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A bstract

T he phenom enon of scaling in degp inelastic kpton-nuclkon scat-
tering isusually explained In termm s ofthe Feynm an parton m odel, and
the logarithm ic corrections to scaling are explained in the fram ew ork
ofperturbative Q CD .For testing the validity ofthe parton m odel, we
consider the deep Inelastic electron scattering in a m odelin which the
systam electrom agnetic current operator explicitly satis es relativistic
Invariance and current conservation. Let the struck particlke have the
fraction of the totalmom entum in the In nie m om entum fram e.
Then it is shown that, due to binding of particles in the system under
consideration, the B prken variabl x no longer can be interpreted as

, even In the B prken Iim it and in zero order of the perturbation the-
ory. W e argue that, as a resul, the data on desp inelastic scattering
alone do notm ake i possible to determ ine the distrbution ofquarks
In the nuclkon.

1 Introduction

T he phenom enon of scaling In desp inelastic scattering © IS) was rst ex—
plkined in the fram ework of approach developed by B jprken [I]. Another
explanation was proposed by Feynman P] in the fram ework of the parton
m odel. A coording to thism odel, the process of absorption of a virtual pho—
ton wih the 4-m omentum g such that i jis very large, can be describbed
assum Ing that the nucleon consists of point—like partonsw hich do not interact
w ith each other at am alldistances. Let P “be the 4-m om entum ofthe nucleon
In the n nitemomentum frame (M F) where the nuckon m oves along the
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positive direction ofthe z axisw ith the velocity close to the velocity of light.
Let also the struck parton have the fraction  of the nuclon’s m om entum .
Then the 4-m om entum of this parton in the nalstate isequalto PY+ g.
W e consider the process in the B prken lim it when ¥ jand 2 @ %q) are very
large, but the quantity x = ¥ F2® %) is not too close to 0 or 1. Then
assum ing that ( P°+ g)? does not exceed the square of the nuclon’s m ass,
we conclude that In the B prken Im it = x. For this reason the authors of
som e textbooks and papers even do not distinguish the quantities and x.

In QCD thepartonsarenaturally identi ed w ith quarks, and the fact that
they do not interact at am all distances is treated as the consequence of the
asym ptotic freedom . M ore exactly, using som e assum ptions, it can be shown
that in the B prken lin it = x and B jprken Scaling take place In zero order
In § Where 4 istheQCD rmunning coupling constant), while the interaction
between quarks and gluons can be taken into account perturbatively (leading
to Jogarithm ic breaking of scaling and the relation = x). Note however that
the technigue ofthe operatorproduct expansion (OPE) developed by W ilson
and others (s=e, for exam pl, Refs. E]) fom ally does not use any relation
between and x, and In principl one cannot exclude the possibility that,
even In theB prken lin i and In zero order ofthe perturbation theory, scaling
takesplacewhike 6 x.Therelation = x Inthe fram ework ofthe OPE can
be cbtained only at som e additional assum p‘dons| see Refs. §]. M oreover,
it is not even clear whether the OPE serdes is convergent or asym ptotic 1.

Theproblem ariseshow to take into acocount thee ect that initially quarks
are in the bound state | in the nuckon. It is clear that this e ect cannot
be considered in the fram ework ofperturbative QCD .

Our experience In nonrelativistic quantum mechanics and In nuckar
physics tells that the e ect ofbinding is not in portant at large m om entum
transfer. For exam ple, the results of calculations of the electron scattering
from nucleishow thatat an allm om entum transferthere is a coherent process
on the nuclkus as a whole (and therefore the scattering am plitude is propor-
tionalto Z and the cross-section is proportionalto Z?), while at large m o
mentum transfer the cross-section is an incoherent sum of the cross-sections
on each nuckon In the nuckus (therefore, this cross-section is proportional
toZz).

T his picture was questioned by m any authors after the discovery of the
EM C e ect B]. The centralpoint of the extensive discussion in the literature
was whether the EM C e ect can be explained in the fram ework of conven—



tional nuckar physics. W e shall not discuss this problem but note that the
large group of authors stated that this can be done if the e ects of the In—
teraction between the nuckons and relativistic e ects are taken Into account
(see, or exam ple the calculations in Refs. [7,§,9]).

Tt is in portant to note that the above calculations in conventional nuclar
physics (not taking Into account the EM C e ect) and the analogous calcula—
tions In atom icphysics have been carried out In the fram ew ork ofthe In pulse
approxin ation, where it is assum ed that the electrom agnetic current opera—
tor ECO ) ofthe system under consideration can be represented asa sum of
the ECO ’s for the constituents com prising this system . Such an approxin a—
tion is reasonable In nonreltivistic quantum m echanics, but it iswelkknown
that in the relativistic case the ECO should necessarily contain the temm s
depending on the Interaction between the constituents, since otherw ise the
ECO satis es neither relativistic Invariance nor current conservation.

In the parton m odel it is assum ed that the partons n the M F are free
to the extent that the in pulse approxin ation is valid. On the other hand,
the Interaction between them cannot be elim lnated at all since in this case
the nucleon w ill not be bound. A re these assum ptions com patible w ith each
other? The answer to this question can be given only In the fram ework of
explicitly solvable m odels.

In the present paper the e ect of binding In D IS is nvestigated In the
fram ework of the model n which the ECO explicitly satis es relativistic
Invariance, current conservation, clister ssparability, and the condition that
the Interaction tem s in the ECO do not renom alize the total system electric
charge. However these conditions are not su cient for choosing a unique
solution. W e choose a goecial solution considered in Ref. [1Q]. The essence
of our results becom es clear already In the case of N = 2 particles, and
then these resuls are generalized to the casewhen N is arbitrary (incluiding
N =1).

Them aprob Ection against such an approach m aybe that the ECO J x)
( = 0;1;2;3) obtained In such away isnonlocalin the sense that it isnot de—
rived from a Jocallagrangian (Wwe use x to denote a point In M inkow skispace
aswell as the B prken variabl, but this should not lad to m isunderstand—
ing). In particular, i is not clear whether the commutator f &);J (0)]
necessarily vanishes when x is a space-like vector. Let us note however that
ifa theory isnonlocalin the above sense, this does not necessarily in ply that
it isunphysical. Indeed, as i hasbecom e clear already in 30th, in relativistic



quantum theory there is no operator possessing all the properties of the po—
sition operator. In particular, the quantity x in the Lagrangian density L (x)
is not the coordinate, but som e param eter which becom es the coordinate
only In the classical 1im it. T herefore the physical condition is that the above
com m utator should vanish when &?j! 1 butx? < 0.W e shall see in Sec.
4 that this condition is indeed satis ed.

Anyway, the relation between  and x derived In Sec.'5 is in fact kine—
m atical. This relation shows that # x even In the B prken lim it and nn
zero order of the perturbation theory. At the sam e tin e, In our approach the
scaling and the C allan-G ross relation {I1] rem ain.

