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A bstract

The transverse polarization distribution ofquarksh1(x)iscom puted in a con�ne-

m ent m odel,the chiralchrom odielectric m odel. The 
avor structure ofh1,its Q
2

evolution and So�er’sinequality are studied. The Drell{Yan double transverse asym -

m etryA TT isevaluated and found tobeoneorderofm agnitudesm allerthan thedouble

longitudinalasym m etry.
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The interest in the transverse polarization distribution ofquarks and antiquarks,

custom arily called h1(x),hasbeen recently strengthened by theperspectiveofitspos-

sible m easurem ent in future collider experim ents. Originally introduced by Ralston

and Soper [1],who called it hT(x),h1(x) has been studied in detail,from a form al

pointofview,in m ore recentpapers[2,3]. The possible waysofm easuring h1(x)in

various hard processes have been also thouroughly investigated [3,4,5,6]. Despite

thisintensive work,notm uch isactually known aboutthe shape and the m agnitude

ofh1(x).Thisisofcourse notsurprising since h1,like allquark distributions,cannot

be derived from the fundam entaltheory ofstrong interactions,QCD.At present we

possessonly:i)an adm ittedly crudeevaluation ofh1(x)in thesim plestversion ofthe

M IT bagm odel[2],and ii)an estim ateofits�rstm om ent{theso{called tensorcharge

{ obtained by QCD sum rulem ethods[7].Itisclearthata m oresophisticated m odel

calculation ofh1(x)iscalled for.Thiswould also provideusefulindicationsaboutthe

concretepossibility ofa m easurem entofh1(x)in theexperim entswhich arenow being

planned.

The di�culty ofan experim entaldeterm ination ofh 1(x),which isa leading twist

quantity,resides m ainly in the fact that,being a chirally-odd distribution,it is not

m easurable in polarized deep inelastic scattering. The best m ethod to extracth1(x)

seem sto be [4,5]the Drell{Yan dilepton production with two transversely polarized

proton beam s,an experim entwhich willbeperform ed in thenearfutureatRHIC [8].

The Drell{Yan double transverse asym m etry A TT contains inform ation on the 
avor

structure ofh1. Therefore itwould be im portantto predictthe m agnitude ofA TT in

ordertotestthefeasibility oftheexperim ent.Theavailablem odelcalculationsofA TT

[5,9]are allbased on the assum ption thath
q

1 is approxim ately equalto the helicity

distribution �q. Although thisisprobably true atvery low m om entum scales,such

asthose atwhich con�nem entm odelcom putationsare im plicitly perform ed (Q 2

�< 1

GeV 2,seebelow),itiscertainlynottrueatexperim entalQ 2 scales(sayQ 2 � 10GeV 2).

Thereason isthat�qand h
q

1 evolvedi�erently in Q
2.W hereasthe�rstm om entof�q

isconstant,the�rstm om entofh
q

1 decreaseswith increasing Q
2,and the evolution in

thex-shapeiseven m oredram atically di�erent.Again,am ore�rm ly based evaluation
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ofA TT isneeded to check whetherthisquantity iscom parablein m agnitudewith the

doublelongitudinalasym m etry A LL,asitisclaim ed in [5,9].

Anotherissue which iscertainly worth exploring in the fram ework ofcon�nem ent

m odels is the inequality am ong leading twist polarized and unpolarized distribution

functionsrecently derived by So�er[10](see also [11])and the possibility ofitssatu-

ration.

In thefollowing weshallprovidea theoreticaldeterm ination ofh1(x)in a con�ne-

m entm odel,thechiralchrom odielectricm odel[12],which hasbeen already succesfully

used tocom puteotherleadingtwiststructurefunctionsand variousnucleon properties.

In particular,the
avorstructureofh1 willbedescribed in detailand thee�ectsofthe

peculiarQCD evolution ofh1 investigated.A prediction forA TT willalsobepresented.

Asweshallsee,dueto thedi�erentevolution ofh
q

1 and �q,A TT turnsoutto bem uch

sm allerthan A LL.

