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Abstract

We perform a study on the struck quark to thehyperon fragmentation processes
by taking into account the anti-quark fragmentations aridrmediate decays from
other hyperons. We concentrate on how the longitudinallgnxed quark fragments

to the longitudinally polarized\, how unpolarized quark and anti-quark fragment to
the unpolarized\, and how quark and anti-quark fragment to thehrough the in-
termediate decay processes. We calculate figetve fragmentation functions in the
light-cone SU(6) quark-spectator-diquark model via thé@r-Lipatov relation, with

the Melosh-Wigner rotationfiect also included. The calculated results are in reason-
able agreement with the HERMES semi-inclusgpeexperimental data and the OPAL
and ALEPHe"e™ annihilation experimental data.

In high energy physics, the current-fragmentation (CFjargn lepton-hadron
semi-inclusive deep inelastic scattering (SIDIS) is sivesto the quark distributions
and fragmentations. In this kind of processes, the coloseetbp inside the target is
struck with great momentum and then quickly fragments int@lfhadrons. If we
make cross section measurement of one of the final hadrotts the target parton
distribution functions (PDFs) and the quark to final hadreagfentation functions
(FFs) can be extracted. In the study of the proton spin sudistre, theA-hyperon
among the produced hadrons is suggested to be stlﬂi)id [ThB].is mainly due to
the facts that the\-hyperon has relatively large production cross sectiontaatlits
polarization is self-analyzing owing to its charactedstecay modé\ — pr~ with a
large branching ratio of 64%.

In the naive quark model, the spin of thehyperon is carried by the quark and
theu, d quarks inside the\ formulate a spin and isospin zero state. If this correla-
tion conserves in the current-fragmentation process,re#asonable to speculate that
the total spin transfer from the d quarks to theA-hyperon is zero. However, the data
from the deep inelastic scattering experimentimply thaisghin transfers are none zero
from the strucku, d quarks to the producetl-hyperon. If this property can be carried
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over to the quark distributions inside tliehyperon, it means that the quark distri-
butions of theA-hyperon are more interesting than the naive quark modeligtesl.
Previous studies discussed this issue and made variousiDiFFapredictions for the
A-hyperon [[__’V]. Experimental data also indicate that & dhrrent-fragmentation
region, theA-hyperon may be produced through the intermediate decayepses of
other hyperons. Besides, we know that in the smadlgion the sea quark distributions
are dominating over the valence quark distributions ingiégroton. If this correlation
keeps in the fragmentation process, the smiabion of theA production cross section
should be sensitive to the probability of the anti-quarkribstion in the target parti-
cle and the probability of the anti-quark fragmentatioroitiie A. There have been
relevant discussions concerning anti-quark fragmemat@,@] and intermediate
decays[23].

In this Letter, we provide a first study combining both themtediate decay pro-
cesses and the anti-quark fragmentation processes in tfiagmentation process.
From QCD factorization theorem, the high energy collisiozss section can be calcu-
lated by using the perturbation theory complemented wighsthft QCD éfects embed-
ded in quark distributions and fragmentation functionsicltare process insensitive
and universal. If we take theP — eAX process to extract the fragmentation functions
(FFs) using the factorization theorem, the same FFs shaukbplicable to thete™
annihilation process.

For a generaéP — eP,X process, the dlierential scattering cross section at the
tree level can beféectively expanded as
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whereL,, andW*” are the leptonic tensor and the hadronic tensor respectivel
Defining three Lorentz invariants
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we rewrite the cross sectiofil]l (1) as
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WhereTD)m is the transverse momentum of the produced hadron.



Then in the tree level, the leptonic tensor can be decomposed symmetric and
an antisymmetric part as

L = Z [Ue/ (€, s¢)yule(t, se)]* [Ue’ (€, s¢ )y ue(, se)]

Sy

= 206l + 0,6, — Gul-L') + 2ideEppa 7. (4)

In the parton model, the hadronic tensor is a convolutionf®and FFs. At the
twist two level, if we use a polarized electron beam to hit apalarized proton target,
both the unpolarized quark fragmentation function and thlécity-dependent quark
fragmentation function can be extracted. That is
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wherefa(x K2 %) is the unpolarized quark distribution in the proton, emp!z, K ) and

ADgy(z, K’$) indicate the probability of an unpolarized quark fragnsento an unpolar-
ized hadron and the probability of a longitudinally poladzjuark into a longitudinally
polarized hadron respectively.

