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Abstract

Generalized distribution amplitudes (GDAs) offer valuable insights into the three-
dimensional structure of hadrons, delineating the amplitudes associated with the transition
from a quark-antiquark pair to a hadron pair. Currently, hadron GDAs can be probed in
electron-positron collisions, with experimental feasibility demonstrated at facilities such as
Belle and BESIII. In this study, we put forth the proposition that hadron GDAs can also
be investigated in electron-hadron collisions at forthcoming Electron-Ion Colliders (EICs),
specifically through the subprocess v*y — hihs. In this framework, a quasi-real photon,
emitted by the ion, exhibits a photon flux proportional to the square of the ion’s electric
charge. Consequently, we anticipate that the cross sections in EICs will be substantially
larger than those in electron-positron collisions. We present numerical calculations per-
taining to di-m" production employing the equivalent photon approximation (EPA). Our
findings suggest that, within the same kinematic region, electron-proton (e-p) collisions at
the EIC could yield an event rate comparable to that of Belle II, while electron-gold (e-Au)
collisions are expected to generate an even greater number of events. This enhanced event
rate facilitates a high-precision examination of di-7® GDAs at the EIC.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Generalized distribution amplitudes (GDAs) have been introduced as a framework
for investigating the three-dimensional structure functions of hadrons [1-3]. These
amplitudes can be studied in time-like processes, such as the production of hadron-
antihadron pairs via di-photon interactions (y*y — hh) [3] and in electron-positron
annihilation events (ete~ — hhy) [4-6]. Additionally, GDAs are relevant for the
examination of energy-momentum tensor (EMT) form factors [1, 2, 7-11]. They also
significantly contribute to our understanding of the decay processes of B mesons
[12-14]. Moreover, GDAs can yield insights into exotic states, including both diffuse
molecular configurations and compact multiquark structures [15-17]. Furthermore,
GDAs can be utilized to investigate the gravitational radius of hadrons.

In particular, GDAs for the 7° meson have been analyzed in the interaction process
ey — em7® by the Belle collaboration [11]. Recent studies suggest that kinematic
higher-twist effects may influence the cross sections measured at BESIII and Belle
in specific kinematic regions [5, 6, 18].

The forthcoming Electron-Ton Collider (EIC) and the Electron-Ion Collider of
China (EicC) are specifically designed to investigate the structure of hadrons across
various kinematic regions [19, 20]. In the context of electron-proton (e-p) and
electron-nucleus (e-A) collisions, incident particles interact through the exchange of
photons, which subsequently facilitates the production of di-7° pairs. Consequently,
the process v*y — 77% can be analyzed within e-p and e-A collisions. Therefore,
electron-hadron collisions serve as a valuable avenue for extracting 7° GDAs through
the exclusive production of di-7’s at EICs. Additionally, the upgraded Belle II ex-
periment is expected to achieve a significantly higher luminosity, making it a viable
platform for the study of hadron GDAs as well.

In this study, we examine the exclusive di-7° production in both electron-hadron
and et-e~ collision scenarios. In the di-photon process, the photon flux emitted by
the hadron plays a pivotal role in determining the differential cross section. This
photon flux is employed to quantify the density of quasi-real photons produced by
hadrons and positrons, utilizing the equivalent photon approximation (EPA) method
to calculate the di-m° production cross sections. The EPA has been extensively ap-
plied in the analysis of particle photoproduction processes, particularly in the context
of ultra-peripheral collisions (UPCs) [21, 22]. For the transition from di-photon to
di-7® production, GDAs will be incorporated into the computational framework.

The paper is organized as follow. Theoretical frame is presented in Sec. II. The
numerical results. are exhibited in Sec. III. Summaries and conclusions are given in

Sec. IV.



II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In electron-ion collisions at the EICs, the interaction between electrons and
hadrons occurs via the exchange of photons. Specifically, hadrons can emit quasi-real
photons, while electrons, in the high-energy limit, can emit virtual photons. These
virtual photons may interact with quasi-real photons to produce quark-antiquark
(gq) pairs or gluon (gg) pairs. The nonperturbative amplitudes associated with the
combination of gg pairs into di-hadrons can be parametrized using quark GDAs,
while the process of hadron pairs via gg pairs is described by gluon GDA. The
relevant Feynman diagrams for the ¢g production process are illustrated in Fig. 1.
For the purpose of this analysis, we neglect contributions from the gluon GDA, as
these are suppressed by higher-order terms of the running coupling constant, «.
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagram for di-7® production in e-X collisions via quark GDAs (left
panel), with the right panel showing the corresponding crossed figure of the same process..