Thequark transversepolarization distribution reads[2]

h1(x)=

p
2

4�

Z

d�� e� ixp
+ �� hN S? j 

y
+ (�)
? 
5 + (0)jN S? ij�+ = �? = 0: (1)

A sim ilarexpression holdsfortheantiquarkdistribution,withtheexchangeof and y.

Notethatin eq.(1)only the‘good’light-conecom ponentsofthe�elds, + = 1

2

� 
+  ,

appear,signaling thath1 isa leading twistquantity.Theh1 distribution m easuresthe

di�erence in the num berofquarkswith transverse polarization parallel(")and anti-

parallel(#)to the proton transverse polarization. This can be m ade transparent by

introducing thePauli{LubanskiprojectorsP
"#

? = 1

2
(1� 
? 
5)and inserting a com plete

setofstatesfjX ig in eq.(1).W ethen get

h1(x)=
1
p
2

X

X

fjhN S? jP
"

?  + (0)jX ij
2� jhN S? jP

#

?  + (0)jX ij
2g�[(1� x)p+ � p

+

X ]:(2)

In a (projected)m ean-�eld approxim ation,the m atrix elem ents in eq.(2)can be

rewritten in term sofsingle{particle(quark orantiquark)m atrix elem ents.Fora
avor

f onethusgets

h
f

1(x)=
1
p
2

X

�

X

m

P(f;�;m )

Z
dp�

(2�)3(2p0�)
A �(p�)�[(1� x)p+ � p

+

� ]

� ’(p�;m )
+ 
? 
5’(p�;m ); (3)
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where’ isthesingle-quark wavefunction,m istheprojection ofthequark spin along

thedirection ofthenucleon’sspin,P(f;�;m )istheprobability ofextracting a quark

of
avorf and spin m leaving a stategenerically labelled by the quantum num ber�.

Theoverlap function A �(p�)containsthedetailsoftheinterm ediatestatesand ofthe

projection used toobtain anucleon with de�nitelinearm om entum from athree{quark

bag (see forinstance [13,14]).The interm ediate stateswhich contribute to eqs.(2,3)

are 2q and 3q1�q states for the quark distribution, and 4q states for the antiquark

distribution.

Atthispoint,wecan already discussqualitatively theSo�erinequality [10],which

reads

q
f(x)+ �q f(x)� 2jh

f

1(x)j; (4)

where �q f is the helicity distribution function and qf the unpolarized density. This

relation has been proved in the parton m odel[10,11](for a QCD{im proved parton

m odeldiscussion ofSo�er’sinequality see[15]),and issatis�ed 
avorby 
avorby both

the quark and the antiquark distributions. An interesting issue is whether So�er’s

inequality issaturated in som equark m odel(which m eansthatjh
q

1jtakesitsm axim al

value). To clarify thisproblem letuswrite the variousleading twistdistributions in

an explicitform

q
f(x) =

X

�

X

m

P(f;�;m )F�(x) (5)

�q f(x) =
X

�

X

m

P(f;�;m )(�1)(m + 3=2)
G �(x) (6)

h
f

1(x) =
X

�

X

m

P(f;�;m )(�1)(m + 3=2)
H �(x); (7)

where

F�(x)

G �(x)

H �(x)

9
>=

>;
=

Z
dp�

(2�)3(2p0�)
A �(p�)�[(1� x)p+ � p

+

� ]

�
1

2

8
>>>><

>>>>:

u2(p�)+ 2u(p�)v(p�)
pz
�

jp
�
j
+ v2(p�)

u2(p�)+ 2u(p�)v(p�)
pz
�

jp
�
j
+ v2(p�)(2

�
pz
�

jp
�
j

�2
� 1)

u2(p�)+ 2u(p�)v(p�)
pz
�

jp
�
j
+ v2(p�)(1�

�
p?
�

jp
�
j

�2
)

: (8)
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In eq.(8) p? is the projection ofthe m om entum in the plane perpendicular to the

proton’strajectory (chosen to be the z axis),and the currents have been written in

term softhesinglequark wave-function in m om entum space

’(p;m )=

 

u(p)

� �p̂v(p)

!

