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1. Introduction

1 Introduction

The main focus of this diploma thesis lies on “dilepton physics”, meaning the observation
of dileptons (i.e. lepton pairs) from nuclear reactions. Dileptons play a major role in mod-
ern hadron physics, since they can be used to gain information about processes happening
inside nuclear matter, which would not be accessible otherwise. Their attractivity as a
probe of nuclear reactions is mainly generated by the fact that leptons, unlike quarks and
everything built from them (i.e. hadrons and nuclei), do not take part in the strong inter-
action. Thus they can traverse nuclear matter virtually undisturbed, being only slightly
deflected by the electromagnetic field of the nucleus. These so-called Coulomb corrections
are much smaller than the strong interactions that all hadronic probes are subject to, and
can usually be neglected. The term “dilepton” in general is used to refer to a pair of lep-
tons, i.e. ete”, uTp~ or 7777, In the context of this work however, it almost exclusively
refers to an electron-positron pair.

Dileptons are particularly useful to study the properties of vector mesons inside nuclear
matter. While the vacuum properties (like masses, decay widths etc) of most hadrons are
known to reasonable accuracy today, it is a much-debated question how these properties
change in nuclear matter and how they are influenced by the surrounding medium. In
particular for vector mesons there have been various theoretical predictions regarding
their in-medium masses and widths, which have triggered the interest of experimentalists,
who have been trying to experimentally verify (or falsify) the predictions. And still after
many years these questions have not been settled completely.

If we talk about vector mesons in this thesis, we usually refer to the light non-strange
vector mesons p°, w and ¢. All of these have a decay mode into e*e™, and if such a
decay happens inside nuclear matter, the emanating lepton pair can carry the in-medium
information outside to the detector, and through its invariant mass the in-medium mass
of the meson can be reconstructed. In this way it is possible to measure the in-medium
properties of the vector mesons.

Although a large amount of research is currently being done on dilepton production in
heavy-ion collisions, we will concentrate on elementary nuclear reactions here, especially
photon- and proton-induced reactions. These elementary collisions have a number of ad-
vantages, in particular they involve a more sharply defined density, and are simply cleaner
in general.

For the numerical simulation of various nuclear processes we use the GiBUU model, which
is a semi-classical BUU transport model, being developed at the University of Giessen.
This model takes care of the correct transport-theoretical description of the hadronic de-
grees of freedom in nuclear reactions and all the subtleties this may involve, including the
propagation, collisions and decays of particles in a nuclear environment.

We will start off in chapter 2 by describing the basics of the GiBUU model, before giving
an overview over the properties of vector mesons in vacuum in chapter 3. Chapter 4
will provide some details on dilepton decays and the calculation of dilepton spectra,
while chapter 5 will summarize the predicted in-medium effects on the vector meson
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properties. Chapters 6 and 7 come back to some more technical aspects, which one has
to deal with when working with transport models, namely final state decisions and off-
shell transport. After that chapter 8 will give an overview over the experimental status on
dilepton production in elementary nuclear reactions. Then chapters 9 and 10 will describe
some specific aspects of photon-induced as well as proton-induced reactions (including
some discussion of possible backgrounds), before chapter 11 presents our results for both
types of reactions, in the form of mass-differential dilepton spectra. Finally chapter 12
will close this thesis with a quick summary and an outlook.
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2 The Transport Model

Today microscopic transport models are a common tool for the numerical simulation of
nuclear reactions. A general overview over transport models can be found in [BG88] and
[KB94]. One rather simple-minded class of transport models are the so-called “Cascade
models”, which basically treat the nucleus as a collection of point-like nucleons, so that
nuclear collisions are reduced to the collisions of the nucleons. Usually a collision criterion
is set up, assuming two nucleons which approach each other closer than some threshold
to interact (“hard collisions”).

Apart from that most Cascade models use a pretty simplified model of the nucleus. For
instance they neglect any Fermi motion of the nucleons, assuming they are at rest inside
the nucleus, and therefore they also cannot describe effects like Pauli blocking. Moreover,
Cascade models usually do not include any mean field potentials.

Another, more complex, class of transport models are BUU models, which in contrast to
the Cascade models include a mean field potential. This mean field is generated by the
sum of all nucleons and binds them together in the nucleus. It also enables the model to
give a Fermi momentum to the nucleons without the nucleus falling apart, which means
that also Pauli blocking can be incorporated.

But the mean field also leads to the fact that the motion of the nucleons is much more
complex than in a Cascade model, where the nucleons are not interacting in between their
hard collisions. Now their dynamics is governed by the Boltzmann-Uehling-Uhlenbeck
equation, which will be discussed in detail in this chapter.

Our approach to nuclear transport is a BUU model called “GiBUU” (i.e. “The Giessen
BUU project”) [GiB], which has been developed in Giessen for many years. It is a unified
transport model which is intended for use with various types of nuclear reactions, including

e clementary eA, vA, vA, pA and A reactions
e as well as heavy-ion collisions

in a broad energy range (MeV - GeV regime). In this work we will concentrate on
elementary reactions (7A and pA) with energies of a few GeV.

2.1 The BUU equation

The general BUU equation, representing the basis of our transport model, is given by

[po — H, g%+ [Re(g), 2] = £<¢° — 7¢< . (1)

Here g< denotes the Wigner transform of the real-time Green’s function, g is the retarded
Green’s function and g~ represents the density of hole states in phase space. H is the
one-particle Hamiltonian, ¥< and ¥~ are self energies (gain and loss term). For details
see e.g. [Eff99] chapter 2.1 or [Leh03]. A full derivation can be found in [KB94]. The
square brackets denote the Poisson brackets, which are defined as

0A 0B 0A 0B
Op,, Ozt Oz, Op

[A>B] =
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The BUU equation (1) consists of three parts: The right-hand side is usually called the
“collision term”, because it governs the decays and collisions of particles. It includes a gain
term, which corresponds to the creation of particles, and a loss term, which corresponds
to their destruction. The second Poisson bracket on the left-hand side is often referred
to as the “off-shell term”. It contains the off-shell dynamics of broad resonances. In this
chapter we will neglect this term, and come back to it later in chapter 7. Finally, the first
Poisson bracket, called the “Vlasov term”, is the most basic part of the BUU equation.
In the absence of the other terms, it describes the propagation of stable, non-interacting
particles through a mean field.

Given ¢g< and g~, we can introduce the spectral function A and the width I' by defining

A = g7 Fg° =2Im(g),
I = X F3° =2Im(%),

where the upper sign applies to bosons, the lower one to fermions. In addition a phase
space distribution function f is assumed to exist, which obeys

g= = fA,
g = (1+fA.

The spectral function can be shown to have a relativistic Breit-Wigner form if one uses a
relativistic Hamiltonian:

2 u*r
Ap) = ;(Mz — M?)? 4 42T2 :

Here the normalization is chosen such that

/A(u)du =1.

The Hamiltonian H in eq. (1) is given in its most general relativistic form by

H o=+ D)2+ (5= A2+ A, £

with a scalar potential U and a vector potential A* = (A°, A).

2.2 Test-Particle Ansatz

To solve the BUU equation numerically one usually makes a “test-particle” ansatz, which
means replacing the continuous phase space distribution f by a large number of so-called
test particles, whose distributions are given by sharp J-functions:

F(75,t) — Zé(f— ()05 — pi(t)) -

Also the spectral functions of the test particles are assumed to be d-functions:
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= 3 80— muft)

Normally the masses m; of the test particles should be constant. However, we will see
in chapter 7 that in the off-shell propagation scheme the masses may vary for particles
traveling through density gradients.

With the two replacements above, the total distribution of the particles, which was called
g< before and which we will call F' in the following, becomes

F(Fp,p°t) = g< = fA— Zé 0(p — pi()o(p° — pi(t)) , (3)

where we substituted the /-function in mass with a d-function in energy. This is equivalent
(apart from normalization, which we left out here anyway), since mass and energy are

related by (2).

2.3 Particle Propagation

Before trying to solve the full BUU equation (1), we will start by neglecting both the off-
shell term as well as the collision term. This leaves us with the so-called Vlasov equation

[pO_HvF]:Ov (4)

which describes a situation where we have stable, non-interacting particles propagating
through a mean field. To find the equations of motion for our test particles, we will have
a closer look at this equation by expanding the Poisson bracket:

po— H)OF _ 9(po — H) OF

Po ] op,  a+ oz,  p+
_ O —H)OF _ O(po— H)OF _ 0(po — H) OF  0(po — H) OF
dpo ot op o7 ot dpo or op

(1_8_H>8F OHOF OHOF _OH OF

ope) ot T op oz oz op T ot ope

From this we can write the time derivative of F' as

p__ 1 [0HOF OHOF 90HOF
- 07 op  0p 07 ot Opo

On the other hand we can get F' from the test-particle ansatz (3):

po_ OF. OF. OF g
= ot aE T T P
8F; oF . OF

Combining both expressions yields the equations of motion for the test particles:
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N 1 OH
i = T 9H A=

L= G 0P
. 1 OH
pz 1_2_]-]8777 ()

PO
o 1 oH
b = 191 gt -
PO

The term 0H/Opo will usually vanish. One of the rare cases where it does not, is when
using an “off-shell potential” (see chapter 7). Omne can see that for dH/0py = 0 the
first two become the classical Hamiltonian equations. For 0H /0t = 0 the last equation
simply enforces energy conservation. In the numerical simulation one has to use discrete
time steps, at which collisions can happen. In between the collisions the particles just
propagate according to these equations.

2.4 On-Shell Approximation

One can simplify the BUU equation by making the approximation that the width T is
small, so that all particles sit on their mass shell (i.e. 4 = M) and the spectral function
becomes a d-function:

A(p) =6(p— M) .

Under this assumption one can show that the “off-shell term” vanishes, and the remainder
of the BUU equation can be rewritten in terms of the phase space distribution function
f, instead of ¢g= and ¢~:

0 OHO O0HO
—t = == =1+ f)—-X7f. 6
(aﬁamw 8F8ﬁ)f (1) -2 (6)
This is the BUU equation in the on-shell approximation. For later use we introduce here
a shorthand notation of this equation, labeling the left-hand-side Vlasov operator by D,

so that the equation becomes:
Df = deoll -

2.5 The Collision Term

Up to now we have not explicitly dealt with the fact that there are multiple species of
particles involved in the nuclear reactions we want to simulate. There are some “stable”
ones (N, A, m, K, etc), but also many unstable baryonic and mesonic resonances. In
principle each particle species ¢ has a corresponding phase space distribution function f;,
each of which obeys the BUU equation

szz = Leoll -

So there is actually not only one BUU equation, but many of them. Now without the
collision term all particles propagate independently (under the influence of the mean field)

6
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without interacting. But once we turn on the collision term we get interactions between
the particles. In this respect the collision term is what couples all the BUU equations
together. However, strictly speaking, the BUU equations are already coupled by the mean
fields.

Now we can split up the collision term into several components, each characterized by the
number of initial state particles which take part in the interaction:

Ieon=hL+L+1Is+....

According to this scheme [; denotes the “one-body processes” (i.e. particle decays A —
X), Iy stands for the two-body processes A + B — X, and I3 includes all three-body
processes A+ B + C' — X. In principle there would be also higher terms, but these only
play a role at very high densities (see [Lar(07]), and are not implemented in GiBUU.

But the collision term is also divided in a different respect, namely in terms of the energy
regime: Since GiBUU is a unified transport model which has the ambition to be valid
over a large range of energies, not all of the involved processes can be described via the
same model. In particular there is a low energy part, where collisions are treated via
a resonance model, and a high energy part, which is based on the Lund string model
PYTHIA [Py]. The border between both parts is drawn at 2.2 GeV for baryon-meson
collisions and at 2.6 GeV for baryon-baryon collision. In the region around this crossover,
events from both models are mixed to get a smooth transition.
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3 Vector Mesons in Vacuum

Before being able to study the in-medium behavior of vector mesons, one first has to know
their vacuum properties. The following table shows some of the characteristics of the p,
w and ¢ meson:

P’ w ¢
M [GeV] | 7755 782.65 | 1019.46
I [MeV] | 1494 8.49 4.26
cr [fm] 1.3 23.4 44.4

hadr. BR | 2m: 100% | 3m: 89% | 2K: 84%
70y 9% | pr?: 13%
2m: 2% 3m: 3%

efe" BR | 4.7-107° | 7.18 -107° | 29.7-107°

Table 1: Vector meson properties.

Besides their pole mass and width, also the most important decay modes are listed (as
implemented in the GiIBUU model), which we will discuss now, starting with the hadronic
decays, and after that treating the dilepton decays.

3.1 Hadronic Decays

For the parametrization of the hadronic decays of the vector mesons we follow the treat-
ment of Manley [MS92], which assumes that the partial width of a particle V' decaying
into two particles a and b is given by:

pab(m)
par(Mo)

Here m is the actual mass of the particle V', M, is its pole mass, F?,_,ab =Ty_a(Mp) is
the partial width at the pole mass and the function pg, is defined as:

FV—>ab (m) = F?/—uzb

pualim) = [ dmdm Au(m) Ao L 3 (0 ).

In this formula m,, and m; denote the masses of the particles a and b (which are integrated
over), A, and A, are their spectral functions and py is the final state momentum of a and
b in the rest frame of V:

pfc(m, M, M) = % (m? = (ma +my)?) (m* = (mq —my)?) .

Finally, L is the orbital angular momentum of a and b in the final state and B are the
so-called “Blatt-Weisskopf functions”. The parameter R is usually called the “interaction
radius”, which is assumed to be 1 fm. In principle there could be multiple partial waves
in the final state with different L, but we only use the lowest possible L which is allowed
by angular momentum and parity conservation. The explicit expressions of the first few
By, are the following:
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Bo(l') = 1
Bl = s
Bo(z) = <

N

A summary plot of the vacuum widths of the vector mesons is shown in figure 1. Alterna-
tive parametrization can be found e.g. in [Miih07]/[KKW96]. We chose to use the Manley
parametrization, since it has a flatter mass dependence, and therefore works better with
our off-shell potential (see chapter 7). And since the mass dependence of this meson width
has never really been measured, there is no way to tell which parametrization is the better
one.

