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Abstract

W e Investigate the possbility of identifying an explicit pionic com ponent of
the nucleon through m easurem ents of polarized ** baryon fragm ents pro—
duced in desp-inelastic kptoproduction o polarized protons, which m ay help
to identify the physical m echanisn responsible for the breaking of the G ot-
tfried sum rule. T he pion-exchange m odelpredicts highly correlated polariza-—
tions ofthe ** and target proton, in m arked contrast w ith the com peting
diquark fragm entation process. M easurem ent of asym m etries in polarized
production m ay also reveal the presence of a kaon cloud in the nuclkon.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he ram arkably successful application of the quark {parton m odel in the description of
desp-nelastic scattering O IS) data over a very large kinem atic dom ain has propelled this
sin ple picture of the nuclkon at high energies into becom ing part of the comm on language
em ployed by m edium and high energy physicists. Furthem ore, the Q CD —in proved parton
m odel provides a fram ework In which one can quantitatively understand the scaling viola—
tions seen in D IS experin ents in the perturbative region of Jarge photon virtualities Q2 ~ 4
G eV?). Nevertheless, what we have leamed from the m ore recent D IS data on both polar-
ized and unpolarized targets is that even the Q CD —im proved parton m odel cannot, by itself,
give a com plete description of the structure of the nuckon at high energies. It is unabl to
(nor was it intended to) explain the soectrum of the nuclkon’s non-perturbative features.
Here one has tradiionally Invoked e ective degrees of freedom , for exam ple In the form of
a pionic cloud of the nuclkon, to describe the long range structure of the nuckon.

A very good exam ple of this is the deviation from the Q CD -parton m odel prediction for

the G ottfrried sum rule fl] seen in the recent high-precision NM C data []]. Them ost natural
explanation of this result is that there exists an excess of d quarks over u in the proton
| som ething which is clearly inpossible to cbtain from perturbative QCD alone. A non-—
perturbative pionic cloud, on the otherhand, o ersa sim ple explanation ofthis SU @) avor
symm etry breaking in the proton sea B{§]. The m ore recent NA 51 D relkY an experin ent
Q] also strongly suggests a suppression of the u sea In the proton relative to the d sea.

Sin ilarly In polarized D IS, the an all value for the rst m om ent of the proton’s spin—
dependent structure fiinction, g;, cbtained initially by the EM C [{], and con med by
later m easurem ents at CERN [I1] and SLAC [1J], is w idely interpreted as evidence of the
breakdown of the sin ple quark {parton m odel of nuckon structure. The two m ost com m on
Interpretations of this result are that either the strange sea of the proton is signi cantly
polarized, or that subtle anom aly e ects (perhaps in the orm of highly polarized gluons)
Jead to a strong violation ofthe O ZIrul in the avor singlkt channel [[3]. The sin plest way
to m odel a polarized strange sea would be in temm s of a polarized hyperon accom panying
a non-perturbative cloud of kaons [[4]. DIS from a K or K ocomponent of the nuckon
would be a naturalm echanisn lading to a violation ofthe EllisJda e sum rule [L9]].

W hile strongly suggesting that non-perturbative e ectsplay an in portant role in nuclkon
D IS, the results of these experin ents do not rule out m echanism s other than those involring
meson clouds as those responsbl for the deviations of these sum rules from the parton
m odelpredictions. Indeed, despite the various phenom enological successes of nucleon m odels
w hich nocorporatem esonic degrees of freedom , as yet there isno direct experin entalevidence
unam biguously pointing to the existence of a pion (or kaon) cloud in high energy reactions.
Tt is the purpose of this paper to identify experim ents which could give clar and unigque
signals of the presence ofm esonic degrees of freedom in nuclkon D IS.

The roke of plons n nclusive D IS from nuclkon has been nvestigated in a number of
previous studies B{G/I4{L]]. Follow ing Thom as [[]], i was realized that upper bounds on
the average pion num ber per nuckon could be extracted by com paring with D IS data on
the m om entum fractions carried by sea quarks in the proton. Controversy as to whether
all or just part of the G ottfided sum rule violation can be acocounted for by the pion cloud
could be resolved by obtaining a Iower bound on the pion m ultijplicity. H owever, to obtain



a lower bound one would need to extract a ckar pionic signal from beneath the background
arisihg from the perturoative sea. Since the pion contribution to the nuckon structure
function appears at relatively anall B prken x (X 0d), is signalm ay be subm erged
beneath the perturbative background. Therefore it seem s a form idable challenge to seek
direct experin ental con m ation ofpionic e ects n inclusive D IS. T he problem isworse for
the case of the K cloud since, being heavier, those contributions lie at even am aller x.

