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A bstract

T he longitudinal polarisation transfer from muonsto and hyperons,D L(L ! ,has been studied in
deep Inelastic scattering o an unpolarised isoscalar target at the COM PA SS experin ent at CERN .
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areD,;, = 0:012 0047 0:024andD, , = 02249 0:056 0:049. These results are discussed 1n
the fram e of recent m odel calculations.

PACS:1360R j,1387Fh,13.88+¢,14.20.Jn
K eywords: lepton deep inelastic scattering, strange particles, polarisation, spin transfer, hyperons

0907.0388v1 [hep-ex] 2 Jul 2009

arXiv

sulm itted to the European Physical JournalC


http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.0388v1

COM PA SS C ollaboration

M .A Jekseev®?) ,V Yu.A lexakhin®),Yu.A lexandrov'®) ,G D .A lexeev®) A .Am oroso?®),A . A ustregesilo!!#8),
B .Badelkk®"),F.Balkstra’®’,J.Ball?’,J.Barth?),G .Baum *',Y .Bedfer’®) ,J.Bemhard’*’,R .Bertinf®’,

M .Bettinell”’ ,R .Birsa®®),J.B isplingho *),P.Bordalo'?*?),F .Bradam ante’®’,A .Bravar’®,A .B ressan’?’,
G .Brona’'’,E.Burth?®,M P.Bussa?®),A .Chapio?’’,M .Chiosso?®!,SU .Chung'®, A .Cicuttin?°?7),

M .Colanton¥?’,M L.Crespo?®#”),5.Dalla Torre?®,T .Dam#?’,5.Das’’,SS.Dasyupta®’,0 Yu.D enisov?’®),
L.Dhara”’,v .D #az?®?7) ,A M .D inkebach'®’,S Vv .D onskov®?! ,N .D oshita®?*),v .Duic?®’ ,W .Dunnweber'’?,
A.Efremov®), PD . Evershein®, W . Eyrich®’, M . Faesskr'”), A . Ferrero?®11), M . Finger’®), M . Fin—
ger 8 ,H .Fischer'®’,C .Franco'®),J M .Friedrich'® ,R .G arfagnin¥®’,F .G autheron!’,0 P .G avrichtchouk®’,
R .Gazda’",S.G erassin ov'®"%) R .G eyer'” ,M .G Iorgf®’,B .G cbbo?®,S.G certz**), S.G rabm uller'®’,

O A.Gragk’,A.Graso?®,B.Grube'®,R .G ushtersk?), A .Guskov®,F.Haas'®,D .von Harrach'?),

. Hasegawa'®', J. Heckm ann?), F H. Hensius'®), M . Hem ann®), R . Hem ann'*’, F. Herm ann'?’,

.He ?),F.H interberger’’ ,N .Horikawa'’*’,Ch.H oppner'®’ ,N .dH ose?®’,C . Igner'' "), 5. Ishin oto'®?),

. vanov®’, Yu. anshin®, B . ven®), T . wata®>),R . Jahn?’, P. Jashski*’, G . Jegou??’, R . Joosten®’,
.Kabu '*),D .Kang'?,B .Ketzer'®,G V .K haustov®?),Yu A .K hokhlov®?),Yu.K isselev'),F .K kein?’,

K lin aszew k1), S .K oblitz'?) ,J H .K oivuniem £,V N .K olosov??),E ¥ .K om issarov®# ),K .K ondo®?3),
.Konigsn ann'®’,R .K onopka'®), I.K onorov'®#8) vV F .K onstantinov®?),A .K orzenev'*®),A M .K otzinian®’,
K ouznetsov®?3) K .K owalk’'?*) ,M K ram er'® ,A .K ra?"’,2 ¥ .K roum chtein®’,R .K uhn'®’,F .K unne®?’,
Kurek®),0M .LeGo ?*),A A .Lednev®?,A .Lehm ann®’,S.Levorato?®’,J.Lichtenstadt®®),T .Liska’"’,

