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A bstract

W e calculate the rapidity dependence ofthe transverse double-spin asym m etry for the

Drell-Yan process to next-to-leading order in the strong coupling. Input transversity

distributionsareobtained bysaturatingtheSo�erinequality atalow hadronicm assscale.

Results for the polarized Bnl-R hic proton-proton collider and the proposed H era-~N

�xed-targetexperim entare presented,and the in
uence ofthelim ited m uon acceptance

ofthedetectorson m easurem entsoftheasym m etry isstudied in detail.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9902250v1


Oneofthem ajorgoalsoftheforthcom ingspin program m eattheR hic polarized proton-

proton colliderisa �rstm easurem entofthe transversity distribution �q(x;�2)[1]. In a

transversely polarized nucleon thiscountsthenum berofquarkswith spin aligned parallel

tothenucleon spin m inusthenum berofquarkswith oppositepolarization [2,3].Being a

twist-2distributionfunction,itistheoreticallyasim portantasthewell-known unpolarized

and longitudinally polarized parton densitiesq(x;�2)and �q(x;� 2),respectively.

During recent yearswe have gained som e theoreticalknowledge ofthe properties of

�q(x;�2).Am ongthem ostim portantresultsiscertainly thediscovery ofSo�er’sinequal-

ity [4],which statesthat

j�q(x;�2)j�
1

2

h

q(x;�2)+ �q(x;� 2)
i

; (1)

and sim ilarly forantiquarks. Itsim portance resides in the factthatitisthe only non-

trivialm odel-independentrestriction on thesize ofthetransversity distributions.Itwas

shown tobepreserved by next-to-leading order(NLO)DGLAP evolution in \reasonable"

factorization schem es,am ong them the M S-schem e [5,6,7],m eaning thatifitholdsat

som escale�0 itwillalso bevalid atany higherscale.

In a previous publication [6]we calculated upper bounds on the transverse double-

spin asym m etry A TT(M )(whereM istheinvariantm assofthem uon pair)forthetotal

Drell-Yan crosssection.In ordertoobtain therequired inputsetof\m axim ally possible"

transversity densities,we assum ed thatSo�er’sinequality issatis�ed ata low hadronic

scale.An im portantfeatureofourcalculation wasthatweperform ed itatNLO,com bin-

ingthecalculationsof[8,9]forthepolarized NLO subprocesscrosssectionswith thoseof

[5,10]forthetransversity two-loop anom alousdim ensions.Thisseem ed m andatory,asit

iswellknown thattheunpolarized Drell-Yan processreceivesratherlargeNLO QCD cor-

rections,and so onehad to expectto encounterthesam efeaturealso forthetransversely

polarized crosssection.

Ourpreviousanalysis[6]hasthedisadvantagethattheobservableA TT(M )isnotvery

sensitivetotheshapeofthetransversity distributions.Also,in [6]weassum ed theangular

acceptance ofthe detectors to be constant,i.e.,independent ofthe dim uon rapidity y,
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which can only be a rather crude approxim ation to the realexperim entalconditions.

Therefore,in order to better suit the experim entalneeds we study in this note the y

dependence ofthetransverse double-spin asym m etry.

The transversely polarized Drell-Yan crosssection,d�� �
�

d�"" � d�"#
�

=2,isgiven

asa doubleconvolution oftransversity distributionswith thecorresponding transversely

polarized partoniccrosssection:

d��

dM dyd�
=

Z
1

x0
1

dx1

Z
1

x0
2

dx2
d��̂

dM dyd�
�H (x1;x2;�

2

F ); (2)

where

�H (x1;x2;�
2

F )=
X

q

e
2

q

h

�q(x1;�
2

F )��q(x2;�
2

F )+ ��q(x1;�
2

F )�q(x2;�
2

F )
i

; (3)

�F being thefactorization scale.Equation (3)only appliesto photon exchange.In order

to also accountforZ 0 exchangeand 
Z0 interference,theelectricchargeeq ofthequarks

m ustbereplaced by an e�ectiveonecontaining theelectroweak e�ects;see,e.g.,Eq.(20)

of[6].In Eq.(2),ydenotestherapidity ofthedim uon pairand � istheazim uthalangleof

onem uon,with � = 0in thedirection ofpositivetransversespin oftheincom ing protons.

