0809.2262v2 [hep-ph] 30 Jan 2009

arxXiv

Dilepton production from polarized hadron hadron collisions

S. Arnold®, A. Metz®, M. Schlegel®

@ Institut fiir Theoretische Physik II, Ruhr-Universitat Bochum, 44780 Bochum, Germany
b Department of Physics, Temple University, Philadelphia, PA 19122-6082, U.S.A.

¢Theory Center, Jefferson Lab, 12000 Jefferson Avenue, Newport News, VA 23606, U.S.A.
(Dated: October 30, 2018)

In this paper we present a comprehensive formalism for dilepton production from the collision
of two polarized spin-% hadrons by identifying the general angular distribution of the cross section
in combination with a complete set of structure functions. The various structure functions are
computed in the parton model approximation where we mainly consider the case when the trans-
verse momentum of the dilepton pair is much smaller than its invariant mass. In this kinematical
region dilepton production can be described in terms of transverse momentum dependent parton
distributions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

During the past decades dilepton production in high-energy hadron hadron collisions (the so-called Drell-Yan
(DY) process [1, 2]) has played an important role in order to pin down parton distributions (PDFs) of hadrons.
While the main focus was on PDFs of the nucleon, also information on the partonic structure of the pion was
already obtained through Drell-Yan measurements. The crucial tool required for the extraction of PDFs is the
QCD-factorization theorem |3, 4, 5, [] which applies if the invariant mass of the dilepton pair is sufficiently large.
Experimentally, the Drell-Yan process is quite challenging because of the relatively low counting rates. On the
other hand, from the theoretical point of view it is the cleanest hard hadron hadron scattering process. The fact
that no hadron is detected in the final state simplifies the proof of factorization in comparison to hadron hadron
collisions with hadronic final states. This important point is one of the main reasons for the continued interest in
the Drell-Yan reaction.

Currently, not less than six programs for future Drell-Yan measurements are pursued. These plans comprise
dilepton production in nucleon nucleon collisions (at RHIC [7], J-PARC (KEK) |8, 9], IHEP (Protvino) [10],
and at the JINR (Dubna) [11]), in antiproton nucleon collisions (at FAIR (GSI) [12]), as well as in pion nucleon
collisions (at COMPASS (CERN) [13]). Past measurements exclusively considered the unpolarized cross section,
but all future programs are also aiming at polarization measurements. Including polarization of the incoming
hadrons opens up a variety of new opportunities for studying the strong interaction in both the perturbative and
the nonperturbative regime. Here we only mention the access to the transversity distribution of the nucleon [14,
15, [16, [17, [18, [19, 120, 121], and to transverse momentum dependent parton distributions (TMDs). The TMDs
not only depend on the longitudinal momentum of a parton inside a hadron but also on its (intrinsic) transverse
momentum and, in general, describe the strength of various intriguing spin-spin or spin-orbit correlations of the
parton-hadron system (see Refs. [22, 123, 124, 25] for more information on TMDs).

In order to analyze upcoming data from polarized Drell-Yan measurements it is necessary to have a general and
concise formalism at hand. The main motivation for writing the present paper is to provide such a framework.
To this end we decompose the hadronic tensor of the polarized Drell-Yan process in terms of 48 basis tensors
which are multiplied by structure functions. We limit ourselves to photon exchange and do not consider weak
interaction effects. To ensure electromagnetic gauge invariance of the hadronic tensor we make use of a projector
method proposed in Ref. |26]. On the basis of the hadronic tensor we then write down the general structure of
the angular distribution of the Drell-Yan process. This step is most conveniently done in a dilepton rest frame
like the Collins-Soper frame |27]. In addition to our model-independent results we also consider the process in
the parton model approximation, where we distinguish between two cases: (1) cross section integrated upon the
transverse momentum gr of the dilepton pair; (2) cross section kept differential in g7 and gr < ¢, where ¢ is the
invariant mass of the dilepton pair. While in the former case one ends up with ordinary forward PDFs, in the
latter TMDs enter in the parton model description and in a full QCD treatment [28, [29, 130].

In addition to our model-independent treatment we also consider the process in the parton model approximation
by concentrating on the situation when the cross section is kept differential in the transverse momentum g of the
dilepton pair. In this case TMDs enter the parton model description as well as a full QCD treatment |28, 129, 130].
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FIG. 1: Amplitude for dilepton production in parton model approximation. Both diagrams have to be taken into account.
The spectator systems X, and X of the two hadrons are not detected.

Part of the results presented here were already given in the literature |14, 31,132, [33], and we comment on other
work during the course of the manuscript. However, to the best of our knowledge, a complete formalism for the
polarized Drell-Yan process has not been worked out before.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section II we fix part of our notation and give the general form of the
cross section in the one-photon exchange approximation. Section III contains the decomposition of the hadronic
tensor in terms of basis tensors and structure functions, while in Section IV some discussion on reference frames
is given. In Section V we present the general angular distribution of the polarized Drell-Yan process which can
be derived from the results of Section III in a straightforward manner. Section VI contains the results for the
structure functions in the parton model approximation. We conclude in Section VII.

II. CROSS SECTION IN ONE-PHOTON EXCHANGE APPROXIMATION

To be now specific we consider the dilepton production
Ho(Pay So) + Hy(Py, Sp) — 17 (L) + 1T N)+ X (1)

with (P, S,) and (P, Sp) denoting the 4-momenta and the spin vectors of the incoming hadrons. One has
P2=M? P,-S, =0, 5% =—1, and corresponding relations for the second hadron. Throughout this work the
mass of the leptons in the final state is neglected. We will sum over the helicities A, \’ of the leptons.

At large invariant mass ¢ of the dilepton pair the process ([Il) can approximately be described in the Drell-Yan
model [1, 2], which corresponds to the parton model approximation. According to this approach a quark from
hadron H, and an antiquark from hadron H;, (and vice versa) annihilate into a timelike virtual photon which
subsequently decays into a lepton pair (see Fig.[]).! This means the process proceeds according to

Ho+Hy =7y (@) +X =1 +1T+ X, (2)

where the 4-momentum of the virtual photon is given by ¢ = [ + I’.2 Note that the meaning of () remains valid
if higher order QCD corrections are taken into account.

In the one-photon exchange approximation the (frame-independent) cross section of the Drell-Yan process is
given by
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where

F=4,/(P.- B)? — M2M} (4)

1 As already mentioned we do not consider weak interaction effects.

2 In our notation the symbol ¢ describes both the 4-momentum of the virtual photon as well as the invariant mass \/¢2 of the dilepton
pair. This should, however, not lead to any confusion.
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represents the flux of the incoming hadrons. If hadron masses are neglected one can write F' = 25 = 2(P, + P,)%.
The fine structure constant is related to the elementary charge through e, = e?/4r. In Eq. @) the quantity
L* denotes the spin-averaged leptonic tensor,

2
L = (a(l, Ay o(l', A1) (@l Ny o(l', X)) = 4(1“1’" +1I - %g“”> : (5)
AN
while
1 .
W#V(Pav Sa; Pba Sb? Q) = W /d4$ e“]'fﬂ <Pa7 Sa; va Sb | ng(O)Jéjm(:c) | Pa; Sa; Pb; Sb> (6)

is the hadronic tensor, which is determined by the electromagnetic current operator J£,,.

