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v'y — BB is the golden process to access chiral-even di-baryon generalized distribution amplitudes
(GDAG) as deeply virtual Compton scattering has proven to be for the generalized parton distributions. In
the framework of colinear quantum chromodynamics factorization, where the leading twist amplitude is the
convolution of GDAs and a perturbatively calculable coefficient function, we study the scattering
amplitude for the baryonic channels where B is a spin 1/2 baryon such as the nucleon or hyperon A, X.
Taking into account the interfering quantum electrodynamics amplitude, we calculate the cross section of
the ety — e* BB process, which can be experimentally studied in e~e™ as well as in electron-ion facilities.
We explore both the final state polarization summed case and the polarization dependent effects. Numerical
estimates are presented for e”y — ¢~ pp using motivated models for GDAs. Our results show that a first
extraction of baryon-antibaryon GDAs from experimental measurements is feasible at Belle II.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Generalized distribution amplitudes (GDAs) [1-3] and
the closely related generalized parton distributions (GPDs)
[1,4,5] are hadronic matrix elements of light-cone bilocal
operators that can be used for a hadron tomography [6-9].
Moreover, GDAs and GPDs offer indirect access to
gravitational form factors (GFFs), which in turn enable
us to address the longstanding puzzle of nucleon spin
decomposition [4,10-12] and to explore the mechanical
properties of the hadron [13-26]. GDAs are the s —¢
crossed quantities of the hadronic GPDs, and both of them
can be expressed in terms of double distributions (DDs)
[1,5]. The DDs are often used to construct the GPD model
for the extraction of GPDs from experimental measure-
ments. Thus, the study of GDAs can provide us comple-
mentary information on GPDs and vice versa. The second
moments of GDAs give access to the timelike GFFs, from
which the spacelike GFFs can be derived via dispersion
relations.

As most hadrons are not stable, their GPDs are difficult
to probe experimentally. In contrast, the hadronic GDAs
can be studied through hadron pair production, which
enables measurements for both stable and unstable hadrons.
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In the reactions y*y — hh and y* — hhy, the momentum
square of the virtual photon is chosen so that it is large
enough to satisfy the quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
collinear factorization criteria. The amplitudes of these
two-photon reactions can then be expressed in terms of the
chiral-even hadronic GDAs, which describe the amplitudes
for qg — hh [2,27-36]. In addition, the authors of Ref. [37]
recently proposed that chiral-odd hadronic GDAs can be
extracted from the production of two meson pairs in e e~
annihilation. In 2016, the Belle Collaboration reported the
first measurement of the cross section for y*y — 7z°7z° [38],
from which the quark GDAs and GFFs of the pion were
extracted [29]. With data taking recently underway at Belle
II at much higher luminosity, measurements of y*y — 7°2°
with unprecedented precision are expected in the near
future.

For the production of a baryon-antibaryon pair, the
amplitude of y* — BBy is expressed in terms of the
baryon-antibaryon GDAs, where the virtual photon can
come from et e~ annihilation, namely, ete~ — y* — BBy,
and it is accessible at BESIII and the proposed Super Tau-
Charm Facility (STCF) [39]. However, the initial state
radiation process also contributes to et e~ — BBy, and it is
described by the timelike electromagnetic form factors (EM
FFs) of the baryon [36]. Since extensive measurements of
the timelike EM FFs of the baryon octet are already
available [40-56], the baryon-antibaryon GDAs can be
extracted from the future measurements of e*e~ — BBy. In
this work, we study the baryon-antibaryon GDAs in the
reaction ety — e* BB, which can be measured at Belle I,
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the proposed STCF, and electron-ion colliders [57] through
ultraperipheral collisions. We also provide the polarization-
dependent cross section for the final baryon or antibaryon,
since the baryon spin vectors can be determined from their
subsequent decays, such as A — Nz and £ — Nz, where N
denotes a nucleon. The polarization-dependent cross sec-
tion enables the definition of additional spin observables,
from which further information on the GDAs can be
extracted.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
introduce the center-of-mass frame of the baryon-anti-
baryon pair in the process ey — e*BB and define the
twist-2 baryon-antibaryon GDAs as well as the baryon EM
FFs. In Sec. I11, the hadron tensor of y*y — BB is expressed
in terms of the timelike Compton FFs, and we then derive
the corresponding cross sections, including the polarization
of the final-state baryon. Numerical estimates for the cross
sections, based on models of the baryon EM FFs and
GDA:s, are presented in Sec. IV. Finally, our main results
are summarized in Sec. V.

