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Abstract

W e com pute the helicity density m atrix of� vectorm esonsproduced in the

two-body decaysofpolarized �c2’sin thefram ework ofm asslessperturbative

Q CD.The �c2’s are either exclusively or inclusively produced in p�p or pp

interactions,via quark-antiquark annihilation or gluon fusion. O ur results

show unam biguous signi�cant di�erences depending on the choice ofthe �

distribution am plitudesand allow to discrim inatebetween di�erentproposed

m odels.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thegeneraltheoreticalfram ework forthedescription ofhigh energy exclusiveprocesses

within perturbativeQCD hasbeen widely discussed in theliterature[1]and,although ithas

notyetreached thesam e levelofreliability and variety ofapplicationsasthe factorization

theorem fortheinclusiveinteractions,isexpected towork atlargem om entum transfersand

indeed severalsuccessfulcalculationshavebeen perform ed so farin som esim plecases[1,2].

The num ericalresults depend strongly on the internalstructure ofthe hadrons involved

which,in the exclusive cases,are described by the hadron wave functions or distribution

am plitudes,analogoustothedistribution functionsoftheinclusivecase.PerturbativeQCD

�xes the asym ptotic form ofthese am plitudes at Q 2 ! 1 and their generalevolution,

butin any realisticcalculation they haveto betaken asphenom enologicalquantities,to be

experim entally determ ined viaasetofphysicalinform ation and then used in otherprocesses.

Thisprocedure hasled to the success ofsom e distribution am plitudesm otivated by QCD

sum rules[2{5].

Som ecriticism hasbeen advanced tothevalidityofthewholeschem e,on theground that

itnecessarily involves a contribution from softnon perturbative regions[6];such criticism

hasbeen answered by noticingthatthesesoftcontributionsaresuppressed by Sudakov form

factors[7].W hilethisgivesa betterunderstanding and credibility to thetheoreticalm odel

itweakens the agreem ent between theoreticalcom putations,based on the QCD sum rule

distribution am plitudes[2],and experim ent;in factthese distribution am plitudesenhance

the contribution ofthe soft end point regions,which are now known to be depressed by

the Sudakov form factors. M oreover,som e lattice estim ates [8,9]and further theoretical

considerations[10,11]havesuggested di�erentshapesforthedistribution am plitudes,closer

to theasym ptoticones;thesituation isthen lessclearand betterphenom enologicalstudies

have to be perform ed in orderto im prove ourknowledge ofthe propertiesofthe hadrons

and to reach thepossibility ofm aking genuinepredictions.

W e consider here the �c2 ! � � decay process ofpolarized charm onium states created

in pp or p�p interactions and show how the observation ofthe polarization ofthe vector

m eson,via a m easurem entofitsdiagonalhelicity density m atrix elem ents,neatly depends

on the� distribution am plitudesand helpsin discrim inatingbetween di�erentkindsofthese

quantities.

The sam e process has already been studied,with di�erent purposes,in two previous

papers[12,13],�rstin the exclusive channelp�p ! �c2 ! � � [12]and then in the inclusive

one pp ! �c2 + X ! � � + X [13]. The goalthere wasthatofassessing the signi�cance

ofhighertwistm asse�ects,ratherthan thatofdiscussing the roleofdi�erentdistribution

am plitudes:actually,itturned outthat,independently ofthechosen m eson wavefunctions,

only m asse�ectscould giveorigin to non zero o�-diagonalhelicity density m atrix elem ents,

�1;�1 (�)or�1;0(�). Any non zero m easurem ent ofeven a single one ofthese non diagonal

elem ents,signaling theviolation ofthehelicity conservation rule,would beaclearsignature

ofm asscorrections.

Here we com pute,within m asslessperturbative QCD,the diagonalelem ent�1;1(�)and

study itsdependenceon thedistribution am plitudes,’(x);to besafefrom m asscorrections

we exploitthe resultsofRefs.[12]and [13]and only considerkinem aticalregionsin which

such correctionsareknown to besm all.Thevariationsresulting from thechoiceofdi�erent
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distribution am plitudes cannot then be ascribed to other reasons. In the next Section

we briey recallthe com putations ofRefs.[12]and [13]and show analyticalexpressions

which arenum erically evaluated in Section 3,which containsourresultsand wherewealso

give som e conclusive com m ents. W e im prove on the com putations ofRefs.[12]and [13]

by explicitly introducing the Q 2 evolution ofthe distribution am plitudes and the strong

coupling constant�s.

