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Working in the hybrid framework of the high energy pA collisions we identify a new contribution
to transverse single spin asymmetry (SSA). The phase necessary for the SSA is provided by the
Pomeron-Odderon interference in the dense nuclear target. The complete formula for the pA — h X
polarized cross section also contains the transversity distribution for the polarized projectile as well
as the real part of the twist-3 fragmentation function. We numerically estimate the asymmetry Ay
and its nuclear dependence. Based on a model computation we find that Ax can be a percent level in
the forward and low-Pj | region. For large nuclei we find significant suppression, with Ay ATT/6
parametrically. As a notable feature we find a node of Ay as a function of the P, around the
values of the initial saturation scale that could be used to test this mechanism experimentally.

I. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

Single spin asymmetry (SSA) is left-right asymmetric particle production in hadronic collisions involving a trans-
versely polarized proton, determined through a ratio

_ 1dAo(1) —dAo(])
An = 2 do ’ (1)

where (do) dAoc is the (un)polarized cross section and in the numerator the difference between opposite transverse
spins of the polarized proton is taken. Notwithstanding the common folklore of vanishing Ay at high energies [1],
experiments revealed that Ay is by contrast very large - at the top RHIC energies Ay reaches up to ~ 10% in the
forward region of the produced hadron [2-10]. The fundamental origin of large SSA is one of the main open questions
in spin physics.

The theoretical description of SSA [11-13] in pp collisions relies on uncovering the mechanism that is sensitive to
the phase in the amplitude interferences based on which dAc is computed. In the collinear twist-3 framework the
known mechanisms involve the twist-3 distribution functions [14-19] (also from the unpolarized hadron [20]) whereby
the phase is picked up from the imaginary parts of the scattering kernels [21-24]. Another possibility relies on the
imaginary part of the chiral-odd twist-3 fragmentation functions (FF) [25-30].

Large SSAs in the forward region sparked an interest in the small-z community as the unpolarized target naturally
resides in the regime of large densities, dominantly populated by gluons. This lead to a surge in activities on
the crossroads between transverse spin and small-z physics within the k) -factorization approach [31-39], the hybrid
approach [40-45] and also computations of polarized transverse momentum distributions [46-54]. SSA in pA collisions
have recently been measured by the PHENIX [8-10] and the STAR [55] collaborations at RHIC. Fitting the nuclear
dependence of SSA as Ay x AF, the PHENIX collaboration found P = —0.37, while STAR collaboration reports
a weaker A dependence P = —0.027 4 0.005, albeit in a range of larger zr (Feynman-x). In Ref. [43] one of us,
together with Y. Hatta, confronted the twist-3 FF contribution to SSA based on the hybrid framework [42] to the
RHIC data. It was realized that the parametric A-dependence of Ay set by the initial condition Ay oc A=1/3 [42]
is washed away by the small-x evolution. This result was found to be in line with the STAR data, but the stronger
nuclear suppression found by the PHENIX collaboration could not be explained.

In this work we bring to attention a new mechanism for the phase required for the SSA, and first pointed out in
the work by Y. Kovchegov and M. Sievert [40]. The scenario in [40] relies on the small-z, or Color Glass Condensate
(CGC) approach [56-59] describing the collision through all-twist eikonal interactions with the target whereby the
underlying target gluon distribution is in principle a complex function, with its real and imaginary part constituting
the Pomeron and the Odderon. By considering scattering of polarized quark on a dense target Ref. [40] provided
a proof-of-principle demonstration through which the phase required for the SSA can be realized by the Pomeron-
Odderon interferences. We take a step further by embedding this idea in a hadronic collision. The distribution of
transversely polarized quark inside the transversely polarized proton is described through the chiral-odd collinear
transversity distribution. The description of the produced unpolarized hadron relies on chiral-odd (and in general
complex) twist-3 FFs. In Ref. [42] only the imaginary part of the twist-3 FFs was considered, and the result was
proportional to the Pomeron distribution in the target. We find that picking up the real part of the twist-3 FF, there
is a new contribution proportional to the Pomeron-Odderon interferences.

The magnitude of the Odderon exchange as well as the twist-3 FFs plays a key role in determining the overall size
of Ay. Our model estimate, using a recent microscopic computations for the Odderon exchange [60-64], and a chiral



quark model for the real part of the twist-3 FF [65, 66|, leads to about a percent level Ay in pp collisions at large
zr 2 0.6 and produced hadron momenta P, ~ Qg, where Qg is the initial saturation scale. For P, of about a
few GeV, the polarized cross section has a strong fall-off and Ay drops to per-milles. For nuclear targets we find a
strong suppression Ay o< A~7/¢ parametrically that pertains also after small-z evolution of the unpolarized target.
This leads to a per-mille Ay in pA collisions in a broad kinematic range, making it difficult to explain the current
experimental data based solely on Pomeron-Odderon interference. As an interesting feature, we find that the small-z
Odderon exchange leads to a sign change of Ay as a function of P, for P, ~ Qg. The resulting node position of
An has a very weak xp-dependence, that shifts to higher Pj, | for heavier targets. According to the current data, Ay
has a fixed sign across all measured kinematics. A measurement of Ay in the lower P region can be used as a test
of the Pomeron-Odderon interference contribution.

