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We report the first evidence of spin interference in exclusive J/ψ → e+e− photoproduction in
ultraperipheral Au+Au and isobar (Ru+Ru, Zr+Zr) collisions (

√
sNN = 200 GeV) at STAR. A

negative cos(2ϕ) modulation is observed for pT < 100 MeV/c, opposite in sign to that in ρ0→π+π−

photoproduction. This establishes for the first time that the interference sign is controlled by
the spin structure of the final-state daughters, resolving the ambiguity present in the all-boson
ρ0 channel. The compact J/ψ probes gluon distributions at perturbative scales, resulting in a
weaker modulation and providing stringent constraints on Color Glass Condensate calculations.
These findings demonstrate that spin-dependent interference in heavy vector mesons provides a new,
experimentally accessible handle on gluon structure beyond traditional cross-section measurements.

Photon-induced processes can reveal the fundamental
structures in nature. From crystallography to the cosmic
microwave background, the ability of photons to probe
hidden structures has shaped our understanding of the
universe. In nuclear and particle physics, this idea takes
on a new form: by accelerating electrons or ions, a high-
energy collider creates intense electromagnetic fields that
act like beams of photons. In electron–proton and elec-
tron–ion collisions, most famously studied at HERA and
envisioned at the future Electron–Ion Collider (EIC), the
photon is emitted by the electron and probes the inter-
nal structure of the target [1]. Without an e+A collider,
similar measurements can be performed in ultraperiph-
eral heavy ion collisions (UPCs) where the ions don’t
interact hadronically, albeit with less control over initial
kinematics. Ultrarelativistic ions generate strong elec-
tromagnetic fields due to their large charge and Lorentz
boost, producing a flux of quasireal photons via the
Weizsäcker–Williams (WW) approximation [2, 3]. When
two ions pass without colliding, a photon from the projec-
tile may fluctuate into a quark-antiquark pair and inter-
act with the gluon field of the target, producing short-
lived particles that carry the quantum numbers of the
photon and encode the spatial and momentum structure
of the gluon field in the target nucleus.

The process is known as exclusive photoproduction,
e.g ., γ∗ + A → V + A, where V is a vector meson such
as ρ0, ϕ, or J/ψ, and γ∗ is a quasireal photon [2]. In
this reaction, the photon may scatter off the gluon field
of the target nucleus, either coherently, involving the en-
tire nucleus, or incoherently, on localized substructures.
The momentum transfer (t) distribution of the produced
vector meson (dσ/dt) is conjugate to the target’s spatial
gluon density, encoding both the overall nuclear geometry
in coherent events and small-scale fluctuations in incoher-
ent processes [4–8]. These processes have been studied
extensively in RHIC and the LHC experiments [9–21].
Nevertheless, there are several open questions [22–25] re-
garding the gluon density distribution.

Notably, photons in UPCs are linearly polarized in
the transverse plane, as demonstrated by previous STAR

experiment [26]. In vector meson photoproduction, the
spin-1 photon transfers its polarization to the produced
meson, aligning their spin directions. When the vector
meson decays, its daughters’ momenta tend to align with
the parent spin due to conservation of angular momen-
tum, resulting in an anisotropic azimuthal distribution:

dN

dϕ
∝ 1 + a2 cos(2ϕ) (1)

Here, ϕ is the angle of vector meson momentum (p⃗) rel-
ative to the parent spin direction or photon polarization
axis, and a2 is the modulation amplitude. In UPCs,
photon polarization is approximately aligned with the
impact parameter (⃗b), which is random from event to
event and not directly accessible experimentally. Aver-
aging over many events with random polarization orien-
tations would wash out any cos(2ϕ) asymmetry.

In coherent vector-meson production, where both nu-
clei remain intact, it is unknown which one emits the
photon and which acts as the target. This two-path am-
biguity contributes at the amplitude level; and a phase
difference, eip⃗·⃗b, between the wave functions in these
two paths [27–29] leads to quantum interference [30, 31].
Hence the cos(2ϕ) asymmetry survives [29], analogous to
a double-slit interference pattern in optics [27]. In exper-
imental measurements of ϕ, the daughters’ momenta are
used as a proxy for the spin of the vector meson or the
direction of the photon polarization. Experimentally, ϕ
is therefore taken to be the angle in the transverse plane
between the vector meson’s momentum and the relative
momentum of its decay daughters [29, 32]:

cosϕ =
(p⃗T1 + p⃗T2).(p⃗T1 − p⃗T2)

