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Study of exclusive processes ete™ — V P.

V.V. Braguta,"[ A.K. Likhoded,"[l and A.V. Luchinsky®[
I Institute for High Energy Physics, Protvino, Russia

This paper is devoted to consideration of the hard exclusive processes e"e™ — VP, where V =
p,¢; P =mn,n'. Experimental measurement of the cross section of the process ete™ — ¢n at BaBar
collaboration at large center mass energy /s = 10.6 GeV and some low energy experimental data
Vs ~ 2 —4 GeV give us the possibility to study the cross section in the broad energy region.
As the result, we have determined the asymptotic behavior of the cross section of eTe™ — ¢n in
the limit s — oo, which is in agreement with perturbative QCD prediction. Assuming that the
same asymptotic behavior is valid for the other processes under consideration and using low energy
experimental data we have predicted the cross sections of these processes at energies /s = 3.67, 10.6
GeV. In addition, we have calculated the cross sections of these processes at the same energies within
perturbative QCD. Our results are in agreement with available experimental data.

PACS numbers: 12.38.-t, 12.38.Bx, 13.66.Bc,

I. INTRODUCTION

Exclusive hadron production in high energy electron-positron annihilation is a very interesting task for theoretical
and experimental investigations. The presence of high energy scale /s that is much greater than typical hadronic
scale allows one to separate the amplitude of such processes into hard part (creation of quarks at very small distances)
and soft part (subsequent hadronization of these quarks into experimentally observed mesons at larger distances).
The first part of the amplitude can be calculated within perturbative QCD. The second part of the amplitude is
described by distribution amplitudes (DA), which contain nonperturbative properties of final hadrons.

The description of hard exclusive hadron production within this pattern gives some very interesting predictions of
the properties of hard exclusive processes @, E] One of such prediction is the asymptotic behavior of the amplitudes
and cross sections of hard exclusive processes in the limit s — oo B, B], B] It turns out that this behavior is determined
by the perturbative part of amplitude and quantum numbers of final hadrons and does not depend on DAs of final
hadrons.

To give quantitative prediction for the cross section of hard exclusive process one needs to know DAs. It is interesting
to note that if DAs are known the theory can equivalently well predict the cross sections for the production of hadrons
composed of light (u,d, s quarks) or heavy quarks (b, c quarks). There is well known example of exclusive process
with heavy quarkonia production e*e™ — J/¥n. measured at Belle [6] and BaBar [7] collaborations. This process
was extensively studied in many papers E, @, |ﬂ, , , , , , ,] within different approaches, what led to
a better understanding of charmonia properties and production processes. It is important to note that the approach
to hard exclusive processes described above leads to a reasonable agreement with the experiments.

In this paper we study the processes et e~ — VP, where V = p,¢; P = n,1’. Experimental measurement of the
cross section of the process eTe™ — ¢n at BaBar collaboration at large center mass energy /s = 10.6 GeV and
some low energy experimental data /s ~ 2 — 4 GeV allow us to study the cross section of this process in the broad
energy region. Our first purpose is to use these data in order to determine the asymptotic behavior of the cross
section of the process eTe™ — ¢n. Assuming that the same asymptotic behavior is valid for the other processes
under consideration and using low energy experimental data one can predict the cross sections of the eTe™ — VP at
energies /s = 3.67, 10.6 GeV. In addition, we apply perturbative QCD approach to estimate the values of the cross
sections for the processes under consideration.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section we analyze the experimental data for the process ete™ — ¢n
and determine the asymptotic behavior of this cross section. Then we apply the result of this study to predict the cross
sections of the other processes under consideration at the center mass energies /s = 3.67, 10.6 GeV. In section [[II] we
give theoretical predictions for the cross sections o(ete™ — p’n), o(ete™ — p'7'), o(eTe™ — ¢n) and o(ete™ — ¢1')
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Figure 1: Typical diagrams for the ete™ — V P process.

at /s = 3.67 GeV and 10.6 GeV and compare them with available experimental data. The final section is devoted to
the discussion of the results of this paper.

