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Abstract: We study the production of hypothetical vector particles, dark photons

γ′, with masses in the range 0.4–1.8GeV via inelastic proton bremsstrahlung. We

further develop the approach of refs. [1–3], where for the first time we considered the

contributions to the cross section that are associated with the Pauli form factor in

ppγ′ vertex and obtained new splitting functions. We demonstrate numerically the

importance of these corrections to full inelastic proton bremsstrahlung cross section

and refine the sensitivity of the ongoing and future fixed-target experiments T2K,

DUNE and SHiP to the parameters of dark photon model. A dedicated experiment

on measurements of the proton electromagnetic form factors in the time-like region

below the proton-antiproton threshold, like those suggested in PANDA at FAIR,

would help to obtain the robust predictions for the dark photon production by a

proton beam at fixed target.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of neutrino oscillations, the observations of galaxy and galaxy clusters

dynamics, measurements of anisotropy and polarization of cosmic microwave back-

ground, the cosmic abundance of matter and the simultaneous absence of anti-matter

clearly demonstrate the incompleteness of the Standard Model (SM). A universal and

presently one of most popular ways to extend the SM is the portal framework [4].

This approach allows one to incorporate new physics particles, such as dark photons,

dark scalars, axions and heavy neutral leptons, into the theory through various por-

tals by adding to the SM Lagrangian the terms that are the products of operators

composed of the SM and dark sector fields which respect both SM and dark sector

gauge symmetries [5].

We consider the minimal dark photon model [6–8] (BC1 in Physics Beyond Col-

liders classification [5]), in which the SM Lagrangian LSM is extended by the vector

field Ã′
µ, corresponding to the new gauge group U(1)′,

L = LSM − 1

4
F̃ ′
µνF̃

′µν − ϵ

2 cos θW
F̃ ′
µνB

µν +
m2

γ′

2
Ã′

µÃ
′µ, (1.1)

where F̃ ′
µν and Bµν are the dark photon and SM hypercharge strength tensors cor-

respondingly, ϵ is the kinetic mixing parameter, θW is the Weinberg mixing angle
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and the dark photon mass mγ′ can be originated e.g. from the Stueckelberg mech-

anism [9]. By simultaneous rotation of the third component of the SM weak gauge

field W 3
µ , SM hypercharge field Bµ and the new vector field Ã′

µ, it is possible to

diagonalize the kinetic and mass terms with an accuracy of O(ϵ) [10]. This gives

the new basis of vector fields: massive Z-boson, SM photon Aµ and dark photon A′
µ

with the same mass mγ′ . Due to such rotation, the dark photon eventually couples

to the electromagnetic SM current as

Lint = −ϵeJµ
emA

′
µ .

In similar scenarios the dark photon can also interact with dark sector fermions

(including those forming the dark matter in ref. [11]), but in our study of dark pho-

ton production they do not play any role. Thus the model has only two essential

parameters, the dark photon mass mγ′ and the kinetic mixing parameter ϵ. The

model parameter plane (mγ′ , ϵ) has been intensively explored [12]. Moreover there

are several ongoing and future experiments, such as T2K [13, 14], DUNE [15, 16]

and SHiP [17–19], that plan to search for dark photons with masses around 1 GeV

produced in pp-collisions by energetic protons on target.

In this paper we study the production of dark photons with masses in range 0.4–

1.8GeV in proton-proton collisions via the process of inelastic proton bremsstrahlung

pp → γ′X adopting the kinematics of a fixed-target experiment. In the considered

mass region, the bremsstrahlung is the dominant production mode of X in compari-

son with meson decays, e.g., π0, η → γγ′ and QCD Drell-Yan process qq̄ → γ′, which

are more important at smaller and bigger dark photon masses mγ′ correspondingly.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains a brief overview of the

existing approaches to estimate the inelastic proton bremsstrahlung cross section.

The description of proton electromagnetic and off-shell hadronic form factors used

in calculations is presented in section 3. Our main analytical results on inelastic

bremsstrahlung cross section factorization taking into account both Dirac and Pauli

proton electromagnetic form factors are outlined in section 4. We numerically com-

pare our result for the full cross section with previous estimates from the literature

and present the analogous comparison for sensitivities of T2K, DUNE and SHiP

experiments in sections 5 and 6. Finally, section 7 summarizes our findings.

2 Inelastic proton bremsstrahlung: existing results

In this section we give an overview of the existing methods for estimating the cross

section of inelastic proton bremsstrahlung pp → γ′X. Our study is largely based

on the factorization procedure originally formulated by Altarelli and Parisi for the

emission of massless quarks and gluons [20]. Later it has been modified to describe

the production of massive dark scalars via proton bremsstrahlung [21] and has been
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Figure 1: Dark photon production in the process of initial state radiation of inelastic

proton bremsstrahlung.

further developed for the case of dark photon production by Foroughi-Abari and

Ritz [22]. The latter method is briefly presented below.

Figure 1 shows the general Feynman diagram for the dark photon production

via inelastic proton bremsstrahlung. Throughout this paper we denote the particles

momenta as follows: p is the momentum of the incident proton, Pi is the momentum

of the target proton, k is the dark photon momentum, p′ refers to the momentum of

the virtual proton intermediate state. The z-axis of the Cartesian coordinate system

in the lab frame is oriented along the 3-momentum of incident beam proton, so that

the components of proton and dark photon momenta can be written as follows

p = {Ep, 0, 0, P}, (2.1)

k = {Ek, k⊥ cosφ, k⊥ sinφ, zP}, (2.2)

where P is the value of incident proton 3-momentum, z is its fraction taken by the

dark photon, k⊥ is the transverse component of the dark photon 3-momentum. The

energies of incident proton and dark photon are taken as

Ep ≡ P +
M2

2P
, (2.3)

Ek ≡ zP +
m2

γ′ + k2
⊥

2zP
, (2.4)

assuming that the second terms containing masses of proton M and dark photon mγ′

are much smaller than z-components of their 3-momenta.

