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Fig. 7. Quark–quark (a) and one of the quark–quark–gluon (b) correlators in tree-level diagrams for back-to-back

jet production in electron–positron annihilation.

where the hermiticity properties of the various matrix elements have been used (see

Section 7).

6. Back-to-back jet production in electron–positron annihilation

Also for 2-particle inclusive electron–positron annihilation we have a quite similar

procedure. The calculation involves two soft fragmentation parts and the creation of a

quark–antiquark pair. We will discuss only the case of creation from a (timelike) photon.

The handbag diagram is given in Fig. 7(a) and an example of a diagram involving an

additional gluon in Fig. 7(b).

The calculation of this tensor in a diagrammatic expansion proceeds as in the case of

leptoproduction and gives

Wµν(q;P1, S1;P2, S2)

=
∫

d4p d4k δ4(p + k − q)

{

Tr
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−
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α
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−
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+ · · · ,
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This initial fractional energy selection always takes the
nominal hadron mass as given by the PID information
into account. The requirement of z > 0.1 therefore safely
accommodates pion-kaon misidentification, which is
unfolded in the course of this analysis.
In addition, in order to study whether two hadrons have

likely emerged from the same parton or different partons,
the analysis is performed on several different sets by
requiring that both hadrons be in opposite hemispheres,
the same hemisphere or anywhere as depicted in Figs. 1
and 2. For the data sets where a hemisphere assignment is

required, the hemispheres are defined by the plane
perpendicular to the thrust axis and the thrust must satisfy
T > 0.8.

B. PID selection

To apply the PID correction according to the PID
efficiency matrices described in Ref. [1], the same selection
criteria must be applied to define a charged track as a
pion, kaon, proton, electron or muon. The information is
determined from normalized likelihood ratios that are
constructed from various detector responses. If the muon-
hadron likelihood ratio is above 0.9, the track is identified
as a muon. Otherwise, if the electron-hadron likelihood
ratio is above 0.85, the track is identified as an electron. If
neither of these applies, the track is identified as a kaon by
a kaon-pion likelihood ratio above 0.6 and a kaon-proton
likelihood ratio above 0.2. Pions are identified with the
kaon-pion likelihood ratio below 0.6 and a pion-proton
ratio above 0.2. Finally, protons are identified with the
inverse proton ratios above with kaon-proton and pion-
proton ratios below 0.2. While neither muons nor electrons
are considered explicitly for the single and dihadron
analysis, they are retained as necessary contributors for
the PID correction, wherein a certain fraction enter the
pion, kaon and proton samples under study.

II. DIHADRON ANALYSIS

In the following sections, the dihadron yields are
extracted and, successively, the various corrections and
the corresponding systematic uncertainties are applied
to arrive at the dihadron differential cross sections
d2σðeþe− → h1h2XÞ=dz1dz2.

A. Binning and cross section extraction

For the dihadron cross sections, a (z1, z2) binning is used.
We forgo a combined z and invariant-mass binning of the
hadron pair; the latter, in particular, is relevant in the same-
hemisphere topology as an unpolarized baseline to the
previously extracted interference fragmentation functions
[41] and would have allowed the extraction of individual
fragmentation functions for ρ, K$, ϕ and other resonances.
The z1 and z2 ranges of 0.2 to 1.0 used in this analysis

are each partitioned into 16 equidistant bins. All hadron
and charge combinations are treated independently and are
merged only after all corrections are applied and after
confirming their consistency where applicable (i.e., where
the same combinations of fragmentation functions appear,
such as πþπþ and π−π−). This leaves 16 different charge
and type combinations for pions and kaons initially, of
which six contain irreducible information.
Furthermore, as mentioned in the Introduction, three

hemisphere combinations are studied: two hadrons in the
same hemisphere, two hadrons in opposite hemispheres
and two hadrons irrespective of hemisphere or thrust cut;

FIG. 1 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows, and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and thrust axis—is depicted as a light blue plane. In
this case, both hadrons are found in opposite hemispheres defined
by the thrust axis, and generally out of the plane, as indicated by
the cones.

FIG. 2 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and initial quarks/thrust axis—is depicted as a light
blue plane. In this case, both hadrons are found in the same
hemisphere as defined by the thrust axis, and generally out of the
plane, as indicated by the cones.
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obtained from a 655 fb�1 data sample collected near the ⌥(4S) resonance with the Belle detector
at the KEKB asymmetric-energy e+e� collider.

Fragmentation functions allow us to understand the109

transition of asymptotically free partons into several con-110

fined hadrons. They cannot be calculated from first prin-111

ciples and thus need to be extracted experimentally. One112

of the main ways of obtaining them is via cross section113

or multiplicity measurements in electron-positron anni-114

hilation where no hadrons are present in the initial state.115

For many processes, factorization is assumed or proven116

to certain orders of the strong coupling and fragmenta-117

tion functions as well as parton distribution functions118

are considered universal. Because of this universality,119

these functions extracted in one process can be applied120

to another process. As such, the knowledge of fragmen-121

tation functions is, for example, used to extract various122

spin-dependent parton distribution functions in polarized123

semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering (SIDIS) and po-124

larized hadron collisions. In particular, the extraction125

of the chiral-odd transversity distribution functions [1]126

and their related tensor charges so far entirely relies on127

transverse spin dependent fragmentation functions.128

The Belle experiment was the first to provide asym-129

metries [2] related to the single-hadron Collins fragmen-130

tation function [3]. These asymmetries rely on an ex-131

plicit transverse-momentum dependence of fragmenta-132

tion functions. The Collins fragmentation function de-133

scribes a correlation between the direction of an outgoing134

transversely polarized quark, its spin orientation and the135

azimuthal distribution of final-state hadrons, and serves136

as a transverse-spin analyzer. Collins asymmetries were137

extracted for pions and kaons in several SIDIS measure-138

ments so far [4–8], where they are convolved with the139

transversity distributions of interest, as well as recently140

in proton-proton collisions for pions [9]. The correspond-141

ing Collins fragmentation measurements were obtained142

in various electron-positron annihilation experiments for143

pions [2, 10, 11] and recently also kaons [12] based on144

the description of Ref. [13]. Some of these measurements145

have already been included in global transversity extrac-146

tions [14–17].147

An alternative way of accessing quark transversity is148

via di-hadron fragmentation functions [18–20]. This has149

the advantage of being based on collinear factorization.150

Also here Belle has provided the corresponding asym-151

metries related to the polarized fragmentation functions152

[21], which were used with the SIDIS measurements153

[22, 23] in a global analysis [24] (although not yet with154

the relevant measurements from proton-proton collisions155

[25]) to extract transversity in a collinear approach.156

In both approaches of transversity extraction, several157

assumptions had to be made due to the lack of su�-158

cient measurements. In the Collins-based extractions,159

the explicit transverse-momentum dependence was until160

recently unknown and is still poorly constrained. In the161

di-hadron based extractions, the corresponding unpolar-162

ized di-hadron fragmentation functions were not avail-163

able so far and theorists used Monte Carlo (MC) simu-164

lations to estimate those. This publication provides the165

unpolarized baseline for the measurements related to the166

spin-dependent di-hadron fragmentation functions.167

In a previous publication [26] the focus was on two-168

hadron cross sections di↵erential in their individual frac-169

tional energies z
1

= 2Eh1/
p
s and (likewise) z

2

. In170

this description, the two-hadron production can be de-171

scribed by di-hadron fragmentation functions (DiFF),172

initially introduced in Ref. [27] and based on the for-173

malism developed in Ref. [28]. DGLAP [29] evolution for174

DiFFs was also introduced previously [30, 31]. Recently175

this theoretical work has been applied also to DiFFs176

depending explicitly on the combined fractional energy177

z =
2Eh1h2p

s
and invariant mass mh1h2 of the hadons, in-178

stead of the hadron’s individual fractional energies, and179

including evolution as summarized in Ref. [32]. It is in180

this description that the SIDIS measurements and the181

Belle asymmetries were performed and, here we report182

the corresponding cross sections di↵erential in these two183

variables to provide the unpolarized baseline.184

The cross section at leading order in the strong cou-
pling can be described as

d2�(e+e� ! h
1

h
2

X)

dzdmh1h2

/
X

q

e2q

⇣
Dh1h2

1,q (z,mh1h2) +Dh1h2
1,q (z,mh1h2)

⌘
, (1)

where it is assumed that both hadrons emerge from the
same (anti)quark, q, and the scale dependence has been
dropped for brevity. The assumption that hadrons de-
tected in the same hemisphere, as illustrated in Fig. 1,
originate from the same initial parton is supported by the
results of Ref. [26]. To define the hemispheres a selection
of thrust axis and thrust value is required. The thrust
axis n̂ maximizes the thrust T [33]:

T
max

=

P
h |PCMS

h · n̂|P
h |PCMS

h |
. (2)

The sum extends over all detected particles, and PCMS

h185

denotes the three-momentum of particle h in the (e+e�)186

center-of-mass system (CMS).187

The cross sections for the inclusive production of di-188

hadrons of charged pions and kaons in the same hemi-189

sphere as a function of their fractional energy z and in-190

variant mass mh1h2 are presented in this paper. The191

cross sections are compared to various MC simulation192

tunes optimized for di↵erent collision systems and ener-193

gies. Various resonances in the mass spectra and distinct194

features from multi-body or subsequent decays of res-195

onances are identified with the help of MC simulations.196

Additionally, also the di-hadron cross sections after a MC197

based removal of all weak decays are presented.198

Thrust (axis):
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This initial fractional energy selection always takes the
nominal hadron mass as given by the PID information
into account. The requirement of z > 0.1 therefore safely
accommodates pion-kaon misidentification, which is
unfolded in the course of this analysis.
In addition, in order to study whether two hadrons have

likely emerged from the same parton or different partons,
the analysis is performed on several different sets by
requiring that both hadrons be in opposite hemispheres,
the same hemisphere or anywhere as depicted in Figs. 1
and 2. For the data sets where a hemisphere assignment is

required, the hemispheres are defined by the plane
perpendicular to the thrust axis and the thrust must satisfy
T > 0.8.

B. PID selection

To apply the PID correction according to the PID
efficiency matrices described in Ref. [1], the same selection
criteria must be applied to define a charged track as a
pion, kaon, proton, electron or muon. The information is
determined from normalized likelihood ratios that are
constructed from various detector responses. If the muon-
hadron likelihood ratio is above 0.9, the track is identified
as a muon. Otherwise, if the electron-hadron likelihood
ratio is above 0.85, the track is identified as an electron. If
neither of these applies, the track is identified as a kaon by
a kaon-pion likelihood ratio above 0.6 and a kaon-proton
likelihood ratio above 0.2. Pions are identified with the
kaon-pion likelihood ratio below 0.6 and a pion-proton
ratio above 0.2. Finally, protons are identified with the
inverse proton ratios above with kaon-proton and pion-
proton ratios below 0.2. While neither muons nor electrons
are considered explicitly for the single and dihadron
analysis, they are retained as necessary contributors for
the PID correction, wherein a certain fraction enter the
pion, kaon and proton samples under study.

II. DIHADRON ANALYSIS

In the following sections, the dihadron yields are
extracted and, successively, the various corrections and
the corresponding systematic uncertainties are applied
to arrive at the dihadron differential cross sections
d2σðeþe− → h1h2XÞ=dz1dz2.

A. Binning and cross section extraction

For the dihadron cross sections, a (z1, z2) binning is used.
We forgo a combined z and invariant-mass binning of the
hadron pair; the latter, in particular, is relevant in the same-
hemisphere topology as an unpolarized baseline to the
previously extracted interference fragmentation functions
[41] and would have allowed the extraction of individual
fragmentation functions for ρ, K$, ϕ and other resonances.
The z1 and z2 ranges of 0.2 to 1.0 used in this analysis

are each partitioned into 16 equidistant bins. All hadron
and charge combinations are treated independently and are
merged only after all corrections are applied and after
confirming their consistency where applicable (i.e., where
the same combinations of fragmentation functions appear,
such as πþπþ and π−π−). This leaves 16 different charge
and type combinations for pions and kaons initially, of
which six contain irreducible information.
Furthermore, as mentioned in the Introduction, three

hemisphere combinations are studied: two hadrons in the
same hemisphere, two hadrons in opposite hemispheres
and two hadrons irrespective of hemisphere or thrust cut;

FIG. 1 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows, and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and thrust axis—is depicted as a light blue plane. In
this case, both hadrons are found in opposite hemispheres defined
by the thrust axis, and generally out of the plane, as indicated by
the cones.

FIG. 2 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and initial quarks/thrust axis—is depicted as a light
blue plane. In this case, both hadrons are found in the same
hemisphere as defined by the thrust axis, and generally out of the
plane, as indicated by the cones.
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This initial fractional energy selection always takes the
nominal hadron mass as given by the PID information
into account. The requirement of z > 0.1 therefore safely
accommodates pion-kaon misidentification, which is
unfolded in the course of this analysis.
In addition, in order to study whether two hadrons have

likely emerged from the same parton or different partons,
the analysis is performed on several different sets by
requiring that both hadrons be in opposite hemispheres,
the same hemisphere or anywhere as depicted in Figs. 1
and 2. For the data sets where a hemisphere assignment is

required, the hemispheres are defined by the plane
perpendicular to the thrust axis and the thrust must satisfy
T > 0.8.

B. PID selection

To apply the PID correction according to the PID
efficiency matrices described in Ref. [1], the same selection
criteria must be applied to define a charged track as a
pion, kaon, proton, electron or muon. The information is
determined from normalized likelihood ratios that are
constructed from various detector responses. If the muon-
hadron likelihood ratio is above 0.9, the track is identified
as a muon. Otherwise, if the electron-hadron likelihood
ratio is above 0.85, the track is identified as an electron. If
neither of these applies, the track is identified as a kaon by
a kaon-pion likelihood ratio above 0.6 and a kaon-proton
likelihood ratio above 0.2. Pions are identified with the
kaon-pion likelihood ratio below 0.6 and a pion-proton
ratio above 0.2. Finally, protons are identified with the
inverse proton ratios above with kaon-proton and pion-
proton ratios below 0.2. While neither muons nor electrons
are considered explicitly for the single and dihadron
analysis, they are retained as necessary contributors for
the PID correction, wherein a certain fraction enter the
pion, kaon and proton samples under study.

II. DIHADRON ANALYSIS

In the following sections, the dihadron yields are
extracted and, successively, the various corrections and
the corresponding systematic uncertainties are applied
to arrive at the dihadron differential cross sections
d2σðeþe− → h1h2XÞ=dz1dz2.

A. Binning and cross section extraction

For the dihadron cross sections, a (z1, z2) binning is used.
We forgo a combined z and invariant-mass binning of the
hadron pair; the latter, in particular, is relevant in the same-
hemisphere topology as an unpolarized baseline to the
previously extracted interference fragmentation functions
[41] and would have allowed the extraction of individual
fragmentation functions for ρ, K$, ϕ and other resonances.
The z1 and z2 ranges of 0.2 to 1.0 used in this analysis

are each partitioned into 16 equidistant bins. All hadron
and charge combinations are treated independently and are
merged only after all corrections are applied and after
confirming their consistency where applicable (i.e., where
the same combinations of fragmentation functions appear,
such as πþπþ and π−π−). This leaves 16 different charge
and type combinations for pions and kaons initially, of
which six contain irreducible information.
Furthermore, as mentioned in the Introduction, three

hemisphere combinations are studied: two hadrons in the
same hemisphere, two hadrons in opposite hemispheres
and two hadrons irrespective of hemisphere or thrust cut;

FIG. 1 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows, and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and thrust axis—is depicted as a light blue plane. In
this case, both hadrons are found in opposite hemispheres defined
by the thrust axis, and generally out of the plane, as indicated by
the cones.

FIG. 2 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and initial quarks/thrust axis—is depicted as a light
blue plane. In this case, both hadrons are found in the same
hemisphere as defined by the thrust axis, and generally out of the
plane, as indicated by the cones.
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obtained from a 655 fb�1 data sample collected near the ⌥(4S) resonance with the Belle detector
at the KEKB asymmetric-energy e+e� collider.

Fragmentation functions allow us to understand the109

transition of asymptotically free partons into several con-110

fined hadrons. They cannot be calculated from first prin-111

ciples and thus need to be extracted experimentally. One112

of the main ways of obtaining them is via cross section113

or multiplicity measurements in electron-positron anni-114

hilation where no hadrons are present in the initial state.115

For many processes, factorization is assumed or proven116

to certain orders of the strong coupling and fragmenta-117

tion functions as well as parton distribution functions118

are considered universal. Because of this universality,119

these functions extracted in one process can be applied120

to another process. As such, the knowledge of fragmen-121

tation functions is, for example, used to extract various122

spin-dependent parton distribution functions in polarized123

semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering (SIDIS) and po-124

larized hadron collisions. In particular, the extraction125

of the chiral-odd transversity distribution functions [1]126

and their related tensor charges so far entirely relies on127

transverse spin dependent fragmentation functions.128

The Belle experiment was the first to provide asym-129

metries [2] related to the single-hadron Collins fragmen-130

tation function [3]. These asymmetries rely on an ex-131

plicit transverse-momentum dependence of fragmenta-132

tion functions. The Collins fragmentation function de-133

scribes a correlation between the direction of an outgoing134

transversely polarized quark, its spin orientation and the135

azimuthal distribution of final-state hadrons, and serves136

as a transverse-spin analyzer. Collins asymmetries were137

extracted for pions and kaons in several SIDIS measure-138

ments so far [4–8], where they are convolved with the139

transversity distributions of interest, as well as recently140

in proton-proton collisions for pions [9]. The correspond-141

ing Collins fragmentation measurements were obtained142

in various electron-positron annihilation experiments for143

pions [2, 10, 11] and recently also kaons [12] based on144

the description of Ref. [13]. Some of these measurements145

have already been included in global transversity extrac-146

tions [14–17].147

An alternative way of accessing quark transversity is148

via di-hadron fragmentation functions [18–20]. This has149

the advantage of being based on collinear factorization.150

Also here Belle has provided the corresponding asym-151

metries related to the polarized fragmentation functions152

[21], which were used with the SIDIS measurements153

[22, 23] in a global analysis [24] (although not yet with154

the relevant measurements from proton-proton collisions155

[25]) to extract transversity in a collinear approach.156

In both approaches of transversity extraction, several157

assumptions had to be made due to the lack of su�-158

cient measurements. In the Collins-based extractions,159

the explicit transverse-momentum dependence was until160

recently unknown and is still poorly constrained. In the161

di-hadron based extractions, the corresponding unpolar-162

ized di-hadron fragmentation functions were not avail-163

able so far and theorists used Monte Carlo (MC) simu-164

lations to estimate those. This publication provides the165

unpolarized baseline for the measurements related to the166

spin-dependent di-hadron fragmentation functions.167

In a previous publication [26] the focus was on two-168

hadron cross sections di↵erential in their individual frac-169

tional energies z
1

= 2Eh1/
p
s and (likewise) z

2

. In170

this description, the two-hadron production can be de-171

scribed by di-hadron fragmentation functions (DiFF),172

initially introduced in Ref. [27] and based on the for-173

malism developed in Ref. [28]. DGLAP [29] evolution for174

DiFFs was also introduced previously [30, 31]. Recently175

this theoretical work has been applied also to DiFFs176

depending explicitly on the combined fractional energy177

z =
2Eh1h2p

s
and invariant mass mh1h2 of the hadons, in-178

stead of the hadron’s individual fractional energies, and179

including evolution as summarized in Ref. [32]. It is in180

this description that the SIDIS measurements and the181

Belle asymmetries were performed and, here we report182

the corresponding cross sections di↵erential in these two183

variables to provide the unpolarized baseline.184

The cross section at leading order in the strong cou-
pling can be described as

d2�(e+e� ! h
1

h
2

X)

dzdmh1h2

/
X

q

e2q

⇣
Dh1h2

1,q (z,mh1h2) +Dh1h2
1,q (z,mh1h2)

⌘
, (1)

where it is assumed that both hadrons emerge from the
same (anti)quark, q, and the scale dependence has been
dropped for brevity. The assumption that hadrons de-
tected in the same hemisphere, as illustrated in Fig. 1,
originate from the same initial parton is supported by the
results of Ref. [26]. To define the hemispheres a selection
of thrust axis and thrust value is required. The thrust
axis n̂ maximizes the thrust T [33]:

T
max

=

P
h |PCMS

h · n̂|P
h |PCMS

h |
. (2)

The sum extends over all detected particles, and PCMS

h185

denotes the three-momentum of particle h in the (e+e�)186

center-of-mass system (CMS).187

The cross sections for the inclusive production of di-188

hadrons of charged pions and kaons in the same hemi-189

sphere as a function of their fractional energy z and in-190

variant mass mh1h2 are presented in this paper. The191

cross sections are compared to various MC simulation192

tunes optimized for di↵erent collision systems and ener-193

gies. Various resonances in the mass spectra and distinct194

features from multi-body or subsequent decays of res-195

onances are identified with the help of MC simulations.196

Additionally, also the di-hadron cross sections after a MC197

based removal of all weak decays are presented.198
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6 51. Plots of cross sections and related quantities

R in Light-Flavor, Charm, and Beauty Threshold Regions
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The curves are the same as in Fig. 51.5. Note: CLEO data above Υ(4S) were not fully corrected for radiative effects, and we retain
them on the plot only for illustrative purposes with a normalization factor of 0.8. The full list of references to the original data and
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from hadron yields to cross sections

hadron yields observed undergo series of corrections

particle (mis)identification [e.g., not every identified pion was a pion]

smearing unfolding  [e.g., measured and true momentum might differ]

non-qq processes  [e.g., two-photon processes, Υ-> BB, …]

“4𝝿” correction [selection criteria and limited geometric acceptance]

QED radiation  [initial-state radiation (ISR)]

optional: weak-decay removal (e.g., “prompt fragmentation”)

6
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from hadron yields to cross sections

example: single-hadron cross sections

cumulative effect of correction steps

largest effect for mesons from acceptance and ISR correction

larger PID correction for protons than for mesons

7
III. SINGLE-HADRON ANALYSIS

In addition to the dihadron analysis, the production of
single hadrons, especially previously unpublished single
protons, is considered here. The single-hadron analysis
follows the same procedure as the dihadron analysis.
The z range between 0.1 and 1.0 is divided into 36 bins;
for protons, z < 0.2 is kinematically inaccessible. The
particle misidentification correction is performed as in
the dihadron analysis (but only for one track) and
the resulting yield modification is shown in Fig. 20.
At intermediate z, in particular, the proton yields are
reduced substantially due to proton misidentification.
Non-qq̄ events contribute once again to the pion and
kaon distributions but not as much to protons, where
predominantly eeuū processes at high z (≈5%) and ϒ
decays at low z (maximally ≈20%) are the dominant
backgrounds. All acceptance corrections are only weakly
dependent on hadron type and show the same moderate
(substantial) correction factors at small and intermediate
(high) z; the high-z correction is again dominated by the
event preselection efficiencies. Weak decays originate

predominantly from charm decays and so are a very
small contribution (< 10%) for protons. The various
correction steps for single pions, kaons and protons
are summarized in Fig. 20.
The ISR correction here is similar to that in the

dihadron analysis. To clarify the correction for the
previous single-pion and kaon results [1], we show in
Fig. 21 the ISR and non-ISR fractions for single pions
and kaons as well as protons. As in the dihadron
analysis, the fraction of events with an actual c.m. energy
below 99.5% of the nominal energy is below 30% and
decreases with increasing z.
The resulting single-pion, -kaon and -proton cross

sections are displayed in Fig. 22. While the pion and
kaon results are consistent within uncertainties to those
published before, the proton results from Belle are shown
for the first time. The results are compared with the
aforementioned PYTHIA/JetSet fragmentation tunes in
Fig. 23. As has been noted above and in [1], the
PYTHIA/JetSet settings close to the default settings
reproduce the pion and kaon cross sections rather
well. For the proton cross sections, no setting describes
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before 2013: lack of precision data 
at (moderately) high z and at low √s

limits analysis of evolution and gluon
fragmentation

limited information in kinematic 
region often used in semi-inclusive DIS

single-hadron production

8

[2012 PDG]

19. Fragmentation functions in e
+

e
−, ep and pp collisions 5

corrected) in Refs. [19,25]. Thus the coefficient functions are known to NNLO except
for FL where the leading contribution is of order αs.