II. GENERALIZED DISTRIBUTION
AMPLITUDES IN ey — ¢*BB

We consider the production of a baryon-antibaryon pair
in the following exclusive process:

ei(kl)lf(%) - ei(kZ)B(phSl)B(prZ)’ (1)

where the momenta are indicated in parentheses. We denote
the spin vectors of the baryon and antibaryon as S; and S,,
respectively, and these spin vectors can be determined from
the subsequent decays of hyperons. To describe this
process, it is convenient to define the following variables:

5%
[l

(ki = k)? = (q1)* = -Q%,
(P1)? = (p2)? = m?, (2)

where m is the baryon mass. We choose two lightcone
vectors n and 71, with n - 7 = 1, which are built from the
photon momenta ¢; and ¢, as:

V2 . V2 2
”:Q2—+Q§(12, ”:g<%+$%>- (3)

(ki + g2)2,
P2 = (p; + p2)%

0>
I

Then, the lightcone components v* =v-nand v~ =v -7t
are defined for a Lorentz vector v.

The final cross sections will be presented in the center-
of-mass frame of the baryon-antibaryon pair, as described
by Fig. 1. We choose a coordinate system with the z-axis
along the momentum ¢, and the baryon momenta p; and
P> lie in the x — z plane. The polar angle of p; is denoted as
0, and ¢ is the azimuthal angle between the lepton plane
and the hadron plane. These angles can be expressed in
terms of Lorentz invariants,

FIG. 1.  Center-of-mass frame of the baryon-antibaryon pair for
the process e*y — e*BB.

COSQ:Ql‘(Pz—Pl)’
Bo(ar - q2)
4e, a ﬂkV 5
sing — prsP1P2K19

Bosin0/s0%(s —5 — 0?)

where the convention €°!23

baryon velocity,

=1 is used, and f, is the

4m?

fo=y/1 -2 )

N

Note that the spin vectors S| and S, are defined within their
own rest frames, namely x;y;z; and x,y,z, in Fig. 1. These
vectors are given by

$ = (0.51.81.5%).
4 = (0,55, 85.53).

In e*y — e*BB, the C-even baryon-antibaryon pairs can
be produced in subprocess (a) where the real photon fuses
with the virtual photon emitted by the lepton. The ampli-
tude of this subprocess can be expressed in terms of the
baryon GDAs using the QCD collinear factorization valid
in the generalized Bjorken regime (Q? > 8, Ajcp), as
illustrated by Fig. 2. The baryon GDAs are QCD non-
perturbative quantities that describe the amplitude for the
process qg — BB. At the leading-twist level, the amplitudes

FIG. 2. Feynman diagram for the QCD subprocess (a)
y*y = BB. The crossed diagram is obtained by interchanging
the photon-quark vertices.
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FIG. 3. Feynman diagram for the bremsstrahlung subprocess
(b) where the photon-baryon-antibaryon coupling is described by
the timelike baryon EM FFs. The crossed diagram is obtained by
interchanging the photon-lepton vertices.

will be investigated using the twist-2 chiral-even GDAs for a
baryon-antibaryon pair, which are defined as [58]

dx
P+/2ﬂ'
P+
= ®y(2.L0.3)a(pr)r v(pa) + P(2.80.3) 5 i(p1)v(p2).
dx™ , pi- 5 _
P [ e BB al=3 )y rsa(0)0)
=®%(2,£0.8)a(py)rrsv(pa)

(Z 0,58 )P—+“<P1)VSU(P2)

I (B(pa)B(p1)la(=x7)r " 9(0)]0)

(5)

where the lightcone gauge is used, and we omit to write the
factorization scale dependence of the GDAs. In Eq. (5), z is
the momentum fraction carried by the quark, and the
skewness parameter { is given by

>
3

$o= ;

- (6)

N

with A = p, — p;. This parameter is related to the baryon
polar angle by {, = —f cos 6.

