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A bstract

W ecalculate,within pQ CD parton m odelatleadingorders,theexpression

ofthe polarization P ofspin 1/2 hadrons(typically � baryons),produced in

polarized sem i-inclusive DIS in allpossible cases in which weak interactions

are involved. W e discuss how to gather new inform ation on fragm entation

and distribution functionsand givenum ericalestim atesin thecasesforwhich

data are orwillsoon beavailable.
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1. Introduction

Thepolarization ofspin 1/2 baryonsinclusively produced in polarized Deep In-

elasticScattering processesm ay beuseful,ifm easurable,to obtain new inform ation

on polarized distribution and fragm entation functions. A lot ofattention has re-

cently been dedicated to the self-revealing polarization of�’s and other hyperons

[1]-[12]. M ostpapers,with the exception ofRefs. [5],[8]and [11],do notconsider

weak interaction contributions,dueto lack ofavailableexperim entalinform ation.

NOM AD collaboration haverecently published som every interesting results[13]

on the � polarization in �� charged currentinteractions;m ore data m ightsoon be

availablefrom high energy neutralcurrentprocessesatHERA,dueto electro-weak

interference e�ects. It is then appropriate and tim ely to perform a system atical

and com prehensive study ofweak interaction contributions to the production and

the polarization ofbaryons in as m any as possible DIS processes. W e stress that

such contributionsare an im portantsource ofnew inform ation,due to the natural

neutrino polarization and to theselected couplingsofW ’sto purehelicity states.

W econsiderweak interactionsin thefollowing processes:

� p ! ‘
� �" + X (charged current)

�� p ! ‘
+ �" + X (charged current)

‘
�
p ! � �" + X (charged current)

‘
+
p ! �� �" + X (charged current)

� p ! � �" + X (neutralcurrent)

�� p ! �� �" + X (neutralcurrent)

‘p ! ‘ �" + X (neutralcurrent)

where the lepton ‘ and the proton p m ay or m ay not be polarized,whereas the

neutrinosareobviously alwayspolarized (�� = � 1=2,��� = +1=2).

In our calculations we take into account leading twist factorization theorem ,

Standard M odelelem entary interactionsatlowestperturbativeorderand LO QCD

evolution only.Consequently thecross-sectionsfortheproduction ofa hadron B in

thecurrentfragm entation region aregiven by

d�

dxdydz
=

X

q

q(x;Q 2)
d�̂

dy
D B =q(z;Q

2); (1)

whereq(x;Q 2)isthequark qdistribution function,D B =q(z;Q
2)isthefragm entation

function ofthequarkintothedetected hadron B ,and d�̂=dyistheelem entary cross-

section.TheusualDIS variablesx,y and zarede�ned asx = Q 2=2p� q,y = q� p=‘� p

and z= pB � p=p� q (seealso Appendix B).

In Sections2-4weconsiderseparately thedi�erentprocesses,and deriveexplicit

expressionsforthepolarization ofa�nalbaryon B in term sofelem entary dynam ics,

quark distribution and fragm entation functions.In Section 5 wediscusshow exper-

im entaldata could beused to obtain speci�c new inform ation and give predictions
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forseveralprocesseswhich m ightbe ofinterestin the nearfuture.In Appendix A

we give fullinform ation on the kinem aticalranges and con�gurations for each of

the experim ents in progress or planned,used to derive our num ericalresults. In

Appendix B we discussm asse�ectsin the fragm entation process,to clarify di�er-

ences and relationships between di�erent de�nitions ofthe variable on which the

fragm entation functionsdepend.

2. C harged current processes,�p ! ‘� " X and ‘p ! �� " X

Letusconsider�rsttheneutrinoinitiated processes,�p! ‘�"X ;forthem ,there

exist4 possibleelem entary contributions,corresponding to theinteractions:

� dj ! ‘
�
ui

� �ui ! ‘
� �dj

�� ui ! ‘
+
dj

�� �dj ! ‘
+ �ui (2)

whereweusethenotation

ui= u;c dj = d;s: (3)

Neglecting quark m assesone �ndsthatthere isonly one non-zero helicity am -

plitude M̂ �
‘
;�qi

;��;�qj
foreach oftheelem entary processesin (2),and precisely

M̂
�dj! ‘� ui
� � ;� � = M̂

�� �dj! ‘+ �ui
+ + ;+ + = �

4��Vij

sin2�W

1

y+ M 2
W =xs

; (4)

M̂
��ui! ‘� �dj
� + ;� + = M̂

��ui! ‘+ dj
+ � ;+ � = �

4��Vij

sin2�W

1� y

y+ M 2
W =xs

; (5)

where,according to usualSM rules,

Vud = Vcs = cos�C Vus = � Vcd = sin�C ; (6)

�W istheW einberg angle,�C istheCabibbo angleand Vij = V �

ji.

Theelem entary cross-sectionsarecom puted according to

d�̂��0

dQ 2
=

1

16�x2s2
jM̂ ��0;��0j

2 =
1

sx

d�̂��0

dy
; (7)

from which weobtain

d�̂
�dj! ‘� ui
� �

dy
=
d�̂

���dj! ‘+ �ui
+ +

dy
=

��2

xs

jVijj
2

sin4�W

 

1

y+ M 2
W =xs

! 2

; (8)

d�̂
��ui! ‘� �dj
� +

dy
=
d�̂

��ui! ‘+ dj
+ �

dy
=

��2

xs

jVijj
2

sin4�W

 

1� y

y+ M 2
W =xs

! 2

: (9)
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Noticethatboth � and �� coupleonlytoquarkswith negativehelicity and antiquarks

with positivehelicity.

W e can now com pute the longitudinalpolarizationsP[�;‘]and P[��;‘]forany spin

1=2 baryon B (�’s and ��’s for instance) produced in neutrino initiated,charged

currentDIS scattering processes:

P[�;‘](B )=
d��p! ‘� B + X � d��p! ‘� B � X

d��p! ‘� B + X + d��p! ‘� B � X
(10)

and

P[��;‘](B )=
d���p! ‘+ B + X � d���p! ‘+ B � X

d���p! ‘+ B + X + d���p! ‘+ B � X
; (11)

whereB � denotesa baryon B with helicity � .

In the m ostgeneralcase,when also the proton p ispolarized { and we denote

by an apex S itsspin state{ from Eqs.(1),(10)and (11)weobtain:

P
(S)

[�;‘]
(B )= �

P

i;j[(dj)
(S)

� d�̂
dj! ui
� � �D B =ui � (�ui)

(S)

+ d�̂
�ui!

�dj
� + �D B =�dj

]

P

i;j[(dj)
(S)

� d�̂
dj! ui
� � D B =ui + (�ui)

(S)

+ d�̂
�ui!

�dj
� + D B =�dj

]
(12)

and

P
(S)

[��;‘]
(B )= �

P

i;j[(ui)
(S)

� d�̂
ui! dj
+ � �D B =dj � (�dj)

(S)

+ d�̂
�dj! �ui
+ + �D B =�ui]

[(ui)
(S)

� d�̂
ui! dj
+ � D B =dj + (�dj)

(S)

+ d�̂
�dj! �ui
+ + D B =�ui]

; (13)

wherean expression like(q)
(S)

� standsforthenum berdensity (distribution function)

ofquarks q with helicity � inside a proton with spin S,whereas q� alone refers,

as usual,to a proton with + helicity. The polarized fragm entation functions are

de�ned as

�D B =q � DB + =q+ � DB � =q+ = D B � =q� � DB + =q� : (14)

Ifwe now explicitely perform the sum overavoursin the num eratorsand de-

nom inatorsofEqs. (12)and (13),neglecting c quark contributions,and use Eqs.

