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Exploring the proton spin structure

Cédric Lorcé

Abstract Understanding the spin structure of the proton is one of therohal-
lenges in hadronic physics. While the concepts of spin abdadiangular momen-
tum are pretty clear in the context of non-relativistic guemmechanics, the gener-
alization of these concepts to quantum field theory encesiserious difficulties. It
is however possible to define meaningful decompositions@ptoton spin that are
(in principle) measurable. We propose a summary of the pte#eiation including
recent developments and prospects of future developments.

1 Introduction

Understanding how the proton spin arises from the spin ahdabmotion of its
constituents is one the most challenging key questionsdndméc physics. Hadrons
are very peculiar physical systems as their constituethhly relativistic and
confined. One has therefore to use cunning in order to untheglinternal struc-
ture.

While it is clear that a proton at rest has total angular maomerd = 1/2, the
decomposition of the latter in terms of spin and orbital cbations associated with
guarks and gluons is not unique, creating some confusionaisithg serious con-
troversies among physicists. Most of the discussions featos determining which
one of the proposed decompositions has to be considereé dghisical” or fun-
damental one. Now that the dust has settled, it turns outlieangular momentum
decomposition is intrinsically ambiguous because of Lr@md gauge symmetry.
However, this does not imply that the question of the angulamentum decompo-
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sition does not make sense at all, but rather emphasizeadhtnét the description
of a physical phenomenon does not need to be unique. Whah@dsred as the
“physical” or fundamental description usually turns oub®the simplest or most
convenient description at hand.

While measurable quantities are necessarily gauge imtaiidas recently been
recognized that they need not be localnaanifestly Lorentz covariant. Departing
from locality or manifest Lorentz covariance leads to araliigs as there exists in
principle infinitely many ways to do so. What saves the dayhét tt is the way
the physical system is probdde. the experimental configuration, which determines
the natural or sensible departure from locality or manikesentz covariance. For
example, the internal structure of the proton is essentf@bbed in high-energy
experiments which provide us with a natural preferred dioadbreaking manifest
Lorentz covariance. This preferred direction can then leelus define the natural
angular momentum decomposition.

One of the crucial questions now is to identify the experitabobservables from
which the orbital angular momentum (OAM) can be extractedniyidifferent re-
lations and sum rules have been proposed in the last two decadkating some
sort of confusion. One of the remaining tasks consists irfglag the validity and
scope of these relations and sum rules.

In this contribution, we summarize the present situatiod mr@ntion some re-
cent developments. In sectibh 2, we briefly discuss the twulifzs of proton spin
decompositions. In sectidd 3, we collect various spin sulasrand relations. In
sectior#, we introduce the notion of quark spin-orbit clatien and show how it
is related to measurable parton distributions. Finallycatect our conclusions in
sectionb. For the interested reader, more detailed dimnsssan be found in the

recent reviews [24, 50].

2 Kinetic and canonical spin decompositions

There are essentially two types of decompositions of théoprepin operator: ki-
netic (also known as mechanical) and canonical. These tpestyiffer by how the
OAM operator is split into the quarlg) and gluon G) contributions

J:Sq+Lgin+L%n+SGa

(2)
:Sq+Lgan+L(?an+SGa
where
s [dry'izy, = [rE X ATy
Lin= [drolrxiDy, L =L&— [dr(D® E)xx Adye (@)
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Fig. 1 The proton spin decompositions. The first three are the Belia, Ji and Wakamatsu ver-
sions of the kinetic decomposition. The last one is the Glie@h canonical decomposition which
is the manifestly gauge-invariant version of the Jaffe-baar decomposition. The contributions
in gray are nonlocal or not manifestly Lorentz covariant.

The gauge field has been decomposed into two pastsA pure+ Aphys WhereApyre
is a pure-gauge potential. The pure-gauge covariant dégaare then given by
Dpure= —O — igApure andDgB,e: —0o% — gfabCAgure A nice physical interpreta-
tion of the differencd pot= L, — Ldan= L& — LS, known as the potential OAM,
has been proposed in Ref] [6].

