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A bstract

The glion polarisation in the nuclon has been determm ined by detecting chamm
production via D ° m eson decay to charged K and  in polarised m uon scattering o
a longimdinally polarised deuteron target. T he data were taken by the COM PA SS
Collaboration at CERN between 2002 and 2006 and corresponds to an integrated
lum inosity of 2.8 fb ! . The dom nant underking process of cham production is
the photon{glion fusion to a cc pair. A leading order QCD approach gives an
average gluon polarisation ofh g=gi ,= 049 027(stat) 0:11(syst) at a scale

2 13 (GeV=c)? and at an average glion mom entum fraction hxi  0:1. The
longitudinal cross-section asymm etry for D ¢ production is presented in bins of the
transverse m om entum and the energy of the D ® m eson.
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1 Introduction

P ioneering experin ents on the spin structure of the nuclon perform ed in the sev-
enties at SLAC [l] were followed by the EM C experim ent at CERN which obtained a
surprisingly am all quark contribution to the proton spin [2], In contrast to the naive ex-—
pectation that the spin of the nucleon is built m ainly from valence quark spins [3]. This
result triggered extensive studies of the soin structure of the nucleon in polarised lepton
nucleon scattering experim ents at CERN by the SM C [4]and COM PASS [5], at SLAC
0],atDESY [/]and atJLAB [8laswellas in polarised proton {proton collisionsat RH IC
9,110]. A s a result, the parton helicity distributions in the nucleon were extracted using
perturbative Q CD analyses. T he contrlbution of the quark spins to the nucleon spin is
now con m ed to be around 30% , sm aller than 60% , the value expected from the E Ilis{
Ja e sum rul [11]. The reduction from the naive expectation of 100% can be explained
by the relativistic nature of quarks (eg.in theM IT bagm odel) [12]. H owever, due to the
lim ited range in the fourm om entum transfer squared, Q 2, covered by the experin ents,
the QCD analyses (eg. [9]) show Ilm ited sensitivity to the gluion helicity distribution
as a function of the gluon m om entum fraction x, g(x),and to its rst moment, G.
(The perturbative scale, 2, in these QCD analyses is set to Q2.) T he detem ination of

g(x) from QCD evolution has therefore to be com plem ented by direct m easurem ents in

dedicated experim ents.

T he average gluon polarisation in a lin ited range ofx,h g=gi , ,hasbeen determ ined
In am odeldependent way from the photon {gluon fusion (PGF ) processby HERM ES [13],
SM C [1l4]and COM PASS [15]. These analyses usad events containing hadron pairs w ith
high transverse m om enta, pr , (typically 1 to 2 G €V /c) w ith regpect to the virtual photon
direction.PYTHITA [16]wasused by HERM ES and by COM PA SS for the analysisof an all
Q0?2 events, while LEPTO [I7]wasused in SM C and the ongoing COM PA SS analysis for
02> 1 (GeV=c)® events. This m ethod provides good statistical precision but relies on
M onte Carlo generators sin ulating Q CD processes. T he m easuram ents point towards a
an all value of the gluon polarisation at x  0:.This is In line w ith recent results from
PHENIX 9Jand STAR [10]JatRHIC.

Taking into account quark and glion orbital angularm om enta, L , the nucleon spin
progction (in units ofh) is

1
S;=2=- + G+L . 1)

w here is the rstm om ent of the sum of the quark helicity distributions. T he decom —
position of Eq. (1), how ever gauge dependent, isde ned in the in nitem om entum fram e
where the quark parton m odel is vald.

Here we present a new result on h g=gi  from muon{deuteron scatterjng The
gluon polarisation is determ ined assum ing that open-cham production is dom inated by
the PGF mechanian yieding a oc pair which fragm ents mainly into D mesons. This
assum ption is supported by them easuram ents of F'; in the COM PA SS kinem atic dom ain
[18]and further discussed in [19]. This m ethod has the advantage that in lowest order of
the strong coupling constant there are no other contributions to the cross-section ; how ever,
it is statistically lin ited as willbe shown in section [3. In the present analysis only one
chamm ed m eson is required in every event. Thism eson is selected through itsdecay in one

1) The present result includes a largerdata sam ple and an in proved analysism ethod and thus supersedes
the one given in Ref. 20].



of the two channels: D (2010)" ! D® % ' K * ! (D smpk)andD?! K *
(D ° sam ple) and their charge conjigates.