(8)and (9),weobtain forlongitudinally (� helicity)polarized protons

P
(� )

[�;‘]
(B ;x;y;z)= �

[d� + R s� ]�D B =u � (1� y)2 �u� [�D B =�d + R �D B =�s]

[d� + R s� ]D B =u + (1� y)2 �u� [D B =�d + R D B =�s]
(15)

and

P
(� )

[��;‘]
(B ;x;y;z)=

[�d� + R �s� ]�D B =�u � (1� y)2u� [�D B =d + R �D B =s]

[�d� + R �s� ]D B =�u + (1� y)2u� [D B =d + R D B =s]
; (16)

whereR � sin2�C =cos
2�C ’ 0:056.

In the sim pler case in which the proton isunpolarized one replaces q+ and q�

with q=2 so thatEqs.(15)and (16)becom erespectively

P
(0)

[�;‘]
(B ;x;y;z)= �

[d+ R s]�D B =u � (1� y)2 �u[�D B =�d + R �D B =�s]

[d+ R s]D B =u + (1� y)2 �u[D B =�d + R D B =�s]
(17)
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and

P
(0)

[��;‘]
(B ;x;y;z)=

[�d+ R �s]�D B =�u � (1� y)2u[�D B =d + R �D B =s]

[�d+ R �s]D B =�u + (1� y)2u[D B =d + R D B =s]
; (18)

in agreem entwith theresultsofRef.[11].

Theform ulaegiven abovehold forany baryon and antibaryon with spin 1=2.If

wespecify the�nalhadron observed,furthersim pli�cationsarepossible.Let’scon-

siderthecasein which a�baryon isproduced,or,in general,abaryon (ratherthan

an antibaryon):in thiscasewecan neglectterm swhich contain both �qdistributions

(in a proton)and �q fragm entations(into a �)asthey areboth sm all,in particular

atlargex and z.Then wesim ply have:

P
(� )

[�;‘]
(�;z) ’ P

(0)

[�;‘]
(�;z) ’ �

�D �=u

D �=u

; (19)

P
(� )

[��;‘]
(�;z) ’ P

(0)

[��;‘]
(�;z) ’ �

�D �=d + R �D �=s

D �=d + R D �=s

; (20)

and thepolarizations,up toQCD evolution e�ects,becom efunctionsofthevariable

z only,since any other term apart from the fragm entation functions cancels out.

ForEq.(20)to hold oneshould also avoid largey regions,dueto thefactor(1� y)2

in Eq.(18).

Eqs. (19)and (20)relate the valuesofthe longitudinalpolarization P(�)to a

quantity with a clear physicalm eaning,i.e. the ratio �D �=q=D �=q;this happens

with weak charged currentinteractions{ while itcannothappen in purely electro-

m agnetic DIS [12]{ due to the selection ofthe quark helicity and avour in the

coupling with neutrinos. A m easurem entofP(�)o�ersnew directinform ation on

thefragm entation process.W eshalldiscussfurtherthispointin Section 5.

Sim ilarresultshold forthe ‘p ! ��"X processes;the contributing elem entary

interactionsare:

‘� ui ! � dj

‘� �dj ! � �ui

‘+ dj ! �� ui

‘+ �ui ! �� �dj (21)

with thesam ecross-sectionsasthosecom puted in Eqs.(8)and (9):

d�̂
‘� ui! �dj
� �

dy
=
d�̂

‘+ �ui! ���dj
+ +

dy
=
d�̂

�dj! ‘� ui
� �

dy
=
d�̂

���dj! ‘+ �ui
+ +

dy
; (22)

d�̂
‘+ dj! ��ui
+ �

dy
=
d�̂

‘� �dj! ��ui
� +

dy
=
d�̂

��ui! ‘+ dj
+ �

dy
=
d�̂

��ui! ‘� �dj
� +

dy
� (23)
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TheanalogueofEqs.(15)and (16)isnow

P
(� )

[‘;�]
(B ;x;y;z)=

(1� y)2[�d� + R �s� ]�D B =�u � u� [�D B =d + R �D B =s]

(1� y)2[�d� + R �s� ]D B =�u + u� [D B =d + R D B =s]
(24)

and

P
(� )

[‘;��]
(B ;x;y;z)= �

(1� y)2[d� + R s� ]�D B =u � �u� [�D B =�d + R �D B =�s]

(1� y)2[d� + R s� ]D B =u + �u� [D B =�d + R D B =�s]
(25)

and sim ilarly for the analogue ofEqs. (17) and (18) (one sim ply replaces in the

aboveequationsthequark and antiquark helicity distributionswith theunpolarized

ones).

In thecasein which onecan neglectantiquark contributions(asfor�’s)onehas

again,asin Eqs.(19)and (20),

P
(� )

[‘;�]
(�;z) ’ P

(0)

[‘;�]
(�;z) ’ �

�D �=d + R �D �=s

D �=d + R D �=s

; (26)

P
(� )

[‘;��]
(�;z) ’ P

(0)

[‘;��]
(�;z) ’ �

�D �=u

D �=u

� (27)

3. N eutralcurrent neutrino processes,�p ! �� " X

Thereare4 di�erentkindsofelem entary interactionscontributing to thesepro-

cesses

� q ! � q

� �q ! � �q

�� q ! �� q

�� �q ! �� �q (28)

whereq can beeitheruj ordj.

There are 2 non-zero independent helicity am plitudes foreach process in (28).

Theselead,through Eq.(7),to thefollowing elem entary cross-sections

d�̂
�q! �q

� +

dy
=

d�̂
���q! ���q

+ �

dy
=

��2

4xs

(2eq sin
2
�W )

2

sin4�W cos4�W

 

1� y

y+ M 2
Z=xs

! 2

;

d�̂
�q! �q

� �

dy
=

d�̂
���q! ���q

+ +

dy
=

��2

4xs

(1� 2jeqjsin
2�W )

2

sin4�W cos4�W

 

1

y+ M 2
Z=xs

! 2

;

d�̂
��q! ��q
� +

dy
=

d�̂
��q! ��q
+ �

dy
=

��2

4xs

(1� 2jeqjsin
2
�W )

2

sin4�W cos4�W

 

1� y

y+ M 2
Z=xs

! 2

;

d�̂
��q! ��q
� �

dy
=

d�̂
��q! ��q
+ +

dy
=

��2

4xs

(2eq sin
2
�W )

2

sin4�W cos4�W

 

1

y+ M 2
Z=xs

! 2

; (29)
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whereeq isthequark chargein unitsoftheproton charge.

In analogy to whatwedid in thepreviousparagraph,thelongitudinalpolariza-

tion oftheproduced baryon B isde�ned as

P[�;�](B )=
d��p! �B + X � d��p! �B � X

d��p! �B + X + d��p! �B � X
(30)

and

P[��;��](B )=
d���p! ��B + X � d���p! ��B � X

d���p! ��B + X + d���p! ��B � X
� (31)

For the num erator and denom inator ofP[�;�](B ) and P[��;��](B ) separately,one

obtains,fora genericspin stateS oftheproton:

N
(S)

[�;�]
(B ) =

X

j

nh

(uj)
(S)

+ (1� y)216C 2 � (uj)
(S)

� (1� 4C)2
i

�D B =uj

+
h

(dj)
(S)

+ (1� y)24C 2 � (dj)
(S)

� (1� 2C)2
i

�D B =dj

+
h

(�uj)
(S)

+ (1� y)2(1� 4C)2 � (�uj)
(S)

� 16C 2
i

�D B =�uj

+
h

(�dj)
(S)

+ (1� y)2(1� 2C)2 � (�dj)
(S)

� 4C 2
i

�D B =�dj

o

; (32)

D
(S)

[�;�]
(B ) =

X

j

nh

(uj)
(S)

