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Abstract

New high precision measurements of the Collins and Sivgrsagetries of charged hadrons
produced in deep-inelastic scattering of muons on a trasslyepolarisecd’LiD target are
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the muon beam of the CERN SPS at 160 Ge¥bth the Collins and Sivers asymmetries
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and with existing model calculations.
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1 An introduction to transverse spin physics
1.1 Historical introduction

The importance of transverse spin effects at high energyadrdnic physics was first
suggested by the discovery in 1976 thatyperons produced ipN interactions exhibited an
anomalously large transverse polarisation [1]. This eftexld not be easily explained. For a
long time it was believed to be forbidden at leading twist IBY[2], and very little theoretical
work was devoted to this field for more than a decade. Nevietseesome important theoretical
progress for the understanding of single spin asymmetnA[$Benomena was done at that
time [3].

This situation changed in the nineties. After the first himitéarge single transverse spin
asymmetries in inclusive® production in polarised pp scattering at CERN [4] and in IHER
remarkably large asymmetries were found at Fermilab batméaitral and charged pions [6].
The discovery of the EMC collaboration at CERN in the lateh&igs that the quark spin con-
tributes only a small fraction to the proton spin [7] causedreewed interest in the origin of the
nucleon spin and proposals for new and versatile expersnémtparallel, intense theoretical
activity was taking place: the significance of the quark skeemsity distribution, already intro-
duced in 1979 [8] to describe a quark in a transversely pg#drnucleon, was reappraised [9] in
1990, and its measurability via the Drell-Yan process distadd. In 1991 a general scheme of
all leading twist and higher-twist parton distribution ftions was worked out [10], and in 1993
a way to measure transversity in lepton nucleon polariseg-dieelastic scattering (DIS) was
suggested [11]. On the experimental side, the RHIC-SpitaBofation [12] and the HELP Col-
laboration [13] put forward the first proposals to measua@sversity. Today transversity is an
important part of the scientific programme of the HERMES expent at DESY, of the RHIC
experiments at BNL, and of the COMPASS experiment at CERINbrakently taking data. An
experiment to measure transversity is being prepared aBJIEst results on a transversely
polarised proton target have been published recently bHBRMES Collaboration [14] and,
on a transversely polarised deuteron target by COMPASS [15]

The COMPASS published results refer to the data taken in 2BQ&her data taking
occurred in 2003 and 2004, and in this paper results fronethes data are presented, as well
as a reanalysis of the 2002 data and the final results for th2-2ZD04 data.

1.2 The Collins mechanism

To fully specify the quark structure of the nucleon at thestwio level, the transverse
spin distributions 1 g(x) must be added to the momentum distributiofs) and the helicity
distributions g(x) [10], wherex is the Bjorken variable. For a discussion on notation, see
Ref. [16]. If the quarks are collinear with the parent nuddao intrinsic quark transverse
momentunik; ), or after integration ovek:, these three distributions exhaust the information
on the internal dynamics of the nucleon. More distributiars allowed admitting a finit&; ,
as we will see in Sectioris].3 adl1.4, or at higher twist [D§—1

The distributions . gare difficult to measure, since they are chirally odd andefuee
absent in inclusive DIS. They may instead be extracted fraaasurements of the single-spin
asymmetries in cross-sections for semi-inclusive DIS (S)Dbf leptons on transversely po-
larised nucleons, in which a hadron is also detected in tred §itate. In these processes the
measurable asymmetry is due to the combined effect.af and another chirally-odd function
which describes the spin-dependent part of the hadroarsafia transversely polarised quark
ginto a hadror.

The existence of an azimuthal asymmetry in transverselarjgad leptoproduction of
spinless hadrons at leading twist, which depends Droald fragmentation function and arises
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Figure 1: Definition of the Collins and Sivers angles. Thetoece” ; s and s’ are the hadron
transverse momentum and spin of the initial and struck cusrkpectively.

from final-state interaction effects, was predicted by @sl[11] and is now generally known
as the Collins effect. It is responsible for a left-right asyetry in the fragmentation of trans-
versely polarised quarks. In some models [20], the Collsyranetry is expected to be largest
for the leading hadron in the current jet, i.e. the hadromhie highest momentum.

Assuming the detected hadron to be spinless, and a colloeak distribution in the
nucleon, at leading twist the SIDIS cross-section can béemas

< 223" 2 1, gy x) P @iph)+
= e — X X H
dxdydzd?phd g CEE Y qx) g Zipr
O
+(1 y) Fodsh(n &) x rax) 2D.(zipr) 1)

where Bjorkenx is Q?=[2M (E, E )] yisthe fractional energy of the virtual photan? the
photon virtuality,M the target nucleon mass, and= £,=(E, E p)the fraction of available
energy carried by the hadron. The energiesE ,, andk , are the energies of the hadron, the in-
coming lepton, and the scattered lepton respectively inafget rest frame system. The hadron
transverse momentum’® is evaluated with respect to the virtual photon directioefeRring
to Fig.0, . and . are the azimuthal angles of the hadron and of the struck cgrkin a
coordinate system in which the z-axis is the virtual photoadaion, and the x-z plane is the
lepton scattering plane with positive x-direction along #tattered lepton transverse momen-
tum. S, is the target spin normal to the virtual photon direction ands its azimuthal angle
with respect to the lepton scattering plane.

The pl'-dependent fragmentation function can be obtained by tigating the fragmen-
tation of a polarised quarginto a hadrorh, and is expected to be of the form

Dyo(zipr)=Dl(zipr)+ +Dl(zipf) sh(n  o): 2)
where 2D (z;pf) is theT-odd part of the fragmentation function, responsible fa kbft-
right asymmetry in the fragmentation of the transversellapsed quark.

The “Collins angle” - was originally defined in [11] as the angle between the trarse/
momentum of the outgoing hadron and the transverse spinmetcthe fragmenting quark, i.e.,

. (pr o) &
sno ¢ = psiw 3)
Br dIF]
or
C = h s0 L (4)



Since, as dictated by QED, the directions of the final andaingfuark spins are related to each
otherby . = s, equation[(l) becomes

c= nt s : ()

By comparing the cross-sections on oppositely polarisggtanucleons one obtains from
expression[{|1) the transverse single spin asymmetry

d G:) d (5:) . .
AZ : — = F2J Qv Ao shc (6)
d G, )+d ( 8;)

where the “Collins asymmetry” is

& calx) 9DD(z;pP
Rean= —BI_— —— (7)
+& ax) Dzpr)

and

1 vy
Dyyg = ————— 8
R Rl (8)

is the transverse spin transfer coefficient from the inttethe struck quark [16].

1.3 The Sivers mechanism

An entirely different mechanism was suggested by Siver$481a possible cause of the
transverse spin effects observed in pp scattering. Thisramesm could also be responsible for
a spin asymmetry in the cross-section of SIDIS of leptonsranstversely polarised nucleons.
Sivers conjecture was the possible existence of a comelatween the transverse momentum
k; of an unpolarised quark in a transversely polarised nuckeswhthe nucleon polarisation
vector, i.e. that the quark distributierx ) in expression[{|1) could be written as

o (%K )= qlx;ke )+ B3 palxike) sh g 9)

where the “Sivers angle”
ST g S (10)

is the relative azimuthal angle between the quark transv@@mentunk,; and the target spin
S,

Under the assumption that the hadron produced in the fratatien and the fragmenting
quark are collinear, i.e. that all the hadron transverse srdanm originates from the intrinsic
transverse momentum of the quark in the nuclegh< zx;), the Sivers angle, shown in F[g. 1,
becomes

s= n s (11)

and the SIDIS cross-section in leading order QCD is given by

d 2 2s%X 1 le d v
= e - x
dxdydzdpld s 0f _ 2 Y
h i
ax;pr=z)+ B Jsih( s) gakipr=z) L(z): (12)
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Comparing the cross-sections on oppositely polarise@tamgcleons, the transverse spin
asymmetry of expressiohl(6) becomes

d ) d (5;) . .
= $:J Ay shs (13)
d G )+d (5;)

where the “Sivers asymmetry”

h
AT

2

LS oalxipr=z) L(z)

T ,€ alkip-z) B (2)

could be revealed assn ¢ modulation in the number of produced hadrons.
The existence of the Sivers function requires final/inigigte interaction, and an inter-

ference between different helicity Fock states. In the abs@f interactions the Sivers function

would vanish by time-reversal invariance of QCD (see e.g. [R8]) and indeed it was believed

for several years that the Sivers function is zero. Recenhtiyas shown however [22—-24] that

these interactions are represented naturally by the ganigthht is required for a gauge invari-

ant definition of a transverse momentum dependent (TMDppattistribution, thus the Sivers

function has become a very important piece in the most furetdiahissues of QCD.

