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A bstract

W e calculate the rapidity dependence of the transverse doubl-spin asymm etry for the
D rellY an process to next-to-leading order in the strong coupling. Input transversity
distrdoutions are obtained by saturating the So er nequality at a low hadronicm ass scale.
Resuls for the polarized Bnl-R hic proton-proton collider and the proposed H era—-N

xed-target experin ent are presented, and the In uence of the Iim ited m uon acosptance
of the detectors on m easurem ents of the asym m etry is studied in detail.


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

O ne ofthem aprgoals of the forthcom ing soin program m e at the R hic polarized proton-—
proton collider isa rst m easurem ent of the transversity distrbution qx; 2) gl. ma
transversely polarized nucleon this counts the num ber of quarksw ith soin aligned parallel
to the nucleon spin m inus the num ber of quarks w ith opposite polarization B,3]. Being a
tw ist2 distribution function, it istheoretically as in portant asthe welkknow n unpolarized

and longitudinally polarized parton densities g(x; %) and qx; ?2), respectively.

D uring recent years we have gained som e theoretical know ledge of the properties of
g(x; 2). Among them ost in portant resuls is certainly the discovery ofSo er’s nequal
iy @], which states that
ja&; )3 %hq(X; Y+ qk; ) (1)
and sin ilarly for antiquarks. Its in portance resides in the fact that it is the only non—
trivialm odekindependent restriction on the size of the transversity distrbutions. It was
shown to be preserved by next-to—Jeading order NLO ) DG LAP evolution in \reasonabl"
factorization schem es, am ong them the M S-schem e f§, 4, /7], m eaning that if i holds at

som e scake ( it willalso be valid at any higher scale.

In a previous publication [g] we calculated upper bounds on the transverse double-
SoIn asymmetry Arr M ) WhereM isthe invarant m ass of the m uon pair) for the total
D rellY an cross section. In order to obtain the required nput set of \m axin ally possible"
transversity densities, we assum ed that So er’s inequality is satis ed at a low hadronic
scale. An In portant feature of our calculation was that we perform ed i at NLO , com bin—
ing the calculations of [§, 9] for the polarized NLO subprocess cross sectionsw ith those of
B,10] for the transversity tw o-Joop anom alous din ensions. T his seem ed m andatory, as it
iswellknown that the unpolarized D rellY an process receives rather large NLO QCD cor—
rections, and so one had to expect to encounter the sam e feature also for the transversely

polarized cross section.

O urprevious analysis [§] has the disadvantage that the cbservable A M ) isnot very
sensitive to the shape ofthe transversity distrdoutions. A Iso, in ] we assum ed the angular

accsptance of the detectors to be constant, ie., independent of the dimuon rapidity vy,



which can only be a rather crude approxin ation to the real experim ental conditions.
T herefore, In order to better suit the experin ental needs we study in this note the y
dependence of the transverse doubl-spon asymm etry.

nn

T he transversely polarized D rellY an cross section, d d d " =2, is given
as a double convolution of transversity distrdbutions w ith the corresponding transversely

polarized partonic cross section:

a4 Zldx21dx7dA H (% Z) @)
- e .
dM dyd Lk 2dM dyd Lrer w
where
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2\ _ 2 2 2 2 2
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a
r being the factorization scale. Equation ) only applies to photon exchange. In order
to also acocount orZ ° exchange and 7 ° interference, the electric charge e, of the quarks
m ust be replaced by an e ective one containing the electroweak e ects; e, eg., Eg. (20)
of @]. InEq. @), y denotes the rapidity ofthe din uon pairand isthe azin uthalanglk of
onemuon,wih = 0 in the direction ofpositive transverse spin ofthe lncom Ing protons.
The variablkes x!, xJ are related to y and the D rellY an scaling varisbke = M ?=S by

y “h—; = Xx;; @)

0o_ P

x = " d&; x e¥: o)

One can see that the region y > 0 (y < 0) ismainly sensitive to smallx) x?). To lowest
order (LO), x? and x5 coincide with the momentum fractions carried by the incident

partons. Indeed, one hasat LO:

d ~(0) 2 2 0 0
= oos (2 : 6
QM dyd 9SM 2) & x) & x) ©)

TheNLO (O ( 4)) correction to the subprocess cross section reads, In the M S-schem e

d AURS 27 a(R) 4 ket )
- F

e ’ — cos2 )
dMm dyd 9SM 2 X1X5 (}{l + Xl) (}{2 + X2)

