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A bstract

W e study a new m echanisn forhadronichelicity Ip In high energy hard exclusive re—
actions. Them echanisn proceedsin the lim it ofperfect chiral sym m etry, nam ely w ithout
any need to I a quark helicity. T he uindam ental feature of the new m echanisn is the
breaking of rotational sym m etry of the 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 of the helicity violating process as the energy or m om entum
transfer Q 2 is ncreased over the region 1GeV? < Q2 < 100G eV 2. In the asym ptotic
region Q2 > 1000 G eV ?, a saddle point approxin ation w ith doubly Jogarithm ic accuracy
yields suppression by a fraction ofpower ofQ 2. \C hirally {odd" exclisive wave fiinctions
which carry non{zero orbial angular m om entum and yet are kading order in the high
energy lim i, play an in portant role.
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1 Introduction

T he theory of hard elastic scattering In Q uantum Chrom odynam ics (Q CD ) has evolved con-—
siderably over m any years of work. Currently there exist two selfconsistent perturbative
descriptions, each w ith a speci ¢ factorization m ethod for ssparating the hard scattering from
non-perturbative wave fiinctions. A wellknown procedure using the \quark-counting" dia—
gram s has been given by Lepage and Brodsky {I]. A consequence, and direct test, of the
factorization de ning thism echanism is the hadron helicity conservation rule ]

at 8= ¢t p; @)

where the ;’s are the helicities of the participating hadrons in the reaction A+ B ! C + D .
T he fact that this rule isbadly violated in alm ost every case tested suggests two altematives.
O ne possibility, advocated by Isgurand Llwellyn-Sm ith 3], isthat the energy and m om entum
transfer (Q?) in the data is not large enough for the ©om alism to apply. However, the data
also show s behavior close to the m odel’s predicted pow er dependence on Q 2, indicating that
hard scattering of a few pointlike quarks is being observed. T he apparent contradiction has
Jed to much discussion, and has even caused som e authors to suggest that perturbative Q CD
Iselfm ight be w rong.

T he second altemative isthat anotherpow erbehaved process causing helicity o ispresent.
In fact the \independent scattering" subprocess, introduced by Landsho 4], is actually the
leading process at very high energies [§]. But it has been assum ed that hadron helicity con—
servation would be the sam e In the independent scattering process as in the quark-counting
one, since both involve exchange of hard glions w ith Jarge Q 2. In general, temm s proportional
to a quark m ass, m 4, for exam ple, have been understood to cause helicity ip In eitherm odel,
but w ith am plitude suppressed by a power ofm ;=Q relative to the leading temm . Such termm s
seem to be quite sm alland are probably not a believable explanation of the persistent pattem
of large violations of the helicity conservation rule.

Here we show that the independent scattering m echanisn predicts high-energy helicity
non-conservation at a much higher rate. The calculations in m om entum space are su ciently
com plicated that this phenom enon has been overlooked for aln ost twenty years. A dopting a
transverse position space form alisn introduced by Botts and Sterm an [§], we show that the
details rest on non-perturbative w ave fiinctionsthat should bem easured rather than calculated.
T hese wave functionsm easure non {zero orbitalangularm om entum not taken into account by
short distance expansions. W e argue that the novel factorization properties of lndependent
scattering processes cannot practically be reduced to the sam e ingredients used in the quark
counting scattering. In any case, it isnot necessary to Ip a quark helicity : the new m echanisn
proceads unin peded In the lim it of arbitrarily an all quark m ass and perfect chiral sym m etry
In the hard scattering.

T his paper is organized as follow s. In section 2 we review the derivation ofhelicity conser-
vation In genuine short distance processes.. In section 3, we present the iIndependent scattering
m echanism with soecial em phasis on non-zero orbitalangularm om entum wave functions. W e
com pute the contribution of these com ponents to a helicity conserving reaction in section 4,
then to a helicity violating reaction In section 5. T hese two sections contain ourm ost in por—
tant results at asym ptotic and at accessible energies. Section 6 is an experin ental outlook.



2 H elicity conservation in short distance dom inated pro-
cesses

First we review the conventional derivation of hadron helicity conservation P]. The quark-
counting factorization introduces the distribution amplitude / ©Q2;x) [I], an integral over
the transverse m om entum variables of the wave function for quarks to be found carrying
m om entum fraction x i the hadron § For sin plicity of presentation we specialize to a sihgle
pair of quarks, the meson case. Let (k¢ ;x) be a light cone wave function to nd quarks
w ith relative transverse m om entum k. and light cone m om entum fraction x. In tem s of the
Fourer conjugate transverse space variable by ssparating the quarks, then
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In the second line we have expanded the wave function ™~ (o ;x) to exhibit the SO @) oroial
angular m om entum eigenvalues m : a com pkte st Hr the (early on-shell) quarks consists
of the z-axis orbial angular m om entum , the energy, and the zmomentum . Now suppose
the distrdoution am plitude ’ Q ?;x) is assum ed to be a good description of a process. Then,
w hatever the angular m om entum of the wave function, evaluating the integrals reveals the
m = 0 elem ent is the sok surviving tem in Eq. @):

7
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This show s that use of ’ (Q?;x) Inposestwo things: asQ? ! 1 the scattering region is both
\sn all", since the region bZ < 1=0? dom inates in the Bessel function, and the scattering
is \round", ie. cylindrically symm etric Fig.1). In the absence of orbital angular m om en—
tum , the hadron helicity becom es the sum of the quark helicities. T he quark helicities being
conserved at leading order, the totalhadron helicities are conserved. T he hadron helicity con—
servation rule (1) therefore represents an exact symm etry of the quark-counting factorization.
A crucial question is: does this symm etry of the m odel represent a property of the entire
perturbative theory. Or, can we sinply assume \s{wave" SO (2) wave functions to be the
m aln contribution as in a non{rhtivistic picture?