The cross section is factorized in the following way. At first, by presenting

the proton propagator as the sum over spin states, one can extract from the matrix

element of the full inelastic process p(p)p(Pi) → γ′X the amplitude of the subprocess

p(p′)p(Pi) → X and the part responsible for dark photon emission (literally, one cuts
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the diagram in Fig. 1 along the double grey line). Then, using the explicit form

of Dirac spinors and dark photon polarization vectors, one can obtain the splitting

function wFAR(z, k
2
⊥), that is the probability density of dark photon emission, and

connect the inelastic bremsstrahlung differential cross section with the full non-single

diffractive pp → X cross section σNSD(s̄) as[
d2σ(pp → γ′X)

dzdk2
⊥

]
FAR

= wFAR(z, k
2
⊥)|F1(m

2
γ′)|2F 2

virt(z, k
2
⊥)σNSD(s̄), (2.5)

where F1(m
2
γ′) is the Dirac electromagnetic form factor of proton that comes from

the ppγ′ vertex due to the proton compositeness, Fvirt(z, k
2
⊥) is the off-shell hadronic

form factor that controls the closeness of the intermediate proton to the mass shell.

We comment further on the both form factors in section 3. The splitting function

by Foroughi-Abari and Ritz

wFAR(z, k
2
⊥) ≡

ϵ2αem

2πH

(
z − z (1− z)

H

(
2M2 +m2

γ′

)
+

H

2zm2
γ′

)
(2.6)

contains the fine-structure constant αem and the common kinematic combination

H ≡ k2
⊥ + (1− z)m2

γ′ + z2M2. For the full non-single diffractive cross section we use

the fit [23]

σNSD(s) = 1.76 + 19.8
( s

GeV2

)0.057
mb, (2.7)

and take it at the square of the center-of-mass energy s of intermediate and target

protons equal to s̄ ≡ 2MP (1− z) + 2M2 −H(z, k2
⊥)/z.

The approach described in [22] is clear, although we argue that it does not give

the complete answer. The crucial thing is that the result (2.5) depends only on the

Dirac electromagnetic proton form factor F1(m
2
γ′), although it should depend also

on the analogous Pauli electromagnetic proton form factor F2(m
2
γ′), since they both

contribute to the ppγ′ vertex (see details in section 3). In order to fully describe

the inelastic proton bremsstrahlung process we extend the calculation from [22] and

include the Pauli form factor in section 4.

Another approximation for the inelastic bremsstrahlung cross section, which is

the most frequently implemented for estimating the experimental sensitivity to dark

photons, was developed by Blumlein and Brunner [24]. Firstly, using the improved

Weizsacker-Williams approximation [25], the matrix element for inelastic process

pp → γ′pX is expressed via the amplitude of the 2 → 2 process pb → γ′p, where b is

the auxiliary massless vector boson that mediates the pp-interaction. On the second

step, the splitting probability for the subprocess p → γ′p is derived. Finally, the

differential cross section is factorized and presented as the product[
d2σ(pp → γ′pX)

dzdk2
⊥

]
BB

= wBB(z, k
2
⊥)|F1(m

2
γ′)|2σinel(s

′), (2.8)
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where the splitting function in the Blumlein and Brunner approach is

wBB(z, k
2
⊥) ≡

ϵ2αem

2πH

[
1 + (1− z)2

z
− 2z(1− z)

(
2M2 +m2

γ′

H
− z2

2M4

H2

)
+

+2z(1− z)(1 + (1− z)2)
M2m2

γ′

H2
+ 2z(1− z)2

m4
γ′

H2

]
, (2.9)

and the inelastic proton scattering cross section σinel is taken at s′, which is the

square of the center-of-mass energy of two protons that interact via the boson b.

Unfortunately, it is unclear from [24], how exactly the cross section (2.8) was derived.

We should note that the expressions (2.6) and (2.9) behave differently in several

physically natural limits of the studied problem, such as the limits of small dark

photon mass mγ′ ≪ M , small momentum fraction z ≪ 1, small (large) virtuality of

the intermediate protonM2−(p−k)2 = H/z ≪ M2 (H/z ≫ M2). It inevitably leads

to noticeable discrepancies in the numerical results that have been earlier mentioned

in [22] for inelastic bremsstrahlung and in [26, 27] for the similar case of elastic proton

bremsstrahlung pp → ppγ′.

3 Electromagnetic and off-shell hadronic form factors

The Dirac F1(t) and Pauli F2(t) electromagnetic proton form factors as the functions

of squared transfer momentum t are tightly connected with the matrix elements of

the electromagnetic current

jµem ≡
∑
i

Qiq̄iγ
µqi, (3.1)

that sums the inputs of light quarks qi ∈ {u, d, s} with electric charges Qi ∈
{2/3,−1/3,−1/3}. Its matrix elements containing a proton with momentum p1 in

the initial state and a proton with momentum p2 in the final state can be expressed

through the electromagnetic proton form factors as follows

⟨p(p2)| jµem |p(p1)⟩ ≡ u(p2)

[
F1(t)γ

µ + i
F2(t)

2M
σµν(p2 − p1)ν

]
u(p1), (3.2)

where σµν ≡ i [γµ, γν ] /2 and the squared transfer momentum t ≡ (p2 − p1)
2.

There are several different regions on the real t axis. The space-like region is

t < 0, where the electromagnetic form factors are real and were measured in the

process ep → ep of elastic electron scattering off proton e.g. by Jefferson Lab Hall

A [28–30], MAMI and A1 collaboration [31]. The time-like region is t > 0, where the

form factors are complex-valued and the experimental investigations are possible only

above the proton threshold t > 4M2. The time-like region has been recently explored

by a number of experiments studying the creation of pp̄ pairs in the e+e− annihilation,

among which are BESIII [32], BABAR [33], CMD-3 [34], CLEO [35], etc. In between
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these two regions there is the so-called unphysical region 0 < t < 4M2, that cannot

be studied with the help of the reactions mentioned above, so the form factors in

the unphysical region are usually obtained by means of interpolation or a fit which

is valid in both space-like and time-like regions. Naturally one expects large and

inevitable uncertainties in the values of electromagnetic form factors obtained in

this way. Having nothing better, we adopt the estimates of these form factors from

literature, since for our task it is this region in momentum transfer squared, where

we need to describe the production of a dark photon of mass 0.4-1.8GeV.

Let us also discuss the pros and cons of several available in literature estimates

of the proton electromagnetic form factors in the unphysical region. An impres-

sive fit based on the dispersion theory and both on space-like and time-like data

from numerous experiments known up to day is presented in [36]. As an interesting

feature, apart from resonances, this fit includes the continua, such as the two-pion

contribution to the isovector part of the form factors derived in [37] and the ρπ and

KK̄ continua inputs that contribute to isoscalar parts of the form factors [38] (un-

fortunately, the last two ones are approximated as poles in the unphysical region).