The helicity asymmetry cross section is then obtained as

doy — do
dO’H + dO',H

St 5 xy(1L - y/2)fa(x P)ADA(z Q)
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From Eq.[(6), we take the part
A(x,2) = Y 8xfa(x, Q°)ADqa(z, Q%) @)

Ya €xfa(x, Q*)Da(z Q?)

as the longitudinal spin transfer factor. Previous workuestl the common factot

in Eq. (@), which is reasonable in present experimentabregHowever, if the experi-
mental measurement can make bins with breatheoretical calculation should make
an integration ovex. This means that thefactor in Eq.[[F) should not be neglected.



A Monte Carlo calculation using the LEPTO generator indisahat only about
40%-50% ofA’s are produced directly, 30%-40% originate fr&(1385) decay and
about 20% are decay products of ftfe The COMPASS Collaboration measured the
relative weights of th&* and theE-hyperon decaying to th&x. The results are about
20% smaller than the Monte Carlo calculatibn [24].

Effectively, we can rewrite the helicity-dependent fragmgotefunctionADa(z, Q)
and the unpolarized fragmentation functidg(z, Q?) of the A as

AD§(z Q%) = aADG""(z Q) + aADj (2 Q%)axo ®)
+ asADé* (z Qaza + aAADé(Z, Q)aza,

and
D4 (2 @) = a1Dq“"(z. @) + 2D} (2 Q) + asDy (2 @) + auD5(z Q). (9)
Here, the weight cd@cients are adjusted as
a; =04 a =02 a3=03, a,=0.1, (10)

based on the spirit of the Monte Carlo prediction.

In the specific calculation, the weight dteients of the2* is divided by three types
of particles, that i€£*(1385),2°(1385) andz~(1385). So the contribution to the spin
transfer from thee* is actually a mixture of these three hyperon decays. To #iynpl
the issue, we take 10% of each branch for an average. The saatmént is done to
the Z, which contains the contribution from tf# and=-, and 5% of each branch is
taken into consideration.

Thea's are decay parameters, representing the polarizatingferafrom the decay
hyperonto the\. In our study, these parameters are set as

asop = —0.333 as:p = 0.6, @zop = —0.406 az-, = -0.458 (112)

whereaso, is the decay parameter of the proc&8s— Ay discussed in refJIiS],
a=op andaz-, are decay parameters measured in experiments and theificpat

ues are taken fronh__LiZG], angk-» is an estimated parameter by us. The choice of an
as:po = 0.6 is due to the facts that the spin Bf (being 32) should be almost total
positively correlated with\ spin (being 12) in the decay process corresponding to the
(s,s,) = (3/2,+3/2) components of* and that there should be a suppression for the
spin transfer corresponding to the §,) = (3/2, £1/2) components of*.

In the intermediate decay process, the longitudinal moumaritaction of theA to
the splitting quark should be less than the longitudinaitfom of the decay hyperon to
the splitting quark. In the light-cone formalism, the moren fractionzis defined as
z= b This effect is taken into account by redefinifg = 1.1« 2.

In the year 1989, the polarized deeply inelastic scatte(ﬁﬂ@% experiment carried
by the European Muon Collaboration revealed that the suimeiielicity of the quarks
inside the proton is much smaller than the spin of the pr@n@]. This discovery
is against the naivBU (6) quark model prediction, causing the so-called “protoin s
crisis” or “proton spin puzzle”. One possible explanatiomhderstand this puzzle [29,



@] is to take into account the relativistifect of the quark transversal motions, i.e.,
the Melosh-Wigner rotationfiect Ei]. Based on this spirit, one can construct the
light-cone SU(6) quark-spectator-diquark model to caltritthe valence quark spin
distributions in the light-cone formalis33].

We can also consider the Melosh-Wigner rotatidlieet in the fragmentation pro-
cess, and apply the light-cone SU(6) quark-spectatoragigmodel to estimate the
probability of a valence quark directly fragmenting to a twad This correlation can
be realized through the phenomenology Gribov-Lipatovt]

Dj(2)~20h(2), (12)

where the fragmentation functidhg(z) indicates a quarky splitting into a hadrorh
with longitudinal momentum fractiom, and the distribution functiony(z) presents
the probability of finding the same quagicarrying longitudinal momentum fractian
inside the same hadrdn

The main idea of the light-cone SU(6) quark-spectator-gigumodel is to start
from the naive SU(6) wave function of the hadron and thenyfame of the quarks is
probed, to reorganize the other two quarks in terms of twalqwave functions with
spins 0 or 1 (scalar and vector diquarks), i.e., the diquaikgserved as arfiective
particle which is called the spectator.

