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Chapter 1

Introduction

The mass of the visible universe consists at 99% of the nucleons mass. However, after almost a century
of research, their inner structure is still not fully comprehended. Since the discovery of the proton in
1919 by E. Rutherford [Rut19] and of the neutron in 1932 by J. Chadwick [Cha32], our understanding
of the nucleon structure has constantly evolved. Until the 1960s, protons and neutrons were thought
to be elementary particles that were interacting strongly to form the nucleus. But in 1964, a drastic
transformation appeared in our picture of the nucleon. M. Gell-Mann [GM64] and G. Zweig [Zwe64]
postulated the existence of quarks, particles that would compose the hadrons'. A few years later, to
describe the results of the Stanford Linear Accelerator (1968-1969), J. Bjorken [BP69] and R. Feynman
[Fey69] developed the parton model in which the nucleons are composite particles made of constituent
quarks that interact strongly.

In 1973, a quantum field theory of the strong interaction is formulated by D. Politzer, D. Gross and
F. Wilczek [GWT73, Pol73]. The quarks carry a color charge and are bound together by interacting vec-
tor bosons, the gluons. The fundamental theory that describes the strong interactions between partons
(quarks and gluons) within the hadron is the quantum chromodynamics (QCD). A characteristic prop-
erty of QCD is asymptotic freedom, which means that the running coupling constant is small at high
energies and large at low energies. Equivalently, at small distances QCD is well described in terms of
weakly interacting quarks and gluons, while at large distances, of the order of 1 fm, the theory becomes
non-perturbative and quarks are confined. It means that quarks can not be observed as free particles.
We can only observe color singlet bound states of quark-antiquark pairs (mesons) like the pion, or of
three quarks or three antiquarks (baryons) like the proton and the neutron.

In 1979, a strong evidence for a gluon radiated by a quark is found at PETRA [Col79], proving for
the first time the existence of the gluon and confirming crucial predictions of QCD. Our understanding
of the nucleon structure thus consists of a "soup" of quarks and gluons that form the nucleons with the
strong interaction of QCD.

In 1989, the EMC collaboration [col89] found that approximately 30% of the nucleon spin arises
from the spin of the quarks. This result gave rise to the so called "spin crisis" and raised some fun-
damental questions. It is established that the nucleon is formed by quarks and gluons but how these
latter determine the properties of the nucleon is still not precisely understood. We know that the mass
of the nucleon is of the order of one GeV, but when we sum up the masses of the three constituent
quarks, we get a mass of around 10 MeV [MS10]. Where does the remaining mass come from? How do
the electromagnetic properties of the nucleon arise from its inner constituents? Where does the spin of
the nucleon come from? What is the origin of quark confinement? Many are the questions to which
we still do not have answers. Understanding the structure of the hadrons in terms of quark and gluon

1Mesons and baryons are collectively denoted as hadrons and, being composed of quarks, are subject to strong inter-
actions.



degrees of freedom remains an outstanding challenge.

A powerful way of investigating strongly interacting particles is to probe them with a well known
particle, for instance the electron. To study the fundamental degrees of freedom of the nucleon, namely
the quarks and gluons, we use the electromagnetic probe because the electron is a structureless particle
and is unsensitive to the strong interaction. The electromagnetic interaction is precisely described by
quantum electrodynamics (QED), which is one of the most accurate physical theories constructed up
to now (for instance, agreement between data and theory to within ten parts in a billion (10~%) [ea03b]
was found for the magnetic moment of the electron).

A large part of what we have learned on the inner structure of the nucleon until now arises from the
scattering of high-energy leptons on the nucleon. We distinguish three main processes of lepton-nucleon
scattering:

o Inclusive scattering (IS), that we can write as [N — [X, consists in the detection of the scattered
lepton and no particles of the final hadronic state. In the frame where the particles are going at
the speed of light along the z-axis, inclusive scattering allows to access the Parton Distribution
Functions (PDFs). They can be interpreted as the longitudinal momentum distributions of the
partons inside the nucleon (independently of their transverse localisation).

e Semi-Inclusive Deeply Inelastic Scattering (SIDIS), that we can write as [N — [hX, consists in
the detection of the scattered lepton and one hadron (a pion or a kaon for instance) of the final
state. The SIDIS processes allow to access the Transverse Momentum-Dependent parton distri-
butions (TMDs) that provide information about the nucleon structure in both the longitudinal
and transerse momentum space.

e Exclusive scattering, consists in the identification of all the particles of the final state. The simplest
process is the elastic scattering (ES) IN — [N. Tt gives access to the Form Factors (FFs) which
can be interpreted as the transverse localisation of partons in the nucleon (independently of their
longitudinal momentum).

Studying these processes allows us to get more information about the inner structure of the nucleon.
For example, elastic experiments allowed us to calculate precisely the spatial extention of the nucleon
through the measurement of the charge distributions [MH56]. With unpolarized deeply inelastic scat-
tering (DIS), we learned that only 45% of the nucleon momentum is carried by the quarks, the rest
being carried by gluons [SVS8S].

A new theoretical description (Generalized Parton Distribution (GPD)) appeared about fifteen years
ago. With the exclusive leptoproduction of a photon I[N — I[N+ or a meson, we are able to reveal much
more information about the structure of the nucleon. These processes allow us to extract four GPDs:
H, E, H, E, defined for each quark flavor (u, d, s), and corresponding to each of the four possible
helicity-spin configurations of the proton and the quark. The GPDs can help to answer some of the
questions mentioned at the beginning. For instance, X. Ji showed [Ji97] that the GPDs appear in a sum
rule which gives access to the total angular momentum of the partons, thus contributing to solve the
nucleon spin problem. Also, they allow to access the meson content of the nucleon and they provide a
correlation between the transverse position and the longitudinal momentum of the partons, allowing a
three-dimensional description of the nucleon.

The processes of leptoproduction of a meson have the property to be sensitive only to specific GPDs.
Vector mesons are sensitive to the GPDs H and E, while pseudo-scalar mesons are sensitive only to
the GPDs H and E. Morever, because of their different parton content, the mesons are sensitive to
different flavor combinations of GPDs. For instance, the pseudo-scalar meson 7° is sensitive to a com-
bination of the GPDs of the u and d quarks, while the vector meson ¢ is sensitive to the GPDs of the
s quarks. Meson electroproduction channels thus allow one to make a flavor decomposition of the GPDs.



Chapter 1. Introduction

The exclusive leptoproduction of a real photon is considered to be the "cleanest" way to access the
GPD. This process is called Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering (DVCS) IN — [N+, and is sensitive to
all the four GPDs. Measuring the DVCS cross section is one of the main goals of this thesis. Combining
the results from experiments using proton and neutron targets, the flavor decomposition of the GPDs
can also be performed.

Extracting the four flavor-separated GPDs is a non-trivial task that requires to measure different
observables (cross-sections, spin and charge asymmetries) from different processes. A combination of all
these measurements is then to be used in global-fitting procedures to extract the informations related
to the GPDs.

To achieve the measurements of exclusive processes, some specific experimental conditions are nec-
essary. Because of their very small cross section (~nbarn), a high-intensity lepton beam is required.
In addition, a large-acceptance detector with good angular and energy resolutions is needed to ensure
the exclusivity of the measurement and to access a large phase space. These conditions are fulfilled at
Jefferson lab.

In this thesis, we present the work performed to extract on a wide phase-space the DVCS cross-
section from the JLab data at a beam energy of 6 GeV. This thesis consists of the following parts:

e A theoretical introduction to GPDs and DVCS.
e A presentation of the JLab facility.

e The data quality checks and corrections using the elastic scattering for the study of DVCS on the
proton at 6 GeV, and the extraction of the elastic cross section to check the normalization of the
data.

e The extraction of the DVCS beam-polarized and unpolarized cross sections and the beam spin
asymmetry.

e The extraction of the quantities related to the GPDs from our data, and a first interpretation of
the results.

e A study about a neutron detector that is planned to be installed in the future CLAS12 detector
at JLab GeV. This detector will allow to study DVCS on the neutron.






Chapter 2

Physics motivation

2.1 Elastic scattering

Electron-proton elastic scattering experiments started in the 50’s at the Stanford linear Accelerator.
Physicists continue to work on this process in order to understand the structure of the nucleon. We give
in this section a brief summary of the present knowledge in this domain, which is of particular interest
for the study of the GPDs.

The Born term (Fig. 2.1) of the elastic process consists of the scattering of a lepton (an electron)
off a nucleon (a proton) via one virtual photon exchange. Higher-order radiative correction graphs
(Bremsstrahlung, vertex, self energy, 2 exchange ...) contribute also to the process, but are not
described here (see reference [PPV07] for more details).

%
We define the elastic scattering (ES) process as: I(k) + N(p) — U'(k") + N'(p'), with k = (E, k)

%
(k' = (E', k")) the four-vector of the incoming (outgoing) electron respectively, and p (p') the four-
vector of the incoming (outgoing) nucleon respectively.

Figure 2.1: Elastic scattering.

The conservation of the four-momenta at each vertex of the diagram can be written as: ¢ =k —k' =
p’ —p. We introduce the momentum transfer squared ¢?, which represents the virtuality of the photon:
¢* = (k — k)2 ~ —AEFE'sin?% . Tt is a negative quantity for any energy and scattering angle 0 of the
outgoing electron. The kinematical region associated to ¢ < 0 is called the space-like region, while the

3



2.1 Elastic scattering

one for ¢* > 0 is the time-like region. This latter can be accessed in the crossed process (Drell-Yan
process) when a quark of one nucleon and an antiquark of another nucleon annihilate, creating a virtual
photon which then decays into a leptons pair.

To calculate the amplitude of the process ep — €’p’, we introduce structure functions, called form
factors, which parametrize the complex inner structure of the nucleon. The unpolarized differential cross
section for electron-proton elastic scattering (Rosenbluth formula [Ros50]) can be written as follows:

2

do a? E' q° 0 q 2 0
- —— = = | F2(¢®) — L _F2(4? 27e _ Fi (0?2 + Fo(a? in2 2% 21
|, 4E%sint% E K L) = e (@) ) s’y — oy (RU(E) + B(@)) sin5 | (21)

where d2 = sinf. df. d¢ is the solid angle (in steradian) into which the electron is scattered, a is the
electromagnetic coupling constant (o = % ~ #) and M is the proton mass. Fy and F> are respectively
the Dirac and Pauli form factors (FFs). They are real functions which depend upon the scalar ¢* only.
F is linked to the charge distribution inside the nucleon, and is related to helicity conserving processes.
F; expresses the existence of an anomalous magnetic moment and is related to helicity non conserving

processes. They are normalized according to the experimental results:

e The charge of the proton is 1 and its measured magnetic moment is u, = 2.7928 in nuclear
magneton-units (uny = %) Therefore, the anomalous part of the magnetic moment for the
proton is , = 2.7928 — 1 = 1.7928. In the static limit (¢? = 0), it follows:

{ FP(0)=1
F}(0) = 1.7928

(2.2)

o Concerning the neutron, the charge is equal to zero and the measured total magnetic moment is
tn = —1.9130 = Ky, so that we have:

(oo o

We show in Fig. 2.2 the results for the extraction of the FFs obtained from recent polarization exper-

iments, that measured the Q2 dependencies of the FFs from Q? ~ 1 GeV? to be: F| =~ é Fy =~ &

Interpretation of the form factors

Recently, a relativistic interpretation of the FFs has been developed (the Sachs FFs interpretation
in the Breit frame is also discussed in Appendix A.1). In the infinite momentum frame, where the
nucleon is moving with a very large momentum along the z-axis, the Dirac form factor F} can be
related [Mil07] to the quark charge density in the transverse plane for an unpolarized nucleon through
the two-dimensional Fourier transform:

p(bL) :/ i e Fi(¢%) (2.4)

(2m)2 '
with b, the impact parameter that represents the transverse distance of the partons relative to the
center of mass. The Pauli form factor F3 is linked to the quark charge density in the transverse plan
for a transversely polarized nucleon [CV08].

In Figs. 2.3 and 2.4 are shown the charge density distributions p(b,) of the proton and of the
neutron. The proton density peaks at 0 with a long positive tail suggesting a long-range positive
charged pion cloud. The neutron charge density has a negative contribution at large distance due to a
negative pion cloud, a positive contribution around 0.5 fm, and a negative core at small b, .
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Figure 2.2: The FFs F; and F5 for the proton and the neutron obtained from double-polarization
experiments only. F; and F are obtained from the experimental FF ratios using fitted values to G4,
and G7%; (see Appendix A.2 ). The proton data are fitted from [Kel04]. The neutron data Madey et al.
[ea03c] are fitted from [Kel04], and the data Warren et al. [ea04b] are fitted from [ea02b]. The curves
are the vector meson dominance fits of [L.01] and of [RI04]. Figure extracted from [PPVO07].
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

2.2 Inelastic scattering

A photon of vituality Q2 can "see" a short-distance region of the nucleon with a spatial resolution of
the order Ab; ~ ﬁ/\/@ Therefore, by increasing Q% up to 2 GeV?2 - 3 GeV2, we are able to resolve
the inner constituents of the nucleon with a spatial precision of around 0.1 fm - 0.05 fm, which is much
smaller than the typical size of the nucleon (~1 fm).

During the photon-nucleon interaction, the electromagnetic interaction time 7. is much shorter than
the typical strong interaction time 7, between proton constituents: 7. ~ ﬁ ~ 2152M L Ty~ ﬁ,
with Agcp = 200 MeV. Therefore, during the process, the picture of the nucleon appears to be "frozen",
and at first order one can consider that the virtual photon interacts with only one free parton of the
nucleon, while interaction between partons is neglected. At large momentum transfer (Q? > M?), i.e
short-distance scale, the asymptotic freedom property of QCD states that the coupling constant is small
enough (a5 =~ 0.3 at 2 GeV) to allow to perform perturbative calculations and to extract the dominant

diagrams.

In a lepton-nucleon collision at large momentum transfer Q2, the proton has a high probability to
break up so that the hadronic final state is very complicated. This process is called Deeply (Q? > M?)
Inelastic (W? > M?) Scattering (DIS). Because this hard scattering can produce many particles, the
final state is not fully detected experimentally, i.e. ep — eX. In such a case, only the energy and the
angle of the scattered electron are measured.

We define the inclusive scattering process (Fig. 2.5) as: (k) + N(p) — U'(K¥') + X.

(k')

Figure 2.5: Inclusive lepton-nucleon inelastic scattering: only the final lepton is detected.

If the energy of the incoming lepton is known, an inclusive process can be described by two kine-
matical quantities. We introduce two independent variables that are combinations of the laboratory
variables. Neglecting the electron mass, we have:

{y:j?:E—E (
¢* = (k—k)? ~ —4EE'sin®%  (

IN IV

0)
0 (2.5)

The invariant mass W of the (unobserved) hadronic final state is defined as:
W2 =(p+q)* = M +2Mv + ¢ <= W? - M? =2Mv + ¢° (2.6)

For an elastic process, we have W?2 = M?2, while for an highly inelastic one we have W?2 > M?2.

9



2.2 Inelastic scattering

The unpolarized inelastic cross section (see also Appendix B.1) can be written as:

d*o o £ 20 o0
ddv ~ 4E2sint% E <W2 cos™y +2Wasin 2) 27)

where W1 2(v,¢?) are the structure functions of the nucleon and depend upon the two independent
variables v and ¢2.

It has been shown at SLAC-MIT (1968-1969) that in the deeply inelastic region, where W? is large
compared to M?, the inelastic cross section is not suppressed as much as the elastic one, as can be seen
in Fig. 2.6. The measured cross section was compatible with the one expected if the proton were a
point-like particle. As W increases, the ratio UM‘(’)TT tends to become flatter, which gives rise to the

idea that the scattering happened on a point-like ob ject inside the nucleon. The effort of interpretation
of this result has given rise to the parton model [BP69, Fey69].

I . 3

i 1

A ¢ —W=2 GeV |

L x o W=3 GeV |

K s —=W=35 GeV

IO.}— \ |
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[ \ . :
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Figure 2.6: Comparison of the ratio _—2— for different W values (plot from [BFK*69]). For the
elastic cross section, the ratio drops sharply as ¢ increases. In contrast, as we go further from the
elastic region (W > M), the ratio tends to become flatter, showing a similarity with the Mott cross

section (scattering on a point-like particle).

Relating Eq. 2.7 to the elastic scattering off a point-like particle (see also Appendix B.2) gives rise
to two main equations:

2y _ 2q(x) _ 1
Wi(v, Q%) = Caonf = MFl(x) (2.8)
and:
Wa(v,Q%) = ezwq(x) = Fy(w) (2.9)

where x = zp = % the Bjorken variable, e, is the quark charge and ¢(x) describes the probability

that the struck parton g carries a fraction x of the longitudinal proton’s momentum p. These functions
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

are called the parton distribution functions (PDFs). In the Bjorken regime where {—¢?,v} — oo with
zp fixed, the structure functions Wi (v, ¢?) scale, they do not vary with ¢2.

However, in QCD, the scaling property is violated because the radiation of gluons produces an evo-
lution in Q2 of the structure functions. As Q? increases, more and more gluons are radiated, which in
turn split into gG pairs, leading to the growth of the gluon and the ¢G sea quark density at low x. The
Q? evolution of the PDFs are given by the DGLAP! equations [Dok77]. This property is illustrated by
the experimental data shown in Fig. 2.7.

k= a) Proton
= ® ZEUS
= * H
14 | Q' =12 GeV? A sLAC
2h BCDMS
O ~ue
150 GeV'  _.._ zEus Regge

— H1 QCD

0.8 |-

0.6 [~

0.4 |-

Figure 2.7: Proton structure function F} (x, Q?) for different Q2 values, showing a large Q2 dependance
at small . Curves are from ZEUS and H1 parametrizations for lower and higher Q? respectively
[eaPDGO8.

The structure functions F o describe the longitudinal momentum distributions of the partons in the
nucleon target. This property is related to the assumption that the transverse momentum of the par-
tons is small in the infinite-momentum frame of the nucleon. F; and F5 are linked by the Callan-Gross
relation: 2z F;(x) = Fo(x). This has been checked experimentally [Pic95] and implies that the partons
involved in the DIS are fermions. Because of this relation, only one structure function is necessary to
describe the longitudinal momentum distribution of the quarks inside the nucleon.

For a beam and a nucleon target both longitudinally polarized, the study of the cross-section differ-
ence under the reversal of the nucleon spin direction (indicated with the double arrow) d?c~ — d?>0<
allows the measurement of the polarized structure functions: ¢g; and go. The scaling result g; for the
longitudinally polarized DIS is expressed as:

1
g1(@) = 5 3 € Ag(a) (2.10)

q

1Dokshitzer, Gribov-Lipatov, Altarelli-Parisi.
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2.2 Inelastic scattering

with Ag(z) = ¢4+ (2) — ¢— (). g+(x) are the densities of the quarks whose spin orientation is parallel or
antiparallel to the longitudinal spin of the nucleon (in the unpolarized DIS case, ¢(z) = ¢+ (x) + g—(x)
). The leading-twist information is contained inside ¢g;. The polarized structure function go is a higher-
twist contribution and is linked to g1 by the Wandzura-Wilczek relation [WW77].

The data used to extract the PDFs over a large © domain are coming from fixed target experiments
performed at JLab (I N), COMPASS (v N) and from the colliders HERA (e® p) and Tevatron (pp).
The agreement between the QCD predictions and the data allows one to extract the PDFs. Fits are
performed to the data on Fj to extract the PDFs. One can see the results on Fig. 2.8 at Q% =20
GeV? and 10,000 GeV2. At large x, u and d valence quarks distributions dominate. As x decreases,
the contribution of the sea dominates.

— —
e ] |
= P
= 14 = 14
» MRST2006 (NNLO) | = [ MRST2006 (NNLO)
}.LQEZG GeV? i ,LLZETO‘OOO GeV?
12 12 |
I g/10
1 1
0.8 08 |
0.6 0.6 |-
04 | 04 |
02 | 02 |
10 107 107 10! w0 107 107 10!
X X

Figure 2.8: Distribution of = times the unpolarized parton distribution ¢(z) (for ¢= w,, d,, 4, d, s, ¢, b,
g), and their associated uncertainties using the NNLO MRST2006 parametrization for Q% = 20 GeV?
and 10,000 GeV? [eaPDGOS].

Knowing the PDFs, one can extract an important result about the proton momentum distribution
in terms of quarks and gluons. The following sum rule holds:

/0 dz z [u(z) + a(z) + d(x) +d(z) + s(z) + 5(x)] =1 -0 (2.11)

where o is interpreted as the fraction of the proton momentum that is not carried by the quark. This
sum-rule has been computed by EMC collaboration [SVS88]. They found: 1 — o = 0.465 £ 0.023.
Therefore, quarks contribute to only about half of the total momentum of the nucleon. The rest of the
proton momentum is carried by the gluons.
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

2.3 Exclusive process: DVCS

Elastic and DIS experiments allow one to access respectively the electromagnetic FFs related to the
quark spatial charge distribution in a transverse plane, and the PDFs that carry information on the
longitudinal momentum distribution of the quarks in the nucleon.

Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering (DVCS) allows us to obtain more information about the nu-
cleon constituents. It provides an access to new structure functions, the Generalized Parton Distribution
(GPDs), that correlate the spatial parton distribution in the transverse plane and their longitudinal
momentum fraction. We can thus achieve a three dimensional picture (tomography) of the nucleon.

Approximately fifteen years ago, D. Muller et al. [MRG94], X. Ji [Ji97] and A. Radyushkin [Rad96]
showed that in the Bjorken regime it is possible to factorize the DVCS amplitude into two parts. One
can seperate a "hard" part which consists of the virtual Compton process at the quark level (v*q — 7vq)
that is perturbatively calculable in QED, and a non perturbative "soft" part which is parametrized in
terms of four GPDs at leading twist and leading order.

Some examples of QCD diagrams for the DVCS process are shown in Fig. 2.9. At leading order?
and leading twist®, the cross section is dominated by the single-quark scattering, shown in panel (a).
Other subprocesses are suppressed. The diagram in panel (b) gives rise to higher order contributions
in a, proportional to In(Q?). Panel (c) is an example of a diagram supressed by a factor é (higher
twist contribution) when the virtual quark interacts with the nucleon through gluon exchange. The last
panel (d) shows the gluon handbag diagram that gives access to the gluon GPDs. Because gluons do
not couple directly to photons, a quark loop has to be introduced, which has two extra contributions
in oy compared to the single-quark diagram. The gluon contribution is more important at low xp
values and compensates for the a, suppression. However, in the physical region accessible at JLab
(xp € [0.1,0.5]), we probe mostly the valence quark constituents of the nucleon so that we can assume
we are not sensitive to the gluon contribution. Hereafter, we will therefore focus on the single-quark
"handbag" dominant process (a).

(a) () () (d)

Figure 2.9: QCD diagrams for the DVCS process.

Figure. 2.10 shows the "handbag" diagram for the DVCS process on a nucleon: eN — ¢'N'~.
An initial nucleon of momentum p absorbs a virtual photon of momentum ¢ emitted by the incoming
electron, producing in the final state an outgoing real photon of momentum ¢’ = ¢ — A and a recoil
nucleon of momentum p’ = p + A. The quark that absorbs the virtual photon becomes virtual and
propagates perturbatively. This quark then radiates a real photon (Compton process) and returns to
the nucleon left in its ground state.

2Perturbation theory allows one to express an amplitude in terms of a power series in the (small) parameter as, where
1

s = Boln(@ /Ao p)
3Twist is equal to dimension—spin of an operator. It allows one to classify terms in a é expansion. Twist n correspond

to power-suppressed corrections in ﬁ with respect to the leading twist n = 2 for DVCS.
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2.3 Exclusive process: DVCS

S S t:AQ -7

—-_—_ = -

Figure 2.10: Handbag diagram of the DVCS process in the DGLAP region x € [, 1], corresponding to
the scattering on a quark.

The quantities = + £ (x — &) of Fig. 2.10 refer to the longitudinal momentum fractions of the ini-
tial (final) quark respectively. z is the proton momentum fraction of the struck quark, and —2¢ is
the longitudinal momentum fraction of the transfer A. These momentum fractions are defined in the
infinite momentum frame relative to the average nucleon momentum P = %p’ such as kT = z P
and AT = —2¢ PT| where (+) is the plus component of the light cone vectors (for more details, one
can also refer to Table C.2 of Appendix C). In the Bjorken limit, £ is related to the standard deep
inelastic Bjorken variable xp via the formula £ ~ 522—. The variable t = A* = (p' — p)?® is the squared
momentum transfer between the initial and final nucleons.

One can find in Appendix C the explicit derivation of the DVCS amplitude at leading twist and
leading order of perturbation. The DVCS cross section in the twist-three approximation calculated and
decomposed in angular harmonics can be found in [BMKO02].

In Appendix C, we define the light-cone frame where particles go at the speed of light along the
z-axis and we show that in this frame the lower blob of Fig. 2.10 can be represented by the matrix
element of a bilocal quark operator, which can be expressed in terms of four GPDs as:

P+ ‘ — Ptz /)= z z
o dz"e ('l (*5) da (§> Ip)

2+=7,=0

= o s nan ) + B g gaehie )
s {gq(x’g’t)“(p/)W%U(p) + Bz, &, t)u(p ) 2A+ u(p)]} (212)
mn

The first line is the Fourier integral along the light-cone distance z~ of a quark-quark correlation
function. It represents the process where a quark is taken out of a nucleon of initial momentum p at the
space-time point z/2, and is put back in a final nucleon of momentum p’ at the space-time point —z/2.
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

This process takes place at equal light-cone time (2 = 0) and at zero transverse separation (2 = 0)

between the quarks.

The second line of this equation corresponds to the vector part (y* stucture) of the current and
the last line corresponds to the axial part (v°y# stucture). These two structures are parametrized in
terms of four GPDs: H, E, H, E. They are called the quark helicity conserving GPDs (the so called
chiral-even GPDs) because the helicity of the struck quark is conserved during the process.

As discussed in Appendix C, the others structures are suppressed at leading order and leading twist
because of an odd number of v matrices in the trace computation of the amplitude. At higher order,
these structures are kept and lead to the quark helicity flip GPDs (the so called chiral-odd GPDs), not
described in this thesis.

For each quark flavour (u, d, s), there are four GPDs, H, E, H, E, corresponding to each of the
four possible helicity-spin configurations of the proton and the quark (Fig. 2.11). The GPDs H and F
are independent of the quark helicity and are therefore called unpolarized GPDs whereas H and E are
dependent of the quark helicity and are called polarized GPDs.

H and H conserve the proton spin, whereas E and E flip of the proton spin. In the latter case the
overall helicity is not conserved (the proton changes helicity but the quark does not), and the angular
momentum conservation implies some orbital angular momentum to be present.

> e a —>» A —» e a —>» e a
—>> = | —>» < | = | —>» <
+ + — -
<« < <« < < < < <
—> — | —>» <« —> = | —>» <
H E H E

Figure 2.11: The four nucleon/quark helicity states and associated GPD. Arrows show the helicity
states of the proton and of the quark. Blue arrows indicate the flip of the proton spin. The GPDs
H and E are independent of the quark helicity and consist of the linear sum of the proton and quark
helicity states. The GPDs H and E depend on the quark helicity and consist of the difference of the
proton and quark helicity states.

GPDs depend upon three variables: z, £ and t. GPDs represent the probability amplitude of finding
a quark (anti-quark) in the nucleon with a longitudinal momentum fraction x 4+ £ and of putting it back
into the nucleon with a longitudinal momentum fraction z — §. GPDs are defined for € and = € [-1,1].
The relative values of these two variables allow one to distinguish the interaction between the virtual
photon and the nucleon in three different regions (Fig. 2.12):

e The regions z > & and © < —¢£ are called the DGLAP region. It corresponds to the QCD
evolution equation in Q? for the PDFs defined in the DIS reaction. If z € [¢,1] (z € [-1,—¢]),
both momentum fractions « + £ and x — £ are positive (negative) and the GPDs describe the
emission and the reabsorption of a quark (antiquark) with different momenta.
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2.3 Exclusive process: DVCS

e The region |z| < £ is called the ERBL* region [ER80]. It corresponds to the QCD evolution
equation in Q2 for the Distribution Amplitudes (DAs). In this region z+¢ is positive (corresponds
to a quark) and x — £ is negative (corresponds to an anti-quark). This region is sensitive to the
meson content (i.e ¢g) of the nucleon and is not accessible in the DIS process (because £ — 0 in

the forward limit). The GPDs represent then the probability amplitude of finding a ¢g pair in the
nucleon.

Figure 2.12: Representation of the three regions in x with respect to £ of the GPDs. The DGLAP
regions (in red) correspond to a scattering on a pair of quarks if x > £, and on a pair of anti-quarks if
z < —¢. The ERBL region (in black) corresponds to a scattering on a quark-antiquark pair.

Fig. 2.13 is an illustration of a GPD model in the two kinematic regions discussed above - the ERBL
and DGLAP. When £ — 0, the DGLAP region dominates and we can recognize the typical shape of the
PDFs that diverge for small momentum fraction x. For large values of £, the ERBL region dominates
and the GPD H tends to the asymptotic shape of a meson distribution amplitude.
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Figure 2.13: The GPD H(x,&,t) as a function of x and &, at t = 0. > 0 (x < 0) corresponds to quark
(anti-quark) distribution.

4Efremov-Radyushkin, Brodsky-Lepage.
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

2.3.1 Properties of the GPDs
Forward limit and link with the PDFs
In the forward limit (A = p — p’ = 0), the optical theorem (illustrated in Fig. 2.14) links the
imaginary part of the DVCS amplitude to the DIS cross section. One has for each quark flavor ¢:
H9(z,0,0) = q(z) ; H,0,0) = Aq(x) (2.13)

where ¢(z) and Ag(z) are respectively the unpolarized and polarized PDFs introduced in Section 2.1.

There are no similar equations for the GPDs E and E because of the pre-factor ﬁ (= 0 in the forward

limit) in Eq. 2.12. E and E are new functions that can be accessed only in exclusive processes.

o< I'm

t=0

Figure 2.14: Illustration of the optical theorem linking the DIS cross section with the imaginary part
of its forward limit amplitude, equivalent to the double DVCS process (production of a virtual photon
in the final state instead of a real photon).

First moment of the GPDs and link with the FFs

Model-independent sum rules link the first moment in x of the GPDs to the elastic FFs [Ji97].
Integrating Eq. 2.12 over = and using the Fourier property [dze™* = 2md(z7), one finds:

/ do / %—e ('] (0) g (2) [p)

The second term of this equation corresponds to the local non-forward matrix element used in elastic
scattering to describe the hadronic process with the FFs. So the integration of Eq. 2.12 over x gives
rise to four relations between the GPDs and the FFs:

1 1
/ de H(z,&,t) = F{(t) ; / dr E9(z,&,t) = Fi(t) Ve
1 1

= (9@ (0) g0 (0) p) (2.14)
2+=7 =0 2+=7,=0

1 1
[ wiwen=ci@ i [ aBwen-cun v (2.15)
1 1

where F/(t) and Fy(t) are the Dirac and Pauli FFs, and G (t) and G%(t) are the axial and pseudoscalar
FFs presented in section 2.2.

In Fig. 2.15, we summarize the two previous properties by showing a representation of the links
that exist between the GPDs, the FFs (via the first moment) and the PDFs (via the forward limit).
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2.3 Exclusive process: DVCS

Figure 2.15: Links between GPDs (from DVCS), FFs (from ES) and PDFs (from DIS).

Second moment of the GPDs and link with the orbital momentum

Generalizing Eq. 2.14 to higher moments in x gives rise to the polynomiality property of the GPDs
which states that the z-integrals of " H? and of 2™ E? are polynomials in £ of order n (for n even®) or
n+1 (for n odd®) [Ji98, Die03, Gui08b], where ¢ appears only in even powers. This is the reason why
we do not observe a ¢ dependence for the first moment in x of the GPDs in Eqgs. 2.15.

The second moment of H? and E? are of the form [Die03]:

1
/ dzxH(z,€,t) Ad(t) +4€2C(1)

/1 drxE(x,&,t) = BI(t) —4£2C9(t) (2.16)
so that:
/_1 dex[HY(z,&,t) + Bi(x,&,t)] = Al(t) + Bi(t) (2.17)

Ji derived a sum rule [Ji97] that links in the forward limit (¢ — 0) the second moment in z of the GPDs
H and FE to the total (spin + orbital) angular momentum carried by the quarks Jyuarks:

+1
3 /_1 A o[ H (2,6, = 0) + 9z, €,t = 0)] = S [A9(0) + BIO0) = 2 Jyuaris  (218)

a
Ji also showed that there is a gauge-invariant decomposition of the nucleon spin that can be written as:

1

5 = Jquarks + nguons (219)

where Jguons is the total contribution of the gluons to the spin of the nucleon. Jguarks can be decom-
posed as: Jguarks = Eq(Sq + L,), where L, is the quark orbital momentum and

Si= 50 =5 [ delas@) - ) (2.20)

5For the GPD H, if n even: f—ll drx™HI(z,&,t) = ag + a2é? + ag€* + - - + ant™.
8For the GPD H, if n odd: fﬁl drx™HI(x,&,t) = ap + a28? + ag€* + - + anr167HL
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

is the contribution of the quark intrinsic spin to the nucleon spin. Aq has been measured by the EMC
collaboration [col89] using DIS with polarized muons on a polarized proton target. They found that
~ 30% of the nucleon spin arises from the spin of the quarks. Therefore, if one can extract the second
moments of the GPDs, this sum rule will then give access experimentally for the first time to the quark
orbital momentum contribution to the nucleon spin.

