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Gluons and the quark sea at high energies: distributions,
polarization, tomography

September 13 to November 19, 2010

THIS PROGRAM IS CURRENTLY FULL. NEW APPLICATIONS ARE ENCOURAGED BUT WILL
HAVE TO BE PUT ON A WAIT LIST, PENDING POSSIBLE CANCELLATIONS BY OTHER

PARTICIPANTS.

 

This INT program will address open questions about the dynamics of gluons and sea quarks in the
nucleon and in nuclei. Answers to these questions are crucial for a deeper understanding of hadron
and nuclear structure in QCD at high energies. Many of them are relevant for understanding QCD final
states at the LHC, which often provide a background for physics beyond the standard model. The
topics addressed in this program have important ramifications for understanding the matter produced in
heavy-ion collisions at RHIC and the LHC.

These issues motivate arguments for a Electron Ion Collider (EIC) that will provide a precise imaging of
gluons and sea quarks in hadrons and explore the physics of strong color fields in nuclei. An EIC was
endorsed at the last US Nuclear Science Advisory Committee Long Range Plan as the next major
project in high-energy nuclear physics. The community must now work out the physics case for such a
facility, showing on one side that its projected parameters and performance will be adequate for its
physics goals, and on the other side that we have the theoretical tools to analyze the envisaged
measurements. It is also important to situate the proposal with respect to other planned or proposed
facilities.

We plan to organize the program activities along the following timeline: 

week dates topics

1 13–17
Sept

Workshop on "Perturbative and Non-Perturbative Aspects of QCD at
Collider Energies" 
Agenda

There is a registration fee of $50 to attend this workshop.

2 20–24
Sept

open conceptual issues: factorization and universality, spin and flavor
structure, distributions and correlations

3–5
27

Sept –
15 Oct

small x, saturation, diffraction, nuclear effects; connections to p+A and
A+A physics; fragmentation/hadronization in vacuum and in medium

6–7 18–29
Oct

parton densities (unpolarized and polarized), fragmentation functions,
electroweak physics

8–9 1–12
Nov

longitudinal and transverse nucleon structure; spin and orbital effects
(GPDs, TMDs, and all that)
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ẑ

�L = �R× �P

�Li = (xi
�R⊥+�b⊥i)× �P

��i = �b⊥i × �k⊥i

��i = �Li − xi
�R⊥ × �P = �b⊥i × �P

A(σ,∆⊥) = 1
2π

�
dζe

i
2σζM(ζ,∆⊥)

P+, �P⊥

xiP
+, xi

�P⊥+ �k⊥i

ζ = Q2

2p·q

ẑ
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Process Independent 
Direct Link to QCD Lagrangian!
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QCD and the LF Hadron Wavefunctions

DVCS, GPDs. TMDs

Baryon Decay

Distribution amplitude
ERBL Evolution

Heavy Quark Fock States
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Gluonic properties
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Quark & Flavor Structure

Baryon Excitations
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Violation of Gottfried sum rule
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Same IC mechanism explains A2/3

c(x), b(x) at high x !
Mueller:  gluon Fock states     BFKL 

Pomeron
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We construct the infinite-momentum wave function for arbitrary numbers of soft gluons in a

heavy quark—antiquark, onium, state. The soft gluon part of the wave function is constructed
exactly within the leading logarithmic and large-Ne limits. The BFKL pomeron emerges when

gluon number densities are evaluated.

1. Introduction

Our object in this paper is to construct the small-x infinite-momentum wave

function of a hadron in QCD for those soft gluons reasonably well localized in a

small transverse area. To make the problem of transverse spatial localization

simple we choose the large-x part of our hadron to be a heavy quark—antiquark

state, an “onium” state. (This device has previously been used by Balitsky and

Lipatov [1] in their work on the Balitsky, Fadin, Kuraev, Lipatov (BFKL) [1—3]

pomeron.) The radius of the onium state then naturally furnishes an infrared

cutoff, and if this cutoff is sufficiently large perturbation theory applies. The

accuracy of our approximation is leading logarithmic. That is, for the component of

the wave function having n soft gluons, with momentum between z
0p and p,

where p is the onium momentum, we calculate only the (a ln 1/z0Y~contribution

to the square of the infinite-momentum onium wave function.

In our construction of the square of the onium wave function having n soft

gluons, we find it convenient to label the gluons by a longitudinal momentum z,p

and a transverse coordinate x1 with i = 2, 3, . . . , n + 1. The transverse coordinate

representation is especially useful because one can view the ith gluon as being
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=

P
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P
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⊥, has eigenvalues given in terms of

the eigenmass M squared corresponding to

the mass spectrum of the color-singlet states

in QCD,

H
QCD

LC
|Ψh� =M2

h
|Ψh�

Fig. 6. A few selected matrix elements of the QCD front form Hamiltonian H"P
!

in LB-convention.

10. For the instantaneous fermion lines use the factor ¼
"

in Fig. 5 or Fig. 6, or the corresponding
tables in Section 4. For the instantaneous boson lines use the factor ¼

#
.

The light-cone Fock state representation can thus be used advantageously in perturbation
theory. The sum over intermediate Fock states is equivalent to summing all x!-ordered diagrams
and integrating over the transverse momentum and light-cone fractions x. Because of the restric-
tion to positive x, diagrams corresponding to vacuum fluctuations or those containing backward-
moving lines are eliminated.

3.4. Example 1: ¹he qqN -scattering amplitude

The simplest application of the above rules is the calculation of the electron—muon scattering
amplitude to lowest non-trivial order. But the quark—antiquark scattering is only marginally more
difficult. We thus imagine an initial (q, qN )-pair with different flavors fOfM to be scattered off each
other by exchanging a gluon.

Let us treat this problem as a pedagogical example to demonstrate the rules. Rule 1: There are
two time-ordered diagrams associated with this process. In the first one the gluon is emitted by the
quark and absorbed by the antiquark, and in the second it is emitted by the antiquark and
absorbed by the quark. For the first diagram, we assign the momenta required in rule 2 by giving
explicitly the initial and final Fock states

!q, qN "" 1

!n
$

%$

!
$!"

b!
$"

(k
&
, #

&
)d!

$"M
(k

&N
, #

&N
)!0" , (3.29)
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&
, #$

&
)d!
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(k$
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Fig. 2. The Hamiltonian matrix for a SU(N)-meson. The matrix elements are represented by energy diagrams. Within
each block they are all of the same type: either vertex, fork or seagull diagrams. Zero matrices are denoted by a dot ( ) ).
The single gluon is absent since it cannot be color neutral.

mass or momentum scale Q. The corresponding wavefunction will be indicated by corresponding
upper scripts,

!!""
!#"

(x
#
, k

!
, !

#
) or !!$"

!#"
(x

#
, k

!
, !

#
) . (3.15)

Consider a pion in QCD with momentum P"(P%, P
!
) as an example. It is described by

"# : P$" $
!
!%&
!d[%

!
]"n : x

#
P%, k

!#
#x

#
P
!
, !

#
$!

!#!(x#
, k

!#
, !

#
) , (3.16)

where the sum is over all Fock space sectors of Eq. (3.7). The ability to specify wavefunctions
simultaneously in any frame is a special feature of light-cone quantization. The light-cone
wavefunctions !

!#! do not depend on the total momentum, since x
#
is the longitudinal momentum

fraction carried by the i"# parton and k
!#

is its momentum “transverse” to the direction of the
meson; both of these are frame-independent quantities. They are the probability amplitudes to find
a Fock state of bare particles in the physical pion.

More generally, consider a meson in SU(N). The kernel of the integral equation (3.14) is
illustrated in Fig. 2 in terms of the block matrix &n : x

#
, k

!#
, !

#
"H"n' : x'

#
, k'

!#
, !'

#
$. The structure of this

matrix depends of course on the way one has arranged the Fock space, see Eq. (3.7). Note that most
of the block matrix elements vanish due to the nature of the light-cone interaction as defined in
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where the sum is over all Fock space sectors of Eq. (3.7). The ability to specify wavefunctions
simultaneously in any frame is a special feature of light-cone quantization. The light-cone
wavefunctions !

!#! do not depend on the total momentum, since x
#
is the longitudinal momentum

fraction carried by the i"# parton and k
!#

is its momentum “transverse” to the direction of the
meson; both of these are frame-independent quantities. They are the probability amplitudes to find
a Fock state of bare particles in the physical pion.

More generally, consider a meson in SU(N). The kernel of the integral equation (3.14) is
illustrated in Fig. 2 in terms of the block matrix &n : x
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matrix depends of course on the way one has arranged the Fock space, see Eq. (3.7). Note that most
of the block matrix elements vanish due to the nature of the light-cone interaction as defined in
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Heisenberg Equation

Light-Front QCD
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Nevertheless the first attempts at a direct solution have been made. 

The bulk of the probability for a nonrelativistic system is in a single Fock 

state-e.g. (eE> for positronium, or Ibb) for the r meson. For such systems it 

is useful to replace the full set of multi-channel eigenvalue equations by a single 

equation for the dominant wavefunction. To see how this can be done, note that 
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LIGHT-FRONT SCHRODINGER EQUATION

G.P. Lepage, sjb
A+ = 0

Υ→ ggg → d̄X

Υ→ ggg → p̄n̄X

R = Γ(Υ→d̄X)
Γ(Υ→p̄n̄X)

R = C

ū(x) �= d̄(x)

s̄(x) �= s(x)
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Remarkable Features of Hadron 
Structure

• Valence quark helicity represents less than half of the 
proton’s spin and momentum

• Non-zero quark orbital angular momentum!

• Asymmetric sea:                        relation to meson 
cloud

• Non-symmetric strange and antistrange sea

• Intrinsic charm and bottom at high x

• Hidden-Color Fock states of the Deuteron

ū(x) �= d̄(x)

s̄(x) �= s(x)

Γp−n
bj (Q2) ≡ gA

6 [1− α
g1
s (Q2)

π ]

Gaussian

k−6.5
T

dσ
dkT

kT (GeV)

ū(x) �= d̄(x)

s̄(x) �= s(x)

Γp−n
bj (Q2) ≡ gA

6 [1− α
g1
s (Q2)

π ]

Gaussian

k−6.5
T

dσ
dkT

kT (GeV)

∆s(x) �= ∆s̄(x)



 

 E866/NuSea (Drell-Yan)

Intrinsic glue, sea, 
heavy quarks

d̄(x) �= ū(x)
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ū(x) �= d̄(x)

s̄(x) �= s(x)

Γp−n
bj (Q2) ≡ gA

6 [1− α
g1
s (Q2)

π ]

Gaussian

k−6.5
T

dσ
dkT

kT (GeV)

s

s̄

|uudss̄ >� |Λ(uds)K+(s̄u) >

ep → e�KX

k2
F ∝

−k2
⊥

1−x

ξ(Q2, Q2
0) = 1

4π

� Q2

Q2
0

d�2 αs(�2)
�2

s

s̄

|uudss̄ >� |Λ(uds)K+(s̄u) >

ep → e�KX

k2
F ∝

−k2
⊥

1−x

ξ(Q2, Q2
0) = 1

4π

� Q2

Q2
0

d�2 αs(�2)
�2

Measure strangeness distribution 
from DIS at  EIC

• Non-symmetric strange and antistrange sea

• Non-perturbative input; e.g 

• Crucial for interpreting NuTeV anomaly 
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factor of 30 !
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moment vanishes [22]. The light-cone formalism also properly incorporatesWigner boosts.

Thus this model of composite systems can serve as a useful theoretical laboratory to

interrelate hadronic properties and check the consistency of formulae proposed for the

study of hadron substructure.

7. Spin and orbital angular momentum composition of light-cone wavefunctions

In general the light-cone wavefunctions satisfy conservation of the z projection of

angular momentum:

J z =
n∑

i=1
sz
i +

n−1∑

j=1
lzj . (62)

The sum over sz
i represents the contribution of the intrinsic spins of the n Fock state

constituents. The sum over orbital angular momenta lzj = −i
(
k1j

∂
∂k2j

− k2j
∂

∂k1j

)
derives from

the n−1 relative momenta. This excludes the contribution to the orbital angularmomentum
due to the motion of the center of mass, which is not an intrinsic property of the hadron.

We can see how the angular momentum sum rule Eq. (62) is satisfied for the

wavefunctions Eqs. (20) and (23) of the QED model system of two-particle Fock states.

In Table 1 we list the fermion constituent’s light-cone spin projection sz
f = 1

2
λf, the boson

constituent spin projection sz
b = λb, and the relative orbital angular momentum lz for each

contributing configuration of the QED model system wavefunction.

Table 1 is derived by calculating the matrix elements of the light-cone helicity operator

γ +γ 5 [29] and the relative orbital angular momentum operator−i
(
k1 ∂

∂k2
− k2 ∂

∂k1

)
[16,30,

31] in the light-cone representation. Each configuration satisfies the spin sum rule: J z =
sz
f + sz

b + lz.

For a better understanding of Table 1, we look at the non-relativistic and ultra-relativistic

limits. At the non-relativistic limit, the transversal motions of the constituent can be

neglected and we have only the | + 1
2
〉 → | − 1

2
+ 1〉 configuration which is the non-

relativistic quantum state for the spin-half system composed of a fermion and a spin-1

boson constituents. The fermion constituent has spin projection in the opposite direction

to the spin J z of the whole system. However, for ultra-relativistic binding in which the

transversal motions of the constituents are large compared to the fermion masses, the

Table 1

Spin decomposition of the J z = + 1
2
electron

Configuration Fermion spin sz
f

Boson spin sz
b

Orbital ang. mom. lz

∣∣+ 1
2

〉
→

∣∣+ 1
2

+ 1
〉

+ 1
2

+1 −1
∣∣+ 1

2

〉
→

∣∣− 1
2

+ 1
〉

− 1
2

+1 0
∣∣+ 1

2

〉
→

∣∣+ 1
2

− 1
〉

+ 1
2

−1 +1

Conserved 
LF Fock state by Fock State
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n-1 orbital angular momenta

Angular Momentum on the Light-Front

Gluon orbital angular momentum defined in physical lc gauge

Orbital Angular Momentum is a property of LFWFS

LC gauge

Nonzero Anomalous Moment  -->  
Nonzero  quark orbital angular momentum!
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For leptons, such as the electron or neutrino, it is convenient to employ the electron

mass for M , so that the magnetic moment is given in Bohr magnetons.

Now we turn to the evaluation of the helicity-conserving and helicity-flip vector-

current matrix elements in the light-front formalism. In the interaction picture, the

current Jµ
(0) is represented as a bilinear product of free fields, so that it has an

elementary coupling to the constituent fields [13, 14, 15]. The Dirac form factor can

then be calculated from the expression

F1(q
2
) =

�

a

�
[dx][d

2k⊥]
�

j

ej

�
ψ↑∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↑

a(xi,k⊥i, λi)

�
, (10)

whereas the Pauli and electric dipole form factors are given by

F2(q2
)

2M
=

�

a

�
[dx][d

2k⊥]
�

j

ej
1

2
× (11)

�
− 1

qL
ψ↑∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↓

a(xi,k⊥i, λi) +
1

qR
ψ↓∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↑

a(xi,k⊥i, λi)

�
,

F3(q2
)

2M
=

�

a

�
[dx][d

2k⊥]
�

j

ej
i

2
× (12)

�
− 1

qL
ψ↑∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↓

a(xi,k⊥i, λi)−
1

qR
ψ↓∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↑

a(xi,k⊥i, λi)

�
.

