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Abstract

We perform a parton analysis within xFitter to determine the gluon parton distri-

bution function (PDF) at next-to-leading order (NLO) at moderate-to-low x using the

measurements of exclusive J/ψ production in ep and pp collisions from HERA and LHC.

We further study the constraints from the corresponding Υ production process and finish

by discussing the possible effects at next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) through incor-

poration of a K factor for the exclusive heavy vector-meson coefficient function at NLO.

1 Introduction

The precision of the parton distributions of the proton is well established from global parton

analyses provided that the values of the momentum fraction x and resolution scales Q2 are

not too low. For x > 10−3, there is a strong agreement among the results from various global

fit analyses [1, 2, 3]. However, as x decreases, particularly at lower scales, the uncertainty in

these distributions increases significantly. This increase in uncertainty is due to the lack of

experimental data directly probing this region.

The experiments at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) are capable of particle detection and

reconstruction over a wide rapidity range. Notably, various measurements of the differential

cross sections for exclusive heavy vector mesons such as J/ψ and Υ [4, 5, 6] have allowed for
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Figure 1: (Left) LO contribution to γp→ V +p, where the vector meson V = J/ψ,Υ. (Right) NLO

quark contribution. For these graphs all permutations of the parton lines and couplings of the

gluon lines to the heavy-quark pair are to be understood. The NLO gluon contribution, with

coefficient function CNLO
g and GPD Fg, dominates the NLO quark contribution. In these diagrams,

the momentum P ≡ (p + p′)/2 and l is the loop momentum. Note that the momentum fractions

of the left and right partons are x = X + ξ and x′ = X − ξ respectively; for the gluons connected

to the heavy quark-antiquark pair, we have x′ ≪ x and so x ≃ 2ξ.

the determination of the gluon Parton Distribution Function (PDF) down to x ∼ 3 × 10−6 at

factorization scales µF = mq, where q = c, b.

Unfortunately it is not easy to include these data in global parton analyses. The cross

section for exclusive meson production is driven not by the usual (diagonal) PDFs but by the

more complicated (skewed) generalised parton distributions (GPDs), and is proportional to

the skewed gluon-density squared, as indicated in Fig. 1; see [7] for a review. Note from the

caption of the figure that x ≈ 2ξ at very small x, where 2ξ is the proton momentum fraction

transferred through the GPD to the vector meson.

However, in the small x region of our interest, the value of the GPD can be calculated from

the conventional PDF with good (∼ O(x)) accuracy using the Shuvaev transform [8]. The

Shuvaev transform makes use of the fact that as ξ → 0 (and transverse-momentum transfer

pT = 0) the Gegenbauer moments1 of the GPD become equal to the known Mellin moments

of the PDF. Due to the polynomial condition (see e.g. [10]) even for ξ ̸= 0 the Gegenbauer

moments can be obtained from the Mellin moments to O(ξ) accuracy. Thus it is possible to

obtain the full GPD function at small ξ from its known moments.

In principle, this allows us to include the low-x exclusive J/ψ data in the global PDF

analysis. In practice the problem is that the Shuvaev transform amounts to a slowly convergent

1Gegenbauer moments are the analogue of Mellin moments which diagonalize the Q2 evolution of PDFs.

The corresponding operator diagonalizes the Q2 evolution of the GPDs [9]. As ξ → 0 the Gegenbauer moments

become equal to the Mellin moments.
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double integral and the corresponding computation is time consuming. This is troublesome for

the global fit as after every iteration, a new grid has to be computed to obtain the updated

theory prediction.

2 Effective low-x gluon PDF data

To overcome this difficulty, we propose the following procedure. We translate the experimental

J/ψ cross section data into a set of “effective” values for the gluon PDF.

