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The self-polarization of relativistic electrons or positrons moving in a magnetic field at a storage
ring occurs through the emission of spin-flip synchrotron radiation, known as the Sokolov-Ternov
effect. The resulting transverse polarizations of the colliding electrons and positrons, away from the
depolarization resonances, allow for precise investigation of the spin entangled hyperon-antihyperon
pairs via virtual photon or charmonium decay. The feasibility study reveals a promising increase in
the statistical sensitivity of the C'P violation signal after considering the transverse polarizations of

the lepton beams.
I. INTRODUCTION

Transversely-polarized beams at an electron-positron
collider are particularly interesting in the search for new
sources of CP violation through the measurement of CP
odd azimuthal asymmetry [1]. They also offer a poten-
tial opportunity for revealing fundamental interactions
and probing new physics [2]. For instance, some of spe-
cific modulations of azimuthal distributions would origi-
nate from the interference of operators of new physics be-
yond the Standard Model (SM) with those in the SM [3].
Additionally, transverse-polarization monitoring is a key
technique for beam energy calibration using the resonant
depolarization method, thereby improving the measure-
ment of the mass and width of narrow resonances, such
as the Z— boson and J/v [4].

The well-known Sokolov-Ternov effect [5] refers to the
spin-flip processes through synchrotron radiation emis-
sion, which results in a natural build-up of transverse
polarization through the competition between radiation
self-polarization and spin diffusion [6, 7]. In the mid-
1970s, the ACO storage ring at Orsay [8] and the im-
proved VEPP-2M at the Budker Institute of Nuclear
Physics (BINP) [9] both approached the theoretical limit
of polarization levels, approximately Py = 8/5v/3 =~
92.4%. At a beam energy of 3.7 GeV, SPEAR II found
the equilibrium value of polarization to be about 0.76
[10]. The degree of transverse beam polarization at the
CERN Large Electron Positron storage ring (LEP) was
observed to be around 9.1% [11]. In the future, it is pos-
sible to polarize the beams up to 10% in a few hours at
a designed energy of 45.6 GeV at the high-energy Cir-
cular Electron-Positron Collider (CEPC) [12]. The same
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level of transverse polarization of the beams is expected
in the Future Circular Collider (FCC-ee) [13]. As the
first and only ring to provide longitudinal lepton spin
polarization at high energy (27.5 GeV), the production
of polarized electron and positron beams in HERA relied
on the Sokolov-Ternov effect, where the spin rotators on
either side of the interaction points converted the polar-
ization of the beam from transverse to longitudinal, or
vise versa. High luminosity at SuperKEKB prevents the
use of the Sokolov-Ternov effect from accumulating or
yielding longitudinal polarization [14].

The characteristic rise time for the Sokolov-Ternov po-
larization to build up from an unpolarized state is given
by:

8 m2c’p’R
s 0
53 ey
where the Lorentz factor is v = FE./m., leading to

To = 2.8 hours at E. = 2.0 GeV, using an average radius
R = 38 meters and an effective radius p = 9.3 meters for
BEPCII (Beijing Electron-Positron Collider). The degree
of transverse polarization Pr = Py(1 — et/ 70) reaches
0.28 after one hour of beam injection, and it increases
with the rise of beam energy over the same duration of in-
jection time at the same accelerator. The depolarization
resonances from imperfections in the magnetic field occur
at certain energies determined by gyromagnetic anomaly,
leading into vanishing polarization of beams. The realis-
tic situation is, of course, more complicated due to many
other sources of depolarization resonances. However, the
degree of transverse polarization of the beams at BEPCII
and future super 7-charm facility (STCF) [15], away from
the depolarization resonances, is expected to be of fair
magnitude, resulting in a sizable impact on the angular
distribution of final particles.