Recently, Wakamatsu [Wak10] has proposed a gauge invariant extention to the decomposition of Ji
by introducing the separation” of the total angular momentum of the gluons in terms of spin and orbital
angular momentum contributions: Jguons = Ag + Lg. So far, the information that we have about the
gluons contribution to the nucleon spin arises from COMPASS [Col06], STAR [Col08] and PHENIX
[Col09] experiments. They have measured the gluon spin contribution Ag and found a result compatible
with zero Ag ~ 0, though with large error bars. Similarly to Jyyerks, the contribution Jgpons could
be accessed by measuring the gluons GPDs at very small g, and would allow to access indirectly the
gluon orbital momentum contribution to the nucleon spin.

2.3.2 Impact parameter interpretation of the GPDs

It has been shown [Bur03] that the ¢t-dependence of the GPDs can be related to the transverse spatial
distribution of the partons in the nucleon. As we saw in Sec. 2.3.1, the FFs correspond to the GPDs but
integrated over the momentum fraction x. If one uses the same Fourier-transform interpretation for the
GPDs as for the form factors (Eq. 2.4), it is then possible to interpret the GPDs as an z-decomposition
of the form factors: we have access to the FFs at different values of x, rather than integrated over x.

For ¢ — 0 (t = —A?% is purely transverse), the 2-dimensional Fourier transform of the GPD
H,(x,0,t) is equal to the distribution ¢(z,b,) which provides a simultaneous measurement of the
longitudinal momentum x at a given tranverse position (impact parameter b, ) for unpolarized quarks
and target:

d*A bl A 2
q(x70abl) = / (27_[_)26 + J-IJII(I‘)O?_AJ_) (221)

If the target is transversely polarized, the impact parameter dependent PDF ¢(x,0,b) is no longer
axially symmetric and the transverse deformation is described by the gradient of the Fourier transform
of the GPD E9(z,0,t). For a transversely polarized target in the +X direction, we write:

0,61) = gl 0,b1) — —— 2 [ EAL bias pag, o 2 2.22
Q+X($7 9 J_) - q(x7 9 J_) oM 8[) (27'&')2 € ($7 ’ J_) ( . )
y

The two distributions ¢(z, b, ) and ¢4 x (x, b, ) are presented for different values of x in Figs. 2.16 (quark
u) and 2.17 (quark d). We see that inside a transversely polarized proton along +X, the term related
to E9(x,0,t) introduces a positive "shift" in Y of the parton distribution for the v quark while the shift
is negative for the quark d.

We also see that as = increases the quark distributions tend to be concentrated at small values of
b, reflecting the fact that the distribution of the valence quarks is located in the core of the nucleon.

So the information coming from the PDFs of the DIS experiments and the FFs measured in ES are
now unified into the GPD framework. This gives the possibility to have a three dimensional (2 spatial
and 1 momentum) picture of the nucleon, as can be seen on Fig. 2.18.

2.3.3 Compton Form Factors

The four GPDs (H, H, E, E) depend on the three variables , £, and ¢, but only ¢ and ¢ are accessible
experimentally. Equation 2.23 (see also Appendix C) corresponds to the DVCS amplitude at leading

“the Wakamatsu decomposition is gauge invariant, however the interpretation of Jgluons in terms of spin and orbital
=0

angular momentum contributions is valid only in the light cone gauge, i.e. the one defined by Aphys =
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ux(z, hy)

Figure 2.16: Distribution of the v quark in the
transverse plane for z = 0.1, 0.3, and 0.5. Left
column: u(x,b)) quark distribution for unpo-
larized protons. Right column: unpolarized
quark distribution uyx (z,b1) for transversely
polarized protons. Figure taken from [Bur03].

d(.’l}, bJ_)

dX ($, bJ.)

Figure 2.17: Distribution of the d quark in the
transverse plane for z = 0.1, 0.3, and 0.5. Left
column: d(z,b)) quark distribution for unpo-
larized protons. Right column: wunpolarized
quark distribution d;x(z,b1) for transversely
polarized protons. Figure taken from [Bur03].

order and leading twist. One can see that the amplitude is proportional to an integral over = of the

GPDs (the two terms x_; i and - +§1_i€ come from the quark propagator between the virtual and the
real photons).
M= —iZ(|e|Qq)QEZeV{
q
wivs piet— o) [ ae [ b L L [ 0utl ) + B 6 D0 i i)
Pipz + 0Py — 91 | de | e e | X opr z, &) a(p )y ulp 2, yu(p)io ™" 5 - - u(p

+z‘euu+_/1 dz L B 1 oL 9, £, 0 )y Hsu(p) + B (. £, a0 A+ o)
-1 r+&—ie x—E&+ie 2P+ S p )y vsulp &, P 752m1v P

(2.23)

As a consequence, one can not have access to the z-dependence of the GPDs, and the GPDs can not
be measured directly from DVCS experiments.
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

Figure 2.18: From left to right: probabilistic interpretation of FFs (quark spatial charge distribution in
the transverse plane) measured in ES, PDFs (quark longitudinal momentum distribution) measured in
DIS, and GPDs (correlation of the two previous distributions). For £ — 0, the GPDs are interpreted
as the probability amplitude of finding a quark (anti-quark) at a distance b, from the nucleon center
with a longitudinal momentum fraction z. Figure taken from [BRO5].

The amplitude is complex and can be decomposed as:

Mopyos / do? f;;“ / 880 = 3e e) (2.24)

where f(z,&,t) stands for any of the four GPDs, and P for the Cauchy principal value integral.

This decomposition leads to the eight quantities presented in Table. 2.1, called the Compton Form
Factors (CFFs). In this definition, the 8 CFFs are all real functions. They are combinations of weighted
GPDs integrated over z and of GPDs at the line z = +£. They correspond respectively to the real part
and to the imaginary part of the DVCS amplitude.

Real part Imaginary part

1
HRe(gvt):P dx[H(x7€7t>7H(7xa€7t)] CJF(‘Lag) Hjm(f,t):H(f,ﬁ,t)*H(*f,f,t)
0

gRe(fvt) =P dx[E($7£at)_E(_x7£at)} C+($7£) g[m(gvt) =E(£,§,t)—E(—£,§,t)
0

Hre(€,t) =P | da[H(x,&t) + H(—2,6,0)]C(2,8) | Him(&t) = H(E, & t) + H(—E,6,1)
0

Ere(6,t) =P / de[E(2,&,t) + E(—2,6, )] C™(2,€) | Em(&t) = B(E,Et) + E(—€,6,1)

Table 2.1: The eight Compton form factors. The terms corresponding to the real part of the DVCS

amplitude are weighted by: C*(x, ) = %75 + ﬁ

The CFFs depend only on & (or equivalently on zp) and ¢, and are the quantities that can be
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2.3 Exclusive process: DVCS

extracted from DVCS experiments. Model-independent fitting procedures have been developed which,
for a given experimental point (xp, —t), keep the CFFs as free parameters and extract them from the
DVCS experimental observables [Gui08a, Mou09].

Let us mention here that the xz-dependence of the GPDs can be accessed with the double DVCS
(DDVCS) process, which consists in the scattering of a spacelike virtual photon from the nucleon with
the production of a virtual photon in the final state. The DDVCS provides an additional lever arm,
which allows us to vary both the quark momenta z and £ independently [GV03].

2.3.4 The Bethe-Heitler process

In addition to the DVCS amplitude, the cross section for the exclusive electroproduction of a photon
(eN — eN~) also receives a contribution from the Bethe-Heitler (BH) process (Fig. 2.19). In this case,
the real photon is emitted either by the incoming or by the scattered electron but not by the nucleon
itgelf, unlike for DVCS.

(K"

7(q)

Figure 2.19: Bethe-Heitler process.

The BH process is not sensitive to GPDs, but is experimentally indistinguishable from the DVCS
process and interferes with it. The amplitude M for the eN — eN~ reaction is the sum of the DVCS
Mpyces and Bethe-Heitler Mgy amplitudes:

M? = |Mpy|* + |[Mpyes® +T (2.25)

with the interference term 7 = MpyosMpy + MbyosMpBH.
If we set the mass of the electron to zero, the invariant amplitude of the BH process is equal to:
) Ck—q N N , —i
(k/) {(—Ze'}/u) |:Z(k—q/)2 (_'Le'}/ )61/ + (_Ze'y )611 ZW (_Ze’yu) U(k)qu

x a(p")(iel'**)u(p) (2.26)

where I'* parametrizes the hadronic current in terms of the FFs (Eq. A.5). As the nucleon form factors
are well known at small ¢, the BH process is precisely calculable theoretically.
One notes the two poles of the amplitude coming from the propagators:

iM =

Sl

(k=) ~ —2E:E,[1 — cos(fey )]
(K'+¢)* ~ 2B E\[1— cos(fc)] (2.27)
The BH cross section diverges in the m, = 0 limit for either 6., or 6., — 0, corresponding to the case

when the real photon is emitted in the same direction as either the incoming electron or the outgoing
electron. In these regions, the BH process dominates completely over the DVCS process.
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

2.3.5 Access to GPDs with DVCS observables

Different observables from the DVCS process have to be measured to extract the information related
to the GPDs. For instance, a polarized beam allows to measure two independent observables: the
unpolarized cross section oynp = 0~ +0* and the difference of polarized cross sections opoy = 07 —0
for opposite beam helicities.

The unpolarized and the polarized cross section are:

Ounp < |Mpg|? +2Mpg Re(Mpves) + [Mpyesl
Opot X 2MpgIm(Mpyes) (2.28)

In a first approximation, the term |Mpycs|? can be neglected in the analysis compared to the term
|Mpg|?, which is much more important. As a consequence, the observable 7, gives mainly access to
the real part of the DVCS amplitude, i.e an integral over z of a combination of GPDs (see Table. 2.1).
The observable 0,4 gives access to the imaginary part of the DVCS amplitude which is a combination
of the GPDs at the point z = +£.

The ratio of the two previous observables defines the Beam Spin Asymmetry (BSA): Apy = ‘;:%g:
Experimentally, the asymmetry has the advantage compared to the other observables that the normal-
ization factors (acceptance of the detector for instance) cancel.

Sensitivity | Experiment
H1 ( (2001) [ea01b], (2005) [ea05al, (2008) [ea08b])
ZEUS ( (2003) [ea03d], (2009) [ea09b] )
Hall-A ( (2006) [ea06a])
Hall-B ( E1-DVCS experiment: data under analysis [BEG103])
| ey Hall-A ( (2006) [ea06a])
fm Hall-B ( E1-DVCS experiment: data under analysis [BEGT03])

Ac X Hpe HERMES ( (2007) [ea07], (2008) [ea08al, (2009) [ea09al)
P Ny HERMES ( (2001) [ea01a], (2009) [ea09a])

Lu o Ttm Hall-B ( (2001) [ea01d], (2008) [ea03¢] )
Hall B ( (2006) [ea06b])
AUL X HImar}:[Im HERMES ( (2010) [ealoa])
Hall-B ( Egl-DVCS experiment: data under analysis [BEJNO5])
HERMES ( (2010) [eal0a])

Ounp =0 +0 | < Hpe

Opol =0 —0

Arr X Hpe, HRe Hall-B ( Egl-DVCS experiment: data under analysis [BEJNO5])
HERMES ( (2008) [ea08a])

.AUT < Erm Hall-B prop()sal [ea12]

Arr & Hpos Ene HERMES ( (2011) [ealla])

Hall-B proposal [eal2]

Table 2.2: Main sensitivity of the experimental obsvervables to CFFs, and references to published or
ongoing analysis.

One can also measure beam charge and target polarization observables. Table 2.2 shows for a partic-
ular beam polarization (unpolarized (U) or longitudinally polarized (L)), associated with a (unpolarized
(U), longitudinally polarized (L), or transversely polarized (7)) target, the sensitivity to different CFFs.
The unpolarized cross section and the double spin asymmetries give access to the CFFs corresponding
to the real part of the DVCS amplitude (left column of Table 2.1). The difference of polarized cross
sections and the single spin asymmetries give access to the CFFs corresponding to the imaginary part
of the DVCS amplitude (right column of Table 2.1).
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2.3 Exclusive process: DVCS

In Table 2.2, we list the DVCS observables and the CFFs that dominantly contribute to them.
Notice that the CFF E is not present in this table. We stress that each observable has a particular
sensitivity to a CFF, but nevertheless all the CFFs actually contribute to the amplitude. To extract
the CFF E with enough precision, one will first need to have strong contraints on the others CFFs.

2.3.6 GPDs parametrization

We describe in this section the parametrization of the GPDs adopted by the VGG model (Vander-
haeghen, Guichon and Guidal [VGG98, VGG99, GPV01, GPRV05]). Since the first article in 1998, the
model has constantly evolved and we describe here its latest version, where the GPDs are parametrized
using the double distribution ansatz, the D-term and a Reggeized t dependence. The parametrization
of the (z, £) dependence, based on the double distributions, will be first described. We will then discuss
the t-dependence parametrization and finally we will introduce the D-term.

Parametrization of the x and ¢ dependence

The (z, £) dependence of the GPDs can be parametrized using the double distribution formalism that
has first been introduced by Radyushkin [Rad96, Rad97]. The relation between the GPD(x, &) and
the double distributions DDY(«, [3) is given by the change of variables:

1-|8
GPDY ,(x, &) = / dﬁ/ dad(x — f— af) DDY(B, ). (2.29)

148

The idea of Eq. 2.29 is to introduce two new variables « and (3, that are used to linearly correlate x
and ¢. The polynomiality condition (Sec. 2.3.1) of the GPDs implies that the n‘"-moment in x of the
GPD is a polynomial in £ of order n. In the most simple case, this property can be satisfied by using a
Dirac delta function integral: [ dx f(x)§(z—&) = f(£), that implies a one-to-one correlation between x
and £. The order of z is then linked to the order of £ and the polynomiality condition is automatically
satisfied up to the order n. However, a more general form can be written and the two variables can be
linearly correlated as: © = S+ a€. The parametrization of the GPDs consists then in finding a function,
the so-called double distribution, constrained by the GPDs limits (forward limit at £ = 0 where GPDs
reduce to the PDFs; and the limit £ = 1 in the case of the GPDs reduce to a DA) and integrated over
all the possible values of § and a. As momentum fractions, /3 is integrated from —1 to 1, and « from
—14 8| to 1 —|B]| because |z|=|f+ a&| <1 = ||+ |a| < 1.

Because AT = —2£ P the longitudinal momentum fraction of the initial quark (z +&)PT becomes
BP* — (14 a)8. Fig. 2.20 illustrates this change of variables. The DD can be interpreted as the

N(P+A) N(P+A)

Figure 2.20: Tllustration of the change of variable (x, ) — (8, «) as defined in the double distribution.

probability amplitude to find a quark with the momentum fraction g of the average proton momentum
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

P, plus the fraction —(1 + «)/2 of the momentum transfer A.

The shape of the DD is constrained by two limits:

e P#0and A =0: the process reduces to its forward limit (¢ = 0) and we access the PDFs. The
8 dependence must therefore contain the unpolarized quark distribution ¢(x) for the GPD H, and
the polarized quark distribution Ag(z) for the GPD H.

e P=0and A # 0 : the DDs are interpreted as the probability amplitude to find in a nucleon a
qq pair of momenta (1 + o)A and (1 — a)A. The « dependence of the DDs can therefore reduce
to a meson distribution amplitude and parametrize the probability amplitude to find a meson in
the nucleon.

The parametrization of the DDs must therefore include the PDFs (in the limit A = 0) and the
DAs (in the limit P = 0). Such a function taking into account these two limits has been proposed by
Radyushkin [Rad97]:

DD(B, ) = h(B, @) q(B) (2.30)

where ¢() is the parton distribution function and h(f, «) is the profile function defined as:

L@2b+2) [A—[8)—a?

h(B, ) = 226+H1T72(h 4+ 1) (1 —|B])2b+1

(2.31)

The free parameter b characterizes the strength of the ¢ dependence of the GPDs. The limit b — oo
corresponds to the absence of any £ dependence, i.e GPD%(z, &) b2ee q(x).

Parametrization of the ¢ dependence

The VGG model uses a Regge-like approach to correlate (z,£) and ¢, adopting a 2~ behavior. The
t dependence of the double distribution DDY(f, «) for the GPD H and E is parametrized as:

HY(B,a,t) = h(B,a)q(B) x g~ 19t (2.32)
E1(B,a,t) = h(B,a)q(B) x (1 — @) g A=At (2.33)

The parameter o' is constrained by the sum rules (Egs. 2.15) that link the GPDs to the FFs. A fit
to the FFs data gives a Regge slope o/ ~ 1 GeV~2 [GPRV05]. The (1 — j3) factor in the exponentials
allows to reproduce the Dirac form factor F}(t) at large ¢, which drops like ~ 1/t.

For the GPD E, the model is modified: an additional (1 — )" term is added to reproduce the Pauli
form factor Fy(t), that has a faster fall-off than Fy(t) at large ¢, and drops as ~ 1/t3. The power 7, is
determined from a fit to the nucleon form factor data.

VGG has a different approach for the parametrizations of H and E. H is simply parametrized as
Aq(z) x Ga(t)/Ga(0) (where G4(t) is the axial form factor, see also Appendix A.1), which means that
at t = 0, H reduces to Ag(z) as it should. This ansatz also satisfies the form factor sum rule. The
parametrisation of the GPD E is different because there is no DIS constraint (forward limit) for the
z-dependence. The GPD F is associated to a pseudo-scalar (7s) structure, the same that one finds for a
pion t-channel exchange. Because of the proximity of the pion pole at t = m?2, an idea is to model the £
by the ¢-channel pion-exchange whose behaviors (normalization, x5, ¢t dependences,...) are well-known.

The GPD E can thus be parametrized as E = 6(¢ — |z) GP(ﬁ)%@(%), where 6 is the unit step function
(6=1i&—|z|>0,0 =0if £ — |z| < 0), Gp is the pseudoscalar form factor and ® corresponds to
the pion distribution amplitude. The pion exchange contributes only in the region —¢ < z < ¢, and

therefore to the real part of the DVCS amplitude.

Equations 2.32 and 2.33 suggest that the ¢ slope of the GPDs becomes sharper and sharper as
decreases, as discussed in Sec. 2.3.2. Because t is the conjugate variable of the impact parameter b; and
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2.3 Exclusive process: DVCS

B is linked to the momentum fraction, the picture of the nucleon shown in Fig. 2.21 can be described
as:

e For large momentum fraction S, the ¢ slope (and so the impact parameter) of the GPDs is small.
It means that the valence quarks that have large momentum fraction are localized in the core of
the nucleon (small b, ).

e For small momentum fraction 3, the t-slope of the GPDs becomes large, which means that the
distribution of the sea quarks that have small momentum fraction can extend to large values of
by.

b[fm]

Figure 2.21: Two dimensional distribution of the GDP H (x,0,t) for the quark u, shown as a function of
the longitudinal momentum fraction x and the transverse impact parameter b . This three dimensional
picture of the nucleon computed by the VGG model shows that the partons having large momentum
fraction are localized in the core of the nucleon (small b, ) while partons with small momentum fraction
are spread over the nucleon radius.

D-term

The form of the parametrization purely based on DDs does not fully satisfy the polynomiality property
of the GPDs. This relation implies that for n odd, the n!” moment in = of the GPDs is a polynomial
in £ of degree n + 1. However, the ¢ function in the double distribution (Eq. 2.29) imposes a linear
relation between x and ¢ and implies that the n** moment in z is, at most, a polynomial in ¢ of order n.
The last term of the polynomial corresponding to £"*! is therefore missing in the double distribution.
To restore this property, an additional term has been introduced in Eq. 2.29 by Weiss and Polyakov

[PW99]. The so called D-term contribution to H(z, ) and E(x,&) has the following form:
x
HPerm(2,6) = 0(¢ - |z|) D(E) (2.34)
T
EPerm(2,6) = —0(6— |2|) D(E) (2.35)

The D-term is therefore defined in the region —¢ < x < £, which corresponds to the ERBL region
describing the exchange of a qq pair. The opposite sign between H and F is linked to the opposite sign
in Eq. 2.16.
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Chapter 2. Physics motivation

The function D(x/§) can be written in the form of an expansion of odd Gegenbauer polynomials
which are the standard basis functions on which the DAs are decomposed:

D)= N1 - (D))CAZ) + dsCy*(2) + ds O (2

3 3 3 3 3
where the parameters N = —4/3,ds = 0.3,ds = 0.1 are coming from the chiral quark-soliton model
[GPVO01]. One can notice that the D-term is equal to 0 at the lines: « = =££, so that it does not
contribute to the imaginary part of the DVCS amplitude. The t-dependence of the D-term is unknown.
In practice, Diepm( §) is multiplied by the form factor Fj(t) having a 1/t> behavior.

)] (2.36)

(z, &, t) dependence

To summarize, the complete parametrization of the GPDs in the VGG model can be written in the
form:

118 x
GPD(x,¢,t) / dﬁ/ dod(x — —af) DDY(B, o, t) + Dierm(=, 1) (2.37)
14| §

where DD?(3, o, t) is defined as in Eqs. (2.32, 2.33) and Dyerm,(%,t) as in Eqgs. (2.34, 2.35).

&
2.3.7 DVCS measurements

DVCS cross sections have been measured in two different kinematic regimes. Data from H1 and ZEUS
were obtained with the HERA collider operating with 27.5-GeV positrons and 820-GeV protons, pro-
viding a cross section measurement at high energy (30 < W < 140 GeV, 2 < Q% < 100 GeV?). JLab
Hall-A measured the unpolarized (oyunp) and the difference of polarized cross sections (ogir¢) at low
energy (W =~ 2 GeV) (Fig. 2.22). These measurements allowed us to get first constraints to extract
Hpre and Hj,, (see Fig. 2.23). The data seem to indicate that the t-slope of Hy,, (related to the PDFs
in the forward limit) increases with x5 decreasing (from JLab to HERMES kinematics). It means that
the valence-quarks (high z) tend to remain in the center of the nucleon while the sea quarks (low x)
extend to the periphery of the nucleon. In contrast, the ¢t dependence of Hpg. seems to increase from
negative to positive values. The cross section that we study in this thesis will be used to constrain the
CFF Hge in the JLab kinematics, and therefore will fill the empty box in the middle of this figure.
One can notice that Hy,, is smaller than Hj,,, which is expected for a quantity that is related to the
polarized PDFs (in the forward limit). We observe a weak t-dependence compared to Hj.,, and a very
small sensibility to the xp variations. The small ¢-dependence of H 1m compared to Hr, suggests a
narrower axial charge distribution (7:[ is related to the axial structure vs7,) than the electromagnetic
charge in the nucleon.

The first asymmetry measurement Apy, which has a particular sensitivity to Hy,,, has been pub-
lished by the HERMES collaboration in 2001 at the average kinematics (z5) = 0.11, (Q?) = 2.6 GeV?
and (—t) = 0.27 GeV?, using a 27.5-GeV positron beam (Fig. 2.24). In the same year came the JLab
Hall-B publication of Ary at the average kinematics (zg) = 0.19, (Q?) = 1.25 GeV? and (—t) = 0.19
GeV?, using a 4.2-GeV electron beam (Fig. 2.25).

Both asymmetries clearly show sin ¢ modulation, in a relatively good agreement with a theoreti-
cal prediction. The asymmetry observed was about 20-30%. The fact that models predicted such an
amplitude was an encouraging sign that we were indeed sensitive to the handbag diagram and to the
GPDs formalism (in particular the BH does not produce asymmetry). Notice that the two amplitudes
have opposite sign because HERMES and JLab used respectively positron and electron beams. The
discrepancy observed between data and theoretical calculations can be attributed partly to the fact
that the theory is calculated at a well-defined kinematic point whereas the data have been integrated
over several variables and wide kinematic ranges. Also, at these rather low Q2 values, higher-twist and
higher-order corrections could be important and need to be quantified and introduced in the models.
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Figure 2.22: 04,75 (top panel) and oy, (bottom panel) cross sections measured in Hall-A as a function of
the angle ¢ between the leptonic and hadronic planes at the average kinematics (z) = 0.36, (Q?) = 2.3
GeV? and (—t) = 0.28 GeV2. The red curves are the fits to the data. The dot-dot-dashed (green) line
is the |BH|? contribution to ¢,,,. Short-dashed (blue) and long-dashed (black) curves are two different
azimuthal contributions of twist-2 to oyunp (see Ref. [ea06a]). The dot-dashed curves are the twist-3
contribution, showing a negligeable contribution to the cross section.

Since 2006, Hall-B and HERMES have carried out additional asymmetry measurements using lon-
gitudinally and transversely polarized targets. Hall-B published the first spin asymmetry with a lon-
gitudinaly polarized target Ay (Fig. 2.26). This is the first observable showing a sensitivity to Hm
(see Fig. 2.23).

HERMES published in 2008 the first spin asymmetry with a transversely polarized target Ay, the
observable with the main sensitivity to £5,,, and the least known of the CFFs.

The GPD experimental program, launched more than 10 years ago, intends to carry out several
measurements of DVCS observables in order to better constrain the GPD models. The current experi-
mental program at JLab aims to double the statistics of the dedicated DVCS cross-section experiment
[BEGT03] (in order to reduce the error bars and the size of the bins). It also plans to measure the
single and double spin asymmetries with a longitudinaly polarized target [BEJNO05] in a new kinematic
region.

For the future, DVCS dedicated experiments have already been accepted [NKAM11, HWMCR12,
BEG™12] or proposed [eal2] with the future CLAS12 detector, using an 11-GeV electron beam and a
higher luminosity. This will cover a broader kinematic region at higher Q? and lower xp than available
at 6 GeV. The expected kinematic region is presented in Fig. 2.27.

The COMPASS experiment at CERN also has a dedicated program to study GPDs. With a 200
GeV muon beam and a recoiling detector allowing to detect all the particles of the final state, it aims
at studying DVCS at very small x5 and sufficiently large Q2.

As can be seen in Figs. 2.27 and 2.28, COMPASS will measure exclusive reactions in a kinematic
rang from zp ~ 0.01 to about 0.1, which cannot be explored by any other existing or planned facility in
the near future. COMPASS would thus explore the uncharted g domain between the HERA collider
experiments H1 and ZEUS and the fixed-target experiments as HERMES and the planned 11 GeV
upgrade of the JLab accelerator.

28



Chapter 2. Physics motivation
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Figure 2.23: The CFFs Hpe, Him and Him, as a function of —t. The empty squares are the results of
the fits [Guil0] using the data from JLab and HERMES. The stars are the result of the CFF fit from

[Mou09]. The curves are the model-based fit of [KM10]. The solid points show the predictions of the
VGG model [VGG99, GPV01, GPRV05].
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Figure 2.24: DVCS beam-spin asymmetry Ary
as a function of the ¢ angle (in radians) at the
average kinematics (zp) = 0.11, (Q?) = 2.6
GeV? and (—t) = 0.27 GeV?. The dashed line is
a sin ¢ fit. The solid line is the theoretical GPD
calculation of the VGG model with twist-3 ef-
fects [KPVO1].
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Figure 2.25: DVCS beam-spin asymmetry Apy
as a function of the ¢ angle (in degrees) at the
average kinematics (rp) = 0.19, (Q?) = 1.25
GeV? and (—t) = 0.19 GeV2. The shaded re-
gions are the statistical (+ systematic) errors of
the fitted function: A(¢) = asin(¢)+ Bsin(2¢).
The curves are VGG-model calculations: lead-
ing twist without ¢ dependence (dashed curve)
[VGG99], leading twist with £ dependence (dot-
ted curve) [VGG99], and including twist-3 effect
[KPVO1].
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Figure 2.26: Azimuthal ¢ dependence of the longitudinal DVCS target-spin asymmetry Ay . The solid
line is a fit to the data: A(¢) = asin(¢) + Bsin(2¢), with 8 =~ 0. The dashed curve is the VGG
model [VGGY9] prediction with E =E =0 and twist-3 contribution. The dotted line is the expected
asymmetry for H = 0, showing the sensitivity of Ay to H.
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Figure 2.27: Kinematic domain-Q? as a func-
tion of g (in linear scale) for measurements of
hard exclusive processes at JLab (Hall-A, CLAS
at 6 GeV and 11 GeV), COMPASS, and HER-
MES fixed-target experiments and at the HERA
collider experiments H1 and ZEUS.
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Chapter 3

Experimental apparatus

In this chapter, we review the characteristics of the detector CLAS, that acquired the data of the el-
DVCS experiment [BEGT03]. The data taking has been performed in two intervals: 36 days during
spring 2005 and 34 days from October 2008 to January 2009. This experiment aims at studying DVCS
using the CEBAF (Continuous Electron Beam Accelerator Facility) 6-GeV polarized electron beam and
the CLAS (CEBAF Large Acceptance Spectrometer) detector.

We will gegin by describing the electron accelerator and the toroidal magnet. We will then review
the standard equipement of the CLAS detector: the Drift Chambers (DC), the Cherenkov Counters
(CC), the Scintillator Counters (SC) and the Electromagnetic Calorimeters (EC). We will also discuss
the two extra parts that have been added specifically for the experiments: the Inner Calorimeter (IC)
and the solenoid.

3.1 The CEBAF accelerator

CEBAF (Fig. 3.1) is a high intensity and high duty factor electron accelerator whose maximum energy is
around 6 GeV. It consists of an electron injector (67 MeV) and two super-conducting linear accelerators
(linacs) connected to each other by recirculation arcs which contain steering magnets.

The electron beam makes up to five successive orbits (gaining around 600 MeV with each pass
through a linac) so that, depending on the number of recirculations, its energy can increase up to a
maximum of 6 GeV.

After each pass, the beam can be divided by a transverse radio-frequency (RF) separator into three
beams delivered simultaneously to experimental halls of JLab: namely, Hall A, B and C. Each of these
halls can run with its own beam intensity and energy, allowing to perform simultaneous measurements
with different settings.

Halls A and C operate at very high luminosity (L ~ 10%® ¢cm~2s~! which corresponds to a beam
intensity of 200 pA) and the reaction products are detected in high-resolution spectrometers with small
acceptances. More precisely, Hall-A has an identical pair of high-resolution spectrometers that can
detect particles with a maximum energy of 4 GeV with a momentum precision % ~ 107%%. Hall C

has two asymetric spectrometers that allow to detect high momentum particles with a good precision
AP -3

2 ~107°%.

P

Because of its large acceptance, the CLAS detector in Hall-B has to run with a lower beam intensity
to allow the data acquisition. Typically, for a liguid hydrogen target, the beam intensity is around 20-30

nA and the corresponding luminosity is L ~ 103* cm =25~ 1.
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Figure 3.1: Configuration of the Continuous Electron Beam Accelerator Facility (CEBAF) with the
halls A, B and C.

3.2 CLAS

CLAS [ea03a] (Figs. 3.2 and 3.3) provides identification and kinematics measurements for charged and
neutral particles. It has a radius of around 5 meters and its structure comprises six superconducting
coils, located around the beamline, that produce a toroidal magnetic field. CLAS has a structure of
layered detectors that are split into six symetrical sectors.

CEBAF

Large
Acceptance
Spectrometer

b
DC: Drift Chamber i
CC: Cerenkov Counter 100

SC: Scintillation Counter cm

EC: Electromagnetic Calorimeter —

Figure 3.3: Typical epy event in a side view of
Figure 3.2: Schematics of CLAS. Four of the six CLAS. The solenoid and the Inner Calorime-
CLAS sectors are displayed, with their different ter, that are not part of the standard CLAS
layers of sub-detectors. equipement, can be seen in the central part.

34



Chapter 3. Experimental apparatus

This detector has a large acceptance covering most of the solid angle, particularly adapted for the
study of exclusive processes. Charged particles can be detected between 5° and 140° and neutral par-
ticles between 8° and 45°. Momentum resolution is of the order of the percent (0.5% < &£ < 2%) and
angular resolutions are 1 < Af < 1.5 mrad and 2 < A¢ < 3 mrad. Time resolution is 100 < At < 250

ps.

A particle coming from the vertex of the interaction crosses several layers of detectors that track it
and allow its identification. These detectors consist of:

e 3 layers of drift chambers that allow the momentum measurement of charged particles via the
tracking in the magnetic field

e Cherenkov counters which allow to distinguish electrons from pions
e the scintillators provide information for the triggering and the time-of-flight of the particles

e identification and energy measurements of charged and neutral particles are provided by electro-
magnetic calorimeters, located in the forward region

We will now review the different parts of the CLAS detector.

3.3 Torus Magnet

The magnetic field is generated by six superconducting coils arranged in a toroidal geometry around the
electron beam line. It was designed to induce a radius of curvature approximately constant for charged
particles, providing a momentum resolution approximately constant. Fig. 3.4 shows the magnetic field
lines generated between two coils: a high magnetic field (= 20 kG =2 Tesla) at forward angles bends
the particle path where the momenta is large, and a lower field (100 G) at backward angles bends the
particle path where the momenta is generally smaller.

-300 —200 -100 0 100 200 300 400
(A) cm

100 cm

Figure 3.4: Side view of the CLAS magnetic

field. Figure 3.5: Transverse view of the CLAS mag-
netic field

Fig. 3.5 shows the magnetic field map in the transverse plan. The path of charged particles is bent
along a constant ¢ direction, except around the coil where a large deviation of the field lines can be
observed.

The center of CLAS is an almost field-free region that causes a minimal deflection to a charged beam
and allows the use of a polarized target.
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3.4 Drift Chambers (DC)

3.4 Drift Chambers (DC)

Charged particles with a momentum higher than 100 MeV are tracked by 18 drift chambers [ea00b]
(covering the polar-angle range from 8° to 142°) arranged in three radial layers (regions) around the
target. The wire layers in each region are grouped into two superlayers of six wire layers each (Fig. 3.6).
One is aligned along the direction of the magnetic field (axial), and the other is tilted by 6° (stereo)
to provide azimuthal information. Due to space constraints, the stereo superlayer of region 1 is an
exception to this rule and consists of four wire layers only.

. Superlayers
__Region 1 Axial

Stereo

~__ Region2

Region3

Figure 3.6: The three regions (with two superlayers each) of Drift Chambers.