|p⃗T1 + p⃗T2||p⃗T1 − p⃗T2|
(2)

where p⃗T 1 and p⃗T 2 are transverse momenta of the daugh-
ters. Refs. [29, 30, 33] argue that short-lived vector
mesons decay before amplitudes from the two sources
can overlap, preventing direct interference. However, the
decay products are emitted in an entangled state, and
the interference arises from collapsing the full final-state
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wavefunction. The recently developed Entanglement-
Enabled Intensity Interferometry (E2I2) framework [34]
formalizes this idea, proposing that vector meson de-
cay acts as an “entanglement filter,” leading to inter-
ference between the daughter particle wave functions.
As a result, the phase information imprinted during me-
son production is preserved and transmitted into the de-
cay distribution, which makes the interference sustain-
able. This perspective extends the conventional interpre-
tation by viewing the ρ0 or J/ψ not as isolated particles
with definite polarization, but as entangled two-particle
states formed by their decay products at the amplitude
level. Conceptually, the joint quantum state of the decay
daughters retains the memory of the production phase
difference. The entanglement between the two decay
products arises not from a novel mechanism, but rather
is an inevitable consequence of the conservation of total
angular momentum and parity during the decay.

A cos(2ϕ) modulation, attributed to spin interfer-
ence, was observed in exclusive ρ0 production in ultra-
peripheral Au+Au [29] and also in Pb+Pb collisions [32].
The interference arises from the overlap of two spatially
separated ρ0 wave functions produced coherently in the
two nuclei, which are tens of femtometers apart (Fig. 1
(a)), far exceeding the ≈ 1 fm lifetime travel distance of
the ρ0 [29]. Consequently, the observed modulation must
be transmitted through the entangled π+π− daughters,
as described by the E2I2 framework [34]. This obser-
vation has enabled nuclear “tomography,” as the inter-
ference pattern is sensitive to the nuclear geometry and
size [29].

However, the ρ0 measurements leave key questions un-
resolved, due to fundamental limitations of the meson
and its decay channel. Because the ρ0 and its π+π−

daughters are bosons, the parent- and final-state contri-
butions are experimentally indistinguishable, leaving no
testable signature to confirm the specific - or indeed any -
role of the daughters. Beyond such interpretational chal-
lenges, the ρ0 also faces limitations as a probe of gluon
distributions. Its low mass and large transverse dipole
size make it less sensitive to small-x evolution, and ob-
scures its suitability for studying saturation effects [34].
In contrast, J/ψ → e+e− photoproduction provides a
cleaner probe that resolves these issues. Its long lifetime
(cτ ≈ 2160 fm) allows the quantum state to evolve and
interfere well beyond the nuclear volume (Fig. 1 (b)). In
this case, the fermionic nature of the e+e− daughters im-
poses a definite sign on the cos(2ϕ) modulation, provid-
ing a clear, testable fingerprint of the daughters’ role and
removing the ambiguity present in the ρ0 channel. Addi-
tionally, its mass justifies perturbative treatment without
suppressing sensitivity to the saturation regime [35].

In this Letter, we present the first measurement of the
spin-interference angular modulation for exclusive J/ψ
photoproduction in UPCs, comparing Au+Au to isobaric
(Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr) collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. The

results are contrasted with the existing ρ0 measurements
and compared with CGC-based model expectations.

We analyze UPC events from Au+Au, Ru+Ru and
Zr+Zr collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV collected with

the STAR detector [36], with an integrated luminosity
of 13.5, 4 and 3.9 nb−1, respectively. Charged parti-
cle tracking, including transverse momentum reconstruc-
tion, is carried out using the time projection chamber
(TPC) [37], which operates within a 0.5 T solenoidal
magnetic field. The TPC extends radially from 50 to
200 cm from the beam axis, covering pseudorapidities
|η| < 1.0 over the azimuthal range 0 < ϕ < 2π. It
also provides ionization energy loss (dE/dx) measure-
ments for particle identification. A barrel electromag-
netic calorimeter (BEMC) [38] surrounding the TPC is
a lead-scintillator sampling calorimeter segmented into
4800 optically isolated towers within |η| < 1.0. Posi-
tioned radially between the TPC and BEMC, the time-
of-flight (TOF) system [39] is finely segmented in both η
and ϕ, offering fast trigger signals for charged particles in
the range |η| < 0.9. Additionally, two beam-beam coun-
ters (BBCs) [40] are located on either side of the STAR
detector, covering the range 3.4 < |η| < 5.0, while two
zero-degree calorimeters (ZDCs) [41], placed at |η| > 6.7,
are used to monitor luminosity while detecting forward
neutrons. To trigger the UPC events, we require forward
neutron showers in both ZDCs, limited activity in TOF
and BEMC, and no signal in the BBCs. The analysis
aims to select events with exclusive J/ψ → e+e− pro-
duction, which requires that there be only two tracks in a
single event. For very low-pT J/ψ candidates, the decay
tracks exhibit an approximately back-to-back topology,
typically leaving hits in opposite sextants of the BEMC
[11, 12].

