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This paper investigates the electromagnetic production of lepton pairs with low transverse mo-
mentum in relativistic heavy ion collisions. We estimate the initial photons’ transverse momentum
contributions by employing models where the average transverse momentum squared of the incom-
ing photon can be calculated in the equivalent photon approximation. We further derive an all order
QED resummation for the soft photon radiation, which gives an excellent description of the ATLAS
data in ultra-peripheral collisions at the LHC. For peripheral and central collisions, additional pr-
broadening effects from multiple interaction with the medium and the magnetic field contributions

from the quark-gluon plasma are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

There have been strong interests on the electromag-
netic process of dilepton production in two photon scat-
tering in heavy ion collisions in the last few years [1-5].
These experiments have made great efforts to select the
dilepton events through the kinematic constraints where
they are produced by the purely electromagnetic two-
photon reaction: vy — £7£~. These experimental results
have attracted quite a lot of attentions in the community
because they may provide a potential probe for the elec-
tromagnetic property of the quark-gluon plasma created
in heavy ion collisions. The effects being considered in-
clude the medium induced transverse momentum (pr)
broadening from multiple interaction effects and/or the
magnetic field effects from the medium. The confirma-
tion of either effect would be an important pathway in
future explorations of the electromagnetic properties of
the quark-gluon plasma.

Furthermore, the physics related to the acoplanarity of
the dilepton pair is very similar to that in dijet produc-
tions described in QCD. One popular description of the
jet medium interactions in QCD is the Baier-Dokshitzer-
Mueller-Peigne-Schiff (BDMPS) approach [6-8]. In ad-
dition to jet energy loss, the BDMPS formalism also pre-
dicts the pr broadening effects, since these two effects are
physically related. In the BDMPS formalism, gL char-
acterizes the typical transverse momentum squared that
a parton acquires in the medium of length L. The ex-
perimental study of the medium related pp-broadening
effects of jet is an important step forward to clarify and
understand the underlying mechanism for the jet en-
ergy loss in heavy ion collisions. In the last few years,
there have been a lot of progresses in the understand-
ing of the pr-broadening effects in dijet, photon-jet, and
hadron-jet productions in heavy ion collisions [9-14]. It
was found the vacuum Sudakov effects dominates [9] the
transverse momentum broadening of dijets for the typical
dijet kinematics measured at the LHC [15, 16]. On the
other hand, in the RHIC energy regime, the quark-gluon-

plasma medium effect is comparable to the Sudakov ef-
fects, and the medium pp-broadening has been observed
in the measurements of hadron-jet correlation [11, 17] by
the STAR collaboration. We expect future measurements
at both the LHC and RHIC will allow us to gain further
important and quantitative information on the medium
transverse momentum broadening effect.

To be able to probe in-medium or magnetic effects in
peripheral collisions, it is important to have a baseline
measurement. Ultra-peripheral collisions (UPCs), where
the nuclei do not interact hadronically (roughly, with im-
pact parameter b > 2R4 where R4 is the nuclear ra-
dius), can provide this baseline data. UPCs encompass
both photo-production and two-photon interactions [18—
22] and have a long history. Using the so-called equiv-
alent photon approximation[23], which is also known as
the Weizsécker Williams method [24, 25], the photon dis-
tribution from a relativistically moving charge particle
can be computed from its boosted electromagnetic fields.
Photons can strike the oppositely moving nucleus, or they
can interact with the electromagnetic field of the other
nucleus, creating a pair of leptons in the two-photon pro-
cess vy — pup~. In two-photon fusion processes, the
final state has a small total pr, so the leptons are nearly
back-to-back.

The first dedicated study of vy — eTe™ was by the
STAR Collaboration in 2004 [26]. STAR studied final
states consisting of the lepton pair, accompanied by neu-
trons in each zero degree calorimeter. The neutrons are
assumed to come from the mutual Coulomb excitations
of the two nuclei by two additional photons, not directly
associated with the pair production [27]. The additional
photons biased the production towards smaller impact
parameters (but still with b > 2R 4)[28].

Two-photon fusion production of lepton pairs has been
calculated with both the equivalent-photon approxima-
tion (EPA), where the photons are treated as massless
[27], and via full lowest-order QED calculations, which
included non-zero virtual photon masses [29]. The two
calculations agreed well, except that the EPA calculation
predicted more pairs with pair pr < 20 MeV/c. The data
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was in good agreement with the calculations, favoring the
QED calculation at small pair pp. The STAR paper at-
tributed this to a breakdown of the EPA approach, but
the issue may have been that the EPA calculation did
not account for the change in single photon transverse
momentum (kr) distribution due to the biasing toward
small impact parameters [30]. This can be seen as broad-
ening the pair pr spectrum.

Newer UPC studies of dileptons have mostly focused on
J/1 or heavier vector mesons, with the two-photon pro-
duction treated as a background. However, the ATLAS
collaboration has recently made a high-statistics study of
two-photon production of muon pairs in UPCs, finding
mostly good agreement with an EPA calculation, but ac-
companied by a tail containing about 1% of the events,
of pairs with relatively high acoplanarity [31]. Acopla-
narity is closely related to the pair py. ATLAS focused
on acoplanarity to reduce their sensitivity to resolution
effects.

At the same time, several experiments have reported
on the two-photon production of lepton pairs in periph-
eral collisions, with b < 2R 4. The ATLAS collaboration
studied pair production in lead-lead collisions and ob-
served a significant increase in acoplanarity with decreas-
ing centrality, consistent with an increase in pair pr [1].
The STAR Collaboration studied pair production at low
pr, pr < 200 MeV/c in gold-gold and uranium-uranium
collisions [2], also found evidence for momentum broad-
ening, with pr spectra different from calculations without
in-medium effects [32-35]. This broadening could be at-
tributed to in-medium scattering of the produced leptons,
but first it is necessary to account for possible changes to
the pp spectrum due to changes in the impact-parameter
distribution, due to the requirements of either additional
photon exchange or hadronic interactions.

To better understand these developments from STAR
and ATLAS, we study the acoplanarity of lepton pairs
in heavy ion collisions. We extend our previous studies
of dijet azimuthal correlations in heavy ion collisions to
di-lepton angular correlations. Because the experimen-
tally measured lepton pairs [1] have very small pair pp,
the associated physics is a bit different than for dijet
correlation. We focus on three important aspects here.
The first one is the transverse momentum distribution of
the incoming photons in the two-photon processes. In
particular, these distributions should depend on the im-
pact parameter of the collisions. However, as far as we
know, there is no first-principle calculation on the joint
transverse momentum and impact parameter dependent
photon distribution within the original EPA framework.
On one hand, we first make some approximation and esti-
mate the average transverse momentum for the photons,
which turns out a mild dependence on the impact pa-
rameter. On the other hand, we try to generalize the
EPA framework by introducing the photon Wigner dis-
tribution which contains both the transverse momentum
and impact parameter information of the incoming pho-
ton, and find that this generalization indicates the im-

pact parameter dependence of the transverse momentum
broadening could be stronger in the central collisions. We
would like to emphasize that further theoretical develop-
ments are needed to address this issue.

The second one is the QED Sudakov effects in the lep-
ton pair production. Much of this study will be simi-
lar to the previous studies for dijet azimuthal correla-
tions. However, even beyond the much smaller QED cou-
pling constant, the QED Sudakov has its own unique fea-
tures. The formalism is much simpler, and more impor-
tantly, the Sudakov contribution has distinguishable be-
havior compared to the primordial kr distribution from
the two incoming photon fluxes. The theory predictions
for the UPC events agree very well with recent measure-
ment from ATLAS [31], which, for the first time, clearly
demonstrates the importance of the Sudakov effects in
the moderately larger acoplanarity region. Third, we dis-
cuss the QED medium effects on the pair pp-broadening
due to the leptons. This part is similar to the BDMPS
formalism. With this physics included, we compare our
calculation to the experimental data and comment on the
implications of the ATLAS measurements.

It is quite interesting to compare the pp-broadening
effects in QED and in QCD, which helps to provide a
new perspective of studying the property of quark gluon
plasma created in heavy ion collisions. The medium
pr-broadening effect of lepton pairs is the probe to the
electromagnetic constituents of the quark-gluon plasma,
whereas the QCD jet ppr-broadening effect measures the
strong interaction property. The experimental and the-
oretical investigations of both phenomena will deepen
our understanding of the hot medium created in these
collisions. More importantly, the lepton pp-broadening
effects can be clearly seen in the measurements of AT-
LAS and STAR [1, 2]. This is in contrast to the jet pp-
broadening effects in the measurement of dijet azimuthal
angle correlations, due to strong QCD parton showers [9—
13].

A brief summary of our results has been published ear-
lier in Ref. [36]. The rest of the paper is organized as
follows. In Sec. II, we discuss the vy — £T¢~ process
in heavy ion collisions. In Sec. III, we derive the Su-
dakov resummation and also compare to recent ATLAS
measurement on the azimuthal correlation of the lepton
pair in the UPC events and demonstrate the importance
of the Sudakov contribution to the lepton pair produc-
tion in these QED processes. In Sec. IV, we derive the
medium effects on the pp-broadening of leptons. In par-
ticular, we compare to the QCD processes in the BDMPS
formalism, and argue that the effects observed by the
ATLAS collaboration are consistent with the parametric
estimate of the pp-broadening effects for the QED and
QCD processes. Finally, after discussing possible mag-
netic effects in Sec. 'V, we summarize our paper in Sec.

VI



II. LEADING ORDER PICTURE

As shown in Fig. 1(a), the leading order production of
lepton pairs comes from the photon-photon fusion scat-
tering, which is the main ingredient in the STARLIGHT
simulation [32, 33]. The total cross section for v + v —
puT 4+ p~ has a so-called t-channel singularity, and one
has to include the lepton mass to regulate the divergence.
However, we are interested in high mass di-muon produc-
tion with large transverse momentum for each lepton [31],
where the ¢-channel singularity is absent.