The C-odd baryon-antibaryon pairs may originate from a
virtual photon emitted by the lepton, which is denoted as
subprocess (b) in Fig. 3. The amplitude of this subprocess
can be written as the timelike baryon EM FFs,

(B(p2)B(p1)|g(0)r"q(0)|0)

= FUSp)r#0(p2) + FUO) 5 -p)olp). ()

and these FFs are also related to the first moments of
baryon GDAs [58]. In the literature, the electric and
magnetic FFs Gy and G, are commonly used, and they
can be obtained from a linear combination of F{,(3) and
F3(8),

Ge(8) = Z [Fy(3) +
w(3) Ze Fi (3

with 7 = §/(4m?).

+(t = DF5(3)],

III. SCATTERING AMPLITUDES AND
CROSS SECTIONS

A. Hadron tensor

In subprocess (a), C-even baryon-antibaryon pairs are
produced, and the corresponding helicity amplitude can be
written as

Ay, = (AT el (L), )

where 4; and 1, denote the helicities of the virtual and real
photons, respectively. The hadron tensor T, is defined by
the matrix element of the time-ordered product of two EM
currents,

T, =i / dhxe 95 (B(py)B(p))|T LM () 727(0)}[0).
(10)

At the leading twist, the hadron tensor is expressed in terms
of four timelike Compton FFs F,

-V2
0

—iey {ﬂﬁ(pl )yt e(py) +Fps

+

P
T = {99” [é“ofvﬁ(pl)ﬁﬂ(l’z)*ﬁ%ﬁ

(p1)0(p)

-+

e}
(1)

and these FFs are given at leading order in a, by

cofv—z /
}'S—Z /

f,:Ze—"/ 4z ®(2.0.5) fori= AP, (12)
Z 2 Jo zZ

Z CO,S>

(I)q Z gO? )7

where we introduce the notation z = 1 — z. In Eq. (11), d}”
and €} are transverse tensors,

g;{ﬁ — gaﬁ _ naﬁﬁ _ nﬁﬁa,
e = e Piigng.

The hadron tensor 7, written above represents the
leading-twist contribution at the zeroth order in a.
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When contracted with the polarization vectors of trans-
versely polarized photons, it leads to the leading-twist
amplitudes without a helicity flip. However, the longi-
tudinal virtual photon will contribute to the amplitude if
one includes the higher-twist corrections [30]. At the
higher order of «y, the gluon GDAs also contribute, and
the transversity gluon GDAs introduce the third transverse
tensor [59] "7 = (¢ + & ¢ — dF ¢’ ) /2, corre-
sponding to amplitudes with a two-unit photon helic-
ity flip.

Equation (11) corresponds to the timelike counter-
part of the hadron tensor in deeply virtual compton
scattering (DVCS), in which the spacelike Compton
FFs are expressed in terms of GPDs. It has been
shown that the extraction of GPDs from DVCS data is
an inconclusive endeavor since so-called ‘“‘shadow
GPDs” yield vanishing contributions to the spacelike
Compton FFs, a feature commonly referred to as the
deconvolution problem [60]. In contrast, GDAs are
expanded in Gegenbauer (Cff)(Zz— 1)) and Legendre
(P;(£o)) polynomials according to their evolution
equations [3,27]. Deconvoluting the z-dependence of
GDAs therefore does not suffer from the same ambi-
guities as deconvoluting the x-dependence of GPDs.
Moreover, the angular distribution of the baryon-
antibaryon pair in the final state provides direct access
to the {y-dependence and, albeit indirectly, to the
z-dependence of the GDAs.

