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We investigate proton-antiproton (pp̄) pair production via photon-photon fusion in the ultra-
peripheral collisions at RHIC, employing a joint impact parameter and transverse momentum de-
pendent formalism. We consider proton exchange, s-channel resonance and hand-bag mechanisms,
predicting differential distributions of pp̄ production. Our theoretical predictions can be tested
against future measurements at RHIC, to enhance our understanding of photon-photon interactions
in strong electromagnetic fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

In relativistic heavy-ion collisions, the intense electro-
magnetic fields generated by the fast-moving ions provide
an exceptional environment to study photon-photon in-
teractions, producing particle-antiparticle pairs. These
interactions are fundamental for exploring Quantum
Electrodynamics (QED) in strong fields, revealing the
non-linear properties of QED and the dynamics of the
vacuum [1–4].

Ultra-peripheral collisions (UPCs) of heavy ions, where
the nuclei interact predominantly through their electro-
magnetic fields rather than through strong interactions,
are particularly suited for investigating these processes.
In UPCs, the strong electromagnetic fields can lead to
photon-photon fusion, resulting in the creation of real
particle pairs from the vacuum—a process known as the
Breit-Wheeler process [5–13]. Lepton and anti-lepton
pair production, including electron, muon, and tau lep-
ton pairs, has been observed in UPCs at both the LHC
[14–23] and RHIC [24–27].

In addition to lepton pair production, the study of
proton-antiproton (pp̄) pair production in photon-photon
fusion has also been a significant topic of interest. Mea-
surements by collaborations such as CLEO [28], VENUS
[29], OPAL [30], L3 [31], and Belle [32] have provided cru-
cial data for understanding the cross sections and angular
distributions of the γγ → pp̄ process in e+e− collisions.
Early theoretical predictions using leading-twist nucleon
wave functions have been unable to match experimen-
tal data [33–35], necessitating the development of more
comprehensive models. These models now incorporate
mechanisms such as proton exchange [36, 37], s-channel
resonance exchanges [38], and the hand-bag mechanism
[39, 40].

Recent studies, such as Ref. [37], have included all the
above theory ingredients in order to achieve a quanti-
tative description of the e+e− data. Besides, they also
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extended calculations from electron-positron colliders to
UPCs at the LHC. These efforts aim to validate theoret-
ical models through precise cross-section measurements
and differential distributions under various experimen-
tal conditions in e+e− collisions, providing deeper in-
sights into pp̄ pair production in photon-photon fusion
processes. However, the equivalent photon approxima-
tion (EPA) [41, 42] used in [37] does not incorporate the
joint transverse momenta of the incoming photons and
impact parameter dependence, and it also omits initial
polarization information. As a result, it lacks detailed
information about the location of the particle production
process [43, 44] and the ability to predict differential dis-
tributions, such as the transverse momentum imbalance
and azimuthal asymmetry. Recently, theoretical efforts
[45–64] made along this line turn out to give a rather
satisfactory description.

𝐴

𝐴

𝐴

𝐴

𝑝

ҧ𝑝

𝛾

𝛾

FIG. 1. Photon induced proton-antiproton (pp̄) pair produc-
tion from ultraperipheral heavy ion collisions.

In this paper, we investigate the production of pp̄ pairs
via photon-photon fusion in UPCs, shown in Fig. 1, em-
ploying a joint impact parameter and transverse momen-
tum dependent formalism. The impact parameter, de-
fined as the transverse distance between the centers of
the colliding nuclei, significantly influences the character-
istics of the electromagnetic interactions. This method
allows for a precise calculation of the photon-photon fu-
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sion cross-section, taking into account the spatial config-
uration of the colliding ions and the transverse momen-
tum distributions of the virtual photons. By incorporat-
ing the initial transverse momenta into our calculations,
we can accurately determine differential distributions of
the produced pp̄ pairs, such as the transverse momentum
distribution.

