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Abstract
The relativistic corrections to the color-octet J/1¢ hadroproduction at the Tevatron and LHC are
calculated up to O(v?) in nonrelativistic QCD factorization frame. The short distance coefficients
are obtained by matching full QCD with NRQCD results for the partonic subprocess g + g —
/ey 28, P g, g +d = T/w (1S5 251 PP g and g+a(@) — T/u(SE, 2 2P+
q(g). The short distance coefficient ratios of relativistic correction to leading order for color-octet

states 1538], 38 [8}, and 3P}8} at large pr are approximately -5/6, -11/6, and -31/30, respectively, for

]

each subprocess, and it is 1/6 for color-singlet state 35? . If the higher order long distance matrix
elements are estimated through velocity scaling rule with adopting v? = 0.23 and the lower order
long distance matrix elements are fixed, the leading order cross sections of color-octet states are
reduced by about a factor of 20 ~ 40% at large pr at both the Tevatron and the LHC. Comparing
with QCD radiative corrections to color-octet states, relativistic correction is ignored along with
pr increasing. Using long distance matrix elements extracted from the fit to J/v¢ production at the
Tevatron, we can find the unpolarization cross sections of J/v¢ production at the LHC taking into
account both QCD and relativistic corrections are changed by about 20 ~ 50% of that considering

only QCD corrections. These results indicate that relativistic corrections may play an important

role in J/4 production at the Tevatron and the LHC.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy quarkonium is an excellent candidate to probe quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
from the high energy to the low energy regimes. Nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) factoriza-
tion formalism was established|1] to describe the production and decay of heavy quarkonium.
In the NRQCD approach, the production and decay of heavy quarkonium is factored into
short distance coefficients and long distance matrix elements(LDMEs). The short distance
coefficients indicate the creation or annihilation of a heavy quark pair can be calculated per-
turbatively with the expansions by the strong coupling constant as. However, the LDMEs,
which represent the evolution of a free heavy quark pair into a bound state, can be scaled
by the relative velocity v between the quark and antiquark and obtained by lattice QCD or
extracted from the experiment. v? is about 0.2 ~ 0.3 for charmonium and about 0.08 ~ 0.1
for bottomonium. The color-octet mechanism (COM) was introduced here. The heavy
quark pair should be a color-singlet (CS) bound state at long distances, but it may be
in a color-octet (CO) state at short distances. NRQCD had achieved great success since
it was proposed. The COM was applied to cancel the infrared divergences in the decay
widths of P-wave [2, 13] and D-wave[4, [5] heavy quarkonium. However, difficulties were
still encountered. The large discrepancy between the experimental data and the theoreti-
cal calculation of J/1 and 1" unpolarization and polarization production at Tevatron is an
interesting phenomenon that can verify NRQCD when solved|6, [7]. Theoretical prediction
with COM contributions was introduced and was found to fit with the experimental data on
J /1 production at Tevatron|8]. However, the CO contributions from gluon fragmentation
indicated that the J/1 was transversely polarized at large pr, which is inconsistent with the
experimental data|6].

The next-to-leading order (NLO) QCD corrections and other possible solutions for .J/v
hadroproduction were calculated to resolve the J/¢ hadronic production and polarization
puzzle|9, [10]. The calculation enhanced the CS cross sections at large pr by approximately
an order of magnitude. However, the large discrepancy between the CS predictions and
experimental data remains unsolved. The relativistic correction to CS J/v¢ hadroproduc-
tion was insignificant|[11]. The NLO QCD corrections of COM J/1 hadroproduction were
also calculated to formulate a possible solution to the long-standing .J/v polarization puzzle

[12-14]. The spin-flip interactions in the spin density matrix of the hardronization of a



color-octet charm quark pair had been examined in Ref.[15]. A similar large discrepancy
was found in double-charmonium production at B factories|[16-18]. A great deal of work
had been performed on this area, and these discrepancies can apparently be resolved by
including NLO QCD corrections|19-22] and relativistic corrections[23-26]. The data from
B factories highlight that the COM LDMEs of J/v production may be smaller than previ-
ously expected|25-29]. Relativistic corrections have also been studied in Ref.[30] for heavy
quarkonium decay, in Ref.[31] for J/v photoproduction, in Ref.[32] for J/¢ production in b
decay, and in Ref.[33] for gluon fragmentation into spin triplet S wave quarkonium. More
information about heavy quarkonium physics can be found in Refs.[34-36].

In this paper, the effects of relativistic corrections to the COM .J/« hadroproduction at
Tevatron and LHC were estimated based on NRQCD. The short distance coefficients were
calculated up to O(v?). Many free LDMEs were realized at O(v?), which were estimated
according to the velocity scaling rules of NRQCD with v? = 0.23]37].

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the frame of calculation is introduced for
the relativistic correction of both the S- and P-wave states in NRQCD frame. Section III

provides the numerical result. Finally, a brief summary of this work is presented.

