arXiv:1006.4221v1 [hep-ex] 22 Jun 2010

Effects of transversity in deep-inelastic scattering by polarized protons

Hermes Collaboration

A. Airapetian^{ℓ,o}, N. Akopov^z, Z. Akopov^e, E.C. Aschenauer^{f,1}, W. Augustyniak^y, R. Avakian^z, A. Avetissian^z, E. Avetisyan^e, A. Bacchetta^2, S. Belostotski^r, N. Bianchi^j, H.P. Blok^{q,x}, A. Borissov^e, J. Bowles^m, I. Brodsky^ℓ, V. Bryzgalov^s, J. Burns^m, M. Capiluppi^i, G.P. Capitani^j, E. Cisbani^u, G. Ciullo^i, M. Contalbrigo^i, P.F. Dalpiaz^i, W. Deconinck^{e,3}, R. De Leo^b, L. De Nardo^{k,e}, E. De Sanctis^j, M. Diefenthaler^{n,h}, P. Di Nezza^j, M. Düren^ℓ, M. Ehrenfried^ℓ, G. Elbakian^z, F. Ellinghaus^{d,4}, U. Elschenbroich^k, R. Fabbri^f , A. Fantoni^j, L. Felawka^v, S. Frullani^u, D. Gabbert^{k,f} , G. Gapienko^s, V. Gapienko^s, F. Garibaldi^u, V. Gharibyan^z, F. Giordano^{e,i}, S. Gliske^o, M. Golembiovskaya^f , C. Hadjidakis^j, M. Hartig^{e,5}, D. Hasch^j, G. Hill^m, A. Hillenbrand^f, M. Hoek^m, Y. Holler^e, I. Hristova^f , Y. Imazu^w, A. Ivanilov^s, H.E. Jackson^a, H.S. Jo^k, S. Joosten^{n,k}, R. Kaiser^m, G. Karyan^z, T. Keri^{m,ℓ}, E. Kinney^d, A. Kisselev^r, N. Kobayashi^w, V. Korotkov^s, V. Kozlov^p, P. Kravchenko^r, L. Lagamba^b, R. Lamb^n, L. Lapikás^q, I. Lehmann^m, P. Lenisa^i, L.A. Linden-Levy^n, A. López Ruiz^k, W. Lorenzon^o, X.-G. Lu^f , X.-R. Lu^w, B.-Q. Ma^c, D. Mahon^m, N.C.R. Makins^n, S.I. Manaenkov^r, L. Manfré^u, Y. Mao^c, B. Marianski^y, A. Martínez de la Ossa^d, H. Marukyan^z, C.A. Miller^v, Y. Miyachi^{w,6}, A. Movsisyan^z, M. Murray^m, A. Mussgiller^{e,h}, E. Nappi^b, Y. Naryshkin^r, A. Nass^h, M. Negodaev^f , W.-D. Nowak^f , L.L. Pappalardo^i, R. Perez-Benito^ℓ, N. Pickert^h, M. Raithel^h, P.E. Reimer^a, A.R. Reolon^j, C. Riedl^f , K. Rith^h, G. Rosner^m, A. Rostomyan^e, J. Rubin^n, D. Ryckbosch^k, Y. Salomatin^s, F. Sanftl^w, A. Schäfer^t, G. Schnell^{f,k}, B. Seitz^m, T.-A. Shibata^w, V. Shutov^g, M. Stancari^i, M. Statera^i, E. Steffens^h, J.J.M. Steijger^q, H. Stenzel^ℓ, J. Stewart^f , F. Stinzing^h, S. Taroian^z, A. Terkulov^p, A. Trzcinski^y, M. Tytgat^k, P.B. van der Nat^q, Y. Van Haarlem^{k,7}, C. Van Hulse^k, D. Veretennikov^r, V. Vikhrov^r, I. Vilardi^b, C. Vogel^h, S. Wang^c, S. Yaschenko^{f,h}, H. Ye^c, Z. Ye^e, S. Yen^v, W. Yu^ℓ, D. Zeiler^h, B. Zihlmann^e, P. Zupranski^y

