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1 Abstract

In this study, asymmetries in the collisions between bound states with like and unlike spin states are
investigated. The goal is to provide theoretical ground for probing the angular momentum structure
of the proton using helicity asymmetries in polarized proton-proton collisions. In order to provide
proof of principle for the presence of asymmetries between like and unlike helicity collisions, this
study uses nonrelativistic time dependent scattering theory. A simple collision model between two
bound states is used with potentials specially selected for this study. While at first order there is no
helicity asymmetry between like and unlike helicity collisions, terms at second order do not appear
to vanish. However, further investigation is necessary to prove that these second order terms do not
vanish unexpectedly.

2 Motivation

It is known that the spin of the proton is not entirely due to the spins of the constituent quarks
[1]. One possible source for this missing spin is the orbital angular momentum of the constituents.
In order to determine if there is any spin contribution from orbital angular momentum of the
constituents, there is a need for experimental techniques that probe the angular momentum of the
partons.

One experimental probe of the orbital angular momentum has been suggested and studied by
Douglas Fields and his group at the University of New Mexico [2]. Fields has suggested that orbital
angular momentum might have an effect on the observed momenta perpendicular to the collision axis
of the final products of the hard scattering of two polarized protons. This momentum perpendicular
to the collision axis is called transverse momentum. The effect of angular momentum on the final
products would have on the transverse momentum depends on the impact parameter of the collision,
as well as the relative directions of the angular momentum. Figure 1 illustrates this process.

Unfortunately, little progress has been made in determining the impact parameter of proton-
proton collisions experimentally, so there is a question as to whether an effect can be seen when all
impact parameters are summed over. A paper by Meng et al [3], making a similar suggestion for
probing angular momentum using polarized proton-proton collisions, found that an effect could still
be seen even after summing over all impact parameters. A more recent paper [4] by a member of
Fields’ group here at UNM considered semi-classical collisions of two rotating bodies, and also found
that an effect should be seen after integrating over all impact parameters.

The effect that should be observed is an asymmetry in the transverse momentum to the beam
axis between collisions with like helicity and collisions with unlike helicity. When a system has
angular momentum in the same direction as it travels it has positive helicity, and when the angular



Figure 1: Diagrams for the classical collisions of rotating bodies with various impact parameters
and helicity combinations, illustrating the transverse momentum of the collision products. Starting
from upper left and moving clockwise, a like helicity collision with large impact parameter gives a
large transverse momentum, an unlike helicity collision with large impact parameter gives a small
transverse momentum, an unlike helicity collision with a small impact parameter gives a large
transverse momentum, and a like helicity collision with a small impact parameter gives a small
transverse momentum.



momentum is anti-aligned with its motion it has negative helicity. In like helicity collisions, both
bodies have helicities of the same sign, while in unlike helicity collisions they have opposite signs.
Despite the amount of effort put into determining this effect using classical methods, there
has been little work using quantum mechanical scattering theory to see if the effect should be
expected. The purpose of this paper is to investigate helicity asymmetries in the quantum mechanical
scattering of bound states with angular momentum. The next section is a brief introduction to time
dependent quantum scattering, which will serve to prepare a reader unfamiliar with the subject for
the calculations that follow. The next section will also introduce the notation used in this paper.

3 An Overview of Scattering Theory

Classical scattering theory involves the study of collisions. Quantum scattering theory is the exten-
sion of scattering theory into the quantum realm, and many of the features of classical scattering
carry over. Of key importance to the theory of quantum scattering is the scattering operator, which
will be discussed first. We begin by considering an elastic collision off some fixed potential, and gen-
eralize to inelastic and multiple particle scattering later. Throughout we will follow the formalism
presented by Taylor [5].

3.1 The Scattering Operator

In a beginning discussion of classical scattering we are concerned with a particle with some given
momentum, which scatters off of a fixed target. The scattering particle approaches the target from
a long way off during a period of time which is very large compared to the time elapsed in the
scattering event, and then with some new momentum travels a large distance over a long period of
time before it is detected. Since the starting and ending distances are large, and the times elapsed
before and after the collision are large, we consider that the particle has approached from spatial
infinity at time ¢ = —oo and afterward travels off to spatial infinity at time ¢t = +00. We call the
trajectory in from spatial infinity the in asymptote and the trajectory back out the out asymptote.
Provided that whatever forces cause the scattering fall off quickly with distance from the target, we
then treat the particle as a free particle along each of this asymptotes, which are then connected in
the middle by some possibly complicated scattering trajectory.

In order to move this picture into the quantum realm, we imagine that there is some scattering
state 1) at t = 0. At this time the state evolves under the full Hamiltonian H of the system. We
then label the state at t = —oo as |1;,) and the state at t = +00 as |[yue). In each of these states
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the particle is a free particle evolving under the free Hamiltonian Hy = 7.

In order to guarantee the validity of this picture, and also derive the results that follow, we make
some assumptions about the scattering potential. We assume that the potential falls off faster than

r~—3 as r goes to infinity, and that the potential has a weaker singularity as r goes to zero than

r=2. We also assume that the potential has only a finite number of finite discontinuities. These
requirements are fairly stringent; for example, these conditions exclude the Coulomb potential from
consideration. It is worth noting that the Yukawa potential of nuclear interactions does indeed meet
these requirements.

Given these assumptions, the picture of in and out asymptote free states holds, and we write

UBl) Z UOin) (1)
UDW) i U'O)our) (2)



where

Uty = e m, (3)
vy = e ()
are the usual propogator and the free particle propogator, respectively. Since these are unitary

operators (for time independent Hamiltonians, an assumption we make throughout), we act on both
sides of these rough relations with UT(¢). We can then write that

W = lim UOUOO) = L) o)
|¢> = tE?MUT(t>UO(t>|¢out> EQ*W)oui»- (6)

That these limits exist must be proved, and once they are they can be taken as the definition of
the operators (24, which are known as the Mgller operators. They carry the in asymptote forward
in time to the scattering state, in the case of the Q1 , and the out asymptote backward in time to
the scattering state, in the case of the Q2_. The proof of the existence of the above equations is
somewhat tricky, and the interested reader is referred to Taylor. Since these operators carry the
asymptote states onto only those scattering states where the particle can have come from infinity or
escape to infinity, their range is orthogonal to the bound states of the Hamiltonian at ¢t = 0.

As limits of unitary operators, these Mgller operators are what is known isometric operators.
They are not unitary since they map from a complete Hilbert space at ¢ = +00 onto only part of the
Hilbert space at ¢ = 0. Nevertheless, in order to conserve probability, the Q4 still satisfy QLQi =1,
so we can write the out asymptote as a function of the scattering state,

ol jg) = QM0 |you) (7)
= |¢out> . (8)
With this we can write
our) = QL[y) 9)
= Q'O |[vin) (10)
= Slin), (11)

where S is the scattering operator. The scattering operator evolves |1;,) to [ou:) and tells us
everything about the scattering process in question. This formalism is very practical from an exper-
imental standpoint. The state sent into the scattering process is in principle well controlled, and the
state eventually emerging from the collision and entering into our detectors and can be measured
precisely. Since the scattering operator is determined by the particular interaction under question,
by knowing the in and out states experimenters can probe the interaction occurring in between.

We imagine some specific initial state [i,) that evolves to some [¢)+) at ¢ = 0 via the Qy
operator, and some specific final state |9o,:) at ¢ = 0 that is carried to some [p—) via Q_. The
probability that this initial state evolves into this final state is then the squared product of the two
at t =0,



P o= [(¥—|pH)? (12)
= [(ouel QL Q) (13)
|<¢out|8|¢1n>|2 . (14)

As our final result regarding the scattering operator, it can be shown that the .S operator conserves
energy, and must contain the sum of the identity operator (particle is not scattered) and some element
determining the scattering process. Altogether this yields the matrix element in the momentum
representation,

(p'ISlp) = o(p' —p) — 2mid(E, — E,)(p'| Tp) , (15)

where (p’| T'|p) is called the on shell T matrix element and is sometimes just called t(p’ < p). “On
shell” refers to the conservation of energy; the 1" operator is also extended to the “off shell” region
where it is useful for mathematical analysis, but not physical in the sense that the overall scattering
process must conserve energy. It should be noted that in relativistic scattering, very short lived
processes occur off shell because of the uncertainty relationship AEA¢ > %i/2; this is the case for
scattering off of virtual particles.

3.2 The Differential Cross Section

We imagine sending a beam of particles with random impact parameters at a target, and we can
count the number of particles that are scattered. With the density of the beam measured in particles
per unit area, n, the number of particles scattered is

N = on. (16)

We see that o is the probability of scattering, per particle per unit area. o is of course the cross
section, and is the effective cross sectional area of the target in the case where all particles entering
the cross sectional area are scattered.