.M aggiora®®’ ,M .M aggiora®®’,A .M agnon®®’,G X .M albt'*’,A .M ann'®’,C .M archand??®’,J.M arronck?®’,
M artin?®’,J.M arzec®®,F .M assm ann®’,T .M atsuda'®’ ,A N .M axin ov®#* ), W .M eyer?’,T .M ichigam £3’,
YuV .M khailov??), M A .M omester’®, A . M utter'°?*) | A . Nagaytsev®', T . Nagel'®), J. Nassalsk!!,
S.Negrinf!,F .Nerling'?’,S.Neubert'®) ,D .Neyret?® ,V I.N &kolaenko??),A G .0 Ishevsky®) ,M .0 strick?4),
A .Padee®®, R .Panknin?’, D . Panziert?, B. Parsam yan®®’, S. Paul'®), B . Paw lukiew iczK am inska’!’,
E.Perevalova®’, G . Pesaro’®’, D V . Peshekhonov®’, G . P ragino®®’, S. P latchkov??’, J. Pochodzalla'?’,
J.Polak'??®) v A .Polyakov??),G .Pontecorvo®),J.Pretz?),C .Q uintans'®’ ,J F .Rapte!’?,S.Ram os*?!,

V .Rapatsky®), G . Reicherz?), D . Reggiani!), A . Richter’), F. Robinet?®), E . Rocco?®), E . Rondio®!?,

D I.Ryabchikov??),V D .Sam oylenko??’, A .Sandacz’),H . Santos'*#),M G .Sapozhnikov®',S.Sarkar’’,

G . Sbrizza#®', P. Schiavon®®’, C . Schilt?, L. Schm it2%*), W . Schroder’’, O Yu. Shevchenko®', H ~

W . Sibert'?), L. Siva*®’, L. Sinha’’, A N . Sissakian®’, M . Shinecka®’, G I. Sm imov®’, S. Sosio?®,
F.Sozzf®),A .Smka’) ,M .Stolarsk£!' "), M .Sulk!?,R .Sulke}?),S.Takekawa?®),S.Tessaro?®),F . Tessarotto’”’,
A.Teufel’,L G .Tkatchev®,G .Venugopal’,M .V irus’?) ,N V .V lassov®’, A . Vossen'®),Q . W eitzel'®,
R.W indm oMders’), W .W islick®!,H .W ollhy'?, K . Zaremba®?’, E . Zem lyanichkina®', M . Ziem bick 2’
J.Zhao**?% N .Zhuravlev® and A . Zvyagin'”

PR OXRXRMEOOQHA



R S B N R N

U niversitat B felefeld, Fakultat fur Physik, 33501 B ielefeld, G em any®

U niversitat B ochum , Institut fur E xperin entalphysik, 44780 B ochum , G emm any®

U niversitat Bonn, H elm holtz-Institut fur Strahlen—und K emphysik, 53115 Bonn, G em any®

U niversitat B onn, P hysikalisches Institut, 53115 Bonn, G em anyf)

Institute of Scienti ¢ Instrum ents, AS CR, 61264 B mo, C zech R epublic?’

Burdwan U niversity, Burdwan 713104, India™)

M atrivani Institute of E xperin entalR esearch & Education, Calcutta-700 030, India®

Joint Institute for Nuclear R esearch, 141980 D ubna, M oscow region, R ussia

U niversitat E rlangen {N umberg, P hysikalisches Institut, 91054 Erlangen, G em any®)

U niversitat Freiburg, P hysikalisches Institut, 79104 Freiburg, G erm any®’

CERN , 1211 G eneva 23, Sw itzerland

Technical U niversity in Liberec, 46117 Liberec, C zech R epublicd)

LIP, 1000-149 Lisbon, Portugal?

U niversitat M ainz, Institut fur K emphysik, 55099 M ainz, G erm any®’

U niversity of M iyazaki, M iyazaki889-2192, Japan®’

Lebedev Physical Institute, 119991 M oscow , R ussia

Ludw ig-M axin ilians-U niversitat M unchen, D epartm ent fur Physik, 80799 M unich, G em anyf"l)
Technische U niversitat M unchen, Physik D epartm ent, 85748 G arching, G em any™)

N agoya U niversity, 464 N agoya, Japan®’

C harles U niversity, Faculty of M athem atics and P hysics, 18000 P rague, C zech R epublic?’

