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Abstract

Theoreticalpredictions are given for the light-avor sea-quark distributions in the nucleon in-

cluding the strange quark oneson the basisofthe avorSU(3)version ofthe chiralquark soliton

m odel.Carefulaccountistaken oftheSU(3)sym m etry breaking e�ectsdueto them assdi�erence

�m s between thestrangeand nonstrangequarks,which istheonly oneparam eternecessary forthe

avorSU(3)generalization ofthem odel.A particularem phasisofstudy isputon thelight-avor

sea-quark asym m etry asexem pli�ed by the observables �d(x)� �u(x);�d(x)=�u(x);��u(x)� � �d(x)as

wellas on the particle-antiparticle asym m etry ofthe strange quark distributions represented by

s(x)� �s(x);s(x)=�s(x);�s(x)� ��s(x)etc.Asfortheunpolarized sea-quark distributions,thepre-

dictionsofthem odelseem qualitatively consistentwith theavailablephenom enologicalinform ation

provided bytheNM C datafor �d(x)� �u(x),theE866datafor�d(x)=�u(x),theCCFR dataand Barone

et al.’s �t for s(x)=�s(x) etc. The m odelis shown to give severalunique predictions also for the

spin-dependentsea-quark distribution,such that�s(x)� ��s(x) <
� 0 and � �d(x)< 0< ��u(x),al-

though theveri�cation ofthesepredictionsm ustawaitm oreelaborateexperim entalinvestigations

in the nearfuture.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Asiswidely known,theperturbativeQCD can predictonly theQ 2-dependenceofparton

distribution functions (PDF),whereas it can say nothing about the PDF at a prescribed

energy scale.To predictPDF them selves,weneed to solvenonperturbativeQCD,which is

an extrem ely di�culttheoreticalproblem .Itcannotbedenied that,atleastatthepresent

stage,wecannotbetoom uch am bitiousinthisrespect.Still,wecandoqualitativelyinterest-

inginvestigations.Thekeyobservation hereisthefollowing.In theirsem i-phenom enological

analysesofPDF,Gl�uck,Reya and Vogtprepared theinitialPDF atfairly low energy scale

around 600 M eV,in contrastto the standard consentofperturbative QCD,and they con-

cluded thatlight-avorsea-quark (orantiquark)com ponentsareabsolutely necessary even

at this relatively low energy scale [1],[2]. Furtherm ore,even the avor asym m etry ofthe

sea-quark distributionshavebeen established by thecelebrated NM C m easurem ent[3].The

origin ofthis sea-quark asym m etry seem s de�nitely nonperturbative,and cannot be ex-

plained by the sea-quarks radiatively generated through the perturbative QCD evolution

processes. Here we certainly need som e low energy (nonperturbative) m echanism which

generates sea-quark distributions in the nucleon. In our opinion,the chiralquark soliton

m odel(CQSM )isthesim plestand m ostpowerfule�ectivem odelofQCD,which ful�llsthe

above physicalrequirem ent[4]{[9]. Although itm ay stillbe a toy m odelin the sense that

the gluon degrees offreedom are only im plicitly handled,ithasseveralnice featuresthat

arenotshared by othere�ective m odelslike theM IT bag m odel.Am ong others,m ostim -

portantin theabove-explained contextisits�eld theoreticalnature,i.e.theproperaccount

ofthepolarization ofDiracsea quarks,which enablesusto m akereasonableestim ation not

only ofquark distributionsbutalso ofantiquark distributions[10]{[13].Ithasalready been

shown that,withoutintroducingany adjustableparam eter,exceptfortheinitial-energy scale

oftheQ 2-evolution,theCQSM can describe nearly allthequalitatively noticeablefeatures

ofthe recent high-energy deep-inelastic scattering observables. It naturally explains the

NM C observation,i.e.theexcessof�d-sea overthe �u-sea in theproton [12],[14]{[16],[17].It

alsoreproducesthecharacteristicfeaturesoftheobserved longitudinally polarized structure

functions ofthe proton,the neutron and the deuteron [13],[18]. Even the m ost puzzling

observation,i.e.theunexpectedly sm allquark spin fraction ofthenucleon,can beexplained

atleastqualitatively with no need ofa largegluon polarization atthe low renorm alization
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scale [5],[19]. Finally,the m odelpredicts a sizably large isospin asym m etry also for the

spin-dependent sea-quark distributions,which we expectwillbe con�rm ed by nearfuture

experim ents[10],[13],[18],[20].

The above-m entioned unique feature ofthe CQSM is believed to play im portant roles

also in the study ofhidden strange quark excitations in the nucleon,which entirely have

non-valence character [21]. The m ain purpose ofthe present study is to give theoretical

predictionsforboth ofthe unpolarized and the longitudinally polarized strange quark dis-

tributionsin thenucleon,on thebasisoftheCQSM generalized to thecaseofavorSU(3).

Naturally,becauseoffairlylargem assdi�erencebetween thestrangeand nonstrangequarks,

theavorSU(3)sym m etry isnotso perfectsym m etry astheavorSU(2)oneis.W em ust

takeaccountofthissym m etry breaking e�ectsin som eway orother.Here,weshallaccom -

plish itrelyingupon the�rstorderperturbation theory.Itshould beem phasized that,in our

e�ective theory atquark level,thise�ective m assdi�erence �m s between the s-quark and

theu;d-quarksistheonly one additionalparam eternecessary fortheavorSU(3)general-

ization ofthe CQSM .Through thestudy outlined above,we willbeableto answerseveral

interesting questions asfollows. How im portantin nature isthe adm ixture orthe virtual

excitation ofs-�spairsin thenucleon,asystem oftotalstrange-quantum -num berbeingzero?

Doesthe asym m etry ofthe s-quark and �s-quark distributionsexistatall? Ifitexists,how

large isit? Do we expectan appreciable particle-antiparticle asym m etry also forthe spin-

dependentstrangequarkdistribution? W ealsowanttoverify whetherafavorableprediction

oftheavorSU(2)CQSM ,i.e.theexcessofthe �d-sea overthe �u-sea in theproton,istaken

overby the SU(3)m odelornot. W hatanswerdo we obtain forthe isospin asym m etry of

thespin dependentsea-quark distributions��u(x)� � �d(x)in theavorSU(3)CQSM ?

In consideration ofthe length ofthe theoreticalform ulation ofthe m odel,we think it

m ore appropriate to organize the paperasfollows. Thatis,forthe bene�tofreaderswho

haveinterestonly in thephenom enologicalconsequencesoftheSU(3)CQSM ,weleave the

description ofthefulltheoreticalform alism to a separatepaper.(Thispaperwillhereafter

be referred to as II.) Instead,we willgive in next section a briefsum m ary ofwhat dy-

nam icalassum ptions the m odelisconstructed on and whatapproxim ationsare necessary

there. Next,in sect.3,we com pare the theoreticalpredictionsofthe m odelwith available

phenom enologicalinform ation.W eshallalso givesom ediscussionson thephysicalorigin of

the unique predictionsofthe m odelasto the light-avorsea-quark asym m etry.Finally,in
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sect.4,som econcluding rem arkswillm ade.

II. A B R IEF SU M M A RY O F T H E M O D EL

SincetheavorSU(3)CQSM isconstructed on thebasisoftheavorSU(2)m odel,we

�rstrecallsom ebasicsoftheSU(2)CQSM .Itisspeci�ed by thee�ective Lagrangian [4],

L = � (x)(i6@ � M U
5(x)) (x): (1)

with

U
5(x) = e

i5�(x)=f�; �(x)= �a(x)�a (a = 1;� � � ;3) (2)

which describes the e�ective quark �elds with a dynam ically generated m ass M , inter-

acting with m assless pions. The nucleon (or �) in this m odelappears as a rotational

state ofa sym m etry-breaking hedgehog object, which itselfis obtained as a solution of

the self-consistent Hartree problem with in�nitely m any Dirac-sea quarks [4],[5]. The

theory is not renorm alizable, and it is de�ned with an ultraviolet cuto�. In the Pauli-

Villars regularization schem e,which is used throughout the present analysis,that which

plays the role ofthe ultravioletcuto� isthe Pauli-Villarsm ass M P V obeying the relation

(N cM
2=4�2)ln(M P V =M )

2
= f2� with f� thepion weak decay constant[10].Using thevalue

M ’ 375M eV,which is obtained from the phenom enology ofnucleon low energy observ-

ables,this relation �xes the Pauli-Villars m ass as M P V ’ 562M eV. Since we are to use

these values ofM and M P V ,there is no free param eter additionally introduced into the

calculation ofdistribution functions[18].