Let us specify the kinematics by setting the momenta
of outgoing leptons to be p; and ps with individual trans-
verse momenta pi;p and por, and rapidities to y; and ys,
respectively. The leptons are produced dominantly back-
to-back in the transverse plane, with |pr| = |pir+par| <
|[pir| ~ |per|. Then, neglecting the lepton masses, we
find the following longitudinal momenta for the incom-
ing photon

P,
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where Pr = %|ﬁlT — par| ~ |p1r| ~ |p2r| is much greater
than the total momentum pr, P4 and Pp are the inci-
dent nucleus momenta (per nucleon), respectively. The
leading order differential cross section can be written as
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where x, = k1/Pa, 2, = k2/Pp, Q is the invariant mass
for the produced lepton pair, and Q* = M7, = z,xps.
Zq,p represent the momentum fractions of incoming nu-
cleon carried by the two incoming photons, and s =
(P4 + Pg)? is the total hadronic center of mass energy
squared per incoming nucleon pair. The leading order
cross section og is defined as

_ Mof?

o 16m2Q4 )

g0

with the leading order amplitude squared
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where ¢ and u are usual Mandelstam variables for the
2 — 2 process. To simplify the above expression, we have
introduced an impact parameter b; dependent photon
flux, which is also known as the joint photon distribution
function,
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FIG. 1. The leading order and next-to-leading order QED
Feynman graphs for the lepton pair production in two photon
fusion processes.

where f}h p(xi;bi1) are individual photon distributions
also referred as photon flux in the following discussion.
These distributions describe the photon distribution at
the transverse position b;; with respect to the center of
the colliding nucleus. The above factorization can be
regarded as a semi-classic picture of heavy ion collisions,
where the impact parameter b, is related to the centrality
of the collisions. For UPC events, b, is normally larger
than 2R 4 where R4 is the nucleus radius.

Incoming photons also carry non-zero transverse mo-
menta, which has to be included because we are inter-
ested in the region with low transverse momentum imbal-
ance for the lepton pair in the final state. In the leading
order picture, the total transverse momentum imbalance
of the lepton pair equals to the total transverse momen-
tum of two incoming photons. In order to understand the
final state interaction effects of the lepton pair with the
hot medium in heavy ion collisions, such as the medium
pr-broadening, we need to have a precise descriptions
for the initial state (of the photons) contributions. In
the following, we will investigate these contributions.

A. Impact Parameter Dependent Photon Fluxes

We start with the analysis of the impact parameter
dependent photon flux. In the last few years, there have
been much interest in two-photon processes and photo-
production processes in peripheral (non-UPC) heavy ion
collisions [1, 2, 33, 34, 37]. For these events, we need to
understand the photon flux beyond the simple all impact-
parameter picture. The impact parameter dependent
photon flux can be written as, see, for example Ref. [38]
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where k% = ki + z°m2,
Fa(k?) represents the normalized elastic charge form fac-
tor for the nucleus. For point-like particles (Fy = 1), the

photon flux becomes

m, is the nucleon mass, and

xf(x;b,) = Tm m2K12(armpbl) , (8)

which is the well-known result in classical electrodynam-
ics. The above formula has been applied to understand
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FIG. 2. Impact parameter dependent photon flux as normal-
ized to the flux at b, = Ra for a typical kinematics at the
LHC with 2 = 107* and R4 = 7fm (upper plot) and at RHIC
with 2 = 1072 (lower plot), respectively.

the dilepton production in non-UPC events in heavy ion
collisions [34], where the contributions from small impact
parameter (b, < R,) played an important role.

There are two important features in this impact-
parameter dependent photon flux. First, at large b; >
R4, it reduced to the well-known Jackson result. This is
because large b, leads to k — 0 and thence to Fa — 1.
This can be seen from Fig. 2, where we plot the pho-
ton flux as function of b, for the typical kinematics at
the LHC and RHIC. For the form factor, we follow the
STARLIGHT [32],

470 1
kPP A a2k +1
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where R4 = 7 fm for Pb, and a = 0.7 fm.

Second, as shown in Fig. 2, at small-b, , it is propor-
tional to sz_. Here, the photon flux inside the nucleus
is generated by the effective total charge of the nucleons
inside the area denoted by b, .

B. Transverse Momentum Dependence in the
Photon Fluxes

Except for Ref. [29], most previous studies ignored the
inter-dependence between the impact parameter b, and
the photon’s transverse momentum. A recent attempt
to address this issue was Ref. [30], which extended the
derivation of total cross section for two photon process

in Ref. [38] to differential cross section relevant to the
STAR and ATLAS dilepton measurements. In the re-
vised version of Ref. [30] and a recent paper by Li et
al. [39, 40], the so-called QED approach [29] has been ap-
plied to compute the dilepton production in two photon
processes with full dependence on the impact parameter
and the pair pr.

Here, we investigate this from different point of view,
following the factorization argument and studying the
individual photon flux. This result may also be relevant
when considering the photon pp contribution to the fi-
nal state pp in photoproduction, especially imaging stud-
ies [41]. When we integrate out the impact parameter,
the transverse momentum distribution can be evaluated
as [42]
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where again k* = (k7 + 2%m2) and F, is the nuclear

charge form factor. This has been widely employed to
estimate the transverse momentum dependence in two
photon processes in UPCs, see, e.g., the STARLIGHT
simulation [32].

It is non-trivial to derive the impact-parameter and
transverse momentum dependent photon flux. The main
difficulty is that the impact parameter b, is Fourier
conjugate variable associated with the photon’s trans-
verse momentum k7. There will be model dependence
to compute the combined distribution from the classic
EM fields. In the following, we will estimate the aver-
age transverse momentum squared, and comment on the
difficulty to calculate the combined distribution directly.

Before we get to the details of the models, we would
like to emphasize some important features on the trans-
verse momentum distribution for the incoming photons
in nucleus. First, for b; < R4, effective charge contribu-
tion is limited to protons inside b, region, and the flux is
proportional to 1/ bﬁ_ for the average transverse momen-
tum squared. This is an important feature which should
be satisfied by all model calculations. Similarly, at large
b1 > R4, because of uncertainty principle, the average
squared transverse momentum squared is also of order
1/b2l. Around b, ~ R4, on the other hand, the average
transverse momentum may differ from the above para-
metric estimates. However, with the constraints from
these generic features (b < R4 and b; > Rj), the
model calculations of the average transverse momentum
squared are very much determined.

In Eq. (7) the integral variable k7 is the photon’s trans-
verse momentum. We may compute the average trans-
verse momentum squared by multiplying the integrand
by the products of kp,

4Z201 / dsz d2kr_/r ei(kT*le)'bJ_
wfr(x;by) ) (2m)2 (27)?
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FIG. 3. Average transverse momentum squared multiplied
by b% for the photon distributions as function of the impact
parameter by at x = 1072 and 2 = 1072. Clearly, both
cases predict a generic behavior of (k%) ~ 1/b%, in particular
for small b, . At large b, for z = 10727 the above relation
breaks down because the average transverse momentum is
now comparable to zm, with z = 1072,

where we manipulate the square of the integral in Eq. (7)
with two separate integrals. The average transverse mo-
mentum squared is computed by weighting the integrals
with the scalar product of k7 and k/.. Certainly, there is
model dependence on how we weight the integrals. The
above formula reproduces the average transverse momen-
tum squared for minimum bias case, which provides a
cross check for the above estimate.

We can further simplify the above equation by inte-
grating out the azimuthal angles. For example, Eq. (7)
can be written as,

) 2
2f ' (z;by) = 422047'“(2’2 ol , (12)
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with Jq(z) the J-type generalized Bessel function.
Similarly, we can work out the integrals over the az-

imuthal angles in Eq. (11). With that, we arrive at a

very simple result for the average transverse momentum

squared,
. 2
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The above results have a very nice feature: the explicit
dependence of average transverse momentum squared
(k%) on the impact parameter b%. The overall behavior
(k7.) < 1/b% is consistent with the above generic discus-
sions. In addition, we also find that the additional factor

Fa(k*) . (15)
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FIG. 4. Relative collision rate in collisions between nuclei
A and B as function of the collision impact parameter b,
assuming z, = x = 107 for the typical kinematics at the
LHC (upper plot) and x, = 3, = 1072 for RHIC (lower plot).
We have normalized the distributions to that at b, = 2R 4.

only has a mild dependence on b;. As an example, in
Fig. 3, we show the typical case for the LHC at z = 1073
and RHIC at z = 1072, For the latter case, because xm,,
is comparable to 1/b, at large b, , the above relation will
be modified accordingly.

C. Photon-photon Interaction Rate in Heavy Ion
Collisions

With the photon flux for each of the incoming nucleus,
we can calculate the two-photon interaction rate follow-

ing Eq. (6),

zoxpfap(bl) = /deudzbu(S(Q)(bl —biL —ba1)
Xxqfalbir)zs fB(bay) , (16)

where fa p(b1) represents the individual photon fluxes
for A and B nucleus, following the definition in Eq. (7)
and z,,, are the photon longitudinal momentum frac-
tions. Figure 4 shows the relative interaction rate as
function of the impact parameter for the typical kine-
matics at the LHC and RHIC. The relative interaction
rate increases with impact parameter and peaks around
b, ~ 3R 4 region before decreasing as the impact param-
eter increases further. In minimum bias samples, most
of the dileptons are produced in UPCs.

We can also estimate the average transverse momen-
tum squared for the collisions, by adding the contribu-
tions from both incoming photons’ average transverse
momentum squared. Figure 5 shows the total transverse
momentum squared as function of b for x4 =z, = 1073
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FIG. 5. Average transverse momentum squared for the two-
photon final state in ion-A on ion-B collisions as function of
the impact parameter b, for heavy ion collisions.

and x, = x, = 1072, respectively. We see that the aver-
age transverse momentum does not change dramatically
depending on the impact parameter. In particular, from
peripheral to central collisions, it remains nearly con-
stant. It seems that the average transverse momentum
squared contribution from the incoming photons depends
mildly on the collision centrality. Comparing to the re-
sults from Ref. [30], we find that our above results predict
quite different behavior for the average transverse mo-
mentum squared in the two photon processes in heavy
ion collisions. This may be due to different treatments
of impact parameter dependences. Therefore, in the fol-
lowing, we try to generalize the EPA approach by intro-
ducing the photon Wigner distribution, which contains
both the impact parameter and transverse momentum
information simultaneously.

D. Generalized Equivalent Photon Approximation:
Photon Wigner Distribution

In order to study the joint transverse momentum and
impact parameter dependence in the photon flux, we fol-
low the parton Wigner distribution functions introduced
in Ref. [43] to introduce the photon Wigner distribution,
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where a momentum difference A | has been introduced
for the nucleus states to obtain the impact parameter
dependence. For convenience and simplicity, we also in-
troduce the so-called generalized TMD (GTMD) photon
distributions in the momentum space,

ij dé—d?ry -
P”(xakT;AJ_) :/%esz+g —ikp-ry (18)
A

A (T (GRS IVIES

0.05

," !
0.00 [

-0.05;

-0.10

FIG. 6. k. distribution calculated from Eq. (21) for different
impact parameters with arbitrary unit.

where we keep the transverse indices open to construct
various GTMDs. For our purpose, we deduce the follow-
ing parameterization,

- 5id
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where ky = kp &£ A, /2, f, represents the usual pho-
ton distribution and h, stands for the so-called linearly-
polarized photon distribution. For the convenience of the
following derivations, we choose a particular decomposi-
tion of the above linearly-polarized GTMD h.,. We em-
phasize that different parameterization can be applied.
When we integrate the Wigner distribution over the im-
pact parameter b , the above reproduces the TMD pho-
ton distributions introduced in Ref. [39, 40].

