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In everyday research, it is tacitly assumed that the scattering cross-sections have fixed values
for the given particle species, centre-of-mass energy, and particle polarizations. However, this as-
sumption has been called into question after several observations of suppression of high-energy
bremsstrahlung. This process will play a major role in experiments at the future Electron-Ion Col-
lider, and we show here how variations of the bremsstrahlung cross-section can be profoundly studied
there using the lateral beam displacements. In particular, we predict very strong increase of the ob-
served cross-sections for large beam separations. We also discuss the relation of these elusive effects
to other quantum phenomena occurring over macroscopic distances. In this context, spectacular
and possibly useful properties of the coherent bremsstrahlung at the EIC are also evaluated.

A strong suppression of the bremsstrahlung process,
e+e− → e+e−γ, was observed in 1982 by the MD-1 ex-
periment at the VEPP-4 collider in Novosibirsk, at the
centre-of-mass energy of 3.6 GeV [1]. Despite signifi-
cant systematic errors, the evidence of increasing sup-
pression with decreasing energy of bremsstrahlung pho-
tons was striking. Small lateral beam-sizes and large
impact parameters were proposed as the origin of this
unexpected phenomenon [2, 3]. In 1995, this MD effect
was observed, at a five-sigma confidence level, at the first
electron-proton collider HERA at DESY [4]. There, how-
ever, the effect was much smaller, only of about 3%, as in
the ZEUS experiment only much higher photon energies
were measured and, in addition, the lateral beam-sizes at
HERA were much bigger than 10 µm, the beam-sizes at
VEPP-4.

Despite these observations, the notion of effective
cross-section variations due to finite transverse beam-
sizes has been slowly gaining wide recognition. Some-
what paradoxically, in the case of bremsstrahlung, the
beam-size effect increases with the energy of collisions,
as yet bigger impact parameters start to play a role
in this process. At the Large Electron-Positron (LEP)
collider at CERN, it manifested itself in a spectacular
way of a very beneficial extension of the beams’ life-
times [5]. For the non-colliding LEP beams, the ulti-
mate limit of beam lifetime of about 60 hours was due
to the Compton scattering of thermal photons off the
beam electrons and positrons - the process measured di-
rectly at HERA [4, 6]. However, in the case of collid-
ing beams the beam lifetimes at LEP were ultimately
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limited by the electron-positron bremsstrahlung (or, in
other words, by the radiative Bhabha scattering) – but,
the observed beam lifetime of about 20 hours was much
longer than the predicted 14 hours, based on the stan-
dard bremsstrahlung calculations. Nevertheless, to ex-
plain this bremsstrahlung suppression at LEP, an ad
hoc cut-off mechanism due to large particle density was
evoked [5], ignoring the results from VEPP-4.

It seems that this lack of comprehension might stem
from deeply rooted convictions, in particular from the
definition of two-particle scattering cross-section, which
boils down to this very simple relation used in physics
over and over again:

R = Lσ, (1)

where R is the rate of events of a given binary process
with the cross-section σ (which can be obtained from
the scattering amplitudes derived from the theory), and
L is the factor called luminosity which depends on in-
tensities of fluxes of colliding particles. In practice, this
formula is extremely useful since it factorizes the setup-
dependent L from the “universal” cross-section, which
for the given particle species depends only on the center-
of-mass energy and particle polarizations. The problem
is that such a factorization is not always correct. One
possibility of breaking it is very well known – if the den-
sity of a beam of particles (or of a “target”) become too
large, one cannot assume only binary interactions any-
more. But there is that other possibility too, having
nothing to do with the beam densities, but with a ba-
sic assumption used to arrive at such a factorization –
assumption that the momenta of both colliding particles
are “completely fixed”, i.e. they can be described by pure
and simple plane waves, corresponding to the beam-sizes
infinitely large laterally. In reality, it is never so and any
real beam has a finite transversal size, therefore, instead
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagram for the electron-proton brems-
strahlung. Respective energy variables of incoming and out-
going particles are shown as well as the virtuality of exchanged
photon Q2 = −(Pp−P ′p)2, where Pp and P ′p are four-momenta
of the incoming and outgoing protons, respectively.

of the plane wave description, the proper wave packet
formalism formally should be always used [7].

