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Quark spin effects in e+e− annihilation to pseudoscalar and vector mesons are implemented for
the first time in the Pythia Monte Carlo event generator. The spin-dependent fragmentation
of the string stretched between the produced quark-antiquark pair with correlated spin states is
described by the string+3P0 model implemented in the string fragmentation routine of Pythia by
using the StringSpinner package. The simulated events are used to study the model predictions
for the Collins asymmetries of mesons produced back-to-back in the e+e− center of mass system
by using both the thrust axis method and the hadronic plane method. The obtained asymmetries
are compared to the available data from the BELLE and BABAR experiments and the underlying
Collins analysing power from the string+3P0 model is compared with phenomenological extractions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The e+e− annihilation to hadrons is a fundamental re-
action to study the hadronization, the soft QCD process
that converts quarks and gluons to hadrons. According
to the factorization theorem [1], the e+e− reaction can be
factorized in the elementary hard interaction e+e− → qq̄
where a quark-antiquark pair qq̄ is produced, and the
subsequent hadronization of q and q̄ in the final state
hadrons. The hadronization is described by the fragmen-
tation functions (FFs), which encode the dynamics be-
hind the conversion of quarks and gluons in hadrons, and
are thought to be universal. A particularly relevant FF
is the Collins function H⊥h

1q that implements the Collins

effect, namely the fragmentation q↑ → h+X of a trans-
versely polarized quark q into unpolarized hadrons [2].
In the annihilation reaction e+e− → h1 h2 X, the Collins
effect is responsible for the correlations between the az-
imuthal angles of the hadrons h1 and h2 produced back-
to-back in the e+e− center of mass system (CMS). The
strength of such correlations is quantified by the Collins
asymmetry in e+e−, which couples the functions H⊥h

1q

andH⊥h
1q̄ . The Collins asymmetry in e+e− has been mea-

sured to be non-vanishing by the BELLE [3, 4], BABAR
[5, 6] and BESIII [7] experiments.

In addition to being interesting by itself, the Collins
FF is also needed to access the transverse polarization of
quarks in a transversely polarized nucleon, encoded in the
transversity parton distribution function hq

1. This can be
done by measuring the semi-inclusive deep inelastic scat-
tering (SIDIS) process lN → l′ hX, where a high energy
lepton l scatters off a target nucleon N and in the final
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state at least one hadron h is observed besides the scat-
tered lepton l′. If the target nucleon is transversely po-
larized, hq

1 is coupled with H⊥h
1q giving rise to the Collins

asymmetries in SIDIS. The Collins asymmetry in SIDIS
has been measured by the HERMES experiment using a
proton target [8, 9], by the COMPASS experiment using
a proton target [10, 11] or a deuteron target [12], and
by the HALL A experiment at the JeffersonLab facility
using a neutron target [13]. The asymmetry has been
measured to be nonvanishing for a proton target show-
ing that both hq

1 and H⊥h
1q are different from zero.

The Collins asymmetries in SIDIS and in e+e− have
been used by several groups in combined phenomeno-
logical analyses aimed at extracting hq

1 and H⊥h
1q at the

same time [14–18]. As a result of the analyses hq
1 and

H⊥h
1q are given in terms of chosen parametrizations, the

free parameters of which are obtained from fits to the
Collins asymmetries in SIDIS and e+e−. The resulting
parametrization for H⊥h

1q represents our knowledge on
this FF.
An alternative approach to the phenomenological ex-

tractions using parametrizations of FFs is the modeling
of the spin effects in hadronization and the implemen-
tation of the model in Monte Carlo (MC) event gener-
ators (MCEGs). Models represent our understanding of
the physical mechanisms involved in hadronization, and
MCEGs are needed to perform calculations that allow
the comparison between the model predictions and the
data. As explained in the following, work in this direc-
tion started recently. This paper, focused on the quark
spin effects in e+e− annihilation, represents a further step
forward in making realistic this alternative approach.
A recently developed model is the string+3P0 model,

which is an extension of the Lund Model of string frag-
mentation [19] implemented in Pythia [20]. The model
includes the quark spin degree of freedom at the am-
plitude level and was extensively studied by using stan-
dalone MC implementations [21–23]. More recently,
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it was implemented in the hadronization part of the
Pythia MCEG (the StringSpinner package [24]) for
the simulation of the polarized deep inelastic scatter-
ing with production of pseudo-scalar mesons (PSMs) [25]
and vector mesons (VMs) [24]. StringSpinner was used
to carry simulations of SIDIS with a transversely polar-
ized proton target and to study the model results for the
transverse spin asymmetries like the Collins asymmetry
and the dihadron asymmetries. A promising agreement
with data was found [24].

In this paper we describe the first implementation of
the quark spin effects in the Pythia 8.3 MCEG in
the simulation of e+e− annihilation to hadrons taking
into account the correlations between the spins of the
intermediate qq̄ pair. To describe the quark spin ef-
fects in the string fragmentation we use the develop-
ment of the string+3P0 model for the fragmentation of
a string stretched between a qq̄ pair with correlated spin
states [26]. The implementation in Pythia is achieved
by extending the StringSpinner package of Ref. [24] to
e+e− annihilation events including the spin effects for
the production of final state PSMs and VMs. We use
the new package to simulate e+e− events at the CMS en-
ergy

√
s = 10.6GeV corresponding to the energy of the

BELLE [3] and BABAR [5] experiments.
The detailed description of the implementation of e+e−

annihilation with quark spin effects in Pythia is pre-
sented in Sec. II. In Sec. III we summarize the formalism
of the Collins asymmetries measured in e+e−. The re-
sults on such asymmetries from simulated e+e− annihi-
lation events are discussed in Sec. IV and compared with
the results from the BELLE and BABAR experiments.
In Sec. V we calculate the Collins analysing power, the
ratio of H⊥h

1q and the spin-averaged FF Dh
1q, from the

string+3P0 model and compare it with phenomenological
extractions. Finally, the conclusions are given in Sec. VI.

II. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE STRING+3P0

MODEL IN PYTHIA FOR e+e− ANNIHILATION

In this section we describe in detail the different steps
applied in StringSpinner to implementat the quark
spin effects in Pythia for e+e− annihilation to hadrons.
The starting points are the StringSpinner package in
Ref. [24] and the string+3P0 model in Ref. [26].

The simulation of e+e− annihilation consists of three
main steps: the generation of the kinematics associated
to the hard reaction e+e− → qq̄, the construction of
the joint spin density matrix of the qq̄ pair, and the
hadronization qq̄ → h1, h2, . . . , by fragmenting the string
stretched between q and q̄ in the final state hadrons
h1, h2, . . . . Gluon radiation as simulated by the final
state parton shower has been switched off, since would
produce strings with gluon “kinks” between the quark
and anti-quark with correlated spin states, and such con-
figurations are not yet handled by the string+3P0 model.
Further final state effects such as the Bose-Einstein cor-

relations are also not included in the string+3P0 model,
and have been switched off.