In order to set our notations, in Sec. IT we quickly remind on the the unpolarized cross section do in high energy
forward pA collisions. The rest of Sec. II is devoted to a derivation of the contribution to dAc from the Pomeron-
Odderon interference and leading to the main formula given in (35). In the following Sec. III we numerically estimate
AN based on a model computation. In the final Sec. IV we make our conclusions.

II. COMPUTATION OF THE CROSS SECTION

Our computation relies on the hybrid approach [67, 68] which is appropriate for forward production in hadronic
collisions. For the unpolarized p(P)A(P’) — h(Py)X cross section, the familiar leading order forward formula reads

1
dyhjfgpu = / %D(z)xq F(2g)Flag, Prs/2). (2)
f(zq) is the collinear unpolarized parton distribution function (PDF) with z, being the longitudinal momentum
fraction carried by the interacting quark in the projectile with momenta p* = z,P*. D(z) is the unpolarized
fragmentation function. In the hybrid framework, the target is considered to all twists with eikonal scattering on the
target gluon field A, (z) embedded in the Wilson line V(x ) = P exp[ig fj;o dzt A, (27,0, )t (we are working in
the covariant gauge where the leading component of the gluon field is A () as sourced by the eikonal current of the
target J, (x) [69]). The target distribution F'(z,, k1) is the real part of the forward dipole distribution [70] defined as

1 i (g —
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EXR T

with the dipole correlator D(x, ,y ) given by

itrc (V(xL)VT(yL)) ) (4)

D(mla yL) = N

where the gluon momenta is given as k* = (0,z,P'~,k,). We have (...)y as a shorthand for % and Y is
the target rapidity supplied by the Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) evolution equation [71-73] in the large-N, limit. Y is
related to the momentum fraction x4 as Y = log(xo/z4), where xq is set by the initial condition for the evolution.

The projectile (target) momenta fractions z, (x,) are given as x4, = %eiyh, where Py, and y, are the produced
hadron transverse momenta and rapidity and /s = (P + P’)? = 2Pt P’~ is the hadronic center-of-mass collision
energy. We also have zyi, = %eyhr.

For the polarized cross section we start from an all-order twist-3 formula initially derived in [30] for semi-inclusive
deep inelastic scattering (SIDIS) and subsequently extended to forward p’A — hX collisions in [42]. The complete
formula reads:

dy,d®Pj.  2(2m)? </ 2 Ak / frtr {A ST O 0K ]K_Ph
dzd 1 z ®)
zdz
*/ r (1 ~ 1> I TY[AG (21, 2) S (21, 2) + A (2, Zl)s(l)R(zl’z)O ’

The three components of (5) are commonly referred to as intrinsic, kinematical and dynamical contributions,
respectively. The quantities A(z), A%(z) and A%(z1,2) represent fragmentation correlators, while S (z) and



,S'((II)L’R(zl7 z) are scattering kernels, containing parton correlators from the projectile and the target. We have [30]:

S&I)R(zl, z) = ’yOSél)LT(z, 21)7°, while a bar over a matrix I' in Dirac space is a shorthand for I' = y°T'T40.

The twist-3 FFs contained in the A correlators are defined as follows![30, 42, 74]:
My M

A(z) = ?61(3) + T:U,\ai’yse)‘awphéi(z) +...
M -
Aj(z) = TN”rsﬁ%\E’\“wP”e(z) +... (6)

M .
A% (z1,2) = TN%g%\e’\o‘wPhEF(zl,z) +o

where we explicitly kept only the terms that will be important for our calculation - the complete expressions can
be found in [30]. In the above formulas My stands for the nucleon mass, while the four-vector w*, given by w* =
(P P, —Py1)/(2E}) ~ (P, , Pt —Pnr1)/(P)?, satisfies w? = 0 and P, - w = 1. Here ¢" = %“L is the momenta
of the fragmenting quark. The intrinsic twist-3 FFs é1(z) and é7(z) are real functions, the kinematic function é(z)
is purely imaginary, and the dynamical function E’F(zl,z) is in general a complex function. These FFs are not
independent. In particular, they obey the relations derived from the QCD equation of motion [29], which, after
separating the real and imaginary parts, reads [75, 76]

> dz 1 . .
Z/ 721P (1 1) ReFEp(z1,2) = é1(2),

1

* dz 1 - . .
z/ Z—;P (11> ImEp(z1,2) + 2zImé(z) = é1(z) .

