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1 Introduction

We pursue our aim to access generalised parton distributions (GPDs) through a new family
of 2 — 3 exclusive processes [1-7], in addition to the well-known 2 — 2 channels such as
deeply-virtual Compton scattering (DVCS), deeply-virtual meson production (DVMP) and
timelike Compton scattering (TCS), see e.g [8-14] and references therein. In the present
work, we focus on the exclusive photoproduction of a v+ pair with a large invariant mass
which provides the hard scale for justifying QCD collinear factorisation,

(¢, €q) + N(p1, M) — (k. &) + N'(p2, A2) + 7 (px) - (1.1)

In this way, one is able to probe the leading twist chiral even quark GPDs. The work
presented here builds up on our previous publication [15] in the following aspects:

o the kinematics is extended from JLab to COMPASS, EIC and LHC (in ultraperiph-
eral collisions),
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Figure 1. Left: factorisation of the amplitude for the process v +m' — v+ m at large s and fixed
angle (i.e. fixed ratio t'/s). Right: replacing the incoming meson distribution amplitude by a nucleon
generalised parton distribution leads to the factorisation of the amplitude for v+ N — v+ 7 + N’
at large M2, and small ¢.

o results for a new distribution amplitude (DA), the so-called ‘holographic’ model are
worked out and presented,

e in addition to the unpolarised cross-sections, linear polarisation asymmetries
are computed.

Originally, the motivation for using QCD collinear factorisation for the process we
consider was obtained by making a comparison with the photon meson scattering process,
v+ m' — v+ m, at large s and fixed angle (i.e. fixed ratio t'/s), see figure 1. By replacing
the incoming meson distribution amplitude with the generalised parton distribution of
the nucleon, one can infer that in order to benefit from the factorisation properties of the
former process, the invariant mass of the photon-meson pair, M., should be large, while
t = (pn — pn)? should be small.

Recently, QCD collinear factorisation has been proven in a very similar process, the
exclusive production of a photon pair in pion-nucleon collisions [16, 17]. The proof relies
on the transverse momentum of each photon in the final state to be large. We note that
such a proof of factorisation at leading twist is applicable for the family of exclusive 2 — 3
processes, and in particular for our process as well. We point out that a recent 1-loop
computation for the similar process of exclusive photoproduction of a photon pair [18, 19]
shows indeed that collinear QCD holds at the NLO level.

For the process under consideration, the invariant mass of the photon-meson pair Mgﬂ
is taken to be large. However, even though the invariant mass of the pair is large, the
outgoing pion could in principle have a low transverse momentum with respect to the
scattered nucleon. This would then allow for soft gluon interactions between the partons of
the produced low pr pion and the partons of the colliding and scattered nucleon, which
could destroy the collinear factorization formalism. In practice, we avoid this by imposing



kinematical cuts on various Mandelstam invariants, which forces the invariant mass of the
scattered nucleon and the outgoing pion to be above the resonance region.

The paper is organised as follows: in section 2, we discuss the kinematics of our process.
Then, in section 3, we present the non-perturbative inputs to our calculation, namely the
GPDs and the DAs. The decomposition of the amplitude in terms of tensorial structures and
basic building block integrals, as well as the calculation of the fully-differential cross-section,
are the subject of section 4. Our results, for the fully-differential, single-differential and
integrated cross-sections and linear polarisation asymmetry with respect to the incoming
photon are shown in section 5. Both cross-sections and linear polarisation asymmetries are
shown, for JLab, COMPASS, EIC and ultraperipheral collisions (UPCs) at LHC kinematics.
This section finishes with an estimation of counting rates at various experiments in order
to assess the feasibility of measuring our process. We end with conclusions in section 6.
Expressions for the exact kinematics are given in appendix A. A detailed study of the
influence of kinematical cuts on the invariant masses in different sub-channels to avoid
the resonance region, as well as on the cross-section estimates is shown in appendix B. In
appendix C, the new building block integrals involving the holographic DA are presented,
and relevant diagrams are expressed in terms of these building block integrals. Details
regarding the determination of the photon flux are found in appendix D. The phase space
integration is briefly discussed in appendix E. Finally, in appendix F, the linear polarisation
asymmetry is discussed, and their expressions are explicitly given.

2 Kinematics

We work with the following useful momenta, see (1.1),

T
P“ZL;m, Al = phy —py. (2.1)
We decompose all momenta in a Sudakov basis, such that a generic vector v can be written as

o =an’ +bp! 40 . (2.2)

The two light-cone vectors p and n are chosen such that

P Y3000, nt=Y31,0,0,-1), pon=2>. (2.3)

2 2 2

For the transverse vectors, we use the following convention,

v = (0,v",0Y,0), v =~ (2.4)

Thus, the particle momenta for the process we consider can be written as

2
=048 p" + —->nt, 2.5
M2 _,_&2

b=(1—-&p'+ ——TInt + AY 2.6
p2 ( g)p + S(l—é)n + 1 ( )



¢ =n*, (2.7)

(7 — Ar/2)? A
Lt — By MU TR N 2.8
ant as Lt 2’ (2:8)
5 + Ar/2)2 + M2 AH
P = apnt + (i /2) L (2.9)
oS 2
where M and M, are the masses of the nucleon and the pion respectively.
The square of the centre of mass energy of the y-N system is then
Sy = (g+p1)* = (1+8)s+ M?, (2.10)
while the squared transferred momentum is
14+€& -, 462M2
t=(ps—p1)? = SRz_ 4 . (2.11)

1t 1-g2
The hard scale MA%W is the invariant mass squared of the 7 system. This hardness is
guaranteed by having a large relative transverse momentum p; between the outgoing photon
and meson.
Collinear QCD factorisation implies that

—u' =(pr—q)?, A =(k-9°, M,=(p+k’, (2.12)
are large, while
—t=(p2—p)?, (2.13)
needs to be small. For this, we employ the cuts
—u/,—t' > 1GeV?, (2.14)
—t < 0.5GeV?. (2.15)

We note that these cuts are sufficient to ensure that MWQ7r > 1.5GeV2. In fact, the
above kinematical cuts ensure that the 7N’ invariant mass is almost always out of the
resonance region.! A detailed discussion of this subject is shown in appendix B, where we
also show the results for a more strict cut of (—#') > 1.7 GeV?, which forces the N’ outside
the resonance region completely.

In the generalised Bjorken limit, neglecting At in front of p;, as well as hadronic masses,

we have that the approximate kinematics is?

—2
. Pt T

2 ~ — 5 —
Mfwaaééa aﬂNl_a:a7 5_2_77 (216)
M2
T%WZWW, —t'~aM,, —u' ~a M2
vy

We choose as independent variables (—t), (—u') and Mgﬂ. More details on the kinematics
can be found in the previous two papers on the subject [15, 20].

In fact, by setting Ay = 0, as is the case in the strictly collinear limit, we find that the 7N’ invariant
mass never reaches the resonance region.
2The nucleon mass M is kept only in the definition of 7.



3 Non-perturbative inputs

3.1 Generalised Parton Distributions

In our studies, both the p — n and n — p quark chiral even transition GPDs are needed. By
isospin symmetry, they are identical and are related to the proton GPD by the relation [21]

(nld T ulp) = (pla T dln) = (pla D ulp) — (pldT dJp). (3.1)
Therefore, we only use the proton GPDs in practice. The chiral-even GPDs of a parton ¢
(where ¢ = u, d) in the nucleon target are defined by [9]:

w22 2 (-5) e (%) Ioton ) (32)

1 A - .
— [ do O ) |3 HIw, 6 0) 4 50t B (w60 upr, ).
-1 m
for the chiral-even vector GPDs, and

(p(p2, X2)| 7 <—g> 7°q (g) Ip(p1, \1)) (3.3)

1 i _ - 1 -
— [ do T a0 |y HY w6 0) 4 5 AT B 6 0) | ur, M),
-1 m

for chiral-even axial GPDs. In the above, A1 and Ay are the light-cone helicities of the
nucleons with momenta p; and ps.

In our analysis, the contributions from E? and EY are neglected, since they are
suppressed by kinematical factors at the cross-section level, see (4.34). The GPDs are
parametrised in terms of double distributions [22]. The details can be found in [15, 20], and
we do not repeat them here. The t-dependence of the GPDs is modelled by a simplistic
dipole ansatz, discussed in appendix E.

We note that in the current leading order in ag study, we neglect any evolution of the
GPDs/PDFs, and take a fixed factorisation scale of 2. = 10 GeV2. As in [15, 20], the PDF
datasets that we use to construct the GPDs are

o For zq(x), the GRV-98 parameterisation [23], as made available from the Durham
database.

o For zAq(x), the GRSV-2000 parameterisation [24], also available from the Durham
database. Two scenarios are proposed within this parameterisation:

— The standard scenario, for which the light sea quark and anti-quark distributions
are flavour-symmetric,

— The walence scenario, which corresponds to flavour-asymmetric light sea quark
densities.

We use both of them in order to estimate the order of magnitude of theoretical
uncertainties.

We note that using more recent tables for the PDFs leads to variations that are smaller
than the above-mentioned theoretical uncertainties. This effect was studied in [20] (see e.g.
figure 8).



3.2 Distribution amplitudes

The chiral-even light-cone DA for the 77 meson is defined, at the leading twist 2, by the
matrix element [25],

(e )y () 10) = ifeph [z e (), (34)

and analogously for the 7= meson, with f; = 131 MeV.
For the computation, we use the asymptotic form of the distribution amplitude, ¢2°, as
well as an alternative form, which is often called ‘holographic’ DA, ¢"°!. They are given by

¢*(2) = 62(1 — 2), (3.5)

P 2) = =\/2(1 - 2), (3.6)

where both are normalised to 1. The alternative form, first proposed in [26], has been
suggested in the literature in the context of AdS-QCD holographic correspondence [27]
(hence the name ‘holographic’ DA) and dynamical chiral symmetry breaking on the light-
front [28]. In fact, recent lattice results indicate an even further departure from the
asymptotic form, with ¢(z) oc 2% (1 — 2)® and « =~ 0.2 — 0.32 [29]. In the present work, we
restrict ourselves to the asymptotic and holographic DAs, as this allows us to perform the
integral over z analytically, see appendix C.

4 The computation

4.1 Amplitude
4.1.1 Gauge invariant decomposition of the hard amplitude

We now deal with the amplitude at the partonic level, and focus on the twist 2 coefficient
function. The 7 meson is described by ud, and 7~ by da. In the framework of collinear
factorisation, we set Ay = 0 in the hard amplitude, which implies that (—t) = (=) 1in> Where
4§2M2
(=) min = 1o (4.1)
For the sake of completeness, we remind the reader of the properties of the diagrams
contributing to the coefficient function, which significantly simplify the calculation [15].
This hard part is described at lowest order in o, by 20 Feynman diagrams. Half of these
diagrams, denoted A and B, are drawn in figure 2. The A and B diagrams are distinguished
by the order in which the incoming photon and virtual gluon join one of the quark lines.
The numbers (1 to 5) denote the five different ways of attaching the outgoing photon to the
quark lines. The remaining set of diagrams, C' and D, is obtained by exchanging the role of
the two quarks in the t-channel. This C-parity transformation® corresponds to z <> 1 — z
and x <> —x.

3Strictly speaking, this corresponds to a C-parity transformation after the electric charges have been
factored out, such that effectively, ¢ and g have a charge of 1.
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Figure 2. Half of the Feynman diagrams contributing to the hard part of the amplitude.

The sets of diagrams (without including charge factors) are denoted as (- --). We denote
(AB)123 the contribution of the sum of diagrams A; + Ay + A3 + By + B2 + Bs, and (AB)45
the contribution of the sum of diagrams A4 + As + B4 + Bs, and similarly for (C'D);9 and
(CD)345. They are separately QED gauge invariant. Indeed, the colour factor factorises,
and the discussion reduces to a pure QED one. In the block (AB)j23, the three bosons are
connected to a single quark line in all possible ways. In the block (AB)4s5, a photon and a
gluon are connected to each quark line in all possible ways. The same reasoning applies to
(CD)12 and (CD)3y45 after exchanging the role of the initial and final state photons.

Using the notation e, = Qqle|, by QED gauge invariance, one can write any amplitude
for photon meson production as the sum of three separate gauge invariant terms, in the form

M = (Q% + Q%)Msum + (Q% - Q%)Mdlﬁ + 2@1 QQMprod ; (4'2)

where ()1 is the charge of the quark entering the DA and (), is the charge of the quark
leaving the DA, in each diagram.

Considering the parity properties of the ¢g correlators appearing in the DA and in
the GPDs, we separate the contributions for parity (+), denoted as S and parity (—),
denoted as P. Only two structures occur in the hard part, namely PP (two v° matrices)
and SP (one v°).

