and at the LHC.
In this work, we try to overcome this issue by utilizing
a Monte-Carlo-based strategy (see Sec. II B). The dif-
ferential cross section for the photon-photon scattering
process, γ + γ → l+ + l−, is calculated via the tradi-
tional EPA (Eqs. 8 and 17). The relevant single pho-
ton transverse momentum is sampled according to the
differential form of the one-photon distribution function
(Eq. A17), which is obtained by integrating over the full
transverse plane perpendicular to the direction of the
moving nucleus. After including the fusion process for
γ + γ → l+ + l−, a hybrid model is developed to provide
the impact parameter dependent calculations for events
with nuclear overlap. The latest experimental data, such
as the transverse momentum broadening and the invari-
ant mass spectrum, will be used to examine the relevant
theoretical calculations.

In summary, the different models/MCs of the Breit–
Wheeler process mentioned above contain different cor-
rections to account for the finite (low) virtuality of the
incoming photon fluxes (and subsequent propagated k⊥
to the outgoing l±), and in some cases too for the in-
coming polarization of the photons (and subsequent az-
imuthal modulation of the final-state dielectrons), and
have implemented different methods to take into account
the survival probability of the ions. This work is just
based on an alternative approach to model the Breit–
Wheeler process in photon-photon collisions with nuclear
overlap.

The paper is organized as follows: Sec. II is dedicated
to the description of the theoretical framework, including
the calculation of the electromagnetic field, the equiv-
alent photon spectra and the Monte-Carlo-based setup.
Sec. III shows the results of transverse momentum broad-
ening and the invariant mass spectrum. A summary sec-
tion then follows.

II. THEORETICAL METHOD AND
CONFIGURATION

A. The equivalent photon approximation

To calculate the energy flux of the classical equivalent
photons, we first determine the electromagnetic field of a
charge distribution moving at high velocity (v ≈ c), and
then calculate the single photon distributions. Here we
just show the final results, and the detailed aspects are
relegated to the Appendix-A.
In the observer’s frame, we assume a nucleus moves

with constant velocity v on straight line along the z-axis
(i.e. longitudinal direction), and being located by the dis-

placement b⃗ in the xy-plane (i.e. transverse plane). The

relevant potentials A(x) = (t, x⃗⊥−b⃗, z) of the electromag-
netic waves are determined by d’Alembert’s equation

∂µ∂
µAν(x) = Jν(x) (2)

in the Lorentz gauge

∂νA
ν(x) = 0. (3)

We perform the Fourier transformation of Eq. 2, yielding
(Eq. A3)

Aν(k) = − 1

k2
Jν(k) = 2πZe δ(ku)

F(
√
−k2)

−k2
uνeik⃗·⃗b,

(4)

with u = γ(1, v⃗) = γ(1, 0⃗⊥, v) and k = (ω, k⃗) =

(ω, k⃗⊥, ω/v). Z is the charge number of the nucleus, and
F is the corresponding form factor

F(q2) ≡
∫ ∞

−∞
d3r⃗e−iq⃗·r⃗ρ(r⃗) (5)

where the four-momentum transfer reads q2 ≡ −k2
.
=

k⃗ 2
⊥ +(ω/γ)2 in the ultra-relativistic limit v ≈ c = 1. The

spatial charge distribution ρ is quantified by the Woods-
Saxon distribution [53]

ρ(r) = ρ0
1 + Ω · (r/R)2

1 + exp[(r −R)/a]
, (6)

where, ρ0 is the normalization factor so that
∫
d3r⃗ρ(r⃗) =

1, r = |r⃗| is the distance with respect to the nucleus cen-
ter, R is the nucleus radius, a is the skin depth, and Ω
corresponds to deviations from a spherical shape for a
given nucleus. The employed values of these three pa-
rameters in this work are summarized in Tab. I.

Nucleus R (fm) a (fm) Ω
197Au 6.380 0.535 0
208Pb 6.624 0.549 0

TABLE I. Nuclear density parameter for the charge density
distributions of Au and Pb. Results adopted from Ref. [53].
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The resulting form factor in Eq. 5 can be rewritten
as [54]

F(q2) =
4π2ρ0a

3

(qa)2 sinh2(πqa)[
πqa cosh(πqa) sin(qR)− qR cos(qR) sinh(πqa)

]
+ 8πρ0a

3Σ∞
j=1(−1)j−1 je−jR/a

[j2 + (qa)2]2
,

(7)

in which the term on the third line is expected to be much
smaller than the others. We have checked its validity and
therefore neglected it in this analysis. A similar approx-
imation is widely employed in the literature [55].

