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Double parton correlations in the bag model
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Double parton scattering is sensitive to correlations between the two partons in the hadron, including
correlations in flavor, spin, color, momentum fractions and transverse separation. We obtain a first
estimate of the size of these correlations by calculating the corresponding double parton distribution
functions in a bag model of the proton. We find significant correlations between momentum fractions, spin
and flavor, but negligible correlations with transverse separation. The model estimates of the relative
importance of these correlations will help experimental studies disentangle them.
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L. INTRODUCTION

High-energy scattering processes such as Drell-Yan pro-
duction, pp — €*€~, are described by the scattering of
two incoming partons, and the cross section is given by the
convolution of a partonic scattering cross section ¢ and
parton distribution functions (PDFs). Sometimes two hard
partonic collisions take place within a single hadronic
collision, a process which is known as double parton
scattering (DPS). DPS is higher twist, i.e., it is suppressed
by a power of AéCD /Q?, where Q is the partonic center-of-
mass energy of the collision. Despite this power suppres-
sion, the DPS scattering rate is still large enough that it has
become a background for new physics searches at the
LHC. For example, DPS contributes to same-sign WW
and same-sign dilepton production [1-4] and is a back-
ground for Higgs studies in the channel pp — WH —
€vbb [5-8]. DPS has been observed at the LHC; a
preliminary study using 33 pb~! of data found that 16%
of the W + 2 jet events were due to DPS [9].

In the original work on DPS, the cross section was
written as [10]

1
do = E Z [dzlel-j(xl, X, 21, W)F (3, x4 21, @)
i,j.k1

X 6 (x1x3+/5, )6 j1(xax4/5, ). (1)

The double parton distribution function (dPDF)
F;;(x1,x5,2, ) describes the probability of finding two par-
tons with flavors i, j = g, u, i1, d, . . ., longitudinal momen-
tum fractions x;, x, and transverse separation z ; inside the
hadron. The partonic cross sections ¢ describe the short-
distance processes, and S is a symmetry factor that arises
for identical particles in the final state. Equation (1) ignores
additional contributions that are sensitive to diparton corre-
lations in flavor, spin and color, as well as parton-exchange
interference contributions [11-14]. These correlations are
present in QCD, and one of our goals is to estimate the size
of these effects.

It is commonly assumed in DPS studies that the depen-
dence on the transverse separation is uncorrelated with the
momentum fractions or parton flavors,
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Fij(xl» X, 2y, M) = Fij(xlv X3, w)G(zy, p). (2)

In addition, a factorized ansatz is often made,

Fij(xl; Xy, W)
= filxy, p)f i, w)O(1 — x; — x)(1 — x; — xp)",
(3)

where f denotes the usual (single) PDF. The factor
(1 — x; — x3)(1 — x; — x,)" smoothly imposes the kine-
matic constraint x; + x, = 1, and different values of the
parameter n > (0 have been considered.

The dPDF is a nonperturbative function, but once it is
known at a certain scale w, its renormalization group
evolution can be used to evaluate it at a different scale.
The evolution of F;;(xy, x5, ) was determined a long time
ago [15,16]. It has recently been extended to include the z |
dependence and describe correlation and interference
dPDFs [12-14,17]. The color-correlated and interference
dPDFs are all Sudakov suppressed at high energies [14,18]
and will, therefore, not be considered.

Eventually, the dPDFs will be determined by fitting
to experimental data, just as for the usual PDFs.
Reference [19] goes a step in this direction, showing how
angular correlations in double Drell-Yan production may
be used to study spin correlations in dPDFs. In this paper,
we determine the dPDFs at a low scale u ~ Agcp using a
bag model for the proton [20]. This model calculation
provides an estimate of the importance of various diparton
correlations, which can be used to guide the experimental
analysis. It also provides an estimate of dPDF distributions
in the absence of more accurate determinations directly
from experiment.