The first region is located at around 70 cm from the target where the magnetic field is low. The
second region is located in a high magnetic field at approximately 2 m from the center of CLAS. The
third region is located beyond the coils, at around 4 m from the target. This large spacing between
the layers is intended to allow a significant bending of the trajectory of high energy charged particles.
Knowing the radius of curvature (R) and the magnetic field (B), it is then possible to calculate the
momentum of the particle (p = BgR).
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Figure 3.7: Configuration of the wires in the drift chambers. White points correspond to the sense
wires and black points correspond to field wires (at a high negative potential).

The signals are triggered by the avalanche of electrons produces by the passage of charged particles
in a mixture of Argon and COy gas. The detection is ensured by layers of wires with a strong difference
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of potential, whose structure is shown in Fig. 3.7. A layer of sense wires is followed by two layers of
field wires, forming cells of hexagonal cross-section. The size of the cells gradually increases according
to the distance from the target.

Each wire is linked to a Time to Digital Converter (TDC). The timing signals are used to calculate
the drift time and velocity of the charged particles. This information is used to determine the distance
of closest approach to each triggered wire, allowing the reconstruction of the track. An example of the
tracking through the three DC regions is shown if Fig. 3.6.

The momentum resolution of the drift chambers is A—If ~ 2%, and the angular precision is < 2 mrad.

3.5 Cherenkov counters (CC)

Cherenkov counters [ea0lc| are used to distinguish electrons from pions. Each sector of CLAS has 18
The Cherenkov counters, covering the polar-angle range 8° < 6 < 45°. The counters consist of two
symmetrical modules (Fig. 3.8 and 3.9). Each module contains an elliptical and a hyperbolic aluminium
mirror that focus the emitted photons to a Winston light cone. The light is then collected by a photo-
multiplier tube (PMT).

elliptical mirror

Optical Mirror System

sector center line
# ;
> ;;,\,F’MT

magnetic
7 shield

/" light collection
cone

N cylindrical
/" “mirror

electron —*/

track hyperbolic mirror

Hyperbolic Photomultiplier Cones
Mirrors

Figure 3.8: Optical arrangement of one of the
216 optical modules of the CLAS Cherenkov de-
tector. The optical and light collection compo-
nents are also displayed.

Figure 3.9: Schematic of the optical modules in
one of the six sectors.

Cherenkov radiation is produced when a particle passing through a medium has a velocity greater
than the one of the light in this medium (v > ¢/n with n the refractive index). Cherenkov counters
are filled with perfluorobutane (C4F1o), which is a gas with a high refractive index n = 1.00153. The
energy threshold necessary for a particle of mass m to produce Cherenkov light in a medium of index

nis: Enin = \/% In these conditions, pions with momentum smaller than 2.5 GeV do not emit
light, while electrons emit light for any momentum above 10 MeV.
An electron traversing the active volume of the detector results in typically 5-6 photoelectrons.

Above 2.5 GeV, the discrimination is made by the electromagnetic calorimeters.

3.6 Time of Flight scintillators (TOF)

Time measurement [ea99] is performed by the TOF scintillators. They are located after the drift cham-
bers and are used to identify charged hadrons like protons, pions or kaons. Knowing the time of flight
and the momentum of the charged particles from the drift chambers, we can calculate its mass and thus
identify it. Each sector comprises 57 organic plastic scintillators perpendicular to the beam direction
(Figs. 3.10 and 3.11) covering the 6 angular range 8° to 142°. The paddles are all 5-cm thick and vary
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3.8 Inner Calorimeter (IC)

in length from 32 cm to 445 cm, going from the forward to the backward angles.

Beam L

Figure 3.10: View of a sector of the CLAS TOF.
Figure 3.11: TOF detector in the X-Y plane.

The scintillation light produced during the interaction in the scintillator is read out by PMTs opti-
cally connected to each end of the paddle, allowing to use the time difference between them to find the
hit position. For all events, precise determination of the interaction time or event start time is required.
The event start time is derived from the arrival time of the electron at the TOF counters.

The particles detected at large angle have generally longer time of flight so that the requirement for
time resolution is reduced (the width of the counters at large angles was increased). The average time
resolution is approximately equal to 150 ps.

3.7 Electromagnetic Calorimeter (EC)

Each sector of CLAS is equiped with one electromagnetic calorimeter which covers the polar angles
8° < 0 < 45°. Tt is a sandwich calorimeter, consisting of alternate sheets of lead, providing a high-Z
material to produce electromagnetic showers, and scintillators to measure the energy and timing of
particles.

Each calorimeter has a triangular shape and consists of a succession of 39 lead-scintillator layers.
Each layer consists of a lead sheet followed by a strip of 36 scintillators parallel to one side of the triangle.
The layers of scintillator strips are successively rotated by 120°, giving three possible orientations (U,
V, and W) that provide stereo information on the location of the energy deposition (Fig. 3.12). The
overall calorimeter thickness is equal to 16 radiation lengths, allowing the recovery of the electromagnetic
shower.

In order to perform the electron-pion discrimination above 2.5 GeV (below that value, the discrim-
ination is done by the Cherenkov counters), the 39 layers of the calorimeters are separated into two
stacks. The inner part is composed of 5 groups of 3 oriented planes, and the outer is composed of the
remaining 8 groups. Electrong leave almost all their energy in the inner stack, while pions which are
minimum-ionizing particles, deposit their energy constantly all along the calorimeter.

The scintillators are connected via optical fibers to the PMTs placed on the back of the calorimeter.
The electromagnetic calorimeters, in addition to the information coming from the scintillators and the
Cherenkov counters, are used to trigger the acquisition when an electron deposites an energy above 0.5
GeV. ECs also provide a way to detect neutral particles (photons and neutrons) above 0.2 GeV.

The energy resolution of the EC is % ~ % and time resolution is ~ 500 ps.
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Scintillator bars

U - plane
Lead sheets

V - plane

W-plane p»

Fiber Light Guides
(front)

Fiber Light Guides

(rear)

Figure 3.13: Exemple of an event in EC, where
the three U, V, W orientation of the paddles
can be seen.

Figure 3.12: Configuration of the Electromag-
netic Calorimeter of CLAS.

3.8 Inner Calorimeter (IC)

Because most of the DVCS photons are emitted at forward angles, the acceptance of the EC only is
not sufficient to detect them. In order to study the DVCS channel ep — epvy, a new calorimeter has
been introduced covering the forward region at low angle: 5° < 8 < 15°. It is located around the beam
line 57.5 cm downstream of the target and before the first drift chambers region. The location of the
IC can be seen in Fig. 3.3. The calorimeter consists of 424 lead-tungstate crystals (PbWO4), about
16 cm long (Fig. 3.14). This length corresponds to roughly 18 radiation lengths so that almost all the
electromagnetic shower is deposited in the calorimeters.

The Energy resolution is around 3% at 2-5 GeV and the angular resolution is around 3 to 4 mrad.
Additionnal information on IC calorimeter can be found in Ref.[Jo07].

Figure 3.14: Picture of the Inner Calorimeter used to detect the DVCS photons at low angle.
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3.9 Solenoid

3.9 Solenoid

Moller electrons are low-energy electrons produced by the scattering of the electron beam on the target’s
electrons. They introduce a lot of noise, especially in the first region of the DC and in the IC calorimeter,
as can be seen on Fig. 3.15 (left).

DC region 1

Solenoid

\
=)

Target

Figure 3.15: The solenoid aims to focus the Moller electrons at really low angles to prevent them from
reaching the first region of the DC. Figure taken from [Jo07].

To reduce this noise, a solenoid magnet has been implemented in the central part of CLAS. It focuses
these low energy electrons at very low angle (into the central hole of IC), "protecting" the IC and DC.
The effects can be seen on Fig. 3.15 (right).
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Chapter 4

Data quality checks and corrections
using elastic scattering

We describe in this chapter the data quality checks and corrections that have been performed using the
elastic channel ep — ep prior to the DVCS cross-section analysis.

4.1 Particle identification

We first present the cuts applied to identify the electrons and the protons. This selection is common to
both the elastic and the DVCS channels.

4.1.1 Electron selection

The electrons are used to trigger the data acquisition of CLAS. They also give the "start" time for
the time measurement necessary to identify the other detected particles. We present here the cuts
applied to negatively charged particles (information provided during the reconstruction) to identify the
electrons:

e Vertex position: a cut is applied on the reconstructed longitudinal vertex position V,. In this
experiment, the liquid hydrogen target was 5 cm long and was positioned at —57.5 cm with
respect to the CLAS center. We apply a cut +3.5 cm around the target center to remove bad
reconstructions. Figure 4.1 shows the vertex position and the cuts.

e minimum p.: during the data acquisition, the minimum threshold for the deposited energy in
EC was fixed at 0.6 GeV. A conservative cut is applied on this value to remove potential bad
reconstructions. In this analysis, the minimal electron momentum value is fixed at 0.8 GeV.
Figure 4.2 shows the momentum distribution for the negatively charged particles.

o EC fiducial cuts: the edges of the calorimeter are regions where the electromagnetic showers are
truncated and thus the deposited energy can not be reconstructed correctly. We remove these
regions by applying cuts on the local coordinates U, V| W of the calorimeter (Sec. 3.7). Figure
4.3 shows the distributions for 40 < U < 400 ¢m, V < 360 cm and W < 390 cm.

e CC fiducials cuts: similarly to EC, the edges of the CC have to be suppressed from the analysis
because of their low efficiency. For the Cherenkov detector, this boundary is defined by the edges
of the mirrors, beyond which the optical collection efficiency for Cherenkov light rapidly drops. A
special coordinate system has been developed according to Ref. [OVT] where the angles 6 and ¢
of the intersection of the particles with CC are calculated as seen from the center of CLAS. The
effect of these cuts can be seen in Fig. 4.4.
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Figure 4.1: Longitudinal vertex position for negatively charged particles. The red lines indicate the
cuts applied.
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Figure 4.2: Momentum p for negatively charged particles. The cut at 0.5 GeV corresponds to a pre-
analysis cut. The cut applied in this analysis is displayed in red and corresponds to p > 0.8 GeV.

e SC cuts: fiducial cuts should also be applied to the SC in principle. However, we did not develop
dedicated fiducial cuts because the cuts applied to the CC are sufficient to remove the edges of the
SC where the efficiency is not good. In addition, the electrons are detected only in the first "0"
panel of each sector. This panel covers the 6 angle up to &~ 45°. In this region, we did not notice
any low-efficiency paddles. We will see that for protons that are detected also by the second panel
of each CLAS sector, there are low efficiency paddles which have to be removed from the analysis.

e Einner cut: as mentioned in Sec. 3.7, the EC consists of both an inner (/15 ¢m thick) and an outer
(=24 cm thick) stack which allows the discrimination between electrons and pions by providing
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Figure 4.3: U, V and W distributions for negatively charged particles. The cuts we apply are shown in
red. The bottom right plot is the Y versus X distribution after the fiducial cuts.

a longitudinal profile of the energy deposited by the particles. Because pions are minimum-
ionizing particles, they deposit a constant amount of energy independently of their energy along
the calorimeter thickness (=~ 2 MeV/cm). This can be seen in Fig. 4.5 with the peak around
Einner = 30 MeV and E,yter = 50 MeV. To remove these pions, one applies the cut E;p,ner > 60
MeV.

e FEt/p Vs p cut: as can be seen in Fig. 4.6, the reconstructed energy of the electrons in the
calorimeters represents around 25% of the total energy. The remaining 75% are lost in the sheets
of lead producing the electromagnetic showers. The cuts are applied to the fraction Fy.:/p as
a function of p. For each slice in p, Eyy/p is fitted with a gaussian distribution. One extracts
the mean value p(p) and the width o(p) for different bins in p, and one then applies a 2.5 o cut
|Etot/p — 1(p)| < 2.50(p), where:

w(p) = 0.2297 +4.0835 x 1072 p — 1.1774 x 1072 p% + 1.1605 x 1073 p? (4.1)

a(p) = \/(1.7588 x 10-2)2 + (3'3941\/;10_2)2 (4.2)

e Photo-electrons cut: below a momentum of 2.5 GeV, the discrimination between electron and pions
is performed by the Cherenkov counter. In this energy region, the pions are not supposed to emit
any photo-electrons. However, the scattering of pions from the electrons of the Cherenkov gas
produces low energy electrons, called §-electrons, that emits a small number of photo-electrons.
As can be seen on Fig. 4.7, the signal N, deposited by the electrons can be fitted with a Poisson
distribution peaking around 6 photo-electrons. The large peak around 1 photo-electron is coming
from the d-electrons produced by the pions. To remove this indirect pion contamination, we apply
the cut Nppe x 10 > 25.
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Figure 4.4: Occupancy of the CLAS Cherenkov detector for one of the six sectors, as a function of the
angles ¢ versus 0 defined with respect to the CLAS center. The top and middle plots are respectively
before and after fiducial cuts. The bottom plot shows a fiducial cut applied on the data to remove a
Cherenkov counter with very low efficiency.

e DC and IC shadow cuts: some regions of the drift chambers have very low detection efficiency
and must be removed from the analysis. Fig. 4.8 shows the status of the first region of the
drift chambers before any fiducial cuts. The events too close to the DC edges are cut out by
applying fiducial cuts. The result can be seen in Fig. 4.9. Moreover, additional cuts are applied
to remove the events too close to the inner calorimeter. These event are suppressed by removing
the "shadow" that the IC produces on the DC (one can visualize these cuts in Fig. 4.9).

4.1.2 Proton selection

Once the "good" electron of the event has been identified according to the previously listed cuts, we
can start the identification of the proton. We first require a positively charged particle. The additional
cuts that we will describe hereafter aim at seperating the protons from the other positively charged
particles.

e Ap cut: the g is reconstructed by using the correlation of the time of flight information coming

from the SC and both the momentum and the path length from the DC. This information leads
to two possible ways of estimating it: Seqs 1S measured with the path length [ and the time of
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Eimer
Figure 4.5: Deposited energy in the two stacks of the EC: Eyyter V8 Einner (GeV). The cut removes the

7~ that are minimum-ionizing particles and deposit a constant amount of energy along the inner and
outer stack. The 7~ energy deposit distributions peak at E,yier = 50 MeV and Ejjpper = 30.
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Figure 4.6: E,/p as a function of p. The distribution is fitted by a Gaussian for different slices in p.
The cuts are then applied at 2.5 o.

flight tror: Bmeas = ﬁ The second is calculated with the momentum p and attributing to
p

the particle the mass m,, of the proton: Beqc = \/1’274‘77”5' The Beas is shown in Fig. 4.10 as a

function of the momentum p. One can see that the proton signal comes along with other positively
charged particles signals such as e*, 77 or K+, which must be removed from the analysis.

The difference AB = Bimeas — Beaic(Mproton) is shown in Fig. 4.11. It allows one to identify the
particles of mass m,,. One applies the cut |AS| < 0.05 corresponding to a 5-¢ cut. This cuts allows
to discriminate the protons from other positively charged particles for any value of p, except for

45



4.1.2 Proton selection

250
NpneX10

phe

Figure 4.7: Number of photo electrons detected by CC. The red line corresponds to the cut at Nppex10 >
25.
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Figure 4.8: DC local coordinates for negatively . _ . . f
charged particles detected in the DC region 1 Figure 4.9: Same as Fig. 4.8 but with the fidu-

for the six sectors of CLAS, before the fiducial cial cuts applied to all sectors. The IC-shadow
cuts. ’ cut can also be seen in black.

the 7 whose signal merges into the proton one starting from approximately 2.5 GeV. However,
the kinematical regime of the DVCS channel does not allow to reach proton momenta bigger than
2.5 GeV.

e Fiducial cuts: the same procedure used to apply the DC cuts to the electrons have been applied to
the protons. In addition, the SC fiducial cuts have been developped for the first two panels of each
sectors. The two remaining panels of each sector (see Fig. 3.3) cover a polar angle § > 70° which
a DVCS proton can not reach. Fig. 4.12 shows the status of the first two panels of SC before the
fiducial cuts. The low-efficiency paddles and the edges of the detector have to be removed. The
effects of the cuts can be seen in Fig. 4.13.
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67’7’746@5
Beatc(Mproton) calculated for positively charged

particles, as a function of the momentum. We
apply the cut |AB(Mproton)| < 0.05, shown in
red, to select the protons.
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Figure 4.13: Same as Fig. 4.12, but after ap-
plying the fiducial cuts to all sectors.



4.1.3 Elastic channel selection

4.1.3 Elastic channel selection

After applying the particle identification cuts presented in the previous section to select a good electron
and a good proton, we apply two more cuts in order to isolate elastic events. Firstly, in a two-body
reaction the electron and the proton have to be in the same plane. It means that the difference of
azimuthal angles A¢ between the two particles has to be 180°. We apply a 3-¢ cut (~ 2.5°) around
180° to the A¢ distribution. Fig. 4.14 shows the azimuthal angle between the electron and the proton.
Secondly, we also apply a cut on the invariant mass W (Fig. 4.15), which peaks at the proton mass for
the elastic events. A 3-0 cut on this quantity corresponds to ~ 0.16 GeV.
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Figure 4.14: A¢ distribution for elastic events Figure 4.15: W distribution for elastic events
fitted with a Gaussian (parameters ps 34) plus fitted with a Gaussian (parameters ps 3.4) plus
a linear background (parameters pg 1). a linear background (parameters po 1).

Fig. 4.16 shows ¢ as a function of 8 for electrons and protons detected in CLAS. The electrons tend
to go at relatively small polar angles (= 22°), while the protons recoil typically at higher 6 (~ 35°). Fig.
4.17 shows the same distributions with the fiducial cuts applied to remove the low efficiency regions of
the different sub-detectors (DC, CC, ...).
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Figure 4.16: ¢ as a function of 6 for both electrons (left) and protons (right). Most of the electrons are
in the region: 20°<6.< 25°, while most of the protons are in the region: 32°<6,< 37°.
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Figure 4.17: Same as Fig. 4.16 with the fiducial cuts applied to remove the low efficiency regions of the
various CLAS subdetectors.
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4.2 Beam-energy study with the elastic channel

For the DVCS channel, it is important to know precisely the value of the beam energy as the DVCS
cross section can vary extremely rapidly as a function of the 3, ¢2, t ... kinematical quantities (in
which the value of the beam energy enters). As an example, Fig. 4.18 shows the sensitivity of the

Bethe-Heitler cross-section (which interferes with the DVCS) to the zp = W;_E,) variable.
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Figure 4.18: 4-fold differential Bethe-Heitler cross section L@z;i% (nb/GeV*) as a function of ® in
the bin: Q?=1.8 GeV?2, —t=0.3 GeV? and for three different values of zp: x5 =0.32 (blue curve), zp
=0.34 (green curve) and zp =0.36 (red curve). Around ® = 0°, we can see a factor 2 between x5 =0.32
and xp =0.36. Figure extracted from Ref. [Jo07].

The beam energy can be extracted from the analysis of the elastic scattering ep — ep with the
knowledge of only a couple a kinematical variables. It can be shown that knowing the scattering an-
gles of the two final-state particles, it is possible to calculate the beam energy with the following formula:

1
Ep = M,. KW) - 1] (4.3)

The beam energy is reconstructed using all the elastic events of the data set. The result is shown
in Fig. 4.19. The mean value of the reconstructed beam energy for the el-DVCS2 experiment is
Ep =5.883+£0.035 GeV.

We have also computed the beam energy for each of the six CLAS sectors. The energy distribution
was fitted for each sector with a gaussian curve. We find that the shift of the beam energy follows a
sinusoidal shape (Fig. 4.20). The amplitude of this sinusoid is about 35 MeV. The sector dependence
for the A¢p = |pe — ¢p| distribution is shown in Fig. 4.21. A similar oscillation is observed with an
amplitude of approximately 0.6°.

Different tests have been carried out in order to understand these sector dependencies:

e We simulated a shift of the electron beam in the transverse plane (the beam axis is along z) of
0.5 cm in the x direction, and we checked if this could possibly reproduce the data. According
to the results of these simulations, it was not possible to recover the sector dependence that we
observe in the data.

e We implemented a tilt of the electron beam by 0.2° around the axis that defines the middle of
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Figure 4.19: Reconstructed beam energy from the elastic events.
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Figure 4.20: Beam energy as a function of the

Figure 4.21: A¢ as a function of the sector.
sector.

sectors 2 and 5. As we can see in Fig. 4.22, the sector dependence of the A¢ distribution is well
reproduced. However, this method did not allow to reproduce the beam energy distribution.

e We modified the torus and solenoid magnetic fields. According to our simulations, a rotation of
the torus field is not the cause of such sector discrepancy, as we did not observe a A¢ or a beam
energy dependence for moderated angles of rotation. We also applied a rotation of the solenoid
field. Tt is then possible to recover the beam energy distribution of the data (Fig. 4.23) for a
rotation of around 2.5°. However, the A¢ distribution was not reproduced using this method.

Therefore, it is in principle possible to reproduce the data by two complementary procedures. A
tilt of the beam direction (or equivalently a tilt of the CLAS longitudinal axis) can explain the sector
dependence of the A¢ distribution while the tilt of the solenoid can explain the beam energy distribution.

However in practice, the tilt of the beam direction has to be rejected because it would mean that
the elastic cross section would be sector dependent as well, and this was not observed. To explain the
beam energy distribution, we have to rotate the solenoid field by approximately 2.5° in order to find
the same behavior as in the data. But according to position measurements that have been performed
on the solenoid, such a tilt is not possible quantitatively and this explanation is not acceptable.

Our last approach was to introduce a shift (rather than a tilt) of the solenoid. It was observed
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Figure 4.22: A¢ as a function of the sector num-
ber, for simulation (red) and data (black). A tilt
of 0.2° of the beam direction is applied.

Data and simulation comparison

s_E
8 5921 Data
§ 5.91; — Simulation
g2 E
U 59—
£ E
& iy
S8
E ——
5.88—
5,87; -
5.86
585 .
5.84 — | | L P I T
2 3 4 5 6

Sector

Figure 4.23: Beam energy as a function of the
sector number, for simulation (red) and data
(black). A tilt of 2.5° of the solenoid field is
applied.

that with a 4 mm shift of the solenoid in the direction ¢ = —63.3°, we were able to reproduce the
sector dependence of the beam energy. The result obtained is compatible with the result shown in Fig.
4.23. This last explanation was approved as to be the most probable and the shift of the solenoid has
been implemented into the reconstruction code and applied to the whole DVCS2 data set. The sector
dependence is reduced significantly and the beam energy value is Ep = 5.883 & 0.01 GeV. The result

can be observed in Fig. 4.24.
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Figure 4.24: Mean of the beam energy as a function of the sector number. The uncorrected data are in
black. The corrected data taking into account a shift of the solenoid are in read.

The sector dependence of the A¢ distribution being of a different nature, the shift of the solenoid did
not allow to correct it. Despite the different tests performed, we did not find any suitable explanation
and no particular correction has been implemented to the data to removed the sector dependence of

Ag.
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4.3 Sector 5 analysis

We show in this section an extra problem that we have encountered during the data analysis of the
elastic process. Figure 4.25 shows the momentum P plotted as a function of 6 of the protons, for sectors
4 and 5. The distribution in sector 5 presents two large shifts (called A and B hereafter) at scattering
polar angles ~ 35°. We note that such effect is not observed with the electrons spectra because they
are mainly scattered at lower angles, typically 22°.

40 4
Sp degrees 6, degrees

Figure 4.25: P vs 6 of the protons, for sector 4 (left) and sector 5 (right). Sector 4 shows a regular
correlation between P, and 6, as expected for an elastic process, while sector 5 shows two important
shifts.

The events coming from the shift region A have been isolated and studied one by one with the CLAS
Event Display (CED) software in order to detect some patterns. Figure 4.26 shows a small amount of
elastic events accumulated in the region A of the sectors 4 and 5. The wires fired by the elastic events
are almost aligned in the DC region 2. By comparing sectors 4 and 5, one can notice that in the sector
5 there is a strip of dead wires on the left side of the elastic track (pink arrows).

The inefficiency of these wires has been double checked with a larger amount of statistics without
restricting ourselves to the elastic process. Figure 4.27 shows the wire occupancy of the DC region 2
in sector 4 and sector 5. One can see that a complete strip of six wires is inefficient. Only a few hits
have been detected by these wires. A dead connector linking six successive wires seems to be the main
reason to explain such problem.

Figure 4.28 shows the consequence of the problem. The six dead wires on the left side of the elastic
trajectory prevent the reconstruction code from fitting correctly. Because the left side of the elastic
track can not be recorded, the resulting fit is shifted systematically to the right and produces a bad
reconstruction of the tracks.

This right-shift of the fits is in agreement with the smaller reconstructed proton angle 6, that we
observe in the data. These badly reconstructed tracks passed the reconstruction stage because the x?2
was set too high in the code. A way to correct this problem would be to recook the whole DVCS2
statistics with a smaller x? limit, but this would require months of computing. A alternative solution
is simply to remove these badly reconstructed tracks by applying fiducial cuts. We choose to work with
the last solution and the effects of these cuts are shown in Fig. 4.29.
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. 5 |
‘ _ Wire fired by a hit I _ Dead wires (65)
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Figure 4.26: Elastic events accumulated and displayed with CED, in DC region 2 of sector 4 (left) and
sector 5 (right). The dashed rectangles show where the elastic events are mainly located when we select
the elastic events from the region A. The fired wires are aligned.

22.%

20

17.5

15

12.5
&0 80 B0 a0
Hits, layer vs. wire reg= 2 sec= 4 Hits, loyer vs. wire reg= 2 sec= 5

Figure 4.27: Occupancy of the DC region 2 for sector 4 (left) and sector 5 (right). No particular
reaction has been selected for these figures. One can see a strip of dead wires (id=65) confirming what
we observe with limited statistics for elastic events.
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.
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Figure 4.28: The strip of dead wires on the left side of the elastic distribution shifts the fit to the right.
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Figure 4.29: p, as a function of 0, for sector 5 after the fiducial cuts.
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4.4 Kinematic corrections

4.4 Kinematic corrections

The motivation for kinematical corrections comes from the observed ¢-dependence of the elastic peak in
the invariant mass W. As can bee seen in Fig. 4.30, the distribution for the W elastic peak fluctuates
as a function of ¢ with respect to the proton mass. The badly reconstructed momentum could arise
from mis-alignment of the DC or lack of understanding of the magnetic field, but the cause of this effect
is not precisely known so that it is not possible to reproduce it by simulation. As a consequence, we
need to introduce ad-hoc corrections at the data level.

0.75

150
o, degrees

-150 -100 -50 0 50 100

Figure 4.30: W distribution as a function ¢. The six CLAS sectors can be seen. An azimuthal ¢
dependence of W can be observed with respect to the proton mass (red line).

The following work is based on the procedure described in [Par06]. We assume that we have the
correct proton angles and momentum, and we will use those to correct the electron kinematics with the
constraints of the elastic-scattering kinematics. The assumption that the proton kinematics is correct
is based on the fact that most of the DC mis-alignments could happen in the forward region, affecting
the protons less than the electrons. The procedure consists in correcting the electron kinematics in two
successive steps. The first step will be to correct the electron angle, and the second will be to correct
the electron momentum. In the following, elastic events are selected with a cut on W: 0.7 < W <1.1

GeV.
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Chapter 4. Data quality checks and corrections using elastic scattering

4.4.1 Electron angle correction

Knowing the electron beam energy Ep and the proton polar angle 6, the constraints of the elastic
scattering kinematics allow to calculate the electron polar angle 6 From the two-body kinematics,
one calculates the polar angle of the electron as:

m
0, =2tan"! P 4.4
cale an ((EB +myp) tanep) (4.4)

We computed the difference §6. between the electron polar angle measured in the experiment 6., .,
and the one calculated 6., from the proton angle. A systematic study has been done for each of
the six sectors of CLAS, with bins in ¢, (2°-wide) and 6. (various bin widths from 20° to 35°). The
differences 66, = 0 -0 were fitted with a Gaussian distribution. Figure 4.31 shows the result
for the first sector.

€cale”

€calc €meas

A e N AN S S S
o~ F o~ F A~ F e~ o A o} o~ b =

Figure 4.31: 06, calculated in the first sector for each bin in ¢, (y-axis, from —30° to +30°) and 6 bins
(z-axis, from 20° to 35°). The red curves are the Gaussian fits.

The mean value of the Gaussian fit was then used to derive the ¢ and 6 dependence of d6.. The
distribution 06, can be described by the following 4-th order equation:

0. = 0., —19
= A(Ge,s)*¢4+B(95,s)*q§3+C’( 0y 8) * &2 4 D(0e, 5) * ¢po + E(0, 5)
= (@502 + 250, +~1) x o2

(o * 02+ B %0 + 7)) *

(oz *92+ﬂc*0 +"}/9)*¢)€

( 2)

( )

€meas

*
* 3

o *92+BD*9 + 75 ) * b
o *62+BE*9 +7

+ o+ o+

(4.5)

where s represents the sector number, (a, ,7) are the coefficient of the 2-nd order # polynomial, and
the (A, B, C, D, E) parameters are related to the power of the 4-th order ¢ polynomial.
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4.4.1 Electron angle correction

We first studied the ¢ dependence of 46, by fitting the distribution with a 4-th order polynomial
with the (A, B, C, D, E) parameters. The reason for using a high order polynomial is to reproduce the
distribution at small polar angles, which has a more complicated shape than at higher angles. Fig. 4.32
shows for the first sector the d6, distribution with its associated fit in different 6 bins. We can see that
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Figure 4.32: 6. as a function of ¢, for different bins in 6. The fit function (in blue) is defined as:
f=Ax¢r+ Bx¢2+ Cx* @2+ Dx ¢, + E. The fit parameters are also displayed.

the shifts and the azimuthal dependences are well reproduced by the fitting function. The maximal
deviation that we observe in sector one is around 2 mrad.

We then studied the 6 dependence of the parameters A, B, C, D, and E. A 2-nd order polynomial
(with «, 8 and ~ parameters) has been used to fit the distributions. Fig. 4.33 shows the distributions
and the fits for the first sector. With the fit results of a, S v for each of the A, B, C, D, E parame-
ters, one can construct the function d6, presented in Eq. 4.5 that is used to correct the electron angle
Oc,,...- Figure 4.34 shows a superposition of 46, for the uncorrected and corrected data. We see a clear

improvement of 6., specially at small 8. values where the distributions were shifted with respect to
06, = 0.

One did not notice any significant improvement of the invariant mass W using the electron angular

correction. Shifts and azimuthal dependences of W are mainly due to wrong momentum reconstruction.
The next sub-section describes the procedure to correct the electron momentum.
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Figure 4.33: The (A, B, C, D, E) ¢. fit parameters of d6. plotted as a function of 6. in sector 1. The
fit function is defined as: fa,Bc,p,E = @A,B,c,D,E * 62 + Ba,B,c,p,E * 0 +7va,B,c,p,E. The fitting
parameters are also displayed. A scaling factor (10% for A and B, 10 for C and D) has been applied to
each distributions for display purpose.
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Figure 4.34: §60. as a function of ¢, for different bins in . The blue curve is a fit to the data before
angular correction. The red curve is a fit to the data after correction.
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4.4.2 Electron momentum correction

4.4.2 Electron momentum correction

The electron momentum p,_,, can be calculated from the beam energy Ep and the corrected electron
polar angle 0, as in the previous sub-section. With the constraints of the elastic scattering kinematics,

we have:
Ep

1+2 %sin2(96/2)

Pecare — (46)

Similarly to the angular correction, the momentum correction is a function of 6., ¢. and of the sector
number. The correction function dp. can be written as:

0Pe = Pecare/Pemeas
= A(fe,5) % ¢2 + B(be,s) * 97 + C(0e, 5) * ¢ + D(be, 5)
= (af' %07 + B %0+ ) % ]
+ (al %02+ 0. +~7) 9
+ (@F %02+ BY %0 +75) * e
+ (al %07+ B %0, +7D) (4.7)

where s is the sector number, (a, ,7) are the coefficients of the 2-nd order ¢ polunomial, and (A, B,
C, D) parameters are related to the 3-rd order ¢ polynomial. Similarly to the 66, distributions, dp. has
been fitted with Gaussian distributions for all sectors in different bins in . and ¢.. The results of the
Gaussian fits are then used to determine the correlations between ¢, and 6. in dp.. Figure 4.35 shows
the ¢, dependence of dp. in the third sector of CLAS, fitted with a 3-rd order polynomial in ¢ with the
A, B, C, D parameters. The first bins in 6, show a strong azimuthal dependence, which then decreases
for higher 6. values.
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Figure 4.35: 0p. plotted as a function of ¢, for different bins in .. The fit function (in blue) is defined
as: f=Ax¢2 + Bx¢? + C* ¢ + D. The fit parameters are also displayed.
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The 0-dependences of the parameters A, B, C; and D are then studied with a 2-nd order polynomial
in 6 (with the «, 8 v parameters). Fig. 4.36 shows the distributions and the fits for the third sector.
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Figure 4.36: The (A, B, C, D) ¢, fit parameters of dp. as a function of 6.. The fit function is defined
as: fa,B,c,D,E = OA,B,C,D * 0% + Ba B,c.p *0c +va,B,c,p- The Fit parameters are also displayed. A
scaling factor (10* for A and B, 100 for C) has been applied to each distribution for display purpose.

The momentum correction function is then implemented following Eq. 4.7 with the parameters
coming from the fits. Figure 4.37 shows dp. before and after the momentum-correction procedure. The
azimuthal dependence of dp, is very small, as expected.
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Figure 4.37: dp. as a function of ¢, for different bins in 0. The blue curve is a fit to the data before
angular corrections. The red curve is a fit to the data after corrections.
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4.4.3 Results

At this stage, the angle and momentum of the electrons have been corrected according to the previous
procedures. The correction functions have been developed for all CLAS sectors and applied to the
whole DVCS2 data set. In Fig. 4.38, we show the results of these corrections for the W distribution.
The elastic peak has been fitted with a Gaussian + background. Fig. 4.39 and 4.40 show respectively
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Figure 4.38: W distribution after corrections. The red line is the proton mass.

the mean and the sigma value of these fits, before and after corrections, for the six sectors of CLAS.
The corrections applied show a significant improvement of the mean value of the elastic distribution W.
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Figure 4.39: Mean value of the elastic W dis- Figure 4.40: Sigma value of the elastic W dis-
tribution as a function of sector number, before tribution as a function of sector number, before
and after corrections. and after corrections.