For a long time, spin asymmetries and correlations in
hyperon-pair production in unpolarized electron-positron
collisions have been proposed to measure simultaneously
the electric-magnetic form factors and decay parameters
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of hyperons and anti-hyperons [16-18]. This approach
allows for the investigation of C'P nonconservation pa-
rameters with high precision [19-21]. Recently, CP vi-
olation in hyperon decays at super-charm-tau factories
with a longitudinally polarized electron beam has been
investigated [22, 23], building upon earlier efforts [24—
26]. However, the effects from transverse beam polar-
ization were never taken into account in the analysis
and simulation of the ete~™ — BB reactions, except
for some earlier attempts on angular distributions [27-
29]. In particular, the hyperon transverse polarization in
1(3686) — AA [30] and £+E~ decays [31] is expected to
be affected by the transverse polarization of the lepton
beams, as is the case for 1(3770) [32]. The transverse
polarization of double-strange baryons = observed with
unprecedented accuracy by the BESIII collaboration in
¥(3686) — == [33, 34], Z°=° [35], (1530)~=(1530)F
and Z(1530)"=T [36] also requires further scrutiny. The
polarization of most strange baryons Q in (3686) —
Q= Q% [37] deserves more attention if enough events are
accumulated. Additionally, data from different isospin
channels would be helpful for understanding the hyperon
electromagnetic form factors [38].

In Section II, we provide an analytical illustration of
the effect of the transverse polarizations of the lepton
beams on the production and decay of hyperons. The
numerical outcome of moments analysis and statistical
significance test is presented in Section III. Finally, we
summarize the results to conclude the paper in Section
V.

II. PRODUCTION AND DECAY CHAINS OF
HYPERONS

1. Spin Density Matriz

As a start, we consider the annihilation of a particle-
antiparticle pair (ff) to a virtual photon (v*) of energy
squared s: f(A)f(A2) — v*(A). In this process, anni-
hilation conserves helicity, yielding A = A\; — Ao. If the
particle and antiparticle, both with mass M, are of the
same spin 1/2; there are three helicity configurations:
(M, A2) = (£1/2,£1/2),(-1/2,1/2) and (1/2,—1/2).
There are four helicity amplitudes Ay, »,, but only two
are independent, for example, Ay/21/0 = A_1/2 172 =
2\/§MGE and A1/27,1/2 = A,1/271/2 = 2\/§GM. Here,
GEg,u are the electromagnetic form factors of the parti-
cle. If the particle (antiparticle) is the structureless elec-
tron (positron), the helicity of the electron and positron
must be opposite; otherwise, the helicity amplitude with
a vanishing helicity difference A, = 0 is suppressed by
a factor of me/+/s. As a result, the photon only cou-
ples right-handed particles to left-handed antiparticles
and vice versa.

Due to synchrotron radiation when positrons and elec-
trons circulate in the storage ring, the transition prob-
abilities of the two spin projections of positrons and

electrons, guided by the magnetic field in the storage
ring, are different. This causes the spin orientation of
positrons to tend toward the direction of the guiding
magnetic field, while the orientation of electrons is op-
posite. Consequently, as the lepton beam remains in the
storage ring for an extended period, they will acquire
a transverse polarization P; = p, + ip, = Pre'+ and
P = Py + Py = Pre'®- for positron and electron, re-
spectively, where Pr = |P;|. Here, p,(p,) represents the
degree of transverse polarization in the scattering plane,
and py(p,) represents the degree of polarization perpen-
dicular to the scattering plane [2]. The angles ¢ and ¢_
represent the azimuthal angles of the positron and elec-
tron polarizations, respectively, with respect to the lab
system. In a positron-electron annihilation experiment
with symmetric beam energy, the Sokolov—Ternov effect
requires the equal degree of polarization Py = Pr and
¢4+ = ¢_ = /2. This means that the positron and the
electron have the same polarization vector in the indi-
vidual helicity frame '. The spin density matrix of the
leptons is represented in their helicity frame as:

B 1<1+7>z 7%) _
p- = = for e™

2 P 1-P
1+P. P
= 1 " for e™,
2 P 1-7P,

in the most general case of considering both a longitudi-
nal and a transverse component of polarization vectors.

