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A bstract

The phenom enon ofscaling in deep inelastic lepton-nucleon scat-

teringisusually explained in term softheFeynm an parton m odel,and

the logarithm ic correctionsto scaling are explained in the fram ework

ofperturbativeQ CD.Fortesting thevalidity oftheparton m odel,we

considerthedeep inelasticelectron scattering in a m odelin which the

system electrom agneticcurrentoperatorexplicitly satis�esrelativistic

invariance and currentconservation.Letthe struck particle have the

fraction � ofthe totalm om entum in the in�nite m om entum fram e.

Then itisshown that,dueto binding ofparticlesin thesystem under

consideration,the Bjorken variable x no longercan be interpreted as

�,even in theBjorken lim itand in zero orderoftheperturbation the-

ory. W e argue that,asa result,the data on deep inelastic scattering

alonedonotm akeitpossibletodeterm inethe�distribution ofquarks

in thenucleon.

1 Introduction

The phenom enon ofscaling in deep inelastic scattering (DIS)was �rst ex-
plained in the fram ework ofapproach developed by Bjorken [1]. Another
explanation was proposed by Feynm an [2]in the fram ework ofthe parton
m odel.According to thism odel,the processofabsorption ofa virtualpho-
ton with the 4-m om entum q such that jq2jis very large,can be described
assum ingthatthenucleon consistsofpoint-likepartonswhich donotinteract
with each otheratsm alldistances.LetP 0bethe4-m om entum ofthenucleon
in the in�nite m om entum fram e (IM F)where the nucleon m ovesalong the
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positivedirection ofthez axiswith thevelocity closeto thevelocity oflight.
Letalso the struck parton have the fraction � ofthe nucleon’sm om entum .
Then the 4-m om entum ofthisparton in the �nalstate isequalto �P0+ q.
W e considerthe processin the Bjorken lim itwhen jq2jand 2(P 0q)are very
large,but the quantity x = jq2j=2(P 0q) is not too close to 0 or 1. Then
assum ing that(�P0+ q)2 doesnotexceed the square ofthe nucleon’sm ass,
we conclude thatin the Bjorken lim it� = x.Forthisreason the authorsof
som etextbooksand paperseven do notdistinguish thequantities� and x.

In QCD thepartonsarenaturallyidenti�ed with quarks,andthefactthat
they do notinteractatsm alldistancesistreated asthe consequence ofthe
asym ptoticfreedom .M oreexactly,using som eassum ptions,itcan beshown
thatin theBjorken lim it� = x and Bjorken Scaling takeplacein zero order
in �s (where�s istheQCD runningcouplingconstant),whiletheinteraction
between quarksand gluonscan betaken intoaccountperturbatively (leading
tologarithm icbreakingofscalingand therelation � = x).Notehoweverthat
thetechniqueoftheoperatorproductexpansion (OPE)developed by W ilson
and others(see,forexam ple,Refs. [3])form ally does notuse any relation
between � and x,and in principle one cannot exclude the possibility that,
even in theBjorken lim itand in zeroorderoftheperturbation theory,scaling
takesplacewhile� 6= x.Therelation � = x in thefram ework oftheOPE can
be obtained only atsom e additionalassum ptions| see Refs. [4]. M oreover,
itisnoteven clearwhethertheOPE seriesisconvergentorasym ptotic[5].

Theproblem ariseshow totakeintoaccountthee�ectthatinitiallyquarks
are in the bound state | in the nucleon. Itisclearthatthise�ectcannot
beconsidered in thefram ework ofperturbativeQCD.

Our experience in nonrelativistic quantum m echanics and in nuclear
physicstellsthatthe e�ectofbinding isnotim portantatlargem om entum
transfer. Forexam ple,the resultsofcalculationsofthe electron scattering
from nucleishow thatatsm allm om entum transferthereisacoherentprocess
on thenucleusasa whole(and thereforethescattering am plitudeispropor-
tionalto Z and the cross-section isproportionalto Z 2),while atlarge m o-
m entum transferthecross-section isan incoherentsum ofthecross-sections
on each nucleon in the nucleus(therefore,thiscross-section isproportional
to Z).

Thispicture wasquestioned by m any authorsafterthe discovery ofthe
EM C e�ect[6].Thecentralpointoftheextensivediscussion in theliterature
waswhetherthe EM C e�ectcan be explained in the fram ework ofconven-
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tionalnuclearphysics. W e shallnotdiscussthisproblem butnote thatthe
large group ofauthorsstated thatthiscan be done ifthe e�ectsofthe in-
teraction between thenucleonsand relativistice�ectsaretaken into account
(see,forexam plethecalculationsin Refs.[7,8,9]).

Itisim portanttonotethattheabovecalculationsin conventionalnuclear
physics(nottaking into accounttheEM C e�ect)and theanalogouscalcula-
tionsin atom icphysicshavebeen carried outin thefram eworkoftheim pulse
approxim ation,where itisassum ed thattheelectrom agnetic currentopera-
tor(ECO)ofthesystem underconsideration can berepresented asa sum of
theECO’sfortheconstituentscom prising thissystem .Such an approxim a-
tion isreasonablein nonrelativisticquantum m echanics,butitiswell-known
that in the relativistic case the ECO should necessarily contain the term s
depending on the interaction between the constituents,since otherwise the
ECO satis�esneitherrelativisticinvariancenorcurrentconservation.

In the parton m odelitisassum ed thatthe partonsin the IM F are free
to the extentthatthe im pulse approxim ation isvalid. On the otherhand,
the interaction between them cannotbe elim inated atallsince in thiscase
thenucleon willnotbebound.Aretheseassum ptionscom patiblewith each
other? The answerto thisquestion can be given only in the fram ework of
explicitly solvablem odels.

In the present paper the e�ect ofbinding in DIS is investigated in the
fram ework ofthe m odelin which the ECO explicitly satis�es relativistic
invariance,currentconservation,clusterseparability,and thecondition that
theinteraction term sin theECO donotrenorm alizethetotalsystem electric
charge. However these conditions are not su�cient for choosing a unique
solution. W e choose a specialsolution considered in Ref. [10]. The essence
ofour results becom es clear already in the case ofN = 2 particles,and
then theseresultsaregeneralized to thecasewhen N isarbitrary (including
N = 1 ).

Them ajorobjectionagainstsuch anapproachm aybethattheECO Ĵ�(x)
(� = 0;1;2;3)obtained in such awayisnonlocalin thesensethatitisnotde-
rived from alocalLagrangian (weusex todenoteapointin M inkowskispace
aswellasthe Bjorken variable,butthisshould notlead to m isunderstand-
ing). In particular,it is not clear whether the com m utator [Ĵ�(x);Ĵ�(0)]
necessarily vanisheswhen x isa space-like vector.Letusnotehoweverthat
ifatheory isnonlocalin theabovesense,thisdoesnotnecessarily im ply that
itisunphysical.Indeed,asithasbecom eclearalready in 30th,in relativistic
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quantum theory thereisno operatorpossessing allthepropertiesofthepo-
sition operator.In particular,thequantity x in theLagrangian density L(x)
is not the coordinate,but som e param eter which becom es the coordinate
only in theclassicallim it.Thereforethephysicalcondition isthattheabove
com m utatorshould vanish when jx2j! 1 butx2 < 0.W eshallsee in Sec.
4 thatthiscondition isindeed satis�ed.

Anyway,the relation between � and x derived in Sec. 5 isin factkine-
m atical. This relation shows that � 6= x even in the Bjorken lim it and in
zeroorderoftheperturbation theory.Atthesam etim e,in ourapproach the
scaling and theCallan-Grossrelation [11]rem ain.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.2wegiveadetailed calculation
ofthe hadronic tensorforsystem s oftwo particles in the im pulse approxi-
m ation,and in Sec. 3 the sam e is done for system s ofN particles. The
corresponding results are well-known,and the analogous calculations were
carried outelsewhere(see,forexam ple,Refs.[12,13,14]and referencescited
therein),butthem ajorpurposeofthesesectionsisto preparethereaderfor
theconsideration ofthecasewhen theECO containstheinteraction.In Sec.
4 we briey describe the results ofRef. [10]needed in Sec. 5 where these
resultsareused fortheexplicitcalculation ofthehadronictensorforsystem s
ofN particles. W e hope thatthe m ain partofthe paperisself-contained,
and even theunexperienced readercan follow ourcalculations.