�m : (9)

Notice thatthe three quantitiesF�;G �;H � satisfy the equality: F�(x)+ G �(x)=

2H �(x). Thishasled to the erroneousconclusion [10]thatthe inequality (4)issat-

urated for a relativistic quark m odel,such as the M IT bag m odel. It is clear from

eqs.(5-7) that the spin{
avor structure ofthe proton,which results in the appear-

ance ofthe probabilitiesP(f;�;m ),spoilsthisargum entand preventsin generalthe

saturation oftheinequality.

So�er’sinequality issaturated onlyin veryspeci�c(and som ehow unrealistic)cases.

Forinstance,itissaturated when P(f;�;�1=2)= 0,which happensifthe proton is

m odeled asa bound state ofa scalardiquark and a u quark. Ofcourse,thisistoo a

rough picture ofthe proton.However,itisinteresting to notethatin SU(6)the� is

a bound state ofa scalar{isoscalarud diquark and an s quark:the h1 distribution of

thelatterthen attainsthem axim alvaluecom patiblewith (4).

Another instance of saturation is when F� = G � = H � and P(f;�;�1=2) =

2P(f;�;1=2). It is easy to verify that this happens for the d quark distribution in

a nonrelativisticm odeloftheproton with an SU(6)wavefunction.

Apartfrom thetwoparticularcasesillustrated above,So�er’sinequality should not

beexpected to besaturated,and indeed itissatis�ed butnotsaturated in them odel

wepresenthere.

Them odelofthenucleon thatweusetocom puteallingredientsappearingin eq.(3)

and then to evaluate the quark distribution functions is the chiralchrom odielectric

m odel(CCDM )[12].TheLagrangian oftheCCDM reads

L = i� 
�@� +
g

�
� (� + i
5� ��) 

+
1

2
(@��)

2
�
1

2
M

2
�
2 +

1

2
(@��)

2
+
1

2
(@��)

2
� U (�;�); (10)

where U(�;�)isthe usualm exican-hatpotential,see e.g. [16]. L describesa system

ofinteracting quarks,pions,sigm as and a scalar-isoscalarchiralsinglet �eld �. The
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param etersofthem odelare:thechiralm eson m assesm � = 0:14 GeV,m � = 1:2 GeV,

thepion decay constantf� = 93 M eV,thequark{m eson coupling constantg,and the

m assM ofthe� �eld.Theparam etersg and M ,which aretheonly freeparam etersof

them odel,havebeen univoquely �xed by reproducing theaveragenucleon-delta m ass

and theisoscalarradiusoftheproton.

The CCDM Lagrangian (10) contains a single{m inim um potentialfor the chro-

m odielectric�eld �:V (�)= 1

2
M 2�2.A double{m inim um version oftheCCDM isalso

widely studied and used (see forinstance [17]). W e have checked thatthe structure

functionscom puted in thetwo versionsoftheCCDM do notdi�ersensibly2.

The technique used to com pute the physicalnucleon state appearing in eq.(1)is

based on a doubleprojection ofthem ean-�eld solution on linearand angularm om en-

tum eigenstates.Thistechnique wasalready used to com pute the staticpropertiesof

the nucleon [16],the unpolarized and the longitudinally polarized distribution func-

tions [17]and the nucleon electrom agnetic form factors[19]. W e refer the reader to

thesereferencesform oredetails.

The interm ediate states labelled by the quantum num bers � in eq.(3) are also

com puted within the CCDM .Notice thatthey are adm itted in the m odel,since this

hasnocolor.Thelighteststatescontributingtothequarkdistributionsarethediquark

states (scalar ud and vectorialuu;ud). These correspond to diagram s in which a

quark isextracted and probed by the photon. Itturnsoutthatm ore m assive states

(3q1�q states arising from an antiquark insertion) give sm aller contributions to the

structure functions and are im portant only at sm allx. The antiquark distribution

receivescontributionsfrom the4q states,which correspond to diagram swith a quark

insertion. W e explicitly found that allthese term s saturate with a � 4% accuracy

thenorm alization oftheu and d valence distributions.Thisful�llm entofthevalence

num bersum rule isofcourse a crucialcheck ofthe reliability ofourcalculation. The

m om entum sum ruleissatis�ed aswell:in ourm odel[14,17],atQ 2
0 thevalencecarries

about75% oftheenergy-m om entum ,therem aining partbeing carried by them esons

and the dielectric �eld (which,in the spiritofthe CCDM ,em bodiesnonperturbative

2Thesingle{m inim um CCDM seem sto bepreferablein thelightofquark m attercalculations[18].
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glue).

