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The unpolarized,helicity and transversity distributions ofquarks in the proton

are calculated in the overlap representation oflight-cone wavefunctions truncated

to the lowest order Fock-space com ponents with three valence quarks. The three

distributions at the hadronic scale satisfy an interesting relation consistent with

the So�er inequality. Results are derived in a relativistic quark m odelincluding

evolution up to thenext-to-leading order.Predictionsforthedoubletransverse-spin

asym m etryin Drell-Yan dilepton production initiated byproton-antiproton collisions

arepresented.Asym m etriesofabout20{30% arefound in thekinem atic conditions

ofthePA X experim ent.

PACS num bers:13.88.+ e.Hb,13.85.Q k,12.39.K i

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Attheparton levelthequark structureofthenucleon isdescribed in term softhreequark

distributions,nam ely thequark density f1(x),thehelicity distribution g1(x)(also indicated

�f(x)),and thetransversity distribution h 1(x)(also indicated �f(x)).The�rsttwo distri-

butions,and particularlyf1(x),arenow wellestablished byexperim entsin thedeep-inelastic

scattering (DIS)regim eand wellunderstood theoretically asa function ofthefraction x of

thenucleon longitudinalm om entum carried by theactivequark [1].Inform ation on thelast

leading-twist distribution is m issing on the experim entalside because h1(x),being chiral

odd,decouplesfrom inclusive DIS and thereforecan notbe m easured in such a traditional

source ofinform ation. Neverthelesssom e theoreticalactivity hasbeen developed in calcu-

lating h1(x)and �nding new experim entalsituationswhereitcan beobserved (fora recent

review see Ref. [2]).Am ong thedi�erentproposalsthe polarized Drell-Yan (DY)dilepton

production was recognized for a long tim e as the cleanest way to access the transversity

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0612094v2
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distribution ofquarksin hadrons[3{6].Asa m atteroffact,in pp and p�p DY collisionswith

transversely polarized hadronstheleading order(LO)doubletransverse-spin asym m etry of

lepton-pair production involves the product oftwo transversity distributions,thus giving

directaccesstothem .However,such am easurem entisnotan easy task becauseofthetech-

nicalproblem sofm aintaining thebeam polarization through theacceleration.Therecently

proposed experim entalprogram satRHIC [7]and atGSI[8]have raised renewed interest

in theoreticalpredictions ofthe double transverse-spin asym m etry in proton-(anti)proton

collisionswith dilepton production [9{11].

Asreviewed in [2],h1(x)hasbeen calculated in a variety ofm odels,including relativistic

bag-like,chiralsoliton,light-cone,and spectatorm odels. In allthese calculationsthe an-

tiquark transversity israthersm alland the d-quark distribution turnsoutto have a m uch

sm allersizethan theu-quark distribution.

In thispaperh1(x)and the otherquark distributionsare derived within the fram ework

ofthe overlap representation oflight-cone wavefunctions (LCW Fs) originally proposed in

Refs.[12]to constructgeneralized parton distributions (GPDs). A Fock-state decom posi-

tion ofthe hadronic state isperform ed in term sofN -parton Fock stateswith coe�cients

representing the m om entum LCW F ofthe N partons. Directcalculation ofLCW Fsfrom

�rst principles is a di�cult task. On the other hand,constituent quark m odels (CQM s)

have been quite successfulin describing the spectrum ofhadronsand theirlow-energy dy-

nam ics.Atleastin the kinem atic rangewhere only quark degreesoffreedom aree�ective,

itispossible to assum e thatatthe low-energy scale valence quarks can be interpreted as

the constituent quarks treated in CQM s. In the region where they describe em ission and

reabsorption ofa singleactivequark by thetargetnucleon,quark GPDsarethuslinked to

thenon-diagonalone-bodydensity m atrixin m om entum spaceand can becalculated both in

thechiral-even and chiral-odd sector[13{15].Seae�ectsrepresented by them eson cloud can

also be integrated into the valence-quark contribution to GPDs[16]. In such an approach

the quark distributions,being the forward lim itofGPDs,are related to the diagonalpart

oftheone-body density m atrix in m om entum space.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect.IIthe overlap representation ofLCW Fs is

briey reviewed with theaim oflinking the parton distributionsto CQM s.Resultsforthe

three valence quark distributions are discussed at the hadronic scale and after evolution

up to the next-to-leading (NLO) in Sect.III. The application to double transverse-spin
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asym m etry in DY collisionsispresented in Sect.IV,and som econclusionsaredrawn in the

�nalSection.