We follow some of the existing structure function cal-
culations in the bag model [21-23]. There are obvious
limitations to this approach, just as for bag model calcu-
lations of the usual PDFs. First of all, the bag model only
describes valence quarks. Bag model calculations are only
meaningful when the fields in the dPDF act inside the bag,
which restricts the momentum fractions x = 1/(2MR) ~
0.1, where M is the proton mass and R is the bag radius.
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Finally, the bag was treated as rigid in the early literature,
Ref. [21]. A consequence is that momentum is not
conserved, and parton distributions do not vanish outside
the physical region (x > 1). Alternative treatments of the
bag were proposed to alleviate this problem [22-24].
We emphasize that we are not attempting to use the most
sophisticated bag model description of the proton. Rather,
we simply want to provide a first estimate of the size of
the various correlation effects. Bag model PDFs are
usually chosen as the initial value of PDFs at a low scale
i ~ Aqcp, which are then evolved to higher scales using
their QCD evolution. Since in the bag model the valence
quarks carry all the momentum, this initial scale p needs to
be taken quite low [22].

We also investigate Eqs. (2) and (3) in this paper,
using our bag model results. We find that Eq. (2) holds
reasonably well, but Eq. (3) is badly violated. Problems
with Eq. (3) have already been pointed out in Ref. [25],
using sum rules and the evolution of the dPDF. (Though
Eq. (3) may still be approximately true when one of
the momentum fractions x; is small; see, e.g., Ref. [26]).
In the simplest bag models of the type we consider, the
color-correlated dPDFs F” are given by —2/3 times the
color-direct dPDFs F!, since diquarks are in a 3 represen-
tation of color.

II. CALCULATION

We briefly summarize the ingredients of the bag model
[20] that are needed to calculate the dPDFs. The bag model
wave functions are the solutions of the massless Dirac
equation in a spherical cavity of radius R. We only need
the ground state, which is given by

JO(erl/R)Xm

v, (r 1) =N(.A .
it oj (Qrl/R)xp

)eiQt/R’ (4)

for a bag centered at the origin. Here {) = ER, with E the
energy of the particle,

1 O 1 6mT
,_ 1 _ :
N B —sn2Q A7 (5,,1,1 ) ®)

J; are spherical Bessel functions, and m =1, |. The con-
dition that the color current does not flow through the
boundary r#Wy , T4W|,—z = 0 leads to

Jo(Q) = j1(Q) = Q = 2.043, (6)

and we will take R = 1.6 fm in our numerical analysis.
The quark field is expanded in terms of bag wave
functions, quark creation and annihilation operators
a;(a), a? (a) and antiquark creation and annihilation opera-
tors b;(a), blT(a). These operators create or annihilate
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quarks and antiquarks in a bag centered at r =a
[see Eq. (14)].

The spin-up proton wave function is given in terms of
the standard quark model wave functions as

1
V6

As usual, the color indices are suppressed, and the wave
function has to be symmetrized over permutations.
Ignoring color, one can also write the wave function in
terms of bosonic [27] creation operators,

luud)2| 1) = [ 11D = | 1) (7

1P 1r = &) = —[aly@)al; @l @)

A

— aZT(a)aL(a)aZT(a)]IO, r=a) (8

Here |P 1,r = a) and |0, r = a) are the proton and empty
bag state, respectively, both at position a. The a;m(a)
denotes the creation operator for a quark of flavor g with
spin m in a bag at position a.

An important difference between various calculations in
the literature is the treatment of the overlap between empty
bags at different positions,

(0,r = al0,r =b) = 86%(a—b) in Ref.[21],
(0,r =al0,r =b) =1 in Refs.[22,23].

€))

These opposite limits treat the bags as either completely
rigid or fully flexible, and the latter will be our default. We
will return to the rigid bag in Sec. IID. To account for the
displacement between bags, we follow Ref. [22] in taking

fa,(a), al (b)) = 5, f W (x — D)W, (x —a).  (10)

For the rigid bag, these are replaced by the familiar anti-
commutation relations

{a;, al} = 5y, (11)

where we only need the relation when a and at are at the
same bag position, because of Eq. (9).