The effect of the evolution is similar in the timelike and spacelike cases: as the scale
increases, one observes a scaling violation in which the x-distribution is shifted towards
lower values. This can be seen from Fig. 19.2 where a large amount of measurements of
the total fragmentation function in e+e− annihilation are summarized. QCD analyses of
these data are discussed in Section 19.5 below.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
x

1/
σ

to
t d
σ

/d
x 
× 

c(
√s

)

0.1
1

10
100
103

TASSO 12 GeV

104

TASSO 14 GeV

105

TASSO 22 GeV

106

HRS, MARK II, TPC 29 GeV

106

HRS, MARK II, TPC 29 GeV

106

HRS, MARK II, TPC 29 GeV

107

TASSO 35 GeV

108

TASSO 44 GeV

109

AMY 54 GeV

1010

LEP, SLC 91 GeV

1010

LEP, SLC 91 GeV

1010

LEP, SLC 91 GeV

1010

LEP, SLC 91 GeV

1010

LEP, SLC 91 GeV

1010

LEP, SLC 91 GeV

1011

LEP 133 GeV

1011

LEP 133 GeV

1012

LEP 161 GeV

1013

LEP 172 GeV

1014

LEP 183 GeV

1015

LEP 189 GeV

1016

LEP 202 GeV

(a)

25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
√s [GeV]

1/
σ

to
t d
σ

/d
x

0.1
0.2
0.3
0.5
0.7

1
2
3
5
7

10
20
30
50
70

100
200 0.02<x<0.05

0.05<x<0.1

0.1<x<0.2

0.2<x<0.3

0.3<x<0.4

0.4<x<0.6

0.6<x<0.8
TASSO
MARK II
TPC
HRS
AMY

ALEPH
DELPHI
L3
OPAL
SLD

(b)

Figure 19.2: The e+e− fragmentation function for all charged particles is shown
[8, 26−42] (a) for different CM energies

√
s versus x and (b) for various ranges

of x versus
√

s. For the purpose of plotting (a), the distributions were scaled by
c(
√

s) = 10i with i ranging from i = 0 (
√

s = 12 GeV) to i = 13 (
√

s = 202 GeV).

Unlike the splitting functions in Eq. (19.5), see Refs. [18–20], the coefficient
functions for F2,T,A in Eq. (19.6) show a threshold enhancement with terms up to

αn
s (1−z)−1 ln 2n−1(1−z). Such logarithms can be resummed to all orders in αs using

standard soft-gluon techniques [43–45]. Recently this resummation has been extended to
the subleading (and for FL leading) class αn

s ln k(1−z) of large-x logarithms [46,47].

In Refs. [23] the NLO coefficient functions have been calculated also for single hadron
production in lepton-proton scattering, ep → e + h + X . More recently corresponding
results have been obtained for the case that a non-vanishing transverse momentum is
required in the HCMS frame [48].
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before 2013: lack of precision data 
at (moderately) high z and at low √s

limits analysis of evolution and gluon
fragmentation

limited information in kinematic 
region often used in semi-inclusive DIS

by now, results available from Belle and BaBar:

Belle Collaboration, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 062002: 𝝿±, K±

Belle Collaboration, Phys. Rev. D92 (2015) 092007: 𝝿±, K±, p+p

BaBar Collaboration, Phys. Rev. D88 (2013) 032011:  𝝿±, K±, p+p

single-hadron production

8
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corrected) in Refs. [19,25]. Thus the coefficient functions are known to NNLO except
for FL where the leading contribution is of order αs.

The effect of the evolution is similar in the timelike and spacelike cases: as the scale
increases, one observes a scaling violation in which the x-distribution is shifted towards
lower values. This can be seen from Fig. 19.2 where a large amount of measurements of
the total fragmentation function in e+e− annihilation are summarized. QCD analyses of
these data are discussed in Section 19.5 below.
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Unlike the splitting functions in Eq. (19.5), see Refs. [18–20], the coefficient
functions for F2,T,A in Eq. (19.6) show a threshold enhancement with terms up to

αn
s (1−z)−1 ln 2n−1(1−z). Such logarithms can be resummed to all orders in αs using

standard soft-gluon techniques [43–45]. Recently this resummation has been extended to
the subleading (and for FL leading) class αn

s ln k(1−z) of large-x logarithms [46,47].

In Refs. [23] the NLO coefficient functions have been calculated also for single hadron
production in lepton-proton scattering, ep → e + h + X . More recently corresponding
results have been obtained for the case that a non-vanishing transverse momentum is
required in the HCMS frame [48].
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very precise data for charged 
pions and kaons

Belle data available up to very 
large z (z<0.98)

included in recent DEHSS fits
[e.g. PRD 91, 014035 (2015)]

single-hadron production

9

6

as compared to the original DSS 07 analysis [3]. Secondly,
the overall quality of the global fit has improved dramat-
ically from χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.83 for DSS 07, see Tab. V in
Ref. [3], to χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.08 for the current fit. A more
detailed inspection reveals that the individual χ2 values
for the SIA data [30–33, 37], which were already included
in the DSS 07 fit, have, by and large, not changed signif-
icantly. The biggest improvement concerns the SIDIS
multiplicities from Hermes which, in their published
version [19], are described rather well by the updated
fit, with only a few exceptions; see below. Also, the
charged kaon multiplicities from Compass [22] and the
new SIA data from BaBar [17] and Belle [18] integrate
very nicely into the global QCD analysis of parton-to-
kaon FFs at NLO accuracy. We recall that the original
DSS 07 fit was based on the 2003 NLO (2002 LO) PDF
set [38] ([39]) from the MRST group. In the present fit,
the underlying set of PDFs has have been upgraded to
the recent MMHT 2014 analysis [9], that gives a much
more accurate description of sea-quark parton densities
on which the analysis of SIDIS multiplicities depends
rather strongly. We have checked that very similar re-
sults for kaon FFs are obtained with other up-to-date sets
of PDFs such as [8, 10]. Nevertheless, the correspond-
ing PDF uncertainty is included in the χ2-minimization
procedure and, hence, the quoted χ2 values for SIDIS
multiplicities.

B. Electron-Position Annihilation Data

In Figs. 3 and 4 we present a detailed comparison of the
results of our fit and its uncertainties at both 68% and
90% C.L. with the SIA data already included and newly
added to the original DSS 07 analysis [3], respectively. In
general, the agreement of the fit with SIA data is excel-
lent in the entire energy and z-range covered by the ex-
periments. The new fit reproduces SLAC and LEP data
at Q = MZ as well or even slightly better than the old
DSS 07 result for z ≥ 0.1, and improves very significantly
the description of the newly added Belle and BaBar
data as can be best seen from the “(data-theory)/theory”
panels in Fig. 4; recall that only data with z ≥ 0.2 are
included in the fit for BaBar due the lower

√
S. This

is mainly achieved by changing the singlet flavor combi-
nations rather significantly at large z ∼ 0.5 − 0.8 at the
lower Q relevant for Belle and BaBar. For SIA data
at z-values lower than those included in the χ2 minimiza-
tion, the old DSS 07 fit gives, however, a better descrip-
tion when extrapolated, presumably because the fit has
to accommodate much less data.
The Belle data [18], shown in Fig. 4, provide not only

the finest binning in z but also reach the highest z-values
measured so far. Above z ! 0.8 one observes an in-
creasing trend for the new fit to overshoot the data, still
within the estimated and growing theoretical (and exper-
imental) uncertainties though. In this kinematic regime
one expects large logarithmic corrections, which appear
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FIG. 3: Left-hand side: comparison of our new NLO results
(solid lines) and the previous DSS 07 fit [3] (dashed lines) with
data sets for inclusive kaon production in SIA used in both
fits, see Tab. I. The inner and outer shaded bands correspond
to new uncertainty estimates at 68% and 90% C.L., respec-
tively. Right-hand side: “(data-theory)/theory” for each of
the data sets w.r.t. our new fit (symbols) and the DSS 07
analysis (dashed lines).
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below z = 0.2 are not included in the fit.

in each order of perturbation theory, to become more and
more relevant. It is known how to resum such terms to
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as compared to the original DSS 07 analysis [3]. Secondly,
the overall quality of the global fit has improved dramat-
ically from χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.83 for DSS 07, see Tab. V in
Ref. [3], to χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.08 for the current fit. A more
detailed inspection reveals that the individual χ2 values
for the SIA data [30–33, 37], which were already included
in the DSS 07 fit, have, by and large, not changed signif-
icantly. The biggest improvement concerns the SIDIS
multiplicities from Hermes which, in their published
version [19], are described rather well by the updated
fit, with only a few exceptions; see below. Also, the
charged kaon multiplicities from Compass [22] and the
new SIA data from BaBar [17] and Belle [18] integrate
very nicely into the global QCD analysis of parton-to-
kaon FFs at NLO accuracy. We recall that the original
DSS 07 fit was based on the 2003 NLO (2002 LO) PDF
set [38] ([39]) from the MRST group. In the present fit,
the underlying set of PDFs has have been upgraded to
the recent MMHT 2014 analysis [9], that gives a much
more accurate description of sea-quark parton densities
on which the analysis of SIDIS multiplicities depends
rather strongly. We have checked that very similar re-
sults for kaon FFs are obtained with other up-to-date sets
of PDFs such as [8, 10]. Nevertheless, the correspond-
ing PDF uncertainty is included in the χ2-minimization
procedure and, hence, the quoted χ2 values for SIDIS
multiplicities.

B. Electron-Position Annihilation Data

In Figs. 3 and 4 we present a detailed comparison of the
results of our fit and its uncertainties at both 68% and
90% C.L. with the SIA data already included and newly
added to the original DSS 07 analysis [3], respectively. In
general, the agreement of the fit with SIA data is excel-
lent in the entire energy and z-range covered by the ex-
periments. The new fit reproduces SLAC and LEP data
at Q = MZ as well or even slightly better than the old
DSS 07 result for z ≥ 0.1, and improves very significantly
the description of the newly added Belle and BaBar
data as can be best seen from the “(data-theory)/theory”
panels in Fig. 4; recall that only data with z ≥ 0.2 are
included in the fit for BaBar due the lower

√
S. This

is mainly achieved by changing the singlet flavor combi-
nations rather significantly at large z ∼ 0.5 − 0.8 at the
lower Q relevant for Belle and BaBar. For SIA data
at z-values lower than those included in the χ2 minimiza-
tion, the old DSS 07 fit gives, however, a better descrip-
tion when extrapolated, presumably because the fit has
to accommodate much less data.
The Belle data [18], shown in Fig. 4, provide not only

the finest binning in z but also reach the highest z-values
measured so far. Above z ! 0.8 one observes an in-
creasing trend for the new fit to overshoot the data, still
within the estimated and growing theoretical (and exper-
imental) uncertainties though. In this kinematic regime
one expects large logarithmic corrections, which appear
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in each order of perturbation theory, to become more and
more relevant. It is known how to resum such terms to

so far little explored. The binning of BABAR data [28] is
more sparse toward large z, and a similar trend as for the
BELLE data is not visible here.
For all the sets shown in Fig. 3, the new fit is able to

follow the trend of the data even below the z values

included in the analysis (the region indicated by the hatched
area). Agreement with BABAR data below the cut z ¼ 0.1
quickly deteriorates though. In this region, the data start to
drop while the NLO SIA cross section continues to rise as
can be seen in the left-hand panel of Fig. 4. Since the
BABAR data are taken at the lowest c.m.s. energy, such an
effect is not unexpected and signifies the onset of neglected
hadron mass effects in the theoretical framework. In fact,
this was the reason for us to choose a somewhat higher cut
in z, z > 0.1 than for the other SIA data obtained at higher
c.m.s. energies. The BELLE experiment did not publish
any data below z ¼ 0.2 [29].
Also shown in Figs. 3 and 4 are the theoretical results

obtained with the original DSS FFs (dashed lines), i.e.,
without any refitting or adjusting normalization shifts. The
agreement with SIA data is in general very good, except for
some small deviations from the recent B factory data, most
noticeable in the comparison to BABAR. Contrary to the
new analysis, the original DSS fit undershoots both the
BELLE and BABAR data at high z.
Our estimated uncertainty bands, also shown in Figs. 3

and 4, reflect the accuracy and kinematical coverage of the
fitted data. They increase toward both small and large z,
similar to the pattern observed for the individual Dπþ

i in
Figs. 1 and 2. One should keep in mind that the obtained
bands are constrained by the fit to the global set of SIA,
SIDIS, and pp data and do not necessarily have to follow
the accuracy of each individual set of data.
As was already mentioned in Sec. III A, the SIA data

from the LEP and SLAC experiments constrain mainly the
total quark singlet fragmentation to pions as up-type and
down-type quark couplings to the exchanged Z gauge
boson are roughly equal at Q≃MZ. The new BABAR and
BELLE data are dominated by photon exchange and,
hence, prefer up-type quark flavors. When combined, this
leads to some partial flavor separation. QCD scale evolu-
tion between Q2 ≃ 110 GeV2 and Q2 ¼ M2

Z provides
some additional constraints, in particular, also for the gluon
FF. The flavor-tagged LEP and SLAC data, listed in
Table II, are still the best “direct” source of information
on the charm- and bottom-to-pion FFs.
Finally, we wish to remark that despite the excellent

agreement with all SIA data there are still some issues
which require further scrutiny and, perhaps, more detailed
comparisons among the different experimental groups. One
concern is the question to what extent “feed-down” pions
from weak decays contribute to the individual data sets.
Different treatments of QED radiative corrections, of which
the main effect is to lower the “true” c.m.s. energy
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the collisions, might be another source of potential tension.
For instance, the BELLE Collaboration [29] provides only
a measurement of the cross section dσ=dz, while all other
experiments in SIA scale their quoted results by the total
cross section σtot for eþe− → hadrons. Since BELLE cuts
on radiative photon events if their energy exceeds a certain
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so far little explored. The binning of BABAR data [28] is
more sparse toward large z, and a similar trend as for the
BELLE data is not visible here.
For all the sets shown in Fig. 3, the new fit is able to

follow the trend of the data even below the z values

included in the analysis (the region indicated by the hatched
area). Agreement with BABAR data below the cut z ¼ 0.1
quickly deteriorates though. In this region, the data start to
drop while the NLO SIA cross section continues to rise as
can be seen in the left-hand panel of Fig. 4. Since the
BABAR data are taken at the lowest c.m.s. energy, such an
effect is not unexpected and signifies the onset of neglected
hadron mass effects in the theoretical framework. In fact,
this was the reason for us to choose a somewhat higher cut
in z, z > 0.1 than for the other SIA data obtained at higher
c.m.s. energies. The BELLE experiment did not publish
any data below z ¼ 0.2 [29].
Also shown in Figs. 3 and 4 are the theoretical results

obtained with the original DSS FFs (dashed lines), i.e.,
without any refitting or adjusting normalization shifts. The
agreement with SIA data is in general very good, except for
some small deviations from the recent B factory data, most
noticeable in the comparison to BABAR. Contrary to the
new analysis, the original DSS fit undershoots both the
BELLE and BABAR data at high z.
Our estimated uncertainty bands, also shown in Figs. 3

and 4, reflect the accuracy and kinematical coverage of the
fitted data. They increase toward both small and large z,
similar to the pattern observed for the individual Dπþ

i in
Figs. 1 and 2. One should keep in mind that the obtained
bands are constrained by the fit to the global set of SIA,
SIDIS, and pp data and do not necessarily have to follow
the accuracy of each individual set of data.
As was already mentioned in Sec. III A, the SIA data

from the LEP and SLAC experiments constrain mainly the
total quark singlet fragmentation to pions as up-type and
down-type quark couplings to the exchanged Z gauge
boson are roughly equal at Q≃MZ. The new BABAR and
BELLE data are dominated by photon exchange and,
hence, prefer up-type quark flavors. When combined, this
leads to some partial flavor separation. QCD scale evolu-
tion between Q2 ≃ 110 GeV2 and Q2 ¼ M2

Z provides
some additional constraints, in particular, also for the gluon
FF. The flavor-tagged LEP and SLAC data, listed in
Table II, are still the best “direct” source of information
on the charm- and bottom-to-pion FFs.
Finally, we wish to remark that despite the excellent

agreement with all SIA data there are still some issues
which require further scrutiny and, perhaps, more detailed
comparisons among the different experimental groups. One
concern is the question to what extent “feed-down” pions
from weak decays contribute to the individual data sets.
Different treatments of QED radiative corrections, of which
the main effect is to lower the “true” c.m.s. energy
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the collisions, might be another source of potential tension.
For instance, the BELLE Collaboration [29] provides only
a measurement of the cross section dσ=dz, while all other
experiments in SIA scale their quoted results by the total
cross section σtot for eþe− → hadrons. Since BELLE cuts
on radiative photon events if their energy exceeds a certain
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so far little explored. The binning of BABAR data [28] is
more sparse toward large z, and a similar trend as for the
BELLE data is not visible here.
For all the sets shown in Fig. 3, the new fit is able to

follow the trend of the data even below the z values

included in the analysis (the region indicated by the hatched
area). Agreement with BABAR data below the cut z ¼ 0.1
quickly deteriorates though. In this region, the data start to
drop while the NLO SIA cross section continues to rise as
can be seen in the left-hand panel of Fig. 4. Since the
BABAR data are taken at the lowest c.m.s. energy, such an
effect is not unexpected and signifies the onset of neglected
hadron mass effects in the theoretical framework. In fact,
this was the reason for us to choose a somewhat higher cut
in z, z > 0.1 than for the other SIA data obtained at higher
c.m.s. energies. The BELLE experiment did not publish
any data below z ¼ 0.2 [29].
Also shown in Figs. 3 and 4 are the theoretical results

obtained with the original DSS FFs (dashed lines), i.e.,
without any refitting or adjusting normalization shifts. The
agreement with SIA data is in general very good, except for
some small deviations from the recent B factory data, most
noticeable in the comparison to BABAR. Contrary to the
new analysis, the original DSS fit undershoots both the
BELLE and BABAR data at high z.
Our estimated uncertainty bands, also shown in Figs. 3

and 4, reflect the accuracy and kinematical coverage of the
fitted data. They increase toward both small and large z,
similar to the pattern observed for the individual Dπþ

i in
Figs. 1 and 2. One should keep in mind that the obtained
bands are constrained by the fit to the global set of SIA,
SIDIS, and pp data and do not necessarily have to follow
the accuracy of each individual set of data.
As was already mentioned in Sec. III A, the SIA data

from the LEP and SLAC experiments constrain mainly the
total quark singlet fragmentation to pions as up-type and
down-type quark couplings to the exchanged Z gauge
boson are roughly equal at Q≃MZ. The new BABAR and
BELLE data are dominated by photon exchange and,
hence, prefer up-type quark flavors. When combined, this
leads to some partial flavor separation. QCD scale evolu-
tion between Q2 ≃ 110 GeV2 and Q2 ¼ M2

Z provides
some additional constraints, in particular, also for the gluon
FF. The flavor-tagged LEP and SLAC data, listed in
Table II, are still the best “direct” source of information
on the charm- and bottom-to-pion FFs.
Finally, we wish to remark that despite the excellent

agreement with all SIA data there are still some issues
which require further scrutiny and, perhaps, more detailed
comparisons among the different experimental groups. One
concern is the question to what extent “feed-down” pions
from weak decays contribute to the individual data sets.
Different treatments of QED radiative corrections, of which
the main effect is to lower the “true” c.m.s. energy
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the collisions, might be another source of potential tension.
For instance, the BELLE Collaboration [29] provides only
a measurement of the cross section dσ=dz, while all other
experiments in SIA scale their quoted results by the total
cross section σtot for eþe− → hadrons. Since BELLE cuts
on radiative photon events if their energy exceeds a certain
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new NLO results (solid lines) and the previous DSS fit [10]
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used in both fits; see Table II. The inner and outer shaded bands
correspond to new uncertainty estimates at 68% and 90% C.L.,
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the data sets with respect to our new fit (symbols) and the DSS
analysis (dashed lines).
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as compared to the original DSS 07 analysis [3]. Secondly,
the overall quality of the global fit has improved dramat-
ically from χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.83 for DSS 07, see Tab. V in
Ref. [3], to χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.08 for the current fit. A more
detailed inspection reveals that the individual χ2 values
for the SIA data [30–33, 37], which were already included
in the DSS 07 fit, have, by and large, not changed signif-
icantly. The biggest improvement concerns the SIDIS
multiplicities from Hermes which, in their published
version [19], are described rather well by the updated
fit, with only a few exceptions; see below. Also, the
charged kaon multiplicities from Compass [22] and the
new SIA data from BaBar [17] and Belle [18] integrate
very nicely into the global QCD analysis of parton-to-
kaon FFs at NLO accuracy. We recall that the original
DSS 07 fit was based on the 2003 NLO (2002 LO) PDF
set [38] ([39]) from the MRST group. In the present fit,
the underlying set of PDFs has have been upgraded to
the recent MMHT 2014 analysis [9], that gives a much
more accurate description of sea-quark parton densities
on which the analysis of SIDIS multiplicities depends
rather strongly. We have checked that very similar re-
sults for kaon FFs are obtained with other up-to-date sets
of PDFs such as [8, 10]. Nevertheless, the correspond-
ing PDF uncertainty is included in the χ2-minimization
procedure and, hence, the quoted χ2 values for SIDIS
multiplicities.