aPhysics Division, Argonne National Laboratory, Argonne, Illinois 60439-4843, USA bIstituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Bari, 70124 Bari, Italy cSchool of Physics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China dNuclear Physics Laboratory, University of Colorado, Boulder, Colorado 80309-0390, USA eDESY, 22603 Hamburg, Germany f DESY, 15738 Zeuthen, Germany gJoint Institute for Nuclear Research, 141980 Dubna, Russia hPhysikalisches Institut, Universität Erlangen-Nürnberg, 91058 Erlangen, Germany iIstituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Ferrara and Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Ferrara, 44100 Ferrara, Italy jIstituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, 00044 Frascati, Italy kDepartment of Subatomic and Radiation Physics, University of Gent, 9000 Gent, Belgium ℓII. Physikalisches Institut, Universität Gießen, 35392 Gießen, Germany mDepartment of Physics and Astronomy, University of Glasgow, Glasgow G12 8QQ, United Kingdom nDepartment of Physics, University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois 61801-3080, USA oRandall Laboratory of Physics, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48109-1040, USA pLebedev Physical Institute, 117924 Moscow, Russia qNational Institute for Subatomic Physics (Nikhef), 1009 DB Amsterdam, The Netherlands rPetersburg Nuclear Physics Institute, Gatchina, Leningrad region, 188300 Russia sInstitute for High Energy Physics, Protvino, Moscow region, 142281 Russia tInstitut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Regensburg, 93040 Regensburg, Germany uIstituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione Roma 1, Gruppo Sanità and Physics Laboratory, Istituto Superiore di Sanità, 00161 Roma, Italy vTRIUMF, Vancouver, British Columbia V6T 2A3, Canada

Preprint submitted to Physics Letters B 12 April 2018 w Department of Physics, Tokyo Institute of Technology, Tokyo 152, Japan xDepartment of Physics and Astronomy, VU University, 1081 HV Amsterdam, The Netherlands yAndrzej Soltan Institute for Nuclear Studies, 00-689 Warsaw, Poland zYerevan Physics Institute, 375036 Yerevan, Armenia

Abstract

Single-spin asymmetries for pions and charged kaons are measured in semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering of positrons and electrons off a transversely nuclear-polarized hydrogen target. The dependence of the cross section on the azimuthal angles of the target polarization (ϕS ) and the produced hadron (ϕ) is found to have a substantial sin(ϕ + ϕS ) modulation for the production of π^+, π^− and K^+. This Fourier component can be interpreted in terms of non-zero transversity distribution functions and non-zero favored and disfavored Collins fragmentation functions with opposite sign. For π^0 and K^− production the amplitude of this Fourier component is consistent with zero.

Key words: semi-inclusive DIS, single-spin asymmetries, polarized structure functions, transversity, Collins function PACS: 13.60.-r, 13.88.+e, 14.20.Dh, 14.65.-q

Most of our knowledge about the internal structure of nucleons comes from deep-inelastic scattering (DIS) experiments. At the energies of current fixed-target experiments, the dominant process in DIS of charged leptons by nucleons is the exchange of a single space-like photon with a squared four-momentum −Q^2 much larger than the typical hadronic scale, usually set to be the squared mass M^2 of the nucleon. The cross section for this lepton scattering process can be decomposed in a model-independent way in terms of structure functions. Factorization theorems based on quantum chromodynamics (QCD) provide an interpretation of these structure functions in terms of parton distribution functions (PDFs), which ultimately reveal crucial aspects of the dynamics of confined quarks and gluons.

Polarized inclusive DIS on nucleons, lN → l^′X (where X denotes the undetected final state), neglecting weak boson exchange can be described by four structure functions (see, e.g, Refs. [1,2]). They can be interpreted using collinear factorization theorems (see, e.g, Ref. [3,4] and references therein). Three of the structure functions contain contributions at leading order in an expansion in M/Q (twist expansion). These contributions include the leading-twist (twist-2) quark distribution functions f^q_1 (x) and g^q_1(x) [2] (for simplicity, the dependence on Q^2 has been dropped). The variable x represents the fraction of the nucleon mo-

1 Now at: Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, NY 11772-5000, USA 2 Address: Dipartimento di Fisica Nucleare e Teorica, Università di Pavia and Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Pavia, via Bassi 6, 27100 Pavia, Italy 3 Now at: Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA 4 Now at: Institut für Physik, Universität Mainz, 55128 Mainz, Germany 5 Now at: Institut für Kernphysik, Universität Frankfurt a.M., 60438 Frankfurt a.M., Germany 6 Now at: Department of Physics, Yamagata University, Kojirakawacho 1-4-12, Yamagata 990-8560, Japan 7 Now at: Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, PA 15213, USA

mentum carried by the parton in a frame where the nucleon moves infinitely fast in the direction opposite to the probe. The hard probe defines a specific direction (q in Fig. 1), usually denoted as longitudinal, and the transverse plane perpendicular to it. In a parton-model picture, f^q_1 (x) describes the number density of quarks of flavor q in a fastmoving nucleon without regard to their polarization. The PDF g^q_1(x) describes the difference between the number densities of quarks with helicity equal or opposite to that of the nucleon if the nucleon is longitudinally polarized. The integrals over x of f^q_1 (x) and g^q_1(x) are related to the vector and axial charge of the nucleon, respectively.