In the laboratory system, for the process of ete™ —
~* /1 annihilation, the spin density matrix (SDM) ele-
ment of v* /4 is given by:

v/ 1 1
pm,m' - Z D77:F,>\1—)\2(0707O)Dm’,)\'1—k'2(070’O)
AL, N Az,
+ —
X p)\h)\/lp)\z,)\/z(SAla_)‘26A,11_>‘I2 ’ (2)

where A1, A\j(A2, ;) represent the helicity values of
positron (electron). The Dirac §—function in the above
equation ensures the conservation of helicity during the
positron-electron annihilation process as discussed from
the beginning of this subsection. Performing a simple
algebraic calculation on the above equation, we obtain:

(1-P)(1+P.) 0 P2
P = 0 0 o
P2 0 (1=P)(1+7P:)

Based on the spin density matrix, we conduct a simple
analysis of the polarization of 4* /1. For a particle with

1 In an eTe™ storage ring, the z-axes of the helicity frames for
the electron and positron are aligned with their respective direc-
tions of motion, and they share the same z-axis along the radical
direction, while the vertical y-axis is oriented in the opposite di-
rection.



spin s = 1, its overall degree of polarization is defined by
d= \/%7[(254— )Tr(p¥?) —1]*/2 = /1 + 3P2 + 3P}/2 by
taking P, = 0 for simplicity, indicating that the presence
of Pr increases the overall degree of polarization of v* /1
state as well as the P,. This polarization has two sources:
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one is the linear polarization Q = (¢,qy,q-), and the
other is the tensor polarization T;;(i,j = z,y,2). The
spin density matrix elements of p¥ can be expressed using
Q and Tj;

3(gz—iqy)

2v2

V3T~ Ty)

e 3(go+i 3(ge—i
P = 2 (q2\/§qy) 1—|—\/6Tm+\/6Tyy (q2\/;y) (3)
3(qz+1 z
\/§ (Tow — Tyy) 7(‘12;;‘“‘) 1-322 4 \/é (Tyw + Tyy + 2T%2)

Comparing the elements of the p¥ matrix, we can ob-
: 3P2—1
tain ¢, = ¢, = 0, ¢ = =P, T = ;76’ Tyy =
2

— 3285, To. = 1/V6 with other Tj;(i # j) = 0. Tt
can be seen that the tensor polarization of p? /¥ comes
from the spin correlation and transverse polarization of
the initial lepton beams, with linear polarization being
solely from the longitudinal polarization of beams. In
the following paper, we focus solely on the transverse po-
larization of the initial lepton beams. The study of a
longitudinally polarized electron beam has been recently
addressed independently in other studies [22, 23].

2. ete” =y /ib — A(pr)A(pr)

In the laboratory system, the decayed A particle moves
in the direction defined by polar and azimuthal angles
(0, ¢). We calculate the joint angular distribution in the
A helicity system, as illustrated in Fig. 1. In this system,
the z-axis aligns with the A particle’s direction of motion,
the y-axis is perpendicular to the A production plane, i.e.,
9§ = Py X pa, where p; and pp are the unit momentum
vectors for the positron and A, respectively. The z-axis
lies in the A production plane, forming a right-handed z-
y-z coordinate system. After boosting the momenta of p
and 7~ in laboratory frame to the A rest frame, they de-
fine the A decay plane together with the momenta of A in
laboratory frame. The angle between the proton momen-
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tum in the A decay plane and A momentum in laboratory
frame is defined as 61, and the angle between the A pro-
duction and decay plane is defined as ¢,. Similar helicity
angles (03, ¢o) are defined in the same manner. In the A
helicity system, the J/¢ SDM is calculated by transform-
ing it from the laboratory system to this helicity system,
as follows:

1 (0, 9)