B. Unpolarized cross section

We sum only over the two polarization states of the
antibaryon, and the resulting cross section consists of two
components,

do(S)) 1 dé
dsdQ?d(cos0)dp 2 d5dQ?d(cos )dey
d6(S:)
. 13
- dsdQ*d(cos 0)dg (13)

The first term represents the unpolarized cross section,
which remains after summing over the polarization states of
the baryon. The second term depends on the baryon spin
vector S; and corresponds to the single-spin correlation.

d(_TB o (ngﬂg
dsdQ?d(cosO)dp  4ns®

We introduce a few dimensionless parameters to describe
the cross sections for ey — e*BB,

e L=V yo o
1—y—|—%’ ki gy’
0’ 1
X=———, A= (14)
0> +35 (Bo)?

Given that the cross sections become very cumbersome,
particularly when baryon polarizations are included, it is
convenient to define some coefficients expressed in terms
of € and x,

w;=1-2x(1-x)(1—e¢),

ws =+/e(1+e€)y/2x(1 —x)(2x—1),

0, =1-2x(1-x)(1+€), ws=+/e(1+€)y/2x(1-x),

w;=1-(1=x)(1—¢),
wg=1—(1-x)(1+e€). (15)

w3 =2ex(1—x),
wy=1-2x(1-x),

We first calculate the unpolarized cross sections, and
the contribution of subprocess (a) to the differential
cross section is obtained using the hadron tensor of
Eq. (11),

d5G ag’ ﬁo 1
— m F 2 _ F 2
dsdQ*d(cos6)dg 87rs2Q21—e{| Al =1%s]
§
+2Re(~7:A~7:;)+m(|~7:P|2+ |Fsl?)

+ (Bo)? cos? O[| Fy|* + 2Re(F s F3)
—|Fal?] = (Bo)*cos* 0| Fy[*},  (16)

where the four twist-2 GDAs appear in the timelike
Compton FFs, and this GDA contribution is indepen-
dent on the azimuthal angle ¢. It is straightforward to
calculate the contribution of the bremsstrahlung sub-
process (b), which is described by the timelike baryon
EM FFs of Eq. (8),

1
5 (@122 =DIGul* + [0]Gul* + 203(4 = 1)(|GE[* = |Gy [*)] cos 0

+[@3|Gul* + @4(2 = D(|GE* = |Gyl*)] sin’ 0 + ws[(2 = 1)|Gg]* = 2| Gy ]
x sin (20) cos @ — w3[(A — 1)|Gg|* — A|Gy|?] sin? O cos (29) }, (17)

and the dependence on the azimuthal angle appears in this contribution. Then, the interference contribution of the

two amplitudes of subprocesses (a) and (b) is written as
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d5l aemﬂo \/_ﬁ()
dsdQ*d(cos H)d "87s2 0, /5e(1 —e)

—(A=1)Re(GyFy)] cos® 0 + 2[w,Re(G}, F 4) + wgRe(GyFg)] sin @ cos ¢
— (Bo)*wg|ARe(Gy Fy) — (A — 1)Re(GFy )] sin (20) cos O cos ¢}, (18)

{2(06 [Re(G3, Fy) + Re(GypFg)] cos 0 — 2(By)*ws[ARe(G Fy)

where ¢, is the charge of the lepton e*. After integration over the azimuthal angle, the differential cross sections are
expressed as

dog @by 1

dsdQ?d(cosf) 4s2Q*1 —

+ (Bo)? cos® O[|Fy [* + 2Re(FsFy) = |Fal’] = (Bo)* cos* 0| F v},

daB o emﬁo
dsdQ%d(cosf)  2s?