The summations are over all contributing Fock states a and struck constituent charges

ej. Here, as earlier, we refrain from including the constituents’ color and flavor

dependence in the arguments of the light-front wave functions. The phase-space

integration is

�
[dx] [d

2k⊥] ≡
�

λi,ci,fi

�
n�

i=1

�� �
dxi d

2k⊥i

2(2π)3

��

16π3δ

�

1−
n�

i=1

xi

�

δ(2)

�
n�

i=1

k⊥i

�

, (13)

where n denotes the number of constituents in Fock state a and we sum over the

possible {λi}, {ci}, and {fi} in state a. The arguments of the final-state, light-front

wave function differentiate between the struck and spectator constituents; namely, we

have [13, 15]

k�
⊥j = k⊥j + (1− xj)q⊥ (14)

for the struck constituent j and

k�
⊥i = k⊥i − xiq⊥ (15)

for each spectator i, where i �= j. Note that because of the frame choice q+
= 0, only

diagonal (n�
= n) overlaps of the light-front Fock states appear [14].
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(0) is represented as a bilinear product of free fields, so that it has an

elementary coupling to the constituent fields [13, 14, 15]. The Dirac form factor can

then be calculated from the expression

F1(q
2
) =

�

a

�
[dx][d

2k⊥]
�

j

ej

�
ψ↑∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↑

a(xi,k⊥i, λi)

�
, (10)

whereas the Pauli and electric dipole form factors are given by

F2(q2
)

2M
=

�

a

�
[dx][d

2k⊥]
�

j

ej
1

2
× (11)

�
− 1

qL
ψ↑∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↓

a(xi,k⊥i, λi) +
1

qR
ψ↓∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↑

a(xi,k⊥i, λi)

�
,

F3(q2
)

2M
=

�

a

�
[dx][d

2k⊥]
�

j

ej
i

2
× (12)

�
− 1

qL
ψ↑∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↓

a(xi,k⊥i, λi)−
1

qR
ψ↓∗

a (xi,k
�
⊥i, λi) ψ↑

a(xi,k⊥i, λi)

�
.

The summations are over all contributing Fock states a and struck constituent charges

ej. Here, as earlier, we refrain from including the constituents’ color and flavor

dependence in the arguments of the light-front wave functions. The phase-space

integration is

�
[dx] [d

2k⊥] ≡
�

λi,ci,fi

�
n�

i=1

�� �
dxi d

2k⊥i

2(2π)3

��

16π3δ

�

1−
n�

i=1

xi

�

δ(2)

�
n�

i=1

k⊥i

�

, (13)

where n denotes the number of constituents in Fock state a and we sum over the

possible {λi}, {ci}, and {fi} in state a. The arguments of the final-state, light-front

wave function differentiate between the struck and spectator constituents; namely, we

have [13, 15]

k�
⊥j = k⊥j + (1− xj)q⊥ (14)

for the struck constituent j and

k�
⊥i = k⊥i − xiq⊥ (15)

for each spectator i, where i �= j. Note that because of the frame choice q+
= 0, only

diagonal (n�
= n) overlaps of the light-front Fock states appear [14].

6

Drell, sjbA(σ,∆⊥) = 1
2π

�
dζe

i
2σζM(ζ,∆⊥)

P+, �P⊥

xiP
+, xi

�P⊥+ �k⊥i

ζ = Q2

2p·q

x̂, ŷ plane

M2(L) ∝ L

Must have ∆�z = ±1 to have nonzero F2(q2)

-

β = 0

B(0) = 0 Fock-state-by-Fock state

qR,L = qx ± iqy

ψ(x, b⊥)

x

b⊥(GeV)−1

Identify z ↔ ζ =
�

x(1− x) b⊥

Nonzero Proton Anomalous Moment -->
Nonzero orbital  quark angular momentum

15
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A. C. S. Assis Jesus,3 O. Atramentov,49 C. Avila,8 J. BackusMayes,82 F. Badaud,13 L. Bagby,50 B. Baldin,50

D. V. Bandurin,59 P. Banerjee,29 S. Banerjee,29 E. Barberis,63 A.-F. Barfuss,15 P. Bargassa,80 P. Baringer,58 J. Barreto,2

J. F. Bartlett,50 U. Bassler,18 D. Bauer,43 S. Beale,6 A. Bean,58 M. Begalli,3 M. Begel,73 C. Belanger-Champagne,41

L. Bellantoni,50 A. Bellavance,50 J. A. Benitez,65 S. B. Beri,27 G. Bernardi,17 R. Bernhard,23 I. Bertram,42 M. Besançon,18
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Summary

The possibility of the production at high energy of

heavy quarks, supersym metric particles and other large

mass colored systems via the intrinsic twist-six components

in the proton wave function is discussed. While the existing

data do not rule out the possible relevance of intrinsic

charm production at present energies, the extrapolation

of such intrinsic contributions to very high masses and

energies suggests that they will not play an important role

at the SSC.

Discussion

Some time ago
1
 it was suggested that various features

of the data on charm production at the ISR
2
 might be in-

dicative of the presence of a new production mechanism

corresponding to the excitation of intrinsic charm com-

ponents of the proton wave function. The experimental

features of particular interest were the apparently weak

dependence of the production cross section on the lon-

gitudinal momentum of the charmed system and the ap-

parently large magnitude of the cross section, as compared

with the conventional expectations from perturbative QCD.

In the usual QCD production mechanism of (extrinsic) gluon

fusion , GG -+ QQ, the charmed system is produced pre-

dominantly at small momentum in the overall CM sys-

tem and with considerably smaller total cross section than

inferred from many of the early ISR results. In contrast,

the intrinsic charm component was argued
1
 to exhibit a

fairly flat distribution in the momentum fraction carried

by the charmed quarks and to have a normalization which

is inaccessible to perturbative QCD and therefore perhaps

sufficiently large. The data from the EMC collaboration
4

on deep-inelastic muon scattering could also be intepreted

as suggesting an unexpectedly largn charm structure func-

tion in the region z > 0.3.

The possible existence of such a new production mecha-

nism is of great importance for design considerations at

the SSC
5>B

. An example of the importance of this issue

is that, if intrinsic large x production is dominant, experi-

ments and, perhaps, even the machine should be designed

to focus on the forward "diflractive" regime
5
. The qu"R-

tion of the present experimental evidence for the role of

intrinsic charm is reviewed elsewhere in these proceedings
7
.

For the present purposes a brief summary is sufficient.

The data vary considerably from experiment to experi-

ment and their interpretation is sufficiently model depen-

dent to yield only the conclusion that the data do not

rule out the possibility that intrinsic charm is playing^ role

in the ISR data. In the following discussion the focus will

be rather on the issue of how the basic intrinsic-production

picture extrapolates to the very large mass systems acces-

sible at the SSC (the production of intrinsic "Chevrolets"
8
).

The basic picture of heavy QQ pairs (or pairs of any

heavy colored objects, e.g., Chevrolets) as intrinsic con-

stituents of the proton arises by analogy with the presence

of virtual heavy lepton pairs in atomic systems in QED.

Such contributions can be ascribed to the Serbcr-Uehling

vacuum polarization contribution to the mass shift
8
 cor-

responding to the twist-six term e"{doFt,v
the effective QED Lagrangian. The corresponding

twist-six terms in the effective QCD Lagrangian have the
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Bill Boyle!s 1956 Chevy 210 hardtop is one of the most detailed shoeboxes we !ve seen in a
while. Built partly with an eye on the...

By Miles Cook
Photography by CC Staff

As the subject of this month's cover, Bill Boyle's '56 Chevy 210 hardtop is one of the

most detailed shoeboxes we've seen in a while. Built partly with an eye on the '56

Chevy's 40th Anniversary, the car was completed in January 1996 by previous owner

Jerry Crowe. In fact, Bill bought the car from Jerry just in time for this cover feature.

While Jerry recently sold the car to Bill, his love for old Chevys is apparent by the

attention to detail everywhere you look on the car.

Getting started with a powdercoated frame, Jerry completed 80 percent of the body-

off restification himself, except for the paint and interior upholstery work. Painted

underneath and on top entirely in Laser Red, the body retains all of its trim and

chrome work that makes the '56 one of the most beautiful '50s-era cars ever built.

With all accessories chromed or polished, hidden updates include a 14-gallon Rock

Valley fuel tank and small wheeltubs to accommodate a pair of 12.5-inch-wide

Mickey Thompson rear tires and Center Line wheels.

Suspension updates are functional and include a PST 1-inch antisway bar up front

and Posie's leaf springs in back that make the car sit 3 inches lower in the rear. PST

Polygraphite bushings are also in place up front to help keep the big 210 on the

road. Monroe Sensatrac gas shocks reside at each corner, while Master Power front

disc brakes work with rear Ford discs to provide stopping power. Between the rear

discs is a Ford 9-inch rearend from a Lincoln Versailles with 3.70:1 gears.

The interior is equally as exceptional as the rest of the car. Jerry used gray tweed

and dove-gray leather to cover the front and rear bench seats. VDO gauges

mounted in the factory dash keep tabs on water temperature and oil pressure.

During hot summers, driver and passengers are kept cool with a Vintage Air A/C

system.

Jerry knew just any old powerplant wouldn't work for a rig of this caliber. His wise

decision to go with a 502-inch big-block Chevy crate engine is something we don't

have any problem with. Available straight out of the GM Performance Parts catalog

under PN 10185085, it's rated at 440 hp at 5,200 rpm and 515 lb-ft of torque at

3,500 rpm. Another smart move on Jerry's part was to go modern-tech in the

drivetrain with a 700-R4 four-speed automatic--something we're sure Bill

appreciates when he takes the car on a road trip.

The attention to detail that Jerry put into this car is not only appreciated by the car's

new owner, Bill, but was also noticed at a recent show where the car appeared. The
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Abstract: We review the technique of heavy quark mass expansion of various
operators made of heavy quark fields using a semiclassical approximation. It
corresponds to an operator product expansion in the form of series in the inverse
heavy quark mass. This technique applied recently to the axial current is used
to estimate the charm content of the η, η� mesons and the intrinsic charm con-
tribution to the proton spin. The derivation of heavy quark mass expansion for
Q̄γ5Q is given here in detail and the expansions of the scalar, vector and tensor
current and of a contribution to the energy-momentum tensor are presented as
well. The obtained results are used to estimate the intrinsic charm contribution
to various observables.

Heavy quark mass expansion and intrinsic charm in light hadrons.
M. Franz (Ruhr U., Bochum), Maxim V. Polyakov (Ruhr U., Bochum & St. Petersburg, INP), K. Goeke (Ruhr U., Bochum). 

Feb 2000

Phys.Rev. D62 (2000) 074024
e-Print: hep-ph/0002240
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Intrinsic Heavy-Quark Fock States

• Rigorous prediction of QCD, OPE

• Color-Octet Color-Octet Fock State! 

• Probability

• Large Effect at high x

• Greatly increases kinematics of colliders  such as Higgs production 
(Kopeliovich, Schmidt, Soffer, sjb)

• Severely underestimated in conventional parameterizations of 
heavy quark distributions (Pumplin, Tung)

• Many empirical tests  
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Figure 2: Comparison of the HERMES x(s(x) + s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The solid and dashed curves
are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using
µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations of
the calculations are adjusted to fit the data at x > 0.1 with statistical
errors only, denoted by solid circles.

their measurement of charged kaon production in SIDIS re-
action [6]. The HERMES data, shown in Fig. 2, exhibits
an intriguing feature. A rapid fall-off of the strange sea
is observed as x increases up to x ∼ 0.1, above which the
data become relatively independent of x. The data suggest
the presence of two different components of the strange
sea, one of which dominates at small x (x < 0.1) and the
other at larger x (x > 0.1). This feature is consistent
with the expectation that the strange-quark sea consists
of both the intrinsic and the extrinsic components hav-
ing dominant contributions at large and small x regions,
respectively. In Fig. 2 we compare the data with calcula-
tions using the BHPS model with ms = 0.5 GeV/c2. The
solid and dashed curves are results of the BHPS model
calculations evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations are
obtained by fitting only data with x > 0.1 (solid circles in
Fig. 2), following the assumption that the extrinsic sea has
negligible contribution relative to the intrinsic sea in the
valence region. Figure 2 shows that the fits to the data are
quite adequate, allowing the extraction of the probability
of the |uudss̄〉 state as

Pss̄
5 = 0.024 (µ = 0.5 GeV);

Pss̄
5 = 0.029 (µ = 0.3 GeV). (4)

We consider next the quantity ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) −
s̄(x). Combining the HERMES data on x(s(x)+s̄(x)) with

x
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Figure 3: Comparison of the x(d̄(x)+ū(x)−s(x)−s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The values of x(s(x)+ s̄(x))
are from the HERMES experiment [6], and those of x(d̄(x) + ū(x))
are obtained from the PDF set CTEQ6.6 [11]. The solid and dashed
curves are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

using µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalization
of the calculations are adjusted to fit the data.

the x(d̄(x)+ ū(x)) distributions determined by the CTEQ
group (CTEQ6.6) [11], the quantity x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)−
s̄(x)) can be obtained and is shown in Fig. 3. This ap-
proach for determining x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)− s̄(x)) is iden-
tical to that used by Chen, Cao, and Signal in their recent
study of strange quark sea in the meson-cloud model [12].