S 0l LYDE(9,60.0) DL (6,6,0)
k,k'==%1

= Z [Déi(gb,@,O)DiJ(qb,@,O)

k=+1

+ PED5(6,0,0) DLy 5(¢,0,0)] . (4)
Thus the effects from transverse beam polarization occur
only if both beams are polarized and generate interfer-
ence terms between left- and right-helicity amplitudes
[29]. The explicit form of the reduced p; is given by

p e D1 14

ezfv i/ AB 01
A / A

t et e

FIG. 1: Helicity frame defined for the v — A(pr~)A(pr™T).
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The density matrix for the production process is the
sum of the contributions from the two helicities [22, 39):

DY PEPUSY: A=Az, N =\
pBlg 2T o A)\h)\? A;’I,XQ pll B ’ (6)
with ~ the  helicity amplitudes of the pho-
ton transition to a pair of baryon-antibaryon
Aijpn2 = A_ip1p = (1 *‘%)/2 and
A1/27_1/2 = A_1/2,1/2 = 4/ 1 +C¥¢ 67lA¢. Here

ay = (MZ|Gy |2 = 4AMB| Gy ") /(MF|Gyy [* +4MB |G )
is the decay parameter of charmonium to baryon-
antibaryon, and the A® = arg(G}g/Glf\}) is the relative
phase between 1 electric and magnetic form factors.

J

The general expression for the joint density matrix of
the BB pair is:

3
PBB — Z C;Ll/o'f@ava (7)

=0

where a set of four Pauli matrices UE(O'VE) in the B(B)

rest frame is used and C,, = Cgl, + C’ZL is a4 x 4 real
matrix representing polarizations and spin correlations of
the baryons. The elements of the C,,, matrix are func-
tions of the production angle (6, ¢) of the B baryon:

1+ay, cos?6 0 Bysind cosf 0

(C) = 3 0 sin?6 0 ~ysind cosd
m 3+ ay —Bysinf cost 0 vy sin?0 0

0 —,;5in6 cosd 0 —av, —cos?0

Qv sin6 cos2¢ —Bysind sin2¢ —Bysind cost) cos2¢ 0
. 3P% . —Bysinfsin2¢ (o + cos?0) cos2¢ —(1 + ) cosd sin2¢ —,,sind cosd cos2¢ (8)
3+ ay Bysing cosf cos2¢ (1 + ay) cosfsin2¢ (1 + ay, cos?0) cos2¢p  —,sind sin2¢ ’
0 Yy5inf cost cos2¢ —Yypsinf sin2¢ — sin6 cos2¢

with By = /1 — ai SinA® and vy = (/1 — ozfp cosAD.

Therefore a transverse polarization of the final state
baryon is only allowed in the direction normal to the
plane spanned by the incoming beam and the outgoing
baryon:

Bysind cosd(1 — P2 cos2¢)

pPE = , 9
Y 1+ avy c0s20 + avy P2 sin®6 cos2¢ ©)
Pf _ — P2 3,sinf sin2¢ (10)

1+ avy c0s260 4 vy, P2 sin®6 cos2¢ ’

with vanishing longitudinal polarization component. Be-
sides, the transverse polarization of beams introduces two
new correlations Cyy, = —Cy,, Cyy. = C,, in addition to
the four existing ones, which further constrain the decay
parameters of hyperons, and thus provides more strin-
gent tests of the CP violation.

The baryon angular distribution is

4m d
fﬁ "3 +3a¢ (1+ ow; o0 + ay Pf sin®0 cos 2¢)
(11)

and Fig. 2 shows its three dimensional distribution. So
that if the transverse polarization of the final-state par-
ticles is not measured, the effects of transverse polariza-
tions are absent in the ¢-averaged cross section, albeit,

(

present in the #-averaged cross section:

2rdo 908y 3 + a 08?0 + vy P cos 2¢(3 — cos?6y)

odp 3+ ay

(12)
with (69,7 — 6g) being the detector coverage of the
solid angle around the interaction point (IP). Therefore
the degree of transverse polarization would be measured
through ete™ — p*p~™ and ete™ azimuth angular dis-
tributions. The distribution of scattering angle has been
previously explored in BES [40], BESIII [41] and KEDR
at the VEPP-4M [42], but the azimuth distributions did
not receive any attention.