Thebasiclagrangian oftheSU(3)CQSM isgiven as

L = � (x)(i6@ � M U
5(x)� �m sPs) (x): (3)

with

U
5(x) = e

i5�(x)=f�; �(x)= �a(x)�a (a = 1;� � � ;8) (4)

and

�m sPs = �m s
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Itisa straightforward generalization oftheSU(2)m odel[22],[23],exceptforoneim portant

new feature,i.e. the existence ofSU(3)sym m etry breaking term due to the sizably large

m assdi�erence�m s between thestrangeand nonstrangequarks.Thism assdi�erence�m s

is the only one additionalparam eter necessary for the avor SU(3) generalization ofthe

CQSM .

Now,thefundam entaldynam icalassum ption oftheSU(3)CQSM isasfollows.The�rst

istheem bedding oftheSU(2)self-consistentm ean-�eld (ofhedgehog shape)into theSU(3)

m atrix as

U
5
0 (x) =

0

B
@

ei5��̂rF (r) 0

0 1

1

C
A ; (6)

justanalogoustotheSU(3)Skyrm em odel[24],[25].Thenextassum ption isthesem iclassical

quantization ofthe rotationalm otion in the SU(3)collective coordinate space represented

as

U
5(x;t) = A(t)U

5
0 (x)A y(t); (7)

with

A(t) = e
�i
t

; 
 =
1

2

a�a 2 SU(3): (8)

The sem iclassicalquantization ofthis collective rotation leads to a system atic m ethod of

calculation ofany nucleon observables,including theparton distribution functions,which is

given asa perturbative seriesin thecollective angularvelocity operator
.(W erecallthat

thisreducesto a kind of1=N c expansion,since 
 itselfisan order1=N c quantity.) In the

presentstudy,allthe term sup to the �rstorderin 
 are consistently taken into account,

basically according to the path integralform alism explained in [13]. Unfortunately,in the

evaluation ofthe O (
1) contribution to the parton distribution function, we som etim es

encounter ordering am biguity ofthe collective space operators [26]{[34]. In the case of

avor SU(2) CQSM ,this ordering am biguity oftwo collective operators is known to be

avoided byadoptingthetim e-order-preservingcollectivequantization procedure,which leads

to the resolution ofthe long-standing gA problem inherent in the soliton m odelbased on

theclassicalhedgehog con�guration [26],[27].However,itwaspointed outthatthereexists

som einconsistency between thisparticularquantization procedureand thebasicdynam ical

fram ework ofthe SU(3)CQSM ,i.e. the em bedding ofthe SU(2)hedgehog m ean-�eld into

the SU(3)m atrix followed by the subsequent quantization ofthe rotationalm otion in the

fullSU(3) collective coordinate space [34]. Here,we avoid this problem sim ply following
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the sym m etry preserving approach advocated in [34]. The m ore detailed discussion ofthis

delicateproblem willbegiven in II.

Anotherim portantfeatureofthem odellagrangian istheexistenceofsizably largeSU(3)

breaking term . W e assum e thatthe SU(3)sym m etry breaking e�ectscan be estim ated by

using the �rst orderperturbation theory in the param eter�m s. In fact,its perturbative

treatm entwouldbejusti�ed (thoughnotcom pletely),sincethee�ectivem assdi�erence�m s

oftheorderof100M eV ism uch sm allerthanthetypicalenergyscaleofthem odel,which m ay

bespeci�ed by thePauli-Villarscuto� m assaround 600 M eV.In thepresentinvestigation,

we are to take account ofthree possible SU(3) breaking corrections in a consistent way,

which are all�rst order in the m ass param eter �m s. The sim ultaneous account ofthese

corrections is shown to be essentialfor m aintaining the quark num ber sum rules for the

unpolarized distribution functions.Thedetailwillagain beexplained in II.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

Thebasiclagrangianofthem odelcontainsthreephysicalparam eters,theweakpiondecay

constantf�,thedynam icallygenerated e�ectivequarkm assM ,and them assdi�erence�m s

between the strange and nonstrange quarks. Asusual,f� is�xed to be itsphysicalvalue,

i.e.f� = 93M eV.On theotherhand,M istaken tobe375M eV,which isthesam evalueas

used in ourpreviousanalysisofthenucleon spin structure functionswithin thefram ework

oftheavorSU(2)CQSM [13].Asa consequence,only oneparam eterrem ainsin theSU(3)

CQSM :it is �m s,i.e. the e�ective m ass di�erence between the strange and nonstrange

quarks.In thepresentanalysis,we have tried to vary thisparam eterwithin the physically

reasonable range,i.e. 60M eV < �m s < 170M eV,and found that overallsuccess ofthe

theory isobtained forthevalueof�m s around 100M eV.Allthefollowinganalysesarethus

carried outby using thevalue�m s = 100M eV.

Them odelcontainsultravioletdivergencesso thatitm ustberegularized by introducing

som ephysicalcuto�.Following thepreviousstudies,weusethePauli-Villarsregularization

schem e. In thisschem e,any nucleon observablesincluding quark distribution functionsin

thenucleon areregularized through thesubtraction :

hO i
reg

� hO i
M

�

�
M

M P V

� 2

hO i
M P V : (9)
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HerehO i
M
denotesthenucleon m atrix elem entofan operatorO evaluated with theoriginal

e�ective action with the m ass param eter M ,while hO i
M P V stands for the corresponding

m atrix elem ent obtained from hO i
M
by replacing the param eterM with the Pauli-Villars

cuto� m ass M P V . W e em phasize that the Pauli-Villars m ass M P V is not an adjustable

param eter ofthe m odel. Dem anding that the regularized action reproduces the correct

norm alization ofpion kinetic term in thecorresponding bosonized action,M P V isuniquely

�xed by therelation

N c

4�2
M

2 log
M 2

P V

M 2
= f�: (10)

ForM = 375M eV,thisgivesM P V ’ 562M eV.

Severaladditionalcom m entsarein orderfortheregularization schem eexplained above.

First,in the presentinvestigation,the regularization speci�ed by (9)isintroduced into all

theobservables,including thoserelated to theim aginary partoftheEuclidean action.This

isin contrastto som e authors’claim thatthe im aginary action should notbe regularized

[23],[35].The ground oftheirassertion isthattheim aginary partofthe Euclidean action

isultraviolet�nite and thatthe introduction ofregularization would destroy conservation

laws ofsom e fundam entalquantities like the baryon num ber and/or the quark num bers.

It would be true ifone uses the energy cuto� schem e like the proper-tim e regularization

schem e.Iffact,theproper-tim eregularization schem eisknown tolead aviolation ofbaryon-

num ber conservation law at the levelof3% . This is not the case for the Pauli-Villars

regularization schem e, however. The baryon-num ber is just intact in this regularization

schem e. Generally speaking,the introduction ofregularization would give som e e�ectson

thequark distribution functionseven though thefundam entalconservation lawsareintact.

Sincewhatwearehandlingisnotarenorm alizabletheory butan e�ectivetheory,adi�erent

choice ofregularization schem e leads to a di�erent e�ective theory. W e can say that our

e�ective theory isde�ned with theabove-explained regularization prescription.