An important property of ū + d̄ − s − s̄ is that the
contribution from the extrinsic sea vanishes, just like the
case for d̄− ū. Therefore, this quantity is only sensitive to
the intrinsic sea and can be compared with the calculation
of the intrinsic sea in the BHPS model. We have
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ū+ d̄−s− s̄ is a flavor non-singlet quantity, we can readily
evolve the BHPS prediction to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ =
0.5 GeV and the result is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3.
It is interesting to note that a better fit to the data can
again be obtained with µ = 0.3 GeV, shown as the dashed
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calculations based on the BHPS model. The solid and dashed curves
are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using
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the calculations are adjusted to fit the data at x > 0.1 with statistical
errors only, denoted by solid circles.

their measurement of charged kaon production in SIDIS re-
action [6]. The HERMES data, shown in Fig. 2, exhibits
an intriguing feature. A rapid fall-off of the strange sea
is observed as x increases up to x ∼ 0.1, above which the
data become relatively independent of x. The data suggest
the presence of two different components of the strange
sea, one of which dominates at small x (x < 0.1) and the
other at larger x (x > 0.1). This feature is consistent
with the expectation that the strange-quark sea consists
of both the intrinsic and the extrinsic components hav-
ing dominant contributions at large and small x regions,
respectively. In Fig. 2 we compare the data with calcula-
tions using the BHPS model with ms = 0.5 GeV/c2. The
solid and dashed curves are results of the BHPS model
calculations evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations are
obtained by fitting only data with x > 0.1 (solid circles in
Fig. 2), following the assumption that the extrinsic sea has
negligible contribution relative to the intrinsic sea in the
valence region. Figure 2 shows that the fits to the data are
quite adequate, allowing the extraction of the probability
of the |uudss̄〉 state as

Pss̄
5 = 0.024 (µ = 0.5 GeV);

Pss̄
5 = 0.029 (µ = 0.3 GeV). (4)

We consider next the quantity ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) −
s̄(x). Combining the HERMES data on x(s(x)+s̄(x)) with
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using µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalization
of the calculations are adjusted to fit the data.
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proach for determining x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)− s̄(x)) is iden-
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0.5 GeV and the result is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3.
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again be obtained with µ = 0.3 GeV, shown as the dashed
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their measurement of charged kaon production in SIDIS re-
action [6]. The HERMES data, shown in Fig. 2, exhibits
an intriguing feature. A rapid fall-off of the strange sea
is observed as x increases up to x ∼ 0.1, above which the
data become relatively independent of x. The data suggest
the presence of two different components of the strange
sea, one of which dominates at small x (x < 0.1) and the
other at larger x (x > 0.1). This feature is consistent
with the expectation that the strange-quark sea consists
of both the intrinsic and the extrinsic components hav-
ing dominant contributions at large and small x regions,
respectively. In Fig. 2 we compare the data with calcula-
tions using the BHPS model with ms = 0.5 GeV/c2. The
solid and dashed curves are results of the BHPS model
calculations evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations are
obtained by fitting only data with x > 0.1 (solid circles in
Fig. 2), following the assumption that the extrinsic sea has
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valence region. Figure 2 shows that the fits to the data are
quite adequate, allowing the extraction of the probability
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the x(d̄(x)+ ū(x)) distributions determined by the CTEQ
group (CTEQ6.6) [11], the quantity x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)−
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contribution from the extrinsic sea vanishes, just like the
case for d̄− ū. Therefore, this quantity is only sensitive to
the intrinsic sea and can be compared with the calculation
of the intrinsic sea in the BHPS model. We have
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data with the calculation using the BHPS model. Since
ū+ d̄−s− s̄ is a flavor non-singlet quantity, we can readily
evolve the BHPS prediction to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ =
0.5 GeV and the result is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3.
It is interesting to note that a better fit to the data can
again be obtained with µ = 0.3 GeV, shown as the dashed
curve in Fig. 3.
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their measurement of charged kaon production in SIDIS re-
action [6]. The HERMES data, shown in Fig. 2, exhibits
an intriguing feature. A rapid fall-off of the strange sea
is observed as x increases up to x ∼ 0.1, above which the
data become relatively independent of x. The data suggest
the presence of two different components of the strange
sea, one of which dominates at small x (x < 0.1) and the
other at larger x (x > 0.1). This feature is consistent
with the expectation that the strange-quark sea consists
of both the intrinsic and the extrinsic components hav-
ing dominant contributions at large and small x regions,
respectively. In Fig. 2 we compare the data with calcula-
tions using the BHPS model with ms = 0.5 GeV/c2. The
solid and dashed curves are results of the BHPS model
calculations evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations are
obtained by fitting only data with x > 0.1 (solid circles in
Fig. 2), following the assumption that the extrinsic sea has
negligible contribution relative to the intrinsic sea in the
valence region. Figure 2 shows that the fits to the data are
quite adequate, allowing the extraction of the probability
of the |uudss̄〉 state as
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calculations based on the BHPS model. The values of x(s(x)+ s̄(x))
are from the HERMES experiment [6], and those of x(d̄(x) + ū(x))
are obtained from the PDF set CTEQ6.6 [11]. The solid and dashed
curves are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

using µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalization
of the calculations are adjusted to fit the data.

the x(d̄(x)+ ū(x)) distributions determined by the CTEQ
group (CTEQ6.6) [11], the quantity x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)−
s̄(x)) can be obtained and is shown in Fig. 3. This ap-
proach for determining x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)− s̄(x)) is iden-
tical to that used by Chen, Cao, and Signal in their recent
study of strange quark sea in the meson-cloud model [12].

An important property of ū + d̄ − s − s̄ is that the
contribution from the extrinsic sea vanishes, just like the
case for d̄− ū. Therefore, this quantity is only sensitive to
the intrinsic sea and can be compared with the calculation
of the intrinsic sea in the BHPS model. We have

ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x)− s̄(x) =

Puū(xū) + P dd̄(xd̄)− 2P ss̄(xs̄). (5)

We can now compare the x(ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) − s̄(x))
data with the calculation using the BHPS model. Since
ū+ d̄−s− s̄ is a flavor non-singlet quantity, we can readily
evolve the BHPS prediction to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ =
0.5 GeV and the result is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3.
It is interesting to note that a better fit to the data can
again be obtained with µ = 0.3 GeV, shown as the dashed
curve in Fig. 3.

From the comparison between the data and the BHPS
calculations shown in Figs. 1-3, we can determine the prob-
abilities for the |uuduū〉, |uuddd̄〉, and |uudss̄〉 configura-
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tions as follows:

Puū
5 = 0.122; Pdd̄

5 = 0.240; Pss̄
5 = 0.024

(µ = 0.5 GeV) (6)

or

Puū
5 = 0.162; Pdd̄

5 = 0.280; Pss̄
5 = 0.029

(µ = 0.3 GeV) (7)

depending on the value of the initial scale µ. It is re-
markable that the d̄(x) − ū(x), the s(x) + s̄(x), and the
d̄(x) + ū(x) − s(x)− s̄(x) data not only allow us to check
the predicted x-dependence of the five-quark Fock states,
but also provide a determination of the probabilities for
these states.

Equations 6 shows that the combined probability for
proton to be in the |uudQQ̄〉 states is around 40%. It is
worth noting that an earlier analysis of the d̄−ū data in the
meson cloud model concluded that proton has ∼60% prob-
ability to be in the three-quark bare-nucleon state [13], in
qualitative agreement with the finding of this study. A sig-
nificant feature of the present work is the extraction of the
|uudss̄〉 component, which would be related to the kaon-
hyperon states in the meson cloud model. It is also worth
mentioning that in the BHPS model the |uudQQ̄〉 states
have the same contribution to the proton’s magnetic mo-
ment as the |uud〉 three-quark state, since Q and Q̄ in the
|uudQQ̄〉 states have no net magnetic moment. Therefore,
the good description of the nucleon’s magnetic moment
by the constituent quark model is preserved even with the
inclusion of a sizable five-quark components in the BHPS
model.

We note that the probability for the |uudss̄〉 state is
smaller than those of the |uuduū〉 and the |uuddd̄〉 states.
This is consistent with the expectation that the probability
for the |uudQQ̄〉 five-quark state is roughly proportional
to 1/m2

Q [1, 4]. One can then estimate that the probability
for the intrinsic charm from the |uudcc̄〉 Fock state, Pcc̄

5 to
be roughly 0.01. This is also consistent with an estimate
based on the bag model [14], as well as with an analysis
of the EMC charm-production data [15]. Figure 4 shows
the x distribution of intrinsic c̄ calculated with the BHPS
model using 1.5 GeV/c2 for the mass of the charm quark.
Also shown in Fig. 4 is the calculation which evolve the
BHPS calculation from the initial scale, µ = 0.5 GeV, to
Q2 = 75 GeV2, the largest Q2 scale reached by EMC [16].
It is interesting to note that the intrinsic charm contents
at the large x (x > 0.3) region are drastically reduced
when Q2 evolution is taken into account. Figure 4 suggests
that the most promising region to search for evidence of
intrinsic charm could be at the somewhat lower x region
(0.1 < x < 0.4), rather than the largest x region explored
by previous experiments. It is worth noting that we adopt
the simple assumption that the initial scale is the same for
all five-quark states. It is conceivable that the initial scale
for intrinsic charm is significantly higher due to the larger
mass of the charmed quark. The dashed curve shows the x

x

c! BHPS
BHPS (µ=3.0 GeV)
BHPS (µ=0.5 GeV)

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 4: Calculations of the c̄(x) distributions based on the BHPS
model. The solid curve corresponds to the calculation using Eq. 1
and the dashed and dotted curves are obtained by evolving the BHPS
result to Q2 = 75 GeV2 using µ = 3.0 GeV, and µ = 0.5 GeV,
respectively. The normalization is set at Pcc̄

5
= 0.01.

distribution of intrinsic c̄ at Q2 = 75 GeV2 when the initial
scale is set at µ = 3 GeV, corresponding to the threshold
of producing a pair of charmed quarks. As expected, the
shape of the intrinsic c̄ x distribution becomes similar to
that of the BHPS model.

In conclusion, we have generalized the existing BHPS
model to the light-quark sector and compared the calcu-
lation with the d̄− ū, s+ s̄, and ū + d̄ − s− s̄ data. The
qualitative agreement between the data and the calcula-
tions provides strong support for the existence of the in-
trinsic u, d and s quark sea and the adequacy of the BHPS
model. This analysis also led to the determination of the
probabilities for the five-quark Fock states for the proton
involving light quarks only. This result could guide future
experimental searches for the intrinsic c quark sea or even
the intrinsic b quark sea [17], which could be relevant for
the production of Higgs boson at LHC energies [18].
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Figure 2: Comparison of the HERMES x(s(x) + s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The solid and dashed curves
are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using
µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations of
the calculations are adjusted to fit the data at x > 0.1 with statistical
errors only, denoted by solid circles.

their measurement of charged kaon production in SIDIS re-
action [6]. The HERMES data, shown in Fig. 2, exhibits
an intriguing feature. A rapid fall-off of the strange sea
is observed as x increases up to x ∼ 0.1, above which the
data become relatively independent of x. The data suggest
the presence of two different components of the strange
sea, one of which dominates at small x (x < 0.1) and the
other at larger x (x > 0.1). This feature is consistent
with the expectation that the strange-quark sea consists
of both the intrinsic and the extrinsic components hav-
ing dominant contributions at large and small x regions,
respectively. In Fig. 2 we compare the data with calcula-
tions using the BHPS model with ms = 0.5 GeV/c2. The
solid and dashed curves are results of the BHPS model
calculations evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations are
obtained by fitting only data with x > 0.1 (solid circles in
Fig. 2), following the assumption that the extrinsic sea has
negligible contribution relative to the intrinsic sea in the
valence region. Figure 2 shows that the fits to the data are
quite adequate, allowing the extraction of the probability
of the |uudss̄〉 state as

Pss̄
5 = 0.024 (µ = 0.5 GeV);

Pss̄
5 = 0.029 (µ = 0.3 GeV). (4)
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Figure 3: Comparison of the x(d̄(x)+ū(x)−s(x)−s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The values of x(s(x)+ s̄(x))
are from the HERMES experiment [6], and those of x(d̄(x) + ū(x))
are obtained from the PDF set CTEQ6.6 [11]. The solid and dashed
curves are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

using µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalization
of the calculations are adjusted to fit the data.

the x(d̄(x)+ ū(x)) distributions determined by the CTEQ
group (CTEQ6.6) [11], the quantity x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)−
s̄(x)) can be obtained and is shown in Fig. 3. This ap-
proach for determining x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)− s̄(x)) is iden-
tical to that used by Chen, Cao, and Signal in their recent
study of strange quark sea in the meson-cloud model [12].

An important property of ū + d̄ − s − s̄ is that the
contribution from the extrinsic sea vanishes, just like the
case for d̄− ū. Therefore, this quantity is only sensitive to
the intrinsic sea and can be compared with the calculation
of the intrinsic sea in the BHPS model. We have

ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x)− s̄(x) =

Puū(xū) + P dd̄(xd̄)− 2P ss̄(xs̄). (5)

We can now compare the x(ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) − s̄(x))
data with the calculation using the BHPS model. Since
ū+ d̄−s− s̄ is a flavor non-singlet quantity, we can readily
evolve the BHPS prediction to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ =
0.5 GeV and the result is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3.
It is interesting to note that a better fit to the data can
again be obtained with µ = 0.3 GeV, shown as the dashed
curve in Fig. 3.

From the comparison between the data and the BHPS
calculations shown in Figs. 1-3, we can determine the prob-
abilities for the |uuduū〉, |uuddd̄〉, and |uudss̄〉 configura-
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Figure 2: Comparison of the HERMES x(s(x) + s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The solid and dashed curves
are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using
µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations of
the calculations are adjusted to fit the data at x > 0.1 with statistical
errors only, denoted by solid circles.

their measurement of charged kaon production in SIDIS re-
action [6]. The HERMES data, shown in Fig. 2, exhibits
an intriguing feature. A rapid fall-off of the strange sea
is observed as x increases up to x ∼ 0.1, above which the
data become relatively independent of x. The data suggest
the presence of two different components of the strange
sea, one of which dominates at small x (x < 0.1) and the
other at larger x (x > 0.1). This feature is consistent
with the expectation that the strange-quark sea consists
of both the intrinsic and the extrinsic components hav-
ing dominant contributions at large and small x regions,
respectively. In Fig. 2 we compare the data with calcula-
tions using the BHPS model with ms = 0.5 GeV/c2. The
solid and dashed curves are results of the BHPS model
calculations evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations are
obtained by fitting only data with x > 0.1 (solid circles in
Fig. 2), following the assumption that the extrinsic sea has
negligible contribution relative to the intrinsic sea in the
valence region. Figure 2 shows that the fits to the data are
quite adequate, allowing the extraction of the probability
of the |uudss̄〉 state as

Pss̄
5 = 0.024 (µ = 0.5 GeV);

Pss̄
5 = 0.029 (µ = 0.3 GeV). (4)

We consider next the quantity ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) −
s̄(x). Combining the HERMES data on x(s(x)+s̄(x)) with
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Figure 3: Comparison of the x(d̄(x)+ū(x)−s(x)−s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The values of x(s(x)+ s̄(x))
are from the HERMES experiment [6], and those of x(d̄(x) + ū(x))
are obtained from the PDF set CTEQ6.6 [11]. The solid and dashed
curves are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

using µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalization
of the calculations are adjusted to fit the data.
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group (CTEQ6.6) [11], the quantity x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)−
s̄(x)) can be obtained and is shown in Fig. 3. This ap-
proach for determining x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)− s̄(x)) is iden-
tical to that used by Chen, Cao, and Signal in their recent
study of strange quark sea in the meson-cloud model [12].
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case for d̄− ū. Therefore, this quantity is only sensitive to
the intrinsic sea and can be compared with the calculation
of the intrinsic sea in the BHPS model. We have
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We can now compare the x(ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) − s̄(x))
data with the calculation using the BHPS model. Since
ū+ d̄−s− s̄ is a flavor non-singlet quantity, we can readily
evolve the BHPS prediction to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ =
0.5 GeV and the result is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3.
It is interesting to note that a better fit to the data can
again be obtained with µ = 0.3 GeV, shown as the dashed
curve in Fig. 3.