There is a third leading-twist PDF, the function h^q_1(x)^8 , called the transversity distribution (see Ref. [5] for a review on the subject). Its integral over x is related to the tensor charge of the nucleon [6]. It can be interpreted as the difference between the densities of quarks with transverse (Pauli-Lubanski) polarization parallel or anti-parallel to the transverse polarization of the nucleon [7]. In contrast to f^q_1 (x) and g^q_1 (x), due to helicity conservation, there exist no gluon analog of h^q_1(x) in the case of spin-^1_2 targets. Therefore, h^q_1(x) cannot mix with gluons under QCD evolution.

The transversity distribution does not appear in any structure function in inclusive DIS because it is odd under inversion of the quark chirality. It must be combined with another chiral-odd nonperturbative partner to appear in a cross section for hard processes involving only QED or QCD, as such interactions preserve chirality. For this reason, in spite of decades of inclusive DIS studies, no experimental information on the transversity distribution was available until recently. In lepton-nucleon scattering, the transversity distribution can be accessed experimentally only in semi-inclusive DIS with a transversely polarized target, where it can appear in combination with, e.g., the

8 In literature, the distribution functions f^q_1 (x), g^q_1 (x), and h^q_1(x) are also denoted as q(x), Δq(x), and δq(x), respectively.

chiral-odd Collins fragmentation function [8]. This Letter presents a measurement of the associated signal.

In semi-inclusive DIS, lN → l^′hX, where a hadron h is detected in the final state in coincidence with the scattered lepton, the cross section depends on, among other variables, the hadron transverse momentum and its azimuthal orientation with respect to the lepton scattering plane about the virtual-photon direction. If the target is polarized and the polarization of the final state is not measured, the semiinclusive DIS cross section can be decomposed in terms of 18 semi-inclusive structure functions (see, e.g, Ref. [9]).

When the transverse momentum of the produced hadron is small compared to the hard scale Q, semi-inclusive DIS can be described using transverse-momentum-dependent factorization [10,11]. The semi-inclusive structure functions can be interpreted in terms of convolutions involving transverse-momentum-dependent parton distribution and fragmentation functions [12]. The former encode information about the distribution of partons in a threedimensional momentum space, and the latter describe the hadronization process in a three-dimensional momentum space. Hence, the study of semi-inclusive DIS not only opens the way to the measurement of transversity, but also probes new dimensions of the structure of the nucleon and of the hadronization process, thus offering new perspectives to our understanding of QCD.

When performing a twist expansion, eight semi-inclusive structure functions contain contributions at leading order, related to the eight leading-twist transverse-momentum-dependent PDFs [9]. One of these structure functions is interpreted as the convolution of the transversity distribution function h^q_1(x, p^2_T) (not integrated over the transverse momentum) and the Collins fragmentation function H^{⊥q→h} 1 (z, k^2_T), which acts as a polarimeter being sensitive to the correlation between the transverse polarization of the fragmenting quark and k_T [8]. Here, z in the targetrest frame denotes the fraction of the virtual photon energy carried by the produced hadron h, p_T denotes the transverse momentum of the quark with respect to the parent nucleon direction, and k_T denotes the transverse momentum of the fragmenting quark with respect to the direction of the produced hadron. This structure function manifests itself as a sin(ϕ+ϕ_S ) modulation in the semi-inclusive DIS cross section with a transversely polarized target. Its Fourier amplitude, henceforth named Collins amplitude, is denoted as 2⟨ sin(ϕ+ϕ_S )⟩^h_{UT}, where ϕ (ϕ_S ) represents the azimuthal angle of the hadron momentum (of the transverse component of the target spin) with respect to the lepton scattering plane and about the virtual-photon direction, in accordance with the Trento Conventions [13] (see Fig. 1). The subscript UT denotes unpolarized beam and target polarization transverse with respect to the virtualphoton direction. Other azimuthal modulations have different origins and involve other distribution and fragmentation functions. They can be disentangled through their specific dependence on the two azimuthal angles ϕ and ϕ_S

Fig. 1. The definition of the azimuthal angles ϕ and ϕ_S relative to the lepton scattering plane.

(see, e.g, Refs. [9,14,15]). Results on, e.g., the sin(ϕ − ϕ_S ) modulation of this data set were reported in Ref. [16].

Non-zero Collins amplitudes were previously published for charged pions from a hydrogen target [17], based on a small subset (about 10%) of the data reported here, consisting of about 8.76 million DIS events. Collins amplitudes for unidentified hadrons were measured on protons [18] and for pions and kaons, albeit consistent with zero, on deuterons [19–21] by the Compass collaboration. In Refs. [22,23] the first joint extraction of the transversity distribution function and the Collins fragmentation function was carried out, under simplifying assumptions, using preliminary results from a subset of the present data in combination with the deuteron data from the Compass collaboration [19–21] and e^+e^− annihilation data from the Belle collaboration [24,25]. Recently, significant amplitudes for two-hadron production in semi-inclusive DIS, which constitutes an independent process to probe transversity, were measured at the Hermes experiment [26] providing additional evidence for a non-zero transversity distribution function.