II. RELATIVISTIC CORRECTIONS OF CROSS SECTION IN NRQCD

We only consider .J/v direct production at high energy hadron colliders, which contributes
70% to the prompt cross section. The differential cross section of direct production can be

obtained by integrating the cross sections of parton level as the following expression:
cw@+M@%ﬂ¢+X):E:/md@ﬁMmﬁw@@g&m+b%ﬂ¢+®. (1)
a,b,d

where f,)/p(p)(;) is the parton distribution function(PDF), and z; is the parton momentum
fraction denoted the fraction parton carried from proton or antiproton. The sum is over all

the partonic subprocesses including

g+g—=J/b+g
9+ q(@)—J/Y +q(q)

q+q—J/v+yg.



As shown at the beginning of this paper, under the NRQCD frame, the computation to
cross section of each subprocess can be divided into two parts: short distance coefficients
and LDMEs:

R E,(ab
doalkn) + b(ka) T [(P) + d(k) = 3 T4 010 774]0). )

n

On the right-hand side of the equation, the cross section is expanded to sensible Fock
states noted by the subscript n. F,,, i.e., short distance coefficients, which describe the
process that produces intermediate QQ in a short range before heavy quark and antiquark
hadronization to the physical meson state. Here we use initial partons to mark the short
distance coefficients for different subprocesses. (O|(’);{/ |0 are the long distance matrix
elements that represent the hadronization Q@ evolutes to the CS final state by emitting soft

dn—4

¢n~* is introduced to make

gluons. O;* are local four fermion operators. The factor of m
F,, dimensionless.

In this section, our calculation on the differential cross section for this process in the
NRQCD factorization formula is divided into three parts, namely, kinematics, long distance

matrix elements, and short distance coefficients.

A. Kinematics

We denote the three relative momenta between heavy quark and antiquark as 2¢, with
|q] ~ mev, in J/1 rest frame, where m, is the mass of charm quark and v is the three
relative velocity of quark or antiquark in this frame. Thus, the momenta for the quark and

antiquark are expressed as|24, 138, 139]

Pe = (Eq>(j)>
Pe = (E47_®’ (3>

where E, = \/m? + |¢]? is the rest energy of both the quark and antiquark, and 2E, is the

invariable mass of J/¢. When boosting to an arbitrary frame,
pe—3P+q pe—3P—q (4)

where P is the four momenta of J/v, and ¢ receives the boost from (0, ).



The Lorentz invariant Mandelstam variables are defined as
s = (ki +k2)> = (P + k3)?,
t= (ki —P)* = (ks — k3)?,

u = (ky — ks)*> = (ky — P)%

with the relationship s +t 4+ u = P? = 4E?. Here, s is |]* independence. To expand ¢, u in

terms of E,(i.e.|q]?), we can first write down ¢, u in the center of initial partons mass frame:

s —4E?
H(d) = (s — 4E})(1 — cos8) /2 = ——51(0),
s — 4F?
u(|ql) = —(s —4E2)(1 4 cosf)/2 = 5—7477;2”(0)’ (5)

where #(0),u(0) are Lorentz invariants of |g]> independence and satisfies s + ¢(0) + u(0) =
4m?. These relations between ¢(|q])(u(|g])) and ¢(0)(u(0)) are also satisfied when boosting
to arbitrary frame. In our subsequent calculation and result, we adopt #(u) to represent
t(0)(u(0)) directly for simplification.

The FeynArts [40] package was used to generate Feynman diagrams and amplitudes, and
the FeynCalc [41] package was used to handle amplitudes. The numerical phase space was

integrated with Fortran.

B. Long Distance Matrix Elements

According to NRQCD factorization, the differential cross section of each partonic sub-
process up to next order in v? to CS state 35{” and CO states 1553}, 3S£8], 3P}8], can be

expressed as

do = doy,[*SM] + doy['SP) + do, [P SV + do, [P PP

+ dov PSM) + doyo['SP) + do, S + do [P PY). (6)

In this expression, relativistic correction parts, denoted as ”r¢”, can easily be distinguished
from LO, denoted as "lo”. Ref.[1] corresponds to CS, and Ref.[8] corresponds to CO. In
addition, each differential cross section to different Fock states should be divided in short
distance coefficient part and LDMEs. We can introduce F' (25+1L§]) to express the short

distance coefficient of the LO cross section, corresponding to G(2S+1L[,C}) for relativistic
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correction. Many LDMEs are presented , all of which are denoted by (0]O7/%(2+1L1)|0)
and (0|P7/ ’”(2S+1L%])\O> for the LO and relativistic correction term respectively. The explicit

expressions of the ten four-fermion operators are[l]

< 0|07 350 >
<0/P7Y(*sM)0 >
< 0|07 (150 >
< 0P ('S0 >
< 0|07 (350 >
< 0|P7* (350 >
< 0|07 PEY 0 >
<o0lo”YrHo >

