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A bstract
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data are or w ill soon be available.
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1. Introduction

T he polarization of soin 1/2 baryons Inclusively produced in polarized D esp In—
elastic Scattering processes m ay be usefi1], ifm easurable, to obtain new infom ation
on polarized distrbution and fragm entation finctions. A Iot of attention has re-
cently been dedicated to the selfyevealing polarization of ’s and other hyperons
L1HAZ]. M ost papers, w ith the exception ofRefs. B], Bl and [L1], do not consider
weak interaction contributions, due to lack of availble experin ental inform ation.

NOMAD ocollaboration have recently published som e very interesting resuls [13]
on the polarization in charged current interactions; m ore data m ight soon be
available from high energy neutral current processes at HERA , due to electro-weak
Interference e ects. It is then appropriate and tin ely to perform a system atical
and com prehensive study of weak interaction contributions to the production and
the polarization of baryons In as m any as possibl D IS processes. W e stress that
such contrbutions are an In portant source of new infomm ation, due to the natural
neutrino polarization and to the selected couplings of W ’s to pure helicity states.

W e consider weak Interactions in the follow ing processes:

! v x (harged current)

P

p ! ¥ "+X (hamed current)
‘p ! "+ X (harged current)
Yp ! "+ X (charmged current)

p ! "+ X  (neutralcurrent)

p ! "+ X (heutral current)

‘o ! Y "+ X (eutralcurrent)

where the lpton ' and the proton p may or m ay not be polarized, whereas the
neutrinos are ocbviously awayspolarized ( = 1=2, = +1=2).

In our calculations we take into account leading tw ist factorization theorem ,
Standard M odel elem entary Interactions at lowest perturbative order and LO Q CD
evolution only. C onsequently the cross—sections for the production ofa hadron B in
the current fragm entation region are given by

Y gm0 b, @0 @
dxdydz o - dy
where q(x;Q ) is the quark g distrbution finction, D 5 4 (z;Q ?) is the fragm entation
function ofthe quark into the detected hadron B , and d*=dy isthe elem entary cross—
section. The usualD IS variables x,y and z arede nedasx= Q?=2p q,y=q p='
and z = ps P g (e also Appendix B).

In Sections 24 we consider ssparately the di erent processes, and derive explicit
expressions for the polarization ofa nalbaryon B In tem s ofelem entary dynam ics,
quark distrbution and fragm entation flinctions. In Section 5 we discuss how exper-
In ental data could be used to obtain speci ¢c new Infom ation and give predictions
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for several processes which m ight be of interest in the near fiture. In Appendix A
we give full Infom ation on the kinem atical ranges and con gurations for each of
the experin ents in progress or planned, used to derive our num erical results. In
Appendix B we discussm ass e ects In the fragm entation process, to clarify di er-
ences and relationships between di erent de nitions of the varable on which the
fragm entation functions depend.

n

2. Charged current processes, p! ' " X and ‘! X

Letusconsider rsttheneutrino initiated processes, p! ‘ "X ; orthem , there
exist 4 possble elem entary contridbutions, corresponding to the interactions:

dj ' N U;
U ' N dj
U ' v dj
dj ' v U; (2)
w here we use the notation
u; = u;c dy= d;js: ®3)

N eglecting quark m asses one nds that there is only one non—zero helicity am —

p]:ltudeMA Goai o for each of the elem entary processes in ), and precisely
i ]
A di! Y ou A ds! Yoy 4 Vi 1
M 9 =MLY = ; 4
; ++ 5+ + Sj]_"lzw y+MV§:XS, ()
A ugl tod A gl Y 4 Vi 1 vy
ML, =M, T = ; 5
+; + + A SjI12Wy+MV§=XS, ©)
where, according to usualSM rulks,
Vg = Ve = 008 ¢ Vs = Vg = sin ¢ ; (6)
w IstheW einbery angl, c isthe Cabbbo anglk and Viy = Vy;.
T he elem entary cross-sections are com puted according to
d” o 1 3 3 1 d* o )
= 0. 0 = — H
do2 16 x2g? ' sx dy |
from which we obtain
|
A dy!l Y ug A dyl Yug 2
d ’ : _ d ++] b _ 2 j/vij:? 1 (8)
dy dy xs sn® 3 y+ MZ2=xs
|
Aouilotody Aougl Yy 2
d~ % S _d . L S A0 1 vy )
dy dy xs sn® y y+ MZ=xs



Noticethatboth and oouplk only to quarksw ith negative helicity and antiquarks
w ith positive helicity.

W e can now com pute the Iongiudinal polarizations P,y and P ;v for any spoin
1=2 baryon B ( ‘s and 's for Instance) produced In neutrino initiated, charged
current D IS scattering processes:

d P! B«X d p!' ‘B X

PiB)= e g e R 10)

d p! Y B:X d p! ¥YB X

Pi;,yB)=

d P! YB+X 4 4 p! VB X Z
where B denotes a baryon B w ith helicity
In the m ost general case, when also the proton p is polarized { and we denote
by an apex S its spin state { from Egs. @), @0) and 11) we obtain:
P

P [(S.x)]CB ) = I_ifj [(dj)(S)dAdj! ") B=u; (u"t)f)d/\ui: & D B:dj] 12)
; o [(dj)(s>d,\dj1 Sp (ui)q(-S)dAui: deB:dj]
and P (S) yaui! dj S) qadi! us
P [(5;2]03 ) = i ) % D 5 g;), d*y D B=Ui]; (13)

(S) jAui! dy (S) ds! uy
dA+ 'D B =dj + (dj)+ dA+j+ D B:ui]

[(us)

w here an expression lke (Q) ®) stands for the num ber density (distrloution function)

of quarks g w ith helicity Ihside a proton wih soin S, whereas g alone refers,
as usual, to a proton with + helicity. The polarized fragm entation functions are
de ned as

D g—q Ds,=q Dg 4 = D8 o Dp, = : (14)

Ifwe now explicitely perform the sum over avours in the num erators and de-
nom inators of Egs. 2) and (3), neglecting ¢ quark contributions, and use Egs.
@) and @), we cbtain for ongitudinally ( helicity) polarized protons

O) d +Rs1Dgsw (@ yju [Dgy+R Dyl

P ..Bixjy;z) = 15
(i B i%iYiz) @ +Rs IDgw+ I yfu Dp_g+ RDp] )

and

B +Rs1Dgy @ YAu [D g+ R D gl
d +Rs IDgy+ (1 vfu Dg-g+ RDps]

P[(,.‘)JCB;X;Y;Z)= i (16)
where R sif c=cof < ' 0:056.
In the sin pler case In which the proton is unpolarized one replaces g and g
with =2 so that Egs. (15) and (I6) becom e respectively
B+ Rs]Dgey (@ YulD g+ R D 5]

)
P . 1X;V;2) = 17
(B ixiYiz) B+ RslDgy+ @ yfuDg_g+ RDg] an




and

o) B+ Rs] Dz, (@ viulD gq+ R D 5]

PryBixiyiz) = ; e
L Bixiyiz) B+ RslDgy+ (I yPuDgs_g+ RDgs] e

in agreem ent w ith the results of Ref. [11].