Secondly,aswasshown in Ref.[36],the Pauli-Villarsschem e with a single subtraction

term is not a com pletely satisfactory regularization procedure. It fails to rem ove ultravi-

olet divergences ofsom e specialquantities like the vacuum quark condensate,which con-

tains quadratic divergence instead oflogarithm ic one. For obtaining �nite answers also

forthese specialobservables,the single-subtraction Pauli-Villarsschem e isnotenough. It

wasshown thatm ore sophisticated Pauli-Villarsschem e with two subtraction term sm eets

7



thisrequirem ent[36].Fortunately,theself-consistentsolution oftheCQSM obtained in this

double-subtractionPauli-Villarsschem eisonlyslightlydi�erentfrom thatofthenaivesingle-

subtraction schem e,exceptwhen dealing with som especialquantitiescontaining quadratic

divergences[36].Considering thefactthatthecalculation ofquark distribution functionsin

the CQSM isextrem ely tim e-consum ing and thatthe m ostnucleon observablesare rather

insensitive to which regularization schem e is chosen,we shallsim ply use here the single-

subtraction Pauli-Villarsschem e exceptforonespecialquantity to bejustm entioned.Itis

thequantity �� de�ned in Eq.(206)ofII,i.e.thescalarchargeofthenucleon.Thisparam eter,

appearing in therepresentation m ixing �m s correction to thequark distribution functions,

containsaquadraticdivergencethatcan beregularized onlyby usingthedouble-subtraction

Pauli-Villarsschem e. Since the predictionsofthe double-subtraction Pauli-Villarsschem e

forthisquantity isnotso farfrom thecanonicalvalue �� ’ 7:5,which isobtained from the

analysisofthe pion-nucleon sigm a term [37],we shallsim ply use thisvalue in the present

study.

To com pare the predictionsofthe CQSM with the existing high energy data,we m ust

takeaccountofthescale dependenciesofthequark distribution functions.Thisisdoneby

using the Fortran codesprovided by Saga group [38],[39],[40]which enable usto solve the

DGLAP equationsatthenext-to-leading order.Theinitialenergy ofthisscaleevolution is

�xed to bethevalueQ 2 = 0:30GeV 2 throughoutthewholeinvestigation.Strictly speaking,

it is a serious question how m uch m eaning one can give to starting the QCD evolution

at such low energy as Q 2 ’ (600M eV)2,even though it is just m otivated by a sim ilar

sem i-phenom enologicalprescription by Gl�uck,Reya and Vogt[1].Furtherm ore,any precise

statem ent about the m odelenergy scale,where the Q 2-evolution ofthe theoreticalPDF

should bestarted,ishard togiveatourpresentunderstanding ofthee�ectivetheory within

thefullQCD fram ework.(W orthy ofspecialm ention hereisan interesting challengeto this

di�cultproblem [41].) One should then keep in m ind theoreticaluncertaintiesintroduced

by such a sem i-phenom enologicalprescription.

Generally,thetheoreticaldistribution functionsobtained in the CQSM have unphysical

tailsbeyond x = 1,although they arevery sm allin m agnitude.Theseunphysicaltailsofthe

theoreticaldistributionscom e from an approxim ate nature ofourtreatm entofthe soliton

center-of-m ass m otion,which is essentially nonrelativistic. Since the Fortran program s of

Saga group require that the distribution functions m ust vanish exactly for x � 1,we in-
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troduce a x-dependentcuto� factor(1� x10)into allthe theoreticaldistribution functions

prepared atthem odelenergy scalebeforesubstituted into theDGLAP equations.Onecan

howevercon�rm from Fig.13 ofRef.[13]thatthe introduction ofthiscuto� factorhardly

m odi�estheoriginaldistributionsexceptfortheirtailbehaviornearand beyond x = 1.
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FIG .1: Six basic functionsnecessary forobtaining unpolarized distribution functionswithin the

SU(3)CQ SM with �m s corrections.Here,the solid and dashed curvesrespectively stand forthe

contributionsofN c valence quarksand those ofDirac-sea quarks.

Now we are ready to show the results ofthe num ericalcalculations. Fig.1 shows six

basic functionsnecessary forevaluating unpolarized distribution functions. Here,the �rst

threefunctionsk0(x);k1(x)and k2(x)appearin theleading O (

0+ 
1)contributions,while

the rem aining three functions ~k0(x);~k2(x) and ~k2(x) are contained in the SU(3) breaking

correctionstotheunpolarized distribution functions.In allthe�gures,thesolid and dashed

curves represent the contributions of the N c valence quarks and those of the Dirac-sea

quarks.(W erecallthattheterm inology \valencequark" aboveshould notbeconfused with

thecorrespondingterm in thequark-parton m odel.Thevalencequarksin theCQSM denote
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quarksoccupyingtheparticularbound-stateorbital,which em ergesfrom thepositive-energy

Diraccontinuum undertheinuence ofthebackground pion �eld ofhedgehog shape.Note

however that the valence quark distribution in the sense ofquark-parton m odelis easily

obtained,asa di�erenceofquark and antiquark distributionsevaluated in theCQSM .One

clearly sees that the e�ects ofDirac-sea quarks,or equivalently the vacuum polarization

e�ects,are very im portantin allthe basic distribution functionsshown in Fig.1.One can

alsoconvincethattheabove-m entioned unphysicaltailsofthedistribution functionsbeyond

x = 1 arereally very sm alland oflittlepracticalim portance.
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FIG .2:Theunpolarized distribution functionswith respectiveavors.Thedistribution functions

in thenegative x region should actually beinterpreted astheantiquark distributionsaccording to

the ruleq(� x)= � �q(x)with 0 < x < 1.

By using these basic functions,we can calculate any unpolarized distribution function

with aspeci�ed avor.Shown in Fig.2arethetheoreticalunpolarized distribution functions

corresponding to three light avors u;d and s. Rem em ber that a distribution functions

in the negative x region are interpreted as antiquark distributions according to the rule

q(� x) = � �q(x) with 0 < x < 1. The fam iliar positivity constraint for the unpolarized

quark and antiquark distributionsm eansthatq(x)> 0 for0 < x < 1,while q(x)< 0 for

� 1 < x < 0. One clearly sees that our theoreticalcalculation legitim ately satis�es this

generalconstraintforthe PDF.One can understand thatthisisnota trivialresult,ifone

rem em bersthefactthatthepreviouscalculationsby T�ubingen group carried outin theso-

called "valence-quark-only" approxim ation violate thisgeneralconstraintin an intolerable

way [42]. This proves our assertion that the proper account ofthe vacuum polarization

contributionsisvitalto giveany reliablepredictionsforthesea-quark distributions.
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FIG .3:Six basicfunctionsnecessary forevaluating longitudinally polarized distribution functions

within theSU(3)CQ SM with �m s corrections.Thecurveshave thesam em eaningsasin Fig.1.

Next,in Fig.3,we show six basic functionsnecessary forevaluating longitudinally po-

larized distribution functions.(Here,only thecom bination ofg(x)and h(x)isshown,since

it is this com bination that enters the theoreticalexpression ofphysicaldistribution func-

tions.) The�rstthreefunctionsg(x)+ h(x);e(x)and s(x)appearin theleading O (
 0+ 
1)

term s,while the rem aining three functions ~f(x);~e(x)and ~s(x)are contained in the SU(3)

sym m etry breaking correctionsto the longitudinally polarized distribution functions. One

again seesthatthe contributionsofDirac-sea quarkshave appreciable e�ectson the total

distributions,although they arelesssigni�cantthan thecaseoftheunpolarized distribution

functions[43].Am ongothers,wepointoutthatthefunction g(x)+ h(x)receivesappreciably

largeand positivevacuum polarization contributionsin thenegative(aswellasthepositive)

x region.W eshalldiscusslaterthatthisleadsto a sizable largeisospin asym m etry forthe

longitudinally polarized sea-quark (antiquark)distribution functions.
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FIG .4:Thelongitudinallypolarized distribution functionswith respectiveavors.Thedistribution

functions with negative argum ents should be interpreted as antiquark distributions according to

the rule�q(� x)= ��q(x)with 0 < x < 1.