In this Letter, in addition to much improved statistical precision on the charged pion results, the Collins amplitudes for identified K^+, K^−, and π^0 are presented for the first time for a proton target. The data reported here were recorded during the 2002–2005 running period of the Hermes experiment with a transversely nuclear-polarized hydrogen target stored in an open-ended target cell internal to the 27.6 GeV Hera polarized positron/electron storage ring at Desy. The two beam helicity states are almost perfectly balanced in the present data, and no measurable contribution arising from the residual net beam polarization to the amplitudes extracted was observed. The target cell was fed by an atomic-beam source [27], which uses Stern– Gerlach separation combined with radio-frequency transitions of hyperfine states. The target cell was immersed in a transversely oriented magnetic holding field. The effects of this magnetic field were taken into account in the reconstruction of the vertex positions and the scattering angles of charged particles. The nuclear polarization of the atoms was flipped at 1–3 minutes time intervals, while both the polarization and the atomic fraction inside the target cell were continuously measured [28]. The average magnitude of the proton-polarization component perpendicular to the beam direction was 0.725±0.053. Scattered leptons and coincident hadrons were detected by the Hermes spectrometer [29]. Leptons were identified with an efficiency exceeding 98% and a hadron contamination of less than 1%. Charged hadrons detected within the momentum range 2–15 GeV were identified using a dual-radiator RICH by means of a hadron-identification algorithm that takes into account the event topology. The detection of the neutral pions is based on the measurements of photon pairs in the electromagnetic calorimeter. These were accepted only if E_γ > 1 GeV and 0.10 GeV < M_{γγ} < 0.17 GeV, where E_γ and M_{γγ} denote the photon energy and the photon-pair invariant mass, respectively. The combinatorial background was evaluated in the side-bands 0.06 GeV < M_{γγ} < 0.10 GeV and 0.17 GeV < M_{γγ} < 0.21 GeV.

Events were selected according to the kinematic requirements W^2 > 10 GeV^2, 0.023 < x < 0.4, 0.1 < y < 0.95, and Q^2 > 1 GeV^2, where W^2 ≡ (P + q)^2, Q^2 ≡ −q^2 ≡ −(k − k^′)^2, y ≡ (P · q)/(P · k), and x ≡ Q^2/(2P · q) are the conventional DIS kinematic variables with P , k and k^′ representing the four-momenta of the initial state target proton, incident and outgoing lepton, respectively. In order to minimize target fragmentation effects as well as to exclude kinematic regions where contributions from exclusive channels become sizable, coincident hadrons were only included if 0.2 < z < 0.7, where z ≡ (P · P_h)/(P · q) and P_h is the four-momentum of the produced hadron.

The cross section for semi-inclusive production of hadrons using an unpolarized lepton beam and a target polarized transversely with respect to the virtual photon direction includes a polarization-averaged part and a polarization-dependent part. The former contains two cosine modulations and the latter contains a total of five sine modulations [9,14,15]:

dσ^h(ϕ, ϕ_S ) = dσ^h_{UU} { 1 + 2∑ n=1 2⟨cos(nϕ)⟩^h_{UU} cos(nϕ)

+ |S_T| 5∑ i=1 2⟨sin Φ_i⟩^h_{UT} sin Φ_i } , (1)

where S_T denotes the transverse (with respect to the virtual photon direction) component of the target-proton polarization vector and Φ = [ϕ + ϕ_S , ϕ − ϕ_S , ϕ_S , 2ϕ − ϕ_S , 3ϕ − ϕ_S ]. The dependence of the cross section and of the azimuthal amplitudes on x, y, z, and P_{h⊥} has been suppressed. The subscript UU denotes unpolarized beam and unpolarized target, and dσ^h_{UU} represents the cross section averaged over ϕ and over beam and target polarizations.

