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Abstract. Final-state g interactions give origin to nonzero values of the off-diagonal element pi,—1 of the

helicity density matrix of vector mesons produced in e

e~ annihilations, as has been confirmed by recent

OPAL data on ¢, D*, and K*. New predictions are given for p1,_1 of several mesons produced at large z
and small pr — i.e., collinear with the parent jet — in the annihilation of polarized e™ and e™; the results
depend strongly on the elementary dynamics and allow further nontrivial tests of the standard model.

1 Introduction

In a series of papers [1]-[3], it has been pointed out how
the final-state interactions between the ¢ and ¢ produced
in eTe~ annihilations — usually neglected, but indeed nec-
essary — might give origin to nonzero values of spin ob-
servables which would otherwise be forced to vanish. The
off-diagonal spin density matrix element p; _1 (V) of vec-
tor mesons may be sizeably different from zero [1,2] be-
cause of a coherent fragmentation process which takes into
account ¢g interactions; indeed, predictions were given [3]
for several spin-1 particles produced at LEP in two-jet
events, provided that they carry a large fraction x, of the
parent quark energy and have a small intrinsic pr, i.e.,
that they are collinear with the parent jet.

The values of p;,_1 (V) are related to the values of the
off-diagonal helicity density matrix element p4_._ 1 (qgG) of
the qq pair, generated in the e~e™ — ¢g process [3]:

p1,-1(V) = [1 = pgo(V)] ps—.—+(q9) (1)

where the value of the diagonal element pg (V') can be
taken from data. The values of py_._ 1 (¢q) depend on the
elementary short-distance dynamics and can be computed
in the standard model. Thus, a measurement of p1,_1(V)
is a further test of the constituent dynamics and is more
significant than the usual measurement of cross sections in
that it depends on the product of different elementary am-
plitudes rather than on squared moduli. With unpolarized
et and e,

_ 1 N
p+—;—+(QQ) = Ny Z ]\44__;/\7)\+ ]\4__~_;/\7/\+ , (2
A,

where the M are the helicity amplitudes for the e“et —
qq process, and

A AgiA_ Ay

4Ngq = | M )\,‘)\7)\+|2' (3)

a”q’

At LEP energy, v/s = M, one has [3]
1 (92 —92)q sin?0
2 (g2 +9%)g 1 +cos?0
(4)

where ¢, and g, are the standard model coupling con-
stants [reported for convenience in (15)] and 6 is the vector
meson production angle in the e”e™ c.m. frame.

At lower energies, where weak interactions can be ne-
glected, one has:

— Z —
Py (q@) = py_._(qq) ~

~ 1 sin?6
Py (q@) =pi_._(qq) = 31t cos?d (5)

Equation (1) is in good agreement with OPAL Collab-
oration data on ¢, D*, and K*, including the 6 depen-
dence induced by (4) [4,5]; however, no sizeable value of
p1,-1(V) for V = p, ¢, and K* was observed by the DEL-
PHI Collaboration [6]. Further tests are thus necessary.
Predictions for p;,_1(V), with V' = ¢, D*, or B* produced
in NN - VX,vN —- VX and /N — {V X processes were
given in [7].

We consider here again the process ete™ — VX, as-
suming all possible polarization states for the initial lep-
tons. This might not be a realistic case — polarized eTe™
beams might not be available in the near future — but,
as we shall see, the results show such a strong interesting
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dependence on the spin elementary dynamics that such a
possibility should not be forgotten when future ete™ col-
liders are planned. Also, this work is the natural expansion
and completion — with all possible cases and theoretical
predictions taken into account — of the study undertaken
in [3].

In the next section, we compute the value of
p+—;—+(qq) with the most general spin states of e and
e”; in Sect. 3, we obtain numerical estimates in several
particular cases, and in Sect. 4, we give some comments
and conclusions.