Here we treat the electromagnetic field of the two nu-
clei classically by assuming both nuclei move with con-
stant velocity on straight lines being separated by the

impact parameter b⃗. The differential cross section for
the photon-photon scattering process,

γ + γ → l+ + l−, reads [26]

d4σ

dω1dω2d2⃗b
= ns(ω1, ω2, b⃗)σs(ω1, ω2) + nps(ω1, ω2, b⃗)σps(ω1, ω2), (8)

in which ns(ω1, ω2, b⃗) and nps(ω1, ω2, b⃗) are the scalar and pseudo-scalar two-photon distribution functions, respec-
tively. Such distribution functions can be expressed in terms of the electromagnetic fields,

ns(ω1, ω2, b⃗) =
1

π2ω1ω2

∫
d2x⃗⊥

[
E⃗1⊥(ω1, x⃗⊥ − b⃗, z) · E⃗2⊥(ω2, x⃗⊥, z)

]2
(A12)
=

∫
d2x⃗⊥n(ω1, x⃗⊥ − b⃗) n(ω2, x⃗⊥)

[
(x⃗⊥ − b⃗) · x⃗⊥

|x⃗⊥ − b⃗| · |x⃗⊥|

]2
,

(9)

nps(ω1, ω2, b⃗) =
1

π2ω1ω2

∫
d2x⃗⊥

[
E⃗1⊥(ω1, x⃗⊥ − b⃗, z)× E⃗2⊥(ω2, x⃗⊥, z)

]2
(A12)
=

∫
d2x⃗⊥n(ω1, x⃗⊥ − b⃗) n(ω2, x⃗⊥)

[
(x⃗⊥ − b⃗)× x⃗⊥

|x⃗⊥ − b⃗| · |x⃗⊥|

]2
,

(10)

in the ultra-relativistic limit v ≈ c = 1. n(ω, x⃗⊥) is the one-photon distribution function, as given in Eq. A15.

The scalar part ns and the pseudo-scalar part nps correspond to the electric fields that are parallel, E⃗1 ∥ E⃗2, and

perpendicular, E⃗1 ⊥ E⃗2, respectively.
The elementary two-photon fusion cross section in Eq. 8 is expressed as [? ]

σγγ→l+l−

s =
4πα2

EM

s

[
(1 +

4m2
l

s
− 12m4

l

s2
)2ln(

√
s

2ml
+

√
s

4m2
l

− 1)− (1 +
6m2

l

s
)

√
1−

4m2
l

s

]
Θ(s− 4m2

l ) (11)

σγγ→l+l−

ps =
4πα2

EM

s

[
(1 +

4m2
l

s
− 4m4

l

s2
)2ln(

√
s

2ml
+

√
s

4m2
l

− 1)− (1 +
2m2

l

s
)

√
1−

4m2
l

s

]
Θ(s− 4m2

l ) (12)

at the leading order in αEM , where, s = 4ω1ω2 indi-
cates the center-of-mass squared-energy and ml denotes
the mass of single lepton l. The step function Θ(s−4m2

l )
guarantees that the center-of-mass energy of the two pho-
tons is no smaller than twice the lepton mass.

The angular profile of the produced lepton pairs reads

G(θ) = 2 + 4

(
1− 4m2

l

W 2

)
(1− 4m2

l

W 2 )sin
2θ cos2θ +

4m2
l

W 2[
1− (1− 4m2

l

W 2 )cos2θ
]2

(13)

where, θ is the angle between the beam direction and
one of the leptons in the local rest frame of the lepton
pair. The result is adopted from Refs. [43, 56] by neglect-
ing the effect of the photon momentum on the angular
distribution.

It is convenient to show the results in terms of the
invariant mass Mγγ and rapidity Y γγ of the γγ system,
so that we implement further calculations by performing
a simple change of variables. The center-of-mass energy
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reads

W ≡ Mγγ =

√
(Eγγ)

2 − (p⃗ γγ)2
.
=

√
4ω1ω2

(14)

and the rapidity is

Y ≡ Y γγ =
1

2
ln

Eγγ + pγγz
Eγγ − pγγz

=
1

2
ln

ω1

ω2
. (15)

Therefore, the single photon energy can be determined
by

ω1 =
W

2
eY ω2 =

W

2
e−Y (16)

and the right hand side of Eq. 8 can be rewritten as

d4σ

dω1dω2d2⃗b
=

∂(W,Y )

∂(ω1, ω2)

d4σ

dWdY d2⃗b
=

2

W

d4σ

dWdY d2⃗b
.

(17)

B. Monte Carlo based setup

It is realized that, in Eqs. 8 and 17, the theoretical
calculations explicitly integrated over the momentum and
(pseudo-)rapidity of single lepton, which are restricted
in the available measurements. To better perform the
comparison with data, we propose a Monte Carlo based
strategy to overcome this issue.

In this sub-section, we describe the numerical frame-
work utilized for the photoproduction of lepton pairs,
γγ → l+l−, in ultra-relativistic heavy-ion collisions.
Generally, in the center-of-mass (CM) frame of the γγ
system, the energy of each photon can be obtained at a
given rapidity, while its transverse momentum is sampled
according to the single photon energy spectrum. Then,
the fusion process for γγ → l+l− is performed by employ-
ing a Monte-Carlo-based setup. Finally, we can boost the
above results from CM to the laboratory (LAB). The
steps of this numerical procedure are

(1) Calculate the differential production cross section
d4σ

dWdY d2b⃗
(Eq. 17) at a given range of (W,Y, b); note

that the varying ranges for W and Y are deter-
mined by the corresponding measurements, while b
for a desired centrality class is given in Ref. [53].