Thevariablesx0
1
,x0

2
arerelated to y and theDrell-Yan scaling variable� = M 2=S by

y �
1

2
ln
x01

x02
; � = x

0

1
x
0

2
; (4)

x
0

1
=

p
�e

y
; x

0

2
=
p
�e

� y
: (5)

Onecan seethattheregion y > 0 (y < 0)ism ainly sensitive to sm allx02 (x
0
1).To lowest

order (LO),x0
1
and x0

2
coincide with the m om entum fractions carried by the incident

partons.Indeed,onehasatLO 1:

d��̂(0)

dM dyd�
=

2�2

9SM
cos(2�)�(x1 � x

0

1
)�(x2 � x

0

2
): (6)

TheNLO (O (�s))correction to thesubprocesscrosssection reads,in theM S-schem e

d��̂(1);M S

dM dyd�
=

2�2

9SM
CF

�s(�
2
R)

2�

4�(x1x2 + �)

x1x2(x1 + x01)(x2 + x02)
cos(2�)

1Note thatthe form ula forthe unpolarized LO crosssection in [6]containsa m isprint:the equation

�(�)= 1 in the paragraph following Eq.(15)should read �(�)= 2.
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�

(

�(x1 � x
0

1)�(x2 � x
0

2)

"
1

2
ln

2
(1� x0

1
)(1� x0

2
)

�
+
�2

2
� 4

#

+�(x1 � x
0

1)

"
1

(x2 � x02)+
ln
2x2(1� x0

1
)

�(x2 + x02)
+

 
ln(x2 � x0

2
)

x2 � x02

!

+

+
1

x2 � x02
ln
x0
2

x2

#

+�(x2 � x
0

2
)

"
1

(x1 � x01)+
ln
2x1(1� x02)

�(x1 + x01)
+

 
ln(x1 � x01)

x1 � x01

!

+

+
1

x1 � x01
ln
x01

x1

#

+
1

[(x1 � x01)(x2 � x02)]+
+
2(x1 + x0

1
)(x2 + x0

2
)

(x1x
0
2 + x2x

0
1)
2

�
6ln

�
x1x2+ �

x1x
0

2
+ x2x

0

1

�

(x1 � x01)(x2 � x02)

+ ln
M 2

�2F

"

�(x1 � x
0

1)�(x2 � x
0

2)
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2
+ ln

(1� x0
1
)(1� x0

2
)

�

!

+�(x1 � x
0

1
)

1

(x2 � x02)+
+ �(x2 � x

0

2
)

1

(x1 � x01)+

#)

; (7)

where�R istherenorm alization scaleand

Z
1

x0
i

dxif(xi)
1

(xi� x0i)+
�

Z
1

x0
i

dxi
f(xi)� f(x0i)

xi� x0i
: (8)

Equation (7) is obtained by a suitable factorization-schem e transform ation ofthe cor-

responding result of[8],which was calculated taking the gluon o�-shellin the process

q�q ! �+ �� g,in orderto regularize itscollineardivergences. The corresponding results

fortheunpolarized NLO crosssection d� �
�

d�"" + d�"#
�

=2 can befound in [11].Note

thatin theunpolarized casethereisalsoacontribution by incom inggluons,qg ! �+ �� q,

which isabsentfortransversepolarization sincethereisnotwist-2transversity gluon den-

sity [3,12]2.

In ordertoincreasetheobservablerates,wewillintegratetheunpolarized crosssection

over�,whereasin the polarized case we add each quadrantwith a di�erentsign. Thus,

theasym m etry willbede�ned as

A TT(M ;y)�

RM 1

M 0
dM

�R�=4
� �=4

�
R3�=4
�=4

+
R5�=4
3�=4

�
R7�=4
5�=4

�

d� d��=dM dyd�
RM 1

M 0
dM

R
2�

0
d� d�=dM dyd�

; (9)

whereM 0;1 denotethelim itsofsom esuitablebin in invariantm ass.

Followingourpreviousstudy[6]on thetotal(i.e.y-integrated)Drell-Yan crosssection,

wewilltrytoestim ateupperboundsonthetransversedouble-spin asym m etrybyassum ing

2Also note that the unpolarized result of[11]for this subprocess is not given in the conventional

M S-schem e;howeverthe translation can be easily m ade.
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thatthe equality in (1)holds3 ata low hadronic m assscale �0. W e again choose �0 to

coincidewith theinputscaleofthe\radiativeparton m odel"analysesm adein [14,15]for

unpolarized and longitudinally polarized parton distributions,thatis�2
0;LO = 0:23GeV 2

and �2
0;N LO = 0:34GeV 2.Afterwards,the LO and NLO DGLAP evolution equationsfor

transversity distributionsareused to obtain �
(� )

q (x;�2F ),wherethefactorization scale is

chosen to beequalto thedim uon m assM .W ewillalso alwaystake�R � �F .