In the classical limit and analogous to the QCD
case[44], we can find that the above GTMD photon distri-
bution for a heavy nucleus with charge Ze can be written
as

wfy(z,kr; AL) = zhy (2, kr; AL)
4Z%aqy ¢ 2
= ——LFa(¢®)Falq”?) , (20
2m)2 ¢2¢7 a(q”)Fa(d”) , (20)
where F4 is nucleus form factor, ¢, = kr — A, /2, ¢, =
kr + A1 /2 and ¢* = ¢ + 2*m.

As an example, we can obtain the Wigner distribution
for the usual photon flux as the Fourier transform of the
above GTMD,

LAY
xfy(x, kr;by) = / @) et bi-xf.y(:c, kr; Ap).(21)

As expected from the property of the Wigner distribu-
tion, it is straightforward to check that Eq. (21) reduces
to the by distribution in Eq. (7) and the k& distribu-
tion in Eq. (10) after integrating over k, and b, , re-
spectively. However, the above formulas do not have a
clear probabilitistic interpretation as the impact param-
eter and transverse momentum dependent photon distri-
butions in the factorized cross section calculations. For




example, the above formula predict an oscillation func-
tion of k; depending on different values of b, , shown in
Fig. 6. That means the distribution function calculated
from the above equations is not guaranteed to be positive
definite. However, when one apply the photon Wigner
distribution or the photon GTMD in the two photon fu-
sion processes, one can demonstrate that the correspond-
ing factorized cross section is positive definite, which will
be discussed in the following subsection.

E. Generalized Equivalent Photon Approximation

In order to take into account the transverse momen-
tum dependence for the incoming photon fluxes in heavy
ion collisions, we need to generalize the equivalent pho-
ton approximation (EPA). In previous EPA models, such
as that implemented in STARLIGHT, the transverse mo-
mentum dependence was introduced as an average over
all impact parameter. In the following, we extend this
approximation by applying the photon Wigner distribu-
tion introduced above, which we refer to the generalized
EPA (GEPA).

In our consideration, two nuclei collide at a particu-
lar impact parameter b, which represents the transverse
distance between the centers of the two nuclei. To pro-
duce the lepton pair through short distance process of
v+ v — €0, we assume the interaction point is at
the transverse place with b1, and bs respect to the nu-
clei centers. In this configuration, the individual photon
flux will depend on by, and by, respectively. Clearly,
the collision impact parameter can be determined by
b L= 51 - 52 1. Therefore, we can write down a generic
factorization formula for dilepton production in AA col-
lisions through v+~ — €74~ as,

do(AB[yy] = pp”)
dy1dy2d?p1 1 d?pa 1.
x T (le, blL)Fkl(kQTv bQL)

X Hijkl(PL)(S@) (pr — kir — kar) , (22)
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where ik represent the polarization indices for incoming
two photons in the scattering amplitude and jl for the
complex conjugate of the amplitude, I'*/ and I'* stand for
the two photon Wigner distributions. Again, we will fo-
cus on the kinematic region with correlation limit where
the total transverse momentum of the lepton pair p; is
much smaller than the individual transverse momentum
p1L or poy. Therefore, we can factorize the cross sec-
tion into hard part Hj;;i; and soft part ' and Tk, In
partiuclar, the hard part H;jz; only depends on the hard
momentum scale P;. In this paper, we focus on the
azimuthal angular average cross sections for individual
lepton, i.e., integrating over the azimuthal angle of the
lepton (P11 or pay). In the end, one can show that the
hard part can be written as

Hijry = o9 [§96M — 667 6% 67F]  (23)
, 02
where ¢ = %fl—‘z = 25% (%—i—%) Substituting the

Wigner distribution parameterizations in Sec. IIC, we
will obtain the following expression for the differential
cross section,

2 2 o, €Lt
= ao/d AL dhe = s 8P (py — k1 — ko)

X [x1fy(z1, ki AL )xa fry(x2, kor s AL+
+arhy(x1, k11 AL )xohyy (22, kot s AL ) Hin] ,  (24)

do
dQ)

where dQ = dy,dy2d?py1 d*p21 d?b) and Hp,y, stands for

kiy - ka_kio - koy —Eiy - korkio - o

Hin = —
Ky 1 kos ko

.(25)

With the results for f, and h, in previous sub-section, the above reproduces the results in Ref. [40]. As also
noted in Ref. [40], the second term in the differential cross section vanishes when we integrate over either b, or p .
Therefore, for a particular impact parameter b , it leads to an oscillation contribution as function of p; . In terms of
incoming photon momenta, after averaging over the azimuthal orientation of the lepton pair, the cross section for the
production of lepton pair in AA collisions at fixed impact parameter b, can be cast into

2
do :/dzkudz ;1 pilka L —K} )by Z2a\" F(k}) F(k?) F(k3) F(ki)
dyr dyod?prrd?pord?b | 1 (2m)2 T k2 kP K KR
xoo [(kro - kyy )(kay -k ) — (kiw x kyy) - (koo x K5y )], (26)

where k? = 22M? + k7|, ks, = pr — ki, and l_f”u = pr — l_f”u It is straightforward to check that the contribution
from the linearly polarized photons Hpy, i.e., the second term inside the square brackets in Eq. (26) vanishes when
one integrates over the impact parameter b, . Thus, we can reproduce the previous known integrated cross section
for lepton pair productions. Usually the GTMD or its corresponding Wigner distribution is not positive definite. It



is quite interesting to note that the cross section is in fact positive definite, since it can be written as

do
dy1dy2d?pird?pard?b

_ O,OGiijl* [5ilj6kl _ 6iké‘jl 4 6il5jk]

= 0o [(Gll _ G22)(G11* _ G22*) + (G12 4 G21)(G12* + G21*)] (27)

N

ik [ d%kay ki by ik F() F(k3
where G = [ etk by —Et =

. It is also worth mentioning that the above cross section vanishes when

b, = 0 and pr = 0. This can be shown by noting that G becomes the same as G2 and G'2 = —G?! when one sets
b, = 0 and pp = 0. This essentially explains the existence of the so-called displaced peaks in the measurement of the

momentum imbalance.

F. Numerical results in the GEPA Framework
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FIG. 7. Transverse momentum imbalance distribution

W (z,pr,b1) with different values of impact parameters
b.. The Caussian form factor F(k?) = exp[—k?/Q3] with
Qo = 80MeV and the Wood-Saxon type of form factor yield
almost identical numerical results.

To perform the numerical evaluation, let us first av-
erage over the azimuthal angle of the impact parameter
b, then the corresponding formula reads

do
—— = (2 dyrd d d
deidA¢ ( 77)/ Y1 y2/ pupu/ P21DP21

xxW (x,pr,bi)oo (28)

where W (z, pr,b ), which encodes the initial momen-
tum imbalance, is defined as

Jo(lk1L — k7, |b1)
o 2 2 0 1 11
W (x,pr,b) = /d kyid°k) (2m)2

xa1 9 (zy, ki1, Ky )we fH (2, kot KD ))
x [69 M — It 4 5" 57F] (29)

where pr = p11 + p21. Furthermore, for UPC, we can
integrate over b, from 2R to oo, and find

doupc

= (47 R%)xW; b 30
dy1dyad®pird®par (4nRa)aWurc (@, pr,bL) 00(30)
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FIG. 8. The resulting normalized o = I—M distribution.

where aWypc(z, pr, Ra) can be similarly written as

1
eWuec (2, pr, Ra) = /dzkudzk’u
A

2Ra Jy(2Ralk1y — K1)
@m)lk1L — k|

a1 f9 (@, ki, k) we (e, kot k) )

x [09 65 — gl + 51674 . (31)

x (6@ (k1L — Ky, ) —

Here we normalize xWypc (2, pr, Ra) by a factor of ﬁ

to make it dimensionless.

The numerical evaluation of the above results are
shown in Figs. 7 and 8. As anticipated, there is a dip or
a displaced peak in the distribution of the momentum
imbalance pr in the low pp region for the central
collisions, since the zW(z,pr,b)) function vanishes
at b, = 0 and pr = 0. In terms of the normalized «
distribution measured first by the ATLAS experiment
as shown in Fig. 8, the displaced peak becomes less
prominent due to the smearing effect after averaging
over the individual momenta of the produced leptons.
We have also checked that the GEPA calculation also
agrees with the ATLAS data measured in the peripheral
collisions. This indicates that the transverse momentum
broadening effect measured in the peripheral collisions
can be captured by the incoming coherent photon
distributions. In contrast, the transverse momentum



broadening due to the coherent incoming photons is not
sufficient to accurately describe the data in the central
collisions, where additional broadening effects due to the
incoherent multiple scattering and other medium effects
as well as Sudakov type soft photon emissions may
become important. We believe that further theoretical
developments as well as additional measurements[45]
and experimental efforts including the possible unfolding
and correction of the data due to detector responses can
help us reach more conclusive phenomenological findings.

III. SOFT PHOTON RADIATION AND
SUDAKOV RESUMMATION

Higher order QED corrections as shown in Fig. 1(b,c)
can modify the leading order picture described in previ-
ous subsection. In the following, we focus on soft photon
radiation, which have strong effects on the pr distribu-
tions for the lepton pair especially at moderately large
acoplanarity.

At one-loop order, soft photon radiations from the fi-
nal state leptons dominate the small transverse momen-
tum for the pair. The soft photon radiation from the
lepton propagator is power suppressed for large trans-
verse momentum lepton production by order of ks, /Pr,
where k| is the radiated photon’s transverse momentum
and Py for the individual lepton’s transverse momentum.
Therefore, this type of diagram is discarded in the lead-
ing power approximation.

We apply the Eikonal approximation to calculate the
soft photon radiation contribution, see, e.g. [46],

(1) pﬁb Pg (0)

M=o (B a0,
[soft eyl (32)
where M (9 represents the leading order Born amplitude,
1 is the polarization index for the soft photon with mo-
mentum kg, and the minus sign in the bracket comes
from the fact that the contributions from the lepton and
anti-lepton differ by a minus sign for the soft photon ra-
diation. Therefore, the contribution to the amplitude
squared reads as

2p1 - p2

MO 2
| ot p1 - ksp2 - ks

MO (33)
This additional soft photon radiation generates addi-
tional non-zero transverse momentum for the lepton pair,
and the consequence is that the lepton pair will no longer
be in the back-to-back direction in the transverse momen-
tum plane. In ATLAS, the imbalance between the lepton
and anti-lepton was measured through the azimuthal an-
gular correlation between them. In order to study the
azimuthal angular distribution of the lepton pair, we cal-
culate the total transverse momentum generated by the
radiated photon. Together with the incoming photons’
contributions as discussed in previous section, this lead

to the final total transverse momentum distribution for
the lepton pair. Alternatively, we also find that we can
carry out this calculation by studying the radiated pho-
ton contribution to the “transverse momentum” imbal-
ance in the lepton frame, which can be translated into
azimuthal angular distribution between the two leptons
in the Lab frame. As shown in Appendix A, these two
frames are consistent in generating the azimuthal angular
correlation between the two leptons in the final state.

