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The near-threshold photo or electroproduction of heavy vector quarkonium off the proton is studied in
quantum chromodynamics. Similar to the high-energy limit, the production amplitude can be factorized in
terms of gluonic generalized parton distributions and the quarkonium distribution amplitude. At the
threshold, the threshold kinematics has a large skewness parameter &, leading to the dominance of the spin-
2 contribution over higher-spin twist-2 operators. Thus, threshold production data are useful to extract the
gluonic gravitational form factors, allowing studying the gluonic contributions to the quantum anomalous
energy, mass radius, spin, and mechanical pressure in the proton. We use the recent GlueX data on the J/y
photoproduction to illustrate the potential physics impact from the high-precision data from the future
Jefferson Laboratory 12 GeV and Electron-Ion Collider physics program.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, there has been rising interest in measuring
the photoproduction of J/y particles near the threshold.
Dedicated experiments with such a purpose are running
at Jefferson Laboratory, and similar experiments are
planned at the future Electron-Ion Collider [1]. It has been
proposed in Refs. [2,3] that the photoproduction of J /y can
be used to measure the gluon matrix element (P|F2|P) in
the nucleon and provide crucial information about the
trace anomaly contribution to the nucleon mass and mass
radius [2,4-7].

In the literature, different methods have been adopted to
analyze the process. In the vector dominance model [2,3,7],
the vector-meson photoproduction is related to the forward
meson-nucleon scattering where a direct operator product
expansion (OPE) in terms of gluonic matrix elements is
applicable [8—11]. Recently, this process has also been
approached using dispersive analysis [12,13] and holo-
graphic QCD [14-17]. However, a comprehensive
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understanding of the process in perturbative QCD in the
threshold region is still lacking except a few early attempts
[18,19]. This is sharply contrary to the large Q? and large W
diffractive region where the process has attracted attention
since the mid-1990s [20-24] with well-established all-
order factorization [25] in terms of generalized parton
distributions (GPDs) [26-28], and the Q% = 0, large W,
and small ¢ region where the factorization has been
explicitly shown at next to leading order [29]. In this
paper, we study the near-threshold photoproduction of the
heavy vector-meson with mass My in the heavy-quark
mass limit My — oo. In this limit, the process is dominated
by the direct photon coupling with the heavy quarks, and
the heavy-quark production through gluonic subprocesses
including possible intrinsic heavy flavor is suppressed by
ay(My) — 0. We show that the QCD factorization in terms
of gluon GPDs in Ref. [29] remains valid in the threshold
region as well. Different from the proposals in Refs. [2,3]
and recent calculations in a different limit [30,31], the
leading contribution comes from the tensor part of gluonic
energy momentum tensor (EMT) and high-dimensional
twist-2 gluonic operators, due to the emergent light-cone
structure in the large My, limit. The near-threshold region is
characterized by large skewness parameter £ ~ 1 regardless
of the Q% [31], and the gluon EMT dominates over high-
dimensional operators as well as three-gluon exchanges
[18,30]. Therefore, the process can be used to probe
the gluonic gravitational form factors of the proton,
which provide important information about the gluon
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contributions to the proton’s mass and spin as well as
pressure structures [4,5,32—-34].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 11, we
introduce the near-threshold kinematics of the process,
paying attention to the emergent light-cone structure in
the initial state. In Sec. III, we perform the analysis of the
two-gluon exchange diagram and express the amplitude in
terms of gluon GPDs. In Sec. IV, we Taylor expand the
amplitude in terms of moments of the GPD and show that
the cross section can be expressed in terms of the gluonic
gravitational form factors of the proton for the large
skewness parameter £ and the decay constant of the heavy
meson. In Sec. V, assuming the dominance of the spin-2
matrix element, we compare our prediction to experiment
data of J/y production using the results of the gravitational
form factors extracted from lattice calculation in Ref. [35]
and fit a parametrization of the form factors with the
GlueX [36] data, especially the M, and C(0), which are
important to the proton mass radius. With those fitted form
factors, we predict the cross section of Y production near
threshold. In Sec. VI, we study the polarization effects
and make predictions for polarization-dependent cross
sections which are important for disentangling various
form factors. Finally, we make several comments and
conclude in Sec. VIIL.