Usingtheabovebasicfunctions,wecan calculatethelongitudinallypolarized distribution

functionswith any avors. They are shown in Fig.4. Here,the polarized distributionsin

the negative x region should be interpreted as the polarized antiquark ones according to

the rule (5)ofII,i.e. �q(� x)= ��q(x)with 0 < x < 1. From these �gures,one can,for

instance,read from these three �guresthat��u(x)> 0;� �d(x)< 0,and ��s(x)< 0. M ore

detailed discussion ofthisinteresting predictionsoftheSU(3)CQSM willbegiven later.
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FIG .5:The theoreticalpredictionsforthe unpolarized s-and �s-quark distributionsatthe m odel

energy scale. The left�gure isobtained without�m s corrections,while the rightone iswith the

value of�m s = 100M eV.
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FIG .6:Thetheoreticalpredictionsforthelongitudinally polarized s-and �s-quark distributionsat

the m odelenergy scale.The left�gure showsthe resultobtained without�m s corrections,while

the rightonecorrespondsto the resultobtained with �m s = 100M eV.

Shown in Fig.5 arethe�nalpredictionsoftheSU(3)CQSM fortheunpolarized s-and

�s-quark distributions atthe m odelenergy scale. The leftpanelshows the resultobtained

in the chirallim it,i.e. without SU(3) sym m etry breaking e�ects,while the right panel

corresponds to the result obtained after introducing �m s corrections. One sees that the

s-�s asym m etry ofthe unpolarized distribution functions certainly exists. The di�erence

s(x)� �s(x)hassom e oscillatory behaviorwith severalzerosasa function ofx. Thisisof

course due to the following two generalconstraints ofthe PDF :the positivity constraint

fortheunpolarized distributionsand thestrangenessquantum num berconservations.Com -

paring the two �gures,one also �nds thats(x)� �s(x)isextrem ely sensitive to the SU(3)

sym m etry breaking e�ects. Fig.6 shows the theoreticalpredictions forthe longitudinally

polarized strangequark distributions.In thechirallim itcase,thes-and �s-quarksareboth

negatively polarized,although them agnitudeof��s(x)issm allerthan thatof�s(x).After

introducing �m s corrections,�s(x)rem ainslargeand negative,while��s(x)becom esvery

sm allalthough slightly negative.

To sum up, it is a de�nite conclusion of our theoretical analysis that the particle-

antiparticleasym m etry ofthestrange-quark excitation in thenucleon ism ostlikely toexist.

Furtherm ore,the m agnitude ofthe asym m etry seem sm ore profound forthelongitudinally

polarized distribution than fortheunpolarized onereecting thefactthat,forthepolarized
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FIG .7:The theoreticalunpolarized distribution functionss(x)and �s(x)atQ 2 = 4G eV 2 in com -

parison with the corresponding CCFR data obtained underthe assum ption s(x)= �s(x)[44].The

leftpanelshowsthe resultobtained without�m s corrections,whereasthe rightpanelrepresents

the onewith �m s = 100M eV 2.

one,there exists no conservation lawsthatprevents the generation ofasym m etry. To un-

derstand the physicalorigin ofthese observations,itm ay be interesting to recalla sim ple

argum entofBrodsky and M a based on thelight-conem eson baryon uctuation m odel[45].

(See also Ref.[46].) According to them ,the intrinsic strangenessexcitation in the proton

ism ainly due to the virtualK + � dissociation process.Because ofparity conservation,the

relativeorbitalangularm om entum ofthistwo particlesystem m ustbeodd,m ostprobably

bep-wavestate.Using theClebsh-Gordan decom position ofthisp-wave state,

jK
+ �(J =

1

2
;Jz =

1

2
)i =

s

3

2
jL = 1;Lz = 1ijS =

1

2
;Sz = �

1

2
)

�

s

1

2
jL = 1;Lz = 0ijS =

1

2
;Sz = +

1

2
i; (11)

oneeasily �ndsthattheaveragespin projection of� in theproton isnegative.Becausethe

� spin m ostly com esfrom thes-quark in it,itthen im m ediately followsthatthes-quark in

theproton isnegatively polarized.Thesituation isentirely di�erentforthe �s-quark.Since

the �s-quark is contained in K + m eson with zero spin,it follows thatthe net spin of�s in

K + and consequently in proton iszero.Notethatwhole these argum entsarequalitatively

consistentwith thepredictionsoftheCQSM .Thisindicatesthatthekaon cloud e�ectsare
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FIG .8: The theoreticalunpolarized distribution functions s(x) and �s(x) at Q 2 = 20G eV 2 in

com parison with the corresponding CCFR data [44].The m eaningsofthe curvesare the sam e as

in Fig.7

autom atically taken intoaccountby thecollectiverotation in theavorSU(3)space,abasic

dynam icalassum ption oftheSU(3)CQSM .

Now wewantto m akesom eprelim inary com parisonswith theexisting high-energy data

forthestrangequark distributions.Fig.7 and Fig.8 respectively showsthetheoreticaldis-

tributionsevolved to Q 2 = 4GeV 2 and Q 2 = 20GeV 2 in com parison with thecorresponding

resultofCCFR (NLO)analysesoftheneutrino-induced charm production carried outwith

the assum ption �s(x) = s(x). In both �gures,the solid and long-dashed curves represent

the theoreticals-and �s-quark distributions,while the leftpanelshowsthe predictionsob-

tained with �m s = 0 and the rightpanelshowsthose obtained with �m s = 100M eV. As

wasintuitively anticipated,theSU(3)sym m etry breaking e�ectsconsiderably suppressthe

m agnitude ofs(x)and �s(x)atthe m oderate range ofx. The �naltheoreticalpredictions

obtained with the �m s correctionsappearsto be qualitatively consistent with the CCFR

data,although variousuncertaintiesofthephenom enologicaldata fors(x)and �s(x)should

notbeforgotten.

Very recently,Baroneetal.carried outquite elaborateglobalanalysisofthe DIS data,

especially by using allthe presently-available neutrino data also,and they obtained som e

interestinginform ationeven fortheasym m etryofthes-and �s-quarkdistributions[47].Fig.9
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FIG .9: The theoreticalpredictions for the di�erence ofs- and �s-quark distributions at Q 2 =

20G eV 2 in com parison with the corresponding result ofBarone et al’s globalanalysis including

neutrino data [47].Here,the solid and dashed curvesrespectively stand forthe predictionsofthe

SU(3)CQ SM with and without�m s corrections.

showsthe com parison with their�tforthe di�erence s(x)� �s(x)atQ2 = 20GeV 2. Here,

the thin shaded area represent the phenom enologically favorable region forthis di�erence

function obtained by Barone et al’s global�t. On the other hand,the solid and dashed

curvesarethepredictionsoftheSU(3)CQSM ,respectively obtained with and withoutthe

�m s correction. One sees that,the di�erence s(x)� �s(x) is extrem ely sensitive to the

SU(3)sym m etry breaking e�ectsand that,afterinclusion ofit,the theory reproducesthe

qualitative tendency ofthe phenom enologically obtained behaviorofs(x)� �s(x)although

notperfectly.

