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Abstract

The spin correlation of final-state hadrons provides a novel platform to explore the hadronization mechanism of polar-
ized partons in unpolarized high-energy collisions. In this work, we investigate the helicity correlation of two hadrons
originating from the same single parton. The production of such a dihadron system is formally described by the in-
terference dihadron fragmentation function, in which the helicity correlation between the two hadrons arise from both
the long-distance nonperturbative physics and the perturbative QCD evolution. Beyond the extraction of the dihadron
fragmentation function, we demonstrate that it is also a sensitive observable to the longitudinal spin transfer, charac-
terized by the single hadron fragmentation function G1L. This intriguing connection opens up new opportunities for
understanding the spin dynamics of hadronization and provides a complementary approach to corresponding studies
using polarized beams and targets.

1. Introduction

The helicity correlation of interacting partons is a generic feature of quantum physics. It indicates final state
partons exhibit spin correlation even if those in initial state are unpolarized. This property grants us the capability to
investigate spin effects in unpolarized high energy scatterings and has been extensively studied in recent years. For
instance, the helicity correlation of nearly back-to-back dihadron system was firstly proposed in Ref. [1] as a novel
observable to investigate the longitudinal spin transfer, which is characterized by the single hadron fragmentation
function (FF) G1L, in unpolarized electron-positron collisions. This idea was recently extended to unpolarized pp [2]
and ep [3] collisions. Benefiting from the helicity amplitude approach [4], it becomes clear that the helicity correlation
of the back-to-back dihadron system is a common feature emerging in all high-energy scattering processes stemming
from partonic interactions. Moreover, proposals [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14] for measuring the spin correlation
between two hadrons in a variety of kinematic configurations have inspired great interests.

Previous studies [1, 2, 3] focus on the helicity correlation of two hadrons in the back-to-back region. In this case,
the invariant mass of the dihadron system (P1 + P2)2 is comparable to the hard scale of the reaction, and the two
hadrons are likely produced from two different partons participating the hard collision. On the other hand, if the two
hadrons are in a neighboring regime, in which case (P1+P2)2 is much smaller than the hard scale, the dihadron system
is more likely generated from the same parton. It is formally described by the dihadron FF (DiFF), also known as
the interference FF [15, 16], which has been extensively studied in the last decades [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24,
25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37]. For the neighboring dihadron, the helicity correlation manifests
from both the formation of hadrons at long distance, which is essentially nonperturbative, and the parton splitting at
short-distance, which is governed by the perturbative QCD evolution. It is also an important quantity in understanding
the hadronization mechanism, which has rarely been discussed in the literature. In this work, we mainly investigate
this idea and explore its phenomenological applications.
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We first briefly recap the definition of DiFF and demonstrate the emergence of helicity correlations. Here we only
focus on the collinear factorization, in which the relative transverse momenta of hadrons with respect to the parton
momentum are integrated. Considering the parity conservation in the hadronization process, we can obtain the helicity
dependent DiFF of the unpolarized parton at the leading twist as

Dh1h2 (z1, z2, λ1, λ2, µ
2
f ) = Dh1h2

1 (z1, z2, µ
2
f ) + λ1λ2Dh1h2

1LL (z1, z2, µ
2
f ), (1)

where z1 and z2 represent the momentum fractions of the fragmenting parton carried by h1 and h2 respectively, λ1 and
λ2 represent their helicities, and µ f stands for the factorization scale. While Dh1h2

1 is the unpolarized DiFF describing
the spin averaged production of the h1h2 system, Dh1h2

1LL is the correlated DiFF quantifying the helicity correlation.
Both terms are allowed by the parity symmetry. It should be noted that we only focus on the helicity correlation in
this paper, leaving transverse spin correlations, described by Dh1h2

1TT , to future studies.
The scale dependence of DiFFs should be obtained by solving the evolution equations. However, unlike the single

hadron FFs, the evolution equations of DiFFs are not self-closed. The single hadron FFs act as a source term that will
contribute to the DiFFs at each step of the splitting. Therefore, even if all DiFFs are set to zero at some initial scale,
it can receive accumulating contributions through the real diagram splittings, i.e. i → j(→ h1) + k(→ h2) with i, j, k
representing partons. Therefore, DiFFs at a high factorization scale also encode the information of single hadron FFs.