The complete gauge-invariant kinetic and canonical deawsitipns [1) are
known in the literature as the Wakamatsul[48, 49] and Ghet [7,[8] decompo-
sitions, respectively. The Chehal. decompositon can be seen as a gauge-invariant
version (or extension) of the Jaffe-Manohar decomposifi@l). These complete
gauge-invariant decompositions seem to contradict te@ktltaims about the im-
possibility of separating in a gauge-invariant way the glaagular momentum into
spin and OAM contributions. This impossibility is circurmted by introducing the
non-local fieldsApure andAphys [29,[30], where the pure-gauge fiedghyre plays the
role of a background field [31, 82]. Background dependenea tmplies that the
decompositiorA = Apyre+ Apnyscomes with a new freedom

Apure Apure+ B, Aphys+ Aphys— B, Q)

referred to as the Stueckelberg symmeiry [29, 47], makiaglttompositions am-
biguous asa priori any pure-gauge fielépyre can be used. This issue is however
solved by noting that the actual experimental conditiorisiueine the form of the
background field to be used [29,/51].

Incomplete kinetic decompositions avoid the uniquenesseigrom the begin-
ning. In the Ji decompositioq [15], the gluon spin and OAM trilnitions are com-
bined to form the gluon total angular momentum

Jgn:sG+Lgn:/d3rrx(EaxBa) @)
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which is local and therefore free from the Stueckelberg gunby. In the Belinfante
decomposition, one further combines the quark spin and OANtributions into
the quark total angular momentum

Jkln_Sq"H'kln /dSrer VO D+V2D°)LU (5)

so that one can ertékm =1 x P © with Pkln = k?,j] T whereTkln is the sym-
metric kinetic (or Belinfante-Rosenfeld) energy-momentensor. See Fif] 1 for a

summary of the decompositions.

3 Spin sum rulesand relations

Using the Belinfante-Rosenfeld version of the energy-mutoma tensor, Ji obtained
the remarkable result that the quark/gluon total kinetigidar momentum can be
expressed in terms of twist-2 generalized parton distiobist(GPDs)[[15]

(388 = / dxx[H%C(x, 0,0) + E4C(x, 0,0)]. ©6)

This relation holds for the longitudinal componént= J- P/|P| and does not de-
pend on the magnitude of the proton moment@nj16,[21/23]. By rotational sym-
metry, itis also valid for the transverse component, bug amthe proton rest frame.
Considering the transverse component of the Pauli-Lubaaskor does not prevent
frame dependence of the separate quark and gluon conbnis#2[ 24, T2, 10].

Subtracting from Eq[{6) the longitudinal quark spin cdmition, which is given
by the isoscalar axial-vector form factor (FF) in & scheme

(S = 3GA(0), @)
one obtains the following expression for the longitudinaduck kinetic OAM
(L) = / dxx[H9(x,0,0) + E%(x,0,0)] — 1 GI(0). ®)
The same quantitie can also be expressed in terms of a V@SEB[45] 20, 1P, 34]
(Lo ) = / dxxGJ(%,0,0) ©)
which appears in the longitudinal target spin asymmetryeafdly virtual Compton

scattering[[®].
The most intuitive expression for OAM is as a phase-spaegyiat [35/40]

(LYC(w)) = /dXdzkl d?b; (b x k1 )p¥C(x kb %), (10)
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Table 1 Results for the quark OAM from two light-front quark modets i, d and total (1+ d)
quark contributions.