However, we did not, get any improvement for the resolution o (except for the third sector). Concerning
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the beam energy, one can see the effects of the electron kinematics corrections in Fig. 4.41. The
precision is improved significantly and the final value of the beam energy is Ep = 5.883 4+ 0.003 GeV.
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Figure 4.41: Mean of the beam energy value as a function of the sector number. The uncorrected data
are in black. The corrected data taking into account a shift of the solenoid are in red. The corrected
data taking into account the shift of the solenoid and the electron kinematical correction are in green.
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4.5 Elastic cross-section

The elastic cross section has been measured by many experiments and can be considered to be precisely
known. Extracting the elastic cross section is therefore a good preliminary test to check the normal-
ization of the data. In this section, we calculate the elastic cross section. Experimentally, it can be
obtained as:

do Nep

dQ2? ~ Acc x Lint x AQ? (4.8)

where N, is the total number of ep events in a Q2 bin (in this analysis the width AQ? is 0.2 GeV?, L;;
is the integrated luminosity, and Acc is the acceptance of the detector. The acceptance is calculated
by simulations (we used a phase-space event generator), and is defined for each bin as the number of
reconstructed events divided by the number of generated events. The procedure to compute the two
normalization factors L;,; and Acc is common to both elastic and DVCS channels and will be discussed
in detail in Chap. 5 when we will describe the DVCS cross section normalization.

Figure 4.42 shows the theoretical elastic cross section computed with and without radiative effects,
using the FF parametrization of Ref. [BKLH02|. The radiative corrections have been computed ac-

do/dQ?

8 1
o
3 : o :
= Ithout radiative correction
©
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Figure 4.42: Theoretical elastic cross section computed with and witout radiative effects. The blue
curve is the Born term. The red curve is the Born term with the radiative effects calculated from Ref.
[MT69].

cording to Ref. [MT69]. Their effect lowers the cross section by 19% approximately.

The number of elastic events N, is shown in Fig. 4.43 as a function of Q? for each sector. The
acceptance Acc is shown in Fig. 4.43 as a function of Q2 for each sector. The distributions show some
"holes" corresponding to the fiducial cuts that have been applied to some parts of the detectors (mainly
DC) to remove the low-efficiency regions of CLAS. Especially, one can notice that sector 2 (linked to
sector 5 in the elastic kinematics) suffers from important low-efficiency regions that remove a large part
of the elastic peak.
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The cross section has been computed for each sector according to Eq. 4.8. The experimental results

Figure 4.44: Acc

as a function of Q2 for each sector.

are compared to the theoritical elastic cross section with radiative effects in Fig. 4.45.

Figure 4.46 shows for each sector the ratio between the extracted elastic cross section and the theo-
retical calculation including radiative effects. The ratio for each sector has been fitted with a constant
(o) to estimate the deviation from the nominal value. We can observe that our elastic cross section
differs from the expected value by approximately 5% in the best case (sector 1), and by approximately
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Sector 1 Sector 2 Sector3

S

do/dQ? (nbarn/Gev )
do/dQ? (nbarn/Gey.%)

= do/dQ? (nbarn/Gev 2)

=
35

Sector 4 Sector 5 Sector 6

. do/dQ? (nbarn/Gev %)
do/dQ? (nbarn/Gev %)
S

3

=
15}

10°

10

6 65
Q* (Gev?)

Figure 4.45: Comparison, for each sector, between the elastic cross section (in black) and the theoretical
calculation with radiative effects.

15% in the worst case (sector 2). The fluctuations that can be observed in the ratios (especially in
sectors 2 and 5) point to the difficulties that one has to get a correct acceptance in the regions of the
holes where the Q2 distributions vary a lot. As we will see, such distribution do not appear for the
DVCS process that is a three body reaction.

Figure 4.47 shows the results when the cross-section computation is integrated over the 6 sectors.
The global discrepancy observed in the normalization of the elastic cross section is about 7%. This
problem of normalization will be taken into account for the computation of the DVCS cross section
(Sec. 5.3).
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Figure 4.46: Extracted elastic cross section divided by the theoretical calculation. The black curves are
the constant fits performed to the ratio.
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Figure 4.47: Left: comparison between the elastic cross section (in black) and the theoretical calculation
with radiative effects, integrated over all the six sectors. Right: extracted elastic cross section divided
by the theoretical calculation. The black line is the constant fit performed to the data.
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Chapter 5

DVCS cross section analysis

We describe in this section the data analysis that has been performed on the second part of the e1-DVCS
experiment [BEGT03]. The goal is to extract the DVCS cross section over a wide phase space.

The selection of the electrons and the protons have been described in Sec. 4.1. We present herafter
the selection cuts applied to identify the photon of the DVCS final state.

We will then describe the exclusivity cuts used to select the DVCS channel, and the different terms
that enter in the cross section normalization.

5.1 Photon selection

The photon detection is performed by both the EC and IC calorimeters. The role of the latter one is
to ensure the detection at low polar angles, where most of the DVCS/BH photons are emitted. For the
events containing a "good" electron and a "good" proton, selected according to the previous cuts, we
require in addition at least one neutral particle which can be a photon or a neutron, with momentum
p larger than 150 MeV.

Both photons and neutrons can be detected in EC. The contamination by the neutrons is eliminated
by a cut on 8 = ﬁ, where [ is the distance between the target and the EC hit and tg¢ is the EC
timing. Figure 5.1 shows the g distribution for neutral particles in EC. One requires 8 > 0.93 (3-0 cut)
to select the photons. The fiducial cuts applied for the EC calorimeter are the same as for the electrons.

Because the particles can not be tagged as charged or neutral only with IC, one makes the assumption
that all the events detected by IC are photons. Once the exclusivity cuts will be applied, this will select
the high-energy photons and will remove the contamination from low-momentum Moller electrons.

Figures. 5.2 and 5.3 show the IC occupancy before and after the fiducial cuts respectively. The outer
edges have been suppressed to remove low efficiency regions. The inner part, too close to the beam, is
also removed by applying a cut on 6. As shown in Fig. 5.4, this latter cut corresponds to the outer
edge of the first layer of cristals: we require 6, > 4.77°, that we apply to both data and simulations.
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Figure 5.1: B for neutral particles in EC. The cut 8 > 0.93 is used to select the photons.
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Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

/ 0, cut

Figure 5.4: Representation of the cut 6, > 4.77°.
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5.2.1 Exclusivity cuts

5.2 DVCS channel selection

After the previous particle selection, the events of our data sample contain all one "good" electron, one
"good" proton and one "good" photon. To study the DVCS process, we start by applying two cuts on
our set of (e, p, ) events. We want to ensure the applicability of the GPD formalism. One requires
Q? > 1 GeV? which is meant to select the Bjorken regime, where the DVCS factorization should hold.
We also require the invariant mass W to be larger than 2 GeV in order to be above the nucleon resonance
region. The phase space (Q?, zp) thus delimited by these cuts and the acceptance of the detector is
shown in Fig. 5.5.

wW
HH‘HH‘HH‘HH‘\\H‘HH‘HH‘HH‘HH‘HH

o b b e by ey b e Ly
0.5 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 .

Figure 5.5: Q? as a function of xp, delimited by the following cuts: p. > 0.8 GeV is the minimum
electron momentum requested; Q% > 1 GeV? and W > 2 GeV select the Bjorken regime, 6, > 21°
defines the region of agreement between data and Monte-Carlo, and 6. < 45° corresponds to the edge
of the acceptance of CLAS for the electrons.

We now describe the additional cuts required to ensure the exclusivity of the reaction ep — epry.

5.2.1 Exclusivity cuts
The exclusivity of the DVCS channel is ensured by applying the following cuts, shown in Fig. 5.6:

e In the configuration ep — epyX, we require a small missing transverse momentum p, of the
system X: p; = ,/p2 +p2 < 0.15 GeV.

e One also applies a cut to the squared missing mass MMEZM < 0.1 GeV2.

e A cut is applied on the missing mass squared of the system (ep): MMEQP < 0.3 GeV2. We can see
in Fig. 5.6 that this cut allows to remove the contamination from the mesons 7, p or w. However,
because of the resolution of the detector, the pion peak can not be distinguished from the peak
of the photon and the epy channel wil remain contaminated by the epm® channel.

e A cut is applied on the cone angle between the detected photon and the calculated photon in
ep — epX. We require 0,x < 1.5°.

72



Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

e Because v#, p’ and « belong to the same (hadronic) plane in the DVCS process, one applies a
coplanarity cut between the two planes (yx, p') and (p', v): |AP| < 0.2°.

We can see the effects of all these cuts in Fig. 5.6. We show the spectra before and after all the cuts
represented by the red lines. We also show the missing energy of the system (epy) and the missing mass
squared of the system (ey). A shift from the expected values (0 and M), respectively) can be observed
in these two spectra. Especially, a 200-MeV shift can be seen in the missing energy, probably due to a
wrong recontruction of the photon energy.

Effect of the exclusivity cuts on the particle identification cuts

The electron identification has been presented in Sec. 4.1. To select an electron, we applied a CC
cut on the number of photo-electron, and two EC cuts on E.;;, and Eyy/p. These cuts are at the strict
level of particle identification, necessary to select a good electron. However, it can be seen in Figs. 5.7
and 5.8, that the exclusivity cuts have a large impact on the 7~ contamination. In fact, almost all the
7~ contribution is suppressed when we apply the exclusivity cuts. It was then decided to remove the
Npne and E;y, cuts from the analysis.

Figure 5.9 shows a comparison of E},/p as a function of p for the data and the simulation. It was

noticed that removing the cut on Eiot/p increases the 7~ peak in the Npp. distribution. This cut is
kept (as defined in Eq. 4.2), and applied to data and simulations.
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Figure 5.6: Effect of the exclusivity cuts applied on the epy events. The cuts applied are presented in

red. Top row: missing transverse momentum p,, p, and ,/p2 + pZ of the system X in the configuration

ep — epyX. Middle row: the left figure is the angle between the planes (v#, p') and (p’, 7); the middle
and right ones are respectively the missing mass squared of the (ep) and (epy) systems. Bottom row:
the left figure is the missing mass squared of the (ey) system, the middle one is the angle between the
detected photon and the calculated photon from ep — epX, and the right one is the missing energy of

the (epy) system.
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Figure 5.7: Number of photo electrons detected by CC. The top left figure is the distribution after the
electron identification and before the exclusivity cuts, on which we normally cut at Nppe x 10 > 25 (not
applied here). The top right figure is after the electron identification and after the exclusivity cuts.
The exclusivity cuts remove almost completely the pion peak. The bottom plot is the result from the
simulation.
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Figure 5.9: Comparison of Ey.:/p as a function of p for data (left) and simulation (right) after the
electron identification and after the exclusivity cuts.
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5.3 DVCS cross section

We describe in this section the different steps necessary to extract the cross section of the ep — epy
channel, described in Fig. 5.10. We will first describe the kinematical regime of the DVCS process
and the binning adopted for the data analysis. We will then detail the various normalization factors
entering in the cross section. We will finally describe the 7° contamination substraction.

. . o
NS

Figure 5.10: The DVCS process, where the electron beam is along the z-direction. The leptonic plane
is defined by the incoming (k) and outgoing (k') electrons. The hadronic plane is formed by the final
nucleon (p’) and the real photon (¢'). The virtual photon (g) belongs to both the leptonic and hadronic
planes. 6. is the angle between the outgoing and the incoming electron. 6, is the angle between the
real and the virtual photon. ® is the angle between the leptonic and the hadronic plane.

5.3.1 Binning

The three 4-vectors used to described the final state of the three-body reaction ep — epy correspond to
12 variables. This number reduces to 7 because the reaction is independent of the electron azimuthal
angle and because of the 4 equations of the energy-momentum conservation. In addition, we know the
mass of the three particles so that the total number of independent variables reduces to 4.

In this work, the three-body final state reaction ep — ep7y is described by the four independent
variables (Q?, xp, t, ®) defined previously.

Fig. 5.11 shows the distribution of these variables after the particle identification and exclusivity
cuts discussed previously.
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Figure 5.11: Distribution of the four independent variables:

cuts.
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Figure 5.12: Presentation of the binning. Left figure: Q? as a function of x5 where one can see in red
the 13 bins delimited in terms of 6. and xp. Right figure: —t as a function of zp.

The binning adopted in this analysis has been chosen according to the statistics and the distributions
shown in Fig. 5.11. It consists in 13 bins in (Q?, xg), 12 bins in —t and 72 bins in ®. The binning in

(Q?, xp) is shown in Fig. 5.12.

We give in Table. 5.1 the cuts applied to define the (Q?, z) bins and in t. The binning of the

variable t is presented in Table. 5.2.

Bins in (Q?, xp)
Bin 1: 01 <xp <0.15
Bin 2: 0.15 < zp < 0.2 and 21° < 6, < 26°
Bin 3: 0.15 < zp < 0.2 and 26° < 6, < 45°
Bin 4: 0.2 < 2 < 0.3 and 21° < 0, < 25°
Bin 5: 0.2 < xp < 0.3 and 25° < 6, < 31°
Bin 6: 0.2 < zp < 0.3 and 31° < 6, < 45°
Bin 7: 0.3 <xp < 0.4 and 21° < 0, < 23.5°
Bin &: 0.3 < zp < 0.4 and 23.5° < 6, < 27°
Bin 9: 0.3 < xp < 0.4 and 27° < 6, < 33.5°
Bin 10: | 0.3 < 2z < 0.4 and 33.5° < 0, < 45°
Bin 11: | 0.4 < zp < 0.58 and 21° < 0, < 28°
Bin 12: | 0.4 < zp < 0.58 and 28° < 0, < 34.5°
Bin 13: | 0.4 < zp < 0.58 and 34.5° < 0, < 45°

Table 5.1: The 13 bins in (Q?, z).

The binning of the variable ® consists in 72 bins of equal width: A® = 5°.

5.3.2 Kinematical regime

We show in Fig. 5.13 the distributions of p as a function of 6 for the three particles (e, p, ), after all
the exclusivity cuts and within the binning limits.
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5.3.3 Experimental ep — epy cross section

Bins in —t (GeV?)
0.09 - 0.15
0.15-0.2
0.2-0.25
0.25-0.3
0.3-04
0.4-0.5
0.5-0.7
0.7-09
09-11
1.1-1.5

1.5-2
2-3

Table 5.2: The 12 bins in —¢.
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Figure 5.13: p as a function of 8 for electrons (left), protons (middle) and photons (right), with all the
cuts previously mentioned.

e Electrons are mostly emitted at low scattering angle (6. ~ 23°) with momentum p between 1.5
and 2 GeV.

e Protons are scattered at higher angles, typically 6, ~ 50°, with a smaller average momentum
p=~~ 0.5 GeV.

e Photons are mostly detected by IC in the very forward region (6, < 15°) with high momentum
p ~ 4 GeV. The gap around 17° corresponds to the transition between IC and EC.
5.3.3 Experimental ep — epy cross section
The 4-fold differential DVCS cross section is obtained from:

4
d*o _ Nepﬁep’y % Frad (51)
dQ?dzgdtd®  Acc Lins Fyor

where:
e (Q? zp,t,®) are the four independent variables describing the process.

® Nepepy is the number of epy events in each (Q?, xp, t, ®) bins, corrected for 7 contamination.
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Acc is the acceptance of the detector. It is determined by simulation for each (Q?, zp, t, ®) bin.

Lyt is the integrated luminosity for the whole DVCS2 data set.

F,o1 corresponds to the effective hyper-volume of the bin (Q?, xp, t, ®).

F,..q are the radiative corrections calculated in each (QQ, zp) bins in order to compute the cross
section at the Born term.

We now give a detailed description of each of these terms.

5.3.4 Acceptance

The acceptance Acc is calculated by Monte Carlo for each quadri-dimensional (Q?, zp, t, ®) bin. It
corresponds to the detection efficiency of CLAS. Indeed, the angular coverage of CLAS is not perfect
and some areas of CLAS can not detect the particles. In these zones which are dead or which have a
very low detection efficiency, the number of particles detected is smaller than the number of particles
actually created. To recover the orignal number of particles, we correct the number of detected events
Nep—epy by the acceptance term Acc, that is determined from simulations as the number of event
reconstructed divided by the number of event generated in each 4-dimensional bins.

The different stages of the procedure are summarized in Fig. 5.14. We will now give details about

EVENT GENERATOR

epy events are generated according to the DVCS/BH
formula

GSIM

The response of CLASis simulated using GEANT

GPP

The resolutions and the efficiencies of DC and SC are
implemented in the simulation

BACKGROUND MERGING

Based on a random trigger, noise is added to each bank of
the events

COOKING

I¢

Reconstruction of the events: from ADCs/TDCs to physical
quantities

Figure 5.14: Procedure for the computation of the acceptance.

the different stages that are necessary to complete the acceptance calculation.

DVCS events generator

The event generator is based on the code written by V. Korotkov [KN02] from the HERMES collabora-
tion. The epy events are generated according to the cross section formula for the DVCS /Bethe-Heitler
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5.3.4 Acceptance

process from Belitsky et al. [BMKO02]. The GPD parametrization is performed according to the dou-
ble distributions formalism and the D-term detailed in Sect. 2.3.6. Radiative corrections have been
implemented according to [ABR99] including real radiated photons.

Approximately 75 million events have been generated in the following kinematics:

e beam energy Ep=>5.88 GeV

0.8 < Q? < 6 GeV?

0<zp <0.95

0< —t <6 GeV?

W >1.85 GeV

o Energy of the scattered electron: E.>0.35 GeV.

Two additional cuts have been applied on 0., > 1.95° and 0., > 1.95°, respectively the angle
between the incident electron (e) with the real photon v and the angle between the scattered electron
(¢') with the photon. These cuts have been added into the event generator code to remove the two
poles of the Bethe-Heitler (Eq. 2.27).

GEANT simulations

The CLAS detector has been simulated using the GSIM code [GSI12] based on the GEANTS3 libraries
developed at CERN. GSIM mimics the CLAS geometry and it allows to compute the different physics
interactions that can occur between particles and the detector. Physical phenomena are in general well
reproduced by GSIM except in the EC calorimeters where the electromagnetic showers are not precisely
simulated (to reduce computing time, we must apply a cut on the minimum deposited energy so that
we loose part of the shower), and the Cherenkov counters that have a too complicated geometry and
are not reproduced with sufficiently good precision to simulate a realistic photo electrons distribution.

Two main changes have been applied to the DVCS2 experiment with respect to DVCS1. A 5 cm
long target has been used during the data taking compared to a 2.5 cm long target in DVCS1. This
new target has been implemented into GSIM [Soh12]. In addition, GSIM takes into account the lead
shielding that was added to shield the IC calorimeter and to trap Moller electrons behind the calorimeter
[Fral2].

GSIM Post-Processing

A realistic acceptance computation must reproduce the CLAS detector efficiencies and resolutions. The
output of the GSIM simulations does not perfectly match the data in terms of resolution and detection
efficiency. The idea of the GSIM Post-Processing (GPP) is to include in the simulations the low-
efficiency regions of DC and SC, and to smear the GSIM TOF and DC resolutions in order to obtain
more realistic results.

Four parameters are used to match the resolutions of the simulations with the resolutions of the
data. The parameters a, b and ¢ are used to smear the resolutions of the DC in regions 1, 2 and 3.
The parameter f is used to worsen the resolution of the time-of-flight counters. We have used the
ep — epr¥ channel to compare the resolutions between the data and the simulations. The combination
of parameters that we finally use to get a relatively good agreement between data and simulations is:
a=12,b=1.25 ¢c=13 and f = 2. The result can be seen in Fig. 5.15.

We have used the fiducial cuts applied in Sec. 4.1 on the low-efficiency paddles of SC to remove the
regions were the discrepancy between data and simulation were too important.
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Figure 5.15: Comparison of resolutions between the distributions of MM, (left) and MM?, ., (right)
for the data (top panels) and simulations (bottom panels).

For the DC efficiency, we applied a procedure to take into account the dead, inefficient, and hot
wires of the different regions. This procedure has been first described in [UL03]. For each wire i of
the sector .S, we build a sample of 18 wires containing the wire ¢ with its neighboring wires ¢ — 1 and
i+ 1, and the corresponding wires in the other sectors S’. For each wire ¢ of this sample, we count the
number n (0 < n < 17) of wires that have an occupancy within a certain percentage of its occupancy
Occ;. The wire that has the maximum number n is used to calculate the expectation value Expyq,
defined as the occupancy average in the group of wires n. The efficiency of the wire ¢ is then defined
as: Eff; = % If Eff; < 1%, the wire is considered to be dead and its efficiency value is set to 0.

The efficiency table of all the DC wires is then implemented into the CLAS database so that the
simulated wire occupancy is realistic. The results of this analysis can be seen in Fig. 5.16.
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Figure 5.16: Drift chambers occupancy (layer number vs wire number) in sector 1 for three different
cases: accumulated experimental raw data (top), DVCS simulation without the drift-chambers efficiency
(middle), and DVCS simulation taking into account the drift-chambers efficiency (bottom). One sees
that the data are well reproduced by the simulation after taking into account the inefficiencie of the
wires. As an example, the block of inefficient wires in the last six layers of the region 3 (from layer 31
to 35) is well reproduced by the simulation. The fact that the occupancy is 0 for these wires is due to
the fact that their efficiency is less than 1% in the data.
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Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

Background merging

During the data acquisition, Moller electrons or accidental events within TDC windows can leave signals
in the detectors and create background noise. This reduces the efficiency of the reconstruction and needs
to be taken into account in the normalisation of the data. The level of the background noise depends
on the beam current that has been used during the experiment. The higher the beam current is, the
higher the background noise is. An increase of the beam current leads to a linear decrease of the
reconstruction efficiency, as can be seen in Fig. 5.17. A method to account for these background effects
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Figure 5.17: Number of electrons normalized to the Faraday Cup charge (Nbg./C) as a function of
beam current (nA). The number of reconstructed electrons decreases linearly as a function of the beam
current. The figure is extracted from Ref. [Yurl2].

is to add background events taken from data into the simulated events.

During the el-DVCS2 experiment, the so-called Faraday cup trigger has been created to allow a
description of the background. Tt is a random trigger that takes snapshots of the detector state with a
rate proportional to the beam current.

The background merging procedure has been described first in Ref. [Yurl2]. It consists of four
different stages:

e Extraction of the Faraday cup trigger (bit 8) events from raw data. All the ADC/TDC information
from all the detectors banks (EC, SC, CC ...) are collected with respect to the trigger bit number.
Then, to compare real data with simulations, we proceed to ADC/TDC corrections which consists
in the second stage.

e In real data, the record in ADC value is "pedestal + signal™ which is then converted in a physical
quantity with the use of calibration coefficients (gains) which are specific to every channel. In the
MC the record in ADC number is "signal" only and the pedestal is taken to be 0. Calibration
coeflicients are not changing from channel to channel. So these differences have to be taken into
account in order to merge them. One has to subtract the pedestal from the data and to scale it
with Gain(chid)/GainMC for every channel id as:

Gain(chid)

NewADC(chid) = [OldADC(chid) — Ped(chid)] x CaindIC

(5.2)

e For real data, the TDC slope was 100 ps per TDC channel. This means for instance that if
TDC=300, it corresponds to 30 ns. The TDC for the MC had 50 ps per 1 TDC channel. TDC
distributions have been studied [Yurl12] for all detectors for MC and data in order to find some
empirical offsets to correct the differences.
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e Production of 1300 files with approximately 11000 events each.

The background files have been introduced into the simulations by mixing a simulated event with a
background event. Each BOS banks (EC, CC, SC, DC, IC) of the simulated event is merged with the
corresponding bank of the background event. Elastic simulations have been performed to evaluate the
impact of the background merging. It was found that the background effects reduce the reconstruction
efficiency by approximately 6%.

Reconstruction

The transformation of the raw data from the ADC/TDC signals to physical quantities is carried out
by the reconstruction program RECSIS. Events reconstruction in CLAS consists in the identification of
charged and neutral particles along with the computation of their 4-momenta.

Using the event start time from the accelerator RF signal to determine the beam bunch associated
with the event, RECSIS reconstructs first the events of EC and IC. Then in a first stage, the DC
reconstruction (the so-called Hit-Based Tracking) uses the spatial information of the three regions of
DC to track the possible candidates and reject the others. A lookup table is used to find groups of hits
that are consistent with a track traversing the three regions. Finally, the reconstruction of the time of
flight is performed using the SC information, and the number of photo electrons is calculated for CC.
A first identification of the particles is performed by combining the information of all detectors.

In a second stage, a more precise reconstruction of the charged particles is performed. For each
charged particle passing through a DC cell, the Time-Based Tracking uses the drift time (TDC infor-
mation) and converts it into the DOCA (distance-of-closest-approach). Using this distance from the
wire, fits are applied to reconstruct precisely the trajectory.

Simulations results

Fig. 5.18 shows the comparison of the simulations with the data for the four distributions Q?, xp, —t
and ® (normalized with the same number of events). The simulations reproduce the data with a good
level of precision.

We show in Fig. 5.19 a comparison between data and simulations of the ¢ distributions as a function
of 0 for the three final state particles e, p and . In particular one can notice that the low-efficiency
regions described in Sec. 4.1 are well reproduced by our simulations. At the end of the simulation
chain, we have observed a small discrepancy at small 6 for the electron distribution. To remove this
region, we require in the following 6. > 21°.
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Figure 5.18: Comparison of the distributions Q?, xp, —t and ® for data (top panels) and simulations
(middle panels). The bottom panels correspond to the ratio between data and simulations, showing a
good agreement.
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Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

Computation of the bin by bin acceptance

Using the results of the simulations, we can proceed and computate the acceptance for the DVCS
cross-section normalization. It is defined for each quadri-dimensional (Q?, g, —t, ®) bin as:

Reclbin

Acclpin = (5.3)

Genlyin

where Gen|y;,, is the total number of epy events generated within the bin, and Rec|p;, is the number of
epy events reconstructed per bin.

Our acceptance takes into account the correlation between the three particles e, p, v of our final
state. In Fig. 5.20, we show the distributions of 8 as a function of ® for the three particles in the first
(Q?, x) bin. While the electrons are bounded within a certain @ range (limited by the Q? bin), one
can notice that the protons tend to be emitted at smaller 6 as —t increases. Conversely, the DVCS pho-
tons are emitted at higher polar angle as —t increases. The acceptance really depends on the photons.
Firstly, they can not be detected under ~ 5°, so that there is no data at small ® in some t-bins (the
first ¢ bins of the photon distribution clearly show this correlation). Secondly, one can observe that in
the high-t region we have a discontinuity in the distributions around & = 180°. The main reason is
that it corresponds to the transition between the IC calorimeter that detects photons up to ~ 15°, and
the EC that detects photons from = 17 — 18° due to the IC shadow.

We show in Fig. 5.21 the CLAS acceptance for the 12 ¢ bins of the bin 2 in (Q?, zp). All the (Q?,
xp) bins can be found in Appendix D. Tt goes from 15 to 25%. The "up-and-down" structure of the
acceptance reflects the CLAS geometry with its six sectors. Our acceptance drops to zero in the low-®
region because it is highly correlated to the low-8, region where there is no detector coverage.
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(bottom). The distributions are shown for the 12 ¢ bins of the second bin in (Q?, x5

90

#51

50100 150 200 250 300,450

Binl 15<-t<2

Binl 2<-t<3

p

)

50100 150 200 250 300,350

(middle) and ~



Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

_Bin2 0.09<-t<0.15 _ Bin2 0.15<-t<0.2 _ Bin2 0.2<-t<0.25 _ Bin2 0.25<-t<0.3 _

05 05 05 05

0.45] 0.45| . 0.45|

04 04 . 04

0.35 0.35] : 0.35]

03 03 . 03

0.25 0.25] oo 0.25 o2sf w | H{ ,

0.2} 0.2 + 0.2} 0.2

015F ", Wity e g W e o1sp M4 it e “'M“M" 4 . 0.5 o‘ & it liiui }'H f g
R T ) ol e R W BT By

[ R M 0. h o. '

0.05| 0.05f* ) o.0sf }

T DU PUVIT DU PR PO |
Q 50 100 150 200 250 300, 350
(@)

c)

% 50 100 150 200 250 300®[§E§)0

Bin2 03<-t<04 _ Bin2 0.7<-t<09 _

0.5~

i

o
Y N {HI M'"o +
wy

o
“"M.’“' W Yy

Q 50 100 150 200 250 300, 35
(@)

0.1 1

Bin2 09<-t<11 _

91



5.3.5 Luminosity

5.3.5 Luminosity

We describe now the integrated luminosity factor L;,: that is used to normalize the cross section. This
quantity is defined as:
Qint
Lips = ntarget% (54)

[
where 7qrget is the number of atoms per cm? in the target, g. is the electron charge, and Q;n: is the
integrated charge accumulated during the experiment. This integrated charge is calculated from the
selection of good files that is used for the data analysis.

Runs selection in DVCS2

The whole set of the e1-DVCS2 data cannot be used for the analysis. During the data taking, the
quality of the data can be corrupted due to different reason. Bad calibrations, failure of one of the sub-
detectors, problems in the data acquisition, ... can affect our data and their quality. The el-DVCS2
experiment consists of 629 runs split approximately into 30000 files. The files with incorrectly recorded
Faraday-Cup readings are automatically rejected from the run selection. The quality of our data is
checked by looking at the electron rate for each file. The electron rate is defined as the number of
detected electrons divided by the Faraday-Cup charge integrated over the file. During the experiment,
this quantity should remain approximately constant. Large deviations from this constant value are
interpreted as a detector malfunction or a wrong data acquisition, and the files are removed from the
analysis.

Fig. 5.22, extracted from Ref. [Say12], shows the electron rate as a function of the file number. Any
file out of the 3.5-0 region is removed from the analysis.
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Figure 5.22: Electron rate as a function of the file number. All files out of the selection are removed
from the analysis. Figure taken from Ref. [Say12].
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Integrated charge

Using the list of good files described above, we can now compute the integrated charge. The measure-
ment of the beam charge is performed by using the information of the Faraday cup. It consists of a
lead cylinder weighing 4000 kg and is used to stop the electron beam and to measure the deposited
charge with an efficiency of almost 100%. The charge is calculated by a capacitor that discharges when
it accumulates 1/(9.264 x 10'2) of Coulomb. Every single discharge, or "click", is stored for each elec-
tron beam polarization. To compute the total charge accumulated in the Faraday cup, we sum the
total number of clicks for both polarizations, that is finally converted into Coulombs with the following
formula:

Qint = [Nfier + Niier] X 926410712 C (5.5)

C

For the list of good files, the number of clicks is N} .. + N = 314911009416, corresponding to an
integrated charge Qin: = 33993 x 1076 C.

Integrated luminosity

The number of atoms 7;4rge¢ Per cm?

as:

is calculated according to the liquid hydrogen target properties

_ plL Ny
Tltarget = ]\/[H

(5.6)
where:

e pis the target density: p = 1.01 g/cm3

e [ is the target length: [ =5 cm

e N, is Avogadro’s number: Ny = 6.022 x 1023 mol !

M is the molar mass of the target: My = 1.00794 g/mol.

Finally, the integrated luminosity of the e1-DVCS2 experiment calculated as in Eq. 5.4 is: L, =
4.297665 x 10%0 ¢m—2.
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5.3.

6 Bin volume

To compute the quadri-differential cross section (Wj;%, the number of events Ny, is normalized
by the size of the bins. For a full bin in Q?, 23, t, and ®, one has the volume V = AQ?AzpAtA®, i.e
the product of the four bin widths. However, the hypervolume V is limited by the acceptance of the
detector and is reduced by the cuts we apply during the analysis. Our phase space is delimited by the
following series of cuts, applied to both data and simulations (reconstructed and generated):

6, (deg)

Oey > 1.95° and 0./, > 1.95°: meant to suppress in the simulations and in the data the Bethe-
Heitler singularities that diverge in these regions.

—t > tyin: the squared momentum transfer ¢ possesses a minimal value that needs to be im-
plemented in the definition of our volumes. t,;, depends on both Q2 and zp and is defined

as:

AM,z2

Q2[2(1 — 25)(1 - Looh) 4
AM,z2

4563(1—563)4— o}

AM,z% ]

1+ 02

(5.7)

tmin =

0. > 21° and 0, < 45°: the lower cut is needed to select the region where there is agreement
between data and simulations. The latter is due to the EC acceptance.

6, > 20°: this cut is due to the fact that no protons are detected below that angle.
W > 2 GeV: to be out of the resonance regions.
pe > 0.8 GeV: minimal momentum value required for the electrons.

6, > 4.77°: the minimum polar-angle value for the photon detection is determined removing the
first ring of crystals in IC. 6, is related to ® via the formula:

cos(f,) = cos(®P) sin(f+) sin(Byyx) + cos(y«) cos(0y«) (5.8)
where 0., and 0,,. are respectively the virtual-photon angle and the angle between the real

photon and the virtual photon (see Fig. 5.10). Therefore the cut that we apply on 6, affects the
® distributions. The effect of this cut can be seen in Fig. 5.23.
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Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

As a results of these cuts, some bins are only partially filled and the effective size of the bins V. is
generally smaller than V. The effective size of the bins needs to be calculated after the application of
our cuts. To calculate these truncated volumes, we have applied the following procedure:

e Each bin width is divided into 50 parts. Within each quadri-dimensional bin (Q?, zp, t, ®),
2
the size of the small hyper-volumes is therefore defined as: Vs = %A;)B %%. The initial

hyper-volume V is therefore divided into 6.250.000 small hyper-volumes V.

e In each bin of volume V', we calculate the number Ny of small bins of volume Vi that are defined
within our cuts.

e The effective volume V. ;s used for the cross section normalization is computed for each bins (Q?,
zp, t, ®) as the number of small hyper-volume multiplied by its size: Veyy = Ng x V.