3.1.1 The p meson

The only significant hadronic decay mode of the p meson is p — 77, which has a
branching ratio of almost 100%. The general formula shown above can be simplified a
lot when applied to the specific case of p — 27. This is due to the fact that here the
decay products are ’stable’ (i.e. with respect to the strong interaction), which means their
spectral functions can be approximated by d-functions and the integrals over m, and my,
collapse. Furthermore, both decay products have equal masses, so that p; simplifies to
p; = m?/4 —m2. The angular momentum in the final state must be L = 1 (neglecting
higher partial waves), since the p is a vector particle, while the pions are pseudo-scalars.
This means that the function p,, becomes

R2p3

f

prnl(m) = ——PL__
m(1+ R?p?)

Since the 27 decay is the only decay mode of the p which is explicitly implemented in our
model (the decay into eTe™ is only implicitly implemented through our dilepton analysis,
see chapter 4), we can only treat p mesons with masses larger than 2m, in the vacuum.
Lighter ones can not decay into 27, and therefore would be practically stable. This means
that we have to assume a minimal p mass of

min

py = 2my

in the vacuum. As we will see later, this limit will not be valid any more in medium.

3.1.2 The w meson

The dominant decay channel of the w meson is w — 777~ 7° with a BR of about 90%.
Since the Manley analysis only treats two-body final states, we cannot apply it to this
three-body decay. Instead we take the three-body decay width formula found in [PDG]:

1 1

b= (27)% 16M2 (M 157 5| dmi2d €2 dQs.
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H [GeV]

Figure 1: Vacuum decay widths of the p, w and ¢ mesons.
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For simplicity we assume the matrix element M to be constant, and the distribution of
the angles 27 and 23 to be isotropic. If we then forget about overall constant factors, we
get the following dependency:

1o
Loy [l

Here mis = (p; + po)? is the invariant mass of particle 1 and 2, |p}| is their absolute
momentum in their CM frame and |p3| is the absolute momentum of particle 3 in the
rest frame of the decaying particle. After integrating out mis numerically, this formula
gives us the mass dependence of the width, which we normalize to the value at the pole
mass. In addition we also limit the w — 37 width to values not larger than 20 MeV. This
is done in order to avoid problems with the off-shell propagation (see chapter 7), which
puts certain restrictions on the behavior of I'/dm (i.e. it does not work if OI'/Om is too
large).

The minor decay modes of the w (w — 7y and w — 777, both below 10%), are treated
via the Manley parametrization (analogous to p — 7"7~), with L =1 for both.

The lightest decay mode which is implemented for the w is 7%y. Therefore w mesons in
the vacuum cannot be lighter than

min __
My = Mg,

since the vacuum spectral function vanishes below this value.

3.1.3 The ¢ meson

For the ¢ meson, the two-body decays (¢ — KK and ¢ — pr) are again treated via the
Manley analysis, while ¢ — 777" is treated analogously to w — w7 ~7". The lower
limit for vacuum masses here is

3.2 Leptonic Decays

The leptonic decay widths of the vector mesons can be calculated using the theory of
vector meson dominance (VMD), which assumes that the photon couples to hadrons
dominantly via an intermediate vector meson. We will discuss here shortly two different
flavors of VMD.

3.2.1 Strict VMD

The most radical form of VMD is the so-called strict vector meson dominance, which
is sometimes also referred to as the second representation of VMD. It assumes that the
photon couples to hadrons exclusively via vector mesons, and is described by the following
Lagrangian [OC97]:

1 1 1 em? 1/ ¢e\?
Lovmp = - L FH — ZVWV“” + Em%/V#V“ — gV, J" — gVV V, A"+ 3 (g—v) mi A, AR

11



3.2 Leptonic Decays 3. Vector Mesons in Vacuum

Here A, is the photon field, F,, = 0,4, — 0, A, its field tensor, V, is the vector meson
field and J* is the hadronic current, describing all hadron fields except the vector mesons.
The first two terms in the Lagrangian are simply the kinetic terms of the photon and
vector meson fields, the third is the vector meson mass term and the fourth couples the
vector mesons to other hadrons (e.g. p — 27). The last term is a photon mass term,
which is an artifact of this strict VMD model. What is actually most interesting to us is
the second-to-last term, which couples the vector meson field to the photon:

2
emsy,
av

So the vector mesons can only decay to ete™ via an intermediate photon. For a vector
meson of mass i the decay width then is proportional to the squared photon propagator
(i.e. oc u=*) and a phase space factor, i.e. the final state momentum of the leptons

by = V:u2/4_m3r %%117

which is just linearly proportional to u if one neglects the pion mass. This means that
overall the dilepton decay width is proportional to ;~3, and can be parametrized in the
following way:

Ly ="V A"

4
m
PV_>e+ef (M) = Cvlu—;/

Here my is the vector meson pole mass, and Cy is a constant which can be determined
by the mass and width at the pole (values taken from [PDG]):

V [ my MeV] | Ty MeV] | Tee/Tror | Lee [keV] | Cy = Loe/my
p | 7755 1494  [470-107° | 7.022 | 9.055-10~°
w| 782.65 849 | 7.18-107°| 0.610 | 7.789-107"
¢ | 1019.46 426 [297-107°| 1.265 | 1.241-107

Table 2: Dilepton decay constants for V' — ete™.

3.2.2 Extended VMD

In addition to strict VMD, there is also an alternative formulation of VMD, commonly
referred to as extended VMD or the first representation of VMD. In contrast to strict VMD
it does not demand the photon-hadron-coupling to go exclusively via vector mesons. Its
Lagrangian has the following form [OC97]:

1 1 1
Lovap = =7 Fu ™ = 2V VI + §m%/V#V” — gV, J" —eA,J" — 200
The first four terms here have already appeared in the sVMD Lagrangian, and it is the
last two that make the difference. The second-to-last term is the direct photon-hadron-
coupling, which was absent in sVMD, while the last term is the photon-VM-coupling,

which here takes a tensor form (with the vector meson field tensor G, = 9,V, — 9,V,,).

_© F,,GH.
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One virtue of this model is that it does not require a photon mass term (in contrast to
sVMD), and in principle it should be considered superior. Using eVMD one can determine
the dilepton decay width of the vector mesons to be:

FV—>6+6_ (M) = CVMLV

Now the problem is that we actually cannot use the eVMD model in our transport cal-
culation. The reason for this is that here the photon has two ways for interacting with
hadrons: the direct coupling and the coupling through vector mesons. To calculate dilep-
ton production rates one would have to add both contributions coherently. But since we
use a transport model where the vector mesons are propagated explicitly, this coherent
summation is not possible. Therefore we have to use the sVMD width for the dilepton
decays of the vector mesons.

13
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4 Dilepton Decays

This chapter will provide some more detail about the physics of dileptons and the most
important dileptonic decay modes. As said before, one main aim of studying dileptons
is to analyze the properties of vector mesons in nuclear matter. Since the neutral vector
mesons p°, w and ¢ all have a direct decay mode into an electron-positron pair, the
invariant mass of the vector meson in nuclear matter can be reconstructed if the dilepton
pair is measured. In addition to the direct decay modes some particles also have Dalitz
decays involving dileptons, e.g. into eTe~v or eTe~7’. These are not quite as useful as the
direct modes, since the invariant mass cannot be reconstructed from the dilepton only,
but they are still relevant (at least as a background) and will also be included in the
analysis. Apart from the vector mesons, we also include some dileptonic decay channels
of the 7%, the n and the A9 Unfortunately, the branching ratios of most dileptonic
decays are only in the sub-permille range, which means these events are relatively rare
and therefore hard to detect. Nevertheless, there are a number of experiments which
have done successful dilepton measurements (see chapter 8). The following table gives a
summary of all dileptonic decay modes included in the analysis:

particle | mass [MeV] | width [MeV] decays BR
P’ 775.5 149.4 —ete” 4.7-107°
w 782.65 8.49 — ete” 7.2-107°
— mlete” 7.7-107%
0] 1019.46 4.26 — ete” 2.97-1074

70 134.98 7.8-1076 —ete ™y 1.2%
i 547.51 1.3-1073 — ete” 7.7-107°

— ete ™y 0.6%
A0 1232 118 — NWHOete= | 7.7.1074

Table 3: Dilepton decays.

4.1 Elementary Cross Sections

In the following elementary cross section formulae will be derived from first principles.

4.1.1 Direct Dilepton Decays

The most important production process of dileptons is the direct decay of a vector meson:
V — eTe™. Here the cross section for this process will be calculated, assuming that the
vector meson was created by photo-production on a nucleon. This can easily be generalized
to other VM-production mechanisms (e.g. proton-induced processes). More details can
be found in [Eff99] and [Miih07].

So we want to derive the cross section of a two-stage process: YN — XV — Xete™. We
start by writing the cross section in terms of a matrix element, the phase space and some
boosting and normalization factors:

14
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27
do_N’Y—>Xe+e* = 4’p(N ’>\/—
vy

Now we can (approximately) factorize both the matrix element and the phase space:

|IMny— xete |2d®s(Ny — Xete™).

’MN'y—>XVﬂXe+e*|2 = ’MN7—>XV‘2 . |7)V’2 : ‘MV—>6+6*|2
dP3(Ny — XV — Xete ) = dPy(Ny — XV)d®o(V — ete™)(2n)dp;,

Further we have dp?, = du? = 2udyu, where p is the mass of the vector meson, and the
two-particle phase space factor can be evaluated in its CM frame:

1 [Pete|
dd,(V ter) = CfdDte-.
Also, the matrix element for the leptonic decay of the vector meson can be written in
terms of the corresponding width by using:

|pe+e ‘

M—>ee*2'
Sm)2 My et

FV—>e+e* -

Moreover, the vector meson propagator

1

= ap s i

is related to the spectral function by

2p°

2
Ay = ?'u]mPV = Py,

(Remark: The spectral function is normalized so that [ A(u)dp = 1.)
So the matrix element becomes

47T2 FV—» +e—
|MN7—>XV—>X6+€7| |MN’y—>XV| tite
Pete- | FV
Now, if we put all this together, the cross section is:
do—N'yﬂXVHXeJre* FV—>e+e* (,u)
| LI Voeten \F)
d/L Ny—XV V(M) F%?t(ﬂ/)

Here, the cross section oy, xy has absorbed the corresponding matrix element and phase
space factor, and the angular integration df2.+.- = 47 has been carried out.

4.1.2 Dalitz Decays

In analogy to the last section, one can compute the cross section for the process YN —
XQ@Q — Xete Y, where a particle () is produced, which has a Dalitz decay mode ) —
ete”Y:

dUNanQ—»(ae*Y / 1 dFQ—>e+e*Y
= [ duogA -
dyu HQ Q(MQ)th d OyN XQ(S)

15
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This looks similar to the cross section for the direct dilepton decay, but includes an
additional integration over the mass pig of the intermediate particle. For dI'g_o+.-x/dp

certain form factors and parametrizations are used, which can be found in [Eff99, chapter
2.7].

4.2 Dilepton Spectra on the Nucleus

Now that we know the cross section for the elementary processes, we have to deal with
dilepton production on a nucleus. We calculate this using the GiBUU model, which
has been introduced in chapter 2. However, the model includes only hadronic decays
explicitly. The dilepton decays are not implemented, since they are so rare. And even
if they were implemented, it would take a long time to produce a dilepton spectrum by
explicitly letting particles decay into dileptons.

Therefore we use a time integration technique (sometimes called the “shining method”),
to compute dilepton spectra. This means that we do not wait for a vector meson to
actually decay into a dilepton pair, but continuously integrate up its probability to do
such a decay over its whole lifetime. To get the dilepton rate from a vector meson V', one
basically has to calculate the following space-time integral:

dNVHe‘*‘e— > 1 —— Ty _ete-
W = /0 dtd37" (27T>3Fv(7°, t,p, /,L)fau)
Here Fy (7, t, P, ) is the phase space distribution function of a vector meson V. In principle
the time integral has to be done up to infinity, but of course at some point all vector mesons
have decayed (implying Fy, = 0). Actually one can already stop the simulation at some
time t, where all the mesons have propagated out of the nucleus, since in vacuum the
time dependence of the phase space function is simply given by an decaying exponential:

Fy(t) = Fv(tf) e Tvilt=ty)/y

This means the time integral can be carried out analytically, and one is left with

dN —ete b 1 I —ete
GWVoeter / didr—L Py 7,1, ) et 1)
d*pdp 0 (2m)3 v
1 — — FV*>€+€_(M)
+ d>r Fy(ritey,p,pp)——————.
| B BT

For the Dalitz decay of a particle Q — e*e™ X one can calculate the dilepton rate analo-
gously to the direct decay, but in addition an integration over the 4-momentum of X has
to be performed, which can be rewritten as an integral over the 4-momentum of Q:

dNQHeJre—X * d3pQ 1 dFQHe+e*X(/~L)
Qmeter X dtd®r dugFo(T,t, po, o) — , :
Ppdy /O @y ihe (7,1, Pg MQ)7 Fpdp
To sum up, the fig. 2 gives an overview over all hadronic contributions to the dilepton
spectrum for the example of a yvC' reaction with a photon energy of 1.5 GeV.

However, this is not the full story yet. This plot has been obtained by using the vacuum
spectral functions for the production of vector mesons inside the nucleus. Consequently,
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N,
~

0.6
H [GeV]

Figure 2: Dilepton spectrum for v+ C@1.5 GeV (vacuum spectral functions).

one can see that e.g. for the p channel, there is a sharp cutoff at y = 2m,, since the
p decays almost exclusively into 7+7~, so below the 27 threshold the vacuum spectral
function of the p is assumed to be zero. Analogously the threshold for the w lies at
i = my, and for the ¢ at u = 3m, (those can not be observed in the plot due to low
statistics). Also one can see that the spectra of the direct decays are proportional to
the VM spectral function, but weighted with a factor =3, so that the lower end of the
spectrum gets boosted significantly.

