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Valence quark distributions of the proton from maximum entropy approach
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We present an attempt of maximum entropy principle to datevalence quark distributions in the proton at
very low resolution scal€3. The initial three valence quark distributions are obtdinéth limited dynamical
information from quark model and QCD theory. Valence quashritbutions from this method are compared
to the lepton deep inelastic scattering data, and the wigedygl CT10 and MSTWO08 data sets. The obtained
valence quark distributions are consistent with expertadenbservations and the latest global fits of PDFs.
Maximum entropy method is expected to be particularly usefthe case where relatively little information
from QCD calculation is given.
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I. INTRODUCTION butions of the proton using maximum entropy method, based
on some already known structure information and properties

Determination of parton distribution functions (PDFs) of Of the proton in the naive quark model and QCD theory. The
the proton is of high interest in high energy physics [1-5],maximum entropy principle is a rule for converting certain
as PDFs are an essential tool for standard model (SM) phdYP€s of information, called testable information, to alpro
nomenology, theoretical prediction study and new physicgPility assignment [7=10]. In this analysis, the known prop
search. In perturbative quantum chromodynamics (QCD) thegrties of the proton are the testable information; and the va
ory, factorization allows for the computation of the hard-pa €nce quark distributions are the probability density fiores
ton scattering processes involving initial hadrons, whigh ~Nneeded to be assigned. Maximum entropy method gives the
quires the knowledge of the PDFs in the nucleon. The widel)}eaSt biased estimate possible on the given informatiors. It
used PDFs are extracted from global QCD analysis of experi¥idely used in Lattice QCD (LQCD).[11. 12], with reliable
mental data on deep inelastic scattering (DIS), Drell-Yay)( ~ results and highféciency.
and jet production processes. The initial parton distitins The organization of the paper is as follows. A naive non-
at low scaleQ? are called the nonperturbative input. ValencePerturbative input is introduced in Sectioh I1. Sectiondis-
quarks are the main part of the nonperturbative input, fey th cusses the standard deviations of parton momentum distribu
take most of the momentum of the proton. In the global ana|y1ions, which are related to the quark confinement and Heisen-
sis, the nonperturbative input is parameterized and QCB evd€rg uncertainty principle. In SectignllV, the maximum en-

luted to highQ? to fit with experimental measurements. tropy method is demonstrated. Sectioh V presents compar-

So far, the nonperturbative input cannot be calculated jisons of our results with experimental data and the globallan

theory, due to the complexity of nonperturbative QCD. There/SiS .results. Finally, discussions and summary are given in
has been an attempt of calculation of valence quark distribusecuorm'
tions in the framework of the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model [6].
Valence quark light cone momentum distributions in the nu-;; A NAIVE NONPERTURBATIVE INPUT FROM QUARK
cleon are in agreement with global analysis. Determination M ODEL

of the nonperturbative input not from the global fit proceslur
but also helps us understand the structure and nature of thg,,qy, and describing the reaction dynamics. Quark model

distributions is important for detailed study of sea quarks portant inner structures of the hadrons. The proton cansist

intermediatex region. of a complex mixture of quarks and gluons in hard scattering
In this article, we try to determine the valence quark distri processes at high?. In the view of quark model, the ori-
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gin of PDFs are the three valence quarks. In the dynamicalules for the naive nonperturbative input

PDFs model, the sea quarks and gluons are radiatively gener- 1 1

ated from three dominated valence quarks and “valencé-like f (X, Q3)dx = Zf dv(x, Qd)dx = 1. (3)

components which are of small quantities [4,113, 14]. 0 0
The solutions of the QCD evolution equations for parton

distributions at highQ? depend on the initial parton distribu-

Since there are no sea quarks and gluons in the naive nonper-
turbative input, valence quarks take the total momenturef t

. . L roton. We have the momentum sum rule for valence quarks
tions at Iong. An ideal assumption is that the proton con- P q

sists of only three valence quarks at extremely t@ﬁv Thus, at Q(ZJ’
a naive nonperturbative input of the proton includes merely
three valence quarks [15+18], which is the simplest injt&at

ton distributions. All sea quarks and gluons at high> Q3

are dynamically produced in QCD evolution. In fact, there [1l. STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF QUARK
are other types of sea quarks at the starting scale, such as in DISTRIBUTION EUNCTIONS
trinsic seal[19, 20], connected seal [21-23] and cloud seéa [24

