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A bstract

D irect photon production in longiudinally polarised proton-proton
collisions o ers the m ost direct and unproblem atic possibility to de—
termm ine the polarised glion distribution ofa proton. T his inform ation
could play am a prrole for im proving our understanding of the nuclkon
structure and Q CD in general. It ishoped that such experin ents w ill
be done at RHIC . W e present results of detailed M onte C arlo sim u—
lations using a code called SPH INX .W e nd that for RH IC energies
and large gluon polarisation the C om pton graph dom inates allow ing
for a direct test of g. Triggering on away-side gts w ith the envis-
aged gtcriteria should allow to obtain m ore detailed nform ation on

g (). The photon asym m etry resulting from the asym m etry of pro—
duced ’s provides an additional signal, which is com plem entary to
the othertwo. For am allgluon polarisation, ie. g 05 orvery soft
polarised gluon-distributions the envisaged experin ents w ill require
a highly sophisticated sin ulation and large statistics to extract m ore
than upperbounds for j g (x) 3.

PACSNo.: 13884 ¢,1385Hd, 1238Bx



1 Introduction

T he experim ents on longiudinally polarised lepton-nucleon scatter-
Ing perform ed over the last years at CERN []:,EZ] and SLAC B] have
determm ined the polarised structure function glf (x) with rather good
accuracy, while g k) still needs in provem ent. T he theoretical inter—-
pretation of these data is the sub Fct of intense debates which we do
not want to review here. T hese discussions have, how ever, established
a num ber of facts which in ply the in portance of analysing polarised
proton-proton collisions:

1.) Polarized reactions provide very sensitive tests of QCD . To re—
alize this potential fully requires, however, a detailed experim ental
know Jedge and theoretical understanding of Q >-dependences, jist as
for unpolarised reactions E!]. To disentangle the various e ects pre-
cise and com plem entary m easurem ents w ill be needed. In addition
com paring speci ¢ results from deep-inelastic scattering and proton-—
proton collisions allow s for Interesting tests. [_5]

2.) Thepolarised gluon distribution plays a very special role as it con—
tributes via the anom aly [jG] In the sam e way as the polarised quark
distrbution. For desp inelastic scattering there is no way to distin—
guish between a Yenuine’ quark distribution and an anom alous’ gluon
distrbution. Such a distinction is by principle only possble by com —
bining Inclusive and exclusive data, see e. g. g] for polarised deep-—
nelastic scattering, though probably very di cul in praxis. On the
other hand to establish the existence of an anom alous glion contri-
bution would test findam ental topological properties of Q CD , which
have never been directly accessible before.

Obviously in this situation a precise know ledge of g(x;Q ?) would
help trem endously, and this could be provided by polarised proton—
proton scattering. Such experin ents would be possble at RHIC in
the near future, details can be found in ref. E&I].

Actually there are m any interesting quantities which can be deter-
m ined in such experim ents, also for transverse polarisation, but their
theoretical understanding is at last partially lncom plete and the re—
liable sim ulation of background reactions w ill require findam entally
m odi ed codes. W e therefore concentrated on them easurem ent of g
via direct photon assymm etries, which is the m ost straight forward
experin ent proposed so far [;L-g].

Still i is generally acospted (and w ill be dem onstrated in this con—



trbution) that planning and analysing such experin ents requires a
fullk- edged M onte€ arlo code. W e developped one such code to de—
scribbe the collision of longiudinally polarised nuclkons. It is called
SPHINX and is basically a polarised version of PYTHIA {I1]. A
description of this code w illbe published elsew here [[2], and we shall
try to m ake it generally accessible. In our paper we present results
obtained w ith this code for experim ents planned at RH IC using the
STAR and/or PHEN IX detector.

W e present our results In three sections. In section 2 we discuss
prom pt— production per se. In section 3 we analyse the additional
Inform ation which is obtained by sin ultaneously detecting the away—
side—gt, and in section 4 we present the photon asym m etry generated
by an asym m etry in the production of °’s subsequently decaying into
photons.

