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We investigate proton-antiproton (pp) 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 pp 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 (pp) 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 vy — pp process in eTe™ collisions.
Early theoretical predictions using leading-twist nucleon
wave functions have been unable to match experimen-
tal data [ ], 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 eTe™ 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 eTe™ collisions, providing deeper in-
sights into pp pair production in photon-photon fusion
processes. However, the equivalent photon approxima-
tion (EPA) [11, 12] 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.
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FIG. 1. Photon induced proton-antiproton (pp) pair produc-
tion from ultraperipheral heavy ion collisions.

In this paper, we investigate the production of pp 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 pp 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 pp 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 v(k1)v(ke) — p(p1)p(p2), utiliz-
ing the equivalent photon distributions. Following the
approach outlined in Refs. [43, 44, 65], the cross section
can be expressed as
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where p1 2 and E; 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), M,, is the vertex function describing the
vy — pp process, which is represented by the grey dot in
Fig. 1. The electromagnetic potentials A} and AL are
given by
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For the proton exchange channel, shown in the left
panel of Fig. 2, the vertex function M, is expressed as
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Here the velocities of the heavy ions, represented by
u’f,z = v5(1,0,0,£v), where v, is the Lorentz contrac-
tion factor. Besides, the nuclear charge density distribu-
tion F(—k?) used in this work is defined by

oy 3[sin(kR4) — kRacos (Ra)]
F (’i ) - (KRA)3 (a2K2 + 1) ’ )

where a = 0.7 fm and R4 = 1.1A'/3 fm. Substituting the
expressions of the electromagnetic potential A* into the
cross section (1) and simplifying the product of the four-
velocities (u} and u%) and the vertex function (M, ), we
obtain
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where k1, and ko represent the transverse momentum
of the incoming photon, and they are given by

k:’f,u = \k172J_|(e—i¢k1,u e+ R 65)/\/5’ ©)

with the polarization vectors of the photons e} =
(0,1,4+4,0)/+/2. In order to obtain the vertex function
M, in this study, we consider three pp production mech-
anisms form v 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

sz(k1+k2)2:M

t=(p— k)’ =-P -
u=(pr—ky)? = —P? —
where P = |p1 — p2|/2, m, represents the proton mass,

and y; and ys denote the rapidities of proton and anti-
proton, respectively.
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where s;2 € {1/2,—1/2} denote the helicity indices of
the proton and anti-proton. Here, M, includes the con-
tribution from both ¢ and w 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 pp in UPCs.

electromagnetic vertex
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with 0, = £ [y,,7]. For quasi-real photons in UPCs,
we use F1(0) = 1 and F5(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—(9]

exp [2(t — mf,)/Azﬂ + exp [2(u — mi)/Ai]
1+ exp [—2(3 — m%)/A%] ’
(10)

F(t,u,s) =

with A, = 1.08 GeV [37], obtained by fitting experimen-
tal data in eTe™ collisions.

The s-channel resonance mechanism involves the fu-
sion of two photons into an f, meson with JX¢ = 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
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where we define M, s, a0, = MY exi€x,5, With A 2 =
+ denoting the helicity of the photons. Additionally, we
introduce
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Here, 0 is the polar angle of p; in the center-of-mass
frame, with cost = /s/,/s=amZ tanh[(y1 —y2)/2]. At the
RHIC, the primary contribution is from f3(1950) reso-
nance, with my, = 1944MeV, I'y, = 473MeV, Ay, =
1.15GeV, afyqrGfops = 13.05ac GeV™4, bfyrrGops = 0

The hand-bag mechanism has been investigated in de-
tail in Ref. [10], showing that the full amplitude can be
factorized into a hard factor for vy — ¢¢ and a non-
perturbative form factor describing qg — pp transition,
as depicted in the left panel of Fig. 2. Explicitly, the
helicity amplitudes of the hand-bag mechanics can be
expressed as,
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with the light-cone amplitude A given by

A8132’+* = _(_1)51_82A*51*52,*+ (16)

65152TP(5):| )

Vs

2my,

S

= 47T046ﬁ |:281651752 [TA(S) + ’]"P(s)] —
where 74 = 0.14 GeV?/s, rp = 0.37TRa+/s/2m,. 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

(17)
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where we only keep the azimuthal independent terms,
averaging over ¢p, and ¢4, . The shorthanded notation
is defined as My, 5, = M 55 010010y, , =ép,, —7=0 and
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where z; and x5 represent the longitudinal momentum
fractions of the incoming photons,
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with syy being the center-of-mass energy. The trans-
verse momenta of the initial photons in the amplitude
and its conjugate amplitude are denoted by k; 2, and
k121, respectively. The function JF(z;,k? ) describes
the amplitude of finding a photon carrying a certain mo-
mentum. For a given nuclear charge form factor F(k?)
defined in Eq. (4), we have
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III. PHENOMENOLOGY

