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A bstract

W e present a precise m easuram ent of the deuteron longitidinal spin asym m etry A‘f
and of the deuteron spin-dependent structure function g? atoQ 2<1 (Gev =<:)2 and
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In the nucleon structure investigations by high energy lepton probes, the region of
low x corresponds to high parton densities, where new dynam icalm echanisn s m ay be
revealed. T he longitudinal structure function g (x;Q?) is presently the only observable
which pem its the study of Iow x processes In spin dependent interactions. T he existing
data have been obtained exclusively from xed-target experin ents where the low values
of x strongly correlate w ith Jow values of Q 2. T herefore theoretical interpretations of the
results require a suitable extrapolation of the parton ansatz to the low-Q? region and
possibly also an inclusion of nonperturbative m echanism s, which vanish at higher Q 2.

C ontrary to the spin-independent structure functions, the an allx behaviour ofboth
the singlet and the non-singlet part of g; is controlled by doubl logarithm ic term s, ie.
by those tem s which correspond to powers of In? (1/x) at each order of the perturbative
expansion [1].T he double logarithm ic e ects go beyond the DG LA P evolution and can be
accom m odated in it using special technigques [2{4].D i erent approaches pem it a sm ooth
extrapolation of the obtained g; to the Jow-Q? region [4,5]where it m ay also be com ple-
m ented by a non-perturbative com ponent [6]. T he double logarithm ic termm s generate the
leading am allx behaviour of g; where the relevant R egge poles are expected to have a low
intercept.

The region of low x and xed Q ? is the R egge lin it of the (deep) inelastic scattering
where the R egge pole exchange m odel should be applicable. Tn this m odel the shape of
g atx ! 0 (ie.atQ? W 2whereW ? isthe N centreofm ass energy squared) is
param etrised as

g (x;07) Q@ )x 0 1)

Here the Index irefersto the avour singlet (s) and nonsinglet (ns) com binations ofproton
and neutron structure functions and ;(0) denotes the R egge tra ctory function at zero
mom entum transfer. Tt is expected that ,5(0) < 0 and that (0) ns(0) [7]. This
behaviour of g; should translhte to theW ? dependence of the C om pton cross-section at
02! Owhereq; should bea nite fiinction ofW ?, free from any kinem atical singularities
Or Zeros.

T he spin-dependent structure function of the deuteron ¢ (x;Q #) hasbeen accurately
m easured in the perturbative region, Q? > 1 (G&V=c)’ [8{12]. D ue to the relatively low
incident energy, the desp inelastic scattering events collected in those experin ents cover
only a lin ited range of x. The behaviour of g; at x < 0001 in the largeQ? region is
unknown due to the lack ofdata from colliders w ith polarised beam s.

M easurem ents at Jow x and low Q2 put very high dem ands on event triggering
and reconstruction and are very scarce: they were perform ed only by the SM C at CERN
on proton and deuteron targets [13]. Here we present new results from the COM PA SS
experin ent at CERN on the deuteron lbngitudinal spin asymmetry A¢ and the spin-
dependent structure function gf in the range 0001 < 0% < 1 (Gev=c)’ in the photon
virtmality and 4 10 < x < 25 18 in the B prken scaling variable. This range is
essentially the sam e as that covered by the SM C [13], but the present m easurem ents result
in about tenfold better precision . T hey com plem ent our recently published m easuram ents
obtained in the region 0:004 < x < 07 and 1 < Q2 < 100 (GeV=c)? [12]. The data were
collected during the years 2002 and 2003. T hey cover the kinem atic range presented in
Fig.dl.W e refer the reader to reference [14] for the description of the 160 G €V /c positive
muon beam , the two-cell °LiD polarised target and the COM PA SS spectrom eter and to
Ref. [15] for a detailed description of the analysis.