C zech Technical U niversity in P rague, 16636 P rague, C zech R epublicd)

State R esearch C enter of the R ussian Federation, Institute for H igh Energy Physics, 142281 P rotvino, R ussia
CEA DAPNIA /SPhN Sacly, 91191 G ifsur-Y vette, France

TelA viv University, School of Physics and A stronom y, 69978 Tel A viv, Israel )

T rieste Section of INFN , 34127 Trieste, Ttaly

U niversity of T rieste, D epartm ent of Physics and T rieste Section of INFN , 34127 T rieste, Ttaly
Abdus Salam ICTP and Trieste Section of INFN , 34127 Trieste, Ttaly

U niversity of Turin, D epartm ent of Physics and Torino Section of INFN , 10125 Turin, Italy

Torino Section of NFN , 10125 Turin, Ttaly

U niversity of Eastern P iedm ont, 1500 A lessandria, and Torino Section of INFN , 10125 Turin, Italy
Soltan Institute for Nuclear Studies and U niversity of W arsaw , 00681 W arsaw , Poland™’

W arsaw U niversity of Technology, Institute of R adioelectronics, 00665 W arsaw , Poland®’

Y am agata U niversity, Y am agata, 992-8510 JapanX’

D eceased

A lso at IST , Universidade T ecnica de Lisboa, Lisbon, Portugal

O n leave of absence from JINR D ubna

A 1so at Chubu U niversity, K asugai, A ichi, 4878501 Japanj)

Also at KEK , 1-1 O ho, T sukuba, Ibaraki, 305-0801 Japan

Also at G SImbH ,Planckstr.1,D -64291 D am stadt, G em any

Supported by the G em an Bundesn inisterium fur B ildung und Forschung

Suppported by Czech RepublicM EY S grants M E492 and LA 242

Supported by D ST FIST II grants,G ovt. of India

Supported by the Shailabala B iswas Education Trust

Supported by the Portuguese FCT - Fundacao para a Ciéncia e Tecnologia grants POCT I/FNU /49501/2002 and
POCTI/FNU /50192/2003

Supported by theM EX T and the JSP S under the G rantsN 0.18002006,N 0.20540299 and N 0.18540281; D aiko Foundation
and Yam ada Foundation

Supported by the DFG cluster of excellence O rigin and Structure of the Universe’ (www universeclisterde)
Supported by the Israel Science Foundation, founded by the Israel A cadem y of Sciences and H um anities
Supported by M inistry of Science and H igher Education grant 41/N-CERN /2007/0

Supported by K BN grant nr 134/E-365/SPUB-M /CERN /P-03/D Z299/2000



1 Introduction

The study ofthe and  hyperon polarisation in D IS is in portant for the understanding of the
nucleon structure, the m echanisn s of hyperon production and the hyperon spin structure. In particular,
it m ay provide valuable inform ation on the unpolarised strange quark distributions s(x) and s(x) in the
nucleon. In this paper m easurem ents of the longitudinal polarisation of and  hyperons produced In
deep-inelastic scattering (D IS) of polarised muons o an unpolarised isoscalar target are presented.

In a sin ple parton m odela polarised lepton Interacts preferentially w ith a quark carrying a speci c
Spin ordentation. A frter the absorption of the hard virtual photon the rem aining system consists of the
scattered quark and the target rem nant which are both polarised. D uring the hadronisation, part of
the polarisation of the scattered quark or the target rem nant is transferred to the produced hyperon.
T herefore, the value of hyperon polarisation w ill depend on the spin dynam ics in the hadronisation
not only of the scattered quarks, but also of the target rem nant. For the kinem atic conditions of the
COM PASS experin ent the role of these e ects has been considered in [Il]. It occurs that even in the
current fragm entation region the spin transfer from the polarised target rem nant to the hyperon is
substantial. T he situation is di erent for the spin transfer to . A recent analysis [[2] show s that at
the energy of the COM PA SS experim ent the  polarisation is dom inated by the spin transfer from the
s-quarks, and hence is sensitive to the s(x) distrbution in the nucleon.

T he polarisation of the produced hyperons depends also on their spin structure. For exam ple, in the
SU (6) quark m odelthe whole spin of the is carried by the s-quark. T herefore, under the assum ption of
the quark helicity conservation, even if the struck u—or d-quark were com pletely polarised this would not
lead to a polarisation of the hyperon.A sa consequence, if the dom nantm echanism of production is
the Independent u—and d-quark fragm entation, then the polarisation of the directly produced hyperons
should be P 0.

U sing SU (3)s sym m etry and experim entaldata for spin-dependent quark distributions in the proton,
the authors of [3] predict that the contrbutions of u- and d-quarks to the spin are negative and
substantial, at the level of 20% for each light quark. In thism odel the spin transfer from u-or d-quarks
would lead to a negative spin transfer to

The and hyperons can also be produced indirectly, via decays of heavy hyperons such as

0, (1385); etc.In this case a non—zero spin transfer from u-and d-quarks to is also possible [ [4],35].