In this section, we present our predictions for the
production of proton-antiproton pairs at RHIC with
VSN = 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 (g, ) distribution of
the produced pp 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 ¢, distribution. The distribution (black
line) clearly peaks at low pr ~ 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 f(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 ¢, distribution, we also study the
invariant mass and rapidity distributions using Eq. (17),
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FIG. 3. Total transverse momentum distribution of pp pairs
at the RHIC with /sny = 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 pp pairs 2.1 GeV < M <
2.6 GeV.

where we require the transverse momentum ¢, <
0.1 GeV. Fig. 4 displays the invariant mass M (left),
total rapidity |y12| = |y1 + y2|/2 (middle), and rapid-
ity difference |y; — yo| (right) distributions. The blue
dashed line represents the contribution from the f5(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 |yi2| distribution, the proton exchange curve
peaks at lower rapidity values, indicating significant con-
tributions at small rapidities and a sharp decline as |y;2]
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 |y; — yo| distribution also shows that the f2(1950)
resonance significantly contributes to pp 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 |yi2| (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 pp 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 pp pairs.
The transverse momentum distribution of the produced
pairs exhibited a clear peak at low pr, indicative of the
coherent nature of the photons involved. The f3(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 pp 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.

Acknowledgments. The authors thank Jin-Hui Chen, Xu-
Guang Huang and Jie Zhao for helpful discussion. This
work is supported by the National Science Foundations
of China under Grant No. 12275052 and No. 12147101.

[1] C. A. Bertulani and G. Baur, Phys. Rept. 163, 299
(1988).

[2] G. Baur, K. Hencken, D. Trautmann, S. Sadovsky, and
Y. Kharlov, Phys. Rept. 364, 359 (2002), arXiv:hep-
ph/0112211.

[3] C. A. Bertulani, S. R. Klein, and J. Nystrand, Ann. Rev.
Nucl. Part. Sci. 55, 271 (2005), arXiv:nucl-ex/0502005.

[4] G. Baur, K. Hencken, and D. Trautmann, Phys. Rept.
453, 1 (2007), arXiv:0706.0654 [nucl-th].

[5] G. Breit and J. A. Wheeler, Phys. Rev. 46, 1087 (1934).

[6] G. Agakichiev et al. (CERES), Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 1272
(1995).

[7] G. Baur, K. Hencken, and D. Trautmann, J. Phys. G
24, 1657 (1998), arXiv:hep-ph/9804348.

[8] A. J. Baltz, Phys. Rept. 458, 1 (2008), arXiv:0706.3356
[nucl-ex].

[9] S. R. Klein, J. Nystrand, J. Seger, Y. Gorbunov, and
J. Butterworth, Comput. Phys. Commun. 212, 258
(2017), arXiv:1607.03838 [hep-ph].

[10] S. Klein and P. Steinberg, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 70,
323 (2020), arXiv:2005.01872 [nucl-ex].

[11] K. Hattori, H. Taya, and S. Yoshida, JHEP 01, 093
(2021), arXiv:2010.13492 [hep-ph].

[12] P. Copinger and S. Pu, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 35, 2030015
(2020), arXiv:2008.03635 [hep-ph].

[13] P. A. Steinberg, Nucl. Phys. A 1005, 122007 (2021).

[14] G. Aad et al. (ATLAS), Phys. Lett. B 749, 242 (2015),
arXiv:1506.07098 [hep-ex].

[15] M. Aaboud et al. (ATLAS), Phys. Lett. B 777, 303
(2018), arXiv:1708.04053 [hep-ex].

[16] A. M. Sirunyan et al. (CMS, TOTEM), JHEP 07, 153
(2018), arXiv:1803.04496 [hep-ex].


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(88)90142-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(88)90142-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(01)00101-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112211
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112211
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/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.09.002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.0654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.46.1087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.75.1272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.75.1272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/24/9/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/24/9/003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9804348
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.12.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.3356
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.3356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.10.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.10.016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.03838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-030320-033923
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-030320-033923
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.01872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)093
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.13492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X2030015X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X2030015X
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.03635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2020.122007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.07.069
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.07098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.12.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.12.043
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.04053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)153
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.04496

[17] M. Aaboud et al. (ATLAS), Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 212301
(2018), arXiv:1806.08708 [nucl-ex].