As seen from Fig. 2, the cross section for the exclusive process

p+ p→ p+ J/ψ + p (1)

contains two components,

dσ(pp→p+J/ψ+p)

dY
= S2(W+)

(
k+

dn

dk+

)
σ+(γp→ J/ψp) + W− term, (2)

corresponding to energies W± depending on whether the vector meson travels in the direction

of the photon (W+), or against the direction of the photon (W−). We see that the values of

the subprocess cross sections σ(γp → J/ψp), for each rapidity Y of the J/ψ, are weighted

by the corresponding gap survival factors S2(W±) [11] and photon fluxes dn/dk± [12]. The

cross section with the lower γp-energy (W−) was measured at HERA [13, 14, 15, 16] and can

be calculated with sufficiently good accuracy since it corresponds to relatively large x where

the uncertainties in the parton distributions are small. Hence the exclusive J/ψ data provide

reliable values for σ+(γ + p → J/ψ + p), corresponding to the component with the larger

γp-energy, W+, see Fig. 3.

These σ+ data were well described in [17] by a power-like low-x gluon

xg(x) = A · x−λ with λ = 0.135± 0.006, (3)

also shown in Fig. 3.

Moreover it was shown that after the optimal factorisation scale2, µF =MJ/ψ/2, was chosen,

where MJ/ψ is the mass of the J/ψ, and the so-called Q0 subtraction [19]3 was performed, the

quark contribution to σ+ becomes negligible [21]. That is the value of

σ+ ∝ ( 2ξ g(2ξ) )2 (4)

2At this optimal scale the large double-logarithmic contributions of the form cn(αs ln(1/ξ) lnµ
2
F )

n are re-

summed into the incoming PDF/GPD [18].
3The Q0 subtraction is necessary to exclude the double counting between the low lT part of the coefficient

function and the PDF-input. This, together with the resummation of the aforementioned double-logarithmic

terms [18], helps mitigate the problem of the strong factorisation scale dependence [20] of the NLO amplitude.
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Figure 2: The two diagrams describing exclusive J/ψ production at the LHC. The vertical lines

represent two-gluon exchange. The left diagram, the W+ component, is the major contribution to

the pp→ p+ J/ψ + p cross section for a J/ψ produced at large rapidity Y . Thus such data allow

a probe of very low x values, x ∼ MJ/ψ exp(−Y )/
√
s , where

√
s is the centre-of-mass energy of

the pp system; recall that for two-gluon exchange we have x ≫ x′. The qT of the photon is very

small and so the photon can be considered as a real on-mass-shell particle.

is just proportional to the gluon density squared.4

Now for each data point, i, we calculate the predicted J/ψ cross section σ+(fit)i based

on the gluons from our fit and compare it with the experimental value σ+(data)i. The ratio

σ+(data)i/σ+(fit)i is equal to the square of the ratio of the gluon densities

σ+(data)i
σ+(fit)i

=

(
geff(2ξi)

gfit(2ξi)

)2

. (5)

In other words, in this way we can calculate the effective gluon density (PDF) corresponding

to xi = 2ξi as

geff(xi, µopt) = gfit(xi, µopt)

√
σ+(data)i
σ+(fit)i

. (6)

Correspondingly the error

δg
eff
(xi) =

1

2
geff(xi)

δσ+(data)i
σ+(data)i

. (7)

The error of the lower energy contribution, σ−(xi), is accounted for in the experimental value

of σ+(data)i. Recall that this lower energy contribution is small and its errors are negligible.

To summarize: we propose to include these “effective” gluon PDF data points calculated

according to eqns. (6), (7) in our parton analysis in order to reduce the present uncertainties

in the behaviour of the low-x partons.

Since the final parton distribution may differ from eqn. (3) obtained from [17], to achieve

greater accuracy several iterations may be needed such that the resulting output parameters
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Figure 3: The description of the J/ψ photoproduction HERA [13, 14, 15, 16] and LHCb [4, 5] data

based on using the central value of the global gluon PDF from the MMHT14 global analysis for

x > 10−3 and a fitted power-like gluon PDF, see eqn. (3), for x < 10−3. The blue solid line and

shaded region show, respectively, the central prediction and propagation of the ± 1σ errors on the

fitted parameters to the cross-section level.