However, we could not make use of this fit in our work, since in order to reproduce

the data it introduces a big number of fictitious zero-width resonances, which do not

correspond to any known physical states, exactly in the unphysical region, that we

want to investigate. Therefore it is not possible to predict the values of electromag-

netic form factors in the vicinities of these poles even by introducing for them the

non-zero decay widths (which in fact totally ruins the fit [36]).

Another well-known fit by Martemyanov, Faessler and Krivoruchenko [39], based

on the extended vector meson dominance model, is a common choice in most papers

on proton bremsstrahlung. The fit utilizes photon mixing with ρ- and ω-family

mesons: each family contains one real JPC = 1−− meson and two fictitious. Its

advantages are the simple analytical form and the small number of free parameters.

The Dirac (j = 1) and Pauli (j = 2) electromagnetic form factors of proton within

this fit are parameterized in the similar way

Fj(t) ≡
∑
i

fj,im
2
i

m2
i − t− imiΓi

, (3.3)

where the sum goes over all the six vector mesons with coupling constants to nucleons

fj,i, masses mi and decay widths Γi listed in the table 1. Unfortunately, this param-

eterization did not agree with experimental data in the time-like region that were

available by the time of publication [39]. Moreover, in the recent 10 years even more

new experimental data have been obtained in the time-like region that, of course,

were not included in the study [39]. There are also some theoretical drawbacks: the

continua input is not taken into account at all and the parameters of the resonances

ρ′, ρ′′, ω′, ω′′ are completely artificial, which can be safe when one considers the form

factor in the space-like or in the physical time-like region, but seriously affects the
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ρ ω ρ′ ω′ ρ′′ ω′′

f1,i 0.616 1.01 0.223 -0.881 -0.339 0.369

f2,i 4.17 -0.143 -4.42 0.151 2.11 -0.723

mi, GeV 0.770 1.25 1.45

Γi, GeV 0.150 0.0085 0.300 0.500

Table 1: The parameters of ρ- and ω-family mesons used in the fit [39] for the

proton Dirac and Pauli electromagnetic form factors (3.3).

form factors values near t = m2
i in the region of our interest. We also doubt the

model unitarity, since the fit considers the sum of overlapping Breit-Wigner reso-

nances instead of working in the framework of K-matrix formalism [40].

As a promising alternative we consider the fits, obtained in works of Dubnicka,

Dubnickova and coauthors [41–43]. The fits are based on the unitary and analytic

model for nucleon electromagnetic form factors [41]. The most recent fit built on

modern experimental data [43] contains the impacts of nine experimentally-confirmed

neutral vector mesons ρ(770), ω(782), ϕ(1020), ρ′(1450), ω′(1420), ϕ′(1680), ρ′′(1700),

ω′′(1650), ϕ′′(2170) with quantum numbers 1−− and experimentally measured masses

and decay widths. The form factors are presented in quite complicated analytical

form that we, actually, failed to reproduce using the expressions from [43]. Thus in

this paper we worked with the tabulated proton electromagnetic form factors that

were helpfully provided by the authors. One should also note that there exist an ob-

served disagreement between the total cross section of electron-positron annihilation

to pp̄ measured by BESIII collaboration and the theoretical prediction [43] made

using these form factors.

The electromagnetic proton form factors discussed above were obtained assum-

ing that both protons are on the mass shell. However, in the process of proton

bremsstrahlung (see figure 1) only the incident proton is on-shell. The general the-

oretical consideration of such half off-shell matrix elements of the electromagnetic

current jµem and their connection to the electromagnetic Dirac F1(t) and Pauli F2(t)

form factors (unfortunately, without any concrete numerical estimates of changes in

the form factors values) was presented in [44]. Moreover, there are investigations

of extended pion electromagnetic form factors from the subprocess π → γ∗π∗, that

depend on two parameters: the photon momentum squared q2 and the off-shell pion

momentum squared t [45, 46]. These form factors were inferred both from experi-

mental data on the exclusive cross section ep → eπ+n and using the exactly solvable

manifestly covariant model. As function of t they rapidly decrease for pions moving

away from the mass shell t = m2
π. Similarly, we assume that proton electromagnetic

form factors also rapidly decrease for protons departing from the mass shell and

therefore we introduce the conservative phenomenological off-shell hadronic form

– 7 –



factor [47]

Fvirt(z, k
2
⊥) ≡

Λ4

Λ4 +H2(z, k2
⊥)/z

2
(3.4)

with the scale Λ = 1.5GeV that suppresses the matrix elements for intermediate

protons with large virtuality (p− k)2 −M2 = −H/z.

To sum up, in this work for numerical calculations of the cross sections in sec-

tion 5 and for revising the experimental sensitivities in section 6 we exploit the fits

for proton electromagnetic form factors from Refs. [39, 43] and the off-shell hadronic

form factor (3.4). We found that the numerical results depend on both electro-

magnetic and hadronic form factors. Replacing the latter with unity increases the

corresponding number of signal events by a factor (different for different experiments

and dark photon masses) of several, which means that more sophisticated account for

proton virtually is more than welcome. The choice of electromagnetic form factors

is described and its impact on the sensitivity is explored in details in sections 5 and

6.

4 Cross section factorization

In this section we present the detailed calculation of the inelastic proton bremsstrahlung

pp → γ′X differential cross section. The results have been presented for the first time

in refs. [1–3] with only a brief explanation. Relying on the results obtained in [48–50]

for photons in the electron bremsstrahlung, we neglect the dark photon production

by the target proton. We follow [22] in acknowledging the quasi-real approximation,

where both protons, incident and target, dissociate after scattering and the inter-

mediate proton is close to the mass shell, and estimate the inelastic bremsstrahlung

only as the initial state radiation depicted in fig. 1. Here we extend the approach of

ref. [22] and consider the full impact of ppγ′ vertex to the dark photon production,

containing both terms with Dirac F1(t) and Pauli F2(t) electromagnetic form factors.