The Dh1h2
1LL encompasses contributions from G1L, which is interpreted as the probability density of longitudinally

polarized hadron from a longitudinally polarized parton, while Dh1h2
1 only involves contributions from unpolarized FFs

D1. Investigating the helicity correlation of the dihadron in neighboring regime can thus shed light on the hadroniza-
tion mechanism of polarized partons. Moreover, its application to relativistic heavy-ion collisions [38] can also offer
new insight into the spin aspect of jet quenching [39].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the QCD evolution equation of DiFFs. In Sec.
III, we provide numerical results along with several phenomenology applications. A summary is drawn in Sec. IV.

2. QCD evolution of DiFFs

The collinear DiFFs follow the DGLAP-type evolution equations, which consist of two terms as illustrated in
Fig. 1, in which the interchange between j and k is implicit.

i
j

k

h1
h2 i

j

k

h1

h2

Figure 1: An illustration of typical contributions that drive the DGLAP evolution of dihadron fragmentation function. The left panel represents the
contribution from i → j(→ h1 + h2) channels, where the blob includes virtual corrections to the diagonal elements. The right panel represents the
source term from the subprocess i→ j(→ h1) + k(→ h2), where real diagrams are necessary due to the kinematic constraint.

The QCD evolution of the unpolarized DiFFs Dh1,h2
1 (z1, z2, µ

2
f ) are given by [16, 24, 40, 41]

dDh1h2
1,i (z1, z2, µ

2
f )

d ln µ2
f

=
αs(µ2

f )

2π

∑
j

∫ 1

z1+z2

dξ
ξ2

P ji(ξ)D
h1h2
1, j (

z1

ξ
,

z2

ξ
, µ2

f )

+
αs(µ2

f )

2π

∑
jk

∫ 1−z2

z1

dξ
ξ(1 − ξ)

P̂ jk←i(ξ)D
h1
1, j(

z1

ξ
, µ2

f )D
h2
1,k(

z2

1 − ξ
, µ2

f ), (2)

where αs is the strong coupling constant. The first term evaluates the contribution from the i→ j(→ h1h2)+k channel
represented by the left panel of Fig. 1, in which both real and virtual diagrams contribute to the diagonal elements. The
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corresponding splitting functions P ji(ξ) are the conventional ones with ξ the momentum fraction of parton i carried
by parton j. The leading order (LO) expressions are

Pqq(ξ) =
4
3

1 + ξ2

(1 − ξ)+
+ 2δ(1 − ξ), (3)

Pgq(ξ) =
4
3

1 + (1 − ξ)2

ξ
, (4)

Pqg(ξ) =
1
2

[ξ2 + (1 − ξ)2], (5)

Pgg(ξ) = 6
[
1 − ξ
ξ
+ ξ(1 − ξ) +

ξ

(1 − ξ)+

]
+

[
11
2
−

n f

3

]
δ(1 − ξ), (6)

with n f the effective number of quark flavors. The second term reflects the contribution from the i → j(→ h1) +
k(→ h2) channel represented by the right panel in Fig. 1. P̂ jk←i(ξ) contains only real diagram contributions to the
unpolarized splitting function and Dh1

1, j is the single hadron FF with its evolution governed by the DGLAP evolution
equations. Due to the kinematic constraint, the phase space at ξ → 0 or ξ → 1 is automatically excluded. Removing
the plus prescription and the delta function in the unpolarized splitting functions, we obtain the expressions as

P̂qg←q(ξ) =
4
3

1 + ξ2

(1 − ξ)
, (7)

P̂gq←q(ξ) =
4
3

1 + (1 − ξ)2

ξ
, (8)

P̂qq̄←g(ξ) = Pq̄q←g(ξ) =
1
2

[ξ2 + (1 − ξ)2], (9)

P̂gg←g(ξ) = 6
[
1 − ξ
ξ
+ ξ(1 − ξ) +

ξ

(1 − ξ)

]
. (10)

One can immediately find that P jk←i(ξ) = Pk j←i(1 − ξ) and both i→ j(→ h1) + k → (h2) and i→ k(→ h1) + j(→ h2)
channels should be taken into account.

