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A bstract

T he transverse polarization distribbution of quarks h; (X) is com puted in a con ne-
m ent m odel, the chiral chrom odielkctric model. The avor structure of hy, is Q2
evolution and So er's nequality are studied. The D rell{Y an doubl transverse asym —
m etry A7 isevaluated and found to be one order ofm agnitude an aller than the double
longitudinal asym m etry.
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The Interest in the transverse polarization distrdbution of quarks and antiquarks,
custom arily called h; (x), hasbeen recently strengthened by the perspective of its pos—
sble m easurem ent in future collider experin ents. O righally introduced by R alston
and Soper @:], who called i ht X), h; X) has been studied In detail, from a form al
point of view , in m ore recent papers P, 3]. The possblk ways of m easuring h; (x) in
various hard processes have been also thouroughly investigated [, 4, §, 4]. D espite
this Intensive work, not much is actually known about the shape and the m agnitude
ofh; (x). This is of course not surprising since h,, like all quark distributions, cannot
be derived from the fundam ental theory of strong interactions, QCD . At present we
possess only: i) an adm ittedly crude evaluation ofh; (x) In the sim plest version of the
M IT bagm odel E%], and ii) an estim ate of ts rstm om ent { the so{called tensor charge
{ obtained by QCD sum rulem ethods [1]. T is clear that a m ore sophisticated m odel
calculation ofh; (x) is called for. This would also provide usefiil indications about the
concrete possbility ofa m easurem ent ofh; (x) in the experim ents which are now being
planned.

The di culy of an experin ental determm nation ofh ; (x), which is a leading tw ist
quantity, resides m ainly In the fact that, being a chirally-odd distrlbution, i is not
m easurabl in polarized desp Inelastic scattering. T he best m ethod to extract h; x)
seem s to be B, 3] the D rell{Yan dikpton production w ith two transversely polarized
proton beam s, an experin ent which w illbe perform ed in the near future at RHIC g].
The D rell{Yan doublk transverse asymm etry A contains infomm ation on the avor
structure of h; . Therefore it would be in portant to predict the m agnitude of A in
order to test the feasbility ofthe experin ent. T he available m odel calculations ofA ¢
B, 9] are allbased on the assum ption that h} is approxin ately equal to the helicity
distrdoution g. A lthough this is probably true at very low m om entum scalks, such
as those at which con nem ent m odel com putations are in plicitly performed Q2 < 1
G eV?, seebelow ), it is certainly not true at experin entalQ ? scales (say Q2 110G &v?).
The reason isthat gand h { evolve di erently in Q ?. W hereasthe rstmomentof g
is constant, the rst m om ent ofh(f decreases w ith increasing Q 2, and the evolution in

the x-shape is even m ore dram atically di erent. Again, amore m ly based evaluation



ofA ¢t isneeded to check whether this quantity is com parable in m agniude w ith the
double Iongiudinalasymmetry Ay, as it ischined n B, 91.

Another issue which is certainly worth exploring in the fram ework of con nem ent
m odels is the lnequality am ong lading tw ist polarized and unpolarized distrioution
functions recently derived by So er fL0] (see also [IL]) and the possbility of its satu-
ration.

In the Pollow ing we shall provide a theoretical determ ination ofh; x) in a con ne—
m ent m odel, the chiral chrom odielectricm odel [17], which hasbeen already succesfuilly
used to com pute other leading tw ist structure finctions and various nuclkon properties.
In particular, the avor structure ofh; w illbe described In detailand the e ects ofthe
peculiarQ CD evolution ofh; Investigated. A prediction forA: willalso be presented.
A swe shall see, due to the di erent evolution ofh‘iI and g, A rp tumsout tobemuch
an aller than Ay, .