B. Electron-Position Annihilation Data

In Figs. 3 and 4 we present a detailed comparison of the
results of our fit and its uncertainties at both 68% and
90% C.L. with the SIA data already included and newly
added to the original DSS 07 analysis [3], respectively. In
general, the agreement of the fit with SIA data is excel-
lent in the entire energy and z-range covered by the ex-
periments. The new fit reproduces SLAC and LEP data
at Q = MZ as well or even slightly better than the old
DSS 07 result for z ≥ 0.1, and improves very significantly
the description of the newly added Belle and BaBar
data as can be best seen from the “(data-theory)/theory”
panels in Fig. 4; recall that only data with z ≥ 0.2 are
included in the fit for BaBar due the lower

√
S. This

is mainly achieved by changing the singlet flavor combi-
nations rather significantly at large z ∼ 0.5 − 0.8 at the
lower Q relevant for Belle and BaBar. For SIA data
at z-values lower than those included in the χ2 minimiza-
tion, the old DSS 07 fit gives, however, a better descrip-
tion when extrapolated, presumably because the fit has
to accommodate much less data.
The Belle data [18], shown in Fig. 4, provide not only

the finest binning in z but also reach the highest z-values
measured so far. Above z ! 0.8 one observes an in-
creasing trend for the new fit to overshoot the data, still
within the estimated and growing theoretical (and exper-
imental) uncertainties though. In this kinematic regime
one expects large logarithmic corrections, which appear
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as compared to the original DSS 07 analysis [3]. Secondly,
the overall quality of the global fit has improved dramat-
ically from χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.83 for DSS 07, see Tab. V in
Ref. [3], to χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.08 for the current fit. A more
detailed inspection reveals that the individual χ2 values
for the SIA data [30–33, 37], which were already included
in the DSS 07 fit, have, by and large, not changed signif-
icantly. The biggest improvement concerns the SIDIS
multiplicities from Hermes which, in their published
version [19], are described rather well by the updated
fit, with only a few exceptions; see below. Also, the
charged kaon multiplicities from Compass [22] and the
new SIA data from BaBar [17] and Belle [18] integrate
very nicely into the global QCD analysis of parton-to-
kaon FFs at NLO accuracy. We recall that the original
DSS 07 fit was based on the 2003 NLO (2002 LO) PDF
set [38] ([39]) from the MRST group. In the present fit,
the underlying set of PDFs has have been upgraded to
the recent MMHT 2014 analysis [9], that gives a much
more accurate description of sea-quark parton densities
on which the analysis of SIDIS multiplicities depends
rather strongly. We have checked that very similar re-
sults for kaon FFs are obtained with other up-to-date sets
of PDFs such as [8, 10]. Nevertheless, the correspond-
ing PDF uncertainty is included in the χ2-minimization
procedure and, hence, the quoted χ2 values for SIDIS
multiplicities.

B. Electron-Position Annihilation Data

In Figs. 3 and 4 we present a detailed comparison of the
results of our fit and its uncertainties at both 68% and
90% C.L. with the SIA data already included and newly
added to the original DSS 07 analysis [3], respectively. In
general, the agreement of the fit with SIA data is excel-
lent in the entire energy and z-range covered by the ex-
periments. The new fit reproduces SLAC and LEP data
at Q = MZ as well or even slightly better than the old
DSS 07 result for z ≥ 0.1, and improves very significantly
the description of the newly added Belle and BaBar
data as can be best seen from the “(data-theory)/theory”
panels in Fig. 4; recall that only data with z ≥ 0.2 are
included in the fit for BaBar due the lower

√
S. This

is mainly achieved by changing the singlet flavor combi-
nations rather significantly at large z ∼ 0.5 − 0.8 at the
lower Q relevant for Belle and BaBar. For SIA data
at z-values lower than those included in the χ2 minimiza-
tion, the old DSS 07 fit gives, however, a better descrip-
tion when extrapolated, presumably because the fit has
to accommodate much less data.
The Belle data [18], shown in Fig. 4, provide not only

the finest binning in z but also reach the highest z-values
measured so far. Above z ! 0.8 one observes an in-
creasing trend for the new fit to overshoot the data, still
within the estimated and growing theoretical (and exper-
imental) uncertainties though. In this kinematic regime
one expects large logarithmic corrections, which appear
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as compared to the original DSS 07 analysis [3]. Secondly,
the overall quality of the global fit has improved dramat-
ically from χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.83 for DSS 07, see Tab. V in
Ref. [3], to χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.08 for the current fit. A more
detailed inspection reveals that the individual χ2 values
for the SIA data [30–33, 37], which were already included
in the DSS 07 fit, have, by and large, not changed signif-
icantly. The biggest improvement concerns the SIDIS
multiplicities from Hermes which, in their published
version [19], are described rather well by the updated
fit, with only a few exceptions; see below. Also, the
charged kaon multiplicities from Compass [22] and the
new SIA data from BaBar [17] and Belle [18] integrate
very nicely into the global QCD analysis of parton-to-
kaon FFs at NLO accuracy. We recall that the original
DSS 07 fit was based on the 2003 NLO (2002 LO) PDF
set [38] ([39]) from the MRST group. In the present fit,
the underlying set of PDFs has have been upgraded to
the recent MMHT 2014 analysis [9], that gives a much
more accurate description of sea-quark parton densities
on which the analysis of SIDIS multiplicities depends
rather strongly. We have checked that very similar re-
sults for kaon FFs are obtained with other up-to-date sets
of PDFs such as [8, 10]. Nevertheless, the correspond-
ing PDF uncertainty is included in the χ2-minimization
procedure and, hence, the quoted χ2 values for SIDIS
multiplicities.

B. Electron-Position Annihilation Data

In Figs. 3 and 4 we present a detailed comparison of the
results of our fit and its uncertainties at both 68% and
90% C.L. with the SIA data already included and newly
added to the original DSS 07 analysis [3], respectively. In
general, the agreement of the fit with SIA data is excel-
lent in the entire energy and z-range covered by the ex-
periments. The new fit reproduces SLAC and LEP data
at Q = MZ as well or even slightly better than the old
DSS 07 result for z ≥ 0.1, and improves very significantly
the description of the newly added Belle and BaBar
data as can be best seen from the “(data-theory)/theory”
panels in Fig. 4; recall that only data with z ≥ 0.2 are
included in the fit for BaBar due the lower
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S. This

is mainly achieved by changing the singlet flavor combi-
nations rather significantly at large z ∼ 0.5 − 0.8 at the
lower Q relevant for Belle and BaBar. For SIA data
at z-values lower than those included in the χ2 minimiza-
tion, the old DSS 07 fit gives, however, a better descrip-
tion when extrapolated, presumably because the fit has
to accommodate much less data.
The Belle data [18], shown in Fig. 4, provide not only

the finest binning in z but also reach the highest z-values
measured so far. Above z ! 0.8 one observes an in-
creasing trend for the new fit to overshoot the data, still
within the estimated and growing theoretical (and exper-
imental) uncertainties though. In this kinematic regime
one expects large logarithmic corrections, which appear
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as compared to the original DSS 07 analysis [3]. Secondly,
the overall quality of the global fit has improved dramat-
ically from χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.83 for DSS 07, see Tab. V in
Ref. [3], to χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.08 for the current fit. A more
detailed inspection reveals that the individual χ2 values
for the SIA data [30–33, 37], which were already included
in the DSS 07 fit, have, by and large, not changed signif-
icantly. The biggest improvement concerns the SIDIS
multiplicities from Hermes which, in their published
version [19], are described rather well by the updated
fit, with only a few exceptions; see below. Also, the
charged kaon multiplicities from Compass [22] and the
new SIA data from BaBar [17] and Belle [18] integrate
very nicely into the global QCD analysis of parton-to-
kaon FFs at NLO accuracy. We recall that the original
DSS 07 fit was based on the 2003 NLO (2002 LO) PDF
set [38] ([39]) from the MRST group. In the present fit,
the underlying set of PDFs has have been upgraded to
the recent MMHT 2014 analysis [9], that gives a much
more accurate description of sea-quark parton densities
on which the analysis of SIDIS multiplicities depends
rather strongly. We have checked that very similar re-
sults for kaon FFs are obtained with other up-to-date sets
of PDFs such as [8, 10]. Nevertheless, the correspond-
ing PDF uncertainty is included in the χ2-minimization
procedure and, hence, the quoted χ2 values for SIDIS
multiplicities.

B. Electron-Position Annihilation Data

In Figs. 3 and 4 we present a detailed comparison of the
results of our fit and its uncertainties at both 68% and
90% C.L. with the SIA data already included and newly
added to the original DSS 07 analysis [3], respectively. In
general, the agreement of the fit with SIA data is excel-
lent in the entire energy and z-range covered by the ex-
periments. The new fit reproduces SLAC and LEP data
at Q = MZ as well or even slightly better than the old
DSS 07 result for z ≥ 0.1, and improves very significantly
the description of the newly added Belle and BaBar
data as can be best seen from the “(data-theory)/theory”
panels in Fig. 4; recall that only data with z ≥ 0.2 are
included in the fit for BaBar due the lower

√
S. This

is mainly achieved by changing the singlet flavor combi-
nations rather significantly at large z ∼ 0.5 − 0.8 at the
lower Q relevant for Belle and BaBar. For SIA data
at z-values lower than those included in the χ2 minimiza-
tion, the old DSS 07 fit gives, however, a better descrip-
tion when extrapolated, presumably because the fit has
to accommodate much less data.
The Belle data [18], shown in Fig. 4, provide not only

the finest binning in z but also reach the highest z-values
measured so far. Above z ! 0.8 one observes an in-
creasing trend for the new fit to overshoot the data, still
within the estimated and growing theoretical (and exper-
imental) uncertainties though. In this kinematic regime
one expects large logarithmic corrections, which appear
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as compared to the original DSS 07 analysis [3]. Secondly,
the overall quality of the global fit has improved dramat-
ically from χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.83 for DSS 07, see Tab. V in
Ref. [3], to χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.08 for the current fit. A more
detailed inspection reveals that the individual χ2 values
for the SIA data [30–33, 37], which were already included
in the DSS 07 fit, have, by and large, not changed signif-
icantly. The biggest improvement concerns the SIDIS
multiplicities from Hermes which, in their published
version [19], are described rather well by the updated
fit, with only a few exceptions; see below. Also, the
charged kaon multiplicities from Compass [22] and the
new SIA data from BaBar [17] and Belle [18] integrate
very nicely into the global QCD analysis of parton-to-
kaon FFs at NLO accuracy. We recall that the original
DSS 07 fit was based on the 2003 NLO (2002 LO) PDF
set [38] ([39]) from the MRST group. In the present fit,
the underlying set of PDFs has have been upgraded to
the recent MMHT 2014 analysis [9], that gives a much
more accurate description of sea-quark parton densities
on which the analysis of SIDIS multiplicities depends
rather strongly. We have checked that very similar re-
sults for kaon FFs are obtained with other up-to-date sets
of PDFs such as [8, 10]. Nevertheless, the correspond-
ing PDF uncertainty is included in the χ2-minimization
procedure and, hence, the quoted χ2 values for SIDIS
multiplicities.

B. Electron-Position Annihilation Data

In Figs. 3 and 4 we present a detailed comparison of the
results of our fit and its uncertainties at both 68% and
90% C.L. with the SIA data already included and newly
added to the original DSS 07 analysis [3], respectively. In
general, the agreement of the fit with SIA data is excel-
lent in the entire energy and z-range covered by the ex-
periments. The new fit reproduces SLAC and LEP data
at Q = MZ as well or even slightly better than the old
DSS 07 result for z ≥ 0.1, and improves very significantly
the description of the newly added Belle and BaBar
data as can be best seen from the “(data-theory)/theory”
panels in Fig. 4; recall that only data with z ≥ 0.2 are
included in the fit for BaBar due the lower
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S. This

is mainly achieved by changing the singlet flavor combi-
nations rather significantly at large z ∼ 0.5 − 0.8 at the
lower Q relevant for Belle and BaBar. For SIA data
at z-values lower than those included in the χ2 minimiza-
tion, the old DSS 07 fit gives, however, a better descrip-
tion when extrapolated, presumably because the fit has
to accommodate much less data.
The Belle data [18], shown in Fig. 4, provide not only

the finest binning in z but also reach the highest z-values
measured so far. Above z ! 0.8 one observes an in-
creasing trend for the new fit to overshoot the data, still
within the estimated and growing theoretical (and exper-
imental) uncertainties though. In this kinematic regime
one expects large logarithmic corrections, which appear
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in each order of perturbation theory, to become more and
more relevant. It is known how to resum such terms to

so far little explored. The binning of BABAR data [28] is
more sparse toward large z, and a similar trend as for the
BELLE data is not visible here.
For all the sets shown in Fig. 3, the new fit is able to

follow the trend of the data even below the z values

included in the analysis (the region indicated by the hatched
area). Agreement with BABAR data below the cut z ¼ 0.1
quickly deteriorates though. In this region, the data start to
drop while the NLO SIA cross section continues to rise as
can be seen in the left-hand panel of Fig. 4. Since the
BABAR data are taken at the lowest c.m.s. energy, such an
effect is not unexpected and signifies the onset of neglected
hadron mass effects in the theoretical framework. In fact,
this was the reason for us to choose a somewhat higher cut
in z, z > 0.1 than for the other SIA data obtained at higher
c.m.s. energies. The BELLE experiment did not publish
any data below z ¼ 0.2 [29].
Also shown in Figs. 3 and 4 are the theoretical results

obtained with the original DSS FFs (dashed lines), i.e.,
without any refitting or adjusting normalization shifts. The
agreement with SIA data is in general very good, except for
some small deviations from the recent B factory data, most
noticeable in the comparison to BABAR. Contrary to the
new analysis, the original DSS fit undershoots both the
BELLE and BABAR data at high z.
Our estimated uncertainty bands, also shown in Figs. 3

and 4, reflect the accuracy and kinematical coverage of the
fitted data. They increase toward both small and large z,
similar to the pattern observed for the individual Dπþ

i in
Figs. 1 and 2. One should keep in mind that the obtained
bands are constrained by the fit to the global set of SIA,
SIDIS, and pp data and do not necessarily have to follow
the accuracy of each individual set of data.
As was already mentioned in Sec. III A, the SIA data

from the LEP and SLAC experiments constrain mainly the
total quark singlet fragmentation to pions as up-type and
down-type quark couplings to the exchanged Z gauge
boson are roughly equal at Q≃MZ. The new BABAR and
BELLE data are dominated by photon exchange and,
hence, prefer up-type quark flavors. When combined, this
leads to some partial flavor separation. QCD scale evolu-
tion between Q2 ≃ 110 GeV2 and Q2 ¼ M2

Z provides
some additional constraints, in particular, also for the gluon
FF. The flavor-tagged LEP and SLAC data, listed in
Table II, are still the best “direct” source of information
on the charm- and bottom-to-pion FFs.
Finally, we wish to remark that despite the excellent

agreement with all SIA data there are still some issues
which require further scrutiny and, perhaps, more detailed
comparisons among the different experimental groups. One
concern is the question to what extent “feed-down” pions
from weak decays contribute to the individual data sets.
Different treatments of QED radiative corrections, of which
the main effect is to lower the “true” c.m.s. energy

ffiffiffi
S

p
of

the collisions, might be another source of potential tension.
For instance, the BELLE Collaboration [29] provides only
a measurement of the cross section dσ=dz, while all other
experiments in SIA scale their quoted results by the total
cross section σtot for eþe− → hadrons. Since BELLE cuts
on radiative photon events if their energy exceeds a certain
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(dashed lines) with data sets for inclusive pion production in SIA
used in both fits; see Table II. The inner and outer shaded bands
correspond to new uncertainty estimates at 68% and 90% C.L.,
respectively. Right-hand side: “(data-theory)/theory” for each of
the data sets with respect to our new fit (symbols) and the DSS
analysis (dashed lines).
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so far little explored. The binning of BABAR data [28] is
more sparse toward large z, and a similar trend as for the
BELLE data is not visible here.
For all the sets shown in Fig. 3, the new fit is able to

follow the trend of the data even below the z values

included in the analysis (the region indicated by the hatched
area). Agreement with BABAR data below the cut z ¼ 0.1
quickly deteriorates though. In this region, the data start to
drop while the NLO SIA cross section continues to rise as
can be seen in the left-hand panel of Fig. 4. Since the
BABAR data are taken at the lowest c.m.s. energy, such an
effect is not unexpected and signifies the onset of neglected
hadron mass effects in the theoretical framework. In fact,
this was the reason for us to choose a somewhat higher cut
in z, z > 0.1 than for the other SIA data obtained at higher
c.m.s. energies. The BELLE experiment did not publish
any data below z ¼ 0.2 [29].
Also shown in Figs. 3 and 4 are the theoretical results

obtained with the original DSS FFs (dashed lines), i.e.,
without any refitting or adjusting normalization shifts. The
agreement with SIA data is in general very good, except for
some small deviations from the recent B factory data, most
noticeable in the comparison to BABAR. Contrary to the
new analysis, the original DSS fit undershoots both the
BELLE and BABAR data at high z.
Our estimated uncertainty bands, also shown in Figs. 3

and 4, reflect the accuracy and kinematical coverage of the
fitted data. They increase toward both small and large z,
similar to the pattern observed for the individual Dπþ

i in
Figs. 1 and 2. One should keep in mind that the obtained
bands are constrained by the fit to the global set of SIA,
SIDIS, and pp data and do not necessarily have to follow
the accuracy of each individual set of data.
As was already mentioned in Sec. III A, the SIA data

from the LEP and SLAC experiments constrain mainly the
total quark singlet fragmentation to pions as up-type and
down-type quark couplings to the exchanged Z gauge
boson are roughly equal at Q≃MZ. The new BABAR and
BELLE data are dominated by photon exchange and,
hence, prefer up-type quark flavors. When combined, this
leads to some partial flavor separation. QCD scale evolu-
tion between Q2 ≃ 110 GeV2 and Q2 ¼ M2

Z provides
some additional constraints, in particular, also for the gluon
FF. The flavor-tagged LEP and SLAC data, listed in
Table II, are still the best “direct” source of information
on the charm- and bottom-to-pion FFs.
Finally, we wish to remark that despite the excellent

agreement with all SIA data there are still some issues
which require further scrutiny and, perhaps, more detailed
comparisons among the different experimental groups. One
concern is the question to what extent “feed-down” pions
from weak decays contribute to the individual data sets.
Different treatments of QED radiative corrections, of which
the main effect is to lower the “true” c.m.s. energy

ffiffiffi
S

p
of

the collisions, might be another source of potential tension.
For instance, the BELLE Collaboration [29] provides only
a measurement of the cross section dσ=dz, while all other
experiments in SIA scale their quoted results by the total
cross section σtot for eþe− → hadrons. Since BELLE cuts
on radiative photon events if their energy exceeds a certain
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new NLO results (solid lines) and the previous DSS fit [10]
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analysis (dashed lines).
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2.2 Physical observables

The SIA differential cross-section involving a hadron h in
the final state can be expressed as

dσ h

dz
(z, Q) = 4πα2(Q)

Q2 Fh
2 (z, Q), (2.3)

where α is the Quantum Electrodynamics (QED) running
coupling and Fh

2 is the fragmentation (structure) function,
defined in analogy with the structure function F2 in DIS.
While in the literature Fh

2 is often called fragmentation func-
tion, we will denote it as fragmentation structure function in
order to avoid any confusion with the partonic FFs.

The SIA cross-sections used in this analysis are sum-
marised in the third column of Table 1. For some experiments,
they are presented as multiplicities, i.e. they are normalised
to σtot, the total cross-section for the inclusive electron–
positron annihilation into hadrons. In addition to the nor-
malisation to σtot, the format of the experimental data can
differ among the various experiments due to the choice of
scaling variable and/or an additional overall rescaling factor.
These differences are indicated in Table 1, where the follow-
ing notation is used: z = Eh/Eb = 2Eh/

√
s is the energy

Eh of the observed hadron h scaled to the beam energy Eb;
xp = |ph |/|pb| = 2|ph |/

√
s is the hadron three-momentum

|ph | scaled to the beam three-momentum |pb|; ξ = ln(1/xp);
and β = |ph |/Eh is the velocity of the observed hadron h.