While o represents the total cross section for all kinds of scattering, if we select out a specific
scattering process, we have a different effective area for scattering. If we choose to examine the
number of particles that scatter into a specific differential element of solid angle, df) then we arrive
at the differential cross section for that scattering,

do

0 s . (17)
The differential cross section can then be integrated over some region of solid angle to arrive at

the effective cross sectional area of the target for scattering into that region. Since the differential

cross section is related to the probability of scattering, it seems clear that we can relate it to the

scattering operator. This is accomplished by first recalling that the probability density of measuring

some specific scattered final state in momentum space is

o(dQ)

p(p) = <1/)out|p> <p|1/)out> (18)
= |¢out(p)|2 ) (19)



and then integrating this over a small element of solid angle df) and all magnitudes of momenta.
This gives the probability of measuring some final state in a differential unit of solid angle,

PR — ) = d /0 P2dp|tout (p)]? (20)

It is worth noting here that we are using momentum space rather than a position representation.
This may be a bit confusing, since when we speak of scattering into some unit of solid angle we
usually picture some part of a sphere around the scattering event, clearly an element of position
space. However, the unit of solid angle in momentum space gives the direction of the particle’s
momentum, and since it will travel in the direction of its momentum, we expect the particle to
impact our detectors in a corresponding unit of solid angle in position space.

Next we recall that [1eu:) = S|tin), and write the momentum representation wavefunction of
the out asymptote in terms of the scattering operator and the in asymptote wavefunction,

1Z)ouif (p) = <p|¢out> (21)
(BIS|tin) (22)
- / dp’ (p|S|p" )i () - (23)

To finally arrive at the cross section, we need a beam of particles, each with a random impact
parameter. We imagine then that each 1, is composed of a wavefunction ¢(p) well peaked in
momentum space, which is acted on by a rigid translation in position perpendicular to the beam. This
translation by an impact parameter b in the momentum representation is achieved by multiplying
o(p) by e~'P/h  These impact parameters are uniformly distributed over all possible values of b.
Thus,

Yin(p,b) = ¢(p)exp PP/ (24)

We then need to integrate the probability of scattering over all impact parameters, so that

d—adQ = /deP(dQ<— Vin) - (25)
7k9]

Combining equations (20) - (25), and inserting equation (15) for the representation of the scatter-
ing operator, we have a mess. This mess can be resolved very nicely with the help of the assumption
that ¢(p) is well peaked about some momentum po. We also have to avoid consideration of the
flux into the small region pg, because in this region scattered particles are indistinguishable from
unscattered particles. With these assumptions, the delta functions can be resolved to remove all the
integrals, and the final result is that

do
7k9]
where m is the mass of the particle.

Sometimes the entire right hand side of the equation is defined as the square of the“scattering
amplitude” "« p)|?. Clearl "« p) is directly proportional to t(p’ « and since there
p p p y JpP p Yy prop p p)

= @m)'m’lt(p’ —p)|?, (26)



is no need to use both we will use ¢(p’ «+ p) exclusively. The key point in all this convoluted math

is this: the quantity measured in an practical scattering experiment, %, is directly proportional to

the complex square of the on shell T matrix element. The majority of Sections 4 and 5 of this paper
is devoted to calculating the T matrix element, in order to check to see if an experimenter could
measure a difference in cross section between like and unlike helicity collisions. Therefore, we need
some tools to calculate the T operator in terms of the scattering interaction.

3.3 The T Operator

To relate the T operator to the interaction potentials, we begin by defining the Green’s Operator,

Giz) = (z—H)'=x-H"-V)"'. (27)

Here z is any (possibly complex) number such that the inverse exists. For instance, 2 — H cannot
be inverted when z is an eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian, z = E. Then we say that G(z) has a simple
pole at z = E, and we can avoid this pole when necessary by considering instead z = E + i¢, and
take the limit as ¢ — 0 through positive values. If we have a full description of G(z), including poles
(places where the Hamiltonian has discrete eigenvalues) and branch cuts (where the Hamiltonian
has continuous eigenvalues), then this is equivalent to knowing the entire energy spectrum of the
Hamiltonian.
It is also useful to have in hand the free Green’s operator,

G = (z—H"', (28)

and its relationship with G(z),

G(z) = G'2)+G°2)VG(2) . (29)

This last relation is proved via the operator identity

AV = B4+ B NB-A)A". (30)

We next define the operator T'(z) in terms of the Green’s operator,

T(z) = V+VGR)V . (31)

It can be shown from equation (29) that

T(z) =V +VG'T(z) . (32)

This last relationship is especially important, because the action of the free Green’s operator on
momentum states is known,

U S e )
P'1G%(2)lp) = T (33)



By inserting equation (32) into itself again and again, a series solution is formed in terms of just
the potential and the free Green’s operator,

T(z) = V4HVG RV +VG VG (2)V +--- . (34)

This series is known as the Born series, and assuming it converges, T(z) can be approximated
by truncating the series at an appropriate point. Taking the first term alone is known as the first
Born approximation, the first two alone are the second Born approximation, and so on.

The Born series is used frequently in scattering problems due to the difficulty or even impossibility
of calculating the matrix elements of 7'(z). It will be used here as the exclusive method for calculating
cross sections and helcity asymmetries, under the assumption that all potentials selected for the study
(see sections 4 and 5 below) converge sufficiently rapidly for the first term or two to dominate. For
high energy processes, the Born series does serve as a good approximation [5], and since the models
here are meant to evoke high energy scattering of protons, using such a power series approximation
gives further parallels between the models used here and those processes.

Finally, we must prove the relationship between this T'(z) operator and our on shell T operator
described previously. By writing out the scattering operator in terms of the Mgller operators, and
those in turn in terms of the unitary operators, a series of mathematical exercises and tricks can be
used to show that

(p1SIp) = 6(p"—p) — lim 2mi 6(Ey — Ep){(p'| T(Ep + ic)lp) - (35)
Now it can be seen that what was called T before is in fact the seemingly arbitrarily defined
T(z) operator when z = E,, + ic. We can see that the addition of the infinitesimal positive e is key,
since it allows us to avoid the values of z where T'(z) does not exist, and allows us to use the tools of
contour integration when we are confronted with integrating terms like the denominator of equation
(33) over a full range of momenta.
For the remainder of this paper, it will be more convenient to write just z instead of E, +ie and
just T instead of T'(E, + ie).

3.4 Multichannel Scattering

In single channel scattering, the assumption was made that just a single particle was scattering off
of a potential. These results can be generalized to an elastic collision between two particles by using
center of mass coordinates, but that is as far single channel scattering can go. In order to investigate
the scattering of bound states, we must generalize to multichannel scattering.

We take as an example a single particle scattering off of a pair of particles bound together. There
are many possible outcomes of this scattering. The lone particle can scatter elastically off the pair,
it can excite the bound state, and it can break the pair apart so that there are three free particles in
the final state. There can even be a case where the lone particle knocks one of the members of the
bound state out and takes its place. Each possible end state represents a different “channel” that the
initial state can evolve into. Adding to this all of the different possible initial states that the three
particles can begin in, there is a large number of channels even for this relatively simple picture.

Thankfully generalizing to the multichannel picture is straightforward. We now have a variety
of |¥;n,) and [1h,yt) states to consider as asymptotes, and these asymptotes no longer have to evolve
under the free Hamiltonian. Rather, the Hamiltonian of an asymptote is the full Hamiltonian with
all interactions between particles that are allowed to move far apart subtracted out. For instance,



in the case of a lone particle scattering off the bound state, |1;,) will evolve under a Hamiltonian
which includes the interaction between the two bound particles, but no other potentials. In the case
of an out asymptote |1} where all the particles are free (the breakup channel), the appropriate
Hamiltonian is once again the free particle Hamiltonian.

Since the Hamiltonians of the asymptotes depend on the particular channel under consideration,
the Mgller operators depend on the in and out channels, and so also does the scattering operator.
We now combine one scattering operator for each combination of in and out channel into a larger
scattering operator with two indices,

|¢out> = Sﬁa|¢1n> 5 (36)

where « is some label corresponding to the in asymptote and § corresponds to the out asymptote.
The matrix element of the scattering operator for a particular transition between an in channel
and out channel is written as

(0',88%|p,a) = 8(p' — p)dsa — 2mi (B — Ep){p', BIT|p,a) (37)

where a convention to be used throughout this paper has been introduced, where the set of all
momenta in a state is represented with a bar beneath the momentum variable. For instance, k =
ki, ko, K,;P. The § function between the momentum sets then corresponds to the set of all §
functions between the various momenta. We see here that just as we have a different scattering
operator for each combination of in and out channels, we have a different T" operator for each set of
channels. It is defined as

TP%(z) = VY4 VAGQ(z)V, (38)

where here V¢ refers to the sum of potentials between particle bunches in the in channel, which
are also the potentials subtracted from the full Hamiltonian to get the Hamiltonian the in channel
evolves under. Similarly, V' refers to the sum of potentials in the out channel between particle
bunches, and again these are the potentials subtracted from the full Hamiltonian to give the out
channel Hamiltonian. This notation is convenient to write but can certainly be confusing. In our
example of a single particle scattering off of a bound state, V¢ is the sum of potentials with which
the single particle will eventually interact with the bound state, and does not include the potential
holding the bound state together. If the lone particle was to then break up the bound state, then
V8 would include all of the potentials.
With the idea of channel Hamiltonians,

HY = H-V*, (39)
we can define the channel Green’s operators, which are hopefully (but not usually) more tractable
than the full Green’s operator appearing in equation (38). They are

Gz2) = (¢—H* . (40)

By using the same operator identity as in the single channel case equation (30), we can write an
equation for 7°%(z) in terms of the out channel Green’s operator,



TP (z2) = Vo4 VPGP (2)TP> . (41)

This relationship can be inserted into itself again and again just as before, generating an infinite
series for the multichannel scattering process analogous to the Born series for the single channel
process. This series is

TP = V4 VPGPV + VPGP )VPGP () Ve 4 - - . (42)

The breakup channel is especially convenient when using this series, since in that case G? is just
the free Green’s operator, as discussed above.