The bremsstrahlung process is so extraordinary due to
extremely small momentum transfers between the radi-
ating electron and the other charged particle, a proton
in case of the electron-proton collisions, as in Fig. 1. In
particular, it is kinematically allowed in this case that
both incoming particles experience no angular scatter-
ing, that is, continue moving exactly along their initial
directions, while the bremsstrahlung photon is emitted
exactly in the direction of the electron momentum. It is
precisely this configuration which provides the smallest
virtuality Q2 (see Fig. 1 for definitions of variables) of
the exchanged photon:

|Q|min = m2
empEγ/(4EpEeE

′
e) (2)

where me and mp are the electron and proton mass, re-
spectively.

At high energies, this minimal photon virtuality ac-
quires exceedingly small values – for example, at HERA
Q2

min = 10−8 eV2 for Eγ = 1 GeV, and that re-
sults in a typical size of transverse momentum trans-
fers, q⊥, of about 0.0001 eV/c only. This is because
the bremsstrahlung differential cross-section, with unin-
tegrated scattering angles, is proportional to Q−4 (due
to the propagator of exchanged photon), therefore the
photon virtualities close to Q2

min dominate, and to a
very good approximation Q2 = Q2

min + q2⊥. It should
be stressed again that even q⊥ = 0 is allowed in
bremsstrahlung. If one analyses this process in the im-
pact parameter space [8], these very small values of q⊥
correspond to very large values of the impact parame-
ter b = ~/q⊥. That, in turn, explains why the original
Bethe-Heitler cross-section calculations in the Born ap-
proximation are so precise, despite neglecting the size of
the proton and its spin. In fact, the impact parameter in
high-energy bremsstrahlung reaches really macroscopic
values – the above example from HERA corresponds to
b of about 2 mm! And that precisely is the origin of the
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FIG. 2. Relative corrections to the standard Bethe-Heitler
cross-sections due to the beam-size effect. Relative suppres-
sion due to the beam-size effect (dσcorr/dy)/(dσBH/dy) is
shown as a function of y = Eγ/Ee for three cases of electron-
proton bremsstrahlung. The corresponding beam energies
and Gaussian lateral beam-sizes at the interaction point are
listed. The curves were obtained using Eqs. (6.7?) and (6.5)
from Supplemental Material.

beam-size effect, or more generally of the observed mod-
ifications of bremsstrahlung cross-sections. In deriving
Eq. (1) it is assumed that both colliding beams can be
properly represented by simple plane waves, which means
that the assumed distribution of the impact parameter
is uniform. However, when both colliding beams are
strongly focused at the interaction point then that is not
valid anymore as the large impact parameters are sup-
pressed and the bremsstrahlung differential cross-section
is “over-sampled” at the low impact parameters, where
it is smaller. As a result, one observes an effective sup-
pression of bremsstrahlung, increasing with decreasing
photon energies, since the typical q⊥ is proportional to
Eγ , see Eq. (2).

In Fig. 2 the relative correction (dσcorr/dy)/(dσBH/dy)
to the standard Bethe-Heitler cross-section, that is the
bremsstrahlung suppression due to beam-size effect, is
shown as a function of y = Eγ/Ee, where it is assumed
that dσobs/dy = dσBH/dy − dσcorr/dy. Three cases
are considered – one at HERA and two at the future
Electron-Ion Collider (EIC). Despite significantly larger
beam energies, the effect at HERA is smaller than these
at the EIC. This is because of much stronger beam fo-
cusing at the EIC, in particular in the vertical direction
– “flat” beams (with a large aspect ratio of at least 10:1)
will be used there to avoid disruptive beam-beam effects,
as the beam intensities will be much higher than those
at HERA, what will result in the increase of luminos-
ity by more than two orders of magnitude [9]. For the
18 GeV electron case, assuming extreme focusing, the
bremsstrahlung suppression at the EIC will be of about
10% for 1 GeV photons, and still of almost 1% at y = 0.5.
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FIG. 3. Relative corrections to the standard Bethe-Heitler
cross-sections due to beam displacements at the EIC. The ra-
tio (dσcorr/dy)/(dσBH/dy) is shown as a function of vertical
beam displacement B, for four values of y and for two cases
of electron-proton collisions at the EIC. Values of B corre-
sponding to the 5% of the nominal luminosity are indicated
and the beam energies and Gaussian lateral beam-sizes at the
EIC interaction point are listed. The curves are obtained us-
ing Eqs. (6.7?) and (6.5) from Supplemental Material with
G(ω) given in Eq. (3).