In contrast to ref. [21], where the old-fashioned perturbation theory is exploited,

we work in the framework of usual modern quantum field theory and hence we have

the energy-momentum conservation in every vertex. Thus in addition to (2.1) we

have

p′ = {Ep′ ,−k⊥ cosφ,−k⊥ sinφ, (1− z)P}, (4.1)

where the intermediate proton energy reads Ep′ ≡ Ep − Ek. We would like to cast

the differential cross section to a product

d2σ(pp → γ′X)

dzdk2
⊥

≃ wmas(z, k
2
⊥)F

2
virt(z, k

2
⊥)σNSD(s̄), (4.2)

where the master splitting function wmas(z, k
2
⊥) depends on the quadratic combina-

tions of Dirac and Pauli electromagnetic form factors. While deriving (4.2) we omit
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the phenomenological hadronic off-shell form factor Fvirt(z, k
2
⊥) for simplicity, but

restore it at the very end.

First, we extract the matrix element Mr′ ≡ A(p − k, Pi)u
r′(p − k) of the in-

elastic pp-scattering subprocess p(p − k)p(Pi) → X from the full matrix element

of p(p)p(Pi) → γ′(k)X, which we denote as Mrλ. Here r, r′ ∈ {↑, ↓} are the

spinor indices numerating the spin states of the incident and intermediate protons,

λ ∈ {+,−, L} is one of dark photon polarizations and we omit the polarization of

the target proton, since it does not affect the calculations. We start from expression

for the full matrix element

Mrλ = A(p− k, Pi)
i(p̂− k̂ +M)

(p− k)2 −M2
(−iϵe)×

×
(
γµF1

(
m2

γ′

)
+

i

2M
σµν(−kν)F2

(
m2

γ′

))
(ϵλ)∗,µ(k)ur(p), (4.3)

where e is the proton electric charge and electromagnetic form factors are taken at

k2 = m2
γ′ . Next, we decompose the numerator of proton propagator as a sum over

spin states,

p̂− k̂ +M =
∑
r′

ur′(p− k)ur′(p− k), (4.4)

and simplify the intermediate proton virtuality in the denominator as

(p− k)2 −M2 = −H/z, (4.5)

which gives

Mrλ = −
∑
r′

Mr′ ϵez

H

(
V r′rλ
1 F1

(
m2

γ′

)
+ V r′rλ

2 F2

(
m2

γ′

))
, (4.6)

where we introduced the vertex functions

V r′rλ
1 ≡ ur′(p− k)(̂ϵλ)∗ur(p), (4.7)

V r′rλ
2 ≡ 1

4M
ur′(p− k)

[
(̂ϵλ)∗, k̂

]
ur(p). (4.8)

Second, we find the explicit form of the vertices in terms of the kinematic vari-

ables. The vertex function (4.7) is the only one earlier considered in ref. [22], while

(4.8) corresponds to the novel term in (4.6) multiplied by the Pauli electromagnetic

form factor. To obtain their explicit form, we substitute the spinors in the Dirac
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representation

u↑(p) =

(√
Ep +M, 0,

P√
Ep +M

, 0

)T

, (4.9)

u↓(p) =

(
0,
√
Ep +M, 0,

−P√
Ep +M

)T

, (4.10)

u↑(p
′) =

√
Ep′ +M

(
1,

−k⊥e
iφ

2(1− z)P
,
(1− z)P

Ep′ +M
,

−k⊥e
iφ

2(Ep′ +M)

)T

, (4.11)

u↓(p
′) =

√
Ep′ +M

(
−k⊥

2(1− z)P
,−eiφ,

k⊥
2(Ep′ +M)

,
(1− z)Peiφ

Ep′ +M

)T

(4.12)

and the dark photon polarization vectors

ϵµ+ =
1√
2

{
0, 1, i,

−k⊥
zP

eiφ
}
, (4.13)

ϵµ− =
1√
2

{
0, 1,−i,

−k⊥
zP

e−iφ

}
, (4.14)

ϵµL =
1

mγ′

{
zP +

k2
⊥

2zP
, k⊥ cosφ, k⊥ sinφ, zP +

m2
γ′

2zP

}
(4.15)

into expressions (4.7), (4.8). This gives the following vertex functions to the leading

(not greater than the second) order in k⊥, M , mγ′ for the circular dark photon

polarizations, λ = ±,

V r′rλ
1 =

√
2e−iλφei(

r−1
2 )φ

z
√
1− z

(
−λk⊥ (−δrλ + (1− z)δr,−λ) δr′r + z2Mδrλδr′,−r

)
, (4.16)

V r′rλ
2 =

e−iλφei(
r−1
2 )φ√

2(1− z)
(λk⊥δr′r+

+
1

Mz

((
M2z2 −m2

γ′ (1− z)
)
δrλ + k2

⊥δr,−λ

)
δr′,−r

)
,

(4.17)

and for the longitudinal dark photon polarization, λ = L,

V r′rL
1 =

rei(
r−1
2 )φ

z
√
1− zmγ′

(
k2
⊥ +M2z2 −m2

γ′(1− z)
)
δr′r, (4.18)

V r′rL
2 =

mγ′ei(
r−1
2 )φ

2z
√
1− z

(
rz2δr′r +

k⊥
M

(−2 + z)δr′,−r

)
. (4.19)

Note that the vertex function (4.19) contains both terms for the same δr′r and for

the opposite δr′,−r helicities of involved protons.
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Evaluating the absolute square of the matrix element (4.6), we obtain the sums

containing quadratic combinations of vertex functions (4.7), (4.8)∑
λ

V r′rλ
i

(
V r′′rλ
j

)∗
≡
(
I ′ijδr′r + I ′′ijδr′,−r

)
δr′′r′ +

(
J ′
ijδr′r + J ′′

ijδr′,−r

)
δr′′,−r′ , (4.20)

where i, j = 1, 2 and we introduced the coefficients I
′(′)
ij , J

′(′)
ij that are listed in (A.1)–

(A.10) of appendix A. After summing over the common spin index r we obtain the

relevant part of the matrix element squared∑
r,λ

V r′rλ
i

(
V r′′rλ
j

)∗
=
(
I ′ij + I ′′ij

)
δr′′r′ +

(
J ′
ij + J ′′

ij

)
δr′′,−r′ . (4.21)

Then the square of full matrix element (4.6)∑
r,λ

|Mrλ|2 =
(ϵez
H

)2(
N
∑
r′

|Mr′|2 + A
∑
r′

Mr′ (M∗)−r′

)
(4.22)

contains the normal part, that is proportional to |Mr′ |2 and transforms into the cross

section of subprocess p(p−k)p(Pi) → X in the final answer, and the anomalous spin-

flip part, that is proportional to Mr′ (M∗)−r′ , with coefficients

N ≡|F1|2 (I ′11 + I ′′11) + |F2|2 (I ′22 + I ′′22) + (F1F
∗
2 + F2F

∗
1 ) (I

′
12 + I ′′12) , (4.23)

A ≡ (F1F
∗
2 − F2F

∗
1 ) (J

′
12 + J ′′

12) . (4.24)

The anomalous part A does not show up in the calculations for the “structureless”

proton without the magnetic dipole moment. In particular, it is not present in the

result of ref. [22]. It appears for the first time in our work due to account for the pro-

ton magnetic dipole moment and its impact on the ppγ′-vertex in (4.8). Technically,

in the squared matrix element of (4.6) the cross terms proportional to F1F
∗
2 , F

∗
1F2

contain odd number of gamma-matrices. To have non-zero contribution to the trace

one needs the even number, and the required term comes from the squared proton

wave functions in (4.7), (4.8) implying the spin-flip of the scattering proton.