[18] S. Acharya et al. (ALICE), Phys. Rev. C 99, 024002
(2019), arXiv:1807.00923 [nucl-ex].

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

[20] G. Aad et al. (ATLAS), Phys. Rev. C 104, 024906 (2021),
arXiv:2011.12211 [nucl-ex].

[21] G. Aad et al. (ATLAS), Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 151802
(2023), arXiv:2204.13478 [hep-ex].

[22] CMS Collaboration, (2022), arXiv:2206.05192 [nucl-ex].

[23] ALICE collaboration, ALICE-PUBLIC-2022-007 (2022).

[24] J. Adam et al. (STAR), Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 132301
(2018), arXiv:1806.02295 [hep-ex].

[25] J. Adam et al. (STAR), (2018), arXiv:1810.10159 [nucl-
ex].

[26] J. Adam et al. (STAR), Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 052302
(2021), arXiv:1910.12400 [nucl-ex].

[27] J. Zhou (STAR), EPJ Web Conf. 259, 13014 (2022).

[28] M. Artuso et al. (CLEO), Phys. Rev. D 50, 5484 (1994).

[29] H. Hamasaki et al. (VENUS), Phys. Lett. B 407, 185
(1997).

[30] G. Abbiendi et al. (OPAL), Eur. Phys. J. C 28, 45 (2003),
arXiv:hep-ex/0209052.

[31] P. Achard et al. (L3), Phys. Lett. B 571, 11 (2003),
arXiv:hep-ex/0306017.

[32] C. C. Kuo et al. (Belle), Phys. Lett. B 621, 41 (2005),
arXiv:hep-ex,/0503006.

[33] G. R. Farrar, E. Maina, and F. Neri, Nucl. Phys. B 259,
702 (1985), [Erratum: Nucl.Phys.B 263, 746746 (1986)].

[34] G. R. Farrar, H. Zhang, A. A. Ogloblin, and I. R. Zhit-
nitsky, Nucl. Phys. B 311, 585 (1989).

[35] V. L. Chernyak and I. R. Zhitnitsky, Nucl. Phys. B 246,
52 (1984).

[36] A.I. Ahmadov, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 32, 1750104 (2017),
arXiv:1606.09391 [hep-ph].

[37] M. Klusek-Gawenda, P. Lebiedowicz, O. Nachtmann,
and A. Szczurek, Phys. Rev. D 96, 094029 (2017),
arXiv:1708.09836 [hep-ph].

[38] K. Odagiri, Nucl. Phys. A 748, 168 (2005), arXiv:hep-
ph/0406267.

[39] C. F. Berger and W. Schweiger, Eur. Phys. J. C 28, 249
(2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0212066.

[40] M. Diehl, P. Kroll, and C. Vogt, Eur. Phys. J. C 26, 567
(2003), arXiv:hep-ph/0206288.

[41] C. F. von Weizsacker, Z. Phys. 88, 612 (1934).

[42] E. J. Williams, Phys. Rev. 45, 729 (1934).

[43] M. Vidovic, M. Greiner, C. Best, and G. Soff, Phys. Rev.
C 47, 2308 (1993).

[44] K. Hencken, D. Trautmann, and G. Baur, Phys. Rev. A
51, 1874 (1995), arXiv:nucl-th/9410014.

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

[46] S. Klein, A. Mueller, B.-W. Xiao, and F. Yuan, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 122, 132301 (2019), arXiv:1811.05519 [hep-

ph].

[47] S. Klein, A. H. Mueller, B.-W. Xiao, and F. Yuan, Phys.
Rev. D 102, 094013 (2020), arXiv:2003.02947 [hep-ph].

[48] R.-j. Wang, S. Pu, and Q. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 104,
056011 (2021), arXiv:2106.05462 [hep-ph].

[49] R.-j. Wang, S. Lin, S. Pu, Y.-f. Zhang, and Q. Wang,
(2022), arXiv:2204.02761 [hep-ph].

[50] M. Klusek-Gawenda, W. Schafer, and A. Szczurek, Phys.
Lett. B 814, 136114 (2021), arXiv:2012.11973 [hep-ph].

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

[62] S. Lin, R.-J. Wang, J.-F. Wang, H.-J. Xu, S. Pu, and
Q. Wang, (2022), arXiv:2210.05106 [hep-ph].

[63] X. Wang, J. D. Brandenburg, L. Ruan, F. Shao, Z. Xu,
C. Yang, and W. Zha, Phys. Rev. C 107, 044906 (2023),
arXiv:2207.05595 [nucl-th].