The spin transfer to  and  hyperons has been studied extensively in a num ber of theoretical
models [@,[7,8,[9,[10,[11,12,[13,14] for e" e collisions and lepton D IS. From a theoretical point
of view the sin plest case is the polarisation of the hyperons formed in €' e annihilation at the 7z -
peak, where hadronisation of the gg-system can be well descrbed using independent fragm entation.
T he electroweak theory predicts for the s-quarks from Z decay a longitudinal polarisation of -0.94.
T he corresponding antiquarks have the sam e degree of polarisation, but w ith opposite helicity. T he
fraction of this polarisation that is transferred to the produced ( ) hyperon was studied using e e
annihilation by ALEPH [15]and O PAL [16]experin entsat LEP .B oth experin ents nd large and negative
values for the hyperon longitudinal polarisation, w ith a strong dependence on the fraction of the prin ary
quark m om entum carried by the hyperon. T hese results clearly indicate that the fragm entation processes
preserve a strong correlation between the fragm enting quark helicity and the nalhyperon polarisation.
However, as was shown in [8], these data are .nsu cient to distinguish between predictions of the SU (6)
or the BJ [3]m odels.

T he ongitudinal spin transferto () in D IS wasm easured in a num ber of experin ents [[17,[18,[19,
[20,[211,[22,[23,[24]]. T he earlier neutrino D IS experin ents [17,[18,[19] have found an indication for a large
negative polarisation of hyperons form ed in the target fragm entation region. H owever, the statistics
of each of these experin ents does not exceed 500 events. The E665 Collaboration [22] has m easured

() production using 470 G &V positive m uons scattered o hydrogen, deuterium and other nuclear
targets. T he totalnum ber of events am ounts to 750 and 650 .The spin transfersof and  hyperons
w ere found to have opposite signs: negative for and positive for .TheNOM AD Collaboration [20,[21]
has studied and polarisation in D IS using 43 G &V muon neutrinos. T he total num ber of events
am ounts to 8087 ,mainly in the target fragm entation region, and 649 . The results con m those
of earlier experin ents [17,[18,[19] and show a large negative Iongitudinal polarisation P in the target
fragm entation region while no signi cant spin transfer to  was detected In the current fragm entation
region. This region was later explored by the HERM ES Collaboration [23]. The polarisation was
m easured using the 27.6 G&V longitudinally polarised positron beam . The total statistics is 7300
W ithin the experim entaluncertainties, the resulting spin transfer was found to be com patible w ith zero.
TheSTAR Collboration atRH IC [24]hasm easured the ongitudinalspin transferto  and  in polarised
proton-proton collisions at a centre of m ass energy ~ s = 200 G&V . The data sam ple com prises 30000

and 24000 . The measurem ent is lim ited to the m dapidity region (j j< 1) with an average



xp = 75 10°. (TheFeynm an variabl isxy = 2p, =W ,wherep, isthe particle Iongitudinalm om entum
in the hadronic centre-ofm ass system , whose Invariant mass is W .) A sn all spin transfer, com patible
w ith zero,was found for both and .

T he statisticalaccuracy achieved in them easurem entsdiscussed above isquite 1im ited, particularly,
in the current fragm entation region.T hedata on the polarisation ofthe hyperonstend to be com patible
w ith zero and no clear conclusions about the spin transfer m echanian can be drawn. T he dependence
of the spin transfer on the B prken scaling variable x and xr has been m apped out by the HERM ES
experin ent 23], but for the hyperon only.

T he present analysis is based on about 70000 and 42000 events.O urdata allow to explore the
x-dependence of the spin transfer to  in a lJarge x-intervaland to m easure, for the rst tin e, the x—and
xp -dependences of the spin transfer to . A substantial polarisation is found, which is in portant for
the Investigation of the strange quark distrdbution in the nucleon.

2 D ata analysis

W ehavestudied and production by scattering 160G &V polarised * o apolarised °LiD target
in the COM PA SS experin ent (NA58) at CERN . A detailed description of the COM PA SS experin ental
setup is given elsew here [25].