2 E xperim ental set-up

T he data were collected between 2002 and 2006 w ith the COM PA SS experin ent at
theM 2 muon beam line of the CERN SPS.A detailed description of the experim ent for
the years 2002 to 2004 can be found In Ref. [21]]. For the 2006 data taking the polarised
target and the spectrom eter were considerably upgraded.

T hem easuram ents were perform ed usinhga * beam 0of160G &V /c.Thebeam muons
origmating from * and K * decays are naturally polarised w ith an average polarisation,
P ,ofabout 80% with a relative uncertainty of 5% [22]. Them om entum ofeach incom ing
muon ism easured upstream of the experin ental area w ith a precision of p=p 1% na
beam m om entum station consisting of layers of scintillators. T he incom ing m uon direction
and position ism easured with a detector telescope n front of the target. A precision of
30 rad is obtained for the track direction.

T he polarised °LiD target ishoused in a superconducting solenoid w ith a polarangle
apertureof 70 m rad in 2002 to 2004 .T he target consisted of two 60 an long cells (upstream
u,downstream d),separated by 10 an , Iongitudinally polarised w ith opposite ordentations.
The spin directions were reversed every eight hours by rotating the eld of the target
m agnet systam . T he target was upgraded in 2006 w ith a new solenoid w ith an aperture of
180 m rad . To reduce the system atic errors due to the di erent spectrom eter acceptances
for the upstream and downstream cells, a 3—cell target con guration was installed. A
central60 an long cellisplaced indetween two 30 an long cellsw ith polarisations opposite
to the central one In this setup the average acceptances for both spin directions are
very sin ilar and therefore the m agnetic eld was rotated only once per day. T he average
target polarisations, P+, were 50% w ith a relative uncertainty of 5% . T he dilution factor
f, accounting for the fraction of polarisable nucleons in the target, is about 0.4, since
the °Linucleus basically consists of a “He core plus a deuteron. T he exact value of £ is
kinem atics dependent and is calculated as described In Ref. 23]. Tts relative uncertainty
is5% .

The twostage COM PA SS spectrom eter is designed to reconstruct the scattered
m uons and the produced hadrons in a wide m om entum range. Particle tracking is per-
form ed using several stations of scintillating bres, m icrom esh gaseous cham bers and
gas electron m ultiplier cham bers for the an all angles tracks. Large area tracking devices
com prise gaseous detectors (drift cham bers, straw tubesand m ultiw ire proportional cham —
bers). T he detectors are placed around the two spectrom eter m agnets. T he direction of
the tracks reconstructed at an Interaction point in the target is determ ined w ith a preci-
sion better than 0.2 m rad and the m om entum resolution for charged tracks detected in
the rst gpectrom eter is about 1.2% whereas is it about 0.5% in the second spectrom eter.
T he achieved longitudinal vertex resolution varying from S5mm to 25mm along the target
allow s assigning each event to a particular target cell, ie. a speci ¢ target spin direction.
For 2006 the tracking system s in the st stage were adapted to m atch the increased
aperture of the polarised target m agnet. T he trigger is form ed by several hodoscope sys—
tem s supplem ented by two hadron calorin eters. M uons are denti ed downstream of the
hadron absorbers. A R ing Im aging CH erenkov counter (R ICH ) with a C4F 9 radiator is
used In the rst spectrom eter stage for charged particle denti cation. Tt is equipped w ith

2) ™ 2006 u and d stand for the central target celland for the sum of the outer target cells, respectively.



m ultiw ire proportional cham bers w ith C sT photocathodes to detect the UV Cherenkov
photons. The RICH , too, underwent a considerable upgrade for the 2006 data taking.
In the central part, the photon detectors were replaced by m ultianode photom ultiplier
tubes, yielding considerably higher photon detection e ciency along w ith a much faster
regoonse. For the outer parts the readout electronics was refurbished, allow ing a signi —
cant reduction of the background. T he data taking am ounted to 40 weeks in 2002 to 2006
and corresponds to an integrated lum inosity of 2.8 o ! .