The Collins amplitude 2⟨ sin(ϕ + ϕ_S )⟩^h_{UT} can be interpreted in the parton model as [14] 2⟨ sin(ϕ+ϕ_S )⟩^h_{UT}(x, y, z, P_{h⊥}) = (1 − y) (1 − y + y^2/2) C [ −^{Ph⊥ ·kT} |P_{h⊥}| M_h h q 1(x, p^2_T)H^{⊥q→h}_1 (z, k^2_T) ] C [ f^q_1 (x, p^2_T)D^{q→h}_1 (z, k^2_T) ] , (2) where P_{h⊥} ≡ |P_h −^{(Ph ·q)q}_{|q|2} | is the transverse momentum of the produced hadron, and D^{q→h}_1 is the polarizationaveraged quark fragmentation function. The notation C denotes the convolution [9] C [ ... ] = x ∑ q e^2_q ∫ d^2p_Td^2k_T δ^{(2)} ( p_T − k_T − P_{h⊥} z ) [ ... ] , (3) where the sum runs over the quark flavors q, and e_q are the quark electric charges in units of the elementary charge. Expressions similar to Eq. (2) hold for the other azimuthal modulations in Eq. (1) [9]. Note that, as the quark flavors enter the cross section with the square of their electric charge, the u-quarks provide the dominant contribution to the production of, e.g., π^+/K^+ for proton targets (commonly denoted as “u-quark dominance”).

Experimentally, the Fourier amplitudes of the yields for opposite transverse target-spin states were extracted using a maximum-likelihood fit alternately binned in x, z, and P_{h⊥}, but unbinned in ϕ and ϕ_S . This is equivalent to a Fourier decomposition of the asymmetry

A^h_{UT}(ϕ, ϕ_S ) ≡ 1 |S_T| dσ^h(ϕ, ϕ_S ) − dσ^h(ϕ, ϕ_S + π) dσ^h(ϕ, ϕ_S ) + dσ^h(ϕ, ϕ_S + π) , (4)

for perfectly balanced target polarization and in the limit of very small ϕ and ϕ_S bins. The asymmetry amplitudes for neutral pions were corrected for the effects of the combinatorial background evaluated in the side-bands of the photon-pair invariant mass spectrum. In addition to the five sine terms in Eq. (1), the fit also included a sin(2ϕ + ϕ_S) term, arising from the small but non-vanishing target-polarization component that is longitudinal to the virtual-photon direction when the target is polarized perpendicular to the beam direction [30]. In order to avoid cross contamination arising from the limited spectrometer acceptance, the six amplitudes were extracted simultaneously. The fit did not include the cos(nϕ) modulations of Eq. (1). As a consequence, one cannot expect a priori that the Fourier amplitudes extracted are identical to those of Eq. (1). However, in the following they will be considered to be equivalent because inclusion in the fit of estimates [31] for the cos(ϕ) and cos(2ϕ) amplitudes of the unpolarized cross section resulted in negligible effects on the extracted amplitudes.

The extracted Collins amplitudes are shown in Fig. 2 as a function of x, z, or P_{h⊥}. They are positive for π^+ and K^+, negative for π^−, and consistent with zero for π^0 and K^− at a confidence level of at least 95% based on a Student’s t-test including the systematic uncertainties. Note that the x, z, and P_{h⊥} dependences in Fig. 2 are three projections of the same data and are thus fully correlated.

A scale uncertainty of 7.3% on the extracted amplitudes, not shown in Fig. 2, arises from the accuracy in the measurement of the target polarization. Effects from acceptance, smearing due to detector resolution, higher order QED processes and hadron identification procedure based on the RICH are not corrected for in the data. Rather, the size

Fig. 2. Collins amplitudes for pions and charged kaons as a function of x, z, or P_{h⊥}. The systematic uncertainty is given as a band at the bottom of each panel. In addition there is a 7.3% scale uncertainty from the accuracy in the measurement of the target polarization.

of all these effects was estimated using a Pythia6 Monte Carlo simulation [32] tuned to Hermes hadron multiplicity data and exclusive vector-meson production data [33–35] and including a full simulation of the Hermes spectrometer. A polarization state was assigned to each generated event using a model that reflects the (transverse target) polarization dependent part of the cross section (see Eq. (1)). This model was obtained through a fully differential (i.e differential in the four relevant kinematic variables x, Q^2, z, and P_{h⊥}) 2^{nd} order polynomial fit [36,37] of real data. The asymmetry amplitudes, extracted from the simulated data by means of the same analysis procedure used for the real data, were then compared with the model, evaluated in each bin at the mean kinematics, to obtain an estimate of the global impact of the effects listed above. The result was included in the systematic uncertainty and constitutes the largest contribution. It accounts for effects of nonlinearity of the model, as it includes the difference in each bin between the average model and the model evaluated at the average kinematics. The impact on the extracted amplitudes of contributions [30] from the non-vanishing longitudinal target-spin component was estimated based on previous measurements of single-spin asymmetries for longitudinally polarized protons [38,39]. The resulting relatively small effect was included in the systematic uncertainty.