T he pertinent question to ask is whether pions kave any unique traces at all In other
processes, w hich cannot be understood in tem s of perturbative quark and glion degrees of
freedom alone. Recently In the literature several suggestions have been m ade regarding the
m easurem ent of the pion cloud in other experin ents. P imer and Povh [L9]have proposed to
dentify the size of the constituent quark {pion vertex through exclusive leptoproduction of
fast pions in the current fragm entation region. D d¥perink and Pollock PQ]have argued that
one could cbtain nfom ation on the N fom factor n D IS from a °H e nuclkus by detecting
the recoiling °H e nucleus in the nalstate. In the present paper we propose a series of anal-
ogous experin ents in sam i=nclisive D IS on polarized protons, w here a hadron is detected In
the nalstate in coincidence w ith the scattered electron RIR7]. W e w ill dem onstrate that
D IS from the nuckon’spion cloud F ig.d) does In fact give rise to rather characteristic frag—
m entation distributions in com parison w ith the predictions of parton m odel hadronization.
These di erences are signi cantly enhanced when initialand nal state polarization e ects
are considered.

W e ocuson sam Hnclusive production ofpolarized ** baryons from a polarized proton,
ep! & **X . Becausethe g structure fiinction ofa pion is zero, an unpolarized electron
beam willsu ce for this purpose. The choice ofthe ** forthe nal state baryon, rather
than, say, a nuclkon, reduces the badckgrounds that one would have to consider due to the
decay of sthem selves. Furthem ore, the decay productsof * or °would include neutral
hadrons whose detection would be m ore di cul, thus increasing the overall experin ental
uncertainties. For the case ofthe K cloud, the relevant reaction to cbserve isep ! X *.
D etermm ining the polarization ofthe hyperon is considerably easier because the is self-
analyzing.

In the next Section we outline the basic kinem atics pertinent to sam inclisive desp—
Inelastic scattering. In Section IIT we present the predictions for the polarization asymm e~
tries In the pion cloud m odel of the nuckon. A condensed summ ary of the results in this
Section can also be ound in Ref. P3]. Possble backgrounds to the pionic signal are ana—
Iyzed In Section IV . In Section V the strangeness content of the nuclkon is studied n the K
cloud and diquark fragm entation m odels. A brief overview of other experin ents suggested
recently to m easure the pion cloud of the nuclkon is given in Section V I, while Section V IT
is reserved for som e concluding ram arks.

II.LKINEMATICS OF TARGET FRAGM ENTATION

E xperim entally it is known that the yield of baryons is about one order of m agniude
higher in the backward hem isphere of the p center ofm ass fram e (\target fragm entation
region") than for forward hem isphere baryons (\current fragm entation region") P4{E§]. Fur-
them ore, baryons produced by current fragm entation have predom inantly Jarge m om enta
iIn the target rest frame ¢ several G&V), whilk those in the backward center of m ass Bt



are generally slow . Sinoe our concem here isw ith low m om entum baryons ( sand s) pro—
ducad In the target fragm entation region, we shallneglect the quark ! baryon fragm entation
process which gives rise to the forward baryons.

For studies of the soin dependence of the fragm entation process, we require the target
proton polarization to be paralkel to the photon direction, w ith the soin of the produced
baryon quantized along is direction of m otion. Experim entally, the polarization of the
produced ~** can be reconstructed from the angular distrbution of its decay products
© and *), while because i is selfanalyzing, polarization of the can be detem ined
autom atically.

W ith the high lum nosity beam availabl at CEBAF, forexample, the rate of ** (or

) production w illgenerally be high. Even though the e ciency w ith which low m om entum
baryons can be accurately identi ed is lower than for fast baryons in the forward center
ofm ass hem isphere R§], their detection will stillbe feasble, or exam ple w ith the CEBAF
Large A cogptance Spectrom eter. A tematively, w ith polarized intemal targets soon available
at HERM ES, one could also In principle perform this experim ent there provided the 4
detectors w illbe capabl of capturing slow m oving baryons aswellas the fast m esons, which
w illbe the focus ofthe st stage ofthe HERM E S program . Such a program would also be
deally suited for the proposed E uropean electron facility, ELFE, or the new Hadron M uon
C ollaboration at CERN , which w illbe designed soeci cally for sam Hnclusive m easurem ents.

W e de ne our variables in the target rest fram e as Hlow s: 1;1° are the ourm om entum
vectors of the niial and nal kptons; P = ™ ;0;0;0) and p = f(g;PJjsh oos ;
Pijsin sin ; pJjoos ) are them om entum vectors of the target proton and recoil baryon,
respectively; and g = ( ;0;0; 2+ Q2) denotes the photon fourm om entum , de ned to
lie along the positive z-axis. Then = E E’ is the energy transferred to the target,
y= =E = 1 EXE is the fractional energy transfer relative to the incident energy,
and Q%= d = 2M E xy ism inus the fourm om entum squared of the virtualphoton, w ith
x= Q?=2P q.W iththepossble CEBAF upgradetoE 8{10 G &V ,valuesofx 0:13{014
can be reached in the deep—nelastic region for 8GeV and ¥ 2 GéeV?, corresponding
to a center of m ass energy squared of the p system of W2 = @ + q)? 15 GeV?. At
HERMES, with a 30 GeV electron beam , one w ill com ortably probe the 0:05 < x < 0:
region, which is relevant orthe pionic contrbution, up toQ? 5Ge&V? andW 2 < 50Ge&V2.