We will show the derivation in the lepton frame, and
comment on the Lab frame calculations later. In the
lepton frame, the two leptons are moving back-to-back
along Z-direction. Soft photon radiation give the lepton
pair a small additional transverse momentum ¢,. Now
including the lepton mass (assumed to be p mass here,
for convenience), we have pf = p3 = m’ and the real
diagram contribution to the soft photon radiation can be
written as

ae [ dg 2

(r) — = _
S(LL) w2 ] € (@ FEm2) (2 1 2m2)

; (34)

in the transverse momentum space, where £ = kg -p2/p1 -
p2 and € = kg - py/p2 - p1. It is clear that lepton mass
plays an important role here - the lighter the lepton, the
more Sudakov radiation. From the kinematics, we know
that ¢&€ = ¢2 /Q?. Furthermore, ¢ integral is limited by
% /Q* < ¢ < 1. Carrying out ¢ integration leads to
the following expression for the soft photon radiation at
small transverse momentum of £ ,

a 1 Q?

(r) Tl P S
S 2 0% nﬂi—i—mz '

(35)

When ¢, > m,, the above result leads to a double loga-
rithmic behavior as 1//2 In(Q?/¢2 ), which is very much
similar to the behavior of the back-to-back hadron pro-
duction in ete™ annihilation, eTe™ — hihs + X, first
studied in Refs. [47-49]. This double logarithmic behav-
ior can be factorized into two fragmentation functions
depending on the transverse momentum ¢ , and the rel-
evant resummation can be carried out. However, in our
current case, because of the lepton mass, the above distri-
bution scales as 1/¢3 In(Q*/m?) when £, < my,. This
leads a totally different infrared behavior as ¢; — 0.
In the sense, we only have soft divergence at this limit,
which, of course, will be canceled out by the virtual dia-
grams. With that cancellation, we will be able to derive
the complete result at one-loop order. In the following,
we will focus on the large logarithms at this order because
they dominate the differential cross section contributions.
These large logarithms arise from the soft photon radia-
tion in both real and virtual diagrams.

The logarithms become more evident when we Fourier
transform the above real radiation contribution into r
space conjugate to £ ,

d2@_ : (;)2
S(r) S R L e A 36




Compared to the di-hadron correlation in ete™ annihi-
lation studied in [49], in our case, there are additional
complexity because of the lepton mass. The muon mass
m, ~ 0.1GeV is relevant because of the total transverse
momentum for the lepton pair is in the same range as
the lepton mass. Therefore, the large logarithms will de-
pend on the relative size between i, (u, &~ 1/7) and the
lepton mass m,,. When pu, > m,, it corresponds to the
transverse momentum ¢, larger than the lepton mass,
and we will have a similar double logarithmic term as
that in ete™ — hihy + X studied in Ref. [49]. This can
be understood as the following cancellation between the
real and virtual contributions,

S L) + S8 (r)luysm,

Q? 2 u? 2
:__/ d£1Q+_/d€1Q
7T m2 52 £2 mi £2 52
2
oY (37)
2r i’
where p, = co/rL with ¢g = 2e77% and g the Euler
constant. In the above calculation, we notice the fact
that the real and virtual completely cancel in the region
() < my,.
However, when p, < my,, we find the virtual contribu-
tion reads

Q% 2 2
. o ar; - Q
5’78 )|MT<mM = __/ —ln

™ mz €2 62

20 2
2[R
)z 4 m2

where a lower cutoff ;o has been introduced to regulate
the infrared divergence. Similarly, for this case, the real
contribution also depends on g,

2
Ohem =2 [ L @)
T ki om3
Adding them together, we find that
ST+ SOy <, = —gln—2 [ln—2 +ln—2}
T 2 m2 Wi 2

(40)
To summarize the above derivations, we can write the
complete one-loop results in the Fourier transform 7 -
space,

Su(Qumu;rJ_) (41)

2 27"2
5= In chL , myry <1,
— 0
— 2 2 2 2.2
_a @ 1@ murL
5= In mZ In 2 + In 2 , myry >1.

Since soft photon radiation factorizes, all order re-
summation can be written as a simple exponential of
Su(Qa my; TL)-

As discussed above, the derivations can be carried out
for the total transverse momentum distribution from soft
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FIG. 9. Compare the pr distribution contributions for a typi-
cal lepton pair production kinematics: incoming photon flux,
perturbative [Eq.(35)], and total contribution with the Su-
dakov resummation. Leptons are produced at mid-rapidity
with invariant mass 10GeV.

photon radiation in the Lab frame as well. We will obtain
the similar result as that in Eq. (35), where ¢, is now
replaced by pr = pir + por in the Lab frame. Again,
when Fourier transformed into the r -space, we will have
the same result as Eq. (42), as 7, can be regarded as the
Fourier conjugate variable for py as well.

To compute the final result for the total transverse
momentum distribution of the lepton pair, we convolute
the above all order Sudakov contribution with the incom-
ing two photons contributions in the coordinate space to
ensure momentum conservation. The transverse momen-
tum distribution for the latter can be formulated from
the effective photon approach discussed in the previous
section. As an example to illustrate the soft photon radi-
ation effects, we assume a simple Gaussian form for the
initial two photon contribution, and the total transverse
momentum distribution can be written as

_ WTTL T

d2pr | (27)2

2 7‘
AN d*ry ippr, I S (Qimypr) (42)

where the first term represents the initial two photon
contribution as a Gaussian distribution with width Q¢ =
40 MeV. The second term represents an all order resum-
mation of the soft photon radiation contribution. Al-
though there is no analytic expression for the Fourier
transform of the above result in the transverse momen-
tum space, we find the following solution is a very good
approximation,

d2TJ— ipr-ry ,—Su(Q,m ;T _Q%ri
/ (27T)26PT Le (Qymy; L)e vy (43)
B
I'(1—pg)er _
~ ( ﬁz) (Q(Q) 2’7E> lFl ( ﬁ, 7 )
7"'Qo Q QO

. . . o 2 Q?
where 1 F} is a hypergeometrlc function, 0 = 5= In >
B = %=In 2+ >, and yg the Euler constant. Numer-

1ca11y, we have ghecked that the above expression gives
very close result for the Fourier transform of Eq. (42).



In Fig. 9, we compare the contributions from the in-
coming photon fluxes (‘primordial’) and the perturba-
tive photon radiation with the total contribution with
Sudakov resummation. First, we notice that the pri-
mordial photon flux contribution dies out rapidly around
70 MeV, where the perturbative contribution takes over.
Second, the Sudakov resummation result is consistent
with the one soft photon contribution at relative large
transverse momentum. This is understandable, because
the electromagnetic coupling . is small, and the resum-
mation result is dominated by the first order corrections
in this region. On the other hand, between these two re-
gions, the resummation result provides a smooth match
between the primordial distribution and one photon ra-
diation contribution.

It is interesting to compare the distributions of Fig. 9
to the Drell-Yan type lepton pair production, where the
lepton pair are produced through quark-antiquark anni-
hilation process. In the Drell-Yan process, not only the
incoming quark distributions but also the QCD Sudakov
effects contribute to a significantly higher transverse mo-
mentum. The latter can be seen from the invariant mass
dependence of the pp spectrum. In particular, for high
mass final states, like Z-boson production, the low pp
spectrum are overwhelmingly dominated by the Sudakov
effects, see, e.g., the discussions in Ref. [50]. Numeri-
cally, for the same invariant mass range of lepton pair,
the pp distribution is peaked around few GeV for Drell-
Yan process [50], which is order of magnitude higher than
the spectrum of the pure QED process shown in Fig. 9.

A. Comparison with the UPC Data from ATLAS

Combining the Sudakov resummation of all order soft
photon radiation with the incoming photon fluxes con-
tribution, we have the following expression for the total
transverse momentum of the lepton pair in heavy ion col-
lisions,

dU(AB[,W] — /J,J’_/L_) . /dQTL
dy1dy2d*p1rd?por °] (2m)2

ePTTEW (bysro)44)

where o is defined in Eq. (4). W (by;r,) contains the
incoming photon flux and all order Sudakov resumma-
tion,

W(by;ry) =Ny (byyry)e™Su(@murs) = (45)

where S, is defined in Eq. (42). We have introduced a
short notation A for the incoming photon flux contribu-
tion.

As mentioned in the introduction, in the experiments,
the azimuthal angular correlation has been commonly
applied to study the low transverse momentum behav-
ior of two final state particles. When the total trans-
verse momentum is relatively small, the two leptons in
the final state are almost back-to-back in the transverse
plane with small angle ¢, = 7 — ¢12. We are interested
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FIG. 10. Acoplanarity distribution for lepton pair production
in UPC events at the LHC [31] for invariant mass from 10 to
100 GeV and rapidity from -0.8 to 0.8. There is a 10% nor-
malization uncertainty in the comparison, and the unfolding
effects from the experiments are not taken into account either.

in the small ¢; < 7 region. For convenience, we take
one of the leptons’ transverse momentum as reference for
—& direction, p1r ~ (—|Pr|,0), and por is parameter-
ized by par = (|Pr|cos ¢, |Pr|sin¢, ). The total trans-
verse momentum is pr. In the ATLAS experiment, the
measurements are presented as functions of the so-called
acoplanarity «, which is defined as a = |¢p|/7.

In order to compare to the UPC events from ATLAS
experiment [31], we apply the following assumptions to
simplify the numeric calculations. First, we apply the
average photon flux for each nucleus to represent the rel-
ative photon flux as function of z, and x}, respectively.
Much of the uncertainties introduced by this assump-
tion will be cancelled out in the normalized distributions
when we compare to the ATLAS data. In particular, we
have compared the invariant mass and rapidity distribu-
tions of the lepton pair to the ATLAS measurements for
the UPC events, and found very good agreements. Sec-
ond, we assume a simple Gaussian distribution for the
transverse momentum dependence in the incoming pho-
ton flux. The Gaussian width for each photon flux is
computed from Eq. (10) as function of z,;. With the
above approximations, we have the following expression

for NV,

N (bisrs) = [eaf(za)es f (a0)]
(QB(wa)+Q3 (=)

xe T (46)

In the above equation, Qq(z,) and Qo(xp) represent the
average transverse momentum for the photon fluxes of
two incoming nuclei, respectively. For the typical kine-
matics of ATLAS measurements [31], we find that the av-
erage Q2(z,) + Q2(x3) = (40MeV)? for z, = x3, = 1073,
This is consistent with the results shown in Fig. 5 as well.
In Fig. 10, we show this comparison for the typical
kinematics of the ATLAS measurement of UPC events:
lepton transverse momentum Pr > 4 GeV, rapidity
|Y,.| < 0.8, and invariant mass 10GeV < M,, <
100 GeV. This figure shows that the theoretical results



agree with the ATLAS measurements very well. This
provides an important baseline for the central collisions,
for which we will discuss the following section.