The tensor W qa priori is unknown and contains the information on the hadron structure. It has to fulfill
certain constraints due to electromagnetic gauge invariance, parity, and hermiticity. In this order the constraints
read

QuWH (Py, Sa; Py, Sv;q0) = quWH* (Pa,Sa; Py, Sp;q) = 0, (7)
WMV(PaaSa;PbaSb;q) = Wuu(Paa_Sa;Pba_Sb;(j)a (8)
WH(Py, Sa; Py, Sp;q) = [W"*(Pa,Sa; Py, Sp19)] ", (9)

where the notation o# = v, for a generic 4-vector v is used. In Section III, by imposing the relations (Z)-
@, the hadronic tensor is decomposed into a set of 48 basis tensors multiplied by scalar functions (structure
functions). In doing so the conditions ([)) and (&) considerably reduce the number of allowed basis tensors, while
the hermiticity constraint (@) implies that the structure functions are real. Note that time-reversal does not
impose any constraint on the hadronic tensor, because this operation converts the two-particle hadronic in-state
into a two-particle out-state, and both states are not related. In Section VI the hadronic tensor is considered in
the parton model approximation.

The angular distribution of the Drell-Yan cross section is most conveniently be considered in a dilepton rest
frame like the Collins-Soper frame [27] or the Gottfried-Jackson frame [34]. In any dilepton rest frame, one can
rewrite Eq. [@B]) according to

do o?
0 fem o yyev 10
diqdQ 2F ¢ " (10)

where the solid angle 2 specifies the orientation of the leptons. In Section IV we elaborate a bit more on reference
frames with the main focus on the center-of-mass frame (c¢m-frame) and the Collins-Soper frame (CS-frame).

IIT. HADRONIC TENSOR

The total hadronic tensor can be decomposed into the unpolarized, single polarized (for hadron H, and hadron
H,), and double polarized tensor according to

WH = WE + Wi + WY + WY (11)

In the following we merely have to consider the symmetric part of W#*” because the spin-averaged leptonic tensor
in (@) is symmetric under the exchange pu <> v.

A. Unpolarized case

Since the unpolarized tensor depends on the 4-vectors ¢*, P!

%, and P} one can immediately write down the
tensor basis

hi = gt

)

hyty = ¢"q”,



hus = PIPY

hua = BB

hu's = ¢"P +q" Pl

hﬁi} = ¢"Py +q"P},

W = PIPY + PP (12)

The expressions in (I2)) constitute a complete list of basis tensors being in accordance with the parity constraint (g]).
Therefore one can write in a first step

7
W = BV, (13)
=1

where the structure functions f/u,i depend on the invariants P, - ¢, P, - ¢, and ¢?.

So far we have not yet used the gauge invariance constraint (l) which, in fact, implies that not all of the f/u,i
are independent. Contracting the tensor in (I3]) with the 4-momentum of the virtual photon and imposing (7))
one readily finds

0 = Vu,l+q2‘7u,2+Pa'q‘}u,5+Pb'q‘~/u,67
0 = Pa'un,3+q2Vu,5+Pb'un,7a
0 = Pb'qvu,4+q2f/u,6+Pa'qf/u,7- (14)

These three relations follow because in W/¥g, the terms proportional to ¢#, P¥, and P}' must vanish separately.
Now one can use (I4) to eliminate three structure functions and consequently ends up with a hadronic tensor
given by just four independent structure functions that are multiplied by four independent basis tensors. The
explicit form of the basis tensors depends of course on which of the structure functions are eliminated.

Though this procedure of implementing gauge invariance in principle is straightforward it gets rather cumber-
some for single and double polarization because in those cases considerably more structure functions and basis
tensors are involved. Therefore we resort to an alternative and very elegant method proposed in Ref. |26] which
makes use of projection operators. We define?

a"q"
pr =g - T (15)
q
and let this operator act on the basis tensors in (I2]) according to
P, hZ‘,’i P (16)
Because of the property
quP" =P"q, =0 (17)
the tensors in (6 vanish for ¢ = 2, 5, 6, while the remaining four nonzero tensors are gauge invariant by
construction. This means that one arrives at the following final form of the unpolarized hadronic tensor:
4
Wi = " th Vi, (18)
i=1

with the four structure functions V,, ;, and the tensor basis

wov
ty = 9””—qq§ )

the = PyP;,

tia = BRY,

th', = P'P;+PyP. (19)

3 Note that the projection operator is not unique [26]. One can also define an operator involving the hadron momentum P, or P.



In Eq. (I9) we make use of the vectors

~ P, qq”
5:P¢¢7 ) )

Py-qq”
q 2

Bl =Py - , (20)
which vanish upon contraction with ¢q. Needless to say that the tensor in (I8]) is frame-independent. The
contraction with the leptonic tensor can therefore be performed in any frame. In the context of the parton
model calculation in Section VI, for instance, this contraction is carried out in the cm-frame. The specific form
of the tensor (I8) is by no means unique. Other sets of basis tensors can be found in the literature (see, e.g.,
Refs. |14, 135, 136] and also [37]), and it is straightforward to write down relations between different sets. Here we
refrain from doing so because it does not give much further insight and, in addition, is not needed for the main
purpose of this paper. We have discussed the unpolarized case in some detail in order to outline the procedure
which is used in the following two subsections that are dealing with hadron polarization.

B. Single polarized case

Now we proceed to the case when one of the hadrons in the initial state is polarized. We first consider
polarization of the hadron H,, and then just quote the result for the case when Hj is polarized. In order to
construct a tensor basis we now have also the spin vector S at our disposal — in addition to the 4-momenta ¢*,
PF, P}'. Imposing the parity constraint (&) one finds the following list of tensors which are symmetric under the
exchange p < v:

BV B = gSaaPePy {gW, q"q”, PUPY | PEPY . q'PY 4¢Pl ¢"PY + ¢ Pl P;P;+P;P,j‘},

a,
hi's, bl = {Sa -q, Sa .pb} (gHaPaPo qv 4 gvaPaPs gty
hZ,VlO’ hg,ull = {Sa -q, Sa . Pb} (EManPb P; + El/anPb P#),

hZf’lz, h"at,l/13 = {Sa -q, Sy - Pb} (E'quan va +€VanPb P[;u)v

pv  _ _puSeqPs v vSaqPs
hgag = ePeteg” +e7edme g

)

)

hgl’w — ghSaaPy ¢’ + cVSaals q"

v SaP. Py, v vS, P, P,
ane = €0 g e v,
hZ‘:jl? — EHSaan Pa’/ + EVSaan Pé" ,
v SaqP, SaqP;
g = €10edtt Py 4 g2t Pl

h’iulg — E,LLSaPan P: +€l/SaPan P;l,,

hZ,VQO — ghSaqPa P 4 g¥Saaba Pbu,

hg,ym —_ EuSaqu Pbu +€V5aqu Pl;u’

h"atf/22 —_ E,LLSaPan PI;/ +€l/SaPan Pl;ua

hy'es = ghababs Qv 4 cvaPabs gu (21)
To shorten the notation we have used abbreviations like e5¢4PP = ¢, Skq” PP P7. Note that the hadron spin

vector can only appear linearly. It turns out that not all of the tensors h’[l“’z in (2I) are independent of each other.
The identity

gaﬂ chvpo — guﬂ avPT | gVﬂ gharo | gpﬂ ghvao | gGB chvpo (22)

allows one to eliminate several out of the 23 tensors. To be explicit one finds 10 linearly independent relations
between the tensors in (ZI)) which may be written in the form

72 % % % uv
2h‘a,l - _ha,16 + ha,18 - ha,QO + ha,23 )

2hyy = hy's — Po-ahgliy + Pa- a5 — ¢ bl



thzL,VB:*Pa'thWNJFMQhZUls*P qha19a
thzLZ;:hZUlB*MthzoJFP'thszVzl*Pb'qhaljzza

hg,li%:halofpb qha17+P qhalS ¢’ ha19’

hos = —Pa+ Py hy. 4+M2ha15 Py -qhye s

hoe = g — M} bl Nt Po-Pyohls — Py-qhls,

hg,l%:hau By qha20+P qha21 ¢’ ha22’
hZ,U7:hZ,Ull*MbhZ,UNJFPa'thf:ylsfpb'qha,lg’
hZ;:—Pa'thZfIQOJnghZf’Ql P, qha22 (23)

On the basis of the relations in (23) we choose to eliminate the tensors hj" 4, ..., hl'53.