The fourm om entum transfer squared between the proton and baryon ist ® o=

B= + fax, which is bounded from above by t ox = Mz M? )@ )=, where
P =p?sin® , =p oP g isthe light-cone fraction of the target proton’s m om entum
carried by the baryon, and M 5 is the recoiling baryon’s m ass. In tem s of t, the three—

m om entum of the produced baryon is given by:
q

1
1‘3j=ﬂ M2+M2Z tf 4AM2M 2 ; @)

o that In the target rest fram e the slowest baryons are those for which t is m axin ized,
whith occurswhen ! 1. Astheupperlmion isl1l x, slow baryon production also
corresoonds to the x ! 0 lim i, and the slowest possibl partickes produced at = 1 (@t
x= 0) wilhavemomentum Pnpj= M7 M?)=2M 340MeV HrB = ,and 193
M eV forB = . For the pion-exchange process considered here, the peak in the di erential
cross section occursat pj 600M &V, which, for 08, corresoonds to a m issing m ass of



i = pt+gf 08GeV HrQ? 2GeV? at CEBAF energies, and p? 5GeV? for
Q? 4GeV atHERMES.
In tem s of the polarangke  (in the target rest fram e),

MZ+ @1 2 )M* t

ws = ¢ ; @)
M2 M2 tF  4MZt
between the B and m om enta, production ofbaryonsw illoccurbetween = 0 and
q
max = @rocos 1 M M )* ; 3)

which or ! 1is’ 50 forB = and’ 57° forB =
Fora given angke , the pion ourm om entum w illbe constrained to lie w thin the lim is
given by:

1
toinmmax ()= —5— M7 sin’ M?(@1 2x+ o8 )
=n q
2M cos M2 xf MZsnh® @)

At an allanglesbaryonsw illbe produced over essentially the ero}tjre range oft (and therefore

), however the numberwillfallo rapidly as ! arcoos ﬁ M2 M2(1 ) because
of the fast convergence of the upper and lower bounds on t, until no particles are produced
beyond the kinem atic boundary at tyax = tain = Z2@l+x) M*Q x)=0 x).

The in portance of the above kinem atic lim its was dem onstrated In two experin ents
21291 n which slow proton production was studied n  -nuckon and -nuclkus scattering.
The softening of the cross section for protons with m om entum less than p,ax (€qual to
several hundred M eV in the experin ents), was shown R3{BI] to be precisely due to the
absence of Interactions at x > Xy ax, Where X . = 1 @m ax oax )M .

The rok of pions was also investigated in this process, however due to the large per-
turbative sea com ponent of the nuclon structure function at x 005, no de nie pionic
signal could be identi ed. W e m ay hope, however, that by ncluding polarization degrees
of freedom we can m ore e ciently isolate any pionic signal from behind the fragm entation
badckground.

ITT.PION CLOUD DYNAM ICS

The pion m odel is a dynam icalm odel of the nucleon w here the dissociation of a physical
nucleon Into a pion and an \undressed" nuckon or is explicitly winessed by the probing
photon. The possbl relevance of the process illustrated in Fig.l, where a an ited by
the proton ishit by a photon, to D IS was recognized som e tin e ago [L§21[23], and has since
had several in portant and interesting applications, m ost notably in providing a m echanism
to break SU 2) and SU (3) avor symm etries In the proton sea. In the pion-exchange m odel
the di erential cross section is:

d5 / f2N T S s (t) F 2
dxdQ?d dgd 16 m? (£ m?)?

L Gaow (k;9; ©®)



whereL, = 21°1 + 2°1 g Q? isthe Jpton tensor, and
! ! !

k k W
ng Wi, + k+F§ K+ ——g 2

wo= g + ; (6)
describes the vertex, w ith k denoting the virtual pion fourm om entum . The quantity
TS S (t) is the am plitude for a nuckon of spin S to am it a pion of ourm om entum squared
t, ravinga wih son s.

Sihce n the nalanalysis we will be dealing w ith Lorentz-invariant cross sections as a
function of the Lorentz-scalars x and , we can, w ithout loss of generality, form ulate the
problm in any fram e which will sin plify the analysis. Here we note that factorization of
the N cross section into and N (r N andN N ) cross sections doesnot hold in all
fram es of reference @]. Indeed, such factorization, or convolution, can only be achieved by
elin lnating antiparticle degrees of freedom , which can fomm ally be done only in the In nie
momentum frame (IM F) or on the light-cone B334]. Therefore orthe N fom factor n
Eq.ff) we take the form suggested n earlier M F studies of the pionic content of the proton
in inclusive D IS B31:

Yo

5 2+M2
Foofr; )= 2t s ; (7a)
where s P+ kf= m?+ p2)=Q )+ M? + pl)= . Since the orm factor in the

M F is not yet very well constrained, other form s for its shape [B§] are also possble (it
has been suggested In Ref. B4] to use sam Hnclusive NN scattering data as a means of
obtaining an upperbound on , although here one also has to dealw ith contributions from

com peting R eggeized m eson exchanges [B7]) . H owever, the precise shape of the form factor
is not In portant here, since, as we shall see, the buk of the e ect is given entirely by the
proton {pion soin correlations. Indeed, covariant form ulations w ith t-dependent form factors

B@Ea:

RVE:
F (p?; ) = W) ; (7o)

give very sin ilar results to those with the s -dependent form s in Eq.(73) .