in iteration i do not differ from those in iteration i− 1 by ±1σ. The final determined iterated

data points are given in Table 1.5

In Table 2, we show the final effective iterated gluon points for exclusive Υ production [6]

at the corresponding ‘optimal’ scale 22.4 GeV2. The accuracy of these points is worse than

that obtained from J/ψ production, but they allow for a constraint on the Q2-evolution in the

low-x region.6

4Strictly speaking, the value of σ+ is proportional to the square of the corresponding GPD.
5Note that we do not fit to the individual σ(γ + p → J/ψ + p) data points in our approach. Instead, we

use effective xgeff(x) points. Recall the values of xgfit(x) were obtained from a previous fit to the J/ψ cross

section only, and thus may not be sufficiently accurate for a global analysis. Therefore we do not use the values

of xgfit(x) from this former J/ψ fit, but instead fit to the corrected geff(x) = gfit(x)
√
σ(data)(x)/σ(fit)(x) data

points. These effective values will provide a better overall description of the data and a better stability, so that

the true values will not be changed too much in the fit iteration.
6So far the exclusive Υ data for the γp→ Υp cross section from the LHCb collaboration have been obtained

using gap survival factors S2(W±) and photon fluxes dn/dk± that need updating or correcting, see [22]. Nev-

ertheless, the resulting Υ data, shown in Table 2 already include the corresponding corrections, which however

never exceed the experimental error bars. Note that the resulting Υ points already show evidence of a rising

gluon PDF power behaviour in the region 10−5 < x < 10−4 and Q2 = m2
b ∼ 22 GeV2 (see Fig. 2 of [22]).
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13 TeV x xgeff δxgeff

2.84× 10−5 3.83 0.26

2.21× 10−5 4.08 0.17

1.72× 10−5 3.96 0.14

1.34× 10−5 4.05 0.13

1.04× 10−5 4.14 0.12

8.14× 10−6 4.32 0.13

6.34× 10−6 4.35 0.13

4.93× 10−6 4.34 0.14

3.84× 10−6 4.60 0.17

2.99× 10−6 4.91 0.27

7 TeV

5.28× 10−5 3.45 0.24

4.11× 10−5 3.65 0.20

3.20× 10−5 3.68 0.19

2.49× 10−5 3.67 0.19

1.94× 10−5 3.79 0.19

1.51× 10−5 3.88 0.19

1.18× 10−5 3.99 0.20

9.18× 10−6 4.19 0.20

7.15× 10−6 4.59 0.23

5.57× 10−6 4.84 0.28

Table 1: The values of xgeff and δxgeff obtained from eqns. (6) and (7) using the exclusive J/ψ

production data at 7 TeV [4] and 13 TeV [5] obtained by the LHCb collaboration.

7, 8 TeV x xgeff δxgeff

1.01× 10−4 19.9 3.1

4.77× 10−5 23.9 3.3

2.26× 10−5 31.1 4.1

Table 2: The values of xgeff and δxgeff obtained from eqns. (6) and (7) using the exclusive Υ

production data at 7, 8 TeV [6] obtained by the LHCb collaboration.

3 The impact of the low-x gluon effective data points on

a global analysis

The gluon parton distribution resulting from a global xFitter [23] NLO analysis of pure Deep-

Inelastic-Scattering (DIS) data (red) and DIS data supplemented with the effective gluon points

extracted from the exclusive J/ψ and Υ production at the LHC (blue) are shown in Fig. 4. Here
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we have used the standard xFitter ensemble of DIS data and the standard xFitter ansatz

for the input parton parametrizations with the kinematic cut Q2 > 2.4 GeV2. The datasets

used and the partial and total minimum χ2 figure of merit per degree of freedom, χ2
min/d.o.f,

for both fits are shown in Table 3.

It is clearly seen in Fig. 4 that the inclusion of the low-x effective gluon points extracted

from the exclusive heavy vector-meson production at the LHC essentially improve the accuracy

of the global parton analysis, and we obtain a good overall final χ2
min/d.o.f ∼ O(1). The blue

error band is much smaller than the red one.7 Moreover, the inclusion of new information

obtained from the heavy vector-meson ultraperipheral production affects (albeit expectedly

not so strongly) even the quark distribution as demonstrated, for example, in Fig. 5.

Dataset χ2
min/d.o.f (DIS) χ2

min/d.o.f (DIS+eff. gluon pts.)