II. THE ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR.

The amplitude of the process involved can be written in the following form:

- v(q1)7"u(gz)
M(eTe™ = VP) = dra————— (V(p1, N\ P(p2) |J5™] 0),
where « is the electromagnetic coupling constant, u(qz2) and ©(q;) are electron and positron bispinors, s = (q; + g2)?
is the invariant mass of eTe™ system squared and J;™ is electromagnetic current. The matrix element <VP |J§m 0>
can be parameterized by the only formfactor F(s):

<V(p17>‘)P(p2) ‘Jﬁm‘ O> = Zeuvaﬁexp?ng(S)v (1)

where €f is the polarization vector of meson V. The cross section of the process under consideration equals

+ - _ ma? (2|p| ’ 2
oleTe” =2 VP) = 5 < \/5) |F(s)|”. (2)
In the last formula p is the momentum of the vector meson V in the center mass frame of final mesons.

In this section we will be interested in the asymptotic behavior of the formfactor F(s) in the high energy region.
Typical diagrams of the process under consideration are shown in Fig. [l The asymptotic behavior of the diagram
shown in Fig. [Mh is 0 ~ 1/s2. At extremely large energies this diagram gives the dominant contribution. However,
the amplitude of this diagram is suppressed by the smallness of the electromagnetic coupling constant and our study
shows that in the energy region analyzed in this paper the contribution of this diagram is negligible. Further let us
consider the diagrams shown in Fig. [Ib,c. According to perturbative QCD |2] amplitudes () from such diagrams
have the following asymptotic behavior

)

1 ‘>\1+>\2H‘1
em

(Hi(p1, M)Ha(p2, A2) | ™| 0) ~ <$>
where Hi and Hs are mesons with momenta p1, p2 and helicities \; and As. For the process under consideration H;
and Hs are the vector and pseudoscalar mesons respectively. The helicity of the pseudoscalar meson is, obviously,
A2 = 0. Because of antisymmetric tensor in (), longitudinal polarization of the vector meson is forbidden and it is
transversely polarized (A\; = £1). So, we have F(s) ~ 1/s% a(ete™ — VP) ~ 1/s*. On the other hand, in papers
[18, [19], it was stated that experimental data can be described only by the dependence o ~ 1/s3. To clarify this
situation we will parameterize the formfactor F'(s) by the expression

F(s) = % (3)



where a,,(s) slightly depends on s due to power and logarithmic corrections to the leading asymptotic behavior. Later
in this section we will neglect such dependence. This approximation allows us to fix the constants a,, from the low
energy data and predict the cross sections at /s = 3.67 GeV and 10.6 GeV. We check three different hypothesis
(n = 3,4 and 5) and compare the results with existing experimental data.

First we are going to consider the process ete™ — ¢n. To fix the constants a,, one can use low energy data m]
When the constants a,, for different hypothesis are fixed, one can use them to predict the cross section in the high
energy region and then compare this prediction with available high energy data ] measured by BaBar collaboration

oBaBar(ete™ — ¢n) = 2.9+£0.51b.

Our results are shown in Fig. Pland Tablelll From these figure and table it can be clearly seen, that only n = 4 describes
satisfactory low and high energy experimental BaBar data @, ] This result is in agreement with the predictions
of perturbative QCD. Form Fig. [2 one can see that low energy CLEO-c data @] are in disagreement with hypothesis
n = 3,4. Only hypotheses n = 5 does not contradict to the experimental results. However, if we assume that this
hypotheses is correct we will faced with dramatic contradiction with the high energy BaBar data (see Fig. 2land Table
M. It should be also noted that in papers IE, ] it was stated that the energy dependence o(ete™ — ¢n) ~ 1/s3
describes experimental data more accurately. We believe that the disagreement of this statement with our conclusion
arises from the fact that the authors of papers m, @] did not take into account low energy experimental result m]

In view of this the question arises: is it possible to use asymptotic behavior of the cross section (B)) in the region
Vs € (2,3.5) GeV. First, one can estimate the cross uncertainty due to the power corrections as ~ M?/s ~. Even, for
the heaviest meson ¢ and the smallest /s from the region /s € (2,3.5) the error is ~ 0.25%. We can also determine
the size of power corrections from the fitting data m] by the asymptotic form (B)) plus next-to-leading-order power
correction. Our analysis shows that the uncertainty is not greater than 10% ~ 20%. We believe that these arguments
confirm the applicability of the asymptotic expression for the cross section.