II. T H E O V ER LA P R EP R ESEN TAT IO N FO R PA RT O N D IST R IB U T IO N S

In the overlap representation of LCW Fs [12] the proton wave function with four-

m om entum p and helicity � is expanded in term s ofN -parton Fock-space com ponents,

i.e.

jp;�i=
X

N ;�

Z

[dx]N [d
2~k? ]N 	

[f]

�;N ;�(r) jN ;�;k1;:::;kN i; (1)

where 	
[f]

�;N ;� isthe m om entum LCW F ofthe N -parton Fock state jN ;�;k1;:::;kN i. The

integration m easuresin Eq.(1)arede�ned as

[dx]N =

NY

i= 1

dxi�

 

1�

NX

i= 1

xi

!

; [d
2~k? ]N =

1

(16�3)N �1

NY

i= 1

d~k? ;i�
2

 
NX

i= 1

~k? ;i� ~p?

!

; (2)

where xi = k
+

i =p
+ isthe fraction ofthe light-cone m om entum ofthe i-th parton and ~k? ;i

itstransverse m om entum . The argum entr ofthe LCW F representsthe setofkinem atical

variables ofthe N partons,while the index � labels the quantum num bers ofthe parton

com position and thespin com ponentofeach parton.

M aking use ofthe correct transform ation ofthe wave functions from the (canonical)

instant-form to the (light-cone)front-form description,	 [c] ! 	 [f],and lim iting ourselves

to thelowestorderFock-spacecom ponentswith threevalencequarks,a directlink to wave

functionsderived in CQM swasestablished in Refs.[13,14].Thus	
[f]

�;3;� explicitly becom es

	
[f]

� (r;f�ig;f�ig) = 2(2�)
3

�
1

M 0

!1!2!3

x1x2x3

�1=2 X

�1�2�3

D
1=2�

�1�1
(R cf(k1))D

1=2�

�2�2
(R cf(k2))

� D
1=2�

�3�3
(R cf(k3))	

[c]

� (f
~kig;f�ig;f�ig); (3)

where M 0 = !1 + !2 + !3 is the m ass of the noninteracting three-quark system , with

!i � k0i = (k
+

i + k
�

i )=
p
2,and the m atrices D

1=2

�i�i
(R cf(ki)) are given by the spin-space

representation oftheM elosh rotation R cf,

D
1=2

�� (R cf(k)) = h�jR cf(xM 0;
~k? )j�i

= h�j
m + xM 0 � i~� � (~̂z� ~k? )

q

(m + xM 0)
2 + ~k2

?

j�i: (4)
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In thisapproach the ordinary (unpolarized)parton distributionsofavorq [17]can be

recovered taking into accountthatin thiscasetheM elosh rotation m atricescom bineto the

identity m atrix:

f
q

1(x)=
X

�i�i

3X

j= 1

��j�q

Z

[dx]3[d
~k? ]3�(x � xj)j	

[f]

� (fxig;f
~k? ;ig;f�ig;f�ig)j

2
; (5)

where the helicity � ofthe nucleon can equivalently be taken positive ornegative. Analo-

gously,thefollowing sim pleexpressionsareobtained forthepolarized quark distribution of

avorq [14]

g
q

1(x)=
X

�i�i

3X

j= 1

��j�q sign(�j)

Z

[dx]3[d
~k? ]3�(x � xj)j	

[f]