HERA1+2 NCep 820 80/73 79/73

HERA1+2 NCep 460 220/207 220/207

HERA1+2 CCep 43/39 44/39

HERA1+2 NCem 221/159 220/159

HERA1+2 CCem 54/42 56/42

HERA1+2 NCep 575 223/257 227/257

HERA1+2 NCep 920 465/391 470/391

LHC excl. J/ψ pp 7 TeV N/A 8.95/10

LHC excl. J/ψ pp 13 TeV N/A 3.51/10

LHC excl. Υ pp 7,8 TeV N/A 3.23/3

Total χ2
min/d.o.f 1412/1154 ∼ 1.22 1444/1177 ∼ 1.23

Table 3: The partial χ2
min/d.o.f for each dataset included in the baseline fit (DIS) and with the

effective gluon data points added (DIS + eff. gluon pts.). Here, we use the DIS data in the

kinematic range Q2 > 2.4 GeV2. The total χ2
min/d.o.f is also given.

4 Working to NNLO via a K factor

In principle, the method of “effective gluon points” described above can be extended to NNLO.

Unfortunately at present the coefficient functions for J/ψ and Υ photo- and electroproduction

are known only at NLO level [20, 24, 25].

However, it is possible to include these points in a NNLO global analysis in an approximate

way by introducing a NNLO/NLO K factor, whose value can be extracted from the description

7As usual, additional theoretical uncertainties such as the correction to the NRQCD approach used for

the qq̄ → V transition in the computation of σ(γ + p → V + p), possible higher twist, effects of absorptive

corrections or other higher-order corrections are not shown. Recall that taking in its present form our approach

satisfactorily describes the available HERA data [17].

7



5−10 4−10 3−10 2−10 1−10 1
 x  

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

)
2

(x
,Q

V
+

1
/3

d
V

 x
2
/3

u
 

2 = 1.9 GeV2Q
DIS
DIS+effective gluon points

5−10 4−10 3−10 2−10 1−10 1
 x  

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

)
2

(x
,Q

V
 x

u

 

2 = 2.4 GeV2Q
DIS
DIS+effective gluon points

5−10 4−10 3−10 2−10 1−10 1
 x  

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

)
2

(x
,Q

V
 x

d

 

2 = 2.4 GeV2Q
DIS
DIS+effective gluon points

5−10 4−10 3−10 2−10 1−10 1
 x  

0

1

2

3

4

5

6
)

2
 x

g
(x

,Q

 

2 = 2.4 GeV2Q
DIS
DIS+effective gluon points

5−10 4−10 3−10 2−10 1−10 1
 x  

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

)
2

(x
,Q

V
 x

u

 

2 = 22 GeV2Q
DIS
DIS+effective gluon points

5−10 4−10 3−10 2−10 1−10 1
 x  

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

0.45

)
2

(x
,Q

V
 x

d

 

2 = 22 GeV2Q
DIS
DIS+effective gluon points

5−10 4−10 3−10 2−10 1−10 1
 x  

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

)
2

 x
g

(x
,Q

 

2 = 22 GeV2Q
DIS
DIS+effective gluon points

5−10 4−10 3−10 2−10 1−10 1
 x  

0

2

4

6

8

10

12)
2

(x
,Q

Σ
 x

 

2 = 22 GeV2Q
DIS
DIS+effective gluon points

Figure 4: The gluon distributions xg at scales µ2
F = Q2 = 2.4 GeV2 (left) and 22 GeV2 (right)

obtained in xFitter fitting DIS (red) and DIS+effective gluon data points (blue).

of existing HERA γ + p→ J/ψ + p (and/or γ + p→ Υ+ p) data. In the following, we denote

this analysis NNLO* to distinguish it from an analysis in which the full NNLO coefficient

functions would be used when they become available. In general the K factor may depend

on the factorization scale and on the ratio z = (X + ξ)/2ξ of the parton momentum fractions

x = (X + ξ) to ξ. That is the K factor should be included in the convolution for the γ + p→
J/ψ + p amplitude

M(γ + p→ J/ψ + p) =
∑
i=g,q

Ni

∫ 1

−1

dX

X
Fi(X, ξ) K CNLO

i (ξ/X) , (8)

where the constants Ni provide the correct normalization, see e.g. [17], and Fi and Ci denote

quark and gluon GPDs and coefficient functions respectively. In our case the factorization scale

is fixed, µF = MJ/ψ/2, and the four-momentum transfer t = tmin = (2ξmp)
2/(1 − 2ξ) ∼ 0, so

these parameters are not shown explicitly in eqn. (8). The integral in eqn. (8) converges8 at

X ∼ ξ. This means that actually after the convolution of the coefficient function with the gluon

distribution the effective NNLO/NLO K factor may be considered as a constant assuming that

the power λ of eqn. (3) does not vary in the interval of interest.