We select UPC events which include a pair of tracks
with a reconstructed vertex positioned longitudinally
within ±100 cm of the center of the TPC. To ensure
adequate momentum resolution, each track must have
at least 15 recorded hits out of a possible 45, along
with a minimum of 11 hits for an ionization energy loss
(dE/dx) measurement to maintain reliable dE/dx reso-
lution. Tracks are also required to point to a BEMC clus-
ter for trigger consistency. The selection of electron pairs
relies on track-based dE/dx values, with pion contamina-
tion being the primary background at pT ∼ 1.5 GeV/c.
The variable nσe (nσπ) quantifies the deviation of the
measured dE/dx from the expected electron (π) hypoth-
esis, expressed in terms of standard deviations from the
theoretical mean. A pair selection variable is defined as:
χ2
ee = n2σ,e1 + n2

σ,e2 for tracks 1 and 2, with a similar for-
mulation applied under the pion pair hypothesis. Elec-
tron pair candidates are identified by requiring χ2

ee < 10,
while pion pair contamination is suppressed by enforc-
ing the condition χ2

ee < χ2
ππ. These selection criteria are

applied independently to opposite-sign (+−) and like-
sign (++, −−) pairs. The like-sign distributions are
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FIG. 1: Schematic comparison of quantum interference in coherent vector meson production in UPCs for a given impact
parameter, b, at STAR. (a) For ρ0 → π+π−, the short lifetime (cτ ≈ 1.3 fm [< b]) leads to decay within the nuclear
environment, limiting the spatial coherence. The spin-0 pions result in angular interference patterns that differ from those
of leptonic decays. (b) In contrast, for J/ψ → e+e−, the long lifetime (cτ ≈ 2160 fm [≫ b]) allows the meson to propagate
far outside the nucleus before decaying. The final-state electrons are entangled, and interference arises between production
amplitudes from the two nuclei.
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FIG. 2: Invariant mass mee distribution for e+e− pair candi-
dates for pair transverse momentum pT,ee < 200 MeV/c and
pair rapidity |yee| < 1, from Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr UPCs at√
sNN = 200 GeV. The light red and blue regions are the

distributions for unlike-sign (+−) and like-sign (++, −−)
electron pairs, respectively. A template fit that includes
STARlight coherent and incoherent J/ψ and QED processes
is shown as the green curve. The two vertical black dashed
curves represent the chosen J/ψ mass window, 3 < mee < 3.2
GeV/c2.

used to estimate the combinatorial background subse-
quently subtracted from the opposite-sign pairs to obtain
the final signal distributions. The e+e− pair invariant
mass (mee) distributions for signal+background (+−)
and background (++, −−) from Ru+Ru and Zr+Zr

UPCs at
√
sNN = 200 GeV are presented in Fig. 2.

We also perform the same analysis for Au+Au UPCs at√
sNN = 200 GeV.

For further analysis, we select the J/ψ decay candi-
date e+e− pairs in the range 3 < mee < 3.2 GeV/c2,
and the pair pT < 200 MeV/c to measure the ϕ ob-
servable using Eq. 2. The fits are made to the function
1 + a2 cos(2ϕ), where a2 is the amplitude of the cos(2ϕ)
modulation, the signal for spin interference. To correct
the a2 signal for the combinatorial backgrounds as shown
in Fig. 2, we decompose the measured a2 in a two com-
ponent model: ameasured