According to the number density interpretation, the QCD evolution of the correlated DiFFs Dh1,h2
1LL (z1, z2, µ

2
f ) are

written as

dDh1h2
1LL,i(z1, z2, µ

2)

d ln µ2 =
αs(µ2

f )

2π

∑
j

∫ 1

z1+z2

dξ
ξ2

P ji(ξ)D
h1h2
1LL, j(

z1

ξ
,

z2

ξ
, µ2

f )

+
αs(µ2

f )

2π

∑
jk

∫ 1−z2

z1

dξ
ξ(1 − ξ)

P̂LL/U
jk←i (ξ)Gh1

1L, j(
z1

ξ
, µ2

f )G
h2
1L,k(

z2

1 − ξ
, µ2

f ). (11)

Here, Gh1
1L, j represents the longitudinal spin transfer of j → h1 and P̂LL/U

jk←i (ξ) is the correlated splitting function de-
noting the helicity correlation of final-state partons. It can be related to the helicity dependent splitting functions
P̂ jk←i(ξ, λi, λ j, λk) by

P̂LL/U
jk←i (ξ) =

1
2

∑
λi

[
P̂ jk←i(ξ, λi,+,+) + P̂ jk←i(ξ, λi,−,−) − P̂ jk←i(ξ, λi,+,−) − P̂ jk←i(ξ, λi,−,+)

]
, (12)

with λi, j,k being the helicities of corresponding partons. Due to the kinematic constraint, one only needs the real
diagram contributions, which have been derived in Ref. [42]. In the end, we arrive at

P̂LL/U
qg←q(ξ) =

4
3

(1 + ξ), (13)

P̂LL/U
gq←q(ξ) =

4
3

(2 − ξ), (14)
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P̂LL/U
qq̄←g(ξ) = P̂LL/U

q̄q←g(ξ) = −Pqg(ξ) = −
1
2

[
ξ2 + (1 − ξ)2

]
, (15)

P̂LL/U
gg←g(ξ) = 6[2 − ξ(1 − ξ)]. (16)

Similar to the case for unpolarized FFs Dh1h2
1 (z1, z2), the evolution of the correlated DiFFs Dh1h2

1LL also contain
two terms. Therefore, even if we assume the correlated DiFFs vanish at some initial scale, they keep accumulating
contributions from the correlated splitting function convoluting with Gh

1L. For the correlated splitting functions, one
can find with explicit calculations that all channels generate the same-sign correlation except for the g→ qq̄ channel.
It is interesting to note that the spin correlation in the parton splitting has also been investigated in Refs. [43, 44, 45,
46, 47].

3. Numerical Results

In this section, we numerically solve the DGLAP-type evolution equations for DiFFs of ΛΛ̄ productions. The
initial conditions include nonperturbative information, and therefore can only be determined by experimental mea-
surements. Since the DiFF ofΛ+Λ̄ pair production remains unknown, we just set DΛΛ̄1 (zΛ, zΛ̄, µ2

0) and DΛΛ̄1LL(zΛ, zΛ̄, µ2
0)

to zero at the initial scale µ0 = 1 GeV to reduce free parameters, and only evaluate the effect from the evolution. For
the single hadron FFs of Λ, there are a few available analyses [48, 49, 50, 51]. In the numerical calculation, we adopt
the DSV parametrization [48] because both unpolarized and polarized FFs are provided.

3.1. Unpolarized ΛΛ̄ DiFFs
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Figure 2: Unpolarized ΛΛ̄ DiFFs of different flavors at µ2
f = 2 GeV2 and 100 GeV2. The left panels are for light quarks and the right panels are for

the gluon.

Equipped with the above initial conditions, we can numerically solve the DGLAP-type evolution given by Eq. (2)
and obtain the unpolarized ΛΛ̄ DiFFs at any given factorization scale µ f . The numerical results are shown in Fig. 2.
We summarize main features in the following. First, since the DSV parametrization has assumed SU(3) flavor sym-
metry in the unpolarized FF, theΛΛ̄DiFFs inherits this property, i.e. DΛΛ̄1,u = DΛΛ̄1,d = DΛΛ̄1,s . Second, utilizing the charge
conjugation symmetry, we can obtain the relation DΛΛ̄1,q (zΛ = z1, zΛ̄ = z2) = DΛΛ̄1,q̄ (zΛ = z2, zΛ̄ = z1) with q = u, d, s. We
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note that since the DSV parametrization only offers single hadron FFs for z ≥ 0.05, the numerical results at z < 0.05
obtained with an extrapolation are less reliable. In phenomenology, FFs at z < 0.05 are usually irrelevant. Therefore,
we only show our numerical results for zΛ, zΛ̄ ≥ 0.05.