We show in Fig. 5.24 an illustration of the method in the 2-dimensional plane (Q?, x ), which consists
in this case to compute the sum of the small squares that are defined within our bins.

5.5
> C
8 C
= 5:— e 1000
o F 25
45—
4 — —1800
3.5
3 —600
2.5
- —1400
2
1.5:— = : 200
1 EEEEE
05:I 1 | 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 0
’ 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
Xg

Figure 5.24: Illustration of the calculation of the effective volume V,z¢ in the plane (Q?, z). The size
of the small cubes is not to scale. We sum the number of the small volumes that are within our cuts to
find the volume of each effective quadri-dimensional bins. This procedure is extended to the variables
t and ®.

Fig. 5.25 shows the results of the effective volume computation for our 12 t-bins of the second (Q?,
xp) bin as defined in Table. 5.1. The results of the 12 other bins in (Q?, ) are presented in Appendix
E. The volume of the bins is clearly reduced at low ® because of the 6, cut.
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Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

5.3.7 Radiative corrections

The radiative corrections of electron-nucleon scattering can be calculated with a high level of precision.
The Born term of the DVCS process consists of one photon exchange (the so-called handbag diagram).
However, the experimental cross section that we measure contains radiative effects. In this section, we
will describe the method to compute the radiative corrections in order to allow a comparison between
theory and experiment. We want to correct the experimental cross section so that it corresponds to the
Born term of the theory.

The radiative corrections of lepton-nucleon scattering are calculated using perturbative theory with
the small electromagnetic coupling constant o, ~ ﬁ The radiative corrections have two natures: they
can be virtual or real. The virtual radiative corrections imply vertex (Fig. 5.26 (a)), self energy (Fig.
5.26 (b)) and vacuum corrections (Fig. 5.26 (¢)). The final state is identical to the DVCS final state: all
these processes interfere coherently. The real radiative corrections imply the emission of a real photon
by either the incoming or the outgoing electron. By emitting an additional real photon, the kinematics
(Q?, xp) changes and the final state (epy7,qq) interferes incoherently with the DVCS.

In the following, we make the approximation that the radiative corrections to the DVCS process are
to the ones of the elastic process. This is correct at a few percent level, following Ref. [ea00a]. Some of
the radiative processes are shown in Fig. 5.26, where only the diagrams for the lepton side and for the
vacuum polarization are displayed. The corrections for the proton side depend on a model to describe
the internal structure of the proton. The proton current was taken to have the usual on-shell form, and
elastic form factors were included in the calculations. The proton corrections are very small because
the probability to radiate a photon is inversely proportional to the mass of the particle.
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Figure 5.26: First-order virtual and real radiative processes: (a) vertex diagram, (b) lepton self-energy
diagram, (c) photon-polarization diagram, (d) and (e) real-photon emission contributions to elastic
lepton-nucleon scattering. Figure extracted from Ref. [ea00a].
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5.3.7 Radiative corrections

The experimental cross section can be expressed in terms of the Born cross section, corrected for the
radiative effects. These have been calculated in Ref. [ea00a], and the correction factor can be written

as:
eévertez +6r+51 +62

exp — orn X —7 = a5
Tesp =95 (1= 0uae/2)2

where dyerter 18 the vertex radiative correction:
al3 Q? 1, Q? w2
5vertem - ; {2ln<m§) -2 iln m72 + E (510)
0, the real radiative correction:

0p = i{ln((gif) {ln(%) - 1} - %ln2 (5) + %an (TQnZ) - %2 +Sp (0052926>} (5.11)

and 0,4 the vacuum photon polarization:

2

€

(5.9)

In these equations, E is the beam energy, E’ and 6. are respectively the energy and the polar angle of
the outgoing electron, AF is the maximum energy loss of the electron, and Sp() is the Spence function

(Sp(x) = — [y dt@). The terms d; and d2 contain the corrections for the proton side and can be
found in Refs. [ea00a, MTO0O0].

The radiative term 9, is responsible for the radiative tail that one can observe in the missing-mass
or missing-energy spectra. As one can see in Eq. 5.11, d, depends on AE. This latter term is the
parameter that needs to be adapted to experimental conditions. It is defined as AFE = %”X), where
M (epX) is the missing mass on which we have applied a cut for the exclusivity selection. It depends on
the data analysis and on the detector resolution. By applying this cut, we have removed events from
the radiative tail. The number of these events can be precisely calculated using the AE dependance of
0. We can therefore compensate the loss of radiative events and eventually find the Born cross section
that does not depend on the M (epX) cut. In this analysis, we applied a cut on Mﬂbffpx\ < 0.3 GeV?,
which corresponds to AE = 0.27 GeV in the center-of-mass system of v + vyq4-

The radiative effects have been computed according to Eq. 5.9 for each central value of Q2 in our
13 bins. We correct our experimental cross section for radiative effects so that we can compare with
the theory, that includes only the Born term. It is done according to the following formula:

Ocxp

Oexp = OBorn X (]- + Ra’dtot) 7 OBorn = HTGCZM

= Oeap X Fraa (5.13)
The results for Rad,; and F..q are shown in Table 5.3. The results show that Rad;,; is smaller than
1, so that the experimental cross section is always smaller than the Born cross section. In order to
compare with the Born term of the theory, we therefore mutliply oecrp by Frqq which has the effect to
increase the experimental cross section by approximately 17 to 19%.
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Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

< Q%> (GeV?) | Radior | Frad
Bin 1: 1.194 -0.148 | 1.174
Bin 2: 1.450 -0.150 | 1.176
Bin 3: 1.592 -0.151 | 1.178
Bin 4: 1.813 -0.152 | 1.180
Bin 5: 2.008 -0.154 | 1.182
Bin 6: 2.273 -0.155 | 1.184
Bin 7: 2.191 -0.155 | 1.180
Bin &: 2.391 -0.156 | 1.185
Bin 9: 2.673 -0.157 | 1.187
Bin 10: 3.016 -0.159 | 1.189
Bin 11: 2.749 -0.158 | 1.187
Bin 12: 3.319 -0.160 | 1.190
Bin 13: 3.858 -0.162 | 1.193

Table 5.3: Radiative corrections computed for the 13 central values Q2 of our bins.
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5.3.8 Pion contamination substraction

5.3.8 7 contamination subtraction

To compute the true number of DVCS events ep — ep7y, one has to subtract the contamination from
the ep — epm® — epyy events. Indeed, when one of the two photons of the pion decay escapes the
detection, the pion channel can mimi a DVCS candidate. For each bin, the true number of DVCS events
Npycs corresponds to the number of epy events that we have measured IV.p, minus the number of 70
events for which one of the two photons has not been detected. It can be written as:

Npvcs = Nep'y - Nepﬂo(lv) (514)

The evaluation of the contamination Ne,r0(17) is performed by combining simulations and data. It is
defined as:

N o (17)
Nepro(ly) = =2~ x NPATA(9 5.15
epﬂo( 7) Dﬁig%(QV) X WNepro ( 7) ( )

where:

o NDATA(2y) is the number of ep — epn” events that have been measured experimentally, with

two photons detected.

° N%g)(l’y) is the number of simulated ep — epm® events, for which only one photon has passed

the DVCS cuts.

° Négg,(?y) is the number of simulated ep — epn® events, for which the two photons have passed

the 7° cuts.

We now describe how these terms are determined.

Selection of the Ng);‘OTA(?y) events

After the selection of a good electron and a good proton, the selection of the 7¥ events is performed by
selecting events with at least 2 photons. Among all the photons in the event, we select the photon pair
whose invariant mass is the closest to the 7° mass (2135 MeV). The number of events N, E?DfoT A(27) is
then selected by applying the following cuts:

o |[MMZ, | <M?+ 30(mmz, ), the squared missing mass of the (e, mo) system.

emo

° ‘MMermJ <0x3 O(MM2,, )5 the squared missing mass of the (e, p, mo) system.

o [MMZ,| < M2 + 30 (a2, the squared missing mass of the (e, p) system.

o |[MEcpr| <0+30mE the missing energy of the (e, p, ) system.

epmg)?

o [MI,,| < Myo+30(nr, ), the invariant mass of the two photons.

The effect of these cuts can be seen in Fig. 5.27.

. . NS (1y) . .
Estimation of —%%——— by simulations
N (27)

epn0

The fraction of ¥ events that is mis-identified as DVCS events is determined by simulations and is
N2 o (1)

epm

equal to NVC 3y The event generator is based on a simplified GPD model where only the imaginary
epr

part is used and approximated to its forward limit in terms of the PDFs.
The simulation procedure has been described in Sec. 5.3 and is exactly the same for the 7° channel.

N_ o(1
The result of the 7° contamination is shown in Fig. 5.28 as the ratio %&V) for the (Q?, rp)
bin 2. All the (Q?, xp) bins can be found in Appendix F.The general tendency seems to indicate an
increase of the 7° contamination with an increase of —t, going from =~ 10% to = 30%. The size of the

error bars is strongly correlated to the limited number of N2AT4(27) events.
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Figure 5.27:

and the second row shows the distributions after all cuts

except the one on the distribution plotted. The fits have been performed with a Gaussian plus a linear

background.

7

row presents the distributions without cuts
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5.3.8 Pion contamination substraction
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Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

5.3.9 Estimation of the uncertainties

Statistical uncertainty

As already mentioned, the DVCS cross section can be written as:

d4o Nepy — Nepn“(l'}/)
dQ2dedtdq) Acc Lint Fvol . ¢ (5 6)

Therefore, for the computation of the statistical error bars of the cross section, one has to take into
account the statistical errors of:

e the number of epy events N, before the ¥ substraction,

N]VIC 1
e the number of epy events coming from the 7" contamination: Nepro(1vy) = WEE;; X Neg?gA (27),
e the acceptance Acc = g:fl

The relative statistical errors is then written as:
2 2 2
Ao ( AN,py ) N ( AN pro(17) ) N <AACC> (5.17)
o Nepy — Nepro(17) Nepy — Nepro(17) Ace '

e the statistical error on the number of epy events: ANgpy = \/Nepy

with:

e the statistical error on the number of N0 (17) events:

ANMG A\ 2 ANMC (29)\ P [ ANPATA(29)\ 2
ANepmo(17) = Nepro(17) x \/(wa> + (Ncw) + | wohTEy

epn0 epn0

2 2
e the statistical error on the acceptance: AA/EZC = \/ (%ﬁi“) + (%i‘;:’)

The statistical errors have been calculated for each quadri dimensional bin.

Systematic uncertainty

The systematic error have to be estimated and added quadratically to the statistical errors. Due to
time constraints, we haven’t been able to compute them. The source of our systematic uncertainties
are varied. Hereafter we mention some of them, with a first estimation coming from the first part of
the el-DVCS experiment:

e the uncertainty on the computation of the acceptance. The systematic error can be computed by
using a different event generator. The difference with our acceptance is used to compute bin-by-by
the systematic error (= 10%).

e the uncertainty on the 7° background substraction. Another model can be used to computed the
systematic error (=~ 10%).

e the uncertainty due the the normalization factor from the elastic cross section (= 5%).
e the uncertainty on the radiative corrections (= 5%).

e the uncertainty on the fiducial cuts and exclusivity cuts (= 1%).
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5.3.10 Unpolarized DVCS cross section

5.3.10 Unpolarized DVCS cross section

Using Eq. 5.1, we have now all the necessary terms to extract the DVCS cross section. In Fig. 5.29, we

present the results of the unpolarized DVCS cross section Mgzdfﬁ (nbarn/GeV*) computed for the

(Q?, xp) bin 2, and compared (in green) to the Bethe-Heitler (BH) cross section integrated within the
acceptance of 4-dimensional bins. All the (Q?, xp) bins can be found in Appendix G. As we showed
in Sec. 2.3.4, the cross-section for the exclusive electroproduction of a photon (eN — eN+) receives a
contribution from both the DVCS and the BH processes. It is expected that the contribution of the
BH dominates almost completely the cross section in the regions where the real photon is emitted in
the same direction than the incoming or the outgoing electron, which correspond to low and large ®
regions. The main contribution of the DVCS signal is in the central ®-region.

The azimuthal decomposition of d4aunp can be found in Ref. [BMKO02] and is expressed at leading
twist (twist-2) as:

A4y 4| DVCSJ? d*|BH|?
_ r - .
d0% dip did® ~ 402 depdtdd a2 degdrad T L0 X Re(A) + ([ = cos(@) 1] x Re(B) - (5.18)

where the terms A and B are combinations of CFFs defined as:

ot
4M2

FiH 4 E(F + F)H

A

FiH FE—-E(Fi+ B)[H+E] (5.19)

B

t

— MFQ E. (5.20)
Here, F 5 are the Dirac and Pauli form factors, and I'g 1 2 are kinematic factors with a ®-dependence
coming from the electron propagators of the Bethe Heitler amplitude. The |[DV C'S|? term does not have
a ®-dependence at leading twist and is a bilinear combination of the CFFs. The twist-3 contribution
of the interference, not written here, consists of a linear combination of the CFFs with a cos(2®)-
dependence. The contributions in the interference terms of the CFFs H and & are reduced because
xp ~ 0.2 (proportional to ) and —t ~ 0.3 GeV? in our typical kinematics. As a consequence, we
expect the unpolarized cross section to be mainly sensitive to the CFF Hpg,.

104



Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

Bin2 0.09<-t<0.15

Bin2 0.15<-t<0.2

Bi

n2 0.2<-t<0.25

Bi

n2 0.25<-t<0.3

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
50 100 150 200 250 30®0(01230

o

Bin2 03<-t<04 |

i1 it
IIIIII

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 391:0(.13;80

1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 3(‘)»0(02350

[Bi

n2 05<-t<0.7 |

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 SOQO(Gh 30

[Bi

n2 07<-t<09 |

107

1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 30®0(01530

Bin2 09<-t<1.1]

[Bin2 0.4<-t<0s5 |
T

10—1.

102

107

10°

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 3an£;0

[Bin2 1.1<-t<15]

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 3%0@%530

[Bin2 15<-t<2 ]

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 30:»0(0%80

[Bin2 2<-t<3

107

102

10°

1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 SOQO(G%BO

10?

102

10

| 1°‘:1 G i f

1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 3(?19(03980

1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 30«9@%50

1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 3000(0%30

Figure 5.29: DVCS cross section (nbarn/GeV?) as a function of @ for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, z) bin
2, compared to the BH cross-section (green) integrated over the bins size.
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5.3.11 Comparison of DVCS1 and DVCS2 unpolarized cross sections

5.3.11 Comparison of DVCS1 and DVCS2 unpolarized cross sections

As we mentioned previously, the goal of the e1-DVCS experiment is to extract the DVCS unpolarized
and polarized cross sections over a large phase space and with high precision. The data have been taken
in two times. The first data set is called e1-DVCS1, and we propose in this section to compare the
cross-section results of DVCS1 and DVCS2, the final goal being to merge the two sets of data.

In Fig. 5.30, we show a comparison of the cross-section distributions for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?,
xp) bin 2. The 13 (Q?, x) bins can be found in Appendix H. The first figure is the superposition
of the DVCS1 (blue) and DVCS2 (red) results. One can see a really good agreement between the two
data sets. The second figure shows the ratio of the DVCS1 cross section over the DVCS2 cross section.
Most of the points are compatible within the error bars.

106



Chapter 5. DVCS

cross section analysis

DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin 2 0.09<-1<0.15

Dve!

S1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin 2 015<1<0.2

DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin2 0.2<1<0.25

DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin2 0.25<1<03

=]

o] S
2.5
2F--
1.5F---

B
q} 50 100 150 200 250 300, (§5)

S1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin2 0.4<t<05 |

VTR TR TR D T
qu 50 100 150 200 250 300, [§5)

| DVCS1(b) & DVCS2(1) XS Bin2 0.5<1<0.7 |

200 250 300, (§5)

| DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin2 1.1<t<15 |

0.5
0.4

0.3F--
0.2F---
0.2F---1

TS

0.4

0.3

0.2F-

0.2~

50 100 150

TP PP P PUPIL PR PO P |
G-56™106 156200~ 250 300, 380

— RATIO: RYER3Bin 2 0.09<-{<0.15

)

[~ RATIO: DVCSlBan 03<-t<0.4 ===
3 531

3.5

2.5

1.5

0.5

— RATIO: DVCSlsmz 09<-t<11=
A
56100150 200 250

Figure 5.30: Top:
The cross section

00, 3P

4
3.5

2.5

2|

1.5

0.5

— RATlo%CSlsmz 015<-1<0.2

%

G56™100"150 200 250 300, 380

%50

TP P PN PP P P P L
50 100 150 200 250 300, 350

)

RATIO: BYESS

2Bin2 11<4<15 %

\
100150 200 250 300, 350

of the two experimental cross sections.

107

RATIO: DVCSl 3Bin2 04<<05 T
1755
P

4 RATIO: BYERSBIN2 0.2<4<025 :
3.5F

£
2.5F

s
G56"106"150" 200 250 300, a’:‘%g()

4F— RATIO: Dvcgl
3.5

3
2.5

1.5

0.5

Y PP P PO PP ST P |
G50 106150206250 300, 380

! |

)

RATIO! DVCSlez 05<-4<07 ﬁ
s

4

4

%

— RAT\O%%BH\Z 025<1<03 :

— RATIO: DVCSl

JWULJ

)

G50~ "100 150

00 250 300, 350

%56

,
%56700"150

00 250 300, 350

. DVCS1 .
RATIO: IV eHA Bin2 2<-t<3 E

I
L]
L1
5

150 200 250 300,

Comparison of the DVCS cross section for e1-DVCS1 (blue) e1-DVCS2 experiments.
are shown as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, x5) bin 2. Bottom: ratio




5.3.11 Comparison of DVCS1 and DVCS2 unpolarized cross sections

Statistical approach

To compare the two DVCS cross sections, we have performed a y2-test to check the compatibility
between the two distributions. Our binning consists of 13 bins in (Q?, x5) and 12 bins in ¢. In total,
the x? has been calculated for each of the 156 ® distributions. For two binned distributions Y7 and Y5,
the normalized x? is defined as:

, 1 M) - Ya(i)]?
Z[() (i)]

" Niww &= [0330) + 03 ()]

X (5.21)

where 01 (i) and o2(i) are the error bars of the bin i of Y7 (i) and Y3(7) respectively. We are comparing
two distributions that consist of 72 bins, so the maximum number of degree of freedom Ny is equal to
72. We remove one degree of freedom each time that Y; and Ys are equal to zero for a bin .

In Fig. 5.31, we show the results of the normalized x?/ndf as a function of the 12 ¢-bin for each of
the 13 bins in (Q?, r5). From these figures, we can see that the two distributions are in good agreement,
for most of the bins. However, the general trend seems to indicate that the agreement decreases at large
t where the statistics is really small. Some particular cases, like the first two ¢-bins of the (Q?, zp)
bin 4, show substantial deviations between the two distributions. At the moment of writing, these
discrepancies are still not understood.
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Figure 5.31: x?/ndf as a function of the 12 ¢ bins, for the 13 bins in (Q?, ).

The global normalized x? has been computed for the 156 distributions. It was calculated as: % =
0.97. We conclude that the two distributions are compatible within the error bars for most of our bins.

108



Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

5.3.12 Difference of polarized cross sections

The el-DVCS experiment used a polarized electron beam. Selecting the helicity of the incident elec-
trons, one can then extract one other obvervable: the difference of polarized cross sections o, and the
beam spin asymmetry Ay for a longitudinaly polarized beam and a unpolarized target.

To compute these observables, one has to separate the analysis in two sets of data according to the
beam helicity value. The total number of DVCS events taking into account the pion contamination
(Sec. 5.3.8) and corresponding to the beam helicity state @ is defined as:

NMG (1

epr0\ ) DATA(

ﬁDVCS = ﬁ x N 0 (5.22)
epy Nel\;,[g)( 7) ep

and the total number of DVCS events corresponding to the beam helicity ‘e is defined as:

NG (19)
WDVCS = Ne L X eDiuTA(Q’}/) (5.23)
m NGy < e

The number of events ﬁpvcs (NDVCS) is normalized with the luminosity L.— (Lm) which is cal-
culated taking into account only the G (%) events. Figure 5.32 shows the difference of integrated
charge detected in the Faraday cup for the electrons with helicity state (—) and helicity state (<). The
deviation from 0 is really small (< 107°): the number of polarized electrons € is truly comparable to
the number of polarized electrons ‘e accumulated for the e1-DVCS2 experiment.

X
=
<,
[

ante‘—ante,
o
é

-2

-3

I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1
57600 57800 58000 58200 58400 58600 58800
Run Number

Figure 5.32: Difference of the integrated charge corresponding to the two helicity states as a function
of the run number.

In addition, the normalization needs to take into account the fact that the beam is not 100% po-
larized. During the data taking, a polarimeter measures the angular asymmetry distributions in elastic
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5.3.12 Difference of polarized cross sections

electron-electron Mgller scattering to measure the beam polarization. The typical polarization P mea-
sured during the e1-DVCS2 experiment was between 83 to 87%. Therefore, in order to get the number
of DVCS events that one would have with a 100% polarized beam, one normalizes o, by the polariza-
tion P.

The difference of polarized cross sections can be computed for each quadri-dimmensional bins as:

d*opor 1 { d*e s }

dQ?drpdtd® — 2|dQ?depdtd®  dQ?drp dtdd

_ 1 (ﬁpvcs _ NDVCS) Frad

2P L—; L+ AQ?2Azxp At AD Acc Fy

wnt wnt

(5.24)

The azimuthal decomposition of d*op, can be found in [BMKO02] and is expressed at leading twist
(twist-2) as:
4
4M2

d40pol
dQ? drp dt d

where I o are the Dirac and Pauli form factors, I's is a kinematic factor with a ®-dependence coming
from the electron propagators of the Bethe Heitler amplitude. The twist-3 contribution, not written
here, consists of a linear combination of the CFFs with a sin(2®)-dependence. The term |[DVCS|? is a
twist-3 contribution and the term |BH|? vanishes because the BH does not depend on the beam helicity
(for an unpolarized target). The contributions of H and & to d*c,,; are reduced because zp ~ 0.2 (pro-
portional to &) and —t =~ 0.3 GeV? in our typical kinematics. The difference of polarized cross section
is therefore mainly sensitive to the CFF Hp,,. Its distribution has a sinusoidal shape modulated by the
BH propagators.

= sin(®) L'y Sm {F{H, +&(Fy + Fo)H ng} (5.25)

In Fig. 5.33, we show the results of 0,,; plotted as a function of ® for each of the 12 ¢-bins aof the
(Q?, zg) bin 2. The 13 (Q?, zp) bins can be found in Appendix I.
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Figure 5.33: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, zg)
bin 2.
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5.3.13 Comparison of DVCS1 and DVCS2 polarized cross sections

In the same spirit than the comparison between the unpolarized cross sections, we present herafter the
comparison between the difference of polarized cross-sections of DVCS1 and DVCS2.

In Fig. 5.34, we show a superposition of the DVCS1 (blue) and DVCS2 (red) polarized cross-sections
for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, x5) bin 2. One can see a really good agreement between the two data sets.
The 13 (Q?, xp) bins can be found in Appendix J.
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Figure 5.34: Comparison between the difference of polarized cross section of el-DVCS1 (blue) and
el-DVCS2 (red), as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, ) bin 2.
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Chapter 5. DVCS cross section analysis

5.3.14 Beam-spin asymmetries

The beam-spin asymmetry Apy is defined as the ratio of o, Over oyunp. An important advantage of
the beam-spin asymmetry is that all the normalization factors cancel out for the computation of the
asymmetry. It is defined as:

(5.26)

ﬁDVCS — NDVCS
o )

Ay = =
P ﬁDVCS + FDvcs

This latter observable has been measured and published in Ref. [ea08c], using the e1-DVCS1 data.
In Fig. 5.35, we compared the results between the el-DVCS1 and el1-DVCS2 experiments. Due to
different binnings in ¢, we can’t make a bin-by-bin comparison. In Fig. 5.35, the e1-DVCS1 bin is
—t =10.09;0.2], and is compared to two e1-DVCS2 bins —t = [0.09;0.1] and —t = [0.1;0.2].

1
B
B

0.2

_.1DIIIIIiIIIIIiIIIIIiIIIIIiIIIIIiIIIII

60 120 180 240 300 360
Phi (deg)

Figure 5.35: Comparison of the e1-DVCS1 and el-DVCS2 asymmetries as a function of ® for the (Q?,
xp) bin 5. The sizes of the ¢-bins are different between the two experiments, with the e1-DVCS2 binning
finer. The el-DVCS1 points are the red squares, and the e1-DVCS2 points are blue (—t = [0.09;0.1])
and pink triangles (—¢ = [0.1;0.2]). Figure extracted from Ref. [Girl2].

Following Eqs. 5.18 and 5.25, the azimuthal decomposition of the beam-spin asymmetry Apy can
be written at leading twist as:

Ay = asin(P)

b+ ccos(®) + dcos(29) (5.27)

where the parameters a, b, ¢ and d are expressed in terms of kinematical factors, the FFs and the CFFs.
The cos(2®)-dependence arises from the Bethe-Heitler squared contribution d*|BH|? to the unpolarized
cross section.

We show in Fig. 5.36 our results of the beam-spin asymmetries for the (Q?, x5) bin 2. The 13 (Q?,
zp) bins can be found in Appendix K.
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Chapter 6

Preliminary interpretation

In this chapter, our measurements (unpolarized, polarized cross-sections and beam-spin asymmetry)
are going to be compared to the predictions of the VGG model described in Sect. 2.3.6. Because there
are three integrals (two for the Double Distributions and one for the real part of the CFFs) in the
calculation of the cross-section at a given (Q?, z, t, ®) point, it is too computing time consuming to
integrate over the 4-dimensional volume of the bin. Theoretical calculation are therefore performed at
a representative kinematical value of each bin. We will first discuss what should be the representative
kinematical value of the bins in our analysis. Using this value, we will make a comparison of our
data with the VGG predictions. Then we will discuss the model-independent fitting procedure used to
extract the CFFs from our observables, and make a first interpretation of the extracted CFFs.

6.1 Representative bin abscissa for the DVCS cross section anal-
ysis

For non-linear distributions varying rapidly (like DVCS+BH cross-section) over a bin of finite width,
the problem is to determine at which abscissa value the bin has to be defined in order to compare with
theoritical model. The following discussion is inspired from Ref. [LW95]. Simplifying our cross-section
analysis to one dimension, what we measure in a particular bin of width Az = x5 — 1 is defined as:

1 *2
< Opip >= — o(x)dr 6.1
bin Az /zl ( ) ( )
where o(x) is the true frequency distribution of the cross section. The question is then to know at which
value of z within the bin of width Ax, should < o4, > be regarded as a true measurement of f;f o(x)dx.

The solution consists in solving (analytically or numerically) the equation

1 T2
o(x) = — o(z)dx 6.2
@=5; [ oW (62)
where Z is the representative x-value defining the bin. However, this solution requires to know precisely
the function o(z), which is actually the function that we want to measure.

Two common ways to approximate the Z-value of a bin consist in taking the center value Z cnter
defined as

Az
Teenter = T1 + 7 (63)
or the barycentre Z (weighted average) of the bin
"2 r f(x) dx
T = M (6.4)
f’m f(z)dx
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6.1 Representative bin abscissa for the DVCS cross section analysis

However, for a non-linear problem with finite bins width, the two values Zienter and T actually differ
from the expected value z.

To illustrate this, we take the following one-dimensional example. We naively modelize the ®-
dependence of the DVCS+BH cross-section as o (®) = e~36. The aim is to reproduce the sharp variation
of the distribution at low ®. In Fig. 6.1, we show this one-dimensional modelling of the cross section
for ® € [0,180°]. For the particular [15°,30°] bin, we obtain the results of z = 21.88°, & = 22.19° and
Teenter = 22.5°, calculated as in Eqgs. 6.2-6.3-6.4.

e X=2188

exp(-d/30)
exp(-®/30)

m %=22.19

0 = exp(-®/30)
(o}

(o)

Xeemer=22.5

0.6

0.4f

0.2

0
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 14 16 8 20 22 24 26 28 30 20.5 21 215 22 225 23 235

® (deg) @ (deg) @ (deg)

Figure 6.1: Example of a one-dimensional modelling of the ®-dependence of the DVCS+BH cross-
section. Z, T and Zcenter are computed for the [15°,30°] bin. We see that taking the center value
overestimates the cross section while taking the average value underestimates the cross section. The
"true" reference value is in-between.

For a given bin of width 15°, the value z enter and T equivalently differ from z of 0.31°. In these
low-® regions where the cross section varies extremely rapidly, such a small variation in the definition
of the representative z-value of a bin creates significant significant variations in the cross-section. In
reality, we recall that we are dealing with a 4-dimensional problem and this is also true for small vari-
ations of g, t or Q2.

In Fig. 6.2, the same analysis is done for different bin width (from 1° to 30°), at the same central
bin value Zcenter = 22.5°. We can see that the values of Z.enter and T deviate from Z as the bin-width
increases. Conversely, for bins with a small enough size, Zcenter and T convert to Z.

For the DVCS cross section analysis, there is a priori no reason to know whether x cnter is a better
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Chapter 6. Preliminary interpretation

enter

Figure 6.2: Values of T,  and T cnter as a function of the bin width at the central value x epter = 22.5°.

approximation to & than Z. In order to know at which kinematical value should be used to define our
bins, we show in Fig. 6.3 a comparison between the BH integrated BH;,; over the four-dimensional bin
size, and the BH calculated at the weighted average BH,, and central BH. kinematics. The results

are presented as the ratio: %ﬁ:ﬂ‘ (red) and %Hiﬁ,:t (blue), for one t-bin. We can draw the conclusion

bin1 0.09<-t<0.13

- = =
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Figure 6.3: Comparison bewteen the BH calculated at the weighted average BH,,, and central BH,
kinematics, for one ¢-bin. In red: BH;u:/BH,o. In blue: BH;,:/BH.. Figure extracted from Ref.
[Jol12]

that the BH calculated at the weighted average kinematics is very close to the BH integrated, much
closer than the BH calculated at the central kinematics. In the following, we will therefore carry out
the calculations of the VGG model, and perform the fits, at the weighted average kinematics.
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6.2 Comparison of the unpolarized cross section with VGG pre-
dictions

In Fig. 6.4, we present a comparison of our four-fold differential cross-sections 116»225% (nbarn/GeV*?)
computed for the second (Q2, x5) bin (see Appendix L for the other bins), to four different calculations:

o In green: the Bethe-Heitler (BH) cross section integrated within the acceptance of 4-dimensional
bins.

e In maroon dashed: the BH calculated at the weighted average kinematics < Q? >, < zp >,
< —t >. As discussed in the previous section, this cross section can differs from the integrated
BH because the size of our bins is not sufficiently small. Especially, in the low and large-® regions
where the BH varies rapidly (and thus depends a lot on small variations of < zp >, < Q? >
...), one can see some significant deviations between the integrated and the BH calculated at the
weighted average kinematics. To reduce this difference, the size of our binning has to be reduced.

o In pink: the DVCS+BH cross section calculated with the VGG model at the weighted average

kinematics, taking into account the four GPDs H, E, H and E. The shape of the experimental
distributions is well reproduced by VGG, and in several cases the normalization also.

e In blue: DVCS+BH cross section calculated with the VGG model at the weighted average kine-
matics, taking only into account the GPD H. According to this model, one can observe that
at low t the main contribution to the unpolarized cross section arises from the GPD H. The
sensitivity to the other GPDs appears at higher t.
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Figure 6.4: DVCS cross section (nbarn/GeV?) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, z) bin 2,
compared to the BH cross-section and the VGG model predictions. The different curves are described

int

he text.
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6.3 Comparison of the polarized cross section with VGG predictions

6.3 Comparison of the polarized cross section with VGG pre-
dictions

In Fig. 6.5, we show the results of the difference of polarized cross-sections o,y plotted as a function
of ® for each of the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, ) bin 2. The 13 (Q?, x5) bins can be found in Appendix
M. They are compared to two calculations from VGG:

e In pink: the difference of polarized cross sections calculated with the VGG model at the weighted
average kinematics, taking into account the four GPDs H, E, H and E. The shape of the
experimental distributions is well reproduced by VGG. However, we can notice that at small ¢,
the prediction of the amplitude is bigger than the one observed in the data. This amplitude goes
to zero as t increases.

e In blue: the difference of polarized cross sections calculated with the VGG model at the weighted
average kinematics, taking into account the GPD H only. According to this model, one can see
that ope is almost completely dominated by the contribution of the GPD H on all the phase

space.
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Figure 6.5: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the second (Q?,
xp) bin. The curves correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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6.4 Comparison of the BSA with VGG predictions

We show in Fig. 6.6 our results of the beam-spin asymmetries Ay for the (Q2, z5) bin 1. The 13 (Q?,
xp) bins can be found in Appendix N. They are compared to two asymmetries from VGG:

e In pink: the asymmetry calculated with the VGG model at the weighted average kinematics, taking

into account the four GPDs H, E, H and E. One can see that the shape of the experimental
distributions is well reproduced by VGG, with slight difference in the amplitude though.

e In blue: the asymmetry calculated with the VGG model at the weighted average kinematics,
taking into account the GPD H only. According to this model, one can see that the beam-spin
aymmetry is almost completely dominated by the contribution of the GPD H on all the phase

space.
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Figure 6.6: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the second (Q?, zg) bin. The curves
correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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6.5 Fitting procedure

6.5 Fitting procedure

In this section, we make a preliminary extraction of the Compton Form Factors from the e1-DVCS2
data. As we mentionned in Sec. 2.3.3, the quantities that can be extracted model-independently from
the DVCS process are the eight CFFs. They are either weighted GPDs integrated over x or GPDs at
the line x = £, so that they only depend on ¢ (or equivalently on z5) and t.