Agy =

(14)

1.4 More general formalism
A combined treatment of the the Collins and Sivers mechasigquires a more general
approach and the introduction of TMD distributions and fegptation functions [18, 19, 25].

Convolution integrals appear in the SIDIS cross-sectidmse expression becomes

X h i

d € -1+ @ y¥ x g DI+ Prjsh(s) g D +

(@)
+(1 y) Boish( c)x g DI : (15)

In the general expression of the SIDIS cross-section atrigaatder QCD other terms related
to different single and double spin azimuthal asymmetngeear. Here they are neglected since
they are beyond the scope of this paper. The symbhathich replaces the products in EBl (1)
and [12), indicates the convolutign integral

DF FF = &% DF (x;%) FF (z;p zKr) (16)

whereD F andr F are generic TMD distributions and fragmentation functicespectively.
The transverse spin asymmetry is then given by
d G;) d ( 5;)
d G;)+d (8;)
= $:J RQinAcon shc+ $BoJ Ay shg (17)
where the Collins and the Sivers asymmetries are still gbyeRq. [I) and[(14) when replacing
the products of the distribution and fragmentation funcsiovith the corresponding convolu-
tions. In the usual assumption of Gaussian distributiongi®parton and the hadron transverse
momenta in thedo ¥ and in ther F, the only effect of the convolution integral in Edq] (7) and
(I3) is the presence of a factor which dependsiorn.? > and< p? > (see f.i. [26, 27]).
Since the Collins and Sivers terms in the transverse spimastry depend on the two
independent angles. and s, measuring SIDIS on a transversely polarised target altbws

Collins and the Sivers effects to be disentangled and theasymmetries can separately be
extracted from the data.

Ay
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2 The COMPASS experiment
2.1 Physics objectives

The COMPASS experiment was proposed to CERN in 1996 to ilgagsthadron struc-
ture and hadron spectroscopy by carrying on a number of kegsarements using both hadron
( , K and protons) and muon high-energy beams. Apart from at ghlot run in 2004 with
190 GeVEpions to measure the pion polarisability via Primakoff ss@g on high-Z targets,
the experiment in so far has focused on the investigatiolmefspin structure of the nucleon
using a 160 Ge\W * beam and a polarised deuteron target. In the longitudimgétaspin
mode, the main goal of the experiment is the measurement et [28], the polarisation of
the gluons in a longitudinally polarised nucleon, but vergqisea ¢ data are also collected [29].
In about 20% of the running time, the target polarisation seisalong the vertical direction,
orthogonal to the beam axis, and transverse spin effects measured, which are the subject
of this paper.

2.2 The experimental set-up

The COMPASS spectrometer [30] has been set up in the CERN 8RB Area.

The layout of the spectrometer which was on the floor in 200€himwvn in Fig[R2. To
combine large geometrical acceptance and broad dynanaicgér the spectrometer comprises
two magnetic stages, and is made up of a variety of trackiteptiars, a fast RICH, two hadronic
calorimeters, and provides muon identification via filtgrthrough thick absorbers.

The first stage is centred around the spectrometer magne{SW bending power) and
the design acceptance is about00 mrad in both planes, to fully contain the hadrons of the
current jet. The second stage uses the spectrometer maglefoperated at a bending power
of 4.4 Tm), located 18 m downstream from the target, and the@eance is 50 and 25 mrad
in the horizontal and vertical plane respectively.

The design of detector components, electronics and dataisiiogn system allows to
handle beam rates up to luons/s and about 5L0hadrons/s. The triggering system and the
tracking system of COMPASS have been designed to stand sleeiated rate of secondaries,
and use state-of-the-art detectors. Also, fast front-dadt®nics, multi-buffering, and a large

Hadron
absorber 2

C I|-|a,drortl 2 Trigger
RICH Hadron SM2 alorimeter hodoscopes
. absorber Trigger
Top view SM1 N\ hodoscopes
Beam ‘ Tlarget N l‘ [
a1 A A ] R N i B w
AN < Hadron
ho\égts%opes absorber 3
\ \ . A
H / wail 1 EeSomers Wall2
Calorimeter 1
| | | | | |
0 10 20 30 40 50 [m]

Figure 2: Top view of the lay-out of the spectrometer for tHeMIPASS experiment in 2003.
The labels and the arrows refer to the major components ofridpger and PID systems. The
thin vertical lines represent the tracking detectors.



and fast storage of events are essential.

The experiment has been run at a muon energy of 160 GeV. Thasmuiginate from the
decay of and K mesons produced by the 400 GeV proton beam on a primgyijitye target.
The * beam is naturally polarised by the weak decay mechanismtrendeam polarisation
is about -80%. The beam polarisation contributes to thestrarse spin dependent part of the
cross-section only by higher twist effects, which are netsidered in the leading-order analysis
of this paper. The * intensity is2 19 per spill of 4.8 s with a cycle time af6:8 s. The beam
profile presents a Gaussian core and a large non-Gausdidunddd halo muons. The beam has
a nominal energy of 160 GeV and is focused at the target cesititea spread of 7 mm (r.m.s.)
and a momentum spread of=p = 0:05 for the Gaussian core. The momentum of each muon is
measured upstream of the experimental area in a beam momstdtion consisting of several
planes of scintillator strips with 3 dipole magnets (30 Ttatdending power) in between. The
precision of the momentum determination is typicaly=p  0:003.

Due to the major problems and delay in the construction ofrtéav large-acceptance
COMPASS polarised target (PT) magnet, the experiment higsedtin so far the magnet from
the SMC experiment, which has a similar design and identieanetic properties, but a smaller
bore (26.5 cm diameter). The resulting angular acceptaoeduced, going from 170 mrad
at the downstream end to69 mrad at the upstream end of the target. The polarisedttsyge
tem [31] consists of two oppositely polarised target caligstreamu, downstreand), 60 cm
long each and 3 cm diameter, so that data are collected sinedtisly for the two target spin
orientations. The PT magnet can provide both a solenoiddl &5 T) and a dipole field for
adiabatic spin rotation (up to 0.5 T) and for the transvgnsieasurements (set at 0.42 T). Cor-
respondingly, the target polarisation can then be orieati@r longitudinally or transversely to
the beam direction. The target is cooled to temperaturemab&00 mK by a’He-*He dilution
refrigerator. When operated in the frozen spin mode, teatpegs of 50 mK are reached. The
polarisation was lost at rate of 0.4 - 1.0%/day in the 0.42p0obt# field and 0.05 - 0.1%/day in
2.5 T solenoid field. The use of two different target matati&lH; as proton target antLiD as
deuteron target, is foreseen. Polarisations of 90% [32[58d [30] have been reached, respec-
tively. In so far only°LiD has been used as target: its favourable dilution factor@.4 is of the
utmost importance for the measurement 6f The dynamical nuclear polarisation system can
polarise the target only at 2.5 T, i.e. in the solenoidal figrun in the transverse polarisation
mode, the spins are frozen and rotated adiabatically byl@vetring the longitudinal field to
0.5 T, then rotating the magnetic field to the vertical di@twith the help of the dipole coils.
The polarisation values are obtained from correspondingsmements done at the beginning
and at the end of each data taking period, with the polariaegtt field set back at 2.5 T, and
take into account the relaxation time of the target poléiosa

To match the expected particle flux in the various locatidos@the spectrometer, COM-
PASS uses very different tracking detectors. The small tieekers consist of several stations
of scintillating fibres, silicon detectors, micromegasioiers [33] and gaseous chambers using
the GEM-technique [34]. Large area tracking devices areenfemim gaseous detectors (Drift
Chambers, Straw tubes [35], and MWPC'’s) placed around tbespgctrometer magnets.

Muons are identified in large-area larocci-like tubes anfi ttbes downstream of muon
absorbers. Hadrons are detected by two large iron-seitdillsampling calorimeters, installed
in front of the absorbers and shielded to avoid electrom@agmrentamination. The charged
particles identification relies on the RICH technology [3] this paper we have not utilised
the information of the RICH, and give results for non-idéat hadron asymmetries only. The
asymmetries for RICH-identified hadrons (pions and kaor#)oe the subject of a separate
paper.
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The trigger [37] is formed by a combination of signals indicg the presence of a scat-
tered muon at a given angle or in a given energy range. In mi&elents ¢ 2 > 1 (GeVio?),
the scattered muon is identified by coincidence signals énttigger hodoscopes, that mea-
sure the projection of the scattering angle in the non-bengiane and check its compatibility
with the target position Several veto counters installestigam of the target are used to avoid
triggers due to halo muons. In addition to this inclusivgder mode, several semi-inclusive
triggers select events fulfilling requirements based ommhben energy loss and on the presence
of a hadron signal in the calorimeters. The acceptancetisduextended toward high? values
by the addition of a standalone calorimetric trigger in whio condition is set for the scattered
muon.

