arXiv:2310.19358v2 [hep-ph] 1 Nov 2023

Extraction of information on transversity GPDs from π^0 and η production on EIC of China

Ya-Ping Xie,^{1, 2, ∗} S. V. Goloskokov,^{3, †} and Xurong Chen^{1, 2, 4, ‡} 1Institute of Modern Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Lanzhou 730000, China 2University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China 3 Bogoliubov Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna 141980, Moscow region, Russia 4South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510006, China The General Parton Distributions (GPDs) are applied to study the hard Pseudoscalar Meson Production (PMP) at high energies. The PMP amplitudes are be obtained within the GPDs factorization. They are expressed in terms of GPDs convolution functions, which are most essential in PMP reactions. We show that these convolution functions can be extracted from the PMP data in future EIC of China (EicC). Predictions of π^0 and η production at typical EicC energies are performed.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Parton Distributions (GPDs) are important to study the nucleon structure[1, 2]. There are a couple processes to study GPDs, for example, Deep Virtual Compton Scattering(DVCS) [3], Hard Exclusive Meson Production(HEMP)[4–7], Time-like Compton Scattering (TCS)[9] and Hard Exclusive Neutrino Production (HENP)[10]. In HEMP process, vector meson and pseudoscalar meson (PM) producttion can be studied using GPDs factorization. Vector meson production is employed in twist-2 GPD [6] and PM production is adopted in twist-3 GPD [7].

Handbag approach is a valid method adopting GPDs to perform PM production in photon-nucleon scattering. In handbag approach, the helicity amplitudes are constructed

∗xieyaping@impcas.ac.cn †goloskkv@theor.jinr.ru ‡xchen@impcas.ac.cn

in GPDs convolution functions. Employing the helicity amplitudes, the differential cross sections can be obtained in expression of convolution functions of GPDs.

The COMPASS and CLAS collaborations have measured π^0 and η differential cross sections[11–13]. On the other side, the cross sections of π^0 and η can be calculated in handbag approach applying GPDs. Then, we can compare the theoretical predictions and the experimental data.

In the future, The US and China will build Electron-Ions Colliders (EICs) to investigate nucleon structure [14, 15]. GPD is a important aspect to study for EIC in US (EIC-US) and EIC in China(EicC). We will perform π^0 and η prediction at EicC kinematics regions.

The convolution functions of GPDs are important in PM production. The GPD convolution functions can be extracted from the PM differential cross sections. In this work, E_T convolutions as a functions of W will be extracted and exhibited at EicC energy regions.

This paper is organized as follow, the second section is introducing the theoretical formulas. The numerical results and conclusion will be presented in Sec. III.

II. THEORETICAL FRAME

In handbag approach, the differential cross sections can be obtained using helicity amplitudes. The helicity amplitudes can be expressed in GPD convolutions. Hence, the GPD convolutions are important in the handbag approach. The unpolarized differential cross sections ep → eMp (M is PM) can be separated into a couple of partial cross sections which are observables of the process γ^∗p → Mp. The unpolarized differential cross section of γp → Mp is given as d^2σ dtdϕ = 1 2π ( dσ_T dt + ϵ dσ_L dt + ϵ cos 2ϕ dσ_{T T} dt + √ 2ϵ(1 + ϵ) cos ϕ dσ_{LT} dt ) . (1)

Here ϵ = (1 − y)/(1 − y + y^2/2). The partial differential cross sections are obtained adopting the γ^∗p → Mp helicity amplitudes. The leading twist-2 σ_L differential cross sections and twist-3 σ_T are obtained via helicity amplitudes as follow dσ_L dt = 1 κ [| M_{0+,0+} |^2 + | M_{0−,0+} |^2], dσ_T dt = 1 2κ (| M_{0−,++} |^2 +2 | M_{0+,++} |^2) . (2)