II.C O M P U TAT IO N A N D M EA SU R EM EN T O F T H E � H ELIC IT Y D EN SIT Y

M AT R IX

Thefullprocessesweareconsidering areeithertheexclusive,

p�p! �c2 ! � � ; (1)

ortheinclusive,

pp! �c2 + X ! � � + X ; (2)

production ofa pairof� vectorm esonswith thesubsequentdecay

� ! � � ; (3)

and the quantity experim entally observed is the angular distribution ofeither one ofthe

pionsin thehelicity restfram eofthedecaying � [14].In theinclusivecase(2)thetwoinitial

particlesneed notbeprotonsand m ightbeotherhadrons.

Thepion angulardistribution dependson thespin stateofthe� via theelem entsofits

helicity density m atrix ��;�0(�),

W (�;�)=
3

4�
[�0;0cos

2�+ (� 1;1 � �1;�1 )sin
2�cos2�

+ (�1;1 + �1;�1 )sin
2�sin 2�

�
p
2(Re�1;0)sin2�cos�]; (4)

where � and � are,respectively,the polarand azim uthalanglesofthe pion asitem erges

from thedecay ofthe�,in the� helicity restfram e.By integrating Eq.(4)over� or� one

hasrespectively thepolarand azim uthaldistributions

W (�)=
3

2
[�0;0 + (�1;1 � �0;0)sin

2�]; (5)

W (�)=
1

2�
[1� 2�1;�1 + 4�1;�1 sin

2�]: (6)

M easurem entsoftheaboveangulardistributionsyield directinform ation on ��;�0(�).

On the otherhand,the vectorm eson helicity density m atrix �(�)can be com puted in

perturbativeQCD [1,2]:

��;�0(�;�;�)=
1

N

X

�;M ;M 0

A �;�;M A
�

�0;�;M 0 �̂M ;M 0(�c2) (7)
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whereN isthenorm alization factorsuch thatTr[� ]= 1,

N (�;�)=
X

�;�;M ;M 0

A �;�;M (�;�)A
�

�;�;M 0(�;�)�̂M ;M 0: (8)

TheA �;�;M (�;�)’sarethehelicity am plitudesforthedecay ofa �c2 atrest,with spin third

com ponentJz = M ,into two � vectorm esonsatangles�;� and � � �;� + � and helicities

� and � respectively,�c2(Jz = M )! �(�)�(�);�̂M ;M 0(�c2)isthespin density m atrix ofthe

decaying charm onium state.

Explicit expressions ofthe helicity decay am plitudes A �;�;M can be found in Ref.[12],

com puted within perturbativeQCD in thegeneralcasein which (constituent)quark m asses

aretaken into account;them asslesscase,which weconsiderhereasexplained in theIntro-

duction,is sim ply obtained by setting � = 0 in the expressions ofRef.[12]. These decay

am plitudescontain the� distribution am plitudes,’(x).

In orderto com pute the � density m atrix via Eqs. (7)and (8)we stillhave to specify

the spin state ofthe �c2;to do so we treat separately the exclusive (1) and inclusive (2)

production processes. The charm onium state is produced in the exclusive p�p channelvia

quark-antiquark annihilations and the helicity conservation rule ofm assless perturbative

QCD entails[12]:

�̂
ex
M ;M 0 = 0 M 6= M

0

�̂
ex
0;0 = �̂

ex
2;2 = �̂

ex
�2;�2 = 0 (9)

�̂
ex
1;1 = �̂

ex
�1;�1 = 1=2:

In the inclusive channel(2)the �c2 is produced dom inantly via two gluon fusion and,

assum ing a non relativisticwavefunction forthecharm onium state,one�nds[13]:

�̂
in
M ;M 0 = 0 M 6= M

0

�̂
in
0;0 = �̂

in
1;1 = �̂

in
�1;�1 = 0 (10)

�̂
in
2;2 = �̂

in
�2;�2 = 1=2:

By exploiting Eqs. (7)-(10) and the analyticalresults ofRef.[12]one derives for the

helicity density m atrix ofthe� m eson,produced eithervia theexclusive process(1)orthe

inclusive one(2):