+ (1� y)216C 2 + (uj)
(S)

� (1� 4C)2
i

D B =uj

+
h

(dj)
(S)

+ (1� y)24C 2 + (dj)
(S)

� (1� 2C)2
i

D B =dj

+
h

(�uj)
(S)

+ (1� y)2(1� 4C)2 + (�uj)
(S)

� 16C 2
i

D B =�uj

+
h

(�dj)
(S)

+ (1� y)2(1� 2C)2 + (�dj)
(S)

� 4C 2
i

D B =�dj

o

; (33)

and

N
(S)

[��;��]
(B ) =

X

j

nh

(uj)
(S)

+ 16C 2 � (uj)
(S)

� (1� y)2(1� 4C)2
i

�D B =uj

+
h

(dj)
(S)

+ 4C 2 � (dj)
(S)

� (1� y)2(1� 2C)2
i

�D B =dj

+
h

(�uj)
(S)

+ (1� 4C)2 � (�uj)
(S)

� (1� y)216C 2
i

�D B =�uj

+
h

(�dj)
(S)

+ (1� 2C)2 � (�dj)
(S)

� (1� y)24C 2
i

�D B =�dj

o

; (34)

D
(S)

[��;��]
(B ) =

X

j

nh

(uj)
(S)

+ 16C 2 + (uj)
(S)

� (1� y)2(1� 4C)2
i

D B =uj

+
h

(dj)
(S)

+ 4C 2 + (dj)
(S)

� (1� y)2(1� 2C)2
i

D B =dj

+
h

(�uj)
(S)

+ (1� 4C)2 + (�uj)
(S)

� (1� y)216C 2
i

D B =�uj

+
h

(�dj)
(S)

+ (1� 2C)2 + (�dj)
(S)

� (1� y)24C 2
i

D B =�dj

o

; (35)

whereC � sin2�W =3.
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In the case of� (orany baryon,ratherthan antibaryon)production,a sim ple

expression for its longitudinalpolarization P can be obtained by neglecting the

antiquark contributions and the term s proportionalto sin4�W . Forlongitudinally

polarized protonsin thisapproxim ation wehave

P
(� )

[�;�]
(�)’ �

P

j[(uj)� (1� 8C)�D �=u j
+ (dj)� (1� 4C)�D �=d j

]
P

j[(uj)� (1� 8C)D�=u j
+ (dj)� (1� 4C)D�=d j

]
; (36)

whereasforunpolarized proton,whereq� ! q=2,oneobtains

P
(0)

[�;�]
(�)’ �

P

j[uj(1� 8C)�D �=u j
+ dj(1� 4C)�D �=d j

]
P

j[uj(1� 8C)D�=u j
+ dj(1� 4C)D�=d j

]
� (37)

Sim ilarform ulae,avoiding thelargey region,hold forP
(� )

[��;��]
(�)and forP

(0)

[��;��]
(�).

4. N eutralcurrent lepton processes,‘p ! ‘� " X

Thepossibleelem entary scatteringscontributing to thisprocessareoftheform

‘q! ‘q (38)

where‘can beeither‘+ or‘� and q can beany quark orantiquark.

Thereare4 non-zero independenthelicity am plitudescorresponding to thepro-

cessin (38). Notice thatin thiscase we m usttake into accountthe contributions

ofboth weak and electrom agnetic interactions,and the am plitudes are given by

the sum ofthe two corresponding term s. According to Eq. (7),the elem entary

cross-sectionscan bewritten as

d�̂
‘q! ‘q

� �

dy
=

��2

16xs

 

N
‘q
� �

1

y+ M 2
Z=xs

�
8eq

y

! 2

;

d�̂
‘q! ‘q
� �

dy
=

��2

16xs

 

N
‘q
� �

1

y+ M 2
Z=xs

�
8eq

y

! 2

(1� y)2; (39)

where again ‘ can be either ‘+ or‘� ,q can be any quark orantiquark q = uj;dj

and eq isthequark charge.Forthecoe�cientsN
‘q wehave(C = sin2�W =3)

N
‘� uj
+ + = N

‘� �uj
+ � = N

‘+ uj
� + = N

‘+ �uj
� � =

� 16C

1� 3C
’ � 1:60;

N
‘� uj
+ � = N

‘� �uj
+ + = N

‘+ uj
� � = N

‘+ �uj
� + =

4(1� 4C)

1� 3C
’ 3:60;

N
‘� uj
� + = N

‘� �uj
� � = N

‘+ uj
+ + = N

‘+ �uj
+ � =

8(1� 6C)

3(1� 3C)
’ 1:87;

N
‘� uj
� � = N

‘� �uj
� + = N

‘+ uj
+ � = N

‘+ �uj
+ + =

2(6C � 1)(1� 4C)

3C (1� 3C)
’ � 4:19; (40)
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and

N
‘� dj
+ + = N

‘� �dj
+ � = N

‘+ dj
� + = N

‘+ �dj
� � =

8C

1� 3C
’ 0:80;

N
‘� dj
+ � = N

‘� �dj
+ + = N

‘+ dj
� � = N

‘+ �dj
� + =

4(2C � 1)

1� 3C
’ � 4:40;

N
‘� dj
� + = N

‘� �dj
� � = N

‘+ dj
+ + = N

‘+ �dj
+ � =

4(6C � 1)

3(1� 3C)
’ � 0:93;

N
‘� dj
� � = N

‘� �dj
� + = N

‘+ dj
+ � = N

‘+ �dj
+ + =

2(1� 6C)(1� 2C)

3C (1� 3C)
’ 5:12: (41)

W e can now proceed to the calculation ofthe longitudinalpolarization P ofthe

observed spin 1=2 baryon

P[‘;‘](B )=
d�‘p! ‘B + X � d�‘p! ‘B � X

d�‘p! ‘B + X + d�‘p! ‘B � X
; (42)

where‘can beeither‘+ or‘� .

P[‘;‘](B )can be evaluated forany lepton and proton spin con�guration. W hen

both theproton p and thelepton ‘arelongitudinally polarized (in helicity states),

thepolarization P becom es

P
(� ;� )

[‘;‘]
(B )=

P

q

h

q� d�̂
‘q! ‘q
� + � q� d�̂

‘q! ‘q
� �

i

�D B =q

P

q

h

q� d�̂
‘q! ‘q

� + + q� d�̂
‘q! ‘q

� �

i

D B =q

; (43)

where again ‘ stands for either ‘+ or ‘� ,and the sum runs over allquarks and

antiquarks,q= u;d;s;�u;�d;�s;:::.

Forlongitudinally polarized leptonsbutunpolarized protons(q� ! q=2)wehave

P
(� ;0)

[‘;‘]
=

P

qq
h

d�̂
‘q! ‘q
� + � d�̂

‘q! ‘q
� �

i

�D B =q

P

qq
h

d�̂
‘q! ‘q

� + + d�̂
‘q! ‘q

� �

i

D B =q

; (44)

whileforunpolarized leptonsbutlongitudinally polarized protonswehave

P
(0;� )

[‘;‘]
(B )=

P

q

h

q� (d�̂
‘q! ‘q

+ + + d�̂
‘q! ‘q

� + )� q� (d�̂
‘q! ‘q

+ � + d�̂
‘q! ‘q

� � )
i

�D B =q

P

q

h

q� (d�̂
‘q! ‘q
+ + + d�̂

‘q! ‘q
� + )+ q� (d�̂

‘q! ‘q
+ � + d�̂

‘q! ‘q
� � )

i

D B =q

� (45)

Finally,them ostinteresting case iswhen neithertheproton northelepton are

polarized: in this case the longitudinalpolarization ofbaryon B is non-zero only

dueto parity violating weak contributions.W eobtain

P
(0;0)

[‘;‘]
(B )=

P

qq
h

d�̂
‘q! ‘q
+ + + d�̂

‘q! ‘q
� + � d�̂

‘q! ‘q
+ � � d�̂

‘q! ‘q
� �

i

�D B =q

4
P

qqd�̂
‘q! ‘qD B =q

; (46)
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whered�̂‘q! ‘q istheunpolarized ‘q! ‘q cross-section

4d�̂‘q! ‘q = d�̂
‘q! ‘q

+ + + d�̂
‘q! ‘q

� + + d�̂
‘q! ‘q

+ � + d�̂
‘q! ‘q

� � : (47)

Thise�ectm ightbem easurableatHERA and num ericalestim ateswillbegiven in

thenextSection.

