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T he unpolarized, helicity and transversity distribbutions of quarks in the proton
are calculated in the overlap representation of light-cone wavefunctions truncated
to the lowest order Fock-space com ponents w ith three valence quarks. The three
distribbutions at the hadronic scale satisfy an interesting relation oconsistent w ith
the So er nequality. Resuls are derived in a reltivistic quark m odel including
evolution up to the next-to-leading order. P redictions for the double transverse-spin
asym m etry In D reltY an dilepton production initiated by proton-antiproton collisions
are presented. A sym m etries of about 20{30% are found in the kinem atic conditions

ofthe PA X experin ent.

PACS numbers: 1388+ eHb,13850k,1239K 1

I. NTRODUCTION

At the parton kevelthe quark structure ofthe nuclkon is described in tem s of three quark

distributions, nam ely the quark density f; x), the helicity distrbution g; x) (also indicated

f (x)), and the transversity distribution h ; x) (@lso Indicated £ x)). The st two distri-
butions, and particularly f; (x), are now wellestablished by experin ents in the desp-inelastic
scattering (O IS) regin e and well understood theoretically as a finction of the fraction x of
the nuckon longitudinalm cm entum carried by the active quark [1]. Inform ation on the last
Jleading-tw ist distribution is m issing on the experin ental side because h; (x), being chiral
odd, decouples from inclusive D IS and therefore can not be m easured in such a traditional
source of Infom ation. N evertheless som e theoretical activity has been developed In calcu—
lating h; (x) and nding new experin ental situations where it can be cbserved (for a recent
review see Ref. R]). Am ong the di erent proposals the polarized D rell-Yan QY ) dikpton
production was recognized for a long tin e as the clkanest way to access the transversity
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distribution ofquarks In hadrons 3{6]. Asamatteroffact, In pp and pp DY collisionsw ith
transversely polarized hadrons the leading order (LO ) double transverse-soin asymm etry of
Jepton-pair production nvolres the product of two transversity distributions, thus giving
direct access to them . However, such a m easurem ent isnot an easy task because of the tech-
nicalproblem s ofm aintaining the beam polarzation through the acoeleration. T he recently
proposed experin ental program s at RHIC [/] and at G ST B] have raised renewed interest
in theoretical predictions of the doublk transverse-goin asymm etry in proton—(anti)proton
collisions w ith dilkpton production P{11].

Asreviewed In 2], h; ) hasbeen calculated in a variety ofm odels, including relativistic
bag-like, chiral soliton, light-cone, and spectator m odels. In all these calculations the an—
tiquark transversity is rather an all and the d-quark distribbution tums out to have a much
an aller size than the u—quark distrbution.

In this paper h; x) and the other quark distributions are derived w ithin the fram ew ork
of the overlap representation of light-cone wavefiinctions (LCW Fs) orghally proposed In
Refs. [12] to construct generalized parton distrioutions (GPD s). A Fock-state decom posi-
tion of the hadronic state is perform ed in tem s of N -parton Fodk states w ith coe cients
representing the mom entum LCW F ofthe N partons. D irect calculation of LCW F's from

rst principles is a di cul task. On the other hand, constituent quark models CQM s)
have been quite sucoessfiil in describbing the spectrum of hadrons and their low -energy dy-—
nam ics. At Jeast in the kinem atic range where only quark degrees of freedom are e ective,
it is possble to assum e that at the low-energy scale valence quarks can be Interpreted as
the constituent quarks treated n CQM s. In the region where they descrbe em ission and
reabsorption of a single active quark by the target nuckon, quark GPD s are thus linked to
the non-diagonalonebody density m atrix in m om entum space and can be calculated both in
the chirateven and chiratodd sector [L13{15]. Sea e ects represented by them eson cloud can
also be integrated into the valencequark contribution to GPD s [L6]. In such an approach
the quark distributions, being the forward lim it of GPD s, are related to the diagonal part
of the onebody density m atrix in m om entum space.

T he paper is organized as ollows. In Sect. IT the overlap representation of LCW F's is
brie y reviewed w ith the ain of linking the parton distribbutions to CQM s. Resuls for the
three valence quark distrbutions are discussed at the hadronic scale and after evolution
up to the nexttoJeading (NLO ) in Sect. ITI. The application to doublk transverse-soin



asymmetry In DY collisions is presented in Sect. IV, and som e conclusions are drawn in the

nal Section.