2 Im pulse approxim ation for the system of

tw o particles

Letusconsiderasystem oftwo particleswith them assesm iand theelectric
chargesei(i= 1;2).Ifpisthe4-m om entum ofsom eparticlethen p? m eans
the projection ofp onto the plane xy,and,instead ofthe tem poraland the
z com ponentsofp,weusethe� com ponentsde�ned asp� = (p0 � pz)=

p
2.

W ealsouse�itodenotetheprojection ofthespin ofparticleion thez axis.
The Hilbertspace H forthe system underconsideration isthe space of

functions’(p1? ;p
+

1 ;�1;p2? ;p
+

2 ;�2)such that

X

�1�2

Z

jj’(p1? ;p
+

1
;�1;p2? ;p

+

2
;�2)jj

2
d�(p1? ;p

+

1
)d�(p2? ;p

+

2
) < 1 (1)
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where

d�(p? ;p
+ )=

d2p? dp
+

2(2�)3p+
(2)

Instead oftheindividualparticlevariablesweintroducethetotalm om en-
tum variablesand the internalm om entum variables. The form erare the ?
and + com ponentsofthe4-vectorP = p1 + p2,and,following Ref.[15],the
lattercan bede�ned as

� =
p
+

1

P +
; k? = p1? � �P

+ (3)

Asshowninthisreference,itisalsopossibletochooseastheinternalvariables
thesetk = (k? ;kz)wherekz isde�ned from theconditions

� =
!1(k)+ kz

M (k)
; (4)

!i(k)= (m 2
i + k2)1=2,and M (k)= !1(k)+ !2(k). Itiseasy to show that

P 2 = M (k)2,and therefore the m assoperatorofthe two-particle system is
theoperatorofm ultiplication by M (k).

Itiseasy to seethatundertheinterchangeofparticles1 and 2,k ! � k

and � ! 1� �.Forthisreason itissom etim esconvenienttousethenotations
k1 = � k2 = k and �1 = 1� �2 = �.

Letusintroduce the 4-vectorski = (!i(ki);ki)and G = P=M (k).Since
G 2 = 1,only three com ponentsofG are independent,forexam ple G ? and
G + .Let�(G)� �(G? ;G + )2 SL(2;C)bethem atrix with thecom ponents

�11 = �
� 1

22
= 21=4(G + )1=2; �12 = 0; �21 = (G x + {G

y)�22 (5)

W e use L(l)to denote the Lorentz transform ation corresponding to l2
SL(2;C).Then a directcalculation showsthat

pi= L[�(G)]ki (i= 1;2) (6)

ThereforeL[�(G)]hasthem eaning oftheboost,and k isthem om entum in
thec.m .fram e.W enotethatthesequantitiesarethesam easthe"canonical"
onesifG ? = 0.
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A directcalculation gives

d�(p1? ;p
+

1
)d�(p2? ;p

+

2
)= d�(P? ;P

+ )d�(int);

d�(int)=
d2k? d�

2(2�)3�(1� �)
=

M (k)d3k

2(2�)3!1(k)!2(k)
(7)

W e introduce the Hilbert space H int as the space of functions
�(k? ;�;�1;�2)� �(k;�1;�2)such that

jj�jj
2
�

X

�1�2

Z

j�(k? ;�;�1;�2)j
2
d�(int) < 1 (8)

(note that � 2 [0;1]). W e shall write the function � in the form
�(k2? ;�2;�2;�1) if(k2? ;�2) are chosen as the independent variables, and
(k1? ;�1)areconnected with them asexplained above.

In thescattering theory thestatein which particle1 hasthem om entum
p0
1
and thespin projection �0

1
,and particle2 hasthem om entum p0

2
and the

spin projection �0
2
,istheproductjp0

1
;�0

1
ijp0

2
;�0

2
iwhere

jp
0

i;�
0

ii= 2(2�)3p
0+

i �
(2)(pi? � p

0

i? )�(p
+

i � p
0+

i )��i�0i (9)

(��i�0i isthe Cronecker sym bol). Ifthe particlesare in the bound state de-
scribed by thewavefunction �02 H int,and thesystem asthewholehasthe
4-m om entum P 0 then,as shown by severalauthors (see,forexam ple,Ref.
[16]),the above choice ofthe variablesm akesitpossible to write the wave
function ofsuch a system by analogy with Eq.(9):

jP
0
;�

0
i= 2(2�)3P

0+
�
(2)(P ? � P

0

?
)�(P+ � P

0+ )�0 (10)

where�0isnorm alized asjj�0jj2 = 1.
W e shallalwaysassum e thatallparticleshaving the electric charge are

structurelessand theirspin isequalto 1/2. Then the one-particle ECO for
particleiactsoverthevariablesofthisparticleas

J
�

i’(pi? ;p
+

i ;�i) = ri
X

�0
i

Z

[�wi(pi;�i)
�
wi(p

0

i;�
0

i)]�

’(p0i? ;p
0+

i ;�
0

i)d�(p
0

i? ;p
0+

i ) (11)

and overthevariablesofotherparticleitactsastheidentity operator.Here
ri = ei=e0 is the ratio ofthe particle electric charge to the unit electric
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charge,wi(pi;�i)istheDiraclightconespinor,� istheDirac-m atrix,and
�w = w + 0. The form ofwi(pi;�i)in the spinorrepresentation ofthe Dirac
-m atricesis

wi(pi;�i)=
p
m i







�(pi? =m i;p
+

i =m i)�(�)
�(pi? =m i;p

+

i =m i)� 1+ �(�)







(12)

where�(�)istheordinaryspinordescribingthestatewith thespinprojection
on thez axisequalto �.

The im pulse approxim ation im plies that the ECO for the system as a
whole is a sum for ofthe ECO’s for the constituents. In particular,for a
system oftwo particlesJ�(0)= J

�

1(0)+ J
�

2(0). Thisrelation togetherwith
Eqs.(9-11)m akesitpossibletocalculatethem atrix elem entoftheoperator
J�(0)between any two-particlestates.

W hen thebound stateoftwo particlesabsorbsa virtualphoton with the
largem om entum ,weshould expectthat,sincetherelativem om entum in the
�nalstateislarge,theinteraction between theparticlesin thisstatecan be
neglected.Thereforetheinclusivecross-section isfully de�ned by thetensor

W
�� =

1

4�

X

�1"�2"

Z

(2�)4�(4)(P 0+ q� p1"� p2")hP
0
;�

0
jJ

�(0)jp1";�1";

p2";�2"ihp1";�1";p2";�2"jJ
�(0)jP 0

;�
0
id�(p1? ";p

"+

1
)d�(p2? ";p

"+

2
) (13)

Itiswell-known thatthe average value ofthistensoroverthe allinitial
spin statesisequalto

W
��(P 0

;q)= (
q�q�

q2
� g

��)F1(x;q
2)+

1

(P 0q)
(P

0�
�
q�(P 0q)

q2
)(P

0�
�
q�(P 0q)

q2
)F2(x;q

2); (14)

and ourgoalisto calculatethestructurefunctionsF1(x;q2)and F2(x;q2).
Knowing the m om enta pi" in the �nalstate and using Eq. (6)we can

calculate the relative m om entum k" in the �nalstate. LetM " = !1(k")+
!2(k")bethem assofthe�nalstate.Then a standard calculation gives

(2�)4�(4)(P 0+ q� p1"� p2")d�(p1? ";p
"+

1 )d�(p2? ";p
"+

2 )=
k"do"

16�2M "
(15)
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wherek"= jk"j,and do" istheelem entofthesolid anglefortheunitvector
k"=k".In theBjorken lim itk"= M "=2 and

M "= [
jq2j(1� x)

x
]1=2 (16)

sinceM "2 = (P 0+ q)2.
Asfollowsfrom Eqs.(6),(7),(9)and (11)

hp
"

1
;�

"

1
;p

"

2
;�

"

2
jJ

�(0)jP 0
;�

0
i=

2
X

i= 1

X

�i

ri

�i
[�wi(pi";�i")

�
wi(p

0

i;�
0

i)]�
0(di;�

0

i;~�i") (17)

where ~�1" = �2", ~�2" = �1", p0i = L[�(P0

?
=M (di);P

0+ =M (di))]di, di =
(!i(di);di),and thevectorsdi arede�ned by theconditions

L[�(
P 0

?