Model LFCQM LFxQSM
q u d Total u d Total

(Lean Eq.[13)
<Lgan> Eq. [12)

0.131 —-0.005 Q126 0.073 —0.004 Q069
0.169 —-0.042 Q126 0.093 —-0.023 Q069

0.071 Q055 0126‘ —0.008 Q077 Q069

where the relativistic phase-space or Wigner distribuﬁ&ﬁ(x, k,,b,;#) can be
interpreted as giving the (quasi-)probability for finding@npolarized quark/gluon
with momentumxP™ k) at the transverse positidn_inside a longitudinally po-
larized proton. In this semi-classical interpretatiorg Euclidean subgroup of the
light-front formalism plays a crucial role in providing a iikdefined transverse cen-
ter of the proton[[46,14,]5]. These phase-space distribstiaoe related by Fourier
transform to the so-called generalized transverse-mameependent distribu-
tions (GTMDs) [41[3B,38], leading to the simple relatio®[31,[19]

WIS ) = [ dxelk gy FEC(. 0.k, 00 7). CEY

The type of OAM is determined by the shape of the Wilson lifie namely
(L) = (L9C(Htaign)) and (LED) = (L9C(#apid) [6, 130,[18]. Unfortunately,
it is not known so far how to extract GTMDs from actual expegirts, except per-
haps at smalk [41]. Interestingly, they are however in principle caldl&on the
lattice [17].

In the context of quark models, it has also been suggesteththguark canonical
OAM could be related to a transverse-momentum dependéribdison (TMD)

o
(L = = [ ekPhe iy K2 ), (12)

but this relation is not valid in general in QCD[37] just lik¢her relations among
the TMDs [36]. In Tablé1L, the various expressidis (B)Y (Id L2) for the quark
OAM are compared in two light-front quark models: the lidignt constituent
quark model (LFCQM)[[1[ 2,42, 48, 44] and the light-front rhiquark-soliton
model (LFxQSM) [26,27[28]. While all the expressions agree for thaltGiAM,
as they should, they differ in the flavor decomposition.

4 Spin-orbit correlation

What is referred to as the quark spin/OAM contribution to pineton spin corre-
sponds more precisely to tleerrelation between the quark spin/OAM and the pro-
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ton spin. There exists another interesting independengletion characterizing the
proton spin structure, although it does not appear in théoprepin decomposi-
tion, namely the correlation between the quark spin and tleekgOAM. Like the
OAM operators, one can define a kinetic and a canonical versithis spin-orbit

correlation[[35] 33]
CEin = /dswa%(X x D)y,
Cl, = / Pxytys(x x iDpure) .

Like the average kinetic OAM contribution to the proton spire average quark
longitudinal spin-orbit correlation can be expressed imgeof twist-2 and twist-3

GPDs[33]

(13)

(Ci) = § [ dod19x,0,0) — 1 [F{(0) — g3 HE(0))
g a4
_ / dxx(GY(,0,0) + 26I(x, 0,0)].

Remarkably, this shows that not only the first moment but tdecsecond moment
of the quark helicity distribution has physical interest.
The quark spin-orbit correlation can naturally also be egped as a phase-space

integral [35/338]

(AW )) = / dxad?k, a0, (by x k1)l W (x k. by #), (15)

where the relativistic phase-space distributtﬁﬂ%]q(x,kL,bL;W) can be inter-
preted as giving the difference between the (quasi-)pritibtd distributions of
quarks with polarization parallel and antiparallel to tbeditudinal direction. In
terms of the GTMDs, this relation reads [35! 19, 33]

(I = / dxak, K G3,(x,0,k 1,0, 7). (16)

Once again, the shape of the Wilson liedetermines the type of spin-orbit corre-
lation, namely<cli‘in> = (CY(Wstraighy) and(Can) = (CYUHstapie)) [33]-

Because of the valence number constrafjt0) = 2 andF{(0) = 1 and the
small mass ration, g /4My ~ 1073, the essential non-perturbative input we need is
the second moment of the quark helicity distribution