A complete description of the spectrometer can be found in[Re].

2.3 Datataking and off-line system

The data acquisition system [38] was designed to read thé®@b@etector channels
with an event rate of up to 100 kHz and with essentially no el@ad. This required a full
custom design of the readout electronics (mounted directihe detectors) and of the readout-
driver modules (named CATCH and GeSiCA), which perform leseent building and trigger
distribution to the front-end boards (FIg. 3). The triggentrol system (TCS) performs trigger
distribution and synchronisation of the time-to-digitaheerters to better than 50 ps. The data
collected during the 4.8 s spills is stored in 32 GByte buifihe event building is performed
on high performance Linux PCs connected to the read out sygia Gigabit Ethernet. The
data are grouped in “runs” corresponding to about 100 cartsecspills in 2003 and 200 in

9
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2004. General information on the run is extracted and stordte meta-data tables of an Oracle
database. The files are then sent to the Central Data Regdatiiity in the CERN computer
centre in parallel multiple streams over a dedicated opfiicge network at an average speed of
70 MBytes/s.

Once at the computer centre, the files are registered in tme space of CASTOR (the
CERN hierarchical storage management system): from thimembonward, CASTOR controls
thoroughly the events data handling (copy to tape, manatgfitige disk space), while an Oracle
RAC database system is in charge of translating high-leliests of data into file requests.
The huge amount of data of about 350 TBytes/year is recaristiuat the CERN computer
centre, requiring a computing power of about 200k SPECDH20 he event reconstruction is
carried on by CORAL, the COMPASS reconstruction and analfraimework, a fully object-
oriented program with a modular architecture written in Cwich provides interfaces for
the event reconstruction algorithms and insulation layeraccess the data and for external
pluggable packages [39]. The reconstruction is carriedropérallel, by some 600 jobs running
on the CERN batch system. CORAL decodes the data, recotsstracks and vertexes, and
performs the particle identification making use of the atigmt and calibration data describing
the apparatus, which are stored as time/version-depemufenination in a MySql database.
The reconstructed data is output in a proprietary formatles ftalled Data Summary Tapes
(DSTs), and in ROQOT [40] format to mini-DSTs, which are sélesy filtered out from the
DSTs during production and turn out to have a size of about 1% original RAW data.
DSTs and miniDSTs are stored also centrally on tape, unde&TOR. The physics analysis
is performed on the mini-DSTSs, replicated in the differargtitutes, by means of PHAST, the
COMPASS framework for the final data analysis [39]. Hiy. 4 idepthe reconstruction and
analysis system to which the data flow after they are storattaley. For the simulations, the
Monte Carlo program COMGeant [39], based on GEANT 3 and LEBEIL, has been written
and used extensively.
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In the first three years of data taking, from 2002 to 2004, incilthe experiment ben-
efited of abouti2 10 spills, COMPASS collected 30 billion events, correspogdin a total
data sample of more than 1 PByte. Thanks to continuous wogkignment and improvement
of the reconstruction code, these data have been processedistimes. About 20% of these
data have been taken in the transverse target spin mode.

2.4 Principle of the measurement

As explained in Sectidn .1, the Collins and the Sivers asgtries can be estimated from
the SIDIS data by measuring, in a given kinematical bin defimex ; z, or o, the number of
eventsN * andN  collected on oppositely polarised target nucleons, anddithe measured
asymmetriesn * N )=(N* N ) either with asin - orasin s dependence. Since
the spectrometer acceptance is somewhat different fomtbedrget halves, the cross-section
asymmetries cannot be obtained from a direct comparisdmeohtimber of events collected in
theu andd cell. Itis necessary to compare the number of events celleict each cell with
the two target spin orientations, and the two-cell systdowal to reduce the systematic effects.

The orientation of the target polarisation cannot be flipfaet in the COMPASS target
system. The holding field is 0.42 T, and transverse to the b#ams it is out of question to
flip the target spin by inverting the magnetic field becauseabceptance would change. Po-
larisation reversal is done by exchanging the microwaveueacies foru andd cells, and
to achieve 50% polarisation one needs two days. Therefore, once thettar polarised, data
are taken for several days (typically 5) before a polarsateversal is done, and to evaluate
an asymmetry one compares the number of events collectezstlmweek apart. For this rea-
son, the transverse spin measurement usually was carrieat tloe end of the run, when the
spectrometer was fully operational and functioning smlyptind great care was taken not to
intervene on any detector to avoid changes in efficiency.

The typical cycle (a data taking period) consisted theeetdr5 days of measurement in
one configuration (yielding f.iN ;| andN ), 2 days to change the target polarisation, and 5
more days of data taking in the opposite configuration (yngldi , andN ;). At this point,
one can estimate the cross-section asymmetry. A straigvafd procedure was used for the
published 2002 data analysis [15], namely to derive one asstny fromN * andN , , a second
asymmetry from ; andN ,, check their consistency and then average the two. A diftere
method, which uses at once the four numbers and is lessigersidifferences in acceptance,
has been used in this analysis, and is described in Sécfidh 4.

In this paper final results are presented for all the datactdld with the deuteron target in
the three years 2002—-2003-2004. Data were collected diwmgeriods in 2002, one period in
2003, and during two periods in 2004. The focus is on the dataated in 2003 and 2004, and
most of the next section will be devoted to the analysis cdéhdata, which is slightly different
from the analysis of the 2002 data (already published),kfiam various improvements in the
analysis code. The new chain of analysis has also been usednalyse the 2002 data: the
results are perfectly compatible, as will be shown in Sedid. Also, the new 2003-2004 data
are in excellent agreement with the 2002 data. At the endativesults will be given for the
whole data set, 2002—-2004.

3 Data analysis | - event reconstruction and selection
3.1 Eventreconstruction

In the event reconstruction, a track reconstructed befogetarget is assumed to be an
incoming muon if itis reconstructed in the scintillatingriis and silicons upstream of the target,
its momentum is reconstructed in the BMS, and the track teneithin 3 standard deviations
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of BMS and trigger time. If several valid BMS-tracks are catiple with the track time, a
backtracking algorithm is used to resolve ambiguities.

The scattered muon candidates are defined as the posithaiged outgoing tracks with
a momentum larger than 1 GeyfQoing through SM1, and their extrapolation at the entrance
and at the exit of the target is within 5 cm from the target alxisddition, for all triggers based
on the hodoscope information, the track must be compatilitle tve hodoscope hits as given
in the trigger matrix. In the case of a calorimetric trigg@minimal number of hits is required
in the muon walls and the amount of material traversed in peetsometer must be larger than
66 and 74 radiation lengths for tracks reconstructed in tiseédind in the second spectrometer
stage respectively.

The muon interaction point (the so-called “primary vereis’defined by one beam par-
ticle and one scattered muon. If in the event there are mae time beam particles and/or
scattered muons, several vertexes may be reconstructeddi$tance of closest approach be-
tween the scattered muon and beam track must be less thaifab®ut 2—3 mm). The position
of the vertex along the spectrometer axjs 2’ is given by the average of the distance of closest
approach of all tracks in the vertex, while in the orthoggplahe the coordinates,x and y,.,
are defined from the beam track at.z The tracks belonging to the vertex are selected using a
Kalman fit. The “best primary vertex”, used in the followinggs of the analysis, is defined as
the one with the maximum number of tracks and, if the numberaaks is the same, the one
with smaller vertex ~.

Only the events with at least one primary vertex reconsgdietith at least one more
outgoing track, and 2 > 1 (GeV/d?, which are about 1% of the initial raw event sample, are
written on miniDST and used in the physics analysis.

The event reconstruction was almost the same for the 2002604 data, and is very
similar to that used for the 2002 data. Each year an improm¢imehe ratio of reconstructed
events over the useful beam was achieved, due both to adllitietectors in the spectrometer
and to the better tuned reconstruction and analysis saftwar

3.2 Data quality checks

To monitor the performances of the apparatus before andthfidarget spin reversal (i.e.
on the two “sub-periods”) in each data taking period, theetistability of many distributions
has been checked dividing the whole sample into runs oreatsisif neighbouring runs.

Using the histograms produced during the event recongbtruche detector performance
stabilities were scrutinised looking at the stability oétbihape of the hit distributions in the
about 360 detector planes. The time stability of the detextd reconstruction efficiencies was
checked looking at:

- the number of clusters per plane and per event,

- the mean number of tracks per event,

- the mean number of track segments in the different speeit®nnegions per event,
- the mean number of primary vertexes per event,

- the mean number of secondary vertexes per event.