2 P rom pt- -P roduction

T he goal of the m easurem ent of prom pt— production at RH IC is the
determm ination of the gluon polarisation g. For this it hasto be clar-
i ed that the signal is Indeed proportionalto g and can be clarly
separated from the background. For this purpose we investigated the
two leading processes (ie. rstorderin ) for prom pt- -production,
nam ely the Com pton process (see gure 1) and the annihilation pro-—
cess ( gure 2) and determ ined their contrdbution at RH IC energies to
the cross section for di erent parton param etrisations. A ctually the
hard m atrix elem ents for prom pt— production have been calculated
to NLO {3}, but PYTHIA is set up in such a way that the higher
orders are e ectively taken care ofby the initialand nalstate show—
ering. Asthe NLO am plitudes do not show any features qualitatively
di erent from those of the LO ones this procedure should be ne.
N ote how ever, that for heavy-quark production the soin-e ects could
change substantially between LO and NLO 4], which would require
a m ore carefill treatm ent.

Furthem ore we had a closer ook at the m ain contributions to the
background and analysed the procedures proposed In ES’!] to discrim +
nate i.



2.1 TheCompton process vs. the annihilation
process

T he hadronic cross section for prom pt— -production in proton-proton

collisions is given by a convolution of the parton distributions and the
1

partonic cross section. In the spin averaged case ( = 3 ( ™#)+ ™M),
where "# ("") denotes antiparallel (parallel) soins of the two protons)
it reads
d pp! x
E &p (sixF ;P2 ) @)
Z
X d”.p
= dx, dxp Pa %270 *)Pp (6iQ *)E —— (§ixr jD2 )
d*p
ab
while for the sopin di erence ( = % ( ("#) (""))) i is given by
d  pp! x
E T (Sixp ip2 ) @)
x 2 A

a

2 2 d b! X
= dxs dxp P 4 Xa;Q°) P p&p;Q 9)E T (8ixp ip? ):
ab

Here the sum is over all partonic subprocesses w hich contributes to
the reaction pp ! X . P, and Py denotes the unpolarised parton
distrbutions of quarks and glions, P 5 and P , the polarised ones.
T he latter are the di erence between partons of the sam e helicity as
the hadron and those of opposite helicity, the form er are the sum of
the tw o helicities. T he partonic cross sections in the helicity averaged
case isde ned as " = % (*++ + *+ ) where the indices + ; signi es
the helicities of the Incom ing partons. For * the plus sign between
the two term s in the form ula above hasto be replaced by a m inus sign .
X5 and xp are the B j rken x-variables of the Incom ing partons, p; is
the transverse m om entum ofthe outgoing photon in thepp€CM S.The
Iongitudinalm om entum fraction ofthe isde ned asxyp = 2p° P s.
T he polarised partonic cross section is given by

da» | 2
- b X M o x s+ £+ : @3)

1
d3p 8
To obtain the unpolarised cross section one has simnply to replace
thepolarised m atrix element M ., x by theunpolarised M 4 x -



Finally the partonic M andelstam variables are related to the usual
hadronic onesby: § = x,xps, £= x,t, and @ = xpu.

In lading order perturbation theory in s only the Com pton
process g ! g and the annihilation process gq ! g contrbute
to the prom pt— -production. T heir polarised and unpolarised m atrix
elem ents are summ arised In table 1. T he contribution of the two pro-
cesses to the hadronic cross section corresponding to {1:) resp. (_2) de-
pends strongly on the parton distrbutions. In unpolrised pp-collisions
{ In contrary to pp-collisions { the C om pton process clearly dom nates
over the anniilation process, because the glion density in protons is
much higher than the antiquark density (g q). In the polarised
case, however, the relative in portance of the two processes depends
crucially on the relative size ofthe polarised gluon distribution gand
the polarised sea distrbution g. Both of them are presently com —
plktely unknown. By the tin e the RH IC -Spin-€C ollaboration R SC)
could possbly start to take data, q(x) should, however, be known
quite accurately from sem iHnclusive lpton-nucleon scattering experi-
m entsby the HERM ES collaboration HERA) [[4]. This should allow
to avoild am biguiies in the interpretation of potential R SC data.

For our simulation we used two param etrisations for parton densi-
ties w ith large glion polarisation by A ftarellis Stirling [_II.-§] and by

Ross& Roberts (setD) Ll-j] and one param etrisation w ith a sm allglion

polarisation by R oss& Roberts (sst A).

For large gluon polarisation the C om pton process is the by far dom i
nant one and one can safely neglect the contribution ofthe annihilation

process in 6'2) . In this case the prom pt— -production becom es propor-
tionalto g and is such a clkan probe for the gluon polarisation:

d pp! x
T (Sixr P2 )
X g 2 2 d Aqg! q
dx, dxpy, g .iQ°) g RIQ)E ——=—— ixp P2 )t ®a S Xp)

q d’p
However, in a scenario w ith a Jarge sea contribution to the soin of the
proton and a glion polarisation only due to A tarelliP arisi evolution,
as describbed by the param etrisation R oss& Roberts set A E_L-:/.], the
annihilation process becom es the m a pr contribution.