(2) Sample a set of γγ pairs according to the profile of
the above spectra via Monte-Carlo, and then ini-
tialize their four-momentum, in the CM frame of
each pair, at a given point (W,Y, b)

• the total energy of the γγ system: ETot =
ω1 + ω2, with the energy of single photon i,
ωi, given by Eq. 16;

• the total transverse momentum: P⃗Tot
⊥ =

k⃗1,⊥ + k⃗2,⊥, with transverse momentum of

photon i, k⃗i⊥, sampled according to the sin-
gle photon energy spectrum (Eq. A17) at a

given energy ωi; the azimuthal angle of P⃗Tot
⊥

is assumed to be uniformly distributed in the
transverse plane, and it will be constrained
by the kinematics cuts on the decaying lepton
pairs;

• the total longitudinal momentum:

PTot
z =

√
(W )2 + (P⃗Tot

⊥ )2 · sinh(Y );

(3) Perform the fusion process γγ → l+l−

• calculate the four-momentum for the i-th lep-
ton (Ei, p⃗i,⊥, pi,z)

– initialize its three-momentum according
to the two-body decay kinematics |p⃗i| =√
W 2 − 4m2

l /2 in the CM of γγ system,

as well as the energy Ei =
√
(p⃗i)2 +m2

l ;

– sample the transverse momentum p⃗i,⊥ =
(|p⃗i|sinθcosϕ, |p⃗i|sinθsinϕ) and the longi-
tudinal momentum pi,z = |p⃗i|cosθ by as-
suming that the polar angle (θ) profile is
described by Eq. 13, while the azimuthal
angle (ϕ) is uniformly distributed; they
will be further constrained by the addi-
tional kinematics cuts, which are imposed
in the corresponding final observable;

• boost the above results from the CM of γγ sys-

tem to the LAB according to β⃗ = (βx, βy, βz),
where βi = −PTot

i /ETot (i = x, y, z); note

that P⃗Tot and ETot are already determined in
the previous step;

• boost further the obtained results from the
LAB to CM for the asymmetry colliding sys-

tem A1A2, according to β⃗ = (0, 0, βz), where
βz = tanh(Yshift) with the rapidity shift

Yshift = 1
2 ln

(
Z1

A1

A2

Z2

)
and Zi and Ai are the

charge number and mass number of nucleus i,
respectively;

(4) Collect the four-momentum of lepton pairs l+l−

and single leptons within the desired acceptance,
which can be used to calculate observables such as
dN
dW , dN

dp2
⊥
, and

√
< (p⊥)2 >, and then compared to

the relevant measurements within the same accep-
tance.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Figure 1 depicts the impact parameter dependent cross
section for the electromagnetic production of an electron-
positron pair in Au–Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV.

The scalar and pseudoscalar contributions (Eq. 8) are
displayed as dashed black and dotted blue curves, respec-
tively, while the combined result is presented as a solid
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red curve. We observe that, for the scalar component, a
dip structure lies at b ≈ 9 fm, while for the pseudoscalar
component, a maximum is found at b ≈ 12 fm.

0 5 10 15 20
b [fm]

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

/d
b 

[fm
]

- e+
 e

→γγ σd

Scalar
Pseudoscalar
All

Au-Au 200 GeV
2c<2.6 GeV/ee1.2<M

<1ee0.5<y

FIG. 1. (Color online) Impact parameter dependent differen-
tial cross section (solid red curve) for the electromagnetic pro-
duction of an electron-positron pair with scalar (dashed black
curve) and pseudoscalar contribution (dotted blue curve), in
Au–Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. See legend for details.

FIG. 2. Illustration of the electric field produced by two col-
liding heavy ions.

These behaviors may be induced by the two over-
lapping electromagnetic fields: (1) the electron-positron
pairs are more often produced in the vicinity of the nu-
clear surfaces, where the strongest electric field densities
of the two colliding heavy ions exist [2]; (2) for the two
colliding heavy ions AB (see the illustration in Fig. 2),
the overlap nuclear surface is shown as the blue circle,
with an arbitrary point P on top of it to display the
point of interest (b ≤ RA + RB); the constellation of

the electric fields are mostly perpendicular, E⃗A ⊥ E⃗B,
when b =

√
R2

A +R2
B; similarly, they are mostly par-

allel, E⃗A ∥ E⃗B, when b = RA + RB. As mentioned
in Eqs. 9 and 10, the electric fields of the two collid-
ing heavy ions have to be parallel and perpendicular to
produce the scalar and pseudoscalar two-photon fusion
cross sections, respectively. Thus, for the scalar contri-
bution, one can expect that a dip structure exists around

b =
√
2RAu ≈ 9 fm, while, for the pseudoscalar part, its

maximum falls into the dip of the double hump structure
of the scalar cross section, i.e., the maximum lies below
b = 2RAu ≈ 13 fm in Au–Au collisions. Similar results
can be found in Refs. [26, 57].

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

6−10

5−10

4−10

3−10

]
-1 )2 c

 [(
G

eV
/

ee
dN

/d
M

Au-Au 200 GeV 40-60%

|<1eη; |c>0.2 GeV/ep

|<1ee; |yc<0.15 GeV/eep

(a)

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
]2c [GeV/eeM

6−10

5−10

4−10

3−10
Data
This analysis

60-80%

(b)

FIG. 3. (Color online) The differential yield with respect to
dielectron invariant mass in mid-central (panel-a) and periph-
eral (panel-b) collisions, indicating as the centrality percentile
40 − 60% and 60 − 80%, respectively, Au–Au collisions at√
sNN = 200 GeV. The results are filtered within the selected

acceptance. The relevant data (solid black point [17]) are
shown for comparison. See legend and text for details.