Moreover, as shown in Fig. 2, the unpolarized DiFFs rapidly develop a sizable contribution even at a relatively low
factorization scale, e.g. µ2

f = 2 GeV2. They keep increasing towards a high factorization scale through the evolution
and eventually become stable.

3.2. Correlated ΛΛ̄ DiFFs

The correlated ΛΛ̄ DiFFs can be obtained by numerically solving Eq. (11). The initial conditions are akin to
those for the unpolarized ones. However, DSV parametrization offers three scenarios for GΛ1L,q corresponding to three
different flavor dependence assumptions.

The first two scenarios are similar. Scenario-1 is grounded on the naive quark model, assuming vanishing contri-
butions from u and d quarks at the initial scale, while scenario-2 assumes small and negative contributions from u and
d quarks at the initial scale. Scenario-3 is based on an SU(3) flavor symmetry limit similar to the case for unpolar-
ized FFs. In this work, we perform numerical calculations with scenarios-1 and scenario-3 and provide a qualitative
comparison.

Scenario 1
i =

u, d

µ
2
f
= 2 GeV

2

10−1

100
10−1

100

−5

0
·10−4

zΛ zΛ̄

D
Λ

Λ̄
1
L
L
,i
(z

Λ
,z

Λ̄
,µ

2 f
)

−6

−4

−2

0
·10−4

Sce
nar

io 1
i =

sµ 2
f =

2 GeV 2

10−1

100
10−1

100

0

2

4
·10−4

zΛ zΛ̄

D
Λ

Λ̄
1
L
L
,i
(z

Λ
,z

Λ̄
,µ

2 f
)

0

1

2

3

·10−4

Scenario 1
i =

g

µ
2
f
= 2 GeV

2

10−1

100
10−1

100

−5

0
·10−3

zΛ zΛ̄

D
Λ

Λ̄
1
L
L
,i
(z

Λ
,z

Λ̄
,µ

2 f
)

−6

−4

−2

0
·10−3

Scenario 1
i =

u, d

µ
2
f
= 100

GeV
2

10−1

100
10−1

100

−1

−0.5

0
·10−2

zΛ zΛ̄

D
Λ

Λ̄
1
L
L
,i
(z

Λ
,z

Λ̄
,µ

2 f
)

−8

−6

−4

−2

0
·10−3

Scenario 1
i =

s

µ
2
f
= 100

GeV
2

10−1

100
10−1

100

−4

−2

0

·10−3

zΛ zΛ̄

D
Λ

Λ̄
1
L
L
,i
(z

Λ
,z

Λ̄
,µ

2 f
)

−3

−2

−1

0

1

·10−3

Scenario 1

i =
g

µ
2
f
= 100

GeV
2

10−1

100
10−1

100

−4

−2

0
·10−2

zΛ zΛ̄

D
Λ

Λ̄
1
L
L
,i
(z

Λ
,z

Λ̄
,µ

2 f
)

−4

−3

−2

−1

0
·10−2

Figure 3: Correlated ΛΛ̄ DiFFs of different flavors in scenario-1 at µ2
f = 2 GeV2 and 100 GeV2. The left panels are for the u/d quarks, the middle

panels are for the s quark, and the right panels are for the gluon.

We first show the numerical results of scenario-1 for the correlated ΛΛ̄ DiFFs in Fig. 3. First, the gluon DiFF
mainly acquires contribution via the g → qq̄ channel, where the helicity correlation is negative. Therefore, DΛΛ̄1LL,g is
negative across the whole phase space. Furthermore, the contribution from the u/d → u/d(→ Λ/Λ̄) + g(→ Λ̄/Λ)
channel turns to be negligible in scenario-1 since GΛ1L,u/d is assumed to be zero at the initial scale. Consequently,
the dominate contribution that drives the evolution of DΛΛ̄1LL,u/d arises from the u/d → u/d + g(→ Λ + Λ̄) channel.
Hence DΛΛ̄1LL,u/d is also negative, albeit the magnitude is much smaller compared with the gluon one because of the
suppression in powers of αs.