T he form ulae given above hold for any baryon and antlbaryon w ith soin 1=2. If
we soecify the nalhadron cbserved, further sin pli cations are possble. Let's con-
siderthe case n which a baryon isproduced, or, in general, a baryon (rather than
an antbaryon): in this case we can neglect term swhich contain both g distrbutions
(In a proton) and g fragm entations (into a ) as they are both an all, in particular
at lJarge x and z. Then we sin ply have:

© D o

P/ yiz) " P O (iz) b (19)

D .4+R D _
(). o . =d =s |
pllizy 2 ) S RD 20)

and the polarizations, up to Q CD evolution e ects, becom e functions ofthe variable
z only, since any other term apart from the fragm entation fiinctions cancels out.
ForEqg. (0) to hold one should also avoid large y regions, due to the factor 1 y¥
nEqg. (18).

Egs. {19) and @0) relate the valies of the Iongitudinal polarization P ( ) to a
quantity wih a clear physical m eaning, ie. theratio D _;=D _,; this happens
w ith weak charged current interactions { while i cannot happen In purely electro—
m agnetic D IS [12] { due to the selection of the quark helicity and avour in the
coupling w ith neutrinos. A measuram ent of P () o ers new direct informm ation on
the fragm entation process. W e shall discuss further this point in Section 5.

Sim ilar results hold for the p ! "X processes; the contrbuting elem entary
Interactions are:
Yoy ! d;
vody ! uy
Ydy ! w
Yup ! ds 1)

w ith the sam e cross-sections as those com puted in Egs. @) and {9):

an tug! dy _ d/\_;++ui! dj _ ar ds! toug _ d/\+d+j g ) (22)
dy dy dy dy ’

d/\-:r dy! uy _ d/\ N +dj ouy _ d/\+ui! A dj _ d,\ lii! tdy (23)
dy dy dy dy



The analogue ofEgs. 1Y) and (6) is now

1 +Rs ]Dgey UIID g+ R Do
P[(‘.)](B;X;y;z)= ( Yf' d ] B [ B=d B=s] 24)
! (1 Y)Zﬁ- + Rs ]DB:u+u I.DB:d+RDB:s]

and

@ Fd +Rs 1D - U [Das+R D 5]
P )@ ixiviz) = ! — 2 —
i @ y¥d +Rs IDgy+u Dg_q+ RDgl

and sin ilarly for the analogue of Egs. (17) and (I§) (one sinply replaces in the
above equations the quark and antiquark helicity distribbutions w ith the unpolarized
ones).

In the case In which one can neglect antiquark contributions (@s for ’s) one has
again, asin Egs. @9) and {0),

D 4+tR D _
) ) - -
P.h(;2) " P y(52) 7 ; 26)
VRN SRR D ,+RD . '
D _
() ) -
Ppoy(i2) " P py(i2) 1 @7)

=u
3. N eutral current neutrino processes, p ! "X

There are 4 di erent kinds of elem entary interactions contrbuting to these pro-
cesses

Q Q Q9 \Q
Q Q Q9 \Q

28)

where q can be either uj ord,.
There are 2 non-zero independent helicity am plitudes for each process n 28).
These kad, through Eq. 1), to the ©llow ing elem entary cross-sections

|
2

anr q+! q _ d/\+q! q _ 2 (2% Sjnz W )2 1 v
dy dy 4xs sin® y ot y  y+ M 2=xs
|
| | C o -2
anr qaQ q _ d/\+ci- q _ 2 (l 2 Ej SJI'IZ W )2 1 .
dy dy 4xs si' y cod y+M2=xs
|
| | C -2
ar Ci a _ d/\+q~ q _ 2 (1 2 3%] st W )2 1 y
dy dy 4xs sih® y o y y+ M 2=xs
|
| ! . 2
an 9 q _ d/\+ci- q _ 2 (2eq sz W )2 1 (29)
dy dy 4xs sin® y codf y  y+ MZ=xs



w here g, is the quark charge in units of the proton charge.

In analogy to what we did In the previous paragraph, the Iongiudinal polariza—

tion of the produced baryon B isde ned as

g P! B:X g P! B X

P[I]CB)=d p! B+X+d p! B X

and
q P! B:X g p! B X

P[;](B)_d ol B:X 3 g P B X

30)

31)

For the num erator and denom nator of P, ;(B8) and P, ;B ) ssparately, one

obtains, for a generic spin state S of the proton:

©) x nho ) 2 ©) !

N[ B)=  , @y @ yF1ec® () @ 4CJ D g,
h i

@S a yract @ e 2cF Doy,

h 1
+ @) a yfa 4ct @) 16c? D s,
h i o
+ @A yra 2cF 6)%4c? DLy,

i
e yriec’+ w)® @ 4C¥ Day,
h i
+ @ a yrac?+ @)® a  2cy D 5,
1
Fa yfa aci+ w@)® 16C® Doy,

o

h i
+ @@ yra 207+ @)®ac’ ey g

and

NS ey =, wl1ec’ w® @ yf @ 4CF D g,
h i
+ @Sact ¥ a yra 2c¥ D s,
h i
o) 4ct w® e yi1ec’ D s,

h i o
+ @ a 2cf @ a yrac? b oL

©) x b 2 ©) :
D, B) =, () 16C°+ @) @ yf@ 4CF Dpo,

h i
+o@)act+ @) a yfa  2c¥ Daa,

h i
+ @) @ aci+ @np® @ yf1ec? ey,
o

h i
+ @)@ 2ci+ @)® @ yrac® pay,

where C sjﬁw=.