II. NEAR-THRESHOLD KINEMATICS

We first investigate the near-threshold kinematics of the
process. Without loss of generality, we work in the c.m.
frame as shown in Fig. 1, though the final result is frame
independent. The four-momenta of the incoming photon,
outgoing vector meson, incoming proton, and outgoing
proton are denoted by ¢, K, P, and P’, respectively. We
restrict ourselves to the real photon and near-threshold
region, although similar analysis can be extended to a finite
virtual photon mass Q. We choose the incoming proton to
move in the +z direction, as in the laboratory frame. In c.m.
frame, the magnitudes of the three-momenta can be
expressed in Lorentz scalars as

(1)

7 %W — (My + My)?) (W = (My = My )"
4W? ’

/

/
K//

FIG. 1. The heavy vector-meson photoproduction kinematics in
the c.m. frame.

- W2-M%
Bl =, @)
where we label the nucleon mass My, the c.m. energy
squared W? = (P + ¢q)> > (My + My)?, the average pro-
ton four-momentum P = (P’ + P)/2, four-momentum
transfer A = P’ — P, and associated invariant ¢ = A%, In
the heavy-quark limit, the vector-boson mass My > M.
As a result, W > My, and the incoming proton travels
almost along the + light-cone direction in terms of the
light-front coordinate x* = (x° 4 x?)/v/2, where x* is a
four-coordinate. One has

Pt —2p*, (3)

. p+ .
with p =£5(1.1,0,) and n = —= (1. ~1,0, ) being two
opposite light-cone unit vectors. The four-momenta of the
final-state proton and vector meson are

K = (K |K[?), (4)

P' = (P".~|K]?), (5)

where ¢ can be in any spatial direction.

In this paper, we mainly focus on the threshold region
defined by the condition that the velocity of the final-state
proton = |K|/P" is of order 1. This condition implies
that the velocity of the heavy meson is of order (’)(%—C’) and

Pt = M—; (1+ (9(%—’;)) Right at the threshold, the invariant
momentum transfer ¢ equals

_ MyMy,
My +M,’

(6)

—I

which is of order My M in the heavy-quark limit. As W
increases, the allowed region of —f forms a band
(17 min (W), [l max (W)] between the backward case with
—t = |t|i, and forward case with —¢ = |7|,,,,. Near the
threshold, both of them are of order O(MyMy), much
larger than M 12\, In the standard notation of GPDs [27], this

implies that the skewness
My
1+0(—1, 7
" <M V) )

A-n PT—PF

T i T

is close to 1, which has also been observed for the large Q2
region [31]. In Figs. 2 and 3, we show the ¢ value on the
(W, —t) plane for J/y and Y production in the kinemat-
ically allowed region. This condition £ — 1 near threshold
will allow us to study the form factors of the gluon EMT as
we discuss later.
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FIG. 2. & on the (W, —r) plane in the kinematically allowed
region with M;,, = 3.097 GeV.
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FIG. 3. ¢ on the (W, —1) plane in the kinematically allowed
region with My = 9.46 GeV.

III. LEADING-ORDER QCD FACTORIZATION

We now proceed to consider the amplitude of the process
written as

M(CI)=/d4zeiq'Z<P’,K(8v)|€,41”(Z)IP>, (8)

where J* is the electromagnetic current operator, ¢ is the

polarization vector of the photon normalized as &2 = —1,
and |K(ey)) denotes the vector-meson state with momen-
tum K and polarization vector ey normalized as &}, = —1

and satisfying K - ¢y, = 0. All states are normalized cova-
riantly. In the heavy-quark limit, the leading-order con-
tribution to M is given by two-gluon exchange diagrams as
illustrated in Fig. 4. To calculate these contributions, we
perform the following approximations which are justified
in leading order in (’)(%—”V’) and O(ay).

First, since the momentum transfer is mostly in the light-
cone direction p, only the + components of the loop

(b)

FIG. 4. Examples of leading Feynman diagrams that contribute
to heavy vector-meson photoproduction.

momenta [ and —A — [ for the gluons are kept in the heavy-
quark loop and can be expressed as

A

—E+l:(§+x)p+"" ©)
_g—zz(g—x)p+---, (10)

where —1 < x < 1 is the momentum fraction for [ In the
threshold region, & approaches 1 in the heavy-quark limit,
though we will keep the £ dependence in general.