This tendency is m ore clearly seen in the ratio ofs(x) and �s(x) at Q 2 = 20GeV 2. In

Fig.10,thesolid and dashed curvesarethepredictionsoftheSU(3)CQSM with and without

the�m s corrections,whilethethin and thickshaded areasrepresentthephenom enologically

favorable regions forthis ratio,respectively obtained by the CCFR group and by Barone

et al. One clearly sees that the observed tendency ofthis ratio is reproduced (at least

qualitatively)only afterincluding theSU(3)sym m etry breaking e�ects.
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FIG .10:Thetheoreticalpredictionsfortheratio ofs-and �s-quark distributionsatQ 2 = 20G eV 2

in com parison with the results ofCCFR analysis [44]and ofBarone et al’s global�t [47]. The

m eaning ofthe curvesare the sam easin Fig.9

Now,turning to the spin-dependent distribution functions,the quality ofthe presently

available sem i-inclusive data is rather poor, so that the analyses are m ainly lim ited to

the inclusive DIS data alone. (There existsom e com bined analyses ofinclusive and sem i-

inclusivepolarized DIS data[48],[49],[50].) Thisforcesthem tointroduceseveralsim plifying

assum ptionsin the�ttings.Forinstance,m any previousanalyseshaveused theapparently

groundlessassum ption ofaavor-sym m etricpolarizedsea,i.e.��u(x)= � �d(x)= ��s(x)[51].

Anotheranalysisassum ed that�q 3(x)= c�q 8(x)with c being a constant. Probably,the

m ostam bitiousanalysesfreefrom thesead hoc assum ptionson thesea-quark distributions

are those ofLeader,Sidorov and Stam enov (LSS)[52].(See also Ref.[53].) W erecallthat

they also investigated thesensitivity oftheir�tto thesizeoftheSU(3)sym m etry breaking

e�ect. (Although they did not take account ofthe possibility that �s(x) 6= ��s(x),this

sim pli�cation is harm less,because only the com bination �s(x)+ ��s(x) appears in their

analysesofDIS data.)

To com pare thetheoreticaldistributionsofthe SU(3)CQSM with the LSS �tsgiven at
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Q 2 = 1GeV 2,we m ustconsiderthe factthattheiranalysesare carried outin the so-called

JET schem e(orthechirallyinvariantfactorizationschem e).Totakeaccountofthis,westart

with the theoreticaldistribution functions �u(x);��u(x);�d(x);� �d(x);�s(x) and ��s(x),

which aretaken astheinitialscaledistribution functionsgiven atQ 2
ini= 0:30GeV 2.Under

the assum ption that�g(x)= 0 atthisinitialenergy scale,we solve the DGLAP equation

in the standard M S schem e with the gauge-invariant factorization schem e to obtain the

distributionsatQ 2 = 1GeV 2.Thecorresponding distribution functionsin theJET schem e

arethen obtained by thetransform ation

��(x:Q 2)JE T = ��(x:Q 2)
M S

+
�s(Q

2)

�
N f(1� x)
 �g(x:Q2)

M S
; (12)

�g(x:Q 2)JE T = �g(x:Q 2) �M S; (13)

with ��(x:Q 2)=
P N f

i= 1(�q i(x:Q
2)+ ��q i(x:Q

2))being theavor-singletquark polarization.

Now weshow in Fig.11thetheoreticaldistributionsx(�u(x)+ ��u(x));x(�d(x)+ � �d(x)),

x(�s(x)+ ��s(x)) and �g(x) atQ 2 = 1GeV 2 in com parison with the corresponding LSS

�ts.Thesolid and dashed curvesin thesefour�guresarerespectively thepredictionsofthe

SU(3)CQSM obtained with and withoutthe �m s corrections. To estim ate the sensitivity

ofthe �t to the SU(3) sym m etry breaking e�ects,Leader et al. perform ed their �t by

varying the value ofaxialcharge a8 from itsSU(3)sym m etric value 0:58 within the range

0:40 � a8 � 0:86. They found thatthe value of�2-�tto the presently available DIS data

are practically insensitive to the variation ofa8,which in turn m eans that a8 cannot be

determ ined from the existing DIS data. Consequently,the distributionsx[�u(x)+ ��u(x)]

and x[�d(x)+ � �d(x)]are insensitive to the SU(3)sym m etry breaking e�ectsand can be

determ ined with little uncertainties. Thisisalso con�rm ed by ourtheoreticalanalysis. In

Fig.11(a) and Fig.11(b),the solid and dashed curves are the predictions ofthe SU(3)

CQSM forthedistributionsx[�u(x)+ ��u(x)]and x[�d(x)+ � �d(x)]respectively obtained

with and withoutthe �m s corrections. One con�rm sthatthey are nearly degenerate and

thatthey reproducewelltheresultsofLSS �t.On theotherhand,thedistributionsofthe

strange quarksand the gluonsare very sensitive to the variation ofthe axialcharge a8,so

thatitbringsaboutlarge uncertaintiesforthese distributionsin the LSS �tasillustrated

by theshaded regionsin Fig.11(c)and Fig.11(d).Thefeatureisagain consistentwith our

theoreticalanalysisatleastforthepolarized strange-quark distributions.In fact,theSU(3)

CQSM predictsthatx[�s(x)+ ��s(x)]islargeand negativebutthe�m s correction reduces
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itsm agnitudeby a factorofabout0:6.
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FIG .11:Thetheoreticaldistribution functions(a)x(�u(x)+ ��u(x)),(b)x(�d(x)+ � �d(x)),(b)

x(�s(x)+ ��s(x)),and (d)xg(x)atQ 2 = 1G eV 2,in com parison with the corresponding LSS �ts

in theJET schem e[52].Here,thesolid and dotted curvesarethepredictionsoftheSU(3)CQ SM

with and without �m s corrections,while the central�t by LSS analyses are represented by the

dash-dotted curves.Thelargeuncertaintiesforthestrange-quark distribution aswellasthegluon

distribution in theLSS �tsare illustrated by theshaded areas.

A noteworthy featureofthetheoreticalpredictionsoftheSU(3)CQSM isthatthenega-

tivepolarization ofstrangesea com esalm ostsolely from �s(x),while��s(x)isnearly zero.

Thisisillustrated in Fig.12. The predicted sizable particle-antiparticle asym m etry ofthe

polarized strangesea can beveri�ed only by thenearfutureexperim entsbeyond thetotally

inclusive DIS scatterings such asthe sem i-inclusive DIS processes,the neutrino reactions,

etc.
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FIG .12: The theoreticalprediction ofthe SU(3)CQ SM forthe separate contributionsofs-and

�s-quarkstothelongitudinally polarized distribution functionsx[�s(x)+ ��s(x)]in com parison with

the LSS �t[52].

From thetheoreticalviewpoint,itisinteresting to seetheparticularlinearcom binations

ofthedistributions�u(x)+ ��u(x);�d(x)+ � �d(x)and �s(x)+ ��s(x)given by

�q 0(x) = �u(x)+ ��u(x)+ �d(x)+ � �d(x)+ �s(x)+ ��s(x); (14)

�q 3(x) = �u(x)+ ��u(x)� �d(x)� � �d(x); (15)

�q 8(x) = �u(x)+ ��u(x)+ �d(x)+ � �d(x)� 2[�s(x)+ ��s(x)]: (16)

W eshow in Fig.13(a)thepredictionsoftheSU(3)CQSM forthesedensitiesatQ 2 = 1GeV 2

in the JET schem e. One clearly seesthat�q 0(x)isnegative in the sm allerx region. One

can also convince thatthepolarized strangequark densitiesgiven by

�s(x)+ ��s(x)=
1

3
[�q 0(x)� �q8(x)]; (17)

iscertainly negativeforallrangeofx.Ofspecialinteresthereisthedi�erenceortheratioof

�q 3(x)and �q 8(x),since,asalready pointed out,som epreviousphenom enologicalanalyses

assum e �q 3(x)=�q 8(x) = constant with no justi�cation. The solid and dashed curves in
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FIG .13:Theavornonsingletand singlecom binationsofthelongitudinally polarized distribution

functions and their ratio at Q 2 = 1G eV 2 in the JET schem e : (a) �q 3(x);�q 8(x),and �q 0(x),

and (b)�q 3(x)=�q 8(x).In therightpanel,the solid and dashed curvesare thepredictionsofthe

SU(3) CQ SM with and without �m s corrections,whereas the dash-dotted curve stands for the

corresponding LSS �t.