Very precise cross-section measurements are essential
for the success of the EIC scientific program. To achieve
the requested 1% precision, yet more accurate determi-
nation of the collider luminosity is necessary – Eq. (1)
can be used to measure cross-sections as well as to de-
termine L if a certain σ is very well-known and the cor-
responding R is accurately measured. As at HERA, the
bremsstrahlung process will be used to precisely measure
the EIC luminosity, therefore a thorough verification of
the corrections due to the beam-size effect is mandatory.
In principle, accurate measurements of bremsstrahlung
angular distributions could provide interesting insights
into the beam-size phenomenon [see Figs. 7 and 8 in
Supplemental Material]. That is however not possible

to perform as the typical bremsstrahlung emission angles
are much smaller than the angular divergences of beams
at the EIC interaction point. Here, we propose a new,
powerful and straightforward way of conducting at the
EIC unique studies of the role of large impact parame-
ters in bremsstrahlung, and of the origin of the beam-size
effect in particular.

We propose to precisely measure the bremsstrahlung
spectra as a function of lateral beam displacements at
the interaction point – that is, by using the so-called
van der Meer scans, usually performed (at the LHC,
for example) to measure the lateral sizes of the “lumi-
nous region”. Such scans result in strong changes of the
collider luminosity L according to the formula, assum-
ing Gaussian distributions of beam particles: L(B) =
L(0) exp (−B/(σ2

1 + σ2
2)/2), where B is the lateral dis-

placement of one of the beams within the horizontal or
vertical plane, σ1 and σ2 are the two Gaussian widths
in a given plane, often equal, and L(0) corresponds to
the luminosity of nominal, head-on collisions. However,
in the case of bremsstrahlung, also its photon spectrum
will be modified in a very specific way – the lateral beam
displacement will serve as a direct scanner of impact pa-
rameter after all!

To make specific predictions, we extended the well-
developed framework of Ref. [8] - we also assume head-on
beam collisions and Gaussian distributions of the beam
particle coordinates in the transverse plane, n(~r⊥), but
we allow for relative, lateral beam displacements. In par-
ticular, we introduced a vertical beam displacement B of
one of the colliding beams:

n(~r⊥) =
N

2πσxσy
exp

(
− x2

2σ2
x

− (y −B)2

2σ2
y

)

where ~r⊥ = (x, y, 0), N is the number of particles in a
beam and σx, σy are the standard deviations in the hor-
izontal and vertical planes, respectively. This resulted in
the replacement of the original Eq. (5.32) by the follow-
ing formula:

G(ω) = 2

∫ ∞
0

ρ⊥
ρm

K2
1

(
ρ⊥
ρm

)[
1− e−v+

π

∫ π

0

ev− cosϕ cosh
(
ty sin

(ϕ
2

))
dϕ

]
dρ⊥
ρm

(3)

where G is the function which describes the number of
missing equivalent photons of energy ω (see Eq. (5.14)
in Ref. [8]), ρm = Ep/(mpω), ty = ρ⊥B/a

2
y and v± =

ρ2⊥(1 ± a2y/a
2
x)/(4a2y), where a2x = σ2

x1 + σ2
x2 and a2y =

σ2
y1 + σ2

y2 and σx1, σy1 and σx2, σy2 are, respectively,
the horizontal and vertical beam sizes at the interaction
point (that is, at z = 0) for two colliding beams; K1 is
the modified Bessel function of the second (third) kind.

For B = 0 the expression in the square brackets be-

comes: [1− e−v+I0(v−)], as in the Eq. (5.32) in Ref. [8],
where I0 is the modified Bessel function of the first kind.