Starting from the measured observables defined in Table 1,
the corresponding data points have been rescaled by the
inverse of s/β or 1/β whenever needed to match Eq. (2.3),
modulo the normalisation to σtot. Corrections depending on
the hadron mass mh are retained according to the procedure
described in Ref. [68]. This implies that the distributions dif-
ferential in xp, ph or ξ are modified by a multiplicative Jaco-
bian factor determined by the following relations between
the scaling variables:

z(ph) = 2

(
m2

h + p2
h

s

) 1
2

z(xp) = βxp = xp

(

1 + 4
x2
p

m2
h

s

) 1
2

z(ξ) = e−ξ

(

1 + 4 e2ξ m2
h

s

) 1
2

. (2.4)

The typical size of these hadron-mass corrections is illus-
trated in the left plot of Fig. 2, where we show the ratio xp/z
as a function of z, at three representative values of

√
s, for

pions, kaons, and protons. Hadron-mass corrections become
larger when z and/or

√
s decrease, as well as when mh is

increased. These corrections can become significant in the
kinematic region covered by the data. For instance, at z = 0.1

and Q = MZ hadron-mass corrections are less than 10% for
all hadronic species, while at z = 0.1 and Q = 10 GeV
they rise up to 20% (70% or more) for pions (kaons and pro-
tons/antiprotons). For protons/antiprotons, these corrections
are already larger than 30% around z = 0.4 at the center-of-
mass energy of the B-factory data. Therefore, the inclusion
of hadron-mass corrections should improve the description
of the data.

In the case of the BELLE experiment we multiply all
data points by a factor 1/c, with c = 0.65 for charged
pions and kaons [69] and with c a function of z for pro-
tons/antiprotons [53]. This correction is required in order
to treat the BELLE data consistently with all the other SIA
measurements included in NNFF1.0. The reason is that a
kinematic cut on radiative photon events was applied to the
BELLE data sample in the original analysis instead of unfold-
ing the radiative QED effects. Specifically, the energy scales
in the measured events were kept within 0.5% of the nominal
fragmentation scale Q/2; a Monte Carlo simulation was then
performed to estimate the fraction of events with initial-state
(ISR) or final-state radiation (FSR) photon energies below
0.5% × Q/2. For each bin, the measured yields are then
reduced by these fractions in order to exclude events with
large ISR or FSR contributions.

Finally, note that the B-factory measurements correspond
to samples where the effect of bottom-quark production is not
included because they were taken at a center-of-mass energy
below the threshold to produce a B-meson pair. The corre-
sponding theoretical predictions should therefore be com-
puted without the bottom-quark contribution, as explained
in Sect. 3.1.

2.3 Kinematic cuts

Our baseline determination of FFs is based on a subset of all
the available data points described above. Specifically, we
impose two kinematic cuts at small and large values of z,
zmin and zmax, and retain only the data points with z in the
interval [zmin, zmax]. These cuts are needed to exclude the
kinematic regions where effects beyond fixed-order pertur-
bation theory should be taken into account for an acceptable
description of the data. For instance, soft-gluon logarithmic
terms proportional to ln z and threshold logarithmic terms
proportional to ln(1−z) can significantly affect the time-like
splitting functions and the SIA coefficient functions below
certain values of zmin and above certain values of zmax. As a
consequence, the convergence of the fixed-order expansion
can be spoiled.

While all-order resummation techniques have been devel-
oped both at small [70–73] and large z [74–78], their inclu-
sion is beyond the scope of the present work. However,
we note that the impact of small- and large-z unresummed
logarithms is alleviated when higher-order corrections are
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very precise data for charged 
pions and kaons

Belle data available up to very 
large z (z<0.98)

included in recent DEHSS fits
[e.g. PRD 91, 014035 (2015)]

radiative corrections undone in 
FF fits

new: data for protons and anti-protons

not (yet) included in DEHSS, but in 
NNFF 1.0

similar z dependence as pions

about ~⅕ of pion cross sections

single-hadron production

12

the entire z range, while the ALEPH and LEP/Tevatron
tunes roughly agree with the data at low z and the
older Belle MC setting is in moderate agreement at
high z.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we present eþe− → h1h2X differential
cross sections in z1 and z2 for pion-pion, pion-kaon and
kaon-kaon pairs of the same and opposite charges and in
various topologies. The general expectations of disfa-
vored fragmentation functions being suppressed, espe-
cially at large fractional energies, are confirmed within
the assumptions mentioned in this article. In particular,
the same-sign pion pairs in opposite hemispheres fall
off more rapidly than the opposite-sign pion pairs. The
ordering with additional strangeness is also as expected
when taking into account the favored-kaon fragmentation
of strange quarks and charm decays. For example, where
strangeness needs to be created in the fragmentation such
as for same-sign kaon pairs and, to a lesser extent, the
same-sign pion-kaon pairs, the cross sections decrease
even more rapidly as the already disfavored same-sign
pion pairs.
The vanishing of the same-hemisphere dihadron cross

sections once the sum of the fractional energies of the two
hadrons exceeds unity supports the assumption of the
same-hemisphere dihadrons being produced predominantly
via single-parton dihadron fragmentation. This, in turn,
bolsters the interpretation of the opposite hemisphere
hadron pairs as arising from the fragmentation of different
partons. As a consequence, the inclusion of the opposite
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as compared to the original DSS 07 analysis [3]. Secondly,
the overall quality of the global fit has improved dramat-
ically from χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.83 for DSS 07, see Tab. V in
Ref. [3], to χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.08 for the current fit. A more
detailed inspection reveals that the individual χ2 values
for the SIA data [30–33, 37], which were already included
in the DSS 07 fit, have, by and large, not changed signif-
icantly. The biggest improvement concerns the SIDIS
multiplicities from Hermes which, in their published
version [19], are described rather well by the updated
fit, with only a few exceptions; see below. Also, the
charged kaon multiplicities from Compass [22] and the
new SIA data from BaBar [17] and Belle [18] integrate
very nicely into the global QCD analysis of parton-to-
kaon FFs at NLO accuracy. We recall that the original
DSS 07 fit was based on the 2003 NLO (2002 LO) PDF
set [38] ([39]) from the MRST group. In the present fit,
the underlying set of PDFs has have been upgraded to
the recent MMHT 2014 analysis [9], that gives a much
more accurate description of sea-quark parton densities
on which the analysis of SIDIS multiplicities depends
rather strongly. We have checked that very similar re-
sults for kaon FFs are obtained with other up-to-date sets
of PDFs such as [8, 10]. Nevertheless, the correspond-
ing PDF uncertainty is included in the χ2-minimization
procedure and, hence, the quoted χ2 values for SIDIS
multiplicities.

B. Electron-Position Annihilation Data

In Figs. 3 and 4 we present a detailed comparison of the
results of our fit and its uncertainties at both 68% and
90% C.L. with the SIA data already included and newly
added to the original DSS 07 analysis [3], respectively. In
general, the agreement of the fit with SIA data is excel-
lent in the entire energy and z-range covered by the ex-
periments. The new fit reproduces SLAC and LEP data
at Q = MZ as well or even slightly better than the old
DSS 07 result for z ≥ 0.1, and improves very significantly
the description of the newly added Belle and BaBar
data as can be best seen from the “(data-theory)/theory”
panels in Fig. 4; recall that only data with z ≥ 0.2 are
included in the fit for BaBar due the lower

√
S. This

is mainly achieved by changing the singlet flavor combi-
nations rather significantly at large z ∼ 0.5 − 0.8 at the
lower Q relevant for Belle and BaBar. For SIA data
at z-values lower than those included in the χ2 minimiza-
tion, the old DSS 07 fit gives, however, a better descrip-
tion when extrapolated, presumably because the fit has
to accommodate much less data.
The Belle data [18], shown in Fig. 4, provide not only

the finest binning in z but also reach the highest z-values
measured so far. Above z ! 0.8 one observes an in-
creasing trend for the new fit to overshoot the data, still
within the estimated and growing theoretical (and exper-
imental) uncertainties though. In this kinematic regime
one expects large logarithmic corrections, which appear
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the data sets w.r.t. our new fit (symbols) and the DSS 07
analysis (dashed lines).
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in each order of perturbation theory, to become more and
more relevant. It is known how to resum such terms to
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as compared to the original DSS 07 analysis [3]. Secondly,
the overall quality of the global fit has improved dramat-
ically from χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.83 for DSS 07, see Tab. V in
Ref. [3], to χ2/d.o.f. ≃ 1.08 for the current fit. A more
detailed inspection reveals that the individual χ2 values
for the SIA data [30–33, 37], which were already included
in the DSS 07 fit, have, by and large, not changed signif-
icantly. The biggest improvement concerns the SIDIS
multiplicities from Hermes which, in their published
version [19], are described rather well by the updated
fit, with only a few exceptions; see below. Also, the
charged kaon multiplicities from Compass [22] and the
new SIA data from BaBar [17] and Belle [18] integrate
very nicely into the global QCD analysis of parton-to-
kaon FFs at NLO accuracy. We recall that the original
DSS 07 fit was based on the 2003 NLO (2002 LO) PDF
set [38] ([39]) from the MRST group. In the present fit,
the underlying set of PDFs has have been upgraded to
the recent MMHT 2014 analysis [9], that gives a much
more accurate description of sea-quark parton densities
on which the analysis of SIDIS multiplicities depends
rather strongly. We have checked that very similar re-
sults for kaon FFs are obtained with other up-to-date sets
of PDFs such as [8, 10]. Nevertheless, the correspond-
ing PDF uncertainty is included in the χ2-minimization
procedure and, hence, the quoted χ2 values for SIDIS
multiplicities.

B. Electron-Position Annihilation Data

In Figs. 3 and 4 we present a detailed comparison of the
results of our fit and its uncertainties at both 68% and
90% C.L. with the SIA data already included and newly
added to the original DSS 07 analysis [3], respectively. In
general, the agreement of the fit with SIA data is excel-
lent in the entire energy and z-range covered by the ex-
periments. The new fit reproduces SLAC and LEP data
at Q = MZ as well or even slightly better than the old
DSS 07 result for z ≥ 0.1, and improves very significantly
the description of the newly added Belle and BaBar
data as can be best seen from the “(data-theory)/theory”
panels in Fig. 4; recall that only data with z ≥ 0.2 are
included in the fit for BaBar due the lower

√
S. This

is mainly achieved by changing the singlet flavor combi-
nations rather significantly at large z ∼ 0.5 − 0.8 at the
lower Q relevant for Belle and BaBar. For SIA data
at z-values lower than those included in the χ2 minimiza-
tion, the old DSS 07 fit gives, however, a better descrip-
tion when extrapolated, presumably because the fit has
to accommodate much less data.
The Belle data [18], shown in Fig. 4, provide not only

the finest binning in z but also reach the highest z-values
measured so far. Above z ! 0.8 one observes an in-
creasing trend for the new fit to overshoot the data, still
within the estimated and growing theoretical (and exper-
imental) uncertainties though. In this kinematic regime
one expects large logarithmic corrections, which appear
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in each order of perturbation theory, to become more and
more relevant. It is known how to resum such terms to

so far little explored. The binning of BABAR data [28] is
more sparse toward large z, and a similar trend as for the
BELLE data is not visible here.
For all the sets shown in Fig. 3, the new fit is able to

follow the trend of the data even below the z values

included in the analysis (the region indicated by the hatched
area). Agreement with BABAR data below the cut z ¼ 0.1
quickly deteriorates though. In this region, the data start to
drop while the NLO SIA cross section continues to rise as
can be seen in the left-hand panel of Fig. 4. Since the
BABAR data are taken at the lowest c.m.s. energy, such an
effect is not unexpected and signifies the onset of neglected
hadron mass effects in the theoretical framework. In fact,
this was the reason for us to choose a somewhat higher cut
in z, z > 0.1 than for the other SIA data obtained at higher
c.m.s. energies. The BELLE experiment did not publish
any data below z ¼ 0.2 [29].
Also shown in Figs. 3 and 4 are the theoretical results

obtained with the original DSS FFs (dashed lines), i.e.,
without any refitting or adjusting normalization shifts. The
agreement with SIA data is in general very good, except for
some small deviations from the recent B factory data, most
noticeable in the comparison to BABAR. Contrary to the
new analysis, the original DSS fit undershoots both the
BELLE and BABAR data at high z.
Our estimated uncertainty bands, also shown in Figs. 3

and 4, reflect the accuracy and kinematical coverage of the
fitted data. They increase toward both small and large z,
similar to the pattern observed for the individual Dπþ

i in
Figs. 1 and 2. One should keep in mind that the obtained
bands are constrained by the fit to the global set of SIA,
SIDIS, and pp data and do not necessarily have to follow
the accuracy of each individual set of data.
As was already mentioned in Sec. III A, the SIA data

from the LEP and SLAC experiments constrain mainly the
total quark singlet fragmentation to pions as up-type and
down-type quark couplings to the exchanged Z gauge
boson are roughly equal at Q≃MZ. The new BABAR and
BELLE data are dominated by photon exchange and,
hence, prefer up-type quark flavors. When combined, this
leads to some partial flavor separation. QCD scale evolu-
tion between Q2 ≃ 110 GeV2 and Q2 ¼ M2

Z provides
some additional constraints, in particular, also for the gluon
FF. The flavor-tagged LEP and SLAC data, listed in
Table II, are still the best “direct” source of information
on the charm- and bottom-to-pion FFs.
Finally, we wish to remark that despite the excellent

agreement with all SIA data there are still some issues
which require further scrutiny and, perhaps, more detailed
comparisons among the different experimental groups. One
concern is the question to what extent “feed-down” pions
from weak decays contribute to the individual data sets.
Different treatments of QED radiative corrections, of which
the main effect is to lower the “true” c.m.s. energy

ffiffiffi
S

p
of

the collisions, might be another source of potential tension.
For instance, the BELLE Collaboration [29] provides only
a measurement of the cross section dσ=dz, while all other
experiments in SIA scale their quoted results by the total
cross section σtot for eþe− → hadrons. Since BELLE cuts
on radiative photon events if their energy exceeds a certain
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so far little explored. The binning of BABAR data [28] is
more sparse toward large z, and a similar trend as for the
BELLE data is not visible here.
For all the sets shown in Fig. 3, the new fit is able to

follow the trend of the data even below the z values

included in the analysis (the region indicated by the hatched
area). Agreement with BABAR data below the cut z ¼ 0.1
quickly deteriorates though. In this region, the data start to
drop while the NLO SIA cross section continues to rise as
can be seen in the left-hand panel of Fig. 4. Since the
BABAR data are taken at the lowest c.m.s. energy, such an
effect is not unexpected and signifies the onset of neglected
hadron mass effects in the theoretical framework. In fact,
this was the reason for us to choose a somewhat higher cut
in z, z > 0.1 than for the other SIA data obtained at higher
c.m.s. energies. The BELLE experiment did not publish
any data below z ¼ 0.2 [29].
Also shown in Figs. 3 and 4 are the theoretical results

obtained with the original DSS FFs (dashed lines), i.e.,
without any refitting or adjusting normalization shifts. The
agreement with SIA data is in general very good, except for
some small deviations from the recent B factory data, most
noticeable in the comparison to BABAR. Contrary to the
new analysis, the original DSS fit undershoots both the
BELLE and BABAR data at high z.
Our estimated uncertainty bands, also shown in Figs. 3

and 4, reflect the accuracy and kinematical coverage of the
fitted data. They increase toward both small and large z,
similar to the pattern observed for the individual Dπþ

i in
Figs. 1 and 2. One should keep in mind that the obtained
bands are constrained by the fit to the global set of SIA,
SIDIS, and pp data and do not necessarily have to follow
the accuracy of each individual set of data.
As was already mentioned in Sec. III A, the SIA data

from the LEP and SLAC experiments constrain mainly the
total quark singlet fragmentation to pions as up-type and
down-type quark couplings to the exchanged Z gauge
boson are roughly equal at Q≃MZ. The new BABAR and
BELLE data are dominated by photon exchange and,
hence, prefer up-type quark flavors. When combined, this
leads to some partial flavor separation. QCD scale evolu-
tion between Q2 ≃ 110 GeV2 and Q2 ¼ M2

Z provides
some additional constraints, in particular, also for the gluon
FF. The flavor-tagged LEP and SLAC data, listed in
Table II, are still the best “direct” source of information
on the charm- and bottom-to-pion FFs.
Finally, we wish to remark that despite the excellent

agreement with all SIA data there are still some issues
which require further scrutiny and, perhaps, more detailed
comparisons among the different experimental groups. One
concern is the question to what extent “feed-down” pions
from weak decays contribute to the individual data sets.
Different treatments of QED radiative corrections, of which
the main effect is to lower the “true” c.m.s. energy
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the collisions, might be another source of potential tension.
For instance, the BELLE Collaboration [29] provides only
a measurement of the cross section dσ=dz, while all other
experiments in SIA scale their quoted results by the total
cross section σtot for eþe− → hadrons. Since BELLE cuts
on radiative photon events if their energy exceeds a certain
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the entire z range, while the ALEPH and LEP/Tevatron
tunes roughly agree with the data at low z and the
older Belle MC setting is in moderate agreement at
high z.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we present eþe− → h1h2X differential
cross sections in z1 and z2 for pion-pion, pion-kaon and
kaon-kaon pairs of the same and opposite charges and in
various topologies. The general expectations of disfa-
vored fragmentation functions being suppressed, espe-
cially at large fractional energies, are confirmed within
the assumptions mentioned in this article. In particular,
the same-sign pion pairs in opposite hemispheres fall
off more rapidly than the opposite-sign pion pairs. The
ordering with additional strangeness is also as expected
when taking into account the favored-kaon fragmentation
of strange quarks and charm decays. For example, where
strangeness needs to be created in the fragmentation such
as for same-sign kaon pairs and, to a lesser extent, the
same-sign pion-kaon pairs, the cross sections decrease
even more rapidly as the already disfavored same-sign
pion pairs.
The vanishing of the same-hemisphere dihadron cross

sections once the sum of the fractional energies of the two
hadrons exceeds unity supports the assumption of the
same-hemisphere dihadrons being produced predominantly
via single-parton dihadron fragmentation. This, in turn,
bolsters the interpretation of the opposite hemisphere
hadron pairs as arising from the fragmentation of different
partons. As a consequence, the inclusion of the opposite
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This initial fractional energy selection always takes the
nominal hadron mass as given by the PID information
into account. The requirement of z > 0.1 therefore safely
accommodates pion-kaon misidentification, which is
unfolded in the course of this analysis.
In addition, in order to study whether two hadrons have

likely emerged from the same parton or different partons,
the analysis is performed on several different sets by
requiring that both hadrons be in opposite hemispheres,
the same hemisphere or anywhere as depicted in Figs. 1
and 2. For the data sets where a hemisphere assignment is

required, the hemispheres are defined by the plane
perpendicular to the thrust axis and the thrust must satisfy
T > 0.8.

B. PID selection

To apply the PID correction according to the PID
efficiency matrices described in Ref. [1], the same selection
criteria must be applied to define a charged track as a
pion, kaon, proton, electron or muon. The information is
determined from normalized likelihood ratios that are
constructed from various detector responses. If the muon-
hadron likelihood ratio is above 0.9, the track is identified
as a muon. Otherwise, if the electron-hadron likelihood
ratio is above 0.85, the track is identified as an electron. If
neither of these applies, the track is identified as a kaon by
a kaon-pion likelihood ratio above 0.6 and a kaon-proton
likelihood ratio above 0.2. Pions are identified with the
kaon-pion likelihood ratio below 0.6 and a pion-proton
ratio above 0.2. Finally, protons are identified with the
inverse proton ratios above with kaon-proton and pion-
proton ratios below 0.2. While neither muons nor electrons
are considered explicitly for the single and dihadron
analysis, they are retained as necessary contributors for
the PID correction, wherein a certain fraction enter the
pion, kaon and proton samples under study.

II. DIHADRON ANALYSIS

In the following sections, the dihadron yields are
extracted and, successively, the various corrections and
the corresponding systematic uncertainties are applied
to arrive at the dihadron differential cross sections
d2σðeþe− → h1h2XÞ=dz1dz2.

A. Binning and cross section extraction

For the dihadron cross sections, a (z1, z2) binning is used.
We forgo a combined z and invariant-mass binning of the
hadron pair; the latter, in particular, is relevant in the same-
hemisphere topology as an unpolarized baseline to the
previously extracted interference fragmentation functions
[41] and would have allowed the extraction of individual
fragmentation functions for ρ, K$, ϕ and other resonances.
The z1 and z2 ranges of 0.2 to 1.0 used in this analysis

are each partitioned into 16 equidistant bins. All hadron
and charge combinations are treated independently and are
merged only after all corrections are applied and after
confirming their consistency where applicable (i.e., where
the same combinations of fragmentation functions appear,
such as πþπþ and π−π−). This leaves 16 different charge
and type combinations for pions and kaons initially, of
which six contain irreducible information.
Furthermore, as mentioned in the Introduction, three

hemisphere combinations are studied: two hadrons in the
same hemisphere, two hadrons in opposite hemispheres
and two hadrons irrespective of hemisphere or thrust cut;

FIG. 1 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows, and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and thrust axis—is depicted as a light blue plane. In
this case, both hadrons are found in opposite hemispheres defined
by the thrust axis, and generally out of the plane, as indicated by
the cones.

FIG. 2 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and initial quarks/thrust axis—is depicted as a light
blue plane. In this case, both hadrons are found in the same
hemisphere as defined by the thrust axis, and generally out of the
plane, as indicated by the cones.
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This initial fractional energy selection always takes the
nominal hadron mass as given by the PID information
into account. The requirement of z > 0.1 therefore safely
accommodates pion-kaon misidentification, which is
unfolded in the course of this analysis.
In addition, in order to study whether two hadrons have

likely emerged from the same parton or different partons,
the analysis is performed on several different sets by
requiring that both hadrons be in opposite hemispheres,
the same hemisphere or anywhere as depicted in Figs. 1
and 2. For the data sets where a hemisphere assignment is

required, the hemispheres are defined by the plane
perpendicular to the thrust axis and the thrust must satisfy
T > 0.8.

B. PID selection

To apply the PID correction according to the PID
efficiency matrices described in Ref. [1], the same selection
criteria must be applied to define a charged track as a
pion, kaon, proton, electron or muon. The information is
determined from normalized likelihood ratios that are
constructed from various detector responses. If the muon-
hadron likelihood ratio is above 0.9, the track is identified
as a muon. Otherwise, if the electron-hadron likelihood
ratio is above 0.85, the track is identified as an electron. If
neither of these applies, the track is identified as a kaon by
a kaon-pion likelihood ratio above 0.6 and a kaon-proton
likelihood ratio above 0.2. Pions are identified with the
kaon-pion likelihood ratio below 0.6 and a pion-proton
ratio above 0.2. Finally, protons are identified with the
inverse proton ratios above with kaon-proton and pion-
proton ratios below 0.2. While neither muons nor electrons
are considered explicitly for the single and dihadron
analysis, they are retained as necessary contributors for
the PID correction, wherein a certain fraction enter the
pion, kaon and proton samples under study.