II. THE OVERLAP REPRESENTATION FOR PARTON DISTRIBUTIONS

In the overlap representation of LCW Fs [12] the proton wave function with four-
momentum p and helicity  is expanded in tem s of N -parton Fock-space com ponents,
ie.
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Integration m easures n Eq. (1) are de ned as
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where x; = kj =p' is the fraction of the light-cone m om entum of the i-th parton and X ,;
its transverse m om entum . The argum ent r ofthe LCW F represents the set of kinem atical
variables of the N partons, whilk the index  labels the quantum num bers of the parton
com position and the spin com ponent of each parton.

M aking use of the correct transform ation of the wave functions from the (canonical)
instant—-om to the (light-cone) front=om description, © ! ¥l and lin iting ourselves
to the lowest order Fock-space com ponents w ith three valence quarks, a direct link to wave

functions derfired In CQM swas established in Refs. [13, 14]. Thus [f,.3]; explicitly becom es
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where My = !; + !, + !3 is the mass of the noninteracting threequark system , wih

P -
'y ¥ = & + k; )= 2, and the m atrices D 1i2i R ki) are given by the spin-space
representation ofthe M elosh rotation R ¢,
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In this approach the ordinary (unpolarized) parton distributions of avor g [L7] can be
recovered taking Into account that in this case the M elosh rotation m atrices com bine to the
dentity m atrix:
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where the helicity  of the nuckon can equivalently be taken positive or negative. A nalo—
gously, the follow ing sin ple expressions are obtained for the polarized quark distridoution of
avor g [14]
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and for the quark transversity distrbutions h{ x) [15]:
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where | isthe transversespin com ponent of the quark and, as usual, the transversity basis
for the nuclkon spin states is cbtained from the helicity basis as follow s:
Pi"i= 191_5(1':>;Jr i+ p; 1); jo;#i=p1—§<jo;+i P D: ®)
Expressions (5), (6) and (7) exhibit the well know n probabilistic content of parton distri-
butions. Eqg. (5) gives the probability of nding a quark w ith a fraction x ofthe longitudinal
mom entum of the parent nucleon, irresoective of its spin ordentation. The helicity distri-
bution g7 x) n Eq. (6) is the num ber density of quarks w ith helicity + m inus the num ber
density of quarks wih helicity , assum Ing the parent nuclkon to have helicity + . The
transversity distrdoution h{ x) in Eq. (7) is the number density of quarks w ith transverse
polarization " m inus the num ber density of quarks w ith transverse polarization #, assum ing
the parent nuclkon to have transverse polarization ".
In the instant form it is convenient to ssparate the soin-isospin com ponent from the space

part of the proton wave function and to assum e SU (6) symm etry, ie.
TR £ i f 19) = RaiKeiKs) (17 27 37 17 27 3)i 9)
where
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w ith the superscripts 0 and 1 referring to the total soin or isosoin of the pair of quarks 1

and 2. Thuswe nd
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and the expectation values on the nom alized nucleon m om entum wavefunction of the con-
trbution com ing from M elosh rotations satisfy
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T herefore the follow ng relations hold
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which are com patble w ith the So er inequality [19]:
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In the nonrelativistic lim i, corresponding to X, = 0,ie. M ¢ = M = 1, one obtalns
hy = g/ = 2ff and h{ = gf = £ asexpected from generalprincipks [6].

ITT. RESULTS

A san application ofthe general form alisn reviewed in the previous section we consider the
valencequark contribution to the parton distributions starting from an instant-form SU (6)
symm etric wave function of the proton, Egs. (9) and (10), derived in the relativistic quark
model of Ref. R0]. In particular, we use the Lorentzian shape wavefunction of Ref. R0]

w ith param eters tted to the m agnetic m om ents of the proton and the neutron and the



axialvector coupling constant G, and giving also a good agreem ent w ith the experin ental
nuckon elkctroweak form factors in a large 0?2 range. Furthemn ore, we note that SU (6)
symm etry isbroken in the LCW F  £) R1]as a consequence of the transfom ation 3).