< 0|07 PEY 0 >

< 0|P*EPEN 0 > =

< 0xTo"y(alay)vTo'x|0 >,
1 . . )
< O|§[XTUZ¢(aLa¢)wTU’(—%ﬁ)2X +hello s,
< O[X'T*¢(al,ay) v Tx|0 >,
1 tra T tra Zﬁ 2
< O|§[X T*Y(ayay)P'T (—5 )*X + h.c]|0 >,
< O|XTT“in(aLa¢)¢TT“Uix|O >,
1 a 1 a 1 Z
< O[5 DT 0 (ol ay) 0 T (-{B)?X 4 hell0 >,

1 14> 14>
3 < 0|XTTQ(—§ D -a)w(aLaw)¢*T“(—§ D -0)x|0 >,

1 | = | =

5 < 0|XTT“(—% D x U)w(aLaw)wTT“(—% D x o)x|0 >,
trpar ESG Nt e b G )

< OpT (= 5 Dl () T (— 5 D)0 >,

<O T (2 Do pb(aban )t T~ L B~ Do)y + hel|o @)

where y and 1) are the Pauli spinors describing anticharm quark creation and charm quark
annihilation, respectively. T is the SU(3) color matrix. o is the Pauli matrices and D is
= A A
the gauge-covariant derivative with ﬁ =D — 6 DU is used as the notation for the
' e TN = S o
symmetric traceless component of a tensor: D7) = (D'o? + D'07)/2 — D*a*6% /3. Here
we have "
2 _ (0[PP L0)

o = o ®)
m2(0|0 7 (=1 L) o)

It should be noted that
< 0[P > = (27 +1)(1 +0w?) < 0[07*(RY)0 >,
< 0[PP > = 27+ 1)(1+ Ow?) < O|P* ()0 > 9)
~ O?) < 0]07YEPM0 > .
To NLO in v?, we can ignore O(v?) terms and set
I/ (3 pl8] _ J/b (3 pl8l
<O[PYY(P;)0> = (2J+1) < O[PYY(°Fy)[0 > .

So there are four CO LDMEs for P-wave, four CO LDMEs for S-wave and two CS LDMEs
at NLO in v2. The LDMEs of heavy quarkonium decay may be determined by potential
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model[23, 42], lattice calculations[43], or phenomenological extraction from experimental
datalll, 44]. But it is very difficult to determine the production of CO LDMEs. Recently,
two groups fitted CO LDMEs < 0|OJ/¢(2S+1L?])|O > to NLO in ay. It is
< 0|07 (S0 > = (8.90 +0.98) x 1072 GeV?,
< 0l07Y(3SEN0 > = (0.3+£0.12) x 1073 GeV?,
<007 (PM)|0 > /m? = (0.56 +£0.21) x 1072 GeV?, (10)
with data of J/1 production and polarization at p; > 7 GeV at Tevatron in Ref.|13] and
< 0|07 (S0 > = (4.50 £0.72) x 1072 GeV?,
<0073 0> = (3.12+0.93) x 1072 GeV?,
< 0]0Y(PPM|0 > = (~1.214+0.35) x 1072 GeV?, (11)
with data of J/1 production at p, > 3 GeV at Tevatron and pr > 2.5 GeV at HERA in
Ref.[14]. The two series CO LDMEs are not consistent with each other. For the three CO
P wave LDMEs < 0]0”/*(3P)|0 > it is hard to determine. To simplify the discussion of
the numerical result, it is assumed that
<007 PM0 > = 27 +1) <0]07*CPE0 > . (12)

At the same time, we can estimate the relation between their order from the Gremm-

Kapustin relation [45] in the weak-coupling regime

MJ/q/; o Qmjcyole

QmQCD )

2 _ .2 _ 2 _
V=] =vg =

(13)

where m%@“? is the mass of charm quark that appears in the NRQCD actions and m?°'
is the pole mass of charm quark. This equation was given only for CS in Ref.[45]. This
is the same with Ref.[33], and we can get v} = vi. If we select My, = 3.1 GeV and
mQCP = mpele = 1.39 GeV , we can get v? ~ 0.23.

After those presses, there are three CO LDMEs in the numerical calculation.

C. Short distance coefficients calculation

The short distance coefficients can be evaluated by matching the computations of per-

turbative QCD and NRQCD:

F _
d = —" (0|00 . 14
Ureaon = g OO (14



The covariant projection operator method should be adopted to compute the expression
on the left-hand side of the equation. Using this method, spin-singlet and spin-triplet
combinations of spinor bilinears in the amplitudes can be written in covariant form. For the
spin-singlet case,

1 1

%:v(s)ﬂ(E)(? 515,5(0,0)

— m(—péjtmc)%%(pﬁ—mc). (15)
For spin-triplet case, the expression is defined as

gv(s)ﬂ@x%, 555,511, 52)

— s Che oty ), (16

where € denotes the polarization vector of the spin-triplet state. In our calculation, Dirac
spinors are normalized as uu = —vv = 2m,.