There have been suggestions that the so-called the nu-
cleus dissociation contribution may be important at rel-
ative large transverse momentum, where the individual
proton in one of nucleus contributes incoherently to the
production process. However, in this region, the incoher-
ent photon flux depends on the proton form factor, whose
power behavior at large transverse momentum leads to a
much smaller contribution as compared to the soft pho-
ton and resummation contribution.

IV. MEDIUM INTERACTIONS WITH
LEPTONS

In previous sections, we focused on UPCs. In a re-
cent experiment measurement, the ATLAS collaboration
has extended this idea to central collisions. It was ar-
gued that the two photon scattering processes produce
di-lepton with small total transverse momentum (which
is similar to UPC events), and these processes probe
the electromagnetic property of the quark-gluon plasma
when they traverse through the medium in the central
collision events. In particular, the lepton pair has very
small transverse momentum from two-photon scattering
processes (see the discussions in the last section), the
medium effects can be evidently measured through the
so-called acoplanarity.

Before we deal with medium effects in lepton pair pro-
duction in central AA collisions, we would like to com-
ment on the contribution from partonic photon-photon
scattering. This comes from the photon distribution
functions from the nucleons in both nuclei. The differ-
ential cross section can be written as those in previous
sections, and the Sudakov resummation can be derived
as well. The only difference is that we have to involve
the parton distributions for the photons from the nucle-
ons [51, 52]. Essentially, the photon distribution function
is calculated from the quark distribution. Therefore, the
photon PDF contribution scales with A, whereas that
the photon flux contribution scales with A2 as discussed
in Sec. II. In addition, for the relevant kinematics of our
study, i.e., low transverse momentum region, we have
to apply the nucleon form factor for the photon PDFs,
which is of order Agcp. It is much larger than the typ-
ical momentum region of this study, see, plots in Fig. 9.
Therefore, we can safely ignore the photon PDF contri-
butions.

A. Inclusion of Medium Effects

The approach is very similar to that of the dijet az-
imuthal angular correlation in heavy ion collisions, where
the Pr broadening of energetic jets in hot QCD medium
can be investigated. However, in the LHC energy range,

12

EEE

FIG. 11. Multiple interactions of the energetic lepton with
the medium, where the symbol ® represents the scattering
center from the charged medium.

the dominant broadening effects actually comes from
the Sudakov effect [9] for the typical dijet kinematics
there [15, 16]. From the analysis in the previous sec-
tion, we find that for the lepton pair production through
two-photon scattering process, it is completely opposite.
The QED Sudakov effect is dominated by the incoming
photon transverse momentum in a wide range of kine-
matics. If the medium effects is strong enough, we will
be able to probe it by measuring the azimuthal angular
correlations between the lepton pair.

Because the lepton only carries electric charge (we ig-
nore the weak charge), it only interacts with the electri-
cally charged particles in the medium. As illustrated in
Fig. 11, the lepton suffers multiple interactions with the
medium during this process. We can resum the multiple
photon exchanges between the produced lepton and the
electric charged particles in the medium, and find that
this results in a QED type time-ordered Wilson line as
follows

Uqep(x1) = Texp [—ie/dz_/d%J_G(xJ_ —z1)

< pelz, m] , (47)

where p.(27, 21 ) is the random electric charged density
of the target medium, and the photon propagator G(z )
is defined as

Gz )_/@;eiqrﬂu — LK (AzL), (48)
+ (2m)2 g3 + N2 o OV

with A acting as an infrared (IR) regulator such as

the Debye mass in QED medium. The value of A can

be estimated according to the range of the electromag-

netic interaction in the medium, which depends on the

QED Debye screening mass mp ~ %, where T is the

temperature. In our case, simple estimates show that
mp ~ 80MeV which corresponds to a Debye length a
few times less than the typical size of the medium cre-
ated in central heavy ion collisions.

Similar to the QCD ¢q dipole calculation, the QED
incoherent multiple scattering amplitude between the
(T4~ (qq) dipole with size r; and the target medium can
be cast into

1 1
{Uqep (b1 + §M)U(5ED(1M -5

2 4

(49)

2 7,2
) = exp |- 2L,



where the analog of saturation momentum in QED Q?, =
% In ﬁ J dz"p2(27). Here, p2 is related to the expec-
tation of the local charge density fluctuations. As we
can see, only a logarithmic dependence on A is left in the
above dipole amplitude due to cancellation. Normally
one does not have to take into account the multiple scat-
tering for the QED calculation. On the other hand, the
dipole size r; ~ 1/q, is sufficiently large in the soft mo-
mentum transfer region, which makes Q2,73 ~ 1. Similar
to the QCD case, the correlation of two charge density
follows

(pe(z7 20)pe(2'7,21)) = (27 =2"7)0 (21 =2 )2 (= 7).

(50)
In comparison, we often define the QCD saturation mo-
mentum as follows

N, N.g* 1
2 c 2 _ *'c — 92, —
sg — Cr sq — Ar IHW/CZ’Z :uc(z )a (51)

where [dzp2(27) = 54 is related to the color
charge density with R being the size of the target
medium[53], and A is the QCD Debye mass. The
above expression is equivalent to the saturation mo-
mentum expression for cold nuclear matter Q% =

e pVRZ = PG, 1/r3)[54), where aGa, 1/13) =
NC% In ﬁ
L

B. Implication from the ATLAS Measurements

If we assume the multiple scattering between the pro-
duced di-lepton and the medium similar to the QCD case,
we can modify the above W (r,) of Eq. (45) as,

(G Lyr2
W(byiry) = wa(bl;U)‘i*S“(Q"m“M)‘f% ;
(52)

where the last factor comes from the medium contribu-
tion to the di-lepton pr-broadening effects and {orp rep-
resents the electromagnetic transport coefficient of the
quark-gluon plasma. (GorpL) can be identified as the
saturation momentum @2, discussed above.

With this additional pp-broadening effects, we can cal-
culate the azimuthal angular correlation in heavy ion col-
lisions. We assume that the initial distributions remain
the same as the UPC case and take in account the ad-
ditional broadening effects by parameterizing the gL for
the leptons.

In Fig. 12, using the UPC as the baseline and assuming
the mild b,erp dependence due to the initial transverse
momentum broadening, we show this effects by impos-
ing several different values of the L. Comparing these
curves to the ATLAS measurements, we find that the
effective (§orpL) range from (100MeV)? in most cen-
tral collisions to (50MeV)? in non-central collisions. In
the above-mentioned GEPA model, we expect that the
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FIG. 12. Medium modifications to the Acoplanarity distribu-
tion, with different values of the effective gL.

effective value of (§orpL) becomes smaller. The deter-
mination of (§orpL) requires a more sophisticated and
detailed comparison with the accurate unfolded data.

In order to extract the pp-broadening parameter for
the leptons, we need to implement the realistic geometry
of the collisions and the photon sources. From that, we
shall estimate the average length of the leptons travers-
ing through the medium. Compared to the dijet correla-
tion in heavy ion collisions, this is even more important
because the photon source profile is different from the
medium profile created in heavy ion collisions. We leave
the detailed studies in a future publication.

C. Comparison with the QCD pr-broadening of
Jets: Parametric Estimate

Assuming that the multiple interactions with the
medium can be applied to describe both QED for the
leptons and the QCD for the quarks and gluons, we can
compare the sizes of the pp-broadening effects from the
same formalism, i.e., the BDMPS formalism [7, 55, 56].

Because the leptons have large transverse momenta,
their multiple interactions with the medium can be for-
mulated following the BDMPS [7, 55] formalism. In par-
ticular, the pp-broadening can arise from multiple inter-
action with the charged particles in the medium. This
is quite the same as that for the quark and gluon jets
traversing the quark-gluon plasma medium, which also
suffer pp-broadening because of multiple QCD interac-
tions with the medium. Of course, the major difference
is that the lepton interacts with the electric charges while
the quark/gluon jets interact with the color charges.
Here, we make some parametric estimates based on this
idea.

First, the coupling constant plays an important role.
By definition, the pp-broadening depends on two orders
of coupling constants. Since the couplings in QED and
QCD are dramatically different, thus there is a major
difference for the pp-broadening effects.

Second, the broadening depends on the charge density
of the medium. Therefore, we need to estimate the den-



sity difference for the electromagnetic QED and strong
interaction QCD densities in the quark-gluon plasma.
Since only quarks carry electric charges, we can deter-
mine the electric charge density from the quark density.
For the strong interaction case, both quarks and gluons
contribute. The parton density is proportional to the de-
gree of freedom if we assume the thermal distributions
of the quarks and gluons. Therefore, the ratio of quark
density vs the gluon density goes as, see, for example,
Ref. [57]: 31Ny : 16, where Ny is the number of active
flavors. There are two additional differences: one is the
color factor in QCD case, and the other is the charge av-
erage between the quarks and gluons. For electric charge
average, we have

2

u,d,s

where we take Ny = 3 with active u, d and s quarks. For
the color factor associated with the quark density, it can
be evaluated as
imT“Tb]Tr[T“Tb] _2 (54)
N2 9’
which is an effective color factor by considering the
quark-quark scattering amplitude, where N. = 3. For
gluon density case, it is

1 1
mfabCfader[Tch] = 5 (55)

C

from the quark-gluon scattering amplitude. These are for
the quark jet pp-broadening. Therefore, we can estimate
the ratio between the QED and QCD saturation scales
as

~ 21 2
(GoepL) o2 SNy  af

7
— = —= X —. 56
<(jQCDL> a? %Nf% + 16% a?2 15 (56)

where again Ny = 3. Here (GL) represents the amount
of medium broadening, which is known as the saturation
scale in the so-called dipole formalism. The above esti-
mate of QCD (GL) is for QCD quark jets. For gluon jets,
a factor of Cy/CF should be multiplied to the denomi-
nator.

We would like to add a few comments about these ob-
servations. One is about the thermal density ratio we
applied above. We assume that quark and gluons are
thermalized at the same time, which may not be true.
There has been concern that the quarks may be thermal-
ized at a later time, see, for example, the discussions in
Ref. [57]. Second, we did not take into account the de-
tails of the medium property, for example, the associated
Debye masses for QED and QCD. This could introduce
additional complexity in the calculations. In addition, for
the QCD case, there are length dependent double loga-
rithms [58]. Last but not least, the medium path length
L can differ for the QED and QCD cases, since the elec-
tron pair can be created outside the medium. If all these
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effects are taken into account, Eq. (56) may not apply.
Nevertheless, the above equation can serve as a simple
formula for a rough estimate.