[walGMl2 + a4(A = D)(|Ge|* = |Gy[*)] sin® 0},

S
IFAR = IFl + R A FD) + 1 (o + )

{601(2/1 - 1)|GM|2 [602|GM|2 +2w3(4 — 1)(|GE|2 - |GM|2)] cos’ 0

do, . aemﬂo \/_ﬂ() . G
BiGd(cos0) A o fse(l =) e RelOuTv) FReGEE )| cosd
—2(fy)*@6[ARe(G, Fy)—(4 — 1)Re(GyFy)] cos® 0. (19)

In the cross sections, the physical quantities we are interested in are the baryon GDAs, which only exist in Egs. (16) and
(18). If we take the difference of the cross sections in the processes ey — e¢~BB and ey — e* BB, only the interference
term will remain. Thus, we can employ the lepton charge asymmetry to extract the GDAs from the interference term, in
close analogy to the deeply virtual Compton scattering. In addition, one can make use of the exchange of (0, ¢) —
(r — 0, = + @) in the cross sections. The charge conjugation of the baryon-antibaryon pairs differs between subprocesses (a)
and (b). Consequently, Egs. (16) and (17) remain unchanged under this exchange, whereas Eq. (18) changes sign. We can
define a asymmetry as

ds(0.9) _ do(z—0.p+n)

l _dcosOdp dcosOdg

A(e’ (ﬂ) T ds(0.p) + do(z—0,9+n)° (20)
dcosOdg dcosOdg

and only the interference contribution survives in the numerator. Furthermore, a forward-backward asymmetry may be
defined by integrating the azimuthal angle ¢ from z/2 to 37/2 and subtracting the integral over the complementary region,

37[/2 ds(0.p) ds(z—0.9) 7[/2d do(n—0,¢)
A (9) o flr/2 dco%é)d(p fﬂ/2 dco%é)d(p 0 4 dcosOdgp (21)
FB ~ a2 45 (0. 5 do(n—0, /2 ds(n=0.9)
fn’/ﬂZ de d:osa(f1¢ + f3;f/2 de ;cgsad(gpa + f” ;cgsé?d((pp
The numerator of App is denoted as Ja v do zégs((;’;”(z, which is expressed as
dsdQ?d(cos ) d cos Odg
aem/}O \/—ﬁO

"m0\ fse(1— o) {na6[Re(G}Fy) +Re(GpFs)] cos 6 — n(fy)*we[ARe(Gy Fv)

—(A=1)Re(GiFy)] cos® 0 — 2[wsRe(G3, F4) + wgRe(GFs) sin
+ (o) 2wsARe(G5, Fy) — (A — 1)Re(GLFy )] sin (26) cos 6}. (22)

This yields a new observable for accessing the baryon GDAs from the interference term.
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C. Single-spin correlation

We now present the single-spin correlation for
ety — eTBB. The pure QCD contribution is written as
the timelike Compton FFs,

d6(S)) _ Bl
dsdQ*d(cos0)dp  327s°Q*(1 —¢)

X \é [—P sin(20) Im(F , F)
+ 2sin O Im(F 4 F5)]S7. (23)

In contrast, its counterpart, Eq. (16), probes the real parts of
the products of two Compton FFs F;F%, while, by
including baryon polarizations, we gain access to their
imaginary parts. This provides complementary information

to the unpolarized cross sections. In addition, we can also|

sum over the two polarization states of the baryon and
obtain the single-spin correlation that is dependent on the
spin vector S, of the antibaryon using the following
replacements,

(0,9) > (z—- 0.7+ @),

(S1,87,8%) = (—83.-55.55). (24)

Then, the second term in Eq. (23) changes sign for the S,
case, whereas the sign of the first term remains unchanged.
Thus, one can infer that the spin vector of the baryon or
antibaryon is always perpendicular to the hadron plane, as
illustrated in Fig. 1. The first term in Eq. (23) induces a
parallel alignment between the spin vectors of the produced
baryon and antibaryon, while the second term leads to an
antiparallel alignment.