The final consideration in adapting single channel scattering to multichannel scattering is the
calculation of the differential cross section. Unfortunately there is no clean generalization. The
derivation of each differential cross section depends on the particulars of out channel, an also the
particular question asked. For the example of the lone particle and bound state collision, one might
ask for the cross section for finding one of the particles in a differential unit of solid angle without
caring where any of the other particles are found. Alternately, one might ask where one of the
particles is found given that the other two are detected with specific energies in specific places. This
second example of differential cross section is the most specific question that can be asked. It is,
in a sense, the “most differential” of all the cross sections, and all others can be built up from it
by integrating over the variables that the experimenter is uninterested in or unable to measure.
One result that carries through all scattering processes and channels choices is that this “most
differential” cross section (denoted here as £2) is proportional to the square of the T operator

DQ
bracketed between the initial and final states,

Do

g & |(final|TP%|initial)|* . (43)

The objective of this paper is to compare the differential cross sections between like and unlike
helicity collisions, so the constants of proportionality are unimportant. They depend on the partic-
ular case under consideration, and will divide out in the final asymmetry calculation, so they will
not always be given.

4 The Three Body Problem

The first step in investigating helicity effects in quantum scattering is to see whether such effects
are present in a simple and easily calculated model. It also serves as a warmup for the four body
scattering problem which is the main topic of this thesis.

4.1 The Model

We imagine that we have two particles, particles 1 and 2, both with mass m. Initially, particle 2 is
bound to a third particle whose mass M is much greater than m, so that (in the limit that M is
infinite) particle 3 sits at the origin. The initial bound state between particles 2 and 3 is denoted 1,
and the interaction between 2 and 3 is assumed to be spherically symmetric. Particle 1 is initially
a plane wave, and interacts with particle 2 via a Yukawa potential V5. It is assumed that the

10



coupling constant is small, so that the Born series converges rapidly, and the first term serves as a
good approximation.

Note that since particle 3 remains at the origin, this model is identical to a two body problem
with particle 2 bound to the origin. We do not enforce conservation of momentum in this problem,
because particle 3 can freely absorb any unaccounted for momentum.

We are interested in the breakup channel, where in the final state both particles 1 and 2 are
plane waves. Their final momenta will be k; and kg, respectively, and particle 1 will have an initial
momentum kg 1

4.2 The First Born Approximation

The first Born approximation for this breakup process is the first term in the infinite series of
equation (42), and is denoted by T;. It’s matrix element is given by

k|Thli) = (ki,ka|Vizlko,1,%) (44)
= / Xm dX2 dX;l dX/z <k1, k2|X1, X2> <X1 5 X2| V12 |X§1X/2> <X1 5 X2|p1d)> (45)
= (27rh)79/2 / dxq dxg e ‘(Jaxitksx2—ko1x1)/h Vie(x2 — x1)¥(x2) . (46)

To solve this, we make the shift substitution x = (x2 — x1), X = x2, rearrange the terms, and
use the Fourier transform of the Yukawa potential, which gives

= (27h)"%/? / dxdX e~ tka—kor)x/h o —illathka—ko.1)X/h 1/ (x)y(X) (47)
V2R . .
= ) g s [ e o X (0¥ ()
1— Ko1

where the hat above the vector X indicates the direction of X, a shorthand used because the spherical
harmonic is a function only of the angles that give the orientation of X, and not the magnitude of
the vector. A larger hat is used over a combination of vectors to indicate that the spherical harmonic
is a function of the angles that orient the resulting vector, such as Y} ,, (pl/—l—\pz). Also, in the above
expression we have separated out the angular and radial parts of the wavefunction,

P(x) = reX)Yim(X), (49)

because the potential binding particle 2 to the origin is spherically symmetric. Note rg ;(X) is left
unspecified, and depends on the particular potential about the origin.
To finish the integration, we make use of the Bessel function expansion of the exponential,

emilatka—ko )0/ = 4 N7 i (kg + ka2 — kol X/B) Vi (ke +kz — ko)
U.m’
XY (X) . (50)

’
N

Inserting this expansion into equation (48) and integrating over the angles of X eliminates the
spherical harmonics, producing a Kronecker ¢, giving
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. _ 2/(h) g

k| TP :253/2/X2dX (ke + ke — ko 1| X /R

(kTP |4) (2mh) 5207 + ks — ko |? l§/l Ji(Jk1 + ka2 — ko 1| X /h)
XYy e (k1 N ko.1) v 10m'.m TEL(X) (51)
5 2/(h) i Vi (k1 + ka2 — ko1)Rp(Jks + k2 — ko) (52)

B2h% + k1 — ko 1|?
where

Rpi(ki +k2 —ko1|) = (27rh)*3/2/dx X2 5i(lks + ko — ko 1| X/B)re (X) . (53)

4.3 Helicity Dependence in the First Born Approximation

The cross section in the first Born is given by

d3c 167*m3 k1 ks
- k| Ty ]d)|? 4
A0, dOodE; k1o |kl Ta]a)] (54)

64m2m3kko / (k1 oh2 e
— (62h2+ |l(1 2/(1(1,0|2))2 |}/l7m(k1 +k2 _k071)|2RE7l(|k1 +k2 _k071|)2 (55)
1— ko

Note |Y,m((k1 +1§\— ko.1))|? does not depend on the sign of m. In this case, we take the
asymmetry between a positive value of m (particle 2 circulates in one direction) and a negative
value of m (particle 2 circulates the other way). From this we immediately find that

d’c _ d’c
dQ1dQ2dEr dQ21dQadE
ASM = SO = =0 (56)

dQ21dQ22dEy + dQ1dQ2dE, —

There is no helicity asymmetry in this interaction, at least to the first approximation.

5 The Four Body Problem

Rather than continue to calculate the three body problem to greater orders of approximation, the
focus of the rest of the paper will be on investigating asymmetry in a problem analogous to the
scattering of polarized protons. This situation is that of scattering two bound states, each containing
angular momentum. The two bound states will be identical to each other, except that one may have
the opposite helicity of the other.

The four body problem mirrors the semi-classical problems already investigated for asymmetries,
and at first glance it seems that an asymmetry is expected. In order to begin the search, we first
specify the exact scattering model we will use, and the motivations for it.
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Figure 2: The model for the four body problem. The two bound states ¥4 and ¢ have some initial
angular momentum, and V4 and V¢ are the potentials binding each of the two states together. Vp
acts between particles 1 and 3.

5.1 The Model

There are two important considerations in choosing a scattering model for the helicity study. The
first is to choose a model with enough of an analogy to the process of polarized proton-proton
collisions that any results can be taken to give reasonable qualitative predictions about that process.
The second consideration is to choose a model for which the cross section can be calculated with a
reasonable amount of effort.

For this model each bound state consists of a lighter particle bound to a heavier particle. The
lighter particles will interact within their bound state and with each other, while the heavier particles
will not interact between bound states. This picture is meant to evoke the scattering between two
partons, each with a small fraction of the overall momentum of the proton, and each bound to a
larger body of noninteracting partons. The reasoning behind this picture is that in high energy
proton-proton collisions, two of the partons can interact strongly, transferring a large amount of
momentum. When this occurs the two partons scatter at large angles, while the rest of each the
proton continues traveling in its original direction of motion, initially unaffected by the interaction.
Reference [6] gives an example discussion of the case of electron-proton collisions.

The less massive particle in each pair has mass m, and the larger mass is M. There are three
potentials to consider. V4 binds the first pair of particles, particles 1 and 2. Vi acts between the
second pair of particles, particles 3 and 4. 1 and 3 are the lighter particles, and they will interact
via a potential Vp which will completely ignore particles 2 and 4. See Figure 2 for a schematic of
the interaction.