The unpolarized quark distribution for a quark with flawpinside a hadrorhn is
expressed as

q(¥) = cyas(x) + cyav(X), (13)

wherecqS andcg are the weight cd@cients determined by the SU(6) wave function,
andap(x) (D = S for scalar spectator ov for axial vector spectator) denotes the
amplitude for quarlg to be scattered while the spectator is in the diquark dbate
When expressed in terms of the light-cone momentum space fwactiongp(x, k),
ap(X) reads

a0 [ [, [lpoxk)E (=S or V), (14)

and the normalization satisfigfg% dxap(X) = 3. To obtain a practical formalism of the
ap(x), we employ the Brodsky-Huang-Lepage (BHL) prescriptig][of the light-
cone momentum space wave function

1
ep(X kL) =Ap eXp{—&T%

X 1-x

2
i ) .

with the parametatp = 330 MeV. We setrs = ay for ap’s in our discussion because
the non-perturbative physicatects can beféectively reflected in the scalar and vector
diquark masses. More detailed study should consider tiiereince inap’s between
scalar and vector diquarks. The parameter of the quark mgisshe constituent quark
mass and the scalar (vector) diquark maggD = S, V) is just an estimation from the
constituent quark masses and the baryon masses. This pezatien can reduce the
free parameters to only a few, which are listed in Table 1.



The polarized quark distributions are obtained by intradgithe Melosh-Wigner
correction factoﬂE@l]

Ag(X) = EFas(X) + & av(X), (16)

where the coﬁcientscg’ andc*q’ are also determined by the SU(6) quark-diquark wave

function, andap(X) is expressed as

B0 = [ [ Wolkkio(eko)? (=S orv)  a7)
where ‘ 2 2
+ —
WD(Xv kJ.) = %7 (18)
(k" +my)? + k3
with k* = xM and M? = metkd + ﬂ The weight cofficients are also listed

in Table 1. In this model, théugh the massfelience between filerent quarks and

diquarks breaks the SU(3) symmetry explicitly, the SU(3heetry between the octet
baryons is in principle maintained in formalism.

Table 1 The quark distribution functions of octet baryonthie SU(6) quark-diquark modél [39]

My my ms

Baryon q Aq (MeV) | (MeV) | (MeV)
p u lay + as Au -Lav + 28 330 800 600
(uud) d Tav Ad REY 330 | 800 | 600
n u zav Au -5dy 330 800 600
(udd) d zav + 3as Ad 758y + 385 330 800 600
>+ u éav + %as Au -l—lgév + %és 330 950 750
(uus) s 3av As EEY 480 800 600
>0 u av + 78s Au -2:8v + 785 330 950 750
(UdS) d 1i2av + z8s Ad -—(—Sév + 7 és 330 950 750
s Tav As EEY, 480 | 800 | 600
> d zav + 3as Ad -158v + 385 330 950 750
(dds) s Jav As -3dy 480 800 600
AD u 7av + 1585 Au - 158y + 1585 330 950 750
(uds) d Fav + 158 Ad -8y + 1585 330 950 750
S 1ag As EEN 480 800 600

3 3

= d Tay Ad REY, 330 | 1100 | 900
(dss) s zav + 3as As 58y + 335 480 950 750
=0 u Tav Au EEY 330 | 1100 | 900
(uss) s zav + 3as As -158v + 385 480 950 750

Based on the same spirit, we give the distribution functifamghe X*-hyperon,
which in the naive quark model is a member of the SU(3) dec¢uwyité the total spin
of 3/2. Here, we try to use the same parameters to estimate botielicigty and quark
distribution functions in the light-cone SU(6) quark-siaor-diquark model based on
the following reasons: (1) the mass Bf (which is about 1385 MeV) is similar to
that of 2= (which is about 1321 MeV), so we can use the safffiecdve quark mass



parameters; (2) the total quark orbital angular momentuii @ 0, so to form a spin
3/2 particle, the diquark can only be in the vector state. Tleeifig helicity-dependent
and unpolarized quark distribution functions for &iés in the quark-spectator-diquark
model are shown in Table 2.