2 Computation of p,_._(qq)

In the case of polarized initial leptons, (2) changes to:
p§01>\,~>\/ )\L(QQ) =
q’7"q’""q’""q
1 *
o D My s o P oy My v,
Nag AL,

(6)

with
Ny = "

E M . .
o AgAgA_A L PACA AN,
A AgiAA L AN,

*
M)‘th)‘tf;)‘l_v)\;_

and where

’ ’ - + = ’ - ’ +
Pa_a v (emeT) =pa v (e7)pa x (7))  (8)
is the helicity density matrix of the incoming independent
leptons.

The most general helicity density matrices for the in-

coming e~ and et are given by

cosa_ e P-gina_
p<e>=1<” ) 9)

2 \ eP-sina_ 1—cosa_

and
1 1—cosay eP+sina
plet) =3 ( S +> (10)
e sinay 1+ cosag

where a_ and S_ (a4 and ;) are respectively the polar
and azimuthal angle of the e~ (e¥) spin vectors; we have
chosen zz as the scattering plane with e~ (e™) moving
along the positive (negative) direction of z axis.

Insertion of (8)—(10) into (7) and (8), with lepton
masses neglected, yields

pol N
pAq,Aq;A&,)\%(qq) B 4N§¢;1 (1 + cos a_) (1 + cos a+)
X M\ i+, — M/\,q’/\%mi

+ e 1-F04) (sinor_ sin v )
*
X M it My a4

+ €'P-+5+) (sina_ sinay)
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*
X My x gt My nep -

+ (1 —cosa_)(1—cosay)

(11)

*
X My xgi—+ M a4

q’ b
with
pol
4Ny;

(I+cosa_) (14 cosay)

S LA L) VA

+ (1 —cosa_)(1—-cosay)

X[ IMy—mi P+ My 2]

+ 2 sino_sinoy

 Re [e*“ﬁfﬂm (My oy M7__|
+ Moo M )]

In the last equation, quark masses, compared to their en-
ergies, have been neglected.

The explicit expressions of the relevant ete~
c.m. helicity amplitudes are given by [3]:

(12)

— qq

Migig = 62(1 +cost) [eq —9,(s5)(9y, F gl

x(9y F 9a)dl (13)
My s = *(1—cosd) [eg — 9, (s)(9y £ 9.1
x(9y F 9a)dl (14)
with the usual standard model coupling constants:
1 . 1
gf/ :*§+231n29W glA:,§
1 4 1
g"lj,’c’t = 5 — g Sin2 GW Z’C’t = 5 (15)
s 1 2 R 1
gff’ ’b:—§+§sm20w gil’ ’b:f§
1 S
92(s) =

 4sin®0,, cos2 6, (s—M2)+iM,T, .

By inserting (13) and (14) into (11), and (12) one ob-
tains:

ol — ol ol
p&_;+_(qq) - N {(1 + cos?6) Fﬁq + cos b ng
qq
+sin? § Fgﬁ;l} , (16)
1 _ 1, .ol
pﬂo,;, (qq) = o {(1 + cos? 0) (Fff; + 1F§3 )
qq
+cos @ (Fé’;l + iF{gl)
+sin? 0 (FP2! + iFg’f;l)} , (17)
with

NEPO' = (1 4 cos? 0) Fﬁi; + cosQFflo,; + sin? GFFQ‘TL . (18)

The twelve functions Fl{’;l depend on the spin directions
of the incoming leptons:

Flp)zl =(l+cosay)(l+cosa_)
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2 2 2 2 [ q
x [eq +19,1° (9v — 9.1 (9v — 94)5 x|eg2(Img,) (g, —gA)ng}
— &g 2 (Regz> (gv - gA)l (gv - gA)Q:| + _(1 T eos Oé+) (1 oS Oz,)
+ (1—cosay)(l—cosa_) X _qu(Imgz)(gv "'QA)ng]
ol
X [63 19,17 (9v +9.)7 (9 — 94)2 Flog = (14 cosay) (1 +cosa_)(1/2)
2 2 N2/ 2 2
- eQQ(Regz)(gv +gA)l (gv 7gA)q:| X_e’l+|gZ| (gV gA)l (gV+gA)q
Ff = (14 cosay) (14 cosar) 2 — ¢ 2(Reg,) (9, —9.)19¢ ]
x[e2 419,12 (9 = 9.0 (90 — 9.2 +H(1 —cosay) (1= cosa)(1/2)
x [62+Ig ? (9 +94)7 (92 +97%)
— ¢,2(Reg,) (g, = 9.)1 (9 = 9.)4] o el M I
— (1—cosat)(l—cosa_)2 —€q2(Reg,) (9 "‘9;;)193,}
ol
X [63 + 19,1 (9v +9.)7 (9 —9.)2 FiYg=(1+cosay)(l+cosa)
_ q
—eq2(Reg,) (9, +94)1 (9, — gA)q} X2 [eq (Reg,) (9, —9.)194
2 2
FPY = 2 sinay sina_ [cos(m +6-) — 191" (9 — 9.)i (gng)q}
—(1—cosay)(l—cosa_)
x(e2 419, (92 = 62 9y — 9.2 \
l x2 [eg (Reg,) (9, + 0.)i 9"
—¢e2(Reg,) g, (9y —gA)q> ) ,
= 19217 (9v +9.)i (ngA)q}
+sin(By +8-) eg 2 (Imyg,) g, (g, — gA)q] pol _ (o ,
Fiy, = (sinay sina_)
pol __ . .
Fiy =2emay sina[con(f, +4.) < [cos(Bs +02) (€] — g2 (Reg, ) o', ot
2 20,2 2 2 2
Xle, + - . .
[ q (|gZ| ()ng qg]A)l (gV gA)q + |gz| (gv _gA)l (gv+gA)q]+Sln(ﬁ++ﬂ—)
—e;2(Reg,)g., g
e x[eg2 (Img,) g, 7] . (19)

+sin(B4 +8-) €42 (Imgz)gz g?,}

cos(By + B-) eg2(Img,) g\, g

F;Zl =2 sinay sina_
¢g2(Reg,)d, gA]

-)
F§31:4sina+ sina_ [—cos By +B-)eq2(Reg,)d, g°
)

+ Sln(ﬁ++ﬁ qu(Imgz)g gA]

2(Img,)d" g2
—sin(By + B-)les + g, ° (97 — 92)i (92 — 9°)q

—eq2(Reg,) g, 931}

F;Zl =4 sina, sina_ {cos(ﬂJr +0-)eq

F§’31 (1+cosay)(l+cosa_)
x|e2+19,1% (9 = 9.0 (92 — 8%)a
2(Reg,) (9y — 0.9

+ (1—cosay)(l—cosa_)

_eq

%[+ 10, 9y + 9.7 (62 — 62,
— eg2(Reg,) (g, +9,)i9° ]

ngl (14 cosay)(l+cosa_)

Equations (17)—(19) give, at lowest perturbative or-
der in the standard model, the most general expression of
pf’fi __(qq) for a ¢ pair obtained in the annihilation pro-
cess of polarized leptons, e e — q; both weak and elec-
tromagnetic interactions (y and Zy exchanges) are taken
into account.

3 Numerical values of p,_._, (qq)

Let us now consider different polarization states of e~ and
et. We choose as possible spin directions the 3 coordinate
axes, &, ¥, Z, with spin component +1/2 along these direc-
tions. The corresponding values of (a, ) in (9) and (10)
are as follows:

+i& = (7/2, 0)
&= (m/2, m)

+49=(x/2,7/2) +2=1(0,0)
—g=(n/2,3n/2) —Z2=(m m) (20)

We then have a total of 6 x 6 = 36 possible initial
spin states. Many of them will lead to the same value of
pﬂo_l;_ +(qq), and it is convenient to group them into the
following nine cases (notice that Case 3 is just listed for
completeness, but it gives identically null results due to
helicity conservation in the e~etZy and e~ e™y vertices):



Case 2

{P(B ,—|—Z),P(€+,+i')}, {P(e 7+2)7 P(€+7—.’i)},
{P(e™,+2), P(e™,+9)}, {P(e”,+2), P(e™,=9)},
{P(e™,+%), Plet,+2)}, {P(e”,—%), P(e™,+2)},
{Ple™,+9), P(e",+2)}, {P(e”,—9), Ple™, +2)};