26]. Nonetheless, the naive nonperturbative inputis g#yer  confinement of quarks is a basic feature in non-abelian

a good approximation, because other origins of sea quagks agage field theory [28]. Phenomenologically, Cornell peten
of small quantities. The naive nonperturbative input witlee ;5| is successful for describing heavy quarkonium, whiek h
valence quarks is very natural in quark model. linear potential at large distance [29) 30]. The linear ptis

We get the specific starting sca@ = 0.064 GeV (with s also realized in LQCD [31, 32]. In MIT Bag model [33+35],
Aqcp = 0.204 GeV for £3 flavors) for the naive nonpertur- fields are confined to a finite region of space. Without doubt,
bative input, by using QCD evolution for the second momentsalence quarks inside a proton are confined in a small space
of the valence quark distributions [27] and the measured moregion.
ments of the valence quark distributions at a higQér[4]. According to Heisenberg uncertainty principle, the mo-
The running coupling constants and the quark masses are menta of quarks in the proton are uncertain, which have the

the fundamental parameters of perturbative QCD. The convesrobability density distributions. Heisenberg uncertjrin-
nient approximate formula of coupling constant is used in ouciple is

analysis. The running coupling constant we choose is

1
fo x{uy(x, QF) + dy(x, Qf)ldx = 1. (4)

oxX0p = ﬁ (5)
as(@) 1 2
4r Boln(Q2/A2)° (1) To avoid misidentification, the capitlin above formula de-

notes the ordinary space coordinate, as lowercaskeady
in which 8y = 11— 2f/3 andAEg‘*s*G = 204175132665 denotes the Bjorken scaling variable. CapRatienotes the
MeV [4]. For theas matchings, we takey = 1.4 GeV,m, = momentum atX direction. oy is the standard deviation of

45 GeV,m = 175 GeV. the space position of one parton ¥ direction, andop is

In our analysis, valence quark distribution function%t the standard deviation of momentum accordingly. In quan-
are parameterized to approximate the analytical solution ofum mechanics, the uncertainty relationcigoe = 0.568:
nonperturbative QCD. The simplest function form to approxi for @ particle in a one-dimensional box, anttoe = 7/2

mate valence quark distribution is the time-honored cazedni  for quantum harmonic oscillator at the ground state. In or-
parametrizationxf (x) = AxB(1 — x)€ [1]. Hence, the simplest der to constrain the standard deviations of quark momentum

parametrization of the naive nonperturbative input isterit  distributionsoxop = 71/2 is taken for the three initial valence

as quarks in our analysis instead @kop > 7i/2.
ox is related to the radius of the proton. An simple es-
Uy(%, Q3) = AuxBi(1 - X, 5 timation of ox is ox = (27R%/3)/(xR?) = 2R/3, in which
dy(x, Q3) = Agx®(1 - x)©. @) R = ,/<rZ > is charge radius of the proton. Proton charge
radius is precisely measured in muonic hydrogen lamb shift
For the parametrization above, there are poles-ad andx = experiments, which is obtained to be 0.841 fml [36, 37k
1 torepresentthe singularities associated with Reggevil#ha of each up valence quark is divided by/2for there are two
at smallx and quark counting rules at large up valence quarks in the space region. This is an assumption

In quark model, the proton has two up valence quarks angve proposed, not the Pauli blocking principle. The two up va-
one down valence quark. Therefore, we have the valence sulance quarks have positive electric charges, therefasydry



3

hard for them approaching each other closely. Consequentlpe 0.427. The corresponding valence quark distributioas ar
we havery, = 2R/3 andoy, = 2R/(3 x 21/3). ) 0,065 000

Bjorken variablex is the momentum fraction of one parton Uv(X. Qo) = 4.589¢ (1 - X~
to the proton. Therefore, we define the standard deviation of dy(x, Qf) = 7.180x>*?7(1 — x)>*%°.
X at extreme low resolution sca@% as

)

(oa
oy = M—'; (6)

