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Origin of the Polarization for Inclusive A Production in pp Collisions
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We consider the inclusive reaction pp— AX in the fragmentation region and present a dynamical
mechanism which leads to a fair description of all the basic features of the observed A spectrum. We
also show in a simple manner why it generates a nonzero A polarization whose magnitude and sign are

consistent with existing data.

PACS numbers: 13.85.Ni, 12.40.Gg, 13.88.+¢

Naively it seems reasonable to expect no polarization
effects in an inclusive reaction a+b— ¢+ X since one is
summing over many different inelastic channels X which
have polarizations of random signs such that the sum
would average to zero. In reality the experimental situa-
tion is not so simple and polarization effects depend
strongly on specific reactions and kinematic regions and,
in particular, there is a large amount of significant polar-
ization data for inclusive hyperon production [1]. Sizable
effects and some regular behavior have been observed
which may help to uncover the underlying mechanism for
particle production. This was first discovered in 1976 at
Fermilab by studying hyperons produced by 300-GeV/c
protons on a beryllium target [2]; more specifically the
A’s produced in the fragmentation region have a large po-
larization perpendicular to the production plane. Over
the last fifteen years a fair number of different experi-
ments have accumulated high statistics data on inclusive
A production which make it the best-known hyperon in-
clusive reaction [3]. Note that all observable quantities
are in general functions of three independent kinematic
variables, \/s—, the center of mass (c.m.) energy; xr, the
fraction of incident proton momentum carried by the A in
the initial direction of the proton (in the c.m. system);
and pr, the transverse momentum of the A relative to the
initial proton direction. The beam (target) fragmenta-
tion region corresponds to xg~0.5 (xp~ —0.5), and, in
this case, when one assumes that together with the A a
kaon is also produced carrying a large positive (negative)
X, say, xp > 0.2.

Let us now briefly recall the main features of the data
in the beam fragmentation region [1].

(i) The invariant cross section E d*o/dp? depends, to a
good approximation, only on xs and pr and not on the
c.m. energy.

(ii) The transverse polarization P is negative with
respect to the direction n =pijpc X pa.

(iii) P is almost energy independent for an incident en-
ergy ranging from 12 to 2000 GeV/c.

(iv) For pr below 1 GeV/c, the magnitude of P is ap-
proximately linear with pr with a slope increasing with
XF.
(v) For pr above 1 GeV/c, the magnitude of P is in-
dependent of pr up to pr~3.5 GeV/c and approximately

linear with xg.

On the theoretical side we recall that in terms of the
constituent quarks, proton fragmentation into a A with
pr#0 corresponds to the replacement of a valence u
quark in the projectile by a strange quark s coming from
the sea which must be accelerated and must get a
nonzero pr. By assuming an SU(6) wave function, the
(ud) system of the A is in a singlet state, so the polariza-
tion of the A is that of the strange quark.

In the Lund semiclassical fragmentation model [4], the
confined linear color field is stretched and the strange
quark needed to make the final A with p7#0 is produced
by an ss pair whose orbital angular momentum must be
balanced by the spin of the strange quark. From this
mechanism results a negative A polarization increasing
with pr but whose magnitude is difficult to predict.

The recombination model [5] is another approach
based on classical arguments. If F is the color force
which provides the acceleration to the strange quark, this
s quark of velocity v feels the effect of a Thomas preces-
sion given by wr~FXv, which has the direction of the
normal n to the hadronic scattering plane. In order to
minimize the energy s- wr associated with this effect, the
spin s of the s quark should be opposite to w7 so one ex-
pects a negative polarization in pp— AX whose magni-
tude is not known. In neither of these two approaches
does one give a quantitative description of the invariant
cross section.

Let us finally mention a third dynamical model sug-
gested for the fragmentation [6]. In this picture high-
spin baryon resonances Y;*,Z* are produced incoherently
and then decay to give the observed A, whose polarization
is obtained by means of a final-state interference mecha-
nism. Apparently this attempt leads to a reasonable
quantitative understanding of the experimental situation
[71.