The formulation n the M F also allow s one to use the on-m assshell structure finction
ofthe pion in Eq.{d) B3B4[39], w ithout the need to m odel the extrapolation ofthe o -shell
pion structure function into the t6 m? region @EQ[4]]. @ though, in principl, there could
be e ects In the virtual pion structure function due to the o -energy-shell dependence.)
For the pion structure function we use therefore the m ost recent param etrization f3] of
data extracted from D relkYan experim ents 3]. The main uncertainty in the covariant
calculation is in fact the o -m ass<hell extrapolation of the virtual pion structure function,
for which there still does not exist consensus in the literature @QJ41].

The N coupling constant, £ y , In Eq.{§) is the physical coupling constant, de ned
at the pion pole (t= m?). Note that there is no renom alization factor, Z , m ultiplying the
pion-exchange cross section, as has been used recently in Refs. §44]. This factor, which
to rstorderin £y iswrtten Z = 1=0+ < n > ), wih the pion number < n >



being essentially the integrated cross section in Eq.{§), is usually introduced to nom alize
the total nucleon inclusive cross section in the presence of pions @33]. For the physical,
sem Hnclusive process, however, is use would lead to an arti cial suppression of the pion—
exchange contribution, especially when the form factor is hard. The authors of Ref. [4]
also use convolution formulae wihin a covariant fram ework, which, as m entioned above,
inherently m akes use of the assum ption of factorization as well as the k?~ndependence of
theo —shellpion structure finction, the justi cation ofwhich hasnot yetbeen dem onstrated.

The function T ° ° (t) n Eq.({§) is cbtained by evaluating the trace over the target nuclkon
soinor and the R arita-Schw inger spinorvectoru for the recoil

T°°@M) = Tru®;S)uP;S)u @E;s)hu E;s)I p €@ p); ®)
where [9]
X 3 1
u (p;s) = ESlm;ES m fm)uf;s m) (%a)

m

is constructed from the soin-1/2 D irac spinor u and spin-1 vectors (m ), and nom alized
such that [q]:

X
u @E;s)u (;s) = ©); (%b)

S

!
p p 2pp

P)= @+M ) g bt ok T ©0)

Because it is em itted collinearly w ith the pion, production of baryonsw ith heliclty 3=2
is forbidden, which Jeads to the selection rule:

TS ()= 0: (10)

This is con med by explici evaluation of the trace if we recall that for polarized

ferm ion soinors the spin progction isuP;S)uP;S) = L+ s 8)® + M )=2. The

polarization vectors S and s can be parametrized as: S = (0;0;0;+1) and s =
q__

pi MZ;ppsin ©os ;ppsih s ;py oS M g, so that the angle between the

polarization vectors of the target proton S and recoiling baryon s coincides w ith the direc—
tion of the m om entum vector p relative to the z-axis. The yield of spin profction 1=2
states is then given by:

1 h ) ih ) i,
— M t + M t (@ cos ): 11
1o 2 ™ ) ™ ) ( ) 11)

IS

T 3 ©) =
Because the production of baryons is lim ited to orward angls in the target rest fram e,
the factor (I  cos ) associated w ith the nal state polarization w ill signi cantly suppress
the s= 1=2 yield relative to that of s= + 1=2 nalstates.

The di erential cross section, Q °d’ =dxdQ?d , for the individual polarization states of
the produced ** (orDIS from a proton with S = +1=2) is shown In Fig2a for typical



CEBAF kinematics, x = 0:14,Q0% = 2GeV? andE = 8 GeV, and in Fig2b rx = 0075,
0?=4GeV?andE = 30GeV,asmay be expected at HERM ES. T he pion-exchange m odel
predictions (solid curves) use the form factor in Eq.{73d) wih cuto s = 600 (am allest),
800 and 1000 (largest) M eV, which gives < n > 0.01, 002 and 0.04, respectively. (For
< n> 0:02 the cut-o in a tdependent dipoke form factorwould be 700M &V .) The
goectrum show s strong correlations between the polarizations of the target proton (S =
+1=2) and the ** . In the next Section we exam ine the extent to which the suppression
ofthe antijparallel con guration ofthep and goins in the pion-exchange m odel is diluted
by the com peting parton fragm entation process, which constitutes the m ain background to
the pion-exchange process discussed here.

IVv.BACKGROUNDS

At the large energy and m om entum transfers possible w ith high-energy & ~ 10 G&V)
electron beam s, the resonance backgrounds should not pose a m a prproblem in identifying
the required signal. F irstly, interference from quasielastic " production w illbe elin inated
by charge conservation. Secondly, the argeW dnvolved m eansthat nterference from excited

states (wih subsequent decay to ** and pions) willbe negligble. In addition, any
such resonance contributions w illbe strongly suppressed by electrom agnetic form factors at
brgeQ? Q2%7” 2Gev?).