Now let us consider the processes et e™ — pn, ete™ — prf. Unfortunately at the moment only the low energy
CLEO-c data [22] are available for these processes. As it is seen from Tab. [l the experimental error of these data are
rather large. More precise experimental data can be obtained from the decays J/v — pn, J/¥ — pn’. Corresponding
branching fraction are equal to [23]

Br(efe™ — pn) = (1.93+0.23) x 1074,
Br(ete™ — pn/) = (1.054+0.18) x 107,
Generally speaking, these decays can proceed both via strong and electromagnetic interaction (see Fig. [l for the

typical diagrams). Because of the isospin violation, however, the gluon induced diagrams are strongly suppressed, and
purely electromagnetic diagram gives the dominant contribution. The branching fraction of these decays are equal to

pl 1\’ a"(Mg/w) ’
Br(J/i — VP) = ( MJ/w> 7, M3, Br(J/ — eter). (4)

From this relation we can determine the value of the function a, (M3 y ) and, neglecting energy dependence in ay(s)

(this assumptions leads to additional errors, which can be estimated as ~ M?/s ~ 10%), predict the cross sections
of the processes ete™ — pn and eTe™ — pn’ over the large energy region. The results are shown in Figs. [ 5l and
Table[ll From these results it is seen that the low energy data do not allow to understand what hypotheses gives the
best agreement with the experiments. So, to determine the asymptotic behavior unambiguously the high energy data
are needed. However, if we assume that the asymptotic behavior for the cross section of the process ete™ — ¢n is
the same as that for the processes ete™ — pn, ete™ — pn’, one can predict the cross sections of these processes at
energies /s = 3.67,10.6 GeV

0 5361 cev(eTeT = pn) = 8+£2pb, 0 /s=3.67 gev(eTeT = pn') =5+ 3 pb,

0 /5106 cev(eTeT = pn) = 2.1£0.5 fb, 0 /5106 ev(eteT = pn') =1.44£0.4 fb. (5)

The cross sections at the energy /s = 3.67 GeV are in agreement with the CLEO-c data.

Let us now proceed with the reaction e™e™ — ¢n’. In this case experimental information is even more poor. In the
case one cannot use the branching fraction of the decay Br(J/¥ — ¢n’), since in this case isospin is conserved and the
diagram shown in Fig. Bh gives the main contribution to J/¢ — ¢n' decay. In addition, CLEO-c gives us only upper
bound on the cross section o(ete™ — ¢n’), and no experimental information in high energy region is available. Using
n — 1’ mixing it is possible, however, to estimate the cross section o(eTe™ — ¢n’) from the value of the eTe™ — ¢n
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Figure 2: Different hypothesis on the energy dependence for the o(e*e™ — ¢n). The constants a, are fixed from the experi-
mental values of this cross section in the low energy region (2GeV < /s < 3.5GeV).

Figure 3: Typical diagrams for J/i) — V P decay
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Figure 4: Different hypothesis on the energy dependence for the o(e™e™ — pn). The constants a., are fixed from the J/v — pn

branching fraction (the rightmost point represents the cross section at /s = M/, calculated using relations (), @) and @).
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Figure 5: Different hypothesis on the energy dependence for the o(e™e™ — pn’). The constants a., are fixed from the J/v — pn’
branching fraction (the rightmost point represents the cross section at /s = M, calculated using relations (@), @) and @).
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Figure 6: Different hypothesis on the energy dependence for the o(ee™ — ¢n’). The constants a, are fixed from the
experimental values of this cross section at /s = 10.6 GeV.



cross section. The mixing of pseudoscalar mesons can be described by different parameterizations [24]. In our paper
we will use the parametrization of 77 — ' mixing in quark flavor basis with one mixing angle [25]:

n [ cos® —sind Nn 6)
n )~ \sin® cosd Ns )’
where 1, = (vt + dd)/ V2 and 7, = s5 represents the basis of the quark mixing scheme. Using this mixing scheme it
Jr —

is easy to obtain the following relation between eTe™ — ¢n and ete™ — ¢n’ cross sections:
alete™ = ¢n')

= cot? ®.
olete™ = ¢n) 0

There are plenty of theoretical and experimental works dedicated to the determination of the mixing angle. The well
known estimation, based on Gell-Mann-Okubo mass formulas give the value of ® about 32 for linear mass formula
and about 45° for a quadratic case. The analysis of the axial anomaly generated decays 7,7 — 7y was performed in
papers [26, 27] and the estimate ® = 30° < 35° was obtained. In papers |28, [29] another anomaly based investigation
of a large set of decay processes was performed and the value ® = 38° & 2° was presented. The authors of the recent
work |30] used dispersive approach to nn — ' mixing and obtained the value

d = 39.4°+1°.