The answer to both questions is no. In general, quark wave fiinctions them sslves are not
particularly restricted in orbitalangularm om entum content, even in the high energy lim it. For
exam ple, In thepion (pseudoscalarm eson) case the light-cone wave function m ay be expanded
on fourD irac tensors allowed by parity symm etry as

T Kibrip)=fAps+B s+Chk 5+D piblsg ; “)

10 ur convention does not inclide a logarithm ically varying factor of Q2 introduced for renomn alization
group analysis in Ref. EJ', -j]. E ither convention can be used w thout a ecting our argum ent.

3



where A -D are functions of the light cone fraction x, the transverse ssparation b and the
total our mom entum of the meson p . For the m om ent we do not discuss dependence on
gauge xing and a path-ordered exponential of the gauge potential used to m ake the wave
function gauge invarant. The D -tem carres one uni of orbital angular m om entum and
yet scales w ith the sam e power of the \big" mom entum p* asthe A {tem , which is swave.
Since the D tem has a B factor, which can be written In temm s ofby,; i, this tem

represents one unit of ooital angularm om etum . In temm s of pow er counting, then, them = 0
andm 6 0 am plitudes can be equally large. W e also note that wave functions are not ob fcts
to be derived In perturbation theory, but Instead represent the long-tin e, non-perturbative
tin e evolution proceeding inside a hadron. T he non-perturoative H am iltonian of Q CD does
not conserve soin and orbital angular m om entum separately, but instead generates m ixing
between orbital and soin angular m om entum . Finally, there is no sinplk relation between
\s{wave" non {relativistic m odels of constituent quarks, and the pointlike quarks resolved in
large{Q ? collisions, so no statem ent can reliably be m ade about quark angular m om entum

content ofhadrons. T hus ifa non—zero orbitalangularm om entum com ponent som ehow enters
the hard scattering | and this is a crucial point | then the long-tim e evolution before or
after the scattering can convert this angularm om entum into the ocbserved hadron spin. Ik is
not necessary to I a quark spin in the hard interaction, because the asym ptotic hadron soin
fails to equal the sum of the quark spins. Such a m echanian is totally consistent w ith the
In pulse approxin ation of perturbative QCD .

The challenge in high energy hadron scattering is therefore to nd those large Q 2 pro—
cess(es) in which non—zero orbital angularm om entum enters, or in other words, to nd those
which are not \round". It tums out that In any treatm ent relevant to current energies the
Independent scattering process is not \round" but instead \ at" Fig.1l). The subprocess
is highly asymm etric, show ing an extrem e dependence on the scattering plane. R ather than
disappearing in the high energy lim it, the dynam ics of this process increases its asymm etry
over a range ofQ 2.

The origin of the asymm 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 echanisn , ket two (or m ore) uncorrelated scattering planes be ssparated at the collision
point by a transverse out{of{plane distance b . T he out{going beam s of quarks m ust coincide
In direction well enough to m ake hadrons In the nal state. Conserving 4-m om enta, for each
pair of scatterings there are three delta fiinctions of Jarge m om enta (scaling like p* ), and one
delta fiinction of the out-of plane transverse m om entum , of the order of 1=< ¥ >, where
<> indicates a typical expectation valie In the state. On{shell quark{quark scattering is
din ensionless and scale invariant (up to logarithm ic corrections) In Q CD . T he overall am pli-
tude therefre scales like the product of these factors, namely ke < ¥ > (Q?2) 2. The
Q? power-counting of this argum ent is quite welkknown; what we em phasise here is the rolke
of the scattering plane, nam ely the breaking of rotational symm etry with the outofplane
direction . It is as ifhadrons \ a " under Im pact in the in-plane direction , fom ing a
clyar-shaped hard scattering region []. This fact is very hard to see in covariant perturbation
theory In m om entum space, explaining why it has generally been overlooked.

T he kinem atic violation of hadron helicity conservation by independent scattering raises
severalnew questions. It is clear that the usual association of leading{tw ist (short{distance)



and large Q? either breaks down or hinges on delicate dynam ical details. Our approach
w ill exploit the fact that lkading approxin ations to any kinem atically distinct am plitude are
always perturbatively calculabl. For exam ple, higher order corrections of non{leading tw ist
type In the distbution am plitude fom alisn cannot violate the hadron helicity conservation
symm etry and willnot a ect our approach. The rst non{vanishing contributions to helicity
viclating am plitudes Involve extra partons in the short distance form alian . A gluion em bedded
in the hard scattering, for exam ple, could transfer spin to an outgoing hadron. W e need not
consider such processes, because, as discussed later, they are subleading by a power ofQ ? and
perturbatively an all shce such gluons are \hard". It rem ains to be shown, of course, that
helicity violation from independent scattering is not suppressed by the sam e order. That is
the m ain technical task of this paper.

3 Independent scattering: form alism

3.1 K inem atical analysis

Botts and Sterm an have considered 4] the generic \elastic" reaction M; + M, ! M+
M 4, where M ;’s are light pssudoscalar m esons, at high energy P s and large angle center
ofm ass scattering angle = arcocos(l + 2t=s). Their study has shown that the reaction is
dom nated by the 2 independent scatterings of the valence constituents w ith a kinem atical
con guration depicted in Fig. 2. One has two scattering planes separated at the collision
point by a transverse distance b.

Tom ake it clear, ket us consider a light cone basis (vi;vf; 1 ) attached toeachmeson M ;,
and chosen so that, in the center ofmass frame wherep; = 3and p; = cos 3+ sin 1,

v1=vg=pl—§(0+ 3); V8=V2=Pl—§(6 3);
1= 2:j:; :Qi
v3=v2=91—§(6+sjn T+ cos 3); V§=V4=Pl—§(© shn T oos 3);

3= 4=oosi sin 3:

q__
In thean frame,onehasp;= Qv; ©Q = s=2). Each BetheSalpeter am plitude X ;

Z
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XiK;py) =
is assum ed to elin inate gq con guration w ith relative O Q) transverse m om entum (along ;
and ). The relativem nusm om entum (@along ¥) isofO M ?=Q ). Then, m om entum transfers
inH orH °are dom inated by large invariants built w ith x;Q term sand a rst approxin ation is
to neglect allbut these com ponents ofthe quark or antiquark m om enta, in the hard am plitudes
H and H °. This is the in pulse approxin ation.