A close inspection of the C-parity transformation which relates the two sets of 10
diagrams gives the following results. In the present case, for the vector contribution, the
sum of diagrams reads

My (4.3)

= Q[(AB)123)sp® f +Q1Qa(AB) 5] sp® f — Q3[(AB)123] 3 @ f ~ Q1 Q2[(AB)as)Sp © f
while for the axial contribution one gets

M (4.4)

= Q3[(AB)123]pp® f +Q1Qa[(AB)1spp® f+ Q3[(AB)123]5 p© f + Q1 Qa[(AB) s S p &



Here, f denotes a GPD of the set H, F appearing in the decomposition of the vector
correlator (3.2), while f denotes a GPD of the set H, E appearing in the decomposition of
the axial correlator (3.3). The symbol ® represents the integration over x. The integration
over z for the pion DA is implicit, since the DA is symmetric over z <> 1 — z. The above
decomposition is convenient since the integration over z is performed analytically, while the
integration over x is performed numerically. This allows us to evaluate the amplitude in
blocks which can be used for computing various observables. Equations (4.3) and (4.4) are
obtained by making the identification

[(CD)ayslsp = — [(AB) 15557 (4.5)
(CD)1algp = — [(AB)5l57 (4.6)
(CD)yus)pp = [(AB) 15557 (4.7)
(CD) 1l pp = [(AB) 5550 (4.8)

We introduce a few convenient notations. A superscript s (resp. a) refers to the
symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) structures of the hard amplitude and of the GPD w.r.t.

F(@) = 5(7(@) + F(a)) + 2 (f(&) ~ F(=)) = (@) + f(a). (19)

This thus leads to

MY = (QF + Q3) [(AB)123)%p @ f* + (QF — Q3) [((AB)123]§p ® f*
+20Q1 Q2 [(AB)s5]$p ® 4, (4.10)

and for the axial GPD contribution, i.e. PP:

M2 = (Q1 + Q3) [(AB)123pp ® f* + (QF — Q3) [(AB)123]pp ® f°
+2Q1 Q2 [(AB)s]5p @ f*, (4.11)

with Q1 = Qy and Q2 = Qg for a 71, and Q1 = Qg and Q2 = Q,, for a 7.

In the case of p” meson production [20], which is C(—), the exchange in the ¢-channel
is fixed to be C(—), while for the 7 meson, which is C(4), the exchange in the ¢-channel is
fixed to be C(+). On the other hand, 7 production (and similarly for 7~) involves both
C-parity exchanges in t-channel, which explains why both symmetrical and antisymmetrical
parts of the GPDs are involved in equations (4.10) and (4.11).

The detailed evaluation of one diagram was already illustrated in [15], and therefore,
we do not repeat it here.

4.1.2 Tensor structure

For convenience, we introduce the common normalization coefficient?

4
Cr = —i§ Fr Qe Qs T2 (4.12)

4The sign of this coefficient has been corrected here from previous versions. Note, however, that this has
no consequence on the cross-section, since the amplitude is squared.



Note that we include the charge factors @), and @4 inside the hard matrix element, using
the decompositions obtained in equations (4.10) and (4.11).
For the PP sector, two tensor structures appear, namely

Ta = (gq1-€k1)
Tp = (g1 -p1)(pL-€r1), (4.13)
while for the SP sector, the two following structures appear

Tas = (pr-py) € ProtPr,

Tp, = —(py1 - €41) € PRLPL (4.14)

4.1.3 Organisation of the amplitude

The scattering amplitude of the process (1.1), in the factorised form, is expressed in terms
of form factors Hy, Ex, Hax, Er, analogous to Compton form factors in DVCS, and reads

o 1 _ Z.UnaAa 547 nA 535
Mz = n'pu(pQ,)\z) WHA (6 )+ —5 = Ex(& 1)+ e (§ 1) + 5= gﬂ(g,t)}u(pl,m_
(4.15)
We isolate the tensor structures of the form factors as
H7r (fy t) = Hﬂ'As (57 t)TAs + HﬂB5 (57 t)TBs ;
7:[71' (57 t) = 7:[71'14(57 t)TA + 7:[71'3 (55 t)TB . (416)

These coefficients can be expressed in terms of the sum over diagrams of the integral of
the product of their traces, of GPDs and DAs, as defined and given explicitly in appendix C
for the case of the holographic DA, and appendix D in [15]. We introduce dimensionless
coefficients N and N as follows:

1
/}-[ﬂ'A5 = 57307TNT|'A5 ) (4..17)
1
H’]’I’Bs = Sigcﬂ'Nﬂ'B5 9 (4.18)
and
~ 1 ~
HTI’A = ;CTFNﬂ'Ay (419)
~ 1 ~
HTI’B = 87207TN7TB . (420)

In order to emphasise the gauge invariant structure and to organise the numerical study,
we factorise out the charge coefficients, and put an explicit index ¢ for the flavour of the
quark GPDs f? and f? In accordance with the decompositions (4.10) and (4.11) we
thus introduce’

N, (Q1,Q2) (4.21)
= (QF + Q3N [(AB)123]" + (QF — Q3)N4_[(AB)123]° + 2Q1 Q2 N§_[(AB)4s]”,

®Typos in our previous publication [15] have been corrected here, as well as in (4.33).




Nl (Q1,Q2) (4.22)
= (QF + Q3)NE [(AB)12]" + (QF — Q3)NB, [(AB)123]° + 2Q1 Q2 N3, [(AB)as]”

and
N7, (Q1,Q2) (4.23)
= (QF + Q3)NA[(AB)123]° + (QF — Q3)N3[(AB)123]* + 2Q1 Q2 N4[(AB)45)*
N2:(Q1,Q2) (4.24)

= (QF + Q3)NE[(AB)123]° + (QF — Q3) NE[(AB)123]" + 2Q1 Q2 NE[(AB)us)® .

For the specific case of our two processes, namely 7™ production on a proton and ~ym~
production on a neutron, taking into account the structure (3.1) of the transition GPDs
structure we thus need to compute the coefficients

Nyt g = N2y (Qus Qa) = Ny, (Qus Qa) (4.25)
Np+p, = Nip (Qu, Qa) — Nip. (Qu, Q) , (4.26)
and
Ne-ay = Niay (Qa, Qu) — Nia, (Qa, Qu) , (4.27)
Nﬂ”*B5 = N#B5 (Qd? Qu) - NgBF) (Qd7 Qu) ) (428)
as well as
Npva = NA(Qu: Qo) — N24(Qu, Q) (4.29)
NW+B = N#B(Q’m Qd) - NgB(Q’m Qd) ; (430)
and
NTr*A = N;:A(Qd: Qu) - NgA(Qda Qu) ) (431)
No—p = N!3(Qa, Qu) — Nip(Qa, Qu) - (4.32)

Therefore, for each flavour v and d, knowing the 12 numerical coefficients

[(AB)as]”, (4.33)

for two given GPDs f and f (in practice H and H, see next subsection), one can reconstruct
the scattering amplitudes of the two processes. These 12 coefficients can be expanded in
terms of 5 building block integrals which we label as I, I., I, I; and I, for the asymptotic
DA case, and 2 extra building blocks labelled as xy, X for the case of the holographic DA.
The building block integrals can be found in appendix D of ref. [15], and in appendix C.2.

~10 -



4.2 Cross-section

In the forward limit A, = 0 = P,, one can show that the square of M, reads, after
summing over nucleon helicities®

MMy = Y Ma(Ar, d) M (A1, A2) (4.34)
A2, A1

= 8(1 - &) (M (€M (6 1) + Ha(EDH (1)
4

o (EenEn e + S g )

—8¢7 (Hw(f, HEX(Et) + HEE D ERE ) + Ha(EDEL(E ) + HE(E DERE, t)) .

For moderately small values of &, this becomes

+8

MM = 8 (M€ 6) H (6, 1) + Fn (& ) HE(E) ) - (4.35)

Hence we will restrict ourselves to the GPDs H, H to perform our estimates of the
cross-section.” We note that this approximation remains valide for the linear polarisation
asymmetry w.r.t. the incoming photon, as the above equation still contains the helicities of
the incoming and outgoing photons.

We now perform the sum/averaging over the polarisations of the incoming and outgoing

photons,
He(& 1) =D Har(€,t. M0, 0g) Han (€8, Ak Ag) (4.36)
Ak g
=2 a (& )P+ P (6,6) 2402 [Hra (605 (6,6)+ Hza (€ ) Han(€1)]
e )P =D Hal€ot A Ag) Hi (6,8, 00, g) (4.37)
YW
=P (e a (602 P (6.0
= = (Maas (€O +[Hass (60)).

Finally, we define the averaged amplitude squared |M,|?, which includes the factor 1/4
coming from the averaging over the polarizations of the initial particles. Collecting all

prefactors, which read

1 1

281 = NICa" 55, (4.38)
we have that
(M|? = %(1—52)!@\2 {Q)Nmer]g ‘NﬂB‘Z (4.39)
+piL (NWAN;B + c.c.) + ﬁ |Npasl? + ﬁ N+ 5 ‘2} _
s 452 > 452 5

SWe note that this equation corrects a mistake from previous publications, cf. (4.19) in [20] and (5.23)
in [15].
"In practice, we keep the first line in the r.h.s. of eq. (4.34).

- 11 -



Here 7 is either a 7 or a m#~, and the corresponding coefficients N+ 4, Ny+p, Ny+a.,

Nyip,, and Ny 4, Ny, Ny 4., Ny, are given by eqgs. ((4.29), (4.30), (4.25), (4.26))
and eqs. ((4.31), (4.32), (4.27), (4.28)) respectively.
The differential cross-section as a function of ¢, M2_, —u’ then reads

Y7
d M |?
dt d 'ZMQ - 3252| MJ 2m)3 (4.40)
u m 7t:(*t)min ’YN ’Yﬂ-( ﬂ-)

5 Results

5.1 Conventions for plots

When showing the results, we will typically include 4 cases, considering 2 models for the
DA (asymptotic or holographic), and 2 GPD models (valence or standard scenario). For
consistency, the conventions used throughout this section are:

e Solid line: asymptotic DA, valence scenario

Dashed line: holographic DA, valence scenario
e Dotted line: asymptotic DA, standard scenario
e Dot-dashed line: holographic DA, standard scenario

In other words, being dashed implies the use of the holographic DA, while being dotted
implies the use of the standard scenario for the GPD.

5.2 Description of the numerics

The GPDs are computed as tables in z, for different £. For the amplitudes, we compute

tables at different (—u’) and Mgﬂ, at a particular value of Syy. We remind the reader that

to compute the fully differential cross-section (and hence amplitudes), (—t) is fixed to its
minimum value (—t)min, see (4.40).

In practice, we want to compute the cross-section covering the full phase space in
the region 20 GeV? < Syn < 20000 GeV?, since this covers the full kinematical range of
JLab, COMPASS, EIC, and most of the relevant kinematical range for UPCs at LHC, see
section 5.6.4. We compute 7 sets of amplitude tables in total:

e Synv =20 GeVQ, 1.6 < M727r < 10 GeV? with a uniform step of 0.1 GeV?

o« S,n =200 GeVQ, 1.6 < Mgﬂ < 51.4 GeV? with a uniform step of 0.2 GeV?

e Syn =200GeV?, 1.6 < M2 < 110.5GeV? with a uniform step of 1.1 GeV?

e S,n = 2000 GeVQ, 1.6 < M,%W < 51.4 GeV? with a uniform step of 0.2 GeV?

e S,y =2000GeV?, 1.6 < M2 < 1041.1 GeV? with a uniform step of 10.5 GeV?
e S,y =20000GeV?, 1.6 < M2 < 51.4GeV? with a uniform step of 0.2 GeV?

« Syn =20000GeV?, 1.6 < M2 < 10396.6 GeV* with a uniform step of 105 GeV?

- 12 —



The first, third, fifth and seventh sets cover the full range of the phase space, while the
second, fourth and sixth sets are needed to resolve the peak in Mgﬂ (importance sampling).
For each amplitude table, the whole range of (—u') is covered. More details regarding the
boundaries of the kinematic variables can be found in appendix E, and in appendix E
of [15]. At each value of S, = 200, 2000, 20000 GeV?, two separate datasets were needed,
one to cover the whole range of the phase space, and the other to ensure that peaks in the
distribution of M727r were well-resolved. This is not needed for the S,y = 20 GeV? case, as
the peak is moderate in that case. More details on the importance sampling procedure can
be found in section 5.2.1.