Using the miniDST events, the stability was checked moimtprun per run

- the number of reconstructed® per primary vertex,

- the reconstructed ° mass distribution,

- the energy measured in the two hadronic calorimetersA 1.1 andH CA L2,

1) the used reference system is defined to have a right handwee fsith the z axis along the spectrometer axis
(i.e. the nominal beam direction) the y axis in the verticiatction pointing upwards, and the origin at the
centre of thea-cell.
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Figure 5:  invariant mass in th& ° region as a function of time from August 13 to August
19, 2004.

- the X, and Y, distributions in the two cells,
- the vertex ? distribution.
Also, the time stability of the distributions of several &matical observables (likg 0 ?, v, the
azimuthal angles and the momenta of the scattered muon a&hd badrons) was investigated
in detail.

As an example, the mean invariant mass in th& ° region from the data collected in
the first sub-period of the 2004 run is shown in [lg. 5 as a fonatf time.

Runs showing some instability were not used for the physiedyais. The runs rejected
by this criterion are 28 (over a total of 458) for the 2003 daiad 44 (over 462) for the 2004
data, corresponding to about 5% and 4% of the initial raw esample.

3.3 DIS events selection

To better define the DIS events, more refined cuts were apptigzhrticular:

1. primary vertex: if more primary vertexes were reconskdcin one event, the best pri-
mary vertex was selected.
The vertex had then to be inside the target. A radialkgut< 1:3 cm was applied on the
distance of the vertex from the target axis. The event was #oeepted only if z, was
inside one of the two target cells (-100 cmz, < -40 cm or -30 cnx z,, < 30 cm),
and assigned correspondingly to tireor to thed-cell.
The distribution of the primary vertex z-coordinate for firal sample is shown in Figl 6.
The increase in the number of events with, s due to the increase in geometrical ac-
ceptance going from the upstream to the downstream end datbet, as explained in
SectiolZP, and is very well reproduced by the Monte Caru$ation. The two target
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Figure 6: Distribution of the primary vertex z-coordinate# the final sample. The dashed his-
togram indicates the events selected by the aut.

cells are clearly separated. One can also notice the camtiraf events produced on the
helium bath, as well as a sample of events produced in the Aflow, at z 50 cm,
which seals the vessel of the PT magnet.

2. incoming muon: the cut...,, < 200 GeV/cwas applied on the momentum of the incom-
ing particle. A check was also performed on the quality oflibam track, and a safe cut
on 2= was applied.

To ensure an identical beam intensity in both target cebls ai nearly identical luminos-
ity, the beam track projection at the entrance and at theoxthe target region (e.g. at
z= 100cmand z 30cm) had to be inside the target region as defined for the pyimar
vertex. The momentum distribution for the final data samgkhiown in Figll7.

3. scattered muon (): as well as for the incident muon, a suitable cut was appiethe

2= of all reconstructed tracks from the vertex, including thatsered muon candidate.
Other outgoing tracks were flagged as muon candidate if theyhiits in one of the two
Muon Walls. To achieve a clean muon identification, the amhofimaterial traversed in
the spectrometer had to be larger than 30 radiation len@thly.events with one and only
one muon candidate entered the following steps of the aisalys
In addition, standard DIS cuts® > 1 (GeV/d)?, mass of the final hadronic state > 5GeV/c,
and0:1 < y < 09 were applied. All these cuts reduced the number of miniDSAnevby a
further 45%.

3.4 Hadron identification
All the outgoing particles not flagged ascandidates were assumed to be hadrons.
Only particles with the last measured coordinate after tisé $pectrometer magnet were
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Figure 7: Momentum distribution of the reconstructed ingogrmuons for the final sample of
events.

used, to reject tracks reconstructed in the fringe field orl$Wich have a poorer momentum
resolution.
The following requirements had to be satisfied in order tanidg the particle with a
hadron:
1. the amount of material traversed in the spectrometer d&e tsmaller than 10 radiation
lengths;
2. the particle must not give a signal in any of the two hadraailorimetersi CA L1 and
HCAL2.
3. if the particle gave a signal in one calorimeter, the messanergy hadtobe; .., >
5 (2003 data) or 4 (2004 data) GeV, B, .1 » > 5 (2003 and 2004 data) GeV. The
correlation between the energy measured in HCAL and thasured by the spectrometer
is shown in Fig[B.
4. the transverse momentum of the particle with respectedoittual photon direction had
to be larger than 0.1 Ge¥/
The first requirement reduced the muon contamination, tberskand the third the muon
and the electron contamination. The last cut was introdicessure a good resolution
in the measured azimuthal angle.
Two different asymmetries have been measured. The “alldmidrsymmetries were evaluated
using all the particles identified as hadrons carrying atioacof available energy > 02. For
the “leading hadron” analysis, only the events with at least hadron withe > 0:25were used,
and the hadron with largestwas defined as leading. In the case the energy of the recotestru
leading hadron was higher than the missing energy evaltiatedall the charged reconstructed
hadrons, no further test was performed. If this was not tlse cthe event was accepted only
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Figure 8: Correlation between the energy measured in HCA&ft) @nd HCALZ2 (right) and
the energy measured by the spectrometer for the 2004 data.

if in the hadron calorimeters no particle with energy lar@eithin the energy resolution) than
that of the leading hadron was detected.

After these cuts, the number of events with a leading hadrauated to 22% of the
number of miniDST events.

4 Data analysis Il - kinematical distributions and asymmetry evaluation
4.1 Final samples of events

In table1, the final statistics used for the asymmetry evelnas given for all the periods
both for the positively and negatively charged "leadingroad and the "all hadron” sample.

Table 1: Final statistics used for the asymmetry evaluation

Year Period Leading hadron sample All hadron sample
positive hadrons negative hadrons positive hadrons neglaéidrons
2002 1 0.48 19 0.38 19 0.71 19 0.59 10
2002 2 0.32 19 0.26 19 0.48 19 0.40 19
2003 1 1.68 19 1.33 19 2.46 19 2.03 19
2004 1 1.44 19 1.13 19 2.12 19 1.74 19
2004 2 1.87 19 1.47 19 2.75 19 2.26 19

4.2 Kinematical distributions

The distributions of some kinematical quantities from thealfi2004 leading hadron
events are shown in FigEl 9 f0l11. The plots have been prodafeedall the cuts described
in the previous section, if not specified differently.

The( ? vs x scatter-plot and its projections are shown in Eig. 9.

The x-z correlation (without thez cut), thex-y correlation, and the:-p? correlation
(without thez and thep? cuts) are shown in Fig.10, while thge p (without thep! cut) and
the z (without thez cut) distributions are shown in FigJ11.
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positive plus negative leading hadron sample.

4.3 Asymmetry evaluation
4.3.1 Binning

The Collins and Sivers asymmetries were evaluated as fimofix, ¢}, andz dividing
the corresponding kinematical range in bins (with variafldth, in order to have a comparable
statistics in each of them), and integrating over the othgaables. No attempt has been
done to extract the asymmetries in a 2- or 3-dimensional gmitbtal, the asymmetries where
evaluated in the &-bins, 9p} -bins, and 8z-bins for the all hadron samples (7 for the leading
hadron, because of the> 025 cut) given in Tabl&R.

Tables with the mean values of, z, 2 andy in all the x bins are available on HEP-
DATA [41]. As an example, Fid—12 shows the mean valueg 6{left), z, ¢* andy (right) in
the differentx bins for the all positive hadron sample from 2003 and 2004.dat

4.3.2 Raw asymmetry evaluation

The Collins and Sivers asymmetries have been evaluatedagelyain each kinematic
bin, for each data taking period, and for positive and negdtadrons.