D. Comments on the QED energy loss

In QED medium, the radiative energy loss can be es-
timated as [55],

— a2 |L2F
AEQEp = v/ <qL>;§ W (57)

in a certain kinematic limit of the induced radiated pho-
ton spectrum, where L represents the average path of the
lepton in the medium, ), for the mean field path of the
medium. For the kinematics of our interest, we find that
the total energy loss is a few percent of the pr-broadening
size (100MeV). It is so small that we will not be able to
observe such effects.

The QED case is totally different from QCD jet
quenching in heavy ion collisions. First, the energy loss
of the leptons is much smaller than the QCD jet energy
loss. For the leptons going through the medium, there
are no surface bias effects, because the energy loss is com-
pletely negligible. However, we know that the QCD jet
energy loss is important, and surface bias effects are sig-
nificant in the realistic simulation of jet physics in heavy
ion collisions.

V. MAGNETIC FIELD EFFECTS

One measurement might indicate that the pp-
broadening effects of the di-lepton could come from the
magnetic effects created at very early time of heavy ion
collisions [2]. The major phenomenological difference be-
tween this mechanism and the multiple scattering mech-
anism discussed in this paper is that the magnetic effects
is strongly correlated with the event plane. Therefore,
if we can measure this correlation, we could distinguish
these two mechanisms.

In addition, the contribution from the magnetic effects
is a cross product: B x \7, where B is the magnetic field
generated in heavy ion collisions and V is the lepton ve-
locity. This introduces two important observational con-
sequences: (1) impact parameter dependence of the ef-
fects is different from the multiple interaction with the
medium discussed in this paper, which will increase with
decreasing impact parameter. For the magnetic effects,
it increases from UPC to peripheral collisions but will
decrease for more central collisions with decreasing im-
pact parameter. (2) The magnetic effects for the addi-
tional pp-broadening happens in the direction perpendic-
ular to both the magnetic field B and the lepton moving
direction. Therefore, if both the lepton and anti-lepton
have the same rapidity and they have almost same size
of transverse momentum as in our case, the magnetic



effects will cancel out between them. That is, the lep-
ton and anti-lepton will gain same amount of additional
transverse momentum kick from the magnetic effects but
with opposite signs. On the other hand, if the lepton and
anti-lepton are back-to-back in the Z-direction, i.e., their
rapidities are opposite to each other, the magnetic fields
will have net effects on the transverse momentum kick
and lead to the observed transverse momentum broaden-
ing in the lepton pair.

Therefore, we should be able to distinguish these two
mechanisms by studying the centrality dependence and
rapidity dependence of the pp-broadening effects. In the
following, we will discuss the details of the magnetic ef-
fects. First, we show that the contributions from initial
electromagnetic fields generated by the colliding nuclei
cancel out completely in the leading power of the lepton
pair production through the two-photon process. Then,
we will discuss how to measure the residual magnetic field
(due to the created quark-gluon plasma) effects.

A. Initial Electromagnetic Fields Contributions:
the classical electrodynamics perspective

To estimate the electromagnetic fields of a fast mov-
ing nucleus, let us first follow the approach in classical
electrodynamics [59]. Then we provide some discussion
and interpretation in terms of quantum field theory cal-
culations. We can write the electromagnetic fields of a
moving charge propagating along the z direction in the
lab frame as

Ygb
E, = W, By = ﬁEmu (58)
1

rameter b in the = direction. Let us compute the elec-
tromagnetic field effect for one particular nucleus and
choose such a frame that the velocities of the back-to-
back pt and p~ can be written as vy = (vg, vy, v,) and
v_ = (=g, —Uy, —V.), respectively. In the Eikonal ap-
proximation, we can find the force in the y-direction is
zero, and the Lorentz forces in the z-direction for 4+ and
1~ can be written as

where v = B = v/c and we put the impact pa-

dpiz _ .

e eE,(1 - 3.5), (59)
dp—z
= —eE,(1+ B.8), (60)

respectively. Also, we need to include the effect of time
dilation since u™ and g~ are moving along the z direction
with finite velocities. The relative velocities are

_P=8 __B+B
eims T eas O

Therefore, we find the times that ™ and p~ experience
the electromagnetic shockwave are different and their ra-
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Aty [1-p2
At \[1-p2" (62)

It is then straightforward to check that

Apyqe = eEAt(1 — B.6)4/1 — 52

= eE,At\/1+ 3252 — 32 — 32
=—Ap_,. (63)

tio is

This demonstrates that the momentum broadening ex-
actly cancel for exact back-to-back lepton pairs due to
charge neutrality. To get a non-zero transverse momen-
tum broadening, we need to take the charge dipole mo-
ment into account. In coordinate space, the separation
of the lepton pair is proportional to 1/Q, where @Q is the
invariant mass of the produced lepton pair. Therefore,
the total transverse momentum broadening square must
be proportional to <P%>Q2—1R§,’ where (P2) ~ e?E2R? ~
ZI;§4 ~ (30MeV)?, where R4 ~ 7 fm is the radius of the
nuéleus.

Here we have used a quantum-classical mixed picture
to illustrate the broadening of the produced lepton pair
due to the coherent electromagnetic fields of fast moving
nuclei by assuming that the lepton pair is created before
the pair passes over the high energy nuclei. This intu-
itive picture helps to estimate and understand the final
state broadening of the lepton pair, while a fully quan-
tum treatment of this process is presented in the next
subsection.

B. Initial Electromagnetic Fields Contributions:
the quantum field theory perspective

Quantitatively, we can also study the pp-broadening
effect in terms of Wilson lines from the quantum field
theory perspective. Let us derive the QED Wilson by us-
ing the so-called Lienard-Wiechert potential for a moving
point charge particle with charge ¢ = Ze. Again, we can
first follow the discussion and the convention in Ref. [59],
which gives the following four vector potential

qV*(r)

A% (x) = m|r:m :

(64)

Here V¢ = (y¢,v¢f) is the four vector velocity of the
moving charge. Putting in the light-cone constraint 7 =
70, and using Eq.(14.16) together with the fact dz, =
Vadr = Vyvdt, we can write

o ~dt
A%(x)dz, = / _— . 65
4@z, =a [ e ©)

The above integration is divergent, but it becomes finite
if we consider the difference of two opposite charges which



are separated by a distance | . Therefore, the result for
a lepton pair lepton is

e/Ao‘(x)dxa —e/Ao‘(x—i—m_)dxa zeq/ ~dt

1 1
- . (66
V2 +2022 (b )2+ 72v2t2] (66)

Eventually, if we set v = ¢ = 1, we can obtain
e/Ao‘(a:)d:ra - e/AO‘(:zr + 7y )dzs

(by +71)?
b2
1

=eqln (67)
By taking into account the fact that ¢ = Ze for a rela-
tivistic heavy ion, and the ﬁ difference due to different
conventions, we can see that the above result agrees com-
pletely with the Wilson line formalism used below.

Next, in terms of the final state QED type scattering
and Wilson lines approaches [60-62], we can compute the
cross section o 4+~ 4 as follows. It is straightforward
to resum the multiple photon exchanges between a muon
line and target nuclei, and find that this results in a QED
type Wilson line

MQED (Il) = exp [Z'ZGQG(ZEL)} y (68)

with the photon propagator G(x ) defined as
1
G(.’L'J_) = %KQ(}\{I;L). (69)

Here we use ) as the IR cut off for the moment. When we
study the muon pair production, the A dependence will
cancel. In this simple model, we assume that the nuclei
is a point particle with charge Ze in order to study the
coherent final state effect. The QED multiple scatterings
contribute a phase to the QED type uTu~ dipole with
size r | as follows

1
2"
|bJ_ + %T‘J_|

oL — 57|

1
UqeDp (b, + grL)u(TQED (b, —

=exp |2iZaln (70)

Furthermore, let us use oy 4,,+,-4 as an example to
estimate the order of magnitude of the electromagnetic
corrections in the final state between the produced muon
pair and the target nucleus with charge number Z. The
cross section can be written as

do—yA—nfru*A _ / deL del dQTL dQT/L
d?prd?Pr (2m)? (2m)2% (2m)2 (2m)?

X w(TL)q/}*(Ti)e_ipT'(bi_bl)—iPT'(T‘L—rl)
b, + 1

X [1 — exp (22’Zaln %)}
| 1 — _TL|

Iy
X |1 —exp | —2iZaln M ) (71)
b —
.

16

where the splitting function ¢(r, ) ~ <5~ represents the
€
contribution from the v — pTp~ splitting. Also if we

_ ; \brf‘lTLl)}
1 —exp (22204 In Ibszul to

the lowest order, we should be able to recover the lowest
order vy — T~ cross section together with the proper
normalization N. In the back-to-back limit, it follows
that P# > p2. In the case of interest, Pr is around
several GeV while pr is of the order of A,, = RLA ~ 30
MeV.

Let us comment on the above result. First of all, we can
compute the Born contribution by expanding the above
Wilson line contribution to the lowest order. In the back-
to-back limit, we can approximately write

expand the expression

(72)

by +1 b -
1 —exp (2iZalnw) ~ —i2Za-—= m‘.

bL — 37| b1
It is then straightforward to estimate that the Born con-
tribution is of the order of N
T

Second, we can estimate the contribution with one
more photon exchange in the amplitude level, which
means the expansion of the Wilson line to the second
order. Using the fact that the lower bound of the b, in-
tegral is roughly R4, we can find that the first final state
interaction correction is of the order

Z20? 7Z%a? 7202 Z%a2A2,
prPp PERG  ppPr o PR

(73)

Therefore, the ﬁnal state interaction is power suppressed
2
by the factor of Z i

T
mentum square average (p%) ~ A2,

. Also, since the transverse mo-

~ R—2A at lowest order,

we can see that the change due to final state interaction is
roughly A(p2) ~ A2, Z OI‘DZA"”” which is in agreement with
our estimate in previous subsectlon from the perspective
of classical electrodynamics.

In summary, the contributions from the initial electro-
magnetic fields generated by the colliding nuclei cancel
out completely in the leading power of py/Pp, while the
finite contribution to the transverse momentum broad-
ening is power suppressed. This cancellation is also con-
sistent with a factorization argument that the final state
interaction effects vanishes in this process due to the op-
posite charges of the lepton pair.