Case 3

P
{P(6_7+:&) ) P(€+, _ﬂ)}7 {P(6_7 _Q)

{P(e™,+1), P(et,+9)}, {P(e”,+i), Ple’, +)},
{P(eiaifi)a P(eJra*g)}’ {P(eivfg)’P(eJra*i)};

Case 8

{P(677+£)7 P(e+7*@)}a {P(eia*g)a P(6+,+{E)},
{P(6_7—.’f7), P(e"‘,—i—gj)}, {P(e_a :&)7P(e+a_§;)};

Case 9

{P(e™,~2), P(e*, +8)}, {P(e~,—2). P(e*, +3)}.
{P(€_7—ZA)7P(€+,—SE)}, {P(e‘,—%), P(e+,—yA)},
{P(677+x)a P(eJrv_Z)}v {P(ei’_x)v P(€+,—Z)},
{P(6_7+Q),P(e+7—2)}, {P(e‘,—gj), P(€+7_'2>}'

The corresponding expressions of the functions Ff;’l
are given by:

Case 1:
Fpol,Cl — 4]e2 2 2 2
Ta =4les + 19,17 (9y —9.)i (9y — 9.4);
—eq2(Reg,) (9y —9.4)i (g9, — gA)q}
Fonl,Cl _ 2}71;)01701
sq sq
1,C1 1,C1 1,c1 1,c1 1,c1
FERCl = PRt = RO = PRt = PRI -
F1p2c31q’01 =0
1,C1
FEo™ =4leZ + 19,17 (9 — 9.)7 (92 — 92)q
—e;2(Reg,) (9v —94)1 9L

1,C
FYoCt = e,8(Img,) (9, — 9.)1 9%
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ol,C1
Fiog =2 [63 + 19,17 (9v — 9.)7 (92 +9%)q
—eg2(Reg,) (9y — 94 93]

ol,C1
Flpl,q = 8[6(1 (Regz) (gv - gA)l gZ

19212 (9 = 9.0} (90 9.)d] 3 (21)
Case 2:
FPr = (1/2) R (i=112) 5 (22)
Case 3:
PR =0 (i =1-12) (23)
Case 4:
FPoLCd _ 412 2 2 _ 2
Ta eq t 19,17 (9 +94)i (9 — 94);
— €q 2 (Regz) (gv + gA)l (gv - gA)lI}
ol,C4
EPOt = —8[e2 4|9, (9, + 9.3 (9, — 9.)?
— €q 2 (Regz) (gv + gA)l (gv - gA)q}
ol,C4 0l,C4 o0l,C4 ol,C4 ol,C4
Ffiq :Féﬁq :Fg),q :Fflij,q :F;q =
FF;;(M =0
Fpol,C4:4 2 2 20,2 .2
8. es +19,1° (9v +94)7 (97 —9%)q
—eq2(Reg,) (9, + 9. 93]
1,C
Fé),; t = eQS(Imgz) (gv +9A)lgf,
1,4
FighCt =2[e2 410,12 (9, + 9.0 (2 + 8%
—€q 2 (Regz) (gv + gA)l g?/]
ol,C
Flpl,q t = 8|:_ €q (Regz) (gv +gA)ng
19212 (9v + 9.7 (9,9.)a] (24)

Case 5:

P = 20e2 + g, [ (62 + 92 )1 (9 — 9.2
— €42 (Reg,) g\, (9, — 9.)d]
FEO =8~ g, (9,.9.01 (9 — 9.)2
+eq(Reg,) g, (9 — 9.)d]

P = 2|2 +1g, 2 (62 — 9%)i (9 — 9.2

—eq2(Reg,)d. (9, — gA)q}

1,C5 [
FYo ™ =2eq + 19,17 (97 — 92D (97 — 92)a
—eq2(Reg,)d, 93}
1,C
FPb® =eg4(Img,) g’ g2