[64] H.-S. Shao and D. d’Enterria, JHEP 09, 248 (2022),
arXiv:2207.03012 [hep-ph].

[55] D. Y. Shao, C. Zhang, J. Zhou, and Y.-J. Zhou, Phys.
Rev. D 107, 036020 (2023), arXiv:2212.05775 [hep-ph].

[56] P.-Y. Niu, E. Wang, Q. Wang, and S. Yang, (2022),
arXiv:2209.01924 [hep-ph].

[67] L. A. Harland-Lang, Phys. Rev. D 107, 093004 (2023),
arXiv:2303.04826 [hep-ph].

[58] J. Luo, X. Li, Z. Tang, X. Wu, and W. Zha, Phys. Rev.
C 108, 054906 (2023), arXiv:2308.03070 [hep-ph].

[69] Y.-P. Xie and V. P. Gonccalves, Eur. Phys. J. C 83, 528
(2023).

[60] D. Y. Shao, C. Zhang, J. Zhou, and Y.-j. Zhou, Phys.
Rev. D 108, 116015 (2023), arXiv:2306.02337 [hep-ph].

[61] D.Y. Shao, B. Yan, S.-R. Yuan, and C. Zhang, (2023),
arXiv:2310.14153 [hep-ph].

[62] J. Zhao, J.-H. Chen, X.-G. Huang, and Y.-G. Ma, Nucl.
Sci. Tech. 35, 20 (2024), arXiv:2211.03968 [nucl-th].

[63] Y. G. Ma, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 34, 16 (2023).

[64] Y.-j. Zhou, in 1st International Workshop on the physics
of Ultra Peripheral Collisions (2024) arXiv:2405.13275
[hep-ph].

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

[66] M. Poppe, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 1, 545 (1986).

[67) M. Klusek-Gawenda and A. Szczurek, Phys. Rev. C 87,
054908 (2013), arXiv:1302.4204 [nucl-th].

[68] A. Szczurek and J. Speth, Nucl. Phys. A 728, 182 (2003),
arXiv:hep-ph/0207265.

[69] P. Lebiedowicz, O. Nachtmann, and A. Szczurek, Phys.
Rev. D 91, 074023 (2015), arXiv:1412.3677 [hep-ph].

[70] X. Wu, Poster at Quark Matter 2023, Houston, Texas,
USA (2023), https://indico.cern.ch/event/1139644/
contributions/5491273/.

[71] C. Li, J. Zhou, and Y.-J. Zhou, Phys. Rev. D 101,
034015 (2020), arXiv:1911.00237 [hep-ph].

[72] C. Li, J. Zhou, and Y.-J. Zhou, Phys. Lett. B 795, 576
(2019), arXiv:1903.10084 [hep-ph.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.212301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.212301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.08708
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.024002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.024002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.00923
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/PhysRevC.104.024906
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.12211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.151802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.151802
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.13478
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.05192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.132301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.132301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.02295
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.10159
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.10159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.052302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.052302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/202225913014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.5484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00728-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00728-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2003-01171-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0209052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.05.005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0306017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.06.036
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0503006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(85)90009-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(85)90009-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90169-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90114-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90114-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X17501044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.09391
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.094029
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.09836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.10.027
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406267
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406267
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2003-01166-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2003-01166-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0212066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2002-01075-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2002-01075-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0206288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01333110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.45.729
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.47.2308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.47.2308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.51.1874
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.51.1874
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9410014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135089
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.02820
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.132301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.132301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.05519
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.05519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.094013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.094013
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.02947
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.056011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.056011
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.05462
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.02761
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136114
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.11973
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://arxiv.org/abs/2210.05106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.107.044906
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.05595
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)248
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.03012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.036020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.036020
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.05775
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.01924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.093004
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.04826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.108.054906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.108.054906
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.03070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11720-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11720-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.116015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.116015
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.02337
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.14153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s41365-024-01374-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s41365-024-01374-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.03968
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s41365-023-01167-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.13275
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.13275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-6410(97)00049-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-6410(97)00049-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X8600023X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.87.054908
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.87.054908
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.4204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2003.08.018
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0207265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.074023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.074023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.3677
https://indico.cern.ch/event/1139644/contributions/5491273/
https://indico.cern.ch/event/1139644/contributions/5491273/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.034015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.034015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.07.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.07.005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.10084

	Photon induced proton and anti-proton pair production with ultraperipheral heavy ion collisions at RHIC
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Theoretical formalism
	III Phenomenology
	IV Conclusions
	 References