T he paper is organized as follow s. Th Sec. 2 we give a detailed calculation
of the hadronic tensor for system s of two particles In the im pulse approxi-
m ation, and in Sec. 3 the sam e is done for system s of N particles. The
corresponding resuls are wellknown, and the analogous calculations were
carried out elsew here (see, orexam pk, Refs. [12,13,14] and references cited
theren), but the m a pr purpose of these sections is to prepare the reader for
the consideration ofthe case when the ECO contains the interaction. In Sec.
4 we brie y describe the results of Ref. [i0] needed in Sec. 5 where these
results are used for the explicit calculation of the hadronic tensor for system s
of N particles. W e hope that the m ain part of the paper is sslfcontained,
and even the unexperienced reader can follow our calculations.

2 Im pulse approxim ation for the system of
tw o particles

Let us consider a system oftwo partickesw ith them assesm ; and the electric
chargese; (= 1;2). Ifp isthe 4-m om entum of som e partick then p, means
the progction of p onto the plane xy, and, instead of the tem poral andglle
z com ponents ofp, we use the componentsde ned asp = ©° P)= 2.
W ealsouse ; to denote the proction ofthe soin ofparticle i on the z axis.
The Hibert space H for the system under consideration is the space of
functions ' (12 jPy ; 1iP22 iP i 2) such that
z
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w here ) .
d“p- dp
d ;p )= ———— 2
©:ip ) 20 o' @)
Instead ofthe individualparticle variables we ntroduce the totalm om en—
tum varables and the Intemalm om entum variables. T he form er are the ?
and + com ponents of the 4-vector P = p; + p;, and, ollow ing Ref. (5], the

Jatter can be de ned as

=—; k; =p1 P 3)

A sshown in this reference, it isalso possible to choose asthe ntemalvariables
the sst k = (k- ;k*) where k¥ isde ned from the conditions

| Z
-k, @)
M k)
k)= i+ k)™, andM k)= !;1k)+ !,k). It iseasy to show that

P2 =M (k)?, and thereore the m ass operator of the two-particle system is
the operator of m ultiplication by M (k).

Tt is easy to see that under the interchange ofparticlkes 1 and 2, k ! k
and ! 1 . Forthis reason it is som etin es convenient to use the notations
ki= k=kand ;=1 5 =

Let us introduce the 4-ectors k; = (!;ki);k;) and G = P=M (k). Since
G2 = 1, only three com ponents of G are independent, r exampl G , and
G*.Let @) G; ;G") 2 SL (2;C) be them atrix w ith the com ponents

1= 221 =20 G 12=0; 1= G*+ GY) » ®)

Weuse L () to denote the Lorentz transfom ation corresponding to 12
SL (2;C). Then a direct calculation show s that

pi=L[ Gk (1= 1;2) ©)

Therefore L [ (G )] hasthem eaning of the boost, and k is them om entum in
thecm . fram e. W enote that these quantities are the sam e asthe "canonical”
ones ifG , = 0.



A direct caloulation gives

d @rip)d Eenips)=d @-;P7)d (nb);

4 (D) Pk, d M )&k 7
n = =
2@ )P @ ) 22 P¥lik)!yk)

W e ntroduce the Hibert space H gy as the space of functions
kei 717 2) k; 17 2) such that
x 2
7 J kei j1; 2)Fd @nb < 1 ®)
1 2
(hote that 2 [0;1)). We chall wrte the function in the fom
Koz 7 27 25 1) if kys; 2) are chosen as the Independent variables, and
(k1- ; 1) are connected w ith them as explained above.
In the scattering theory the state in which particke 1 has the m om entum
P’ and the spin profgction ?, and particke 2 has the m om entum pj) and the
$in projgction 9, isthe product ¥Y; %ip); Jiwhere

B =22 ’p’ P ) @ B o ©)

(o0 is the C ronecker symbol). If the particlkes are In the bound state de—
scribed by the wave fiinction °2 H i+, and the system asthe whole has the
4-m omentum P ° then, as shown by several authors (see, for exam ple, Ref.
[[6]), the above choice of the variables m akes it possble to write the wave

finction of such a system by analogy with Eq. @):
$% %=202 Yp* @@, Bl " P*)° (10)

where Y isnom alized as §j %if = 1.
W e shall always assum e that all particles having the electric charge are
structureless and their spin is equalto 1/2. Then the oneparticke ECO for

particle i acts over the variables of this partick as

X Z
0, O

J, Pripii 1) = & Wiir 1) wifs ;)]
0
" ©% i 9d ©% i) 1)

and over the variables of other particl it acts as the identity operator. Here
r; = e~ is the ratio of the particke elkctric charge to the unit electric



charge, w; i; i) istheD irac light cone soinor, istheD irac -m atrix, and
w=w" % The om ofw;(i; ;) In the spinor representation of the D irac
-m atrices is

. .
Wi 9= (piD ian?;;Ipiqul)“( <) ) )
where ( ) istheordiary spinordescribing the statew ith the spin profction
on the z axis equalto
The Inpulse approxin ation inplies that the ECO for the system as a
whole is a sum for of the ECO’s for the constituents. In particular, for a
systeam oftwo particles J (0) = J; (0) + J, (0). This relation together w ith
Egs. (@41) m akes it possble to calculate the m atrix elem ent of the operator
J (0) between any two-particlke states.
W hen the bound state of two particles absoros a virtualphoton w ith the
largem om entum , we should expect that, since the relative m om entum in the
nal state is large, the interaction between the particles in this state can be
neglected. T herefore the nclusive cross-section is fully de ned by the tensor
1 x 2
W= o @) Pe’+a m" MRS Y OP" "
" 2" 1 iee"s 2" O)P 0; %d ©1- ..;p;+ )d (o2 ";P;+ ) (13)

It is wellkknown that the average value of this tensor over the all niial
Soin states is equalto

aq4q

W P%g= <—C12 g )F; &;df) +
1 o g P o« a@e%
S - Fo&x;9); 14
CPoq)cp 7 ) @ - )F, (¢;) 14)

and our goalis to calculate the structure fiinctions F; (x;f) and F, (X;F) .

Knowing the momenta p;" In the nalstate and ushg Eq. @) we can
calculate the relative m om entum k" In the nalstate. LetM "= !, k") +
1, (k") be them ass ofthe nalstate. Then a standard calculation gives

2 )4 (4)(PO+ n md w. "t )d n. A"ty — k"do" 15)
( a r" r"d "ip ®or "2 )= ey e



where k" = %k"j and do" is the elem ent of the solid angle for the unit vector
k"=k". In the B prken lim t k" = M "=2 and

M w_ [ﬁj(l X)]l:Z (16)
X
shceM "2 = @ %+ g)?.
As follows from Egs. @), ), @ and @)
o 1o o OP%G %=
X2 X r

=i " Wil 9] " 5" a7

=1 i

where ~" = ,", ~" = ", pl= L[ P d);P A @i, d; =
(!;dy);dy), and the vectors d; are de ned by the conditions

0.

[ ¢ Py , B~ JI(ki1dy); &)= LI (P?"'P"+)](‘~ ki"); k") (18)
\M (di),M (dl) =i ilr M ",M " i1 Jy
WheIEP":pl"‘i' p2", J.":L: !2,and ’!“2: !1.

Tt is convenient to consider the process in the reference fram ewhere P J =
g, = 0, and P * is positive and very large. By analogy w ith the B reit fram e
for elastic processes we choose the reference frame n which P°+ P "= 0. &t
is easy to show that in this reference fram e

0 p_ oy " p—
=250 x;P = 2P%qg = 2P%;PT = 2P%Q x) 19

Then, as ©llow s from Eq. (8)

di; = k2 "5 dy, = ko "5 1 1=
S ) 20)

where k"2 = k"cos , and the quantities ; are expressed in tem s of d; ac—
cording to Eq. 4).