W e investigated these di erent scenariosw ith theM onte< arlo pro—
gram Sphinx, which can be used to sinulate Jongitudinal polarised



pp-scattering. W e generated 107 events for both spin combinations
of the protons at the RHIC energy P s = 200 Ge&V . For the unpo-
larised parton distrlbbutions we haven chosen the param etrisation of
G ludk, Reya, and Vogt i_2-11'], while for the polarised distributions we
used the param etrisationsm entioned above, nam ely A farellis Stirling
and Ross& Roberts set A and st D . In Sphinx m atrix elem ents are
In plem ented in lading order only. However, due to the iniial and
nal state shower algorithm som e features of higher order e ects are
incorporated as well [I1]. Also the polarisation e ects are traced in
the Initial state shower. For the sin ulations the polarised iniial state
shower and the nal state shower were switched on. To avoid In—
frared divergences the hard interaction cross section m ust be supple—
mented by a owercut o for the transversem om entum p, . W e chose
P 4GevV.
T he results of these sin ulations are shown In gures 3 to 21. In
gure 3 the Lorentz-invariant cross section for prom pt— -production
as a function ofp, at xr 0 is digplayed for the C om pton process
(upper plot) and the annihilation process (lower plot). xr is here
the longitudinalm om entum fraction of the photon de ned by x¢ =
2p,= s. In both cases the spin averaged cross section (squares) and
the cross section for the soin di erence (triangles) are shown. For the
Jatter the param etrisation of A lfarellis Stirling hasbeen used. For the
annihilation process isplotted, because isnegative, m eaning
that the cross—section for antiparallel spins is an aller than for parallel
spin. This can be seen from table 1, keeping 1 m ind that £= xix3t=
s cos )=2 is negative. This negative polarised partonic cross
section isthan m utiplied by the positve polarised quark and antiquark
distrbutions .n ). The error bars re ect the M C error. A typical
RHIC runhas320pb !, such thatthe 10’ eventswe generated foreach
soin combination W ih p, 4 GeV) corresgponds to an integrated
cross section of 3 10° mb for the spin averaged case respectively to a
di erential cross-section of roughly 3 10°mb=@ 4cev)=6 10
mb/GeV In thed GeV bin. This In plies that theM C error is roughly
com parabl to the expected experim ental error for the prompt- ’'s
and substantially lJarger than the anticipated experin ental errors for
gamm as from © decays.
At this point we want to state as clearly as possibl that we do
not attrbute special signi cance to any of the used param etrisations.
In fact virtually nothing is known about g (®;Q 2), exoept the trivial



fact that its absolite m agnitude is lim ited by g (x;Q?). & could eg.
very wellbethat g (x;Q 2) changes sign for som e x value and thiswas
actually advocated to get a good tto thedata in speci cm odels. It is
jast because nothing is known about g (x;Q 2) that it is so in portant
to measure (@nd RHIC seem s to be the only facility able to do =0).
In this situation all our simulations are m eant as illustrations. W e
used two sim ilarm odels @A ftarellis Stirling and R oss& R obertsD ) w ith
optim istically large glion-distributions, because it is easy to estin ate
the results for smaller g by jast scaling them down and for large

g the M C sinulation requires less statistics. At the sam e tin e the
di erence betw een the predictions of these two m odels gives a feeling
for the sensitivity of experin ental signals to details of the distribution
functions.

C om paring the two processes one can clearly see that in the spin
averaged case the C om pton process kads to a cross section by an order
of m agniude larger than the anniilation process. This dom nation
is even m ore pronounced in the polarised case, where one and a half
orders of m agnitude are between both processes. H owever, the latter
fact is, as said above, due to the choice of a param etrisation w ih a
large gand a small qg.

In gure @ we exam Ine the polarised case in m ore detail by using
di erent sets of polarised parton distributions. In the upper part the
cross section of the spin di erence for the C om pton process for three
di erent sets of param etrisations is shown. T he param etrisations of
A tarellis Stirling (triangles) and Ross& Roberts set D (squares) have
a sm ilar, large g, but the x-dependence g(x) is di erent, which
leads to much bigger cross section (logarithm ic scalk!) in the latter
case In com parison w ih the form er. This m eans that it is possbl
to distinguish between both param etrisations in the experim ent. The
third param etrisation R oss& R oberts set A (circles) hasa glion polari-
sation only dueto A lftarelli-P arisi evolution and leadsto nom easurable
signal.