Fig.13(b)arethepredictionsoftheSU(3)CQSM forthisratio,respectively obtained with

and without�m s corrections,whiledash-dotted curvesisthecorrespondingresultofLSS �t.

AfterincludingtheSU(3)sym m etry breakinge�ects,onecan saythatthetheoryreproduces

thequalitativebehavioroftheLSS �tforthisratio.

Through theanalysessofar,wehaveshown thattheavorSU(3)CQSM can giveunique

and interesting predictions for both ofthe unpolarized and the longitudinally polarized

strangequark distributionsin thenucleon,allofwhich seem sto bequalitatively consistent

with the existing phenom enologicalinform ation forstrange quark distributions. A natural

question here iswhetherornotitisrealistic enough asthe avorSU(2)CQSM hasbeen

proved so. (W e recallthat the SU(2) CQSM reproduces alm ost allthe qualitatively no-

ticeable featuresofthe presently availableDIS data.) W hich ism orerealistic m odelofthe

nucleon,the SU(2)CQSM orthe SU(3)one? Naturally,atleastconcerning one particular

aspect,i.e.theproblem ofhidden strange-quark excitationsin thenucleon,theSU(3)m odel

issuperiorto the SU(2)m odel,since the strange quark excitations in the nucleon can be

treated only in theform erm odel.Thequestion isthen reduced to which m odelgivesm ore
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realisticdescriptionsfortheu;d-avordom inated observables,which havebeen theobjects

ofstudiesofthe SU(2)CQSM .To answerthisquestion,we try to reanalyze severalinter-

esting observables,which we have investigated beforein theSU(2)CQSM ,herewithin the

fram ework oftheavorSU(3)CQSM .
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FIG .14:Thetheoreticalpredictionsfortheproton,neutron,and deuteron spin structurefunctions

g
p

1
(x);gn1(x),and gd1(x) at Q

2 = 5G eV 2 in com parison with the corresponding SLAC and SM C

data. The solid and dashed curves in these �gures respectively stand for the predictions ofthe

SU(3) CQ SM and those ofthe SU(2) CQ SM .The black circles in (a) and (b) are the E143 [54]

and the E154 data [55],while the diam onds,the circlesand the squaresin (c)representthe E143

[54],the E155 [56]and the SM C data [57].

At this opportunity,the calculation in the SU(2) m odelwere redone,because there is

a little change in the theoreticaltreatm entofthe O (
1)contribution to the longitudinally
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polarized distribution functionsaswasexplained in the previoussection. First,in Fig.14,

we show the theoreticalpredictions ofthe SU(3)and SU(2)CQSM forthe longitudinally

polarized structure functions ofthe proton,the neutron and the deuteron in com parison

with the corresponding EM C and SM C data atQ 2 = 5GeV 2. Here,the solid and dashed

curvesarethepredictionsoftheSU(3)and SU(2)CQSM ,respectively.Theblack circlesin

Fig.14(a)areE143data,whereasthosein Fig.14(b)areE154data[55].On theotherhand,

the black circles,white circles and white squares in Fig.14(c) and Fig.14(d) correspond

to the E143 [54],E155 [56]and SM C data [57],respectively. Com paring the predictionsof

thetwo versionsoftheCQSM ,onenoticestwo features.First,them agnitudesofg
p

1(x)and

gn
1
(x)are reduced a little when going from the SU(2)m odelto the SU(3)one. Aswe will

discussshortly,thisfeature can be understood asa reduction ofthe isovectoraxialcharge

in theSU(3)CQSM .Anotherfeatureisthatthesm allx behaviorofthedeuteron structure

function (the avor singlet one)becom es slightly worse in the SU(3)m odel. (This is due

to the SU(3)sym m etry breaking e�ects.) These di�erencesbetween the predictionsofthe

SU(3)CQSM and theSU(2)onearevery sm all,however.Consideringthequalitativenature

ofourm odelasan e�ectivelow energy theory ofQCD,wem ay beallowed to say thatboth

m odelsreproducestheexperim entaldata fairly well.

Asm entioned above,the reduction ofthe m agnitudes ofg
p

1(x)and gn
1
(x)in the SU(3)

CQSM can be traced back to the change ofthe isovector charge,which is related to the

�rstm om entofg
p

1(x)� gn1(x).W eshow in Table1 thepredictionsoftheSU(3)and SU(2)

CQSM fortheavornonsingletaswellasavorsingletaxialcharges,thequark polarization

ofeach avorde�ned as�q=
R
1

0
[�q(x)+ ��q(x)]dx,in com parison with som ephenom eno-

logicalinform ation.One seesthat,aside from the addition ofthe strange quark degreesof

freedom ,a m ain change when going from the SU(3)m odelto the SU(2)one isa decrease

ofisovectoraxialchargeg
(3)

A ,whiletheavorsingletaxialchargeg
(0)

A isalm ostunchanged.

Corresponding to this reduction ofg
(3)

A ,the m agnitudes of�u and �d are both reduced

a little. Also shown in this table is the fundam entalcoupling constants F and G in the

avor SU(3) schem e as wellas their ratio. They are allqualitatively consistent with the

phenom enologicalinform ation. Interestingly,the predicted ratio F=D isvery close to that

ofthe naive SU(6)m odel,i.e. 3=5,even though such dynam icalsym m etry isnotfarfrom

being justi�ed in ourtheoreticalfram ework.

Next,we go back to the spin-independent observables. The solid and dashed curves
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TABLE I:The predictionsofthe SU(3)and SU(2)CQ SM forthe axialcharges,the quark polar-

ization �q �
R
1

0
[�q(x)+ ��q(x)]dx ofeach avor,and the basic coupling constant ofSU(3),in

com parison with phenom enologicalinform ation. Here,the experim entalvaluesfor g(3)
A
;g

(8)

A
;F;D

and F=D arefrom [58],while�u;�d;�sand g (0)

A
correspondstothevaluesatQ 2 = 10G eV 2 given

in [59].

SU(2)CQ SM SU(3)CQ SM Experim ent

g
(3)

A
1.41 1.20 1.257 � 0.016

g
(8)

A
| 0.59 0.579 � 0.031

g
(0)

A
0.35 0.36 0.31 � 0.07

�u 0.88 0.82 0.82 � 0.03

�d -0.53 -0.38 -0.44 � 0.03

�s 0 -0.08 -0.11 � 0.03

F | 0.45 0.459 � 0.008

D | 0.76 0.798 � 0.008

F=D | 0.59 0.575 � 0.016

in Fig.15(a) stand for the predictions ofthe SU(3) and SU(2) CQSM for the di�erence

F
p

2(x)� Fn
2
(x)oftheproton and neutron structurefunction F2(x),in com parison with the

corresponding NM C data atQ 2 = 4GeV 2.Onetheotherhand,thesolid and dashed curves

in Fig.15(b)arethepredictionsoftheSU(3)and SU(2)CQSM fortheratioF n
2
(x)=F

p

2(x)in

com parison with theNM C data.Onecon�rm sthatthesedi�erenceand theratio functions

are ratherinsensitive to the avorSU(3)generalization ofthe m odeland thatthe success

oftheSU(2)CQSM isbasically taken overby theSU(3)m odel.

In Fig.16,thetheoreticalpredictionsofboth m odelsforthesea-quarkdistribution �d(x)�

�u(x)iscom pared with thecorrespondingE866dataatQ 2 = 54GeV 2 [61]and with HERM ES

dataatQ 2 = 4GeV 2 [60],forreference.Theisospin asym m etryofthesea-quarkdistributions

orthe m agnitude of �d(x)� �u(x)turns outto becom e a little sm aller in the SU(3)m odel

than in theSU(2)m odel,although thechangeisfairly sm all.