It is interesting to note that this value is close to phenomenological value ® = 39.3° 4+ 1°, presented in pioneering
work [25]. We will use this value of the mixing angle in our article. The error of this angle is small in comparison
with the error in ete™ — ¢n cross section.

Knowing the value of the cross section o(eTe™ — ¢n) one can determine the value of the cross section o(eTe™ — ¢n')
at the energy /s = 10.6 GeV.

0 sim10.6 geviete™ = ¢n') =4.2£0.7 fb.

From this we can calculate the value of the constants a,, for different hypothesis and predict the cross section of the
process eTe” — ¢n' in the low energy region. We show the energy dependence of this cross section in Fig. From
this figure one sees that the value n = 5 contradicts experimental results at /s = 3.67 GeV, while n = 3 and n = 4
do not. From theoretical arguments and presented above analysis of eTe™ — ¢n reaction we think, that the value
n = 4 is more preferable. For this hypothesis we can predict the value of the cross section at energy /s = 3.67 GeV

0 simze7 cev(eTe = ¢n') =12.8 £ 2.1 pb,

which does not contradict to the CLEO-c¢ data.

In table [ we present the results of this section. Second column contains constants ag 45 for different final states,
obtained from low energy fits. In the third and fifth columns experimental results for the cross sections o(ete™ — V P)
at the center mass energies /s = 3.67 GeV and 10.6 GeV are presented. The results of the calculation are shown in
the forth and sixth columns. From this table it is clear, that only relation o ~ 1/s* agrees with experiment.

III. CALCULATION OF THE CROSS SECTIONS.
A. Numerical parameters and distribution amplitudes.

Now let us try to estimate the cross sections of the processes studied in the last section theoretically. To calculate
the cross sections of the processes ete™ — VP for V = ¢,p, P = n,n' one needs to know distribution amplitudes
(DA) of final mesons. For the vector mesons the DAs needed in the calculation can be written as |2, [13]

AN an(-210), =29 [Cazeren [0y ) 4 (6,0 v )+
()

17 1 v,
LI (01 Vo) + 5 emamms ) a0} (0
vy af

where z is the fraction of momentum carried by quark, fy, fr(u), My are the leptonic, tensor constants and the mass
of vector meson. In the calculation ¢ meson is assumed to be composed of s quarks, so in (@) ¢ = s. For p” meson



o(y/5 =3.67GeV) pb|lo(y/s = 10.6 GeV) fb
VP parrams exp | fit results exp | fit results
a3 =184+ 0.2GeV? 1243 2446
pn| a1 =56+07GeV? |[10+25| 842 - 21405
as = 17.3 4+ 2.1 GeV* 6+1 0.18 £ 0.04
a3 =1.5+0.2GeV? 7TE2 17+ 4
o | as=47+06GeV? ||2.14+16| 5+3 - 14404
as = 14.5 £ 1.9 GeV* 3.5+0.9 0.124+0.03
as = 2.7+ 0.2GeV? 2344 524 8
on| a1 =64+04GeV? ||21+£1.9] 98+1.3 |[294+0.5| 2.7+0.4
as = 14.8 + 1.1 GeV* 3.8+0.5 0.13 4 0.02
az = 0.76 + 0.06 GeV? 1.5+0.2 4240.7
o' | aa=81+07GeV? || <126 | 128 +2.1 - 4240.7
as = 85. £ 7. GeV* 110 £ 18 4.240.7

Table I: The constants a, and the cross sections at /s = 3.67 and 10.6 GeV in comparison with the experimental data. The
second column contains the constants as 4,5 for the different final states, obtained from the low energy data. In the third and
fifth columns the experimental results for the cross sections o(ee™ — V P) at the center mass energy /s = 3.67 GeV and
V/s =10.6 GeV are presented. The results of the calculation are shown in the forth and sixth columns.

isospin 1 combination g = (@u — dd)/+/2 is assumed. The models for DAs and the decay constants fy, fr(u) for ¢
and p mesons will be taken from paper [31].
In the framework of the quark mixing scheme () the decay constants

(P(p)|ny"ysnl0) = ifppt,
(P(p)|57"y55|0) = ifpp”,

needed in the calculation can be expressed through the constants

if"p",
if°pt,

(1 (p) |y" 57| 0)
(1s(p)|57"7550)

o fa Y _ [ cos® —sind® ™ o
R | sin® cos® 0 f5 /)

In turn, the constants f”, f® and the mixing angle ® can be determined from experiment [25]

as follows

f* o= (1L07£0.02)fr,  f°=(1.3440.06) /.