A seocond cbservation follow s from kinem atics; although m om entum conservation at the
hard scattering H relates the intemalm om entum dependence of the X ’s, a variation of one
such mom entum k; in its ; or vf direction induces negligibble m odi cations in the three other



X ’s. Consequently, m cm entum com ponents of k; along ; or vf only appear as a relkvant

variabl in the wave fiinction X ; and integrals over these com ponents can be carried out. T he

com ponents along , denoted 1, represent transverse m om entum out of the scattering plane
and do not share the sam e property. T hus, the vertex delta function m ay be reexpressed as

4 7w

kit ke ks kg)= -7

Jsin 7,

which indicates that the 4 constituents which enter or leave each hard scattering carry the

sam e light cone fraction X; = x or1 x). Introducing the \out of plane" im pact param eter

b through

G %) G+ Lk B L)

241 .
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1

onem ay w rite the am plitude of the process ] as

Pz, A

2 +1 Y4
A (sit) = ,79. dx 2 )*H (£xQvg)H °(£xQ vq) do P, xbow): )
2 Jsih Jjo fig 1 =1
where P is the am plitude
Z
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with D irac indices . C olor indices are suppressed In Eq. (§) and sum s over repeated indices
are understood. W e consider un avored quarks. The in plem entation of avor is straightfor-
ward by setting to 0 som e of the graphs we are going to consider. H and H ° are Feynm an
am plitudes (@ sum over allowed diagram s is understood) at the level of quarks com puted w ith
standard perturbative Q CD vertices and intemal propagators; they consist, at lowest order in
the coupling constant, of one-glion exchange or gg anniilation foreach quark pair. N ote that
P and H are not individually gauge invariant. If the short{distance b ! 0 lin it isassumed,
then the four general wave functions n Eq. () can be reduced to one A {tem , by taking
thetrace P, of P wih Q%° ° . Forthe case ofhelicity conserving am plitudes, this selection
was shown to be self{consistent by Botts and Stem anf@]. T hen, the zeroth m om ent of P, is
related to the decay constant of the corresponding m eson
24
, dxPo (x;b= 0;p= Qv) = fy

where, eg. Prthepion, £ = 133M &V . This zero{distance quantity contains no nform ation
on the interesting dependence on the transverse variabl b.

Here we are concemed w ith the leading order description ofhelicity violating tem s. T hus,
wewilloconsider A {type and D {type am plitudes on an equal ooting, and m ake no a priori
assum ption that the region b! 0 dom inates.

3.2 G auge Invariance

T he developm ent so farhasbeen su cient to isolate the kinem atic region of interest, which as
we have already noted is characterized by nite ssparation between the participating quarks



in the out-of scattering plane direction. T he am plitude is thus a strong function of the spa-
tial dependence of the wave fiinction. The Bethe Salpeter wave function is a bilocalm atrix
elem ent and is not gauge Invariant. H owever, we w illnow discuss how gauge invariance ofthe
description can be cbtained.

The key is n how the perturbation theory is rearmanged. In the Stem an and Botts
factorization certain \soft" corrections are put into the wave functions, leaving other parts of
Feynm an diagram s to go nto the hard scattering kemel. Tn dressing the wave finction in this
way, it is no longer a quark correlation (the Bethe Salpeter wave function), but the m atrix
elem ents of operators determ ined by the types of diagram s put in. T he operators chosen in [§]
are path ordered exponentials (poe’s), shown by Collins and Soper E] to be the generators of
eikonal approxin ations to the glion attachm ents. T he poe’s are gauge covariant, leading to
a gauge Invarant am plitude.

This is partly forced by physics, and partly a convention. A s a convention for the per-
turbation theory, subsequent diagram s m ust be evaluated w ith subtractions to avoid double-
counting. M ore generally, any operator finctional ofthe A elds which transform s properly
could serve in place ofthe poe’s, and creating a di erent subtraction procedure. Let us extract
what we can that is independent of convention.

Let the operator In the de nition ofthe wave finctionsbe called U @ ;x); wewillcallit a
gauge-dressing operator. Under a gauge transform ation at the position x, we require U A ;x)
to transform lke an antiquark. Then products such asU @A ;x) () are gauge nvariant. T hat
is, we have gauge invariant m atrix elem ents to nd a dressed quark

T U @;y) ©U7AEx) ®)] )i

Tt is cbvious that this requirem ent does not determ ne U @A ;x) uniguely, because one could
always attach a factor which is gauge nvarant w ithout changing the gauge transformm ation
properties. T he particular choice of what to attadh is a prescription, ie. a de nition of what
parts of the am plitude w illbe put in the wave function and what in the hard scattering, and
it cannot be determ ined by gauge Invariance alone. However, due to gauge transfom ations
onem ust attach som e kind of gauge-dressing operator to have a wellde ned m atrix elem ents.