To obtain the amplitude tables in (—u’) for each of value of M2,

» we calculate, for each of the above types of GPDs (in the present paper H and H ),

sets of u and d quarks GPDs indexed by Mgﬂ, i.e. ultimately by & given by

M2,
2(Syn — M2) — M2,

&= (5.1)
The GPDs are computed as tables of 1000 values for « ranging from —1 to 1, unless
importance sampling is needed, in which case 1000 more values around the peak is
added, see section 5.2.1.

o we compute the building block integrals which do not depend on —/. In the asymptotic
DA case, this corresponds to I (see appendix D in [15] for the notation), while in the
holographic DA case, this corresponds to both I, and ., see appendix C.

« we choose 100 values of (—u'), linearly varying from (—u)min = 1 GeV? up to its
maximum possible value (—u/)maxmax (see appendix E in [15] for how this is computed).
Again, if importance sampling is needed (when the cross-section varies rapidly at the
boundaries), an extra set of 100 values of (—u’) is added at each boundary.

o at each value of (—u’), we compute, for each GPD and each flavour u and d, the
remaining building block integrals, which are I, I., I, I; in the asymptotic DA case,
and only 3 in the holographic DA case.

o this gives, for each of these couples of values of (Mf,r, —u') and each flavour, a set of
12 coeflicients listed in equation (4.33).

 one can then get the desired cross-sections using equations (4.39) and (4.40).

To obtain corresponding tables at other lower values of Sy, which is needed to span
the whole phase space, we use a mapping procedure, which we describe below, from the
appropriate set of tables. First, note that the building block integrals only depend on «,
¢ and on the GPDs (which are computed as grids indexed by £). The crucial point to
observe is that since o = —u/ /M,%r , it is possible to use exactly the set of already computed
amplitudes, provided one selects the same set of («, &).

Second, one should note that a given value of £ corresponds to an infinite set of couples

of values (Msw,SvN), see (5.1).
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On the other hand, in practice, we index our amplitude tables by Mgﬂ and —u/. Thus,
by choosing a new value of S'VN, we obtain a new set of values of Mgﬂ indexed by the

original set of values of M,% through the relation

T

M2 = M2 S’YN_M2

o G N — M (5.2)

which is deduced from eq. (5.1). For each of these M2

Jr» a set of values of —4/ , is obtained

using the relation
2
=1 _ M'y7r
M2,

(—u), (5.3)

which gives the indexation of allowed values of —@’ as function of known values of (—u').

It is easy to check that this mapping procedure from a given S,y to a lower SVN
provides a set of (Mfﬂ, —a') which exhaust the required domain. This has been shown
explicitly in [20] already, and we do not reproduce this here.

Thus, from a single set of computation at a fixed S,y, one can obtain the complete
dependence of amplitudes and thus of cross-sections for the whole range of 5’71\[ < SyN-
This allows for a significant decrease in computing time, from the order of months to a
few days.

5.2.1 Importance sampling

Unfortunately, extending the kinematical range from previous papers [15, 20] is not as simple
as merely changing the maximum S,y. This is due to the fact that when S,y increases,
the GPDs and cross-sections vary more rapidly over a smaller range of the variable x for
GPDs, and (—u') and MVZ,r for cross-sections. To get around this problem, tables had to be
generated using importance sampling. This needed to be implemented at 3 different levels:

e The GPDs can vary rapidly as a function of x in a range of a few & from x = 0. As
SN increases up to 20000 GeV?, ¢ can become as small as 7.5 x 1076,

o The fully differential cross-section rises very sharply at the endpoints in (—u') as the
parameters o or & (see (2.16)) become smaller.

e The single differential cross-section always has a peak at low values of M,%W (roughly
2-4 GeV?) as S, increases. The origin of this feature is explained in section 5.3.2.

Therefore, care needs to be taken during the generation of tables to ensure that there are
sufficient data points to cover all the above-mentioned cases. This task is further complicated
by the fact that the datasets are generated at fixed Sy, which are then mapped to lower
values of Sy, as described before. One needs to ensure that the three regions described
above still remain adequately covered after the mapping. For the 7 sets of amplitude tables
computed for this work, we are able to cover all such regions adequately for the whole phase
space for S, < 20000 GeVZ2.

We note that importance sampling is not required when simulating tables for JLab
kinematics, as the centre of mass energy S, is not much larger than the imposed kinematical
cuts, which are necessary for QCD collinear factorisation.
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Figure 3. The fully differential cross-section for 7+ (77) is shown as a function of (—u’) on the left
(right) for different values of MWQT The black, red and blue curves correspond to Mgﬁ =3,4,5 GeV?
respectively. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the
dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. S,y is fixed at 20 GeVZ.

5.3 JLab kinematics

At JLab, the electron beam hits a fixed target consisting of protons and neutrons, at an
energy of 12 GeV. The electron-nucleon centre-of-mass energy, S, is thus roughly 23 GeV?.
Therefore, for most of the plots in this section, we use S,y = 20 GeV? as a representative
value for JLab kinematics. This allows us to probe GPDs for the range of skewnesses
of 0.04 < ¢ < 0.33. The effect of changing the kinematical cut from (—t') > 1GeV? to
(=t') > 1.7GeV? on the cross-section and linear polarisation asymmetries for the JLab
kinematics is shown in appendix B.3.

At this point, we would like to point out that a programming mistake, related to the
sign of the interference term in the squared amplitude, c.f. (4.39), was made in the previous
publication [15]. Thus, the plots that we produce here are slightly different.

5.3.1 Fully differential cross-section

The effect of different values of M,%,r on the cross-section is shown in figure 3. The values
chosen for M727r are 3, 4 and 5GeV2. As Mgﬂ grows, the range of allowed (—u') values
increases. On the other hand, the value of the cross-section itself decreases. When integrating
over (—u'), these two competing effects will become clearer later when we show the single

differential plots in section 5.3.2 as a function of M% leading to a peak in the distribution

-
at low values of MWQﬁ. In general, the GPD model corresponding to the standard scenario
leads to a larger value for the cross-section. In the case of 7+, the choice of the GPD model
leads to a significant difference in the value of the cross-section, whereas in the 7~ case, this
happens only at low (—u’). When the integration over (—u') is performed, this effect can
be seen by the larger difference due to the choice of the GPD model in the 7" compared
to the 7~ case, see figure 6. Finally, we note that using a holographic DA gives a higher

cross-section than using an asymptotic DA.
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Figure 4. The fully differential cross-section for 7% (77) is shown as a function of (—u’) on the
left (right). The blue and green curves correspond to contributions from the vector and axial
GPDs respectively. The black curves correspond to the total contribution, i.e. vector and axial
GPD contributions combined. As before, the dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic
(asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.
We fix S,n =20 GeV? and Mfw = 4GeV?. Note that the vector contributions consist of only two
curves in each case, since they are insensitive to either valence or standard scenarios. Another
interesting observation is that the total contribution (black) is given simply by the sum of the vector
(blue) and axial (green) GPD contributions, since there is no interference between them.

The relative contributions of the vector and axial GPDs to the cross-section are
shown in figure 4. The kinematical variables chosen for the plots are S,y = 20 GeV? and
Mgﬂ = 4GeV2. The first point to note is that the vector contribution does not depend on
the valence or standard scenarios, since they only enter the modelling of the axial GPDs.
Hence, only two blue curves appear on each plot in figure 4, corresponding to the DA model.
Moreover, we note that the total contribution (black curve) corresponds simply to the sum
of the vector (blue) and axial (green) contributions, since there is no interference between
them, see (4.34).

To conclude this subsection, the relative contributions of the u and d quark GPDs
to the cross-section are shown in figure 5. To generate the plots, S,y = 20 GeV? and
Mgﬂ = 4GeV? were used. Here, unlike in figure 4, there are important interference terms
between the u quark and d quark contributions, and therefore, the total contribution (black)
is not simply a sum of the individual quark GPD contributions.

5.3.2 Single differential cross-section

Integrating over the kinematical variables (—u') and (—t) leads to single differential cross-
section (as a function of Mgﬂ) The details of this integration can be found in appendix E,
and in appendix E of [15]. We note that the ansatz used for the ¢-dependence of the
cross-section has been modified in this work, compared to the previous papers [15, 20],
leading to slightly different values for the cross-sections. The effect of different values
of Sy on the single differential cross-section is shown in figure 6. The different colours,
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Figure 5. The fully differential cross-section for 7% (77) is shown as a function of (—u’) on the
left (right). The blue and green curves correspond to contributions from the u quark (H, and H,)
and d quark (Hy and fld) GPDs respectively. The black curves correspond to the total contribution.
As before, the dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the
dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. We fix S,y = 20 GeV? and
M2 =4 CeVZ2. Note that the sum of u quark (blue) and d quark (green) GPD contributions to the
cross-section do not give the total cross-section (black), as there are important interference terms
present, which can even be negative.

brown, green and blue, correspond to S, values of 8, 14 and 20 GeV? respectively. As SyN
increases, the maximum value of M727r increases (simply due to the increase in the phase

space), while the value of the cross-section decreases.®

As previously mentioned, the peak in the plots in figure 6 is the consequence of the
competition between the decrease in the cross-section and the increase in the volume of
the phase space as Mgﬂ increases. An interesting point to note is that the peak of the
distribution is always found at low Mg,r, around 3 GeVZ2. The reason for this is that the
cross-section grows rapidly as Mfﬂ decreases, but at the same time, the kinematical cuts
that we impose to use collinear QCD factorisation causes the volume of the phase space to

vanish at a minimum value of Mgﬂ of about 1.6 GeV2.

5.3.3 Integrated cross-section

In this subsection, we discuss the variation of the cross-section as a function of S, y, after
integration over (—u’), (—t) and Msﬂ. The details of the integration can be found in
appendix E, and in appendix E of [15]. The variation of the cross-section as a function of
Sy is shown in figure 7. One thus finds that using the valence or standard scenarios for
modelling the axial GPDs has a much greater effect on 7% than on 7~. On the other hand,
in both cases, the holographic DA model gives a cross-section that is roughly twice that of
the asymptotic DA case.

8 A similar effect was observed in figure 3 with increasing M2

S, instead of S, n.
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Figure 6. The single differential cross-section for 7 (77) is shown as a function of Mgﬂ on
the left (right) for different values of Syn. The brown, green and blue curves correspond to
Syn =38, 14, 20 GeV?. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA,
while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.
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Figure 7. The integrated cross-section for 7t (77) is shown as a function of S,y on the left
(right). The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted
(non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.

5.3.4 Polarisation asymmetries

In this section, we will show the results for the polarisation asymmetries of the incoming
photon beam, in the JLab kinematics. As discussed in appendix F, the circular polarisation
asymmetry vanishes as a result of conservation of parity P for an unpolarised target, which
is the case we consider here.” Therefore, we compute the linear polarisation asymmetries
(LPAs) w.r.t. the incoming photon. The basic formula for constructing the asymmetry is

Jdoy — [doy

LPA="———=
[doy + [doy’

(5.4)

9The circular double spin asymmetry does not vanish and may be an interesting observable for a polarised
target experiment.
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where do,,) corresponds to the differential cross-section with the incoming photon linearly
polarised along the z(y)-direction. The integral symbol in eq. (5.4) corresponds to phase
space integration — The LPA can thus be calculated at the fully differential (by dropping
the integral altogether), single differential or integrated levels.

In the first step, we choose the z-direction to be along p |, i.e.

1
_ b
el = ﬁ , (5.5)
and the y-direction orthogonal to the z-direction, i.e.
2
el = ——— "L (5.6)
8|l

In other words, the direction of the z-axis is taken to be (almost) aligned to the direction
of the outgoing photon in the transverse plane (since |f;| > |A4]), see (2.8). However, in an
experiment, the polarisation of the colliding photon is experimentally fixed and measured
w.r.t. to a given axis. Therefore, the definition of the LPA using (5.5) and (5.6) does not
correspond to a direct experimental observable, since the x-direction changes on an event-by
event basis. Therefore, it is more convenient to define new polarisation vectors, given by

(5@;) B (cosﬁ —sin «9> (65) (5.7)
ey sinf  coséf el
where 6 is the angle between p and the z-direction as measured in the lab frame. One can

show that the LPA in the lab frame, LPAy,}, is equivalent to LPA .y defined using (5.4)
to (5.6), with a modulation of cos 26,

LPA[., = LPA . cos 20 . (5.8)

Therefore, the results for the LPA in this paper are shown for LPA .y, i.e. in terms of
the ‘theoretically convenient’ basis of polarisation vectors, ¢, and €,. More details regarding
the relevant expressions and their derivations can be found in appendix F.

First, we show the effect of different M727r on the LPAs at the fully differential level (i.e.
differential in (—u’), M2 and (—t) as in section 5.3.1) in figure 8. As in figure 3, the values
of Mgﬂ used are 3, 4 and 5 GeV2. One thus finds that the process is dominated by incoming
linearly polarised photons along the y-direction, since the LPA is in general negative.
Another interesting feature of the LPAs is that they are very good for distinguishing
between the standard and valence scenarios for the axial GPDs, but they are relatively
insensitive to the DA model being used. This is in contrast to the cross-sections themselves,
for which changing the GPD model only leads to moderate differences in the values of the
cross-sections.