Second, at the large My limit, we perform the non-
relativistic approximation to the heavy-meson wave func-
tion, which amounts to the substitution

I—py &y 1+ py -,
L ),

(11)

Here, vy is the four-velocity of the vector meson, and the
scalar function ¢ (k) corresponds to the distribution ampli-
tude of the vector meson. The relative momentum between
the quark and antiquark is of order O(agMy) for hydro-
genlike systems, and to the leading order in «,, we can
further approximate the wave function as

(K(ev)ly(=k = K)y(k)|0) =
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o0 = 2ot (k=520 ) [ K g
— a5 (k=" )9(0), (12)

where the velocity vy of the final-state heavy-meson can be
approximated as the static one v = (1,0,0,) to leading
order in %—: The ¢(0) = \/2My /3ynr(0) is proportional
to the nonrelativistic hydrogenlike wave function yyg at
the origin. The above meson wave function can be studied
more systematically with nonrelativistic QCD, which
shows that the leading correction to the wave function is
indeed suppressed by order ag(My) [37-39].

Finally, we notice that for collinear gluons in light-cone
gauge AT =0, the A~ component is suppressed by the
large boost factor. Therefore, to the leading-order approxi-
mation, it is sufficient to keep the transverse components of
the gluon gauge potential only.

Given these approximations, we can evaluate the
Feynman diagrams in light-cone gauge straightforwardly.
The result for the leading amplitude M ey, ) reads

B 8\/§7ta5(MV)

M(ey.e) = M2 $"(0)G(1,¢)(ey - €).  (13)

Here, the function G(¢,&) implicitly depends on the
polarization of the initial and final proton which is sup-
pressed and can be expressed in terms of the gluon GPDs as

G(1, &) = zig /_ 1 WA EF, (). (14)

where the hard kernel A(x, &) reads

A(x’5)5x+§l—i0_x—§l+io‘ (15)
The standard gluon GPD F |, is defined as [40]
Fy(x.8,1)
- (131+)2 / ;_iefﬂwqur{F " i(— %”) F} (%”) }|P>,
(16)
where the states are normalized as (P|P)=

2Ep(27)*53)(0) and the renormalization scale has been
omitted. Similar results as in Eqgs. (13) and (14) have
been derived in the literature both in the high-energy limit
[41,42] and in the heavy-quark limit [29], but not in the
threshold region as we are interested in here.

In Eq. (14), GPDs are evaluated at a generic . Near
the threshold and in the heavy-quark limit, ¢ approaches
infinity, and & is close to 1, as shown in Eq. (7). Therefore,
in principle, one should set £ = 1 in our equations above.
However, there are two reasons for us to keep the generic &
dependency.

First, the expression with generic & agrees with the
leading-order result in the kinematic region at large W and
small |¢] [29,41,42]. What we have shown is that in the
heavy-quark limit, the validity region of the leading-order
factorization formula (13), (14) in terms of GPDs can be
smoothly extended to the threshold region along the ¢,
line. It shows that the large My is sufficient to generate
light-cone structure even in the threshold region. Therefore,
our result can be viewed as a generalization of Ref. [29].

Second, although in the heavy meson limit £ approaches
1 near threshold, in reality, especially the production of
J/y, the kinematic finite meson mass corrections are
important. By using the physical &, one can expect to take
part of these kinematic corrections into account.

Given the amplitude above, we can calculate the cross
section, and the result is

do e*ep, 1 5
dr ~ 16z(W? — M3,)%2 12- (Miev. e)l%
polarization
2 2
agme 167a
o (16ra)” (ORIGELOR  (17)

AW -M3)* 3M;,

with e, the charge of the quark in the unit of proton
charge, and the photon and meson polarization are summed
over. The kinematic prefactor is the same as that in
Refs. [14,15], and in the second line it is shown that
the cross section of near-threshold meson production is
related to the nonrelativistic wave function at origin and the
gluon GPDs. Again, the renormalization scales in GPDs
and wave function have been omitted and shall be on the
order of M.