C. Residual Magnetic Field Effects in the
Quark-gluon Plasma

In the meantime, as argued in some recent papers [63—
65|, there could be a residual and strong magnetic field
in the quark-gluon plasma after the heavy ion collisions.
Due to the collision symmetry, the magnetic field only
contains the perpendicular component B.. As men-
tioned at the beginning of this section, since the Lorentz
force vanishes along the direction of the magnetic field,
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FIG. 13. Normalized magnetic effects on the pr-broadening
for the lepton pair as function of their rapidity difference
AY = |y, + —y,—| with |y,| < 2.4.

the amount of the pp-broadening from the magnetic ef-
fects will have a non-trivial correlation with the event
plane, which is correlated with the direction of the mag-
netic field [63-65].

A number of further observations regarding the effects
of the residual magnetic fields are as follows. First, the
transverse momentum kick comes from the longitudinal
motion v, of the leptons. Therefore, the magnetic effects
crucially depend on the rapidity of the leptons. In partic-
ular, if the lepton and the anti-lepton move in the same
direction, the magnetic effects will cancel out in the to-
tal transverse momentum for the pair. Only if they are
moving in opposite Z direction, there will be net effects.
In more detail, the net transverse momentum kick for the
pair is proportional to

|Apy'|+~ = Pm [tanh(yy) — tanh(y-)] , (74)

where Py, represents the average transverse momentum
kick depending on the geometry of the collisions, y; and
y_ are rapidities for the lepton and the anti-lepton, re-
spectively. Therefore, the total pr-broadening effects for
the pair can be formulated as

(Ap7)ie - = (PR (b1)) [tanh(yy) — tanh(y-)]* , (75)

where (P2 (b)) stands for the average pr-broadening
with a centrality dependence. Assuming that a flat dis-
tribution for the rapidity dependence for the two leptons
in the range of |y,| < 2, and the net magnetic effects can
be calculated as function of rapidity difference between
the lepton pair AY = |y,+ — y,-|,

(APT) vy (AY) = (PR, (b)) (76)

y Jay dy1dys [tanh(yy) — tanh(yz)]* do(y1, y2)
Say dyrdyado(y1,y2)

3

where the rapidity integrals are constrained with AY =
ly1 — y2|. In Fig. 13, we plot the normalized distribu-
tion as function AY for a typical transverse momentum
for the lepton Pr = 6 GeV. From this plot, we can
clearly see that the magnetic effects on the pr-broadening
increases with rapidity difference, and approach to the
maximum values around AY = 3. On the other hand,
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the multiple interaction effects with the medium remain
a relative constant because the medium density does not
change in this rapidity range. Therefore, the difference
between the amount of the ppr-broadening effects at dif-
ferent AY can serve as an effective measure for the mag-
netic effects:

[(Apd)av=s — (Aph)av=o], o (B, .  (17)

which depend on the centrality of heavy ion collisions.
This rapidity dependence can also help to study other
magnetic effects in heavy ion collisions, such as the chiral
magnetic effects [63, 65].

Second, the effects, of course, depend on the magnitude
of the magnetic field. More detailed calculations need to
formulate the impact dependence of the magnetic fields.
In general, as mentioned above, the magnetic field in-
creases from ultra-peripheral to peripheral collisions, but
starts to decrease toward more central collisions.

Third, the direction of transverse momentum kick is
correlated to the direction of the magnetic field. There-
fore, if this correlation can be measured, we can further
distinguish its contribution from other sources for the
pr-broadening effects.

It is interesting to note that a recent measurement by
the ATLAS collaboration [4] shows that there is no strong
rapidity dependence on the medium modification of the
di-lepton transverse momentum distribution, which will
impose a strong constraint on the strength of the mag-
netic effects discussed above.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we have investigated the electromagnetic
productions of di-leptons with very small total transverse
momentum in heavy ion collisions, which can provide
us a new channel to probe the electromagnetic prop-
erty of the quark-gluon plasma created in these collisions.
In the above theoretical calculations, besides the initial
contributions due to the incoming photons, three other
important pp-broadening contributions to the acopla-
narity of di-leptons measured in the final state are dis-
cussed. First, soft photon radiations are taken into ac-
count through the Sudakov resummation; Second, the
electromagnetic multiple interactions between the lep-
ton pairs and the electric charges inside the quark-gluon
plasma medium are resummed incoherently, since these
multiple interactions are in general random; Lastly, pos-
sible external magnetic fields can be created in heavy
ion collisions and these fields may also bring additional
transverse momentum broadening.

As an important baseline, we compare the Sudakov ef-
fect to the azimuthal angular correlation of the lepton
pair in ultra-peripheral collisions measured by the AT-
LAS collaboration at the LHC. The comparison indicates
that this effect is crucial to explain the experimental data
in the region with moderately larger acoplanarity.



It appears that the pp-broadening effects observed by
the ATLAS collaboration in the central PbPb collisions
suggests the need for additional medium induced trans-
verse momentum broadening coming from the multiple
scattering of the leptons in the medium. The acopla-
narity of di-lepton pairs can provide us another inter-
esting window to study the properties of quark-gluon
plasma.

The ppr-broadening effects due to the possible magnetic
fields are considered as well. Through the study on the
centrality and rapidity dependence, as well as the cor-
relation with the orientation of the magnetic field, it is
possible to distinguish the transverse momentum broad-
ening effects due to the magnetic fields from the multiple
scattering effect. We stressed that the broadening coming
from the magnetic fields depends on the rapidity differ-
ence between the lepton and the anti-lepton. This rapid-
ity dependence can be used to determine the strength of
the magnetic field.

Last but not least, to interpret the pp-broadening phe-
nomena of dilepton productions observed by STAR and
ATLAS collaborations as a result of QED interaction of
the lepton pair with the medium crucially depend on
how precisely we know that the initial state contributions
from the incoming photon fluxes of the colliding nuclei.
We emphasize that more theoretical developments and
experimental measurements are needed to understand
this physics. Only with this being resolved, can we re-
liably apply this process to study the electromagnetic
property of the quark-gluon plasma created in heavy ion
collisions.
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Appendix A: Azimuthal Angular De-correlation
from in the Lab and Lepton Frames

In experiments, the azimuthal angular correlation be-
tween the final state particles has been applied to study
the low total transverse momentum behavior. The two
leptons in the final state will be back-to-back in the trans-
verse plane with small angle ¢ = 7 — ¢12. We are
working at small angle of ¢, < 7 region. For conve-
nience, we take one of the leptons’ transverse momentum
as reference for —2 direction, p1; ~ (—|Prl,0), and pay
is parameterized by por = (|Pr|coséy,|Pr|sing,). In
the following, we will show that we can compute the az-
imuthal angular distribution by taking into account ad-
ditional transverse momentum contribution in the Lab
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frame or the lepton frame.

1. Lab Frame Calculations

In the Lab frame, we calculate the azimuthal angular
distribution from the total transverse momentum pp for
the lepton pair. This total transverse momentum can
come from initial photons’ contributions or from the final
state medium interaction (pr-broadening).

We can write down the differential cross section de-
pending on pr,

dN 1 do

%—;%:f@@)a (Al)

where f(pr) represents a general form of transverse mo-
mentum dependence coming from both incoming pho-
ton contribution, soft photon radiation, and the pp-
broadening effects in the medium. Working out the kine-
matics, we have

prsin(¢’)

sino ) = 2R (42)

where ¢’ is the relative azimuthal angle of p'r respect to
direction. The differential cross section can be re-written
as

dN

Pr cos
n prdpp | ——=2 (91)

pr cos(¢')
cos ¢ |

= / Vgdvg———-ex
vg>sin ¢ \/va — sin? ¢ |

where vy, = pr/Pr. We can further simplify the above
expression by making approximations in the correlation
limit, i.e., v < 1 and ¢ < 1,

In the ATLAS experiment, the measurements are pre-

sented as functions of the so-called acoplanarity «, which
is defined as oo = |¢ | /7. For the « distribution, we have

|a>0 27T/\/U

Let us first assume a simple Gaussian distribution for
f(pr) to check the intuitive a distribution: f(pr) =

e Pr/Q% /Q3n. With that, we find that

f(pr)

Pif(pr) . (A3)

PTf pT

(A4)

PTf pT (A5)

2
|0c>0 27/ P—Evﬁ
[v ¢2 7TQ0
2bq,
= —e—bia2 , (A6)
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where b, = %. We can also calculate the average of a?

as

1 Q2
2y 1+ W&o
(0%) = 5503 (A7)
and in terms of ¢, we have
1Q3
. A8
@1 =578 (A8)
We have a number of observations. First, it shows

that the average angular broadening is, actually, half of
naively expected as the average pp-broadening divided
by the lepton’s transverse momentum. This will have
a significant impact on the interpretation of the exper-
imental measurements on the jet pp-broadening effects
from the azimuthal angular correlations in heavy ion col-
lisions. Physically, the jet pp-broadening spreads toward
the perpendicular direction respect to the jet direction.
However, half of that spreading happens in beam direc-
tion in the Lab frame and will not have observable effects
on the azimuthal angular correlations. Second, the aver-
age of (o) involves average of 1/P2, not the average of
Pr.

In addition, the broadening in azimuthal angular dis-
tribution can be model independently related to the ad-
ditional pr-broadening in the transverse momentum dis-
tribution,

1A{)
2 P2

_1A(p%)
2 P2

Algpl) = (A9)
The pp-broadening can be either formulated in the Lab
frame as pp or in the lepton frame as £ , see, the discus-
sions below.

2. Lepton Frame Formulation

It is more convenient to formulate the above results
in the lepton frame. It is straightforward to include the
medium effects (next section) in this frame, where the
leptons are moving along the Z-direction and additional
transverse momentum broadening can be directly formu-
lated.

If the two leptons are moving in the Z direction, we
can parameterize the leading lepton (or reference lep-
ton) as py = (F,0,0,F) and the away-side lepton as
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p2 = (E, {1 cos¢r,l) singr, Ecosfr) in the limit of
!, < FE, where {| = FEsinfp represents the imbalance
between the two leptons in the final state. Here, we ne-
glect the masses for the leptons since they do not affect
the following discussions. The differential cross section
can be written as

dN dN
d2€L E2 sin on sin on(bT

= fL), (A10)

where ¢p runs from 0 to 27. However, 67 is not di-
rectly related to the azimuthal angle between the leptons
in the Lab frame. To link to the experimental observ-
ables in the Lab frame, we need to work out the de-
tails. In the Lab frame, the leptons have non-zero trans-
verse momentum Pr which is same order of F, we will
parametrize their momenta as p1 = (E, p17,0, F cosfy)
and pz = (F, par cos(m—¢1 ), por sin(m—¢ 1), p2.), where
pir = Esinfy ~ por and ¢; ~ 0. In the correlation
limit, pir and por are back-to-back with small angular
difference ¢; < 1. From the above kinematics, we will
find that

sin(¢) = Lo sinlgr) Si]ilT((bT)
- Esin(@T) sin((bT) - sin(@T) sin((bT)
- E'sinfy - sin g - (ALL)

The differential cross section can be re-written as

sin(fo) cos(¢1)
dm / brabe|g

sin(0r) cos(¢r)
In the following, we take the approximations in the cor-
relation limit, i.e., 7 < 1 and ¢, < 1, and find that
the « distribution can be written as

fler) . (A12)

dN|
do a>0

(6o)
—dr / Odoy sin(6o)
A / — Sln

where ¢, = E * 6 and « is define above as a = |¢ | /.
With a simple variable change 67 — 601/ sin(fy) — vy,
we can find out that the above equation is identical to
that of Eq. (A5). All discussions above shall also follow.