Next,in Fig.17,thetheoreticalpredictionsfortheratio �d(x)=�u(x)atQ 2 = 30GeV 2 are
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FIG .15: The theoreticalpredictions ofthe two versions ofthe CQ SM for F p

2
(x)� Fn2 (x) and

F n
2 (x)=F

p

2
(x)atQ 2 = 4G eV 2 arecom pared with theNM C data given atthecorrespondingenergy

scale [3].

com pared with thecorresponding E866 data aswellastheold NA51 data.Thisratio turns

outto bea littlesensitive to theavorSU(3)generalization ofthem odel.Itisfound that

the SU(3)version ofthe CQSM wellreproducesthe qualitative tendency ofthe E866 data

forthisratio,although them agnitudeitselfisa littleoverestim ated.To revealthereason of

thisoverestim ation,itm ay beinterestingtocom parethem agnitudesofquarkand antiquark

distributionsthem selves. Shown in Fig.19 are the predictionsofthe SU(3)CQSM forthe

unpolarized quark and antiquark distribution functionswith each avoratQ 2 = 20GeV 2.

Ofspecialinterestherearethem agnitudesof�u(x);�d(x)and �s(x).Them odelpredictsthat

�d(x) > �s(x) > �u(x); (18)

whilethestandard M RST [64]orCTEQ �t[65]saysthat

�d(x) > �u(x) > �s(x): (19)

Undoubtedly,them agnitudesof�u-distribution ascom pared with theothertwoavorsseem s

to beunderestim ated a littletoo m uch by som ereason.

Asrepeatedly em phasized,a quiteuniquefeatureoftheSU(2)CQSM isthatitpredicts

sizably large isospin asym m etry not only for the unpolarized sea-quark distributions but
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FIG .16:ThetheoreticalpredictionsoftheSU(3)and SU(2)CQ SM fortheunpolarized antiquark

distribution �d(x)� �u(x)at Q2 = 54G eV 2 in com parison with the HERM ES [60]and E866 data

[61].

also forthelongitudinally polarized ones.A naturalquestion iswhatthepredictionsofthe

avorSU(3)CQSM islike.W ehavealready shown thatthepredictionsofthesetwo m odels

are not largely di�erent for the isospin asym m etry ofthe unpolarized seas,for instance,

for �d(x)� �u(x). To con�rm it again but here in com parison with the case ofpolarized

distributions,we show in Fig.18 the theoreticalpredictions for �d(x)� �u(x) evaluated at

Q 2 = 0:88GeV 2 in com parison with Bhalerao’ssem i-theoreticalprediction forreference[63].

The solid and dashed-dotted curves in Fig.18(a)are the predictions ofthe SU(3)CQSM

obtained with and without the �m s corrections,while the dotted curve is the prediction

ofthe SU(2) CQSM .W e recallthat Bhalerao’s prediction shown by the dotted curve is

obtainedbased onwhat-he-callthestatisticalquarkm odel,which isbased onsom estatistical

assum ptionson theparton distributionswhileintroducingseveralexperim entalinform ation.

Asonecan see,allthefourcurvesarem oreorlessdegenerateand they areallqualitatively

consistentwith them agnitudeofisospin asym m etry of�d-seaand �u-seaobserved bytheNM C
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proton as a function ofx in com parison with the resultofE866 analysis [61]. Also shown isthe

resultfrom NA51 [62],plotted asan open box.

m easurem ent.On theotherhand,Fig.18(b)showsthesim ilaranalysisforthelongitudinally

polarized sea-quark distributions��u(x)� � �d(x).Them eaning ofthecurvesareallsim ilar

asin Fig.18(a). One �ndsthatthe m agnitude of��u(x)� � �d(x)isfairly sensitive to the

avorSU(3)generalization ofthe CQSM ,orm ore precisely,to the di�erence between the

dynam icalassum ptionsofthetwo m odels.(Thisprovidesuswith oneofthefew exceptions

to ourearlierstatem entthatu;d-avordom inated observablesare generally insensitive to

it.) The sign of��u(x)� � �d(x) rem ains de�nitely positive but its m agnitude is reduced

by nearly a factor of2 when going from the SU(2) m odelto the SU(3) m odelthe chiral

lim it(�m s = 0).Aswasconjectured in [21],theinclusion oftheSU(3)sym m etry breaking

corrections partially cancels this reduction and works to pullback the prediction ofthe

SU(3)m odeltoward thatoftheSU(2)m odel.Still,the�nalprediction oftheSU(3)CQSM

isfairly sm allascom pared with thatoftheSU(2)onealthough itisnotextrem ely farfrom

theprediction ofBhalerao’sstatisticalm odel[63].
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FIG .18:Theisospin asym m etriesofthelight-avorsea-quark distribution functionsevaluated at

Q 2 = 0:88G eV 2 in thestandard M S factorization schem ewith gaugeinvariantregularization.The

left�gure showsthe unpolarized distribution x[�d(x)� �u(x)],while the right�gure representsthe

longitudinally polarized one x[��u(x)� � �d(x)]. In both �gures,the solid and dash-dotted curves

are the predictions ofthe SU(3) CQ SM with and without �m s corrections,whereas the dotted

curves are those ofthe SU(2) CQ SM .Bhalerao’s sem i-theoreticalpredictions are also shown for

com parison [63].

Onem ay bealso interested in thesignsand therelativeorderoftheabsolutem agnitudes

of��u(x);� �d(x)and ��s(x)them selves.W eshow in Fig.20thetheoreticalpredictionsofthe

SU(3)CQSM forthe longitudinally polarized quark and antiquark distributionswith each

avorattheenergy scale ofQ 2 = 0:88GeV 2.In addition to thatthem odelreproducesthe

well-established fact�u(x)> 0 and �d(x)< 0,italso predictsthat��u(x)> 0;� �d(x)< 0

and ��s(x)< 0 with

j� �d(x)j > j��u(x)j > j��s(x)j: (20)

W e pointoutthatthese predictionsofthe SU(3)CQSM are qualitatively consistent with

those ofBhalerao’s statisticalquark m odelexcept for the fact that he assum es �s(x) =

��s(x),whiletheSU(3)CQSM indicatesthat

j�s(x)j � j��s(x)j: (21)

Sum m arizing the predictions ofthe two versions ofthe CQSM forthe light-avor sea-

quark asym m etry,both turn outto give equally good explanation forthe shape and m ag-
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FIG .19:ThetheoreticalpredictionsoftheSU(3)CQ SM fortheunpolarized quark and antiquark
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nitude ofspin-independent distribution �d(x)� �u(x). The situation isa little di�erent for

thelongitudinally polarized sea-quark distributions.Although thesign of��u(x)� � �d(x)is
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de�nitely positivein both m odels,theSU(2)CQSM predictsthat

j�u(x)� �d(x)j < j��u(x)� � �d(x)j; (22)

whiletheSU(3)m odelgives

j�u(x)� �d(x)j ’ j��u(x)� � �d(x)j; (23)

or j��u(x)� � �d(x)jis slightly sm allthan j�u(x)� �d(x)j. Still, the sizably large isospin

asym m etry ofthe spin-dependent sea-quark distributions is a com m on feature ofthe two

versionsoftheCQSM .(Itisinteresting to rem em berthatlargeavorand spin asym m etry

ofthenucleon seaisalsopredicted by theinstanton m odel[66],[67].) W ethink thatthisfact

isworthy ofspecialm ention. The reason becom esclearifone com paresthe predictionsof

theCQSM with thoseofthenaivem eson cloud convolution m odel.Asiswidely known,the

NM C observation �d(x)� �u(x)> 0in theproton can beexplained equally wellby theCQSM

and by them eson cloud m odel[68],[69],[70].A sim pleintuitiveargum ent,however,indicates

thatthe latterm odelwould generally predict both of��u(x) and � �d(x)is sm all. This is

becausethelightestm eson,i.e.thepion hasno spin and thatthee�ectofheavierm eson is

expected to belessim portant.Actually,thesituation seem sa littlem orecom plicated.In a

recentpaper,Kum anoand M iyam aestim ated thecontribution of�-m eson totheasym m etry