1

(7)

Z1
Since the twist-3 FFs in the intrinsic and kinematical parts of (5) are purely real or purely imaginary, respectively,
the scattering kernel S(9)(z), and its non-collinear extension S(®) (K'), both have to be real. By contrast, the dynamical

twist-3 FFs are complex and therefore in principle both the real and imaginary parts of the scattering kernel S(Ll,)}g (21, 2)
can contribute. More explicitly, we can rewrite the dynamical twist-3 part of (5) as

dAO'dynftWB 1 My Aaw Py, / ledZP 1
= — —c€
dyhd2PhL 2(271’)3 2 z%zQ % — 711
X <ReEF(zl, z) x ImTr (’mg’y,\Sél)L(zl, z) + 'y,\g%gél)L(zl, z)) (8)

+ImEp (21, 2) X ReTr (75g7AS((X1)L(zl,z) — g5 SO (21, z)) ) .

where we have used z; <> z for the second term in the third line of (5). The difference in the relative sign between the
second and the third line in (8) comes from the hermitian conjugation of the A%(z1, z) correlator. In the third line,
proportional to the imaginary part of the dynamical twist-3 FF, the scattering kernel is real. This is a common source
of single spin asymmetry? in the collinear framework [29, 30] and also in the hybrid framework [42]. For the second
line to contribute to SSA we need imaginary scattering kernel that is possible at higher orders from loop diagrams
[44, 79, 80].

Another way to generate SSA, as proposed in [40], is through higher twist corrections in the unpolarized target,
which is the mechanism we pursue in this work. In general, the dipole correlator (4) can be decomposed in its real
and imaginary part as

(D(xL,a))))y =Py(zL,a)) +i0y(@r,2)). (9)

The real part represents the Pomeron exchange, represented by two gluons at the lowest order in the expansion of
the Wilson line. The imaginary part comes from the Odderon exchange [81, 82]. At the lowest order this is given by
three gluons with the symmetric color factor d®°.

1 We use the following conventions: 5 = iv?y1v2y2 and ep123 = +1.

2 To access the real parts of the fragmentation functions one considers instead double spin asymmetry, see e. g. [66, 76-78].



We now work out the relationship between the Wilson line correlators and the scattering kernel. We are focusing
on S(L{L(zl, z), i.e. only on the right diagram from Fig. 1, because this is the only source of the Odderon contribution

[40, 45]. The scattering kernel S}(%l,)a(zl, z) is given by the mirror image of this diagram. An explicit expression for

Sg’zl(zl, z) reads

1 2

1o
S0 = gpr a1
c

/dxq(27r)5 (q+ —p+) tr. </\/la’“<I>(a?q)/\;lta>Y , (10)

where the color factor 2t /(N2 — 1) is associated with the fragmentation function in color space, that is A% (21, 2) =
2t A% (21, 2) /(N2 — 1) fixed such that tr.(t*A%") = A%. ®(z,) is the collinear quark correlator and we pick up the
projection onto the twist-2 transversity distribution hq(z4) as

D(zy) = —%75P+Su07ih1(xq) 4+ (11)

The amplitudes M2 and M were already found in [45] for different purpose. The explicit expressions are3

MZ :1/ / eikL‘wlei(QL—k‘i)‘ylTa(kJ_)V(wL)thab(,yl)7
ki Jxiy,
ki Jxiy,

where U%(y | ) is the adjoint Wilson line and
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Following [42] we are working in the covariant gauge [69], taking the full triple-gluon vertex Vg
Vap =64 (1 —q—2p —2k), + 2005 (¢ — q1) " + 05 (@ +p+k), - (14)

Here k* is the gluon momenta from the target attaching onto the quark line, see Fig. 1, while ¢f' = P}'/z and
g" = P}'/z are final quark momenta from opposite sides of the final state cut. In all the above formulas we use the

. 2 . . .
notations ka = ‘(12 f)g and wa = d2x, for transverse momentum and transverse coordinate integrals, respectively.

We now calculate the trace appearing in (8). Inserting (10) into (8) we have

rowPy g (75%%521,)0[(21’ z)) =
= sz =1y Qom0 ) |

’ !
TIY, T, Y,

rovbig | itr [1750_i7+W5¢“/>\Ta(k1_)] tre <VT(:L'/J_)th(wJ_)t“Uba(yJ_»Y .

’

/ eikaCLei(QL*kL)'yLe*ikl'mle*i(QL*kl)'yL (15)
koK,

The remaining Dirac trace reads

S ey [iy5afi7+75nga(k;L)} =

oo Qg 1 Vg \ , (16)
—j o Syt Pty [ivsa‘“ﬁ% Yyt ( - k) vﬁ} :
/_oo (27) (q —k)2+ie (p+k—q1)2 + ie d i
and in the forward limit we get
S1ie*Prtr [iyso iy T ysgyayt (ﬂl - %) 7’3} Vag = 32¢" g1 (g, — k1) xS, (17)