There are five global parameters to describe a pro-
cess ete™ — BB followed by single-step weak two-body
decays of the hyperon B and the antihyperon B [39].
For decay B — bm and the corresponding charge conju-
gate (c.c.) decay mode B — b7, like ete™ — 7* /1 —
A(pm=)A(pr™), they are represented by the vector w =
(y, AP, ;) with a priori known P2 and a_ (or
o) being the decay parameter of B — brr (or B — b7).
The joint angular distribution W(&) can be expressed
with respect to the vector & = (g, %, );) represent-
ing a complete set of the kinematic variables describing
a single-event configuration in the six dimensional phase
space [23, 43]:

W(E) = Fo + BylarFz —a_Fy)

13
Fa_ay (Fi+vpFo + ayFs), 13)



where the angular function F;(€) (¢ = 0, 1, ..., 5) are

defined as

Fo =14 oy cos® 0 + osz% sin?6 cos 26,
Fi =(sin2 0 + P2 cos 2¢ cos ) sin 0; cos ¢ sin O cos ¢o
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FIG. 2: The three dimenional plot and the projection of an-
gular distribution of A hyperon in ete™ — (3686) — AA
with & = 0.69 and A® = 23° [30], and Pr = 0.5.

where the Qy(01,¢1) (or Q;(02, ¢2) are the spherical co-
ordinates of b (or b) relative to B (or B) in the helicity
frame of B (or B). The helicity angles are used here to
parameterize the multidimensional phase space, which
are in following the angular convention with those previ-
ous works [22, 23].

One can always define corresponding asymmetries in
terms of events to select the cos2¢ modulation as

/4 57 /4 27
Wi, 20 (6) =/O + /3 + [ wieds, (15)

/4 /4
3w /4 /4
Wanasl = [+ [ “wigs, o)
/4 5m/4

the latter of which is corresponding to the number of
events in the range of upper semi-sphere 45° to 135° and

225° to 315°, and the former is the number of events in
the remaining lower semi-sphere. Then W (&) — W (€)
is proportional to those terms of PZcos2¢ dependence
and W (&) + W~ (€) integrates out the P? terms which
are of cos2¢ modulation. To select the sin 2¢ modula-
tion:

/2 37/2
-+ _
Wi 20 (6) = /0 + / w(ede,  (17)

Wannol® = [ "y / T weas. a8

/2

the former of which is corresponding to the number of
events in the range of upper semi-sphere 0° to 90° and
180° to 270°, and the latter is the number of events in the
remaining lower semi-sphere. Fig. 3 shows the transverse
polarization P, and P, of baryon in all azimuthal angles
in comparison of upper and lower spheres. Instead, one
can investigate the moments of the joint angular distri-
butions as shown in Sec. III.

If identifying the decay chain of the hyperon with sum-
mation over the antihyperon spin directions, so called
single tag events:

W(§) = Fo — Bypa—Fu, (19)

which is useful to increase the statistical events if the
transverse polarization of beams is of small degree.