-0.68
M, is the mass of the proton, which is 0.938 GeV [38]. Nat-

ural unit is used in all the calculations of this work. Fiyall 0.7
constraints for valence quark distributions from QCD cosfin

ment and Heisenberg uncertainty principle are expressed as @ 0.72

follows:
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By performing Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Piat
IV, MAXIMUM ENTROPY METHOD (DGLAP) evolution [39+-41], valence quark distributions at
high scale can be determined with the obtained input in Equa-

From above analysis, we do know a lot of information abouttlon (@). There are only three valence quarks in the proton.

the valence quark distributions, but we still cannot getetke Higher twist corrections to DGLAP equation for valence evo-

o . . L lution are small, for the density of valence quark is not big.
act distributions. By applying maximum entropy principles ) ) g ) .

, T With DGLAP equation, the obtained naive nonperturbative in
can find the most reasonable valence quark distributioms fro

the testable information which are the constraints dismliss put can be tested with the experimental measurements at high

2
above. The generalized information entropy of valencekgiar =~ > ) .
The isoscalar structure functiodr; from neutrino and an-

is defined as
tineutrino scattering data provides valuable informatain
o 1[2 Uy(X, Qg)ln(u\,(x, Q(Z))) valence quark distributions. The connection betwe€n
0 2 2 (8) and valence quark distributions is given B¥s(x, Q) =
+ dy(x, QR)In(ch,(x, Q2))]dx. Xuy(X, Q%) + xdy(x, Q?). Our predictedkF3 as a function of

x at highQ? is shown in Fig[ 2, compared with results from
The best estimated nonperturbative input will have thedstrgy NuTeV and CCFR experiments. The predictde is in ex-
entropy. Valence quark distributions are assigned by tgkin cellent agreement with the experimental data in largegion
the maximum entropy. (x > 0.2). On the whole, our result is consistent with the
With constraints by Equations](3].] (4) afd (7), there is onlyexperiments except for a small discrepancy aroxnsd 0.1.
one free parameter left for the parameterized naive nompert The discrepancy is maybe due to the over simplified assump-
bative input. We tak®y as the only one free parameter. Hig. 1 tion of the naive nonperturbative input. Our assumed vaenc
shows the information entropy of valence quark distribngio quarks at the starting scale take all the momentum of the pro-
of the proton at the starting scale as a function of the paietme ton. However, there are intrinsic sea quarks and connected
By. By taking the maximum of the entropBy is optimizedto  sea quarks in the proton at the starting scale besides ealenc



quarks. Recent researches show that the momentum distribu-
tions of both intrinsic se& [20] and connected sea [23] peak B
aroundx = 0.1 at highQ?. If the intrinsic sea and connected 107

sea are considered in the naive nonperturbative input,learp 5 £ wa_o ‘ ]
dicted xF3 will become smaller around = 0.1. CT10 and 2% H -
MSTWO08(LO) data sets of QCD global analysis are also plot- i H ﬁ{_ t ¢ $ { x=0.65 |
ted in the figure. Our predictedr; is close to that from CT10 10% & f k E

and MSTWO08(LO).
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FIG. 2: Comparisons of our predicted structure functxés (solid

line) with experimental data from NuTeV (squares) [42] ar@dFR

(open circles)|[43]. Only statistical errors of the expesittal data  the deuteron structure. Our result is in excellent agre¢men
are plotted. Results of CT10 (dashed ling) [2] and MSTWO0§(LO with the experimental data in large x region.

(dotted line) [[3] from global fit are also shown here.

o
K 1
Structure functior, plays quite a significant role in de- 08l 5‘}[}; Q*=115~12 GeV? 1
termining PDFs, for it is related to quark distributions di- S i s ]
rectly. As we know, valence quarks dominate in laxgegion. 2. 06F a
Therefore,F, at largex is mainly from contributions of va- ; - 1
lence quarks. By assuming there are no sea quarks d.4, % o4 -
the calculatedr, as a function ofQ? are shown in Fig.[]3, T [ © NMC : ]
compared with recent result from HERA [44]. Basically, our 0.2~ e J-Amngonetal ﬁ .
. . . [ — Valence contribution B
predictedr, are consistent with the*p neutral-current DIS L | | | | 1
data. % 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Structure function ratidF'z‘/Fg is sensitive to up and down
quark distributions. In large region, it is mainly related to
sumption of isospin symmetry between the proton and th@re shown with experlmental data. Our predidigdatios are calcu-
neutron, up valence quark distribution in the proton is iden !ated without contrlbutlon§ of sea qu.arks. NM_C data (ODG_mwS)