W eem phasizethatthesign oftheasym m etry cannotbepredicted in thisway,because

onlytheabsolutevalueofthetransversity distribution entersSo�er’sinequality.Thisalso

m eansthatallpossiblecom binationsofsignsin Eq.(1)m ustbechecked so asto obtain

the m axim alabsolute value ofA TT(M ;y). In ourcase,choosing allsignsto be positive

alwaysyielded thelargestresults.

Figures 1-3 show the \m axim ally possible" polarized cross section and transverse

double-spin asym m etry as functions ofy,for
p
s = 200 GeV,500 GeV at R hic and

forE beam = 820 GeV,corresponding to
p
s = 39:2GeV,at H era-~N,respectively. W e

haveintegrated overdim uon m assasindicated in the�gures,avoidingm assessm allerthan

4 GeV forH era-~N and 5 GeV forR hic,wherea largebackground from charm ed-m eson

decay isexpected.Resultsarepresented forboth LO and NLO.TheQCD correctionsto

thepolarized crosssection turn outto belargestin the�xed-targetregim e,whereasthe

asym m etry receivesthe largestcorrectionswhen going to higherenergies. In m ostcases

theNLO contributionsaresizeable and should beincluded fora m eaningfulcom parison

with future data. W e note in passing thatwe found thatthe dependence ofthe results

on therenorm alization and factorization scales�R and �F isgreatly reduced atNLO.

In Figs.1-3 we also display the statisticalerrorsexpected forsuch m easurem ents of

A TT. Here,we try to estim ate the in
uence ofdetector cuts on the error,which could

be rather crucialfor m aking realistic predictions. For instance,ifthe m uon detectors

have lim ited angularcoverage,oneorboth ofthem uonsm ightescape detection justfor

3In ourpreviouspublication [6]we actually did notsaturate the totalquark distributions,butonly

theirvalence com ponentatthe inputscale �0.Aswaspointed outin [13],thisis,strictly speaking,not
thestatem entoftheSo�erinequality.However,argum entshavebeen putforward [4,5]to thee�ectthat

the inequality m ight also apply to valence densities. Anyway,a carefulnum ericalcheck con�rm s that

noneofourresultsin [6]isaltered ifone saturatesthe quark distributionsinstead ofthe valenceones.
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geom etricalreasons,and the event is lost. In the case ofthe R hic detector Phenix4,

the endcapswillbe able to identify m uonswith 1:2 < jy�� j< 2:4;an additionalcuton

the m uon m om entum ,j~kj> 2 GeV,willprobably be necessary to getrid ofunwanted

background.Centralrapidity m uon detectorarm s,which would coverjy�� j< 0:35 (even

though foronly halfofthe azim uth),were proposed butwillnotbe realized [16]. Nev-

ertheless,we have also studied the im pact thatthey would have had on the achievable

experim entalaccuracy. In order to calculate the relevant acceptances,the m om enta of

the outgoing m uons m ust be known. However,they cannot be reconstructed from the

kinem atic variables M ,y and � introduced above,since M and y refer to the dim uon

system and � isonly one ofthe anglesdescribing the direction ofone m uon. Therefore,

onehasto considera m oredi�erentialcrosssection,like

d�̂(0)

dM dyd�dkT
=

4�2

3SM 3

kT

�

2�
4k2

T

M 2

�

r

1�
4k2

T

M 2

�(x1 � x
0

1
)�(x2 � x

0

2
);

d��̂(0)

dM dyd�dkT
=

16�2

3SM 5

k3T
r

1�
4k2

T

M 2

cos(2�)�(x1 � x
0

1
)�(x2 � x

0

2
); (10)

where kT is the transverse m om entum ofone ofthe m uons. The acceptance curve for

the m easurem ent of,say,the y-dependence ofthe crosssection orthe asym m etry A TT,

can then be obtained by dividing the results based on Eq.(10),after im plem entation

ofappropriate cuts on y�� ,by the fullresult,i.e.,the one integrated over allkT and

already used in Figs.1-3.NotethatEqs.(10)areobviously LO expressions,forwhich the

transverse m om enta ofthe two m uonsactually balance each other. W e could ofcourse

extend also theacceptanceanalysisto NLO,wherethem uonsareno longerback-to-back

and the possibility arisesthatboth m uonsgo into the sam e hem isphere ofthe detector.

