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We include strong parity-violating contributions to inclusive deep inelastic scattering (DIS) of lon-
gitudinally polarized leptons off an unpolarized target. At variance with standard results, we obtain
nonvanishing parity-violating structure functions in the case of pure photon exchange. The addition
of these strong parity-violating contributions improves the description of existing experimental data
on DIS parity-violating asymmetries. We find the size of these contributions small but exhibiting a
deviation from zero of about 1.5 σ. The associated p-value is 0.063, indicating that the probability
of making an error by rejecting the hypothesis of no parity-violating contributions is 6.3%, which
is small but not negligible. Further improvement on the limit of the strong parity-violation can be
expected from the future SoLID program at Jefferson Lab.

I. INTRODUCTION

Would the internal structure of the proton be identical in a mirrored world? According to the Standard Model (SM),
it should remain the same, because Quantum ChromoDynamics (QCD) is invariant under parity (P) transformations.
However, there is no first principle to guarantee parity invariance in strong interactions, and in this article we consider
the impact of its violation (i.e., “strong P violation”) on the internal structure of the nucleons, and we show that a
virtual photon probing an unpolarized proton may see more left-handed than right-handed quarks.

The observation of strong P violation would have far-fetched consequences beyond the specific problem of studying
the internal structure of the nucleons. The violation of charge-parity (CP) symmetry is the most plausible explanation
of the matter-antimatter imbalance in the Universe, but CP violation in the SM electroweak sector alone is not
sufficient to justify such an asymmetry. An alternative solution is to go beyond the SM and introduce CP violation in
the QCD Lagrangian. This can be done, e.g., with the addition of the so-called “θ-term,” which is however constrained
to be extremely small by experimental evidence. Other higher-dimensional CP-violating operators have been taken
into consideration in the context of SM Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) framework, which is based on the assumption
that effective low-energy modifications can arise from new physics at significantly heavier scales (see, e.g., Refs. [1–3]).
All these extensions should give observable effects. The most studied one is the generation of permanent electric
dipole moments in various particles (see, e.g., [4] and references therein). In the last thirty years, no experiment has
been able to observe non-zero strong CP violation.

In this article, we show that strong P violation could be observable also in the details of the internal structure of
the nucleon. The relaxation of P invariance leads to the introduction of new terms in the hadronic tensor for the
Deep-Inelastic Scattering (DIS) process, generated by new Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs). The new P-odd
terms can be either C-even (CP-odd) or C-odd (CP-even).

We focus our interest mainly on DIS of a longitudinally polarized lepton beam off an unpolarized proton or nuclear
target and we briefly discuss the case of DIS of an unpolarized lepton beam off a longitudinally polarized target. In
the first case, a new contribution in the structure function F3 appears in the pure photon-exchange channel. Such
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contribution would be non-zero only with the presence of a new strong P-violating (PV) PDF. In order to estimate
the size of such parton density, we perform a fit to available experimental data from HERA, SLAC, and Jefferson Lab
(JLab) that can be sensitive to this kind of PV effects.

Our study could open the door for new analyses of experimental data from DIS processes with different lepton beam
polarizations and charges. In particular, we perform impact studies of future measurements described in the Solenoidal
Large Intensity Device (SoLID) program [5] at JLab 12 GeV, and the future Electron Ion Collider (EIC) [6, 7].

II. FORMALISM

The expression of the cross section for neutral-current inclusive DIS with an initial electron or positron off an
unpolarized target reads

d2σ

dxBdy
=

2πα2

xByQ2

[(
Y+ +R2y2/2

)(
F2,UU + λF2,LU

)
− y2

(
FL,UU + λFL,LU

)
− Y−

(
xBF3,UU + λxBF3,LU

)]
, (1)

where α is the fine structure constant, y is the inelasticity, xB is the Bjorken variable, Q2 is the negative of the
4-momentum transfer squared of the scattering, R = 2MxB/Q, and Y± = 1± (1− y)2. For convenience, we explicitly
separated the terms proportional to λ, the helicity of the electron or positron. More details about the derivation of
this expression are given in Appendix A.