3 D ata selection

Tn the present analysis the selection procedure required an incom ing m uon, a scat—
tered m uon, an interaction vertex in the target and at least two additional tracks. T he
kinem atic variables like the fourm om entum transfer squared Q 2, the relative energy trans—
fer y, and the B prken variable xg 5 = Q%=2M Ey,where M is the nuclon mass and E
the incident muon energy, are calculated from the fourm om enta of the incident and
scattered muon. No kinan atic cuts are applied on Q?,y or xg 4. Thus the selected data
sam ple inclides the events w ith an interaction vertex from quasizeal photo-production
0?2 m?y’=(1 vy)toaQ? ofabout 100 (Ge&V=c)’.Note that all the events are in the
deep inelastic region, ie. the nvariant m ass of the nalstate,W ,is larger than 4 G eV /c?.

The D ° m esons are reconstructed through their K decay which has a branching
ratio of 39% .Due to multiple Coulom b scattering of the charged particles in the solid
state target the spatial resolution of the vertex reconstruction isnot su cient to separate
the D ° production and decay vertices. The D ° m esons are selected using the invariant
m ass of their decay products.

T o reduce the Jarge com binatorialbackground only identi ed K pairsareusad.The
denti cation in theR ICH starts from reconstructed tracksw ith m easured m om enta. T he
likelihood for di erent m ass hypotheses and for a background hypothesis are com puted
for each track, using the angles between the track and the detected C herenkov photons.
T he likelhood functions, used in this com putation, were de ned from the corresponding
expected angular distrlbbution of photons; the expected distribution for background was
obtained using a sam ple of photons not associated to reconstructed tracks. Particles are
denti ed as kaons or pions on the basis of the lkelhood associated to the pion, kaon,
proton and background hypotheses. T he procedure restricts the studied events to a sam ple
w ith at Jeast one kaon and one pion of m om enta exceeding the Cherenkov threshold of
91 GeV=cand 2:5G &V =c, regpectively. Sin ulations using the AROM A [27]generator and
a full spectrom eter sin ulation based on GEANT have shown that about 70 $ (90% ) of
kaons (pions) com ing from D © decays exceed this threshold for the reconstructed sam ple.

A 1l events have to satisfy a kinem atic cut: z > 02, where z is the fraction of the
energy of the virtualphoton carried by the D ® m eson candidate. T hey are further divided
intoaD andaD "’ sam ple, analysed independently. Tn the form er one an additional track
w ith a proper charge, a slow pion candidate, isdem anded at the vertex.R ICH likelhoods,
usad to refct electrons from those candidates, reduce the com binatorial background by a
factor two. Furthem ore, in the case of the D , a cut on the m ass di erence is In posed,
32Mev=c < My . My M < 89MeV=¢’,whereMy _ andMy are the
masses of the D and the DY candidates, respectively. Finally it was dem anded that
jos j< 09 or theD sampl and Fos j< 065 for the D%, where is the decay
angle in the D% cm . system relative to the D ° ight direction. T he events entering the
D sampl are not used in the D ? sam ple. T he resulting m ass spectra for the D ® and D
sam pleswith one K pair in themassrange 400M &V /¢ < M g Mpo < 400M &V /&



are displayed In Fig.[dl. A signal to background ratio In the signal region of about 1 is
obtained rtheD sampl and ofabout 0.1 ortheD ° sam ple w ith a m ass resolution of
about 22 M &V /c? and 25 M &V /¢, respectively. T he num ber of D Y m esons is about 8,700
and 37,400 in theD and the D ° sam ples.
For the nalevent sam pls them ean value of Q ? is 065 (G &V =c)?, X3 ; ranges from

1 10 to 06 with amean value of 004 and v from 0.1 to 1 with a m ean value of 0.55.
N ote that the perturbative scale or the selected events is not given by Q 2, but by the
transverse m ass of the cham ed quarks,M 7 = 4m 2+ p2).

4 M ethod

T his section describes the determ ination of the gluon polarisation from the event
sam ples collected In two di erent spin con gurations and target cells. T he sam e m ethod
isused in section [@ for the asym m etry determ ination. T he num ber of events collected n
a given target celland tim e Interval is

d*N ' N1 0oy b f
=an(s+b) 1+ PP £ A T + Ag : (2)
dm dX s+ b s+ b
Here,a M! D% — (™ "y=( "+ "), where the arrow s ndicate the relative beam

