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1. Introduction

Quantum Chrom odynam icspredictsthatsingletransversespinasym m etriesaresuppressed
in hard collisions,asa consequence ofhelicity conservation (chiralinvariance)in the sub-
process. These asym m etries indeed appear as interferences between helicity am plitudes
which di�erby oneunitofhelicity,thereforethey vanish in thelim itm quark ! 0,orequiv-
alently Q 2 ! 1 (Q m easuresthe hardnessofthe subprocess).Nevertheless,a num berof
high pT reactionspersistin showing largeasym m etries[1].

These facts do not invalidate QCD but m ean that the approach to the asym ptotic
regim e in p? isvery slow,asregardspolarization.However,in spite oftheir\nonasym p-
totic" character,itisnotunreasonable to think thatthe m echanism softhe asym m etries
lieattheparton level.In otherwords,theasym m etrieswould bem anifestationsofquark
transverse spin (or transversity). Thus,we could extract inform ation from them about
thequark transversity distribution in thenucleon and/orthetransversely polarized quark
fragm entation. In this paper,we shallpresent a m odelfor the spin asym m etry in the
reaction

p"+ p ! � + X (1:1)

which,unlike previous approaches [2,3],involves the transverse spin asym m etry ofthe
polarized quark fragm entation [4,5], which hereafter willbe referred to as the Collins
e�ect.

The paper is organized as follows: section 2 givesa very short review ofthe exper-
im entaldata. In section 3,we explain how the Collins asym m etry can give rise to the
observed single spin asym m etry in reaction (1.1)and deduce lowerbounds on the trans-
verse polarizationsofthequarksin theproton,aswellason thesize oftheCollinse�ect.
Section 4 presentsa quantitativem odelbased on string fragm entation and section 5 gives
the num ericalresults.Section 6 containsdiscussion ofourresultsand conclusions.

2. M ain features ofsingle spin asym m etry in inclusive pion production

A strongpolarization e�ecthasbeen observed in recentyearsby theFerm ilab E704collab-
oration in the reaction (1.1)with 200 G eV transversely polarized projectile protons[6-8].
The asym m etry isde�ned as

A N (xF ;p? )�
� " � � #

� " + � #
; (2:1)

assum ing that" refersto the+ ŷ direction (verticalupwards),and thetransversem om en-
tum ~p? ofthe pion pointstowardsthe + x̂ direction (~pbeam isalong the ẑ axis).In other
words,positive A N m eansthatforupward polarization,the pionstend to go to the left.
xF = 2pC Mz =

p
s isthelongitudinalm om entum fraction oftheproduced pion and p? isits

transverse m om entum .
The data covered two kinem aticalregions:
- Projectilefragm entation region,xF � 0:2.In thisregion the200G eV E704 data [6-8]
show large asym m etries for allpions;positive for �+ and �0 and negative for �� .
The asym m etriesvary from about0 atxF � 0:2 to about+0.4,+0.15 and �0:4,for
�+ ,�0 and �� respectively,at xF � 0:7� 0:8 and p? > 0:7G eV.The earlier 13.3

1



and 18.5G eV data [9]showed theasym m etry of�+ reaching 0.1 atxF = 0:6 butthat
of�� consistentwith zero. However,thatm easurem entwasdone for�+ and �� in
di�erentp? regim es.

- Centralregion,xF � 0. Ref.[10]reported large positive asym m etry of�0 for the
transverse m om entum fraction xT = 2pT =

p
s > 0:4. However,the reanalysisofthat

data [11]showed the asym m etry consistentwith zero in the whole xT range covered.
Form erexperim ents,at13.3,18.5,24 and 40G eV,[12]observed signi�cantasym m e-
triesin thecentralregion and high p? .

In thispaperweshallconcentrate only on theforward fragm entation region.

3. Possible explanations ofthe asym m etry

3.1 G eneralitiesfrom the parton m odel.

In thefactorized partonm odel,thecrosssection forp+ p ! �+ X intheforward hem isphere
is a convolution ofthe parton distribution q(x;~q? ),the parton-hadron scattering cross
section �̂q+ B ! q0+ X � �̂q! q0 and theparton fragm entation function D �=q0(z;~h? ).In short-
hand notations,

�A ! � � q
 �̂q! q0 
 D �=q0 (3:1)

Each factorin thisequation m ay orm ay notdepend on spin.Transverse polarization can
actatthree di�erentlevels:
a) in a dependenceofq(x;~q? )on theazim uth of~q? (hereafterreferred to asSiverse�ect

[2,13]).
b) in a single spin asym m etry in �̂q! q0 hereafter referred to as Szwed m echanism [3].