Asa resultofthise�ect,itiscertainly expected thatthe acceptance calculated to NLO

willbe biggerthan the LO one. Nevertheless,we believe thatourLO estim ate forthe

acceptance isgood enough to geta rough quantitative understanding ofthe in
uence of

lim ited detectorcoverageon thestatisticalerror.

4W e only calculate acceptance correctionsfor Phenix,since the other m ajorR hic detector,Star,

cannotdetectm uons,butonly electrons.Electron pairproduction doesnotseem asprom ising asm uon

pairproduction,asa very detailed study ofthe background isrequired in thatcase.
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Figure 4 shows the acceptances form uon identi�cation in the endcaps only and for

the endcaps plus centraldetector arm s. Note thatthe unpolarized acceptances " di�er

from thepolarized ones�"asaresultofthedi�erentkT-dependencesofthecorresponding

crosssections(10). The resultsfor
p
s = 200 GeV and 500 GeV turn outto be alm ost

the sam e,because we used the sam e lowerlim itforthe dim uon m assM in both cases.

According to Fig.4,the acceptance for the centralrapidity region y � 0,where each

endcap oreach centralarm detectsone m uon,isconsiderably sm allerthan forthe large

rapidity region,whereboth m uonshitthesam eendcap.Also,theratio of\polarized-to-

unpolarized acceptance" issm allerthan unity in the form ercase and largerthan unity

forthe latter. Thism eansthatthe experim entally m easured asym m etry willbe sm aller

aty � 0,butsom ewhatenhanced atlarge y ascom pared to the valuesgiven in Figs.1

and 2. W e also see thatthe addition ofm uon identi�cation in the centralarm s would

yield a m uch largeracceptance atsm alland interm ediate dim uon rapiditiesthan found

forthe\endcapsonly" scenario.

Atthe m om ent,H era-~N only hasthe statusofa fairly generalproposalfora �xed-

targetdetectorforppspin experim entsatH era [17].Thus,nothingspeci�cisknown yet

aboutappropriate kinem aticalcuts. In ouranalysiswe try to use reasonable valuesfor

thekinem aticalcoverage,keeping in m ind thatthetruedetectorcould look signi�cantly

di�erentin caseitwilleverbebuilt.W euse�700m rad forthehorizontaland �160m rad

fortheverticalopeningangle,whilethebeam pipeisassum ed tocover�10m rad.Such a

detectorwould havem uch largeracceptancesthan Phenix,ascan also beseen in Fig.4.

Exploiting ourLO estim atesoftheacceptances" and �",wearenow in a position to

calculatetheexpected statisticalerrorson theasym m etry.Hereweassum ethatitm akes

senseto adoptourLO acceptancescurvealso fortheNLO calculation;seeourdiscussion

above. One then has for the statisticalerror ofthe \m easured" asym m etry,i.e.,after

correction foracceptance:

stat:error=
1

P 2

q

L
R
"d�

; (11)

whereP denotesthedegreeofpolarization ofeach beam ,L istheintegrated lum inosity,

and theintegration goesoverthebin underconsideration.In orderto consistently m atch
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theerrorbarsto Figs.1-3,weobviously haveto weigh them by theratio

R
d��

R
d�

=

R
�"d��
R
"d�

.

Thestatisticalerrorsshow thesam efeaturesforboth R hic energies.A m easurem ent

in the centralrapidity region willhardly be possible,even ifthe centralm uon detector

arm s are added. Statisticalerrors atlarge rapidities do notdepend on the presence of

centralrapidity m uon detection (seeFig.4),and prospectslook slightly betterhere.The

larger rates for
p
s = 500 GeV are com pensated by a sm aller asym m etry so that,for

both energies,the relative statisticalerror is about 40% at large y. Note that we also

include the eventswith negative rapidity forthe calculation ofthe errorbars,since the

resultsare sym m etric in y.The situation forH era-~N issom ewhatbetter,with relative

errors ofabout 30% ,and m ore possible bins. This is m ainly due to the m uch larger

asym m etry in the�xed-targetregim e.However,forallthisweshould keep in m ind that

the asym m etries we show have been obtained assum ing saturated transversity ata low

scale.Ifthesaturation wereonly at,say,the50% level,then allasym m etrieswould have

to bescaled down by a factor4,and no m easurem entwould bepossible.