A Monte Carlo simulation was used to estimate the fraction of pions and kaons originating from the decay of exclusively produced vector mesons, updating previous results reported in Ref. [40]. For charged pions, this fraction is dominated by the decay of ρ^0 mesons and, in the kinematic region covered by the present analysis, is of the order of 6-7%. The vector-meson fractions for neutral pions and charged kaons are of the order of 2-3%. The z and P_{h⊥} dependences of the fraction of pions and kaons stemming from the decay of exclusively produced vector mesons are shown in [16] for the two kinematic regions Q^2 < 4 GeV^2 and Q^2 > 4 GeV^2 (the x dependence was not reported due to the strong correlation between x and Q^2 in the data). They exhibit maxima at high z and low P_{h⊥}. These contributions are considered part of the signal and were not used to correct the pion and kaon yields analysed in the present work. However, this information can be useful for the interpretation of the results.

In general, the non-vanishing amplitudes shown in Fig. 2 increase in magnitude with x. This is consistent with the expectation that transversity mainly receives contributions from the valence quarks. A non negligible contribution from the sea quarks cannot be excluded, but is not expected to be large due to the fact that transversity cannot be generated in gluon splitting. The amplitudes are also found to increase with z, in qualitative agreement with the results for the Collins fragmentation function from the Belle experiment [24,25]. The results of Fig. 2 also show that the π^− amplitude is of opposite sign to that of π^+ and larger in magnitude. A possible explanation is dominance of u flavor among struck quarks, in conjunction with a substantial magnitude with opposite sign of the disfavored Collins fragmentation function describing, e.g, the fragmentation of u quarks into π^− mesons, as already suggested in Ref. [17]. Opposite signs for the favored and disfavored Collins fragmentation functions are not in contradiction to the Belle results [24,25] and are supported by the combined fits reported in [22]. They can be understood in light of the string model of fragmentation [41] (and also of the Schäfer– Teryaev sum rule [42]). If a favored pion is created at the string end by the first break, a disfavored pion from the next break is likely to inherit transverse momentum in the opposite direction. The string fragmentation model, the base of the successful and widespread Jetset generator [43], predicts such a P_{h⊥} strong negative correlation between favored and disfavored pions.

Under the assumption of isospin symmetry, the fragmentation functions for neutral pions are assumed equal to the average of those for charged pions. Factorization of the semi-inclusive cross section results in the following isospin relation for the Collins amplitudes for pions:

⟨sin(ϕ + ϕ_S )⟩^{π+}_{UT} + C⟨sin(ϕ + ϕ_S )⟩^{π−}_{UT}

− (1 + C)⟨sin(ϕ + ϕ_S )⟩^{π0}_{UT} = 0 , (5) where C denotes the ratio of the polarization-averaged cross sections for semi-inclusive charged-pion production (C ≡ dσ^{π−}_{UU}/dσ^{π+}_{UU}). The extracted pion amplitudes are consistent with Eq. (5).

The Fourier amplitudes for K^+ are found to be larger than those for π^+ at a confidence level of at least 90% (99%) based on a Student’s t-test including (not including) the systematic uncertainties. On the other hand, the amplitudes for π^− and K^− exhibit a very different behavior, the former being significantly negative, while the latter is consistent with zero in the whole kinematic range. Here, however, one should keep in mind that, in contrast to π^−, a K^− has no valence quarks in common with the target proton and sea quark transversity is expected to be small.

In interpreting the various features of the extracted amplitudes, and in particular the differences between those of pions and kaons, the largely unknown role of several concurring factors should be considered. Among these are, e.g, (i) the role of sea quarks in conjunction with possibly large fragmentation functions; (ii) the various contributions from decay of semi-inclusively produced vector-mesons which, based on a Monte Carlo simulation, are mainly ρ and ω mesons producing pions (up to 37% and 10%, respectively), and K^∗ and ϕ mesons producing kaons (up to 41% and 3.5%, respectively); (iii) the k_T dependences of the fragmentation functions, which can be different for different hadrons and can have an effect on the extracted amplitudes through the convolution of Eqs. (2) and (3).

Up to this point, the discussion is based on Eq. (2) and is thus valid up to twist-3. It is therefore interesting to investigate the possible presence of twist-4 contributions. To this end, the Q^2 dependence of the extracted amplitudes was studied in more detail. To minimize effects arising from the strong correlation between x and Q^2 in the data, the events in each x bin were divided into two sub-bins, with Q^2 below and above the mean value ⟨Q^2(x_i)⟩ for the original bin (see Fig. 3). However, due to the limited statistics it was not possible to significantly constrain the twist-4 contributions by fitting the data in Fig. 3 with various Q^2 dependences (including the appropriate y-dependent prefactor of Eq. 2).