The paper is structured as follows. In the next section,
we derive the joint impact parameter and transverse mo-
mentum dependent cross section of pp̄ production. We
present the numerical result in section III. The paper is
summarized in section IV.

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

We employ the EPA method to model the electromag-
netic fields of a moving nucleus as a flux of quasi-real pho-
tons. This method allows us to approximate the electro-
magnetic production cross section in UPCs by the cross
section for the process γ(k1)γ(k2) → p(p1)p̄(p2), utiliz-
ing the equivalent photon distributions. Following the
approach outlined in Refs. [43, 44, 65], the cross section
can be expressed as

σ =

∫
d2b⊥d

3p1 d3p2

(2π)32E1(2π)32E2
(1)

×
∣∣∣∣∣
∫

d4k1 d4k2
(2π)4(2π)4

(2π)4δ(4) (k1 + k2 − p1 − p2)

×Mµν (k1, k2, p1, p2)A
µ
1 (k1, b⊥)A

ν
2 (k2, 0)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

,

where p1,2 and E1,2 denote the three-momenta and en-
ergies of the proton and anti-proton, respectively. Here
the bold letters represent vectors in the Euclidean space.
In Eq. (1), Mµν is the vertex function describing the
γγ → pp̄ process, which is represented by the grey dot in
Fig. 1. The electromagnetic potentials Aµ

1 and Aµ
2 are

given by

Aµ
1 (k1, b⊥) = 2πZe

F (−k21)

−k21
δ(k1 · u1)u

µ
1e

ik1⊥·b⊥ , (2)

Aµ
2 (k2, 0) = 2πZe

F (−k22)

−k22
δ(k2 · u2)u

µ
2 . (3)

Here the velocities of the heavy ions, represented by
uµ
1,2 = γL(1, 0, 0,±v), where γL is the Lorentz contrac-

tion factor. Besides, the nuclear charge density distribu-
tion F (−k2) used in this work is defined by

F
(
κ2

)
=

3 [sin (κRA)− κRAcos (RA)]

(κRA)
3
(a2κ2 + 1)

, (4)

where a = 0.7 fm and RA = 1.1A1/3 fm. Substituting the
expressions of the electromagnetic potential Aµ into the
cross section (1) and simplifying the product of the four-
velocities (uµ

1 and uν
2) and the vertex function (Mµν), we

obtain

σ ≃ (Ze)4

(4vk01k
0
2)

2

∫
d2b⊥d

3p1d
3p2

(2π)2E1E2
(5)

×
∣∣∣∣∫ d2k1⊥d

2k2⊥

(2π)2(2π)2
δ(2)(k1⊥ + k2⊥ − p1⊥ − p2⊥)

×Mij(k1, k2, p1, p2)e
ik1⊥·b⊥k1⊥,ik2⊥,j

F (−k21)

−k21

F (−k22)

−k22

∣∣∣∣2,
where k1⊥ and k2⊥ represent the transverse momentum
of the incoming photon, and they are given by

kµ1,2⊥ = |k1,2⊥|(e−iϕk1,2⊥ ϵµ+ + eiϕk1,2⊥ ϵµ−)/
√
2, (6)

with the polarization vectors of the photons ϵµ± ≡
(0, 1,±i, 0)/

√
2. In order to obtain the vertex function

Mij , in this study, we consider three pp̄ production mech-
anisms form γγ fusion, including the proton exchange,
s-channel resonance exchanges, and the hand-bag mech-
anism, which are shown in Fig. 2. For convenience, we
introduce the Mandelstam variables as

s ≡ (k1 + k2)
2
= M2 = (P 2

⊥ +m2
p)[2 + 2 cosh(y1 − y2)],

t ≡ (p1 − k1)
2
= −P 2

⊥ − (P 2
⊥ +m2

p)e
y2−y1 ,

u ≡ (p1 − k2)
2
= −P 2

⊥ − (P 2
⊥ +m2

p)e
y1−y2 , (7)

where P⊥ = |p1 − p2|/2, mp represents the proton mass,
and y1 and y2 denote the rapidities of proton and anti-
proton, respectively.