3.3 Path-Independent D ressing

A though the standard way to do gauge dressing w ith the poe is path dependent, no path
dependence generally need be associated with U A ;x) and In particular the ocbservable process
does not determ ine or favor any path. This in portant point can be seen with an elem entary
exam ple from QED , where the U (1) gauge Invariance is easier to control. T he straightforward
QED analogue of our process Involves equal tin e (not light cone tim e) correlation functions
in the gauge A% = 0. This gauge choice elin lnates a m ode, but there still rem ains a Jack of
de nition of the coordinates due to tin e ndependent gauge transform ations  (x)

A! A'R)=A&X+r ;@ =0

T his produces a change in the longitudinalm odes. T hese m odes are som etin es also called
unphysical, a very unfortunate choice of term nology. In free space and in the absence of
coupling a gauge theory has two transverse degrees of freedom and the third would be called



unphysical. H owever w e are interested in the case thatm atter eldsexist (and the non-Abelian
coupling is tumed on) in which case the third m ode is real, but special nasnuch as being
constrained in tem s of the other variables by gauge nvariance. To see this, note that we can
decom pose into transverse and longitudinal parts,

A = A;+A,
= AT + r
1 .
= —r AR (transform Ing part)
r
Ar = A r (Invariant part) . (7)

Since it is there for gauge transfom ations, the longitudinalpart isnot free to be varied

In arbitrary dynam ical ways, but m ust accom pany the m atter eld in a prescribed, unique
functional. At tin e t= 0 this operator is

U@;x)=e? ¥ ®)

from which one can verify that under a gauge transform ation,

x) ! ®)+ ®)

®) ! e¥ ¥ )

U@;x) ! €9 % @;x)
U@a;x) x) ! U@Ax) &) )

W e will call this the Coulom b dressing because it creates a classical Coulomb eld around
the m atter particle, as the reader can check by calculation. Since the H am iltonian com m utes
w ith the gauge transform ation operator once A% = 0 has been set, the tin e evolution will
m aintain the Invariance of the combination U @ ;x) ). However, as noted already, one is
not forced to acospt this as the unique answer, but can opt forU @;x)f @A ), which will
transform in the ssmeway forany f @ ¢).

The reader m ay still be curious to know the relation between Coulomb dressing and the
poe approach. This can be very sim ply exhibited by noting that

RY
)e? Ve ¥ w = e’ T &) (10)

T his expression is still path Independent. This isthe choice f @ ¢) = 1. A di erent choice

is R,
f@q)=e? #2r® a1)
in which case we have R,
U@;yUY@A;x)E@RL) = « @2 @ (12)

which is the standard path dependent poe. Both procedures are equally acosptable, as far
as satisfying gauge invariance, but the path ordered exponential can create a lne of physical
transverse gauge eld particles between the charged matter elds, depending on how it is
oriented. Such a line of gluons, existing only along the chosen part, can be interpreted as



an arbitrary m odel for the transverse gauge eld inside the state of interest. Sim ilarly, if one
boosts the C oulom b dressed de nition, the boost also creates a blast of transverse gauge elds
as seen by the \equivalent photon" approxin ation.

In perturbation theory, the lowest order approxin ation to non-Abelian dressing is the
Abelian case. It is possbl In the non-Abelian theory to write down expressions analogous
to the Coulomb dressing but care must be used to kesp track of the oolor indices. It is
equally valid to use poe'’s, which de nitely transform properly, as buiding blocks to generate
an in nite number ofdi erent ways to dress the quarks. The di erent choices are not relevant
for a lrading order calculation to which we restrict this study.

3.4 Factorization

T he next crucial step is to elaborate a factorized form for the am plitude, whose prototype
isEqg. §), regarding radiative corrections. G eneralizing the results of {] to the case of the
helicity {violating D irac proctions, a lading approxin ation to the soft region rearranges
these corrections to obtain the follow ing expression
i 20 %o 0 “ s ) 4
A= —————. dxH (fxQvg)H "(fxQ vg) doU x;0;0) P ' x;b;1=) ; (13)
2 Jsn Jjo 1=
where H and H ? are evaluated at respective scales xQ and xQ which are assumed to be
large. Large logarithm ic corrections to the process, wih the coexistence of the two scalks
Q and 1=b, are resummed 1 U, ;n such a way that P @ isnow a soft objct: i does not
Include perturbative corrections harder than 1=b. It is the non perturbative ob ct necessary
to connect short and long range physics, both present in hard hadronic processes.

E xpressions for the above quantities w illbe given In the phenom enological study, but ket us
Soecify here som e oftheir qualitative features. W hen b is an all, an aller or ofthe orderof1=0Q,
radiative corrections are also an all and m ust be considered as perturbative corrections to the
hard amplitudes H orH % in thisregine, P © is closely related to the distrbution am plitude
' %; ) evaluated at the renom alization scale = 1=b [§]. D epending on the de nition, the
distrdoution am plitude also inclides resum m ed logarithm ic corrections from hadronic scale up
to [, 7). W hen b is large, this replacem ent is not legitin ate but sihce U () is a strong
suppression factor in this region the exact value of P @ is irrelevant.

Endpoinnts In the x Integral where hard subprocesses would Indeed becom e soft m ay look
problem atic. B oth the distrdoution am plitude and w ave fiinction approaches used here becom e
self{ consistent because of the end{point zeroes, eg.’ & ! 0) %%, wherek > 0which should
occur independently of spin profction.

4 Contribution from non-zero orbitalm om entum com —
ponents of the wave function: !

Before analyzing helicity violating processes ket us exam ine the lading contribution from the
various com ponents in Eq. {4) to a standard helicity conserving reaction such as !



4.1 Computation ofhard am plitudes

In their study, Botts and Stemm an were interested In identifying the asym ptotic behavior of
the amplitude A (s;t) (s! +1 ;E xed) . A sym ptotically, the Sudakov m echanisn contained
in U ) results in a suppression of large b region in the integralof Eq. (13). In this lin it one
can forget about tensorial com ponents of P (xX;10;QVv) /  ( P and only the proection
of P (x;b;QV) onto the particular tensor 3 s¥j  survives.