The differential cross section of each state then satisfies:
do (B LH~S T IM(a + b= () (L) + d)[2(0j07* =+ L) 0), (17)

where 3 means sum over the final state color and polarization and average over initial
states. According to this expression and Eq.(8]), expanding the cross section to next leading
order of v? is to expand the amplitude squared on the right side of the above expression to
O(lal*).-

Next, we prepare to expand the short distance coefficients to the next order in v?. First,
we expand each Fock state amplitude, including the S-wave and P-wave states, in terms of

the relative momentum |q:

M(a + b—(ce) (351 + a)

LG SEM

_ P - 4
= €,(M} =0 + 2q q 9q°0qP q:O) +O(q"). (18)
M(a + b—(ce) ('SP + d)
02(, [m=M,)
= ta B VT 4
M o + 54" 270 oo + O(q"). (19)




oMY
0q° lq=0

M(a+ b—(ce)CPE) + d) = ¢,(s.)eo (L)(

PG SEMY
+-q7°q

4
—_— + . 2
6 0q°0qP0q° )+ 0ld) (20)

q=0

The factor , / ’g—; comes from the relativistic normalization of cc¢ state. Odd power terms of
four-momentum ¢ vanish in either the S-wave or the P-wave amplitudes, where M, and M,

are inclusive production amplitudes to triplet and singlet c¢, respectively.

M, ZZ s|0 0)(3i; 37|11, 8a) A(a + b—c' + & + d).

85§ g
1 1 _ o i
— Z Z<§’ 55 5]1,5.)(37; 3|1, 8a)A(a + b—c' + & + d).
s5  1j
In evaluating the amplitudes in power series in |], it needs to be integrated over the space

angle to ¢. We can obtain the following replacements to extract the contribution of fixed

power of |g]:
For S-wave case:
q q5—> [t (21)
For P-wave case:
1
qaqﬁq”—>g|ﬂ3 [Haﬁeg(l}z) + 1176 (L) + HBUEQ(LZ)} , (22)
where II" = —g" + £8 and €(L.) is the orbital polarization vector of P-wave states.

Subsequently, by multiplying the complex conjugate of the amplitude, the amplitude squared

up to the next order can be obtained:

> IMES P = MEO0)M (0 ZepeA

1 2 582( rEr%_thp) *)\
+§|q_] II o0 M; Zepexq o+ O(v")(23)
q=0

1 O M)

D IMUSTOE = MM +5la | (I —5 55— | Mi0)] +O0h24)

q=0



oM

* *

€€ €,€

_ B _Zo‘ﬁZ/’)\
=0 0q 4=0 4 —

1 ., 9? 9? a3 me
_ Ho“r ¢ 14
BT K Groror " agorar 8qT8q”8qa)(\/ Eth)) .

*A
86?;; (Zeae;)(szepei)]q + 0. (25)

L. =0

oM?
8ly12 _
> IMEPE = 1

Any term, which is in the order of |g]?, must not be missed to obtain the correction up
to the order of v?. In the three expressions above, the first term on the right side of each
equation can be expressed in terms of kinematics variables s, t(|q]), u(|q]). Here ¢(|q]),u(|q))
is |q] dependence and should be expanded by Eq.(5). The sum of terms in the order of |q]?
in the first term as well as all the second term is the contribution of the next leading order.
Orbit polarization sum » 1. and spin-triplet polarization sum Zsz are equal to ITPA(I1%%).
According to the expression of II mentioned above, the ¢ dependence of II only appears in
the denominator P? which equals to 4E§ and only contains even powers of four momentum
q. So in the computation of unpolarized cross section to next order of v* as in Eqs.(23I25),
expanding the polarization vector in order of v? is to handle the sum expression II.

Therefore, the differential cross section in Eq.(@) takes the following form:

F 35[1] G 35[1]
d(a+b— I/ +d) = (%<0|0J/w<35}”>|0> + U5 s osiio) +
F(15[8}) . G(15[8}) .
C% ) gty + CE50 ) oty +
3 ql8l 3 o[8]
EE2 oo esihio + S oo esihio) +
FCRY)

G (3 pL
oo e + L)

2
me c

<0|7>J/¢<3P0[8]>|0>> x
(1 + (9(&)). (26)

The explicit expressions of the short distance coefficients to the relativistic correction of CO
states 15([)8] and 35@ , 3P}8] for partonic processes gg—J /g, gq(q)—J/1¥q(q) and qq—J /g
are relegated to the Appendix. The result of our relativistic correction of 3SF is consistent

with that of Ref.[11] and was not given in this paper.
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III. NUMERICAL RESULT AND DISCUSSION

