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A bstract

W estudy a new m echanism forhadronichelicity ip in high energy hard exclusivere-

actions.Them echanism proceedsin thelim itofperfectchiralsym m etry,nam elywithout

any need to ip a quark helicity.Thefundam entalfeature ofthenew m echanism isthe

breaking ofrotationalsym m etry ofthe hard collision by a scattering plane in processes

involving independent quark scattering. W e show that in the im pulse approxim ation

there is no evidence for ofthe helicity violating process as the energy or m om entum

transfer Q 2 is increased over the region 1G eV 2
< Q

2
< 100G eV 2. In the asym ptotic

region Q 2
> 1000 G eV 2,a saddlepointapproxim ation with doubly logarithm icaccuracy

yieldssuppression by a fraction ofpowerofQ 2.\Chirally{odd" exclusivewavefunctions

which carry non{zero orbitalangularm om entum and yetare leading orderin the high

energy lim it,play an im portantrole.
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1 Introduction

The theory ofhard elastic scattering in Quantum Chrom odynam ics(QCD)hasevolved con-
siderably over m any years ofwork. Currently there exist two self-consistent perturbative
descriptions,each with a speci�cfactorization m ethod forseparating thehard scattering from
non-perturbative wave functions. A well-known procedure using the \quark-counting" dia-
gram s has been given by Lepage and Brodsky [1]. A consequence,and direct test,ofthe
factorization de�ning thism echanism isthehadron helicity conservation rule[2]

�A + �B = �C + �D ; (1)

wherethe�j’sarethehelicitiesoftheparticipating hadronsin thereaction A + B ! C + D .
Thefactthatthisruleisbadly violated in alm ostevery casetested suggeststwo alternatives.
Onepossibility,advocated byIsgurand Llewellyn-Sm ith [3],isthattheenergyand m om entum
transfer(Q 2)in the data isnotlarge enough forthe form alism to apply. However,the data
also showsbehaviorclose to the m odel’spredicted powerdependence on Q 2,indicating that
hard scattering ofa few pointlike quarksisbeing observed. The apparentcontradiction has
led to m uch discussion,and haseven caused som eauthorsto suggestthatperturbativeQCD
itselfm ightbewrong.

Thesecondalternativeisthatanotherpowerbehaved processcausinghelicityipispresent.
In factthe \independentscattering" subprocess,introduced by Landsho� [4],isactually the
leading processatvery high energies[5]. Butithasbeen assum ed thathadron helicity con-
servation would be the sam e in the independentscattering processasin the quark-counting
one,sinceboth involveexchangeofhard gluonswith largeQ 2.In general,term sproportional
to a quark m ass,m q,forexam ple,havebeen understood to causehelicity ip in eitherm odel,
butwith am plitudesuppressed by a powerofm q=Q relativeto theleading term .Such term s
seem tobequitesm alland areprobably notabelievableexplanation ofthepersistentpattern
oflargeviolationsofthehelicity conservation rule.

Here we show that the independent scattering m echanism predicts high-energy helicity
non-conservation ata m uch higherrate.Thecalculationsin m om entum spacearesu�ciently
com plicated thatthisphenom enon hasbeen overlooked foralm osttwenty years.Adopting a
transverse position space form alism introduced by Bottsand Sterm an [6],we show thatthe
detailsrestonnon-perturbativewavefunctionsthatshouldbem easuredratherthancalculated.
Thesewavefunctionsm easurenon{zero orbitalangularm om entum nottaken into accountby
shortdistance expansions. W e argue thatthe novelfactorization properties ofindependent
scattering processescannotpractically bereduced to the sam e ingredientsused in the quark
countingscattering.In anycase,itisnotnecessary toip aquarkhelicity:thenew m echanism
proceedsunim peded in thelim itofarbitrarily sm allquark m assand perfectchiralsym m etry
in thehard scattering.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In section 2 wereview thederivation ofhelicity conser-
vation in genuineshortdistanceprocesses..In section 3,wepresenttheindependentscattering
m echanism with specialem phasison non-zero orbitalangularm om entum wavefunctions.W e
com pute the contribution ofthese com ponentsto a helicity conserving reaction in section 4,
then to a helicity violating reaction in section 5.Thesetwo sectionscontain ourm ostim por-
tantresultsatasym ptoticand ataccessible energies.Section 6 isan experim entaloutlook.
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2 H elicity conservation in shortdistancedom inated pro-

cesses

Firstwe review the conventionalderivation ofhadron helicity conservation [2]. The quark-
counting factorization introduces the distribution am plitude ’(Q 2;x) [7], an integralover
the transverse m om entum variables ofthe wave function for quarks to be found carrying
m om entum fraction x in thehadron.1 Forsim plicity ofpresentation we specialize to a single
pair ofquarks,the m eson case. Let  (kT;x) be a light cone wave function to �nd quarks
with relativetransverse m om entum kT and lightconem om entum fraction x.In term softhe
FourierconjugatetransversespacevariablebT separating thequarks,then

’(Q 2
;x)=

QZ

0

d
2
kT  (kT;x)

=

QZ

0

d
2
kT

1Z

0

d
2
bTe

ibT �kT
X

m

e
im ’ ~ m (jbT j;x) (2)

In thesecond linewehaveexpanded thewavefunction ~ (bT;x)to exhibittheSO (2)orbital
angular m om entum eigenvalues m : a com plete set for the (nearly on-shell) quarks consists
ofthe z-axis orbitalangular m om entum ,the energy,and the z-m om entum . Now suppose
the distribution am plitude ’(Q 2;x)isassum ed to be a good description ofa process. Then,
whatever the angular m om entum ofthe wave function,evaluating the integrals reveals the
m = 0 elem entisthesolesurviving term in Eq.(2):

’(Q 2
;x)= 2�

1Z

0

d jbT jQJ1(jbT jQ)~ 0(jbT j;x) (3)

Thisshowsthatuseof’(Q 2;x)im posestwo things:asQ 2 ! 1 thescattering region isboth
\sm all",since the region b2T < 1=Q 2 dom inates in the Besselfunction,and the scattering
is\round",i.e. cylindrically sym m etric (Fig.1). In the absence oforbitalangularm om en-
tum ,the hadron helicity becom esthe sum ofthe quark helicities. The quark helicitiesbeing
conserved atleading order,thetotalhadron helicitiesareconserved.Thehadron helicity con-
servation rule(1)thereforerepresentsan exactsym m etry ofthequark-counting factorization.
A crucialquestion is: does this sym m etry ofthe m odelrepresent a property ofthe entire
perturbative theory. Or,can we sim ply assum e \s{wave" SO (2) wave functions to be the
m ain contribution asin a non{relativisticpicture?