+ (fxig;f
~k? ;ig;f�ig;f�ig)j

2
; (6)

and forthequark transversity distributionsh
q

1(x)[15]:

h
q

1(x)=
X

�t
i
�i

3X

j= 1

��j�q sign(�
t
j)

Z

[dx]3[d
~k? ]3�(x� xj)j	

[f]

"
(fxig;f~k? ;ig;f�

t
ig;f�ig)j

2
; (7)

where�ti isthetransverse-spin com ponentofthequark and,asusual,thetransversity basis

forthenucleon spin statesisobtained from thehelicity basisasfollows:

jp;"i=
1
p
2
(jp;+i+ jp;� i); jp;#i=

1
p
2
(jp;+i� jp;� i): (8)

Expressions(5),(6)and (7)exhibitthewellknown probabilisticcontentofparton distri-

butions.Eq.(5)givestheprobability of�ndingaquark with afraction x ofthelongitudinal

m om entum ofthe parent nucleon,irrespective ofits spin orientation. The helicity distri-

bution g
q

1(x)in Eq.(6)isthe num berdensity ofquarkswith helicity + m inusthe num ber

density ofquarks with helicity � ,assum ing the parent nucleon to have helicity +. The

transversity distribution h
q

1(x)in Eq.(7)isthe num ber density ofquarks with transverse

polarization " m inusthenum berdensity ofquarkswith transversepolarization #,assum ing

theparentnucleon to havetransverse polarization ".

In theinstantform itisconvenienttoseparatethespin-isospin com ponentfrom thespace

partoftheproton wavefunction and to assum eSU(6)sym m etry,i.e.

	
[c]

� (f
~kig;f�ig;f�ig)=  (~k1;

~k2;
~k3)���(�1;�2;�3;�1;�2;�3); (9)

where

���(�1;�2;�3;�1;�2;�3)

=
1
p
2

h

�
0

�(�1;�2;�3)�
0

�(�1;�2;�3)+ �
1

�(�1;�2;�3)�
1

�(�1;�2;�3)
i

; (10)
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with the superscripts 0 and 1 referring to the totalspin orisospin ofthe pairofquarks1

and 2.Thuswe�nd

f
q

1(x) =
�

2��q1=2 + ��q�1=2

� Z

[dx]3[d
~k? ]3�(x � x3)j (fxig;f~k? ;ig)j

2
; (11)

g
q

1(x) =

�
4

3
��q1=2 �

1

3
��q�1=2

� Z

[dx]3[d
~k? ]3�(x � x3)j (fxig;f~k? ;ig)j

2M ; (12)

h
q

1(x) =

�
4

3
��q1=2 �

1

3
��q�1=2

� Z

[dx]3[d
~k? ]3�(x � x3)j (fxig;f~k? ;ig)j

2M T; (13)

where[15,18]

M =
(m + x3M 0)

2 � ~k2
? ;3

(m + x3M 0)
2 + ~k2

? ;3

; (14)

M T =
(m + x3M 0)

2

(m + x3M 0)
2 + ~k2

? ;3

; (15)

and theexpectation valueson thenorm alized nucleon m om entum wavefunction ofthecon-

tribution com ing from M elosh rotationssatisfy

2hM Ti= hM i+ 1: (16)

Thereforethefollowing relationshold

h
u
1
(x)=

1

2
g
u
1
(x)+

1

3
f
u
1
(x); h

d
1
(x)=

1

2
g
d
1
(x)�

1

6
f
d
1
(x); (17)

which arecom patiblewith theSo�erinequality [19]:

jh
q

1(x)j�
1

2
[f

q

1(x)+ g
q

1(x)]: (18)

In the nonrelativistic lim it,corresponding to ~k? = 0,i.e. M T = M = 1,one obtains

hu
1
= gu

1
= 2

3
fu
1
and hd

1
= gd

1
= � 1

3
fd
1
asexpected from generalprinciples[6].