In a full-featured analysis one would have to include additional medium effects like a
broadening of the vector meson width inside the nucleus, due to collisions with the nu-
cleons (see chapter 5). This would mean that in the medium the spectral function would
not vanish any more below their vacuum thresholds, and we could produce e.g. p mesons
with p < 27 inside the nucleus. If such a particle would propagate out into the vacuum,
it would be stable with respect to strong decays (and, therefore, very long-lived). To
solve this problem, one has to take care of a correct description of the propagation of
“off-shell” particles (i.e. particles with masses far from the pole mass), and in particular
their mass evolution when traversing density gradients. This will be done in chapter 7.
After these issues have been dealt with, we will present some full in-medium spectra for
various reactions in chapter 11.
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4.3 Coulomb Corrections

In principle the leptons are deflected by the Coulomb interaction while leaving the nucleus.
However this only gives very small deviations in the dilepton spectra, even for heavy nuclei,
and can be neglected in most cases.

In [Miih07, chapter 6.4] it has been estimated that the invariant mass deviation which is
caused by Coulomb corrections is usually less than 1 MeV, which is smaller than the ex-
perimental resolution of most detectors. Therefore we safely neglect Coulomb corrections
throughout this work.

18
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5 In-Medium Effects

Since we want to learn about in-medium properties of vector mesons, we have to study
how these properties change when going from vacuum into the nuclear medium. The first
thing one can think of are standard nuclear many-body effects, which imply a broadening
of the meson width due to collisions with nucleons, as well as a possible appearance of
additional peaks in the mass spectrum through coupling to baryonic resonances. On top
of these rather well-known effects a possible shift of the pole mass in the medium has been
predicted (see [BM88, BRI1, HL92, LPM98]), which could be connected to the (partial)
restoration of chiral symmetry in the medium.

5.1 Collisional Broadening

The width of mesons traveling through the medium is modified, because the mesons
interact with the nucleons and their collisions generate an additional contribution to their
full width, which is then given by the sum of the vacuum decay width and the collisional
width:

Lot (1, |]7‘, p) = Fva0<,“) + Fcoll(,ua ‘ﬁ‘, p) -

Since this additional contribution is generated by the interaction between the mesons
and the nucleons of the surrounding medium, we first examine the cross sections for this
interaction.

5.1.1 VN Cross Sections

In our transport model, several processes are implemented which contribute to the cross
section of collisions between nucleons and vector mesons. For the p meson, these are

pN — 7wN
— pN
- R.

The last one denotes the excitation of the nucleon into any baryonic resonance R. This
actually represents the dominant contribution to the p/N cross section, and has several
components, most notably the D;3(1520), S3;(1620) and D33(1700). Also the elastic
process pN — pN is assumed to go via an intermediate resonance: pN — R — pN.

All resonance cross sections o4 g in our model are computed from the corresponding
partial widths T'g_q (see [Eff99, ch. 2.4.1]), which in turn are taken from the Manley
analysis [MS92].

Figure 3 shows the total VN cross sections with respect to mass and momentum of the
vector meson, assuming a nucleon at rest. For the p meson one can recognize three
ridges, which are the contributions of the aforementioned resonances, running along lines
of constant /s. For large energies the Donnachie-Landshoff parametrization is used
[DL95]

OyN — Xs° + Ys s
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Collisional Broadening

5. In-Medium Effects
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Figure 3: pN, wN and ¢N cross sections.
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which is motivated by Regge theory. The first term represents Pomeron exchange and
the second one p, w, f, a exchange. The two constants e = 0.0808 and n = 0.4525 are
the same for all processes, while the parameters X and Y are being fit separately for p/V,
wN and ¢N. In the plotted region the parametrization is almost constant and produces
the flat plane above the resonance region.

For the w meson, the following processes are included:

wN TN
TN
wlN

R.

L

The cross section for the 7N channel is obtained via detailed balance from the inverse
reaction
2
1py

OuwN—nN = gFUwN—wNa
7

where the parametrizations by Golubeva are used for o,n_,n [Gol97]. For the elastic
wN channel the parametrization by Lykasov are used [Lyk99]:

oy = [5.4410-exp(—0.6p)] mb,
: 4
inel

oine = 120 + —} mb .
N [ p

They only depend on the laboratory momentum p of the w meson. The inelastic para-
metrization is used for the 77w /N channel, whose cross section we assume to be

_ _inel
OuN—rrN = O—w]v — OwN—nN-

Recently there are indications that the parametrization of the inelastic wN cross section
by Lykasov may be too small by a factor of ~ 3 [Kot08], but this has not yet been
incorporated in our analysis. The resonance contributions for the w interfere strongly
among each other, and it is hard to make out individual contributions.

The ¢N cross section has the following components in our model:

oN — 7N
— maalN

— ¢N .

For all of these the Golubeva parametrizations have been used. For the ¢ no resonance
contributions are implemented.
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in the lab frame (left) and in the meson rest frame (right).
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5.1.2 Collisional Width

Assuming infinite nuclear matter, low density and zero temperature, the collisional width
in the rest frame of the nucleus (which is usually identical to the “laboratory frame”) can
be calculated as follows:

Fcoll = P < UpelOVN > . (7)

Here the brackets indicate a momentum integral over the Fermi sphere, p denotes the
density, v, is the relative velocity of the scattering partners, oy is the inclusive cross
section for the collision of a nucleon N and a vector meson V. A full derivation of this
formula can be found in [Eff99, chapter 2.4.2].

The in-medium width plays an important role for two different effects: The first one is
off-shell propagation (see chapter 7), where the in-medium width is needed in the lab
frame, as displayed in eq. (7). In addition to this we also need the in-medium width for
in-medium spectral functions, according to which we assign the masses of particles which
are produced inside the nucleus (see chapter 6). For this purpose the in-medium width is
needed in the meson rest frame, which is related to eq. (7) by a simple Lorentz factor:

D(RF) — . Tab)

In principle the collisional width depends on the mass and absolute momentum of the
meson as well as the proton and neutron density in the medium: T'.u(m,|Dl, pp, pn)-
Figure 4 shows the mass and momentum dependence of the collisional width for the p,
w and ¢ meson at normal nuclear density po = 0.17 fm™ (in isospin symmetric nuclear
matter, where p, = p, = po/2), both in the meson’s rest frame and the laboratory frame.
The density dependence is not shown here, but can be assumed to be linear according to
eq. (7), apart from some Pauli blocking effects.

For the p meson the large bump is the contribution of the D;3(1520) resonance. The other
resonance contributions (mentioned above) are too small to be recognized in a linear plot.

5.2 Pole Mass Shift

In addition to the effects discussed in the last section, also a shift of the pole mass has
been predicted for vector mesons in the medium. This has first been claimed by Bernard
and Meissner [BM88], and was later investigated by Brown and Rho [BR91], who used an
effective Lagrangian approach to predict that the pole mass of the vector mesons should
drop by about 20% at normal nuclear density, based on the assumption of chiral symmetry
restoration:

my(po)
my

~ 0.8.

Just shortly after them Hatsuda and Lee came to a similar result using QCD sum rules
[HL.92]. They derived a linear scaling law of the pole mass with respect to density:
my (p) p s)

~]1—a—.
my Po
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5.2 Pole Mass Shift 5. In-Medium Effects

In their theory the parameter o was estimated to be a = 0.16 £ 0.06, which is consistent
with the o = 0.20 of Brown and Rho. However, Hatsuda and Lee assumed the p spectral
function to be a simple d-function in their analysis.
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Figure 5: Constraints on in-medium properties of the p meson via QCD sum rules

[LPMOg].

Later it was found by Leupold and Mosel [LPM98] that QCD sum rules can not only be
satisfied by a simple mass shift as proposed by Hatsuda/Lee, but also by a combination
of mass shift and a simultaneous broadening of the width. They assumed a Breit-Wigner
spectral function, and could constrain the allowed values of in-medium pole mass and
width to a certain band, as shown in figure 5 for the p meson at nuclear saturation density
po (where the vacuum values are marked by a dot). For the dashed band the sum rule is
fulfilled with a deviation of d < 1%, for the full band the deviation is d < 0.2%. Both use
a Borel window of AM? > 0.6 GeV?. The parameter £ parametrizes the deviation of the
the four-quark condensate from a product of two-quark condensates, and characterizes
one of the three parameter sets examined in [LPM98].

This band of allowed values leaves room for various scenarios: One possibility to fulfill
the sum rule would be the pure dropping mass scenario as predicted by Brown/Rho and
Hatsuda/Lee, another one would be an increase of the width while the pole mass is left
unchanged. And in principle also an increasing pole mass is possible if the increase in
width is large enough.

Such a rising p mass has been proposed e.g. in [Pis95], motivated by the idea that the
p might become degenerate with the heavier a; if chiral symmetry is restored. However,
such an upward shift seems rather unlikely in the sum rule analysis of [LPM98], since
it would require a very large width. If we assume a typical value of I'.,; ~ 100 MeV
for the p meson (as predicted by our model), we arrive at a total in-medium width of
I'ior = 250 MeV, which would be consistent with a downward mass shift on the order of
roughly 10-15%.

In our simulations we include the possibility of an in-medium mass shift of the vector
mesons through a density dependent scalar potential
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,r?
VS = _O[MVM ’
Po
where a denotes the mass shift parameter in the notation of Hatsuda/Lee, My is the
vacuum pole mass of the vector meson V, and py = 0.168 fm ™ is the nuclear saturation

density. This scalar potential results in a Hamiltonian

H=\/(n+Vs)2+p?,

and has the effect that the vector mesons acquire an effective in-medium mass of

pr=pu+"Vs.

In particular the in-medium pole mass becomes

- (a0

£o

This exactly corresponds to the prediction (8) of Hatsuda/Lee. We also use their value of
a = 0.16 in our simulations, which may or may not be the true value. Most experiments
measure a smaller value of «, if any.

We use the same value of « for all three vector mesons, while in principle there is no
reason that it should be equal for all of them. So instead of one parameter o, one may
have three distinct parameters «,, o, and ay.
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6 Final State Decisions

One non-trivial part of the collision term is choosing masses and momenta for final state
particles. This is easy if only stable particles are produced, since their masses are fixed.
But if there are unstable particles in the final state, which have a finite width, we have to
choose the final state by Monte Carlo decision according to the differential cross section of
the process. To accomplish this, we use standard statistical techniques, precisely speak-
ing a combination of the inversion method and the rejection method, see e.g. [Dev86].
Since this is a very basic and important part of the numerical simulation, which is being
performed very frequently, one has to make sure that it is done in a very efficient way.
For these reasons it is worth to investigate this problem in detail.

6.1 Two-body Final States

As shown in [Leh03, chapter 4.7], the differential cross section for two-body final states
can be expressed as

dox—ab L' pa )
= YV a —a . 9
dpadupd) — 64m2s p; Aaha) A (o) [ Mix—ap(s)] (9)

Here, /s’ is the total energy in the center-of-mass (CM) frame, p,; is the CM momentum
in the final state, while p; is the CM momentum in the initial state. The spectral functions
here should be normalized to [ A(p)dp = 1.

Now the probability for selecting any final state is proportional to the differential cross
section, and we can simply forget about any factors which are constant or already fixed
by the initial state (e.g. s, p; and Mx_4(s)):

dox—ap B
dadjndQ) o PapAa(a) Ap(fis) _pab];[Az(/“’Ll)'

Of course the product runs over ¢ = a,b. Since we do not care about constant factors, the
spectral functions can be conveniently normalized to A;(M;) = 1, where M; is the pole
mass and 'Y = T';(M;) is the pole width:

Ai(p) = PP (1) .

1 (12 = M?)? + p2T3 ()
Here we will start with the assumption that the spectral functions only depend on the
mass p. This is not true any more if one takes into account collisional widths in the
medium (where they can also depend on the absolute momentum p = |p]), which will be
discussed later.
According to eq. (9), the final state is fixed by choosing the masses p, and pu;, and the
solid angle 2 in the CM frame, and in principle one has to choose the masses u, and
according to the spectral functions. However, this is not directly possible, since one can
not write down an analytic integral of the relativistic Breit-Wigner function (not even
if the width is constant). This can only be done for the non-relativistic Breit-Wigner
function, which we start with as an approximation. By a change of variable

i — M;
y; = 2arctan {QM—}

= (10)
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it follows that

dy; Iy

(]

dus (= Mi)? + (T9/2)%

which we normalize to

_Ddy (I%/2)?

T oddps (= M)+ (T9/2)
This is just the non-relativistic Breit-Wigner function, with B;(M;) = 1. If we now choose
y; from a flat distribution, we get p; by inverting (10), which is then distributed according
to the non-relativistic Breit-Wigner function. Rewriting the cross section in terms of the

y; yields

Ai(11:)
Bi(pi)

daX—»ab d )
W X PabHAz‘(Mz’)d—; = Pab1:I
This is as far as we get analytically (via the inversion method). The rest has to be
done with the numerical rejection method, for which we need to guess the maximum of
the above expression as precisely as possible. This is easy for the pre-factor p,,, whose
maximum can simply be obtained by kinematics, but for A;/B; it may be quite hard in
general (at least it can be done for each particle separately). To make an educated guess
for this maximum, we take a look at the ratio Q;(u;) = A;(u;)/B;(u;) for the special case
of a constant width T';.

10*

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4
H[GeV]

Figure 6: Relativistic and non-relativistic Breit-Wigner spectral functions and their ratio
for the p meson with a constant width of I' = 150 MeV.

One can show that under these conditions Q obtains its maximal value for yu — oo:
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Qmam = lim Q(,u) =4.

p—00

Knowing this maximum, the probability for accepting any p in the final state is given by

P = 1)/ Qmac-

However, in general masses can not be infinitely large, but are constrained by kinematical
conditions (4t < ftmaz), sO that the actual maximum may be smaller than 4. As one can
see from fig. 6, Q is rising monotonously in px, which means that the actual maximum is
given by

Qmam = Q(,U/max) .