We adopt the gluon distribution function CTEQ6 PDFs|46]. And the charm quark is
set as m, = 1.5 GeV. The ratios of the short distance coefficient between LO F' and
its relativistic correction G at the Tevatron with /s = 1.96 TeV and at the LHC with
Vs =TTeV or \/s =14 TeV are presented in Figlll The ratios of R[n| = G[n]/F[n| at the

Tevatron and at the LHC are very close at large pr. In the large pr limit,

M? M M?
- ~ - < P NOv (27)
u t j %

where M is the J/1¢ mass. Then we can expand the short distance coefficients with M. The

ratios of first order in the expansion are

R(S) _GesY) 1
pr>M PR sy 6
R(ls[g] _ G(lsgﬂ) N _§
O MNpr>m F(SEN lprsnm 6
3 o8]
11
R(?’SF]) _ G( 518) I
pr>M F(3SEN lprsm 6
BP[S] 1
repPy|  _Gth) 3 (25)
pr>M F(3PEY lprsy 30

These asymptotic behaviors of the ratios to each state are same for all the partonic subpro-
cesses of gg, gq(q) and qq. It is consistent with the curves in Fig.1. The ratio R(3S£l]) is
consistent with Ref.[11], and the ratio R(?’Sfﬂ) is consistent with Ref.[33].

As discussed in Sec. II, the LDMEs of relativistic correction are depressed by approx-
imately 0.23 to LO. If we fix LDMEs (0|O|0) and estimate (0|P|0) through the velocity
scaling rule with adopting v? = 0.23, then the LO cross sections of CO subprocesses are
reduced by about a factor of 20 ~ 40% at large pr at both Tevatron and LHC. In the
CS case, the LO cross sections are enhanced by approximately 4% by the NLO relativistic
corrections. !

The QCD corrections of both CO and CS states had been calculated in [12-14]. Ratios
of NLO O(v?), O(ay), and O(ay,v?) to LO cross sections of J/1 production at Tevatron

! In Ref.[11], the ratio of the CS cross sections enhanced by NLO relativistic corrections is about 1% . The
difference comes from adopting the different LDMEs:

0|07/ (3sM)|0) = 1.64 GeV?, 0|P7/*(351))0) = 0.320 GeV?. (29)
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FIG. 1: The ratios of the short distance coefficient between LO F' and its relativistic correction G

at the Tevatron with /s = 1.96 TeV and at the LHC with /s =7 TeV or /s =14 TeV'.

are presented in Figl2l Here v? = 0.23, and QCD corrections are taken from Refs.[12-14].
The K factor of NLO QCD corrections is very large for 3P0[8} and 3SF at large pr, and it
is about 1.3 for 351 and 1.5 for 1S,

The ratio of 35S %8] is approximately —11/6. In the large pr limit, the dominate contribution
of this subprocess is g* — cé(3S£8}). The propagator of virtual gluon ¢* is proportional to
1/E?. This term offers a factor of —2 to the ratio R(3S£8}). And the factor of —2 at large

pr is same for the polarization of 35?} states. At the same time, the 1558} state is a scalar

Then
©|P7/% 35[0y /(0]07/¥ (3S1)0) /m2 = 0.087, (30)

which is much smaller than v? ~ 0.23.
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FIG. 2: Ratios of NLO O(v?), O(as), and O(as,v?) to LO cross sections of .J/1 production at

Tevatron. Here v? = 0.23, and QCD corrections are taken form Refs.[12, [13].

state and contributes to unpolarized production of J/v, and the K factor of NLO QCD
corrections is much larger than relativistic corrections for ?’PO[S] and 3SP at large pr. So
the J/v polarization at large pr is insensitive to the relativistic corrections.

If we fit the differential cross section of prompt J/1 production at p, > 7 GeV at the
Tevatron [7] to NLO in a, and v2[13], we can get CO LDMEs but with large errors for 35.°
and 3P}8} states. In Ref.[13], they considered two combined LDMEs to fit the data:

My =< 007 (570 > +=5 < 0j0 " (R0 >,

0,70
MY =< 0107 (S0 >+ < [0 (CPT)]0 > . (31)

C

Here rg,r; determined from the short distance coefficient decomposition holding within a
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small error
PPy = rodo 1Sy + o[PS (32)

In Ref.[13], they found ry = 3.9 and ry = —0.56 using the NLO(«a;) results. When consid-
ering relativistic corrections as well as NLO(«y) data we find rq = 3.64 and r; = —0.84.
Then we can fit CDF J/v¢ prompt production data to determine these two LDMEs as Fig.