In thiscase,(butnotnecessarily in case a),the quark q hasto inherita partofthe
polarization oftheproton.

c) in a dependence ofD �=q0(z;~h? )on theazim uth of~h? hereafterreferred to asCollins
e�ect[4,5].Here,a transferofpolarization hasto occurnotonly from the proton to
quark q butalso from q to q0.

3.2 TheCollinse�ect.

According to Collins[4,5],the fragm entation function ofthe transversely polarized quark
q takesthe form

D �=q(~Pq;z;h? )= �D �=q(z;h? )
n

1+ A �=q(z;h? )j~Pqjsin[’(~Pq)� ’(~h? )]
o

; (3:2)

where ~Pq isthequark polarization vector(j~Pqj� 1),~h? isthepion transversem om entum
relative to the quark m om entum ~q and ’(~a) is the azim uth of~a around ~q. The factors
afterA can be replaced by j~q� ~h? j

� 1 ~Pq � (~q�~h? ).Such a dependence isallowed by P-
and T-invariance butstillrem ainsto be m easured.

The Collinse�ectisthe reciprocalofthe Siverse�ect.However,Collinsargued that
the latter is prohibited by tim e reversalinvariance [4],while the form er is not. As for
the m echanism b),it vanishes for m assless quarks due to chiralsym m etry: single spin
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asym m etry in q ! q0 isnotcom patible with conservation ofquark helicity. Therefore it
should besm allforhard orsem i-hard scattering athigh energy.In conclusion,am ong the
sourcesofasym m etry a),b)and c)discussed above,we have a preference forthe Collins
e�ectillustrated by Fig.1.**

3.3 Consequence forthe singlespin asym m etry.

Letus consider the hypothesisthatthe E704 asym m etry isdue to the Collinse�ect. In
the parton m odel,thepolarized inclusive crosssection reads

d�

d3~p
=

X

a;b;c;d

Z

dxqa(x)

Z

dyqb(y)�

Z

dcos�̂ d’̂
d�̂qa + qb! qc+ qd

d
̂

Z

dzd
2
h? D �=qc(

~Pqc;z;
~h? )�(~p� z~c� ~h? ); (3:3)

where~cisthem om entum ofthescattered quark.Thetransversepolarization ofthatquark
isgiven by

~Pqc = R ~Pbeam

� ? qa(x)

qa(x)
D̂ N N (̂�): (3:4)

R istherotation about~pbeam � ~cwhich brings~pbeam along ~c,

� ? q(x)� q"(x)� q#(x); (3:5)

also called h1(x),is the quark transversity distribution [15,16]in the proton polarized
upwards,and D̂ N N (̂�)isthecoe�cientofthespin transfer,norm altothescatteringplane,
in the subprocess. Form ula (3.1) results from integration of(3.3) over the m om entum
fraction y ofthe parton ofthe target. qb and qd in (3.3)m ay also be replaced by gluons.
Thisdoesnotchange theresultsconcerning the asym m etry.

At large xF ,the dom inant quark avours are qa = qc = u for �+ production and
qa = qc = d for�� production.Furtherm ore,thehard scattering occurspredom inantly at
sm all�̂ and D̂ N N (̂�)isclose to unity,asin the case ofthet̂-channelone-gluon exchange
where D̂ N N = �2ŝû=(̂s2 + û2); ŝ and û being the M andelstam variables ofthe parton
subprocess.Thus,the resultsofE704 collaboration im ply

� ? u(�x)

u(�x)
A (�z;�h? )� about0:4; (3:6)

� ? d(�x)

d(�x)
A (�z;�h? )� about � 0:4; (3:7)

for �x�z ’ xF ’ 0:8. �x m eans the m ost probable value ofx. The inequalities take into
accountthe factthatintegration over~q? and �̂ alwaysdilutesthe Collinsasym m etry. It

** W e shallnotdiscuss otherapproaches [14]notrelying on the factorized parton de-
scription (Eq.(3.1)or(3.3)). They are notnecessarily in contradiction with the present
one.
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m eansthatwegetatleasta lowerbound of0.4 separately forj� ? u=uj,j� ? d=djatlarge
x and jA (z;h? )jatlargez and forthem ostprobable value ofh? .