In the intem ediate Q2 regin e, con gurations of the qg pair sitting in a light m eson w ith
transverse sgparation an aller than the m eson charge radius are not strongly a ected by the
Sudakov m echanisn [L(]. A s anticipated in section 2, m = 1 com ponents of the wave function
which form large nvariants In H (as large as the swave tem ) m ay give sizeable corrections to
the Interaction am plitude between pure swave states. For contributions w ith leading power
behavior in the pssudoscalar case, we m ust keep the tensorial decom position

1
P x;bQv)= 2 s fP o X;0;Q v)¥+ P (X;0;0 V) bl - (14)

W e now explore the calculation with this assumption. To begin with, one fom s the
profction, denoted as t and t°, of the hard amplitudes H and H ° on the relevant various
D irac tensors com ing from the wavefunction decom position. W e follow Botts and Stem an’s
classi cation of graphs, w ith three ferm ionic ows for H and two glionic channels each (see

Fig.3),

f HM M,! M3My4) glion Cf;faig Cg;faig

1 12! 34 u; S aja, asas ajas azas
2 12! 34 t; s aja, asas ajas azas
3 12! 34 Tt u ajas azas aias azas

Color ow In thisproblem is sin pli ed by noting that one gluon exchange between two quark

lines gives a color tensor
X .1 1
TyTa= 5 ks
. 2

3

ij k1 7

whith wem ay reexpress w ith the color tensors listed above, In the form

X2 X2
[l:orul]faig = Clcifaig; [soru?;]faig = Clcifaig;
=1 =1
w ih
1 1
Cl:CZZE;CZZCl: %:
W ih this notation, one nds for the hard am plitude ay, containing no b factor,
a 2+ £ £ £+ u?
t)y, = C:Cs ;— 1t C:Cst C:Cy)— + C:Ch G
u su S
@) s? + u? u? £+ u?
), = CiCy 2 + C:iCs+ CICJ)E:-F C:iCs 2 ; 15)
G s? + u? s* s+t
), = CiCy 2 + C:Cy + CICJ)E + C1Cy 2

10



tin es an overall comm on factor
4 304 .
6 x2x2s?’
where g is the QCD ooupling constant which appears in Feynm an ruls. W e have already
indicated that the whole am plitude Eq. {13) can be properly de ned regarding renom alization
and factorization, so that g stands for @ )? s ®Q) s XQ).
There isno b' orP tem s, due to the odd number of m atrices; this is a consequence of

chiral symm etry. The second tem is therefore a hard am plitude a,, containing I, which is
found to be

) 2st su ¢t 2tu
(tItJ )2 = CICJ_Z + (CICJ + CICJ) + CICJ—Z;
u Su S
2) 2su st u? 2tu
(tItJ )2 = CICJ? + (CICJ + CICJ) st + CICJg; (16)
@) 2su & 2st
(tItJ)z = CICJ? + (CICJ + CICJ)T + CICJF;

with a comm on factor
¢ 2569

6 x?x2s?
(here b is a distance so that ¥ 0) and the third one a ' hard am plitude, a,, which is the
combination of Eq. (I5), but w ith an overall factor

4 5129° ,

6 x%x4g?

A check of the above expressions or a possibility to reduce the num ber of graphs one has
to com pute is provided by symm etries under m eson exchange; starting from the expression
one gets w ith two u-gluon exchange and ferm ionic ow £ = 1, see Fig.3, which we Iabeluul,
one can generate

Exchange channel kinematic oolor

2% 4 ssl u$ s cs C
3% 4 "2 us$ t Cs$ C
2% 3 uu3 s$ t cC s C:

The reader will easily nd the channels obtained from another starting point, say usl, and
the com bination of exchanges needed to determm ine graphs which do not appear in the above
array, thus com plkting the whole am plitude.

42 A sym ptotic behavior

W earenow ready to evaluate the integralde ned in Eq. (13) w ith the above hard am plitudes.
In a st step, we approxin ate the Sudakov factor by its dom inant expression at large Q []

U x;5;,Q0) exp Chﬁ( hu®Q;b) 1+ uxQ;b) expk$ xJ; a7)
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w ith !

xQ ;b) _bb
u 7o) =
! hxQ=
4 2 . . .
and c= 45 m = 32=27 forns = 3. W e have Introduced the variabl u (x;b) which
Neg=

tums out to be the relevant one to describe the Sudakov unsuppressed region in the (0;Q ) {
plane: oru xQ ;b) = 1 there is no suppression from the rst exponential in Eq. 17; as soon
asu departs from unity, one gets rapidly a strong suppression due to the large InxQ factor.
Eq. ({7 is kely to be valid for any D irac profction because the lading logs factor away
Independent of spin. In thisapproxin ation, U isa scalar In color space and one easily perform s
the color traces, w ith

CraqC v =3 31
Tfag™d fbg aib; T I4
i=ll 13 \
cicy= — O 3 cioy=— 39
I~J 36 3 l ’ I~J 36 l 3 4
!
1 1 3
C”IC”J—3—6 3 o 7

and obtains the follow Ing hard am plitudes, labelkd by the power ofb entering:

4 2560 s*(s?  3tu) + Bul(s? )

a, = — ;
0 6 x%x2g? s2t2u? ’
5 42048qg" s* (¢ 3tu) tu’
& = b = 2922 212112 7 18)
6 x°x°’s s?t2u
i 42048g* s* (¢ 3tu) + Bul(s? )
a = _ .
‘ 6 x°x?s? s2t2u? ’
which at 90 is ) \ \ \
649 5 649
2= % e 2TV % aagl
4 64g4
as = 304" — ———:
‘ 6 x%x2s?

For the ram aining soft wave finction P, one can adopt two di erent m odels. F irst, one
can approxin ate P to its value at sn allb (see [§] and the argum ent in section 3.1)

Po&x;by ) " &; ); 19

w ih
"as®) = 6fx1 x); (20)
"6 500M eV) = 5@2x 1) . &); 1)

which are standard choices for pion distributions. The asym ptotic om Eq. 0) is derived
in fli, 7); i has no evolution with and is ndeed the Iimitas ! 1 ofalldistrbutions.
Because evolution with  is slow, the e ective distrlbbution at non asym ptotic regin e m ay

12



be very di erent from ’ ... Chemyak and Zhimisky {11] have buit from QCD sum rules
the above cz-om Eq. 21), which evolves w ith the scale, but w ith quite smalle ects on any
com putation when one does not exam ine a huge Intervalofenergy. W e w ill ignore thess e ects
n the Pllow Ing.