Figure 3 shows the normalized differential yield as a
function of the invariant mass of e+e− in mid-central
(40 − 60%, panel-a) and peripheral (60 − 80%, panel-
b) Au–Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. The re-

sults (curves) are restricted within the kinematics region
(pe⊥ > 0.2 GeV/c, |ηe| < 1, pee⊥ < 0.15 GeV/c and
|yee| < 1), as applied in the STAR measurements, for
direct comparisons with the experimental data (points).
Due to the conservation laws of energy and momentum,
the spectra are zero when the invariant mass is less than
twice the transverse momentum of the single electron,
Mee ≲ 0.4 GeV/c2. It peaks at Mee ≈ 0.5 GeV/c2

and then decreases exponentially towards larger Mee. It
can be seen that the model calculations provide a very
good description of the measured Mee-dependent spectra
data in both 40− 60% (panel-a) and 60− 80% (panel-b)
centrality classes. Similar behavior was found for Pb–
Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV in different centrality

classes, as shown in Fig. 4.
In Fig. 5, the differential electron-positron pair p2⊥

spectrum d2N/(dp2⊥dy) is calculated within three in-
variant mass regions in 60 − 80% Au–Au collisions at√
sNN = 200 GeV. See the legend for details. The nu-

merical calculations (curves) are filtered with the STAR
acceptance (pe⊥ > 0.2 GeV/c, |ηe| < 1 and |yee| < 1),
allowing direct comparison with the experimental mea-
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0.5 1 1.5 2

6−10

5−10

4−10

3−10
]

-1 )2 c
 [(

G
eV

/
ee

dN
/d

M
Pb-Pb 5020 GeV 50-70%

|<0.8eη; |c>0.2 GeV/ep

c<0.1 GeV/eep

(a)

0.5 1 1.5 2
]2c [GeV/eeM

6−10

5−10

4−10

3−10
Data
This analysis

70%-90%

(b)

FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 3 but in 50−70% (panel-a) and 70−90%
(panel-b) Pb–Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The relevant

data (solid black point [39]) are shown for comparison.

surements (points). Within the experimental uncertain-
ties, the measured p2⊥ dependencies are compatible with
the model predictions, while a slightly larger discrepancy
observed in the range p2⊥ ≳ 0.002 (GeV/c)2.

0 0.002 0.004 0.006
]2)c [(GeV/2p

3−10

2−10

1−10

]
-2 )c

dy
) 

[(
G

eV
/

2
p

N
/(

d
2 d

Data
2c<0.76 GeV/ee0.40<M
2c<1.20 GeV/ee0.76<M
2c<2.60 GeV/ee1.20<M

Au-Au 200 GeV, 60-80%

FIG. 5. (Color online) The dielectron pair-p2⊥ spectrum
within the mass regions 0.4 < Mee < 0.76 GeV/c2 (solid
black curve), 0.76 < Mee < 1.2 GeV/c2 (dotted red curve)
and 1.2 < Mee < 2.6 GeV/c2 (dashed blue curve) in 60−80%
Au–Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. The comparisons with

available STAR measurements [17] are plotted as well.

Figure 6 presents the average transverse momentum
squared

√
< p2⊥ > of electron-positron pairs as a func-

tion of Mee in 60−80% Au–Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV. It is observed that
√
< p2⊥ > is more significant at

larger Mee, where the electron-positron pairs are gener-
ated predominantly in the vicinity of the stronger elec-
tromagnetic field, which, in turn, creates larger p⊥. The
available STAR measurements [17] are displayed as well
for comparison. Both the shape and the magnitude

of the measured data can be described reasonably well
by this calculation, thereby reducing the available space
for the additional effects, such as the higher-order QED
corrections and the hot medium in collisions with nu-
clear overlap [51]. This data-to-model comparison can
be improved with future high-precision measurements,
which are important to quantify the spread of dilep-
ton p⊥ distributions, in particular in more central col-
lisions. Table II summarizes the

√
< p2⊥ > measured

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
]2c [GeV/eeM

40

50

60

70

80

]c
 [M

eV
/

>2
p<

Data
This analysis

Au-Au 200 GeV, 60-80%

FIG. 6. The dielectron pair-
√

< p2⊥ > distribution as a
function of invariant mass in 60 − 80% Au–Au collisions at√
sNN = 200 GeV. The measurements [17] are also shown for

comparisons.

in three different mass regions in Pb–Pb collisions at√
sNN = 5.02 TeV [39]. Within the experimental un-

certainties they are found to be in agreement with our
results. Note that the model predictions based on the
lowest-order QED calculations (“QED” [58, 59]), the
Wigner formalism (“Wigner” [34]), and the vanishing im-
pact parameter effects (“STARLight” [43, 52]) are shown
as well for comparisons. All the results from theory
present an increasing behavior, while the data are not
yet precise enough to conclude such mass dependence of√
< p2⊥ > [39].

To investigate further the broadening of p⊥ via√
< p2⊥ >, we study its impact parameter b dependence,

as displayed in Fig. 7. It can be seen that (1)
√
< p2⊥ >

increases with decreasing b and reaches a maximum value
1.5 times larger than that in ultra-peripheral collisions
with b ≈ 2RAu ≈ 13 fm. This result supports the state-
ment [39] that the p⊥ broadening originates predomi-
nantly from the initial electromagnetic field strength that
varies significantly with impact parameters; (2) more-
over, as discussed in Fig. 6, the broadening depends on
the invariant mass of the electron-positron pair, behav-
ing with an increasing trend with Mee. Similar results
can be found in Refs. [58, 60]. In this figure, the STAR
measurements [17] are also plotted for comparison and
show good agreement within uncertainties.