5. N um ericalestim ates

In thepreviousSectionswehaveobtained explicitexpressionsforthepolarization

ofbaryonsproduced in DISscatteringsinvolvingweakinteractions;wenow usethese

form ulaeto give predictionsin thecaseof� and �� production,considering typical

kinem aticalcon�gurations ofongoing or planned experim ents. W hen convenient,

weintegrateovertheactualphysicalrangesofsom evariables;thesearecollected in

Table 1 ofAppendix A.Ourresultsshould give a good com prehensive description

ofwhatto expectin allpresentorfutureexperim ents,and can beadapted to cover

allrealisticsituations,according to di�erentkinem aticalcutsand con�gurations.

The polarization values depend on the known Standard M odeldynam ics,on

the ratherwellknown partonic distributions,both unpolarized and polarized,and

on the quark fragm entation functions,again both unpolarized and polarized. The

latterarenotso wellknown and a choice m ustbem adein orderto give num erical

estim ates or in order to be able to interpret the m easured values in favour ofa

particularset.

Unpolarized � fragm entation functions are determ ined by �tting e+ e� ! �+
�� + X experim entaldata,which are sensitive only to singlet com binations, like

D �=q + D �=�q � D(�+ ��)=q. Itisim possible to separate the fragm entation functions

relativeto�’sfrom thosefor ��’sin am odelindependentway;alsoavourseparation

is not possible without appropriate initialassum ptions,forexam ple aboutSU(3)

avoursym m etry. Polarized � fragm entation functionsare obtained by �tting the

scarce data on � polarization at LEP,sensitive only to non-singlet com binations

like �D �=q � �D �=�q = �D val
�=q

. Also in thiscase avourseparation hasto rely on

m odels.

Threetypicalsetsoffragm entationfunctions,denotedasscenarios1,2and3,and

derived from �tstoe+ e� data,aregiven in Ref.[4].Theunpolarized fragm entation

functionsaretaken to beSU(3)sym m etric:

D (�+ ��)=u = D (�+ ��)=d = D (�+ ��)=s = D (�+ ��)=�u = D (�+ ��)= �d = D (�+ ��)=�s ; (48)

and havebeen derived forthecom bined production of� and �� and notforeach of

them separately.

Forthepolarized fragm entation functionsthey assum e,attheinitialscale�2:

�D �=s(z;�
2) = z

�
D (�+ ��)=s(z;�

2);

�D �=u (z;�
2) = �D �=d(z;�

2)= N u �D �=s(z;�
2): (49)
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The three scenariosdi�erfortherelative contributionsofthestrange quark polar-

ization to � polarization: N u = 0,N u = � 0:2 and Nu = 1 forscenarios 1,2 and

3 respectively [4].The\unfavoured" polarized fragm entations�D �=�u ;�D ��=u ,etc.

areassum ed to benegligibleattheinitialscale�2,and areonly generated by QCD

evolution;itisthen possible,forthe polarized fragm entation functions,to obtain

separately thecontributionsto � and ��.

W e adopt the above set offragm entation functions as they are the least de-

pendenton m odels,they have the properQCD evolution,and the three scenarios

are wellrepresentative ofpossible spin dependences. W e are then equipped with

unpolarized fragm entation functionsinto �+ �� and with separate polarized frag-

m entation functions into � and ��;we wish to give predictions and estim ates for

the polarizationsof� and ��,which are m easured separately. W e then de�ne the

following com putablequantities:

P
�(�)�

d�� + � d�� �

d��+
��

=
P(�)

1+ T
; (50)

and

P
�(��)�

d�
�� + � d�

�� �

d��+
��

= P(��)
T

1+ T
; (51)

wherethenotationsshould beobviousand

T =
d�

��

d��
� (52)

Eqs.(50)and (51)allow to com putethevaluesofP(�)and P(��)provided one

can com puteorm easuretheratio T:

P(�)= (1+ T)P �(�); P(��)=

�

1+
1

T

�

P
�(��): (53)

NoticethatP isalwayslargerin m agnitudethan P �.

The ratio T cannot be com puted with the fragm entation set ofRef. [4]; it

requires the knowledge ofseparate unpolarized fragm entation functionsfor� and
�� and itdependson thechosen set.

In Figs.1-10weshow som eresultsforP �(�;��)forseveralprocesses,with di�er-

entinitialspin con�gurations,and di�erent kinem aticalconditions,corresponding

to typicalexperim entalsetups,shown in Table1 ofAppendix A.These m ay easily

be changed,according to experim entalsituations. Details are given in the �gure

captions. W e use the unpolarized distribution functions ofRefs. [14],the related

polarized distribution functionsofRef. [15](we have explicitely checked thatour

num ericalresults depend very little on the available sets ofparton densities) and

thefragm entation functionsofRef.[4],m ainly with scenarios2 and 3.

In Figs. 11-12 we give estim ates for P(�) [rather than P �(�)],in the sam e

casesofsom eoftheprevious�gures;wehavecom puted theratio T eitherwith the
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SU(3)sym m etric setofunpolarized fragm entation functionsofRef. [9]orwith a

setderived from Ref.[16],by im posing SU(3)sym m etry.

The�gurecaptionscontain allrelevantinform ation aboutthevariouscases;we

giveheresom egeneralcom m entsaboutourresults.

� W e present results using m ainly the fragm entation functions ofscenarios 2

and 3 ofRef.[4],neglecting scenario 1,in which only s quarkscontribute to

� polarization.In fact,P(�)isalwaysnegligiblein thiscase,given thesm all

contentofs quarksin the nucleon targetand theSU(3)-sym m etric nature of

theunpolarized fragm entation functionsutilized.Thiscan beseen by inspect-

ing Eqs. (19),(20) and (26),(27) for charged current interactions and Eq.

(37)forneutralcurrents.However,itisinteresting to noticethatforunpolar-

ized fragm entation functionsallowing fora strong SU(3)sym m etry breaking,

like those ofRef. [16],the situation can be di�erent,and scenario 1 m ight

give sizeable asym m etries. According to Ref.[16],D �=u = D �=d � D �=s and

thiscan wellcom pensate forthe sm allfactorR in Eq. (20),so that,also in

scenario 1,P[��;‘]can belarge.

� Figs. 1,2 and 11 sum m arize som e ofthe m ostinteresting featuresof� po-

larization in charged current interactions. The large hxi values involved in

NOM AD experim entim ply T = d�
��=d�� � 1,so that,from Eq.(50),P �(�)

is sim ilar to P(�) (com pare Figs. 2 and 11) and follows closely the sim ple

behavioursuggested by Eqs. (19)and (20).P �(��),instead,issuppressed by

the the sm allratio T,see Eq. (51);the actualestim ated value ofP(��) is

shown in Fig.11 and ism uch larger.Noticethata com parison between Figs.

1 and 2,i.e.between Eqs.(19)and (20),m ightgiveinform ation on theratios

Cq � �D �=q=D �=q;forexam ple,the sam e value ofCq forallavours would

result in P[�;‘](�)= P [��;‘](�). On the other hand,largely di�erent values of

P[�;‘]and P[��;‘]would certainly indicatea strong SU(3)sym m etry breaking in

the fragm entation functions,with s quark contributionsdom inating in order

to com pensateforthesm allR factorin Eq.(20).