’

32)

33)



In the case of (or any baryon, rather than antibaryon) production, a smpl
expression for its longitudinal polarization P can be cbtained by neglecting the
antiquark contrbutions and the tem s proportional to sn* . For longitudinally
polarized protons in this approxin ation we have

P
4ly) @ 8C)D o+ () @ 4C)D 4]

P ()’ i (36)
jlwy) @ 8C)D 4, + (dy) @  4C)D ;]
w hereas for unpolarized proton, where q ! =2, one obtains
P
us @ 8C)D _,.+d; @ 4C) D _4.]
PO - = @)

;3 @ 8C)D oy, +dy @ 4C)D ;]

Sin ilar form ulae, avoiding the large y region, hold for P [(;)] ()and forP [(0;) ).

n

4. N eutral current lepton processes, p ! X

T he possbl elem entary scatterings contribbuting to this process are of the fom
‘gl g (38)

where * can be either ¥ or ' and g can be any quark or antiquark.

T here are 4 non-zero independent helicity am plitudes corresoonding to the pro—
cess .n (38). Notice that in this case we m ust take into account the contributions
of both weak and electrom agnetic interactions, and the am plitudes are given by
the sum of the two corresponding tem s. A ccording to Eq. 1), the elm entary
cross—sections can be w ritten as

|
2

A g 2 :
d = N ‘a 71 8_eq .
dy 16xs y+ M 2=xs vy ’
an q! g 2 . 1 8 P2
- N ZE oy, 39)
dy léxs y+ M ;=xs y

v+

where again ' can be either or ' , g can be any quark or antiquark g = uj;d;
and g is the quark charge. For the coe cients N “Ywehave C = sh® y =3)

NOB o N oy Ty Tme 0C g,
1 3cC
N, W =N, P=N Y=N Y= %)' 360 ;
N = N\uj:N:Jruj:N:uj: iij\ig;, 187;
N Y o= N ‘+uj _ N:uj _ N+‘++uj — 2 (63CC (11)(13C)4C), 4:19; (40)



and

. - . . 8C
N, Y =N, “=N ,Y=N d3=l Sc | 080
- - . va 4@c 1
N, ¥ =N, %=N F=n 5= 17%)' 4:40;
v ods v ods 4. “ds 4 (6C 1)
N Y =N ¥=N,%=nN,Y=_""T _"Tr 003;
+ ++ + 30 3C) ’
- _ v a v 2@ 6C)QL 2C
N Y=N =N, Y=N,5= ( ) b 52 @1)
3¢ 1 3C)

W e can now proceed to the calculation of the longiudinal polarization P of the
observed spin 1=2 baryon

d P! B:X g P B X
PprvB) =

d P! B:X 1 4 P B X Z (42)
where " can be etther ¥ or * .

P ;B ) can be evaluated for any Jpton and proton spin con guration. W hen
both the proton p and the Jpton " are longitudinally polarized (in helicity states),
the polarization P becom es

p D wl ot
Ci ¢ g d*% 7 qd*® ¥ Dy
P[‘;‘] B)= P B Aal g Agl ‘ql
q g9 d + + q d DB=q

; (43)

where again ' stands for either ¥ or ' , and the sum runs over all quarks and
antiquarks, g= u;d;s;u;d;s; .
For longitudinally polarized Ieptonsbut unpolarized protons (@ ! o=2) wehave

P h A'al g NS ‘ql
qq 9 + d D B=q

P N P ’ (44)

qq d/\‘q‘: ‘CI+ d/\‘q! ‘q D B —q
whilke for unpolarized lptons but longiudinally polarized protons we have
h .
P

1
) g q (d/\+q+: q+ an CI-': CI) q (d/\+q- q+ an q- CI) D B =q
P 0 B)= p—=H :

gl oY gl v glooY gl ‘g. (45)
g q (d/\+q+- q+ an q+~ q)+ q (d/\+q- q+ an q- Q) DB=q

F inally, the m ost Interesting case is when neither the proton nor the kpton are
polarized: in this case the longitudinal polarization of baryon B is non-zero only
due to parity violating weak contrbutions. W e obtain

h i
qq d/\_fl; q+ an q": aq d/:_q aq d/\q- aq D B—q
ry B)= P i 46)
4" ,qd"® 9D,




where d*'?" @ is the unpolarized ‘g ! ‘g cross-section
4dA‘q1 q_ d/\_;q‘: ‘CI+ d/\‘q‘: ‘CI+ d/\_;q! ‘CI+ d/\‘q! ‘CI: @7)

Thise ect m ight bem easurablk at HERA and num erical estin ates w illbe given in
the next Section.

5. N um erical estin ates

In the previous Sectionsw e have obtained explicit expressions forthe polarization
ofbaryonsproduced in D IS scatterings nvolving weak interactions; wenow use these
form ulae to give predictions In the case of and production, considering typical
kinem atical con gurations of ongoing or planned experin ents. W hen convenient,
we Integrate over the actualphysical ranges of som e variables; these are collected in
Tablk 1 of Appendix A . Our resuls should give a good com prehensive description
ofwhat to expect in allpresent or fiiture experim ents, and can be adapted to cover
all realistic situations, according to di erent kinem atical cuts and con gurations.

T he polarization values depend on the known Standard M odel dynam ics, on
the rather well known partonic distributions, both unpolarized and polarized, and
on the quark fragm entation functions, again both unpolarized and polarized. The
latter are not so wellknown and a choice must be m ade in order to give num erical
estin ates or In order to be abl to interpret the m easured values in favour of a
particular set.

Unpolarized fragm entation functions are determ ined by ttihgefe ! +

+ X experin ental data, which are sensitive only to singlt combinations, like
D 4+D 4 D4+ )og- I is inpossble to ssparate the fragm entation functions
relativeto ’'sfrom those for ’sin am odelindependent way; also avour ssparation
is not possible w ithout appropriate initial assum ptions, for exam ple about SU (3)

avour symm etry. Polarized fragm entation functions are obtained by tting the
scarce data on  polarization at LEP, sensitive only to non-singlt combinations
ke D 4 D 4= D Vjé . Also In this case avour ssparation has to rely on
m odels.