3 In Ref. [45] we missed a factor of —i in defining M.
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FIG. 1. Diagrams contributing to polarized cross section in the leading order. Left diagram corresponds to the two-body
contribution S (z), while the right diagram corresponds to the three-body contribution Sc(ll)L(zl, z) from (5). The bottom
blob represents the polarized proton, as given by the transversity distribution. The middle blob represents the fragmentation
process, and the upper blob represents the unpolarized target. The vertical gluons stand for all-order eikonal interactions with
the target through the Wilson lines. Only the right diagram gives a contribution from the Odderon exchange to SSA.

confirming [42]. We have abbreviated a; x by = —e*~%a’ b/, . The support of the twist-3 fragmentation function
Ep(z1,2) is given by 0 < z < 1, z < 21 < oo [75, 83] and consequently, the poles for the k£~ integration in Eq. (16)
are necessarily located on opposite sides of the real axis. After performing the £~ integration we find

. —3 —k x S
SJ_iGAa1l)Phtr [1,}/50. 7+75g'7ATa(kJ_)} — _16q1&- (qll J_) - 1 . (18)
(qrL— k1)
Using U (x 1) = 2tr. (t*V (2 )"V (z1)), the color correlator appearing in (15) is computed as
a a 1
o (V@)0V (@)U (y))y = & (N2 (Dly @)D y.))y - (Dlar.a)y) (19)

Eq. (15) can now be written as

8 . . !’
6)\awph't1‘ [75%’7/\5221(3172)} _ _N27i lthl(xq)zil/k / / elkL-(mL*yL)equ-(nymL)
c 1L Jerix

) YL (20)
X (91, — k) XQSL (N02 <D(yJ_’wIL)D(wlayJ_)>Y - <’D($law/l)>Y) :
(g — k1)

We have performed the integration over the d-function in (15) so that z, = g7 /PT. As for the second trace in Eq. (8),
we have

Py (7,\5175§§1,L(Z1, 2)) = — Py (75517,\51(;{2}(217 Z)) - (21)



Plugging (20) and (21) into (8) we find

dAcayn—tws My N2 dzdz; 1 z (g —ki)xS,
.2 = P} 2 2.2 P 1 1 thl(mq) o 2
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where we used D(x,,z’ )* = D(z' ,x,), and rotational invariance of QCD D(—z,,—z' ) =
double-dipole contribution can be further decomposed in the large-N, limit as (DD),, — ( ) (D

find
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dypd2 Py, 212 N2 —1 2222 11 Zqha(2q) ke 21 (g — ko)’

Z1
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where the sign change for the second term in third line and the second term in the fifth line is coming from the
symmetry properties Py (z, &' ) = Py(2/,z,) and Oy (x.,z’) = —Oy(2' ,x 1) [82]. For the same reason also
the operations Im(...) and Re(...) on the Fourier transforms of Pomeron and Odderon distributions are dropped.

Ref. [42] considered the first term and the third term in the fourth line of (23). Together with the first line in
(5) this leads to the expression for the fragmentation contribution to the polarized cross section found in [42]. The
remaining terms in (23) are new. The term ~ Oy trivially vanishes after the integration over the impact parameter.
This leaves Py Oy and Oy Oy term. It is generally expected that the Odderon is much smaller than the Pomeron
(see for example [39]), and so we will focus only on the Py Oy term.

It is useful to write (23) in momentum space. For this purpose we first introduce double Fourier transforms

Py(ki,AL) =/ efr @iy ) lA L@ty )2y (g y ) =/ eRLTLALLDy () b)), (24)
Ty, r1by

and similar for Oy (z,,y, ), where r; =x; —y, and b, = (x1 +y,)/2 are the dipole size and impact parameters,
respectively. A simple computation gives

dATdyn—tws My ]\fc2 dzdz; 1 z (qu_ -k, — lAJ_) xS
oo 12p.. . 92 5P| 1 T | zgha(zq) -
dy,d2P),, 272 N2 -1 2223 - kLA, 21 (qu—kL—*AL)

z1

EAL, —AL) +Py(kL,AL)Oy (ql - %AL, —AL)

Oy(ki,AL)Py (QL 3

X {ReEp(zl,z)

+ ImEF(zl,z)

Py (ql - %AL, —Al)Py(kL, AL — (2m)252) (kL n %Al . qL>Py (kzL n %Al, o)] } .

where we have shifted k;, — k; + A /2. We can intuitively understand the momentum transfer A integration
arising from a formation of an intermediate target state on the left side of the cut on Fig. 1. The structure is similar
to the non-linear part of the BK equation in momentum space, see e. g. [84]. Since this is an inclusive process the



intermediate momentum transfer A | balances out in the Pomeron-Odderon interferences. The intrinsic momenta
g, — A /2 and k, emerge as the momenta difference of the respective (fundamental) Wilson lines coming out of the
target. In the first (~ Oy Py) term in the second line of (25) the projectile and the target exchange the Odderon
in the amplitude alone. The resulting intermediate target state forms the Pomeron out of the Wilson lines in the
amplitude and its complex conjugate (after crossing the final state cut). In the second (~ Py Oy ) term the projectile
and the target exchange the Pomeron in the amplitude, while the Odderon exchange forms by crossing the final state
cut and in combination with the Wilson line in the complex conjugate amplitude.