Som e data on P
(0)

[�;‘]
(�;��)are available from NOM AD collaboration [13],but

theerrorsand uncertaintiesarestilltoo largeto allow signi�cantcom parisons

and to discrim inatebetween di�erentsetsoffragm entation functions.

� Fig. 3 gives values ofP�(�) in kinem aticalregions dom inated by sm allx

values,so thatone expectsT ’ 1 and P �(�;��)’ P(�; ��)=2,Eqs. (50)and

(51).TheoppositesignsofP(�)andP(��)can beeasilyunderstood bylooking

atEq. (25)(with q� ! q=2)and noticing thatfragm entation into a baryon

oran antibaryon favoursthe�rstorthesecond term in thenum erator.

� For neutrino charged currents we give num ericalestim ates only in the case

ofan unpolarized target. In fact,present intensities ofneutrino beam s re-

quire very large targets to reach reasonable lum inosities and statistics,and

11



thism akesunpracticaltopolarizethem .Therearehoweverproposalsforneu-

trino factorieswith largeintensitieswhich willallow to considertheoption of

polarized targets[17].

� The � polarizationsforneutralcurrentsshown in Figs.4,5,6 and 7 exhibit

a sim ilarbehaviourforthe fourdi�erentkinem aticalsetupsconsidered. The

di�erencesarerelated to thedi�erentkinem aticalcutsand again to thevalue

ofthefactorT.In particular,sinceT ’ 1forE665and HERA kinem atics,the

P � are suppressed by a factor’ 2 with respectto the case ofHERM ES and

COM PASS kinem atics. Notice also thatin these two casesthere are sizeable

variationsdepending on thedi�erentpolarization statesofthetarget.

� The resultspresented in Figs. 8 and 12 show polarizationsasfunctionsofx

(integrated overz)ratherthan z (integrated overx): these testthe dynam -

icsofthe partonic processand in particularthe contribution ofelectro-weak

interferences,in a neatand unusualway. The di�erences between positively

and negatively charged leptons are entirely due to electro-weak e�ects;this

is wellvisible at large x (im plying large Q 2),where the curves for e+ and

e� di�er sizeably. M oreover,from Eqs. (39)-(41) it is possible to evaluate

analytically the zerosofthe cross-section di�erencesd�̂� + � d�̂� � appearing

in the num erator ofEq. (44);one can show that realzeros for 0 < x < 1

occuronly forelectrom agnetic + weak contributionsand forpositron beam s.

The e�ective position ofthe zerosdependson y (oralternatively on Q 2)and

for the dom inating sm ally values is around x ’ 0:04 -0:08. Although the

statisticalerrors increase sizeably for large x values at HERA,the di�erent

behaviourshown atsm alland largex valuesforpositron and electron beam s

m ightprobably betested.

Fig. 12 showsthe sam e plotsasin Fig. 8,forthe actualpolarization P(�),

estim ated according to the com m ents in the �gure caption,rather than for

P �(�);it is interesting to note how the di�erences between P and P � vary

with x,according to theobservationswehavealready m ade.

� Fig. 9 shows the parity violating longitudinalpolarization of�’s produced

from unpolarized initialelectronsand nucleonsin NC processes;beingapurely

electro-weak e�ectitism oresizeableatvery largeQ 2 values,which are,how-

ever,accessible at HERA.Also Fig. 10 shows som e e�ects ofelectro-weak

interferences, resulting in di�erences between plots ofP
� (+ ;0)

[e;e]
for positrons

and electrons.

W e have given a com prehensive discussion { both theoretical(atLO)and phe-

nom enological{ ofthe polarization of�’s and ��’s produced in the current frag-

m entation region ofDIS processes,both with neutraland charged currents. Our

resultscan be exploited to gathernew inform ation aboutpolarized fragm entation

functions,toim proveourknowledgeaboutpolarized parton densities[18]and totest
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fundam entalfeaturesofelectro-weak elem entary interactions. Severalexperim ents

areeitherrunningorbeingplanned,which willprecisely look atthesesem i-inclusive

DIS processes;ourstudy should help in theanalysisoftheforthcom ing data.
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A ppendix A { Experim entalsetups and kinem aticalcuts

In ouranalysiswe have considered m ostpresentand forthcom ing experim ents,

which coverm anydi�erentkinem aticalcon�gurations.Forthereader’sconvenience,

we collect and sum m arize here the corresponding experim entalsetups,with their

kinem aticalranges.

The m ain variableswhich specify the varioussetupsarelisted below,while the

kinem aticalvaluesand cutsforthedi�erentexperim entsaregiven in Table1.

E l: incom ing lepton energy,in theLaboratory referencefram e
p
s: totalenergy,in thelepton-proton c.m .fram e

W : totalenergy,in thevirtualboson-proton c.m fram e

E l0: outgoing lepton energy,in theLaboratory fram e

�l0(h): outgoing lepton (hadron)scattering angle,in theLaboratory fram e

E h: outgoing hadron energy,in theLaboratory fram e

pT: transverse hadron m om entum (w.r.t.thelepton direction)

�: = � lntan(�h=2),pseudorapidity,in theLaboratory fram e

x = Q 2=2q� p,y = q� p=‘� p,z= ph � p=q� p aretheusualinvariantvariablesfor

sem i-inclusive DIS hadron production.

HERM ES COM PASS E665 NOM AD HERA HERA*

E l [GeV] 27.6 200 470 48.8 27.6 27.6

p
s [GeV] 7.26 19.4 29.7 9.6 300 300

x 0.023-08 > 0.01 (10� 3)-0.1 0.22 > 0.004 > 0.01

y < 0.85 0.1-0.9 0.1-0.8 0.48 0.04-0.95 0.1-0.95

z 0.2-0.7 0.2-0.9 0.1-0.95 > 0.1 > 0.1

Q 2 [GeV 2] 1-24 > 4 (1)-2.5 9 10-2000 200-104

W [GeV] > 2 5.8

E l0 [GeV] > 4.1 < 420 > 10 > 10

�l0 [rad] 0.04-0.22

E h [GeV] > 2 > 5 > 4

pT [GeV] > 0.5

� {1.5-1.5

Table 1: Sum m ary oftheexperim entsand thecorresponding kinem aticalsetups.
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W herever possible we have considered kinem aticalcuts identicalto those al-

ready adopted orplanned forthe related experim ents;the Q 2 range forthe E665

experim ent at SLAC (0:25 < Q 2 < 2:5 GeV 2) reaches too low Q 2 values for our

leading order analysis,based on factorization theorem ,and we have adopted the

range1:0< Q 2 < 2:5 GeV 2 (thisinuencesalso thelowercuton x,ofcourse).

Notice also that with HERA we m ean both H1 and ZEUS typicalsetups at

interm ediate Q 2 values,while with HERA* we refer to setups with very high Q 2

values,asrequired forthestudy ofelectro-weak interferencee�ects.

ForNOM AD experim ent,allkinem aticalvariablesare�xed tothecorresponding

averagevalue[19].

