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Abstract

The production of high-transverse energy jets in hadron-hadron collisions is sensitive to
the presence of new contact interactions between quarks. If proton polarization were
available, the measurement of some parity violating spin asymmetries in one-jet produc-
tion at large transverse energy would complement the usual search for deviations from
the expected QCD cross section. In the same time, a unique information on the chirality
structure of the new interaction could be obtained. In this context, we compare the po-
tentialities of various pp and pp colliders that are planned or have been proposed, with
the additional requirement of beam polarization.
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As is well known, the presence of a quark substructure can appear in hadronic collisions
as an enhancement of the one-jet inclusive cross section at high transverse energy E7.
Following Eichten et al. [[] this effect is conventionally parametrized in terms of a color
singlet and isoscalar contact term under the form :
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where WU is a quark doublet, € is a sign and 7 can take the values £1 or 0. ¢ is a new
strong coupling constant usually normalized to g? = 47 and A is the compositeness scale.
We assume here that only quarks are composite, gauge bosons remaining elementary, and
also that A is much greater than the accessible subprocess energy.

Such an enhancement has been intensively searched for, in particular at pp colliders
Bl]. Recently, the CDF collaboration at the Fermilab Tevatron has reported an excess
of jets at large Ep with respect to the QCD prediction [J]. This would correspond to a
compositeness scale A =~ 1.6 TeV. Although these anomalies have to be confirmed, they
have triggered various speculations about the possible presence of new physics effects
which could be within the reach of forthcoming experiments [fi].

This paper is motivated by the following arguments.

As long as n # 0 the effective interaction eq.([ll) violates parity and this peculiarity
should be exploited, in particular because parity violating effects are strictly absent in
QCD. We have found recently [{] that, provided high-intensity polarized proton beams p
were available, the measurement of some parity violating (PV) spin asymmetries in one-jet
inclusive production could contribute significantly to the search for compositeness. Our
study was performed in the context of the Brookhaven Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider
(RHIC) : this machine will be used within a few years by the RHIC Spin Collaboration
(RSC) as a polarized pp collider [f, [, at a center of mass energy /s = 500 GeV and
with a high luminosity £ = 2.10%2 em~2.57!. With these figures and a degree of beam
polarization P = 0.7 for each beam, spin asymmetries as small as 1% should be measurable
in a few months of running.

The technical progresses in the acceleration and storage of polarized proton beams have
been impressive. They should make the same kind of measurements feasible at machines
with higher energy, at a cost remaining a small fraction of the cost of the collider itself
[B]. Various aspects of spin physics at such facilities have been already explored in details
(see [B, P, [d] and references therein).

Our goal is to compare the discovery potential and the “analyzing power“ of some
future hadronic colliders with at least one polarized proton beam. We will consider
the RHIC collider (v/s = 0.5 TeV), the pp Tevatron (y/s = 2 TeV), the upgraded Di-
Tevatron (y/s = 4 TeV) in the pp or pp mode, and the CERN LHC (/s = 14 TeV), with
various possibilities for the integrated luminosity in each case. Then, we will focus on the
maximum value of the quark compositeness scale A which can be probed when parity is
maximally violated (7 = +1) in the effective contact interaction eq.([l]).

For an inclusive process like H, H, — c¢ + X, where c is either a jet or a well-
defined particle, one can define a single-helicity PV asymmetry A (sometimes called the
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“left-right “ asymmetry) if only one initial hadron, say hadron H,, is polarized :

doa—yp — doa(4y

Ay = (2)

dU a(—)b T do, a(4)b
where the signs + refer to the helicities of the colliding hadrons. This quantity Ay, is the
only relevant one in case of p'p collisions since there is no known way to get intense and
highly energetic polarized antiproton beams. When both proton beams can be polarized
(this is the case at RHIC), one defines a double helicity PV asymmetry :

dog(— b dO’ +)b
APV — ZZa()b(0) a(+)b(+) 3
LL d(fa(_) -+ dO’a(+ (+) ( )

From now, doa(n,)s(n,) Will mean the cross section in a given helicity configuration (hay hp),
for the production of a single jet at a given transverse energy Fr and pseudorapidity 7 :
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In the following, we choose to integrate do over a pseudorapidity interval An = 1 centered
at 7 = 0, and over an Er bin which corresponds to a jet energy resolution of 10% [@].