1 5 1
/ dxxHq(x,0,0):/ dxx[Aq(x) — AT(X)]. (17)
J1 0

Contrary to the lowest mome[ﬁf1 dxHg(x,0,0) = jbl dx[Aq(x) + AG(x)], this sec-
ond moment cannot simply be extracted from deep-inelastittexring (DIS) polar-
ized data. However, by combining inclusive and semi-ineiBIS, separate quark
and antiquark contributions can be extracfed [25]. Theyalan be computed on
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Table 2 Comparison between the lowest two axial momentsufandd quarks as predicted by
various quark models, with the corresponding values obthfrom the LSS fit to experimental
data atu? = 1 Ge\? and lattice calculations at?2 = 4 Ge\2 and pion massn; = 293 MeV.

Model | [dxHY(x,0,0) [dxHY(x,0,0) | [dxxH"(x,0,0) [dxxH%(x,0,0)
NQM 4/3 ~1/3 4/9 ~1/9
LFCQM 0.995 —0.249 0.345 —0.086
LFxQSM 1.148 —0.287 0.392 —0.098
LSS [28] 0.82 —0.45 ~0.19 ~—0.06
Lattice [3] 0.82(7) —0.41(7) ~0.20 ~ —0.05

the lattice [3]. In Tabl€R2, the first two moments of the quaekidity distributions
computed within the naive quark model (NQM), the LFCQM arglltkx QSM are
compared with the values obtained from inclusive and seulitsive DIS datd [25]
and from lattice calculation5][3].

From these estimates, one obtains a negative kinetic qpariosbit correlation
for both quark flavors(C, ) ~ —0.8 and(CZ ) ~ —0.55, meaning that in average
the quark spin and kinetic OAM are expected to be antipdr&lethe contrary, the
canonical version of the quark spin-orbit correlation egrpeio be positive in the
models[[35], showing the importance of the quark-gluonratgon.

5 Conclusion

There are essentially two types of proton spin decompastithe kinetic one and
the canonical one. It has recently been recognized thatdretinteresting and in
principle measurable. The crucial missing piece in the@rapin decomposition
is the contribution coming from the quark and gluon orbitagalar momentum.
Several relations and sum rules have been proposed inehgtlite, but few proved
to be of practical significance. The current most promisimgraaches are based on
the extraction of generalized parton distributions att®iand 3 from experiments,
and the direct calculation of orbital angular momentum anl#ttice.

Another important aspect of the proton spin structure isthie-orbit correlation
which escaped attention until recently because it doesarttibute to the proton
spin decomposition. Like the orbital angular momentunrgdtaee two types of spin-
orbit correlations, and both are in principle measurabiés piece of information is
of crucial importance if one aims at obtaining a completecdpson of the proton
spin structure.

Acknowledgements | benefited a lot from many discussions and collaboratiorib &i Leader,
B. Pasquini and M. Wakamatsu. This work was supported by #igi& Fund F.R.S.-FNR@a
the contract of Chargé de Recherches.



8

References

S.
S.
VR
. M.
M.
M.
X.

D.
B
B
B

Boffi, B. Pasquini, and M. Traini, Nucl. Phys 689, 243 (2003).

Boffi, B. Pasquini, and M. Traini, Nucl. Phys6B0, 147 (2004).

Brattet al. [LHPC Collaboration], Phys. Rev. B2, 094502 (2010).

urkardt, Phys. Rev. B2, 071503 (2000) [Erratum-ibid. B6, 119903 (2002)].
urkardt, Phys. Rev. 32, 094020 (2005).

urkardt, Phys. Rev. B8, no. 1, 014014 (2013).

Cédric Lorcé

-S. Chen, X. -F. Lu, W. -M. Sun, F. Wang and T. Goldman, iBev. Lett.100, 232002
(2008).

(2009).

141 (2014).

. A. Harindranath, R. Kundu and A. Mukherjee, Phys. Letf2B, 63 (2014).
. Hatta, Phys. Lett. B08, 186 (2012).
. Hatta and S. Yoshida, JHER10, 080 (2012).