The COM PA SS data acquisition system is triggered by coincidence signals in ho-



doscopes, de ning the direction of the scattered m uon behind the spectrom eter m agnets
and/or by a signal in the hadron calorin eters [16]. Triggers due to halo muons are sup—
pressed by veto counters installed upstream of the target. COM PA SS uses three types of
triggers: i) Inclusive ones, based on m uon detection only ii) sem Hnclusive triggers, based
on muon detection and presence of energy deposit In the hadron calorim eters and iii)
a calorim etric trigger where only inform ation from the hadron calorim eters is used. T he
Jow x and low -Q ? region is dom ihated by sem iHnclisive triggers. T he contribution of the
Inclusive ones is below 5% for x < 0001 and exceeds 30% only for x > 0:01.A Iso the
contribution of the standalone calorin etric trigger is negliglble there. In the kinam atic
region considered here events are characterised by am allm uon scattering angles and their
kinem atics m ay be distorted by real photon em ission. T herefore in the analysis presented
here the socalled hadron m ethod [8] is used. This m eans that all events in our sam pl
require the presence of the tra fctories of a reconstructed beam m uon, a scattered m uon
and at least one additional outgoing particle, together de ning an interaction point. T he
presence of hadrons In the nalstate In proves the reconstruction of the interaction point
and reduces the background of events originating from radiative processes and from the
muons scattered o atom ic electrons. It has been checked that the use of the hadron
m ethod does not bias the inclusive asym m etries [8].

Them om entum of the incom ing m uon, centred around 160 G &V /c and m easured n
the beam spectrom eter, is required to be between 140 and 180 G &V /c. T he reconstructed
interaction point has to be located inside one of the target cells. Tn addition, the extrap-
olated beam muon tra fpctory is required to cross entirely both target cells in order to
equalize the ux seen by each of tham . T he scattered m uon is denti ed by detectors sit-
uated behind hadron absorbers and its tra fctory m ust be consistent w ith the hodoscope
signals used for the event trigger.

Events are selected by cutson the ourm om entum transfer squared,Q? < 1 (G &V=c)?,
the fractional energy of the virtual photon, 01 < y < 09, and the scaling variable
x> 4 16 . The ram aining cuts are the sam e as those used in the Q2 > 1 (G eV =c)’
analysis [12], w ith additional quality checks on the interaction point, appropriate to the
present kinem atics [15]. A ccording to the hadron m ethod we also require the m ost ener-
getichadron having z, > 0:1 (z, isa fraction ofthe virtualphoton energy in the laboratory
fram e, carried by a hadron).

At low values of x the sam ple is contam inated by events of m uon elastic scattering
o atomicelectrons, *e ! ‘e ,occurrgatx o= M cecon=M = 545 160 M isthe
proton m ass) and at very sm all scattering angles. T o rem ove such events, cuts are In posed
on a variable,q ,de ned asthe product oftheangle between the virtualphoton and the
hadron candidate and the sign g of the electric charge of the hadron.D epending upon the
num ber of hadron candidates outgoing from the interaction point, the event is refected if

5<g < 2mrador 2< g < 0mraddepending whether it contains one or two hadron
candjdates. T he distrrbution of the g vardable and the x spectrum before and after
the e scattering rejction are presented In Fig.[d. The background of e events which
ram ains under the elastic peak is estim ated to be an aller than 1% of thedata sam ple.A s
the electrom agnetic calorim eter (ECA L) could not be fully used In the present analysis,
the cuts usad for e scattering rejpction presented above are applied in the whole range
of x to reduce the yield of unwanted radiative events. A study using a an all subsam ple of
events where the ECAL was available show s that around 50% of those unwanted events

1) A part of that condition, 0 < g < 2m rad, encom passes m isidenti ed m uons and beam halo m uons.



are excluded from the data sam ple In this way. T he ram aining background of radiative
events acocounts for less than about 1% of the data sam ple.

T he resulting sam ple consists of 280 m illion events, out of which about 40% were
obtained in 2002. T his is about 200 tim es m ore than in Ref. [13]. The acceptance in the
(x,0Q?) plane after all the cuts is shown by the contour superin posed on F ig.[d. A verage
values of Q ? in bins of x are presented i Fi.[3.

D uring data taking the two target cells are polarised in opposite directions, so that
the deuteron spins are parallel or antijparallel to the spins of the incom ing muons. T he
Soins are inverted every 8 hours by a rotation of the target m agnetic eld. In 2002 and
2003 the average beam and target deuteron polarisations were about 0:76 and 051,
regpectively.