With higher beam energy and intensity, the ATLAS
Collaboration utilizes the dimuon pair acoplanarity, α,



7

Mass region ALICE Data [39] QED [58, 59] Wigner [34] STARLight [43, 52] This work
(GeV/c2) (MeV/c) (MeV/c) (MeV/c) (MeV/c) (MeV/c)

0.4 ≤ Mee ≤ 0.7 44± 28(stat.)± 6(syst.) 44 45 30 39
0.7 ≤ Mee ≤ 1.1 45± 36(stat.)± 8(syst.) 48 48 38 43
1.1 ≤ Mee ≤ 2.7 69± 36(stat.)± 8(syst.) 50 50 42 45

TABLE II. Summary of the different models for
√

< p2⊥ > at desired invariant mass regions in 70 − 90% Pb–Pb collisions at√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The relevant data are presented as well for comparison.

0 5 10 15 20
b [fm]

50

60

70

80

]c
 [M

eV
/

>2
p<

 
 
 

2c<0.76 GeV/ee0.40<M
2c<1.20 GeV/ee0.76<M
2c<2.60 GeV/ee1.20<M

Au-Au 200 GeV

Data points: 60-80%

FIG. 7. (Color online) The dielectron pair-
√

< p2⊥ > dis-
tribution as a function of impact parameter from various
mass regions: 0.4 < Mee < 0.76 GeV/c2 (solid black
curve), 0.76 < Mee < 1.2 GeV/c2 (dotted red curve) and
1.2 < Mee < 2.6 GeV/c2 (dashed blue curve). The rele-
vant measurements performed in 60 − 80% Au–Au collisions
at

√
sNN = 200 GeV [17] are shown as well for comparison.

For visibility, the data points are shifted horizontally.

to characterize the p⊥ broadening effects.

α ≡ 1− |ϕµ+ − ϕµ− |
π

, (18)

where, ϕµ±
are the azimuthal angles of the single muons.

The model predictions are shown in Fig. 8 with each
distribution normalized to unity over the α range of in-
terest,

∫
dα( 1

N
dN
dα ) = 1. The results are also filtered

with the fiducial cuts (pµ⊥ > 4 GeV/c, |ηµ| < 2.4 and
4 < Mµµ < 45 GeV/c2) to allow a direct compari-
son with the ATLAS measurements [40]. The panel-a in
Fig. 8 presents the model calculations within various cen-
trality classes. We observe that the α distributions are
narrower in peripheral collisions than those from more
central collisions, indicating that the transverse momen-
tum broadening effect is more pronounced for central col-
lisions, where the impact parameters are small. The same
conclusion was found in Fig. 7. This centrality-dependent
broadening behavior is compared with the available data
for different centrality classes, as shown from panel-b to
panel-f in Fig. 8. Within the experimental uncertainties,
our calculations can describe well the measured α de-
pendencies. We note that, even though the statistics of
current ATLAS data is limited, a centrality-dependent

depletion of the dimuon yield is observed at small α,
where the discrepancy between model and data is visi-
ble. Such behavior may be due to missing effects such
as the higher-order QED correction, which will enhance
(about 15% at maximum) the lepton pair transverse mo-
mentum broadening in heavy-ion collisions with nuclear
overlap [51]. Furthermore, the background contributions
from dielectrons coming from hadronic collisions (the
“hadronic cocktail” subtracted in experimental measure-
ments with nuclear overlap) are more pronounced at low
mass, while the ones from the thermal medium radiation
dominate in the intermediate mass region [61]. These
effects become important in particular in more central
collisions [31, 62].

The centrality-dependent broadening of the α distribu-
tions is further studied according to the higher luminosity
measurement performed by ATLAS Collaboration [41].
Meanwhile, it allows us to investigate the α broadening
behavior within different average transverse momentum
p̄⊥,

p̄⊥ ≡
pµ

+

⊥ + pµ
−

⊥
2

, (19)

of the muons in the pair, where, pµ
±

⊥ are the transverse
momentum of single muons. We shown in the left panels
of Fig. 9 the dimuon pair-α distributions within three p̄⊥
ranges, 4 < p̄⊥ < 5 GeV (solid black curve), 5 < p̄⊥ <
6 GeV (long dashed red curve), and p̄⊥ > 6 GeV (dashed
blue curve), for three centrality intervals, 0−20% (panel-
a), 20− 40% (panel-b) and 60− 80% (panel-c). The rel-
evant data (points) are shown as well for comparisons.
We can see that: (1) the centrality-dependent broaden-
ing of the α distributions is confirmed, and for a given
p̄⊥ range, the broadening is more pronounced in central
collisions, as observed in Fig. 8; (2) the α broadening
seems to have a visible p̄⊥-dependence with a consider-
able decrease from lower toward higher p̄⊥; (3) the α
distributions shown less depletion at α ≈ 0 at higher p̄⊥,
which may be attributed to the quantum interference ef-
fects [58]; (4) for a given p̄⊥ range the depletion at small
α becomes more significant in peripheral collisions when
comparing with that in central collisions, i.e. there is a
centrality-dependent depletion at small α; furthermore,
such depletion behavior is underestimated by the rele-
vant calculations. Consequently, the broadening of the α
distributions are affected by both the centrality and the
average transverse momentum. It is argued [41] that the
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FIG. 8. (Color online) The dimuon pair-α distribution for the kinematics of the ATLAS measurements [40]. The panel-a (upper
left) shows the model predictions within the different centrality classes with the curves in different styles, while the other ones
display the comparisons with the relevant experimental data (solid black point).
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FIG. 9. (Color online) The dimuon pair-α (left-hand panels) and k⊥ (right-hand panels) distributions within different p̄⊥
intervals, 4 < p̄⊥ < 5 GeV (solid black curve), 5 < p̄⊥ < 6 GeV (long dashed red curve), p̄⊥ > 6 GeV (dashed blue curve), for
three centrality intervals: 0 − 20% (upper), 20 − 40% (middle) and 60 − 80% (bottom). The relevant experimental data [41]
(points) are presented as well for comparison.
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distributions of the transverse momentum scale k⊥,