Hadron plane

/

FIG. 2. ey — en’7¥ process in the v*y center-of-mass frame.
Fig. 2 shows the ey — en’n® process in the c.m. frame of the di-photon, corre-
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sponding momentum are assigned as:

q= (q0a0707 |q_])> q/ = (|ﬂ70707 _|q_1)>
p= (. |F1sin 6,0, [Flcos). p' = (%, —|7lsin6,0,—|flcosd). (1)

Three unit polarization vectors are set as
1 0 1 ‘ , 1 ,
€0 = a(’ﬂ» 07 Oa q )a Ex = E(Ov :Flv -1, 0)7 €L = E(Oa Fl1, () 0)7 (2)
indices 0, & denote the helicity of the photon. Quasi-real photon is only transversely

polarized while the virtual one has longitudinal component.
In the framework of EPA, the cross section of eX — eX 77" can be expressed as:

d tod e
OeX —eXm0n0 _ / da Oey—renOm0 f'y/X ($)5 (.1' . S 'y) ’ (3)
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where W2 = P2 = (¢ + ¢)* = (p+ p')? = smo00 is the invariant-mass squared of
the 7° pair, Q* = —¢% x = ¢ - ¢'/q- ¢ is ratio between the energy of quasi-real
photon and the source particle. Photon flux can be understood as the possibility for
a certain incident particle to emit a photon with energy E, = xEx and is defined
by the Fourier transformation of the spatial distribution of electromagnetic fields
surrounding the incident particle. Photon flux for a proton is given as [21, 22]:

o) =g e -af) (mo- G o g-givgm ). @

= onx 6 O 202 ' 303

where Q = 14 0.71 GeV?/Q%,,, Qi = 2°E7 /77, 71 = Ep/m, is the Lorentz factor
of proton.

While in the case of nucleus with charge number Z > 1, more nucleons will
contribute to the emission of photon, the photon flux is written as [21, 22]:

52
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where K((¢) and K;(§) are modified Bessel functions and with ¢ = 2xR m, and
R = (1.12AY3 — 0.86A~Y/3) fm is the charge radius of the nucleus [23, 24].

Moreover, we also consider the di-m® production in e*-e~ collision at Belle II. The
quasi-real photon flux for electron/positron employed in the calculation of differential
cross section of process eTe™ (7*y) — eTe %70 is presented as [25]:

Frjes () = 2o {[1 +(1—2)?]In {M} 14 x} , (6)

T T
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where 0,,., is the maximum allowed angle for the photon to be regarded as quasi-real,
referring to the Belle IT technical design report [26], we obtain 0, = 17°.
The next step, we consider the ey — er?7® cross section. According to Refs. [3,

18], differential cross section of the ey subprocess is given as

daevﬁeﬂoﬂ.o o Ozg'm 1
dQ2dW2d(cosf) 8s2, Q*(1 —¢)
X [y P A 26| A, 7] 7)

where = |p]/p” = \/1 — 4m2/W?2 is speed of the 7%, 6 is the angle between direc-
tions of the m¥s and the photons, 5 and 6 are both measured in the c.m. frame of the

di-7?. The light-cone momentum fraction for the virtual photon in the incident elec-
tron is denoted as: y = (¢-¢)/(l-¢') = (Q* + W?)/se, and the ratio of longitudinal
and transverse polarization ¢ = (1 — y)/(1 — y + y*/2).

And helicity amplitudes in Eq. (7) are defined as A;; = &’ €% Ty, where TH” is the
hadronic tensor:

T =i [ dtye Y (wlp) () [T{ 2 () T OHO) ®)
Thanks to parity invariance, there are only three independent amplitudes,
A=A = A(O)7
Ar|
Ao = Ay = —AD(A . :_|_T.,4(1)7
0+ 0 ( ) \/§

A

Ay =Ap = —AP(A e = =

A (9)

A is the difference between the momentums of the two 7%, and its transverse part is

Ap =p'—p—(1-2¢) [0 — W2/(Q* + W)n], i = q+Q*/(W*+Q*)¢, n = ¢ are two
light-like vectors. The helicity amplitudes are given in terms of the leading-twist 7°
GDAs [18]. And in this work, we calculate the cross sections with 7% GDAs extracted
from leading-twist analysis of the Belle measurements [11].

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we will present the numerical cross section prediction and estimate
the number of events for eX — eX 77" in the designed kinematic regions of different
facilities using the framework of EPA and GDAs.
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FIG. 3. Photon fluxes under different facilities’” kinematics as functions of s..