. Hatta, K. Tanaka and S. Yoshida, JHEI®2, 003 (2013).
. L. Jaffe and A. Manohar, Nucl. Phys3B7, 509 (1990).

ZZTZTIOZIW@IINOO0000000000000MMMMMOUR AXX XX T < <<

-D. Ji, Phys. Rev. Let#8, 610 (1997).
D. Ji, Phys. Rev. [38, 056003 (1998).

Ji, Phys. Rev. Letfl10, 262002 (2013).
Ji, X. Xiong and F. Yuan, Phys. Rev. Letf9, 152005 (2012).

X. -S. Chen, W. -M. Sun, X. -F. Lu, F. Wang and T. Goldman, RIRev. Lett.103, 062001

A. Courtoy, G. R. Goldstein, J. O. G. Hernandez, S. Liut & Rajan, Phys. Lett. B31,

Kanazawa, C. Lorcé, A. Metz, B. Pasquini and M. Schlleghys. Rev. D90, 014028

014).
. V. Kiptily and M. V. Polyakov, Eur. Phys. J. &, 105 (2004).
Leader, Phys. Rev. 8, 051501 (2012).

Leader, Phys. Lett. B0, 120 (2013).

. Leader and C. Lorcé, Phys. Rev. L&it1l, 039101 (2013).
. Leader and C. Lorcé, Phys. Regtl, 163 (2014).

Leader, A. V. Sidorov and D. B. Stamenov, Phys. Re82[114018 (2010).

Lorcé, Phys
Lorcé, Phys
Lorcé, Phys
Lorcé, Phys
Lorcé, Phys
Lorcé, Phys

. Rev.
. Rev.
. Rev.
. Rev.
. Lett.
. Rev.

24, 054019 (20086).
8, 034001 (2008).
9, 074027 (2009).
B7, 034031 (2013).

B19, 185 (2013).

BB, 044037 (2013).

Lorcé, Nucl. Phys. 25, 1 (2014).
Lorcé, Phys. Lett. B35, 344 (2014).
Lorcé. arXiv:1502.06656 [hep-ph].

Lorcé and B. Pasquini, Phys. Revd@) 014015 (2011).

. Lorcé and B. Pasquini, Phys. Rev8@) 034039 (2011).

. Lorcé and B. Pasquini, Phys. Lett7B0, 486 (2012).

. Lorcé and B. Pasquini, JHEBOQ9, 138 (2013).

Lorcé, B. Pasquini and M. Vanderhaeghen, JHEIS, 041 (2011).

Lorcé, B. Pasquini, X. Xiong and F. Yuan, Phys. Re@5D114006 (2012).

. Meissner, A. Metz and M. Schlegel, JHEI®8, 056 (2009).

. Pasquini, M. Pincetti and S. Boffi, Phys. Rew7D) 094029 (2005).

. Pasquini, M. Pincetti and S. Boffi, Phys. Rew/&) 034020 (2007).

. Pasquini, S. Cazzaniga, and S. Boffi, Phys. Rex8,34025 (2008).

. Penttinen, M. V. Polyakov, A. G. Shuvaev and M. StrikmRhys. Lett. B491, 96 (2000).
. E. Soper, Phys. Rev. I, 1141 (1977).
. N. Stoilov/ arXiv:1011.5617 [hep-th].
. Wakamatsu, Phys. Rev.&1, 114010 (2010).

. Wakamatsu, Phys. Rev.&3, 014012 (2011).

. Wakamatsu, Int. J. Mod. Phys.29, 1430012 (2014).
. Wakamatsu, arXiv:1409.4474 [hep-ph].


http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.06656
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.5617
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.4474

	Exploring the proton spin structure 
	Cédric Lorcé
	1 Introduction
	2 Kinetic and canonical spin decompositions
	3 Spin sum rules and relations
	4 Spin-orbit correlation
	5 Conclusion
	References