M (di)
;
P

0+

M (di)
)](~!i(di);� di)= L[�(

P ? "

M "
;
P "+

M "
)](~!i(ki");� ki") (18)

whereP"= p1"+ p2",~!1 = !2,and ~!2 = !1.
Itisconvenienttoconsidertheprocessin thereferencefram ewhereP 0

?
=

q? = 0,and P
0z ispositiveand very large.By analogy with theBreitfram e

forelasticprocesseswechoosethereference fram ein which P 0+ P"= 0.It
iseasy to show thatin thisreferencefram e

q
0 = 2jP 0

j(1� x);P
0+ =

p
2jP 0

j;q
+ = �

p
2jP 0

jx;P
"+ =

p
2jP 0

j(1� x) (19)

Then,asfollowsfrom Eq.(18)

d1? = k1? "; d2? = k2? "; 1� �1 =
1

2
(1� x)(1� cos�);

1� �2 =
1

2
(1� x)(1+ cos�) (20)

where k"z = k"cos�,and the quantities �i are expressed in term s ofdi ac-
cording to Eq.(4).

W eassum ethattheinternalwavefunction �0(d)e�ectively cutsthecon-
tribution oflarge m om enta,and therefore the contribution to the integrals
containing �0(d)isgiven only by the m om enta with jdj� m0,where m 0 is
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som e param etersatisfying the condition m 2
0
� jq2j. Then,asfollowsfrom

Eqs. (15-17) and the �rst pair ofexpressions in Eq. (20),only those �0s
contributetoEq.(13)forwhich 1� jcos�j� m20=jq

2j.Using additionally Eq.
(4),thesecond pairofexpressionsin Eq.(20),and thecondition jdzj� m0,
we conclude thatin the right-hand side ofEq. (17)the term with i= 1 is
notnegligibleonly ifcos� iscloseto -1 (1+ cos� � m2

0
=jq2j),whiletheterm

with i= 2 isnotnegligibleonly ifcos� iscloseto +1 (1� cos� � m2
0
=jq2j).

Therefore,asfollowsfrom Eq.(20),�1 = x in the�rstterm ,and �2 = x

in thesecond one,in agreem entwith theinterpretation ofthequantity x in
theparton m odel.W ealso seethatboth particlesabsorb thevirtualphoton
incoherently.

Itiseasytoseethatin bothregionsofcos� wecanwritedo"= d2k? "=k"2.
Therefore,asfollowsfrom Eqs.(5-7),(12),(13),(15-17),(19)and (20)

W
�� =

2
X

i= 1

r
2

i

Z

h�
0(ki? ;�i= x)jS��

i j�
0(ki? ;�i= x)i

d2ki?

4(2�)3x(1� x)
(21)

where we do notwrite the spin variables in the argum ents ofthe function
�0,thescalarproductistaken overthese variables,and the tensoroperator
S
��

i isasfollows. Itisequalto zero ifeither� or� isequalto � ,while if
j;l= x;y then Sjl

i = �jl+ 2{�jlszi,where�jlistheantisym m etrictensorwith
�xy = � �yx = 1,�11 = �22 = 0,and szi isthez com ponentofthespin operator
forparticlei.

3 Im pulse approxim ation forthe system ofN

particles

Ifthebound stateconsistsofN particles,wecan chooseany pairofparticles,
say the pair ofparticles i1 and i2,and construct the externaland internal
variablesforthispairasdescribed above.LetPi1i2 = pi1 + pi2 bethetotal4-
m om entum ofthepairi1i2.Usingtheanalogousprocedure,wecan construct
from Pi1i2 and pi3 thetotalm om entum ofthesystem i1i2i3 and therelative
variablesdescribing the m otion ofthe system i1i2 relative particle i3.Then
theinternalvariablesin thesystem i1i2i3 arethesevariablesand theinternal
variablesforthesystem i1i2.Itisobviousthatin such awaywecan construct
theexternaland internalvariablesforasystem with any num berofparticles,
butthechoiceoftheinternalvariablesisnotunique.
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Let Pi be the total4-m om entum ofthe system consisting ofparticles
1;2;:::i� 1;i+ 1;:::N , ~intbea setoftheinternalvariablesforthissystem ,
and d�(~int) be the volum e elem ent in the set ~int. Then P = pi + Pi is
thetotal4-m om entum ofthesystem consisting ofalltheparticles1;2;:::N ,
and weuseki? ;�i to denotethevariablesdescribing them otion ofparticlei
relativethesystem 1;2;:::i� 1;i+ 1;:::N .By analogy with Eq.(3)

�i=
p
+

i

P +
; ki? = pi? � �iP

+ (22)

LetM i be the free m assoperatorofthe system 1;2;:::i� 1;i+ 1;:::N asa
function of ~int.Then,by analogy with Eq.(4),wecan introducethevector
ki= (ki? ;kzi)such that

�i=
!i(ki)+ kzi

M (ki;M i)
; (23)

whereM (ki;M i)= !i(ki)+ (M 2
i + k2i)

1=2.
Byanalogywith thetwo-particlecase,wecan introducetheinternalspace

H int asthespaceoffunctions�(ki? ;�i;�i; ~int)such that

jj�jj
2
�

X

�i

Z

j�(ki? ;�i;�i; ~int)j
2

d2ki? d�i

2(2�)3�i(1� �i)
d�(~int) < 1 (24)

Letthe initialstate ofthe system ofN particlesbe a bound state with the
total4-m om entum P 0 and the internalwave function �0(ki? ;�i;�i; ~int)the
norm ofwhich in thespaceH int isequalto unity.Then thewavefunction of
such a system can bewritten in theform ofEq.(10)(see,forexam ple,Ref.
[16]). Afterabsorbing the virtualphoton with large m om entum ,particle i
becom esfree,buttherestofthe system can consistofsom enum beroffree
particlesand ofsom enum berofsubsystem sin thebound states.If�i"(~int)
istheinternalwavefunction ofthesystem 1;2;:::i� 1;i+ 1;:::N in the�nal
state,then the wave function ofthe system ofN particlesin the �nalstate
can bewritten as

jpi";�i";Pi";�i"i= 2(2�)3p"+i �
(2)(pi? � pi? ")�(p

+

i � p
"+

i )��i�i" �

2(2�)3P "+

i �
(2)(P i? � Pi? ")�(P

+

i � P
"+

i )�i"(~int) (25)

Instead ofEq.(13)weshould writethehadronictensorin theform

W
�� =

1

4�

X

�i" ~int

Z

(2�)4�(4)(P 0+ q� pi"� Pi")hP
0
;�

0
jJ

�(0)jpi";�i";
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Pi";�i"ihpi";�i";Pi";�i"jJ
�(0)jP 0

;�
0
id�(pi? ";p

"+

i )�

d�(Pi? ";P
"+

i )d�(~int) (26)

whereasum istaken overallpossiblespin statesofparticleiand allpossible
internalstatesofthesystem 1;:::i� 1;i+ 1;:::N .