T hree typical sets of fragm entation functions, denoted as scenarios 1, 2 and 3, and
derived from tstoe'e data, aregiven in Ref. §]. T he unpolarized fragm entation
functions are taken to be SU (3) symm etric:

D+ ) ma =D+ »=a =D+ »=s =D+ )=u =D (4 =a=D (4 )= (48)

and have been derived for the combined production of and and not foreadch of
them separately.
For the polarized fragm entation fiinctions they assum e, at the initial scale 2:
D 5@ %) = 2D (s & )i

D (@ %) = D gz *)=Ny, D @z °): 49)



T he three scenarios di er for the relative contributions of the strange quark polar-
ization to polarization: N , = 0, N, = 02 and N, = 1 for scenarios 1, 2 and
3 respectively ¥]. The \unfavoured" polarized fragm entations D _,; D _,, etc.
are assum ed to be negligble at the nitialscale ?, and are only generated by Q CD
evolution; it is then possble, for the polarized fragm entation functions, to obtain
sparately the contrbutionsto and

W e adopt the above set of fragm entation fiinctions as they are the last de-
pendent on m odels, they have the proper Q CD evolution, and the three scenarios
are well representative of possible soin dependences. W e are then equipped w ith
unpolarized fragm entation functions into + and w ith ssparate polarized frag-
m entation functions nto and ; we wish to give predictions and estin ates for
the polarizations of and , which are m easured ssparately. W e then de ne the
follow ing com putabl quantities:

p () &£ ¢ _FO., (50)
d - 1+T '
and
P () S d =P () T (1)
d - 1+T"

T=— (52)

Egs. $0) and (1) allow to com pute the values of P ( ) and P ( ) provided one
can com pute orm easure the ratio T :

P()=@0+T)P (); P()= 1+ P (): (53)

Notice that P is always Jarger in m agnitude than P

The ratio T cannot be computed wih the fragm entation set of Ref. [4J; i
requires the know ledge of ssparate unpolarized fragm entation functions for and

and it depends on the chosen set.

InFigs. 1-10we show someresults forP ( ; ) for severalprocesses, w ith di er—
ent initial spin con gurations, and di erent kinem atical conditions, corresoonding
to typical experin ental setups, shown In Tabl 1 of Appendix A . These m ay easily
be changed, according to experin ental situations. D etails are given In the gure
captions. W e use the unpolarized distrdoution fiinctions of Refs. [14], the related
polarized distrbution finctions of Ref. [1§] we have explicitely checked that our
num erical results depend very little on the available sets of parton densities) and
the fragm entation functions ofRef. ], m ainly with scenarios 2 and 3.

In Figs. 1112 we give estinates for P () ather than P ()], n the same
cases of som e of the previous gures; we have com puted the ratio T either w ith the
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SU (3) symm etric st of unpolarized fragm entation finctions of Ref. Ej] orwih a
set derived from Ref. [[4], by inposing SU (3) symm etry.

The gure captions contain all relevant infom ation about the various cases; we
give here som e general com m ents about our resuls.

W e present results using m ainly the fragm entation fiinctions of scenarios 2
and 3 ofRef. {], neglkcting scenario 1, in which only s quarks contrbute to

polarization. In fact, P ( ) isalways negligbl in this case, given the an all
content of s quarks in the nuckon target and the SU (3)-sym m etric nature of
the unpolarized fragm entation functions utilized. T his can be seen by ingoect-
ng Egs. (9), €0) and £6), @7) for charged current interactions and Eq.

@1 forneutralcurrents. However, it is interesting to notice that for unpolar-
Ized fragm entation functions allow ing for a strong SU (3) sym m etry breaking,
like those of Ref. [1§], the siuation can be di erent, and scenario 1 m ight
give sizeabl asymm etries. A ccording to Ref. 1§,D _, = D 4 D _, and
this can well com pensate for the snall factorR in Eq. €0), so that, also in
scenario 1, P ;v can be large.

Figs. 1, 2 and 11 summ arize som e of the m ost interesting features of po-
larization in charged current interactions. The large hxi valies nvolved in

NOMAD experment mply T = d =d 1, so that, from Eq. §0),P ()
issmilarto P () (compare Figs. 2 and 11) and follow s closely the sinple
behaviour suggested by Egs. (%) and €0). P (), Instead, is suppressed by

the the snall ratio T, see Eq. (51); the actual estim ated value of P () is
shown In Fig. 11 and ismuch larger. N otice that a com parison between F igs.
1 and 2, ie. between Egs. {19) and ¢0), m ioht give inform ation on the ratios
Cq D =D —4; for example, the sam e value of C4 for all avours would
resul n P;4() = P [;4y(). On the other hand, largely di erent values of
P[,yand P,y would certainly indicate a strong SU (3) symm etry breaking in
the fragm entation flinctions, with s quark contributions dom nating in order
to com pensate for the sn allR factor n Eq. ¢€0).

Som e data on P [(O,,)‘]( ; ) are available from NOM AD collaboration [13], but
the errors and uncertainties are still too large to allow signi cant com parisons
and to discrin inate between di erent sets of fragm entation fiinctions.

Fig. 3 gives values of P ( ) In kinem atical regions dom inated by an all x
values, so that one expects T / 1l andP (; )’ P (; )=2,Egs. (60) and
1) . The opposite signsofP ( ) and P ( ) can be easily understood by looking
atEq. @€8) wih g ! o=2) and noticing that fragm entation into a baryon
or an antibaryon favours the rst or the second tem in the num erator.

For neutrino charged currents we give num erical estin ates only in the case
of an unpolarized target. In fact, present intensities of neutrino beam s re-
quire very large targets to reach reasonable lum inosities and statistics, and
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thism akes unpractical to polarize them . T here are how ever proposals for neu—
trino factories w ith large intensities which willallow to consider the option of
polarized targets [ 1].

The polarzations for neutral currents shown In Figs. 4, 5, 6 and 7 exhibit
a sin ilar behaviour for the four di erent kinem atical sstups considered. The
di erences are related to the di erent kinem atical cuts and again to the value
ofthe factor T . In particular, shce T /7 1 forE 665 and HERA kinem atics, the
P are suppressed by a factor ’ 2 wih respect to the case of HERM ES and
COM PA SS kinem atics. Notice also that in these two cases there are sizeable
variations depending on the di erent polarization states of the target.

The results presented in Figs. 8 and 12 show polarizations as functions of x
(Integrated over z) rather than z (ntegrated over x): these test the dynam —
ics of the partonic process and In particular the contrbution of electro-weak
Interferences, In a neat and unusualway. The di erences between positively
and negatively charged lptons are entirely due to electro-weak e ects; this
is well visbl at large x (Implying large Q?), where the curves r e and
e dier sizeably. M oreover, from Egs. B¥)-@I) it is possbl to evaluate
analytically the zeros of the cross—section di erences d™ d® appearng
in the num erator of Eq. (44); one can show that real zeros or 0 < x < 1
occur only for electrom agnetic + weak contrlbutions and for positron beam s.
The e ective position of the zeros depends on y (or altematively on Q ?) and
for the dom nating small y values is around x / 0:04 - 0:08. A tfhough the
Statistical errors increase sizeably for large x values at HERA , the di erent
behaviour shown at sm all and large x values for positron and electron beam s
m ight probably be tested.