Thedata used in the present analysis w ere collected during the years 2003{2004.T he longitudinally
polarised muon beam has an average polarisation of Py, = 0:76 004 In the 2003 run and of Py =

0:80 0:04 in the2004 run.Them om entum ofeach beam m uon ism easured upstream ofthe experin ental
area In a beam m om entum station consisting of several planes of scintillator strips or scintillating bres
w ith a dipole m agnet in between. T he target consists of two 60 an long, oppositely polarised cells. T he
data from both longitudinal target spin orientations were recorded sin ultaneously and averaged in the
present analysis. The num ber of events with ( ) hyperons for each target spin orientation is the sam e
within 1% accuracy.

T he event selection requires a reconstructed interaction vertex de ned by the Incom ing and the
scattered m uon located inside the target. D IS events are selected by cuts on the photon virtuality (Q >
1 (GeV/c)?)and on the fractionalenergy of the virtualphoton (02 < y < 0:9).T hedata sam ple consists
of8:67 10D IS events from the 2003 run and 22:5 10 D IS events from the 2004 run.

The and hyperons are denti ed by their decays into p and p ¥ .To estim ate systam atic
e ects,decays of K { | 7 are alo analysed. Events with , and K J decays are selected by
dem anding that two hadron tracks form a secondary vertex. Particle identi cation provided by a ring
In aging C herenkov detector and calorim eters is not used for hadrons In the present analysis. T he results
of the analysis for R ICH -denti ed hadrons w ill be the sub fct of a separate paper w ith larger statistics.
In order to suppress background events, the secondary vertex is required to be within a 105 an long

ducial region starting 5 am dow nstream of the target. The angle .1 between the hyperon m om entum
and the line connecting the prim ary and the secondary vertex is required to be o1 < 0:01 rad. T his cut
selects events w ith the correct direction of the hyperon m om entum vector w ith respect to the prin ary
vertex,which results In a reduction of the com binatorialbackground.A cut on the transversem om entum
pr of the decay products w ith respect to the hyperon direction of p. > 23 M €V /c isapplied to refct e” e
pairs due to  conversion. O nly particles w ith m om enta Jarger than 1 G eV /c were selected to provide
optin al tracking e ciency.

Thep andp * nvariantm ass distributions w ith peaks of and are shown in Fig. [ for the
data of the 2004 run. The m ain sources of background are events from Kg decays and com binatorial
background.A M onte Carlo (M C) sinulation show s that the percentage of kaon background changes
from 1 to 20 $ ,when cos varies from -1 to 1,where is the angle between the direction of the decay
proton (antiproton) in the ( ) rest fram e and the quantisation axis along the m om entum vector of
the virtual photon. At an all and negative values of cos the Invariant m ass distrdbbution of the kaon
background is at. H owever, at cos 1, the kaon contribution is concentrated m ainly at an all values
of the invariant m ass on the left side of the ( ) peak in Fig.[D. In this angular region the distribution
of the kaon events under the ( ) peak changes rapidly. In order to m inin ise the In uence of the kaon
background, the angular Intervalwas linited to 1 < cos < 06 (a sin ilar cut was Introduced in the
analysis of the STAR data [24]). T his cut reduces the ( ) signalby 10% .

T he totalnum ber of events after all selection cuts isN ( )= 69500 360,N ( )= 41600 310and
N (K g )= 496000 830.The large am ount of events is a unigue feature of the COM PA SS experin ent.

3 Experim ental results
T he distrdbutions of experin entaland M C events satisfying the selection cuts are shown in Fig.[2
for and as functions of di erent kinem atic variables for events of the 2004 run. The data from



the 2003 run have sin ilar distrdbbutions. B oth experim entaland M C distrdbutions are nom alised on the
totalnum ber of events. T he acceptance of the COM PA SS spectrom eter selects () only in the current
fragm entation region. For this analysis we take ( ) events in the interval 0:05 < xr < 0:5 with the
average value xy = 0:222 (0:220). In contrast to other D IS experin ents [20,[21],[22,[23)], our data cover a
large region of B prken x (x = 0:03) extending to values of x as low as x = 0:005. T he average value of

fractionalenergy is z = 0227.T he average values of y and Q # are 0.46 and 3.7 (G &V =c)?, respectively.

T he distrbbutions of the kinem atic variables for produced in D IS di er from the ones, since

production is suppressed in the target fragm entation region. However, in the current fragm entation
region the have practically the sam e kinem atic distrbbutions as the (see Fig. [2).