II. DIHADRON ANALYSIS

In the following sections, the dihadron yields are
extracted and, successively, the various corrections and
the corresponding systematic uncertainties are applied
to arrive at the dihadron differential cross sections
d2σðeþe− → h1h2XÞ=dz1dz2.

A. Binning and cross section extraction

For the dihadron cross sections, a (z1, z2) binning is used.
We forgo a combined z and invariant-mass binning of the
hadron pair; the latter, in particular, is relevant in the same-
hemisphere topology as an unpolarized baseline to the
previously extracted interference fragmentation functions
[41] and would have allowed the extraction of individual
fragmentation functions for ρ, K$, ϕ and other resonances.
The z1 and z2 ranges of 0.2 to 1.0 used in this analysis

are each partitioned into 16 equidistant bins. All hadron
and charge combinations are treated independently and are
merged only after all corrections are applied and after
confirming their consistency where applicable (i.e., where
the same combinations of fragmentation functions appear,
such as πþπþ and π−π−). This leaves 16 different charge
and type combinations for pions and kaons initially, of
which six contain irreducible information.
Furthermore, as mentioned in the Introduction, three

hemisphere combinations are studied: two hadrons in the
same hemisphere, two hadrons in opposite hemispheres
and two hadrons irrespective of hemisphere or thrust cut;

FIG. 1 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows, and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and thrust axis—is depicted as a light blue plane. In
this case, both hadrons are found in opposite hemispheres defined
by the thrust axis, and generally out of the plane, as indicated by
the cones.

FIG. 2 (color online). Illustration of dihadron fragmentation
where the final-state hadrons are depicted as red arrows, the
incoming leptons as blue arrows and the event plane—spanned
by leptons and initial quarks/thrust axis—is depicted as a light
blue plane. In this case, both hadrons are found in the same
hemisphere as defined by the thrust axis, and generally out of the
plane, as indicated by the cones.
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energy; the events with a c.m. energy below 99.5% of the
nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional

TABLE I. Systematic and statistical uncertainty contributions for the main hadron combinations in the any topology integrated over
the entire ðz1; z2Þ range. The uncertainties due to the luminosity and track reconstruction are additional global uncertainties.

πþπ− πþπþ πþK− πþKþ KþK− KþKþ

Statistical 8.71 × 10−05 1.11 × 10−04 1.56 × 10−04 1.73 × 10−04 1.83 × 10−04 3.31 × 10−04

PID 9.61 × 10−04 4.78 × 10−04 2.09 × 10−03 1.85 × 10−03 2.57 × 10−03 3.06 × 10−03

Smearing 6.31 × 10−05 3.42 × 10−05 3.92 × 10−04 2.07 × 10−05 6.69 × 10−05 2.75 × 10−04

Non-qq̄ 6.07 × 10−04 6.30 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03 9.98 × 10−04 1.14 × 10−03 1.88 × 10−03

Acceptance 1.16 × 10−03 1.32 × 10−03 2.04 × 10−03 2.14 × 10−03 2.24 × 10−03 3.65 × 10−03

ISR 3.66 × 10−04 4.13 × 10−04 5.97 × 10−04 6.09 × 10−04 7.12 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03

Combined systematics 1.86 × 10−03 1.71 × 10−03 3.82 × 10−03 4.38 × 10−03 4.21 × 10−03 5.28 × 10−02

Luminosity 1.4 × 10−02

Track reconstruction 0.7 × 10−02
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FIG. 12 (color online). Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles), πþπþ (blue squares), πþK− (green triangles), πþKþ

(purple diamonds), KþK− (red crosses) and KþKþ (violet downward triangles) pairs in the any topology as a function of z2 for the
indicated z1 bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties.
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energy; the events with a c.m. energy below 99.5% of the
nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional

TABLE I. Systematic and statistical uncertainty contributions for the main hadron combinations in the any topology integrated over
the entire ðz1; z2Þ range. The uncertainties due to the luminosity and track reconstruction are additional global uncertainties.
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FIG. 12 (color online). Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles), πþπþ (blue squares), πþK− (green triangles), πþKþ

(purple diamonds), KþK− (red crosses) and KþKþ (violet downward triangles) pairs in the any topology as a function of z2 for the
indicated z1 bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties.
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nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional
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FIG. 12 (color online). Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles), πþπþ (blue squares), πþK− (green triangles), πþKþ

(purple diamonds), KþK− (red crosses) and KþKþ (violet downward triangles) pairs in the any topology as a function of z2 for the
indicated z1 bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties.
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energy; the events with a c.m. energy below 99.5% of the
nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional
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FIG. 12 (color online). Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles), πþπþ (blue squares), πþK− (green triangles), πþKþ

(purple diamonds), KþK− (red crosses) and KþKþ (violet downward triangles) pairs in the any topology as a function of z2 for the
indicated z1 bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties.
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tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal
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are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional

TABLE I. Systematic and statistical uncertainty contributions for the main hadron combinations in the any topology integrated over
the entire ðz1; z2Þ range. The uncertainties due to the luminosity and track reconstruction are additional global uncertainties.

πþπ− πþπþ πþK− πþKþ KþK− KþKþ

Statistical 8.71 × 10−05 1.11 × 10−04 1.56 × 10−04 1.73 × 10−04 1.83 × 10−04 3.31 × 10−04

PID 9.61 × 10−04 4.78 × 10−04 2.09 × 10−03 1.85 × 10−03 2.57 × 10−03 3.06 × 10−03

Smearing 6.31 × 10−05 3.42 × 10−05 3.92 × 10−04 2.07 × 10−05 6.69 × 10−05 2.75 × 10−04

Non-qq̄ 6.07 × 10−04 6.30 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03 9.98 × 10−04 1.14 × 10−03 1.88 × 10−03

Acceptance 1.16 × 10−03 1.32 × 10−03 2.04 × 10−03 2.14 × 10−03 2.24 × 10−03 3.65 × 10−03

ISR 3.66 × 10−04 4.13 × 10−04 5.97 × 10−04 6.09 × 10−04 7.12 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03

Combined systematics 1.86 × 10−03 1.71 × 10−03 3.82 × 10−03 4.38 × 10−03 4.21 × 10−03 5.28 × 10−02

Luminosity 1.4 × 10−02

Track reconstruction 0.7 × 10−02

 < 0.4010.35 < z < 0.3510.30 < z < 0.3010.25 < z

210

310

410

510

610

10  < 0.2510.20 < z

 < 0.6010.55 < z < 0.5510.50 < z < 0.5010.45 < z

210

310

410

510

610

710  < 0.4510.40 < z

 < 0.8010.75 < z < 0.7510.70 < z < 0.7010.65 < z

210

310

410

510

610

710  < 0.6510.60 < z

 data+K+π

 data
-

K+K

 data+K+K

 < 1.0010.95 < z data-π+π

 data+π+π

 data
-

K+π

 < 0.9510.90 < z < 0.9010.85 < z

210

310

410

510

610

710  < 0.8510.80 < z

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 10.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 10.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 10.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
2 z2 z2 z2 z

 [f
b]

2
 d

z
1

 / 
dz

σ2 d
 [f

b]
2

 d
z

1
 / 

dz
σ2 d

 [f
b]

2
 d

z
1

 / 
dz

σ2 d
 [f

b]
2

 d
z

1
 / 

dz
σ2 d

FIG. 12 (color online). Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles), πþπþ (blue squares), πþK− (green triangles), πþKþ

(purple diamonds), KþK− (red crosses) and KþKþ (violet downward triangles) pairs in the any topology as a function of z2 for the
indicated z1 bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties.
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structed data; however, most photons are in the very
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tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal
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are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional
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(purple diamonds), KþK− (red crosses) and KþKþ (violet downward triangles) pairs in the any topology as a function of z2 for the
indicated z1 bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties.
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observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
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tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
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are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
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indicated z1 bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties.
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energy; the events with a c.m. energy below 99.5% of the
nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional

TABLE I. Systematic and statistical uncertainty contributions for the main hadron combinations in the any topology integrated over
the entire ðz1; z2Þ range. The uncertainties due to the luminosity and track reconstruction are additional global uncertainties.

πþπ− πþπþ πþK− πþKþ KþK− KþKþ
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energy; the events with a c.m. energy below 99.5% of the
nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional

TABLE I. Systematic and statistical uncertainty contributions for the main hadron combinations in the any topology integrated over
the entire ðz1; z2Þ range. The uncertainties due to the luminosity and track reconstruction are additional global uncertainties.
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ISR 3.66 × 10−04 4.13 × 10−04 5.97 × 10−04 6.09 × 10−04 7.12 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03

Combined systematics 1.86 × 10−03 1.71 × 10−03 3.82 × 10−03 4.38 × 10−03 4.21 × 10−03 5.28 × 10−02
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hadron-pair production

energy; the events with a c.m. energy below 99.5% of the
nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional

TABLE I. Systematic and statistical uncertainty contributions for the main hadron combinations in the any topology integrated over
the entire ðz1; z2Þ range. The uncertainties due to the luminosity and track reconstruction are additional global uncertainties.

πþπ− πþπþ πþK− πþKþ KþK− KþKþ

Statistical 8.71 × 10−05 1.11 × 10−04 1.56 × 10−04 1.73 × 10−04 1.83 × 10−04 3.31 × 10−04

PID 9.61 × 10−04 4.78 × 10−04 2.09 × 10−03 1.85 × 10−03 2.57 × 10−03 3.06 × 10−03
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Non-qq̄ 6.07 × 10−04 6.30 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03 9.98 × 10−04 1.14 × 10−03 1.88 × 10−03

Acceptance 1.16 × 10−03 1.32 × 10−03 2.04 × 10−03 2.14 × 10−03 2.24 × 10−03 3.65 × 10−03

ISR 3.66 × 10−04 4.13 × 10−04 5.97 × 10−04 6.09 × 10−04 7.12 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03

Combined systematics 1.86 × 10−03 1.71 × 10−03 3.82 × 10−03 4.38 × 10−03 4.21 × 10−03 5.28 × 10−02

Luminosity 1.4 × 10−02
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energy; the events with a c.m. energy below 99.5% of the
nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional

TABLE I. Systematic and statistical uncertainty contributions for the main hadron combinations in the any topology integrated over
the entire ðz1; z2Þ range. The uncertainties due to the luminosity and track reconstruction are additional global uncertainties.

πþπ− πþπþ πþK− πþKþ KþK− KþKþ

Statistical 8.71 × 10−05 1.11 × 10−04 1.56 × 10−04 1.73 × 10−04 1.83 × 10−04 3.31 × 10−04

PID 9.61 × 10−04 4.78 × 10−04 2.09 × 10−03 1.85 × 10−03 2.57 × 10−03 3.06 × 10−03
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Non-qq̄ 6.07 × 10−04 6.30 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03 9.98 × 10−04 1.14 × 10−03 1.88 × 10−03

Acceptance 1.16 × 10−03 1.32 × 10−03 2.04 × 10−03 2.14 × 10−03 2.24 × 10−03 3.65 × 10−03

ISR 3.66 × 10−04 4.13 × 10−04 5.97 × 10−04 6.09 × 10−04 7.12 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03

Combined systematics 1.86 × 10−03 1.71 × 10−03 3.82 × 10−03 4.38 × 10−03 4.21 × 10−03 5.28 × 10−02
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energy; the events with a c.m. energy below 99.5% of the
nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional

TABLE I. Systematic and statistical uncertainty contributions for the main hadron combinations in the any topology integrated over
the entire ðz1; z2Þ range. The uncertainties due to the luminosity and track reconstruction are additional global uncertainties.
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ISR 3.66 × 10−04 4.13 × 10−04 5.97 × 10−04 6.09 × 10−04 7.12 × 10−04 1.03 × 10−03
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energy; the events with a c.m. energy below 99.5% of the
nominal energy are removed. Ideally, one would want to
observe the initial-state radiation directly in the recon-
structed data; however, most photons are in the very
forward and backward regions, outside the Belle accep-
tance. Instead, generated MC data are used to directly
identify ISR photons and remove their energies from the
total c.m. energy. In the MC data, the ISR photons are
identified by having their mother particles be an initial-
state lepton. The fraction of such events depends on the
fractional energies of the two final-state hadrons. If a

large amount of the energy is removed by the photons
from the produced quark-antiquark system, very high
fractional energies with respect to the nominal

ffiffiffi
s

p
are

inaccessible. Therefore the fraction of non-ISR events
(i.e., less than 0.5% c.m. energy loss) increases with
increasing fractional energies. This is indeed the case as
can be seen in Fig. 9 for the any topology hadron pairs
(and similarly for the other two topologies). The events
are then corrected by this fraction to obtain the ISR-free
differential cross sections at the nominal center-of-mass
energy. Since the ISR fraction depends on the fractional

TABLE I. Systematic and statistical uncertainty contributions for the main hadron combinations in the any topology integrated over
the entire ðz1; z2Þ range. The uncertainties due to the luminosity and track reconstruction are additional global uncertainties.
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Combined systematics 1.86 × 10−03 1.71 × 10−03 3.82 × 10−03 4.38 × 10−03 4.21 × 10−03 5.28 × 10−02

Luminosity 1.4 × 10−02

Track reconstruction 0.7 × 10−02

 < 0.4010.35 < z < 0.3510.30 < z < 0.3010.25 < z

210

310

410

510

610

10  < 0.2510.20 < z

 < 0.6010.55 < z < 0.5510.50 < z < 0.5010.45 < z

210

310

410

510

610

710  < 0.4510.40 < z

 < 0.8010.75 < z < 0.7510.70 < z < 0.7010.65 < z

210

310

410

510

610

710  < 0.6510.60 < z

 data+K+π

 data
-

K+K

 data+K+K

 < 1.0010.95 < z data-π+π

 data+π+π

 data
-

K+π

 < 0.9510.90 < z < 0.9010.85 < z

210

310

410

510

610

710  < 0.8510.80 < z

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 10.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 10.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 10.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
2 z2 z2 z2 z

 [f
b]

2
 d

z
1

 / 
dz

σ2 d
 [f

b]
2

 d
z

1
 / 

dz
σ2 d

 [f
b]

2
 d

z
1

 / 
dz

σ2 d
 [f

b]
2

 d
z

1
 / 

dz
σ2 d

FIG. 12 (color online). Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles), πþπþ (blue squares), πþK− (green triangles), πþKþ
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indicated z1 bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties.
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previous acceptance and efficiency corrections are not
complete and need to be further corrected for this effect.
As the dependence at smaller polar angles is well described
by the expected parabola, this function is used to fit the MC
data and compare the areas below the fit-result curve and
the actual histograms. In principle, this treatment should be
independent for the two hadrons and can be applied by
multiplication of the two individual correction factors. An
expected increase of the correction with increasing z2, due
to higher-z tracks being more collimated and thus closer to
the partonic polar angular dependence, has been confirmed.
The overall effect of this last acceptance correction is on the
order of a few percent.
The effect of all three acceptance and efficiency correc-

tions is summarized in Fig. 7, where the ratios of the
dihadron yields before and after the corrections are dis-
played. The overall effect amounts to between two times
the initial yields at moderate ðz1; z2Þ and more than ten
times at very high z (where the event preselection correc-
tion dominates).

F. Weak decays

Generally, fragmentation functions are only defined for
hadrons produced by QCD processes and decays and so

any weak decays should be removed. In practice this is only
possible—if at all—with the help of MC simulations and
not entirely reliable. Therefore, many fragmentation results
do not exclude weak decays or only those experimentally
detectable such as those of Λ baryons and neutral kaons.
The approach taken here is to provide results that either
contain all weak decays or completely remove them with
the help of MC simulations. Every cc̄ event undergoes at
least one weak decay to produce a pion or kaon. However,
in the fragmentation process, various quark-antiquark pairs
are created and consequently pions and kaons can be
created that did not originate directly from the decays of
charmed hadrons. The only way to separate them is by
following the parents of each final-state hadron in the MC
data to either a gluonic string, which corresponds to the
absence of a weak decay, or a hadron with a different,
nonlight valence flavor. In the latter case, a weak decay was
present and this hadron would have to be removed. The
difficulty is rapidly (algorithmically) determining this
information for a given hadron type. In the dihadron
analysis, it can be argued that the chance of at least one
of the two hadrons being from a weak decay is much higher
for charm events and that removing all charm events is a
valid approximation. However, this needs to be tested.

-K+K

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

+K+K

-K+π

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

+K+π

re
la

tiv
e 

fr
ac

tio
n

2−10

1−10

1

10
PYTHIA weak uds weak

charm strong charm weak

uds strong strong fraction

-π+π

2z ,1z 2z ,1z 2z ,1z
0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

re
la

tiv
e 

fr
ac

tio
n

2−10

1−10

1

10 +π+π

FIG. 8 (color online). Fraction of hadron pairs in the any topology as a function of ðz1; z2Þ originating from weak and strong decays.
The individual relative contributions are displayed from top to bottom for strong uds decays (purple, dark filled area), weak charm
decays (blue dotted area), strong charm decays (dark-green, negative hatched area) and weak uds decays (red, horizontal striped area).
The strong decay fractions are also displayed as dashed magenta lines. Also the weak decay fractions for udscMC data using the default
PYTHIA settings are indicated by the dark-green, solid lines. For brevity, only diagonal (z1 ¼ z2) entries in each of the two-dimensional
matrices are shown.
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hadron-pairs: weak-decay contributions
not all hadrons originate from uds quarks but, e.g., from D decay

here: only z1=z2 diagonal bins
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hadron-pairs: topology comparison
any hemisphere vs. opposite- & same-hemisphere pairs

same-hemisphere pairs with kinematic limit at z1=z2=0.5
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disfavored fragmentation from strange quarks to pions is not
as suppressed. Same-sign kaon pairs, where at least one
strange-quark pair needs to be produced in the fragmenta-
tion, are always suppressed at least one order of magnitude
relative to the opposite-sign pion pairs. This shows that
strangeness produced in fragmentation is indeed strongly

suppressed, as is generally assumed in fragmentation
models such as those included in PYTHIA.

2. Hemisphere decomposition

Figure 15 displays all six relevant hadron combinations
for opposite hemispheres while Fig. 16 shows the cross
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FIG. 17 (color online). Differential cross sections (top panels) and ratios to the same and opposite topology sum (bottom panels)
for the main hadron combinations, stacking same (gray filled areas, including thrust selection T > 0.8) and opposite (blue hatched
areas, including thrust selection T > 0.8) hemisphere data and comparing to those without hemisphere assignment (red curves). For
visibility, only the diagonal ðz1; z2Þ bins and statistical uncertainties are displayed.
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sections for hadrons within the same hemisphere using a
thrust requirement of T > 0.8. Note that the requirement
of a minimum thrust value is not corrected for in these
hemisphere decompositions, which must be taken into
account when used for global FF analyses. As expected,
the cross sections at small z are of similar magnitude

between the same and opposite hemispheres, while at
higher z only opposite-hemisphere pairs remain.
These cross sections with hemisphere assignment can

be compared to the cross sections without the hemisphere
assignment and without the thrust requirement, as shown
in Fig. 17 for diagonal ðz1; z2Þ bins. As expected, the
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FIG. 18 (color online). Differential cross sections (top panels) and ratios to the data (bottom panels) for the main hadron pairs in the
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comparison, the relative statistical and systematic uncertainties are shown for the data as well.
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hadron-pairs: comparison with PYTHIA
generally good agreement at low z

at large z only present Belle and PYTHIA default tunes satisfactory
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single-hadron FFs from hadron pairs
binning in z1 and z2 alone does not discriminate single-hadron from 
dihadron fragmentation

indeed, at low z substantial contribution from hadrons that 
originate from same quark 

already at NLO, interpretation in terms of [product of] single-
hadron FFs clouded 

Altarelli et al. advocated different choice of variable set [NPB 160 
(1979) 301]:   z = 2P1 q / Q2   ( =2Eh/√s )    &    u = P1P2 / (P1q)   

is it necessary to redo analysis? Or live with data available:

large-z region kinematically suppresses same-quark fragmentation

thrust axis can be used to define hemispheres … but then cross 
sections dependent on thrust value, hence not fully inclusive

20
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FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections: bottom panel: logarithmic
representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections: bottom panel: logarithmic
representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections: bottom panel: logarithmic
representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections: bottom panel: logarithmic
representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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   T > 0.8
z1,2 > 0.1
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FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections: bottom panel: logarithmic
representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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unlike-sign pairs with clear decay and resonance structure: Ks, 𝝆0 … 

like-sign pairs with much smoother and smaller cross sections

FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections: bottom panel: logarithmic
representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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FIG. 16. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) after weak decay removal as a function of
mππ for the indicated z bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the
kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.

FIG. 17. Differential cross sections for πþK− þ c:c: (black circles) and πþKþ þ c:c: (blue squares) after weak decay removal as a
function of mπK for the indicated z bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. The vertical green dashed line
corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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cross sections after (MC-based) removal of weak-decay contributions

relies on good description of those channels in Pythia 

FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections: bottom panel: logarithmic
representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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FIG. 10. MC decomposition of the unlike-sign pion pairs as a function of mππ in bins of z for various resonance, partial resonant and
non-resonant parents, displayed in linear scale (top) and as a relative fraction of the total cross section (bottom).
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unlike-sign
pion pairs

decomposition based on PYTHIA simulation 

clear differences in invariant-mass dependence between MC and data

   T > 0.8
z1,2 > 0.1
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for the better mass description is likely the different vector-
meson and exited-meson parameter values PARJ(11-17),
which particularly impact the range between 1.1 GeV and
1.6 GeV. The strength of the f0ð980Þ seems to be under-
estimated by all tunes. For pion-kaon and kaon pairs, the
behavior is generally similar except that the default settings
describe the mass dependence better. This similarity
indicates that the differences in the excited meson settings
play only a minor role in these comparisons to the data.