III. R ESU LT S

Asanapplicationofthegeneralform alism reviewed intheprevioussectionweconsiderthe

valence-quark contribution to theparton distributionsstarting from an instant-form SU(6)

sym m etric wave function oftheproton,Eqs.(9)and (10),derived in therelativistic quark

m odelofRef.[20]. In particular,we use the Lorentzian shape wavefunction ofRef.[20]

with param eters �tted to the m agnetic m om ents ofthe proton and the neutron and the
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axial-vectorcoupling constantG A and giving also a good agreem entwith theexperim ental

nucleon electroweak form factors in a large Q 2 range. Furtherm ore,we note that SU(6)

sym m etry isbroken in theLCW F 	 [f][21]asa consequence ofthetransform ation (3).

The distributions in Eqs.(11),(12) and (13) are de�ned at the hadronic scale Q 2
0
of

the m odel. In order to m ake predictions for experim ents, a com plete knowledge ofthe

evolution up to NLO is indispensable. According to Ref.[22]we assum e that twist-two

m atrix elem entscalculated atsom e low scale in a quark m odelcan be used in conjunction

withQCD perturbationtheory.Startingfrom ascalewherethelong-range(con�ning)partof

theinteraction isdom inant,wegeneratetheperturbativecontribution byevolution athigher

scale. In the case oftransversity the Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi(DGLAP)

Q 2 evolution equation [23]is sim ple. In fact,being chirally odd,the quark transversity

distributions do notm ix with the gluon distribution and therefore the evolution isofthe

non-singlet type. The leading order (LO) anom alous dim ensions were �rst calculated in

Ref.[24]butprom ptly forgotten. They were recalculated by Artru and M ekh� [25]. The

one-loop coe�cientfunctionsforDrell-Yan processesareknown in di�erentrenorm alization

schem es [26{28]. The NLO (two-loop) anom alous dim ensions were also calculated in the

Feynm an gauge in Refs.[29,30]and in the light-cone gauge [31]. The two-loop splitting

functionsfortheevolution ofthetransversity distribution werecalculated in Ref.[31].The

LO DGLAP Q 2 evolution equation for the transversity distribution h1(x) was derived in

Ref.[25]and itsnum ericalanalysisisdiscussed in Refs.[32,33].

A num ericalsolution oftheDGLAP equation forthetransversity distribution h1(x)was

given atLO and NLO in Refs.[34,35].In Ref.[34]theDGLAP integrodi�erentialequation

issolved in thevariableQ 2 with theEulerm ethod replacingtheSim pson m ethod previously

used in thecasesofunpolarized [36]and longitudinally polarized [37]structurefunctions.

In the present analysis the FORTRAN code ofRef.[34]has been applied within the

M S renorm alization schem e and the input distributions calculated at the hadronic scale

according to the m odelexplained in Sect.II were evolved up to NLO.The m odelscale

Q 2
0 = 0:079 GeV 2 wasdeterm ined by m atching thevalueofthem om entum fraction carried

by thevalencequarks,ascom puted in them odel,with thatobtained by evolving backward

the value experim entally determ ined atlargeQ 2.The strong coupling �s(Q
2)entering the
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codeatNLO iscom puted by solving theNLO transcendentalequation num erically,

ln
Q 2

�2
N LO

�
4�

�0�s
+
�1

�20
ln

"
4�

�0�s
+
�1

�20

#

= 0; (19)

asobtained from the renorm alization group analysis[38].Itdi�ersfrom the m ore fam iliar

expression used in Ref.[34],

�s(Q
2)

4�
=

1

�0ln(Q
2=�2

N LO
)

 

1�
�1

�20

lnln(Q 2=�2
N LO )

ln(Q 2=�2
N LO

)

!

; (20)

valid only in thelim itQ 2 � �2
N LO ,where�N LO istheso-called QCD scaleparam eter.