Using Eqg. [1) and[{12), the distribution of the number of events for each cell and for
each polarisation state can be written as

Nj;k( 3) = Fy Nk ﬁa;k( ;) (@ j;ksjn 3)i (18)
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wherej = C;s, andF is the muon fluxn the number of target particles, the spin averaged
cross-section, and; the product of angular acceptance and efficiency of the spueter. The
indexk = u;d refers to the target cell. The signs indicate the two target spin orientations:
+ means spin up, spin down. Here the Collins and Sivers anglesare evaluated using the
expressions given in Sectionsi1.2 1.3, always assuamgettspin up, at variance with what

amples.

was done in [15].
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0.003< x < 0.008
0.008 x< 0.013
0.013 x < 0.020
0.020 x < 0.032
0.032 x < 0.050
0.050 x < 0.080
0.080 x< 0.130
0.130 x< 0.210
0.210 x < 1.000

0.20
0.25
0.30
0.35
0.40
0.50
0.65
0.80

z < 0.25
z < 0.30
z < 0.35
z < 0.40
z < 0.50
z < 0.65
z < 0.80
z < 1.00

0.10<
0.20<
0.30<
0.40<
0.50<
0.60<
0.75<
0.90<
1.30<

i s o e N TS S M o

0.20 GeVEt
0.30 GeVE
0.40 GeVEt
0.50 GeVE
0.60 GeVE
0.75 GeVEt
0.90 GeVE
1.30 GeVE

Table 2: Final binning irx, z, andp?.
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The asymmetries,, are

cx= Cx RBoni sx= Gx Bws (19)

where
Gx = f j%),kj in 7 Gy = f j%;kj: (20)

The factorf is the polarised target dilution factap, , the deuteron polarisation, anm
the transverse spin transfer coefficient from the initiathte struck quark given in Eq1(8). The
absolute values of the target polarisationin the two cells and for the two spin orientations in
the same cells differed up to about 7%.

In order to estimate , from the measured number of events a method, which in the
following will be called “ratio product method” (RPM), hasén used which minimises the
effect on the estimated asymmetries of possible acceptam@dions.

In each data taking period, the “ratio product” quantiti&s][

N ) NI (o
A j)=§3”i ?; Nj’d: ?;; j=Cis (21)
ju v 3J ja 3
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hadrons, 2003 and 2004 data.

were evaluated from the number of events in the two cells.sihmall values of the quantities
L itis:
jik

1+ %, shy) @Q+° sh +)
Ajl5) = Cr Gy o sjnj-) 1 - sjnj-)
ju ] Bfe! J
' Cr Gy A+ &  shy) (22)
where
AI;}: g,u+ ;;d+ j,u+ jﬁ=4 R (23)
F+ afu( ) +( )
co=f B, oo et mba) (24)
F, § au(5) a0 5)

The raw asymmetries? anda? were evaluated by fitting respectively the quantities( . )
andAs ( g )withthe functionsoy, (1+Z shc)andpy, (1+ & sing) Wherepyisa
free parameter.

In this method the only requirement to avoid systematicreroe to acceptance effects is
that the factor , ; does not depend on;. This is surely true, in particular, under the reasonable
assumption that the ratia’, ( ;)=a,,( ;) before the polarisation reversal be equal to the
corresponding ratia;, ( ;)=a’,( ;) after the reversal in each; bin. In this casec. ; is
equal to 1 forall ;values. Also, with the cuts applied on the incoming beamekisected that
Cr = landindeed the fits ta’ give p, values always compatible with 1.

In addition to the fact that this estimator has “soft” regaients on the acceptance sta-
bility, it is independent of the relative luminosity and cbimes all the data from the two target
cells. A further advantage of the use of the RPM, is that at dirder (for small values of the
involved asymmetries) all spin-independent effect, eahrCasymmetry, are factored out.

Concerning the ; binning, the interval(0;2 ) was divided in 16 bins. Monte Carlo
studies indicated that the angular resolution (rms) is @a@f much smaller than the bin size.

4.3.3 Collins and Svers asymmetries evaluation
To extract the Collins and Sivers asymmetries, the targ&rigation values given in
table[3 have been used.
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Year Period/Subperiod Polarisation
upstream downstream

2003 1/1 -49.7 52.8
2 /2 (" part) 49.4 -42.6
2 /2 (2 part) 51.3 -44.6
2004 1/1 50.70 -43.52
1/2 (1" part) -44.8 46.0
1/2 (29 part) -38.6 40.4
2/1 (1" part) -46.1 47.4
2/ 1 (2 part) -46.4 47.4
2/2 49.9 -42.8

Table 3: Target polarisation values for the 2003 and 2004 tking.

The dilution factort has been taken constant and equal to 0.38 for all data takimggs.

Using the event kinematics, the mean values of the quasiitie= £  #,3 Ly and
c, = £ R, Jjhave been evaluated for each bin and each period of datgtaknese values
have than been used to calculate the Collins and Sivers asgmasfrom the corresponding
raw asymmetriesa” .

5 Data analysis Il - Systematic studies

Given the high statistics of our measurements, a numberstésyatic studies have been
performed in order to determine the size of possible systieraerors.

Extensive tests both to measure false asymmetries andésetigate the stability of the
physics results were done, for each measured asymmetryn &aath data taking period. They
are briefly described in the following.

5.1 False asymmetry studies

Two different kinds of asymmetries expected to be zero weeasured using the final
event samples, for the Collins and Sivers angles, positidenegative hadrons, leading and all
hadrons, and in each; z; P bin.

The first one was built by splitting the two target cells in tparts and by combining the
data from the same cell. The mean values of all the resultsyghanetries were found to be
compatible with zero, as it should. The distributions of phls of these asymmetries with re-
spect to zero, i.e. the values of the resulting asymmetnadet! by the corresponding standard
deviation, were well compatible with Standard Normal disttions, giving no indication of the
presence of systematic effects.

The second asymmetry was measured after scrambling thealégated in each period
and measuring the asymmetry in the standard way. The rutedio sub-periods before and
after the polarisation reversal were mixed by labellings@ri up” every 1st, 3rd, 5th, ... run of
the two sub-periods and as “spin down” all the others. Thiect®n was truncated in a way,
that each fake period had the same amount of runs from ealkcbutegeriod to ensure roughly
the same amount of events. As in the previous case, the adyiesnare expected to be zero,
and the measured asymmetries were compatible with zeroréftmed statistical analysis of
pulls with respect to zero did not give any hint for the preseaf systematic effects.
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5.2 Stability of physics asymmetries vs acceptance and time

Possible acceptance effects on the physics results fromdeda taking period were tested
by checking the compatibility of the asymmetries evaluattdr splitting the data according
to: the location inside the target; the region of the specét@r in which the scattered muon
was measured; the trigger of each event. This work was danledith the Collins and Sivers
asymmetries of positive and negative hadrons, leading Byehal in eachx; z; ©} bin.

The compatibility test consisted in comparing the disttitoo of the pulls

AT AT
ik > > ( )
AT AT

with the normal standard distribution. Here! are the raw asymmetries evaluated from the
whole data sample of one specific period hey are evaluated for positive and negative hadrons,
Collins and Sivers asymmetries in eagho? andz bin, foratotalof2 2 (9+ 9+ 7)= 100
values in each period. The corresponding varlanc@s The asymmetriea?, are the cor-
responding ones evaluated for all the sub- sampieswhlch the original data set was divided.
The variances ok}, are §m , and the use of the difference wﬂijm takes into account almost

completely all the correlatlons betweearf, andA} . The compatlblllty with the normal stan-
dard distribution was checked also for some speC|f|c grougsygmmetries, like positive and
negative hadrons, and Collins and Sivers asymmetries.

The effect of the different acceptances for events with tiagry vertex in the two target
cells was investigated, evaluating the physics asymnseseparately for the events with the
primary vertex in the inner half and in the outer half of thettarget cells. Combining events
from only the outer halves (upstream part of aethnd downstream part of call) as well as
from the inner halves only (downstream part of aelind upstream part of cetl) gave results
compatible to each other and to the ones using the full sample

The asymmetries were also evaluated dividing the data ssngucordingly to the az-
imuthal angle . of the scattered muon in the laboratory system, namely irég@mns0 <

o< =2, =2< o< , < o< 3 =2,and3 =2< o< 2p.

As in the previous case, the pull distributions turned outéccentred around zero, and
in very good agreement with the standard distribution. TMSRwvere statistically compatible
with 1, as expected in the absence of systematic effects.

The physics asymmetries have been evaluated splittingatzeid different samples ac-
cording to the different triggers. The results turned oubéostatistically compatible, giving
once more no evidence for systematic effect.

A further test was done to investigate the stability in tinfegh@ physics asymmetries.
To do this, each of the two sub-periods entering the stanalsythmetry calculation was split
in these 9 groups of subsequent runs (each correspondingl® hours of data taking). The
asymmetries were then calculated using the full data senefob-period and all the 9 groups
of runs of the other sub-period separately. In total 54 asginies were evaluated from the
2003 and 2004 data. This method is known to be quite powesfsirtgle out significant time
dependencies within single periods. As for the previous the pulls relative to the mean
asymmetry for each time slot region were calculated, butvidesmce for systematic errors was
found in their distributions.