A potentially m ore signi cant background w ill be that due to uncorrelated spectator
fragm entation, as illustrated In Fig3. W e can estin ate the inportance of this process
w ithin the parton m odel fram ew ork, In which the cross section is proportionalto (assum ing
factorization of the x and  dependence [A7{49)):

d4 (s)
m / Fopn (Xr'QZ) B ;" q"# (Z;pi )i 12)
where z = =(1 xX) is the light-cone m om entum fraction of the produced baryon car-
ried by the spectator system . The function F v x;Q 2) is proportional to the spin-weighted
interacting-quark m om entum distrbution finctions, g ¥ &) = () qx))=2, where "*
denote quark soins parallel or antiparallel to the spin of the proton, wih qx) and gx)
being the sum and di erence of q" and ¢f, respectively. For our num erical estin ates we
use the param etrization of g() from Gehm ann and Stirling [0], and the CTEQ
param etrization for qx). The results change little if one uses, for exam ple, the m odels of
Carlitz and K aur B3] or Schafer B3] or g(x).

The fragm entation finction B 5. . (z;p}) gives the probability for the polarized (o'
m us g *) spectator system to fragment intoa ** with polarization s. T he usualassum p—
tion is that the transverse m om entum distgbution of the baryon also factorizes E3.54{541,
BS oy@iPi) = DS py@) 7 ©F), with dp2 ’ (©2) = 1. To descrbe the soft, non-
perturbative parton fragm entation process, a num ber of phenom enologicalm odels have been
developed for the fragm entation finctions. M any of these F7/59] have oliowed the basic
approach originally fom ulated by Fild and Feynm an B]59], whose quark Ft fragm enta—
tion m odel involved recursive g pair creation (cascade) out of the color eld between the
scattered and spectator partons, w ith subsequent recom bination into color neutral hadrons.



In the originalanalysis ofRef. f]] only (unpolarized) quark ! meson fragm entation func-
tions were m odeled. Later this approach was extended by Sukhatm e et al. f]], and Bartlet
al B§lby alo allowing orq ! baryon and gg ! baryon decays. T he approach pioneered
by the Lund group [6(] included, in addition, the fragm entation into hadrons of the glion
string connecting the colored partons.

Analytic expressions for the fragm entation functions can be obtained by constraining
their 1m iting behavior at the asym ptotic lin its. The z ! 0 lin it requires a 1=z behavior
forD (z) In order to reproduce the cbserved logarithm ic ncrease in hadron multiplicity as
s! 1,

Z
< Ng > = dz D (z) Ins; @3)
Zm in
where z,3, / 1=s (e below). Forthe z ! 1 lini one commonly applies dim ensional
counting rules [61], using essentially the sam e argum ents as forthe x ! 1 lim it of structure
fiinctions [63]. For the speci c case of the **, at large z this should carry m ost of the
parent system ’s m om entum , and therefore contain both valence u quarks from the target
proton. Tn our region of interest, namely z ~ 0:6, where the pionic contrbution is the
largest, by far the m ost in portant contributions to D (z) com e from the process whersby
the ** is formed after only one uu pair is created [F71F8]. As a consequence, D IS from
valence u quarks w ill not be too In portant. For scattering from sea quarks we assum e the
sam e fragm entation probabilities for uugg spectator states as for uu, although in general
m ultiquark con gurations could decay at di erent rates than the valence diquark thowever,
already at Q2 /7 2 GeV? the sea constitutesat most  15% ofthe cross section at x = 0:).
R ather than rely on m odel counting rule argum ents, we param etrize the (very lin ied)

EM C data R§]lon unpolarized ** muon production forz ! las:D,,(z! 1)= @ 2z),
w here 03. The overall nom alization of the fragm entation function is xed by the data
to be 0#68. Note that n cbtaining this param etrization it has been necessary to

perform a conversion of the kinem atic variables. U sually in sem iHnclusive experin ents R§]
the Iongitudinalm om entum dependence ism easured as a function of the Feynm an variable
xXr ,de ned asthe ratio ofthe o%pg ofm ass Iongitudinalm om entum to itsm axinum allowed
value, Xp = PL=Prpax | 2P F W2’ 1 M{=W % whereM y isthem ass ofthe inclusive
hadronic debris, and the asterisk () denotes center of m assm om enta. T his variable can be
related to the light-cone variablk z via

z= P— : 14)

Note that orz ! 1, x / z ifW 2 M % + p2. The target (current) fragm entation
region corresponds to r < 0 &g > 0), and the boundary between the regions at x = 0
corresponds to g = M2+ pi= W 2.