The proton state with momentum p is constructed using
the Peierls-Yoccoz (PY) projection [28],

1

P =

fd3aeia'P|P, r = a), (12)

where ¢5(p) fixes the (nonrelativistic) normalization of the
state. The functions ¢, (p) are given by

)P = [dne o [axvix—appe [ (3)

which we will need for n = 1, 2, 3.
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The final ingredient is the expression for quark fields
acting in the bag. The field for a u quark relative to a bag at
a is given by [22]

u(x, t) = Z aum(a)\llm(x — a)e—iﬂt/R +
m=1,|

(14)

Here *“...” denotes contributions from other bag states that
will not be needed." The expression for d quarks is similar.
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A. Single PDF

We first summarize the well-known calculation of the
(single) PDF in the bag model. The light-cone vectors are

n* = (1,0,0,1), a* = (1,0,0, —1), (15)
and we assume the light-cone gauge n-A = 0. In the

proton rest frame, where p* = (M, 0),2

dzt .. i\ 71
gx) = ZMfLe‘”‘MZ 2P, p = 0|517(z+ E)—q(O)IP, p=20)
4 2
dZ dk] dk2 dkg s _0 +
= Py 0 m 0 0 P 0 2M I(XM R+klz)z /2 2 3
3 pir = Ol O, O x =020 [ o @m
X (k) — k)2 8(ks — ko)W, (k) 2T, (1y) 2202
: 2 163 (0)]

= Z (P,r =

my,my=T1,|

= Z (P,r =

my,my=1,|

0lal,., 0)a,,, (0)|P,r = 0>

qmy

Here zt =n-z, ¥ denotes the Fourier transform of v,
and ¢, is given by Eq. (13). The overall factor of 2M is due
to the nonrelativistic normalization of states. The delta
function on the fourth line sets

a7)

implying that the peak of the PDF is at x = Q/(MR),
independent of the quark flavor. This disagreement with
experimental measurements of # and d may be alleviated
by refining the bag model; see, e.g., Ref. [29]. We will
restrict ourselves to the simplest bag models in this paper,
so its limitations should be kept in mind while using the
results.

In using Eq. (14), we assumed that the field g acts at the
position of the bag of the left state and ¢ at the position of
the bag of the right state [22]. The matrix element of
Eq. (16) contains all the dependence on the spin-flavor
wave function of Eq. (7), which is connected with the
spin of the bag wave functions through the sum on m, ,.
For the unpolarized single PDF, only m; = m, contributes,
and the matrix element simply counts the number of quarks
of a given flavor ¢ in the proton,

'"We will not consider the so-called z graph or four-quark
intermediate state contribution [21,23], where the field creates
an antiquark. This only contributes at small x and is thus outside
the range of validity of the calculation.

2We also use the notation ¢ for the PDF fq-and qq, qAq, ...

for the dPDFs F, , F

qq° qu, ceee

(2m)?

= 2
Olaqml (O)quz(o)lp o 0>2M.[(2 )3 q,ml(k)gi (k)wa(ﬂw - 9 + kz)

PXOR R
. |21
fmx dKIIKIT, 00, W01 (16)
= > (P,r=0laln(0)a,,(0)|P,r=0). (18

m=1,]

The extension of Eq. (16) to longitudinal and transversely

polarized quark distributions is given by replacing ’;‘ by ’2{ Vs

for Ag and ’Ef'y ' vs for 8q. Aq and ¢ only contribute in
processes involving longitudinally and transversely polar-
ized protons, respectively. The matrix elements required
are evaluated in Sec. IIC. To aid the evaluation of the
remaining integral in Eq. (16), convenient expressions for
the functions ¢; and the bag wave function in momentum
space are given in Appendix A. The resulting PDFs are
compared in Fig. 1.

Lo b b wn by g

11

FIG. 1 red), Au

(color online).
(dashed blue) and 6u (dotted green).

The proton PDFs u (solid
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The spatial distribution of partons inside the nucleon
are also probed by the electromagnetic form factors, which
are independent of the renormalization scale. They have
been calculated within the bag model that we are using,
showing reasonable agreement with experiment [30].
Calculations of form factors for more sophisticated bag
models can, for example, be found in Refs. [31-33].

J

F X — dzy dzy dzf
X 2 1 2 3
’11112( I Z’ZJ_) 8mTM [7747

X <P,p = 0||:511(sz+ zl)

e—ilez;r/2e

_i|C|:6?2(22+ g)g]déh,c(z; g + zl)qzyd(O)IP, p= 0>_ (19)
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B. Double PDF

We calculate the double PDF using the definitions
in Ref. [14]. We will not consider color correlated or
interference double PDFs, since these are Sudakov
suppressed. The spin-averaged dPDF F, , (x|, x5, Z]) is
defined as

—iszz;/Zeilez;/Z

It is convenient to work in terms of the Fourier-transformed distribution F, ., (x, x, K | ). Evaluated in the bag model,

Fo g, x0, k1) = '[dzzieizl'kLFqlqz(xl’XZ’ z))

Z (P,r

my,my, M3, Ny

dk, dk, dk;

X8TM | G @) )

where ¢, is given by Eq. (13). Results for the matrix
elements on the second line of Eq. (20) are given in
Sec. IIC. The remaining integrals were numerically
performed using the expressions in Appendix A and the
CUBA integration package [34].