A. Reproducing the double Pomeron contribution from Ref. [82]

Before calculating the contribution from Pomeron-Odderon interference, we quickly confirm that the double
Pomeron contribution (first term in the second line of (25)) reproduces the corresponding term in [42]. We assume
that for a large target, the general distribution Py (r,, b)) approximately factorizes as Py (r,b1) ~ Py (r )T (bL),
where T'(b, ) is a profile function normalized to the target area fb (by) = mR% and Py (r) is related to F(z4, k)

(3) as

Flzg k1) = 7TR?4/ SR LTIDL (). (26)
v @02 J,,
In momentum space we can write
27)?
Py(ki,AL)~ (2m) F(zg, k1 )T(AL), (27)

2
TR

with T(A ) being the Fourier transform of T'(b, ). For a large target, the intermediate momentum transfer is typically
small A} < q,, k) and so we can approximate the Py Py term as

(2m)*

(rR%)? (xg’qUF(“?g”ﬁ)/ T*(AL)

1
/ Py(ql - iAL7_AL>,PY(k7L;AL)
AL AL

B (2m)4 N (2m)4
= WF(%,QL)F(%,M)/M T?(by) ~ TR

(28)

F(xqu)F(xga kl) )

which holds for a sharp profile T2(b ) ~ T'(b, ). Setting also A = 0 in the hard part of (25) we can compute the
angular part of the k| -integral (see App. A)

—k S P S
/ 2l k) XS gy 2P xS
ki 21 (g — ki) 2 Pjy

The contribution to the polarized cross section is

dAO’pp N PhJ_ X SJ_ 1 dz le ~
B i B (L

q11
/ ko dky Py, k), (29
0

min z z1

(30)

Py

P %
X zghy (14)F (xg’;)/o kydky F(zg kL),

which exactly reproduces the double Pomeron term in Eq. (46) from [42]. The remaining terms in the expression
for the polarized cross section in [42] contain the linear pieces in F'(z4, k) (including its derivative), which originate
from the third term in the last line of (23) and also the first two lines in (5).

B. The contribution from the Pomeron-Odderon interference

We now focus on the second line in (25), describing the contribution to the polarized cross section from Pomeron-
Odderon interference. For the Odderon distribution we assume a decomposition of ; and b, dependence as

Oy (r1,by) ~ RAT (by)Oy (ry) (7L -by), (31)



that is common for a large nuclei [40, 46, 85-88]. Oy (7. ) is in principle an unknown non-perturbative function, while
T’(b)) is the derivative of T'(b, ). Unlike the Pomeron, Odderon is explicitly off-forward, as signified by the “directed
flow” correlation 7 - by = cos(¢, — ¢p) [89]. It is convenient to introduce the Fourier transform of Oy (r ) as

: R2 ik, -r
icos(pr — ¢0)G(xg, k1) = (7;75‘2 / ROy (1)) cos(¢pr — ¢o) (32)
T
with ¢¢ some reference angle. Then
(2m)?
Oy(kL, AL) = WG(J@, ]{il)RAALT(AL) COS((bk — ¢A) . (33)
A

For the Pomeron distribution we use (27). As in Sec. II A we expand for small A < q,, k1. Since Odderon is at
least linear in A |, we expand the hard coefficient to linear order in A to find

dAc My N2 dzdz 1 -
o Mn IVG / L p (1 T ) zghi1(zq)ReEr (21, 2)

dypd?Py, ~ 272 N2 —1) 2223 -1
“ / 2| 1 ALxS, (g —ki)xSi(q —ki) AL (34)
koA, 21| 2(qy, — ki) (g —k1)? (q,, —k1)?

X [Py(q.,A1)Oy (ki1,A1)—Py (ki,A1)Oyv(g ., AL)],

where we used Oy (q,,—A1) = —Oy(q,,A]). Inserting (27) and (33) into (34) we can compute the angular
integrals - for computational steps see App. A. We highlight that after the angular integrations are performed the
contribution ~ F(x4,q1)G (x4, k1) (where the Odderon is formed in the amplitude, while the Pomeron involves the
amplitude and its complex conjugate, cf. the discussion below (25)) vanishes and only the term ~ F(x4, k1 )G (zg,q1)
(Pomeron formed in the amplitude, Odderon in amplitude and its complex conjugate) remains. Assuming T(A ) =
ﬂRie*AiRQA/“, the A integral yields fooo A1 dA ;A2 T?(A ) = 272 and the polarized cross section takes a simple
form

dAc N2 Pp. xS, 1 1 Loqz
- M c <o p

dynd?Py, 1 m NNCQ -1 P2, PyRamR} /zmh, 2 ta 1(2q)G(2g, Pr1/?)
Py (35)

> 1 . 21
X / %P (11) zleeEF(zl,z)/ kidk, F(zg,ky).
z 1 z 0

z1
Eq. (35) is the central result of our work. Odderon represents an off-forward exchange and so it is more common to
find Odderon contributing to exclusive and/or diffractive reactions. The interesting point about (35) is that, through
interference with the Pomeron, Odderon can also appear in SSA, which is an inclusive observable. Pomeron-Odderon
interference also appears in charge asymmetries [90-92].