Following Eq. (I6) the projection operator P* is now applied to the remaining tensors in order to implement
electromagnetic gauge invariance. This procedure provides, in a straightforward manner, the final form of the
hadronic tensor for the case of single hadron polarization. One finds

8
Wéw = Z t“UVa i (24)

i=1
with the eight structure functions V, ;, and the tensor basis

WV
_ SaqPaPy {gw _ qqg

tal,...,ta4 =

CBLRLL LR PR PLRL
ta5’ ta,6 = {Sa q, Sy - Pb} (EManPb Pl;/ +EVanPb ﬁ(f)’
thiy, thly = {Sa -q, S~ Pb} (ehaPePs Py 4 gvaFale pity (25)

Here we used the 4-vectors ]5(;‘ and ]5,;‘ as given in (20). Note that the first four tensors in (25]) correspond to
the four tensors in (I9) for the unpolarized case, multiplied by the structure 5227« It is worthwhile pointing
out the following: we have chosen to first remove redundant tensors in (2II) by means of the identity ([22]) and
then implemented gauge invariance. If one reverses these two steps one can obtain the same final result for the
hadronic tensor.

If the hadron Hj is polarized one can now write immediately

8
WL ="t Vi, (26)
with the eight structure functions V;;, and the tensor basis
v pv SvaPoPa § v _ U Bupy pupy  pupr o pvpk
byps--atpy = € g —7,PaPa,Pbe,Pan+Pan ,
@ s = {50005 Eann By B,
t'l‘)“;, t'l‘)‘,lé = {Sb -q, Sp- Pa} (E#quPa ]5[;/ 4 gvabsPa ]5[;“) (27)

In Ref. [31] the case of single hadron polarization for the Drell-Yan process was already considered. In that
paper, however, the focus of the model-independent part was on the angular distribution of the cross section in
the CS-frame rather than on the general form of the hadronic tensor. We will discuss the angular distribution of
the cross section in Section V.



C. Double polarized case

Eventually, we consider the situation when both hadrons in the initial state are polarized. In that case the
basis tensors depend linearly on both S, and S,. A full set of tensors respecting the parity constraint (8)) and
being symmetric under the exchange pu <> v reads

hapas - My = Sa'Sb{g“”a q"q", PIP;, PPy, ¢"P; +q¢"Pt, ¢"P) +q¢" P},
PIP + PYP )

Pabgs - Mgp1a = Sa -qu-q{g””, q¢"q”, PLPY, PI'P), ¢"P! +q"Pt, ¢"P/ +¢"P},
PLPY + PP},

W o W = Su-aSy-Pu{g™  a*a” PLPY, PEPY, ¢*PY+ " P, g"Py +d' Py

PLPY + PLPL},

Pabazs - Papos = Sb - qSa - By {9“”, ¢"q", PIP;, PPy, ¢"P; +q"Pt, ¢"Py +q" P},
PIP + PYP
hgll;an---;hglI;35 = Sa'PbSb'Pa{g#Ua q#qya P(;LP;a PbHPI;/’ q#P:_i_qVP#, q#Pb +qUPM

PLPY +PLPL},
Blitags - Blibos = Sa-a{S{a” +Sya", S{PY + SyPL, SYPY + S{P!},
Bitagr sy = So-a{Sta” + Sia", SUPY + SUPL, SLPY + SUPL Y,
Bt iz Wy sy = Sa- Py {Sia” + Sya", SUPY + SyPL, SURY + SR
Bt ass Wl ie = So- P { Sia” + Sia, SUPY + SUPL, SERY + SUPY},
W o = SESY + SUSE. (28)

Like in the case of single hadron polarization not all 48 tensors in (28)) are independent of each other. An explicit
relation between a certain subset of the A, can be found by means of the determinant identity [38]

g gha gu[? g7 g“‘f
gau gad gaﬁ gofy ga§

praBydivaBys gﬁv gﬁa gﬁ? gﬁfy gﬁzf =0 (29)
9" g% g7 g7 g7
géll géa 96,8 gév 955

Equation ([29) immediately implies

& & B ¥ pd pPé

Duaﬁvé;uaﬁﬁg (S(?Sl? +S(?Sl?) quﬂPJPJPb Pb = 07 (30)

which allows one to eliminate exactly one out of the tensors in ([28). For the sake of symmetry we choose to
eliminate the tensor A’} ,o. Equation (30) implies a relation of the type

{q2 [(Py-P)? — M2MZ] — 2P, - Py Py - q Py - g+ M2(Py - q)° + M2 (P, - q)2} Y g = e (31)

where the r.h.s. of (B is a linear combination of terms in which most of the Al (i = 1,...,47) enter. We

refrain from writing down this (rather lengthy) formula explicitly as it is not needed for the following discussion.
We also mention that the determinant identity (29) does not lead to any further relation between the h!Y

ab,i*



To implement gauge invariance we now apply, according to Eq. (If), the projection operator P*” to the tensors
in (28)). This procedure provides, in a straightforward manner, the final form of the hadronic tensor for the case
of polarization of both hadrons. One finds

28
Wit = thyiVab.i (32)

i=1

with the 28 structure functions Vg ;, and the tensor basis

" supy Bupy Pubr . PrP
tg;l,...,tlg‘gASa'Sb{g‘uUq—2,P$LP;,PZLPI;/,P5PbV+P;PgL},
B = Sa-qSy g~ L pupr BBy, PARY 4+ PYRL
ab,57 "7 "ab,8 T a"qdob -4\ 9 qQ ’ ata> btbo a b+ a”b ’
v v v quV DU DV DM DUV DU DV PV D
t’;byg,...,tﬁ:b’u:Sa-qu-Pa{g“ - ,PgPa,P;Pb,P;LPbJrPaP;},
B = Sy g8, Py g — L pupr BEBY, PUPY + PYDY
ab,13> 2 lap 16 = b GqOg - -IpNg — q2 s Faday I'pdy s g p, + L, b y

BV -
thoars - tapoo = Sa Py Sy Pa {guv %’ FiFy BB, PéLPbV+P:PgL}7

s s = So-a {SUPL+ SPL SR+ Sy

e s = Suea {SUPL 4 SuPEL SURY 4 LR

B Y = Sy By {5513; LGP, S+ 5;13;} ,

s Uas = o+ Pu {SLPY 4 SUPL SLRY + SURL | (33)

Here we used the 4-vectors 155 and ]5,;‘ as given in (20). The vectors 5‘}; and 5‘5 are defined accordingly, i.e.,

~ S . Iz
Gp—gp 20 1T qg g
Note that the first 20 tensors in (33]) correspond to the four tensors in (I9) for the unpolarized case, multiplied by
certain scalar products containing the spin vectors of the hadrons. We again emphasize the crucial importance of
the relation ([B0). Without this identity the final form of the hadronic tensor would have 29 rather than 28 basis
elements.
To the best of our knowledge the general structure of the hadronic tensor for the double polarized Drell-Yan
process is a new result. Though the double polarized case was already investigated in Ref. [14], this was only

done for the specific cases g7 = 0 and cross section integrated upon gr. In those cases seven basis tensors can be
identified.