A. The hard reaction e+e− → qq̄

To begin the simulation, we let Pythia generate the
hard reaction e+e− → qq̄, assuming the annihilation is
mediated by a virtual photon γ∗. The flavor of the quark
q is selected among the kinematically allowed flavours in
proportion to the squared charges e2q/

∑
a e

2
a. For the

generation of the kinematics, the differential cross section
associated to e+e− → qq̄ is used. The kinematics in the
e+e− CMS is shown in Fig. 1a, where θ is angle between
the momentum p− of e− and the momentum k of q. The
momenta of e+ and q̄ are indicated by p+ = −p− and

k̄ = −k, respectively.
Following Ref. [26] , we define the quark helicity frame

(QHF) by the set of axes {x̂q, ŷq, ẑq}. The axes are
obtained as ẑq = k/|k|, ŷq = p− × ẑq/|p− × ẑq| and
x̂q = ŷq × ẑq. The antiquark helicity frame (AHF) is
defined by the axes {x̂q̄, ŷq̄, ẑq̄}, obtained analogously by

using k̄ instead of k. The QHF and AHF are also shown
in Fig. 1. They coincide with the definitions used in
Ref. [27]. In the e+e− CMS, the momenta of e− and q can
be expressed in the QHF as p− =

√
s (− sin θ, 0, cos θ)/2

and k =
√
s (0, 0, 1)/2, where the electron and the quark

masses are neglected.

FIG. 1. Kinematics of the e+e− → qq̄ in the CMS.

B. The joint spin density matrix of qq̄

Once the qq̄ pair is generated, the joint spin density
matrix ρ(q, q̄) is set up. It implements the correlations
between the (entangled) spin states of q and q̄. Neglect-
ing quark masses, the joint spin density matrix reads
[26, 28]

ρ(q, q̄) =
1

4

[
1q ⊗ 1q̄ − σq

z ⊗ σq̄
z + âNN (σq

x ⊗ σq̄
x + σq

y ⊗ σq̄
y)
]
,

(1)

where σ
q(q̄)
i indicates the Pauli matrix along the axis i =

x, y, z in the QHF (AHF), and 1q(q̄) is the identity matrix.
The quantity âNN(θ) = sin2 θ/(1 + cos2 θ) describes the
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correlation between the transverse spin states of q and q̄
originated by the tensor polarization of the γ∗.

The spin density matrices of q and q̄ are obtained from
the joint spin density matrix as

ρ(q) = Trq̄ ρ(q, q̄), ρ(q̄) = Trq ρ(q, q̄). (2)

Inserting Eq. (1) in Eq. (2), it is ρ(q) = 1q/2 and ρ(q̄) =
1q̄/2, meaning that q and q̄ are not separately polarized.
Rather, their spin states are correlated.

q

hρ(VM)D(VM)

T!→#$!%

q)

H

T!&→'$!&%

ρ(q, q%)

q′q)′

FIG. 2. Representation of the polarized string fragmentation
process in StringSpinner.

C. The string fragmentation of the qq̄ pair

The string fragmentation of the qq̄ pair is simulated
by Pythia as a recursive process of elementary quark
splittings q → h+ q′ and elementary antiquark splittings
q̄ → H + q̄′, as shown in Fig. 2. The splittings are taken
from the q or the q̄ side randomly with equal probability.

In the quark splitting q → h + q′ the emitted hadron
h has four-momentum p, while the leftover quark q′

has four-momentum k′. Momentum conservation yields
p = k − k′, where k is the four-momentum of the frag-
menting quark q. The transverse momenta of q, h and q′

with respect to the string axis (i.e. the qq̄ relative mo-
mentum in the CMS) are indicated by kT, pT and k′

T,
respectively. They are related by pT = kT − k′

T.
In the antiquark splitting q̄ → H + q̄′, the emit-

ted hadron H has four-momentum P while the leftover
antiquark q̄′ has four-momentum k̄′. Four-momentum
conservation implies P = k̄ − k̄′, where k̄ is the four-
momentum of the fragmenting antiquark q̄. The trans-
verse momenta of q̄, H and q̄′ with respect to the string

axis are defined as k̄T, PT and k̄
′
T, respectively. They

are related by k̄
′
T = k̄T −PT.

The h and H mesons are restricted to be PSMs and
VMs, since only these are present in the string+3P0

model of Ref. [26].
To implement the spin effects for an e+e− annihila-

tion event, we start from the previous implementation
of StringSpinner [24] and use the string+3P0 model for
e+e− annihilation in Ref. [26]. The description of the

involved steps in the simulation of e+e− annihilation in
Pythia is as follows.

1. Splitting from the q side

Let us suppose the first splitting is taken from the q
side. In the string+3P0 model the splitting q → h+ q′ is
described by the 2× 2 splitting matrix [26]

Tq′,h,q = (. . . )
[
µ+ σq

zσ
q · k′

T

]
× Γ(h). (3)

The dots indicate the scalar term of the splitting ampli-
tude describing the energy-momentum sharing between
h and q′, already implemented in Pythia. The quan-
tity µ = Re(µ) + i Im(µ) is the complex free parameter
called “complex mass”, accounting for the 3P0 state of
quark-antiquark pairs produced at the string breakups.
The vector σq = (σq

x, σ
q
y, σ

q
z) is the vector of Pauli matri-

ces in the QHF. The matrix Γ(h) describes the coupling
of q and q′ with h. It is Γ(h) = σq

z for h = PSM, and
Γ(h) = GT σqσq

z ·V
∗
T+1q GL V

∗
L for h = VM. The vector

V = (VT, VL) is the linear polarization of the VM in the
QHF. The free parameters GT and GL describe the cou-
pling of q and q′ with a transversely and a longitudinally
polarized VM, respectively.

To introduce the spin effects in the splitting q → h+q′

according to the string+3P0 model, the hadron h emitted
by Pythia is rejected if it is not a PSM or a VM. A new
one is thus generated by Pythia, which is accepted with
the probability

wh(k
′
T;SqT) =

Trqq̄

[
Ta

q′,h q ρ(q, q̄)T
a †
q′,h q

]
Trqq̄

[
Tb

q′,h q T
b †
q′,h q

] (4)

=
1

2

[
1 + c

2 Im(µ)

|µ|2 + k′2
T

SqT ·
(
ẑq × k′

T

)]
,

where Ta
q′,h,q = T a

q′,h,q⊗1q̄. Here the splitting amplitude

for VM emission is written as Tq′,h,q = Ta
q′,h,q V

∗
a, with

a = x̂q, ŷq, ẑq labelling the linear polarization state of
the VM in the QHF. A summation over the repeated
indices is understood. If h = PSM, the indices a, b are
omitted. wh can be interpreted as the ratio between the
probabilities for a polarized and an unpolarized splitting
q → h+ q′ in the string+3P0 model.
The second line in Eq. (4) is obtained by using the ex-

pression for the splitting matrix in Eq. (3). The effect
of wh is to introduce correlations between the transverse
momentum pT of h and the transverse polarization SqT

of q, namely the transverse part of Sq = Trσq ρ(q) [see
Eq. (2)]. It thus changes the azimuthal distribution of h
produced by Pythia to emulate the spin effects of the
string+3P0 model and, for a non-zero SqT, it is responsi-
ble for the Collins effect in the emission of h. The factor
c is −1 for a PSM and fL = |GL|2/(2|GT|2 + |GL|2) for
a VM, and governs the relative sign of the Collins effect
for PSM and VM emissions. The parameter fL describes
the fraction of longitudinally polarized VMs.
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Equation (4) is the analogue of the probability intro-
duced in Refs. [24, 25] for the description of the spin
effects in the DIS process.