W e assum e that the intemalwave fiinction °(d) e ectively cuts the con—
tribution of lJarge m om enta, and therefore the contrbution to the integrals
containing °%(d) is given only by themomenta with 1§ my, wherem, is



som e param eter satisfying the condition m 3 ¥ 3. Then, as ollows from
Egs. (1547) and the rst pair of expressions in Eq. @0), only those s
contrbute toEq. (I3) orwhich 1  jos j =3 Using additionally Eq.
@), the second pair of expressions in Eq. €0), and the condition #*3 my,
we conclude that in the right-hand side of Eq. (17) the tem with i= 1 is
not negligbl only ifcos iscloseto -1 (1+ cos =3 ), whilke the temm
with i= 2 isnot negligbble only ifcos iscloseto+1 (I cos =)
Therefore, as ollows from Eq. @U), ;= x In the rsttem,and ;= x
In the second one, in agreem ent w ith the interpretation of the quantity x in
the parton m odel. W e also see that both particlks absorb the virtual photon
Inooherently.
It iseasy to see that in both regionsofcos wecan writedo" = ¢k, "=k"?.
Therefore, as ollow s from Egs. G4, ¢2), €3), €517), 49 and £0)
x 2

w = rr h%ygyp; = x)B; 7 ki ; 1= x)i Ik
* ’ ’ 42 »PxQ@ x)

@1)
=1
where we do not write the spin varables in the argum ents of the function
%, the scalar product is taken over these variables, and the tensor operator
S; isas ollows. I isequalto zero ifefther or isequalto ,whike if
Jil= x;y then Sijl= 51+ 2{ 187, where ;4 is the antisym m etric tensor w ith
xy = yx = 1, 11 = 2 = 0,and s{ isthe z com ponent of the spin operator
for particle i.

3 Im pulse approxim ation for the system ofN
particles

Ifthe bound state consists ofN particles, we can choose any pair ofparticlkes,
say the pair of particks i; and i;, and construct the external and intemal
variables for this pair as descrbed above. Let Py i, = py, + pi, be the total4-
m om entum ofthe pair i; i, . U sing the analogous procedure, we can construct
from P;; and p;, the totalm omentum ofthe system i 133 and the relative
variables describing the m otion of the system i i, reltive particke i;. Then
the Intemalvariables in the systam i; ;i3 are these varables and the intermal
variables forthe system i;i,. It isobviousthat in such a way we can construct
the extemaland Intemalvariables fora system w ith any num ber ofparticles,
but the choice of the Intemal varables is not unique.



Let P; be the total 4-m om entum of the system consisting of particles
1;2;0d 1;i+ 1; 2N ,ifft be a set of the Intemal variables for this system ,
and d (ifit) be the volum e element in the st iit. Then P = p; + P; is
the total 4-m om entum of the system oonsisting of all the particles 1;2; =N ,
and we use ki, ; ; to denote the variables describbing the m otion ofparticle i
relative the system 1;2; =i 1;i+ 1; =N . By analogy w ith Eq. i(3)
pi
p+’
Let M ; be the free m ass operator of the system 1;2;::d 1;i+ 1; N asa
finction of iffit. Then, by analogy w ith Eq. (4), we can introduce the vector
ki = ki, ;k?) such that

ki = Py P 22)

i

Viky) + kf

i= L; 23)
M ki;M ;)

whereM (ki;M )= !iky)+ M2+ k)2,

By analogy w ith the two-particle case, we can introduce the intemal space
H i ¢ asthe space of functions (ki ; 35 47ifit) such that
x ° Pk d

3 1 3 ki i i;mt)f2(2 g S e <l 24)

Let the Initial state of the system of N partickes be a bound state w ith the

total 4-m om entum P ° and the temal wave finction %Ky, ; ;5 1;1ft) the

nom ofwhich in the space H i+ isequalto unity. T hen the wave function of
such a system can be written in the orm ofEq. @0) (see, for exam pk, Ref.

6] . A fter absorbing the virtual photon w ith Jarge m om entum , particke i
becom es free, but the rest of the system can consist of som e num ber of free

particles and of som e num ber of subsystam s In the bound states. If ;" (ifit)

is the ntemalwave function ofthe system 1;2;::di  1;i+ 1; =N In the nal
state, then the wave function of the system ofN particles In the nalstate

can be w ritten as

" P "= 2@ e Yee me™ d R L

i i
"

2@ Pt P, PR @ BT s"(AY @5)

1

Instead of Eq. {I3) we should w rite the hadronic tensor in the fom

7
1 X
W= o @)Y 9e’+q p" B"P% T 0" "

L"ifTE
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P;"; "ip"; P Y OP% %A s "?PF)
d @ "P,7)d G (26)

where a sum istaken over allpossibble soin states ofparticle iand allpossible
Intemal states of the system 1; 4 1;i+ 1;uN .

Let k;" be the relative m om entum of particke i and the system 1;:::d
1;i+ ;=N ,and E;d;) = ™ 2+ d?)'™2. Then, as Hllows from Egs. 0),
(1) and £5)

z

" P AN, OP % Pk iADi=

55 vy
1
1

0
i

s ™) wie D1 %Wy ifpd Gy @7)

where p) = L[ @%=M dy;M;);P =M di;M;))ld;, and d; is de ned by
the condition, which can be written as Eq. (18) ifM (d;) is replaced by
M di;M 3), ¥; isreplaced by Ej,andM "= ! k") + E;Kk").

U sing the com pleteness of the states In the intemal space of the system
1;:4  1;i+ 1; =N and Egs. (15), (1b), (19), 26) and {2V) we get (com pare
with Eq. 1))

B8 Pk d GfTt)
W = Y nho i 1= X;i0t) B, y 0 07 1= X;IAt)i- =
.5 ki VB Ik )4(2 E—
28)

Let us Introduce the notation
Z _ .
i&x)= h%kpi o= x;4007 Ok ;o= ;1001 : 29)

Then, as Pllows from Egs. (1), @) and £4), ;&)dx is the probability of
the event that particlke i In the bound state has the value of ; In the Interval
X;x+ dx).

As Pllows from Egs. (14) and @8), the structure fiinctions F; and F,
depend only on x:

i
Fil) =3 T i&); Fu&)= 2xF; x) (30)

=1

(the last equality is known as the Callan-G ross relation {11]). These ex-
pressions for the structure finctions were derived by m any authors in the
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fram ew ork of the parton m odel (see also Sec. §). Equation ¢€8) also m akes
it possible to w rite the expression for the polarized structure functions, but
we shallnot dwell on this question.

O nem ight think that the above results are natural since they fully agree
w ith the parton m odel. However the follow Ing question arises. Since the
ECO In the Inpulse approxin ation does not satisfy relativistic lnvariance
and current conservation (see the next section form ore details), the results
for the structure functions depend on the reference frame In which these
functions are calculated. An argum ent in favor of choosing the M F isthat in
this reference fram e the tensorW  given by Eq. @8) satis es the continuity
equation g W =qgW = 0. Another welkknown argum ents are based on
the approach proposed by W einbery [17] and developed by several authors
(see, orexam ple, Refs. [1§,19]). Let us note however that though quantum

el theory In the IM F seem s natural and has som e advantages, it also has

som e serious di culties which are not present in the usual form ulation [0].