and target spin ordentations, is the longitudinal double spin crosssection asymm etry of
the events in the centralpeak of F g.[lland A is the corresponding asym m etry originating
from the com binatorial background events in the m ass spectra. A 1so, m Mg ,and X
denote a set of kinem atic variables describing an event (Q?,v, z...),whik a, andn are
the spectrom eter acceptance, the integrated incident muon ux and the num ber of target
nucleons, respectively. The di erential unpolarised cross-sections of signaland background
events folded w ith the experin ental resolution as a function of m and X are represented
by s= s ;X ) and b= bm ;X ), respectively. The ratio s=(s+ b) willbe called \signal
purity". In the present analysis the background is a com binatorial background and the
signal purity can be extracted from the data using the invariant m ass distributions of
Fi.[l. This is iIn contrast to the high-p; analyses, where the physical background has to
be estim ated using a M onte Carlo smulation M C) [13,/14,[15]. Inform ation on the gluon
polarisation is contained n A ¥! P °¥ which can be decom posed in LO QCD as

| g
AT P ) = A (X ) — (X ) (3)
g
Here ap;, is the analysing power of the ~g ! %c process which inclides the so-called

depolarisation factor D accounting for the polarisation transfer from the lepton to the
virtual photon. T he background asymm etry Az can be written as the product of the
virtual photon asym m etry and the depolarisation factor Az = D ABN and is assum ed to
be Independent ofm .

In the present anaB.yszs fhe average glion polrisation h g=gi  and the average
background asym m etry ABN are determ ined sim ultaneously as weighted averages over
the accessible kinem atic range. T hism ethod does not require an arbitrary selection ofm ass
w indow s for the signal and background regions as in the classical sidedband subtraction
m ethod. M oreover, it yields a sn aller statistical error com pared to the latter, reaching
practically the lower bound of the unbinned likelihood m ethod [25]. T his is achieved by
weighting every event w ith its analysing power ar;, (X ). The sam e procedure is applied



for A" . The weighting factors are thus

wg=P ap, jweg =P £ D : (4)

s+ b s+ b
T he target polarisation Py, as a tim e dependent quantity, is not included into the weights
because Including it m ay generate false asymm etries. Note that all events in the m ass
window 400 M &V /% < Mg Mpo < 400 M &V /& of Fig.[d are used. Since the factor
s=(s+ b) In wg vanishes for events far away from the central peak, these egentsgo not

contribute signi cantly to h g=gi ,, but contribute to the determ nation of ABN
By considering sum s over the di erent event sam ples eight equations are derived
from Eq. () 26]

(5)

N ¢
i ﬁP t;in ;iWC A

(6)

Q
"(
=4
o
~
Q

P
WC;i i WC;i

for the two target cells before (t= u;d) and after (t= u%d’) the target spin reversal, once
weighted with wg and oncewithwg (C = S;B).HereN jsthenumbero%evengsobserved
A

In cell t. T hese eight equations contain 10 unknownswhich areh g=gi BN and eight

acoeptance factors & =  a® m(s+ bwe dX .

A ssum ing that possible acceptance variations a ect the upstream and dow nstream
cells in the same way, ie. 2= ¢ = 2= ¢, reduces the num ber of unknowns to eight.
W ith an extra, much weaker assum ption that signal and background events from the
sam e target cell are a ected in the sam e way by the acceptance variations, one arrives
at a systam of eight equations w ith seven unknow ns. Possble deviations from the above
assum ptions m ay generate false asym m etries which are included in the system atic error.
U sing the set of eight aguatj%ps (see Eq. (3)), the gluon polarisation h g=gi, and the
background asym m etry ABN are detem ined w ith a standard least squarem inin isation
procedure taking into account the statistical correlation between the num ber of events in
a given target cell weighted by wg and by wg . T he analysis is perform ed independently
rtheD and D sam ples.

The quantities P+, P , a;;, and S=(S + B ) are obtained as follow s. For P, values
averaged over about one hour ofdata taking are used, a tin escale over w hich the assum p—
tion of a stable target polarisation was shown to be jisti ed. The beam polarisation P
is param eterised as a function of the m om entim which is m easured for each incom ing
muon. T he photon {glion analysing power, a1, (X )=D , is param eterised in term s of m ea—
sured kinem atic variables. It depends on partonic variables not accessible experim entally
and is obtained using a neural network 28] trained on a M onte Carlo sam ple for D
m esons. For this purpose PG F events were generated with AROM A [27] in leading order
QCD ,processed by GEANT to simulate the response of the detector and nally recon-
structed lke realevents. Tt was checked that theM C sim ulation describes the background
subtracted data distributions in z and pr su ciently well. The scale, ,used in theM C
was chosen as the transverse m ass of the produced cham ed quark pair,and is su ciently
large to justify the perturbative approach . T he correlation between the generated a;;, and
the param eterised a;;, is 81% (see Fig.[d). The sam e param eterisation is valid for the D °
and theD samples.

x !