T he shaded histogram s in F ig.[J show the sam e distrdbutions forM C events.TheCOM PA SS M onte
Carl code is based on the LEPTO 6.5.1 generator 26)] providing D IS events w hich are passed through
a GEANT -based apparatus sin ulation programm e and the sam e chain of reconstruction procedures as
the experin ental events. To provide better agreem ent between data and M C , a tuning of several LEPT O
(JET SET ) param eters has been perform ed. T he values of them odi ed param eters are com pared w ith the
default ones [27]and w ith those used in previous experin ents in Table[ll. H ere, the PAR J(21) param eter
corresponds to the width of the G aussian transverse m om entum distrdbution for the prin ary hadrons.
T he param eters PAR J(23), PARJ(24) are used to add non-G aussian tails to the transverse m om entum
distrdbution, PARJ(41), PARJ(42) are the param eters of the symm etric Lund fragm entation function
211

Table 1:C om parison of the default 27]and m odi ed JET SET param eters. C orresponding values used in
the HERM ES 23]and NOM AD [20] experin ents are also given.

Parameters Default Ussd HERMES NOMAD

PARJ(21) 0.36 0.4 0.38 041
PARJ(23) 0.01 0.08 0.03 0.15
PARJ(24) 2.0 25 25 2.0
PARJ(41) 03 095 113 15
PARJ(42) 0.58 037 037 09

Som e sn all but systam atic di erences were observed between the m om entum spectra seen In the
data and those given by the M C sim ulation. To overcom e these di erences, the reconstructed M C events
are welghted in order to provide the sam e m om entum and z distributions as the data. T he weighting of
the M C events leads to a slight m odi cation of the angular acceptance, which isbelow 2 $ in the whole
angular range.

3.1 D eterm ination of the angular distributions

T he acceptance corrected angular distribution of the decay protons(antiprotons) in the ( ) rest
fram e is
! an = E (1+ B cos ): (1)
N e dcos 2
Here, N+ is the total num ber of acceptance corrected ( ), the longitudinal polarisation P is the
pro gction of the polarisation vectoron them om entum vectorofthevirtualphoton, = + ( )0642 0013
is the ( ) decay param eter, is the angle between the direction of the decay proton for (antiproton

-for ,positive -—-forK g ) and the corresponding axis. T he acceptance correction was determ ined using
the M C sinulation for unpolarised and  decays. T he angular dependence of the acceptance is quite
an ooth, it decreases by a factor 1 .2-1 .3 In the angular Intervalused.

To determ ine the ( ) angular distributions, a sideband subtraction m ethod is used. T he events
w ith an invariantm asswithina 1:5 intervalfrom them ean value ofthe ( ) peak are taken as signal.
T he background regions are selected from the left and right sides of the Invariant m ass peak. Each band
is 2 wide and starts at a distance of 3 from the central value of the peak. T he bands of the signal,
as well as the background regions, are shown in Fig.[l. The ( ) angular distrdbbution is determ ined by
subtracting the averaged angular distribution of the events in the sidebands from the angular distribbution
of those In the signal region.

Figure[d show s the acceptance corrected angular distributions for all events of the 2004 run for

and .The events of the 2003 run have sin ilar angular distributions.



3.2 Longitudinal spin transfer

T he spin transfer coe cientD ;o describes the probability that the polarisation of the struck quark
along the prim ary quantisation axis L is transferred to the hyperon along the secondary quantisation
axisLY. In our case the prin ary and the secondary axes are the sam e L = L%and coincide w ith the virtual
photon m om entum . T he longitudinal spin transfer relates the longitudinal polarisation of the hyperon
P to the polarisation of the incom ing lepton beam Py, :

P, = DLL B D (y): (2)

T he longitudinal polarisation P; is determ ined from a t of the angular distrbution (). T he virtual
photon depolarisation factor D (y) is given by :

D)= ———3: (3)

To evaluate the spin transfer, the product P, D (y) is calculated for each event passing the selection
criteria. T he beam polarisation Py, is param etrised as a function of the incident m uon m om entum [25].
ThePy, D (y)distrbution isdetem ined by subtraction of the averaged distribution of the sideband events
from the distrdbution of the events in the signalregion,m arked by solid lines in Fig.[l. T he average value
ofthePy, D (y)distribution is used to calculate the ) ; according to Eq. {2).