IV. EXPANSION IN MOMENTS OF GPD

As shown in Eq. (14), the entire gluon GPD enters in
the amplitude for the threshold region heavy quarkonium
production because of the light-cone dominance. However,
because &~ 1, one can Taylor expand the A(x,&) and
express the G(t,¢) in terms of the even moments of the
GPD,

G(t.&) = ZW/—I dxx¥"Fy(x,&,1).  (18)

n=0

The moments can be related to the matrix element of the
gluonic twist-2 operator 04" #2" [40]
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<P/|Ogﬂ1<--ﬂn72V|P>

Sua(P)yy'u(P) Y A (1AM Ak Pl P

i,even

A
4 Sa(p) T B §B" 1AM . AFi P P
AH
+ S2L AP u(P)mod (n,2)C, (1)A"1... AV, (19)
m

By parametrizing the GPD,

icT*A

1
Fyn.6) = s [y 60 () + . 000 T 2| (20)
the moments for the scalar functions H and E can then be written as [40]

l n
A dxxanﬁl(x’ é:’ t) = Z(2§)21Agn+2 2i + (25)2”+2C3n+2’ (21)

i=0

! 2 - 2ipg 2042 g

A dxx™"Ey(x,£,1) = 2(25) 'BYiani — (28)72C5, 10, (22)

i=0

where C-terms represent the highest power in £. In particular, for n = 0, we have

| antx.) = ALy(0) + 270y = )

0

/ CdXE,(x.&1) = Bly() - QOPCI = Ex(n.8).  (23)

0

for the leading moments of the GPDs.

As we will argue, the higher moment contributions shall
be suppressed in the threshold region. If one only keeps the
leading moment n = 0, the G(¢, &) becomes

1 / a+t a,+
Gt8) == e (P'| ZF 0)F(0)[P)
1 Tt

in terms of the matrix elements of gluon EMT in the proton.
We then can derive a formula for the cross section in terms
the gravitational form factors defined through following
parametrization of the matrix element of gluon EMT [27],

_ Pljghap
(P/|T%,|P) = (P") |A, ,(1)y"P") + B, (1) —aC
: ~ 2My,
A”AU—QWAZ _
+Cq,g(t) +Cq,g(Z)MNgW M(P)v

My
(25)

where A = A, , B = B, ), and C = C, are the same form
factors as in Eq. (23). It leads to the following form of

|G(t, &)|? after summing/averaging over the final and initial
proton spin,

1
6aF =5 { (1-577) B

—2E)(Hy + Ey) + (1 = &)(H, + Ez)z},
(26)

where H, = H,(1,¢) and E, = E,(1,£) are defined in
Eq. (23). Combining with Eq. (17), the cross section of
heavy vector-meson photoproduction can be expressed in
terms of those gravitational form factors. This result agrees
with the holographic QCD predictions [16,17] that the
leading contribution to the cross section is due to exchange
of 2% excitations, or the spin-2 twist-2 operators, instead
of the 07 F? operators suggested in Refs. [3,7]. However,
in the holographic approach, the twist-2 part of the
gravitational form factor is dual to the graviton exchange
and is free from the C, contribution. This differs from the
generic QCD parametnzatlon in Eq. (24). Because of the
EMT conservation, the quantum anomalous energy F~>
form factor can be related to the twist-2 ones here. If the
further limit £ — O is taken in Eq. (26), only the A form
factors are leading, and all the results agree. However, this
is inconsistent with our approximation here.

Here, we return to the validity of the moment expansion
in Eq. (18) and the leading moment approximation in
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Eq. (24). Notice that for generic & < 1, the G(¢) has
imaginary part

InG(1,&) & Fy(& & 1) + Fy(=& 1), (27)

which implies that the moment expansion in Eq. (18) has
some limitations. However, as & gets closer to 1 in the heavy-
quark limit, the above imaginary part vanishes in power of
1 — £. The renormalization group evolution will also help to
improve the convergence of the expansion at large renorm-
alization scale 4 ~ M. Indeed, it has been shown that the
asymptomatic form of gluon GPD reads [43,44]

F(x, &, 1) o (1 —2—2)%(1 —%) (28)

which vanishes quadratically at x = £. With this form of
asymptotic behavior, one can show that the expansion in
Eq. (18) is convergent. To summarize, Eq. (18) should be a
good approximation for G(z, £) in the threshold region where
Eisclose to 1.

Regarding the validity of the leading moment approxi-
mation in Eq. (24), one can read from Eq. (18) that, due to
the £ in the denominator, Eq. (18) is simultaneously a
moment expansion and a &' expansion. The closer the & to
1, the larger the contribution from the leading term n = 0.
Using the asymptotic form in Eq. (28), in the exact y ~
My — oo limit, the ratio between the contribution from
higher (n > 1) moments and the leading moment is

Z;ozl f—11 dx%ngym(X, 1)
[1 dxFg¥™ (x, &, 1) T4 (29)
—1 g LX)

and the total higher-moment contribution is 25%. Notice
that in the large Q? region, a similar estimation in favor of
the leading moment dominance was first performed
in Ref. [31].