The answerto both questionsisno.In general,quark wave functionsthem selvesare not
particularlyrestricted in orbitalangularm om entum content,even in thehigh energylim it.For
exam ple,in thepion (pseudoscalarm eson)casethelight-conewavefunction m ay beexpanded
on fourDiractensorsallowed by parity sym m etry as

~ ��(x;bT;p
�)= fA �=p5 + B �5 + C�=bT5 + D �[=p;=bT]5g�� ; (4)

1O ur convention does not include a logarithm ically varying factor ofQ 2 introduced for renorm alization

group analysisin Ref.[1,7].Eitherconvention can be used withouta�ecting ourargum ent.
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whereA �-D � arefunctionsofthelightconefraction x,thetransverse separation bT and the
totalfour m om entum ofthe m eson p�. For the m om ent we do not discuss dependence on
gauge �xing and a path-ordered exponentialofthe gauge potentialused to m ake the wave
function gauge invariant. The D �-term carries one unit oforbitalangular m om entum and
yetscaleswith the sam epowerofthe \big" m om entum p+ asthe A �{term ,which iss-wave.
Since the D � term has a ~bT factor,which can be written in term s ofbT;1 � ibT;2 this term
representsoneunitoforbitalangularm om etum .In term sofpowercounting,then,them = 0
and m 6= 0 am plitudescan beequally large.W ealso notethatwavefunctionsarenotobjects
to be derived in perturbation theory,but instead represent the long-tim e,non-perturbative
tim e evolution proceeding inside a hadron. The non-perturbative Ham iltonian ofQCD does
not conserve spin and orbitalangular m om entum separately,but instead generates m ixing
between orbitaland spin angular m om entum . Finally,there is no sim ple relation between
\s{wave" non{relativistic m odelsofconstituentquarks,and the pointlike quarksresolved in
large{Q 2 collisions,so no statem ent can reliably be m ade about quark angular m om entum
contentofhadrons.Thusifanon-zeroorbitalangularm om entum com ponentsom ehow enters
the hard scattering | and this is a crucialpoint | then the long-tim e evolution before or
afterthe scattering can convertthisangularm om entum into the observed hadron spin.Itis
notnecessary to ip aquark spin in thehard interaction,becausetheasym ptotichadron spin
fails to equalthe sum ofthe quark spins. Such a m echanism is totally consistent with the
im pulseapproxim ation ofperturbativeQCD.

The challenge in high energy hadron scattering is therefore to �nd those large Q 2 pro-
cess(es)in which non-zero orbitalangularm om entum enters,orin otherwords,to �nd those
which are not\round". Itturns outthatin any treatm entrelevant to current energies the
independent scattering process is not \round" but instead \at" (Fig.1). The subprocess
ishighly asym m etric,showing an extrem e dependence on the scattering plane. Ratherthan
disappearing in the high energy lim it,the dynam ics ofthisprocessincreases its asym m etry
overa range ofQ 2.

The origin ofthe asym m etry is kinem atic. Let � be the direction perpendicular to the
scattering plane and � be a vector in the scattering plane. In the independent scattering
m echanism , let two (or m ore) uncorrelated scattering planes be separated at the collision
pointby a transverseout{of{planedistanceb�.Theout{going beam sofquarksm ustcoincide
in direction wellenough to m ake hadronsin the�nalstate.Conserving 4-m om enta,foreach
pairofscatteringstherearethreedelta functionsoflargem om enta (scaling likep+ ),and one
delta function ofthe out-ofplane transverse m om entum ,ofthe orderof1= < b2� >

1=2,where
<> indicates a typicalexpectation value in the state. On{shellquark{quark scattering is
dim ensionlessand scaleinvariant(up to logarithm iccorrections)in QCD.Theoverallam pli-
tude therefore scaleslike the productofthese factors,nam ely like < b2� >

1=2 (Q 2)�3=2 . The
Q 2 power-counting ofthisargum entisquite well-known;whatwe em phasise here isthe role
ofthe scattering plane,nam ely the breaking ofrotationalsym m etry with the out-of-plane
direction �. Itisasifhadrons\atten" underim pactin the in-plane direction �,form ing a
cigar-shaped hard scattering region [9].Thisfactisvery hard to seein covariantperturbation
theory in m om entum space,explaining why ithasgenerally been overlooked.

The kinem atic violation ofhadron helicity conservation by independent scattering raises
severalnew questions.Itisclearthatthe usualassociation ofleading{twist(short{distance)
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and large Q 2 either breaks down or hinges on delicate dynam icaldetails. Our approach
willexploitthefactthatleading approxim ationsto any kinem atically distinctam plitude are
alwaysperturbatively calculable. Forexam ple,higherordercorrectionsofnon{leading twist
type in the distibution am plitude form alism cannotviolate the hadron helicity conservation
sym m etry and willnota�ectourapproach.The �rstnon{vanishing contributionsto helicity
violatingam plitudesinvolveextrapartonsin theshortdistanceform alism .A gluon em bedded
in the hard scattering,forexam ple,could transferspin to an outgoing hadron.W e need not
considersuch processes,because,asdiscussed later,they aresubleading by a powerofQ 2 and
perturbatively sm allsince such gluons are \hard". It rem ains to be shown,ofcourse,that
helicity violation from independent scattering isnotsuppressed by the sam e order. Thatis
them ain technicaltask ofthispaper.

3 Independent scattering: form alism

3.1 K inem aticalanalysis

Botts and Sterm an have considered [6]the generic \elastic" reaction M 1 + M 2 ! M 3 +
M 4,where M i’s are light pseudoscalar m esons, at high energy

p
s and large angle center

ofm ass scattering angle � = arccos(1+ 2t=s). Their study has shown that the reaction is
dom inated by the 2 independent scatterings ofthe valence constituents with a kinem atical
con�guration depicted in Fig.2. One has two scattering planes separated at the collision
pointby a transverse distanceb.

To m akeitclear,letusconsidera lightconebasis(vi;v0i;�i;�)attached to each m eson M i,
and chosen so that,in thecenterofm assfram ewhere cp1 = 3̂ and cp3 = cos�3̂+ sin�1̂,

v1 = v0
2
= 1p

2
(̂0+ 3̂); v0

1
= v2 =

1p
2
(̂0� 3̂);

�1 = �2 = 1̂; � = 2̂;

v3 = v0
4
= 1p

2
(̂0+ sin�1̂+ cos�3̂); v0

3
= v4 =

1p
2
(̂0� sin�1̂� cos�3̂);

�3 = �4 = cos�1̂� sin�3̂:

In thecm fram e,onehaspi= Qvi (Q =
q

s=2).Each Bethe-Salpeteram plitudeX i

X i(k;pi)=
Z

d4k

(2�)4
e
ik:yh0jT( �(y)� �(0))j�(pi)i;

isassum ed to elim inate q�q con�guration with relative O (Q)transverse m om entum (along �i
and �).Therelativem inusm om entum (along v0i)isofO (M

2=Q).Then,m om entum transfers
in H orH 0aredom inated by largeinvariantsbuiltwith xiQ-term sand a�rstapproxim ation is
toneglectallbutthesecom ponentsofthequarkorantiquarkm om enta,in thehard am plitudes
H and H 0.Thisistheim pulse approxim ation.