However, this approach is based on the assumption that I' = const, and may not be true
in the general case. But still it is a good first approximation, and much more efficient
than just boldly assuming Q,,., = 4 (which also holds only for I' = const). To account
for the effects of mass-dependent width I';(x), one can just introduce a scaling factor ¢;,
which depends on the particle species and its width:

Qmaa: = Cz’Q(/uLmar>‘

The constant ¢; can be determined for each particle species by trial and error.
To sum up, we can choose a final state in the following way:

1. Generate a random y; from a flat distribution.

2. Calculate p;, which then is distributed according to a non-relativistic Breit-Wigner
distribution (as a first approximation).

3. The rejection method tells us that the probability for accepting this u; as the correct
final state mass is given by P; = Q;(1;)/ Qmaz, Which gets us from the non-relativistic
to the relativistic Breit-Wigner distribution.

4. All this has to be done for both particles simultaneously, and the total probability

max

for accepting the generated final state is given by Pyt = PuPsb - Dan/ Pl

In the common case that particles are produced inside the nucleus, one of course has to
use the full in-medium width (i.e. the sum of vacuum width and collisional width). This
introduces the additional subtlety that the spectral function depends not only on mass,
but also on momentum. However, this can be handled in the exact same way as before,
with adjusted scaling factors c¢;.

Another thing one has to take care of for in-medium production is that the usual minimal
mass limits are not valid any more, since particles acquire an in-medium width which is
non-vanishing down to g = 0, even if their vacuum width is negligible below a certain
threshold (cf. chapter 3). Therefore we can not use the vacuum thresholds for in-medium
production, and instead have to assume a threshold of f,,;, = 0.
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6.2 Three-body Final States

The differential cross section for three-body final states can be written as:

duadﬂbdﬂcd’ﬁa’and‘ﬁb’dd)b B 8(27)55171'\/; EaEb
X’MXHabC(S)‘Q

dO-X*)CLbC 1 1 |ﬁa| |ﬁb| .A

a(ﬂm pa)Ab(,uba pb)~'46(,uca pc)

Analogously to the two-body final states, we can again drop out constant factors, and
make a change of variables p; — y;:

do’X*ﬂle |pa’ |pb| H :ul? pz
dyadybdycd|ﬁa‘and’ﬁb‘d¢b E Eb B

In this case we need to choose eight values to fix the final state: the three masses, |p,|,
Qq, |pp| and ¢p. In principle this is done in the same way as for the two-body case: First
make the transformation pu; — y; and then use the rejection method. Also the same
considerations for finding the maximum can be applied here, one just has a different
pre-factor.
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7 Off-Shell Transport

Our discussion of the transport model in chapter 2 was based on the on-shell approxi-
mation, and did not include any off-shell dynamics, i.e. particles were assumed to sit on
their mass-shell, and their width was neglected. In this chapter we want to go beyond this
approximation and try to treat off-shell particles in the right way, which is particularly
important for our treatment of the vector mesons, since especially the p meson has a very
large width. This is not a trivial task, and different solutions have been proposed.

7.1 Off-Shell Equations of Motion
7.1.1 Non-Relativistic Kinematics

To include the full off-shell dynamics of particles with large widths, one would like to
solve the general BUU equation (1) with a test-particle ansatz (3). This has been done in
[Leu00] using non-relativistic kinematics, which yields the following equations of motion
for the test-particles:

- i 1 0 AFE; 0T
i = —+ sz Re(X) + 55,
" m+2m8pi o) + I'; Op;
. 1 0 AFE; OI';
P = _%aﬁRe(Ei) T o (11)
d AFE; -
dt( ) r;

One can see that assuming I'; = const. turns this into the classical Hamiltonian EOM [cf.
eq. (5)], with a non-relativistic Hamiltonian H; = (p? + Re(X;))/2m. In addition each
equation now includes a term which depends on the width via its space and momentum
gradients or its time derivative. Here AE; = E; — H; denotes the deviation from the “on-
shell” energy (called the “off-shellness”). From the last equation we see that in contrast
to the classical equations, the energy and mass of the test particles now changes with time
when the width I' changes (e.g. when the particle travels through a medium with density
gradients). The last equation also implies that

d (AE;
@ - 12
dt( T ) 0, (12)

so that AFE;/T"; = const. This is an important fact, which we will come back to later.

7.1.2 Relativistic Kinematics

In addition to this non-relativistic treatment, a solution for the general BUU equa-
tion via the test-particle ansatz has also been found using relativistic kinematics (see
[CJ00a],[CJO0b]):
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These relativistic equations of motion are similar in structure to the non-relativistic
ones and contain them as a limiting case. Here a relativistic Hamiltonian H; = F; =
Vm? + p? + Re(%;) is used.

7.2 Off-Shell Potential

Instead of directly using the equations of motion, one can emulate them by introducing a
so-called “off-shell potential”. This method has been developed in [Eff99] and assumes the
mass of a test-particle to be u = mg+ Ap, where my denotes the pole mass and Ay is the
so-called “off-shellness”. Due to the way that this off-shellness enters the Hamiltonian, it
can be viewed as a scalar potential, hence the name “off-shell potential”:

H = /i +p? = +/(mo + Ap)? +p2 . (14)
Since the off-shellness is treated like a normal scalar potential, this method is inherently
energy conserving. Now one demands that

t) = const. 15
— (15)

In the non-relativistic limit this is equivalent to eq. (12), since Ay = AE. Then the time
development of the off-shellness is given by

Cioe(t) (16)

This method by construction obeys the last equation of (11), and can be shown to fulfill
also the first two, see [Leh03, chapter 5.2]. In this sense the off-shell potential is “non-
relativistic” (although we use a relativistic Hamiltonian), since it obeys the non-relativistic
EOM (and not the relativistic ones). Moreover it has been mentioned in [Leh03] that it
is not possible to find a potential which obeys the relativistic EOM.

It is important to note here that the width I';,; has to be evaluated in the same reference
frame at all times ¢ and ¢y, otherwise Ay is no Lorentz scalar. Consequently, one may
not choose this frame to be the rest frame of the particle, since the momentum of the
particle may change, causing its rest frame at time t to differ from its rest frame at time
tg. Therefore the most obvious choice of reference frame is the “laboratory” frame, i.e.
the rest frame of the nucleus, in which we will always evaluate the total width I, in

eq. (16).
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Often the additional assumption is made that the width I';,; is proportional to the density
p (i.e. neglecting the vacuum width and using a low-density approximation), which implies
that the time development of the off-shellness can be simplified to

p(t)

p(to)

Both [Eff99] and [Leh03] work under this assumption. It is easier to implement numer-
ically, since the density p = p(7) only depends on the spatial coordinate, and not on
momentum. This assumption has the following limitations: If a particle (which has been
produced in the medium) propagates out into the vacuum, the density gradually goes
to zero, and therefore the off-shellness goes to zero and the mass simply becomes the
pole mass (since the vacuum width was neglected). This is fine for stable particles with
vanishing vacuum width, but for particles with finite lifetime and large width (like the p)
it is problematic, since their vacuum spectral function does not restrict all particles to be
on-shell.

In this thesis we follow the treatment of [Bu08], working with the more general off-shell
potential (16), without assuming I';,; o< p. For the sake of a clear notation, we introduce
an abbreviation for the constant factors in (16):

_ Ault)
T Tyo(to)
This so-called “off-shell parameter” is constant for each test-particle, and can be deter-

mined from the initial conditions at the creation of the particle. It enables us to re-write
the mass as

Ap(t) = Apto)

X, = const.

n = 1myp + A,u = mgy + Xofthot(t) .

Here the mass evolution also depends on the momentum of the particle, since the col-
lisional width depends on momentum (see chapter 5): iyt = Diot(pn, pp, it [p]). This
introduces additional subtleties in the numerical implementation, since we have to deal
with a momentum-dependent potential.

In [Leh03] the off-shell potential method has been compared numerically to the predictions
of the fully relativistic equations of motion (13), and (at least for the nucleon) only slight
discrepancies have been found.

However, for vector mesons like the p the non-relativistic treatment via the off-shell po-
tential is not expected to work as nicely, since the p is rather light and has a large width.
Hence the assumptions of small velocity and small width are questionable.

7.3 Problem: Tachyonic Particles

In section 2.3 we showed that in the framework of the BUU model the velocity of the
particles is given by

1 O0OH

=2

OH -
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Now we will investigate the impact of the off-shell potential on the test-particle velocity,
with the Hamiltonian given in (14), where the term 0H/0py actually is of importance.
The po-dependence of H basically comes from the fact that I';,; enters the Hamiltonian
through the off-shellness Ay, while Ty, itself depends on p, which can be translated into
a dependence on py (this will be explicitly carried out in the calculations below).

In the following we use p = |p] as a shorthand for the absolute 3-momentum. We start
by explicitly calculating the momentum gradient of H:

dH OH O0H opu

a5~ o5 " ouop
_ P opdp
H Hopop
_ b ppouol
H Hpdl' op
P 1T or
= ﬁ 1+§Xoffa}

Analogously the derivative dH /dpy can be shown to be

dH o0H %

d_po %8]00

1 op OF

i al' Ou
DX, e
H ffé?,u Ipo
Do or
HXOffa,u :

Combining these expressions, we can write the velocity as

-, 1 OH
_ 71X | (17)
H |1-2Xo5, |
i p oy, |
T op H—poXoffg—E_

In the simplest case, without off-shell potential or any other potentials, the velocity is
just ¥ = p/H, which is of course guaranteed to obey the relativistic speed-of-light limit
|U] <1 (using c=1).

However, from eq. (17) we see that this is not necessarily true any more if we use the
off-shell potential, because we get an additional factor which depends on the off-shell
parameter X,¢r and on the behavior of the width (dI'/dp and dI'/dp). All three of these
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Figure 7: From top to bottom: Total mass-momentum distribution, percentage of
tachyons, negative regions of dI'/dp and dI"/du, for p (left) and w (right) mesons.
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parameters in principle do not have any size constraints and can be either positive or
negative. [As a side-remark we note that even the fully relativistic equations of motion
do not guarantee to obey the limit |] < 1, if the self energies or widths behave badly, as
one can see from eq. (13).]

There are two scenarios in which we can get unphysical “tachyons” (i.e. particles with a
velocity larger than the speed of light):

1. the numerator gets large if X, ;s and dI'/dp have the same sign (and large absolute
values):

(a) X,pr < 0and dl'/dp <0
(b) Xoff > 0 and dF/dp >0

2. the denominator gets small (possibly even negative) if X,¢; and dI'/du have the
same sign (and large absolute values):

(a) Xopp < 0and dl'/du <0
(b) Xosr > 0and dI'/dp >0

Tachyonic problems are of course more likely to appear for particles which are already
close to the speed of light, which is the case when they have a large momentum and a
small mass. Small masses (below the peak mass) correspond to X,sr < 0, while large
masses (above the peak) have X,;r > 0. From this one can conclude that the cases la
and 2a are much more problematic than 1b and 2b.

Figure 7 shows the time-integrated distribution of rho and omega mesons for a v + %°Ca
reaction with £, = 1.5 GeV. The first row represents the total distribution of particles,
while the second row shows the fraction of particles which are tachyonic.

One can see that for the p as well as for the w meson, tachyons appear (almost) exclusively
below the peak mass (where X,;r < 0), confirming our prejudice. For the p they appear in
two bands, which coincide with those areas where dI'/dp is negative (i.e. case 1a). Those
two bands merge for masses below 300 MeV, where dI'/dpu is negative (i.e. case 2a). The
derivatives of I are also shown in fig. 7. One can even recognize the tachyonic distribution
as an “inverted” image in the total distribution, because we simply throw away all the
tachyons we find (since they are unphysical).

For the w the tachyonic region below 400 MeV actually seems to be connected to a slightly
negative dI'/du (i.e. case 2a). The distribution of the ¢ meson is not plotted, because it
is almost free of tachyons. This has several reasons: The ¢ is heavier than the p and w
mesons, it has a rather small width and also there are no resonances contributing to the
¢ N cross section (which means its derivatives are more well-behaved).
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Figure 8: Mass-momentum distribution of p (left) and w (right) mesons: Total distribution
(top) and tachyonic particles (bottom), for oy y = const.

7.4 Solution

Overall this problem of tachyonic particles is rather dramatic, because a large part of the
vector meson spectrum is simply “cut away”. What makes it even more dramatic is the
fact that the tachyons are not distributed homogeneously over the whole spectrum, but
tend to appear in certain areas. There are even areas (indicated in yellow) where basically
100% of the particles become tachyonic and only a tiny fraction of the spectrum actually
“survives“. Moreover, this happens mostly in the area below the peak mass, which is
really the most interesting one if one looks at dilepton spectra.

This means that for our purpose these tachyonic effects simply cannot be tolerated, and
we have to find a way to overcome them. Recalling that the effects are connected to the
derivatives dI'/dp and dI'/dp, i.e. the structure of the total in-medium width, the simplest
way to accomplish this task is to avoid any structure in the width. Hence the VN cross
section is assumed to be constant, taking the following average values:

o,y = 30mb,
OuN = 30 mb s
OpN = 10 mb .
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With .oy = opv and assuming v &~ 1 this translates into the following collisional widths
at normal nuclear density (p = po = 0.168 fm™?):

el ~ 100 MeV
o~ 100 MeV ,
D~ 33MeV .

We will work with this assumption from now on, and all the results in the remaining part
of this thesis will be based on it. Nevertheless, we use this simplification only for the
off-shell potential, i.e. the propagation of the particles. In the collision term, where the
particle widths are needed for the determination of particle masses in the final state, we
still use the full in-medium widths from chapter 5.

To show that this really cures the tachyonic problems, fig. 8 shows the same distributions
as fig. 7, but now using a constant oy y instead of the full cross sections. One can clearly
see that almost all the tachyons are gone, and only very few of them remain at the edges
of the distribution (their origin might be numerical issues).

7.5 Spectral Evolution

To check whether our off-shell propagation scheme (using the constant cross sections from
the previous section) really works, tests of the spectral evolution of vector mesons traveling
through a medium have been performed, by setting up a ” Gedankenexperiment “, in which
we shoot a beam of vector mesons on a °Ca nucleus, and turn off the collision term in
our model. This means that there are neither explicit collisions nor decays, so that the
vector mesons are stable and (almost) non-interacting. They simply propagate through
the nuclear medium, the only medium effect being that their masses change with density,
according to the off-shell potential. This is a nice way of benchmarking the off-shell
propagation in a clean environment, without other effects interfering.