In the low erpart the annihilation process isshown. H ere the results
for A tarellit Stirling (triangles), as a representative of the large po—
Jarised gluons and am allpolarised sea soenario, and R oss& R oberts set
A (circles), as a representative of the opposite situation of nearly un—
polarised gluons and large, negative polarised sea, are given. A s seen
above, A tarellis Stirling leadsto a am all, negative signal, whereasnow
R oss& R oberts set A produce a relatively large, positive signal, which



exceeds the corresoonding result for the C om pton process by far. On
the other hand it is still by roughly a factor of ve amn aller than the
resul of C om pton process In case of a large glion polarisation.

In gure 5 the resulting asymm etries = are shown. For the
C om pton process in the upper part the asym m etry grow sw ith p, for
A farelli§ Stirling and R oss& R oberts set D and reaches values around
20% resp.30% . ForRoss& Roberts set A it is consistent w ith zero. For
the annihilation process In the lower part A tarellis Stirling leads to
an all, negative, R oss& Roberts set A to a large, positive asym m etry.

The m ain conclusions one can draw at this point are that in the
case of a large gluon polarisation the annihilation process is a sn all
correction, which is calculable using the data from electron-scattering,
such that prom pt— -production is a clean probe of g. Ifthe absolute
valie of g(x) would be a factor ten am aller than assum ed by eg.
A farelli§ Stirling, which would be the case if the total spin carried by
glions were less than halfa unit ofh, then anniilation and C cm pton
graph would contribute at the sam e level. Tt would stillbe possible to
extract gx;Q 2), butonly by a combined tto thedata from various
son-experim ents. If g would be substantially sm aller than 0.5 h the
detem ination of g(x;Q °) were probably very di cult (unlss rather
large positive and negative parts of g(x) canceled to give a an all

g). However, deriving such a Iow bound for gx) would be very
Interesting as one would not expect i to be that an all. The crucial
ram aining questions are w hether the anticipated statistics is su cent
to actually determ ine g (%) and w hether there are background e ects
which could blurthe sim plepicture. T hese questionsw illbe addressed
next.

To exam ine the precission of prom pt— measurem ents at RHIC,
we transform ed these cross sections in counting rates at RHIC and
detem ined the statistical errors. To cbtain the total rates one has to
m uliply the cross section w ith the J'ntEgrated Jum nosity forwhich we
have taken the design value from [_9]: Ld =32 188 an 2,whidq
corresponds to a um fnosity of L = 8  16* an ? s ! and an e ective
rmun tineof = 4 16 s, which m eans 100 days w ith 50% e ciency.
AtRHIC thebeam sare only partially polarised: Ppeam = 077, whereas
Sphinx sin ulates fully polarised events. T herefore one hasto combine
theM C ratesto the experin entalratesas ©llows P = Ppeam  Poeam ) :

l + P "# 1 P nn

o
N, = T Nue t 7 Nuc G)




nn l + P nn 1 P LF

exp: = —4 MC+—4 N, s )

For the asym m etry follow s:

N "# . N"# .
Aexp: H (7)
Nexp: t Nexp:
"# "#
— P NMC NMC (8)
ll# ll#
NMC + NMC
PAyc; )
w ith the error:
2 N "# N nn l
_ exp:lN exp: 0
Aexp: - ny wn %ﬁ (l )
Nexp: T Nexp: N g + N e
1
g (11)

N oo+ N éep:

At RHIC several cuts on the events have to be applied. One cut,
which we have Investigated further, is due to the nite coverage in
the plane of the pseudorapidity and the azimuth of the detectors
STAR and PHEN IX ES}]. STAR has a full coverage in the azm uth:

= 2 and a coverage In the pseudorapidity of j j< 1 without end
caps and of j j< 2 in the extended version w ith end caps. PHEN IX
covers only the half azim uth = and has the same -coverage
as STAR . To exam ine how severe these cuts are we determm ined the
rates for prom pt— -production assum ing a full azin uthal ooveragéf:
and applying the cuts j j< 1, 7 j< 2,and no -cut. The resuls
are given In the gures 6,::/2 T he errorbars re ect the statistical errors
atRHIC.

