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Abstract
The current state-of-the-art theoretical estimations lead to cross-sections for AA → γγAA which

are somewhat smaller than the measured ones by the ATLAS and CMS Collaborations, which

motivates the searching and calculation of subleading corrections disregarded in these previous

studies. In this paper, we estimate the contribution of inelastic channels to the Light - by - Light

(LbL) scattering in ultraperipheral collisions of heavy ions (UPHICs), in which one or both of the

incident nuclei dissociate (AA → γγXY where X,Y = A,A′) due to the photon emission. These

new mechanisms are related to extra emissions that are rather difficult to identify at the LHC and

can be mistakenly interpreted as enhanced γγ → γγ scattering compared to the Standard Model

result. We include processes of coupling of photons to individual nucleons (protons and neutrons)

in addition to coherent coupling to the whole nuclei (called standard approach here). Both elastic

(nucleon in the ground state) and inelastic (nucleon in an excited state) in the couplings of photons

to nucleons are taken into account. The inelastic nucleon fluxes are calculated using CT18qed

photon in nucleon PDFs. The inelastic photon fluxes are shown and compared to standard photon

fluxes in the nucleus. In addition, we show the ratio of the inelastic corrections to the standard

contribution as a function of diphoton invariant mass and photon rapidity difference. We find the

maximal effect of the inelastic corrections at Mγγ ∼ 14 GeV for the ATLAS rapidity and transverse

momentum acceptance. Furthermore, the inelastic contribution increases gradually with photon

rapidity difference. Our results indicate that the inelastic contributions can increase locally by

10-15 % the traditional (no nuclear excitation) predictions for the LbL scattering in UPCs.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last years, the study of photon - induced interactions in proton - proton, proton -
nucleus and nucleus - nucleus collisions became a reality, allowing e.g. to observe for the first
time the Light - by - Light (LbL) scattering as well as derive important constraints in several
scenarios beyond the Standard Model (BSM) physics [1]. The basic idea in the photon-
induced processes is that an ultra-relativistic charged hadron (proton or nucleus) gives rise
to strong electromagnetic fields, such that the photon stemming from the electromagnetic
field of one of the two colliding hadrons can interact with one photon of the other hadron
(photon - photon process) or can interact directly with the other hadron (photon - hadron
process) [1]. In particular, the cross - section for the LbL process in a hadronic collision can
be expressed schematically as follows [2],

σLbL(
√
sNN) ∝ fγ/h1

(x1)⊗ fγ/h2
(x2)⊗ σ̂ [γγ → γγ;Wγγ] , (1)

where
√
sNN is the center - of - mass energy of the h1h2 collision, fγ/hi

is the photon
distribution function associated with the hadron i and xi (i = 1, 2) are the fractions of the
hadron energy carried by the photon. Moreover, σ̂ represents the cross-section for the LbL
scattering for a given photon - photon center - of - mass energy Wγγ . From Eq. (1) one has
that a basic ingredient of the calculation is the photon distribution function of the hadron.

For a charged pointlike fermion, the photon distribution function was calculated almost
one hundred years ago by Fermi [3], Williams [4] and Weizsäcker [5]. In contrast, the
calculation of non-pointlike particles is still a subject of intense study. In recent years, the
computation of higher - order QCD and electroweak (EW) corrections for hadronic processes
have motivated huge progress in the determination of the photon distribution in the proton
[6, 7], and several groups have derived such distribution, e.g. by solving the QED - corrected
DGLAP equations [8–14]. In general, the photon content of the proton at a given scale µ is
assumed to be expressed as a sum of two contributions:

fγ/p(x, µ
2) = f el

γ/p(x) + f inel
γ/p (x, µ

2) , (2)

where the elastic component, f el
γ/p(x), can be estimated analyzing the p → γp transition

taking into account the effects of the proton form factors, with the proton remaining intact
in the final state. On the other hand, the inelastic contribution, f inel

γ/p (x, µ
2), is associated to

the transition p → γX , with X 6= p, and can be estimated taking into account the partonic
structure of the proton, which can be a source of photons. Currently, different groups have
provided parametrizations for the photon distribution function, which differ mainly in the
methodology and data sets used to constrain this distribution [8–14]. In a similar way, the
photon distribution of the neutron,

fγ/n(x, µ
2) = f el

γ/n(x) + f inel
γ/n (x, µ

2) , (3)

has also been derived in recent studies [12, 15]. In principle, the contribution of the inelastic
component can be suppressed, and the elastic one probed, in exclusive processes where
events characterized by intact protons in the final state are tagged by forward detectors
such as e.g. the AFP/ATLAS and CT-PPS/CMS detectors [16–18].