5.2 The Coordinate System

First we must define the relative coordinates for this system. They are

ry = Xg2—Xi1, (57)

rg =— X4 —X3, (58)
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mxg + Mx4 — mx1 — Mxs

= 59
m—+ M ’ (59)
mx1 + Mxo + mxg + Mxy
X = .
2(m+ M) (60)
The conjugate momenta are

mpz — Mp1
kk, = —— - 61
! m+M (61)

mp4 — Mps
k, = — ———< 62
2 m+M (62)
K = (ps+psa—p1-Pp2)/2, (63)
P = pi+p2+ps+pa. (64)

The potentials V4 and Vi act on the relative position coordinates of xo —x; = ry and x4 —x3 =
ra, respectively. They have a natural representation in the set of momenta coordinates,

(k1,ko, K, P| V4 |k}, k5, K, P) = Va(ky,k])do(ke — k5)(K —K')o(P —P') (65)
<k15 k25 Ka P| VC|k;.5 k/25 K/a P/> = VC(kza k/2)5(k1 - k;.)(S(K - K/)(S(P - P/) . (66)

The potentials act only on the coordinate kets that they depend on, and ignore the other coordinates,
so that those kets form delta functions. Unfortunately the potential V5 depends on the coordinate
x3—x1 = R+ MLJFm(rl —r2), and so it has a more complicated representation in this set of momenta.
The representation is

AW I PN m _ _ m I 1
<k15k25KaP|VB|k15k25K5P> - VB(m+MK (k2 kl)/25m+MK (k2 kl)/g)
M !/ / /
KO (kg — Ka)/2 — K (K~ K)/2)
x8(ky + ko — K, — k,)5(P — P’) . (67)

A complete derivation of this relation is given in Appendix A.

5.3 The Separable Potentials

In order to ease the difficulty of calculating the four body scattering asymmetry, mathematically
convenient potentials known as separable potentials will be used. Separable potentials have the form

WV = —%vmww> (68)
— 5o’ () (69)

where p represents the reduced mass of the two body interaction. The potential in the position
representation does not contain a delta function §(r — ') and so is a nonlocal potential. A nonlocal
potential can act instantaneously, and so violates the tenants of relativity. However, as demonstrated

14



by Yamaguchi [7], potentials of this form can be used to solve many scattering problems exactly, and
for the purpose of this paper will serve to make the equations tractable. Yamaguchi demonstrated
that the solutions given by this type of potential could indeed match nuclear scattering data very
well, and so they serve as a helpful tool for the study of quantum scattering.

The particular type of nonlocal, separable potentials studied here are the Yamaguchi form factors.
The following builds upon the equations and formalism presented in [7] and in [8]. The form factors
are

o) = (3) e (10)

where the case [ = 0 gives the Yukawa potential. For our purposes we must include angular momen-
tum in the bound states, and so we consider these functions multiplied by the spherical harmonics,

i lTlfl
wlad = (5) g Vi) ()

We will use the momentum representation of these for factors exclusively, and so we need to
Fourier transform them, again using the Bessel function expansion of the exponential,

Bla) = [ drple)elo) (72)
i 17,,171 )
(27rh)3/2/dr(—> 0 e PTY) (R e P (73)

2
Tl 1
— \/ghg/ 2 (1/2)"Yim (D) / drl—Tefﬁle(pT/h) (74)

W32 (1/2) Y (B) 1) P h
1.m (P) Pl B TR Jiv1/2(pr/h) - (75)

The integral can be evaluated [9], using

(2a)'T(v +1/2)
V(B2 + a?)rti2

/ dre=P"J, (ar)r”
0

Inserting this and evaluating, we finally have

2h  h'p'Yim (P
pla) = 2L AL tmlD) ()

The first case to consider is the potential V. This is the interaction between particles 1 and 3,
for which we will use the simple case where [ = 0, which just reduces to the Yukawa potential. It is
given as
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flr Ko, K PVl K K P = =22 5P~ P)i(ky + ey — K — k)

KO K (ke — ka)/2 =~ K (g — K4)/2)
xB(— TMK — (k2 —kq)/2)
XB (K (K~ 1)/2) (79
m V2
Blrar S~ b —k/?) = e (79)

where v has been used for the constant determining the characteristic range of Vg.
The next step is to consider a potential that does contain angular momentum, and so we look at
the potential V4. Its matrix element is

(k1,ko, K, P|ValK, Ky, K/, P') = —;—:‘L S(P —P)S(K — K')d(ko — kb))

2h —
An(ka) = (| = Bhy(k] +120%) 7 Y (Ka) (81)

Mm

e v (82)

Now V¢ is identical to V4 save that it acts only within its pair of particles, on coordinate ka.
So, its matrix element is

(ky, ko, K, P| V|, K, K/, P)) = —;—Z 5(P — P)S(K — K')d(ky — K,)
Onlla) = /22 RSOZ 4 128%) Vi () (4)

It is important to note here that usually a separable potential supports only a single bound
state. The sum over different m quantum numbers here introduces a degeneracy which, as will
be shown below, allows us to have bound states with varying m quantum numbers arise from the
same interaction. This is crucial to studying collisions where the bound states have differing m.
The A,, and C,, functions do not have coefficients in front of them simply because when they have
equal weight, the potentials are in a sense as spherically symmetric as they can be. There is no such
summation over different [ quantum numbers, which means that there is only a single possible [ state
for each separable potential. Since the investigation focuses on like and unlike helicity, determined
by the m quantum numbers, there is no issue with the inability to have bound states with differing
[ arise from the same interaction.
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With these in hand, we can calculate the bound states, beginning with (k1|t4). First we write
the Schroedinger Equation in the momentum representation, for a bound state,

(kala) = va(ks) . (85)

The equation, with the bound state energy equal to —a?/2u (the minus sign is required for a bound
state solution), is

2 2

k
ﬁw%ﬂjﬁmmmwmwm>:—%mmﬂ. (6)

Rearranging and inserting our definition for the potential, the equation becomes

2h(2l+1) kll

(k +o)valka) = A = (ﬁ+h%%Hl§jmm&D

k/l .
X/dkﬁw—éﬁg)lﬂ Y7 (K)va(ky) - (87)

The solution is

KL Y (ky)
K+ R0 (k] + a?)

Yakki) = N am ( (88)

m

where N is the normalization factor, given by

1 0 p2(l+1)
N - /‘@2 ? , (89)
o P+ RPN (R 4 02)2

and the squares of the coefficients a,, sum to one,

D laml* = 1. (90)

Inserting this solution into equation (87) both confirms that it is a solution and gives an expression
relating A4 to a. Inserting, and integrating over the spherical harmonics to eliminate one summation,
we have

— " (k2 + BBy ™ (k3 + h2p2)1

2041

<> am Ylym(l/a)/ooodkl( 1 . (91)

R+ W20 (1 o)

Cancelling from the right and the left sides, and rewriting the variable of integration, we see that
the condition that the equality holds is that
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- 0o p2(l+1)
— = / dp 5 . (92)
224 0 (p? + B2 32)2041) (p2 4 o2)
This defines A 4.
The relations for Vi and it’s initial state hold in exactly the same way, with A being replaced by

C and k; by ka. Since the bound states are identical but for a possible difference in the superposition

of states with differing m quantum numbers, the binding energies are equal and thus Ag = A¢c.
The formula for (kz|Y¢) = o (ka) is then

Ky Yin (ka)
k) = N an 2 _Lm ,
vela) = N n Gy (3 + o)

(93)

For the purpose of the discussion of helicity, we will imagine the m value of both 14 and ¢
are known, and will be equal to m4 and m¢, respectively. For like helicity collisions, we will use
ma = mc¢, and for unlike helicity collisions m4 = —m¢. However for generality these substitutions
will be delayed until the final calculations of helicity asymmetry. With this choice,

kll }/l,m (l/(:) _ >
1/)A (kl) = N(k% + h262)l:1 (k% + a2) = Rl(kl) }/l,mA (kl) ) (94)
Ky Yine (ko)
(K3 + 12321 (k3 + a?)

Y (ka) = Ri(k2) Yime (kz2) (95)

where the functions R4 and R¢ are the “radial” portions of the wavefunction, those parts which
depend only on the magnitude of the momenta. This abbreviation makes the m dependence of each
of the initial state wavefunctions explicit.

5.4 The First Born Approximation

With the preliminaries in hand, we again use the first Born approximation to calculate the differential
cross section of the breakup interaction, and so determine the effects of helicity on the interaction.
Here, the series is essentially a power series in terms of the coupling constants divided by the
characteristic masses (either the masses of the particles or the appropriate reduced mass). The
size of this ratio determines how fast the series converges and how good the first terms are as an
approximation. Here we will let )\E << 1 so that the series approximation is a good one.

For the breakup interaction, the matrix element at first order in the series is

k|Tr[i) = (k[VB[i) . (96)

Inserting complete sets of states as appropriate, the T matrix element is

K|Vsli) = / K’ (| Vis ') K[ (97)
AB m I I ok m ’ ’ ’
= 2 BT K (e - ka)/2) [ GG B (K (6 - 1)/2)
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M

X5(k1 +k2—k§l—k/2)5( K+(k2—k1)/2—

K’ — (ky —k1)/2)

m+ M m+ M
x(k, k5, K', Pli) . (98)
Inserting the definition for the initial state,
KVsli) = —2F BT K (ko —k1)/2) [ di,dK,dK'B*( K — (k, — K})/2)
SrB m m+ M 2 ! =2 m+ M 2 1
x0(k1 + ko — ki — k5)d( M K+ (k —k)/Q—LK’—(k’—k’)/Q)
1 2 1 2 m+ M 2 L m+ M 2 1
x6(K' —Ko)d(P —Po)va(ky)vc(ky) - (99)

Resolving the delta functions in the primed variables by integrating over kj and ki, we have

WVli) = 22 B K ~ (s ki) /2)(P - Po)
x /dK’B*(K’ - meK ~ (ks — k1)/2)5(K’ — Ko)
xall + — (K- K)) volke - — 1 (K~ K)) (100)
= e P B K (ki a)/2)B (Ko~ K (1~ Ka)/2)
xall + (Ko — K)) Yol — — (Ko — K) (101)

We also recognize at this point that the collision is occurring in the lab frame, so that Pg = 0 and
the delta function enforces P = (. There is no dependence on the total momentum in any of the
pieces, and so we can simply drop the delta function from further calculations. With this in hand,
we can calculate the helicity asymmetry in the First Born Approximation.