We now turn to the mechanism which we believe is at
work for A inclusive production in the fragmentation re-
gion. This involves the Reggeized one-pion-exchange
model proposed several years ago and gives a successful
description of various exclusive and inclusive reactions
[8,9]. As is well known, if quantum numbers allow, pion
exchange generally dominates hadronic amplitudes espe-
cially at small momentum transfers. Therefore following
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Ref. [9], we will assume that in the fragmentation region the diagram shown in Fig. | dominates such that the mul-
tiperipheral chain reduces only to the binary reaction zp — KA and the total zp cross section connected by the exchange
of an off-shell Reggeized pion. Thus the contribution of this diagram to the cross section pp — AKX can be expressed in

the following form:
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where p,, pa, pk, and p, are respectively the momenta of |

the initial protons and of the produced kaon and lambda,
and m and p are the proton and the pion masses. More-
over, the five invariants of the reaction are defined as fol-
lows: s=(p,+p,)? is the collision energy squared, s,
=(px +pa)?is the energy squared of the binary reaction,
sy=(pi+p2—px —pa)?is the invariant mass squared of
X, t, is the invariant momentum transfer squared from
the proton beam to the A, and the mass squared of the
off-shell pion is 1=(p,—pxk—pa)> In Eq. (1), we
also have the usual kinematical function A(x,y,z)
=(x—y —z)z—4yz and we denote by do.n ./
dt(sy,t) the differential cross section for the binary re-
action and by o}¥(s2) the nNV total cross section. The
function F(z;51,52,5) which includes the Reggeized pion
propagator and describes the off-mass-shell behavior will
be given explicitly later. The five invariants of the reac-
tion can be reexpressed in terms of five more convenient
variables, namely, x, and xk, the xg’s of the A and of the
kaon, pra and prg, the corresponding transverse momen-
ta relative to the initial proton direction (in the c¢.m. sys-
tem), and ¢, the angle between the two directions pra
and pr«.

3
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It is important for our argument that in the fragmenta-
tion region, i.e., xA~0.5 and xx ~0.2, the effective ener-
gy of the binary s, is always much smaller than s and, in
general except for xx =0, it is reduced to values in the
range of 10 GeV? or less. In fact we have
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where the my’s are the lambda and kaon transverse
masses mr=(m>+p#)'>2. On the other hand, s>
remains of the order of s and approximately s,~ (1
—xa—xx)s. Therefore from Eq. (1) it results (provided
F? remains small when s increases) that the cross section
obeys scaling, in agreement with the observed inclusive A
spectrum. Another important kinematic observation is
that ¢ is generally not very large in the region considered,
where pra and prx are small and x+xx is not far from
unity. Thus the pion will not be far off shell. The invari-
ant cross section for A production is obtained from Eq.
(1) after integration over the invariant phase-space ele-
ment of the kaon, d3pk/EK, and the final expression

J reads
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where p. . is the c.m. momentum of the initial collision.
Strictly speaking, since one integrates over xx there is a
region where the diagram shown in Fig. 1 does not dom-
inate the reaction pp— AKX because the kaon is no
longer in the fragmentation region, and one should con-
sider other exchange diagrams, like kaon exchange, which
correspond to direct A production. They must be
suppressed at high energy compared to pion exchange
and moreover since they do not contribute to the A polar-
ization one can ignore them.

It now remains to discuss the form of F(¢;s),53,5).
Following Refs. [8,9] we will replace the pion propagator
by the function
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FIG. 1. Single-pion exchange diagram for the process
pp - AKX.
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and assume a linear parametrization a,(t) =a,(t —pu?)
for the pion trajectory. This expression leads to the usual
single and double Regge behavior in the corresponding
kinematic regions and, due to the signature factor, it
reduces for small ¢ to the ordinary pion-pole propagator
1/(¢ —p?). In order to prevent a too slow decrease of F
with increasing ¢, one imposes the bound R*+R}
+ailn(sm#x/s152) = ro. To summarize, F(t;5),52,5) de-
pends on five parameters, R, R, ay, To, and Ao, whose
values were obtained in Refs. [8,9] from the analysis of
exclusive reactions. The calculation of the invariant cross
section [Eq. (2)] requires the knowledge of the binary
cross section 7p— KA at low and moderate energies for
which we use an interpolation of the low-energy data
[10,11] for # " p— K°A, for pi» <4 GeV/c, in terms of
an expansion of Legendre polynomials

gtg(s|,t|)=2a,-(s|)l’,-(cos(9), 4)
! F

where for the calculation of the scattering angle 6 in
terms of s, and ¢,, the pion is given its off-shell mass, in
order to avoid unphysical values. For pi, > 4 GeV/c we
use a Regge parametrization of the data [12). The con-
tribution of the unobservable reaction z°%p— K * A is ob-
tained from the isospin relation

do o  pHay=ldo - Lo
dtl(ltp K*A) 2dt|(” p— K°A).