A second observation follows from kinem atics;although m om entum conservation at the
hard scattering H relatesthe internalm om entum dependence ofthe X ’s,a variation ofone
such m om entum ki in its�i orv0i direction inducesnegligiblem odi�cationsin thethreeother
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X ’s. Consequently,m om entum com ponents ofki along �i or v0i only appear as a relevant
variablein thewavefunction X i and integralsoverthesecom ponentscan becarried out.The
com ponentsalong �,denoted li,representtransverse m om entum outofthe scattering plane
and do notsharethesam eproperty.Thus,thevertex delta function m ay bereexpressed as

�
4(k1 + k2 � k3 � k4)=

p
2

jsin�jQ3

4Y

i= 2

�(x1 � xi)�(l1 + l2 � l3 � l4);

which indicates that the 4 constituents which enter or leave each hard scattering carry the
sam elightcone fraction (xi = x or1� x).Introducing the\outofplane" im pactparam eter
bthrough

2��(li)=
Z

+ 1

�1

dbe
i(l1+ l2�l3�l4):b;

onem ay writetheam plitudeoftheprocess[6]as

A(s;t)=

p
2Q

2�jsin�j

Z
1

0

dx(2�)4H (fxQvg)H 0(f�xQvg)
�
�
�
f�;�g

Z
+ 1

�1

db

4Y

i= 1

P�i�i(x;b;Qvi): (5)

whereP istheam plitude

P��(x;b;Qv)=
Z
dy�

2�
e
ixQ y�

< 0jT (q�(y)�q�(0))j�(Qv)>
�
�
�
y= y� v0+ b�

; (6)

with Diracindices��.Colorindicesaresuppressed in Eq.(5)and sum soverrepeated indices
areunderstood.W e considerunavored quarks. The im plem entation ofavorisstraightfor-
ward by setting to 0 som e ofthe graphswe are going to consider. H and H 0 are Feynm an
am plitudes(a sum overallowed diagram sisunderstood)atthelevelofquarkscom puted with
standard perturbativeQCD verticesand internalpropagators;they consist,atlowestorderin
thecouplingconstant,ofone-gluon exchangeorq�qannihilation foreach quark pair.Notethat
P and H are notindividually gauge invariant. Ifthe short{distance b! 0 lim itisassum ed,
then the four generalwave functions in Eq.(4) can be reduced to one A �{term ,by taking
thetraceP0 ofP�� with Q=v05��.Forthecaseofhelicity conserving am plitudes,thisselection
wasshown to be self{consistentby Bottsand Sterm an[6].Then,the zeroth m om entofP0 is
related to thedecay constantofthecorresponding m eson

Z
1

0

dxP0(x;b= 0;p= Qv)= fM

where,e.g.forthepion,f� = 133M eV .Thiszero{distancequantity containsno inform ation
on theinteresting dependence on thetransversevariableb.

Hereweareconcerned with theleadingorderdescription ofhelicity violatingterm s.Thus,
wewillconsiderA �{typeand D �{typeam plitudeson an equalfooting,and m akeno a priori
assum ption thattheregion b! 0 dom inates.

3.2 G auge Invariance

Thedevelopm entso farhasbeen su�cienttoisolatethekinem aticregion ofinterest,which as
we have already noted ischaracterized by �nite separation between the participating quarks
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in the out-ofscattering plane direction. The am plitude isthusa strong function ofthe spa-
tialdependence ofthe wave function. The Bethe Salpeterwave function isa bilocalm atrix
elem entand isnotgaugeinvariant.However,wewillnow discusshow gaugeinvarianceofthe
description can beobtained.

The key is in how the perturbation theory is re-arranged. In the Sterm an and Botts
factorization certain \soft" correctionsareputinto thewavefunctions,leaving otherpartsof
Feynm an diagram sto go into thehard scattering kernel.In dressing thewavefunction in this
way,itisno longera quark correlation (the Bethe Salpeter wave function),butthe m atrix
elem entsofoperatorsdeterm ined by thetypesofdiagram sputin.Theoperatorschosen in [6]
arepath ordered exponentials(poe’s),shown by Collinsand Soper[8]to bethegeneratorsof
eikonalapproxim ationsto the gluon attachm ents. The poe’sare gauge covariant,leading to
a gaugeinvariantam plitude.

This is partly forced by physics,and partly a convention. As a convention for the per-
turbation theory,subsequentdiagram sm ustbeevaluated with subtractionsto avoid double-
counting. M ore generally,any operatorfunctionalofthe A �eldswhich transform sproperly
could servein placeofthepoe’s,and creatingadi�erentsubtraction procedure.Letusextract
whatwecan thatisindependentofconvention.

Lettheoperatorin thede�nition ofthewavefunctionsbecalled U(A;x);wewillcallita
gauge-dressing operator.Undera gaugetransform ation attheposition x,werequireU(A;x)
totransform likean antiquark.Then productssuch asU(A;x) (x)aregaugeinvariant.That
is,wehavegaugeinvariantm atrix elem entsto �nd a dressed quark

h0jT(U(A;y) (y)U y(A;x)� (x))j�(p)i

Itisobviousthatthisrequirem entdoesnotdeterm ineU(A;x)uniquely,becauseonecould
always attach a factorwhich is gauge invariant without changing the gauge transform ation
properties.Theparticularchoiceofwhatto attach isa prescription,i.e.a de�nition ofwhat
partsoftheam plitudewillbeputin thewavefunction and whatin thehard scattering,and
itcannotbe determ ined by gauge invariance alone. However,due to gauge transform ations
onem ustattach som ekind ofgauge-dressing operatorto havea wellde�ned m atrix elem ents.