In Fig. 3 we show how the relative cross-section correc-
tions will change for four values of y, in the case of verti-
cal beam scans at the EIC. As expected, for large values
of B the corrections become negative, which means that
the bremsstrahlung cross-section will strongly increase –
because the large impact parameters, for which the dif-
ferential cross-section is increasing, are “over-sampled” in
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FIG. 4. The predicted spectra of ep bremsstrahlung at the
EIC for several vertical beam displacements. The standard
Bethe-Heitler cross-section dσBH/dy is modified due to the
beam-size effect and beam displacements B. The effective
cross-sections (multiplied by y for better visibility) are shown
for two cases of electron-proton collisions at the EIC - the
corresponding beam energies and Gaussian lateral beam-sizes
at the interaction point are listed. The vertical beam dis-
placements B = 2, 3 and 4σy correspond, respectively, to 36,
11 and 2% of the nominal luminosity for B = 0. The curves
are obtained using Eqs. (6.7?) and (6.5) from Supplemental
Material with G(ω) given in Eq. (3).

this case. In Fig. 4 we show how whole bremsstrahlung
spectra are heavily distorted at the EIC for vertical beam
displacements of only 20 − 30µm – in these cases the
observed cross-section will double for low photon ener-
gies. For yet larger beam displacements the observed
increase will become almost hundred-fold, see Fig. 5,
where we present the two-dimensional distributions of
(dσcorr/dy)/(dσBH/dy) as a function of both y = Eγ/Ee
and the vertical beam displacement B. One should note
however, that even for large values of B the suppression
due to the beam-size effect is still significant for small
photon energies. Finally, from the experimental point of
view, it seems preferable that such scans will be done at
(very) low beam intensities to avoid beam disruptions,
during the scans, due to the strong beam-beam effects.

A good understanding of the role of very large im-
pact parameters in bremsstrahlung is mandatory for the
precise luminosity determination at the future EIC, or
for the proper explanation of the beam lifetimes at the
KEK B-factory [10], but it might also be relevant in
non-accelerator physics. For example, it has been pro-
posed that rapidly spinning neutron stars are the prin-
cipal source of ultra-high energy cosmic rays. It is in-
teresting to observe, if only for the illustration purpose,
that the typical impact parameter for a 50 EeV elec-
tron radiating a 0.5 EeV photon reaches 40 km, which is
about four times the neutron star radius. According to
the results we obtained, radiation of such a photon can
be either strongly suppressed or amplified, depending on

the geometrical aspects of particle collisions.

Above, some new effects due to very small trans-
verse momentum transfers are discussed, but there are
also bremsstrahlung phenomena related to small longi-
tudinal momentum transfers q , as the famous Landau-
Pomeranchuk-Migdal effect [11], for example. In this
case, these small transfers correspond to large coher-
ence lengths (called often the formation length in this
context) of the process, resulting in the bremsstrahlung
suppression in dense materials if over such a longitu-
dinal distance the incoming electrons undergo signifi-
cant angular scattering [12–14]. In high energy electron-
proton collisions this coherence length lc, calculated in
the laboratory reference frame, is given by the formula:
lc = ~/q = 4~cγ2e/Eγ , where γe = Ee/me. It was real-
ized that if that coherence length is significantly larger
than the length σz of an opposite bunch, then the co-
herent bremsstrahlung takes place and beam electrons
interact with the total field of all particles in this oppo-
site bunch! The photon energy for which lc = σz is called
the critical energy Ec.

Such a coherent effect results in a spectacular increase
by many orders of magnitude of the bremsstrahlung
cross-section for Eγ � Ec. For these low energies,
the photon spectrum (per single bunch-crossing) can be
simplified as follows [15]: dNγ = N0 dEγ/Eγ , where

N0 = 8αNe(reNp/σx)2/(9
√

3) assuming flat beams with
identical transverse beam-sizes, and α is the fine struc-
ture constant, re is the electron classical radius, Ne and
Np are the electron and proton bunch populations, re-
spectively, and σx is the horizontal beam-size. As ex-
pected, the coherent bremsstrahlung per bunch colli-
sion scales with NeN