In gure '6 the soin averaged rates (Upper eft plot), the spin di er-
ence rates (upper right plot), and the asymm etry (lower plot) are dis-
plyed forthethree -cuts. T heparam etrisation ofA ftarellis Stirling
hasbeen used. O ne can clearly seethatthecut j j< 2 isnotvery se—
vere, especially orhigh p; ,whereasthe cut j j< 1 reducesthe rates
roughly by a factor of two. In addition also the asym m etry decreases

1T hism eansthat we are sin ulating the situation HrSTAR .To obtain the corresponding
results for PHEN IX one has to divide the ratesby 2.
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In this case slightly. However, even with the stronger cut j j< 1
sin ilar param etrisations as A lftarellis Stirling and R oss& R oberts set
D can be distinguished within the experin ental errors at RHIC, as
can be seen In gure ﬁ:. H ere the rates for the spin di erence and the
asym m etries for the di erent param etrisations in dependence of the
applied cuts are com pared. Hence at this point the extended version
of detectors w ith end caps is not absolutely needed, but, as shown
later, this extension w illbe crucialwhen m easuring the prom pt— and
the away-side Ft.

2.2 Background considerations

Highp, ’'sarenotonly produced in the direct processes discussed in
the subsection above, but at a far Jarger rate due to bram sstrahlung
and in particular in m eson decays. This background has to be sep—
arated from the direct photons very accurately In order to do not
contam inate the signal substantially. In this publication we concen—
trate on the background produced in pion and decays %! 2 resp.

! 2 which is the m apr contribution and analyse the ability to
rem ove it with STAR and PHEN IX .

Them esons which give rise to the badkground are produced in all
QCD parton processes, am ong them the Q CD -€C om pton process:

a ! gq ! si: 01 an ;

a ! ggq ! -

is the m ost in portant, followed by gqq ! gg and gg ! gg. Beside
the Q CD € om pton process we had a closer look at the gg-scattering
process, because this process is especially Interesting w ith regard to
the gluon polarisation. Here g enters tw ice In the cross section, and
hence this process is extram Iy sensitive on changes in  g. For our
studies we sin ulated 10’ events for each polarisation com bination of
the protons for both, the QCD Com pton process qg ! gg and the
gg-scattering processgg ! gg.

C om paring the yields ofthe Q CD € om pton process (full sym bols)
w ith the prom pt— Com pton process (open symbols) in gure::S i is
obvious that the background is very In portant in the case of a lJarge
glion polarisation @A ltarellis Stirling left, Ross& Roberts right). In
the spIn averaged case (Upper plots) it is much larger than the sig—
nal, but it decreases also faster w ith p, . In addition, the background
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show salso an asym m etry and the resuting rates for the soin-di erence
(lower plots) are higher than the true signal up to a transverse m o—
mentum ofp; 15 GeV . Because the Q CD € om pton process is Just
one contribution, although the m ost in portant, to the badkground,
it is obvious that the photons from neutralm eson decay have to be
separated very accurately from the direct ones In order not to con-
tam Inate the true signal. D oing so has the additional advantage that
the asym m etry in the photons from eg. pion decay can be used as an
excellent signal for g (x) (see section 4).

T o Investigate the background further let usconsiderhow it iscom —
posed. Figure EBI and -_l-g show the com positon for the Q CD -€ om pton
process and the gg-scattering process. In both cases the the pion decay

01 2 give rise to the m ain contribution of 80% 90% (logarithm ic
scale!) over the whole p; region for both, the spinaveraged case (uUp-—
per plots) and the spin di erence (lower plots). T he next im portant
contrbution isthe -decay ! 2 wih 10% 20% .

Comparing gure 9 and gure 10 one realizes that the rate of
the QCD C om pton process is ssveral tin es larger than that of the
gg-scattering process in the spin averaged case (upper plots). For the
spn-di erence they are com parabl at low p, even w ith the param etri-
sation of A Ytarellis Stirling w ith its large glion polarisation. D ue to
them uch faster decrease w ith p, ofthe latterthe Q CD -C om pton pro—
cess becom es also in the polarised case the dom inant one at highp, .
T his dom Inance w illbe m ore pronounced for param etrisations w ith a
gnaller g.

From the discussion above it follow s that the m esons from which
those background photons stem have to be reconstructed, in order that
they can be separated from the true signal. T here are two m ain pos—
sbilities that the m esons escape their reconstruction and thus ‘fake’
photons ram ain. The two possbl sources of fake’ ’sare the follow—
ing. First, asymm etric decay, i. e. one is inside the detector, the
other outside, such that they cannot be combined. Second, m erged

's, i.e.thetwo 'sare too narrow and cannot be resolved by the de-
tector. Investigations have been done only for the latter case, because
this is m ore general, whereas the form er is dependent on the precise
detector geom etry and requires a specialized detector sim ulation.