F inally, the signalpurity, s=(s+ b),asa function of the Invariantm ass for each event,
isdeterm ined from a t of the nvariant m ass distributions of theD and D ° sam ples. In
this t the signal is described by a G aussian distrlbbution. In the D  case the background
function is the sum of an exponential and a G aussian, the Jatter added to describe the
re ection of theD * | K O decay, where the ° meson is not cbserved. In the D °
case the background is described by the sum of two exponential distributions. N ote that
not only the variation of the signal purity (or s=b) with the m ass, but also with other
characteristics of the event, is taken Into account. T his is achieved by am ethod [29]based
on a multivariate approach starting w ith a param eterisation of the signalto-background
ratio, integrated over a window around the D ° mass, (S=B Jpar- The window is of 40
MeV/c? ortheD sampland 30M eV /c? forthe D ? sam ple. T he param etrisation is
the product of 10 functions, each one depending on one of the 10 variables describing
the event kinem atics and the RICH response. Typically six bins are de ned In each of
the variables and the m ass spectra are tted In each bin of each variable to provide the
values of the S=B ratios using the signaland background fiinctions described above. Each
of the 10 variables is considered successively and the param eters of the corresponding
function are adjasted to reproduce the S=B ratios in all bins In this variable. A djusting
the param eters for one variable a ects the agream ent obtained for previous variables and
thus the adjustm ent procedure has to be repeated until convergence is reached and all
S=B ratios are reproduced sim ultaneously.

U sihg this param etrisation, each sample (D and D) is split into intervals of
(S=B )par and them ass spectrum is tted separately In each ofthem .A san illustration the
Invariantm ass spectra obtained in the highest intervalof (S=B ),., are com pared in Fig.[l
to those obtained for the fiill sam ples. T he signalpurity for each event isobtained from the

t to them ass spectrum  in the interval of (S=B )., containing the event and this value is
adjusted to the exact value of (S=B )., for this event. To valdate the procedure the tin
each (S=B )y.r Interval is ntegrated over the w ndow around them ass peak to obtain the
S=B value and com pared w ith the average value obtained from the param etrisation. T he
consistency obtained guarantees that using the (S=B ),.» In the event weights does not
Introduce a bias. In addition, it is checked that weighting the w rong-charge background
K 7 .. and charge conjigates) with the param etrised values of the m ass averaged
signalpurity, [S=(S + B )Lar ,does not generate any arti cialpeak atM ¢ = M po.

5 R esults for the gluon polarisation

A value for h g=gi  is obtained for each of the 40 weeks of data taking separately
fortheD ? and theD sampl.Theresultsh g=gi = 0421 0:424(stat) ortheD ° and
hg=gi, 0:541 0:343(stat) fortheD sample, are the welghted m ean of these values.

ghe rEesu]ijng background asym m etries, ABN = 0:003 0:004 for the D ? sam ple and

ABN = 0062 0:042 fortheD sam ple,areconsistentw ith zero.A ssum ing that g=g(x)
is approxin ately linearly dependent on x in the range covered, h g=gi  gives a m easure-
ment of g=g(hxi), where hxi is calculated using the signal weights. T his assum ption is
supported by the results of the COM PASS QCD analysis [9].

The m apr contributions to the systam atic uncertainty are listed in Table[dl. The
contrbutions from P , Py and f are discussed with more detail in Ref. 5]. To study
the in uence of false asymm etrdes, the nal sam ples from Fig. [ were subdivided into
two sam ples using criteria related to the experim ental apparatus, eg. kaons going to the
upper or to the lower spectrom eter parts. T he resulting asym m etries were found to be



Table 1: System atic error contrdbutions to h g=gi , for D 9D ) channels.

source (h?gix) H source (?g)
Faleasymmetry 0:05(0:05) || Beam polarisation P 0.02
S=(S + B) 007(0:01) || Target polarisation Py  0.02
arL 0:05(0:03) || D ilution factor £ 0.02

Totalerror 0.11(0.07)

com patible w ithin their statistical accuracy, thus no false asym m etries were obsarved . A n
upper lin it of the contribution of tin e dependent acceptance e ects to the gystanatic
uncertainty was estin ated from the dispersion of the values for h g=gi _ and ABN for
the 40 weeks of data taking. A ssum ing that possible detector instabilities are sin ilar
for background and signal events and applying the m ethod used in Ref. 9] leads to a
consaervative lim it of 0:05 for both decay channels.