Based on (35) and (2), we can make a parametric estimate of the nuclear dependence for Ay. For a dense target
we can use GBW-type [93] parametrization of the Pomeron distribution

7TR2 2 2
Fag, k)~ —Ae F1/Qs (36)
g ﬂ_QQS

Here Qg is the saturation scale of the nuclei Q% oc AY/2. For the Odderon, we can use the Jeon-Venugopalan model
[85], which gives [46, 64]

R% 3(N2-4 SRSk k?
G(xwkl)zﬂ A 3(N; ) QsRy ki ( L _2> o k1/Q% (37)

Q% 16(N2 — 1)2 a3 A2 Qs \ Q%

Note that G(z4, k1) has a node as a function of &k, that will lead to a sign change of Ax as a function of Py .
Pni/z1
/ kidky F(zg, k1) o< Ry oc AY3
0

g%@iﬁi o A-1/6.
5

G(xg, Pp1/z)
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and so dAo o< A=%/6. For the unpolarized cross section (2) we have do oc A'/3 leading to Ay oc A~7/6. The same
parametric estimate was also obtained in [40]. By comparison, the nuclear dependence of the double-Pomeron term
in (30) is Ay oc A7Y/2 at Py, ~ Qs. The difference is in part from different A-scaling of F(xg, k) ~ Qg) ox AY/3
vs. G(zg, k1 ~ Qg) = A~1/6 and in part due to the non-trivial integral in A that effectively brings an extra factor
1/(PhiRa) ox A=Y/2 in (35).

III. NUMERICAL ESTIMATE

In this Section we perform a numerical estimate of Ay for pp and for pA collisions. For the Pomeron distribution
Py (r1) we use a fit [94] of the numerical solutions of the BK evolution as follows

1 —C17T | 1
Py (r1) = exp [—41{00 exp <0'3Y(2271)C3> AY31n <MA + c)] ) (39)

considering cg, ¢1, co and c3 as free fitting parameters, with A = 0.2 GeV. We have checked that the HERA-constrained
numerical solutions of the BK equation for Py (r, ) from [95] are decently reproduced with co = 0.087 GeV?, ¢; = 0.80
GeV, co =1 GeV, ¢3 = —0.77. Based on this fit, the initial saturation scale Qg (z¢) for the proton, obtained from the
definition Py_o(r; = v2/Qs(w0)) = e /2 is Qs(wo) = 0.35 GeV. The fit (39) is used to calculate F(z,, k) via (3)
that is used in (2) as well as in (35).

For the Odderon we make a similar fit based on the numerical solution [64] of its own BK equation [39, 82, 86, 96-98|

1 1 Tars 1
Oy (ri) =xe B (cr )30 (71/\ + e> exp [47{06 exp <0.15Y(;M)03> AY31n <MA + e)] ) (40)

with free parameters A\, B, ¢, v and ¢}. The remaining parameters ¢, cp and c3 are same as in (39). For Y = 0,
Eq. (40) reduces to the functional form provided by the JV model [64, 85]. We find a reasonable agreement with the
numerical solutions for the following parameters values: B = 0.15, ¢ = 1.21 GeV, v = —0.04 and ¢, = 0.10 GeV?.
For the overall A parameter we fix A = 2.2 x 10~ so that the overall magnitude of the Odderon exchange at Ty = X
is in line with the recent microscopic computations for proton targets and based on the quark light-front model [63]
which is about an order of magnitude higher than the maximum value set by the group theory constraint [86]. The
result for G(z,4, k) in case of proton target (A = 1) is shown on Fig. 2. The function G(z4, k1) has a peak at
around k| =~ 0.5Qs(xo) and a node around k| =~ 1.4Qg(xo) in this model. The peak position and the node position
of G(xg4, k1) does not change with evolution to smaller values of x4, because there is no geometric scaling for the
Odderon [39, 86, 97]. This seems to be a generic feature of the angular harmonics of the dipole amplitude [39, 99].
The main effect of the evolution is a decrease in the magnitude of G(z4, k) originating from the non-linear term in
the BK equation for the Odderon [39, 86, 97].
Next, we approximate [42, 43|

Ppi Pp 1

z1 z
zl/ kidk, F(xg, ki) zz/ kidk, F(zg, ki), (41)
0 0

which is to be understood as a zeroth order term? in the Taylor series of this function around z; = z. By using (41),
the remaining z; dependence in (35) is exactly of the form to utilize (7). This is a great simplification so that the
polarized cross section that we will use for the numerical computation becomes