A ppendix B { M ass correction e�ects

In thispaperfragm entation functionsarealwaysexpressed asa function ofz=

p� ph=p� q,wherep,ph,q arethefour-m om enta ofthetargetproton,theproduced

hadron,and thevirtualboson respectively.In thecaseofsem i-inclusiveDIS,atLO

and in collinearcon�guration,z coincideswith thelight-conem om entum fraction of

theparentparton carried by theobserved hadron,� = p
+

h =p
+
q .Therearein general

severalother variables that can be considered;depending on the speci�c process

understudy,they can bem oreorlesssuitable than z to,e.g.,describe theprocess

from theexperim entalpointofview ortoshow scalingpropertiesofobservables,like

cross-sections.In thisAppendix,weshortly review thede�nition ofthese variables

and give the connection am ong them . Itisim portantto notice thatatvery large

energy scalesE ,when them assoftheobserved hadron M h can besafely neglected,

allthese variables coincide (excluding the regions where they are com parable to

M h=E ). However,kinem aticsform ostofthe running orforthcom ing experim ents

on sem i-inclusive hadron production,which is the m ain subject ofthispaper,are

such thatm asscorrectionscan berelevant.W ealwaysneglectcorrectionsduetothe

m assofthe proton target,even though they m ighthave som e e�ectsin particular

kinem aticalranges.

Letus�rstbriey sum m arize the situation in the case ofe+ e� ! �X process,

which isused to �x thesetof�+ �� fragm entation functionslargely adopted in this

paper.Thevariablesusually utilized are:

x
E

=
2ph � q

Q 2
=
2E h
p
s
;

xp =
2jphj

Q
=
2jphjp

s
; (54)

� =
p
+

h

p+q
;

whereph isthehadron three-m om entum in thee+ e� c.m .referencefram e.x
E
and

xp areusually adopted by theexperim entalists,while � ism orecom m only used by

thetheorists.Atlargeenergies,likein e+ e� collisionsattheZ0 pole,and considering
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x
E
> 0:1,which isalsorequired forothertheoreticalreasons,seeRef.[4],m asse�ects

arein factnegligibleand allthesevariablescan besafely assum ed to beequivalent;

the fragm entation function dependence on � can then be directly identi�ed with

the x
E
dependence shown by the experim entalresults. W hen m asscorrectionsare

relevant,theconnection am ongthevariablesde�ned in Eqs.(54)isgiven,atleading

order,asfollows:

xp = x
E
�;

� = x
E

1+ �

2
; (55)

wherethefactor� isde�ned as

� =

 

1�
4M 2

h

x2
E
s

! 1=2

� (56)

Letusnow considerthecaseofsem i-inclusiveDIS,in thevirtualboson-targetproton

c.m . reference fram e,for hadron production in the current fragm entation region

(xF > 0).Usualvariablesare:

z =
p� ph

p� q
=
E h + jphj

W
;

x
F

=
2pL

W
=
2jphj

W
; (57)

z
0 =

E h

E q0
=

E h

(1� x)Ep
=
2E h

W
;

where E q0 is the energy ofthe parent quark in the process q0 ! h + X . x
F
and

z are the variablesusually adopted by the experim entalists. However,asshown in

Ref.[4],theappropriatescaling variableforsem i-inclusiveDIS isz0ratherthan x
F
.

De�ning � = M h=W ,therangesofvariation ofthethreevariablesare

x
F

2

�

0;
�

1� 4�2
�1=2

�

;

z
0 2

h

2�;1
i

; (58)

z 2

�

�;
1

2

n

1+
�

1� 4�2
�1=2 o

�

:

Theexpressionsofthethreevariablesasa function oftheothertwo are

x
F
= z

0

 

1� 4
�2

z02

! 1=2

x
F
= z

 

1�
�2

z2

!

; (59)

z
0= x

F

 

1+ 4
�2

x2
F

! 1=2

z
0= z

 

1+
�2

z2

!

; (60)

z = x
F

1

2

2

41+

 

1+ 4
�2

x2
F

! 1=2
3

5 z = z
0
1

2

2

41+

 

1� 4
�2

z02

! 1=2
3

5 : (61)
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Ifwe startfrom ,e.g.,a cross-section evaluated in ourform alism (we om ithere

thedependence on x and y)
d�

dz
/ D h(z); (62)

thecorresponding cross-section expressed asa function ofx
F
willbegiven by

d�

dx
F

=
dz

dx
F

d�

dz
/ D h[z(xF

)]; (63)

where,apartfrom the overallrescaling factordz=dx
F
,one m ustkeep into account

thatfragm entation functions,obtained in thevariablez,areto berescaled to thez

valuecorresponding to x
F
.

In variableslike polarizations,given asratiosoftwo cross-sections,the overall

rescalingfactorscanceloutand therem aininge�ectistherescalingbetween thetwo

variablesin thefragm entation functions,according to Eqs.(59)-(61).

Ofcourse,iftheaveragevalueofthepolarization overagiven kinem aticalregion

isrequired,the appropriate overallrescaling factors,like dz=dx
F
in Eq.(63),have

to betaken into accountin thekinem aticalintegrations.
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Figure captions

Fig. 1: P
� (0)

[�;�]
for� (solid lines)and �� (dashed lines)hyperons,asa function ofz,

with a kinem aticalsetup typicalofNOM AD experim entatCERN (seeTable1 for

details). Resultsare given forscenarios 2 and 3 ofthe polarized � fragm entation

functions(FF)ofRef.[4].Resultswith scenario1arealm ostnegligible.Unpolarized

(�+ ��)FF arefrom Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonicdistributionshavebeen

used for the proton target. Since hxi is large for this kinem aticalcon�guration,

we expect T = d�
��=d�� � 1 and,as a consequence,P

(0)

[�;�]
(�) ’ P

� (0)

[�;�]
(�),while

P
(0)

[�;�]
(��)� P

� (0)

[�;�]
(��)(seetextform oredetails).

Fig. 2: P
� (0)

[��;�]
for� (solid lines)and �� (dashed lines)hyperons,asa function of

z,with a kinem aticalsetup typicalofNOM AD experim ent at CERN (see Table

1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 ofthe polarized � FF of

Ref.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��) FF

are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonic distributions have been used for

the proton target. Since hxiislarge forthiskinem aticalcon�guration,we expect

T = d�
��=d�� � 1 and,asa consequence,P

(0)

[��;�]
(�)’ P

� (0)

[��;�]
(�),while P

(0)

[��;�]
(��)�

P
� (0)

[��;�]
(��)(seetextand Fig.11 form oredetails).

Fig. 3: P
� (0)

[e;��]
for � (solid lines) and �� (dashed lines) hyperons,as a function

ofz,with a kinem aticalsetup typicalofHERA experim ents atDESY (see Table

1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 ofthe polarized � FF of

Ref.[4].Resultswith scenario 1 arealm ostnegligible.Unpolarized (�+ ��)FF are

from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonic distributions have been used forthe

proton target. Since hxiissm allforHERA kinem aticalcon�gurations,we expect

T = d�
��=d�� ’ 1 and,asa consequence,P

(0)

[e;��]
(�;��)’ 2P

� (0)

[e;��]
(�;��)(see textfor

m oredetails).

Fig. 4: P �

[e;e]
for � hyperons,as a function ofz,for di�erent com binations of

the beam and targetpolarizations,asshown in the plot legend. The kinem atical

setup istypicalofHERM ES experim entatDESY (seeTable1 fordetails).Results

are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) ofthe polarized � FF

ofRef.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��)

FF are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]and polarized GRSV-ST [15]partonic

distributionshave been used fortheproton target.Since hxiislargeforHERM ES

kinem aticalcon�guration, we expect, at large z, T = d�
��=d�� � 1 and, as a

consequence,P[e;e](�)’ P �

[e;e]
(�),whileforthe �� (notshown in thisplot)itshould

resultP[e;e](��)� P �

[e;e]
(��)(seetextform oredetails).