The σ_{LT} and σ_{T T} cross sections have twist-3 nature as well dσ_{LT} dt = − 1 √ 2κ Re [ M^∗_{0−,++}M_{0−,0+} ] , dσ_{T T} dt = − 1 κ | M_{0+,++} |^2 . (3)

The twist-2 amplitudes can be expressed via convolution functions of twist-2 GPDs.They are given as M_{0−,0+} = e_0 Q √ −t^′ 2m ⟨Ẽ⟩, M_{0+,0+} = √ 1 − ξ^2 e_0 Q [⟨H̃⟩ − ξ^2 1 − ξ^2 ⟨Ẽ⟩]. (4) The twist-3 amplitude can be obtained from twist-3 GPDs convolutions as M_{0−,++} = e_0 Q √ 1 − ξ^2⟨H_T ⟩, M_{0+,++} = − e_0 Q √ −t^′ 4m ⟨Ē_T ⟩. (5) The detail information of the amplitudes can refer to Refs. [7, 8, 16, 17].

The GPD convolutions are important in handbag approach. It is calculated as integration of hard amplitude and GPD functions. The transversity convolutions reads as: ⟨H_T ⟩ = ∫_1 −1 dxH_{0−,++}(x, ...) H_T ; ⟨Ē_T ⟩ = ∫_1 −1 dxH_{0−,++}(x, ...) Ē_T . (6) Here H_{0−,++}(x, ...) is a hard scattering part. There is a parameter μ_P in twist-3 PM wave function. It is large and enhanced by the chiral condensate. In this work, we apply μ_P = 2 GeV at scale of 2 GeV.

The GPDs are constructed adopting the double distribution representation [18] F (x, ξ, t) = ∫_1 −1 dρ ∫_{1−|ρ|} −1+|ρ| dγδ(ρ + ξ γ − x) ω(ρ, γ, t), (7) which connects GPDs F with Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs) h with the double distribution function ω. For the valence quark double distribution, it is given as ω(ρ, γ, t) = h(ρ, t) 3 4 [(1 − |ρ|)^2 − γ^2] (1 − |ρ|)^3 . (8) The t- dependence in PDFs h is expressed in the Regge form h(ρ, t) = N e^{(b−α′ ln ρ)t}ρ^{−α(0)} (1 − ρ)^β, (9) and α(t) = α(0) + α^′t is the corresponding Regge trajectory. The parameters in Eq. (9) are determined from the known information of CTEQ6 PDFs [19] e.g, or from the nucleon form factor analysis [20].

The H_T GPDs are expressed with transversity PDFs as follow h_T (ρ, 0) = δ(ρ); and δ(ρ) = N_T ρ^{1/2} (1 − ρ) [q(ρ) + Δq(ρ)], (10) by adopting the model [21]. We define t -dependence of h_T as in Eq. (9). There are several parameter sets of GK model. two sets parameter which are labeled Model-II and Model-III are listed in Table. I. In the calculations of this work, the results will be labeled as Model-II and Model-III.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND CONCLUSION

Adopting the frame in the previous section, we can calculate the differential cross section of PM in handbag approach within GPDs. GK model of GPDs will be performed in this work. In our analyses [16, 17], There were three sets of parameterization for GK model. The first set used in [16] is closed to model used in [8]. It describes well CLAS data but at COMPASS energies [11] gives cross sections two times larger with respect to experiment data[16]. To describe CLAS and COMPASS data simultaneously, we apply Model-II and III [22] used in [17]. Models results at COMPASS energy are exhibited in Fig. 1. It can be seen that Model-III better describes COMPASS data[11] at |t^′| >0.2 GeV^2. Now we have preliminary COMPASS data [12], that are quite close to Model-III results. The models prediction for η production at CLAS are presented in Fig. 2. It is found that models give some differences in cross sections at low momenta transfer.

In Fig. 3, we presented our Model-II results for π^0 and η production at energy typical for China EicC collider (we presented only one model results). Cross section for π^0 production is larger with respect to η by factor about 3 at |t^′| >0.2 GeV^2. The same property is observed at low CLAS energies.