For a nucleus, f el
γ/A(x) is proportional to the squared charge of the ion (Z2), due to the

coherent action of all protons in the nucleus. In contrast, f inel
γ/p (x) is proportional to the mass
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number A. As a consequence, for a heavy nucleus, the total photon distribution is expected
to be dominated by its elastic component, which justifies that the analysis of photon - in-
duced interactions in ultraperipheral heavy ion collisions have been estimated assuming that
the photon distribution of the nucleus is given only by its elastic contribution, independently
of the fact that the nuclei in the final state are not tagged by forward detectors. However,
the dependence on the energy fraction of the elastic and inelastic components is distinct,
with the inelastic one being dominant at large - x, which implies that such component can
be important in some regions of the phase space. Moreover, the measurements of the pho-
ton - induced interactions at the LHC is now entering the precision era, which means that
subleading contributions can become important to describe the data.

The inclusion of the inelastic component in the calculation of LbL scattering in PbPb
collisions, implies that the cross-section will be given schematically by

σLbL(
√
sNN) ∝ f el

γ/Pb(x1)⊗ f el
γ/Pb(x2)⊗ σ̂ [γγ → γγ;Wγγ ] +

+ f el
γ/Pb(x1)⊗ f inel

γ/Pb(x2)⊗ σ̂ [γγ → γγ;Wγγ ] +

+ f inel
γ/Pb(x1)⊗ f el

γ/Pb(x2)⊗ σ̂ [γγ → γγ;Wγγ ] +

+ f inel
γ/Pb(x1)⊗ f inel

γ/Pb(x2)⊗ σ̂ [γγ → γγ;Wγγ ] , (4)

which means that in addition to the contribution of elastic processes, represented in the
left panel of Fig. 1, the total cross-section will receive contributions of semi-elastic (central
panel) and inelastic (right panel) processes, where one or both of the incident nuclei will
dissociate due to the photon emission, respectively. Our goal in this paper is to estimate,
for the first time, the contribution of these two processes and compare our results with the
experimental data. Our analysis is strongly motivated by the existing tension between the
current data and theoretical predictions based on the elastic photon distribution, which is
reduced but not eliminated when the next - to - leading order corrections to the LbL process
are taken into account [19, 20]. As we will demonstrate below, our results indicate a sizable
contribution of semi - elastic and inelastic processes.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we briefly review the formalism
needed to estimate the contribution of the elastic, semi-elastic and inelastic processes for
the LbL scattering in PbPb collisions. In section III we evaluate the cross-section including
all contributions (elastic + semi - elastic + inelastic) and estimate the ratio between this
result and the purely elastic one. Predictions for the dependence of the ratio on the diphoton
invariant mass and rapidity difference will be presented, and a comparison of our predictions
with the ATLAS experimental data will be performed. Finally, in section IV we summarize
our main results and present conclusions.

II. FORMALISM

In our calculations of the elastic process, we will follow closely the formalism detailed
in Refs. [21–23], where the elementary cross section, σ̂ [γγ → γγ;Wγγ ], is calculated taken
into account fermionic loops. For the elastic photon flux associated with the nuclei, we will
assume

f el
γ/Pb(x) =

αZ2

πx

{

2ξK0(ξ)K1(ξ)− ξ2[K2
1 (ξ)−K2

0 (ξ)]
}

, (5)