��;�0 = 0 � 6= �
0

�0;0 = 1� 2�1;1 (11)

�1;1 = ��1;�1 =
1

2

1

1+ 3
j~A 0;0j

2

j~A 1;�1 j
2
F(�)

where the reduced am plitudes ~A �;�0 are given in Eqs. (2.10,11)and (2.14,15)ofRef.[12]

and do notdepend on the � production angles� and �,butdo depend on thedistribution

am plitudes. Eq. (11)hasthe sam e form both forexclusive and inclusive production of�,

butthedependence on theproduction angle� isdi�erentin thetwo cases
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F
ex(�)=

cos2�

1+ cos2�
(12)

F
in(�)=

sin4�

1+ 6cos2� + cos4�
: (13)

Eq. (11)showsthatin m assless perturbative QCD only the diagonalelem ents of�(�)

survive and theirvalues,which depend on the � distribution am plitudes,willbe discussed

in the next Section;Eq. (11) also im plies that the azim uthalangular distribution (6) of

thepionsem itted by the� vectorm eson isat,W (�)= 1=(2�),whereasthepolarone(5)

dependson �1;1 (or�0;0)and can berewritten as

W (�)=
3

2
[�1;1 + (1� 3�1;1)cos

2�] (14)

=
3

4
[2�0;0 + (1� 3�0;0)sin

2�]: (15)

III.N U M ER IC A L EVA LU AT IO N O F �1;1 A N D D EP EN D EN C E O N T H E

D IST R IB U T IO N A M P LIT U D ES

W e report here for convenience from Ref.[12]the explicit expression ofj~A 0;0j=j
~A 1;�1 j

which,togetherwith theF(�)functionsgiven in Eqs.(12)and (13),entersthecom putation

ofthehelicity density m atrix �1;1 according to Eq.(11):

j~A 0;0j

j~A 1;�1 j
=

1
p
6

 
fL

fT

! 2
jI0;0j

jI1;�1 j
(16)

where

I1;�1 = �
1

32

Z
1

0

dxdy’T(x;~Q
2

x)’T(y;
~Q 2

y)

�
�s[xyM

2
�]�s[(1� x)(1� y)M 2

�]

xy(1� x)(1� y)(2xy� x� y)
(17)

I0;0 = �
1

32

Z
1

0

dxdy’L(x;~Q
2

x)’L(y;
~Q 2

y)

�
�s[xyM

2
�]�s[(1� x)(1� y)M 2

�]

xy(1� x)(1� y)(2xy� x� y)

�

"

1+
(x� y)2

2xy� x � y

#

: (18)

In theaboveequationsM � isthe�c2 m ass, ~Q z = m in(z;1� z)Q [15]and ’L;’T arethe

� distribution am plitudeswhich,following Refs.[1,2],arein generalassum ed to bedi�erent

forlongitudinally (L;� = 0)ortransversely (T;� = �1)polarized vectorm esons;fL and fT
arethecorresponding decay constants.
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To test the dependence ofthe num ericalvalues of�1;1 on the distribution am plitudes

we have perform ed the com putations ofthe integrals (17) and (18) choosing two typical

di�erentsetsof’ L and ’T,i.e.thesym m etric distribution am plitudes

’L(x)= ’T(x)= 6x(1� x) (19)

and theQCD sum ruleones[2]

’L(x;~Q
2

x) = 6x(1� x)

�

(

1+
1

5
C
3=2

2 (2x� 1)

"
�s(~Q

2
x)

�s(�
2
L)

#2=3)

(20)

’T(x;~Q
2

x) = 6x(1� x)

( "
�s(~Q

2
x)

�s(�
2
T)

#4=25

�
1

6
C
3=2

2 (2x � 1)

"
�s(~Q

2
x)

�s(�
2
T)

#52=75)

(21)

where �2L = 0:5 (GeV/c)2,�2T = 0:25 (GeV/c)2 [2],and C(z)denotesGegenbauerpolyno-

m ials.In both caseswehavefL = fT.