Next, we show how the relative contributions from the vector and axial GPDs affect the
LPA at the fully differential level in figure 9. Thus, we find that the axial contribution to the
LPA (in green) changes dramatically depending on the axial GPD model used (standard vs
valence scenarios), and it still leaves an imprint in the total contribution (in black). In the
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Figure 8. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7% (77) is shown as a function of (—u')
on the left (right) for different values of M,f,r. The black, red and blue curves correspond to
Mgw =3, 4, 5 GeV? respectively, and S,n = 20 GeVZ. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond
to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard
(valence) scenario.
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Figure 9. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7+ (77) is shown as a function of (—u’) on
the left (right), using M2, =4 GeV? and S,n = 20 GeV>. The blue and green curves correspond to
contributions from the vector and axial GPDs respectively. The black curves correspond to the total
contribution, i.e. vector and axial GPD contributions combined. As before, the dashed (non-dashed)
lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to
the standard (valence) scenario. Note that the vector contributions consist of only two curves in
each case, since they are insensitive to either valence or standard scenarios.

valence scenario, the contribution to the cross-section from the axial GPDs is very small, see
figure 4. Thus, even though the axial contribution has a very different LPA from the vector
contribution, the total LPA remains closer to the one from the vector contribution only.

The relative contributions from the u quark GPDs (H, and H,) and d quark GPDs
(Hy and Hy) to the LPA are shown in figure 10.

Next, we show the LPA, at the single differential level, for different values of S,y in
figure 11. As for the cross-section plots in section 5.3.2, the values of S,y used are 8, 14
and 20 GeV2. We note that the type of DA used has a very small effect on the LPA. On the
other hand, the models used for the axial GPDs (valence or standard) changes the shape of
the curves altogether, for both 7™ and 7~ mesons. This gives hope that the LPA for 7™
and 7~ can be used for distinguishing between the 2 GPD models that we consider here.
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Figure 10. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7+ (77) is shown as a function of (—u') on
the left (right), using M,fw =4GeV? and Syn =20 GeVZ. The blue and green curves correspond to
contributions from the u quark (H, and H,,) and d quark (H4 and H;) GPDs respectively. The black
curves correspond to the total contribution. As before, the dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond

to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard
(valence) scenario.

0.0 . . . . . . .
8

Figure 11. The LPA at the single differential level for 7 (77) is shown as a function of Mgﬁ on
the left (right). The brown, green and blue curves correspond to S,n = 8, 14, 20 GeV2. The dashed
(non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines
correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. The same colour and line style conventions as in
figure 6 are used here.

Finally, we show the LPA, integrated over all differential variables, as a function of
Syn in figure 12. In both the 7 and 7~ cases, the choice of the model for the axial GPDs
(standard or valence) has a significant effect on the LPA. Moreover, in the 71 case with
the standard scenario, the choice of DA has almost no effect on the LPA, while for the
valence scenario, the effect of the choice of DA has a mild effect. This is the opposite of
what happens in the 7~ case, where it is for the valence scenario that the choice of DA has
almost no effect.

In both cases, the LPA is sizeable, and goes up to 60% in the case of w—. This, combined
with the expected counting rates found in section 5.6.1, makes the measurement of such an
observable very promising. Imposing a more strict kinematical cut of (—t') > 1.7 GeV? to
avoid the w N’ resonance region completely, amplifies the LPA. However, this comes at the
cost of decreasing the cross-section, see appendix B.3.
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Figure 12. The LPA integrated over all differential variables for 7% (7~) is shown on the left
(right). The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted
(non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.
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Figure 13. The fully differential cross-section for 7% (77 ) is shown as a function of (—u’) on the left
(right) for different values of Mgﬂ. The black, red and blue curves correspond to M2, =3, 4, 5 GeV?
respectively. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the
dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. As mentioned in the text,
Sy is fixed at 200 GeV? here.

5.4 COMPASS kinematics

Typically, COMPASS consists of colliding muons at an energy of 160 GeV onto a fixed target.
This translates to a muon-nucleon centre-of-mass energy of roughly 301 GeV2. Since the
skewness & decreases with increasing Syn (see eq. (2.16)), COMPASS can in principle give
us access to a kinematical region of small £ for GPDs (0.0027 < ¢ < 0.35), not accessible
at JLab. The typical centre-of-mass energy S,n used for the plots that we show in this
section is 200 GeV?2.

5.4.1 Fully differential cross-section

The effect of different values of Mgﬂ on the fully differential cross-section is shown in
figure 13. The three values of Mgﬂ used for the plots are 3, 4 and 5 GeV2. We do not pick
larger values of M,%W as the values of the cross-section become too small in that case. The
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Figure 14. The fully differential cross-section for 7+ (77) is shown as a function of (—u’) on
the left (right). The blue and green curves correspond to contributions from the vector and axial
GPDs respectively. The black curves correspond to the total contribution, i.e. vector and axial
GPD contributions combined. As before, the dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic
(asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.
We fix S,n = 200 GeV? and M, = 4GeV?2 Note that the vector contributions consist of only two
curves in each case, since they are insensitive to either valence or standard scenarios.
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Figure 15. The fully differential cross-section for 7 (77) is shown as a function of (—u’) on the left
(right). The blue and green curves correspond to contributions from the u quark (H, and H,) and d
quark (Hy and ﬁd) GPDs respectively. The black curves correspond to the total contribution. The
dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted)
lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. Similar comments as in figure 5 apply.

values of the cross-section here are suppressed by roughly a factor of 10 compared to those
for the JLab kinematics, cf. figure 3.

Next, we show the relative contributions of the vector and axial GPDs to the cross-
section in figure 14. Similar comments as in section 5.3.1 apply.

Finally, to conclude this subsection, the relative contributions of the u quark and d
quark GPDs to the cross-section are shown in figure 15.
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Figure 16. The single differential cross-section for 7% (77) is shown as a function of Mgﬂ on
the left (right) for different values of S,n. The brown, green and blue curves correspond to
Sy~ = 80, 140, 200 GeV?. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic)
DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. The
holographic DA with the standard scenario has the largest contribution for every S, x.

5.4.2 Single differential cross-section

The variation of the single differential cross-section with M727r for different values of S,y is
shown in figure 16. The values of S,y chosen are 80, 140 and 200 GeV?. Note that a log
scale is used for the vertical axis, as variations in the cross-section over the full range of
Mgﬂ are quite large. From the plots, it is clear that the cross-section is dominated by the
region of very small Mgﬂ.

5.4.3 Integrated cross-section

The variation of the integrated cross-section as a function of S,y is shown in figure 17.
The full kinematical range of S,y (up to 300 GeV?) at COMPASS is covered in the
plots. The peak of the cross-section occurs at around 20 GeV?. Similar comments as in
section 5.3.3 apply.

5.4.4 Polarisation asymmetries

We now show the results for the linear polarisation asymmetries (LPAs) corresponding to
COMPASS kinematics. As before, for the fully differential and single differential plots, we
choose the reference value of 200 GeV? for SyN-

We start by showing the LPA at the fully differential level as a function of (—u') for
different values of MWQTF. As in section 5.4.1, The values of MWZW used are 3, 4 and 5 GeV?, and
Syn = 200 GeV2. Similar comments as for the JLab kinematics case apply (see section 5.3.4),
i.e. the LPAs distinguish between GPD models well (standard vs valence scenarios), but
they are rather insensitive to the DA models (asymptotic vs holographic).

In figure 19, the relative contributions of the vector and axial GPDs to the LPA at the
fully differential level are shown. S,y = 200 GeV? and M727r = 4 GeV? were used to generate
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Figure 17. The integrated cross-section for 7% (77) is shown as a function of S,y on the left
(right). The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted
(non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. We thus find that the maximum
cross-section appears at around 20 GeV?2, a feature which was not totally clear in figure 7.

LPAIIlaX —U,<GCV2) LPArnaX _U/<G6V2)

Figure 18. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7 (77) is shown as a function of (—u')
on the left (right) for different values of MVQW. The black, red and blue curves correspond to
MWQ7T =3, 4, 5 GeV? respectively, and S, n = 200 GeV>. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond
to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard
(valence) scenario.

the plots. The sensitivity of the axial GPD model used (standard vs valence scenario) is
yet again apparent from the plots (green curves).

Next, we show the relative contributions of the u quark and d quark GPDs to the LPA
at the fully differential level in figure 20. The values S,y = 200 GeV? and ]\/LYQ7T = 4GeV?
were used to generate the plots.

Now, we show the variation of the LPA at the single differential level as a function
of M?, for different values of S,y in figure 21. The three values of Sy used are 80, 140
and 200 GeV?, and correspond to the colours brown, green and blue respectively. As in
the JLab kinematics plots in figure 11, we note that such LPAs can very easily distinguish
between the standard and valence scenarios, as they have completely different shapes as a
function of Msﬂ.
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Figure 19. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7+ (7~) is shown as a function of (—u') on
the left (right), using M2 =4 GeV? and S,y = 200 GeV>. The black curves correspond to the total
contribution, i.e. vector and axial GPD contributions combined. As before, the dashed (non-dashed)
lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond
to the standard (valence) scenario. Note that the vector contributions consist of only two curves
in each case, since they are insensitive to either valence or standard scenarios. The effect of using
the valence or standard scenario is significant, while the difference between using asymptotic and
holographic DA is minimal.
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Figure 20. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7+ (77) is shown as a function of (—u') on
the left (right), using Mﬁﬂ = 4GeV? and Syn =200 GeV2. The blue and green curves correspond
to contributions from the u quark (H, and H,) and d quark (H; and Hy;) GPDs respectively.
The black curves correspond to the total contribution. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond
to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard
(valence) scenario.

To conclude this section on COMPASS kinematics, we show the variation of the LPA,
integrated over all differential variables, as a function of S,y in figure 22.

5.5 EIC and UPC at LHC kinematics

In this section, we consider photon-nucleon centre-of-mass energies S of up to 20000 GeV=.
This covers the whole range of the expected EIC kinematics, and the most relevant part of
UPCs at LHC kinematics. At EIC, the maximum centre of mass energy of the electron-
proton system, Sy, is expected to be roughly 19600 GeV? [30].

On the other hand, studying our process at LHC kinematics in UPCs in principle
requires centre of mass energies of the order of the TeV scale. However, both the cross-section
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Figure 21. The LPA at the single differential level for 7 (77) is shown as a function of Mgﬁ on
the left (right). The brown, green and blue curves correspond to S,y = 80, 140, 200 GeV2. The
dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted)
lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. As was the case in figure 11, we note that the
choice of the GPD model (valence or standard) gives a completely different shape for the LPA.
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Figure 22. The LPA integrated over all differential variables for 7% (7~) is shown on the left
(right) as a function of S, n. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic)
DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.

and the photon flux drop very rapidly as S,y increases, such that only a tiny contribution
is lost by neglecting contributions which are beyond the kinematics of EIC, i.e. above

SN = 20000 GeVZ.

5.5.1 Fully differential cross-section

The fully differential cross-section as a function of (—u') for different values of Mﬁﬂ is shown
in figure 23. S, is fixed at 20000 GeV2. The three values of Mgﬂ that we used are 3, 4
and 5GeV2. We do not pick larger values of M,%,r as the values of the cross-section become
too small in that case. The values of the cross-section here are suppressed by roughly a
factor of 100 compared to those for the COMPASS kinematics, cf. table 13.

Next, we show the relative contributions of the vector and axial GPDs to the fully
differential cross-section in figure 24, as a function of (—u'). To generate the plots, Mﬁﬂ =
4GeV? and S, = 20000 GeV? were used.
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Figure 23. The fully differential cross-section for 7% (77 ) is shown as a function of (—u’) on the left
(right) for different values of Mgﬂ. The black, red and blue curves correspond to M2, =3, 4, 5 GeV?
respectively. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the
dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. As mentioned in the text,

Sy is fixed at 20000 GeV? here.
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Figure 24. The fully differential cross-section for 7+ (77) is shown as a function of (—u') on
the left (right). The blue and green curves correspond to contributions from the vector and axial
GPDs respectively. The black curves correspond to the total contribution, i.e. vector and axial
GPD contributions combined. As before, the dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic
(asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.
We fix S,x = 20000 GeV? and M2 =4 GeVZ2. Note that the vector contributions consist of only
two curves in each case, since they are insensitive to either valence or standard scenarios.
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Figure 25. The fully differential cross-section for 7 (77) is shown as a function of (—u’) on the left
(right). The blue and green curves correspond to contributions from the u quark (H, and H,,) and d
quark (Hy and Hy) GPDs respectively. The black curves correspond to the total contribution. The
dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted)
lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. We fix S, = 20000 GeV? and M,?,r = 4GeVZ.
Similar comments as in figure 15 apply.