C. Spin correlations

The computation of spin-correlated dPDFs is almost

identical to Eq. (20). For F(x;, x5,z ), the spinors 5 i ®% i

in Eq. (19) are replaced by Refs. [12-14]

Fagisg, Lys®Lys

Fsq,84, ’2{'}&75 ®§7f275

Foi50, iz felyhensys

Frgis0, - Mlzzl §75 ®§Zi'}’5

F%qlﬁm M2|ZZL|4 (Z’izi + %Zzlg )2 YuYs ®§7V75

= Ola;lr]ml (0)a$2m2 (O)aqzm4 (O)aq|m3 (0)|P: r= 0>

5<X1M -

7=~
X (277)252(le - k3J. kJ_)\Pml(kl)E

Q Q Q
E + klz)6<X2M - —+ kzz)é(le - E + k3z)

lpy(k; + k,)|?
[p;(0)>
(20)

U, (k; +k, —k3)

I

We will always use these momentum-space spin struc-
tures in plots. The relationship between F and F is not
simply a Fourier transform and is given in Appendix B.
The additional factors of —i in F, s, and Fag s,
ensure that these dPDFs are real. The spin structure
Aq,6q, vanishes in our calculation. Assuming for
simplicity that k is along the x direction, this follows
from the reflection ki, — —kyy, ky, — —ky,, under
which the integrand in Eq. (20) is odd. Though this is
due to the form of the bag model matrix elements, it
suggests that the spin structure Ag;d¢q, is likely smaller
than the others.

We now evaluate the spin-flavor matrix elements that
enter in the single and double PDFs. Since we suppressed
the antisymmetric color wave function of the proton, the
creation and annihilation operators essentially satisfy com-
mutation relations. For the unpolarized and longitudinally
polarized single PDF, only m; = m, contributes, and we
find the weighting:

As in Eq. (20), we switch to momentum space, for which it
is convenient to modify some of the spin structures:

f‘llaqz ;(_AZ/I£®27L6/-LVkJ_’Y5
Frqo0, Lﬁzd 2{75 ®—]ﬁ75
2M? Y 2 my i
3415112 |k, |4(k kv J_gJ_ )27/#75®27V75

q m (P1labmag,lPD
u 1 5/3
u 1 1/3
d 1 1/3
d 1 2/3

For 64, we need a transversely polarized proton
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1
|P—) = ﬁ(lP D+ 1P L. 21

The nonvanishing matrix elements are

q m myp <P - |a;m] aqm2 |P _>>
u 1 l 2/3
u ! 1 2/3
d 1 ! -1/6
d ! 1 -1/6

The dPDFs we consider are invariant under spin flip
(they are only sensitive to diparton spin correlations), so
we can simply use a spin-up proton. The dPDF for dd in all
spin combinations vanishes in the bag model since there is
only one valance d quark in the proton. The nonvanishing
matrix elements are

(P11l malymagmagm P

4/3
1/3
1/3
1/3
1/3
1/3
4/3
1/3
—-2/3
—-2/3

q1 42 myp my

3
=

T ¥ T ¥ =

ool @SR
e e e
—_, e [ - - —
andiani i dhndl E it e dl I
w
—_— s e - - - —

T T T 8=

Note that due to these spin-flavor correlations, the dPDF
for uu and ud do not simply differ by an overall factor, as is
the case for the single PDF.

D. Rigid bag
For a rigid bag, the overlap of empty bag states is

(0,r = al0,r = b) = 53(a — b). (22)

The only change to the single PDF in Eq. (16) is that it
removes the PY factor |, (k)|?/|¢5(0)|?. This factor sup-
presses the ‘“‘leakage” of the PDF into the unphysical
regions x <0 and x > 1, without affecting the integral
over all x, see Sec. IIE. The PY factor is plotted in
Fig. 2, and the PDF with and without the PY factor is
shown in Fig. 3.