N ote that the form ula for the unpolarized LO cross section in §§] contains a m isprint: the equation
()= 1 in the paragraph follow ng Eq. (15) should read ( )= 2.
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where 3 isthe renomn alization scale and
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Equation (]) is obtained by a suitabl factorization-schem e transfom ation of the cor-
responding result of B], which was calculated taking the glion o —chell in the process
! ' g, n orderto reqularize its collinear divergences. T he corregponding resuls
for the unpolarized NLO cross section d d "+ d "™ =2canbe und ;n {I1]. Note
that in the unpolarized case there isalso a contrbution by incom ng gluons, g ! * g,
which isabsent fortransverse polarization since there isno tw ist2 transversity ghion den—

sty §,128.

In order to increase the ocbservable rates, w e w ill integrate the unpolarized cross section
over , whereas in the polarized case we add each quadrant w ith a di erent sign. T hus,

the asymm etry w illbe de ned as

R R _ Ry_4 Rs_4 Ry_
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where M o,; denote the lim its of som e suitable bin In nvariant m ass.

Follow ing our previous study [g]on the total (ie. y-integrated) D relkY an cross section,

wew illtry to estin ate upper bounds on the transverse doubl-spin asym m etry by assum ing

_ ?Aleo note that the unpolarized result of {[1] for this subprocess is not given in the conventional
M S-schem e; however the translation can be easily m ade.



that the equality in (@) ho]dﬁ at a low hadronicmass scale . W e again choose ¢ to
coincide w ith the Input scale ofthe \radiative parton m odel" analysesm ade in [14,15] for
unpolarized and longitudinally polarized parton distrbutions, that is (ZJ;LO = 023Gev?
and §y., = 034G ev?®. A fterwards, the LO and NLO DGLAP evolution equations for
transversity distributions are used to cbtain (q) x; 2), where the factorization scak is

chosen to be equalto thedimuon massM . W ewillalso always take g F e

W e em phasize that the sign ofthe asym m etry cannot be predicted in thisway, because
only the absolute value ofthe transversity distribbution enters So er’s inequality. Thisalso
m eans that all possible combinations of signs in Eq. {}) must be checked =0 as to obtan
the m axim al absolute value of A+ M ;y). In our case, choosing all signs to be positive
always yielded the largest results.

Figures 1-3 show the \maxin ally possble" polarized cross section and transverse
doubl-soin asymm etry as functions of y, ﬁ)rpg = 200 GeV, 500 G&V at Rhic and
for Eyean = 820 G &V, corresponding to pE = 392GeV, at Hera-N, repectively. W e
have integrated over din uon m ass as Indicated In the gures, avoidingm asses an aller than
4GeV forHeraN and 5GeV PrRhic, where a Jarge background from cham ed-m eson
decay is expected. Resuls are presented forboth LO and NLO . The QCD corrections to
the polarized cross section tum out to be lJargest In the xed-target regim e, whereas the
asymm etry receives the largest corrections when going to higher energies. In m ost cases
the NLO contrbutions are sizeable and should be included for a m eaningfiil com parison
w ith future data. W e note in passing that we found that the dependence of the results

on the renom alization and factorization scales r and § isgreatly reduced at NLO .

In Figs. 13 we also display the statistical errors expected for such m easurem ents of
Ar;. Here, we try to estin ate the In uence of detector cuts on the error, which could
be rather crucial for m aking realistic predictions. For Instance, if the muon detectors

have lin ited angular coverage, one or both of the m uons m ight escape detection just for

3In our previous publication E] we actually did not saturate the total quark distributions, but only
their valence com ponent at the input scale (. Aswaspointed out In ELZ_;], this is, strictly speaking, not
the statem ent ofthe So er inequality. H ow ever, argum ents have been put forward EL',:_S] to the e ect that
the nequality m ight also apply to valence densities. Anyway, a carefiill num erical check con m s that
none of our resuls in i_d] is altered if one saturates the quark distribbutions instead of the valence ones.