The anomalous part is an interesting feature of the studied problem but we

should keep in mind that our goal is to factorize the final answer and to extract the

cross section of inelastic pp-scattering subprocess. Comparing the numerical values

of Dirac and Pauli electromagnetic form factors according to the fits performed in

refs. [39, 43], one can observe the following hierarchy, which holds for the largest part

of relevant dark photon momentum squared t = m2
γ′ ,

|F2|2 > |F1F
∗
2 + F2F

∗
1 | > |F1|2 > |F1F

∗
2 − F2F

∗
1 |. (4.25)

Also we can place an upper limit on the ratio of normal and anomalous quadratic

combinations of the vertex functions,

|J ′
12 + J ′′

12|
I ′22 + I ′′22

≃ k⊥
Mz

< 1 , (4.26)
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for all values of k⊥ that give the largest contribution to the cross section. Combin-

ing (4.25) and (4.26) we conclude, that the anomalous part is small compared to the

normal part and hence can be neglected. It is this approximation, that allows us to

finish the calculation and present the result in the traditional form.

Finally, along the same lines as it is done in ref. [22], we obtain the differential

cross section of inelastic bremsstrahlung depending on both Dirac and Pauli form

factors as we declared in (4.2) with the master splitting function

wmas(z, k
2
⊥) ≡ w11(z, k

2
⊥)|F1|2 + w22(z, k

2
⊥)|F2|2 + w12(z, k

2
⊥) (F1F

∗
2 + F2F

∗
1 ) . (4.27)

It depends on the three auxiliary splitting functions

w11(z, k
2
⊥) ≡

ϵ2αem

2πH

(
z − z (1− z)

H

(
2M2 +m2

γ′

)
+

H

2zm2
γ′

)
, (4.28)

w22(z, k
2
⊥) ≡

ϵ2αem

2πH

m2
γ′

8M2

(
z − z (1− z)

H

(
8M2 +m2

γ′

)
+

2H

zm2
γ′

)
, (4.29)

w12(z, k
2
⊥) ≡

ϵ2αem

2πH

(
3z

4
−

3m2
γ′z (1− z)

2H

)
, (4.30)

the first of which coincides with wFAR(z, k
2
⊥) in (2.6). We should stress that de-

spite neglecting the new anomalous part in the square of bremsstrahlung matrix

element (4.22), we obtain, as we show later in section 5, the non-negligible changes

in the final differential cross section (4.27), which are proportional to quadratic com-

binations |F2|2 and (F1F
∗
2 + F2F

∗
1 ). Thus the result still contains interesting modifi-

cations, such as the new splitting functions w22(z, k
2
⊥) and w12(z, k

2
⊥), that appeared

due to taking into account the Pauli electromagnetic form factor. In section 6 we

compare the predicted sensitivities of T2K, DUNE and SHiP to the visible decays of

dark photon obtained using the result of this paper (4.2), (4.27) with the sensitivities

based on the Blumlein-Brunner cross section (2.8), (2.9) (which is a common choice

in experimental papers nowadays).

5 Numerical results for the full cross sections

The full inelastic bremsstrahlung cross section obtained upon integrating (4.2), (4.27)–

(4.30) over the part of (z, k2
⊥) ∈ [0; 1]×

[
0; 1GeV2

]
rectangular, where the inequalities

(k2
⊥ +m2

γ′)/z2P 2 < 0.1 and k2
⊥/(1 − z)2P 2 < 0.1 justifying the Taylor expansion of

energies Ek, Ep′ hold, can be divided into three terms

σ(pp → γ′X) = |F1|2σD + |F2|2σP + (F1F
∗
2 + F2F

∗
1 )σI . (5.1)
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Here we introduce the auxiliary Dirac, Pauli and interference cross sections, which

are independent of the electromagnetic proton form factor values,σD

σP

σI

 ≡
∫ w11(z, k

2
⊥)

w22(z, k
2
⊥)

w12(z, k
2
⊥)

F 2
virt(z, k

2
⊥)σNSD(s̄)H0(z, k

2
⊥)H1(z, k

2
⊥)dzdk

2
⊥. (5.2)

Here the functions which limit the region of integration,

H0(z, k
2
⊥) ≡ Θ

(
0.1−

k2
⊥ +m2

γ′

z2P 2

)
, (5.3)

H1(z, k
2
⊥) ≡ Θ

(
0.1− k2

⊥
(1− z)2P 2

)
(5.4)

are constructed from the Heaviside step-function Θ(x), that is unity for positive x

and null for negative x. Throughout this section for simplicity we fix the kinetic

mixing parameter ϵ = 1. For realistic estimates, the inelastic bremsstrahlung cross

sections values must be multiplied by factor ϵ2.

We put below the numerical fits for the auxiliary cross sections in µb depending

on the parameter y ≡ mγ′/GeV for the fixed value of the incident proton momentum

P = 120GeV

σD/µb = −0.0449/y3 + 19.5/y2 − 28.7/y + 24.8− 10.0y + 1.51y2, (5.5)

σP/µb = 0.0192/y3 − 0.421/y2 + 3.20/y + 0.392− 0.885y + 0.260y2, (5.6)

σI/µb = 0.0209/y3 − 0.467/y2 + 3.66/y − 1.10− 0.548y + 0.221y2. (5.7)

The numerical approximation (5.5)–(5.7) works well in the region 0.1 < y < 2.3,

although the process of inelastic bremsstrahlung dominates dark photon production

only for 0.4 < y < 1.8. More complicated numerical fits, allowing to vary both

the dark photon mass mγ′ and the incident proton momentum P and their relative

deviations can be found in appendix B. Using (5.5)–(5.7) or (B.1)–(B.6) the full

inelastic cross section (5.1) can be obtained without integration only by choosing the

appropriate fit for the Dirac and Pauli electromagnetic form factors.