Any helicity dependent hadronic cross section is obtained by convoluting appropriately
the subprocess cross sections d&;\jl”\z /dt , which depend upon the parton helicities Ay
and A, with the polarized quark and/or antiquark distributions evaluated at some scale
Q? qi+(z,Q%) and gz (z,Q?) (explicit formulas can be found in [f, [T, [[1]). Here, g
means the distribution of the polarized quark of flavor ¢ having its helicity parallel (+) or
antiparallel (-) to the parent hadron helicity. The chosen Q? value is Q* = EZ, we have
checked that changing this choice has no visible influence on our results. In the following
§, t and @ denote the usual Mandelstam variables for the subprocess i, j, — k + [ and
are given, at zero rapidity, by :

§=1x,ap5, t=—x,27p8/2, U= —mzrp5/2 (5)

with zp = 2E7/4/s.
Concerning the subprocess cross sections we follow the notations of [[1] where :

dA>\1,>\2
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T )‘1’& (1, 7) denoting the matrix element squared with « boson and f boson exchanges, or
Wlth one exchange process replaced by a contact interaction. These terms will be evaluated
at leading order. Note that one-loop QCD corrections for inclusive jet production in
composite modelshave been recently estimated [[2]. QCD being helicity conserving in the
limit of massless quarks, one does not expect a agmﬁcant influence of such corrections on
the spin asymmetries.



QCD being also parity conserving, only the direct Contact term Tr or, the one-gluon
exchange-Contact interference term T, cr and the terms involving Electroweak (EW)
gauge bosons exchanges are involved in the calculations of the numerators of Ay and AYY .
Of course, when evaluating the denominators in eqs.(f]), and (f) -that is the unpolarized
cross section which is QCD dominated- all the terms, involving quarks, antiquarks and
also gluons, have to be included.

The terms involving Contact amplitudes have the following expressions [[L{] :

- For identical quarks ¢;q; — ¢;q; :
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the crossed process ¢;3; — ¢;q; is obtained by changing § — 4 and Ay — —\,. In case of
scattering of identical antiquarks, change Aj, Ay into —A1, =X, in eq.([).

- For quarks of different flavors qiq; — qiq; (i # 7) = Towgr(i,7) = (3/8) Tow (i, 1),
with the same changes as above for the crossed processes ¢;q; — ¢;q; as well as for
¢:q;i — q;q;- For antiquarks ¢;q; — ¢;G;, change A, Ay into —A;, =\, in the first expression.

Due to color conservation rules, the interference between the one-gluon exchange am-
plitude and the Contact term amplitude occurs only for identical quarks (identical anti-
quarks), therefore for ¢;q; — ¢;q; :
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with the change A, Ay into —Ay, =Xy for ¢;q; — g or § — u and Ay — —X\y for
¢:3i — ¢;G;- Note that ¢ and @ being negative, e = —1 (+1) corresponds to constructive
(destructive) interference [I.

We have checked that the influence of the interference between EW and CT amplitudes
is quite weak (the expressions for the dominant terms can be found in [{]). We will call
generically ASM the PV asymmetry (A or AYY ) which is expected in the Standard
Model as due to EW boson exchanges and also to QCD-EW interference. These standard
PV asymmetries have been studied for a long time [[3, [4] and the correct expressions
for the helicity dependent amplitudes can be found in [[I]. In any case, ASM remains
small although it increases in magnitude with Er at a fixed /s value [[5]. This is due
to the increasing importance of quark-quark scattering relatively to other terms involving
gluons. The non-standard asymmetries exhibit the same behavior. For illustration we give
in Table 1 the values obtained for ASM in various collider configurations for a value of x7 ~
1/3, which is relevant for our study. In this table, ASM is given in the first column with
a “theoretical“ error which corresponds to our estimate of the present uncertainties due
to the imperfect knowledge of the polarized quark and antiquark distributions. For this
purpose we have used some recent sets of distributions (GS95 [I6], GS96 [[7], GRV [L§] and
BS [[J]) which fit all the available data from polarized deep-inelastic experiments. Note
that, since real gluons are not involved in the process we consider, our estimates are not



plagued by the uncertainties associated to the imperfect knowledge of the polarized gluon
distributions AG(z,@%). On the other hand, the statistical error AA for an integrated
luminosity L; is given by (for AYY ) :

A~ LD 1 (9)
PV L /Nt + N7

evts evts

where the number of events N;;;(__) corresponds to L;/4. When the measurement of

Ay, is concerned one has : AA(Ap ) ~ 25 AA(A7] ). In general, A7} is larger than A, in
the same kinematical conditions, for a statistical error which is comparable. Therefore, it
is better to retain the former when its measurement is feasible.