Extraction of the crosssection asymm etry A“f in the kinem atic region where Q2
extends down to about 0.001 (Ge&V=c)® dem ands soecial care. The comm on practise of
neglecting them ?=Q % tertm s (m  isthem uon m ass) in the expression or the cross-sections
cannot be applied in this region. T herefore we present below the general spin form alisn
where all the m?=Q? tem s are properly taken into account. The only approxin ation
applied is neglecting them ?=E ? tem s (E is the incident m uon energy) which are of the
order of 10 ' at our kinem atics. In all the form ulae we consider the exchange of one
virtual photon only. T he interference e ects between virtual Z ° and photon exchange in
the inelastic m uon scattering have been m easured in an unpolarised experin ent [17]and
found negliglble in the kinem atic range of current xed target experin ents (see also [18]).

T he polarised nelastic m uon{deuteron inclusive scattering cross-section 1n the
onephoton exchange approxin ation can be written as the sum of a gpin—-independent
temm  and a spin-dependent term and involves themuon helicity h = 1

lh : 2

= > : (2)

E ight independent structure functions param etrise the crosssection for a spin-1 target;

this is twice as m any as for the spin-1/2 case. A part of the gpin-independent structure

functionsF; and F', and the spin-dependent structure functions g; and g, , four additional

structure functions, b, b, bz, Iy are needed in the spin-1 case [19]. A 11 these functions

depend on Q2 and x.Follow ing previous analyses, cf.Refs. [8,12,13]we neglect by 4, sihce

they are predicted to be anall [19]. Then the expressions for the crosssections and

and thus the cross—section asymm etries A  and A, becom e dentical to those for a

spin-1/2 target.

T he spin—-independent cross-section for parity-conserving interactions can be ex-—

pressed in tem s of two unpolarized structure functions F; and F,:

d? 4 2 2m 2 242
S0~ o ¥ 1 g7 iR+ 1y - Faxi0f) o 3)
w here D __
M x Q2
= &_ (4)

and  is the energy of the exchanged virtual photon.
W hen themuon spin and the deuteron spin form an angle , the cross-section
can be expressed as [20]

Il
2

L+ sih  cos 5t (5)



Here is the azimuthal angle between the scattering plane and the spin plane. The
cross—sections k. and > refer to the two con gurations where the deuteron spin is
(anti)parallel or orthogonal to the muon spin; x is the di erence between the cross-
sections for antiparalle]l and parallel spin orientations and 5 = r=00s , the dif-
ference between the cross-sections at angles and + . The corresponding di erential
cross—sections, which can be w ritten in term s of the two structure functions g; and g, , are
given by

¢ x_16 Yy oy W ny ’y ©)
¥ dxdg? = Q° 2 4 0z %
and
r_
a 8 2y . 2y2 vy . 2m ?
= Cos 2 ————— = COoS Z + +
T ? dxd0 2d 04 Yy 4 5 QZY gt %
(7)
T he relevant asym m etries are
k ?
Ay = 5 A, = > (8)
T he crosssection asymmetry A = (" ")=( "+ "), orantiparallel ("#) and
parallel ("") spins of the incom ing muon and the target deuteron can be obtained from

the num bers of events N ; collected from each cell before and after reversal of the target

Spins:
N;=a; ;n; (1+ PgPfAf);  i= 1;2;3;4; 9)

where a; is the acceptance, ; the incom ing ux, n; the num ber of target nuclkons, Py
and Pr the beam and target polarisations and f the e ective target dilution factor. T he

latter includes a corrective factor = | = §Ot [21 Jaccounting for radiative events on the

d
unpolarised deuteron and a correction for the relative polarisation of deuterons bound
in °Licom pared to free deuterons. A verage values of £ in bins of x for the naldata
sam ple are presented in Fig.[4d. T he extraction of the spin asymm etry was perform ed as
nRefs. [12,22]. The four relations of Eq. (9), corresponding to the two cells and two spin
orientations, lead to a second-order equation in A}Cj . Thism ethod ensures that uxes and
acceptances cancel out In the asymm etry calculation on the condition that the ratio of
the acceptances of the two cells is the sam e before and after spin reversal, cf. Ref. [18].