5.5 Helicity Asymmetry in the First Born Approximation

For this breakup problem, the most specific cross section that can be considered would be the
probability of finding one of the particles in a small differential unit of solid angle given the measured
positions and energies of the other three particles. This is our “most differential” cross section, and
in the case of taking say particle 1 as our particle of interest is it written as

do Do
= — k|Ty])|? . 102
A dQ2d B2dQ3d E3dQdEy D = KT (102)

We can immediately see that because of the square in this relationship, there is no helicity asymmetry
in the first Born approximation of the four body problem, because all of the dependence on m 4 and
mc is contained within the spherical harmonics, which are complex squared along with 7", and the
square of the spherical harmonics does not depend on the sign of the m quantum number.

More specifically, the asymmetry calculation for like (m4 = m¢) versus unlike (mg = —mg¢)
helicity collisions is
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Do Do

ASM = ﬁlike ﬁunlike (103)
DQ like DQunlike
k|T k|T;
I B — [ IT )2 e (104)
(k[ T1[8) |75 + (K| T3]3 >|unlzke
_ |¢A( 1)¢C(k2)|hke |1/)A(k1) C( )unltke (105)
|¢A(k1)wc(k2) like + |1/)A( 1) C( )|unl7,k‘e
_ | Py jm | (cOSOk, ) P, |mA|(0059k2)| | Py jm | (cosOk, ) Prj— mA|(0059k2)|2 (106)
| Py jma | (€O80k, ) Prm 4| (c0SOky )|? 4 | P jm 4 (c08Ok, ) Pl = 4| (cOSOL, ) |2
- 0. (107)
Note that in the preceding calculation, the following were used
YVim(0,0) = (=1)FHmD/2p (cosh)e™? (108)
Yim(0,0)* = |Ppm(cosd)|* . (109)

Clearly to first order there is no difference in the measurable quantities between like and unlike
helicity collisions. However, the first Born term has ignored the effects of two of the three potentials
on the collision. It seems reasonable that to answer the question of helicity asymmetry for the four
body system, we need to move on to the next level of approximation. As such, we calculate the
second Born approximation.

5.6 The Second Born Approximation

For the second Born approximation, we must include the first and second terms, 77 and 75 of the
expansion (42). We have already calculated the matrix element of 7h. The matrix element of 7% is
given for this interaction by

k|Tli) = (k|Va G° Vi) + (k|Vs G° Vi) + (k|Ve G° Vali) . (110)

Here again G° is the free Green’s operator, and it can be shown that

_ 1/ _ _ / _ /
s, ko, K, PGP ke K, Py = Qe k) Ok Zkf;ig{ RLE=E)L

Here in a confusing but standard notation the T'(k) in the denominator represents the kinetic energy
of the four particles. It is not related to the T operator. It is

L K? P?
L2y + :
2 2p m+M  2(m+ M)

T(ky, ks, K, P) (112)

Before plunging into the lengthy calculation of this second term, it is useful to get a picture in
mind of what is actually being calculated. 77 and each of the three terms in 75 can be thought of
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i 4 ¢
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Figure 3: Four diagrams of the interactions represented by 77 and 75. The upper right interaction
is T7, while the other three are the three terms in T5.
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as particular interactions leading from the initial to the final state, whose contributions are then
summed over. A diagrammatic representation of each of these interactions is provided in Figure 3.
Resolving the free Green’s operator and inserting complete sets of states as necessary, we write

k|Toli) = (k[Va G° Vpli) + (k|Ve G° Vi) + (k|Ve G° Vali) (113)
- / dK'dK" (k| Va |k YK | GOIK") (K | Vg i) + / k' di” (k| Vs |K') (6| GO LK) (5| Vig )

+ [ Ve k0 GO V) (114)
-/ dk’%@%w / dk’%@%w / dk’%@ww (115)

— Aa / A, (k) / )
= 3 ; Am(kl)/dklz_ T(k;,kg,K,P)<k1’k2’K’P|VB|Z>

B (imK — (ks —k1)/2)

AB m
-2 B K — (ky — k Ak, dkly dK/ ——m+M
2B K - (ke ) /2) [ diak D)
/ / M M / / / / / / -
x0(ks + ko —kj — k2)5(mK + (k2 —k1)/2 — mK — (kz —k1)/2)(ky, ky, K', P| Vpli)
)‘C ’ C;z(k/z) ’ .
5 }m: Cm(kz)/dkzz_ T 5 K. (k1,K,, K, P| Vp|i) . (116)

We will tackle each term separately, and then sum them together with the matrix element of T}
to arrive at the desired result. Inserting the result from the 7 term to resolve the bracket, equation
(101), the first piece is

) A Ax (Ky) ,
0 _ A / m\>1 /
k|Va G° Vpli) = » ;Am(kl)/dklz_ T oy K P) (K, ko, K, P|Vp|i) (117)
AAAB M
= ZAm(kl)U)C(kz T M(Ko - K))é(Po —P)

m

Ax (kY) m M
dk; m. 1 B K — (ks — K] B*(Kg — ——K — (ks — K]
X/ 1Z—T(k3,k2,K,P) (m—l—M (k2 1)/2)B”" (Ko m+ M (ko 1)/2)

X Palky + (Ko ~ K) (118)

+ M

The goal now is to extract all information relating to helicity from the integral, and this is

contained within terms that depend on the sign of m4. So to continue we consider the integral
alone, with the primes removed for clarity,

[ s e B K = (ke k) /2) B (Ko — —— K — (ke — )/ 2)

x Yalks +

(Ko~ K))

[2n, K
= 16N/ —h! /kfdkl —— 1
™ (kT + h°p2)! 41 (2 — T(ky, k2, K, P))
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ki — 7] Y (k1) Vi, (ke — 7)
(47%92 + [k — p[2) (40792 + k1 — o]?)(a® + [k — 7|2)(A°B2 + |ky — 7|7)H]

X / Sin9k1d9k1d¢kl (119)

where

2m
= ko — K 12
P 2 m+M ) ( O)
2M
= ko - 2K K 121
o 2 0+m+M ) (121)
M
= - Ko - K). 122
T = (Ko—K) (122)

Each term of the form |k; — p|? can be expanded so that the dependence on k; is separated out.
The expansion is

k1 — p|2 = kf +p? — 2k1p cosO, p , (123)

where Oy, , is the angle between the two vectors and expands as

cosOr, p = cosby, costy, + sinb, sinbpcos(dr, — ¢p) . (124)

We must also break apart the spherical harmonic into parts that depend separately on each of the
vectors in its argument. This can be done using an expansion from the theories of bipolar spherical
harmonics. The formalism is drawn from [10]. The expansion is

kll Io
k1 — 7' Vi, (ks — Var@ir ! Y (- L7

i +la=1 \/ 201 + D2l + 1)!
X {Yll(@ ®Y12(?)} , (125)
l,mA
where
{Yll (kl) ® le(/‘;')} = Z Clli?;fxl,lg,mgifll mi (kl) la, m2(/-;-) , (126)
l,mA mi,mso

and the Cl™A m, Are the Clebsch-Gordan Coefficients.

l1,m1,l2,m

All together the integral reduces to

l2 l2
_16N\/ hl\/47r 20 +1)! Z sl D G by Yie s (7)

el 211 T )I2L + 1)

mi1,ma

lierll
X/dkl 5 3
(Kt + h°p2)14 1 (z = T'(ky, ke, K, P))
(kl) l1,m1 (kl)
(47792 + k1 — p|2) (41" + |k1 — a2)(a? + ki — T|2)(R7B2 + [ky — T[2)1H]

X /Sin9k1d9k1d¢kl
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To make some headway we must here reduce the generality of the problem somewhat by choosing
values for the quantum numbers of interest. We will make the choice that the initial states ¥4
and ©¥¢ have [ = 1, and that for ¢4, mg = 1. For ¥c we choose m¢c = +1, with the positive
value corresponding to the like helicity collision, and the negative value the unlike helicity collision.
Inserting these values, the integration over the ¢, coordinate can be accomplished in order to make
the dependence on the magnetic quantum number explicit. The integral can be done using contour
integration, and the details are presented in Appendix B. The integration reduces the entire first
piece to