The contribution of the bremsstrahlung subprocess to the differential cross section is expressed as

d&B (Sl) (lgmﬂo m « . . . x
45d0%d(cos 0)dg = dns’es i Im(GGy){2[ws sinOsin(2¢) — ws cos O sin @] S

+ [ sin(260) + 2ws cos(20) cos ¢ — 2w; sin(20) cos® @] ST },

(25)

where the coefficients w; are defined by Eq. (15). Similarly, we can obtain the single-spin correlation for the S, case using
the replacements in Eq. (24). The spin vector of the baryon (or antibaryon) lies entirely within the x — y plane of its rest
frame. Finally, we calculate the interference contribution of subprocesses (a) and (b),

2

doy(S 3 4
&(51) ¢1tembo { { o <a)8 Im(G3,Fg) sing + wyg i Im(G3, Fy)cos?0sin ¢
5

d3dQ%d(cos 0)dp  8752Q+/25e(1 =€)

4m? 4m? 3
+ wy ilm(GE]—"A)sinZQ sin (p> + w7 Im <G}§4 <.7-"P + i]—])) cos @'sin (p} LES’{
§ m

§
4 2 2 2
+ {ﬁ0<a)61m(Gj,,.7:S) sin&—wﬂm(G}{,,(]—'s—l-ifv))cochos<p+w6 ’jl
§ §

2 2
x Im((G}; — G3)Fy) sin(20) cos 6 + wg ilm((G}‘w — Gj,)Fy) sin(20) sin 6 cos go)
§
4m? ; 4m?
—wy Im<G;kW (fp +’11.7:A>) cosqo] éS{ + |:2607 Im<G*E<J-"P +’;n.7-"A>> sin @ sin ¢
§ m §

— po(w; Im(G}, F») — wg Im(G}, Fy)) sin(20) sin go} S5 } (26)

IV. NUMERICAL ESTIMATES OF THE CROSS
SECTIONS

To obtain the counterpart of Eq. (26), which depends on §,,
an additional minus sign must be included following the
replacements in Eq. (24). The interference term shows that
the produced baryon or antibaryon can be polarized along
the z-axis of its rest frame, which does not exist in Egs. (23)
and (25).

In this section, we present numerical estimates for
ety — e pp cross sections and asymmetries, using mod-
els of the proton EM FFs based on experimental
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=
T
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=
n
T

dog/dW2dQ?dcosé fb/(GeV)*
= p—
n =
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S
=
T
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W (GeV)

2.1 2.2

FIG. 4. Differential cross section of the bremsstrahlung process in e”y — e~ pp.

information and a simple but motivated model for proton
GDAs derived in our former work [36]. This will provide
guidance for future experimental measurements that will
ultimately lead to more realistic models of GDAs.

Much experimental information exists on the modulus of
the proton EM FFs on the spacelike and timelike regions
[61-75]. As discussed in [36], we neglect the unknown
phases of the FFs and use a two component description [69]
that fits experimental data in a satisfactory way. In this
work, we do not repeat the parametrization of proton EM
FFs, as the details can be found in Refs. [36,69].

Our model [36] for the nucleon-antinucleon GDAs is
based on an analogy with the measured zz GDAs and the
decomposition coming from the evolution equations
(which are the same for both GDAs). The phases of the
NN GDAs are unknown, and we neglect their effects, while
the moduli are constrained by the sum rules which relate
them to the quark momentum content of the hadron (the R,
measuring the ratio of momentum carried by quark ¢ in the
hadron, as measured in deep inelastic scattering). This
allows us to estimate the proton Compton FFs F¢ and
Fy as

ez o2
_Zq
Fs= E/Od
q

CoFy = FgcosO,

(I)Z,N(Z, gO? 3)7
(27)

with

SB(?;(ia1+a3i— 1) (1 =2)*(22-1)

x [By(8) + B{,(8)P;(cos )],

@7 o (z,c080,5) =
(28)

where a = 1.157 is obtained from fits to zz experimental
data and is very close to the asymptotic prediction o = 1.
B(a, b) are Euler’s beta functions. In our simple model, we
neglect the imaginary phases for the complex functions B,
and write,

B =~ (14225 7,6
Bhis) =5 (1-° )F()

where R, =1/3, R;=1/6, and m is the proton mass
instead of the pion mass. F,(3) is the monopole FF,

(29)

1

Fq®) = 1+ (5 —4m?)/AY]’

(30)

where A = 1.928 GeV is the cut-off parameter. We also
neglect resonance contributions in the GDAs, which are
expected to play an important role in the resonance regions.
The Compton FFs F, and Fp are related to the axial-
vector GDAs ®4 and @, respectively. Since no studies on
the axial-vector GDAs are currently available, we assume
that F, and Fp are proportional to the axial charge,

Fa=Fp=gaFs, (31)

with

ga = €4 + eads. (32)
In this work, we adopt g% = 0.832 and ¢4 = —0.417 for the
axial charges [76].