Pp
dAo N2 P, xS, 1 1 Lodz P, -
——— = —7M & — 26 h G LN ki dk, F(z, k
dypd2 Py, m NNCQ—l P,Qu_ Pri Ry 7TR124/Z 2261(Z)xq 1) <Ig’ z >/0 1dk L F(zg, kL),
(42)

min

whereby only é;(z) appears! The twist-3 FF é;(z) is typically found to contribute to double spin asymmetry [66, 76—
78, 100]. In the numerical computation we use the result from the chiral quark model [65, 66]

_ oz M,
o 1—=2 MN

é1(2)

D(z), (43)

4 We numerically confirmed that first order term, proportional to the derivative of (41), is very small.
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FIG. 2. Fourier transform of the Odderon exchange for proton target as a function of k1 for different values of x4 as indicated

on the plot.

where M, is constituent quark mass M, ~ My /3.

The remaining quantities to determine Ay are as follows. We are using the central tables from the JAM collaboration
for the transversity PDF h;(z4) [101] as well as for the unpolarized FF D(z) [102], respectively. For unpolarized PDF
we are using [103]. The factorization scale implicitly present in the collinear PDFs and FFs is set to P, .

— =z, =02 005 — 1z, =02
1.0 ez, =04 eer, =04
ceep = 0.6 0.01 ceety = 0.6
ez, = 0.8 am;, = 0.8
0.03
= =
< <
X - % 0.02
] i
= g
0.01 pl Al — 70X
0.00
—0.01

15

2.0

2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5

Py /QS(%)

FIG. 3. An as a function of P, for 70 with several different values of zr at Vs =200 GeV.

On Fig. 3 left, we show Ay in pp — 7°X production as a function of P, for several different 2 for RHIC energy
Vs = 200 GeV. We find that Ay changes sign as a function of Py, which is originating from the behavior of the
Odderon distribution G(z4, k1), see Fig. 2. Same result was reported in [40] for ¢gA collisions. By changing xp we
effectively probe the Odderon distribution at different x,. Nevertheless, the node position is almost unchanged and
roughly determined by the value of the initial saturation scale Qg(zo) by Pn1 = 1.3Qs(x) (we recall: Qg(zg) = 0.35
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GeV for this particular model (39)). Recent global analysis [104] found that the initial saturation scale is in the range
Qs(zo) = 0.39—0.62 GeV implying a node in Ay in the range P, =~ 0.5—0.8 GeV. The Ay data at RHIC [8-10, 55]
is taken for P, 2 1.5 GeV, and so a lower range in Pj,; would be required to test this mechanism experimentally.
One may benefit from changing the unpolarized target as the node will move to a higher value: P, ~ 1.3A'6Qg(z),
albeit at the expense of reducing the magnitude of Ay ~ A~7/6. On Fig. 3, right we show the result for p Al — 70X
where the node location is at P, ~ 2.25Qg(x0).

As xp increases, x4 is decreased and so the Odderon drops in magnitude. From Fig. 3 we find Ax to be nevertheless
rising with g - the drop in the Odderon is counteracted by a stronger increase in the ratio of the transversity PDF to
the unpolarized PDF. The model results in a percent level asymmetry in the range zx ~ 0.6 — 0.8 for proton targets,
when Py, is not too high. For nuclear targets Ay is strongly suppressed. We have checked this numerically and
found the numerical suppression to be very close to the parametric estimate Ay ~ A~7/6.

The overall magnitude of Ay strongly depends on the size of the Odderon exchange and also on the twist-3 FF é;(z).
Our numerical results rely on a specific model computation and more precise estimates rely on future extractions of
these functions. In particular the soft component of the Odderon exchange has only recently been discovered in elastic
pp [105, 106].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We found a new contribution to SSA in forward pA collisions that relies on the Pomeron-Odderon interference in
the dense nuclear target to generate the phase required for SSA. The result then becomes sensitive to the real part
of the twist-3 FF, which is in contrast to the conventional mechanism where the imaginary part of the twist-3 FF
appears. The new contribution has no counterpart in the strict collinear twist-3 framework, arising as a consequence
of a higher twist description of the dense target.

Our computation predicts a node in Ay as a function of Pj, that is originating from the small-z description of the
Odderon in the dense target. While also alternative contributions to Ay can develop a node, see for example [44],
the interesting point here is that the node position is fixed by the initial saturation scale and does not change with
rf - a feature characteristic to the small-x evolution of the Odderon. For nuclear targets the node position moves to
higher P, , but then Ay drops strongly as Ay oc A~7/6. These results could be tested experimentally at RHIC or at
the future LHCspin project [107] with proton or light-ion targets. Pomeron-Odderon interference can also contribute
to polarized A production in ep and eA collisions, and so this mechanism could in principle be searched for also at a
future Electron Ion Collider [108].