��u(x)� � �d(x)and found thatitisslightly negative [71]. On the otherhand,Friesetal.

argued that a large positive ��u(x)� � �d(x),as obtained in the CQSM ,can be obtained

from �N -�N interference-type contributionsin them eson cloud picture[72].Undoubtedly,

for drawing a de�nite conclusion within the fram ework ofthe m eson cloud m odel,m ore

exhaustive studies ofpossibly im portant Feynm an diagram s are necessary. This should

be contrasted with the prediction ofthe CQSM .Since there is little arbitrariness in its

theoreticalfram ework,its prediction once given is one and only in nature and cannot be

easilym odi�ed.Both oftheCQSM and them eson cloud convolution m odelgiveequallynice

explanation forthenovelisospin asym m etry fortheunpolarized sea-quark distributions,so

thatone m ighthave naively thoughtthatthey aretwo sim ilarm odelscontaining basically

the sam e physics. In fact,a com m only im portant ingredients ofthe two m odels are the

Nam bu-Goldstone pionsresulting from the spontaneouschiralsym m etry breaking ofQCD

vacuum .However,alessonlearnedfrom theaboveconsiderationoftheisospinasym m etryfor

thespin-dependentsea-quark distributionsisthatitisnotnecessarily true.An interesting
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question iswhatm akesa m arked di�erence between these two m odels. In ouropinion,it

isa strong correlation between spin and isospin quantum num bers em bedded in the basic

dynam icalassum ption oftheCQSM ,i.e.thehedgehog ansatz.W erecallthatwehavelong

known oneexam plein which thedi�erenceofthesetwo m odelsm akesm oreprofound e�ect

[73],[74],[5],[19]. Itisjustthe problem ofquark spin fraction ofthe nucleon. Isthere any

sim ple and convincing explanation ofthisnucleon spin puzzle within the fram ework ofthe

m eson cloud m odel? The answer is no,to our knowledge. On the other hand,assum ing

thatthe dynam icalassum ption ofthe CQSM isjusti�ed in nature,itgivesquite a natural

answer to the question why the quark spin fraction ofthe nucleon is so sm all. In fact,

according to this m odel,a nucleon is a bound state ofquarks and antiquarks m oving in

the rotating m ean-�eld ofhedgehog shape. Because ofthe collective rotationalm otion,it

happensthata sizable am ount(� 65% )ofthe totalnucleon spin iscarried by the orbital

angular m om entum ofquark and antiquark �elds. W e conjecture that the cause ofthe

sim ultaneous large violation ofthe isospin asym m etry for both the spin-independentand

spin-dependentsea-quark distributions can also be traced back to the strong spin-isospin

correlation generated by theform ation ofthehedgehog m ean �eld.

IV . SU M M A RY A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In sum m ary,severaltheoreticalpredictionsaregiven forthelight-avorquark and anti-

quark distribution functionsin thenucleon on thebasisoftheavorSU(3)CQSM .Itsbasic

lagrangian isa straightforward generalization ofthe corresponding SU(2)m odelexceptfor

thepresenceofsizably largeSU(3)sym m etry breakingterm ,which com esfrom theapprecia-

blem assdi�erence�m s between thes-quark and theu;d-quarks.Asexplained in thetext,

thisSU(3)sym m etry breaking e�ectistreated by using a perturbation theory in them ass

param eter�m s.W ehaveshown thattheSU(3)CQSM can giveseveraluniquepredictions

forthestrangeand antistrangequarkdistributionsin thenucleon whilem aintainingthesuc-

cesspreviously obtained in theavorSU(2)version oftheCQSM foru;d-avordom inated

observables. Forinstance,itpredicts a sizable am ount ofparticle-antiparticle asym m etry

for the strange-quark distributions. Its predictions for the distributions s(x)� �s(x) and

s(x)=�s(x)atQ 2 = 20GeV 2 areshown to beconsistentwith thecorresponding phenom eno-

logicalinform ation given by Barone etal. and by CCFR group atleastqualitatively. As
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expected,them agnitudesofs(x)and �s(x)turn outto bevery sensitive to theSU(3)sym -

m etry breaking e�ects. W e showed thatthe theoreticalpredictionsforx�s(x)and x�s(x)at

Q 2 = 4GeV 2 and Q 2 = 20GeV 2 arequalitatively consistentwith theCCFR data aftertak-

ingaccountoftheSU(3)sym m etry breaking e�ects.Theparticle-antiparticleasym m etry of

thestrangequark distributionsareeven m oreprofound forthespin-dependentdistributions

than forthe unpolarized distributions. Ourtheoreticalanalysisstrongly indicatesthatthe

negative(spin)polarization ofthestrangequarks,i.e.thefactthat�s(x)+ ��s(x)< 0,as

suggested by the LSS �t aswellas m any other phenom enologicalanalyses,com es alm ost

solely from the s-quark and the polarization of�s-quark isvery sm all. The m odelgivesin-

teresting predictionsalso fortheisospin asym m etry ofthe �u-and �d-quark distributions.W e

had already known thatthe avorSU(2)CQSM gives a naturalexplanation ofthe NM C

observation,i.e.theexcessof�d-seaoverthe�u-seain theproton.In thepresentinvestigation,

we have con�rm ed thatthisfavorableaspectofthe SU(2)CQSM isjusttaken overby the

SU(3)CQSM and thatthey in factgivenearly thesam epredictionsforthem agnitudeofthe

asym m etry �d(x)� �u(x).On theotherhand,we�nd thatthepredictionsofthetwo m odels

fortheisospin asym m etry ofthelongitudinally polarized sea-quark distributionsarea little

di�erent.Both m odelspredictsthat��u(x)� � �d(x)> 0,butthem agnitudeofasym m etry

is reduced by a factor ofabout 0.6 when going from the SU(2) m odelto the SU(3) one.

Still,a sizably large isospin asym m etry ofthe spin-dependent sea-quark distributions isa

com m on prediction ofboth versionsoftheCQSM ,and itshould becom pared with theun-

settled situation in them eson-cloud convolution m odels.In ouropinion,thephysicalorigin

ofthe sim ultaneous violation ofthe isospin sym m etry forthe spin-independent and spin-

dependentsea-quarkdistributionsm aybetraced back tothestrongcorrelation between spin

and isospin em bedded in thehedgehog sym m etry ofsoliton solution expected to berealized

in thelargeN c lim itofQCD.W hatshould beem phasized hereisanotherconsequenceofthe

hedgehog sym m etry em bedded in theCQSM .Ithaslong been recognized that,according to

thism odel,only about35% ofthetotalnucleon spin isdueto theintrinsicquark spin and

therem aining65% isborneby theorbitalangularm om entum ofquark and antiquark �elds.

W e em phasize thatthisisa naturalconsequence ofthe nucleon picture ofthism odel,i.e.

\rotating hedgehog". Unfortunately,unresolved role ofgluon �elds,especially the role of

UA(1)anom aly m akesitdi�cultto draw a de�nite conclusion on thisinteresting butm ys-

teriousproblem .In thisrespect,m orethorough study ofsim plerproblem ,i.e.thepossible
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isospin asym m etry oflongitudinally polarized sea-quark distributionsm ay beofsom e help

to testthe validity ofthe basic idea ofthe soliton picture ofthe nucleon. Atany rate,an

im portantlesson learned from ourwhole analysesisthatthe spin and avor dependencies

ofantiquarkdistributionsin thenucleon arevery sensitiveto thenonperturbativedynam ics

ofQCD.To revealthisinteresting aspectofbaryon structures,itisabsolutely necessary to

carry outavorand valence plussea quark decom positionsoftheparton distribution func-

tions.W ehopethatthisexpectation willsoon beful�lled by varioustypesofsem i-inclusive

DIS scatteringsaswellasneutrino-induced reactionsplanned in thenearfuture.
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