Finally, we show the relative contributions of the u quark and d quark GPDs to the fully
differential cross-section in figure 25, as a function of (—u’). We used S,y = 20000 GeV?
and M727r = 4GeV? to generate the plots.

5.5.2 Single differential cross-section

We now turn to the cross-section integrated over (—u’) and (—t), i.e. single differential
cross-section in Mgw. The results are shown in figure 26, where 3 typical different values
of Syn are used, namely 800, 4000 and 20000 GeV2. Note that we choose to show the
plots using a log scale for the both axes, since the peak of the cross-section is very close
to zero (roughly 3—4 GeV2) on such a wide range, and the variations in the values of the
cross-section are huge.

5.5.3 Integrated cross-section

The fully integrated cross-section is shown as a function of S,y in figure 27. As with the
single differential cross-section plot in the previous section, we use a log scale for both the
vertical and the horizontal axes, since the peak of the curve occurs at relatively small S,y
(roughly 20 GeV?), and the variations in the values of the cross-section are huge. As before,
the holographic DA case with the standard scenario has the largest cross-section among the
4 possible cases.

We note that the cross-section falls to very low values at S, = 20000 GeV?2, about 200
times less than its value at the peak. Therefore, as far the cross-section as a function of
S, N is concerned, truncating at S,y = 20000 GeV? for UPCs at LHC kinematics, which
involves TeV energies, is a very good approximation. In addition to the decrease in the
cross-sectional values themselves, the photon flux also decreases rapidly with S, making

this approximation even stronger.

~ 99 —



Ao+ do
N -2 o 2
pb - GeV pb - GeV
CUWQ . ( ) d]V[Q ( )
ym i
1 1
0.01 0.01F -
107 107
107° 1076
1078 1078
10-10 L L L 4‘?’, 10-10 L L L g a
1 10 100 1000 1 10 100 1000

10¢ 10¢

M2 (GeV?) M2 (GeV?)
Figure 26. The single differential cross-section for 7 (77) is shown as a function of Mgﬂ on the
left (right) for different values of Syn. The brown, green and blue curves correspond to S,y =
800, 4000, 20000 GeV?2. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA,
while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. The holographic
DA with the standard scenario has the largest contribution for every S,n. Note that both axes are
log scales.
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Figure 27. The integrated cross-section for 7% (77) is shown as a function of S,y on the left
(right). The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted
(non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.

5.5.4 Polarisation asymmetries

The LPA at the fully differential level is shown in figure 28 as a function of (—u'). The
values used are 3, 4 and 5 GeV? for Mg,r, and 20000 GeV? for SyN. Similar comments as in
section 5.4.4 hold.

Next, the relative contributions from the vector and axial GPDs to the LPA are shown in
figure 29. S, n = 20000 GeV? and Mgﬂ = 4 GeV? were used to generate the plots. As before,
the axial GPD contributions using the standard and valence scenarios are significantly
different, while the DA model has little effect on the LPA.

The last plot for the LPA at the fully differential level is shown in figure 30. It
corresponds to the relative contributions of the u quark and d quark GPDs. The values
used to generate the plots are Mgﬂ = 4GeV? and Sy~ = 20000 GeV2.
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Figure 28. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7= (77) is shown as a function of (—u')
on the left (right) for different values of M,fﬂ. The black, red and blue curves correspond to
M,%W =3, 4, 5 GeV? respectively, and S, x = 20000 GeV>. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond
to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard
(valence) scenario.
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Figure 29. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7+ (77) is shown as a function of (—u’)
on the left (right), using M2, = 4CeV? and S,y = 20000 GeV2. The black curves correspond to
the total contribution, i.e. vector and axial GPD contributions combined. As before, the dashed
(non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines
correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. Note that the vector contributions consist of only two
curves in each case, since they are insensitive to either valence or standard scenarios. The effect of
using the valence or standard scenario is significant, while the difference between using asymptotic
and holographic DA is minimal.

Next, we turn to results for the LPA at the single differential level, as a function of
an. This is shown in figure 31 for S,y = 800, 4000 and 20000 GeV2. Again, we note that
the LPA can be used to distinguish between the GPD models (standard vs valence), but is
not so efficient for separating DA models.

Finally, we show how the LPA, integrated over the differential variables, behaves as
a function of S,y in figure 32. As in the plots at the single differential level in figure 31,
the model used for the axial GPDs (valence or standard) has a significant effect, while the
model used for the DAs (asymptotic or holographic) has a negligible effect.

~ 31—



Figure 30. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7+ (77) is shown as a function of (—u') on
the left (right), using M2, = 4GeV? and S,y = 20000 GeV2. The blue and green curves correspond
to contributions from the u quark (H, and H,) and d quark (Hg and Hy) GPDs respectively.
The black curves correspond to the total contribution. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond
to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard
(valence) scenario.
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Figure 31. The LPA at the single differential level for 7+ (77) is shown as a function of Mgﬂ on the
left (right). The brown, green and blue curves correspond to S,y = 800, 4000 and 20000 GeVZ2. The
dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted)
lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. As was the case in figure 21, we note that the
choice of the GPD model (valence or standard) gives a completely different shape for the LPA,
whereas the model for the DA has minimal effect. Note that a log scale is used for the horizontal axis.
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Figure 32. The LPA integrated over all differential variables for 7% (7~) is shown on the left
(right) as a function of S,n. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic)
DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.
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’ Meson ‘ Counting rates

7t 0.29-1.76 x10°
7~ | 0.53-1.33 x10°

Table 1. Estimated counting rates at JLab for 7+~ photoproduction.

5.6 Counting rates

5.6.1 JLab

In JLab, the source of photons is the electron beam. Hence, one uses the Weizsdcker-

Williams distribution to calculate the photon flux. The details of the formulae used are

2
max

found in appendix D.1. The parameter @ appearing in the WW distribution is fixed

at 0.1 GeV?.

In the case of a lepton beam, one should also consider Bethe-Heitler-type processes,
in which the final real photon is emitted by the lepton beam. As discussed in ref. [20],
such a Bethe-Heitler contribution is suppressed with respect to the production mechanism
studied here.

The angular coverage of the final state particles is in principle a potential experimental
issue. It can be shown that the angular distribution of the outgoing photon at JLab Hall B,
which might evade detection, does not affect our predictions. A detailed discussion of this
matter can be found in [15, 20], and therefore, we do not repeat it here.

Table 1 shows the counting rates expected at JLab for our process for =*

, using a
luminosity of 100 nb~'s™!, and 100 days of run. The minimum and maximum values of
the counting rates correspond to the boundaries obtained by considering all the 4 different
possibilities, i.e. the 2 models for the GPDs (standard and valence scenarios) and the 2
models for the DAs (asymptotic and holographic DA). In general, the lowest value is
obtained for an asymptotic DA with valence scenario, while the largest value is obtained for
a holographic DA with standard scenario. We find that the values obtained for the JLab

experiment are very promising.

5.6.2 COMPASS

At COMPASS, the source of photons is the muon beam. Thus, like in the previous section,
one uses the Weizsédcker-Williams distribution to obtain the photon flux, with the small
modification that the electron mass is replaced by the muon mass. As in the previous
subsection, Q2. is fixed at 0.1 GeV?2.

max

Table 2 shows the counting rates expected at COMPASS for our process for 7.
Like before, the minimum and maximum values of the counting rates correspond to the
boundaries obtained by considering all the different possibilities, i.e. the 2 models for the
GPDs (standard and valence scenarios) and the 2 models for the DAs (asymptotic and
holographic DA). In general, the lowest value is obtained for an asymptotic DA with valence
scenario, while the largest value is obtained for a holographic DA with standard scenario.
To obtain the values in the table, we assumed a luminosity of 0.1 nb~!'s~!, and 300 days
of run.
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’ Meson ‘ Counting rates

xt 1.23-7.37 %102
T 2.27-5.55 x 102

Table 2. Estimated counting rates at COMPASS for 7%~ photoproduction.

Meson | Total Counting rates | Counting rates with S,y > 300 GeV?

7t 0.23-1.3 x10% 1.40-5.00 x 102
T 0.42-1.0 x10* 1.76-3.87 x10?

Table 3. Estimated counting rates at EIC kinematics for 7%+ photoproduction.

5.6.3 EIC

In the computation of the counting rates, the only difference between EIC and JLab is the
centre of mass energy of the electron-nucleon system, S.n.

Table 3 shows the expected counting rates for EIC, assuming a total integrated luminos-
ity of 107 nb~!. In particular, we use the highest expected electron-nucleon centre of mass
energy, corresponding to Sey = 19600 GeV? [30]. In addition, because of the high centre-of-
mass energy available, one can study the kinematic region where £ is small. Therefore, we
also show the values of the counting rates with the constraint that S, > 300 GeV?, which
corresponds to & < 5-1073.19 In fact, values of ¢ as small as 7.5-107% can be probed. With
the cut in S, v, the counting rate decreases by roughly a factor of 20, and this is due to the
fact that the peak of the cross-section is located at low S, y, roughly 20 GeV?, as can be
seen in figures 17 and 27. The minimum and maximum values for the counting rates in
table 3 are obtained as described in previous sections.

5.6.4 Ultraperipheral collisions at LHC

In ultraperipheral collisions (UPCs), the beam and target are far enough apart such that
there are no hadronic interactions between them. Thus, the nucleus/proton interacts by
the exchange of photons. In particular, heavy nuclei, such as lead, can act as a good source
of photons, since the photon flux scales as Z2, where Z is the charge of the nucleus. The
details on how the photon flux is obtained can be found in appendix D.2. We work in the
limit where the lead nucleus acts as the source of the quasi-real photon.

Table 4 shows the counting rates corresponding to p-Pb UPCs at LHC, assuming an
integrated luminosity of 1200 nb~!, which corresponds to the expected data taking for runs
3 and 4 [31]. As in section 5.6.3, there is an order of magnitude drop in the counting rate
when a cut of S, n > 300 GeV? is imposed. We note that preliminary results for UPCs at
LHC have already been reported in [32].

"Note that the relation between S, x and ¢ involves MWQW, which is why a cut in S~ does not directly
correspond to a cut in £&. However, as can be seen in section 5.5.2, the cross-section is dominated by small
M2

Y=, 50 the region of small £ is actually the one where most of the contribution comes from.

~ 34—



Meson | Total Counting rates | Counting rates with S,y > 300 GeV?

xt 1.6-9.3 x10° 1.00-3.40 x102

Table 4. Estimated counting rates at p-Pb UPCs at LHC for 7~ photoproduction.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we extend the analysis of YN — (y7%)N’ process introduced in [15] by
including the linear polarisation asymmetries, extending the kinematics to selected future
experiments (COMPASS, EIC and UPCs at LHC), and computing predictions for an
alternative ‘holographic’ DA (3.6). Since we consider the large angle scattering kinematics,
which amounts to large (—u') and Mgﬂ, and small (—t), we are able to employ the collinear
factorization. In fact, QCD factorisation has been recently proven to hold for a family
of 2 — 3 exclusive processes [16, 17], which includes our process, for large |p;|?, which is
parametrically equivalent to large MWQTF. Furthermore, the various kinematical cuts that
we employ ensure that the 7N/ invariant mass almost never reaches the resonance region,
which would spoil collinear factorisation.

Our results show that the exclusive photoproduction of a y7* pair with a large invariant
mass provides another interesting channel to study GPDs, besides the extensively studied
channels such as DVCS, DVMP and TCS. The counting rates at various experiments have
been estimated in section 5.6, and the values look promising, especially at JLab where they
were estimated to be of the order of 10°. In fact, the GPD model corresponding to the
standard scenario, which is favoured by lattice results [33], as well as its recent update in [34],
gives larger cross-sections. Furthermore, we found that the linear polarisation asymmetries
w.r.t. the incoming photon are significant, and become even larger at higher centre of
mass energies. In particular, this is almost maximal in the case of the 7—. Moreover, by
exploiting the high energies available at EIC and UPCs at LHC, one is able to probe GPDs
in the region of small skewness £, a region where very little is known about GPDs. We
found that imposing kinematical cuts to the region of small ¢ < 5 x 1073 the counting rates
drop by roughly a factor of 10, which still leaves sufficient statistics.

We would like to point out to the reader that the code which we used to produce the
results in this paper is able to generate tables of cross-sections for any kinematics. Tables
of (un)polarised cross-sections can be provided by the authors on request.