Tom odelthe spin dependence ofthe fragm entation processwe follow the sin ple approach
taken by Bartlet al. 3] (see also Refs. [463]) 1 their study of polarized quark ! baryon
fragm entation. N am ely, the diquark is assum ed to retain its helicity during its decay, and
the gg pair creation probability is independent ofthe helicity state ofthe quark g. At leading
order thism eans that the produced baryon contains the helicity of the diquark, so that, for



exampl,a or ' canenemge from aqq diquark, whereasa * cannot. (O urnotation

here is that *;";#;+ represent s = + 3=2;+1=2; 1=2; 3=2 states, respectively.)
T he overall nom alization of the spin-dependent fragm entation functions is xed by the
condition

&) D, @) + A®)Dp @) =g ®) Dpr (@) + o &) D o (2)
+ g ® Dpr (@) + o &) Dpr o (2); as)

where

D (z)= D °(z): 1e)

s= 3=2

++

In relating the production rates for various polarized ween ploy SU (6) spin— avorwave
functions, from which sin ple relations am ong the valence diquark ! **  fragm entation
functions, D (jqj(jz) (z), can be deduced (the diquark state qg;(;,) is labeled by its spin j and
spin profction j,). The lading functions are related by:

3 3
* _ n _ = " _ = # .
D uug ) (z)= 3D Ul () (z) = 2D Ul (o) ) 2D uui (o) (Z)' (17
w Ith nom alization determ ned from :
. 3 .
wur) @)= 7D @) (18)

(N ote that this is true only when the soin progctions of the diquark and are aligned.)
T he non—-leading fragm entation fiinctions are those which require at least two gq pairs to

* =+ #:+ * :ll:#:+ * :ll:#:+ *
be created from the vacuum, namely D, -, D5 v Dyug o) rDug,, randD g ,and

those which require 3 such pairs, D, =~ andD ads .
latter functions are consistent w ith zero [(§]. For the 2-gq pair fragm entation functions, we
also expect that D :ul(O) (z) =D :ul(m (z). Forz > 02 the unpolarized m odel fragm entation
fiinctions of R ef. Bg] requiring two gqgpairs (€g. D 44 (z)) are quite sn all com pared w ith the
leading fragm entation functions, D .4 (z) / 01D 4, (2). For soin-dependent fragm entation we
therefore expect a sin ilarbehavior forthose decay probabilities requiring tw o ggpairs created
In order to form the nal state with the correct spin and avor quantum numbers. This
then allow s for a com plete m odel description of the polarized fragm entation badkgrounds at
large z In tem s of only the 4 fragm entation functions in Eq.{I7).

F inally, the pr-Integrated di erential cross section for the electroproduction of a
with soin s can be w ritten:

="=
di )

. Exoept at very anallz (z < 02) the

++

g ® B 2 2 ’ 1 . 4M °F 2 . Qz Qz
dxdQ 2d M2E2x(1 x) 2x° Q4 2M Ex 4E?
ax " s " 2 s s ¥ s # 2 s 1 s
E Uy ud (g + 2u :_3 uug 1) 5 uuy () vV~ ud; 2u :_3 uu; 1) 5 uuy ()
X "N s " 2 s 1 s # N s # 2 s 1 s
5 FPuug ¥ 24 ZPuy ot P, F H Dy, T2 Py SP



In Figs2a and 2b the parton m odel predictions (dashed) for the various polarization
statesofthe areplotted in com parison w ith the pion-exchange cross sections. In the quark—
parton m odel the correlations are signi cantly weaker, w ith the ratio of polarized sbeing
S=4+3=2 :+41=2: 1=2: 3=2 3:2 :1 :0. The comparisons assum e that there is no
signi cant Interference between the parton fragm entation and pion-exchange contributions.
At gn all values of the exchanged fourm om entum squared t one m ay expect this to be a
good approxin ation, since the distance scales at which the pion and diquark are om ed are
rather di erent. For larger values of t this approxin ation m ay be less justi abl, and the
possibility would exist that nterference e ects could m odify the above sin ple predictions.
Thisproblem would bem ost pronounced forhard N  vertices, however for relatively soft
form factors (< 700 M &V) the above predictions should be a reliable guide.

A Though the total unpolarized parton m odel cross sections are larger than the pion—
exchange cross sections, even at lJarger values of where the pionic e ects are strongest, the
polarization aligned com ponent in the pion m odel is Jarger than that in the parton m odel.
The di erences between the pion-exchange m odel and fragm entation badkgrounds can be
further enhanced by exam Ining polarization asymm etries. In Fig4 we show the di erence

* , where Q’d® & )=dxdQ?d , as a fraction of the total unpolarized cross
section, for the two kinem atic cases In Figs2a and 2b (solid = CEBAF kinem atics; dashed
= HERMES kinam atics). The resulting distrbutions are almost at, but signi cantly
di erent for the two m odels ( and gg label the pion-exchange and spectator diquark frag—
m entation m odels) . W e have also calculated the ratio forthe form factorin E q.@) ,and nd
the resuls to be aln ost indistinguishabl from those in Fig4. T herefore, a m easurem ent of
the polarization asymm etry appears to test only the presence of a pionic com ponent of the
nuclon wave function, Independent of the details of the form factor.