T he quark transverse polarization distrbution reads ]
)= = d e ™ WS, 3 ()2 s+ ONS,idec ot @)

A sin ilarexpression holds forthe antiquark distribution, w ith the exchangeof and Y.
N ote that in eq. (1) only the Yood’ light-cone com ponents ofthe elds, , = % +
appear, signaling that h; isa lading tw ist quantity. T he h; distrdoution m easures the
di erence in the number of quarks w ith transverse polarization parallel (") and anti-
parallel #) to the proton transverse polarization. This can be m ade transparent by
Introducing the P auli{ Lubanskiprofctors P ?"# = % @ » 5) and Inserting a com plte
set of states £X ig .n eg. @). W e then get
X
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In a (profcted) m ean— eld approxin ation, the m atrix elm ents in eq. @) can be
rew ritten in tem s of single{particlke (quark or antiquark) m atrix elem ents. Fora avor
f one thus gets
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where ’ is the shglequark wave function, m isthe proction of the quark soin along
the direction of the nuckon’s soin, P (£; ;m ) is the probability of extracting a quark
of avor f and soin m leaving a state generically labelled by the quantum number
The overlap function A (p ) contains the details of the interm ediate states and ofthe
profction used to obtain a nuclkon w ith de nite linearm om entum from a three{quark
bag (see for hstance {13,12]). The intem ediate states which contribute to egs. £3)
are 2gq and 3qglqg states for the quark distrlbution, and 4qg states for the antiquark
distribution.

At this point, we can already discuss qualitatively the So er nequality f10], which
reads

d &+ gfx) 2h®)7; )

where gt is the helicity distrbution filnction and q° the unpolarized density. T his
relation has been proved in the parton model I, 11] (for a Q CD {in proved parton
m odeldiscussion of So er’s inequality see f15]), and issatis ed avorby avorby both

the quark and the antiquark distrbbutions. An interesting issue is whether So er’s
inequality is saturated in som e quark m odel (which m eans that hjjtakes itsm axin al
value). To clarify this problem It us w rite the varous leading tw ist distrioutions in
an explicit form

X X
q &) = P (£ im)F &) ©5)
£ X Xm (m + 3=2)
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In eq. ) p° is the profction of the mom entum in the plane perpendicular to the
proton’s traectory (chosen to be the z axis), and the currents have been w ritten in
term s of the single quark wave-function in m om entum space

!

u )
PV )

N otice that the three quantities F ;G ;H satisfy theequality: F )+ G K) =
2H (x). This has kd to the erroneous conclusion {L0] that the nequality @) is sat-

" Eim) = n )

urated for a relativistic quark m odel, such as the M IT bag m odel. It is clear from
egs. (5-7) that the spin{ avor structure of the proton, which results in the appear-
ance of the probabilities P (£; ;m ), spoils this argum ent and prevents In general the
saturation of the nequality.

So er’s inequality is saturated only in very soeci ¢ (@nd som ehow unrealistic) cases.
For Instance, it is saturated when P (£; ; 1=2) = 0, which happens if the proton is
m odeled as a bound state of a scalar diquark and a u quark. O f course, this is too a
rough picture of the proton. However, it is interesting to note that in SU (6) the is
a bound state of a scalar{isoscalar ud diquark and an s quark: the h; distrbution of
the Jatter then attains the m axin al value com patble wih @).

Another instance of saturation iswhen ¥ = G = H and P (£; ; 1=2) =
2P (£; ;1=2). It is easy to verify that this happens for the d quark distrbution in
a nonrelativistic m odel of the proton with an SU (6) wavefunction.

Apart from the two particular cases illustrated above, So er's Inequality should not
be expected to be saturated, and indeed it is satis ed but not saturated in the m odel
we present here.

T hem odelofthe nuclkon that we use to com pute all ngredients appearing in eq. @)
and then to evaluate the quark distribution functions is the chiral chrom odielectric
model CCDM ) [12]. The Lagrangian ofthe CCDM reads

1 > 1 5, ., 1 2 1 2
i ™M = — Uud(;); 10
+ 2(@ ) > +2(@ )+2(@ ) (i) 10)

where U ( ; ) is the usualm exican-hat potential, see eg. [L6]. L describes a system

of Interacting quarks, pions, sigm as and a scalarisoscalar chiral singkt eld . The



param eters ofthem odel are: the chirmlmeson massesm = 0:14GeV,m = 12Ge€V,
the pion decay constant £ = 93 M €V, the quark{m eson coupling constant g, and the
massM ofthe eld. The param etersg and M , which are the only free param eters of
the m odel, have been univoquely xed by reproducing the average nuckon-delta m ass
and the isoscalar radius of the proton.