3. ete” ="/ = 7 (A )= (AnT)

The definition of the helicity system for the first two
decays in the processes ete”™ — ~*/1p — E7E=T with
Z — Ar and £ — Azt is similar to that of ete™ —

¥ — A(pr~)A(pr™), as shown in Fig. 4. For the subse-
quent decays of A(A) — pr~(pr™), the polar angle 05(04)
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There are six global parameters to describe the com-
plete angular distribution, represented by the vector
w = (ay, AP, a1,a, a3, a@4). The joint angular distri-
bution reads:
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FIG. 3: The transverse polarization P, and P, of A hyperon in
all azimuthal angles in comparison of upper and lower spheres.
The parameters of ete™ — 1(3686) — AA with ay = 0.69
and A® = 23° [30] are used.

is defined as the angle between the momentum of the

proton (anti-proton) and A(A) in the respective mother ~ FIG. 4 EEP‘EF Eaﬂeli Helicity frame defined for the ¢ —
rest frame, and the azimuthal angle ¢3(¢4) is defined as E”(Ar7)=7(AnT). Lower panel: Helicity frame defined for

the angle between the A(A) production and decay plane. A(A) = pr (prT).
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with the substitution of {1,3} — {2,4} for D=. This joint angular distribution, without explicit consideration of trans-
verse polarization of beams, has been previously calculated in the literature. [43, 44]. For simplicity we demonstrate



those joint angular distributions of single tag events with summation over the = antihyperon spin directions:

W(E) = (14 aycos® 8 + oy Pf sin®0 cos 2¢)(1 4+ azan cosf)

— PZsin2¢ By sin 8{ o= sinby cospq

+ap[sinfy cosgy cosls — singy sinfz(Sz cosps + v= sings) + cosby cosgy sinfs(y= cosps — Pz sings )|}

— (1 — P%cos 2¢) By sin  cos 0{ az sinf; sing,

“+ap[sinb; sing; cosfs + cosgy sinfz(Sz cosps + v= sings) + cosby sing; sinfz (= cosps — Pz sings )|} ,(21)

After integrating out the Pr terms [44, 45] it is used in
the measurement of A, case [46].

III. DISCUSSIONS

At the unpolarized electron-positron collider, the par-
asitic production of transverse polarization of beams pro-
vides new degrees of freedom for physical research. Com-
pared to the unpolarized beams, the formulas describing
particle production and decay become more complex, but
on the other hand, they provide us with more observa-
tional degrees of freedom to study the dynamics of decay
processes. The transverse polarization effect, in addition
to being prominently expressed in the angular distribu-
tion of final-state particles, can also be manifested in the
moment distribution of particles at various decay levels.
Furthermore, the presence of transverse polarization pro-
vides additional polarization information for measuring
the asymmetry parameters of hyperon decay, which is
beneficial for improving measurement accuracy, for in-
stance, the CP violation parameters as shown in the fol-
lowing analysis.

A. Moments analysis

For instance, we construct the following observables by
using the angles 61, 62, @1, and ¢, detected in the process
of ete™ — 1(3686) — AA, A — pr—, A — prt,

w1 = sin by sin O5[sin(2¢) cos O sin(p, — ¢P)
+ cos(2¢) sin ¢y sin ¢o],
pa = cos(2¢) sin @ cos f[sin Oy cos 5 cos @1
— cos # sin 05 cos ¢o], (22)

w3 = sin(2¢) sin 6 cos ¢a,
e = sin(2¢)sin 6 cos ¢1,
ps = sin 6y sin fa[sin(2¢) cos Osin(¢p; — ¢2)
— cos(2¢) cos ¢y cos ¢a].
The moments derived from these observables represent

taking their averages over the joint angular distribution.
Their moments with respect to the cosf angular distri-

(

bution are expressed as:

d(p:) JW(&)pid cos b1d cos Badprdes

_ i =1,2,..5).
deosf [ W(€)dcosB1d cos rddd (1=1,2,,5)

(23)

Then one has

d{p)  a_ay P7[(ay 4 2)cos? 0 + 1]

dcost 12(ay + 3) ’

d{ps)  a_ay Py, sin®fcos?f

decos — 6(ay + 3) ’

d{us) _ 3oy P2By sin? 0 (24)
dcosf 8(ay + 3) ’

d(ps)  3a_Pify sin? 0

dcosf — 8(ay+3)

d{ps)  a_a Pf [(20ry + 1) cos? 0 + ay |
dcosf 12(ovy + 3)