3.3 Path-Independent D ressing

Although the standard way to do gauge dressing with the poe is path dependent,no path
dependencegenerally need beassociated with U(A;x)and in particulartheobservableprocess
doesnotdeterm ine orfavorany path.Thisim portantpointcan beseen with an elem entary
exam plefrom QED,wheretheU(1)gaugeinvarianceiseasierto control.Thestraightforward
QED analogue ofourprocessinvolvesequaltim e (notlightcone tim e)correlation functions
in the gauge A 0 = 0. Thisgauge choice elim inatesa m ode,butthere stillrem ainsa lack of
de�nition ofthecoordinatesdueto tim eindependentgaugetransform ations�(x)

A (x)! A
0(x)= A (x)+ r �(x);@0� = 0

Thisproducesa changein thelongitudinalm odes.Thesem odesaresom etim esalso called
unphysical,a very unfortunate choice ofterm inology. In free space and in the absence of
coupling a gaugetheory hastwo transverse degreesoffreedom and thethird would becalled
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unphysical.Howeverweareinterested in thecasethatm atter�eldsexist(andthenon-Abelian
coupling is turned on) in which case the third m ode is real,but specialinasm uch as being
constrained in term softheothervariablesby gaugeinvariance.To seethis,notethatwecan
decom poseinto transverse and longitudinalparts,

A = A T + A L

= A T + r �

� =
� 1

r 2
r � A

�

(x) (transform ing part)

A T = A � r � (invariantpart). (7)

Sinceitisthereforgaugetransform ations,thelongitudinalpart� isnotfreeto bevaried
in arbitrary dynam icalways,but m ust accom pany the m atter �eld in a prescribed,unique
functional.Attim et= 0 thisoperatoris

U(A;x)= e
ig�(x) (8)

from which onecan verify thatundera gaugetransform ation,

�(x) ! �(x)+ �(x)

 (x) ! e
�ig�(x)

 (x)

U(A;x) ! e
ig�(x)

U(A;x)

U(A;x) (x) ! U(A;x) (x) (9)

W ewillcallthistheCoulom b dressing becauseitcreatesa classicalCoulom b �eld around
them atterparticle,asthereadercan check by calculation.SincetheHam iltonian com m utes
with the gauge transform ation operator once A 0 = 0 has been set,the tim e evolution will
m aintain the invariance ofthe com bination U(A;x) (x). However,asnoted already,one is
not forced to accept this as the unique answer,but can opt for U(A;x)f(A T),which will
transform in thesam eway forany f(A T).

The readerm ay stillbe curiousto know the relation between Coulom b dressing and the
poeapproach.Thiscan bevery sim ply exhibited by noting that

 (y)eig�(y)e�ig�(x) � (x)=  (y)eig
R
y

x
dz:r (�)(z)� (x) (10)

Thisexpression isstillpath independent.Thisisthechoicef(A T)= 1.A di�erentchoice
is

f(A T)= e
ig
Ry

x
dz:A T (z) (11)

in which casewehave
U(A;y)U y(A;x)f(A T)= e

ig
Ry

x
dz:A (z) (12)

which is the standard path dependent poe. Both procedures are equally acceptable,as far
assatisfying gaugeinvariance,butthepath ordered exponentialcan createa lineofphysical
transverse gauge �eld particles between the charged m atter �elds,depending on how it is
oriented. Such a line ofgluons,existing only along the chosen part,can be interpreted as
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an arbitrary m odelforthetransverse gauge�eld insidethestateofinterest.Sim ilarly,ifone
booststheCoulom b dressed de�nition,theboostalsocreatesablastoftransversegauge�elds
asseen by the\equivalentphoton" approxim ation.

In perturbation theory, the lowest order approxim ation to non-Abelian dressing is the
Abelian case. Itis possible in the non-Abelian theory to write down expressions analogous
to the Coulom b dressing but care m ust be used to keep track ofthe color indices. It is
equally valid to usepoe’s,which de�nitely transform properly,asbuilding blocksto generate
an in�nitenum berofdi�erentwaystodressthequarks.Thedi�erentchoicesarenotrelevant
fora leading ordercalculation to which werestrictthisstudy.

3.4 Factorization

The next crucialstep is to elaborate a factorized form for the am plitude,whose prototype
isEq.(5),regarding radiative corrections. Generalizing the results of[6]to the case ofthe
helicity{violating Dirac projections, a leading approxim ation to the soft region rearranges
thesecorrectionsto obtain thefollowing expression

A(s;t)=

p
2Q

2�jsin�j

Z
1

0

dxH (fxQvg)H 0(f�xQvg)
Z

+ 1=�

�1=�

dbU(x;b;Q)
�

P (0)(x;b;1=jbj)
�4
; (13)

where H and H 0 are evaluated at respective scales xQ and �xQ which are assum ed to be
large. Large logarithm ic corrections to the process,with the coexistence ofthe two scales
Q and 1=b,are resum m ed in U,in such a way that P (0) is now a soft object: it does not
include perturbative correctionsharderthan 1=b.Itisthenon perturbative objectnecessary
to connectshortand long rangephysics,both presentin hard hadronicprocesses.

Expressionsfortheabovequantitieswillbegiven in thephenom enologicalstudy,butletus
specify heresom eoftheirqualitativefeatures.W hen bissm all,sm alleroroftheorderof1=Q,
radiativecorrectionsarealso sm alland m ustbeconsidered asperturbativecorrectionsto the
hard am plitudesH orH 0;in thisregim e,P (0) isclosely related to thedistribution am plitude
’(x;�)evaluated atthe renorm alization scale � = 1=b[6]. Depending on the de�nition,the
distribution am plitudealso includesresum m ed logarithm iccorrectionsfrom hadronicscaleup
to � [1,7]. W hen b is large,this replacem ent is not legitim ate but since U(b) is a strong
suppression factorin thisregion theexactvalueofP (0) isirrelevant.

Endpointsin the x integralwhere hard subprocesseswould indeed becom e softm ay look
problem atic.Both thedistribution am plitudeand wavefunction approachesused herebecom e
self{consistentbecauseoftheend{pointzeroes,e.g.’(x ! 0)� xk,wherek > 0which should
occurindependently ofspin projection.

4 C ontribution from non-zero orbitalm om entum com -

ponents ofthe w ave function: �� ! ��

Beforeanalyzing helicity violating processesletusexam inetheleading contribution from the
variouscom ponentsin Eq.(4)to a standard helicity conserving reaction such as�� ! ��.
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4.1 C om putation ofhard am plitudes

In theirstudy,Bottsand Sterm an were interested in identifying the asym ptotic behaviorof
theam plitude A(s;t)(s! +1 ;t

s
�xed).Asym ptotically,theSudakov m echanism contained

in U(b)resultsin a suppression oflargebregion in theintegralofEq.(13).In thislim itone
can forgetabouttensorialcom ponentsofP��(x;b;Qv)/ (� � � b=� � �)�� and only theprojection
ofP��(x;b;Qv)onto theparticulartensor

1

4
5v=j�� survives.