2. Decay of vector mesons

If h is a PSM, it does not carry spin information and
the decay is handled by Pythia. If h is a VM, its decay
is instead handled by StringSpinner. In this case the
spin density matrix of the VM is used for the simulation
of the decay process. The (not normalized) spin density
matrix reads [26]

ρaa′(h) ∝ Trqq̄

[
Ta

q′,h q ρ(q, q̄)T
a′ †
q′,h q

]
. (5)

The angular distribution of the decay products in the
rest frame of the VM is generated according to dN(p →
p1, p2, ..)/dΦ(p1, p2, ..) ∝ ρaa′ M̂a(p → p1, p2, ..) M̂a′(p →
p1, p2, ..), where M̂a(p → p1, p2, ..) is the amplitude de-
scribing the decay of a VM with linear polarization a
in the daughters d1, d2, .., and dΦ(p1, p2, ..) indicates the
relevant differential phase space factor.

The decay of h returns the decay matrix Da′a =
M̂a′ M̂a [26]. This matrix is required by the Collins-
Knowles recipe [29, 30] to propagate the information on
the orientation of the decay hadrons to the leftover quark
q′, as schematically shown in Fig. 2.

3. Propagation of the spin correlations

The spin correlations are propagated by calculating the
joint spin density matrix ρ(q′, q̄) of the remaining q′q̄ pair.
The (not-normalized) spin density matrix is given by [26]

ρ(q′, q̄) ∝ Ta
q′,h,q ρ(q, q̄)T

a′†
q′,h,q Da′a. (6)

For a VM emission the decay matrix Da′a is required,
while for a PSM emission the indices a and a′, and Da′a

are removed. The matrix ρ(q′, q̄) now contains the infor-
mation on the emission of h from the quark side.

4. Splitting from the q̄ side

After the first splitting, the next one is taken by
Pythia randomly either from the q′ side or the q̄ side,
with equal probability. Let us suppose it is q̄ → H + q̄′

from the q̄ side. The procedure for implementing the spin
effects is analogous to that of the q side.
The spin-dependent antiquark splitting is described

in the string+3P0 model by the splitting amplitude
Tq̄′,H,q̄ = 1q ⊗ Tq̄′,H,q̄, where [26]

Tq̄′,H,q̄ = (. . . )
[
µ+ σq̄

zσ
q̄ · k̄′

T

]
× Γ(H). (7)

The meaning of the different terms composing Tq̄′,H,q̄ is
analogous to those in Eq. (3), with the difference that the
Pauli matrices σq̄ = (σq̄

x, σ
q̄
y, σ

q̄
z), the transverse momen-

tum k̄
′
T as well as the polarization vector entering Γ(H)

for H = VM are expressed in the AHF.
To introduce the spin effects in the splitting q̄ → H+q̄′,

the hadron H generated by Pythia is rejected if it is not
a PSM or a VM, and a new one is generated by Pythia
still from the q̄ side of the string. The latter is accepted
with probability

wH(k̄
′
T;Sq̄T) =

Trq′q̄

[
Ta

q̄′,H q̄ ρ(q
′, q̄)Ta †

q̄′,H q̄

]
Trq′q̄

[
Tb

q̄′,H q̄ T
b †
q̄′,H q̄

] (8)

=
1

2

[
1 + c

2 Im(µ)

|µ|2 + k̄
′2
T

Sq̄T ·
(
ẑq̄ × k̄

′
T

)]
,

where the second line is obtained by using Eq. (7).
wH introduces a modulation in the azimuthal distri-

bution of the transverse momentum PT of H expressed
in the AHF. The modulation depends in this case on
the transverse part Sq̄T of the polarization vector Sq̄ =
Trσq̄ ρ(q′, q̄) of q̄. As shown in Ref. [26], after the emis-
sion of h the antiquark q̄ acquires a transverse polariza-
tion Sq̄T ̸= 0 depending on the transverse momentum
pT

1. Through Eq. (8), this leads to correlations between
the azimuthal angles of the transverse momenta pT of h
and PT of H. wH can therefore be interpreted as the
conditional probability for emitting H from the q̄ side of
the string once the hadron h has been emitted from the
q side. In the string+3P0 model, this is the mechanism
for the generation of the Collins asymmetry for hadrons
produced back-to-back in e+e− [26].

For the decay of H and the propagation of the spin
information after its generation, the same steps as in
Sec. II C 2 and Sec. II C 3 are employed provided that
the substitutions Tq′,h,q → Tq̄′,H,q̄ and ρ(q, q̄) → ρ(q′, q̄)
are performed.

5. Exit condition.

The procedure described in the previous paragraphs is
applied recursively by randomly emitting hadrons from
the q and q̄ sides of the string, until the exit condition
of the string fragmentation process is called by Pythia.
At this step a remaining string piece qm q̄n must be frag-
mented by one last breaking by a q′ q̄′ pair and therefore
the production of the final two hadrons h = qmq̄′ and
H = q′q̄n.

1 The same is true if first a hadron H is emitted from q̄, then h
is emitted from q. In this case the quark q acquires a transverse
polarization SqT ̸= 0 that depends on the transverse momentum
PT of H.
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To handle this last step, if the previous splitting was
taken from the antiquark side, we treat the production of
h as the splitting qm → h+q′ followed by the projection of
the q′q̄n state onto the hadronic state H. This leads to a
reweight procedure for h as in Sec. II C 1 and to the decay
according to Sec. II C 2 (H is taken to be unpolarized).
If h is not accepted by this procedure, Pythia rejects
the full fragmentation chain and starts all over again 2.
Analogously, if the previous splitting was taken from

the quark side, the production ofH is seen as the splitting
q̄ → H+ q̄′ and treated following Sec. II C 4. In this case,
if h is a VM, it is taken to be unpolarized.

This recipe is somewhat simplified with respect to that
proposed in Ref. [26]. We checked, however, that the
simulation results obtained with the two recipes do not
differ to a noticeable degree. This is due to the fact
that the spin information decays along the fragmentation
chain, and the possible spin effects in the production of
the final two hadrons are negligible.

III. THE COLLINS ASYMMETRIES IN e+e−

In inclusive two-hadron production in e+e− annihila-
tion, e+e− → h1 h2 X, two Collins asymmetries are in-
troduced. They are based on two different methods: the
thrust axis method, which leads to the asymmetry A12,
and the hadronic plane method, which leads to the asym-
metry A0. The methods exploit different reference planes
for the measurement of the relevant azimuthal angles and
lead to different theoretical expressions for the Collins
asymmetries.