2 = f × abkg2 +(1− f)× asig2 , with
f =

Nbkg

Nsig+Nbkg
being the relative background yield (Nbkg

is background counts, Nsig+Nbkg is total counts contain-
ing signal+background), obtained from the e+e− pair in-
variant mass distribution. The abkg2 is estimated from
different mass bins on either side of the J/ψ signal re-
gion (3 < mee < 3.2 GeV/c2). The corrections for detec-
tor effects and Bremsstrahlung processes are performed
based on the STARlight [42] Monte Carlo events embed-
ded into STAR zero-bias events. These combined events
are then passed through a GEANT3-based [43] STAR de-
tector simulation to model the detector response. In this
simulation, STARlight includes coherent J/ψ, incoherent
J/ψ (both with and without nucleon dissociation), as well
as QED two-photon (γγ) processes. The Bremsstrahlung
processes were included in the simulation, where the pho-
tons were generated with a bremsstrahlung energy spec-
trum [44]. To validate the simulation (the same as used
in [11, 12]), templates of individual STARlight physics
processes are used to fit mee and pT distributions simul-
taneously with χ2 minimization. Total template is shown
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FIG. 3: The amplitude of the cos(2ϕ) modulation, a2, as a function of J/ψ pT from Au+Au (left panel) and Ru+Ru & Zr+Zr
(right panel) UPCs at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. The statistical uncertainty on each data point is shown as a vertical bar, while

the systematic uncertainty is shown in the shaded band. The STARlight [42], CGC (Model-I) [7] and CGC (Model-II) [35]
calculations are shown with magenta line, green band, and orange line, respectively. STARlight is used here as a spin-
independent baseline and not as a full theoretical prediction of the modulation. Model-I incorporates CGC calculations with
linear photon polarization and interference effects, while Model-II extends this framework by including soft-photon radiation
in the final state.

in Fig. 2. The simulated events were selected using the
same track and vertex criteria that were applied to the
data. The measured a2 (aM2 ) is the convolution of the
true a2 signal (aT2 ) and the effects of the detector. As-
suming that the detector effects also produce a nonzero
modulation amplitude a2 (aD2 ̸= 0), the aT2 can be ob-
tained as [29]: aT2 =

aM
2 −aD

2

1−0.5aM
2 aD

2
. The aD2 is estimated

from the aforementioned simulation productions. At low
pT , the back-to-back topology of J/ψ → e+e− makes
the reconstructed ϕ distribution sensitive to azimuthal
variations in acceptance and tracking efficiency, gener-
ating a nonzero detector modulation aD2 . The magni-
tude and pT dependence of aD2 are determined from full
embedding and applied bin-by-bin; following the stan-
dard STAR procedure established in azimuthal correla-
tion analyses [45]. More details are provided in the Sup-
plemental Material. The corrected a2 signal (aT2 ) is pre-
sented in Fig. 3.

Systematic uncertainties are estimated by varying the
event, track quality, and electron identification related se-
lection criteria. Simulation parameters related to the pT
reweighting and smearing are also varied to investigate
the systematic effects on a2. Typical systematic uncer-
tainties on the interference signal a2 due to the event,
track, and topological selection criteria variations com-
bined are below 6%, while that due to variations in sim-

ulation parameters is estimated to be under 12%. The
data are corrected for TPC tracking efficiency and ac-
ceptance effects, with correction residuals included in the
systematic uncertainty.

Figure 3 shows the measured interference signal a2
for J/ψ as a function of pT from Au+Au and isobaric
(Ru+Ru & Zr+Zr) UPCs at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. We

compare the measured J/ψ a2 with the published pho-
toproduced ρ0 → π+π− results [29] in Au+Au UPCs
at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. We observe a negative modu-

lation for J/ψ both from Au+Au and isobaric UPCs,
which is opposite in sign to the positive modulation re-
ported for ρ0. The interference effects damp out at
large pT where incoherent processes start to dominate.
The measured values of J/ψ a2 in pT < 100 MeV/c
are −0.120 ± 0.032 (stat.) ± 0.022 (syst.) for Au+Au
UPCs, and −0.123 ± 0.061 (stat.) ± 0.045 (syst.) for
isobaric UPCs. The observed sign difference in the
cos(2ϕ) modulation between J/ψ and ρ0 photoproduc-
tion provides direct evidence that the decay-channel spin
structure controls the sign of the modulation within
a common two-source interference mechanism: J/ψ →
e+e− (fermionic daughters) yields a negative modulation,
whereas ρ0→π+π− (bosonic daughters) exhibits a posi-
tive one [7, 35, 46]. Because both the ρ0 and its decay
pions are bosons, the role of daughter spin is not appar-
ent in the ρ0 channel alone; the J/ψ result makes this
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dependence explicit even though the parent is a spin-1
boson.