T he Jongitudinal and transverse virtualphoton deuteron asymm etrdes, A and A§,
arede ned via theasym m etry ofabsorption cross-sections of transversely polarised photon
as

A= (5 2= T); A= (" + TF)=2"); (10)

where ] isthe -deuteron absorption cross-section for a total spin projction J in the
photon direction, ;" results from the interference between transverse and longitudinal
ampliidesford = 0;1land ' = ( j+ |+ , )=3 isthe totaltransverse photoabsorption
cross-section. T he relation between A{;AS and the experin entally measured A, A§ is

Aj=D AT+ AY); AS =das  K); (11)

where D (the so called depolarisation factor), ,dand depend on kinem atics:



y I+ y=2)2 y) 2fm’=0? .
v2(1  2m?=Q2)(1+ 2)+ 2(1+R)1 vy 2y?=4)’

l y 2y2:4 E;mZZQZ
1+ 2y=2)(1 y=2) $m?=02'

1 2y?=4 (1+ *y=2
do y Cy=4 0+ “y=2) D (14)
1 y=2)1+ *y=2) ym?=0?
(I y=2 3m*=07%)
1+ 2y=2 )

(15)

In view of the snall value of in our kinem atic region the expression for A i
Eq. (I1) is reduced to A ’ A{=D and the possbl contrbution from the neglected
term is included in the system atic errors [15]. T he virtualphoton depolarisation factor
D depends on the ratio of longitudinal and transverse photoabsorption cross-sections,
R = = T.In the present analysis an updated param etrisation of R taking into account
allexisting m easuram ents isused [23]together w ith an extension to very low valies ofQ ?,
cf. Appendix. A verage values of D and R in bins of x are shown in Figs. ??, respectively.

In order to m inin ize the statistical error of the asym m etry, the kinem atic factors £,
D and the beam polarisation Py are calculated eventby-event and used to weight events.
This approach In proves the statistical precision by approxin ately 8% as com pared to
asymm etry evaluation from events num bers. In the weight calculations a param etrisation
of Py as a function of the beam m om entum is used. For P; an average value is used
for the data sam ple taken between two consecutive target spin reversalsl®]. T he obtained
asymm etry is corrected for spin-dependent radiative e ects according to Ref. [24] but
retaining only radiative inelastic tails.

The nalvalues of A ¢ (x;0Q 2) are listed in Table[l with the corresponding average
values of x and Q 2. T hey are also shown as a function ofx in Fig.[7. T hese valuescon m ,
w ith a statistical precision increased by m ore than an order of m agnitude, the obsarvation
m ade in R ef. [13]that the asymm etry is consistent w ith zero forx < 0:01.

T he system atic error ofA“i1 contains m ultiplicative contributions resulting from un-
certainties on polarisations Py and Pt ,on thedilution factor f and on the function R used
to caloulate the depolarisation factor D . O f these, the Jargest contrdbution com es from
D due to a poor know ledge of R . W hen com bined in quadrature, these errors am ount
to 10{30% (Tabk[d).However the m ost im portant contribution to the system atic error
is due to possible false asym m etries which could be generated by instabilities in som e
com ponents of the spectrom eter. In order to m inim ize their e ect, the values ofACl1 in
each Interval of x have been calculated for 97 subsam ples, each of them covering a short
period of running tim e and, therefore, ensuring sin ilar detector operating conditions. An
upper lin it of the e ect of the tim e dependent detector Instabilities has been evaluated
by a statistical approach. D ispersions of the values of A around their m eans at each
value of x were com pared w ith their expected values. U sing the M onte C arlo technique
for a statistical 1im it estin ate [25], values for the false asym m etries were calculated and
everyw here found to be an aller than the statistical precision. T his estin ate accounts for
the tin e variation e ects of the gpectrom eter com ponents.

2) AsPr variesw ith tin e, using it in the weight would bias the A, asymm etry.



Several other searches for false asym m etries were perform ed. D ata from the two
target cells were combined In di erent ways in order to elin inate the spin-dependent
asymm etry. D ata obtained with opposite signs of cell polarisations were com pared as
they m ay reveal acceptance e ects. These searches did not show any signi cant false
asymm etry.

In Fi.[d results of the present analysis as a function of x are presented together
with previous m easurem ents by the SM C at 001 < Q2 < 100 (Gev=c)’ [8,13]. The
In provem ent in the statistical precision at low x is strkking. O ther data, m ostly from the
deep inelastic scattering region by COM PASS [12], HERMES [11], SLAC E143 [9]and
SLAC E155 [10], are also presented in Fig.[8. The values ofA‘jl , even if originating from
experin ents at di erent energies, tend to coincide due to the very smallQ ? dependence
ofA{ at xed x.