geom etrical reasons, and the event is lost. In the case of the Rhic detector P henjxﬁ,
the endcaps willbe able to dentify muonswith 12 < ¥ j< 24; an additional cut on
the muon momentum , j> 2 Ge&V, will probably be necessary to get rid of unwanted
background. Central rapidiy m uon detector am s, which would cover 7 j< 035 (even
though for only half of the azinuth), were proposed but w ill not be realized [14]. Nev—
ertheless, we have also studied the in pact that they would have had on the achievable
experin ental accuracy. In order to calculate the relevant acosptances, the m om enta of
the outgoing muons must be known. However, they cannot be reconstructed from the
kinem atic varabls M ,y and Introduced above, shce M and y refer to the dinuon
system and is only one of the angles describing the direction of one muon. T herefore,
one has to consider a m ore di erential cross section, like

2
ax2
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where k; is the transverse m om entum of one of the muons. The acceptance curve for
the m easuram ent of, say, the y-dependence of the cross section or the asymmetry Arr,
can then be cbtained by dividing the results based on Eq. (0), after in plem entation
of approprate cuts on y , by the full resul, ie., the one integrated over all kr and
already used in Figs. 3. Note that Egs. {10) are obviously LO expressions, forwhich the
transverse m om enta of the two muons actually balance each other. W e could of course
extend also the acosptance analysis to NLO , w here the m uons are no longer badck-to-back
and the possibility arises that both muons go into the sam e hem isphere of the detector.
Asa result ofthis e ect, it is certainly expected that the acceptance calculated to NLO

w ill be bigger than the LO one. Neverthelss, we believe that our LO estin ate for the
acosptance is good enough to get a rough quantitative understanding of the in uence of

lin ited detector coverage on the statistical error.

“W e only calculate acosptance corrections for P henix, since the other m apr Rhic detector, Star,
cannot detect m uons, but only electrons. E lectron pair production does not seem as prom ising as m uon
pair production, as a very detailed study of the background is required in that case.



Figure4 shows the acceptances for muon identi cation in the endcaps only and for
the endcaps plus central detector am s. Note that the unpolarized acceptances " di er
from thepolarized ones " asa resul ofthe di erent k; -dependences ofthe corresoonding
cross sections (10). The resuls orT 5= 200 Gev and 500 G &V tum out to be aln ost
the sam e, because we used the sam e Iower lim it for the dinuon massM in both cases.
A cocording to Fig. 4, the acceptance for the central rapidity region y 0, where each
endcap or each central amm detects one m uon, is considerably an aller than for the large
rapidity region, where both muons hit the sam e endcap. A 1o, the ratio of \polarized—+to—
unpolarized accsptance" is an aller than unity in the form er case and larger than unity
for the latter. Thism eans that the experin entally m easured asymm etry w ill be sn aller
aty 0, but som ewhat enhanced at large y as com pared to the values given in Figs.
and 2. W e also see that the addition of muon identi cation In the central am s would
yield a much larger acosptance at an all and Intem ediate dinuon rapidities than found

for the \endcaps onky" scenario.

At themoment, Hera-N only has the status of a fairly general proposal ora xed-
target detector forpp spin experin ents at H era [L7]. T hus, nothing speci ¢ isknown yet
about appropriate kinem atical cuts. In our analysis we try to use reasonable values for
the kinem atical coverage, kesping In m Ind that the true detector could look signi cantly
di erent in case twilleverbebuilt. W euse 700 m rad orthehorizontaland 160m rad
for the vertical opening angle, whilk the beam pipe isassum ed to cover 10m rad. Such a

detector would have m uch larger acceptances than P henix, as can also be seen in Fig.4.

Exploiting our LO estin ates of the acoeptances " and ", we are now in a position to
calculate the expected statistical errors on the asymm etry. Here we assum e that it m akes
sense to adopt our LO acosptances curve also forthe NLO calculation; see our discussion
above. One then has for the statistical error of the \m easured" asymm etry, ie., after
correction for acceptance:

1
stat: error= — =7 (11)
P2 L. "d

where P denotes the degree of polarization of each beam , L is the Integrated um inosity,

and the integration goes over the bin under consideration. In order to consistently m atch
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the error bars to F igs. -3, we obviously have to weigh them by the ratio —Ri— = —R% .