1,C5
FEo ™" = —e48(Reg,) g, g4
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FP " = ¢y 8(Imyg,) ¢, g2 FPo " =eq4(Img,) g, g¢
FPOO = 2[e2 41,2 (62 + ¢2)i (62 — ¢%)q ngl,m =eq4(Reg,)d, ¢
~ €42 (Reg,) g, g7 Fo T = ey8(Img,) g, 9
FPr® = eg4(Img,) g, g4 BT =—4 [eg ozl (90 = 90160 — 92
Flpoozc5 _ 63 + |gz‘2 (93 +gi)z (93 “‘gi)q - qu(Regz)glv 93]
~ea2(Reg.)gy, g FEoCT = 2063 410, 2 (63 + 02)1 (6 — 02
FIYyT" = 4] —ey(Reg,) ¢l g% + 191> 2(9,9.): (gng)q} ~¢y2(Reg,) gl gg}
Flp2°1q05 =el+9,1* (g2 QA) (92 +9%)q Fp01,C7 = e,4(Img,) g gt
—€q (Regz) gv 9% (25) pol o7 Z 2Z 2V ’ 2 2 2
Cues e e
N z v Jv
PP =2[e2 4 10,2 (62 + 2)i (9 — 9.)2 I = 4] = eq (Reg,) g, 9% + 19,12 (9,.9.)1 (909, )a]
~e42(Reg,) gl (9, — 9.)d] Fly, " = e¢g2(Img,) g, g7 ; (27)
F;Zl’% = 8[ —19,1*(9,9.)1 (9, — 9,4)3 Case 8:
+eq(Reg,) g (9 — 9A)q} FPones — 2[e3 +19,1% (92 + 9% (9v — 94)7
BP0 = —2[e2 4 g, 2 (g2 = 62 )i (9, — 0.2 ~€a2(Reg,) g, (90 = 91)a)
—eq2(Reg,) g\, (9, — 9.)a] FO = 8]~ 19,12 (9,901 (9 — 9,
FPobes = —2[62 +19, 7 (97 = 921 (97 — 92)q +eq(Reg,) g, (9, — gA)q}
—eq2(Reg,)d, 93] FPC® = —eg4(Img,) g, (9, — 9.)q
Fpol c6 = —e,4(Img,) g, g Ff"l’cg =—¢,4(Img,)g" g%
Fpol 6 _ ¢ 8(Reg,) g g FPOLOS — _¢ 4 (Re 9.)9, 92
Fpol 6 — _¢,8(Img,)d. g° FPObO® = —e,8(Imyg,) g, g¢
FEM Y =2/e2 + 19,1 (92 + 92)i (9% — ¢2)q By = 4|6} +19,P (0} — 8 (6 — 92y
—eq2(Reg,) g, 93} ~ea2(Reg,) g, 93}
FPOAC0 — ¢ 4 (Img,) g, gt P08 [e 19,17 (9% + %) (92 — 92)q
F{’gjlqC6 =cz+lg, (2 (97 J)r%i)z (97 +9%)q —¢q2(Reg,)d., g? }
—eq2(Reg,) g, 92 ol,C8
FRLC = 4] —ey(Reg,) d' 9% + 19,2 2(9,9.)1 (gng)q} Fpol c8 ~eotmao
: Flog =eqg+19,17 (97 + 95 (97 +93)q
Fie = —e2 =g, (42 —gA) (97 +93)q —eg2(Reg,) g, g2
+e2(Reg,) gl g7 (26)  pporos _ 4] = eq(Reg,) ¢! 9% + 1912 29, 9.1 (9, 9.)a]
Case 7: F&ozcs —e,2(Img,)g" g2 ; (28)
FPT = 2[e2 4 10,2 (62 + 92)i (9 — 9.)2 Case 0:
—e;2(Reg,)d (9, — gA)q} FPO = (1/2) FPMO (i =1-12) . (29)

ol,C
FET = 4]~ g, P29, 9,01 (90 — 9.)2
. We can now compute pt, +_ _. (qq) for any initial-lepton
+eq2(Regy) g, (9v — gA)q} spin state, and at any energy, by using (21)-(29) together

1,C ith (15) in (17) and (18). We do this first at the Zy pole,
B 7=€q4(1mgz)gf4(gv—gA)q with (15) in (17) and (18). We do this first at the Zy pole
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Vs = M,, where