Similarly, the rigid bag overlap in Eq. (22) removes the
factor |¢,(k)|?/|h5(0)|* (also plotted in Fig. 2) from the
double PDF in Eq. (20). In this case, the dPDF factors, and
there are no correlations between the momentum fractions
x; and x,, which is a clear shortcoming of treating the bag
asrigid. Atk | = 0, the rigid bag dPDF takes a particularly
simple form:
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S VYN ()
....... |62 (k)/B3 (O

TTTT

W
TT T T[T T T [TT T T [TT T I [TTTT[TTTT]

FIG. 2 (color online). Plot of the PY factors which enter the
calculation of the single PDF (dotted blue) and double PDF
(solid red). They suppress the PDFs in the unphysical regions
x>1and x <O.

c
Fu 0 x0, ki =0) = —192g,(x))qp(xy),  (23)
n’Il 92

where the coefficient ¢, ,, is fixed by the spin-flavor wave
function

cf]l‘]z = z <P’ r= Olagl’nl(o)a;ﬂﬂz(o)

my=m3
my=my

X a gy, (0)ay, . (0)|P, ¥ = 0). (24)

From the tables in Sec. II C, we find that ¢, = ¢,; = 2.

E. Normalization

The normalization of the single PDF and dPDF is given
by integrating over all x, including unphysical regions.
Both treatments of the bag in Eq. (9) will be considered.
The single PDF in a rigid bag gives

5-k T T T { T T T { T T T { T T T { T T T i

- —— With PY 1

s Without PY
3.F ]
5 f ]
s L 1
2.5 —
1.E J
O.k PR TR S (NN SN T SN N SO SR SR NN S S NN"""“—‘F

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

X

FIG. 3 (color online). Plot of the bag model proton
PDF u(x) with (solid red) and without (dotted blue) PY
factors.
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o0 /ﬁ
fdxq(x) fdx(Zw)z »[IxM /i d|k||k|‘1’ (k)i m(K)

d’k i ~
_ t
=2n, B )3\If (k) \If(k)
=and3.‘yl‘1'(y)l2
=n,. (25)
Here we used that
A i #ii ﬁrf
0 — 7 AT
2 4’ 4 4 =1 (26)

This second equation and the symmetry between n and 7
implies that we could replace #7/4 — 1/2 in Eq. (25).
The corresponding calculation with a flexible bag, i.e.,
including the PY factor, is

[ dxg(x)
|y (k)|

N =
(277')2,[ .llxM Q/Rldlk”quf (k)i n(k )|¢3(0)|2

__ Mg &k & Pt hit ~ )
.0 ) Gay Lr0 7 Tn(0)]d2(K)]
__n &’k et e
_m Wfd3xld3ylek Wy, — % Py
X fd3xze—ik~xz[/dy2qff(y2 _Xz)‘l’(yz)]2=nq

(27)

and has the same normalization. However, the PY factor
reduces the PDF at unphysical x. Specifically, 2% of the
contribution to the integral in Eq. (27) is from the unphys-
ical region, compared to 11% in Eq. (25).

For the dPDF, the normalization for the rigid bag follows
from Egs. (23) and (25)

‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘
- e lk.|=0GeV
10~ R - [k.|=02GeV ]
T 3 ——— |k.|=0.4 GeV ]
<4 [ PPN — |k.|=0.6 GeV ]|
X | K lk.|=0.8 GeV |
~ /’ AT
5k K \‘ s -
§ L /I o -
= / —— ‘\\ i
L e N N 1
e ~ \

F /// \\\\‘\ X -

0 e L = it 41 VNS SRR |

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

X1

FIG. 4 (color online).
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f dxyduydzy F o) (x1, 5 21)

c
= 9 [dxldxz%(xl)%(xz) Cpqr  (28)

111 112

where the coefficient ¢, ,, is given in Eq. (24). The calcu-
lation including the PY factor is similar to Eq. (27)

]dXIdXZdZZJ_qu(Xl, X0, Z])

Ehy Py gy W

=4dcyq, am? Cm)? (k1)7‘1'(k1)
N lp1(k; + ky)I?
X W(ky) — ‘P(kz)—|¢3(0)|2
[1+ O(<1%)]. (29)

111!12

The small correction with respect to Eq. (28) arises
because we can no longer replace #ii/4— 1/2.
Specifically, Eq. (A1) implies

n R3()? .
(k)i\lf(k) h(s% + 2S1S2kz + S%),
R3Q2
t = 24 2
TP = (57— s (6 + 53 (30)

Since the momenta k, and k,, become correlated through
¢1(k; + Kk,), this implies that (k. k,.) # (k. }Kk,,) = 0.