Together with the input distributions at the hadronic scale the non-singlet (valence)

contribution ofthe three parton distributionsisshown in Figs.1 to 3 atLO and NLO at

di�erent scales ofQ 2. In the case ofthe unpolarized and polarized distributions,Figs.1

and 2 respectively,theresultofevolution ofthetotaldistributionsisalso presented.Quite

generally,the Q 2 dependence ofthe evolution is weak within a given order,while sm all

e�ectsareintroduced when goingfrom LO toNLO,asexem pli�ed by thedot-dashed curves

atQ 2 = 5 GeV 2 in Figs.1 to 3. Thus,convergence ofthe perturbative expansion isvery

fastand onecan safely lim ithim selfto LO.

Thesizeofthed-quark distributionsisalwayssm allerthan thatoftheu-quark distribu-

tion,particularly in thecase oftransversity,con�rm ing resultsobtained with otherm odels

(see,e.g.,[9]).

Taking into accountthatthe m odelatthe hadronic scale only considersvalence quarks

and the sea isonly generated perturbatively,the overallbehavioroff1(x)isin reasonable

agreem ent with available param etrizations [39]. One m ay notice the faster fall-o� ofthe

tailoffu1(x)atlargex in ourm odelwith respectto theparam etrization [39]thatwillhave

som e consequences in the predicted double transverse-spin asym m etry in Sect. IV.Asfor

g1(x),them issing seaand gluon contributionsarecrucialtocom pareourm odelresultswith

theavailableparam etrizations[40].Therefore,g1(x)isshown here forcom pleteness,butit

requiresam oresystem aticstudy (e.g.alongthelinesofRef.[16])thatgoesbeyond thegoal

ofthepresentinvestigation focused on thedoubletransverse-spin asym m etry.

However,com parison ofh1(x)and g1(x)ishere legitim ate because h1(x)isdeterm ined

by valence contributions,asitisg1(x)in ourm odel. Ascan be see in Figs.2 and 3 they

are rather di�erent not only after evolution, but especially at the hadronic scale ofthe

m odel. Thiscontrastswith the popularguessh1(x)� g1(x)m otivated on the basisofthe

nonrelativisticquark m odel.
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Figure 1:Evolution ofthe parton distribution forthe u (leftpanel)and d (rightpanel)quark.In

the lowerpanelsstarting from the hadronicscale Q 2
0 = 0:079 G eV 2 (uppercurve),LO non-singlet

distributionsare shown atdi�erentscales(Q 2 = 5 G eV 2,solid lines;Q 2 = 9 G eV 2,dashed lines;

Q 2 = 16 G eV 2,dotted lines)togetherwith NLO distributionsatQ 2 = 5 G eV 2 (dot-dashed lines).

LO and NLO totaldistributionsareshown in theupperpanelswith thesam elineconvention.The

param etrization ofRef.[39]NLO evolved at5 G eV 2 isalso shown by sm allstars.

In any casetheSo�erinequality (18)ateach orderisalwayssatis�ed by thethreequark

distributions calculated with the LCW Fs ofthe present m odel(see Fig.4). In contrast,

saturation oftheSo�erbound,i.e.assum ing

jh
q

1(x)j=
1

2
[f

q

1(x)+ g
q

1(x)]; (21)

isneitherreached atthe hadronic scale ofthe m odelnorisita conserved property during
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Figure 2:Thesam e asin Fig.1,butforthe helicity distribution.

evolution.In fact,starting atthehadronicscalewith thetransversity distribution given by

Eq.(21),theresultofLO and NLO evolution divergesfrom thatobtained when calculating

the transversity according to Eq.(21)afterseparate evolution off1 and g1. Since the two

sidesofEq.(21)give di�erentresultsunderevolution,in m odelcalculationsthe choice of

theinitialhadronicscaleiscrucial.Thisfactshould putsom ecaution aboutthepossibility

ofm aking predictionswith the transversity distribution guessed from f1 and g1 as,e.g.,in

the case ofthe double transverse-spin asym m etry in DY processes (see Refs.[10,11]and

Fig.7 below).

A sim ilarsituation occurswhen the transversity distribution isderived from f1 and g1

according to the relations (17),with the di�erence that these relations are exact at the

hadronicscalewhen only valencequarksareinvolved.
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Figure3:Evolution ofthetransversity distribution fortheu (leftpanel)and d (rightpanel)quark.