Phenomenologically, it is known that in 7° electroproduction, higher twist-3 pion DA
contributions are important at moderate energies. Indeed, the chiral nature of the 7 meson
leads to an anomalously large twist 3 chiral-odd DA and this component has been advocated
to be the source of the large transverse amplitude for m meson electroproduction measured
at JLab [35, 36] (let us remind the reader that the leading twist-2 factorization proof of
DVMP applies only to the amplitude with longitudinally polarised photon). However, when
naively calculated, one is faced with end-point singularities [37]. We refer to [38, 39] for a
possible treatment of such issues. We would like to emphasise that for our process, which
involves photoproduction, it is unclear whether such contributions would be important.
This could be resolved by comparing our results, which are based on leading twist-2 DA,
with experimental data. Nevertheless, it would be interesting to estimate the contribution

of twist-3 pion DAs in our process.
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Like was performed for the case of diphoton photoproduction in [18], we intend to
perform the computation at NLO in «s, in the spirit of [40, 41]. While QCD collinear
factorisation was proved for our process, it is nevertheless desirable to determine the finite
radiative NLO corrections after explicitly performing the cancellation of UV /IR divergences.
The knowledge of such corrections, which are often significant for phenomenology, will
increase the precision of our predictions and will give us the opportunity to estimate the
uncertainties related to our process based on the collinear factorisation approach.

We will also extend our analysis to a final state neutral pion. While the structure of
the code allows this extension to be performed with minimal effort for quark GPDs, the
quantum numbers of the 7¥ meson, in particular its positive C-parity, allow contributions
from gluon GPDs.'! Such gluonic contributions, with the pomeron quantum numbers,
would eventually dominate at small x.
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A Exact kinematics

From conservation of momentum, we obtain, from (2.5) to (2.9), that

—

S 1 2 — 1& 2 4 g2
252 (pt D) t) + (pt+ 2 t) + P (Al)
sa S
and .
26 M? A?
l—a—a; = + . A2
S0 509 .
In addition to (2.10) and (2.11), the other useful Mandelstam invariants read
26 M? ol + &
" — (K 7r2:M2 =9 1— | _AZ- > A3
s ( +p) YT 58 5(1_62) tl—f, ( )

HThese are of course absent for charged pions on the basis of charge conservation, but such contributions
are also absent in the case of p°, because of its negative C-parity.
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(7 — Ay /2)?

= (k—g)? = A4
(k~q) =S8 (A.4)
5+ Ay /2)2 + (1 — o) M2
_u/ — _(pp_q)Q — (pt"‘ t/ ) Oj—( a ) 7r, (A5)
and
o . G Re/2? + M2 M? 4 A? _(q_1~>2
Mﬂ'N’ =S <1 §+ sty 0471—4—78 (1_5) Dt 2At . (AG)

Neglecting &t in front of p}, as well as hadronic masses, one gets back (2.16) in section 2.
A useful relation between Mandelstam invariants is

M2 o+t +u/ =t+ M. (A7)

B Kinematical cuts and their effects on the invariant mass MTfN, and
cross-section

In this appendix, we discuss the effects of the various kinematical cuts on the invariant
mass Mﬁ v, which needs to be above the resonance region for collinear factorisation. We
begin by considering the case of At = (0 with explicit formulae, since in this limit, we expect
the largest cross-section, and moreover, the kinematics of the process simplifies significantly.
We then also discuss the case of non-zero ﬁt, where we perform the analysis through
computational techniques as it is more involved. We end this appendix by investigating the
effects of having more strict cuts on the cross-section, which ensure that the invariant mass
M,% N is always outside the resonance region.

B.1 The case of Et =0
When &t = 0, one finds that

26 M?
M2 = 2 11— ——< B.1
YT £8< 3(1_52)>7 ( )
=2
p¢
—t' =L B.2
x (B.2)
7+ (1 — ar) M2
_u/ — pt +( @ ) 7r7 (B3)
Qr
46202
=2 2 2
+ M M
M2y, = 1- bt T P et — | —p? B.
TN S( §+ S Uy ) (Oé +S<1—§>> Pty ( 5)

and the relations between the kinematical parameters become

=2 =2 M2 9 M2
25:&_{_177754— T 1—a—ax ¢

s Sy - s(1—¢&2)° (B-6)
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In this case, one is able to express every Mandelstam invariant in terms of (—u’), M'yﬂ'? SyN

and the hadron masses. Effectively, this corresponds to a change of variables from (s, £, a)
to (SVN, M? (—u’)). This is achieved via

2
S N — M?

— WlT (B.7)

oo LHOEN () (-9 MM+ () (<)) g

2(1 - &)& (Syy — M?)?

N—M?— /X
> o (B.9)

5:2(‘5"71\74_‘]\42) M’%ﬂ"
where
Ao, = A (S, M2, M?) = 82 + M+ M* = 2(S,x M2 + S,y M2 + M2 M?)
(B.10)
is the Kéllén function with arguments S,n, M W and M?. In terms of these variables,

M?2 2y becomes

1
M2 A
N 2M2 S,y — M2

+ M (= hgy + M2+ M2) = M2\ s, + M2,) — M4)
~ () (82 + S (s — 2 (M2 + 24%))
+ ( MQ) (,//\S M2 — ))} . (B.11)

A careful numerical analysis of the above function, taking into account the various kine-

) [MZ (s?yN + S (s, — M2, +3M2)

matical cuts, shows that the minimum value of Mﬁ Nv occurs when S,y is smallest, and
Mgﬂ and (—u') are largest. This corresponds to S,y = 4.75 GeV?, M,%W = 1.52GeV? and
(—u') = 1 GeV?, see appendix E, and leads to'?

N/)min = 2.09GeV?, (B.12)

™

(47
which is well outside the resonance region, m2A ~ 1.52 GeV2,

B.2 The case of A, #0

The situation is more subtle when At = (, since there are 2 more independent kinematical
variables, which one can represent as |A;| and A - 7.

Since the equations are extremely involved in this case, we performed a pure numerical
analysis to obtain the minimum value of the invariant mass M 7% N7, using the kinematical
cuts given in (2.14) that we apply for our process. We thus find that

(MﬁN,)min = 1.42GeV?, (B.13)

12 A similar conclusion was reached in [20] for the p meson, see the discussion at the end of appendix D.1
in that paper.
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for example, at

SN = 39.2GeV?, M2, =881GeV?, (—u') = 8.29 GeV?, Ay = 0.571 GeV,
(B.14)

with 7; and A; back-to-back. We find that (M2y,) .
but on the other hand, the minimal value occurs only when p; and &t are back-to-back,

is insensitive to the value of Sy,

and when (—u’) reaches its maximal value (—u')maxMax (see appendix E.1 in [15]),
(_U/)maxMaX = (_t)max - MTQr + M’gﬂ‘ - (_t/)min . (B15)

By employing more strict cuts, i.e. increasing (—t’) . and (—u’),, or decreasing

(=) jmax» ODE can increase (M2y,) . . In particular, using (=), = 1.7 GeV?, we find that

(MﬁN,)min = 2.04GeV?, (B.16)
which is well outside the resonance region. Hence, in the next subsection, we present results
for the cross-sections and linear polarisation asymmetries in the JLab kinematics for a
kinematical cut of (—t') > 1.7 GeV2. However, this cut is very conservative, in the sense
that it eliminates a significant part of the phase space. Mﬁ v falls in the problematic region
in a restricted range of ¢, where ¢ is the angle between p; and &t. In fact, minimising
M 7% N+ over all kinematical variables except ¢ indicates that for any cosp > —0.7, Mg N7 18
always above 2 GeV2. We stress that the bound on cos ¢ is obtained for the value of \&t|
that minimises M, s, which corresponds to the absolute worse-case scenario. On the other
hand, in our analysis, ¢ has already been integrated out since the cross-section is isotropic
after setting ]&t\ = 0, which we perform in the hard part of the amplitude. Therefore,
more than 3/4 of the phase space that is eliminated by increasing the kinematical cut from
(—t") > 1GeV? to (—t') > 1.7 GeV? should in principle be kept, since M2, is well-outside
the resonance region in these parts of the phase space.

B.3 Effects on the cross-sections and linear polarisation asymmetries

Here, we reproduce some of the plots from section 5 with a cut of (—t') = 1.7 GeV?, instead
of (=t') =1 GeV?2. We choose to present only the corresponding plots for JLab kinematics,
as we find them to be the most informative.

Figure 33 shows the fully-differential cross-section as a function of (—u') for different
value of M,%W at S,n = 20 GeV2. This is the analogue of figure 3 in section 5. Increasing
(—t") iy DY @ GeV? corresponds to cutting off z GeV? from the upper boundary of (—u’),
from (B.15). Therefore, figure 33 is equivalent to figure 3, with the upper boundary of
(—u') cut by 0.7 GeV2.

Figure 34 shows the single differential cross-section as a function of M,%W for different
values of S,y. This figure is the analogue of figure 6 in section 5.3.2 where a kinematical
cut of (—t') > 1GeV? was used. The minimum value of Mgﬂ in figure 34 is increased by
0.7 GeV? w.r.t. figure 6, and this can be seen from (A.7). Moreover, the height of the peaks
decreases by a factor of 3.5 for S,y = 8GeV2, down to 2.5 for Syny = 20 GeV? for the
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Figure 33. The fully differential cross-section for 7 (77) is shown as a function of (—u’) on the left
(right) for different values of MWQT The black, red and blue curves correspond to Mgﬁ =3,4,5 GeV?
respectively. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the
dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. S,y is fixed at 20 GeVZ2.

do,
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Figure 34. The single differential cross-section for 7% (77) is shown as a function of Mg,r on
the left (right) for different values of S,n. The brown, green and blue curves correspond to
Syn =38, 14, 20 GeV?. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA,
while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.

standard scenario with holographic DA. The decrease of this factor with S,y is due to the
simple fact that the volume of the phase space increases with S, , while the increase of the
cut on (—t') eliminates a fixed volume of phase space. Thus, the relative effect of the cut
decreases as S,y increases. We also note that the cross-section is quite large in the region
of phase space that is eliminated by increasing the (—t') cut, which implies that the peak
height in figure 34 is sizeably reduced. Finally, we find that for the 7~ case, the valence
scenario is more suppressed.

The variation of the integrated cross-section with S, is shown in figure 35. As in
the previous figure, the minimum value of S,y increases. The cross-section increases more
slowly in figure 35w.r.t. its analogue in figure 7. This is again due to the fact that a larger
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Figure 35. The integrated cross-section for 7% (77) is shown as a function of S,y on the left
(right). The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted
(non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.

LPAIII&X LPATIlaX _U/<G6V2)

Figure 36. The LPA at the fully-differential level for 7 (77) is shown as a function of (—u')
on the left (right) for different values of MVQW. The black, red and blue curves correspond to
Mgﬂ =3, 4, 5 GeV? respectively, and S,n = 20 GeV2. The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond
to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard
(valence) scenario.

fraction of the phase space is eliminated when S, is smaller. The cross-section decreases
by a factor of 2 roughly (for large S,n) when the cut increases from (—t') > 1GeV? to
(—t') > 1.7GeV2. As already noted above, the valence scenario is more affected by this cut
in the 7~ case.

The variation of the LPA (as defined in (5.4)) with (—u’) for different values of MWQ7T is
shown in figure 36, where the more strict kinematical cut of (—t') > 1.7 GeV? was imposed.
The plots are the same as those in figure 8, except that the maximum value of (—u') is
decreased by 0.7 GeV?, see (A.7).

In figure 37, the variation of the LPA at the single differential level (in Mgﬂ) is shown
as a function of M,%,r for different values of S,n. As was the case for the cross-section in
figure 34, the minimum value of Mfﬂ is increased by 0.7 GeV? which corresponds to the
increase of the kinematical cut on (—t'), see (A.7). Comparing with the analogue plots in
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Figure 37. The LPA at the single differential level for 7 (77) is shown as a function of Mgﬂ on
the left (right). The brown, green and blue curves correspond to S,y = 8, 14, 20 GeV2. The dashed
(non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted (non-dotted) lines
correspond to the standard (valence) scenario. The same colour and line style conventions as in
figure 6 are used here.
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Figure 38. The LPA integrated over all differential variables for 7% (77) is shown on the left
(right). The dashed (non-dashed) lines correspond to holographic (asymptotic) DA, while the dotted
(non-dotted) lines correspond to the standard (valence) scenario.

figure 11, one finds that the LPA becomes more negative here. An inspection of figure 36
indicates that the new kinematical cut on (—t') eliminates the region close to the upper
boundary of (—u’), where the LPA is close to zero. Thus, the ‘weight’ of the contribution
to the LPA at small values of (—u’) becomes more important, and upon integration, one
obtains an LPA that is more negative. We note that a similar effect is also observed for

COMPASS, EIC and UPC at LHC kinematics.