4. Sim ple m odelofsingle-spin asym m etry

In orderto m ake the conclusionsofthe previoussection m ore quantitative,we have
constructed a sim plem odelbased on the string m odel[17]ofquark fragm entation.

W e consider only the valence quarks ofthe projectile proton. W e assum e that the
quark elastic-scattering cross-section d�̂=dq? in (3.3)dependsonly on the transverse m o-
m entum q? ofthescattered quark.Sincethescattering angleisin ourcasevery sm allwe
assum e D N N = 1 in Eq.(3.4). After scattering,the quark spans a string between itself
and the target. The string decaysaccording to the recursive Lund recipe [17],forwhich
we use theStandard Lund splitting function:

f(z)= (1+ C )(1� z)C ; (4:1)

z being thefraction ofthenullplanem om entum p+ � p0 + p3 ofthestring taken away by
the nexthadron.f(z)= D rank= 1(z)correspondsto theproduction rateoftheleading***
hadron.Thisgivesforallranksthe fragm entation function [17]:

D (z)= (1+ C )
1

z
(1� z)C =

1

z
f(z): (4:2)

Thus,foralltheother(subleading)hadronsoriginating from the string we get:

D
rank � 2(z)= (1+ C )

1� z

z
(1� z)C = f(z)

1� z

z
: (4:3)

Thetransversem om enta,relativeto thedirection ofthestring,ofthequark (~kq? )and the

antiquark (~k�q? )ofevery paircreated in thestring balanceeach other(localcom pensation
ofthe transverse m om entum )and aredistributed according to

�(~k? )d
2~k? =

d2~k?

�
exp

�
��k2

?

�

�

; (4:4)

� being the string tension.
Each quark-antiquark paircreated during the string breaking isassum ed to be in a

3P0 state (vacuum quantum num bers)[18],i.e.,with parallelpolarizations.According to
theLund m echanism forinclusive� polarization [17],theirpolarizationsarecorrelated to
the transverse m om entum k�q? oftheantiquark by

~P �q(~k�q? )= �
L

� + L

ẑ� ~k�q?

k�q?
; (4:5)

*** W e call"leading" or"�rst-rank" the hadron which containsthe originalquark span-
ning the string.
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where ẑ is the unit vector along the z direction, � is the param eter determ ining the
correlation and L istheclassicalorbitalangularm om entum ofthe q�q pair:

L =
2 k�q?

q

m 2
q + k2

�q?

�
’
2 k2�q?
�

(4:6)

(see Fig.2 fortheschem atic explanation).
In orderthatq0 and �q1 ofFig.2 com bineinto a pion,they haveto form a spin singlet

state,theprobability ofwhich is

1

4
(1� ~Pq0 �

~P �q1); (4:7)

in accordance with the projection operatoron the singletstate 1

4
� ~s(q0)� ~s(�q1),~s being

the quark spin operator.Thepolarization oftheleading quark q0 is

~Pq0(x)=
� ? q0(x)

q0(x)
� ŷ: (4:8)

The factor(4.7)causes the Collinse�ect: ifq0 in Fig.2 ispolarized upwards then �q1 |
and thepion which contains �q1 | tendsto go to the left-hand-side ofthe ẑ direction.

Putting together Eqs (4.1),(4.4) and (4.7),we get the contribution ofthe leading
pionsto the fragm entation function ofthe polarized quark q:

D
rank= 1
�=q (z;~h? )= c1D

rank= 1(z)�(h? )(1� ~Pq �~P �q(~h? )); (4:9)

where ~P �q is given by (4.5) and (4.6). c1 is the probability that the avours ofq and �q
com bine into the pion ofthe appropriate charge. W e do nottake into accountthe vector
m esons since athigh xF the pions are m ostly produced directly. Therefore we om it the
factor 1

4
ofEq.(4.7).