In our opinion, a rather strange feature of the above resuls is as follow s.
By looking through the derivation of these results one can easily see that the
Iniial state is treated In fact not as the bound state but as the fiee state
of noninteracting particles. Indeed, we have never used the fact that the
initial state is the eigenstate of the m ass operator M with the eigenvalue
M%M °=M°° In the inpulse approxin ation the relation between the
quantities d; and k;" (seeEqg. (1§)) isderived from the condition that the 4-
vectors (¢ d;); d) and (* ki"); k") are connected by the Lorentz boosts
in the initial and nal states. It is natural that particle i does not interact
w ith the other particles n the nal state, but it is strange that we neglect
the interaction in the initial state and write the freemassM (d;) Instead of
the realm assM ° which has the initial state.

The e ect ofbinding can be explicitly taken into account In m odels where
the ECO satis es relativistic invariance and current conservation. T his prob—
Jlem is considered in the subsequent sections.
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4 E lectrom agnetic current operator for sys-—
tem s of interacting particles

In the follow ing we use J &) to dencte the ECO Pora system of interacting
particles, while J (x) isused to denote the ECO 1n the in pulse approxin a—
tion.

LetU @) = exp({]?\ a ) be the representation operator corresponding to
the displacem ent of the origin In spacetin e translation of M inkow ski space
by the 4—-ector a. Here P = CES\O;PA) is the operator of the 4-m om entum ,
B0 = E isthe Ham iltonian, and P is the operator of ordinary m om entum .
Let also U (1) be the representation operator corresponding to 12 SL (2;C).
Then § (x) must be the selfad pint relativistic vector operator such that

U@ 'F x)0@=35 & a (31)
T «to=10F c 'x 32)
where a sum over repeated indices ; = 0;1;2;3 isassumed. As Pollows

from Eq. (31), the continuity equation @f ®)=@x = 0 can be written nn
the fom
I ®);F 1= 0 (33)

Since at least som e of the operators U @) and U () depend on Interactions in
the system under consideration, the inm ediate consequence of Egs. (31-33)
is that J (x) also depends on these interactions and thus J (x) cannot be
written only asa sum of the constituent ECO ’s. This fact was rst pointed
out by Siegert P1].

Let Z
= § ®d & (34)
be the system elctric charge operatorwhered () = ( x )tk is the

volum e elem ent of the spacelke hypersurface de ned by the tim e-like vector

(2 = 1) and the evolution parameter . Then the in portant physical
condition is that the interactions do not renom alize the electric charge, ie.
¢ does not depend on the choice of and  and has only one eigenvalue
equal to the sum of electric charges of constituents. It is welkknown that
Eq. (33) ensures that @ doesnot depend on  and  but this condition does
not ensure that ¢ has the sam e value as or noninteracting particles.
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In addition, the operator J &) shoud satisfy the cluster ssparabiliy
condition. Brie y soeaking, this condition inplies that if the interaction
between any subsystem s 1;::: , com prising the system under consideration
istumed o then J (x) must become a sum of the ECO’s fi(x) for the
subsystam s.

To explicitly construct the ECO satisfying the above properties it is nec—
essary to choose rst the explicit realization of the representation of the
Poincare group for the system under consideration. D irac was the rst who
singled out three fom s of relativistic dynam ics: instant, front and point ones
P2]. A s proved by Sokolov and Shatny P3], these form s are unitarily equiv-
alent to each other. In Ref. [1(] the problem of constructing the ECO was

rst explicitly solved in the point form , and then, using the uniary opera—
tors constructed in Ref. R3], the ECO was constructed in the instant and
front formm s. For this reason, in the present paper we use the solution in the
point form . By de nition, the description in the point form im plies that the
operatorstj\ (1) are the sam e as for noninteracting particks, ie. 6] O=U(@Q,
and thus interaction tem s can be present only In the 4-m om entum operators
B (ie. In the generalcasePA € P forall ).

In the point form it is convenient to use 4-velocities (instead of 4-
m om enta) asthe extemalvariables while the Intemal variables can be chosen
asabove (e Egs. @) and )). Ifg; = p;=m ;, then it is easy to see that, by
analogy wih Eq. 1),

d @-:9)d @9 )=d G-.;G")d @(nd (35)
but now - s
M d‘k, d M d’k
d (int) = (k)3 — = 3(]() (36)
2@ P @ ) 22 Plik)!, k)

T he Intemal two-particlke H ibert scace H i+ can be fom ally de ned as the
space of functions satisfying Eq. @), butwih d (int) given by Eq. (36).
By analogy with the m ethod proposed by Bakam djian and Thom as in
the Instant form 4], it is possble to ntroduce the interaction into the two-
particle system as Pllows (see, for exam ple, Refs. 5, 26]). First, we can
express allthe representation generators ofthe P oincare group as functionsof
the operatorsM , G, and thetwobody soin operatorS. In thiscaseP = M G,
where P is the free twobody m om entum operator, and the representation
generators of the Lorentz group are functions of only G and S. Then we
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replace M by the twobody m ass operator M which acts only n H . If
M commuteswith S then the comm utation relations for the P oincare group
generators w ill not be broken. A fter this procedure the generators of the
Lorentz group rem ain the sam e as for the noninteracting particles, but the 4-
m om entum operatorPA =MG.Inthe general case the twobody generators
obtained in such a way should be subct to som e unitary transform ation
A, but we shall not discuss this question and assum e that A = 1 (see Refs.
P1,10] orm ore details) .
As Pllows from Eq. (31)

F &)= exp(Bx)F O)exp( Px) 37)

T herefore, if the operatorsPA are known, it is su cient to construct only the
operators J (0) with the correct properties.
Let’ G) be a function ofG with the range in H 4+. T he action of 0)

in H can be de ned as
Z

F o)y Gy=2 M2 G;cOM*2 6% GI;67) 38)

where the kemel J G;GY9 isan operator n H 4, or any xed values of G
and G°.

Weuse G;G% todenote (G + GY=%G + G92SLQ2,LC)and L G;GY
todenote L[ G ;GY]. W e also introduce the 4-vectors

f=LG;cY% 'G; f°= .G;GY *G° (39)

T hese 4-vectors are constructed asthe cm . fram e 4-velocities of tw o particles
w ith unit m asses and the 4-velocities G and G ° (com pare w ith Eq. (6)) . Let
us note that this is only a form al construction shce G and G° in Eq. §9)
have the sense of the 4-velocities of one and the sam e system In the naland
initial states. N everthekss, as ©llow s from Eq. 9), the 4-vectors £ and f°
are such that

2= f% = 1; f+ 2= 0; 0= £F0 = 14 £)? (40)

T herefore the 4-ectors £ and f° are fiilly determm ined by the spatial part £
of the 4-vector £.
Tt can be shown (see Ref. [1(]) that as llow s from Lorentz invariance

ey

F G;6H%=1.6G;c% 3 @ @1)
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whereweuse ﬁ (f) to denote J (£;£9% . W e see that the kemelofthe operator
J is fully determ Ined by an operator the action of which in H ;,+ depends
only on f.