Using σ_T and σ_{T T} cross section from Eq. (2) and Eq. (3), one can extract ⟨Ē_T ⟩ and ⟨H_T ⟩ convolutions Eq. (5) [23] from the experimental data on π_0 and η production. The experimental data on these reactions will be available when EicC will operate. To demonstrate such possibility instead realistic data we use here our model results for the cross section. In Fig. 4 we show W dependence of ⟨Ē_T ⟩ at fixed momentum transfer and Q^2 for π_0 and η cases. Similar results can be found for ⟨H_T ⟩ which is smaller with respect to ⟨Ē_T ⟩. Using flavor decompositions for π^0 and η GPDs,one can extract transversity convolutions for u and d quarks, see e.g. [17]. Note that in most experiments, the unseparated cross section σ = σ_T + ϵσ_L can be measured. We show that the transversity dominance σ_T ≫ σ_L is valid from CLAS till EicC energies. This means that instead σ_T , experimental results for σ can be used. This analyses can help us to study the nature of the GPDs convolutions.

Acknowledgment

S.G. expresses his gratitude to P.Kroll for long-time collaboration on GPDs study. The work is partially supported by the CAS president’s international fellowship initiative (Grant No. 2021VMA0005) and Strategic Priority Research Program of Chinese Academy of Sciences (Grant NO. XDB34030301) .

[1] X. D. Ji, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 610-613 (1997) [arXiv:hep-ph/9603249 [hep-ph]]. X. D. Ji, Phys.

Rev. D 55, 7114-7125 (1997) [arXiv:hep-ph/9609381 [hep-ph]].

[2] A. V. Radyushkin, Phys. Lett. B 385, 333-342 (1996) [arXiv:hep-ph/9605431 [hep-ph]].

A. V. Radyushkin, Phys. Rev. D 56, 5524-5557 (1997) [arXiv:hep-ph/9704207 [hep-ph]]. [3] J. J. C. Collins, L. Frankfurt and M. Strikman, Phys. Rev. D 56, 2982-3006 (1997) [arXiv:hep-ph/9611433 [hep-ph]].

[4] K. Goeke, M. V. Polyakov and M. Vanderhaeghen, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 47, 401-515 (2001) [arXiv:hep-ph/0106012 [hep-ph]].

[5] M. Vanderhaeghen, P. A. M. Guichon and M. Guidal, Phys. Rev. D 60, 094017 (1999) [arXiv:hep-ph/9905372 [hep-ph]].

[6] S. V. Goloskokov and P. Kroll, Eur. Phys. J. C 42, 281-301 (2005) [arXiv:hep-ph/0501242 [hep-ph]]. Eur. Phys. J. C 50, 829-842 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0611290 [hep-ph]]. Eur. Phys. J. C 59, 809-819 (2009) [arXiv:0809.4126 [hep-ph]].

[7] S. V. Goloskokov and P. Kroll, Eur. Phys. J. C 65, 137-151 (2010) [arXiv:0906.0460 [hep-ph]]. [8] S. V. Goloskokov and P. Kroll, Eur. Phys. J. A 47, 112 (2011) [arXiv:1106.4897 [hep-ph]]. [9] E. R. Berger, M. Diehl and B. Pire, Eur. Phys. J. C 23, 675-689 (2002) [arXiv:hep-ph/0110062 [hep-ph]]. Y. P. Xie and V. P. Goncalves, Phys. Lett. B 839, 137762 (2023) [arXiv:2212.07657 [hep-ph]]. Y. P. Xie and V. P. Gonçalves, Eur. Phys. J. C 83, no.6, 528 (2023) [10] B. Pire, L. Szymanowski and J. Wagner, Phys. Rev. D 95, no.11, 114029 (2017) [arXiv:1705.11088 [hep-ph]]. B. Pire and L. Szymanowski, Phys. Rev. D 96, no.11, 114008 (2017) [arXiv:1711.04608 [hep-ph]].