W e do notintroduce the Collinse�ectin subleading ranks.The subleading fragm en-
tation function isspin independentand reads:

D
rank � 2

�=q
(z;~h? )= c2D

rank � 2(z)��(h? ); (4:10)

where ��(h? )isthe distribution ofthe transverse m om entum ofthe produced pion with
respectto the direction ofthe fragm enting quark. Itisthe convolution ofthe transverse
m om entum distributions ofits constituents (4.4) and is also a G aussian function but of
the twicelargervariance.c2 isthe avourfactoranalogicalto thatofEq.(4.9).

W e do not take into account the second string which is spanned by the rem nant
diquark ofthe projectile. A large partofthe energy ofthatstring goesinto the leading
baryon and itdoesnotcontribute m uch to the pion spectrum athigh xF .
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Our�nalform ula forthepolarized cross-section reads:

d�

dxF d
2~p?

=
X

q= u;d

Z

dxq(x)

Z

d
2
~q?

d�̂

d2~q?

Z

dzd
2~h? D �=q(z;~h? )�

�

 

xF �

r

z2x2 �
4p2

?

s

!

�
2(~p? � z~q? � ~h? ); (4:11)

where
D �=q(z;~h? )= D

rank= 1
�=q (z;~h? )+ D

rank � 2

�=q
(z;~h? ): (4:12)

Since the production rate varies with the azim uthalangle � ofthe pion m om entum
like in (3.2) then,in order to obtain the asym m etry at given values ofp? and xF ,we
need to com pare d�(xF ;p? ;�) only at � = 0 and � = �. Thus,for the transverse spin
asym m etry weget:

A N (xF ;p? )=
d�(xF ;p? ;0)� d�(xF ;p? ;�)

d�(xF ;p? ;0)+ d�(xF ;p? ;�)
(4:13)

.

5. N um ericalresults

Forthenum ericalcalculationswe param etrized thequark distributionsasfollows:

u(x)=
16

3�
x
� 1=2 (1� x)3=2

d(x)=
15

16
x
� 1=2 (1� x)2: (5:1)

One has to note that the scale ofthe process we are dealing with here is usually below
1G eV.Thism eansthatone cannotuse the quark distributionsobtained from the deeply
inelastic scattering at high Q 2. In this region we have to use a param etrization being
between the large Q 2 region,where,athigh x,u(x)� (1� x)3 and d(x)� (1� x)4 and
thedualparton m odelregion,where thequark-diquark splitting function,q(x)� (1� x).

W e have used the string tension � = 0:197 G eV 2 (itcorresponds to 1G eV/fm ) and
the param eterofthe fragm entation function C = 0:5. In paircreation we have used the
avour abundances with the ratio u :d :s = 3 :3 :1,which determ ines the coe�cients
in Eqs(4.9)and (4.10)to be c1 = 3=7,c2 = 9=49 forcharged and c2 = 18=49 forneutral

pionsx.

x In thism odel,every u�u ord�d m eson isconsidered asa �0 (no �0);itgives�(�+ )+
�(�� )= �(�0),instead of2 �(�0) asrequired by isospin. Nevertheless,Eq.(5.8)below
rem ainstrue.
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The quark scattering cross-section wasparam etrized as

d�

d2q?
�

1

(q2
?
+ M 2)3

(5:2)

with the param eterM 2 = 0:5G eV 2 m aking thiscross-section norm alizable.
Such aparam etrization,with thepower-law decreaseadvocated by Field and Feynm an

[19],gives,up to theoverallnorm alization,a good agreem entwith theexperim entalinclu-
sive spectra ofpions.W e show the com parison to the 400G eV and 360G eV experim ental
data [20,21]in Fig.3.

Asitwasnoted in section 2,ifoneassum estheCollinse�ectto beresponsibleforthe
observed asym m etry,then the E704 data im plies� ? u=u = �� ? d=d athigh x thusindi-
cating a violation ofSU (6),where � ? u=u = 2=3 and � ? d=d = �1=3.Forthe num erical
calculationsofthe singlespin asym m etry,we assum ed that

� ? u=u = �� ? d=d = P(x)= Pm axx
n
: (5:3)

W e found thatPm ax = 1 and n = 2 givesthe bestagreem ent with the experim entalxF
dependence oftheasym m etry.