O f course the two curves In Fig4 represent extrem e cases, in which s are produced
entirely via pion am ission or digquark fragm entation. In reality we can expect a ratio of
polarization cross sections which is som e average of the curves in Figd4. The am ount of
deviation from the parton m odel curve w ill indicate the extent to which the pion-exchange
process contributes. From this, one can in tum deduce the strength ofthe N fom factor.
Unlke inclusive D IS, which can only be used to place upperbounds on the pion num ber, the
sem IHnclusive m easurem ents could pin down the absolutevaluieof< n > . A measurament
of this ratio would thus be particularly usefiil in testing the relevance of non-perturbative
degrees of freedom in high energy processes.

V.KAON CLOUD OF THE NUCLEON

Sem Hnclusive leptoproduction of polarized hyperons from polarized protons can also
beusad to test the relevance ofa kaon cloud in the nuclkon, F ig.5. T he advantage ofdetecting
sin the nalstate, asocom pared wih baryons lies In the fact that the isselfanalyzing.
Tt has, In fact, been suggested recently (see Ref. [64]) that m easurem ent of the polarization
ofthe in the target fragm entation region could discrim nate between m odels of the spin
content of the nuclkon, In which a lJarge fraction of the spin is carried either by (hegatively
polarized) strange quarks or (positively polarized) gluons. T he latterwould in ply a positive
correlation of the target proton and soins, whik the soin progction of the along the
target polarization axis should be negative In the form erm odel. (Sin ilare ectswould also
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be seen In the reaction pp ! [47]) A kaon cloud would be the naturalway to obtain a
polarized strange sea of the proton.

A Tthough som e data do exist for production in the region xr < 0 [§], the large errors
and lim ited range of X do not pem it one to unambiguously discermn the presence of K
e ects. A direct test of the presence of a kaon cloud of the nuckon would be to cbserve the
di erential production cross section at large , and in particular the relative polarization
yields.

The formalisn for the DIS o the kaon cloud [L4] is very sim ilar to that for the pion
exchange m odel in Section ITT. Inclided In the observed cross section w illbe contributions
from direct production via K * exchange, as well as those from  ° recoil states, which
subsequently decay to . Thedi erentialhyperon H & ; ) production cross section is
sin ilar to that in Eq.@{), w ith the trace factor here given by:

T, = @ p MM)@L+S s) P sp S:

U sing the rest fram e param etrizations ofthe lndividualm om entum and soin vectors, we nd
for a proton nitially polarized In the positive z direction:

+1 01
T, 2 ‘@)== My MY t@ cos): 1)

The production cross section is shown in Fig.6, asa function of , forthe two possbl
polarizations (the kinem atics are as in Fig2a). The K -exchange predictions are calculated
for the form factor n Eq.@) wih cuto sof = 0% (@nallest), 08 and 1.0 G&V (largest).
T he K -exchange m odel predicts very strong correlations between the target and recoil po-—
larizations, so that the asym m etry shown in F ig.7 for the cross sections ( * )=( "+ ),
where Q’d® & ™)=dxdQ?d , is alm ost unity. The K -exchange ratios are very sin i
larto the -exchange resuls in Fig4, indicating the sin ilar spin transfer dynam ics inherent
In the m eson cloud picture of the nuclkon.

This is In strong contrast w ith the expectation from the gg ! diquark fragm entation
picture, In which the target{recoil soin correlation ismuch weaker. In fact, toa st approx—
in ation the "* yields in the quark-parton m odel are equal. A ssum ing an SU (6) symm etric
wave function forthe ,namely "*  $* (Ud)opin- 0, the leading fragm entation finction will
beD U;:(O) , 0 that the relevant com ponent ofthe SU (6) proton wave function isu’ @d)spin-o-

Since one has equalprobabilitiesto om a " and *, in the leading fragm entation approx—

In ation the asym m etry w illbe zero. O fcourse, SU (6) symm etry breaking e ects, aswellas
non-lading fragm entation contributions, w illm odify this resul, as w ill contributions from

the production and decay of °"* hyperons (from the SU (6) wave fiinction one can see that
a 9 ismore lkely to form from ap than isa ). However, the qualitative resul that the
asymm etry is am all should rem aln true. Therefore the observation of a large polarization
asymm etry In the large- region of the target fragm entation region will be evidence for a
kaon-exchange fragm entation m echanisn .

VI.OTHER TESTSOF PION EXCHANGE
In addition to the above described processw hich m ay be tested In upocom ing experim ents,

several other novel ideas have been proposed to identify a pionic com ponent of the nuckon
wave function. In this section we w illbrie y outline a couple of them .
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A . Exclusive electroproduction of pions

Tn a recent detailed analysis [L9], it hasbeen suggested that m easurem ents of fast pions in
the nalstate in concidence w ith the nalelectron could be sensitive to a pionic com ponent
ofthe nuclkon . Extending the exclusive analysis of G uttneret al. B4]in the M F, P imer and
Povh [9]work within a constituent quark picture in which the probability to nd a pion
In the nuclon is expressed in tem s of the pion distribution finction inside a constituent
quark.