The structure functions involved in Eq. (1) can be expressed as

F2,UU (xB , Q
2) = F

(γ)
2 − geV ηγZF

(γZ)
2 +

(
geV

2 + geA
2)ηZF (Z)

2 , (2)

F2,LU (xB , Q
2) = geAηγZF

(γZ)
2 − 2geV g

e
AηZF

(Z)
2 , (3)

F3,UU (xB , Q
2) = geAηγZF

(γZ)
3 − 2geV g

e
AηZF

(Z)
3 , (4)

F3,LU (xB , Q
2) = F

(γ)
3 − geV ηγZF

(γZ)
3 +

(
geV

2 + geA
2)ηZF (Z)

3 , (5)

where

ηγZ =

(
GFM

2
Z

2
√
2πα

)(
Q2

Q2 +M2
Z

)
, ηZ = η2γZ , (6)

with GF the Fermi constant and MZ the Z0 mass. The geV,A are electron’s neutral weak couplings to the Z0. For
positron scattering, one would change the sign of terms containing geA, affecting Eqs. (3),(4). The two structure
functions FL,UU and FL,LU have the same decomposition as the corresponding F2 ones, Eqs. (2) and (3).

The above results correspond to the standard literature (see, e.g., Ref. [8] and the PDG review [9]). The only
difference is that in the SM there is no contribution to the F3 structure function from pure-γ exchange: F

(γ)
3 is the

new ingredient in our analysis.
The observable that is affected by this additional term is the parity-violating asymmetry

APV ≡ dσ(λ = 1)− dσ(λ = −1)

dσ(λ = 1) + dσ(λ = −1)

=

(
Y+ + R2y2

2

)
F2,LU − y2FL,LU − Y− xBF3,LU(

Y+ + R2y2

2

)
F2,UU − y2FL,UU − Y− xBF3,UU

. (7)

The structure functions can be written in terms of PDFs, which stem from the decomposition of the quark correlator.
In particular, if we consider the correlator for unpolarized nucleons and if we include strong PV terms, the general
expression at leading twist is 1

Φq(x,Q2) =

{
fq
1 (x,Q

2) + gPVq
1 (x,Q2)γ5

}
n/+
2

, (8)

1 A similar decomposition for the transverse-momentum-dependent correlator was studied in Ref. [10]. Our function gPV
1 corresponds to

the integral of the function u1 in that reference.
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where x is the light-cone momentum fraction carried by quarks (neglecting target mass corrections, x ≈ xB). The
second term is ignored in the SM. It contains the PDF gPV

1 , which describes the difference in the probability to find
right-handed vs. left-handed quarks inside an unpolarized proton. It is P-odd and CP-even. Its behavior under
QCD evolution is the same as the helicity distribution g1. The integral of this function is connected to the anapole
moment of the proton and nuclei (see, e.g., Refs. [11–14]), which could contribute to PV effects in electron-proton
elastic scattering experiments [15, 16].

Neglecting strong P violation and corrections in the strong coupling constant αS , but including target mass cor-
rections (see, e.g., Ref. [17] for a recent review), the structure function F3 can be written in terms of the PDF f1 [9],
evaluated at the Nachtmann variable [17]

xN =
2xB

1 +
√
1 +R2

. (9)

For convenience, in the following we avoid explicitly writing the arguments of the PDFs. The detailed expression of
the structure functions F3 for each channel is

F
(γ)
3 (xB , Q

2) = 0, (10)

F
(γZ)
3 (xB , Q

2) =
1√

1 +R2

∑
q

2eqg
q
Af

(q−q̄)
1 , (11)

F
(Z)
3 (xB , Q

2) =
1√

1 +R2

∑
q

2gqV g
q
Af

(q−q̄)
1 , (12)

where eq is the quark charge, gqV,A are quark’s neutral weak couplings to the Z0, and R has been defined below

Eq. (1). Note that we use the simplified notation f
(q±q̄)
1 = fq

1 ± f q̄
1 and similarly for the g1’s below. Including strong

P violation, the standard results are modified by the following additional contributions:

∆F
(γ)
3 (xB , Q

2) = − 1√
1 +R2

∑
q

e2qg
PV(q+q̄)
1 , (13)