Within this mixing pattern the DAs needed in the calculation can be written in the following form |2, [13]

— . pM ! i(pz — ]57 n n n
(POIs ) na(-2)0), = B2 [ ayeroaten B priy) - gy P .
0 P
_ .fs MP ! i(pz — ﬁ/yt—) s s s
(P(p)[55(2) s5a(=2)[0),, = i — i dye' P03 T Pay) = £ ()95 PR ) ¢
where
1 2f°
fo(p) = m [mf, cos® ® + m%, sin? ® — \/]:7{ (mfl, — m%) cos ® sin fIJ],
L 2 .2 2.2 fm 2 2 -
s = / d d — ;= ®sind|.
I (1) 2me () [mn cos” ® 4+ mj, sin NI (myy — m;,) cos @ sin

The calculation will be done with the masses ms(1 GeV) = 150 MeV, m,,(1GeV) = (my (1 GeV) + mq(1 GeV))/2 =5
MeV and it will be assumed that P5(y) = P%(y) = Pa(y) and Pi(y) = PE(y) = Pp(y). The models of the leading



twist DAs Py4 for the n and 1’ mesons will be taken from paper |32]. For the function Pp(y) the asymptotic form will
be used.

It should be noted that the wave functions and the constants introduced above depend on renormalization scale y.
Our calculation shows that the scale dependence of the DAs is not very important and below it will be ignored. At
the same time the scale dependence of the constants is important and it will be taken into account. The calculation
will be done at the scale p = /s/2.

B. Numerical results and discussion.

Having introduced the designations of the DAs one can proceed with the calculation of the cross sections. First we
are going to consider the diagrams similar to that shown in Figllh. It is not difficult to calculate the contribution of
these diagrams to the formfactor F'(s)

dra fy <e2+e§ 9 )/1 dy
F(s)| = — = =~ ne2f —~ Pa(y),
|E(s)] s v\~ 3 fp+esfp . A(Y)

where e, eq, €5 are the charges of u, d, s quarks correspondingly. For the process ete™ — ¢n at the energy /s = 10.6
GeV we have o = 0.01 tb, what is by two orders of magnitude less than the experimental result. Form this it is clear
that the contribution of the diagrams shown in Figllh is negligible and below it will be ignored. It should be noted
that in the limit s — oo the contribution of Figllh diagrams to the cross section has the following behavior ~ 1/s2.
So, at extremely large energy this diagrams give the dominant contribution. Our calculation shows that this happens
at energies /s > 35 GeV.

Now we are going to consider the other diagrams shown in Fig. [[I The leading asymptotic behavior of these
diagrams is o ~ 1/s%. First, it should be noted that the contribution of the diagrams shown in Fig. b is very small
|18] and it will be ignore below. This fact results from rather small admixture of |GG) fock state in the pseudoscalar
mesons 77,1". Now we proceed to the calculation of the diagrams shown in Fig. [[c. The contribution of these diagrams
to the F'(s) for the processes under study can be written as follows [13]

32 fy fSMy sin ®

(Fan(s) = S 2SR e,
327 fv f*My cos @
|Fg (s)] = o 2 eslo,
327 fy "My cos @
Fpls)] = SO (e, — oo,
32 fy f*My sin ®
|Ep (8)| = o 25z (ew — €a)lo. (8)
In the above expressions
1 1
Je() Vr(z)Pp(y)
Iy = dx dy oy 9
o= [ o [y e {2 0 ©
1V P Vv P 1(1 Va(z)P
4L () A(y)+(1_2y) L(z) A(y)+ 1 (1+y)Va(z)Paly) 7
2 Ty xy? 8 x? y?

where fi(1) = fr(p)/fv, fp(p) = f; (1) for the processes with ¢ meson in the final state and f,(u) = f;'(n) for the
processes with p meson in the final state.