k⊥ ≡ παp̄⊥ =
pµ

+

⊥ + pµ
−

⊥
2

(
π − |ϕµ+

− ϕµ−
|
)
, (20)

which effectively quantify the component of the dimuon
p⃗⊥, show no significant dependence on p̄⊥. The rele-
vant results are presented in the right panels of Fig. 9,
the dimuon pair-k⊥ distributions within three p̄⊥ ranges,
4 < p̄⊥ < 5 GeV (solid black curve), 5 < p̄⊥ < 6 GeV
(long dashed red curve), and p̄⊥ > 6 GeV (dashed blue
curve), for three centrality intervals, 0 − 20% (panel-d),
20 − 40% (panel-e) and 60 − 80% (panel-f). The rel-
evant data (points) are shown as well for comparisons.
We can see that: (1) in a given centrality range, the k⊥
distributions show a weak p̄⊥-dependence from lower to-
ward higher p̄⊥, confirming that k⊥ distributions have
trivial p̄⊥-dependence; (2) the k⊥ broadening is more
pronounced in central collisions; (3) within the experi-
mental uncertainties, the data can be well described by
the relevant model calculations, in particular at k⊥ ≳ 20
MeV. Similarly to the α distributions (left panels), the
centrality-dependent depletion is also observed at small
k⊥ in the data, which is underestimated by the model
calculations. Thus, the k⊥ variable is better suited for
assessing the centrality-dependent modifications of the
dimuon alignment, even though the physical interpre-
tations of the depletion behavior at small k⊥ are still
challenging in general [40, 41]. We plan to explore the
underlying mechanisms in the future.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work we have studied the photoproduction of
lepton pair in high energy nuclear collisions by employing
a theoretical model with the equivalent photon approx-
imation, which can be derived from a full QED calcula-
tion at leading order in αEM [26]. In the referenced work,
the form factor is the one for a homogeneously charged
sphere. Moreover, the relevant calculations, such as the
production cross section, are obtained by integrating over
the full phase space of the single leptons.

We update the model by taking into account the widely
used Woods-Saxon distribution to reproduce the nuclear
profile more realistically. Furthermore, to filter with
the fiducial cut on the decaying leptons as applied in
the current experimental measurements and allow direct
comparisons, we propose a Monte Carlo based strategy.
The calculated results can describe well the centrality-
dependent broadening of both the acoplanarity (α) and
the transverse momentum scale (k⊥) distributions, which
are measured at the highest RHIC and LHC energies. It
is interesting to note that the α distributions vary with
the average transverse momentum p̄⊥ of muons in the
pair, while the k⊥ distributions do not. Therefore, the
k⊥ variable is preferred for the study of the centrality-
dependent broadening effect. We also examine the up-

dated model by calculating the differential spectra as
functions of pair mass Mee and the transverse momen-
tum squared p2⊥, and it is clearly found that the rele-
vant experimental data can be well described, indicating
that the employed model is powerful for characterizing
the photoproduction of lepton pairs in ultra-relativistic
heavy-ion collisions.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the energy flux of the
photons in equivalent photon approximation (EPA)

For the d’Alembert’s equation (Eq. 2), one can perform
the Fourier transformation from momentum to position
space, resulting in [57]

Aν(k) = − 1

k2
Jν(k), (A1)

where, the current density reads

Jν(k) = 2πZe δ(ku) ρ(
√
−k2) uν eik⃗·⃗b, (A2)

with uν = γ(1, 0⃗⊥, v) and k = (ω, k⃗⊥, kz). ρ is the nuclear
charge density function. Here we have chosen the z-axis
as the direction of the Lorentz-boost γ = 1/

√
1− v2 be-

tween the two frames. With the δ-function in Eq. A2, we

have −k2 = k⃗2⊥ + (ωγ )
2.

The electromagnetic potential can be obtained by in-
serting Eq. A2 into Eq. A1, yielding

Aν(k) = 2πZe δ(ku)
F(

√
−k2)

−k2
uν eik⃗·⃗b, (A3)

where, Z is the nuclear charge number and F is the rele-
vant normalized form factor defined as the Fourier trans-
form of the charge distribution.

The electromagnetic field strength tensor in momen-
tum space reads [57]

Fµν(k) = −i

[
kµAν(k)− ikνAµ(k)

]

=

 0 −Ex −Ey −Ez

Ex 0 −Bz By

Ey Bz 0 −Bx

Ez −By Bx 0

 .