Realistically, when y ~ My is not very large and £ is not
exactly at 1, we can use the ratio between the second and
the leading terms to estimate the effect of the high-order
terms. Using the explicit expressions for GPD moments in
Eq. (21), the ratio between second and leading moments
can be calculated as

Af )+ 4247, + 16E4CY

, 30
247, +42C) 0

for the moments of H, and
BZ’O + 45233’2 - 16§4Cf{ (31)

E(Byy—48C5)

for the moments of E. For a quick estimation, one can keep
only the A, form factors which equal to moments of gluon

parton distribution functions (PDFs) at ¢t = 0. Away from
t = 0, one can use the following dipole model:

AYy = (1 —mtz> - [) ' duxf, (). (32)

A

AYy = (1 —Lz> - A Laxlf, (). (33)

My

Here, f, is the gluon PDF at zero momentum transfer, and
my and my, are unknown dipole masses. Neglecting the
difference in dipole masses and using the recent CTEQ
global analysis [45], at renormalization scale u = 1.3 GeV,
one has

Jo dxx’f,(x)  0.038
& oy dexfy(x) &

For J/y production, one has & = 0.6 right at the threshold,
and the ratio is around 0.1, consistent with the dominance
of the leading moment. Away from the threshold, the ratio
increases as & drops, and the dominance of the leading
moment becomes less pronounced. As one increases the
renormalization scale, more momentum fraction is carried
by small x gluons, and the ratio becomes smaller. However,
since the form factor C is also important for the amplitude,
a more realistic estimation needs input from lattice
calculations.

(34)

V. GRAVITATIONAL FORM FACTORS FROM
THRESHOLD DATA

As we have discussed in the previous section, threshold
quarkonium photoproduction in the heavy-quark limit is
dominated by the nucleon’s gravitational form factors in the
leading moment approximation. In this section, we study
the phenomenology of determining these gravitational form
factors from realistic heavy quarkonium production data,
neglecting various higher-order corrections which we will
take into account in the future publication. We consider the
J/w photoproduction where there are more data available
near the threshold and predict the near-threshold Y photo-
production cross section where the heavy-quark expansion
works better.

A. J/yw photoproduction

To start with, we consider the J/y photoproduction total
cross sections from SLAC [46], Cornell [47], and the most
recent GlueX experiments [36]. Given that the GlueX data
seem to deviate from the SLAC and Cornell data, we will
focus on comparing with the GlueX result, which includes
more data as well as some measurements of differential
cross section.

Besides the physical constants such as the proton mass
My = 0.938 GeV, the J/y mass M;;, = 3.097 GeV, etc.,

we use the same as in Ref. [15]
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a(nb)
10}
1F
0.50f @f
0.10F *f* e Cornell
0.05F = SLAC
¢ GlueX
oottt v W(GeY)
4.0 45 5.0 55 6.0
FIG.5. Comparison of the cross section with gravitational form

factors given by lattice [35] with experiments data from SLAC
[47], Cornell [46], and GlueX [36].

ag(y =2 GeV) = 0.3. (35)

For the nonrelativistic wave function |yyg(0)/?, it can be

measured from the leptonic decay rate of J/y [39,48,49],

16 2 2 0 2
T(V > ete) = magyes W (0)] <1 _ 16%)' (36)

M%, 3z
Then, one has [49,50]
lynr (0)]? = 1.0952/ (47)(GeV)3. (37)

As for G(t,&), the input of gravitational form factors is
required. At large momentum transfer, it has been argued
that the form factors decay polynomially [51-53] based on
power-counting methods. Here, we use the gravitational
form factors from lattice calculations, which model those
form factors with dipole expansion

4,(0
(=

~—~—

Ay(1) = (38)

— ofit

e GlueX
010}

0.05F

0.01 L ‘ ‘ ! ‘ I W(GeV)
4.0 42 44 46 48 5.0

FIG. 6. Fit total cross section for J/y production compared
with the total cross section measured at GlueX [36]. The
95% confidence band is shown as the shaded region hereafter.