Letki" be the relative m om entum ofparticle iand the system 1;:::i�
1;i+ 1;:::N ,and E i(di)= (M 2

i + d2i)
1=2. Then,asfollowsfrom Eqs. (10),

(11)and (25)

hpi";�i";Pi";�i"(~int)jJ
�
i(0)jP

0
;�

0(ki;�i; ~int)i=
ri

�i

X

�0
i

Z

�i"(~int)
�
�

[�wi(pi";�i")
�
wi(p

0

i;�
0

i)]�
0(di;�

0

i;
~int)d�(~int) (27)

where p0i = L[�(P0

?
=M (di;M i);P

0+ =M (di;M i))]di, and di is de�ned by
the condition,which can be written as Eq. (18) ifM (di) is replaced by
M (di;M i),~!i isreplaced by E i,and M " = !(k")+ E i(k").

Using the com pletenessofthe statesin the internalspace ofthe system
1;:::i� 1;i+ 1;:::N and Eqs.(15),(16),(19),(26)and (27)weget(com pare
with Eq.(21))

W
�� =

N
X

i= 1

r
2

i

Z

h�
0(ki? ;�i= x; ~int)jS��

i j�
0(ki? ;�i= x; ~int)i

d2ki? d�(~int)

4(2�)3x(1� x)
(28)

Letusintroducethenotation

�i(x)=
Z

h�
0(ki? ;�i= x; ~int)j�0(ki? ;�i= x; ~int)i

d2ki? d�(~int)

2(2�)3x(1� x)
(29)

Then,asfollows from Eqs. (7),(8)and (24),�i(x)dx is the probability of
theeventthatparticleiin thebound statehasthevalueof�iin theinterval
(x;x + dx).

As follows from Eqs. (14) and (28),the structure functions F1 and F2

depend only on x:

F1(x)=
1

2

N
X

i= 1

r
2

i�i(x); F2(x)= 2xF1(x) (30)

(the last equality is known as the Callan-Gross relation [11]). These ex-
pressions for the structure functions were derived by m any authors in the
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fram ework ofthe parton m odel(see also Sec.6).Equation (28)also m akes
itpossible to write the expression forthe polarized structure functions,but
weshallnotdwellon thisquestion.

Onem ightthink thattheaboveresultsarenaturalsincethey fully agree
with the parton m odel. However the following question arises. Since the
ECO in the im pulse approxim ation does not satisfy relativistic invariance
and currentconservation (see the nextsection form ore details),the results
for the structure functions depend on the reference fram e in which these
functionsarecalculated.An argum entin favorofchoosingtheIM F isthatin
thisreferencefram ethetensorW �� given by Eq.(28)satis�esthecontinuity
equation q�W �� = q�W

�� = 0.Anotherwell-known argum entsarebased on
the approach proposed by W einberg [17]and developed by severalauthors
(see,forexam ple,Refs.[18,19]).Letusnotehoweverthatthough quantum
�eld theory in the IM F seem snaturaland hassom e advantages,italso has
som eseriousdi�cultieswhich arenotpresentin theusualform ulation [20].

In ouropinion,a ratherstrangefeatureoftheaboveresultsisasfollows.
By lookingthrough thederivation oftheseresultsonecan easily seethatthe
initialstate is treated in fact not as the bound state but as the free state
ofnoninteracting particles. Indeed,we have never used the fact that the
initialstate is the eigenstate ofthe m ass operator M̂ with the eigenvalue
M 0: M̂ �0 = M 0�0. In the im pulse approxim ation the relation between the
quantitiesdiand ki" (seeEq.(18))isderived from thecondition thatthe4-
vectors(~!(di);� di)and (~!(ki");� ki")areconnected by theLorentzboosts
in the initialand �nalstates. Itisnaturalthatparticle idoesnotinteract
with the otherparticlesin the �nalstate,butitisstrange thatwe neglect
the interaction in the initialstate and write the free m assM (di)instead of
therealm assM 0which hastheinitialstate.

Thee�ectofbindingcan beexplicitly taken intoaccountin m odelswhere
theECO satis�esrelativisticinvarianceand currentconservation.Thisprob-
lem isconsidered in thesubsequentsections.

12



4 Electrom agnetic current operator for sys-

tem s ofinteracting particles

In thefollowing weuse Ĵ�(x)to denotetheECO fora system ofinteracting
particles,whileJ�(x)isused to denotetheECO in theim pulseapproxim a-
tion.

Let Û(a)= exp({P̂�a�)be the representation operatorcorresponding to
the displacem ent ofthe origin in spacetim e translation ofM inkowskispace
by the 4-vector a. Here P̂ = (P̂ 0;P̂) is the operator ofthe 4-m om entum ,
P̂ 0 = Ê isthe Ham iltonian,and P̂ isthe operatorofordinary m om entum .
Letalso Û(l)betherepresentation operatorcorresponding to l2 SL(2;C).
Then Ĵ�(x)m ustbetheselfadjointrelativisticvectoroperatorsuch that

Û(a)� 1Ĵ�(x)Û(a)= Ĵ
�(x� a) (31)

Û(l)� 1Ĵ�(x)Û(l)= L(l)��Ĵ
�(L(l)� 1x) (32)

where a sum over repeated indices �;� = 0;1;2;3 is assum ed. As follows
from Eq. (31),the continuity equation @Ĵ�(x)=@x� = 0 can be written in
theform

[̂J�(x);P̂�]= 0 (33)

Sinceatleastsom eoftheoperatorsÛ(a)and Û(l)depend on interactionsin
thesystem underconsideration,theim m ediate consequence ofEqs.(31-33)
isthat Ĵ�(x)also depends on these interactions and thus Ĵ�(x)cannotbe
written only asa sum oftheconstituentECO’s.Thisfactwas�rstpointed
outby Siegert[21].

Let
Q̂ =

Z

Ĵ
�(x)d��(x) (34)

bethesystem electricchargeoperatorwhered��(x)= ���(�x� �)d4x isthe
volum eelem entofthespace-likehypersurfacede�ned by thetim e-likevector
� (�2 = 1) and the evolution param eter �. Then the im portant physical
condition isthattheinteractionsdo notrenorm alizetheelectric charge,i.e.
Q̂ does not depend on the choice of� and � and has only one eigenvalue
equalto the sum ofelectric charges ofconstituents. It is well-known that
Eq.(33)ensuresthatQ̂ doesnotdepend on � and � butthiscondition does
notensurethat Q̂ hasthesam evalueasfornoninteracting particles.

13



In addition,the operator Ĵ�(x) should satisfy the cluster separability
condition. Briey speaking, this condition im plies that ifthe interaction
between any subsystem s�1;:::�n com prising thesystem underconsideration
is turned o� then Ĵ�(x) m ust becom e a sum ofthe ECO’s Ĵ��i(x) for the
subsystem s.

To explicitly constructtheECO satisfying theabovepropertiesitisnec-
essary to choose �rst the explicit realization ofthe representation ofthe
Poincare group forthesystem underconsideration.Diracwasthe�rstwho
singled outthreeform sofrelativisticdynam ics:instant,frontand pointones
[22].Asproved by Sokolov and Shatny [23],theseform sareunitarily equiv-
alentto each other. In Ref. [10]the problem ofconstructing the ECO was
�rstexplicitly solved in the pointform ,and then,using the unitary opera-
torsconstructed in Ref. [23],the ECO wasconstructed in the instantand
frontform s.Forthisreason,in thepresentpaperweusethesolution in the
pointform .By de�nition,thedescription in thepointform im pliesthatthe
operators Û(l)arethesam easfornoninteracting particles,i.e. Û(l)= U(l),
and thusinteraction term scan bepresentonly in the4-m om entum operators
P̂ (i.e.in thegeneralcase P̂ � 6= P � forall�).

In the point form it is convenient to use 4-velocities (instead of 4-
m om enta)astheexternalvariableswhiletheinternalvariablescan bechosen
asabove(seeEqs.(3)and (6)).Ifgi= pi=m i,then itiseasy to seethat,by
analogy with Eq.(7),

d�(g1? ;g
+

1
)d�(g2? ;g

+

2
)= d�(G ? ;G

+ )d�(int) (35)

butnow

d�(int)=
M (k)2d2k? d�

2(2�)3�(1� �)
=

M (k)3d3k

2(2�)3!1(k)!2(k)
(36)

The internaltwo-particle Hilbertspace H int can be form ally de�ned asthe
spaceoffunctionssatisfying Eq.(8),butwith d�(int)given by Eq.(36).