5 Sp - qq*
, Sl (34)

D. Identical hadrons

If both hadrons in the initial state are identical — as is the case, e.g., for proton-proton DY — the total
hadronic tensor in Eq. ([I]) has to satisfy the symmetry relation
WH (Py, Sa; Py, Sp; q) = WH(Py, Sp; Pa,y Sa; q) - (35)

This immediately implies that eight out of the 48 structure functions are symmetric when exchanging the momenta
Pa and Pb,

Vu,l (ba a) = Vu,l (aa b) ) Vu,4(ba a) = Vu,4(aa b) )
Vab,l (ba a) = Vab,l (aa b) ) Vab,4(ba a) = Vab,4(aa b) ) Vab,5(b; a) = Vab,5(a; b) ; (36)
Vabg(b,a) = Vaps(a,b),  Vapa7(b,a) = Vap17(a,b),  Vap20(b,a) = Vap20(a, b),



where, e.g., the first relation in (36]) is a shorthand of
Vu,l(Pb'qa Pa'qa q2):Vu,1(Pa'Qa Pb'Qa q2) (37)

Because of the symmetry property it is sufficient to know the structure functions in (Bd) for just half of the allowed
parameter space. The remaining 40 structure functions fulfil the relations

Vu,3(b; a) = Vu,Q(a’; b) )

Vo1(b,a) =Va1(a,b), Vo2(b,a) = Va 3(a,b), Vi3(b,a) = Vg a(a,b),

Vp,a(b,a) = Vg 4(a,b), Vos(b,a) = Va7(a,b), Vos(b,a) = Vg 5(a,b),

Vo,7(b,a) = Va5(a,b), Vbg(b,a) = Vae(a,b), (38)
Vab3(b,a) = Vap 2(a,b), Vab,7(b,a) = Vap6(a,b), Vab,13(b, a) = Vapo(a,b),

Vabaa(b,a) = Vapa1(a, b)), Vap1s(b,a) = Vap10(a,0),  Vap16(b,a) = Vap 12(a, b),

Vab9(b,a) = Vapas(a,b),  Vapas(b,a) = Vapaa(a,b),  Vap2a(b,a) = Vap,21(a,b),

Vab,27(b,a) = Vap26(a, b)), Vapos(b, a) = Vap25(a,b) .

For instance the first relation in (B8)) implies that if one knows the structure function V,, 5 for the entire parameter
space one also knows V, 3.

IV. REFERENCE FRAMES

So far our treatment is frame-independent. If, however, one wants to write down the general form of the angular
distribution of the cross section — as we are going to do in Section V — one has to specify the reference frame.
Moreover, the parton model calculation of the hadronic tensor, carried out in Section VI, is naturally performed
in the em-frame. Therefore, in the following we will consider both the em-frame and the CS-frame [27], which
is a particular dilepton rest frame. In general, the angular distribution of the cross section is most conveniently
given in a dilepton rest frame.

In the em-frame the 4-momenta P¥, P}', and ¢* take the form

Ploy = (Pocar: 0,0, Pocy) = %(1 0,0,1), (39)
PbA,LCM = (Pz?,czm 0,0, PIiCM) ~ i(l 0, 0, ) (40)
4ty = (90,005 qr.oms 0, qr.om) (41)

where the simple relation between the hadron momenta and /s holds if the hadron masses are neglected. Note
that without loss of generality the transverse part of the photon momentum is pointing into the z-direction. To
shorten the notation we will use ¢r = gr,ca in the following. Equations B9)—(EI) fix the axes of the ¢m-frame
according to

—
—

~ _ qr ~ A ~ ~ _ Pa,CM 4
€x,CM = —, €y,CM = €z,CM X €x.CM €z:CM = T3 - ( 2)
qr |Pa,CM|

To make the transition from the ¢m-frame to the CS-frame one can apply two subsequent Lorentz boosts [27].
In a first step one boosts along the z-axis such that the virtual photon no longer has a longitudinal momentum
component. In a second step one boosts along the xz-axis such that also the transverse momentum of the virtual
photon disappears. This leads to the following transformation matrix between the two frames:

qo.cM —pq 0 —qLcom
1| —sinagoon (cosa)™tq 0 sinaqrom
B'U'V = — 9 (43)
q 0 0 q 0

—cosaqr,cMm 0 0 cosaqgo,cm
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with

1
p=—, sina = —2— COS O = ———= (44)

q Vit p?' Vit p?

Applying the transformation matrix in (@3] to the 4-momenta P: o Ploars @ey one finds, in particular, that
the hadron momenta span the xz-plane. The results are

P:cs = (P(RCS, —sind|ﬁa,cs|, 0, cosd|ﬁa,cs|) ~ Pao,cs(la —sina, 0, cosa) , (45)
Plrg = (Pog, —sina|P,csl, 0, —cosa|Pycs|) ~ Pog(1, —sina, 0, —cosa) , (46)
qés = (Qa 07 07 0) 9 (47)

where the energies of the hadrons in the CS-frame are given by

P.-q /s 0 P -q
~ = — P, =
p 2 (QO,CM QL,CM) ) b,CS q

s
P)os = ~ \2/_(]_(QO,CM +qr.cum) - (48)
The approximate expressions in (45]) and (#6]) again hold if the hadron masses are neglected. Note that in this
case one has « = &. Equations 3], [@8]) imply that the axes in the CS-frame are fixed by the hadron momenta
according to

—

. _ 1 P,cs ﬁb,CS . . . . 1 P.cs ﬁb,OS
€x,CS = TS smal\ B + —= ,  €y,0S = €z08 X €r,CS, €zC8 = 5 —| = - T= . (49)
sma\|P,cs| |Pycs| cosa\|P,cs| |Pyoes|

—

In principle there are infinitely many dilepton rest frames. Any other dilepton rest frame is related to the CS-
frame through a 3-dimensional rotation. For instance, the frequently used Gottfried-Jackson frame [34], in which
the momentum of one of the hadrons is pointing into the z-direction, is connected to the CS-frame by a rotation
about the y-axis.

One can readily invert the Lorentz transformation in (@3]) and find

qo,cm sinagocom 0 cosaqrom
1| ra  (cosa)™tq 0 0
(B, = = . (50)
q 0 0 q 0

qr.cm sinaqroym 0 cosaqocom

This inverse transformation is now applied to the 4-momenta of the outgoing leptons, which in the CS-frame take
the simple form

lés = %(1, sin 905 COS d)cs, Sin@cs sin d)cs, COS 905) y (51)
l/éfs = g(l, 7Sin905 COs (bcs, —sin 905 sin (bcs, 7(‘,08905) , (52)

i.e., the directions of both leptons are specified by the same two angles cg and ¢cg. This feature, of course,
holds in any other dilepton rest frame as well. In the c¢m-frame the lepton momenta are given by

(1 + sin« sinf¢cg cos ¢CS) go,cm + cosa cosOcs qr.cm
- 1 gr + (cosa) ™! sinfeg cospos q (53)
oM 2 sin GCS sin Qﬁcs q ,

(1 + sin« sinf¢cg cos ¢CS) qr,cm + cosa coslcs qo,.cm
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(1 —sina sinfcg cos ¢CS) go,cm — cosa cosOcs qr.cm

» qr — (cosa) ™! sinfcs cos pcs q
ZCM =

|~

—sin 905 sin (bcs q
(1 —sina sinfcg cos ¢CS) qr,cm — cosa coslcs qo.cm
By means of these momenta one can carry out the contraction of the leptonic and the hadronic tensor in the

cm-frame. This is particularly convenient in connection with the parton model calculation in Section VI.
We close this section with a brief discussion on the hadron spin vectors. In the c¢m-frame one can write