In the ollow Ing we determm ine the rate of Yake’ ’s from pion decay
In dependence ofthe spatialdetector resolution. Them inin alopening

12



anglke ofa -pair In the rest fram e of the pion is given by:
j— m .
min = 2E— : 12)
T he ©llow Ing resolutions of the detector are considered

™S > 0;005 rad
™S> 0;01 rad
™S> 0;02 rad; 13)

For the PHEN IX detector the planned design would result in  *™° >
0;01 rad. W e de ne the fake- rate R as the fraction of the num ber
of unresolved pions and the total num ber of pions:

N unres

R = 14)
N

TheM C fake- -rate Ry ¢ has to be transform ed to the experim ental
R exp as follow s:

ll# ("ll) nn ("#)
R u# ("u) _ RM c + RM C . (15)
=P 1+

w ith
1 P 1 2Ayc

: 16)
1+P 1+Ayc
T hen the num ber of real direct photons is given by:
N = Nior RN : @7)

T he totalnum ber of fake- ’s In dependence of their opening angle and
the fake- -rates for the di erent resolutions considered of the detector
aredisplayed in gure 4-1_4' These plots show that the PHEN IX resolu-—
tion of ™°> 0;01 issu cient to keep the fake- watebelow 10% up to
a transversem om entum ofp, 20 G &V . D ue to the steep slope ofthe

—rates around = 0;01 in the upper plts the resolution ™°> 0;02
is absolutely unsuited, whereas the better resolution *° > 0;005 is
excellent. Further studies are needed to determm ine the optim al com —
prom ise between costs and fake- -rates for the detector. In addition
there is a slight spin dependence of the fake- —rates R"" < R"f such
that unless ™° = 0;005 a carefi1ll sin ulation is needed to determm ine
the resulting corrections and thus keep the systam atic uncertainties
an all.
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3 Prompt- and Away-Side Jet

A dditionalinform ation can be extracted from prom pt— m easurem ents
ifthey are observed In coincidence w ith Fts, which could also help to
reduce unw anted background. T he resulting inform ation could eg. be
used to determm Ine the x-dependence of the glion polarisation g (x)
which isnot su ciently determ ined by the prom pt— signalalone. In
practioce, however, one w ill determ ine all the polarised distribution
finctions by sin ulaneous tsto alldata. In the context of such ts
prom pt— ’s plus Ft data could he of great in portance or g(x;Q ?).
Let us descrbbe rst how we handled the gtreconstruction. Our
M onte€ arlo code jist ke PY T H TA uses the £t routines of Jetset .
Jet reconstruction was thus done by the Jet set-subroutine LUCELL
@-2]. T his routine is also used to analyse unpolarised proton-proton
collisions and de nes gts In the two-din ensional ( )— plne,
being the rapidiy and the anglk around the z-axes. For our calcula—
tionsweused 25 -binsand 24 -binsw ith variousboundsforj j. The
£t de &u'ng algorithm works as follow s. First all transverse energies

E, = p% + m?2 in abin are summ ed. Ifthis sum exceeds a certain

value CEgell),whjch we chosstobe 15 GeV, than it istreated asa £t
candidate. Starting from the cell w ith the highest transverse energy
all cells .n a sm aller Yistance’ than R = ( )2+ ( )? whith we
chose as 0.7) are combined to a tluster’ and if the total transverse
energy in this cluster exceeds E S5 which we chose to be 35 GeV,
the contained particles are accepted as a Et.

Finally weuse an additionalconstraint on j jin plied by the present
design ofthe STAR detector. T hisdetector isplanned to bebuilt w ith
so—called end-caps, giving them a wider -range.W ih these end-caps
i coversthe range 3 j 1, Y 03 whik w ithout them only the

range j j 2, 1:3. is accessble.