By analogy with the m ethod proposed by Bakam djian and Thom as in
theinstantform [24],itispossibleto introducetheinteraction into thetwo-
particle system as follows (see,forexam ple,Refs. [25,26]). First,we can
expressalltherepresentation generatorsofthePoincaregroup asfunctionsof
theoperatorsM ,G,andthetwo-bodyspin operatorS.InthiscaseP = M G,
where P is the free two-body m om entum operator,and the representation
generators ofthe Lorentz group are functions ofonly G and S. Then we

14



replace M by the two-body m ass operator M̂ which acts only in H int. If
M̂ com m uteswith S then thecom m utation relationsforthePoincaregroup
generators willnot be broken. After this procedure the generators ofthe
Lorentzgroup rem ain thesam easforthenoninteracting particles,butthe4-
m om entum operator P̂ = M̂ G.In thegeneralcasethetwo-body generators
obtained in such a way should be subject to som e unitary transform ation
A,butwe shallnotdiscussthisquestion and assum e thatA = 1 (see Refs.
[27,10]form oredetails).

Asfollowsfrom Eq.(31)

Ĵ
�(x)= exp({P̂ x)Ĵ�(0)exp(� {̂P x) (37)

Therefore,iftheoperatorsP̂ areknown,itissu�cientto constructonly the
operators Ĵ�(0)with thecorrectproperties.

Let’(G)bea function ofG with therangein H int.Theaction ofĴ�(0)
in H can bede�ned as

Ĵ
�(0)’(G)= 2

Z

M̂
3=2
Ĵ
�(G;G 0)M̂ 3=2

’(G 0)d�(G 0

?
;G

0+ ) (38)

where the kernelĴ�(G;G 0)isan operatorin H int forany �xed valuesofG
and G 0.

W euse�(G;G0)to denote�((G + G0)=jG + G 0j)2SL(2,C)and L(G;G 0)
to denoteL[�(G;G0)].W ealso introducethe4-vectors

f = L(G;G 0)� 1G; f
0= L(G;G 0)� 1G 0 (39)

These4-vectorsareconstructed asthec.m .fram e4-velocitiesoftwoparticles
with unitm assesand the4-velocitiesG and G 0(com parewith Eq.(6)).Let
usnote thatthisisonly a form alconstruction since G and G 0 in Eq. (39)
havethesenseofthe4-velocitiesofoneand thesam esystem in the�naland
initialstates.Nevertheless,asfollowsfrom Eq.(39),the4-vectorsf and f0

aresuch that

f
2 = f

02 = 1; f+ f
0= 0; f

0 = f
00 = (1+ f

2)1=2 (40)

Therefore the 4-vectorsf and f0 are fully determ ined by the spatialpartf
ofthe4-vectorf.

Itcan beshown (seeRef.[10])thatasfollowsfrom Lorentzinvariance

Ĵ
�(G;G 0)= L(G;G 0)��ĵ

�(f) (41)
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whereweuse ĵ�(f)todenote Ĵ�(f;f0).W eseethatthekerneloftheoperator
Ĵ� isfully determ ined by an operatorthe action ofwhich in H int depends
only on f.

Thecontinuity equation (33)in term sofĵ�(f)reads

f
0[M̂ ;̂j

0(f)]= ffM̂ ;̂j(f)g (42)

whereweusecurly bracketstodenotetheanticom m utator.Asshown in Ref.
[10],the condition thatthe operator(34)isthe sam e asfornoninteracting
particles willbe satis�ed if ĵ0(0) = j0(0),i.e. the operator ĵ0(0) does not
depend on theinteraction.Letuschoosethecoordinateaxesin such a way
thatf? = 0. Then,asfollowsfrom Eq. (42),the continuity equation does
notim pose any constraint on the operator ĵ? (f). In addition,asshown in
Ref. [10],Eq. (42) m akes it possible to �nd ĵz(f) if ĵ0(f) is known. W e
concludethatoneofthepossibilitiesto constructtheECO satisfying allthe
abovepropertiesisto choosetheoperators ĵ0(f)and ĵ? (f)in thesam eform
asthey havein thecaseofnoninteracting particles:

ĵ
�(f)= j

�(f) if � 6= z (43)

W eshallassum ethatthiscondition issatis�ed.
Asnoted in theIntroduction,there isalso a problem ,whethertheECO

satis�esthe locality conditions,and in particular,the equaltim e com m uta-
tion relations. Generally speaking,we expectthatthese conditionsare not
satis�ed.However,asfollowsfrom Eqs.(37)and (38),

Ĵ
�(0;x)Ĵ�(0)’(G)= 4exp(� {̂M (G x))

Z Z

M̂
3=2
Ĵ
�(G;G")M̂ 3

�

exp({M̂ (G "x))Ĵ�(G";G 0)’(G 0)d�(G ? ";G
"+ )d�(G 0

?
;G

0+ ) (44)

IfthekerneloftheECO issu�ciently sm ooth,then itfollowsfrom Eq.(44)
thatthestronglim itofĴ�(0;x)Ĵ�(0)isequaltozeroifjxj! 1 .Analogously
itiseasy to see thatthe sam e isvalid forthe strong lim itofĴ�(0)Ĵ�(0;x).
As noted in the Introduction, just these conditions should be necessarily
satis�ed.

The explicit expression for the action ofthe free two-particle operator
j�(f)in H int can be found from Eqs. (38-40),since in the case ofnoninter-
acting particles the ECO is a sum ofthe ECO’s forparticles 1 and 2 (see
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Ref.[10]form oredetails).Theresultis(com parewith Eqs.(17)and (18))

j
�(f) (k;�1;�2)=

2
X

i= 1

X

�0
i

ri

2!(di)
[
M (di)

M (ki)
]3=2 �

[�wi(hi;�i)
�
wi(h

0

i;�
0

i)] (di;�
0

i;~�i) (45)

where

h
0

i= L[�(f0
?
;f

0+ )](!i(di);di); hi= L[�(f? ;f
+ )](!i(ki);ki); (46)

and instead ofEq.(18),thevectorsdi arede�ned by theconditions

L[�(f0
?
;f

0+ )](~!i(di);� di)= L[�(f? ;f
+ )](~!i(ki);� ki) (47)

Asfollowsfrom Eqs.(5)and (47)

f
0+ [~!i(di)� d

z
i]= f

+ [~!i(ki)� k
z
i]; (48)

and,iff? = 0,

d? = k? ; d
z
i = (1+ 2jfj2)kzi � 2f0fz~!i(ki) (49)

The problem ofconstructing the ECO forsystem swith N > 2 particles
is m uch m ore com plicated than in the case oftwo particles since cluster
separability im poses considerable restrictions on the choice ofthe solution
(seeRef.[10]).Forthisreason weshallconsiderthecasewhen (in thespirit
ofthe parton m odel) only the N-particle interaction is present while there
areno interactionsin thesubsystem softhesystem underconsideration.In
thiscasetheaction oftheoperatorj�(f)in theN-particleinternalspaceH int

can bedeterm ined by analogy with Eq.(45):

j
�(f) (ki;�i; ~int)=

N
X

i= 1

X

�0
i

ri

2!(di)
[
M (di;M i)

M (ki;M i)
]3=2 �

[�wi(hi;�i)
�
wi(h

0

i;�
0

i)] (di;�
0

i;
~int) (50)

where hi and h0i are de�ned by Eq. (46),M i isthe free m assofthe system
1;:::i� 1;i+ 1;:::N ,di isde�ned by Eq.(47)with ~!i(di)replaced by (M 2

i +
d2i)