A further test was done to check the possible effect ahdp?! acceptance. The asym-
metries were evaluated also in 4 complementaandp; bins: z < 05, P! < 0:5), (z < 05,

ol > 05),(z> 05 p! < 05), (z> 05, > 0:5) and their weighted means were compared
with the standard results. The differences between the &t® &f measurements are essen-
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tially invisible, much much smaller than the statisticaloes, again as expected in absence of
systematic effects.

5.3 Stability of the acceptance in the Collins and Sivers arigs
A stringent test on the ; (j = C ;s) dependence of the acceptance ratio, already used for

the previously published data, consists in checking thdependence of the ratios:

N - . ‘

Ri( 5) = NJ'“E ?; gﬁ: ?; (26)
a3 idt

At the first order, assuming the absolute value of the targkrization to be the same in each
cell before and after reversal, it is

FroF o aju(4) gyl j): 27)

FJ E er',u J)
R' 14
]( j) L E aj,'u( j)
!
, F. § 3 5) 2

; (28)

F, g a;':l( 5)

thus, the constancy in; of R;( ;) implies for each cell the ratio of the acceptances before
and after the reversal to be constant in It must be noted that this constancy is not required
to have unbiased estimators in the case the asymmetriesataed with the RPM. Still, this
test is quite convincing on the stability of the apparatus.

The ratiosR ; were calculated in each bin &f; z; p?, for the Collins and Sivers angles,
for leading and all hadrons and for both charges. In eachhan t distribution was fitted with
a constant. Fid._13 shows an example of thevalues for the Collins leading hadron sample
in the 9x-bins for the first period of data taking in 2004. The lines @ results of the fit. The
quality of these fits are very good, as can be seen from[Elg. Herevthe distribution of the

2 of all the fits is compared with the expected distribution for = 15 degrees of freedom

normalised to the number of entries. To conclude, this tage@n independent indication on
the stability of the acceptances.

Summarising, all the test we performed on the effects of@ecee and on fluctuation in
time of the measured asymmetries gave results statigticathpatible with what expected in
the absence of systematic effects.

5.4 Further tests on the fit of the ratio product quantities

The quality of the fit of the double ratio quantitie§ with the functionp,  (1:+ &
sih ;) has been checked looking at thé distribution. Fig[Ib shows the? distribution for
Collins and Sivers asymmetries, in each binxgfz; ¢ for leading hadrons of both charges
and for all the 5 data taking periods in 2002, 2003, and 200 durve is the expected
distribution for 14 degrees of freedom normalised to the benof entries. A perfect agreement
can be observed.

The effect of using two other different fitting functionsmely (1 + 2, ,; sin ;) and
(o + Ay, sin5), as well as changing the; bin size (8 bins instead of 16) have also been
investigated. In both cases the effects turned out to begilelgl, of the order of a few percents
of the statistical error.

23



o 1 binl bin2 F bin 3
0.8- ; - ¥ ot B %
‘{‘_H_i}_r{‘_’}_f i”}%ii%iiii iig ii ¥ ii ¥ LA I T B
0.6 - B
0.4 : -
1 bina L bin5 | bin 6
0.8- . I - U T S N IO
% ¥
0.6- = -
0.4- R -
il on7 | "~ bns | T bino
o0& i ihi )] N
EAE AN LT *_Hﬁr% i %J‘f%HH_} “ Tl{r }Il I
0.6 + Tl + Il{'l
od - -
| 56 5 5 0 '

2
@ (rad)

Figure 13: Distribution of th& - values for the Collins leading hadron samplex$or the first
period of data taking in 2004. The line shows the result theitt a constant value.

5.5 Different estimators

To estimate the size of possible systematic effects, theamtries have also been eval-
uated using two other estimators which rely on differenuagstions of the acceptance varia-
tions, namely the “difference method” (DM, in the followirand the “geometric mean method”
(GMM), which are commonly used in evaluating asymmetries.

The DM was used to extract the final values of the asymmetrbsighed in [15]. The
evaluation of the asymmetries is performed separatehhfotwo target cells and, after checking
their compatibility, they are combined by taking weightegrages. The asymmetries, and

s %, Wherek = u;dindicates the target cell, were evaluated from the numbevents with the
two target spin orientations (+ spin up, and - spin down) linfitthe quantities

Nee (5)
I\g;k( 5)
with the functions., sin . and 5, sin 5. The normalisation factar, was taken equal to
the ratio of the total number of detected events in the twerdations of the target polarisation:
r= N, .=, ... Thisprocedure is correct if the difference of the absoladee of the target
polarisation before and after the spin reversal is negkgiBor what concerns the acceptances,
they cancel in EqL{29) as long as the ratig ( j)=a,, ( ;)is constantin ;.

In the GMM, again the asymmetries are evaluated separaiethhé two target cells and
then combined by taking weighted averages. The method stsnisi building the measured

+
Nj,k( j) 183

D"
N;;k( j)+ Ik

j;k( j):

j=c;s (29)
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Figure 14: The 2 distribution of a constant fit or ( ) for the leading hadron sample compared
to the normalised 2 distribution forndf = 15.

quantities

q q v
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Go( 3) = g=— &— (30)
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Assuming:
- a negligible difference in the absolute value of the tapg#arisation before and after the spin
reversal (as for the DM), and

Figure 15: “distribution of the two parameter fit used to extract the asytniesA compared
to the normalised ? distribution forndf = 14.
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- that the acceptances satisfy the relation

aJ]r';k ( ] ) _ L ( J ) (31)

.
Al 5t ) Al g+ )

the asymmetries are evaluated by fitting the quantitigs( ;) with the functions ¢, sin ¢
and s, sin g inthe ranged cs <

The advantage of this method is that the luminosity can&il, the requirement on the
acceptance stability is more demanding than in the casesatio product method, which was
thus used to evaluate the final asymmetries.

The fitted asymmetry values from the three methods were MegecGiven the advan-
tages of the RPM, the evaluation of the asymmetries with thidGnd DM has been consid-
ered only a cross-check of the result, and the results oftperament given in the following
are those obtained using the RPM method.

5.6 2-Dfits

In an entirely different approach, we have estimated thdirdoand Sivers asymmetries
using the standard linear least square method (LSM) and fitteach kinematics bin the mea-
sured asymmetries

+

Nj;u( hrs S) N;d( hr S)

Ai(ni s)= 32
TR N L Chios) Nog(ngos) (32)
with the function
H(ni s) = a+aysin(p+ s )+ a3sin(3 y s )+
+agsin( y s)+ ascos( n s): (33)

The first parameter should be one. The second, third andhfdarins arise from the
transverse component of the target nucleon spin when thendgeam is unpolarised, while
the last term originates from the interaction between aitoghally polarised lepton beam and
a transversely polarised target (see ref [42]). The secerd ts the Collins term. The fourth
term is the Sivers term. The last term has also physics isttefats own, it is related to the,;
transverse momentum distribution function.

In order to have enough statistics in each; s)bin, we have plotted the data in 8 bins
of , and 8 bins of 5. Each kinematic bin is thus splitin 64, ; s )bins. We have performed
both 5-parameter fits and 4-parameter fits, in this seconelfoarag al to its expected value of
1. Also, we have done two independent fits, one minimising with a linear LSM, the second
using MINUIT [43]. The results of the four fits are in exceltexgreement, and both the fitted
Collins and Sivers asymmetries and their errors turn outetessentially identical to the values
given by the one dimensional fits, as expected from the odhality of the different terms. The
Collins and Sivers asymmetries as given by the 2-D fit turntouie slightly correlated (the
correlation coefficient ranges from -0.25 to 0.25), a knofiaat due to the considerably non
uniform population of the 64 ,,; <) bins.

A full discussion of the procedure and of the results will be subject of a separate paper.

5.7 Systematic errors
As spelled out in the previous sections, all tests perforimethe different data taking
periods did not give any evidence for the presence of sydtemiféects.
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Figure 16: Distributions oP, ;; (see text) for the leading hadron (left) and all hadron (®igh
asymmetries.

The conclusive test was to look at the compatibility of thggbs results obtained sep-
arately for all the data taking periods. As already mentihrfeorn 2002 to 2004 data were
collected in 5 periods and the compatibility test is sigaifit It has to be stressed that the
2002 data from which the results have already been publjstedd been reanalysed using the
slightly different event selection and analysis describeck. The published data turned out to
be very close to the new ones, with differences of the orddralff of the systematic errors
only in the less populated bins, essentially because ofiffezeht method used to evaluate the
asymmetries (RPM instead of the DM used previously).