∆F
(γZ)
3 (xB , Q

2) = − 1√
1 +R2

∑
q

2eqg
q
V g

PV(q+q̄)
1 , (14)

∆F
(Z)
3 (xB , Q

2) = − 1√
1 +R2

∑
q

(
gq2V + gq2A

)
g
PV(q+q̄)
1 . (15)

The detailed SM expression of the structure function F2 for each channel is

F
(γ)
2 (xB , Q

2) =
∑
q

e2qf
(q+q̄)
1 , (16)

F
(γZ)
2 (xB , Q

2) =
∑
q

2eqg
q
V f

(q+q̄)
1 , (17)

F
(Z)
2 (xB , Q

2) =
∑
q

(
gq2V + gq2A

)
f
(q+q̄)
1 . (18)

Note that also the structure function F2 gets modified by the inclusion of strong P-violation contributions:

∆F
(γ)
2 (xB , Q

2) = 0, (19)

∆F
(γZ)
2 (xB , Q

2) = −
∑
q

2eqg
q
AxBg

PV(q−q̄)
1 , (20)

∆F
(Z)
2 (xB , Q

2) = −
∑
q

2gqV g
q
AxBg

PV(q−q̄)
1 . (21)
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For completeness, we discuss the case of a polarized nucleon. The correlator becomes 2

Φq(x,Q2) =

{
fq
1 (x,Q

2) + gPVq
1 (x,Q2)γ5 + SL

(
gq1(x,Q

2)γ5 + fPVq
1L (x,Q2)

)
− S/T

(
hq
1(x,Q

2)γ5 − ePVq
1T (x,Q2)

)}n/+
2

.

(22)

The fourth term, fPV
1L , is P-odd, CP-odd and should be connected to the electric dipole moment of the proton.

In the case of DIS off longitudinally polarized protons, the g5 structure function can be introduced [9]. In this case,
the inclusion of strong PV terms will generate a difference from the weak parity violation standard results, with the
additional term:

∆g5(xB , Q
2) ≈ ∆g

(γ)
5 (xB , Q

2) =
1

2

∑
q

e2qf
PV(q−q̄)
1L . (23)

III. COMPATIBILITY OF EXPERIMENTAL DATA WITH STRONG PARITY VIOLATION

There are currently no models that generate strong P-violating PDFs. Modifications of QCD through the inclusion
of a θ-term would lead to extremely small effects, since the value of the θ parameter is constrained by measure-
ments of the neutron electric dipole moment. Other higher-dimensional P-violating SMEFT operators could possibly
generate nonzero P-violating PDFs. A model with a topologically non-trivial QCD background has been used to
generate transverse-momentum-dependent fragmentation functions [18]. The inclusion of electroweak corrections in
the evolution of PDFs can also produce PV PDFs. However, given that QED corrections are below 1% [19, 20], PV
contributions would be smaller by a factor Q2/M2

Z , thus negligible at low energies.
In order to obtain a first estimate of the size of the newly introduced PV PDFs, we assume they are proportional

to their parity-even counterparts, i.e., gPV
1 = a g1, with a being a very small number. This leads to

∆F
(γ)
3 (xB , Q

2) = − a√
1 +R2

∑
q

e2qg
(q+q̄)
1 . (24)

The total contributions to be added to the standard expression of F3 are

∆F3,UU (xB , Q
2) = − a√

1 +R2

(
geAηγZ

∑
q

2eqg
q
V g

(q+q̄)
1 − 2geV g

e
AηZ

∑
q

(
gqV

2
+ gqA

2)
g
(q+q̄)
1

)
, (25)

∆F3,LU (xB , Q
2) = − a√

1 +R2

(∑
q

e2qg
(q+q̄)
1 − geV ηγZ

∑
q

2eqg
q
V g

(q+q̄)
1 +

(
geV

2 + geA
2)ηZ ∑

q

(
gqV

2
+ gqA

2)
g
(q+q̄)
1

)
.