Cy(1) = -%p (39)

In a recent calculation, those parameters are found approx-
imately, m, = 1.13 GeV, m¢ = 0.48 GeV, A,(0) = 0.58,
and C,(0) = —1.0 [35], while the B,(f) form factor is
numerically small. These inputs without any fitting param-
eters yield the curve shown in Fig. 5.

On the other hand, our theoretical formulas allow us to
extract the gravitational form factors from the J/yw photo-
production data. Since the data are quite limited at this stage,
We choose to fit the GlueX total cross section and differential
cross section combined. If we have both A/ (0) and m fixed
to be the lattice values in order to avoid overfitting, we get
my = 1.64+0.11 GeV, C,(0) = —0.84 £ 0.82. In Figs. 6
and 7, we compare the fit results with the data from GlueX.
The uncertainties of m, and C,(0) indicate that the data are
more sensitive to m, rather than C,,(0) in the region of GlueX
data. One can of course explore other fitting scenarios
as well.

B. Y photoproduction

The above result can be used to predict the Y photo-
production rate near threshold with My = 9.46 GeV and
the wave function at origin for Y [49,50],

Iy (0) % = 5.8588/(47) (GeV)?. (40)

Considering the effect of running coupling constant,
ag = 0.2 is used for the Y production. Then, we have
the predicted total cross section as shown in Fig. 8 and the
predicted differential cross section in Fig. 9. The large mass
of Y implies that our calculation in the heavy meson limit
works better for Y production, as there are fewer theoretical
uncertainties from higher-order correction. However, the
production rate is suppressed by the heavy meson mass,
and thus the cross section is much lower than J/y.

do/dt(nb/GeV?)

M~ — dofit

o GlueX

0.5

0.2}

—t(GeV?)

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
FIG. 7. Fit differential cross section for J/y production

compared with the differential cross section at W = 4.58 GeV
measured at GlueX [36].
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a(nb)
0.005 [
0.001 |
5.x1074 |
1.x1074
-5 L " L 1 L | ' W(GeV
3110 105 11.0 15 12.0 125 10 oY)
FIG. 8. Solid line shows the predicted total cross section for Y’

photoproduction near threshold.

do/dt(nb/GeV?3)

0.001
5.x1074 |
1_x10_4\
5x1079 k- -
" ) ] . . _(GeV?)
1.4 16 1.8 2.0 2.2

FIG. 9. Solid line shows the predicted differential cross section
at W = 11.5 GeV for Y photoproduction near threshold.

C. Quantum anomalous energy, mass radius, and
pressure distribution

The gravitational form factors measured from J/y
photoproduction can be used to study mass, spin, and
pressure properties of the nucleon [4,7,27,32,34].

There are two methods to access the quantum anomalous
energy through the matrix elements of the EMT. The first is
through the matrix element of F2 suggested in Ref. [2]. In our
factorization, this is a subleading contribution. Alternatively,
one can also access the same quantity by considering the
trace of the full EMT,

H, = (P|,|P) (1)
= 1 (A,(0) + 4,(0)) My, 42)

where A,(0) and A/(0) are traditionally interpreted as the
momentum fractions carried by quarks and gluons, respec-
tively. The above relation comes from the conservation of the
EMT. Thus, fitting A,(0) through heavy-quarkonium pro-
duction data, one obtains the gluonic contribution to the
quantum anomalous energy, and the result can be compared
with the vector-dominance model analysis [2,54]. Of course,

it also provides an alternative determination of the gluonic
momentum fraction in the nucleon. It shall be clear that our
formula for the cross section works for the large 7. To
extrapolate to t = 0, one has to learn the ¢ dependence
through lattice QCD calculations.

The scalar and mass radii of the proton are defined
as [34]

(r*), = 6d2—§t)— 18%(2;),
(), = 6"%”— i;?v). (43)

The two different mass radii are related with the C(0)
term as

(44)

The gravitational form factors here are for the total EMT, so
one has A(t) = A () +A,(t) and C(1) = C,(t) + Cy(1).
For the quark contribution, we use the lattice data
C,.q4(0) =-0.267 or C,,,(0) =—0.421 depending on
the extrapolation method [55]. As for A, 4(t), one could
also fit the form factor with the above dipole expansion as

Ayealt) = ( Aura0) (45)

9
- 4) ?
7
MDi utd

for which one has the dipole mass mp; ., ~ 1.8 GeV and
A,+4(0) = 0.5 [56]. Then, the quark form factors combined
with the above gluon form factors from fitting give

(), = 6déz(rt) ~ (0.42 fm)?, (46)
() = =6 i;?v) ~ (0.54 fm)?, (47)
and then we have
(r), ~ (1.03 fm)?, (48)
(r?), ~ (0.68 fm)>2. (49)

One should be aware that those results are associated with
large uncertainties resulting from the lack of precision for
the fitted value C,(0) = —0.84 4 0.82.