A quantity used in both methods is the thrust axis,
the best approximation of the qq̄ axis that is measurable.
It is defined as the normalized vector n̂ that maximises
the event variable T =

∑
j |Pj · n̂|/

∑
j |Pj |. The index

j runs over the final state hadrons, and Pj is the mo-
mentum of the hadron hj in the CMS. T is referred to
as the thrust, and it is T ≤ 1. T ≃ 1 indicates a two-
jet like configuration, while T ≃ 0.5 indicates that the
distribution of the produced hadrons is roughly spheri-
cal. In experimental analyses, the two-jet like events are
selected by requiring T > 0.8 [3, 5].

The thrust axis n̂ is used to select the back-to-back
hadrons h1 and h2 forming a pair produced in the same
event, by requiring (P1 · n̂) (P2 · n̂) < 0. To reduce the
association of hadrons to the wrong hemisphere, the se-
lection QT < 3.5GeV/c is applied. QT is the magnitude
of the photon transverse momentum evaluated in the rest
frame of the h1 h2 pair [3, 31]. The requirements on the

2 This is a feature of the standard Pythia. By changing the code
manually in such a way that only the final two hadrons are re-
jected, we checked that the simulation results do not differ to a
noticeable degree. A gain in the execution time of the simulations
is however observed.

thrust and the photon transverse momentum are a com-
mon feature of the analyses performed by the BELLE
[3, 4] and BABAR [5, 6] collaborations. We apply them
in this paper as well.

FIG. 3. The kinematics associated to the thrust axis method.

1. The A12 asymmetry

For the evaluation of the A12 asymmetry, a reference
plane containing the momentum p− of the beam e− and
the thrust axis n̂ is used to measure the azimuthal angles
in the CMS. As shown in Fig. 3, the transverse momen-
tum of hi with respect to n̂ is indicated by PiT and the
corresponding azimuthal angle is indicated by ϕi, where
i = 1, 2.
The distribution of the azimuthal angle ϕ12 = ϕ1 +

ϕ2 is then considered. It is expected to be (see, e.g.,
Ref. [14, 27, 32])

N12 (ϕ12; z1, z2, P1T, P2T) ∝

1 +
⟨sin2 θ⟩

⟨1 + cos2 θ⟩
A12(z1, z2, P1T, P2T) cosϕ12,(9)

where the fractional energy of hi is defined as zi =
2Ei/

√
s, with Ei the energy of hi. The amplitude A12

depends on the fractional energies z1, z2 and on the trans-
verse momenta P1T and P2T. The dependence of A12 on
the hard scale Q2 = s is omitted in Eq. (9). The partonic
expression of A12 reads

A12 =

∑
q,q̄ e2q

P1T

z1mh1
H⊥h1

1q
P2T

z2mh2
H⊥h2

1q̄∑
qq̄ e2q D

h1
1q D

h2
1q̄

, (10)

where eq is the charge of q in units of the elementary
charge and mhi

is the mass of hadron hi. The numera-
tor in Eq. (10) involves the product of two Collins FFs

H⊥h1
1q (z1, P1T) and H⊥h2

1q̄ (z2, P2T) describing the frag-
mentations of transversely polarized q and q̄, respec-
tively. The summation over the flavors and antiflavors
expresses the fact that each hadron can be either pro-
duced in the fragmentation of q or of q̄. The denominator
in Eq. (10) is given by the product of the spin-averaged

FFs Dh1
1q (z1, P1T) and Dh2

1q̄ (z2, P2T), which describe the
fragmentations of the unpolarized q and q̄.
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The asymmetry A12 is not the directly measured
quantity. To eliminate systematic effects originated by
false asymmetries, the angular distribution in Eq. (9)
is used to construct the normalized yields R12(ϕ12) =
N12(ϕ12)/⟨N12⟩ in a chosen kinematic bin, where ⟨N12⟩
is the average yield in that bin. The ratios RU

12, R
L
12 and

RC
12 are evaluated using unlike-sign (U) and like-sign (L)

pairs, while (C) use any pair of charged hadrons. Finally
the ratios

R
UL(UC)
12 =

RU
12

R
L(C)
12

≃ 1 +
⟨sin2 θ⟩

⟨1 + cos2 θ⟩
A

UL(UC)
12 cosϕ12,

(11)

are used to measure the amplitudes A
UL(UC)
12 . They are

given by

A
UL(UC)
12 ≃ AU

12 −A
L(C)
12 , (12)

that is by the difference between the Collins asymmetry
in Eq. (10) for unlike sign hadrons (AU

12) and the asym-
metry for like sign (AL

12) or charged (AC
12) hadrons.

Note that in Eq. (11) we use the convention that the
factor ⟨sin2 θ⟩/⟨1 + cos2 θ⟩ is not included in the defini-

tion of A
UL(UC)
12 , at variance with the definition employed

experimentally [3–6].

2. The A0 asymmetry

To evaluate the asymmetry A0, the plane containing
the momentum p− of e− and the momentum P2 of h2 is
considered, as shown in Fig. 4. The plane is used to mea-
sure the azimuthal angle ϕ0 of the transverse momentum
P0T of h1 with respect to P2.

FIG. 4. The kinematics associated to the hadronic plane
method.

The distribution of the azimuthal angle ϕ0 of h1 is
expected to be [14, 27, 31, 32]

N0 (ϕ0; z1, z2, P0T) ∝

1 +
⟨sin2 θ2⟩

⟨1 + cos2 θ2⟩
A0(z1, z2, P0T) cos 2ϕ0, (13)

where θ2 is the angle between P2 and the beam p−. The
amplitude A0 depends on z1, z2, P0T and QT [31]. The

latter dependence is not explicitly shown. The partonic
expression of A0 is [31, 32]

A0 =

∑
q,q̄ e2q C

[
wH⊥h1

1q H⊥h2
1q̄

]
∑

q,q̄ e2q C
[
Dh1

1q D
h2
1q̄

] . (14)

At variance with the A12 asymmetry in Eq. (10), A0 is
given in terms of the convolution of FFs over the in-
volved transverse momenta. The convolution integral C
is defined as

C [wH1 H2] =

∫
d2κ1T d2κ2T δ(2)(κ1T + κ2T − qT)×

w(κ1T,κ2T)H1(z1,κ
2
1T)H2(z2,κ

2
2T),(15)

for two generic FFsH1,2 and weight factor w. The weight
w appearing in the numerator in Eq. (14) can be written
as w(κ1T,κ2T) = 2P0T ·κ1T P0T ·κ2T/P

2
0T −κ1T ·κ2T.