Pooml = . Pl o
Shem = (SaL,CM %7', |Sar,cn| €08 Ga,cnry [Sar,onm| sinda,cnr, Sar,om GT : (55)
a a
Poom| = ~ . P o
Shom = (SbL,CM |Tb|’ | S, car] cos du.cnrs |Svr.om| sindv.onr, — Ser,om M, ) (56)

with the longitudinal components S, car, Svr,cnm, and the transverse components §QT7C M, §bT,c M. The condi-
tion S2 = —1 implies (Saz.c)? + (Sar.car)? = 1 (and analogously for the hadron Hy). One can also write down,
e.g., S* in the CS-frame in terms of longitudinal and transverse components.* Mainly for the following reason
we prefer, however, to work with components of the spin vectors in the c¢m-frame. If one has a pure transverse
polarization in the ¢m-frame (in the xz-plane), this implies also a longitudinal polarization component in the CS-
frame. Therefore, longitudinal and transverse polarization components can get mixed up when switching between
both frames. Since an experimental setup and also the parton model approximation have a closer connection to
the cm-frame than to the CS-frame it is preferable to work with c¢m-frame components of the hadron spin vectors.

V. ANGULAR DISTRIBUTION OF THE CROSS SECTION

By means of the general form of the hadronic tensor as derived in Section III one can now write down the full
angular distribution of the DY cross section. Since the hadronic tensor is frame-independent this can be done,
in principle, for any reference frame. We focus here on a dilepton rest frame because in that case the angular
distribution takes the most compact and transparent form. Expressing the orientation of the leptons through the
CS-angles Ocs and ¢cs (see Egs. (B1), B2), and E3), (B4) and contracting the leptonic tensor in (B]) with the
hadronic tensor one finds the following general form of the cross section in Eq. [0):

2
do o,

digdQ ~ Fg?
{((1 +cos? 0) Fiyy + (1 — cos® 0) F2y + sin20 cos ¢ Fips® + sin? 0 cos 2¢ Fggw)

+ Sar (sin 20 sin ¢in;}¢ + sin? 0sin 2¢ in82¢)

+ SbL(sin 20 sinqﬁFEizd) + sin? @ sin 2¢F§22¢)

+ 187 {sin ba ((1 +cos?0) Fy + (1 — cos? ) F2;, 4 sin 260 cos ¢ Feos 4 sin® 0 cos 2¢ F;C;sz)
+ cos ¢q ( sin 20 sin ¢ F5i? 4 sin® 0 sin 2¢ F;igw)}

+ Sz {sinqﬁb((l +cos? 0) Flp + (1 — cos? 0) 24 + sin 20 cos ¢ Fion? + sin? 6 cos 2 FEOTS%)
+ cos d ( sin 20 sin ¢ FER% + sin® 0 sin 2¢ F,Sj;w)}

+ S.r SbL((l +cos?0) F}; + (1 —cos®0) F?, +sin26’cos¢Fz(zs¢ +sin29c052q§Fz(f2¢)

4 The resulting expression looks a bit more complicated because ﬁa,CS is not pointing in the z-direction.
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+ SaL|§bT|{cos¢b (14 cos? ) Flp + (17COS29>F2T+Sin29COS¢FEZ§¢+Sin29COSQ¢FECJ)§2¢)

(
(

+ |§aT|SbL{COS¢a (14 cos®0) Fj; + (1 —cos® ) F, +sin29€os¢F;°Ls¢+sin29c052q§F;°L52¢)

+ sin ¢ ( sin 20 sin ¢ F5m ¢ 4 sin® 0 sin 2¢ Fi7 2¢)}

(
+ sin ¢q ( sin 20 sin ¢ F;IE ? 4 sin? 0 sin 2¢ F;iz 2¢)]
+ |Sar| 1Sor] [cos(qba + o) ((1 + cos? 0) Fip + (1 — cos? 0) F2, + sin 20 cos ¢ Fso3? + sin 0 cos 2¢ F;(;f%)
+ cos(¢q — dp) ((1 + cos?0) Fip + (1 — cos 0) F2, + sin 20 cos ¢ Fsos? + sin? 0 cos 2¢ Fisos 2¢)
+sin(@a + ) (sin 20 5in 6 Fi3? + sin? 0 sin 20 37
+ sin(¢q — &) ( sin 26 sin ¢ F';i;d) + sin? §sin 2¢ F;i;2¢)} } : (57)

In Eq. (B7) 48 structure functions show up which exactly matches with the number of the V; defined in Section III.
The structure functions again depend on the three variables P, -q, Py -q, and ¢, i.e., Fiy = Fry(Pa-q, Po-q, ¢%)
and so on. We refrain from giving the explicit relations between the structure functions in ([&7) and the V; because
these lengthy formulae are not needed for the following discussion. In order to shorten the notation in (57 we left
out indices for the angles which characterize the lepton momenta and the transverse spin vectors of the hadrons.
There is yet another reason for omitting those indices: the form of the angular distribution in (57)) holds for
any dilepton rest frame and not just the CS-frame. The numerical values of the structure functions of course
change when going from one frame to another. Furthermore, note that the components of the spin vectors can be
understood in different frames like the rest frame of one of the hadrons, the cm-frame, or a dilepton rest frame.

In particular for the angular distribution of the unpolarized cross section different notations can be found in
the literature (see, e.g., |[37] and references therein). Here we just quote the frequently used formula

% = %/jﬁ = 4:1 )\i?) (1 + Acos? 6 + psin 26 cos ¢ + —sm 9(:052(;5) (58)
One readily finds
N T T R o )
Fou +Foy Fou +Foy Fpu + Fou
The so-called Lam-Tung relation [35, 136, 39]
Atow=1, (60)

which in terms of the structure functions defined in (57) reads
iy =255, (61)

has attracted considerable attention in the past. This relation is exact if one computes the DY process to
O(as) in the standard collinear perturbative QCD framework. Even at O(a?) the numerical violation of (G0) is
small [40]. On the other hand data for 7= N — p~ u™ X taken at CERN [41 42] and at Fermilab [43] are in
disagreement with the Lam-Tung relation. In particular, an unexpectedly large cos2¢ modulation of the cross
section was observed, and in the meantime different explanations for this phenomenon have been put forward in
the literature [44, 45, |46, 147, 48, 49, [50]. In Ref. [33] it was pointed out that intrinsic transverse motion of initial
state partons might be responsible for the observed violation of the Lam-Tung relation. In the following section
we will briefly return to this point in connection with the parton model calculation. It is also worthwhile to
mention that more recent Fermilab data on proton-deuteron Drell-Yan do agree with the Lam-Tung relation [51].

The hadronic tensor given in Section III also allows one to find the angular distribution of the cross section for
the specific kinematical point gr = 0. Altogether, in that case one has nine independent angular dependences



13

and structure functions,

2
em

do _
drqdQlgr=0 F¢?