V. SUMMARY

We have reported same-hemisphere di-hadron cross
sections as a function of invariant mass and fractional
energy for all charged pion and kaon combinations. The
measurements will allow a more quantitative application of
the previously published polarized di-hadron asymmetries
in extracting quark transversity distributions and their
tensor charges from the corresponding polarized SIDIS
and proton-proton collision data. In addition, the cross
sections should help to better constrain the fragmentation
function parameters in MC simulations that are relevant to
studies of either nucleon structure or the size of

backgrounds in flavor physics. Apart from a few distinct
resonances, the whole mass spectrum has not been mea-
sured before.
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APPENDIX A: DISCUSSION OF
PARTIAL WAVES

As stated in Ref. [53], different partial waves can, in
principle, participate with different strengths. This could be
very relevant for the polarized fragmentation function and
alter the magnitude of the transversity distributions
obtained. For the unpolarized di-hadron cross sections,
the corresponding moments of the decay angle, θD, relative
to the two-hadron direction in its center-of-mass system are
studied. Here, the minimal momentum selection removes
phase-space for very forward and backward decay angles
and prefers decays perpendicular to the di-hadron momen-
tum direction. Comparing the PID corrected (but not
unfolded) sine moments of the data to MC at the generator
level without a minimum momentum selection, one does
see slight increases in the moments. These moments,
however, are consistent with a fully tracked and

FIG. 12. Differential cross sections for KþK− (black circles) and KþKþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function of mKK for the indicated z
bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall
1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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FIG. 9. Di↵erential cross sections for ⇡+⇡� (black circles) and ⇡+⇡+ + c.c. (blue squares) as a function of m⇡⇡ for the
indicated z bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections:
bottom panel: logarithmic representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6%
scale uncertainty is not shown.

same-hemisphere data: Mh1h2 dependence

28

unlike-sign
hadron pairs

like-sign
hadron pairs

ki
ne

m
at

ic
 li

m
it

FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
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representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.

INVARIANT-MASS AND FRACTIONAL-ENERGY … PHYSICAL REVIEW D 96, 032005 (2017)

032005-13

   T > 0.8
z1,2 > 0.1

[Phys. Rev. D96 (2017) 032005]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.032005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.032005


FF18 - Feb 20th, 2018gunar.schnell @ desy.de

13

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.35 < z < 0.40

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.30 < z < 0.35

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.25 < z < 0.30

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0

10

20

30

40

50 0.20 < z < 0.25

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.55 < z < 0.60

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.50 < z < 0.55

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.45 < z < 0.50

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0

5

10

15

20

25

30
0.40 < z < 0.45

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.75 < z < 0.80

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.70 < z < 0.75

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.65 < z < 0.70

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0
1
2
3
4

5
6
7

0.60 < z < 0.65

 [GeV]    ππm
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

 Data-π+π

 Data+π+π

0.95 < z < 1.00

 [GeV]    ππm
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.90 < z < 0.95

 [GeV]    ππm
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.85 < z < 0.90

 [GeV]    ππm
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1 0.80 < z < 0.85

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.35 < z < 0.40

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.30 < z < 0.35

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.25 < z < 0.30

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

2−10

1−10

1

10
0.20 < z < 0.25

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.55 < z < 0.60

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.50 < z < 0.55

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.45 < z < 0.50

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

2−10

1−10

1

10 0.40 < z < 0.45

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.75 < z < 0.80

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.70 < z < 0.75

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.65 < z < 0.70

 [GeV]   ππm

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d 2−10

1−10

1

10 0.60 < z < 0.65

 [GeV]    ππm
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

 Data-π+π

 Data+π+π

0.95 < z < 1.00

 [GeV]    ππm
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.90 < z < 0.95

 [GeV]    ππm
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d

0.85 < z < 0.90

 [GeV]    ππm
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2

b/
G

eV
]

µ
 / 

dz
dm

 [
σ2 d 2−10

1−10

1

10 0.80 < z < 0.85

FIG. 9. Di↵erential cross sections for ⇡+⇡� (black circles) and ⇡+⇡+ + c.c. (blue squares) as a function of m⇡⇡ for the
indicated z bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections:
bottom panel: logarithmic representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6%
scale uncertainty is not shown.
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FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections: bottom panel: logarithmic
representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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FIG. 9. Di↵erential cross sections for ⇡+⇡� (black circles) and ⇡+⇡+ + c.c. (blue squares) as a function of m⇡⇡ for the
indicated z bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections:
bottom panel: logarithmic representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6%
scale uncertainty is not shown.
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experimental constraints on individual z restricts phase space of hadron 
pairs, however, not easy to avoid (detection requirements!)

among others leads to mixing of partial-wave contributions [GS, QCDE’17]

FIG. 9. Differential cross sections for πþπ− (black circles) and πþπþ þ c:c: (blue squares) as a function ofmππ for the indicated z bins.
The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections: bottom panel: logarithmic
representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6% scale uncertainty is not shown.
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9. Systematic tests512

9.1. Total corrections513

The total amount of corrections can be seen in Fig. 57 for the pion pairs. Similar figures514

for the pion-kaon and kaon pairs can be found in Figs. 58 and 59, respectively. Most of the515

corrections are smooth functions of the mass with notable exceptions around resonances516

where in particular the PID correction changed the yields substantially, especially around517

the D

0 region but also close to the K

⇤ and � masses for pion-kaon and kaon pairs, respec-518

tively. Other notable rapid changes are the previously discussed K

0
S

acceptance correction519

in the pion pairs and some smearing effects around resonances with widths on the order520

of the mass binning. Due to the ISR correction effect being very small at small masses the521

yield ratios before and after ISR correction are hardly distinguishable there and only at522

higher masses both curves become clearly visible.523

The corresponding same-sign hadron pair corrections can be seen in the appendix in524

Figs. 138 to 140. Lacking the resonant behavior of the opposite-sign hadron pairs, all525

corrections are indeed smooth curves of the invariant masses.526

Figure 57: Successive corrections from the raw yields to the final corrections for pion pairs
as a function of mass in bins of z.

9.2. Consistency tests527

As in previous types of analysis, several consistency tests can be performed. First, the two528

datasets on the ⌥(4S) resonance and 60 MeV below are compared. Since the actual ⌥529

61
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ISR corrections - PRD92 (2015) 092007

relative fractions of hadrons as a function of z originating from ISR 
or non-ISR events (≡ energy loss less than 0.5%)

large non-ISR fraction at large z, as otherwise not kinematically 
reachable (remember z = Eh / 0.5√snominal)
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III. SINGLE-HADRON ANALYSIS

In addition to the dihadron analysis, the production of
single hadrons, especially previously unpublished single
protons, is considered here. The single-hadron analysis
follows the same procedure as the dihadron analysis.
The z range between 0.1 and 1.0 is divided into 36 bins;
for protons, z < 0.2 is kinematically inaccessible. The
particle misidentification correction is performed as in
the dihadron analysis (but only for one track) and
the resulting yield modification is shown in Fig. 20.
At intermediate z, in particular, the proton yields are
reduced substantially due to proton misidentification.
Non-qq̄ events contribute once again to the pion and
kaon distributions but not as much to protons, where
predominantly eeuū processes at high z (≈5%) and ϒ
decays at low z (maximally ≈20%) are the dominant
backgrounds. All acceptance corrections are only weakly
dependent on hadron type and show the same moderate
(substantial) correction factors at small and intermediate
(high) z; the high-z correction is again dominated by the
event preselection efficiencies. Weak decays originate

predominantly from charm decays and so are a very
small contribution (< 10%) for protons. The various
correction steps for single pions, kaons and protons
are summarized in Fig. 20.
The ISR correction here is similar to that in the

dihadron analysis. To clarify the correction for the
previous single-pion and kaon results [1], we show in
Fig. 21 the ISR and non-ISR fractions for single pions
and kaons as well as protons. As in the dihadron
analysis, the fraction of events with an actual c.m. energy
below 99.5% of the nominal energy is below 30% and
decreases with increasing z.
The resulting single-pion, -kaon and -proton cross

sections are displayed in Fig. 22. While the pion and
kaon results are consistent within uncertainties to those
published before, the proton results from Belle are shown
for the first time. The results are compared with the
aforementioned PYTHIA/JetSet fragmentation tunes in
Fig. 23. As has been noted above and in [1], the
PYTHIA/JetSet settings close to the default settings
reproduce the pion and kaon cross sections rather
well. For the proton cross sections, no setting describes
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FIG. 21 (color online). Relative fractions for pions, kaons and protons as a function of z1 originating from ISR or non-ISR events. The
individual relative contributions are displayed from top to bottom for non-ISR events (energy loss less than 0.5%, purple, filled area) and
ISR events (blue, hatched area) from generated generic udsc MC data. The relative fractions are also shown for the non-ISR fraction
(green, dashed lines).
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ISR corrections - PRD96 (2017) 032005

non-ISR / ISR fractions based on PYTHIA switch MSTP(11)

several PYTHIA tunes used for estimate of systematic uncertainty
33

merged where applicable. At the end of these and similar
checks, the final di-hadron cross sections and their stat-
istical and total systematic uncertainties can be evaluated
for the six unique di-hadron combinations. The total
systematic uncertainties for the cross sections were con-
servatively taken as the linear sum of the contributing
hadron-pair uncertainties as calculated in the respective
independent analyses for different charge combinations.
Figure 8 shows the statistical and total systematic

uncertainties for opposite-sign pion pairs. The individual
systematic uncertainties from the various correction stages
are added in quadrature. The resulting uncertainties are all
dominated by the systematics, which are in turn dominated
by the ISR systematics at higher z and the PID systematics
at lower z, especially for kaon combinations, as well as
uncertainties due to the acceptance correction. At lower z
and lower masses, the total pion-pair systematic uncertain-
ties are below 10%, while at higher masses, both
uncertainties can reach more than 100%. The behavior
for pion-kaon and kaon pairs as well as the same-sign
combinations is generally similar and also dominated by
systematic uncertainties.
Some spikes in the systematic uncertainties occur as a

result of some large uncertainties in the PID correction
matrices from rare, off-diagonal entries. Additionally, there
are global scale uncertainties due to the luminosity

measurement (1.4%) and the track reconstruction
(2 × 0.35%) that are not shown, leading to an overall
1.6% scale uncertainty.

IV. RESULTS

The final di-hadron cross sections for a minimum thrust
of 0.8 and minimum individual fractional energies z1;2 of
0.1 are displayed in Fig. 9 for pion pairs as a function of
mππ in bins of z. The very prominent resonances seen are
the K0

S, ρ
0 and the Cabibbo-suppressed D0 decays. Based

on MC simulations, the enhancements at around 1.35 GeV
and 1.6 GeV can be identified as multi-body or indirect
decay products of D mesons as well. At around 1 GeV, the
f0ð980Þ can be seen. Part of the cross section at low
masses, below the ρ0 resonance, originates from partially
reconstructed ω and η decays. The same-sign pion pairs
generally display a continuous distribution with a slight
enhancement at around 1.35 GeV, which again is caused by
decay products of D mesons.
The origins of the di-pions we observe is in many cases

only accessible via MC and it is informative to discuss them
further. In Fig. 10, the stacked absolute and relative
contributions are displayed for unlike-sign pion pairs,
separated by parentage of both pions according to their
common ancestor. One clearly sees several of the direct
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FIG. 7. Non-ISR over ISR ratios of πþπ− pairs as a function of mππ in bins of z.
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angular correlations between nearly back-to-back hadrons used to tag 
transverse quark polarization -> Collins fragmentation functions

RF0: one hadron as reference axis  -> cos(2𝞍0) modulation

RF12: thrust (or similar) axis          -> cos(𝞍1+𝞍2) modulation

RF0 and RF12: different convolutions over transverse momenta

debatable: MC used to “correct” thrust axis to qq axis

form double ratios to cancel flavor-independent sources of asymmetries

hadron-pairs: angular correlations

35

RF12

RF0

Reference frames

I. Garzia, TMDe2015 - 2-4 Sep, 2015 7

Jet-like events 
- B factories (BaBar and 

Belle) 
- No useful in BESIII

The only frame used in 
BESIII 
- low center of mass energy: 

more spherical events  
- Jet-like topology ensured 

by requiring θh1h2>120°
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axis

θT

hemisphere 1
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Thrust 
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RF12 or Thrust RF

All quantities in e+e- center of mass

θth: angle between the e+e- axis and the thrust axis;

φ1,2: azimuthal angles between pt1(t2) and the scattering plane:

RF0 or Second hadron momentum RF

θ2: angle between the e+e- axis and Ph2;

φ0: azimuthal angle between the plane spanned by Ph2  and

the e+e- axis, and the direction of Ph1 perpendicular to Ph2:

All quantities in e+e- center of mass

Two reference frames in literature:
Nucl. Phys. B 806, 23 (2009), PRD 78, 032011 (2008)
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pioneering measurement of Collins 
asymmetries by Belle for charged 
pions
[PRL 96 (2006) 232002, PRD 78 
 (2008) 032011, PRD 86 (2012) 
 039905(E)]

 Collins asymmetries 
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FIG. 17: Light quark (uds) A0 asymmetry parameters as a func-
tion of z2 for 4 z1 bins. The UL data are represented by triangles
and the systematic error by the upper error band. The UC data
are described by the squares and their systematic uncertainty
by the lower error band.

term has been set to zero. In both cases the results are
consistent with a linear behavior. The results obtained
with the thrust axis defining the polar angle can be de-
scribed by the linear term only as the χ2 per degree of
freedom of the fit changes only slightly when allowing
the constant term to float, for example for the AUL

0 re-
sult from 2.4 to 1.67 and from 2.56 to 2.35 for the AUL

12
result. The A0 results obtained with θ2 as the polar angle
favor a nonzero constant term; when a constant term is
included the reduced χ2 of the fit decreases significantly
from 2.81 to 1.26 for the AUL

0 result and from 2.57 to
1.22 for the AUC

0 result. This can be explained by the
fact that the thrust axis describes the original quark di-
rection better than the 2nd hadron’s polar angle, which
receives some additional transverse momentum relative
to the quark axis.

3. Double ratios versus QT for high and low thrust data
samples

The dependence of the asymmetries on the virtual pho-
ton momentum in the two-hadron center-of-mass frame
is also of interest. The results are shown in Figs. 21
and 22. In addition to the charm-corrected asymmetries
the asymmetries for the reverse thrust selection T < 0.8
are displayed. The contributions of both charm quarks
and by Υ(4S) decays are quite substantial in the reverse
thrust selection sample and can add up to almost 70%
in the highest QT bin. The results of the reverse thrust
selection are displayed uncorrected for the charm and
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FIG. 18: Light quark (uds) A12 asymmetry parameters as a
function of z2 for 4 z1 bins. The UL data are represented by
triangles and the systematic error by the upper error band. The
UC data are described by the squares and their systematic un-
certainty by the lower error band.
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12 (bottom) asym-
metry parameters as a function of sin2 θ/(1 + cos2 θ), for θ2

(squares) and for n̂z (triangles). Linear fits are also displayed
as dashed and continuous lines, respectively. The systematic
error for θ2 case is represented by the lower, that for n̂z by the
upper error band.

the Υ(4S) contributions. When comparing the reverse
thrust selection for on and off-resonance data one sees
that the Υ(4S) does give an additional contribution to
the A12 asymmetries. Nevertheless it is clearly visible
that the asymmetries are significantly lower than in the
main data selection. This is the expected behavior, since
the asymmetries due to the Collins effect are smeared out

Cuts 
y |Z| vertex < 4cm , r vertex < 2cm, Pt>100MeV, 
y Eid, muid, then hadron id: 

y kpi(3,1,0,3,2); kpr(3,1,0,3,4); pipr(3,1,0,2,4); 
y Always two hadron ids cut on, should be similar to Martin’s analysis 

y Hadronb>0.5 
y NSVD hits>=3 
y Evisible>7 GeV 
y z1,z2>0.1 (or 0.2) 
y cosqlab >-0.511 && cosqlab<0.842 (matching Martin’s PID studies 

and full PID acceptance) 
y If thrust cut (same/opposite hemispheres) : thrust>0.8 and 

|thrustz|<0.75 
y Opening angle between thrust axis and track >0.8  
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pioneering measurement of Collins 
asymmetries by Belle for charged 
pions
[PRL 96 (2006) 232002, PRD 78 
 (2008) 032011, PRD 86 (2012) 
 039905(E)]

binned in (z1, z2)

significant asymmetries rising with z
used for first transversity and Collins FF extractions

 Collins asymmetries 
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FIG. 17: Light quark (uds) A0 asymmetry parameters as a func-
tion of z2 for 4 z1 bins. The UL data are represented by triangles
and the systematic error by the upper error band. The UC data
are described by the squares and their systematic uncertainty
by the lower error band.

term has been set to zero. In both cases the results are
consistent with a linear behavior. The results obtained
with the thrust axis defining the polar angle can be de-
scribed by the linear term only as the χ2 per degree of
freedom of the fit changes only slightly when allowing
the constant term to float, for example for the AUL

0 re-
sult from 2.4 to 1.67 and from 2.56 to 2.35 for the AUL

12
result. The A0 results obtained with θ2 as the polar angle
favor a nonzero constant term; when a constant term is
included the reduced χ2 of the fit decreases significantly
from 2.81 to 1.26 for the AUL

0 result and from 2.57 to
1.22 for the AUC

0 result. This can be explained by the
fact that the thrust axis describes the original quark di-
rection better than the 2nd hadron’s polar angle, which
receives some additional transverse momentum relative
to the quark axis.

3. Double ratios versus QT for high and low thrust data
samples

The dependence of the asymmetries on the virtual pho-
ton momentum in the two-hadron center-of-mass frame
is also of interest. The results are shown in Figs. 21
and 22. In addition to the charm-corrected asymmetries
the asymmetries for the reverse thrust selection T < 0.8
are displayed. The contributions of both charm quarks
and by Υ(4S) decays are quite substantial in the reverse
thrust selection sample and can add up to almost 70%
in the highest QT bin. The results of the reverse thrust
selection are displayed uncorrected for the charm and
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FIG. 18: Light quark (uds) A12 asymmetry parameters as a
function of z2 for 4 z1 bins. The UL data are represented by
triangles and the systematic error by the upper error band. The
UC data are described by the squares and their systematic un-
certainty by the lower error band.
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FIG. 19: Light quark (uds) AUL
0 (top) and AUL

12 (bottom) asym-
metry parameters as a function of sin2 θ/(1 + cos2 θ), for θ2

(squares) and for n̂z (triangles). Linear fits are also displayed
as dashed and continuous lines, respectively. The systematic
error for θ2 case is represented by the lower, that for n̂z by the
upper error band.

the Υ(4S) contributions. When comparing the reverse
thrust selection for on and off-resonance data one sees
that the Υ(4S) does give an additional contribution to
the A12 asymmetries. Nevertheless it is clearly visible
that the asymmetries are significantly lower than in the
main data selection. This is the expected behavior, since
the asymmetries due to the Collins effect are smeared out

Cuts 
y |Z| vertex < 4cm , r vertex < 2cm, Pt>100MeV, 
y Eid, muid, then hadron id: 

y kpi(3,1,0,3,2); kpr(3,1,0,3,4); pipr(3,1,0,2,4); 
y Always two hadron ids cut on, should be similar to Martin’s analysis 

y Hadronb>0.5 
y NSVD hits>=3 
y Evisible>7 GeV 
y z1,z2>0.1 (or 0.2) 
y cosqlab >-0.511 && cosqlab<0.842 (matching Martin’s PID studies 

and full PID acceptance) 
y If thrust cut (same/opposite hemispheres) : thrust>0.8 and 

|thrustz|<0.75 
y Opening angle between thrust axis and track >0.8  
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pioneering measurement of Collins 
asymmetries by Belle for charged 
pions
[PRL 96 (2006) 232002, PRD 78 
 (2008) 032011, PRD 86 (2012) 
 039905(E)]

binned in (z1, z2)

significant asymmetries rising with z
used for first transversity and Collins FF extractions

(very) close to release: π0 and η asymmetries 

RF12 asymmetries only, corrected to thrust axis
2d binning (z1, z2) but also in transverse momentum (e.g., z-pt bins)

 Collins asymmetries 
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FIG. 17: Light quark (uds) A0 asymmetry parameters as a func-
tion of z2 for 4 z1 bins. The UL data are represented by triangles
and the systematic error by the upper error band. The UC data
are described by the squares and their systematic uncertainty
by the lower error band.

term has been set to zero. In both cases the results are
consistent with a linear behavior. The results obtained
with the thrust axis defining the polar angle can be de-
scribed by the linear term only as the χ2 per degree of
freedom of the fit changes only slightly when allowing
the constant term to float, for example for the AUL

0 re-
sult from 2.4 to 1.67 and from 2.56 to 2.35 for the AUL

12
result. The A0 results obtained with θ2 as the polar angle
favor a nonzero constant term; when a constant term is
included the reduced χ2 of the fit decreases significantly
from 2.81 to 1.26 for the AUL

0 result and from 2.57 to
1.22 for the AUC

0 result. This can be explained by the
fact that the thrust axis describes the original quark di-
rection better than the 2nd hadron’s polar angle, which
receives some additional transverse momentum relative
to the quark axis.