(A13)

[1] M.  Aaboud et al. [ATLAS Collaboration],
Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, no. 21, 212301 (2018)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.212301 [arXiv:1806.08708
[nucl-ex]].

[2] J. Adam et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys.
Rev.  Lett. 121, no. 13, 132301  (2018)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.132301 [arXiv:1806.02295

[hep-ex]].

[3] J. Adam et al. [STAR Collaboration], arXiv:1910.12400
[nucl-ex].

[4] The ATLAS collaboration [ATLAS Collaboration],

ATLAS-CONF-2019-051.
[5] S. Lehner [ALICE Collaboration],
[nucl-ex].

arXiv:1909.02508



[6] R. Baier, Y. L. Dokshitzer, A. H. Mueller, S. Peigne
and D. Schiff, Nucl. Phys. B 483, 291 (1997) [hep-
ph/9607355].

[7] R. Baier, Y. L. Dokshitzer, A. H. Mueller, S. Peigne
and D. Schiff, Nucl. Phys. B 484, 265 (1997) [hep-
ph/9608322].

[8] R. Baier, Y. L. Dokshitzer, A. H. Mueller and D. Schiff,
Nucl. Phys. B 531, 403 (1998) [hep-ph/9804212];

B. G. Zakharov, JETP Lett. 63, 952 (1996) [hep-

ph/9607440); JETP Lett. 65, 615 (1997) [hep-
ph/9704255].

9] A. H. Mueller, B. Wu, B. W. Xiao and
F. Yuan, Phys. Lett. B 763, 208 (2016)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2016.10.037 [arXiv:1604.04250
[hep-ph]].

[10] A. H. Mueller, B. Wu, B. W. Xiao and
F. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D 95, no. 3, 034007 (2017)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.95.034007 [arXiv:1608.07339
[hep-ph]].

[11] L. Chen, G. Y. Qin, S. Y. Wei, B. W. Xiao
and H. Z. Zhang, Phys. Lett. B 773, 672 (2017)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2017.09.031 [arXiv:1607.01932
[hep-ph]].

[12] L. Chen, G. Y. Qin, S. Y. Wei, B. W. Xiao
and H. Z. Zhang, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2018.06.002
arXiv:1612.04202 [hep-ph].

[13] L. Chen, G. Y. Qin, L. Wang, S. Y. Wei, B. W. Xiao,
H.Z. Zhang and Y. Q. Zhang, arXiv:1803.10533 [hep-ph].

[14] M. J. Tannenbaum, Phys. Lett. B 771, 553 (2017)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2017.05.090 [arXiv:1702.00840
[nucl-ex]].

[15] G. Aad et al. [ATLAS Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett.
105, 252303 (2010) [arXiv:1011.6182 [hep-ex]].

[16] S. Chatrchyan et al. [CMS Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C
84, 024906 (2011) [arXiv:1102.1957 [nucl-ex]].

[17] L.  Adamczyk et al. [STAR  Collaboration],
Phys. Rev. C 96, mno. 2, 024905 (2017)
doi:10.1103 /PhysRevC.96.024905 [arXiv:1702.01108
[nucl-ex]].

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

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

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

[21] A. J. Baltz et al., Phys. Rept. 458, 1
[arXiv:0706.3356 [nucl-ex]].

[22] L. A. Harland-Lang, V. A. Khoze and M. G. Ryskin,
Eur. Phys. J. C 79, no. 1, 39 (2019) [arXiv:1810.06567
[hep-ph]].

] E. Fermi, Z. Phys. 29, 315 (1924).

| C. F. von Weizsacker, Z. Phys. 88, 612 (1934).

| E. J. Williams, Phys. Rev. 45, 729 (1934).

| J. Adams et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys. Rev. C 70,
031902 (2004) [nucl-ex/0404012].

[27] A. J. Baltz, Y. Gorbunov, S. R. Klein and J. Nystrand,
Phys. Rev. C 80, 044902 (2009) [arXiv:0907.1214 [nucl-
ex]].

[28] G. Baur, K. Hencken, A. Aste, D. Trautmann
and S. R. Klein, Nucl. Phys. A 729, 787 (2003)
doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2003.09.006 [nucl-th/0307031].

[29] K. Hencken, G. Baur and D. Trautmann, Phys. Rev.
C 69, 054902 (2004) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.69.054902
[nucl-th/0402061].

(2008)

20

[30] W. Zha, J. D. Brandenburg, Z. Tang and Z. Xu,
arXiv:1812.02820 [nucl-th].

[31] The ATLAS collaboration
ATLAS-CONF-2016-025.

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

[33] S. R. Klein, Phys. Rev. C 97, no. 5, 054903 (2018)
[arXiv:1801.04320 [nucl-th]].

[34] W. Zha, L. Ruan, Z. Tang, Z. Xu and S. Yang, Phys.
Lett. B 781, 182 (2018) [arXiv:1804.01813 [hep-ph]].

[35] S. Klein and J. Nystrand, Phys. Rev. C 60, 014903 (1999)
[hep-ph/9902259].

[36] S. Klein, A. H. Mueller, B. W. Xiao and F. Yuan, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 122, no. 13, 132301 (2019) [arXiv:1811.05519
[hep-ph]].

[37] J. Adam et al. [ALICE Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett.
116, no. 22, 222301 (2016) [arXiv:1509.08802 [nucl-ex]].

[38] M. Vidovic, M. Greiner, C. Best and G. Soff, Phys. Rev.
C 47, 2308 (1993). doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.47.2308

[39] C. Li, J. Zhou and Y. J. Zhou, Phys. Lett.
B 795, 576 (2019) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2019.07.005
[arXiv:1903.10084 [hep-ph]].

[40] C.Li, J. Zhou and Y. j. Zhou, arXiv:1911.00237 [hep-ph].

[41] S. R. Klein and H. Méntysaari, Nature Rev. Phys. 1, no.
11, 662 (2019) [arXiv:1910.10858 [hep-ex]].

[42] S. R. Klein and J. Nystrand, Phys. Rev. Lett.
84, 2330 (2000) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.2330 [hep-
ph/9909237].

[43] A. V. Belitsky, X. d. Ji and F. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D 69,
074014 (2004) [hep-ph/0307383).

[44] Y. Hatta, B. W. Xiao and F. Yuan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,
no. 20, 202301 (2016) [arXiv:1601.01585 [hep-ph]].

[45] CMS Collaboration [CMS Collaboration], CMS-PAS-
HIN-19-014.

[46] P. Sun, C.-P. Yuan and F. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D 92,
no. 9, 094007 (2015) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.094007
[arXiv:1506.06170 [hep-ph]].

[47] J. C. Collins and D. E. Soper, Nucl. Phys. B 193,
381 (1981) Erratum: [Nucl. Phys. B 213, 545 (1983)].
doi:10.1016/0550-3213(81)90339-4

[48] J. C. Collins and D. E. Soper, Nucl. Phys. B 194, 445
(1982). doi:10.1016,/0550-3213(82)90021-9

[49] J. C. Collins and D. E. Soper, Nucl. Phys. B 197, 446
(1982). doi:10.1016,/0550-3213(82)90453-9

[50] P. Sun, J. Isaacson, C.-P. Yuan and F. Yuan,
Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 33, no. 11, 1841006 (2018)
doi:10.1142/50217751X18410063 [arXiv:1406.3073 [hep-
ph]].

[51] A. Manohar, P. Nason, G. P. Salam and G. Zan-
derighi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, no. 24, 242002 (2016)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.242002 [arXiv:1607.04266
[hep-ph]].

[62] A.V.Manohar, P. Nason, G. P. Salam and G. Zanderighi,
JHEP 1712, 046 (2017) doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2017)046
[arXiv:1708.01256 [hep-ph]].

[53] E. Iancu, A. Leonidov and L. McLerran, hep-ph/0202270.

[54] A. H. Mueller, Nucl. Phys. B 558, 285 (1999)
doi:10.1016,/S0550-3213(99)00394-6 [hep-ph/9904404].

[655] R. Baier, Y. L. Dokshitzer, A. H. Mueller, S. Peigne
and D. Schiff, Nucl. Phys. B 478, 577 (1996)
doi:10.1016,/0550-3213(96)00426-9 [hep-ph/9604327].

[56] S. Peigne and A. V. Smilga, Phys. Usp. 52, 659 (2009)
[Usp. Fiz. Nauk 179, 697 (2009)] [arXiv:0810.5702 [hep-

[ATLAS Collaboration],



ph]].

[57] J. P. Blaizot, B. Wu and L. Yan, Nucl. Phys.
A 930, 139 (2014) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2014.07.041
[arXiv:1402.5049 [hep-ph]].

[58] T. Liou, A. H. Mueller and B. Wu, Nucl. Phys.
A 916, 102 (2013) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2013.08.005
[arXiv:1304.7677 [hep-ph]].

[59] J. D. Jackson, “Classical Electrodynamics, (3rd ed.)”
(New York: John Wiley & Sons.), (1999).

[60] D. Ivanov and K. Melnikov, Phys. Rev. D 57, 4025 (1998)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.57.4025 [hep-ph/9709352].

[61] S. J. Brodsky, P. Hoyer, N. Marchal, S. Peigne and
F. Sannino, Phys. Rev. D 65, 114025 (2002) [hep-

21

ph/0104291).

[62] B. W. Xiao and F. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D 82, 114009 (2010)
[arXiv:1008.4432 [hep-ph]].

[63] D. E. Kharzeev and H. J. Warringa, Phys. Rev.
D 80, 034028 (2009) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.80.034028
[arXiv:0907.5007 [hep-ph]].

[64] M. Asakawa, A. Majumder and B. Muller, Phys. Rev.
C 81, 064912 (2010) doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.81.064912
[arXiv:1003.2436 [hep-ph]].

[65] V. Koch, S. Schlichting, V. Skokov, P. Sorensen,
J. Thomas, S. Voloshin, G. Wang and H. U. Yee, Chin.
Phys. C 41, no. 7, 072001 (2017) doi:10.1088,/1674-
1137/41/7/072001 [arXiv:1608.00982 [nucl-th]]; and ref-
erences therein.