The di erential pion-production cross section for the \leading pion" (integrated over
transverse m om enta) is w ritten as:

/ A &;y;z) + B x;v;2)F Q%) + C x;v;2)F°Q%); @2)

dxdydz

where z = E = isthe fraction of the photon’s energy carried by the pion, and where the
A and B tem s describe soft and hard fragm entation, respectively. T he function C re ects
coherent scattering from the pion cloud ofthe constituent quark. Each term in Eq.£3) gives
a characteristic Q ?-dependence, nam ely logQ 2, 1=02 and 1=Q *, respectively. To isolate the
coherent scattering from the pion one therefore has to restrict oneself to the a region ofnot
too high Q 2, where the form factor suppression has not yet elin inated the pion signal.

The useful observation in this analysis is that each of the three processes has a quite
distinct z-dependence. The hard-fragm entation process gives a di erential cross section
which is constant in z, and is in portant in the interm ediate z region (06 < z < 08). The
soft fragm entation m echanisn is dom lnant at smallz, z < 0:6, but dies out rather rapidly
at larger z. This fact m ay enable one to detect the pion-exchange process, which dom inates
the region 08 < z < 1, where it predicts a contribution that is several tin es larger than the
constant—z, hard fragm entation m echanisn . T he conclusion that the pion-exchange process
is dom inant is consistent w ith our resuls above.

B . Sem i-inclusive scattering from °H e.

A nother novel idea was recently put forward by D igperink and Pollock RQ], where the
suggestion was to m easure the recoiling *H e nucleus in deep-inelastic scattering from a °H e
target at x 005 0:. Unlke the exclusive experin ents, one would not need to restrict
oneself to the amall Q? region. Because of the rather an all probability for the nuclkus to
ram ain intact after a hard interaction wih a parton In one of the constituent nuclkons,
badkgrounds due to parton fragm entation would be virtually elin nated. Therefore the
m ost likely m echanism responsble forthe nalstate °H e nuckuswould beD IS from a non-—
nucleonic com ponent in the target, the typical candidate being a pion. O ther non-nuckonic
constituents could also give rise to the sam e nalstate, such asD IS from a Pom eron in the
di ractive region. However, In practice these could be elin lnated by restricting oneself to
the speci ¢ kinem atic region ofnot too sm all x.

An additionalproblem here In cbtaining unam biguous nform ation about the N  vertex
from the *He  vertex would be nuckar e ects in the °H e nuckus. Furthem ore, any

nal state interactions, leading to the break up of the °H e nuclkus, could decrease the
apparent num ber of pions seen in the reaction, thus leading to an underestin ate of the pion
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muliplicity n the nuckon. Neverthelss, this is an interesting idea, and a detailed study
should be perform ed w ith a view to detemm ining the feasibility of conducting this experim ent
n future.

VII.CONCLUSION

W e have outlined a series of sam Hnclisive experin ents on polarized proton targets that
may for the st tine enable one to unam biguously establish the pressnce of a pion and
kaon cloud of the nuclon at high energies. The most di cult part of the calculation is
the estin ate of the size of the com peting diquark fragm entation process. W hilke we have
used as much experin ental data and theoretical guidance as possible, In order to m ake
that calculation reliable, it could undoubtedly bene t from further study into the polarized
diquark ! polarized baryon fragm entation process. Even bearing this caution In m ind, our
results (especially F igs4 and 7) are extrem ely encouraging. W hile the experim ents proposed
here are di cul, requiring all the intensity and duty factor one can ocbtain with m odem
electron accekrators, it does seem that they w ill provide quite clear lnform ation on the role
of the pseudoscalar m esons in the nuclkon.
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FIGURES
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FIG .1l. Pion-exchange m odel of the sem Hnclisive desp-inelastic scattering from a polarized
proton w ith a polarized recoil ** in the nalstate.
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FIG .2. D1i erential electroproduction cross section for various polarization states of the ’
fortypical @) CEBAF and (o) HERM E S kinem atics (see text). The -exchangem odelpredictions
(solid) are forcuto masses = 600 (gn allest), 800 and 1000 (largest) M €V . T he top three solid
curves are for gopin s = + 1=2 nalstates, whilk thebottom three solid curvesare fors= 1=2.The
quark-parton m odelbackground (dashed) isestin ated using the fragm entation fiinctions extracted
from the unpolarized EM C data P§]and Egs.{{7) and {1§).
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FIG . 3. Background parton (spectator Yiquark’) fragm entation process lading to the same
**  nalstate.
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FIG .4. Polarization asymm etry for the -exchange (upper curves) and parton fragm entation

(Jow er curves) m odels, w ith as de ned In the text, and i, is the sum over all polarization
states. T he solid and dashed lines are or CEBAF and HERM E S kinem atics, respectively.
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FIG .5. Kaon-exchange m echanisn for the sem Iinclisive production of polarized hyperons.
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FIG.6. D1 erential production crosssection in theK -exchangem odel, for form factorcuto s
= 600 (gn allest), 800 and 1000 (largest) M &€V, for s= + 1=2 (upper three curves) and s= 1=2

(lower three curves) nal states. A lso included are contrbutions from K * ° states, with the

subsequent decay ° !
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FIG.7. Polarization asymm etry for the K -exchange (solid) m odel of production, com —
pared w ith a leading fragm entation approxin ation estin ate for the parton fragm entation process

(dashed).
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