3 showns. (Here, we do not consider the effect of the feed-down cross section form x.; and

! to the fit):

M, = (110 £0.3) x 1072GeV?,
M0 = (016 £0.02) x 107GeV?, (33)

comparing with fitting results only considering NLO(«) data

Mgl = (9.0 £0.3) x 1072GeV?,
M7 56 = (013 £0.02) x 1072GeV?. (34)

About 20% difference is shown for either LDMEs between the two sets. Complete NLO(cv)

U LA L LN L L LR LB
fffffff Direct NLO(a )
7DirectNLO(as,v2)

- CDF

_an2
<10

P
<10

<0
10
S

510"

210°
AN

Tevatron @ 1.96TeV
|yW|<O.6

35 10 15 20 25 30
p,(GeV)

éﬂ 0°
<

m10%

FIG. 3: Transverse momentum distribution of prompt J/v¢ production at Tevatron. By fitting the
CDF experimental data we obtained the two sets of combined LDMEs M, J{fé} and Mi] ﬁf using the

results of NLO(a) and NLO(as,v?) short distance coefficients, respectively.

calculations show the LDMEs fitting the Tevatron data agree with all the LHC data. How-

ever, it does not agree well at the small pr region [13]. The K factor curves in Fig. 2

14



imply that relativistic corrections suppress the trend of the K factors of NLO(«;) mainly
at small pr region. To investigate the effect of new fitting LDMEs to the total cross section
at hadron colliders, especially at small pr region, we compare the cross sections of NLO(ay)
and NLO(a,, v?) at the LHC using the corresponding set of LDMEs above, and the results
are shown in Fig.4. NLO(ay,v?) results suppressed by about 50 ~ 20% along with pr in-
creasing comparing with NLO(ay) results. But the calculations of relativistic correction of
direct production fail to explain the tend of experimental data at the small py region, and
it is still an open problem. It is expected to solve the problem by two ways. First, contribu-
tion from the feed-down of high excited charmonia production process as p+ p(p)—xes + X
and p 4+ p(p)—1Y! + X may account for 30% to prompt J/1 production. In this case, the
calculations of relativistic correction to feed-down parts are necessary. Second, recently, the
calculation method of resummation of relativistic correction had been presented by Bodwin,
Lee and Yu and applied to calculate the resummation of relativistic correction to exclusive
production ee™ — J/¢n. at eTe” colliders that payed an important contribution to total
cross section[49]. Wether contributions of resummation of relativistic correction may play

an important role, further calculations are needed.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we calculate the relativistic correction terms to CO states for J /1) production
at the Tevatron and at the LHC. The short distance coefficient ratios of relativistic correction
to LO for CO states 15([)8], 3S£8} and ?’P}S] at large pr are approximately -5/6, -11/6, and
-31/30, respectively, and it is 1/6 for the color singlet-state 3S£l]. If NLO long distance
matrix elements are estimated through the velocity scaling rule with adopting v? = 0.23,
the cross sections are reduced by about a factor of 20 ~ 40% at large pr to LO results of CO
states at both the Tevatron and the LHC. Compared with the relativistic corrections to the
CS state, that LO cross sections are enhanced by a factor of 4%. Thus the result may affect
the production of J/v at hadronic colliders. Beacuse of the large results of QCD corrections
at large pr especially to 3P}8] states, relativistic corrections are small, even ignored, along
with pr increasing. But relativistic corrections can also affect the total cross section with
a considerable contribution. We computed the unpolarized cross sections at the LHC with

CO LDMEs extracted from the fit to J /1 direct production at the Tevatron, and the results

15
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FIG. 4: Transverse momentum distribution of NLO(a) and NLO(a, v2) to J/4 direct production.
The LHC experimental data can be found in Refs.[47, |48].

of NLO(ay, v?) suppress that of NLO(a,) by about 20 ~ 50% at different pr regions. These
results indicate that relativistic corrections may play an important role in J/¢ production

at the Tevatron and LHC.
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V. APPENDIX: SHORT DISTANCE COEFFICIENTS

The short distance coefficients of 15([)8] for gg—J/1 g subprocess were

Fy('Sp)) _ 1 11(ma)®
m? 16ms2644 N2 —1

640 [M” (8 + tu + u?) — M" (46 + Tt2u + Ttu® + 4u”)
+M® (8t* + 218°u + 27¢%u? + 21tu® 4 8u') — M (10¢° + 35t*u + 57t°u” + 57t*u” 4 35tu” + 10u”)
+M* (8t° + 33t°u + 66t*u” + 81t°u® + 66¢7u* + 33tu” + 8u’)

M1 4 tu+ u®) (48 + 98 + 9tu® + 4uP)+ (8 + tu + u?)’