The distrbutions in Egs. (11), (12) and (13) are de ned at the hadronic scale Q(Z) of
the model. In order to m ake predictions for experim ents, a com plete know ledge of the
evolution up to NLO is indisgpensable. A ccording to Ref. R2] we assum e that tw isttwo
m atrix elem ents calculated at som e Iow scale in a quark m odel can be used In conjinction
w ith Q CD perturbation theory. Starting from a scale w here the longrange (con ning) part of
the Interaction isdom inant, we generate the perturbative contribution by evolution at higher
scale. In the case of transversity the D okshitzerG ribov-L jpatov-A tarelliParisi O GLAP)
Q? evolution equation R3] is smpl. In fact, beihg chirlly odd, the quark transversity
distributions do not m ix w ith the glion distrbution and therefore the evolution is of the
non-singlet type. The leading order (LO) anom alous din ensions were rst calculated in
Ref. R4] but prom ptly forgotten. They were recalculated by Artru and M ekh [R5]. The
one-loop coe cient functions forD relkY an processes are known in di erent renom alization
schem es R6{28]. The NLO (twoJloop) anom alous din ensions were also calculated In the
Feynm an gauge in Refs. R9, 30] and in the light-cone gauge [Bl]. The twoJdoop splitting
functions for the evolution of the transversity distribution were calculated in Ref. B31]. The
LO DGLAP Q2 evolution equation fr the transversity distrdution h; ) was derived in
Ref. 5] and its num erical analysis is discussed in Refs. 32, 331.

A num erical solution ofthe D GLAP equation for the transversity distribbution h; (x) was
given at LO and NLO In Refs. 34, 35]. In Ref. B4]the D GLAP integrodi erential equation
is solved in the variable Q ? w ith the Eulerm ethod replacing the Sin pson m ethod previously
used in the cases of unpolarized [B6] and longitudinally polarized [B7] structure functions.

In the present analysis the FORTRAN oode of Ref. [34] has been applied within the
M S renom alization schem e and the input distrbutions calculated at the hadronic scalke
acocording to the m odel explained in Sect. IT were evolved up to NLO . The m odel scale
Q2= 0079 GeV? was determ -ned by m atching the value of the m om entum fraction carried
by the valence quarks, as com puted In the m odel, w ith that obtained by evolving backw ard
the value experin entally determ ined at Jarge Q2. The strong coupling  Q ?) entering the



code at NLO is com puted by solving the NLO transoendentai equation num erically,
Q2 4 1 4 1
> +—h + —
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as obtained from the renomm alization group analysis [38]. It di ers from the m ore fam iliar

In
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expression used in Ref. [34],
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valid only in the lin it Q 2 2 orwhere o isthe socalled QCD scalke param eter.

Together w ith the input distrdbutions at the hadronic scale the non-sihglt (valence)
contrbution of the three parton distrbutions is shown In Figs.1 to 3 at LO and NLO at
di erent scales of Q 2. In the case of the unpolarized and polarized distrdoutions, Figs. 1
and 2 respectively, the result of evolution of the total distributions is also presented. Q uite
generally, the Q2 dependence of the evolution is weak within a given order, while amall
e ects are introduced when going from LO to NLO , asexem pli ed by the dot-dashed curves
at Q%2 = 5GeV? in Figs. 1 to 3. Thus, convergence of the perturbative expansion is very
fast and one can safely 1 it hin self to LO .

T he size of the dquark distrbutions is always an aller than that of the u—quark distriou—
tion, particularly in the case of transversity, con m ing results obtained w ith other m odels
(see, €9, D).

Taking into acoount that the m odel at the hadronic scale only considers valence quarks
and the sea is only generated perturbatively, the overall behavior of f; (x) is In reasonable
agreem ent w ith available param etrizations [39]. O ne m ay notice the faster 2allo of the
tailof f]' (x) at Jarge x In ourm odelw ith respect to the param etrization [39] that willhave
som e consequences In the predicted double transverse-spin asymm etry in Sect. IV . A s for
g1 ), them issing sea and gluon contributions are crucial to com pare curm odel results w ith
the available param etrizations 40]. T herefore, g; (x) is shown here for com plkteness, but it
requires a m ore system atic study (eg. along the Ines ofRef. [16]) that goesbeyond the goal
of the present Investigation focused on the double transverse-soin asymm etry.