Fig. 12 show s the sam e plots as In Fig. 8, for the actual polarization P ( ),
estin ated according to the comm ents in the gure caption, rather than for
P (); i is interesting to note how the di erences between P and P vary
w ith x, according to the observations we have already m ade.

Fig. 9 shows the party viclating longitudinal polarization of ’s produced
from unpolarized initialelectrons and nuckons in NC processes; being a purely
electro-weak e ect it ism ore sizeable at very Jarge Q 2 values, which are, how -
ever, accessble at HERA . Also Fig. 10 shows some e ects of electro-weak
Interferences, resulting In di erences between plots of P [ee(; ? for positrons
and electrons.

W e have given a com prehensive discussion { both theoretical (@t LO ) and phe—
nom enological { of the polarization of ’'s and 's produced In the current frag—
m entation region of D IS processes, both with neutral and charged currents. Our
resuls can be exploited to gather new nfom ation about polarized fragm entation
finctions, to in prove our know ledge about polarized parton densities 18] and to test
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fundam ental features of electro-weak elem entary interactions. Several experin ents
are either manning or being planned, which w ill precisely look at these sem Hnclusive
D IS processes; our study should help in the analysis of the forthcom ing data.
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A ppendix A { Experim ental setups and kinem atical cuts

In our analysis we have considered m ost present and forthcom ing experin ents,
which coverm any di erent kinem atical con gurations. Forthe reader’s convenience,
we oollect and summ arize here the corresponding experin ental sstups, w ith their
kinem atical ranges.

The m ain variables which specify the various sstups are listed below , whilke the
kinem atical values and cuts for the di erent experim ents are given in Tablk 1.

1t Incom ing kpton energy, n the Laboratory reference fram e
s: totalenergy, in the Jepton-proton cm . fram e

: total energy, in the virtualboson-proton cm fram e
p: outgoing lpton energy, n the Laboratory fram e

pny: outgoing Jepton (hadron) scattering angle, n the Laboratory fram e
Ep: outgoing hadron energy, In the Laboratory fram e
Pr: transverse hadron m om entum (W x.t. the Jepoton direction)
= Intan (1,=2), pssudorapidity, in the Laboratory fram e

M = o

x=0Q0%=29 p,y=9 p=' p,z=@=q p aretheusual hvarant variabls for
sam nclusive D IS hadron production.

HERMES COMPASS E 665 NOMAD HERA HERA*

E, Gev] 27.6 200 470 48 8 27.6 27.6
Ps Gev] 726 194 29.7 96 300 300
X 0.023-08 > 001 10 *-01 022 > 0004 > 001
y < 085 01-0.9 0108 0.48 0.04-095 01-0.95
z 0207 0209 01-0.95 > 01 > 01
Q% Gev?] 124 > 4 125 9 102000  200-10*
W Gev] > 2 58
Ep GeV] > 41 < 420 > 10 > 10
p» lad]  0.04-022
Ey, Gev] > 2 > 5 > 4
pr Gev] > 05
{1515

Table 1: Summ ary of the experin ents and the corresponding kinem atical sstups.
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W herever possbl we have considered kinem atical cuts identical to those al-
ready adopted or planned for the related experim ents; the Q? range for the E 665
experin ent at SLAC (025 < Q2 < 25 GeV?) reaches too Iow Q2 values for our
leading order analysis, based on factorization theorem , and we have adopted the
range 10< Q%< 25 Ge&V? (this in uences also the Iower cut on x, of course) .

Notice also that with HERA we mean both H1 and ZEUS typical sstups at
interm ediate Q2 values, while with HERA * we refer to setups with very high Q2
values, as required for the study of electro-weak interference e ects.

ForNOM AD experim ent, allkinam aticalvariablesare xed to the corresponding
average value [19].

A ppendix B { M ass correction e ects

In this paper fragm entation functions are always expressed as a function of z =
P P g where p,p gare the fourm om enta of the target proton, the produced
hadron, and the virtualboson respectively. In the case of seam Hinclusive D IS, at LO
and In collinear con guration, z coincides w ith the light-conem om entum fraction of
the parent parton carried by the cbserved hadron, = p; =p; . There are in general
several other variables that can be considered; depending on the speci ¢ process
under study, they can be m ore or lss suitabl than z to, eg., describe the process
from the experim entalpoint ofview orto show scaling properties of observables, like
cross—sections. In this A ppendix, we shortly review the de nition of these varables
and give the connection am ong them . It is in portant to notice that at very large
energy scalesE , when them ass of the observed hadron M 4, can be safely neglected,
all these variables coincide (excluding the regions where they are com parable to
M ,=E ). However, kinem atics for m ost of the running or forthcom ing experin ents
on sam inclusive hadron production, which is the m ain sub fct of this paper, are
such that m ass corrections can be relevant. W e alw ays neglect corrections due to the
m ass of the proton target, even though they m ight have som e e ects In particular
kinem atical ranges.

Let us rst brie y summ arize the situation in the case ofe’e ! X process,
which isussed to xthesstof +  fragm entation fiinctions largely adopted in this
paper. T he variables usually utilized are:

_ 2pn 9 2En
XE - Q2 _—pTSI
2Pn]_ 2Pn]
%, = o= P (54)
_ B
4
2

where p, is the hadron threem omentum iIn thee'e cm . reference frame. x, and
Xp are usually adopted by the experin entalists, while ism ore comm only used by
the theorists. At large energies, like n " e collisions at the Z ; pole, and considering
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x, > 0:,which isalso required forother theoreticalreasons, seeR ef. [4],m asse ects
are In fact negligble and all these variables can be safely assum ed to be equivalent;
the fragm entation finction dependence on  can then be directly identi ed with
the x, dependence shown by the experin ental results. W hen m ass corrections are
relevant, the connection am ong the variablesde ned in Egs. (4) isgiven, at leading
order, as follow s:

Xp = X,
1+
= x 3 ; (65)
where the factor isde ned as
= 1 4M§!l=2 56
= . (56)
x2's

Letusnow oconsiderthe case of sam nclusive D IS, in the virtualboson-target proton
cm . reference fram e, for hadron production in the current fragm entation region
&y > 0). Usualvariables are:

P P_ Ent 3,

14

IS q W
2p. 21,3
% Sy T &)
. E, En _ 2Ej

T Eg @ ®E W
where E » is the energy of the parent quark in the process P! h+X. x, and
z are the varables usually adopted by the experin entalists. H owever, as shown in
Ref. B], the appropriate scaling variable for sam Hnclusive D IS is z° rather than X, .