Varying the procedure to buid the param eterisation of s=(s+ b), and in particular
the functional form of the background t, results in an erroron h g=gi , of0.07 and 0.01
rtheD ? and theD sam ple, respectively. A s expected, the uncertainty on s=(s + b) is
larger or the D ? case, where the signaltobackground ratio is sm aller. To estin ate the
in uence of the sin ulation param eters, ie. cham ed quark m ass (varied from 1.3 G &V /c?
to 1.6 Ge&V /c?), parton distribution fiinctions and scales (varied by a factor of 8), M C
sam ples w ith di erent param eter sets were generated and a;;, was recalculated, resulting
In an uncertainty on h g=gi , of0.05 and 0.03 for theD Oand theD sam ple, respectively.
O ther contributions, lke radiative corrections and event m gration between target cells,
were studied and found to be negligible.

The nalvalie is the weighted m ean of the two values ortheD and theD © sam ple
and am ounts to * n

? = 049 027(stat) O0:dl(syst) (7)

X

in the range of 006 < x < 022 with hxi 0:d1l,and a scaleh ?i 13 (GeV=c)*. The
contributions to the system atic uncertainty for each sam ple are added In quadrature to
obtain the totalerror, 0.11 and 007 forthe D ® and D sam ple, respectively. T he larger
value is chosen as a conservative estin ate of the naleror in Eq. (1).

In Fig.[d the above result is com pared to other m easurem ents of h g=gi, and to
two param etrisations from the NLO QCD analysis of the world data on the polarised
structure function g; (x;0 2),perﬁ3m1 ed by COMPASS Bl:with G >0 (broken line) and
with G < 0 (dotted line). T he present result is consistent w ith previous m easuram ents
favouring sm all values of h g=gi  .Note that Q 2 is the scale for the analysis of the SM C
[14]m easurem ent and the Q CD analysis [5]. T he scale of the present result isgiven by the
transverse m ass of the charm ed quarks =M ? 13 (GeV=c)’. T he other experin ental
points in Fig.[d are given at ? 3 (Gev=c)’.

6 A sym m etry determ ination

The data descrlbbed in sections 2 and 3 also allow for the detem ination of the
virtual photon asymm etry for D ¢ production, A ¥!'2°* = o ¥! P°p T contrast to
h g=gi , thisasymm etry is independent of the interpretation n LO QCD .The asymm etry
averaged over the full kinem atic range would be largely diluted because of the large



dispersion of a,, . The asymmetry A ¥'! P’% is thus extracted in bins of the transverse
m om entum  of the D © w ith respect to the virtual photon, B2, and the energy of the D °
In the laboratory system , Epo. The bins were chosen such that the variation of a; =D

within each bin is am all com pared to the variation over the whole sam ple. In principle
A N!0’ 319 depends on the inclusive variables v and 0 2, but an additional binning is
not necessary because the dependence is very weak. This is clearly seen in LO , where
AN!DX = (3 =D) g=g.In a given bin i p?o and Epo the factor (a;;,=D ) is alm ost
independent of y and Q ?, and the sam e is true for g=g.

The asymmetry A V! P°% is optained in exactly the sam e way as h g=gi, , except
that the factor a;;, is replaced by D in the de nition of the signal weight in Eq. (4),
ie.ws = P fDs=(s+ b). This provides A V' ?"¥ (2 "i;hE 0 1) under the assum ption
that the bins of g} " and E po are an all enough. It was veri ed that this approxin ation
and the independence on y and Q ? are well fiul lled for the cross-section evaliated in LO
QCD .At higher orders, the variation of the crosssection are expected to be sin ilar and
thus the approxin ations to ram ain vald.

Tablke[d gives A ¥' P*X averaged over the D? and D sample :n each () ;Epo)
bin, together w ith the average of several kinem atic variables. A 1l averages are calculated
with the weight wg = P £D s=(s+ b). The muon-nuckon asymmetry A "' P’ can be
obtained by multiplying & ¥ ! P’¥ by D (1X 1). Both asymm etries can be used i global
NLO QCD tsto constrain the values of g(x).