The GPD E is usually associated to the t-channel pion pole exchange, and is parametrized in terms
of the pseudoscalar form factor and the pion distribution amplitude. The pion exchange contributes
only in the region —§ <z < ¢, and therefore to the real part of the DVCS amplitude. Therefore if the
imaginary part of the amplitude is neglected for the GPD E, we can neglect also the contribution of
the CFF &1y, reducing the total number of CFFs to seven.

Each of the eight observables (see Table 2.2) that can be measured with the DVCS process are
function of the seven CFFs, with a different sensitivity though. In theory, the problem is therefore
analog to solve eight equations with seven unknowns. In practice, all the observables are not available
for all the kinematics so that there is not hope to extract all the CFFs yet.

In the following, we will extract the CFFs from only the two independant observables that we
have measured in this thesis, i.e. the unpolarized cross section o,n, and the difference of polarized
cross-section op0;. The problem is therefore largely under-constrained with only two constraints for
seven unknowns. We will use the model-independant fitting procedure that has been developed in Refs.
[Gui08a, Mou09]. The procedure is that for a given experimental point (zp,—t), the seven CFFs are
taken as free parameters and are extracted from the DVCS experimental observables.

The procedure consists in fitting the 2 x 24 points of the ® distributions of o4y, and oy, in a given
(Q?, zp, t) bin. There are 156 such bins so that one can extract in principle the CFF at 156 different
kinematics. The quantity to be minimized is:

n theo _ 48:171)}2

v =2 9

i=1
where o'"¢° and 0P are respectively the theoretical and the experimental cross-sections (unpolarized
and polarized), 60¢*P it the experimental error bar and ¢ is the number of points to be fitted. The
theoretical calculation DVCS+BH is given at leading twist by the VGG code described in Chap 2.3.6,
where the seven CFFs are the free parameters to be fitted to the data.

The fitting procedure is non trivial, because the relation between the CFFs and the observables is
non-linear, there can be correlations between the CFFs, and the problem is under-constrained with only
two observables to be fitted. To overcome the lack of constrains, the range over which the values of the
seven CFFs are allowed to vary is bounded. The domain of variation allowed for the CFFs is defined as
an hypervolume of {—5, 5} times the values of the CFFs calculated by the VGG code which therefore
serves as a reference. This condition is very conservative because it allows the cross-section to vary by
a factor 5% with respect to the value of the VGG code. Solving the problem of seven unknowns with
two equations becomes possible then, if some of them happen to be suppressed kinematically.

We show the results of the fitting procedure in Fig. 6.7 for the second bin in (Q?, zp). The 13 (Q?,
zp) bins can be found in Appendix O.
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Figure 6.7: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a function
of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 2.
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6.6 Extraction of the Compton Form Factors

As we mentionned in Sec. 2.3.3, oyunp and oy, are expected to be mainly sensitive to Hr. and Hrm,
respectively, the other CFFs being subdominant in these observables. Using the previous results of
the fitting procedure, H,, and Hp. are indeed the two CFFs which come out, as expected, with well
defined x? minima and finite error bars in the fit. They are plotted in Figs. 6.8 and 6.9, as a function
of ¢ for each of the 13 (Q?, ) bins.

These preliminary results indicate that the t-slope of Hj,, decreases with xp increasing. If we ne-
glect the £-contribution, this can be interpreted as follows: as the momentum transfer ¢ is the conjugate
variable of the impact parameter b, , a small ¢-slope means that the valence-quarks (high-z) tend to
remain in the center of the nucleon. Conversely, the sea-quarks (low-z) extend to the periphery of the
nucleon.

A comparison between H,, extracted from the fits and the VGG model (solid lines) shows a rela-
tively good agreement within the error bars. We also compare the CFFs that have been extracted from
our data with those extracted from previous measurements (the points at g = 0.33 arise from the fits
of opo; and oy from Hall-A| the points at g = 0.24 arise from the fits of Ary and Ay from Hall-B),
and we find a fair agreement within the error bars. It is a good consistency check to see that by fitting
different observables from different experiments, one extracts CFFs which are compatible. The coverage
of the phase space has been considerably improved compared to the previous measurements.

The interpretation of Hpg, is not so intuitive because it represents a GPD integrated over z and

weighted by a factor %ﬂ It mainly serves as a strong constraint for the the modelisation of the GPD
H. We observe that the prediction of the VGG model is in fair agreement with the data.
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Figure 6.8: The red points show the extraction of Hy,, as a function of ¢, for each of the 13 bins in
(QQ, xzp). The solid lines are the results from the VGG model. The blue points at xp = 0.33 are the
extractions from the Hall-A data [ea06a]. The blue points at g = 0.24 are the extractions from the
Hall-B data [ea08c, ea06b].
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Figure 6.9: The red points show the extraction of H g, as a function of ¢, for each of the 13 bins in (Q?,
xp). The solid lines are the results from the VGG model. The blue points are the extractions from the
Hall-A data [ea06a)].

126



Chapter 6. Preliminary interpretation

6.7 Proton charge density extraction

As mentionned in Sec. 2.3.2, for £ = 0 (t = —A?) the 2-dimensional Fourier transform of the GPD
H(x,0,t) is equal to the parton density distribution p(z,b, ). It provides a simultaneous measurement
of the longitudinal momentum z at a given tranverse position (impact parameter b, ) for unpolarized
quarks in the target. The density distribution can be obtained from H with the following equation:
°° dt
p(x,0,b1) :/ 7 Job V) H(z,0,t) (6.6)
0

where J, is the regular cylindrical Bessel function. Using the unpolarized and polarized cross sections,
we have been able to extract the CFF Hp,, on a very wide kinematical regime. As shown in Table. 2.1,
Him is a combination of the GPD H at the line x = & Hpp(€,t) = H(E, &, t) — H(=E,€,t). In the
following, we make the approximation that the anti-quark contribution (negative x) is negligeable, so
that Him (€, t) = H(E,&,1).

What we measure is H(§,&,t), but what appears in Eq. 6.6 is the function H(z,0,¢). To make the
H(€,0,t)
H(EEt)"

link between the two functions, we have to introduce the model dependent correction factor
This factor corresponds to a correction of 10 to 20% according to the VGG model.

In the upper part of Fig. 6.10, we show the t-dependence of Hjp,, for five different xp bins (fixed
Q?). The t-dependence has been fitted with an exponential: Hy,,(t) = e***. One can then use Eq. 6.6
to obtain the proton charge density p(b, ) for different z = xp values. We show the results in the lower
part of Fig. 6.10.
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Figure 6.10: Upper part: t-dependence of Hp,, for five different values of xp. The red curve is the
exponential fit. Lower part: proton charge density p(b)) as a function of the impact parameter b, , as
defined by the Eq. 6.6.

Fig. 6.11 shows the superpostion of the these proton charge densities. For large momentum fraction
x, the t slope is small. The Fourier transform gives then a narrow proton charge density as a function
of b, . It means that the valence quarks that have large momentum fractions are localized in the core
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6.7 Proton charge density extraction

of the nucleon. For small momentum fraction z, the t-slope of the GPDs becomes large. The density
distribution becomes broader and it means that the sea quark with small momentum fraction can extend
to large values of b .
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Figure 6.11: Proton charge density as a function of the impact parameter b , for five different values
of zp.
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Chapter 7

Neutron DVCS for CLAS12

7.1 Introduction

Most of our current knowledge on GPDs comes from exclusive measurements of DVCS on the proton.
So far, these measurements have provided enough contraints to extract only information about H, and
.

To improve our description of nucleon structure in terms of GPDs, we need to measure DVCS on
the neutron as well. n-DVCS measurements would allow one to access some combinations of GPDs that
are supressed in DVCS on a proton target, and also to carry out a quark-flavor separation of the GPDs.

7.1.1 Physical interest for DVCS on the neutron

As we showed in Table 2.2, DVCS can be studied with many observables. Each of them being sensitive
to a particular CFF (hence to a GPD).

The n-DVCS program at CLAS12 plans to study the beam-spin asymmetry (BSA) observable. Using
a longitudinally polarized electron beam (L) and a unpolarized target (U), the asymmetry Ay can be
approximated as :

- 4;{21%5} sin(g). (7.1)

where ¢ is the angle between the leptonic and hadronic planes, and F o the form factors as defined in
Eq. 2.1.

Aru () o %m{Fl H+E(F +F)H

In the case of a proton target, the # and € contributions are reduced because zp ~ 0.2 (proportional
to &) and —t ~ 0.3 GeV? in our typical kinematics. The main contribution to Az arises therefore from
Hrim.

With a neutron target, the sensitivity differs because the form factor Fy (linked to the charge dis-
tribution) is almost zero. H is suppressed because of the cancellation of the polarized PDFs of u
and d quarks (Au + 2Ad ~ 0). So the main contribution to the BSA with a neutron target is arising
from &1y, that is the GPD FE along the line x = +£, the least known and least constrained of the GPDs.

Moreover, E is one of the two GPDs entering Ji’s sum rule (Eq. 2.18) which links the total an-
gular momentum J, carried by each quark ¢ to the second moment in x of the sum of the GPDs H and E.

Measuring neutron GPDs is also necessary to attenpt a quark-flavor (u, d) separation of GPDs. In

fact, the GPD H of the proton can be decomposed as:
4 1

HP(z,€,1) = SH" + §Hd (7.2)
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7.1.2 Neutron DVCS with CLAS12

, while the one of the neutron is decomposed as:
n 1 u 4 d
H"(z,6,t)= —H"+ -H (7.3)
9 9
Measuring both H, and H,, will allow one to carry out a flavor separation.

7.1.2 Neutron DVCS with CLAS12

The CEBAF accelerator in the near future will be upgraded from 6 to 12 GeV. With a higher beam en-
ergy, we will extend the kinematical domain for GPD measurement. More precisely, we will have access
to smaller values of xp where the beam-spin asymmetry for DVCS on a neutron target is supposed to
be larger.

Along with the upgrade of CEBAF, the CLAS detector will also need to be upgraded (CLAS12 will
be the name of the new detector). Our group will add a neutron detector to the central part of CLAS12
in order to study DVCS on the neutron.

We will measure the n-DVCS reaction using a deuterium target (ed — enpy) and detecting the
scattered e”, v and the recoil neutron. Neutrons interact with matter through nuclear interaction,
unlike charged particles that mainly interact electromagnetically with matter. During the interaction of
a neutron with a nucleus, charged particles can be produced and leave a signal in the detector through
ionisation and production of light in the scintillators. For the detection of the recoil neutron, which
is necessary to ensure the exclusivity of the reaction, the design of a scintillator-barrel detector in the
central part of the future CLAS12 has been studied. In particular, Monte-Carlo simulations were per-
formed in order to define the requirements of the central neutron detector (CND).

The kinematics of the n-DVCS reaction and the neutron detector resolution requirements have
been studied. Also, we evaluated the contamination of the n-DVCS events by the exclusive neutral pion
production channel, and we estimated the count rates that are expected with 80 days running at 11-GeV.

This work has been used to write a proposal (Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering on the Neutron

with CLAS12 at 11 GeV) [NKAM11] that has been approved by the JLab Program Advisory Committee
(PAC-37) with maximum rating (A).
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Chapter 7. Neutron DVCS for CLAS12

7.2 Requirements of the neutron detector

We describe here our study of the n-DVCS process on the deuterium target (ed — epny) to be measured
at 11 GeV with the CLAS12 detector. The following results are based on simulations. The GENEPI
[AV09] event generator has been used to simulate DVCS and exclusive 7 electro-production off free and
bound nucleons. The DVCS amplitude is computed using the BKM formalism [BMK02]. The GPDs
are parametrized with the double distributions including the D-term introduced in [VGG99, GPV01].
The exclusive 7 electroproduction off a nucleon is calculated from J. M. Laget model [Lagl1]. This
model is based on Regge theory with the inclusion of rescattering processes. It provides estimations
of cross sections which are in agreement with the ones measured by the JLab collaborations of Hall-A
[eallb] and Hall-B [BK10] on the proton. In this model, in the kinematical domain considered for this
proposal, the exclusive 7¥ cross section on the proton is assumed to be equal to the one on the neutron.

Cuts have been applied on the simulated events to be in the kinematic regime of the GPD aaplica-
bility. Specifically, we applied the following cuts:

e Q% > 1 GeV to be in the Bjorken regime.
o —t < 1.2 GeV? to reduce the higher-twist contributions.
e W > 2 GeV to be out of the resonance region.

Figs. 7.1 and 7.2 show the physical region that we will cover with the 12 GeV upgrade. In particular,
we will be able to reach smaller zp values: ~ 0.05 compared to 0.1 in the current JLab setting, and
higher Q?: ~ 10 GeV? instead of ~ 5 GeV?2.

On Figs. 7.3, 7.4 and 7.5 are plotted the momentum p versus 6 for each detected particle of the
final state: e, v, n.
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Figure 7.1: Q% as a function of xp. Figure 7.2: t as a function of zp.
Electrons and photons are mostly emitted at high energy and forward angles and thus will be
detected in the calorimeters located in the forward part of CLAS12. The cut on Fig. 7.4 around 4.5°
correspond to the overlap between the Forward Tagger' (FT) detecting photons below 4.5°, and the
Electromagnetic Calorimeter (EC). Fig. 7.5 shows that the neutron is emitted mostly (for ~ 80% of the
events) at 6 > 40° in the laboratory frame. In the baseline of CLAS12, neutrons can be detected in the
forward region (between 5° to 40°) by the electromagnetic calorimeters with ~ 30% efficiency, while in
the central part (from 35° to 125°) they can be detected by the central time-of-flight, with only 3% of
efficiency. This points to the necessity to add a neutron detector to the central part of CLAS12 in order

ICalorimeter similar to IC. It will be located in the very forward region of CLAS12. See Ref. [BVST05] for more
details.
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7.3 Resolutions and GEANT simulations
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Figure 7.3: Electron momentum as a func- Figure 7.4: Photon momentum as a function
tion of electron polar angle, for n-DVCS events. of photon polar angle, for n-DVCS events.
Forward-CLAS12 acceptance cuts and physics Forward-CLAS12 acceptance cuts and physics
cuts are included. cuts are included.

to increase the neutron detection efficiency. It must be sensitive to the momentum range 0.2 < p,, < 1.2
GeV, and have an angular coverage 40° < 6,, < 80°.
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Figure 7.5: Neutron momentum as a function of neutron polar angle, for n-DVCS events. Forward-
CLAS12 acceptance cuts and physics cuts are included. The neutrons are emitted mostly (for ~ 80%
of the events) at 6 > 40°.

7.3 Resolutions and GEANT simulations

In order to determine the requirements of the central neutron detector in terms of momentum and
angular (6, ¢) resolutions, we have studied the missing mass squared of the eny system in the process
ed — eny[X], where X is the spectator proton. The electron beam is set at 11 GeV along the z-axis,
and hits a deuterium target at rest. The final state is consequently the scattered electron, the photon,
the neutron and the spectator proton which is not detected.
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Chapter 7. Neutron DVCS for CLAS12

GEANT4 simulations have been performed for a realistic design of the CND [Sok12]. As an input,
a timing resolution of oy ~ 150 ps, coming from experimental measurements on a prototype, has been
used to extract realistic angular and momentum resolutions for neutrons detected in the CND. Both
Oy and Py depend on the time measurements of the photodetectors. They are defined as:

1 M
On = 180 arCCOS(E) Py = oMy (7.4)

T 17 V1- 32
where | = v/22 + h? is the path length with componants z and h the hit positions in the direction along

the z-axis (beam direction) and in the radial direction (see Fig. 7.6). z is calculated by measuring the
hit timing at both sides of the scintillator bar:

tiept = tit+tr,,
tittr_, (7.5)

tright

where L is the length of the paddle. So z = U“fo (tieft — tright), where vess is the effective velocity of
light propagation in the scintillator. h is given by the distance between the target and the middle of the
hit paddle. § also strictly depends on timing measurements and is defined as: § = ﬁ, with TOF
the reconstructed time of flight and c the speed of light.

tlﬂf’ <_l |—> tr’i_(/h,l,

h

Beam (z direction)

w0

Figure 7.6: Description of a hit in one scintillator bar.

For a timing resolution of 150 ps, the angular and momentum resolutions for neutrons are:

Ay = 2.5°, Mg = 3.75°, 2N _ 5, (7.6)

Py
One of the goals of this study was to find out which kinematical variable (6, ¢,p) of the neutron
affects the resolution of the missing mass M2 (eny) the most, which is the only quantity we can cut on
to minimize the 7% contamination. Our approach has been first to remove the electron and the photon
resolutions, and to vary the smearing of the kinematical variables of the neutron. It is then possible to
see which neutron variable affects the resolution of M?2 (eny) the most. The results are shown on Figs.

7.7, 7.8 and 7.9.

In Fig. 7.7, the squared missing mass of the enyX system for various values of the 6y resolution
is displayed. APIJDV N = 5% and A¢yn = 3.75° are kept constant. Similarly, Fig. 7.8 shows the squared
missing mass of the enyX system for various values of the ¢y resolution for fixed 0y and momentum
resolutions. From these plots, we can conclude that the effect of the angular resolutions ¢ and 6y are
negligeable. Indeed, varying the angular resolutions (either 6 or ¢) from 0.1° to 20° only increases the
standard deviation of the missing mass from 22 to 30 MeV.

Fig. 7.9 shows the effect of varying the relative neutron momentum resolution APIJDV X from 0.1% to
20%, keeping fixed the angular resolutions (Afy = 2.5°, A¢y = 3.75°). It shows a strong effect on
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Figure 7.9: Missing mass squared of the eny system, for fixed neutron A¢x and Afy resolutions, and

% varying between 0.1% and 20%

the enyX squared missing mass. Unlike the two previous results, the missing mass resolution increases
from 2 MeV to 86 MeV.

We then introduced realistic resolutions on the kinematical variables of the photon and electron,
which have been smeared according to the expected CLAS12 sub-detectors resolutions (for the momen-

tum: 4% ~ 1% and S ~ 5%).
Yy

In Fig. 7.10, the curves correspond to different combinations of particles being detected with absolute
precision or with realistic resolutions.

In Fig. 7.11, the electron and photon resolutions are kept constant and we vary the neutron mo-
mentum resolution AP%, while looking at the effect on M2 (env).

We clearly see that the effect of the neutron momentum resolution is negligeable compared to the
others. More precisely, for a 10% neutron momentum resolution, one can see that 94% of the missing

mass width is due to the photon resolution.
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Figure 7.10: Missing mass squared of the eny system for fixed neutron kinematical resolutions. The
curves correspond to different combinations of particles being detected with absolute precision or with
realistic resolutions. The black curve is obtained with only the neutron resolutions. The red curve is
due to the electron resolutions only. The green curve is due to the photon kinematical resolutions only,
and the blue curve is when we consider all the kinematical resolutions from the three detected particles.
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Figure 7.11: Missing mass squared of the eny system, for fixed electron, photon and neutron Afy and
A¢n resolutions. The curves correspond to the variation of AP% between 0.1% and 20%.

To summarize, A¢n and Ay do not have a major impact on the neutron detector resolution, while
the neutron momentum resolution is more important (albeit it is still negligeable compared to the effect
of the resolutions of the electron and the photon). Since the final cost of the detector is proportional to
the number of scintillators, we want to minimize their number. As we saw, a large number of segments
of the detector will not give us a much better resolution. Because the ¢ resolution (A¢ = 1\/5#0;%)
is not crucial, we shall therefore aim at minimizing the number of paddles Npgddies- However, the
final segmentation in ¢ (48 in the final design) has been chosen to allow an optical matching for light
collection between the size of the PMTs and the cross section of the paddle. Also, because AP% depends
on the number of layers (related to h), we need to have several layers of paddles in order to have a good
momentum resolution.
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7.4 Design of the central neutron detector

The final design (Fig. 7.12) of the neutron detector consists of a barrel of plastic scintillator bars of
trapezoidal shape parallel to the beam direction. The segmentation consists of 48 azimuthal segments
and 3 layers in the radial direction, for a total of 144 scintillator bars (66 cm long, 3 cm thick and 3.5
cm wide). Because of the high magnetic field in the central region, the signals detected in the barrel
will be transported by light guides from the backward end of each scintillator bar to a lower magnetic
field region, and read out by PMTs. The front end of each bar is connected via a "U-turn" light guide
to the neighboring paddle. The light emitted at the front end is therefore read out by the PMT of the

neighboring paddle.

Figure 7.12: Design of the Central Neutron Detector. One can see the barrel of scintillator paddles in
the central region. The light guides in the left side transport the signal from the paddles to the PMTs,
located in a low magnetic field region.
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7.5 Pi0 contamination

The DVCS channel consists in the production of a real photon radiated from one of the nucleons. After
the selection of the events containing one electron, one photon and one neutron, one can make the
identification of a good n-DVCS event by applying a cut on the eny missing mass.

However, the remaining eny events will still be contaminated by events coming from the enn(p)
channel, in which one photon coming from the 7° decay (98.79% into two photons) is detected by
CLASI12 while the other escapes detection.

With the GENEPI event generator, 7° and n-DVCS events have been generated. Angular and mo-
mentum resolutions have been applied to the neutrons according to the GEANT4 simulations of the
CND. Electron and photon resolutions, as well as fiducial cuts on the three final state particles have
been implemented with the aid of the CLAS12 fast-MC detector simulation.

The expected level of 7 contamination has been calculated. Fig. 7.13 shows the missing mass en~y
for both n-DVCS (red) and enn® (black) channel, integrated over the full kinematic range. The long
right tail in the enm® distribution arises from the undetected photon.
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Figure 7.13: Missing mass of the eny system, for the n-DVCS channel (in red), and the enn®(p) channel
(black).

Due to the kinematical resolutions of the detected particles, the two distributions overlap. To reduce
the contamination of the pion channel, we apply a cut on the missing mass. With a cut at 1.05 GeV?,
the 7° contamination is reduced to 15% while around 91% of the n-DVCS events are kept.
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7.6 Count rate estimate

In this session, we describe the way the count rate has been estimated for the n-DVCS reaction with
the CLAS12 detector (JLab experiment [NKAM11]). We provide the expected number of reconstructed
events for n-DVCS.

Using our GEANT4 simulations, we have found about 10% neutron detection efficiency for the CND
(corresponding to ~ 1% per cm of scintillator).
For each 4-dimensional bin (Q?, x5, t, ¢), the count rate can be calculated as:

N — d*o
- dQ%dxpdtdd
where rh‘,dc;;fid(;[;rw is the 4-fold differential cross section for n-DVCS given by [BMKO02], T is the

running time assumed to be 80 days, L = 10%3°cm 257! is the luminosity expected, Acc is the bin-by-
bin acceptance of the electron and photon, and Ef f is the neutron detection efficiency.
In our analysis, we adopted the following grid of bins:

CAQ* Az -At-A¢-L-T-Acc-Eff (7.7)

e 4 bins in Q?(GeV?) :[1,2,3.5,5,10]

e 4 bins in zp(GeV) : [0.05,0.15,0.3,0.45,0.7]
e 4 bins in —t(GeV?) :[0,0.2,0.5,0.8,1.2]

e 12 bins of 30° in ¢ from 0° to 360°.

In Table. 7.1 and Fig. 7.14, we give the expected values (for one particular bin: (t) = —0.35 GeV?,
(Q?) = 2.75 GeV?2, (xg) = 0.275 GeV) of the 4-fold cross section, the acceptance and the corresponding
counts, as a function of ¢.

#(°) m@gim (nb/GeV*) | AccxEff | Nb events
15 0.138 2.6% 87924
45 0.027 2.1% 13491
75 0.015 2.0% 7414
105 0.011 2.8% 7248
135 0.009 4.0% 8473
165 0.008 4.0% 7643
195 0.008 3.1% 5691
225 0.008 1.8% 3610
255 0.011 1.1% 2730
285 0.015 1.0% 3719
315 0.028 1.1% 7567
345 0.297 1.8% 128645

Table 7.1: Simulation results for each ¢ bin: 4-fold differential cross section, 4-dimensional acceptance
times neutron detection efficiency and number of events for n-DVCS with CLAS12 and the CND, for
one particular bin: (£) = —0.35 GeV?, (Q?) = 2.75 GeV?, (z) = 0.275 GeV.

In each kinematic bin, the n-DVCS beam-spin asymmetry has been computed using the VGG model
[VGG99]. Fig. 7.15 shows the result for the bin of Table. 7.1. A beam polarization P = 85% has been
assumed. The error bars (in average of the order of 20%) depend on the values of the BSA itself (A)
estimated by the VGG model, the beam polarization (P) and the number of counts:

1 /(1 - PA)?

T (7.8)
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Figure 7.14: Top: cross section for n-DVCS. Middle: acceptance for the ey(p) final state. Bottom:
expected number of counts for 80 days of beam time.

By summing all the events obtained for the full grid of bins, we can estimate the total expected
number of n-DVCS counts. Overall, roughly 25 millions of n-DVCS events are expected to be collected
over the full kinematic range.
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Figure 7.15: Beam-spin asymmetry for n-DVCS as predicted by the VGG model (for J, = 0.3 and
Ja = 0.1), for the bin of Table. 7.1. The error bars show the expected statistical precision of our
experiment,.
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Conclusion

We have studied the Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering process on the protonin the largest kinematic
regime ever explored in the valence region. The exclusivity of the process has been ensured by detect-
ing the three final state particles with CLAS. Using the JLab polarized electron beam operating at
5.88 GeV and an unpolarized hydrogen target, we have extracted the unpolarized cross section and the
difference of beam-polarized cross section for the kinematics: 1 < Q? < 5 GeV?2, 0.1 < zp < 0.6 and
0.09 < —t < 3 GeVZ.

Our experimental results have been compared to the Bethe-Heitler cross section which has served
as a check of normalization of our data. We also made comparisons with the VGG model, and found
a relatively good agreement for the shape of the distributions, but with some differences for the nor-
malisation. We have also compared the unpolarized and polarized cross-section of the two parts of the
el-DVCS experiement. We have found compatible results within the error bars for most of the bins.
We have used these observables to extract the Compton Form Factors, the only quantities that can be
extracted model independently from the DVCS experiments. The unpolarized cross section is sensitive
to the real part of the amplitude, and a fitting procedure has been used to extract the Hr. CFF, which
is the dominant contribution to the amplitude. The difference of polarized cross section is sensitive
to the imaginary part of the amplitude, and we have the dominant CFF Hy,,. With these results, a
preliminary physics interpretation has been made in terms of nucleon imaging over a large kinematic
domain.

So far, most of DVCS measurements have been performed on a hydrogen target, providing informa-
tion about the GPDs of the proton. To access the GPDs at the quark level, a necessary step is to use
a deuterium target in order to access the GPDs of the neutron, thus allowing a quark flavor separation
by isospin decomposition. Such an experiment is planned for the upgrade of JLab at 12 GeV. We have
shown in this thesis that a neutron detector will be added in the central region of the future CLAS12
detector, allowing to ensure the exclusivity of the n-DVCS process. Studying the beam-spin asymmetry
with a neutron target will provide information about £r,,, that is the GPD E along the line x = +£.
The GPD F is the least known and is one of the two GPDs entering Ji’s sum rule giving access to to
the total (spin + orbital) angular momentum carried by the quarks. Ultimately, this sum rule will give
access experimentally for the first time to the quark orbital momentum contribution to the nucleon spin.

The el-DVCS experiment is part of a large program that aims to study the nucleon structure
through the GPDs formalism. Along with HERMES at DESY, JLab already contributed to measure
observables that are used to extract the various CFFs. With the shut-down of HERMES and JLab at
6 GeV, the future experimental program turns now to JLab at 12 GeV and COMPASS. The upgrade
to 12 GeV will allow to open a new kinematic regime (1 < @* < 11 GeV and 0.05 < zp < 0.7), where
proposals for experiments have already been accepted to study DVCS in particular with transversally
polarized targets. With its naturally polarized muon beam of 200 GeV, the COMPASS collaboration
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will study DVCS at very small zp (0.01 < zp < 0.3), and therefore add constraints in a kinematic
region not explored yet. It will allow one to obtain more information on the sea quark GPDs through
the measurement of cross section differences and mixed beam charge and spin asymetries. Another
collaboration could possibly start the study of the nucleon structure in a not too far future: the PANDA
collaboration could study the time-like GPDs with pp annihilation processes in a crossed kinematics
(pp — yy*). Finally, for the long term future, the hadronic physics community has started to work on
the design of an electron-ion collider. This project will allow to reach much higher Q? and lower zp
due to the collision kinematics.
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French summary

9.1 Processus exclusif: DVCS

Les expériences de diffusion élastique et profondément inélastique permettent d’accéder respectivement
aux Facteurs de Forme (FF) électromagnétique liés aux distributions spatiales des quarks dans le plan
transverse, et aux distributions de partons (PDF) qui contiennent l'information sur les distributions en
impulsion longitudinale des quarks dans le nucléon.

La Diffusion Compton profondément virtuelle (DVCS) nous permet d’obtenir davantage d’informations
sur les constituants des nucléons. Elle offre un accés & de nouvelles fonctions de structure, les Distribu-
tions de Partons Généralisées (GPD), qui corrélent les distributions spatiales des partons dans le plan
transverse avec leur fraction d’impulsion longitudinale. On peut ainsi obtenir une image tridimension-
nelle (tomographie) du nucléon.

Il y a environ quinze ans, D. Muller et al. [MRG'94], X. Ji [Ji97] et A. Radyushkin [Rad96] ont
montré que dans le régime Bjorken, il est possible de factoriser 'amplitude DVCS en deux parties. On
peut séparer une partie «dure» qui correspond au processus Compton au niveau des quarks (7*¢ — ~vq)
calculable perturbativement en QED, et une partie "molle" non perturbative qui est paramétrisée en
fonction de quatre GPDs au premier ordre et au premier twist.

La figure 9.1 montre le diagramme "sac & main" du processus DVCS sur un nucléon: eN — ¢/ N'~.
Un nucléon initial d’impulsion p absorbe un photon virtuel d’impulsion g émis par un électron incident,
produisant dans 1’état final un photon réel d’impulsion ¢’ = g — A et un nucléon de recul avec une
quantité de mouvement p’ = p+A. Le quark qui absorbe le photon virtuel devient virtuel et se propage
perturbativement. Ce quark émet alors un photon réel (processus Compton) et retourne dans le nucléon
laissé dans son état fondamental.

Les quantités « + £ (z — £) de la Fig. 9.1 référent aux fractions d’impulsion longitudinale du quark
initial (final) respectivement. z est la fraction d’impulsion du proton du quark frappé, et —2¢ est la
fraction d’impulsion longitudinale du transfert A. Ces fractions d’impulsion sont définis dans le repére
du moment infini par rapport & 'impulsion moyenne du nucléon P = %”/, tels que kT = x PT et
AT = =26 Pt ou (+) est la composante plus des vecteurs du cone de lumiére. Dans la limite de
Bjorken, £ est liée & la variable de Bjorken 25 par la formule § ~ 5%5—. La variable t = A? = (p' —p)?

2
est le transfert d’impulsion au carrée entre le nucléon initial et final.

Pour chaque saveur des quarks (u, d, s), il y a quatre GPDs, H, E, fI, E, ce qui correspond a cha-
cune des quatre configurations possibles de spin-hélicité du proton et du quark (Fig. 9.2). Les GPDs
H and E sont indépendantes de I’hélicité du quark et sont donc appelés GPDs non polarisées tandis
que H and F sont dépendantes de I’hélicité du quark et sont appelés GPDs polarisés.
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Figure 9.1: Diagramme du "sac & main" du processus DVCS dans la région DGLAP z € [¢, 1], corre-
spondant & la diffusion sur un quark.

H et H conservent le spin du proton, tandis que FE et F renversent le spin du proton. Dans ce
dernier cas, I’hélicité globale n’est pas conservé (le proton change d’hélicité, mais pas le quark), et la
conservation du moment angulaire implique la présence d’un moment angulaire orbital.
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Figure 9.2: Les quatre états d’hélicité des nucléons/quark avec les GPDs associées. Les fleches indiquent
les états d’hélicité du proton et du quark. Les fléches bleues indiquent le renversement de spin du proton.
Les GPDs H and F sont indépendantes de I’hélicité du quark et se composent de la somme des états
d’hélicité du proton et du quark. Les GPDs H et E dépendent de I'hélicité du quark et consistent en
la différence d’états d’hélicité du proton et du quark.

Les GPDs dépendent de trois variables: x, £ et t. Les GPDs représentent ’amplitude de probabilité
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de trouver un quark (anti-quark) dans le nucléon avec une fraction d’impulsion longitudinale z+¢ et de
le remettre dans le nucléon avec une fraction d’impulsion longitudinale z — . Les GPDs sont définies
pour & et x € [—1,1]. Les valeurs relatives de ces deux variables permettent de distinguer I'interaction
entre le photon virtuel et le nucléon dans trois régions différentes:

e Lesrégions x > £ et x < —€ sont appelés la région DGLAP. Elle correspond a I’équation d’évolution
de QCD en Q? pour les PDFs définies dans les réactions DIS. Si z € [¢,1] (z € [—1, —£]), les deux
fractions d’impulsion = + £ et z — £ sont positives (négatives) et les GPDs décrivent ’émission et
la réabsorption d’un quark (antiquark) avec différentes impulsions.

e La région |z| < £ est appelé la région ERBL!. Elle correspond & ’équation d’évolution de QCD
en Q? pour les Distributions d’Amplitudes (DA). Dans cette région, = + £ est positif (ce qui
correspond & un quark) et  — £ est négatif (ce qui correspond & un anti-quark). Cette région
est sensible & la teneur en meson (ie ¢g) du nucléon et n’est pas accessible dans le processus de
DIS (car £ — 0 dans la limite avant). Les GPDs représentent alors amplitude de probabilité de
trouver une paire qq dans le nucléon.