M,/T
s=M2) = —i Zl_z
92 2) 4 sin?0,, cos?0,,

Taking [8] sin?6,, = 0.231, M, = 91.187 GeV/c?, and

I', = 2.490 GeV yields, for u-type quarks,
PR (w5 = M)

.2
0
= —0.369 (1 +10.132) >

1+ cos?26 —1.335 cos®

A g 5 = M)
sin? 0
1+ cos? 6+ 1.336 cos @
Re [543, (ui 5 = M)
0.003 — cos? @
0.008 + cos2 6 + 0.102 cos ¢

Im [piﬂ’ﬁi (uﬂ; Vs = MZ)]
0.009 + 0.047 cos 6
0.008 + cos? 0 4 0.102 cos 6

Re [p7°%°, (ui /5 = M)
1 —0.003 cos? 6
1+ 0.008 cos? 6 + 0.102 cos 8

In 05, (uti; 5 = M, )|

0.009 cos? @ + 0.047 cos 6
1+ 0.008 cos2 6 + 0.102 cos 6

= —0.370 (1 —10.113)

=—-0.371

= +40.371

=—-0.371

=—-0.371

Re [p5° 7, (ui; /s = M,)]
0.911 — cos? 6 — 0.018 cos 6
1+ 0.934 cos2 6 + 0.195 cos 6

I (27, (it /5 = M)

0.009 sin% 6 — 1.901 cos 6
1+ 0.934 cos2 0 + 0.195 cos 6

= —0.374

= 40.374

Re [07°1C5, (ut; /5 = M)
1 —10.911 cos? 6 + 0.018 cos
0.934 + cos2 0 4+ 0.195 cos 6

Tm [P, (uii; /s = M,)]
0.009 sin? @ + 1.901 cos
0.934 + cos2 0 + 0.195 cos 8

=—0.374

= 40.374

and for d-type quarks,
ol,C1,C2/ ;7
PR ad; 5 = M)

sin? 0

= —0.176 (1 +10.108) 14 cos?26 — 1.871 cos¥b

pg)rol,;(i4+,09 (dd, \/g _ MZ)
sin? 0
1+ cos26+ 1.871 cos@

= —0.176 (1 — 10.092)

Re [p2°" %, (dd; /s = M)
0.004 — cos? 6
0.006 + cos? 6 4+ 0.142 cos 6

Im [, (dd; /5 = M)
0.008 + 0.069 cos @
0.006 + cos2 0 + 0.142 cos 6

= —0.176

= +0.176

Re [p7 %0, (dd; /s = M,,)]
1 —0.004 cos?#6
1+ 0.006 cos2 6 + 0.142 cos 8

T[22, (dd; /s = M,)]

0.008 cos? 6 + 0.069 cos 6
14 0.006 cos? 6 + 0.142 cos 0

= —0.176

= —0.176

Re [ph 7, (dd; /5 = M)
0.872 — cos? 6 — 0.014 cos 6
14 0.953 cos2 6 + 0.276 cos 6

Im [p5°1, (dd; v/s = M,)]
0.007 sin? 6 — 1.855 cos 0
1+0.953 cos?2 6 + 0.276 cos 0

= —0.184

= +0.184

Re [p22 %%, (dd; /s = M,)]
1 —0.872 cos? 6 +0.014 cos 6
0.953 + cos? 6 + 0.276 cos 6

Im [p2%%, (dd; /5 = M,)]

0.007 sin? 6 + 1.855 cos
= +0.184 32
* 0.953 4 cos2 6 + 0.276 cos @ (32)

= —0.184

At lower energies, at which one can neglect all weak
interactions [that is, if g, = 0 in (21)—(29) and quark
masses are taken into account] one obtains for any flavor:

sin® 0
1+ cos2 6 + e2sin’ 0

pio&;c_l_LCZCAL,CQ(qq;\/g« MZ) _

N — DN —

ol,C _
PP (qg; Vs < M) =

1 cos? 6
pol,C6 _
o s M, )= ———
PRE = ag Vs 2) 2 cos20 + €2sin’ 6

R [pOlC?CS( 775 < M,)] 1 sinZ 6
e o VS ) i
Pr—i—+ (aq z 214 cos2f + e2sin?
or —cosf
Im [p82 7 (4g; Vs < M) = 1+ cos? 6 + e2sin® 0
cos 6