A sa cross<heck we have calculated h g=gi | from A "' D°X i each bin by dividing
the asym m etry by the corresponding a;,;; =D .C om bining allbinswe got a result consistent
w ith the result in Eq. (1), w ith an Increase 0o£5% in the statistical error. T he contributions
to the system atic error listed in Table[d contribute as well to the system atic error of
the asym m etries, except for the contribution of a;,;, . This leads to a relative systam atic
uncertainty of 203 ©raA ¥' P’¥ which is 100% correlated between the bins.

7 C onclusion

W e have studied D% m eson production in 160 G &V polarised muon scattering o
a polarised deuteron target. The D Y decays into pairs of charged K and m esons were
selected using analysing the invariant m ass distrributions of denti ed K pairs. O nly one
D % m eson was dem anded in each event.

T hedata provide an average value of the gluon polarisation in the nuclkon,h g=gi _,
under the assum ption that photon{gluon fluision to a cc pair is the underlying partonic
process for open cham production,which isequivalenttoa LO QCD approach.T heresult
ishg=gi,= 049 027(stat) 0:d1(syst) at an average gluon m om entum fraction,
hxi 0:land atascale 2 13 (Ge&V=c)’.This result is com patble with our previous
result from the analysis of highpr hadron pairs but it ismuch lessm odel dependent.

T he present m easuram ent of the gluon polarisation in the nucleon, together w ith
other m easurem ents of COM PASS and HERM ES, all situated around x 0:1, point
towards a an all gluon polarisation at that value of x. This is a hint for a an all value of
the rstmoment, G, of the gluon helicity distribution, although this in principle does
not exclude a large value.

T he longimudinal crosssection asymm etries & ¥ ! P°¥ were also extracted from our
data and are presented in bins of the transverse m om entum and the laboratory energy of
the DY. They may be used to constrain the values of g(x) in fiiture globalNLO QCD
analyses.



A cknow ledgem ents

W e gratefully acknow ledge the support of the CERN m anagem ent and sta , the
soeciale ort of CEA /Saclay for the target m agnet pro fct, aswellas the skillsand e orts
of the technicians of the collaborating institutes.

R eferences
[L]V W .Hughes,NucL Phys.A 518 (1990) 371 and references therein.
21EMC,J.Agman etal.,,Nucl.Phys.B 328 (1989) 1;Phys.Lett.B 206 (1988) 364.
[3] E.Leader, Spin in Particle Physics, C am bridge U niversity Press (2001).
4]SMC,B.Adevaetal,Phys.Rev.D 58 (1998) 112001.
5] COMPASS,V Yu.A lexakhin etal.,, Phys. Lett.B 647 (2007) 8.
] E155,PL.Anthony etal.,, Phys. Lett. B 463 (1999) 339; see also list of references
n 5]
[71]HERM ES, A .Airapetian et al., Phys.Rev.D 75 (2007) 012007; erratum ibid.D 76
(2007) 039901.
B]CLAS,K V.Dham awardane et al.,, Phys. Lett.B 641 (2006) 11.
O] PHENIX ,A .Adareetal.,,Phys.Rev.D 76 (2007) 051106 (R ).
[10] STAR ,B .I.Abelev etal.,,Phys.Rev.Lett. 97 (2006) 252001.
[l1]J.Ellisand R .Ja e,Phys.Rev.9D (1974) 1444;iid. 10 (1974) 1669.
[12] S.Bass, The Spin Structure of the Proton, W orld Scienti ¢ Publishing (2007).
[I3]HERM ES,A .A rapetian et al., Phys.Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 2584; a sn aller
prelim inary value from anotherm ethod has been reported in P. Liebig, A TP Conf.
Proc. 915 (2007) 331 (arX 3v:0707.3617).
[14]SMC,B.Adeva etal,Phys.Rev.D 70 (2004) 012002.
[15]COMPASS,E S.Ageev etal. Phys. Lett.B 633 (2006) 25; recently a new value
from anotherm ethod has been reported in M . Stolarski, Proc. of the XV Ith Int.
W orkshop on D esgp-Inelastic Scattering, Eds.R . D evenish and J. Ferrando, London
(2008) (arX w0809.1803).
[16] T.Spstrand etal.,, JHEP 0605 (1006) 026.
[l7]G .Ingelman etal.,Comp.Phys.Comm .101 (1997) 108.
[8]EMC,JJ.Aubertetal.,, Nucl Phys.B 213 (1983) 31.
[19]BW .Hamdsetal,Nucl Phys.B 461 (1996) 181.
20]COMPASS,M .Akksev etal,, CERN-PH-EP /2008-003 (arX 17:0802.3023).
21]COMPASS,P.Abbon etal.,, Nucl Instrum .M eth.A 577 (2007) 455.
[22] N .Doblk etal, Nucl Instrum .M eth.A 343 (1994) 351.
[23]COMPASS,E S.Ageev etal,,Phys. Lett.B 612 (2005) 154.
[24] COM PASS,V Yu.A lexakhin etal.,, Phys. Lett.B 647 (2007) 330.
25]1J.Pretzand JM .LeGo ,Nucl Instrum .M eth.A 602 (2009) 594
(arX 3v:0811.1426).
[26] For details see: J. Pretz, habilitation thesis, U niversity of Bonn,
M athem atisch-N aturw issenschaftliche Fakultat, A pril 2007.
[27] G .Ingelnan etal.,,Comput. Phys.Commun.101 (1997) 135;
see http://www Jdsvauu .se/thep/arom a/| for recent updates.
[28] R .Sulejetal.,,M eas. Sci. Technol. 18 (2007) 2486.
[29] F.Robinet, PhD thesis (Saclay), Univ. Paris D derot (Paris 7), UFR de Physique,
Septeam ber 2008.