In our numerical estimates, the kinematics are chosen
according to Belle II for e”y — ¢~ pp. We use the differ-
ential cross sections after integration over the azimuthal
angle, which are given in Eqgs. (19) and (22). In Fig. 4, the
cross section of the bremsstrahlung process is shown
using the model for the proton EM FFs. In the left panel,
we set 0% = 30 GeV? and take s = 40 GeV? and 50 GeV?
as typical values, where the black (magenta) curves
correspond to cos® = 0.2 (0.6). The invariant mass
of the proton-antiproton pair is chosen within the range

20 GeV < W= \/§ < 2.7 GeV. The bremsstrahlung
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FIG. 5. Differential cross section of the pure QCD contribution in e"y — e~ pp.

cross section shows a weak dependence on the polar angle
cosd. In the right panel of Fig. 4, we reduce Q° from
30 GeV? to 15 GeV?, where s = 30 GeV? and 40 GeV?
are used, and the red (blue) curves correspond to cos @ =
0.2 (0.6). The bremsstrahlung contribution varies signifi-
cantly when comparing the results at Q?> = 15 GeV? and
Q% =30 GeV? in Fig. 4 for fixed s =40 GeV?. This
variation originates from the parameter e. For instance,
we have ¢ = 0.81 at W = 2.1 GeV, Q% = 15 GeV?, and
s = 40 GeV?, while increasing Q? to 30 GeV? reduces € to
0.27. Consequently, according to Eq. (19), the correspond-
ing cross section becomes about three times larger, in
agreement with the behavior observed in Fig. 4. Note that
our predictions of the bremsstrahlung contribution can be
considered as accurate estimates, since only the modulus of
the timelike proton electric and magnetic FFs are used as
inputs, which have been well constrained by experiment.

The differential cross section of the pure QCD process is
depicted in Fig. 5, where the model of proton-antiproton
GDA:s is used. The same conventions are adopted as Fig. 4,
and we choose Q% = 30 GeV? and 15 GeV? in the right
and left panels, respectively. Compared with the brems-
strahlung contribution shown in Fig. 4, the GDA contri-
bution to the process ey — e pp is smaller at
0? = 30 GeV2. However, the GDA contribution increases
significantly when Q2 decreases from 30 GeV? to
15 GeV?. This enhancement arises from the prefactor
1/[Q*(1 —¢€)] in Eq. (19). As Q? changes from 30 GeV?
to 15 GeV? with fixed W = 2.1 GeV and s = 40 GeV?,
this factor increases by approximately an order of magni-
tude, which is consistent with our numerical results for the
GDA contribution. Thus, we can find a kinematical region
where the GDA contribution may be larger than the
bremsstrahlung contribution, which should be helpful for
the extraction of the baryon GDAs.

For the interference term of two subprocesses, we use
Eq. (22) instead of Eq. (19) for numerical estimates since
more GDAs can be extracted from the angular dependence
in this forward-backward asymmetry. The differential cross

section of Eq. (22) is depicted in Fig. 6. In the top panel, we
take cos @ = £0.2 (£0.6) for the black (magenta) curves,
with Q% = 30 GeV? fixed. The solid and dashed lines
correspond to s =40 GeV? and s = 50 GeV?, respec-
tively. The magnitude of the interference term is compa-
rable to that of the pure QCD contribution at
0? =30 GeV?, as shown in Fig. 5. In the bottom panel,
s =30 GeV? (40 GeV?) is fixed for the dashed (solid)
curves at Q> = 15 GeV?, with the red and blue curves
corresponding to cos @ = +0.2 and cos 8 = £0.6, respec-
tively. An enhancement of the interference term is observed
when Q? decreases from 30 GeV? to 15 GeVZ, which also
arises from the prefactor in Eq. (22). Our numerical results
can only be regarded as order-of-magnitude estimates for
the interference term and the pure QCD contribution, since
the proton-antiproton GDAs are poorly known. Further
theoretical studies of GDAs are necessary to obtain precise
predictions, and precise experimental analysis of the
reaction is mostly needed.