The variation of the LPA at the integrated level is shown in figure 38 as a function of
Syn. Just as in figure 37, the LPA is amplified when the minimal value of (—t') is increased
from 1 GeV? to 1.7 GeV?. This effect is also observed for COMPASS, EIC and UPC at LHC
kinematics. In fact, this feature can be exploited experimentally; however, it should be
noted that this comes at the cost of having lower statistics.

Finally, we conclude this appendix by showing the effect on the counting rates. For
JLab, one finds that the expected number of events decreases by a factor of 3 roughly,
see table 5. However, as stressed below (B.16), a significant portion of the events that

— 492 —



Meson | Counting rates

at 0.83-5.48 x10%
T 1.51-5.11 x10*

Table 5. Estimated counting rates at JLab for 7%+ photoproduction with a kinematical cut of
(—t') > 1.7GeV?.

have been cut out, should in fact be kept, since they do not correspond to Mz v in the
problematic resonance region.

C Amplitudes with a holographic distribution amplitude

In this appendix, we show the explicit results for the amplitudes in terms of building block
integrals. In particular, we discuss only the holographic DA case, since all the relevant
results for the asymptotic DA case can be found in appendix D of [15].

C.1 Integration over z

We consider the holographic DA

Phol(2) = S z2(1—2z), (C.1)

which normalises to 1 .
/gbhol(z) = 1, (02)
0

as seen immediately after using the change of variable z = cos?t. To compute the contribu-
tion of the different Feynman diagrams convoluted to the DA, we will need to compute a
set of integrals.

The simplest one is

1
/ Phail2) ;. g (C.3)
2z
0
analogous to the asymptotic DA case
1
/ us(2) 4. g, (C.4)
TEE

which allows us to compute diagrams Ay, As, As, By, Ba, Bs. In particular, this means
that for these diagrams, the same building block integrals as the asymptotic DA case can be
used, provided the overall prefactor is changed from 6 to 8. In practice, what is done is that
the prefactor is added a posteriori — When generating the tables, there is no prefactor.

We now consider the diagrams A4 5 and Bys which are more involved. First, let us
consider the vector structure. Denoting

A=2t4+(1—a)(z—¢&+1ie), (C.5)
B =a(x — &+ ie), (C.6)
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we consider the integral

1
[ na(z)  Z 8 B
K_O/ = 4 BY a1 a2l (C.7)
with .
I= 8/ dz , (C.8)
™ (z—i—%) z(1—2)

which enters the diagram A} (structure Ty4). Using again the change of variable z = cos?t,
and then introducing u = €2, a careful analysis of the pole structure in the complex u-plane
in the various configurations depending on the signs of A, B, and on the position of A/B
with respect to 0 and 1, which are related to the values of £ and «, leads to the following

result valid for any configuration:

1
I =8AB, /m. (C.9)

We stress that this result is valid for any values of o and ¢ allowed by the kinematics of our
process, and therefore, its form should not be modified during implementation.
Next, the diagram A} (structure Tg) involves the integral

1
Prol(z)  Z 8 (A ) B?
M = dz=—|=——-B —1. 1
0/ 2z Azr BT 2\2 M (C-10)
The diagram AY involves, for the structure T4, the integral I and for the structure Tz the
integral
1
Dhol(2) (Z— 2)(1 — az) _ I
L= = 2aM —1DK —a—. A1
0/ = 121 B dz =2aM + (3a— 1) a— (C.11)

The diagram B} involves, for both T4 and T structures, the integral

1
Gnol(z) 2%
= dz=K—M. 12
R 0/ 2z AZ—}—BZ (C.12)

The diagram Bg‘)/ involves, for the structure Ty,

1
_ [ falx) = T
S = O/ = Az T de = K, (C.13)
and
/ bnol(2) 22 I
o hol o . £
T_O/ L) =M -2K 4, (C.14)

for the structure T'z.



We now consider the axial structure. For the diagram Af, the structure T4, only
involves the integral K while the structure Tz, involves the integral

1
_ ¢h01(z) 2(2 — Z) _ B
U —b/ 2 A1 B dz =2M — K. (C.15)

For the diagram A4, the structure T, involves the integral

1
hol(2) 2 — a0 — 2z I _
‘/ = = —_— 2 A; .1

0/ 2Z Az+ B dz ag et (C.16)

while the structure Tp, involves the integral

1
1-2a I
W / Phol(2) 00— (20— 1)5 +20K. (C.17)
0

For the diagram Bj', the integrals are the same as for B} .

For the diagram BZ, for the structure T, , the integral involved is

1
Dhol(2) 2(1 — 2z) I
7= _ M 43K — — 1

0/ = A=:B % H3K = (C.18)

In this way, all the integrals corresponding to any Lorentz structure are fully defined.

C.2 Integration over x and explicit expressions

We now pass to the convolution with GPDs. The integration over x can only be done
numerically, and involves a set of basic integrals which we now discuss.

The new following set of basic integrals w.r.t. the case of asymptotic DA is relevant for
the holographic DA:

1 1

e / ot G e 2 Fale — g rig B@ T O @)z, (C.19)
1 1

o / S Er G e 2 +aw_¢rigp e O @, (C20)
1 1

o / V@ —E+ie)(x+E+ie)w+E+ie sgn(z + &) f(x)dz . (C.21)

In practice, in order to deal with convergent integrals around the pole located at

1+«
1—a’

(C.22)

Tp = —§
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one should rather consider the three following integrals:

B sgn(x 4+ &) a 1
X”_/[\/ﬁuﬁﬁ %+aa—g

1+ a)a 1

(C.23)

sgn(z + &) Qa 1
Xb_/“ +2\F§] [2¢ + a( — &)

_/sgna:+§ (2)da
=) e’

t 8ava % +ale =9

} f(z)dz,
(C.24)

(C.25)

At this point, we stress again that the following sums of diagrams with the holo-

graphic DA

N [(AB)123]*, N, [(AB)12s]",

NE, [(AB)123]°, Np [(AB)123]",

N4[(AB)123]°, N4[(AB)123)°,

NE[(AB)123]°, NE[(AB)123)°, (C.26)
can all be obtained through the expressions from appendix D in [15] — Only a change in
the overall prefactor from 6 to 8 is needed.

The remaining sums of diagrams are given by
2 -« 1 2 8
N% [(AB)y5) = 8i | — I, — I c— ) C.27
As[( )45] Z|: a2&€2 0426452 f+ O[O—[\/a£2x O_z\/aXb:| ( )
1 1—-2a 2 8
NL [(AB)ys) = 8i | — I. c— , C.28
nsl(AB)ss] =80 [ aae? T aragr ' T aajaee wax”} (C.28)
for the SP case, and
= 2 -« -1+ 2a 2
Nq AB = Ie I - c 5 2
Al(AB)4s] 8[ ot et —ag Nk 85\/@@] (C.29)
- 8
NE((AB)gs) = 22 (Le — Iy) , (C.30)

for the PP case. The building block integrals I, and Iy are defined in appendix D of [15].

Specifying the symmetry of the GPD implies that

Iy =—1I., (symmetric GPD), (C.31)
I;=1I., (anti-symmetric GPD) , (C.32)
where I, = I*. This then leads to
2-—«a 1 - 2 8
NY [(AB “:8[— e — e c— ], C.33
As [( )45] ? 042&52 0426462 + a&\/a£2 X &\/aXb ( )
1 1—20 - 2 8
NE [(AB)4s)* = 8i |— I, e e , 34
5; [(AB)as]" = 8i [ cag e T 2ag e T aavae X T ava X"} (C.34)
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for the SP case (and assuming an antisymmetric GPD), and

2—« -1+ 2a - 2

N4[(AB)5)* =8 { Y I, — of I, — §\/&Xc — 8&Vaxy| , (C.35)
NA[(AB)ss]* = 0428«52 (r.+1) (C.36)

for the PP case (and assuming a symmetric GPD). Note that Nj_[(AB)s5]%, N3_[(AB)as]®,
N%[(AB)45]* and N[(AB)45]® never appear in computations, see section 4.1.3. Recall that
the sums of diagrams are normalised by s, so that they are dimensionless, see appendix D
in [15]. Note also that the building block integral y, cancels in the sum of diagrams.

C.3 Analytical results in the case of a constant GPD

As a benchmark, we now give the analytical results for the particular case, though unrealistic,
of a constant GPD (taken to be 1) for which the z integration can be performed analytically.

The building block integrals from the asymptotic DA case (see appendix D in [15] for
their definitions) then read

I, = —(1_20[)21_1%2} (C.37)
.
T e A e
O A TN S
I, = hﬁl‘é i, (C.39)
= a{ln(l - a:p)lna(ll_{—_i) Cn(—1- xp)lnagl__ff) “lna (mig - m)
+21n1f§ln ! 2;“ ~ Li (—(1 - a2)§1 - 5)> ~ Li <(1 - (;‘L(fl - O)
Lz (W) + Lis (-%) } , (C.40)
o= 1o (in(1 — )~ In(~1 ;). (C.41)

Straightforward, though lengthy, calculations show that the building block integrals for
the holographic DA case are

Xa = —2;/5 [ln (1—|—a— (1—04)5—1—2\/&\/1—{2) (C.42)
+In (1—0—04—1—(1—04)5—2\/&\/1—52) —2In(1 —a+ (1 +a)f) +ir|,
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1+« (1-a)(1+a) V1—¢€2

Xb= g Xt 260 (1—a)?— (1 +a)? (C.43)
11—« 1
Ca (l—aP-2(1+a)?’
Xe = —ImT. (C.44)

D Photon flux

D.1 Weizsacker-Williams distribution

To obtain the photon flux from an incoming lepton, the Weizsécker-Williams distribution is
used. This is given by [42, 43]

_ 1— )% + 1) In Qaax1-2)
f(x):aem{2m§x< 1 1 x)+(( 2)? +1) In =g } D)

2 2,2
2m fax | MET x

where x is the fraction of energy lost by the incoming electron, m. is the electron mass and
Q2 ... is the typical maximal value of the virtuality of the exchanged photon, which we take
to be 0.1 GeV? here.
Using the expression for x as a function of the incoming electron energy F, in the target
rest frame,
SyN — M?
2E.M
it is easy to obtain integrated cross-sections at the level of the e N process, using the relation

2[Sn] = (D.2)

S'\/N max 1

Oon = /O‘ryN($)f($) dr = /éhNCrit 2E.M

The limits of integration can be found as follows: the minimum value S,nerit ~

oyN(x[SyN]) f(z[SyN]) dSyN - (D.3)

4.75 GeV? corresponds to the imposed necessary kinematical cuts, see appendix E. On the
other hand, Synmax can be found by finding the value of S,y for which f in (D.1) vanishes,
which corresponds to z[Syn] ~ 1 in (D.2). For example, at JLab Hall B (CLAS12), with
E. =12 GeV, one finds that Sy ymax >~ 23 GeV?.

D.2 Photon flux in UPC
D.2.1 Derivation

To facilitate the reader, we provide here the main steps of the derivation of the photon flux
from a heavy nucleus in ultra-peripheral collisions (UPCs) [44-46].

UPCs are dominated by photon interactions. To extract the photon flux from heavy
ions in UPCs, we follow largely the procedure implemented in STARlight [47], which is a
C++ code used in many simulations.

The photon flux (number of photons per unit area per unit energy) from a relativistic
heavy nucleus is given by

3 2.2
ANy _ 2700 gy, (D.4)
dkd?b  72k|b|?

48 —



where b is the impact parameter, k is the energy of the photon, Z is the charge of the heavy
nucleus, « is the coupling constant of QED, K is the mod{ﬁed Bessel function, v is the
Lorentz factor of the particle emitting the photon, and = = %. We note that this equation
can be used in any frame, provided both the Lorentz factor v and the photon energy k are
measured in the same frame.

To obtain the photon spectrum, one integrates eq. (D.4) over the impact parameter

space, assuming circular symmetry,

ANy (k) [bmax d3N,
T / db 2mb dkd2gPNOHAD<b) , (D.5)

bmin

where Pxopap(b) is the probability for no hadronic interactions. The exact way Pxonap(b)
is modelled depends on the nuclei in question. For our purposes, we use the Glauber model
and hence

Prxonap(b) = exp [—onnTa(b)] , (D.6)

where T4 (b) is the nuclear thickness function. The latter is calculated from the nuclear
density function p4(r) via

Tu(b) = /_Z dzpa (VPP +22) | (D.7)

where z* is an input to the calculation. The nuclear density is assumed to follow a
Woods-Saxon distribution [48], given by

3 Pt
pa(r) = — (D.)
1 + exp |:TA:|

where r4 is the heavy ion radius, d is the Woods-Saxon skin depth, and p64 is a parameter
that is fixed by normalisation, see (D.13).