Figure 2 shows the dependence of auxiliary cross sections σD, σP and σI on dark

photon mass mγ′ and allows us to compare their relative contributions to the full

inelastic bremsstrahlung cross section for the naive choice of both Dirac and Pauli

form factors equal to unity.

It can be seen that, if one forgets about the form factor values, the Dirac con-

tribution σD is indeed greater than the other two. So, naively, the Pauli σP and the

interference σI auxiliary cross sections, obtained in this work, could be neglected in

comparison with σD.

Of course, such approach is incomplete, so we restore the values of Dirac F1(m
2
γ′)

and Pauli F2(m
2
γ′) electromagnetic form factors and present the comparison of the
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Figure 2: The auxiliary Dirac (turquoise line), Pauli (salmon line) and interference

(violet line) cross sections (5.2) as functions of dark photon mass mγ′ for the incident

proton momentum P = 120GeV.

full inelastic bremsstrahlung cross sections computed using fits [39, 43] in figure 3.

It is evident from figure 3 that for any choice of the fit for electromagnetic proton

form factors [39] or [43], the full inelastic bremsstrahlung cross section (4.2) with the

master splitting function (4.27) incorporating both Dirac and Pauli form factors is

noticeably larger than the cross section (2.5) obtained earlier in [22] with only the

Dirac form factor. Moreover, due to larger set of vector meson resonances in the

basis of fit [43] as compared to [39], the former case exhibits a larger region in dark

photon mass where the full cross section is amplified due to the resonant behavior of

the electromagnetic form factors.

6 Experimental sensitivity of T2K, DUNE and SHiP

In this section we estimate the expected sensitivity to visible dark photon decays of

the off-axis near detector ND280 of T2K [14], the Multi-Purpose Detector (MPD) of

DUNE [51] and the decay volume of SHiP [19]. In general, for all three experiments

we follow the procedures described in the appendix A of [14] and the appendix B

of [26] using the parameters listed in table 2. We will study the sensitivity only in the

region of dark photon mass mγ′ where the inelastic bremsstrahlung is the dominant

production channel (0.4–1.8GeV), so we neglect the inputs of two other production

channels, such as meson decays and QCD Drell-Yan process, in this region. This

rough estimate is enough to reach our final goal, e.g. to demonstrate the significant

changes in the expected sensitivities obtained using the result of this work (4.2),
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Figure 3: Full inelastic bremsstrahlung cross section as the function of dark photon

mass mγ′ . The cross section calculated using only the Dirac form factor (2.5) and

fit [39] is depicted with green line, the same calculation using fit [43] is shown in

violet. Salmon line presents the result of this paper (4.2) including both Dirac and

Pauli form factors from the conservative fit [39], turquoise line shows the same result,

but plotted using the fit from ref. [43]. The incident proton momentum is fixed at

P = 120GeV.

(4.27)–(4.30) in contrast to the widespread approach of Blumlein and Brunner (2.8),

(2.9).

Table 2 contains the geometric parameters of T2K, DUNE and SHiP detectors,

such as shape, width w (along horizontal x-axis), height h (along vertical y-axis),

depth d (along z-axis aligned with the beam direction) and the distance along the

z-axis from the interaction point to the nearest detector side Lmin. For T2K we

reconstruct the rectangular detector position and geometry as described in [14]. For

DUNE in contrast to [51] we calculate the number of events for the actual position

of the cylindrical detector with the cylinder axis being perpendicular to the beam

direction. This gives the MPD constant width w and variable height above the beam

line as a function of the distance zdet from the detector front in z-direction,

h(zdet) = 2
√
zdet (d− zdet). (6.1)

Since SHiP decay vessel has the form of truncated pyramid, in this case the height

and the width grow linearly from the minimum to the maximum values listed in

table 2.

The radius of circumference that reach the dark photons of a given momentum
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T2K DUNE SHiP

P , GeV 30 120 400

Detector shape

rectangular at

ΘND = 2◦ away from

beam direction,

fig. 8 in [14]

cylinder with axis

perpendicular to

beam direction,

fig. 2.1 in [51]

truncated pyramid,

figs. 1, 4 in [52]

Detector

geometry

w,m 2.4 5 min 1.5, max 5

h, m 2.4
5 (diameter)

min 4.3, max 11

d, m 5.8 50

Lmin,m 280.1 579 60

NPOT 3.7 · 1022 1.47 · 1022 2 · 1020

Target material C (graphite) Mo

Comments
efficiency

0.25 · 0.82

in contrast to [51]

we numerically

integrate over the

actual position

of cylinder

cut in dark photon

momentum space

k2
⊥ + z2P 2 +m2

γ′ >

> (2GeV)2

Table 2: The detector characteristics of T2K, DUNE and SHiP experiments that

were used for estimating their sensitivity to visible dark photon decays.

at position zdet is

r(z, k⊥, zdet) =
k⊥
zP

(Lmin + zdet). (6.2)

The probability of dark photon detection depends on the ratio Pθ(z, k
2
⊥, zdet) of dark

photons with fixed 3-momentum and position zdet inside the detector. In the case

of T2K we adopt Pθ(z, k
2
⊥, zdet) presented in [14]. The expression Pθ(z, k

2
⊥, zdet) for

SHiP summarizes the possible ratios of dark photon circumference length with radius

r(z, k⊥, zdet) (6.2) that lies inside the rectangular slice of SHiP decay vessel with sides

wd ≡ w(zdet), hd ≡ h(zdet) and diagonal ρd ≡
√
w2

d + h2
d at position zdet on the z-axis

from its beginning,

Pθ(z, k
2
⊥, zdet) =


1, 2r(z, k⊥, zdet) ≤ wd,

1− A(wd), wd < 2r(z, k⊥, zdet) ≤ hd,

1− A(wd)− A(hd), hd < 2r(z, k⊥, zdet) ≤ ρd,

0, ρd < 2r(z, k⊥, zdet),

(6.3)

where

A(l) ≡ 2

π
arccos

(
l

2r(z, k⊥, zdet)

)
. (6.4)
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Unlike SHiP decay vessel, the width of DUNE MPD is greater than its height for

all zdet, so in this case one first needs to exchange in (6.3) wd ↔ hd and then use

constant wd = w and variable hd, defined in (6.1).