Starting from thehadronicscaleQ 2
0 = 0:079 G eV 2 (uppercurve),LO non-singletdistributionsare

shown atdi�erentscales (Q 2 = 5 G eV 2,solid lines;Q 2 = 9 G eV 2,dashed lines;Q 2 = 16 G eV 2,

dotted lines)togetherwith NLO distributionsatQ 2 = 5 G eV 2 (dot-dashed lines).

IV . T H E D O U B LE T R A N SV ER SE-SP IN A SY M M ET RY

In orderto directly accesstransversity via Drell-Yan lepton pairproduction one hasto

m easure the double transverse-spin asym m etry A TT in collisionsbetween two transversely

polarized hadrons:

A TT =
d�"" � d�"#

d�"" + d�"#
; (22)

with the arrows denoting the transverse directions along which the two colliding hadrons

arepolarized.

AtLO,i.e. considering only the quark-antiquark annihilation graph,the double trans-

verse-spin asym m etry fortheprocessp"p" ! ‘+ ‘� X m ediated by a virtualphoton isgiven

by

A
pp

TT = aTT

X

q

e
2

q

h

h
q

1(x1;Q
2
)h

�q

1(x2;Q
2
)+ (1$ 2)

i

X

q

e
2

q

h

f
q

1(x1;Q
2
)f

�q

1(x2;Q
2
)+ (1$ 2)

i; (23)

whereeq isthequark charge,Q
2 theinvariantm asssquareofthelepton pair(dim uon),and
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Figure4:Thetransversity distribution obtained with theLCW Fsofthepresentm odel(thin lines)

com pared with the So�erbound,Eq.(21),(thick lines)forthe u (leftpanel)and d (rightpanel)

quark .Solid linesfortheresultsatthehadronicscaleQ 2
0 = 0:079 G eV 2,thedashed linesobtained

by NLO evolution atQ 2 = 9 G eV 2,respectively.

x1x2 = Q 2=s wheres istheM andelstam variable.Thequantity aTT isthespin asym m etry

oftheQED elem entary processq�q! ‘+ ‘� ,i.e.

aTT(�;�)=
sin2�

1+ cos2�
cos(2�); (24)

with � being the production angle in the rest fram e ofthe lepton pair and � the angle

between thedilepton direction and theplanede�ned by thecollision and polarization axes.

After the �rst sim ple encouraging estim ates [5],som e phenom enologicalstudies ofDY

dim uon production atRHIC havebeen presented [26,27,33,42{45]indicatingthataccessing

transversity isverydi�cultunderthekinem aticconditionsoftheproposed experim entswith

pp collisions [7]. The m ain reason is that A
pp

TT in Eq.(23) involves the product ofquark

and antiquark transversity distributions.Thelatteraresm allin a proton,even ifthey were

aslarge asto saturate the So�erinequality;m oreover,the QCD evolution oftransversity

issuch that,in the kinem aticalregionsofRHIC data,h1(x;Q
2)ism uch sm allerthan the

corresponding valuesofg1(x;Q
2)and f1(x;Q

2).Thism akesthe m easurable A
pp

TT atRHIC
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very sm all,no m orethan a few percents[33,42,45].

A m orefavorablesituation isexpected by using an antiproton beam instead ofa proton

beam [8{11,46]. In p�p DY the LO asym m etry A
p�p

TT isproportionalto a productofquark

transversity distributionsfrom the proton and antiquark distributionsfrom the antiproton

which areconnected by chargeconjugation,e.g.

h
u=p

1 (x)= h
�u=�p

1 (x): (25)

Thereforeoneobtains

A
p�p

TT = aTT

X

q

e
2

q

h

h
q

1(x1;Q
2
)h

q

1(x2;Q
2
)+ h

�q

1(x1;Q
2
)h

�q

1(x2;Q
2
)
i

X

q

e
2

q

h

f
q

1(x1;Q
2
)f

q

1(x2;Q
2
)+ f

�q

1(x1;Q
2
)f

�q

1(x2;Q
2
))
i; (26)

so thatin thiscasetheasym m etry isonly dueto valencequark distributions.