Such a transversity does not violate the positivity constraints derived recently by
So�er [22]. The So�er’s inequality relatesthe transversity distribution � ? q = h1 to the
helicity distribution �q= g 1 and reads:

2j� ? qj� q+ �q: (5:4)

Ifone takes into account only the valence quarks,then the helicity asym m etries ofthe
proton,m easured in thedeeply inelasticscattering,is:

A
p

1 =
4�u + �d

4u + d
(5:5)

and thatofthe neutron equals:

A
n
1 =

�u + 4�d

u + 4d
: (5:6)

Thus,ifwe assum e that� ? u=u = �� ? d=d = P(x),then the So�er’sinequality im plies

A
p

1(x)� 2P(x)� 1;

A
n
1(x)� 2P(x)� 1: (5:7)

Theaboveinequalitiesaresatis�ed by thepresentdata ifoneassum esP(x)= x2.Thisis
shown in Fig.4 where A p

1(x)m easured by SM C [23]and E143 [24]and A n
1(x)m easured

by theE142 collaboration [25]areplotted togetherwith thecurvesrepresenting Eqs(5.7).
One can see thatP(x)= x2 iswellwithin the lim itsand P(x)= x isstillallowed by the
data,aswellasthe powersofx higherthan 2.
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W e plotthe resultsofourcalculation ofthe transverse spin asym m etry in Figs.5{8.
The fulllines and the dashed ones in Figs 7 and 8 show the predictions ofour m odel
obtained with theparam eter� ofEq.(4.5)equal1 [17].

Thesepredictionsarein reasonableagreem entwith m ostofthedata.Only theasym -
m etry m easured by the E704 collaboration at0.7G eV< p? <2G eV (Fig.5a) is strongly
underestim ated. Ourm odelgivesthe opposite asym m etriesfor�+ and �� and predicts
the increase ofthe absolute values ofthe asym m etries with xF . Nevertheless,it cannot
accoutforthe very strong p? dependence ofthe asym m etriesm easured by E704.W e got
agreem entwith the low-p? data butunderestim ate the high-p? ones.

However,thep? dependence oftheE704 data wasdiscussed recently by Arestov [26]
from the purely experim entalpoint ofview and was found to be questionable. Also the
asym m etriesof�0,m easured by E704 in thecentralregion,showed initially a very strong
p? dependence [10]but after reanalysis [11]showed no such dependence at alland are
consistentwith zero.Both thelack ofthestrong p? dependence oftheasym m etry and its
very sm allm agnitudein the centralregion arein agreem entwith the Collinse�ect.

In the previous version ofthis paper [27]we were able to obtain the strong p? de-
pendence ofthe asym m etry athigh xF butitwasonly due to the factthatwe neglected
the quark scattering and assum ed only the exponentially falling intrinsic q? distribution
ofthe leading quark,sim ilarto the h? distribution in the fragm entation. In the present
approach,the q? distribution (5.2) in quark scattering is m uch atter than the h? dis-
tribution (4.4). Thus,at high p? the contribution ofthe transverse m om entum ofthe
fragm entation (which determ ines the asym m etry)to the totalp? saturates. Thism akes
the asym m etriesriseatratherlow p? and then atten athigherp? .

W e checked,by forcing � in (4.5)to be 0,thatthe strong enough Collinse�ect(sat-
isfying theinequalities(3.6)and (3.7))can accountforthem agnitudeoftheexperim ental
asym m etriesofFig.5a.Nevertheless,� = 0 (100% spin-k? correlation in string breaking
independentofk? )isnotthinkable.Itdoesnotchangethep? dependenceeither;so large
Collinse�ectleadsto strong overestim ation ofthe lower-p? data.

As regards the region where both xF and p? are low (sm allxF points ofFig.5b),
the calculated asym m etry can be slightly overestim ated. Atso low p? and rather sm all
xF ,the pions produced in the decay ofthe second string,spanned by the diquark,can
contribute signi�cantly and wash outtheasym m etry.