W e start by show ing that the larger range is really needed to
do allow for a sensible gt analyses. Figure 12 show s a rapidity distri-
bution of the Fts generated by our code and the consequences of the
rapidity cuts. In each case the area of one ofthe am all rectangelsm ea—
sures the logarithm of the num ber of events. O bviously the rapidity
cuts w ithout end-caps are too restrictive whil adding the end-caps
allow s to cover nearly all of the interesting rapidity-range.
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W e are interested in the Com ptonprocess of gure 1. Thuswe
require that the gt and the photon are detected w ith a relative angle
above 90 degrees in the partonic center of m om entum system . In the
follow ing, £ts ull 1ling this criterium are called aw ay-side gts. In the
hadronic center ofm om entum system , which forRH IC coincides w ith
the Iaboratory system this condition looks rather com plicated due to
the Lorentz-boost

t Jet

4x1x, cos( e+ (xye e )&xge " e )

cos = <0
e +e )xeeT+e 7

(18)
but it tumed out that for the Fts we generated this criteriim is ac—
tally equivalent to the m uch sin pler one

cos( <0 : 19)

The consequences of this criterium are shown in gure 13. In this
gure we show histogram s of the generated gts as a function of the
photon and gt rapidity. If the away-side—gt’ criterium is not used
we get the results on the lkft side for the spin averaged and spin
di erence rates. Obviously the photons are in general very strongly
correlated w ith the gt axes. If the criterium is applied to single out
the hard Com pton processes the distribbutions on the right side are
obtained. O bviously these are only a am all fraction ofthe totalevents
and the rapidities are substantially di erent. The weak rem aining
correlation is a consequence of the Lorentz-boost. In the partonic
center of m om entum system the rapidities are anticorrelated.
The cross sections for photon-plus—gt events are related to the
distribution functions according to

& Ep! +Jet+x) X d @! 9
e dXa)g Rp) ————F—— (20)
dp% d d Jet o q a at
& Ep! +Jet+x) X d @@! 9

€5 A a) g p)

dp2d d Jet at

q

From this we can calculate the di erential —gt cross sections as a
finction of and 7. Figure 14 and 15 show the results or spin aver—
age and spin di erence nthe =0, Y%= 0Dbi Hrourtwo param etri-
sations w ith large g.

P hoton—gt experin ents give actually m ore Inform ation than con-
tained In gure 14 and 15. It is possbl to reconstruct the x-valies
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from the m easured pseudorapidities and transverse m om enta. In the
idealcase, neglecting all initialand nalstate interaction this connec—
tion is sin ply given by

p1 = x1 P;0;0;P)

P2 = x2 P;0;0; P)

P = p; (cosh joos jsin ;snh )

pJet — o cosh Jet;COS Jet;sjr1 Jet;sjnh Jet . (21)

where p; and p, are the fourm om enta of the incomm ing partons.
Energy-m om entum conservation in plies than (neglcting allm asses)

14

X1

4

X5 (22)
Finally to decide which of these x-values belongs to the gluon and
which to the quark the follow ng procedure was suggested: De ne
Xy = min(x1;x2) and xp = m ax (x1;Xy) and require xy, 02. Asthe
gluon distribution is already sm all at such x-values one can expect
that xy, is the quark m om entum fraction.

In proceeding like this a num ber of rather severe asum ptions were
m ade such that t wasratherunclarhow good twould work. SPH IN X
gives us the possibility to check it explicitely. Figure 16 to 19 show
the resuls. Figure 16 show s Just histogram s of the generated quark
and gluon m om entum fractions. Figure 17 show s how these are cor-
related with xa, Xp, X537, X . Again the area of the rectangles is
proportional to the logarithm of the rate, such that the correlations
are much stronger than they look. The gures on the lkft side show
how the x values of the distribution fiinctions x ¢ are correlated to
those generated by the com plkte SPH IN X algorithm , ie. the di er-
ence between xJ* and x4 respectively x5 and x4 is entirely due to
the Intrinsic transverse m om entum and to e ects of the iniial and

nal state showering. T he identi cation of the ts is taken from the

M onte€ arlo, such that there are no m isidenti cations. In an ideal
experin ent x5 and xg* are the best m easurable approxin ations for
Xg and Xq. The right side show s how good the sin pl procedure just
described is abl to reconstruct the x-values, stillw ithout the xy—cut.
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O bviously the quark m om entum fraction can be reconstructed quite
reasonably, w hile the reconstruction of x4 is problem atic. This iswhy
a Xp aut is needed. Introducing i the correlation becom esm uch bet-
ter, as shown in m ore detailin gure 18 and 19 for g(x) and g(x).