Table 2 The quark distribution functions B{1385)’s 5, s;) = (3/2, +3/2) components in the light-cone SU(6) quark-spectatouatik model

my my

Baryon q Ag (MeV) | (MeV)
$7(1385) u Zav Au EEY 330 950
(uus) s LEY As LEY 480 800
>9(1385) u zav Au L'EY 330 950
(uds) d LEY Ad 38y 330 950
s LEY As LEY 480 800
*~(1385) d Zay Ad EEY 330 950
(dds) s LEY As LEY 480 800

We know that in the naive quark model, there is a SU(3) flavanragtry relation
between octet baryons. We consider the anti-quark disioibinside the octet baryons
in the same way. To compare with the experimental data, tHe@Iparametrization
(ctg5l) for proton is used as an input:

W = uwi), (19)
T GO
a0 = uw(x)= 00 u (),
th
SHEE ?:,thgg s Uy (),
Aup() .
Ad\’,\(x) = AUO(X) = UVTh(X) * thq(x),
,th
() = Aﬁh((x:) W00,
A9 = Wk =T = HEI00 + FI),
S = §(x) =d™x),

where theuS'(x) means the PDF for the valencequark inside the proton from the
CTEQS5 parametrization, and tlmé"h(x) is the PDF for the valenagquark inside the
A given by the light-cone SU(6) quark-diquark model, so agotlavors. For the other
hyperons, the same spirit is followed. Apply the Gribov-diipv relation again, we can
obtain the anti-quark FFs to the same hyperon.

Using all these equations fron_{10) {0 {14).1(19), and Talllesd 2, we can
obtain the &ective A fragmentation functions expressed in E@$. (8) @hd (9), had t
results are shown in Fig. 1. The ratiosadd" /D" andADS/D* with contributions from
different channels are also plotted in Hiyy. 2. It is interestiveg tn thez region we
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Figure 1: The results of thedependent quark fragmentation functions to Ayperon, including
unpolarized FFs and helicity-dependent FFs.

calculated, botln ands quarks contribute a positive spin transfer (where the FRiseof
d quark is the same as that of theuark), when the direct fragmentation process and
the intermediate decay process are all considered. Thejaatk contribute a large
FFs at the smalt region, as predicted. If we start from the struck quark, amtlwgith
the A-hyperon, the FFs obtained from our method can be taken a$eative input to
extract the PDFs of the target particle.

For the semi-inclusiveP — eAX process, where the electron is longitudinally
polarized and the target is unpolarized, the spin transfiectfon extracted from the

L total
QO f| -+ direct
<o8H- - -5

0.7H =,

—

Figure 2: Thez-dependent ratios afD"(2)/D"(2) andADS(2)/D3(2) with contributions from dierent
channels.



QCD factorization theorem is

Tqxfa(x, Q)AD(z Q%) + (— T)
TqExfi(x Q) D4z Q) +(q—T)

By using our &ective A fragmentation functions and the CTEQ5 parametrization
(ctg5l) for the proton, at the point of= 0.08, the longitudinal spin transfer distributing
with zis shown in FigB. As is shown with the thick solid line in H&j.our calculation
is well consistent with the data from the HERMES Collabana(i40,41]. To make a
comparison, the pure valence quark fragmentation prosesdgulated using the light-
cone SU(6) quark- diquark model, as shown by the thin satiel. [The pure quark and
anti-quark fragmentation process is calculated based eiight-cone SU(6) quark-
diquark model and Eq[{19), as shown by the dashed line. Wesearhat the anti-
quark fragmentation process slightly enhances the spisfieaat the smalt region,
while the intermediate decay processes greatly improvsgiretransfer in the whole
zregion.

Furthermore, to look at the detailed contribution to thsutefrom diferent chan-
nel, we write the separate longitudinal spin transfer as

Yo €xf(x, Q)aADY (z Para +(q - T)
Y &xfi(x Q) ¥, 8Dy (2 Q) + (q—T)

whereH; represents tha fragmentation contributions from direct fragmentatidre t
intermediatex?, Z, andX* decaying processes respectively. The results are shown
in Fig.[, in which thez° contributes a slightly negative polarization transfer ur o
plotted region along, but=*'s provide a higher positive polarization transfer at lowdan
mediumz region, while the influence from th is small. We notice that the positive
spin transfer at low and mediurregion mainly comes from the* contribution. This
can be easily understood from the following intuitive pretl2* is a spin 32 particle
composed with three or two positively polarized valencerksiatherefore both the
quark toX* fragmentation and th&* to A decay process should keep positive spin
correlations.

We also examine the longitudinal spin transfer onstaend the Feynman variable
Xr dependence. As for the-, it can be related to the y, z variables through a kine-
matical transformation.