The test was performed separately for all hadron and leddiialgons asymmetries, fol-
lowing the procedure described in Sectionl 5.2. The Collims Sivers asymmetries in eagh
p} andz bin, for positive and negative hadrons, obtained in the todsrwere compared with
their weighted mean. The pulls are defined as

Ar]z;j Ar;
Aﬁﬂ A?

whereA™ are the weighted means of the asymmetries, and are expecfetlotv a normal
standard distribution. In total there are 500,; values for the leading hadron asymmetries and
520 for the all hadron asymmetries.

The distribution of thep, ; values for all hadrons and for leading hadrons are shown in
figure[1®. As expected, these pulls follow a normal distitout A very good agreement with
purely statistical fluctuations has been seen for all theuarsubsamples of the asymmetries;
the RMS of the different distributions are given for complatss in tablgl 4.

Since even in this last test we could not observe any indiodtr systematic effects, we
concluded that the systematic errors due to acceptanceftridrey effects are considerably
smaller than the statistical errors.

The asymmetry scale uncertainty due to the uncertainties.ois of 5%. The error on
the dilution factorf, which takes into account the uncertainty on the target asition, is of
the order of 6%. When combined in quadrature, these errgssaglobal scale uncertainty of
8%.
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Table 4: RMS of the pull distributions for the different sadegof asymmetries

Asymmetries RMS
Collins | 0.882  0:056

positive hadron eading Sivgrs 0.395 0057
all C(_)Illns 0.919 0057
Sivers | 0.974  0:060
. Collins | 1.043  0:066
leading

Sivers | 0.971 0:061

negative hadrons Collins | 1.092 0068

al | Sivers | 0.991 0061
leading 0.950 0030
all 0.996 0031
positive 0.919 0029
negative 1.026 0:032

6 Results and comparison with models
6.1 Measured asymmetries

The results from the different data taking periods have bm®nbined by making the
standard weighted mean.

Plots of the measured values of the Collins and Sivers asynase . ., anda s ;, for the
2003-2004 leading hadron sample against the three kineneiablesx, z and! are given
in Fig.[Iq. Full points and open points refer to positive aadative hadrons respectively. The
errors shown in the figure are only statistical. The same asgtmies are shown in Fig. L8 for
the 2003-2004 all hadron sample. Again, the errors showmdffigure are only statistical.

The improvement in statistics with respect to the 2002 shigld result is clearly visible
in Fig.[19, where, as an example, the published Collins asgtmnadata for all positive (left)
and all negative (right) hadrons are compared with the 22084 results.

As already mentioned, the 2002 data have been reanalysaglthsi event selection and
the analysis described in this paper. The effect on the medsisymmetries is very small, and
is mainly due to use of the RPM in evaluating the raw asymm&ti\s an example, Fig. 20
shows the comparison between the published and the nevisésuthe Collins asymmetry.
The new values from the 2002 data have been combined witrethdts from the 2003—-2004
data to evaluate the final asymmetries.

The overall results from 2002—-2004 deuteron target for¢laeling hadron sample and for
the all hadron sample are given in Higl 21 22 respectindilthese measured asymmetries
are available on HEPDATA [41].

6.2 Comments and comparison with models

As apparent from Fid_21 arld122, all the measured asymmetreesmall, if any, and
compatible with zero. This trend already characterisedptifdished data of the 2002 run, and
is confirmed by the new data with considerably improved giea. Small asymmetries is not
a surprise. From the very beginning it was predicted thatsivarse spin effects be small in
the deuteron due to the opposite sign which was expecteti¢ar andd distributions, causing
cancellations on the asymmetries of an isoscalar targetwach like in the helicity case. Still,
it was not obvious that they would have been so small.

An analysis of the results on the deuteron can be done onlgnjuaction with corre-
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Figure 17: Collins asymmetry (top) and Sivers asymmetntt(li) againstx, z and g for
positive (full circles) and negative leading hadrons (opiedles) from 2003—-2004 data. Error
bars are statistical only. In all the plots the open circles dightly shifted horizontally with
respect to the measured value.

sponding proton data, which up to now have been measuredbynilyge HERMES Collabo-
ration [14]. The measured non zero Collins asymmetry on tbéop has provided convincing
evidence that both the transversity distributionu (x) and the Collins mechanismD " (z)
are not zero. Independent evidence that the Collins mesimaisi a real measurable effect has
come from the recent analysis of the BELLE Collaboration 4. Furthermore, the HERMES
data on a proton target have provided convincing evideragthtie Sivers mechanism is also at
work.

It is fair to say that the accuracy of the present HERMES dasadfiowed to extract only
the leading contribution to the proton transverse asymyndiat is the u quark contribution.
Also, the interpretation of the HERMES data has led to sanmpgiassumptions about the relative
size of the favoured and unfavoured spin dependent fragatientfunctions. A global analysis
using all the available deuteron and proton data shouldvatlow to provide first estimates of
both the u and the d quark contribution, and clearly constiithe next step in this work.

In the following, first naive expectations, based on the $infiprmulas of Sectiong1l.2
andL3B, are given for the deuteron asymmetries, then thedeeteron data are compared to a
few existing model calculations.
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Figure 18: Collins asymmetry (top) and Sivers asymmetntt(li) againstx, z and g for
positive (full circles) and negative hadrons (open circfesm 2003—-2004 data. Error bars are
statistical only. In all the plots the open circles are dligkhifted horizontally with respect to
the measured value.

6.2.1 Collins asymmetry

Although the measured deuteron asymmetries refer to unfekehhadrons, in the fol-
lowing it will be assumed that the hadrons be pions (actualtye than 80% are pions), so
that the algebra considerably simplifies. Further simgifmn can be obtained by neglecting
the sea contribution (i.e.t.g= s = 0andg = s = 0) and considering only the range
0:1 < x < 03. This is justified by the fact that the PDFs are expected tambsiderably differ-
ent from zero in the valence region, and the HERMES data slamwzero values in the range
0:05< x < 0:3. Assuming

D, =Dy =D;;Dy =D, =Dg; (35)
0 * 0 0 * 0 0
Dy = Dg = D17 Dg = D = D2 (36)

and using Eq[{7), one gets for on a proton target:

0 0
4 tu, D1+ 1dy ;D>

AR 37
coll 4u,D; + d,D (37)
and for
p; ’ 4 T Uy gD2+ Tdv ng. 38
AC oll ( )
4U.VD o+ dvD 1
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Figure 19: Collins asymmetry againstfor all positive (left) and all negative (right) hadrons
from 2002 data [15] (triangles) and from 2003—-2004 datale#). The 2002 values are slightly
shifted horizontally with respect to the measured value.

If, as suggested from the HERMES datéD ; = 9D ,, and takingD, * 05D ;d, ’
0:5u,, the previous expressions become
0
- D
Ap, ’ T Uy T 1
Coll U, D 1 (39)
and ;
. 4 T Uy D 1
AN G— I 4
Coll 2 :5 uv D ] ( O)
<E=3 ® 2002 newh? o 2002 new h
A 2002 published 4 2002 published
0.1 u
b %%ﬂ#ﬂ#ﬂ 44444444444444444444444444 - %ﬂéﬂ}ﬂﬁﬂ 44444444444444444444444
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Figure 20: Collins asymmetry againstfor positive (left) and negative (right) hadrons from
2002 data. The triangles are the published results [15] hactircles the results of the new
analysis. The published values are slightly shifted horialty with respect to the measured
value.
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Figure 21: Overall results for Collins asymmetry (top) angde8 asymmetry (bottom) against
%, z andp? for positive (full circles) and negative leading hadronpédp circles) from 2002,
2003, and 2004 data. Error bars are statistical only. Inhallglots the open circles are slightly
shifted horizontally with respect to the measured value.

respectively. As already stressed, the u-quark contobus dominant.
For a deuteron target equatiofisl(37L1 (38) (39), (4&)1ne respectively

0 0
d; * , Uy + Tdv4 TD1+ TD2

A 41
Coll u, + d, 4D, + D, (41)
u, + d 2D,+ 4 %D
Ad; , T Uy T Tl TY 2 (42)
Coll u, + d, D, + 4D,
and
- 3 Uy + d, D
d; T “Yv T v 1
Al S = (43)
Ad; ’ i Tuv+ Td\/ ’(I)‘Dl (44)
Coll 45 U, D;

Boththe * andthe Collins asymmetries on the deuteron are proportionalta.,, (x )+
+d, (x), therefore cancellation is expected to reduce considgthbkl effect which has been
measured on the proton. As a matter of fact, assuming, = 0 (no limit on the size of ;d, is
provided by the HERMES data) one derives relations betweeCollins asymmetry measured
by HERMES and COMPASS which are only marginally satisfiedis lthe present precise data
ona¢’  should allow to extract - d..
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Figure 22: Overall results for Collins asymmetry (top) angde8 asymmetry (bottom) against
%, zandp? for all positive (full circles) and all negative hadrons éoypcircles) from 2002, 2003,
and 2004 data. Error bars are statistical only. In all thegalee open circles are slightly shifted
horizontally with respect to the measured value.