(A4)

Note that



10

(1) the transverse components of the electric field is
given by

E⃗⊥ = (F 10, F 20) = −i
[
A0k⃗⊥ − k0A⃗⊥

]
= −iA0k⃗⊥

(A5)

since u⃗⊥ = A⃗⊥ = 0 (Eq. A3); the transverse com-
ponents of the magnetic field read

B⃗⊥ = v⃗ × E⊥ = −ivA0 (−ky, kx, 0)
T . (A6)

(2) the longitudinal component of the electric field is

Ez = F 30 = −i
[
k3A0 − k0A3

] .
= 0, (A7)

since k3
.
= k0 = ω and A0 .

= A3 in the ultra-
relativistic limit (v ≈ c = 1); consequently, the lon-
gitudinal components of the electromagnetic fields
vanish in this limit, resulting in the relations as

E⃗
.
= E⃗⊥, B⃗

.
= B⃗⊥,

|E⃗⊥|
.
= |B⃗⊥|, Ez

.
= Bz

.
= 0, |E⃗| .

= |B⃗|

E⃗ ⊥ B⃗, E⃗ ⊥ v⃗, B⃗ ⊥ v⃗;

(A8)

(3) the energy flux of the electromagnetic field through
a plane perpendicular to the direction of the moving
nucleus, is provided by the Poynting vector

S⃗(r⃗, t) ≡ E⃗(r⃗, t)× B⃗(r⃗, t)
.
=

∣∣E⃗⊥(r⃗, t)
∣∣2 (A9)

in the limit v ≈ c = 1.

As discussed above, the electromagnetic field of a
charged nucleus moving at high velocities becomes more
and more transverse with reference to the direction of
propagation; see Eq. A8. As a consequence, an observer
in the laboratory cannot distinguish between the elec-
tromagnetic fields of a relativistic nucleus and a bunch
of equivalent photons. To extract the equivalent pho-
ton spectrum n(ω, x⃗⊥) which depends on the photon
frequency ω and the displacement x⃗⊥ in the transverse
plane, we can require that the energy flux of the elec-
tromagnetic fields through a transverse plane is identical
to the energy flux of the equivalent photons [57], i.e.,
equivalent photon approximation (EPA):∫ ∞

−∞
dt

∫ ∞

−∞
d2x⃗⊥S⃗(r⃗, t) ≡

∫ ∞

0

dω ω

∫ ∞

−∞
d2x⃗⊥n(ω, x⃗⊥).

(A10)
With Eq. A9, the left hand side (LHS) of Eq. A10 can
be expressed as

LHS =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dω

∫ ∞

−∞
d2x⃗⊥

∣∣E⃗⊥(r⃗, ω)
∣∣2 (A11)

Compared with the right hand side (RHS) of Eq. A10,
we have

n(ω, x⃗⊥) =
1

πω

∣∣E⃗⊥(r⃗, ω)
∣∣2 (A12)

in the ultra-relativistic limit v ≈ c = 1. The electric field
in Eq. A12 is given by

∣∣E⃗⊥(r⃗, ω)
∣∣ (A3,A5)

=
Ze

2π

∣∣∣∣ ∫ ∞

0

dk⊥ k2⊥
F(

√
−k2)

−k2
J1(x⊥k⊥)

∣∣∣∣
(A13)

with the Bessel function

Jn(z) ≡
1

2πin

∫ 2π

0

dθeizcosθeinθ (A14)

of the first kind (n = 1). The energy flux of the equiva-
lent photons can be obtained by inserting Eq. A13 into
Eq. A12, yielding

n(ω, x⃗⊥) =
Z2αEM

π2ω

∣∣∣∣ ∫ ∞

0

dk⊥k
2
⊥
F(

√
−k2)

−k2
J1(x⊥k⊥)

∣∣∣∣2
(A15)

with the electromagnetic coupling factor αEM = e2/(4π).
Similar results can be found in Ref. [26].

Note that

(1) the convergence of the integration part in Eq. A15,
is guaranteed if the form factor vanishes fast enough

to zero at k⊥ → ∞ [26]; we take k2⊥ ⩽ 1
R2 −

(
ω
γ

)2
in the numerical calculations [63], where R is the
nuclear radius of the heavy-ion, see Eq. 6;

(2) the transverse plane integrated energy flux in
Eq. A12, can be obtained via

n(ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
d2x⃗⊥n(ω, x⃗⊥)

(A5,A3)
=

2Z2αEM

πω

∫ ∞

0

dk⊥ |⃗k⊥|3
[
F(

√
−k2)

−k2

]2
,

(A16)
resulting in

dn(ω, k⊥)

dk⊥
=

2Z2αEM

πω
|⃗k⊥|3

[
F(

√
−k2)

−k2

]2
. (A17)

[1] V. Skokov, A. Y. Illarionov, and V. Toneev, Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 24, 5925 (2009), arXiv:0907.1396 [nucl-th].

[2] W.-T. Deng and X.-G. Huang, Phys. Rev. C 85, 044907
(2012).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X09047570
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X09047570
http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.1396
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.044907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.044907


11

[3] S. Pu, V. Roy, L. Rezzolla, and D. H. Rischke, Phys.
Rev. D 93, 074022 (2016), arXiv:1602.04953 [nucl-th].