T he spin dependent structure functions are connected to the virtual photon asym —
m etries in the follow iIng way

Fy
L+ 2)

F 1

d d d d d d
gl: A1+ AZ H g2: (1+72) Al+ _AZ . (16)

T hese form ulae are exact; possible contributions from the structure functions by 4 cancel
out.Neglecting A§ and m aking the usualreplacem ent (1+ ?)F,=(2xF;)= 1+ R ,asi the
sin-1/2 case and vald ifb 4 = 0, the ongitudinal spin structure function gf is obtained
as

Fs

d d
= ———A~: 17
el 2x (1+R) ! @7)

The values of ¢f are listed In the kst column of Tablk [ and shown in Fig.[d. They
have been obtained with the de param etrisation of R efs. [8,26], cf. A ppendix, and w ith
the param etrisation of R used iIn the depolarisation factor. The system atic errors on
g{ are obtained in the same way as for A¢, with an additional contribution from the
uncertainty on F§'.M oreover the error of the depolarisation factor wasm odi ed. nstead
of D, the ervor of the quantity D (1+ R), [ (1+ R)]was considered. The valies of
xg; (x) obtained in this analysis and, for com parison, the SM C [13]and HERM ES [11]
resultsat Q% < 1 (G &V=c)? are shown in Fig.[I0.

The Iow x data in the kinem atic region where W 2 ishigh and W 2 Q?, should
In principle allow testing the Regge behaviour of g; through its x dependence. These
conditions are ful Iled by ourm easuram ents and thusa tofEq. (1) to the g; data from
theQ? range of 00025 025 (G &V =c} i six subintervals of Q2  constwas perform ed.
The results of the t were Inconclusive. No inform ation on the singlet intercept, (0),
could be extracted. Thus our data do not provide a test of the R egge behaviour of g;
w ithout additional assum ptions about its Q2 dependence. This is due to a lim ited x
interval for any given value of Q  com bined w ith sm allm easured values of . H owever,
these data can be com pared w ith m odels predicting both the x and Q ? dependence of g,
at ow valiesofx and Q2 [4,6].A relevant phenom enological analysis is in progress.

In summ ary,we havem easured the deuteron spin asymm etry A¢ and its Iongitudinal
spin-dependent structure function of for Q2 < 1 (GeV=c)’ over the range 4 10 <
X < 25 168 and with a statistical precision m ore than tenfold better than previous
experin ents. The A§ and g¢f values are com patible w ith zero for x < 0:01.
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A ppendix

K now Jedge of F, (x;0 2) and R (x;Q ?) isneeded in com putations of the dilution fac-
tor, the radiative corrections, the depolarisation factor and the spin dependent structure
flinction g (x;Q ?). It isnot su cient to know these functions only in the kinem atic range
of the analysis since radiative corrections require their know ledge at x > X, a5 and all
values of Q2 including Q2 = 0, due to radiative \tails". A sym ptotic behaviours of F, and
R in the photoproduction lim it, Q% ! 0,are:F, Q% and R Q? (for xed, arbitrary

). These kinem atic constraints elin inate potential kinam atical sihqularities at Q2 = 0 of
the hadronic tensor de ning the virtual C om pton scattering am plitude.

In theanalysis,a new SLAC param etrisation ofR ,R 1995 [23],and F, param etrisation
of Ref. [8] is employed. T he form er, valid for 0% > 05 (Gev=c)?, is extended to Iower
values of Q 2, ncluding theR ~ Q? behaviouratQ? = 0, as:

R(Q%< 05 (Gev=c)’jx)= Rigog (05 GeV=c)jx) (1 exp(’@))  (18)

with = 02712 and = 1=(1 exp(0:5= )) = 1:1880.AtQ* = 05 (GeVv=c)® the
function and its rst derivative are continuous in the whole x range of our m easurem ents.
Theerroron R, R ,above Q% = 0:5 (GeV=c)* was taken from Ref. [23]and below Q? =

05 (GeV=c)’ wasset to 0 2.Forthisvalieof R and for the sin plest assum ption aboutR
atQ? < 05 (Gev=c)® and any x (eg.R = 022) there isan approxin ate agream ent (w ithin
1 ) with both the value R = 0 at the photoproduction lin it and w ith m easurem ents at
higher 02 from HERA ,whereR 04 [27].