We know in the target rest frame, the four momentum of thegoraind the virtual
photon are

AM2) = (20)

A (2) = (21)

P =(M,0,0,0), ¢ = (+,0,0,— V2 + Q?). (22)
With a Lorentz transformation, we get the four momentum entiP center of mass
frame as

PH = (va O’ 07 _Y:BM)v (23)
od = (B2 + Q0,0 —y Vv + Q%= yBY).
whereg is determined by

—¥BM + (=y V2 + Q2 —ypBv) =0 (24)
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Figure 3: The results of thedependent longitudinaFigure 4: The results of thedependent longitudinal
spin transfer in polarized charged lepton DIS procespin transfer from dferent channels in polarized

for the A-hyperon. charged lepton DIS process for thehyperon.
__NA@ _ 1 ; ; ;
asp = ——y—— andy = Vi So the invariant mass of théP system is

W2 = (M +v)? - (¥ + Q). (25)
The momentum oP}, of the produced hadrdmcan be parametrized as
Ph =~ zof' + xzP" + P} . (26)
Then the Feynman variable can be obtained as

Xr = 2Pn /W

_2Z1-X) v+ QM
T OM24+2My - Q2
2(1-X) % + Q2M
=z o > . 27)
M2 + x = Q

In our study, as for the bins measured in the HERMES experimeént [41], we take
an average o€Q? asQ? = 4 (GeVy and an average of asx = 0.09, so a collinear
transformation ofz to xg can be obtained from Ed._(R7). The calculated result of the
xg-dependent longitudinal spin transfer is then shown in[BligAs is shown, the result
is in good agreement with the experimental data.

As for the x-bins, the calculation is performed at the averagesof= 0.22. The
resultis shown in Fid6. It is known that the cross sectiotheffinal hadron produced
in the current-fragmentation region is non-sensitive xvariable. As is shown in
Fig.[d, our result is well consistent with this property ahd experimental data in the
intermediatex region also prove its validity.

The study of the hadronic state produced in the currentfiEagation region of the
lepton-lepton annihilation process can also give inforamabf the quark fragmenta-
tions. In this Letter, we consider the procesgté annihilation at theZ pole. In this
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process, the curreqg pairs are produced through weak interactions and then agm
into final hadrons. Though the initiat e~ states are unpolarized, the weak decays can
produce polarized curremgg pairs and these quark pairs can fragment into polarized
A-hyperon. The test of thA polarization is then sensitive to the helicity-dependent
fragmentations and the specific calculation formula fos fiocess is

SaA [ADh(@ - ADY2)]
%qCq [DQ(Z) + Dg(z)] '

where theA, andC, are parameters as shown in REf) [16].

Our calculation results are shown in Hig. 7. In this figure thick solid line is
the result of our model, while the thin solid line is the ré$tdm the light-cone SU(6)
quark-diquark model with only valence quarks and the dagheds by including the
sea quark content on the basis of the thin solid line calicratThe result from our
effective fragmentation functions agrees with the experialafdta.

Detailed contributions to this polarization result fronffdient channels are also
considered. The separate contribution is written as

Pa = (28)

_ ZqAq|aADg @aria - (@ - @)
%4Cq[2ja0g' @ +(@— )|

whereH; represents tha fragmentation contributions from direct fragmentatidre t
intermediatez®, Z, andX* decaying processes respectively. The results are shown in
Fig.[8. As is shown, the main correction to theolarization is from the fragmentation
through thez* decay channel, while the? and= contribute slightly.

In summary, we studied the quark to thdragmentation properties in the current-
fragmentation region by taking various fragmentation psses into account. These

P2 = (29)
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Figure 7: The results of thedependent longitudinaFigure 8: The results of thedependent longitudinal
A polarization in thee" e annihilation at theZ pole, A polarization in thee* e~ annihilation from diferent
and the experimental data are taken from channels at th& pole. The data are taken from
Refs. EJZELS] Refs. EJZELS]

processes include the intermediate decay process and thguark fragmentation
process. By using the light-cone SU(6) quark-diquark maahel the Gribov-Lipatov
relation, the &ective helicity-dependent fragmentation functions anglalarized frag-
mentation functions are obtained. Thefieetive fragmentation functions are applied
to several experimental processes and the obtained raselits reasonable agreement
with experimental data. We thus suggest thatARkyperon fragmentation processes
are dfective to study the structure of the-hyperon and also the parton distribution
functions of the target particle in the semi-inclusive dewgbastic scattering processes.
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