T he weighted averages of the spin transfers for the 2003 and the 2004 data are:

D;,, = 0012 0047(stat) 0:024(sys); xp = 0:22; (4)
D, = 0249 0056(stat) 0:049(sys); xr = 0:20: (5)

T he systam atic errors are m ainly due to the uncertainty of the acceptance correction determ ined
by theM onte C arlo sin ulation. T he presence of possible system atic e ectswas checked by looking at the
result of a physical process w ith no polarisation e ects, ie. the longitudinal spin transfers to the K g and
by checking the stability of the result by varying the selection cuts. T he longitudinal spin transfer to the
K g tums out to be D EE = 0016 0:010.The value of the ongitudinal spin transfer for kaons is taken
as an estin ate for the corresponding system atic error (KSO ). Som e system atice ect ( ) appearsdue to
variation of the cut on cos . The uncertainty of the sidebands subtraction m ethod, (ss) is estin ated
by varying the w idth of the centralband of Fig.[l from 1:5 to 1, 125, 1:75and 2 .Another
source of system atic errors is the uncertainty in the beam polrisation, (P,).The relative error In the
value of beam polarisation is 0.05.

T he values of the system atic errors are given in Table[d. T he total system atic error was obtained
by sum m ing the various contributions in quadrature.

Table 2: System atic errors for the spin transferto  and

Spin transfer to kaons, (KJ) 0.016 0.016
Variation of the cos cut, ( ) 0.016 0.044
U ncertainty of the ssm ethod, (ss) 0.010 0.016

Uncertainty of the beam polarisation, (P,) 0.0006 0.013

0.024 0.049

syst

3.3 D ependence of the and spin transfer on x and x¢

The x and xr dependences of the spin transfers to  and  are shown in Figs. [4 and [@. These
dependences are di erent for and .The spin transfer to  is smalland com patble w ith zero in the
entire x range, w hile the spin transfer to  m ay reach values as largeasD ;; = 04 05.

A sin ilar di erence between and spin transfers is observed in the xy dependence (Fig.[H).
The spin transfer to tends to increase with xr , while the one does not show any signi cant x
dependence.



4 D iscussion of the results

A com parison of the xr dependence of the ongitudinal spin transferto and forCOM PASS and
other experin ents [20,[21],[22,[23] is shown in Fig.[d.For there is generalagreem ent betw een the present
results and existing data.For them easurem ent of the E 665 C ollaboration [[22] indicated a positive spin
transfer (seeF ig [@b). T he present result con m s this observation w ith am uch better statisticalprecision .
The NOMAD Colkboration has found [21]] that the spin transfer to isD ;, = 023 0:15 008 at
xp = 0:18 in a good agreem ent w ith the present result (8). The m easured D L. Increases with xr , the
sam e trend was found for the polarisation in the experin ents at LEP [15,[14].

Them ain conclusion from the our results is that the longitudinalspin transfersto and hyperons
in D IS arenotequal. To understand thisphenom enon letus consider the leading order (LO ) parton m odel,

where the spin transfer to () produced on an unpolarised target by polarised leptons is given by (see
for exam ple [@)):
P
2 ()
egx) D (z)
DL(L)(X,'Z)— J_Jq k ? ) : (6)
4SAxD g  (2)

) ()

Here g is the quark charge, g(x) is the unpolarised quark distribution function, D q( (z)
are the unpolarised and the polarised quark fragm entation functions.

Practically allm odels of the spin structure predict that the contribution from the s-quark to
the spin is dom inant. T his contribution varies from 100% for the SU (6) m odel to 60-70% In the BJ—

m odel [3] or the latticeQ CD calculation [28]. It m eans that scattering o u- or d-quarks is Im portant

(z)and D g4

for the ( ) production but not for the spin transfer to (). A ccordingly, the polarised fragm entation
functions D . entering in the num erator of Eq. ({d) is expected to be m uch larger than its Iight quarks
counterparts. T herefore, onem ay assum e that D q (z) = D q (z) O forg= u;d;u;d.Then the sum

in the num erator of (@) is reduced to the strange quark contribution:

b ( ) 1_sx)D 4 (z) )
Xjz) R
LL 9 qeflq(x)DcI (z)
1 D
Dy (x;2) 3 st) D . (2) (8)