The integral is performed over the transverse momenta
κ1T of q and κ2T of q̄ in the rest frame of the pair h1 h2.
Transverse momentum conservation in the photon decay
to the quark pair is ensured by the δ-function, with qT =
−P0T/z1 being the photon transverse momentum in the
rest frame of the h1h2 pair.
Similarly to the A12 asymmetry, A0 is measured

from the ratio R
UL(UC)
0 between the normalized yields

RU
0 = NU

0 /⟨NU
0 ⟩ for unlike sign hadrons and R

L(C)
0 =

N
L(C)
0 /⟨NL(C)

0 ⟩ for like sign (L) or charged (C) hadrons.
The ratios

R
UL(UC)
0 =

RU
0

R
L(C)
0

≃ 1 +
⟨sin2 θ2⟩

⟨1 + cos2 θ2⟩
A

UL(UC)
0 cos 2ϕ0,

(16)

are used to measure AUL
0 , the Collins asymmetry with

the hadronic plane method. In terms of the asymmetry
in Eq. (14), it is

A
UL(UC)
0 ≃ AU

0 −A
L(C)
0 . (17)

Likewise to Eq. (11), A
UL(UC)
0 is given by the differ-

ence between the Collins asymmetries for unlike charged
(AU

0 ) and like charged (AL
0 ) or charged (AC

0 ) back-to-back
hadron pairs.
Note that, as can be seen from Eq. (16), we use the

convention that the factor ⟨sin2 θ2⟩/⟨1 + cos2 θ2⟩ is not

included in the definition of the A
UL(UC)
0 asymmetry.

IV. THE COLLINS ASYMMETRIES FROM
SIMULATED e+e− EVENTS

To study the quark-spin effects in e+e− annihilation
in the string+3P0 model we have evaluated both the A12

and A0 Collins asymmetries following the data analysis
described in the previous section.
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The settings and values of the relevant parameters used
in the simulations are described in Sec. IVA.

In Sec. IVB we present the results on the asymmetry
A12 and compare them with the results of the BELLE
and BABAR experiments.

The corresponding results for A0 are given in Sec. IVC.

A. Simulation settings and validation

We generated 60 · 10 6 e+e− annihilation events with
Pythia and the new StringSpinner package. The
events have been generated at the same energy for
BELLE and BABAR, namely

√
s = 10.6GeV. The anni-

hilation reaction is mediated by a virtual photon, which
is allowed to decay to qq̄ pairs with q = u, d, s. Thus the
production of the heavier charm and bottom quarks has
been switched off.

For the free parameters of the (spin-less) Lund string
Model we used the default values in Pythia 8.3, as
we did in Ref. [24]. The additional free parameters
are those introduced by the string+3P0 model. For
the complex mass µ we use Re(µ) = 0.42GeV/c2 and
Im(µ) = 0.76GeV/c2 as in Ref. [24]. The fraction fL of
longitudinally polarized VMs with respect to the string
axis is set to fL = 0.12, meaning that VM production
with transverse polarization with respect to the string
axis is favored. The oblique polarization θLT is taken to
be θLT = −0.65, meaning that the interference between
VMs with longitudinal and transverse polarizations with
respect to the string axis is different from zero. The val-
ues of fL and θLT differ from those used in Ref. [24],
fL = 0.92 and θLT = 0. The values used here were se-
lected to obtain a satisfactory agreement with the exper-
imental results. They also give a satisfactory compari-
son with the Collins and dihadron asymmetries in SIDIS,
which were the observables considered in Ref. [24].

B. Results on the A12 asymmetry

As explained in Sec. III, the A12 asymmetry can be
measured using the thrust axis as an approximation of
the qq̄ axis. This introduces a smearing in the measured
angles of the final state hadrons and in the measured
asymmetries. The correction can be evaluated using a
MCEG as done for the BELLE results published in 2008
[3] and the BABAR results published in 2014 and 2015
[5, 6]. The other option is not to correct for the use
of the thrust axis, as in the case of the BELLE results
published in 2019 [4]. Both sets of data are discussed in
the following.

1. A12 asymmetry with thrust axis correction

Being the experimental asymmetries corrected for the
use of the thrust axis, the asymmetries from the simu-

lated events have been calculated using the true qq̄ axis.
In the analysis of simulated events, the thrust axis is
used only to form the pair using hadrons from opposite
hemispheres and to apply the selection on T. For each
simulated event we use the Pythia routine for the event
analysis to find the thrust axis n̂ and to evaluate the
corresponding value of the thrust T.

For each charged hadron in a given hepisphere, all pos-
sible pairs are formed using all the back-to-back charged
hadrons. In each kinematical bin, the distribution of the
azimuthal angle ϕ12 for the unlike sign pairs, like sign
pairs and charged pairs is constructed. Finally, the ratios

R
UL(UC)
12 are fitted with a fit function based on Eq. (11)

and the Collins asymmetries AUL
12 and AUC

12 are extracted.

a. Comparison with A12 results from BELLE. In
Fig. 5 we show the results for the asymmetries AUL

12 (full
circles) and AUC

12 (full squares) for charged pions pairs ob-
tained with StringSpinner. The asymmetries are given
as a function of z1 for different bins of z2. The binning
is the same as in the BELLE analysis [3]. Each hadron
is required to have zi > 0.2.
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FIG. 5. Comparison between the Collins asymmetries AUL
12

and AUC
12 for back-to-back π± − π∓ pairs obtained with

StringSpinner (full markers) and the corresponding asym-
metries measured by BELLE [3] (open markers).

As can be seen, the simulated asymmetries show a ris-
ing trend as a function of z1 in each z2 bin. Hadrons with
large fractional energies are likely to be produced close
to the initial quarks, where the correlations between the
spin states of q and q̄ are strongest and the resulting
Collins effect is large. As studied in detail in Refs. [21–
23], the spin information in the fragmentation chain de-
cays as long as more hadrons are produced (with small
z values), resulting in a small Collins effect. Note also
that the simulations reproduce smaller AUC

12 asymmetries
than the AUL

12 asymmetries, as observed in the data.

To better understand how the AUL
12 and AUC

12 asymme-
tries arise in the string+3P0 model, in Fig. 6 we show
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FIG. 6. The Collins asymmetries AU
12 (circles), AL

12 (squares)
and AC

12 (triangles) for back-to-back π±−π∓ pairs as obtained
with StringSpinner. The same simulated events as for the
asymmetries in Fig. 5 have been used.

separately the asymmetries AU
12 (circles), AL

12 (rectan-
gles) and AC

12 (triangles). As can be seen, AU
12 is positive

while AL
12 is negative. This is expected since the product

of two favored Collins FFs contribute to AU
12, while the

product of a favored and an unfavored Collins FF ap-
pears in AL

12, and in the string+3P0 model the favoured
and unfavoured Collins FFs have opposite signs. AC

12 is
instead close to zero due to the fact that both U and
L pairs contribute, which have Collins asymmetries with
opposite signs.

In Fig. 5 we also show the asymmetries AUL
12 (open cir-

cles) and AUC
12 (open squares) measured by BELLE [3].

The errorbars associated to the data correspond to the
total uncertainty obtained by summing in quadrature the
statistical and the systematic uncertainties. The same is
done also for the data considered in the following. Note
that the BELLE data are already corrected for the con-
tribution of charm quarks [3]. Thus the comparison with
the MC results is consistent. As can be seen, the com-
parison with data is satisfactory. The model reproduces
the size and the trends of both the experimental AUL

12

and AUC
12 asymmetries.