Mixing with the SM photon allows the dark photon to decay into pairs of charged

leptons of mass ml or into hadrons with the decay widths [10]

Γlep(ml) =
αϵ2

3
mγ′

√
1− 4m2

l

m2
γ′

(
1 +

2m2
l

m2
γ′

)
, (6.5)

Γhad = Γlep(mµ)R(mγ′), (6.6)

where the R-ratio

R(
√
s) ≡ σ(e+e− → hadrons)

σ(e+e− → µ+µ−)
(6.7)

is obtained from experimental data [53]. The total decay width is then given by (we

ignore possible decays to invisible channels, e.g. to lighter particles from the dark

sector)

Γtot = Γlep(me) + Γlep(mµ) + Γhad. (6.8)

The dark photon decay length projected onto axis, directed along the incident proton

beam, reads

L(z) =
zP

Γtotmγ′
, (6.9)

Thus the probability of dark photon to decay inside the detector can be obtained by

numerical integration over slices of the detector volume in z-direction,

Pdet(z, k
2
⊥) =

e−
Lmin
L(z)

L(z)

∫ d

0

dzdet e
− zdet

L(z)Pθ(z, k
2
⊥, zdet). (6.10)

In the case of SHiP we additionally multiply the right-hand-side by the factor rep-

resenting the cut on dark photon momenta Θ(k2
⊥ + z2P 2 +m2

γ′ − (2GeV)2).

Following [19], for each experiment we estimate the luminosity as

L ≡ NPOT

σinel

, (6.11)

where NPOT is the number of protons on target listed in table 2 and the inelastic

proton-nucleus cross section [18]

σinel ≡
A

λintρNA

, (6.12)

is constructed from the tabular values of atomic mass A in gmol−1, nuclear interac-

tion length λint in cm, material density ρ in g cm−3 which are given in [54]. We adopt

the following values for σinel: 10.7mb (SHiP, Mo target) and 19.3mb (T2K, DUNE,
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graphite target). We note here that the total pp-scattering cross section [55, 56],

as well as the absorption cross section of proton on graphite nuclei [57, 58] feebly

depend on the incident proton energy for the energy range from T2K to DUNE beam

energies. This is why we take the same value of inelastic proton-nucleus cross section

for these experiments.

To compute the number of events, it is more convenient to integrate over the

dark photon momentum polar angle θ,

tan θ ≡ k⊥
zP

, (6.13)

rather than over the transverse dark photon momentum squared k2
⊥. Thus for every

experiment we roughly estimate the lower and upper limits of integration over polar

angle as θl and θu. There is no need to do it exactly, since the real borders of the de-

tector are already taken into account via the detection probability Pdet(z, k
2
⊥) (6.10).

The Jacobian for this change of variables reads

J(z, θ) ≡ 2z2P 2 tan θ
(
1 + tan2 θ

)
. (6.14)

Combining (6.10), (6.11) and (6.14), allows us to estimate the number of signal

events as

Nev = L
∫ 1

0

dz

∫ θu

θl

dθ

(
F2 · d2σ0

dzdk2
⊥

)
J(z, θ)Pdet(z, k

2
⊥(z, θ)), (6.15)

where the parentheses with dot denotes the scalar product of the vector, made of

electromagnetic form factor quadratic combinations

F2 ≡ {|F1|2, |F2|2, F1F
∗
2 + F2F

∗
1 }, (6.16)

and the second derivative of the vector, formed by the auxiliary cross sections (5.2),

σ0 ≡ {σD, σP , σI}. (6.17)

Additionally, in the case of T2K we multiply the overall number of events by the

factor 0.25 · 0.82, accounting for the effective volume of the detector and its effi-

ciency [14].

In figure 4 we show the expected curves of T2K, DUNE and SHiP sensitivities

to visible dark photon decays that correspond (with zero background assumption) to

3 signal events. If dark photons are not observed, the regions inside these curves will

be excluded at the 95% CL. For each experiment we compare the sensitivity based on

the result of this work (4.2), (4.27) using both electromagnetic form factors from [43]

(solid line) with the previous estimates of sensitivity provided in [14, 19, 51] (dashed

line), where the cross sections were calculated within the framework of Blumlein and

Brunner (2.8)–(2.9) and using only Dirac form factor fit [39]. It can be seen that

including the terms with Pauli form factor significantly extends the region available

for dark photon searches and changes the sensitivity to the kinetic mixing parameter

ϵ at a given dark photon mass mγ′ .
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Figure 4: The expected sensitivity of T2K, DUNE and SHiP experiments to vis-

ible dark photon decays. Solid lines correspond to the result of this work (4.2),

(4.27) with Dirac and Pauli electromagnetic form factors [43]. Dashed lines show the

widely accepted sensitivity estimates based on the Blumlein and Brunner approxi-

mation (2.8)–(2.9) with the fit for Dirac form factor [39].

7 Discussion

To summarize, we have studied the new contributions to inelastic bremsstrahlung

cross section associated with the Pauli form factor term in the ppγ′ vertex. Working

within the approach formulated in [22], we have obtained two new auxiliary split-

ting functions. We have provided the numerical fits for integrated auxiliary cross

sections as functions of incident proton momentum P and dark photon mass mγ′ .

They must be multiplied by the form factor products and summed up to obtain the

total production cross section. Using two different sets of proton Dirac and Pauli

electromagnetic form factors [39, 43], we have shown that the impact of new terms

is significant regardless of the chosen fit. We have also updated the estimates for

experimental sensitivity of T2K, DUNE and SHiP to visible dark photon decays and

demonstrated that our results considerably change the regions in dark photon mass

mγ′ which can be explored in these experiments.

It is worth noting that the final result for the full cross section of inelastic

bremsstrahlung and for experimental sensitivity to dark photon depends on the uti-

lized fit for the electromagnetic Dirac and Pauli form factors. The main reason is

that in the unphysical region these form factors are obtained not from the direct

measurements, but rather from the interpolation of measured form factors in space-

like and timelike regions. Nevertheless, to obtain the robust predictions for the new
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physics signal, it is very important to reduce the existing uncertainties in the elec-

tromagnetic form factors values, e.g. by exploring them in the unphysical region of

proton pair momentum squared below the proton-antiproton threshold. This study

may be performed in pp̄ collisions in PANDA [59] at FAIR with production of e+e−

pairs associated with pions [60, 61]. Thus the studies of hypothetical dark photon

can encourage the investigation of electromagnetic form factors in the unphysical

region within the framework of SM.