3. Double ratios versus QT for high and low thrust data
samples

The dependence of the asymmetries on the virtual pho-
ton momentum in the two-hadron center-of-mass frame
is also of interest. The results are shown in Figs. 21
and 22. In addition to the charm-corrected asymmetries
the asymmetries for the reverse thrust selection T < 0.8
are displayed. The contributions of both charm quarks
and by Υ(4S) decays are quite substantial in the reverse
thrust selection sample and can add up to almost 70%
in the highest QT bin. The results of the reverse thrust
selection are displayed uncorrected for the charm and
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FIG. 18: Light quark (uds) A12 asymmetry parameters as a
function of z2 for 4 z1 bins. The UL data are represented by
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FIG. 19: Light quark (uds) AUL
0 (top) and AUL

12 (bottom) asym-
metry parameters as a function of sin2 θ/(1 + cos2 θ), for θ2

(squares) and for n̂z (triangles). Linear fits are also displayed
as dashed and continuous lines, respectively. The systematic
error for θ2 case is represented by the lower, that for n̂z by the
upper error band.

the Υ(4S) contributions. When comparing the reverse
thrust selection for on and off-resonance data one sees
that the Υ(4S) does give an additional contribution to
the A12 asymmetries. Nevertheless it is clearly visible
that the asymmetries are significantly lower than in the
main data selection. This is the expected behavior, since
the asymmetries due to the Collins effect are smeared out

Cuts 
y |Z| vertex < 4cm , r vertex < 2cm, Pt>100MeV, 
y Eid, muid, then hadron id: 

y kpi(3,1,0,3,2); kpr(3,1,0,3,4); pipr(3,1,0,2,4); 
y Always two hadron ids cut on, should be similar to Martin’s analysis 

y Hadronb>0.5 
y NSVD hits>=3 
y Evisible>7 GeV 
y z1,z2>0.1 (or 0.2) 
y cosqlab >-0.511 && cosqlab<0.842 (matching Martin’s PID studies 

and full PID acceptance) 
y If thrust cut (same/opposite hemispheres) : thrust>0.8 and 

|thrustz|<0.75 
y Opening angle between thrust axis and track >0.8  
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large hyperon polarization in unpolarized 
hadron collision observed

… as well as in inclusive lepto-production

polarizing fragmentation
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Generic p p data - xF and pT dependence

P� turns out to be negative

For pT above 1 GeV/c P� becomes flat

(measured up to pT � 4 GeV/c)

DIS 2010, Florence, April 21, 2010 3

p p

�

�

agree within their statistical uncertainties. The average
value for Hþ D is hPΛ

n ðHþ DÞi ¼ 0.056% 0.005ðstatÞ%
0.020ðsysÞ, with the average value for all nuclei being
hPΛ

n ðallAÞi ¼ 0.044% 0.011.
The transverse polarization for neon is above this value

by more than one standard deviation, while the results for
krypton and xenon are compatible with zero within the
statistical uncertainties of the data. The average value
of PΛ

n for the combined krypton and xenon data
is hPΛ

n ðKr þ XeÞi ¼ 0.000% 0.014ðstatÞ % 0.020ðsysÞ.
Despite the rather large value for neon there is an

indication of a decrease of PΛ
n with the atomic-mass

number A of the target nuclei. However, the statistical
accuracy of the measurements does not allow for a
precise determination of the functional form of this A
dependence.
The Λ polarizations for the combined Hþ D and the

combined Kr þ Xe data are shown as a function of
ζ in Fig. 4. The H+D data (closed symbols) decrease
continuously from a value of ∼0.08 at low ζ to ∼ 0.02
at ζ ≃ 0.45, while the Kr þ Xe data (open symbols)
fluctuate around zero. For each point in ζ the average
value of pT is different, as shown in the lower panel of the
figure.
In Fig. 5 the polarizations are shown as a function of pT .

The Hþ D data are presented for two intervals in the
variable ζ. The pT dependence in these two intervals is
rather different. In the region ζ < 0.2, where the produced
Λ hyperons mainly stem from the backward region, the
polarization increases linearly with pT up to a value of
∼0.12 at pT ≃ 0.75 GeV (closed circles), while in the
region ζ > 0.3 (closed squares) the polarization is sub-
stantially smaller with very little dependence on pT . The
statistical uncertainties of the Kr þ Xe data prevent a firm
conclusion about the pT dependences in the two ζ regions.
The polarization is compatible with zero over the whole pT
range although the average polarization in the region

ζ < 0.2 is 0.059% 0.024ðstatÞ, while it is −0.012%
0.027ðstatÞ in the region ζ > 0.3. It should be noted that
the measured ratio of Λ yields for (Kr þ Xe) and D
decreases with ζ and increases at large pT . This behavior
is rather similar to the ratio of hadron multiplicities for
heavy nuclear targets and deuterium as a function of z and
pt in semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering [23,24],
where z ¼ Eh=ν is the fractional hadron energy and pt
is the transverse hadron momentum with respect to the
virtual-photon direction.
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FIG. 3 (color online). Dependence of the transverse polariza-
tion PΛ

n on the atomic-mass number A of the target nuclei. The
inner error bars represent the statistical uncertainties; the full error
bars represent the total uncertainties, evaluated as the sum in
quadrature of statistical and systematic uncertainties. FIG. 4. Dependence of the transverse polarization PΛ

n for the
combined hydrogen and deuterium data (closed symbols) and the
combined krypton and xenon data (open symbols) on the variable
ζ. The error bars represent statistical uncertainties only; the
systematic uncertainties are not shown, since they are strongly
correlated for the kinematic dependences. The values of hpTi for
each ζ bin are shown in the lower panel.
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FIG. 5. Dependence of the transverse polarization PΛ
n on the

transverse Λ momentum pT . Closed circles (squares) represent
the combined hydrogen and deuterium data for the region ζ < 0.2
(ζ > 0.3). The combined krypton and xenon data (open triangles)
are shown for the full ζ range. The error bars represent the
statistical uncertainty. The values of hζi for each pT bin are
shown in the lower panel.
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large hyperon polarization in unpolarized 
hadron collision observed

… as well as in inclusive lepto-production

polarizing fragmentation

37

Generic p p data - xF and pT dependence

P� turns out to be negative

For pT above 1 GeV/c P� becomes flat

(measured up to pT � 4 GeV/c)

DIS 2010, Florence, April 21, 2010 3

p p
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caused by polarizing FFs?

q
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agree within their statistical uncertainties. The average
value for Hþ D is hPΛ

n ðHþ DÞi ¼ 0.056% 0.005ðstatÞ%
0.020ðsysÞ, with the average value for all nuclei being
hPΛ

n ðallAÞi ¼ 0.044% 0.011.
The transverse polarization for neon is above this value

by more than one standard deviation, while the results for
krypton and xenon are compatible with zero within the
statistical uncertainties of the data. The average value
of PΛ

n for the combined krypton and xenon data
is hPΛ

n ðKr þ XeÞi ¼ 0.000% 0.014ðstatÞ % 0.020ðsysÞ.
Despite the rather large value for neon there is an

indication of a decrease of PΛ
n with the atomic-mass

number A of the target nuclei. However, the statistical
accuracy of the measurements does not allow for a
precise determination of the functional form of this A
dependence.
The Λ polarizations for the combined Hþ D and the

combined Kr þ Xe data are shown as a function of
ζ in Fig. 4. The H+D data (closed symbols) decrease
continuously from a value of ∼0.08 at low ζ to ∼ 0.02
at ζ ≃ 0.45, while the Kr þ Xe data (open symbols)
fluctuate around zero. For each point in ζ the average
value of pT is different, as shown in the lower panel of the
figure.
In Fig. 5 the polarizations are shown as a function of pT .

The Hþ D data are presented for two intervals in the
variable ζ. The pT dependence in these two intervals is
rather different. In the region ζ < 0.2, where the produced
Λ hyperons mainly stem from the backward region, the
polarization increases linearly with pT up to a value of
∼0.12 at pT ≃ 0.75 GeV (closed circles), while in the
region ζ > 0.3 (closed squares) the polarization is sub-
stantially smaller with very little dependence on pT . The
statistical uncertainties of the Kr þ Xe data prevent a firm
conclusion about the pT dependences in the two ζ regions.
The polarization is compatible with zero over the whole pT
range although the average polarization in the region

ζ < 0.2 is 0.059% 0.024ðstatÞ, while it is −0.012%
0.027ðstatÞ in the region ζ > 0.3. It should be noted that
the measured ratio of Λ yields for (Kr þ Xe) and D
decreases with ζ and increases at large pT . This behavior
is rather similar to the ratio of hadron multiplicities for
heavy nuclear targets and deuterium as a function of z and
pt in semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering [23,24],
where z ¼ Eh=ν is the fractional hadron energy and pt
is the transverse hadron momentum with respect to the
virtual-photon direction.
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FIG. 3 (color online). Dependence of the transverse polariza-
tion PΛ

n on the atomic-mass number A of the target nuclei. The
inner error bars represent the statistical uncertainties; the full error
bars represent the total uncertainties, evaluated as the sum in
quadrature of statistical and systematic uncertainties. FIG. 4. Dependence of the transverse polarization PΛ

n for the
combined hydrogen and deuterium data (closed symbols) and the
combined krypton and xenon data (open symbols) on the variable
ζ. The error bars represent statistical uncertainties only; the
systematic uncertainties are not shown, since they are strongly
correlated for the kinematic dependences. The values of hpTi for
each ζ bin are shown in the lower panel.
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FIG. 5. Dependence of the transverse polarization PΛ
n on the

transverse Λ momentum pT . Closed circles (squares) represent
the combined hydrogen and deuterium data for the region ζ < 0.2
(ζ > 0.3). The combined krypton and xenon data (open triangles)
are shown for the full ζ range. The error bars represent the
statistical uncertainty. The values of hζi for each pT bin are
shown in the lower panel.
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polarizing fragmentation function
polarization measured normal to production plane, i.e ”q” × PΛ

(note that in figure sign is reversed)

need reference axis to define transverse momentum

“thrust frame” - use thrust axis

“hadron frame” - use momentum direction of “back-to-back” hadron

 use self-analyzing weak decay of Λ to determine polarization 

38

OBSERVABLES IN L RESTFRAME

• Self-analyzing decay leads to polarization dependent distribution

• where K is the decay parameter: KE=0.642	± 0.013 for Λ and KA=-0.71 
±	0.08 for ΛL (PDG).

• The	'O is measured as the transverse momentum of Λ relative to the 
thrust axis 10

P production plane

QR is perpendicular to the Λ production plane.

thrust axis
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polarization measured as function of z and pt

strong dependence on both kinematics

unexpected/surprising behavior for pt -> 0
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FIG. 3: Transverse polarization amplitudes of inclusive Λ as a function of zΛ and pt in the thrust
frame. The error bars show statistical uncertainties and the shaded areas show the systematic
uncertainties. The first and second panels show results for Λ and Λ̄, respectively, using efficiency

from MC as efficiency shape. The bottom panel shows the results from the Λ-Λ̄ ratios, where the
efficiency uncertainties cancel.

used to do the unfolding based on Eq. 3. The Fi are obtained from MC. Unfortunately,
due to the limited statistics, the unfolding is only done for five zΛ bins with boundaries at
zΛ=[0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9] in the thrust frame and we cannot consider the transverse
momentum dependence or any light hadron in the other hemisphere. The results are shown
in Fig. 7. The transverse polarization of Λ from Σ0 decays is found to have the opposite sign
to direct quark fragmentation. The magnitude of the amplitude is about half. This might
be explained by the orbital angular momentum carried by the γ. While the Λc-enhanced
sample enters in the unfolding with respect to the Λ and Σ0, the statistical uncertainties are

10
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FIG. 5: Transverse polarizations of Λ observed in Λ + h± + X as a function of zΛ and zh in
the hadron frame. The error bars show statistical uncertainties and the shaded areas show the

systematic uncertainties.
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FIG. 5: Transverse polarizations of Λ observed in Λ + h± + X as a function of zΛ and zh in
the hadron frame. The error bars show statistical uncertainties and the shaded areas show the

systematic uncertainties.
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smearing correction. Additionally, there are global scale
uncertainties due to the luminosity measurement (1.4%)
and the track reconstruction (2 × 0.35%) are not shown.

I. Results

The final cross sections for the main hadron-pair
combinations are presented in Fig. 12 for all ðz1; z2Þ bins
and without topology assignment. The results shown here
and elsewhere include weak decays unless otherwise noted.
As expected, the opposite-sign pion pairs have the largest
cross sections at all z combinations, followed by the same-
sign pion pairs. However, the oppositely charged pion-kaon
and kaon-kaon combinations seem to be of similar magni-
tude or even larger than the same-sign pions at higher z,
which might be explained by the potentially larger favored
fragmentation combination from strange-quark pairs.
Same-sign kaon pairs have the lowest cross sections in
general, with the relative differences from the other
combinations increasing at increasing z. As at least one
kaon in this case needs to be produced from disfavored
fragmentation, the additional strangeness suppresses
the cross sections beyond that for the disfavored pion
fragmentation functions.

The cross sections for dihadrons in the same hemi-
sphere are displayed in Fig. 13 for all ðz1; z2Þ bins. The
cross sections fall off rapidly and mostly disappear at the
boundary z1 þ z2 ¼ 1, where the total energy of one
initial parton is fully contained in the energy of the two
hadrons. A small excess above this limit can be seen. MC
studies show that this excess can be explained qualita-
tively by a small misassignment of hemisphere due to the
smearing of the thrust axis relative to the initial quark-
antiquark axis. In addition, hard gluon radiation may
create such events.

1. Cross section ratios

As several of the uncertainties are common to all
charge and hadron combinations, these cancel in ratios
and the information about favored and disfavored frag-
mentation should be more reliable. For example, ignoring
strange-quark fragmentation to pions, the same-sign to
opposite-sign pion-pair ratios are simple measures of
disfavored vs favored pion fragmentation functions for
light quarks. As can be seen in the ratios in Fig. 14, they
show a similar nearly flat behavior at low fractional
energies, but deviate substantially from this trend at
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smearing correction. Additionally, there are global scale
uncertainties due to the luminosity measurement (1.4%)
and the track reconstruction (2 × 0.35%) are not shown.

I. Results

The final cross sections for the main hadron-pair
combinations are presented in Fig. 12 for all ðz1; z2Þ bins
and without topology assignment. The results shown here
and elsewhere include weak decays unless otherwise noted.
As expected, the opposite-sign pion pairs have the largest
cross sections at all z combinations, followed by the same-
sign pion pairs. However, the oppositely charged pion-kaon
and kaon-kaon combinations seem to be of similar magni-
tude or even larger than the same-sign pions at higher z,
which might be explained by the potentially larger favored
fragmentation combination from strange-quark pairs.
Same-sign kaon pairs have the lowest cross sections in
general, with the relative differences from the other
combinations increasing at increasing z. As at least one
kaon in this case needs to be produced from disfavored
fragmentation, the additional strangeness suppresses
the cross sections beyond that for the disfavored pion
fragmentation functions.

The cross sections for dihadrons in the same hemi-
sphere are displayed in Fig. 13 for all ðz1; z2Þ bins. The
cross sections fall off rapidly and mostly disappear at the
boundary z1 þ z2 ¼ 1, where the total energy of one
initial parton is fully contained in the energy of the two
hadrons. A small excess above this limit can be seen. MC
studies show that this excess can be explained qualita-
tively by a small misassignment of hemisphere due to the
smearing of the thrust axis relative to the initial quark-
antiquark axis. In addition, hard gluon radiation may
create such events.

1. Cross section ratios

As several of the uncertainties are common to all
charge and hadron combinations, these cancel in ratios
and the information about favored and disfavored frag-
mentation should be more reliable. For example, ignoring
strange-quark fragmentation to pions, the same-sign to
opposite-sign pion-pair ratios are simple measures of
disfavored vs favored pion fragmentation functions for
light quarks. As can be seen in the ratios in Fig. 14, they
show a similar nearly flat behavior at low fractional
energies, but deviate substantially from this trend at
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indicated z1 bins. The shaded areas correspond to the systematic uncertainties under the assumption that they are independent between
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same-hemisphere hadron pairs 

45

energies of the hadrons, the ðz1; z2Þ distribution shape of
the MC simulation enters in the ISR correction. To
address the dependence of the ISR correction on the
shape in the MC data, an alternative MC simulation is
used for comparison and the differences in the extracted
dihadron cross sections is assigned as systematic uncer-
tainties. These fractions are also shown in Fig. 9. The
ISR fractions are found to be consistent within the
limited precision for both PYTHIA settings.
The total impact of all corrections from the particle

misidentification to the correction for ISR can be seen
successively in Fig. 10 for the main hadron combinations
without a hemisphere assignment. The overall correction to
the raw yields is substantial, predominantly due to the
necessary acceptance corrections. They are comparable for
most ðz1; z2Þ bins but rise at the highest z bins due to the
acceptance and smearing corrections.

H. Consistency checks and total
systematic uncertainties

To confirm the consistency of the results, various tests
are performed. For example, the dependence on the data-
taking periods is studied; after taking into account varia-
tions in acceptance and reconstruction efficiency, the cross

sections are consistent within several percent between
different periods and no additional systematic uncertainty
is assigned. In another study, we compare the data recorded
at the ϒð4SÞ resonance with the smaller off-resonance data
sample. After removal of the ϒð4SÞ decay contributions
in the non-qq̄ correction, the results from both collision
energies are consistent. In yet another set of comparisons
with the same physics-related information, such as charge
conjugation of both particles (πþπþ↔π−π−, etc.) or
(random) hemisphere assignments (π−Kþ↔Kþπ−), no
systematic differences beyond the assigned uncertainties
are found.
All diagonal systematic uncertainties are summed in

quadrature. The total relative systematic uncertainties along
with the statistical uncertainties are displayed in Fig. 11 for
the relevant hadron pairs without topology assignment
for diagonal ðz1; z2Þ bins and in Table I for the entire
measurement range. This measurement is limited almost
everywhere by the systematic uncertainties, for which the
dominant contributions arise from the smearing correction
except at high z where the rapidly falling MC precision
contributes comparably. With increased MC data the
systematic uncertainties could be reduced to the level
of the statistical uncertainties and be dominated by the
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[Phys. Rev. D92 (2015) 092007]

decays needed to produce pions and kaons. The distribu-
tions for other dipion topologies are similar except that the
additional thrust requirement removes nearly all ϒð4SÞ
decays. For same-sign dipions, the τ contribution is
substantially smaller as the single-prong decays of oppo-
sitely charged τ’s create predominantly oppositely charged
pions. For same-hemisphere dipions, the single-prong τ
decays cannot contribute and consequently the relative τ
contributions are below 10%–20% everywhere.
For kaon-related dihadron combinations, the overall non-

qq̄ contributions are as small as for dipions, but eess̄
and eecc̄ are more important. In addition, the τ decays do
not play a substantial role due to the suppressed kaonic
decays. Charm decays generally produce more Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)-favored [55] kaons than
CKM-suppressed pions. This results in a generally larger
fraction of charm events contributing to the pion-kaon and
kaon-kaon cross sections: up to 60% for kaon pairs at the
lowest z, with a similar falloff as for pion pairs. Similarly,
ϒð4SÞ decays favor kaons over pions and thus their
fractions are as high as 20% (summed), rapidly disappear-
ing at higher z.
Assuming that the non-qq̄ and ϒ MC simulations

reliably describe the data, the background contributions
are directly subtracted from the data distributions. In this

way, we avoid introducing further uncertainties due to the
shape of the udscMC. As all these processes are QED and
ϒð4SÞ processes, they are very well understood at the
theory level. The yield uncertainty is 1.4% for the eþe− →
τþτ− process [49] but is substantially larger for the two-
photon processes due to associated production, which is not
taken into account in the current two-photon simulations. A
factor of 4 relative to the nominal yield has been assumed
for the latter [56]. For the systematic uncertainties due to
the non-qq̄ background correction, these overall uncertain-
ties, as well as the statistical uncertainties in the non-qq̄MC
simulations, are taken into account.