Moreover, the total contributions to be added to F2 are

∆F2,UU (xB , Q
2) = geV ηγZ a

∑
q

2eqg
q
AxBg

(q−q̄)
1 −

(
geV

2 + geA
2)ηZ a

∑
q

2gqV g
q
AxBg

(q−q̄)
1 , (26)

∆F2,LU (xB , Q
2) = −geAηγZ a

∑
q

2eqg
q
AxBg

(q−q̄)
1 + 2geV g

e
AηZ a

∑
q

2gqV g
q
AxBg

(q−q̄)
1 .

To estimate the possible size of the new PDFs, we proceed in the following way: we assume the validity of the
electroweak sector of the Standard Model and we attribute any discrepancy between low-energy measurements and
predictions entirely to the newly introduced PDFs. In other words, we estimate how large the PV PDFs should be to
be compatible with low-energy measurements.

We fit the theoretical predictions at NLO for the electron and positron PV asymmetries of Eq. (7) to the DIS
experimental data from HERA [21] with proton beams (274 experimental points), and from JLab 6 GeV PVDIS [22, 23]
(2 points) and the SLAC E122 experiment [24] (11 points) with a deuterium fixed target 3. In Tab.I, we list details of

2 Our functions fPV
1L and ePV

1T correspond to the integral of the functions v1L and w1T in Ref. [10], respectively.
3 In first approximation, the deuterium target is described as a incoherent sum of free nucleons (one proton and one neutron)
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Experiment Ndat Observable Hadron
√
s [GeV] Q2 [GeV2] y Ref.

HERA 136 APV for e+ proton 319 120 - 30000 0.033 - 0.9 [21]
HERA 138 APV for e− proton 319 120 - 30000 0.033 - 0.9 [21]

JLab PVDIS 2 APV for e− deuterium 4.77 1.085; 1.901 0.20; 0.28 [22]
SLAC E122 11 APV for e− deuterium 5.5 - 6.5 0.92 - 1.96 0.15 - 0.36 [24]

Total 287

TABLE I: Breakdown of the data sets considered in this analysis. For each data set, the table includes information on: the
number of data points (Ndat), the measured observable, the initial-state hadron, the center-of-mass energy

√
s, the covered

range(s) in Q2, the inelasticity y, and the published reference. The total number of data points amounts to 287.

the data sets included in our analysis. In all, we analyze 287 experimental data points, 136 for positron asymmetry
and 151 for electron asymmetry. In a future study, it could be interesting to estimate the effect of the new PV PDF
gPV
1 also in Drell–Yan processes.
The value of the energy scale Q2 is very small for E122 and JLab PVDIS data sets (Q2 ≃ 1− 2 GeV2). For them,

the inclusion of target mass corrections (see Eq. (1) and Eqs. (11)-(18)) has a significant effect, while it does not
modify the results for HERA data. Moreover, to be consistent with Refs. [22, 23] we introduce electroweak radiative
corrections according to Ref. [25]. These corrections could be included also at higher Q2 (using, e.g., the Djangoh
event generator [26]) but they are small compared to the experimental uncertainties.

In our analysis, we choose the NNPDF4.0 [27] and the NNPDFpol1.1 [28] sets of unpolarized and polarized PDFs,
respectively. We include the full set of PDF replicas to account for their uncertainty, which is interpreted as a source
of systematic theoretical error to be added to the experimental systematic error. We checked that this theoretical
error is much smaller than the experimental errors (of order 1% or less). We use PDF sets at NLO accuracy and
compute the structure functions F2, FL and F3 at O(αs).

The error analysis is performed with the so-called bootstrap method, which consists in fitting an ensemble of Monte
Carlo (MC) replicas of the experimental data. We generate 100 replicas of the experimental data and we relate each
one of them to a single replica of unpolarized and polarized PDFs. In this way, we obtain a distribution of 100 values
for the fit parameter a.

The resulting quality of the fit is shown in Table II, where the χ2 per number of data points Ndat are provided for
each of the considered experimental data sets, including one standard deviation from the full ensemble of replicas.
We indicate also the values of χ2/Ndat obtained with the SM predictions.