7.5.1 Propagation through the nucleus

In the first setup we investigate, the vector mesons are initialized in the vacuum and
propagate through the nucleus. We have done this with p, w and ¢ mesons having a
momentum of p = 1.2 GeV, and the results are shown in fig. 9. For each particle species
we show the initial spectral distribution in the vacuum, an ”in-medium“ distribution after
a time of t = 10 fm/c where most of the mesons should be inside the nucleus, and a final
distribution at a later time when all the mesons should have propagated through the
nucleus and should be in vacuum again.

One can see that for the most part this works quite well. The distribution broadens
when the test-particles enter the nucleus, and comes back to the starting value when
they propagate out. But there are also some discrepancies: For the p meson the starting
distribution is reconstructed very nicely in the region between 0.5 and 1.5 GeV. Around
m = 0.5 GeV there is a sharp cutoff, and the spectrum below is missing. This is due to
the fact that the lower part of the spectrum is shifted so far down in the medium that the
masses of the test-particles become negative. Since negative masses are unphysical, those
test-particles are taken out of the simulation and are missing in the spectrum afterwards.
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Figure 9: Spectral evolution of p, w and ¢ mesons propagating through a Ca nucleus.
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Above 1.5 GeV one can also see a slight difference, which may be connected to the fact
that the heavier particles are slower (since all have the same momentum of 1.2 GeV) and
may not have completely propagated out of the nucleus yet. In the in-medium distribution
one can see a smaller peak appearing, which probably also is an effect of differing velocities
(the lighter particles are already in the medium, while the heavier ones are still in vacuum,
the small peak marking the transition).

For the w one observes the same cutoff at low masses as for the p, but in addition there
is also a cutoff at higher masses. This upper cutoff has a similar reason as the lower
one: Particles above the pole mass increase their mass when they propagate into the
medium, according to the off-shell potential. We assume that the energy of the each
single particle is conserved during propagation, so that this increase in mass causes a
decrease in momentum. Therefore, the mass cannot increase to arbitrary values, but is
limited by the total energy of the particle. If the mass is shifted up so far that it exceeds
the energy, energy conservation can not be achieved any more (since the momentum would
have to become imaginary). In this unphysical case we have to take the particle out of
the simulation, and this causes the upper cutoff in the w spectral function.

In principle there would also be a back-coupling to the nucleus in the off-shell propagation,
which we neglect. When including this back-coupling, the conservation of the single-
particle energies would not be valid any more, being replaced by energy conservation of
the whole system.

For the ¢ one can see that the in-medium distribution does not quite reach down to
zero, which means there is no significant cutoff effect on the lower end of the vacuum
distribution. Also the upper part of the spectrum is reconstructed quite nicely.
Summing up, the cutoff effects seen in this setup are due to the fact that the mass evolution
of particles traveling through density gradients is limited to the interval p € [0, E]. The
off-shell potential however does not inherently respect these physical boundaries, which
results in the described cutoff effects. This problem presumably would not be solved by
using the fully relativistic equations of motion instead of an off-shell potential.

7.5.2 Propagation out of the nucleus

Now we investigate a second setup, in which the vector mesons are initialized inside the
nucleus, i.e. with their in-medium spectral function, and then propagate outwards into
the vacuum. Figure 10 shows for each particle the in-medium distribution which we start
with, the resulting vacuum distribution after the particles have propagated out of the
nucleus and an intermediate distribution while they are in transition.

One has to be aware that the in-medium distribution, which we start with, is not neces-
sarily the same as the in-medium distribution we got in the previous setup, since we now
have a different physical situation. Before, we produced particles in the vacuum and let
them propagate into the medium. Now it is the other way around: We produce particles
in the medium and let them propagate into the vacuum. There is absolutely no reason
for the in-medium distributions in both cases to be equal. In the same way there is no
reason why in this second setup we should end up with a normal vacuum distribution
after particles have propagated out of the nucleus.

And indeed we see some slight differences. Most prominently, in the vacuum distribution
of the p there is now a small second peak appearing on the lower end of the spectrum.
This is probably connected to the differing in-medium distribution, and the fact that
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Figure 10: Spectral evolution of p, w and ¢ mesons propagating out of a Ca nucleus.
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while the particles propagate out, the distribution is being compressed to a smaller range
of masses. This shrinking of the distribution means that the many sub-threshold particles
we produce in the medium are being squeezed into a much smaller mass-interval in the
vacuum and in this way produce this artificial peak. The vacuum distributions of the w
and ¢ carry no additional bumps, but still their intermediate distributions show similar
effects.

One thing which is actually the same here and in the previous setup is the position of the
lower cutoffs in the final vacuum distribution of p and w, reinforcing our assumption that
they are simply caused by the m = 0 cutoff in the in-medium distribution.

All in all one can say that, despite a few problems, the off-shell propagation of vector
mesons seems to work pretty well, in that it correctly broadens the spectral functions in
the medium and it reproduces the initial vacuum distribution after propagating through
a nucleus. The issues with tachyonic particles have been dealt with in a sensible manner,
but there is basically no way to get rid of the cutoff effects seen in the previous figures,
because they are connected to the fact that some test-particles acquire negative masses
in the medium, which cannot be avoided.

Of course, one way to improve our off-shell propagation scheme would be to use the the
relativistic equations of motion (13) instead of an off-shell potential. This would hope-
fully resolve most of the tachyonic issues we had to deal with when propagating highly
relativistic mesons, and allow us to use the full VN cross section, including resonance
contributions, without putting too many restrictions on the actual shape of oy . Un-
fortunately it was not feasible to implement the relativistic equations of motions in the
scope of this diploma thesis, and so this remains as a possible future improvement of the
model.

41



8. Experimental Status

8 Experimental Status

The first experimental hints of changes of the vector meson properties in the nuclear
medium have been observed in heavy-ion collisions. In 1995 the CERES collaboration
reported an enhancement of the dilepton yield in the mass region 0.3 GeV < pu < 0.7 GeV
in S-Au collisions at 200 AGeV at the CERN SPS [Ag95]. While their original setup
could not spot the reason for this enhancement because of low statistics and resolution,
data from an upgraded experiment using 158 AGeV Pb-Au collisions seems to favor
a broadening of the p meson over a mass shift [Ada06]. The NAG60 collaboration has
measured dimuon pairs from 158 AGeV In-In collisions and finds a strong broadening
but essentially no mass shift of the p spectral function [Ar05]. In contrast, the STAR
experiment at RHIC has observed a decrease of the p mass by measuring the p — 77~
decay in 200 AGeV Au-Au collisions [Ads04].

In this work we focus on elementary collisions instead of heavy-ion collisions, since the
former have several advantages: At first they are much ”cleaner“ in a certain sense, i.e.
the nucleus stays very close to its ground state and is only slightly excited, which means
that the density stays approximately constant (p < pg). This is nice since one wants to
observe effects which depend strongly on density. In heavy-ion collisions however, the
measured results are integrated over intervals in density and temperature, and therefore
are harder to interpret quantitatively. Moreover the predicted effects are large enough
already at nuclear saturation density pp, so that they could be measured in elementary
reactions.

Regarding the final state, vector mesons can be observed either via their hadronic or
their leptonic decays. The advantage of the hadronic decays is of course that they have
much larger branching ratios than the leptonic ones. However the produced hadrons will
interact with the nuclear medium, hindering the exact reconstruction of the vector meson.
Apart from the heavy-ion experiments, there have also been a few attempts to ex-
ploit hadronic decay modes in elementary (especially photon-induced) nuclear reactions.
For example w — 7%y has been measured by the CBELSA/TAPS collaboration in
~vNb reactions at the ELSA facility [Tr05]. They claim to find an in-medium mass of
mmd = 722 MeV at an average p = 0.6pp, and a width of "¢ = 55 MeV. For the p, the
TAGX collaboration has measured in-medium modifications in 2C(vy, 7777)X reactions
[Hu03]. Also the ¢ — KTK~ decay has been measured in photon-induced reactions at
SPring-8 [Ish05]. We will not go into details on these experiments here, since our focus
lies on leptonic final states.

Although the branching ratios of the leptonic decays are rather small (on the order of
107°), dileptons are actually better suited to investigate mesonic in-medium properties
than the hadronic decay modes, due to their weak interaction with the nuclear medium.
There are three important experiments which have set out to measure dileptons from
elementary nuclear collisions:

e g7QJLAB
e E325QKEK
e HADESQGSI

In the following we will shortly describe their experimental setups and give an overview
over the results they have obtained so far.
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8.1 g7@JLAB

The g7 experiment at Jefferson Lab (Virginia, USA) was the first to measure the reaction
~vA — ete” X. This reaction has the unique advantage that it utilizes electromagnetic
probes in both the production and decay channel, thereby minimizing initial-state as well
as final-state interactions. The g7 collaboration uses a tagged bremsstrahlung photon
beam with energies in the range of roughly 0.8 to 3.5 GeV, which is produced from a
primary 3-4 GeV electron beam from the CEBAF accelerator. The photon beam is be-
ing shot at various nuclear targets (like 2H, 2C, T4, *Fe, 2% Pp), and the outcoming
dileptons are measured with the CLAS detector ("CEBAF Large Acceptance Spectrom-
eter). It is very important to distinguish ete™ pairs from 777~ pairs, which is done
with a misidentification factor on the order of 10~7. Data was taken in 2002 and has
been compared to simulations of the GiIBUU transport model [Nas07]. The result of the
analysis is that there is no significant mass shift, while the width is consistent with the
collisional broadening predicted by the GiBUU model. Their estimate of the mass shift
parameter a = 0.02 £ 0.02 cannot exclude a shift of zero, and they give an upper limit
of a < 0.053 with a 95% confidence level. This is not necessarily inconsistent with the
CBELSA /TAPS result of a 14% mass drop of the w meson, since p and w may have differ-
ent medium modification mechanisms, and also the meson momenta in both experiments
differ. Figure 11 shows the background subtracted g7 data for the Fe-Ti target, together
with a BUU fit of the p, w and ¢ channels.
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Figure 11: Experimental results from JLAB [Nas07].

Data from this experiment is also used to investigate the absorption of w and ¢ mesons
in nuclei by measuring their nuclear transparencies, and a strong depletion of the w and
¢ peaks has been found for increasing target masses. This alternative approach may
give additional insight on the in-medium widths of w and ¢ mesons, since it is hard to
observe them decaying inside the nucleus due to their long lifetimes. Lately a follow-
up experiment has been proposed (“g7b”) to increase statistics and make momentum-
dependent measurements.
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8.2 E325@KEK

The E325 experiment at KEK (Kamiokande, Japan) has measured dileptons from proton-
induced reactions. They use 12 GeV protons from the KEK-PS and shoot them on a
number of different targets (e.g. C, Cu), measuring dilepton pairs with the E325 detector.
Data has been taken in several runs since 1998. Their analysis of the w meson [Nrk06]
does indeed find a significant mass drop, with a parameter o = 0.092 & 0.002 (which is
consistent with the theoretical prediction of Hatsuda/Lee), but curiously they do not see
any broadening at all, which is in contradiction to the CBELSA /TAPS result. Their data
for the Cu target is shown in fig. 12. The fits have been obtained with the nuclear cascade
code JAM [Nar99].
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Figure 12: Experimental results from KEK [Nrk06].

In addition to the given geometrical acceptance of the detector, they put further accep-
tance cuts on the data, e.g. cuts on rapidity (0.6 < n < 2.2), transverse momentum
(pr < 1.5 GeV) and opening angle (50° < 6 < 150°) of the dilepton pair. They have
no results for the p meson, since the p signal is buried in the large combinatorial back-
ground, which is due to the high proton energy resulting in large final state multiplicities.
However, they collected enough data to do an analysis of the ¢ meson, which suggests a
mass drop of about 3%, but only very little broadening [Mut07]. Since the experiment is
operated at fairly high proton energies, vector mesons with large momenta can be pro-
duced, but only low-momentum ¢ mesons have a significant probability to decay inside
the nucleus. Therefore they split their data for the ¢ in several regions of 3y = p/m, and
find a medium modification only in the lowest region (v < 1.25) and for heavy target
nuclei.
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8.3 HADESQGSI

The third important experiment is HADES, the High Acceptance Di-Electron Spectrom-
eter, at GSI (Darmstadt, Germany). The HADES collaboration has already measured pp
and AA reactions at different energies, and have published results for C+C collisions at 2
AGeV [Ag07]. Besides their heavy-ion program, they also have a dedicated program for
vector meson production in pA collisions (see proposal S333 at [HAD]). Although no pA
data has been produced so far, this will happen quite soon: A p+Nb run with 3.5 GeV
protons is scheduled for Sept./Oct. 2008.

Shower
Tofino

Figure 13: The HADES detector [HAD].
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9 Photon-Induced Reactions

This chapter deals with any aspects which are specific to photon-nucleus reactions. First
of all, if we want to calculate dilepton spectra from vector meson decays, we have to know
how these vector mesons themselves are produced. This will be discussed in the first
section of this chapter. Then we have to take into account possible background processes:
The hadronic Dalitz backgrounds, which have already been mentioned in chapter 4, as well
as non-hadronic contributions, the most important of which is the Bethe-Heitler process.

9.1 Photo-production of light Vector Mesons

To get the correct dilepton yields, one of course has to describe correctly how the vector
mesons are produced in the first place, before they decay and eventually produce dilepton
pairs. In our model the exclusive cross sections for the photo-production of vector mesons
on a nucleon, i.e. y+ N — V + N (with V = p° w, ¢), are adjusted to experimental data
with the following ansatz [Eff99]:

1 Hmazx
OIN-VN = —/ dp| My *prAv (1) -
Dbis Jo

In this formula we integrate over the mass p of the vector meson V', up to a maximum of
lmaz = v/§ —my. The center-of-mass momentum of the initial and final state is denoted
by p; and py, respectively, and /s is the total energy available for the reaction. The
spectral function of the vector meson is given by

2 12T ot (1)
Av(p) = - 22H 2

™ (u? = My)? + (uleor (1))
Here, My, is the pole mass of the vector meson, and I'y,; its total width, which for simplicity
is assumed to be the vacuum width. The initial and final momenta can be expressed as

1
bi = 2ﬁ<s_m?v>,
1 \

b= g\ (s = Omy ) (s = (my =)

We choose the following parametrization of the matrix elements My to fit the data:

IM,|> = 160ub- GeV?,
2
Dy 2
M2 = -80ub - GeV= |
2(v/s'— 1.73 GeV)? + p}

My = 4ub- GeV? .