Les GPDs ne sont pas totalement inconnues et possédent les propriétes suivantes:

e Dans la limite avant (A = p — p’ = 0, = 0), le théoréme optique relie la partie imaginaire de
I’amplitude DVCS a la section efficace du DIS.

e Des régles de somme indépendantes de modéle relient le premier moment en x des GPDs aux
Facteurs de Formes élastiques [Ji97].

e X. Ji a dérivé une régle de somme qui lie dans la limite avant (¢ — 0) le second moment en z des
GPDs H et E au moment angulaire total (spin + orbital) porté par les quarks Jguarks-

De plus, il a été démontré [Bur03] que la dépendence en ¢ des GPDs peut étre liée & la répartition
spatiale transverse des partons dans le nucléon. Les Facteurs de Formes correspondent aux GPDs mais
intégrées sur la fraction d’impulsion . Si 'on utilise la méme transformée de Fourier pour les GPDs
que pour les facteurs de forme (Eq. 2.4), il est alors possible d’interpréter les GPDs comme une dé-
composition en = des facteurs de forme: nous avons accés aux FFs & différentes valeurs de z, plutot
qu’intégré sur x.

Ainsi, les informations provenant des PDFs des expériences DIS et les FFs mesurées en ES sont
désormais unifiés dans le formalisme des GPDs. Cela donne la possibilité d’avoir une image & trois
dimensions (deux spatiales et une en impulsion) du nucléon.

En plus de amplitude DVCS, la section efficace de I’électroproduction exclusif d’un photon (eN —
eN7) recoit également la contribution du processus Bethe-Heitler (BH) (Fig. 9.3). Dans ce cas, le
photon réel est émis soit par I’électron entrant ou par 1’électron diffusé, mais pas par le nucléon lui-
méme, & la différence du DVCS.

I Efremov-Radyushkin, Brodsky-Lepage.
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Figure 9.3: Processus Bethe-Heitler.
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9.2 Appareillage expérimental

CEBAF (Fig. 9.4) est un accélérateur d’électrons de haute intensité dont 'énergie maximale est environ
6 GeV. Il est constitué d’un injecteur d’électrons (67 MeV) et de deux accélérateurs linéaires (linacs)
reliés entre eux par des arcs de recirculation contenant des aimants de guidage.

Aprés chaque passage, le faisceau peut étre séparé en trois faisceaux délivrés simultanément dans
les salles expérimentales de JLab: & savoir, Hall A, B et C. Chacune de ces salles peut fonctionner
avec sa propre intensité de faisceau et d’énergie, ce qui permet d’effectuer des mesures simultanées avec
différents appareillages.

FEL Facilly

0.6-GeV Linac
(20 Cryomodules) %
67-MeV Injector O el I}'Q

0.6-GeV Linac
(20 Cryomodules) ||

2 1/4 Cryomodules) " Refrigerator

,,;‘u. ——— 7'\ ‘
E—Q\ 4 /CQ Extraction -
i E j Elements
End <& L 7

Stations d

Figure 9.4: Configuration du "Continuous Electron Beam Accelerator Facility (CEBAF)" avec les
différentes salles d’experiences A, B et C.

Le spéctrometre CLAS [ea03a] (Figs. 9.5 et 9.6) permet l'identification et la mesure cinématique des
particules chargées et neutres. Il a un rayon d’environ 5 métres et sa structure comprend six bobines
supraconductrices, situées autour de la ligne de faisceau, qui produisent un champ magnétique toroidal.
CLAS a une structure en sous-couches de détecteurs qui sont répartis en six secteurs symétriques.

Ce détecteur a une grande acceptance couvrant la majeure partie de ’angle solide, particuliérement
adapté pour ’étude des procéssus exclusifs. Les particules chargées peuvent étre détectées entre 5° et
140° et les particules neutres entre 8° and 45°. La résolution en impulsion est de ’ordre du pour cent
(0.5% < % < 2%) et les résolutions angulaires sont de 1 < A < 1.5 mrad et 2 < A¢ < 3 mrad. La
résolution temporelle est 100 < At < 250 ps.

Une particule provenant du vertex d’interaction traverse plusieurs couches de détecteurs permettant
sa détection et son identification. Ces détecteurs sont constitués de:

e 3 couches de chambres a dérive qui permettent de mesurer I'impulsion des particules chargées
grace a la trajectographie dans le champ magnétique

e des compteurs Cherenkov qui permettent de distinguer les électrons des pions

e des scintillateurs qui fournissent 'information pour le déclenchement et le temps de vol des par-
ticules
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CEBAF

Large
Acceptance
Spectrometer

DC: Drift Chamber
CC: Cerenkov Counter
SC: Scintillation Counter
EC: Electromagnetic Calorimeter

Figure 9.5: Schéma de CLAS. Quatre des six
secteurs du CLAS sont affichées, avec leurs dif-
férentes couches de sous-détecteurs.

Figure 9.6: Evénement epy typique dans une
vue de coté de CLAS. Le solénoide et le
calorimétre intérieur, qui ne font pas partie de
I’équipement standard du CLAS, peuvent étre
vus dans la partie centrale.

e l'identification et les mesures d’énergie des particules chargées et neutres sont fournis par les
calorimétres électromagnétiques, situés dans la région a ’avant.
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9.3 Vérification de la qualité des données et corrections en util-
isant le processus de diffusion élastique

La sélection des électrons et des protons a été presentée dans cette section. Nous fournissons aussi
I’ensemble des coupures fiducielles utilisées dans I'analyse pour ne garder que les régions des détecteurs
ol l'on a un bon accord entre les données et les simulations.

Pour le canal DVCS, il est important de connaitre avec précision la valeur de 1’énergie du faisceau
car la section efficace DVCS peut varier trés rapidement en fonction des quantités cinématiques xp, Q?,
t (dans lesquelles la valeur de I’énergie du faisceau apparait).

L’énergie du faisceau peut étre extraite & partir de 'analyse de la diffusion élastique ep — ep avec
la connaissance de seulement deux variables cinématiques. On peut montrer qu’avec la connaissance
des angles de diffusion des deux particules de ’état final, il est possible de calculer I’énergie du faisceau

avec la formule suivante:
1
Eg=M, || ————— | -1 9.1
b b [(tan(t%).tan(%ﬁ) ] (0-1)

Nous avons trouvé a partir de cette étude une valeur reconstruite de 1’énergie du faisceau égale a
Ep =5.883£0.035 GeV.

La motivation des corrections cinématiques vient de l'observation d’une dépendance en ¢ du pic
élastique dans la masse invariante W. En effet, la distribution W présente une fluctuation du pic de
I’élastique en fonction de ¢ par rapport & la masse du proton. En conséquence, nous avons besoin
d’introduire des corrections ad-hoc au niveau des données.

Connaissant Iénergie du faisceau d’électrons Ep et 'angle polaire du proton 6,, les contraintes
cinématique de la diffusion élastique permettent de calculer 'angle polaire de 1’électron 6 De la
cinématique & deux corps, on calcule ’angle polaire de ’électron avec:

0., =2tan* (( Tp ) (9.2)

Ep + myp) tanb,

€calc”

L’impulsion des électrons p._,,. peut étre calculée & partir de ’énergie du faisceau Ep et 'angle
polaire de I’électron corrigé .. Avec les contraintes de la cinématique de diffusion élastique, nous
avons:

Ep

1+2E85in2(0,/2)

Pecare = (93)

Le pic de I’élastique a été ajusté aux données avec une fonction gaussienne. Fig. 9.7 et 9.8 montrent
respectivement la moyenne et la valeur sigma de ces ajustements, avant et aprés correction, pour les six
secteurs de CLAS.

Les corrections appliquées montrent une amélioration significative de la valeur moyenne de la dis-
tribution élastique W. Cependant, nous n’avons pas obtenu une amélioration de la résolution o (a
Pexception du troisiéme secteur).
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Chapter 9. French summary

9.4 Analyse de la section efficace DVCS

Dans cette section, nous montrons la sélection des photons DVCS ainsi que les coupures fiducielles ap-
pliquées dans I'analyse concernant les photons. Nous montrons aussi les différentes coupures d’exclusivité
pour séléctionner le canal DVCS.

La section efficace DVCS 4 fois différentielle est obtenue & partir de:

d*o _ Nep—>ep'y %
dQ?dxpdtd®  Acc Ly Fyol

Fraa (94)

ou:

(Q?,zp,t,®) sont les quatre variables indépendantes décrivant le processus DVCS.

® Nep_epy est le nombre d’événements epy dans chaque bin (Q?, xp, t, ®), corrigés par la contam-

ination des 7.

e Acc est I'acceptance du détecteur CLAS. Elle est déterminée par simulation pour chacun des bins
(Q27 B, t, CD)

o L, est la luminosité intégrée pour ’ensemble des données.

e F,, correspond & I’hyper-volume utile du bin (Q?, x5, t, ®).

e F,.q sont les corrections radiatives calculées dans chaque bin en (Q?

efficace au terme de Born.

, xp) afin de calculer la section

Dans la Fig. 9.9, nous présentons les résultats de la section efficace DVCS non polarisée mztif%

(nbarn/GeV?) calculée pour le bin 2 en (Q?, x5), et comparé (en vert) & la section efficace intégrée du
Bethe-Heitler (BH). La section efficace de ’électroproduction exclusif d’un photon (eN — eN+y) recoit
la contribution a la fois du DVCS et du BH. 1l est attendu que la contribution du BH domine presque
complétement la section efficace dans les régions ot le photon réel est émis dans la méme direction
que l’électron incident ou sortant, ce qui correspond aux régions & petit et grand ®. La principale
contribution du signal DVCS est dans la région centrale en ®.
La différence de section efficace polarisées peut étre calculée pour chacuns des bins quadri-dimmensional

comme:

d*pol 1 d*s _d'T
dQ*drpdtdd —  2|dQ?drpdtd®  dQ?drpdtd®

1 (ﬁDVCS _ WDVCS) Frog

ﬁ L— L+ AQQ Az At A® Acc Fyp (95)

wnt wnt

La différence de section efficace polarisées est sensible principalement & la CFF Hp,,. Sa distribution a
une forme sinusoidale modulée par les propagateurs du BH.

Dans la Fig. 9.10, nous montrons les résultats de o, tracés en fonction de ® pour chacun des 12
bin en ¢ pour le bin numéro deux en (Q?, zg).

L’asymétrie de faisceau Ary est définie comme le rapport de o0, Sur oypnp. Un avantage important
de Pasymétrie de faisceau est que tous les facteurs de normalisation s’annulent durant le calcul de
I’asymétrie. Cette observable est définie comme:

ﬁDVCS — EDVCS
o )

Ay = =
P ﬁDVCS + WDVCS

(9.6)

Nous montrons dans la figure. 9.11 les résultats des asymétries faisceau pour le bin numéro deux en

(Q27 .T}B).
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Figure 9.11: Asymétries en fonction de ® pour les 12 bins en ¢ du bin numéro deux en (Q?, xp).
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9.5 Interpretation préliminaire

Chacune des trois observables précédentes ont été comparées aux résultats d’un model de GPD. Nous
avons utilisé dans ce travail le model VGG qui a montré un accord raisonnable en terme d’amplitude
et de forme. Pour extraire 'information liée aux GPDs, nous avons utilisé la procédure d’ajustement
modéle-indépendante qui a été développé dans les références. [GuiO8a, Mou09]. La procédure est que,
pour un point expérimental donné (zpg,t), les sept CFFs sont pris comme paramétres libres et sont
extraits des observables expérimentales DVCS.

Ounp €t Opo; sont surtout sensibles & Hg. et Hr, respectivement, les autres CFFs étant sous-
dominants dans ces observables. En utilisant les résultats précédents de la procédure d’ajustement, on
a extrait les CFFs Hr,, et Hpe sur un domaine cinématique trés étendu. Ils sont représentés dans les
figures. 9.12 et 9.13, en fonction de ¢ pour chacun des 13 bin en (Q?, ).

Ces résultats préliminaires indiquent que la pente en ¢t de H,, diminue avec 'augmentation de zp.
Si nous négligeons la contribution en &, ceci peut étre interprété comme suit: le transfert d’impulsion
t est la variable conjugué du paramétre d’impact b, , une petite pente en ¢ signifie que les quarks de
valence (grand z) ont tendance & rester dans le centre du nucléon. A linverse, les quarks de la mer
(faible z) s’étendent jusqu’a la périphérie du nucléon.

L’interprétation de H . n’est pas si intuitive, car elle représente une GPD intégrée sur x et pondérée
par un facteur I%_rg Il sert principalement comme une contrainte forte pour la modélisation de la GPD
H. Nous observons que la prédiction du modéle VGG est en bon accord avec les données.

Pour ¢ = 0, la transformée de Fourier 2-dimensionnelle de la GPD H (z, 0, t) est égale a la distribution
de la densité de parton p(x,b; ). Elle fournit une mesure simultanée de 'impulsion longitudinale = &
une position donnée (paramétre d’impact transverse b, ) pour les quarks non polarisés. La distribution
de la densité peut étre obtenue & partir de H avec I’équation suivante:

p(x,0,b1) = /OO %tr Jo(b\/t) H(x,0,t) (9.7)

ou J, est la fonction de Bessel cylindrique réguliére. En utilisant les sections efficaces non polarisée et
polarisée, nous avons été en mesure d’extraire la CFF H,, sur un régime cinématique trés large.

La figure 9.14 montre la superpostion des densités de charge de protons pour différente valeur en x.
Pour une fraction d’impulsion x élevée, la pente en ¢ est petite. La transformée de Fourier donne alors
une densité de charge du proton étroite en fonction de b, . Cela signifie que les quarks de valence qui ont
une grande fraction d’impulsion sont localisés dans le centre du nucléon. Pour les fractions d’impulsion
x petites, la pente en ¢t des GPDs devient grande. La distribution de la densité devient plus large et
signifie que les quarks de la mer avec petite fraction d’impulsion sont étendus & de grandes valeurs de
b,.
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Figure 9.12: Les points rouges indiquent ’extraction de Hp,, en fonction de ¢, pour chacun des 13 bins
en (QQ, xp). Les lignes continues sont les résultats du modele VGG. Les points bleus & xp = 0, 33 sont
les extractions & partir des données du Hall-A [ea06a]. Les points bleus & xp = 0, 24 sont les extractions
du Hall-B [ea08c, ea06b].
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Figure 9.13: Les points rouges indiquent 'extraction de H g, en fonction de ¢, pour chacun des 13 bins
en (Q?, xp). Les lignes continues sont les résultats du modéle VGG. Les points bleus sont les extractions
a partir des données du Hall-A [ea06a).
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Appendix A

Elastic scattering

A.1 Amplitudes and cross sections

Elastic scattering off a point-like proton

We deﬁge the elastic scattering (Fig. A.1) process as: I(k)+N(p) =U'(K')+ N'(p'), with k = (E, ?)
(k' = (E', k")) the four vector of the incoming (outgoing) electron respectively.

I (k')

Figure A.1: Point-like elastic scattering.

For an elastic scattering of an electron off a point-like particle, the invariant amplitude follows from
the Feynman rules:

M = 0l (ie (k) 5(p') (ier" u(p) (A1)

which consists of the product of the electromagnetic current of the electron @(k’)(—ievy,)u(k), the

photon propagator ;*21 and the nucleon electromagnetic current a(p’)(iey*)u(p) in the case it is a point-
like particle. Taking into account the phase space, the differential cross section is:

do E \* 1 9
— = - . A2
aQl,, (87rME> 8 4S§S|M‘ (4-2)
Combining with Eq. A.1, we compute the unpolarized cross section of this process (for m. = 0) as:
do o? E' 5 0c q? o 0c
= == = R in? == A
|, 4E?sm'% E [COS 2 a3 (4.3)
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A.2 From F; and F5 to Gg and Gy

Elastic scattering off a proton

We know from Stern and collaborators experiment (magnetic deflection of molecular beam employ-
ing Ha, performed in 1932 [EOQ37]) that the proton has a magnetic moment that is approximately a
factor 2.79 (measured 2.46 in 1932) larger than predicted for a Dirac particle. The consequence is that
the proton can not be considered as a point-like spin—% particle. It has an extended structure.

By estimating the deviation of the elastic cross section between data and theoretical models (taking
into account different root-mean-square radius of the charge), Hofstadter and collaborators experi-
ments [MH56] proved that the nucleon had a spatial extent of the order of the Fermi ((r)charge =
(0.78 £0.20) x 10713 c¢m at that time).

As a consequence, the computation of the cross section can not be done with the amplitude A.1.
One has to take into account the inner structure of the nucleon, which is parametrized in terms of the
FFs. For a proton target, the invariant amplitude is computed as:

iM = ﬂ(k’)(*ie’m)U(k);*;@'IJéin(O)lm (A4)

where (p'|JE, (0)|p) is the local non-forward matrix element of the hadronic current J¥, . It can be
written as (p'|JE, (0)|p) = u(p’)(ieT'*)u(p), where T'* parametrizes the nucleon structure and is built
from the 16 independants Dirac matrices (1,*, o"",y#~> 4°) (see also Appendix C).

Since I'* transforms as a vector, it must be a linear combination of possible vectors v*, p*, p’*. The
parity-conservation of the reaction implies to remove the axial and the pseudo-scalar terms (involving
the v° matrix). Then, by using the gauge invariant condition! and the Gordon identity? (allows to
write the vector structure in terms of the scalar and tensor structures), we finally restrict the general
form of the hadronic current as:

Fy(q?)
2M

|8, (0)|p) = u(p’) | Fi(a®)v" + ioc"q" | u(p) (A.5)

where o = i /2(yHyY — yVyH).

In this part, we have only mentionned the two Dirac and Pauli form factors (Eq. A.5). They
describe the nucleon structure probed with an electromagnetic current. To complete the description of
the nucleon structure, one can use an axial probe allowing to access the axial structure of the nucleon.
We can use v N scattering or pion electroproduction to have access to the axial part of the nucleon. One
introduce two other form factors (G4 and Gp) that parametrize the axial current and can be written
as:

G 2
i =00 [Ga(@)"y° + #VW u(p) (A.6)

A.2 From F; and F5 to Gg and Gy,

Another set of nucleon form factors exists. They are combinations of the Dirac and Pauli FFs and allow
to write Eq. 2.1 without interference term. We introduce Gg and Gy, respectively the Sachs electric
and magnetic FFs [ESW60]:
GE = F1 - TF2
{ Guy=F+F

9 _ _ TN . pv v
2a(p () = alp') [ Z5ES + 25 u(p)
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with 7 = %. In the static limit, Sachs FFs have the values of the charge and the magnetic moment
of the proton and the neutron, i.e: G, =1, GY, = p,, and G% =0, G = pun.
We re-express the Rosenbluth formula (Eq. 2.1) in terms of the Sachs FFs as:

do  (do E 1 o T 9
= (#0) ™ 5 7y [0+ £6R]. (a7

where € = [1+2(1+7) tan?(%)] ! is the virtual photon polarization, and (%)Mott = e cos?(%)
sin 5

is the Mott cross section (scattering of a spin % electron by a point-like spin-less proton).
A.3 Extraction of the form factors

Rosenbluth separation

We can determine the two form factors by fixing ¢? and varying . and E. We form the following
reduced cross section [PPV07]:

do _ Eel+71) (do do s ;)
(dQ>Teduced B E T (dQ)emp/ (dQ)]Wott - GM Te T (A8)

with (%)ewzz the measured cross section for different values of § and E at fixed ¢°.

At fixed ¢2, the reduced cross section is linear in e. A fit to the data allows to extract the y-intercept

2
G2, and the slope GT—E This method, called the Rosenbluth separation, is efficient to extract G3,, but

due to the factor %(oc iuqzz ), is much less adequate to extract G% at large ¢°. Indeed, the precision on

G% strongly decreases when —¢? > M?, typically for —¢? larger than 1 GeV?2.

Experimentally, it was found that the FFs were compatible with an exponential model that corre-
spond to the dipole parametrization in the momentum space. The fit obtained is:

2 2\ 2
Gola?) = ) Gy - (1-5) (4.9)

This dipole form can be interpreted as a charge and magnetic moment distribution with an exponential
decrease with the distance to the center.

Polarization method

The second method relies on the polarization technique [AR68]. When the beam and the target are
polarized, or if the beam is polarized and the polarization of the outgoing proton is measured, then the
corresponding cross section provides an interference term of the form GgGjy, allowing to extract the
ratio Gg /Gy with a high precision.

Using an initial electron beam longitudinally polarized, one can measure the polarization of the
outgoing proton by studying the asymmetry of the azimuthal angle distribution. In the one-photon
exchange approximation, the proton has two non-vanishing polarization components in the scattering
plane: P; which is parallel to the emitted proton momentum, and P, which is perpendicular:

P = —2\/7(1+T)GEG]\,1 tan(96/2)
E+ E
P - L VT 1) G2, tan2(6, /2) (A.10)
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G /Gy is obtained by computing the ratio of the polarization components P;/P, [AdJP11]:

Ge P(E+E) 4

This ratio can be measured without changing either the beam energy or the diffusion angle, thus re-
ducing many sources of systematic errors.

For —¢?> > 1GeV?, the recent accumulated data at JLab exhibit a discrepancy with the dipole
parametrization, and the picture of a proton described by an exponential distribution of charge and
magnetic moments is not correct. As shown in Fig. A.2, these two methods give incompatible results for
the g—ﬁ ratio. One can see that 1,Ggp/Garp is rather flat and compatible with unity for the Rosenbluth

separation while results from the polarization method decrease almost linearly as a function of ¢2.
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Figure A.2: Comparison of 11,Gg,/Guryp as a function of ¢ using the JLab polarization data (Gayou
[ea02a], Punjabi [ea05c|, Paolone [PMST10], Puckett [ealOb]) and the JLab Rosenbluth separation
(world data analysis: Arrington [Arr04], and Qattan [ea05d]). Plot extracted from [AdJP11].

A possibility to explain the difference of results could be that the above computations of the Rosen-
bluth (Eq. 2.1) and the polarization formula, assume the exchange of a single photon between the
electron and the proton. If radiative effects are largely supressed in the polarization method because
of the ratio, it is not the case for the Rosenbluth separation. The discrepancy observed could therefore
arise from radiative effects. Taking into account the exchange of two photons in the radiative corrections
could reconcile these two results [BMTO5].

Several experiments ([ea04a] and [ea05b] for instance) are planned to analyse the 2y exchange at
JLab in order to study the discrepancy. Experimentally, the 2y exchange amplitude can be accessed by
studying the cross section difference between the elastic scattering using an electron (e "p — e~ p) and
a positron (etp — e*p) beam.

A.4 Interpretation of the Sachs FFs in the Breit frame
The nucleon electromagnetic current can be expressed in any reference system. The Breit frame is

defined as the system where there is no energy transfered to the nucleon. Consequently, the energy of
the virtual photon vanishes and its four-momentum squared ¢? coincides with its 3-momentum squared.
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Working in the Breit frame allows to work in a three-dimension space. In this case, one has an anal-
ogy with a non-relativistic description of the nucleon electromagnetic structure. Using a three-dimensional
Fourier transformation, one can then make an identification with the classical charge and magnetization
densities:

d3q
— 177 2
) = e G A.12
pon(@) = [ e Gl (A12)
that represents the three-dimensional charge distribution of the partons inside the nucleon (a similar
identification is done for the magnetic distribution).

However, this interpretation of the Sachs FFs is spoiled by relativistic effects. Indeed, the interpre-
tation is non-relativistic because the Breit frame varies with ¢2.
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A 4 Interpretation of the form factors in the Breit frame
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Appendix B

Deep inelastic scattering

B.1 Amplitude and cross section

The final hadronic state is unknown so that the computation of the inelastic amplitude is defined as:
iM = ﬂ(k’)(—ie*y/,,)u(k);; /d4z U (X|JH(2)|p) (B.1)
q
where J#(z) is the quark electromagnetic current at the space-time z, and is defined as:

TH(z) =D Q a2 ai(2) (B.2)

with 4 the quark flavor, @ its charge, and (g, ¢) are the quark fields. With the phase-space term, the
inelastic cross section is the product of the leptonic and the hadronic tensors:

20 o (E'\?
2 (=) L, B.
dQdv  ¢* ( E) " (B.3)

The leptonic tensor descbribes the interaction of a Dirac particle in an electromagnetic field:

L/w = %T?”[(k/ + me)’Yu(% + me)%/]
= 2(]43;/43” + k;ku —(k-K — mf)) (B.4)

The hadronic tensor is expressed in term of the Fourier transform of the forward matrix element of
two electromagnetic currents at two separate points [SG94]:

= LY / 4426 (|7 (2) 77 (0)]p) (B.5)

spins

The only independant quantities available are p,, ¢, and g,,. From current conservation and the
fact that T"" is a second-rank Lorentz tensor, the hadronic tensor decomposes as:

v v 4" 1 q v P4y,
T (p,q) = (—g“ 2 )Wl(V7 )+ 3p (p” — 2t ) <p — 2t )Wz(% 7°) (B.6)

where W1 2(v,¢?) are the structure functions of the nucleon and depend upon the two independent
scalars v and ¢°.
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B.2 The parton model

From the current conservation of the leptonic part: ¢, L*" = q, L' = 0, we finally get the effective
formula for the hadronic tensor (all the terms in g, , are suppressed):

v v W2(V7 q2)
Tfff(p7 Q) = _Wl(yv q2)gM + M2 PuDv, (B?)
and we finally compute the cross section of this process as:
d?c a? £’ 0 0
= — ( Wa cos® = +2W; sin® - B.
Qv ~ 1E7sin' § E ( 2eos gy He s 2) (B-8)

B.2 The parton model

This model assumes that the virtual photon interacts with a point-like constituent of the nucleon. We
can compare the equation of the elastic scattering on a point-like particle (Eq. A.3) where there is only
one independant variable, to the inelastic scattering one (Eq. B.8) where there are two independant
variables. Differentiating Eq. A.3 with respect to the variable v, and applying the required condition
of elasticity —q¢? = 2Mv, we write Eq. A.3 as:

d?o? a? E’ 50 5 ¢ 0 q?

2 s 2
=—— " |e2cos? = — ¢ in? — | &
dQdv |,  4E?sin*f E €; Cos” o — € 2m2 sin” 5 (2mi

+v) (B.9)

where we subsitute a? — a?e? with e; the fractional charge of the parton, and where we introduced

m; = xM the mass of the parton. i is the quark flavor (i= u, d, s ...), and x is the momentum fraction
carried by the parton.
If we identify this result with the inclusive cross section (Eq. B.8), we can extract the contribution
to W1 and W5 of the parton 1:
2 2

i 2 —4q q
= ¢ )
Wi e guar TV
2
; q
Wi = €28 B.1
2 6’L (2.1:]\/[ + V) ( 0)

To obtain the total contribution of the partons, we sum over all types of partons i, and integrate over
all values of z:

Wi(v, %) = Z/o da fi(x)Wi(v, ¢%) (B.11)

where f;(z) describes the probability that the struck parton 4 carries a fraction z of the proton’s
momentum p. These functions are called the parton distribution functions (PDF). By using the relations
of the Dirac delta function:

_ 1
5(9(x)) = jg(j”d|_) .| w6~ a) = Glan) (B.12)
we obtain: » )
Wi(v,q*) = Z e; f’;ﬁ) = yf(es) (B.13)
and similarly for W:
2
Walr,¢?) =3 2?2]2” Efi(ep) = 1Wal,®) = 3 upfi(en) = Fa(ap) (B.14)

i i
The conservation of the 4-vector energy-momentum at the quark vertex gives the condition :
,q2 _
2Mv

So in DIS, the momentum fraction z is equal to the Bjorken variable x g, so that Fy(zp) = Fa(x).

(2p" +q")? = (ap™)? =m? =z = . (B.15)
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Appendix C

DVCS cross section derivation

We propose here to derive the Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering amplitude according to the Feynman
rules. According to our discussion in Section 2.3, the cross section at leading order is dominated by the
single-quark scattering, shown in Fig. C.1.

Figure C.1: Handbag diagram (and the crossed-term) of the DVCS process.

Following the Feynman rules, the invariant amplitude can be written as:

M = 5 [ e [ (i p ) ot (gt )
< @l [ a0 @) (C.1)

where a and b are spinor indices, and g(0) g(z) are the quark fields at the space-time points 0 and z
respectively. They are defined as:

3 .
1= / w@%z [e(k, syuk, s)e™"=* + d'(k, s)o(k, s)e'*"]
q @k ‘ o —iz-k 4 .t _ iz-k
q(z) = /WZ [d(k, s)v(k, s)e + cf (k, s)u(k, s)e’**] (C.2)

with (c, d) and (cf, d') the annihilation and the creation operators respectively.
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C DVCS cross section derivation

The term [ (347];4 corresponds to the integration of the loop momentum. 7" is the time-ordering op-

erator. The first line of Eq. C.1 corresponds to the perturbative part of the DVCS amplitude, while the
non-local non-forward operator of the second line parametrize our ignorance about the nucleon structure.

Using the Fierz decomposition', we express the quark current in terms of the 16 Dirac matrices
listed in table C.1:

Qb(O)Qa(Z) = Qv (0)~6b’b-Qa’ (Z)-(Sa’a = Qv (O)Qa’ (Z)'éb’b&l’a
= 00 ()] YTl T = 1 3O Oy (2)

e

1 . _ _
= 1 ((ll)ab-ciq + (M) ab-00q + (0°%)ab-000pq + (YY) ab-G127"q + ('75)ab~Q'YSQ)(C-3)

T%(a=S,V,T,A,DP) T, = ([°) !
=1 I's=1
IV =qt =90 91 9% 4° | v =7 =7,71,72,73
I'T =gt = g0 602 093 012 013, 6% | T'p = 0, = 001,002,003, 012, 013, 023
T4 =594 =9%9%,7%91,7%9%,9%° | Ta=39° = 107", Mm%, 727°,957°
P =iy® I'p=—iy®

Table C.1: Basis made of 16 Dirac matrices. Every 4 X 4 matrix can be decomposed in the basis
of 5 structures: Scalar(1), Vector(y*), Tensor(c"), Pseudoscalar(i7°®) and Axial(y°y#), with 75 =
i°y19?9% and o = 33", 9"].

In principle, all these structures are possible. However, we develop here the DVCS amplitude by
making the approximation that the quark mass is equal to zero. It results in removing all the structures
that have an even number of «-matrices because they lead to a trace of an odd number of «-matrices
that is equal to zero. If one keeps the quark mass, the tensor and the pseudoscalar structures survive
and lead to the so called chiral-odd GPDs (transversity GPDs) [HJ98], not described in this thesis.
Finally, only the vector structure v and the axial structure v°y* survive from Eq. C.3.

Summing over the spinor indices, the amplitude C.1 becomes:
, , d'k 2. 1
iM = —zzq:/WUqu) €uevy ><{

(Tr [v“(%iv”v*} +Tr [’VVL(/’Y“’YA}> x (p/\/d4ze”'kT[ti(0)7Aq(Z)Hp>

k+q)? +ic (k—q')%+ie
+ (Tr [v“&%v”w%*} +Tr {v”%v”vsv*}) x (p| / d*ze"* T [q(O)“/wsq(Z)]M}

(C.4)

We will now use the light-cone coordinates. Light-cone coordinates show what are the large and
small components of momentum so that the calculations can be simplified. Light-cone coordinates are
defined by a change of variables from the usual (¢, x, y, z) coordinates. Given a vector a*= (a°, a', a?,

a?), its light-cone components are defined by:

at = L(ao +d*), a”=—7("-d%, a"=(a'd’) (C.5)

V2 V2

so that a* is written as a* = (a™,a",a™). The scalar product of two light-cone vectors is defined as:

a-b=a"b" +a" bt —at bt (C.6)

16ubik = 1 2 0Ta)ij-(T)ke
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Appendix C. DVCS cross section derivation

and the norm is:
a> =2ata —at? (C.7)

For the DVCS process, it is possible to define two light-cone vectors p; and ps so that the proton and
the virtual photon are colinear along z with opposite direction. In this frame, the proton flies almost

only along the direction of p; (Fig. C.2). We introduce the two lightlike vectors p; = %(1, 0,0,1) and
po = ﬁ(l,o, 0,—1), with P = %p/ the average nucleon 4-momentum. The vectors p; o satisfy the
following properties: p? = p3 =0 and p; - p2 = 1.

We use the Sudakov decomposition for a vector:

a" = ap + Bph +at"
(a-p2)p} + (a-p1)ph +a**

at _
= <P+>pﬁt + (@ PY)ph +a*H (C.8)

where a™ is called the (+) component of a* in the direction p;, and a~ is the (—) component of a* in
the direction ps.

Figure C.2: Light-cone frame: the proton goes at the speed of light along the (4) light cone axis while
the real photon goes along the (—) axis. The virtual photon, off-shell, has both (+) and (—) components.

In terms of the Sudakov vectors, we define the average nucleon 4-momentum P* and the 4-
momentum of the virtual photon ¢* as in Table C.2. The other vectors are expanded in the light-cone
basis using A = p'—p = ¢—¢'. x is defined as the momentum fraction of the average nucleon momentum
PrM? =m3, — A% and (&, &) tend to the same limit ’gB in the Bjorken limit as:

4 2—

P-q

/ Q2M2 B
2% e {—14— 1+(P~q)2}_> o (C.9)
2% = o QA v5 (C.10)

Q2+ 2262 1-2p
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C DVCS cross section derivation

Light-cone vectors: In Bjorken limit: Q% > m?, —t
P = pu_gp/u =p1+ MTZPQ — D1 +
q“=—2§’p1+%;pz — =2 §p1+%§p2 + =
Ak = pltt —ph = —2€py + € M? py + A} — —2&p +

g =gt = A =206 —)pr + (5 —EM) o — A | = Seps _

p=Pr— 5 = ([1+8&m +
p* =Pt A = (1-&m +
kt =z PH — & = (z+8m +
k’”:xP“—&—%“ = (x-&m +

Table C.2: Declaration of the vectors in the light-cone frame.