III. PARTON CORRELATIONS

We are now ready to investigate the size of the
various diparton correlation effects using the bag
model dPDFs. We start by studying the dependence of
the dPDF uu(x;, x,,k;) on x; and |k, |, keeping
x, = 0.4 fixed for simplicity. As the left panel of Fig. 4
shows, the dPDF reduces significantly with increasing
|k | |. In the right panel, we test the ansatz in Eq. (2) that
the dependence on x; and k ; is uncorrelated by dividing by

2. [ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ]

< o k. |=0GeV 1
~ H = ---- |k.|=0.2GeV
$ r N ——— k.|=04GeV ]
S [ iy \ —— |k.]=0.6 GeV ]
SR v/ \ lk.|=0.8 GeV 1
/: r .I// q
2 = .1// -
~ F y;/// ]
S Y 7
2 0.5 i / —

Ra? L // ]
= [ 4
= r 4
0. L oo b by T\N U R —Y ]

0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1

RY

The double PDF uu(x;, x,, k) as a function of x; and |k, | for fixed x, = 0.4. The right panel tests

the ansatz in Eq. (2) that x; and k| are uncorrelated. This holds reasonably well, since the different |k | curves are nearly

identical.
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15 T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T
L )C2=0.1 i
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=t 7N cmes =03 1
? 10 ’/“\x -\ 2_0'4 .
.él . 2N 3 ——— X=U. A
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E [ x=0.6
B L J
S S5+ |
= . 4
0 L PR f
0. 1.
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FIG. 5 (color online).
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=0)/u(x2)
111 1 l 1111

uu(xg,x2,k

X]

The double PDF uu(x;, x,, k) as a function of x; and x, for fixed k; = 0. In the right panel, we

divide by u(x,) to test the often-used assumption in Eq. (3) that the x; are uncorrelated. This clearly fails, since the ratio depends

strongly on x,.

uu(0.4,0.4,k ;). If the ansatz holds, the universal trans-
verse function G(k | ) should drop out in this ratio, making
the result independent of k ; . As the plot shows, this seems
to holds quite well. It only breaks down for the largest
values of |k ||, where the dPDF is orders of magnitude
smaller than at |k | | = 0. We also note that there is some
leakage into the unphysical region x; + x, > 1, as was the
case for the single PDF in Fig. 3, though this effect is
reasonably small.

Next, we explore the x;, x, dependence of dPDF
uu(xy, x5, k ) for k| = 0, which is shown in Fig. 5. As
X, 1s increased, the peak of the x; distribution moves to
smaller x;, responding to the reduced momentum avail-
able. The peak height reduces as well, though not for small
X, since the bag model only describes the valence quarks.
To test the factorization ansatz in Eq. (3) for n = 0, we
divide by u(x,) in the right panel. Since the resulting

un(xg,x2,k. =0)/[u(x)u(xz)]

FIG. 6 (color online). The correlation between the momentum
fractions of two u quarks in the proton is shown by plotting
the ratio of the double PDF uu(x;, x,, k| = 0) to the product of
two single PDFs u(x;)u(x,).

distributions clearly still depend on x,, correlations
between x; and x, are important. Inclusion of the factor
of (1 — x; — x,)" does not alter this conclusion. The cor-
relations can also be seen in the three-dimensional plot of
Fig. 6. We remind the reader that this conclusion depends
on the treatment of the bag, since x; and x, would be
uncorrelated if a rigid bag was assumed (see Sec. 11 D).

The relative size of the various spin structures in
Sec. I C are studied in Fig. 7. They are shown as a function
of x; (top row) and |k | | (bottom row), keeping all other
variables fixed. All spin structures show a similar depen-
dence on x; and k |, though there is a hierarchy between
their sizes. Figure 7 also illustrates the differences between
the uu (left column) and ud (right column) dPDF. Unlike
the single PDF, where the difference between u and d was
simply an overall factor of n,/n,; = 2, the dPDF has more
flavor dependence. This arises through the spin depen-
dence and the correlations in the spin-flavor wave function.
As Fig. 7 shows, the difference between uu and ud is fairly
small. However, the spin correlations are about twice as big
for ud than for uu.