In summary, non-zero Collins amplitudes in semiinclusive DIS were measured for charged pions and positively charged kaons. These amplitudes can be interpreted as due to the transverse polarization of quarks in the target, revealed by its influence on the fragmentation of the struck quark. They thus support the existence of non-zero transversity distribution functions in the proton and also the existence of non-zero Collins fragmentation functions. In particular, by comparing the Collins amplitudes of π^+ and π^−, it appears that fragmentation that is disfavored in terms of quark flavor has an unexpected importance, and enters with a sign opposite to that of the favored one. In contrast to the expectation that the π^+ and the K^+ Collins amplitudes should have similar magnitudes, based on the common u-quark dominance, the amplitude for K^+ is found to be significantly larger than that for π^+. This

Fig. 3. Collins amplitudes for charged pions as functions of x. The Q^2 range for each i-bin in x was divided into the two regions above and below the average Q^2 of that bin (⟨Q^2(x_i)⟩). The bottom panels show the x-dependence of the average Q^2.

could be an indication of, e.g, an unanticipated behavior of the Collins fragmentation functions possibly in conjunction with a non negligible role of the sea quarks in the nucleon. Collins amplitudes consistent with zero are measured for π^0 and K^−. These data should considerably improve the precision of transversity extractions from future global fits.

We gratefully acknowledge the Desy management for its support and the staff at Desy and the collaborating institutions for their significant effort. This work was supported by the Ministry of Economy and the Ministry of Education and Science of Armenia; the FWO-Flanders and IWT, Belgium; the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada; the National Natural Science Foundation of China; the Alexander von Humboldt Stiftung, the German Bundesministerium für Bildung und Forschung (BMBF), and the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG); the Italian Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare (INFN); the MEXT, JSPS, and G-COE of Japan; the Dutch Foundation for Fundamenteel Onderzoek der Materie (FOM); the Russian Academy of Science and the Russian Federal Agency for Science and Innovations; the U.K. Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council, the Science and Technology Facilities Council, and the Scottish Universities Physics Alliance; the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) and the National Science Foundation (NSF); and the European Community Research Infrastructure Integrating Activity under the FP7 ”Study of strongly interacting matter (Hadron- Physics2, Grant Agreement number 227431)”.

References

[1] R. L. Jaffe, g_2–The Nucleon’s Other Spin-Dependent Structure Function, Comments Nucl. Part. Phys. 19 (1990) 239–257.

[2] B. Lampe, E. Reya, Spin physics and polarized structure functions, Phys. Rept. 332 (2000) 1–163.

[3] J. C. Collins, D. E. Soper, G. Sterman, Factorization of Hard Processes in QCD, Adv. Ser. Direct. High Energy Phys. 5 (1988) 1–91.

[4] R. Brock, et al., Handbook of perturbative QCD: Version 1.0, Rev. Mod. Phys. 67 (1995) 157–248.

[5] V. Barone, A. Drago, P. G. Ratcliffe, Transverse polarisation of quarks in hadrons, Phys. Rept. 359 (2002) 1–168.

[6] H.-x. He, X. Ji, The Nucleon’s tensor charge, Phys. Rev. D52 (1995) 2960–2963.

[7] R. L. Jaffe, X. Ji, Chiral odd parton distributions and polarized Drell-Yan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991) 552–555.

[8] J. C. Collins, Fragmentation of transversely polarized quarks probed in transverse momentum distributions, Nucl. Phys. B396 (1993) 161–182.

[9] A. Bacchetta, M. Diehl, K. Goeke, A. Metz, P. J. Mulders, M. Schlegel, Semi-inclusive deep inelastic scattering at small transverse momentum, JHEP 02 (2007) 093.

[10] J. C. Collins, D. E. Soper, Back-to-back jets in QCD, Nucl.

Phys. B193 (1981) 381–443, erratum-ibid. B213 (1983) 545. [11] X. Ji, J.-P. Ma, F. Yuan, QCD factorization for semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering at low transverse momentum, Phys. Rev. D71 (2005) 034005.

[12] J. C. Collins, D. E. Soper, Parton distribution and decay functions, Nucl. Phys. B194 (1982) 445–492.

[13] A. Bacchetta, U. D’Alesio, M. Diehl, C. A. Miller, Single-spin asymmetries: The Trento conventions, Phys. Rev. D70 (2004) 117504.

[14] P. J. Mulders, R. D. Tangerman, The complete tree-level result up to order 1/Q for polarized deep-inelastic leptoproduction, Nucl. Phys. B461 (1996) 197–237, erratum-ibid. B484 (1997) 538-540.

[15] D. Boer, P. J. Mulders, Time-reversal odd distribution functions in leptoproduction, Phys. Rev. D57 (1998) 5780–5786.

[16] A. Airapetian, et al., Observation of the Naive-T-odd Sivers Effect in Deep- Inelastic Scattering, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 (2009) 152002.