Finally, in (D.6), onn, the nucleon-nucleon interaction cross-section, is based on the
parameterisation of pp collisions with centre of mass energy /s above 7GeV [49],

ONN = (33.73 +0.28381In?(r) + 13.67r 0412 — 7.77r*0~5626) mb, (D.9)

where r = ﬁ
In this way, applying the above results to our case, the photon flux can now be fully
determined as a function of the photon energy, through (D.5). To obtain the cross-section,

one simply needs to perform the integration

dN~(k
oupC = Jk( )U [Syn (k)] dk (D.10)
2
1 Sanmax dN (280
= - ——=2 ‘g8 ds. D.11
2M ‘/S—chrjt dk J[ ’YN] YN > ( )
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Parameter Value
Pb charge, Z 82
Pb radius, r4 6.624 fm
Woods-Saxon skin depth, d 0.53 fm
I 0.160696 fm =3
p radius, 7, 0.7 fm
he 0.1973 GeV fm

Table 6. Values for the parameters used for the calculation of the photon flux from the Pb nucleus.

using
Son (k) = 2Mk + M?, (D.12)

where M is the target (proton) mass.
A description of the parameters used in the computation of the photon flux is given in
the next subsection.

D.2.2 Parameters used for the calculation of the photon flux

Since we focus on p-Pb collisions at UPC, the case where the source of the photon flux is
the heavy ion dominates. The parameters involving the Pb nucleus which we choose are
shown in table 6.

In fact, pg is fixed by normalisation, by requiring

r—TrA

Xp[ 7

A
/dSrpO} =A. (D.13)
1+e

For the limits of the z-integration in eq. (D.7) for the thickness function T4(b), we
choose z* = 15 fm.

Finally, for the impact parameter integration in eq. (D.5), we choose the limits of
integration to be

bmin = 0.7 Rsum y (D14)

h
buax = 2 Rowmn + 8% , (D.15)

where Rgum is the sum of the nuclear radii, equal to r4 + 7.

Finally, we compute the Lorentz factor v4 of the Pb nucleus in the p rest frame to be
a4 = 3.804 x 107, (D.16)

using a proton energy of 6.5 TeV and a Pb nucleus energy of 82 x 6.5 = 533 TeV.
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E t-dependence of GPDs and phase space integration

In this appendix, we briefly describe various aspects related to the phase space integration
over (—u') and (—t) to obtain the single differential cross-section. The discussion here is
short in order to avoid repetition, since this has already been treated in appendix E of [15].

First, we note that the t-dependence of the GPD is modelled by a simplistic ansatz,
namely a factorised dipole form,

(tmin - C) 2

Fp(t) = t—Cp

(E.1)
with C' = 0.71 GeV?2. We note that in the previous publications [15, 20], the numerator in
Fy(t) was simply taken to be C2. We improve this here by replacing it with (fmin — C)?,
which cancels the corresponding contribution at —t = (—t),,;, in the fully differential

cross-section, which is evaluated at —t = (—t) The single differential cross-section

then reads

do /(t)max (—u')max 9 do
d0 d(—t) / d(—u') F2(t) x . (E.2)
dM’%TI’ (_t)min (—U,)min i d(_t)d(_u/)dM’gﬂ- —t:(—t)min

The phase space integration in the (—t, —u’) plane should take care of several cuts. First,
since we rely on factorisation at large angle, we enforce the two constraints —u' > (—u/)min ,
and —t' > (—t)min , and take (—t/)min = (=t )min = 1 GeV?. Next, the variable (—t) varies
from (—t)min, determined by kinematics, up to a maximal value (—t)yax which we fix to
be (—t)max = 0.5 GeV2. For the details of how (—t)min is obtained, we refer the reader to
appendix E of [15].

Due to the applied kinematical cuts, there are two values of M%r for which the volume
of the phase space vanishes, Mgﬂ it &~ 1.52 GeV?, which defines the lower boundary for
M727r and is independent of Sy, and Mg
and is a function of S,y. The value of Mv2

which defines the upper boundary for Mfﬂ

m Max>
decreases as S,y decreases. Therefore,

2
M"/TI’ Max>

T Max
the minimum value of S,y is obtained from the constraint Mg

SyNerit ™~ 4.75 GeV?2.

leading to

merit T

F Polarisation asymmetries

F.1 Kleiss-Stirling spinor techniques

In this appendix, we present the details of the derivation of the formulae for the polarisation
asymmetries using the Kleiss-Stirling spinor techniques [50]. This involves the introduction
of two (arbitrary) four-vectors kg and kq, satisfying

k=0, ki=-1, ko -k =0. (F.1)

One then defines the negative helicity spinor product at kg through

1

u- (ko) (ko) = 5 (1=7°) ko (F.2)
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The corresponding positive helicity state is obtained from the above by

uy (ko) = Fru—(ko) - (F.3)
A general spinor for lightlike momentum [ can be obtained from the above ones through
1
ur(l) = —===Iu_x(ko), (F.4)

V20 - kg
where A denotes the helicity of the spinor. The only requirement for (F.4) to hold is that
l-ko#0.
For the polarisation vectors, we have

) = <=7 (), (F.5)

where r is any lightlike vector not collinear to [ or k.

In this way, all spinor products, including the polarisation tensors, can be expressed as
a Dirac trace at the amplitude level. For our process, we find it convenient to choose the
reference vectors such that

K= ph = (29), (F.6)
2

= 2 cppip F.7

L= (1)

r=p. (F.8)

One can easily verify that the above choice satisfies all the required constraints.

Since we are interested in polarisation asymmetries w.r.t. the incoming photon, we
first compute the polarisation vectors corresponding to the circularly polarised states. We
find that

%@=;2

As we will later show, the circular asymmetry w.r.t. the incoming photon vanishes for

I
PLoy g

i . (F.9)

an unpolarised target, which is the case we consider here. Therefore, what we really
need are the polarisation vectors corresponding to linearly polarised states. These can be
computed using'?

1
Ex = ﬁ [€+ + 8—] y (FlO)
i
gy = 7 [e— —e4] . (F.11)
Thus, we have
1
by
ex\q) = =7, F.12
SR (12
)(q) = K- (F.13)

13Note that the sign conventions used here are opposite to those of [51].
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Thus, one readily obtains

v

(N pip

e M@)en(e) = = (F.14)
|t |

ey (@)ey(q) = kiKY . (F.15)

As a consistency check, we note that the sum of the above two equations is exactly —g/".

F.2 Expressions for polarisation asymmetries

Amplitudes corresponding to specific linear polarisation states can be defined as
My =@My, My =ey(@M,. (F.16)
The linear polarisation asymmetry (LPA) can then be defined as

doy, — doy

LPA= ————¢
doy + doy’

(F.17)
where do; (i = x, y) denotes the cross-section obtained by squaring the appropriate polarised
amplitude M;. Note that our notation for do; is loose and is used to represent either fully
differential, single differential or fully integrated cross-sections, depending on the context.
For convenience, let us decompose the amplitude as (c.f. equations (4.13) to (4.16))

M =CpTy+CBT+ CaTa; + Cp, 1B, , (F.18)

i.e. in terms of the tensor structures defined in (4.13) and (4.14). We note that the
coefficients of the tensor structures include the spinors of the nucleons, as well as Dirac
matrices associated with the definition of the GPDs. More explicitly, using (4.15) and (4.16),

Cp = nl.pﬂ(pg, Do)y u(pr, M) a(6,1) (F.19)
Cp = nl.pﬂ(pg, Do)y ulpr, M) (8 | (F.20)
Cas = e, Ma)u(pr M) (1), (F.21)
Cin = ——lpa, Na)pu(pr. M) s (6.). (F.22)
By squaring the amplitude, and summing over the polarisation A of the outgoing photon,
we obtain
SIMAE = (Caft + FCo + SR — 2APReCACr) . (F23
A
k 2
S IMyf" = [Cal? + 1Al Cas (F.24)
:

From the above polarised amplitude squared, one can easily compute the LPAs at various
levels (from fully differential to integrated).
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F.3 LPA in the lab frame

Here, we show how to write the LPA using polarisation vectors as measured in the lab
frame, which we denote by LPAr.,. We start with the polarised amplitudes in the lab
frame, which are defined as

M, = (@M, My = E_Z(Q)MM ) (F.25)

analogous to (F.16). Using the rotation in (5.7), the polarised amplitudes in the lab frame
can then be written as

Mz =cosOeh(q)M, —sinb e} (q)M,, (F.26)
M, =sinfek(q)M,, + cos el (q)M,, . (F.27)
Therefore, we have that

Z {|/\;lx|2 - |/\;ly|2} = Z {cos 20 (|/\/lx|2 - |/\/ly|2) — 2sin 20 Re {Mm Mﬂ }
A1, A2,k A1,A2,A%
(F.28)

It turns out that the second term in the above equation vanishes. To see why this is the
case, consider the following: the second term can be written as

> Re[M, M;| = Re (M) (g;My)*] = Re [M,M;] . (F.29)
A1,A2,Ak

*

Y
vectors, and is thus absent from the above equation. Now, the structure M* consists of M{;

The term proportional to €, - €] vanishes due to the orthogonality of the polarisation

corresponding to the contribution from the vector GPD, and MY for the contribution from
the axial GPD. From the tensor structure decomposition in (F.18), one can write them as

Ml = M) 4 epreiepr?) (F.30)
MY = p" My (F.31)

M/} comes from the T4 and T tensor structures (see (4.14)). As such, the only Lorentz
tensor that can carry the transverse index is p/{. On the other hand, M{; has two possible
Lorentz structures, namely p/| and eP"P1 since it comes from the T4, and T, tensor
structures. Now, for the term M, My to survive, e needs to be contracted with p!l, while
el needs to be contracted with eP"PL#. There are only 2 ways that this can happen: the first
option is through interference between vector and axial parts, which vanishes due to the
sum over target helicities. The second way is through the mixing of the two terms in M{;.
Comparing (F.30) with (4.14), one finds that M‘(/l) in fact corresponds to the T, structure,
while M‘(/2 ) corresponds to the T4, structure. One can then deduce that this contribution
vanishes due to the sum over the polarisation of the outgoing photon. Therefore, M, My
vanishes, and thus

M2 = My [2 = 00520 (|M.[2 = [My[*) . (F.32)
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In fact, the modulation by cos 20 is expected from physical arguments. We first note that,
after summing over all other polarisations, the only transverse direction left is that defined
by p., since we work in the limit that A; = 0. Consequently, the result must be symmetric
in # — —6. Moreover, from the definition of the LPA, reversing the direction of both &, and
gy should leave the result invariant, which implies that 6 — 6 + 7 should also be a symmetry.
Therefore, the result should depend on cos 2nf for integer n. Finally, the absence of any
further symmetry implies n = 1.

F.4 Vanishing of the circular asymmetry

For the circular polarised amplitudes, the analogues of (F.23) and (F.24) are given by

1 . s2 s2 5 "
S IMe P = 5 [2CAP + BIICP + 11 Cas P+ 171y P — 207 PRe(CCr)
Ak

+ sl (Ca (C, + C3) + AP CasC3) | (F.33)
ST IMC = [210u + I + S+ S 1731Y1Ci 2 — 20PRe(CCr)
Ak
= slp"Im (Ca (C, + Ch,) + [B[*Cas C) (F.34)
So,
AZ M2 — AZ (M2 = s[pi[’Im (Ca (Ci, + C,) + [Fi2CasC) - (F.35)
‘ :

An interesting feature of the circular asymmetry is that it only contains terms that mix
vector GPD and axial GPD contributions (A and B, with As and Bs). Thus, when
averaging over the target helicity, it can be shown that all terms on the r.h.s. of (F.35)
vanish. Indeed, using equations (F.19) to (F.22), we obtain, after averaging and summing
over the target helicities,

2
z(zwz 2|M_2) B e (e, M)+ Mo P [,

>\1,>\2 Ak
—0. (F.36)

This shows that for an unpolarised target, the circular asymmetry is identically zero. From
a more physical point of view, the vanishing of the circular asymmetry is a consequence
of parity invariance of QED and QCD. In particular, from [52], one deduces that the
amplitude for our process, My, ;r;2,, has to obey the relation

M)\Z)\k Ay =11 (_1))\1_/\11_(/\2_)%)/\/1*)\2*)% CA-Ag (F.37)
where 7 represents a phase factor related to intrinsic spin. From this, we can deduce that
2 2
Z |M>\2>\k;>\1+| = Z |M>\2>\k;>\1—| ’ (F'38)
Ais i7q Ais i7q

which implies that the circular asymmetry vanishes identically for an unpolarised target.
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