{((1 + cos? 0) Fiyy + (1 — cos? ) F(%U) + Sar SbL((l +cos?0) F}; + (1 — cos? 0) FLQL)

(67

+ S.r |§bT| (sin 20 cos(¢ — o) % (Fzgf‘b + F21;¢)) + |§aT| SbL(sin 20 cos(¢p — ¢a) % (F;OLW + F}’E‘b))
o+ 1Sur] 1Sr| [ sin® 6 cos(26 — 6a — b0) 3 (F5°° + Fiip?)
+ cos(¢a — Pv) ((1 + cos? 0) Ffp + (1 — cos? 0) F%T)} } . (62)

This result was already given in Ref. [14] using a different notation. We note that in the double-polarized sector
the following relations hold:

il e = Fir’lomor 2 lppo = Fn rmor F7 2 lgrme = F11 oo - (63)
All the structure functions that show up in (57)) but not in (G2) have a kinematical zero at gr = 0. Notice that
the angular distribution of the gr-integrated cross section agrees with the one in (62)), but the corresponding
structure functions differ numerically (see also [14]).

We have pointed out that our hadronic tensor provides the angular distribution of the cross section at gr = 0. In
fact, this statement is not totally correct. The hadronic tensor in Eq. (33]) does not generate the term proportional
to cos(2¢ — ¢, — &p) in ([@2). This can be understood by taking a close look at Eq. (B1l): there the prefactor in
front of hgl'; 45 vanishes for g7 = 0 implying that at this particular kinematical point one is actually not allowed
to eliminate this tensor which does generate the required cos(2¢ — ¢, — ¢p) term for gr = 0. One may instead
eliminate, for instance, the tensor h’;;; 47- Since the rather specific case gr = 0 was already worked out in the
literature [14] we have proposed the tensor in (B3] for the sake of symmetry.

In Section III.D we have considered the case of identical hadrons in the initial state and the resultant constraints
for the structure functions V;. One can do a corresponding analysis for the structure functions defined in Eq. (5.
The key ingredient of such an analysis is that the cross section remains the same if the hadrons are exchanged.
Note that the exchange H, <> H also leads to the reversal of the z-direction which, in particular, implies

ba & —Pp, O — =0,

Twenty structure functions are either symmetric or antisymmetric under the exchange P, < P,. Using the
shorthand notation of Egs. (B6), (38]) one finds

0 —-m—0. (64)

FI}U(ba a) = F&U(aab) )
Fi5?(b,a) = —F35%(a,b),
Fi(b,a) = F}(a,b),
Fi3?(b,a) = —F57 %(a,b),
Flp(b,a) = Fip(a,b),
Fy7?(b,a) = —F37%(a,b),
Flp(b,a) = Fp(a,b),
Fg7?(b,a) = —Fy7%(a,b),
Fin®(b,a) = —F32%(a,b),
Fyp®(b,a) = Fyp?(a,b),

Fiy(ba) = Fy(a,b),
Fiip*? (b,a) = Fyp* (a,b),
F7p(b,a) = F7p(a,b),
Fi7%(b,a) = F7 %% (a.b),
Fip(b,a) = Fip(a,b),
Fr7 %0 (b,a) = F77 % (a,b),
Ffp(b,a) = Fir(a,b),
Fr7%(b,a) = F77%(a,b),

Frp®(b,a) = Frp™(a,0),

sin 2 ~sin 2
Frp®(b,a) = —Fr3*(a.b).



The remaining structure functions fulfil the relations

ER?(b,a) = F35%(a,b),
FI}T(b’ a) = _Fil’U(aa b) )
Fli(;fd)(b’ a) = F;“(()Js¢(aa b) )
F§;¢(ba a) = Fis"ill}¢(a’ b) )
F%L(bv a) = FLlT(a’a b),
F;“OLS¢(b7 a) = _Fz(;¢(aab)7
F;i2¢(b’ a) = _in;(b(aa b) )

2% (b,a) = —F302?(a, b)),
Fgp(b,a) = —F7y(a,b)
Fg?(b,a) = —F75 % (a,b),
Fyp® (b.a) = —Fpp? (a.b),
F%L(bv a) = FL2T(aa b),
Fi$2(b,a) = Fi32(a,b),
Fp22(b,a) = F7°%(a,b).
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It is of course intuitively clear that for identical hadrons relations as given in (66 have to exist. But one has
to keep in mind that relative signs between the corresponding structure functions can show up. Eventually, we
mention that (65]), ([66) can also be derived from ([Bf]), (B8) and the relations between the two sets of structure
functions.

VI. PARTON MODEL APPROXIMATION

This section deals with the parton model description of the structure functions in Eq. (57)). Up to this point
we didnot specify the external kinematics of the process. In the following we will consider the kinematical regime
where the transverse photon momentum gp is of the order of a typical hadronic mass scale which means, in
particular, that it is much smaller than the hard scale g. This is the region where TMDs enter the description of
the DY process in a natural way.

Our treatment is restricted to leading twist, i.e., to the leading order of an expansion in powers of 1/¢. Mainly
because of the potential problems of subleading twist TMD-factorization pointed out in Refs. |52, 53] we refrain
here from including the twist-3 case. Moreover, we neither take into account higher order hard scattering correc-
tions nor effects associated with soft gluon radiation. For three of the structure functions such contributions were
considered in [54].

A. Hadronic tensor

The parton model description of the Drell-Yan process can be represented by the diagrams shown in Fig. [T}
where, e.g., the scattering amplitude for diagram (a) reads

2

N. .
iMa =) (Xl 05 1(0) [ Pay Sa) (X 6577(0) [Py S0) [ ()51 (L, A) 7 01, X)] (67)

q c=1

A sum over color ¢ and the quark flavors ¢ is implemented explicitly in this expression. The electromagnetic
charge of the quark, in units of the elementary charge e, is denoted by e,. A corresponding formula holds for the
amplitude M) of the graph (b). The differential cross section (I0) in a dilepton rest frame is then given by

do 1 2 2
Fiadl = 5ETF 3 Zt (1Mo |* + [M|*) 89 (Px, + Px, +a = Pa = Py). (68)
q M XX

Note that there is no interference between the two diagrams in Fig.[[l One can modify this formula by introducing
the momenta of the active partons, k, and k;. This allows one to sum over a complete set of intermediate states
and to rewrite the hadronic part of the cross section in terms of fully unintegrated quark-quark correlators (see,
e.g., Ref. [23, 124,132, 55, 56, 57, [58]). In doing so one finds the hadronic tensor

v 1 V & T
W =5 > eﬁ/d‘*ka d*ky 6 (q — ka — ko) Tr [y ®(ka, Pa, Salna) v ®(ko, P, Splnp)] + {® <> @}, (69)
q
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where the quark-quark correlators, which depend on the full 4-momentum of the quarks, are defined as

d4z i s _
&Y (ka, Pa, Salna) = / ) e*e (P, Sal 92(0) Wiy [0, 2|na] 4 (2) | Pa, Sa) | (70)
_ d4 . _
O (ky, Py, Splny) = / (2754 ™= (Py, Sp| ¢(0) Woy [0, 2[ns] ¥(2) | Py, Sb) - (71)

The object W denotes a gauge link operator (Wilson line) which ensures color gauge invariance of the correlators.
We note that actually the Wilson lines cannot be derived from the diagrams in Fig. [ They are generated,
however, if in addition collinear gluon exchanges between the active partons and the remnants of the incoming
hadrons are taken into account (see, e.g., Refs. [59, 160,161, 62]). In general, the Wilson lines entering unintegrated
parton correlators are process-dependent. For the DY process we will specify them below but already emphasize
here their dependence on a light-cone vector n,, or ny. Note that in Eqs. (Z0), ([TI)) a color sum is implicit, leading
to the factor 1/N. = 1/3 in (69). The term {® <+ ®} in Eq. (6J) represents the contribution of the diagram in
Fig. [ (b) and is obtained from the first term by interchanging the correlators.