[17] A. Airapetian, et al., Single-spin asymmetries in semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering on a transversely polarized hydrogen target, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 (2005) 012002.

[18] M. G. Alekseev, et al., Measurement of the Collins and Sivers asymmetries on transversely polarised protons, arXiv:1005.5609.

[19] V. Y. Alexakhin, et al., First measurement of the transverse spin asymmetries of the deuteron in semi-inclusive deep inelastic scattering, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 (2005) 202002.

[20] E. S. Ageev, et al., A new measurement of the Collins and Sivers asymmetries on a transversely polarised deuteron target, Nucl. Phys. B765 (2007) 31–70.

[21] M. Alekseev, et al., Collins and Sivers asymmetries for pions and kaons in muon-deuteron DIS, Phys. Lett. B673 (2009) 127–135.

[22] M. Anselmino, et al., Transversity and Collins functions from SIDIS and e^+e^− data, Phys. Rev. D75 (2007) 054032.

[23] M. Anselmino, et al., Update on transversity and Collins functions from SIDIS and e^+e^− data, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 191 (2009) 98–107.

[24] K. Abe, et al., Measurement of azimuthal asymmetries in inclusive production of hadron pairs in e^+e^− annihilation at Belle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006) 232002.

[25] R. Seidl, et al., Measurement of Azimuthal Asymmetries in Inclusive Production of Hadron Pairs in e^+e^− Annihilation at √ s = 10.58 GeV, Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 032011.

[26] A. Airapetian, et al., Evidence for a Transverse Single-Spin Asymmetry in Leptoproduction of pi+pi- Pairs, JHEP 06 (2008) 017.

[27] A. Nass, et al., The Hermes polarized atomic beam source, Nucl.

Instrum. Meth. A505 (2003) 633–644.

[28] A. Airapetian, et al., The Hermes polarized hydrogen and deuterium gas target in the Hera electron storage ring, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A540 (2005) 68–101.

[29] K. Ackerstaff, et al., The Hermes spectrometer, Nucl. Instrum.

Meth. A417 (1998) 230–265.

[30] M. Diehl, S. Sapeta, On the analysis of lepton scattering on longitudinally or transversely polarized protons, Eur. Phys. J. C41 (2005) 515–533.

[31] F. Giordano, R. Lamb, Measurement of azimuthal asymmetries of the unpolarized cross section at Hermes, AIP Conf. Proc. 1149 (2009) 423–426.

[32] T. Sjöstrand, et al., High-energy physics event generation with Pythia 6.1, Comput. Phys. Commun. 135 (2001) 238–259.

[33] P. Liebing, Can the gluon polarization in the nucleon be extracted from Hermes data on single high-p_T hadrons?, Ph.D. thesis, Universität Hamburg, DESY-THESIS-2004-036 (2004).

[34] A. Hillenbrand, Measurement and simulation of the fragmentation process at Hermes, Ph.D. thesis, Friedrich- Alexander Universität Erlangen–Nürnberg, DESY-THESIS- 2005-035 (2005).

[35] B. Maiheu, Hadronization in electron-proton scattering at Hermes, Ph.D. thesis, Universiteit Gent (2006).

[36] L. L. Pappalardo, Transverse spin effects in polarized semi inclusive deep inelastic scattering, Ph.D. thesis, University of Ferrara, DESY-THESIS-2008-032 (2008).

[37] M. Diefenthaler, Signals for transversity and transversemomentum-dependent quark distribution functions studied at the Hermes experiment, Ph.D. thesis, Friedrich-Alexander Universität Erlangen–Nürnberg (2010).

[38] A. Airapetian, et al., Observation of a single-spin azimuthal asymmetry in semi- inclusive pion electro-production, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 4047–4051.

[39] A. Airapetian, et al., Single-spin azimuthal asymmetries in electroproduction of neutral pions in semi-inclusive deepinelastic scattering, Phys. Rev. D64 (2001) 097101.

[40] U. Elschenbroich, Transverse spin structure of the proton studied in semi-inclusive DIS, Eur. Phys. J. C50 (2007) 125–250.

[41] X. Artru, J. Czyzewski, H. Yabuki, Single spin asymmetry in inclusive pion production, Collins effect and the string model, Z. Phys. C73 (1997) 527–534.

[42] A. Schäfer, O. V. Teryaev, Sum rules for the T-odd fragmentation functions, Phys. Rev. D61 (2000) 077903.

[43] G. Ingelman, A. Edin, J. Rathsman, Lepto 6.5 – A Monte Carlo Generator for Deep Inelastic Lepton-Nucleon Scattering, Comput. Phys. Commun. 101 (1997) 108–134.