However, com parison of h; X) and g; X) is here legitin ate because h; x) is determ ined
by valence contrbutions, as it is g; X) In ourm odel. A s can be see in Figs. 2 and 3 they
are rather di erent not only after evolution, but especially at the hadronic scale of the
m odel. This contrasts w ith the popular guess h; x) g (x) m otivated on the basis of the
nonrelativistic quark m odel.
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Figure 1: Evolution of the parton distribution for the u (left panel) and d (right panel) quark. In
the lower panels starting from the hadronic scale Q % = 0079 GeV? (upper curve), LO non-singlet
distrbutions are shown at di erent scales Q2 = 5 Ge&V?, sold Ines; 02 = 9 Gev?, dashed Ines;
0%=16G eVZ, dotted lines) together w ith NLO distrdbutions at Q 2= 5Geav? (dot-dashed Ines).
LO and NLO totaldistributionsare shown in the upperpanelsw ith the sam e line convention. T he

param etrization of Ref. B9INLO evolved at 5 Gev? isalso shown by an all stars.

In any case the So er inequality (18) at each order is always satis ed by the three quark
distrbutions calculated with the LCW F's of the present m odel (see Fig. 4). In contrast,
saturation ofthe So erbound, ie. assum ing

1
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is neither reached at the hadronic scale of the m odel nor is i a conserved property during
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Figure 2: The sam e as in Fig. 1, but for the helicity distribbution.

evolution. In fact, starting at the hadronic scale w ith the transversity distribution given by
Eg. (21), the result of LO and NLO evolution diverges from that cbtained when calculating
the transversity according to Eq. 1) after ssparate evolution of f; and g; . Since the two
sides of Eq. (21) give di erent results under evolution, In m odel calculations the choice of
the niialhadronic scale is crucial. T his fact should put som e caution about the possibility
ofm aking predictions w ith the transversity distribution guessed from f; and g; as, eg., In
the case of the doubl transversespin asymmetry In DY processes (see Refs. [10, 11] and
Fig.7 below).

A sim ilar situation occurs when the transversity distrdbution is derived from f; and g;
according to the rhtions (17), with the di erence that these relations are exact at the

hadronic scale when only valence quarks are involved.
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Figure 3: Evolution of the transversity distribbution for theu (left panel) and d (rght panel) quark.
Starting from the hadronic scale Q % = 0079 GeV? (upper curve), LO non-singkt distrbutions are
chown at di erent scales Q2 = 5 GevV?, sold lines; 0% = 9 GevV?, dashed Ihes; 02 = 16 G&V?,

dotted lines) together w ith NLO distrlbbutions at Q 2= 5Gev? (dotdashed lines).

Iv. THE DOUBLE TRANSVERSE-SPIN ASYMM ETRY

In order to directly acoess transversity via D rellY an Jepton pair production one has to
m easure the double transverse-spin asymm etry A,r in collisions between two transversely

polarized hadrons:

d d ll#
d nn + d " ’
w ith the arrow s denoting the transverse directions along which the two ocolliding hadrons

Arr = 22)

are polarized.

At LO, ie. considering only the quark-antiquark annihilation graph, the doublk trans-
verse-spin asymm etry forthe processp'p’ ! Y ' X mediated by a virtualphoton is given
by x b i

€ hix1;09)h] ;0% + 1S 2)
AT, = arp x—h i (23)

& *ff(X1;Q2)ff(x2;Q2)+ as 2)
q

w here g, is the quark charge, Q 2 the invariant m ass square of the Jepton pair (dinuon), and
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Figure 4: T he transversity distribution obtained w ith the LCW F softhe present m odel (thin lines)
com pared w ith the So erbound, Eqg. (1), (thick lines) for the u (eft panel) and d (rght panel)
quark . Solid lines for the resuls at the hadronic scale Q (2) = 0079G eV2, the dashed lines cbtained

by NLO evolution at Q2 = 9 G &V?, respectively.

X1X, = Q%=s where s is the M andelstam variabl. The quantity arr is the spin asymm etry
ofthe QED elmentary processgg ! Y ' , ie.