T he continuity equation §3) in tem sofj (f) reads

£OM ;3 6 1= £ ;3(E)g 42)

w here we use curly brackets to denote the anticom m utator. A s shown in Ref.
l[d], the condition that the operator (34) is the sam e as for noninteracting
particles will be satis ed if 3° (0) = F° (0), ie. the operator 3° (0) does not
depend on the interaction. Let us choose the coordinate axes in such a way
that £ = 0. Then, as ollows from Eq. (42), the continuity equation does
not In pose any constraint on the operator /iv (f). In addition, as shown in
Ref. [}, Eq. #@2) makes it possblk to nd ¥ (f) if 3° (f) is known. W e
conclude that one of the possibilities to construct the ECO satisfying allthe
above properties is to choose the operators 3 (f) and /fb () In the sam e fom

as they have In the case of noninteracting particlks:

J @O =736 if 6z @3)

W e shall assum e that this condition is satis ed.

A s noted in the Introduction, there is also a problem , whether the ECO
satis es the locality conditions, and in particular, the equal tin e com m uta—
tion relations. G enerally speaking, we expect that these conditions are not
satis ed. However, as ©llow s from Egs. 37) and B§),

Z Z
F 0ix)F 0 G)=4exp( ¥ Gx)) M>7?F G;c"M°

expM G "x))F G";GY GY% G.";6)d GI;6T) 44)

Ifthe kemelofthe ECO issu ciently sm ooth, then it ollows from Eq. 44)
‘chalt’cl’lestzzong]jmI't:ofJA 0;x)F ©) isequaltozero if kj! 1 .Analogously
it is easy to see that the sam e is valid for the strong lim it of & (O)f 0;x).
A s noted In the Introduction, jist these conditions should be necessarily
satis ed.

T he explicit expression for the action of the free two-particle ocperator
j () In H i, can be found from Egs. 840), sihce in the case of noninter—
acting particles the ECO isa sum ofthe ECO's for particles 1 and 2 (see
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Ref. 0] orm ore details). The resul is (com pare wih Egs. @7) and {18))
30 ki o1 o2)= jlxq 2!]:(;) ") ]3‘
Wity o) wihd; )] (ldi; 2 ~1) (45)
where
=Ll (f.f);fo+ )11 di)ids); hi= L[ &;E)1(0iki);ky); (460)
and instead ofEq. {18), the vectors d; are de ned by the conditions
(ff;f0+)](!~i(di); d)=L[ G;f)I*iks); k) @7)
Asllows from Egs. (8) and 1)
£ [+ dy) d1= £ Fiks) K 48)
and, if = 0,
d, = k,; df= 1+ 2FH)k? 2£f%4; k) 49)

The problem of constructing the ECO for system swih N > 2 particles
is much more com plicated than in the case of two particles since cluster
separability in poses considerable restrictions on the choice of the solution
(e Ref. [Id)). For this reason we shall consider the case when (in the spirit
of the parton m odel) only the N -particle Interaction is present whik there
are no Interactions in the subsystem s of the system under consideration. In
this case the action of the operator j (f) in the N -particle intemal space H i+
can be determ ined by analogy w ith Eq.@5):

. (f) (k . 'lﬁt) _ X\I X ri I'M (dl’M 1) ]3
j ir 1rs s : 2 ' (dl) LM (k
st ) wihd; D1 dy; ifrt) (50)

where h; and h are de ned by Eq. (@8§), M ; is the free m ass of the system
1;2d4  1;i+ 1; 2N ,d isde ned by Eq. (El?:) wih %;(d;) replaced by M i2+
d?)'™?, and for the index i in the argument of the wave function i the
left-hand side we can take any integer from 1 to N. By analogy with the
tw o-partick case, we also assum e that the N -particke operator J (f) satis es
Eq. (43).
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5 H adronic tensor for the system ofN parti-
cles

Let us rst consider the problm of calculating the hadronic tensor for the
system oftwo particles. Let g;" (1= 1;2) be the 4-velocities of the particles
In the nalstate. Since the nom alization of the states should be the sam e
asin Eq. @), the wave finction of the nalstate is

Y2 2 " n
""" "i= — @ )3gi+ ® g1 g" d g)

o 61)
m;

=1

Let °2 H . bethe ntemalwave fiinction ofthe hitialbound state such

that 7 %f = 1,andM °bethem assofthisstate. ThenM %= M ° ° IfP %is

the 4-m om entum ofthe iniial state and G is its 4-velocity then P °= M GO,

and, since the nom alization should be the sam e as for the wave function in
Eq. {0), we write

2
j; O; Oi: W (2 )3G % @ (G » Gg ) (G+ G0+ ) 0 (52)
Now the hadronic tensor should be w ritten In the form
1 X ? 4 @) 0 0, 0= .
w = e @) G +a p" p"GTG T Omm"; "

R"; 2"iha"; "™ 2"jf 05% d (o "r'p;Jr ) (o2 ";P;+) (63)

W e again use Egs. {§), @5 and {1§), and de ne the 4-velocity of the
nalstateasG" = P"=M ". As Pllows from Egs. B5) and @3§), the wave
function given by Eq. (62) can be rew ritten i the form

" e "i= @ )6 Pe, G GT GT) e, e
2(2 )3m1m2

M k")
T herefore, as Dllows from Eqgs. 33), G6), B8), ©2) and 54)

k"M, &" Pk k" (54)

A , 2 _
"y """ Y (O)jgor' Ok; 17 2)i= m@’l " 932
F G6"6Y k"o 2" (55)
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Sihce the ECO satis es relativistic Invariance and current conservation,
the resuls for the structure functions do not depend on the reference fram e
In which W is calculated, and In any frame g W = qgW = 0. As
ollows from Egs. §9441), i is convenient to choose the reference fram e In
which G "+ G °= 0, since in this case the Lorentz transfom ation L G ";G Y is
the ddentity operator, and thus § G;G% = J (f) with £= G ". Let us note
that the condition G "+ G = 0 isnot the sam e asthe condition P "+ P °= 0
de ning the Breit fram e, since the m asses of the initial and nal states are
di erent.

W e again suppose that P% = g, = 0 and P * > 0. Therefore G J =
G."=0,and G? > 0. IfG"+ G°= 0 then f? = G"? < 0, and, sihce
G"= M G % gq)=M ",we nd that

d=mM" MIG% g= M"+MHG° (56)
A s follow s from these expressions
™M " M 0)2 (i

0y .
G = = 57
¥ YRGS 57)
IntheBprken ImitM " M % and, shceM "2 = @ %+ g)?, we get from Egs.
6 and G
.2 32
¥ = ] (58)

M k@1l x)¥?
Therefore fj 1 in the B prken lim it.
Using Egs. 43), 45), (46) and (55), we cbotain that if 6 z, then in the
reference fram e under consideration
X2 X rj_M (di)3=2 M O)l=2
2! (dl)m 1m -

s 1 "™ " OB % ks 15 i
=1 0

s 2" wihd D1 Wiy S~ (59)

whereh{, h;" = h; and d; arede nedby Egs. @§) and @7 wih £ = £ = 0,
ki, = kip "
As Pllows from Eq. (49), in the reference fram e under consideration

di k")
4= 7

&= @+ 2EHKk® k"] 60)
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Sihce *;k;")=45£*F = M °1 x)=2 (e Egs. (Ib) and i5B)), we conclude
that the condition ©j m, (see Sec. 2) can be again satis ed only if
1 Fos j mB=ifjbri= landl+ cos m=3rJj ori= 2. Therehre, the
presence of the Interaction in the ECO does not change the conclusion that
(@t lrast if ; € z) the constituents absorb the virtualphoton Incoherently.