Quantitative estim ates ofA
p�p

TT forthe kinem atics ofthe proposed PA X experim ent at

GSI[8]were presented in Refs.[9{11]. On the basisofpredictions from the chiralquark-

solitonm odel[9],theLO DY asym m etriesturnouttobelarge,oftheorderof50% ,increasing

with Q 2 and alm ostentirely dueto u-quarks.In contrast,they arein therange20{40% in

a phenom enologicalanalysis [10,11]where A
p�p

TT isappropriately evolved atNLO starting

from two extrem e possibilitiesatsom e typicallow scale �0 � 1 GeV.One assum ption was

h1(x) = g1(x),as in the nonrelativistic case. The second ansatz for the transversity was

the saturation ofSo�er’sinequality according to Eq.(21).The two possibilitieshave been

considered to give a lowerand upperbound forthe transversity and,consequently,forthe

A
p�p

TT asym m etry.

NLO e�ectshardlym odifytheasym m etrysincetheK factorsofthetransverselypolarized

and unpolarized crosssectionsare sim ilarto each otherand therefore alm ostcanceloutin

theratio [47].In addition,NLO e�ectsarerathersm allon thequark distributionsobtained

in Sect.III(seeFigs.1{3).Therefore,thefollowing discussion islim ited to LO.

Using theunpolarized quark and transversity distributionsderived in Sect.II,resultsfor

s= 45 GeV 2 and di�erentvaluesofQ 2 areplotted in Fig.5 in term softherapidity

y =
1

2
ln
x1

x2
: (27)

An asym m etry ofabout30% (com parablewith Refs.[10,11])isobtained,with a Q 2 depen-

dencein agreem entwith Ref.[9].
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Figure5:Thedoubletransverse-spin asym m etry A
p�p

TT
=aTT calculated with theparton distributions

ofthe presentm odelas a function ofthe rapidity y atdi�erentscales: Q 2 = 5 G eV 2,solid line;

Q 2 = 9 G eV 2,dashed line;Q 2 = 16 G eV 2,dotted line.

Thisresultcon�rm sthe possibility ofm easuring the double transverse-spin asym m etry

under conditions that willbe probed by the proposed PA X experim ent. In such condi-

tions,assum ing the LO expression (26)forthe observed asym m etry one could gain direct

inform ation on the transversity distribution following previous analyses [9{11],where the

quark densitiesf
q;�q

1 (x;Q 2)are taken from the GRV98 param etrizations[39]. The resulting

transversity distributionscould becom pared with m odelpredictions.

According to thisstrategy,with thepresentm odeltheantiquark distributionsh
�q

1(x;Q
2)

areidentically vanishingand h
q

1(x;Q
2)containsonly valencequark contributions.Assum ing

a negligible sea-quark contribution the corresponding asym m etry would thus give direct

accessto h
q

1(x;Q
2)and would look like thatshown in Fig.6.The resultsindicate a strong

Q 2 dependencesuggesting m oderatevaluesofQ 2,e.g.Q 2 = 5 to 10 GeV 2,in orderto have

an appreciable asym m etry ofabout10{20% atthe proposed PA X experim entatGSI[8].

Itisrem arkable that,contrary to the resultofRef.[9],in the presentm odelQ 2 evolution

producesa decreasing LO asym m etry with increasing Q 2 asa consequence ofthe opposite
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Figure 6:Thesam easin Fig.5 butassum ing the G RV98 [39]quark density.
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Figure7:Thedoubletransverse-spin asym m etry A
p�p

TT
=aTT asafunction oftherapidity y atQ 2 = 5

G eV 2 and s= 45 G eV 2.Solid curve:calculation with h1 obtained with theLCW Fsofthepresent

m odel. Dashed curve:calculation with an inputh1 =
1

2
(g1 + f1). Dotted curve:calculation with

an inputh1 = g1.
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Q 2 dependence ofthe theoreticalh1 and the phenom enologicalf1. In fact,in the range of

x-values explored by the chosen kinem atic conditions (x � 0:3)h1 with itsvalence quark

contribution hasalargerfall-o�with Q 2 thantheGRV98f1 asshown in Fig.1.Furtherm ore,

onem ay noticethatwith thepresentm odelam uch lowerasym m etry ispredicted than with

the chiralquark-soliton m odel[9]and even lower than the phenom enologicalanalysis of

Refs.[10,11].