The gravitational form factor C also provides a direct
access to the pressure and shear force distributions of the
nucleon [32,57-59]. Given our fit value C,(0) = —0.84 +
0.82 and combining with the lattice data mc = 0.48 GeV
in the dipole assumption (38), the gluon contribution to the
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FIG. 10. The gluon contribution to the pressure distribution
inside the proton from the combined lattice calculation [59] and
our fit to GlueX data.

pressure distribution is shown as Fig. 10. Here, we have
neglected the C contribution.

The above results serve as an example of measuring the
gravitational form factors from the photoproduction of heavy
vector mesons. Although the results rely on the input from
lattice calculations as well as the models for the form factors,
it can be a useful tool when more data are available and
higher-order corrections are taken into account. One can also
make a full GPD-based analysis directly using Eq. (14).

VI. CROSS SECTION WITH POLARIZATION

Up to now, we have only considered the unpolarized
cross section. In this section, we study the polarization
effect. By measuring the polarization of the photon and the
vector meson, we are able to verify the specific structure
gy, - € of the factorization formula (13) which will serve as a
crucial test of the factorization formula itself. Since
Eq. (13) also predicts that the matrix element G(z,¢)
contains all the proton polarization dependence, more
information on gravitational form factors can be extracted
by measuring the polarization of the proton. Notice that the
measurement of the polarization of the final-state proton
can be nontrivial [60,61]. In this section, we shall study the
polarized cross section from two different point of view, the
vector-meson polarization and the proton polarization.

Polarization observables allow us to separate out the
contributions from different form factors. In particular,
even though the B, ,(¢) is small, the polarized cross
sections can be sensitive to the B,(f) form factor which
is related to the gluon angular momentum [27]. If given
sufficient data with high precision, it might be possible to
shed some light on the gluon angular momentum contri-
bution to the proton spin.

A. Vector meson polarization

The total cross section is proportional to |M /ey, €)%,
and thus one has from Eq. (13)

do * * v
= % €ula:A)e(q. ey (K A)ey (K. X). (50)
In general, one could define the photon polarization
tensor and meson polarization as p,,(¢g) and py,,(K) so
9 & p,,(q)p}y (K). For a physical photon or meson, the

polarization tensor is simply
Pu(a) = €,(q.4)e,(q. 4), (51)
pV/UJ(K) = Ej\ﬁ/,y(K’ /1,>€V,D(K’ ’1/)’ (52)

while in the case in which they are virtual particle coupled
with leptonic current, the polarization tensor can be written
with those leptonic current as

p,uu(q) = ﬁ(ll s S])]/ﬂu(lz, SZ)a(lz9 SZ)ylzu(ll s Sl)’ (53)

with /; and S; the momenta and the polarization vectors
of the lepton and antilepton pair. They satisfy S; - [; =0,
§? = —1, and similarly for the vector meson. If we consider
the photoproduction process when the photon is on shell
and unpolarized, the polarization tensor can be written as

1 i
p/u/(‘]) = Eguiguj(éu - qqu)’ (54)
where §' is the unit vector in the direction of photon three-
momentum. As for the vector meson, assuming the final
leptons are unpolarized and averaging over the lepton
polarization, we have

1
pV;w(K) = _EKzgm/ + ll,/,tIZ,u + lZ,ﬂll.w (55)

with [, I, the momenta of the two leptons satisfying
[, + 1 = K, and thus we have

do K> - - -, =

—x—+10-L—=qg-1,g-1,. 56

dt0<2+12611612 (56)
The last term g ~7]€1-72 indicates that the cross section
depends on the angle between the momentum of outgoing
lepton and the momentum of initial photon and can be
examined by experiments.