[11] M. G. Alexeev et al. [COMPASS], Phys. Lett. B 805, 135454 (2020) [arXiv:1903.12030 [hepex]].

[12] M. Peskova, K. Lavickoa and N. d’Hose, on behalf of the COMPASS Collaboration, PoS ICHEP2022, 832 (2022). And update using K. Lavickova’s contribution to IWHSS (2023).

[13] I. Bedlinskiy et al. [CLAS], Phys. Rev. C 90, no.2, 025205 (2014) [arXiv:1405.0988 [nucl-ex]], Phys.Rev.C 95 035202 (2017) [arXiv: 1703.06982 [nucl-ex]].

[14] A. Accardi, J. L. Albacete, M. Anselmino et al. Eur. Phys. J. A 52, no.9, 268 (2016) [arXiv:1212.1701 [nucl-ex]]. R. Abdul Khalek, A. Accardi, J. Adam et al. [arXiv:2103.05419 [physics.ins-det]].

[15] D. P. Anderle, V. Bertone, X. Cao et al. Front. Phys. (Beijing) 16, no.6, 64701 (2021) [arXiv:2102.09222 [nucl-ex]].

[16] S. V. Goloskokov, Y. P. Xie and X. Chen, Chin. Phys. C 46, no.12, 123101 (2022) [arXiv:2206.06547 [hep-ph]].

[17] S. V. Goloskokov, Y. P. Xie and X. Chen, Commun. Theor. Phys. 75, no.6, 065201 (2023) [arXiv:2209.14493 [hep-ph]].

[18] I. V. Musatov and A. V. Radyushkin, Phys. Rev. D 61, 074027 (2000) [arXiv:hep-ph/9905376 [hep-ph]].

[19] J. Pumplin, D. R. Stump, J. Huston et al. JHEP 07, 012 (2002) [arXiv:hep-ph/0201195 [hepph]].

[20] M. Diehl, T. Feldmann, R. Jakob and P. Kroll, Eur. Phys. J. C 39, 1-39 (2005) [arXiv:hep-ph/0408173 [hep-ph]].

[21] M. Anselmino, M. Boglione, U. D’Alesio et al. Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 191, 98-107 (2009) [arXiv:0812.4366 [hep-ph]].

[22] P.Kroll, private communication, (2019).

[23] P. Kroll, Few Body Syst. 57, 1041-1050 (2016), [arXiv:1602.03803 [hep-ph]], V. Kubarovsky, Int.J.Mod.Phys.Conf.Ser. 40, 166005 (2016) [arXiv:1601.04367 [hep-ex]].

Model GPD α(0) β^u β^d α^′[ GeV^{−2}] b[ GeV^{−2}] N^u N^d Model-II ~E_{n.p.} 0.32 4 5 0.45 0.6 18.2 5.2 Ē_T -0.1 4 5 0.45 0.67 29.23 21.61 H_T - - - 0.45 0.04 0.68 -0.186 Model-III Ē_T -0.1 4 5 0.45 0.77 20.91 15.46 H_T - - - 0.45 0.3 1.1 -0.3

TABLE I: Regge parameters and normalizations of the GPDs at a scale of 2 GeV.

FIG. 1: Models results at COMPASS kinematics. Experimental data are taken from 2012[11] and 2016 preliminary[12], dashed line represents the results of Model-II and solid curve indicates the prediction of Model-III.

FIG. 2: Cross sections of η production in the CLAS energy range together with the data [13]. Upper graph (larger than zero) is for σ and lower graph (less than zero) is for σ_{T T} . The dashed curve is Model-II and the solid curve is Model-III.

FIG. 3: Differential cross sections as a function of |t^′| for π^0 and η production at EicC energy. The solid curve is π^0 and dashed curve is η cross sections.

FIG. 4: Extracted from the cross section transversity convolution functions as a function of W for π^0 production at |t^′|= 0.1 GeV^2. The dashed curve is Model-II and the solid curve is Model-III.