Fig. 5: P �

[�;�]
for� hyperons,asa function ofz,fordi�erentcom binationsofthe

beam and targetpolarizations,asshown in theplotlegend.Thekinem aticalsetup

is typicalofCOM PASS experim ent at CERN (see Table 1 for details). Results
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are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) ofthe polarized � FF

ofRef.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��)

FF are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]and polarized GRSV-ST [15]partonic

distributionshave been used forthe proton target. Since hxiisrelatively large for

COM PASS kinem aticalcon�guration,weexpect,atlargez,T = d�
��=d�� � 1and,

asa consequence,P[�;�](�)’ P �

[�;�]
(�),while forthe �� (notshown in thisplot)it

should resultP[�;�](��)� P �

[�;�]
(��)(seetextform oredetails).

Fig. 6: P �

[�;�]
for � hyperons,as a function ofz,for di�erent com binations of

the beam and targetpolarizations,asshown in the plot legend. The kinem atical

setup is typicalofE665 experim ent at SLAC (see Table 1 for details). Results

are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) ofthe polarized � FF

ofRef.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��)

FF are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]and polarized GRSV-ST [15]partonic

distributionshave been used fortheproton target.Since hxiisrelatively sm allfor

E665kinem aticalcon�guration,weexpectT = d�
��=d�� ’ 1and,asaconsequence,

P[�;�](�;��)’ 2P �

[�;�]
(�;��)(seetextform oredetails).

Fig. 7: P �

[e;e]
for� hyperons,asa function ofz,fordi�erentcom binationsofthe

positronbeam andtargetpolarizations,asshown intheplotlegend.Thekinem atical

setup istypicalofHERA experim ents atDESY (see Table 1 fordetails). Results

are given forscenarios2 (heavy lines)and 3 (thin lines) ofthe polarized � FF of

Ref.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��) FF

arealso from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]and polarized GRSV-ST [15]partonic

distributions have been used for the proton target. Since hxi is sm allfor HERA

kinem aticalcon�gurations,we expect T = d�
��=d�� ’ 1 and,as a consequence,

P[e;e](�;��)’ 2P �

[e;e](�;
��)(seetextform oredetails).

Fig. 8: P
� (+ ;0)

[e;e]
for � hyperons, as a function ofx, both for positron (heavy

lines) and electron (thin lines) beam s. The kinem aticalsetup istypicalofHERA

experim entsatDESY (see Table 1 fordetails). Resultsare given forallthe three

scenariosofthepolarized �FF ofRef.[4].Unpolarized (�+ ��)FF arefrom Ref.[4];

unpolarized GRV [14]partonic distributionshave been used forthe proton target.

The crossing at x ’ 0:1 for the case ofpositron beam is due to the interference

between electrom agnetic and weak contributions. Since T = d�
��=d�� is � 1 at

largex and becom escom parabletounity atvery low x,weexpect,correspondingly,

P[e;e](�)’ P �

[e;e]
(�)and P [e;e](�;��)’ 2P �

[e;e]
(�;��)(see textand Fig. 12 form ore

details).

Fig. 9: P
� (0;0)

[e;e]
for� hyperons,asa function ofz,forvarious\high-Q 2" optionsof

theHERA kinem aticalsetup (seetheHERA* setup in Table1fordetails)and fora

positron beam :y > 0:1 (solid lines);y > 0:6 (dashed lines);Q 2 > 4000 GeV 2 (dot-

dashed lines).Resultsaregiven forscenarios2(heavy lines)and 3(thin lines)ofthe

polarized�FF ofRef.[4].Resultswith scenario1arealm ostnegligible.Unpolarized
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(�+ ��)FF arefrom Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonicdistributionshavebeen

used fortheproton target(seetextform oredetails).

Fig. 10: P
� (+ ;0)

[e;e]
for� hyperons,asa function ofz,both forpositron (heavy lines)

and electron (thin lines) beam s,and for various \high-Q 2" options ofthe HERA

kinem aticalsetup (seetheHERA*setup in Table1fordetails):y > 0:1(solid lines);

y > 0:6 (dashed lines). Resultsare given forscenarios2 and 3 ofthe polarized �

FF ofRef.[4]. Resultswith scenario 1 are alm ostnegligible. Unpolarized (�+ ��)

FF are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonic distributionshave been used

fortheproton target(seetextform oredetails).

Fig. 11: P
(0)

[��;�]
for � (solid lines) and �� (dashed lines) hyperons,as a function

ofz,with a kinem aticalsetup typicalofNOM AD experim entatCERN (see Table

1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 ofthe polarized � FF of

Ref.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��) FF

are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonic distributions have been used for

the proton target. Estim ates for P
(0)

[��;�]
are obtained from Eqs.(53) by using the

corresponding resultsforP
� (0)

[��;�]
,shown in Fig.2,and evaluating T = d�

��=d�� with

the�, �� unpolarized FF ofRef.[9](heavy lines)and Ref.[16](thin lines);thislast

sethasbeen m odi�ed by im posing SU(3)sym m etry. The spread between the two

corresponding setsofcurvesgives a good indication ofthe uncertainty due to the

evaluation oftheratio T.Noticethatthisuncertainty isalm ostnegligibleforlarge

z,wherepolarizationsareexpected to besizeableforboth scenarios2 and 3.

Fig. 12: P
(+ ;0)

[e;e]
for � hyperons, as a function ofx,both for positron (heavy

lines) and electron (thin lines) beam s. The kinem aticalsetup istypicalofHERA

experim entsatDESY (see Table 1 fordetails). Resultsare given forallthe three

scenarios of the polarized � FF ofRef.[4]. Unpolarized (� + ��) FF are from

Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonicdistributionshavebeen used fortheproton

target.Estim atesforP
(+ ;0)

[e;e]
areobtained from Eqs.(53)by using thecorresponding

results for P
� (+ ;0)

[e;e]
, shown in Fig. 8, and evaluating T = d�

��=d�� with the �

unpolarized FF ofRef.[9]. The crossing atx ’ 0:1 forthe case ofpositron beam

is due to the interference between electrom agnetic and weak contributions. Since

T = d�
��=d�� is� 1 atlargex and becom escom parableto unity atvery low x,we

�nd,correspondingly,P[e;e](�)’ P �

[e;e]
(�)and P [e;e](�;��)’ 2P �

[e;e]
(�;��)(see text

and Fig.8 form oredetails).
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Figure1: P
� (0)

[�;�]
for� (solid lines)and �� (dashed lines)hyperons,asa function of

z,with a kinem aticalsetup typicalofNOM AD experim entatCERN (see Table 1

fordetails).Resultsaregiven forscenarios2and 3ofthepolarized �fragm entation

functions(FF)ofRef.[4].Resultswith scenario1arealm ostnegligible.Unpolarized

(�+ ��)FF arefrom Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonicdistributionshavebeen

used for the proton target. Since hxi is large for this kinem aticalcon�guration,

we expect T = d�
��=d�� � 1 and,as a consequence,P

(0)

[�;�]
(�) ’ P

� (0)

[�;�]
(�),while

P
(0)

[�;�]
(��)� P

� (0)

[�;�]
(��)(seetextform oredetails).
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Figure 2: P
� (0)

[��;�]
for � (solid lines) and �� (dashed lines) hyperons,as a function

ofz,with a kinem aticalsetup typicalofNOM AD experim entatCERN (see Table

1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 ofthe polarized � FF of

Ref.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��) FF

are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonic distributions have been used for

the proton target. Since hxiislarge forthiskinem aticalcon�guration,we expect

T = d�
��=d�� � 1 and,asa consequence,P

(0)

[��;�]
(�)’ P

� (0)

[��;�]
(�),while P

(0)

[��;�]
(��)�

P
� (0)

[��;�]
(��)(seetextand Fig.11 form oredetails).
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Figure 3: P
� (0)