For the proton exchange channel, shown in the left
panel of Fig. 2, the vertex function Mµν is expressed as

Mµν(s1, s2) (8)

= (−i)ū (s1, p1)

[
iΓµ (k1)

i (p/1 − k/1 +mp)

t−m2
p + iϵ

iΓν(k2)

+ iΓν (k2)
i (p/1 − k/2 +mp)

u−m2
p + iϵ

iΓµ (k1)

]
v (s2, p2)F (t, u, s) ,

where s1,2 ∈ {1/2,−1/2} denote the helicity indices of
the proton and anti-proton. Here, Mµν includes the con-
tribution from both t and u channels, and is expressed
in terms of the free proton propagator and the proton
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FIG. 2. Sample diagrams of proton exchange (left), s-channel resonance (middle), and the hand-bag mechanism (right) for the
production of pp̄ in UPCs.

electromagnetic vertex

iΓµ(k) = −ie

[
γµF1(k

2) +
i

2mp
σµνk

νF2(k
2)

]
, (9)

with σµν ≡ i
2 [γµ, γν ]. For quasi-real photons in UPCs,

we use F1(0) = 1 and F2(0) = 1.793 for the proton’s
electromagnetic form factors. To account for the off-shell
nature of the proton in the propagator, we introduce a
factor F (t, u, s) in Eq. (8), given by [66–69]

F (t, u, s) =
exp

[
2(t−m2

p)/Λ
2
p

]
+ exp

[
2(u−m2

p)/Λ
2
p

]
1 + exp

[
−2(s−m2

p)/Λ
2
p

] ,

(10)

with Λp = 1.08 GeV [37], obtained by fitting experimen-
tal data in e+e− collisions.
The s-channel resonance mechanism involves the fu-

sion of two photons into an f2 meson with JPC = 2++,
which subsequently decays into a proton-antiproton pair,
as shown in the middle panel of Fig. 2. The helicity am-
plitudes for this mechanism are given by

Ms1s2,±± =− 1

2
s2
√
s− 4m2

p ∆(s) af2γγ gf2pp̄ (11)

× F 2
f2γγ(s)

(
s− 4m2

p

)(
cos2θ − 1

3

)
δs3s4 ,

Ms1s2,±∓ =− 1

2
s
√
s− 4m2

p ∆(s)bf2γγ gf2pp̄ (12)

× F 2
f2γγ(s)

(
s− 4m2

p

)
sin2θδs3s4 ,

where we defineMs1s2,λ1λ2 ≡ Mij
s1s2ϵλ1iϵλ2j , with λ1,2 =

± denoting the helicity of the photons. Additionally, we
introduce

∆(s) ≡ 1

s−m2
f2

+ imf2Γf2

, (13)

Ff2γγ(s) ≡
Λ4
f2

Λ4
f2

+ (s−m2
f2
)2
. (14)

Here, θ is the polar angle of p1 in the center-of-mass
frame, with cosθ =

√
s/
√

s−4m2
p tanh[(y1− y2)/2]. At the

RHIC, the primary contribution is from f2(1950) reso-
nance, with mf2 = 1944MeV, Γf2 = 473MeV, Λf2 =
1.15GeV, af2γγgf2pp̄ = 13.05αe GeV−4, bf2γγgf2pp̄ = 0
[37].
The hand-bag mechanism has been investigated in de-

tail in Ref. [40], showing that the full amplitude can be
factorized into a hard factor for γγ → qq̄ and a non-
perturbative form factor describing qq̄ → pp̄ transition,
as depicted in the left panel of Fig. 2. Explicitly, the
helicity amplitudes of the hand-bag mechanics can be
expressed as,

Ms1s2,λ1λ2
= As1s2,λ1λ2

(15)

+
mp√
s

[
2s1A−s1s2,λ1λ2

+ 2s2As1−s2,λ1λ2

]
,

with the light-cone amplitude A given by

As1s2,+− = −(−1)s1−s2A−s1−s2,−+ (16)

= 4παe
s√
tu

[
2s1δs1,−s2 [rA(s) + rP (s)]−

√
s

2mp
δs1s2rP (s)

]
,

where rA = 0.14 GeV2/s, rP = 0.37RA
√
s/2mp. In our

numerical calculations, we neglect the hand-bag mecha-
nism since it has almost no contribution at RHIC ener-
gies, although it should be considered at LHC energies.