Let us now consider Eq. @8). As Pllows from Eq. @), +:d;) d =
M d;) @ 1) . Taking into account the fact that the free m ass operator can
also be written as a function ofd;, and ;, and usihg Eq. {49), we can write
M d;)=M ki;"; ;). W e also take Into account that in the reference fram e
under consideration
o, P—_. . . 1
£t = 2f°3 £ = P=—— (61)

2 213
T herefore, using Egs. (1§) and (58) we get the nalresul
M kp"; D@ 9=M°01 x) (62)

where, as can be shown from Eq. (), the explicit expression orM (i, "; ;)

is
2 2 "2

T e 63)
1 2 12
W e see that the equality ; = x takes place only if one neglects the
di erence between the free m ass and the m ass of the bound state. This
equality was obtained from Eq. f18) whil the relation (62) was obtained
from Eq. (47) atk;" = k;. Since in the reference fram e under consideration
P%=M%(%P"=M "f,wecan rewrite Eq. (47) In the fom

3.iw @i); )= LI (P?"-P"+
O’MO e T - M",M"

o

VI k™) k") (64)

LI

=T

T herefore, nstead ofthe freemassM (d;) n Eq. {1§), them ass ofthe initial
bound state M ? enters into Eq. (64). This explains the result given by Eq.
€.

An analogous e ect (called x-rescaling) was observed by the authors in—
vestigating the orighalEM C e ect [6], and in Sec. §we discuss the di erence
between our results and those .n Refs. [1,8,19].

Equation 64) has the clear physicalm eaning. Thdeed, the Lorentz boost
in the left-hand side is the real physical boost since P ° and M ° are the real
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4-m om entum and the m ass which has the mnitial state. Let the virtual pho-
ton be absorbed by particke 1. Then the keft-hand side of Eq.  (64) h)
has the m eaning of the m om entum of particle 2 in the niial state since
the 4-m om entum of this particke In the cm . fram e of the Iniial state is
(',d1); d). Analbgously, the right-hand side of Eq. (64) h," has the
m eaning of the mom entum of partick 2 in the nalstate. ThusEq. (64)
tells that the m om entum ofparticle 2 does not change. A s follow s from Egs.
@) and @), h;"= p"and h," = p," since in the nalstate the two-particle
system is free. At the sam e tim e, the quantities h) and h) are not equal to
the freem om enta p) and p) in the initial state since h? and hJ are de ned
by the Lorentz boost depending on the physicalmass M ° whilke p and p)
are de ned by the Lorentz boost depending on the freemassM (d;). M ean—
while, Eq. {18) jq1st tells that p) = p," as it should be from the de nition
ofthe in pulse approxin ation. W e conclude that since in the presence ofthe
Interaction the quantity hg can be Interpreted as the physical 4-m om entum
ofpartick 2 in the initial state, while pJ no longer can be interpreted in such
away, Eq. (¢4) is reasonabl whik Eq. {1§) isnot.

Sihce we w ish to com pare the resuls w ith those cbtained in the mm pulse
approxin ation, we note that, as ollow s from Egs. (7) and (36)

mimgy
M d)

"di 15 2) = "di 15 2) (65)
Then a sin pk caloulation using Egs. @), @3), (6), @6), 63), (58-60) show s
that in the reference fram e under consideration the com ponents ofthe tensor
W wih ; % z aregiven by

o r22h0(1< C 0B 5 ks Dill+ K¢ Pk (66)
"y 7 i)Pi ] ri k) 4@ ) ia X)

=1

where, as ollow s from Egs. (62) and (63), ; isa function ofk;, and x which
should be de ned from the condition

2 2 2
Pi, ™, K geg o1 x) (©7)

By analogy with the calulations in Sec. 3, we can easily generalize the
above calculations to the case of N particles In the m odel considered In Sec.
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4 where j'f) is given by Egs. Q) and @3). In the reference fram e where
P=P,"=0,P”> 0andG%+ G"= 0,

W 7
W = riz h %ky ; I B J Ok, 7 17101
=1
K? Pk d  GAL
L+ — 3 o (68)
k) 4@ )y 0 x)
where ; isa function ofk;, ;M ;;x de ned by the equations
M kep; sM)@L  D=M°0C x);
Mok sMy= iy ME o,k ae (69)
2 r ir i s l s 1(1 j_)
and k{ is a function ofky, ;M i;x de ned by Eq. £3).
Tt is easy to see that the explicit expression for ; is
_ mf+ kf? i _ M
Y mZ+ kL +M 20 xP M
_ } 2 1=2 . .
1= 2fl i i+ [@ i )7+ 4 7°g if M;i>my;
_1 2 o
1= 2f1 i ;@ s )+ 4 ;I°g if M;i;<my; (70)
where .
m?+ k%, M *@1 x¥
iT o o 1T T2 2 (1)
M ] my M § my

Sihce x 2 P;1], i Plows from Eq. (7Q) that ; 2 ["™;1]where ™ =
m ki, ;M ;) dsa function ofky; ;M ; which can be de ned from Eq. (70) at
x= 0.k iseasytosethat 0< 7" < 1.

As Pllows from Egs. (14) and {6§), the scaling and the Callan-G ross
relation [17]also take place ifthe interaction in the ECO istaken Into acoount
since

S K2 Pkeod Gt
= 7 ) Oksp 7 37 473 - = ;
F1 &) . 3 %k meD+!i&Qf4Q)3g1 -
F, &)= 2xF; k) (72)

22



6 D iscussion

T hough there exist a vast literature devoted to the parton m odel, only a few
authors investigated the problem , what explicit physical conditions should
be satis ed for the validity of thism odel (see, orexam ple, Refs. 12,13, 14,
28]). The results of Secs. 2 and 3 show that the inpulse approxin ation is
the su cient condition for ensuring the validiy of the parton m odel in the
B prken Ilin it (n agreem ent w ith the above references). It is obvious from
Egs. @) and @2) that the quantity ; is indeed the fraction of the total
momentum In the M F which has the particle Interacting w ith the virtual
photon, and the results show that lndeed ;= x In the B prken lim it.

Tt iseasy to show that ifthe point-ike particle iw ith the spin 1/2 and the
initial 4-momentum P ° absorbs the virtual photon w ith the 4-m om entum
g, then Fy; (x= ;) = (x=; 1), and therefre, as Hlow s from Eq. (30),

by 21 X X
Fox)= 1 FuE):)d; (73)
=1 0 i i
In full agreem ent w ith the interpretation of the function ;( ;) (see Sec. :3)
and w ith the expression used by m any authors.