B. Proton polarization

Here, we consider the polarization of the initial and final
proton. For a demonstration, let us consider the asymmetric
difference 5|G(t,&, 5, S)|? as

3|G(1.£.8.S)P=|G(1.£.5.5)P~IG(1.5.8' . =S)P.  (57)

which measures the difference in the cross section when the
spin S$* of the initial proton has been flipped. Notice the
polarization vector satisfies S-P =0 and S?> = —1 and
similarly for §’. Then, one has
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5lG(1. .5 S) = & {—s g [(1 -

)B 2B + B+ (1= 1B+ oY

: g
(P - S P-S)(P'-S
+ e+ Bl + O+ el +
St(p-8 STt
S 4 B0 - Oy - e8]+ S (s 4 B (59)

where E, = E5(t,¢) and H, = H,(1,£) are leading moments of GPDs defined in Eq. (23). When the initial proton is

transversely polarized, one can show that

1-5-8
1G(1,&,.8,5))? = TZK;(;, E8, 5+

S.8'

In particular, if both § and S are perpendicular the
scattering plane, then only the first term in Eq. (59)
survives, and the cross section is nonzero only when S,
S’ are parallel. For generic transverse spin S, ', the second
term is also nonzero. By measuring the cross section at
different S, S’, one is allowed to extract all three form
factors.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have made a heavy-quark expansion for
the vector-meson production at the threshold region in
QCD. The result shows that the cross section can be used to
measure the form factors of the gluonic EMT. Before
ending the paper, we would like to make several comments.

First, our calculation is performed only at leading order
in C)(%’; ) and O(ag). For application to J/w production,
since the J/y mass is not heavy enough, one expects large
mass correction and high-twist effect. A comprehensive
study of the mass correction is definitely very important but
is beyond the scope of the current paper. Beyond leading
order in O(ay), there are quantum corrections both from the
emission of virtual gluon and from the internal motion of
the vector meson [29]. For production of J/y, the order
O(ay) corrections can be significant [29]. A calculation of
these effects will be left to a future work.

Second, we should emphasize again that our result
should be viewed as a generalization of the leading-order
factorization in Ref. [29]. The kinematic region considered
therein is large W and small momentum transfer ¢,
corresponding to the large W part of the ¢, line. The
heavy-quark limit is performed after taking the large W
limit. In this work, we have extended the factorization
along the ¢, line into the entire threshold region where W
is of the same order of My, and is a single ultraviolet scale.
While the factorization seems to work in leading and next

S*(P'-S)
26 P+

(P-S)(P'-5)

E2. (59)

leading orders, the validity of the factorization theorem to
all orders in perturbation theory remains to be established.

Third, although in this paper we considered only the
small Q% ~ 0 region, at large Q?, the factorization formula
in terms of GPD should remain valid. In fact, as Q2
increase, the incoming proton becomes faster, and the
momentum transfer becomes larger. The light-cone struc-
ture shall be more relevant. This picture differs qualitatively
from the Euclidean OPE approach in Ref. [30].

Forth, we comment on the scalar contributions. In
Eq. (13), only the F*'F component has been kept due
to the standard power-counting rule of collinear gluon. If
one keeps all the terms, then the F*~F*~ contribution,
corresponding to the F? contribution, is proportional to
1 —¢& and is suppressed in the heavy-quark limit. A
detailed study of F? and the three-gluon contribution is
left to future work.

Finally, one should also notice that, although in the
current work only two-gluon exchange has been consid-
ered, starting from twist-3, there can be three-gluon
contributions as well. It has been argued in Ref. [18] that
in the near-threshold region the three gluon contributions
might be important. To further clarify the importance of the
three and more gluon contributions requires a thorough
power-counting analysis in the threshold region. A
thorough study of three-gluon contribution will be left to
a future work.

In conclusion, we have shown that the factorization
formula in terms of gluon GPD for the photo or elector
production of heavy vector meson in Ref. [29] remains to
be valid in the near-threshold region. At a large vector-
meson mass, the skewness £ is close to 1, and the amplitude
is dominated by the leading moment of the gluon GPD, the
gravitational form factors of the proton. This allows us to
extract alternatively the gluonic contribution to the momen-
tum and anomalous quantum energy. It also allows us to
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extract the gluonic C form factor (or D terms) and
determine the mass radius and pressure distribution of
the proton. We have applied our formalism to the case of
unpolarized J/yw production with GlueX data, and the
result is encouraging.
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