The lattersetincludesexplicitly the QCD Q 2 evolution ofthe distribution am plitudes

[1,16]and thestrong coupling constanthasa sm ooth lim ited sm allQ 2 behaviour[17]

�s(Q
2)=

12�

25 ln
h

(Q 2 + 4m 2
g)=�

2

i (22)

with m g = 0:5 GeV/c and � = 0:2 GeV/c. The e�ective gluon m ass m g,which avoids

enhancem entsinthesoftendpointregions,m odelsinaconvenientwaythee�ectsofSudakov

form factors[7].

Notice thatEqs. (20)and (21),although they im ply the usualasym ptotic (Q 2 ! 1 )

behaviour[1]

’T(x;Q
2)= ’L(x;Q

2)

"
�s(Q

2)

�s(�
2
T)

#4=25

; (23)

lead,atthe m oderate Q 2 valuesinvolved in the processesconsidered here,to longitudinal

and transverse distribution am plitudes which strongly di�er in their x dependences; this

featurestrongly a�ectsthenum ericalresults.

The set(19),on the contrary,hasthe sam e x dependence both for’L and ’T and no

Q 2 evolution;the sam e x dependence is the dom inant feature and we have checked that

by adding to ’T a Q 2 dependent factorin agreem entwith Eq. (23)the num ericalresults

forthe helicity density m atrix do notchange signi�cantly. Thisisthe reason why we have

only considered thetwo choicesof’L and ’T given above:they arerepresentativeofwhole

classesofdistribution am plitudes.

In Figs.1 and 2 we show the resulting valuesof�1;1(�)asa function ofthe production

angle� forthetwochoicesofthedistribution am plitudes(19)and (20,21)and,respectively,
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fortheexclusiveandinclusiveproductionprocesses.Inbothcasesthetwosetsofdistribution

am plitudeslead toclearly di�erentresults.Noticethat�1;1(�)issym m etricaround � = �=2,

seeEqs.(12)and (13).

Thevaluesof�1;1 �x theshapeofthepolarangledistribution (14)ofthepion resulting

from the � decay, which is shown in Figs. 3 and 4, respectively for � vector particles

produced at� = 50� in theexclusive caseand � = 90� in theinclusiveone.W ehavechosen

such angles because in these kinem aticalregions the m ass corrections are negligible and

cannot a�ect our study ofthe distribution am plitudes;this can be seen from the results

ofRefs.[12,13](which,however,were derived with a �xed coupling constant and no Q 2

evolutionofthedistribution am plitudes)andhasalsobeenexplicitlyveri�ed withthepresent

im provem entofthecalculations.Again,thetwo choicesofdistribution am plitudes,both in

the exclusive and the inclusive channels,lead to very di�erent pion angulardistributions,

whoseobservation would allow to discrim inatebetween them .

Ourstudy showsthatdi�erentdistribution am plitudesgive di�erentresultsforthe di-

agonalelem entsofthe� vectorm eson helicity density m atrix;the�’saredecay productof

charm onium states�c2,eitherexclusively orinclusively produced.A m easurem entof�1;1 is

di�cultand m ightnotallow adetailed com parison between sim ilardistribution am plitudes,

butcertainly allowsto discrim inate sym m etric distribution am plitudes,Eq. (19),orother

distribution am plitudes with ’L � ’T,from those sim ilar to the ones inspired by QCD

sum rules,Eqs. (20,21). Even forsuch a qualitative inform ation isworth attem pting the

m easurem entsweproposehere;them oreweknow aboutsubtlehadronicpropertiesand the

m orewegain in predictivepower.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Values of�1;1(�) as a function ofthe � m eson production angle �,in the exclusive

process(1). Solid curve: sym m etric distribution am plitudes,Eq. (19);dashed curve: Q CD sum

ruledistribution am plitudes,Eqs.(20,21).

FIG .2. Values of�1;1(�) as a function ofthe � m eson production angle �,in the inclusive

process(1).Sam enotationsforthecurvesasin Fig.1.

FIG .3. Plotofthe angulardistribution,W (�),ofthe � em itted in the � decay. The � has

been produced in the exclusive channelatan angle � = 50�. Sam e notationsforthe curvesasin

Fig.1.

FIG .4. Plotofthe angulardistribution,W (�),ofthe � em itted in the � decay. The � has

been produced in the inclusive channelatan angle � = 90�. Sam e notations forthe curvesasin

Fig.1.
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