The matrix elements for p and ¢ are constant, while |[M,]|? in principle depends on /s’
and on p (through pf). However, we assume p = M, in the matrix element, so that |M?
can be pulled out of the integration in all three cases.
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: YN — VN cross sections (V' = p,w, ¢).
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9.2 Hadronic Backgrounds 9. Photon-Induced Reactions

The cross sections we obtain after plugging in these matrix elements and numerically
performing the integration are shown in fig. 14 as a function of the photon energy E,, in
comparison to experimental data (taken from [PDG]).

For photon-induced reactions, we will work in the JLAB energy regime of up to 4 GeV.
One can see from the plot that in this region our parametrization seems to fit the data
rather well. At higher energies however, this parametrization is not as good, and other
fits are used, which are not of interest here, since we only work at low energies.

Later on we will show some results for a typical energy of E, = 1.5 GeV. In this case the
CM energy of the vV interaction is given by (assuming the nucleon is at rest):

V5 = \[2my B, + m3, ~1.92 GeV (18)

This is the mean value of the CM energy. If we now include Fermi momentum (pp ~
0.26 GeV), we can also get larger or smaller values, depending on the orientation of the
nucleon momentum relative to the photon beam:

VS maz = \/2Ey(mN +pN) +m3 — p? ~2.10 GeV

So this is the approximate range of CM energies in the primary v/N reaction (neglecting
nucleon potentials), for a photon energy of 1.5 GeV. For coherent photo-production the
CM energy would be even larger, since my would be replaced by the nuclear mass in
eq. (18).

Since even the maximum energy for the primary v/N collisions is below the high energy
threshold of 2.2 GeV, and the secondary collisions can not have energies higher than
this, most of the secondary collisions will be treated via the low-energy resonance model,
while only very few are expected to go via PYTHIA (through event mixing around the
threshold).

9.2 Hadronic Backgrounds

To get a correct description of all Dalitz backgrounds in the dilepton spectrum, one would
have to include more channels in the primary y/N interaction, besides YN — V N, as for
example:

YN — R
— N
— Nrm
— NVnr
_

This has not been done so far, but is an important extension to be done in the fu-
ture. Despite these missing channels in the primary interaction, our dilepton spectra
from photon-induced reactions still include some Dalitz backgrounds, which come from
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the secondary interactions and just miss the contributions from the primary interaction.
However, in experimental spectra, most of the Dalitz contributions are anyway removed
by geometrical and kinematical cuts, since only the direct channels V' — ete™ are of
interest.

9.3 The Bethe-Heitler Process

For photon-induced reactions there is one other “non-hadronic” process that contributes
significantly to dilepton spectra: the so-called Bethe-Heitler Process, i.e. the direct photo-
production of a lepton pair on a nucleon, as shown in the following Feynman diagram:

p D+
k— P k— p
q q
Di Di
Py Py

Figure 15: Feynman diagrams for the Bethe-Heitler process.

The kinematics of the process can be described as follows: An incoming photon with
four-momentum k produces a lepton pair. The negative lepton has four-momentum p,
the positive one p,. The lepton mass is denoted by m. p; is the initial four-momentum
of the nucleon, m,, its mass. py is the final four-momentum of the nucleon. We are only
looking at elastic processes, where the nucleon survives in the final state and only its
momentum changes. The four-momentum which is exchanged between the nucleon and
one of the leptons is denoted by ¢ = k—p—py = py —p;. In the following we will calculate
the (mass differential) cross section for this process.

9.3.1 The Leptonic Tensor

The upper part of the diagrams in fig. 15 is pure QED and can be computed by applying
the standard Feynman rules:

iM = ﬂs(p)(—iev”)eu(kr)m(—iev")vr(m)

= ) R o )| )
= —ie%a,(p) [){(k:) (pp _k]fj S (k% __p’i ;f_”:nyé(k)} v (D)
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With p? = p2 = m? and k* = 0 the denominators can be further simplified:

’ZM 56 €p<k)us(p) p p}{;— m’Y“ #]{_p;’i%

The numerators can be simplified using the Dirac equation:

7| v (p+)

u(p)y'(p+m) = u(p)2p” — " +my") = u(p)2p” — u(p)(p —m) " = u(p)2p’

=0
(=p+ +m)yo(ps) = —2pfv(ps) +9° (P +m)v(py) = —2pfv(ps)
N—————
=0
So we obtain:
2p” — K kP —2ph
IM = 56 2ep(K)its(p) — % = on(py)

To calculate a cross section we need to square this matrix element and sum over the spins of
the electron and positron. Then we can use the spin sum relations )" us(p)us(p) = p+m
and ) vs(p)vs(p) = p —m. To get an unpolarized cross section, we also average over all
possible photon polarizations and make the replacement ) € el — —g,,:

) DIV S O A ) et Aty

- pk pik
, VK=, 207 =K
v (p+)0r () { P +7 o us(p)
et . 2p” — K KrP — 2pf,
— 0 gep(k)ea(k)Tr [p—k g Ner—k} (p+ —m)
VE=2pT 207 — JW’]
B A I AL iy [ )
{ Pk pk (}3 )
et 2pP — Pk P — 2pf;
- _7T 7 % + _
e |2 R p B )
VoK — 201y, Dy — Jf%}
: + m +
[ Pk 7 pk ( p>

Now the leptonic tensor is defined as § >°, D sr |IM|? = e LM and can be written as

M+M

Tr [2p° — ~vPK
L = _ m-+
[ pk pik ( p)

P2 —2 2p, —
I kP = 2pf, } (m—ps) Pp% Pio vy v 2Pr el

p+k pk

At this point we have to take the trace of various combinations of v matrices. For this
we need the following basic relations:

o (v} =29", pp=p°
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o tr(y*) =0 =tr(y*...4") for any odd number of v matrices
o tr(Y"y) =4g",  tr(v""7) = 4(g"97 = 99" + 97 g™")
® V=4, A= =290 AP, = 49

Further, the hadronic tensor has the property that ¢*W,, =0 and W,, =W,,,.
In addition we can derive the following relations for this process:

e p.qg=—pk—q*/2
e pg=—pik —¢*/2
o m*+ppy =¢°/2+pk+pik

By using the above relations the hadronic tensor can be transformed into:

o = TR U ) (kY
(pk)? (p4k)? pk  pik
2(¢* = 2m*)p!Lp” — ¢*(p+p) g™ — kK"

" (Pk) (p )

9.3.2 The Hadronic Tensor
The Hadronic Tensor is defined to be

W > wildw(0)1F) (f13(0)[pi) (27)*6* (g + pi — py)e™

f
_ 7. (piq) 0 (piq)\ W 4y
— <pi,u - MqQ > <piz/ - qQ m_% — |\ Guv — ;2 Wl .

We only need the elastic part of the nucleon form factors, which is in dipole approximation

Wa,p (1+2.79%1)/(1 +7)
WLP . 2mn5(p3‘ - p?) 2.7927'
Won [ (14 oorgray)? 1.91%7 /(1 +7) ’
Wi hmGeV 1.91%7
where t = —¢* and 7 = t/(4m?). Here, as is the remaining derivation of the Bethe-Heitler

cross section, we assume momentum-independent potentials. For momentum-dependent
potentials the phase space factors would have to be modified.
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9.3.3 Contracting the Tensors

After contracting both tensors, we end up with two parts, one of which is proportional to
Wi, the other one to Ws:
_L/“/ij == >\1W1 + )\2W2

They have the following form:

m?(¢® +2m?)  m?(¢* + 2m?) N am* — ¢*
(pk)? (p4k)? (pk)(p+F)
C2(¢+2mP +pik)  2(¢° +2m? + pk)

pk p+k

A

_mQ{q2(1/2 — E/m,) + 2E?} B m?{2(E, — E+ ¢*/(2m,))(E, — E) + ¢*/2}
(p4k)? (pk)?
(2m2 — q2)[2E(E — Ey) + q2/2((Ek —2E)/m, + 1)] — qu',%
(p+k)(pk)
+q2/mn(mn +E — Ej — q2/(2mn)) + pk X q2/mn(mn —E)+pik
pik pk

As

A1 is completely Lorentz invariant, and can be evaluated in any reference frame. A\, is
expressed in the nucleon rest frame, where FE is the electron energy and FEj the energy of
the incident photon.

9.3.4 Cross Section

To get the cross section for the Bethe-Heitler process, we need three ingredients:

e the squared matrix element |M|? for the process
e the Lorentz invariant n-body phase space factor d®,,

e a pre-factor which is not Lorentz invariant and determines the transformation prop-
erties of the cross section

We have calculated the matrix element in the previous parts of this chapter. It is given
by the contraction of the hadronic and leptonic tensors times a factor of €% for the three
electromagnetic vertices and 1/¢* which is the (squared) propagator of the exchanged
photon:

MMQ:EZWWV
¢ .

However, we have to be careful here, since a part of phase space is already included in
the hadronic tensor. Therefore we define

W;w Wuud (pff - pzz)
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so that WW is the hadronic tensor without these phase space parts.
Also, the following relation holds:

d3
k) Py

5 (p2 — p2) = oW —
(7 —p?) (p+py+ps—p 3%,

This can be shown in the following way:
o} —17) = (W}’ —10F—pi) =550 (p(} -~ p?+ﬁfc>

1
2p}
-~ 5( — [P+ 7)) 0 (0} + E+ B, — B - E) dyf
2pf

= —(5E' EFE+FE, —FE,— F
2Ef (Ey+E+ Ey k)

= 2Ef6<Ef + B+ B — i~ B0 (5 + 5+ 5y — i — ) d'py
d3pf

(pf+p+ps—0p )zEf

The phase space factor for a process with n particles in the final state in general is given

by:
dgpf 1

In our case (n = 3) this is:

1 &pdPpy &py 5

dd
° 7 (27)5 2E 2E, 2E;

(p+pr+pr—pi—k)

The last component of the cross section is the Lorentz boost factor, which in our case is

just
my;

(k- pi)
So, if we combine all the three parts described above, the cross section for the Bethe-
Heitler process on the nucleon is:

m;
do = L dDy - M
(]{7 pz) 3 ’ ‘
m; 1 d3p d*p, dp es -
- e f54(p+p++pf_pz_k)q_4-[/# W,uu

(k-pi) (27)5 2F 2E, 2E;

el m; d3p d®py 1
— LYW,
GaF ik p) B By g )
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9.3.5 Mass-Differential Cross Section

To get from the cross section calculated in the previous section to the mass-differential
cross section, we first introduce the Mandelstam variables s = (p;+k)% and t = (py—p;)? =
¢®>. We also define p; = p + p,, which is the four momentum of the dilepton, and
M = \/E , which is its invariant mass.

Then we will differentiate the cross section by M. For this purpose we use eq. (38.12)

from [PDG] to split up phase space:

dM?
2

dPs(pi + k;p, p+,ps) = dPa(pi + k; pg, pa)dPo(pa; p, p+)

Now we express the two-body phase space factors each in their CM frame, see [PS95, ch.
4.5]:
1 |p

d®y(P;p1,pa) = ) 1E

So that we get:

1 |p|d<%, |py|dSdy o
ee dM

2r)p 4M 45

1 [pr|dQ, |py|dSy
ee dM

(2m)> 2 4./s

where we used dM? = 2MdM. Here |p*| is the absolute value of electron (and positron)
in the dilepton rest frame, and 2}, the corresponding solid angle. |py| is the absolute
value of the final nucleon momentum in the center of mass frame, and 2 its angle.
Putting everything together and using o = ¢2/(4r), we finally end up with

dq)g -

do . m; d(I)g 9
dM — (k-p;) dM M
m; 1 |pr|d€x, [pyldy  e°

= . LMVW ,
(k-p) (2m)> 2 4/s ¢ 1

m; 1 .

= A 2 P el S L W

=

9.3.6 Bethe-Heitler on the Nucleus

If one is interested not only in the Bethe-Heitler process on a single nucleon, but on a
whole atomic nucleus, one has to take into account the momentum distribution of the
nucleons.

In the Fermi gas model the density of states in a volume L? is given by

I\3
dn:g(%) Ap

where g is the degeneracy factor, which is here g = 4, for there can be two protons (spin
up/down) plus two neutrons with the same momentum allowed by the Pauli principle.
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From the density of states we get the total number of states by integrating up to the

Fermi momentum pp:
L\? [er L\?
N = — dp = — ) 4mps/3.
o(a0) [ r=o(zr) wmi

Then the particle density is
N

p= IE
which in turn means that the Fermi momentum is proportional to the cubic root of the

density:
67T2 1/3
Pr = (—p) .
9

Now the Local Thomas-Fermi Approximation (LTFA) assumes that the above result holds
not only for constant density, but also for the case of a varying, location dependent density
p(r), with the consequence that the Fermi momentum is location-dependent too:

pr(r) = (%ﬁpm)m .

g 3
—@PF,

Then the phase space function is given by

f(7.p) = g-O(pr(F) — 1) .

For our calculation of the Bethe-Heitler process we will assume a Woods-Saxon density

Po
p(r) = 11 er—ra)ja

where pg is (approximately) the density at the center of the nucleus, being determined
by the normalization condition A = [ p(r)d®r. Further 7y = 1.2 fm - AY3 is the nuclear
radius and a is the so-called “diffuseness”, which is usually around 0.5 fm.