. AAA
K[VaGVsli) = —Z22Pyc(ke —

2mp

(Ko —K))6(Po —P) > A (ky)

m

X Z Z 0111771771171277712 }/1277712 ( /7\->IA7ll7l27m7ml (k2a K, KO) ) (128)

l1+la=1m1i,m2

M+ m

where the other remaining integrals have been denoted as I4 i, 1,,m,m, and the dependence on the
various m quantum numbers is understood from the work in Appendix B. By inserting for the Clebsch
Gordon coefficients of interest we can resolve the summations. The Clebsch Gordon coefficients
vanish when the lower magnetic quantum numbers do not sum to give the upper magnetic quantum
number, in this case enforcing m; + me = £1. So the coefficients of interest to the problem (both
for work on this piece of the Born approximation and the fourth piece) are

011:11,0,0 =1, (129)
C(%:(},l,l = 1, (130)
011::11,0,0 = 1, (131)
Coon1 = 1. (132)

Thankfully these are very simple coeflicients. We need only the first two for this piece of the
Born approximation. The sums are resolved as

. Aa
(k|VaGVgli) = —2?7151/10(1(2

(Ko — K))6(Po —P) Y A (ka)

m

_M—i-m
1

(Tt o (2, K Ko) + Vi g (F)ao 1.mo(ks, K, Ko) ) . (133

(\/E o (K2, Ko Ko) + Vi1 (F) Laootmo(ka 0>> (133)

By the symmetries in the first and third pieces, I can immediately write the third term out. It is

AcA

(Ve G Vsl = 500 > Onllkapalia + =37 (Ko — K)3(Po — P)
/ Cr(k2) m / * M ’
< [ i — Py Pl K (06 —1a)/2)B (Ko — ST — (k — k) 2)
x (i — — (Ko — K)) (134

The exact same series of steps as taken before apply to this piece, with the following substitutions
made,
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A — C, (135)

kl — k2 5 (136)

k2 — kl 5 (137)

ma — mc, (138)
2m

p = C=kit g K, (139)
2M

T — X:M+m(K0—K). (141)

With these steps taken and the same integration from Appendix B as used before, the third piece
reduces to

. ACA
KVeGVali) = -840k +
2mp

1
% S7 Cm(ke) [ —=1Ic.1 0.ms1(ks, K, K
; ( 2)(\/E c.1,0,m,+1(ka 0)

+Y1,41(X)c,0,1,m0(ks, K, Ko)) (142)

(Ko ~ K))3(Po - P)

Now, we calculate the second piece, which is

- Ap g m B (2K — (kp — K4)/2)
k 0 = -=B K — (kz — k dK, dkly dK/ — 2+
(Ve &7 Vi) m B X ke 1)/2)/ 1 z— T(ky, kY, K', P)
xd(ky + ka — K] —k’)5(LK+(k -k )/Q—LK’_(k/ —X,)/2)
1 2 1 2N M 2 1 o+ M 2 1
x (ky, ks, K, P|Vgli) (143)
AB m
= 2B K— (ko —ky)/2
m (m—l-M (k2 1)/2)
y / K B (K’ — 75K — (k2 —k1)/2)
_ Prygke kPR i (K K) (i (K —K)+ (ki —ke)/2)
Z 7 J(m+M) 2n m
M
k K -K),k;—— (K —-K),K',P ) 144
x ( 1+m+M( ), ko m+M( ), K', P| Vgli) (144)

Using equation (101) with the appropriate substitutions to resolve the bracket,

m N M
m+MK—(k2—k1)/2)B (Ko — mK— (k2 —k1)/2)

2
WVs GO Vgli) = 2B B

m2

x0(Po — P)alks + — (Ko — K)o (ks — — (Ko — K))

|BK' - 5K — (k2 — ki1)/2))

4 PPH4KE K24k it (K —K) (gl (K —K)+ (ki —k2)/2) ¢
4(m+M) 2u w

x / dK’ 145)
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With all the pieces in hand, we are ready to construct the T matrix element. We first make the
substitutions

M
y = kz—m+M(K0—K). (147)
(148)

To clarify the asymmetry calculation to follow, we combine all quantities that do not depend on
the m quantum numbers into a function for each piece calculated above. In doing so, we use the
separation of initial state wavefunctions v into their “radial ” and angular parts. The definitions of
these m independent quantities are then

A m . M
Fi(ky, k2, K, Kqo) = _EB B(———K = (ke — k1)/2) B (Ko — —— K — (ks — k1)/2)
xRa(z)Re(y) (149)
AAA
Fy(ke K. Ko) = —5~ j Re(y) . (150)
A m . M
Fy(k1, k2K, Ko) = 2 B(mK + (k2 —k1)/2)B* (Ko — mK — (k2 —k1)/2)
xRa(r)Reo(x)
B(K' — M_K — (kg —kq)/2)|?
x /dK/ | ( 2 2m+M1M /( > A;fl)/ /)| (7]‘5]‘)
L Pregkz kidkE i (K —K) (555 (K'—K)+(ki —k2)/2)
4(m+M) 2p W
AcA
Fy(k2, K,Ko) = — ani Ra(z) . (152)

We at this point again drop the delta function 6(Pg — P) from further calculations. Taking the
definitions above, the total on shell T matrix is

K|Ty +Toli) = (&|Va|i)+ &|Va G° Va|i) + k|Vs G° Vi) + (k|Ve G° Vali)
= Y11(xX)Y1,41(¥)F1(ki, ko, K, Ko)

(153)

~ 1 ~
+Y1,41(¥) Fa(k, K, Ko) ZAm(kl) <—IA,1,0,m,1(k2, K, Ko) + Y1, 1(7T)1a,0,1,m,0(k2, K, Ko))

Var
+Y11(X)Y1,+1(¥) F3(ka, k2, K, Ko)

~ 1
+Y11(X)Fa(ke, K, Ko) > Cpn(kz) (EIC,Lo,m,ﬁ(kl, K, Ko)

+H,il(/)\()IC,O,l,m,O(klaKaK0)> .

5.7 Helicity Asymmetry in the Second Born

We recall that the differential cross section % discussed earlier is proportional to the square of the
T matrix element, which is denoted for brevity as |¢|? and is
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[t =

Y1,1(R)Y1,41(3)*(|F1 (k1 K, Ko)|” + | Fy (ke k2, K, Ko)|?)
2
+

- 1 N
Yi,41(¥)Fa(ke, K, Ko) ZAm(kl) (E)IA,J,O,m,J,O(kZ; K, Ko) + Y1, 1(7T)14,0,1,m,0,1(k2, K, Ko))

2
ki, K. Ko)+ Y +1(X)c,0,1,m,0ke, K, Ko))

1
+ —1 m
\/E c,1,0, 7:|:1(

Vi1 (®)Fialka, K, Ko) 3 cm<k2>(
+Y11(X)Y1 +1(¥) Fi(k1, K, Ko)

~ 1 ~
X{Yl,il(}’)Fz(kz, K, Ko) Z A (k1) (ﬁIA,J,O,m,J(kZ; K. Ko)+ Y :(7T)a,0,1,m,0ks, K, Ko))
+Y11(X)Y1,+1(¥) F3(ka, k2, K, Ko)

- 1 —~ .
+Y1,1(X) Fu(kz, K, Ko) Z Cm(k2) <—Ic,1,0,m,i1(k1, K.Ko) + Y1 +:1(X)c,0,1,m,0(k1, K, Ko))}
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1 ~
——1a,1,0,m,1,0(k2, K. Ko) + Ys 1 (T)1a,0,1,m,0,1(k2, K, Ko))

VAar

x {m@)nﬂ(?)(ﬂ (ki K. Ko) + Fs (ks ka, K, Ko))

+Y1 1Y) Fa(ke, K, Ko) Y | A (k1)

7N

_ 1 N .
+Y1,1(X) Fu(ke, K, Ko) Z Cm(k2) <—Ic,1,0,m,i1(k1, K.Ko) + Y1 +:1(X)c,0,1,m,0(k1, K, Ko))}

5

YRV (5) P (ke ks, K. Ko>{ Yi1(®)Y1.01(5)F1 (k1 K, Ko)

—1a.1.0,m,1,0ke, K. Ko) + Y7 1 (T)a,0,1,m,0,1(k2, K, Ko))

A~
EN
3

+Y1 1Y) Fa(ke, K, Ko) Y | A (k1)

_ 1 = .
+Y11(X) Fa(kz, K, Ko) Y Cn(kz) (—10,1,0,m,i1(k1, K, Ko) + Y1, +:1(X)1c,0,1,m,0(ks, K, Ko))}

-5
3

+Y11(X) Fa(kz, K, Ko) Y Crn(kz) (EIC,Lo,m,ﬁ(kl, K,Ko) + Vi +:1(X)c,0,1,m,0(k1, K, Ko))

- 1 N
X{Yl,il(y)Fz(kz, K, Ko) ZAm(kl) (EIA,J,O,m,J,O(kZ; K, Ko) + Y1, 1(7)1a,0,1,m,0,1(k2, K, Ko))

+m<§>m1<9><F1<k1,K,Ko>+F3<k1,k2,K,Ko>>} . (155)

With this we can calculate the asymmetry, where for like helicity collisions, we use the + case
in each £ and for unlike helicity we will use the — case in each +. All of the terms that have no
helicity dependence are eliminated, and so the asymmetry is