Of course, in a given hadronic configuration (pp or pp), when /s increases at fixed
x7, a greater luminosity is needed to get the same number of events, and therefore the
same value for AA.

Concerning ASM (= A ) in pp collisions, it is dominated by ¢g annihilation and
its magnitude is very small. This is due, first, to the crossing symmetry : annihilation
terms contribute much less than scattering terms to the numerator of Ay ; second, to
the important cancellation which occurs between the QCD-EW interference terms (7,
or T,w) on the one hand, and the pure EW terms which are relevant to the particular
process (Tww, Tzz, T,z) on the other hand [[T].

Turning now to the search for non-standard effects, we give in Fig. 1. the 95% con-
fidence level limits on the compositeness scale A which could be obtained at the future
colliders we consider. We compare the limits obtained from measurements of the unpo-
larized one-jet cross-section alone and from the measurement of the PV spin asymmetry
Ap or ALY in the same channel. The strategies which have been followed are based on a
x? analysis, they are described below :

- Cross sections :
Using GRV distributions, we have compared do(QCD+EW+CT) to the standard QCD-
dominated cross section. To calculate the x?, we have added in quadrature a systematic
uncertainty of 50% to the statistical uncertainty [J]. As noticed by CDF [P], this kind of

Collider ASM (%) | AA (%)
RHIC (pp), L1 = 0.8fb ! 1.36£0.6 0.7
Tevatron (pp), Ly = 1fb 1 | —033+£0.12 | 2.6

Di-Tevatron (pp), L1 = 10fb 1 | —0.34£0.13 | 2.0
Di-Tevatron (pp), L1 = 10fb~1 | 3.11 £ 1.11 3.0
LHC (pp), L1 = 10075 103+1.0 6.8

Table 1: Standard ASM (ALY for pp, A, for pp) for z7 ~ 1/3, at various colliders with
integrated luminosity L; along with the statistical error AA on ASM.



analysis is dominated by the upper part of the Ep spectrum. As a check, we recover the
published CDF limit, A = 1.4 TeV, obtained with a data sample of 4.2 pb~'[B]. Using
some other (unpolarized) quark distributions which are currently in use yields the same
results.
- Asymmetries :

In this case, the strategy is different since a reasonable number of events is necessary for
measuring an asymmetry.  Therefore, the analysis is dominated by the region
xr ~ 0.25 — 0.4. On the other hand, in an asymmetry which is a ratio of cross sec-
tions, certain systematic errors such as detector efficiencies and absolute luminosities
cancel [[]. We have been conservative, choosing (6A4/A)syst = 20%. We have also chosen
a set of polarized distributions (GRV) in which the quarks carry a small fraction of the
proton spin, at a variance with e.g. the BS distributions. The magnitude of the spin
asymmetries are then reduced and the bounds we give on A are conservative. It has also
to be kept in mind that our knowledge about the polarized partonic distributions will
improve drastically in the future, thanks to the HERMES experiment at HERA [P] and,
especially, thanks to the RSC program itself (see e.g. [, [1]).

One can see from Fig.1 that measuring the PV spin asymmetry gives in general much
better discovery limits for the compositeness scale than the measurement of the unpo-
larized cross section. This behaviour is independent of the left-handed or right-handed
nature of the new interaction, as long as PV is maximal. The key factor turns out to
be the integrated luminosity : at a fixed c.m. energy, the spin asymmetry gives a bet-
ter sensitivity as soon as the large luminosity allows to get a big number of events with
xp > 0.3. The situation at RHIC is a particular case since the low value of 1/s yields some
bounds which are below the present CDF limit (from the measurement of o). Note that
the bounds we obtain from A} are larger by ~ 1.3 TeV than the ones we had obtained
in a simpler analysis [f].

In each case, we have made the distinction between constructive and destructive in-
terference between QCD and CT amplitudes. As already noticed in EHLQ [[], the non-
standard effect is more visible when ¢ = —1. This is true from the cross section and also
from the PV spin asymmetry. However, the respective weights of the direct Tor.or term
and the T, cr interference term vary in function of the collider (pp or pp) configuration.
As a consequence, in the pp mode, the bounds on A are more influenced by the sign of
€ when they come from the cross section measurement than from the asymmetry. The
situation is reversed in the pp mode. In any case, at a given luminosity, the Di-Tevatron
is preferred in the pp mode.