The above moment analysis can be used to intuitively
display the polarization information in the ete™ — AA
process and its transfer in the A and A decay. In ex-
periments, the observed variables corresponding to these
moments are constructed using kinematic variables de-
tected in the experiment, and the values are taken as
the weight factors of each event in the distribution plot.
If Pr = 0, these moment distributions are trivially flat;
if Pr # 0, they should exhibit a nontrivial distribution
described by the Egs. (24). In order to compare with
unweighted events in the experiment, we generate toy
Monte-Carlo events using the joint angular distribution
formula W(¢) for the ete™ — AA process, with param-
eters set to A® = 0.4 rad, ay, = 0.69, a_ = 0.748
and ay = —0.757 [30, 47], and Pr = 0.5. The ¢ in
Fig. 5 represents the azimuthal angle distribution of A,
showing the distribution of dW(€)/dg ~ P2 cos(2¢).
The (u;)(i = 1,2,...,5) represents the nontrivial mo-
ment distributions, providing an intuitive display of the
existence of beam transverse polarization. As a refer-
ence, the P, = 0 cases are also presented for comparison.
It can be observed that they appear as flat distributions
with some statistical fluctuations.

B. Statistical significance test

Using the J/1) — AA decay, the BESIII collaboration
has previously studied the decay parameters of A and
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FIG. 5: Various distributions in the e"e™ — AA process. (a).
A azimuthal angle distribution, (b-f): moments distributions
of Nx(u;)(i =1,2,..,5), here N is the number of toy Monte-
Carlo events, using eTe™ — 1(3686) — AA with o = 0.69 and
A® = 23° radian [30], and dashed histogram is for Pr = 0,
histogram for Pr = 0.5.

A, and measured the precise values of a_ and a by fit-
ting the data using the joint angular distribution formula
for the 4-body decay. The formula used did not include
the contribution of beam transverse polarization. At the
J/1¢ energy point, due to the depolarization resonance
effect, the transverse polarization of the beam becomes
very small. However, at the ¢(3686) energy point, the
polarization effect of the beam will be more significant.
Taking the 1(3686) — AA decay as an example, we elu-
cidate the role of beam transverse polarization effects in
measuring the decay parameters of A.

In experiments, the maximum likelihood method is
commonly used to measure the decay parameters of A,
and its statistical error can also be obtained from the fit
to the experimental data. For the ¥(3686) — AA, A —
pr~, A — prt decay, we define the probability distribu-
tion function that describes its joint angular distribution
as:

W(97 ¢a 917 ¢1a 927 ¢2)
JW(...)dcos 8d cos 61 d cos O dpddr dps”

W= (25)
Here, the denominator serves to normalize the probabil-
ity distribution of the angular distribution. The likeli-
hood function for the observed data sample of N events
in the experiment is expressed as:

N
L(05¢791a¢17927¢2|€)znma (26)
i=1

here £ = (o, A®,a—, ay, Pr) are parameters to be esti-
mated, and the product is computed based on the prob-
ability of the i-th event W;. According to the maximum
likelihood estimation method for parameter estimation,
the precision of parameter x; is expressed as

where V(z;) represents the variance of the parame-
ter. We assume that the beam polarization Pr corre-
sponding to the 1(3686) data sample can be determined
through other processes, such as et e~ — p+ ™ measure-
ments. The maximum likelihood fit selects four parame-
ters ay, A®, a_ and ay, and the error matrix formed by
them can be calculated using the following equation:

L o 5
Vil(x)=N / W?Zg?;dcos9dcos€1dc0592d¢d¢d¢2.
(28)

Figure 6 shows the measurement sensitivity of esti-
mated A®, oy, a_, and Acp = % under different

statistical events of eTe™ — ¥(3686) — A(pm~)A(pr ™).
In the absence of transverse beam polarization (Pr = 0),
the relative error in parameter measurement is maxi-
mized for the same data statistical quantity N. As the
value of Pr increases from 0.3 to 0.8, it can be ob-
served that the measurement sensitivity of these param-
eters increases. In other words, the application of trans-
verse beam polarization is advantageous for enhancing
the measurement sensitivity of the parameters.