[4] D. d’Enterria and G. G. da Silveira, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111,
080405 (2013), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 116, 129901
(2016)], arXiv:1305.7142 [hep-ph].

[5] M. Aaboud et al. (ATLAS Collaboration), Nature Phys
13, 852 (2017).

[6] A. M. Sirunyan et al. (CMS), Phys. Lett. B 797, 134826
(2019), arXiv:1810.04602 [hep-ex].

[7] C. R. Vane, S. Datz, P. F. Dittner, H. F. Krause,
C. Bottcher, M. Strayer, R. Schuch, H. Gao, and R. Hut-
ton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 1911 (1992).

[8] R. Bauer et al. (CERES, NA45 Collaboration), Phys.
Lett. B 332, 471 (1994).

[9] J. Adam et al. (STAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 70,
031902 (2004).

[10] J. Adam et al. (STAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 052302 (2021).

[11] A. Abulencia et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev.
Lett. 98, 112001 (2007).

[12] T. Aaltonen et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
102, 222002 (2009).

[13] E. Abbas et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Eur. Phys. J. C
73, 2617 (2013), arXiv:1305.1467 [nucl-ex].

[14] S. Chatrchyan et al. (CMS Collaboration), J. High En-
ergy Phys. 11, 080 (2012), arXiv:1209.1666 [hep-ex].

[15] A. M. Sirunyan et al. (CMS, TOTEM Collaboration),
J. High Energy Phys. 07, 153 (2018), arXiv:1803.04496
[hep-ex].

[16] G. Aad et al. (ATLAS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
125, 261801 (2020), arXiv:2009.14537 [hep-ex].

[17] J. Adam et al. (STAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett.
121, 132301 (2018).

[18] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B
798, 134926 (2019).

[19] G. Breit and J. A. Wheeler, Phys. Rev. 46, 1087 (1934).
[20] J. S. Toll, The Dispersion Relation for Light and its Ap-

plication to Problems Involving Electron Pairs., Ph.D.
thesis, Princeton University, New Jersey (1952).

[21] E. Fermi, Z. Phys. 29, 315 (1924).
[22] E. J. Williams, Phys. Rev. 45, 729 (1934).
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Karakuş, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 428 (2016).

[56] S. J. Brodsky, T. Kinoshita, and H. Terazawa, Phys.
Rev. D 4, 1532 (1971).

[57] F. Krauss, M. Greiner, and G. Soff, Prog. Part. Nucl.
Phys. 39, 503 (1997).

[58] W. Zha, J. D. Brandenburg, Z. Tang, and Z. Xu, Phys.
Lett. B 800, 135089 (2020), arXiv:1812.02820 [nucl-th].

[59] J. D. Brandenburg, W. Zha, and Z. Xu, Eur. Phys. J. A
57, 299 (2021), arXiv:2103.16623 [hep-ph].

[60] R.-j. Wang, S. Lin, S. Pu, Y.-f. Zhang, and Q. Wang,
Phys. Rev. D 106, 034025 (2022).

[61] R. Rapp and H. van Hees, Phys. Lett. B 753, 586 (2016).
[62] W. Zha, L. Ruan, Z. Tang, Z. Xu, and S. Yang, Phys.

Lett. B 781, 182 (2018), arXiv:1804.01813 [hep-ph].
[63] P.-Y. Niu, E. Wang, Q. Wang, and S. Yang, (2022),

arXiv:2209.01924 [hep-ph].

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.93.074022
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.93.074022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.04953
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.080405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.080405
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.7142
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4208
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134826
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.04602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.1911
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(94)91283-1
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(94)91283-1
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.70.031902
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.70.031902
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.052302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.052302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.112001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.112001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.222002
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.222002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2617-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2617-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.1467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2012)080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2012)080
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.1666
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)153
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.04496
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.04496
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.261801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.261801
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.14537
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.132301
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.132301
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134926
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134926
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.46.1087
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03184853
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.45.729
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(75)90009-5
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(88)90142-1
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.47.2308
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.47.2308
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1006/aphy.1998.5876
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(01)00101-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.55.090704.151526
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.55.090704.151526
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0502005
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.09.002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.0654
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.01.035
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.07.005
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.07.005
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6530-5
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6530-5
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136114
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136114
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1361-6633/acdae4
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1361-6633/acdae4
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.14943
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.14943
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.107.054004
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.05106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.107.044906
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.122001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.122001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)024
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.11732
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.212301
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.212301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.107.054907
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevC.107.054907
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.12.001
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.10.016
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.10.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.034015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.034015
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.102.094013
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.102.094013
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.132301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.132301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)248
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.03012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.61.032103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.61.032103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.032106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.032106
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)083
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)083
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.04605
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2023.138314
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2023.138314
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.01549
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.054903
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.054910
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.97.054910
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4269-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.4.1532
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.4.1532
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0146-6410(97)00049-5
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0146-6410(97)00049-5
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135089
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135089
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.02820
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epja/s10050-021-00595-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epja/s10050-021-00595-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.16623
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.034025
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.12.065
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2018.04.006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2018.04.006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.01813
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.01924

	Lepton pair photoproduction in hadronic heavy-ion collisions with nuclear overlap
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	Theoretical method and configuration
	The equivalent photon approximation
	Monte Carlo based setup

	Numerical results
	Summary
	Acknowledgements
	Derivation of the energy flux of the photons in equivalent photon approximation (EPA)
	References