8It is known that the γ + p→ J/ψ + p amplitude increases as a power of the photon energy (i.e. as a power

of 1/ξ). On the other hand the NNLO gluon coefficient function can contain only ln2 z from the higher-order

gluon loop insertions. Thus at large energy (i.e. very small ξ) the dominant contribution to (8) comes from

z ∼ O(1) (i.e. X ∼ ξ) while the power growth of the amplitude is provided by the GPD power behaviour. In

this case we have to calculate the γ + p → J/ψ + p NNLO amplitude, M, by multiplying the NLO coefficient

functions, Ci
NLO with i = g, q, by this K factor.
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Figure 5: The valence xdv quark distribution at scale 2.4 GeV2 (left) and the singlet xΣ quark

distribution at 22 GeV2 (right) obtained in xFitter fitting DIS data (red) and DIS+effective gluon

data points (blue).

Thus the value of this K factor can be estimated by describing the exclusive J/ψ photopro-

duction data from HERA with the NNLO partons and NLO coefficient functions in the region

0.01 > x > 0.001 since here the uncertainties in the gluon distribution given by the present

global analysis are relatively small. In other words the square of the K factor can be obtained

as the ratio of the measured γ + p → J/ψ + p cross section, σ(data), to σNLO/NNLO calculated

using the NLO coefficient function but NNLO input partons (PDF/GPD). That is,

Ki =

√(
σ(data)

σNLO/NNLO

)
i

, (9)

and then make the trivial average of the K factors for each data point. From Fig. 3 we may

hope that the power λ which describes the energy behaviour of the γ + p → J/ψ + p cross

section is more or less constant. However, as it is seen from eqn. (8), this would require the

pure power behaviour for the gluons and not for the J/ψ cross section. Unfortunately in the

present analysis just in the region of interest 0.01 > x > 0.001 we observe that the gluon PDF

is too flat (see Fig. 4 left). The power growth starts only at x < 0.001. Most probably this

is explained by the fact that the DGLAP evolution does not account for the (higher twist)

absorptive corrections which are not negligible in this low-x region. To mimic the role of these

corrections in DIS data the fit chooses gluons which slightly decrease at x < 0.01.

In a future analysis, we have two possibilities. Either to include these absorptive effects

into the DGLAP evolution following the GLR-MQ scheme [26, 27] (with the possibility that

this will generate power increasing gluons already in the HERA domain, x < 0.01), or to have
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at hand the full NNLO coefficient function to reach complete NNLO accuracy and go beyond

the NNLO* approach discussed here.

In any case in order to obtain realistic partons at such low x and scales, the absorptive

effect should be accounted for.

5 Conclusion and outlook

We have described the method of “effective gluon points” which readily allows for the inclusion

of exclusive heavy vector-meson V photoproduction data, where V = J/ψ,Υ (as well as the

exclusive production in ultraperipheral events at the LHC) in a conventional global parton

analysis. Using xFitter, we fit DIS data together with these effective gluon points extracted

from the J/ψ and Υ exclusive production data from LHCb and demonstrate that this crucially

improves the accuracy of the obtained gluon distribution in the low-x domain. The values of

xgeff(x) extracted from the available exclusive J/ψ and Υ data from LHCb are presented in

Tables 1 and 2.

Since at present we do not have the NNLO coefficient functions for the photon to vector

meson (γ → V ) transition, our computations were performed at NLO level. However, there

is the possibility to reach NNLO* accuracy, by extracting the NNLO/NLO K factor from the

existing HERA γ + p → J/ψ + p data as discussed in Section 4. Moreover, exclusive vector-

meson production data have already been collected by the LHC and more should follow. Thus

further theoretical study of the NNLO* analysis is merited.

This current analysis has already demonstrated the potential of the existing data to signif-

icantly improve the NLO global parton distributions at small x.
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