, (35)

Go('S8) _ 1 11 (4may)?
mi  16ws2644 N2 —1

1280 [5tu(t ) (2 + tu+u?)" H12M (2 4 tu 4+ u®) — 5M (1183 4 20620 + 20tu® + 114°)
+ MM (95¢" + 280t u + 358t*u” + 280tu” 4 95u’)

—3M" (16t° + 95t*u + 175¢°u* + 175t°u” + 95tu* 4 16u°)

—2M™ (45¢% + 7200 + 21" — 226307 + 21¢%u" + T2tu” + 45u°)

+M® (198t7 + 678t% + 114170 + 1345¢"u® + 1345t°u* + 1141¢%u° + 678tu’ + 198u”)

— MO (180t*+ 756t u-+1583t°u’+2224t"u’+2446t u* + 2224t*u° + 1583t*u’ + 756tu’ + 180u®)
+M*(85t + 408t3u + 1000t u?* 4 1637t5u> + 2028t°u* + 2028t*u® + 1637t3u’ + 1000t

+408tu® + 85u7) — M2 (£ 4 26%u + 2tu® + u®)? (17¢* + 306 + 30¢2u? + 30tu® + 17u?) ] /
3M3 (Mz—t)gt(Mz—u)gu(t+u)3 (=M +t+u) |. (36)
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The short distance coefficients of 3S£8] for gg—J/1g subprocess were

Fu(S) 1 11(4ma,)*1
m2 16752644 N2 —1 3

256 [27 (2 + tu + u?)* + 19M® (£ + tu + u?) — M® (656> + 111¢%u + 111¢u? + 65u%)
+M* (100¢* + 2273 + 300t%u® + 227tu® + 100u*)

—27M? (37 + 8t'u + 13t°u” + 13t*u” + 8tu” + 3uP)

: (37)

/[3M3 (M? = )* (M? = u)® (t + u)?

Goy®S1") _ 1 11(4ma)’1
mi  16ms2644 N2 —13

(—512) [M“ (8787 + 22tu + 87u?) + M'? (—14¢% + 335¢%u + 335tu” — 14u”)

—2M™ (399¢* + 1612t%u + 2020¢°u” + 1612¢u” + 399u*)

+M?® (21008° + 8976t u + 14497¢%u? + 14497t*u” + 8976tu” + 2100u”)

— M (2590t° + 12096t°u + 23855t u” 4 29314¢*u® + 23855¢%u* + 12096tu” + 2590u°)

+M* (1620¢" + 8498t%u + 19905¢°u? + 29152t*w” + 29152¢°u* + 19905¢*u” 4 8498tu® + 1620u”)

—27M? (15t° 4 1047w + 295t°u® + 510¢°u” + 612t u* + 510t%u° 4 295t*u’ + 104tu” + 15u°)

/

+297tu(t + u) (2 + tu+u®)* | /oM (M2 = 1) (M2 —u)® (t +u)?|. (38)
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The short distance coefficients of 3P}8} for gg—J/1g subprocess were

F, (3P 111 (47a,)3

mt  16ms2644 N2 — 1 x

2560 | 7TM'0 (£ + 26%u + 2tu® + ®) — M (35t + 993 + 1208%u” + 99tu® + 35u*)

+M"? (84t + 296t u + 450t°u® + 450t°u” + 296tu” 4 84u”)

—3M™ (42t° + 171t%u + 304t*u® + 362¢°u” + 304¢%u* + 171tw’ + 42u°)

+M°® (126t7 + 577t% + 1128t°u” + 1513t*u® + 1513t°u* + 1128¢%u° + 577tu’ + 126u)

— MO (841% + 432tTu + 905t°u® + 1287¢°u® + 1436t " + 1287¢°u” + 905t*u’ + 432tu” + 84u®)

+M* (35t + 204t + 468t "u” + 700t°u’ + 819t°u* + 819t u” + T00t*u’ + 468t*u” + 204tu® + 35u°)
M (£ tu -+ u?)® (T 4 3615u + 45647 + 286%u° + 456%u* + 361’ + Tu)

+3tu(t +u) (1 + tu + u2)4} / [M?’tu (M? = 1)° (M? =)’ (t+u)* (=M + t + ) | (39)
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G,y (3P 111 (47ra,)?

mS  16ms?GAd NZ 1

(—1024) | 140M> (£ + 2¢%u + 2tu”® + u®) — M (725t + 2095¢>u + 2596¢>u> + 2095tu® + 725u")
+6M™® (235t° + 978t u + 1599t°u” + 1599¢t°u® + 978tu* + 235u°)

—M™ (705t° + 6528t°u + 16050t u” + 20350¢°u® + 16050t°u* + 6528tu” + 705u°)

+ MM (=2190t" — 3022t%u + 5603¢°u” + 15689t u” + 15689t u* + 5603¢>u” — 3022tu’ — 2190u")
+M™2(5400¢% 4 19278t "u + 256970 + 19598t%u° 4 14174t u*

+19598t%u° + 25697t2u’ + 19278tu” + 5400u®)

—M™(6110¢° + 28087t%u + 52760t u? + 62879t%* + 60308t°u* + 60308t u”

+62879t%u’ + 52760t%u” 4 28087tu® + 6110u”)

+M® (4055t + 222357y + 50834t%u* + 74420t u® + 83867t%u* + 84706t°u”

483867t u’ + 74420t3u” 4 50834t%u® 4 22235tu” + 4055u'°)

—M®(1530t" + 10029t™u + 27765t7u? + 49691t%u> + 67682t u* + 76683t°u°

+76683t%u’ 4 67682tu” + 49691t3u® + 27765t*u° 4 10029tu'® + 1530u ')

+ M4 (25512 4+ 2250t + 8158t1%% 4 1886571 4 32387t5u* 4 43880t u’ + 48446t5:°
+43880t%u” 4 32387t u® + 18865¢t%u” + 8158t%u'® + 2250tu't 4 255u'?)