Moreover, we have to take into account the effect of Pauli blocking, which implies that a
nucleon, having interacted with the incoming photon through the Bethe-Heitler process,
cannot have an arbitrary final momentum py, because this momentum may already be
occupied by other nucleons, so that it is forbidden by the Pauli principle. This introduces
an additional Pauli factor (1 — f) which affects the final momentum of the nucleon. Now
we can write down the cross section for the Bethe-Heitler process on the nucleus as a phase
space integral over the elementary cross section, multiplied by the phase space density f
and the Pauli factor:

(0) = [ G Ao [~ )]

The angular integration over €2y which is implicit inside o(p;) cannot be carried out on
its own, but has to incorporate the additional Pauli factor.

Now we will compare the Bethe-Heitler cross section to the hadronic contributions of the
dilepton spectrum for a 7 Pb reaction at a photon energy of 1.5GeV (with vacuum spectral
functions), which is shown in fig. 16.
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The hadronic contribution is the sum of all the hadronic channels, which have been
shown already in fig. 2. One can see that the Bethe-Heitler contribution clearly exceeds
the hadronic contribution over most parts of the spectrum, and only the w and ¢ peaks
are large enough to reach out of this background.

10 T T T T T T T T
hadronic
Bethe-Heitler 1
Bethe-Heitler with cut - - - - |
10 F ]
10t b
>
]
Q
o)
= 100 F .
=3
3
5
©
10t p ]
102 . .
10-3 1 1 1 1 1 \
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Figure 16: Dilepton spectrum for v + Pb@1.5 GeV with Bethe-Heitler contributions.

However, the Bethe-Heitler contribution can be greatly suppressed by applying cuts on the
lepton momenta. In fig. 16, cuts of pk > 0.01GeV? and p k > 0.01GeV? have been used
(where p, p; and k are the four-momenta of the electron, positron and incident photon).
A cut on pk practically translates into a cut on the azimuthal angle of the lepton, since
pk is small at forward angles and large at backward angles, so that the cuts mentioned
above exclude leptons in the very forward region (which usually can not be measured
experimentally). One can see that these cuts suppress the Bethe-Heitler spectrum mostly
at low masses, in particular they remove the pole at 1 = 0. Note that the cuts have
not been applied to the hadronic spectrum. For experimental data, often cuts on the
opening angle between the two leptons are used, which have a similar effect, suppressing
the low-mass part of the spectrum.
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10 Proton-Induced Reactions

This chapter will discuss some specifics of proton-induced reactions. First of all, at the
proton energies which we will investigate (SIS & KEK-PS), most of the particle collisions
are performed via the string model PYTHIA. We had to build some enhancements into
PYTHIA (concerning spectral functions), which will be discussed in the first section. Asin
the photon case, there are also some specific background processes, of which we will mainly
discuss the Bremsstrahlung contribution. Actually, there are many more processes, but
most of these (like e.g. Drell-Yann, Open Charm etc) mainly contribute to the dilepton
spectrum above the mass region of the light vector mesons. This region is not of interest
to us, and so these processes will not be considered here.

10.1 Spectral Functions in PYTHIA

We want to study proton-induced reactions at two different proton energies: Protons
with Ey;, = 3.5 GeV from the SIS accelerator at GSI and protons with Fy;, = 12 GeV
from the KEK proton synchrotron. The center-of-mass energy for the collision with a
nucleon in a fixed target is given by /s' = \/2my(Ejin + 2my), which means that we
have to deal with primary nucleon-nucleon collisions of about /s = 3.18 GeV for SIS and
Vs =5.10 GeV for KEK.

As mentioned in chapter 2, the Lund string model PYTHIA represents the high-energy
part of our transport model, and is used for any baryon-baryon collision with a CM energy
of \/s' > 2.6 GeV.

Clearly the primary collisions for both SIS and KEK are above this threshold, and there-
fore the major part of all collisions (primary, but also secondary) is treated through
PYTHIA. For most of the high-energy processes which PYTHIA is usually used for, the
exact shape of the spectral functions is not of great importance, and so (for simplicity
and efficiency) PYTHIA does not use the full relativistic spectral functions, but only the
non-relativistic Breit-Wigner functions (with a constant width), which in addition are cut
off symmetrically around the pole mass.

For our purpose these approximations are much too crude, and so we had to modify
PYTHIA to include the full relativistic Breit-Wigner spectral functions without any cut-
offs. This is important since the dilepton spectrum is directly proportional to the spectral
functions of the vector mesons, multiplied with an additional factor of u=3, which boosts
the spectral functions at small ;1 and makes it even more important to use the right
spectral shape.

Moreover, PYTHIA normally does not include any in-medium effects in the spectral
functions, and so we had to make additional modifications to use the in-medium spectral
functions. However, due to the way in which particle production works in PYTHIA, it
was not possible to use the full momentum-dependent in-medium width here (which is
being used for in-medium spectral functions in the low-energy part of GiBUU). So we use
the approximations from section 7.4 for the PYTHIA spectral functions.
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10.2 Nucleon-Nucleon Bremsstrahlung

A new class of effects which contribute to the dilepton spectrum of proton-induced re-
actions are nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung and similar radiative corrections. These can
be described by effective Lagrangian models of the nucleon-nucleon interaction based on
meson exchange, see [SM03] and [KK05]. The Feynman diagrams of the contributions
of lowest order are shown in fig. 17. All of them are nucleon-nucleon-interaction graphs,
where the solid lines represent nucleons, dashed lines are exchange mesons and thick solid
lines are nucleon resonances and excitations. One assumes that two nucleons interact via
the exchange of mesons (e.g. 7, p, w, ¢), and thereby can be excited into baryonic reso-
nance states. Now the dilepton contributions originate from the fact that a photon can
be radiated before, during or after the interaction (as shown in fig. 17), and subsequently
converts into a lepton pair.

r <
N

Figure 17: Nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung.

The contribution of nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung to the dilepton spectrum has not
been included in our analysis so far, although it may be significant. It has been subject to
quite some discussion lately, since the predictions of Shyam/Mosel and Kaptari/Kampfer
do not match in all cases, although in principle they should. Nevertheless it is important
to take into account this component. For a start it could at least be included in the
long-wavelength approximation.
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11 Results

In this chapter we will present our final results, i.e. dilepton spectra for various reac-
tions. We have chosen a number of processes, roughly corresponding to the setups of the
experiments g7, HADES and E325:

e v+ X@1.5GeV, with X = C, Fe, Pb
e p+ Nb@3.5 GeV
e p+ Cu@l2 GeV

Basically all the plots in this chapter show the mass-differential dilepton cross section
do /dp versus the invariant mass p of the dilepton pair in units of b/ GeV. We put the
data output of our simulation into histograms with a bin size of Ay = 10 MeV, which is
roughly in the range of the typical mass resolution of the detectors.

However, we only show the purely theoretical results of our transport model, without
dealing with geometric acceptances and resolutions of specific detectors, or additional
cuts on the data. The following table gives a quick overview over the properties of the
nuclear targets we use:

Nucleus | Z | A [r=12fm-A/3
C 6 | 12 2.75
Fe 26 | 56 4.59
Cu 29 | 63 4.77
Nb 41| 93 5.43
Pb 82 | 208 7.10

Table 4: Properties of nuclear targets.

11.1 Photon-Induced Reactions

In this section we will present dilepton spectra of photon-induced reactions on various
nuclei, at a photon energy of 1.5 GeV. We chose this energy because 1) it lies in the
energy range of the g7 experiment, 2) it is large enough for a production of all three light
vector mesons (p, w and ¢) and 3) it is not too large, so that the vector mesons have small
momenta and therefore a larger probability to decay inside the nucleus.

Fig. 18 shows the dilepton spectra of the V' — e*e™ channels on three different targets:
a light one (*2C), an intermediate one (*Fe) and a very heavy one (*®*Pb). The Dalitz
backgrounds have been left out here, since we want to study the influence of in-medium
effects on the vector meson channels. For each target and channel, a comparison is shown
of two different calculations:

e The dashed lines have been obtained using plain vacuum spectral functions for the
vector mesons.
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Figure 18: Dilepton spectrum for v+ C@Q1.5 GeV, v+ Fe@1.5 GeV and v+ Pb@1.5 GeV
(from top to bottom), without Dalitz backgrounds. Dashed: vacuum spectral functions,
solid: in-medium spectral functions (including collisional broadening) & off-shell potential.
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e The solid lines represent a calculation with full in-medium spectral functions, in-
cluding collisional width, and using an off-shell potential.

Although we will refer to the dashed lines as the “vacuum” calculation here, they do
of course include some medium effects, like final-state interactions of the vector mesons
(i.e. re-scattering and absorption in the nucleus). However, they use vacuum spectral
functions for the production of the vector mesons, where the width (also in the medium)
is simply assumed to be the vacuum decay width, and the collisional width in the medium
is neglected. Therefore it is not necessary to work with an off-shell potential, since there
is no difference between the spectral functions in the vacuum and in the medium (which
means the off-shell potential would have no effect at all).

In contrast, the solid lines represent a full in-medium treatment, including both the col-
lisional width in the spectral functions, and the evolution of the particle masses via the
off-shell potential. We will refer to this as the “medium” calculation in the following.
These calculations do not include any mass-shift (which will be discussed later).

Looking at the p — ete™ channel, one can see a clear difference between the vacuum and
the medium curve: The peak drops a little, while the region between 300 and 700 MeV
is elevated. While this effect is visible on all three targets, it seems to be a bit stronger
on the heavier ones. In the region above the peak there is hardly any effect visible. But
there is of course another major difference between the vacuum and medium calculation:
The spectrum of the vacuum calculation abruptly stops at ,u;”i” =2m, ~ 280M eV, since
our vacuum spectral function vanishes below this threshold (as discussed in chapter 3).
The medium calculation however has a contribution below the 27 threshold, since the
full in-medium spectral function includes the collisional width, which does not vanish
below the threshold. This means that p mesons can be created in the medium which
are lighter than 2m,. When these particles propagate into the vacuum, the off-shell
potential makes sure that their mass is shifted above the threshold, so that they are able
to decay in the vacuum. Following this argument, the sub-threshold contribution in the
medium calculation can only come from particles which are in the medium. Therefore this
contribution clearly increases for heavier nuclei, since the particles have to travel longer
distances through the medium before they reach the vacuum. And so the step, which is
still visible for the '2C target at the threshold, is almost gone for 2°Pb.

In other works the sub-threshold contributions (below the 27 threshold) have mostly been
neglected, justified by the fact that contributions in this region are not important, since
they are drowning in the Dalitz backgrounds anyway. In this thesis we explicitly include
these contributions, and calculate the in-medium dilepton spectrum down to = 0. This
may be important since sub-threshold particles can change their mass through the off-shell
potential, and thereby also contribute to the spectrum above the threshold.

For the w — ete™ channel the story is a little different. Since it has a longer lifetime than
the p, less in-medium effects are expected, since more particles decay only after they have
left the nucleus. And indeed the spectrum around the peak is nearly identical for both
calculations. Further away from the peak, one can see some differences. For the light
12C target, one can see that the dilepton yield below the peak (at about 300-600 MeV)
is actually lower in the medium calculation. At first glance this is surprising, since one
would rather expect this region to come up when turning on collisional broadening, as in
the case of the p. But one has to keep in mind that '2C is a very light nucleus, so that due
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Figure 19: Dilepton spectrum (divided by A) for photon-induced reactions at 1.5 GeV
on different targets for p (top), w (center) and ¢ (bottom) channels, including collisional
broadening.
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to the long lifetime of the w the effect of collisional broadening is expected to be very weak
in the dilepton spectrum. The reason for the “negative” effect one observes is probably a
combination of the following facts: In the vacuum calculation, one has a minimal mass of
™" = m, below which we have no contributions to the dilepton spectrum. In the plot
shown, we do not even get down to this threshold due to low statistics and the fact that
the w is so narrow. In the medium calculation we can easily produce w mesons below the
threshold, due to collisional broadening. This means that a part of the dilepton yield is
simply shifted below the threshold in the medium calculation and is missing above, which
could account for part of the negative effect observed. In addition one can have problems
with particles acquiring negative masses in the medium calculation (see chapter 7), which
have to be taken out of the simulation, and are also missing in the spectrum. This could
also contribute to the negative effect on light targets. Anyway this effect vanishes for
heavier targets. On *°Fe the vacuum and medium contributions are almost the same,
while for 2°®Pb the medium calculation even lies above the vacuum curve, as one would
expect. For this heavy target, the effect of the collisional broadening gets larger, since
more w mesons can decay inside the nucleus, and thus outweighs the negative effects
discussed before.

For the ¢ channel, one can hardly see any in-medium effect, because the ¢ is even more
long-lived than the w, so that only very few particles decay inside the nucleus. The
spectrum at the peak is more or less identical in both calculations, and the only visible
difference is the “negative” effect, which has already been observed for the w. Here it is
even stronger, and can not be canceled by effects of the collisional width.

In the whole comparison of the two modes of calculation, which we have performed here,
one has to keep in mind that the calculation with vacuum spectral functions in no way
gives a good physical result, but is rather an unphysical approximation, to start with for
simplicity. Consequently, the differences between both calculations are not all due to real
“in-medium” effects, but can also be artifacts of the oversimplified “vacuum” calculation.

To give a clearer display of the pure in-medium effects, fig. 19 shows a direct comparison
of the full in-medium calculation on different targets. For better comparability, the mass-
differential cross sections have been divided by the number of nucleons A. Without any
medium modifications, the cross section would simply scale with A, i.e. 04 = A - oy, s0
that any deviations in fig. 19 must be due to in-medium effects.

For the p one can see that the peak drops with increasing A, due to absorption of p
mesons in the nucleus. This effect can already be seen in calculations with vacuum
spectral functions, where the whole spectrum would drop uniformly. With the full in-
medium spectral functions this is not true any more. As noted before, the sub-threshold
contribution grows with nuclear mass number, even if A is divided out. And also above
the threshold one can observe medium effects.

For the w, as for the p, the region around the peak drops with increasing A. However,
the low-mass region rises significantly despite the increasing absorption, which is clearly
an effect of collisional broadening.