SM predictions Our analysis
Data set Ndat χ2/Ndat χ2/Ndat

HERA e+ (p) 136 1.12 ± 0.01 1.12 ± 0.01
HERA e− (p) 138 0.98 ± 0.01 0.98 ± 0.01
JLab PVDIS e− (d) 2 0.67 ± 0.12 0.42 ± 0.40
SLAC E122 e− (d) 11 0.97 ± 0.01 0.94 ± 0.02

Total 287 1.042 ± 0.001 1.037 ± 0.004

TABLE II: Breakdown of the values of χ2 per number of data points Ndat for all data sets considered in our analysis (hadron
targets in brackets). The values of χ2 and uncertainties refer to the mean value and one standard deviation from the ensemble
of replicas of the experimental data.

The mean value of the global χ2/Ndat is slightly smaller than the SM result, the description is thus improved by
including our model for the PV PDF. However, it must be noted that the values of χ2 are all close to or smaller
than 1 because of large experimental errors affecting many data points. New data with higher precision would help
to better assess the impact of PV contributions.

The resulting value for the fit parameter a is

a = â±∆a = (−1.01± 0.66)× 10−4 , (27)

where â and ∆a are the mean value and one standard deviation from the ensemble of 100 values, respectively. Our
results indicate that the null hypothesis can be rejected with a p-value = 0.063: the probability of making an error
by rejecting the hypothesis of no parity-violating contributions is 6.3%. It is not negligible but small. In other words,
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current experimental data indicate that strong P violation is statistically possible and, actually, is slightly favoured
with respect to the SM description. The negative value of a indicates also that in the proton there could be more
left-handed quarks than right-handed ones. We checked that this result does not depend on the choice of the PDF
by repeating the fit with different sets and obtaining no significant differences.
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FIG. 1: Comparison between theoretical predictions and HERA data for e+p (open red points) and e−p (solid black points) as
a function of Q2 at x = 0.13. Upper panel: helicity asymmetry of Eq. (7); central panel: relative difference with respect to SM
predictions for e+ asymmetry; lower panel: same for e− asymmetry. The (barely visible) colored uncertainty bands correspond
to the 68% C.L.

In Fig. 1, the upper panel shows the comparison between theoretical predictions for APV of Eq. (7) (colored bands)
and HERA data for inclusive DIS between a proton beam and electron e− (solid black points) or positron e+ (open
red points) beams, as a function of Q2 at the given x = 0.13. The central (lower) panel shows the relative difference
of data and results of our fit with respect to SM predictions for the e+ (e−) asymmetry. The (barely visible) colored
uncertainty bands correspond to the 68% confidence level (C.L.), obtained by excluding the largest and smallest 16%
of the MC replicas. The narrow width of the bands reflects the small theoretical uncertainty of the PDFs used in this
work.

As can be seen from Fig. 1 and Tab. II, the HERA data are nicely described in our framework although the χ2

for the e+ asymmetry is slightly worse than the e− case because of the behaviour of more precise data points at the
lowest Q2 bins (see central panel). This may leave room for improvements of our model in a future work. In any case,
both values of χ2 for e+ and e− asymmetries are the same as in the SM framework (see Tab. II), indicating that PV
contributions do not impact the description of HERA data: in fact, the fit is driven by the other experimental data
sets with much smaller errors, described below.

In Fig. 2, the upper panel shows the comparison between theoretical predictions for electron APV of Eq. (7) (colored
bands) and E122 data (open points) and JLab PVDIS data (solid points) as a function of Q2. The central and the
lower panel show the relative difference of data and results of our fit with respect to SM predictions for the E122 and
JLab PVDIS asymmetries, respectively. Similar to Fig. 1, the colored uncertainty bands correspond to the 68% C.L.
Both experimental data sets are nicely described in our framework. This is confirmed in Tab. II by the systematic
improvement of the quality of the fit with respect to the SM framework. The result is particularly relevant for the
JLab PVDIS data, due to their very small uncertainty.
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FIG. 2: Comparison between theoretical predictions and data from JLab 6 GeV PVDIS (solid points) and SLAC E122 (open
points) experiments as a function of Q2. Upper panel: electron e− asymmetry APV of Eq. (7). Central panel: relative difference
with SM predictions for the E122 asymmetry. Lower panel: same for the PVDIS asymmetry. Uncertainty bands correspond to
the 68% C.L.