De ning = M=W , the ranges of variation of the three variabls are

14

_ .0 - _
x =z 1 42—(2 x =z 1 2 59)
2 ' 12 2"
70 = x. 1+ 4x_2 2=z 1+ ; ; (60)
2 ¥ | 2 |
2 " 1=2 1 5t 1=2
z=x —-41+ 1+ 4— 5 z=2z"-41+ 1 4— 5 61)
x? 2 z®
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Ifwe start from , eg., a cross-section evaluated In our form alism We om it here
the dependence on x and y)
d
— / Dy (2); 62
dz h ( ) ’ ( )
the corresponding cross-section expressed as a function of x, willbe given by

—=——Z/Dh[Z(XF)]; (63)

where, apart from the overall rescaling factor dz=dx_ , one m ust kesp into account
that fragm entation fiinctions, obtained in the variabk z, are to be rescaled to the z
value corresponding to x, .

In variables lke polarizations, given as ratios of two cross-sections, the overall
rescaling factors cancel out and the rem aining e ect is the rescaling between thetwo
variables in the fragm entation fiinctions, according to Egs. §9)—(61).

O foourse, ifthe average value ofthe polarization over a given kinem atical region
is required, the appropriate overall rescaling factors, lke dz=dx, i Eq. 63), have
to be taken Into account in the kinem atical ntegrations.
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Figure captions

Fig.1l: P [ ;(?) for (solid lines) and (dashed lines) hyperons, as a function ofz,

w ith a kinem atical sstup typical of NOM AD experinent at CERN (see Tabk 1 for
details). Resuls are given for socenarios 2 and 3 of the polarized  fragm entation

finctions FF) ofRef. §]. Resultsw ith scenario 1 are aln ost neglighble. U npolarized
( + )FF are from Ref. @]; unpolarized GRV [[4] partonic distroutions have been

used for the proton target. Since hxi is large for this kinem atical con guration,

Oy, whik

weexpect T = d =d land,asaoonsequenoe,P[(?]()’ P

P[(O;)]( ) P [;((]))( ) (see text form ore details).

Fig. 2: P, ;(?) for (solid lines) and (dashed lines) hyperons, as a function of

z, wih a kinem atical setup typical of NOM AD experiment at CERN (see Tablk
1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 of the polarized FF of
Ref. [_4]. Resuls with scenario 1 are alm ost negligble. Unpolarized ( + ) FF

are from Ref. f]; unpolarized GRV [[4] partonic distrbutions have been used for
the proton target. Sihce hxi is large for this kinem atical con guration, we expect

T=d =d land,asaoonsequenoe,P[(o;)}()’ P[;(?)( ),wtheP[(O;)]()
P, .Y() (seetext and Fig. 11 orm ore details).
Fig. 3: P ks ((])) for (solid lines) and (dashed lines) hyperons, as a function

of z, with a kinem atical sstup typical of HERA experim ents at DESY (see Table
1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 of the polarized FF of
Ref. 4]. Results w ith scenarib 1 are alm ost negligbk. Unpolkrized ( + ) FF are
from Ref. §]; unpolarized GRV [14] partonic distrbutions have been used for the
proton target. Since hxi is an all for HERA kinem atical con gurations, we expect

) 0)

T=d =d ' 1and,asaoonsequenoe,P[ ](; ) ! 2P[e;](; ) (see text for

SH
m ore details).

Fig. 4: P, for hyperons, as a function of z, for di erent combiations of
the beam and target polarizations, as shown in the plot legend. The kinem atical
sstup istypical of HERM ES experinent at DESY (see Tabl 1 Pordetails). Resuls
are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) of the polarized FF

of Ref. @:]. Results wih soenario 1 are alm ost negligbl. Unpolarzed ( + )

FF are from Ref. ]; unpolarized GRV [14] and polarized GRSV -ST [1§] partonic
distrbutions have been used for the proton target. Since hxi is large or HERM E S

kinem atical con guration, we expect, at hrge z, T = d =d 1 and, as a
consequence, Pee( ) " P [e;e]( ), while orthe (not shown In thisplot) it should
result Peei() P () (see text orm ore details).

Fig. 5: P ., for hyperons, as a function of z, for di erent com binations of the
beam and target polarizations, as shown In the plot legend. T he kinem atical sstup
is typical of COM PA SS experin ent at CERN (see Tablk 1 for details). Resuls

19



are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) of the polarized FF
of Ref. E!]. Results wih soenario 1 are alm ost negligbl. Unpolarzed ( + )
FF are from Ref. §]; unpolarized GRV [14] and polarized GRSV-ST [15] partonic
distrbutions have been used for the proton target. Since hxi is relatively large for

COM PA SS kinem atical con guration, we expect, at argez, T = d =d 1 and,
asa consequence, Py, ()" P ., (),while orthe (ot shown in thisplt) i
should result P; ; () P ., () (seetext form ore details).

Fig. 6: P ., for hyperons, as a function of z, for di erent combinations of
the beam and target polarizations, as shown In the plot legend. The kinem atical
sstup is typical of E 665 experin ent at SLAC (see Tablk 1 for details). Resuls
are given for scenarios 2 (eavy lnes) and 3 (thin lines) of the polarized FF

of Ref. §]. Results with scenario 1 are alnost negligblk. Unpolarized ( + )

FF are from Ref. §]; unpolarized GRV [14] and polarized GRSV-ST [15] partonic
distrbutions have been used for the proton target. Since hxi is relatively am all for
E 665 kinem aticalcon guration,weexpect T = d =d ' 1 and, asa conssquence,
P70 )" 2P ., (; ) (see text orm ore details).