T he statistical errors show the sam e features forboth R hic energies. A m easuram ent
in the central rapidity region w ill hardly be possible, even if the centralm uon detector
am s are added. Statistical errors at large rapidities do not depend on the pressnce of
central rapidity muon detection (see Fig.4), and prospects look slightly better here. T he
larger rates J‘brpg = 500 G&V are com pensated by a an aller asymm etry so that, for
both energies, the relative statistical error is about 40% at large y. Note that we also
Include the events w ith negative rapidity for the calculation of the error bars, since the
resuls are symm etric In y. The situation for H era-N is som ew hat better, w ith relative
errors of about 30% , and m ore possble bins. This is mainly due to the much larger
asymm etry In the xed-target regin e. However, for allthiswe should kesp In m Ind that
the asymm etries we show have been obtained assum Ing saturated transversity at a low
scale. Ifthe saturation were only at, say, the 50% Jlevel, then all asym m etries would have

to be scaled down by a factor 4, and no m easuram ent would be possbl.

C Jearly, the restriction in angular acceptance expressed by Fig.4 will also Jeave its
footprint for the y-integrated, ie., the total, D rellY an cross section. In other words, we
have to reinspect our predictionsm ade in §] for this quantity, to see whether there is any
dram atic change conceming the statisticalaccuracy ofa possblem easurem ent ofArr M ).
On the lkeft-hand sides of Figs. §+1 we show the unpolarized and polarized acceptances
for the total din uon cross section for the two R hic energies and the H era-N situation.
In the case of R hic, we distinguish again between the \endcaps only" and the \endcaps
plus am s" options. The general trend is that the acosptances are rather Iow for R hic
(P henix) and decrease with ncreasing M . Under our assum ed condiions for H era-N,
the acosptance tums out to be much higher and to be a rather at curve. On the right-
hand sides ofF igs.5¥] we redisplay our ndingsforA ;; M ) ofF igs.3-5 ofRef. [6], but now
w ith the m ore realistic error barsbased on our considerations conceming the acceptance.
One nds that at not too large M , a m easuram ent of a non-vanishing asymm etry for
the total D rell-Y an cross section still looks possble also for R hic, provided the \true"

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



large M appear hopeless. Again, H era-N looks in a som ew hat better shape.

In conclusion, we have studied the \m axin ally possibl" transverse double-spin asym —
metry Arr M ;y), resulting from saturation of So er's inequality at a Jow hadronic scale.
Tt tumsout that the Iim ited m uon acceptance forthe R hic experin ents threatenstom ake
a m easuram ent of transversity elusive. In particular, it willbe di cul, if not in possible,
to m easure the rapidity dependence of Ar:, which In principle would be expected to be
sensitive to the shape of the transversity densities. At best, one data point at large y
can be obtained, but w ith a large relative ervor. The lin itation in the m uon acosptance
also a ects the y-integrated cross section, so that the resulting A 1+ M ) will also receive
a substantial relative statistical error. An upgrade of the P henix detector towardsm uon
denti cation also in the centralam swould not in prove the situation signi cantly. Lower

energies, In com bination w ith better m uon acosptance, seem m ore favorable.
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F igure C aptions
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1 \M axin al" polarized cross section and asym m etry as functions ofdin uon rapidiyy
y ©rR hic at® S= 200G eV . The errorbarshave been caloulated Brl, = 320pb !,
70% polarzation ofboth beam s, and include acceptance corrections (see text). The
point at low rapidity can only be cbtained ifP henix isendowed w ith centralm uon

detector am s.
2 SameasFJ'g.l,butﬁ)rp§= 500G eV and L = 800pb .
3 SameasFig.1l,but DrHeraN with Epean = 820G &V and L = 240pb 1.

4 A cosptance curves for the detection of dinuons with the Phenix and Hera-
N detectors, as functions of the dimuon rapidiy y. The Phenix acceptances for
p§= 500 GeV and M = 5{20 GeV di er only very slightly from the resuls shown

hereﬁ)rthecasep§= 200 Gev.

5 D ependence of the acosptances and the NLO asymmetry At on the dinuon
Invariant m ass, integrated over rapidity, for P s = 200 GeV at Rhic. The ermor
bars on the right-hand side inclide the acosptance corrections and are based on
the param eters used for Fig. 1. The outer error bars correspond to the \endcaps
only" option, whilk the inner ones have been cbtained assum ing additional central

detector am s.

6 SameasFJ'g.S,butﬁ)rp5= 500 G&V . The errorbars forthebin M > 40 GeV

aremuch larger than the asym m etry and are therefore not shown in the gure.

7 Same asFig.5, but ﬁ)rp§= 392G eV, corresponding to Hera-N.
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