IV. IMPACT STUDY OF FUTURE EXPERIMENTS

As already remarked when commenting our results in Tab. II, further insights into the existence of PV contribution
in the structure of the proton (or light nuclei) could be provided by new high-precision experimental data, such as the
ones expected from the upcoming SoLID program [5] at JLab 12 GeV (and possibly future upgrades of JLab [29]).
SoLID is a versatile spectrometer designed specifically to achieve high precision measurements on a variety of topics.
The nominal running conditions for SoLID’s PVDIS measurement [30] include a 50 µA, 11 GeV longitudinally polarized
electron beam of 85% polarization, incident on a 40-cm liquid deuterium or liquid hydrogen target. The pseudodata
used in our study are based on PVDIS measurement with either 120 days of beam (at 100% efficiency) on the
deuterium target, or 90 days on the hydrogen target. The relative systematic uncertainty δAPV(syst)/A

SM
PV consists

of an uncorrelated 0.28% contribution and a 0.45% contribution correlated across all kinematic bins.
In order to estimate the reduction of the uncertainties on the gPV

1 PDF, we generate pseudodata by calculating
the theoretical predictions for the APV asymmetry and include the experimental uncertainties based on the running
conditions given above. We consider the SoLID pseudodata on either deuteron or proton target and we impose a
(conservative) cut xB < 0.5, to avoid the kinematic region where nuclear corrections for deuteron target and higher-
twist contributions become relevant. The impact of the SoLID pseudodata on the fitted parameter a is reported in
Tab. III. We obtain at least a factor 3 reduction of the uncertainty with a slightly larger impact when using the
proton target. If the central value of the parameter a were to be confirmed by future measurements, the result in
Tab. III would represent a deviation of at least 5σ from the SM result of a = 0. Figure 3 shows the impact of SoLID
pseudodata on gPV

1 of the up quark normalized to its central value. We note that the uncertainty bands decrease
in the region 0.2 < xB < 0.5, which is consistent with the region covered by the SoLID pseudodata. The reduction
outside this range may be due to the low flexibility of our assumption. A more refined model will be needed when
SoLID data become available.

These results indicate that SoLID PVDIS data will potentially put a drastic limit on the strong PV effects. Fur-
thermore, they show that the SoLID PVDIS proton measurements will be valuable not only at high xB in providing
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Fit a (10−4) δa (10−4)

Baseline 1.01 0.66
Baseline + SoLID (d) 1.01 0.21
Baseline + SoLID (p) 1.01 0.15

TABLE III: Values of parameter a and its uncertainty δa related to baseline fit and the impact studies of SoLID pseudodata
on deuteron (d) or proton (p) targets.
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FIG. 3: Estimate of the impact of the SoLID pseudodata on the error bands of the u quark gPV
1 in the proton in x space at

Q = 2 GeV, based on the baseline analysis presented in this paper. Purple bands: current 68% C.L. uncertainties on gPV
1 from

the baseline fit. Yellow bands: 68% C.L. uncertainties after the inclusion of SoLID pseudodata on deuteron target. Red bands:
68% C.L. uncertainties after the inclusion of SoLID pseudodata on proton target.

a model-independent measurement of d/u PDF ratio [5], but also at medium xB by offering a new way to explore
physics beyond SM.

We also note that more measurements on the PVDIS asymmetries are expected from the future EIC at higher
energies [6, 31]. We considered the EIC energy configurations 10 × 275 GeV and 10 × 137 GeV for electron-proton
and electron-deuteron collisions, respectively, each corresponds to the maximum annual integrated luminosity of 100
fb−1 [7, 31]. However, we found that adding these EIC pseudodata brings little impact to the limit on the strong PV
effects, due to the large projected uncertainties.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we explored the impact of violating QCD parity invariance (strong P violation) on nucleon structure,
focusing on inclusive DIS with longitudinally polarized leptons and unpolarized targets. This leads to the introduction
of a new P-odd and CP-even PDF, denoted as gPV

1 , that describes the difference in the probability to find right-handed
vs. left-handed quarks inside an unpolarized proton. This function generates a new contribution to the structure
function F3 from pure photon exchange.