1=2, and for the index i in the argum ent of the wave function in the
left-hand side we can take any integer from 1 to N.By analogy with the
two-particlecase,wealso assum ethattheN-particleoperator ĵ�(f)satis�es
Eq.(43).
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5 H adronic tensor for the system ofN parti-

cles

Letus�rstconsiderthe problem ofcalculating the hadronic tensorforthe
system oftwo particles.Letgi" (i= 1;2)bethe4-velocitiesoftheparticles
in the �nalstate. Since the norm alization ofthe statesshould be the sam e
asin Eq.(9),thewave function ofthe�nalstateis

jg1";�1";g2";�2"i=
2
Y

i= 1

2

m i

(2�)3g"+i �
(2)(gi? � gi? ")�(g

+

i � g
"+

i )��i�i" (51)

Let 02 H intbetheinternalwavefunction oftheinitialbound statesuch
thatjj 0jj2 = 1,and M 0bethem assofthisstate.Then M̂  0= M 0 0.IfP 0is
the4-m om entum oftheinitialstateand G 0isits4-velocity then P 0= M 0G 0,
and,sincethenorm alization should bethesam easforthewavefunction in
Eq.(10),wewrite

jG
0
; 

0
i=

2

M 0
(2�)3G

0+
�
(2)(G ? � G

0

?
)�(G+ � G

0+ ) 0 (52)

Now thehadronictensorshould bewritten in theform

W
�� =

1

4�

X

�1"�2"

Z

(2�)4�(4)(P 0+ q� p1"� p2")hG
0
; 

0
jĴ

�(0)jg1";�1";

g2";�2"ihg1";�1";g2";�2"jĴ
�(0)jG 0

; 
0
id�(p1? ";p

"+

1
)d�(p2? ";p

"+

2
) (53)

W e again use Eqs. (6),(15) and (16),and de�ne the 4-velocity ofthe
�nalstate asG" = P"=M ". Asfollowsfrom Eqs. (35)and (36),the wave
function given by Eq.(52)can berewritten in theform

jg1";�1";g2";�2"i= (2�)3G "+
�
(2)(G ? � G? ")�(G

+
� G

"+ )��1�1"��2�2" �

2(2�)3m 1m 2

M (k")3
!1(k")!2(k")�

(3)(k � k") (54)

Therefore,asfollowsfrom Eqs.(35),(36),(38),(52)and (54)

hg1";�1";g2";�2"jĴ
�(0)jG 0

; 
0(k;�1;�2)i=

2

M 0m 1m 2

(M "M 0)3=2 �

Ĵ
�(G";G 0) 0(k";�1";�2") (55)
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Since the ECO satis�esrelativistic invariance and currentconservation,
theresultsforthestructurefunctionsdo notdepend on thereference fram e
in which W �� is calculated,and in any fram e q�W �� = q�W

�� = 0. As
followsfrom Eqs. (39-41),itisconvenientto choose the reference fram e in
which G "+ G 0= 0,sincein thiscasetheLorentztransform ation L(G";G 0)is
theidentity operator,and thus Ĵ�(G;G 0)= ĵ�(f)with f= G ".Letusnote
thatthecondition G "+ G 0= 0isnotthesam easthecondition P"+ P 0= 0
de�ning the Breitfram e,since the m assesofthe initialand �nalstatesare
di�erent.

W e again suppose that P 0

?
= q? = 0 and P

0z > 0. Therefore G 0

?
=

G ? " = 0,and G
0z > 0. IfG "+ G 0 = 0 then fz = G "z < 0,and,since

G "= (M 0G 0+ q)=M ",we�nd that

q
0 = (M "� M

0)G
00
; q = � (M "+ M

0)G 0 (56)

Asfollowsfrom theseexpressions

G
02 = jfj

2 =
(M "� M 0)2 � q2

4M "M 0
(57)

In theBjorken lim itM "� M 0,and,sinceM "2 = (P 0+ q)2,wegetfrom Eqs.
(16)and (57)

jfj
2 =

jq2j1=2

4M 0[x(1� x)]1=2
(58)

Thereforejfj� 1 in theBjorken lim it.
Using Eqs.(43),(45),(46)and (55),weobtain thatif� 6= z,then in the

referencefram eunderconsideration

hg1";�1";g2";�2"ĵJ
�(0)jG 0

; 
0(k;�1;�2)i

2
X

i= 1

X

�0
i

riM (di)3=2(M 0)1=2

2!(di)m 1m 2

�

[�wi(hi";�i")
�
wi(h

0

i;�
0

i)] (di;�
0

i;~�i") (59)

whereh0i,hi"= hiand diarede�ned byEqs.(46)and (47)with f0? = f? = 0,
ki? = ki? ".

Asfollowsfrom Eq.(49),in thereferencefram eunderconsideration

d
z
i = (1+ 2jfj2)[k"zi � ~!i(ki")]�

~!i(ki")

4jfzj2
(60)
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Since ~!i(ki")=4jfzj2 = M 0(1� x)=2 (see Eqs. (16)and (58)),we conclude
that the condition jdj � m0 (see Sec. 2) can be again satis�ed only if
1� jcos�j� m20=jq

2jfori= 1and1+ cos� � m20=jq
2j)fori= 2.Therefore,the

presence ofthe interaction in theECO doesnotchangethe conclusion that
(atleastif�;� 6= z)theconstituentsabsorb thevirtualphoton incoherently.

Let us now consider Eq. (48). As follows from Eq. (4),~!i(di)� dzi =
M (di)(1� �i).Taking into accountthefactthatthefreem assoperatorcan
also bewritten asa function ofdi? and �i,and using Eq.(49),wecan write
M (di)= M (ki? ";�i).W ealso takeinto accountthatin thereference fram e
underconsideration

f
0+ =

p
2jfzj; f

+ =
1

2
p
2jfzj

(61)

Therefore,using Eqs.(16)and (58)wegetthe�nalresult

M (ki? ";�i)(1� �i)= M
0(1� x) (62)

where,ascan beshown from Eq.(4),theexplicitexpression forM (ki? ";�i)
is

M (ki? ";�i)= [
m 2

1

�1
+
m 2

2

�2
+

k"2
?

�1�2
]1=2 (63)

W e see that the equality �i = x takes place only if one neglects the
di�erence between the free m ass and the m ass ofthe bound state. This
equality was obtained from Eq. (18) while the relation (62) was obtained
from Eq.(47)atki"= ki.Sincein thereference fram eunderconsideration
P 0= M 0f0;P"= M "f,wecan rewriteEq.(47)in theform

L[�(
P 0

?

M 0
;
P

0+

M 0
)](~!i(di);� di)= L[�(

P ? "

M "
;
P "+

M "
)](~!i(ki");� ki") (64)

Therefore,instead ofthefreem assM (di)in Eq.(18),them assoftheinitial
bound state M 0 entersinto Eq. (64). Thisexplainsthe resultgiven by Eq.
(62).

An analogouse�ect(called x-rescaling)wasobserved by the authorsin-
vestigatingtheoriginalEM C e�ect[6],and in Sec.6wediscussthedi�erence
between ourresultsand thosein Refs.[7,8,9].

Equation (64)hastheclearphysicalm eaning.Indeed,theLorentzboost
in the left-hand side isthe realphysicalboostsince P 0 and M 0 are the real
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4-m om entum and them asswhich hasthe initialstate.Letthevirtualpho-
ton be absorbed by particle 1. Then the left-hand side of Eq. (64) h0

2

has the m eaning ofthe m om entum ofparticle 2 in the initialstate since
the 4-m om entum ofthis particle in the c.m . fram e ofthe initialstate is
(!2(d1);� d1). Analogously,the right-hand side ofEq. (64) h2" has the
m eaning ofthe m om entum ofparticle 2 in the �nalstate. Thus Eq. (64)
tellsthatthem om entum ofparticle2 doesnotchange.Asfollowsfrom Eqs.
(6)and (47),h1"= p1"and h2"= p2"sincein the�nalstatethetwo-particle
system isfree. Atthe sam e tim e,the quantitiesh0

1
and h0

2
are notequalto

the free m om enta p0
1
and p0

2
in the initialstate since h0

1
and h0

2
are de�ned

by the Lorentz boost depending on the physicalm ass M 0 while p01 and p02
arede�ned by theLorentzboostdepending on thefreem assM (d1).M ean-
while,Eq. (18)justtellsthatp02 = p2" asitshould be from the de�nition
oftheim pulseapproxim ation.W econcludethatsincein thepresenceofthe
interaction the quantity h0

2
can be interpreted asthe physical4-m om entum

ofparticle2 in theinitialstate,whilep02 nolongercan beinterpreted in such
a way,Eq.(64)isreasonablewhileEq.(18)isnot.