We must emphasize that this approach allows us to
predict the absolute normalization of the invariant in-
clusive cross section and we now turn to the comparison
with experimental data. In Fig. 2 we show, by means of a
best fit, the representation of the measured A production
by 400-GeV/c protons on hydrogen with some typical er-
rors from Ref. [3] together with our theoretical predic-
tions. They correspond to the set of parameters

R*=—0.55GeV% R}=1.25GeV?,
a,=0.85GeV "2 Ty=—0.25GeV?, (5)

20=0.35GeV "2,

which are slightly different from those used in Ref. [9],
since of course our knowledge on the A inclusive spec-
trum has greatly improved since 1974. Note that we take
% (s2) =24 mb, an appropriate average value for the
relevant range of s, under consideration. It is remarkable
to see that we get the correct absolute normalization, and
the right trend of the data both in x, and pra, with the
best agreement occurring for x,~0.5. Therefore, al-
though no doubt the fit and the model can be refined, we
are confident in the validity of the fact that our one mod-
el gives the dominant contribution to the cross section in

the fragmentation region.

3 may explR#(t — To)1/sinlra,(To)/2] for |t]>|Tol,

3 may/sinlra,(¢)/2] for |t| <|To|,

(3)

A crucial test of our model is, however, whether it can
also predict the A transverse polarization P. Clearly it
must be related to the A polarization P, of the binary re-
action zp— KA at low and moderate energies [9].
There, P, is known to be large and positive for pp,p < 1.5
GeV/c [10,11]. But at higher energies for momentum
transfer < —0.3 GeV? it turns large and negative [13].
Notice that now P is measured along n =pi,. X pa» whereas
in the binary reaction the A polarization P, is observed
along the normal N =p,Xpx = —pxXpa to the (K,A)
plane, in the proton (beam) rest frame. Therefore one
obtains (Exd’c/dp}) P from Eq. (2) by replacing do/dt,
in the integrand by cos® P,do/dt,, where cos® =n-N/
In||N], i.e., the inclusive transverse polarization is ob-
tained as a weighted average of the quantity cos® P,.
We parametrize the experimental polarization of =~ p
— KOA% as P=+40.5 for pup<1.5 GeV/e, for all
scattering angles except near forward and backward
directions where it should vanish. For p;,,> 1.5 GeV/c
we use P=0.4sin(—nxt'/t)), with 1{=0.3 GeV?, for
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FIG. 2. Inclusive A invariant cross section at pp, =400

GeV/c vs xp for different pra values. Solid curves are our
theoretical predictions and open squares are the data represen-
tation from Ref. [3] with typical errors.
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the measured A polarization with our
theoretical predictions at x,=0.4 (dashed curve), x,x=0.5
(solid curve), and x» =0.6 (dotted curve). The open circles are
Fermilab data at p., =400 GeV/c and (average xa) X1 =0.44
from Ref. [3] and the solid circles are CERN ISR data at
V5 =62 GeV and x4 =0.58 from Ref. [14].

1'> —0.45 GeV?, while for ' < —0.45 GeV’ we take
P=—0.4. Here ¢’ is the usual momentum transfer be-
tween the pion and the kaon which vanishes for forward
scattering. In Fig. 3 we show the results of this calcula-
tion at pp,, =400 GeV/c for three x, values. Since the
cross section is best described for x, =0.5, we think the
polarization is also most reliable at the same x,. For
comparison we show some existing data at two different
energies for nearby x, values and again the agreement is
remarkably good both in magnitude and sign [15]. We
have also checked that the theoretical calculations for P,
are energy independent as it should be following (iii)
mentioned above. Moreover at large pr the value of P,
flattens out, consistent with a well-established feature of
the data [see (v) abovel. The sign of P, is directly relat-
ed to that of P for the binary reaction for |'] > 0.3 GeV?
and its magnitude increases with x, because the cancella-
tion from the configurations cos® >0 and cos® <0 is
more effective for small values of x.

In a rough way, the shape of the inclusive polarization
as a function of pr, is the same as that of the binary re-
action as a function of t'. From this argument one can
see that the mirror symmetry between the polarizations in
atp—>K*Zt and 7 p-— K°A° observed in Ref. [13]
leads us to predict the inclusive % polarization to be
mirror symmetric to that of the A, in accordance with ob-
servation.

Also, regarding the spectacular mirror symmetry effect
observed recently at Fermilab in pp collisions with polar-
ized proton beam for 7% and n~ inclusive production
[16], our model can easily account for that due to the
mirror symmetry of the polarizations for rtp— pr ¥ in
the backward direction at low energies. Moreover, we
anticipate the correct sign since the binary polarization at
u~—0.5 GeV? is opposite to that of the inclusive at
pr—~1 GeV/c. This opposite sign occurs because for the
binary reaction the polarization is measured along

910

AinX o,  which  corresponds for the inclusive to
— Pinc X oy Finally in pp collisions with polarized p it
has been observed at Fermilab that the polarizations for
7% or 7~ inclusive production are opposite in sign to
those of 7+ or 77 in pp collisions [17]. This fact follows
naturally in our model from charge conjugation at the
level of the binary reaction.
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