The peak J/ψ modulation is smaller than that of the
ρ0, consistent with expectations [7] that its more compact
dipole reduces the two-source overlap. At maximum, the
modulation reaches −0.220±0.080 (stat.)±0.060 (syst.)
for the isobars and −0.190± 0.063 (stat.)± 0.044 (syst.)
for Au+Au, about half of the ρ0 peak.

The consistent negative modulation observed in both
Au+Au and isobar systems highlights the robustness of
spin-dependent interference in the fermionic J/ψ chan-
nel. Theoretical calculations indicate that the smaller
radii of Ru and Zr are expected to strengthen the inter-
ference effect [7]. We observe that the signal strength for
pT < 60 MeV/c is larger in the isobaric system, consistent
with this geometric expectation (isobar |a2|> Au+Au
|a2|).

The data in Fig. 3 are compared to STARlight [42],
which assumes no spin interference and therefore pre-
dicts a2 = 0. In contrast, the CGC-based calculations
(Model-I) [7], which include linear photon polarization,
two-source interference, and finite photon transverse mo-
mentum, reproduce both the sign and approximate mag-
nitude of the measured a2. The agreement is notice-
ably better for isobars, while Au+Au data show a differ-
ent pT dependence, indicating further model refinement
is needed for larger nuclei. The main Model-I uncer-
tainty comes from the assumed impact-parameter range.
The data are also compared to the CGC effective the-
ory Model-II calculations [35], which extend the frame-
work by incorporating final-state soft-photon radiation.
This QED effect generates large positive a2 at higher pT .
Our data, which remain near zero in this region, do not
support this large positive modulation, suggesting the
soft-photon contribution is overestimated in the current
calculation.

In summary, we observed spin interference in photo-
produced J/ψ mesons in ultraperipheral collisions, ex-
ploiting their longer lifetime and delocalized wave func-
tion. Unlike ρ0, J/ψ exhibits a negative modulation for
pT < 100 MeV/c, revealing an interference mechanism
whose sign is governed by the two fermionic wave func-
tions at a finite separation. As a heavier meson (3.1
GeV/c2 vs. 0.77 GeV/c2 for ρ0), J/ψ probes gluon distri-
butions at finer spatial scales, making it stringent test of
QCD effective theories like CGC. The smaller J/ψ peak
amplitude relative to the ρ0 is consistent with theoretical
expectations from its more compact dipole size. While
current CGC calculations qualitatively capture the sign
they do not fully reproduce the pT dependence, highlight-
ing the need for theoretical refinements.

These results also provide the first direct experimen-
tal evidence that polarization-driven angular interference
in heavy vector mesons is measurable in photon-induced
reactions. This finding directly supports recent propos-
als to exploit cos(2ϕ) modulations in J/ψ decays as a

powerful imaging tool in diffractive e+A scattering at
the Electron-Ion-Collider [47]. Together, these develop-
ments highlight angular spin interference as a new de-
gree of freedom for resolving gluon spatial structure, be-
yond what is accessible through t-dependent cross sec-
tions alone.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL: CORRECTIONS
DUE TO DETECTOR EFFECT

To quantify detector-induced modulations in the ϕ dis-
tribution, we use STARlight J/ψ → e+e− UPC events
with no physical cos(2ϕ) input (aT2 = 0). The events are
embedded into zero-bias data and processed through the
full GEANT3 simulation and STAR reconstruction chain,
with identical selections to those used for data. This pro-
cedure, widely employed in recent STAR analyses [45],
provides a realistic estimate of the detector response.

The reconstructed ϕ spectra in each pT bin are fitted
using

N(ϕ) = A [1 + aD2 cos(2ϕ)],

yielding a bin-by-bin determination of aD2 . For illustra-
tion, Fig. 4 shows the reconstructed distributions for two
low-pT bins.
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From these fits we extract aD2 = −0.0781 ± 0.0091 for
pT < 30 MeV/c and aD2 = 0.0275± 0.0068 for 30 < pT <
60 MeV/c. These values quantify the detector response
that is removed via the correction formula described in
the main text. No physical conclusions are drawn from
the magnitude of aD2 itself; only the corrected observable
aT2 is used in the physics interpretation.
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FIG. 4: Detector-only ϕ modulation from
STARlight+GEANT with STARlight input atrue2 = 0.
STARlight points are first embedded into zero-bias data,
then a full GEANT3-based reconstruction is performed. We
refer to this as “MC”. The curves are fit to the MC points
with 1 + aD2 cos(2ϕ).
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