The CCDM Lagrangin () contains a single{m ininum potential for the chro-
modielectric ed :V ()= M ? ?.A doubk{mninum version ofthe CCDM isalso
widely studied and used (see for instance [['1]). W e have checked that the structure
functions com puted in the two versions ofthe CCDM do not di er sensbly.

T he technique used to com pute the physical nuckon state appearing i eq. {I) is
based on a doubl proction ofthe m ean— eld solution on linear and angularm om en—
tum eigenstates. T his technigue was already used to com pute the static properties of
the nuckon [6], the unpolarized and the Iongitudinally polarized distrbution finc—
tions [17] and the nuckon electrom agnetic form factors [19]. W e refer the reader to
these references form ore details.

The interm ediate states labelled by the quantum numbers i eg. @) are alo
com puted w ithin the CCDM . Notice that they are adm itted in the m odel, since this
hasno color. T he lightest states contrbuting to the quark distributions are the diquark
states (scalar ud and vectorial uu;ud). These correspond to diagram s in which a
quark is extracted and probed by the photon. It tums out that m ore m assive states
(Bglg states arising from an antigquark insertion) give sm aller contributions to the
structure functions and are im portant only at small x. The antiquark distribution
receives contrbutions from the 4qg states, which corresoond to diagram s w ith a quark
Insertion. W e explicitly found that all these tem s saturate wih a 4% accuracy
the nom alization of the u and d valence distributions. This fi1l 1im ent of the valence
num ber sum rule is of course a crucial check of the reliability of our calculation. The
momentum sum rule is satis ed aswell: in ourm odel f14,17], at Q 2 the valence carries
about 75% of the energy-m om entum , the rem aining part being carried by the m esons
and the dielectric eld which, in the soirit of the CCDM , embodies nonperturbative

2The single{m ninum CCDM seem s to be preferable in the light of quark m atter calculations I{_1§?:]



glue).

T he transverse polarization distrlbutions of quarks and antiquarks obtained from
eg. @) ushg the chiral chrom odiekctric m odel are shown I Figs. 12. W e should
recall that the distrbutions com puted In a quark m odel have no dependence on the
mom entum transfer. They represent a picture of the nuckon at some low scale Q %,
the \m odel scak" . Since at such Iow scales higher twist e ects are i portant, the
structure functions ocbtained in quark m odels do not necessarily describe the physical
nuclkon at Q %, but can be used as initial conditions for the A ltarelli{P arisi evolution
from Q% to a larger scale, where higher tw ist contrdbutions are absent. In previous
works {14, 17] we showed how to determm ine the m odel scale by com paring the m odel
prediction for the valence m om entum w ith the experim ental value and found for the
CCDM Q5= 0:16GeV?. W e start from this scale the QCD evolution of our transverse
polarization densities.

Being chirally odd, h; (x;Q0?) does not m ix wih glion distrbutions, which are
chirally even. Thus its Q ? evolution at leading order is govemed only by the process
of gluon em ission. T he A tarelli{P arisi equation ©rthe QCD evolution ofh; (x;Q?) is

dhi ;0% Q% “lay

= e, pnCi0h; a1
dlogQ? 2 x Y y

where the lading order solitting function Py (y) has been com puted by A rtru and

M ekh [B]and reads
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TheM ellin transform s ofthe splitting function Py, (y) are the anom alousdin ensions }fn)

R
which govem the Q ? dependence ofthem om ents ofhl,hl(n) ©?) 01 dxx® 'h; &;02),
according to the m ultiplicative rule
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where n¢ is the number of avors. In particular, shoe }fl) = 2=3,the rstmoment

R
ofh; and the tensor charge g dx (Y h]) decreasewih Q2 as
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Hence the Q? evolution of h] x;Q?%) and q(Q?) is di erent from that of the helicity
distrbutions q(x;Q ?) and ofthe singkt axialcharge (©Q ?2). The Jatter is constant
in Q?, being related to them atrix elem ent of a conserved current. T herefore, although
all existing m odel calculations (including ours) give results for hi very close to those
cbtained for g, one should kesp in m ind that this scenario is valid only at the m odel
scale Q. Attypicalexperin entalscalesh{ and garedi erent in m agnitude and shape
as they have evolved di erently from sim ilar inputs, and the assumption hf /¥ g is
no longer tenable.