T he existence of the additional com ponent P ; com plicates the problem . Next to nothing
is known about i, but a reasonabl ansatz is to adopt a form sim ilar to P, . O ne notices that
P, hasam assdin ension which appearsto be sestby £ . In the case 0ofP;, the dim ension isa
squared m ass and we do not know what the nom alization constant hasto be. W e w illadjust
the nom alization In the way described below , and assum e the sam e x{dependence for P as
P,.

For each hard part a;, freezing the coupling at the scale Q to sin plify the study, we get
through Eq. (13) a value A; Q ;90 ) and perform the ratiosR; = A;=A,.

To get the asym ptotic behavior, we analytically evaluate the b-integral

Z 1

doB'U (0;%;Q )
0
P
w ith a saddl point approxin ation; using the change of variable u = Inl=Ih xxQ. One
hasamaxinum ofthe integrand at ug = ﬁ and nds
S
Z 1

In
BEU Grx0) Uy o ek ?) @2)

0 c

Perform ing the x-integration
Z 4
I(¢ ;n)= ) dx’ ®)* (1 x))

2c
2tch 5507 ;

an asym ptotic expression is found for the ratio

2ch 25t 1
2c+ 1 Q 2ctn+ 1 I(’ ;n)
R,Q)= ———— — ; 23)
2c+ n+ 1 I(;0)

from which one deduces
RZ/ Q l:lO;R4/ Q 1:85:

Roughly speaking, each power ofb is suppressed by 1=p Q Mmotl1=Q).

4.3 TIntermm ediate behavior

At accessble energies, we expect deviations from the resul given in Eq. €3). This comes

rst from an eventual failure of the saddle point approxin ation with too snall hQ . We
thus have num erically evaliated the am plitude Eq. (I3) with U given by Eq. ({7). Resulks
for our com putation of the ratio of am plitudes are digplayed In Fig. 4 with cz distrbution
(solid line). W e get sin ilar resuls for the asym ptotic distribution am plitude Fig.5). To x
the nom alization, we choose here and in the follow ing to set arbirarly the ratios to 1 at

s= 2G eV .W e observe that R, decreases by a factor around 7 from =~ s= 2G &V to 20G &V .

13



This is a much m ider suppression than the naively expected 1=Q? factor (dotted curve). R,
dropsm ore drastically by a factor around 20 in the sam e energy interval. A num erical study
show s that logarithm ic corrections ignored within the saddlke point approxin ation are not
negligble in the accessble range of energies. At larger values of the energy, - s> 20G &V, the
approxin ated result ofEq. €3) becom es accurate.

Secondly, Eq. {I7) should be supplm ented w ith non lading tem s which are known i
the swave case [§] but presum ably di erent in the p-wave case. The neglcted Iogs In the
expression of U Eq. {I7]) may modify soom ewhat the ratio over som e Interm ediate range of
energy. To m odelize such an e ect, we add a sim plke x;b-independent term like

epr]n]n9

In the expression of R, wih K som e constant. The ratio m odi ed by such a factor is shown
In Fig. 4 as a shaded area lin ited by the curves corresponding to K = 1 and K = 1;
this m easures In som e way the theoretical uncertainty on p-wave contrbution suppression.
Further theoretical progress n the com putation ofthese h InQ tem swill allow to get rid of
this uncertainty but we do not tackle this task here.

A third e ect may com e from the Intrinsic transverse dependence of the wave function.
W hile the replacem ent of P @ (x;b;1=b) by ’ (x;1=b) discussed in section 3.1 is reasonable at
largeQ (> 10G€V), it ism ore questionnabl at Intem ediate values w here long range physics
m ay be acoounted for by including som e intrinsic b-dependence {10] as

2 xxF
Pox;b)= 4 N’ x)exp — :

24
XX 4 2 @)

wih parameters 2 = 096, 2 = 88GeV? and N = 1:68 for the asym ptotic distribution
am plitude. The resuls are m odi ed as depicted In Fig. 5 where the curves from this wave
function and from the asym ptotic distrloution are shown for com parison. Furthem ore, we
notice that the phenom enology m ay also be m odi ed considerably by allow Ing variations of
di erent distribution form , that is’ ., ©orP, and ’ ., orP; or the reverse choice.

These three e ects show that the power-lke decrem ent Eq. 23) of the ratio is diluted at
Intermm ediate energies and consequently the am plitudes Ay and A, are lkely to com pete over
a rather lJarge intervalof s, say 1G eV 2 {100G &V 2.

5 H elicity violating processes: ! ths+ hy & 0)

51 Doublehelicity I

To begin wih, ket us nd the possble tensorial decom position for the quark antiquark wave—
functions of the meson. One speci es a one particle state by themomentum p; 1= 3;4),

which wih the notation of section 3, one can write: p; = Qv; + %VE (m isthe masswhich

we do not neglect for the m om ent), and by the helicity h; 2 £1;0; 1g. The 3 helicity states
are described In a covariant way w ith the help ofthe 3 vectors ", (p:), satisfying ", p; = 0 and

14



" Mo = nho- For (), @s3;73;~) is a direct trihedral, and we choose

1
h=+1) "= = P—§(3+i);
Q m
b= 0) " = —v3 5v§; (25)
1 .
h= 1) ", = 9—5(3 i):
A oonsistent choice for () is
1 ,
h=+1) "z = 9—5(3 i);
Q m
b= 0) " = —Vi ZV‘?; (26)
1
h= 1) ", = P—§(3+i)!