. . e . is taken from|[45]. Detailed analysis data (circles) [46frizm J.
tical with down valence quark distribution in the neutroig.F ) _

h the predicted structure function ratig&yE® from Arrington et al. The plotted errors of experimental datataeetotal
@ shows p ) ] St 2 uncertainties.
valence contribution only. Sea quarks are ignored in theueal
lation. Experimental results from NMC [45] and J. Arrington
et al. [46] are also shown in the figure. Data from J. Arring- Up and down valence quark ratialg/u, are extracted in
ton et al. are detailed analysis of previous experiment@ da neutrino DIS and charged semi-inclusive DIS processes.
within the framework of relativistic quantum mechanics for Our predictedd,/u, ratios are shown in Fig[]5 with exper-



imental results from CDHS [47], WA21 [48] and HERMES

[4€]. Predictedd,/u, ratios atQ? =2.5 and 40 Ge¥are both [ ]
plotted in the figured,/u, ratios have a wea®?*-dependence. 08~ Q? =10 GeV? ]
The predictedd,/uy ratios agree well with the experimental I ” ]
data. 061 MSTWO08(lo) - B
o | — This work ]
* 04 ]
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© 0 2: 5 FIG. 6: Comparisons of our predicted valence quark momentum
s A g distributions (solid lines) with global QCD fit CT10 (dashetk) [2]
ol ‘ 8 and MSTWO08(LO) (dotted line) [3].
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FIG.5: Comparisons of our predicteld/u, ratios (solid and dashed nonperturbative inputis introduced, and obtained, thatigh

lines) with experimental results from CDHS (open triangiéf],  USt an approximation of the complex proton. Secondly, the

WA21 (open circle)|[48] and HERMES (squares)|[49]. The plot- basic features of valence quark distributions are relatethlet

ted errors are the total errors. HERMES data is at m@ar= 24  classic quark model assumption, the radius of proton and the

GeV?. Q? of CDHS data varies from 3.3 to 42.9 GEWQ? of WA21  mass of proton. Thirdly, the equation of the uncertainty re-

data varies from 3.4 to 36.5 GéV lation for valence quarks is taken as the relation for quantu
harmonic oscillator at the ground state, which implies the e

istence of QCD strings [50, 51]. More detailed study of the

Fig. [@ shows comparisons of our predicted up and downy,nfinement potential will put on more accurate constrats
valence quark momentum distributions, multiplied fyat  yhe yncertainty relation. Finally, the time-honored céoah

. . . .
Q® = 10 GeV? with the global fits from CT10L[2] and parametrization scheme for valence quarks is very simple, b
MSTWO08(LO) [3]. Generally, our obtained up and down va- acceptable.

lence quark momentum distributions are consistent with the
popular parton distribution functions from QCD global anal
Sis.

Maximum entropy method is applicable for obtaining de-
tails of interest with least bias in situations where rekti
little information is given. It is dificult to calculate the radius
and mass of the proton from nonperturbative QCD. LQCD
VI. DISCUSSIONSAND SUMMARY cannot acquire the detailed information of nucleon stmectu
so far. However, we do know the radius and mass of the pro-

Valence quark distributions are given from maximum en-ton from measurements in experiments and the confinement of
tropy method. This is an interesting attempt of determin-quarks in QCD theory. With these experimental observations
ing parton distribution functions using a new method indtea @and some assumptions, the best estimate of valence quark dis
of the conventional global fit method. The obtained valencdributions are obtained from maximum entropy method. This
quark distributions are consistent with the experimerttabp- ~ mMethod can be easily applied to other hadrons because of its
vations from high energy lepton probe and PDFs from globafimplicity. Maximum entropy method is particularly useful
analysis. The determined valence quark distributionseae r for digging reasonable results in situations where redéfiv
sonable, and can be used for making theoretical predictions little information from QCD calculation is given.
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