T he evolved distribution fiinctions at Q2 = 25 GeV? are also shown in Figs. 1{2.
The tensor charges at thisscalk are: u= 0:969; d= 0250.

To illustrate the di erent evolution ofthe longiudinal and the transverse polariza—
tion distrdbutions we com pare h] and u in Fig. 3. It is evident that, although at Q S
the two distrdbutions are aln ost identical, after the evolution they are largely di erent
at an all x. In particular, the transverse distribbution is considerably an aller than the
Iongitudinalone forx < 0:d. A sim ilar situation occurs for the d distrbutions.

Let us tum now to the possible determ ination ofh;. The m ost prom isihg way to
detect the transverse polarization distrioution istom easure the double-spin asym m etry
in the D rellY an process w ith tw o transversely polarized proton beam s. T his quantity
isgiven by (seeeg. B):

* L &hl M B (M ) + @$ b)
’ ¢ €AKa M ?)qp;M ?) + @$ b ; )
where we have labeled by a;b the two incom ing protons, the virtuality M 2 ofthe quark

Arr = arr

and antiquark distribbutions is the squared m ass of the produced dilpton pair, and
X.;%p;M 2 are related to the center ofm ass energy P sby x,%, = M %=s. T he partonic
asymmetry a;r is calculablke in perturbative QCD [] and varies between 1 and 1.
The doubk longiudinal asymm etry A1 has an expression sin ilar to {15), with the
transverse distrbbutions replaced by the longitudinal distrbutions q(x;M ?).

In Fig.4 we show ourpredictions OrAr=arr atp s= 100G eV ? and rvariousM 2
values. For com parison A =a;; is also shown. N otice that the transverse asym m etry
is an increasing function of the dikpton squared m ass; however it rem ains about one

order ofm agnitude sn aller than the longitudinalasymmetry. Ih Fig.5wepresent A



forx, xp,= 0 asa function of the center ofm ass energy: one can see that increasing
pE leads to a further depltion of Ar¢ . The di erence between A and A¢r is an
e ect of the di erent evolution ofh; and g in the an alkx region, which dom inates
the D rell{Yan asym m etries.

T he present calculation leads us to conclude that A ismuch an aller than it was
expected on the basis of naive estin ates. This is con m ed by a m odel{ independent
study of D rell{Yan asymm etries which will be reported In a ssparate paper. The
extraction of h; is then a m apr challenge for experin entalists but is certainly worth
attem pting as it can add an in portant piece of Infom ation to our know ledge of the
proton.

Oneofus (VB) would like to thank the Institute ofN uclear T heory at the U niversity
ofW ashington for tshogoitality and the U S.D epartm ent of E nergy forpartial support
during the com pltion of this work.
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Fi.1

Fig.?2

Fig.3

Fi. 4

Fig.5

F igure C aptions

T he transverse polarization distribution of quarksh; x) at them odel scale Q% =
016 Gev? (dashed line: hY; dotted line: hY) and at Q2 = 25 GeV? (solid line:
hY; dot-dashed Ine: h{).

Sam e asFig. 1 for the antiquark distrbutions h{.

C om parison ofthe evolution ofthe transverse polarization distribution h] (dashed
line: Q% = Q3 = 0416 GeV?; solid line: Q% = 25 GeV?) and of the longitudinal
polarization distrbution u (dotted line: Q ? = Q2 = 0:6 GeV?; dot-dashed
line: Q%= 25Gev?).

P redictions forthe D relkY an double transverse asymm etry A rr=arr (dot-dashed
lne:M 2= 50G&V?;dashed line: M ? = 25GeV?; solid Ine: M ? = 10G&V?). For
com parison, the double longitudinal asymm etry A =a;;, is shown forM 2 = 10
Gev? (dotted line). A 1l curves are obtained with ~ s= 100 G&V .

D ependence on M ? ofthe transverse doubl spin asymm etry at x, x,= 0 (dot—
dashed line: p§= 100 G eV ; dashed line: ~ s= 300 G&V; solid line: pE = 500
Gev).
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