In the interm ediate Q 2 regim e,con�gurationsofthe q�q pairsitting in a lightm eson with
transverse separation sm allerthan the m eson charge radiusare notstrongly a�ected by the
Sudakov m echanism [10].Asanticipated in section 2,m = 1com ponentsofthewavefunction
which form largeinvariantsin H (aslargeasthes-waveterm )m ay givesizeablecorrectionsto
the interaction am plitude between pure s-wave states. Forcontributionswith leading power
behaviorin thepseudoscalarcase,wem ustkeep thetensorialdecom position

P��(x;b;Qv)=
1

4
5fP0(x;b;Qv)v=+ P1(x;b;Qv)[v=;b=]g�� : (14)

W e now explore the calculation with this assum ption. To begin with, one form s the
projection,denoted as t and t0,ofthe hard am plitudes H and H 0 on the relevant various
Dirac tensorscom ing from the wavefunction decom position. W e follow Bottsand Sterm an’s
classi�cation ofgraphs,with three ferm ionic owsforH and two gluonic channelseach (see
Fig.3),

f H (M 1M 2 ! M 3M 4) gluon c
f

1;faig
c
f

2;faig

1 1�2! �34 u;s �a1a2�a3a4 �a1a4�a2a3
2 1�2! 3�4 t;s �a1a2�a3a4 �a1a3�a2a4
3 12! 34 t;u �a1a4�a2a3 �a1a3�a2a4

Colorow in thisproblem issim pli�ed by noting thatonegluon exchangebetween two quark
linesgivesa colortensor

X

c

T
c
ijT

c
kl=

1

2

�

�il�kj �
1

3
�ij�kl

�

;

which wem ay reexpresswith thecolortensorslisted above,in theform

[toru1]
faig

=
2X

I= 1

CIc
f

Ifaig
;[soru3]

faig
=

2X

I= 1

~CIc
f

Ifaig
;

with

C1 = ~C2 =
1

2
;C2 = ~C1 = �

1

6
:

W ith thisnotation,one�ndsforthehard am plitudea0,containing no bfactor,

(tItJ)
(1)

0
= CICJ

s2 + t2

u2
+ (~CICJ + CI

~CJ)
t2

su
+ ~CI

~CJ

t2 + u2

s2
;

(tItJ)
(2)

0
= CICJ

s2 + u2

t2
+ (~CICJ + CI

~CJ)
u2

st
+ ~CI

~CJ

t2 + u2

s2
; (15)

(tItJ)
(3)

0
= CICJ

s2 + u2

t2
+ (~CICJ + CI

~CJ)
s2

tu
+ ~CI

~CJ

s2 + t2

u2
;
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tim esan overallcom m on factor
�
�

6

�4 32g4

x2�x2s2
;

where g is the QCD coupling constant which appears in Feynm an rules. W e have already
indicated thatthewholeam plitudeEq.(13)can beproperlyde�ned regardingrenorm alization
and factorization,so thatg4 standsfor(4�)2�S(xQ)�S(�xQ).

There isno b1 orb3 term s,due to the odd num berof m atrices;thisisa consequence of
chiralsym m etry. The second term istherefore a hard am plitude a2,containing b2,which is
found to be

(tItJ)
(1)

2
= CICJ

2st

u2
+ (~CICJ + CI

~CJ)
su� t2

su
+ ~CI

~CJ

2tu

s2
;

(tItJ)
(2)

2
= CICJ

2su

t2
+ (~CICJ + CI

~CJ)
st� u2

st
+ ~CI

~CJ

2tu

s2
; (16)

(tItJ)
(3)

2
= CICJ

2su

t2
+ (~CICJ + CI

~CJ)
tu � s2

tu
+ ~CI

~CJ

2st

u2
;

with a com m on factor

�

�
�

6

�4 256g4

x2�x2s2
b
2
;

(here bisa distance so thatb2 � 0)and the third one a b4 hard am plitude,a4,which isthe
com bination ofEq.(15),butwith an overallfactor

�
�

6

�4 512g4

x2�x2s2
b
4
:

A check oftheabove expressionsora possibility to reduce the num berofgraphsone has
to com pute is provided by sym m etries under m eson exchange;starting from the expression
onegetswith two u-gluon exchange and ferm ionicow f = 1,see Fig.3,which we labeluu1,
onecan generate

Exchange channel kinem atic color
2$ 4 ss1 u $ s C $ ~C
3$ 4 tt2 u $ t C $ C

2$ 3 uu3 s$ t C $ ~C:

The reader willeasily �nd the channels obtained from anotherstarting point,say us1,and
the com bination ofexchangesneeded to determ ine graphswhich do notappearin the above
array,thuscom pleting thewholeam plitude.

4.2 A sym ptotic behavior

W earenow ready toevaluatetheintegralde�ned in Eq.(13)with theabovehard am plitudes.
In a �rststep,weapproxim atetheSudakov factorby itsdom inantexpression atlargeQ [6]

U(x;b;Q)� exp
�

�cln
xQ

�
(� lnu(xQ;b)� 1+ u(xQ;b))

�

exp[x $ �x]; (17)
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with

u(xQ;b)=

 

�
lnb�

lnxQ=�

!

and c= 4
4

3

2

11� 2nf=3
= 32=27 fornf = 3. W e have introduced the variable u(x;b)which

turnsoutto be the relevantone to describe the Sudakov unsuppressed region in the (b;Q){
plane: foru(xQ;b)= 1 there isno suppression from the �rstexponentialin Eq.17;assoon
asu departsfrom unity,one getsrapidly a strong suppression due to the large lnxQ factor.
Eq.(17) is likely to be valid for any Dirac projection because the leading logs factor away
independentofspin.In thisapproxim ation,U isascalarin colorspaceand oneeasilyperform s
thecolortraces,with

cIfagcJfbg

4Y

i= 1

�aibi = 3

 

3 1
1 3

!

;

CICJ =
1

36

 

9 �3
�3 1

!

;CI
~CJ =

1

36

 

�3 9
1 �3

!

;

~CI
~CJ =

1

36

 

1 �3
�3 9

!

;

and obtainsthefollowing hard am plitudes,labeled by thepowerofbentering:

a0 =
�
�

6

�4 256g4

x2�x2s2
s4(s2 � 3tu)+ t2u2(s2 � tu)

s2t2u2
;

a2 = b
2

�
�

6

�4 2048g4

x2�x2s2
s4(s2 � 3tu)� t3u3

s2t2u2
; (18)

a4 = b
4

�
�

6

�4 2048g4

x2�x2s2
s4(s2 � 3tu)+ t2u2(s2 � tu)

s2t2u2
;

which at90� is

a0 = 19
�
�

6

�4 64g4

x2�x2s2
;a2 = 120b2

�
�

6

� 4 64g4

x2�x2s2
;

a4 = 304b4
�
�

6

�4 64g4

x2�x2s2
:

Forthe rem aining softwave function P0,one can adopttwo di�erentm odels. First,one
can approxim ateP0 to itsvalueatsm allb(see[6]and theargum entin section 3.1)

P0(x;b;�)� ’(x;�); (19)

with

’as(x) = 6f�x(1� x); (20)

’cz(x;� � 500M eV ) = 5(2x� 1)2’as(x); (21)

which are standard choices forpion distributions. The asym ptotic form Eq.(20)isderived
in [1,7];it has no evolution with � and is indeed the lim it as � ! 1 ofalldistributions.
Because evolution with � is slow,the e�ective distribution at non asym ptotic regim e m ay

12



be very di�erent from ’ as. Chernyak and Zhitnisky [11]have built from QCD sum rules
theabovecz-form Eq.(21),which evolveswith thescale,butwith quite sm alle�ectson any
com putation when onedoesnotexam ineahugeintervalofenergy.W ewillignorethesee�ects
in thefollowing.