[6

10


http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.3617
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.1803
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.3023
http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.1426
http://www.isv.uu.se/thep/aroma/

N/5 MeV/c?

[0}
o
o

N/5 MeV/c?

1000 —

600

400

200

0

-0.4

100

80

60

40

20

0

-0.4

D* sample

-0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0 0.1

0.2
M(KT0)-M(D°) (GeV/c?)

x10

D° sample

-03 -02 -01 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.
M(KT0)-M(D°) (GeV/c?)

400

300

200

100

0

0.3 0.4

18000
16000
14000
12000
10000
8000
6000
4000
2000

0
4

N/5 MeV/c?

Figure 1: Invariant m ass distribbutions of the K pairs for the D sam ple (upper plot) and the
DO sam prl (ower plot). The nonshaded histogram s (left scale) show the total event sam ples
w hile the shaded ones (right scale) show the events in the highest bin of (S=B )par-
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Figure 3: Com pilation of the h g=gi, m easurem ents from open cham and high-por hadron
pair production by COM PASS [15], SM C [14]land HERM ES [13]as a function of x. T he hor-
izontal bars m ark the range in x for each m easurem ent, the vertical ones give the statistical
precision and the total errors (if available). T he open chamm m easurem ent is at a scale of about
13 (G &V =c)? , otherm easurem entsat 3 (G &V =c)*. T he curves display tw o param eterisations from
the COMPASS QCD analysisat NLO [g],with G > 0 (broken line) and with G < 0 (dotted
line).
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bin lin its A N!0 hyi D 21 i | EEpi [ D (X 1) | ayg (KX 1)
B Gev/c)| Ep Gev) Gev=c)’ | GeV/c)| (Gev)
003 030 134 085[047| 050 019 248 | 057 037
003 3050 | 027 052|058| 0.5 020 392 | 0.70 048
003 > 50| 007 066|067| 106 0.20 600 | 080 0.61
03-0.7 030| 085 051|047| 047 0.50 251 | 056 026
0307 3050 | 009 029|058| 065 051 394 | 0N 0.34
0307 > 50| 020 037|067| 068 0.50 596 | 0.0 046
0.71 030 | 047 0:56|048| 053 0.85 252 | 058 013
0.71 3050 | 049 032|058 | 066 0.85 391 | 0.0 017
0.71 > 50| 123 043|068| 0.73 0.84 504 | 081 026
115 030| 087 048|050| 049 121 257 | 060 0.01
115 3050 | 024 025|060| 062 122 395 | 0.73 0.00
115 > 50| 018 034|069| 0.77 122 593 | 083 0.04
> 15 030| 083 071|052| 051 1.77 262 | 063 0:3
> 15 3050 | 0:18 028|061 068 1.87 400 | 0.4 020
> 15 > 50| 044 033]|071| 086 1.94 5909 | 084 024

Tabl 2: TheasymmetriesA ¥' °’¥ in binsof 2’ and Epo forthe D and D sam ple com bined, together w ith the averages of several
kinem atic variables. O nly the statistical errors are given. T he relative systam atic uncertainty is 20% which is 100% correlated between
the bins.
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