Im 05 (g3 v/s < M,)] =

1+ cos26 + €2sin’60’
(33)
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0.6 e

Repp-:l—;—+(u)
0.4

0 [degrees]

Fig. 1. Plot of Re[piol;_+(uﬂ;\/§ = M,)] as a function of
6 (the production angle of the vector meson in the e~ e™
c.m. frame) for cases: C5, C6 (both leptons transversely po-
larized with spins either parallel or antiparallel); C1, C4 (lep-
tons with opposite helicities); C2, C9 (one lepton longitudi-
nally polarized, the other transversely polarized). The value of
p+—;—+(uti; /s = M) for unpolarized leptons is also shown,
for comparison. In all other cases, one obtains results similar
to the unpolarized case

0.6

L L B A B
pol

[ Rep_._.(d
0.4

02 F

0.0

02 [

-04 | -
L c4,c9

PP S R R I
0 45 90 135 180

0 [degrees]
Fig. 2. The same as in Fig. 1, for d-type quarks

where € = 2mg/+/s, which, for heavy flavors, might not be
negligible at /s < M,,.

Insertion of (31) and (32) or (33) into (1) allows one
to make predictions for the relation between p;,_1(V) and
p0.0(V), both of which are measurable quantities. Equa-
tion (1) holds for vector mesons that have a large energy
fraction z, and are collinear with the parent jet; ¢ is the
quark flavor which contributes dominantly to the final vec-
tor meson production (e.g., ¢ in D*); an average should
be taken if more than one flavor contributes [3].

Notice that we expect [3] po,o(V) to be independent of
the production angle 0, so that the sign of p;,_1(V) and
its @ dependence are entirely given by the elementary dy-
namics, via p4_._1(qq); for unpolarized et and e~, such
dynamics are given by (4) or (5), and for polarized ones,
by either (31), (32) or (33). We turn now to a discussion
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Fig. 3. Plot of Im[pﬂ’_o_l;__‘_(uﬂ;\/g = M,)] as a function of
6 (the production angle of the vector meson in the e et
c.m. frame) for cases: C5 (both leptons transversely polarized
with spins either parallel or antiparallel); C7, C8 (both lep-
tons transversely polarized, in different directions). In all other
cases, including the unpolarized one, Im[pﬁ’ro_l;_ L(ut; /s =
M,)] =0
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Fig. 4. The same as in Fig. 3, for d-type quarks

of these equations and a comparison with the unpolarized
case.

4 Comments and conclusions

We show our numerical results for p{ﬁk +(qq) in Figs. 1-
6. We give results only for those cases which strongly
differ from the unpolarized case and have such peculiar
features that a measurement of p; _1(V) in agreement
with them would be an unquestionable test of our ap-
proach. In Figs. 1-4, we consider the LEP high-energy
case, /s = M,, and in Figs. 5,6, the lower-energy case,
Vs << M,.

In Fig. 1, we plot as functions of 6 (the V' production
angle in the e~e™ c.m. frame) the real part of pﬂo_l;_Jr(uﬂ)
at LEP energy for cases C5, C6, C1,C2, and C4,C9. The
value of py_._ 4 (ut) for unpolarized leptons is reported
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Fig. 5. Plot of Re[p%” ., (¢4;\/s < M,)] as a function of
6 (the production angle of the vector meson in the e~ e™
c.m. frame) for cases C5 and C6 (both leptons transversely
polarized with spins either parallel or antiparallel). All other
cases give the same result as that given by unpolarized leptons,
which is shown for comparison. Quark masses have been taken
into account, with € = 2mq/+/s = 0.1
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Fig. 6. Plot of Im[pﬁol;7+(qq;\/§ < M,)] for cases C7
and C8 (both leptons transversely polarized, in different di-
rections). In all other cases, including the unpolarized one,
Im[pp01 4 (qG; /s < M,)] = 0. Again, e = 0.1

also, for comparison. In Fig. 2 we do the same for d-type
quarks.