After integrating over the azimuthal angle, one can see
that the dependence on S} and S§ disappears in the single-
spin correlation. Thus, the y-axis is chosen as the polari-
zation direction in the rest frame of the baryon. We can
express the spin vector of the spin-up baryon as

S, = (0.0.1.0) (33)

and S}, = -/, for the spin-down state. The cross sections

for the production of spin-up and spin-down baryons are
given respectively by

1

do(Sy,) = %d& —d5(Sy). (34)

To see the polarization effect, one can define the following
ratio using the cross sections derived in Sec. III,
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FIG. 6. Cross section difference Eq. (22) allows measurement of the interference term of e”y — e~ pp. It depends on the invariant
mass of the proton-antiproton pair and on the polar angle 6 of the nucleon.

ds(Sy4) } F dc } (35)
dsdQ?d(cos6) |’ |2 dsdQ*d(cosh)]

R(si) = |

The single-spin correlation dé is proportional to the terms
Im (F;F?), where F; represents a EM FF or Compton FF, as
indicated by Egs. (23), (25), and (26). However, the phases
of these FFs, F; = |F;|e™, are still unknown, and there is
no reason to assume they vanish. In this work, we show the

maximal single-spin correlation by setting all sin(§; —
d;) = 1 in Im (F;F7;). The numerical estimate of the ratio
R(Sy4) is shown in Fig. 7, based on models of the proton
EM FFs and Compton FFs. We choose typical values for s
and Q? according to the kinematics of Belle II. The colors
the of curves indicate the different cos @, with the same
conventions as Fig. 4. We can infer that the polarization
effect is sizable in the cross section.
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FIG. 7. Estimate of ratio R(S4) in e”y — e~ pp using models of the proton EM FFs and Compton FFs.
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V. SUMMARY

Hadronic GPDs and GDAs are three-dimensional func-
tions that characterize the internal structure of hadrons. The
second moments of GPDs and GDAs give rise to the GFFs
of hadrons in the spacelike and timelike regions, respec-
tively, which reveal key information about hadron structure.
As most hadrons are not stable, it is difficult to access their
GPDs using exclusive processes. However, hadronic GDAs
probed through hadron-pair production processes such as
v’y = BB and y* — BBy provide access not only to
nucleons but also to unstable baryons such as A and .

Recently, the Belle Collaboration reported the cross
section for y*y — 792°, where the photons are emitted
from the e* beams [38]. The pion GFFs were subsequently
extracted from these experimental data for the first time
[29]. In this work, we extend the GDA study to a spin-1/2
baryon-antibaryon pair, namely, e*y — e*BB, which can
be measured at Belle I, the proposed STCF, and electron-
ion colliders. In this process, the baryon GDAs are involved
in the two-photon fusion subprocess with the C-even
baryon-antibaryon pairs. In addition, there is the brems-
strahlung subprocess, and the C-odd baryon-antibaryon
pairs are produced. We calculate the theoretical cross
sections for e*y — e*BB. The interference contribution
of two subprocesses can be extracted using the lepton
charge asymmetry, which are expressed in terms of the

baryon GDAs and EM FFs. Since one can determine the
spin vectors of baryons from their decays, such as A — Nz
and X — N, we also include the spin vector of the baryon
(or antibaryon) and define the single-spin correlation, from
which additional information on the baryon GDAs can be
probed. We use motivated models of EM FFs and GDAs
to present the numerical estimates for the process
e"y — e~ pp, where the kinematics are chosen according
to the Belle II experiment. Our results show that we can
find a kinematical region where the GDA contribution may
dominate the cross section, which can be used for the
experimental measurements of this process. Our study thus
provides useful guidance for the future extraction of baryon
GDAs at Belle II.
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