Note that the simulated asymmetries have been
slightly shifted horizontally by a constant amount to bet-
ter show the comparison with data. This is done also in
the following.

b. Comparison with A12 from BABAR. The
BABAR collaboration has also measured the A12 asym-
metries for back-to-back charged pion pairs as a function
of the fractional energy zi with a slightly different
binning [6]. The asymmetries AUL

12 (open circles) and
AUC

12 (open squares) measured by BABAR are shown
in Fig. 7. They are corrected for the smearing effect
caused by the misalignment between n̂ and the qq̄ axis
as well as for the contribution of charm quarks. The zi
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FIG. 7. The Collins asymmetries AUL
12 (full circles) and AUC

12

(full squares) for back-to-back π±−π∓ pairs as obtained with
StringSpinner, and as measured by BABAR [6] (open mark-
ers).

range has been set to 0.15 < zi < 0.9. In addition a
cut αi < π/4 has been applied, where the opening angle
αi is the opening angle of hi with respect to the thrust
axis [6].

The closed points in Fig. 7 show the results obtained
from the MC simulations as a function of the fractional
energy. The trend is the same as in Fig. 5. In particular,
they show a rising trend as a function of the fractional en-
ergy. The size of the asymmetries turns out to be smaller
as compared to the experimental results. This is some-
how expected since results from BELLE and BABAR are
different, as already noted in Ref. [5].

In Fig. 8 we show the Collins asymmetries AUL
12 (full

circles) and AUC
12 (full rectangles) for charged kaon pairs

from MC events. The asymmetries are shown as func-
tion of z1 for the selected bins of z2, and each kaon is
required to have a fractional energy 0.15 < zi < 0.9 and
an opening angle αi < π/4 as in the BABAR analysis
[6]. Comparing with the A12 asymmetries for charged
pions in Fig. 7, one can see that the string+3P0 model
produces a larger Collins asymmetry for kaons. To un-
derstand this feature, we recall that in the string+3P0

model with only PSM production, the Collins asymmetry
for the production of pions is similar to the asymmetry
for the production of kaons [21]. When introducing also
VM production and decay, the decay products of VMs
contribute to a dilution of the Collins asymmetry of the
final hadrons [23]. The dilution is less for kaons as com-
pared to pions, due to the fact that the fraction of mesons
from decays of VMs is lower in the kaon sample than in
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FIG. 8. The Collins asymmetries AUL
12 (full circles) and AUC

12

(full squares) for back-to-back K± − K∓ pairs as obtained
with StringSpinner, and as measured by BABAR [6] (open
markers).

the pion sample.
The corresponding Collins asymmetries for charged

kaons measured by BABAR are shown in Fig. 8 by the
open markers. As can be seen, StringSpinner satisfac-
torily reproduces the size of the measured asymmetries
for small and large z. Note that for kaon pairs the reduc-
tion of the AUC

12 asymmetries with respect to the AUL
12

asymmetries is more pronounced than in the pion case
(cf. with Fig. 5), which is reproduced by the simulations.

2. A12 asymmetry without thrust axis correction

In this section we study the AUL
12 asymmetry evaluated

using the thrust axis n̂ and not corrected for the smear-
ing effect due to the misalignment between n̂ and the qq̄
axis, as done for the BELLE results published in 2019
[4]. In the simulation, only the fragmentation of u, d
and s quarks is allowed. The asymmetries are evaluated
in the same z and PT bins used by BELLE [4], and the
same cuts 0.1 < zi < 1.0 and αi < 0.3 rad are applied.
The latter cut rejects 23% of the hadron pairs. When
evaluating the asymmetry as a function of the transverse
momentum, each hadron is required to have zi > 0.2.
The asymmetry for charged pion pairs as a function of

z1 in bins of z2 is shown in the top plot in Fig. 9 (full
circles). It exhibits a rising trend as a function of the
fractional energy. The size of the asymmetry is smaller
as compared to the AUL

12 asymmetry in Fig. 5 evaluated
using the true qq̄ axis. In fact, using the thrust axis
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FIG. 9. The Collins asymmetry AUL
12 for back-to-back π± −

π∓ pairs as obtained with StringSpinner (full circles) and as
measured by BELLE [4] (open circles). Top plot: z1 × z2
binning. Bottom plot: P1T × P2T binning. The open squares
represent AUL

12 evaluated by StringSpinner using the true qq̄
axis.

the asymmetry is reduced by a factor of about 0.6 in
agreement with the BELLE result [3].
The bottom plot in Fig. 9 shows the A12 asymmetry

as a function of P1T in bins of P2T. It has nearly a lin-
ear trend in the considered transverse momentum range.
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Considering that the AUL
12 asymmetry is roughly given

by the product of two Collins FFs [see Eq. (10)] and the
nonmonotonic PT-dependence of the Collins analysing
power for the production of pions studied by the stan-
dalone simulations in Ref. [23], one would not expect a
nearly linear trend for AUL

12 as a function of transverse
momentum. This can be seen by evaluating the asym-
metry AUL

12 using the true qq̄ axis, which is shown by the
open squares in the same figure. Therefore, it turns out
that the misalignment between the thrust axis n̂ and the
true qq̄ axis results in a dilution and a change of the trend
of the Collins asymmetry as a function of PT, leading to
a nearly linear dependence on this variable.

The corresponding AUL
12 asymmetries measured by

BELLE for back-to-back charged pion pairs are shown
by the open points in Fig. 9. Unlike the 2008 BELLE
results [3], these asymmetries are not corrected for the
contribution of charmed quarks. To obtain the Collins
asymmetries in events initiated by u, d or s quarks, we
multiply the asymmetry measured by BELLE by the fac-
tor (1 − fc)

−1, using the fraction fc of charm-initiated
events given by BELLE and assuming a vanishing Collins
asymmetry resulting from such events [4].

Looking at the upper plot in Fig. 9, it can be seen
that StringSpinner gives a satisfactory description of
the experimental AUL

12 asymmetry as a function of the
fractional energy. An exception is the last point for
0.7 < z2 < 1.0. From the bottom plot, it can be seen
that simulations agree also with the magnitude and the
rising trend of the Collins asymmetry as a function of
transverse-momentum.

Using StringSpinner with the same parameter set-
tings we evaluated also the Collins asymmetries for back-
to-back π0 − π± pairs and η − π± pairs, which were also
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FIG. 10. The Collins asymmetries AUL
0 (full circles) and AUC

0

(full squares) for back-to-back π±−π∓ pairs as obtained with
StringSpinner, and as measured by BELLE [3] (open mark-
ers).

measured by BELLE in 2019 [4]. A description of the
experimental results similar to that in Fig. 9 was found.
From the point of view of phenomenology, an analysis

of the AUL
12 asymmetries measured by BELLE using the

thrust axis turns out to be difficult with the presently
available theoretical tools. This would require the cross
section for the reaction e+e− → h1 h2 X for back-to-
back hadrons h1 and h2 including the dependence on the
thrust axis, which is not available yet. A step forward
in this direction has been performed recently for the re-
action e+e− → hX, the cross section of which has been
applied to the study of the transverse momentum depen-
dence of the spin-averaged Dh

1q FF [33].
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FIG. 11. The Collins asymmetries AUL
0 (full circles) and AUC

0

(full squares) for back-to-back π±−π∓ pairs as obtained with
StringSpinner, and as measured by BABAR [6] (open mark-
ers).