T he general expression for the hadronic tensor is

1 X

7 @)Y Ye%+qg BH)P% %5 Ohimif OP% 4 (74)

W =

n

where a sum is taken over all possble interm ediate states i, and P, isthe
4-m om entum of the state hi. & is weltknown that using Eq. (37) and the
com plkteness of the states 1, it is easy to transform Eq. (74) to the fom
12 PR
W= RGN I 0P fdx (75)

The product of the ECO’s In this expression can also be replaced by the
com m utator since the second term in the com m utator does not contribute to
the Integral.

T he usual argum ent in favor of the in pulse approxin ation is that since
at large g only the region of am all x contrlbutes to the integral (see, for
example, Ref. R9]), the asym ptotic freedom guarantees that J &) can be
replaced by the frre ECO J  (X) w ith a good accuracy. T hen using again the
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com plkteness of the states 1hi, we obtain that the hadronic tensor will be
replaced by the llow ng expression

1 X

;e ¥ Oe'Org MY %0 0)himy PG %4 (76)

W !
n
HereP '@ and P are not the real4-m om enta in the initial state and in the
state i, but the total 4-m om enta of the free constituents com prising these
states.

It is clear from the considerations in Secs. 2 and 1, that the replacem ent
P, ! P9 isreasonablk at kast n som e cases. The argum ent in favor of the
replacament P%! P°© isals weltknown: the quantum theory on the light
cone is such that the ? and + com ponentsofthe vectorsP %and P °@ areequal
to each other and only the "m inus" com ponents di er, but these com ponents
are equalto zero in the IM F . T herefore, as far as the x dependence of £ (x)
is concemed, the e ect of binding is indeed negligbble. At the same tine we
do not see the reason why J (0) can be replaced by J (0), and this is just
the In pulse approxin ation. If we expand F ©0) n powers of ., the same
should be done w ith the initial state, but the perturbation theory cannot be
used in this case.

In our opinion, the crucialpoint in understanding the situation isthat not
only the 4-m om entum ofthe initial state, but also the m ass of this state enter
Into the calculations. T herefore we cannot con ne oursslves to the consider-
ation ofonly the quark absordoing the virtualphoton, and the large distances
necessarily com e into play. T he in pulse approxin ation unam biguously leads
to the prescription that for the m ass of the iniial state we should take not
the physicalm ass M °, but the m ass of the system of free constituents, ie.
the nonphysical quantiy. In contrast w ith the case of the "m inus" com po—
nents of the vectors P and P *® in the M F, we cannot m ake the di erence
between the above m asses negligble.

In our calculations in Sec. § we used the ECO which satis es relativistic
invariance and current conservation, but, as noted above, these conditions
arenot su cient for choosing a unigue solution. N evertheless the ECO under
consideration unambiguously leads to the prescription that for the m ass of
the tnitial state we should take its physical valie M °. T herefore, we believe,
that though our result ®8) for the hadronic tensor is m odeldependent, the
relation between ; and x given by Egs. (67), 69+/1) does not depend on the
choice of the solution for the ECO if the quarks absorb the virtual photon
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inooherently. Indeed, as explained In Sec. 1§, these expressions are only the
consequence of relativistic kinem atics. For this reason we expect that in
the general case the relations (9-71) willbe valid ifM ; is replaced by the
m ass operatorMAi ofthe subsystem 1;:xd  1;i+ 1;:N . However, to prove
this statem ent it is necessary to construct the ECO in the case when the
Interactions In the subsystem s of the system under consideration are present.

In the literature the I pulse approxin ation is often associated w ith the
Feynm an diagram s in which the virtual photon Interacts w ith only one con—
stituent, w hile the other constituents are spectators. Let usnote howeverthat
each Feynm an diagram can be unam biguously calculated only if the underly—
Ing dynam ics isknown (forboth the interaction between the constituents and
the ECO satisfying Egs. (31-33)). M eanwhile usually this is not the case,
and the Feynm an diagram s are calculated using som e prescriptions. O ur so—
ution for the ECO unambiguously leads to Eq. @7) which shows that for
the particle which does not interact w ith the virtual photon hi,itia1 = Prinal
(see Sec. ). This looks like the inpulse approxin ation. However, as ex—
plkined In Sec. §, the quantity hj, i, iS not equal to the free 4-m om entum
Pinitia1- I he di erence between these quantities cannot be describbed in the
perturbation theory. So it isnot clear what is the interpretation ofour result
on the lJanguage of Feynm an diagram s.

As Plows from Eq. (69), the relation ; = x takes plce only in the
nonrelativistic approxin ation. T herefore we should expect that In the real
nuckon ; oconsiderably di ers from x. Thus, n contrast with Eqg. @Q),
for determm ining the structure functions it is necessary to know not only the
functions ;( i), but also the dependence of the intemal wave function on
the transverse m om enta. A s the result, the D IS data do notm ake it possble
to detemm ine the ; distrbution of quarks In the nuckon if there are no
additional experim ental lnform ation. W e can also expect that the sum rules
which are based only on the parton m odel are not reliable.

Let us consider, for example, the G ottfrded sum rl 0], according to
which the quantity 7

dx

Sg = Fop &) an(X)]; (77)

isequalto 1/3. Here F,, X) and F, (x) are the structure functions for the
proton and neutron respectively. This sum rule easily ollow s from Egs. £4),
©9), ©B0) and the condition i *fj= 1 ifwe assum e that the neutron wave
finction can be obtained from the proton one if one of the u quarks in the
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proton is replaced by the d quark (though som e authors argue that this isnot
the case). W e suppose that particke 1 in the proton is the u quark, particle
1 in the neutron is the d quark and all other particks are the sam e. Then,
as ollow s from Eq. (72)

z Pky,d Grrt)dx

kZ
Sg = — ) O%yp 7 17 i FL+ ————F (78)
cT3 3 ke GIOI0E o T

i

where ; isa function ofki; ;M 1;%x de ned by Eq. (0). Now usihg Egs.
3) and {63-71) we change the Integration variabl from x to ;. Then it is
easy to show that

g - 1x 7 dkpd g d;
¢ . @ ) pi 201 )
0 e ki
3 "kiz ;o1 DT L - ] (79)
11 ki)

Tt is not ckar what is the e ect of the last multiplier in the integrand since
both k¥ > 0 and k* < 0 are possbk. However in the general case ™™
can considerably di er from zero. T herefore, com paring Eq. (/9) wih the
nom alization integral ©4), i is naturalto expect that Sg < 1=3. Recently
the quantity S; was calculated in Ref. 1] using the data of Ref. B2], and
the result was Sg = 0235 0:026.

A nalogously, the D IS data only do not m ake it possible to determm ne the
contrbutions oftheu, d and s quarks to the nuclkon spin, and the welkknow n
problem ofthe "spin crisis" doesnot arise (the present status of this problem
is described, for example, in Refs. 33, 34]). Indeed, these contrbutions
(usually denoted as g = (u; d; s)) are given by som e integrals over

; 2 [0;1]. Meanwhilk, the DIS data m ake it possbl to calculate som e
Integralsoverx 2 [0;1]. Since the integrals over x can be transform ed to the
Integralsover ;2 [ .11, we see that the D IS data do notm ake it possible
to detem ne the contributions of ; 2 [0; _I.L“j“ ]. Thus i is natural to expect
that the parton m odel underestin ates the quantities g.