To estimate the size of gPV
1 , we perform a fit to relevant experimental data from HERA, SLAC, and JLab. As a

preliminary model, we assume that the PV PDFs are proportional to their parity-even counterparts and we fit the
proportionality constant, a. Our analysis shows that including strong PV contributions improves the description of
the data. We obtain the value a = (−1.01±0.66)×10−4, which indicates that there could be more left-handed quarks
than right-handed ones in an unpolarized proton. Furthermore, we carried out impact studies for the future EIC and
the SoLID PVDIS measurement of JLab’s 12 GeV program. While in the former case we don’t find any significant
impact, in the latter case we find that anticipated SoLID deuteron (proton) measurement will potentially provide a
factor 3 (4) reduction in the uncertainty of a. Should the central value of the parameter a be confirmed by SoLID
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measurements, it would represent at least a 5σ deviation from the SM result of no strong PV effects. We emphasize
that detecting strong P violation could have implications beyond nucleon structure, potentially shedding light on the
matter-antimatter asymmetry in the universe.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the cross section

For completeness, in this Appendix we provide the conventions used and the analytical derivation of the cross
section in Eq. (1).

For a fast-moving lepton with initial (final) 4-momentum k (k′ = k − q) and helicity λ, the leptonic tensor for the
three channels (γ exchange, γ − Z interference and Z exchange) can be written as

L(j)
µν = C(j) L(γ)

µν ,

L(γ)
µν = 2

[
kµk

′
ν + k′µkν − (k · k′)gµν − iλεµναβk

αk′β
]
, (A1)

where the index j runs over the channels i = γ, γZ, Z, and C(γ) = 1, C(γZ) = −(geV − λgeA), C
(Z) = (geV − λgeA)

2 [8].
For an anti-lepton, the same formula holds but with the sign of geA flipped.

For an unpolarized hadron, the hadronic tensor is given by [9]

Wµν =
(
− gµν +

qµqν

q2

)
F1 +

P̃µP̃ ν

P · q
F2 + i

εµνρσ

2(P · q)
Pρqσ F3 , (A2)

where P̃µ = Pµ − qµ (P · q)/q2.
The cross section becomes

d2σ

dxB dy
=

2πyα2

Q4

∑
j=γ, γZ, Z

η(j) L(j)
µν Wµν =

2πyα2

Q4

∑
j=γ, γZ, Z

η(j) C(j) L(γ)
µν Wµν , (A3)

where

ηγ = 1; ηγZ =

(
GFM

2
Z

2
√
2πα

)(
Q2

Q2 +M2
Z

)
; ηZ =

(
ηγZ

)2
, (A4)

with α the fine structure constant, MZ the mass of the Z0 boson, and GF the Fermi coupling constant.
By neglecting the lepton mass, the contraction of the leptonic tensor L

(γ)
µν of Eq. (A1) with the hadronic tensor

Wµν of Eq. (A2) gives

L(γ)
µν Wµν = 2

[
Q2 F

(γ)
1 +

Q2

xBy2

(
1− y − 1

4
R2y2

)
F

(γ)
2 − λ

Q2

2

2− y

y
F

(γ)
3

]
, (A5)

where R = 2MxB/Q. By including such target mass corrections, we make the replacement 2xBF1 = (1+R2)F2−FL

in the above contraction and we get

L(γ)
µν Wµν =

Q2

xBy2

[(
Y+ +

1

2
R2y2

)
F

(γ)
2 − y2 F

(γ)
L − λY− xBF

(γ)
3

]
, (A6)

with Y± = 1± (1− y)2.
If we insert the above result into Eq. (A3) and we use the definitions of Eqs. (2)-(5), we finally get

d2σ

dxBdy
=

2πα2

xByQ2

[(
Y+ +

R2y2

2

)(
F2,UU + λF2,LU

)
− y2

(
FL,UU + λFL,LU

)
− Y−

(
xBF3,UU + λxBF3,LU

)]
. (A7)
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