2
p but it has also a strong depen-

dence on σx. At the EIC, due to high beam inten-
sities and small beam-sizes, it will manifest itself in a
unique and spectacular way. For example, one obtains
N0 = 3.1(0.28) × 1010 for these two sets of the EIC
parameters: Ee = 18(10) GeV, Ne = 6.2(17.2) × 1010,
Np = 2.05(0.69) × 1011, σx = 50(93)µm and σz = 6 cm.
The corresponding critical energy Ec = 16.3 keV and
5 keV, whereas the total radiated power in this pro-
cess is about 900 and 100 W, respectively. In coherent
bremsstrahlung the photon energies are relatively small
but on average every single beam electron will emit more
than one such an X-ray photon during every single bunch
crossing. The radiation extends down to the “visible
widow” - there, the coherent bremsstrahlung signal at
the EIC will manifest itself as a flash of blue light lasting
a small fraction of 1 ns, repeated up to 100 million times
per second. For a human eye, at a spot where it hits the
beam-pipe, its peak illuminance will reach 10 000 lux!

These results demonstrate that on the one hand unique
studies of the coherent bremsstrahlung will be also pos-
sible at the EIC, as well as its potential applications for
the beam diagnostics, but on the other hand, at the high-
est electron energy this coherent process will require a
special treatment due to large radiated power, which in
addition will almost double for significant vertical beam
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FIG. 5. Relative corrections to the standard Bethe-Heitler cross- sections, due to both the beam-size effect and vertical
beam displacements, as a function of B and y. The ratios (dσcorr/dy)/(dσBH/dy) are shown as a function of the vertical beam
displacement B and the logarithm of the relative photon energy y = Eγ/Ee for the two sets of EIC parameters: EIC 1 and
EIC 2 - the corresponding beam energies and Gaussian lateral beam-sizes at the interaction point are listed. Shown are 10
equidistant (in the third dimension) contours for the values above zero (displayed in brownish colours) and 10 equidistant
contours for the values below zero (displayed in bluish colours). For the EIC 1 case, the distribution extends in the third
dimension between approximately −84 and +0.2, whereas for the EIC 2 case this range is approximately from −80.5 to +0.24.

displacements [15], such as those discussed above.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

The studies performed in this paper base on the
framework developed in Ref. [8]. For convenience we
provide the relevant formulas here (we keep the formulas’
numbering from the original paper). The Bethe-Heitler
cross section for unpolarized electron and proton beams
is given by:

dσBH

dy
=

16α3

3m2
e

1

y

(
1− y +

3

4
y2
)
L (6.5)

where α is the fine structure constant, me is the electron
mass, y = Eγ/Ee, and

L = ln
4EeEp(1− y)

mempy
− 1

2

The correction to the nominal Bethe-Heitler cross sec-
tion, where it is assumed that dσobs/dy = dσBH/dy −
dσcorr/dy, is obtained from:

dσcorr
dy

= 2
α3

m2
e

1

y

∫ ∞
0

F (y, z)G(ω)
dz

(1 + z)2
(6.7?)

which is twice as big as the correction in Eq. (6.7) in
Ref. [8] due to summing over photon helicities, and where

F (y, z) = 2− y − 4
(1− y)z

(1 + z)2
− y(1− y) (6.3)

and G is the function which describes the number of miss-
ing equivalent photons of energy ω:

G(ω) =

∫ ∞
0

K2
1 (ρ⊥/ρm) g(~ρ⊥)

d~ρ⊥
πρm

(5.18)

where

ω =
m2
ey(1 + z)

4Ee(1− y)
and ρm = Ep/(mpω)

The predictions obtained in Ref. [8] assumed head-on
beam collisions and Gaussian distributions of the beam
particle coordinates in the transverse plane, n(~r⊥). We
extended this framework by allowing relative, lateral
beam displacements. Above we discussed the vertical
displacements and here we introduce a horizontal beam
displacement B of one of the colliding beams:

n(~r⊥) =
N

2πσxσy
exp

(
− (x−B)2

2σ2
x

− y2

2σ2
y

)

where ~r⊥ = (x, y, 0), N is the number of particles in a
beam and σx, σy are the standard deviations in the hor-
izontal and vertical planes, respectively. This resulted in
the replacement of the original Eq. (5.32) by the follow-
ing formula:

G(ω) = 2

∫ ∞
0

ρ⊥
ρm

K2
1

(
ρ⊥
ρm

)[
1− e−v+

π

∫ π

0

ev− cosϕ cosh
(
tx cos

(ϕ
2

))
dϕ

]
dρ⊥
ρm

(4)

where tx = ρ⊥B/a
2
x and v± = ρ2⊥(1 ± a2y/a

2
x)/(4a2y),

where a2x = σ2
x1 + σ2

x2 and a2y = σ2
y1 + σ2

y2 and σx1, σy1
and σx2, σy2 are, respectively, the horizontal and vertical
beam sizes at the interaction point (that is, at z = 0) for
two colliding beams; K1 is the modified Bessel function
of the second (third) kind.

The plots in Fig. 6 (left) below are effectively obtained
by making cross-sections of the two-dimensional distribu-
tions shown in Fig. 5 at fixed B - shapes of the obtained
curves are driven by the beam displacement effect at high

y, and by the beam-size effect at low y. In Fig. 6 (right)
the corresponding plots are shown for the horizontal dis-
placement B at the EIC, according to Eq. (4) above.
Finally, for completeness, in Figs. 7 and 8 we show mod-
ifications of the photon angular distributions due to the
vertical beam displacements and lateral beam-sizes.

All plots have been produced using the ROOT analysis
framework [16]. Numerical integrations were performed
using GNU Scientific Library [17] interfaced to ROOT. The
library reimplements the algorithms used in QUADPACK
which are described in Ref. [18].
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FIG. 6. Relative corrections to the standard Bethe-Heitler cross-sections due to both the beam-size effect and (left) vertical
or (right) horizonthal beam displacements. The ratios (dσcorr/dy)/(dσBH/dy) are shown as a function of y = Eγ/Ee, for
four vertical beam displacements B = 0, 2σy, 3σy and 4σy, and for four horizonthal beam displacements B = 0, 3σx, 4σx and
5σx. In both cases the two sets of EIC parameters are considered - EIC 1 and EIC 2 - the corresponding beam energies and
Gaussian lateral beam-sizes at the interaction point are listed. The vertical beam displacements B = 2, 3 and 4σy correspond,
respectively, to 36, 11 and 2% of the nominal luminosity for B = 0. The horizontal beam displacements B = 3, 4 and 5σx
correspond, respectively, to 11, 2 and 0.2% of the nominal luminosity for B = 0.
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FIG. 7. Relative corrections to the standard Bethe-Heitler cross-sections due to both the beam-size effect and vertical
beam displacements. The ratios (d2σcorr/dy dθγ)/(d2σBH/dy dθγ) are shown as a function of the polar angle θγ of the photon
emission, for four vertical beam displacements B = 0, 2σy, 3σy and 4σy, for the two sets of EIC parameters - EIC 1 and EIC
2 - the corresponding beam energies and Gaussian lateral beam-sizes at the interaction point are listed. The vertical beam
displacements B = 2, 3 and 4σy correspond, respectively, to 36, 11 and 2% of the nominal luminosity for B = 0. Plots above
are made for (left) y = 0.001 and (right) y = 0.1, where y = Eγ/Ee.
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FIG. 8. The predicted photon angular distributions of ep bremsstrahlung at the EIC for several vertical beam displacements.
The observed differential cross-sections d2σobs/dy dθγ are shown as a function of the polar angle θγ of the photon emission,
for four vertical beam displacements B = 0, 2σy, 3σy and 4σy, for the two sets of EIC parameters - EIC 1 and EIC 2 -
the corresponding beam energies and Gaussian lateral beam-sizes at the interaction point are listed. The vertical beam
displacements B = 2, 3 and 4σy correspond, respectively, to 36, 11 and 2% of the nominal luminosity for B = 0. Plots above
are made for (left) y = 0.001 and (right) y = 0.1, where y = Eγ/Ee.


	When invariable cross-sections change: the Electron-Ion Collider case
	Abstract
	 References
	 Supplemental Material