Firstly, we focus on the /X flux in the facilities. Based on the design specifica-
tions of EIC, EicC and Belle 1T [20, 26, 27], the photon flux of hadron and positron
can be determined numerically. The different photon fluxes as functions of the c.m.
energy of ey system are illustrated in Fig. 3. Since the beam energy at EicC is
significantly lower than that of the EIC, the ratio & = s¢;/s., at EicC is also much
smaller than at EIC. Due to the rapid decrease in the photon fluxes, they will be
relatively lower at EicC compared to EIC.
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FIG. 4. Differential cross sections for di-7” production in e-Au (left panel) and e-p (right
panel) collisions under the designed conditions of EIC within the kinematic region s., =
30 GeV?, 0.5 GeV< W <2.0 GeV and Q%=9, 16, 25 GeV?, respectively.
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FIG. 5. Differential cross sections for di-m” production in e-Au (panel (a)) and e-p (panel
(b)) collisions under the designed conditions of EicC within the kinematic region s., =
30 GeV?Z, 0.5 GeV< W <2.0 GeV and Q?=9, 16, 25 GeV?, respectively.
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FIG. 6. Q? dependence of the differential cross sections of di-7? production in e-h collisions
at EIC (left panel) and EicC (right panel), with s, = 30 GeV?, Wyr = 1.0 GeV.

Subsequently, we integrate the photon fluxes, denoted as v/ X, with the differential
cross sections for electron-photon (ey) interactions to assess the cross section for the
process eX — eX7O7Y The differential cross sections for the process eh — ehm®m°
are presented in Figs. 4, 5, 6, and 7. Within the invariant mass range of 0.5 GeV <
W < 2.0GeV and for momentum transfer squared values Q> = 9,16,25GeV?, a
pronounced decrease in the cross section as a function of invariant mass is observed,

while the dependence on Q? appears to be comparatively weak. Additionally, Fig. 7
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FIG. 7. s., dependence of the differential cross sections of di-m® production in e-h collisions
at EIC (left panel) and EicC (right panel) with Q? = 16 GeV?, W, = 1.0 GeV.

illustrates the significant influence of the center-of-mass energy s., on the differential
cross sections.

Furthermore, we estimate the number of di-7¥ production events across various
experimental facilities. For all studies conducted at the EIC, EicC and Belle II, we
adopt an overarching detection efficiency of 70%. According to the Belle II design
report, it is anticipated that the facility will accumulate an integrated luminosity of
50 ab~* over the upcoming decade [28], leading to an average of 5ab™'-y~'. Analysis
of the results presented in the aforementioned figures reveals that the cross section
for di-7¥ production in e-Au interactions at EicC is exceptionally small due to the
low c.m. energy available. Consequently, we do not include discussion of the e-Au
events in the context of the EicC.

The earlier data obtained from the Belle collaboration were characterized by con-
siderable statistical uncertainty; however, following recent upgrades, Belle II is now
equipped to measure 7° GDAs with enhanced precision. With an integrated lumi-
nosity of 15fb™' -y~ e-p collisions at the EIC are anticipated to produce a number
of events comparable to those generated by Belle 11, while electron-gold (e-Au) col-
lisions are expected to yield an even greater event count (about 10* times). This
suggests that the exploration of 7% GDAs at the EIC can be undertaken with a
higher degree of accuracy.



IV. CONCLUSIONS

The EPA posits that the photon flux generated by heavy ions substantially influ-
ences photon-induced processes. UPCs involving heavy ions are particularly advanta-
geous for enhancing observables in high-energy physics, emphasizing the importance
of exploiting this characteristic of high-energy heavy ion beams. Therefore, inves-
tigating photon-induced processes in electron-ion collisions is crucial for advancing
our understanding of the microscopic structure of particles.

In this study, we compute the exclusive differential cross sections for di-7° pro-
duction in e-p and e-A collisions using di-m® GDAs as input. Our analysis indicates
a decreasing trend in the differential cross sections of di-7%s with increasing momen-
tum transfer squared (Q?), while larger cross sections are observed at lower values of
the invariant mass (W), particularly showcasing a peak associated with the f5(1270)
resonance. The increased electric charge number (Z) in e-A collisions leads to sig-
nificantly larger cross sections compared to e-p collisions at the EIC.

These findings are essential for simulating di-7° production processes in both e-p
and e-A collisions and will aid in accurately estimating production cross sections at
future EICs. The upcoming electron-ion collisions at the EIC present a promising
avenue for investigating GDAs. Given the anticipated kinematic configurations and
luminosities across various facilities, interactions between electrons and heavier nuclei
at the EIC are expected to yield a greater number of events, along with improved
precision. Consequently, we advocate for the exploration of GDAs through electron-
heavy ion UPCs at the EIC, as this approach is poised to enhance our understanding
of their intrinsic nature. Continued research on GDAs is vital for obtaining deeper
insights into the nonperturbative domain of quantum chromodynamics (QCD).
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