The following point deserves consideration. The models for the DAs that we use in our calculation are truncated
series in Gegebauer polynomials. This means that the end point behavior (z — 0,1) of these DAs coincides with the
end point behavior of the corresponding asymptotic DAs. From this it is not difficult to see that the integral Iy is
logarithmically divergent. One way to regularize this divergence is to introduce cut off parameter xy. In our calculation
we take the following value of cut off parameter g = A/y/s. A is of order of typical hadronic scale, which is of order
of several hundreds MeV. Physical meaning of this cut off can be understood as follows: if x ~ xg quark momentum is
of order of ~ A and in this region one must take into account transverse motion in hadron what regularizes the whole
integral Iy. The parameter A can be determined from available experimental results. We determined this parameter
from the cross section of the process eTe™ — ¢n at /s = 10.6 GeV. Thus we get A = 1301‘%? MeV. The variation of
parameter A corresponds 1o deviation from the central value measured at Belle collaboration.

The results of the calculation are shown in Table[[Il The second and fifth columns contain the experimental results
for the cross sections at the energies /s = 3.67 GeV and /s = 10.6 GeV correspondingly. The result obtained in



o(y/5 = 3.67 GeV) pb o(y/5 = 10.6 GeV) fb
VP|exp [22]|  [18] [this work| exp [21]| [18] |this wok
ml10+25]81+166]37=-63] - [24+31]24+35
on'[21+16] 43286 |21=36] - [is-21][16+23
¢n|2.1+£1.9/96+19.1|37=6.1[29+05]33+43[24+34
on'| <126 [115+-226/46=76] - |a4:58[35+50

Table II: The results of the calculation. The second and fifth columns contain experimental results for the cross sections at
energies /s = 3.67 GeV and /s = 10.6 GeV correspondingly. The result obtained in paper |18] are shown in the third and
sixth columns. The results obtained in this paper are shown in the fourth and seventh columns.

paper [18] are shown in the third and sixth columns. The results obtained in this paper are shown in the fourth and
seventh columns. The variation of the results are due to the variation in parameter A. It is seen from this table that
the results of the calculation are in satisfactory agreement with the experiment.

It should be noted here that in addition to the diagrams shown in Fig. [l there is additional contribution to
the formfactor F'(s) which was not considered in this paper. This contribution appears if one takes into account
higher fock state of the vector and pseudoscalar mesons |¢gG) and it’s asymptotic behavior is also o ~ 1/s%. This
contribution was considered in papers [2, 33]. In paper [2] the authors asserted that the fock state |¢qgG) gives very
important contribution to the cross section and must be taken into account. Contrary to this conclusion, the author of
paper |33] asserted that the main contribution arises from the diagrams shown in Fig. [[k. So, the question about the
role of higher fock state |¢gG) in the total cross section deserves separate consideration and it will not be considered
here.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION.

In this work we have studied the production of light mesons pn, pn’, ¢n and ¢’ in the high energy electron-positron
annihilation.

The first question studied in this paper is the asymptotic behavior of the cross sections of the processes under
consideration. Perturbative QCD predicts, that the cross section of the reaction eTe™ — VP has the following
asymptotic behavior o ~ 1/s% in the limit s — oco. Experimental measurement of the cross section of the process
ete” — ¢n at the large center mass energy /s = 10.6 GeV [21] and the low energy experimental data /s ~ 2 — 4
GeV [20] give us the possibility to study the cross section in the broad energy region. As the result, we have
determined the asymptotic behavior of the cross section of ete™ — ¢n in the limit s — oo, which is in agreement
with perturbative QCD prediction. As to the other processes under study, there are no high energy experimental
data, which allow us to confirm perturbative QCD prediction for these processes. We would like to stress here that
the high energy experimental data turned out to be crucial in the determination of the asymptotic behaviour of the
cross sections. Assuming that the asymptotic behavior predicted by perturbative QCD is valid for the other processes
under consideration, we have calculated the cross sections of the processes ete™ — pn, pn’, ¢n, ¢n' at the energies
Vs =3.67,10.6 GeV.

In addition, we have applied perturbative QCD approach to calculate the cross sections of the processes under
study at the energies /s = 3.67 GeV and /s = 10.6 GeV. The results of this calculation are in satisfactory agreement
with available experimental data.
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