Finally, it is important to note that, if an effect is observed in jet production, the
polarized collider will not only be a tool for discovery but also for analysis since it will
provide valuable information on the chirality structure of the new interaction. More
precisely, from the way Ay or ALY deviates from the ASM value, it is easy to get the
sign of the product en, even for the largest value of A in a given collider configuration.
For instance, at RHIC for zy = 1/3 with the GRV distributions, the Standard Model
expectation is ATY (SM) = 1.3 % (with an error of 0.8 % with L; = 0.8fb71). Adding
the contact interaction with a scale A = 1.6 TeV, we obtain AYY (en=1) = — 1.2 % and
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APV (en=—1) = 3.9 %.
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and C. Vallée for useful advice about the analysis. J.M. Virey is Moniteur CIES and
allocataire MESR. Centre de Physique Théorique is UPR 7061



References

[
[
[
[
[

[
[
[
[
[
[

[1] E. Eichten, K.Lane and M. Peskin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 811 (1983), E. Eichten, et
al., Rev. Mod. Phys. 56 (1984) 579.

2] F. Abe et al.(CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 1104 (1992) ; Phys. Rev.
Lett. 71, 2542 (1993) ; J. Alitti et al. (UA2 Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. B400, 3
(1993).

[3] F. Abe et al. (CDF Collaboration), FNAL-Pub-96/020-E (unpublished).

[4] G. Altarelli et al., Phys. Lett. B375, 292 (1996) ; P. Chiappetta et al., Phys. Rev.
D54, 789 (1996). We refer the reader to the recent literature for the numerous studies
which have been performed on this subject since these two pioneering papers.

[5] P. Taxil and J.M. Virey Phys. Lett. B364, 181 (1995).

[6) RHIC Spin Collaboration (RSC), Letter of intent, April 1991 and RSC
(STAR/PHENIX) letter of intent update, August 1992 BNL Reports (unpublished).

[7] G. Bunce et al. (RHIC Spin Collaboration), Polarized protons at RHIC, Particle
World, 3, 1 (1992).

[8] Polarized Collider Workshop, J. Collins, S.F. Heppelmann and R.W. Robinett eds,
AIP Conf. Proceedings 223, AIP, New York, 1990.

9] C. Bourrely, J. Soffer, F.M. Renard and P. Taxil, Phys. Reports, 177, 319 (1989).
10] P.Taxil, Riv. Nuovo Cimento, Vol. 16, No. 11 (1993).

]
|
11] C. Bourrely, J.Ph. Guillet and J. Soffer, Nucl. Phys. B361, 72 (1991).
12] T. Lee, FNAL-Pub-96/117-T (unpublished).

|

13] M. Abud, R. Gatto and C.A. Savoy, Ann. Phys. (NY) 122, 219 (1979) ; U. Baur,
E.W.N. Glover and A.D. Martin, Phys. Lett. B232, 519 (1989).

14] F.E. Paige, T.L. Trueman and T.N. Tudron, Phys. Rev. D19, 935 (1979) ; J. Ranft
and G. Ranft, Nucl. Phys. B165, 395 (1980).

15] M. Tannenbaum, in Polarized Collider Workshop, ref. [8], p. 201.

16] T. Gehrmann and W.J. Stirling, Zeit. f. Phys. C65, 461 (1995).

17] T. Gehrmann and W.J. Stirling, Phys. Rev. D53, 6100 (1996).

18] M. Gluck, E. Reya and W. Vogelsang, Phys. Lett. B359, 201 (1995).

19] C. Bourrely, and J. Soffer, Nucl. Phys. B445, 341 (1995).

20] HERMES collaboration, DESY-PRC 93/06, Hamburg 1993 (unpublished).



Figure captions

Fig. 1 95% C.L. discovery limits for the compositeness scale A at future hadronic colliders
with polarization, in case of constructive (e = —1) or destructive (¢ = +1) interference
between the QCD and the non-standard amplitudes. The x? analysis is based on the
unpolarized one-jet cross section or independently on the PV spin asymmetry ALY (Ap in
case of pp collisions). These limits are independent of the sign of the parameter n (n = +1).
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