[e;��]
for � (solid lines) and �� (dashed lines) hyperons,as a function

ofz,with a kinem aticalsetup typicalofHERA experim ents atDESY (see Table

1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 ofthe polarized � FF of

Ref.[4].Resultswith scenario 1 arealm ostnegligible.Unpolarized (�+ ��)FF are

from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonic distributions have been used forthe

proton target. Since hxiissm allforHERA kinem aticalcon�gurations,we expect

T = d�
��=d�� ’ 1 and,asa consequence,P

(0)

[e;��]
(�;��)’ 2P

� (0)

[e;��]
(�;��)(see textfor

m oredetails).
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Figure 4: P �

[e;e]
for � hyperons,as a function ofz,for di�erent com binations of

the beam and targetpolarizations,asshown in the plot legend. The kinem atical

setup istypicalofHERM ES experim entatDESY (seeTable1 fordetails).Results

are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) ofthe polarized � FF

ofRef.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��)

FF are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]and polarized GRSV-ST [15]partonic

distributionshave been used fortheproton target.Since hxiislargeforHERM ES

kinem aticalcon�guration, we expect, at large z, T = d�
��=d�� � 1 and, as a

consequence,P[e;e](�)’ P �

[e;e]
(�),whileforthe �� (notshown in thisplot)itshould

resultP[e;e](��)� P �

[e;e]
(��)(seetextform oredetails).
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Figure5: P �

[�;�]
for� hyperons,asa function ofz,fordi�erentcom binationsofthe

beam and targetpolarizations,asshown in theplotlegend.Thekinem aticalsetup

is typicalofCOM PASS experim ent at CERN (see Table 1 for details). Results

are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) ofthe polarized � FF

ofRef.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��)

FF are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]and polarized GRSV-ST [15]partonic

distributionshave been used forthe proton target. Since hxiisrelatively large for

COM PASS kinem aticalcon�guration,weexpect,atlargez,T = d�
��=d�� � 1and,

asa consequence,P[�;�](�)’ P �

[�;�]
(�),while forthe �� (notshown in thisplot)it

should resultP[�;�](��)� P �

[�;�]
(��)(seetextform oredetails).
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Figure 6: P �

[�;�]
for � hyperons,as a function ofz,fordi�erent com binations of

the beam and targetpolarizations,asshown in the plot legend. The kinem atical

setup is typicalofE665 experim ent at SLAC (see Table 1 for details). Results

are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) ofthe polarized � FF

ofRef.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��)

FF are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]and polarized GRSV-ST [15]partonic

distributionshave been used fortheproton target.Since hxiisrelatively sm allfor

E665kinem aticalcon�guration,weexpectT = d�
��=d�� ’ 1and,asaconsequence,

P[�;�](�;��)’ 2P �

[�;�]
(�;��)(seetextform oredetails).
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Figure7: P �

[e;e]
for� hyperons,asa function ofz,fordi�erentcom binationsofthe

positronbeam andtargetpolarizations,asshown intheplotlegend.Thekinem atical

setup istypicalofHERA experim ents atDESY (see Table 1 fordetails). Results

are given forscenarios2 (heavy lines)and 3 (thin lines) ofthe polarized � FF of

Ref.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��) FF

arealso from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]and polarized GRSV-ST [15]partonic

distributions have been used for the proton target. Since hxi is sm allfor HERA

kinem aticalcon�gurations,we expect T = d�
��=d�� ’ 1 and,as a consequence,

P[e;e](�;��)’ 2P �

[e;e]
(�;��)(seetextform oredetails).
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Figure 8: P
� (+ ;0)

[e;e]
for � hyperons,as a function ofx,both for positron (heavy

lines) and electron (thin lines) beam s. The kinem aticalsetup istypicalofHERA

experim entsatDESY (see Table 1 fordetails). Resultsare given forallthe three

scenariosofthepolarized �FF ofRef.[4].Unpolarized (�+ ��)FF arefrom Ref.[4];

unpolarized GRV [14]partonic distributionshave been used forthe proton target.

The crossing at x ’ 0:1 for the case ofpositron beam is due to the interference

between electrom agnetic and weak contributions. Since T = d�
��=d�� is � 1 at

largex and becom escom parabletounity atvery low x,weexpect,correspondingly,

P[e;e](�)’ P �

[e;e]
(�)and P [e;e](�;��)’ 2P [e;e](�;��)(see textand Fig. 12 form ore

details).
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Figure9: P
� (0;0)

[e;e]
for�hyperons,asafunction ofz,forvarious\high-Q 2"optionsof

theHERA kinem aticalsetup (seetheHERA* setup in Table1fordetails)and fora

positron beam :y > 0:1 (solid lines);y > 0:6 (dashed lines);Q 2 > 4000 GeV 2 (dot-

dashed lines).Resultsaregiven forscenarios2(heavy lines)and 3(thin lines)ofthe

polarized�FF ofRef.[4].Resultswith scenario1arealm ostnegligible.Unpolarized

(�+ ��)FF arefrom Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonicdistributionshavebeen

used fortheproton target(seetextform oredetails).
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Figure 10: P
� (+ ;0)

[e;e]
for � hyperons,as a function ofz,both for positron (heavy

lines) and electron (thin lines) beam s, and for various \high-Q 2" options ofthe

HERA kinem aticalsetup (see the HERA* setup in Table 1 for details): y > 0:1

(solid lines);y > 0:6 (dashed lines). Resultsare given forscenarios2 and 3 ofthe

polarized�FF ofRef.[4].Resultswith scenario1arealm ostnegligible.Unpolarized

(�+ ��)FF arefrom Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonicdistributionshavebeen

used fortheproton target(seetextform oredetails).

31



-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

z

 P(0)
[ν,µ] − 

Sc. 2

Sc. 3

Sc. 2

Sc. 3

−
Λ
Λ

Figure 11: P
(0)

[��;�]
for� (solid lines) and �� (dashed lines)hyperons,asa function

ofz,with a kinem aticalsetup typicalofNOM AD experim entatCERN (see Table

1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 ofthe polarized � FF of

Ref.[4]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligible. Unpolarized (� + ��) FF

are from Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonic distributions have been used for

the proton target. Estim ates for P
(0)

[��;�]
are obtained from Eqs.(53) by using the

corresponding resultsforP
� (0)

[��;�]
,shown in Fig.2,and evaluating T = d�

��=d�� with

the�, �� unpolarized FF ofRef.[9](heavy lines)and Ref.[16](thin lines);thislast

sethasbeen m odi�ed by im posing SU(3)sym m etry. The spread between the two

corresponding setsofcurvesgives a good indication ofthe uncertainty due to the

evaluation oftheratio T.Noticethatthisuncertainty isalm ostnegligibleforlarge

z,wherepolarizationsareexpected to besizeableforboth scenarios2 and 3.
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Figure 12: P
(+ ;0)

[e;e]
for � hyperons,as a function ofx,both for positron (heavy

lines) and electron (thin lines) beam s. The kinem aticalsetup istypicalofHERA

experim entsatDESY (see Table 1 fordetails). Resultsare given forallthe three

scenarios of the polarized � FF ofRef.[4]. Unpolarized (� + ��) FF are from

Ref.[4];unpolarized GRV [14]partonicdistributionshavebeen used fortheproton

target.Estim atesforP
(+ ;0)

[e;e]
areobtained from Eqs.(53)by using thecorresponding

results for P
� (+ ;0)

[e;e]
, shown in Fig. 8, and evaluating T = d�

��=d�� with the �

unpolarized FF ofRef.[9]. The crossing atx ’ 0:1 forthe case ofpositron beam

is due to the interference between electrom agnetic and weak contributions. Since

T = d�
��=d�� is� 1 atlargex and becom escom parableto unity atvery low x,we

�nd,correspondingly,P[e;e](�)’ P �

[e;e](�)and P [e;e](�;��)’ 2P �

[e;e](�;
��)(see text

and Fig.8 form oredetails).
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