C. Results on the A0 asymmetry

To calculate the Collins asymmetry A0 we have used
the same simulated events used to obtain the A12 asym-
metry of Sec. IVB. The A0 asymmetry has also been
corrected by the experiments to account for the use of
the thrust axis instead of the true qq̄ axis. This asymme-
try is however less sensitive to the misalignment between
n̂ and the qq̄ axis, the correction factor being about 1.10
[3, 5].

a. Comparison with the BELLE data. The results
for the asymmetries AUL

0 (full circles) and AUC
0 (full

rectangles) for back-to-back charged pions are shown in
Fig. 10 as a function of z1 for selected bins of z2. The
kinematic selections and the z-binning are the same as in
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the BELLE 2008 analysis in Ref. [3] (and as in Fig. 5).
As can be seen, the A0 asymmetry also exhibits a rising
trend as a function of z. Comparing to the A12 asym-
metry in Fig. 5, A0 turns out to have lower values. This
is expected because the use of the momentum of h2 to
build the hadron frame in Fig. 4 introduces a smearing
analogous to the thrust axis. By comparing Fig. 10 with
Fig. 9, it is interesting to note that the size of the A0

asymmetry is similar to that of the A12 asymmetry with-
out the correction for the thrust axis smearing.

The A0 asymmetries measured by BELLE [3] are also
shown in Fig. 10 (open markers). As can be seen,
StringSpinner gives a satisfactory description of the
trend as a function of the fractional energy and of the
magnitude of both the AUL

0 and AUC
0 asymmetries. An

exception is the interval 0.7 < z2 < 1.0, where the sim-
ulated results for the AUL

0 asymmetry is systematically
lower than the BELLE data. This is not the case for the
AUC

0 asymmetry.

b. Comparison with BABAR data. In Fig. 11, we
show the simulated A0 asymmetry (closed points) in the
same two-dimensional z1 × z2 binning as in the 2015
BABAR analysis [6]. The trend and the size of both
AUL

0 and AUC
0 are similar to what obtained for BELLE

in Fig. 10. This is expected since the annihilation events
are carried at the same CMS energy, and that the selec-
tions applied in the analysis are similar (the cut αi < π/4
applied by BABAR rejects only the 9% of the simulated
data). The corresponding Collins asymmetries measured
by BABAR in 2015 are shown by the open markers in
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FIG. 12. The Collins asymmetries AUL
0 (full circles) and AUC

0

(full squares) for back-to-back K± − K∓ pairs as obtained
with StringSpinner, and as measured by BABAR [6] (open
markers).

Fig. 11. A satisfactory description of the AUL
0 asymme-

try is found for z1 > 0.3, while if at least one of the
fractional energies is less than 0.3 the simulated asym-
metries are lower than the data. A similar description is
also found for the AUC

0 asymmetry.
In Fig. 12 are shown the simulation results for the

AUL
0 (full circles) and AUC

0 (full squares) asymmetries
for charged kaons, in the same binning for the fractional
energy as in the BABAR analysis [6]. The asymmetry
has a rising trend as a function of the fractional energy
and it is lower than the A12 asymmetry for charged kaons
shown in Fig. 8. This is analogous to the A0 asymmetry
for charged pions.
The corresponding asymmetries measured by BABAR

are shown in Fig. 12 by the open markers. Despite the
large uncertainties in the data, the agreement between
StringSpinner and the data is satisfactory for both the
AUL

0 and AUC
0 asymmetries.

0.5 1 1.5
 (GeV/c)T0P
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FIG. 13. Comparison between the Collins asymmetries AUL
0

(full circles) and AUC
0 (full squares) as a function of P0T for

back-to-back π± − π∓ pairs obtained with StringSpinner

(full markers), and the asymmetries measured by BABAR
[5] (open markers).

Finally, to further investigate the transverse-
momentum dependence of the A0 asymmetry predicted
by the string+3P0 model it is interesting to evaluate the
AUL

0 and AUC
0 asymmetries for charged pion pairs as a

function of P0T using the simulated events. The simu-
lation results for AUL

0 (closed circles) and AUC
0 (closed

squares) are shown in Fig. 13. Both asymmetries have a
peculiar transverse momentum dependence. They show
a rising trend as a function of P0T for P0T ≤ 0.7GeV/c
while for larger transverse momenta they flatten out.
This is seen also in the corresponding BABAR results
[6] shown in the same figure by the open markers. As
can be seen, the agreement between the simulations and
the experimental data is remarkable both for the trend
and the size of the asymmetries.
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This result and the satisfactory description of the
transverse-momentum dependence of AUL

12 evaluated us-
ing the thrust axis in Fig. 9 (bottom), represent a test
of the transverse-momentum-dependent effects in e+e−

annihilation predicted by the string+3P0 model. The re-
production of these effects is encouraging and motives
further developments of the model.

V. THE COLLINS ANALYSING POWER IN
THE STRING+3P0 MODEL

As can be seen from Eqs. (10) and (14) the essential
ingredient of the asymmetries A12 and A0 is the ratio
between the Collins function H⊥h

1q and the spin-averaged

FF Dh
1q. This ratio is related to the Collins analysing

power for the fragmentation of q in h,

aq
↑→h+X

p (z, pT) =
pT
z mh

H⊥h
1q (z, pT)

Dh
1q(z, pT)

, (18)

which gives information on the nonperturbative spin-
dependent dynamics involved in the hadronization pro-
cess. It depends on z and the transverse momentum pT
of h with mass mh.

The Collins analysing power is also obtained from phe-
nomenological analyses aimed at extracting the transver-
sity PDF and the Collins FF from the combined anal-
ysis of SIDIS and e+e− data [14–18]. In such anal-
yses a parametrization is chosen for the z-dependence
of H⊥h

1q , while the Gaussian ansatz is assumed for
the pT-dependence. These assumptions are then re-
flected on the dependence of the Collins analysing
power on z and pT. Furthermore, assuming isospin
and charge conjugation invariance, the favoured spin-

averaged FF DF=Dπ+

1u =Dπ−

1d =Dπ−

1ū =Dπ+

1d̄
and the un-

favoured spin-averaged FF DU=Dπ−

1u =Dπ+

1d =Dπ+

1ū =Dπ−

1d̄
are introduced. Analogously, the favoured (HF ) and un-
favoured (HU ) Collins FFs are defined. Using these def-
initions, one obtains the favoured (unfavoured) Collins
analysing power aFp (aUp ) by inserting HF and DF (HU

and DU ) in Eq. (18).

The string+3P0 model, on the other hand, produces
its own prediction for the Collins analysing power. This
quantity was extensively studied in the previous works
by the means of a standalone Monte Carlo implementa-
tion of the string+3P0 model [21–23]. However, given
the satisfactory description of the e+e− data achieved in
Sec. IV, it is interesting to evaluate the resulting Collins
analysing power and compare it with phenomenological
analyses. After recalling the steps for calculating the
Collins analysing power from simulated data in Sec. VA,
we show the results and the comparison with phenomeno-
logical analyses in Sec. VB.