2

arr (7 ) cos2 ); 24)

:1+C1082

wih  beig the production angle in the rest fram e of the kpton pair and the angk
between the dilepton direction and the plane de ned by the ocollision and polarization axes.
A fter the rst sin ple encouraging estim ates [B], som e phenom enological studies of DY
din uon production at RH IC have been presented R6, 27, 33, 42{45] .ndicating that accessing
transversity isvery di cult under the kinem atic conditions ofthe proposed experin entsw ith
pp collisions [7]. The main reason is that AY in Eg. 23) involves the product of quark
and antiquark transversity distribbutions. T he latter are am allin a proton, even if they were
as lJarge as to saturate the So er inequality; m oreover, the Q CD evolution of transversity
is such that, in the kinem atical regions of RHIC data, h; x;Q?) ismuch am aller than the
corresponding values of g; (x;Q %) and f; (x;Q?). Thism akes the m easurable AYY. at RHIC
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very an all, no m ore than a few percents [33, 42, 45].

A m ore favorable situation is expected by using an antjproton beam instead ofa proton
beam [B{1l, 46]. In pp DY the LO asymmetry AYS is proportional to a product of quark
transversity distrioutions from the proton and antiquark distributions from the antijproton
which are connected by charge conjugation, eg.

h " )= h " x): 25)

T herefore one obtains
h i
€ hix:1;0°)h ;0%) + hi &1;0°)h{ ;07

P _ !
ATT = arrt X

B i; 26)
&€ £ 1709 (x2;0%) + £ %170 £ (x2;07))

q
so that in this case the asymm etry is only due to valence quark distributions.

Q uantitative estin ates of AY. for the kinem atics of the proposed P A X experin ent at
G SI B] were presented In Refs. P{11]. On the basis of predictions from the chiral quark-
soliton m odel O], theLO DY asym m etries tum out to be large, ofthe order of50% , ncreasing
wih Q2 and alm ost entirely due to u-quarks. Ih contrast, they are in the range 20{40% in
a phenom enological analysis [10, 11] where AYY is appropriately evolved at NLO starting
from two extrem e possibilities at som e typical ow scale | 1 G&V .0 ne assum ption was
h; X) = g &), as In the nonrelativistic case. The seoond ansatz for the transversity was
the saturation of So er's nequality according to Eq. (21). The two possbilities have been
considered to give a Iower and upper bound for the transversity and, consequently, for the
AT asymm etry.

NLO e ectshardly m odify the asym m etry sincetheK factorsofthe transversely polarized
and unpolarized cross sections are sin ilar to each other and therefore alm ost cancel out In
the ratio B7]. In addition, NLO e ects are rather an all on the quark distributions obtained
In Sect. ITT (see Figs. 1{3). Therefore, the follow ing discussion is lim ited to LO .

U sing the unpolarized quark and transversity distrioutions derived In Sect. IT, resuls for
s= 45 G &V? and di erent values of Q ? are plotted in Fig. 5 in tem s of the rapidity

1 X1
y=—-—Ih—: @7)
2 Xo

An asymm etry ofabout 30% (com parable w ith Refs. [10, 11]) is cbtained, w ith a Q 2 depen—

dence in agreem ent w ith Ref. O].



13

0.5

A/
(=]
=

Figure 5: The doubl transverse-spin asym m etry AITDPT =arr calculated w ith the parton distrdbutions
of the present m odel as a fiinction of the rapidity vy at di erent scales: Q2 = 5 GeV?, solid line;

02%= 9Gev?,dashed line; Q2% = 16 Gev?, dotted line.

This result con m s the possbility of m easuring the doubl transverse-spin asymm etry
under conditions that will be probed by the proposed PA X experiment. In such condi-
tions, assum Ing the LO expression (26) for the cbserved asymm etry one could gain direct
Inform ation on the transversity distrbution follow Ing previous analyses P{11], where the
quark densities £;7¥ (x;Q?) are taken from the G RV 98 param etrizations [39]. The resulting
transversity distributions could be com pared w ith m odel predictions.

A ccording to this strategy, w ith the present m odel the antiquark distroutions h{ (x;Q ?)
are dentically vanishing and h{ (x;Q ?) contains only valence quark contributions. A ssum ing
a negligble ssa-quark contrbution the corresponding asymm etry would thus give direct
access to h{ (x;0?) and would look lke that shown in Fig. 6. The results indicate a strong
Q2 dependence suggesting m oderate values of 0%, eg. 9% = 5to 10 GeV?, in order to have
an appreciable asymm etry of about 10{20% at the proposed P A X experin ent at G ST B].
Tt is ram arkable that, contrary to the result of Ref. P], in the present m odel Q 2 evolution

produces a decreasing LO asymm etry w ith increasing Q 2 as a consequence of the opposite
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Figure 6: The sam e as In Fig. 5 but assum ing the GRV 98 [B9] quark densiyy.