This was not the case in so far. Three global analyses have fr#ormed with the
published data, trying to derive bounds on the transvedigiributions and the Collins frag-
mentation functions. In Ref. [46] the Soffer bound; gj= (g+ qg)=2was used, a fit of the
HERMES data set was performed, and the Collins functiong wetracted. Two different sce-
narios for favoured and unfavoured Collins fragmentationctions were considered, but the
fits always favoured a relation YD ; 9D ,. The comparison of the fit results with the
COMPASS data shows a fair agreement, as apparent froni_Hi@l2®ugh the data do not
exhibit the trend withx which is suggested by the model. The upper and lower curvésein
figures correspond to the 1-errors of the fitted parameters.

In Ref. [27] a chiral quark-soliton model was used for thegngersity distributions, and
the Collins fragmentation function was derived from a fithe HERMES data, which do not
constrain the . d distribution. A comparison with the present COMPASS resshliows again
a fair agreement (Fid._24). The upper and lower curves in theds correspond to the uncer-
tainty in the Collins fragmentation functions as obtaineshf the fit. Independent extraction
of the Collins function was performed by fitting the BELLE dafhe result was found to be
compatible with the one obtained fitting the HERMES data.

Similar results were obtained in Ref. [47]. Two differenésarios were used for transver-
sity, either g= g, or the Soffer bound, and the Collins fragmentation funtiavere ex-
tracted from a fit to the HERMES data. The fits were very goodathlrases. The extracted
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Figure 23: Comparison between the present results for ipedieft) and negative (right)
hadrons with the calculations of Ref. [46] (scenario 1).

Collins functions were then used to reproduce the publigt®® COMPASS data. The agree-
ment is acceptable for both scenarios, as apparent fronfZBigalthough also in this case the
expected increase af. ., with increasingx is not manifested by the COMPASS data. The up-
per and lower curves in all the figures correspond to deviations of the parameters. Also in
this case the BELLE data are reproduced, and one can conitiatithe Collins mechanism in
SIDIS and ine" e ! hadrons are the same.

To summarise, the new data are compatible with the uncéytbands given by the phe-
nomenological calculations, but the trend of the data witls not the one suggested by the
central value of the calculations: this is a clear indicatioat the COMPASS data will surely
help in constraining the parameters of the models.
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Figure 24: Comparison between the present results for ipedieft) and negative (right)
hadrons with the calculations of Ref. [27].
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Figure 25: Comparison between the present results for ipedieft) and negative (right)
hadrons with the calculations of Ref. [47], where two scersawere tested for transversity:
rgq= gwas assumed in one scenario (upper figures), whileg = g+ g)=2was as-

sumed for the calculations of the lower figures.

6.2.2 Sversasymmetry

Also in this case it is useful to consider the expressionsaiiains fora g ;, in the hy-
pothesis that all hadrons are pions. Again, the simplifiealyesis is restricted to the valence
region.

Neglecting the sea contribution (i.e.;q = s = 0andg = s = 0 at all x) and
assuming ;' =D, =D,andD, =D, = D, ona proton target, from Eq{I14) one gets
for *:

;o 4 guDi+ (Do

pi 45
S 4u,D; + d,D (45)
and for
. 4 Tu,D,+ Id,D
AL, S (46)
4UVD 2+ dvD 1
Assumingp , © 05D ;d, © 0:5u,, the previous expressions become
T
it 0o Uv
Ay ! 47)
Uy
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and
AP 2 tuy+  dy

Siv 2:5U-v
respectively. Since the Sivers asymmetries foras measured by HERMES is about zero, in
this very simplified treatment it follows that

gdv = 2 guv : (49)

(48)

For a deuteron target the Sivers asymmetries can be wrigten a

T T
G, oWt ody

A 50
S Uy + dy (50)
and : i
d; ouy+  dy
A, | 51
S Uy + dy (1)
which impliesa . # A% . The approximatively zero Sivers asymmetries for positine

negative hadrons observed in COMPASS require
oGy " Uy (52)

a relation which is also obtained in some models.
From Eq[f4V), [48), and_(#9), a relation between the Siveygnanetry measured by
COMPASS and those measured by HERMES can be derived

+

- . A
agh, CASL T = (53)
which is only marginally satisfied by the data.

Also the Sivers data have been looked upon independentihigge tdifferent groups.
In Ref. [26] a fit of the HERMES data was performed, on the aggion that [d(x) =

su(x). A good agreement with the HERMES data was obtained, andoaasgmmetry in
case of a deuterium target was predicted, as shown il Hig l#6curves in the figure indicate
the expected size of the effect an ;, of the 1=\ _-corrections. The COMPASS data fall well
within the band resulting from the model.

The authors of Ref. [48] could estimate the Sivers functionétting both the HERMES
and the published COMPASS data gettingd, ’ ; uy. Leading Order MRSTO1 sets of
unpolarised distribution functions [49] were used, togethith Kretzer’'s set of fragmentation
functions [50]. A very good agreement with the experimeniata was reached, as apparent
from Fig.[2ZT, where the upper and lower curves correspond tadgviation of the parameters.
In this model thez andp! dependence of the single spin asymmetries are also wellidedc

In Ref. [46] it was assumed that the final hadron transvers@embum is the transverse
momentum in the Sivers function, i.e. a collinear fragm#aatawas assumed. GRV98 leading
order distribution functions [51] were used, along with &ex’s fragmentation functions. The
fit of the HERMES data is very good, and gave as a resgi, ’ ; uy, but the prediction
for COMPASS are not in agreement with the new data, as shovrigiriZ8. The upper and
lower curves in the figures correspond to Zerrors in the fitted parameters. Here again, a new
global fit using the deuteron data should be able to extracsiters function for the d-quark
and improve the agreement with the data.

Very recently, the smallness of the Sivers asymmetry foitpesand negative hadrons
on the deuteron has been interpreted as evidence for thaabeégluon orbital angular mo-
mentum in the nucleon [52].
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Figure 26: Comparison between the present results for ipedieft) and negative (right)
hadrons with the calculations of Ref. [26].

7 Conclusions

After providing the very first SIDIS data on transverse sgyametries on a transversely
polarised deuteron target, COMPASS now publishes the bvesalts from the data collected
in 2002, 2003, and 2004, increasing the statistics as cadparthe published 2002 data by
a factor of 7, so that even at large the errors on the measured asymmetries are only a few
percent.

All the measured asymmetries are small, mostly compatilille zero within the mea-
surement errors. Presently, the most likely interpretgttaking into account the correspond-
ing measurements of the HERMES collaboration on a protayetars that in the COMPASS
isoscalar target there is a cancellation between the prrarthe neutron asymmetries. Also,

>
<m positive hadrons negative hadrons

0.05

-0.05

107 10* 102 10*
X X

Figure 27: Comparison between the present results for ipedileft) and negative (right)
hadrons with the calculations of Ref. [48].
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Figure 28: Comparison between the present results for ipedieft) and negative (right)
hadrons with the calculations of Ref. [46].

the independent evidence provided by the BELLE data thaCthlkns effect is a real physi-
cal mechanism guarantees that the transversity distoibsiti  g(x) can be extracted from the
single spin asymmetries measured in SIDIS. A global analgsiall the presently available
data is now mandatory, and the inclusion of the new precigteden data from COMPASS will
surely allow to provide first estimates of the down quark $saersity distribution ;dand of the
Collins fragmentation functions 2D . Already now the COMPASS data for the Sivers asym-
metry provide convincing evidence on the cancellation efurand d quark Sivers distribution
functions.

It has to be stressed, however, that the measured effectather small, of the order of
a few per cent at most, and that flavour separation requirehawger statistics than presently
available. Also, within the present errors, the physiceripitetation is not straightforward and
has led to some surprises. The present data are of funddnmaptatance because they have
opened up the road to transverse momentum dependent dignkand fragmentation func-
tions, but they will by no means suffice to determine these foeations. New data are needed,
and particularly, new proton data. HERMES is still finalgsithe analysis of their 2005 proton
run, which will double the statistics of their analysed dathe BELLE Collaboration is pro-
ducing more and more accurate data on the Collins fragmentainction. In the near future,
COMPASS plans proton runs, which should result in partidyleeduced error bars at large
thanks to the much improved geometrical acceptance of thetispneter which is obtained us-
ing the new COMPASS polarised target magnet. A global amsalydl then again be necessary,
and from all those measurements it should be able to prowidaitand d quark transversity
distributions.
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