Fig. 7: P, for hyperons, asa function of z, for di erent combinations of the

positron beam and target polarizations, asshown in theplot legend. T hekinem atical
sstup is typical of HERA experim ents at DESY (see Tablk 1 for details). Resuls
are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lnes) of the polarized FF of
Ref. 4]. Results with scenari 1 are alnost negligble. Unpolrized ( + ) FF

are also from Ref. 4]; unpolarized GRV [[4] and polarized GRSV -ST [[§] partonic
distributions have been used for the proton target. Since hxi is anall for HERA

kinem atical con gurations, we expect T = d =d ' 1 and, as a consequencs,
Prei( i )" 2P (7 ) (see text orm ore details) .

e

Fig. 8: P[e;g ) for hyperons, as a function of x, both for positron heavy

lines) and electron (thin lines) beam s. The kinem atical sstup is typical of HERA
experim ents at DESY (see Tablk 1 for details). Resuls are given for all the three
scenarios ofthepolarized FF ofRef. [@]. Unpolarized ( + ) FF are from Ref. [];
unpolarized GRV {14] partonic distrbutions have been used for the proton target.
The crossing at x ¥ 0: for the case of positron beam is due to the interference
between electrom agnetic and weak contrbutions. Sihce T = d =d is 1 at
large x and becom es com parable to uniy at very low x, we expect, corresoondingly,
Prei( )" P g()and P ge(; )" 2P 4(; ) (setext and Fig. 12 formore
details).

Fig. 9: P [e;g;m for hyperons, as a fiinction of z, for various \high-Q 2" options of

the HERA kinem aticalsstup (ssethe HERA * setup In Tablk 1 ordetails) and fora
positron beam : vy > 0: (solid lines); y > 06 (dashed lines); Q 2> 4000 Gev? (dot-
dashed lnes). Resuls are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) ofthe

polarized FF ofRef. [4]. Resultsw ith scenario 1 are aln ost negligible. U npolarized
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( + )FF are from Ref. @); unpolarized GRV [[4] partonic distroutions have been
used for the proton target (see text form ore details).

Fig. 10: P [e;g ) for hyperons, as a function of z, both forpositron heavy lines)

and elkctron (thin lines) beam s, and for various \high-Q " options of the HERA
kinem atical sestup (ssethe HERA * setup In Tabk 1 fordetails): y > 0: (solid lines);
y > 0% (dashed lines). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 of the polarized
FF ofRef. -[f!]. Resuls with scenario 1 are alm ost negligble. Unpolarized ( + )
FF are from Ref. B]; unpolarized GRV {14] partonic distrbutions have been used
for the proton target (see text form ore details).

Fig. 11: P [(O;)} for (solid lines) and (dashed Iines) hyperons, as a function

of z, with a kinem atical sstup typical of NOM AD expermm ent at CERN (see Table
1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 of the polarized FF of
Ref. [4]. Resuls with scenario 1 are alm ost negligble. Unpolarized ( + ) FF

are from Ref. []; unpolarized GRV [[4] partonic distrbutions have been used for
the proton target. Estin ates for P [(0;>1 are obtained from Egs. 63) by using the

corresponding results for P ;(0]), shown In Fig. 2, and evaluating T = d =d with

the , unpolarized FF ofRef. ¥] heavy lines) and Ref. [16] (thin lines); this Jast
=t hasbeen m odi ed by im posing SU (3) symm etry. The spread between the two
corresoonding sets of curves gives a good Indication of the uncertainty due to the
evaluation ofthe ratio T . N otice that this uncertainty is aln ost negligbl for large
z, where polarizations are expected to be sizeable for both scenarios 2 and 3.

Fig. 12: P [:e;f) for hyperons, as a function of x, both for positron (heavy

Iines) and electron (thin lines) beam s. The kinem atical setup is typical of HERA
experimnents at DESY (see Tabl 1 for details). Resuls are given for all the three
soenarios of the polardized FF of Ref. [é:]. Unpolarized ( + ) FF are from

Ref. 4]; unpolarized GRV [14] partonic distrbutions have been used for the proton

target. E stin ates forP &)

eiel
+;0)

results or P, ", shown In Fig. 8, and evalnating T = d =d wih the
unpolarized FF ofRef. 3]. The crossing at x ¥ 0: for the case of positron beam
is due to the interference between electrom agnetic and weak contributions. Since
T=d =d is 1 atlargex and becom es com parabl to uniy at very low x, we

nd, correspondingly, P ge( ) 7 P [e,e]( )and P ge(; )" 2P [e;e]( ;) (see text
and Fig. 8 form ore details).

are cbtained from Egs. §3) by using the corresponding
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Figurel: P [ ;((]J) for (solid lnes) and (dashed lines) hyperons, as a function of
z, wih a kinem atical sstup typical of NOM AD experiment at CERN (see Tabk 1
for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 ofthe polarized fragm entation
finctions FF) ofRef. §]. Resultsw ith scenario 1 are aln ost negligble. U npolarized
( + )FF are from Ref. @]; unpolarized GRV [[4] partonic distrbbutions have been
used for the proton target. Since hxi is large for this kinem atical con guration,

©)

weexpect T = d =d land,asaoonsequenoe,P[(?]()’ P ](),whﬂe

P[(O;)]( ) P [;((]))( ) (see text form ore details).
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Figure 2: P [ ;(?) for (solid lines) and (dashed lines) hyperons, as a function
of z, with a kinem atical sstup typical of NOM AD experim ent at CERN (see Table
1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 of the polarized FF of
Ref. #]. Results with scenario 1 are alm ost negligble. Unpolarized ( + ) FF

are from Ref. ]; unpolarized GRV [[4] partonic distrbutions have been used for
the proton target. Since hxi is lJarge for this kinem atical con guration, we expect
T=d =d 1 and, as a consequence, P[(O;)1( )" P [;((]))( ), whike P [(O;)]( )

P[;(?)( ) (see text and Fig. 11 for m ore details).
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ots, wen 2 (?) for (solid lines) and  (dashed lines) hyperons, as a function

of z, wih a kinam atical sstup typical of HERA experiments at DESY (see Table
1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 of the polarized FF of
Ref. [4]. Resultswith socenario 1 are alm ost negligbl. Unpolarized ( + ) FF are
from Ref. §4]; unpolarized GRV {14] partonic distributions have been used for the
proton target. Since hxi is an all for HERA kinem atical con gurations, we expect
T=d =d ’ 1 and, asa oonsequenoe,P[g)]( ; ) 2P [e,_(?)( ;) (see text for
m ore details).
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Figure 4: P, for hyperons, as a function of z, for di erent combinations of
the beam and target polarizations, as shown In the plot legend. The kinem atical
stup istypical of HERM ES experinent at DESY (see Tabl 1 Pordetails). Resuls
are given for scenarios 2 (eavy lnes) and 3 (thin lines) of the polarized FF

of Ref. ]. Results with scenario 1 are alnost negligbble. Unpolarized ( + )