In general, one can anticipate upper and lower lim its for the theoreticalasym m etry

dependingon theupperand lowerboundsthatthetransversity hastosatisfy.Thesaturated

So�erbound (21),i.e.h1 =
1

2
(g1 + f1),representstheupperbound ofh1 atany scale.The

lowerbound isgiven by the nonrelativistic approxim ation h1 = g1. Atthe hadronic scale

the transversity calculated with any LCW Fs including valence quarks only should have

interm ediate values satisfying the conditions in Eq.(17). Under evolution Eq.(17) does

no longerhold,butstillthe evolved transversity hasto lie in between the correspondingly

evolved upper and lower bounds. Assum ing the LCW Fs ofthe present m odel,the sam e

asym m etry shown in Fig.6 at Q 2 = 5 GeV 2 is com pared in Fig.7 with the asym m etry

calculated when the transversity is evolved starting from an input at the hadronic scale

either given by the saturated So�er bound h1 = 1

2
(g1 + f1) (dashed curve) or assum ing

the nonrelativistic approxim ation h1 = g1 (dotted curve),with f1 and g1 calculated in the

presentm odel.Thedi�erencebetween thedotted and solid curvesgivesan estim ateofthe

relativistic e�ects in the calculation ofh1. On the other side,the m odelcalculation with

an inputh1 satisfying Eq.(17)leadsto an asym m etry m uch lowerthan in the case ofthe

saturated So�erbound.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

Theunpolarized,helicity and transversity distributionsofquarksin theproton arecalcu-

lated in theoverlap representation oflight-conewavefunctionstruncated tothelowestorder

Fock-spacecom ponentswith threevalencequarks.Thelight-conewavefunctionshavebeen

de�ned m aking useofthecorrectcovariantconnection with theinstant-form wavefunctions

used in any constituentquark m odel.Thequark distributionshavebeen evolved to leading

order and next-to-leading order ofthe perturbative expansion with the rem arkable result

thatNLO e�ectsarerathersm allcom pared to LO.Thethreedistributionsatthehadronic
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scale satisfy an interesting relation consistentwith the So�erinequality. In particular,the

transversity distribution has been used to predict the double transverse-spin asym m etry

in dilepton production with Drell-Yan collisions between transversely polarized beam s of

protonsand antiprotons.Asa function ofrapidity the asym m etry calculated in the m odel

isabout30% fors = 45 GeV 2,slightly increasing with Q 2. In contrast,when using phe-

nom enologicalunpolarized quark distributions together with the transversity distribution

derived in thepresentm odel,theasym m etry turnsoutto besm allerthan previouspredic-

tions,e.g. about10{20% atQ 2 = 5 GeV 2 and s = 45 GeV 2,and rapidly decreases with

increasingQ 2.Thisisduetothedi�erentQ 2 dependenceoftheinvolved distributionsin the

allowed range ofx values. Asthe transversity isunknown experim entally,this sensitivity

to Q 2 is an im portant argum ent for future experim ents. The present results suggest the

possibility ofm easurableasym m etriesatm oderatevaluesofQ 2 in thekinem aticconditions

ofthe proposed PA X experim ent,thus obtaining direct access to the quark transversity

distribution.

[Note added in the proof: During the revision process a phenom enologicalanalysis of

availabledata appeared [48]and thetransversity distributionsforup and down quarkswere

shown to have opposite sign and a sm allersize than theirpositivity boundsin agreem ent

with theresultsofthepresentm odel.]
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