From the comparison between the data and the BHPS
calculations shown in Figs. 1-3, we can determine the prob-
abilities for the |uuduū〉, |uuddd̄〉, and |uudss̄〉 configura-
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mi is the mass of quark i. Eq. 1 was solved analytically in
Ref. [1] for the limiting case of m4,5 >> mp,m1,2,3, where
mp is the proton mass. For the more general case, Eq. 1
can be solved numerically as discussed in Ref. [3]. In par-
ticular, the x distribution of Q̄ in the |uudQQ̄〉 state, called
PQQ̄(xQ̄), can be calculated numerically. The moment of

PQQ̄(xQ̄) is defined as PQQ̄
5 , namely,

PQQ̄
5 =

∫ 1

0

PQQ̄(xQ̄)dxQ̄. (2)

PQQ̄
5 represents the probability of the |uudQQ̄〉 five-quark

Fock state in the proton. In the limit ofm4,5 >> mp,m1,2,3,

one can obtain [1] PQQ̄
5 = N5/(3600m4

4,5). For the more

general case, the relation between PQQ̄
5 and N5 can be

calculated numerically [3].
To compare the experimental data with the prediction

based on the intrinsic five-quark Fock state, it is necessary
to separate the contributions of the intrinsic sea quark and
the extrinsic one. The d̄(x)− ū(x) is an example of quan-
tities which are free from the contributions of the extrinsic
sea quarks, since the perturbative g → QQ̄ processes will
generate uū and dd̄ pairs with equal probabilities and have
no contribution to this quantity. The d̄(x)−ū(x) data from
the Fermilab E866 Drell-Yan experiment at the Q2 scale of
54 GeV2 [7] are shown in Fig. 1. Also shown in Fig. 1 are
the data obtained at a lower scale of Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 by the
HERMES collaboration in a semi-inclusive deep-inelastic
scattering (SIDIS) experiment [8].

The BHPS model has a specific prediction on the shapes
of the x distributions for d̄ and ū, since these anti-quarks
originate from the |uuddd̄〉 and |uuduū〉 configurations and
can be readily calculated. In the BHPS model, the ū and d̄
are predicted to have the same x-dependence if mu = md.
However, the probabilities of the |uuddd̄〉 and |uuduū〉 con-
figurations, Pdd̄

5 and Puū
5 , are not known from the BHPS

model, and remain to be determined by the experiments.
Non-perturbative effects such as Pauli-blocking [9] could
lead to different probabilities for the |uuddd̄〉 and |uuduū〉
configurations. Nevertheless the shape of the d̄(x) − ū(x)
distribution shall be identical to those of d̄(x) and ū(x) in
the BHPS model. Moreover, the normalization of d̄(x) −
ū(x) is known from the measurement of Fermilab E866
Drell-Yan experiment [7] as

∫ 1

0

(d̄(x)− ū(x))dx = Pdd̄
5 −Puū

5 = 0.118± 0.012.(3)

Equation 3 allows us to compare the calculations from the
BHPS model with the d̄(x)− ū(x) data.

The d̄(x) − ū(x) distribution from the BHPS model is
first calculated using Eq. 1 with mu = md = 0.3 GeV/c2,
and mp = 0.938 GeV/c2, and Eq. 3 for the normalization.
Since the E866 and the HERMES data were obtained at
Q2 of 54 GeV2 and 2.5 GeV2, respectively, it is important
to evolve the d̄(x)− ū(x) distribution from the initial scale
µ, expected to be around the confinement scale, to the Q2
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Figure 1: Comparison of the d̄(x)−ū(x) data from Fermilab E866 and
HERMES with the calculations based on the BHPS model. Eq. 1
and Eq. 3 were used to calculate the d̄(x) − ū(x) distribution at
the initial scale. The distribution was then evolved to the Q2 of
the experiments and shown as various curves. Two different initial
scales, µ = 0.5 and 0.3 GeV, were used for the E866 calculations in
order to illustrate the dependence on the choice of the initial scale.

corresponding to the data. As d̄(x)− ū(x) is a flavor non-
singlet parton distribution, its evolution from µ to Q only
depends on the values of d̄(x)− ū(x) at the initial scale µ,
and can be readily calculated using the non-singlet evolu-
tion equation [5]. For the initial scale, we adopt the value
of µ = 0.5 GeV, which was chosen by Glück, Reya, and
Vogt [10] in the so-called “dynamical approach” using only
valence-like distributions at the initial µ2 scale and relying
on evolution to generate the quark and gluon distributions
at higher Q2.

The solid and dashed curves in Fig. 1 correspond to
d̄(x) − ū(x) calculated from the BHPS model evolved to
Q2 = 54 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 and 0.3 GeV, respectively.
The x-dependence of the E866 d̄(x)−ū(x) data is quite well
described by the five-quark Fock states in the BHPS model
provided that the Q2-evolution is taken into consideration.
It is interesting to note that an excellent fit to the data
can be obtained if µ = 0.3 GeV is chosen (dashed curve in
Fig. 1) rather than the more conventional value of µ = 0.5
GeV. Also shown in Fig. 1 are the calculations with the
BHPS model evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV. The calculations are in agreement with
the HERMES data within the experimental uncertainties.

We now consider the extraction of the |uudss̄〉 five-
quark component from existing data. The HERMES col-
laboration reported the determination of x(s(x) + s̄(x))
over the range of 0.02 < x < 0.5 at Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 from
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tities which are free from the contributions of the extrinsic
sea quarks, since the perturbative g → QQ̄ processes will
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the Fermilab E866 Drell-Yan experiment at the Q2 scale of
54 GeV2 [7] are shown in Fig. 1. Also shown in Fig. 1 are
the data obtained at a lower scale of Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 by the
HERMES collaboration in a semi-inclusive deep-inelastic
scattering (SIDIS) experiment [8].

The BHPS model has a specific prediction on the shapes
of the x distributions for d̄ and ū, since these anti-quarks
originate from the |uuddd̄〉 and |uuduū〉 configurations and
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model, and remain to be determined by the experiments.
Non-perturbative effects such as Pauli-blocking [9] could
lead to different probabilities for the |uuddd̄〉 and |uuduū〉
configurations. Nevertheless the shape of the d̄(x) − ū(x)
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the BHPS model. Moreover, the normalization of d̄(x) −
ū(x) is known from the measurement of Fermilab E866
Drell-Yan experiment [7] as

∫ 1

0
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Equation 3 allows us to compare the calculations from the
BHPS model with the d̄(x)− ū(x) data.

The d̄(x) − ū(x) distribution from the BHPS model is
first calculated using Eq. 1 with mu = md = 0.3 GeV/c2,
and mp = 0.938 GeV/c2, and Eq. 3 for the normalization.
Since the E866 and the HERMES data were obtained at
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Figure 1: Comparison of the d̄(x)−ū(x) data from Fermilab E866 and
HERMES with the calculations based on the BHPS model. Eq. 1
and Eq. 3 were used to calculate the d̄(x) − ū(x) distribution at
the initial scale. The distribution was then evolved to the Q2 of
the experiments and shown as various curves. Two different initial
scales, µ = 0.5 and 0.3 GeV, were used for the E866 calculations in
order to illustrate the dependence on the choice of the initial scale.
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singlet parton distribution, its evolution from µ to Q only
depends on the values of d̄(x)− ū(x) at the initial scale µ,
and can be readily calculated using the non-singlet evolu-
tion equation [5]. For the initial scale, we adopt the value
of µ = 0.5 GeV, which was chosen by Glück, Reya, and
Vogt [10] in the so-called “dynamical approach” using only
valence-like distributions at the initial µ2 scale and relying
on evolution to generate the quark and gluon distributions
at higher Q2.

The solid and dashed curves in Fig. 1 correspond to
d̄(x) − ū(x) calculated from the BHPS model evolved to
Q2 = 54 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 and 0.3 GeV, respectively.
The x-dependence of the E866 d̄(x)−ū(x) data is quite well
described by the five-quark Fock states in the BHPS model
provided that the Q2-evolution is taken into consideration.
It is interesting to note that an excellent fit to the data
can be obtained if µ = 0.3 GeV is chosen (dashed curve in
Fig. 1) rather than the more conventional value of µ = 0.5
GeV. Also shown in Fig. 1 are the calculations with the
BHPS model evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV. The calculations are in agreement with
the HERMES data within the experimental uncertainties.

We now consider the extraction of the |uudss̄〉 five-
quark component from existing data. The HERMES col-
laboration reported the determination of x(s(x) + s̄(x))
over the range of 0.02 < x < 0.5 at Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 from
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threshold in σ/v, where it is expected to dominate (here
v = 1/16π(s − m2

p)
2 is the usual phase space factor). It

produces the ηcp, χcp and other C even resonances, but
also J/ψ.

For elastic charm production (when the proton target
remains bound), it is also necessary to take into account
the recombination of the three valence quarks into the
proton via its form factor, as well as the coupling of the
photon to the cc pair. For two gluon exchange the cross
section of the γp → J/ψp takes the form:

dσ

dt
= N2gv

(1 − x)2

R2M2
F 2

2g(t)(s − m2
p)

2 (3)

while for three gluon exchange it takes the form:

dσ

dt
= N3gv

(1 − x)0

R4M4
F 2

3g(t)(s − m2
p)

2 (4)

where F2g(t) and F3g(t) are proton form factors that take
into account the fact that the three target quarks recom-
bine into the final proton after the emission of two or
three gluons. While they are analogous to the proton
elastic form factor F1(t), they are not known. In the
numerical applications, we have parameterized them as
F 2 = exp(1.13t), according to the experimental t de-
pendency of the cross section [11]. The (s − m2

p)
2 term

comes from the coupling of the incoming photon to the
cc pair and the spin-1 nature of gluon exchange (see,
for instance, Ref. [12]). It compensates the same term
in the phase space v. The normalization coefficient N
is determined assuming that each channel saturates the
experimental cross section measured at SLAC [13] and
Cornell [11] around Eγ = 12 GeV.
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FIG. 3. Variation of the J/ψ photoproduction cross sec-
tion near threshold. Solid line: two gluon exchange (Eqs. 3).
Dashed line: three gluon exchange (Eq. 4).

Notice that expressions (3) and (4) are valid in a lim-
ited energy range near threshold, where x ∼ 1. To be

more specific, x = 0.82 at Elab
γ = 10 GeV and x = 0.69

at Elab
γ = 12 GeV. So we expect that our model still

makes sense up to the lowest energy range where exper-
imental data exist. At higher energies one has to rely on
the variation of the gluon distribution in the vicinity of
x ∼ 0 to reproduce the steep rise of charm photoproduc-
tion [16,17] above Elab

γ ≈ 100 GeV (x ≤ 0.082).
As shown in Fig. 3, the threshold dependence of our

conjectured cross sections (3) and (4) is consistent with
the scarce existing data [11,13]. Indeed, there is also
evidence [14] that the energy dependence of the J/ψ
elastic photoproduction cross section at forward angles
is roughly flat up to Eγ ≈ 12 GeV, in contrast to the
steep variation observed at higher energies. More accu-
rate measurements of the J/ψ elastic photoproduction
cross section up to about 20 GeV are clearly needed.

The existence of five-quark resonances near threshold
in the γp → pcc̄ process [15] would modify our picture.
However, the qualitative features of the two- and three-
gluon-exchange cross sections (which differ by orders of
magnitude near threshold) should remain valid.

On few body targets, each exchanged gluon may cou-
ple to a colored quark cluster and reveal the hidden-color
part of the nuclear wave function, a domain of short-
range nuclear physics where nucleons lose their identity.
The existence of such hidden-color configurations is pre-
dicted by QCD evolution equations [3]. It is striking that
in γd → J/ψpn, (Fig. 4), the |B8B8 > hidden-color state
of the deuteron couples so naturally via two gluons to
the J/ψpn final state [18], since the coupling of a single
gluon to a three-quark cluster turns it from a color octet
to a singlet.

γ ψ

FIG. 4. The simplest diagram which reveals a hid-
den-color state in deuterium [18].

When the nucleon is embedded in a nuclear medium,
two mechanisms govern the photo- and electroproduc-
tion of J/ψ mesons. The first, the quasi-free production
mechanism, contributes the following cross section to the
γd → J/ψpn reaction, when integrated over the angles
of the spectator neutron [19]:

dσ

dtd | 'n |
=

dσ

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

γp→J/ψp

4π'n2ρ(| 'n |) (5)

∫

ρ(| 'n |)d'n = 1 (6)

SLAC

Cornell

two factors: a heavy quark loop diagram connecting the
photons to the exchanged gluons, times the gauge invari-
ant matrix element of a product of gluon field strengths
< p|Gn

µν |p >. Because of the non-Abelian coupling, a sin-
gle field strength can correspond to one or two exchanged
gluons. For heavy quark masses, m2

Q ! Λ2
QCD the heavy

quark loop contracts to an effective local operator, so that
the field strengths in the matrix element are all evaluated
at the same local point. The minimal gluon exchange
contribution (n = 2) gives the leading twist photon-
gluon fusion contribution. Since < p|Gn|p > scales as

(Λ2
QCD)

n−1
, each extra gluon field strength connecting

to the heavy quark loop must give a factor of (1/m2
Q).

(Higher derivatives in the matrix element are further sup-
pressed.) Thus one pays a penalty of a factor (Λ2/m2

Q) as
the number of exchanged gluon fields is increased. How-
ever, as we shall see, the suppression from the multiple
gluon exchange contributions are systematically compen-
sated by fewer powers of energy threshold factors, so that
at threshold multi-gluon contributions will dominate. A
similar effective field theory operator analysis has been
used [4] to estimate the momentum fraction carried by
intrinsic heavy quarks in the proton [5,6].

In this paper, we will use reasonable conjectures for
the short distance behavior of hadronic matter inferred
from properties of perturbative QCD and effective heavy
quark field theory to estimate the behavior of the reaction
cross section.

The effective proton radius in charm photoproduction
near threshold can be determined from the following ar-
gument [7,8]. As indicated in Fig. 2a, most of the pro-
ton momentum may first be transferred to one (valence)
quark, followed by a hard subprocess γq → ccq. If the
photon energy is Eγ = ζEth

γ , where Eth
γ is the energy

at kinematic threshold (ζ ≥ 1), the valence quark must
carry a fraction x = 1/ζ of the proton (light-cone) mo-
mentum. The lifetime of such a Fock state (in the light-
cone or infinite momentum frame) is τ = 1/∆E, where

∆E =
1

2p

[

m2
p −

∑

i

p2
i⊥ + m2

i

xi

]

%
Λ2

QCD

2p(1 − x)
(1)

For x = 1/ζ close to unity such a short lived fluctuation
can be created (as indicated in Fig. 2a) through momen-
tum transfers from valence states (where the momentum
is divided evenly) having commensurate lifetimes τ and
transverse extension

r2
⊥ %

1

p2
⊥

%
ζ − 1

Λ2
QCD

(2)

This effective proton size thus decreases towards thresh-
old (ζ → 1), reaching r2

⊥ % 1/m2
c at threshold (ζ − 1 %

Λ2
QCD/m2

c).
As the lifetimes of the contributing Fock states ap-

proach the time scale of the cc creation process, the time

ordering of the gluon exchanges implied by Fig. 2a ceases
to dominate higher-twist contributions such as that of
Fig. 2b [8]. There are in fact reasons to expect that the
latter diagrams give a dominant contribution to charmo-
nium production near threshold. First, there are many
more such diagrams. Second, they allow the final state
proton to have a small transverse momentum (the glu-
ons need p⊥ % mc to couple effectively to the cc pair, yet
the overall transfer can still be small in Fig. 2b). Third,
with several gluons coupling to the charm quark pair its
quantum numbers can match those of a given charmo-
nium state without extra gluon emission.
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FIG. 2. Two mechanisms for transferring most of the
proton momentum to the charm quark pair in γp → ccp near
threshold. The leading twist contribution (a) dominates at
high energies, but becomes comparable to the higher-twist
contribution (b) close to threshold.