The transverse polarization distributionsofquarksand antiquarks obtained from

eq.(3) using the chiralchrom odielectric m odelare shown in Figs.1-2. W e should

recallthatthe distributions com puted in a quark m odelhave no dependence on the

m om entum transfer. They represent a picture ofthe nucleon at som e low scale Q 2
0,

the \m odelscale" . Since at such low scales higher twist e�ects are im portant,the

structure functionsobtained in quark m odelsdo notnecessarily describe the physical

nucleon atQ 2
0
,butcan be used asinitialconditionsforthe Altarelli{Parisievolution

from Q 2
0
to a larger scale,where higher twist contributions are absent. In previous

works[14,17]we showed how to determ ine the m odelscale by com paring the m odel

prediction forthe valence m om entum with the experim entalvalue and found forthe

CCDM Q 2
0
= 0:16GeV 2.W estartfrom thisscaletheQCD evolution ofourtransverse

polarization densities.

Being chirally odd, h1(x;Q
2) does not m ix with gluon distributions, which are

chirally even. ThusitsQ 2 evolution atleading orderisgoverned only by the process

ofgluon em ission.TheAltarelli{Parisiequation fortheQCD evolution ofh1(x;Q
2)is

dh
q;�q

1 (x;Q 2)

dlogQ 2
=
�s(Q

2)

2�

Z
1

x

dy

y
Ph(y)h

q;�q

1 (
x

y
;Q

2); (11)

where the leading order splitting function Ph(y) has been com puted by Artru and

M ekh� [3]and reads

Ph(y)=
4

3

"
2

(1+ y)+
� 2+

3

2
�(y� 1)

#

: (12)

TheM ellin transform softhesplittingfunction Ph(y)aretheanom alousdim ensions

(n)

h

which govern theQ 2 dependenceofthem om entsofh1,h
(n)

1 (Q 2)�
R
1

0
dxxn� 1h1(x;Q

2),

according to them ultiplicative rule

h
(n)

1 (Q 2)= h
(n)

1 (Q 2)

"
�s(Q

2
0)

�s(Q
2)

# 6

(n)

h

33� 2n
f

; (13)

where nf isthe num berof
avors. In particular,since 

(1)

h = �2=3,the �rstm om ent

ofh1 and thetensorcharge�q�
R
dx(h

q

1 � h
�q

1)decrease with Q
2 as

�q(Q2)= �q(Q2
0
)

"
�s(Q

2
0)

�s(Q
2)

#� 4=27

: (14)
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Hence the Q 2 evolution ofh
q

1(x;Q
2)and �q(Q2)isdi�erent from thatofthe helicity

distributions�q(x;Q 2)and ofthesingletaxialcharge��(Q 2).Thelatterisconstant

in Q 2,being related to them atrix elem entofa conserved current.Therefore,although

allexisting m odelcalculations(including ours)give resultsforh
q

1 very close to those

obtained for�q,oneshould keep in m ind thatthisscenario isvalid only atthem odel

scaleQ 2
0.Attypicalexperim entalscalesh

q

1 and�qaredi�erentinm agnitudeandshape

asthey have evolved di�erently from sim ilarinputs,and the assum ption h
q

1 ’ �q is

no longertenable.

The evolved distribution functionsatQ 2 = 25 GeV 2 are also shown in Figs.1{2.

Thetensorchargesatthisscaleare:�u = 0:969;�d = �0:250.

To illustratethedi�erentevolution ofthelongitudinaland thetransversepolariza-

tion distributionswecom parehu
1
and �u in Fig.3.Itisevidentthat,although atQ 2

0

thetwo distributionsarealm ostidentical,aftertheevolution they arelargely di�erent

atsm allx. In particular,the transverse distribution isconsiderably sm allerthan the

longitudinaloneforx < 0:1.A sim ilarsituation occursforthed distributions.