The shape of the |k ;| dependence is reasonably well
described by a Gaussian,

1

G(k,) = ﬁe—ki/@“). 31)
mTT

The width o depends slightly on the spin structure:

uu Aulu Sudu udu Sudu’
o(GeV) 0.25 0.27 0.32 0.25 0.29

ud Auld Sudd udd Sudd’
o(GeV) 0.22 0.27 0.22 0.25 0.26

Note that in the bag model, uéd = ddu.
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FIG. 7 (color online).
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Comparison of the double PDF spin structures as functions of x; or |k | |, keeping the other variables fixed. The

left panels show the uu double PDFs, and the right panels show the ud double PDFs. The udu, udu, Sudu', Auld, udd and udd’
distributions are negative, and we have changed their sign in these plots. Note that ud and dudd are almost indistinguishable.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have computed the dPDFs using a bag model for the
proton. The bag model results should be treated as the
dPDFs at a low scale, which can then be evolved to higher
energy using the known QCD evolution equations [14,17].
We find substantial diparton correlations in the proton in
spin, flavor and momentum fraction, which have tradition-
ally been ignored in analyses of double parton scattering,
but only a small correlation with the transverse momentum
k. The uu and ud dPDFs are not simply related to each
other, or to the single PDFs u and d, because of the
spin-flavor correlations in the proton quark model wave
function in Eq. (7). The results in this paper provide
quantitative results for these diparton correlations, which
will help in the experimental analysis of double parton
scattering at the LHC.
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APPENDIX A

We collect simplified expressions for the bag model
wave function in momentum space and the functions ¢,
needed for the PY projection. Several of these results were

already obtained in Ref. [23]. The Fourier transform of the
wave function is

¥ (k) = / dPxe*x T (x)

27 QR3/? (
0? —sin2Q)

S](f))(m )) (Al)
SZ(K)k *OXm

where k = |k|R and

_ I[sin(k — Q) sin(x + Q)
sl(")_i[ K—Q K+ Q ]

s2(6) = 2jo( Q)1 () = 5 51(x),

(A2)

and y,, is defined in Eq. (5). For the unpolarized and
longitudinally polarized single PDFs, this leads to

= 7= TR*O)? N
lI,mE\I}m = m(s% + S% + ZS]SQkZ),
= - TR3Q)?
Py = (—1 m+3/2
np Vs = U e )

X [s3 4+ s2(1 — 2k%) + 25,55k, ] (A3)

For the transversely polarized PDF, we need
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_ . = A y
‘1’157175‘1’1 + ‘1’157175‘1’1

TR3Q)? A R
= 7l 80 - 2k) + 2amnk] (A4)
The functions ¢,,, used in the PY projection, are
24 "gR3O"? o dv | 2kv
2= in—71"(v), (AS
PR = [ s T W), (45)
with
1 — cos2() 1 sin2Q)
T(v) = (Q - % — v) sin2v — (5 + 31;19 )
1 sin2Q} 1 — cos2Q)
X cos2v + 3 + 50 202 V2. (A6)
APPENDIX B

The relationship between the dPDFs F and F defined in
Sec. IIC is

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 87, 034009 (2013)

iM? .
Fosa ki x0.k ) =—— [dzje®r? (k) - z))
kJ.
X Fqlﬁqz('xly x2r ZJ_))

iM? o
j:Aqléqz(xl;XZ) k)= 17 dzlelkL "Lk -zy)
k_L

X FAqIqu(xl’XZ’ ZJ_),
M* _
Fsg5g,(x1 X2, K1) = K. fdzielkl =
1

X [2(k_]_ . ZJ_)Z - kiZi

X nglaqz(xl,xz, ZJ_). (Bl)

The factors of k - z arise because ¢; 8¢, and Ag,6¢, have
1 angular momentum one, and 8q;6¢% has L angular
momentum two. The other spin structures are not affected
when switching to momentum space, so F, ,, (x;, x5, k)
is the Fourier transform of F, (x1, x5, 2 ), etc.
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