The above discussion is generic, and does not indicate
how close to threshold the new effects actually manifest
themselves. While this question can only be settled by
experiment, we rely on a simple model to get an estimate
of the cross section.

Near-threshold charm production probes the x % 1
configuration in the target, the spectator partons car-
rying a vanishing fraction x % 0 of the target momen-
tum. This implies that the production rate behaves near
x → 1 as (1 − x)2ns where ns is the number of specta-
tors [9]. Perturbative QCD predicts three different glu-
onic components of the photoproduction cross-section:
i) The leading twist (1 − x)4 distribution for the process
γq → ccq, which leaves two quarks spectators (Fig. 2a);
ii) Scattering on two quarks in the proton with a net

distribution (1−x)2

R2M2 , γqq → ccqq, leaving one quark spec-
tator; iii) Scattering on three quark cluster (Fig. 2b) in

the proton with a net distribution (1−x)0

R4M4 , γqqq → ccqqq,
leaving no quark spectators. There is some arbitrariness
in the definition of x close to threshold. We shall use
x = (2mpM + M2)/(s − m2

p), where s = E2
CM and M

is the mass of the cc pair, which has the property x = 1
at threshold. The relative weight of scattering from mul-
tiple quarks is given by the probability 1/R2M2 that a
quark in the proton of radius R % 1 fm is found within
a transverse distance 1/M (see Ref. [10]).

The two-gluon exchange contribution produces odd
C quarkonium γgg → J/ψ, thus permitting exclusive
γp → J/ψp production. The photon three-gluon cou-
pling γggg → cc produces a roughly constant term at
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Fig. 3. The fi# pair distributions are shown in (a) and (c) for the 

pion and proton projectiles. Similarly, the distributions of J/$‘s 

from the pairs are shown in (b) and (d). Our calculations are 

compared with the n-N data at 150 and 280 GeV/c [ I]. The 

x++, distributions are normalized to the number of pairs from both 

pion beams (a) and the number of pairs from the 400 GeV proton 

measurement (c) The number of single J/e’s is twice the number 

of pairs. 

x+ = ~it,/pt,~a~ in Fig. 3. The +$ pair distributions 

are shown in Fig. 3(a) and 3(c) and the associated 

the single J/I) distributions in pair events are shown 

in Fig. 3(b) and 3(d) . Both are normalized to the 

data with the single J/r/ normalization twice that of 

the pair. 

4. Other tests of the intrinsic heavy quark 

mechanism 

The intrinsic charm model provides a natural expla- 

nation of double J/e hadroproduction and thus gives 

strong phenomenological support for the presence of 

intrinsic heavy quark states in hadrons. While the gen- 

eral agreement with the intrinsic charm model is quite 

good, the excess events at medium xlfi~l suggests that 

intrinsic charm may not be the only @$ QCD produc- 

tion mechanism present or that the model parameteri- 

zation with a constant vertex function is too oversim- 

plified. The x,++,+ distributions can also be affected by 

the A dependence. Additional mechanisms, including 

an update of previous models [ 3-71, will be presented 

in a separate paper [ 81. 

The intrinsic heavy quark model can also be used to 

predict the features of heavier quarkonium hadropro- 

duction, such as YY, Y$, and (6~) (Eb) pairs. Using 

fib = 4.6 GeV, we find that the single Y and YY pair 

x distributions are similar to the equivalent I,& distri- 

butions. The average mass, (MYY), is 21.4 GeV for 

pion projectiles and 21.7 GeV for a proton, a few GeV 

above threshold, 2my = 18.9 GeV. The xy@ pair distri- 

butions are also similar to the +@ distributions but we 

note that (xy) = 0.44 and (xe) = 0.30 from a l&fcCbb) 

configuration and (xy) = 0.39 and (x$) = 0.27 from 

a luudc&) configuration. Here (MY@) = 14.9 GeV 

with a pion projectile and 15.2 GeV with a proton, 

again a few GeV above threshold, my + rn+ = 12.6 

GeV. 

It is clearly important for the double J/+ measure- 

ments to be repeated with higher statistics and also at 

higher energies. The same intrinsic Fock states will 

also lead to the production of multi-charmed baryons 

in the proton fragmentation region. It is also interesting 

to study the correlations of the heavy quarkonium pairs 

to search for possible new four-quark bound states and 

final state interactions generated by multiple gluon ex- 

change [ 71. It has been suggested that such QCD Van 

der Waals interactions could be anomalously strong at 

low relative rapidity [ 22,231. 

There are many ways in which the intrinsic heavy 

quark content of light hadrons can be tested. More 

measurements of the charm and bottom structure func- 

tions at large XF are needed to confirm the EMC data 

[ 151. Charm production in the proton fragmentation 

region in deep inelastic lepton-proton scattering is sen- 

sitive to the hidden charm in the proton wavefunction. 

The presence of intrinsic heavy quarks in the hadron 

wavefunction also enhances heavy flavor production 

in hadronic interactions near threshold. More gener- 

ally, the intrinsic heavy quark model leads to enhanced 

open and hidden heavy quark production and leading 

particle correlations at high XF in hadron collisions 

with a distinctive strongly-shadowed nuclear depen- 

dence characteristic of soft hadronic collisions. 

Acknowledgements 

We thank J. Grunhaus, P Hoyer, G. Ingelman, 

J.-C. Peng, W.-K. Tang, and M. Vanttinen for helpful 

discussions. 

References 

[I] J. Badier et al., Phys. J_ett. B 114 (1982) 457. 

R. Vogt, S.J. Brodsky / Physics Letters B 349 (1995) 569-575 571 

[ 121. For soft interactions at momentum scale CL, the 

intrinsic heavy quark cross section is suppressed by a 

resolving factor cc &2/m; [ 131. 

There is substantial circumstantial evidence for the 

existence of intrinsic CL! states in light hadrons. For ex- 

ample, the charm structure function of the proton mea- 

sured by EMC is significantly larger than predicted by 

photon-gluon fusion at large XBj [ 151. Leading charm 

production in TN and hyperon-N collisions also re- 

quires a charm source beyond leading twist [ 13,161. 

The NA3 experiment has also shown that the single 

J/$ cross section at large XF is greater than expected 

from gg and q?j production [ 171. Additionally, intrin- 

sic charm may account for the anomalous longitudi- 

nal polarization of the J/+4 at large XF [ 181 seen in 

?rN -+ J/+X interactions. 

Over a sufficiently short time, the pion can contain 

Fock states of arbitrary complexity. For example, two 

intrinsic CC pairs may appear simultaneously in the 

quantum fluctuations of the projectile wavefunction 

and then, freed in an energetic interaction, coalesce 

to form a pair of I,!J’s. We shall estimate the creation 
-- 

probability of ~~vcccc) Fock states, where nv = &I for 

7~- and nv = uud for proton projectiles, assuming that 

all of the double J/I,~ events arise from these configu- 

rations. We then examine the x+$ and invariant mass 

distributions of the $$ pairs and the x,,+ distribution 

for the single $‘s arising from these Fock states. 

2. Intrinsic charm Fock states 

The probability distribution for a general n-particle 

intrinsic CC Fock state as a function of x and kr is 

written as 

(1) 

where N,, normalizes the Fock state probability. In 

the model, the vertex function in the intrinsic charm 

wavefunction is assumed to be relatively slowly vary- 

ing; the particle distributions are then controlled by the 

light-cone energy denominator and phase space. This 

form for the higher Fock wavefunctions generalizes 

for an arbitrary number of light and heavy quark com- 

ponents. The Fock states containing charmed quarks 

can be materialized by a soft collision in the target 

which brings the state on shell. The distribution of 

produced open and hidden charm states will reflect the 

underlying shape of the Fock state wavefunction. 

The invariant mass of a c.? pair, M,, from such a 

Fock state is 

(2) 

where n = 4 and 5 is the number of partons in the 

lowest lying meson and baryon intrinsic CC Fock states. 

The probability to produce a J/(/I from an intrinsic 

CT state is proportional to the fraction of intrinsic ci? 

production below the Or, threshold. The fraction of 

CC pairs with 2m, < MC? < 2rno is 

The ratio fc~jr is approximately 15% larger than fc~iP 

for 1.2 < m, < 1.8 GeV. However, not all c?‘s pro- 

duced below the DB threshold will produce a final- 

state J/S. We include two suppression factors to es- 

timate J/q5 production, one reflecting the number of 

quarkonium channels available with McT < 2rno and 

one for the c and C to coalesce with each other rather 

than combine with valence quarks to produce open 

charm states. The “channel” suppression factor, s, z 

0.3, is estimated from direct and indirect J/$ produc- 

tion, including x1 and xz radiative and +’ hadronic 

decays. The combinatoric “flavor” suppression factor, 

of, is l/2 for a IEdcC) state and l/4 for a IuudcC) 

state. In Fig. 1 we show the predicted fraction of $‘s 

produced from intrinsic CC pairs, 

f@lh = s,sf.fE/h ) (4) 

as a function of m,. We take m, = I .5 GeV, suggesting 

f ur  M 0.03 and f e j p M 0.014. 

NA3 Data

πA→ J/ψJ/ψX

R, Vogt, sjb 
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Fig. 3. The fi# pair distributions are shown in (a) and (c) for the 

pion and proton projectiles. Similarly, the distributions of J/$‘s 

from the pairs are shown in (b) and (d). Our calculations are 

compared with the n-N data at 150 and 280 GeV/c [ I]. The 

x++, distributions are normalized to the number of pairs from both 

pion beams (a) and the number of pairs from the 400 GeV proton 

measurement (c) The number of single J/e’s is twice the number 

of pairs. 

x+ = ~it,/pt,~a~ in Fig. 3. The +$ pair distributions 

are shown in Fig. 3(a) and 3(c) and the associated 

the single J/I) distributions in pair events are shown 

in Fig. 3(b) and 3(d) . Both are normalized to the 

data with the single J/r/ normalization twice that of 

the pair. 

4. Other tests of the intrinsic heavy quark 

mechanism 

The intrinsic charm model provides a natural expla- 

nation of double J/e hadroproduction and thus gives 

strong phenomenological support for the presence of 

intrinsic heavy quark states in hadrons. While the gen- 

eral agreement with the intrinsic charm model is quite 

good, the excess events at medium xlfi~l suggests that 

intrinsic charm may not be the only @$ QCD produc- 

tion mechanism present or that the model parameteri- 

zation with a constant vertex function is too oversim- 

plified. The x,++,+ distributions can also be affected by 

the A dependence. Additional mechanisms, including 

an update of previous models [ 3-71, will be presented 

in a separate paper [ 81. 

The intrinsic heavy quark model can also be used to 

predict the features of heavier quarkonium hadropro- 

duction, such as YY, Y$, and (6~) (Eb) pairs. Using 

fib = 4.6 GeV, we find that the single Y and YY pair 

x distributions are similar to the equivalent I,& distri- 

butions. The average mass, (MYY), is 21.4 GeV for 

pion projectiles and 21.7 GeV for a proton, a few GeV 

above threshold, 2my = 18.9 GeV. The xy@ pair distri- 

butions are also similar to the +@ distributions but we 

note that (xy) = 0.44 and (xe) = 0.30 from a l&fcCbb) 

configuration and (xy) = 0.39 and (x$) = 0.27 from 

a luudc&) configuration. Here (MY@) = 14.9 GeV 

with a pion projectile and 15.2 GeV with a proton, 

again a few GeV above threshold, my + rn+ = 12.6 

GeV. 

It is clearly important for the double J/+ measure- 

ments to be repeated with higher statistics and also at 

higher energies. The same intrinsic Fock states will 

also lead to the production of multi-charmed baryons 

in the proton fragmentation region. It is also interesting 

to study the correlations of the heavy quarkonium pairs 

to search for possible new four-quark bound states and 

final state interactions generated by multiple gluon ex- 

change [ 71. It has been suggested that such QCD Van 

der Waals interactions could be anomalously strong at 

low relative rapidity [ 22,231. 

There are many ways in which the intrinsic heavy 

quark content of light hadrons can be tested. More 

measurements of the charm and bottom structure func- 

tions at large XF are needed to confirm the EMC data 

[ 151. Charm production in the proton fragmentation 

region in deep inelastic lepton-proton scattering is sen- 

sitive to the hidden charm in the proton wavefunction. 

The presence of intrinsic heavy quarks in the hadron 

wavefunction also enhances heavy flavor production 

in hadronic interactions near threshold. More gener- 

ally, the intrinsic heavy quark model leads to enhanced 

open and hidden heavy quark production and leading 

particle correlations at high XF in hadron collisions 

with a distinctive strongly-shadowed nuclear depen- 

dence characteristic of soft hadronic collisions. 
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[ 121. For soft interactions at momentum scale CL, the 

intrinsic heavy quark cross section is suppressed by a 

resolving factor cc &2/m; [ 131. 

There is substantial circumstantial evidence for the 

existence of intrinsic CL! states in light hadrons. For ex- 

ample, the charm structure function of the proton mea- 

sured by EMC is significantly larger than predicted by 

photon-gluon fusion at large XBj [ 151. Leading charm 

production in TN and hyperon-N collisions also re- 

quires a charm source beyond leading twist [ 13,161. 

The NA3 experiment has also shown that the single 

J/$ cross section at large XF is greater than expected 

from gg and q?j production [ 171. Additionally, intrin- 

sic charm may account for the anomalous longitudi- 

nal polarization of the J/+4 at large XF [ 181 seen in 

?rN -+ J/+X interactions. 

Over a sufficiently short time, the pion can contain 

Fock states of arbitrary complexity. For example, two 

intrinsic CC pairs may appear simultaneously in the 

quantum fluctuations of the projectile wavefunction 

and then, freed in an energetic interaction, coalesce 

to form a pair of I,!J’s. We shall estimate the creation 
-- 

probability of ~~vcccc) Fock states, where nv = &I for 

7~- and nv = uud for proton projectiles, assuming that 

all of the double J/I,~ events arise from these configu- 

rations. We then examine the x+$ and invariant mass 

distributions of the $$ pairs and the x,,+ distribution 

for the single $‘s arising from these Fock states. 

2. Intrinsic charm Fock states 

The probability distribution for a general n-particle 

intrinsic CC Fock state as a function of x and kr is 

written as 

(1) 

where N,, normalizes the Fock state probability. In 

the model, the vertex function in the intrinsic charm 

wavefunction is assumed to be relatively slowly vary- 

ing; the particle distributions are then controlled by the 

light-cone energy denominator and phase space. This 

form for the higher Fock wavefunctions generalizes 

for an arbitrary number of light and heavy quark com- 

ponents. The Fock states containing charmed quarks 

can be materialized by a soft collision in the target 

which brings the state on shell. The distribution of 

produced open and hidden charm states will reflect the 

underlying shape of the Fock state wavefunction. 

The invariant mass of a c.? pair, M,, from such a 

Fock state is 

(2) 

where n = 4 and 5 is the number of partons in the 

lowest lying meson and baryon intrinsic CC Fock states. 