TheF, ofRef. Blisvald ©rQ? > 02 (Gev=c)’ and x > 0:0009.At lower values
ofQ0? and x we used them odelofRef. 26]valid down to Q? = O and x = 10 ° and based
on a concept of generalised vector m eson dom inance. Two other F, param etrisations,
albeit for the proton [28,29], were also tried together with Ref. [26], to estin ate the F,
uncertainty, F,.The form er of these param etrisations is based on the parton saturation
m odel w ith recent m odi cations including the Q CD evolution and the latter is a Regge
m otivated tto allthe word data of F}, extended into the large Q 2 in a way com patible
with QCD expectations. They are vald in a range sim ilar to that of Ref. [26]. The F),
uncertainty was taken as the lJargest di erence between the values of the em ployed F, and
other param etrisations.
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X range hxi o %i hyi A‘f gﬁl
[(G eV=c)?]
0.000063{ 0.00004 | 0.000052 0.0068 0.44 0.0008 0.0036 0.0034 0:06 027 026
0.00004 { 0.0001 0.000081 0.012 0.49 0:0027 0:0027 0:0017 022 023 0:14
0.0001 { 0.00016 | 0.00013 0.021 0.53 0.0015 0.0023 0.0014 013 021 012
0.00016 { 0.00025 | 0.00020 0.034 0.56 {00007 0.0022 0.0015| {006 019 013
0.00025 { 0.0004 0.00032 0.054 0.56 0.0045 0.0022 0.0017 036 018 0.14
0.0004 { 0.00063 | 0.00050 0.085 0.56 {0.0022 0.0023 0.0013| {016 017 0.9
0.00063 { 0.001 0.00079 0.13 0.55 {0.0005 0.0025 0.0015| {003 016 0.09
0001 { 0.0016 0.0013 0.20 0.54 {00035 0.0029 0.0022 | {011 009 0.09
00016 { 0.025 0.0020 032 0.54 {00023 0.0035 0.0025| {007 010 0.07
0.0025 { 0.004 0.0031 0.50 0.53 {00013 0.0043 0.0034| {003 010 0.8
0004 { 0.0063 0.0049 063 043 {0.0069 0.0061 0.0033| {011 010 0.06
00063 { 0.01 0.0077 0.68 030 | {0016 0.010 0.008 {017 011 0.9
0.01 { 0.0158 0.012 0.74 0.20 0.013 0.019 0.012 009 013 009
00158 { 0.025 0.019 0.82 0.14 0.019 0.040 0.019 009 020 009

Tabl 1:Values of A¢ and of w ith their statistical and system atic errors as a function of x w ith
the corresponding average values of x, Q 2 and y.Themaximum Q 2cutisl (G &ev =<:)2 .Binsin
x are of equalw dth in loggx.

Beam polarisation Ps =Pj 4%
M ultiplicative | Target polarisation Pr=P¢ 5%
variables D epolarisation factor DR)D R) 4 {30%
error D ilution factor f=f 7%
Additive T ransverse asymm etry A < 01 Fig
variables R adiative corrections ARC < 0:03 et
error False asymm etry A faiise < AYEt

Table 2: D ecom position of the system atic error of A1 into m ultiplicative and additive variables
contributions.
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Figure 7: The asymm etry Acll(x) as a function of x at the m easured values of Q 2 obtained in
this analysis. E rrors are statistical; the shaded band indicates the size of the system atic ones.

12



— O COMPASS 2002-04, @?>1 (GeV/c)?
© <“' B ° COMPASS 2002-03, @?<1 (GeVi/c)?

0.8 | o E143, Q*>1 (GeVic)?
B u] E155, Q?>1 (GeV/c)?

0.6 ~ HERMESalQ’ !
B *  SMC,all Q?

0.4

0.2~

4
H

10 107 1072 101

-0.2

Figure 8: The asym m etry A?(x) as a function of x at them easured values ofQ 2: the results or
0% < 1 (Gev=c)® obtained in this analysis are com pared w ith previous results at di erent valuies
ofQ? from COM PASS [12],SM C [8,13], HERMES [11], SLAC E143 [9]and SLAC E155 [10].
The E155 data correponding to the sam e x have been averaged over Q 2. E rrors are statistical.
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system atic ones.
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