If A(A) — prn~(pat) decays conserve CP symmetry,
their decay parameters satisfy the relation a_ = —ay. If
an experiment measures a_ # —ay, it implies CP viola-
tion in A(A) decays. The significance test for CP asym-
metry can be attributed to statistical hypothesis testing
as follows. The null hypothesis is that the sum of the
A and A decay parameters is zero, while the alternative
hypothesis is that the sum is not zero. We conduct a test
using toy Monte Carlo events generated with parame-
ters oy = 0.69, A® = 23° [30], and a— = 0.748 and
ar = —0.757 [30, 47] for different transverse polariza-
tions Pr = 0, 0.5 and 0.8. The significance is calculated
as \/—2In Ly — (—=2In L;), where Ly and L; are the
log-likelihood values for the null and alternative hypothe-
ses, respectively. Using the likelihood function defined in
Eq.(26), Lg is calculated with a— = —ay = 0.7525, while
L, is calculated with a— = 0.748 and oy = —0.757 un-
der different Pp assumptions. The significance is shown
in Fig. 7 as a function of the number of observed events.
It can be observed that the significance benefits from the
non-zero transverse polarization of the e¥e™ beams.

IV. SUMMARY AND PERSPECTIVES

In summary, high-energy lepton beams naturally ac-
quire transverse polarization in a storage ring through
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larization degree, e.g. 1(3686), we recommend the inclu-
sion of this effect in future data analyses at eTe™ circular
colliders, and suggest extending the formalism in this pa-
per to other processes such as ete™ — Bt (pn®)S~ (pr0),
AF(ArH)Ao(An~) and Q- (AK~)Q (AK+) [48, 49] for
comprehensive investigations. This effect on other ob-
servables, such as higher-order quantum electrodynamic
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FIG. 6: Sensitivity of A®, ay, a— and Acp = (a- +
at)/(a— — a4) in terms of data size N, using efe™ —
¥(3686) — AA with ay = 0.69, A® = 23° [30], and
a_ =0.748 and oy = —0.757 [30, 47].

the mechanism of self-polarization, known as the Sokolov-
Ternov effect. We investigate the impact of transversely
polarized beams on the observables of hyperon produc-
tion and sequential decay at an electron-positron col-
lider, utilizing helicity amplitude analysis. It is shown
that the transverse polarization of the beams introduces
a new azimuthal modulation of the events in terms of
the azimuthal angle of hyperons in the laboratory frame.
Through moments analysis and maximum likelihood esti-
mation, we characterize the statistical uncertainties that
transversely polarized beams may impose on constraining
CP violation parameters. As demonstrated in this paper,
the sensitivity to measure the hyperon decay parameter
and CP violation can be enhanced by employing trans-
versely polarized electron and positron beams. In our
study, we consider ete™ — v*/¢p — A(pr~)A(prT) and
E7(A7n7)=+(A7nt) as examples. However, the sensitivity
remains largely unchanged if the transverse polarization
of beam is small, e.g. in the case of J/¢ decay at BESIII.
Therefore, previous measurements of J/1 decays are not
affected even if the transverse polarization of beams is
considered. On the other hand, at the energies of big po-
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FIG. T: Significance test for CP asymmetry in
A(A) —  prn (p7T) decays as a function of the num-

ber of observed events N, using toy Monte Carlo events
for efe”™ — (3686) — AA generated with parame-
ters oy = 0.69, A® = 23° [30], and o~ = 0.748 and
ay = —0.757 [30, 47] for different transverse polarizations
P, =0, 0.5 and 0.8.

processes, hyperon weak radiative decays (e.g., [50, 51]),
and hadronic vacuum polarization, is a topic of future
interest as well.
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