The probability to produce a J/(/I from an intrinsic 

CT state is proportional to the fraction of intrinsic ci? 

production below the Or, threshold. The fraction of 

CC pairs with 2m, < MC? < 2rno is 

The ratio fc~jr is approximately 15% larger than fc~iP 

for 1.2 < m, < 1.8 GeV. However, not all c?‘s pro- 

duced below the DB threshold will produce a final- 

state J/S. We include two suppression factors to es- 

timate J/q5 production, one reflecting the number of 

quarkonium channels available with McT < 2rno and 

one for the c and C to coalesce with each other rather 

than combine with valence quarks to produce open 

charm states. The “channel” suppression factor, s, z 

0.3, is estimated from direct and indirect J/$ produc- 

tion, including x1 and xz radiative and +’ hadronic 

decays. The combinatoric “flavor” suppression factor, 

of, is l/2 for a IEdcC) state and l/4 for a IuudcC) 

state. In Fig. 1 we show the predicted fraction of $‘s 

produced from intrinsic CC pairs, 

f@lh = s,sf.fE/h ) (4) 

as a function of m,. We take m, = I .5 GeV, suggesting 

f ur  M 0.03 and f e j p M 0.014. 
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Fig. 3. The fi# pair distributions are shown in (a) and (c) for the 

pion and proton projectiles. Similarly, the distributions of J/$‘s 

from the pairs are shown in (b) and (d). Our calculations are 

compared with the n-N data at 150 and 280 GeV/c [ I]. The 

x++, distributions are normalized to the number of pairs from both 

pion beams (a) and the number of pairs from the 400 GeV proton 

measurement (c) The number of single J/e’s is twice the number 

of pairs. 

x+ = ~it,/pt,~a~ in Fig. 3. The +$ pair distributions 

are shown in Fig. 3(a) and 3(c) and the associated 

the single J/I) distributions in pair events are shown 

in Fig. 3(b) and 3(d) . Both are normalized to the 

data with the single J/r/ normalization twice that of 

the pair. 

4. Other tests of the intrinsic heavy quark 

mechanism 

The intrinsic charm model provides a natural expla- 

nation of double J/e hadroproduction and thus gives 

strong phenomenological support for the presence of 

intrinsic heavy quark states in hadrons. While the gen- 

eral agreement with the intrinsic charm model is quite 

good, the excess events at medium xlfi~l suggests that 

intrinsic charm may not be the only @$ QCD produc- 

tion mechanism present or that the model parameteri- 

zation with a constant vertex function is too oversim- 

plified. The x,++,+ distributions can also be affected by 

the A dependence. Additional mechanisms, including 

an update of previous models [ 3-71, will be presented 

in a separate paper [ 81. 

The intrinsic heavy quark model can also be used to 

predict the features of heavier quarkonium hadropro- 

duction, such as YY, Y$, and (6~) (Eb) pairs. Using 

fib = 4.6 GeV, we find that the single Y and YY pair 

x distributions are similar to the equivalent I,& distri- 

butions. The average mass, (MYY), is 21.4 GeV for 

pion projectiles and 21.7 GeV for a proton, a few GeV 

above threshold, 2my = 18.9 GeV. The xy@ pair distri- 

butions are also similar to the +@ distributions but we 

note that (xy) = 0.44 and (xe) = 0.30 from a l&fcCbb) 

configuration and (xy) = 0.39 and (x$) = 0.27 from 

a luudc&) configuration. Here (MY@) = 14.9 GeV 

with a pion projectile and 15.2 GeV with a proton, 

again a few GeV above threshold, my + rn+ = 12.6 

GeV. 

It is clearly important for the double J/+ measure- 

ments to be repeated with higher statistics and also at 

higher energies. The same intrinsic Fock states will 

also lead to the production of multi-charmed baryons 

in the proton fragmentation region. It is also interesting 

to study the correlations of the heavy quarkonium pairs 

to search for possible new four-quark bound states and 

final state interactions generated by multiple gluon ex- 

change [ 71. It has been suggested that such QCD Van 

der Waals interactions could be anomalously strong at 

low relative rapidity [ 22,231. 

There are many ways in which the intrinsic heavy 

quark content of light hadrons can be tested. More 

measurements of the charm and bottom structure func- 

tions at large XF are needed to confirm the EMC data 

[ 151. Charm production in the proton fragmentation 

region in deep inelastic lepton-proton scattering is sen- 

sitive to the hidden charm in the proton wavefunction. 

The presence of intrinsic heavy quarks in the hadron 

wavefunction also enhances heavy flavor production 

in hadronic interactions near threshold. More gener- 

ally, the intrinsic heavy quark model leads to enhanced 

open and hidden heavy quark production and leading 

particle correlations at high XF in hadron collisions 

with a distinctive strongly-shadowed nuclear depen- 

dence characteristic of soft hadronic collisions. 
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[ 121. For soft interactions at momentum scale CL, the 

intrinsic heavy quark cross section is suppressed by a 

resolving factor cc &2/m; [ 131. 

There is substantial circumstantial evidence for the 

existence of intrinsic CL! states in light hadrons. For ex- 

ample, the charm structure function of the proton mea- 

sured by EMC is significantly larger than predicted by 

photon-gluon fusion at large XBj [ 151. Leading charm 

production in TN and hyperon-N collisions also re- 

quires a charm source beyond leading twist [ 13,161. 

The NA3 experiment has also shown that the single 

J/$ cross section at large XF is greater than expected 

from gg and q?j production [ 171. Additionally, intrin- 

sic charm may account for the anomalous longitudi- 

nal polarization of the J/+4 at large XF [ 181 seen in 

?rN -+ J/+X interactions. 

Over a sufficiently short time, the pion can contain 

Fock states of arbitrary complexity. For example, two 

intrinsic CC pairs may appear simultaneously in the 

quantum fluctuations of the projectile wavefunction 

and then, freed in an energetic interaction, coalesce 

to form a pair of I,!J’s. We shall estimate the creation 
-- 

probability of ~~vcccc) Fock states, where nv = &I for 

7~- and nv = uud for proton projectiles, assuming that 

all of the double J/I,~ events arise from these configu- 

rations. We then examine the x+$ and invariant mass 

distributions of the $$ pairs and the x,,+ distribution 

for the single $‘s arising from these Fock states. 

2. Intrinsic charm Fock states 

The probability distribution for a general n-particle 

intrinsic CC Fock state as a function of x and kr is 

written as 

(1) 

where N,, normalizes the Fock state probability. In 

the model, the vertex function in the intrinsic charm 

wavefunction is assumed to be relatively slowly vary- 

ing; the particle distributions are then controlled by the 

light-cone energy denominator and phase space. This 

form for the higher Fock wavefunctions generalizes 

for an arbitrary number of light and heavy quark com- 

ponents. The Fock states containing charmed quarks 

can be materialized by a soft collision in the target 

which brings the state on shell. The distribution of 

produced open and hidden charm states will reflect the 

underlying shape of the Fock state wavefunction. 

The invariant mass of a c.? pair, M,, from such a 

Fock state is 

(2) 

where n = 4 and 5 is the number of partons in the 

lowest lying meson and baryon intrinsic CC Fock states. 

The probability to produce a J/(/I from an intrinsic 

CT state is proportional to the fraction of intrinsic ci? 

production below the Or, threshold. The fraction of 

CC pairs with 2m, < MC? < 2rno is 

The ratio fc~jr is approximately 15% larger than fc~iP 

for 1.2 < m, < 1.8 GeV. However, not all c?‘s pro- 

duced below the DB threshold will produce a final- 

state J/S. We include two suppression factors to es- 

timate J/q5 production, one reflecting the number of 

quarkonium channels available with McT < 2rno and 

one for the c and C to coalesce with each other rather 

than combine with valence quarks to produce open 

charm states. The “channel” suppression factor, s, z 

0.3, is estimated from direct and indirect J/$ produc- 

tion, including x1 and xz radiative and +’ hadronic 

decays. The combinatoric “flavor” suppression factor, 

of, is l/2 for a IEdcC) state and l/4 for a IuudcC) 

state. In Fig. 1 we show the predicted fraction of $‘s 

produced from intrinsic CC pairs, 

f@lh = s,sf.fE/h ) (4) 

as a function of m,. We take m, = I .5 GeV, suggesting 

f ur  M 0.03 and f e j p M 0.014. 

NA3 Data

πA→ J/ψJ/ψX

µ2
R = CQ2

ρ(Q2) = C0 + C1αs(µR) + C2α2
s(µR) + · · ·

σ = 1
2x−P+

γp→ µ+µ−p

Oberwölz

All events have xF
ψψ > 0.4 !

σ(pp→ cX) ∼ 1µb

Excludes `color drag’ model

R, Vogt, sjb 



 

Production of a Double-Charm Baryon

X

SELEX  high xF < xF >= 0.33

pp → p + H + p

H, Z
0
, ηb

b⊥ ∼ 1/Q

Must have ∆Lz = ±1 to have nonzero F2

Use charge radius R
2 = −6F

�
1(0)

and anomalous moment κ = F2(0)



 

Leading charm production in 
proton fragmentation region 

at the EIC

Coalescence of Comoving Charm and Valence Quarks
Produce J/ψ, Λc and other Charm Hadrons at High xF

e
e�

Intrinsic charm and bottom quarks
have same rapidity as valence quarks

Produce Ξ(ccd), B(b̄u),Λ(cbu),Ξ(bbu)
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Update on Double Charm Baryons
My Personal List of Mysteries in Charm and Beauty

Other SELEX Charm Results
Summary

The Discovery of Double Charm Baryons
Features, Problems, and Solutions
Observation of cc c
Observation of cc c K , c

Doubly Charmed Baryons

Jürgen Engelfried DCB 4/64
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Goldhaber, Kopeliovich, Soffer, 
Schmidt, sjb

Intrinsic Charm Mechanism for Inclusive 
High-XF Quarkonium Production

Quarkonia can have 80% of Proton Momentum!

p

p

c
c̄

g

IC  can explains large excess of quarkonia at large xF,  A-dependence

Color-octet IC interacts at #ont surface of nucleus

pp→ J/ψX

J/ψ



 

Goldhaber, Kopeliovich, 
Schmidt, sjb

Intrinsic Charm Mechanism for Inclusive 
High-XF Higgs Production

H

Higgs can have 80% of Proton Momentum!

Also: intrinsic bottom, top

pp→ HXp

p

c
c̄

g

New search strategy for Higgs



 

Intrinsic Charm Mechanism for 
Exclusive Diffraction Production

xJ/ψ = xc+ xc̄

Intrinsic cc̄ pair formed in color octet 8C in pro-
ton wavefunction
Collision produces color-singlet J/ψ through

color exchange

Kopeliovitch, 
Schmidt, Soffer, sjb

RHIC Experiment

Large Color Dipole

p p→ J/ψ p p

Exclusive Diffractive 
High-XF Higgs Production
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Heavy Quark Anomalies

Nuclear dependence of J/ψ hadroproduction

Violates PQCD Factorization: Aα(xF ) not Aα(x2)

Huge A2/3
effect at large xF



 

J/ψ nuclear dependence vrs rapidity, xAu, xF
PHENIX compared to lower energy measurements

Klein,Vogt, PRL 91:142301,2003 
Kopeliovich, NP A696:669,2001 

E866: PRL 84, 3256 (2000)
NA3: ZP C20, 101 (1983)
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Fits conventional PQCD subprocesses
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“absorption” 

effect 
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Clear dependence
 on xF and 

beam energy
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(pA→ J/ψX) ∝ Aα

800 GeV
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Abstract 

We develop simple analytic representations of the polarized quark and gluon distributions in 
the nucleon at low Q2 which incorporate general constraints obtained from the requirements of 
color coherence of gluon couplings at x ~ 0 and the helicity retention properties of perturbative 
QCD couplings at x ~ 1. The unpolarized predictions are similar to the D~ distributions given by 
Martin, Roberts, and Stirling. The predictions for the quark helicity distributions are compared 
with polarized structure functions measured by the E142 experiment at SLAC and the SMC 
experiment at CERN. 

I. Introduction 

Measurements of polarization correlations in high momentum transfer reactions can 
provide highly sensitive tests of the underlying structure and dynamics of hadrons. The 
most direct information on the light-cone momentum distributions of helicity-aligned 
and helicity-anti-aligned quarks in nucleons is obtained from deep inelastic scattering of 
polarized leptons on polarized targets. Recent fixed-target measurements, including the 
CERN SMC muon-deuteron experiment [1], the electron-He 3 and electron-proton 
experiments E142 and E143 at SLAC [2], and the SMC muon-proton experiment [3] are 
now providing important new constraints on the proton and neutron helicity-dependent 
structure functions. 
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minimally connected tree graphs. For example, in the case of the nucleon structure 
functions, the dominant amplitude is derived from graphs where the three valence quarks 
exchange two hard gluons. The tree amplitude is then convoluted with the nucleon 
distribution amplitude qb(x i, k 2) which is obtained by integrating the valence three-quark 
nucleon wavefunction ~t3(Xi, k± i, Ai), over transverse momenta up to the scale k 2 [7]. 
The dk± d~b azimuthal loop integrations project out only the L z = 0 component of the 
three-quark nucleon wavefunction. Thus, in amplitudes controlled by the short distance 
structure of the hadron's valence wavefunction, orbital angular momentum can be 
ignored, and the valence quark helicities sum to the hadron helicity. 

The limiting power-law behavior at x ~ 1 of the helicity-dependent distributions 
derived from the minimally connected graphs is 

Gq/n ~ ( 1 - x )  p, 

where 

p =  2 n -  1 + 2AS,. 

Here n is the minimal number of spectator quark lines, and ASz = IS q - S~ I = 0 or 1 
for parallel or anti-parallel quark and proton helicities, respectively [5]. This counting 
rule reflects the fact that the valence Fock states with the minimum number of 
constituents give the leading contribution to structure functions when one quark carries 
nearly all of the light-cone momentum; just on phase-space grounds alone, Fock states 
with a higher number of partons must give structure functions which fall off faster at 
x ~ 1. The helicity dependence of the counting rule also reflects the helicity retention 
properties of the gauge couplings: a quark with a large momentum fraction of the hadron 
also tends to carry its helicity. The anti-parallel helicity quark is suppressed by a relative 
factor (1 - x) 2. Similarly, in the case of a splitting function such as q ~ qg or g ~ ~lq, 
the sign of the helicity of the parent patton is transferred to the constituent with the 
largest momentum fraction [8]. The counting rule for valence quarks can be combined 
with the splitting functions to predict the x ~ 1 behavior of gluon and non-valence 
quark distributions. In particular, the gluon distribution of non-exotic hadrons must fall 
by at least one power faster than the respective quark distributions. 

The counting rules for the end-point behavior of quark and gluon helicity distribu- 
tions can also be derived from duality, i.e., continuity between the physics of exclusive 
and inclusive channels at fixed invariant mass [9]. As shown by Drell and Yan [10], a 
quark structure function Gq/H ~ (1 - x) 2n- 1 at x -~ 1 if the corresponding form factor 
F(Q 2) ,-, (1 /Q2)  n at large Q2. Recent measurements of elastic electron-proton scatter- 
ing at SLAC [11] are compatible with the perturbative QCD predictions [12] for both the 
helicity-conserving FI(Q 2) and helicity-changing Fz(Q 2) form factors: Q4FI(Q2) and 
Q6F2(Q2) become approximately constant at large Qz. The power-law fall-off of the 
form factors corresponds to the helicity-parallel and helicity-anti-parallel quark distribu- 
tions behaving at x ~ 1 as (1 - x) 3 and (1 - x) s, respectively, in agreement with the 
counting rules. The leading exponent for quark distributions is odd in the case of 
baryons and even for mesons in agreement with the Gribov-Lipatov crossing rule [13]. 
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~ xO(X)MRS 
21 ~\ Ag(x) 

0 0.5 1.0 
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Fig. 2. Predictions for the non-perturbative polarized AG(x)=  G+(x)  - G - ( x )  and unpolarized gluon 
xG(x ) = x[ G + ( x )+  G-  (x)] distributions in the proton. The polynomial forms satisfy sum rule and dynamical 
constraints. The leading Regge behavior at x ---> 0 has the intercept Otg = 1.12. Comparison with the MRS D~ 
parameterization for the unpolarized gluon distributions [27] is also shown. 