We find it unlikely that the Pomeron-Odderon mechanism alone would be responsible for the SSA observed at
RHIC. The obtained Ay for forward pp collision is percent level only for xx > 0.6 and in the low P, range (around
the proton saturation scale Qg) - dropping to per-milles after about P, 2 3 — 3.5Qs. For pA collisions, Ayx drops
as Ay ~ A~7/6 over a broad kinematic region and so the contribution from the real part of twist-3 FFs appears
negligible for heavy targets. On the other hand, the contribution from the imaginary part of twist-3 FFs is in line
[43] with the STAR data. Considering both of these contributions, the quantitative description of the PHENIX data
still remains a challenge. Clearly more work is needed in this direction, perhaps by additionally incorporating the
contribution from twist-3 distribution functions [41] and the lensing mechanism [44] in a comprehensive computation.
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Appendix A: Angular integrals

We first calculate angular integral from Eq. (29)

(qrr — k0> o @, + k% —2q11ky cos(dnk)

L / ao L=k XS0 [ sin(Gsn) -k sin(s) (A1)
0
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where ¢op = ¢y — ¢p. We have g, | = P /271 so that ¢,, = ¢p,. With the help of the Appendix C from [109] we find

) qi1 1 @+ K )) msin(¢sn)
I =27 sin + 1-— = — 2 (1+sgn —k
(@sn) <|q%J_ — k2 211 ( P O reenlan =)

(A2)
_ Ppi xS, Pry
=mn——Fy— (1+sgn | —— — kL .
PhJ_ z1
The sign function leads to an upper bound of the &k, integral in (30).
We now solve the double angular integral in the first part of (34)
2 2 1 ALXSL (q —kL)XSL(q —kL)'AL
Jy = / doy / dpa |—= 4 2L 1L cos(dra) - A3
' 0 0 2 (q11 — kL)2 (g1 —ki1)? (g1 —ku1)? ( ) (43)
Performing the ¢ integration we find
1 [ sin(¢sy) y [T sin(¢gsn) cos(Pnr)
n=rai| -5 [ do v [ da
2 Jo @3, + k2 —2qiikycos(dne) o @3, + k2 —2q1. k) cos(<bh;€)]2
27 . 27 .
sin sin cos
- Qukl/ dr— . (¢sn) —— / dér— : (¢sk) cos(nr) _ (A4)
0 la7, + k7 —2q11k1 cos(dnr)] 0 la7, + k7 — 2q11 kL cos(nr)]
27 .
sin
+ ki/ d¢k} . . (¢Sk) 2] .
0 g7, + k3 —2q11 k1 cos(dnr)]

Out of the five integrals in (A4), the first three and the last can be computed using the results in [109]. The fourth
integral is found as

7 a6 sin(¢sk) cos(¢pnr) _ rsin(ggy) AL~ FLP = (aly + R1)(67) — K" + 467, K1 (a1, + K1)
0 [@2, + k2 —2q11 k. cos(¢ni)]” 2¢7 k11t — K1 °
(A5)
We find that all the terms add up to zero
. 1 g + K f @, + K
Ji = 202A | sin(é (1 LL L)+2(fl<:q fy UL TR
1 . uwbm,ﬁ g - R]) T g R T g R "
— kL gt — k11— (af, + KD (gt — kD)® + a7 KT (aF) +42) ok —0.
4Q%Lki|(ﬁ¢ - ki|3 |Q%¢ - ki|3
The second angular integral in (34) is
2w 27
1 AL xS, (g —ki)xS1 (g —ki) A
J:/ dqb/ doa |—= + cos(opa) - A7
? 0 g 0 2(qy, — ko)’ (g1, —ki)? (g1, —k1)? (#na) (A7)
After performing the ¢ we find:
1 o Sin(¢gh) 2 sin(gbgh)
J: ZWAL — = d¢k +q2 d¢k
2 2 Jo 2, + k. —2qkicos(onr) o g3, + k2 —2q1. k1 cos(dni)]’
27 . 27 .
sin cos sin
_— / dd— 2(¢Sh) (Pni) ——_— / dgn— . (¢sk) _ (AS)
0 g, + kT —2q11 k1 cos(pn)] 0 g7, + k3 —2q11 k1 cos(dnr)]
27 o .
el Ao — 51121(¢Sk) cos(nk) .
0 g7, + k% —2q11 k1 cos(dni)]
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Using the results from [109] and Eq. (A5) we have:

1

‘qﬂ_ - ki‘g

R SN T
2 |Q%J_ - k3_| |Q%J_ - ki|3
Ll =R = (g AR (e, —KD)? +4af K (a7 +42)
1 4 2 k‘2| 2 _ k‘2 |3
dy I RT197) 1

Jo = wA | (27) sin(¢s) —4q7 K3

(A9)

1+ si —k
=wA (27) sin(¢sp) + sign(qu L) = WQZfAJ_

P, xS, 1 + sign <P,:1L _ ku_)
g7, .

P?, >
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