At leading order and leading twist, the contribution in the hard part of the A, and M? terms are
neglected because they appear in the computation as divided by Q? that is supposed to be very large.
In this sense, one shows in the right side of Table C.2 the expansion of the DVCS vectors keeping only
the dominant contributions that are used to calculate the amplitude at leading twist and leading order.

Fig. C.3 shows the handbag diagram associated to its large momentum components.

Figure C.3: Handbag diagram. The picture indicates the large momentum components: a (+) indicates
that the large momentum is along the vector p;, while a (—) indicates that the large momentum is
along the vector pe. The hadronic part is flying along the (+) direction. The virtual photon has both
components (+ —) and the final real photon has only a (—) component.

Using the large components, one can calculate the numerators of Eq. C.4:

Q2
k+q:(x—£)p1+4—€p2, (C.11)

, Q?
k—q :(IJFS)Pl*Epz (0-12)
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Appendix C. DVCS cross section derivation

and the denominators:
2

(1c+q)2+z’e=2(ag—§+z‘e)4—g (C.13)
ne Q*
(k—4¢") +26:*(L+€7ZE)4£ (C.14)

To pursue the derivation of the amplitude, it is important to notice several points:

e At first order, for Eq. C.4 to be non-zero, v* and v have to be transverse. Indeed, if v* or v
have a (+) or (—) component (introducing g1 and b terms)?, the amplitude vanishes up to mass
correction term. Therefore, 4* =~/ and v¥ =~/ , which means that the only possible transition
is between two transversely polarized photons.

e Because the proton flies along p; (+), the correlators in the soft part are dominated by their
A = + component: so vy = T.

e Because of Eq. C.6, it also means that the perturbative part should be evaluated with a A = —

component: so YN =y~ = 1;1.

e Because 7 = %, the contribution along the (+) direction of the numerator Eqs. C.11 and C.12
automatically vanishes (py - p1 = 0).

The amplitude C.4 becomes:

_ 722/ (1el@.)? ix{

(0 [t s tegin]| + 1 P =] ) < [ %@’\ [t a0 at

(gt 1 et ] ) < [ S | dz4e”'kT[ci(0)v+v5q(z)]|p>}

(C.15)
Using dk* = P* [ dx, and the following integral properties:
o [dk—e= k= 2m5(zT)
o [d?k e*Fr = (27)%6(2))
with the following trace properties:
o Tr[vip, v p,|= 4(pi'ps + pivh —g1")
o Tely P, 77 p, )= —4ie" P (p1)a (p2)s = —die! T
one finally finds:

1
- iy dx(leczqfezéu{
q

1 1 1 dz~ +
TR% v PV - 1z  k T
(s + pivh g1 ) Ly—ﬁ—&-is +x+§—i6] 2 X o o5 € <p\ [4(0 ) a(2)llp) 2t=z1l=0
1 1 1 dz~ +
cpvt— | - iz" k T +.5
+ e [ $§+ie+x+gie}2x <" " @ITa0)y ’YQ(Z)]|19>Z+_ZL_O}

(C.16)

2The Sudakov decomposition for v matrice is: v = (y"P1)p2 + (& +)p1 +91L = (v.p1)p2 + (vp2)p1 + 7L =
Dip2 + php1 + VL
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C DVCS cross section derivation

Using the Gordon identities and the parity, hermiticity and time-reversal properties, the parametrization
of the correlators can be written as:

/. dz~ 6irP+z_ <p’|T[q(O)'y+q(Z)] |p>

? zt=21=0
Ay
— |1 €000y ulp) + B 6000 () (©17)
my
and
dz= . o+ -
/ﬁew ©@ITEO Y a:le)| L
N - AT
— o | A €000y 5ul) + (o, & 010 e ()] (©18)

where %(p’) and u(p) are the spinors of the nucleon, and H, H, E, E are the GPDs parametrizing the
nucleon structure.

One can finally write the DVCS amplitude as:

iM = iZ(e|Qq)2e;€y{
q

v v v ! 1 1 1 — / — AW % Aa
(pips + pips — g )/Adx LS—E—H’E + m+§_i€] X SpT [H‘I(x,g,t)u(p YW hu(p) + B (x, €, t)a(p Yio ™ P (p)]
vio 1 1 1 1[4 ., ~ o AT
siet [an | b - [ 60 () + o6 0u( sl }

The 4-differential DVCS cross section is obtained from the amplitude with:

dlo 1 apy’ AM2a2\ "M ,
dQ2drp dtd® — (27432 Q (1+ o2 ) Mbpves| (C.20)

’

where y = EEE , and (Q?,xp,t,®) the four independent variables that describe the process.
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Appendix D

Acceptance results

Binl 0.09<-t<0.15 _

q} 50 100 150 200 250 3000(%%0

Binl 03<-t<04 _

+
# *
' # "oy
3 t
G50""106"156 200 250 300, 350

H 1
PRNLY
Wt m’

Binl 09<-t<11 _

I*I*l|
,'Oi H*I*ﬂlii
L

q} 50 100 150 200 250 300m(§é§)0

*|H|i|iu‘*#*'"’

0.5
0.45
0.4]
0.35
0.3]

Binl 0.15<-t<0.2 _

Binl 04<-t<0.5

L)

th |

025F 4
02 I': '4 0}*{}1** |"i H m“*} ’*l"’“
o.;.s W I"{ }“{ “'1 w‘}
0.05F f
o L L L s L
&*"56™"106 150200~ 250" 300, ,

Y
b @30

Binl 11<-t<15 _

A
50 100 150 200 250 300m(§é§)0

Binl 0.2<-t<0.25 _

'm'o" iy “’M ,0,‘0"
W o 0"' LA 0.4’ ‘.
f "
4
Eb 50 100 150 200 250 3000 (l§e§)0

Binl 05<-t<0.7 _

o
|H| "“0 ] :‘0}
[ |*

st
'.. ] "H*i | {H'm |
"0 Wy }M

&56""106""150 200" 250" 300, 350

Binl 15<-t<2

q} 50 100 150 200 250 300m(§é§)0

Binl 0.25<-t<0.3 _

50 100 150 200 250 300m(§é§)0

Figure D.1: CLAS acceptance plotted as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, xg) bin 1.
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D Acceptance results
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IB).

174



Appendix D. Acceptance results
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D Acceptance results
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IB).
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Appendix D. Acceptance results
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Figure D.5: CLAS acceptance plotted as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the bins 8 and 9 in (Q?,
IB).
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D Acceptance results
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IB).

179



D Acceptance results

180



Appendix E

Bin volume results
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Figure E.1: Effective bin volume (GeV4rad) as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the first (Q?, zg)
bin.
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Figure E.2: Effective bin volume (GeV?rad) as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, zp) bins 2
and 3.
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Figure E.3: Effective bin volume (GeV?rad) as a function of @ for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, x) bins 4
and 5.
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Figure E.4: Effective bin volume (GeVirad) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, z) bins 6
and 7.
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Figure E.6: Effective bin volume (GeVrad) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, z) bins 10
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P10 contamination results
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Figure F.3: %(717) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, x) bins 4 and 5.
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Figure F.6: %&W as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 10 and 11.
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Figure F.7: Ne%;ih) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 12 and 13.
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Appendix G

Unpolarized DVCS cross section
results
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Figure G.1: DVCS cross section (nbarn/GeV*) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the first (Q?, zp)
bin, compared to the BH cross-section (green) integrated over the bins size.
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Figure G.2: DVCS cross section (nbarn/GeV*) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, zg) bins
2 and 3, compared to the BH cross-section (green) integrated over the bins size.
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Figure G.3: DVCS cross section (nbarn/GeV*) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, zg) bins
4 and 5, compared to the BH cross-section (green) integrated over the bins size.
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Figure G.4: DVCS cross section (nbarn/GeV*) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, zg) bins
6 and 7, compared to the BH cross-section (green) integrated over the bins size.
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Figure G.5: DVCS cross section (nbarn/GeV*) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, zg) bins
8 and 9, compared to the BH cross-section (green) integrated over the bins size.
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Figure G.6: DVCS cross section (nbarn/GeV*) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, zg) bins
10 and 11, compared to the BH cross-section (green) integrated over the bins size.
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Figure G.7: DVCS cross section (nbarn/GeV*) as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, zg) bins
12 and 13, compared to the BH cross-section (green) integrated over the bins size.
203



G Unpolarized DVCS cross section results

204



Appendix H

Comparison of the Unpolarized cross
sections

205



H Comparison of the Unpolarized cross sections

8F- ) _e
7E-
6F-
sE-
4
3E-
2E-
1 .
e e e
OL 50 100 150 200 250 300, “%% qu 50 100 150 200 250 300, 192%) QJ 50 100 150 200 250 300, (a'ieg)
| DVCS1(b) & DVCS2(r) XSBin 1 03 <-t<0.4 | | DVCS1(b) & DVCS2(r) XS Bin 1 0.4<-1<0.5 | | DVCS1(b) & DVCS2(r) XS Bin1 0.5<-1<0.7 | | DVCS1(b) & DVCS2(r) XS Bin1 0.7 <-1<0.9 |
T = 0.9 n T : s - oo I T T B n
i 05
L 0.4
0.6f 0.3
0.ty iooaeie 0.2]
0.2 0.
S P PUUIE PUPE PR P P | PP P PP - U PI PO | i L4 e v fh S i
0() 50 100 150 200 250 300, “%% 00 50 100 150 200 250 300, 1%%) O0 50 100 150 200 250 300, (E"?Eg
| DVCS1(h) & DVCS2() XS Bin1 09<-t<11 | | DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin1 11<-<15 | | DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin1 2<-t<3 |

foav: d

0.4f- 0.07
0.12) 0.06
o3 -- 0¥ T RESERETERRETERE PRETE 0.05
o2 0.08 004
- 0.06 0.03
ok 0.04F- iAot £ - - -2 oLof Ty g o 0.02f
: 0.02] Jtii 0.0
L '.’* N H o M i M | 0] " . o
50 100 150 200 250 300, 50 100 150 200 250 300, 350 050 100 150 200 250 300, 350
— DVCS1 K _ — .DVCS1 y _ .DVCS1 .. y = — DVCS1 .. y =
4 RATIO: mBml 0.09<-t<0.15 ﬁ 4 RATIO.mBml 0.15<-t<0.2 @ 4 RAT\O.mBInl 02<-t<0.25 @ 4 RATIO: mBlnl 025<-t<0.3 :5
35F A 35F i 3.5 bl 35
3 3f 3
25F 25F 25
2F 2k 2
15F h 15F H | | | 15
|'0". N |hmdnm 0|.I j i h j|
IR L |
3 3 o
0.5] 05 05
SN A A PENAS DU S e | SN T TN S PN IS e
§56""100"150 200 250 300, 320 §56""100"150 200 250" 300, 380 56100150 200 250 300, 350 56100150 200 250 300, 350
a— . DVCS1 . z f— . DVCS1 . — DvCS1 . . . DvCs1 ’ =
RATIO: BYEB3Bin 1 03<4<04 S RATIO: S¥ESSBin 1 0.4<-{<0.5 RATIO:BYERBin 1 05 <-<07 5= RATIO: VSR BiN 1 0.7<-1<09 3
35F 1056 35F 35F oo 35F
3f 3F 3
25F 25F 25
2F | 2) 2
15F || | | | 15 | 15
! A 1
0.5f f 05 05
SN TN PR PES PP S e | SN T TUANIE S PN IS e 8 PN TS NN TN U S S B
§56""100"150 200 250 300, 30 §50""100"150 200 250" 300, 380 56100150 200 250 300, 350 G56™"100" 150 200 250 300, 350
a— .DVCS1 . : . DVCS1 . = — . DVCS1 <2 = 4 . DVCS1 o R
RATIO:RYERSBiN 1 09 <4<11 RATIO:BYERSBiN 1 11<-t<15 T RATIO: BEERSBIN 1 15<4<2 5 RATIO: ZYESEBIN 1 2<-t<3
35F 3.5 35F 35 _sone
3F 3
2.5 25 25F 25
2) 2
15 15 15 | 15 |
I |
i AT, Syl B
L L J Al L b
G56"100 150 200 250 30 % 50 & 56""100"150 200 250 300, 380 700 150 200 250 300, 50 G 50100 150 200 250 300, 320

Figure H.1: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section of the el-DVCS1 (blue) and el-DVCS2
experiments. The cross sections (nbarn/GeV*) are shown as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the first
(Q?, zp) bin. Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.
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Figure H.2: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for el-DVCS1 (blue) e1-DVCS2 experiments.
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Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.

207




H Comparison of the Unpolarized cross sections

DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin 3 0.09<-1<0.15

DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin3 0.15<1<02

DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin3 0.2<1<0.25

T ——————

et

%

PP PN P PUPE DU P P |
50 100 150 200 250 300, “g%

B
50 100 150 200 250 300, (§5)

| DVCS1(b) & DVCS2(1) XS Bin3 0.4<t<05 |

VTR TR TR TR TR T
qu 50 100 150 200 250 300, [§5)

1.4
1.2]
1
0.8f---
0.6F--

0.4F--

0.2

NP TN I T IR P T L
0() 50 100 150 200 250 300, (§5)

| DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin3 0.3<-t<04 |

| DVCS1(b) & DVCS2(1) XS Bin3 0.5<t<0.7 |

| DVCS1(b) & DVCS2(1) XS Bin3 0.7 <t<09 |

1.2 LE 08E1 03
1 o 05" 0.25
0.6
04 0ol 0.4 o2k
0.6F--- 0.4 0.3 0.15F -
04 03 0.2 0.
0.2 008
0.2 ol 01 : 1 :
H H ok 210 Soqban T ToE 511
%"50""100 150" 200" 250 300, 30 % 50100150 200 250" 300, 350 050 100 150 200 250 300, 3
|DVCSl(h)&D\/CSZ(r) XSBiN3 09<-4<11 | |D\/CSl(b)&DVCSZ(r XSBiN3 11<4<15 | DVCSl(b)&DVCSZ(r) XSBin3 2<-t<3 |
- —_—— ood -
0.07f-
0.06:
0.05§
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0}
H 1 H LY H H
567106180 200" 250" 300 @5)0 056100 1 5300 (535)0
4F— RATIO: QUES3BiN 3 0.09.<-1<0.15 ; 4 RATIO%CSleS 0.15<t<02 = ],gsgl 4 RAT\oﬂ%Buna 02<t<0.25 : 4 RAT\O%%BH\:; 0.25<t<03 :
35F 35F ; 35f 35k
3 sk £
25F 25F 2.5F
2k 2F 2 | |
15F | 15F Ill | | 15t} | | |
LY bt bl J el
1 1 E!
f gL F T
osf [ 0.5f o05f
ST S PP PP P P P A SIS P FETEE P PR T Rere ST P PN P PR P S
50100156206 256" 300, 320 50100150200 250°" 300, 350 &=50"100"150"200" 250" 300, 350 B=50"100"150"200"250" 300, 350
4 RATIO: DVCSles 03<t<0.4 7 4 RATIO: DVCSlsmz 0.4<1<05 o 4F— RATIO DVCSleg 05<4<07 s 4 RATIO:VCSLBin3 0.7<-t<09 =
178 1737 177.1 DvCs2 1656
3sf w018 3sf i 3sf o 3sf P
3k 3k 3
25F 25
2) | | 2)
1.5 Hllllll | IIH 1.5 |
!
i
i f
0.5f 05
TP RO ettt
56100150200 ™250"300, 350 50100 150 200 250 300, 350 50100150 200 250 300, 350
4 RaTIO:BYESBin3 0.9<-t<11 3 4 raTio: B¥ESLBINS 11<t<15 5 g RaTIO: B¥CRLBin g 15<4<2 % 4~ RATIO: DVCSl Bin3 2<-1<37—
35F 35| . 35F e
£ 3 sf
25F 25 25F
2 | | 2 2F
15 I 15 15F
05| 05 05 1
L N s s s s L il
%"50""100 150" 200" 250 300, 350 %""50""200"150 200 250 300, 30 50 100 150" 200 250 300, 350 %5600 156" 200 250" 300, 35p
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Figure H.4: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for el-DVCS1 (blue) e1-DVCS2 experiments.
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Figure H.5: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for el-DVCS1 (blue) e1-DVCS2 experiments.
The cross section (nbarn/GeV#) are shown as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, x) bin 5.
Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.

210



Appendix H. Comparison of the Unpolarized cross sections

DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin 6 0.09<-1<0.15 DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin 6 0.15<1<02 DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin 6 0.2<-1<0.25 DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin 6 0.25<1<0.3

0.8

0.6f]

0.4

0.2+

oive

. 0.1 K :
G56™106" 150200 250 300, 350 G56™106"150"200 250 300, 350 56106150200 250 300, 25
|Dvc51(n)&nvcsz(r) XSBin6 0.4<1<05 | |Dvcsl(n)&nvcsz(v) XSBin6 05<1<07 | |Dvcsl(h)&nvcsz(v)xs Bin6 0.7<1<09 |
B B B B B M . B B B B B 0.1F- s
0.4 0.25F- . 0.18 .{...............a..
0.35F - 0.16f 0.08

0.3]
0.25F -
0.2F---
0.15F -
0.1F-
0.05F -

H H
G 56""106"156"200 250 300, 35

0.2+ i 0.14F-

0.15F- - 4

©

0 50 100 150 200 250 300, 35
(G

| DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin6 09 <-t<L1 | J DVCS1(b) & DVCS2() XS Bin6 2<-t<3 |

0.1 ).016

1014
0.08 012
0.08 0.01
».008f -
0.04 ).006
1004f
0.02 ».00238
o
).0028 -
0 B0 100750 00~250™300; 350
— DvCs1 K — .DVCS1 y — . DVCS1 y — DVCS1 y
4 RATIO: mBmG 0.09<-t<0.15 @ 4 RATlO.mBWG 0.15<-t<0.2 4 RAT\O.mBInG 0.2<-t<0.25 = 4 RATIO: mBInG 025<-t<0.3 ]95052
3sf ssf asf asp
E3 E3 E3 &3
25f
2F | ’
1.5 |
1
osf
ST FINF PN PR P P P § ST P PSP P P e B TP P PP T PRI P S B S P P P PR P S B
&=56"106"150""200""250°" 300, 350 50100150 200" 250" 300, 350 B50100"150 200250300, 350 50100150200 250300, 350
0) @ (deq) ® (deg)  (3e9)’
a— . DVCS1 r : 4— . DVCS1 . = 4 DVCS1 . = 4— . DVCS1 ! ==
RATIO: e Bin6 03<-t<04 % ”775; RATIO: e Bin6 04<-t<05 3 lgg@] RATIO: e Bin6 05<-t<0.7 = ]7,;3 RATIO: e Bin6 0.7<-t<09 = ]933
ssf i asf i 35 anl  asf o
E3 E3 E3
25 25f 25 25f
2F | 2k \ 2F
15 15F h l |l ! 15| I l | | 15F “} J
L il
1 1 TR Tl !
05 f osf f I] || |{| 05 IHI | | h osf } ll'
NUUTTTTTONTOTTTT UTUTTITIN | R e VR
%"50""100 150" 200" 250 300, 350 50100150200 250" 300, 350 B50""100150 200 250" 300, 350 ©50™"100 150 200 250" 300, 350
0) @ (deq) ® (deg)  (3e9)’
- . DVCS1 . : 4— . DVCS1 . : 4 . DVCS1 t<2i . . DVCS1 o 1<3i
RATIO: SYE22Bin6 09 <-t<11 % RATIO: S¥ES8BIN6 L1<-t<15 3 RATIO: S¥EZIBiN 6 15<t<2 3 RATIO: EYE22Bin 6 2<-t<3 75—
ssf 35 35
E 3
25 25 25
‘ ‘ 2| 2|
1.5 | | 1.5 1.5
| I ) |
i T
05 05 05
%5010 150" 200" 250 300, 350 50100150 200 250 300, 350 ©"50 100150 200 250" 300, 350 & 50 100 150 200 250 300, 350
0) ® (deq) ® (deg)  (3e9)’

Figure H.6: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for el-DVCS1 (blue) e1-DVCS2 experiments.
The cross section (nbarn/GeV#) are shown as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q2, x) bin 6.
Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.
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Figure H.7: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for el-DVCS1 (blue) e1-DVCS2 experiments.
The cross section (nbarn/GeV#) are shown as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, x) bin 7.
Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.
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Figure H.8: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for el-DVCS1 (blue) e1-DVCS2 experiments.
The cross section (nbarn/GeV#) are shown as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q2, z) bin 8.
Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.
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Figure H.9: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for el-DVCS1 (blue) e1-DVCS2 experiments.
The cross section (nbarn/GeV#) are shown as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q2, x3) bin 9.
Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.
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Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.
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Figure H.11: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for e1-DVCS1 (blue) el-DVCS2 experiments.
The cross section (nbarn/GeV?) are shown as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, x5) bin 11.
Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.
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Figure H.12: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for e1-DVCS1 (blue) el-DVCS2 experiments.
The cross section (nbarn/GeV?) are shown as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, x5) bin 12.
Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.
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Figure H.13: Top: Comparison of the DVCS cross section for e1-DVCS1 (blue) el-DVCS2 experiments.
The cross section (nbarn/GeV?) are shown as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, x5) bin 13.
Bottom: ratio of the two experimental cross sections.
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Results of the difference of polarized
cross sections
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Figure I.1: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, zg) bin
1.
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Figure 1.2: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, x3) bins
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Appendix I. Results of the difference of polarized cross sections
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Appendix J

Results of the comparison of the
difference of polarized cross sections
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Figure J.1: Comparison between the difference of polarized cross section of e1-DVCS1 (blue) and el-
DVCS2 (red), as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, xg) bin 1.
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Figure J.2: Comparison between the difference of polarized cross section of el-DVCS1 (blue) and el-
DVCS2 (red), as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bin 2 and 3.
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Appendix J. Results of the comparison of the difference of polarized cross sections
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Figure J.3: Comparison between the difference of polarized cross section of el-DVCS1 (blue) and el-
DVCS2 (red), as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bin 4 and 5.
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J Results of the comparison of the difference of polarized cross sections
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Figure J.4: Comparison between the difference of polarized cross section of el-DVCS1 (blue) and el-
DVCS2 (red), as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, z) bin 6 and 7.
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Appendix J. Results of the comparison of the difference of polarized cross sections
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Figure J.5: Comparison between the difference of polarized cross section of el-DVCS1 (blue) and el-
DVCS2 (red), as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bin 8 and 9.
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J Results of the comparison of the difference of polarized cross sections
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Figure J.6: Comparison between the difference of polarized cross section of el-DVCS1 (blue) and el-
DVCS2 (red), as a function of @ for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, ) bin 10 and 11.
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Appendix J. Results of the comparison of the difference of polarized cross sections
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Figure J.7: Comparison between the difference of polarized cross section of el-DVCS1 (blue) and el-
DVCS2 (red), as a function of @ for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, ) bin 12 and 13.
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Appendix K

Beam spin asymmetries results
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Figure K.1: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, zp) bin 1.
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Figure K.2: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q2, ) bins 2 and 3.
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Figure K.3: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q2, ) bins 4 and 5.
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Figure K.5: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 8 and 9.

239



K Beam spin asymmetries results

Bin 10 0.09 <-t<0.15

Bin10 0.15<-t<0.2

Bin10 0.2<-t<0.25

Bin10 0.25<-t<0.3

T

0|

fItIII [ ’

F

05|

III[I I[
1

05

in10 0.4<-t<05

1 I
Y i

th

ITTPUIT T PN P T T |
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg)

05|

in10 05<-t<0.7

[

L,
i

PPTTOPRT UV PURNT VT TUPRT IR |
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg)

in10 0.7<-t<0.9

il

C ol
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
 (deg)

pgghlfh
llll[IIlIIIII

]I[I

l‘r‘ml]l

i
‘ [ [IH

“il
i

-HI]I 1] ]
il

"

-0.5| -0.5F -0.5| -0.5]
K -1 Kl -1k
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
© (deg) ® (deg) © (deg) © (deg)
Bin10 09<-t<1.1 Bin10 1.1<-t<15 Bin10 15<-t<?2 Bin10 2<-t<3
1 1 1 1
0.5| 0.5p 0.5 0.5]

gl

L

I

Ll

i

}l“

e

il

-05F -0.5] 0.5 -0.5|
- - 1 Bl
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg) ® (deg) ® (deg)
Bin 11 0.09<-t<0.15 Bin11 0.15<-t<0.2 Bin1l 0.2<-t<0.25 Bin 11 0.25<-t<0.3

T

A

osf osf 0 ‘ [] 0s ][
T M

‘nll 03<-t<0.4

PIAFPY PP PP PP PP PRI PP 1|
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg)

in11 04<-t<0.5

Y PP PP PN U PPRE PP 1 |
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
® (deg)

in1l 05<-t<0.7

!
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg)

in11 0.7<-t<0.9

50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg)

05

i

!

!

——

05

Bi

By

i

507100 150 200 250 300 3%
@ (deg)

nll 09<-t<1.1

in1l 1.1<-t<15

*]rl ‘ |

i

hiloa ]
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
® (deg)

Bin1l 15<-t<2

-]llll | lln“

50 100 150 200 250 300 350
® (deg)

Bin1l 2<-t<3

It

i

i

50 100 150 200 250 300 350
® (deg)

0.5}

il’[

iR

}l Hl I

0sfF

i
i

Figure K.6: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, x5

Gttt ad il
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg)

|

} ln

Ll
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
® (deg)

240

Ul

Gt bbbl
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg)

P TI FP PP PP P T ||
50 100 150 200 250 300 350
® (deg)

) bins 10 and 11.



Appendix K. Beam spin asymmetries results

Bin12 0.09<-t<0.15 [Bin12 0.15<-t<0.2 | [Bin12 0.2<-t<025 | Bin12 0.25<-t<0.3

i g g 1 g

e

1= - -1 -
P T PO PO PRV PP PeveT 1 | T PP POTIT TUPIT PR PP TOPIT | | L [T P PP PP TOP | |
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg) @ (deg) @ (deg) ® (deg)
Bin12 0.3<-t<0.4 [Bin12 04<-t<05] [Bin12 05<-t<07 Bin12 0.7<-t<0.9
1 i 1 i

}ll[l {IH“ | Tl”lll OIS-IIIILII “ i Osi}[ll ] l! I]'il’
I i
‘l 4 i o

05
i PPRUTTUUIN P PP PO IO P |

e R o 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350

@ (deg) ® (deg) @ (deg)

Bin12 09<-t<1.1 |Bin12 11<-t<15 | [Bin12 15<-t<2 Bin12 2<-t<3

1”‘[ L1, l Ihh ) [H] l ‘ ; 1] Il
inlm “]u ‘ l[ | bl

_-—
Het

I
——t

——

[ —

—
—
o
@
T

jiy PP PP PP PP P PPOE 1 AT 1 | Lol b L.l
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
® (deg)  (deg) @ (deg) ® (deg)

Bin13 0.09<-t<0.15 Bin13 0.15<-t<0.2 Bin 13 Q2<4<025| Bin13 0.25<-t<0.3

1 i 1 i

N A

0.5 -0.5p 0.5 0.5 ]
- -1 aEf -
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg) ® (deg) @ (deg) @ (deg)
Bin13 0.3<-1<0.4 [Bin13 04<-t<o05 | [Bin13 05<-t<07] Bin 13 0.7<-t<0.9
1 1 1 1

tall oL ] L

} [, | 05-”;”] ]

211 hd v rr 1
1 l i ! l]}“ o [1]][! ! HhH
05k II 05 [ 05 0.5 l I
1 B A B
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg) @ (deg) @ (deg) © (deg)
Bin13 09<-t<1.1 [Bin13 1.1<t<15] [Bin13 15<-t<2 | Bin13 2<-t<3
i 1F F T

0.5}

hl[ ’

&
i &
T T
—
——
[a———
—_—
——|
I
L &
T T
—
[rm——
a ——
&
&
5 o
—t
._
&
L &
T T
—
—
—_——
——i|
—
—
P

B g
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 SDU 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
@ (deg) ® (deg)

Figure K.7: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 12 and 13.
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Appendix L

Comparison between the unpolarized
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Figure L.1: DVCS cross section as a function of ® for the 12 ¢ bins of the (Q?, x5) bin 1, compared to
the BH cross-section and the VGG model predictions. The different curves are described in the text.
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Comparison of the difference of
polarized cross section with VGG
model
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Figure M.1: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the first (Q2,
zp) bin. The curves correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure M.2: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, =)
bins 2 and 3. The curves correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure M.3: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, =)
bins 4 and 5. The curves correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure M.4: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, =)
bins 6 and 7. The curves correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure M.6: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, =)
bins 10 and 11. The curves correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure M.7: Difference of polarized cross section as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, =)
bins 12 and 13. The curves correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Appendix N

Comparison of the asymmetries with

VGG model
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Figure N.1: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the first (Q?, x) bin. The curves
correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure N.2: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 2 and 3. The curves
correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure N.3: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 4 and 5. The curves
correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure N.4: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 6 and 7. The curves
correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure N.5: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 8 and 9. The curves
correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure N.6: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 10 and 11. The
curves correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure N.7: Asymmetries as a function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, zp
curves correspond to VGG predictions and are described in the text.
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Figure O.1: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 1.
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Figure O.2: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of @ for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, zp) bins 2.
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Figure 0.3: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 3.
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Figure O.4: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 4
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O Results of the fitting procedure

Bin5 0.09 <-t<0.15 Bin5 0.15<-t<0.2 Bin5 0.2<-t<0.25 Bin5 0.25<-t<0.3
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Figure O.5: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 5.
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Appendix O. Results of the fitting procedure
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Figure O.6: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 6.
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O Results of the fitting procedure

Bin7 0.09<-t<0.15 Bin7 0.15<-t<0.2 Bin7 0.2<-t<0.25 Bin7 0.25<-t<0.3
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Figure O.7: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 7.
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Appendix O. Results of the fitting procedure

Bin8 0.09<-t<0.15 [Bing 015<-t<0.2] [Bins 02<-t<0.25] Bin8 0.25<-t<03
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Figure O.8: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 8.

275



O Results of the fitting procedure

Bin9 0.09 <-t<0.15 Bin9 0.15<-t<0.2 Bin9 0.2<-t<0.25 Bin9 0.25<-t<0.3
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Figure 0.9: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 ¢-bins of the (Q?, ) bins 9.
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Appendix O. Results of the fitting procedure

Bin 10 0.09 <-t<0.15 [Bin10 0.15<-t<0.2 | [Bin10 0.2<-t<0.25 | Bin10 0.25<-t<0.3
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Figure 0.10: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 10.
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O Results of the fitting procedure

Bin11 0.09 <-t<0.15 Bin1l 0.15<-t<0.2 Bin1l 0.2<-t<0.25 Bin1l 0.25<-t<0.3
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Figure O.11: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 11.
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Appendix O. Results of the fitting procedure
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Figure 0.12: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 12.
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O Results of the fitting procedure
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Figure 0O.13: Simultaneous fits of the unpolarized (top) and polarized (bottom) cross sections as a
function of ® for the 12 t-bins of the (Q?, xp) bins 13.
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Abstract

The Generalized Parton Distributions (GPDs) provide a new description of the nucleon structure
in terms of its elementary constituents, the quarks and the gluons. The GPDs give access to a unified
picture of the nucleon, correlating the information obtained from the measurements of the Form Factors
and the Parton Distribution Functions. They describe the correlation between the transverse position
and the longitudinal momentum fraction of the partons in the nucleon. Deeply Virtual Compton Scat-
tering (DVCS), the electroproduction of a real photon on a single quark of the nucleon eN — ¢/ N',
is the most straightforward exclusive process allowing access to the GPDs. A dedicated experiment
to study DVCS with the CLAS detector of Jefferson Lab has been carried out using a 5.883 GeV
polarized electron beam and an unpolarized hydrogen target, allowing to collect DVCS events in the
widest kinematic range ever explored in the valence region : 1 < Q2 < 4.6 GeV?, 0.1 < x5 < 0.58,
0.09 < —t < 3 GeV2. In this work, we present the extraction of three different DVCS observables: the
unpolarized cross section, the difference of polarized cross sections and the beam spin asymmetry. We
present comparisons with GPD model. We show a preliminary extraction of the GPDs using the latest
fitting code procedure on our data, and a preliminary interpretation of the results in terms of parton
density.

Résumé

Les distributions de Partons Généralisées (GPDs) fournissent une nouvelle description de la structure
du nucléon en terme de ses constituents élémentaires, les quarks et les gluons. Les GPDs donnent accés
& une image unifiée du nucléon, corrélant I'information obtenu par les mesures des Facteurs de Forme
et des Distributions de Parton. Elles décrivent la corrélation entre la position transverse et la fraction
d’impulsion longitudinale des partons dans le nucléon. La Diffusion Compton Profondément Virtuelle
(DVCS), ou lélectroproduction d’un photon réel sur un quark du nucléon eN — €’ N'~, est le processus
exclusif le plus direct pour accéder aux GPDs. Une experience dédié¢ a 1’étude du DVCS avec le
détécteur CLAS du laboratoire Jefferson a été réalisé en utilisant un faisceau d’électron polarisé et une
cible d’hydrogéne non polarisée. Cette expérience a permis de collecter des événements DVCS sur le plus
large espace cinématique jamais exploré dans la région de valence: 1 < Q2 < 4.6 GeV?,0.1 < zp < 0.58,
0.09 < —t < 3 GeVZ2. Dans ce travail, nous présentons 'extraction de trois observables DVCS différents:
la section éfficace non polarisée, la différence de section efficace polarisé et ’asymétrie de faisceau. Nous
comparons nos résultats & un model de GPD. Nous présentons une extraction préliminaire des GPDs
utilisant la derniére procedure d’ajustement aux données, et une interpretation préliminaire des résultats
en termes de densité de parton.