Thus, dam anding a party state, the BetheSalpeter am plitude has the m ost general
D iracm atrices expansion
P x;bjp;h) = @7)
Py B ;pl+ Pyt + Py " bop+ P b+ Py B ;plb+ PP B ;bl+ P, " bibl+ Py ", bb:

One can then extract the rlkvant com ponents for the study of independent scattering
processes. That is, we isolate dom Inant high-energy tensors, those which contain one power
ofthe large scale Q and we restrict tob, (ie.b In the notation of section 3.1). W e get for
a longitudinally polarized

Q
P &ibrjpih=0)= — Pow+ PYFibB] (28)
and for a transversally polarized one

P X/briprhj=1)=Q PoBwl+ Pi"brv+ P Bwle + Po"br bl 29)

B efore going through the com putation of an helicity violating process, ket us exhibit what
we call the doubke- p rule. It ollows from the property of each dom inant com ponent that
each power ofb changes the chirality (which is+ ifthe com ponent anticommutesw ith 5 and

if it commutes). W ih vector glion ocouplings, it follow s that if the process is allowed by
hadron helicity conservation, chiral sym m etry requires that the b-com ponents occur in pairsd

2T he power suppression for am plitudes w ith extra transverse glion in hitial or nalFock states Hllow s
from the sam e consideration. By pow er counting one extra ghion em bedded into one ofthe 2 hard scatterings
is down by 1=Q with respect to the short distance contribution from valence states. However the chirality
of the com ponent is the sam e as the p-wave we are considering (that is opposite to the swave). T he above
argum ent then applies to ensure that when p-waves and one-glion com ponents are likely to com pete, at least
2 such com ponents are necessary: from section 4, one counts Q °®° for one p-wave and Q ! for one extra
gluon; this show s that considering one extra glion In the Fock state is indeed subdom inant w ith respect to
considering a p-w ave state.
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W e have already encountered this property in the elastic scattering. Furthem ore, for
an helicity O-state, in both pseudoscalar and vector case, the chirality of the swave tem is
positive, whereas for an helicity odd state, it is negative. Then with chiral symm etry and
because the total power of b has to be even, one concludes that the number of helicity-0
states has to be even too. For a 2 to 2 process, only those processes that violate the helicity
conservation rule by two units are expected to be non—zero in the present fram ew ork and hence
In portant at large energy.

An exam pl of Interaction which satis es neither the helicity conservation rule nor the
double- P rulk is

! 0T/

such an am plitude is thus vanishing by pow er counting.
W e then tum to the study of an helicity violating process which, however, satis es the
double- p rule, nam ely ' R r-

5.2 ! R R

Let us rst verify of the vanishing of the hard am plitude using the swave com ponents of the
extemalm esons. For this purpose, it is instructive to exam ine the connection between quark
helicities and the swave D irac tensors we have used until now . This is accom plished in the
follow Ing way. O ne considers the free m asskess spinors of a quark and an antiquark m oving in
the sam e direction, the quark having a m om entum xp and the antiquark a m om entum xp, SO
that the com pound system hasam om entum p. Then one constructs the four possible helicity
states of the system w ith solutions of the D irac equation and nds

1
() Bs @ ey epif) u Ry @GP X—ZX .53
S
1 XX
(o) 19—E U &p;")v &pi#)+ u &p;#)v &p;")) = 71@3
S
XX
(r) u &p;")v &kp;") = ?“ﬂapj
S
XX )
(1) u &p;#)v &pi#) = 7%?] ; (30)

T he helicity conservation rule isthen easily veri ed w ith these com binations of spinorw hen
one chooses the chiral representation [12]. In this representation, the 2 diagonalblocks ofeach

are equalto the null2 2 matrix. A Feynm an-graph ferm ion line, w ith vector (or axial)
couplings and m asskss propagator, is an even number of {m atrices between two spinors:

Ye%h% o ‘R L K'Y (sh);

Inclisions of 5, which is diagonal in this representation, do not m odify this property. Then,
since to orderm =p the chirality ofa soinor corresponds to the helicity of the state and, in this
representation, chiral eigenstate spinors have either their 2 rst com ponents or their two last
equalto 0, states of di erent helicity always give a null product.
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T his property is algebraic and therefore independent of the representation chosen. How -
ever, it ism ore di cuk to observe its e ects In the trace form alisn describbed in section 2.
Let us exam ne how it works In the case of the reaction considered. Am ong the twelve graphs
discussed In section 2, each tt and uu graph is 0 because they contain traces over the product
ofan odd number of m atrices. For the 8 ram aining graphs, the sequence

I 1 2 1
Hr w3 L "l gtr ¥y

occurs (the anticom m utation to the left of every 5 is understood and does not m odify the
reasoning). The product of an odd number of being a linear combination of and 5 ,
one is keft w ith the evaluation of

Lw Ly and#t 5 % ¥ ;

where v, = vg and ";z = "3 have been used and the index 3 dropped. O ne can decom pose
each onto @&; ¥ % ;% ), which are such that their square is 0 and their anticom m utation
rules are

feitg= fitg= f¥i%g= ¥4 g= 0;

to conclude that all graphs e ectively vanish.

A dding the contrlbbution from one p-wave function does not give any contribution (even
before the Integration overb), because the totalnumberof  isnecessarily odd. The rstnon
zero tem  is therefore a I hard am plitude M , and the com putation, w ithin the approxin ation
of section 4 2, Jleads to

(
4 1289 , 16Q@s* Twn)_, , tu_, _,
Mzl ! omw) = 6 x2x2t2u2b 3 F1Fo st Fo Py
tu’_, 5
+ 8—4P0 Po Py 16(8 3‘0.1)Po P POP3
S
)
2’ , ew? Bd,
+ 4 7 PO Pl P3 + 4(S 3tu+ — 2—4)P0 P3 . (31)
S s s

This am plitude M , has to be supplm ented with U Eqg. (L)) and integrated overb and x.