For the ¢, the peak drops only slightly, since the cross sections for nuclear absorption are
smaller, but one can still see significant broadening effects below the K K threshold.
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Figure 20: Dilepton spectrum of v + Pb@1.5 GeV for p (top), w (center) and ¢ (bottom)
channels, including collisional broadening and mass shift with a = 0.16.
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After having investigated the effects of collisional broadening on the spectrum, we will
now turn to the mass shift. Fig. 20 shows a comparison of three simulations of the re-
action v + Pb@1.5GeV: The two discussed before, i.e. vacuum spectral functions and
collisional broadening with off-shell potential, plus a new calculation which includes col-
lisional broadening and a 16% mass shift in the medium.

For the w and ¢ mesons one can see a small additional “in-medium” peak pop up beneath
the large “vacuum” peak. The reason for this two-peak structure is of course that some
mesons decay in the medium, while most of them decay in the vacuum. The in-medium
peaks are also significantly broader, due to collisional broadening in the medium. For the
p only one peak is observed, which is very broad and a bit shifted. Since the p has a
large width already in vacuum, and the in-medium peak is even broader, both peaks are
in fact too close together to be distinguished. Also the p is more short-lived than the w
and ¢, so that more p mesons can decay in medium, and the in-medium peak of the p is
more dominant than for the other two. For all three mesons one can see that the region
below the mass pole is significantly enhanced by introducing a mass shift in addition to
the collisional broadening.

For the ¢ meson, even the vacuum peak gets a lot bigger. This seems puzzling at first,
but can be explained by the fact that the photon energy of 1.5 GeV is just large enough
to produce on-shell ¢ mesons. From eq. 18 one can see that a photon energy of 1.5 GeV
is actually too small to produce on-shell ¢ mesons on a nucleon at rest. The threshold
energy for this is £, = 1.574 GeV (while the threshold for coherent ¢ production on Pb
would be already at E, = 1.02 GeV). This means that ¢ mesons on the mass shell can
only be produced due to the Fermi momentum of the nucleons, and that this is only
possible in certain collisions where the nucleon momentum has the right orientation with
respect to the photon beam. Now with the mass shift, on-shell ¢ mesons in the medium
have only a mass of mj} = (1 —0.16)my =~ 860MeV. These can be produced in almost all
~N collisions, regardless of orientation, so that the total ¢ production rises.

A similar threshold effect also seems be the cause for the ¢ peak not dropping in fig. 19,
where a slightly increasing effective cross section may counteract the absorption. To check
this, we have performed photon-induced reactions at 2.2 GeV photon energy, where the
absorption effects on the ¢ are much more visible.

To close this section, fig. 21 shows the total dilepton spectrum for v+ 2% Pb@1.5 GeV, in-
cluding all hadronic channels, again comparing three different scenarios (vacuum spectral
functions, collisional broadening and collisional broadening + mass shift). The V — eTe™
contributions to this have already been shown in fig. 20, and now also the Dalitz back-
grounds are included, which (apart from w — e*e™7) have no medium modifications.
One can see that turning on collisional broadening causes an enhancement of the region
between 300 and 700 MeV, by a factor of up to 1.5, and a slight drop below the ¢ peak.
Apart from this, there are little modifications to the spectrum. If we now in addition
include a 16% mass shift of the vector mesons, we observe a further enhancement of the
low mass region down to 150 MeV, by an additional factor of 1.5 to 2, while the regions
between the w and ¢ peaks, as well as above the ¢ peak, drop slightly. Between the
(vacuum) w and ¢ peaks one can also see the small in-medium peak of the ¢. Since our
Dalitz backgrounds are slightly underestimated, the enhancements below 500 MeV are
probably less significant than shown here. But at least between 500 and 700 MeV this
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plot should give a rather accurate picture of the expected enhancements for the scenarios
we have considered.
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Figure 21: Total dilepton spectrum of v + Pb@1.5 GeV (all hadronic sources), including
collisional broadening and mass shift with o = 0.16.
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11.2 Proton-Induced Reactions

Apart from the photon-induced reactions discussed in the last section, we have also in-
vestigated proton-induced reactions. The first setup we simulated is similar to what the
HADES detector at GSI will be measuring soon: Protons with a kinetic energy of 3.5
GeV hitting a Nb target. The dilepton spectrum for this case is shown in fig. 22, again
comparing the three scenarios we already analyzed for the photon-induced reactions.
The top panel of the figure shows the contribution of the p — ete™ channel in the
different scenarios, which shows similar effects to what has already been observed for the
photon-induced reactions, though slightly less pronounced. The collisional broadening
brings down the peak a bit, enhances the region between 350 and 700 MeV, and adds
contributions below the 27 threshold. With an additional pole mass shift the region
around and above the peak drops, while the whole low-mass region below the peak is
further enhanced.

For the w — ete™ channel, which is shown in the center panel, the collisional broadening
brings some enhancement below the peak plus sub-threshold contributions. On top of
that the pole mass shift causes a small in-medium peak to appear, together with a further
enhancement of the low-mass region and a drop of the region above the peak.

The ¢ — ete™ channel is not shown here explicitly, since the statistics for this simulation
was too low to allow for the observation of any effects in the ¢ channel. Instead the
bottom panel shows an overview over the total dilepton spectrum for p + Nb@Q3.5GeV,
including all hadronic contributions. The w peak is clearly visible, while the ¢ peak seems
to be slightly suppressed here. Between the vacuum curve and the one with collisional
broadening one can hardly make out a difference, at most a very small enhancement in
the region around 600 MeV. With an additional pole mass shift, however, one does get
some modifications, i.e. an enhancement in the region between 500 and 700 MeV (up to
a factor 1.5) and a smaller one around 200 MeV, a drop of the whole spectrum above
the w peak, and also a slight drop just below the w peak. Overall one can see that the
enhancement effects are a bit smaller here than for the photon-induced reactions.

In addition to the 3.5 GeV proton projectile, we also analyzed reactions with 12 GeV
protons, as measured by the E325 collaboration at KEK. Fig. 23 shows the dilepton
spectrum for this setup, using a Pb target. The three panels, as in the previous figure,
show the channels p — ete” and w — ete™ as well as the total hadronic dilepton
spectrum. The collisional broadening for both p and w causes only a weak effect, if any,
and consequently in the total spectrum there is hardly any difference visible to the vacuum
curve. The pole mass shift brings about the same effects seen earlier, and causes a similar
enhancement in the region between 500 and 700 MeV as already seen with the 3.5 GeV
protons. The in-medium effects are slightly weaker here than before, due to the high
proton energies, causing the vector mesons to have higher momenta, thus spending less
time inside the nucleus. Stronger effects may be seen when working with cuts on the
lepton momenta, as done in the KEK analysis of the ¢ meson [Mut07].
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Figure 22: Dilepton spectrum for p + Nb@3.5 GeV.
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Figure 23: Dilepton spectrum for p + Pb@12 GeV.
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12 Summary and Outlook

Summing up, this thesis has presented a detailed discussion of dilepton production in
elementary nuclear reactions, taking into account all important aspects that may play a
role. In particular we have investigated the influence of in-medium modifications of the
vector mesons on the dilepton spectrum, including effects like collisional broadening and
a possible pole mass shift. The results of these investigations have been shown in the
previous chapter for various scenarios.

We have tried to carry out our investigations in as much detail as possible in the scope of
a diploma thesis, but of course there is plenty room for improvement. We have already
remarked some of the possible extensions as they appeared throughout the work, and
will here try to compile a (probably incomplete) list of features which may be subject to
future improvements.

One first group of issues we encountered was related to the off-shell transport of the vector
mesons. Since vector mesons are quite broad particles with possibly large medium mod-
ifications, it is important to have a good description of how they propagate through the
nuclear medium. This is not trivial, and our treatment has shown to be not completely
perfect. In particular we had to face some problems with particles acquiring unphysically
large velocities, which could eventually be overcome. But we had to “pay” the solution
by assuming constant cross sections for the VN interaction, which are not fully consistent
with our collision term. Surely it would be an improvement to use the fully relativistic
equations of motion instead of an off-shell potential. While this would hopefully cure
some of the issues we have described, it is not clear if it would completely remove all of
them.

A second big area of possible improvements are the backgrounds. In dilepton physics, as
in almost any other area of physics, it is absolutely crucial to understand not only the
“signal” itself that one is interested in, but also all the possible backgrounds, which con-
tribute to the measured quantity. For dilepton physics this is particularly important, since
every measurable dilepton spectrum is always a mixture of several different components.
Apart from the direct vector meson channels V' — ete™ (which are the signal in this
case), it contains many other contributing processes, e.g. several Dalitz decays, which we
of course had to include in our analysis. For the proton-induced reactions these should be
pretty much under control, while for the photon-induced reactions some of them might be
underestimated, due to the fact that our initial vV interaction is missing some channels.
These should be implemented as soon as possible to get a correct estimate of the Dalitz
backgrounds. For the photon-induced reactions one other important background source is
the Bethe-Heitler process, which has been investigated in quite some detail and should be
under control (at least from the theoretical point of view). An additional background for
proton-induced reactions is nucleon-nucleon-bremsstrahlung, which has not been included
in the analysis so far, but should be in the future.

Once all backgrounds are under control, it would of course be nice to compare the “theo-
retical” spectra, which are the result of our simulations, to real experimental data. Experi-
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ments can never measure the full spectra shown here, but always have a limited acceptance
given by their geometry and the limited resolution of the detector. Moreover they often
use additional cuts and filters to reduce backgrounds and trigger only on “interesting”
events. Therefore comparing to experimental data requires applying the same cuts and
filters also to the simulation. This issue has not been touched here, but should be rather
straightforward, since our simulation gives the complete position/momentum/etc of all
particles produced, so one has all the information needed to implement any kind of filter.

Apart from the larger issues and omissions that we have just enumerated, there may be
a number of minor aspects which we have not mentioned here, since they are not as im-
portant.

Having given an outlook on the possible directions of our future investigations, we want
to close this thesis with the statement that the in-medium properties of vector mesons,
which have been the main motivation for the analysis presented here, still remain largely
unknown from an experimental point of view, hence dilepton physics promises to remain
an exciting field in the years to come.
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Deutsche Zusammenfassung

Die vorliegende Arbeit beschéftigt sich mit der Produktion von Elektron-Positron-Paaren,
sogenannten Dileptonen, in elementaren Kernreaktionen (Photon- sowie Proton-induziert).
Dileptonen spielen in der modernen Hadronenphysik vor allem eine herausragende Rolle
als Sonde zur Erforschung von Vorgingen, die sich innerhalb von hadronischer Materie
abspielen. Als “elektromagnetische Sonde” sind sie dazu besonders gut geeignet, da sie
wie alle Leptonen lediglich an der elektroschwachen Wechselwirkung teilnehmen, nicht
jedoch an der starken Wechselwirkung der Quarks und Gluonen. Letztere ist unter an-
derem verantwortlich fiir den Einschluss (das sogenannte “Confinement”) der Quarks in
Hadronen, sowie fiir die Wechselwirkung jeglicher Form von hadronischer (d.h. aus Quarks
aufgebauter) Materie (wie etwa Mesonen, Hadronen oder Kernen). Durch die Immunitét
der Leptonen gegeniiber dieser starken Wechselwirkung kénnen Dileptonenpaare, die im
Inneren eines hadronischen Mediums (wie etwa eines Atomkernes) produziert werden, die-
ses nahezu ungehindert durchdringen und so ohne grofiere Storungen Informationen aus
dem Inneren des Mediums nach aulen zum Detektor transportieren.

Insbesondere ist diese Eigenschaft sehr hilfreich fiir die Untersuchung der In-Medium-
Eigenschaften von Hadronen. Seit anndhernd zwei Jahrzehnten wird nun bereits mit
groffem Interesse der Frage nachgegangen, wie Hadronen, also zusammengesetzte Syste-
me aus Quarks und Gluonen, ihre Eigenschaften d&ndern, wenn sie sich in hadronischer
Materie aufhalten, wie also ihre Charakteristika (wie Masse und Breite) durch den Ein-
fluss eines umgebenden hadronischen Mediums modifiziert werden. Das Interesse an dieser
Fragestellung wurde vor allem durch diverse theoretische Vorhersagen beziiglich dieser In-
Medium-Eigenschaften angefacht. Insbesondere fiir die leichten Vektormesonen (p, w und
¢) wurden Anfang der Neunziger Jahre verschiedene Hypothesen aufgestellt, wie etwa
eine Verbreiterung der Spektralfunktion oder eine Verschiebung der Pol-Masse im Medi-
um. Wéahrend vor allem eine Massenabsenkung im Medium zu den populédrsten Szenarien
gehorte, wurde etwa auch der entgegengesetzte Effekt einer Massenerhohung diskutiert.
In den darauffolgenden Jahren mussten sich all diese Hypothesen einer experimentellen
Uberpriifung unterziehen, jedoch hat sich bis zum heutigen Tage trotz einer intensiven ex-
perimentellen Untersuchung der Fragestellung noch kein einheitliches Bild der In-Medium-
Eigenschaften von Hadronen herauskristallisieren kénnen, auch wenn schon des 6fteren die
experimentelle Bestéatigung oder Widerlegung der einen oder anderen Theorie proklamiert
wurde.

Dabei bietet sich vor allem fiir die Vektormesonen die Untersuchung der In-Medium-
Eigenschaften mittels Dileptonen an, da alle leichten Vektormesonen einen direkten Zer-
fallskanal in ete™ besitzen. Erschwert wird diese Analyse lediglich durch die grofie Zahl
an Hintergrundprozessen, die zum Dileptonenspektrum beitragen, sowie durch die kleinen
Partialbreiten der Dileptonenzerfille.

Wir versuchen durch die vorliegende Arbeit zur Aufklarung der beschriebenen Frage-
stellungen beizutragen, indem wir die Dileptonenproduktion in elementaren Kernreak-
tionen mit Hilfe eines semiklassischen Transportmodells numerisch simulieren. Dabei
beriicksichtigen wir verschiedene Szenarien von In-Medium-Modifikationen und produ-
zieren Dileptonenspektren fiir diverse Reaktionen, die anschliefend mit experimentellen
Daten verglichen werden konnen, um letztendlich zu entscheiden, welche der hypotheti-
schen Szenarien tatséchlich in der Natur realisiert sind.
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