The existence ofthe additionalcom ponentP1 com plicatesthe problem . Nextto nothing
isknown aboutit,buta reasonableansatzisto adopta form sim ilarto P0.Onenoticesthat
P0 hasa m assdim ension which appearsto besetby f�.In thecaseofP1,thedim ension isa
squared m assand wedo notknow whatthenorm alization constanthasto be.W ewilladjust
thenorm alization in the way described below,and assum e the sam e x{dependence forP0 as
P1.

Foreach hard partai,freezing the coupling atthe scale Q to sim plify the study,we get
through Eq.(13)a valueA i(Q;90�)and perform theratiosR i= A i=A 0.

To gettheasym ptoticbehavior,weanalytically evaluatetheb-integral

Z
� � 1

0

dbb
n
U(b;x;Q)

with a saddle pointapproxim ation;using the change ofvariable u = � lnb=ln
p
x�xQ. One

hasa m axim um oftheintegrand atu0 =
2c

2c+ n+ 1
and �nds

Z
� � 1

0

dbb
n
U(b;x;Q)� u0

s

� lnQ

c
(x�xQ 2)clnu0: (22)

Perform ing thex-integration

I(’;n)=
Z

1

0

dx’(x)4(x(1� x))�2+ cln
2c

2c+ n+ 1;

an asym ptoticexpression isfound fortheratio

R n(Q)=
2c+ 1

2c+ n + 1

�
Q

�

� 2cln 2c+ 1
2c+ n+ 1 I(’;n)

I(’;0)
; (23)

from which onededuces
R 2 / Q

�1:10
;R 4 / Q

�1:85
:

Roughly speaking,each powerofbissuppressed by 1=
p
Q (not1=Q).

4.3 Interm ediate behavior

At accessible energies,we expect deviations from the result given in Eq.(23). This com es
�rst from an eventualfailure ofthe saddle point approxim ation with too sm alllnQ. W e
thus have num erically evaluated the am plitude Eq.(13)with U given by Eq.(17). Results
for our com putation ofthe ratio ofam plitudes are displayed in Fig.4 with cz distribution
(solid line).W egetsim ilarresultsforthe asym ptotic distribution am plitude (Fig.5).To �x
the norm alization,we choose here and in the following to set arbitrarily the ratios to 1 at
p
s= 2GeV.W eobserve thatR 2 decreasesby a factoraround 7 from

p
s= 2GeV to 20GeV.
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Thisisa m uch m ildersuppression than thenaively expected 1=Q 2 factor(dotted curve).R 4

dropsm oredrastically by a factoraround 20 in thesam eenergy interval.A num ericalstudy
shows that logarithm ic corrections ignored within the saddle point approxim ation are not
negligiblein theaccessiblerangeofenergies.Atlargervaluesoftheenergy,

p
s> 20GeV,the

approxim ated resultofEq.(23)becom esaccurate.
Secondly,Eq.(17)should be supplem ented with non leading term s which are known in

the s-wave case [6]but presum ably di�erent in the p-wave case. The neglected logs in the
expression ofU Eq.(17)m ay m odify soom ewhat the ratio oversom e interm ediate range of
energy.To m odelizesuch an e�ect,weadd a sim plex;b-independentterm like

exp
�

K lnln
Q

�

�

in the expression ofR 2 with K som e constant.The ratio m odi�ed by such a factorisshown
in Fig.4 as a shaded area lim ited by the curves corresponding to K = 1 and K = �1;
this m easures in som e way the theoreticaluncertainty on p-wave contribution suppression.
Furthertheoreticalprogressin thecom putation ofthese lnlnQ term swillallow to getrid of
thisuncertainty butwedo nottacklethistask here.

A third e�ect m ay com e from the intrinsic transverse dependence ofthe wave function.
W hile the replacem entofP (0)(x;b;1=b)by ’(x;1=b)discussed in section 3.1 isreasonable at
largeQ (> 10GeV),itism orequestionnable atinterm ediate valueswherelong rangephysics
m ay beaccounted forby including som eintrinsic b-dependence[10]as

P0(x;b)= 4�N ’(x)exp

 

�
�2

x�x
�
x�xb2

4�2

!

: (24)

with param eters �2 = :096,�2 = :88GeV 2 and N = 1:68 for the asym ptotic distribution
am plitude. The results are m odi�ed as depicted in Fig.5 where the curves from this wave
function and from the asym ptotic distribution are shown forcom parison. Furtherm ore,we
notice thatthe phenom enology m ay also be m odi�ed considerably by allowing variationsof
di�erentdistribution form ,thatis’ as forP0 and ’cz forP1 orthereverse choice.

These three e�ectsshow thatthe power-like decrem entEq.(23)ofthe ratio isdiluted at
interm ediate energiesand consequently the am plitudesA 0 and A 2 arelikely to com pete over
a ratherlargeintervalofs,say 1GeV 2{100GeV 2.

5 H elicity violating processes: �� ! �� (h3+ h4 6= 0)

5.1 D ouble helicity ip

To begin with,letus�nd thepossibletensorialdecom position forthequark antiquark wave-
functionsofthe � m eson. One speci�esa one particle state by the m om entum pi (i= 3;4),
which with thenotation ofsection 3,onecan write:pi= Qvi+

m 2

2Q
v0i (m isthe� m asswhich

we do notneglectforthem om ent),and by the helicity hi 2 f1;0;�1g.The 3 helicity states
aredescribed in a covariantway with thehelp ofthe3 vectors"�h(pi),satisfying "h:pi= 0 and
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"h:"
�
h0 = ��hh0.For�(p3),(~p3;~�3;~�)isa directtrihedral,and wechoose

(h = +1) "R = �
1
p
2
(�3 + i�);

(h = 0) "0 =
Q

m
v3 �

m

2Q
v
0
3; (25)

(h = �1) "L =
1
p
2
(�3 � i�):

A consistentchoicefor�(p4)is

(h = +1) "R =
1
p
2
(�3 � i�);

(h = 0) "0 =
Q

m
v4 �

m

2Q
v
0
4
; (26)

(h = �1) "L = �
1
p
2
(�3 + i�):