ASM

Da _ Do

_ DQlik DQunlik

= 3 ike &un ike (156)
DQlike DQunlike

_ [tlike = [¢2ntike (157)

|t Eke + 1E12 ntike
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- {|m<§>F4<k2,K,K0>|2

d

’ZC (k2) (\/—Ic 1,0,m,—1(k1, K, Ko) + Y1,4( X)Ic,o,z,m,o(kl,K,K0)>

2

ZC (k2) (\/—IC’ 1,0,m,1(k1, K, Ko) + Y71 1( X)Ic,o,z,m,o(kl,K,K0)>

]

+2Re |:}/171(§)F4(k25 K, Ko)

1 —
X C(k —] m.1(k1, K,Kg)+ Y I m.ok1, K, K
zm: ( 2)(\/E C,1,0, ,1( 1 0) 1,1(X) c,0,1, ,0( 1 0))

X{Yl,l@)FQ(kz,K,Ko)
X ZA (k1) (\/—IA 1,0,m,1,0(k2, K, Ko) + Y7 4( T)IA,O,J,m,O,J(kZaKaKO)>

Y2 (R)Via () (F ke, K, Ko) + F (ke ka, K, Ko>>}

—Y1.1(X)Fi(ke, K, Ko)

X ZC (k2) (\/—Ic 1,0m,+1(k1, K, Ko) + Yy 44( X)Ic,o,z,m,o(kl,K,K0)>
X{Yl,l@)Fz(kz,K,Ko)

1 ~
XY Am(ka) (EIA,J,O,m,J,O(kZ; K.Ko) + Y1, 1(7)1a,0,1,m,0,1(k2, K, Ko))

+Y11(X)Y1, -1 (F) (Fi(k, K, Ko) + Fs (ki ke, K, K“”ﬂ }

—1
x (|t|i-ke " |t|%;me) . (158)

It is not obvious that the above asymmetry vanishes. In fact, given the character of the various
terms, especially of the various I4 and I¢ terms, it would be very surprising if this asymmetry was
equal to zero. However, a rigorous investigation involving numerical approaches would be required
to calculate a few sample asymmetries and prove that the above asymmetry does not vanish in an
unexpected way.

6 Conclusions

There are two key conclusions to be had from the four body helicity asymmetry calculation. The
first is that there is in general a helicity asymmetry in the differential cross section of the breakup
scattering process. The second is that this asymmetry occurs at the second order of the Born
approximation.

With the assumption that our model can give us qualitative predictions about the collision of
polarized protons, we see that we expect a helicity asymmetry if the proton is made up of rotating
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constituents. In addition, we expect that this effect should be small compared to first order effects.

This prediction is complicated by the structure of the proton. For instance, quarks of different
flavors may have angular momentum directed in opposite directions, and the sea of virtual quarks
may not have any preferred direction at all. If any effect is to be found, collisions between different
flavors of quarks and between the valence and sea quarks must be separated out and investigated
independently. In addition to this are the gluons, which themselves may have angular momentum,
and make for even more possible interactions. On the other hand, if this separation can be accom-
plished, there is the possibility of using helicity asymmetries to probe the detailed structure of the
proton.

A group here at the University of New Mexico, led by Doug Fields, has investigated a specific
kind of helicity asymmetry in polarized proton-proton collisions, and these results are especially
interesting in light of their research [2]. The data used is that from the PHENIX detector at the
RHIC particle collider. This group has studied the momentum transverse to the beam direction in
both like and unlike helicity collisions. Due to conservation of momentum, it is not expected that
the jets produced in a hard scattering collision will have any total momentum transverse to the
beam direction. However, various effects contribute to an intrinsic transverse momentum in the jets.
As suggested by the semi-classical studies discussed earlier, the angular momentum of the partons
is one possible source. However, Fields and his group have found that there is no asymmetry in the
transverse momentum. This serves to confirm the prediction that any asymmetry would be a small
effect, and may even show that there is no net orbital angular momentum present in the proton.

Clearly we must be careful in making physical predictions. The nonrelativistic scattering process
described here is obviously very different from the relativistic, chromodynamical processes governing
the collision of two protons. Also, in order to make real statements about the predicted asymmetry
in transverse momentum, the cross sections presented in equation (158) must be integrated over
the variables that do not involve the transverse momentum, an effort which would itself demand
another study of similar length. Finally, all effects of spin have been neglected from this study. The
potentials selected were not spin dependent, and so neglecting spin makes no difference in the results;
however, since the strong interaction is spin dependent, further studies might use spin dependent
potentials to better model hard proton-proton scattering.
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A The Coordinates of the Four Body Problem

In order to find the matrix element of Vg in terms of the set of relative momenta k, we first consider
the matrix element of Vp in position space in terms of the cartesian coordinates. Vg acts between
particles 1 and 3. The potential is nonlocal, acts on the coordinates x3 — x3, but ignores the
coordinates xo and x4. It must also leave the center of mass coordinate between particles 1 and
3, so that the combination (x1 + x3)/2 is ignored as well. Taking all this into account, the matrix
element in position space must look like

+ 1+ x4
(x|Vplx) = d(x2—x3)d(xa — XQ)5(X1 5 X3 _ X1 : X3)

xVp(x3 — X1, X5 — X7) . (159)

The next step is to consider the matrix element of Vg in the usual set of momenta for each of
the four particles, {p1, P2, P3, Pa}. This is given with the help of the position space representation,

DIValy) = / dxdx’ (plx) (x| Vi ¥’} (x'|p') (160)

= (27?5)79/d)_(d)_(/ei(pl'x1+p2'x2+p3'x3+p4~x4)/h

/ /
X1 +X3 — X7 — X3

X§(xg — x5)0(x4 — % )d( 7

e (PR X4 P X P X TPy X/ (161)

) VB (xs — X1, X3 — X1)

This simplifies more readily with a simple change of variables

y = Xg—X1, (162)
7z = # , (163)
x1 = z-y/2, (164)
X3 = z+y/2, (165)

so that the matrix element is now
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(p|VBlp) = (27Th)79/dxde4dydzdx/2dxildy/dz/
« ¢! (P2-x2+Pa-xa+(pP1+ps)-z+(P3—P1)/2-y)/h

x (x2 —x3)0(xq —x4)6(z — 2') Vp(y,y')
% o~ P2 x5+Py X, +(Py+P5) 2 +(Ps—P1)/2Y") /1 (166)

(2nh)~? / dxgdxsdydzdy' Vi(y,y')

« ¢i((P2—P2)Xx2+(Pa—pj)-xa)/h

« i((P1+P3—P} —Ps)z+(Ps—P1—Ps+P1)/2-y)/h (167)
(27h)"*6(p2 — P2)6(Pa — P4)3(P1 + Ps — Py — P5)
> /dydy/ei((mfpzfpéﬂ?ﬁ)/?y)/ﬁ Valy,y') . (168)

The last integral we recognize as the Fourier transform of Vi (y, y’), which we will denote here simply

by Vp(B25PL, pé‘;—p/l). This also absorbs the extra factors of two, 7 and h. Section 5.3 carries out
this process explicitly. All together then the matrix element is

(p|VBlp) = &(p2—pP2)d(Psa—Py)d(P1+ P3— Py — P3)
P3 —P1 Pé - P/1)
2 2 '

xVp( (169)

The final step is of course to move from these momenta coordinates into the relative momenta.
For this we note that the relations between the p momenta and the k momenta are

p1 = —ki+ M(P ~2K) , (170)
P2 = ki ﬁ@ _ 2K} (171)
ps = —ko+ M(P +2K) | (172)
pa = kot ﬁ@ +2K) . (173)

Next, we note that by definition the bracket between the k momenta and the p momenta just
generates the delta functions that enforce the above relationships, so that the expansion of k into p
momenta looks like

ik KP) = [dpo(pr ks - 5" (P - 2K)
%6(pa — k1 — ﬁ(lﬂ - 2K))
x3(ps + ko — M(P +2K))

31



x0(pa — k2 — (P +2K))

2(m+ M)
X|p1,P2,P3,Pa) - (174)

Using these expansions, it can be seen that the desired matrix element of Vg in terms of the k
momenta is the unsightly expression

VB = bl + g (P = 2K) —1 = gt (P = 2K)
xd(ks + ﬁ(P +2K) — kj — ﬁ(? +2K')
x5(—kq — kg + mTMP+k’1+k;— mTMP’)
XVB(m—TM _kzgkl’mj}:M /_ké;k/l)' (175)

There is only a single step separating this from the form quoted in section 5.2, equation (?7?).
We recognize at this point that the delta functions given here enforce the same set of relationships
as

M
m+ M

M / ! !
d( K—(kz—kl)/g—mK + (k3 —k3j)/2)
x6(ky + kg — K, —K,)6(P — P) | (176)

so we replace the first set of delta functions with this cleaner, more physically relevant set of delta
functions. This gives finally

M M
k|VplK) = 5(m+ K (k2 —k1)/2 — mK/ + (ky —k1)/2)
x8(ky + ke — k) — K,)6(P — P)
m k2—k1 m ’ k/2_k€l
K — K — . 1
XVB(m+M T M 2 ) (177)