In these gures the upper graphs show s the histogram ofthe x valies
actually chosen by the M onte Carlo code. The lower ones show the
distribbution of x-values reconstructed w ith the described procedure.
T he agreem ent is very good for x > 0:04 and gets rapidly bad if one
goes to an aller xvalues. T he problam s are far less pronounced for the
polarised case because the chosen function for gx) is com parably

gn allat sm allx. For a situation where g(x) would be concentrated

at extrem ely an all x it could not be deduced from the —gt signal
T he Jatter is however true for all polarised experim ents. Such a very
soft polarised glion distribution would also not be detected in deep in—
elastic lgpton—nucleon scattering such that it could not help to explain
the observed data. Its only e ect could be to screw up the extrap-—
olation to am allkx needed to derive experin ental values for the sum

rules. If the observed data are nterpreted as giving evidence for an
anom alous gluon contrbution (however one is trying to de ne i) than

g (x) cannot be too soft and thus should be seen by RHIC .

W ih all these caveats one should note, however, that our sin ula—
tion show s, that an actualprom pt- -plus—gt experimn ent would beablk
to distinguish even between the two rather sin ilar ghion distributions
weused (see gure 19, the bottom plots).

W e conclude this paragraph by stating that prom pt— —gt coinci
dences w ill give interesting data but that their analysesw illbe highly
non-trivial requirering extensive num erical sin ulations. A cut lke
Xy, 0;2 is necessary. W hik a m ore restrictive cut leads to a better
reconstruction it also worsens statistic. W e hope that SPH INX will
help to nd the best com prom ise.

4 P roduction

W e discussed already in section 2 that the °© decaying into two pho—
tons have to be reconstructed in order to extract the direct— signal.
T his should be possibl w ith high e cency. H owever, this opens also

the possbility to use the ° asymm etry as an independent m easure-
m ent of the glion polarisation aswell. T heir advantage in com parison
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w ith the prom pt— ’s is the larger cross section and hence the an aller
statistical error. O n the other hand the pions are a less direct probe
for g because several processes contrbute to their rate, such that
the total observed asym m etry depends in a rather involved m anner
on the glion polarisation . For exam ple the m ost in portant contribu-—
tion, the Q CD -€C om pton process is proportional to g, but the next
In portant one gqg ! gg is Independent of g, whereas In gg ! gg it
enters tw ice. Again a detailed M onte arlo sinulation should allow
to relate the data to the distribution functions.

In gure .'_2-g the contributions of the Q CD € om pton process and
the gg-scattering process to the %-production are displayed. In the
soin averaged case the Q CD -C om pton process is the farm ore in por-
tant. D ue to the large gluon polarisation in A ftarellis Stirling, which
enters In the gg-scattering process tw ice, this process gives the m a pr
contribbution at low p, . However, because i decreases much faster
wih p,, orp, > 8 G&V the QCD < om pton process becom es the
dom nant one in the polarised case too, even for large gluon polarisa—
tion. Nevertheless, the gg-scattering process leads to an asym m etry
much larger than the Q CD -C om pton process. H ere, the M C —statistic
gives reliable predictions only up to p, < 15 Ge&V . The di erent p, -
dependence of the individual processes could be used to disentangle
them .

Figure 21 show s the yield of pions due to the Q CD € om pton pro-—
cess In the spin averaged case (upper plot), for the soin-di erence
(m iddle) and the resulting asym m etry (lower plot) as a function ofp,
for param etrisations w ith a large gluon polarisation. W hile gure 20
showed results or xp = 0 gure 21 show s the rates integrated over
Xr . In com parison w ith the prom pt— -datas the two param etrisation
of A Ttarellis Stirling (squares) and R oss& Roberts set D (triangles) are
m uch harder to distinguish on the base ofthese rates. A though thisis
unfortunate in this case it show sthat one is really analysing an cbserv—
ablewhich testsdi erent propertiesthan the prom pt— -m easurem ents.

5 Summ ary
W ehave analysed three observables, nam ely direct prom pt— ’s, prom pt—

s n concidence with an away-side ¥t, and ’s from ‘-decay. W e
found that each of them should allow to obtain signi cant resuls in
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RHIC spin-physics experin ents. These results should allow to settle
theproblem of g (x). H owever, each ofthese signalshas itsproblem s:
For direct photons the background rate in rather high, for prom pt— -
Bt coincidences the £t reconstruction is non-trivial and has, just as
for the ‘-decay, to wly very heavily on M onte<€ arlo sinulations.
C onsequently the existence of several independent codes w ill be cru-
cialto relate the ocbserved data In a reliable way to the basic physical
quantities of interest. W e hope that our code w ill contrdbute to this
endeavour.
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Figure 1: The C om pton graph
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Figure 2: The annihilation graph
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