Based on the above definition, we obtain the differen-
tial cross section written in terms of the helicity ampli-
tudes as

dσ

d2b⊥d2P⊥d2q⊥dy1dy2
=

Z4α2
e

M4

∫
[dK⊥]

(2π)8

∑
s1,s2

[(
M−−M∗

−−+M++M∗
++

)
cos(ϕk1⊥+ϕk2⊥−ϕk̄1⊥

−ϕk̄2⊥
) (17)

+
(
M−+M∗

−++M+−M∗
+−

)
cos(ϕk1⊥−ϕk2⊥−ϕk̄1⊥

+ϕk̄2⊥
)+

(
M−+M∗

+−+M+−M∗
−+

)
cos(ϕk1⊥−ϕk2⊥+ϕk̄1⊥

−ϕk̄2⊥
)
]
,
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where we only keep the azimuthal independent terms,
averaging over ϕP⊥ and ϕq⊥ . The shorthanded notation
is defined as Mλ1λ2

≡ Ms1s2,λ1λ2
|ϕp1⊥=ϕp2⊥−π=0 and∫

[dK⊥] ≡
∫

d2k1⊥d
2k2⊥d

2k̄1⊥d
2k̄2⊥e

i(k1⊥−k̄1⊥)·b⊥

× δ(2)(k1⊥ + k2⊥ − q⊥)δ
(2)(k̄1⊥ + k̄2⊥ − q⊥)

×F(x1,k
2
1⊥)F(x2,k

2
2⊥)F(x1, k̄

2
1⊥)F(x2, k̄

2
2⊥), (18)

where x1 and x2 represent the longitudinal momentum
fractions of the incoming photons,

x1,2 =

√
P 2
⊥ +m2

p
√
sNN

(
e±y1 + e±y2

)
, (19)

with sNN being the center-of-mass energy. The trans-
verse momenta of the initial photons in the amplitude
and its conjugate amplitude are denoted by k1,2⊥ and
k̄1,2⊥, respectively. The function F(xi,k

2
i⊥) describes

the amplitude of finding a photon carrying a certain mo-
mentum. For a given nuclear charge form factor F (k2)
defined in Eq. (4), we have

F(x,k2
⊥) = |k⊥|

F (k2
⊥ + x2m2

p)

k2
⊥ + x2m2

p

. (20)

III. PHENOMENOLOGY

In this section, we present our predictions for the
production of proton-antiproton pairs at RHIC with√
sNN = 200 GeV. The kinematic cuts are chosen as [70]

P⊥ > 0.2 GeV, |y1,2| < 0.5,

2.1 GeV < M < 2.6 GeV. (21)

Within these kinematic regions, we find that the contri-
bution from the hand-bag mechanism (shown in the right
panel of Fig. 2) is negligible. Therefore, we exclude its
contribution in the following numerical calculations.

The total transverse momentum (q⊥) distribution of
the produced pp̄ pairs is a key observable that provides
insight into the photon flux used in our calculations. The
photons participating in UPC events are predominantly
coherent, with transverse momentum k⊥ ∼ 1/R (approx-
imately 30 MeV), where R is the nuclear radius [71, 72].
Fig. 3 shows the q⊥ distribution. The distribution (black
line) clearly peaks at low pT ∼ 30MeV, reflecting the
coherent nature of the photons, and exhibits a steep
fall-off at higher transverse momenta. Additionally, in
Fig. 3, the blue dashed line represents the contribution
from the f2(1950) resonance, while the orange dotted line
represents the contribution from proton exchange. It is
obvious that the dominant contributions arise from the
f2(1950) resonance at RHIC.