The asym m etry of�0 isa com bination ofthe �+ and �� ones:

A N (�
0)=

�(�+ )A N (�+ )+ �(�� )A N (�� )

�(�+ )+ �(�� )
: (5:8)

Thisrelation followsfrom theisospin sym m etry forisoscalartargets.Fortheproton target
it holds provided that the isospin correlations are ofshort range in rapidity;this is the
case in the m ultiparticle production. Nevertheless,we show in Fig.6 the com parison of
ourresultsto the E704 data [7,8]on �0 production in pp and �pp collisions. Here there is
no discrepancy between the m odeland the data. Note thatourm odelpredictsthe sam e
asym m etry forthe proton and theantiproton beam s.

Forcom pletenessweshow in Fig.7 theearlierdata m easured with 13.3 and 18.5 G eV
polarized protons[9]. Here the agreem entofthe m odeland the data isalso good. Only
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the asym m etry of�� calculated in the m odeltend to overestim ate the data,particularly
atlow xF .However,the�� data hasbeen m easured atvery low p? and thecontribution
ofthe diquark fragm entation can benotnegligiblealso here.

Finally,in Fig.8 weshow thepredictionsofthem odelfortheasym m etry ofcharged
kaons.Sincein thism odeltheasym m etry isa purely leading e�ect,theasym m etry ofK �

vanishes.M easuring thisasym m etry and itsxF dependencewould provideinform ation on
whether and to what extent the asym m etry is lim ited to the leading particle. From the
pointofview ofourm odel,thenonvanishing asym m etry ofK � would bean indication of
the Collinse�ectin higher-rank hadrons.

The asym m etry ofK + ispredicted to besim ilarto thatofthepositivepions.

6. D iscussion and conclusions

To sum m arize,wehavecalculated thesingletransversespin asym m etry in high-energy pp
collisionsin a sim plem odelinvolving the Collinse�ect(asym m etry arising atthe levelof
fragm entation ofa quark into hadrons). W e param etrized the Collinse�ectby the Lund
m echanism ofpolarization in the coloured string m odel.

W e gotqualitativeagreem entwith thedata when we assum ed that:
a) Thetransversepolarization oftheu and d quarksin thetransversely polarized proton

areclosetounitybutoftheoppositesign (~Pu = ~Pproton,~Pd = � ~Pproton)atm om entum
fraction x closeto 1.

b) Thedependenceofthequark transversity (orpolarization)on them om entum fraction
x iscloseto beproportionalto x2.

However,theCollinse�ectcannotexplain thevery strongp? dependenceoftheE704data.
Som e additionalm echanism ofthe asym m etry would be needed in order to account for
the E704 data forcharged pionsatp? > 0:7G eV.Apartofthisset,ourm odelgivesgood
agreem ent with the data. Presently,we do not�nd any m echanism which could rem ove
the abovediscrepancy.

The quark transversitieswe inferred atlargex:

� ? u(x)

u(x)
� �

� ? d(x)

d(x)
! 1 (forx ! 1) (6:1)

are,in fact,notunreasonably large.Considera covariantm odelofthe baryon consisting
ofa quark and a bound spectatordiquark [16,28];then

q" (x)=
x

16�2

Z q
2

m

� 1

dq
2

�
g(q2)

q2 � m 2
q

� 2 X

diquark polarization

j�u(q")V u(p ")j2 (6:2)

whereg(q2)istheq� qq� B form factor,V = 1 fora scalardiquark,V = 5 � " fora 1+

diquark ofpolarization "� and

q
2
m = xm

2
B �

x

1� x
m

2
qq : (6:3)
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Form ula (6.2)issim ilarto the covariantW eizs�acker{W illiam sform ula,butfora \spin 1

2

cloud").Independently ofg(q2),thism odelpredictsthe following behaviouratx ! 1:
- fora1+ spectatordiquark,helicity isfully transm itted (� L q(x)=q(x)! 1),transver-
sity isfully reversed (� ? q(x)=q(x)! �1 ).In particular,Pd(x)! �1.

- for a 0+ diquark,� ? q(x) and q+ (x) coincide and,for g(q2) decreasing faster than
q� 2,they exceed 2

3
q(x)asx ! 1

Thus,a dom inance ofthe scalarspectatorforthe u quark and the pseudo-vectorone for
the d atx � 1 could lead to the largeopposite transversitiesasin (6.1).