In the parton model initial state partons are assumed to move quasi-collinearly with respect to their parent
hadron. Consequently, the components of the parton momenta behave like the corresponding components of the
hadron momenta. The following estimates for the parton momenta in the DY process are valid in frames where
the hadron H, has a large light-cone plus-momentum and the hadron H, a large minus-momentum (this applies,
in particular, to the ¢m-frame — see also the discussion in Section IV):

ki ~0(), ki ~001/q), kar ~0(d"),

ki ~0(/q), ky ~0(q), ki ~0(), (72)
where we use the light-cone components vt = (v° + v3)/V/2 for a generic 4-vector v. From the standpoint of
factorization this means that ® and ® are treated as nonperturbative objects because the kinematical invariants
ko Pa, k2, ky- Py, kg on which the correlators depend are much smaller than ¢®. According to (Z2) the momentum

components k; and k;” are small and hence can be neglected in the §-function in Eq. (63). This also automatically
implies ¢* ~ k" and ¢~ = k; . The hadronic tensor then reduces to

1 S Lo - . -
WW/ = F Z 63 / koaT kobT 5(2) (qT — kaT — ka) TI“ [’}/'u CIDq(:ca, kaTa Sa|na) Yy @q(:cb, ka, Sb|nb)}
¢ q

+{® < D}, (73)
where we used the common DY variables
2 + 2 -
q ka q kb
= — ~ 2 = ~ = 4
YT P, g PF “ TR g By ™
The transverse momentum dependent quark-quark correlators in (73] are defined according to
(x4, kar, S _ [ B s 60169(0) Wov [0 9(2)|Py, S 75
ij(‘ra’ a1 Salna) = We (Pa, a“/’j( ) Whv [0, z|na] ¥ (2) | Pa, a>‘z+:0a (75)
= - dztd*zZr -
&7 (wy, kv, Splnp) = /W)gT e’*v% (Py, Syl $(0) Wov [0, 2|ns] 5 (2) [P, Sb)| _ _, » (76)

and they are obtained from the correlators in ([{0), (7I)) by integrating out the respective small light-cone mo-
mentum of the parton. We now specify the Wilson lines in the quark-quark correlators. The appropriate choice
for the DY process is [59, 160, 61]

WDY[O’ZlnaHz+:o = [0; —oong] X [—00ng; —00n, + 21| X [—00ng + 215 27 ne + 27, (77)

Why [0, z|nb]|z = [0; —oonp] X [—oonp; —oony + z7] X [—oony + 275 27N + 27], (78)

-—0

with [a; b] denoting a straight gauge link between the positions a and b, and 2. = (0, Zr,0). The light-cone vectors

in (77), (78) are given by

(1,0,0,—1),  nf=—=(1,0,0,1). (79)

1
75
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Note that the diagram in Fig. [(b) generates, e.g., the correlator ®%(ky, Py, Sp|np) which can be related to
D (kg, P, Salng) in Eq. ([{0) by means of the parity transformation.

We also mention that so-called light-cone divergences, which are caused by the light-like Wilson lines
in (T0), ([@8), can be avoided if near-light-cone directions for the Wilson lines are chosen instead. For a dis-
cussion of such divergences and other nontrivial issues concerning the precise definition of unintegrated parton
correlation functions we refer to the recent contribution [63] as well as references therein.

B. Transverse momentum dependent parton distributions

The quark-quark correlators in Eqgs. (78]), (76) can be parameterized through TMDs [14, 23, 124, 32, 55, [56]. A
common and rather convenient procedure for performing such a parameterization is by specifying the traces of
the correlators with the Dirac-matrices I' = v#, y#~5, 16" vs5, 1, @75,

1
39l = 5 Tr(@71]. (80)
In the ¢m-frame, where the hadron H, has a large plus-momentum, the leading (twist) traces are @hﬂ, <I>[7+'V5],

and ®lic" "] (1 = {1,2}), while all the other traces are suppressed in the cross section by at least one power
of the large light-cone momentum (and consequently by one power of ¢). These traces then have the following
expressions in terms of leading twist quark TMDs (see, e.g., [24, 56]°):

; L, kg :
ol () = f{l(zav kgT) - % f#](zav kgT) ’ (81)
a v s q i2 Far - Sar i2
¢ = Sar 911 (Ta, kyr) + YA 9ir(@a, k) | (82)
. q . =, kZ Ea * ga - lE2 S’L
P [io"* 5] _ S;T h({(fﬂa, kgT) + aT( T ]\2)2 2 aT h%ﬂ((Ea, P )
+ SarL M 1L(-Taa aT) M ( La, a,T)‘ ( )

For brevity we omitted the arguments of the correlator ®. Note that the components of the nucleon spin vector
in [BI)-(83) are understood in the em-frame. The object 7 represents a short form of the transverse epsilon
tensor e~1¥, where we use the convention e~ +'2 = 1. The transverse momentum dependent unpolarized quark
distribution, helicity distribution, and transversity distribution are denoted by f1, ¢ir, and hy, respectively.
Of particular importance are also the time-reversal odd (T-odd) Sivers function fi5 [64, [65] and Boer-Mulders
function hi [55] as they can give rise to quite interesting single spin and/or azimuthal asymmetries in hard
semi- 1nclus1ve reactions.

The correlator ®¢ in Eq. (76)) is related to the correlator ®? which defines, precisely in analogy to the Eqs. (8T))-
([B3), antiquark distributions. For the different Dirac traces the relation reads [32]

palll — 1 pall] + for y#, it s
R { — for yHvs5, 1, ivs (84)

Since the correlator ® in (7G) is associated with the hadron Hj having a large minus-momentum in the cm-frame,

the leading traces are now ®0 1, ®0 "] and Plio' sl Taking (84]) into account the parameterizations can be
directly obtained from (81)—(83),

~ B - . Ewkz -,
07 = fi(ay, Ry) + L0 be U, i) (85)

ka - Syr 4

10l = g, g‘le(ZEb, EZ%T) - M, gir(@s, EgT) ] (86)

5 Note that the Lh.s. in Eq. (16) of [56] should read plic' 5],
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Tqlici™ i 1 > k; EbT'ng —1p2 g -
pal 5] — SbTh‘{(:ub,k?TH bT( ) 2T PbT hqu(

M2 T xb’EgT)
ki ek -
o+ Sor T b (. Ki) — < I (o i) (87)

Note the respective sign change in front of the epsilon tensor 5? which is due to the interchange of plus-momenta
and minus-momenta.

C. Leading spin observables

Now we are in a position to calculate all the leading twist observables for gr < ¢ by inserting the traces
BID)-@3) and @B3)—(®7) into the hadronic tensor (73]). We mention again that the contraction of the hadronic
and the leptonic tensor is performed in the cm-frame where, in order to get the leptonic tensor in that frame,
use is made of Eqgs. (B3)), (B4)). Since the lepton momenta contain angles in the CS-frame our final result for the
cross section is of the form (B7)). Here one has to keep in mind that the leading twist calculation of course merely
provides nonzero results for part of the structure functions in (7). Carrying out the contraction of the tensors
and keeping only the 1eading contribution in 1/q one finds

do 'm Lalb 1

- Pk dkyr 6 (Gr — kgp — K
diqdQ 2q Z / T dkyr 87 (g T bT)

[(1 + cos 9)((1)11 Db 4 galytsl el 75])

+sin” 0 (cos 2¢ (5“(5j1 — 5i2(5j2) + sin 2¢ ((5i15j2 + 5i2(5j1)) Halic" ] pa [iaf*%}}
+H® = 2} +0(1/q). (88)

To present the leading twist spin observables we will make use of the following notation for the convolution of
TMDs in the transverse momentum space:

L 1 L .
Clwlkar, kor)fife] = > e /d2kaT &k 8P (Gr — kar — kor) w(kar, Fyr) %
“ q

[ £1 0, R22) £, Be) + £ o, B2 £3 (o0, )] (89)

The two terms on the r.h.s. of (89) are generated by the two diagram in Fig.[ll For the parton model calculation
it is convenient to introduce a number of linear combinations of various structure functions given in Eq. (57):

sin(20—¢a) _ 1 s 20 in 2¢ sin(2¢+¢a) _ 1 5 2¢ in 2¢
Pt = _L(Fp™ - Fp™),  FRT) = L(Fet 4 Ep),

Fsm(2¢ ¢) — _ %(Fﬁ‘}sw F;i;w), sm(2¢>+¢b) — %( FEE? 4 F;i;w),
cmj)ﬂs(2d>fd>b = %(Fc052¢ +in;2¢)’ ons (2¢+9¢s) _ = %(FC052¢ F[s;]x:Qqﬁ)’
90
cos(2¢> ba) l( coquB Fsin2¢) Fcos(2¢+¢>a) — l( cos2d> sm2¢) ( )
- 2 TL ’ TL - 2 ’
Fos(3=da=dv) — l(F;‘;§2¢+F;i;2¢), FLoCe=tatdr) — %(F%strp;i;w)’
Fppoteeo) = L(Fpp2 — Bp20), FppCerees) = L(Em - p).

Using the unit vector h = gr/qr one eventually finds the following leading order structure functions in the
CS-frame:

Foy = C[fif], (91)
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- - 2 -,
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4M3Mb2 1T '1T

We close this section with a number of comments.

e The structure functions depend on the variables (24, 2, ¢r). Instead of using ¢r one may also work with
the transverse momentum of one of the hadrons in the CS-frame.

e One finds nonzero contributions for 24 out of the 48 structure functions defined in Eq. (57)). This also means
that exactly half of the structure functions are of subleading twist for the kinematical region ¢r < g we are
interested in here.

e The leading twist parton model calculation containing T-even effects was first carried out in Ref. [32], while
T-odd effects were investigated in [33]. We obtain the same number of nonzero structures identified in those
articles, though we do not agree with certain angular dependences given in [33].

e Our results are for the structure functions in Eq. (51) with the lepton angles understood in the CS-frame,
and the components of the hadron spin vectors in the cm-frame. Note that the expressions would be exactly
the same for structure functions defined in the Gottfried-Jackson frame, because differences between those
two dilepton rest frames are only of O(gr/q).

e For identical hadrons in the initial state the results in Eqs. (@I)-(I4) satisfy the model-independent con-
straints listed in ([63) and (G6). In particular, we point out that the parton model result

F;OTS(erqbfqbb)(

Ty, q) = Fyosom 0t 0) (4 ) (115)

has a model-independent status. It is worthwhile to mention that, by means of charge conjugation, in
the case of proton-antiproton DY one also finds symmetries for structure functions (like Fyy(zq, 2y, gr) =
Fyy(xp, xa,qr)), and relations between various structure functions. In particular, when studying single spin
effects one can obtain the same information by either polarizing the proton or the antiproton.

2¢0—pa—¢
F;f;f( b))

e If the cross section is integrated upon gr only three structure functions (F}, F};, survive.

Neglecting hadron masses one obtains

do s do
dz, dry, dQ 2 dgt dg— dQ
2
aem q q
= Do { (o) 3 €5 () flmn) + fl(na) ()

= Sar Sor (1+cos?0) 3 €2 (g1 (wa) g (20) + 91 (2a) g1(0))

q
+15ur! |Sir| sin? 6 cos(20 — ¢ — ) Y €2 (h'{(za) R (zp) + hY(z4) h'f(zb)) } . (116)
q

Further integration upon the solid angle Q provides

2
do  Amag,

Tode = 0 {;% (Fien) F@) + Fi(wa) Fi)

— SarSh Y €2 (g1(xa) g1(w0) + g1(za) g1 (1)) } (117)

q
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Note that the term containing the transversity dropped out.

e For the gr-dependent cross section all chiral-odd parton distributions disappear after integrating out the
azimuthal angle ¢. On the other hand, all the chiral-even effects survive this integration.

e The large number of independent structure functions — for instance 16 for identical hadrons in the initial
state — indicates the high potential of the polarized DY process for studying TMDs. Therefore, this process
has also a certain advantage over semi-inclusive DIS (if in that reaction polarization of the initial state lepton
and hadron are exploited) where eight leading twist structure functions exist |23, 24], being just sufficient
to map out, in principle, all the eight leading twist TMDs.

e As already pointed out in Section V data on 7= N — p~ ut X |41, |42, |43] show a rather large cos2¢
dependence of the unpolarized cross section which cannot be explained by collinear perturbative QCD.
However, if intrinsic transverse parton motion in the initial state is taken into account the Boer-Mulders
function hi contributes to the cos2¢ term according to ([@2)) which may explain the observed violation of
the Lam-Tung relation [33]. This finding stimulated a lot of phenomenological work on this subject |11, 133,
66, 167, 168, 169, 70, [71, 172, [73, |74, 175, [76, (77, 78, [79, 180)].

e Of particular interest is also the transverse single spin effect given by Fj; in Eq. [@5) or Fj, in (@3).
Both structure functions contain the Sivers parton distribution which was predicted to have the opposite
sign in DY as compared to semi-inclusive DIS [59, [81, [82]. As the sign reversal is at the core of our
present understanding of transverse single spin asymmetries in hard scattering processes an experimental
check of this prediction is of utmost importance. Theoretical work on the Sivers effect in DY can be found
in |11, 183, 184, 185, 86, 181, |88, 189].

e The expected sign reversal of T-odd TMDs can also be investigated through the structure func-

tions Frspig(%*d)”) in (@6) or Flsji;(w*%) in (@) in which the Boer-Mulders function enters (see also
Refs. |11, (71, [73]).

e A phenomenological study of the structure functions in (I09), (II0) was carried out in [90].

VII. SUMMARY

We have presented a formalism for dilepton production from the collision of two polarized spin-% particles. To
this end we have derived in a first step a general expression for the hadronic DY tensor. This tensor consists
of 48 basis elements, and each basis tensor is multiplied by a scalar function (structure function). In order to
ensure electromagnetic gauge invariance of the hadronic tensor we have made use of an elegant projection method
proposed in [26]. In general, our treatment completes earlier work [14, 31]. The double polarized case, which is
the most challenging part, was studied before only for the specific kinematical case gr = 0 |14].

The result for the hadronic tensor allows one to obtain the general angular distribution of the cross section for
any reference frame. In this work we have focussed on a dilepton rest frame where the angular distribution takes
the most compact form and shows a high degree of symmetry. We repeat here that the angular distribution as
given in Eq. (B7), which represents a central result of our work, holds for any dilepton rest frame.

Our analysis is supplemented by a parton model calculation of the polarized DY reaction (see also |32, [33]).
For this part of the work we concentrated on the kinematical situation where the transverse momentum of the
dilepton pair is much smaller than its invariant mass. This region is the realm of TMDs which are currently under
intense investigation both from the experimental and the theoretical side.

We reemphasize that the polarized DY process has a high potential for studying TMDs which contain important
information on the nonperturbative structure of hadrons. Moreover, polarized dilepton measurements can provide
us with a crucial and highly nontrivial check of QCD-factorization |59]. In addition, one can systematically study
different resummation techniques |91, [92, 193] in an unprecedented way. Consequently, there is sufficient reason
for looking forward to the first polarized DY data.
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