In Fig. 3, we plot the imaginary part of p+_ _ 4 (uu) at
LEP energy for cases C5, C7, and C8. In all other cases,
including the unpolarized one, such an imaginary part is
much smaller and should lead to a measurement of Im
p1,-1(V) =~ 0. The same is done in Fig. 4 for d, s, and b
quarks.

In Fig. 5, we plot the real part of piol _(qq@; /s
< M,), taking into account only electromagnetic inter-
actions for cases C5 and C6. All other cases give the same
result as that for unpolarized leptons, a result which is
reported for comparison. We take quark masses into ac-
count, setting € = 2m,/y/s = 0.1.

Off-diagonal helicity density matrix elements

In Fig. 6, we plot the imaginary part of p301;7+(ch; NG
< M), taking into account only electromagnetic interac-
tions (and quark masses, e = 0.1) for cases C7 and C8. In
all other cases, including the unpolarized one, the imagi-
nary part is zero.

Figures 1-6 show beyond any possible doubt how the
elementary dynamics might lead to very different values
of p1.-1(V), according to the different spin states of the
initial e* and e~. A measurement in agreement with our
predictions would confirm in a definite way the necessity
of coherent effects in the quark fragmentation and prove
all subtleties of the standard model dynamics.

Let us further comment on the most typical cases. The
possible spin configurations and the definitions of the vari-
ous cases are listed at the beginning of Sect. 3. Concerning
the real parts at LEP energy — Figs. 1 and 2 — case C5
presents the most striking features, both in sign and 6
dependence, and shows a drastic difference from the un-
polarized case; also, C6 has a peculiar, almost constant, 6
dependence which should be easily detectable. These two
cases correspond to et and e~ transversely polarized in
the same direction, with either parallel or opposite spins.
Cases C1,C2 and C4,C9 also deviate greatly from the un-
polarized case, in particular for charge -1/3 quarks: C1
and C4 correspond to initial leptons with opposite helici-
ties and C2, C9 to spin configurations in which one of the
leptons is longitudinally polarized and the other is trans-
versely polarized.

Cases C7 and C8, leptons transversely polarized in dif-
ferent directions, lead to results similar to those for unpo-
larized leptons for the real part of p% +_ _ +(qq) however,
in contrast to the unpolarized case, they give large val-

ues, strongly varying with 6 (see Figs. 3 and 4) for Im

p‘jro_l _.(qq); this makes them very interesting. Also, C5

exhibits a peculiar § dependence in Im p‘f_l;_ +(q9).

At lower energy, when only electromagnetic interac-
tions contribute, cases C5 and C6 are simple and very
interesting (see Fig. 5) for the real parts of p+_ _+(qq)
cases C7 and C8 are unique providers of sizeable imagi-
nary parts of p+_ _.(qq), Fig. 6.

We have thus completed the study of the off-diagonal
helicity density matrix element pq,_1(V") of vector mesons
produced from eTe™ annihilations into two jets, selecting
vector mesons with a large energy fraction (say z, > 0.5)

and small transverse momentum (pr/(z,v/s) < 1) in-
side one of the jets. The idea was suggested in [1] and
[2], and the first numerical predictions, given in [3], have
been confirmed by some experimental data [4,5]. We have
considered here the most general case of polarized et and
e~ ; we have given numerical results both at LEP energy,
Vs = My, and for /s < M,, but our formulas, (17)-
(19) and (21)—(29), are valid at any energy and take into
account both electromagnetic and weak interactions.

At the moment, there is no operating eTe™ collider
with polarized beams; however, future generations of lin-
ear colliders are being planned, and our study may indi-
cate very good reasons to seriously consider polarization
options. Our results have many evident and unambigu-



M. Anselmino et al.: Off-diagonal helicity density matrix elements

ous features that cannot be missed by measurements of
precision similar to the ones already performed in the un-
polarized case [4]-[6], provided that events are carefully
selected. The measurement of a sizeable p; _;, with its
sign, yields immediate valuable and relevant information,
allowing direct tests both of the hadronization mechanism
and the standard model dynamics.
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