The conclusion b),related to the xF dependence,is m odel-dependent and does not
need tobeconsidered asa�rm prediction.Oneneedsagood param etrization oftheCollins
e�ectbeforeonecan deducethex dependenceofthequark transversity.Ourparam etriza-
tion is an approxim ation which should work only at reasonably high values ofxF . W e
took into account the Collins e�ect only for the �rst-rank (leading)hadrons,wherefrom
A / z in (3.2).In the string m odel,the second-rank hadronshave the asym m etry ofthe
oppositesign ascom pared to the�rst-rank ones.M oregenerally,thesubsequentranksare
asym m etric in the opposite way to each other(asrequired also by localcom pensation of
transverse m om entum ).Thisshould cause a fasterdecrease ofA atlowerz values,where
the higher-rank hadronsare m ore im portant. Unfortunatly thisfeature wasnotpossible
to includein oursim plesem i-analyticalcalculation,sincetheyieldsofrank-2 (and higher)
hadrons do not have sim ple analyticalform s. Assum ing �x � �z �

p
xF ,a steeper A (for

instance / z2)would have to becom pensated by a atterP q(x)(forinstance / x).
The contribution ofvectorm esonsalso should reduce A atlowerz.M oreover,ithas

been shown that the vector m eson can also have a tensor polarization [29]which would
result in the Collins e�ect for the decay products. W e did not include this possibility.
Another m echanism ofasym m etry can be the interference between directand resonance
production [30].

Them ain conclusion ofthispaperisthatthesinglespin asym m etry m ay bethe�rst
experim entalindication fortheexistenceoftheCollinse�ect.A m oredetailed experim ent
would beusefulto selectbetween thisand alternativeexplanations.Besidesitstheoretical
interest,theCollinse�ectm ay bethem oste�cient"quark polarim eter" necessary forthe
m easurem ents ofthe transversity distributionsin the nucleons [5,31]. W e hope thatthis
e�ect willsoon be tested directly,for instance in the azim uthalcorrelation oftwo pion
pairsfrom oppositequark jetsin e+ e� annihilation.
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Figure captions

Fig.1 Inclusive pion production.Two events(a)and (b),sym m etricwith respectto the ŷẑ
plane,are represented. W ithoutpolarization,they would have the sam e probability.
In the polarized case,the Collins e�ect favours the case (a). The arrows labelled
qi represent the m om enta ofthe quarks in the subprocess. The spins are denoted
by the arch-like arrows.The Collinse�ectactsatthe laststage,where the quark qc
fragm entsintothepion carryingm om entum ~p.h? isthepion’stransversem om entum
with respectto the quark qc.

Fig.2 Production oftheleading pion in a string spanned by thetransversely spinning quark
q0.

Fig.3 Inclusive cross-section forproduction of�+ and �� plotted versus xF and p2
?
. The

360G eV data com e from [21]and the 400G eV data from [20].The dashed curve cor-
responding to �+ and thesolid onecorresponding to�� show theresultsofEq.(4.11)
togetherwith (5.1)and (5.2).

Fig.4 Longitudinalspin asym m etriesofthe proton and ofthe neutron m easured in deeply
inelastic scattering.The fullsquaresare the E143 data [24],the fullcirclesthe SM C
data [23]and theopen squaresrepresenttheE142 data [25].ThevaluesofA p

1 and A
n
1

allowed by the So�er’s inequality (5.4)ifj� ? qj=q = x2 are denoted by the hatched
area.One can see thatj� ? qj=q= x isalso allowed by the presentdata.

Fig.5 Single spin asym m etry m easured by E704 collaboration for charged pions at 0:2 <

p? < 2:0G eV [6].The curvesare ourm odelresultscalculated with quark transverse
polarizations� ? u=u = �� ? d=d = x2 and � = 1.

Fig.6 The asym m etry of�0’sproduced in pp and �pp collisionsm easured by the E704 col-
laboration [7,8].The curve isourm odelprediction.

Fig.7 Thesinglespin asym m etriesofcharged pionsm easured with 13.3and 18.5G eV proton
beam s[9].Thedashed linesarethepredictionsofourm odelfor13.3G eV and thefull
onesare for18.5G eV.

Fig.8 Transverse spin asym m etry of the charged kaons as predicted by our m odel. No
asym m etry ispredicted forK � when the spin e�ectsare assum ed to actonly on the
leading hadron.
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