From (@)-(8) it is seen that the spin transfer from the polarised lepton to  and  must be dif-
ferent even if s(x) = s(x). The reason is that the denom inators of (@) and (8§) are proportional to the
() production cross section. D ue to the com bined e ect of the u—-quark dom inance and the favoured
fragm entation of uquark to , as opposed to , the cross section for is expected to be larger. T his
expectation is con m ed by the m easured yields of and , reported in Sect. 2. T herefore, one m ay

expect a an aller spin transfer to  than to

T his conclusion of the L.LO parton m odel has been con m ed by the calculation of [Z], shown in
Fis.[4H. The m odel is based on the LEPTO [28]M C event generator, in which the independent frag—
m entation is replaced by the hadronisation of the string form ed by the struck quark and the target
rem nant. A 1l contributions, including those from the target rem nant and from decays of heavy hyperons
are taken into account. Figs.[[d show that indeed calculations of the m odel [2] lead to a larger spin
transfer to  than to .The sam e trend was found In the recent calculation of [[12]].

Another indication from the parton m odel Egs. {1)-{8) is that the contribution from the strange
quarks (antigquarks) is essential for the spin transfer to (). This observation is also con m ed by the
results of [2]. In Fig.[7 the degree of the sensitivity to the strange parton distributions is illustrated by
the com parison of the results cbtained w ith the CTEQ 5L [29](solid line) and GRV 98L0O [30](dashed line)
parton distrbbutions. T he GRV 98 set is chosen because of its assum ption that there isno intrinsic nucleon
strangeness at a low scale and the strange sea is of pure perturbative origih. The CTEQ C ollaboration
allow s non-perturbative strangeness in the nucleon. T he am ount of this Intrinsic strangeness is xed from
the din uon data of the CCFR and NuTeV experin ents [31]. A s a result, the s(x) distribution ocfCTEQ
is larger than the GRV 98 one by a factor of about two In the region x = 0:001 0:01. The results In
Fi.[d show that the data on can not discrin inate between the predictions since the spin transfer to

isan all. For the hyperon the use 0of CTEQ 5L set leads to a prediction which is nearly tw ice larger
than the one w ith the GRV 98L0O and much closer to the data. T his behaviour re ects the di erence in
the corresponding s-quark distributions. If one com pletely sw itches o the spin transfer from the s(s)
quarks, the spin transfer to () practically vanishes (dash-dotted line). T his feature is independent of



them odelof spin structure. C alculations in the BJ-m odel [3], w here the spin transfer from the u—and
d-quarks(antiquarks) is possible, dem onstrate the sam e absence of the spin transfer to hyperon w ithout
contrbution from the s(s)-quarks (dotted Iine).

A tpresent the strange and antistrange quark distrbutions s(x ) and s(x) are directly accessible only
through the m easurem ent and study of din uon events in neutrino and antineutrino D IS [32]. T he spin
transfer to  could provide an additional experin ental inform ation for determ ination of strange quark
distributions in the nucleon.Tom atch this goalthe present experim ental precision m ust be increased and
the theoretical uncertainties should be clari ed. For instance, the param eters of the m odel [2] have been

xed by tting the NOM AD data [20] at com paratively Jarge x and its predictions can be considered as
an illustration of the possible e ects.

5 C onclisions

T he ongitudinal polarisation transfer from polarised muons to sem iHnclisively produced  and

hyperons has been studied in deep-inelastic scattering at the COM PA SS experin ent. T he present data

are the m ost precise m easurem ents to date of the longitudinal spin transfer to and in DIS. The
results show that the spin transfer to  issnallwith D ;;, = 0012 0047 0024 atxp = 022.The
spin transferto  islargerwith D [ = 02249 0:056 0:04%9atxy = 0:20.T hese values are in agreem ent
w ith results of previous m easurem ents [20,[21,[22,[231.

W e have also m easured the x and xr dependences of the longitudinal spin transfer which are
di erentfor and hyperons.The spin transferto  issm all,com patiblew ith zero, in the entiredom ain
of the m easured kinem atic variables. In contrast, the longitudinal spin transfer to Increases w ith x g
reaching valuesofD |, = 0:4 0:5.Com parison w ith theory show s that the spin transfer to the hyperon
strongly depends on the antistrange quark distrbution s(x) and therefore the precise m easurem ents of
the spin transfer w ill provide usefill inform ation about the antistrange quark distribbution s(x).
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Figure 3: T he nom alised angular distrdbutions, corrected for acceptance, for the and  for all events
of the 2004 run. The solid line is the result of the linear tto Eq. ().
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