Thus,dem anding a parity � state,the Bethe-Salpeter am plitude has the m ost general
Dirac-m atricesexpansion

P(x;b;p;h)= (27)

P0[="h;=p]+ P 0
0
="h + P1"h:b=p+ P 0

1
"h:b+ ~P1[="h;=p]=b+ ~P 0

1
[="h;=b]+ P2"h:b[=p;=b]+ P 0

2
"h:b=b:

One can then extract the relevant com ponents for the study ofindependent scattering
processes. Thatis,we isolate dom inanthigh-energy tensors,those which contain one power
ofthelargescaleQ and werestrictto b�T (i.e.b�� in thenotation ofsection 3.1).W egetfor
a longitudinally polarized �

P(x;bT;p;h = 0)=
Q

m

�

P 0
0
=v+ ~P 0

1
[=v;=bT]

�

; (28)

and fora transversally polarized one

P(x;bT;p;jhj= 1)= Q
�

P0[="h;=v]+ P1"h:bT =v+ ~P1[="h;=v]=bT + P2"h:bT [=v;=bT]
�

: (29)

Beforegoing through thecom putation ofan helicity violating process,letusexhibitwhat
we callthe double-ip rule. Itfollows from the property ofeach dom inant com ponent that
each powerofbchangesthechirality (which is+ ifthecom ponentanticom m uteswith 5 and
� ifitcom m utes). W ith vectorgluon couplings,itfollowsthatifthe process isallowed by
hadron helicity conservation,chiralsym m etry requiresthattheb-com ponentsoccurin pairs.2

2The power suppression for am plitudes with extra transverse gluon in initialor �nalFock states follows

from thesam econsideration.By powercounting oneextra gluon em bedded into oneofthe2 hard scatterings

is down by 1=Q with respect to the short distance contribution from valence states. However the chirality

ofthe com ponentisthe sam e asthe p-wave we are considering (thatisopposite to the s-wave). The above

argum entthen appliesto ensurethatwhen p-wavesand one-gluon com ponentsarelikely to com pete,atleast

2 such com ponents are necessary: from section 4,one counts Q � 0:55 for one p-wave and Q
� 1 for one extra

gluon;this showsthatconsidering one extra gluon in the Fock state is indeed subdom inantwith respectto

considering a p-wavestate.
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W e have already encountered this property in the �� elastic scattering. Furtherm ore,for
an helicity 0-state,in both pseudoscalarand vectorcase,the chirality ofthe s-wave term is
positive,whereas for an helicity odd state,it is negative. Then with chiralsym m etry and
because the totalpower ofb has to be even,one concludes that the num ber ofhelicity-0
stateshasto be even too.Fora 2 to 2 process,only those processesthatviolate thehelicity
conservation ruleby twounitsareexpected tobenon-zeroin thepresentfram ework and hence
im portantatlargeenergy.

An exam ple ofinteraction which satis�es neither the helicity conservation rule nor the
double-ip ruleis

�� ! �0�T;

such an am plitudeisthusvanishing by powercounting.
W e then turn to the study ofan helicity violating process which,however,satis�es the

double-ip rule,nam ely �� ! �R �R .

5.2 �� ! �R�R

Letus�rstverify ofthevanishing ofthehard am plitudeusing thes-wavecom ponentsofthe
externalm esons.Forthispurpose,itisinstructive to exam inetheconnection between quark
helicitiesand the s-wave Dirac tensorswe have used untilnow. Thisisaccom plished in the
following way.Oneconsidersthefreem asslessspinorsofa quark and an antiquark m oving in
thesam edirection,thequark having a m om entum xp and theantiquark a m om entum �xp,so
thatthecom pound system hasa m om entum p.Then oneconstructsthefourpossiblehelicity
statesofthesystem with solutionsoftheDiracequation and �nds

(� )
1
p
2
(u�(xp;")�v�(�xp;#)� u�(xp;#)�v�(�xp;")) = �

s

x�x

2
5p=j��

(�0)
1
p
2
(u�(xp;")�v�(�xp;#)+ u�(xp;#)�v�(�xp;")) = �

s

x�x

2
p=j��

(�R ) u�(xp;")�v�(�xp;") =

s

x�x

2
="R p=j��

(�L) u�(xp;#)�v�(�xp;#) =

s

x�x

2
="Lp=j��; (30)

Thehelicity conservation ruleisthen easilyveri�ed with thesecom binationsofspinorwhen
onechoosesthechiralrepresentation [12].In thisrepresentation,the2diagonalblocksofeach
� are equalto the null2�2 m atrix. A Feynm an-graph ferm ion line,with vector(oraxial)
couplingsand m asslesspropagator,isan even num berof{m atricesbetween two spinors:

 
0y(p0;h0)0

�1k=1� � � k=n
�n+ 1 (p;h);

Inclusionsof5,which isdiagonalin thisrepresentation,do notm odify thisproperty.Then,
sincetoorderm =p thechirality ofa spinorcorrespondstothehelicity ofthestateand,in this
representation,chiraleigenstatespinorshaveeithertheir2 �rstcom ponentsortheirtwo last
equalto 0,statesofdi�erenthelicity alwaysgivea nullproduct.
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Thisproperty isalgebraic and therefore independentofthe representation chosen. How-
ever,it is m ore di�cult to observe its e�ects in the trace form alism described in section 2.
Letusexam inehow itworksin thecaseofthereaction considered.Am ong thetwelvegraphs
discussed in section 2,each ttand uu graph is0 becausethey contain tracesovertheproduct
ofan odd num berof� m atrices.Forthe8 rem aining graphs,thesequence

="3R v=3f
�1 � � � 

�2n+ 1g="4Rv=4� � �

occurs (the anticom m utation to the leftofevery 5 is understood and doesnotm odify the
reasoning).The productofan odd num berof� being a linearcom bination of� and 5�,
oneisleftwith theevaluation of

="R v=
�
="L v=

0� � � and ="R v=5
�
="L v=

0� � � ;

where v4 = v03 and "4R = "3L have been used and the index 3 dropped. One can decom pose
each � onto (v=;v=0;="R;="L),which aresuch thattheirsquare is0 and theiranticom m utation
rulesare

f=v;="Rg= f=v;="Lg= f=v0;="Rg = f=v0;="Lg= 0;

to concludethatallgraphse�ectively vanish.
Adding the contribution from one p-wave function doesnotgive any contribution (even

beforetheintegration overb),becausethetotalnum berof� isnecessarily odd.The�rstnon
zeroterm isthereforeab2 hard am plitudeM 2 and thecom putation,within theapproxim ation
ofsection 4.2,leadsto

M 2(�� ! �R �R ) =
�
�

6

�4 128g4

x2�x2t2u2
b
2

(
16(3s2 � 7tu)

3
P 2

1�P
2

0� �
t3u3

s4
P 2

0�P
2

1�

+ 8
t3u3

s4
P 2

0�P0�P2� � 16(s2 � 3tu)P0�P1�P0�P3�

+ 4
t3u3

s4
P 2

0�P1�P3� + 4(s2 � 3tu +
t2u2

s2
� 2

t3u3

s4
)P 2

0�P
2

3�

)

: (31)

Thisam plitudeM 2 hasto besupplem ented with U (Eq.(17))and integrated overband x.
Even though thiscom bination involvesseveralunknown objects,one noticesthatthe an-

gulardependence variesfrom one com ponentto anotherand isratherdi�erentfrom the one
obtained in �� elasticscattering.Therefore,itm ay bepossibleto analyzethecontribution to
helicity violation processesfrom di�erentwave functionsand use thisinform ation to deduce
propertiesofthewave functions.