A. Calculation of the Collins analysing power from
simulated data

The Collins analysing power aq
↑→h+X

p can be accessed
in simulations of the fragmentation chain of a trans-
versely polarized quark q↑. In the string+3P0 model
it consists in simulating the fragmentation of a string
stretched between a q↑q̄ pair where only q is transversely
polarized and the fragmentation chain is evolved from q
towards the q̄ side. Taking the transverse polarization
of q with respect to the string axis to be SqT, the joint
spin density matrix to be used in simulations is given by
ρ(q, q̄) = ρ(q)⊗ 1q̄, where the spin density matrix of q is
ρ(q) = (1q + σq · SqT)/2. To simplify, we take q to be in
the pure state with SqT = ŷq (|SqT| = 1).
The azimuthal distribution of the hadron h produced

in the fragmentation of q↑ is expected to be [2]

dNh

dϕC d z dpT
∝ 1 + aq

↑→h+X
p (z, pT) |SqT| sinϕC , (19)

where the Collins angle ϕC is given by ϕC = ϕSq
− ϕh.

ϕSq
and ϕh are the azimuthal angle of SqT and the az-

imuthal angle of pT, respectively, evaluated in the QHF.
The Collins analysing power is thus the amplitude of the
sinϕC modulation. As can be deduced from Eq. (19),

it can be calculated as aq
↑→h+X

p (z, pT) = 2⟨sinϕC⟩ in a
selected z or pT interval.
To calculate the Collins analysing power we performed

simulations of fragmentations of u↑ū strings at the CMS
energy

√
s = 10.6GeV using the same free parameters as

in Sec. IVA.

B. Comparison of the Collins analysing power with
phenomenological analyses

As a preliminary step, we checked that the isospin and
charge conjugation relations used to define the favoured
and unfavoured FFs hold also in simulations. This is
as expected because the isospin and charge conjugation
symmetries are employed in Pythia to calculate the
probabilities for projecting a given quark-antiquark pair
onto a hadronic state.
Afterwards we evaluate aFp and aUp by looking at the

distribution in Eq. (19) for, respectively, final state π+

and π− mesons. The result is shown as a function of
z in Fig. 14. The top panel shows aFp as given by the

string+3P0 model (circles), while the bottom panel shows
aUp (triangles). The favoured and unfavoured analysing
powers have about the same size but opposite sign [21–
23].
In the same figure are shown the favoured and un-

favoured Collins analysing powers evaluated by using the
Collins FFs extracted by different groups [15, 34, 35].
The same color-code is used for both aFp and aUp . The
continuous line is the analysing power extracted in
Ref. [15] (TS-TO15) using only the BELLE data on AUL

12
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FIG. 14. Comparison between the Collins analysing power for
favoured (circles) and unfavoured (triangles) fragmentation as
obtained from the string+3P0 model and the corresponding
results from different phenomenological analyses (see text).

[3] and assuming the relation aFp = −aUp (”scenario 2”).
The enveloping red band represents a two standard de-
viations confidence interval (CL) evaluated by using the
estimated uncertainty on the only free parameter of the
aFp [15]. The gray band shows the 95% CL interval for the
analysing power from the analysis performed in Ref. [34]
(TO-CA24) using the SIDIS, e+e− and proton-proton
data. The dashed-dotted line is the corresponding me-
dian value of the analysing power. The blue band shows
the analysing power as obtained by a revisited TO-CA24
analysis (TO24n) [35] that in addition includes the re-
cent Collins asymmetries in SIDIS with a deuteron target
measured by COMPASS [12] and assumes a polynomial
dependence on the Collins analysing power on z as in
Ref. [36]. The band represents a two standard deviations
CL interval, while the dashed line is the mean value of
the analysing power.

As can be seen from the top panel in Fig. 14 the
favoured Collins analysing power increases as a function
of z, a feature common to the different extractions. The
string+3P0 result is remarkably similar to the TO24n ex-
traction and not too far from a linear dependence on z
as in the TS-TO15 extraction. Compared to the TO-
CA24 extraction, the aFp results are similar for z > 0.3
but differ for smaller values. Concerning the unfavoured
analysing power aUp , the string+

3P0 model predicts again
a rising trend with z, as also obtained in TS-TO15 and
TO-CA24.

A different result for aUp is obtained in the TO-CA24

extraction, where a constant expression for the analysing
power as a function of z (i.e., same z-dependence for HU

and DU ) is found to be adequate for a satisfactory de-
scription of the data. This assumption has been success-
fully used also in previous analyses [14, 37]. The differ-
ence between the two results can be seen as an additional
uncertainty on the knowledge of the unfavoured Collins
FF as obtained from phenomenological analyses.
In this respect, models of polarized hadronization, such

as the string+3P0 model, can be used as a guide for the
choice of the parametrization of the Collins FFs to be em-
ployed in the phenomenological analysis of SIDIS, e+e−

and proton-proton data. In particular, the string+3P0

model suggests a polynomial functional form for the
z dependence of the favoured and unfavoured Collins
analysing powers. It implements the fact that the in-
formation on the spin state of the fragmenting quark de-
cays along the fragmentation chain and the memory of
this state becomes negligible at small z.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The string+3P0 model of hadronization is implemented
for the first time in the Pythia 8 event generator for
the simulation of the e+e− annihilation to hadrons with
quark spin effects. We use the recursive recipe for the
simulation of the spin-dependent string fragmentation of
a quark-antiquark pair with entangled spin states pro-
posed recently in Ref. [26]. The actual implementa-
tion in Pythia is performed by developing further the
StringSpinner package, which now can be applied to
generate either polarized DIS events or e+e− events.

In this work, we used the new package to simulate e+e−

annihilation events at the CMS energy
√
s = 10.6GeV

assuming the annihilation to occur by the exchange of a
virtual photon. This corresponds to the kinematic con-
figuration of the BELLE and BABAR experiments. The
generated events are analyzed to calculate the Collins
asymmetries for back-to-back hadrons in the e+e− CMS
system by exploiting both the thrust axis method and the
hadronic plane method. The simulated Collins asymme-
tries are compared to data from the BELLE and BABAR
collaborations. A satisfactory comparison is found with
the BELLE data for the both Collins asymmetries calcu-
lated by using the thrust axis method and the hadronic
plane method. The comparison with the BABAR data is
also satisfactory, with the exception of the A12 asymme-
tries for charged pions. The inconsistencies between the
BABAR and the BELLE results for these asymmetries
are, however, known.
Using the simulations, we also calculated the favoured

and unfavoured Collins analysing powers predicted by the
string+3P0 model as a function of the fractional energy.
The results were shown to be similar to those of phe-
nomenological extractions that assume a non-constant
dependence of the unfavoured analysing power on the
fractional energy.
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To conclude, considering the encouraging results ob-
tained in this work, we believe that the string+3P0 model
is a sound model for the description of the quark-spin
effects in hadronization and that it can be used for a sys-
tematical implementation of such effects in Monte Carlo
event generators.

The StringSpinner code used in this paper will be-
come available as a contributed module to Pythia, avail-
able from gitlab at gitlab.com/pythia8-contrib.
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