Because of the probabilistic interpretation of parton distribution functions, s+(x) and 
s - (x )  must both be non-negative functions of  x, which implies the rather stringent 
bounds 

0.7067 < C s < 1.2013. 

Within these bounds, gl(x) is practically independent of Cs; to be definite, we chose 
Cs = 1. (We could have taken any other value consistent with the inequalities 4.) We 
compare our simple parameterization to the MRS D~ parameterization in Fig. lc. The 
MRS distribution which gives an approximate realization of the data rises faster at low x 
than our model. This could be attributed to the need to impose a higher Pomeron 
intercept, or the the effects of  QCD evolution. 

We can also find parameterizations for the polarized gluon distributions which are 
consistent with the x ---> 0 and x ~ 1 helicity constraints, as well as the MRS unpolar- 
ized gluon distribution: 

1 
G + ( x ) = - - [ a g ( 1 - x )  4 + Bg(1 - x)5] ,  (3 .17)  XOtg 

1 
G - ( x )  = - - [ A g ( 1  - x )  6 + B g ( 1  - x ) 7 ] .  (3 .18)  

Xag 

This form automatically incorporates the coherence constraint, Eq. (2.4). We shall 
assume that ag = c~ = 1.12 so that the pomeron intercept is identical for quark and gluon 
distributions. The parameters set Ag = 2 and Bg = - 1 . 2 5  gives an unpolarized gluon 
distribution G(x)= G+(x)+ G-(x)  similar to the phenomenological D~ gluon distri- 
bution given by MRS (see Fig. 2). The momentum carried by the gluons in the nucleon 
using the above simple form is (Xg)  = 0.42. (The gluon and light quark and anti-quark 
distributions then almost saturate the momentum sum rule.) The gluon helicity content 

4 For an alternative parameterization of the strange quark distributions, see Ref. [35]. 



 

pA→ J/ψX

πA→ J/ψX

A2/3 component

Gp
M(q2)

assumes timelike |Gp
M | = |Gp

E|

Fp
2(Q2)

Fp
1(Q2)

pA→ J/ψX

πA→ J/ψX

A2/3 component

Gp
M(q2)

assumes timelike |Gp
M | = |Gp

E|

Fp
2(Q2)

Fp
1(Q2)

pA→ J/ψX

πA→ J/ψX

A2/3 component

Gp
M(q2)

assumes timelike |Gp
M | = |Gp

E|

Fp
2(Q2)

Fp
1(Q2)

Excess beyond  conventional PQCD subprocesses

J. Badier et al, NA3

τ = t + z/c

< p|G
3
µν

m
2
Q

|p > vs. < p|F
4
µν

m
4
�

|p >

+κ
4
ζ
2

dσ

dxF
(pp→ HX)[fb]

dσ

dxF
(pA→ J/ψX) = A

1 dσ1
dxF

+ A
2/3dσ2/3

dxF

fb

High xF 

consistent  with 

color octet 

intrinsic charm



 

• IC Explains Anomalous α(xF ) not α(x2)

dependence of pA→ J/ψX

(Mueller, Gunion, Tang, SJB)

• Color Octet IC Explains A2/3 behavior at

high xF (NA3, Fermilab)

(Kopeliovitch, Schmidt, Soffer, SJB)

• IC Explains J/ψ → ρπ puzzle

(Karliner, SJB)

• IC leads to new effects in B decay

(Gardner, SJB)

Color Opaqueness

Higgs production at xF = 0.8



 Stan Brodsky,  SLACOrsay,  October 18, 2011 Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena

Why is Intrinsic Charm Important for Flavor Physics?

• New perspective on fundamental nonperturbative hadron 
structure

• Charm structure function at high x

• Dominates high xF charm and charmonium production

• Hadroproduction of new heavy quark states such as ccu, ccd, 
bcc, bbb, at high xF

• Intrinsic charm -- long distance contribution to penguin 
mechanisms for weak decay                Gardner, sjb 

•                                                 puzzle explained              Karliner , sjb

• Novel Nuclear Effects from color structure of IC, Heavy Ion 
Collisions

• New mechanisms for high xF Higgs hadroproduction

• Dynamics of b production: LHCb 

• Fixed target program at LHC:  produce bbb states

J/ψ → ρπ
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Collaboration

xπ = xq̄

The p/π+
and p̄/π− ratios as a function of

pT increase dramatically to values ∼ 1 as a

function of centrality in Au + Au collisions

at RHIC which was totally unexpected and

is still not fully understood.
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Dramatic change in angular 
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Direct Subprocess Prediction
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Example of a higher-twist 
direct subprocess

Q2 = M2
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Crucial Test of Leading -Twist QCD:
Scaling at fixed xT

Parton model:    neff  = 4

As fundamental as Bjorken scaling  in DIS

scaling law: neff  =  2 nactive - 4

xT =
2pT√

s

Bjorken, Kogut, Soper; Blankenbecler, Gunion, sjb; 
Blankenbecler, Schmidt
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Figure 9: (left) xT scaling [52] of direct photon data in p-p and p-p̄ collisions. The quantity plotted is

(
√
s)n×Ed3!/dp3(xT ) with n = 5.0. (right) xT scaling of jet cross sections measured in p-p̄ collisions by

CDF and D0 [55]. The quantity plotted is the ratio of p4T times the invariant cross section as a function of

xT for
√
s= 630 and 1800 GeV. Note that the theory curves are plotted in the same way in order to avoid as

much as possible uncertainties from the various parton distribution functions used.

of approximately 15 GeV/fm3. The theory curve appears to show a reduction in suppression with

increasing pT , while, as noted above, the data appear to be flat to within the errors, which clearly

could still be improved.

It is unreasonable to believe that the properties of the medium have been determined by a

theorist’s line through the data which constrains a few parameters of a model. The model and

the properties of the medium must be able to be verified by more detailed and differential mea-

surements. All models of medium induced energy loss [60] predict a characteristic dependence of

the average energy loss on the length of the medium traversed. This is folded into the theoretical

calculations with added complications that the medium expands during the time of the collision,

etc [61]. In an attempt to separate the effects of the density of the medium and the path length

traversed, PHENIX [33, 62] has studied the dependence of the #0 yield as a function of the an-

gle ($% ) to the reaction plane in Au+Au collisions (see Fig. 12). For a given centrality, variation

of $% gives a variation of the path-length traversed for fixed initial conditions, while varying the

centrality allows the initial conditions to vary. Clearly these data reveal much more activity than

the reaction-plane-integrated RAA (Fig. 11) and merit further study by both experimentalists and

theorists.

The point-like scaling of direct photon production in Au+Au collisions indicated by the ab-
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production: 
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Review of hard scattering and jet analysis Michael J. Tannenbaum

a given
√
s fall below the asymptote at successively lower values of xT with increasing

√
s, cor-

responding to the transition region from hard to soft physics in the pT region of about 2 GeV/c.

Although xT -scaling provides a rather general test of the validity QCD without reference to details,

the agreement of the PHENIX measurement of the invariant cross section for !0 production in p-p

collisions at
√
s= 200 GeV [30] with NLO pQCD predictions over the range 2.0≤ pT ≤ 15 GeV/c

(Fig. 4) is, nevertheless, impressive.
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Figure 4: (left) PHENIX [30] !0 invariant cross section at mid-rapidity from p-p collisions at
√
s= 200GeV,

together with NLO pQCD predictions fromVogelsang [31, 32]. a) The invariant differential cross section for

inclusive !◦ production (points) and the results from NLO pQCD calculations with equal renormalization

and factorization scales of pT using the “Kniehl-Kramer-Pötter” (solid line) and “Kretzer” (dashed line) sets

of fragmentation functions. b) The relative statistical (points) and point-to-point systematic (band) errors.

c,d) The relative difference between the data and the theory using KKP (c) and Kretzer (d) fragmentation

functions with scales of pT /2 (lower curve), pT , and 2pT (upper curve). In all figures, the normalization

error of 9.6% is not shown. (right) e) p-p data from a) multiplied by the nuclear thickness function, TAA,

for Au+Au central (0-10%) collisions plotted on a log-log scale (open circles) together with the measured

semi-inclusive !0 invariant yield in Au+Au central collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV [33]

3.1 The importance of the power law

A log-log plot of the !0 spectrum from Fig. 4a in p-p collisions, shown in Fig. 4e along with

corresponding data from Au+Au collisions [33], illustrates that the inclusive single particle hard-

scattering cross section is a pure power law for pT ≥ 3 GeV/c. The invariant cross section for !0

production can be fit to the form

Ed3#/dp3 & p−nT (3.3)
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pT ≥ 7 GeV/c (Fig. 3a). A fit to the new data [9] for 7.5 ≤ pT ≤ 14.0 GeV/c, 53.1 ≤
√
s ≤ 62.4

GeV gave Ed3!/dp3 $ p−5.1±0.4T (1− xT )12.1±0.6, (including all systematic errors).

The effective index neff(xT ,
√
s) was also extracted point-by-point from the data as shown in

Fig. 3b where the CCOR data of Fig. 3a for the 3 values of
√
s are plotted vs xT on a log-log scale.

neff(xT ,
√
s) is determined for any 2 values of

√
s by taking the ratio as a function of xT as shown

in Fig. 3c. neff(xT ,
√
s) clearly varies with both

√
s and xT , it is not a constant. For

√
s = 53.1

and 62.4 GeV, neff(xT ,
√
s) varies from ∼ 8 at low xT to ∼ 5 at high xT . An important feature

of the scaling analysis (Eq. 1.2) relevant to determining neff(xT ,
√
s) is that the absolute pT scale

uncertainty cancels!
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Figure 4: (left)-(top) Invariant cross section for inclusive "0 for several ISR experiments, compiled by

ABCS Collaboration [11]; (left)-(bottom) neff(xT ,
√
s) from ABCS 52.7, 62.4 data only. There is an ad-

ditional common systematic error of ±0.7 in n. (right)-a)
√
s(GeV)6.38 × Ed3!/dp3 as a function of

xT = 2pT/
√
s for the PHENIX 62.4 and 200 GeV "0 data from Fig. 1; (right)-b) point-by-point neff(xT ,

√
s).

The effect of the absoulte scale uncertainty, which is the main systematic error in these exper-

iments, can be gauged from Fig. 4-(left)-(top) [11] which shows the "0 cross sections from several

experiments. The absolute cross sections disagree by factors of ∼ 3 for different experiments but
the values of neff(xT ,

√
s) for the CCOR [9] (Fig. 3-(right)-(bottom)) and ABCS [11] experiment

(Fig. 4-(left)-(bottom)) are in excellent agreement due to the cancellation of the error in the ab-

solute pT scale. The xT scaling of the PHENIX p-p "
0 data at

√
s = 200 and 62.4 GeV from

Fig. 1 with neff(xT ,
√
s) ≈ 6.38 is shown in Fig. 4-(right). The log-log plot emphasizes the pure

5
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FIG. 3: Protons produced in AuAu collisions at RHIC do not exhibit clear scaling properties in the

available pT range. Shown are data for central (0 − 5%) and for peripheral (60 − 90%) collisions.

law Ed3σ/d3p(pp → π+X) ∝ p−8.2
T giving nactive = 6 may indicate a quark-quark scattering

process which produces in addition to the incoming quarks a qq̄ pair, which becomes the

observed pion with high transverse momentum. This process has been analyzed within the

Constituent Interchange Model (CIM) [1], where an incoming qq̄ pair collides with a quark

by interchanging a quark and antiquark. The CIM is motivated by the inclusive to exclusive

transition mentioned above and is in good agreement with the Chicago-Princeton (CP) data

[15]. The model even can reproduce the absolute normalization of the inclusive cross section.

Obviously, the production mechanism for high pT hadrons changes from
√

s = 20 GeV to
√

s = 200 GeV. For constituent interchange longitudinal momenta of O(1 GeV) can still be

accommodated in the wave function of the proton. When the relevant longitudinal momenta

are about O(10 GeV) at higher energies, interchange is no longer possible which the different

reaction mechanisms with increasing energy.

Moreover, for proton production the pT dependence at Chicago-Princeton energies is

also explained by CIM. A value of n = 12 is a strong indication that higher twists from

wave function effects dominate high pT hadron production around
√

s = 20 GeV. Here the

produced proton is the result of proton scattering on a quark. If protons and pions were

both produced by fragmentation as in the Feynman-Field-Fox parton model, it is hard to

understand how a dimensionless fragmentation function could change n from 8 for pions to

12 for protons.
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Dimensional counting rules provide a simple rule-of-thumb guide for the
power-law fall-off of the inclusive cross section in both pT and (1− xT ) due to
a given subprocess:

E
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d3p
(AB → CX) ∝ (1− xT )2nspectator−1

pT
2nactive−4

where nactive is the “twist”, i.e., the number of elementary fields participating
in the hard subprocess, and nspectator is the total number of constituents in
A, B and C not participating in the hard-scattering subprocess. For example,
consider pp→ pX. The leading-twist contribution from qq → qq has nactive = 4
and nspectator = 6. The higher-twist subprocess qq → pq̄ has nactive = 6 and
nspectator = 4 . This simplified model provides two distinct contributions to the
inclusive cross section
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and n = n(xT ) increases from 4 to 8 at large xT .
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Scale dependence

Pion scaling exponent extracted vs. p
⊥

at fixed x
⊥

2-component toy-model

σmodel(pp → π X ) ∝
A(x

⊥
)

p4
⊥

+
B(x

⊥
)

p6
⊥

Define effective exponent

n
eff

(x
⊥
, p

⊥
,B/A) ≡ −

∂ lnσmodel

∂ ln p
⊥

+ nNLO(x
⊥
, p

⊥
) − 4

=
2B/A

p2
⊥

+ B/A
+ nNLO(x

⊥
, p

⊥
)

Francois Arleo (LAPTH) Higher-twist in hadron production Moriond QCD 2010 10 / 15

Arleo,Hwang, Sickles, sjb



 

RHIC/LHC predictions

PHENIX results

Scaling exponents from
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Magnitude of ∆ and its x
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-dependence consistent with predictions
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
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s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,
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s) = 4
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
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s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,
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there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This
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($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.
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0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-
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asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the
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tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD
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discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]
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4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,
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s) = 4

11

Peripheral 

Central 

Protons less absorbed  
in nuclear collisions than pions 

because of  dominant 
color transparent higher twist process

Tannenbaum: 
Baryon Anomaly: 



 

11

partN
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350

y
ie

ld
/t

ri
g

g
e
r

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

 < 4.0 GeV/c
T

trigger: 2.5 < p

 < 2.5 GeV/c
T

associated: 1.8 < p

meson-meson, near side

baryon-meson, near side

meson-meson, away side

baryon-meson, away side

FIG. 7: Conditional yields per trigger for baryon (squares) and meson (circles) triggers with associated mesons. Triggers have
2.5 < pT < 4.0 GeV/c and associated particles have 1.8 < pT < 2.5 GeV/c. The error bars are the statistical errors and the
boxes show the systematic errors. There is an additional 13.6% normalization error.

for meson-meson and baryon-meson conditional yields
and nearly the same magnitude for baryon-meson and
baryon-baryon near side conditional yields. In contrast,
the data show the conditional yield of associated mesons
with baryon triggers to be a factor of two to five times
larger than the conditional yield of baryons associated
with baryon triggers, depending on centrality. The re-
sults presented here also appear to exclude baryon pro-
duction via higher twist mechanisms [32] which would
produce isolated p and p̄. No correlation calculations are
available from the gluon junction model [15], so a com-
parison beyond the successfully described single particle
data could not be done at this point.