The num ericalstudy ofsection 4 can then be used to understand the energy dependence
ofdoublehelicity violatingprocessesataccessibleenergies.Asexplicitly shown in Fig.4aand
5,thenaive 1=Q 2 factorisreplaced by a m ildersuppression,and thisisprim arily dueto the
speci�city ofthe independentscattering m echanism supplem ented by Sudakov e�ects. Even
atvery largeenergiestheQ �1:10 ratio ofEq.(23)looksquiteweak a suppression.
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6 R ealistic processes and experim entaloutlook

Studying m eson-m eson scattering isan unrealisticsim plifying assum ption.Including baryons
isa necessary butquite intricate furtherstep,because ofthe high num berofFeynm an dia-
gram s and internaldegrees offreedom to be integrated over when m ore valence quarks are
involved. W e can however stilldraw som e conclusions from our analysis,leaving to future
work a com prehensive study. The m echanism we have explored occursin severalexperim en-
tally accessible circum stances.Indeed,thereisa hostofreactionsinvolving hadronichelicity
violation from which wecould learn abouttheinterfaceofperturbativeand non-perturbative
QCD.

Thehelicity density m atrix ofthe� m eson produced in �p ! �p at90� isa nice m easure
ofhelicity violating com ponents. Experim entaldata [13]yield �1�1 = 0:32� 0:10,at s =
20:8GeV 2,�CM = 90�,forthenon-diagonalhelicityviolatingm atrixelem ent.W ithoutentering
adetailed phenom enologicalanalysis,wem ay usetheresultsofsection 5through thefollowing
lineofreasoning.Assum ing thatthepresenceofthethird valencequark,which isnotsubject
to a third independent scattering,does not alter m uch the results,one m ay view �1�1 as
com ing from the interference ofan helicity conserving am plitude like �� ! �L�R with a
double helicity ip am plitude like �� ! �R �R . W e then get a m ild energy dependence of
thism atrix elem enti.e. Q �1:10 (Eq.(23))atasym ptotic energiesorasshown in Fig.4a and
Fig.5 ataccessible energies. Thisisatvariance with the picture em erging from the diquark
m odel[14].M easuring theenergy dependence ofthise�ectisthushighly interesting.

Them ostwell-known exam pleofhadronhelicityviolationoccursinpp! ppscattering[15].
Ourdem onstration ofhelicity violatingcontributionstom eson-m eson scatteringhasabearing
on this,because generalized m eson scattering isem bedded in the diagram sforproton scat-
tering.W ithoutneeding to m ake any dynam icalassum ption of\diquarks",the perturbative
QCD diagram sforpp! ppscatteringcontain num erousdiquark regions,convolved with scat-
tering ofan extra quark.Thereisno known selection rulewhich would preventthescattering
ofsuch a subprocesswith helicity ip from causing helicity ip in pp elasticscattering.This
doesnot exhaust the possibilities,because there are other channels ofm om entum ow and
color com binatorics which m ight have di�erent interpretations. The data for pp ! pp also
revealslargeoscillationsaboutpower-law behavior,a second pieceofevidence thattheshort
distance picture isinadequate. Elsewhere [16]we have identi�ed these oscillationsasa sign
ofindependentscattering.Given thetheoretical[17]and experim entalevidence,wetherefore
�nd no evidencethathadronichelicity conservation isa featureofperturbativeQCD,and we
believethatindependentscattering isa m ain contenderin explaining theobservations.

Sincereactionsofbaryonsareextrem ely com plicated,and nextto nothing isknown about
the various wave functions in the proton,a productive approach to the question is to ask
for experim entalcircum stances in which the generalm echanism we have outlined could be
tested withoutrequiring too m uch detail.W ebelievethatprogressherewillcom efrom using
nucleartargets,and studying the phenom enon ofcolortransparency in hard (asopposed to
di�ractive) reactions. This program hasbeen outlined elsewhere [18];itsu�ces to m ention
herethatsuppression oflargeb2 regionsisexpected in reactionsoflargenuclei.Itfollowsthat
helicity conservation should beobtained in thesam ecircum stances.Thusthem echanism we
haveoutlined istestable.Itistim eto go beyond theshort-distancephysicsused to establish
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QCD as the correct theory,and we believe that a m ultitude ofphenom ena involving spin,
colortransparency,and detailed hadron structure,willplay a m ajorrolein thefuture.
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Figure 1:Coordinate space picturesofm eson{m eson independentscattering. (a)Trajec-
toriesofquarks.In thescatteringplanequarksapproach each otherwithin adistanceoforder
1=Q,while the transverse separation ofscattering planes (indicated in perspective view) is
largerand setby the wave function. (b)Contourm ap ofrealpartofthe productofm = 0
leading Sudakov wave functions (from [6])which give a m odelforthe integrand ofEq.(5).
No other soft wave function has been introduced. (c) Sam e wave function m ultiplied by a
polynom ialrepresenting m = 2. Contours in (b,c) show attening in the �-direction ofthe
e�ective wave function im posed by a Gaussian with b2� < 1=Q 2 at Q 2 =2 GeV 2;higher Q 2

increasestheattening.Unitsofb� and b� arefm .

Figure2:Kinem aticsoftheindependentscattering m echanism .

Figure 3: Feynm an graphs for the lowest order hard am plitude H ; for H 0 reverse the
arrows.

Figure4:Theenergy dependenceoftheR 2 (a)and oftheR 4 (b)ratioswith czdistribution
am plitude[11](thick lines)and theirnaivebehaviors(thin lines),respectively 1=Q 2 and 1=Q 4.
The shaded area in (a)indicatesuncertainty from neglected logs. The ratiosare norm alized
to 1 at

p
s=2GeV.

Figure5:Theenergy dependenceoftheR 2 ratio calculated with theasym ptoticdistribu-
tion am plitude with (solid thick line)and without(dashed line)intrinsic b-dependence. The
thin lineisasin Fig.4.
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