On the other hand, GΛ1L,s is sizable in scenario-1. The s → s(→ Λ/Λ̄) + g(→ Λ̄/Λ) channel, which leads to the
positive helicity correlation and dominates in the moderate z region. However, when entering the relatively small z
region, the s→ s+g(→ Λ+Λ̄) channel becomes comparably important. The competition between these two channels
significantly reduces the magnitude of DΛΛ̄1LL,s at small zΛ and zΛ̄.

Since the scenario-3 adopts the S U(3) flavor symmetry in parametrizing GΛ1L,q, light quarks equally contribute to
the longitudinal spin transfer. To describe the LEP data on the longitudinal polarization of Λ, the magnitude of GΛ1L,q
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Figure 4: Correlated ΛΛ̄ DiFFs of different flavors in scenario-3 at µ2
f = 2 GeV2 and 100 GeV2. The left panels are for the light quarks and the

right panels are for the gluon.

in scenario-3 is then much smaller those in scenario-1. As shown in Fig. 4, the q → q + g(→ Λ + Λ̄) contribution
overcomes that from the q → q(→ Λ/Λ̄) + g(→ Λ̄/Λ) channel in the small z region. Eventually, we see a smooth
transition from the negative correlation to the positive correlation from small z to large z.

3.3. Helicity correlation and phenomenological applications
To quantify the helicity correlation effect, we define CΛΛ̄LL,i(zΛ, zΛ̄, µ

2
f ) as the ratio between the correlated DiFF and

the unpolarized DiFF, i.e.,

CΛΛ̄LL,i(zΛ, zΛ̄, µ
2
f ) =

DΛΛ̄1LL,i(zΛ, zΛ̄, µ
2
f )

DΛΛ̄1,i (zΛ, zΛ̄, µ2
f )
. (17)

The physical interpretation of CΛΛ̄LL,i can be easily derived from those of FFs. It represents the helicity correlation of Λ
with momentum fraction zΛ and Λ̄ with momentum fraction zΛ̄ of the parent parton i.

We show our numerical results of CΛΛ̄LL in scenarios 1 and 3 in Fig. 5, where we have chosen zΛ = zΛ̄ = z
for simplicity. Therefore, the kinematic constraint requires z ∈ [0, 0.5]. The magnitudes of helicity correlations in
different scenarios vary significantly, particularly for the gluon channel, reflecting a strong sensitivity to the flavor
dependence on G1L.

Furthermore, the gluon G1L was mainly extracted based on the LEP experiment [52, 53], in which the gluon
contribution is negligible. As a result, our knowledge on the gluon spin transfer is next to nothing. All the three
scenarios in the DSV parametrization assume vanishing gluon spin transfer at the initial condition. It only receives
contributions through the evolution. As a result, the helicity correlation of ΛΛ̄ produced by a gluon is negative with
a sizable magnitude. However, if the gluonic longitudinal spin transfer is also substantial, the competing contribution
from g → gg and g → qq̄ channels will significantly reduce the magnitude of the correlation. Therefore, this
observable opens a new window to investigate the hadronization of circularly polarized gluons.

Last but not least, as demonstrated in Refs. [24, 54, 55, 56, 57], the production of neighboring dihadron pairs can
be employed to investigate cold and hot nuclear effects at electron-ion colliders and relativistic heavy-ion collisions.
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Figure 5: Helicity correlation between neighboring Λ and Λ̄ in scenario-1 and scenario-3 as a function of zΛ = zΛ̄ = z at µ2
f = 2 GeV2 (upper) and

100 GeV2 (lower).

While previous studies have predominantly concentrated on the production of two pseudoscalar mesons, the helicity
correlation of neighboring baryons presents a more intriguing and nuanced approach from the spin degree of freedom
to this field.

4. Summary

Spin correlation serves as a proxy for polarized FFs in unpolarized processes. In this work, we investigate the
helicity correlation between two neighboring hadrons and mainly focuses on the significant impact of the QCD evolu-
tion. Future experimental measurements can constrain both the correlated DiFF D1LL and the longitudinal spin transfer
G1L. Moreover, this work also provides a novel observable to study the nuclear effects in electron-ion collisions and
relativistic heavy ion collisions.
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