Figure 7: T he doubl transverse-soin asym m e&yAI;pT =arr asa flnction ofthe rapidity yatQ? = 5
Gev? and s= 45Ge&V?. Sold curve: calculation w ith h; obtained w ith the LCW F s of the present
m odel. D ashed curve: calculation w ih an nputh; = % (g + f1). Dotted curve: calculation w ith

an Inputh; = g;.
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Q? dependence of the theoreticalh; and the phenom enological f; . Th fact, in the range of
x-values explored by the chosen kinem atic conditions (x 03) h wih is valence quark
contrioution hasa larger alto with Q 2 than theGRV 98 f; asshown in Fig. 1. Furthem ore,
onem ay notice that w ith the present m odela much lower asym m etry is predicted than w ith
the chiral quark-soliton m odel P] and even lower than the phenom enological analysis of
Refs. [10, 11].

In general, one can anticipate upper and lower I its for the theoretical asymm etry
depending on the upper and low erbounds that the transversity has to satisfy. T he saturated
So erbound (21), ie.h; = % (@ + £1), rmpresents the upper bound ofh; at any scale. The
Jlower bound is given by the nonrelativistic approxin ation h; = g;. At the hadronic scale
the transversity calculated wih any LCW Fs including valence quarks only should have
Intermm ediate values satisfying the conditions In Eq. (17). Under evolution Eq. (17) does
no longer hold, but still the evolved transversity has to lie in between the corresoondingly
evolved upper and lower bounds. A ssum ing the LCW F's of the present m odel, the sam e
asymmetry shown in Fig. 6 at Q2 = 5 GeV? is compared in Fig. 7 wih the asymm etry
calculated when the transversity is evolved starting from an input at the hadronic scale
either given by the saturated So er bound h; = % (g + f;) ([dashed curve) or assum ing
the nonrelativistic approxin ation h; = g; (dotted curve), with f; and g; calculated in the
present m odel. The di erence between the dotted and solid curves gives an estin ate of the
relativistic e ects In the calculation of h;. On the other side, the m odel calculation w ith
an input h; satisfying Eqg. (17) leads to an asymm etry much lower than in the case of the

saturated So erbound.

V. CONCLUSIONS

T he unpolarized, helicity and transversity distributions of quarks In the proton are calcu—
lated in the overlap representation of light-cone wavefiinctions truncated to the lowest order
Fock-space com ponents w ith three valence quarks. T he light-cone wavefiinctions have been
de ned m aking use of the correct covariant connection w ith the instant-form wavefiinctions
used in any constituent quark m odel. T he quark distribbutions have been evolved to leading
order and next-to-leading order of the perturbative expansion with the ram arkable result
that NLO e ects are rather an all com pared to LO . T he three distribbutions at the hadronic



16

scale satisfy an interesting relation consistent w ith the So er inequality. In particular, the
transversity distrioution has been used to predict the doubl transverse-soin asymm etry
In dilepton production with D rellYan oollisions between transversly polarized beam s of
protons and antiprotons. A s a function of rapidity the asymm etry calculated In the m odel
is about 30 fors = 45 GeV?, slightly increasing with Q2. In contrast, when ushg phe-
nom enological unpolarized quark distribbutions together w ith the transversity distrdboution
derived in the present m odel, the asym m etry tums out to be an aller than previous predic—
tions, eg. about 10{20% at Q% = 5GeV? and s = 45 Ge&V?, and rapidly decreases w ith
increasing Q 2. This isdue to the di erent Q ? dependence ofthe nvolved distroutions in the
allowed range of x values. A s the transversity is unknown experin entally, this sensitiviy
to Q2 is an in portant argum ent for fiiture experin ents. The present results suggest the
possibility of m easurable asym m etries at m oderate values of Q ? in the kinem atic conditions
of the proposed P A X experin ent, thus obtaining direct access to the quark transversity
distrbution.

Note added in the proof: During the revision process a phenom enological analysis of
available data appeared [48] and the transversity distributions for up and down quarks were
shown to have opposite sign and a sn aller size than their positivity bounds In agreem ent
w ith the resuls of the present m odel.]
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