3



γ

γ

Pb Pb

Pb Pb

γ

γ

γ

γ

Pb Pb

Pb
X

γ

γ

γ

γ

Pb
Y

Pb
X

γ

γ

FIG. 1. Diagrams associated with the contribution of elastic (left panel), semi - elastic (central

panel) and inelastic (right panel) processes for the LbL scattering in PbPb collisions.

where K0 and K1 are the modified Bessel functions and ξ = xMAbmin, with bmin = RA. On
the other hand, for the calculation of semi - elastic and inelastic processes, we will assume
that inelastic photon flux of the nucleus is given by

f inel
γ/Pb(x, µ

2) = Z × fγ/p(x, µ
2) + (A− Z)× fγ/n(x, µ

2) . (6)

In other words, we will consider that the elastic component of the photon distribution is given
by the Weizäcker - William distribution for a pointlike object [1] and the inelastic one is given
by the incoherent sum of the photon distributions associated with the proton and neutron.
It is important to emphasize that in our analysis, we will take into account both the elastic
and inelastic contributions for the photon distributions of the nucleons. The distributions
fγ/p(x, µ

2) and fγ/n(x, µ
2) will be estimated using the CT18qed parametrization [13, 15],

assuming that the hard scale µ is the invariant mass of the produced diphoton system Mγγ .
In Fig. 2 we show photon distribution in proton (a) and neutron (b) as a function of log10 x

and the scale µ2. Such photon distributions have been obtained using the LUXqed method

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. Photon distribution (sum of inelastic and elastic components) in (a) proton and (b) neutron

as a function of log10 x and µ2.
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[8, 24], which computes the PDFs using only information from electron - proton scattering
data, and taken into account the elastic (nucleon in the ground state) and inelastic (nucleon
in an excited state) contributions. There is a fairly weak dependence on the scale. One has
that the main difference between the photon PDFs for proton and neutron occurs at small
hard scales, which is directly associated with the distinct contribution of the elastic photon
flux, and large x which is associated with different quark content of the proton and neutron.

The nucleon (proton and neutron) flux is a sum of inelastic and elastic contribution.
In the so-called LUXqed approach, not only inelastic but also elastic contribution is µ2-
scale dependent [13, 15]. The inelastic and elastic contributions are shown separately in
Fig. 3. Here we have taken µ = 5 GeV. The elastic component is expressed in terms
of the electric and magnetic form factors, with the magnetic one being dominant in the
neutron case due to the zero electric charge, in contrast to the proton case where both
contributions are important. While for proton the elastic contribution is comparable to the
inelastic one, for neutron the elastic contribution is rather small (GE ≈ 0). In contrast,
the inelastic component is determined by the corresponding structure functions and has a
similar evolution with µ2.
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FIG. 3. Elastic and inelastic photon distributions for (a) proton and (b) neutron as a function of

log10 x. In this plot, we assumed µ2 = 25 GeV2.

In Fig. 4 we present a comparison between the elastic and inelastic photon fluxes of the
nucleus. For completeness, the proton and neutron photon fluxes are also presented. While
the inelastic photon flux for a nucleus is proportional to A, the elastic photon spectrum is
proportional to Z2 and 1/x, which implies that it dominates for a large nuclei and small
values of x. However, as the inelastic flux is determined by the proton and neutron photon
PDFs, its x - behavior implies that it becomes dominant for large values of x. It is important
to emphasize that the value of x in which f el

γ/Pb = f inel
γ/Pb is dependent on the value of hard

scale µ. These results indicate that if the particle production by γγ interactions in UPHICs
is dominated by the photons carrying a large value of x, we can expect a nonnegligible
contribution of the semi - elastic and inelastic contributions. In the next Section, we will
focus on the calculation of these contributions for the LbL scattering.
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FIG. 4. Elastic and inelastic photon distributions for the lead nucleus as a function of x. For

comparison, the proton and neutron distributions are also presented by the dashed and dotted

line, respectively. In this plot, we assumed µ2 = 25 GeV2.