B The Contour Integral

The integral of interest, (119), with { =1 and m4 =1 is

2h (—1)l27'l2 1,1 ~
16Ny Zom2im ) D (20 + )2l + 1) 2 CilimtzimsYiama(7)

m I +ls=1 tmy,mao
1+27.01
x /dkl . W
( + h262)2(z — T(k1, ko, K, P)
Y (1) Vi oy (k)
(@2 + ki — 7[2)(A*5? + [k — T[2)2(47°72 + [ka — p[?) (4177 + [k1 — o?)

x / sinf, dOr, dor, (178)
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Now recalling the definitions of each vector and the expansions of the squares of the differences
in each vector, we define the following constants,

Cy = o®+kf+ 12— 2ki7cosl, cosh (179)
Cy = —2ki7sinby, sinbrcosp, , (180)
Cs = —=2ki7sinby, sinb;sing, , (181)
Cy = [°+ki+7°—2ki7TcosOy, cosb, | (182)
Cs = [ +ki+p®—2kipcosty,cosh, , (183)
Cs = —2k1psinbdy, sinf,cos¢p, , (184)
C7 = —2kipsinby, sinb,sing, , (185)
Cs = B*+ki+o*—2kiocosty,cost, , (186)
Cy = —2kiosinbi, sinfycosdy , (187)
Cio = —2kiosinby, sinb,sing, . (188)

With these substitutions, we can isolate the integration over ¢y,. By recalling again that

Yim(0,0) = (=1)HmD2P L (cosh)e™? (189)

we factor the associated Legendre polynomials out of the ¢y, integral, and write it as

27 ei(ml —m) i,
d
/0 2 (C1 4 Cacosdy, + Cssingy, )(Cy + Cacosdy, + Cssingy, )?(Cs + Cecosdy, + Crsingy, )
1
% (Cs 4+ Cycosdy, + Crosingy, )

(190)

This integral can be integrated by transforming it into a contour integral. The following substi-
tutions are made,

e = 2, (191)
dp = —iz7ldz, (192)
24271 2241
COS(bkl = ) = 2% ) (193)
. z—z71 22 —1

With these substitutions, we see that as ¢j, ranges between 0 and 27, our new variable of
integration traces out the unit circle in the complex plane. Thus the integral is now a contour
integral,

4. mi—m
—25'/ d -
"o (Ca —iC3)22 + 2C12 + (Ca +iC3))((Cy — iC3)22 + 2Caz + (Ca + iC3))2
1
x ((Cﬁ — iC7)Z2 —+ 2052 —+ (Cﬁ —+ 107))((09 — iClO)Z2 + 2082 =+ (Cg =+ iClo)) ’

(195)
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The problem is now reduced to finding the poles of this equation, so that it can be evaluated in
terms of the sum of the residues inside the unit circle. Taking as an example the first of the four
second order polynomials that can be identified in the denominator, the quadratic formula gives the
roots,

- _{ G 20122_1}61-%,
VCI+ 2\ C3+C3

Where the definitions of the C; have been utilized to reduce this result into the given polar
format. To see where these roots lie, we first recognize that

(196)

Cy
VO3 +C3
This can be proven by using the definitions of the C; and showing that the numerator is always

greater than the denominator. The following chain of inequalities proves the relation, inserting for
Cl, CQ and Cg,

1. (197)

C}—C3—-03 = (a®+ki+71%)%—4(k] + 7°)k17c0s0k, cosO, + 4k3iT?cos* Ok, cos®0,

—4k27%5in% 0, 5in20, (198)

> (k2 +72)% — 4(k} + 7%)k17cosOk, cosO, + 4k3Tcos* O, cos® 0,
—4kiT%5in*0y, sin*0, (199)
> (k +72)% — 4(kT + 72)ky T + 4kiT? (200)
= (kg —7)* (201)
> 0, (202)

and so giving

c > C3+Ci. (203)

The only real difficulty is in the relationship between equations (199) and (200). This relationship
can be proven by showing that the minima of the second line of the chain is given by {0,,6,} = {0,0}
and {m, 7} by differentiating first with respect to 6k, to find its extrema, and then by 6, to find
its extrema. Where these coincide, the function overall has either a minimum, maximum, or saddle
point. The two equations that must be satisfied are

4(kT + 72)k1 T8I0y, cosl, — 8kiT?sinby, cosl; = 0, (204)
4(kT + 72)k1 T8I0, cos0, — 8kiT?sinb,cosfy, = 0. (205)

The two equations are simultaneously satisfied at the points {0y, , 0.} = {0,0}, {n/2,7/2}, {7, 7}.
Further investigation reveals that the {7/2,7/2} represents a maximum, while the other two repre-
sent minima. The exception to this is when k1 = 7, when the entire line 6, = 6, is a solution, but
one which gives C? — C% — C2 = o? > 0 in any case, holding the relation given by the inequality
chain.
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The boundaries of course must be checked, and for these the final result of the inequality chain
still holds, but line three of the relation does not necessarily hold along the boundaries. We begin by
investigating the partial derivatives given above with one or the other 6 coordinate set to a constant
along the boundary. This again gives three possible solutions: the two end points of the boundary
segment, and an intermediate point that is given by one angle set at m or 0 and the other at

k3 + 72
2I€1T ’

where the positive case corresponds to the two boundaries for which one of the 6 coordinates equals
zero and the minus where one of the 6 coordinates equals 7.

This adds the points {0,,0,} = {0, 7}, {m, 0} and the intermediary points to our consideration.
For the corner points we find

cos = =+

(206)

C}—0C3—-03 = (®+kF+73) + 4k + 78)ky7 + 4kir? (207)
> (ky+1)? (208)
> (k1 — 7')4 (209)
> 0, (210)

so that the full relation holds. For the four intermediate points we find

C}—C3—-0C3 = (@ +kI+713)% =2k + 732+ (k1 +12)? (211)
> 2(kF 4 7H)% = 2(k? 4+ 7%)? (212)
= 0. (213)

Thus, C? — C3 — C% is always greater than zero.

With the fact that the leading term of the root in equation (196) is always greater than one, we
see that the midpoint between the two roots lie outside the contour. Thus the larger root, z;_ lies
outside the contour. It turns out that the other root, z;4 must always lie inside the contour. To see
this is so, we consider the function

flz) = z—va2?-1, (214)

which describes the position of the z;_ root and is always less than 1 when = > 0, and we have
already shown that = > 0. All the roots are found in the same way, and so we find that there are
four poles inside the contour, three simple and one that is a second order pole. With the roots in
hand, the integral can immediately be evaluated using the residue theorem. The other poles are

Cy C? } ,
= —1%er | 215
w2k {\/c_g voz \czvar e 21
Cs c? } .
= —1 e 216
o {\/cg oz vz o 210
244+ = F — 1€ . 217
VC3+ C3, Ci +Ciy (217)
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The integral can be rewritten in terms of it’s roots,

—254
—92%; z) =
2 /c F(z) (Cq —iC5)3(Cs — iC7)(Coy — 1Chp)
Z4Zm17m
/c (z— 2z — 21 )(z — 2212z — 22 )2

1

“ )z )z — 7)) (= — 71

: (218)

and it can be evaluated using the residue theorem,

—251'/CF(Z) = ZGWZ(Tesidues). (219)

Now the residues must be found. The residues from the simple poles are easiest to find, and
using the factored form of F'(z) we see that they are

Z4Zm17m

N N | CE YO E C N =l Py P | oy | i | st
Z4Zm17m

res)s = GG = PG - 2 P = )G — a2
Z4Zm17m

S | UL N | CE U E Pl =l Py P | i | ol

The final residue is

(res)y = 20 ((z = 21 F())]ers (223)

gy i At = mD(eae) oy D), -
DIEE

DE) = (-m-a)-ne-m)E-n)EadE-u), (22)

with the indicated derivative of the denominator being understandably lengthy enough not to merit
writing it fully here.
Finally, we have that the ¢y, integral is

267 ((res)1 + (res)z + (res)s + (res)s)
(Cy —iC3)3(Cs —iC7)(Cy — iChp)

= fmlfm(klaoklakZ;KaKO) . (226)

Where we have defined a shorthand for this piece of the overall integral, and it is important to
note the dependence of the integral on m; —m, which is key in investigating the helicity asymmetry
further on.

Going back to the original integral, inserting for the completed ¢y, integration, we have
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1)(m+|m|+m1 +imal) /242 pla

(— _
16N\/7h\/ﬂz Z Z ll mi,la,m2 \/(211 ¥ 1)|(212 i 1)| }/lzymz( T)

m li+lo=1m1,m2

lierll
X /dkl 3
(K2 + 1262)2(= — T(hs, b, K, P)
X /Sinokld9k1d¢klpl,|m|(okl)Pll,lmﬂ (okl)fml 7m(k1a ekl ke, K, KO) (227)

= Z Z Z Clll lml lo,mo lz mz( T)IA7117127m7m1 (k2a K, KO) ) (228)

m [y +le=1mi,m2

Where 141, .1,.m,m, has been defined as a term dependent on m; — m, and that is a function of
the given coordinates.
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