The result obtained in this work implies changes of the predicted sensitivity not

only for T2K, DUNE and SHiP, but also for other experiments, in which proton

bremsstrahlung makes significant contribution to dark photon production. We find

it important to update the existing sensitivity curves for such experiments searching

for visible decays of dark photons, summarized e.g. in [62]. Another application

for our refined calculation is the search for heavy millicharged particles from the

atmosphere, recently described in [63, 64] and perfomed with the use of Blumlein

and Brunner result (2.8)–(2.9).

As the further development of this work, it might be also important to estimate

the contribution of virtual ∆+-resonance to the inelastic proton bremsstrahlung.

Analogous correction to the two-photon exchange in electron-proton scattering was

considered in [65], but turned out to be relatively small. In the case of inelastic

proton bremsstrahlung it can be potentially enhanced for nearly on-shell ∆+.

Before submitting the text of this paper to arXiv, we became aware of a re-

cent preprint [66] also considering dark photon bremsstrahlung. Its analysis partly

overlaps with our results of the section 4 which are based on talks [2, 3] and con-

ference paper [1]. The latter contained the idea of the calculation from section 4

and sketched the results for auxiliary splitting functions (4.27)–(4.30), though their

detailed derivation is published here for the first time.
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A Quadratic combinations of vertex functions

Using the explicit form of vertex functions (4.16)–(4.19), we obtain the following set

of quadratic combinations defined in Eq. (4.20):

I ′11 =

(
k2
⊥ +M2z2 −m2

γ′ (1− z)
)2

+ 2k2
⊥m

2
γ′

(
1 + (1− z)2

)
m2

γ′z2 (1− z)
, (A.1)

I ′′11 =
2M2z2

1− z
, (A.2)

J ′
11 = −J ′′

11 =
2r′k⊥M

1− z
, (A.3)

I ′12 = I ′21 =
3k2

⊥ +M2z2 −m2
γ′ (1− z)

2 (1− z)
, (A.4)

I ′′12 = I ′′21 =
M2z2

1− z
−m2

γ′ , (A.5)

J ′
12 = −J ′′

21 = −
r′k⊥

(
k2
⊥ −M2z2 +m2

γ′ (1− z)
)

2Mz (1− z)
, (A.6)

J ′′
12 = −J ′

21 = −r′k⊥Mz

1− z
, (A.7)

I ′22 =
4k2

⊥ +m2
γ′z2

4 (1− z)
, (A.8)

I ′′22 =
2
(
k2
⊥ −M2z2 +m2

γ′ (1− z)
)2

+ k2
⊥z

2
(
4M2 +m2

γ′

)
4M2z2 (1− z)

, (A.9)

J ′
22 = −J ′′

22 = −
r′k⊥

(
2k2

⊥ − 2M2z2 −m2
γ′ (z2 − 2)

)
4Mz (1− z)

. (A.10)

B Numerical fits for auxiliary cross sections

Below are numerical fits for the auxiliary cross sections (5.2) in µb as functions of

the parameters x ≡ P/GeV and y ≡ mγ′/GeV obtained separately for small incident

proton momenta, x ∈ [15, 50],

σD/µb = D−3/y
3+D−2/y

2 + D̂−2x
1/4/y2 +D−1/y + D̂−1x

1/4/y+

+D0 + D̂0x
1/4 +D1y + D̂1x

1/4y +D2y
2,

(B.1)

σP/µb = P−3/y
3+P−2/y

2 + P−1/y + P0 + P̂0x
1/4 + P1y + P̂1x

1/4y + P2y
2, (B.2)

σI/µb = I−3/y
3+I−2/y

2 + I−1/y + Î−1y
−1 lnx+

+I0 + Î0 lnx+ I1y + Î1y lnx+ I2y
2,

(B.3)
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D−3 −6.20 · 10−2 D1 −4.93 P̂0 1.98 Î−1 5.01 · 10−2

D−2 4.48 D̂1 −1.22 P1 0.470 I0 −4.59

D̂−2 5.42 D2 1.12 P̂1 −0.627 Î0 0.875

D−1 −9.53 P−3 1.72 · 10−2 P2 0.261 I1 0.891

D̂−1 −6.60 P−2 −0.376 I−3 1.98 · 10−2 Î1 −0.348

D0 7.59 P−1 2.83 I−2 −0.441 I2 0.183

D̂0 5.35 P0 −4.29 I−1 3.28

Table 3: Fitted parameter values for auxiliary cross sections (B.1)–(B.3) and inci-

dent proton momentum 15 GeV < P < 50 GeV.

D−3 −4.52 · 10−2 D1 −10.2 P1 −0.902 I0 −1.32

D−2 15.3 D2 1.53 P2 0.276 Î0 6.41 · 10−2

D̂−2 1.24 P−3 1.99 · 10−2 I−3 2.16 · 10−2 I1 −0.565

D−1 −24.5 P−2 −0.435 I−2 −0.432 I2 0.226

D̂−1 −1.28 P−1 3.30 Î−2 −1.28 · 10−2

D0 22.9 P0 −0.694 I−1 3.08

D̂0 0.664 P̂0 0.289 Î−1 0.182

Table 4: Fitted parameter values for auxiliary cross sections (B.4)–(B.6) and inci-

dent proton momentum 50 GeV < P < 450 GeV.

and for large incident proton momenta, x ∈ [50, 450],

σD/µb = D−3/y
3+D−2/y

2 + D̂−2x
1/4/y2 +D−1/y + D̂−1x

1/4/y+

+D0 + D̂0x
1/4 +D1y +D2y

2,
(B.4)

σP/µb = P−3/y
3+P−2/y

2 + P−1/y + P0 + P̂0x
1/4 + P1y + P2y

2, (B.5)

σI/µb = I−3/y
3+I−2/y

2 + Î−2x
1/4/y2 + I−1/y + Î−1x

1/4/y+

+I0 + Î0x
1/4 + I1y + I2y

2,
(B.6)

where all parameter values are listed in tables 3 and 4 correspondingly.

We also present the contour plots with the relative deviation of the direct result

of integration from the numerical fits for small and large incident proton momenta

in figures 5, 6.
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