Sincewewish to com paretheresultswith thoseobtained in theim pulse
approxim ation,wenotethat,asfollowsfrom Eqs.(7)and (36)

 
0(d;�1;�2)=

m 1m 2

M (d)
�
0(d;�1;�2) (65)

Then asim plecalculation usingEqs.(4),(15),(16),(46),(53),(58-60)shows
thatin thereferencefram eunderconsideration thecom ponentsofthetensor
W �� with �;� 6= z aregiven by

W
�� =

2
X

i= 1

r
2

i

Z

h�
0(ki? ;�i)jS

��

i j�
0(ki? ;�i)i[1+

kzi

!i(k)
]2

d2ki?

4(2�)3�i(1� x)
(66)

where,asfollowsfrom Eqs.(62)and (63),�iisafunction ofki? and x which
should bede�ned from thecondition

[
m 2

i

�i
+

~m 2
i

1� �i
+

k2
?

�i(1� �i)
]1=2(1� �i)= M

0(1� x) (67)

By analogy with the calculationsin Sec. 3,we can easily generalize the
abovecalculationsto thecaseofN particlesin them odelconsidered in Sec.
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4 where ĵ(f)isgiven by Eqs. (50)and (43). In the reference fram e where
P 0

?
= P ? "= 0,P

0z > 0 and G 0+ G "= 0,

W
�� =

N
X

i= 1

r
2

i

Z

h�
0(ki? ;�i; ~int)jS

��

i j�
0(ki? ;�i; ~int)i�

[1+
kzi

!i(k)
]2

d2ki? d�(~int)

4(2�)3�i(1� x)
(68)

where�i isa function ofki? ;M i;x de�ned by theequations

M (ki? ;�i;M i)(1� �i)= M
0(1� x);

M (ki? ;�i;M i)= [
m 2

i

�i
+

M 2
i

1� �i
+

k2
?

�i(1� �i)
]1=2 (69)

and kzi isa function ofki? ;M i;x de�ned by Eq.(23).
Itiseasy to seethattheexplicitexpression for�i is

�i=
m 2

i + k2i?

m 2
i + k2i? + M

02(1� x)2
if m i= M i;

�i=
1

2
f1� �i� �i+ [(1� �i� �i)

2 + 4�i]
1=2
g if M i> m i;

�i=
1

2
f1� �i� �i� [(1� �i� �i)

2 + 4�i]
1=2
g if M i< m i (70)

where

�i=
m 2

i + k2i?

M 2
i � m2i

; �i=
M

02(1� x)2

M 2
i � m2i

(71)

Since x 2 [0;1],it follows from Eq. (70) that �i 2 [�m in
i ;1]where �m in

i =
�m in
i (ki? ;M i)isa function ofki? ;M i which can bede�ned from Eq.(70)at
x = 0.Itiseasy to seethat0< �m in

i < 1.
As follows from Eqs. (14) and (68),the scaling and the Callan-Gross

relation [11]alsotakeplaceiftheinteraction in theECO istaken intoaccount
since

F1(x)=
N
X

i= 1

r
2

i

X

�i

Z

j�
0(ki? ;�i;�i; ~int)j

2[1+
kzi

!i(ki)
]2

d2ki? d�(~int)

4(2�)3�i(1� x)
;

F2(x)= 2xF1(x) (72)
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6 D iscussion

Though thereexista vastliteraturedevoted to theparton m odel,only a few
authors investigated the problem ,what explicit physicalconditions should
besatis�ed forthevalidity ofthism odel(see,forexam ple,Refs.[12,13,14,
28]). The resultsofSecs. 2 and 3 show thatthe im pulse approxim ation is
the su�cientcondition forensuring the validity ofthe parton m odelin the
Bjorken lim it(in agreem entwith the above references). Itisobvious from
Eqs. (3) and (22) that the quantity �i is indeed the fraction ofthe total
m om entum in the IM F which has the particle interacting with the virtual
photon,and theresultsshow thatindeed �i= x in theBjorken lim it.

Itiseasy toshow thatifthepoint-likeparticleiwith thespin 1/2and the
initial4-m om entum �iP

0 absorbsthe virtualphoton with the 4-m om entum
q,then F2i(x=�i)= �(x=�i� 1),and therefore,asfollowsfrom Eq.(30),

F2(x)=
N
X

i= 1

r
2

i

Z
1

0

F2i(
x

�i
)�i(

x

�i
)d�i (73)

in fullagreem entwith the interpretation ofthe function �i(�i)(see Sec. 3)
and with theexpression used by m any authors.

Thegeneralexpression forthehadronictensoris

W
�� =

1

4�

X

n

(2�)4�(4)(P 0+ q� Pn)hP
0
;�

0
jĴ

�(0)jnihnĵJ�(0)jP 0
;�

0
i (74)

wherea sum istaken overallpossibleinterm ediatestatesjni,and Pn isthe
4-m om entum ofthe state jni.Itiswell-known thatusing Eq. (37)and the
com pletenessofthestatesjni,itiseasy to transform Eq.(74)to theform

W
�� =

1

4�

Z

e
{qx
hP

0
;�

0
jĴ

�(x)Ĵ�(0)jP 0
;�

0
id

4
x (75)

The product ofthe ECO’s in this expression can also be replaced by the
com m utatorsincethesecond term in thecom m utatordoesnotcontributeto
theintegral.

The usualargum entin favorofthe im pulse approxim ation isthatsince
at large q only the region ofsm allx contributes to the integral(see,for
exam ple,Ref. [29]),the asym ptotic freedom guaranteesthat Ĵ�(x)can be
replaced by thefreeECO J�(x)with a good accuracy.Then using again the
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com pleteness ofthe states jni,we obtain that the hadronic tensor willbe
replaced by thefollowing expression

W
��
!

1

4�

X

n

(2�)4�(4)(P
0(0)+ q� P

(0)

n )hP 0
;�

0
jJ

�(0)jnihnjJ�(0)jP 0
;�

0
i (76)

HereP
0(0) and P (0)

n arenotthereal4-m om enta in theinitialstateand in the
statejni,butthetotal4-m om enta ofthefree constituentscom prising these
states.

Itisclearfrom theconsiderationsin Secs.2 and 5,thatthereplacem ent
Pn ! P (0)

n isreasonableatleastin som ecases.Theargum entin favorofthe
replacem entP 0! P

0(0) isalso well-known:thequantum theory on thelight
coneissuchthatthe? and+ com ponentsofthevectorsP 0andP

0(0)areequal
toeach otherand only the"m inus"com ponentsdi�er,butthesecom ponents
areequalto zero in theIM F.Therefore,asfarasthex dependenceofĴ�(x)
isconcerned,thee�ectofbinding isindeed negligible.Atthesam etim ewe
do notsee the reason why Ĵ�(0)can be replaced by J�(0),and thisisjust
the im pulse approxim ation. Ifwe expand Ĵ�(0)in powers of�s,the sam e
should bedonewith theinitialstate,buttheperturbation theory cannotbe
used in thiscase.

In ouropinion,thecrucialpointin understandingthesituation isthatnot
only the4-m om entum oftheinitialstate,butalso them assofthisstateenter
into thecalculations.Thereforewecannotcon�neourselvesto theconsider-
ation ofonly thequark absorbing thevirtualphoton,and thelargedistances
necessarily com einto play.Theim pulseapproxim ation unam biguously leads
to the prescription thatforthe m assofthe initialstate we should take not
the physicalm ass M 0,butthe m ass ofthe system offree constituents,i.e.
the nonphysicalquantity. In contrastwith the case ofthe "m inus" com po-
nentsofthevectorsP 0and P

0(0) in theIM F,wecannotm akethedi�erence
between theabovem assesnegligible.