Even though this com bination Involves several unknown ob £cts, one notices that the an—
gular dependence varies from one com ponent to another and is rather di erent from the one
cbtained in elastic scattering. T herefore, it m ay be possible to analyze the contribution to
helicity violation processes from di erent wave functions and use this inform ation to deduce
properties of the wave functions.

T he num erical study of section 4 can then be used to understand the energy dependence
ofdoublke helicity violating processes at accessible energies. A s explicitly shown in F ig. 4a and
5, the naive 1=Q? factor is replaced by a m ilder suppression, and this is prin arily due to the
soeci city of the Independent scattering m echanian supplem ented by Sudakov e ects. Even
at very large energies the Q %0 ratio of Eq. 23) Jooks quite weak a suppression.
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6 R ealistic processes and experin ental outlook

Studying m eson-m eson scattering is an unrealistic sim plifying assum ption. Including baryons
is a necessary but quite intricate further step, because of the high num ber of Feynm an dia-—
gram s and intemal degrees of freedom to be Integrated over when m ore valence quarks are
Involved. W e can however still draw som e conclusions from our analysis, kaving to future
work a com prehensive study. The m echanian we have explored occurs in several experin en—
tally accessible circum stances. Indeed, there is a host of reactions involving hadronic helicity
viclation from which we could lam about the interface of perturbative and non-perturoative
QCD.

T he helicity density m atrix ofthe meson produced in p! pat 90 isa nice measure
of helicity violating com ponents. Experimental data {I3]yield ;,; = 032 0:10, at s =
208G ev?, .y = 90 , Prthenon-diagonalhelicity violatingm atrix elem ent. W ithout entering
a detailed phenom enological analysis, wem ay use the resuls of section 5 through the follow ing
line of reasoning. A ssum ing that the presence of the third valence quark, which is not sub ct
to a third independent scattering, does not alter much the results, onemay view 1, as
com ing from the Interference of an helicity conserving am plitude like ' [ g wih a
double helicity I am plitude like !' g r. We then get a m id energy dependence of
thism atrix element ie. Q % (Eq. 23)) at asym ptotic energies or as shown in Fig. 4a and
Fig.5 at accessbl energies. This is at variance w ith the picture em erging from the diquark
m odel [14]. M easuring the energy dependence ofthis e ect is thus highly interesting.

T hem ost wellknow n exam ple ofhadron helicity violation occursin pp ! pp scattering [L3].
O ur dem onstration ofhelicity violating contrioutions to m eson-m eson scattering has a bearing
on this, because generalized m eson scattering is embedded in the diagram s for proton scat-
tering. W ithout needing to m ake any dynam ical assum ption of \diquarks", the perturbative
QCD diagram sforpp ! pp scattering contain num erous diquark regions, convolved w ith scat-
tering of an extra quark. There isno known selection rule which would prevent the scattering
of such a subprocess w ith helicity i from causing helicity i in pp elastic scattering. This
does not exhaust the possibilities, because there are other channels of m cm entum ow and
color com binatorics which m ight have di erent interpretations. The data forpp ! pp also
reveals large oscillations about power-law behavior, a second piece of evidence that the short
distance picture is nadequate. Elsswhere [1§] we have identi ed these oscillations as a sign
of Independent scattering. G iven the theoretical {17] and experin ental evidence, we therefore

nd no evidence that hadronic helicity conservation is a feature of perturbative QCD , and we
believe that Independent scattering is a m ain contender in explaining the cbservations.

Since reactions ofbaryons are extram ely com plicated, and next to nothing is known about
the various wave functions in the proton, a productive approach to the question is to ask
for experin ental circum stances In which the general m echanian we have outlined could be
tested w ithout requiring too m uch detail. W e believe that progress here w ill com e from using
nuclkar targets, and studying the phenom enon of color transparency in hard (@s opposed to
di ractive) reactions. This program has been outlined elsswhere [18]; i su ces to m ention
here that suppression of large ¥ regions is expected in reactions of lJarge nuclei. It ollow s that
helicity conservation should be obtained in the sam e circum stances. T hus the m echanisan we
have outlined is testable. It is tin e to go beyond the short-distance physics used to establish
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QCD as the correct theory, and we believe that a m ultitude of phenom ena involving soin,
color transparency, and detailed hadron structure, willplay a m apr role in the future.
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Figure 1: Coordinate space pictures of m eson {m eson independent scattering. @) Trafc-
tordies of quarks. In the scattering plane quarks approach each otherw ithin a distance of order
1=0 , while the transverse separation of scattering planes (ndicated In perspective view) is
larger and set by the wave function. (o) Contourm ap of real part of the product ofm = 0
leading Sudakov wave functions (from []) which give a m odel for the integrand of Eq. ).
N o other soft wave function has been introduced. (c) Sam e wave function multiplied by a
polynom ial representing m = 2. Contours In (o,c) show attening in the -direction of the
e ective wave finction inposed by a G aussian wih b? < 1=02 at Q2 =2 Ge&V?; higher Q2
Increases the attening. Unisofb and b are fmn .

Figure 2: K Inem atics of the independent scattering m echanian .

Figure 3: Feynm an graphs for the lowest order hard amplitude H ; ©r H ° reverse the
arrow s.

Figure 4: T he energy dependence ofthe R, @) and oftheR, (o) ratiosw ith cz distrdbution
am plitude [I1] (thick Jines) and theirnaive behaviors (thin lines), respectively 1=0 2 and 1=0Q *.
The shaded area In (@) Indicates uncertainty from neglected logs. T he ratios are nom alized
tolat s=2Gev.

Figure 5: T he energy dependence of the R, ratio calculated w ith the asym ptotic distrdou—
tion am plitude with (solid thick line) and without (dashed line) intrinsic b-dependence. The
thin Iine isasn Fig. 4.
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