M2t (£ + tu+ u?)” (15067 + 7261% + 1575¢5u® + 2117642 + 211763 + 1575605 + 726t

+150u”) + 3170 (¢ + u)? (£ + tu + uz)ﬂ
/lM% (M = 1) (M? = )" (¢t + )" (—M2+t+u>]- (40)

The short distance coefficients of 15([)8] for qg—J/1pg subprocess were

Fo'Ss) 1 11(4nay)? 160 (£2 + u?) (1)
m2 1675294 N2 — 1 3M(t +u)2(—M?2 +t +u)
Gu('Sy) 1 11 (4ray)? 1600 (£2 + u?) (42)
md  16ms294 N2 — 1 OM3(t +u)2 (—=M2 +t+u)’
The short distance coefficients of 3S£8] for qg—J /1 g subprocess were
Fu®SY) 1 11 (4may)® 164 (482 — tu + 4u?) (2M* — 2MP(t +u) + 2 + u?) (13)
m2 167294 N2—13 3M3tu(t + u)? '
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Go(*S") _ 1 11(4may)*1
mi 1675294 N2 —13

(—128) [24M6 (487 — tu + 4u®) — 1AM* (4¢% + 3t%u + 3tu® + 4u®)

—8M? (5t + 11t%u + 3t*u® + 11t + 5u’) + 11 (48° + 3t'u + 7t°u® + Tt*u® + 3tu’ + 4u”)

/ l9M5tu(t + u)?’]. (44)
The short distance coefficients of 3P}8} for qg—J/1pg subprocess were:

Fa®Pyy 1 11 (dmay)? 640 (SMA(t + u) — 4M? (£ + 4t + u?) + 3 (7 + tu + tu® + u3)2

mi  16ms294 N2 —1 3M3(t 4+ u)3 (—M? +t+ u) )

Ga*Py 1 11 (4na,)?
mé  167s294 N2 —1

256 [160M6(t +u) — 16M* (5t° 4 17tu + 5u”) + 4M? (£* — 1170 — 11tu® + u”)
+31(t +u)? (£ + u?) } / [3M5(t +u)t (—M* +t+u)|. (46)

The short distance coefficients of 150] for gq(q)—J/1q(q) subprocess were

Fuo(SY) 1 11(ma)®  160(s* +u?)
m2  16ms2244 N2 —13M (s +u)? (—M? +s+u)’

C

(47)

Ggq(q)(lsgﬂ) 111 (4may)? 320 (M (11s% 4 235°u — su® + 11u®) — 5s (s° + s*u + su® + u?’)g
ma © 16ms2244 N2 —1 OM3 (M? —s)(s+u)? (M? — s —u) 48)

C

The short distance coefficients of 3S£8] for gq(q)—J/1q(q) subprocess were

Fr@(SY) 1 11 (4ma,)® 164 (452 — su+ 4u2) (2M* — 2M2(s + u) + 52 + u?)
m2 ~ 16ms2244 N2 —13 3M3su(s + u)?

C

. (49)

G (S?") 1 11(47a,)*1
ma ~ 16ms2244 N2 —13

C

128 |2M° (20s” + 69s°u — 39su”® + 20u®) — 2M* (40s* + 113su + 27s*u” + 10su® + 20u*)
+M? (1085° + 193s*u + 41s°u” + 2255%u” + su' + 20u°)

—11s (45° + 3s*u + 7s*u® + 7s%u® + 3su + 4u”) } / [9M55u (M? =s) (s+u)®|.  (50)
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The short distance coefficients of 35?] for gq(q)—J/1q(q) subprocess were

Fpqa P 1 1 1(4may)? 640 (8M* (s +u) — 4AM? (s? + 4su + u?) + 3 (83 + su + su? + u?))

mi T 16ms2244 N2 —1 3M3(s+u)3 (—M? + s+ u)
(51)
Gu@CPy) 1 1 1(47a,)?
mg 16ms2244 N2 — 1
256 {SMG (5% + 26su + 25u”) + 4M* (s° — 23s*u — 111su” — 19u®)
+M? (57s* + 2265w + 1665°u® + 58su” + 61u’) — 31s(s + u)? (s* + u?)
/[3]\/[5 (M? =s) (s+u)* (-M*+s+u)|. (52)
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