Letusturn now to the possible determ ination ofh1. The m ostprom ising way to

detectthetransversepolarizationdistribution istom easurethedouble-spin asym m etry

in theDrell-Yan processwith two transversely polarized proton beam s.Thisquantity

isgiven by (seee.g.[5]):

A TT = aTT

P

qe
2
qh

q

1(xa;M
2)h

�q

1(xb;M
2)+ (a $ b)

P

qe
2
qq(xa;M

2)�q(xb;M
2)+ (a $ b)

; (15)

wherewehavelabeled by a;bthetwoincom ing protons,thevirtuality M 2 ofthequark

and antiquark distributions is the squared m ass ofthe produced dilepton pair,and

xa;xb;M
2 arerelated to thecenterofm assenergy

p
s by xaxb = M 2=s.Thepartonic

asym m etry aTT is calculable in perturbative QCD [1]and varies between �1 and 1.

The double longitudinalasym m etry A LL has an expression sim ilar to (15),with the

transversedistributionsreplaced by thelongitudinaldistributions�q(x;M 2).

InFig.4weshow ourpredictionsforA TT=aTT at
p
s= 100GeV 2 andforvariousM 2

values.Forcom parison A LL=aLL isalso shown.Noticethatthetransverseasym m etry

isan increasing function ofthe dilepton squared m ass;howeveritrem ainsaboutone

orderofm agnitudesm allerthan thelongitudinalasym m etry.In Fig.5wepresentA TT
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forxa � xb = 0 asa function ofthecenterofm assenergy:onecan seethatincreasing
p
s leads to a further depletion ofA TT. The di�erence between A LL and A TT is an

e�ectofthe di�erentevolution ofh 1 and �q in the sm all-x region,which dom inates

theDrell{Yan asym m etries.

Thepresentcalculation leadsusto concludethatA TT ism uch sm allerthan itwas

expected on the basisofnaive estim ates. Thisiscon�rm ed by a m odel{independent

study of Drell{Yan asym m etries which willbe reported in a separate paper. The

extraction ofh1 isthen a m ajorchallenge forexperim entalists butiscertainly worth

attem pting asitcan add an im portantpiece ofinform ation to ourknowledge ofthe

proton.

Oneofus(VB)would liketothanktheInstituteofNuclearTheoryattheUniversity

ofW ashington foritshospitalityand theU.S.Departm entofEnergyforpartialsupport

during thecom pletion ofthiswork.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1 Thetransversepolarization distribution ofquarksh1(x)atthem odelscaleQ
2
0
=

0:16 GeV 2 (dashed line: hu
1
;dotted line: hd

1
)and atQ 2 = 25 GeV 2 (solid line:

hu
1
;dot-dashed line:hd

1
).

Fig.2 Sam easFig.1 fortheantiquark distributionsh
�q

1.

Fig.3 Com parison oftheevolutionofthetransversepolarizationdistributionhu1 (dashed

line: Q 2 = Q 2
0 = 0:16 GeV 2;solid line: Q 2 = 25 GeV 2)and ofthe longitudinal

polarization distribution �u (dotted line: Q 2 = Q 2
0
= 0:16 GeV 2;dot-dashed

line:Q 2 = 25 GeV 2).

Fig.4 PredictionsfortheDrell-Yan doubletransverseasym m etry A TT=aTT (dot-dashed

line:M 2 = 50GeV 2;dashedline:M 2 = 25GeV 2;solidline:M 2 = 10GeV 2).For

com parison,the double longitudinalasym m etry A LL=aLL isshown forM 2 = 10

GeV 2 (dotted line).Allcurvesareobtained with
p
s= 100 GeV.

Fig.5 Dependenceon M 2 ofthetransversedoublespin asym m etry atxa� xb = 0 (dot-

dashed line:
p
s = 100 GeV;dashed line:

p
s = 300 GeV;solid line:

p
s = 500

GeV).
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