We have systematically explored the particle type de-
pendence of jet fragmentation at intermediate pT in
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. The new data

disagree with calculations from the recombination model
presented in [19, 31]. Given the success of recombination
models in reproducing elliptic flow and hadron spectra
data it would be interesting to see if other recombination
calculations are able to describe the data presented here.
We find that near side correlations between meson trig-
gers and associated mesons increase with centrality. Near
side correlations between baryon triggers and associated
mesons show the same centrality dependence except for
the most central collisions where there is a significant
decrease. The first measurements of baryon pairs on the

near side are found to be largely due to opposite charge p-
p̄ pairs. Under the assumption that the above centrality
dependencies of particle pairs and single particles are not
coincidental, one can explain the observed baryon excess
at intermediate pT in Au+Au collisions via jet induced
production of baryon-antibaryon pairs.
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derived from Eq. 3.2, for peripheral and central collisions, by taking the ratio of Ed3!/dp3 at a

given xT for
√
sNN = 130 and 200 GeV, in each case. The "0’s exhibit xT scaling, with the same
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Figure 6: Power-law exponent n(xT ) for "0 and h spectra in central and peripheral Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 130 and 200 GeV [44].

value of n = 6.3 as in p-p collisions, for both Au+Au peripheral and central collisions, while the

non-identified charged hadrons xT -scale with n = 6.3 for peripheral collisions only. Notably, the

(h+ +h−)/2 in Au+Au central collisions exhibit a significantly larger value of n(xT ,
√
s), indicat-

ing different physics, which will be discussed below. The xT scaling establishes that high-pT "0

production in peripheral and central Au+Au collisions and (h+ + h−)/2 production in peripheral

Au+Au collisions follow pQCD as in p-p collisions, with parton distributions and fragmentation

functions that scale with xT , at least within the experimental sensitivity of the data. The fact that

the fragmentation functions scale for "0 in Au+Au central collisions indicates that the effective

energy loss must scale, i.e. S(pT )/pT = is constant, which is consistent with the parallel spectra

on Fig. 4e and the constant value of RAA as noted in the discussion above.

The deviation of (h+ +h−)/2 from xT scaling in central Au+Au collisions is indicative of and

consistent with the strong non-scaling modification of particle composition of identified charged-

hadrons observed in Au+Au collisions compared to that of p-p collisions in the range 2.0 ≤ pT ≤
4.5 GeV/c, where particle production is the result of jet-fragmentation. As shown in Fig. 7-(left)

the p/"+ and p̄/"− ratios as a function of pT increase dramatically to values ∼1 as a function
of centrality in Au+Au collisions at RHIC [45] which was totally unexpected and is still not fully

understood. Interestingly, the p and p̄ in this pT range appear to follow the Ncoll scaling expected

for point-like processes (Fig 7-(right)), while the "0 are suppressed, yet this effect is called the

‘baryon anomaly’, possibly because of the non-xT scaling. An elegant explanation of this effect as

due to coalescence of quarks from a thermal distribution [46, 47, 48], which would be prima facie

evidence of a Quark Gluon Plasma, is not in agreement with the jet correlations observed in both

same and away-side particles associated with both meson and baryon triggers [49] (see discussion

of Fig. 24 below).

4.2 Direct photon production

Direct photon production is one of the best reactions to study QCD in hadron collisions, since
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the p/"+ and p̄/"− ratios as a function of pT increase dramatically to values ∼1 as a function
of centrality in Au+Au collisions at RHIC [45] which was totally unexpected and is still not fully

understood. Interestingly, the p and p̄ in this pT range appear to follow the Ncoll scaling expected

for point-like processes (Fig 7-(right)), while the "0 are suppressed, yet this effect is called the

‘baryon anomaly’, possibly because of the non-xT scaling. An elegant explanation of this effect as

due to coalescence of quarks from a thermal distribution [46, 47, 48], which would be prima facie

evidence of a Quark Gluon Plasma, is not in agreement with the jet correlations observed in both

same and away-side particles associated with both meson and baryon triggers [49] (see discussion
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4.2 Direct photon production

Direct photon production is one of the best reactions to study QCD in hadron collisions, since

10

Review of hard scattering and jet analysis Michael J. Tannenbaum

derived from Eq. 3.2, for peripheral and central collisions, by taking the ratio of Ed3!/dp3 at a

given xT for
√
sNN = 130 and 200 GeV, in each case. The "0’s exhibit xT scaling, with the same

T
x

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07

)
T

n
(x

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

0") for 
T

n(x

0-10%

60-80%

T
x

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07

2

-
 + h

+
h) for   

T
n(x

0-10%

60-80%

Figure 6: Power-law exponent n(xT ) for "0 and h spectra in central and peripheral Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 130 and 200 GeV [44].

value of n = 6.3 as in p-p collisions, for both Au+Au peripheral and central collisions, while the

non-identified charged hadrons xT -scale with n = 6.3 for peripheral collisions only. Notably, the

(h+ +h−)/2 in Au+Au central collisions exhibit a significantly larger value of n(xT ,
√
s), indicat-

ing different physics, which will be discussed below. The xT scaling establishes that high-pT "0

production in peripheral and central Au+Au collisions and (h+ + h−)/2 production in peripheral

Au+Au collisions follow pQCD as in p-p collisions, with parton distributions and fragmentation

functions that scale with xT , at least within the experimental sensitivity of the data. The fact that

the fragmentation functions scale for "0 in Au+Au central collisions indicates that the effective

energy loss must scale, i.e. S(pT )/pT = is constant, which is consistent with the parallel spectra

on Fig. 4e and the constant value of RAA as noted in the discussion above.

The deviation of (h+ +h−)/2 from xT scaling in central Au+Au collisions is indicative of and

consistent with the strong non-scaling modification of particle composition of identified charged-

hadrons observed in Au+Au collisions compared to that of p-p collisions in the range 2.0 ≤ pT ≤
4.5 GeV/c, where particle production is the result of jet-fragmentation. As shown in Fig. 7-(left)

the p/"+ and p̄/"− ratios as a function of pT increase dramatically to values ∼1 as a function
of centrality in Au+Au collisions at RHIC [45] which was totally unexpected and is still not fully

understood. Interestingly, the p and p̄ in this pT range appear to follow the Ncoll scaling expected

for point-like processes (Fig 7-(right)), while the "0 are suppressed, yet this effect is called the

‘baryon anomaly’, possibly because of the non-xT scaling. An elegant explanation of this effect as

due to coalescence of quarks from a thermal distribution [46, 47, 48], which would be prima facie

evidence of a Quark Gluon Plasma, is not in agreement with the jet correlations observed in both

same and away-side particles associated with both meson and baryon triggers [49] (see discussion

of Fig. 24 below).

4.2 Direct photon production

Direct photon production is one of the best reactions to study QCD in hadron collisions, since

10

Review of hard scattering and jet analysis Michael J. Tannenbaum

[36] Eqs. 3.4 and 3.5 are exact to the extent that the probability of a member of the !-pair or e+e−-pair to

have any energy up to energy of the parent is constant. This is exact for "0 decay, Eq. 3.4, but is only

approximate for conversions, Eq. 3.5, where asymmetric energies of the pair are somewhat

favored [37].

[37] F. W. Büsser, et al., CCRS Collaboration, Nucl. Phys. B 113, 189–245 (1976).

[38] M. May et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 35, 407–410 (1975). Note that this article measures the ratio of µ−p
to µ−A in DIS, but precisely the same factor of A for scaling the point-like cross section applies.

[39] R. Vogt Heavy Ion Physics 9, 399 (1999) [nucl-th/9903051].

[40] F. W. Büsser, et al., CCRS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B 53, 212–216 (1974).

[41] M. J. Tannenbaum, “Lepton and Photon Physics at RHIC”, Proc. 7th Workshop on Quantum

Chromodynamics, La Citadelle, Villefranche-sur-Mer, France, January 6–10, 2003, Eds. H. M. Fried,

B. Muller, Y. Gabellini (World Scientific, Singapore, 2003) pp 25–38 [nucl-ex/0406023].

[42] M. Shimomura, et al., PHENIX Collaboration, Proc. 18th Int’l Conf. on Ultra-Relativistic

Nucleus-Nucleus Collisions–Quark Matter 2005 (QM’05) Budapest, Hungary, Aug. 4–9, 2005, Nucl.

Phys. A 774, 457–460 (2006) [nucl-ex/0510023].

[43] It is important to note that the effective fractional energy loss estimated from the shift in the pT

spectrum is less than the real average fractional energy loss of a parton at a given pT . The effect is

similar to that of trigger bias and for the same reason–the steeply falling pT spectrum. For a given

observed pT , the events at larger p
′
T with larger energy loss tend to be lost under the events with

smaller p′T with smaller energy loss.

[44] S. S. Adler, et al., PHENIX Collaboration, Phys. Rev. C 69, 034910 (2004) [nucl-ex/0308006].

[45] S. S. Adler et al. PHENIX Collaboration Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 172301 (2003).

[46] V. Greco, C. M. Ko and P. Levai Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 202302 (2003).

[47] R. J. Fries, B. Müller and C. Nonaka Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 202303 (2003).

[48] R. C. Hwa Eur. Phys. J. C 43, 233–237 (2005) and references therein.

[49] S. S. Adler et al. PHENIX Collaboration Phys. Rev. C 71, 051902(R) (2005).

[50] H. Fritzsch and P. Minkowski, Phys. Lett. B 69, 316 (1977).

[51] Proceedings of the Polarized Collider Workshop, University Park, PA (1990), Eds. J. Collins,

S. Heppelmann and R. W. Robinett, AIP conf. proc. No. 223, (AIP, New York, 1991).

[52] S. S. Adler et al., PHENIX Collaboration, “Measurement of direct photon production in p+ p

collisions at
√
s= 200 GeV”, Submitted to Phys. Rev. Lett. , hep-ex/0609031.

[53] M. Werlen, “Perturbative photons in pp collisions at RHIC energies”, seminar at BNL, Upton, NY,

June 21, 2005.

http://spin.riken.bnl.gov/rsc/write-up/Riken-BNL-werlen.pdf

[54] P. Aurenche, et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 9, 107-119 (1999).

[55] G. C. Blazey and B. L. Flaugher, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 49, 633–685 (1999).

[56] J. Adams, et al., STAR Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B 637, 161–169 (2006) [nucl-ex/0601033].

[57] S. J. Brodsky, H. J. Pirner and J. Raufeisen, Phys. Lett. B 637, 58–63 (2006).

39

Review of hard scattering and jet analysis Michael J. Tannenbaum

derived from Eq. 3.2, for peripheral and central collisions, by taking the ratio of Ed3!/dp3 at a

given xT for
√
sNN = 130 and 200 GeV, in each case. The "0’s exhibit xT scaling, with the same

T
x

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07

)
T

n
(x

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

0") for 
T

n(x

0-10%

60-80%

T
x

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07

2

-
 + h

+
h) for   

T
n(x

0-10%

60-80%

Figure 6: Power-law exponent n(xT ) for "0 and h spectra in central and peripheral Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 130 and 200 GeV [44].

value of n = 6.3 as in p-p collisions, for both Au+Au peripheral and central collisions, while the

non-identified charged hadrons xT -scale with n = 6.3 for peripheral collisions only. Notably, the

(h+ +h−)/2 in Au+Au central collisions exhibit a significantly larger value of n(xT ,
√
s), indicat-

ing different physics, which will be discussed below. The xT scaling establishes that high-pT "0

production in peripheral and central Au+Au collisions and (h+ + h−)/2 production in peripheral
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on Fig. 4e and the constant value of RAA as noted in the discussion above.
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hadrons observed in Au+Au collisions compared to that of p-p collisions in the range 2.0 ≤ pT ≤
4.5 GeV/c, where particle production is the result of jet-fragmentation. As shown in Fig. 7-(left)

the p/"+ and p̄/"− ratios as a function of pT increase dramatically to values ∼1 as a function
of centrality in Au+Au collisions at RHIC [45] which was totally unexpected and is still not fully

understood. Interestingly, the p and p̄ in this pT range appear to follow the Ncoll scaling expected

for point-like processes (Fig 7-(right)), while the "0 are suppressed, yet this effect is called the

‘baryon anomaly’, possibly because of the non-xT scaling. An elegant explanation of this effect as

due to coalescence of quarks from a thermal distribution [46, 47, 48], which would be prima facie

evidence of a Quark Gluon Plasma, is not in agreement with the jet correlations observed in both

same and away-side particles associated with both meson and baryon triggers [49] (see discussion

of Fig. 24 below).
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Baryon Anomaly:  Evidence for Direct, 
Higher-Twist Subprocesses

• Explains anomalous power behavior at fixed xT

• Protons more likely to come from direct higher-twist 
subprocess than pions

• Protons less absorbed than pions in central nuclear 
collisions because of color transparency

• Predicts increasing proton to pion ratio in central collisions

• Proton power neff  increases with centrality since leading 
twist contribution absorbed

• Fewer same-side hadrons for proton trigger at high 
centrality

• Exclusive-inclusive connection at xT = 1
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Direct Higher Twist Processes 

• QCD predicts that hadrons can be produced  
directly within hard subprocesses

• Exclusive and quasi-exclusive reactions

• Form factors, deeply virtual meson scattering

• Controlled by the hadron distribution 
amplitude

• Satisfies ERBL evolution

φH(xi, Q)
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Hadron Distribution Amplitudes

• Fundamental gauge invariant non-perturbative 
input to hard exclusive processes, heavy hadron 
decays. Defined for Mesons, Baryons

• ERBL Evolution Equations from PQCD, OPE, 

• Conformal Invariance

• Compute from valence light-front wavefunction 
in light-cone gauge
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• Anti-Shadowing is Universal

• ISI and FSI are higher twist effects and universal

• High transverse momentum hadrons arise only 
from jet fragmentation  -- baryon anomaly!

• renormalization scale cannot be fixed

• QCD condensates are vacuum effects

• Infrared Slavery

• Nuclei are composites of nucleons only

• Real part of DVCS arbitrary

• heavy quarks only from gluon splitting
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and nuclear structure in QCD at high energies. Many of them are relevant for understanding QCD final
states at the LHC, which often provide a background for physics beyond the standard model. The
topics addressed in this program have important ramifications for understanding the matter produced in
heavy-ion collisions at RHIC and the LHC.
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