Clearly,the restriction in angular acceptance expressed by Fig.4 willalso leave its

footprintforthe y-integrated,i.e.,thetotal,Drell-Yan crosssection.In otherwords,we

haveto reinspectourpredictionsm adein [6]forthisquantity,toseewhetherthereisany

dram aticchangeconcerningthestatisticalaccuracyofapossiblem easurem entofA TT(M ).

On the left-hand sides ofFigs.5-7 we show the unpolarized and polarized acceptances

forthe totaldim uon crosssection forthe two R hic energiesand the H era-~N situation.

In thecase ofR hic,we distinguish again between the\endcapsonly" and the\endcaps

plusarm s" options. The generaltrend isthatthe acceptances are ratherlow forR hic

(Phenix)and decrease with increasing M . Underourassum ed conditionsforH era-~N,

theacceptance turnsoutto bem uch higherand to bea rather
atcurve.On the right-

handsidesofFigs.5-7weredisplayour�ndingsforA TT(M )ofFigs.3-5ofRef.[6],butnow

with them orerealisticerrorbarsbased on ourconsiderationsconcerning theacceptance.

One �nds that at not too large M ,a m easurem ent ofa non-vanishing asym m etry for

the totalDrell-Yan cross section stilllookspossible also forR hic,provided the \true"

transversity densities are anywhere near the ones we have m odeled. M easurem ents at

7



largeM appearhopeless.Again,H era-~N looksin a som ewhatbettershape.

In conclusion,wehavestudied the\m axim ally possible" transversedouble-spin asym -

m etry A TT(M ;y),resulting from saturation ofSo�er’sinequality ata low hadronicscale.

Itturnsoutthatthelim ited m uon acceptancefortheR hic experim entsthreatenstom ake

a m easurem entoftransversity elusive.In particular,itwillbedi�cult,ifnotim possible,

to m easure the rapidity dependence ofA TT,which in principle would be expected to be

sensitive to the shape ofthe transversity densities. At best,one data point at large y

can be obtained,butwith a large relative error.The lim itation in the m uon acceptance

also a�ectsthey-integrated crosssection,so thattheresulting A TT(M )willalso receive

a substantialrelativestatisticalerror.An upgradeofthePhenix detectortowardsm uon

identi�cation alsoin thecentralarm swould notim provethesituation signi�cantly.Lower

energies,in com bination with betterm uon acceptance,seem m orefavorable.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1 \M axim al"polarized crosssection and asym m etry asfunctionsofdim uon rapidity

yforR hic at
p
s= 200GeV.Theerrorbarshavebeen calculated forL = 320pb� 1,

70% polarization ofboth beam s,and includeacceptancecorrections(seetext).The

pointatlow rapidity can only beobtained ifPhenix isendowed with centralm uon

detectorarm s.

Fig.2 Sam easFig.1,butfor
p
s= 500GeV and L = 800pb

� 1
.

Fig.3 Sam easFig.1,butforH era-~N with E beam = 820GeV and L = 240pb� 1.

Fig.4 Acceptance curves for the detection ofdim uons with the Phenix and H era-

~N detectors,asfunctions ofthe dim uon rapidity y. The Phenix acceptances for
p
s= 500 GeV and M = 5{20 GeV di�eronly very slightly from theresultsshown

hereforthecase
p
s= 200 GeV.

Fig.5 Dependence ofthe acceptances and the NLO asym m etry A TT on the dim uon

invariant m ass,integrated over rapidity,for
p
s = 200 GeV at R hic. The error

bars on the right-hand side include the acceptance corrections and are based on

the param eters used forFig.1. The outererrorbars correspond to the \endcaps

only" option,while the inneroneshave been obtained assum ing additionalcentral

detectorarm s.

Fig.6 Sam e asFig.5,butfor
p
s = 500 GeV.The errorbarsforthe bin M > 40 GeV

arem uch largerthan theasym m etry and arethereforenotshown in the�gure.

Fig.7 Sam easFig.5,butfor
p
s= 39:2GeV,corresponding to H era-~N.
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