III. RESULTS FOR NUCLEAR CROSS-SECTIONS

In what follows, we will estimate the LbL cross - section considering the sum of the
elastic, semi - elastic and inelastic contributions, as described in Eq. (4), and compare
it with the results derived considering only the elastic term, as usually performed in the
literature. We will consider PbPb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV and the kinematic cuts

used by the ATLAS Collaboration, which assumed in its analysis that the photons in the
final state have a transverse momentum pt,1/2 > 2.5 GeV, and the protons are produced in
the rapidity range -2.4 < y1/2 < 2.4 and the diphoton invariant mass Mγγ is larger than 5
GeV. In evaluation of the cross sections we take the scale parameter in the inelastic fluxes
to be µ = Mγγ . We postpone a more detailed analysis of the impact of the cuts on our
predictions for a forthcoming study.

In order to quantify the impact of the semi - elastic and inelastic contributions, we will
estimate the ratio defined by

Rinel ≡
dσLbL[elastic + semi - elastic + inelastic]

dσLbL[elastic]
. (7)

In Fig. 5 we present the dependence of the ratio on the diphoton invariant mass (a) and
rapidity difference ydiff = y1 − y2 (b), where y1 and y2 are rapidities of the first and second
photon, respectively. Our results indicate that the ratio depends on both Mγγ and ydiff .
The maximal ratio is obtained at Mγγ ≈ 14 GeV and increases for larger values of |ydiff |.
Such results indicate that the semi - elastic and inelastic contributions for the LbL scattering
are non-negligible in the kinematical range probed by the ATLAS Collaboration.

In Fig. 6 we compare our predictions for the LbL scattering in ultraperipheral PbPb
collisions with the ATLAS experimental data [25]. For comparison, we present separately
the predictions associated with the elastic contribution (green dashed curve) and the sum
of the semi - elastic and inelastic contributions (red dashed - dotted curve). As expected
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FIG. 5. Dependence of the ratio Rinel, defined in Eq. (7), on (a) the diphoton invariant mass and

(b) rapidity difference.
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FIG. 6. Differential cross-section for the LbL scattering in UPHICs as a function of diphoton

invariant mass. Experimental ATLAS data are from Ref. [25].

from the analysis of the ratio Rinel, the new contributions are of the order of 10-15 % of the
elastic one at small values of Mγγ . The sum of all contributions is also presented in Fig. 6
(black solid line). One has that inclusion of the semi - elastic and inelastic contributions
slightly improves the description of the ATLAS data.

IV. SUMMARY

The current estimations of cross-section for the LbL scattering in ultraperipheral heavy
ion collisions, AA → AAγγ, using the state - of - the - art nuclear photon fluxes give
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predictions which are somewhat smaller than the measured ones by the ATLAS and CMS
Collaborations, although the current experimental statistics are not sufficient for a definite
conclusion.

In the present paper, we have considered new mechanisms in which one or both initial
photons couple rather to individual nucleons, protons or neutrons, instead of the coherent
coupling to the nucleus as the whole. In our analysis, we included both N → N (elastic) and
N → X (inelastic) nucleon contributions. The nucleon inelastic contribution is calculated
using a recent CTEQ-TEA parametrization of the photon PDF in the proton and neutron.

We have estimated the cross-sections for the nuclear semi - elastic inelastic contributions
and compared with the standard calculations of the elastic component. We have found that
the new contributions are of the order of 10-15 % compared to the elastic one, being depen-
dent on the diphoton invariant mass Mγγ and rapidity difference ydiff = y1 − y2. Assuming
the kinematical cuts used by the ATLAS Collaboration, one has demonstrated that the con-
tribution of the ratio of semi - elastic and inelastic processes to purely elastic contribution
has a maximum at Mγγ ≈ 14 GeV. The found nuclear corrections give contributions to the
measured cross-section that seem welcomed to understand the potentially missing strength
with respect to the ATLAS or CMS data. The inelastic corrections discussed here are bigger
or of the same order as NLO corrections to γγ → γγ [20].

In general, the nuclear semi - elastic and inelastic contributions may have unique impact
on the final state due to emission of particles (protons, neutrons, pions, etc.) from an
excited nucleus. The analysis of the final state requires constructing a dedicated Monte
Carlo code that may be rather complicated, and its construction goes far beyond the present
preliminary/exploratory analysis.
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