FF are from Ref. 4]; unpolrized GRV [14] and polarized GRSV ST [15] partonic
distrbutions have been used for the proton target. Sihoe hxi is large OPr HERM ES
kinem atical con guration, we expect, at hrge z, T = d =d 1 and, as a
consequence, Pege () 7 P (), while orthe  @ot shown In thisplt) it should

result P, () P [e,e]( ) (see text form ore details).
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Figure 5: P ., for hyperons, asa function ofz, fordi erent combinations of the
beam and target polarizations, as shown In the plot legend. T he kinem atical sstup
is typical of COM PA SS experinent at CERN (see Tablk 1 for details). Resuls
are given for scenarios 2 (eavy lnes) and 3 (thin lines) of the polarized FF
of Ref. 4]. Results with scenario 1 are alnost negligbble. Unpolarized ( + )
FF are from Ref. 4]; unpolrized GRV [14] and polarized GRSV ST [15] partonic
distrbutions have been used for the proton target. Since hxi is relatively large for

COM PA SS kinem atical con guration, we expect, at argez, T = d =d 1 and,
asa consequence, P, ()" P . ;(),while orthe (not shown in thisplt) i
should result P, ; () P[;]() (see text form ore details).
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Figure 6: P,., ©or hyperons, asa function of z, ©or di erent combinations of
the beam and target polarizations, as shown in the plot legend. The kinem atical
sstup is typical of E 665 experim ent at SLAC (see Tabl 1 for details). Resuls
are given for scenarios 2 (eavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) of the polarized FF

of Ref. E;]. Results wih socenario 1 are alm ost negligbl. Unpolarzed ( + )

FF are from Ref. 4]; unpolrized GRV [14] and polarized GRSV ST [15] partonic
distributions have been used for the proton target. Since hxi is relatively an all for
E 665 kinem aticalcon guration,weexpect T = d =d ' 1 and, asa consequence,
Pr,7(; )" 2P - (; ) (see text form ore details).
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Figure 7: P, ©r hyperons, asa function of z, for di erent com binations of the

positron beam and target polarizations, asshown in theplot legend. T he kinem atical
stup is typical of HERA experiments at DESY (see Tabl 1 for details). Resuls
are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) of the polarized FF of
Ref. [_4]. Resuls with scenario 1 are alm ost negligble. Unpolarized ( + ) FF

are also from Ref. [4]; unpolarized GRV [[4] and polarized GRSV ST [[§] partonic
distribbutions have been used for the proton target. Since hxi is samall or HERA

kinem atical con gurations, we expect T = d =d ’ 1 and, as a consequencse,
Peei(; )" 2P [m( ;) (see text form ore details).
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Figure 8: P [eg] 9 for hyperons, as a function of x, both for positron (heavy

lines) and electron (thin lines) beam s. The kinem atical setup is typical of HERA
experim ents at DESY (see Tablk 1 for details). Resuls are given for all the three
scenarios ofthepolarized FF ofRef. [d]]. Unpolarized ( + ) FF are from Ref. [];
unpolarized GRV [14] partonic distributions have been used for the proton target.
The crossing at x ¥ 0: for the case of positron beam is due to the interference
between electrom agnetic and weak contrbutions. Since T = d =d is 1 at
large x and becom es com parable to uniy at very low x, we expect, corresoondingly,
Pee() '’ P [e;e]( ) and P gei( 5 )7 2P pey( 7 ) (see text and Fig. 12 formore
details).
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Figure 9: P [e,é?"o) for hyperons, asa finction ofz, forvarious \high-Q %" options of

the HERA kinem aticalsstup (ssethe HERA * setup In Tablk 1 ordetails) and fora
positron beam : y > 0:1 (solid lines); y > 06 (dashed lines); Q2 > 4000 GeV? (dot—
dashed lnes). Resuls are given for scenarios 2 (heavy lines) and 3 (thin lines) ofthe
polarized FF ofRef. f]. Resultsw ith scenarivo 1 are aln ost negligble. U npolarized
( + )FF are from Ref. @]; unpolarized GRV [[4] partonic distrbutions have been

used for the proton target (see text form ore details).
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Figure 10: P (+] O or hyperons, as a function of z, both for positron (heavy

ke
lines) and electron (thin lines) beam s, and fr various \high-Q 2" options of the
HERA kinem atical sstup (see the HERA * sstup In Tabk 1 for details): yv > 0:1
(solid Iines); y > 06 (dashed lines). Resuls are given for scenarios 2 and 3 of the
polarized FF ofRef. f]. Resultsw ith scenariv 1 are aln ost negligble. U npolarized
(+ )FF are from Ref. [{-;:]; unpolarized G RV [M:]partonic distrbutions have been

used for the proton target (see text form ore details).
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Figure 11: P [(0;)] for (solid lines) and (dashed lines) hyperons, as a function

of z, with a kinam atical sstup typical of NOM AD experim ent at CERN (see Table
1 for details). Results are given for scenarios 2 and 3 of the polarized FF of
Ref. El]. Resuls with scenario 1 are alm ost negligble. Unpolarized ( + ) FF

are from Ref. B]; unpolarized GRV [[4] partonic distributions have been used for
the proton target. Estin ates for P [(0;)] are obtained from Egs. 63) by using the

corresponding results for P ;(O]), shown In Fig. 2, and evaluating T = d =d wih
the , unpolarized FF ofRef. B] (heavy lines) and Ref. [16] (thin lines); this Jast
st has been m odi ed by imposing SU (3) symm etry. The soread between the two
corresponding sets of curves gives a good indication of the uncertainty due to the
evaluation ofthe ratio T . N otice that this uncertainty is aln ost negligbl for large

z, where polarizations are expected to be sizeable for both scenarios 2 and 3.
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Figure 12: P _ | for hyperons, as a function of x, both for positron (heavy
Iines) and elctron (thin lines) beam s. The kinem atical setup is typical of HERA
experim ents at DESY (see Tablk 1 for details). Resuls are given for all the three
soenarios of the polarized FF of Ref. [_@:]. Unpolarized ( + ) FF are from

Ref. 4]; unpolarized GRV [14] partonic distrbutions have been used for the proton
target. E stin ates orp 7Y

lesel
+;0)

resuts ﬁ)rP[e;e] , shown In Fig. 8, and evaluating T = d =d with the
unpolarized FF ofRef. §]. The crossing at x / 0: for the case of positron beam
is due to the Interference between electrom agnetic and weak contributions. Since
T=d =d is 1 atlargex and becom es com parabl to uniy at very low x, we
nd, correspondingly, P gei( ) " P () and P ge(; ) " 2P (; ) (see text
and Fig. 8 form ore details).

are obtained from Egs. 63) by using the corresponding
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