In addition to the q⊥ distribution, we also study the
invariant mass and rapidity distributions using Eq. (17),

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
q⊥ [GeV]
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d
σ

/d
q ⊥

[µ
b
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√
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y1, y2 ∈ [−0.5, 0.5]

M ∈ [2.1, 2.6] GeV

P⊥ > 0.2 GeV

AuAu → AuAu + pp̄

proton exchange

f2(1950) resonance

total

FIG. 3. Total transverse momentum distribution of pp̄ pairs
at the RHIC with

√
sNN = 200 GeV. The blue dashed line rep-

resents the contribution from the f2(1950) resonance, while
the orange dotted line represents the contribution from proton
exchange. The full results are shown as the solid black line.
The following kinematic cuts are imposed: the (anti-)proton
rapidities |y1,2| < 0.5, transverse momentum P⊥ > 0.2 GeV,
and the invariant mass of the pp̄ pairs 2.1 GeV < M <
2.6 GeV.

where we require the transverse momentum q⊥ <
0.1 GeV. Fig. 4 displays the invariant mass M (left),
total rapidity |y12| ≡ |y1 + y2|/2 (middle), and rapid-
ity difference |y1 − y2| (right) distributions. The blue
dashed line represents the contribution from the f2(1950)
resonance, while the orange dotted line represents the
contribution from proton exchange. In most regions of
invariant mass and rapidity distributions, the dominant
contribution comes from the f2(1950) resonance.

In the |y12| distribution, the proton exchange curve
peaks at lower rapidity values, indicating significant con-
tributions at small rapidities and a sharp decline as |y12|
increases. In contrast, the f2(1950) resonance curve is
broader and flatter, showing a more even distribution
over a wider total rapidity range. The rapidity differ-
ence |y1 − y2| distribution also shows that the f2(1950)
resonance significantly contributes to pp̄ pairs with sim-
ilar rapidities, as indicated by the pronounced peak in
the blue curve. Conversely, the proton exchange mech-
anism shows a flatter distribution, contributing more
evenly across rapidity differences. This distinction high-
lights the different dynamics of the two production mech-
anisms. Future measurements at RHIC will provide a
valuable test of different production mechanisms in the-
oretical predictions.
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FIG. 4. The invariant mass M (left) distribution, total rapidity |y12| (middle) distribution, and rapidity difference |y1 − y2|
(right) distribution for proton-antiproton pairs produced in UPCs at the RHIC. The color schemes follow those in Figure 3,
and the kinematic cuts applied are indicated in each panel.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we explored the production of proton-
antiproton pairs via photon-photon fusion in UPCs at the
RHIC. By employing a joint impact parameter and trans-
verse momentum dependent formalism, we were able to
calculate the cross sections and various differential dis-
tributions of pp̄ pairs. Our analysis incorporated three
mechanisms: proton exchange, s-channel resonance ex-
changes, and the hand-bag mechanism.

The results from our calculations highlighted the sig-
nificant contributions of the f2(1950) resonance and pro-
ton exchange mechanisms to the production of pp̄ pairs.
The transverse momentum distribution of the produced
pairs exhibited a clear peak at low pT , indicative of the
coherent nature of the photons involved. The f2(1950)
resonance emerged as the dominant contributor in both
the invariant mass and rapidity distributions, particu-

larly at small rapidity values. In contrast, the proton
exchange mechanism contributed more broadly across a
wider range of rapidities, highlighting the different dy-
namics of the two processes.

Our theoretical framework offers a comprehensive un-
derstanding of the pp̄ pair production process in UPCs.
The findings from this study provide valuable predictions
that can be tested against future experimental measure-
ments at RHIC. Such experimental validation will not
only refine our current models but also enhance our over-
all understanding of photon-photon interactions in strong
electromagnetic fields.
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