In ourcalculationsin Sec.5 weused theECO which satis�esrelativistic
invariance and current conservation,but,as noted above,these conditions
arenotsu�cientforchoosingauniquesolution.NeverthelesstheECO under
consideration unam biguously leadsto the prescription thatforthe m assof
theinitialstateweshould takeitsphysicalvalueM 0.Therefore,webelieve,
thatthough ourresult(68)forthehadronictensorism odel-dependent,the
relation between �iand x given by Eqs.(67),(69-71)doesnotdepend on the
choice ofthe solution forthe ECO ifthe quarksabsorb the virtualphoton

24



incoherently. Indeed,asexplained in Sec. 5,these expressionsare only the
consequence ofrelativistic kinem atics. For this reason we expect that in
the generalcase the relations(69-71)willbe valid ifM i isreplaced by the
m assoperator M̂ i ofthe subsystem 1;:::i� 1;i+ 1;:::N .However,to prove
this statem ent it is necessary to construct the ECO in the case when the
interactionsin thesubsystem softhesystem underconsideration arepresent.

In the literature the im pulse approxim ation isoften associated with the
Feynm an diagram sin which thevirtualphoton interactswith only onecon-
stituent,whiletheotherconstituentsarespectators.Letusnotehoweverthat
each Feynm an diagram can beunam biguously calculated only iftheunderly-
ingdynam icsisknown (forboth theinteraction between theconstituentsand
the ECO satisfying Eqs. (31-33)). M eanwhile usually thisis notthe case,
and theFeynm an diagram sarecalculated using som eprescriptions.Ourso-
lution forthe ECO unam biguously leadsto Eq. (47)which showsthatfor
the particle which doesnotinteractwith the virtualphoton hinitial = pfinal

(see Sec. 5). This looks like the im pulse approxim ation. However,as ex-
plained in Sec. 5,the quantity hinitial isnotequalto the free 4-m om entum
pinitial. The di�erence between these quantities cannotbe described in the
perturbation theory.Soitisnotclearwhatistheinterpretation ofourresult
on thelanguageofFeynm an diagram s.

As follows from Eq. (69),the relation �i = x takes place only in the
nonrelativistic approxim ation. Therefore we should expect thatin the real
nucleon �i considerably di�ers from x. Thus,in contrast with Eq. (30),
fordeterm ining thestructure functionsitisnecessary to know notonly the
functions �i(�i),but also the dependence ofthe internalwave function on
thetransversem om enta.Astheresult,theDIS datado notm akeitpossible
to determ ine the �i distribution ofquarks in the nucleon ifthere are no
additionalexperim entalinform ation.W ecan also expectthatthesum rules
which arebased only on theparton m odelarenotreliable.

Let us consider,for exam ple,the Gottfried sum rule [30],according to
which thequantity

SG =
Z

[F2p(x)� F2n(x)]
dx

x
(77)

isequalto 1/3. Here F2p(x)and F2n(x)are the structure functionsforthe
proton and neutron respectively.Thissum ruleeasily followsfrom Eqs.(24),
(29),(30)and the condition jj�0jj= 1 ifwe assum e thatthe neutron wave
function can be obtained from the proton one ifone ofthe u quarksin the
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proton isreplaced by thedquark (though som eauthorsarguethatthisisnot
the case). W e suppose thatparticle 1 in the proton isthe u quark,particle
1 in the neutron isthe d quark and allotherparticlesare the sam e. Then,
asfollowsfrom Eq.(72)

SG =
1

3

X

�i

Z

j�
0(k1? ;�1;�1; ~int)j

2[1+
kz1

!1(k1)
]2
d2k1? d�(~int)dx

2(2�)3�1(1� x)
(78)

where �1 is a function ofk1? ;M 1;x de�ned by Eq. (70). Now using Eqs.
(23)and (69-71)wechangetheintegration variablefrom x to �1.Then itis
easy to show that

SG =
1

3

X

�i

Z
d2k1? d�(~int)

(2�)3

Z
1

�m in

1

d�1

2�1(1� �1)
�

j�
0(k1? ;�1;�1; ~int)j

2[1+
kz1

!1(k1)
] (79)

Itisnotclearwhatisthe e�ectofthe lastm ultiplierin theintegrand since
both kz

1
> 0 and kz

1
< 0 are possible. However in the generalcase �m in

1

can considerably di�erfrom zero. Therefore,com paring Eq. (79)with the
norm alization integral(24),itisnaturalto expectthatSG < 1=3.Recently
thequantity SG wascalculated in Ref.[31]using the data ofRef.[32],and
theresultwasSG = 0:235� 0:026.

Analogously,theDIS data only do notm akeitpossibleto determ inethe
contributionsoftheu,dandsquarkstothenucleon spin,and thewell-known
problem ofthe"spin crisis"doesnotarise(thepresentstatusofthisproblem
is described,for exam ple,in Refs. [33,34]). Indeed,these contributions
(usually denoted as �q = (�u;�d;�s)) are given by som e integrals over
�i 2 [0;1]. M eanwhile, the DIS data m ake it possible to calculate som e
integralsoverx 2 [0;1].Sincetheintegralsoverx can betransform ed to the
integralsover�i2 [�m in

i ;1],weseethattheDIS data do notm akeitpossible
to determ ine thecontributionsof�i2 [0;�m in

i ].Thusitisnaturalto expect
thattheparton m odelunderestim atesthequantities�q.

At the sam e tim e,the DIS experim ents m ake it possible to check the
well-known results which are notbased on the parton m odel(forexam ple,
theBjorken sum rules[35]).

In conclusion we com pareourresultswith those obtained by severalau-
thorsinvestigating theoriginalEM C e�ect[6].Thisispossiblein theform al
casewhen thenucleonsarepoint-like.
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The�rstcalculationsoftheEM C e�ectwerecarried outin Refs.[7]and
others. However,as shown in Ref. [8],the above works did not take into
account the "ux factor" (see also Refs. [9]and m any others). The ux
factorused in these referencesisequalto zi = A(!i(ki)� kzi)=M A where A
isthe m assnum berofthe nucleus underconsideration and M A isitsm ass
(equalto M 0in ournotations).

Ifwework in theim pulseapproxim ation then Eq.(73)istheconvolution
form ula forF2(x).Sincex=�i= Ax=A�i,weconclude thattheresultforthe
ux param eterin theim pulseapproxim ation isA�i where�i isgiven by Eq.
(23).Notehowever,thatsincetheECO in theim pulseapproxim ation isnot
relativistically invariant,the result depends on the reference fram e and on
theform ofdynam ics(seeRef.[36]form oredetails).W ederived ourresult
in theIM F whiletheEM C e�ectisusually considered in thereferencefram e
in which theinitialnucleusisatrest.

Letusnow considerthe case when the interaction in the ECO istaken
into account. Then ifN = 2,our result which follows from Eq. (63) is
~!i(ki)� kzi = M 0(1� x) while in the approach ofRefs. [8,9]the relation
!i(ki)� kzi = M 0x takes place. IfN is arbitrary,then ourresult (69)can
be written as(M 2

i + k2i)
1=2 � kzi = M 0(1� x)while the resultofthe above

referencesisagain !i(ki)� kzi = M 0x.
Abovewehaveargued thatEqs.(62)and (69)arein factkinem atical.In

addition,itiseasy toseethattheexpression forF2(x)in Eq.(72)cannotbe
written asthe one-dim ensionalconvolution form ula. Thiscan be expected
in any m odelin which theinteraction in theECO istaken into account(see
also Refs.[9,37]).

These considerations show that the interpretation ofthe originalEM C
e�ect[6]hastoberevisited.W esupposetoconsiderthisproblem elsewhere.
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