E. Preselection and acceptance correction

The preselection and acceptance correction is divided
into three separate terms, motivated by the different
sources of corrections and to better expose their indi-
vidual effects. The first takes into account the effect on
the reconstruction within the specified acceptance selec-
tion, mostly due to the preselection criteria and decays
in flight; the second treats the losses outside the barrel
acceptance; and the third takes into account potential
losses as jcos θj approaches unity, which are not properly
described in the generic MC simulations.
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FIG. 6 (color online). Fraction of hadron pairs in any topology as a function of ðz1; z2Þ originating from various subprocesses. The
individual relative contributions are displayed from top to bottom for uds (red filled area), charm (blue, dotted area), mixed
[ϒð4SÞ → B0B̄0, dark-green, hatched area] and charged [ϒð4SÞ → BþB−, violet, horizontally hatched area], τ pair (light green, scaled
area), eeuū (purple, starred area), eess̄ (light blue, dotted area) and eecc̄ (orange hatched area) events. Also, for comparison, the
continuum (green, solid lines) and on-resonance (orange, dotted lines) data are shown. For brevity, only diagonal (z1 ¼ z2) entries in
each two-dimensional matrix are shown.
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FIG. 17. MC decomposition of the unlike-sign pion-kaon pairs as a function of mK⇡ in bins of z for various resonance, partial

resonant and non-resonant parents, displayed in linear scale (top) and as a relative fraction of the total cross section (bottom).
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FIG. 18. MC decomposition of the same-sign pion-kaon pairs as a function of mK⇡ in bins of z for various resonance, partial

resonant and non-resonant parents, displayed in linear scale (top) and as a relative fraction of the total cross section (bottom).
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FIG. 19. MC decomposition of the unlike-sign kaon pairs as a function of mKK in bins of z for various resonance, partial

resonant and non-resonant parents, displayed in linear scale (top) and as a relative fraction of the total cross section (bottom).
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FIG. 20. MC decomposition of the like-sign kaon pairs as a function of mKK in bins of z for various resonance, partial resonant

and non-resonant parents, displayed in linear scale (top) and as a relative fraction of the total cross section (bottom).
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quark-flavor contributions to Lambda prod.
flavor tagging through opposite-hemisphere hadrons
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FIG. 5: Transverse polarizations of Λ observed in Λ + h± + X as a function of zΛ and zh in
the hadron frame. The error bars show statistical uncertainties and the shaded areas show the

systematic uncertainties.
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FIG. 6: The fractions of various quarks which go to the Λ’s hemisphere in the inclusive process

Λ+π++X (top) and Λ+π−+X (bottom) in different zh region at zΛ=[0.2, 0.3] (left) and zΛ=[0.5,
0.9] (right).
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instrumental effects should largely cancel in ratios of
asymmetries, as for example, the ratio of unlike-sign over
like-sign asymmetries,

RU
12

RL
12

≃
1þ h sin2θth

1þcos2θth
iGU cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ

1þ h sin2θth
1þcos2θth

iGL cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ

≃ 1þ
!

sin2θth
1þ cos2θth

"
fGU −GLg cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ: ð15Þ

Here, GL and GU are, respectively,

GU ∝
5Hfav

1 Hfav
1 þ 7Hdis

1 Hdis
1

5Dfav
1 Dfav

1 þ 7Ddis
1 Ddis

1

;

GL ∝
5Hfav

1 Hdis
1 þ 5Hdis

1 Hfav
1 þ 2Hdis

1 Hdis
1

5Dfav
1 Ddis

1 þ 5Ddis
1 Dfav

1 þ 2Ddis
1 Ddis

1

; ð16Þ

where we omitted the z and pt dependence in order to
simplify the notation. The double ratio (DR) is performed
after the integration over the polar angle θth, so that
the average values of the quantity sin2 θth=ð1þ cos2 θthÞ
appear. These average values do not differ for like-, unlike-,
and all charged pion pairs. In Eq. (15) we assume that the
detector acceptance effects do not depend on the charge
combination of the pion pairs, that is aϵ;LðθthÞ ¼ aϵ;UðθthÞ.
We also neglect the extra term proportional to
cos2ðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ, which couple the detector acceptance to
the true Collins asymmetries, and stop the series expansion
at the first order in cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ. We have checked for the
presence of these and other terms in addition to the
cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ modulation and found them negligible.
Also the assumption of acceptance effects independent
on the charge combination of the pion pairs seems to hold,
and noting that also the asymmetries produced by gluon
radiation do not depend on the charge combination, the
asymmetry amplitudes resulting from the double ratio
should mainly depend on a different combination of
favored and disfavored fragmentation functions (see also
discussion in Sec. IX).
Similarly, the DR of the normalized distributions of

unlike-sign and charged pion pairs is given by

RU
12

RC
12

≃ 1þ
!

sin2θth
1þ cos2θth

"
fGU −GCg cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ;

ð17Þ

with

GC ∝
5ðHfav

1 þHdis
1 ÞðHfav

1 þHdis
1 Þ þ 4Hdis

1 Hdis
1

5ðDfav
1 þDdis

1 ÞðDfav
1 þDdis

1 Þ þ 4Ddis
1 Ddis

1

: ð18Þ

The measured U=L and U=C double ratios can be used
to derive information about the relative sign and magnitude

of favored and disfavored fragmentation functions [31].
Analogous expressions can be obtained in the RF0 refer-
ence frame, with modulations in cosð2ϕ0Þ instead
of cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ.
The DRs are still parametrized by a cosine function

Ri
α

Rj
α
¼ Bij

α þ Aij
α · cosðβαÞ; ð19Þ

where B and A are free parameters. The constant term B
should be consistent with unity and the parameter A,
which depends on z, pt, and the average value of
sin2 θ=ð1þ cos2 θÞ, should mainly contain the Collins
effect.
Figure 8 shows the DR of unlike- to like-sign pion pairs

for samples of simulated and data events. The distribution
for the MC sample is now essentially flat as expected;
however, a slight deviation from zero asymmetry, of the
order of 0.2%, is measured. The origin and the effect of this
bias will be discussed in Sec. IXA. A clear cosine modu-
lation is instead visible in the data sample [Fig. 8(b)], which
can be attributed to the Collins effect.
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FIG. 8 (color online). Double ratio of azimuthal distributions of
unlike- over like- sign pion pairs for Monte Carlo (a) and data (b)
samples, in the RF12 system. The solid lines are the result of the
fits with the function reported in Eq. (19).
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challenge: large modulations even 
without Collins effect (e.g., MC)

construct double ratio of 
normalized-yield distributions R12, 
e.g. unlike-/like-sign:

suppresses flavor-independent 
sources of modulations

AUL specific combinations of FFs

remaining MC asym.’s: systematics

hadron-pairs: angular correlations
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MC

data
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appear. These average values do not differ for like-, unlike-,
and all charged pion pairs. In Eq. (15) we assume that the
detector acceptance effects do not depend on the charge
combination of the pion pairs, that is aϵ;LðθthÞ ¼ aϵ;UðθthÞ.
We also neglect the extra term proportional to
cos2ðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ, which couple the detector acceptance to
the true Collins asymmetries, and stop the series expansion
at the first order in cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ. We have checked for the
presence of these and other terms in addition to the
cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ modulation and found them negligible.
Also the assumption of acceptance effects independent
on the charge combination of the pion pairs seems to hold,
and noting that also the asymmetries produced by gluon
radiation do not depend on the charge combination, the
asymmetry amplitudes resulting from the double ratio
should mainly depend on a different combination of
favored and disfavored fragmentation functions (see also
discussion in Sec. IX).
Similarly, the DR of the normalized distributions of

unlike-sign and charged pion pairs is given by
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to derive information about the relative sign and magnitude

of favored and disfavored fragmentation functions [31].
Analogous expressions can be obtained in the RF0 refer-
ence frame, with modulations in cosð2ϕ0Þ instead
of cosðϕ1 þ ϕ2Þ.
The DRs are still parametrized by a cosine function

Ri
α

Rj
α
¼ Bij
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α · cosðβαÞ; ð19Þ

where B and A are free parameters. The constant term B
should be consistent with unity and the parameter A,
which depends on z, pt, and the average value of
sin2 θ=ð1þ cos2 θÞ, should mainly contain the Collins
effect.
Figure 8 shows the DR of unlike- to like-sign pion pairs

for samples of simulated and data events. The distribution
for the MC sample is now essentially flat as expected;
however, a slight deviation from zero asymmetry, of the
order of 0.2%, is measured. The origin and the effect of this
bias will be discussed in Sec. IXA. A clear cosine modu-
lation is instead visible in the data sample [Fig. 8(b)], which
can be attributed to the Collins effect.
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I. Garzia, TMDe2015 - 2-4 Sep, 2015 10

BaBar results for ππ pairs
PRD 90,052003 (2014)

• Collins asymmetry measured as 
function of  

• 6×6 bins of pion fractional energy 
(similar behavior in RF0, for both 
UL and UC) 

• 4×4 bins of (pt1,pt2) in RF12 
• 9 bins of pt0 in RF0  
• asymmetry vs. sin2θth/(1+cos2θth) 

and sin2θ2/(1+cos2θ2)

Kang et al., PRD 91,071501 (2015)

no TMD  
evolution 

LL 
NLL’

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.052003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.052003


“pitfalls” in dihadron 
fragmentation
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“appetizer”

dihadron FFs: alternative path to extract (collinear) transversity

exploit orientation of hadron’s relative momentum, correlate with 
target polarization 

complication: SIDIS cross section now differential in 9(!) variables

integration over polar angle eliminates, in theory, a number of 
contributing FFs (partial waves)

experimental constraints limit acceptance in polar angle, most 
prominently the minimum-momentum requirements
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Figure 1: Depiction of the azimuthal angles φR⊥ of the dihadron and φS of the component ST of
the target-polarization transverse to both the virtual-photon and target-nucleon momenta q and P ,
respectively. Both angles are evaluated in the virtual-photon-nucleon center-of-momentum frame.
Explicitly, φR⊥ ≡ (q×k)·RT

|(q×k)·RT | arccos (q×k)·(q×RT )
|q×k||q×RT | and φS ≡ (q×k)·ST

|(q×k)·ST | arccos (q×k)·(q×ST )
|q×k||q×ST | . Here,

RT = R − (R · P̂h)P̂h, with R ≡ (Pπ+ − Pπ−)/2, Ph ≡ Pπ+ + Pπ− , and P̂h ≡ Ph/ | Ph |,
thus RT is the component of Pπ+ orthogonal to Ph, and φR⊥ is the azimuthal angle of RT about
the virtual-photon direction. The dotted lines indicate how vectors are projected onto planes. The
short dotted line is parallel to the direction of the virtual photon. Also included is a description of
the polar angle θ, which is evaluated in the center-of-momentum frame of the pion pair.

two chiral-odd naive-T-odd dihadron fragmentation function H!

1,q [20, 37].2 There are no

contributions to this amplitude at subleading twist (i.e., twist-3). Among the various con-

tributions to the fragmentation function H!

1,q are the interference H!,sp
1,q between the s- and

p-wave components of the π+π− pair and the interference H!,pp
1,q between two p-waves. In

some of the literature, such functions have therefore been called interference fragmentation

functions [15], even though in general interference between different amplitudes is required

by all naive-T-odd functions. In this paper the focus is on the sp-interference, since it has

received the most theoretical attention. In particular, in ref. [15] H!,sp
1,q was predicted to

change sign at a very specific value of the invariant mass Mππ of the π+π− pair, close to

the mass of the ρ0 meson. However, other models [37, 38] predict a completely different

behavior.

The data presented here were recorded during the 2002-2005 running period of the

Hermes experiment, using the 27.6 GeV positron or electron beam and a transversely

polarized hydrogen gas target internal to the Hera storage ring at Desy. The open-

ended target cell was fed by an atomic-beam source [39] based on Stern-Gerlach separation

combined with transitions of hydrogen hyperfine states. The nuclear polarization of the

atoms was flipped at 1–3 min. time intervals, while both this polarization and the atomic

fraction inside the target cell were continuously measured [40]. The average value of the

transverse proton polarization |S⊥| was 0.74 ± 0.06.

2The superscript ! indicates that the fragmentation function does not survive integration over the

relative momentum of the hadron pair.
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simple case study

dihadron pair with equal-mass hadrons; here: pions 

e+e- annihilation, thus energy fractions z translates directly to 
energy/momentum of particles/system as primary energy is “fixed” 
(-> simplifies Lorentz boost)

without loss of generality, focus on B factory and use primary quark 
energy E0 = 5.79GeV

minimum energy of each pion in lab frame: 0.1 E0  (i.e., zmin = 0.1)
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Figure 1: Depiction of the azimuthal angles φR⊥ of the dihadron and φS of the component ST of
the target-polarization transverse to both the virtual-photon and target-nucleon momenta q and P ,
respectively. Both angles are evaluated in the virtual-photon-nucleon center-of-momentum frame.
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thus RT is the component of Pπ+ orthogonal to Ph, and φR⊥ is the azimuthal angle of RT about
the virtual-photon direction. The dotted lines indicate how vectors are projected onto planes. The
short dotted line is parallel to the direction of the virtual photon. Also included is a description of
the polar angle θ, which is evaluated in the center-of-momentum frame of the pion pair.

two chiral-odd naive-T-odd dihadron fragmentation function H!

1,q [20, 37].2 There are no

contributions to this amplitude at subleading twist (i.e., twist-3). Among the various con-

tributions to the fragmentation function H!

1,q are the interference H!,sp
1,q between the s- and

p-wave components of the π+π− pair and the interference H!,pp
1,q between two p-waves. In

some of the literature, such functions have therefore been called interference fragmentation

functions [15], even though in general interference between different amplitudes is required

by all naive-T-odd functions. In this paper the focus is on the sp-interference, since it has

received the most theoretical attention. In particular, in ref. [15] H!,sp
1,q was predicted to

change sign at a very specific value of the invariant mass Mππ of the π+π− pair, close to

the mass of the ρ0 meson. However, other models [37, 38] predict a completely different

behavior.

The data presented here were recorded during the 2002-2005 running period of the

Hermes experiment, using the 27.6 GeV positron or electron beam and a transversely

polarized hydrogen gas target internal to the Hera storage ring at Desy. The open-

ended target cell was fed by an atomic-beam source [39] based on Stern-Gerlach separation

combined with transitions of hydrogen hyperfine states. The nuclear polarization of the

atoms was flipped at 1–3 min. time intervals, while both this polarization and the atomic

fraction inside the target cell were continuously measured [40]. The average value of the

transverse proton polarization |S⊥| was 0.74 ± 0.06.

2The superscript ! indicates that the fragmentation function does not survive integration over the

relative momentum of the hadron pair.

– 3 –

basic assumptions:
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application of Lorentz boost
can easily apply Lorentz boost using the invariant mass of the 
dihadron M and its energy zE0 to arrive at condition on 𝜽, e.g., polar 
angle of pions in center-of-mass frame:

as both pions have to fulfill the constraint on the minimum energy: 

thus:

translates to a symmetric range around 𝜋/2
(can be easily understood because at 𝜋/2 the pions will have both the same energy in the 
lab and easily pass the zmin requirement, while in the case of one pion going backward in 
the CMS, that pion will have less energy in the lab frame … and maybe too little) 

56

cos ✓  z � 2zminp
[(zE0)

2 �M2
)(M2 � 4m2

⇡)]
E0M

cos(⇡ � ✓) = � cos ✓  z � 2zminp
[(zE0)

2 �M2
)(M2 � 4m2

⇡)]
E0M

| cos ✓|  z � 2zminp
[(zE0)

2 �M2
)(M2 � 4m2

⇡)]
E0M
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(again without loss of generality) let’s assume M=0.5 GeV (and take 
already the cos-1):

all theta between the purple lines (and the mirror range above the 
dashed line) are accepted 

clearly limited, especially at low z

impact of zmin=0.1 on accepted polar range

57
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z
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partial-wave expansion of dihadron FF
partial-wave expansion worked out in Phys. Rev. D67 (2003) 094002 

for the particular case here, use Phys. Rev. D74 (2006) 114007, in 
particular  Eq. (12), and (later on) Figure 5: 

it is the first contribution (D1,oo) that is used in “collinear extraction” 
of transversity (and subject of a current Belle analysis)

it is also the only one surviving the integration over 𝜃

the D1,ol contribution vanishes upon integration over 𝜃 as long as the 
theta range is symmetric around 𝜋/2 (as it is the case here)

the D1,ll term, however, will in general contribute in case of only partial 
integration over 𝜃 — the question is how much?

58

 R ! k "
!Mh

2z
# z k

2 $ j ~kTj2
2Mh

"
j ~Rj cos!# ~kT ! ~RT: (7)

Fragmentation functions are extracted from the correla-
tion function [55]
 

!q%z; cos!;M2
h;"R& "

zj ~Rj
16Mh

Z
d2 ~kTdk$

' !q%k;Ph; R&jk#"P#h =z; (8)

where [28,56]
 

!q%k; Ph; R&ij "
X
X

Z d4#
%2$&4 e

$ik!#

' h0jUn$
%#1;#& 

q
i %#&jPh; R;Xi

' hPh; R; ; Xj " qj %0&Un$
%0;#1&j0i: (9)

Since we are going to perform the integration over the
transverse momentum ~kT , the Wilson lines U can be
reduced to unity using a light cone gauge.

The only fragmentation functions surviving after
~kT-integration are [27,55]

 Dq
1%z; cos!; M2

h& " 4$Tr(!q%z; cos!;M2
h;"R&%#); (10)

 

&ijT RTj
Mh

H!q
1 %z; cos!; M2

h&

" 4$Tr(!q%z; cos!;M2
h;"R&i'i#%5): (11)

These functions can be expanded in the relative partial
waves of the pion pair system. Truncating the expansion
at the p-wave level we obtain [55]
 

Dq
1%z; cos!; M2

h& * Dq
1;oo%z;M2

h& $D
q
1;ol%z;M2

h& cos!

$Dq
1;ll%z;M2

h&14%3cos2!# 1&; (12)

 H!q
1 %z; cos!; M2

h& * H!q
1;ot%z;M2

h& $H
!q
1;lt%z;M2

h& cos!:

(13)

The fragmentation functionD1;oo can receive contributions
from both s and p waves, but not from the interference
between the two, D1;ol and H!

1;ot originate from the inter-
ference of s and p waves, D1;ll comes from polarized p
waves, and H!

1;lt originates from the interference of two p
waves with different polarization.

Our model can make predictions for the above fragmen-
tation functions as well as for transverse-momentum-
dependent fragmentation functions, which we do not con-
sider in this section. However, we will focus our attention
mainly on the functions D1;oo and H!

1;ot because of their
relevance for transversity measurements in SIDIS
[19,21,47,57].

Let us consider in fact the SIDIS process lp!
l0$$$#X, where l and l0 are the momenta of the lepton

before and after the scattering and q " l# l0 is the mo-
mentum of the virtual photon. We consider the cross sec-
tion differential in dM2

h, d"R, dz, dx, dy, d"S, where z, x,
y are the usual scaling variables employed in SIDIS, and
the azimuthal angles are defined so that (see Fig. 1)2

 cos"S "
%q̂' ~l&
jq̂' ~lj

! %q̂'
~S&

jq̂' ~Sj
; sin"S "

%~l' ~S& ! q̂
jq̂' ~ljjq̂' ~Sj

;

(14)

 

cos"R "
%q̂' ~l&
jq̂' ~lj

! %q̂'
~RT&

jq̂' ~RT j
; sin"R "

%~l' ~RT& ! q̂
jq̂' ~ljjq̂' ~RT j

;

(15)

where q̂ " ~q=j ~qj and ~RT is the component of R perpen-
dicular to Ph.

When the target is transversely polarized, we can define
the following cross section combinations3

 

d6'UU "
d6'" $ d6'#

2

"
X
q

(2e2
q

$yQ2

1# y$ y2=2$ y2%2=4

1$ %2

' fq1 %x&D
q
1;oo%z;M2

h&; (16)

 

d6'UT "
d6'" # d6'#

2

" #
X
q

(2e2
q

4yQ2

1# y# y2%2=4

1$ %2

' sin%"R $"S&hq1%x&
j ~Rj
Mh

H!q
1;ot%z;M2

h&; (17)

where ( is the fine structure constant, % " 2Mx=Q, and M
is the mass of the target. These expressions are valid up to
leading twist only. Subleading contributions are described
in Ref. [28]. In particular, they give rise to a term propor-
tional to cos"R in d'UU and a term proportional to sin"S
in d'UT . Corrections at order (S were partially studied in
Ref. [4], but further work is required.

2The definition of the angles is consistent with the so-called
Trento conventions [58].

3The definition of the angles in Eqs. (14) and (15) is consistent
with the so-called Trento conventions [58] and it is the origin of
the minus sign in Eq. (17) with respect to Eq. (43) of Ref. [55]
(compare "R and"S in Fig. 1 with the analogue ones in Fig. 2 of
Ref. [55]).
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D1,ll contribution to dihadron fragmentation 
D1,ll is unknown and can’t be calculated using first principles 

it can not be extracted from cross sections integrated over 𝜃

upon (partial) integration there is no way to disentangle the two 
contributions

in PRD74 (2006) 114007, a model for dihadron fragmentation was tuned 
to PYTHIA and used to estimate the various partial-wave contributions 

its Figure 5 gives an indication about the relative size of D1,ll vs. D1,oo:

59

the ! were extended at higher invariant masses by leaving
the narrow-width approximation for the ! resonance and
smearing the step function in Eq. (28). Note that the
interference is in this case constructive because the signs
of the couplings f! and f0! have been taken equal. If the
two couplings were taken opposite, then a destructive
interference would take place and the model would under-
estimate the p-wave data at around 0.6 GeV. The agree-
ment with the total spectrum would then be worsened. Also
the f! coupling has been taken to have the same sign of f!
to avoid destructive interference patterns. It is difficult with
the present poor knowledge to make any conclusive state-
ment about !!! interference in semi-inclusive dihadron
production. However, we can at least conclude that in our
model the best agreement with the event generator is
achieved when the three couplings f!, f!, and f0! have
the same sign.

V. PREDICTIONS FOR POLARIZED
FRAGMENTATION FUNCTIONS AND

TRANSVERSE-SPIN ASYMMETRY

Using the parameters obtained from the fit we can plot
the results for the fragmentation functions D1;ll, H!

1;ot, and
D1;ol. The function D1;ll is a pure p-wave function. It
depends on jFpj2, the modulus square of Eq. (28), and

has a behavior very similar to Dp
1;oo, the p-wave part of

D1;oo. In Fig. 5(a) we plot the ratio betweenD1;ll andD1;oo,
integrated separately over 0:2< z< 0:8. In Fig. 5(b) we
plot the same ratio but with the two functions multiplied by
2Mh and integrated over 0:3 GeV<Mh < 1:3 GeV. In the
same figures, the dotted lines represent the positivity bound
[55]

 ! 3
2D

p
1;oo " D1;ll " 3Dp

1;oo: (36)

The functions D1;ol and H!
1;ot arise from the interference

of s and p waves, i.e. from the interferences of channels 1-
2, 1-3, and 1-4, proportional to the product #fsf!$, #fsf!$,
#fsf0!$, respectively. Since the relative sign of fs and the
p-wave couplings is not fixed by the fit, we can only
predict these functions modulo a sign. For the plots, we
assume that the p-wave couplings have a sign opposite to
fs (as suggested by the sign of preliminary HERMES data
[48]).

In Fig. 6(a) we plot the ratio between!j ~Rj=MhH!
1;ot and

D1;oo, integrated separately over 0:2< z< 0:8. In Fig. 6(b)
we plot the same ratio but with the two functions multi-
plied by 2Mh and integrated over 0:3 GeV<Mh <
1:3 GeV. In the same figures, the dotted lines represent
the positivity bound [55]
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effect of partial integration
as both contributions — D1,ll and D1,oo — will be affected by the partial 
integration, look at relative size of the D1,ll to D1,oo modulations when 
subjected to integration:

without limit in the polar-angular range (𝜃0 =0) -> no contribution from 
D1,ll (sanity check!)

the relative size of the partial integrals reaches a maximum of 25% 
for z=0.2 (i.e., pions at 90 degrees in center-of-mass system)

in order to estimate the D1,ll contribution, one “just” needs the 
relative size of D1,ll vs. D1,oo, e.g., Figure 5 of PRD74 (2006) 114007

let’s take for that size 0.5 (rough value for M=0.5 GeV) 
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effect of partial integration
… D1,ll / D1,oo ~0.5 results in an up to O(10%) effect on the measured 
cross section:

depending on the sign of D1,ll, the partial integration thus leads to a 
systematic underestimation (positive D1,ll) or overestimation (negative 
D1,ll) of the “integrated” dihadron cross section

leads to overestimate/underestimate of extracted transversity
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cross-section reduction
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FIG. 9. Di↵erential cross sections for ⇡+⇡� (black circles) and ⇡+⇡+ + c.c. (blue squares) as a function of m⇡⇡ for the
indicated z bins. The error boxes represent the systematic uncertainties. Top panel: linear representation of cross sections:
bottom panel: logarithmic representation. The vertical green dashed line corresponds to the kinematic limit. An overall 1.6%
scale uncertainty is not shown.
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effect very strong [and even present if no p-wave contribution]
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