At the same tine, the D IS experin ents m ake it possbl to check the
welbkknown results which are not based on the parton m odel (for exam ple,
the B Jprken sum rules 35]).

In conclusion we com pare our results w ith those obtained by several au-
thors investigating the originalEM C e ect []. This ispossbl in the form al
case when the nuckons are point-like.
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The rst caloulations ofthe EM C e ect were carried out in Refs. [/}l and
others. However, as shown in Ref. Ei], the above works did not take into
account the " ux factor" (see also Refs. @] and m any others). The ux
factor used In these references isequalto z; = A (i (ki) K)=M, where A
is the m ass num ber of the nucleus under consideration and M , is itsm ass
equalto M ° in our notations).

Ifwe work in the in pulse approxin ation then Eq. (73) is the convolution
formula forF, ). Since x= ; = Ax=A ;, we conclude that the resul for the

ux param eter in the in pulse approxin ation isA ; where ; isgiven by Eqg.
23) . N ote however, that since the ECO in the in pulse approxin ation is not
relativistically invariant, the result depends on the reference fram e and on
the form of dynam ics (see Ref. [3§] form ore details). W e derived our resul
Inthe M F whike the EM C e ect isusually considered in the reference fram e
In which the miialnucleus is at rest.

Let us now consider the case when the Interaction in the ECO is taken
into account. Then ifN = 2, our resul which Pllows from Eq. (63) is
biky) K =M% x) whilk in the approach of Refs. B, 9] the relation
';k;) K =M % takesplace. IEN is arbitrary, then our resul {69) can
bewritten as M ? + k$)'™@ K =M Q1 x) whik the result of the above
references isagain !;k;) K =M %.

Above we have argued that Egs. 62) and (9) are in fact kinem atical. In
addition, i is easy to see that the expression forF, (x) n Eq. {72) cannot be
w ritten as the one-din ensional convolution formula. This can be expected
In any m odel in which the Interaction In the ECO is taken into acoount (see
also Refs. [9, 37]).

These considerations show that the interpretation of the orighal EM C
e ect [G]lhas to be revisited. W e suppose to consider this problm elsew here.

A cknow ledgm ents

The author is grateful to SB Gerasimov, SGevorkyan, IL G rach,
A V E frem ov, E A Kumaev, G Ilykasov,
L P Kaptar, A M akhlin, SV M ihailbv, IM Narodetskii, M G Sapozhniov,
N B Skachkov, Y N Uzikov and H JW eber for valuabl discussions. This
work was supported by grant No. 93-02-3754 from the Russian Foundation
for Fundam ental R esearch.

27



R eferences

L1 JD B prken, PhysRev.179, 1547 (1969).
2] R P Feynm an, PhysRevLett. 23, 1415 (1969).

B]K G W ilson, PhysRev. 179, 1499 (1969); K G W ilson and
W Zmmeman, CommunM ath Phys. 24, 87 (1972).

4] F JYndurain. Quantum Chrom odynam ics. An Introduction To The
T heory ofQ uarksand G luons. SpringerVerlag, New York —Berlin —H et~
deberg — Tokyo, 1983; M B Voloshin and K A TerM artirosyan. The-
ory of G auge Interactions of E lem entary P articles. Energoatom izdat,

1994.

B] O W G reenberg, PhysRev.D 47, 331 (1993); BL.JIo e, JETP Lett,,
58, 930 (1993).

6] EM Colb.JJAubert et.al.PhysLett.B 123, 275 (1983).

[7] SV Akulnichev, SA Kulagh and G M Vagradov, JETP Lett.42, 105
(1985); PhysLett. B158, 475 (1985); B L Birbrair etal. Physlett.
B166, 119 (1986); G V Dunne and A W .Thomas, NuclPhys. A 455,
701 (1986).

B] L Frankfurt and M Strikm an, PhysRep. 160, 235 (1988).

P]CLCib degli Atti and SLiuti, PhysRev. C41, 1100 (1990);
A E L D iperink and G A M iller, PhysRev.C 44, 866 (1991); F G ross
and SLiuti, PhysRev. C45, 1374 (1992); A YulUmnikov and
F C Khanna, PhysRev.C 49, 2311 (1994); SA Kulgin, G P iller and
W W eise, PhysRev.C 50, 1154 (1994); A Yu.Umniov, L P K aptar,
K YuKazakov and F C Khanna, PhysLett.B 334, 164 (1994).

[L0] FM Lev, AnnalsofPhysics W Y .) 237, 355 (1995).

[l1] C G Callan and D JG ross, PhysRevLett.22, 156 (1969); 3D B prken
and E A Paschos, PhysRev. 185, 1975 (1969).

28


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9412362

(2] F E Close. An Introduction to Q uarks and P artons. A cadem ic P ress.
LondonNew York, 1979.

3] BLJIo ¢ LN LipatovandV A Hoze, Hard P rocesses. P henom enology.
Q uark-parton m odel. E nergoatom izdat, M oscow , 1993.

[14] H JW &ber, PhysRev.D 49, 3160 (1994).

5] M V Terent'ev, Yad Fiz. 24, 207 (1976).

[l6] F M Lev, Rivista Nuovo Cinento, 16,No 2, 1 (1993).

[L7] SW einberg, PhysRev.150, 1313 (1966).

[18] G P Lepage and SJBrodsky, PhysRev.D 22, 2157 (1980).
[19] JM Namyslow ski, ProgPartNuclPhys. 14, 49 (1984).

20] SD Glazek and R JPerry, PhysRev. D 45 3734, 3740 (1992);
SD Glazek and K G W ilson, PhysRev.D 47, 4657 (1993).

1] A F Sigert, PhysRev. 52, 787 (1937).

R2]1 PA M Dirac, RevM odPhys. 21, 392 (1949).

R3] SN Sokolov and A M Shatny, TeorM atFiz.37, 291 (1978).
24] Bakam djian and L H Thom as, PhysRev. 92, 1300 (1953).
5] SN Sokolov, TeorM atFiz. 36, 193 (1978).

6] F M Lev, FortshrPhys. 31, 75 (1983).

R71 F M Lev,PhysRev.D 49, 383 (1994).

28] SD D rell, Preprint SLUC-PUB-5720 (1992);V DelDuca, S.JBrodsky
and P Hoyer, PhysRev.D 46, 931 (1992); A H M ueller, JPhys.G 19,
1463 (1993).

29] B L .Io e PhysLett.B 30,123 (1969).

30] K G ottfried, PhysRevLett. 18, 1174 (1967).

29



Bl] New M uon Collaboration.M A meodoetal.PhysRev.D 50,R1 (1994).

B2] New M uon Collaboration.P Am audruz etal. PhysRev Lett. 66, 2712
(1991).

B3] JELlis and M Karlner, Preprint CERN-TH-6898/93, (1993);
PhyslLett.313, 131 (1993).

B4]1 B L JIo e Preprint ITEP 61-94 (1994).
B5] JB prken, PhysRev. 148, 1467 (1966).
[36] U Oelfke, P U Sauer and F Coester, NuclPhys.A 518, 593 (1990).

B71 W M ehnitchuk, AW Schreber and A W Thomas, PhysRev. D 49,
1183 (1994).

30



